
ar
X

iv
:2

31
2.

10
49

6v
1 

 [
m

at
h-

ph
] 

 1
6 

D
ec

 2
02

3

Ultraviolet Renormalisation of a Quantum

Field Toy Model II

Benjamin Alvarez∗,†

Aix Marseille Univ, Univ Toulon, CNRS, CPT, Marseille,

France

Jacob Schach Møller‡

Department of Mathematics, Aarhus University,
Denmark

December 19, 2023

Contents

1 Introduction and Main Result 2

1.1 The model . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
1.2 Ultraviolet renormalization, the main result . . . . . . . . . . 6
1.3 Outline of the paper . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 8
1.4 Miscellaneous notation . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 9

2 Signature Strings and their Calculus 10

2.1 Handed signature strings . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 10
2.2 Signature calculus . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 13
2.3 Tuples of handed signature strings . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19

3 The Renormalized Resolvent Expansion 26

3.1 Renormalized handed blocks of operators . . . . . . . . . . . . 27
3.2 Renormalized summands . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 31
3.3 Reordering theorem . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 33

∗Corresponding author
†Email: benjamin.alvarez@univ-tln.fr
‡Email: jacob@math.au.dk

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.10496v1


4 Regular Wick Monomials 40

4.1 The definition of regular Wick monomials . . . . . . . . . . . 40
4.2 A calculus for regular Wick monomials . . . . . . . . . . . . . 50
4.3 Normal ordering renormalized blocks . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 68

5 Ordered Wick Monomials 70

5.1 Definition of ordered Wick monomials . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 71
5.2 From regular to ordered Wick monomials . . . . . . . . . . . . 74

6 Estimating the Renormalized Blocks 85

6.1 Preliminary . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 85
6.2 Estimates for regular Wick monomials . . . . . . . . . . . . . 90
6.3 Estimates of the renormalized handed blocks of operators . . . 105

7 Proof of Theorem 1.6 109

A Useful Estimates 113

Abstract

We consider a class of toy models describing a fermion field coupled with a
boson field. The model can be viewed as a Yukawa model but with scalar
fermions. As in our first paper, the interaction kernels are assumed bounded
in the fermionic momentum variable and decaying like |q|−p for large boson
momenta q. With no restrictions on the coupling strength, we prove norm
resolvent convergence to an ultraviolet renormalized Hamiltonian, when the
ultraviolet cutoff is removed. We do this by subtracting a sufficiently large,
but finite, number of recursively defined self-energy counter-terms, which may
be interpreted as arising from a perturbation expansion of the ground state
energy. The renormalization procedure requires a spatial cutoff and works in
three dimensions provided p > 1

2
, which is as close as one may expect to the

physically natural exponent p = 1
2
.

1 Introduction and Main Result

Quantum field theory is a successful framework in which three of the four
fundamental interactions of Nature can be studied: the electromagnetic, the
weak and the strong interaction. However, the computation of physical quan-
tities often leads to divergent expressions that one has to renormalize to
obtain a physically reasonable interpretation.
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A popular and effective method is Feymann’s diagramatic scheme for
renormalizing pertubation expansions, cf. [17]. However, Feymann’s method
does not produce an underlying renormalized model, from which the renor-
malized perturbation expansions arise. See also [18] for the Epstein-Glaser
approach to renormalization of pertubation expansions. To this end, the
most powerful tools goes through Euclidean field theories and Feynmann-
Kac-Nelson formulas. However, in this approach, a renormalized Hamiltonian
only appears on the scene as a generator of time translations in a represen-
tation of the Poincaré group and one does not gain any insights into the
structure of the renormalized Hamiltonian that would enable one to analyze
its properties.

The goal of this paper is to further develop a technique to construct
ultraviolet renormalized models directly in the Hamiltonian picture, which in
principle should make it possible to do spectral analysis and scattering theory.
See, e.g., [6]. However, to be precise, we are working at the level of resolvents
of Hamiltonians, so what we in fact produce are renormalized resolvents.
However, this still directly allows for a further study, using methods centered
around resolvents, like, e.g., Birman-Schwinger [19], Feshbach-Schur type
methods [4] and local commutator techniques [3].

The present paper is a continuation of [2], where we only considered the
leading order self-energy counter-term for our toy model that one may think
of as a Yukawa model with scalar fermions. For a discussion of the structure
of the model, we refer the reader to [2]. In the present paper, we simply
define the model with cutoffs without any motivating discussion.

In [2], we extended a method from [8, 21] for reordering the Neumann
expansion of the interacting resolvent to obtain a renormalized resolvent ex-
pansion that permits removal of the ultraviolet cutoff. The method goes back
to [12]. The models previously considered all had a conserved particle num-
ber, namely the number of fermions. Our toy model – like Yukawa and φ4

– does not have any particle number conservation. As in these two models,
we deal with the issues arising from the lack of particle number conserva-
tion, by introducing a spatial cutoff into our model. In fact, if – in the toy
model – one drops the two interaction terms that break total particle number
conservation, then our toy model would not be ultraviolet singular at all [1].

Most Hamiltonian ultraviolet renormalization procedures involve only
leading order (in perturbation theory) self-energy corrections and - in the case
of Yukawa - a mass shift. We refer to [7] for the solvable Van hove Hamilto-
nian, [10, 6] for the Yukawa model and the P (φ)2 theory, [9, 11, 15, 14, 16, 21]
(and references therein) for Nelson type models with both non-relativistic and
relativistic electrons.

Recently, ultraviolet self-energy renormalization has been performed for
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the linearly coupled bose polaron model [13], taking into account higher or-
der self-energy contributions. This enables the construction of a renormalized
model with the correct ultraviolet behaviour. However, the method employed
in [13] only yields strong resolvent convergence to a limiting renormalized
Hamiltonian as the ultraviolet cutoff is removed, whereas most of the exist-
ing schemes gives norm resolvent convergence. In fact, we conjecture that
implementing the method of this paper for the bose polaron considered in
[13], would yield norm resolvent convergence. Here one would not need the
ordered operators from Section 5 that are designed to handle the fermion
field in our model. It should be noted that indeed, one may fairly easily im-
plement a simpler version of our approach for the solvable Van Hove model
[7].

The current article proposes a systematic method to recursively take into
account self-energy corrections – of arbitrary order – in a resolvent resumma-
tion scheme, yelding norm resolvent convergence when the ultraviolet cutoff
is removed. Another central improvement with respect to [2, 8, 13, 21] is
our ability to handle a second fermion field without any conserved particle
number, neither of individual the two particle species nor of a total particle
number or an excess particle number. This constitutes a step towards ex-
tending the construction of ultraviolet renormalized Hamiltonians requiring
an infinite mass shift, like Yukawa, to more singular interactions, including
– possibly – higher dimension.

1.1 The model

The toy model studied in this article is the same as the one in [2]. We refer
to [2] for a discussion and motivation of the form of the model.

The Hilbert space we work in is a tensor product of a bosonic Fock space,
Fb(h), and a fermionic Fock space, Ff(h), where h = L2(Rd) and d ∈ N is
the spatial dimension of the model. We therefore have:

H = Fb(h)⊗ Ff(h). (1.1)

We write Ωb ∈ Fb(h) for the bosonic vacuum and Ωf ∈ Ff(h) for the fermionic
vacuum. The vacuum in H is then the tensor product of the two vacua

Ω = Ωb ⊗ Ωf .

We introduce the so-called creation and annihilation operators a(q) and a
∗(q)

for the bosons and b(k) and b
∗(k) for the fermions, fulfilling the canonical
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commutation and anti-commutation relations

[a(q1), a∗(q2)] = δ(q1 − q2), {b(k1),b
∗(k2)} = δ(k1 − k2),

[a(q1), a(q2)] = 0, {b(k1),b(k2)} = 0,

[a∗(q1), a∗(q2)] = 0, {b∗(k1),b
∗(k2)} = 0.

Moreover,
a(q)Ωb = 0 and b(k)Ωf = 0.

Here q1, q2, k1, k2 ∈ Rd, [A,B] = AB − BA denotes the commutator and
{A,B} = AB + BA denotes the anti-commutator. We use the letter q for
boson momenta and k for fermion momenta. In addition, due to acting in
separate tensor components,

[a(q),b(k)] = 0, [a(q),b∗(k)] = 0,

[a∗(q),b(k)] = 0, [a∗(q),b∗(k)] = 0.

We recall the relativistic dispersion relations

ω(a)(q) =
√
q2 +m2

b and ω(b)(k) =
√
k2 +m2

f ,

where mb, respectively mf , labels the mass of the boson field, respectively
the fermion field. We will moreover assume that

mb > 0 and mf > 0.

The free Hamiltonian for the two independent fields is

H0 =
∫
ω(a)(q)a∗(q)a(q)dq +

∫
ω(b)(k)b∗(k)b(k)dk.

We now turn to the interaction between the two fields. The interaction
kernels with ultraviolet and spatial cutoffs are:

G
(1)
Λ (k, q) =

h(1)(k, q)

ω(a)(q)p
g(k − q)χ

(
k

Λ

)
χ
(
q

Λ

)
,

G
(2)
Λ (k, q) =

h(2)(k, q)

ω(a)(q)p
g(k + q)χ

(
k

Λ

)
χ
(
q

Λ

)
,

(1.2)

where the exponent p is a real number that physically should be p = 1/2.
The functions h(1) and h(2) should satisfy the following hypothesis.

Hypothesis 1.1. For j = 1, 2, h(j) ∈ L∞(Rd × Rd).
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Moreover, we impose the following hypothesises on the functions imple-
menting the ultraviolet cutoff, χ, which should approximate the constant
function 1, and the (Fourier transform of a) spatial cutoff, g, which should
approximate a delta function.

Hypothesis 1.2 (UV cutoff). The function χ ∈ L∞(Rd) is real-valued with
0 ≤ χ ≤ 1 and has compact support supp(χ). We furthermore assume that
χ is continuous at 0 with χ(0) = 1. For Λ > 0, we set χΛ(k) = χ(k/Λ).

Hypothesis 1.3 (Spatial cutoff). The spatial cutoff g ∈ L∞(Rd) is compactly
supported with supp(g) contained in the unit ball {z ∈ C | |z| < 1}.

Remark 1.4. Note that the assumptions on χ and g may be easily relaxed. For
example, one may drop the assumption that χ is real-valued with 0 ≤ χ ≤ 1
and one may also relax the assumption that χ and g has compact support.
These requirements are convenient, but not really necessary to establish our
main result, Theorem 1.6.

The regularised Hamiltonian is defined as follow

HΛ = H
(
G

(1)
Λ , G

(2)
Λ

)
= H0 +HI

(
G

(1)
Λ , G

(2)
Λ

)
, (1.3)

where

HI

(
G

(1)
Λ , G

(2)
Λ

)
= Hab

∗
(
G

(1)
Λ

)
+Ha

∗
b
(
G

(1)
Λ

)
+Ha

∗
b
∗
(
G

(2)
Λ

)
+Hab

(
G

(2)
Λ

)
(1.4)

and, for F ∈ L2(Rd × Rd),

Ha
∗
b(F ) =

∫
F (k, q)b(k)a∗(q)dkdq, Hab

∗

(F ) =
∫
F (k, q)b∗(k)a(q)dkdq,

Hab(F ) =
∫
F (k, q)b(k)a(q)dkdq, Ha∗b∗(F ) =

∫
F (k, q)b∗(k)a∗(q)dkdq.

(1.5)

1.2 Ultraviolet renormalization, the main result

The following basic theorem has been proved in [2]

Theorem 1.5 (The Hamiltonian with Cutoff). Let G
(1)
Λ and G

(2)
Λ be defined as

in (1.2) and assume that the Hypotheses 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3 are satisfied. Then
the operator defined in (1.3) is self-adjoint with domain D (H) = D(H0).
Furthermore HΛ ≥ −CΛ, where

CΛ = 1 +
∫ (

1 +
1

ω(a)(q)

)(∣∣∣G(1)
Λ (k, q)

∣∣∣
2

+
∣∣∣G(2)

Λ (k, q)
∣∣∣
2
)
dkdq.
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In this paper, our goal is to prove the following main theorem.

Theorem 1.6 (UV Renormalized Hamiltonian). Let HΛ be as in (1.3) with
interaction kernels given by (1.2), fulfilling Hypothesis 1.1, 1.2 and 1.3. Let
EΛ = inf σ(HΛ). Suppose finally that p > d

2
− 1. Then there exists a self-

adjoint operator H, which is bounded from below, such that HΛ−EΛ converges
in norm resolvent sense to H. Moreover, the renormalized operator H does
not depend on the choice of the cutoff function χ.

This result strengthens the one in [2], where p > d
2
− 3

4
had to be assumed.

The basic idea of the present paper is to add self-energy counter-terms, or-
der by order, to the Hamiltonian HΛ and estimate recursively renormalized
resolvent expansions to improve the requirement on the exponent p.

In fact, to zero’th order, when there are no counter-terms, one may simply
use the resolvent expansion

(HΛ − z)
−1 = (H0 − z)

− 1
2

{
∞∑

n=0


−

(
H0 − z)

− 1
2HI

(
G

(1)
Λ , G

(2)
Λ

)
(H0 − z)

− 1
2




n}
(H0 − z)

− 1
2 . (1.6)

One may use [2, Lemma C.1] (with β = 1
2
) to argue that if p > d

2
− 1

2
,

there exists Z > 0, such that the series is absolutely convergent in norm,
uniformly in Λ, for Re(z) ≤ −Z. Furthermore, [2, Theorem D.1] then yields a
renormalized Hamiltonian. This would do the trick in 1 dimension. However,
already in d = 2, this breaks down if p = 1

2
. However, [2] covers the case

d = 2 and p = 1
2
.

The idea of [2] is to take into account the subtraction of the leading order
self-energy counter-term

E
(2)
Λ = −

∫
∣∣∣G(2)

Λ (k, q)
∣∣∣
2

ω(b)(k) + ω(b)(q)
dkdq, (1.7)

which cancels a singularity in the resolvent expansion above, coming from
vacuum expectation values of products of the form

Hab

Λ

(
G

(2)
Λ

)
R0(z)Ha∗b∗

Λ

(
G

(2)
Λ

)
.

We urge the reader to get an overview of [2], in order to fix some of the
underlying ideas in a much simpler setting, before going into the weeds of
the present paper.

As we progress order by order we push the exponent p higher and higher
towards the limiting exponent d

2
− 1, where we expect the self-energy renor-

malization to break down, as it does for the far simpler Van Hove model,
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cf. [7]. That is, in dimension d = 3, we can get as close as we want to p = 1
2
,

but not actually choose p = 1
2
.

We note that, as in [21], one may exploit the reordered Neumann series
expression for the resolvent of the renormalized Hamiltonian, in order to
study properties of its domain. Since this paper is already quite long, we
have not included such considerations here.

1.3 Outline of the paper

In this subsection, we give an overview of the rest of the paper. If one inserts
the form of the interaction (1.4) into the Neumann expansion, cf. (1.6), and
multiplies everything out using the distributive law, one gets a sum of all
possible expressions of the form

R0(z)Hs1(Gs1,Λ)R0(z) · · ·R0(z)Hsk(Gsk,Λ)R0(z), (1.8)

where k = 0, 1, 2, 3, . . . , the si’s labels the 4 possible interactions terms si ∈
{ab, ab

∗, a∗b, a∗b∗} and Gsi,Λ is the matching interaction kernel.
In Section 2, we develop a calculus of strings of signatures, such as

s1, . . . , sk above, which is used at two levels. First of all, to succinctly label
and handle products of operators, such as in (1.8), that are UV-singular,
in terms of so-called handed signature strings. Secondly, to decompose arbi-
trary products appearing in the Neumann expansion into products of singular
blocks of a given maximal length.

In Section 3, we will introduce the renormalized products of operators,
indexed by handed signature strings, that we need to estimate in order to
handle the reordered Neumann expansion. The resulting operators we refer
to as handed blocks of operators. At the end of Section 3, we will introduce
higher-order self-energy counter-terms as well as formulate and establish the
reordered Neumann expansion of the resolvent with self-energy substracted
up to a given order. See Theorem 3.12. The summands of the reordered
Neumann expansion are products of handed blocks of operators.

In Section 4, we take the first step towards estimating the handed blocks of
operators from Section 3. We begin by normal ordering the handed blocks,
which generates operators called regular Wick monomials that are intro-
duced in Definitions 4.3 and 4.11. We establish a calculus for regular Wick
monomials that enables us to form products of such expressions, building
in counter-terms from the renormalization procedure, while keeping track of
an improving ultraviolet behaviour. See Lemma 4.20 and Lemma 4.21. At
the end of Section 4, we express the handed blocks of operators from the re-
ordered Neumann series as finite sums of regular Wick monomials with their
self-energy subtracted, cf. Lemma 4.22.
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In Section 5, we address an obstacle towards establishing estimates on the
regular Wick monomials from Section 4. The main difficulty to overcome is to
use boundedness of smeared fermionic annihilation and creation operators,
which leads us to rewrite the regular Wick monomials as a sum of what
we call ordered Wick monomials that are better suited to exploit smeared
fermionic operators. Ordered Wick monomials are defined in Definition 5.1.
Any handed block of operators, which can be written as a finite sum of regular
Wick monomials, is then a finite sum of ordered Wick monomials according
to Lemma 5.5.

In Section 6, we establish norm estimates of regular Wick monomials, by
passing first to ordered Wick monomials and then estimating these operators.
This is done in Propositions 6.4 and 6.5. Using these results, any handed
block of operators, may then be estimated to obtain the crucial Proposi-
tion 6.6.

Finally, the main result, Theorem 1.6, is proved in Section 7. After using
Theorem 3.12 to reorder the Neumann series, Proposition 6.7 is used to prove
that the reordered Neumann series is absolutely convergent, independently of
the ultraviolet cutoff parameter Λ. We finally, take Λ to infinity to get norm
convergence to the resolvent of a self-adjoint operator H , the renormalized
Hamiltonian.

1.4 Miscellaneous notation

Throughout the paper, we will use the following notation.
We denote by N = {1, 2, 3, . . .} the set of natural numbers excluding {0}.

We write N0 = N ∪ {0} and N0,∞ = N0 ∪ {∞}.
For a, b ∈ N with a ≤ b, we will use the notation Ja, bK for the set of

natural numbers ranging from a to b, i.e., Ja, bK = {a, a+1, . . . , b−1, b} ⊂ N.
We use the notation 〈·|·〉 for inner products, adopting the convention that

〈·|·〉 is conjugate linear in the first variable and linear in the second variable.
We will often need to take fractional powers ξα, α ∈ R, of ξ ∈ C\(−∞, 0].

Here we implicitly use a complex logarithm ln defined on C\(−∞, 0] to define
ξα = eα ln(ξ). Moreover, for an invertible, densely defined, normal operator T
with spectrum σ(T ) ⊂ C \ (−∞, 0], the spectral theorem ensures that T α is
well-defined.

Let Nb denote the bosonic number operator acting on Fb(h) and let Nf

denote the fermionic number operator acting on Ff(h). We abbreviate N =
Nb ⊗ 1Ff (h) + 1Fb(h) ⊗ Nf for the total number operator. We will typically
drop the extra identity in the tensor product above, when Nb and Nf are
acting in H, e.g.; Nb will be used in place of Nb⊗ 1Ff(h) and Nf will be used
in place of 1Fb(h) ⊗Nf .
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We will be using smeared fermion annihilation and creation operators,
defined for f ∈ L2(Rd) by

b
∗(f) =

∫
f(k)b∗(k)dk and b(f) =

∫
f(k)b(k)dk. (1.9)

Note that with this convention, we have b(f)∗ = b
∗(f). In addition, we

recall that b(f) and b
∗(f) are bounded operators with ‖b(f)‖ ≤ ‖f‖ and

‖b∗(f)‖ ≤ ‖f‖. The corresponding smeared boson operators, which we will
not make explicit use of, are unbounded.

2 Signature Strings and their Calculus

What we are aiming for is to renormalize the Neumann expansion of the
interacting resolvent. Each term in the Neumann expansion is a product of
the four interaction terms sandwiched by free resolvents. We will be grouping
such arbitrary products into blocks that we can renormalize and estimate.
How we group the factors in a long product will only depend on which of
the four interaction terms are sitting between each of the resolvent pairs. In
order to handle the renormalization procedure, we first build a calculus for
strings of signatures (s1, s2, . . . , sk), where the sk’s denotes one of the four
possible interaction term. In a first reading, the reader may safely skip the
proofs throughout Section 2.

2.1 Handed signature strings

Definition 2.1. By a signature, we understand a choice of one of four labels

s ∈ {ab, ab
∗, a∗b, a∗b∗}. For k ≥ 1, we write S

(k)
0 = {ab, ab

∗, a∗b, a∗b∗}k

for the k-fold Cartesian product of the set of 4 basic signatures. An element
s of S

(k)
0 is called a signature string of length k.

We introduce functions that read of the annihilation and creation oper-
ator content in a single signature, and functions that count the difference
between the numbers of annihilation and creation operators of a given type
in a signature string.

Definition 2.2. Define two functions na : {ab, ab
∗, a∗b, a∗b∗} → {−1,+1}

and nb : {ab, ab
∗, a∗b, a∗b∗} → {−1,+1} by setting

na(s) =





+1, s ∈ {ab, ab
∗}

−1, s ∈ {a∗b, a∗b∗}
and nb(s) =





+1, s ∈ {ab, a∗b}

−1, s ∈ {ab
∗, a∗b∗}.
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For j, j′, k ∈ N with 1 ≤ j ≤ j′ ≤ k and s = (s1, . . . , sk) ∈ S
(k)
0 , we define

na(j, j′; s) =
j′∑

i=j

na(si) and nb(j, j′; s) =
j′∑

i=j

nb(si).

We will also be needing an involution of signatures and signature strings
that mirrors the action of taking the adjoint of an operator.

Definition 2.3. For a single signatures s, we define and involution s 7→ s∗ by
setting:

(ab)∗ = a
∗
b
∗, (ab

∗)∗ = a
∗
b, (a∗b)∗ = ab

∗ and (a∗b∗)∗ = ab.

For a string of signatures s ∈ S
(k)
0 of length k, we define

s∗ = (s∗k, . . . , s
∗
2, s
∗
1).

Remark 2.4. Note that we have the basic rules

na(s∗) = −na(s), na(j, j′; s∗) = −na(k − j′ + 1, k − j + 1; s),

nb(s∗) = −nb(s), nb(j, j′; s∗) = −nb(k − j′ + 1, k − j + 1; s).
(2.1)

We are now ready to formulate the two main definitions of this subsec-
tion. It identifies the types of signature string that we will correspond to
renormalized blocks of operator products.

Definition 2.5 (Handed signature strings). Let k ∈ N and s ∈ S(k)
0 . We say

that s is handed if the following two conditions are satisfied:

(1) if k ≥ 2, we have

∀i ∈ J1, k − 1K :




na(1, i; s) ≥ 0

na(1, i; s) = 0⇒ nb(1, i; s) ≥ 0,

∀i ∈ J2, kK :




na(i, k; s) ≤ 0

na(i, k; s) = 0⇒ nb(i, k; s) ≤ 0.

(2.2)

(2) if k ≥ 3 and na(1, k; s) = nb(1, k; s) = 0, then we have the stronger
conclusion.

∀i ∈ J2, k − 1K : na(1, i; s) = 0⇒ nb(1, i; s) > 0. (2.3)

We write S(k) for the subset of S
(k)
0 consisting of handed signature strings.
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Remark 2.6. Let k ∈ N.

(i) If k = 1, and any s = (s) ∈ S
(1)
0 , all conditions in Definition 2.5 are

trivially satisfied. Hence, any of the four strings of length 1 are handed.

(ii) If, k = 2 and s = (s1, s2) ∈ S
(2)
0 , the requirement (2.2) simply imposes

that na(s1) = 1 and na(s2) = −1. Hence, the handed strings S(2) of
length 2 are

(ab, a∗b∗), (ab
∗, a∗b), (ab

∗, a∗b∗), (ab, a∗b).

(iii) If k ≥ 2 and s ∈ S(k), then na(s1) = 1 and na(sk) = −1. This follows
from (2.2).

(iv) If s ∈ S(k), then na(1, k; s) ∈ {−1, 0,+1}. This is obvious for k = 1
and for k ≥ 2 it follows from (iii), (2.2) and the estimates

−1 = na(sk) ≤ na(1, k − 1; s) + na(sk) = na(1, k; s)

= na(s1) + na(2, k; s) ≤ na(s1) = +1.

(v) From (iv) it immediately follows that if k is even, then na(1, k; s) = 0,
and if k is odd, then na(1, k; s) ∈ {−1,+1}.

(vi) Suppose k ≥ 3 and s ∈ S(k) with na(1, k; s) = nb(1, k; s) = 0. Then
the following dual property to (2.3) holds true

∀i ∈ J2, k − 1K : na(i, k; s) = 0⇒ nb(i, k; s) < 0. (2.4)

To see this, let i ∈ J2, k− 1K with na(i, k; s) = 0. Then na(1, i− 1; s) =
na(1, i − 1; s) + na(i, k; s) = na(1, k; s) = 0. Note that by (iii), we
must therefore have i − 1 ≥ 2. But then it follows from 2.3 that
nb(1, i − 1; s) > 0. Consequently, nb(i, k; s) = nb(1, k; s) − nb(1, i −
1; s) = −nb(1, i− 1; s) < 0.

(vii) Let s ∈ S
(k)
0 . It is a consequence of (vi) that s is a handed signature

string if and only if s∗ is a handed signature string.

We divide the handed string into three distinct types.

Definition 2.7. Let k ∈ N and let s ∈ S(k) be a handed signature string of
length k. We say that s is:

(1) right-handed if in addition na(1, k; s) ∈ {0, 1} and na(1, k; s) = 0 ⇒
nb(1, k; s) > 0.
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(2) left-handed if in addition na(1, k; s) ∈ {−1, 0} and na(1, k; s) = 0 ⇒
nb(1, k; s) < 0.

(3) ambidextrous if na(1, k; s) = nb(1, k; s) = 0.

We write S(k)
→ for the set of right-handed strings, S(k)

← for the left-handed
strings, and finally, S(k)

↔ for the ambidextrous signature strings.

Remark 2.8. We make the following simple observations.

(i) S(1)
→ = {(ab), (ab

∗)}, S(1)
← = {(a∗b), (a∗b∗)} and S(1)

↔ = ∅.

(ii) S(2)
→ = {(ab, a∗b)}, S(2)

← = {(ab
∗, a∗b∗)} and S(2)

↔ = {(ab, a∗b∗),
(ab

∗, a∗b)}.

(iii) For k ∈ N, the sets S(k)
→ , S(k)

← and S(k)
↔ are mutually disjoint.

(iv) A string of signatures s is right-handed if and only if its adjoint s∗ is
left-handed.

(v) A string of signatures s is ambidexstrous if and only if its adjoint s∗ is
ambidexstrous.

(vi) Suppose k is an odd integer. Then S(k)
↔ = ∅ and if s ∈ S(k)

→ , we have
na(1, k; s) = 1, and if s ∈ S(k)

← , we have na(1, k; s) = −1.

(vii) For s ∈ S(k)
→ , the property (2.3) is satisfied. Indeed, let i ∈ J2, k−1K and

assume that na(1, i; s) = 0. Then we have na(1, k; s) = na(i + 1, k) ≤
0, hence we must have na(1, k; s) = na(i + 1; s) = 0 and therefore
nb(1, k; s) > 0, (since s is right-handed) and nb(i + 1, k; s) ≤ 0 by
(2.2). Since nb(1, i; s) = nb(1, k; s) − na(i + 1, k; s) > 0, we may now
conclude the claim.

(viii) For s ∈ S(k)
← ,the property (2.4) holds true. Indeed, this follows from

(iv) and (vii) above by taking adjoints.

2.2 Signature calculus

Definition 2.9 (Composition of signature strings). Let s = (s1, s2, . . . , sk) ∈

S
(k)
0 and s′ = (s′1, s

′
2, . . . , s

′
k′) ∈ S

(k′)
0 be two strings of signatures. We define

a new string of signatures s′′ = s ◦ s′ of length k′′ = k + k′ by setting
s′′ = (s1, s2, . . . , sk, s

′
1, s
′
2 . . . , s

′
k′). We call s′′ the composition of s and s′.

Remark 2.10. Let k, k′ ∈ N, s ∈ S
(k)
0 and s′ ∈ S

(k′)
0 . Note that (s ◦ s′)∗ =

s′∗ ◦ s∗.
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Proposition 2.11 (Composition of handed signature strings). Let k→, k←,
k↔ ∈ N, and let s→ ∈ S

(k→)
→ , s← ∈ S

(k←)
← and s↔ ∈ S

(k↔) be handed sig-
nature strings. The following holds true:

(1) s→ ◦ s↔ ∈ S
(k→+k↔)
→ and s↔ ◦ s← ∈ S

(k↔+k←)
← .

(2) s = s→ ◦ s← ∈ S
(k) with k = k→ + k←. More precisely, na(1, k; s) ∈

{−1, 0, 1} and

(2a) if na(1, k; s) = 1, or na(1, k; s) = 0 and nb(1, k; s) > 0, then
s ∈ S(k)

→ ,

(2b) if na(1, k; s) = −1, or na(1, k; s) = 0 and nb(1, k; s) < 0,then
s ∈ S(k)

← ,

(2c) if na(1, k; s) = nb(1, k; s) = 0, then s ∈ S(k)
↔ .

Proof. We divide the proof into three steps.
Step I: As a first step, let s′ ∈ S(k′)

→ ∪ S(k′)
↔ and s′′ ∈ S(k′′)

← ∪ S(k′′)
↔ be two

handed signature strings of lengths k′ and k′′. Let s = s′ ◦s′′ and k = k′+k′′.
We aim to show that s satisfies (2.2).

First, for any i ∈ J1, k′K, we have na(1, i; s) = na(1, i; s′) ≥ 0 and
na(1, i; s) = 0 implies na(1, i; s′) = 0 and therefore nb(1, i; s) = nb(1, i; s′) ≥
0. Here we used that s′ satisfies (2.2) if i < k′ and that s′ is either right-
handed or ambidexstrous if i = k′, cf. Definition 2.7.

If now i ∈ Jk′+1, k−1K, then na(1, i; s) = na(1, k′; s′)+na(1, i−k′; s′′) ≥ 0.
Moreover, if na(1, i; s) = 0 then na(1, k′; s′) = na(1, i − k′; s′′) = 0 and
therefore nb(1, k′; s′), nb(1, i− k′; s′′) ≥ 0. Consequently, nb(1, i; s) ≥ 0.

Summing up, we have established the first line in (2.2). That the rest
of (2.2) also holds now follows by passing to the adjoint s∗ = (s′ ◦ s′′)∗ =
(s′′)∗ ◦ (s′)∗, which is again a composition of two handed signature strings
as considered above. See Remark 2.8 (iv) and (v), as well as Remark 2.10.
Invoking the part of (2.2) that was just proved for s∗ and going back with
the involution completes the argument. See also (2.1).

Step II: We now establish (1). It suffices to consider the case s = s→ ◦ s↔
and k = k→ + k↔. The other case again follows by passing to the adjoint.

Recalling that na(1, k↔; s↔) = nb(1, k↔; s↔) = 0, we have

na(1, k; s) = na(1, k→; s→) and nb(1, k; s) = nb(1, k→; s→).

Since s→ ∈ S
(k→)
→ , we conclude that na(1, k; s) ∈ {0, 1} and if na(1, k; s) = 0,

we have nb(1, k; s) > 0. This proves that s ∈ S(k→+k↔)
→ .

Step III: We finally turn to (2). Let s→ ∈ S
(k→)
→ , s← ∈ S

(k←)
← and abbre-

viate k = k→ + k← and s = s→ ◦ s←.
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We begin by ensuring that s is a handed signature string. For this we still
need to establish (2.3) and, hence, we may suppose na(1, k; s) = nb(1, k; s) =
0, k ≥ 3 and that we have an i ∈ J2, k − 1K with na(1, i; s) = 0.

If i ≤ k→. Then na(1, i; s→) = 0. Since s→ is right handed, we conclude
that nb(1, i; s) = nb(1, i; s→) > 0. See Remark 2.8 (vii) for i < k→ and
Definition 2.7 (1) if i = k→.

If i > k→, then na(i + 1 − k→, k←; s←) = na(i + 1, k; s) = 0, we may
conclude that nb(i + 1 − k→, k←; s←) < 0. Here we used Remark 2.8 (viii).
Hence, nb(1, i; s) = −nb(i + 1, k; s) = −nb(i + 1 − k→, k←; s←) > 0, which
completes the proof of (2.3).

Having established that s is a handed signature string, it must fall into one
of the three possible categories, left-handed, right-handed or ambidexstrous.

Note that the compositions considered in Proposition 2.11 are the only
possible. To make this precise, we have the following.

Lemma 2.12. Let k′, k′′ ∈ N and s′ ∈ S
(k′)
0 and s′′ ∈ S

(k′′)
0 . Set s = s′ ◦ s′′ and

k = k′ + k′′. We have

(1) Suppose s′′ ∈ S(k′′)
→ . Then s 6∈ S(k).

(2) Suppose s′ ∈ S(k′)
← . Then s 6∈ S(k).

(3) Suppose s′ 6∈ S(k′)
→ and s′′ ∈ S(k′′)

↔ . Then s 6∈ S(k).

(4) Finally, suppose s′ ∈ S(k′)
↔ and s′′ 6∈ S(k′′)

← . Then s 6∈ S(k).

Proof. We begin with (1). Suppose towards a contradiction that s ∈ S(k).
Since s satisfies (2.2), we have na(1, k′′; s′′) = na(k′ + 1, k; s) ≤ 0 and since
s′′ is right-handed, we must have na(1, k′′; s′′) = 0 and nb(1, k′′; s′′) > 0. But
since we may now also observe that na(k′ + 1, k; s) = 0, we may use again
that s is assumed handed to conclude that nb(1, k′′; s′′) = nb(k′+1, k; s) ≤ 0.
This establishes a contradiction.

The claim (2) follows from (1) by passing to adjoints, cf. Remark 2.8 (iv)
and Remark 2.10.

To see (3), assume towards a contradiction that s ∈ S(k). From the
observation that na(k′ + 1, k; s) = na(1, k′′; s′′) = 0 and nb(k′ + 1, k; s) =
nb(1, k′′; s′′) = 0, we conclude that s′ must satisfy (2.2). Indeed, for j ∈
J1, k′ − 1K, we have na(1, j; s′) = na(1, j; s) ≥ 0 and na(1, j; s′) = 0 ⇒
na(1, j; s) = 0 ⇒ nb(1, j; s) = nb(1, j; s′) ≥ 0. Similarly, for j ∈ J2, k′K, we
have na(j, k′; s′) = na(j, k; s) ≤ 0 and na(j, k′; s′) = 0 ⇒ na(j, k; s) = 0 ⇒
nb(j, k′; s′) = nb(j, k; s) ≤ 0.
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Since na(k′ + 1, k; s) = nb(k′ + 1, k; s) = 0, we see that k′ + 1 < k,
cf. Remark 2.6 (iii), and therefore that s does not have the property (2.4).
Hence it follows that s must be right-handed. See Remark 2.6 (vi) and
Remark 2.8 (viii). But this implies that na(1, k′; s′) = na(1, k′; s) ≥ 0 and if
na(1, k′; s′) = 0, then we have nb(1, k′; s′) = na(1, k′; s) > 0. Here we used
Remark 2.8 (vii). But then s′ must be a right-handed signature string, which
is a contradiction.

Finally, (4) follows from (3) by passing to adjoints, where we again make
use of Remark 2.8 (iv) and (v) and Remark 2.10.

Proposition 2.13 (Decomposition of handed signature strings). Let k ∈ N

with k ≥ 2 and s ∈ S(k). Let Split(s) denote the set of j ∈ J1, k − 1K,
such that (s1, . . . , sj) ∈ S

(j)
→ ∪ S

(j)
↔ and (sj+1, . . . , sk) ∈ S(k−j)

↔ ∪ S(k−j)
← . Then

Split(s) 6= ∅ and we furthermore have

(1) Suppose s ∈ S(k)
→ and j ∈ Split(s), then (s1, . . . , sj) ∈ S

(j)
→ .

(2) Suppose s ∈ S(k)
← and j ∈ Split(s), then (sj+1, . . . , sk) ∈ S(k−j)

← .

(3) Suppose s ∈ S(k)
↔ and j ∈ Split(s), then we have both (s1, . . . , sj) ∈ S

(j)
→

and (sj+1, . . . , sk) ∈ S(k−j)
← .

(4) Write Split(s) = {j1, . . . , ju} with j1 < j2 < . . . , < ju. If u ≥ 2, we
furthermore have:

(4a) If s ∈ S(k)
→ , then (sju+1, . . . , sk) ∈ S(k−ju)

← .

(4b) If s ∈ S(k)
← , then (s1, . . . , sj1) ∈ S

(k−j1+1)
→ .

(4c) For any i ∈ J1, u− 1K, we have (sji+1, . . . , sji
) ∈ S(ji+1−ji)

↔ .

Proof. Let k ∈ N with k ≥ 2 and s ∈ S(k).
The key task is to prove that Split(s) 6= ∅. In the process we establish the

properties (1)–(3) of the two factors, in the case where Split(s) is a singleton.
Consider s ∈ S(k). We may assume that s ∈ S(k)

→ ∪S
(k)
↔ , the case s ∈ S(k)

←

being the adjoint case of s ∈ S(k)
→ can be deduced from the case treated. See

Remark 2.8 (iv) and (v) as well as Remark 2.10.
For N = 0, 1, abbreviate

SplitN(s) =
{
i ∈ J1, k − 1K

∣∣∣na(1, i; s) = N
}
.

Since na(1, 1; s) = 1, we observe that Split1(s) 6= ∅. Fix N = 0 if Split0(s) 6=
∅, otherwise set N = 1.

We separate the argument into several steps.
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Step I: Fix i0 to be the largest i0 ∈ SplitN(s), such that we have

nb(1, i0; s) = min
{
nb(1, i; s)

∣∣∣ i ∈ SplitN(s)
}
. (2.5)

Note that
N = 0 ⇒ nb(1, i0; s) > 0. (2.6)

This holds since (2.3) is applicable both for right-handed and ambidexstrous
signature strings, cf. Remark 2.8 (vii). (Observe that if N = 0 then k ≥ 3,
since – by Remark 2.8 (iii) – we have na(1, 1; s) = 1). We proceed to argue
that i0 ∈ Split(s). Put s′ = (s1, . . . , si0) and s′′ = (si0+1, . . . , sk).

Step II: In this step, we argue that s′ ∈ S(i0)
→ . In fact, due to (2.6), it only

remains to prove that

∀j ∈ J2, i0K :




na(j, i0; s′) ≤ 0

na(j, i0; s′) = 0⇒ nb(j, i0; s′) ≤ 0.
(2.7)

First note that there is nothing to prove if i0 = 1, so we may assume that
i0 ≥ 2. Then for j ∈ J2, i0K, compute N = na(1, i0; s) = na(1, j − 1; s′) +
na(j, i0; s′) ≥ N + na(j, i0; s′). Here we used that N was chosen to be the
smallest N with SplitN(s) 6= ∅. This implies that na(j, i0; s) ≤ 0 and we
conclude the first part of (2.7).

Now suppose that na(j, i0; s′) = 0. Then, from the computation, na(1, j−
1; s) = na(1, j − 1; s′) + na(j, i0; s

′) = na(1, i0; s) = N , we conclude that
j−1 ∈ SplitN(s) as well. Compute nb(1, i0; s) = nb(1, j−1; s) +nb(j, i0; s′).
Due to the choice (2.5) of i0, we conclude that nb(j, i0; s′) ≤ 0. This completes
the verification of (2.7).

Step III: We now turn to proving that s′′ ∈ S(k−i0). We first prove that

∀j ∈ J1, k − i0 − 1K :




na(1, j; s′′) ≥ 0

na(1, j; s′′) = 0⇒ nb(1, j; s′′) > 0.
(2.8)

Note that there is nothing to prove here if i0 = k − 1. So for the verification
of (2.8), we assume that i0 ≤ k − 2.

Let j ∈ J1, k − i0 − 1K. From the computation

na(1, i0 + j; s) = na(1, i0; s) + na(i0 + 1, i0 + j; s) = N + na(1, j; s′′), (2.9)

and the inequality na(1, i0 +j; s) ≥ N , coming from the choice of N , the first
part of (2.8) follows.

Now suppose that na(1, j; s′′) = 0. Then the equation (2.9) implies that
i0 + j ∈ SplitN(s). Note that we have the fermionic analogue of the compu-
tation (2.9):

nb(1, i0 + j; s) = nb(1, i0; s) + nb(i0 + 1, i0 + j; s) = nb(1, i0; s) + nb(1, j; s′′).
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This equation and the choice of i0 as the largest element in SplitN(s) sat-
isfying (2.5), leads us to conclude that nb(1, j; s′′) > 0. This completes the
proof of (2.8).

Note that (2.8) also covers (2.3), such that we have completed the proof
of s′′ ∈ S(k′′).

Step IV: In Step III, we proved that s′′ is a handed signature string. In
order to conclude that s′′ ∈ S(k′′)

← ∪ S(k′′)
↔ , it suffices to argue that s′′ 6∈ S(k′′)

→ .
See Remark 2.8 (iii).

But this follows from Lemma 2.12 (1), since s = s′ ◦ s′′ is a handed
signature string.

It follows from the composition rules in Proposition 2.11 (1) that if s is
ambidexstrous and s′ is right-handed, then s′′ is forced to be left-handed.

This completes the proof that Split(s) 6= ∅ and that the properties in
(1)–(3) holds, if Split(s) is a singleton.

Step V: If Split(s) is a singleton, the properties of the factors in (1), (2)
and (3) were established above. We therefore turn our attention to the case
when Split(s) has at least two elements.

Assume that s is right-handed or ambidexstrous. The left-handed case
will as usual follow by passing to the adjoint s∗.

Let j, j′ ∈ Split(s) with j < j′. Since (s1, . . . , sj′) and (sj+1, . . . , sk) both
satisfy (2.2), we conclude that na(j + 1, j′; s) is both non-negative and non-
positive, hence we must have na(j + 1, j′; s) = 0. Appealing to (2.2) yet
again, we may now conclude that nb(j+ 1, j′; s) = 0 as well. Hence, we have
established that

∀j, j′ ∈ Split(s), j < j′ :





(sj+1, . . . , sj′) satisfies (2.2),

na(j + 1, j′; s) = nb(j + 1, j′; s) = 0.
(2.10)

Step VI: We are now in a position to establish (1), (3) and (4a). Note
again that (2) and (4b) follow from (1) and (4a) by taking adjoints.

Let j ∈ Split(s) and abbreviate s′ = (s1, . . . , sj) and s′′ = (sj+1, . . . , sk).
By Remark 2.12, we know that s′ cannot be left-handed and s′′ cannot be
right-handed. Hence, it suffices to show that neither s′ not s′′ can be am-
bidexstrous. Note that we have either na(1, j; s) > 0 or na(1, j; s) = 0 and
nb(1, j; s) > 0, since s is assumed either right-handed or ambidexstrous.
This implies that s′ cannot be ambidexstrous and therefore is right-handed
as claimed.

Assume towards a contradiction that s′′ is ambidexstrous. Let j′ ∈
Split(s) with j′ 6= j.

If j′ > j, we would by (2.10) have that na(1, j′−j; s′′) = na(j+1, j′; s) = 0
and nb(1, j′ − j; s′′) = nb(j + 1, j′; s) = 0, which contradicts (2.3), which s′′

should satisfy.
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Hence j′ < j. But then, by a similar argument, the signature string
s′′′ = (sj′, . . . , sk) cannot be ambidexstrous, and therefore must be left-
handed. But this is contradicted by the computation na(1, k − j′; s′′′) =
na(j′+1, k; s) = na(j′+1, j; s)+na(j+1, k; s) = 0, which uses (2.10) and the
assumption that s′′ is ambidexstrous. Similarly, we have nb(1, k−j′; s′′′) = 0.
But this is impossible, since s′′′ is left-handed.

This completes the proof of (1)–(3) as well as (4a) and (4b).
Step VII: It remains to establish (4c). Write Split(s) = {j1, . . . , ju} with

j1 < j2 < · · · < ju and u ≥ 2. Set si = (sji+1, . . . , sji+1
), for i ∈ J1, u − 1K.

Keeping (2.10) in mind, we observe that in order to conclude that si is
ambidexstrous, it suffices to verify the property (2.3). In particular, we
observe that ji+1 − ji ≥ 2 for all i ∈ J1, u− 1K.

Fix an i ∈ J1, u − 1K and ℓ ∈ J1, ji+1 − ji − 1K. We must argue that
na(1, ℓ; si) = 0 implies nb(1, ℓ; si) > 0. Assume towards a contradiction
that this is false and na(1, ℓ; si) = nb(1, ℓ; si) = 0. The strategy is to prove
that this assumption will imply that ji + ℓ ∈ Split(s), which would be a
contradiction.

Observe first that

na(ji + ℓ+ 1, ji+1; s) = na(1, ℓ; si) + na(ji + ℓ+ 1, ji+1; s)

= na(ji + 1, ji + ℓ; s) + na(ji + ℓ+ 1, ji+1; s)

= na(ji + 1, ji+1; s) = 0.

Similarly, we may compute

nb(ji + ℓ+ 1, ji+1; s) = 0.

Set σ′ = (s1, . . . , sji+ℓ) and σ′′ = (sji+ℓ+1, . . . , sk). Given the two computa-
tions above, together with (2.10), it is now straightforward to check that both
σ′ and σ′′ satisfy (2.2). Furthermore, since s′ = (s1, . . . , sji

) is right-handed
and s′′ = (sji+1+1, · · · , sk) is left-handed, we use the two identities above to
verify that σ′ is right-handed and σ′′ is left-handed. Note that the property
(2.3) is not present in this case. This shows that ji + ℓ ∈ Split(s) and estab-
lishes a contradiction, since there are no elements from Split(s) between ji

and ji+1.

2.3 Tuples of handed signature strings

In this section we will be discussing minimal splits of arbitrary signature
strings into handed signature strings of a given maximal length. We will be
using the notation

j = (j1, . . . , jℓ) and |j| = j1 + · · ·+ jℓ
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for multiindices j with integer entries ji ∈ N and length |j|. The number
ℓ ∈ N counting the number of entries in j is suppressed from the notation.

Definition 2.14. Let k, n ∈ N. We introduce the set T (n,k) of tuples of total
length k and maximal block length n as follows:

T (n,k) =
{

t = (s1, . . . , sℓ) ∈ S
(j1) × · · · × S(jℓ)

∣∣∣∣ ℓ ∈ N, j ∈ J1, nKℓ, |j| = k,

∀i ∈ J1, ℓ− 1K : ji + ji+1 ≤ n⇒ si ◦ si+1 /∈ S
(ji+ji+1)

}
.

Remark 2.15. If n = 1 and k ∈ N, the set of tuples T (1,k) is the same as the
set of all strings of length k: T (1,k) ≃ S

(k)
0 through the trivial identification

(
(s1), (s2), . . . , (sk)

)
↔ (s1, s2, . . . , sk).

In the above example with n = 1 there is only one tuple corresponding
to the same string of signatures. This may not be the case if n > 1. If n = 3
and k = 4, the following two tuples from S(3,4) illustrates this:

(
(ab, ab, a∗b∗), (a∗b∗)

)
and

(
(ab), (ab, a∗b∗, a∗b∗)

)
.

The underlying signature string (ab, ab, a∗b∗, a∗b∗) is the same for both
tuples.

The tuples from T (k,n) will be used to index the summands in the renor-
malized Neumann expansion of the resolvent. The redundancy in Remark 2.15
above gives rise to an over-counting issue. One may resolve this by adding
more constraints in Definition 2.14 in order to remove the redundancy. We
proceed differently, and lift the redundancy using an equivalence relation on
T (k,n).

Definition 2.16. Let k, n ∈ N. We introduce the following equivalence relation
∼ defined on T (n,k) as follows

∀t, t′ ∈ T (n,k) : t ∼ t
′ ⇔ s1 ◦ · · · ◦ sℓ = s′1 ◦ · · · ◦ s

′
ℓ′.

Proposition 2.17. Let k, n ∈ N the following map from T (n,k)/∼ to S
(k)
0 is a

bijection:
T (n,k)/∼∋ [t] 7→ s1 ◦ s2 · · · ◦ sℓ.

Write ϕ(n,k) : S
(k)
0 → T (n,k)/∼ for the inverse bijection.
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Proof. It is clear from the choice of equivalence relation that the map is well-
defined and injective. It remains to show that the map is surjective. We do
this by induction after n. For n = 1 it follows from Remark 2.15.

Let n ∈ N and assume that the proposition has been proved for T (n, k).

Let s = (s1, s2, . . . , sk) ∈ S
(k)
0 . By the induction hypothesis, there exists a

t = (s1, . . . , sℓ) ∈ T
(n,k) with s1 ◦ · · · ◦ sℓ = s.

We introduce an auxiliary set of tuples

T
(n+1,k)

A =
{

(s1, . . . , sℓ) ∈ S
(j1) × · · · × S(jℓ)

∣∣∣∣ ℓ ∈ N, j ∈ J1, n+ 1Kℓ, |j| = k,

∀i ∈ J1, ℓ− 1K : ji + ji+1 ≤ n⇒ si ◦ si+1 /∈ S
(ji+ji+1)

}
. (2.11)

Clearly T (n,k) ⊂ T
(n+1,k)

A .
Let us return to t ∈ T (n,k) and let I(t) = {i ∈ J1, ℓ − 1K | ji + ji+1 =

n + 1, si ◦ si+i ∈ S
(n+1)}. If I(t) = ∅, then t ∈ T (n+1,k) and we are done.

We may therefore assume that I(t) 6= ∅. Let i ∈ I(t). Define a new tuple
t
′ = (s′1, . . . , s

′
ℓ−1) by setting

∀k ∈ J1, ℓ− 1K : s′k =





sk, k < i

si ◦ si+1, k = i

sk+1, k > i.

Note that t
′ ∈ T

(n+1,k)
A and the cardinality of I(t′) is strictly less than that

of I(t). By repeating the procedure, removing one more i ∈ I(t′), one

eventually reaches a t
′′ = (s′′1, . . . , s

′′
ℓ′′) ∈ T

(n+1,k)
A with I(t′′) = ∅. But we

then have t
′′ ∈ T (n+1,k). Since the underlying signature does not change in

the recursive procedure, we find that s′′1 ◦ · · · ◦ s
′′
ℓ′′ = s and we are done.

For convenience, we introduce functions that read off the starting index
b and ending index e of each si inside a tuple t.

Definition 2.18. Let n, k ∈ N and t = (s1, . . . , sℓ) ∈ T
(n,k). We define

∀i ∈ J1, ℓK :




b(i; t) = k − (j1 + · · ·+ ji) + 1

e(i; t) = j1 + · · ·+ ji.

Here the ji’s are the lengths of the si’s. We furthermore set:

B(t) =
{
b(i; t)

∣∣∣ i ∈ J1, ℓK, si ∈ S
(ji)
→

}
,

E(t) =
{
e(i; t)

∣∣∣ i ∈ J1, ℓK, si ∈ S
(ji)
←

}
,

A(t) =
{(
b(i, t), e(i, t)

) ∣∣∣ i ∈ J1, ℓK, si ∈ S
(ji)
↔

}
.
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Lemma 2.19. Let n, k ∈ N and t = (s1, . . . , sℓ) ∈ T
(n+1,k). There exists a

t
′ = (s′1, . . . , s

′
ℓ′) ∈ T

(n+1,k) with t ∼ t
′, such that

B(t) = B(t′), E(t) = E(t′), A(t) = A(t′)

and such that for any i ∈ J1, ℓ′K with s′i ∈ S
(n+1), there exists a split s′i =

s′i;1 ◦ s
′
i;2 with s′i;u ∈ S

(ji;u) with ji;1 + ji;2 = ji satisfying

If i ≥ 2, ji−1 + ji;1 ≤ n and s′i;1 ∈ S
(ji;1)
↔ , then s′i−1 6∈ S

(ji−1)
→ , (2.12)

If i ≤ ℓ′ − 1, ji;2 + ji+1 ≤ n and s′i;2 ∈ S
(ji;2)
↔ , then s′i+1 6∈ S

(ji+1)
← . (2.13)

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.
Step I: Setting the stage. Let us introduce

I =
{
i ∈ J1, ℓK

∣∣∣ si ∈ S
(n+1)

}
.

Observe that from Proposition 2.13, we know that for any i ∈ I, there exists
ji;1, ji;2 ∈ N with ji;1 + ji;2 = n + 1 as well as si;1 ∈ S

(ji;1) and si;2 ∈ S
(ji;2),

such that
si = si;1 ◦ si;2

and:

• if si ∈ S
(n+1)
→ , then we may choose si;1 ∈ S

(ji;1)
→ and si;2 ∈ S

(ji;2)
← ∪ S(ji;2)

↔ ,

• if si ∈ S
(n+1)
← , then we may choose si;1 ∈ S

(ji;1)
→ ∪ S(ji;1)

↔ and si;2 ∈ S
(ji;2)
← ,

• if si ∈ S
(n+1)
↔ , then we may choose si,1 ∈ S

(ji;1)
→ and si;2 ∈ S

(ji;2)
← .

We now define two mutually disjoint subsets of I

I← =
{
i ∈ I

∣∣∣ i ≥ 2, si;1 ∈ S
(ji;1)
↔ and si−1 ∈ S

(ji−1)
→ with ji−1 + ji;1 ≤ n

}
,

I→ =
{
i ∈ I

∣∣∣ i ≤ ℓ− 1, si;2 ∈ S
(ji;2)
↔ and si+1 ∈ S

(ji−1)
← with ji;2 + ji+1 ≤ n

}
.

Note that if I← = I→ = ∅, we may simply pick t
′ = t and be done with the

proof. Note also that if i ∈ I←, then si and si;2 are left-handed and if i ∈ I→,
then si and si;1 are right-handed. See Lemma 2.12.

Observe that for i ∈ I←, we must have i − 1 6∈ I, and for i ∈ I→, we
must have i + 1 6∈ I. Furthermore, for any i ∈ J1, ℓK, we cannot have both
i− 1 ∈ I→ and i+ 1 ∈ I←.
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Step II: We are now in a position to construct t
′. We define a new

elements of T (k,n+1)
t
′ = (s′1, . . . , s

′
ℓ), with the same number of elements ℓ as

t, by setting

∀i ∈ J1, ℓK : s′i =





si;2, i ∈ I←

si ◦ si+1;1, i+ 1 ∈ I←

si;1, i ∈ I→

si−1;2 ◦ si, i− 1 ∈ I→

si, otherwise.

Clearly, t ∼ t
′. Observe that for any i, the handedness of si and s′i is the

same. Furthermore, if si and s′i are right-handed, then b(i; t) = b(i, t′), if
si and s′i are left-handed, then e(u; t) = e(i, t′), and finally if si and s′i are
ambidexstrous, then nothing has been altered and we have si = s′i and hence,
(b(i; t), e(i; t)) = (b(i; t

′), e(i; t
′)).

This completes the proof, since by construction, t
′ satisfies both (2.12)

and (2.13).

Proposition 2.20. Let k, n, n′ ∈ N, t ∈ T (n,k) and t
′ ∈ T (n′,k). Suppose that

t ∼ t
′.1 We have the following

(1) If n = n′, then

B(t) = B(t′), E(t) = E(t′), A(t) = A(t′).

(2) If n′ < n, then

B(t) ⊂ B(t′) and E(t) ⊂ E(t′).

Proof. We begin with (1). In fact (2) will then follow from the proof of (1)
for n′ < n.

The proof goes by induction after n. If n = 1, the statement is obvious.
Hence we assume that (1) is true for some n ≥ 1 and we must then verify
(1) with n replaced by n + 1.

Let t, t′ ∈ T (n+1,k) with t ∼ t
′. By Lemma 2.19, we may assume that

both t and t
′ satisfy the properties (2.12) and (2.13).

Step I: In this step, we produce t̃ = (s̃1, . . . , s̃ℓ̃), t̃
′
= (s̃′1, . . . , s̃

′
ℓ̃′
) ∈ T (n,k)

with t̃ ∼ t, t̃
′
∼ t

′ and hence t̃ ∼ t̃
′
.

It suffices to discuss how to generate t̃, since the same construction will
apply to obtain t̃

′
.

1Meaningful also if n 6= n
′.
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We will be working in the auxiliary set of tuples (2.11), denoted by

T
(n+1,k)

A , which appeared in the proof of Proposition 2.17. Note that

T (n+1,k) ⊂ T
(n+1,k)

A

T (n,k) =
{

t ∈ T
(n+1,k)

A

∣∣∣∣∀i ∈ J1, ℓK : ji ≤ n
}
.

Set
I(t) =

{
i ∈ J1, ℓK

∣∣∣ ji = n+ 1
}
.

For i ∈ I(t), we use the splitting of si = si;1 ◦ si;2 coming from Lemma 2.19.

Our strategy is to replace t by another tuple τ ∈ T
(n+1,k)

A satisfying

t ∼ τ , B(t) ⊂ B(τ ) and E(t) ⊂ E(τ), (2.14)

such that I(τ) ( I(t). Indeed, we define τ = (σ1, . . . , σℓ+1) by the reverse
procedure as in the proof of Proposition 2.17. Fix an i0 ∈ I(t) and define:

∀i ∈ J1, ℓ+ 1K : σi =





si0;1, i = i0

si0:2, i = i0 + 1

si, i < i0

si−1, i > i0 + 1.

Then indeed, τ ∈ T
(n+1,k)

A by Lemma 2.19, the cardinality of I(τ) is one less
than that of I(t) and (2.14) holds true.

This sets up a recursive procedure, we can use to reach, in finitely many
steps, a t̃ ∈ T

(n+1,k)
A with I(t̃) = ∅, and hence a t̃ ∈ T (n,k) satisfying

t ∼ t̃, B(t) ⊂ B(t̃) and E(t) ⊂ E(t̃). (2.15)

The same procedure can be run on t
′ to obtain a t̃

′
with the same properties.

Step II: Invoking the induction hypothesis. Let b ∈ B(t) ⊂ B(t̃). We

proceed – via t̃ and t̃
′
– to argue that b ∈ B(t′) as well.

Since b ∈ B(t), there exists i ∈ J1, ℓK such that si is right-handed with
b = b(i; t). Similarly, since b ∈ B(t̃), there exists ĩ ∈ J1, ℓ̃K such that s̃ĩ is
right-handed with b = b(̃i; t̃).

By the induction hypothesis b ∈ B(t̃
′
) and there exists ĩ′ ∈ J1, ℓ̃′K, such

that s̃′
ĩ′
is right-handed with b = b(̃i′; t̃

′
). If b ∈ B(t′) there is nothing to

prove, so we assume towards a contradiction that b 6∈ B(t′). But then, since
b ∈ B(t̃

′
), the index b must be the start of a left-handed or ambidexstrous

string of length n + 1 that is split, when passing from t
′ to t̃

′
during the

construction of t̃ and t̃
′
in Step I. That is, there must exist an i′ ∈ J1, ℓ′K,
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such that s′i′ ∈ S
(n+1)
← ∪S(n+1)

↔ and some splitting s′i′ = s′i′;1◦s
′
i′;2 with s

′
i′;1 = s̃′

ĩ′

right-handed and s′
ĩ′;2

= s̃′
ĩ′+1

left-handed. Here we used Proposition 2.13 (2)

and (3) to argue that s′
ĩ′,2

must be left-handed.

Since s̃′
ĩ′+1

is left-handed, we have b + n = e(̃i′ + 1; t̃
′
) ∈ E(t̃

′
). Again,

invoking the induction hypothesis, there exists a j̃ ∈ J̃i + 1, ℓ̃K, such that s̃j̃

is left-handed and e(j̃; t̃) = b+ n.
We observe that j̃ = ĩ + 1, i.e. the left-handed s̃j̃ comes immediately

after the right-handed s̃ĩ. Indeed, if this was not the case, then the sequence
s̃ĩ, s̃ĩ+1, . . . , s̃j̃ would contain at least three elements. Since the sequence
begins with a right-handed string and ends with a left-handed string, there
must at least be one consecutive pair of string s̃u, s̃u+1 that can be composed
following one the composition rules in Proposition 2.11. But then s̃u ◦ s̃u+1

is a handed signature of length at most n, which would be a contradiction
with t̃ ∈ T (n,k).

In conclusion s̃ĩ◦s̃ĩ+1 = (sb . . . , sb+n), which was not a right-handed string.
This means that the right-handed string si that began at b does not have
length n+ 1. This implies that it has not been split during the passage from
t to t̃ and we therefore must have si = s̃ĩ.

But this would absurdly imply that si+1 = s̃ĩ+1 and si ◦si+1 ∈ S
(n+1). We

have arrived at a contradiction and can conclude that B(t) ⊂ B(t′). But we
could have started with t

′ as well, and hence B(t) = B(t′).
If i ∈ E(t), we can similarly argue that i ∈ E(t′) and hence, E(t) = E(t′).

In the process we have also established (2).
Step III: It remains to prove that A(t) = A(t′). Note that this is still

part of the induction step.
Let (b, e) ∈ A(t̃). That is, there exists i ∈ J1, ℓK, such that si ∈ S

(e−b+1)
↔

and e− b+ 1 ≤ n+ 1.
Assume first that e− b+ 1 ≤ n. Then si is not split in the passage from t

to t̃ and there exists ĩ ∈ J1, ℓ̃K, such that si = s̃ĩ. Hence (b, e) ∈ A(t̃). By the
induction hypothesis, we must have (b, e) ∈ A(t̃

′
) and there exists ĩ′ ∈ J1, ℓ̃′K,

such that s̃′
ĩ′

= s̃ĩ, b(̃i
′; t̃
′
) = b and e(̃i′; t̃

′
) = e.

If (b, e) ∈ A(t′) there is nothing to prove, so we may assume towards
a contradiction that (b, e) 6∈ A(t′). This means that s̃′

ĩ′
has come from t

′

by splitting a handed signature of length n + 1. That is, there exists i′ ∈
J1, ℓ′K, such that s′i′ ∈ S

(n+1) and one may split s′i′ = s′i′;1 ◦ s
′
i′;2, using the

split we know exists from Lemma 2.19. One of the two components is our
ambidexstrous s̃′

ĩ′
. We assume that s̃′

ĩ′
= s′i′;1, with the other case being

similar. But then s′i′;2 must be left-handed and hence b+n ∈ E(t′). By what
has already been established, we conclude that b + n ∈ E(t) as well. Hence
there exists j ∈ Ji+ 1, ℓK, such that sj is left-handed with e(j; t) = b+ n.
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We have reached a contradiction, since it has to be possible to compose
two consecutive signature strings between si and sj to obtain a handed string
of length at most n+ 1, which would be absurd.

Next assume that e − b + 1 = n + 1, such that e = b + n. Then the
ambidexstrous signature string si is split in two, using Lemma 2.19, when
passing from t to t̃. This means that there exists ĩ ∈ J1, ℓ̃K, such that
si = s̃ĩ ◦ s̃ĩ+1, s̃ĩ is right-handed and s̃ĩ+1 is left-handed.

But this again means that b = b(̃i; t̃) ∈ B(t̃) and e = e(̃i + 1; t̃) ∈ E(t̃).
By the induction hypothesis, we have b ∈ B(t̃

′
) and e ∈ E(t̃

′
). Let ĩ′ < j̃′ be

such that s̃′
ĩ′
is right-handed, s̃′j′ is left-handed, b(̃i

′; t̃
′
) = b and e(j̃′; t̃

′
) = e.

As in Step III, we may argue that j̃′ = ĩ′ + 1, since it would otherwise
be possible to compose two consecutive strings between s̃′

ĩ′
and s̃′

j̃′
and get a

handed string of length at most n.
By what was just proved, we know that b 6∈ B(t′) and b + n 6∈ E(t′).

But this implies that s̃′
ĩ′
and s̃ĩ′+1 must have been produced by splitting a

signature string of length n+ 1, when passing from t
′ to t̃

′
. Since t̃

′
ĩ′ is right-

handed, it cannot be the second component in a split and t̃
′
ĩ′+1 is right-handed

and cannot be the first component in a split, cf. Lemma 2.12.
The only remaining option is that there exits an i′ ∈ J1, ℓ′K, such that

s′i′ = s̃′
ĩ′
◦ s̃′

ĩ′+1
= si and is ambidexstrous. Hence (b, e) ∈ A(t′) and we are

done.

3 The Renormalized Resolvent Expansion

We write
Hfin =

{
ψ ∈ H

∣∣∣ ∃n ∈ N : 1[N≥n]ψ = 0
}

for the vector-space of finite particle states. Finally, let

Lfin = L(Hfin;Hfin)

denote the complex algebra of linear operators T : Hfin 7→ Hfin. We use the
following notation for the closed complex left half-plane, with and without
zero,

C− =
{
z ∈ C

∣∣∣Re(z) ≤ 0
}

and C∗− = C− \ {0}.

We will be using the notation

F (k) = (F1, . . . , Fk) ∈
(
L2(Rd × Rd)

)k
(3.1)

for k-tuples of square-integrable functions of fermion and boson momenta.
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Definition 3.1. For k ∈ N, we defineM(k) to be the vector-space of complex
multi-linear functions M of k variables

(
L2(Rd × Rd)

)k
∋ F (k) 7→M(F (k)) ∈ Lfin.

3.1 Renormalized handed blocks of operators

Let s = (s1, . . . , sk) ∈ S(k), a handed signature string of length k. The pur-
pose of this subsection is to recursively define, for each such handed signature
string, renormalized versions of the operator product

Hs1(F1)R0(z)Hs2(F2) · · ·R0(z)Hsk(Fk),

where z ∈ C−, Fi ∈ L
2(Rd×Rd) and the Hsi’s are the interaction terms from

(1.5), depending on which of the four signatures si ∈ {ab, ab
∗, a∗b, a∗b∗}

we have. Note that for any signature s and F ∈ L2(Rd × Rd), we have
Hs(F ) ∈ Lfin. Likewise, if z ∈ C∗−, then R0(z) ∈ Lfin and even for z ∈ C−,
we have 1[N≥1]R0(z) ∈ Lfin.

Definition 3.2 (Renormalized handed blocks of operators). For s ∈ {ab, ab
∗,

a
∗
b, a∗b∗}, z ∈ C− and F ∈ L2(Rd ×Rd), we set

T
(1)
(s) (z;F ) = −Hs(F ).

For k ∈ N and z ∈ C−, We recursively define operators T (k)
s (z; ·) ∈ M(k)

associated with handed strings s ∈ S(k) as follows. Assume T
(k′)
s′ (z; ·) has

been constructed for all k′ ≤ k and s′ ∈ S(k′). Let s ∈ S(k+1). Pick a split
j ∈ Split(s) and write s = s′ ◦ s′′ with s′ ∈ S(k′)

→ ∪S(k′)
↔ and s′′ ∈ S(k′′)

← ∪S(k′′)
↔ ,

k′ + k′′ = k + 1 and not both of them ambidextrous. See Proposition 2.13.
For s ∈ S(k+1)

→ ∪ S(k+1)
← , we define

T (k+1)
s (z;F1, . . . , Fk+1) = T

(k′)
s′ (z;F1, . . . , Fk′)R0(z)T

(k′)
s′ (z;Fk′+1, . . . , Fk+1).

For s ∈ S(k+1)
↔ (s is ambidexstrous), then we define

T
(k+1)
s,bare (z;F1, . . . , Fk+1) = T

(k′)
s′ (z;F1, . . . , Fk′)R0(z)T

(k′)
s′ (z;Fk′+1, . . . , Fk+1)

and finally:

T (k+1)
s (z;F (k+1)) = T

(k+1)
s,bare (z;F (k+1))−

〈
Ω
∣∣∣T (k+1)

s,bare (0;F (k+1))Ω
〉
.
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There are two issues to consider regarding Definition 3.2. The first is to
observe that the operators constructed permit one to take z = 0. A priori,
they only makes sense for z ∈ C∗−. The second issue is independence of
the choice of splitting j ∈ Split(s) in the recursive construction, to ensure
that the objects are canonical. We address these issues in the following two
remarks.

Remark 3.3. Observe that one may readily establish the following identities
as one proceeds with the recursive construction

NbT
(k)
s (z;F (k)) = T (k)

s (z;F (k))
(
Nb + na(1, k; s)1

)

NfT
(k)
s (z;F (k)) = T (k)

s (z;F (k))
(
Nf + nb(1, k; s)1

)
.

Here the counting functions na and nb were defined in Definition 2.2.
Recalling Definition 2.5, we may conclude from the intertwining relations

above that for k ∈ N

∀s ∈ S(k)
← : |Ω〉〈Ω|T (k)

s (z;F (k)) = 0,

∀s ∈ S(k)
→ : T (k)

s (z;F (k))|Ω〉〈Ω| = 0.

From this it now follows, as part of the recursive construction, that one may
indeed take z = 0 in T (k)

s (z;F (k)).

Remark 3.4. That the recursive definition of the T (k)
s ’s is independent on the

choice of split j ∈ Split(s), may be seen as follows. Assume that for some

k ∈ N and all k′ ≤ k and s′ ∈ S(k′), the definition of T
(k′)
s′ is independent of

the choice of split j′ ∈ Split(s′). (For k = 1 this is trivially satisfied.)
Let now s ∈ S(k+1). If Split(s) is a singleton, then we do not have much

choice and there is nothing to prove. (Always the case if k + 1 = 2.) Hence
we may assume that Split(s) = {j1, . . . , ju} with u ≥ 2 and 1 ≤ j1 < j2 · · · <
ju ≤ k.

For v ∈ J1, uK, write s′v = (s1, . . . , sjv) ∈ S(jv)
→ and s′′v = (sjv+1, . . . , sk+1) ∈

S(k+1−jv)
← (cf. Proposition 2.13). Furthermore, if v ≤ u − 1, write σv =

(sjv+1, . . . , sjv+1) ∈ S
(jv+1−jv)
↔ . Using the induction hypothesis, we may com-
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pute for 1 ≤ v ≤ u− 1:

T
(jv)
s′v

(z, F1, . . . , Fjv)R0(z)T
(k+1−jv)
s′′v

(z;Fjv+1, . . . , Fk+1)

= T
(jv)
s′v

(z, F1, . . . , Fjv)R0(z)
{
T (jv+1−jv+1)

σv
(z;Fjv+1, . . . , Fjv+1)R0(z)T

(k+1−jv+1)
s′′v+1

(z;Fjv+1+1, . . . , Fk+1)
}

=
{
T

(jv)
s′v

(z, F1, . . . , Fjv)R0(z)T
(jv+1−jv+1)
σv

(z;Fjv+1, . . . , Fjv+1)
}

R0(z)T
(k+1−jv+1)
s′′v+1

(z;Fjv+1+1, . . . , Fk+1)

= T
(jv+1)
s′v+1

(z, F1, . . . , Fjv+1)R0(z)T
(k+1−jv+1)
s′′v+1

(z;Fjv+1+1, . . . , Fk+1).

From this identity, it readily follows that T (k+1)
s does not depend on the

choice jv ∈ Split(s) of split.

Example 3.5. As an illustration, recalling Remark 2.8 (ii), the recursive con-
struction for k = 2 yields the following operators:

(→) T
(2)
(ab,a∗b)(z;F1, F2) = Hab(F1)R0(z)Ha∗b(F2),

(←) T
(2)
(ab∗,a∗b∗)(z;F1, F2) = Hab∗(F1)R0(z)H

a∗b∗(F2),

(↔, bare) T
(2)
(ab,a∗b∗),bare(z;F1, F2) = Hab(F1)R0(z)Ha

∗
b
∗

(F2),

(↔, bare) T
(2)
(ab∗,a∗b),bare(z;F1, F2) = Hab∗(F1)R0(z)H

a∗b(F2),

(↔) T
(2)
(ab,a∗b∗)(z;F1, F2) = Hab(F1)R0(z)Ha∗b∗(F2)

−
〈
Ω
∣∣∣Hab(F1)R0(0)Ha

∗
b
∗

(F2)Ω
〉
· 1,

(↔) T
(2)
(ab∗,a∗b)(z;F1, F2) = Hab∗(F1)R0(z)H

a∗b(F2).

The arrows on the far left above, indicate the handedness of the operator. The
notation (↔, bare), indicates an ambidexstrous operator before subtracting
counter-term. The counter-term associated with the ambidexstrous signature
string (ab

∗, a∗b) is equal to zero. Note that

−
〈
Ω, Hab(F1)R0(0)Ha∗b∗(F2)Ω

〉
= −

∫
F1(k, q)F2(k, q)

ω(b)(k) + ω(a)(q)
dkdq (3.2)

is the counter-term E(F1, F2) from [2] and E
(
G

(2)
Λ , G

(2)
Λ

)
= E

(2)
Λ , the counter-

term from (1.7).

Lemma 3.6. Let k ∈ N, There exists a constant C only depending on k and
the masses mb and mf , such that for any z ∈ C− and F (k) ∈ (L2(Rd×Rd))k,
we have the following
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(1) If s ∈ S(1)
→ , then T (1)

s (z;F1)(Nb +1)−
1
2 and (Nb +1)−

1
2T

(1)
s∗ (z;F1) extend

from Hfin to a bounded operators on H with
∥∥∥T (1)

s (z;F1)(Nb + 1)−
1
2

∥∥∥ ≤ C‖F1‖,
∥∥∥(Nb + 1)−

1
2T

(1)
s∗ (z;F1)

∥∥∥ ≤ C‖F1‖

(2) For k′ ∈ J2, kK and s ∈ S(k′), the operators T (k′)
s (z;F (k′)) extend from

Hfin to bounded operators on H and
∥∥∥T (k′)

s (z;F (k′))
∥∥∥ ≤ C‖F1‖ · · · ‖Fk′‖.

(3) For k′ ∈ J2, kK and s ∈ S(k′)
↔ , the operators T

(k′)
s,bare(z;F

(k′)) extend from
Hfin to bounded operators on H and

∥∥∥T (k′)
s,bare(z;F

(k′))
∥∥∥ ≤ C‖F1‖ · · · ‖Fk′‖.

Proof. The claim (1) with s ∈ S(1) follows from the following computation
for ψ, ϕ ∈ Hfin and F ∈ L2(Rd,Rd):

∣∣∣
〈
ψ,Hab∗(F )ψ

〉∣∣∣ ≤
∫ ∣∣∣
〈
ψ,b∗(F (·, q))a(q)ϕ

〉∣∣∣dq

≤
∫
‖F (·, q)‖‖a(q)ϕ‖dq‖ψ‖

≤ ‖F‖‖N
1
2ϕ‖‖ψ‖.

Here we used that ‖b∗(h)‖ ≤ ‖h‖ for any h ∈ L2(Rd). For Hab(F ), the
computation is the same, except for keeping track of complex conjugations:∫
F (k, q)b(k)dk = b(F (·, q)), following standard convention for smeared an-

nihilation operators. The remaining two cases follows from passing to adjoints
under the integral sign and thereby switching the roles of ψ and ϕ.

For k ≥ 2, the claims (2) and (3) follow easily from the recursive definition
of the T (k)

s ’s by induction after k. Observe that if one should need a factor

of (Na + 1)−
1
2 , in case one of the factors in a splitting s = s′ ◦ s′′ has length

1, then it can be extracted from the free resolvent R0(z) sandwiched in the

middle at the cost of a factor m
−1/2
b . Recall Remark 3.3.

Corollary 3.7. Let k ∈ N and s ∈ S(k). Then for any z ∈ C− and F (k) ∈
(L2(Rd ×Rd))k, we have

(
T (k)

s (z;F1, . . . , Fk)
)∗
|Hfin

= T
(k)
s∗ (z̄;F k, . . . , F 1).

Proof. The corollary follows easily by induction, keeping Remark 3.4 in mind.
Note that for k = 1, the adjoint operator (T (1)(z;F1))∗ is densely defined on
a domain that contains Hfin.
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3.2 Renormalized summands

Definition 3.8. For any n, k ∈ N, t = (s1, . . . , sℓ) ∈ T
(n,k) and z ∈ C∗− we

define S
(n,k)
t ∈M(k). For F (k) = (F1, . . . , Fk) ∈ (L2(Rd ×Rd))k, we set

S
(n,k)
t (z;F (k)) = R0(z)

ℓ∏

i=1

[
T (ji)

si
(z;Fb(i;t), . . . , Fe(i;t))R0(z)

]
∈ Lfin.

Here ji is the length of the handed signature string si.

The following lemma follows directly from the definition above together
with Lemma 3.6.

Lemma 3.9. For any n, k ∈ N, there exists a constant C that only depends on
n and the masses mb, mf , such that for any t = (s1, . . . , sℓ) ∈ T

(n,k), z ∈ C∗−
and F (k) ∈ (L2(Rd × Rd))k, the operator S

(n,k)
t (z;F (k)) extends from Hfin to

a bounded operator on Hfin and

∥∥∥S(n,k)
t (z;F (k))

∥∥∥ ≤
Cℓ

|Rez|1+ ℓ
2

‖F1‖ · · · ‖Fk‖.

Proposition 3.10. Let n, k ∈ N. For t, t′ ∈ T (n,k) with t ∼ t
′, we have for

any z ∈ C∗− and F (k) ∈ (L2(Rd × Rd))k:

S
(n,k)
t (z;F (k)) = S

(n,k)
t′

(z;F (k)).

Proof. We will proceed by induction on k. If k = 1 and t, t′ ∈ T (n,1) with
t ∼ t

′, then t = t
′ and there is nothing to prove. Assume that the proposition

is correct for k′ ≤ k ∈ N.
Let now t, t′ ∈ T (n,k+1) with t ∼ t

′ and write

t = (s1, . . . , sℓ) and t
′ = (s′1, . . . , s

′
ℓ′),

where si ∈ S
(ji), s′i′ ∈ S

(j′
i′

), j1 + · · ·+ jℓ = k + 1 and j′1 + · · ·+ j′ℓ′ = k + 1.
Step I: Reduction of the problem. Suppose si is ambidexstrous for all

i ∈ J2, ℓ − 1K, s1 is not left-handed and sℓ is not right-handed. Then by
Proposition 2.20, there exists i′ ∈ J2, ℓ′K with i′ + ℓ − 2 ≤ ℓ′, such that
b(2; t) = b(i′; t

′) and si = s′i′+i−2 for all i ∈ J2, ℓ− 1K.
We now claim that i′ = 2 and s′1 = s1 as well. If either s1 is ambidexstrous,

or one of the signature strings s′1, . . . s
′
i′−1 are ambidexstrous, then we are done

by Proposition 2.20.
Assume towards a contradiction that i′ > 2. By Lemma 2.12, we know

that s′i′−1 cannot be right-handed, since we then would have (s′1 ◦ · · · ◦s
′
i′−2)◦
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s′i′−1 = s1, which is a handed signature string. Similarly, s′1 cannot be left-
handed.

Summing up s′1 must be right-handed and s′i′−1 must be left-handed. But
then there are at least two consecutive s′j , s

′
j+1 with 1 ≤ j < j + 1 ≤ i′ − 1

that can be composed to form a handed signature string of length at most n.
This is not allowed in a tuple and we may conclude that i′ = 2 and, hence,
s′1 = s1.

Similarly, we may argue that ℓ = ℓ′ and sℓ = s′ℓ and conclude that t = t
′.

In conclusion, we may without loss of generality assume that either there
exists an i ≥ 2, such that si is right-handed, or there exists an i ≤ ℓ− 1 with
si left-handed.

Step II: Assume that we have an i ≥ 2 with si ∈ S
(ji)
→ being a right-

handed signature string. The other case with a left-handed si and i ≤ ℓ− 1
is completely symmetric.

Let b = b(i; t) ∈ B(t). From Proposition 2.20, we know that b ∈ B(t′)

as well, and hence there exists i′ ∈ J1, ℓ′K such that s′i′ ∈ S
(j′

i′
)

→ and b(i′; t
′) =

b(i; t). Note that i′ ≥ 2.
We may define four new tuples τ l, τ

′
l ∈ T

(n,b−1) and τ r, τ
′
r ∈ T

(n,k−b+1), by
splitting t and t

′ at the index b.

τ l = (s1, . . . , si−1), τ r = (si, . . . , sℓ),

τ ′l = (s′1, . . . , s
′
i′−1), τ ′r = (s′i′ , . . . , s

′
ℓ′).

Note that b−1 < k and k−b+1 < k (since b ≥ 2). Since b = b(i; t) = b(i′; t
′),

we must have
τ l ∼ τ ′l τ r ∼ τ ′r.

We are now in a position to use the induction hypothesis to compute

S
(n,k)
t (z;F (k)) = R0(z)

ℓ∏

ν=1

{
T (ji)

sν
(z;Fb(ν;t), . . . , Fe(ν;t))R0(z)

}

= S(n,b−1)
τ l

(z;F1, . . . , Fb−1)
ℓ∏

ν=i

{
T (jν)

sν
(z;Fb(ν;t), . . . , Fe(ν;t))R0(z)

}

= S
(n,b−1)
τ ′l

(z;F1, . . . , Fb−1)
ℓ∏

ν=i

{
T (jν)

sν
(z;Fb(ν;t), . . . , Fe(ν;t))R0(z)

}

=
i′−1∏

ν′=1

{
R0(z)T

(j′
ν′

)

s′
ν′

(z;Fb(ν′;t′), . . . , Fe(ν′,t′))
}
S(n,k−b+1)

τ r
(z;Fb, . . . , Fk)

=
i′−1∏

ν′=1

{
R0(z)T

(j′
ν′

)

s′
ν′

(z;Fb(ν′;t′), . . . , Fe(ν′,t′))
}
S

(n,k−b+1)
τ ′r

(z;Fb, . . . , Fk)
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=
ℓ′∏

ν′=1

{
R0(z)T

(j′
ν′

)

s′
ν′

(z;F1, . . . , Fk)
}
R0(z)

= S
(n,k)
t′

(z;F (k)).

This completes the proof.

3.3 Reordering theorem

In this subsection we formulate and verify our formula for the renormalized
Neumann expansion. The rest of the paper will then be concerned getting
good estimates on the summands that are uniform in the ultraviolet cutoff.

For s ∈ {ab, a∗b∗, ab
∗, a∗b}, we set

Gs,Λ =





G
(1)
Λ , if s = ab

∗

G
(1)
Λ , if s = a

∗
b

G
(2)
Λ , if s = a

∗
b
∗

G
(2)
Λ , if s = ab.

For N ∈ N, we may now define the self-energy counter-term at order N
to be

Definition 3.11 (Self-energy). For ℓ ∈ N and s ∈ S(2ℓ)
↔ , we define the associ-

ated self-energy contribution to be

E
(2ℓ)
s,Λ = −

〈
Ω
∣∣∣T (2ℓ)

s,bare

(
0;Gs1,Λ, . . . , Gsk,Λ

)
Ω
〉
.

For N ∈ N, the total self-energy up to order N is

E
(N)
Λ =

∑

ℓ∈N,2ℓ≤N

∑

s∈S
(2ℓ)
↔

E
(2ℓ)
s,Λ .

We are now in position to formulate the reordering theorem.

Theorem 3.12 (Reordering theorem). Let N ∈ N and Λ > 0. There exists a
CN(Λ) > 0, which depends only on N,Λ and the masses mb, mf , such that
for any z ∈ C with Re(z) ≤ −CN (Λ), we have

(
HΛ − E

(N)
Λ − z

)−1
= R0(z) +

∞∑

k=1

∑

[t]∈T (N,k)/∼

S
(N,k)
t

(
z;Gs1,Λ, . . . , Gsk,Λ

)
,

with the right-hand side being absolutely convergent in operator norm.

33



The rest of this section is devoted to proving the reordering theorem. The
objects and notation introduced in the remaining part of this subsection will
not be used elsewhere. We apologize to the reader for what is essentially
a nested application of the distributive law, being somewhat obscured by
notation.

Let us fix k ∈ N and s ∈ S
(k)
0 . Define the set of ambidexstrous sub-strings

of s to be

A(k)
s =

{
(j, j′) ∈ J1, kK2

∣∣∣∣ j < j′, (sj , . . . , sj′) ∈ S
(j′−j+1)
↔

}
.

For (j, j′) ∈ A(k)
s , we write s(j,j′) = (sj , . . . , sj′).

Lemma 3.13. Let (i, i′), (j, j′) ∈ A(k)
s with (i, i′) 6= (j, j′) be two distinct

ambidexstrous sub-strings. Then either Ji, i′K ∩ Jj, j′K = ∅, Ji, i′K ( Jj, j′K or
Jj, j′K ( Ji, i′K.

Proof. Let (i, i′), (j, j′) ∈ A(k)
s with (i, i′) 6= (j, j′). Assume towards a con-

tradiction that j ≤ i ≤ j′ ≤ i′ with either j < i or j′ < i′. Suppose
without loss of generality that j < i. (If we have j′ < i′, we can consider
(k− j′ + 1, k− j + 1) and (k− i′ + 1, k− i+ 1) as ambidexstrous sub-strings
of s∗ and thereby reduce to the case handled.) In particular, it implies that
j′ − j + 1 ≥ 3 and i′ − i+ 1 ≥ 3.

Suppose na(j, i − 1; s) > 0. Since 0 = na(j, j′; s) = na(j, i − 1; s) +
na(i, j′; s), we conclude that na(i, j′; s) < 0, which is not possible, since s(i,i′)

is ambidexstrous.
Since na(j, i− 1; s) ≥ 0, due to s(j,j′) being a handed signature string, we

therefore must have na(j, i−1; s) = 0. But then the computation above gives
us that na(i, j′; s) = 0. Since this implies, from (2.3), that 0 = nb(j, j′; s) =
nb(j, i− 1; s) + nb(i, j′; s) > 0, we arrive at a contradiction.

For n ∈ N, we write

A(n,k)
s =

{
(j, j′) ∈ A(k)

s

∣∣∣∣ j
′ − j + 1 = n

}
,

for the ambidexstrous sub-strings of length n. Note that A(n,k)
s = ∅ if n is

odd or if n > k. Finally, for n,N ∈ N with n ≤ N we set

P(n,N,k)
s =

{
U ⊂ A(k)

s

∣∣∣∣∀(j, j
′) ∈ U : n < j′ − j + 1 ≤ N,

∀(j, j′), (i, i′) ∈ U with (j, j′) 6= (i, i′) : Jj, j′K ∩ Ji, i′K = ∅
}
.

The elements of P(n,N,k)
s are collections of pairwise disjoint ambidexstrous

sub-strings of lengths between n and N (with n not included).
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Remark 3.14. Let n,N, k ∈ N with n < N . We remark the following:

(i) We have ∅ ∈ P(n,N,k)
s and P(N,N,k)

s = {∅}.

(ii) For n′ ∈ N with n < n′ ≤ N , and any U ⊂ A(n′,k)
s , it follows from

Lemma 3.13 that we have U ∈ P(n,N,k)
s .

(iii) For n′ ∈ N with n < n′ ≤ N , we have P(n′,N,k)
s ⊂ P(n,N,k)

s .

Suppose now that n < N . Let U0 ∈ P
(n+1,N,k)
s . We say that U ∈ P(n,N,k)

s

is subordinate to U0, written U � U0, if

U0 ⊂ U and U \ U0 ⊂ A
(n+1,k)
s .

Remark 3.15. Let n,N, k ∈ N with n < N . We remark the following:

(i) Let U0 ∈ P
(n+1,N,k)
s . Then U0 ∈ P

(n,N,k)
s as well and U0 � U0.

(ii) Let U ∈ P(n,N,k)
s and set U0 = U \ A(n+1,k)

s . Then U0 ∈ P
(n+1,N,k)
s and

U � U0.

(iii) Let U0, U
′
0 ∈ P

(n+1,N,k)
s and U,U ′ ∈ P(n,N,k)

s . If U0 6= U ′0, U � U0 and
U ′ � U ′0, then U 6= U ′.

(iv) From (ii) and (iii) it follows that we have the disjoint union

P(n,N,k)
s =

⋃

U0∈P
(n+1,N,k)
s

{
U ∈ P(n,N,k)

s

∣∣∣∣U � U0

}
.

Let n,N, k ∈ N with n ≤ N and take a U ∈ P(n,N,k)
s . Let u = Card(U)

and enumerate the elements U = {(j1, j
′
1), . . . , (ju, j

′
u)}, such that µ ≤ ν ⇒

jµ ≤ jν . (We would get same ordering of the pairs if we had used the second
coordinate instead of the first.)

Define U c = {(ℓ1, ℓ
′
1), . . . , (ℓu+1, ℓ

′
u+1)) ⊂ N2

0 with Card(U c) = u + 1 as
follows. If u = 0, we set (ℓ1, ℓ

′
1) = (1, k). If u > 0, we set first (ℓ1, ℓ

′
1) =

(1, j1 − 1) and (ℓu+1, ℓ
′
u+1) = (j′u + 1, k). Finally, for 1 < i < u + 1, we set

(ℓi, ℓ
′
i) = (j′i−1 + 1, ji − 1). For the lengths Li, i = 1, 2, . . . , u + 1, of (ℓi, ℓ

′
i),

we write Li = ℓ′i − ℓi + 1 ∈ N0.
For each i ∈ J1, u+ 1K, we associate an operator. If Li ≥ 1, select a tuple

ti ∈ ϕ
(n,Li)

(
(sℓ1, . . . , sℓ′i

)
)
∈ T (n,Li)/∼, (3.3)

where ϕ(n,Li) : S
(Li)
0 → T (n,Li)/ ∼ is the (inverse) bijection from Proposi-

tion 2.17. If Li = 0, we write ti = () for a ”tuple” with zero elements.
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With the above in place, we may now associate to U ∈ P(n,N,k)
s the

operator

S
(n,N,k)
s,U,Λ (z) =

(
∏

(j,j′)∈U

E
(j′−j+1)
s(j,j′),Λ

)
u+1∏

i=1

S
(n,N,Li)
ti

(z;Gsℓi
,Λ, . . . , Gsℓ′

i
,Λ) (3.4)

with the convention that if Li = 0, then S
(n,N,0)
() (z) = R0(z). This operator

does not depend on the selection (3.3).

Lemma 3.16. Let n,N, k ∈ N with n < N and let U0 ∈ P
(n+1,N,k)
s . Then

S
(n+1,N,k)
s,U0,Λ (z) =

∑

U∈P
(n,N,k)
s ,U�U0

S
(n,N,k)
s,U,Λ (z). (3.5)

Proof. We divide the proof into two steps.
Step I: The case n = N −1. In this case, we must have U0 = ∅. Note also

that P(N−1,N,k)
s = 2A

(N,k)
s , the set whose elements are the subsets of A(N,k)

s .
The formula (3.5) therefore reduces to

S
(N,N,k)
s,∅,Λ (z) =

∑

U⊂A
(N,k)
s

S
(N−1,N,k)
s,U,Λ (z). (3.6)

Let t be a representative for the equivalence class ϕ(N,k)(s) ∈ T (N,k)/∼,
where – again – the bijection ϕ(N,k) comes from Proposition 2.17. Then

S
(N,N,k)
s,∅,Λ (z) = S

(N,k)
t (z;Gs1,Λ, . . . , Gsk,Λ). (3.7)

Write t = (σ1, . . . , σν) and recall that the σi’s have length at most N .
Note that for any (j, j′) ∈ A(N,k)

s , there exists i ∈ J1, νK, such that σi =
(sj , . . . , sj′). To see this, it suffices – by Proposition 2.20 (1) – to observe
that we only need to produce one τ with this property and τ ∼ t. Indeed,
we may form (at most) two tuples t

′ = (s′1, . . . , s
′
ν′) ∈ ϕ−1((s1, . . . , sj−1))

(if j > 1), t
′′ = (s′′1, . . . , s

′′
ν′′) ∈ ϕ−1((sj′+1, . . . , sν)) (if j′ < ν). Then τ =

(s′1, . . . , s
′
ν′ , σi, s

′′
1, . . . , s

′′
ν′′) ∈ T

(N,k) and τ ∼ t.
We proceed by induction after c = Card(A(N,k)

s ). We start with the case

c = 0. In this case A(N,k)
s = ∅ and hence P(N−1,N,k) = {∅}. So the sum on the

right-hand side of (3.6) has only one term coming from U = U0 = ∅. Since

S
(n,N,k)
s,∅,Λ (z) = S

(n,k)
t′

(z;Gs1,Λ, . . . , Gsk,Λ), where t
′ ∈ ϕ(N−1,k)(s) ∈ T (N−1,k)/∼,

it suffices by (3.7) and Proposition 3.10 to produce one t
′ ∈ T (N−1,k) with

t
′ ∼ t and S

(N,k)
t = S

(N−1,k)
t′

. But such a t
′ may easily be produced from

t = (s1, . . . , sℓ) by choosing a split in Split(si) for each of the si that are in
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S(N). Here it is crucial that none of the si of length N are ambidexstrous, so
the recursive definition of the blocks T (N)

si
do not introduce a counter-term.

See Definition 3.2.
We now assume that (3.6) holds if c ≤ c0 ∈ N0. Suppose that c = c0 + 1.

Let (j, j + N − 1) ∈ A(N,k)
s be such that for any (i, i + N − 1) ∈ A(N,k)

s , we
have i ≤ j. That is, we pick the last ambidexstrous sub-string of length N .

Split s into three strings

s′ = (s1, . . . , sj−1) ∈ S
(j−1)
0 and s′′ = (sj+N , . . . , sk) ∈ S

(k−N−j+1)
0 ,

as well as σ = (sj, . . . , sj+N−1) ∈ S
(N)
↔ . Note that s′ has c0 ambidexstrous

sub-strings of length N , whereas s′′ has none. If j = 1, we use the convention
that s′ = () is a string of length 0, and likewise, if j+N = k+1, then s′′ = ()
is a string of length 0.

We may therefore use the induction hypothesis on s′ and s′′ and conclude
from (3.6) that

S
(N,N,j−1)
s′,∅,Λ (z) =

∑

U ′⊂A
(N,j−1)

s′

S
(N−1,N,j−1)
s′,U ′,Λ (z)

and
S

(N,N,k−N−j+1)
s′′,∅,Λ (z) = S

(N−1,N,k−N−j+1)
s′′,∅,Λ (z).

If j = 1 and s′ = (), then we must have U ′ = ∅ and S
(N,N,0)
s′,∅ = S

(N−1,N,0)
s′,∅ =

R0(z). Likewise, if j +N = k + 1, then s′′ = () and

S
(N,N,0)
s′′,∅,Λ (z) = S

(N−1,N,0)
s′′,∅,Λ (z) = R0(z).

Split σ = σ→ ◦ σ←, where σ→ ∈ S
(N→)
→ , σ← ∈ S

(N←)
← and N→, N← ∈ N

with N→ + N← = N . Here we used Proposition 2.13 (3). Compute, using
Definitions 3.2 and 3.11,

T (N)
σ = T

(N)
σ,bare + E

(N)
σ,Λ = T (N→)

σ→
R0(z)T (N←)

σ←
+ E

(N)
σ,Λ .

Let U ′ ⊂ A
(N,j−1)
s′ . Compute first

S
(N−1,N,j−1)
s′,U ′,Λ (z)E

(N)
σ,ΛS

(N−1,N,k−j−N+1)
s′′,∅,Λ (z) = S

(N−1,N,k)
s,U ′∪{(j,j+N−1)},Λ(z),

where we used that (U ′ ∪ {(j, j + N − 1)})c = (U ′)c ∪ {(j + N, k)} keeping
in mind that the complement is computed relative to the relevant ambient
interval, J1, j − 1K for U ′ and J1, kK for U ′ ∪ {(j, j +N − 1)}.
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Next we verify the identity

S
(N−1,N,j−1)
s′,U ′,Λ (z)T (N→)

σ→
R0(z)T (N←)

σ←
S

(N−1,N,k−j−N)
s′′,∅,Λ = S

(N−1,N,k)
s,U ′,Λ (z). (3.8)

To see this, select the last element (ℓ, ℓ′) ∈ (U ′)c (computed with respect to
J1, j − 1K.) Then, either (ℓ, ℓ′) = (v, j − 1) for some v ≤ j − 1, in the case
(j −N, j − 1) 6∈ U ′, and (ℓ, ℓ′) = (j, j − 1), if (j −N, j − 1) ∈ U ′ (or j = 1).

Observe next that (U ′)c computed with reference to J1, kK on the right-
hand side of (3.8), equals (U ′ \ {(ℓ, ℓ′)})c ∪ {(ℓ, k)}, where (U ′)c here is com-
puted in the context of the left-hand side, namely with respect to J1, j − 1K.

We may now see the identity (3.8) as follows. With ℓ being the first
component of (ℓ, ℓ′) picked above, we construct τ ∈ ϕ(N−1,k−ℓ+1)((sℓ, . . . , sk))
as follows. Select tuples τ ′ = (s′1 . . . , s

′
u′) ∈ ϕ(N−1,j−ℓ)((sℓ, . . . , sj−1)) and

τ ′′ = (s′1 . . . , s
′
u′′) ∈ ϕ

(N−1,k−j−N+1)((sj+N , . . . , sk)). We may now construct
τ by setting

τ = (s′1, . . . , s
′
u′, σ→, σ←, s

′′
1, . . . , s

′′
u′′).

That this is indeed a tuple in T (N−1,k−ℓ+1) follows from σ→ being right-handed
and σ← being left-handed, such that it is immaterial what type of strings we
have as s′u′ and s

′′
1. We may therefore conclude that

S(N−1,k−ℓ+1)
τ = S

(N−1,j−ℓ)
t′

T (N→)
σ→

R0(z)T (N←)
σ←

S
(N−1,k−j−N+1)
t′′

,

which implies (3.8) as desired.
Step II: The general case. Let n,N, k ∈ N with n < N . Fix a U0 ∈

P(n+1,N,k)
s . The argument is by induction after c = Card(U0). We begin with

c = 0, which is almost what was covered above. In this case, using (3.6) with
N = n+ 1,

S
(n+1,N,k)
s,∅,Λ (z) = S

(n+1,n+1,k)
s,∅,Λ (z) =

∑

U⊂A
(n+1,k)
s

S
(n,n+1,k)
s,U,Λ (z)

=
∑

U∈P
(n,N,k)
s ,U�∅

S
(n,N,k)
s,U,Λ (z).

Now let c0 ∈ N0 and assume that the identity (3.6) holds true for U0 with
Card(U0) ≤ c0. Assume that c = Card(U0) = c0 + 1, which forces us to have
n + 1 < N . Pick (j, j′) ∈ U0, such that for any (i, i′) ∈ U0, we have i ≤ j.
This corresponds to the last ambidexstrous sub-string indexed by U0. Note
that j′ − j + 1 > n+ 1.

Put U ′0 = U0 \{(j, j
′)}, which has Card(U ′0) = c0. Split s into three parts,

s′ = (s1, . . . , sj−1) , s′′ = (sj′+1, . . . , sk) and σ = σ(j,j′) = (sj , . . . , sj′). We
again allow for the case j = 1, where s′ = () is a string of length 0, and the
case j′ + 1 = k + 1, where s′′ = ().
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Then U ′0 ∈ P
(n+1,N,j−1)
s′ , so we can use the induction hypothesis to com-

pute
S

(n+1,N,j−1)
s′,U ′0

=
∑

U ′∈P
(n,N,j−1)

s′
,U ′�U ′0

S
(n,N,j−1)
s′,U ′ .

Also, using the induction start,

S
(n+1,N,k−j′)
s′′,∅ =

∑

U ′′∈P
(n,N,k−j′)

s′′
,U ′′�∅

S
(n,N,k−j′)
s′′,U ′′ .

Note that for U ′ ∈ P
(n,N,j−1)
s′ and U ′′ ∈ P

(n,N,k−j′)
s′′ with U ′ � U ′0 and U ′′ � ∅,

we have
E

(j′−j+1)
σ,Λ S

(n,N,j−1)
s′,U ′ S

(n,N,k−j′)
s′′,U ′′ = S

(n,N,k)
s,U ′∪{(j,j′)}∪U ′′

and that U = U ′ ∪ {(j, j′)} ∪ U ′′ ∈ P(n,N,k)
s with U � U0. Here we used the

computation U c = (U ′)c ∪ (U ′′)c.
Conversely, any U ∈ P(n,N,k)

s with U � U0 contains (j, j′) and can be

written as above with U ′ ∈ P
(n,N,j−1)
s′ , U ′′ ∈ S

(n,N,k−j′)
s′′ and U ′ � U ′0 as well

as U ′′ � ∅. This completes the proof.

We are now finally in a position to end with:

Proof of Theorem 3.12. Let N ∈ N. Using the notation from above, we do a
Neumann expansion of the resolvent

(
HΛ − E

(N)
Λ − z

)−1
= R0(z) +

∞∑

n=1

R0(z)
{(
−HI

(
G

(1)
Λ , G

(2)
Λ

)
+ E

(N)
Λ

)
R0(z)

}n

= R0(z) +
∞∑

k=1

∑

s∈S
(k)
0

∑

U∈P
(1,N,k)
s

S
(1,N,k)
s,U,Λ (z).

For the last equality, we – for each n – simply multiplied out all the n
brackets, each containing 4 terms from HI, cf (1.4), and for E

(N)
Λ , we get

a term for each σ ∈ S(2i)
↔ with 2i ≤ N (see Definition 3.11). Observe that

it follows from Lemma 3.6 (1) and (3) that there exists a CN(Λ) > 0 (as
in the formulation of Theorem 3.12), such that the two infinite series above
are absolutely convergent for z with Rez ≤ −CN(Λ). Note that n and k in
the sums above do not count the same thing. Whereas n counts the number
of factors in the first Neumann expansion, k counts the number of coupling
functions, including those inside the counter-terms.
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Fix k ∈ N and s ∈ S
(k)
0 . We may now use Lemma 3.16 recursively to

conclude that

∑

U∈P
(1,N,k)
s

S
(1,N,k)
s,U,Λ (z)

=
∑

U0∈P
(2,N,k)
s

∑

U∈P
(1,N,k)
s ,U�U0

S
(1,N,k)
s,U,Λ (z)

=
∑

U∈P
(2,N,k)
s

S
(2,N,k)
s,U,Λ (z)

...

=
∑

U∈P
(N−1,N,k)
s

S
(N−1,N,k)
s,U,Λ (z)

= S
(N,N,k)
s,∅,Λ (z) = S

(N,k)
t

(
z;Gs1,Λ, . . . , Gsk,Λ

)
,

where t ∈ S(N,k) is a representative of the equivalence class ϕ(N,k)(s) ∈
T (N,k)/∼. Inserting back into the Neumann expansion, we conclude that

(
HΛ − E

(N)
Λ − z

)−1
= R0(z) +

∞∑

k=1

∑

[t]∈T (N,k)/∼

S
(N,k)
t

(
z;Gs1,Λ, . . . , Gsk,Λ

)
,

which concludes the proof. Recall that the right-hand side is absolutely
convergent for z with Re(z) ≤ −CN(Λ). One may also appeal to Lemma 3.9
to get absolute convergence (for a possibly different CN(Λ)).

4 Regular Wick Monomials

The operators T (k)
s (z;F (k)) for k ∈ N and s ∈ S(k), cf. Definition 3.2, are

difficult to estimate directly. Recalling the main ideas of [2], the strategy
begins with computing normal ordered expressions for these operators. The
terms in the normal ordered expressions will be the regular Wick monomials
of this section.

4.1 The definition of regular Wick monomials

Definition 4.1. Let n ∈ N. We introduce the following general notations:

• Ja ⊂ J1, nK, respectively Ja∗ ⊂ J1, nK, will label a set of indices associated
to bosonic annihilation operators, respectively creation operators. We
impose that Ja ∩ Ja∗ = ∅.
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• Jb ⊂ J1, nK, respectively Jb∗ ⊂ J1, nK, will label a set of indices associated
to fermionic annihilation operators, respectively creation operators. We
impose that Jb ∩ Jb∗ = ∅.

• Abbreviate J = Ja ∪ Ja∗ ∪ Jb ∪ Jb∗ .

• Ia ⊂ J1, nK\(Ja∪Ja∗) is the subset of indices labelling bosonic annihilation
operators that have been contracted, and fa : Ia → J1, nK \ (Ja ∪Ja∗ ∪ Ia)
a bijection with fa(i) > i, for all i ∈ Ia encodes which bosonic creation
operator that was involved in the contraction.

• Ib ⊂ J1, nK\(Jb∪Jb∗) is a subset of indices labelling fermionic annihilation
operators that have been contracted, and fb : Ib → J1, nK\ (Jb∪Jb∗ ∪ Ib)
a bijection with fb(i) > i, for all i ∈ Ib encodes which fermionic creation
operator that was involved in the contraction.

Remark 4.2. Let Ja, Ja∗ , Jb, Jb∗ and Ia, Ib be subsets of J1, nK, together with
the functions fa and fb, be given as in Definition 4.1. Then there is a unique
signature string s ∈ S

(n)
0 associated with the sets. Noting that Ja∪Ja∗ ∪ Ia∪

fa(Ia) = Jb ∪ Jb∗ ∪ Ib ∪ fa(Ib) = J1, nK, we set

si =





ab, if i ∈ (Ja ∪ Ia) ∩ (Jb ∪ Ib)

ab
∗, if i ∈ (Ja ∪ Ia) ∩ (Ja∗ ∪ fb(Ib))

a
∗
b, if i ∈ (Ja∗ ∪ fa(Ia)) ∩ (Jb ∪ Ib)

a
∗
b
∗, if i ∈ (Ja∗ ∪ fa∗(Ia)) ∩ (Jb∗ ∪ fb(Ib)).

Conversely, given a signature string s ∈ S
(n)
0 one may reconstruct the sets

Ja ∪ Ib, Ja∗ ∪ fa(Ia), Jb ∪ Ib, Jb∗ ∪ fb(Ib), but the signature string does not
contain any information about contractions.

We aim to normal order the renormalized blocks of operators introduced
in Subsect. 3.1 with a view towards obtaining improved norm estimates that
are uniform in the ultraviolet cutoff Λ (when the Fi’s are replaced by appro-
priate coupling functions). We introduce a class of Wick monomials that will
come out when performing the normal ordering.

Definition 4.3 (Wick Monomial). Let n ∈ N. We say that T is a Wick
monomial of length n, if T : C∗− → M

(n) and there exist Ja, Ja∗ , Jb, Jb∗ ,
Ib, Ia, defined as in Definition 4.1, together with A ⊂ J1, n − 1K (A = ∅ if
n = 1) and a continuous function L({kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia
) such that for z ∈ C∗−
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and F (n) = (F1, . . . , Fn) ∈ (L2(Rd ×Rd))n:

T (z;F (n)) =
∫ n∏

i=1

Fi(ki, qi)L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

)

∏

i∈Ib

δ(ki − kfb(i))
∏

i∈Ia

δ(qi − qfa(i))
∏

j∈Jb∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈Ja∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

i∈A

R0(z − Ci − Ri)
∏

j∈Ja

a(qj)
∏

j∈Jb

b(kj)
n∏

i=1

dqidki, (4.1)

where:

Ci =
∑

j≤i
j∈Ja

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j≤i
j∈J

b

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

i<j
j∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

i<j
j∈J

b∗

ω(b)(kj), (4.2)

and
Ri =

∑

j∈Ia

j≤i<fa(j)

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈Ib

j≤i<f
b

(j)

ω(b)(kj). (4.3)

Definition 4.4 (Indices of a Wick monomial). Remark 4.2 leads us to intro-
duce two indices that are associated with a Wick monomial T as introduced
in Definition 4.3. Let s ∈ S

(n)
0 be the signature string associated with T ,

through the sets from Definition 4.1. Then we set

na(T ) = na(1, n; s) and nb(T ) = nb(1, n; s).

Remark 4.5. Note that the indices na(T ) and nb(T ) only depend on T
through its signature s, from Remark 4.2. That is, they are independent
of the contractions in the Wick monomial.

When attempting to estimate Wick monomials, some particle channels
have to be studied in a specific way, for example, we will have to exploit
boundedness of smeared fermionic annihilation and creation operators, or
proceed differently when operators have been all contracted. Therefore, the
sets Ja, Jb, Ja∗ and Jb∗ are not enough to state our regularity conditions and
that is why we need to introduce the concept of covers:

Definition 4.6 (Cover). Let the sets Jb, Jb∗ , Ja and Ja∗ be as in Definition 4.1.
A cover is a partition (Pa, Pb, Pa∗, Pb∗) of J = Jb∪Jb∗∪Ja∪Ja∗ into pairwise
disjoint sets, fulfilling the following properties: Pa ∪Pa∗ ∪Pb ∪Pb∗ = J and

Pa ⊆ Ja, Pb ⊆ Jb, Pa∗ ⊆ Ja∗ and Pb∗ ⊆ Jb∗ .
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In preparing to estimate Wick monomials, we will have to set the stage by
placing the creation and annihilation operators in a particular order. More
precisely, the order of the fermionic operators whose indices correspond to
non-contracted bosonic operators will have to be treated with caution in order
to use boundedness of smeared fermionic operators. We introduce admissible
maps that will take care of this ordering:

Definition 4.7 (Admissible maps). Let Jb, Jb∗ , Ja, Ja∗ ⊂ J1, nK with a cover
(Pa∗ , Pa, Pb∗ , Pb), be as in Definitions 4.1 and 4.6. Then

• A function σ : Jb∗ ∪ Jb → N0,∞ is called admissible w.r.t. the cover if:

– For any j ∈ Pb∗ ∪ Pb, we have σ(j) = j.

– For any j ∈ Jb∗ \ Pb∗ , σ(j) ≤ j.

– For any j ∈ Jb \ Pb, σ(j) ≥ j.

– The range of σ is included in {0} ∪ J1, nK ∪ {∞}.

• ∂σ = {j ∈ Jb∗ ∪ Jb | σ(j) = 0 or σ(j) = +∞} = {j ∈ Jb∗ | σ(j) =
0} ∪ {j ∈ Jb | σ(j) = +∞}.

Remark 4.8. Note that the identity map id : Jb ∪ Jb∗ → J1, nK, defined by
id(j) = j is always admissible with ∂id = ∅.

To estimate the uncontracted annihilation and creation operators in a
Wick monomial using kinetic energy bounds, we will distribute the available
resolvents onto the annihilation and creation operators. To do so, it is useful
to introduce the following notation:

Definition 4.9. Let us consider Jb, Jb∗, Ja, Ja∗ defined as in Definition 4.1, a
cover (Pa, Pb, Pa∗ , Pb∗) defined as in Definition 4.6, together with an admis-
sible map σ : J1, nK→ N0,∞. For any i ∈ J1, nK we define

Ci(σ) =
∑

j>i
j∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

σ(j)>i
j∈J

b∗

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

j≤i
j∈Ja

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

σ(j)≤i
j∈J

b

ω(b)(kj).

Note that Ci(id) = Ci, cf. (4.2).

Definition 4.10 (Admissible exponents). Let Jb, Jb∗ , Ja, Ja∗ be as in Defi-
nition 4.1, and a cover (Pa, Pb, Pa∗ , Pb∗) be as in Definition 4.6. Let A ⊂
J1, n−1K and suppose {αi}i∈J is given with αi ≥ 0 for all i ∈ J . A collection
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of exponents {γi;j}i∈A,j∈J is called admissible exponents if for all j ∈ J and
i ∈ A: γi,j ≥ 0 and :

if j ∈ Pa∗ ∪
(
Pb∗ ∩ (Ja∗ ∪ fa(Ia))

)
and i ≥ j : γi;j = 0,

if j ∈ Pb∗ ∩ Ia and i ≥ fa(j) : γi;j = 0,

if j ∈ Pa ∪
(
Pb ∪ (Ja ∪ Ib)

)
and i < j : γi;j = 0,

if j ∈ Pb ∩ fa(Ia) and i < f−1
a

(j) : γi;j = 0,

(4.4)

together with

∀j ∈ J : αj =
∑

i∈A

γi;j, ∀i ∈ A : γi :=
∑

j∈J

γi;j ≤ 1. (4.5)

We are now ready, keeping the definitions above in mind, to introduce
the notion of regular Wick monomial:

Definition 4.11 (Regular Wick monomial). Let T be a Wick monomial. We
say that T is regular, if there exists a positive constant cT such that for
any cover (Pa, Pb, Pa∗, Pb∗), any admissible map σ : Jb ∪ Jb∗ → N0,∞, any
collection {αi}

n
i=1 with

∀i ∈ J1, nK : 0 ≤ αi ≤ 1 and
n∑

i=1

αi = n− 1, (4.6)

there exist {βi}
n
i=1 with 0 ≤ βi ≤ αi and βi = 0 for i ∈ ∂σ, and a collection of

admissible exponents {γi;j}i∈A,j∈J , such that for any z ∈ C∗−, the following
estimate holds:
∣∣∣∣L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

)∣∣∣∣
∏

j∈Pa∪Pa∗

ω(a)(qj)
−αj

∏

j∈Pb∪Pb∗

ω(b)(kj)
−αj

∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

) ∏

j∈Ib

δ

(
kj − kfb(j)

)∥∥∥∥∥
∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)1−γi

∥∥∥∥∥

≤ cT

∏
i∈Ia

δ(qi − qfa(i))
∏

j∈Ib
δ(kj − kfb(j))∏n

i=1[ω
(a)(qi)]αi−βi[ω(b)(ki)]βi

. (4.7)

The number n is called the length of T .

Remark 4.12. Observe that, pointwise in the qj ’s and kj’s, the right-hand
side of (4.7) is bounded uniformly in z ∈ C∗−. Since, for z ∈ C∗−, we have
‖R0(z −Ci(σ)−Ri)‖

2 = ((Ci(σ) +Ri + |Re(z)|)2 + Im(z)2)−1 , we conclude
that for any i ∈ A, the function Ci(σ) +Ri is non-zero, i.e., there is at least
one dispersion relation present in the total sum, either in Ci(σ) or in Ri.
Hence, choosing σ = id, regular Wick monomials are defined for all z ∈ C−
and the estimate in (4.7) holds also for z = 0.
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Definition 4.13 (Handed Wick monomials). Let T be a regular Wick mono-
mial. We say that T is:

(1) right-handed if Ja ∪ (Jb \ Ja∗) 6= ∅. Right-handed Wick monomials will

be denoted by
→
T .

(2) left-handed if Ja∗ ∪ (Jb∗ \ Ja) 6= ∅. Left-handed Wick monomials will

be denoted
←

T .

(3) fully contracted if Ja∗ = Jb∗ = Ja = Jb = ∅.

Remark 4.14. Note that if

Ja ∪ (Jb\Ja∗) = ∅ and Ja∗ ∪ (Jb∗\Ja) = ∅,

then
Ja = Ja∗ = Jb = Jb∗ = ∅.

In other words, if a regular Wick monomial is neither right-handed nor left-
handed, then it is fully contracted.

Remark 4.15. Let T be a regular Wick monomial of length n. Recall the
indices na(T ) and nb(T ) from Definition 4.4. We have the following simple
observations:

(i) If we have either na(T ) > 0 or we have na(T ) = 0 and nb(T ) > 0, then
T is right-handed.

(ii) If we have either na(T ) < 0 or we have na(T ) = 0 and nb(T ) < 0, then
T is left-handed.

(iii) If both na(T ) = nb(T ) = 0, then T is either fully contracted or both
left- and right-handed at the same time.

We finally introduce the concept of adjoint of a regular Wick monomial
which will enable us to simplify many of our proofs.

Definition 4.16 (Adjoint of a Wick monomial). Let T be a Wick monomial.
We define the adjoint of T , denoted by T ∗, as the map T ∗ : C∗− × L

2(Rd ×
Rd)n → Lfin defined by setting

T ∗(z;F1, . . . , Fn) = T (z;Fn, . . . , F 1)∗|Hfin
.

Lemma 4.17. Let T be a Wick monomial of length n. Then its adjoint T ∗

is also a Wick monomial of length n. Furthermore, if T is regular, so is T ∗

and we may choose the bounding constant cT ∗ = cT .

45



Remark 4.18. Let s ∈ S
(n)
0 be the signature string associated with T (cf. Re-

mark 4.2). Then s∗ is the signature string associated with T ∗. Hence, we
have na(T ∗) = −na(T ) and nb(T ∗) = −nb(T ). See Definition 4.4 for the
indices na(T ) and nb(T ).

Proof. Since T is a Wick monomial it has the form (4.1), and we have

(
T (z;F1, . . . Fn)

)∗
=
∫ n∏

j=1

Fj(kj, qj) L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

)

∏

j∈Ib

δ(kj − kfb(j))
∏

j∈Ia

δ(qj − qfa(j))
∏

j∈Jb

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈Ja

a
∗(qj)

∏

i∈A

R0(z − Ci −Ri)
∏

j∈Ja∗

a(qj)
∏

j∈Jb∗

b(kj)
n∏

j=1

dqjdkj. (4.8)

Let us define ϕ from {0} ∪ J1, nK ∪ {∞} to {0} ∪ J1, nK ∪ {∞} by

ϕ(i) =





n+ 1− i if i ∈ J1, nK

0 if i =∞

∞ if i = 0.

It is clearly a bijection from {0} ∪ J1, nK ∪ {∞} to {0} ∪ J1, nK ∪ {∞}. Let
us now introduce the following objects

J ′
a∗ = ϕ(Ja) J ′

a
= ϕ(Ja∗) I ′

a
= ϕ(fa(Ia))

J ′
b∗

= ϕ(Jb) J ′
b

= ϕ(Jb) I ′
b

= ϕ(fb(Ib))

f ′
a

= ϕ ◦ f−1
a
◦ ϕ−1 f ′

b
= ϕ ◦ f−1

b
◦ ϕ−1

A′ = ϕ(A)− 1 F ′i = Fϕ(i) . (4.9)

Let now i ∈ A ⊂ J1, n− 1K and set ν = ϕ(i)− 1 ∈ A′. Recall the form of
Ci from (4.2). We compute

Ci =
∑

j>i
j∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j>i
j∈J

b∗

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

j≤i
j∈Ja

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j≤i
j∈J

b

ω(b)(kj)

=
∑

ϕ(j)<ϕ(i)
j∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

ϕ(j)<ϕ(i)
j∈J

b∗

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

ϕ(j)≥ϕ(i)
j∈Ja

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

ϕ(j)≥ϕ(i)
j∈J

b

ω(b)(kj)

=
∑

ϕ(j)≤ν
j∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

ϕ(j)≤ν
j∈J

b∗

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

ϕ(j)>ν
j∈Ja

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

ϕ(j)>ν
j∈J

b

ω(b)(kj)

=
∑

ℓ≤ν
ℓ∈J′

a

ω(a)(qϕ−1(ℓ)) +
∑

ℓ≤ν
ℓ∈J′

b

ω(b)(kϕ−1(ℓ))
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+
∑

ℓ>ν
ℓ∈J′

a∗

ω(a)(qϕ−1(ℓ)) +
∑

ℓ>k
ℓ∈J′

b∗

ω(b)(kϕ−1(ℓ))

=: C̃ ′ν . (4.10)

Note that the momentum variables entering into C̃ ′ν has been inverted by ϕ
as compared to C ′ν (defined with the new sets (J ′

a
, J ′

a∗ , J
′
b
, J ′

b∗) instead of the
original sets).

Similarly, we may for i ∈ A compute, up the identification qj = qfa(j),
for i ∈ Ia, and kj = fb(kj), for j ∈ Ib, coming from the delta functions.
Recalling the expression of Ri from (4.3), we have:

Ri =
∑

j∈Ia

j≤i<fa(j)

ω(a)(qfa(j)) +
∑

j∈Ib

j≤i<f
b

(j)

ω(b)(kfb(j))

=
∑

ℓ∈fa(Ia)

f
−1
a

(ℓ)≤i<ℓ

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈fb(Ib)

f
−1
b

(ℓ)≤i<ℓ

ω(b)(kℓ)

=
∑

u∈I′a
f
−1
a

(ϕ−1(u))≤i<ϕ−1(u)

ω(a)(qϕ−1(u)) +
∑

u∈I′
b

f
−1
b

(ϕ−1(u))≤i<ϕ−1(u)

ω(b)(kϕ−1(u))

=
∑

u∈I′a
u<ϕ(i)≤f ′

a
(u)

ω(a)(qϕ−1(u)) +
∑

u∈I′
b

u<ϕ(i)≤f ′
b

(u)

ω(b)(kϕ−1(u))

=
∑

u∈I′a
u≤ν<f ′

b
(u)

ω(a)(qϕ−1(u)) +
∑

u∈I′
b

u≤ν<f
b

(u)

ω(b)(kϕ−1(u))

=: R̃′ν

where again ν = ϕ(i)− 1 ∈ A′. Note that the momentum variables entering
into R̃′ν has been inverted by ϕ as compared to R′ν .

Therefore, for any i ∈ A′, we have

R0(z − Ci − Ri) = R0(z − C̃ ′ν − R̃
′
ν),

where ν = ϕ(i)−1, from which it can be deduced by relabeling the integration
variables ν = ϕ(i) − 1 and µ = ϕ(j) (comparing with the indices in (4.8))
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that

(T (z;F1, . . . Fn))∗ =
∫ n∏

µ=1

Fµ(kµ, qµ) L
(
{kµ}µ∈I′

b
, {qµ}µ∈I′a

)

∏

µ∈I′
b

δ(kµ − kf ′
b

(µ))
∏

µ∈I′a

δ(qµ − qf ′a(µ))
∏

µ∈J ′
b∗

b
∗(kµ)

∏

µ∈J ′
a∗

a
∗(qµ)

∏

ν∈A′
R0(z − C ′ν −R

′
ν)
∏

µ∈J ′a

a(qµ)
∏

µ∈J ′
b

b(kµ)
n∏

µ=1

dqµdkµ,

which is of the form of a Wick monomial, as formulated in Definition 4.3.
It remains to prove that T ∗ is regular. Let (P ′

a
, P ′

a∗
, P ′

b
, P ′

b∗
) be a cover for

(J ′
a
, J ′

a
, J ′

b
, J ′

b∗), σ
′ : J ′

b
∪ J ′

b∗ → N0,∞ be an admissible function and suppose
{α′i}

n
i=1 fulfills the conditions (4.6). Define

Pa = ϕ−1(P ′
a∗

) Pa∗ = ϕ−1(P ′
a
)

Pb = ϕ−1(P ′
b∗

) Pb∗ = ϕ−1(P ′
b
),

which is cover for (Ja, Ja∗, Jb, Jb∗), and

αi = α′ϕ(i), σ = ϕ−1 ◦ σ′ ◦ ϕ. (4.11)

Note that σ : Jb ∪ Jb∗ → N0,∞ is admissible. Furthermore, we observe that
∂σ = ϕ−1(∂σ′).

Since, T is a regular Wick monomial, there exist {βi}
n
i=1 with 0 ≤ βi ≤

αi and βi = 0 for i ∈ ∂σ, and a collection of admissible exponents, cf.
Definition 4.10, {γi;j}i∈A,j∈J , such that for any z ∈ C∗−, the estimate (4.7)
from Definition 4.11 holds.

Before continuing, we pause to relate Ci(σ), i ∈ A, to C ′ν(σ′), where
ν = ϕ(i) − 1 ∈ A′. Recall that Ci(σ) is defined in Definition 4.9. For the
two summands involving boson momenta in the slightly simpler computation
(4.10), there is no change. As for the two sums over fermion momenta, we
start with σ(j) in place of simply j in (4.10). Through the steps in the
computation (4.10), the index j undergoes the changes

j → ϕ(j)→ ϕ(ϕ−1(ℓ)) = ℓ.

Repeating the computation for Ci(σ), we would instead have

σ(j)→ ϕ(σ(j))→ ϕ(σ(ϕ−1(ℓ))) = σ′(j).
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With this in mind, one may follow the same computation as in (4.10) to
conclude that

Ci(σ) = C̃ ′ν(σ′) =
∑

ℓ∈J ′
a∗

ℓ>ν

ω(a)(qϕ−1(ℓ)) +
∑

ℓ∈J ′
b∗

σ′(ℓ)>ν

ω(b)(kϕ−1(ℓ))

+
∑

ℓ∈J ′a
ℓ≤ν

ω(a)(qϕ−1(ℓ)) +
∑

ℓ∈J ′
b

σ′(ℓ)≤ν

ω(b)(kϕ−1(ℓ)),

which equals C ′ν(σ′) up to relabeling of the boson and fermion momenta.
Define {β ′i}

n
i=1 by setting β ′i = βϕ−1(i), for i ∈ J1, nK. Clearly, 0 ≤ β ′i ≤ α′i

and β ′i = 0 for i ∈ ϕ(∂σ) = ∂σ′.
Define {γ′i;j}i∈A′,j∈J ′ as follows

∀i ∈ A′, ∀j ∈ J ′, γ′i;j = γϕ−1(i+1);ϕ−1(j).

We should check that the γ′i;j’s are admissible exponents for the primed ob-
jects, cf. Definition 4.10. Let i ∈ A′ and j ∈ J ′, such that ϕ−1(i+1) ∈ A and
ϕ−1(j) ∈ J . Recalling (4.9), we observe that ϕ−1(f ′

a
(I ′

a
)) = f−1

a
(ϕ−1(I ′

a
)) =

Ia and ϕ−1(I ′
a
) = fa(Ia). Hence we may check the constraints (4.4):

• If j ∈ P ′
a∗
∪
(
P ′

b∗
∩(J ′

a∗
∪f ′

a
(I ′

a
))
)
and i ≥ j, then ϕ−1(j) ∈ Pa∪

(
Pb∩(Ja∪

Ia)
)
and ϕ−1(i+ 1) < ϕ−1(i) ≤ ϕ−1(j). Hence γ′i;j = γϕ−1(i+1);ϕ−1(j) = 0.

• If j ∈ P ′
a
∪
(
P ′

b
∪ (J ′

a
∪ I ′

b
)
)
and i < j, then ϕ−1(j) ∈ Pa∗ ∪

(
Pb∗ ∪

(Ja∗ ∪ fa(Ib))
)
and ϕ−1(i+ 1) = ϕ−1(i)− 1 > ϕ−1(j)− 1, implying that

ϕ−1(i+ 1) ≥ ϕ−1(j). Therefore γ′i;j = γϕ−1(i+1);ϕ−1(j) = 0.

• If j ∈ P ′
b∗
∩ I ′

a
and i ≥ f ′

a
(j), then ϕ−1(j) ∈ Pb ∩ fa(Ia) and ϕ−1(i+ 1) <

ϕ−1(i) ≤ ϕ−1(f ′
a
(j)) = f−1

a
(ϕ−1(j)). Therefore γ′i;j = γϕ−1(i+1);ϕ−1(j) = 0.

• If j ∈ P ′
b
∩ f ′

a
(I ′

a
) and i < f ′−1

a
(j), then ϕ−1(j) ∈ Pa∗ ∩ Ia and ϕ−1(i +

1) = ϕ−1(i) − 1 > ϕ−1(f ′−1
a

(j)) − 1 = fa(ϕ−1(j)) − 1, implying that
ϕ−1(i+ 1) ≥ fa(ϕ−1(j)). Therefore γ′i;j = γϕ−1(i+1);ϕ−1(j) = 0.

In addition

• For any j ∈ J ′,

α′j = αϕ−1(j) =
∑

i∈A

γi,ϕ−1(j) =
∑

i∈A′
γϕ−1(i+1),ϕ−1(j) =

∑

i∈A′
γ′i,j.
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• For any i ∈ A′,

γ′i =
∑

j∈J ′
γ′i,j =

∑

j∈J ′
γϕ−1(i+1),ϕ−1(j) =

∑

j∈J

γϕ−1(i+1),j = γϕ−1(i+1) ≤ 1.

Finally, by relabelling the momenta j = ϕ−1(ν) and the index i = ϕ−1(µ+
1), we find that

∣∣∣∣L
(
{kµ}µ∈I′

b
, {qµ}µ∈I′a

)∣∣∣∣
∏

µ∈P ′a∪P ′
a∗

ω(a)(qµ)−α′µ
∏

µ∈P ′
b
∪P ′

b∗

ω(b)(kµ)−α′µ

∏

µ∈I′a

δ

(
qµ − qf ′a(µ)

) ∏

µ∈I′
b

δ

(
kµ − kf ′

b
(µ)

)∥∥∥∥∥
∏

ν∈A′
R0

(
z − C ′ν(σ′)−R′ν

)1−γ′ν

∥∥∥∥∥

=
∣∣∣∣L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

)∣∣∣∣
∏

j∈Pa∗∪Pa

ω(a)(qj)
−α′

ϕ(j)
∏

j∈Pb∗∪Pb

ω(b)(kj)
−α′

ϕ(j)

∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

) ∏

j∈Ib

δ

(
kj − kfb(j)

)

∥∥∥∥∥
∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − C̃ ′ϕ(i)−1(σ′)− R̃′ϕ(i)−1

)1−γ′
ϕ(i)−1

∥∥∥∥∥

=
∣∣∣∣L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

)∣∣∣∣
∏

j∈Pa∪Pa∗

ω(a)(qj)
−αj

∏

j∈Pb∪Pb∗

ω(b)(kj)
−αj

∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

) ∏

j∈Ib

δ

(
kj − kfb(j)

)∥∥∥∥∥
∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)1−γi

∥∥∥∥∥

≤ cT

∏
i∈Ia

δ(qi − qfa(i))
∏

j∈Ib
δ(kj − kfb(j))∏n

i=m[ω(a)(qi)]αi−βi[ω(b)(ki)]βi
,

where we used (4.7) in the last step. This concludes the proof.

The following result is a straightforward consequence of Lemma 4.17.

Corollary 4.19. (1) The adjoint of a right-handed Wick monomial is left-
handed.

(2) The adjoint of a left-handed Wick monomial is right-handed.

(3) The adjoint of a fully contracted Wick monomial is fully contracted.

4.2 A calculus for regular Wick monomials

This goal of this section is to establish Lemma 4.22. This lemma states that
for s ∈ S(n), the corresponding renormalized block T (n)

s (z, ·), can be written
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as a sum of right-handed Wick monomials if s ∈ S(n)
→ , as sum of left-handed

Wick monomials, if s ∈ S(n)
← and finally, if s ∈ S(n)

↔ , as a sum of Wick
monomials that are both left- and right-handed, as well as fully contracted
Wick monomials from which counter-terms have been removed. The bulk
of the section is concerned with the stability of the regularity property for
Wick monimials under multiplication, which is studied in Lemma 4.20 and
Lemma 4.21.

Lemma 4.20 (Products of Wick monomials I). Let m,n ∈ N with m < n.
There exists a constant M = M(n), such that the following holds. Let T1

be a Wick monomial of length m and T2 a Wick monomial of length n−m.
Then:

(1) There is a collection of Wick monomials {T ′j}
M ′

j=1 with M ′ ≤ M , all
of length n, such that for any z ∈ C∗− and F1, . . . , Fm, Fm+1, . . . , Fn ∈
L2(Rd ×Rd), we have

T1(z;F1, . . . , Fm)R0(z)T2(z;Fm+1, . . . , Fn) =
M ′∑

j=1

T ′j(z;F1, . . . , Fn).

(2) If s1 is the signature string affiliated with T1 and s2 is the signature
string affiliated with T2 (see Remark 4.2), then s = s1 ◦ s2 is the signa-
ture string affiliated with each of the T ′j’s.

From now one, we assume that T1 =
→
T 1 is right-handed and that T2 =

←
T 2 is

left-handed.

(3) If na(
→

T 1)+na(
←

T 2) > 0, or na(
→

T 1)+na(
←

T 2) = 0 and nb(
→

T 1)+nb(
←

T 2) ≥
0, then the Wick monomials T ′j from (1) are either right-handed or fully
contracted.

(4) If na(
→

T 1)+na(
←

T 2) < 0, or na(
→

T 1)+na(
←

T 2) = 0 and nb(
→

T 1)+nb(
←

T 2) ≤
0, then the Wick monomials T ′j from (1) are either left-handed or fully
contracted.

Moreover, in (3) and (4), the bounding constant for all the T ′j’s can be taken
to be c→

T 1

· c←
T 2

.

Proof. We will use superscripts (1) on objects affiliated with the Wick mono-
mial T1 and, likewise, the superscript (2) for objects affiliated with T2. For
the sets affiliated with T2, it is convenient to shift the labeling from J1, n−mK
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to Jm+ 1, nK, such that we get the right labeling, from 1 to n, for the com-
position. For the purpose of this proof, as well as the next, we make use of
the abbreviations for ℓ = 1, 2

L(ℓ) := L(ℓ)
(
{kj}j∈I

(ℓ)
b

, {qj}j∈I
(ℓ)
a

)

∆(ℓ)
a

:=
∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qf

(1)
a (i)

)
, ∆

(ℓ)
b

=
∏

i∈I
(1)
b

δ

(
ki − kf

(1)
b

(i)

)
. (4.12)

We begin with (1), so let us consider T1(z;F1, . . . , Fm) of the form:

∫ m∏

i=1

Fi(ki, qi)L
(1)∆(1)

a
∆

(1)
b

∏

j∈J
(1)

b∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈J
(1)

a∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

i∈A(1)

R0

(
z − C

(1)
i − R

(1)
i

) ∏

j∈J
(1)
a

a(qj)
∏

j∈J
(1)
b

b(kj)
m∏

j=1

dkjdqj,

keeping (4.12) in mind, and T2(z;Fm+1, . . . , Fn) of the form:

∫ n∏

i=m+1

Fi(ki, qi)L
(2)∆(2)

a
∆

(2)
b

∏

j∈J
(2)

b∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈J
(2)

a∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

i∈A(2)

R0

(
z − C

(2)
i − R

(2)
i

) ∏

j∈J
(2)
a

a(qj)
∏

j∈J
(2)
b

b(kj)
n∏

j=m+1

dkjdqj,

where we made use of the relabelling from J1, n−mK to Jm+ 1, nK.
Step I: Normal ordering the product. We may now compute:

T1(z;F1, . . . , Fm)R0(z)T2(z;Fm+1, . . . , Fn)

=
∫ n∏

i=1

Fi(ki, qi)L
(1)L(2)∆(1)

a
∆

(1)
b

∆(2)
a

∆
(2)
b

∏

j∈J
(1)

b∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈J
(1)

a∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

i∈A(1)

R0

(
z − C

(1)
i − R

(1)
i

)

[
∏

j∈J
(1)
a

a(qj)
∏

j∈J
(1)
b

b(kj)R0(z)
∏

j∈J
(2)

b∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈J
(2)

a∗

a
∗(qj)

]

∏

i∈A(2)

R0

(
z − C

(2)
i − R

(2)
i

) ∏

j∈J
(2)
a

a(qj)
∏

j∈J
(2)
b

b(kj)
n∏

j=1

dkjdqj , (4.13)
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as an identity in Lfin. In this first step we normal order the term in the square
brackets [· · · ], using the pull through formula. We obtain:

∏

j∈J
(1)
a

a(qj)
∏

j∈J
(1)
b

b(kj) R0(z)
∏

j∈J
(2)

b∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈J
(2)

a∗

a
∗(qj)

=

{
∏

j∈J
(1)
a

a(qj)
∏

j∈J
(1)
b

b(kj)
∏

j∈J
(2)

b∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈J
(2)

a∗

a
∗(qj)

}

R0

(
z −

∑

j∈J
(2)

b∗

ω(b)(kj)−
∑

j∈J
(2)

a∗

ω(a)(qj)
)
.

We can then normal order the expression in the curly brackets {· · · }, leading
to a representation of the contents in the square brackets [· · · ] of (4.13) as a
sum of terms of the form:

∏

i∈I′
b

δ

(
ki − kf ′

b
(i)

) ∏

i∈I′a

δ

(
qi − qf ′a(i)

) ∏

j∈J ′
b∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈J ′
a∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

j∈J ′
b

b(kj)
∏

j∈J ′a

a(kj),
(4.14)

up to a sign arising from the anti-commutation relations for fermionic anni-
hilation and creation operators. (Note that if T is a regular Wick monomial,
then −T is also a regular Wick monomial with L replaced by −L.) In (4.14),
the primed objects satisfy

J ′
a∗
⊂ J

(2)
a∗ , J ′

a
⊂ J (1)

a
,

J ′
b∗
⊂ J

(2)
b∗
, J ′

b
⊂ J

(1)
b
,

I ′
b

= J
(1)
b
\ J ′

b
, f ′

b
: I ′

b
→ J

(2)
b∗
\ J ′

b∗
is a bijection,

I ′
a

= J (1)
a
\ J ′

a
, f ′

a
: I ′

a
→ J

(2)
a∗ \ J

′
a∗

is a bijection.

(4.15)

Step II: Before we reinsert the expression (4.14) into the square brackets [· · · ]
of (4.13), we need to define some objects that will enable us to recognize the
resulting expression as a Wick monomial. We write

Ja = J ′
a
∪ J (2)

a
Jb = J ′

b
∪ J

(2)
b

Ja∗ = J
(1)
a∗ ∪ J

′
a∗

Jb∗ = J
(1)
b∗
∪ J ′

b∗

Ia = I(1)
a
∪ I(2)

a
∪ I ′

a
Ib = I

(1)
b
∪ I

(2)
b
∪ I ′

b
.

(4.16)

Observe that

J = Ja ∪ Ja∗ ∪ Jb ∪ Jb∗ =
(
J (1) ∪ J (2)

)
\
(
I ′

a
∪ f ′

a
(I ′

a
) ∪ I ′

b
∪ f ′

b
(I ′

b
)
)
.
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We finally introduce functions fa : Ia → J1, nK and fb : Ib → J1, nK by setting

fa(i) =





f (1)
a

(i), i ∈ I(1)
a

f (2)
a

(i), i ∈ I(2)
a

f ′
a
(i), i ∈ I ′

a

and fb(i) =





f
(1)
b

(i), i ∈ I
(1)
b

f
(2)
b

(i), i ∈ I
(2)
b

f ′
b
(i), i ∈ I ′

b

. (4.17)

Observe the identities

Ja∪Ia = J (1)
a
∪I(1)

a
∪J (2)

a
∪I(2)

a
. Ja∗∪fa(Ia) = J

(1)
a∗ ∪f

(1)
a

(I(1)
a

)∪J
(2)
a∗ ∪f

(2)
a

(I(2)
a

),
(4.18)

where we used (4.15) and (4.16). Note also that Ia ∩ (Ja ∪ Ja∗) = Ib ∩ (Jb ∪
Jb∗) = ∅, fa : Ia → J1, nK\ (Ja∪Ja∗ ∪Ia) and fb : Ib → J1, nK\ (Jb∪Jb∗ ∪Ib)
are bijections with fa(i) > i, for all i ∈ Ia, and fb(i) > i, for all i ∈ Ib, such
that the subsets Ja, Ja∗ , Jb, Jb∗ , Ia, Ib of J1, nK, together with the functions
fa and fb, satisfy Definition 4.1. Furthermore, we abbreviate

L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

)
= L(1)L(2),

which does not depend on the extra variables indexed by I ′
b
and I ′

a
.

With the above notation, we can express (4.13) as a sum of terms of the
form
∫ n∏

i=1

Fi(ki, qi)L
(1)L(2)∆(1)

a
∆

(1)
b

∆(2)
a

∆
(2)
b

∏

j∈J
(1)

b∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈J
(1)

a∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

j∈J ′
b∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈J ′
a∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

i∈A(1)

R0

(
z − C

(1)
i − R

(1)
i −

∑

j∈J ′
b∗

ω(b)(kj)−
∑

j∈J ′
a∗

ω(a)(qj)
)

R0

(
z −

∑

j∈J
(2)

b∗

ω(b)(kj)−
∑

j∈J
(2)

a∗

ω(a)(qj)−
∑

j∈J ′
b

ω(b)(kj)−
∑

j∈J ′a

ω(a)(qj)
)

∏

i∈A(2)

R0

(
z − C

(2)
i − R

(2)
i −

∑

j∈J ′
b

ω(b)(kj)−
∑

j∈J ′a

ω(a)(qj)
)

∏

j∈J ′
b

b(kj)
∏

j∈J ′a

a(kj)
∏

j∈J
(2)
a

a(qj)
∏

j∈J
(2)
b

b(kj)
n∏

j=1

dqjdkj

=
∫ n∏

i=1

Fi(ki, qi)L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

)

∏

i∈Ib

δ

(
ki − kfb(i)

) ∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

) ∏

j∈Jb∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈Ja∗

a
∗(qj)
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∏

i∈A(1)

R0

(
z − C

(1)
i − R

(1)
i −

∑

j∈J ′
b∗

ω(b)(kj)−
∑

j∈J ′
a∗

ω(a)(qj)
)

R0

(
z −

∑

j∈J
(2)

b∗

ω(b)(kj)−
∑

j∈J
(2)

a∗

ω(a)(qj)−
∑

j∈J ′
b

ω(b)(kj)−
∑

j∈J ′a

ω(a)(qj)
)

∏

i∈A(2)

R0

(
z − C

(2)
i − R

(2)
i −

∑

j∈J ′
b

ω(b)(kj)−
∑

j∈J ′a

ω(a)(qj)
)

∏

j∈Jb

b(kj)
∏

j∈Ja

a(kj)
n∏

j=1

dqjdkj. (4.19)

The right-hand side of (4.19) brings us closer to being able to recognize the
form a Wick monomial (4.1).

Step III: The spectral shifts. Let us define:

A = A(1) ∪ {m} ∪ A(2) ⊆ J1, n− 1K (4.20)

and abbreviate for i ∈ A

Ci =
∑

j∈Ja

j≤i

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈Jb

j≤i

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

j∈Ja∗

j>i

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈Jb∗

j>i

ω(b)(kj). (4.21)

For i ∈ A, the spectral shift coming from pull-through, in the corresponding
resolvents on the right hand side of (4.19), should be written on the form
Ci + Si, where we proceed to compute the remainders Si.

Recall the definition of R
(1)
i and R

(2)
i from (4.3). We compute for any

i ∈ A(1), using (4.15), (4.16) and (4.17):

Si := R
(1)
i + C

(1)
i +

∑

j∈J ′
a∗

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈J ′
b∗

ω(b)(kj)− Ci

= R
(1)
i +

∑

j∈J
(1)
a \J ′a
j≤i

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈J
(1)
b
\J ′

b

j≤i

ω(b)(kj)

=
∑

j∈I
(1)
a

j≤i<f
(1)
a

(j)

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈I
(1)
b

j≤i<f
(1)
b

(j)

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

j∈I′a
j≤i

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈I′
b

j≤i

ω(b)(kj)

=
∑

j∈Ia

j≤i<fa(j)

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈Ib

j≤i<f
b

(j)

ω(b)(kj).

(4.22)
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For i ∈ Jm,nK, we compute first
∑

j∈J
(2)

a∗
\J ′

a∗

j>i

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈J
(2)

b∗
\J ′

b∗

j>i

ω(b)(kj) =
∑

j∈f ′a(I′a)
j>i

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈f ′
b

(I′
b

)
j>i

ω(b)(kj)

=
∑

j∈I′a
f ′

a
(j)>i

ω(a)(qf ′a(j)) +
∑

j∈I′
b

f ′
b

(j)>i

ω(b)(kf ′
b

(j)).

Using this we can now compute for any i ∈ A(2):

Si := R
(2)
i + C

(2)
i +

∑

j∈J ′a

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈J ′
b

ω(b)(kj)− Ci

= R
(2)
i +

∑

j∈J
(2)

a∗
\J ′

a∗

j>i

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈J
(2)

b∗
\J ′

b∗

j>i

ω(b)(kj)

=
∑

j∈I
(2)
a

j≤i<f
(2)
a

(j)

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈I
(2)
b

j≤i<f
(2)
b

(j)

ω(b)(kj)

+
∑

j∈I′a
f ′a(j)>i

ω(a)(qf ′a(j)) +
∑

j∈I′
b

f ′
b

(j)>i

ω(b)(kf ′
b

(j)). (4.23)

and

Sm :=
∑

j∈J
(2)

b∗

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

j∈J
(2)

a∗

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈J ′
b

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

j∈J ′a

ω(a)(qj)− Cm

=
∑

j∈J
(2)

a∗
\J ′

a∗

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈J
(2)

b∗
\J ′

b∗

ω(b)(kj)

=
∑

j∈I′a

ω(a)(qf ′a(j)) +
∑

j∈I′
b

ω(b)(kf ′
b

(j))

=
∑

j∈Ia

j≤m<fa(j)

ω(a)(qf ′a(j)) +
∑

j∈Ib

j≤m<f
b

(j)

ω(b)(kf ′
b

(j)). (4.24)

Note that the Si’s are not all of the form Ri required by a Wick monomial,
cf. (4.3) in Definition 4.3. But recalling that we have delta functions in play,
we observe that if we set qj = qfa(j), for j ∈ Ia, and kj = kfb(j), for j ∈ Ib,
then Si = Ri for all i ∈ A.

The right-hand side of (4.19) can then be written as:
∏

i∈Ib

δ

(
ki − kfb(i)

) ∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

)
(4.25)

∏

j∈Jb∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈Ja∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci − Ri

) ∏

j∈Jb

b(kj)
∏

j∈Ja

a(kj),
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and therefore, T1(z;F1, . . . , Fm)R0(z)T2(z;Fm+1, . . . , Fn) is a sum of Wick
monomials of the form (4.1).

Step IV: Signature strings. Let s1 ∈ S
(m)
0 and s2 ∈ S

(n−m)
0 be the signature

strings pertaining to T1 and T2, respectively. Then s = s1 ◦ s2 ∈ S
(n)
0 is the

signature string affiliated with all the summands of the form (4.25). This
proves (2).

Calling a summand of the form (4.25) T ′, we may compute na(T ′) =
na(T1) + na(T2) and nb(T ′) = nb(T1) + nb(T2), which is independent of
the choice of summand, since the signature string s is the same for all the
T ′’s. The indices na and nb were defined, in terms of the underlying s, in
Definition 4.4.

It now follows from the constraints in the formulation of (3) and (4),
together with Remark 4.15, that what remains of the proof is to establish
that Wick monomials associated with (4.25) are regular, cf. Definition 4.11.

From now on T1 =
→

T 1 is right-handed and T2 =
←

T 2 is left-handed.
Step V: Setting up for regularity. Let (Pa, Pb, Pa∗ , Pb∗) be a cover of

Ja ∪ Ja∗ ∪ Jb ∪ Jb∗ (cf. Definition 4.6). In order to use the hypothesis that
→

T 1 and
←

T 2 are regular, we must estimate terms in (4.7) for i ∈ J1, mK and
for i ∈ Jm + 1, nK, separately. For this we first need to go from the cover

(Pa, Pb, Pa∗ , Pb∗) to covers (P (j)
a
, P

(j)
b
, P

(j)
a∗ , P

(j)
b∗

) of J (j) = J (j)
a
∪ J

(j)
a∗ ∪ J

(j)
b
∪

J
(j)
b∗

, for j = 1, 2. Let

P
(1)
a∗ := Pa∗ ∩ J1, mK, P

(1)
b∗

:= Pb∗ ∩ J1, mK,

P (2)
a

:= Pa ∩ Jm+ 1, nK, P
(2)
b

:= Pb ∩ Jm+ 1, nK.
(4.26)

For the remaining four sets, we need to take contractions into account.
Choose a partition P ′

a
⊂ J (1)

a
\ J ′

a
and P ′

b
⊂ J

(1)
b
\ J ′

b
, with P ′

a
∩ P ′

b
= ∅

and P ′
a
∪ P ′

b
= (J (1)

a
\ J ′

a
) ∪ (J

(1)
b
\ J ′

b
), and a partition P ′

a∗
⊂ J

(2)
a∗ \ J

′
a∗

and

P ′
b∗
⊂ J

(2)
b∗
\J ′

b∗
, with P ′

a∗
∩P ′

b∗
= ∅ and P ′

a∗
∪P ′

b∗
= (J

(2)
a∗ \J

′
a∗

)∪ (J
(2)
b∗
\J ′

b∗
).

Then we may define the last four sets to be

P (1)
a

:= (Pa ∩ J1, mK) ∪ P ′
a
, P

(1)
b

:= (Pb ∩ J1, mK) ∪ P ′
b
,

P
(2)
a∗ := (Pa∗ ∩ Jm+ 1, nK) ∪ P ′

a∗
, P

(2)
b∗

:= (Pb∗ ∩ Jm+ 1, nK) ∪ P ′
b∗
.
(4.27)

Next step is to introduce σ(1) and σ(2), starting from σ. Recalling (4.16),

we observe that (Jb∗ ∪ Jb)∩ J1, mK = J
(1)
b∗
∪ J ′

b
and (Jb∗ ∪ Jb)∩ Jm+ 1, nK =

J ′
b∗
∪ J

(2)
b

. With this in mind we define σ(i) : J
(j)
b∗
∪ J

(j)
b
→ N∞, for j = 1, 2,
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by:

σ(1)(i) =





σ(i) if i ∈ J
(1)
b∗
∪ J ′

b
and σ(i) ∈ {0} ∪ J1, mK

∞ if i ∈ J (1)
b∗
∪ J ′

b
and σ(i) > m

i if i ∈ J
(1)
b
\ J ′

b

σ(2)(i) =





σ(i) if i ∈ J ′
b∗ ∪ J

(2)
b

and σ(i) ∈ Jm+ 1, nK ∪ {∞}

0 if i ∈ J ′
b∗
∪ J

(2)
b

and σ(i) < m+ 1

i if i ∈ J (2)
b∗
\ J ′

b∗

.

(4.28)

Note that, σ(1), respectively σ(2), has its range included in {0}∪J1, mK∪{∞},

respectively in {0} ∪ Jm+ 1, nK ∪ {∞}. Note that the relabelling of the
←

T 2-
indices from J1, n−mK to Jm+ 1, nK is reflected in the shifted range of σ(2).
Both maps σ(j), j = 1, 2, are moreover admissible with respect to the choice
of partition P

(j)
b∗

and P
(j)
b

made above, in the sense of Definition 4.7 (and
taking the relabelling into account for σ(2)). Finally, we observe that

∂σ ∩ J1, mK ⊂ ∂σ(1) and ∂σ ∩ Jm+ 1, nK ⊂ ∂σ(2). (4.29)

We will extract the improved momentum decay from the extra resolvent
R0(z − Cm(σ) − Rm). We now fix two momentum indices, where we know
that annihilation/creation operators have been pulled through this central

resolvent. Because
→

T 1 is a right-handed Wick monomial, and
←

T 2 is left-
handed, we know by Definition 4.13 (1) and (2), that it is possible to choose

j1 ∈ J
(1)
a
∪
(
J

(1)
b
\ J

(1)
a∗

)
6= ∅ and j2 ∈ J

(2)
a∗ ∪

(
J

(2)
b∗
\ J (2)

a

)
6= ∅. (4.30)

Consider an arbitrary choice of real numbers {αi}
n
i=1 fulfilling:

∀i ∈ J1, nK : 0 ≤ αi ≤ 1 and
n∑

i=1

αi = n− 1, (4.31)

We define

∀i ∈ J1, mK : α
(1)
i =





αi, i 6= j1

m− 1−
∑

j∈J1,mK\{j1}

αi, i = j1
(4.32)

and

∀i ∈ Jm+ 1, nK : α
(2)
i =





αi, i 6= j2

n−m− 1−
∑

j∈Jm+1,nK\{j2}

αi, i = j2. (4.33)
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The constraint on the αi’s in (4.31) ensures that 0 ≤ α
(1)
i ≤ 1, for i ∈ J1, mK,

and
∑m

i=1 α
(1)
i = m − 1. Similarly, 0 ≤ α

(2)
i ≤ 1, for i ∈ Jm + 1, nK, and

∑n
i=m+1 α

(2)
i = n−m− 1.

Since
→

T 1 and
←

T 2 are regular, there exists two collections of admissible
exponents {γ

(1)
i;j }i∈A(1),j∈J (1) and {γ

(2)
i;j }i∈A(2),j∈J (2) , cf. Definition 4.10.

Recalling that J ⊂ J (1) ∪ J (2), we define γi;j, for i ∈ A and j ∈ J , in
the following way:

γi;j =





γ
(1)
i;j , if j ∈ J ∩ J1, mK, i ∈ A(1)

γ
(2)
i;j , if j ∈ J ∩ Jm+ 1, nK, i ∈ A(2)

δj,j1

(
αj1 − α

(1)
j1

)
+ δj,j2

(
αj2 − α

(2)
j2

)
if i = m

0 otherwise

(4.34)
We claim that {γi;j}i∈A,j∈J are admissible exponents for the composed ob-
jects. To see this, observe that it follows from (4.18), (4.26) and (4.27) that

J1, mK ∩
(
Pa∗ ∪

(
Pb∗ ∩ (Ja∗ ∪ fa(Ia))

))
= P

(1)
a∗ ∪

(
P

(1)
b∗
∩ (J

(1)
a∗ ∪ f

(1)
a

(I(1)
a

))
)
,

J1, mK ∩
(
Pa ∪

(
Pb ∩ (Ja ∪ Ia)

))
⊂ P (1)

a
∪
(
P

(1)
b
∩ (J (1)

a
∪ I(1)

a
)
)
,

Km,nK ∩
(
Pa∗ ∪

(
Pb∗ ∩ (Ja∗ ∪ fa(Ia))

))
⊂ P

(2)
a∗ ∪

(
P

(2)
b∗
∩ (J

(2)
a∗ ∪ f

(2)
a

(I(2)
a

))
)
,

Km,nK ∩
(
Pa ∪

(
Pb ∩ (Ja ∪ Ia)

))
= P (2)

a
∪
(
P

(2)
b
∩ (J (2)

a
∪ I(2)

a
)
)
,

where Km,nK := Jm + 1, nK. From this, the first two constraints on the
γi;j’s in (4.4) follow. The last two constraints from (4.4), follows from the
observations that

J1, mK ∩ Pb∗ ∩ Ia = P
(1)
b∗
∩ (I(1)

a
∪ I ′

a
) = P

(1)
b∗
∩ I(1)

a
,

J1, mK ∩ Pb ∩ fa(Ia) = J1, mK ∩ Pb ∩ f
(1)
a

(I(1)
a

) ⊂ P
(1)
b
∩ f (1)

a
(I(1)

a
),

where in the first identity we used that I ′
a
⊂ I ′

a
∪ I ′

b
= P ′

a
∪P ′

b
⊂ P (1)

a
∪P

(1)
b

,

which has empty intersection with P
(1)
b∗

. Finally,

Jm+ 1, nK ∩ Pb∗ ∩ Ia = Jm+ 1, nK ∩ Pb∗ ∩ I
(2)
a
⊂ P

(2)
b∗
∩ I(2)

a
,

Jm+ 1, nK ∩ Pb ∩ fa(Ia) = P
(2)
b
∩ (f (2)

a
(I(2)

a
) ∪ f ′

a
(I ′

a
)) = P

(2)
b
∩ f (2)

a
(I(2)

a
),

where, in the last identity, we used that f ′
a
(I ′

a
) ⊂ f ′

a
(I ′

a
)∪f ′

b
(I ′

b
) = P ′

a∗
∪P ′

b∗
⊂

P
(2)
a∗ ∪ P

(2)
b∗

, which has empty intersection with P
(2)
b

.
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Note that the choice (4.30) of j1 and j2 ensures that γm;j1 and γm;j2 are not
constrained to be zero. This can be inferred from the above set considerations
and concludes the verification of (4.4).

As for (4.5), we abbreviate γi =
∑

j∈J γi;j, for i ∈ A, and observe that

∀i ∈ A(1) : γi = γ
(1)
i ≤ 1, ∀i ∈ A(2) : γi = γ

(2)
i ≤ 1,

since the γ
(1)
i;j ’s and the γ

(2)
i;j ’s both satisfy (4.5). Furthermore, we observe

that
γm ≤

(
αj1 − α

(1)
j1

)
+
(
αj2 − α

(2)
j2

)
= 1. (4.35)

Finally, recalling (4.32), (4.33) and (4.34), it is clear by construction that∑
i∈A γi;j = αj for all j ∈ J . Hence, we have established that {γi;j}i∈A,j∈J

satisfy (4.5).
Step VI: Concluding the regularity estimate (4.7). Recall the abbrevia-

tions (4.12). Finally, recalling (4.16), (4.17), (4.32) and (4.33), we obtain

∣∣∣∣L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

)∣∣∣∣
∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

) ∏

j∈Ib

δ

(
kj − kfb(j)

)

∏

i∈Pa∪Pa∗

ω(a)(qi)
−αi

∏

i∈Pb∪Pb∗

ω(b)(kj)
−αi

∥∥∥∥∥
∏

i∈A

R0

(
zi − Ci(σ)− Ri

)1−γi

∥∥∥∥∥

≤



∣∣∣L(1)

∣∣∣∆(1)
a

∆
(1)
b

∏

i∈P
(1)
a ∪P

(1)

a∗

ω(a)(qi)
−α

(1)
i

∏

i∈P
(1)
b
∪P

(1)

b∗

ω(b)(kj)
−α

(1)
i

∥∥∥∥∥
∏

i∈A(1)

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)1−γ
(1)
i

∥∥∥∥∥






∣∣∣L(2)

∣∣∣∆(2)
a

∆
(2)
b

∏

i∈P
(2)
a ∪P

(2)

a∗

ω(a)(qi)
−α

(2)
i

∏

i∈P
(2)
b
∪P

(2)

b∗

ω(b)(kj)
−α

(2)
i

∥∥∥∥∥
∏

i∈A(2)

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)1−γ
(2)
i

∥∥∥∥∥





 ∏

i∈I′a

δ

(
qi − qf ′a(i)

) ∏

j∈I′
b

δ

(
kj − kf ′

b
(j)

) 2∏

ℓ=1

ω(a)(qjℓ
)
−δjℓ∈Pa∪P

a∗
(αjℓ
−α

(ℓ)
jℓ

)

ω(b)(kjℓ
)
−δjℓ∈P

b
∪P

b∗
(αjℓ
−α

(ℓ)
jℓ

)

∥∥∥∥∥R0

(
z − Cm(σ)− Rm

)1−γm

∥∥∥∥∥


. (4.36)

Next, up to an identification of qj with qf ′a(j), for j ∈ I
′
a
, and of kj with
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kf ′
b

(j), for j ∈ I
′
b
, we have:

∀i ∈ A(1) :

∥∥∥∥R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)∥∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥∥R0

(
z − C

(1)
i (σ(1))− R

(1)
i

)∥∥∥∥,

∀i ∈ A(2) :
∥∥∥∥R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)∥∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥∥R0

(
z − C

(2)
i (σ(2))− R

(2)
i

)∥∥∥∥.

As a consequence, there exists {β
(1)
i }

m
i=1 with 0 ≤ β

(1)
i ≤ α

(1)
i and β

(1)
i = 0

for i ∈ ∂σ(1), together with {β
(2)
i }

n
i=m+1 with 0 ≤ β

(2)
i ≤ α

(2)
i and β

(2)
i = 0 for

i ∈ ∂σ(2), such that

∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

) ∏

j∈Ib

δ

(
kj − kfb(j)

)∣∣∣∣L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

)∣∣∣∣

∏

i∈Pa∪Pa∗

ω(a)(qi)
−δi

∏

i∈Pb∪Pb∗

ω(b)(kj)
−δi

∥∥∥∥∥
∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)1−γi

∥∥∥∥∥

≤
∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

) ∏

j∈Ib

δ

(
kj − kfb(j)

)

c→
T 1

∏m
i=1[ω

(a)(qi)]α
(1)
i −β

(1)
i [ω(b)(ki)]β

(1)
i

·
c←

T 2

∏n
i=m+1[ω

(a)(qi)]α
(2)
i −β

(2)
i [ω(b)(ki)]β

(2)
i

2∏

ℓ=1

[
ω(a)(qjℓ

)
−δjℓ∈Pa∪P

a∗
(αjℓ
−α

(ℓ)
jℓ

)
ω(b)(kjℓ

)
−δjℓ∈P

b
∪P

b∗
(αjℓ
−α

(ℓ)
jℓ

)
]

∥∥∥∥R0

(
z − Cm(σ)−Rm

)1−γm

∥∥∥∥. (4.37)

Note that by (4.35), we have

1− γm = 1− δj1∈J

(
αj1 − α

(1)
j1

)
− δj2∈J

(
αj2 − α

(2)
j2

)
.

We claim that the following choice of exponents {βi}
n
i=1 will work. For i ∈

J1, nK, we set

βi =





β
(1)
i if i ∈ J1, mK \ {j1}

β
(1)
j1

+ δj1∈Pb∪I′
b

(
αj1 − α

(1)
j1

)
if i = j1

β
(2)
i if i ∈ Jm+ 1, nK \ {j2}

β
(2)
j2

+ δj2∈Pb∗∪f ′
b

(I′
b

)

(
αj2 − α

(2)
j2

)
if i = j2.

Note that 0 ≤ βi ≤ αi for all i ∈ J1, nK and it follows from (4.29) that βi = 0
if i ∈ ∂σ.

In order to go from (4.37) to the desired estimate (4.7) with bounding
constant c→

T 1

· c←
T 2

and the claimed exponents just introduced, we need to
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establish the following,

if j1 ∈ Pa ∪ Pb∗ ∪ I
′
a

: Cm(σ) +Rm ≥ ω(a)(qj1)

if j1 ∈ Pb ∪ I
′
b

: Cm(σ) +Rm ≥ ω(b)(kj1)

if j2 ∈ Pa∗ ∪ Pb : Cm(σ) +Rm ≥ ω(a)(qj2)

if j2 ∈ f
′
a
(I ′

a
) : Cm(σ) +Rm ≥ ω(a)(qf ′−1

a (j2))

if j2 ∈ Pb∗ : Cm(σ) +Rm ≥ ω(b)(kj2)

if j2 ∈ f
′
b
(I ′

b
) : Cm(σ) +Rm ≥ ω(b)(kf ′−1

b
(j2))

(4.38)

This can be seen on a case by case basis by inspection from the formula

Cm(σ) +Rm =
∑

j∈J ′
a∗

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

σ(j)>m
j∈J′

b∗

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

j∈J
(1)
a

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

σ(j)≤m

j∈J
(1)
b

ω(b)(kj).

Lemma 4.21 (Products of regular Wick monomials II). Let m,n ∈ N with
m < n. There exists a constantM = M(n), such that the following holds. Let
T1 be a regular Wick monomial of length m that is not fully contracted, with
bounding constant cT1 and signature string s1. Let T2 be a fully contracted
Wick monomial of length n − m with bounding constant cT2 and signature
string s2. Finally, let E2 be defined as:

E2 : (Fm+1, . . . , Fn)→
〈
Ω
∣∣∣ T2(0;Fm+1, . . . , Fn)Ω

〉
.

The following properties hold:

(1) Suppose T1 =
→

T 1 is right-handed. Then the composition
→

T 1R0(z)(T2 −
E2) is a sum of at most M right-handed Wick monomials of length n,
all with bounding constant cT1 · cT2 and signature string s1 ◦ s2.

(2) Let T1 =
←
T 1 be left-handed. Then the composition (T2 −E2)R0(z)

←
T 1 is

a sum of at most M left-handed Wick monomials of length n, all with
bounding constant cT1 · cT2 and signature string s2 ◦ s1.

Proof. During the proof, we will employ again the abbreviations (4.12) from
the proof of Lemma 4.20. In addition, we will again employ the convention
from the proof of Lemma 4.20 that the sets and indices labelling T2 related
objects are shifted from J1, n−mK to Jm+ 1, nK.

62



We will prove only item (1), item (2) being a consequence of the first

case. Indeed, if
←

T is a left-handed Wick monomial then
(
(T2 −E2)R0(z)

←

T
)∗

is equal to
←

T
∗

R0(z̄)(T
∗
2 − E

∗
2) which is of the form stated in item (1).

Before we begin, let us recall that since T2 is a fully contracted Wick
monomial (cf. Definitions 4.1 and 4.13 (3)), we have

J (2)
a

= J
(2)
a∗ = J

(2)
b

= J
(2)
b∗

= ∅,

I(2)
a
∪ f (2)

a
(I(2)

a
) = I

(2)
b
∪ f

(2)
b

(I
(2)
b

) = Jm+ 1, nK.
(4.39)

Let us consider
→
T 1(z;F1, . . . , Fm) of the form:

∫ m∏

i=1

Fi(ki, qi)L
(1)∆(1)

a
∆

(1)
b

∏

j∈J
(1)

b∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈J
(1)

a∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

i∈A(1)

R0

(
z − C

(1)
i −R

(1)
i

) ∏

j∈J
(1)
a

a(qj)
∏

j∈J
(1)
b

b(kj)
m∏

j=1

dqjdkj,

together with T2(z;Fm+1, . . . , Fn) of the form

∫ n∏

i=m+1

Fi(ki, qi)L
(2)∆(2)

a
∆

(2)
b

∏

i∈A(2)

R0

(
z −R

(2)
i

) n∏

j=m+1

dqjdkj.

Recall from Remark 4.12 that R
(2)
k 6= 0 for all k ∈ A(2). Consequently, E2 is

well-defined

E2(Fm+1, . . . , Fn) =
〈
Ω
∣∣∣T2(0;Fm+1, . . . , Fn)Ω

〉

=
∫ n∏

i=m+1

Fi(ki, qi)L
(2)∆(2)

a
∆

(2)
b

∏

i∈A(2)

1

R
(2)
i

n∏

j=m+1

dqjdkj.

Therefore

T2(z;Fm+1, . . . , Fn)− E2(Fm+1, . . . , Fn)

=
∫ n∏

i=m+1

Fi(ki, qi)L
(2)∆(2)

a
∆

(2)
b


 ∏

i∈A(2)

R0

(
z − R

(2)
i

)
−

∏

i∈A(2)

1

R
(2)
i




n∏

j=m+1

dqjdkj.

63



Moreover,

∏

i∈A(2)

R0

(
z − R

(2)
i

)
−

∏

i∈A(2)

1

R
(2)
i

=
∑

k∈A(2)

{
∏

i∈A(2),i<k

1

R
(2)
i

}(
R0

(
z −R

(2)
k

)
−

1

R
(2)
k

){
∏

i∈A(2),i>k

R0

(
z −R

(2)
i

)}

= −
∑

k∈A(2)

{
∏

i∈A(2),i<k

1

R
(2)
i

}
R0

(
z − R(2)

k

)

R
(2)
k

(
H0 − z

){ ∏

i∈A(2),i>k

R0

(
z − R

(2)
i

)}

= −
∑

k∈A(2)

{
∏

i∈A(2),i≤k

1

R
(2)
i

}(
H0 − z

){ ∏

i∈A(2),i≥k

R0

(
z −R

(2)
i

)}

and therefore, we may compute

→

T 1(z;F1, . . . , Fm)R0(z)
(
T2(z;Fm+1, . . . , Fn)− E2(Fm+1, . . . , Fn)

)

=
∑

k∈A(2)







∫ m∏

i=1

Fi(ki, qi)L
(1)∆(1)

a
∆

(1)
b

∏

j∈J
(1)

b∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈J
(1)

a∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

i∈A(1)

R0

(
z − C

(1)
i − R

(1)
i

) ∏

j∈J
(1)
a

a(qj)
∏

j∈J
(1)
b

b(kj)
m∏

j=1

dqjdkj


R0(z)


−

∫ n∏

i=m+1

Fi(ki, qi)L
(2)∆(2)

a
∆

(2)
b

{
∏

i∈A(2),i≤k

1

R
(2)
i

}(
H0 − z

)

{
∏

i∈A(2),i≥k

R0

(
z −R

(2)
i

)} n∏

j=m+1

dqjdkj







= −
∑

k∈A(2)



∫ n∏

i=1

Fi(ki, qi)
L(1)L(2)

∏
i∈A(2),i≤k R

(2)
i

∆(1)
a

∆
(1)
b

∆(2)
a

∆
(2)
b

∏

j∈J
(1)

b∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈J
(1)

a∗

a
∗(qj)

{
∏

i∈A(1)

R0

(
z − C

(1)
i −R

(1)
i

)}

{
∏

i∈A(2) ,i≥k

R0

(
z −R

(2)
i −

∑

j∈J
(1)
a

ω(a)(qj)−
∑

j∈J
(1)
b

ω(b)(kj)
)}

∏

j∈J
(1)
a

a(qj)
∏

j∈J
(1)
b

b(kj)
n∏

j=1

dqjdkj


. (4.40)
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In light of the above computation, we fix from now on a k ∈ A(2) and
define

Ib = I
(2)
b
∪ I

(1)
b
, Ia = I(2)

a
∪ I(1)

a
,

Ja = J (1)
a
, Ja∗ = J

(1)
a∗ ,

Jb = J
(1)
b
, Jb∗ = J

(1)
b∗
,

A = A(1) ∪
(
A(2) ∩ Jk, nK

)
,

(4.41)

together with

∀i ∈ Ia : fa(i) =




f (1)

a
(i), if i ∈ I(1)

a

f (2)
a

(i), if i ∈ I(2)
a
,

∀i ∈ Ib : fb(i) =




f

(1)
b

(i), if i ∈ I
(1)
b

f
(2)
b

(i), if i ∈ I
(2)
b
,

and

L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

)
= −

L(1)L(2)

∏
i∈A(2),i≤k R

(2)
i

.

With the above definitions, we may now compute Ci and Ri for i ∈ A as
follows:

Ci =




C

(1)
i , if i ∈ A(1)

∑
j∈J

(1)
a

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈J
(1)
b

ω(b)(kj), if i ∈ Jk, nK ∩A(2),

Ri =




R

(1)
i , if i ∈ A(1)

R
(2)
i , if i ∈ Jk, nK ∩A(2).

(4.42)

Then each term involved in the sum on the right-hand side of (4.40) is of the
form (4.1).

Let us focus on one specific term (with the chosen k) from the right-hand
side of (4.40):

∫ n∏

i=1

Fi(ki, qi)L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

) ∏

i∈Ib

δ

(
ki − kfb(i)

)

∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

) ∏

j∈J
(1)

b∗

b
∗(kj)

∏

j∈J
(1)

a∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci − Ri

) ∏

j∈J
(1)
a

a(qj)
∏

j∈J
(1)
b

b(kj)
n∏

j=1

dqjdkj

(4.43)

and prove that it is a regular Wick monomial.
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Any cover (Pa, Pa∗, Pb, Pb∗) for (4.43) is a cover for
→
T 1(z;F1, . . . , Fm).

This follows directly from (4.39).
Let σ : Jb ∩ Jb∗ → N0,∞ be an admissible map for (4.43). Recalling

from (4.41) that J
(1)
b

= Jb and J
(1)
b∗

= Jb∗ , we can define another map
σ(1) : Jb∩Jb∗ → N0,∞, by setting σ(1)(i) = σ(i) if σ(i) ≤ m and σ(1)(i) = +∞

if σ(i) > m. Then σ(1) is admissible for
→

T 1. Finally, observe that

∂σ ⊂ ∂σ(1). (4.44)

Let now {αi}
n
i=1 be such that 0 ≤ αi ≤ 1 and α1 + · · · + αn = n − 1.

Note that J ⊂ J1, mK. As in the proof of Lemma 4.20, we observe that

J (1)
a
∪ (J

(1)
b
\ J

(1)
a∗ ) 6= ∅, since

→
T 1 is right-handed (cf. Definition 4.13 (1)), and

choose

j1 ∈ J
(1)
a
∪
(
J

(1)
b
\ J

(1)
a∗

)
, j2 ∈ I

′
a
∪ I ′

b
,

I ′
a

=
{
i ∈ I(2)

a

∣∣∣ i ≤ k < f (2)
a

(i)
}
, I ′

b
=
{
i ∈ I

(2)
b

∣∣∣ i ≤ k < f
(2)
b

(i)
}
.

(4.45)

Note that the set I ′
a
∪I ′

b
that j2 is chosen from is not empty, because we have

Rk 6= 0. See (4.3).
We again define

∀i ∈ J1, mK : α
(1)
i =





αi, i 6= j1

m− 1−
∑

j∈J1,mK\{j1}

αi, i = j1
(4.46)

and

∀i ∈ Jm+ 1, nK : α
(2)
i =





αi, i 6= j2

n−m− 1−
∑

j∈Jm+1,nK\{j2}

αi, i = j2. (4.47)

Applying Definition 4.11 to
→

T 1 and T2, yields now admissible exponents
{γ

(1)
i;j }i∈A(1),j∈J (1) and exponents {β

(1)
i }

m
i=1 and {β

(2)
i }

n
i=m+1 with 0 ≤ β

(1)
i ≤

α
(1)
i , 0 ≤ β

(2)
i ≤ α

(2)
i and β

(1)
i = 0 if i ∈ ∂σ(1), such that the estimate (4.7)

holds for each of the two operators.
Recalling that J = J (1), We introduce for i ∈ A and j ∈ J

γi;j =





γ
(1)
i;j , if i ∈ A(1)

δj,j1

(
αj1 − α

(1)
j1

)
if i = k

0 otherwise.

(4.48)

66



Note that this time it is easy to see that the γi;j’s satisfy the constraints in

(4.4), since the γ
(1)
i;j ’s do and there are no new contractions. We only have to

remark that the choice of j1 ensures that no constraint is imposed on γk,j1.

Then
∑

i∈A γi;j = αj for j ∈ J and γi =
∑

j∈J γi;j = γ
(1)
i ≤ 1 for i ∈ A(1) and

for i ∈ A(2) ∩ Jm+ 1, nK, we have γi = δi,k

(
αj1 − α

(1)
j1

)
≤ 1. In fact, as with

(4.35), we have

1− γk = αj2 − α
(2)
j2
. (4.49)

We have thus also verified (4.5) and the collection {γi;j}i∈A,j∈J are admissible
exponents, cf. Definition 4.10.

We compute using (4.41), (4.42) and the definition of L:

∣∣∣∣L
(
{qj}j∈Ia

, {kj}j∈Ib

)∣∣∣∣
∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

) ∏

i∈Ib

δ

(
ki − kfb(i)

)

∏

i∈Pa∪Pa∗

ω(a)(qi)
−αi

∏

i∈Pb∪Pb∗

ω(b)(qi)
−αi

∏

i∈A

∥∥∥∥R0

(
z − Ci(σ)−Ri

)1−γi

∥∥∥∥

=

{ ∣∣∣L(1)
∣∣∣∆(1)

a
∆

(1)
b

∏

i∈P
(1)
a ∪P

(1)

a∗

ω(a)(qi)
−α

(1)
i

∏

i∈P
(1)
b
∪P

(1)

b∗

ω(b)(qi)
−α

(1)
i

∏

i∈A(1)

∥∥∥∥R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− R

(1)
i

)1−γ
(1)
i

∥∥∥∥

}

{ ∣∣∣L(2)
∣∣∣∆(2)

a
∆

(2)
b

∏
i∈A(2),i>k

∥∥∥R0

(
z − Ci(σ)−R

(2)
i

)∥∥∥
∏

i∈A(2),i≤k R
(2)
i

}

ω(a)(qj1)
−δj1∈Pa∪P

a∗
(α1−α

(1)
1 )ω(b)(kj1)

−δj1∈P
b
∪P

b∗
(α1−α

(1)
1 )

∥∥∥∥R0

(
z − Ck(σ)−R

(2)
k

)1−γk

∥∥∥∥. (4.50)

Note also that

∀i ∈ A(1) :
∥∥∥R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− R

(1)
i

)∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥R0

(
z − C

(1)
i (σ(1))− R

(1)
i

)∥∥∥,

∀i ∈ A(2), i > k :
∥∥∥R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− R

(2)
i

)∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥R0

(
z −R

(2)
i

)∥∥∥.

With this in mind, one may now use (4.7) on the two brackets {· · · } on the
right-hand side of (4.50), with z = 0 for the second bracket (cf. Remark 4.12).
The proof now concludes as for Lemma 4.20, using (4.49) and with exponents
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{βi}
n
i=1 given as at the end of the proof of Lemma 4.20, by

βi =





β
(1)
i if i ∈ J1, mK \ {j1}

β
(1)
j1

+ δj1∈Pb

(
αj1 − α

(1)
j1

)
if i = j1

β
(2)
i if i ∈ Jm+ 1, nK \ {j2}

β
(2)
j2

+ δj2∈I′
b

(
αj2 − α

(2)
j2

)
if i = j2.

We have 0 ≤ βi ≤ αi and from (4.44), we see that βi = 0 if i ∈ ∂σ. In order
to verify that these exponents work, it remains to observe the estimates:

if j1 ∈ Pa ∪ Pb∗ : Ck(σ) +R
(2)
k ≥ ω(a)(qj1)

if j1 ∈ Pb : Ck(σ) +R
(2)
k ≥ ω(b)(kj1)

if j2 ∈ I
′
a

: Ck(σ) +Rk ≥ ω(a)(qj2),

if j2 ∈ I
′
b

: Ck(σ) +Rk ≥ ω(b)(kj2).

These estimates follow from the choice of j1 and j2, cf. (4.45), and the for-

mulas for Ck(σ), cf. Definition 4.9, and for R
(2)
k , cf. (4.3).

4.3 Normal ordering renormalized blocks

Lemma 4.22. For any ℓ ∈ N, there exists M = M(ℓ) such that the following
holds:

(1) for any s ∈ S(ℓ)
→ , there exists N ∈ N with N ≤ M , and a collection of

N right-handed Wick monomials of length ℓ, {
→

T i}i∈J1,NK, such that:

T (ℓ)
s =

N∑

i=1

→
T i. (4.51)

Moreover, the signature associated with each operator
→

T i is s and the
bounding constants are c→

T i

= 1.

(2) for any s ∈ S(ℓ)
← , there exists N ∈ N with N ≤ M and a collection of

left-handed Wick monomials of length ℓ, {
←

T i}i∈J1,NK , such that:

T (ℓ)
s =

N∑

i=1

←
T i. (4.52)

Moreover, the signature associated with each operator
←

T i is s and the
bounding constants are c←

T i

= 1.
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(3) for any s ∈ S(ℓ)
↔ , there exist N1, N2 ∈ N with N1 +N2 ≤M , a collection

of N1 Wick monomials of length ℓ, {
↔

T i}i∈J1,N1K that are both left- and
right-handed, and a collection of N2 fully contracted Wick monomials
of length ℓ, {Ti}i∈J1,N2K, such that:

T (ℓ)
s =

N1∑

i=1

↔

T i +
N2∑

i=1

(Ti −Ei),

Ei : (F1, . . . , Fℓ)→
〈
Ω
∣∣∣ Ti(0;F1, . . . , Fℓ)Ω

〉
.

(4.53)

Moreover, the signature associated with each operator
↔

T i or Ti is s and
the bounding constants are c↔

T i

= cTi
= 1.

Proof. The proof is done by induction and we begin with ℓ = 1. Here there
are four elements of S(1), cf. Remark 2.6 (i), two left-handed and two right-
handed so only (1) and (2) are involved. We treat only the case s = (ab),
the other three cases being similar. Recall from Definition 3.2 that

T
(1)
(ab)(z;F ) = −

∫
F (k, q)a(q)b(k)dqdk

does not depend on z. We argue that this is actually a regular Wick monomial
by itself, such that we may choose N1 = 1. Indeed, we recognize T

(1)
(ab)

as a Wick monomial of length 1 with A = Ib = Ia = Jb∗ = Ja∗ = ∅,
Jb = Ja = {1} and L = −1.

To see that T
(1)
(ab) is also regular, we observe that there are only two pos-

sible covers, one with Pa = {1} and one with Pb = {1} (the remaining three
sets being empty in both cases). Given one of these two covers and any of the
two possible choices of admissible map σ : {1} → {0, 1,+∞}, the following
holds. There exists only one collection {αi} fulfilling (4.6), which is α1 = 0.
Therefore, we are forced to take β1 = 0 and hence γ1 = 0. As a conclusion,

the estimate (4.7) holds with cT = 1 and T
(1)
(ab) is a regular Wick monomial.

Now let ℓ ∈ N with ℓ ≥ 2. Assume that (1), (2) and (3) all hold for any
ℓ′ ≤ ℓ− 1. We only have to prove (1) and (3), since (2) follows from (1) by
passing to adjoints.

If s ∈ S(ℓ)
→ , then there exists k ∈ Split(s), such that s = s′ ◦ s′′, s′ ∈ S(k)

→

and s′′ ∈ S(ℓ−k)
← ∪ S(ℓ−k)

↔ , such that, for any {Fi}i∈J1,ℓK ∈ L
2(Rd ×Rd)ℓ:

T (ℓ)
s

(
z;F1, . . . , Fℓ

)
= T

(k)
s′

(
z;F1, . . . , Fk

)
R0(z)T

(ℓ−k)
s′′

(
z;Fk+1, . . . , Fℓ

)

−
〈
Ω
∣∣∣ T (k)

s′

(
0;F1, . . . , Fk

)
R0(0)T

(ℓ−k)
s′′

(
0;Fk+1, . . . , Fℓ

)
Ω
〉 (4.54)

and either
na(1, ℓ; s) = na(1, k; s′) + na(1, ℓ− k; s′′) > 0 (4.55)
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or 


na(1, ℓ; s) = na(1, k; s′) + na(1, ℓ− k; s′′) = 0,

nb(1, ℓ; s) = nb(1, k; s′) + nb(1, ℓ− k; s′′) ≥ 0.
(4.56)

The induction hypothesis, together with and Lemma 4.20 and Lemma 4.21
can then be used to conclude that there exist M , depending only on ℓ and
not on the choice of s, as well as N1 ∈ N, N2 ∈ N0, fulfilling N1 + N2 ≤ M ,{→
T i

}
i∈J1,N1K

a collection of right-handed Wick monomials and {Ti}i∈J1,N2K a

collection of fully contracted Wick monomials, all of length ℓ, such that:

T (ℓ)
s =

N1∑

i=1

→
T i +

N2∑

i=1

Ti (4.57)

and
cTi

= c→
T i

= c
T

(k)

s′
· c

T
(ℓ−k)

s′′
= 1.

In particular, writing F (ℓ) = (F1, . . . , Fℓ),

〈
Ω
∣∣∣T (ℓ)

s

(
0;F (ℓ)

)
Ω
〉

=
〈
Ω
∣∣∣

N1∑

i=1

→

T i

(
0;F (ℓ)

)
+

N2∑

i=1

Ti

(
0;F (ℓ)

)
Ω
〉

=
N2∑

i=1

〈
Ω
∣∣∣Ti

(
0;F (ℓ)

)
Ω
〉

=
N2∑

i=1

Ei

(
F (ℓ)

)
,

which concludes the proof of (1) and (3), since N2 = 0 if s is right-handed.
(Recall that the claim (2) is a consequence of claim (1), since it is the adjoint
case.)

5 Ordered Wick Monomials

As explained earlier, regular Wick monomials can be difficult to estimate
because there may be more creation and annihilation operators than there
are resolvents. The solution is to use boundedness of the smeared fermion
annihilation and creation operators, cf. (1.9), by removing the corresponding
fermion momenta in each resolvent. This procedure generates bounded op-
erators with indices labelled by i ∈ ∂σ, or extra resolvents that can be used
to compensate a fermionic operator. The operators we obtain through this
procedure are of the form described in Definition 5.1.
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5.1 Definition of ordered Wick monomials

From now on, this convenient notation will be used:

σ̃(i) =




σ(i), if i ∈ Jb∗

σ(i)− 1, if i ∈ Jb.
(5.1)

Definition 5.1 (Ordered Wick Monomial). Let n ∈ N and A ⊂ J1, n −
1K. Suppose Ja, Ja∗, Jb, Jb∗ , Ia, Ia∗ and fa, fb are as in Definition 4.1. Let
(Pa, Pa∗ , Pb, Pb∗) be a cover, cf. Definition 4.6, and σ an admissible map,
cf. Definition 4.7. Abbreviate B = (Jb∗ ∪ Jb) \ (Pb∗ ∪ Pb). Let z ∈ C∗−. An
operator-valued function T(Pb∗ ,Pb)(z; ·) ∈M

(n) is an ordered Wick monomial
if there exists two total orders � and �∗ on the set (Jb∗ ∪Jb)\∂σ, such that:

∀i, j ∈
(
Jb∗ ∪ Jb

)
\ ∂σ : σ̃(i) < σ̃(j) ⇒ i ≺ j and i ≺∗ j (5.2)

and for z ∈ C∗− and F (n) ∈ (L2(Rd ×Rd))n:

T(Pb∗ ,Pb)(z;F
(n)) =

∫ ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

Fi(ki, qi)L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ

ω(b)(ki)

∏

i∈Ib

δ

(
ki − kfb(i)

) ∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

) ∏

i∈Jb∗∩∂σ

b
∗
(
Fi(., qi)

)

∏

j∈Ja∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

j∈Jb∗\∂σ

b
∗(kj)

∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)−Ri

)

∏

i∈B\∂σ

R0

(
z −D

(�,�∗)
i (σ)

) ∏

j∈Jb\∂σ

b(kj)
∏

j∈Ja

a(qj)

∏

i∈Jb∩∂σ

b

(
Fi(., qi)

) ∏

i∈J1,nK

dqi

∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

dki. (5.3)

Here {Di}i∈B\∂σ is a collection of sums of dispersion relations given by:

∀j ∈ B \ ∂σ : D
(�,�∗)
j (σ) =

∑

l>σ̃(j)
l∈J

a∗

ω(a)(ql) +
∑

j�∗l
l∈J

b∗\∂σ

ω(b)(kl)

+
∑

l≤σ̃(j)
l∈Ja

ω(a)(ql) +
∑

l�j
l∈J

b
\∂σ

ω(b)(kl) +Rσ̃(j).
(5.4)

Moreover, n is called the length of T(Pb∗ ,Pb).

Definition 5.2 (Adjoint of Ordered Operator). Let T be an ordered operator
of length n. We define the adjoint of T , labeled by T ∗, by setting

T ∗(z;F1, . . . , Fn) = T (z;Fn, . . . , F1)
∗
|Hfin

,

with z ∈ C∗− and (F1, . . . , Fn) ∈ (L2(Rd ×Rd))n.
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Lemma 5.3. Let T(Pb∗ ,Pb) be an ordered Wick monomial. Then its adjoint,
T ∗(Pb∗ ,Pb), is also an ordered Wick monomial.

Proof. Let T(Pb∗ ,Pb) be an ordered Wick monomial, z ∈ C∗− and F (n) ∈
(L2(Rd ×Rd))n. Then, following the notation of Definition 5.1, we have

(T(Pb∗ ,Pb)(z;F
(n)))∗ =

∫ ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

Fi(ki, qi)L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ

ω(b)(ki)

∏

i∈Ib

δ

(
ki − kfb(i)

) ∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

) ∏

i∈Jb∩∂σ

b
∗
(
Fi(., qi)

)

∏

j∈Ja

a
∗(qj)

∏

j∈Jb\∂σ

b
∗(kj)

∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)

∏

i∈B\∂σ

R0

(
z −D

(�,�∗)
i (σ)

) ∏

j∈Jb∗\∂σ

b(kj)
∏

j∈Ja∗

a(qj)

∏

i∈Jb∗∩∂σ

b

(
Fi(., qi)

) ∏

i∈J1,nK

dqi

∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

dki,

where σ : Jb ∪ Jb∗ → N0,∞ is an admissible map. Recall the definition (5.1)
of σ̃. We will use the same notations as the ones introduced in the proof of
Lemma 4.17. Moreover, let us introduce �′ and �′∗ two total orders on the
set (J ′

b∗
∪ J ′

b
) \ ∂σ′ defined as follow

i �′ j ⇔ ϕ−1(j) �∗ ϕ
−1(i)

and
i �′∗ j ⇔ ϕ−1(j) � ϕ−1(i).

We now need to check that (5.2) is fulfilled. First of all, let us recall the
relation between σ and σ′ from (4.11), and note that ϕ−1 ◦ σ̃′ ◦ ϕ = σ̃ + 1.
Indeed, let j ∈ Jb∗ , then ϕ(j) ∈ J ′

b
and therefore

(ϕ−1 ◦ σ̃′ ◦ ϕ)(j) = ϕ−1
(
σ′(ϕ(j))− 1

)

= ϕ−1
(
σ′(ϕ(j))

)
+ 1

= σ(j) + 1 = σ̃(j) + 1.

Analogously, if j ∈ Jb, then ϕ(j) ∈ J ′
b∗ and

(ϕ−1 ◦ σ̃′ ◦ ϕ)(j) = (ϕ−1 ◦ σ′ ◦ ϕ)(j) = σ(j) = σ̃(j) + 1.

We are now ready to prove (5.2). Let i, j ∈
(
J ′

b∗
∪ J ′

b

)
\ ∂σ′. Assume

σ̃′(i) < σ̃′(j) then
ϕ−1(σ̃′(j)) < ϕ−1(σ̃′(i))
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implying that
σ̃(ϕ−1(j)) < σ̃(ϕ−1(i)).

As consequence ϕ−1(j) ≺♯ ϕ
−1(i) which implies, by definition, that i ≺′♯ j.

We now need to prove that (T(Pb∗ ,Pb)(z;F1, . . . Fn))∗ is of the form de-
scribed by (5.3) and (5.4). It has been already proved that for any i ∈ A′

there exists a unique k ∈ A such that

R0(z − C
′
i(σ
′)− R′i) = R0(z − Ck(σ)− Rk).

Let us then consider for j ∈ (J ′
b∗
∪ J ′

b
) \ ∂σ′

D′
(�′,�′∗)
j (σ′) =

∑

ℓ>σ̃′(j)
ℓ∈J′

a∗

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

j�′∗ℓ
ℓ∈J′

b∗
\∂σ′

ω(b)(kℓ)

+
∑

ℓ≤σ̃′(j)
ℓ∈J′

a

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

ℓ�′j
ℓ∈J′

b
\∂σ′

ω(b)(kℓ) +Rσ̃′(j).

First, there exists k ∈ (Jb ∪ Jb∗) \ ∂σ such that j = ϕ(k). Let us consider

the first term of D′
(�′,�′∗)
j (σ′). Clearly,

∑

ℓ>σ̃′(j)
ℓ∈J′

a∗

ω(a)(qℓ) =
∑

ϕ(ℓ)>σ̃′(ϕ(k))
ℓ∈Ja

ω(a)(qℓ) =
∑

ℓ<ϕ−1(σ̃′(ϕ(k)))
ℓ∈Ja

ω(a)(qℓ)

=
∑

ℓ<σ̃(k)+1
ℓ∈Ja

ω(a)(qℓ) =
∑

ℓ≤σ̃(k)
ℓ∈Ja

ω(a)(qℓ).

In the same way
∑

ℓ≤σ̃′(j)
ℓ∈J′

a

ω(a)(qℓ) =
∑

ϕ(ℓ)≤σ′(ϕ(k))
ℓ∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qℓ) =
∑

ℓ≥ϕ−1(σ′(ϕ(k)))
ℓ∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qℓ)

=
∑

ℓ≥σ̃(k)+1
ℓ∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qℓ) =
∑

ℓ>σ̃(k)
ℓ∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qℓ).

Moreover,
∑

j�′∗ℓ
ℓ∈J′

b∗
\∂σ′

ω(b)(kℓ) =
∑

ϕ(k)�′∗ϕ(ℓ)
ℓ∈J

b
\∂σ

ω(b)(kℓ) =
∑

ℓ�k
ℓ∈J

b
\∂σ

ω(b)(kℓ)

and ∑

ℓ�′j
ℓ∈J′

b
\∂σ′

ω(b)(kℓ) =
∑

k�∗ℓ
ℓ∈J

b∗\∂σ

ω(b)(kℓ).
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It remains now to consider Rσ̃′(j).

Rσ̃′(j) =
∑

ℓ∈I′a
ℓ≤σ̃′(j)<f ′

a
(ℓ)

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈I′
b

ℓ≤σ̃′(j)<f ′
b

(ℓ)

ω(b)(kℓ)

=
∑

ℓ∈I′a
ϕ−1(ℓ)≥ϕ−1(σ̃′(ϕ(k)))>ϕ−1(f ′a(ℓ))

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈I′
b

ϕ−1(ℓ)≥ϕ−1(σ̃′(j))>ϕ−1(f ′
b

(ℓ))

ω(b)(kℓ)

=
∑

ℓ∈Ia

fa(ℓ)≥σ̃(k)+1>ℓ

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈Ib

f
b

(ℓ)≥σ̃(j)+1>ℓ

ω(b)(kℓ)

=
∑

ℓ∈Ia

ℓ≤σ̃(k)<fa(ℓ)

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈Ib

ℓ≤σ̃(j)<fb(ℓ)

ω(b)(kℓ).

As a conclusion
∏

i∈B′\∂σ′

R0

(
z −D′

(�′,�′∗)
i (σ′)

)
=

∏

i∈B\∂σ

R0

(
z −D

(�,�∗)
i (σ)

)

implying that the adjoint of an ordered Wick monomial is ordered.

5.2 From regular to ordered Wick monomials

In this section, we establish the link between regular Wick monomials and
ordered Wick monomials. The main result of this section is Lemma 5.5
which states that any regular Wick monomial is a finite sum of ordered Wick
monomials of a specific type, which, as will be seen later, are easy to estimate
(see Proposition 6.4).

Lemma 5.4. For any ordered Wick monomial T(Pb∗ ,Pb) and any j0 ∈ (Pb∗ ∪
Pb)∩ (Ja∗ ∪Ja), there exists L ≤ 2n, a collection of ordered Wick monomials{
T

(i)
(Pb∗\{j0},Pb\{j0})

}L

i=1
of the same length as T(Pb∗ ,Pb), such that:

T(Pb∗ ,Pb) =
L∑

i=1

T
(i)
(Pb∗\{j0},Pb\{j0})

. (5.5)

Moreover, the sets A, Ja∗, Ja, Jb, Jb∗ , Ia, Ib and the functions fa, fb and L
are identical for T(Pb∗ ,Pb) and any T

(i)
(Pb∗\{j0},Pb\{j0})

.

Proof. As we did with (4.12), we will in this proof be using the abbreviations:

L := L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

)
,

∆a :=
∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

)
, ∆b :=

∏

i∈Ib

δ

(
ki − kfb(i)

)
.

(5.6)
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These objects are mostly bystanders during the proof.
In the following z ∈ C∗− and F (n) ∈ (L2(Rd × Rd))n. Let σ : Jb ∪

Jb∗ → N0,∞ be an admissibe map, cf. Definition 4.7, and recall the notation
∂σ = {j ∈ Jb∗ ∪ Jb | σ(j) = 0 or σ(j) = +∞}. Recall also the abbrevia-
tion B = (Jb∗ ∪ Jb) \ (Pb∗ ∪ Pb). We consider an ordered Wick monomial
T(Pb∗ ,Pb)(z;F

(n)) of the form (5.3).
Let j0 ∈ (Pb∗ ∪ Pb) ∩ (Ja ∪ Ja∗) and observe that j0 6∈ B. We will treat

the case where j0 ∈ Pb∗ as it implies that the result holds in the other case,
j0 ∈ Pb. Indeed, if one consider j0 ∈ Pb, one can consider the adjoint Wick
monomial which is an ordered Wick monomial too for which j0 becomes a
fermionic creation index. See Lemma 5.3. Let us define new covers

P
(0)
b∗

= Pb∗ \ {j0}, P
(0)
b

= Pb,

P
(0)
a∗ = Pa∗ ∪ (Ja∗ ∩ {j0}), P (0)

a
= Pa ∪ (Ja ∩ {j0}),

and a new admissible map σ(0) : Jb∗ ∪ Jb → N0,∞ by setting:

σ(0)(i) =




σ(i), if i ∈ (Jb∗ ∪ Jb) \ {j0}

0, if i = j0.
(5.7)

Let us moreover introduce two total orders on (Jb∗ ∪Jb) \∂σ(0) = [(Jb∗ ∪
Jb) \ ∂σ] \ {j0} as the restriction of � and �∗ onto this set. The restricted

orders will be denoted by �(0) and �
(0)
∗ . Observe that the required properties

hold:

∀i, ℓ ∈
(
Jb∗ ∪ Jb

)
\ ∂σ(0) : σ̃(0)(i) < σ̃(0)(ℓ) ⇒ i ≺(0) ℓ

and

∀i, ℓ ∈
(
Jb∗ ∪ Jb

)
\ ∂σ(0) : σ̃(0)(i) < σ̃(0)(ℓ) ⇒ i ≺(0)

∗ ℓ.

Set B(0) = (Jb∗ ∪ Jb) \ (P
(0)
b∗
∪ P

(0)
b

) and observe as well that

B(0) = B ∪ {j0} and ∂σ(0) = ∂σ ∪ {j0}. (5.8)

In particular, we conclude that B(0)\∂σ(0) = B\∂σ. Let us introduce another
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ordered Wick monomial

T
(0)

(P
(0)

b∗
,P

(0)
b

)

(
z;F (n)

)

=
∫ ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ(0)

Fi(ki, qi)L∆a∆b

∏

i∈B(0)\∂σ(0)

ω(b)(ki)
∏

i∈Jb∗∩∂σ(0)

b
∗
(
Fi(., qi)

)

∏

j∈Ja∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

j∈Jb∗\∂σ(0)

b
∗(kj)

∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ

(0))− Ri

)

∏

i∈B(0)\∂σ(0)

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

i (σ(0))
) ∏

j∈Jb\∂σ(0)

b(kj)
∏

j∈Ja

a(qj)

∏

i∈Jb∩∂σ(0)

b

(
Fi(., qi)

) ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ(0)

dki

∏

i∈J1,nK

dqi

that can be expressed as follows

T
(0)

(P
(0)

b∗
,P

(0)
b

)

(
z;F (n)

)

=
∫ ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

Fi(ki, qi)L∆a∆b

∏

i∈B\∂σ

ω(b)(ki)
∏

i∈Jb∗∩∂σ

b
∗
(
Fi(., qi)

)

∏

j∈Ja∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

j∈Jb∗\∂σ

b
∗(kj)

∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ

(0))−Ri

)

∏

i∈B\∂σ

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

i (σ(0))
) ∏

j∈Jb\∂σ

b(kj)
∏

j∈Ja

a(qj)

∏

i∈Jb∩∂σ

b

(
Fi(., qi)

) ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

dki

∏

i∈J1,nK

dqi.

(5.9)

Note that as part of the computation above, we have – for the chosen j0 ∈

Pb∗ – written b
∗(Fj0(·, qj0)) =

∫
Fj0(kj0, qj0)b

∗(kj0)dkj0. If n = 1, we have

T
(0)
(∅,∅)(F1) = T({j0},∅)(F1) and we are done. This follows easily from (5.9),

noting that B \ ∂σ = A = ∅ in the case n = 1. In the following, we may
therefore assume that n > 1.

We are interested in studying T(Pb∗ ,Pb)(z;F
(n))− T

(0)

(P
(0)

b∗
,P

(0)
b

)
(z;F (n)). Our

goal is to prove that it is a sum of ordered Wick monomials, which is enough
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to conclude the proof. First, we have:

T(Pb∗ ,Pb)

(
z;F (n)

)
− T

(0)

(P
(0)

b∗
,P

(0)
b

)

(
z;F (n)

)

=
∫ ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

Fi(ki, qi)L∆a∆b

∏

i∈B\∂σ

ω(b)(ki)

∏

i∈Jb∗∩∂σ

b
∗
(
Fi(., qi)

) ∏

j∈Ja∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

j∈Jb∗\∂σ

b
∗(kj)


∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ

R0

(
z −D

(�,�∗)
i (σ)

)

−
∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ

(0))−Ri

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

i (σ(0))
)



∏

j∈Jb\∂σ

b(kj)
∏

j∈Ja

a(qj)
∏

i∈Jb∩∂σ

b

(
Fi(., qi)

) ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

dki

∏

i∈J1,nK

dqi. (5.10)

In the rest of this proof, the following convention will be used. For S ⊂ N0,
we define the characteristic function 1S : N0 → {0, 1} by

1S(k) =





1, if k ∈ S

0, otherwise

and use the convention that 1Sc = 1N0\S. We compute the term in the square
brackets [. . . ] in (5.10):

∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ

R0

(
z −D

(�,�∗)
i (σ)

)

−
∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ

(0))− Ri

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

i (σ(0))
)

=
n−1∑

k=0


∏

i∈A
i<k

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)−Ri

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)<k+1

R0

(
z −D

(�,�∗)
i (σ)

)





(
1A(k)R0

(
z − Ck(σ)− Rk

)
+ 1Ac(k)

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)=k+1

R0

(
z −D

(�,�∗)
i (σ)

)

−
(
1A(k)R0

(
z − Ck(σ(0))−Rk

)
+ 1Ac(k)

)

∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)=k+1

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

i (σ(0))
)
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∏

i∈A
i>k

R0

(
z − Ci(σ

(0))− Ri

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)>k+1

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

i (σ(0))
)

. (5.11)

Let us note that for any k ∈ B \ ∂σ, we have

D
(�,�∗)
k (σ)−D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

k (σ(0))

=
∑

ℓ>σ̃(k)
l∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

k�∗ℓ
ℓ∈J

b∗\∂σ

ω(b)(kℓ) +
∑

ℓ≤σ̃(k)
ℓ∈Ja

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

ℓ�k
ℓ∈J

b
\∂σ

ω(b)(kℓ)

−
∑

ℓ>σ̃(0)(k)
ℓ∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qℓ)−
∑

k�
(0)
∗ ℓ

ℓ∈J
b∗\∂σ(0)

ω(b)(kℓ)−
∑

ℓ≤σ̃(0)(k)
ℓ∈Ja

ω(a)(qℓ)−
∑

ℓ�(0)k
ℓ∈J

b
\∂σ(0)

ω(b)(kℓ)

+Rσ̃(k) − Rσ̃(0)(k).

Most of the terms above cancel. Indeed; since j0 6∈ B, we must have k 6= j0,
which implies that σ(k) = σ(0)(k). Therefore Rσ̃(k) = Rσ̃(0)(k),

∑

ℓ>σ̃(k)
ℓ∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qℓ) =
∑

ℓ>σ̃(0)(k)
ℓ∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qℓ) and
∑

ℓ≤σ̃(k)
ℓ∈Ja

ω(a)(qℓ) =
∑

ℓ≤σ̃(0)(k)
ℓ∈Ja

ω(a)(qℓ).

Furthermore, by definition of �(0) and because j0 /∈ Jb and k 6= j0, we have :

∑

ℓ�k
ℓ∈J

b
\∂σ

ω(b)(kℓ) =
∑

ℓ�(0)k
ℓ∈J

b
\∂σ(0)

ω(b)(kℓ).

Finally, j0 /∈ Jb∗ \∂σ
(0) but j0 ∈ Jb∗ \∂σ, since σ(j0) = j0 (due to the chosen

case j0 ∈ Pb∗), and therefore :

D
(�,�∗)
k (σ)−D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

k (σ(0)) =




ω(b)(kj0), if k �∗ j0

0, otherwise.

In the same way, cf. Definition 4.9, we have

Ci(σ)− Ci(σ
(0)) =




ω(b)(kj0), if i < j0

0, otherwise.
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We can now compute the difference in the curly brackets {. . . } in Eq. (5.11):
(
1A(k)R0

(
z − Ck(σ)− Rk

)
+ 1Ac(k)

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)=k+1

R0

(
z −D

(�,�∗)
i (σ)

)

−
(
1A(k)R0

(
z − Ck(σ(0))− Rk

)
+ 1Ac(k)

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)=k+1

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

i (σ(0))
)

= −1A(k)1J0,j0−1K(k)ω(b)(kj0)R0

(
z − Ck(σ(0))− Rk

)
R0

(
z − Ck(σ)−Rk

)

∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)=k+1

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

i (σ(0))
)

−
(
1A(k)R0

(
z − Ck(σ)−Rk

)
+ 1Ac(k)

)
ω(b)(kj0)

∑

k′∈B\∂σ
σ̃(k′)=k+1

∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)=k+1

i≺k′

R0

(
z −D

(�,�∗)
i (σ)

)
1{�j0}(k

′)R0

(
z −D

(�,�∗)
k′ (σ)

)

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

k′ (σ(0))
) ∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)=k+1

k′≺i

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

i (σ(0))
)
, (5.12)

where {� j0} := {k′ ∈ (Jb ∪ Jb∗) \ ∂σ | k
′ � j0}. Inserting back into (5.11)

gives a sum of operators that we now proved to identify as ordered Wick
monomials.

First, let k ∈ A with k < j0 and note that k ≥ 1. Recall the abbreviations
(5.6). The first term, T (k), in the difference T(Pb∗ ,Pb)−T

(0)

(P
(0)

b∗
,P

(0)
b

)
that we focus

on corresponds to the first term on the right hand side of (5.12):

T (k)
(
z;F (n)

)

= −
∫ ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

Fi(ki, qi)L∆a∆b

∏

i∈B\∂σ

ω(b)(ki)
∏

i∈Jb∗∩∂σ

b
∗
(
Fi(., qi)

)

∏

j∈Ja∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

j∈Jb∗\∂σ

b
∗(kj)

∏

i∈A
i<k

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)

∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)<k+1

R0

(
z −D

(�,�∗)
i (σ)

)


ω

(b)(kj0)R0

(
z − Ck(σ(0))− Rk

)

R0

(
z − Ck(σ)− Rk

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)=k+1

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

i (σ(0))
)
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∏

i∈A
i>k

R0

(
z − Ci(σ

(0))− Ri

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)>k+1

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

i (σ(0))
)

∏

j∈Jb\∂σ

b(kj)
∏

j∈Ja

a(qj)
∏

i∈Jb∩∂σ

b

(
Fi(., qi)

) ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

dki

∏

i∈J1,nK

dqi. (5.13)

For the k under consideration, we define σ(k) : Jb∗ ∪ Jb → N∞ by setting:

∀i ∈ Jb∗ ∪ Jb : σ(k)(i) =




σ(i), if i 6= j0

k, if i = j0.

Note that ∂σ(k) = ∂σ, such that we may define new total orders �(k)
∗ by

∀a, b ∈
(
Jb∗ ∪ Jb

)
\ ∂σ(k) :





a �
(k)
∗ b, if a, b 6= j0 and a �∗ b

a �
(k)
∗ j0, if σ̃(k)(a) ≤ k

j0 �
(k)
∗ b, if σ̃(k)(b) > k.

and �(k) by

∀a, b ∈
(
Jb∗ ∪ Jb

)
\ ∂σ(k) :





a �(k) b, if a, b 6= j0 and a � b

a �(k) j0, if σ̃(k)(a) < k

j0 �
(k) b, if σ̃(k)(b) ≥ k.

It is easy to check that

∀i, ℓ ∈
(
Jb∗ ∪ Jb

)
\ ∂σ(k) : σ̃(k)(i) < σ̃(k)(ℓ) ⇒ i ≺(k)

∗ ℓ

and

∀i, ℓ ∈
(
Jb∗ ∪ Jb

)
\ ∂σ(k) : σ̃(k)(i) < σ̃(k)(ℓ) ⇒ i ≺(k) ℓ.

The strategy is now to rewrite (5.13) as an ordered Wick monomial using σ(k)

and �(k). One may readily verify, using that k < j0, the following identities:

∀i ∈ A, i < k : Ci(σ) = Ci(σ
(k)),

∀i ∈ A, i ≥ k : Ci(σ
(0)) = Ci(σ

(k)).

Let us now turn to the term involving a Di. Let us recall that

D
(�,�∗)
i (σ) =

∑

ℓ∈Ja∗

ℓ>σ̃(i)

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈Jb∗\∂σ
i�∗ℓ

ω(b)(kℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈Ja

ℓ≤σ̃(i)

ω(a)(qℓ)

+
∑

ℓ∈Jb\∂σ
ℓ�i

ω(b)(kℓ) +Rσ̃(i).
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First, j0 /∈ B and therefore i 6= j0. As a consequence, we have that σ̃(k)(i) =
σ̃(i) and therefore Rσ̃(i) = Rσ̃(k)(i),

∑

ℓ∈Ja∗

ℓ>σ̃(i)

ω(a)(qℓ) =
∑

ℓ∈Ja∗

ℓ>σ̃(k)(i)

ω(a)(qℓ) and
∑

ℓ∈Ja

ℓ≤σ̃(i)

ω(a)(qℓ) =
∑

ℓ∈Ja

ℓ≤σ̃(k)(i)

ω(a)(qℓ).

Moreover, using the fact that j0 /∈ B and that j0 /∈ Jb, we have that:

∑

ℓ∈Jb\∂σ
ℓ�i

ω(b)(kℓ) =
∑

ℓ∈Jb\∂σ

ℓ�(k)i

ω(b)(kℓ).

To treat the last term, let us distinguish two cases. First, if σ̃(i) < k + 1

then for any ℓ ∈ Jb∗ \ (∂σ ∪ {j0}), i �∗ ℓ is equivalent to i �
(k)
∗ ℓ. It remains

to consider the case where ℓ = j0. First, j0 > k ≥ σ̃(i). As a consequence,

i �∗ j0. On the other hand, k ≥ σ̃(k)(i) implying that i �
(k)
∗ j0. Therefore, if

σ̃(i) < k + 1, we have

∑

ℓ∈Jb∗\∂σ
i�∗ℓ

ω(b)(kℓ) =
∑

ℓ∈Jb∗\∂σ

i�
(k)
∗ ℓ

ω(b)(kℓ).

If now σ̃(i) ≥ k+ 1 then again it is enough to consider the case where l = j0.

Noticing that σ̃(k)(i) > k, we have j0 �
(k)
∗ i and since j0 6= i, we then have

j0 ≺
(k)
∗ i. Consequently,

∑

ℓ∈Jb∗\∂σ

i�
(0)
∗ ℓ

ω(b)(kℓ) =
∑

ℓ∈Jb∗\∂σ

i�
(k)
∗ ℓ

ω(b)(kℓ).

The last term that remains to treat is R0

(
z − Ck(σ) − Rk

)
. Let us recall

that:

Ck(σ) =
∑

ℓ∈Ja∗

ℓ>k

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈Jb∗

σ(ℓ)>k

ω(b)(kℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈Ja

ℓ≤k

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈Jb

σ(ℓ)≤k

ω(b)(kℓ).

We need to prove that Ck(σ) +Rk = D
(�(k),�

(k)
∗ )

j0
(σ(k)). Since σ̃(k)(j0) = k, we

have Rk = Rσ̃(k)(j0) and

∑

ℓ∈Ja∗

ℓ>k

ω(a)(qℓ) =
∑

ℓ∈Ja∗

ℓ>σ̃(k)(j0)

ω(a)(qℓ) and
∑

ℓ∈Ja

ℓ≤k

ω(a)(qℓ) =
∑

ℓ∈Ja

ℓ≤σ̃(k)(j0)

ω(a)(qℓ).
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Moreover, for any ℓ ∈ Jb∗ \ ∂σ such that σ(ℓ) > k and ℓ 6= j0, we have

σ̃(ℓ) = σ(ℓ) > k and therefore j0 ≺
(k)
∗ ℓ. Consequently, because σ(ℓ) = σ̃(ℓ)

for any ℓ ∈ Jb∗ , it is easy to deduce that:

∑

ℓ∈Jb∗

σ(ℓ)>k

ω(b)(kℓ) =
∑

ℓ∈Jb∗\∂σ

j0�
(k)
∗ ℓ

ω(b)(kℓ).

Finally, for any l ∈ Jb \ ∂σ such that σ(ℓ) ≤ k we have σ̃(ℓ) < k implying
that ℓ ≺(k) j0. Moreover, for any ℓ 6= j0 such that σ̃(ℓ) ≥ k, we know, by
definition, that j0 ≺

(k) ℓ implying that:

∑

σ(ℓ)≤k
ℓ∈J

b

ω(b)(kℓ) =
∑

σ̃(ℓ)<k
ℓ∈J

b

ω(b)(kℓ) =
∑

ℓ�(k)j0
ℓ∈Jb\∂σ

ω(b)(kℓ).

As a conclusion

Ck(σ) +Rk = D
(�(k),�

(k)
∗ )

j0
(σ(k)).

All together, these remarks prove that (5.13) can be written as an ordered

Wick monomial T (k) = T
(k)

(P
(0)

b∗
,P

(0)
b

)
(z;F (n)).

Finally, let k ∈ J1, n − 1K and k′ ∈ B \ ∂σ with σ̃(k′) = k + 1 and
k′ � j0. Recall the abbreviations (5.6). The k, k′-contribution, T (k,k′), to
(5.11) coming from the second term on the right-hand side of (5.12) is:

T (k,k′)(z;F (n))

= −
∫ ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

Fi(ki, qi)L∆a∆b

∏

i∈B\∂σ

ω(b)(ki)
∏

i∈Jb∗∩∂σ

b
∗
(
F (., qi)

)

∏

j∈Ja∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

j∈Jb∗\∂σ

b
∗(kj)

∏

i∈A
i<k

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)−Ri

)

∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)<k+1

R0

(
z −D

(�,�∗)
i (σ)

)(
1A(k)R0

(
z − Ck(σ)−Rk

)
+ 1Ac(k)

)

∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)=k+1

i≺k′

R0

(
z −D(�,�∗)

i (σ)
)

ω(b)(kj0)R0

(
z −D(�,�∗)

k′ (σ)
)

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

k′ (σ(0))
)

 ∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)=k+1

k′≺i

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

i (σ(0))
)
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∏

i∈A
i>k

R0

(
z − Ci(σ

(0))− Ri

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ
σ̃(i)>k+1

R0

(
z −D

(�(0),�
(0)
∗ )

i (σ(0))
)

∏

j∈Jb\∂σ

b(kj)
∏

j∈Ja

a(qj)
∏

i∈Jb∩∂σ

b

(
F (., qi)

) ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

dki

∏

i∈J1,nK

dqi. (5.14)

Let us define the relations �(k,k′) and �
(k,k′)
∗ as follows, recalling that we

have ∂σ(k+1) = ∂σ. If k′ ∈ Jb∗ , we insert j0 just before k′:

∀a, b ∈
(
Jb∗ ∪ Jb

)
\ ∂σ(k+1) :





a �
(k,k′)
♯ b, if a, b 6= j0 and a �♯ b

a �
(k,k′)
♯ j0, if a ≺♯ k

′

j0 �
(k,k′)
♯ b, if k′ �♯ b.

(5.15)
If on the other hand k′ ∈ Jb, then we insert j0 just after k′:

∀a, b ∈
(
Jb∗ ∪ Jb

)
\ ∂σ(k+1) :





a �
(k,k′)
♯ b, if a, b 6= j0 and a �♯ b

a �(k,k′)
♯ j0, if a �♯ k

′

j0 �
(k,k′)
♯ b, if k′ ≺♯ b.

(5.16)
In either case

∀i, l ∈
(
Jb∗ ∪ Jb

)
\ ∂σ(k+1) : σ̃(k+1)(i) < σ̃(k+1)(l) ⇒ i ≺

(k,k′)
♯ l.

The strategy is again to rewrite (5.14) as an ordered Wick monomial using
σ(k+1) and �(k,k′). First,

∀i ∈ A, i ≤ k : Ci(σ) = Ci(σ
(k+1)) (5.17)

∀i ∈ A, i > k : Ci(σ
(0)) = Ci(σ

(k+1)). (5.18)

Using the same type of argument as before, one can also check that

∀i ∈ B \ ∂σ, i ≺ k′ : D
(�,�∗)
i (σ) = D

(�(k,k′),�
(k,k′)
∗ )

i (σ(k+1))

∀i ∈ B \ ∂σ, k′ � i : D
(�(0),�

(0)
∗ )

i (σ(0)) = D
(�(k,k′),�

(k,k′)
∗ )

i (σ(k+1)).

Hence, it remains to prove that D
(�,�∗)
k′ (σ) = D

(�(k,k′),�
(k,k′)
∗ )

j0
(σ(k+1)). Let us

note that

D
(�,�∗)
k′ (σ) =

∑

ℓ>σ̃(k′)
ℓ∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

k′�∗ℓ
ℓ∈J

b∗\∂σ

ω(b)(kℓ)

+
∑

ℓ≤σ̃(k′)
ℓ∈Ja

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

ℓ�k′
ℓ∈J

b
\∂σ

ω(b)(kℓ) +Rσ̃(k′).
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From the fact that σ̃(k′) = k + 1 = σ̃(k+1)(j0), we have Rσ̃(k′) = Rσ̃(k+1)(j0),
∑

ℓ>σ̃(k′)
ℓ∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qℓ) =
∑

ℓ>σ̃(k+1)(j0)
ℓ∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qℓ)

and ∑

ℓ≤σ̃(k′)
ℓ∈Ja

ω(a)(qℓ) =
∑

ℓ≤σ̃(k+1)(j0)
ℓ∈Ja

ω(a)(qℓ).

If k′ ∈ Jb∗ , the order �
(k,k′)
∗ is defined by (5.15). Then k′ �∗ l is equivalent

to the condition j0 �
(k,k′)
∗ l and therefore
∑

k′�∗l
l∈J

b∗\∂σ

ω(b)(kl) =
∑

j0�
(k,k′)
∗ l

l∈J
b∗\∂σ(k+1)

ω(b)(kl).

Moreover, if k′ ∈ Jb∗ ,
∑

l�k′
l∈J

b
\∂σ

ω(b)(kl) =
∑

l≺k′
l∈J

b
\∂σ

ω(b)(kl)

and l ≺ k′ implies that l �(k,k′) j0. Similarly if l �(k,k′) j0 then we claim that
l � k′. Indeed, if k′ ≺ l then j0 �

(k,k′) l implying that l = j0 contradicting
the fact that l ∈ Jb. Note that j0 ≺

(k,k′) k′, however, since k′ /∈ Jb we can
conclude that ∑

l�k′
l∈J

b
\∂σ

ω(b)(kl) =
∑

l�(k,k′)j0

l∈J
b
\∂σ(k+1)

ω(b)(kl).

The strategy is similar if k′ ∈ Jb, defining the orders ≺(k,k′) and ≺
(k,k′)
∗ by

(5.16). In any case, we can conclude thatD
(�,�∗)
k′ (σ) = D

(�(k,k′),�
(k,k′)
∗ )

j0
(σ(k+1)).

In conclusion, the contribution T (k,k′) in (5.14), is an ordered Wick mono-

mial T (k,k′) = T
(k,k′)

(P
(0)

b∗
,P

(0)
b

)
(z;F (n)).

Summing up,

T(Pb∗ ,Pb)

(
z;F (n)

)
=T

(0)

(P
(0)

b∗
,P

(0)
b

)

(
z;F (n)

)
+

∑

k∈A,k<j0

T
(k)

(P
(0)

b∗
,P

(0)
b

)

(
z;F (n)

)

+
n−1∑

k=0

∑

k′∈B\∂σ
k′�j0

σ̃(k′)=k+1

T
(k,k′)

(P
(0)

b∗
,P

(0)
b

)

(
z;F (n)

)
.

We are done, since there are at most 2n terms on the right hand side above.
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The following lemma is a straightforward application of Lemma 5.4.

Lemma 5.5. Let n ∈ N. There exists a constant M = M(n), such that the
following holds. For any ordered Wick monomial T(Pb∗ ,Pb) of length n, There
exist N ∈ N with N ≤M and a collection of ordered Wick monomials

{T
(i)
(Jb∗\(Ja∗∪Ja),Jb\(Ja∗∪Ja))}

N
i=1

all of length n, such that:

T(Pb∗ ,Pb) =
N∑

i=1

T
(i)
(Jb∗\(Ja∗∪Ja),Jb\(Ja∗∪Ja)). (5.19)

Finally, the sets A, Ja∗, Ja, Jb, Jb∗ , Ib, Ia and the functions fa, fb and L are
identical for T(Pb∗ ,Pb) and any T

(i)
(Jb∗\(Ja∗∪Ja),Jb\(Ja∗∪Ja)).

6 Estimating the Renormalized Blocks

The goal of this section is to prove operator norm estimates on the renormal-
ized blocks T (n)

s from Subsect. 3.1 that are uniform in the ultraviolet cutoff.
We do this by establishing operator norm estimates on regular Wick monomi-
als, which suffices by Lemma 4.22. However, this we cannot do directly. We
first rewrite regular Wick monomials as a sum of ordered Wick monomials,
which was done in Lemma 5.5 in the previous section. We will then finally
establish the desired estimates, first for regular Wick monomials in Propo-
sitions 6.4 and 6.5, and for the renormalized blocks in Propositions 6.6, 6.7
and 6.8.

6.1 Preliminary

Let us first introduce some convenient notations.

Definition 6.1 (The functions θ and θ∗). Let n ∈ N and consider subsets of
J1, nK: Jb, Jb∗ , Ja, Ja∗ , Ib, Ia, as well as functions fa, fa∗ as in Definition 4.1,
together with a cover (Pa∗ , Pa, Pb∗ , Pb), cf. Definition 4.6, and an admissible
map σ, cf. Definition 4.7. We define two functions θ∗ : Jb∗ \ ∂σ → J1, nK and
θ : Jb \ ∂σ → J1, nK by setting

θ∗(i) =





fa(i), if i ∈ Pb∗ ∩ Ia

n, if i ∈ Pb∗ ∩ Ja

σ(i), otherwise

(6.1)
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and

θ(i) =





f−1
a

(i), if i ∈ Pb ∩ fa(Ia)

1, if i ∈ Pb ∩ Ja∗

σ(i), otherwise.

(6.2)

Definition 6.2. Let us consider Jb, Jb∗, Ja, Ja∗ defined as in Definition 4.1, a
cover (Pa, Pb, Pa∗ , Pb∗) defined as in Definition 4.6, together with an admis-
sible map σ. Moreover, let θ∗ : Jb∗ \ ∂σ → J1, nK and θ : Jb \ ∂σ → J1, nK be
two functions. We abbreviate

∀i ∈ J1, nK : Ai(θ∗) =
∑

j∈Ja∗

j≥i

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(j)≥i

ω(b)(kj),

∀i ∈ J1, nK : Bi(θ) =
∑

j∈Ja

j≤i

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈Jb\∂σ
θ(j)≤i

ω(b)(kj).
(6.3)

Lemma 6.3. Let T be a regular Wick monomial with associated index sets
A, Ja, Ja∗, Jb, Jb∗ , Ia, Ib ⊂ J1, nK. Define a cover (cf. Definition 4.6) by
setting Pa = Ja, Pa∗ = Ja∗, Pb = Jb \ (Ja ∪ Ja∗) and Pb∗ = Jb∗ \ (Ja ∪ Ja∗).
Let σ be an admissible map (cf. Definition 4.7) and {αi}

n
i=1 a family of non-

negative numbers satisfying (4.6). Then there exists a family of exponents
{βi}

n
i=1 with 0 ≤ βi ≤ αi and βi = 0 for i ∈ ∂σ, such that for all z ∈ C−:

∣∣∣∣L
(
{kj}j∈Ib

, {qj}j∈Ia

)∣∣∣∣
∏

i∈Pa∪Pa∗

ω(a)(qi)
−αi

∏

i∈Pb∪Pb∗

ω(b)(kj)
−αi

∏

i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

) ∏

j∈Ib

δ

(
kj − kfb(j)

)∥∥∥∥∥
∏

i∈Pa∗

(
H0 − z + Ai(θ∗)

)αi

∏

i∈Pb∗

(
H0 − z + Aθ∗(i)(θ∗)

)αi ∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)−Ri

)

∏

i∈Pa

(
H0 − z +Bi(θ)

)αi ∏

i∈Pb

(
H0 − z +Bθ(i)(θ)

)αi

∥∥∥∥∥

≤ cT

∏

i∈(Pb∗∩Ia)∪(Pb∩fa(Ia))

(
1 +

ω(b)(ki)

ω(a)(qi)

)n−1

∏
i∈Ia

δ

(
qi − qfa(i)

)∏
j∈Ib

δ

(
kj − kfb(j)

)

∏n
i=1[ω(a)(qi)]αi−βi[ω(b)(ki)]βi

.

(6.4)

Proof. Let z ∈ C− and recall the notation J = Ja ∪ Ja∗ ∪ Jb ∪ Jb∗ . From
Definition 4.11, we get exponents {βi}

n
i=1, as in the formulation of the lemma,

as well as admissible exponents {γi;j}i∈A,j∈J obeying Definition 4.10.
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Let i ∈ A. We aim to estimate
∥∥∥∥∥
∏

j∈Pa∗

(
H0 − z + Aj(θ∗)

)γi;j ∏

j∈Pb∗

(
H0 − z + Aθ∗(j)(θ∗)

)γi;j

(6.5)

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

) ∏

j∈Pa

(
H0 − z +Bj(θ)

)γi;j ∏

j∈Pb

(
H0 − z +Bθ(j)(θ)

)γi;j

∥∥∥∥∥.

Let now j ∈ Pa∗ and observe, recalling the first constraint in (4.4), that
if j ≤ i then γi;j = 0. Therefore, for the purpose of estimating (6.5), one can
assume that j > i. To sum up, we have i ∈ A and j ∈ Pa∗ with j > i. Split
the second sum in the definition (6.3) of Aj(θ∗) as follows

Aj(θ∗) =
∑

ℓ∈Ja∗

ℓ≥j

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(ℓ)≥j

σ(ℓ)>i

ω(b)(kℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(ℓ)≥j

σ(ℓ)≤i

ω(b)(kℓ). (6.6)

As for the first two sums on the right-hand side of (6.6), let ℓ ∈ Ja∗ with
ℓ ≥ j. Since ℓ ≥ j > i, then the first two sums on the right-hand side of
(6.6) are controlled by Ci(σ):

∑

ℓ∈Ja∗

ℓ≥j

ω(a)(ql) +
∑

ℓ∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(ℓ)≥j

σ(ℓ)>i

ω(b)(kℓ) ≤ Ci(σ). (6.7)

See Definition 4.9 for the form of Ci(σ).
As far as the third and final sum on the right-hand side of (6.6) is

concerned, let ℓ ∈ Jb∗ \ ∂σ with σ(ℓ) ≤ i and θ∗(ℓ) ≥ j. Therefore
σ(ℓ) ≤ i < j ≤ θ∗(ℓ) and in particular θ∗(ℓ) > σ(ℓ). From the fact that
Pb∗∩Ja = ∅, together with Definition 6.1, we can consequently conclude that
ℓ ∈ Pb∗∩Ia. Since this implies that σ(ℓ) = ℓ, we deduce ℓ ≤ i < θ∗(ℓ) = fa(ℓ).
Hence

∑

ℓ∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(ℓ)≥j

σ(ℓ)≤i

ω(b)(kℓ) ≤

(
∑

ℓ∈Pb∗∩Ia

fa(ℓ)≥j

ℓ≤i

ω(b)(kℓ)

ω(a)(qℓ)

)
Ri,

where Ri is defined in (4.3). Inserting this estimate together with (6.7), into
(6.6) we obtain

Aj(θ∗) ≤
∏

ℓ∈Pb∗∩Ia

fa(ℓ)≥j

ℓ≤i

(
1 +

ω(b)(kℓ)

ω(a)(qℓ)

)(
Ci(σ) +Ri

)
.
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This implies that
∥∥∥∥
(
H0 − z + Aj(θ∗)

)γi;j

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)γi;j
∥∥∥∥ ≤

∏

ℓ∈Pb∗∩Ia

fa(ℓ)≥j

ℓ≤i

(
1 +

ω(b)(kℓ)

ω(a)(qℓ)

)γi;j

.

Let us now consider the case where j ∈ Pa, recalling this time the third
constraint in (4.4). Since γi;j = 0 if i < j, we may assume that j ≤ i. We
may now conclude similarly to above that

Bj(σ) =
∑

ℓ∈Ja

ℓ≤j

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈Jb\∂σ
θ(ℓ)≤j

σ(ℓ)≤i

ω(b)(kℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈Jb\∂σ
θ(ℓ)≤j

σ(ℓ)>i

ω(b)(kℓ).

≤ Ci(σ) +
∑

ℓ∈Pb∩fa(Ia)

f
−1
a

(ℓ)≤j

ℓ>i

ω(b)(kℓ)

≤
∏

ℓ∈Pb∩fa(Ia)

f
−1
a

(ℓ)≤j

ℓ>i

(
1 +

ω(b)(kℓ)

ω(a)(qℓ)

)(
Ci(σ) +

∑

ℓ∈fa(Ia)

f
−1
a

(ℓ)≤j<ℓ

ω(a)(qℓ)

)
,

where we used that Pb∩Ja∗ = ∅ and that for ℓ ∈ Jb with θ(ℓ) ≤ j ≤ i < σ(ℓ),
we have ℓ ∈ Pb ∩ fa(Ia) and hence, σ(ℓ) = ℓ and θ(ℓ) = f−1

a
(ℓ). For the

properties of θ, see Definition 6.1, and for the form of Ri, see (4.3). Keeping
in mind that boson momenta qℓ and qf−1

a (ℓ), for ℓ ∈ fa(Ia), are identified
by delta-functions in the estimate (6.4) from the lemma, we conclude - with
some abuse of notation - that
∥∥∥∥R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)γi;j
(
H0 − z +Bj(θ)

)γi;j
∥∥∥∥ ≤

∏

ℓ∈Pb∩fa(Ia)

f
−1
a

(ℓ)≤j

ℓ>i

(
1 +

ω(b)(kℓ)

ω(a)(qℓ)

)γi;j

,

under the constraint that qℓ = qf−1
a (ℓ), for ℓ ∈ fa(Ia).

Now let j ∈ Pb∗ . We may assume γi,j 6= 0, and therefore θ∗(j) > i.
Too see this, compare Definitions 4.10 and 6.1 and recall that σ(j) = j for
j ∈ Pb∗ . Write

Aθ∗(j)(θ∗) =
∑

ℓ∈Ja∗

ℓ≥θ∗(j)

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(ℓ)≥θ∗(j)

σ(ℓ)>i

ω(b)(kℓ) +
∑

ℓ∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(ℓ)≥θ∗(j)

σ(ℓ)≤i

ω(b)(kℓ)

≤ Ci(σ) +
∑

ℓ∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(ℓ)≥θ∗(j)

σ(ℓ)≤i

ω(b)(kℓ).
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For indices ℓ ∈ Jb∗ \ ∂σ in the last summand, we have σ(ℓ) ≤ i < θ∗(j) ≤
θ∗(ℓ). Recalling Definitions 6.1 and that Pb∗ ∩ Ja = ∅, we have ℓ ∈ Pb∗ ∩ Ib,
σ(ℓ) = ℓ and θ∗(ℓ) = fa(ℓ). We thus get

Aθ∗(j)(σ) ≤ Ci(σ) +
∑

ℓ∈Pb∗∩Ia

fa(ℓ)≥θ∗(j)

ℓ≤i

ω(b)(kℓ) ≤
∏

ℓ∈Pb∗∩Ia

fa(ℓ)≥θ∗(j)

ℓ≤i

(
1 +

ω(b)(kℓ)

ω(a)(qℓ)

)(
Ci(σ) +Ri

)
,

where we again used the form (4.3) of Ri.
Finally, for j ∈ Pb with γi,j 6= 0, we similarly have θ(j) ≤ i and

Bθ(j)(σ) ≤ Ci(σ)+
∑

ℓ∈Pb∩fa(Ia)

f
−1
a

(ℓ)≤θ(j)

ℓ>i

ω(b)(kℓ) ≤
∏

ℓ∈Pb∩fa(Ia)

f
−1
a

(ℓ)≤θ(j)

ℓ>i

(
1+

ω(b)(kℓ)

ω(a)(qℓ)

)(
Ci(σ)+Ri

)
,

under identification of qℓ with qf−1
a (ℓ), for ℓ ∈ fa(Ia), when estimating by Ri

in the last inequality. See also the estimate of Bj(σ) above.
Taken together, and recalling that γ̄i ≤ 1, we may estimate (6.5) for

z ∈ C−
∥∥∥∥∥
∏

j∈Pa∗

(
H0 − z + Aj(θ∗)

)γi;j ∏

j∈Pb∗

(
H0 − z + Aθ∗(j)(θ∗)

)γi;j

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)

∏

j∈Pa

(
H0 − z +Bj(θ)

)γi;j ∏

j∈Pb

(
H0 − z +Bθ(j)(θ)

)γi;j

∥∥∥∥∥

≤
∏

ℓ∈Pb∗∩Ia

fa(ℓ)>i≥ℓ

(
1 +

ω(b)(kℓ)

ω(a)(qℓ)

)∑
j∈P

a∗∪P
b∗

γi;j

∏

ℓ∈Pb∩fa(Ia)

f
−1
a (ℓ)≤i<ℓ

(
1 +

ω(b)(kℓ)

ω(a)(qℓ)

)∑
j∈Pa∪P

b

γi;j∥∥∥∥R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)1−γ̄i

∥∥∥∥

≤

{
∏

ℓ∈(Pb∗∩Ia)∪(Pb∩fa(Ia))

(
1 +

ω(b)(kℓ)

ω(a)(qℓ)

)γ̄i
}∥∥∥∥R0

(
z − Ci(σ)−Ri

)1−γ̄i

∥∥∥∥,

under the identification of ql with qf−1
a (l), for l ∈ fa(Ia), coming from the

delta-functions in (6.4). Note that
∑

i∈A γ̄i =
∑

i∈A,j∈J γi;j =
∑

j∈J αj ≤
n − 1. Therefore, taking the product over i ∈ A, the lemma follows from
(4.7).
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6.2 Estimates for regular Wick monomials

Let F (n) = (F1, . . . , Fn) ∈ (L2(Rd ×Rd))n. We introduce the notation:

K̃α

(
F (n)

)
=

(
n∏

i=1

∫ (
1 +

ω(b)(ki)

ω(a)(qi)

)2n(
1 +

ω(a)(qi)

ω(b)(ki)

)2α
|Fi(ki, qi)|

2

ω(a)(qi)2α
dqidki

) 1
2

, (6.8)

where α and {βi}
n
i=1 are real numbers with 0 ≤ βi ≤ α, for all i ∈ J1, nK.

Proposition 6.4 (Estimates of non fully contracted Wick monomials). Let
n ∈ N. There exists a constant cn, such that the following holds true:

(1) Assume that
←

T is a left-handed Wick monomial of length n. If n ≥ 2,
respectively if n = 1, then for any 0 ≤ δ ≤ 1, respectively 1

2
≤ δ ≤ 1,

for any z ∈ C− and F (n) ∈ (L2(Rd × Rd))n, we have

∥∥∥∥R0(z)
δ
←

T
(
z, F (n)

)∥∥∥∥ ≤ cncT K̃α

(
F (n)

)
, (6.9)

with α = 1− 1−δ
n
.

(2) Assume that,
→

T is a right-handed Wick monomial of length n. If n ≥ 2,
respectively if n = 1, then for any 0 ≤ γ ≤ 1, respectively 1

2
≤ γ ≤ 1,

for any z ∈ C− and F (n) ∈ (L2(Rd × Rd))n, we have

∥∥∥∥
→

T
(
z;F (n)

)
R0(z)γ

∥∥∥∥ ≤ cncT K̃α

(
F (n)

)
, (6.10)

with α = 1− 1−γ
n
.

(3) Assume that,
↔

T is both a left- and a right-handed Wick monomial of
length n. Then n ≥ 2 and for any γ, δ ≥ 0 with γ + δ ≤ 1, for any
z ∈ C− and F (n) ∈ (L2(Rd × Rd))n, we have

∥∥∥∥R0(z)
δ
↔

T
(
z;F (n)

)
R0(z)γ

∥∥∥∥ ≤ cncTKα

(
F (n)

)
, (6.11)

with α = 1− 1−γ−δ
n

.

Proof. It suffices to prove the estimates for z ∈ C∗−. The estimates will then
extend to z = 0, cf. Remark 4.12. Hence, in the following we consider only

z ∈ C∗−. Let us start with item (2). A right handed Wick monomial
→

T is

90



a regular Wick monomial, and therefore an ordered Wick monomial of the
form T(Jb∗ ,Jb). Here we use σ = id and the cover Pb∗ = Jb∗ , Pb = Jb and
hence Pa∗ = Ja∗ \ (Jb∗ ∪ Jb) and Pa = Ja \ (Jb∗ ∪ Jb). Lemma 5.5 implies
that there exists N ∈ N, such that its cardinality depends only on n, and
a collection of ordered Wick monomials {T

(i)
(Jb∗\(Ja∗∪Ja),Jb\(Ja∗∪Ja))}

N
i=1, such

that
→

T =
N∑

i=1

T
(i)
(Jb∗\(Ja∗∪Ja),Jb\(Ja∗∪Ja)). (6.12)

The above formula implies the following cover that we will use in the rest of
the proof:

Pb∗ = Jb∗ \ (Ja∗ ∪ Ja), Pb = Jb \ (Ja∗ ∪ Ja), Pa∗ = Ja∗ and Pa = Ja.
(6.13)

With this cover, we have

B = (Jb∗ ∪ Jb) \ (Pb∗ ∪ Pb) = (Jb∗ ∪ Jb) ∩ (Ja∗ ∪ Ja).

Each term T
(i)
(Pb∗ ,Pb) has a distinct admissible map σ(i). The superscript (i)

will be dropped from σ(i) to shorten the expressions. It remains to study
each of the operators T

(i)
(Pb∗ ,Pb)(z;F1, . . . Fn), which are of the form:

∫ ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

Fi(ki, qi)L∆a∆b

∏

i∈B\∂σ

ω(b)(ki)
∏

i∈Jb∗∩∂σ

b
∗
(
Fi(., qi)

)

∏

j∈Ja∗

a
∗(qj)

∏

j∈Jb∗\∂σ

b
∗(kj)

∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)

∏

i∈B\∂σ

R0

(
z −Di(σ)

) ∏

j∈Jb\∂σ

b(kj)
∏

j∈Ja

a(qj)

∏

i∈Jb∩∂σ

b

(
Fi(., qi)

) ∏

i∈J1,nK

dqi

∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

dki,

(6.14)

where we have recycled the abbreviations L, ∆a and ∆b from (5.6) as well as

introduced the abbreviation Di(σ) = D
(�,�∗)
i (σ) that we will be employing

throughout this proof.
The strategy is now to reorder the creation and annihilation terms in

(6.14) so that, it can be estimated by using the pull through formula and
the regularity conditions arising from the definitions of ordered and regular
Wick monomials.

First, since
→

T was assumed to be a right handed Wick monomial (cf.
Definition 4.13 (1)), we know that at least one of the sets Ja and Pb ⊆ Jb\∂σ
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is not empty. Let j1 = max(Ja) and j2 = max�
(
Jb \ ∂σ

)
. We define

j0 =




j1 if θ(j2) ≤ j1

j2 if j1 < θ(j2)
(6.15)

with the convention that j0 = j1 if Jb \ ∂σ = ∅ and j0 = j2 if Ja = ∅.
Recall that J = Ja ∪ Ja∗ ∪ Jb ∪ Jb∗ . Let us now define {αi}

n
i=1 to be:

∀i ∈ J1, nK\{j0} : αi = 1−
1− γ

n
= α

αj0 = 1−
1

n
−
n− 1

n
γ = α− γ.

(6.16)

Note that for any i ∈ J1, nK \ {j0}, αi ≥
1
2
. It is also useful to introduce

sequences {δ
(b)
i }

n
i=1 and {δ

(a)
i }

n
i=1 as follows

δ
(b)
i =





αi, if i ∈ Pb ∪ Pb∗

1, if i ∈ B \ ∂σ

0, otherwise

and δ
(a)
i =




αi, if i ∈ Pa∗ ∪ Pa

0, otherwise.

We introduce the following notation for i ∈ J1, nK:

ai =





a(qi), if i ∈ Ja

1, otherwise
and a

∗
i =





a
∗(qi), if i ∈ Ja∗

1, otherwise.

Finally, we define variants of Ai(θ∗) and Bi(θ) from (6.3). In this proof,
we drop the argument from Ai = Ai(θ∗) and Bi = Bi(θ) for brevity, and
introduce the variants Ãi and B̃i with this more compact notation:

∀i ∈ Jb∗ \ ∂σ : Ãi =
∑

j>θ∗(i)
j∈J

a∗

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

i�j
θ∗(i)=θ∗(j)

j∈J
b∗\∂σ

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

θ∗(i)<θ∗(j)
j∈J

b∗\∂σ

ω(b)(kj),

∀i ∈ Jb \ ∂σ : B̃i =
∑

j<θ(i)
j∈Ja

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j�i
θ(j)=θ(i)

j∈J
b
\∂σ

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

θ(j)<θ(i)
j∈J

b
\∂σ

ω(b)(kj).

(6.17)
Recalling (6.3), we note that

∀i ∈ Jb∗ \ ∂σ : Ãi ≤ Aθ∗(i) and ∀i ∈ Jb \ ∂σ : B̃i ≤ Bθ(i). (6.18)

Using the abbreviation

W (k, q) = 1 +
ω(b)(k)

ω(a)(q)
, (6.19)
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we may now rewrite (6.14) in the following way
∫ ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

Fi(ki, qi)
∏

j∈((Ja∩Jb)∪(Ja∗∩Jb∗))∩∂σ

∥∥∥W (·, qj)
nFj(·, qj)

∥∥∥

L∆a∆b

∏

i∈Pa∪Pa∗

ω(a)(qi)
−αi

∏

i∈Pb∪Pb∗

ω(b)(ki)
−αi

∏

i∈(Jb∗∩∂σ)\Ja∗

b
∗
(
Fi(., qi)

)

n∏

i=1

{
R0(z)δ

(a)
i a

∗
iω

(a)(qi)
δ

(a)
i B

∗
i

∏

j∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(j)=i

(�∗)
(
R0(z)δ

(b)
j b

∗(kj)ω
(b)(qj)

δ
(b)
j

)}

∏

i∈Pb∗

(
H0 − z + Ãi

)αi ∏

i∈Pa∗

(
H0 − z + Ai

)αi

∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

) ∏

i∈Pa

(
H0 − z +Bi

)αi ∏

i∈Pb

(
H0 − z + B̃i

)αi

∏

i∈Jb∗∩(B\∂σ)

(
H0 − z + Ãi

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ

R0

(
z −Di(σ)

) ∏

i∈Jb∩(B\∂σ)

(
H0 − z + B̃i

)

n∏

i=1

{
∏

j∈Jb\∂σ
θ(j)=i

(�)
(
ω(b)(kj)

δ
(b)
j b(kj)R0(z)δ

(b)
j

)
Bi ω

(a)(qi)
δ

(a)
i aiR0(z)δ

(a)
i

}

∏

i∈(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

b

(
Fi(., qi)

) ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

dki

∏

j∈J1,nK

dqj , (6.20)

where the following notation for operator-valued functions Bi and B
∗
i have

been used: if i ∈ Jb∗ ∩ ∂σ ∩ Ja∗ then

B
∗
i := B

∗
i

(
{qj}j∈Ja∗

j≤i

, {kj}j∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(j)<i

)

=
1∥∥∥W (·, qi)nFi(·, qi)

∥∥∥

∏

j∈Ja∗

j≤i

(
H0 − z + Aj;i

)αj ∏

j∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(j)<i

(
H0 − z + Ãj;i

)δ
(b)
j

b
∗
(
Fi(., qi)

) ∏

j∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(j)<i

(
H0 − z + Ãj;i

)−δ
(b)
l

∏

j∈Ja∗

j≤i

(
H0 − z + Aj;i

)−αj

and otherwise, for i 6∈ Jb∗∩∂σ∩Ja∗ , we just set B
∗
i = 1, the identity operator.

Here we make use of the following two abbreviations for i, j ∈ J1, nK. If j ≤ i,
we set

Aj;i =
∑

ℓ∈Ja∗

j≤ℓ≤i

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

q∈Jb∗\∂σ
j≤θ∗(q)<i

ω(b)(kq)

and, if j ∈ Jb∗ \ ∂σ with θ∗(j) < i, we set

Ãj;i =
∑

ℓ∈Ja∗

θ∗(j)<ℓ≤i

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

q∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(q)=θ∗(j),j�∗q

ω(b)(kq) +
∑

q∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(j)<θ∗(q)<i

ω(b)(kq).
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In the same way, if i ∈ Jb ∩ ∂σ ∩ Ja then

Bi :=Bi

(
{qj}j∈Ja

j≥i

, {kj}j∈Jb\∂σ
θ∗(j)>i

)

=
1∥∥∥W (·, qi)nFi(·, qi)

∥∥∥

∏

j∈Ja

j≥i

(
H0 − z +Bj;i

)−αj ∏

j∈Jb\∂σ
θ(j)>i

(
H0 − z + B̃j;i

)−δ
(b)
j

b

(
Fi(., qi)

) ∏

j∈Jb\∂σ
θ(j)>i

(
H0 − z + B̃j;i

)δ
(b)
j

∏

j∈Ja

j≥i

(
H0 − z +Bj;i

)αj

and otherwise, for i 6∈ Jb ∩ ∂σ ∩ Ja, we use the convention Bi = 1. Similar
to above, we make use of two abbreviations for i, j ∈ J1, nK. If j ≥ i, we set

Bj;i =
∑

ℓ∈Ja

i≤ℓ≤j

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

q∈Jb\∂σ
i<θ(q)≤j

ω(b)(kq)

and, if j ∈ Jb \ ∂σ with θ(j) > i, we set

B̃j;i =
∑

ℓ∈Ja

i≤ℓ<θ(j)

ω(a)(qℓ) +
∑

q∈Jb\∂σ
θ(q)=θ(j),q�j

ω(b)(kq) +
∑

q∈Jb\∂σ
i<θ(q)<θ(j)

ω(b)(kq).

A reader worried about diving by zero in the definitions of Bi and B
∗
i ,

may add ε · exp(−|qj |
2) to ‖F̃j(·, qj)‖, and at the end of the estimates to

follow take the limit ε→ 0 to recover the same conclusion.
Due to (6.18), we find that

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∏

i∈Pa∗

(
H0 − z + Ai

)αi ∏

i∈Pb∗

(
H0 − z + Ãi

)αi ∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

)

∏

i∈Pb

(
H0 − z + B̃i

)αi ∏

i∈Pa

(
H0 − z +Bi

)αi

∥∥∥∥∥∥

≤

∥∥∥∥∥
∏

i∈Pa∗

(
H0 − z + Ai

)αi ∏

i∈Pb∗

(
H0 − z + Aθ∗(i)

)αi

∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)−Ri

) ∏

i∈Pb

(
H0 − z +Bθ(i)

)αi ∏

i∈Pa

(
H0 − z +Bi

)αi

∥∥∥∥∥.

We can therefore apply Lemma 6.3 to conclude that there exists a family of
real numbers {βi}

n
i=1 with 0 ≤ βi ≤ αi and βi = 0 for i ∈ ∂σ. Here the αi’s
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were introduced in (6.16). The estimate (6.4) then yields

∣∣∣L
∣∣∣∆a∆b

∏

i∈Pa∪Pa∗

ω(a)(qi)
−αi

∏

i∈Pb∪Pb∗

ω(b)(ki)
−αi

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∏

i∈Pa∗

(
H0 − z + Ai

)αi ∏

i∈Pb∗

(
H0 − z + Ãi

)αi

∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)− Ri

) ∏

i∈Pa

(
H0 − z +Bi

)αi ∏

i∈Pb

(
H0 − z + B̃i

)αi

∥∥∥∥∥∥

≤ cT

(
∏

i∈Pb∗∪Pb

W (ki, qi)
n−1

)
∆a∆b∏n

i=1[ω
(a)(qi)]αi−βi[ω(b)(ki)]βi

. (6.21)

Here cT is the bounding constant for the right-handed Wick monomial
→
T that

we started out with.
We now turn to the estimate of

∏

i∈Jb∗∩(B\∂σ)

(
H0 − z + Ãi

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ

R0

(
z −Di(σ)

) ∏

i∈Jb∩(B\∂σ)

(
H0 − z + B̃i

)
.

Recall from (5.4) that Di(σ) = D
(�,�∗)
i (σ) is given by the expression

∑

ℓ∈Ja∗

ℓ>σ̃(i)

ω(a)(qℓ)+
∑

ℓ∈Jb∗\∂σ
i�∗ℓ

ω(b)(kℓ)+
∑

ℓ∈Ja

ℓ≤σ̃(i)

ω(a)(qℓ)+
∑

ℓ∈Jb\∂σ
ℓ�i

ω(b)(kℓ)+Rσ̃(i). (6.22)

Consider first terms with i ∈ Jb∗ ∩ (B \ ∂σ). Recall from (6.17) that

Ãi =
∑

j∈Ja∗

j>θ∗(i)

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈Jb∗\∂σ
i�∗j

θ∗(i)=θ∗(j)

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

j∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(i)<θ∗(j)

ω(b)(kj). (6.23)

Since, i ∈ B, we have i 6∈ Pb∗ and therefore, cf. Definition 6.1, we may
conclude that θ∗(i) = σ(i) = σ̃(i). Hence the first term on the right-hand
sides of (6.22) and (6.23) are identical. As for the sum of the last two terms
in (6.23), we compute

∑

j∈Jb∗\∂σ
i�∗j

θ∗(i)=θ∗(j)

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

j∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(i)<θ∗(j)

ω(b)(kj) =
∑

j∈Jb∗\∂σ
i�∗j

σ(i)≤θ∗(j)

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

j∈Jb∗\∂σ
j≺∗i

σ(i)<θ∗(j)

ω(b)(kj).

(6.24)
The first sum on the right-hand side of (6.24) above is bounded by the second

sum in the expression (6.22) for D
(�,�∗)
i (σ). As for the second sum on the
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right hand side of (6.24), let us note that for j ∈ Jb∗ \ ∂σ with j ≺∗ i we
have σ̃(j) ≤ σ̃(i) and since σ̃(j) = σ(j), σ̃(i) = σ(i) and θ∗(j) > σ(i), we
therefore have σ(j) ≤ σ(i) < θ∗(j). Here we used the definition (5.1) of
σ̃ and the property (5.2) of the total order �∗. Hence, θ∗(j) 6= σ(j) and
since Pb∗ ∩ Ja = ∅, we therefore have j ∈ Pb∗ ∩ Ia, cf. Definition 6.1. By
Definition 4.7 it follows that σ(j) = j. By definition θ∗(j) = fa(j), therefore

j = σ(j) ≤ σ(i) < θ∗(j) ≤ fa(j).

Moreover,

Rσ(i) =
∑

j∈Ia

j≤σ(i)<fa(j)

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈Ib

j≤σ(i)<f
b

(j)

ω(b)(kj).

As a conclusion

∑

j∈Jb∗\∂σ
j≺∗i

σ(i)<θ∗(j)

ω(b)(kj) ≤
∑

j∈Pb∗∩Ia

j≤σ(i)<fa(j)

W (kj, qj)ω
(a)(qj) ≤

(
∏

j∈Pb∗∩Ia

j≤σ(i)<fa(j)

W (kj, qj)

)
Rσ(i)

and therefore:

Ãi ≤

(
∏

j∈Pb∗∩Ia

j≤σ(i)<fa(j)

W (kj, qj)

)
Di(σ). (6.25)

Similarly, if i ∈ Jb ∩ (B \ ∂σ), then

B̃i =
∑

j∈Ja

j<θ(i)

ω(a)(qj) +
∑

j∈Jb\∂σ
j�i

θ(j)≤θ(i)

ω(b)(kj) +
∑

j∈Jb\∂σ
i≺j

θ(j)<θ(i)

ω(b)(kj). (6.26)

First, θ(i) = σ(i) = σ̃(i) + 1 so the first term in (6.26) is identical to the
third term in (6.22). In addition, the second term in (6.26) can be bounded
by the fourth term in (6.22). As for the third and last term in (6.26), i ≺ j
implies that σ̃(i) ≤ σ̃(j) and since i, j ∈ Jb we have σ(i) ≤ σ(j) (recall
from (5.1) the definition of σ̃). Consequently, θ(j) < σ(i) ≤ σ(j). Hence,
j ∈ Pb ∩ fa(Ia) implying both that θ(j) = f−1

a
(j) and σ(j) = j. Therefore,

f−1
a

(j) < σ(i) ≤ j which implies that f−1
a

(j) ≤ σ̃(i) < j. Consequently, the
last term in (6.26) can be estimated as follows

∑

j∈Jb\∂σ
i≺j

θ(j)<θ(i)

ω(b)(kj) ≤
∑

j∈fa(Ia)

f
−1
a

(j)≤σ̃(i)<j

ω(b)(kj).
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As a conclusion

B̃i ≤

(
∏

ℓ∈Pb∩fa(Ia)

f
−1
a

(ℓ)≤σ̃(i)≤ℓ

W (kj, qj)

)
Di(σ), (6.27)

with the convention that qℓ = qf−1
a (ℓ) for ℓ ∈ fa(Ia), due to the presence of

the delta distributions.
Combining (6.25) and (6.27), we arrive at

∥∥∥∥∥
∏

i∈Jb∗∩(B\∂σ)

(
H0 − z + Ãi

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ

R0

(
z −Di(σ)

) ∏

i∈Jb∩(B\∂σ)

(
H0 − z + B̃i

)∥∥∥∥∥

≤
∏

j∈Pb∗∪Pb

W (kj, qj). (6.28)

Combining (6.21) and (6.28), we obtain:

∣∣∣L
∣∣∣∆a∆b

∏

i∈Pa∪Pa∗

ω(a)(qi)
−αi

∏

i∈Pb∪Pb∗

ω(b)(ki)
−αi

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∏

i∈Pa∗

(
H0 − z + Ai

)αi

∏

i∈Pb∗

(
H0 − z + Ãi

)αi ∏

i∈A

R0

(
z − Ci(σ)−Ri

)

∏

i∈Pa

(
H0 − z +Bi

)αi ∏

i∈Pb

(
H0 − z + B̃i

)αi

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∥∥∥∥∥∥

∏

i∈Jb∗∩B\∂σ

(
H0 − z + Ãi

) ∏

i∈B\∂σ

R0

(
z −Di(σ)

) ∏

i∈Jb∩B\∂σ

(
H0 − z + B̃i

)
∥∥∥∥∥∥

≤ cT

(
∏

i∈Pb∗∪Pb

W (ki, qi)
n

)
∆a∆b∏n

i=1[ω(a)(qi)]αi−βi[ω(b)(ki)]βi
. (6.29)

In light of the estimate (6.29), we introduce for all i ∈ J1, nK the modified Fi:

F̃i(ki, qi) =
W (ki, qi)

nδi∈P
b
∪P

b∗
+nδi∈((Ja∩J

b
)∪(J

a∗∩J
b∗ ))∩∂σ Fi(ki, qi)

[ω(a)(qi)]α−βi[ω(b)(ki)]βi
,

where the weight W was defined in (6.19). Recall, from Definition 4.11 and
Lemma 6.3 that βi = 0 if i ∈ ∂σ. This means that for i ∈ ∂σ, the F̃i’s only
differ from the Fi’s by the function ω(a)(qi)

−α of the boson momentum qi.
Hence, for i ∈ ∂σ, we have ω(a)(qi)

−α
b(Fi(·, qi)) = b(F̃i(·, qi)).

From now one we will assume that j0 ∈ Ja. If j0 6∈ Ja, then j0 ∈ Jb \ ∂σ
and we will comment on how to deal with this case along the way. Recalling
from (6.16) that αi = α for i 6= j0 and αj0 = α − γ, we may now use (6.29)
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to estimate
∣∣∣∣
〈
φ
∣∣∣∣T

(k)
(Pb∗ ,Pb)

(
z;F (n)

)
R0(z)

γψ
〉∣∣∣∣

≤ cT

∫
∆a∆b

∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

∣∣∣F̃i(ki, qi)
∣∣∣

∏

j∈((Ja∩Jb)∪(Ja∗∩Jb∗))∩∂σ

∥∥∥F̃j(·, qj)
∥∥∥

∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∏

i=1


 ∏

j∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(j)=n+1−i

(�∗)


ω(b)(kj)

δ
(b)
j b(kj)R0(z)δ

(b)
j



(

B
∗
n+1−i

)∗

ω(a)(qn+1−i)
δ

(a)
n+1−i(a∗n+1−i)

∗R0(z)δ
(a)
n+1−i


 ∏

i∈(Jb∗∩∂σ)\Ja∗

b

(
F̃i(., qi)

)
φ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∏

i=1


 ∏

j∈Jb\∂σ
θ(j)=i

(�)


ω(b)(kj)

δ
(b)
j b(kj)R0(z)

δ
(b)
j


Bi ω

(a)(qi)
δ

(a)
i aiR0(z)δ

(a)
i




ω(a)(qj0)
γ

∏

i∈(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

b

(
F̃i(., qi)

)
R0(z)γψ

∥∥∥∥∥∥

∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

dki

∏

j∈J1,nK

dqj

= cT

∫
∆a∆b

∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

∣∣∣F̃i(ki, qi)
∣∣∣

∏

j∈((Ja∩Jb)∪(Ja∗∩Jb∗))∩∂σ

∥∥∥F̃j(·, qj)
∥∥∥

Fl

(
{ki}i∈Jb∗\∂σ, {qj}j∈Ja∗∪(Jb∗∩∂σ∩Ja)

)
Fr

(
{ki}Jb\∂σ, {qj}Ja∪(Jb∩∂σ∩Ja∗)

)

∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

dki

∏

j∈J1,nK

dqj,

(6.30)
where

Fl

(
{ki}Jb∗\∂σ, {qj}Ja∗∪(Jb∗∩∂σ∩Ja)

)

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∏

i=1


 ∏

j∈Jb∗\∂σ
θ∗(j)=n+1−i

(�∗)


ω(b)(kj)

δ
(b)
j b(kj)R0(z)δ

(b)
j



(

B
∗
n+1−i

)∗

ω(a)(qn+1−i)
δ

(a)
n+1−i(a∗n+1−i)

∗R0(z)δ
(a)
n+1−i


 ∏

i∈(Jb∗∩∂σ)\Ja∗

b

(
F̃i(., qi)

)
φ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
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and

Fr

(
{ki}i∈Jb\∂σ, {qj}j∈Ja∪(Jb∩∂σ∩Ja∗)

)

=

∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∏

i=1


 ∏

j∈Jb\∂σ
θ(j)=i

(�)


ω(b)(kj)

δ
(b)
j b(kj)R0(z)δ

(b)
j


Bi

ω(a)(qi)
δ

(a)
i aiR0(z)δ

(a)
i


ω(a)(qj0)γ

∏

i∈(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

b

(
F̃i(., qi)

)
R0(z)γψ

∥∥∥∥∥∥
.

Note that j0 is chosen such that Bj0 ω
(a)(qj0)

δ
(a)
j0 a(qj0)R0(z)

δ
(a)
j0 is the right-

most term in the product in Fr. If j0 6∈ Ja, then ω
(b)(kj0)

δ
(b)
j0 b(kj0)R0(z)δ

(b)
j0 is

the right-most term, and the term ω(a)(qj0)
γ should be replaced by ω(b)(kj0)

γ.
Abbreviate

F̃l

(
{ki}Jb∗\∂σ, {qj}Ja∗\(Jb∩∂σ)

)

=

(∫
Fl

(
{ki}Jb∗\∂σ, {qj}Ja∗∪(Jb∗∩∂σ∩Ja)

)2 ∏

j∈((Ja∩Jb∗)∪(Ja∗∩Jb))∩∂σ

dqj

) 1
2

,

F̃r

(
{ki}Jb\∂σ, {qj}Ja\(Jb∗∩∂σ)

)

=

(∫
Fr

(
{ki}Jb\∂σ, {qj}Ja∪(Jb∩∂σ∩Ja∗)

)2 ∏

j∈((Ja∩Jb∗)∪(Ja∗∩Jb))∩∂σ

dqj

) 1
2

.

Note that ‖F̃l‖ = ‖Fl‖ and ‖F̃r‖ = ‖Fr‖. Let us focus on the estimate of Fr.
Remark that the following estimates are easy to derive:

∀j ∈ Jb \ ∂σ :
∫ ∥∥∥∥ω

(b)(kj)
δ

(b)
j b(kj)R0(z)δ

(b)
j

∥∥∥∥
2

dkj ≤ 1,

∀j ∈ Ja \ {j0} :
∫ ∥∥∥∥ω

(a)(qj)
δ

(a)
j a(kj)R0(z)δ

(a)
j

∥∥∥∥
2

dqj ≤ 1

∀j ∈ Ja ∩ Jb ∩ ∂σ :
∥∥∥∥Bj

(
{qj}j∈Ja

j≤i

, {kj}j∈Jb\∂σ
θ(j)<i

)∥∥∥∥ ≤ c2n,

where we used Lemma A.3 for the last inequality, which is the source of the
constant c2n. Therefore, if one defines

ψ′ = ψ′
(
z; qj0 , {qi}(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

)
= ω(a)(qj0)γ

∏

i∈(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

b

(
F̃i(., qi)

)
R0(z)γψ,
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then

∫ ∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∏

i=1


 ∏

j∈Jb\∂σ
θ(j)=i

(�)


ω(b)(kj)

δ
(b)
j b(kj)R0(z)δ

(b)
j


Bi

(
{qj}j∈Ja

j≤i

, {kj}j∈Jb\∂σ
θ(j)<i

)

ω(a)(qi)
δ

(a)
i aiR0(z)

δ
(a)
i


ψ′

∥∥∥∥∥∥

2
∏

j∈Jb\∂σ

dkj

∏

j∈Ja\{j0}

dqj

is of the form described in Lemma A.5. Consequently, applying Lemma A.5
– leaving the last j0-term in the product – yields

‖Fr‖
2 ≤c2n−2

2n

∫ ∫ ∥∥∥∥Bj0

(
{qj}j∈Ja

j≤j0

, {kj}j∈Jb\∂σ
θ(j)<j0

)
ω(a)(qj0)δ

(a)
j0 a(qj0)

R0(z)
δ

(a)
j0 ψ′

(
z; qj0 , {qi}(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

)∥∥∥∥
2

dqj0

∏

j∈(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

dqj

≤c2n
2n

∫ ∫ ∥∥∥∥∥ω
(a)(qj0)

δa

j0
+γ

a(qj0)R0(z)
δ

(a)
j0

∏

i∈(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

b

(
F̃i(., qi)

)
R0(z)

γψ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

dqj0

∏

j∈(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

dqj.

Let us now focus on

∫ ∥∥∥∥∥ω
(a)(qj0)δ

(a)
j0

+γ
a(qj0)R0(z)δ

(a)
j0

∏

i∈(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

b

(
F̃i(., qi)

)
R0(z)

γψ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

dqj0

=
∫ ∥∥∥∥∥ω

(a)(qj0)
δ

(a)
j0

+γ− 1
2ω(a)(qj0)

1
2 a(qj0)R0(z)

δ
(a)
j0

+γ

(H0 − z)
γ

∏

i∈(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

b

(
F̃i(., qi)

)
R0(z)γψ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

dqj0

≤
∫ ∥∥∥∥∥ω

(a)(qj0)
1
2 a(qj0)R0(z)

1
2 (H0 − z)

γ
∏

i∈(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

b

(
F̃i(., qi)

)
R0(z)γψ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

dqj0

≤

∥∥∥∥∥(H0 − z)
γ

∏

i∈(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

b

(
F̃i(., qi)

)
R0(z)

γψ

∥∥∥∥∥

2

.

From Lemma A.2 we can therefore conclude that
∥∥∥Fr

∥∥∥
2
≤ (2c2n)2n

∥∥∥ψ
∥∥∥

2 ∏

i∈(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

∥∥∥F̃i

∥∥∥
2
. (6.31)
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The function Fl can be treated in the same way to get the estimate
∥∥∥Fl

∥∥∥ ≤ (2c2n)n
∥∥∥φ
∥∥∥

∏

i∈(Jb∗∩∂σ)\Ja∗

∥∥∥F̃i

∥∥∥, (6.32)

but without the extra complication coming from treating the j0-term sep-
arately. With the above notation, and using Cauchy-Schwarz, we estimate
(6.30) as follows

∣∣∣∣
〈
φ

∣∣∣∣T
(k)
(Pb∗ ,Pb)

(
z;F (n)

)
R0(z)γψ

〉∣∣∣∣

≤ cT

∫
∆a∆b

∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

∣∣∣F̃i(ki, qi)
∣∣∣

∏

j∈((Ja∩Jb)∪(Ja∗∩Jb∗))∩∂σ

∥∥∥F̃j(·, qj)
∥∥∥

F̃l

(
{ki}Jb\∂σ, {qj}Ja\(Jb∗∩∂σ)

)
F̃r

(
{ki}Jb∗\∂σ, {qj}Ja∗\(Jb∩∂σ)

)

∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

dki

∏

j∈J1,nK\((Ja∩Jb∗)∪(Ja∗∩Jb))∩∂σ)

dqj .

Using Cauchy-Schwarz again, now with respect to the integration vari-
ables appearing in F̃l and F̃r, yields

∣∣∣∣
〈
φ

∣∣∣∣T
(k)
(Pb∗ ,Pb)

(
z;F (n)

)
R0(z)γψ

〉∣∣∣∣ ≤ cT

∥∥∥F̃l

∥∥∥
∥∥∥F̃r

∥∥∥
∫

∆a∆b

(∫ ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

∣∣∣F̃i(ki, qi)
∣∣∣
2 ∏

j∈((Ja∩Jb)∪(Ja∗∩Jb∗))∩∂σ

∥∥∥F̃j(·, qj)
∥∥∥

2

∏

i∈(Jb∪Jb∗)\∂σ

dki

∏

j∈(Ja∗\(Jb∩∂σ))∪(Ja\(Jb∗∩∂σ))

dqj

) 1
2

∏

i∈Ib

dkidkfb(i)

∏

j∈Ia

dqjdqfa(j)

= cT

∥∥∥Fl

∥∥∥
∥∥∥Fr

∥∥∥
∏

j∈((Ja∩Jb)∪(Ja∗∩Jb∗))∩∂σ

∥∥∥F̃j

∥∥∥
∫

∆a∆b

(∫ ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

∣∣∣F̃i(ki, qi)
∣∣∣
2

∏

i∈(Jb∪Jb∗)\∂σ

dki

∏

j∈(Ja∪Ja∗)\∂σ

dqj

) 1
2 ∏

i∈Ib

dkidkfb(i)

∏

j∈Ia

dqjdqfa(j). (6.33)

Recall from (6.13) that Pa = Ja, Pa∗ = Ja∗ and that Pb, Pb∗ , Pa, Pa∗ are
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pairwise disjoint and form a cover of J . From the computation
∫ ∏

i∈J1,nK\∂σ

∣∣∣F̃i(ki, qi)
∣∣∣
2 ∏

i∈(Jb∪Jb∗)\∂σ

dki

∏

j∈(Ja∪Ja∗)\∂σ

dqj

=
∏

i∈J1,nK\J

∣∣∣F̃i(ki, qi)
∣∣∣
2 ∏

j∈Pb∪Pb∗

∥∥∥F̃j(·, qj)
∥∥∥

2

∏

i∈(Ja∪Ja∗)\(Jb∪Jb∗)

∥∥∥F̃i(ki, ·)
∥∥∥

2 ∏

i∈((Ja∪Ja∗)∩(Jb∪Jb∗))\∂σ

∥∥∥F̃i

∥∥∥
2

and the estimates
∥∥∥Fl

∥∥∥ ≤ (2c2n)n
∥∥∥φ
∥∥∥

∏

i∈(Jb∗∩∂σ)\Ja∗

∥∥∥F̃i

∥∥∥ and
∥∥∥Fr

∥∥∥ ≤ (2c2n)n
∥∥∥ψ
∥∥∥

∏

i∈(Jb∩∂σ)\Ja

∥∥∥F̃i

∥∥∥,

we conclude from (6.33) that

∣∣∣∣
〈
φ
∣∣∣∣T

(k)
(Pb∗ ,Pb)

(
z;F (n)

)
R0(z)γψ

〉∣∣∣∣

≤ (2c2n)2ncT

∏

i∈(Ja∪Ja∗)∩(Jb∪Jb∗)

∥∥∥F̃i

∥∥∥
∫ ∏

i∈Ib

δ

(
ki − kfb(i)

) ∏

j∈Ia

δ

(
qj − qfa(j)

)

∏

i∈J1,nK\J

∣∣∣F̃i(ki, qi)
∣∣∣

∏

j∈Pb∪Pb∗

∥∥∥F̃j(·, qj)
∥∥∥

∏

i∈(Ja∪Ja∗)\(Jb∪Jb∗)

∥∥∥F̃i(ki, ·)
∥∥∥

∏

i∈Ib

dkidkfb(i)

∏

j∈Ia

dqjdqfa(j)

∥∥∥φ
∥∥∥
∥∥∥ψ
∥∥∥.

(6.34)
From the four simple estimates

∫ ∣∣∣F̃i(k, qi)
∣∣∣
∣∣∣F̃fb(i)(k, qfb(i))

∣∣∣dk ≤
∥∥∥F̃i(·, qi)

∥∥∥
∥∥∥F̃fb(i)(·, qfb(i))

∥∥∥,
∫ ∥∥∥F̃i(k, ·)

∥∥∥
∥∥∥F̃fb(i)(k, ·)

∥∥∥dk ≤
∥∥∥F̃i

∥∥∥
∥∥∥F̃fb(i)

∥∥∥,
∫ ∥∥∥F̃i(k, ·)

∥∥∥
∣∣∣F̃fb(i)(k, qfb(i))

∣∣∣dk ≤
∥∥∥F̃i

∥∥∥
∥∥∥F̃fb(i)(·, qfb(i))

∥∥∥,
∫ ∣∣∣F̃i(k, qi)

∣∣∣
∥∥∥F̃fb(i)(k, ·)

∥∥∥dk ≤
∥∥∥F̃i(·, qi)

∥∥∥
∥∥∥F̃fb(i)

∥∥∥,

(6.35)

the computation J1, nK∪ ((Ja ∪ Ja∗) \ (Jb ∪ Jb∗)) = Ib ∪ fb(Ib), and Cauchy-
Schwarz, we conclude that
∫ ∏

i∈Ib

δ

(
ki − kfb(i)

) ∏

i∈J1,nK\J

∣∣∣F̃i(ki, qi)
∣∣∣

∏

i∈(Ja∪Ja∗)\(Jb∪Jb∗)

∥∥∥F̃i(ki, ·)
∥∥∥
∏

i∈Ib

dkidkfb(i)

≤
∏

j∈J1,nK\J

∥∥∥F̃j(·, qj)
∥∥∥

∏

i∈(Ja∪Ja∗)\(Jb∪Jb∗)

∥∥∥F̃i

∥∥∥.
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Inserting back into (6.34), recalling that (J1, nK \ J ) ∪ (Pb ∪ Pb∗) = J1, nK \
(Ja ∪ Ja∗) = Ia ∪ fa(Ia) and repeating the argument now with respect to the
qi integration, we arrive at

∣∣∣∣
〈
φ
∣∣∣∣T

(k)
(Pb∗ ,Pb)

(
z;F (n)

)
R0(z)γψ

〉∣∣∣∣ ≤ (2c2n)2ncT

∏

i∈Ja∪Ja∗

∥∥∥F̃i

∥∥∥

∫ ∏

j∈Ia

δ

(
qj − qfa(j)

) ∏

j∈Ia∪fa(Ia)

∥∥∥F̃j(·, qj)
∥∥∥
∏

j∈Ia

dqjdqfa(j)

∥∥∥φ
∥∥∥
∥∥∥ψ
∥∥∥

≤ (2c2n)2ncT

( n∏

i=1

∥∥∥F̃i

∥∥∥
)∥∥∥φ

∥∥∥
∥∥∥ψ
∥∥∥.

Observe now that

∥∥∥F̃i

∥∥∥ ≤
(∫

W (ki, qi)
2n |Fi(ki, qi)|

2

[ω(a)(qi)]2(α−βi)[ω(b)(ki)]2βi
dqidki

) 1
2

≤

(∫ (
1 +

ω(b)(ki)

ω(a)(qi)

)2n(
1 +

ω(a)(qi)

ω(b)(ki)

)2α |Fi(ki, qi)|
2

[ω(a)(qi)]2α
dqidki

) 1
2

,

where we inserted W from (6.19) and used that a2βi ≤ (1 + a)2α with a =
ω(a)(qi)

ω(b)(ki)
. As a conclusion

∣∣∣∣
〈
φ

∣∣∣∣
→

T
(
z;F (n)

)
R0(z)

γψ
〉∣∣∣∣ ≤

N∑

k=1

∣∣∣∣
〈
φ

∣∣∣∣T
(k)
(Pb∗ ,Pb)

(
z;F (n)

)
R0(z)

γψ
〉∣∣∣∣

≤
N∑

k=1

(2c2n)2ncT

( n∏

i=1

∥∥∥F̃i

∥∥∥
)∥∥∥φ

∥∥∥
∥∥∥ψ
∥∥∥

≤ N(2c2n)2ncT K̃α

(
F (n)

)∥∥∥φ
∥∥∥
∥∥∥ψ
∥∥∥,

which completes the proof of (2) (note that N depends only on n). The
claim (1) follows from (2) as the adjoint of a left-handed Wick monomial is
right-handed.

Finally, item (3) can be derived from (1) and (2) using Hadamard’s Three-

line Theorem. Indeed, we already know that there exist exponents {β(ℓ)
i }

n
i=1

for ℓ = 1, 2, such that
∥∥∥∥R0(z)

δ+γ
↔

T
(
z;F (n)

)∥∥∥∥ ≤ N(2c2n)2ncT K̃α

(
F (n)

)
,

∥∥∥∥
↔

T
(
z;F (n)

)
R0(z)

δ+γ
∥∥∥∥ ≤ N(2c2n)2ncT K̃α

(
F (n)

)
.

(6.36)

Consider for any Ψ,Φ ∈ H, the continuous function f : {z ∈ C | 0 ≤ Re(z) ≤
1} → C defined by

f(θ) =
〈

Ψ
∣∣∣∣R0(z)(δ+γ)(1−θ)

↔
T
(
z;F (n)

)
R0(z)(δ+γ)θΦ

〉
.
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Note that n ≥ 2 and that for F1, . . . , Fn ∈ Ssc,
↔
T (z;F (n)) is bounded and

therefore f is bounded and analytic on {θ ∈ C | 0 < Re(θ) < 1}. Moreover,
for κ = 0, 1, we have

sup
Re(θ)=κ

|f(θ)| ≤ N(2c2n)2ncT K̃α

(
F (n)

)∥∥∥Φ
∥∥∥
∥∥∥Ψ
∥∥∥

and therefore, by Hadamard’s Three-line Theorem (cf. [20, Theorem 5.2.1]),

sup
0≤Re(θ)≤1

|f(θ)| ≤ N(2c2n)2ncT K̃α

(
F (n)

)∥∥∥Φ
∥∥∥
∥∥∥Ψ
∥∥∥,

which concludes the proof of (3), the last item.

Proposition 6.5 (Estimate of fully contracted Wick monomials). Let n ∈ N

and a constant cn depending only on n, F (n) = (F1, . . . , Fn) ∈ (L2(Rd×Rd))n.
Let T be a fully contracted Wick monomial of length n and let us introduce:

E : F (n) →
〈
Ω
∣∣∣T (0;F (n))Ω

〉
. (6.37)

Then, for any 0 ≤ γ, δ ≤ 1 we have
∥∥∥R0(z)δ

(
T (z;F (n))−E(F (n))

)
R0(z)γ

∥∥∥ ≤ cT · cnK̃α(F (n)), (6.38)

with α = 1− 1−δ−γ
n

.

Proof. We again employ the abbreviations L, ∆a and ∆b from (5.6). From
the proof of Lemma 4.21, we know that T (z;F (n))−E(F (n)) can be written
as follows:

T (z;F (n))− E(F (n)) = −
N∑

k=1



∫ n∏

i=1

Fi(ki, qi)L∆a∆b

[
∏

j∈J1,kK∩A

1

Rj

(H0 − z)
∏

j∈Jk,nK∩A

R0(z − Rj)

]
n∏

j=1

dqjdkj


.

Moreover, it follows from Remark 4.12 that for any j ∈ A, Rj 6= 0. Therefore,

R0(z)δ
(
T (z;F (n))− E(F (n))

)
R0(z)

γ = −
N∑

k=1



∫ n∏

i=1

Fi(ki, qi)L∆a∆b

[
∏

j∈J1,kK∩A

1

Rj
(H0 − z)

1−γ−δ
∏

j∈Jk,nK∩A

R0(z −Rj)

]
n∏

j=1

dqjdkj


,
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which can be estimated as follows

∥∥∥∥R0(z)δ
(
T (z;F (n))− E(F (n))

)
R0(z)γ

∥∥∥∥ ≤
N∑

k=1



∫ n∏

i=1

∣∣∣Fi(ki, qi)
∣∣∣
∣∣∣L
∣∣∣∆a∆b

∥∥∥∥∥
∏

j∈J1,kK∩A

1

Rj

R0(z − Rk)γ+δ
∏

j∈Jk+1,nK∩A

R0(z − Rj)

∥∥∥∥∥

n∏

j=1

dqjdkj


.

From the definition of Rk (see (4.3)) and the fact that Rk 6= 0, there exists
an index j ∈ Ia such that j ≤ k < fa(j) or j ∈ Ib such that j ≤ k < fb(j).
We may assume, without loss of generality that j ∈ Ia. Let us consider

∀i ∈ J1, nK \ {j} : αi = 1−
1

n
+
δ + γ

n

αj = 1−
1

n
−
n− 1

n
(δ + γ).

Then, using Definition 4.11 we obtain {βi}
n
i=1 with 0 ≤ βi ≤ αi, for any

i ∈ J1, nK, and βi = 0 for i ∈ ∂σ; and invoking (4.7) together with Remark
4.12, we arrive at

∥∥∥∥R0(z)δ
(
T (z;F (n))−

〈
Ω
∣∣∣T (0;F (n))Ω

〉)
R0(z)

γ

∥∥∥∥

≤ cT

N∑

k=1

∫ n∏

i=1

∣∣∣Fi(ki, qi)
∣∣∣

[ω(a)(qi)]αi−βi[ω(b)(ki)]βi
∆a∆b

∥∥∥∥R0(z −Rk)γ+δ

∥∥∥∥
n∏

j=1

dqjdkj.

We can conclude using the fact that:

∥∥∥∥R0(z − Rk)γ+δ
∥∥∥∥ ≤

1

[ω(a)(qj)]γ+δ

and the estimates (6.35), following the same, but slightly simpler, sequence of
estimates as at the end of the proof of Proposition 6.4. Note that the weight∏n

1=1 W (ki, qi)
2n ≥ 1, cf. (6.8) and (6.19), appearing in K̃ is not needed

here.

6.3 Estimates of the renormalized handed blocks of operators

We first introduce the following set which is convenient to state our results.

Ssc =
{
F ∈ L2(Rd×Rd)

∣∣∣∣F (k, q) = h(k, q)g(k±q), h ∈ L2(Rd×Rd)
}
. (6.39)
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Here g is a spatial cutoff as in Hypothesis 1.3 For any F (k) ∈ Sk
sc we define

Kα

(
F (k)

)
=

k∏

i=1

(∫ |Fi(ki, qi)|
2

ω(a)(qi)2α
dkidqi

) 1
2

, (6.40)

for α ∈ [0, 1].

Proposition 6.6 (Estimates of the renormalized blocks). Let N, ℓ ∈ N with
ℓ < N and F (ℓ) ∈ Sℓ

sc. There exists a constant C(ℓ) > 0, such that the
following holds.

(1) if s ∈ S(ℓ)
→ then:

∥∥∥∥T
(ℓ)
s

(
z;F (ℓ)

)
R0(z)1− ℓ

N

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C(ℓ)K1− 1
N

(
F (ℓ)

)
. (6.41)

(2) if s ∈ S(ℓ)
← then:

∥∥∥∥R0(z)
1− ℓ

N T (ℓ)
s

(
z;F (ℓ)

)∥∥∥∥ ≤ C(ℓ)K1− 1
N

(
F (ℓ)

)
. (6.42)

(3) if s ∈ S(ℓ)
↔ , then for any α, β ∈ [0, 1] such that α+ β = 1− ℓ

N
we have:

∥∥∥∥R0(z)αT (ℓ)
s

(
z;F (ℓ)

)
R0(z)

β

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C(ℓ)K1− 1
N

(
F (ℓ)

)
. (6.43)

Proof. Let us consider (1) and assume that s ∈ S(ℓ)
→ . From Lemma 4.22 we

know that

T (ℓ)
s

(
z;F (ℓ)

)
=

N1∑

i=1

→

T i

(
z;F (ℓ)

)
,

and that there exists a constant M = M(ℓ) such that N1 ≤ M(ℓ). As
consequence,

∥∥∥∥T
(ℓ)
s

(
z;F (ℓ)

)
R0(z)1− ℓ

N

∥∥∥∥ ≤
N1∑

i=1

∥∥∥∥
→

T i

(
z;F (ℓ)

)
R0(z)1− ℓ

N

∥∥∥∥.

Using Proposition 6.4, we have:

∀i ∈ J1, N1K :
∥∥∥∥
→

T i

(
z;F (ℓ)

)
R0(z)1− ℓ

N

∥∥∥∥ ≤ cℓK̃1− 1
N

(
F (ℓ)

)
.

Remember that, from Lemma 4.22, c→
T i

= 1 for any i ∈ J1, N1K. We then use

Lemma A.1 to conclude that:

K̃1− 1
N

(
F (ℓ)

)
≤ Cℓ

2(1− 1
N

),2ℓK1− 1
N

(
F (ℓ)

)
. (6.44)
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In the rest of the proof, we abbreviate C := C2(1− 1
N

),2ℓ. Consequently,
∥∥∥∥T

(ℓ)
s

(
z;F (ℓ)

)
R0(z)1− ℓ

N

∥∥∥∥ ≤M(ℓ)CℓcℓK1− 1
N

(
F (ℓ)

)
.

The statement (2) follows from (1) by taking the adjoint. The statement (3)
can be derived in the same way, using Lemma 4.22 we have

T (ℓ)
s =

N1∑

i=1

↔

T i +
N2∑

i=1

(Ti − Ei),

Ei : (F1, . . . , Fℓ)→
〈
Ω
∣∣∣Ti

(
0;F1, . . . , Fℓ

)
Ω
〉
.

and we conclude using Proposition 6.4 and Proposition 6.5.

Proposition 6.7. Let N, k ∈ N. Let t ∈ T (N,k), z ∈ C∗− and F (k) ∈ Sk
sc, then

there exists a constant B(N), only depending on N and the masses mb and
mf , such that

∥∥∥S(N,k)
t

(
z;F (k)

)∥∥∥ ≤
1

|z|

(
B(N)

|z|
1
N

)k

K1− 1
N+1

(
F (k)

)
.

Proof. Let t = (s1, . . . , sℓ) ∈ T
(N,k). Here sℓ′ ∈ S

(jℓ′ ) for ℓ′ ∈ J1, ℓK and
j1 + . . .+ jℓ = k. From Definition 3.8, we have:

S
(N,k)
t

(
z;F (k)

)
= R0(z)

ℓ∏

i=1

[
T (ji)

si

(
z;Fb(i;t), . . . , Fe(i;t)

)
R0(z)

]
.

Let {νjℓ′
}ℓ′∈J1,ℓ+1K and {µjℓ′

}ℓ′∈J1,ℓK be two collections of real numbers defined
for ℓ′ ∈ J1, ℓK as follows

• if sℓ′ ∈ S
(jℓ′ )
→ then νjℓ′

= 0 and µjℓ′
= 1− jℓ′

N+1
,

• if sℓ′ ∈ S
(jℓ′ )
← then νjℓ′

= 1− jℓ′

N+1
and µjℓ′

= 0,

• if sℓ′ ∈ S
(jℓ′ )
↔ then νjℓ′

= µjℓ′
= 1

2
− jℓ′

2(N+1)
,

• νjℓ+1
= 0.

Note that for any ℓ′ ∈ J1, ℓK, we have µjℓ′
+ νjℓ′+1

≤ 1, which follows from the

definition of T (N,k), cf. Definition 2.14. Rewrite

S
(N,k)
t

(
z;F (k)

)

= R0(z)
ℓ∏

i=1

T (ji)
si

(
z;Fb(i;t), . . . , Fe(i;t)

)
R0(z)

= R0(z)1−νj1

ℓ∏

i=1

(
R0(z)νjiT (ji)

si

(
z;Fb(i;t), . . . , Fe(i;t)

)
R0(z)

µji

)
R0(z)

1−νji+1
−µji .

107



From Proposition 6.6, we have

∥∥∥∥R0(z)νjiT (ji)
si

(
z;Fb(i;t), . . . , Fe(i;t)

)
R0(z)µji

∥∥∥∥ ≤ C(ji)K1− 1
N+1

(
Fb(i;t), . . . , Fe(i;t)

)

and as a consequence, noting that ‖R0(z)‖ = |z|−1,

∥∥∥S(N,k)
t

(
z;F (k)

)∥∥∥

≤
∥∥∥∥R0(z)1−νj1

ℓ∏

i=1

[{
R0(z)

νjiT (ji)
si

(
z;Fb(i;t), . . . , Fe(i;t)

)
R0(z)µji

}

R0(z)1−νji+1
−µji

]∥∥∥∥

≤
(

1

|z|

)1−νj1
+
∑ℓ

i=1
(1−νji+1

−µji
) ℓ∏

i=1

[
C(ji)K1− 1

N+1

(
Fb(i;t), . . . , Fe(i;t)

)]
.

Note that, since νℓ+1 = 0,

1− νj1 +
ℓ∑

i=1

(1− νji+1
− µji

) = 1 +
ℓ∑

i=1

(1− µji
− νji

)

= 1 +
ℓ∑

i=1

(
1−

(
1−

ji

N + 1

))
= 1 +

k

N + 1
,

leading to

∥∥∥S(N,k)
t

(
z;F (k)

)∥∥∥ ≤
∏ℓ

i=1 C(ji)

|z|1+ k
N+1

K1− 1
N+1

(
F (k)

)
.

Abbreviating

B(N) = max
{
1,max

{
C(j)

∣∣∣ j ∈ J1, NK
}}
,

we then have

∥∥∥S(N,k)
t

(
z;F (k)

)∥∥∥ ≤
∏ℓ

i=1 C(ji)

|z|1+ k
N+1

K1− 1
N+1

(
F (k)

)

≤
B(N)ℓ

|z|1+ k
N+1

K1− 1
N+1

(
F (k)

)
.

which concludes the proof, since ℓ ≤ k.
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Proposition 6.8. Let N, k ∈ N. Let t ∈ T (N,k), z ∈ C∗− and F
(k)
1 , F

(k)
2 ,∈ Sk

sc,
then there exists a constant B(N), depending only on N and the masses mb

and mf , such that

∥∥∥S(N,k)
t

(
z;F

(k)
1

)
− S

(N,k)
t

(
z;F

(k)
2

)∥∥∥ ≤
1

|z|

(
B(N)

|z|
1

N+1

)k k∑

i=1

K1− 1
N+1

(
F

(i,k)
1,2

)
,

where
F

(i,k)
1,2 = (F1;1, . . . , F1;i−1, F1;i − F2;i, F2;i+1, . . . , F2;k).

Proof. Let t = (s1, . . . , sℓ) ∈ T
(N,k). We therefore have

S
(N,k)
t

(
z;F

(k)
1

)
= R0(z)

ℓ∏

i=1

[
T (ji)

si

(
z;F1;b(i;t), . . . , F1;e(i;t)

)
R0(z)

]

S
(N,k)
t

(
z;F

(k)
2

)
= R0(z)

ℓ∏

i=1

[
T (ji)

si

(
z;F2;b(i;t), . . . , F2;e(i;t)

)
R0(z)

]
.

As a consequence,

S
(N,k)
t

(
z;F

(k)
1

)
− S

(N,k)
t

(
z;F

(k)
2

)

=
ℓ∑

i=1

R0(z)
i−1∏

j=1

[
T (ji)

si

(
z;F2;b(i;t), . . . , F2;e(i;t)

)
R0(z)

]

(
T (ji)

si

(
z;F1;b(i;t), . . . , F1;e(i;t)

)
− T (ji)

si

(
z;F2;b(i;t), . . . , F2;e(i;t)

))
R0(z)

ℓ∏

j=i+1

[
T (ji)

si

(
z;F2;b(i;t), . . . , F2;e(i;t)

)
R0(z)

]

and

T (ji)
si

(
z;F1;b(i;t), . . . , F1;e(i;t)

)
− T (ji)

si

(
z;F2;b(i;t), . . . , F2;e(i;t)

)

=
e(i;t)∑

j=b(i;t)

T (ji)
si

(
z;F2;b(i;t), . . . , F2;j−1, F1,j − F2;j , F1;j+1, . . . , F1;e(i;t)

)
.

The same strategy as the one used in the proof of Proposition 6.7 can now
be used to conclude the proof.

7 Proof of Theorem 1.6

The goal of this section is to prove Theorem 1.6. We already know, from
[2], that if p > d

2
− 3

4
then HΛ − E

(2)
Λ converges in norm resolvent sense to a

self-adjoint operator. We first prove the following theorem which generalise
this result:
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Theorem 7.1. Let p > d
2
−1. Pick an N ∈ N with p > d

2
− N

N+1
. Then, in the

limit Λ→ +∞, the operator HΛ−E
(N)
Λ converges in norm resolvent sense to

a self-adjoint and operator H, which is bounded from below. Moreover, the
operator H does not depend on the choice of the cutoff function χ.

Proof. Theorem 3.12 shows that there exists CN(Λ) > 0 such that for any
z ∈ C fulfilling Re(z) ≤ −CN (Λ), the Neumann series of the resolvent of

HΛ + E
(N)
Λ can be reordered as

RΛ(z) := R0(z) +
∞∑

k=1

∑

[t]∈T (N,k)/∼

S
(N,k)
t

(
z;Gs1,Λ, . . . , Gsk,Λ

)
, (7.1)

where for t = (s1, . . . , sℓ) ∈ T
(N,k). From Proposition 6.7, we can estimate

RΛ(z) as follows

∥∥∥RΛ(z)
∥∥∥ ≤

1

|z|
+
∞∑

k=1

1

|z|

∑

[t]∈T (N,k)/∼

(
B(N)

|z|
1

N+1

)k

K1− 1
N+1

(
F

(k)
s,Λ

)
, (7.2)

where
F

(k)
s,Λ = (Gs1,Λ, . . . , Gsk,Λ).

From Lemma A.4, we have

K1− 1
N+1

(
F

(k)
s,Λ

)
≤ κk

α,p,

where

κα,p = max{‖h(1)‖∞, ‖h
(2)‖∞}‖g‖2

(∫
1

ω(a)(q)
2

N+1
+2p

dq
) 1

2

.

Exploiting that by Proposition 2.17, T (N,k)/ ∼ has cardinality 4k, we may
continue the estimate (7.2) and obtain

∥∥∥RΛ(z)
∥∥∥ ≤

1

|z|

∞∑

k=0

4k
(
B(N)κα,p

|z|
1

N+1

)k

.

Choose C
(1)
N ∈ R+ such that for any z ∈ C with Re(z) ≤ −C

(1)
N , we have

4
B(N)κα,p

|z|
1

N+1

≤
1

2
.

As a conclusion, for z ∈ C with Re(z) ≤ −C
(1)
N , the reordered Neumann

series (7.1) converges in norm to the holomorphic operator-valued function
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RΛ(z). Since the limiting operator RΛ(z) agrees with (HΛ − E
(N)
Λ − z)−1

for z ∈ C with Re(z) ≤ −CN (Λ), we conclude by unique continuation that

RΛ(z) given by the series (7.1) actually equals (HΛ − E
(N)
Λ − z)−1 for all z

with Re(z) ≤ −C
(1)
N . Note in particular that HΛ − E

(N)
Λ ≥ −C

(1)
N 1.

We proceed to argue that Λ→ RΛ(z) = (HΛ − E
(N)
Λ − z)−1 is Cauchy in

norm, possibly after choosing z further left in the complex plane. Let ε > 0
and let Λ1,Λ2 ∈ R with Λ1,Λ2 > 0 and abbreviate, for k ∈ N, s ∈ S(k) and
ℓ = 1, 2: F

(k)
s,ℓ = (Gs1,Λℓ

, . . . , Gsk,Λℓ
).

By what has just been established, for any z ∈ C fulfilling Re(z) ≤ −C
(1)
N ,

RΛ1(z)−RΛ2 (z) can be computed as a difference of two absolutely convergent
series:

∞∑

k=1

∑

[t]∈T (N,k)/∼

(
S

(N,k)
t

(
z;F

(k)
s,1

)
− S

(N,k)
t

(
z;F

(k)
s,2

))

with the convention that for t = (s1, . . . , sℓ) ∈ T
(N,k), s = s1 ◦ · · · ◦ sℓ =

(s1, . . . , sk). This series can be estimated using Proposition 6.8:

∥∥∥RΛ1(z)−RΛ2(z)
∥∥∥

≤
∞∑

k=1

∑

[t]∈T (N,k)/∼

∥∥∥S(N,k)
t

(
z;F

(k)
s,1

)
− S

(N,k)
t

(
z;F

(k)
s,2

)∥∥∥

≤
∞∑

k=1

∑

[t]∈T (N,k)/∼

1

|z|

(
B(N)

|z|
1

N+1

)k k∑

i=1

K1− 1
N+1

(
F

(i,k)
s,Λ1,Λ2

)
,

where we used the linearity of F (k) 7→ S
(N,k)
t (z;F (k)) and the computation

F
(k)
s,1 − F

(k)
s,2 =

∑k
i=1 F

(i,ℓ)
s,Λ1,Λ2

with

F
(i,k)
s,Λ1,Λ2

=
(
Gs1,Λ1, . . . , Gsi−1,Λ1, Gsi,Λ1 −Gsi,Λ2, Gsi+1,Λ2, . . . , Gsℓ,Λ2

)
.

From Lemma A.4 (2), there exists Λ0 > 0, such that for Λ1,Λ2 ≥ Λ0, we
have:

K1− 1
N+1

(
F

(i,k)
s,Λ1,Λ2

)
≤ ε,

for all i ∈ J1, kK and s ∈ S
(k)
0 . We may now choose C

(2)
N ∈ R with C

(2)
N ≥ C

(1)
N ,

such that for any z ∈ C with Re(z) ≤ −C
(2)
N , we have

4
B(N)

|z|
1

N+1

≤
1

2
and

1

|z|
≤

1

2
.
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In that case
∥∥∥RΛ1(z)−RΛ2(z)

∥∥∥ ≤ ε
∞∑

k=1

k4k 1

|z|

(
B(N)

|z|
1

N+1

)k

= ε
1

|z|

4 B(N)

|z|
1

N+1

(
1− 4 B(N)

|z|
1

N+1

)2

≤ 2ε
1

|z|
≤ ε.

We may therefore conclude that for z ∈ C with Re(z) ≤ −C
(2)
N , the norm

limit R(z) := limΛ→+∞RΛ(z) exists. Note that for z, z′ ∈ C fulfilling

Re(z),Re(z′) ≤ −C
(2)
N , we have

R(z)∗ = R(z)

R(z)− R(z′) = (z − z′)R(z)R(z′).

This is just standard resolvent identities for finite Λ that are carried over to
the norm limit as Λ → +∞. We now aim to prove that for any Ψ ∈ H we
have zR(z)Ψ→ Ψ when Re(z)→ −∞. First, for any Φ ∈ H
∣∣∣
〈
Φ
∣∣∣ zR(z)Ψ −Ψ

〉∣∣∣ = lim
Λ→∞

∣∣∣
〈
Φ
∣∣∣ zRΛ(z)Ψ−Ψ

〉∣∣∣

≤ ‖Φ‖
∥∥∥zR0(z)Ψ−Ψ

∥∥∥ +
∞∑

k=1

4k
(
B(N)κα,p

|z|
1

N+1

)k

‖Ψ‖‖Φ‖

= ‖Φ‖
∥∥∥zR0(z)Ψ−Ψ

∥∥∥+
4B(N)κα,p

|z|
1

N+1 − 4B(N)κα,p

‖Ψ‖‖Φ‖.

Since the right-hand side converges to 0 in the limit Re(z) → −∞, we con-
clude that zR(z)Ψ → Ψ when Re(z) → −∞. Hence, [2, Theorem D.1] can
then be invoked to obtain the limiting semi-bounded operator H .

Let us now prove that this limit does not depend on the choice of cutoff
function χ. Consider χ1, χ2 fulfilling Hypothesis 1.2. Define for j ∈ {1, 2}

Rχj ,Λ(z) =
(
H
(
G

(1)
χj ,Λ, G

(2)
χj ,Λ

)
− z

)−1

Rχj
(z) = lim

Λ→+∞
Rχj ,Λ(z).

Here we have amended our notation by adding the choice of ultraviolet cutoff
function, χ1 or χ2, to the subscript of the coupling functions G

(1)
Λ and G

(2)
Λ .

First, there exists CN > 0 such that for any Λ > 0 and any z ∈ C fulfilling
ℜ(z) ≤ −CN both Rχ1,Λ(z) and Rχ2,Λ(z) can be expanded as absolutely
convergent reordered Neumann series.
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Proceeding as in the first part of the proof, we may estimate the norm
of the difference of the two resolvents (with the same Λ) by subtracting the
two reordered Neumann series as follows

∥∥∥Rχ1,Λ(z)− Rχ2,Λ(z)
∥∥∥

≤
∞∑

k=1

∑

[t]∈T (N,k)/∼

1

|z|

(
B(N)

|z|
1

N+1

)k k∑

i=1

K1− 1
N+1

(
F

(i,k)
s,χ1,χ2,Λ

)
,

where

F
(i,k)
s,χ1,χ2,Λ =

(
Gs1,χ1,Λ, . . . , Gsi−1,χ1,Λ, Gsi,χ1,Λ−Gsi,χ2,Λ, Gsi+1,χ2,Λ, . . . , Gsℓ,χ2,Λ

)
.

Let ε > 0. Invoking Lemma A.4 (3), we obtain a Λ′0 ≥ Λ0, such that
‖Rχ1,Λ(z) − Rχ2,Λ(z)‖ ≤ ε for Λ ≥ Λ′0. Taking the limit Λ → +∞ in this
estimate yields ‖Rχ1(z)− Rχ2(z)‖ ≤ ε. Since ε > 0 was arbitrary, the proof
is complete.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. According to Theorem 7.1, for any N ≥ 1 and p >
d
2
− N

N+1
, there exists HN which is the norm resolvent limit of HΛ −E

(N)
Λ as

Λ→ +∞. The same argument as in [2, Proof of Theorem 1] can be used to

prove that the counter-term E
(N)
Λ can be replaced by EΛ = inf(σ(HΛ)).

A Useful Estimates

Lemma A.1. Let F ∈ Ssc (see (6.39)). Then for any set of exponents α,
β and γ with α, β, γ ≥ 0, there exists Cβ,γ > 0, depending only on the two
exponents β and γ as well as the masses mb and mf , such that we have

∫ (
1 +

ω(a)(q)

ω(b)(k)

)β(
1 +

ω(b)(k)

ω(a)(q)

)γ |F (k, q)|2

ω(a)(q)α
dkdq ≤ Cβ,γ

∫ |F (k, q)|2

ω(a)(q)α
dkdq.

Proof. First, recall from (6.39) that F is of the form F (k, q) = g(k±q)h(k, q)
with g being the spatial cutoff from Hypothesis 1.3. We may assume without
loss of generality that F (k, q) = g(k − q)h(k, q), and compute

∫ (
1 +

ω(a)(q)

ω(b)(k)

)β(
1 +

ω(b)(k)

ω(a)(q)

)γ |F (k, q)|2

ω(a)(q)α
dkdq

=
∫ (

1 +
ω(a)(q)

ω(b)(v + q)

)β(
1 +

ω(b)(v + q)

ω(a)(q)

)γ |g(v)|2|h(v + q, q)|2

ω(a)(q)α
dvdq.
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Using the same strategy as the one used in the proof of [2, Lemma B.5] one
can prove that there exists a constant c > 0 depending on mb and mf such
that

∀v, q ∈ Rd, ‖v‖ ≤ 1 :
1

c
ω(b)(q + v) ≤ ω(a)(q) ≤ cω(b)(q + v).

As a consequence

∫ (
1 +

ω(a)(q)

ω(b)(k)

)β(
1 +

ω(b)(k)

ω(a)(q)

)γ |F (k, q)|2

ω(a)(q)α
dkdq

=
∫ (

1 +
ω(a)(q)

ω(b)(q + v)

)β(
1 +

ω(b)(q + v)

ω(a)(q)

)γ |g(v)|2|h(q + v, q)|2

ω(a)(q)α
dkdq

≤ (1 + c)β+γ
∫ |g(v)|2|h(v + q, q)|2

ω(a)(q)α
dvdq

= (1 + c)β+γ
∫ |g(k − q)|2|h(k, q)|2

ω(a)(q)α
dkdq,

which completes the proof.

Lemma A.2. Let n ∈ N, {zi}
n
i=1 such that zi ∈ C∗− and F ∈ L2(Rd),

then for any family of real numbers {αi}
n
i=1 with 0 ≤ αi ≤ 1, we have

b(F ) : D(
∏n

i=1(H0 − zi)
αi)→ D(

∏n
i=1(H0 − zi)

αi) and

∥∥∥∥∥

n∏

i=1

(H0 − zi)
αib(F )

n∏

i=1

R0(zi)
αi

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ (n + 1)
∥∥∥F
∥∥∥,

∥∥∥∥∥

n∏

i=1

R0(zi)
αib
∗(F )

n∏

i=1

(H0 − zi)
αi

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ (n + 1)
∥∥∥F
∥∥∥.

Proof. We proceed by induction on n. The initialisation with n = 1 is done
in [2, Lemma B.1]. Assume that the proposition holds true for some n ∈ N.
Consider {zi}

n+1
i=1 such that zi ∈ C∗− and a family of real numbers {αi}

n+1
i=1

with 0 ≤ αi ≤ 1, we aim to estimate

∥∥∥∥∥

n+1∏

i=1

(H0 − zi)
αib(F )

n+1∏

i=1

R0(zi)
αi

∥∥∥∥∥.

Let Ψ,Φ ∈ H with Ψ ∈ D(Hn+1
0 ). Consider the bounded function f : {z ∈

C | 0 ≤ Re(z) ≤ 1} → C

f(θ) =
〈

Ψ
∣∣∣∣
( n∏

i=1

(H0 − zi)
αi

)
(H0 − zn+1)θ

b(F )R0(zn+1)
θ
( n∏

i=1

R0(zi)
αi

)
Φ
〉
.
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Observe, from the induction hypothesis, that for λ ∈ R, we have

|f(iλ)| ≤ (n+ 1)‖F‖Ψ‖‖Φ‖.

Moreover, for λ ∈ R let Ψ′ = (H0 − z̄n+1)
−iλΨ, Φ′ = R0(zn+1)

iλΦ,

Ψ′′ =
( n∏

i=1

(H0 − z̄i)
αi

)
Ψ′ and Φ′′ =

( n∏

i=1

R0(zi)
αi

)
Φ′.

Note that ‖Ψ′‖ = ‖Ψ‖ and ‖Φ′‖ = ‖Φ‖. Estimate

|f(1 + iλ)| =
∣∣∣∣
〈

Ψ′′
∣∣∣∣ (H0 − zn+1)b(F )R0(zn+1)Φ′′

〉∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
〈

Ψ′′
∣∣∣∣ (H0 − zn+1)

∫
R0(zn+1 − ω

(b)(k))F (k)b(k)dkΦ′′
〉∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣
〈

Ψ′
∣∣∣∣

n∏

i=1

(H0 − zi)
αib(F )

n∏

i=1

R0(zi)
αiΦ′

〉∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
〈

Ψ′′
∣∣∣∣
∫
ω(b)(k)R0(zn+1 − ω

(b)(k))F (k)b(k)dkΦ′′
〉∣∣∣∣.

The induction hypothesis applies to the first term on the right-hand side. By
Hadamard’s Three-line Theorem [20, Theorem 5.2.1], we are done if we can
bound the second term on the right-hand side by ‖F‖‖Ψ‖Φ‖. To see this,
we estimate
∣∣∣∣
〈

Ψ′
∣∣∣∣

n∏

i=1

(H0 − zi)
αi

∫
ω(b)(k)R0(zn+1 − ω

(b)(k))F (k)b(k)dk
n∏

i=1

R0(zi)
αiΦ′

〉∣∣∣∣

≤ ‖Ψ′‖
∫ ∥∥∥∥

n∏

i=1

(H0 − zi)
αiR0(zi − ω

(b)(k))αi

∥∥∥∥
∥∥∥∥ω

(b)(k)R0(zn+1 − ω
(b)(k))

1
2 b(k)R0(zn+1)

1
2 Φ′

∥∥∥∥dk

≤ ‖F‖‖Ψ‖‖Φ‖,

where we used the pull-through formula before estimating. This completes
the proof.

Lemma A.3. Let n ∈ N and F ∈ L2(Rd×Rd) be such that for each q ∈ Rd, we
have ‖ω(b)(·)nF (·, q)‖ < ∞. There exists a constant cn > 0, only depending
on n, such that: For {zi}

n
i=1 with zi ∈ C∗− and any collection of real numbers

{γi}
n
i=1 with 0 ≤ γi ≤ 1, for i ∈ J1, nK, we have for all q ∈ Rd that

N(q) :=

∥∥∥∥∥

n∏

i=1

R0

(
zi − ω

(a)(q)
)γi

b

(
F (., q)

) n∏

i=1

(
H0 − zi + ω(a)(q)

)γi

∥∥∥∥∥,

N∗(q) :=

∥∥∥∥∥

n∏

i=1

(
H0 − zi + ω(a)(q)

)γi

b
∗
(
F (., q)

) n∏

i=1

R0

(
zi − ω

(a)(q)
)γi

∥∥∥∥∥
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both satisfy the bound N(q), N∗(q) ≤ cn‖W (·, q)nF (·, q)‖. Recall the notation
W from (6.19).

Proof. It suffices to prove the first of the two estimates. The second estimate
follows from the first by taking adjoints. For the purpose of this proof, we
abbreviate Hi = H0−zi and Ri(λ) = R0(zi +λ), for λ ≤ 0 and i = 1, 2, . . . , n.
We prove only the first estimate, the second one being its adjoint. First, we
compute

n∏

i=1

Ri

(
−ω(a)(q)

)γi

b

(
F (., q)

) n∏

i=1

(
Hi + ω(a)(q)

)γi

=
n∏

i=1

(
Hi + ω(a)(q)

)1−γi

{
n∏

i=1

Ri

(
−ω(a)(q)

)
b

(
F (., q)

) n∏

i=1

(
Hi + ω(a)(q)

)} n∏

i=1

Ri

(
−ω(a)(q)

)1−γi

=
n∏

i=1

(
Hi + ω(a)(q)

)1−γi

{
∑

S⊂J1,nK

∏

j∈S

Rj

(
−ω(a)(q)

)
b

(
ω(b)(.)|S|F (., q)

)} n∏

i=1

Ri

(
−ω(a)(q)

)1−γi

.

Secondly, using Lemma A.2 we have for S ⊂ J1, nK
∥∥∥∥∥

n∏

i=1

(
Hi + ω(a)(q)

)1−γi

b

(
ω(b)(.)|S|F (., q)

) n∏

i=1

Ri

(
−ω(a)(q)

)1−γi

∥∥∥∥∥

≤ (n+ 1)
∥∥∥ω(b)(.)|S|F (., q)

∥∥∥.

We may now conclude by estimating
∥∥∥∥∥∥

n∏

i=1

(
Hi + ω(a)(q)

)1−γi

{
∑

S⊂J1,nK

∏

j∈S

Rj

(
−ω(a)(q)

)
b

(
ω(b)(.)|S|F (., q)

)}

n∏

i=1

Ri(−ω
(a)(q))1−γi

∥∥∥∥∥∥

≤ (n+ 1)
∑

S⊂J1,nK

∏

j∈S

∥∥∥Rj

(
−ω(a)(q)

)∥∥∥
∥∥∥ω(b)(.)|S|F (., q)

∥∥∥

≤ (n+ 1)
∑

S⊂J1,nK

1

ω(a)(q)|S|

∥∥∥ω(b)(.)|S|F (., q)
∥∥∥.

Observe that

1

ω(a)(q)|S|

∥∥∥ω(b)(.)|S|F (., q)
∥∥∥ ≤

∥∥∥∥
(

1 +
ω(b)(.)

ω(a)(q)

)|S|
F (., q)

∥∥∥∥.
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Moreover, using the fact that the cardinality of S is at most n and that there
are 2n subset of J1, nK, we finally have

∥∥∥∥∥

n∏

i=1

(
Hi + ω(a)(q)

)1−γi

{
∑

S⊂J1,nK

∏

j∈S

Rj

(
−ω(a)(q)

)
b

(
ω(b)(.)|S|F (., q)

)}

n∏

i=1

Ri(−ω
(a)(q))1−γi

∥∥∥∥∥ ≤ (n+ 1)2n

∥∥∥∥
(

1 +
ω(b)(.)

ω(a)(q)

)n

F (., q)

∥∥∥∥,

which completes the proof.

In the following lemma, we use the amended notation from the proof of
Theorem 1.6 in Section 7, where we add the ultraviolet cutoff function χ to
the subscript of the coupling functions G

(1)
Λ and G

(2)
Λ , provided there is more

than one cutoff function in play.

Lemma A.4. Let ℓ, N ∈ N and let us assume that p > d
2
− N

N+1
. For s ∈ S

(ℓ)
0 ,

i ∈ J1, ℓK, χ and χ′ two cutoff function fulfilling Hypothesis 1.2, and Λ,Λ′ ∈ R

with Λ > 0 and Λ′ > 0, we set

F
(ℓ)
s,Λ =

(
Gs1,Λ, . . . , Gsℓ,Λ

)
,

F
(i,ℓ)
s,Λ,Λ′ =

(
Gs1,Λ, . . . , Gsi−1,Λ, Gsi,Λ −Gsi,Λ′, Gsi+1,Λ′, . . . , Gsℓ,Λ′

)
,

F
(i,ℓ)
s,χ,χ′,Λ =

(
Gs1,χ,Λ, . . . , Gsi−1,χ,Λ, Gsi,χ,Λ −Gsi,χ′,Λ, Gsi+1,χ′,Λ, . . . , Gsℓ,χ′,Λ

)
.

Define α = 1− 1
N+1

. Then
∫
ω(a)(q)−2α−2pdq <∞ and

(1) We have the estimates

Kα

(
F

(ℓ)
s,Λ

)
≤ max{‖h(1)‖∞, ‖h

(2)‖∞}
ℓ‖g‖ℓ

2

(∫
1

ω(a)(q)2α+2p
dq

) ℓ
2

,

Kα

(
F

(i,ℓ)
s,Λ,Λ′

)
≤ max{‖h(1)‖∞, ‖h

(2)‖∞}
ℓ‖g‖ℓ

2

(∫
1

ω(a)(q)2α+2p
dq

) ℓ
2

,

Kα

(
F

(i,ℓ)
s,χ,χ′,Λ

)
≤ max{‖h(1)‖∞, ‖h

(2)‖∞}
ℓ‖g‖ℓ

2

(∫ 1

ω(a)(q)2α+2p
dq

) ℓ
2

.

(2) For any ε > 0, there exists M ∈ R such that for any s ∈ S(ℓ)
0 , i ∈ J1, ℓK

and Λ′ ≥ Λ ≥M , we have Kα(F
(i,ℓ)
s,Λ,Λ′) ≤ ε.

(3) For any ε > 0, there exists M ∈ R such that for any s ∈ S
(ℓ)
0 , i ∈ J1, ℓK

and Λ ≥M , we have Kα(F
(i,ℓ)
s,χ,χ′,Λ) ≤ ε.
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Proof. First note that by the constraint on p and the choice of α, we have
2α + 2p > d+ 2− 2N+2

N+1
= d and hence,

∫
ω(a)(q)−2α−2pdq <∞.

We begin with (1). Note that

Kα

(
F

(ℓ)
s,Λ

)
=

ℓ∏

i=1

(∫
∣∣∣Gs,Λ(ki, qi)

∣∣∣
2

ω(a)(qi)2α
dkdq

) 1
2

and for any j ∈ J1, ℓK,

∫
∣∣∣Gsj ,Λ(kj, qj)

∣∣∣
2

ω(a)(qj)2α
dkjdqj =

∫
∣∣∣h♯(kj , qj)g(kj ± qj)χΛ(kj)χΛ(qj)

∣∣∣
2

ω(a)(qj)2α+2p
dkjdqj

≤ ‖h♯‖∞

∫ |g(v)|2

ω(a)(qj)2α+2p
dvdqj

= ‖h♯‖2
∞‖g‖

2
2

∫
1

ω(a)(qj)2α+2p
dqj. (A.1)

That Kα(F
(i,ℓ)
s,Λ,Λ′) satisfies the same estimate, follows from the observation

that |χΛ(qj)χΛ(kj)− χΛ′(qj)χΛ′(kj)| ≤ 1. Moreover, Kα(F
(i,ℓ)
s,χ,χ′,Λ) can be es-

timated following the same strategy and from the observation |χΛ(qj)χΛ(kj)−
χ′Λ(qj)χ

′
Λ(kj)| ≤ 1.

We now turn to (2). Let ε > 0. Due to (A.1), we have already established
that

Kα

(
F

(i,ℓ)
s,Λ,Λ′

)
≤ ‖h♯‖ℓ−1

∞ ‖g‖
ℓ−1
2

(∫
1

ω(a)(q)2α+2p
dq

) ℓ−1
2

(∫
∣∣∣G♯

Λ′(ki, qi)−G
♯
Λ(ki, qi)

∣∣∣
2

ω(a)(qi)2α
dkidqi

) 1
2

.

Abbreviate χ̃ = χ− 1 and for Λ > 0, set χ̃Λ(k) = χ̃(k/Λ). We may without
loss of generality assume that Λ′ ≥ Λ and estimate, using that |χ̃| ≤ 1,

∫
∣∣∣G♯

Λ′(ki, qi)−G
♯
Λ(ki, qi)

∣∣∣
2

ω(a)(qi)2α
dkidqi

≤ ‖h♯‖2
∞

∫ |g(k ± q)|2
∣∣∣χΛ′(q)χΛ′(k)− χΛ(q)χΛ(k)

∣∣∣
2

ω(a)(q)2α+2p
dqdk

≤ ‖h♯‖2
∞

∫ |g(k ± q)|24
(
χ̃Λ′(q) + χ̃Λ(q) + χ̃Λ′(k) + χ̃Λ(q)

)2

ω(a)(q)2α+2p
dqdk

≤ 8‖h♯‖2
∞

(
IΛ + IΛ′

)
,
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where, for Λ > 0,

IΛ =
∫ |g(k ± q)|2

∣∣∣
(
χ̃Λ(q) + χ̃Λ(k)

)2

ω(a)(q)2α+2p
dqdk

By Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, limΛ→∞ IΛ = 0, where we
used that χ̃ is continuous at zero and χ̃(0) = 0. Hence we may pick Λ0 > 0

large enough, such that Kα

(
F

(i,ℓ)
s,Λ,Λ′

)
≤ ε, for Λ,Λ′ ≥ Λ0. This completes the

proof of (2).
Finally, we turn to (3). Observe that

Kα

(
F

(i,ℓ)
s,χ,χ′,Λ

)
≤ max{‖h(1)‖∞, ‖h

(2)‖∞}
ℓ−1‖g‖ℓ−1

2

(∫ 1

ω(a)(q)2α+2p
dq

) ℓ−1
2

(∫
∣∣∣G♯

χ,Λ(ki, qi)−G
♯
χ′,Λ(k, q)

∣∣∣
2

ω(a)(q)2α
dkdq

) 1
2

.

Let ε > 0. Estimating as we did above, we have

∫
∣∣∣G♯

Λ′(ki, qi)−G
♯
Λ(ki, qi)

∣∣∣
2

ω(a)(qi)2α
dkidqi

≤ ‖h♯‖2
∞

∫ |g(k ± q)|24
(
χ̃′Λ(q) + χ̃Λ(q) + χ̃′Λ(k) + χ̃Λ(k)

)2

ω(a)(q)2α+2p
dqdk,

where, as for χ̃, we abbreviate χ̃′ = χ′ − 1 and χ̃′Λ(k) = χ̃′(k/Λ). By
Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem, applied to the right-hand side
above, we find that there exists Λ0 > 0 such that for any Λ ≥ Λ0, we have
Kα(F

(i,ℓ)
s,χ,χ′,Λ) ≤ ε.

The following lemma follows easily by induction.

Lemma A.5. Let ℓ ∈ N and consider operator valued functions Bi({pk}
ℓ
k=i)

and Ai(pi), with i = 1, 2, . . . , ℓ and variables p1, . . . , pℓ ∈ Rn. Assume

∀i ∈ J1, ℓK, ∃bi ∈ R :
∥∥∥Bi

(
{pk}

ℓ
k=i

)∥∥∥ ≤ bi, for all pi, . . . , pℓ ∈ Rn,

∀i ∈ J1, ℓK, ∃ai ∈ R :
∫ ∥∥∥Ai(pi)φ

∥∥∥
2
dpi ≤ ai

∥∥∥φ
∥∥∥

2
, for all φ ∈ H.

then, for all φ ∈ H,

∫ ∥∥∥∥∥

ℓ∏

i=1

Bi

(
{pk}

ℓ
k=i

)
Ai(pi)φ

∥∥∥∥∥

2 ℓ∏

i=1

dpi ≤
ℓ∏

i=1

(
aib

2
i

)∥∥∥φ
∥∥∥

2
.
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