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Abstract

We analyse and clarify the finite-size scaling of the weakly-coupled hierarchical n-component
lo|* model for all integers n > 1 in all dimensions d > 4, for both free and periodic boundary
conditions. For d > 4, we prove that for a volume of size R? with periodic boundary conditions the
infinite-volume critical point is an effective finite-volume critical point, whereas for free boundary
conditions the effective critical point is shifted smaller by an amount of order R=2. For both
boundary conditions, the average field has the same non-Gaussian limit within a critical window
of width R~%/2 around the effective critical point, and in that window we compute the universal
scaling profile for the susceptibility. In contrast, and again for both boundary conditions, the
average field has a massive Gaussian limit when above the effective critical point by an amount
R~2. In particular, at the infinite-volume critical point the susceptibility scales as R%?2 for periodic
boundary conditions and as R? for free boundary conditions. We identify a mass generation
mechanism for free boundary conditions that is responsible for this distinction and which we
believe has wider validity, in particular to Euclidean (non-hierarchical) models on Z? in dimensions
d > 4. For d = 4 we prove a similar picture with logarithmic corrections. Our analysis is based
on the rigorous renormalisation group method of Bauerschmidt, Brydges and Slade, which we
improve and extend.
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Introduction and main results

1.1 Critical behaviour of the |p|! model
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The ¢* model on the Euclidean lattice Z? is a close relative of the Ising model and has been studied for
decades as one of the most fundamental spin models in statistical mechanics and Euclidean quantum
field theory [33,39]. Given n € N, g > 0, v € R, a finite set A C Z9, and a spin field ¢ : A — R", the
finite-volume |p|* Hamiltonian is

Hg) = 500, (800 + - (oloalt + 501oal).

TzEA

(1.1)

Our interest here is the theory’s critical behaviour, which occurs for v at and near a critical value v,
which is negative and corresponds to a specific double-well potential when n = 1. Recent advances
include a proof that the spontaneous magnetisation vanishes at the critical point in all dimensions
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Figure 1.1. Effective critical points v/f', vI’ and scaling windows (red) for FBC and PBC for (a) d > 4 and (b) d = 4. The scaling

c
windows for FBC and PBC do not overlap. At the infinite-volume critical point v., the average field has a Gaussian limit with

FBC and a non-Gaussian limit with PBC.

d > 3 [40], and a proof of the critical theory’s Gaussian nature in the upper critical dimension
d = 4 [2] following a long history for dimensions d > 4 [1,4,36] which in particular established
mean-field critical behaviour for d > 4. The critical scaling and logarithmic corrections to mean-field
behaviour at the upper critical dimension d = 4 also have a long history via rigorous renormalisation
group (RG) analysis in the case of weak coupling, as we discuss in detail in Section 1.4.1.

Finite-size scaling in dimensions d > 4 has been widely discussed in the physics literature, both
via scaling arguments and numerical simulations (e.g., [12,27,50,51,60,61]), and it is desirable to
have rigorous results which specify the behaviour definitively. Our purpose here is to analyse the
critical finite-size scaling of the weakly-coupled n-component |<p\4 model in dimensions d > 4, to
indicate the differing effects of free boundary conditions (FBC) vs periodic boundary conditions
(PBC), to elucidate the universal scaling profile in the vicinity of the effective finite-volume critical
point (sometimes called a pseudocritical point), and to compute the logarithmic corrections present
for d = 4.

Following a long tradition in rigorous RG analysis going back to Dyson [28], we work with the
d-dimensional hierarchical model rather than the Euclidean lattice Z?, which provides for a simpler
analysis yet still exhibits behaviour which we believe to apply exactly also for Z¢. Among the copious
previous work on hierarchical models, we mention [8,13,16,17,37,41,58]. Hierarchical models have
also recently attracted attention in percolation theory, e.g., [43,44]. Our approach is based on the
rigorous RG method of the 4-dimensional hierarchical |¢|* model in [8], which we improve and extend
in order to apply it to the finite-size scaling. We also extend the method to apply to dimensions
d > 4. This RG method is inspired by Wilson’s progressive integration over scales, but with no
uncontrolled approximations.

Finite-size scaling has a long history in physics, which is natural given that laboratory systems are
finite by definition. Numerical simulations of course also involve only finite systems, and finite-size
effects are important for the interpretation of simulation data. The early history of finite-size scaling
is summarised in [22], an introduction is provided in [21, Section 4.4], and an extensive account is
given in [62, Chapter 32]. In brief, the physics picture is as follows:

e The exact critical point for an infinite system is replaced by a critical window whose size scales
with the volume A as |A|~™Y with window or rounding exponent 6, and with a logarithmic

correction at the upper critical dimension.

e Within the critical window, the scaling of the susceptibility and other moments of the average
field is governed by universal profiles.

e The location of the critical window is affected by FBC vs PBC.



Our results give a complete description of the above three points for the weakly-coupled hierar-
chical |p|* model in a finite volume Ay of size LY, in dimensions d > 4, with L fixed and N large.
A summary is given in Figure 1.1. We write the average field as & = L~V erAN De-

For d > 4, we prove that for all n > 1:

e For PBC, there is a critical window of width L~N%2 containing the infinite-volume critical point
Ve, within which the rescaled average field LN%4® 5 converges to a non-Gaussian distribution
with density proportional to e~ ilel*=3sle®  The variable s € (—00, 00) parametrises the location
within the critical window. We explicitly compute the universal profiles of the susceptibility and
other moments of the average field within the window. Within the window, the susceptibility
scales as LN4/2,

e For FBC, the effective critical point is not v, (as it is for PBC) but instead is shifted smaller
to v. —O(L~2N). Around this shifted effective critical point there is again a critical window of
width L=N/2 within which the average field and the susceptibility scale ezactly as they do for
PBC, with the same universal profiles.

e For both FBC and PBC, when v is above the effective critical point by an amount sL~2 with
s > 0, the rescaled average field LN (4=2)/2d \; converges to a Gaussian distribution with density

proportional to e~ 25171 The susceptibility scales as LY. For FBC, the infinite-volume critical

point v, lies in this Gaussian range and hence the susceptibility at v, scales as L2V, unlike for
PBC where the scaling is LN%2.
For d = 4, let
n—+ 2 - 4—n 1
y=—— l=——-—=--—4. 1.2
T nrs 2(n+8) 2 K (1.2)

We prove that the d > 4 picture applies also for d = 4 but with logarithmic corrections (polynomial
in N) for all n > 1:

e For PBC, there is a critical window of width L=2Y N~ containing the infinite-volume critical
point v, within which the rescaled average field N'/4LN®y converges to a non-Gaussian dis-
tribution with density proportional to e~alel* =35 The universal profile of the susceptibility
and other moments of the average field within the window are identical to those for d > 4.
Within the window the susceptibility scales as L2N N1/2,

e For FBC, the effective critical point is shifted smaller to v, — ©(L™2N N7). Around this shifted
effective critical point there is a critical window of width L=2Y N~ within which the average
field, the susceptibility and other moments of the average field scale exactly as they do in the
critical window for PBC.

e For both FBC and PBC, above their effective critical points by an amount sL~2V N7 with
s > 0, the rescaled average field LN ®y converges to a Gaussian distribution with density
proportional to e~ 25171 The susceptibility scales as L?". For FBC, the infinite-volume critical
point v, lies in this Gaussian range and hence the susceptibility at v, scales as L2V, unlike for

PBC where the scaling is L2V N1/2,

For dimensions d > 4 (above the upper critical dimension) with PBC, the physics predictions
for the universal profile, the window width, and the size of the susceptibility in the window are
stated in [62, Section 32.3.1]. For both FBC and PBC in dimensions d > 4, [35, Table 1] presents
predictions which are consistent with our theorems for the scaling of the susceptibility, the scaling of



the average field, and the shift in the effective critical point for FBC (see also [12, p.38]). For d = 4,
the physics predictions for the logarithmic correction to the susceptibility and the window size are
given in [47, (3.6)] and [47, (4.3)].

Our results provide a rigorous justification of the physics predictions, for the hierarchial lattice
in all dimensions d > 4 and for all n > 1. Our proof presents a clear mechanism responsible for the
shift in the effective critical point for FBC: the free boundary condition generates an effective mass
in the Hamiltonian which must be compensated be a shift in the value of v to attain effective FBC
critical behaviour. In addition, although our results are proved only for the hierarchial model, they
lead to precise conjectures for the behaviour for Euclidean models on Z¢ for all d > 4, which we spell
out in Section 1.6, not just for the n-component |o|* model but also for O(n) models (e.g., Ising,
XY, Heisenberg models) and self-avoiding walk models (n = 0).

Notation. We write fy ~ gy to denote limy fn /gy = 1, and use fy < gy or fy = O(gn) to denote
the existence of C' > 0 such that C gy < fv < Cgn.

1.2 The hierarchical Laplacian

The hierarchial |p|* model is defined using the hierarchical Laplacian in the Hamiltonian (1.1). We
define the hierarchical Laplacian in this section as the generator for a random walk with FBC or
PBC (see also [43] for discussion of hierarchical BC). The definitions in this section apply to any
dimension d > 1. Also, we introduce a parameter o (in (1.7)) even though we only use the case
«a = 2, in order to emphasise its role.

1.2.1 The hierarchical group

Given integers L > 1 and N > 1, let Ay denote the cube Ay = {z € 7.0 < ax; < LN fori =
1,...,d}, which has volume (cardinality) LN The thermodynamic limit is the limit N — oo, for
which Ao = {x € Z?: 0 < z; for i = 1,...,d}. Given an integer 0 < j < N, we can partition Ay
into L4N=7) disjoint blocks which are each translates of A; and which each contain LY vertices. We
denote the set of such j-blocks by B;. See Figure 1.2.

o« o (o e | e e 0-blocks
[ [ [ [ [ [ e ¥

° 0 ° ° ° ° ° ° 1-blocks
° ] ° ° o ° ° ° 2-blocks
° o ° ° ° ° ° o’

° 0 ° ° 0 ° ° ° ] 3_b100k

Figure 1.2. The block A3 with its blocks in Bg, B1, B2, B3z for the case d = L = 2.
An equivalent representation of Ao is as follows. With Zj, = Z/LZ the cyclic group, let

Hoo = {& = (&1, &2,...) : & € Z$ with only finitely many nonzero ;}. (1.3)



This is an abelian group with coordinatewise addition mod-L; we denote the group addition as +.
We define Hy to be the subgroup of H., with Z; = 0 for ¢ > N. The map o : Hy, — Ao defined by

o(%) = iLJ’*lxj (1.4)
j=1

is a bijection, where x; is the representative of Z; in Ay C Z%. Addition on the right-hand side of
(1.4) is in Z%. Note that o restricts to a bijection oy : Hy — Apn. The bijection induces an addition
and a group structure on Ay viax @y = O‘N(O'Xflx + a]f,ly) (with + the addition on Hy); this makes
on and o into group isomorphisms.

For x,y € Ay, we define the coalescence scale ji, to be the smallest j such that x and y lie in the
same j-block. In terms of Hy, jq, is the largest coordinate i such that (o5 2); differs from (o y);,
and from this observation we see that

j%‘@ZnyBZ :jzy ($7yaz € AN) (15)

In particular, with subtraction in Ay denoted by ©,
Joy = Joyea  (2,y € AN). (1.6)

1.2.2 Hierarchical random walk

Random walk on the infinite hierarchial group. Given « > 0, we define a discrete-time random walk
on the group Ay via the transition probabilities

1 1

Jzy = ;L(d-i-a)jzy

(2,9 € Ao, T # ), (1.7)
with the constant z = 2(d, L, @) chosen so that >, Jos = 1. By (1.6), the transition probabilities
are translation invariant in the sense that J,, = Jopyez. Since the number of sites x € A, with
jO:): =kis

ng = L% — 46— — gk _ =4y, (1.8)
the constant z is given by
= 1-L~
_ —(d+a)joz _ —(d+a)k _ *
z=Y L@ =" p, -0t = a1 (1.9)
z#0 k=1

Random walk with FBC. We define a random walk on Ay x {t} which is killed when it lands on
the cemetery state . The killing occurs when a random walk on the infinite hierarchical lattice Ay
exits Ay for the first time. This corresponds to FBC. Explicitly, for € Ay,

1 o0
Jh= Y Ty=2- ) mpLmlredk = ol (1.10)
Yoy >N o k=N-+1
whereas for z,y € Ay we maintain the infinite-volume transition probability from (1.7), namely
ny = 2 1L a)iey (r,y € AN, x # y). (1.11)

This produces a defective (unnormalised) distribution J¥ on Ay for which

Y Jg=1-LN (1.12)

JJGAN



Random walk with PBC. With NV fixed, we define an equivalence relation on Ay, by = ~ y if Z; = ¥;
fori=1,...,N, where = o'z, § = 0~ 'y. The quotient space A/~ can be identified with Ay.
The random walk on A,, with transition matrix (1.7) projects via the quotient map to a random
walk on Ap. This projection corresponds to PBC. Explicitly, since for £ > N the block A contains
exactly ng L~ points with jo, = k that are equivalent to y € Ay, for the same normalising constant
z as in (1.9) the quotient walk has transition probabilities

1 ; > 1
JP = Zp-(d+a)jzy | [ —dN L - (d+a)k
1 ‘
= —L~({Fdey 4 [N (e Ay, z #£ y). (1.13)
z

1.2.3 The hierarchical Laplacian with boundary conditions

In general, given a transition matrix J,, (defective or not), we define a Laplacian by —A =1 —J
and we let —A act on an n-component spin field ¢ : Ay — R"™ component-wise. Here 1 denotes
the identity matrix. If J is defective then the Laplacian is massive (i.e., has a spectral gap), and
otherwise it is massless. For the |¢[* model, the critical behaviour is not affected by replacing
the Laplacian term in the Hamiltonian by a multiple of the Laplacian. We use this flexibility in
the following definitions in order to achieve coherence between our Laplacian with PBC and the
hierarchial Laplacian defined in [8, Definition 4.1.7]. Since the random walks with FBC and PBC
are translation invariant (with respect to @) by definition, the Laplacians they define obey

Apy=Aoyer (2,9 € An). (1.14)

In particular, it suffices to specify the matrix elements Ao, to define the Laplacians.
For * = P, F, and with J* the matrix of transition probabilities with boundary condition *, we
define

~A*=1-J". (1.15)
For z,y € Axy we define Qn.zy = L= Tt follows from the definitions of J* that
1-J"=1-J% 4+ L7*NQy. (1.16)

The matrix —AP obeys Y eeny (1= J )0z = 0, whereas —AF obeys Yeeny (1= J%)op = LN,
Multiplication of the Laplacian by a scalar amounts to a rescaling of the field. We do the rescaling
in the same way for both boundary conditions, by defining

—A* = q(—=A%) = q(1 - J") (1.17)

with
_ 1oL 1.18
() (1.18)

With this definition, A¥ is exactly the Laplacian in [8, Definition 4.1.7], as we indicate in Section 2.1.
By (1.16),

—AF = AP 4 gL N Qn. (1.19)
The Green function (inverse Laplacian) on A obeys

(At = |27 (0 < a<d), (1.20)

7



with |z| the Euclidean norm; the proof given in [8, (4.1.29)] for o« = 2 applies also for 0 < o < d.
For a = 2, the right-hand side of (1.20) is the decay of the Green function for the standard nearest-
neighbour Laplacian on Z¢. This indicates a close connection between the hierarchical Laplacian and
the Euclidean Laplacian.

1.3 The hierarchical |¢|* model

Let —A* represent either —AF or —AFP on Ay, so that either boundary condition can be used in the
following definitions. We always take o = 2 in the definition of the Laplacian. Given n € N, g > 0,
v € R, and a spin field ¢ : Ay — R", we define the hierarchical Hamiltonian

1 1 1
() = 50, (—80) + 3 (Jelealt + 5vleel), (1.21)
TEAN
the partition function
N = / e Mo (@ g, (1.22)
’ (RN
and the associated expectation
* 1 —-H*
Fiin =g [ Flo)e iy, (1.23)
v,N J(RM)AN

In (1.21), and in what follows, we use the notation (¢,) = > . x ¥z - ¥z, Where the dot product

is for R™. Also, |¢z| = (¢s - ©2)'/? denotes the Euclidean norm of ¢, € R™. The definitions (1.21)-
(1.23) depend on g but since we regard g as fixed (and small) in the following, we do not make
this dependence explicit. We will however be interested in varying v. By definition, the distribution
of the field ¢ under (1.23) is invariant under the map (¢z)zeay > (R¢g)zen, for any orthogonal
transformation R € O(n).

Our main objects of study are the distribution of the average field

1
BN = Ty > s €R” (1.24)

TEAN

and the expectations (|®y|?P), v for p € N. An important special case is 2p = 2, the finite-volume
susceptibility:

W) = 3 e = -3 (o et = ¥ oy, (1.25)
TEAN xEAN

where cp;([,j ) denotes the 4™ component of ¢, € R™. The second equality of (1.25) is a consequence of
the O(n) invariance. The third follows from the fact that, by (1.14), under the probability measure
given by (1.23) the pair (¢, py) has the same distribution as (yg, pye.) for any z,y € Ay, so
(¢z, ®n) and (¢y, ) have the same distribution too. The susceptibility is more naturally defined
using a truncated expectation in which the square of the infinite-volume spontaneous magnetisation is
subtracted from the expectation (g ¢z )y, n. We discuss the distinction between these two definitions
in more detail at the end of Section 1.5.1.



1.4 Main results
Our main results are valid in all dimensions d > 4 and for all n > 1. They are of three types:

(i) In Theorem 1.1, we identify the infinite-volume critical point v,, and for v = v, + € with £ > 0
fixed, we prove a Gaussian limit theorem for the average field, and compute moments of the
average field. In this limit theorem, the average field is scaled by LV%? (Gaussian scaling).
The results apply for both FBC and PBC, and there are logarithmic corrections for d = 4.

(ii) In Theorem 1.2, we identify effective finite-volume critical points v} y; for FBC and PBC, with

V}:N = v, and with vF y = v, — O(L™2N) for d > 4 and v}y = v — @(NZI; L72N) for d = 4.

We prove a non-Gaussian limit for the average field for v = v7 \ +swy for s € (—00, 00), where

the window scale wy is of order L™N%2 for d > 4 and of order NZ_TZL_QN for d = 4. The
average field is scaled by LN%* for d > 4 and by N~/4LN for d = 4 (non-Gaussian scaling for
all d > 4). Universal profiles for the moments of the average field are identified, and there is

a logarithmic correction when d = 4. The same non-Gaussian limit applies for both FBC and
PBC, and the FBC and PBC windows do not overlap.

(iii) In Theorem 1.3, for FBC and PBC we prove a Gaussian limit for the average field for v =
n+2

Vi n + sun with s € (0,00), where vy is of order L2V for d > 4 and of order Na+s L=2N for

d = 4. The field is scaled by LN(4=2)/2 for all d > 4, which is non-Gaussian scaling. Theorem 1.3

probes the vicinity of the critical point on a finer scale than Theorem 1.1, but on a scale that
is less fine than Theorem 1.2.

The proofs of the three theorems are given in the bulk of the paper.

1.4.1 Gaussian limit and critical behaviour

The following theorem identifies a critical point v., for large L and for small ¢ > 0, at which the
infinite-volume hierarchial susceptibility diverges. The restriction to large L is an artifact of the
proof and we believe the theorem remains true without it. The theorem also describes the manner
of the susceptibility’s divergence. For d = 4 the theorem is partly proved in [8, Theorem 4.2.1], and
we adapt that proof here to include dimensions d > 4. For the statement of the theorem, for s > 0
we define a Gaussian measure on R", together with its moments, by

1 2
e 3501717 gy

dﬂns =
) _1 2 )
fRne 3812 g

My i(s) = / ([Fdjin . (1.26)
Theorem 1.1. (Massive Gaussian limit.) Let d > 4, let n € N, let L be sufficiently large, and
let g > 0 be sufficiently small (depending on L). There is a critical value v. € R (depending on
d,n,g,L), constants Aq (depending on d,g,n, L), and a strictly positive continuously differentiable
function m? defined for all ¢ > 0 with

2 {Afa(logs_l)_ﬁ (d=4)

m
4. (d>4)

as € ] 0, (1.27)

with 4 given by (1.2) such that the following infinite-volume limits exist for e > 0 and have the values
indicated, independent of the boundary condition *x = F or x = P:

(i) For any J € R™,

N—oo

lim <eJ'©NLNd/2>zC+57N :/]R eJ'md,un’mg. (1.28)



(i) Forp € N,
lim LINP(ON|*P)r | = My op(m2). (1.29)

N—oo

Also, as g | 0, the amplitude in (1.27) and the critical point satisfy

Ay~ ((n +8)(1— L™ %)yg

;y J—
log 1.2 ) , Ai=140(g9) (d>4), ver~—(n+2)g9(-Au)y,  (1.30)

with (—AH)&)1 the diagonal matriz element of the Green function of the infinite-volume hierarchical
Laplacian.

Nd/2 converges

Equation (1.28) states that the total field } . = ¢z, after a Gaussian rescaling L™
in distribution under (-),. . v to a Gaussian random variable with mean zero and variance 1/m?.

The moments in (1.29) can be explicitly evaluated, so that for p > 1,¢ >0, and * =F or x = P,

m2)  T(3)

: dN 2p\ *
N (131)

By the definition of the susceptibility in (1.25), together with (1.27) and the p = 1 case of (1.31),
the infinite-volume susceptibility xoo Obeys

Ay 5‘1(10g5_1)& (d=4)

At (d> 1) as € | 0, (1.32)

1
Xoo(Ve +€) = ’mig ~

V

which for d = 4 recovers [8, Theorem 4.2.1].

The asymptotic formula (1.32) has been proved also for the ||* model on the Euclidean lattice Z*,
with different amplitude A4 ~ [(n+8)g/(1672)]7, as part of a large RG literature for weakly-coupled
©* models on Z*. For 1-component spins, it has been proved that the critical two-point function
decays as (pops) ~ |z|~2 [32,38,57], that the susceptibility and correlation length have logarithmic
corrections x ~ £~ !|loge|'/3 and € ~ e~ 1/2|loge|'/6 [42], and that the critical magnetisation vanishes
with the magnetic field h as M ~ h'/3|log h|'/? [49]. For d = 4 and for general n > 1, the |z|~2 decay
of the critical two-point function is proved in [57], the susceptibility and specific heat are proved to
obey x ~ ¢! loga\%g and cy ~ lloge\max{i%’o} (n # 4) or cg ~ logloge™! (n = 4) in [5], and the
correlation length of order p is proved to obey &, ~ e~ 12| 1og €|2<7:‘7++28) for all p > 0 [11]. In [6,7], these
asymptotic formulas for the susceptibility and correlation length of order p are extended to n = 0
which corresponds to the continuous-time weakly self-avoiding walk via an exact supersymmetric
representation. Still missing from this catalogue is a proof that the spontaneous magnetisation obeys
M, ~ |e]'/?|loge] =3 Scaling relations among the many logarithmic exponents are presented in [48].

1.4.2 Non-Gaussian limit inside the critical window

To state our results for the non-Gaussian limit, we need several definitions.

The non-Gaussian limiting measure. Given n € N and s € R we define a non-Gaussian probability
measure on R” and its k*" moments (k > —n) by

Ll el g
e 1 2 x
dan,s = , ka(S) = / |J}’kd0'n’s. (133)

_ Ll 4_s|p2
Jow e~ =51 gy

The quartic coupling constant. Our RG analysis involves a critical (massless) quartic running cou-
pling constant g; whose value at scale j = N plays an important role. The sequence g; in nonnegative
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and depends on g, L, n and d. For d = 4, gy ~ (BN)™!, and for d > 4, imy_,00 gv = goo- The
positive constants B and g are given by

B=n+8)(1-L%,  geu=g+0(. (1.34)

We exclude a factor L=(@=%)J from g; for d > 4; this factor will appear explicitly when appropriate.
The fact that g gets renormalised even when d > 4—the constant g, accumulates contributions of
all orders—corresponds to the statement that it is a dangerous irrelevant variable as defined in [34].

The window scale. Recall the logarithmic correction exponents 4 = Z—i‘% and 0 = % — 4 from (1.2),

and the constants A, from Theorem 1.1. We define the window scale (or rounding scale)

Ay(log L2)YB~Y2N=0L=2N (4 = 4) (1.35)
w = .
M7 Ag g PN (d > 4).

For d = 4, the factors (log LQ)&B_l/QN_é can equivalently be written as the product of (log L*V)7,

which is a correction logarithmic in the volume, multiplied by (BN )*1/ 2~ gjlv/2 which is the 4-
dimensional counterpart of the gééQ appearing for d > 4. To understand the choice of window scale
via a rough computation, for d > 4 we start with the ansatz X%(Vc) = LN4/2 and choose wy to
scale in such a manner that yoo(ve + wy) < XN (Vo). Since Yoo(ve + wy) < wy' by (1.32), we
conclude that the window should obey wy = L~Nd/2 for d > 4. For d = 4, similar reasoning leads
to wy < L2V N~% when we assume that y& () < L* N/2 (a prediction of [47] for Z*, which we
prove and extend in Corollary 1.4 for the hierarchical model).

The effective critical points. For PBC we define the effective critical point to equal the infinite-volume

critical point from Theorem 1.1:
I/(EN = V. (1.36)

Although yg n is independent of the volume parameter IV, we include the subscript to emphasise its

role as a finite-volume critical point. For FBC we first define

| A4(log LH)YNIL™2N (d =4) (1.37)
| AgLN (d > 4). '
By definition, vy is much larger than wy, namely,
(BN 2wy (d = 4)
UN {g;l/ZLN(d4)/2wN (d > 4). (1.38)

For FBC, we specify a volume-dependent effective critical point VE ~» Which we compute exactly when
d = 4,5 and approximately when d > 5, by

ve—quy(1+cFNTY)  (d
VCFJV =< Ve — qUN (d=5) (1.39)
ve —qun(1+O(L™N)) (d>5);

here ¢ = 1 4+ O(L™9) is the constant from (1.18) and ¢ = O(g) is determined in the proof. The
error term O(L~Nwvy) for d > 5 is the same order as wy for d = 6 and is larger than wy for d > 6.
Although we do not precisely identify 1/5 y for d > 6, we do prove its existence as an anchor for the
critical window. See Remark 3.5 for further discussion.
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The large-field scale. In terms of the constants B and g, in (1.34), we define the large-field scale

{(BN)1/4LN (d =4)
fiy =

1.40
g PLNUA (> 4), (1.40)

The prefactors for L=N%* in (1.40) are each essentially equal to 9;[1/ 4

Recall that the average field @ is defined by (1.24). The following theorem concerns the finite-
size near-critical scaling of the weakly-coupled hierarchical |p|* model in dimensions d > 4. It is
part of the statement of the theorem that there are constants g, and ¢ as above, and a sequence
I/E n obeying (1.39), such that the conclusions of the theorem hold. The d-dependence has not been
made explicit in the notation of the theorem. For part (ii) of the theorem, we introduce two different
restrictions on the real sequence sy:

e {Lm o lsn| < {(10gN)1/4 (d=4)

1.41
LN@=3)/2 (4 > 5) N1/A (d > 4). (1.41)

Note that the integral and the moments on the right-hand sides of (1.42) and (1.43) are independent
of g and of the dimension d > 4.

Theorem 1.2. (Non-gaussian limit in the critical window.) Let d > 4, let n € N, let L be sufficiently
large, and let g > 0 be sufficiently small (depending on L). The following statements hold for the
n-component hierarchical model, for boundary conditions * = F and x = P:

(i) For any J € R™ and any real sequence sy converging to s € (—00,00),

lim (el ®n/AnY* = el do,, . 1.42
N—oo < >9’”Z,N+5N“’N’N n s ( )

(ii) Letp > 1, let sy be any real sequence such that either: (a) sy converges, or (b) lim sy = +00
in such a manner that the first inequality of (1.41) holds, or (c) lim sy = —o0 in such a manner
that the second inequality of (1.41) holds. Then, as N — oo,

([onl), = i3 S 2p(sw) (1+ 0(1). (1.43)

gV ytsnwn,N

Theorem 1.2(i) is a statement of convergence of moment generating functions and implies that
® /Ay converges in distribution to a random variable on R™ with distribution doy, 5. In other words,

(BN) YALN® Ny = doy,s  (d = 4), (1.44)
GALNY Sy = doy, . (d > 4). (1.45)

The convergence in (1.42) may be compared with the problem of determining the limiting distribution
of the average spin of the Curie-Weiss model (the Ising model on the complete graph Ky on V
vertices). Several authors have considered this problem at the critical point [23,26,30,31,55], which
corresponds to n = 1 and the choice s = 0, and identify the non-Gaussian distribution doy as
the limiting distribution of the rescaled average spin V1/4Sy,. The scaling window is also treated
in [25,29], and in particular it is shown in [29, Theorem 3.2] that the limiting distribution of V/4S\,
is doy s for 8 of the form 1 + sV =12 (critical window) for all s € R. Related results for the Ising
model on Erdés—Rényi random graphs are obtained in [46]. The scaling we prove for dimensions
d > 4 in (1.45) similarly involves the fourth root of the volume LN%/*, whereas for d = 4 in (1.44)
there is an additional logarithmic (in the volume) correction in the factor N—/4,

12



Theorem 1.2(ii) states that, within a window of v values of order wy around the effective critical
point 1/;“7 ~» the expectation of |® ~|?P is given by a factor of Ay for each field, multiplied by a p-
dependent but g-independent universal profile ¥,, 2,,(s). This holds even for the crossover out of the
critical window, when sy — £oo in the manner specified in part (ii). We have not attempted to
obtain optimal restrictions on how rapidly sy — +oo. The case (ii)(a) with sy — 0 indicates that
there can be no “hidden” window smaller than the critical window wy we have identified.

1.4.3 Gaussian limit above the critical window

We recall the definitions of dj, s and M, ;(s) from (1.26) and also define fy, as

12
e 28171 gy

dips = ——————
) _1 2 ’
Jrne 35121 g

My (s) = / 2 Fdp,s, oy = LN/ (1.46)
These definitions parallel doy, s, 3y, (), iv. The sequences vy and wy are related as in (1.38), so

vy > wy and the v values treated in the following theorem are well above the critical window. We
again introduce growth restrictions on the sequence sy, this time as

(1.47)

As in Theorem 1.2, the limiting distribution and the moments in the conclusions of Theorem 1.3 are
independent of g and of d > 4.

Although the limiting distribution in Theorem 1.3 is Gaussian, in its statement the scaling
[]\71<I>N = [Nd+2)/2 erAN . is non-Gaussian, as opposed to the central limit theorem scaling

L—Nd/2 > weny Pz of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.3. (Gaussian limit above the critical window.) Let d > 4, let n € N, let L be sufficiently
large, and let g > 0 be sufficiently small (depending on L). The following statements hold for the
n-component hierarchical model, for boundary conditions x = F and x = P:

(i) For any J € R™ and any real sequence sy converging to s > 0,

lim (e ) N = / e dpups. (1.48)
We,N ’ n

N—oo

(ii) Let p > 1, let sy be any real sequence such that sy > € for some fized ¢ > 0 and sy obeys
(1.47). Then, as N — oo,

(Jon|?P) = [P My 0p(sn) (1 + 0(1)). (1.49)

g yrsnon N

We have chosen to present Theorem 1.3 as such for comparison with the statement of Theorem 1.2,
but since the limiting distribution is Gaussian we can make (1.48)—(1.49) more explicit:

: J- D [ * . JI2/(2
J\}E)noo <6 N/N>Q,VZ’N+SUN,N - el /e S)’ (150)
2 p F(n+2p)
Y () 2
(|®n] >g,V;,N+5NUN,N =1y <SN> () (1+o0(1)), (1.51)

under the hypotheses of Theorem 1.3.

13



Theorem 1.3 covers a range of v values that is outside of the scaling window around the effective
critical point VZ s Where we know from Theorem 1.2 that the limiting law is the non-Gaussian
measure doy, s rather than dyu, s. It follows from (1.39) that there is a solution 5y to the equation
VfN + §nyvN = V., which obeys Sy ~ ¢ for all d > 4. With FBC, Theorem 1.3 therefore gives a
Caussian limit at the infinite-volume critical point v, unlike the non-Gaussian limit established in
Theorem 1.2 for the critical window around the effective critical point VE N or around v, with PBC.
In particular, v, is outside of the critical window centred at Vf N-

An exact analogue of (1.48) is proved in [5, Theorem 1.3(115] for the Euclidean (non-hierarchical)
model with PBC in dimension d = 4.

1.5 Discussion of main results

In this section we analyse the susceptibility and its universal profile, compute universal ratios of
moments of the average field in the critical window, and discuss the case n = 0 of self-avoiding walk.
This discussion is useful for the interpretation of our results, but none of it plays a role in the proofs
of Theorems 1.1-1.3 which are given in the bulk of the paper.

1.5.1 The susceptibility

The following corollary of Theorem 1.2 shows that the universal profile n™1%, 5(s) governs the
susceptibility in the critical window around the effective critical point, both for FBC and for PBC,
and for all dimensions d > 4.

Corollary 1.4. Let d > 4, let n > 1, let L be sufficiently large, and let g > 0 be sufficiently small
(depending on L). Then for boundary conditions * = F and x = P, and for sy obeying the hypothesis
of Theorem 1.2, as N — oo the susceptibility obeys

ot svy = | Sl BN PLV L o(1)] (= )
NN NN n1s, o (s ) gm PLNY2[1 + 0(1)]  (d > 4). '
Proof. By (1.25) and by (1.43) with p =1,
XnWin + snwn) = ELdN<\<I>N\2>97V:‘N+SNwN’N = LdNﬁ]QVEEmQ(sN)(I +0(1))), (1.53)
which is the same as (1.52) due to the definition of Ay in (1.40). O

It follows from (1.32) and the definition of wy that, for sy > 0 with sywy — 0 (with the added
restriction sy > ¢ > 0 for d = 4), as N — oo the infinite-volume susceptibility obeys

1 1/272N

sy (BN)V2LAN  (d = 4)
oo \Ve ~ _ 1.54
Xoolve o) {5]_\[19001/2LNd/2 (d>4). ( )

When d > 4, the above right-hand side is simply 1/sywy, whereas for d = 4, there is a logarithmic
correction. To compare this with Corollary 1.4, we use the elementary fact (see (1.72)) that
-1
_ S s — 400
T Ena(s) ~ ( ) (1.55)
nls| (s = —o0),

so for sy — +o0 obeying the first inequality of (1.41), it follows from (1.52) that

-1 1/272N —

o sy (BN)Y2L2N - (d = 4)

.y N B 1.56
Xn (Ve y + sNwn) {8N1gool/2LNd/2 (d>4). ( )
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Comparison of (1.54) and (1.56) shows that, when sy — 400 subject to the first inequality of (1.41),
the finite-volume and infinite-volume susceptibilities are asymptotically equivalent:

X?V(V:,N + SNWN) ~ Xoo(Ve + SNWN). (1.57)

This demonstrates a crossover out of the critical window.
On the other hand, if sy — —oo obeys the second inequality of (1.41), then (1.52) and (1.55)
give
1
XN (Ven + svwn) ~ s—clsnxn (Ve n)- (1.58)
’ ¥n,2(0) !

This should be contrasted with the behaviour of the susceptibility when it is more naturally defined
in terms of the truncated two-point function—this truncated susceptibility should have a peak inside
the scaling window and decrease, not grow, as sy becomes increasingly negative (see, e.g., [21,
Section 4.4]). For v < v, our definition of yx does not subtract a term LM, (v)? with M,
the spontaneous magnetisation which is predicted to obey M, ~ |e['/?|log 5|n%8 for d = 4 and
My ~ [g|'/? for d > 4 (in infinite volume). The linear growth of x4 (V¥ + swy) as s — —oo, shown
in (1.58), is a manifestation of the growing magnetisation we expect to contribute to yy on the
low-temperature side of the window, namely (for d = 4) L4N[(|s|wN)1/2Nn%8]2 = ]s]LQNN_ngn%S =
|s|L2N N''/2 < |s|xn(ve). There is related discussion in [62, p. 768]. Thus (1.58) provides an intriguing
peek into the low-temperature phase, whose full critical behaviour remains an outstanding open
problem. For the 4-dimensional Ising model it has been proved that the spontaneous magnetisation
obeys cle|'/2 < M, < |e|/?|1og |e| |>/?—see [3] and [33, Section 14.4]—but to our knowledge this
has not been proved for the |p|* model, even for n = 1.

1.5.2 Universal profile for the susceptibility

Next, we establish basic properties of the universal profile for the susceptibility in (1.52), which we
denote here by
A

_ 1482 '
N [ e~ 111 =512P gy

The fact that f,,(s) is strictly decreasing, both as a function of s and as a function of n, is proved in
Lemma A.1. Plots of f,, are also given in Appendix A.
For k € (—1,00) we define the integral

Fals) = B a(s) (1.59)

Ix(s) = / xkefiﬁ*%stdx, (1.60)
0
and rewrite the integrals defining ¥, (s) and f,,(s) in polar form to obtain
IkJrnfl(S) In-‘rl(s)
S (s) = =) - (s) = o) 1.61
,k( ) In—l(s) f ( ) n[n_l(S) ( )

Although our main concern is for positive integers n, the formula (1.61) for f,,(s) remains meaningful
for real values n € (0, 00). Furthermore, integration by parts in the denominator of f,(s) gives

o0

nlp,_1(s) = / (273 + sz ) e 1™ 257 gy = T o (s) + sTnia(s), (1.62)
0

and therefore, for all n > 0,

_ Ina(s) Int1(s)
nlp_1(s)  Iny3(s) + slppi(s)

(1.63)
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The right-hand side of (1.63) extends the definition of f,, from n € (0,00) to n € (=2, 00).
In particular, for n = 0 the denominator becomes

4

]3(5) + 5[1(3) — / ($3 + 51’)6_%$4_%8$2d$ = / d(e_ix _%8332) = ]_, (164)
0 0

so (1.63) gives
fols) = In(s) = / pe—ioi-dert gy (1.65)
0

As we discuss in Section 1.5.4, the case n = 0, although not included in our main results, has
significance for the self-avoiding walk. In particular, fy arises as the profile for both strictly and
weakly self-avoiding walk on the complete graph.

For n > —2, (1.63) provides the recursion relation

1
) = o D fora(s) ¥ 5°

It follows from (1.66) that lim, , o f,(s) = s~! for s > 0, and that this limiting function f_o is
maximal in the sense that f,(s) < s7! for all s > 0 and n > —2. This profile f o(s) = s~ ! is
consistent with the value n = —2 corresponding to a Gaussian model (n = —2 corresponds to a two-
component fermion field for which the fourth power vanishes), since the susceptibility of the Gaussian
model is simply x(v) = v~!. Values of n in the interval [~2,0) are not completely understood. The
model with n = —2 is identified as loop-erased random walk in [59] (which is also Gaussian for d > 4),
and there is speculation about walk interpretations for n € (—2,0) in [59, Section 2].

By the change of variables ¢t = x%/4, the integral I;(s) can be rewritten in terms of the Fazén

integral (see [53, p. 332])

(1.66)

Fi(a, B;y) = / eVl (0<a <1, B>0) (1.67)
0
as
I(s) = 2" Fi(}, kL ). (1.68)
Since I(0) = 22" Fi(3, 241;0) = 22 T(EHL) for k > —1, £,(0) is given explicitly by
r(=32)
F2(0) = 1 (n > -2), (1.69)
20(*)

where we used (1.66) for n € (—2,0]. The known asymptotic behviour of the Faxén integral (see [53,
Ex. 7.3, p. 84]) gives, for k > —1,

k—1
25 T (ktl)g—(k+1)/2
Lis)~ 7" (k 2 )5 (5 = 00) (1.70)
VAls(ED2e%/4 (5 5 —o0),
and hence, by (1.61),
r(2gk) o\ k/2
Snk(s) ~q TG ()7 (5= +00) (1.71)
|s|*/2 (s = —00).
In particular, by setting kK = 2 and by the recursion relation for the Gamma function,
1
fu(s) ~ B (n>-2, s = +00), fn(s) ~ |Z| (n>0, s — —00), (1.72)

where again we used (1.66) for n € (—2,0] and s — +o0.
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1.5.3 Universal ratios

This section applies for all dimensions d > 4. All statements in this section are valid for either choice
x* = P or x = F for the boundary condition, but to declutter the notation we do not place stars on
the expectations or on v, n, which should always be interpreted as (-)* and v} 5.

Theorem 1.2 allows for explicit computation of the universal ratios 7

(lon|?) 5
@) (o) — s gventswn, N _ n,2p(8)
R0 = o ey Soa(s)P (1.73)

gVe N+swn,N

forn>1,p>1,and s € R. For s =0, by (1.61) and with the value of I;(0) stated above (1.69),
this gives

(1.74)

which is the same as the value stated in [62, (32.36)] for Z¢ with PBC in dimensions d > 4.
In particular, by (1.74), W (0) (known in statistics as the kurtosis) takes the universal value

PEEYDm) 4 (1))
R (0) = [(r 47142)(]3) = (an%;> = nfn1(0)2' (1.75)

In particular, for n = 1 the reciprocal Q = 1/7?,54)(()) is @ = 4[['(3)/T'(1)]? = 0.456 947 . . .. Related
to RV (0) is the Binder cumulant Up(s) = 1— %Rgf‘)(s) (in statistics —3Up,(s) is the excess kurtosis).

A fundamental quantity is the renormalised coupling constant, which in finite volume and for
general n > 1 is defined by

<‘@N‘4>97VC,N+S’LUN7N n+2<’¢) ’)gl/cN+SwN,N

AN (s) = — (1.76)
<|(I)N| >Q Ve N+swn,N
For a Gaussian distribution, Ay = 0. In the limit as N — oo, (1.73) gives
) n+2 n+2 fnx4dans
An(s) = lim A, = — " RW(s) = — =R - 1.
(9= Jim du(s) = "5 R () = M (1.77)
In particular, for n =1,
r(5/4)\’
A(0)=3-14 = 0.81156... d>4). 1.78
0 =3 -1 (o) (> 1) (1.78)
Also, the asymptotic formulas (1.71) imply that
2 2
lim Apn(s) = “2 T2 g, (1.79)
5—00 n n
n+2 2
lim A, — _1==, 1.80
Jim Aun(s) =" 2 (1.80)

By the proof of Lemma A.1 (put n =1 in (A.1)), the right-hand side of (1.77) is strictly monotone
decreasing, so the renormalised coupling constant varies monotonically over the range [0,2/n] as the
window is traversed. For n = 1, the Lebowitz and Griffiths inequalities imply that that A(s) € [0, 2],
so as s decreases through the window we see a value of the renormalised coupling constant that
increases from the Gaussian value of zero to the maximum possible non-Gaussian value 2.
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1.5.4 Self-avoiding walk and n = 0

The value n = 0 is not part of our main results, which are restricted to n > 1 components. However,
as we discuss in this section, there is compelling evidence of the universal nature of the profile fy for
self-avoiding walk in dimensions d > 4. In particular, we confirm that fy is the profile for: (i) self-
avoiding walk on the complete graph, and (ii) the continuous-time weakly self-avoiding walk (a.k.a.
discrete Edwards model) on the complete graph.

Self-avoiding walk on the complete graph. The number of n-step self-avoiding walks on the complete
graph Ky on N vertices, starting from a fixed origin, is simply H?:1(N —j) for n < N. The
susceptibility is the generating function for this sequence, i.e.,

N-—1 n
=> [ -4) (z€R). (1.81)
n=0 j=1

The effective critical point is N~!. The following proposition, which is proved in Appendix B, shows
that the profile fy(s) applies in this setting, with window and susceptibility scaling as square root of
the volume N (this corresponds to LV%? in (1.52)). The minus sign on the left-hand side of (1.82)
compensates for the different monotonicity of z compared to e™".

Proposition 1.5. For self-avoiding walk on the complete graph, as N — oo,

XNNTHL = s@2N)72) ~ 2N)fo(s) (s ER). (1.82)

Continuous-time weakly self-avoiding walk on the complete graph. Let X denote the continuous-time
random walk on the complete graph Ky. The walk takes steps at the events of a rate-(1 — N~1)
Poisson process, with steps taken to a vertex chosen uniformly at random from all other vertices (the
choice being independent of the Poisson process). The local time of X at a vertex v € Ky, up to
time T, is the random variable

T
Ly, = / Lx (1)=o dt. (1.83)
0

For z,y € Ky, for fixed g > 0, and for v € R, the two-point function is

o0
Gmy(y) = / Ex (6 QZ”GKN Tov ]lX(T) ) —vT dT. (184)
0
By symmetry, the susceptibility is

WAV (w) = 37 Gay(v) = Goo(v) + (N — 1)Gou (v), (1.85)

yeKN

where 0,1 denote two distinct vertices of K.

As we discuss in more detail in Appendix B, this model has a critical point v. = v.(g). The
following proposition shows that the universal profile fy(s) arises for the susceptibility in this model
in its critical window. Note that the profile is independent of the value of g > 0, as also seen for n > 1
in Corollary 1.4. The proof of Proposition 1.6, which applies results of [10], is given in Appendix B.

Proposition 1.6. Let g > 0. There are positive constants A1, A2 (explicit and g-dependent) such that

lim N™Y2WSAW (4 sN7V2) = A1 fo(Mes) (s € R). (1.86)

N—oo
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1.6 Open problems

Our results suggest several open problems.

1.6.1 Intermediate scales and the plateau

We have studied the average field @, which is averaged over the entire finite volume. It would be
of interest to analyse the average field ®5; on Ay for 1 < M < N, i.e., for intermediate scales.

Problem 1. Compute the scaling limit of the average field on intermediate scales.

Intermediate scales have been recently studied at the infinite-volume critical point for the 1-
component ¢* model on Z* with FBC [2], where a generalised Gaussian limit is obtained. For the
hierarchical model in dimensions d > 4 and for all n > 1, we expect that an extension of our method
could be used to analyse the average field on intermediate scales at the effective critical point v} 5
(for either FBC or PBC), and to prove that there is a crossover from Gaussian to non-Gaussian
behaviour as M increases.

Problem 2. Prove the “plateau” phenomenon for the two-point function for all dimensions d > 4 and
for all n > 1.

More precisely, prove that within the critical windows, for both FBC and PBC and for all d > 4
and n > 1, the finite-volume two-point function obeys (with s-dependent constants)

N1/2L_2N (d: 4)

- —(d—2
<§00 . SO$>I/Z7N+SNU)N,N -~ ’1" ( ) + {LNd/Z (d < 4) (187)

The constant term NY2L72N or L=Nd/2 ig the “plateau” term. Note that in summation of the
right-hand side of (1.87) over x € Ay, the constant term dominates the sum, and also the resulting
sum has the same scaling as the susceptibility in (1.52). A related problem is to prove that for FBC
at the infinite-volume critical point (which is outside the FBC window) the constant plateau term is
absent. For the hierarchical model with n > 1, we expect that an extension of our method could be
used to prove these statements.

The effect of boundary conditions on the decay of the two-point function of statistical mechanical
models in finite-volume above the upper critical dimension has been widely discussed, e.g., in [51,60,
61], and there has been some debate about the plateau. Early numerical evidence for a plateau with
PBC can be seen in [50, Figure 4]. For the Ising model in dimensions d > 4 at the infinite-volume
critical point, with FBC the absence of the plateau has been proved in [20], and with PBC a plateau
lower bound is proved in [54] (for PBC a matching upper bound remains unproved). For (spread-out)
percolation in dimensions d > 6 with PBC, an analogous plateau is proved to exist throughout the
critical window in [45], whereas with FBC the absence of the plateau at the infinite-volume critical
point is proved in [24].

1.6.2 Extension to Euclidean models

Problem 3. Prove the results of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 for the |¢|* model on Z? for dimensions d > 4
and for n > 1. Analyse intermediate scales and prove the “plateau” phenomenon for the two-point
function in this Euclidean setting. Do the same for the Ising, XY, and Heisenberg models, and more
generally for all N-vector models.

We expect that the conclusions of Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 hold verbatim in the Euclidean setting for
all these models, with the only change being a need to modify constant prefactors in the large-field
scale fiy, the window width wy, and the FBC shift vy of the effective critical point. However, to
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extend our methods to the Euclidean setting in order to prove this would require new ideas, despite
the fact that a large part of our analysis has already been extended [18,19]. One challenge in the
Euclidean setting would be to improve the large-field regulator used in [18,19], which bounds the
non-perturbative RG coordinate by an exponentially growing factor (see [18, (1.38)]) rather than the
exponentially decaying factor that we exploit (see (5.25)). Also, the covariance decomposition we
use for the hierarchial model has a constant covariance at the final scale, whereas the decomposition
used in [18,19] does not have this useful feature. This issue could likely be overcome using the
decomposition in [9, Section 3] which does have a constant covariance at scale N and which obeys
similar estimates to the decomposition used in [18,19] (see [9, Corollary 4.1] for d = 2 and [9,
Proposition 3.4] for the general case).

For the Ising model at the infinite-volume critical point in dimensions d > 4, for PBC a lower
bound on the susceptibility of order LN%2 is proved in [54] (a matching upper bound has not yet
been proved), and for FBC the LN behaviour of the susceptibility has recently been proved in [20].

1.6.3 Self-avoiding walk

Problem 4. Prove the statements of both Theorems 1.2 and 1.3 with n = 0 for the weakly self-avoiding
walk in dimension d > 4, both on the hierarchical lattice and on Z¢. Much more ambitiously, prove
this for the strictly self-avoiding walk on Z¢ in dimensions d > 4.

For n = 0, the values of the logarithmic correction exponents in (1.2) are 4 = % and 0 = %, which
indicates window scaling L™2NN~1/4 for d = 4 and L~N%2 for d > 4. The scaling of iy remains as
it is for n > 1, namely L2V N4 for d = 4 and L=N* for d > 4.

It is a consequence of [52, Theorem 1.4] that for d > 4 with PBC, the susceptibility of weakly
self-avoiding walk is at least of order LV%2 at the Z¢ critical point. A matching upper bound
has not been proved. For FBC, numerical results are presented in [61]. A related conjecture for
the universality of the profile for the expected length of self-avoiding walks in dimensions d > 4 is
investigated numerically in [27].

1.7 Structure of proof and guide to the paper

The proof of our main results in Theorems 1.1-1.3 is based on a rigorous renormalisation group anal-
ysis. The RG analysis is a multiscale analysis based on a finite-range decomposition of the resolvent
of the hierarchial Laplacian, which is used to perform expectations via progressive integration over
scales. The finite-range decomposition is described in Section 2, along with the form of the integra-
tion at the final scale. The difference between FBC and PBC appears only at this final scale, where
there is a mass generation effect for FBC which is responsible for shifting VEN smaller than VCP:N.
The mass is produced due to the fact that the random walk with the FBC Laplacian is transient
on Ay, with a defective distribution as discussed in Section 1.2.3. The random walk with PBC is
recurrent and its distribution is not defective. The mass generation with FBC compared to PBC is
apparent in Lemma 2.1. At the final scale, which is scale N and follows scale N, the remaining field
to integrate is a constant R™-valued field.

In Section 3, we introduce the scale-N effective potential Vi (¢) = |An|(39n]p|* + Svn|p[?) and
its non-perturbative counterpart K. In Theorems 3.1 and 3.3 we summarise properties of gy, vy,
Ky that are proved in later sections. These theorems and further results in Section 3 also reveal
properties of a renormalised (squared) mass which can in some cases be negative—negative mass is
what permits negative values of s in the critical window in Theorem 1.2.

In Section 4, we prove our main results Theorems 1.1-1.3 assuming the deep results of Section 3.
Because this requires only the integration over the final scale, which is an integral over R", the
analysis in Section 4 involves only calculus.
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The principal part of our effort, which occupies approximately half the paper in Sections 5-9,
is to establish the properties listed in Section 3 for the renormalised mass and for Vy and Ky.
This entails the consideration of effective potentials V; and non-perturbative coordinates K; for each
scale j = 1,..., N, and of the RG map that advances (Vj, K;) to (Vj41,Kj4+1). Our RG analysis
in Sections 5-9 follows the general approach laid out by Bauerschmidt, Brydges and Slade in [§],
but with important improvements. These improvements include: (i) the introduction of a large-field
regulator which captures the decay of K for large fields, (ii) the control of mass derivatives of Vj
and K, and (iii) the inclusion of dimensions d > 4 and not only d = 4. The latter point may appear
to be minor, since for d > 4 the monomial |p[* is irrelevant (in the RG sense) and there are no
logarithmic corrections to deal with. However, |p|* is a so-called dangerous irrelevant monomial, in
the sense of [34], and its inclusion in the analysis requires care and innovation.

In Section 5, we set up the necessary spaces and norms used to formulate the RG map, and
we state estimates which control the RG map. The main bounds on the RG map are stated in
Theorems 5.6-5.7.

In Section 6, the main bounds on the RG map are used to prove three propositions, Proposi-
tions 6.2—6.4, which themselves are used to prove Theorems 1.1-1.3. The proofs of Propositions 6.2—
6.4 are given in Section 6, subject to Proposition 6.6 which captures properties of derivatives of the
RG flow with respect to the initial value of v and with respect to the mass. It then remains to prove
the main RG results Theorems 5.6-5.7, as well as Proposition 6.6.

Section 7 is devoted to the proof of Proposition 6.6. The proof relies entirely on Theorems 5.6-5.7,
and, although lengthy, is essentially computational.

Section 8 proves the first of the main RG theorems, Theorem 5.6. This theorem controls the
perturbative part of the RG map, by estimating the corrections to the perturbative flow as the
effective potential V; is advanced to V1. The proof involves the estimation of polynomials measured
in the norms defined in Section 5. Related estimates that are needed to control the advance of the
non-perturbative coordinate from K; to K11 are also performed in Section 8.

Section 9 concludes the proof of Theorem 5.7 and thereby concludes the proof of our main results
Theorems 1.1-1.3. It is in Section 9 that our analysis becomes the most sophisticated. This is not
surprising, since it requires the control of an essentially infinite-dimensional problem in a complicated
space whose norm tracks derivatives of K, i with respect to Vj, K;, the mass, and the field ¢. It is
here that we rely most heavily on results from [8], although as mentioned previously we include new
features: the large-field regulator, mass derivatives, and dimensions d > 4.

The paper ends with two appendices. Appendix A proves a monotonicity theorem for the uni-
versal profile f,,. Appendix B proves the two Propositions 1.5 and 1.6 for self-avoiding walk which
demonstrate its connection to the profile fy.

2 Integration to the final scale

2.1 Covariance decomposition and the hierarchical field

The progressive integration underlying the multi-scale analysis of the RG method has its basis in
a decomposition of the resolvent of the hierarchical Laplacian, which we discuss next. Recall the
definitions and notations of the hierarchical Laplacian from Section 1.2, which we specialise here to
« = 2. The following discussion applies for all dimensions d > 1.

Given z € Ay and given j between 0 and IV, let B;(x) denote the unique block in B; that contains
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x. We define the matrices of symmetric operators (); and P; on ?(AN) by

L% xz) = Bj(y )
Qj§$y: ( ) J( ) (jzoala"'7N)7 (21)
0 Bj(x) # B;(y)
Pi=Qj1—-Q; (j=1,....N). (2.2)
As is shown in [8, Lemma 4.1.5], the operators Pi,..., Py,Qy are orthogonal projections whose

ranges are disjoint and provide a direct sum decomposition of £2(A).
The PBC Laplacian defined in (1.17) can be seen after some arithmetic to have matrix elements

1-L—¢ _ 7—(d+2)N _
1-L =0
AN 0z = - ﬁ2 d1+2)( (d+2)3 1)—L*d —(d+2)N “ ) (2:3)
_1_L7dL 0% — l_L—(d+2)L (.’L‘ S AN \ {0})

The above is identical to the hierarchical Laplacian defined in [8, (4.1.7)-(4.1.8)]. Thus [8, (4.1.7)—
(4.1.8)] provide a representation of the Laplacian as a sum over scales, namely

N
—AR =) L7207 p (2.4)

y (1.19), the FBC Laplacian can therefore be written as

N
AR =) LTV P 4 gLV Qy. (2.5)
j=1
Let
L20-1)
j(a) = 11 al2G1 (2.6)

It follows exactly as in [8, Proposition 4.1.9] that the resolvents of —AL, and —AL have the decom-
positions

(— N+a Z’Yj )Pj +a —Qw, (2.7)
(=AY +a)” nyj )Pj + (a+qL7*M)71Qy. (2.8)
In order to ensure that v;(a) > 0 for all j € {1,2,---, N}, we assume that a > —L~20V=1_ We

also assume for now that a # 0 and a # —qL ™2V for the coefficients of Qu terms, respectively,
though we will find a way to relax this in Section 2.2. We use the variable a, rather than m? as
in [8, Proposition 4.1.9], because unlike in [8] we allow both positive and negative values of the
“mass” parameter a. The shifted mass in the @y term for FBC relative to PBC is due to the failure
of the free Laplacian to be properly normalised (does not sum to 1), and is ultimately the source of
the shift in the effective critical point for FBC.

The matrices defined by

22



are symmetric, real, and positive semi-definite. At the last scale we define

() — a! (x=P)
Cyla) =Qn x {(a e (2.10)
so that
(—Ax +a)' =Con + C,. (2.11)

The matrix C’Jl\?[ is positive semi-definite for ¢ > 0 and negative semi-definite for a < 0, whereas C]%
is positive semi-definite for a > —¢L 2" and negative semi-definite for a < —qL 2. Note that
—L2N=1) <« _¢L=2N when L is large (then ¢ is close to 1), so @ > —gL 2N is a greater restriction
that the requirement a > —L~2(N=1 imposed in the previous paragraph.

By definition, P;j1 = 0 where 1 is the constant field 1(z) = 1 for all € Ay, and therefore also
Cj1 =0for j =1,...,N. The non-interacting (¢ = 0) massive susceptibility X};}O(a) = (-A*+a) 11
is therefore equal to C]*\A[IL, and hence

P,0 1 F,0 q 'L
Xy (@)=—. Xy (a)= Thag 1LY (2.12)
The infinite-volume critical value for g = 0 is @ = 0, and
P,0 F,0 - F,0 —
Xy (0) =00,  xy (0)=¢ 'L, xy(=¢L ) = 0. (2.13)

Thus we see that the non-interacting PBC critical value agrees with the infinite-volume value, whereas
the FBC critical value is shifted by —qL~2". This is a harbinger of the shift in (1.39) for the
interacting model, and it is ultimately responsible for that shift in the effective FBC critical value
and its window.

Now an insignificant adaption of [8, Proposition 4.1.9] from m? > 0 to a > —L~2N=1 shows that,
for independent Gaussian fields ¢; with covariance Cj, the field ¢ = (1 + -+ + (v is a hierarchical
field in the sense that:

(i) on any two blocks B, B’ € B; that are not identical, (;|p and (j|ps are independent for all
j=1,...,N, and

(ii) on any block b € B;_; the field (; is constant, i.e., (j, = (jy for all ,y € b and for all
j=1,...,N.

In addition, by [8, Exercise 4.1.6], the field ¢; vanishes with probability 1 when summed over a block
at scale j, namely:

> () =0 as. forall Be By, (2.14)
beB;_1(B)

where Bj_1(B) is the set of (j — 1)-blocks inside B. Degenerate Gaussian fields (covariance not
invertible) are discussed in [8, Section 2.1]. In the above decomposition of the field ¢ we exclude a
last field corresponding to C’E, which is dealt with in Section 2.2.

2.2 Integration at the final scale

Throughout this section we consider both FBC and PBC but to lighten the notation we indicate the
boundary condition only sometimes for emphasis. Also, we often do not make the dependence on a
or g explicit in the notation. To keep the covariance matrices Cj(a) and C% (a) positive semi-definite,
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we restrict a initially to a > 0 for PBC, and to a 4+ gL =2V > 0 for FBC, though later we will show
that these restrictions can be relaxed.
Our goal is to study expectations (with either FBC or PBC)

1
Pl =~ [ Flepe @y, (2.15)
Zy,N J®r)An
where the Hamiltonian is
1
Hyn(p) = 5 (0, (=An)e) + Vole), (2.16)
with 1 ]
V(o) = > (Foleal* +5vleal?). (2.17)
TEAN

The hierarchical Laplacian in (2.16) acts component-wise on the field ¢. Let

Zo () = exp(=Vo(p))- (2.18)

With E& denoting expectation with respect to the Gaussian measure with covariance C' = (—Ay +

a)~!, the definitions lead to
EcFZ

(F)vta,N = EoZy (2.19)
The Gaussian expectation Ec can be computed in two steps as
EcF =Ec Ec_F(p + ), (2.20)
where Ec_, involves integration over ¢, and ECN involves integration over ¢. In particular,
EcZo(y)e" ) = Ec Eo_y Zo(p + ¢)el/1# %), (2.21)

where on the left-hand side v is a dummy integration variable. By completing the square in the
integral Ec_, (as in [8, Exercise 2.1.10]), and since constant fields are in the kernel of C<y, we see
that B

= YA Ec_ Zo(o + ¢). (2.22)
With the definition
ZN(¢sa) = Zn (@) = Ecy Zo(e + ), (2.23)
this leads to the identity A
EcZo(¥)el’t ) = Ee el/H9) Zy (). (2.24)

For a > 0 with PBC, and for a > —¢L™ 2 with FBC, the matrix C;‘v(a) has rank 1 so the
expectation Ec is supported on constant fields (the zero mode) and therefore reduces to an integral
over R". This is reflected by our notation in Lemma 2.1 (and also later) where for simplicity inside
integrals we evaluate Zy on y € R™ rather than on a constant field y € (R")*~. The lemma relaxes
the restrictions on a to the interval a € (—L~2N=1 00) on which the covariance Ccy(a) is positive
semi-definite. We occasionally write

Qy = LW (2.25)

for the volume of Ay.
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Lemma 2.1. Letd>1,g>0,v€R, a e (—L2N-Y o), and J € R*. Then

—1.0 2
<eJ~¢N>P f]Rn Jy ZN(y) 24 N1y] dy (2 26)
v+a,N — fRn Zn( )eféaQN|y|2dy ’ .
l L~ 2N Q 2
< J<I>N> f]Rn eV Zn(y)e 2 (atq Yty dy (2.27)
RN Zn(y)ealatal ) n vy '

where Zn is defined in (2.23) using the covariance C<y(a) and with v in (2.17).

Proof. We give the proof for PBC; the proof for FBC is completely analogous. Consider first the
case a > 0 (or a + ¢L™2" > 0 for FBC), and set 0% = a~'Q)'. Our starting point is (2.19) and
(2.24), from which we see that

rowy oy Zy(g)
gv+aN = " Eo Zn()

(2.28)

Now we use the fact that under C; the field ¢ has the same distribution as the constant field y1
where y € R” has independent components each with a normal distribution with mean zero and
variance o2, We write this Gaussian measure on R" as dj,2(y). The exponent in the right-hand side
of (2.28) simplifies to J -y, so

Ec e19) Zy(g) = / &Y Iy (9)dpia (). (2.29)

For J = 0 this is simply
EcZo(e) = [ Zn(wdusa(u), (2:30)

and the above three equations give the desired result when a > 0.

To extend the result to a € (—L_Q(N -1, 0], we use an analytic continuation argument, as follows.
By its definition in (2.15), the function f: a — (F),4qn is meromorphic in a € C, since both
numerator and denominator in (2.15) are entire functions of v. It is sufficient to show that the
function of a appearing in the right-hand side of (2 26), which we denote by g, is meromorphic on
the domain Hy = {z € C, Re(z) > —L2N=D} since this implies that the difference f — g is
meromorphic on Hy and equal to zero on [0, 00), so identically zero on Hy D (—L~ 2(N=1), oal.

To see that ¢ is meromorphic, we first extend the definition of Zy(y) from a function of real a to
a function of complex a by noting that the measure

exp (— 5, Oxn(a) 7)) dyp (2.31)

is integrable over R™ provided that a € Hy, since this ensures that Re(v;(a)) > 0 for all j < N.
This measure is supported on the orthogonal complement of the kernel of C<x(a) as in [8, (2.1.3)],
which is the same as Im(Qy)* by the observation below (2.2). It then follows that Zy(y;a) is
holomorphic on Hx by application of Morera’s (and Fubini’s) theorem together with the facts that
a — exp(—3(p, C<n(a)1y)) is holomorphic on Hy and that exp(—39 >, [pa|* — S5, [¢a]?) is
bounded and integrable with respect to the measure (2.31). We now wish to conclude that the two
functions

gi(a) = / 7V Zn(y; a)e 2Ny, go(a) = / Zn(y; a)e 29V dy (2.32)
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are holomorphic in a € Hy, since then their ratio g = ¢g1/g2 is meromorphic on Hy, as desired. To
see this, by another application of Morera’s theorem it is sufficient to prove that

/ F(y)Zn(y; a)e 2% dy (2.33)

is integrable for any function F' growing at most exponentially. This last fact follows from

| / F(y)Zo(p + yl)e 20O 75000 4y @ )
R”XIm(QN)l
< / [F()|Zo(¢ + yl)e2 "V a(y @ o), (2.34)
R"XIm(QN)l

by noting that R™ x Im(Qx)* = R™ (under (y, ¢) — y1 + ¢) and that the integrand is integrable
over R™~ since g > 0 and |p + y1|* > |¢/* + |y|* (the dot product ¢ - y1 vanishes a.s.). This

completes the proof. O

We use multi-index notation. For p > 1, let A, denote the set of p-tuples o = (o, ..., ap) with
each a; € {1,...,n}. Given ¢ : Ay = R" and a € A, we write

Y — 1 (a1) (ap) 2.35

Vg 2 el (2:35)

ml,..A,LI:pEAN
Similarly, for y € R" we write y* = ya, =" Yo, -

Corollary 2.2. Letd>1,9g>0,veR, p>1, a€ A,, and a € (—=L2N=1) 0], Then

o \P Jin ¥ Zn(y)e 2 MW dy
<(I)N>V+a,N = —LaQn|y|? ) (236)
fRn Zn(y)e 20 N dy
a —5(a+qL™2N)Qn y|?
F Jon v Zn(y)e2@raE)ONIE gy
(PR oy = : (2.37)

Jian Zn(y)e~ 3 (atal™> )y ydy
where Zy is defined in (2.23) using the covariance C<n(a) and with v in (2.17).

Proof. The identities (2.36)—(2.37) follow simply by differentiation with respect to J in Lemma 2.1.
O

3 The effective potential and the renormalised mass

The proof of our main results is given in Section 4, based on Theorems 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3 which
are proved by extending the RG analysis of the 4-dimensional hierarchical n-component |p|* model
from [8]. The proofs of Theorems 3.1-3.3 are given in Sections 5-9.

3.1 The effective potential at the final scale

To apply Lemma 2.1 and its corollary, we need a good understanding of Zy. Since the choice of BC
enters only in the last integral in Lemma 2.1, Z itself is independent of the boundary condition.
Theorems 3.1— 3.3, concern the behaviour of Zy, and are thus free of any mention to BC.

Theorem 3.1 produces a critical value v.(a), for each choice of a > 0, such that Zy can be
controlled for all scales N when Zy is defined with the initial v-value in Vj tuned to equal v.(a). It
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extends the results from [8] by the inclusion of an additional large-field decay of the form e~*9n <~ [l
in the bounds on K in (3.8) and (3.12), by the addition of the case d > 4 to the statement, and
finally by the control of the mass dependence of the critical point via its derivative. Theorem 3.2
proves the existence and provides the asymptotic behaviour of a renormalised mass m? > 0 such
that v.(0) + & = m?2 + ve(m?2). Theorem 3.3 is analogous to Theorem 3.1 but now determines the
behaviour of Zy also for negative and small N-dependent mass a. The counterpart of v.(a) in
Theorem 3.3 is vy y(a) which is also well-understood by estimates on its derivative. An adequate
notion of renormalised mass, i.e., a version of Theorem 3.2 for vy n(a) rather than v.(a), is developed

later, in Section 3.3. In all three theorems, logarithmic corrections occur for d = 4 but not in higher

dimensions.
Recall that Qx = L denotes the volume. Given gn, VN € R, we define
Vn(p) = On(zanlel* +gunlel?) (v eR™). (3.1)
We also define the volume-dependent mass interval
In_1(0) = (—3L72WN-D 1p-2(N-1)) c R, (3.2)
To state estimates on K, we define
N—3/4 (d=4)
ey =} g3/ALBUEON/A (4 < 4 < 12) (3.3)
g?/AL—Nd/2 (d > 12).

We believe that the second option actually applies for all d > 4, and that for d > 12 our estimates
on K are not sharp (they are, however, sufficient for our needs).
For the statement of part (i) of the following theorem, given squared mass a € R, we define the
mass scale j, € Z by
Ja=max{j € Z: L¥a < 1}, (3.4)

with the degenerate case j, = oo if a < 0. By definition, j, < 0 when a > 1. We do not state
estimates on uy as it cancels in numerator and denominator when calculating expectations as in
(2.36)—(2.37).

Theorem 3.1 (Final scale for nonnegative mass). Let d > 4 and n > 1. Fiz L sufficiently large,
g > 0 sufficiently small. There exists a continuous strictly increasing function v.(a) of a > 0 which is
continuously differentiable for a > 0 if d = 4 and for a > 0 if d > 4, and there exist (un, gn, VN, KN)
(all depending on a), such that Zn defined by (2.23) with the choice a for the squared mass in the
covariance C<n and with the choice v = v.(a) for the v in Zy, satisfies

Zn(p) = e~ uNlAN| (e_VN(‘P) + KN(SO)) (3.5)
for all ¢ € R™ with, uniformly in a > 0 and for some k = k(n):

(i) For d =4, with ey defined in (3.3), there exists Ay > 0 such that

(BN)~Y(1 + O(N~tlog N) (a=0)
gn = BTN Aja) 7' (1 4+ O((N Aja) ' og(N Aja)))  (Ja € [1,00))  (3.6)
g+0(g%) (ja < 0),
x| < O(gnL™2M), (3.7)
[Kn ()] < Ofen)erovnlel, (3.8)
d%uc(a) — Ay(loga ) (1+0(1)  asalo. (3.9)
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(i) For d > 4, with ey defined in (3.3), there exist A > 1 and a continuous function g of a =0
satisfying goo(a) = g + O(g?), such that

IN = goo + O(g° L™ =DV, (3.10)
lun| < O(gL™@=2N), (3.11)
[Kn(p)] < O(en)eron el (3.12)
d%yc(a) — (Ag—1)(1+0(1) asalo (3.13)

Also, for a € [0,1], the following bound (useful when a = o(L~N)) relates the massive gy and
massless goo:
gn(a) = goo(0) + O(g* L™ DNy 1+ O(g%aL™). (3.14)

Finally, the critical value v.(0) and constants Aq (for d > 4) satisfy the asymptotic formulas (1.30)
as g | 0.

Theorem 3.2. In the setting of Theorem 3.1, there exists a strictly increasing function m? of ¢ > 0,
with mg =0, such that

e(0) + & = vo(m?) +m?, (3.15)
with

(as e |0). (3.16)

9 Ate(loge™)™7 (d=4)
A;l € (d>4)

Theorem 3.3 (Final scale for mass a € Iy_1(0)). Let d > 4 and n > 1. Fiz L sufficiently large, g > 0
sufficiently small. There exists a continuously differentiable strictly increasing function vy n(a) of
a € In—1(0) with vy n(0) = vc(0), and there exist (un,gn,vn, Kn) (all depending on a), such that
Zn defined by (2.23) with the choice a for the mass in the covariance C<y and with the choice
v =1y n(a) for the v in Zy, satisfies

Zn(g) = N (N 1 Ky (p) (3.17)

for all ¢ € R™ with, uniformly in a and for some k = k(n):

(i) For d = 4, with ey defined in (3.3) and with ¢ = O(g),

1
- N~2log N 1
9N = 7y H O logN), (3.18)
lun| < O(gnL72Y), (3.19)
[Kn ()] < Ofen)emon el (3.20)
diyo,N(a) = Ay(log L*)'N7 + & — 14+ O(NT7Y), (3.21)
a
(i) For d > 4, with ey defined in (3.3),
gn(a) = g0 (0) + O(g°L™Y), (3.22)
x| < O(gL~2N), (3.23)
[Kn ()] < Ofen)eron el (3.24)
d _
Jgvon(a) = (A - 1)1+ O(L ). (3.25)
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We connect the two critical values v, and vy y by defining
ve(a) (a >0)
() =9 - _1p-2(N-1) (3.26)
von(a) (a€ (=3 ,0)).

By Theorems 3.1 and 3.3, the function vy x : (—%L‘Q(N_l),oo) — R is continuous, and it is also
differentiable except possibly at 0.

3.2 Effective critical points

We define the effective critical points for PBC and FBC by
I/EN = 1.(0), I/EN = VO,N(—qL_2N) — gLV, (3.27)

The choice of v.(0) as the effective critical point for PBC is natural. For FBC, we first observe that
q=1+0(L"% by (1.18), so —¢L™2" € Iy_1(0) and thus VEN is well defined.

To explain our choice of V(E ~» we recall from (2.27) that

_ Jpn @Y Zn(y)emretat 0 gy

iy (3.28)
e = . .
+a,N _1 —2N 2
vta Jan Zn(y)e 3 (a+qL=2N)Qn |y dy
The massless choice in (3.28) is a = —¢gL =2V, since it causes the exponential factor to become simply

eY = 1. With this choice, to apply Theorem 3.3 we must tune v to the correct value v = v, N(—qL*ZN )
in order to represent Zy in terms of e”VV and Ky with good estimates. In particular Ky — 0.
With this tuning, we obtain

v+a=vyn(—qL?N) - qL 7N, (3.29)
which is our definition of the FBC effective critical point 1/5 N-

The following corollary and remark justify the formulas for 1/2 ~ in (1.39), where we recall from
(1.37) the definition of vy.

Corollary 3.4. The effective critical point for FBC satisfies

. — 14NV +O(N! d=14

iy = 4 e T ENLACNT FOINT) (d=4) (3.30)

’ ve —qun(1+O(L™)) (d>4).

Proof. By definition and by the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus,
ven = ve(0) + o (=L ™) — vo v (0)] — gL
0
d

=1.(0) — — 1)ds. 3.31
w0) = [ (Gt + s (3.31)

The desired result follows by substituting (3.21) and (3.25) in the right-hand side, together with
(1.37), the definition of vy. O

Remark 3.5. In (1.39), for d = 4 we defined
VEN = v, —qun(1+FNTY) (3.32)

without the O(N~!) error present in (3.30). In the rest of the paper, we use the exact definition of

Z/EN in (3.27) as it enables simplifications later on. This does not affect the validity of our claims

in Section 1.4 since the neglected error term is O(N7~1L=2N) = O(N /2wy which is smaller than
the window scale wy. Similar reasoning applies for d = 5, for which the relation between vy and wn
in (1.38) gives L~ Nuy =< L~N/2wy. However, for d > 5, by (1.38) O(L Nvy) is of the same order
as wy for d = 6 and is larger than wy for d > 6. This issue is due to the fact that our error bound
is not sharp for d > 5. We therefore retain the error term O(L~") in (1.39) when d > 5.
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3.3 The renormalised masses

The effective critical points I/EN and I/EN are defined in Section 3.2. For FBC, I/EN = N(—qL ) -
qL=2N is defined in terms of a renormalised mass —qL ™2V, with vo,n evaluated at this renormalised
mass. In this section, for both FBC and PBC we show how to define the renormalised mass cor-
responding to a value of ¥ which need not be the effective critical point, and we state asymptotic
properties of the renormalised mass in Proposition 3.9. The renormalised mass and its asymptotic
properties play an important role in Section 4 where we prove our main results. In brief, the need
for the notion of renormalised mass arises from the fact that the application of Theorems 3.1 and
3.3 requires a mass a and a correctly tuned initial value v.(a) or vy y(a). Given v, the renormalised
mass ay is chosen so that, e.g., v = v.(a}) + aj. This way of writing v prepares for the application
of Lemma 2.1 with its expectations evaluated at v.(a}) + a)y.

Recall the function 1y : (—3L72¥=1 00) — R from (3.26), which is continuous, strictly in-
creasing, and also differentiable on (—%L_Q(N_l), 0) U (0,00) for all d > 4. The same applies to the
function @ — 11 n(a) + a, which must therefore be a bijection onto its range, which is the interval
Ry = (von (=3 L7200 — I1=2(N=1) o0). For x € {F,P}, we define intervals in R by

Wy ={seR:v.y+swy € Rx}, Wﬁ,:{seR:VZN—I—SUN € Ry}, (3.33)
and define the renormalised masses as the inverse maps to these bijections, as in the next definition.

Definition 3.6. The renormalised masses are the functions ajy, : WX — (—%L_Q(N_l),oo) and ay :
Wy — (—%L*Q(Nfl), 00) given by the unique solutions to

viy +swy = vin(ay(s)) +an(s), viy +son = vin(ay(s)) + ay(s), (3.34)
respectively.

Since they are inverses of increasing bijections, the two renormalised masses are also increasing
bijections. In particular, since v¥\ < v, = v¥y by (3.30), we see that ak;(s) < a%(s) and ak (s) <

Qv (s)-

In Definition 3.6, there is a point of non-differentiability when the mass is zero due to the non-
differentiability of 11 y(a) at a = 0. This non-differentiability is due to the somewhat discretionary
definition of v1 n as the concatenation of 1y y and v, at a = 0. We deal with the two regimes
separately.

Since VCF:N = 1,(0), it follows from the monotonicity in s that ak;(s) < 0 if and only if s < 0.
Similarly, &R](s) < 0 if and only if s < 0. Thus 0 is the point of regime splitting for PBC. For FBC,
we also define threshold values SR and §F\,, at which af\, and ELR, change signs. Again, by monotonicity

in s, these are defined by

VEN + shwn = v:(0), I/EN + 5N on = v:(0). (3.35)
We summarise the above considerations with the following lemma.
Lemma 3.7. Let d > 4, and recall Wi and W5, from (3.33).

(i) For s € Wi, the mass aX(s) is strictly increasing in s and satisfies a¥(s) < 0 if and only if
5 <0, and a(s) < 0 if and only if s < sk

i) For s € W%, the mass a*,(s) is strictly increasing in s and satisfies a%(s) < 0 if and only if
N N N
5 <0, and ak (s) < 0 if and only if s < &Y.
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Asymptotic formulas can also be obtained for SFN and 5% Indeed, by directly solving the defining
relations (3.35), and by using the formula for Vf: ~ in (3.30) and the definitions of wy and vy in
(1.35) and (1.37), we find that

BN)'/? d=4
s ~ gLV R = q(_; : d=4) (3.36)
qgoc’ LNY/2(d > 4),
S~ gLV =g (A2 4), (3.37)
where )
(BN)YVAL™N (d = 4) ~N(d-2)/2
hy = {gool/4L—Nd/4 (d > 4), Iv=1L ) (3.38)

as in (1.40) and (1.46).

The next lemma is used in the proof of Proposition 3.9. Its hypothesis that s > —%LQ fL]2VLN d/2
can be written more explicitly as s > —iLQ(BN)l/2 for d =4, and as s > —%Lng_ol/QLN(”I_‘D/2 for
d > 4, so for all d > 4 the bound diverges to —oco as N — oco. Lemma 3.8 provides a range of s
values for which the renormalised masses lie in the interval Iy_1(0) for which Theorem 3.3 applies.
In particular, the interval [—iLzﬁ?\,LNd/Q, o0) is a subset of W}f, N W}\),, and the interval [—%L2, 00)
is a subset of WX, N W, This shows that the masses a’;(s) and @’ (s) are well defined for s in these
intervals, respectively.

Lemma 3.8. Let d > 4. Suppose that s € [—%Lzﬁ?\;LNd/Q,O] for PBC, or s € [—iLQ,sF\,] for FBC.
Then aX(s) € (—3L*L72N,0] C In_1(0). The same holds when s&; and a(s) are replaced by 8k,
and ay(s).

Proof. By Lemma 3.7, our assumptions on s imply that the renormalised masses are not positive,
so (by monotonicity of the mass in s) we only need to verify the conclusion for the lower limits
o= —%LQHJQ\,LNd/2 (for a}) and o = —3L? (for @y ). Since the renormalised mass for PBC is larger
than the mass for FBC, it suffices to consider only FBC. We give the details only for d = 4 and for
@y, as similar but simpler calculations apply for d > 4 and for a};.

Let ojyf = inf{s e R: a]k:,(s) € In-1(0)}. By continuity of aj, and by Lemma 3.7, iy < s%. Our
goal now is to show that o > oj,s. Given s € (oiyf, sf\,), the Intermediate Value Theorem and (3.30)
give

von (a(s)) = vo,n(0) + aly(s)As(log L*) TN (1 + o(1)). (3.39)
Since v v (ak(s)) + ak(s) = V(EN + swy and v n(0) = v, by definition, this gives
V(EN + swy = Ve + a]FV(s)A4(log LHYNY(1 4 o(1))
= v+ aX(s)(BN)Y2L*Nwy (1 4 o(1)), (3.40)

where we used the definition of wy in (1.35) for the second equality. By the formula v}y = v, —

qun(1+o0(1)) in (3.30), together with the relation vy = (BN)"2wy from (1.38), we can rewrite the
above equation as

s = (BN)/? [q(l +o(1)) + b (s) L2V (1 + 0(1))} . (3.41)
Now we choose sg so that a%(so) = —%L*Q(N*I). This sp is in Iny—1(0) by definition, so sg > Ojnt
and it suffices to prove that ¢ > sg. But, since ¢ = 1 + O(L™%), s¢ obeys
1/2 3.9
so = (BN) [q(1 +o(1)) = SL*(1+ 0(1))} <o (3.42)
if L is large enough. This completes the proof. O
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In addition to the assumption in Lemma 3.11 that s does not become too negative, our analysis
of the renormalised mass in the next proposition requires that ay(s) — 0 and an(s) — 0. By (3.34),
these requirements are satisfied respectively if swy — 0 or suy — 0. In fact, for d = 4, we assume
more. This leads us to define the s-intervals

[ 1L2H2LNd/2 L‘F) (d =4)
e {< LR LY, o) (d > 4) 249
- (=12 vy (d=4)
EN‘{( L2 o)) (d> 4) (344

The upper bound LYN for d = 4 above has not been optimised and is sufficient for our needs. For
the d > 4 upper bounds, it is sufficient to fix any sequence which is o(1) as N — oo, and take
the upper bounds to be o(1)wy' and o(1)vy'. In Proposition 3.9, the appearance of L~VN as the
boundary between (3.46) and (3.47) is a convenient but non-canonical choice which is adequate for
our purposes but carries little significance, and we invite the reader to focus on (3.45) and (3.46).

Proposition 3.9. Let d > 4 and s € Xn. Then aj(s) obeys the following estimates: For FBC,
al(s) = s L™ (1 4 o(1)) — gLV, (3.45)
For PBC, if d >4 ord=4 and s & (0,L~VV),
aly(s) = shy? L™ (1 4 o(1)). (3.46)
For d =4 with s € (0, L_‘/N), (3.46) is supplemented by the inequality
0 < an(s) <shiy’L™ N (1+0(1)  (d=4). (3.47)
In addition, (3.45)—(3.47) all hold with the replacement of ay(s), Xn, An by aj(s), SN, v, respec-
tively.

Proof. Let yn denote either wy or vy. In the case yy = vy, an(s) should be replaced by an(s)
and sfv by 5?\, We separate the analysis into two parts depending on the sign of a}(s), which by
Lemma 3.7 corresponds to studying a%(s) above or below 0, or a%(s) above or below s%. Note that
ay(s) — 0 since syny — 0 by the definition of yx and by our assumption on s.
Case s < s% if * = F and s < 0 if * = P. In this case a’(s) < 0 by Lemma 3.7 and a}(s) is the
unique value of a satisfying

von(a) +a=v.y+ syn. (3.48)

By the Implicit Function Theorem, a’(s) is differentiable in s < 0 (* = P) or in s < s§, (x = P),
and by the chain rule its derivative satisfies

Las () (v xla) +1) = (3.49)

for this range of s-values. By Lemma 3.8, a}(s) € In_1(0). Thus, by inserting the derivative
estimates for %V07N(a) from (3.21) and (3.25) (valid since a}(s) — 0) into (3.49), we see that

4t (s) = {A41<1og L3)7IN gy (1 +0(1) (d=4) (3.50)

a7 AT yn (1 + 0(1) (d > 4).
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We consider first the case yy = wy. For all d > 4, it follows from the definitions of wy and Ay that,
for yny = wy, (3.50) simplifies to

%a*;v(s) — AL (1 4 o(1)). (3.51)

For PBC, we integrate between 0 and s > 0 and deduce from (3.50) and the Fundamental Theorem
of Calculus that

S
d
aF(s) — ab(0) = / a8 () = by LN (1 4 0(1). (3.52)
0 u
This gives the desired result for PBC because ak;(0) = 0. For FBC, since sk, > 0, for s < sk we can
again integrate on the interval [0, s] (or [s,0] if s < 0). Since ak;(0) = —gL=2", we obtain
al(s) +qL™N = shi L™ (1 + 0(1)). (3.53)

This proves (3.45)—(3.46) for wy in this case. The computations are analogous for ay(s) and s € Xy,
with v instead of fy. In particular, the definitions of vy and £y imply that, for all d > 4, (3.51) is
replaced by

%d}k\,(s) = (2L (1 4 0(1)), (3.54)

and also, by (3.34), ak = 0 and a%;, = —¢L~2". This completes the proof of (3.45)—(3.46) in this
case.

Case s > sk, if x = F and s > 0 if x = P. In this case a}/(s) > 0 by Lemma 3.7, so a%(s) is the
unique value of a satisfying
ve(a) +a = v,y + syn. (3.55)

As before, we use the Implicit Function Theorem and the derivative estimates for “v.(a) in (3.9)
and (3.13) to obtain

d {Azlym—logaw)ﬂ(l Toll) (d=4) (3.56)

£a}<\/(3) = AglyN(l +o(1)) (d > 4).

When d > 4, we have the same formula as in (3.50), and hence obtain the same conclusion. For the
remaining case of d = 4, we define ¥: [0,1] — R by

Y(z) = 2(—logx) 7. (3.57)
For PBC we integrate over [0, s] and obtain (see [8, p. 261] for the elementary proof)
ax(s) = (A syn) (1 + o(1)). (3.58)

The logarithm in ¥ is

log s
logyn

(~ log(A7 "sun)) 7 = (~logun) 7 (14 22 ) (1 4 0(1)). (3.59)

It is the log s that will create the distinction between smaller and larger positive s in the statement
of the proposition for PBC. By hypothesis, s < L‘/N7 and for s € [L*‘/N, L‘/N] we have

log s
log yn

‘ <ON"!x VN) = o(1). (3.60)
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We first consider the case yy = wy. By definition,
(—logwy)~7 = (log L) ™YNY(1 4 o(1)), (3.61)
so with the above restrictions on s,
(A7 swy) = Ay tswn (log L) "IN Y (1 + 0(1)) = shy’ LN (14 o(1)). (3.62)

This proves (3.46) for d = 4. For s € (0, L_\/N) the left-hand side of (3.60) can become arbitarily
large and we obtain instead the inequality

0 < al(s) < shiy2 LN (1 + o(1)). (3.63)

This proves (3.47) for PBC and yy = wy, and the same proof applies with minor adjustments for
YN = UN-

For FBC with yy = wy and s — s§ > L_\/N, we instead integrate over [sY;,s] and similarly
obtain

ax(s) = YAy (s = si)yn) (1 + o(1)). (3.64)
The calculations are then identical with s replaced by s — s}:\,, and give
al(s) = (s — sh) Ay L™ (1 4+ 0(1)). (3.65)
By (3.36),
sNAVL™N = gL72N (1 + o(1)), (3.66)
and hence when s > s&; the error o(gL=2) can be absorbed by o(sfiy>L~*Y). This gives
a(s) = —qL N + shiy 2L (1 4 o(1)). (3.67)
For s € (sk;, sk, + L_\/N) we have instead the bound
0 < ajy(s) < —qL™ 2 + si > L™V (1 + o(1)), (3.68)
which we can rewrite as
gL™2N < aly(s) + gL 72N < sk L7 (1 4 o(1)). (3.69)

But by (3.66) and our assumption that s is close to sk, we can rewrite the lower bound as

F
gL~ = %Nsﬁj;QL—‘*N(l +o(1)) = shyL™*N (1 + o(1)). (3.70)

The lower and upper bounds in (3.69) therefore match, and this completes the proof of (3.45) for
FBC for wy and for all s € Sy. When working with yn = vy, the proof is analogous. This completes
the proof. O
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3.4 The critical mass domain

In order to accommodate sequences sy — +oo in Theorems 1.2 and 1.3, we need to work on a larger
mass interval than the interval In_1(0) = (—%L‘z(N_l), %L_Q(N_l)) of Theorem 3.3. The larger
interval we use is

_1p-2(N-1) j—-2N(14o(1)) d=4
]Icrit = {( 2 ’ ) ( ) (37]‘)

(—$L72N=D 21 =3N/2) (d > 4).

The o(1) term in the exponent for d = 4 is present in order to make the interval larger than if the
upper bound were just L~2V. For concreteness, it will appear in the proof of Lemma 3.11 that the
choice —N~1/2 for o(1) is permitted and adequate. By definition, In_1(0) C e, with the inclusion
strict due to the larger positive values permitted in I compared to Iy_1(0). These larger values
are restricted so that the bounds in the next lemma hold, and those bounds will play a role in
Section 4.1. Lemma 3.10 shows that for a mass a € I, the coupling constant gy (a) is close to its
massless counterpart. It is for this reason that the interval bears a subscript indicating criticality.

Lemma 3.10. For a € i, let v = vy n(a), and let gy be as in Theorem 3.1 if a > 0 and as in
Theorem 3.8 if a < 0. Then

~ J(BN)"H1+O(NtlogN)) (d=4)
i) = {gm<o><1 FOELNP)  (d>4), (372

Proof. Let a € Iuit. Suppose first that a < 0. For d = 4, (3.72) is an immediate consequence of
(3.18). For d > 4, (3.72) is a consequence of (3.22) since the error term in (3.22) is better than in
(3.72).

Suppose next that a > 0. For d > 4, (3.72) follows from (3.14) applied to a mass a that is the
upper bound 2L73N/2 of I.;;. Finally, for d = 4, when a € (0, L_QN(H'O(I))) the mass scale j, (defined
n (3.4)) obeys N A j, ~ N, so (3.72) follows from (3.6). This completes the proof. O

We now define intervals Sy € Yy and Sy C Sn by

sy = { (CHL2ARLY, LYY @=4) (3.73)
N (_iLZﬁJQ\]LNd/Q’LN(d73)/2) (d > 4)7 ’

gy o JEA LYY (d=1) (3.74)
(—1L2,LN?) (d>4). '

The intervals Sy and Sy are balanced to serve two purposes: (i) they are small enough to be included
in ¥y and Xy respectively, so Proposition 3.9 can be applied, and (ii) they are large enough to allow
SN — 400, and in such a way that an(sy) and ay(sy) remain inside L. This second point requires
the S domains to be strict subsets of the larger & domains. The upper bounds for Sy and Sy are
somewhat arbitrary and have not been optimised; they match the upper bounds in the restrictions
on sy in (1.41) and (1.47) that occur in our main results. The lower bounds for Sy and Sy are
more generous than (1.41) and (1.47); they will be further restricted in the proofs of Theorems 1.2
and 1.3, which appear in Section 4.2.

Lemma 3.11. Let d > 4. For both choices of BC, if s € Sy then ay(s) € leit, and if s € Sx then
EL}(V(S) S ]Icrit'
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Proof. By Definition 3.6, aX(s) and a%(s) map into (—%L*Q(Nfl), o0). We therefore only need to
verify that their range do not exceed the upper limits of the interval I.;;. We write L as (o, @),
where according to (3.71) and the choice o(1) = —N~/2 indicated below (3.71),

{LQN(1N1/2) (d — 4)

We write yn to represent wy or vy, with the understanding that when yny = vn then ay represents
ayn. Let @ denote the upper limit of Sy or Sy (as context dictates), i.e.,

[ N(d-3)/2 _
7=\ o =wn) (3.76)
LN (yn = o).
Since al,(s) < ak;(s), it suffices to prove that ak,(7) < @ and ak,(7) < @.
For d > 4, we see from Proposition 3.9 that a%,(7) ~ EgéfL‘dN/z for yv = wy and a%(7) ~

o L2N for yn = vy. Therefore,

1/2 r —3N/2 _
L —
L3N (yn = vn).
Since goo is small this completes the proof for d > 4. For d = 4, we have instead
ai(F) ~ LYN(BN) LN (yy = wy) (3.78)
LYNL=2N (yn = vn),
which is less than @ for d = 4. This completes the proof. O

4 Proof of main results

The common point of departure for the proofs of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 is Lemma 2.1, which
states that for n > 1, ¢ >0, v € R, and a € (—~L20V-1 o),

—1.0 2
<€J~¢N>P f]Rne Y ZN(y) 24 ~ ol dy (41)
v+a,N — fRn ZN e,%aQN|y|2dy 9
— 1 2N 2
Jas\F_ Jan e’V Zn(y)e 2ot TN g,
(€N oy = I (4.2)
v Jgn Zn(y)e™ 2 (a+qL=2M)Qyly[2dy

Here Zy is defined in (2.23) using the covariance C<y(a) and with Zy given by (2.17)—(2.18), and its
form is given by (3.5) and (3.17) with v and a chosen appropriately. The common factor e~ *~An|
cancels in numerator and denominator.

Since we are also interested in different test functions in Theorems 1.1-1.3, and with different
scalings, we consider integrals with the field rescaled by a parameter by, of the form

f(x/bN)e*VN(m)*%“QN‘m|2dx and f(x/bN)KN(:c)e*%“QNde:c, (4.3)

R R"
where v and a are properly chosen depending on the regimes we want to study. We use three
different field scalings by, corresponding to the three scalings in Theorems 1.1-1.3. We will show
that the integral containing Ky is relatively negligible compared to the integral containing e~ "V,
and we will control Vi precisely using Theorems 3.1 and 3.3. In Section 4.1, we establish the
asymptotic behaviour of the integrals (4.3), and in Section 4.2, we use the results of Section 4.1 to

prove Theorems 1.1-1.3.
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4.1 Scaling of integrals

In this section, we prove estimates on the integrals (4.3) under different BCs, different choices of v
and a, and different scalings. To specify the choice of v and a, recall from (3.34) that (for x = P or
x=F)

Ven Tswn =vin(ay(s)) +an(s),  ven +sov =vin(an(s)) +an(s), (4.4)

where, as in (3.26),
v.(a a>=0
vin(a) = (o) ( ) (4.5)
ngN(a) (CL < 0)
For notational convenience we focus on the case wy (case vy can be obtained by adding tildes).
Then our choice of v and a is to take v = v y(a}(s)) and a = aj(s).
The different regimes studied in Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 correspond respectively to the three
choices by = pw, An, v in (4.3), where

BN)YVAL=N (d =4)

e gy = fy = L~NE2/2, 4.6
" Ul @ o
The sequences fiy and [y are as defined in (1.40) and (1.46), and py is introduced here for the
first time. For s in the domain Sy defined in (3.73), the asymptotic behaviour of a} is given in
Proposition 3.9 as (with a proviso for PBC when s — 0 that we do not discuss here)

a(s) = shiy? LN (1 +0(1)),  a(s) +qL™2N = shi L™ (1 + 0(1)). (4.7)

After inserting this into (4.1)—(4.2), we see that the |y|? terms in the exponent become identical for
FBC and PBC. The same occurs for a}(s), with fy in place of fy.

We focus on the first integral in (4.3). The change of variable y = x/by, and the choices m?, ak,
and a]FV for a, lead us to consider the three integrals

f( ) VN bNy)e—fm2b2 QNIyl d (48)
f( ) —VNn bNy)e—%a%b?\]QNWde’ (49)
R”
RT’L

For by equal to py, iy and Ly, and since pJQVQ ~ = 1, the above reduce, respectively, to

oS-t ()
R?’L
f(y)eiVN(ﬁNy)e*%s(l+o(l))|y|2dy7 (4.12)
f(y)e_VN([Ny)e_%5(1+0(1))‘y|2dy- (413)

For all d > 4, the coupling constants gy and vy in Vi (y) = LN (3gn|y[* + $vn|y[?) are prescribed
by Theorems 3.1 and 3.3. In particular, |vy| < O(gnyL~(¢=2N). Thus,

1
Vn(pny) = ZQNLidN|y‘4 +O(gn L™= DNY |y 2, (4.14)
1 4 1dN|, |4 1/2 1 —(d—4)N/2y|, 12
Viv(hny) = Jan v L |y + O(gy "L Nyl® (4.15)
Vi (Ivy) = igzvff(d“‘w\y!4 +O(gn L@ IN Yy 2, (4.16)
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For Vi (pny), the coefficients of |y|* and |y|? both vanish as N — oo, and it is e~ 2m*1v1” that survives

in the limit. Similarly, the coefficients of Viy(fyvy) again go to zero, and it is e =35l that survives in

the limit. On the other hand, for Vi (Ayy) the quadratic term does vanish but now gyfyL — 1

. o . . e . _lpia_ 1o

in the limit precisely due to our choice of Ay, and the non-Gaussian limit e 1lvl*=3slyl emerges.
We make the above considerations more precise in the following lemma. For its statement,

we introduce V]E;) (y) and K](\Z,) (1 = ¢,1), to distinguish each of two mass regimes we investigate:

a=m? >0 fixed and a € L, as follows.

° Vjs,c), K ](\f) are equal to the functions Vi and K obtained from (3.5), with parameters v = v.(a)
and mass a > 0. The estimates of Theorem 3.1 then apply uniformly in @ > 0. We do not
make explicit the dependence of V(C), ](\(;) on a.

° Vjsfl), K](\}) are equal to the functions Vy and Ky with parameters v = vy y(a) and mass
a € Lot (defined in (3.71)), obtained from (3.5) if a > 0, or from (3.17) if @ < 0. The estimates

of Theorem 3.1 and Theorem 3.3 then apply uniformly in a € I.;. We do not make explicit
(1 ) KW

the dependence of V7, K’ on a. In this case, Lemma 3.10 applies and gives
BN)™(1 N-'logN)) (d=4
R PR e
uniformly in a € L.
Finally, we define function domains for the next lemma.
F={f:R"=R|f>0,]|f(z)] < M for some u € R, a € [0,2)}, (4.18)
F={f:R"=R|f>0,|f(z)] < Me"" for some u < $min(xk, 1)}. (4.19)

Lemma 4.1. Let d > 4 and let Ay be a real sequence. For V€ and K(© we use a > 0 and v = v.(a).
For VO and KW we use a € Ievit and v = vy n(a). The following asymptotic formulas hold as
N — oo, uniformly for these parameters a and v, and with cy, ¢y defined by

N4 (d=4) y N4 (d=4)
cN = CN = (4.20)
LN (d > 4), LNUE=9/4 (4 > 4).

(i) For any f € F, if Ay > € for some € > 0, then

F)e N xR gy — (14 o(1) | fla)e e+ 0(eE ), 421
Rr R

Fly)e W el gy — (14 0(1)) [ flz)e 3WBFPaz 4 O(e o ), (4.22)
R Rn

For any f € F and any sequence Ay whose negative part Ay, = | min{Ay,0}| obeys Ay = o(cn),

f(y)erfvl)(ﬁNy)ef%/\NIyIQdy =(1+o0(1) | fla)e alol'=22nlel gy 4 O(emen(entrn)y,
R

(4.23)

(ii) Recall the definition of ex in (3.3). For any f € F, if Ay > ¢ for some € > 0, then
| [ @D pay)e 250y < Ofew) | flae 2P ar, (4.24)
| 5 FO)ER (Gey)e™ 3 ay| < O(ew) [ f@)eiar, (4.25)
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For any f € F and for any sequence Ay,

[ T@ER (y)e W ay| <Ofen) | flagem st =iwiag (4.26)
R™ R™

Proof. (i) We first prove (4.21). By (4.14), the exponent (up to sign) becomes

1 , 1 o
SNl v (y) with an(y) = Jon L™V y|" + O(gn L (=2 |y|2, (4.27)

and we rewrite the integral in (4.21) as
Fe Py 4 Iy (r) it ()< [ S PO g w2s)
Rn Rn

We now make three observations. By our hypothesis that f € F, there is a C; > 0 depending on
f and Cy,Cs > 0, such that

/ Fy)e 2P ay < Cremicdy, (4.29)
ly|2>c
sup }e*mv(y) -1 < Co, (4.30)
yeR”
‘S|12lp }e_"N(y) -1| < Cycgy L™@=2N, (4.31)
yl°<c

where ¢ > 0 is arbitrary for (4.29), and 1 < ¢ < 4L" for (4.31) (the upper bound is convenient but not

optimal). The first point is clear. The second point follows from the fact that the minimal value of 1y

is (by elementary calculus) at worst of order —(gn L~ (*2N)2 /(g L=N) = —gn L~V (it occurs

at |y[? < L* but we do not use this fact). The third point follows from the bound |e® — 1| < |w|e®!.
We now estimate I (f) by splitting the integral at |y|? = 4L"V. This gives

In(f)] < 16039NL(d4)N/ Fly)e— WP gy
ly[2<4LN

ly|2>4LN

< 16C5gn L@ ON [ f(y)em 2 WP gy 4+ 0y Che M. (4.32)
Rn

This proves the desired estimate (4.21).
The proof of (4.22) follows similarly using (4.16), now with

(d— 1
av(y) = gn LI (Ll + o)y l). (4.33)
The inequalities (4.29)—(4.30) remain valid, and (4.31) is replaced (with the same proof) by

sup e — 1| < O(1)Pgy L~ @=HN (4.34)

lyl2<c

with 1 < ¢ < g]:,l/QLN(d"l)/Q. With a similar definition for Ix(f), by splitting the integral at 4¢y
(defined in (4.20)), and by using the asymptotic behaviour of gy in (4.17), we see that

n(F) < O(PL N2 [ fp)em 3 vl gy 4 0(1)edwon "IN (4.35)
Rn
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from which (4.22) follows.
For (4.23), the proof varies a little since the |y|* term survives in the limit. Also, we now permit
AN — —oo. It follows from (4.15), the definition of Ay, and (4.17), that in the exponent we now have

1 1 .
Zly\4 + §AN|y12 +nn(y) with nn(y) = Cnly* + Enlyl, (4.36)

with

v {O(N‘1 logN) (d=4) . _ O(gl2LN@/2), (4.37)

O(gL™N?)  (d>4),

By taking the worst decay of {x and &y, we deduce that

O(N~-/2) (d=4)
4 2 :
_ N th _ 4.38
nv(y) = pn(lyl® +1yl7)  with  py {O(Lm) (d > 4). (439
We estimate

[ e B ) gy (439)

by splitting it at |y|?> = 4cn (defined in (4.20), the 4 simplifies the final result). Note that |e=™®) —1]
is no longer bounded, but by splitting the integral we obtain

IN (D) <o) | flyem I dy o+ Ty ey (£), (4.40)

where I, (f) is an upper bound on the integral Iy (f) restricted to |y|> > 4cn. To estimate
INcy(f) we bound |e_"N(y) — 1/ by 1+ elen|(Y1*+Y1*) o obtain

Iney <O(1) / Fly)e 810t =G+ 312 (1 1 elewl(v*+u?)y gy (4.41)
ly|>>4den
< 0(1)64CN(§CN+§)\NPN|(1+CN))/||2> f(y)efélylzxdy (4.42)
Y|©=2CN
< O(1)e~on(en+An), (4.43)

where in the second line we employed our assumption on the growth of Ay, and in the last line we
used our hypothesis that f € F. This completes the proof of (4.23).

(ii) We now prove the bounds on the Ky integrals in (4.24)—(4.26). By (3.8) and (3.12) (we do not
need the large-field decay of K here),

| [ FOEG wpn)e 2y < Ofew) [ flypem 2 ay, (4.44)

which is (4.24). The inequality (4.25) is obtained in the same way using (3.20) and (3.24), again
without making use of the large-field decay in those bounds on Ky .
Finally, (4.26) also follows from (3.20) and (3.24), but now we do use the large-field decay, namely

K (yhi)| < Olen)e "o ixlul’, (4.45)

According to the behaviour of g in (4.17) and the definition of Ay in (1.40), the exponent in the
above right-hand side is —x[1 + o(1)]|y|*. This completes the proof. O
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4.2 Proof of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3

In this section we prove our three main results, Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3. The proofs are given
in parallel. We start with a joint proof of part (i) of the three theorems, concerning the limit of
the Laplace transform of the rescaled average field; the proof follows directly from the results of
the previous section. We then turn to the proof of part (ii) of the three theorems, concerning the
asymptotic behaviour of moments of the average field; this requires additional effort to accommodate
infinite limits for the sequence sy. Recall that the infinite-volume critical point is v. = v.(0), and
that

ven =ve(0) vy =wvon(ay(0)) + ai(0). (4.46)

Proof of Theorems 1.1(i), 1.2(i) and 1.3(i). We prove (1.28), (1.42) and (1.48). Our starting point
is (2.26)—(2.27).

We first prove (1.28) for FBC. Given ¢ > 0, we apply Theorem 3.2 to obtain m? = m?, satisfying
the asymptotic formula (1.27), such that

ve(0) + £ = ve(m?) + m?. (4.47)
By (2.27), with v = v.(m?) and a = m? > 0, and since p%,Qy = 1,

1 _
fRn J-y( -V (pny) +KN(PNy>)€_5(m2+qL EN)‘dey
2 2
N (e Ky (pvy))e 2 (el Iy

(e ”N/PN) (4.48)

For the e~ terms we apply (4.21) and for the Ky terms we apply (4.24), with f(y) = e”*¥ for the
numerator and f = 1 for the denominator, and with /\F\, =m? 4 gL~V This gives

(BN e = Wt oV) [ ey (o) (1.49)

n

Since )\R — m?2 as N — oo, this proves (1.28). For PBC, the proof instead uses )\% = m? but
otherwise is identical.

Next, we prove (1.42). Let sy be a real sequence with sy — s € R. Since sy is eventually in
SN, Proposition 3.9 implies that we can define a};(sn) as in (3.34), so that

Ven +snwy =vin(ay(sn)) +an(sn). (4.50)

Then we use Lemma 2.1 with v = 11 n(a}y(sn)) and a = ajy(sny). We define a sequence A} by

_ 0 (x =P)
Avhn = Qnai(sy) + 4.51
N vay(sy) {QNqL_QN (+ = F). (4.51)
Since sy converges to s, it follows from Proposition 3.9 that
Ay =s(1+0(1)) (x=F, or x =P and s #0), (4.52)

AV < Isn|(14+0(1)) (x=P,s=0).

Note that for FBC there is a cancellation of the ¢L ™2V term due to (3.45). The different cases in
(4.52) are only needed for d = 4 but are also true for d > 4 by Proposition 3.9 again. In any case,
we see from (4.52) that A}, and sy both converge to s, and therefore the above dichotomy becomes
inconsequential. As in the proof of (1.28), we now apply (4.23) and (4.26) to obtain

< TPy 1> vintsnwn,N = (1+0(1))/ edeO_)‘?V(:U)’ (4'53)

n
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and (1.42) then follows since A} — s.
The proof of (1.48) uses instead the tilde version of Proposition 3.9, (4.22) and (4.25). Since it
involves nothing new, we omit the details. O

Proof of Theorems 1.1(ii), 1.2(ii) and 1.3(ii). The asymptotic formulas (1.30) are part of the state-
ment of Theorem 3.1, so we are left to prove (1.29), (1.43), (1.49).
We first prove (1.29), which is equivalent to the statement that for p > 1 we have

(B )0y ey = (1 0D [ Tol . (1.54)

We apply the identities (2.36)—(2.37) (using linearity to obtain their counterparts with |®y|?” and
ly|?P), with v = v.(m?) and a = m?, and define A§, = m? and A\§, = m? + ¢L=2". Exactly as in the
proof of (1.28), we apply (4.21) and (4.24), now with with f(y) = |y|?” in the numerator. This leads
o (4.54).

Next we prove (1.43). Recall that Sy is defined in (3.73) by

(—%L2go—01/2LN(d—4)/2, LN(@-3)/2) (d>5). (4.55)

{(—iLQ(BN)l/Z, LYN) (d=14)
Sy =

We are assuming that either: (a) sy converges, or (b) sy — +oo in such a manner that sy <
LU=3N/2 for d > 5, or (c) sy — —oo in such a manner that |sy| < (log N)¥/* for d = 4 or
lsy| < N 1/4 for d > 4. In all these cases, sy remains inside Sy for large enough N. Therefore, by
Lemma 3.11, the solution to (recall (3.34))

I/Z’N + sywy = vy n(ay(sn)) +an(sn). (4.56)

obeys aj (sn) € Lerit.

We use (2.36)—(2.37) with v = vy y(ay(sn)) and a = ajy(sy), and apply (4.23) and (4.26) with
f(y) = |y/* in the numerator and f(y) = 1 in the denominator, and with Ay defined as in (4.51).
By assumption, sy converges to s € R or diverges to +co while staying in the domain Spy. Thus we
can apply Proposition 3.9 as in (4.52) to see that

Ay =sn(l+o0(1)) («x=F, or x=P and sy /4 0)
Ay =o(1) (x =P, sy — 0).

(4.57)

The dichotomy in (4.57) is only needed for d = 4, since for d > 4 we always have A}, = sn(1+ o(1))
when sy € Sy. Our assumption that |sy| (and thus |[A}y|) diverges at worst like o(cy) when
sy — —oo ensures that we can apply Lemma 4.1. Overall, this gives (as in (1.61) for the integrals

Ii(s))

2 op (14 0(1)) fn [yl2Pe sl =2\51eP g gy )
<’(D | >gl/ +stNN: N Lz]4— 1)\ )2
N ’ (1+o0(1)) f[gned dz + 1N,

_ ﬁjzvp(l + 0(1)) I2p+n—1(Ay) + 1n,2p (4.58)
(14 o) In-1(AN) + 180
where 1y 2, comprises error terms from both (4.23) and (4.26). Explicitly,
v2p = O(e” NN+ O(en) Lopin-1 (AN /V20), (4.59)
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with ¢y given in (4.20) and, as defined in (3.3),

N3/ (d=4)
ex = 4 GAL3EIN/A (4 < g < 12) (4.60)
93/4L7Nd/2 (d > 12 )

For the case sy — s € R, so that also A}, — s, with (1.61) we immediately conclude that
* 2
(PN, e oy = (14 0(1) (), (4.61)

which proves (1.43) in this case. It remains to consider infinite limits. The asymptotic behaviour of
the integral on the right-hand side of (4.59) is given in (1.70). Using this, we verify that the first
term in (4.59) is always much smaller than the second one and hence

(AN )‘(2p+")/ 2 (Ay = +00)

4.62
ess AW AL T (M — —o0). (4.62)

nn2p = Olen) x {

To obtain (1.43) it is enough to show that 7y 2, is always much smaller than the integral Io;4,—1 (A} ).
This in turn follows by our assumptions on the growth of sy and from (1.70) again. Indeed when
sy — +oo this is immediate by the extra O(ey) decay. If sy — —oo then we use our assumption
that |sy| < (log N)V/*if d = 4, or |sy| < N4 if d > 4, to see that for some unimportant constants

Cx,cr > 0,
—3(1-0(1))log N (d — 4
%\ _ce(N%)? * e 4 -
IN2p = O(en) Izpin—2(A3)e M) = O(1) Iopin—2(A}y) % {G_CLO_O(D)N @>q, 463

Finally, from (1.71), (4.57), and the above considerations, in the case of either of the two infinite
limits we obtain

(| NP = P (14 0(1)) Sn2p(Ax) = Al (1 + (1)) S 2p(sn), (4.64)

gsv: N+5NwN N

which completes the proof of (1.43).
It remains to prove (1.49). The structure of the proof is essentially the same as for (1.43), but it
is simpler since we do not consider sy — —oo. As before, we check that sy € Sy first. Recall that

G = {(—iLQ,L@ (d=4)

(-112,1%2) (a3 5) (46

Our hypothesis on sy in (1.47) ensures that sy € SN and we assume that sy > ¢ > 0. We then let
a* = aj(sn) as in (3.34), so that

Ven +snon = non(ay(sn)) +dn(sn). (4.66)

Again, we use (2.36)(2.37) with v = vy n(@}(sn)) and a = @} (sn), and we apply (4.22) and (4.25)
with f(y) = |y|* and f(y) = 1, and with

N =sn(l+40(1)) (4.67)

which follows from Proposition 3.9 and the fact that sy € S ~v. We obtain this time the similar but
neater equation

0p (14 0(1)) fon [y|2Pe™ 22N d 4 O(emenAN)

2
<|(I)N| p>g1/ +syon,N N — 1% |22 B IND
N (1+0(1))fRne 2 NI dy + O(e NAN)

(4.68)
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As before, O(e=®N*N) is always much smaller than the integrals appearing in the numerator and
denominator above (whether A} is bounded or A} — +00), so we conclude that

(|on|*): = [P(1+ 0(1)) My 2p(A) = L7 (1 + 0(1)) My, 2p (). (4.69)

9V ntsnoN,N

This completes the proof of (1.49). O

5 The RG map

To complete the proof of our main results, it remains to prove Theorems 3.1-3.3. In this section, we
formulate our main RG theorems, Theorems 5.6-5.7. These are used to prove Theorems 3.1-3.3 in
Section 6.

The following are the main improvements in our RG analysis compared to [8]:

(i) We include dimensions d > 4 as well as the upper critical dimension d = 4. Since |p|* is a so-
called dangerous irrelevant monomial in dimensions d > 4, the inclusion of higher dimensions
in the analysis requires care and innovation.

(ii) The non-perturbative coordinate K (¢) has the additional large-field decay exp[—rgn LN |p|4],
which is essential for the control of the integration over the last scale in Lemma 4.1. This major
improvement is accomplished via the introduction of a new large-field regulator.

(iii) We permit negative mass in Theorem 3.3, which allows for the analysis of the critical window
for values of v both above and below the effective critical point, and in particular below the
infinite-volume critical point v.. This is feasible because an initial condition involving a small
N-dependent deviation from the infinite-volume critical point will still allow the RG map to
be applied until scale V. The proof requires precise control of derivatives of the RG flow with
respect to the initial condition 1y and the mass a. This control of mass derivatives is another
new feature of our work.

The notation and definitions used throughout Sections 5-9 largely follow those of [8]. In par-
ticular, we assume familiarity with [8, Chapter 4] where the hierarchical |¢|* model is defined and
discussed, and on the definition of the RG map and the perturbative flow discussed in [8, Chapter 5].
Our proof requires improvements and extensions to the arguments in [8, Chapters 8-10], and those
three chapters play an important role in Sections 8 and 9.

5.1 The renormalisation group map

We now examine all scales j and not only the final scale N. Thus we write the scale-(j + 1) partition
function Z;, in terms of the scale-j partition function Z; as

Zj+1(§0) = EC]'+1Z]'(90+C)’ ] € {07 T 7N - 1}7 (51)

where the Gaussian integral on the right-hand side integrates over ¢ with ¢ held fixed, and the
covariance Cj1 arises from the decomposition (2.9). For notational simplicity, we write (5.1) more
compactly as

Z4(9) =B, Z(p + Q) = B4 Z(p + Q). (5.2)
This is consistent with the usage in [8], namely that when two generic scales j and j + 1 are under

discussion, we drop the subscript j and replace j + 1 simply by 4. As another example, we write B
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for the set of j-blocks (defined at the beginning of Section 2.1) and B for the set of (j + 1)-blocks.
Such notational reduction will be used throughout the rest of the paper.

We introduce several definitions needed to define the RG map. Further details can be found
in [8].

Definition 5.1. [8, Definition 5.1.5] A polymer activity at scale j is a smooth function F : Bx (R")5 —
R such that F'(b, ) only depends on ¢(b) (but not otherwise on b € B) and F'(b, ) = F(b, M) for
any M € O(n). The space of polymer activities is denoted F.

A polymer activity F can simply be identified with the function F' : R” — R such that F(¢(b)) =
F(b,¢), so we will often interpret F' as F, with © € R” rather than in (R”)B, when the meaning is
clear from the context. Given a constant field ¢ on a block b € B, important examples of polymer
activities are polynomials in the field of the form

1 1
— yJd{ = 4 - 2
Vib.e) = L (gl + 5vlel?). (5.3)
U(b,p) = L'+ V(b ). (5.4)

We denote the vector spaces of such polynomials V and U as V and U respectively. By definition,
Y~ R? and U ~ R3, and V can be identified with the subspace of & which has u equal to 0.

The following defines the localisation operator. It extracts from a functional of the field its
relevant and marginal parts; see [8, Section 5.2.2] for further discussion. Although |¢|? is irrelevant in
dimensions d > 4, we nevertheless extract it with Loc. This allows a unified treatment of dimensions
d > 4 and d = 4 via second-order perturbation theory, and is also important in our treatment because
the scaling we use for Theorem 1.2 makes |¢|* appear to be marginal even in dimensions d > 4. This
is connected with the fact that |¢[* is a dangerous irrelevant monomial in dimensions d > 4.

Definition 5.2. [8, Definition 5.2.2] For a C*-function F : R® — R, the localisation of F is its fourth
order Taylor expansion at 0:

4

Loc F(p) = Z L

FP(0;9,...,9), (5.5)
p=0 "

where ¢ € R" and F®)(¢; 41, ..., 9p) = O |1y=0 - O, 1, =0 F (@ 4+ D0 tidi).

Definition 5.3. [8, Definition 2.1.5] Given ¢ : By — R" and F : (R")B+ — R, we define 0F : R* — R
by (0F)(¢) = F(¢ + (), where we interpret ¢ in the sum on the right-hand side as a constant field
in (R™)B+. We do not indicate ¢ explicitly in the notation F, but it will always occur inside a
convolution integral of the form

(E+6F)(0) = E+ F(ip + ), (5.6)

where ¢ € R" is fixed and the integration on the right-hand side is over ¢ in (R™)5+.

Definition 5.4. [8, Definition 5.2.5] For B € B, we define ®, : U — U by
1
¢, (U; B) =E;0U(B) — 5 Loc Covy [0U(B), U (B)], (5.7)
where Covy [ X, Y] =E4(XY) — (E+X)(EL+Y). The subscript “pt” refers to “perturbation theory.”
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Explicitly, for V' € V with coupling constants g, v, it is shown in [8, Proposition 5.3.5] that @ (V)
has coupling constants given in terms of explicit j-dependent coefficients 3;,7;,&; by

gpt = 9 — Big’ (5.8)
vpt = (1 —4Bj9)v + njg; — &9>.

Here 4 = ™2 and, as in [8, (5.3.7)] (we drop the primes from [8, (5.3.7)]),

n+87
Bi=n+8)(1—L N1+ al?) 2L~ @] (5.10)
nj=mn+2)1—L Y1 +aL¥) 1L =(4=25 (5.11)
& = &1+ al?)—3L= 400, (5.12)

with an (unimportant) n, L-dependent constant 58 . There is also the coupling constant up; but since
it cancels in ratios we require only limited information about it, which we defer to Section 8.5 where
it begins to play a role.

Definition 5.5. [8, Definition 5.2.8] For a > —L~2%/, the renormalisation group map (RG map)

oy (V,K) = (Uy, Ky) = (ug, Vi, Ky ) (5.13)
is defined by
Uy = & (V — Loc (e K)), (5.14)
K.(B) = e“+|B|E+9( I1 @+ K(b))) _ e V(B), (5.15)
beB(B)

where B € B, and B(B) = {b € B: b C B}. The domain of ®_ consists of those (V,K) € V x F
such that the expectation in (5.15) is convergent. We write the components of ¢ as

(I)-i- - ((I)Za CI)K) (@i7@K’¢K) (516)
The notation &, = (@g,@f ) is used to distinguish the RG flow of the coupling constants

(ut, g+, v+ ) and the non-perturbative coordinate K. The map (IDK, which gives the flow of coupling
constants, is the extension of the explicit map ®p(V') by a remainder term given by

RU(V ) = (rgj, 7wy rug) = Y (V. K) = Dpe(V). (5.17)
With the above definition of the RG map, Z; = E,0Z is given (recall (5.1)) by

Zy = e )N T (e 4 Ky (B)) = e " NELO T (7@ + K (1)), (5.18)
BeB, beB

(This slightly differs from [8, (5.2.6)] because in (5.18) u4 is the increment in the constant term

produced by the RG map whereas in [8, (5.2.6)] it represents the accumulation of increments. Our
usage agrees with [8, Definition 5.2.8] and (5.13).)
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5.2 Regulator, norms and domains

In this section, we formulate several basic elements of our analysis.
Fix a > 0. As in [8, Section 8.3], we define a sequence g; by

Jj+1 = Gj — ﬁj(&)g}? with initial condition gy = g. (5.19)

Thus the sequence §; is defined via the recursion for gy of (5.8), with the mass in f; set equal
to a. For g > 0 sufficiently small, it follows from (5.10) that this sequence obeys the condition
Ji+1 € 395, 95]-

We define the large-field and fluctuation-field scales

hy = kog; LTV 4y = LD, (5.20)

with g = L'T%/2, and with ko a constant which is chosen sufficiently small depending on n (see
Remark 6.8 and Lemma 8.12). According to the definition of our Gaussian scaling factor [y in
(1.46), {n = Loly. Also, when the mass obeys a € I, it follows from Lemma 3.10 and the definition
of our non-Gaussian scaling factor Ay in (1.40) that hy is essentially a multiple of fy. We require
that g be sufficient small depending on n and L so that ¢; < h; for all j.

We need to control various derivatives of ®,. For a function f : (X, | - ||x) — (Y, - |ly), its
Fréchet derivative at x € X (when it exists) is the unique linear operator D f(z): X — Y satisfying

If(x+h) = f(x) = Df(z:h)lly _

[[hl|x—0 1A x

0. (5.21)

Given a normed space (Z,|-|z) and an infinitely Fréchet-differentiable function F': Z — R, we define

o0

1 . . . .
1. =3 JIFP @)z with [FOG)]z =swp(FO(:20,00,5)  alz < 1) (5:22)
p=0""
where F(®) (2521, , 2p) is the p Fréchet derivative at z in directions 31, - - - , 2p. We use properties

of this norm which are developed in [8, Chapter 7].

Although a more elaborate choice of the space Z will be used in Section 9, throughout Section 5
we take Z = R"™ with |p|z = ||¢|l2/h where b is either £ or h. In this case we write the T, norm
as |||z, ). For example, for integers p > 0 the Tp(h)-norm of a monomial on a block b € B; is
[l¢l??|| 7,5y = b?. Note that here ¢ = 0 in Tj,(h) so derivatives are evaluated at 0. In particular, if
we keep track only of powers of L7 we see that

LY (2p=0) LY (2p =0)

. L% (2p = 2) , L92 (2p=2)
LY11* gy o) = L@ (2= ) LN [0l zyny =< 10 (2p = 4) (5.23)

L~(d=6)i (2p = ¢), L=%/2  (2p =6).

Thus, monomials with power 2p = 0,2 are relevant, the monomial with 2p = 4 is marginal for d = 4
and irrelevant for d > 4, and the monomial with power 2p = 6 is irrelevant in dimensions d > 4. The
LY for the case 2p = 4 of the Ty(h)-norm is a sign that this monomial will play an important role,
in particular for ensuring stability of integrals, and we need to track it carefully even when d > 4;
it is a so-called dangerous irrelevant variable [34] for d > 4. The monomial |¢|® plays a role in the
determination of our upper bounds on the non-perturbative coordinate K, which we believe are not
sharp for d > 6 due to the fact that our estimates do not take into account the decay in coefficients of
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|0|® arising in perturbation theory. Although not sharp for d > 6, our estimates on K are sufficient
to prove our main results.
We define the regulator at scale j by

Gji(b,p) = e "eMI"  (beB;, peRrm), (5.24)

where the dependence on b merely indicates that ¢ is constant on b. The constant x > 0 is chosen to
satisfy smallness conditions (depending only on n), see Lemma 8.11 and the proofs of Propositions 9.2
and 9.5. Some of the conditions on k are technical ones, but the crucial restriction is that x is smaller
than the constant ¢** in Lemma 8.11. The latter restriction ensures that the exponent of G; remains
smaller than the natural decay rate of ||e*VJ'(b)HT¢(hj), namely Ldegj‘SD’ZlHTw(hj) = |¢/hj|*. The
regulator is used to define the norm

1K O)T,n)

K||pc .y = sup
1Koy oern Gy(b,)

(5.25)

Often regulators control the divergence of Kj; as |p| — oo (e.g., [15,18]), but it is the opposite
here—the regulator ensures a decay rate on K; for large fields.
We define

pj = L~@=93, (5.26)
Our bounds on K; involve p; raised to the d-dependent exponents

a(d):{z), (4<d<6) p(d):{i (4<d<12) (5.27)

L1 —e(d) (d=6), sy (1 —(d)  (d>12),

and b(d) = a(d) — p(d) > 0, where £(d) > 0 is such that a(d) > 2, p(d) > 5. These two conditions
are satisfied if and only if £(d) € (0, 715).
Using these parameters, we define

~9/4
K lws = 1K lrocey) + 35 A1 N6 1y (5.28)

We write W} for the space of K € F; such that || K HWf < 00. The weight §?/ 4p§’. serves to equalise
our bounds on the two terms on the right-hand side, since we will eventually establish estimates of
the form

4
1K lre;) < O@202), Ko, < O ). (5.29)
J J

We invite the reader to focus on the cases d = 4,5, for which a = 3, b = 9/4, p = 3/4, and the above
estimates become

3/4 3/4
IK e,y < O6ied), 1K g, <O 0" (d=4,5). (5.30)
For d = 4, the Wf-norm of (5.28) is designed to replace the norm
~9/4
K, = 1K ®) Iz, + 3, ;gﬂgnllK(b)llTw(hj) (5.31)

of [8, (8.2.9)], both by taking into account dimensions d > 4, and by imposing a specific exponential
decay on K for large fields. By definition,

K76,y = sup [KO)1, ¢y  and (Kl = [[K]w. (5.32)
J SOERTL
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The W¥-norm dominates the YW-norm (which has no regulator), so upper bounds on the former
imply upper bounds on the latter.

Given @ € R, recall the mass scale j; given by (3.4), i.e., the greatest integer j such that L% a < 1,
with the degenerate case j; = oo if @ < 0. We define

- 2-U—da)+  (a < 1)
Vi=93-1o5 - (5.33)
a2 (a>1),

which we use to keep track of decay that arises when j is above the mass scale. As in [8, (6.1.19)],
we define a domain I; for the mass a by

1) = {(

(

Note that the interval I; actually has no j-dependence unless @ = 0. We emphasise that I;(0) permits
negative a; as mentioned previously this is a major novelty of our analysis which is absent in [8] and
related RG papers. Our choice of the domain Iy_1(0) ensures that the potentially ill-behaved factors
(1 + aL=%)~* appearing in (5.10)-(5.12) at scale j < N are bounded by absolute constants for
a € Iy_1(0). If we define 9, using a € 1;(a) instead of @, then by definition 9, € [%15]’, 20] so ¥ and
1§j can be used interchangeably in inequalities up to a usually unimportant factor 2 or 1/2.

At scale j, derivatives with respect to a create factors L?*. This can be inferred, e.g., from the
7; terms in the covariance matrix in (2.6). It is therefore natural to place these scaling factors inside
a norm on I;, and we equip I;(@) with the norm where x € R has norm |z|LL%. The decision to
include also the factor L? has been made for a reason which arises in the proof of Lemma 8.1, where
mass derivatives are investigated in detail. With this definition, the norm of the Fréchet derivative
of f: R — R, with the above norm on the domain of f (but not the range), is
1 df(a)

fe+t2)| = Fap | gq

2,5L7%) (a=0)

—=1I-
a,2a) (@>0).

N[

(5.34)

d
Df(a)||= sup ‘—‘
Ipr@l= s (g,

, (5.35)

and the prefactor on the right-hand side cancels the growth typical of mass derivatives.
As in [8, (8.2.1)], with the sequence g; given by (5.19), with kg as in (5.20), and given a > 0, we
define a domain for V by

D; = {(9,v) € R*: 2kog; < g < 51=Gj, V| < 5850, L7} (5.36)

Elements V' € D; are equipped with the norm ||V ()||z,(s) for the space V;, and we denote the
normed space by V(¢). The space U(¢) ~ R? is defined similarly with the norm [[U(b)||z, ) =
[V/(0) Iz, ¢y + lul|b] which at scale j obeys (by (5.23))

1T ®)Izy0) =< lglos + 1L + [ul LY. (5.37)

Given Crg > 0 (we make a specific choice in Theorem 5.7), we define a domain in F; by
Kj ={K € Fj : || K|wx < Cra9333p5}- (5.38)
Finally, we restrict the domain of ® of Definition 5.5, as in [8, (8.2.12)], to be the set of (V, K, a) in
D; =D; x Kj x 1. (5.39)

By definition, D depends on the choice of a and on the initial condition g for the recursion (5.19).
For d = 4, D; x K; is smaller than the domain that is defined in [8, (8.2.12)] using the VW norm
instead of the W" norm, due to (5.32), and also our D; in (5.39) has an extra coordinate for a. It
should be noted that the dependence of the RG map ®, on the coordinate a arises solely from the
covariance C'; of the Gaussian expectation E, .
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5.3 Main theorems for the RG map

To iterate and control the RG map, we need certain estimates involving Fréchet derivatives with
respect to V and K. We consider maps F': V(¢) x W" x T — X taking values in a normed space X,
with X' either U, (¢4) or WY. For (V,K,a) € V(£) x W* x 1, the Fréchet derivative with respect to
V or K or ais denoted Dy or Dk or D,, respectively, so that D}, D%, D, F(V, K, a) is a multilinear
map V({)P x F1 xI" — X. We write

|DY. DY DLF(V,K,a)|lpsx = sup | DY.DEDLF(V,K,a; VP, K%,4")||x (5.40)
Ve Ka,4r

for the norm of this multilinear map and the supremum is taken over all V?, K%, " in V)P, F1
and I" of unit norm in their respective spaces. The notation D for the operator norm on the left
hand-side of (5.40) keeps track of the domain where (V, K, a) (not the directions V, K, a) lives. In
bounds that are uniform in (V, K, a), we omit the arguments appearing in (5.40).

In Theorems 5.6-5.7, we use the following hypothesis.

(Ap) Let @ > 0, let L be sufficiently large, and let « be sufficiently small (the latter
depending only on n). At scale j, let § = §; be sufficiently small depending on L,
and let (V,K) € D =Dj.

The following two theorems lie at the heart of the proof of Theorems 3.1, 3.2, and 3.3. Recall
from (5.27) that

a(d):{?, (4<d<6) b(d):{a(d)—i (4<d<12)

with e(d) € (0, ﬁ) In the two theorems, the limitation p, on the number of a-derivatives is
arbitrary but fixed and finite. For their application to prove Theorems 1.1-1.3, we need p, to be at
least 2.

Theorem 5.6. Letd > 4. At scale j € {0,...,N—1}, assume (Ag) and letr € {0,...,pa}. There exist
positive constants My, o (for integers p,q > 0), which depend on Crg, such that the map RE{ D= U
satisfies

Mypo333p% (p>0,q=0)
1Dy, DDy RY lln s, ) < § Mipg (p>0,q>1) (5.42)
0 (p=0,q=>3).

By (5.37), the bound (5.42) on RY implies bounds on its coupling constants (rg,r,):

1D%7g[p—k < O(EID RY Ipsris )y 1D rullpor < O(L V) DR Ip e, o)), (5:43)
for any mixed derivative D with respect to (V, K, a).

Theorem 5.7. Let d > 4. At scale j € {0,--- , N — 1}, assume (Ag) and let r € {0,...,p.}. There
exists a positive constant Crg such that @f is well-defined as a map D — W* (i.e., the integral

5.15) converges), and there exist positive M or integers p,q > 0) and L-independent M), , such
g D,q g 0,1
that

CRG19+g+p+ (p = 07 q= 0)
My 0035577057 (p>0,q=0)
DP. DL DT < ) Mpovidy 0y ’ 44
| VH K a +||JD>—>W+ Mo 7,— max{2,(d—4)a} (p =0,q=1) (5.44)
1) —pb(g—1
Mpq9+p 1= )erp (e=1) (p=20,qg2=1).
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The case (p,q) = (0,1) provides a bound on the K-derivative of ®§ which we refer to as the
crucial contraction. It is this latter estimate that requires most of our work. The case (p,q) = (0,0)
(which turns out to follow from the crucial contraction) implies that under (Ag), the non-perturbative
coordinate at the next scale, K, = @f , satisfies K € K. This allows for the RG map to be iterated
over scales to create an RG flow which we formalise and study in detail in the next section.

6 The RG flow: proof of Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3

In this section, we prove Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3, subject to Theorems 5.6 and 5.7. An ingredient
in the proof is Proposition 6.6, and its proof is deferred to Section 7. Thus, after Section 6, what
remains is to prove Theorems 5.6-5.7 and Proposition 6.6.

6.1 Reduction of proofs of Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3

In this section, we state Propositions 6.2—6.4 and Lemma 6.5, and use them to prove Theorems 3.1—
3.3. The following definition formalises the notion of an RG flow.

Definition 6.1. Let & € N. Given & > 0, initial coupling constants gg > 0 and vy € R defining V4, and
Ko =0, we say that (V}, K;);j<k is an RG flow to scale k with initial condition (go,vy) and mass a,
if it obeys

(Vir1, Kji1) = (2]51(V, Ky a), @54, (Vi Kjya)) - (07 <k) (6.1)

with
(Vj, Kj,a) € D(a) (0<j<k). (6.2)

For fixed gg, we write X} for the set of (1, a) consisting of such initial vy and mass a. When an RG
flow exists to scale k for all £ € N then we refer to it as a global RG flow, and write Xoo = NP2, Xj.

An important observation is that, by (6.2), the bounds of Theorems 5.6-5.7 hold for all scales
j < k for an RG flow to scale k. Also, an RG flow to scale k + 1 with a given initial condition and
mass simply extends the RG flow to scale k with the same initial condition and mass. In other words,
lengthening an RG flow does not alter its initial portion. This follows from the definition of the RG
map, in which (Vj, K;) is determined by scales prior to scale j and is not affected by future scales.

Concerning the relative roles of a vs a, given any a > 0 we can always choose (many) a > 0
such that a € I(@) = (3a,2a). On the other hand, if @ = 0 then a requirement that a € I;(0) =
(—%L‘2j , %L‘2j ) is restrictive, and if the requirement is to hold for all scales j then we must have
a=0.

In the following, we denote derivatives of a function f(vy,a) as

_or o of
_%7 f_aa

Each RG map ®;1 depends on a through the covariance Cj41. Although these maps do not depend
on vy, an RG flow to scale k with initial condition (g,vy) does depend on both a and vy, as does
any function of (Vj, K;) in an RG flow with initial condition (g,1p). It is this dependence that is
differentiated in Lemma 6.5 and elsewhere. Moreover, in order to construct an RG flow it is necessary
also to choose the initial value vy to depend on a.

We equip the subsets &), and X, of R? with the subset topology. Thus, when we say a function
f & — R is continuous, it means that f is continuous with respect to this topology. Given a mass
a > 0, we will determine a critical value v.(a) from which we can construct a global RG flow, and in
this case the set X, consists of elements of the form (v.(a),a), and continuity reduces to continuity
in a.

f (6.3)
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6.1.1 The main propositions

Proposition 6.2 (Existence of critical vg). Let d > 4. Let g > 0 and k > 0 be sufficiently small
and let a > 0. There exists a continuous function v. : [0,00) — R (depending also on g) such
that (Vj, K;) is a global RG flow with initial condition (g,v.(a)) and mass a, with D; defined by
any a such that a € 1j(a) for all j > 0. The critical value v.(a) satisfies |ve(a)| < O(Pog), and
ve(0) ~ —(n + 2)9(_AH)601 as g1 0.

The occurrence of ¥ in the last sentence of Proposition 6.2 has significance only for large mass,
since by definition ¥g = 1 for a < 1 and ¥9g = a~! for @ > 1. For d > 4, it is shown in the proof of
Theorem 3.1(ii) in Section 6.1.2 that

Aqg =1+ 1.(0) (d>4). (6.4)
The constant A4 in Theorem 1.1 appears in the next proposition.

Proposition 6.3 (Derivative of the critical value). For d > 4, the critical value v.(-) is a strictly
increasing continuously differentiable function of a > 0, with v.(a) = O(g). For d = 4, v.(-) is
strictly increasing and is continuously differentiable for a > 0, and there is a constant Ay > 0 such
that

ve(a) ~ Ag(loga™1)? asa 0, (6.5)
with Ay ~ (%W as g 1 0.
The next proposition permits small negative mass a.

Proposition 6.4. Let d > 4. Let g > 0 and k > 0 be sufficiently small. For N € N, there exists
a continuously differentiable function von : In—1(0) = R, with vy n(0) = v.(0), such that (Vj, K;)
is an RG flow to scale N with initial condition (g,vo n(a)) and mass a € In_1(0). There exists a
constant c¥ = O(g) such that the derivative of vo N satisfies

o (@) = {A4(log L2V (NT =14+ F)(14+0(N7Y) (d=4) 66)

76(0) + O(gnp ?) (d > 4).

Under the hypotheses of Proposition 6.2, the estimates of Theorems 5.6 and 5.7 all hold for all
scales j. In particular, by (5.43) the correction 74 ; to the perturbative flow of g; is O(@?g?p?il).
From this we can determine the asymptotic behaviour of g;, as in the following lemma. Recall that
the mass scale j, is defined in (3.4). The constant g, which appears in the definition of the window
scale wy in (1.35) and in the formula for Ay in (1.40) is equal to goo = goo(0). We postpone the proof
of Lemma 6.5 to Section 6.2 where we prepare the derivative estimates (6.8); the rest of Lemma 6.5
follows easily from the recursion relation for g;. Derivatives of g; are also needed for d = 4, but not

yet, and their analysis is postponed to Section 7.

Lemma 6.5. Let d > 4. Let a > 0. Let g > 0 and x > 0 be sufficiently small. The following
statements also hold when g; is replaced by g;.

(i) Let k € N and suppose that (Vj, K;) is an RG flow to scale k with initial condition (g,vy) (for
some vy) and mass a. Then, for each j <k,

= (Bj)"'+0(j?logj) (d=4,a=0)
95 4= (GAJa) P+ O Aja) 2log(j A ja)) (d=4, ja>1) (6.7)
=g+ 0(g%) (d=4, jz <0 ord>4),
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and, for d >4, g; is a differentiable function of (v, a) € &), with

193], 1951 < O(L¥)D557 5. (6.8)

(i) For d > 4, or for d = 4 with jz < oo, suppose that (Vj, K;) is a global RG flow with initial
condition (g,vp) (for some vy) and mass a. Then there exists a continuous function go(vp,a) =
g+ 0(g?) of (vy,a) € Xs such that

T |9 + Olg%0))  (d>4).

6.1.2 Proofs of Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3

Proof of Theorem 3.1. For a > 0, we take vy = v.(a) to be the critical value from Proposition 6.2.
The asymptotic formulas (1.30) for v.(0) and Ay as g | 0, which are claimed in Theorem 3.1, are
part of the statements of Proposition 6.2 and Proposition 6.3. We proceed to prove the estimates for
d=41in (i) and for d > 4 in (ii).

(i) For d = 4, the three bounds on gy in (3.6) are stated in (6.7), and the bounds on vy and Ky in
(3.7)—(3.8) follow from the fact that (Vx, Ky) € Dy by Proposition 6.2. In fact, the bound on vy is
immediate from the definition of Dy, while for Ky, for all d > 4 we have

[Kn(9)] < Crad3 (gnpn )/ teran el (6.10)

For d =4, py = 1. Also, &?VQ?VM < O(N—3/%) due to the bounds on gy in (3.6) and the fact that 9y
decays exponentially starting from the mass scale. Since ey = N~3/4 by definition, the bound (3.8)
on Ky follows.

The fact that v, is a differentiable function of the mass is part of Proposition 6.3, and the bound
(3.9) is given by (6.5). This completes the proof of (i).

(i) For d > 5, the existence of g (a) and the bound (3.10) on gy follow from (6.9). The bound (3.8)
on vy follows from the fact that (Viy, Kn) € Dy by Proposition 6.2, and similarly the bound (3.12)
on Ky follows from (6.10) (in fact (6.10) gives ¢%/*L=3@=49N/4 for 4ll d > 4 which is better than ey
for d > 12).

The fact that v, is a strictly increasing differentiable function of the mass is a part of Proposi-
tion 6.3, whose statement includes the continuity of . on [0,00) with Z.(a) = O(g). Thus (3.13)
holds with Ag =1+ 2,(0) as in (6.4).

To verify (3.14), we first observe from (3.10) that it suffices to prove that, when d > 5, |gn(a) —
gn(0)] < O(g%aL”). To do so, we temporarily make the dependence of g; on v explicit, and use
(6.8), the Mean Value Theorem, and Proposition 6.4 to see that

lgn (ve(a), a) — gn (ve(0), 0)| < o |9 (ve(@), @) [ve(a) — ve(0)] + o |9~ (ve(@), @)| a

< O(g°L*N p’y ?a). (6.11)

It therefore suffices to prove that L2V p4 2 < LV i.e., that 2—(d—4)(a—2) < 1 with a given by (5.27)
and £(d) € (0, 725) small enough when d > 5. For d = 5, since a = 3 we obtain 2— (d—4)(a—2) = 1,
which is what we want. For d > 6, we get 2 — (d — 4)(a — 2) = (2d — 6)e(d) and this is sufficient
because we can make the choice £(d) = 57—. O
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Proof of Theorem 3.2. Consider the function f(a) = v.(a) + a — v.(0). Our goal is to compute
the inverse function of f, as m2 = f~!(¢). By Proposition 6.3, f(a) is strictly increasing with
f(a) >1—0(g), so f:[0,00) = [0,00) is a bijection and its inverse does exist.

For d = 4, it follows from Proposition 6.3 that

f(a) ~ Aya(loga™t)? as al 0. (6.12)
From this, we conclude that
fe) ~ Ajte(loge™) ™ ase 0, (6.13)

which is the d = 4 case of (3.16).
For d > 4, Proposition 6.3 says that f is continuous differentiable with f’(a) = 1 + #(a) near 0.
By the Inverse Function Theorem, m? = f~!(¢) grows approximately linearly for small € with slope

Agl = (1 +7.(0))7!, and this proves the d > 4 case of (3.16). O

Proof of Theorem 3.3. Except for (3.22), the estimates of Theorem 3.3 follow from Proposition 6.4
and the estimates inherent to an RG flow due to the definition of the domain, together with Lemma 6.5
for gn. The strategy to prove (3.22) is as in (6.11), again with e(d) = 57—. Indeed, for a € Iy_1(0),
and since (again by Proposition 6.4) (6.8) holds for this range of a,

gn (ve(a),a) = gy (v6(0),0) + O(g*LN]al). (6.14)
Finally, since |a| < O(L™2Y), the error term is at most O(g2L~"), which proves (3.22) and completes
the proof. ]

6.2 Proofs of Propositions 6.2, 6.3, 6.4 and Lemma 6.5
6.2.1 Derivatives of ; and proof of Lemma 6.5

We start with Proposition 6.6, which concerns bounds on derivatives with respect to the mass a and
the initial value vy. Its proof is lengthy but is essentially only calculus, and the proof is deferred to
Section 7. As mentioned previously, derivatives of g; are also needed for d = 4, but we postpone
those to Section 7, alongside derivatives of K; for d > 4, as part of the proof of Proposition 6.6. In
Proposition 6.6, note that all statements for d = 4 agree with those for d > 4 if we set 4 = 0 and
p;j = 1. Recall that we denote the derivatives of a function f(ry,a) as
p=gt j=%

IZ40) da
Proposition 6.6. Let d > 4 and let gy be sufficiently small. Let N € N and (vg,a) € R x Iy_1(a).
Suppose that (Vj, K;) is an RG flow to scale N with initial condition (go,v0) and mass a. Then, for
J <N, (95,v4, K;) are twice differentiable functions of (vy,a) € Xn and satisfy the following bounds.

(6.15)

(i) For d = 4, there are go-dependent constants con(vo,a) =1+ O(i%go) and ¢ n(vp,a) =1+
O(99g0) such that

gi\7 _ ) gi\7 -
yj/. = (g—é) (CO,N + O(ﬁjgj)), v; = -1+ (g*(])) c1,N + O(ﬁjgj)7 (616)

W< o(s (D)), wi<o(an(2)). wi<ourBy)

Also, there is a constant C' > 0 such that v; < —C@ggj. For a global RG flow, the limits
Cioo = IMN_yo0 i v exist for i =0,1. Each ¢; n is continuous in (vy,a) € Xn and each ¢; oo is
continuous in (vp, a) € Xoo.
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(i) For d > 4, there are go-dependent constants constants ca n(vo,a) = 1+ O(Pogo) and positive
c3 N(v,a) = O(Yogo) such that

vi=con +00;95p5),  ¥j=—csn +O0(9;950;), (6.18)

W71, 1251, |05] < O(LP93g,0572). (6.19)

Also, there are constants C1,Co > 0 such that vj < —Clﬁggj for sufficiently large j and
95l < CoLP 0350572, 1g5] < CoL¥93 52057 (6.20)

For a global RG flow, the limits ¢; oo = limy_o0 ¢; N exist for i = 2,3. Each ¢; N is continuous
in (vp,a) € Xn and each ¢; o is continuous in (vy,a) € Xoo.

Proof of Lemma 6.5. Let @ > 0 and fix a € I;_1(a). By (5.17), (5.8), and since the bound of
Theorem 5.6 applies, for j < k we have

gir1 = gj — Big; + O(D3g?p5), (6.21)

with 8;(a) = (n +8)L~@=4i(1 + aL?)72(1 — L™%) by (5.10).

Suppose first that d = 4. In this case, the asymptotic behaviour of solutions to this recursion are
given by [8, Proposition 6.1.3]. This implies (6.7) for jz > 1 (i.e., a € (0,1)), and also for a =a =0
once we observe that the constant B of (1.34) is identical to 8§ (see [8, Lemma 5.3.4]). The extension
to the case a € I_1(0) follows as in the proof of [8, (6.1.20)] and we omit the details, other than to
mention that our restriction on a guarantees that the factor (1+aL?)~2 remains uniformly bounded.
For a > 1, the third line of (6.7) and (6.9) follow by summing g;+1 — g; = O(ﬁjgjz) = O(g’L=%).
The fact that the function (vp,a) — goo(10,a) is continuous on Xy follows from the Dominated
Convergence Theorem.

For d > 4, for both (6.7) and (6.9), we use gj4+1—g; = O(g]zpj) = O(gJQ-L*(d*‘l)j) instead, for which
the exponentially decaying error term simplifies matters. Continuity of (g, a) — goo(10,a) follows
from the Dominated Convergence Theorem and the fact that each g; is continuous in (v, a) € &j.

Finally, (6.8) is the same as (6.20). O

6.2.2 The Bleher—Sinai argument

The construction of the critical point is based on Lemma 6.7. Lemma 6.7 is analogous to the Bleher—
Sinai argument of [8, Proposition 8.3.1], which itself originated in [14]. Unlike [8, Proposition 8.3.1],
Lemma, 6.7 applies for all dimensions d > 4. The lemma produces a sequence of decreasing intervals
of v-values I;(a;a) for which the RG flow with mass a exists up to scale j when started with initial
condition v € Ij(a;a). These intervals shrink to a point which uniquely identifies the critical point
ve(a). The lemma also gives the rate at which |Ij(a;a)] — 0 when j — co. This turns out to be
essential in the proof of Lemma 6.10, from which we prove our estimates on the derivative 7.(a) in
Proposition 6.3.
For the statement of the lemma, give @ > 0, we define the intervals

H; = (33;(a),2g;(a)),  Jj = (—=6(n+2)9;3;(a)p; L~ ,6(n + 2)0;g;(a)p; L~>). (6.22)

By definition of the domain D; in (5.36), if we take any ko < m, then H; x J; x I;(a) C D;.
Recall from (5.38) that /C; consists of those K € F; for which || K|y~ < CRgéj’?g;’?p;. We use (5.34)

to define I;(a) for j = —1.
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Lemma 6.7. Let L be sufficiently large, gy be sufficiently small, and a > 0. For 0 < j < N, there are
open domains Aj(a) C R x I;_1(a), nested in the sense that Aj.1 C Aj, which satisfy the following
for an RG flow to scale j with initial condition (go, o), mass a, and (vg,a) € A;:

e For all i < j, we have (gi,v;, K;) € H; x J; X K;.
e For each fized a € 1j_1(a), the range of v; with initial condition (vo,a) € A; is exactly J;.

e For each fixed a € I;_1(a), the cross-section I;j(a;a) = {v : (v,a) € A;} is connected, has length
bounded by

9;5;,(2)7L7%) (d=4

()] < {O(fgfﬁ%)g. ) (d=4 (6.23)
OWjpjgiL=>) (d>4),

and Ijy1(a;a) C Ij(a;a) (here I is the closure of I).

Proof. Fix @ > 0. We write I;_y = I;_(a), g; = g;(a), and set u; = L¥v;. Fix k < j. We make the
induction hypothesis that there exists Ay C R x I;_; such that the statement of the lemma holds
when j is replaced by k. For k = 0, the statement does hold with Ag = Jy x I_;.

To advance the induction, we fix a € I}, and consider vy € Ii(a). By Lemma 6.5, gp+1 € Hyy1.
By Theorem 5.7, Kj41 € Ki4+1. By the perturbative recursion for v in (5.9) and by Theorems 5.6,

prp1 = L (i + er), (6.24)
with
er = —ABriurgr + L*negr — L*&.9% + O(D353p%). (6.25)

Since [98xungr| < O(D3gRpR), L**|nk| < 2(n + 2)dkpx, and L&, < O(93p}), ey, satisfies

lex| < |mklgr + O(F3aipt) < =(n+2)0kgrpr < 5(n + 2)Tpgrpr., (6.26)

DN | Ot

whenever gr < 2gr < 2gg is sufficiently small. By the assumption that the range of g is exactly
L% Ji, and by (6.24) and (6.25),

sup ppr1 = sup LP(uk — 5(n+ 2)0rdgepr) = (n+ 2)L*0igipr,

veli(a) veli(a) (6.27)
inf g < it LP(uk + 500+ 2)0Geor) < —(n + 2)L204G1pn-
vel,(a) velg(a)

For large L, the bounds in (6.27) exceed the limit 6(n + 2)5k+1§k+1pk+1 of the interval L2++1) 7,
since the ratio of §k+1 Jr+1 to 1§k§k is bounded and since px11 < pi. Therefore, by the continuity of
the function v — 41, the range of y;41 contains the interval L2*+1) J, ;. Thus we can define the
preimage of L2V J, . (inside Iy(a;a)) to be Ixy1(a;a), and define

A1 ={(v,a) ra €ly, v € Iy41(a;a)}. (6.28)

This Agyq is an open set because it is the preimage of an open set under a continuous function. By
Proposition 6.6, ux41 is a monotone function of v € Iy, so since Iy, is a connected interval, I is
also a connected interval. The estimate on the derivative in (6.16) and (6.18) also implies (6.23).
Finally, since j4; is a continuous function of vy, the image of Iy, (a;a) is L2 **+D J, 1, which is
contained in the image of Ij(a;a), so we have I, 1(a;a) C Ix(a;a). O
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6.2.3 Proofs of Propositions 6.2, 6.3, 6.4

Proof of Proposition 6.2. Let a > 0 and set @ = a in Lemma 6.7. Then there exists a nested sequence
of intervals I;(a;a) satisfying the properties of Lemma 6.7, and we can define the infinite-volume
critical point as the unique point in their intersection:

{ve(a)} = Njzolj(a;a). (6.29)

The intersection is non-empty because Tj+1 C I; for each j, and it contains a unique point since
|I;| = 0 as j — oo. This holds for every j > 0, so since H; x J; x I;(a) C D; there is a global RG
flow with initial condition (g,7.(a)) and mass a. The properties of the flow (g;,v;, K;) with initial
condition vy = v.(a) then follow from Lemma 6.7. The proof that v.(a) is continuous in a is as
in [8, Proposition 8.3.3].

It remains to prove that |v.(a)| < O(Jog), and v.(0) ~ —(n + 2)g(—=Ax)ge as g | 0. The upper
bound follows from that v.(a) € Ip(a) = Jp(a). For d = 4, the asymptotic formula for v.(0) follows
from [8, (4.2.7)]. The proof is similar for d > 4, as follows. By solving the recursion relation for v;
backwards as in [8, (6.1.31)], we obtain

J
vo =Tg i+ Y (=mege + &egh — ro) g4y (6.30)
k=0
with '
J
i = [ (1 = 4Bkgn)- (6.31)
k=i

With the choice (v, a) = (v.(a),a), the infinite product converges since f; decays exponentially, so
H&}VJ’+1 — 0 as j — oo. By (5.11) and [8, (5.3.5)], (n + 2) ! is the 00 component of Cj1, so

D = (n+2)(—Am)g- (6.32)
k=0

It follows from the asymptotic behaviour of g in Lemma 6.5 that Il ;1 = 14 O(go), and, with the
exponential decay of § and 7, , that

o
ve(0) = Y (=kgn + &rgh — sy p 1 = —(n 4 2)(=Am) 55 90(1 + O(go))- (6.33)
k=0
This completes the proof. ]

Remark 6.8. In the above proof, we made the specific choice a = a. Although each I(a;a) depends

on a, as long as kg < WIH) and a € (%EL, 2a), the intersection Nj>ol;(a;a) does not depend on @ by

the uniqueness argument of [8, Proposition 8.3.1], i.e.,
{re(a)} = Njz0li(a;a) (6.34)
whenever a € Njxol;(a) (the set N;>0l;(a) is (3a,2a) if @ > 0 and is {0} if @ = 0).

The value of vy depends on the initial value vy = v and on the mass a (also on g but we suppress
this dependence since we fix g). We write vn/|(, ) When we need to display the dependence on
(vg,a). The following lemma defines the function vy y(a;a). The interval Iy in Lemma 6.9 is the
one determined by Lemma 6.7.
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Lemma 6.9. Fora >0 and a € In_1(a), there is a unique vy N(a;a) € In(a;a) such that
YN (v, (as).0) = VNl (e(@).0)- (6.35)
This vy N satisfies

ve(a) = ]\}gnoo v,nN(a,a). (6.36)

The function vy N(-;a) : In—1(a) = In(a;a) is twice continuously differentiable, obeys vo n(a;a) =
ve(a), and, for all a € Iny_1(a) its derivative satisfies

_ UN

I‘/()’N(a;a) = (6.37)

Ui Lvo,n(@id),a)
Proof. We first verify the existence and uniqueness of vy n(a;a) satisfying (6.35). Let @ > 0 and
a € Iy_i1(a). By Lemma 6.7 together with the identification of v.(a) in (6.29), we have (v.(a),a) €
An(a), and hence in particular vy|(,,(a)a € Jn(a). We have seen in the proof of Lemma 6.7 that
the map v — vn|(,q) from Iy(a;a) to Jy(a) is surjective. It is also strictly increasing since vy > 0
by Proposition 6.6, so the existence and uniqueness of vy n(a) obeying (6.35) follows. Then by
Lemma 6.7, (g;,v;, Kj,a) € D; for each j < N when v = 1y n(a).

The limit (6.36) follows from Remark 6.8 and the fact that vy n(a; @) € In(a;a) for each N.

It remains to establish the claims about differentiability of vy n(a;a). Given d > 4, we fix a > 0
and consider vy y(ao; @) € In(ao; a) for ag € In_1(a;a). By Proposition 6.6, the map (v, a) — vx on
Ap is twice continuously differentiable on a neighbourhood of (v n(ao; @), ag), with non-vanishing
derivative v/}. By the Implicit Function Theorem, there exists an open neighbourhood U C In_;(a)
of agp and f € C?(U;R) such that

v l(s(@)a@) = VN o, (a0:8),00)- (6.38)
We choose U smaller if necessary to ensure that (f(a),a) € Ay(a) for each a € U, and then it follows
from the uniqueness of vy n(-;@) € In(a;a) satisfying (6.35) that

fla) =wyn(a;a) (a €U). (6.39)
The formula (6.37) for the derivative also follows from the Implicit Function Theorem. O

In terms of the functions ¢; o, of Proposition 6.6, we define

m, 1 @2, _ Cloo €300
= e AT e YT e 7Y 640
which are continuous in a > 0 by Propositions 6.6 and 6.2 (notice that Proposition 6.6 only asserts
continuity in (v, a) with subset topology on X, so continuity in a should be supported by continuity
of v.(a)). These constants are all defined in terms of the infinite-volume critical point v.(a), and the
next lemma shows that the leading behaviour of the mass derivative of vy y is given in terms of these
quantities. Moreover, for a € Iy_1(0), it is the massless critical point v.(0) that appears.

Lemma 6.10. The mass derivative of vo n(-;a) has the following asymptotic behaviour:

(i) Let >0 and a € Iy_1(a) = (3a,2a). Then
V(@) +CP(a)) (1 + 0(nin)) (d=4)

7 a,a) = ((971\7)7'7 (ve(a),a) 4
i) {Cd(a><1+0(z§Nng3‘v1)> (d > 4),

and also liminf n_o 29 v (a) > 0.
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(ii) Leta =0 and a € Ixy_1(0) = (—%L*Q(Nfl) 11 -2(N=1)_ Then

son(@0) = L () w00 @ +CP0)A+0GN) (d=4 (6.42)
’ Ca(0)(1+ O(gnpi?)) (d>4).
Proof. Since g n(a) = —ZfN\(VON(a),a) by (6.37), our strategy is to approximate vy and v}, by
(o,

quantities that do not have strong N-dependence. In the proof, we often omit a for brevity.

(i) Let @ > 0 and a € Inx_1(a). We prove the statement of part (i) including @ = 0 as we will use
this in the proof of the stronger part (ii). To lighten the notation, we leave implicit the dependence
of vo,n and Iy on a.

We have vy y(a) € In(a) by construction, and v.(a) € In(a) by Remark 6.8. By the bound on
|In] in (6.23), by the second-derivative bounds of (6.17) and (6.19), and by the Mean Value Theorem,

94 52 (9N d= 4
V/ ve(a),a 77/ 17 < ( v N( ! (
VN wet@ra) = Yl Gon (@00 {ow;‘vg?vp?v‘l) (d > 4), (6.43)
: O(I4,33) (d=4)
UN|(ve(a),a) — VN|(VON a)’ O(@‘}V 12va ) (d>4).

Therefore, we can approximate vy and v, by their counterparts at the critical point v.(a). But by
Proposition 6.2, when the initial value is tuned to v.(a) we can take the limit as N — oo in the
formulas for ; and ©; in (6.16) and (6.18) to obtain

gnN _
Vil (ve@).a) = (5 Coce + 0NNy (2 =) (6.44)
€2,00| (ve(a).a) + O(ONGNPN) (d>4),
3 o) = 1+ 1,00 (2) |w(ay) + OnGn)  (d=4) (6.45)
el 3,00l (ve(a).0) + O(INGNPN) (d> 4).

After division, we find the desired formula for vy y(a).
For the case @ > 0, the uniform positivity of i y(a) then follows from the facts that j(a) <
—CY3G; and cg oo, C2,00 = 1 + O(Ygg) by Proposition 6.6. Indeed,

(@) = _ [ O%ay (1 +0(Wog) (d=4) (6.46)
o Vi loon@a) ~ | C0%gn(1+0Wog)) (4> 4) |

and Lemma 6.5 gives a strictly positive lower bound on gy as N — oo when a > 0.

(ii) Let @ = 0. The case a = 0 has already been established in the proof of part (i) and we use it as a
reference point. For a € Iy_1(0)\{0}, we compute the second derivative of © n(a) using (6.37) and
the chain rule, and obtain

son = (- X ”N”N> (_LN ”N”EV) 6.47
o= ( O A S 779V (AT (047
Let M = sup,ei, (o) |P0,n (@) — 29,5 (0)]. By the Mean Value Theorem,
1
M < S L7V (AM + [20,5(0)]) + B), (6.48)
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where

v I)NV” DN I)NI),
A= sup |-X NI B= sup |- —-+ NI (6.49)
acly_1(0) va (va)Q a€ly_1(0) va (V§V)2
Using (6.17) and (6.19), we see that
O(L*Ng d=4 O((&)=7L*N g d=4
< [0 m) =y OB =
O(L* gnpi ™) (d>4), O(L* gnpy™)  (d>4).
Thus (6.48) reduces to
O((&)=g d=4
M < O(L™2M) (Al n(0)] + B) < ((~ g )a_QgN) ( ) (6.51)
O(gney ") (d>4).

This proves that g y(a) is within a small enough error of p n(0) to give the desired asymptotic
formula for part (ii), once we recall that we have already established it for p n(0) in part (i). O

) = Nj>ol;(a). By (6.36), v.(a) is

Proof of Proposition 6.3. We first consider a > 0 and a € (%d, 2a
10(i) and the Dominated Convergence

the limit of vy n(a;a). Let ai, a2 € ( a,2a). By Lemma 6.
Theorem,

al

ve(ar) — ve(ag) = lim o, (z;a)de = {

N—oo as

S Wﬁﬁ (,,cm,m)OS)(x) + P (@))dw (d=14)
[ Cal (d > 4).
(6.52)

Since this holds for any aj,as € (%EL,Z&) and @ > 0, it in fact holds for any aj,as > 0. This
establishes the continuous differentiability at strictly positive a. The positivity of 7.(a) follows from
the statement of uniform positivity for gy in Lemma 6.10(i).

For d > 4, since v.(a) and Cy(a) are continuous also at a = 07, taking the limit az | 0 gives

(0 / Cala (6.53)

This extends the continuous differentiability to a = 07. Since c300 = O(g) and 2,00 = 1 + O(g), we
also have Cy(x) = CS’Z = O(g) and hence 7.(a) = O(g).

Cc2,

For d = 4, v, is not differentiable at 0. But since go.(a) ~ (Bj,) ™! as a | 0, we see that

ve(a) ~ CY(a)g? (Bja)? ~ C\)(0)(Bg) (log2 a™)Y ~ As(loga™)’  asalo0, (6.54)
with O
_ (Bg)'C,7(0)
Ay = ol (6.55)

The asymptotic formula A4 ~ (Bg/log L?)Y as g | 0 follows from the fact that Cil)(()) =140(g). O

Proof of Proposition 6.4. Take a = 0and let a € In_1(0). The formula for £y x(a; 0) in Lemma 6.10(ii)
and the asymptotic formula for gy in Lemma 6.5 imply that

, _ Ag(log L)INY =1+ )1+ O(NY) (d=4

vo,n(a) = ign(a;0) = ( (log I7) > &l (N7« ) (6.56)
7:(0) + O(gp%?) (a> 1),

where we set ¢ =1+ CAEQ)(O) = O(g). This completes the proof. O
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7 Derivatives of the RG flow: proof of Proposition 6.6

In this section, we prove Proposition 6.6, which entails computation of derivatives of all the RG
coordinates. The proof requires extension of the ideas in [8, Section 8.4] to include mass derivatives,
derivatives of second order, and dimensions d > 4. We divide the proof into two parts: d = 4 in
Section 7.2 and d > 4 in Section 7.3. This section is independent of the rest of the paper, apart from
proving Proposition 6.6, and it could be omitted in a first reading. We always assume Theorems 5.6
and 5.7 in this section.

7.1 Leading behaviour

The recursion
vitr = (L= A4B;95)vj + 197 — 95 + v, (7.1)
follows from the perturbative recursion (5.9) together with its nonperturbative remainder 7, ;. This
recursion has derivatives
Vigr = (1 =A4B595)v; — ABigivi + 1ig; — 2£5959; + 11,4 vy =1,
Vi1 = (1= ABj9)% = 489; + 395 = Y(Bj9; + Bidi)vi = &95 = 2839383 + s o =0, (7.3)
where in (7.3) we have used (5.10)—(5.11) to replace 7;g; by its equivalent —45;g;.
A guiding principle throughout Section 7 is that the recursions for uj’- and 7; have their leading
behaviours governed by the solutions qg« and ¢; to the recursions
G = (1 =4B595)4;, % =1, (7.4)
dj+1 = (1 —=4B;9;)4; — 895, do = 0.

The solution to (7.4) is

¢ =Toj1, (7.6)
where, as in (6.31),
J
iy = [[(1 = 4Bi9:)- (7.7)
i=k

Also, it can be verified that the recursion (7.5) for ¢; is solved by

(jj = -1+ H()’j_l. (78)
Our estimates for 1/; and 7; are stated in terms of the sequences
vi — o1 T |
D=L =" 01 7.9
/ o1 ! Ho,j—1 (79

which respectively compare V;- and 7; with the sequences q§» and ¢; from (7.6) and (7.8). The
denominators in (7.9) are included for convenience. By definition, ¥; = ¥y = Fy = 0 and

Fl—F():Fl :H&é(—’?5090V0—50g8). (710)
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7.2 Proof of Proposition 6.6 for d =4

For d = 4, the important product Il ; is well understood, according to the following lemma.

Lemma 7.1. Let d = 4. Suppose that (V}, K;)j<k is an RG flow to scale k with initial condition
(g0, 0) and mass a > 0, with go > 0 sufficiently small. Then fort € (0,2] and i < j <k,

J
T1 = t8ngm) = (£52) 00, (7.11)

where ¢ j[t] = 14 O4(9;g;). For a global RG flow the limit ¢;[t] = lim; o G; j[t] exists, is continuous
n (v, a) € X, and obeys ¢[t] = 1+ O4(9;9;).

Proof. The arithmetic used in the proof of [8, Lemma 6.1.6] shows that the formula (7.11) holds with
¢ ;[t] given by

j
=[] = - _ _ Tgm t 1 —tBmgm
et = nl;[i(l Yom),  Um=-1+ (1 gmﬂ) T (7.12)

A small calculation, using Theorem 5.6 to bound 7, ,,, shows that |v,,| < O(0,,2,). Since this last
upper bound sums to O(,Jm) as in [8, (6.1.17)], we conclude that ; ;[t] = 1+ Oy (;g;). For a global
RG flow the infinite product converges and also obeys ¢;[t] = 1 + O(¥ig;)-
To see the continuity of ¢;[t], we first observe that Theorems 5.6 and 5.7 imply that each RG map
Qi1 - (Vy, Kj,a) = (Vjg1, Kj41) is continuous, so (V}, Kj) is continuous in (v, a) € Aj. Thus each
€; j[t] given by (7.12) is continuous in (vp,a) € X}, and the continuity of ¢; in (vp,a) € X follows
by the Dominated Convergence Theorem. O

Proposition 7.2 is the main ingredient in the proof of Proposition 6.6 for d = 4. It includes
derivatives of all the RG coordinates because we must bound them all together.
Recall the definition of an RG flow from Definition 6.1.

Proposition 7.2 (Case d = 4). Suppose that L is sufficiently large and go is sufficiently small. Suppose
that (Vj, K;)j<k is an RG flow to scale k with initial condition (go,vo) and mass a > 0. There
exist positive constants Cy, C1, Co, C (independent of k) such that for all j < k, (g;,v4, K;) are
continuously differentiable functions of (vg,a) € Xy and satisfy the following bounds.

(i) The vy-derivatives satisfy

’Z —Z] 1| 0019 g], |g]’ < C szﬂg HO] 1 ||K],HW]“ < CQLQJ’@?L&?HOJ_L (713)

(i) The a-derivatives satisfy

|F FJ 1‘ 00193 HO] 1 |QJ| ClL2j1939], HKJHWN 02L2J1939ja (7'14)

and vj < 01909]

(iii) The second derivatives satisfy
G G\ ) .
P \<O(L2J19§-gj<g—g> ) i \<O<L2719§?gj<gfg> ) 7] < O(L%3%G;).  (7.15)

62



Remark 7.3. It is important that Cy,C; and C5 are independent of j and k. The constants will
eventually be chosen to satisfy

M= max M,,< C; < () < (7.16)
0<p,q<2

where M, , are the L-dependent constants in Theorems 5.6 and 5.7 (including Moo = Crc) and
(7.16) defines M.

Since it will be important to keep track of the constants C; in the following, we often write O(C),
O(My,1Cs), ete. In particular, with this notation, O(1) is independent of L, Cy, Cy, Cs, and of course
of the scale. When a constant does depend on L, but not on the others, we instead write Or(1). In
addition, we will take gy to be small compared to these constants. The same holds for the constants
Cy, C1, Cy of Lemma 7.5, and for the corresponding constants in Section 7.3 with the additional
assumption that Cp, C, Cy are themselves much larger than Cy, Cy, Cs.

Proof of Proposition 6.6(1). We assume that (V}, K;) is an RG flow to scale N with initial condition
(g90,vp) and mass a.

The negative upper bound on 7; is a part of the statement of Proposition 7.2(ii), the required
bounds on the second derivatives are restated in (7.15), and (6.20) is restated in (7.13) and (7.14).
It therefore suffices to prove the bounds

gi\7 ~ . gi\7 ~
Vi = (*J) (con +0(9;9)),  vj+1= (*J) c1,N + O(9545) (7.17)
90 90
on the first derivatives, as well as facts that the constants co y and ¢; y are continuous in (vp,a) € Xy
and that their limits ¢; o, are continuous in (v, a) € Xu.
By (7.13), which holds by assumption for all j < N,

N
% =En+0( Y #at) = Ty + 0(F5), (7.18)
k=j+1
where the sum has been bounded as in [8, Exercise 6.1.4]. Since v} = Ily j—1(1 + %) by definition,
it follows from the formula for IIp j_1 in Lemma 7.1 that

V; = (%)7(1 + 3N+ O(ﬁ?gj)) (EQ,N[’A}/] + O(ﬂjgj)). (7.19)
This gives the formula (7.17) for v/; with co v = (1+Xn)cn[F] = 1+ O(Dog). The continuity of Gy y
and €p o is provided by Lemma 7.1. By definition, 3¢ = 0. The limit Yoo = limy_00 Zij\:ol(ziﬂ—zi)
is continuous in (v, a) by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, and therefore cp o is continuous in
(vp,a) € X as claimed.

For v, we start with ©; +1 =1IIp ;—1(1 + Fj) and proceed similarly. With Lemma 7.1, we obtain

N
Fy=Fy+0(a Y. 94, 7) = Fn +O0lgi#g; ). (7:20)
k=j+1
and hence _
v+ 1 =1 _1(1+ Fn) + O(937). (7.21)

This gives (7.17) for ; with ¢; v = (14 Fn)con[4] = 1 + O(dog). Again the limit ¢; o exists and
is continuous in (vp, a) € Xoo. O

63



We now turn to the proof of Proposition 7.2, which is by induction on j. Part (i) is essentially as
in [8, Theorem 8.4.1], while parts (ii) and (iii) require new effort. We begin by applying Theorems 5.6
and 5.7 to see that when the bounds of Proposition 7.2 hold, we can inductively Obtain bounds on the
derivatives of K; and R up to and including scale k+1. Note that we write R]_H o (R]_H(Vj, Kj)),

SO R 1118 not the same as D R] +1 which includes the scaling factor present in (5.35). Similarly,
(R5]+1)/ = dvo (RjUJrl(Vja KJ))
Lemma 7.4. Let d = 4. Suppose that (Vj, K;)j<k is an RG flow to scale k with initial condition

(90,v0) and mass a > 0. Suppose further that the bounds of Proposition 7.2(i,ii) hold for all i < j.
Then

1K s, < CoL20HD3, g ~§+l(="gl), (7.22)
(B vt ) < OOMC)PI D52 (HE2) (7.23)
HKJ‘HHW; < CLPUH§3, 62 (7.24)
‘|R§'J+1HV(£H1 < O(MC2)L2(J+1)79?+1§]2'+1- (7.25)

Proof. We fix j < k and make the indicated assumption for i < j. Proposition 6.6(i) then applies
for such 4, in addition to the assumed bounds of Proposition 7.2(i,ii) for i < j. We apply induction
and assume that the bounds of Lemma 7.4 hold when j 4 1 is replaced by ¢ for all ¢ < j. They hold
trivially for ¢ = 0 since Ky and Ry are both zero. By the chain rule,

d
g D1 Vi K5) = Dic®ja (V;, K Kj) + Dy ®;11(Vj, Kj; V). (7.26)
y (7.17) and Lemma 7.1, and with the L-dependence due to £y = L'*%2 in £, of (5.20),
Vi llve,) < OL()(lgjl + [¥|1L%)

<OLIHEP(0(C13) + ey +0(,5)) < OLWLH(Ey, (r.m

2 90
for go small enough. Also, by (7.13), HK/HW“ < 202L2j1§§?§]2-(%)& for small gg. Therefore, by
Theorem 5.7, and for L large enough to overcome the L-independent constant M(/)J’

g . g ~
1K lhws,, < M, L722C5 L33 2(gé) + My g9%,,57,,0L(1 )LQJ(Q—é)”

Jj+114
< LR g (L) (12%)
where we used (7.16) in the last step. Similarly, by Theorem 5.6, for Cy large enough we have

HRY1) s 2 (0y40) < MoaCoL¥9%5 2(5]) + Mo0%G Oﬂl)L?f(%ﬁ

<2MCLI20HI 33, g JQH(%) . (7.29)
0

For the mass derivative, by the chain rule, L&, 1 (V;, K;) = i1+ D®ii1(K;)+ Dy®i1(V;).
The first term is controlled by Theorem 5.7 since our norm contains mass derivatives. Also (7.14)
and (7.17) imply that, as in (7.27), [|Vjllye,) < Or(1)L¥. Therefore,

||Kj+1HWf < +1)CRG79]+193+1 +Mo 1L 2O2L2]193 + My 0193+193+10L( )
< CLLPUT3, g2 . (7.30)

The bound on jo_ﬂ is obtained similarly, again using Theorem 5.6. O
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We can now prove Proposition 7.2(i).

Proof of Proposition 7.2(i). Fix j < k and assume the bounds of Proposition 7.2(i) for all scales
i < j. This assumption is satisfied for j = 0 since £; — Xy = 0 — 0 = 0, and also g, and K|, are
zero. Lemma 7.4 gives the desired bound on K J/ 11 at scale j + 1. For the bound on g} 41, we first use
Lemma 7.4 to obtain

R TR
79,5011 < OMIEBT ) vy < O(MCQ)L2(J+1)Q9?+1QJ2'+1(;7—5)7‘ (7.31)

Therefore, by Lemma 7.1 and the induction hypothesis,
|951] < (1= 28,)|g}| + |} 1] < O(CLL™ + MCo) LUV, 52 1Ty 5, (7.32)

where we used the fact that 1 — 28;g; is bounded by 1. With L large, and assuming C7 > Cj, this
gives the desired bound on gg- Y1
Finally, for the bound on X, we first use (7.9) and (7.2) to obtain

Sj1 = %5 =g (Vi1 — (1= 4B595)})
= o (= ABid5v; +nid; — 269595 +71,5)- (7.33)

Then we use the bound on rf,,j from Lemma 7.4, on f;,7;,& from (5.10)-(5.12), on g;- from the
induction hypothesis, and on Ilp ; from Lemma 7.1, and we obtain the desired bound

S50 — 551 < Colt 77, (7.34)
assuming Co > Cf. Ul

Proof of Proposition 7.2(ii). As induction hypotheses, we assume that the bounds of (7.14) hold for
scales ¢ < j. To start the induction, gg and Ky are both equal to zero, and, by (7.10) and the fact
that || < O(go), F1 — Fp is bounded above by a multiple of ﬁi’gﬁﬂa’é as required.

We first prove that

|Fjp1 — Fj| < Cod3giang ). (7.35)

By definition, Fj = Il Jl-_l(z)j — ¢j), where ¢; satisfies the recursion (7.8). From this, together with
1; = —4B; and some arithmetic, we arrive at

Fj1 — Fj = Ejllg; (7.36)
with g p
— A : el 2
By = =72 (Bkgr)vi + kdr + - (—Ege +1up). (7.37)

By (7.14) and Lemma 7.4, we can bound each constituent of £} to obtain
|Ej| < O(M(Cy + C2))037. (7.38)

This proves (7.35). .
The desired bound on K1 follows from Lemma 7.4. For the bound on g;41, we apply Lemma 7.1
and (5.43) to see that

(128,151 + 1893 | + |7g,5]
O(L72Cy + 1+ MCy) L0+ 93 g2
CL2GF, 2 (7.39)
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for sufficiently large Cf.
It remains to prove that ;11 < C’ﬁogﬁl By definition,
- o-U—ja)+ (<1
U5 =19 . 1o (~ ) (7.40)
a2/ (a>=1),
so, in particular, J9 = 1V a~t. The proof is in two steps: we use induction for j < j, + 1 and then
argue directly for j > j, + 1. In the case a > 1 of large mass, only the direct proof is needed.
For the induction, given j > 1, we assume that 7; < —C’z?%g}j, with C' = %&B. Of course 1y = 0, so
we start the induction by showing that ©; < 019091 Recall that 7; = —43;. By the recursion (7.2)
for v/ (for the first equality), and by the induction hypothesis and (7.38) (for the second equality),

Vi1 = (1= 4B;9;)0 + 0595 + Ej
= (1= 4B,9;)v5 — 4Big; + O(357). (7.41)
In particular, for j = 0 the first term on the right-hand side is zero, the second is —4B(1 + a) 2gg <
%&B@%go, and the third term is relatively small, so this proves that 1y < —%’?B@%go which is
sufficient since gy > ¢g1. To advance the induction, we first consider j < j, A (N — 1) (so a < 1
and Uy = 1). In this case, 8; > B, > %B, and the term E; is relatively small since it is of
order g]2 We use the induction hypothesis to see that ©; < 0. Together, these facts show that
Vit1 < —vagJ %&ngﬂ, which advances the induction to j + 1 < (j, + 1) AN with C = %&B.
Suppose that N > j, +1. We apply a different argument for j > j, since 3; decays as j increases
beyond the mass scale. We again consider the recursion (7.5) for ¢, but now only for j > i with fixed

¢ and with initial condition ;. With the initial ¢ indicated by an additional subscript, the solution
to this recursion is

Gij = villij1 — 1+ 1. (7.42)
Then we consider
Fj="2"0 (i >q). (7.43)
IL; ;1

In particular, §o; = ¢; and Fj = Fp j. The proof of (7.35) similarly gives

|Fyj — Fjo1| < Codlgitr; !

> 4,j—1° (744)

By definition of F; ;,
v =villija =141 (1+ Fy) (G 24). (7.45)

Now we choose i = 1+ (j, V0) and consider j > i. Since 03? decays exponentially in j — j,, there are
positive ¢, ¢ such that 1 — cﬁ?gji <IIj—1 <1- c’zg‘?gi. Also, (7.44) gives

j
|F5 5] < Z |Fj ke — Figs1] < O(Co)03 37, (7.46)

so for sufficiently small g;,
—1+Hij_1(1+Fij) < 0. (7.47)
It is also the case that II; j_; > 1/2 for small g;, so with our upper bound on #; we find that

Dj < Diﬂij 1< ’yBﬁOgZ (748)

3
and the proof is complete. ]
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For the proof of Proposition 7.2(iii), we first prove a counterpart to Lemma 7.4 for these second
derivatives. (The bound on I/}, in (7.49) is included in the bounds of Proposition 7.2, but we include it
explicitly in (7.49) for easy reference.) We provide details of the proof of proof of Proposition 7.2(iii)

only for the second derivatives with respect to 1y. The bounds on 1'/; and 7; follow in the same way,

once we observe that the bounds on the first derivative of (¢, ¢;, K;) (as in part (ii)) simply have
one less factor of (g;/g0)" compared to (V! Vi, g5, K7).

Lemma 7.5. Let d = 4. Suppose that (V}, K;)j<k is an RG flow to scale k with initial condition
(90, v0) and mass a > 0. Suppose that the bounds of Proposition 7.2 hold for all i < j, and that, in
addition,

.\ 29 a.:\ 29 o~ a.:\ 29
AR L2u93~,<zé) e Lw#(;;) LK < C§L4319§?§j<3—3> T (7.49)
Then for sufficiently large C},
e
17 il < L0550 () (7.50)
U Gi\ 2
) ety 20,007 < OMCHLY 1501 (32) (7.51)

Proof. We use the fact that the second derivative of a function f(V, K) is
f"(V,K) = Dy f(V, K; V") + Di f(V, K; K")
+ DYV f(V,K; V!, V') + 2Dy D f(V, K V', K') + Dy f(V. IG K K'). (7.52)
We are free to apply Proposition 7.2(i,ii), which has been proved already.
By (7.49) with C{ > C], we have
g2
1V vy ey < OCHL9;5(5) ) (7.53)
With our convention that we omit j and write + for j + 1, and writing WY instead of D — WY for
the operator norms,
1L . < 1DV X w1V [y + 1D @I [y 1"
+[IDY @ s V[ + 2 Dy D 5 [ [V [V E [we + [|DF R (Ve K g 1K [y
P~ - - - - 4\ G5\ %Y
< O(LYT})(OL(MMCLG, + C4L™ % + Op()MCos + Op () Mz, + MC33, ) (2)
0

- G\ 25

< CRLID g, ()7 (7.54)
90

for sufficiently large C, and sufficiently small g (to absorb C{)). Here we used the induction hypotheses

to bound the second derivatives, the previously noted bound |[V][ly(;) < OL(I)LQJ'(%)& and (7.4)

to bound the first derivatives, and M is the L-dependent constant which bounds the constants from

the main RG Theorems 5.6-5.7. Similarly,

IBD) et < NDv R et IV v + 1D & R (V, K ety K" b + 1 DY RE(V, ) g, V115
+ 2| Dy D RY |l [V [V K [l + | D% RV K)”M+||K/||W”

< O(M)LY93(Cogt + Chgy + 5157 + 35 + dt) (gg)
29
<oweyrhiidg (L), 7.55
(MCy) (go) (7.55)

and the proof is complete. ]
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Proof of Proposition 7.2(iii). Suppose that (V}, K;);<k is an RG flow to scale k with initial condition
(90, vp) and mass a > 0. Given j < k, we assume as induction hypothesis that the bounds (7.49)
hold (they hold trivially for j = 0 as all are zero). Then the conclusion of Lemma 7.5 also holds, and
by the recursion for g7 and (5.43),

9 < (1= Bg)lg"| + 289> + O I(RY)" |t

. ~ a 24
< 01L4u+1>1939+(ggf) B (7.56)

for sufficiently large C{. For the bound on v/

i+1, We begin with

WL < (1 =489V +nld'| +4BlgV | + ABlg"v| + 2¢|gg”| + 2€|d'|* + |rl]. (7.57)

We already have bounds for all terms on the right-hand side. The constant C)JL* enters in our
bound on the first term on the right-hand side, via (7.49), and this is smaller by L~2 than our target
C)L2U+Y) | This is the only occurrence of Cj) in our bounds on the right-hand side. All the other
terms are either higher order in g (e.g., ¢’v/) or are of the order desired for our upper bound but
contain a constant that can be overcome by a large choice of C{, (e.g., r})). After bookkeeping, we
arrive as desired at

o 29
| < ChL2TDg8 g, (%) , (7.58)
for sufficiently large C{. This completes the proof. O

7.3 Proof of Proposition 6.6 for d > 4

The proof for d > 4 has the same structure as the proof in Section 7.2 for d = 4. For d > 4,
the important product IIj, ; is much simpler since now (3; contains the exponentially decaying factor
pj = L~(@=%i and this simplicity leads to the absence of logarithmic corrections. On the other hand,
for d > 4 we must keep track of powers of p;.

Lemma 7.6. Let d > 4. Suppose that (V}, K;)j<k is an RG flow to scale k with initial condition
(g0, 0) and mass a > 0, with go > 0 sufficiently small. Then fort € (0,2] and i < j <k,
J
1] = [ (1 = tBmgm) = 1+ Ou(93gips). (7.59)

m=t

For a global RG flow, the limit I1;[t] = limj_,o II; j[t] exists, is continuous in (1, a) € Xoo, and obeys
Hz[t] =1 + Ot(ﬁzgz)

Proof. This follows from the facts that for m > i we have g,, < O(g;) and By, < O(92,pm), 50 Bmgm
is summable and the sum is dominated by the first term. The continuity statement follows as in the
proof of Lemma 7.1. O

Proposition 7.7 is the main ingredient in the proof of Proposition 6.6 for d > 4. Recall the
definitions of ¥; and F} from (7.9), and that a is given by (5.27). In particular, a = 3 for d = 5 and
a> 2 forall d > 4.

Proposition 7.7 (Case d > 4). Suppose that L is sufficiently large and go is sufficiently small. Suppose
that (Vj, K;)j<k is an RG flow to scale k with initial condition (go, ) and mass a > 0. Then for all
J <k, (g5,vj,K;) are continuously differentiable functions of (vo,a) € Xj, and satisfy the following
bounds.

68



(i) The vy-derivatives satisfy

25— 55| < Cotgini "t 1gjl S CILP 330572, | K llwr < CoL¥0353p57 . (7.60)

(i) The a-derivatives satisfy

|Fj— Fj1l < Cot3g305 ", gl < CLL¥953 572, HKJ-HW CoLY 3ot " (7.61)

(iii) The second derivatives satisfy
Vi1 1551, 1] < O L9305 72 (7.62)

Proof of Proposition 6.6(ii). The bounds on the second derivatives are repeated in (7.62), and the
bounds on g} and g; are repeated in (7.60) and (7.61). Here we only prove that

vi = can +0W;g07), 75 = —esv + O(03505) (7.63)

with ¢ n(v9,a) =1+ O(Q%go) and positive ¢z v (v,a) = O(@ogo), obtain the negative upper bound
on v; for large j, identify the limiting constants c2 o, €300, and show that each ¢; y is continuous in
(vg,a) € Xy and each ¢; o is continuous in (v, a) € Xu.

By definition, v; = Ilp j—1(1 + X;). It follows from (7.60) that

N
S =Yy + o( 3 ﬁkggpg—l) = Sy + 0952087, (7.64)
k=j+1

Therefore, by Lemma 7.6,
Vi =Ton-1(1+O0W33p))) (1 + En + O(D;37057 ). (7.65)

This proves the first item of (7.63) with coy = Hon—1(1 + Xx) = 1 + O(@ggo), a continuous
function on Xy. For a global RG flow, the limit ¥, = limy_ o zﬁ\;_ol(zi_i'_l — %) is continuous in
(9, a) by the Dominated Convergence Theorem, and Il « is continuous by Lemma 7.6. Therefore,
€200 = limy_so0 2, v is a continuous function of (vp,a) € X

The estimate on v; follows similarly, since, 7; = —1+(1 +F o j—1 with Fj = Fy + 0(1929]2,0;‘ D)
and

=—-1+ (1 + Fy + 0(1929]2[); 1))1_[0’]\[_1(1 + O(ﬂ?gjpj)) (7.66)

This proves the second item of (7.63) with —c3 v = —1 + (1 4+ Fy)Ign_1 = O(Jog), a continuous
function on Xy. Also, since Fy = 0(19(2)92) and IIp y—1 < 1 —4Bogo, we see that c3 y > 92 59 and
hence is strictly positive. Thus 7; < —Cﬁog for sufficiently large j. For the infinite RG flow, the
continuity of ¢3 0 = impy_,00 €37 in (19, a) € X follows because F, is continuous by the Dominated

Convergence Theorem and limpy_,o g xy—1 is continuous by Lemma 7.6. ]

Lemma 7.8. Let d > 4, and let M be the constant of (7.16). Suppose that (Vj, Kj)j<k is an RG
flow to scale k with initial condition (go,vy) and mass a > O Suppose further that the bounds of
Proposition 7.7(i,ii) hold for all i < j. Then, for either 0, = d or %,

2
O(MCo) L*15 41371057 (7.68)

|0 q’;+1HW*ﬁ~ )
”a R +1Huj+1

NN
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Proof. For g; sufficiently small, (7.60), (7.61) and (7.63) imply that [|0,V;y, < O(L*) (the cited

bounds are implied by our hypothesis). We give the proof only for d%, since ﬁ is treated similarly.

By the chain rule and Theorems 5.6-5.7, for sufficiently large C'y and L we have

[z < N5l + NPVl 1, + D55 I 1
i+

<03107 4 (MLQU'“)@H;);H + Mp§T1OL(LY) + O(L*d*‘*)“)cgﬂjp;—l)
<0 L?(frl)ﬁfiﬂ~]?+1pj+17 (7.69)
where in the second line we chose the L~(@=4® alternative for the bound on DK<I>JK+1, and in the

third line we used L~(*%% to (more than) advance p;*l to p;:% and used O(L%) < %LQUH) for
large enough L. Similarly,

[ Rl < Bl + D8R g N oy + HDVR]»UH||MM|W';-||W
< M4, 33 4, (LY vt )93+1/7]+1 + Co L pf 4 Gj+195410L(L7))
< MLY 19g+19j+1(L Gj+1Pj41 +2C2p] 1)- (7.70)
This completes the proof. ]

Recall the definition of a from (5.27). Our choice of a implies that

L2jp;_2 — L75(2d76)L2(‘j+1)p;;%. (771)

This inequality will be important for the advancement of bounds from one scale to the next, with its
helpful factor L=¢(24=6) which is small for large L.

Proof of Proposition 7.7(i). We wish to prove that
’2]‘ - Ej,1| < Co’ﬂjg?p; 1, |gj| 01L2]292_gj2p; 2 ||K,HW"" < C2L23793gj2p; 1. (772)

We assume these bounds and proceed via induction. This assumption is satisfied for j = 0 since
Y1 — 3 =0, and also g(, and K|, are zero. The induction for K’ is already advanced by Lemma 7.8.
For ¢', from the recursion g7, = (1 — 28;g;)g; + ry ;, the fact that 0 < 1 —28;g; < 1, the
induction hypothesis, and (7.71), we obtain
2
195 41] < 01L2]1929J2p§‘ + |7 5

< SCUPIIE 2+ I (7.73)
For the remainder term, we apply (5.43) and Lemma 7.8, and obtain

Pj .
7551 < OO Y s < O(MCo B L2950, 057 105> (7.74)

For (' large compared to M5y this permits the induction to be advanced.
Finally, we recall (7.33), and use Lemma 7.6 to bound Iy j, to see that

1841 — X5 < O(U([ﬂﬂl/jl +nj + 269] 1951 + |7“'y,j|)- (7.75)
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By (5.10)—(5.12) and our bound on v}, the factor multiplying |gj] is of order &?pjgjL*ijj +1§jL*2jpj+
@?L_Qj pjzg The main term here is due to 7;. Also, it follows from Lemma 7.8 that |r) ;| <
L_2(j+1)O(MCQ)L2]T93+1§]2+1p] . With the induction hypothesis for g}, this gives

12511 — 551 < Codjad31p551 (7.76)
once we choose Cy sufficiently large compared to C; 4 Cs. O
Proof of Proposition 7.7(ii). We wish to prove that

|Fj — Fja| < Cod3g505 ", 1g5] < CLLP93g3 0372, HKJ'HW CoLP 3205~ (7.77)

We assume these bounds and proceed via induction. To start the induction, gy and Ky are both

equal to zero, and, by (7.10), F; — Fp is bounded above by an L-dependent multiple of zﬁ’g%p‘f Las

required. The induction for K is already advanced by Lemma 7.8
Since gjy1 = (1 — 28;9;)d; + Bjg; + 745 and B; = O(1) L7793 p;,

1951 < 151 + O L9353 p; + p; L O(MCo) L¥3 157, p5 !
< CILQ(]+1)9]+119]+1pJ+17 (778)

where we argue as in the previous proof to obtain a constant %C’l (due to change of scale) from the
inductive assumption on ¢;, and we choose C large compared to MC5 to absorb the other terms.
Finally, by (7.36),

|Fj11 — Fj| < O(U(\%(ﬁjﬂj)lﬁ\ + m;95] + \d%(—ﬁjg?)\ + \fu,j)|)- (7.79)
The main term is 7;g;, for which n; = O(L_ijj). Also, by our hypothesis on ¢;, and since a > 2,
’%(ﬁjgj)’/ﬂ = |B,9;v; + Bigjvi| < O(C1)9352p3 (7.80)
)] = g} + 26505051 < OO, (781)
while by (5.43) and Lemma 7.8,
v g| < OL 2PN IRY  llyey) < O(MC2)D3, 157410511 (7.82)
Altogether, since a < 3, this proves that
’Fj ‘ 0019]+1g]+1/’9+17 (7.83)
once we choose Cy sufficiently large compared to Cq + Cs. O

Lemma 7.9. Let d > 4. Suppose that (V}, K;)j<k is an RG flow to scale k with initial condition
(90, v0) and mass a. Suppose that the bounds of Proposition 7.7 hold for all i < j, and that, in
addition,

|Oyj| < L2]193~jpj |02y 95| < 01L4J7929]P] ||3xijHW“ C2L4j7939],% (7.84)
where 0y, denotes any second derivative with respect to vy and/or a. Then, for sufficiently large Cs,

102y Kt llwe, | < CoLY 92135410577, (7.85)
H(‘)xyR +1”uj+1 y1) S O(MCZ)L 19j+19j+1/7;_2- (7.86)
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Proof. We only consider 0, = 830 as the other cases are similar. By our hypothesis (7.84), and since
C1 < CY,

IV} llv, = O(Co) LY 035,52 (7.87)
Also, [0:Vjlly, < Or(L?). We apply the chain rule as in (7.52), with the induction hypotheses, to
obtain

||5 (I)KHW” O(L J193+1)(M93+1P]+1COQJP +M(/),1L7(d74)a é%ﬂ?‘Q
~ _ -~ — ~ — ~—9/4 _ ~
+ M1 p" 208 + MGzl pr Cag?ot™ + Mg: | oty (Caglpt™ 1)2)- (7.88)

The second term on the right-hand side contains C%, but this is multiplied by an inverse power of
L from which we see that the contribution of this term is at most half as big as what is needed to
advance the induction. For the last term, we use

—b+2a—-1)—(a—2)=—(a—p)+2a—-1)—(a—2)=p>0 (7.89)

to replace the product pj__flp?“_z by p;-‘ﬁ. The other terms are handled by taking C) sufficiently

large. It follows that, as required,

105,25 1w, , < CoLY 41410553 (7.90)
Similarly,
105, RY. 1 ety < O(M)LY9,, <§?+1P§+1C(/)§jpg_2 + Céf]qu_g
+ 3301P501C8 + Cogipl " + (Cagins™ 1)2>
< O(MCQ)L 19j+1§j+1Pj117 (7.91)
and the proof is complete. O

Proof of Proposition 7.7(iii). Our goal is to prove the bounds (7.84), which assert that
|Oayrj| < O(1 )LQ]T?JQJP] (7.92)

To do so, we require also bounds on second derivatives of g;, K;, R;. We proceed by induction, with
the induction hypothesis that the bounds (7.84) hold. The induction holds at scale zero since all the
second derivatives are zero. By Lemma 7.9, the induction hypothesis does imply the desired bound
on O,y K1, as well as a bound on BmyRJUH, so we are only left to bound the derivatives of g;41 and

Vj+1.
Differentiation of the recursion relation for g; gives
OuyGir1 = (1 = 2B;9;)0uyg5 — 9302y B — 29;0:9;0yB; — 29;0y9;025;
= 2060290495 + Oryrg,j- (7.93)

The coefficient 3; is independent of vy, and we take the worst case of a-derivatives of 3; in the
following. The terms are bounded by

|02y 95| < ClL4]1929jp] (7.94)
19702y 35| < GOV LYI5p;, (7.95)
1950290y 85] < 3; (ClLZJﬁzgfpﬁ NOLA)pj) = O(C) LY B35} 5, (7.96)
st < QIS5 ) = OCHE Tl (7.97)
|O2yrg,5| < Pj+1Haa:ng+1HL{JH(QH) < O(MCQ)LM"??’QJPJ Pj+17 (7.98)
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where we used Proposition 7.7(i,ii) to bound 0,¢; and Lemma 7.9 to bound 0,yr, ;. Thus we have
the desired bound on 0.yg;4+1 for C] sufficiently large compared to CY.
Each term of

Ouyvjr1 = Oy (1 = AB597)vj + njgj — &397 + 70,5) (7.99)
is bounded similarly, with the important difference that

|0nyrj] < O(L™20)10,, RY, | < OMCy) L2 L7305 (7.100)

Ujr1(ljr1)
instead of (7.98); the first inequality is by (5.43) and the second by Lemma 7.9. This proves the
desired bound on dyyv; 41 for C} sufficiently large compared to C{ and Cj. O

8 (Gaussian integrals, the regulator, and proof of Theorem 5.6

In this section, we prove Theorem 5.6 and prepare for the proof of Theorem 5.7. In Section 8.1,
we define an extended norm which we use to mechanise estimates on derivatives with respect to
V, K, and the mass a. In Section 8.2, we use the extended norm to obtain estimates on mass
derivatives of Gaussian expectations. In Section 8.3, we obtain properties of the regulator G(b, )
of (5.24), which are needed in order to obtain the large-field decay in our estimates for K. The
results of Sections 8.2-8.3 are of a general nature and are potentially applicable to any RG analysis
of hierarchical spin models. In Section 8.4, we prove Theorem 5.6. Finally, in Section 8.5 we obtain
estimates on the building blocks of the RG map @f . These estimates will be assembled in Section 9
where the proof of Theorem 5.7 is concluded.

8.1 The extended norm

To facilitate the control of @f and <I>g together with its derivatives with respect to ¢, V, K, a, as
in [8, Chapter 10] we use an extended version of the semi-norm employed in Section 5. This extended
norm is again defined by (5.22), but with the space Z now given in terms of a new space y(X) by
Z = R" x Y(X). The space Y(X) is the subset of V x F x R consisting of y = (V, K, a) such that
H?JH);(X) < 00, where

V(b "
e {IVO0 [Kbws [y

VK
||( ’ ’a) )\V ’ )\K ? )\a

ly = (8.1)

Here X = (Av, Ak, Aq) is a triple of nonnegative real numbers, and the choice \yy = 0 or Ay = 0
or A\, = 0 simply means the derivative in the corresponding coordinate is not considered. For F'
a smooth function of ¢, V, K,a, we use the extended seminorm HFHTgoy(h 5) given by (5.22) with

Z=R"x Y\ and |(¢,y)|z = max{%, llylly}. The norm contains derivatives of all orders with
respect to ¢, V, K, but we restrict to an arbitrary but fixed finite number p, of a-derivatives in (5.22).
For y = (V,K,a) € D x F x I, we extend the definition of the norm in (5.28) by setting

”FHTG h>\) = Ssup G( ) 1||F(b)HT(py(h7,—\’)a (82)
PER™ '
~9 4
1Pl sy = 1 F gy ey + 357 51 Fllrg gy (83)

with the exponent b defined in (5.41). As usual, we often omit labels for the scale j and write + for
scale j + 1, when only two scales are at play.
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8.2 Mass derivative of the expectation

In this section, we discuss how to control the mass derivative of Gaussian expectations whose covari-
ance has dependence on a. We have already observed around (5.35) that derivatives with respect to
a lead to factors of order L%, and we have compensated for this by equipping the mass interval I;
with norm |z|L?L?/. This is equivalent to taking

Naj =k} kaj = LOL% (8.4)

a,j’

n (8.1), and we often drop the scale j from the notation as usual. Throughout this section, when we
are concerned with the expectation E; = E; 1 with covariance C = Cjy1 = v4 Py (recall (2.9)),
we always assume that

1 )
a> —§L*23 (8.5)

so that vy < %ng . We assume (8.5) explicitly in the statement of Lemma 8.1 for emphasis, but
afterwards we assume it tacitly.

In the following, as in Definition 5.3 we write 0F(¢) = F(¢ + (), where ¢ € R™ and ( is a
(R™)B+_valued Gaussian random variable with covariance C. The next lemma indicates how the
extended norm, which in particular includes derivatives with respect to the mass in the covariance
in E, can be moved under the expectation in an upper bound.

Lemma 8.1. Let B € By and let FB = [loen(p) F'(b) be a product of scale-j polymer activities which
may depend on (V,K) € V x F but not on a. There is a constant C (depending on p, and n but not
on L or a) such that, with A\, = k', and for all h > 0 and all a > —%L*%,

1/2
B
B-072 1, 50 < C BTl PO, (o] (5.6)
Proof. Let Xg = (Av, Ak,0). To simplify the notation, we write F = [Loenm 1FO) 1 ey (B3)"
e+<¢py\Ds

By definition of the T, (h, X)—semlnorm, and by pushing the norm inside the expectation (justified
by [8, (7.3.3)]), we have

Pa Pa 11 dr B
IEOFP|l, 5= = = HDTE+9FBHT 050 S Z T dar E.F. (8.7)
r=0 =0

To proceed, we require good control of mass derivatives of E, F. The proof does not use the specific
form of F until the final step in (8.14), and until then ' can be an arbitrary function of ¢ (with
dependence on ¢, V, K permitted).
The derivative with respect to a of the Gaussian expectation E acts on exp(—%(( , CJ:IC )). Recall
the covariance decomposition (2.7). By (2.6), C;l = 7;1P+ depends on a only through the prefactor
=L %y %L*Qj. It follows that

d

%EJ = —E,[X,F], (8.8)
where 1
Xi(a) =Y, —E4 Yy with Y3 = 5“’ PiQ). (8.9)
The derivative of X is
d
daX+( a)=-E; X, Y,. (8.10)
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It can then be seen from induction that there are constants c, such that

. L _
B P = > B YRR [[EL YT, (8.11)
P =2

where the sum ranges over p = (p,-)?i”l with nonnegative p;, for some m, > 1, such that Z;i”l D =T.
By definition of Yy, and with the integrals over (R”)Ld_l, the expectation in the product over 7
in (8.11) is given by

dPi
dsPi

—35(0,C510) i
et Vg —1)P d s—3n(L4=1) (8.12)

PR, [YP] = (—1)P¢ = .
T+ +[ +] (=1) s=1 fe_%(gc;lg)dg dsPi ls=1

The right-hand side is bounded above by (3nL? + p;)P, so the product over i in (8.11) is bounded
above by O, (L% )""PL. Therefore,
d'f’
da”

EF| < Onn(D)(L%)" max (L) PEL[[VAPF] - (r > 0). (8.13)

Since k" (L4, )" < (2k;1LAL%)" = 2", we can now bound the right-hand side of (8.7) to obtain

[E<OF ;5 < Orn(l) max (L) PE.[[Vi[PF]. (8.14)

0<p<pa

By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality and the bound obtained previously for the expectation of powers of
Y.y, the quantity under the maximum is bounded above by an L-independent multiple of (E+F 2) 12,

Since F' has been assumed to be independent of a, the norm with Xo in F is equal to the norm with
A, so the proof is complete. ]

We need good estimates on polynomials. The following lemma shows that the T, ,-norm of an a-
independent polynomial can be bounded in terms of the Tj ,-norm. The lemma combines [8, Exercise
7.5.2] and [8, Lemma 7.2.2] into one. For its statement, given h > 0 we define

Py(p) =1+ ol/b. (8.15)

Lemma 8.2. With z = (¢,y), suppose that F(z) is an a-independent polynomial in ¢ of degree k,
with coefficients that are functions of y. Then

1F N7, < I1Flz, Py (0). (8.16)

Also, for r < k, the norm of the derivative of F obeys
, 6!
| DGF||rn 1, ,, < 2 ?HFHTM (8.17)
The next lemma is analogous to what appears in [8, Section 7.6], but it needs adaptation since

our norm includes the mass derivative. We exclude p = 0 in its statement because (8.19)—(8.20) hold
trivially in this case. We write

L (d=2)J

m(1 — L7 (8.18)

Ci = Ci00 =
for the diagonal element of the covariance C..
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Lemma 8.3. Let Vi, Vs be even a-independent polynomials on B € By, of degrees at most 2p for some
p>1. Let b > c¢4. There is an L-independent constant C' such that

2
B0V = VBl 05 < O(F) VB, 0P8 () (8.19)

I 4
[Cov+ VB0V Bllr, o5 < € () B, o3 Ve By o P 0). (520

Proof. For the norm which does not measure a-derivatives, (8.19) is proved in [8, Exercise 7.6.2],
and we adapt that proof to our norm which does measure a-derivatives. We use the notation a =
(a1, ,ap) for a multi-index, and we say that « is even if each «; is even. By Taylor’s theorem,

Ey (6V7 — =Y D VS (@E, (8:21)

€D 2<|a\<2p

with the sum restricted to even multi-indices a since otherwise E; (¢ = 0. We use Lemma 8.1 (with
F = (% and ¢ =0, so F is independent of ¢, K,V a) to move the norm inside the expectation, apply
the triangle inequality and the product property of the T, ,-seminorm, and finally use Lemma 8.2 to
conclude that there is an L-independent constant C' such that

B4 (0Vi = Vi)(B)lly., o5 o B @@, ()"

w(5,%)
z€B 2<|a|<2p

(8.22)
2|

The norm ||¢% ||2 is simply (2* for even «, and E;(2* is bounded by a constant times ¢

y(5,X)
by [8, Exercise 2. 1 7} With the worst power of Py, this gives
2p—2 ¢l
BV~ Bl o SCEP@IViBIg 00 > (5)" (629
2<|e|<2p

and then by taking the worst power of ¢, /h (which is at most 1) gives (8.19).
The proof of (8.20) is a similar adaptation of the proof of [8, Lemma 7.6.1], and we omit the
details. O

8.3 Estimates for the regulator

Decay of the nonperturbative coordinate K for large fields is controlled by the regulator G;(y) =
e~le/hil defined in (5.24), where h; = l<,‘()§j_1/4lfdj/4 as in (5.20). As has been emphasised by
Brydges, a good regulator should have a “supermartingale” property (see, e.g., [15, Section 6.5]) which
permits the propagation of estimates as the scale is advanced. In our context, the supermartingale
property is the inequality (8.25) in the next lemma. We choose to implement quartic exponential
decay in the regulator since this is easy to do for the hierarchical model. Quadratic decay would also
be sufficient, and may be best possible in a Euclidean setting.

Lemma 8.4. Fix any ® > 0. For any ¢ € R" and B € B,

H e RlPHGIH /Rt  o—Rlp/het g o [E4]. (8.24)
beB(B)

In particular, for any t > 0 and with & = tk, this gives

E. I G'ho+G) <GL(B.y). (8.25)
beB(B)
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Proof. 1t follows by expansion of [¢ + (|* = [|¢> + (2¢ - ¢ + |(]?)]? that

o+ G* > ol + 4lel*e - G (8.26)

Since ZbeB(B) (p = 0 with probability 1 by (2.14), this implies that

H e FletGlt/ht < LU/t o (8.27)
beB(B)

Now we use the definition h; = k0§;1/4L_dj/4, together with the fact that g4 < g, to see that
L™ = hi%g/54 > hit, (8.28)
which proves (8.24). The supermartingale property (8.25) then follows by taking the expectation. []

For b > 0, we recall the definition

Py(p) =1+ |l/b (8.29)

from (8.15). One usage of the regulator is to control polynomial factors of the form Pé“((p). This is
done via the observation that for any b, k,x > 0 and uniformly in ¢ € R",

PE(p)e ™9 < 05 1(1), (8.30)

since 1 + ¢ is bounded above by a multiple of eF 'R for t > 0. A related domination of polynomial
factors is provided by the next lemma.

Lemma 8.5. Let B € By, be B(B), p>1, andt > 0. If g is sufficiently small (depending on L)
then there ewists cpt, > 0 such that

E(G'bo+@PLe+6) I 6*0e+0) SounGiBe).  (831)
v eB(B),b'#b

Proof. We write c for a (p,t, x)-dependent constant whose value may change from line to line. Let k
be the smallest integer such that 4k > p. We first observe that P}i (p+¢) < c(1+]@/h|P+|Co/hy|P).

We use the fact that h;4 < 2L7h~* together with the fact that ¢ is constant in B (in the second
inequality of (8.32)) to obtain

@ |P @4k 904k
el (el ) < 2 )
+h+ c +h+ c +1%;bh

+ Gy |4 Cor |4\ E
<e(te D25
b b
< C<e~tzb/¢b (era/mt | 3 ‘ib 4’“)' (8.32)
b #£b
From this, we see that
Py (p+G) < (HG o+ Q) +Z’Cb/ ‘) (8.33)

b #£b
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When multiplied by the regulators on the left-hand side of (8.31), the G(b')~' cancels with
G(V)* to produce G(V')!, and we can then apply Lemma 8.4 to get the desired upper bound for
this term. In preparation for the other two terms on the right-hand side of (8.33), let b € B(B),
let ¢ be a nonnegative integer, and let h > 0. By the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, Lemma 8.4,
and [8, Lemma 10.3.1] (to bound the last factor in the second line),

([ 602+ a")t0.0+ |
S <i) [E+(,};[,,G 9+ Cy) ) (b 790+Cb)ztr/2[E+<il>+”)2qr/2
S ¢ (i;) G4 (B, ). (8.34)

For the term |(p/h4|P (so ¢ = p and h = hy), this gives the desired bound immediately since
0y < hy for sufficiently small ¢ (since d > 4). Finally, for the term Zb,#\%’\‘lk (so ¢ = 4k

and h = h), there are L? — 1 terms but we have h not h,, so for sufficiently small § we gain
(04 /h)* < L2d=2)k [ ~(d=4)jk  [=2(d=2) The product of this beneficial factor with the dangerous
factor LY — 1 is bounded for d > 4, and the proof is complete. O

The next lemma gathers and extends estimates from [8] on how norms interact with the expec-
tation. It uses a general inequality from [8, (10.4.5)], namely

IF®l, . 5 < PEOIFG (8.35)

which permits the Ty, , (¢4, X) norm to be bounded in terms of the To,y (4, X) and Tyy(hy, X) norms.

As usual, the fluctuation field ¢ ~ N(0,C4) is constant on blocks b € B(B) and ¢ is constant
on B, and we assume a > —1L7% as in (8.5). Note that on the right-hand side of (8.37) we have
the scale-j regulator G' which is defined with h, but with the 7}, norm used to define the TyG (hst, X)
norm instead uses h .

Lemma 8.6. Let B € B, let F be a polymer activity at scale j, and let FP = HbeB(B) F(b). There
s an L-independent constant C' and an L-dependent constant Cp, such that for any Ay, Ag > 0,

HE+0FBHT s )\) CLHbeB(B HF( )HWO (X)’ (8'36)
HE+9FBHT g X) S <O0G(B a‘P)HbeB HF( )||TyG(h+,X)' (8.37)
Proof. For (8.36), we combine (8.35) with (8.6). With h =/, and ¢ = 0, this gives
1/2
IEOFZ |y, 0,5 <C TT IF®yo 5 (B4 | H @) (8.38)
' beB(B) beB(B

The expectation is bounded by an L-dependent constant, as in [8, (10.4.10)], and the proof of (8.36)
is complete. Finally, for (8.37), we use (8.6) and (8.25) to obtain

/
14072l 0y < C(B+| T ”F Mg, 5@ 0e+@)])
beB(B

< CG(B,p) H IE®) g 1y 5 (8.39)
beB(B)

This completes the proof. ]
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8.4 The perturbative RG map: proof of Theorem 5.6

We now prove Theorem 5.6, which contains the main estimates for the perturbative RG map. Ac-
cording to its definition in (5.17), the remainder for the flow of coupling constants is given by
RU(V,K) = ®Y(V,K) — @, (V). After some algebra (see [8, (9.1.5)]), this can be written as

RY(B) = ~E,0Q(B) + Cov, [0(V(B) - LQ(B)),0Q(B) (8.40)
where
Q) =Loc(e"K)(b),  Q(B)= Y Q). (8.41)
beB(B)

In Lemma 8.7, we bound @, which does not depend on a. The a-dependence of RZ arises after
application of E4 or Covy, and is handled by our extended norm in Lemma 8.8.

Lemma 8.7. For (V,K) € D

15, ) < eV P10 (K |7 + Arc)- (8.42)
Ifh > ¢, 2y <1, and Ak < gp, then for an L-independent constant C,
f) 4
1QW®) g, 05 <C(3) - (8.43)

Proof. The first bound is [8, (9.3.20)]. For (8.43), we first apply [8, (9.3.24)] and then use (8.42) to
obtain

10Oy 05 < (3) 1€z, o5y < (5) Ol (Kl + i) (8.44)

The assumptions on V' and Ay imply that ellV Oz +2v < O(1). Also, by the assumptions on K
and Ag, and since a > 2,

1K Iy + Ak < Crad®p" + Gp < 23p (8.45)

for g small enough compared to Crg (which for now is an arbitrary but fixed L-dependent constant,
to be specified in (9.13)). Since gp¢=* < O(1)h™*, this completes the proof. O

Lemma 8.8. Let (V,K) € D, r1 = ||[V(b)||1,00) + Av, and r2 = ||K(b)HTo(Z) + Ak with Ay < 1. There
is an L-dependent Or,(1) such that, for a > —7L % and Ny = k1,

||R$(B)\|T0’y(g+,x) =O0r(1)(1 + 7y +r9)ra. (8.46)

Proof. We bound the two terms on the right-hand side of (8.40) separately. For the first term, we
use Lemma 8.7, the assumptions on V' and Ay, and ¢ < ¢ (with monotonicity of the norm in /), to
obtain

HQ(B)”T(),ZJ(L”X) < OL(1>T2~ (8.47)

Therefore, by Lemma 8.3,

IE40Q(B) gy, 0, 5) < 1QB) gy 0, 5+ IE+(0Q = (Bl . )
OMIIQB) g, ¢, 5 < Or(1)rs. (8.48)
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Also, again by Lemma 8.3,

1 1
| cov [ovim) = QB0 < OLUMIVE) = 50, ¢, 510z, 0, 5
< OL(1)(r1 +ro)ra. (8.49)
Together, these bounds give the desired estimate and complete the proof. O

Proof of Theorem 5.6. Let d > 4. We wish to prove that under the hypotheses of Theorem 5.6, the
RG remainder obeys the bounds

Myo9332p% (p=0,q=0)
HD\%D?{DQRS{HD—)LQ_(&F) g Mpyq (p 2 07 q 2 ]-) (850)
0 (p=0,q=>3).

For ¢ > 3, the derivatives vanish because by definition RH is only quadratic in K. For the other
cases, we fix r < p, and control derivatives using the extended norm as in [8, (9.2.7)], which gives

. DPlg'r!
IR (8.51)

HDZXZD?{DZ;RZHD—)ZLL( )\p )\q

HTO,y(f%)—\))’
(there is no A, " for the a-derivative because this derivative is included in the norm on the right-hand
side). We apply Lemma 8.8 to bound the right-hand side by (1471 +7r2)r2, with r1 = [V (0) 7,0y +Av
and ry = [[K(b)[|l7() + Ak -

For the case ¢ = O we apply Lemma 8.8 with (/\V, Ar) = (1,0). The fact that (V, K) is in the RG
domain implies that ro = [[K ()|, ) < Cra?33°p®, and also that r| = IV 7y + Ak is bounded.
The conversion of 93§3p® to @if]ipi costs an unimportant multiple of p/p; = L%%, so this gives
the desired estimate for ¢ = 0, with an L-dependent constant M, .

For ¢ > 1 and arbitrary p > 0, we instead use (Av, Ax) = (1,1). Then r1 = [|[V||g,¢) + A is
again bounded, but now ro = || K|z, + Ax is O(1), so we obtain an O(1) bound on the norm on
the right-hand side of (8.51). This Completes the proof. O

8.5 Preliminary bounds for the non-perturbative RG map

Now we turn our attention to the building blocks of <I>ff . The point of departure is to rewrite @f as
a sum of two terms. To do so, we first recall the definition of ) in (8.41) and define

V=v-Q K=K-("-eV), (8.52)
and, for X C B(B) with B € B,

VIB\X)= Y V), KX=]]K®). (8.53)

beB(B\X) beX

Then, exactly as in [8, (10.1.6)], basic algebra leads to

Ky =0%(V,K,a) = Sy + S (8.54)

where
So = ev+IBlE, (e_GV(B) - e_U+(B)>, (8.55)
Sp=emtlB 3 E+9(e—V<B\X>f(X). (8.56)

XCB(B),|X|>1
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Here | X| denotes the number of blocks in X. In this section, we provide bounds on the constituents
of Sy and 57.

For situations in which V' and K are themselves measured using the norm H'HT%y(h,X)’ to avoid
confusion we use the notation V* and K* for the functions

Vi (V,K) =V,  K*:(V,K)— K. (8.57)

Bounds on the norms of these functions are given in [8, (9.3.9) ff.]. We write Cf, for a generic L-
dependent constant whose value is unimportant and may change from line to line. The real numbers
upt and u4 are respectively the vacuum energy components (constant terms) of the perturbative map
®,; and the RG map ® defined in Definitions 5.4-5.5.

Lemma 8.9. Let V € D, Ay < gp, b € B, and let L be sufficiently large. Then

. 11
IV Ol 5y < 246 (8.58)

”To,y(h,X

Proof. The proof is a small modification of the proof of [8, Lemma 9.3.2] to include dimensions d > 4.
Let 7 = $|¢|?, so that V(b) = gr%(b) + v7(b). It suffices to prove that

x 39 x
67 Ol ) < 2 107 Ol 3 < i (8.59)
As in the bound on [8, (9.3.16)],
V(b
wp WM _ pags _ o), (8.60)
. o Rolgp
vev=o IV (0)ll1, )
so that [8, (9.3.17)] gets replaced by
-1
2y g P AN 4 39,4
167 Ol < (35 + 5 )k < 556 (8.61)
using Ay < gp and large L. The bound on ||(v7)*(b)| 1, S follows similarly. O

In the following, when we make reference to results in [8] proved for d = 4, we in fact use the
result generalised to d > 4 using Lemma 8.9 instead of [8, Lemma 9.3.2]. This generalisation is
possible because of the stronger assumptions Ay, A\x < gp (instead of Ay, A\x < g in [8]).

Remark 8.10. Henceforth we assume that the constant kg of (5.20) is sufficiently small depending
only on n (as in [8, Proposition 10.2.1]). In particular, ky < [24(n+2)]7L. In the important constant
St of (8.64), the label “st” stands for stability; the ¢** in the exponential decay is what enables us
to include the regulator in our norm. This ¢ depends only on kg. We choose x small compared to
¢, consistent with our assumption on  in (Ag) and the discussion below (5.24).

Lemma 8.11. Assume (Ag) and Ay, Ax < gp. There is a constant C' and an L-dependent constant
CL, such that the following hold for all p € R™, b€ B, and B € By.:

(i) Forth e {{,h},

CrgpPl(p) (h=1)
IV (®) 7, < {CP,ff(go) b . (8.62)
IVB)llgy 6, 5) < {f”}”) EE _ fl))' (8.63)
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(11) Let ko be sufficiently small. Let t > 0 and s € [0,1], There exists a constant ¢ > 0 (depending
on ko only) such that

e RO 5y < 21T (b <h), (8.64)
e QO xS @AM (g < hy). (8.65)
(iii) For all k < 2%,
IKW®)llg,, 65 < CUE®Iws +Ax), (8.66)
KOy, n5 < CUKOIws +Ax) (307G b, ). (8.67)

Proof. (i) The inequality (8.62) follows from combining [8, Lemma 9.3.1] and (8.16), and (8.63) is
proved as in [8, Lemma 9.3.4].

(ii) We first prove (8.64). For s € [0,1], it follows from the product property of the norm that

||€—t(V*—SQ)(b < ||6_tv*(b)||T%y€t”Q(b)”T<p’y' (868)

Mz, 0 <
The first factor is bounded by the generalisation to d > 4 of [8, Proposition 10.2.1] which does hold
for h < h. For the second factor we follow [8, Lemma 10.2.2], which is stated for h < hy so we verify
that the proof actually permits h < h. Indeed, the proof relies on the estimate [8, (9.3.21)] which is
our Lemma 8.7, and requires h > ¢ (both here and in [8]). We therefore obtain the desired bound
for b € [¢, h], but since [-[|7, @) is monotone in b, it holds also for h € [0, h].

To prove (8.65), we recall from [8, Lemma 10.2.3] that, for h < hy, ¢’ >0, and s € [0, 1],

] PR (8.69)

We rewrite t(V* — sQ)(b) as L=%(V* — sQ)(B), and then apply (8.69) with ¢’ = tL~? In particular,
for b € B. This gives (8.65).

(iii) The first inequality is contained in [8, (10.4.18), (10.4.19)].
For the second inequality, which incorporates our regulator, we first recall from [8, (10.4.16),
(10.4.17)] that

< ||IK*

& oy < S AOIle

v Sup He_(V*_SQ)(b)

HTo,y(h,A) (8.70)

Iz, ., n.5%) Iz, 5%

s€[0,1

We insert (8.64) into this bound, choose x < 2¢%, and recall from (8.30) that P(p)G(b,¢) < O(1).
This gives
1Kl AP g 5, G b 9)?

+ GBI |y a3 (8.71)

1Ky, sy
|

<
<1y 3

It follows as in [8, (9.3.10), (9.3.13)], together with the definition of the extended norm in (8.1), that
1Ky, o5y < 1K Iy + A (300 7 G0, ), (8.72)

which gives
1Ky, o3y < MK Iy + CIE G0, ) + CAk (5740°) T G (b, ). (8.73)

By definition of the norm in (5.28), [[K|lz,x) < (3%74p°)~1G(b, @) || K |[y~. Since G(b,0) = 1, this
gives the desired estimate (8.67) and completes the proof. O
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The following lemma is an extension of [8, Lemma 10.2.4] which includes mass derivatives in the
norm.

Lemma 8.12. Let kg be sufficiently small. Assume (As), \v, \x < gp, and \q = k; 1. There exists
an L-dependent constant Cp,, such that for all B € By, by < hy,t >0, and r < p,,

—tU4 (B t/2 ,—2tc>|p/hy |4
He +( )HT%y(th,X) < 2% le/ht 7, (8.74)
exp (lus|Bllly, 5) <272 (8.75)
D5y = upe)||B] < CLlIK e (8.76)

Proof. For (8.74), by monotonicity of the norm in b, it is sufficient to set hy = hy. We make the
decomposition e+ = ¢=HU+=V)e=tV and use [8, Proposition 10.2.1] (which assumes that ko is
sufficiently small) to bound the norm of e~*V". This gives

—t(Uy—V™*) —tV*

—tU.
™ Nz, 3y < e Toy e 1€ Mz gy )
g exp [tHU+ - V*”Tv,y(h+7x)] 2t/8678tC5t|¢/h+|4. (877)

According to the definition of Uy in (5.14), Uy = @, (V) with &, given by (5.7). We write
Up =V =&,(V) -V 4+ Q and obtain

(Uy —V)(B) =E,[0V(B) — V(B)] — %Loc Var, (V (B)). (8.78)

By Lemma 8.3, by (8.63), and by the fact that Loc is a bounded operator |||z, @) — [I‘llz,m)
(see [8, (7.5.3)] with k = 4), we find that

I 2
I =Bl 05 < C(57) (8.79)

With the bound on @ from (8.43) (for which we assume that g4 is small depending on L to accom-
modate the hypothesis h4 > ¢), and by (8.16), this leads to

10+ =V llg, oy ) S N0+ = Vg, 5Bt (9) SO (L4 2L D) P (0). (8:80)
The small multiple of Pfll+ () this produces in the exponent serves to reduce the 8 in (8.77) to (say)

2. This completes the proof of (8.74).
To obtain (8.75), we simply use

Itz 5y SN0+ = Vg5 (8.81)

Finally, for (8.76), since RY(V, K) = ®Y(V, K) — ®Y(V,0), it follows from the Mean Value Theorem
and the case (p,¢) = (0,1) of Theorem 5.6 (with its constant My ;) that

| D (wr — upe)[|B] < [ DGRE(V, K)let. < Mo || Kl (8.82)
This completes the proof. ]
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9 The non-perturbative RG map: proof of Theorem 5.7

In this section, we prove Theorem 5.7, which we restate here as Theorem 9.1 for easy reference, along
with its assumption (Ag):

(Ap) Let a > 0, let L be sufficiently large, and let x be sufficiently small (the latter
depending only on n). At scale j, let § = g; be sufficiently small depending on L,
and let (V,K) € D =Dj.

Theorem 9.1. Let d > 4. At scale j € {0,--- ,N — 1}, assume (Ag) and let r € {0,...,pa}. There
exists a positive constant Crg such that @f is well-defined as a map D — W* (i.e., the integral
(5.15) converges), and there exist positive My, (for integers p,q > 0) and L-independent M671 such
that

Cra 0% 3% 0% (p=0,9=0)
My 00355 PSP (p>0,q=0)
DP. DI Dok . < PRI T ’ 9.1
H VXK~ a*+ HD—>W+ M(/)JL_ max{2,(d—4)a} (p =0,q= 1) ( )
—p—2(g—1) —p—b(g—
Mo " P (50,031, (pg) £ (0,1)),

We also repeat from (5.41) the definitions:

_J3 (4<d<6) Cfad)-?  @<d<12)
a<d>_{2}f_‘f<1_a(d)) (d > 6), b(d)—{ ?d)) (@3 12), 9.2)

with (d) € (0, 725). These obey

a(d) € (2,3 a(d)— b(d) € (1/2,3/4], (9.3)
and for d > 5,
a(d) 25__ 2 ald) o) < 5 : dd_ n (9.4)

9.1 Structure of proof
Recall the decomposition (8.54), which states that

Ky =35 (V,K,a) = Sy + 51, (9.5)

where
Sp = e™+IBIE, (e—ev(m _ e—wB)), (9.6)
Sp=ewrlBl 3 E+9(6*V<B\X>KX), (9.7)

XCB(B),|X[>1

with |X| the number of blocks in X.

We follow the strategy of [8, Section 10.1], and prove Theorem 9.1 using the following three
propositions. These propositions improve [8, Lemma 10.1.4], [8, Lemma 10.1.5], and the crucial
contraction (the (p,q) = (0,1) case of [8, (10.1.2)]), by replacing the W-norm by the W"-norm and
including dimensions d > 4. We repeatedly use the fact that (Ag) implies

K |we < Cra??3°p" (9.8)
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where the important constant Crg is specified below in (9.13). In the extended norm (8.1), we always
take A\, = k; ' = (L?L%)~! as in (8.4) and fix a finite number p, > 2 of mass derivatives, but we
will vary our choices of Ay and A\g.

Proposition 9.2. Assume (Ag) and suppose that \y, \x < gp. Then
1Soll7, ey 5y < CL93(Gyp4)° (9.9)
o < CLY%(geps )Pt (9.10)

Remark 9.3. The constant Crg occurs in the definition of the domain D that is part of (Ag), so CL,
in Proposition 9.2 potentially depends on Crg. We therefore cannot use Cf, to define Crg. We avoid
any such circularity by defining an L-dependent constant Cp; such that

HSO(‘/? K = O)HTD,y(Z-Q-,X) < Cptﬁi(g-ﬁ-pﬁ-):i) (911)
HSO(Vv K = O>”TG ho X < Cpt@i(g+p+)3/4_ (9-12)
y,+( +> )

Since we are taking K = 0 here, C; does not depend on Crg. We define
Cra = 4pa!Cpy, (9.13)
where p, is the number of mass derivatives included in our norm.

Proposition 9.4. Assume (Ag) and suppose that \y < gp and Ag < /4%, Then
[Stllyye 5 < Crvt (@i + Ax). (9.14)

As we show below, Propositions 9.2 and 9.4 imply Theorem 9.1 except for (p,q) equal to (0,0)
or (0,1). The case (p,q) = (0,1) provides the crucial contraction of the RG map, and the case
(p,q) = (0,0) is proved using this contraction. The crucial contraction requires special attention and
we isolate it now as the following proposition, which, as we will see in the proof of Theorem 9.1, is
slightly stronger than its counterpart in Theorem 9.1. It does not use the extended norm.

Proposition 9.5. Assume (Ag). There is an L-independent M; | such that, uniformly in (V, K,a) € D
and for 0 <r < pg,

|1Ds D@ [y < M, max{L~(4=0), [ ===y, (9.15)
Our restrictions on the powers a and b are used in the following proof. As usual, throughout
this section C, denotes a generic L-dependent constant whose value may change from one line to

another.

Proof of Theorem 9.1. Consider first the cases (p,q) ¢ {(0,0),(0,1)}. By [8, 9.2.8)],

plglr!
HD]\.;D%DZ‘I)fHDaWi < ﬂ”‘l’f\\wn ) (9.16)
)\V)\K Y, +

(the absence of a factor A7, is as in (8.51)). We bound ®§ = Sy+S; by bounding Sy and S separately
using Propositions 9.2 and 9.4.
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For ¢ =0 and p > 1, we apply (9.16) with (Ay, Ax) = (gp,0), together with
||®KHW ) S 150l z) + 151y (5

<OLP | (Gops)® + 3 p+(g+p+)3/ +g+p+]

< CLod g pl. (9.17)

The above holds also for p = 0, but it is not sufficient for this case of (9.1) because it does not
produce the constant Crg. For ¢ > 0, we apply (9.16) with (A\y, Ax) = (§p, §°/*p®), together with

195 e 3 < IS0l sy + 1Sl )
<CLdd [(g+p+) + 37N (G ) G 0% + BN
<O (9.18)
For (p,q) = (0,1), by Proposition 9.5 it suffices to observe that
max{L~(40), =5 4by ¢ - max{2(d—d)a}, (9.19)

Indeed, this is an equality for d = 4, while for d > 4 our assumptions (9.4) on a,b imply that
min{2d — 6, 4 + (d —4)b} > (d — 4)a. Thus Proposition 9.5 is slightly stronger than what is required
for d > 4.

Finally, we consider the remaining case (p,q) = (0,0), whose proof uses the crucial contraction.
We make the decomposition

1D @ (V, K) [y < DG (V. 0)lhwy + | Dy (@ (V, K) — X (V,0)) lhwy, (9.20)

and bound each term separately. For the first term in (9.20), by definition S;(V,0) = 0, so it follows
from Proposition 9.2, Remark 9.3 and the definition of the norm in (8.3) that

r 3 ~ ~9/4 3 ~
D5 (V. 0)llwr < 1O [03 (3404)° + 5705 0% (3404)> )

1 b+3/4
<§C a3 g% o + 0% gt o

CRG'lg+g+,0+> (9.21)

where in the last line we used a < min{3,b+3/4}. For the second term in (9.20), by the Mean Value
Theorem, the bound on Dchf in Proposition 9.5, and the bound on K from (9.8),

DG (@5 (V, K) — ®E(V,0))|lwr < \lK!!WHtS%%]llDZDK‘I’f(Va tK)|lp—wr
€0,

< Cra0®3®p® M}, max{L~(24-6) =5~ (d-4by (9.22)

It suffices now to verify that the right-hand side of (9.22) is bounded above by QC’R(;ﬁ +g 1p%. This
requires some bookkeeping in order to advance the scale. For ¥ and §, the advancement to 0.
and gy is at the cost of an L-independent constant. For d = 4, in which case p = 1, this cost is
overcome by the L~2 on the right-hand side of (9.22) with L taken sufficiently large (recall that Mg,
is independent of L) to reduce the right-hand side of (9.22) to ICRgﬁ+g+p+ For d > 4, we need
the powers of L on the right-hand side of (9.22) also to overcome the ratio (p/p;)® = L(@=4¢  For
this, it is sufficient if we have both

d
2d—6 > (d—4)a and §+(d—4)b > (d—4)a. (9.23)
Both of these are guaranteed by (9.4), and the proof is complete. O
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In the remainder of Section 9, we present the proofs of Propositions 9.2, 9.4, 9.5. We start in Sec-
tion 9.2 with the short proof of the bound on Sy, Proposition 9.2. The bound on Sy, Proposition 9.4,
is obtained in Section 9.3. In Section 9.4, we obtain the crucial contraction estimate, Proposition 9.5,
which relies on a careful decomposition of S; and the computation of its K-derivative. Throughout,
we rely on the estimates of Section 8.5.

9.2 Bound on S;: proof of Proposition 9.2

Proof of Proposition 9.2. Assume (Ag) and suppose that Ay, Axg < gp. We proceed as in [8, Sec-
tion 10.3.2] with the important improvement that our norm includes the regulator, which is absent
in [8].

We start with the formula [8, (10.3.10)], which states that

Sy = e-U+(B)+uslBl <8 (Var, 0V (B))” + E+A3(B)>, (9.24)

where A3(B) = —%(5‘7(3))3 01 e_t‘SV(B)(l — 1)2dt with 6V = 0V (B) — U, (B). Tt suffices to prove
that

le U+(B)+u+|B||| Ty < < % —2c>t\w/h+\4 (9.25)
. C0? =/
[Vary 67(B)lp, o 5 < 191310 P (9) (b = L4) (9.26)
AN CL19+9+P+P (@) (b+ = hy),
~ y Cro%glpt Pl () (by =04)
le™ U+ B He IR, Al %) S {C 193+~3+/4+3/4 T (9.27)
: 19¢ L GH(B,p) (b4 = hy).

Indeed, for h— = h, the product of the exponential factor in (9.25) and the polynomial factor P,
in (9.26) combine to produce a regulator, since, as in (8.30),

P (p)e et <0G (B, ). (9.28)

For b, = /4, to prove (9.9) we only need to consider ¢ = 0 and no role is played by P, (0) =
G4+(B,0) = 1.

The bound (9.25) follows from Lemma 8.12. Also, by (8.63) and Lemma 8.3, the bound (9.26)
holds for ¢ = 0, and hence it also holds in general by Lemma 8.2 because Vary 8V (B) is a polynomial
of degree four.

For (9.27), we observe that

~Uy(B)4uy|B
e +(B)4u+| |E+A3||T%y(h+,5()
<L HE . (517(B)sef(Urm(B)ftW(B))

6 tE[O 1 vay(h+vx)
<Cp sup  sup HE+6V(b1)6V(b2)5V(b3) [[e @ ®-0ve) .
te[0,1] b1,b2,b3€B e B T,y (b+,2)

(9.29)

u /
@wmmwwwﬁww+wwwmy

tel0,1)b’eB

where we used 0V (B) = Y beB 5V (b) for the second inequality and Lemma 8.1 for the third inequality.
The exponent in the product over b on the right-hand side of (9.29) can be rewritten as

—(Uy —uy ) (b) —t6V (D) = uy (b) 4+ (1 — )U(b) — tOV (D). (9.30)
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The term u4 (b) is insignificant, even after taking the product over blocks b, due to (8.75). For the
other terms, we use (8.74) with #' = (1 —)L~%, and also (8.65), to see that

—(1-t)Uy —tOV

le ® Iz, o, 3 lle ® Iz, 0, 5

< (2(1—t)L_d/26—2(1—15)11_%“\@/h+|4) (QtL_d/4e—4tCStL_d|(<P+Cb)/h+|4) ] (9.31)

The product over b of the above expression is bounded above by a multiple of

20t |o/hy [* (=4t L= 37, [(9+Cp) /Ry | (9.32)

Since L*dhjr4 > %h*‘l, it follows from the almost sure bound of Lemma 8.4 that the above two factors
combine in an upper bound to produce the regulator G% (B, ¢) (for £ small compared to ¢**). This
can be factored out of the expectation and after the square root it gives G2 (B, ¢). What remains is
the square root of

~ C 6
E+H5V(b/)”6TM(h+7X) < C(ﬁ) IV, 0. Py (9) E+ P2 (G), (9.33)

where we used an adaptation of [8, Proposition 7.6.4] for the inequality. The factor JEJrPezf((b) is

bounded by a constant by [8, Lemma 10.3.1]. By (8.62) and the definitions of ¢, (recall (8.18)) and
o . 5 . > .1/4 1/4

hy, the combination (;—i)%V(b)Hgﬂoyy(m) gives (U1g4+ps)® for by = £, and gives (19+g+/ p+/ )6 for

h4+ = hy which, after taking the square root, is what appears in (9.27). Finally, if h1 = h4 then we

use one of our two regulators to control Pﬁ(cp)GJr(B ,¢) < C, whereas if hy = ¢ then we neglect
the regulators and simply conserve the polynomial Pelf(cp). This completes the proof. O

9.3 Bound on S;: proof of Proposition 9.4
Proof of Proposition 9.4. For |X| > 1, we define

F(B,X) = e"+IBIE, 0(e V(BN X) (9.34)

so that S1 =} xcp|x>1 F(B, X). We first prove the estimates

33 ~ X
IF(B X) g, o, 5 < Cr(@25%50% + Ak) ™, (9.35)
1F B, Xz, n, 5y < CLG(Boo) (B33 07~ + A (3% ") ™) . (9.36)

By (8.75) the norm of exp(uy|B|) is bounded by a constant so we only have to bound the norm of
E f(e~V(B\X) (X)),
We start with (9.36). Since V = V* — Q, and since L=4ht > Th™4, (8.64) gives
~V(b
[0y 05 <CClg)  BEB). (9.37)

This bound, together with (8.37), (8.67), and our hypothesis that || K|y~ < Cra®2§°p®, imply
HEJree_V(B\X)KX||Tw,y(h+j) < CrG4(B, ) H He_v(b) ||TyG(h+,X) H Hk(b) ||TyG(h+,X)

beB\X beX
< CLG (B, ) (@50 + A (5 p0) "1 XL, (9.38)
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Thus we have (9.36). Similarly, use of (8.36) instead of (8.37) gives
[Eroe P EORX) <o TT e e, TTIKG) s,
beB\X beX
< CL@Fp" + M), (9.39)
where we used (8.65) and (8.66) in the second inequality. This gives (9.35).

Next, we bound the sum S1(B) =} ycpp), x)>1 F'(B, X). For this, we give a name to factors
occurring on the right-hand sides of (9.35)-(9.36):

P3G p" + Ak (hs = £4)
f+) = S 23754 o N _ (9.40)
P3G po0 + A (74" 71 (b4 = hy).
Then
||51(B)||To,y(e+,X) < (g Z f(@)IX\ = CL((l + f(eJr))lB(B)l _ 1)_ (9.41)
XCB(B),|X|>1
Since Ag < §%/4p® < 1, we have f(l4) < 2, so there is a constant Cp, such that
(1+ fe )P — 1 < ) — 1 < Opf(ey), (9.42)
and hence
‘|SI(B)HTM(4+7X) S CLf(ly). (9.43)

A similar computation applies with |[-[| (¢,.%) replaced by Nl J(hy 5 but with a factor G4 (B, ¢),
Y ) P )
so that

151(B)llz, , h, 5y < CLG+(B, @) f(hy). (9.44)

This is the desired conclusion. O

9.4 Contraction of (IDf : proof of Proposition 9.5

We now prove Proposition 9.5, which is the contraction estimate that is crucial for the repeated
iteration of the RG map when started at or near the critical point. Our goal is to prove that the K-
derivative of @f (V, K) is bounded above by an L-independent multiple of the maximum of [~ (2d-6)

and L—2— (@4 (each is L=2 when d = 4). We again use the decomposition
Ky =0%(V,K,a)=S)+ 5 (9.45)

of (8.54). In the following lemma we see that the K-derivative of Sy is negligible in the sense that it
can be made smaller than any L-dependent constant (upon choosing ¢ small enough).

Lemma 9.6. Let ¢, be any small L-dependent constant and assume (Ag). Then for 0 < r < p,,
1Da D Sollp—wr < e (9.46)

Proof. By Proposition 9.2 with the choice Ax = gp, and by using the norm to bound the K-derivative
as in (9.16),

1D D Sollws < CLAG %33 pY = CLitatp?. (9.47)

Since we assume that ¢ is small (depending on L), and since g4 < g by the recursion and Theorem 5.6,
we have the desired conclusion. O
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9.4.1 Extraction of linear term

It remains to bound the K-derivative of S7. For this, we extract from S; its linear term in K, as
in [8, (10.5.9)—(10.5.10)], namely

S =e"tBIE LK + &, (9.48)
with
LK(B) = Y (e—V<B>(1 - Loc)(ev(b)K(b))) (9.49)
beB(B)

and with £ then implicitly defined. By definition, S; is zero when K is zero, as is £.

While the optimal bound on DgE LK with correct L dependence requires careful treatment,
the contraction of £ is relatively easy because £ comprises terms that are at least second order in K.
The bounds we need are summarised in the following lemmas, whose proofs are given respectively
in Sections 9.4.2 and 9.4.3. As we show below the statement of the lemmas, they quickly imply
Proposition 9.5.

Lemma 9.7. Assume (Ag) and ||K”Wj < 00. There is an L-independent constant C' > 0 such that,
Jor 0 <r < pq,

| DLELOLK (B)llws < Cmax{L 0, L300 K|y (9.50)

Lemma 9.8. Assume (Ag). For 0 <r < p,, the Fréchet derivative of D,E(V,-) : W* — WY wanishes
at K =0.

Proof of Proposition 9.5. We seek a bound on the norm of D K@f . By the Mean Value Theorem,

| DG DL (V, K) wr s

<D DR (V,0) s + tSEP”HDZD%(@f(Vv LK) loweyzwr [ K s (9.51)
€0,

For the second term we apply Theorem 9.1 with (p,q) = (0,2) (recall that this follows from Propo-
sitions 9.2 and 9.4, so our argument is not circular here), and obtain

~—9/4 _ ~ ~ _
1D5 D3 @ (Vi tK) [ owry2 sy [ K e < Mo 237y o7 Cred®p® < OL(3%*p"7). (9.52)

The right-hand side is smaller than any small fixed L-dependent constant, for g sufficiently small.
For the first term in (9.51) we use & = Sy + S1, Lemma 9.6, and Lemma 9.8, to see that

IDE DX (V, 0)lwrswy < ID5DieSo(V 0)lwe—sws + (1D D S1(V; 0) sy
< e+ ||DDrePIELOLK (B)|lwr s, (9.53)

where €y, is as small as desired. Since LK is linear in K, the Fréchet K-derivative of E40LK in
direction K is simply E46LK. Then, since up; does not depend on K, and using the estimates
(8.75)—(8.76) to bound ert!Bl together with Lemma 9.7, we obtain finally that

| Dy D@ (V, ) oy < Cmasc{ L2470, [ =500y, (9.54)

once we take £, < max{L~(2¢=6), L_g_(d_4)b}. This completes the proof. O
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9.4.2 Contraction of L: proof of Lemma 9.7

The following lemma from [8] is at the heart of the proof of contraction. It is used to implement
the idea that (1 — Loc)F contains only irrelevant contributions which contract under change of scale.
Note that this good operator 1 — Loc appears explicitly in (9.49).

Lemma 9.9. /8, (10.5.11)] Let F' : R™ — R be O(n)-invariant and b =4’ > 0. Then

h'\6 6

— n < — / . .

(= Lo0)Fllz, ) < 2() Py(9)° sup [1Flz, (9.55)
We decompose the operator £ from (9.49) as
. 21 . .
LK =) acl(vqu?() + LoK, (9.56)
q=0
where
LVIE)B) = Y (e‘V(B)(l—Loc)(VqK)(b)), (9.57)
beB(B)
. 1 .
_ -V (B) _ Vi1 _ N e/

LoK(B) = bEBZ(B) (e (1 - Loc) [(e 1=V -3V )K} (b)). (9.58)

(This decomposition is different from that in [8, (10.5.16), (10.5.17)].) We prove contraction estimates
for £ (VqK) and LK in Lemmas 9.10 and 9.11, respectively. These estimates then imply Lemma 9.7,
as we show at the end of this section. The next two lemmas, Lemmas 9.10-9.11, involve extensions
of and small corrections to [8, Section 10.5]. The extensions are improvements due to the inclusion
of our regulator in the norm.

Lemma 9.10. Assume (Ag) and | K ||y < co. There is an L-independent C' such that for 0 < r < p,
and for bounded q > 0,

| DL 0L (VIE)(B)7y(e,) < CL™ PO Koy, (9.59)
| DSE 0Ly (VIE)(B)llges ) < CL™ 2| Kllrog,. (9.60)

Proof. By the triangle inequality and the definition of £,

IDiEL6Ly (V) (B) 1,5, < L' supl| D40 B0~ Loe) (VIE) B,y (961)

By Lemma 8.1, after writing the above integrand as a product over blocks in B we obtain

| DSELOL(VIK)(B)|7, . )

V(' . 1/2
< osw (B (TT1e™NE, .o 0I0 = Lo VIR)OIE,  60))| - (962)
b/

The potentially dangerous entropic factor L? is more than cancelled by good powers of L arising
from 1 — Loc. To see this, we first note that it follows from (9.55) that

. §] 6 .
1020V O 00 < O(F) B0+ G) 500 1K@ (969
€ )

91



where we used Lemma 8.11(i) to bound the norm of V7 by an L-independent constant. Also, by
(8.65) (with r < 2¢)

1™ i, ) <27 G0 0+ ). (9.64)
Since (%)6 = O(L34=2)) and (T*) = O(L~3%2), this leads to
| DLELO0L1 K (B) |1, )

. 1/2
7p(h7h+) , 2
< O(L00)) sup [m(]bjc: 9+ )R (so+<b>t%||K<b>u%gb)(m)} . (9.65)

where p(/,{4) = 2d — 6 and p(h, hy) =d/2.
For the case h = h, since HKHTt(vﬂrcb)(h) < [[K || (ny by definition of the norm, it follows that

. B . 1/2
IDE LK (B) Iz, < O™ )| Kllragy sup [B+ (TG00 + @) P (0 +a))]
b/

< O(L™?)||K ||pe )G+ (B, @), (9.66)

where the second inequality follows from Lemma 8.5. This proves (9.60).
Finally, for the case h = ¢ with ¢ = 0, the regulators equal 1. Also, by (8.35) (at scale j),

sup 1Kl 0 < PIO(GIK Ibwo < PIXGIR by (9.67)
€l0
Then (9.65) becomes
: o ) 1/2
| Dy 0L K (B) e, < O(L™ )| e |4 PE2(G)| (9.68)

Since the expectation of Pff(cb) is bounded by [8, Lemma 10.3.1], we obtain (9.59) and the proof is
complete. ]

Lemma 9.11. Assume (Ag) and | K ||y« < co. There is an L-independent C' such that for 0 < r < pq,

| DIEL 0L K (B) |0,y < CL™O K [y, (9.69)
| DSEL 0L K (B) g0 g,y < CL™Y2|K [y, (9.70)
Proof. Let Fyy = (¢ —1 -V —V?2/2). Since the Taylor expansion of Fy in ¢ vanishes up to degree

five, 1 — Loc acts as the identity on FVK and e~V Fy,, and thus

L,K(B)= Y e "B (b)K (D)
beB(B)

= Y e VBWE®B)(1 - Loc)(e VO Fy (b)). (9.71)
beB(B)

By the triangle inequality and Lemma 8.1,

IDFEL0L K (B) |1,

Y 1/2
< 0L sup B+ (IK O, |1~ Locke " O R 0)IE, o T NE, L 00)]
b #£b
(9.72)
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By Lemma 9.9 and Lemma 8.11(i,ii),

v h+\6 56 -V
(1 - Loc)e FVHTWCb(m) < 2<?) Py (o4 G) t?[iﬁ} e FVHTtWCb)(h)

< OL™POIN P (o +¢,), (9.73)

for either (h,H') = (¢,44) or (h,hy), where again p(¢,¢1) = 2d — 6 and p(h, hy) = d/2. With (9.64),
this gives

| DyELOL2K (B)l7:, 5,
B . 1/2
< O(L7P0:5+)) sup [E+(\\K||?r¢+<b(h+)Pr}f(90 +6) [J G0, 0+ Cb/))] : (9.74)
b/ #b
For h = h, it follows from h4 < h and the monotonicity of the T;,(h)-norm in b that ”KHTwcb(th) <
1K N2, o, () < K 76 G(b, 0+ ), s0
| DFELO0L2K (B)||7:, (s )

. 1/2
< O(L )| K| pes sup [E+ (G(b, 0+ G)Pal(e+G) [[ G0 o+ & )4)} . (9.75)
b/ £b

The supremum on the right-hand side is at most G (B, ¢) by Lemma 8.5, so this proves (9.70).
For h = ¢ and ¢ = 0, we apply (8.35) to see that

1Kz, 0y < I1EKlz, (0 < PG IK lwo < PG [y (9.76)

After substitution of this into in (9.74), we bound all regulators by 1, and then the expectation is
bounded. This proves (9.69). O

Proof of Lemma 9.7. By definition of the W* norm in (8.3),
r . r . ~9 4 r .
IDLEL LK (B) |y = | DyELOLK (B)llgye,) + 3 PLIDLELOLK (B)llre . )- (9.77)

With the decomposition (9.56), Lemmas 9.10 and Lemma 9.11 imply that there is an L-independent
C such that

IDLEL LK (B)|lws < C(L™C + L72(g, /5 (p+/p)°) | K [ (9.78)
Since g+/g <1l and ps/p = L~(@=4) this gives the desired result with its maximum of L~(24=6) and
L4, =
9.4.3 Vanishing derivative of £: proof of Lemma 9.8
Let
Ab) =e VO 14+ Q) —e??),  Q(b) = Loc(e" O K (b)). (9.79)
It follows from the definition of £ in (9.48) and basic algebra, exactly as in [8, (10.5.10)], that
E=A1+ A+ Ag, (9.80)
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with

Ay = ("Bl — el BhE, oL K, (9.81)

Ay =eIB N EL0(e VB A®)), (9.82)
beB(B)

Ay=elPl N B VPV EX), (9.83)

XCB(B),|X|>2
Although the formula for £ appears complicated, only crude estimates are needed.
Proof of Lemma 9.8. Since £ = 0 when K = 0, it suffices to prove that
IDGEV, K)lwy < ClIK 3y (9.84)

for || K ||y~ sufficiently small. Since we are letting K tend to zero with L and § held fixed, we can
and do permit the above constant C' to depend (badly) on L and g, and we use C' throughout the
proof as a generic such constant. For (9.84), it suffices to prove that, for i € {1,2, 3},

D58V, K)o,
IDLAV Bl o,

CIIK [y, (9.85)
CIEw= Kl 7o - (9.86)

NN

We proceed as in the proof of [8, (10.5.29)—(10.5.30)], with adaptations in particular to accommodate
our regulator.

For Ay, we see from (9.59) that [|[DgELOLK |7,y < CfK|[w~ and ||D£]E+9£K||Tc+(h+) <

ClK|rcpny- Also, (8.75)~(8.76) give lew+IBl — euwntlBl| < C||K|w~. This proves the A; case of
(9.85)—(9.86).
For Ag, we first apply Lemma 8.6 and then use (8.65) to see that

D80V K ) < € supl| A®)wg TT 6™ g < Csupll AG) e (9.87)
b'#£b
D85V K)llgo i,y < Csupl A roqn,) [L1e™" @ llroq,) < CsuplA@)lron,). (059
b £b

for sufficiently small g. Note that the regulator is G in (9.88), not G+. By Taylor’s Theorem,

1
A(b) = —e~VOQ(b)2 / (1— 8)esQ®) g, (9.89)
0
SO
IAD) 17,y < NA®) 7,0 < 1QRWIT, 5 sz%p1} le= VDO 7 gy (9.90)

By [8, (9.3.19)], |QO®)[I1,@) < C||K(b)HTO(b)P,;1(cp). With (8.64) for the exponential factor, this gives
— Cst 4 _ Cst 4
1AWD) 17,4, < CIEO)1F, )Py (p)e™ 1M < O K (b) |7, gy 67> 1/ (9.91)
Thus for & < 2¢%,

IA®) Iyey) < CIENTy @0, [AGrem,) < CIE 7y (9.92)
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This proves the required bounds on Ay, since we are not concerned with the factor (§p°)~! required
to bound ||KHT0(h) by || K|y~

Finally, Ag is similar to Ay, but with A(b) on the right-hand sides of (9.87)—(9.88) now replaced
by K with |X| > 2. Since ||KHW9r < |IK|lwo < ||K||we, the analogue of (9.87) gives the ¢ = 3
version of (9.85). Since ||K||lpa s,y < [[K|lpa ), the analogue of (9.88) gives the i = 3 version of
(9.86). The sum over X has an L-dependent number of terms, but this does not matter, and the
sum is dominated by |X| = 2 as K — 0. Also, the factor (§p®)~! needed to convert the 7% (h) norm
to the W* norm does not matter. This proves the Ag case of (9.86) and completes the proof. 0

A Monotonicity of the universal profile f,

The universal profile f,, is introduced in Section 1.5.2. Plots of f,, are given in Figure A.1.
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Figure A.1. Plots of the universal profile f,

Lemma A.1 proves elementary monotonicity properties of the universal profile f,. For its state-
ment we define s}, = sup{s : (n + 2) fr+2(s) + s = 0}; s} = —oo unless n < 0.

Lemma A.1. For n € [-2,00) and s > s}, the universal profile f,(s) is strictly decreasing both as a
function of s and as a function of n.

Proof. We first prove monotonicity in s. For n = 0, —2, the functions fy(s) = I1(s) and f_a(s) =
% are monotone in s by definition. For k > 0, we define the probability measure duy s(z) o<

=35 42 on (0,00). Then for n > 0 we have nf,(s) = [;° @*dpn,s, s0

2
Qn%fn(s) = — /m4dun,5 + (/ xzdums) ) (A1)

Notice that, for any strictly increasing functions f and g,

_1
xk:fle 7T

pro(19) = ko es(@) = 5 [ [ @) (7@) ~ @) o)~ 9w) >0, (A2)

(this is the FKG inequality with strict inequality) so we obtain 4 f,(s) < 0. For n € (-2,0), by
(1.66) it is sufficient to prove that

d
o (n 4 2) frya(s) > -1 if s> s7. (A.3)
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By (A.1) and (1.62), we have

a Luis(s) | (Tuss(s))?
2 2)— = —
(n+2) s fnea(s) = =70 + (In+1(s)>
= —(n+2) + 5(n + 2) faya(s) + ((n+2) fasa(s))”. (A4)
But since s + (n + 2) f12(s) > 0 for s > s¥, we see that (n + 2)L f, 1 o(s) > — 22 > —1.
Finally, for the monotonicity in n, for £k > —1 and ¢ > 0 we have

d Igvi(s) g / /
il - 1 - a 1 .
ak I(s) /at og x dpi s 2l ogxdurs | >0 (A.5)

where the final inequality follows from (A.2). (Note that this proves that the profile ¥, (s) in (1.33)
is monotone increasing in n > 0.) Therefore, by (1.63) and by (A.5), for all n > —2 we have

d 1 d In+3(8) )

— = — 0. A.6

dn fu(s) _ dn (InH(S) Ts) (4.6)
This proves the desired monotonicity in n, and the proof is complete. ]

A cursory examination of Figure A.1 may suggest that f,, is convex but this is misleading:
Figure A.2 shows that s — fi(s) + s is not convex and hence neither is f.

fi(s)+s

Figure A.2. Plot of fi(s) + s illustrating lack of convexity of fi(s) + s and hence of f1(s).

B Self-avoiding walk: proof of Propositions 1.5-1.6

In this section we prove Propositions 1.5-1.6, which we restate here as Propositions B.1-B.2.

Proposition B.1. For self-avoiding walk on the complete graph, as N — oo,
XN(NTH L= s(2N)72) ~ 2N) 2 fo(s) (s €R). (B.1)

Proof. 1t is proved in [56, Theorem 1.1] on the basis of an exact rewriting of the susceptibility in
terms of the incomplete Gamma function, that, as N — oo,

YS(NTH1L = s(2N)"1/2)) ~ Nl/Q\/ZeSQ/‘*erfc(s/Q), (B.2)

96



where the complementary error function is defined for = € R by erfc(x) = % [ e~ dt. With the
change of variable y = 22/2 in the definition of I; in (1.60), we see that

fo(s) =Ii(s) = e1s” / e~ Wts/2? gy — \27?652/4 erfc(s/2). (B.3)
0
This proves (B.1). O

A detailed analysis of self-interacting walk on the complete graph is given in [10]. Although the
emphasis in [10] is on elucidating the phase diagram for a model with tricritical behaviour, much
of [10] applies more generally and in particular to the continuous-time weakly self-avoiding walk.
The critical point v, = v.(g) is characterised in [10, Definition 1.2] in terms of the effective potential
V :[0,00) — R, defined by

V(t) =t —1log(1+ v(t)), v(t) = /OOO 6_952_”56_5\/§I~1(2\/§) ds, (B.4)

as the choice of v, for which V/(0) = 0, V//(0) > 0 (the subscript ¢ denotes evaluation at v.). Here
I is the modified Bessel function of the first kind (the tilde is used to avoid confusion with I of
(1.60)), and V(0) = 0 since I;(0) = 0. See Figure B.1 for an illustration. In the following theorem,
we apply the results of [10] to prove that the profile fy(s) arises for the susceptibility in this model
in its critical window. Note that the profile is independent of the value of g > 0, as we have also seen
for n > 1 in Corollary 1.4.

0.1 T T T T T 01 T T T T T 0.1
0.05 0.05 —/ 0.05
0 0 0 \—//
-0.05 -0.05 -0.05
01 0.1 01
0 0.1 02 0.3 0.4 05 06 0 01 02 03 04 0.5 06 0 0.1 02 0.3 04 05 06

Figure B.1. Effective potential V' vs ¢ for g =1 and v = —1.1, —1.2, —1.3. The critical value is close to —1.2.

Proposition B.2. There are positive constants A1, Ay such that

lim N~V WSAW (o, + sN~Y2) = A1 fo(has) (s € R). (B.5)

N—oo

Proof. At the critical point v, it is proved in [10, Theorem 1.3] that Gog(v.) — 1 as N — oo, whereas
Goi1(ve) is of order N —1/2 Thus, at the critical point, Goo does not contribute to the leading order
of x, which is x(v.) ~ NGoi. We now extend this to the scaling window v(s) = v. +sN~1/2.

The combination of [10, (3-5))] and [10, (3-17)] gives the formula

Goi(v) = /0 v (NV'(t)F(t,t) — O F(t,t)) dt, (B.6)
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with F(t1,t2) = (1 — V'(¢1))?t2. Integration by parts then gives

* d
_ —NV(t) _
G()l(l/) = /O (& (th(t, t) 81F(t, t)) dt

= / e NV, F (¢, 1) dt
0

= /OO e NV —V'(1))2dt. (B.7)
0

(This integration by parts was not done in [10]; its use would simplify some computations in [10].) We
use prime and dot to denote derivatives with respect to t and v, respectively. By Taylor expansion
in the variable s, as N — oo we have

V(o) (8) = Velt) + Va(t)sN 2 + O(s>N ). (B.3)
The integral on the right-hand side of (B.7) is dominated by its behaviour near t = 0 because V/
grows at least linearly as ¢ — oo by [10, Proposition 1.1], so we may restrict the integral to a finite
interval and use (B.8) and [53, Ex. 4.1, p.333] to evaluate the asymptotic form of Go; in the window.
In the notation of [53, Ex. 4.1, p.333], and with (B.8), we have
p(t) ~ P2, s(t) = St, r(w,t) = O(), a(N,t) = (1 - V/())2 ~1,
1 .
P = §VC”(O), S=-V/(0)s, pn=2 o=1, A=1. (B.9)

With Fi the Faxén integral (1.67), we conclude that

_ _ : _ 1
XN (ve + sNTV2) ~ NGy (ve + sN™1?) ~ NFi(}, 3 5P UQ)W' (B.10)
According to (1.68), Fi(3, 3;u) = 21 (—u) = 2fo(—u), and therefore we arrive at
_ 2 V/(0)
WSAW 1/2y | arl/2 c
XN v+ sN ) o N2 s o (S(;vg(O))l/Q)’ (B.11)
which identifies the constants A;, A2 and completes the proof. O

Acknowledgements

We thank Tom Hutchcroft for a preliminary version of [43] and for discussions about boundary
conditions for the hierarchical lattice. We are grateful to Roland Bauerschmidt for discussions, to
Yucheng Liu for comments concerning Appendix B, and to Tim Garoni for comments on a preliminary
draft. We thank Ralph Kenna for comments on a preliminary draft and for advice concerning the
physics literature. The work of EM and GS was supported in part by NSERC of Canada. JP
was partially supported by the FEuropean Research Council under the European Union’s Horizon
2020 research and innovation programme (grant agreement No. 851682 SPINRG), and gratefully
acknowledges the support and hospitality of the University of British Columbia and of the Pacific
Institute for the Mathematical Sciences in Vancouver during part of this work.

98



References

1]

2]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

M. Aizenman. Geometric analysis of ¢* fields and Ising models, Parts I and II. Commun. Math.
Phys., 86:1-48, (1982).

M. Aizenman and H. Duminil-Copin. Marginal triviality of the scaling limits of critical 4D Ising
and \¢} models. Ann. Math., 194:163-235, (2021).

M. Aizenman and R. Fernandez. On the critical behavior of the magnetization in high dimen-
sional Ising models. J. Stat. Phys., 44:393-454, (1986).

M. Aizenman and R. Graham. On the renormalized coupling constant and the susceptibility in
¢1 field theory and the Ising model in four dimensions. Nucl. Phys., B225 [FS9]:261-288, (1983).

R. Bauerschmidt, D.C. Brydges, and G. Slade. Scaling limits and critical behaviour of the
4-dimensional n-component |¢|* spin model. J. Stat. Phys, 157:692-742, (2014).

R. Bauerschmidt, D.C. Brydges, and G. Slade. Critical two-point function of the 4-dimensional
weakly self-avoiding walk. Commun. Math. Phys., 338:169-193, (2015).

R. Bauerschmidt, D.C. Brydges, and G. Slade. Logarithmic correction for the susceptibility of
the 4-dimensional weakly self-avoiding walk: a renormalisation group analysis. Commun. Math.
Phys., 337:817-877, (2015).

R. Bauerschmidt, D.C. Brydges, and G. Slade. Introduction to a Renormalisation Group Method.
Springer, Singapore, (2019). Lecture Notes in Mathematics Vol. 2242.

R. Bauerschmidt, J. Park, and P.-F. Rodriguez. The Discrete Gaussian model, I. Renor-
malisation group flow at high temperature. To appear in Ann. Probab. Preprint, https:
//arxiv.org/pdf/2202.02286.pdf, (2022).

R. Bauerschmidt and G. Slade. Mean-field tricritical polymers. Probab. Math. Phys, 1:167-204,
(2020).

R. Bauerschmidt, G. Slade, A. Tomberg, and B.C. Wallace. Finite-order correlation length
for 4-dimensional weakly self-avoiding walk and |p|* spins. Ann. Henri Poincaré, 18:375-402,
(2017).

B. Berche, T. Ellis, Y. Holovatch, and R. Kenna. Phase transitions above the upper critical
dimension. SciPost Phys. Lect. Notes, 136:paper 60, (2022).

P. M. Bleher and P. Major. Critical phenomena and universal exponents in statistical physics.
On Dyson’s hierarchical model. Ann. Probab., 15:431-477, (1987).

P. M. Bleher and Ya. G. Sinai. Investigation of the critical point in models of the type of Dyson’s
hierarchical models. Commun. Math. Phys., 33:23-42, (1973).

D.C. Brydges. Lectures on the renormalisation group. In S. Sheffield and T. Spencer, edi-
tors, Statistical Mechanics, pages 7-93. American Mathematical Society, Providence, (2009).
IAS/Park City Mathematics Series, Volume 16.

D.C. Brydges and J.Z. Imbrie. End-to-end distance from the Green’s function for a hierarchical
self-avoiding walk in four dimensions. Commun. Math. Phys., 239:523-547, (2003).

99


https://arxiv.org/pdf/2202.02286.pdf
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2202.02286.pdf

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]
[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

D.C. Brydges and J.Z. Imbrie. Green’s function for a hierarchical self-avoiding walk in four
dimensions. Commun. Math. Phys., 239:549-584, (2003).

D.C. Brydges and G. Slade. A renormalisation group method. IV. Stability analysis. J. Stat.
Phys, 159:530-588, (2015).

D.C. Brydges and G. Slade. A renormalisation group method. V. A single renormalisation group
step. J. Stat. Phys, 159:589-667, (2015).

F. Camia, J. Jiang, and C.M. Newman. The effect of free boundary conditions on the Ising
model in high dimensions. Probab. Theory Related Fields, 181:311-328, (2021).

J. Cardy. Scaling and Renormalization in Statistical Physics. Cambridge University Press,
Cambridge, (1996).

J. Cardy, editor. Finite-Size Scaling. North Holland, Amsterdam, (1998). Current Physics—
Sources and Comments, Vol. 2.

M. Cassandro and G. Jona-Lasinio. Critical point behaviour and probability theory. Adv. Phys.,
27:913-941, (1978).

S. Chatterjee and J. Hanson. Restricted percolation critical exponents in high dimensions.
Commun. Pure Appl. Math., 73:2370-2429, (2020).

S. Chatterjee and Q.-M. Shao. Nonnormal approximation by Stein’s method of exchangeable
pairs with application to the Curie-Weiss model. Ann. Appl. Probab., 21:464-483, (2011).

N. Deb and S. Mukherjee. Fluctuations in mean-field Ising models. Ann. Appl. Probab., 33:1961—
2003, (2023).

Y. Deng, T.M. Garoni, J. Grimm, and Z. Zhou. Unwrapped two-point functions on high-
dimensional tori. J. Stat. Mech: Theory Exp., 053208, (2022).

F.J. Dyson. Existence of a phase transition in a one-dimensional Ising ferromagnet. Commun.
Math. Phys., 12:91-107, (1969).

P. Eichelsbacher and M. Lowe. Stein’s method for dependent random variables occurring in
statistical mechanics. Electron. J. Probab., 15:962-988, (2010).

R.S. Ellis. Entropy, Large Deviations, and Statistical Mechanics. Springer, Berlin, (1985).

R.S. Ellis and C.M. Newman. The statistics of Curie—~Weiss models. J. Stat. Phys., 19:149-161,
(1978).

J. Feldman, J. Magnen, V. Rivasseau, and R. Sénéor. Construction and Borel summability of
infrared ®} by a phase space expansion. Commun. Math. Phys., 109:437-480, (1987).

R. Ferndndez, J. Frohlich, and A.D. Sokal. Random Walks, Critical Phenomena, and Triviality
in Quantum Field Theory. Springer, Berlin, (1992).

M.E. Fisher. Scaling, universality and renormalization group theory. In F.J.W. Hahne, editor,
Critical Phenomena. Springer, Berlin, (1983). Lecture Notes in Physics Vol. 186.

E. Flores-Sola, B. Berche, R. Kenna, and M. Weigel. Role of Fourier modes in finite-size scaling
above the upper critical dimension. Phys. Rev. Lett., 116:115701, (2016).

100



[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[47]

[48]

J. Frohlich. On the triviality of gpé theories and the approach to the critical point in d > 4
dimensions. Nucl. Phys., B200 [FS4]:281-296, (1982).

K. Gawedzki and A. Kupiainen. Triviality of ¢4 and all that in a hierarchical model approxi-
mation. J. Stat. Phys., 29:683-698, (1982).

K. Gawedzki and A. Kupiainen. Massless lattice ¢} theory: Rigorous control of a renormalizable
asymptotically free model. Commun. Math. Phys., 99:199-252, (1985).

J. Glimm and A. Jaffe. Quantum Physics, A Functional Integral Point of View. Springer, Berlin,
2nd edition, (1987).

S. Gunaratnam, C. Panagiotis, R. Panis, and F. Severo. Random tangled currents for ¢*:
translation invariant Gibbs measures and continuity of the phase transition. Preprint, https:
//arxiv.org/pdf/2211.00319, (2022).

T. Hara, T. Hattori, and H. Watanabe. Triviality of hierarchical Ising model in four dimensions.
Commun. Math. Phys., 220:13-40, (2001).

T. Hara and H. Tasaki. A rigorous control of logarithmic corrections in four dimensional p? spin
systems. II. Critical behaviour of susceptibility and correlation length. J. Stat. Phys., 47:99-121,
(1987).

T. Hutchcroft. Critical cluster volumes in hierarchical percolation. Preprint, https://arxiv.
org/pdf/2211.05686, (2022).

T. Hutchcroft. The critical two-point function for long-range percolation on the hierarchical
lattice. Ann. Appl. Probab., 34:986-1002, (2024).

T. Hutchcroft, E. Michta, and G. Slade. High-dimensional near-critical percolation and the
torus plateau. Ann. Probab., 51:580-625, (2023).

7. Kabluchko, M. Loéwe, and K. Schubert. Fluctuations of the magnetization for Ising models
on Erdos—Rényi random graphs—the regimes of small p and the critical temperature. J. Phys.
A: Math. Theor., 53:355004, (2020).

R. Kenna. Finite size scaling for O(NN) ¢*-theory at the upper critical dimension. Nucl. Phys.
B, 691 [FS]:292-304, (2004).

R. Kenna. Universal scaling relations for logarithmic-correction exponents. In Yu. Holovatch, ed-
itor, Order, Disorder, and Criticality: Advanced Problems of Phase Transition Theory, Volume
3, pages 1-46. World Scientific, Singapore, (2012).

M. Lohmann. Critical exponent for the magnetization of the weakly coupled d)f‘l model. Commun.
Math. Phys., 376:441-486, (2020).

E. Luijten and H.W.J. Blote. Classical critical behavior of spin models with long-range interac-
tions. Phys. Rev. B, 56:8945-8958, (1997).

P.H. Lundow and K. Markstrom. The scaling window of the 5D Ising model with free boundary
conditions. Nucl. Phys. B, 911:163-172, (2016).

E. Michta and G. Slade. Weakly self-avoiding walk on a high-dimensional torus. Probab. Math.
Phys., 4:331-375, (2023).

101


https://arxiv.org/pdf/2211.00319
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2211.00319
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2211.05686
https://arxiv.org/pdf/2211.05686

[53]
[54]

[55]

[56]
[57]

[58]

[59]

[60]

[61]

[62]

F.W.J. Olver. Asymptotics and Special Functions. CRC Press, New York, (1997).

V. Papathanakos. Finite-Size Effects in High-Dimensional Statistical Mechanical Systems: The
Ising Model with Periodic Boundary Conditions. PhD thesis, Princeton University, (2006).

B. Simon and R.B. Griffiths. The (¢*)s field theory as a classical Ising model. Commun. Math.
Phys., 33:145-164, (1973).

G. Slade. Self-avoiding walk on the complete graph. J. Math. Soc. Japan, 72:1189-1200, (2020).

G. Slade and A. Tomberg. Critical correlation functions for the 4-dimensional weakly self-
avoiding walk and n-component |o|* model. Commun. Math. Phys., 342:675-737, (2016).

H. Watanabe. Triviality of hierarchical O(/V) spin model in four dimensions with large N. J.
Stat. Phys., 115:1669-1713, (2004).

K.J. Wiese and A.A. Fedorenko. Field theories for loop-erased random walks. Nucl. Phys. B,
946:114696, (2019).

M. Wittmann and A.P. Young. Finite-size scaling above the upper critical dimension. Phys.
Rev. E, 90:062137, (2014).

Z. Zhou, J. Grimm, S. Fang, Y. Deng, and T.M. Garoni. Random-length random walks and
finite-size scaling in high dimensions. Phys. Rev. Lett., 121:185701, (2018).

J. Zinn-Justin. Quantum Field Theory and Critical Phenomena. Oxford University Press,
Oxford, 5th edition, (2021).

102



	Introduction and main results
	Critical behaviour of the phi4 model
	The hierarchical Laplacian
	The hierarchical phi4 model
	Main results
	Discussion of main results
	Open problems
	Structure of proof and guide to the paper

	Integration to the final scale
	Covariance decomposition and the hierarchical field
	Integration at the final scale

	The effective potential and the renormalised mass
	The effective potential at the final scale
	Effective critical points
	The renormalised masses
	The critical mass domain

	Proof of main results
	Scaling of integrals
	Proof of Theorems 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3

	The RG map
	The renormalisation group map
	Regulator, norms and domains
	Main theorems for the RG map

	The RG flow: proof of Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3
	Reduction of proofs of Theorems 3.1, 3.2, 3.3
	Proofs of Propositions 6.2, 6.3, 6.4 and Lemma 6.5

	Derivatives of the RG flow: proof of Proposition 6.6
	Leading behaviour
	Proof of Proposition 6.6 for d=4
	Proof of Proposition 6.6 for d>4

	Gaussian integrals, the regulator, and proof of Theorem 5.6
	The extended norm
	Mass derivative of the expectation
	Estimates for the regulator
	The perturbative RG map: proof of Theorem 5.6
	Preliminary bounds for the non-perturbative RG map

	The non-perturbative RG map: proof of Theorem 5.7
	Structure of proof
	Bound on S0: proof of Proposition 9.2
	Bound on S1: proof of Proposition 9.4
	Contraction of PhiK+: proof of Proposition 9.5

	Monotonicity of the universal profile fn
	Self-avoiding walk: proof of Propositions 1.5–1.6

