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VANISHING OF THE ANOMALY IN LATTICE CHIRAL GAUGE
THEORY

VIERI MASTROPIETRO

ABSTRACT. The anomaly cancellation is a basic property of the Standard Model, crucial
for its consistence. We consider a lattice chiral gauge theory of massless Wilson fermions
interacting with a non-compact massive U(1) field coupled with left and right handed fermions
in four dimensions. We prove in the infinite volume limit, for weak coupling and inverse lattice
step of the order of boson mass, that the anomaly vanishes up to subleading corrections and
under the same condition as in the continuum. The proof is based on a combination of
exact Renormalization Group, non perturbative decay bounds of correlations and lattice
symmetries.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

1.1. Chiral gauge theory. The perturbative consistence (renormalizability) of the Standard
Model relies on the vanishing of the anomalies, achieved under certain algebraic conditions ﬂ]
severely constraining the elementary particles charges and providing a partial explanation of
the charge quantization. In order to go beyond a purely perturbative framework in terms of
diverging series E], one needs a lattice formulation with functional integrals with cut-off much
higher than the experiments scale; due to triviality B], M], the cut-off cannot be completely
removed, at least in the Electroweak sector, hence the theory can be seen as an effective one.

One expects a relation between the perturbative renormalizability properties and the size
of the cut-off. The electroweak theory is renormalizable B],ﬂa] so that a construction up to
exponentially large cut-off could be in principle possible, and such cut-off is much higher than
the scales of experiments. However, this requires as a crucial prerequisite that the anomalies
cancel, at least to a certain extent. This rises the natural question: does the anomaly cancel
at a non-perturbative level with finite lattice, under the same condition as in the continuum?

In the continuum, the cancellation is based on compensations at every order ﬂ] based on
dimensional regularizations and symmetries, but finite lattice cut-off produce corrections and
the question is if they cancel or not. Jacobian arguments are used to support vanishing of
higher orders contributions to anomalies but are essentially one loop results, as shown in ﬂﬁ]
Topological arguments explain the anomaly cancellation on a lattice E] with classical gauge
fields, but in the quantum case they work only at lowest order (one loop). The cancellation
would be obtained if a non-perturbative regulator for lattice chiral gauge theories could be
found, but this is a long standing unsolved problem and only order by order results are known

(1] fL1].

We consider a lattice chiral gauge theory, given by 2N massless fermions in four dimensions,
labeled by an index i = 1, ..., 2N; we also define the indicesi; = 1,..., N and is = N+1,...,2N.
If the gamma matrices are

(0N [0 g (I 0 W
W= o0) T \~iey 0) T\ 0 1

and o = (09, i0), 05“ = (09, —i0),

(Vo) == (15) w= (0 h) @


http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.02790v1

2 V. MASTROPIETRO

the formal continuum action is given by the following expression:

/dxFu v Epp + Z / dzlof oy (O + AQu AV, 1+ 500y 1

S [ el o 0+ DA e+ 000071 ®)

with p = (07 1,2,3) and F,, = d,A, — 0, A,. Note that the R fermions of kind ¢; and the L
fermions of kind 75 decouple and are ﬁctltlous non interacting degrees of freedom, which are
convenient to introduce in view of the lattice regularization, see eg ﬂﬁ ﬂE .The total current
coupled to A, is

ZQ“wu L,x Mwn L:B+ZQl2wz2 Rz lez,Rm (4)
and the axial and vector part of the current is
= % Z Qijuia  Jpt = % Z Qi€ in (5)
% %
with &, = &, = 1, Juie = YiaWuWlie Joie = ViaVsVuie a0d Ve = (U; 1 U p,);

%,x = (¢:’ L,:v’¢i—’,— R,m)WO' Note the chiral nature of the theory, as in the current the fermion
with different chirality have different charges. An example of chiral theory is obtained setting
Qi, = 0; in such a case one is describing N fermions with the same chirality interacting with a
gauge field. A physically more important example is given by the U(1) sector of the Standard
Model with no Higgs and massless fermions; in this case N = 4, i1 = (v1,e1,u1,d;) are the
left handed components and i = (12, €2, ug, d2) the right handed of the leptons and quarks.
A formal application of Noether theorem with classical fermions and bosons says that the
invariance under phase and chiral symmetry,implying the current conservation d, jl:f =0. If
the fermions are quantum (and the bosons classical) the conservation of current is reflected in
Ward Identities, and it turns out that anomalies generically break the conservation of jgw

unless

N N

D QL) QL=0 (6)

i1=1 ia=1
In the elecroweak sector the physical values Q,, = Qc, = —1, Qu, = Qq, = 1/3, Qu, = 0,
Qey = —2, Qu, = 4/3, Qq, = —2/3 verify (@), if @ are the hypercharges and an index for
the three colours of quarks is added. Remarkably the hyperchrges (and therefore the charges)
are constrained to physical values by purely quantum effects. The question is therefore if
in a lattice regularization of (3) and considering A, a quantum field, the chiral current is
conserved under the same condition (6]) at a non-perturbative level.

1.2. The lattice chiral gauge theory. The lattice chiral gauge theory is defined by its
generating function

VLT6) / P(dA) / Pldup)eV ATV +B° ) +(5.9) (7)

where A, , : A - R, A = [0,L]* N aZt, L = Ka, K € N eu, i = 0,1,2,3 an orthonormal
basis, A, = Auz+Le, (Periodic boundary conditions) and the bosonic integration is

H H dA, e —SG(A) (8)
936/\# 0
with
4 1 M? 2
SG =a Z[ZFp,u,xFu,u,m + 714#,:1:14#,:1: + (1 - 5)(dﬂAﬂ) ] (9)

xT
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is the action of a non-compact lattice U(1) gauge field with a gauge fixing and a mass term,
Fu,=dA,—d,A, and d, A, = ail(AmHeua — Apz), Na is the normalization. The bosonic
simple expectation

EAlApy 2y Appzy) = /P(dA)Am,ml---Aﬂn,xn (10)
is expressed by the Wick rule with covariance

cik(@—y) 6,0
A nwOv
v ( y L4 Z ’0’2 + M2 (5%” + (1 _ )‘0‘2 —i—MQ)

(11)

with o, (k) = (e*r® —1)a=1, k = 2an/L, n € N* and k € [-7/a,7/a)*. The bosonic truncated
expectation
n

EN(F - F) = 2 og / P(dA) P (12)

oA A=0
is expressed by the Wick rule restricted to the connected terms.
We denote by ¥, the Grassmann variables, with ¢ = 1, .., 2N the particle index; s = L, R

1,8,

the chiral index; anti-periodic boundary conditions are imposed and
- L= _
{1/}2 ,8,2) ,l/}i’7s’”m’} {1/}2 8,20 il s x! } - {wi,s,gﬂ wi’,s’,x’} - 0 (13)
We define Q,Z)Zisx = L4 >k eilk“”%sk, with Q,Z)Zsk another set of Grassmann variable, k =

21/L(n +1/2), n € N* and k € [~7/a,n/a)!. The fermionic gaussian measure is defined as,
i=1,..2N, s=L,R

H i, iy, e 5T (14)

ZS{L’

where Ny, a normalization and, if Q,Z)i = (¢Z L wiiR )

2N
1 1 + - + -
Sp = % Z a Z[Z(wi,x’mvﬂwi,mqte#a B wi,s,mqte#a’mfyﬂwi,x) +
=1 T o

T(w:x’yolbi_,x-i-eua + w:,_a&—l—eua’yolbi_,x B ¢z—’,—x70wz_,a:)] (15)

We can write therefore

+ s
2a Z Z Z Z z ,8,% u 1,8 J:—i—eua B i,s,a:—i—euao-u 1,8 a:) + T(wz L J:Tiz)z R,x+eua +

T pn s=L,R
+ - - + - + -
i,L,x+euawz}R,x - ¢i,L,x¢i,R7m + wi,R,xwi,L,m—i—eua + wi,R,x+eua¢i,L,x - wi,R,xwi,L,m)] (16)

The fermionic simple expectation

5¢ (¢§11,m1"‘w2§:,xn) / (dw)¢zl x1” ¢f:,xn (17)
is expressed by the anticommutative Wick rule with covariance
! (x,y) = / (d) Vi 0ty = i Ze“ﬁ nd s (18)
with
Z -1 1
iNoyuat sin(kua) +a tyor Z (1 —coskya))™ (19)

I
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The interaction is

4 — —
VI(A’ ¢’ =a Z H’7Z 5,T M?Z 5,T + Ouvivsvl‘Guvivs]
©,8,T
at
VQ(A Z wz ,L,x ,u,z,:vwz R,x+epa +
+ —_ —_
wz L x—l—euaHM,z,a{:wz R,x + ¢z R, a: KR aﬁwz L,x+epa + wz R a:+eﬂaHu,i,a:¢i,L,x] (21)
with
/,:jlii,s(x) — a_l(: e:FiaQi()\bi,sAu,x‘i‘Ju,x) . _1) H;Ez,x — a_l(e:':iaQiJu,x _ 1)
1 1
+ L+ - - _ + -
3,8, §wi,s,xaz 1,5,T+€,a w,i,8,x 2 ,8 J:—l—euao-;st 1,8,& (22)
with, if .7, =1,,N and io = N+ 1,...,2N
biy,. =bis,r=1;  bij,r =biy, =0 (23)
and : eFiaAQiAu(x) . FidQiaAu(x) e%(x@,-)%%;ju(op).
The mass counterterm is
Ve= Za via Zwlewle+¢sz¢zLx) (24)
Finally the source term is
4 5 5 .
B=a ZJ alu 32,:1: ZngSQ] zsw;czs }mels
o,z %,8
with €, = —€;, = 1l and ¢, = —eg = 1. y; and ng are parameters to be fixed by the

renormlization conditions, see below.

Remark. The term proportional to r in Sg (I6) is called Wilson term. If r = 0 the fermionic
propagator g; ;, has, in the L — oo limit, several poles; this has the effect that the low energy
behaviour of the lattice theory would not correspond to the continuum target theory (B)); the
presence of the Wilson term r # 0 has the effect that only the physical pole k = 0 is present

but the chiral symmetry is broken [14)].

1.3. Physical observables. The fermionic 2-point function is
A 0 5
Si,s,s’(x’y) — WA(JaJ a¢)|0
gbz 18, ¢i,s’,y

and the Fourier transform is
A 4 2 : —zlm
Z s,s’ =a i,8,s’

The vertex functions are

83
T W(J, J°,
o S(Z ) y) a‘]ﬂv agbz sxagb; »S:Y ( ¢)|0
63
oA W(J, J°,
(2 m,y) = 0J5.00; . 00y 1. ( ?)lo

The Fourier transform is

,u,z’s kp _a4z Ze K Zkyruz’s(zao7y)

(27)

(28)
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and similarly is defined I (k,p). The three current vector VVV and axial AVV correlations

s
are 3 3
0 WA 0 WA
1 = . IPA 29
Mpr(Z7y7x) aszaJy,yaJp,m‘O’ MVP(Z Y, T ) &]B,Z&]y,y&]p,x ’0 ( )
and
Hu,up plap2 — a4z Z —iP1y— 2p2$Hﬁup(0’y’x)
Wi (P1,p2) = a‘*Z DT 0,0,2) (30)

1.4. Ward Identities. The correlations are connected by relations known as Ward Identities.
They can be obtained by performing the change of variables

+ + +iQi0
wi,s,x - wi,s,xe Qi (31)

with a, is a function on aZ*, with the periodicity of A. Let Q(¢*, %) be a monomial in the
Grassmann variables and Q, (4", ™) be the monomial obtained performing the replacement

BI) in Q(¢p+,17). It holds that
/ Hd¢zsm 1,8,% Q( / Hd¢zsm l,s,:v Qa(¢+ T,Z)_) (32)

©,8,T ©,8,T

as both the left-hand side and the right-hand side of (32)) are zero unless the same Grassmann
field appears once in the monomial, hence the fields w;f s ,1/1{7 s Come in pairs and the «
dependence cancels. By linearity of the Grassmann integration, the property (32)) implies fhe
following identity, valid for any function f on the finite Grassmann algebra:

/Hdw“m Visal /Hd%sx Visalfa(¥) (33)

1,8,% 1,8,T

with f, (1) the function obtained from f(¢), after the transformation (31)). We apply now
B3) to (7)); the phase in the non-local terms can be exactly compensated by modifying J,
that is we get

W(J,J%, ¢) = W(J +d,a, J?, &%) (34)
where J + d,« is a shorthand for J, ; + d,a, and eZQaqﬁ is a shorthand for e*'@io= (ﬁz s m;
dlfferentlatmg we get the Ward Identities (WI)

ZU}L /,171/17 7yn(pla 7p7l) - O p pl + pn
ZUM uzs ) Ql( zss( ) Szj\ss(k+p)) (35)

75,A
Zau POILS (p1.p2) = 0p(p2)ILS (p1,p2) =0
p
Remark The above Ward Identities represent the conservation of the vector part of the

current coupled to the gauge field A,; in particular the first is the lattice counterpart of
TV, TV,

a <Ju’ 3Jvi i JZ:;V >7= 0, see ([5])
1.5. Main result. Our main result is the following, denoting by limz, SZAS (k) and simi-
larly the other correlations.

Theorem 1.1. Let us fitr =1 and Ma > 1. There exists Ao, C independent on L,a, M such
that, for |\| < Xo(Ma), it is posszble to find v;, Z?, continuous functions in A such that

ZS

1) The limits L — 0o of S s (k), T M (K, p), Fii\,s(k p) lwp(pl,pg) Hi’f,},p(pl,pg) exist
£ ()
W,

and limy_,o S{}S(k:) = oo and likaHo )
/,L,i’,s P

= ezl where ef, = —ep = 1.
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2) The AV'V correlation verifies

> ou(pr+p)IL,, , (p1.p2) = Z Surpoy s upl)au(pz)[ZQ ZQ + 7.0 (p1,p2)
11

n
(36)
with |r(p1,p2)| < Ca?p**?, p = max(|p1|,|p2|) and 6 = 1/2.

Remarks

(1) The correlations are written in the form of expansions which are convergent in the
limit of infinite volume provided that the lattice cut-off is smaller than the boson mass.

(2) The counterterms v; are chosen so that the fermions remain massless in presence of
interactions; the parameters Z; 5 . are fixed so that the charge associated to the vector
and axial current are the same a condltlon present also at a perturbatlve level ﬂ}]

(3) Under the condition [}, D ?] =0 we have > oulp )Hmyﬁ(pl,pg) =0 and

21 0u (p)Hﬂ 0o (D1,D2) = O( 9p2+9) expressing the conservation of the chiral current
in the sense of correlations and up to subdominant terms for momenta far from the
cut-off. The vanishing of the anomaly, obtained up to now only at a purely perturba-
tive level, is proved with a finite lattice cut-off, even if the cut-off breaks important
symmetries ﬂ]lj] on which the perturbative cancellation were based, like the Lorentz
or the chiral one, and excluding non perturbative effects. The anomaly cancellation
condition is the same as in the continuum case. The lattice regularization plays an
essential role; with momentum one a much weaker result holds ﬁﬂ]
(4) Anomalies are strongly connected with transport properties in condensed matter ﬂﬁ]—
| and we use indeed techniques recently developed for the proof of universality
properties in metals to the anomaly cancellation on a lattice ﬂﬁ]—ﬂﬁ] Such methods
have their roots in the Gallavotti tree expansion @], the Battle-Brydges-Federbush
formula [29] and the Gawedzki-Kupiainen-Lesniewski formula [3d)], ﬂ;’_j] (see eg [39) for
an introduction).

1.6. Future perspectives. We have constructed the theory assuming that 1/a < (Ao/|A|) M
that is the cut-off is smaller than the boson mass and we have established (36 for generic
values of the coupling. In this regime after the integration of the A, the theory have scaling
dimension D = 4 +n — 3n¥/2 if n is the order and ny the number of fields. This requires
that the "effective coupling” A\2/M? times the energy cut-off must be not too large so that
the expansions are convergent. In order to reach higher cut-off one notes that the boson
propagator (1)) is composed by two terms; one which behaves as O(1/k?) for k* >> M? and
the other which is O(1) for k2 >> M?. If the second term does not contribute the scaling
dimension improves and it corresponds to a renormalizable theory D = 4 — 3n¥/2 — n4, so
in principle one can consider cut-offs higher than M and up to an exponentially large values
|A?log al < &g. In order to have that the second term does not contribute full gauge invariance
(broken in our case by the mass and gauge fixing term) is not necessarily required but is
sufficient the gauge invariance in the external fields, expressed in the form of Ward Identities.
It is indeed known that renormalizability is preserved in QED, at the perturbative level, even
if a mass is added to photon, see e.g. ],Nﬁ] ; if one restricts to gauge invariant observables
the contribution of the not-decaying term of the propagator is vanishing as consequence of the
current conservation. To get exponentially high cut-off in d = 4 QED at a non-perturbative
level is technically demanding, as it would require a simultaneous decomposition in the bosons
fﬂ%d fermions, but the analogous statement can be rigorously proven in in d = 2 vector models

.

In the absence of the Wilson term r = 0 we get the conservation of the chiral current in
the form of a WI given by the first of (35)), if IL, ..., is obtained replacing J,, in GM s

with b@sj%m. As a consequence the averages of invariant observables are £ independent. This
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follows from 0 [ P(dA) [[[1; .. dip a0 ,JO = 0, with O(A, ) invariant; indeed

8§/P dA /Hdwls:v zsm L4 Zaﬁguu /P(dA)A\mp;{Vv—P/ Hdwzsm zsm]o

- (37)

from which we get, using that A\%p = jq\;fpa%
’ P,—P

2

Ty D0 ), 00 0) = [ Paa) [[T] v v, Jota+ Tl 39
PP P P 1,8,%

By noting that 9(g4)~! = —(g4)~ 16{\‘4(/\‘4) and 8§§A is proportional to &,0,, by using

da [ P(dA) [T, s dip, 2@ 5 JO(A+da, )|o = 0 then d¢W is vanishing. Therefore if r =0

in invariant observables one can set ¢ = 0 and the theory is perturbatively renormalizable.

One expects to be able to reach exponentially high cut-off.

The Wilson term r # 0, physically necessary to avoid fermion doubling ﬂJ__A]], breaks the
WI and the conservation of chiral current for generic values of the charges, according to
(B6]). Therefore generically the theory is non-renormalizable at scales greater than M and one
cannot expect in general to be able to reach exponentially high cut-offs. However choosing the
charges so that [}, Q2 —>", Q3] = 0 the contribution of the non decaying term vanishes up
to subdominant terms, making possible in principle to reach exponentially high cut-offs. The
anomaly cancellation for 1/a < M is therefore a prerequisite for reaching higher cut-offs. In
the case of the U(1) sector of the Standard Model, one has also to introduce an Higgs boson to
generate the fermion mass; one can distinguish a region higher than the boson mass generated
by the Higgs, where the second term of the boson propagator does not contribute due to the
anomaly cancellation and the WI; and a lower one, when the infinite volume limit can be
taken using the infrared freedom of QED and the massive nature of weak forces. Further
challenging problems arise considering the anomaly associated to the SU(2) sector.

2. PROOF OoF THEOREM 1.1

In the following we denote by C' or by C4,Cs.. generic A, L, a-independent constants. We
integrate the bosonic variables A, in (7)), obtaining

Vi(y,J) = log / P(dA)e"1(¥A) (39)
where, by (12))
o0

ZET ) SR ITNES P o »

T je=% n=2 T1,..,Tp E58

s

- 1

€j i€ QZJ T4 - T/, i b’L s A [ A T .. . i nbin,snA znA n,Tn .
[jl_{Oiijijsj,xjewja 7 J]aa PEL(: b AR A e WQin A )

which can be rewritten as, if = &1, ..,Tn, L =01, -c0y b, = [1, ey 0= M1, ..y My

bod) = Y Y a0+ )

T j,e=%
4n m; .
§ § a § § ’I’L'H ZJ7MJ7SJ7$J(J}LJ',{L']') J]Hn,m(ﬁ,é,l,ﬁ,§,M)
n=2m=0 L1y koMM
Xjm

with

—n (5 () T
a (’L(Ie_]QZj) J ]53;( eiSIbil,sl)‘QilANbxl .. . eiEnbin,sn)\aQinA/m,xn)

Hpom(2, 8,8, 1, 8,m) = — ,
- n. mj.

(41)
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and ||Hy ;|| = L4 4”supgwsm > aron [ Hnml-

3=
Lemma 2.1. The kernels in ({0) the following bound, for n > 2, m < 3 and uniformly in L
| Hom| < CTa™ (43 =mIN (1A /(M a))> D) (42)

Proof of Lemma 2.1 We write the truncated expectations in (4]) by the Battle-Brydges-
Federbush formula, see e.g. Theorem 3.1 in @] (for completeness a sketch of the proof is in
Appendix 1), n > 2

Eg(eielbil,sleilAm,zl s eienbin,snAaQinA#n,zn) _ Z H g/fjﬂj/ (xj, xj’) /de(z)eV(X;i)’
TeTn {j,j'}eT
(43)
where: X = ((x1,€1,%1, 1,51, M1); -5 (T, €y in,y iy Sy M), Ty is the set of connected tree
graphs on {1,2,...,n}, the product H{i’j}eT runs over the edges of the tree graph T,

~A 2 2 A
gﬂjﬂj/ (x_]’l‘jl) = )\ a ejbij,sj'Qijej/bij/,sj/Qij/gpjﬂj/ ('Ij?xj,)? (44)

V(X;t) is obtained by taking a sequence of convex linear combinations, with parameters ¢, of
the energies V(Y) of suitable subsets Y C X, defined as

Z )‘ Ejg_]/blj sJQzJ 15155 /Ql 4 a g;:lj,uj, (1’j,1’j/) = SA([Z )\bij7SjQ’ija€jAMj (xj)]Z)
J,3'eYy jey
(45)
and dpr(t) is a probability measure, whose explicit form is recalled in the Appendix. We use
the bounds

g, (@)l = a4Z gt (zy)| <CM™2 gt (z,y)] < Ca™ (46)
so that
Homll < CFL™ sup a3 ° Gy vyl [ dprieV 0]
(47)
Moreover V (Y') is stable, that is
V(Y) = 5([2 )‘bij,SjQijaejAﬂj (x])]Q) >0 (48)

Jjey
hence V(X;t) > 0 and e=V(Xi) < 1 5o that [ dpr(t)e”VXt) < 1 therefore

—n+m
n@ — n—
E 11 2!%#, (zj,25)h < CF > (aM 1N (49)

TeTy {j,j'}eT ' TeT,

| Ho | < €%

and finally using that ) ,cp 1 < Cfn! by Cayley’ formula @] we finally get
| Homll < Cga™™ ™ (aM 1071 = Cfa=U3n=mIN (1N /(Ma))* "~ (50)
[

After the integration of A, the generating function can be written as a Grassmann integral

BW(J,J57¢) _ / (dT/)) v (N+1) (4, J,J5,0) (51)

with
VD (4, J,0°,¢) = Vi, ) + Va(, J) + Ve(y) + B(J?, %) + (1, ¢) (52)

The fermionic propagator is massless, that is it has a power law decay at large distances and
this requires a multiscale analysis based on Wilson Renormalization Group.
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We introduce parameters v > 1 and N € N such thatl] N = 7/(16a) ; moreover we
introduce ]f”v(t);R‘L — R a C™ non-decreasing function = 0 for 0 < ¢t < 4vN¥~! and = 1 for
t > 4N; we define also xn () = 1 — f(t) which is therefore non-vanishing for ¢ < 4. We
introduce the propagator

9i

N+1 1 ik(z—v) 7 ~

U (asy) = 21 20 T (RG] (k) (53)
k

with |k — k/|7 the distance on the 4-dimensional torus [~ /a,7/a)*. Therefore, for any K € N

we have

(N+1)(

C
3(N+1 K

|9;

where |z — y|= is the distance on the [~ L, L)* torus. The above bound is derived by (discrete)

integration by parts, see e.g. §3.3 of [37], using that? in the support of f(|k|r) one has
> (1 —cosk ,a)%/a® > C/a? and the volume of the support of f is < C'/a’.
We can write therefore, using the addition property of gaussian Grassmann integrals, see

e.g. §2.4 of @
VUIP6) _ /P(d?/)(SN))/P(d¢(N+1))BV(NH)(w(SN)er(NH)’J’ﬁ"b) _

where

1
V(N) (T/J(SN), Ja J5’ Qb) Z _|

n=1

EF A (VINAD (EN) Ly (NHD 715 ) VINFD (p(SN) fpy (NHD 17075 6)) - (56)

and €% 41 18 the truncated expectation with respect to the integration P(dyp(N+D),
Using the linearity of the truncated expectations, one gets, if v = ¢, 5,4, i1, 8

la m
(¢(<N J, J5’¢) g Matlp+m) Z VVZS}Z (z Y, 2, 1 H ;]Ziij H ¢y1721781 H Jgj7zj]
T,Y.2,Y Jj=1 Jj=1

(57)
with ¢ = %, and ij is Jy; or J;?j for § = (0,1). Note that the W) are a series in the kernels
Hy . In the [ = 0 case (the presence of ¢ is briefly discussed in the Appendix 1) calling

WL = W) we define W) || = L~ sup, a4 S (W (2,2, 9)|.

Lemma 2.2. The kernels in (53) verify, for |\ < Xo(Ma), |v;] < C(|\|/(Ma))?, X, C,Cy
independent on a, L, N, 1l <2,m <3, |d| is the distance between any coordinate in x,z
W] < CiyPN (58)

with D =4 —31/2 —m — s.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. We rewrite VIVt (52)) in a more compact way as

VO = 3PP I P) (59)

1Any choice for vV ensuring that in the support of 1 — )?does not include the doubled poles, that is the
poles of g(k) with r = 0 different from k = 0, could be done.

2The bound (B4) follows from the presence of the Wilson term; if » = 0 a power law is found due to the
presence of poles in the support of f(k‘)
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. ~ <N 7
with P set of field labels and ¢(P) = [];cp 1/1( 25 f)m(f) J(P) = [ljep Jf((f We get
therefore, inserting (59) in (56) if P = Q1 U Qa... U Qn
N) (<N 5 (=M
VWS LI =0 3 >
P Py,
Q1- Qn
Ext (WD (PL/Qu)s s 9D (P, H WP J ()] (60)

We use the Gawedzki-Kupiainen-Lesniewski @], | (a sketch of the proof is in App.1; see
also (see e.g. §A.3 of [3d], §2 of [39] or App D of [317))

Et VI (P); gV (R)) = > ] g(N“)(xi,yj)/dPT( ) det GYFLE (L) (61)

TeTn {i,j}eT

where 7, denotes the set of all the ‘spanning trees’ on xp,, ..., zp,, that is a set of lines which
becomes a tree graph on {1,2,..., s} if one contracts in a point all the point in xp = Uscpa(f),
the product H{i,j}eT runs over the unordered edges of the T, t = {t; » € [0,1],1 < ¢,7" < s},
dPr(t) is a probability measure (whose form is specified in the Appendix) with support on a
set of t such that ¢; ; = u; - uy for some family of vectors u; € R® of unit norm and GN “’T(t)

isa(n—s+1)x (n—s+1) matrix, whose elements are given by szﬁr; T = g N (245, i)

such that if =< u; ® A(N+1), Uy ® B(NH)
z(f3;) (£ )

> then the matrix element can be written as a

scalar product

NALT _ (N+1) o p(N+1) AN+ (N+1)
Gijagh =<w®4 w(f;) @ Ba:(fjj,) >= (u - ui) Ld Z =(f7), 0B Tk (62)
. N+1 Z ;)3 N+1 ’lk‘l‘
with AU = e U) /PN (k) and B<(ft )= PN R)g™ (k).
177

The determinants are bounded by the Gram- Hadamard inequality, see e.g. §2 of @ |, stating
that, if M is a square matrix with elements M;; of the form M;; =< A;, B; >, where A;, B;

are vectors in a Hilbert space with scalar product < -,- >, then |det M| <[], < A4;, 4; >%<
Bj, B;j >2. Therefore

We get, setting |P;| = n;, |Qi| =1, 0 <l <ng,y ,mi =m, =) ,1; and Hx!sg(NH)(x)h <
Coy= N5

||Wzm||<zcs oy Z Z Hll

n1,--.Np l1,--ln 4=1
>ili=l

Z Oy N (010 e NI ot 2= =D T 41 () (64)
i=1

and ) per < n!C}zi " see e,g, lemma A3.3 of [3G], Lemma 2.4 of [3J] or Lemma D.4 of [37],
so that

!
e |<ZCﬁ > 2 Hcf’zmz!(n?—zi!)]

Nl,..Np Ly, ln =1
Sili=l

7*4N("*1)7*N373N(Zi nifli)/2[H 7N(473n¢/27m¢)] [H(‘)\‘/Ma)max(2(n¢/2f1),17m¢)]]

i=1 %
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Note that >, [(C5)" 4(3’5“( il ;] = 2C5 we get

W< 37 CaaNe=32mm= TS O (JAl/Maymex G201 mmay) (65)

n=1 7 n;

As >, m; =m < 3 the sum over n; is bounded by
TTES G (Al /My 0m0]) < G (|| /M a)? =3 (66)

i N

so that for A small enough

W) < ANU=B=m O (1437 ORI/ Ma)23)] < Oy N@-3/22m) (67)
n=4
| |

In order integrate [ P(d¢(§N))eV(N) (=M, ,7%) (55) we need to take into account the pres-
ence of terms with positive or negative scaling dimension D = 4 — 3[/2 — m, as can be read

from (58]).

In order to do that we extract from V) the terms with non negative dimension. This is
done defining an £ (localization) linear operation acting on the kernels of Wl% (the Fourier
transform of W}V in(55)) in the following way; EWZJYH(E) =W} (k) for (n,m) # (2,0),(2,1)

and
sin k,a

LW3(k) = Wap(0) + O Wan(0)  LW3 (k. k +p) = W3 ,(0,0) (68)

We write therefore

V(J,J°,0) :/P(d¢(§N))e£V(N)(w(§N),J,J5)+RV(N)(w(§N),J,J5) (69)

with R = 1 — £ (renormalization) and RV ™) is equal to (87) with W( ) replaced by RVVI(],X),
the R operation produce an improvement in the bound, see eg §4 2 of m for instance
RWZO(k‘) will admit, by interpolation, a bound similar to the one for W270(kz) times a factor

O(y72Y) due to the derivatives and an extra O(y?"), with h the scale associated to the
external fields due to the k2. Hence the R operation produces on such terms an improvement
O(vz(h_N )). In coordinate space, the action consists in producing a derivative in the external
field and a ”zero”, that is the difference of two coordinates, see e.g. §3 of HZ__'L]]

Using symmetry considerations, see the Appendix 3, we get

LY@, 1,0°) = a3 vy N (U Vi pe TRV L) T

T s
3 ~J 5 —
ZN,i,SO-quiJ,rs,maﬂqb;Ls T + Z N‘] 7f’3¢z ,S,T u 1,8, + 6362 Z )5, N‘] wz s,x u z,s,a:]
with e, = —egp =1, &, = —&i, = 1, nys7 Y = WQ’O(O), ZNsi = BMWQ’O(O) and Z;{&N =
WQNJ (0,0), ZE&N = VVQN’1 (0,0) respectively with J and J°.

It is possible to include the marginal quadratic terms in the fermionic gaussian integration
in the following way

P(A(EN)) X i Znsia Da 0l Oubiln = Py (dy(SV)) (70)

where 9 is the discrete derivative and

§§<N Z’YO’)/# ~Lisin( (kua) +a~ Wévz 1 —coskya) (71)

~N __ 0 ZN,L,@'(]C)I ~h __ 0 Z'ZN,L,@'(]C)U]'
Yo = (ZN,R,Z-(k)I 0 =\ iz pak)o; 0 (72)
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with Zy (k) =1+ val(k:)zN,SJ, and we set Zy s; =1+ 2n,5,. We can write therefore
V(I,0) _ /PZN (dﬂ)(SN))eﬁv(N)(vZNiﬂ(SN),J7J5)+73V(N)(vZNw(SN)J,JS) (73)

where we have rescaled the fields writing

LY Zynp, 7, 7°) = a* Y O vy N V2N L 2N ri (U i pe + VTRV e) T

J + - ~ 5
+Zi,S7NJM7$wi,s,xazwi’,s,x + ESEiZiJ N xwz ,5,T u i,5 :1:] (74)

With U i/ ZN.LiZN R = nNsi and Z [ Zisn = 2 s 2 ) ZisN = Zis -
We choose xn(t) = xo(7yVt) with xo(¢);RT — R a C* non-increasing function = 1 for

0<t<~"land =0 for t > 1; and we write

N
v@®) = D ) falt) =xo(v ") = xo(v ") (75)
h=—0oc0
with f5,(t) with support in v"~1 < ¢ < "1 We can write xn(t) = xn_1(t) + fn(t) and
i w == k) k) (76)

with /g\(N)(k:) given by (1)) with xn (k) replaced by fn(k) and Z; s y(k) replaced Z; s n. We

3
write therefore

ST = / Py (dypSVY) / Py (A V) VRS ED LI RY (VRN 0,07

/pZN(dw(SN1))6V(N1)(\/Ew(<N1),JJ5) (77)
where 1
AEEDY EE%(EV(N) + RV v ) L Ry (V) (78)

with VY given by (60)); a graphical representation is in fig.2. Using more compact notation

iD= Zw (SN0 (p)J(P)W I (P) (79)

By using the linearity of the truncated expectations and expressing RVY by (56) we can
write, calling E7(V;..;V) = ST(V' n) (78) as, see Fig 3

yIN=1) = Z 5T LvW) +Z R€N+1(V(N+1);m);n) (80)

From (80]) we see that W(N_l) is a function of W(N+1), UN, ZNZ3, 23
The procedure can be iterated in a similar way writing
Py (dSNV) = Py 1 (dp SN D) Py (dy ™) (81)
and VIV-1 = cy(N=1 1 Ry (N=1) with £ acting on the kernels W=D as (68), so that,

after modifying the wave function renormalization and rescaling, we get to

(N-1) (EN-1) (N-1) (<N-1)
/PZN (A= )/PZN (dpN=D) VN Zy g SN0 IRV IV (/2 (SN,

(82)
Therefore, after integrating in the same way V=D (V=2 4(ht1)
V(1I50) / Py, (dy(SM) eV VZip =D, 077 (83)

with Pz, (dy(=")) with propagator

§(<h) 2707u —1; sin(kya) +a” (}Z 1 — cos kya)) (84)
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~h 0 Znri(R)T\  ~p 0 iZn,1,i(k)o;
Mo = (Zh,R,z‘(k‘)I 0 7 = \=iZh (kK)o 0 (85)

and

LYW (2, J,0%) = a* > sV ZnriZn ki (i o pe + ViR e) T

J + S, — ~ 75 5 + S -
+Z@',s,h‘] 7111[)1',5,:1:0-;1 i’,s,:v+636@Zi,s,h‘]u,xwi,s,xo-u i,s,x]

(86)
and finally, if v = a, 5,4, 1, 8

l m
_ _ m h— <h—1l,; -
VO (2= 000y = 3 at i SS w2 ) [T el SN i) (87)
Im z,z j=1 j

7j=1

and

W72l = L sup a4 37w e, 2)] (83)

1 z,z

The v} ; is a relevant running coupling constant representing the the renormalization of the
mass of the fermion of type i; Zy;s = (Zkis, Z,‘ii7s,Zl§7l.7s) are the marginal couplings and
represent respectively the wave function renormalization of the fermion of type ¢ and chi-
rality s, and the renormalization of the current and of the axial current. By construction
W=D is a function of the kernels W&+ in VN+1 and of the running coupling constants
UNy ZN, .-, Vn, Zp; moreover, the running coupling constants verify recursive equations of the
form

Vh—1,i = VWhyi + Bai(UN, ooy U, WYz = Zhae Bl (N, Ny Vs Zh, W)y

(39)
As should be clear from the previous pictures, the W and the 5" can be conveniently rep-
resented in terms as a sum of labeled trees, called Gallavotti trees, , see Fig.4, defined in the
following way (for details see e.g. §3 of @]) . Let us consider the family of all trees which

=gy

o | -

]
| N

hy N N+1
FIGURE 1. A Gallavotti tree

can be constructed by joining a point r, the root, with an ordered set of n > 1 points, the
endpoints of the unlabeled tree, so that r is not a branching point. n will be called the order
of the unlabeled tree and the branching points will be called the non trivial vertices. The
unlabeled trees are partially ordered from the root to the endpoints in the natural way; we
shall use the symbol < to denote the partial order. The number of unlabeled trees is < 4",
see eg §2.1 of E] The set of labeled (or Gallavotti) trees 7}, ,, are defined adding the above
labels

(1) We associate a label h < N — 1 with the root and we introduce a family of vertical
lines, labeled by an an integer taking values in [h, N + 1] intersecting all the non-trivial
vertices, the endpoints and other points called trivial vertices. The set of the vertices v
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of 7 will be the union of the endpoints, the trivial vertices and the non trivial vertices.
The scale label is h,, and, if v; and vy are two vertices and vy < v, then hy, < hy,. sy
is the number of subtrees with root v. Moreover, there is only one vertex immediately
following the root, which will be denoted vy and can not be an endpoint; its scale is
h+1. B

(2) To the end-points v of scale h, < N is associated LV **); there is the constraint that
the vertex v' immediately preceding v, that is h,s = h, — 1 is non trivial (as RL = 0).
The end-points with h, < N can be of type v or Z.

(3) To the end-points v of scale h, = N + 1 is associated one of the terms in V

(4) Among the end-points, one distinguish between the normal ones, associated to terms
not containing J,, JS, whose number is 7 = n — m, and the others which are called
special.

(5) There is an R operation associated to each vertex except the end-points and wvp; if the
tree contributes to RV" it is associated R while if it contributes to f, is associated
L and sy, > 2.

(6) A subtree with root at scale k is called trivial if contains only the root and an endpoint
of scale k + 1

The effective potential can be written as

VIO (2S00, 0%) =37 VIO (2S00 (90)

n=1 Te,Th,n

N+1)

where, if v is the first vertex of 7 and 71, .., 7, are the subtrees of 7 with root vy, V™ is

defined inductively by the relation, h < N —1

VD1 Zp P g, J%) = (91)

-1 sv0+1 _ B
%5}5 VO (71, Zup &), 7,0°); VO (7, o 2S00, 7))

Sup!

v0

(h)

e if 7; is non trivial VW (7, /Zp(SM) | J, J%) = RV (73, /Zp(SP) | T, JP)
e if 7 is trivial it is equal to one of the terms in LV if h < N, or to the one of the
terms in VWY if b = N.

We can write therefore the kernels in (87) as

Wz(,ﬁz(i,z)zz > Wf,Zi(wz) (92)

n=1 TE'Thm

where 5,? is the truncated expectation with propagator g’ and

It is also convenient to write

with 7;3 ,, is the subset of 7}, ,, containing all the trees with only end-points associated to ZV’“,
while 7;12n contains the trees with at least one end-point associated to VNt We define

W/Z(mh)(z,z,z)zz > Wl(,],f,z(f;g,g,z) (94)

with ¢ = 1,2 and Wl(]:rz = VVllgz ) + WIQT(:LL ). A similar decomposition can be done for
Br=3 > Bir)  Br=) > Bi(r) (95)
nLreT?, n=LreT?,

In this case by the compact support of the propagator only trees contributing to 77127n are
present; the contribution from 7' are ”chain graphs” and the localization correspond in
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momentum space to setting k = 0, and §"(0) = 0. Finally we can write

N N
50 _ 5,1 5,2
HH’7V7P - Z Hhuu'71/7p + Z Hhuuvyyp (96)
h=—o00 h=—o0
with Hiiw,p =y ZTETJ’” W0h73(7'). The following lemma holds, see App. 2.
Lemma 2.3. There exists a constant & such that, for | Z;,| < e€@M)* max(jvy], .., [val, (A/Ma)? <

e than if m < 3, d is the distance between any two coordinate

I|d® leg;) | < Cl+m,y(4f(3/2)lfmfs)h79j (h—N) cmax(l/2-1,1) (97)

with 01 = 0 and 03 = 0 for a constant @ = 1/2; moreover
18] < ey’ 8] < ey (98)

The bound is proven showing the convergence of the expansion in v, A under a smallness
condition which is independent from h. Note that if we perform a multiscale integration
setting £ = 0 then the condition would be that A < g}, with &, going to zero a h — —oo. The
bound is similar to the one in Lemma 1.2, with the same ”dimensional” factor v~ (3/2)i=m)h

A crucial point is that the contributions from trees 772, that is the terms obtained by
the contraction of the irrelevant terms, have a gain 77"~ with respect to the dimensional
bounds. This fact, and the bound (O8) with 2,1 =1+ ZkN:h BE implies

1Z_0 — 1| < Ce  |Z_o — Zp| < Cer/h=N) (99)

that is the wave function and the vertex renormalization is bounded uniformly in h. In
addition we can rewrite (I00) as

N
_ h
vho1i =7 "N+ Z ’Ykﬁl(/,@')) (100)
k=h
We consider the system
—_ h
vho1i=7"(= ) 7’%&2) (101)
k<h

We can regard the right side of (I0I)) as a function of the whole sequence v}, ;, which we can
denote by v = {v;}r<ny so that (I0I) can be read as a fixed point equation v = T'(v) on
the Banach space of sequences v such that ||v|| = supp<y 1’ V|vp| < CA2(Ma)~2. By a
standard proof, see e.g. App A5 of @], it is possible to prove that there is a choice of v; such
that the sequence is bounded for any h. With this choice

lup| < CHO—N)g (102)

This means that the v, ; is bounded so that the condition required in Lemma 2.3 are fulfilled;
moreover is an easy consequence of the proof of Lemma 2.3 and of (102)) that the limit L — oo
can be taken; the proof is standard, see App. E of @] Finally we can choose Zg =14+0(¢)
so that

le,s,foo = ZZ{S,*OO (103)
We finally to apply the above results and get bounds for the three current function. By (96l)
and the bound (97)) with { = 0,m = 3,s = 0 we get

N N
| Z szﬂ,l/7p(xay50)|1 <C Z r}/h <Cn (104)

h=—c h=—oc0

hence the Fourier transform ﬁz v, p(pl,pg) is continuous; in addition (97) with [ = 0,m =
3,s=1+6/2and j =2
N N

| (O 4 IR (,y, 0 O N < Oy (105)

h=—00 h=—o00
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hence Zg, . I has continuous derivative.

hopvp -
Note that Zh_ﬂol—[ 7;“/0 has a part from trees containing v, end-points verifying (102)),
which by the above argument is again differentiable. We remain then with the contribution
from trees with three end.points associated to Z°, Z7, Z”/. We can write the propagator as
(h)

fh |k|T ik (
Giys,s' (1‘ y Ssl LA Z —Zo'Skj ¢ (=) +rzss (xvy) (106)

where r"(x,y) is defined by the above equation as the difference; one can verify, again by
integration by parts, that fpr any K

(n) L 3kt Ck
(@ y)] < b
|gz,s,s ( y)| s,8 Zh,i,ﬂ 1+ ('yh+1|x _ y|7~“)K

Ck
L+ (Y e —ylp) ™
The above decomposition says that the lattice propagator is equal to the continuum one up
to a term with a similar decay with an extra v"~~. Again the contribution of such terms is
differentiable and finally we can replace the Zj; terms in Zg, Hih vp with Z_,, up again
to differentiable terms, by (99). In conclusion we get, see Fig. 5

s (2,9)] < 720D

i,8,8’

(107)

Wy po(p1,p2) = 105, 5 (P15 2) + Ryipo (P21, 02) (108)
with, p = p1 + p2,
~ ZJ ZJ
Ha p 7p EGE Q 00,273 700’2”3 7007175
u,p,(l 2 ZZ i€s ZZ—OOZSZ—OOZSZ—OOZS
h2 h3
fhl( ) fhg . In .

Tr y : ; 109
/ (2m)4 ioyky w“w 5 (ku —|—p“)ZUV ios, (ky +pz) (i) (109)

(I08]) says that the Fourier transform of the 3-current correlation can be decomposed in the
sum of two terms; the first ﬁﬁpﬁ(pl,pg) is continuous and is a sum of triangle graphs equal to
the its analogue in the non-interacting continuous case with momentum regularization, with
vertex and wave function renormalizations depending on the species and chirality. The second
ﬁu po(P1,p2) is a complicate series of terms which is differentiable.

The renormalizations in 112 (p1, p2) are however the same appearing in the 2-point and

1Py
vertex correlations so that we can use the Ward Identities; we can write, see App.2
N 1 1
Sis(k) = k 110
o8) = G G+ k) (110)
and §
f~ 1 Zis 00 /. 1
Iyis(k,p) = 00 +ro,(k,p)——— 111
IMLS( ) (ZO’SIC ) ZZ25 _OO( o 7/1( ))(zai(kﬂ +p,u,)) ( )

with |ry (k)| < C(alk|)? and |ro (K, p)| < C(alk|)? with |p| < |k|. By inserting (I10), (I11)) in

FIGURE 2. Graphical representation of (I08])
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the Ward Identities (35]) we get exact relations between the wave and vertex renormalizations,

that is
J

—00,%,8
Zooois — (112)
Zfoo,i,s
Note the crucial fact that the contribution from the terms r; ,, coming from the trees T2, is
subleading. In conclusion, we get

Hi,p,a =lupo+ Ru pso (113)

with R with Holder continuous derivative and

N 2
et = (CEQN [ G P i P e

Note that I, .p.0(P1,D2) is the anomaly for non-interacting relativistic continuum fermions with
a momentum regularization which violates the vector current conservation, see m |, §3.6 for
the explicit computation
> (X &6Q}) > (X &Q})
Z(pl,u +p2,u)lu,u,a = Wpl,aplﬁgaﬁua Zpl,ulu,u,a = #pl,aplﬁgaﬁuo
m v

up,0s We have that ﬁu,p,g has not a simple
explicit expression, being expressed in terms of a convergent series depending on all the lattice

(115)
up to O(a?[p|2+?) corrections. In contrast with 7,

and interaction details. However we use the differentiability of 7/?\%,)70(;01, p2) to expand it at
first order obtaining, again up to O(a?|p|>*?) corrections, using the Ward Identity

671' Zng plap26€a6,ua+zplu( uua O 0 Z ZpapaRu’ya 0 O)) =0

a

a=1,2 p
This implies that
Rywv,s(0,0) =0 (116)
and
67/?\’“71/70- 1 = 3 67/?\’“71/70- 1 = 3
Ty~ emene LEQ) T 00 = pheaa(d BQD (1)
Finally using such values we get
. 503
> prp+ 2, (p1p2) =Y %m,am,gsaﬁyo (118)
K avﬁ
Ryo Ryuwo
+ > (P1u+ D2, E22.(0,0)pa,s + =22(0,0)py,
%( 2 M)( 817275 ( ) B 81717[3 ( ) 5)
and the second term in the r.h.s. is
1 1
- @(pl,u + P2,u) Z (=1)*Pa,pEvppo Zaz@ 2p1 uP2,8EvBuc ZEZ (119)
a=1,2 7
which implies the Theorem 1.1 u

3. APPENDIX 1: TRUNCATED EXPECTATIONS

3.1. The Brydges-Battle-Federbush formula. The starting point is the formula
n
gA(H eisiaiAHi (1'1)) — 67% Zi,j Eiejaiajglfhﬂj (mi’mj) (120)
i=1
Let us define )
eV = e 3 Xarex Vi (121)

with X = (1,2,..,n) and Zi,jeX ‘71'7]' = Zigj Vi ‘/%71' =V, and Vij= (‘71'7]' + ‘7],2)/2
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The connected part eV (X |1 (corresponding to the truncated expectation) verify
e—V(X) _ Z H e—V(Y)‘T (122)
T Yem

where the sum is over 7« are the partitions of X, that is Y7,Y5,... with YU Yo U .. = X.
If X7 = {1} we can define

Wx(X13t1) = Ztl(l)W (123)
¢

where ¢ = (j,7') is a pair of elements j, ;" € X and ¢;(l) = t; if [ crosses the boundary of X
(0X1), that is if it connect 1 with j # 1; ¢1(¢) = 1 otherwise. More explicitely

Wx(Xi,t1) =Vig+t Zvl,k + Z Vi =

k>2 2<k<k/
ti(Vig + Z Vig+ Z Viw)+ 1 —t1)(Vig + Z Viw) =
k>2 9<k<k' 9<k<k/
tV(X)+ (1 —-t)(V(Xy) + V(X/X1)) (124)

We get Wx(X1,0) = V(X1) + V(X/X1), that is if £; = 0 X is disconnected from the rest.
Therefore, using that W (X1,t1) = > 5o Vik = >, Vi, we can write

1
gwm:/}m@gWA&M+g%M&m (125)
0
and
1
V) / dty 3" Ve WX (K1) V(X0 -V (/1) (126)
0 E>2

We have therefore expressed e~V (X) as the sum of two terms; in the first there is a bond (1, k)

between X7 and the rest is found, in the second X; is decoupled. If n = 2 the first term is
the connected part.
If n # 2 we further decompose the first term in the r.h.s of (126]); we write X2 = {1, k} and

1
./%ZWW%%mz (127)
0 E>2
1 1 1
/ dty Zvl k/ dt23t2e—WX(X1,X2;t1,t2) +/ dt, Zvl ke—WX(X1,X2;t1,0)
0 k>2 0 0 k>2

where
Wx (X1, Xo,t1,t2) = (1 = t2)[Wx, (X1, t1) + V(X/X2)] + taWx (X1, 1) (128)
and for Xy = (1,2)

Wx (X1, Xo,t1,t2) = Vig+ Voo +tata Y Vik+tVia+ta Y Vor+ Y Vi  (129)
k>3 k>3 3<k<K’

Suppose that X = {1,2,3} and Xy = {1, 2}, then Wx, (X1, Xo,t1,t2) = Vi1+ Voo +t1taVig+
t1Vio +taVa3 + V33 and

1
/ dt1 Vi ge” WX (Xnt) = (130)
0

1 1 1
/ dthLQ/ dta(t1Vi3 + V2,3)67WX(X1’X2;t1’t2) + [/ dthLge’W%(Xl?tl)]efv(X/XQ)
0 0 0

and the first term is connected; similar expressions for Xo = {1, 3}.
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Proceeding in this way

G S5 S SIS 9 | 11

r=1X,CX X1,..,.Xr—1 T (LET
Z / dty. / dt,; T =t Hk 175k e W (X1 Xoait )] o= VX/X0) (131
X1,.,X LeT

where X7 C X5 C ..X,_1 are sets such that |X;| =4, T is a tree composed by r — 1 lines
¢ = (j,7') such that all the boundaries 90X} are intersected at least by a line £ = (j, '),

Wx (X1, Xpith, o te) = > t1(Dta(D). - (DV; (132)
l

with ¢;(1) = t; if | crosses 0X; and t;(I) = 1 otherwise, n(l) is the max over k such that [ crosses

0X). For instance in the case (I30) the trees are I} = (1,2),ly = (2,3) so that ¢1(l1) = t1,

tl(lg) == 1, tg(lg) == tQ; and ll == (1,2), l2 == (1,3) so that tl(ll) == tl and tl(ZQ) == tl,tQ(lQ) == t2.
We can reverse the sum over 7" and X

Sy - Yy (199

T X1,,Xr-1 X1,.,Xe1 T

where in the Lh.s. the sets have to be compatible with 7. If n/(¢) is the minimal &k such that

¢ crosses X we have Hkt I(Z)k( =ty (0)---tn(e)—1 and, see e.g. Lemma 2.3 in ﬂﬁ]
1 1
> / dtl.../ dtr—1tp(e)--tny—1 = 1 (134)
fizedT
By calling
r—1
_1te(l
dpr(t)= Y izt () (135)
X1y X t”(l)
fizedT
we get
-3 1 ot ey tne)—1 Ve
VW= v / dtdpr(te T (136)
T (LeT

where ¢ € X means j,j € (1,..,n).

3.2. The Gawedzki-Kupiainen-Lesniewski formula. We can write the simple expecta-
tions as

e@P)-P) = [ Hdnme 5 Vi (137)

with Vj; = le il Z o ‘1%” g(@ij, xijr )77$, , and 772  Is a set of Grassmann variables. Again

we can write e~ 2.5’ is’ as in (I31) obtaining

EN(D(P)-- () = (138)
/ [T dnieni; > ITT Vi / ddpr(t)e™ Zeex’ e tnin 1 Ve (139)
T leT

with V, = 37,3 n;rjg(xij,xi/j/n;j, ¢ = (j,7"). For each tree T' we divide the 1 in the ones
appearing in T', called 7, and the rest, called 7 so that, if ¢ v/ tnr(g)-tn)—1 Ve = ‘7(2) +V(t)
with V(¢) obtained setting 77 = 0

ET @ (). (P) = > [[] 9] / didpr(t / 1 dadn eV (140)

T leT
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and Hdﬁfjdﬁjjafv@ = det Gt with G with elements t,,/(; jry...ty(j;1)-19(@ij, Ty ). Fixed T
we can relabel the X}, so that ¢;...05_1 = wjuy with u; = vy, u; = tjquj_1 +vj,/1 — t?—l

with v; orthonormal, and ujug = t1, uug = t1ta, uguz = t3 and so on.

4. APPENDIX 2: PROOF OF LEMMA 2.3

The proof is a generalization of the proof of lemma 2.2 adapted to the tree structure.
We define P, as the set of field labels of the external fields of v and if vy,...,vs, are the
s, vertices immediately following v, we denote by @,, the intersection of P, and P,,. This
definition implies that P, = U;Q,,. The union of the subsets P,,\Q,, are the internal fields
of v. The set of all P,, v € 7 is called P, and the set of all P, with v > 7; is called P;. From
(O1)) we get, if n,, is the number of coordinate

Za‘*"voZWT(’; (@)l [T VZn: f“fo’})s(f HJ )] (141)

x'UO fePUO

By definition we have a truncated expectation associated to each v in the tree 7 non associated
to an end-point; we can write each of them by the Gawedzki-Kupiainen-Lesniewski formula.
The R operation is applied and by an iterative procedure and the number of zeros associated
to propagators of 1" and and the derivative on the fields are bounded by a constant; see e.g.
§3 of [21].

The bound is done using the Gram bound for the determinant; to each vertex is therefore
associated a spanning tree T, which is used to perform the sum over the coordinate difference,
and T' = U,T,. The sum over coordinates of the propagators in T" and the estimates of the
determinants give a factor 7_4’1“(5”_1)73/%”(22' [Poi[=IP2) "if S, is the number of subtrees with
root v. The renormalization produces a factor [[, y~#0(hv=hy) is produced by the R operation
and z, = 2 if |P,| = 2 and there are no J fields, z, = 1 if |P,| = 2 and there is a single J
field, z, = 0 otherwise. To the end-points with ¢ ¢ fields and j J fields is associated by
lemma 2.1 a factor (434 /23N (X /2(q M2~ with (4 — 3i,/2 — j,) < 0 and 4, > 4 and
(aM)?~% < (aM)~2. We get therefore

a0 3 Wepa) <20y ] —CZ 1Pl =1y b o) (142)
Ty T vnotep !
/B NP B[ oot T 430020V T A
v v e.p. not v,Z vep. v

By using that

Z(h —h)(sy—1) = Zh — hy Zm
Zh _h Z‘Pw’ ’P‘ Z v v’ sz ‘P‘ (143)

(2

where m%’ is the number of end-points following v with ¢ 1 fields and j J fields , we get

a4 Z\WTPT(%O)\ < Ly —h[—4+ —Zi’j(3i/2—4)mf,’0j}€ﬁ

Tug

11 {chizl |Puyl =1 Po] = (=44 215 —zi,j<3i/z—4>m%f'+zv>(hv—hv/>}
Sy!

v not e.p.

H 7(473iv/27jv)N][ H ,th]

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

31w

We use now that

fyh‘zi,j m%’é H fyzz',j(hv_hu’)mvifj — H fyhv* (144)

v not e.p. v e.p.
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where v* is the first non trivial vertex following v; this implies

P (Bi/2=4)m H SIRICIES m (ho—hyr) _ H oo (3in/2=4) H v (145)

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

so that

31Pug A ]
'™y [ Wepr(y,)| < Ly M4 2 [T At G20

Tug v e.p not v

1 v 3 aPsl i
11 {;Czi_l [Poyl=IPol oy ~(~4 252, } [ A2/ (146)

v not e.p. v e.p. not v
Finally we use the relation
Ryxju wvw _ vdv] —hY, gmbd =3 i (ho—hy)jmb?
[H Ao ][H ~ Ju] — H Ao 25 Imay H ~ 24 )im (147)
v e.p. v e.p. v e.p. v not e.p.
and using that Z imbT = n; we finally get (j, = 0 if v is a v-e.p.)

\on\

4ny 4_—h[—4 I 7
a'™0 N " Wy p ()| < Ly M2 4 riolep
Ty
11 1oz |Pog | =1 Pol oy~ 2128 2 end) (o —h) Ly [ A8/ W—he))
Syp!
vnot e.p. v e.p. not v,Z

In conclusion

— n_n 1 —ay(ny—hg —31 —7 —hy*
@00 3 Wrp r(ae)| < Ly~ o Cren[[ Ly tetshon)  T[ yd-ssemse—to)

Tog v 5o v e.p. not;v,Z
(148)
where: ¥ € V are the vertices on the tree such that > i |Py| = |Py| # 0, 7 is the vertex in 1%
immediately preceding v or the root; d, = —4+ 3‘123”‘ +n +2,. Finally the number of addenda
in ) e is bounded by [], sy C’Z iZ11Pol=1Pe] see e.g.§2.1 of [36] . In order to bound the

sums over the scale labels and P we first use the inequality

3\P~

ny w(hs h’)< ny 3 (hg—ha ny 1 (149)

where ¥ are the non trivial vertices, and v’ is the non trivial vertex immediately preceding
v or the root. The factors g —3(h h ") in the r.h.s. allow to bound the sums over the scale
\P \
labels by C™ and > p [[57~ < O™, see §3.7 of of [37] .
Let us consider the improvement of the bound. If 7* is the set of trees with at least an
end-point not of v, Z type then, for 0 < § < 1

Z Za4nvo Z ’W’T,P7T(x1)0)‘ < L4,Y(4—(3/2)l—m)h70(h—N)gmax(l/Z—l,l) (150)
TeT* P, T Ty

To prove (I50) let be ¥ the non trivial vertex following an end-point not of v, Z type; hence
we can rewrite in (T48))

1—[7 5 (hy h,) 1‘[7 (d5—0)(hy h~/)] 0(h—hz) (151)

’U
and
0(h—hy 4—3iy /2—ju) (N —hys 0(h—N
AOth=hz)[ H A (4=300/2=0)( )] < A0(=N) (152)
v e.p. not v,Z

as ], ep. notVZW(4_3i”/2_j“)(N_hv*) < ~~0N=h5) a5 there is at least an end-point not v, Z.
Noting that dz — 6 > 0 one can perform the sum as above, and the same bound is obtained
with an extra /(=N u
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In presence of a ¢ term there is a new relevant coupling proportional to ¢, whose local
part is vanishing again by the compact support of the propagator. We can compare the bound
from the one of a term of the effective potential with [ = 2 with two v end-points. On each
tree there is a vertex which is the root of the subtree to which belong both the end-points
associated with (1)¢); there is an integral missing giving an extra factor v?" reproducing the
similar factor associated to the v end-points. There is a decay factor proportional to z — y
at scale v and, from the trees beloging to T7*, an extra v/(""N): see e.g. §3.D of ﬂz_gl] A
similar argument holds for the vertex function. Finally the proof of the L — oo limit is an
easy corollary of the proof of lemma 2.3, see e.g. App D of [24].

5. APPENDIX 3: SYMMETRIES

By symmetry there are no quadratic contributions with 7/ # 4. There is invariance un-

der the transformation Q,Z)ZES — 631#% o1, Jx Ax — Ji, Af invariant, if £ is equal to k with
} ,8

ko, k1 replaced with —ko, —k1 and ko, ks invariant. As j = (2,3) 010501 = —o; hence
> g sin kjwlisajwk_,s — >, sin kjwisalajalz/%s = psin kﬂ/’l—;saowk_ and for j = 0,1 010501 =
oj hence ), sin kjj?[)];r’sdoﬂ)]; — > sin kﬂ'%salgﬂlwi =) . sin kﬂ)/f,sffj%;s; and ), cos kj%ILJOTzZ)I;,R —
> ) — Cos k‘ﬂﬁi Lalaoali/)%’ R Similarly there is invariance under the trasformation ¢§8 —
eswgsag, Ji Ax — Ji, Ay invariant, if k is equal to k with ko, k2 replaced with —kg, —k2 and
k1, k3 invariant. As 09000 = —0; j = (1,3) hence ), sin k:jiblisang’s — > sin k:jwisalajaﬁbis =
> i sin kj¢;isao¢l; and for j = 0,2 09002 = 0 hence ), sin kj%j,so—o%; — >, sin kjwisalajalw;is =
> i sin kjw;sajwlzs; and ), cos kjwz:Laow,;R — — )}, CO8 kiwiLalaoalng.

We can write ), k2¢£sA2¢E_s = Y kalaco + buyo1 + cuo2 + dyo3]. We apply the first
transformation to >, kngswlzs(aao +boy + cog + dog) = — >, kgwgal(aao + boy + coy +
dag)alwi =—> k21/’;r,s1/’l;s(a00 +boy — coy —dos3)o11, hence a = b= 0. Now we apply the
second transformation then Y, kathi ) .02(cos + dog)os — — Y, kQ@ZJg W (cog — dog) =

’ ’ 8 ks

>k k2¢£8¢i8(002 — dos) hence d = 0. Then ), kzgiﬁgsfhbis =>u ka@Z)Zr’sagz/),;s, and the
geeral relation follows from isotropy. Proceeding in a similar way with the terms with different

o (A - 2ot - T
chirality >, ka%,LUW’g,R - = ka%L@%,R hence b = 0.

Finally by the first tranformation ), 1/1,'; Yr.r(aoo +bor +cor +dog) = 32, wg ! (aco +
bo1 + coy + dag)o*lz/)E_R =>4 ¢;:7L(a00 + bo1 — cog — dag)alz/),;R so that ¢ = d = 0; by the

second Y-, U ¥y plaoo +boa) — 37, TZ%LUz(aO’o +bo1)oos =D Wro2(ace —bor)oaty p
hence b = 0.
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