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ABSTRACT

The main purpose of this paper is to construct convergent series for the approximate calculation of
certain integrals over the Gaussian measure with a nuclear covariance operator, nonlocal propagator, in
separable Hilbert space. Such series arise, for example, in the model with the interaction Lagrangian
sinh2(𝑝+1) 𝜙, where 𝑝 ∈ N and 𝜙 is the scalar field, although the problem can be solved in general
form for a fairly wide class of Lagrangians: an even, strictly convex, continuous, non-negative
function with a single zero value for 𝜙 = 0 and for |𝜙| → +∞ growing faster than 𝜙2. We strictly
define the scattering matrix, 𝒮-matrix, at the zero value of the classical field, argument of the 𝒮-matrix,
of such a theory in terms of the corresponding integral, find the iterated expansion for the integrand
(the Gaussian measure doesn’t expand) over two orthonormal bases of functions, prove the validity
of the permutation of summation and integration and thus find the expansion of the 𝒮-matrix at the
zero value of the classical field into the iterated series in powers of the interaction action. In the
process of deriving the interaction constant 𝑔 through an additional transformation can be transferred
to the denominator. The individual terms of the resulting series have the form of a canonical partition
function (CPF), and the methods of statistical physics are applicable to them. In particular, we express
them in terms of Bell polynomials. It is important to note that such iterated series cannot be reduced
to the perturbation theory (PT) series, since in the proposed model the latter diverges as 𝑒𝑛

2

, where
𝑛 ∈ N is the PT order. To study such series, one can use reasonable approximations for the arguments
of Bell polynomials, for example, hard-sphere gas and stochastic clusters approximations. Along the
way, we provide detailed mathematical background, including Beppo Levi’s monotone convergence
theorem (MCT) and Henri Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem (DCT), without which the
presented calculation would be significantly more complex.
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1. Introduction

Nonlocal quantum field theory (NQFT) is a generalization of local quantum field theory (LQFT), based on the
assumption of nonpoint interaction. This assumption is made in order to exclude ultraviolet divergences from the theory.
The NQFT introduces a new parameter 𝑙 of the length dimension, which determines the size of the spacetime region
where interactions occur. In the limit 𝑙 → 0 we return to the LQFT. In the case of one scalar field 𝜙, and it is the
case that we will consider in our paper, the typical NQFT Lagrangian has the form ℒ(𝜙(𝑥)) = 𝑓(𝐾(𝑙𝜕)𝜙(𝑥)), where
the function 𝑓 depends on the result of the operator-valued function (form factor) 𝐾(𝑙𝜕) action on the scalar field 𝜙,
that is, on the new scalar field 𝐾(𝑙𝜕)𝜙(𝑥). From the formal integration over all field configurations point of view,
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such a theory is equivalent to the theory with local Lagrangian 𝑓(𝜙(𝑥)), but with modified by the form factor 𝐾(𝑙𝜕)

propagator, which can be proven by a formal linear change of fields 𝐾(𝑙𝜕)𝜙(𝑥) → 𝜙(𝑥). Thus, when we talk about
nonlocal quantum theory of a single scalar field, we are talking about a theory with nonlocal propagator or nuclear
covariance operator.

Let us note that from the renormalization theory point of view, NQFT is a perturbatively, within the framework of
perturbation theory (PT) with respect to the small coupling constant 𝑔, a nonrenormalizable theory. In the second half
of the 20th century, there was an opinion that such theories should not exist at all. Fortunately, this opinion turned out
to be wrong. To understand this, it is enough to recall, for example, the papers [1–5]. An important advantage of such
theories is that they are well defined in spacetime of any dimension 𝐷 [1–26].

With a nonlocal propagator, we can take the next step towards defining formal integration over all field configurations.
Heuristically, the symbol

∫︀
𝛷
𝒟 [𝜙] 𝐹 [𝜙] is used to denote the integral of the functional 𝐹 [𝜙] with respect to “measure”

𝒟 [𝜙] in a space of all fields 𝛷. At the same time, the most important result of measure theory is that already in
an infinite-dimensional Banach (complete normed) space (BS) non-trivial (non-zero) Lebesgue measure with all its
properties doesn’t exist. Therefore the measure 𝒟 [𝜙] is not defined. Fortunately, both LQFT and NQFT always contain
a free (Gaussian) theory (a theory without interaction). Therefore, having in our arsenal the nonlocal propagator, we
can talk about the integral over the Gaussian measure specified by the free theory.

It remains to determine the space of all fields 𝛷, on whose Borel subsets the Gaussian measure will be specified. In this
paper, we consider 𝛷 to be a Hilbert (complete with inner product) space (HS). This assumption is quite strong. So, for
example, if we consider continuous functions as field configurations, 𝛷 will no longer be Hilbert. Moreover, depending
on which set is the domain of fields, 𝛷 may not even be Banach. However, the main purpose of this paper is to develop
methods for expanding integrals into series in powers of interaction action. Therefore, as a first step, the assumption
that 𝛷 is HS seems natural. Selection of the appropriate space of field configurations and generalization of the results is
the next independent problem. However, at the moment we can say that the framework of the BS turns out to be narrow.
Apparently, a more suitable candidate for the space 𝛷 is a generic locally convex topological vector space (LCTVS) [52].
In the general case, such a space is defined by a family of seminorms (there is no axiom of non-degeneracy) of arbitrary
cardinality (not even necessarily countable), therefore, it is not even metrizable. However, the seminorms themselves
are specified by the Minkowski functionals (distances to convex neighborhoods) of the LCTVS, that is, they are natural
geometric constructions.

It is interesting to develop this idea in such a way that new seminorms arise with increasing energies at which quantum
field processes are considered, that is the process of “reverse compactification” takes place. Such a process could lead
to the ultraviolet scale 𝑙 change up to the observed, which would solve another fundamental problem of NQFT: the
construction of a fundamental NQFT. As is known, NQFT is often used as an effective semiphenomenological theory.
So, for example, the scattering matrix or 𝒮-matrix of the Euclidean (the metric signature is all pluses) NQFT with
Lagrangians of a special form [1–7, 21–23, 27–33] is the grand canonical partition function (GCPF) of some gas with
the interaction expressed by nonlocal propagator. This is how the duality between NQFT and statistical physics arises.
Another application of NQFT is the method of functional (nonperturbative, exact) renormalization group (FRG) [34–41].
The FRG method describes the flow of the NQFT family when the nonlocality scale 𝑙 changes to some LQFT, that
is, for a fixed value of 𝑙 we have a nonlocal quantum theory. However, as far as we know, no fundamental nonlocal
quantum theories have been found to date.

There is an extensive mathematical and physical literature devoted to Gaussian measures and functional integration [42–
51]. Many theorems on the localization of measures in LCTVS, as well as existence and uniqueness theorems for
integrals over such measures have been proven. At the same time, the explicit calculation of integrals with respect
to Gaussian measures is given for HS and less often BS, and the integrands are polynomials, linear and quadratic
exponential functions, which corresponds to free NQFT. In this paper, our main purpose is to expand this “list of

3



Calculation of Some Integrals over Gaussian Measure in Separable Hilbert Space A PREPRINT

integrals” with more complex integrands. One may wonder whether such rigor within the framework of theoretical
physics is necessary? The answer to this question is affirmative, primarily for the following reason. Within the
framework of measure theory, many theorems that allow integration and calculation of the limit to be interchanged
have been proven, including Beppo Levi’s monotone convergence theorem (MCT) and Henri Lebesgue’s dominated
convergence theorem (DCT). Using these theorems, integrals over HS and BS can be represented in terms of the limit of
finite multiplicity integrals. In general, such a representation doesn’t always exist. Therefore, the theorems developed in
measure theory make it possible not only to prove the nontriviality of a given integral in HS and BS, but also offers
recipes for its calculation. The experience gained is important for the further research of constructive representations of
integrals in generic LCTVS.

How one can obtain a convergent iterated series in theories with Lagrangians growing faster than the quadratic one?
To explain the idea, let us consider the usual integral of the exponential function 𝑒−𝑚𝜙

2−𝑔𝜙4

(the parameters 𝑚 and
𝑔 are positive) with respect to one-dimensional Lebesgue measure 𝑑𝜙 on a real line R, so 𝜙 ∈ R. If we expand the
exponential function 𝑒−𝑔𝜙

4

into a series and change summation and integration, then, as is easy to see, we arrive at an
asymptotic series in powers of 𝑔. If we expand the exponential function 𝑒−𝑚𝜙

2

into a series and change summation and
integration, we arrive at a convergent series in powers of 𝑚. The reason is that 𝑒−𝑔𝜙

4

is responsible for the convergence
of the initial integral. In the case of the integral in HS, the situation is similar: the exponential function containing the
interaction action is responsible for the convergence of the integral. Therefore, we need to find a way to “hand over
the responsibility for convergence” to the Gaussian measure. To achieve this, it will be necessary to use methods of
integrand expansion in a reasonable system of basis functions. Finding such a system is a fascinating mathematical
problem, the solution of which requires knowledge of the orthogonal polynomials and special functions theory. If a
suitable expansion is found, and it allows a permutation of summation and integration, we arrive at a certain series
whose coefficients are integrals in HS, and in each integral the Gaussian measure is responsible for convergence. In this
case, if we continue to select second expansion of integrand in each integral, now in terms of the interaction action,
allowing for a rearrangement of summation and integration, we already arrive at an iterated series, the coefficients of
which are the Gaussian averages of the interaction action powers, as in the case of PT. However, by construction, such
an iterated series converges.

Why do we research the nonpolynomial interaction sinh2(𝑝+1) 𝜙, where 𝑝 ∈ N? As was mentioned above, the PT
series in such a model will diverge faster than any factorial power, namely, as 𝑒𝑛

2

, where 𝑛 ∈ N is the PT order. For
comparison: series for polynomial theories diverge as 𝑒𝑛 ln𝑛, and such PT series can be summed using asymptotic
methods, for example, Borel summation. Moreover, polynomial models can be obtained from the sinh2(𝑝+1) 𝜙 model
in the small fields limit. For convenience, one can add an additional parameter to the hyperbolic sine argument. Finally,
and this is also important, if it is possible to construct a series in terms of interaction action powers (perhaps with a
modified propagator, but with a preserved functional dependence), different from the PT series, then the Gaussian
averages of the interaction action powers are calculated explicitly in terms of Bell polynomials. This allows us to avoid
the Isserlis–Wick combinatorics, combinatorics of Gaussian averages, which also makes the sinh2(𝑝+1) 𝜙 model very
useful. The latter is a gift from statistical physics, and arises when calculating canonical partition function (CPF) of
classical gas with interaction using the Mayer cluster expansion method.

In this paper we will focus on the calculation of 𝒮-matrix. This is the central object of any quantum theory. And if it is
possible to calculate it in convenient terms, then the theoretician’s problem is considered solved, and the rest is up to
the experiment. And although the expression for the 𝒮-matrix in terms of the limit of finite multiplicity integrals is
mathematically the result, in QFT we want to obtain the result in terms of a series in (rational) powers of the coupling
constant 𝑔. Let us also note that we are performing the calculation for a given Gaussian measure with nuclear covariance
operator, so such a theory may depend on the ultraviolet scale. We don’t consider any additional subtraction schemes.
Our main purpose is to calculate the integral of the non-Gaussian exponential functional with respect to the Gaussian
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measure in separable HS in terms of a convergent series in powers of interaction action, and, for the convenience of
numerical calculations, the coupling constant 𝑔 can be transferred to the denominator by some additional transformation
in the process of constructing such a series. Thus, we propose an alternative to the asymptotic summation of PT series.
A detailed calculation of each series term for various nonlocal propagators and subtraction schemes is beyond the scope
of our paper.

The paper has the following structure. In the section 2, the general theory of Gaussian measures is considered, first in
the finite-dimensional HS, and then, using the construction of a product measure, a generalization is constructed to
the infinite-dimensional case, and definitions and theorems necessary for the calculation are given, the definition of
𝒮-matrix at the zero value of the classical field (only this case is considered in the paper) is given and linear changes of
variables are discussed. The section 3 is devoted to the calculation of the 𝒮-matrix by the PT method, for the terms of
which, using the Mayer cluster expansion, the result is obtained in terms of Bell polynomials. In the section 4, main
section of the paper, we find the 𝒮-matrix in terms of the iterated series, the terms of which are again expressed in terms
of Bell polynomials. Also in this section, the majorant and minorant for the 𝒮-matrix are found for large values of the
coupling constant 𝑔, which complements the expansion into the iterated series. In the Conclusion, general discussion of
all the results obtained is given.

2. Integrals over Gaussian Measure: Theoretical Introduction

2.1. Basic Definitions and Notation from Measure Theory

In this section we consider the general theory of Gaussian measures and also introduce the objects that we need in our
paper using the books [50, 51]. Let a complete metric space (𝑋, 𝜌) (𝜌 is a metric) be given, which in what follows
we briefly denote by 𝑋 . A system of subsets A ⊂ 2𝑋 is called a 𝜎-algebra if the following conditions are satisfied
(without the last condition we obtain the definition of algebra):

1) 𝑋 ∈ A .

2) ∀𝐴 ∈ A and ∀𝐵 ∈ A it is true that 𝐴△𝐵 ∈ A and 𝐴 ∩𝐵 ∈ A .

3) ∀(𝐴𝑛)∞𝑛=1 ⊂ A it is true that
∞⋃︀
𝑛=1

𝐴𝑛 ∈ A .

By B(𝑋) we denote a Borel 𝜎-algebra, that is 𝜎-algebra generated by all open (equivalently, closed) subsets of 𝑋 .

If some 𝜎-algebra A of subsets of 𝑋 is given, then the pair (𝑋,A ) is called a measurable space. We consider the
measurable space (𝑋,B(𝑋))

Let 𝜎-algebra A and a set function 𝜇 : A → [0,+∞] not identically equal to +∞ be given. We say that 𝜇 is a measure

on A if ∀𝐴 ∈ A and ∀(𝐴𝑛)𝑁𝑛=1 ⊂ A such that 𝐴 =
𝑁⨆︀
𝑛=1

𝐴𝑛, the equality 𝜇(𝐴) =
𝑁∑︀
𝑛=1

𝜇(𝐴𝑛) holds.

If, in addition, ∀𝐴 ∈ A and ∀(𝐴𝑛)∞𝑛=1 ⊂ A such that 𝐴 =
∞⨆︀
𝑛=1

𝐴𝑛, the equality 𝜇(𝐴) =
∞∑︀
𝑛=1

𝜇(𝐴𝑛) holds, then the

measure 𝜇 is called 𝜎-additive. In what follows we consider only 𝜎-additive measures. The most important example of
such a measure is the Lebesgue measure on the real line R.

If 𝜇(𝑋) < +∞, then such a measure is called finite. If 𝜇(𝑋) = 1, then such a measure is called probabilistic. A
measure defined on B(𝑋) is called Borel.

Let (𝑋,A ) be a measurable space and a measure 𝜇 on A be given. The triple (𝑋,A , 𝜇) is called a measure space. In
particular, if the measure is probabilistic, then the space is called probabilistic.
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For each 𝐴 ∈ A , we denote by 𝐴𝑐 the complement of 𝐴, that is set 𝑋 ∖𝐴. We use 1𝐴 to denote a set indicator:

1𝐴(𝑥) =

⎧⎨⎩1, if 𝑥 ∈ 𝐴,

0, if 𝑥 ∈ 𝐴𝑐.
(1)

Let ℋ be a real separable Hilbert space with scalar (inner) product ⟨·|·⟩ and norm ‖ · ‖ℋ. In this case, a measurable
space (ℋ,B(ℋ)) and a space with Borel measure (ℋ,B(ℋ), 𝜇) are defined.

We denote by 𝐿(ℋ) the linear space of all continuous linear operators from ℋ to ℋ, by 𝐿+(ℋ) the set of all 𝐺 ∈ 𝐿(ℋ)

symmetric, that is ∀𝜙 ∈ ℋ and ∀𝜓 ∈ ℋ the equality ⟨𝐺𝜙|𝜓⟩ = ⟨𝜙|𝐺𝜓⟩ holds, and positive ones, that is ∀𝜙 ∈ ℋ the
inequality ⟨𝐺𝜙|𝜙⟩ ≥ 0 holds.

Finally, we denote by 𝐿+
1 (ℋ) the set of all nuclear operators 𝐺 ∈ 𝐿+(ℋ), that is such operators for which the trace

Tr𝐺 :=
∞∑︀
𝑛=1

⟨𝐺𝑒𝑛|𝑒𝑛⟩ < +∞ for one (and, therefore, for all) complete orthonormal system (𝑒𝑛)
∞
𝑛=1 ⊂ ℋ.

Let us note that if 𝐺 is a nuclear operator, then it is compact, that is maps any bounded subset in ℋ to a relatively
compact or precompact (closure is compact) subset in ℋ, and the trace of the operator Tr𝐺 is the sum of its eigenvalues
repeated in according to their multiplicity (theorem from functional analysis).

2.2. Gaussian Measures in Finite-Dimensional Hilbert Spaces

As a next step, we consider the one-dimensional Hilbert space R. In this case, for any pair (𝑎, 𝜆) of real numbers 𝑎 ∈ R
and 𝜆 ≥ 0 we define a probability measure 𝑁𝑎,𝜆 on B(R) as follows. If 𝜆 = 0, we set 𝑁𝑎,0 = 𝛿𝑎, where 𝛿𝑎 is the
Dirac measure at 𝑎:

𝛿𝑎(𝐴) =

{︃
1, if 𝑎 ∈ 𝐴,

0, if 𝑎 /∈ 𝐴,
𝐴 ∈ B(R). (2)

If 𝜆 > 0, we give a definition in terms of the measure density

𝑁𝑎,𝜆(𝐴) =
1√
2𝜋𝜆

∫︁
𝐴

𝑒−
(𝑥−𝑎)2

2𝜆 𝑑𝑥, 𝐴 ∈ B(R). (3)

The measure 𝑁𝑎,𝜆 is a probability measure on B(R) due to the following equality, well known from analysis:

𝑁𝑎,𝜆(R) =
1√
2𝜋𝜆

∫︁
R
𝑒−

(𝑥−𝑎)2

2𝜆 𝑑𝑥 = 1. (4)

In the case of 𝜆 > 0, the measure 𝑁𝑎,𝜆 is absolutely continuous with respect to the Lebesgue measure, that is for any
null set (Lebesgue measurable set that has measure zero) the equality 𝑁𝑎,𝜆(𝐴) = 0 holds. In this case, we can formally
set

𝑁𝑎,𝜆(𝑑𝑥) =
1√
2𝜋𝜆

𝑒−
(𝑥−𝑎)2

2𝜆 𝑑𝑥. (5)

The quantities 𝑎 and 𝜆 are called the mean and variance of the measure𝑁𝑎,𝜆, respectively, as evidenced by the following
easily verifiable equalities: ∫︁

R
𝑥𝑁𝑎,𝜆(𝑑𝑥) = 𝑎,

∫︁
R
(𝑥− 𝑎)2𝑁𝑎,𝜆(𝑑𝑥) = 𝜆. (6)

Finally, for the characteristic function ̂︀𝑁𝑎,𝜆 of the measure 𝑁𝑎,𝜆, that is for its Fourier transform, the following equality
is true: ̂︀𝑁𝑎,𝜆(𝑦) := ∫︁

R
𝑒𝑖𝑦𝑥𝑁𝑎,𝜆(𝑑𝑥) = 𝑒𝑖𝑎𝑦−

1
2𝜆𝑦

2

, 𝑦 ∈ R. (7)
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As a next step, we consider a Hilbert space of dimension 𝑑 ∈ N. Before defining Gaussian measures on B(ℋ), let
us recall some concepts about products of measures (product measures). We restrict ourselves to the case of finite
measures, since Gaussian measures are finite (and even probabilistic).

Let for any 𝑘 = 1, . . . , 𝑑 be given spaces with finite measures (𝑋𝑘,A𝑘, 𝜇𝑘). Let us denote by 𝑋 the Cartesian product
𝑋1 ×𝑋2 × · · · ×𝑋𝑑. A subset 𝐴 ⊂ 𝑋 is called a measurable rectangle if it has the form 𝐴 = 𝐴1 ×𝐴2 × · · · ×𝐴𝑑,
where 𝐴𝑘 ∈ A𝑘 for all 𝑘 = 1, . . . , 𝑑.

The product of 𝜎-algebras A𝑘 over all 𝑘 = 1, . . . , 𝑑 is the 𝜎-algebra A generated by the set of all measurable rectangles.

For any measurable rectangle 𝐴 = 𝐴1 × 𝐴2 × · · · × 𝐴𝑑 we define its measure 𝜇(𝐴) = 𝜇1 (𝐴1)𝜇2 (𝐴2) · · ·𝜇𝑑 (𝐴𝑑).
Then the measure 𝜇 uniquely extends to a finite measure on A , denoted by 𝜇1 × 𝜇2 × · · · × 𝜇𝑑. This statement has the
most important theoretical significance: It guarantees not only the possibility, but also the correctness of constructing
finite measures in large dimensions using finite measures in smaller dimensions.

Now let us return to the definition of Gaussian measures on B(ℋ). This can be done for any vector 𝑎 ∈ ℋ and any
operator 𝐺 ∈ 𝐿+(ℋ). Let (𝑒1, . . . , 𝑒𝑑) be an orthonormal basis in ℋ of the operator 𝐺 eigenvectors, that is for any
𝑘 = 1, . . . , 𝑑 the equality 𝐺𝑒𝑘 = 𝜆𝑘𝑒𝑘, 𝑘 = 1, . . . , 𝑑 holds for some 𝜆𝑘 ≥ 0. For any 𝑥 ∈ ℋ and 𝑘 = 1, . . . , 𝑑 we set
by definition 𝑥𝑘 = ⟨𝑥|𝑒𝑘⟩. This means we can identify ℋ with R𝑑 through the following isomorphism 𝛾:

𝛾 : ℋ → R𝑑, 𝑥→ 𝛾(𝑥) = (𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑑) . (8)

Now let us define the probabilistic product measure 𝑁𝑎,𝐺 on B
(︀
R𝑑
)︀

as follows:

𝑁𝑎,𝐺 = 𝑁𝑎1,𝜆1
×𝑁𝑎2,𝜆2

× · · · ×𝑁𝑎𝑑,𝜆𝑑
. (9)

The measure defined in this way satisfies the following easily verifiable equalities, generalizing the one-dimensional
case:

∀𝑦 ∈ ℋ
∫︁
ℋ
⟨𝑦|𝑥⟩𝑁𝑎,𝐺(𝑑𝑥) = ⟨𝑎|𝑦⟩,

∀𝑦 ∈ ℋ ∀𝑧 ∈ ℋ
∫︁
ℋ
⟨𝑦|𝑥− 𝑎⟩⟨𝑧|𝑥− 𝑎⟩𝑁𝑎,𝐺(𝑑𝑥) = ⟨𝐺𝑦|𝑧⟩.

(10)

Thus, it is convenient (and even necessary for further generalization) to interpret the mean value (vector) 𝑎 and the
covariance matrix (covariance operator or propagator) 𝐺 as linear and quadratic forms, respectively. In these terms, it is
convenient to write the characteristic function ̂︀𝑁𝑎,𝐺 of the measure 𝑁𝑎,𝐺 in the following way:

̂︀𝑁𝑎,𝐺(𝑦) := ∫︁
ℋ
𝑒𝑖⟨𝑦|𝑥⟩𝑁𝑎,𝐺(𝑑𝑥) = 𝑒𝑖⟨𝑎|𝑦⟩−

1
2 ⟨𝐺𝑦|𝑦⟩. 𝑦 ∈ ℋ. (11)

As in the one-dimensional case, if the determinant of 𝐺 is positive, then the measure 𝑁𝑎,𝐺 is absolutely continuous
with respect to the Lebesgue measure in R𝑑, which provides the following formal equality:

𝑁𝑎,𝐺(𝑑𝑥) =
1√︀

(2𝜋)𝑑 det𝐺
𝑒−

1
2 ⟨𝐺−1(𝑥−𝑎)|𝑥−𝑎⟩𝑑𝑥. (12)

The following statement is a consequence of the Fourier transform uniqueness. Let ℋ be a finite-dimensional Hilbert
space, vector 𝑎 ∈ ℋ, operator 𝐺 ∈ 𝐿+(ℋ), measure 𝜇 – a probability measure on B(ℋ) such that its characteristic
function ̂︀𝜇 has the form:: ̂︀𝜇(𝑦) = ∫︁

ℋ
𝑒𝑖⟨𝑦|𝑥⟩𝜇(𝑑𝑥) = 𝑒𝑖⟨𝑎|𝑦⟩−

1
2 ⟨𝐺𝑦|𝑦⟩, 𝑦 ∈ ℋ. (13)

Then the measure 𝜇 = 𝑁𝑎,𝐺. This statement (the criterion that a measure is Gaussian) has a direct generalization in the
infinite-dimensional case.
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2.3. Measures in Infinite-Dimensional Hilbert Spaces

As a next step, we consider measures in the infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space ℋ. Let the complete
orthonormal system (𝑒𝑛)

∞
𝑛=1 ⊂ ℋ be given. For any 𝑛 ∈ N we define linear (continuous) projection operators or

projectors 𝑃𝑛 : ℋ → 𝑃𝑛(ℋ) as follows:

∀𝜙 ∈ ℋ 𝑃𝑛𝜙 =

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

⟨𝜙|𝑒𝑘⟩ 𝑒𝑘, lim
𝑛→∞

𝑃𝑛𝜙 = 𝜙. (14)

Convergence is determined by the norm ‖ · ‖ℋ. Next we define the space 𝑀(ℋ) of finite Borel measures on ℋ. The
following statements are true, which we present without proof.

1) Let 𝜇 ∈𝑀(ℋ) and 𝜈 ∈𝑀(ℋ) such that the integrals are equal∫︁
ℋ
𝑓(𝜙)𝜇(𝑑𝜙) =

∫︁
ℋ
𝑓(𝜙)𝜈(𝑑𝜙) (15)

for all continuous and bounded functions 𝑓 : ℋ → R on ℋ. Then the measures 𝜇 = 𝜈.

2) Let 𝜇 ∈ 𝑀(ℋ) and 𝜈 ∈ 𝑀(ℋ) be probability measures. If ∀𝜓 ∈ ℋ the equality of characteristic functionŝ︀𝜇(𝜓) = ̂︀𝜈(𝜓) holds, then the measures 𝜇 = 𝜈.

The characteristic function ̂︀𝜇(𝜓) is defined in a standard way:

̂︀𝜇(𝜓) := ∫︁
ℋ
𝑒𝑖⟨𝜙|𝜓⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙), 𝜓 ∈ ℋ. (16)

Let 𝜇 ∈𝑀(ℋ) be a probability measure. Let us define the mean and covariance (do not confuse with variance) of 𝜇
using the experience of the finite-dimensional case. To determine the mean, we will assume that the integral∫︁

ℋ
‖𝜙‖ℋ 𝜇(𝑑𝜙) < +∞. (17)

In this case ∀𝜓 ∈ ℋ the linear functional 𝐹 : ℋ → R, defined as

𝐹 (𝜓) =

∫︁
ℋ
⟨𝜙|𝜓⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙), (18)

is continuous since the following majorizing estimate holds

|𝐹 (𝜓)| ≤ ‖𝜓‖ℋ
∫︁
ℋ
‖𝜙‖ℋ 𝜇(𝑑𝜙). (19)

By the Riesz theorem on the representation of a linear continuous functional in ℋ (Riesz representation theorem), there
exists 𝑚 ∈ ℋ such that the following equality is true:

⟨𝑚|𝜓⟩ =
∫︁
ℋ
⟨𝜙|𝜓⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙), 𝜓 ∈ ℋ. (20)

The vector 𝑚 is called the mean of the measure 𝜇. The mean defines the (vector-valued) Pettis integral as follows:∫︁
ℋ
𝜙𝜇(𝑑𝜙) := 𝑚. (21)

To determine the covariance of 𝜇 we will assume that the integral:∫︁
ℋ
‖𝜙‖2ℋ 𝜇(𝑑𝜙) < +∞. (22)

In this case ∀𝜓1 ∈ ℋ and ∀𝜓2 ∈ ℋ the bilinear form 𝑄 : ℋ×ℋ → R, defined (using the vector 𝑚) as

𝑄(𝜓1, 𝜓2) =

∫︁
ℋ
⟨𝜓1|𝜙−𝑚⟩⟨𝜓2|𝜙−𝑚⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙), (23)

8
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is continuous since the following majorizing estimate holds

|𝑄(𝜓1, 𝜓2)| ≤ ‖𝜓1‖ℋ‖𝜓2‖ℋ
∫︁
ℋ
‖𝜙−𝑚‖2ℋ 𝜇(𝑑𝜙). (24)

Therefore, again by Riesz representation theorem, there is a unique linear continuous operator 𝐺 ∈ 𝐿(ℋ) such that
∀𝜓1 ∈ ℋ and ∀𝜓2 ∈ ℋ the following equality is true:

⟨𝐺𝜓1|𝜓2⟩ =
∫︁
ℋ
⟨𝜓1|𝜙−𝑚⟩⟨𝜓2|𝜙−𝑚⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙). (25)

The operator 𝐺 is called the covariance of 𝜇. It is also called covariance operator or propagator. The following statement
is true, which we present without proof. Let 𝜇 ∈𝑀(ℋ) be a probability measure with mean 𝑚 and covariance 𝐺. Then
𝐺 ∈ 𝐿+

1 (ℋ), that is 𝐺 is a symmetric, positive and nuclear operator. Such propagators arise in NQFT.

2.4. Gaussian Measures in Infinite-Dimensional Hilbert Spaces

We are now ready to consider Gaussian measures in the infinite-dimensional separable Hilbert space ℋ. Let the vector
𝑎 ∈ ℋ and the operator and 𝐺 ∈ 𝐿+

1 (ℋ) be given. Let us accept by definition that the Gaussian measure 𝜇 := 𝒩𝑎,𝐺 on
B(ℋ) is a measure 𝜇 having mean 𝑎, covariance operator 𝐺 and characteristic function ̂︀𝒩𝑎,𝐺 of the following form:

̂︀𝒩𝑎,𝐺(𝜓) =

∫︁
ℋ
𝑒𝑖⟨𝜙|𝜓⟩𝒩𝑎,𝐺(𝑑𝜙) = exp

{︂
𝑖⟨𝑎|𝜓⟩ − 1

2
⟨𝐺𝜓|𝜓⟩

}︂
, 𝜓 ∈ ℋ. (26)

Gaussian measure 𝒩𝑎,𝐺 is called non-degenerate if the kernel Ker𝐺, that is the set of vectors {𝜙 ∈ ℋ |𝐺𝜙 = 0} = {0}.
This definition is correct, that is for given 𝑎 ∈ ℋ and 𝐺 ∈ 𝐿+

1 (ℋ) it defines a unique Gaussian measure 𝜇 = 𝒩𝑎,𝐺 on
B(ℋ).

Let us note that since 𝐺 ∈ 𝐿+
1 (ℋ), there are a complete orthonormal basis (𝑒𝑛)

∞
𝑛=1 ⊂ ℋ of the operator 𝐺 eigenvectors

and the sequence of non-negative numbers (𝜆𝑛)
∞
𝑛=1 (eigenvalues of the operator 𝐺) such that ∀𝑛 ∈ N the equality

𝐺𝑒𝑛 = 𝜆𝑛𝑒𝑛 holds.

Similar to the finite-dimensional case, for any 𝜙 ∈ ℋ and 𝑛 ∈ N we set 𝜙𝑛 = ⟨𝜙|𝑒𝑛⟩. This gives rise to a natural
isomorphism 𝛾 between ℋ and the Hilbert space ℓ2 of quadratically summable sequences (𝜙𝑛)

∞
𝑛=1 of real numbers,

that is sequences satisfying the following equality:
∞∑︁
𝑛=1

|𝜙𝑛|2 < +∞. (27)

Natural isomorphism is defined as follows:

ℋ → ℓ2, 𝜙→ 𝛾(𝜙) = (𝜙𝑛)
∞
𝑛=1 . (28)

By means of 𝛾 we identify ℋ and ℓ2 and consider the following measure in ℓ2:

𝜇 :=
∞×
𝑛=1

𝑁𝑎𝑛,𝜆𝑛
= 𝑁𝑎1,𝜆1

×𝑁𝑎2,𝜆2
× · · · (29)

At the moment this notation is formal, since we have yet to define such an infinite product of measures (infinite product
measure), but for the sake of explanation of the final result it is useful to run past the relevant definitions and formulate

the final result. At first glance, such a measure is defined in the space R∞ :=
∞

×
𝑛=1

R of all sequences of real numbers.

However, due to the properties of the operator 𝐺 eigenvalues, this measure is actually concentrated in the space ℓ2, that
is 𝜇(R∞ ∖ ℓ2) = 0. As it turns out, the measure 𝜇 is the Gaussian measure 𝒩𝑎,𝐺 (after identifying the spaces ℋ and
ℓ2). Let us proceed to defining the countable product of measures. We first discuss the case of arbitrary probability
measures, and then consider the case of Gaussian measures in more detail.
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2.5. Countable Product of Measures

Consider the linear space R∞. Let us equip it with a metric 𝜌, thus turning it into a metric space. We define the metric
𝜌 as follows:

𝜌(𝜙,𝜓) =

∞∑︁
𝑛=1

1

2𝑛
max {|𝜙𝑘 − 𝜓𝑘| |1 ≤ 𝑘 ≤ 𝑛}

1 + max {|𝜙𝑘 − 𝜓𝑘| |1 ≤ 𝑘 ≤ 𝑛}
, 𝜙 ∈ R∞, 𝜓 ∈ R∞. (30)

The resulting metric space is complete. Moreover, the topology corresponding to the metric 𝜌 is exactly the Tychonoff
topology (product topology).

Let (𝜇𝑛)
∞
𝑛=1 be a sequence of probability measures on B(R). Let us define a countable product of measures 𝜇 :=

∞

×
𝑛=1

𝜇𝑛 on the family C (R∞) of all cylindrical subsets (cylinders) 𝐶𝑛,𝐴 ⊂ R∞, where the parameters of the cylinder

are 𝑛 ∈ N and 𝐴 ∈ B (R𝑛), and the cylinder itself has the form:

𝐶𝑛,𝐴 = {𝜙 = (𝜙𝑘)
∞
𝑘=1 ∈ R∞| (𝜙1, . . . , 𝜙𝑛) ∈ 𝐴} . (31)

For any 𝑛 ∈ N and 𝑘 ∈ N cylindrical sets satisfy the following equality (the index of R means the number of the factor
in the Cartesian product, which is R):

𝐶𝑛,𝐴 = 𝐶𝑛+𝑘,𝐴×R𝑛+1×···×R𝑛+𝑘
. (32)

The family C (R∞) of all cylindrical subsets of R∞ is an algebra. Moreover, the 𝜎-algebra generated by C (R∞)

coincides with the Borel 𝜎-algebra B (R∞), since any ball (with respect to 𝜌 on R∞) is a countable intersection of
cylindrical sets.

Now we are ready to define the countable product of measures 𝜇. First we define 𝜇 on the algebra C (R∞). For any
𝐶𝑛,𝐴 ∈ C (R∞) we set

𝜇 (𝐶𝑛,𝐴) = (𝜇1 × 𝜇2 × · · · × 𝜇𝑛) (𝐴). (33)

The measure 𝜇 defined in this way is a 𝜎-additive measure on C (R∞) and uniquely extends to a 𝜎-additive probability
measure on B (R∞). We present this statement without proof, although it is of utmost importance for the construction
of probability measures in infinite-dimensional spaces.

2.6. Countable Product of Gaussian Measures

Now let us explain why the measure 𝜇 =
∞

×
𝑛=1

𝑁𝑎𝑛,𝜆𝑛 is a Gaussian measure on ℓ2 with mean 𝑎 and covariance 𝐺. First

of all, the set ℓ2 ∈ B (R∞), that is a Borel set. Let us define the Borel 𝜎-algebra B
(︀
ℓ2
)︀

as the 𝜎-algebra of sets of the
form ℓ2 ∩𝐴, where 𝐴 ∈ B (R∞). It is clear that we can consider a restriction of the measure 𝜇 to B

(︀
ℓ2
)︀
. And, since

the equality 𝜇(R∞ ∖ ℓ2) = 0 is true, it is precisely this restriction that we will consider further.

Now let us formulate the main statement. There is a unique probability measure 𝜇 on B(ℋ) with mean 𝑎, covariance 𝐺
and characteristic function ̂︀𝜇 of the following form::

̂︀𝜇(𝜓) = exp

{︂
𝑖⟨𝑎|𝜓⟩ − 1

2
⟨𝐺𝜓|𝜓⟩

}︂
, 𝜓 ∈ ℋ. (34)

We will denote such a measure by 𝒩𝑎,𝐺. If 𝑎 = 0, then instead of 𝒩0,𝐺 we will write 𝒩𝐺. To prove this, let us check

that the restriction of the countable product of measures 𝜇 =
∞

×
𝑛=1

𝑁𝑎𝑛,𝜆𝑛
to B

(︀
ℓ2
)︀

satisfies the required properties. In

this case, the presence of natural isomorphism 𝛾 will complete the proof.

In the proof, we will assume that the Gaussian measure is non-degenerate, that is Ker𝐺 = {0}, and also (this is not a
restriction) we order the eigenvalues of 𝐺 in a non-decreasing manner, that is 𝜆1 ≥ 𝜆2 ≥ · · · ≥ 𝜆𝑛 ≥ · · · .
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First of all, the following equality is true:∫︁
ℓ2
‖𝜙‖2ℓ2 𝜇(𝑑𝜙) = Tr𝐺+ ‖𝑎‖2ℓ2 . (35)

Let (𝑃𝑛)
∞
𝑛=1 be a sequence of projectors, and let 𝜓 ∈ ℓ2. Since |⟨𝜙|𝜓⟩| ≤ ‖𝜙‖ℓ2‖𝜓‖ℓ2 and

∫︀
ℓ2
‖𝜙‖ℓ2 𝜇(𝑑𝜙) is finite,

then by Henri Lebesgue’s dominated convergence theorem (DCT) the following equality holds:∫︁
ℓ2
⟨𝜙|𝜓⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙) = lim

𝑛→∞

∫︁
ℓ2
⟨𝑃𝑛𝜙|𝜓⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙). (36)

Let us continue this equality with the following chain:∫︁
ℓ2
⟨𝑃𝑛𝜙|𝜓⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙) =

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

∫︁
ℓ2
𝜙𝑘𝜓𝑘 𝜇(𝑑𝜙) =

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

𝜓𝑘

∫︁
R
𝜙𝑘𝑁𝑎𝑘,𝜆𝑘

(𝑑𝜙𝑘) =

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

𝜓𝑘𝑎𝑘 = ⟨𝑃𝑛𝑎|𝜓⟩ → ⟨𝑎|𝜓⟩ =
∫︁
ℓ2
⟨𝜙|𝜓⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙), 𝑛→ ∞.

(37)

Thus, the mean of 𝜇 is equal to 𝑎. Similarly, to determine the covariance of 𝜇, we fix 𝜓1 ∈ ℓ2 and 𝜓2 ∈ ℓ2 and write
the following equality:∫︁

ℓ2
⟨𝜙− 𝑎|𝜓1⟩⟨𝜙− 𝑎|𝜓2⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙) = lim

𝑛→∞

∫︁
ℓ2
⟨𝑃𝑛(𝜙− 𝑎)|𝜓1⟩⟨𝑃𝑛(𝜙− 𝑎)|𝜓2⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙). (38)

Let us continue this equality with the following chain:∫︁
ℓ2
⟨𝑃𝑛(𝜙− 𝑎)|𝜓1⟩⟨𝑃𝑛(𝜙− 𝑎)|𝜓2⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙) =

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

∫︁
ℓ2
(𝜙𝑘 − 𝑎𝑘)

2
𝜓1,𝑘𝜓2,𝑘 𝜇(𝑑𝜙) =

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

𝜓1,𝑘𝜓2,𝑘

∫︁
R
(𝜙𝑘 − 𝑎𝑘)

2
𝑁𝑎𝑘,𝜆𝑘

(𝑑𝜙𝑘) =

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

𝜆𝑘𝜓1,𝑘𝜓2,𝑘 = ⟨𝑃𝑛𝐺𝜓1|𝜓2⟩ .
(39)

So in the limit 𝑛→ ∞ we have:

⟨𝑃𝑛𝐺𝜓1|𝜓2⟩ → ⟨𝐺𝜓1|𝜓2⟩ =
∫︁
ℓ2
⟨𝜙− 𝑎|𝜓1⟩⟨𝜙− 𝑎|𝜓2⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙) (40)

Thus, the covariance of 𝜇 is equal to 𝐺. Finally, for any 𝜓 ∈ ℓ2 we have:∫︁
ℓ2
𝑒𝑖⟨𝜙|𝜓⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙) = lim

𝑛→∞

∫︁
ℓ2
𝑒𝑖⟨𝑃𝑛𝜙|𝜓⟩𝜇(𝑑𝜙) = lim

𝑛→∞

𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

∫︁
R
𝑒𝑖𝜙𝑘𝜓𝑘𝑁𝑎𝑘,𝜆𝑘

(𝑑𝜙𝑘) =

lim
𝑛→∞

𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

𝑒𝑖𝑎𝑘𝜓𝑘− 1
2𝜆𝑘𝜓

2
𝑘 = lim

𝑛→∞
𝑒𝑖⟨𝑃𝑛𝑎|𝜓⟩− 1

2 ⟨𝑃𝑛𝐺𝜓|𝜓⟩ = 𝑒𝑖⟨𝑎|𝜓⟩−
1
2 ⟨𝐺𝜓|𝜓⟩ = ̂︀𝜇(𝜓). (41)

Consequently, the characteristic function ̂︀𝜇 of the measure 𝜇 is determined by a Gaussian function. By identifying the
spaces ℋ and ℓ2, we obtain a unique probability measure 𝒩𝑎,𝐺 on B(ℋ). Quod Erat Demonstrandum.

To complete the theoretical introduction on Gaussian measures in separable Hilbert spaces, let us calculate some
integrals. The following parts of our paper are devoted to more complex integrals. To formulate the first example, we
introduce the parameter 𝜀 < 1

𝜆1
. For any such 𝜀, the linear operator 1− 𝜀𝐺 (by 1 here we mean the identity operator)

is invertible and the inverse operator (1− 𝜀𝐺)−1 is bounded due to the following equality, valid for any 𝜙 ∈ ℓ2:

(1− 𝜀𝐺)−1𝜙 =

∞∑︁
𝑘=1

1

1− 𝜀𝜆𝑘
⟨𝜙|𝑒𝑘⟩ 𝑒𝑘. (42)

11
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Therefore, in terms of an infinite product, we can define the determinant of the operator (1− 𝜀𝐺) as follows:

Det(1− 𝜀𝐺) := lim
𝑛→∞

𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

(1− 𝜀𝜆𝑘) :=

∞∏︁
𝑘=1

(1− 𝜀𝜆𝑘) . (43)

Since the operator 𝐺 is nuclear, the sum of its eigenvalues
∞∑︀
𝑘=1

𝜆𝑘 < +∞, hence the infinite product, introduced above,

is finite and positive.

Now let us formulate the example itself. Let 𝜀 ∈ R. Then the equality holds (since the construction of the Gaussian
measure is completed, from now on we will no longer distinguish between the spaces ℋ and ℓ2):∫︁

ℋ
𝑒

𝜀
2‖𝜙‖

2
ℋ 𝒩𝑎,𝐺(𝑑𝜙) =

⎧⎨⎩[Det(1− 𝜀𝐺)]−1/2𝑒−
𝜀
2 ⟨(1−𝜀𝐺)−1𝑎|𝑎⟩, if 𝜀 < 1

𝜆1
,

+∞, otherwise.
(44)

To calculate, we will again use the projector technique. For ∀𝑛 ∈ N we have:∫︁
ℋ
𝑒

𝜀
2‖𝑃𝑛𝜙‖2

ℋ 𝒩𝑎,𝐺(𝑑𝜙) =

𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

∫︁
R
𝑒

𝜀
2𝜙

2
𝑘𝑁𝑎𝑘,𝜆𝑘

(𝑑𝜙𝑘) =

𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

1√
1− 𝜀𝜆𝑘

𝑒
− 𝜀

2

𝑎2
𝑘

1−𝜀𝜆𝑘 . (45)

Since ‖𝑃𝑛𝜙‖2ℋ ↑ ‖𝜙‖2ℋ for 𝑛→ ∞, the equality for the integral now follows from Beppo Levi’s monotone convergence
theorem (MCT).

Now let us consider the second example. Let 𝜓 ∈ ℋ. Then the following equality holds:∫︁
ℋ
𝑒⟨𝜓|𝜙⟩𝒩𝑎,𝐺(𝑑𝜙) = 𝑒⟨𝑎|𝜓⟩+

1
2 ⟨𝐺𝜓|𝜓⟩ (46)

Indeed, for any 𝜀 > 0 we have the following estimate:

𝑒⟨𝜓|𝜙⟩ ≤ 𝑒‖𝜓‖ℋ‖𝜙‖ℋ ≤ 𝑒𝜀‖𝜙‖
2
ℋ+ 1

𝜀‖𝜓‖
2
ℋ . (47)

Let us choose 𝜀 < 1
𝜆1

. By MCT we have the following chain of equalities:∫︁
ℋ
𝑒⟨𝜓|𝜙⟩𝒩𝑎,𝐺(𝑑𝜙) = lim

𝑛→∞

∫︁
ℋ
𝑒⟨𝜓|𝑃𝑛𝜙⟩𝒩𝑎,𝐺(𝑑𝜙) = lim

𝑛→∞

∫︁
ℋ
𝑒⟨𝜓|𝑃𝑛𝜙⟩

𝑛×
𝑘=1

𝑁𝑎𝑘,𝜆𝑘
(𝑑𝜙) =

lim
𝑛→∞

𝑒⟨𝑃𝑛𝑎|𝜓⟩+ 1
2 ⟨𝑃𝑛𝐺𝜓|𝜓⟩ = 𝑒⟨𝑎|𝜓⟩+

1
2 ⟨𝐺𝜓|𝜓⟩ = ̂︀𝜇(𝑖𝜓). (48)

Thus, we learned to calculate the simplest integrals over the Gaussian measure in the separable Hilbert space ℋ. Let
us note that such integrals coincide exactly with the integrals over ℓ2. This should be so, since the (invariant object)
integral over the abstract ℋ can be calculated after passing to a basis, the existence of which is guaranteed by the natural
isomorphism 𝛾. In this basis the integral is equal to that over ℓ2. The situation is similar, for example, to calculating the
scalar product, which is specified axiomatically. But if a basis exists, it is equal to that in coordinates, therefore, it is
calculated explicitly. The existence of the basis must be ensured independently.

2.7. MCT and DCT

Let a space with finite measure (𝑋,A , 𝜇) be given. Let us note that the theorems can be generalized to a wider class of
measures, but this is not required in our paper. Let (𝑓𝑛(𝑥))∞𝑛=1 be a sequence of functions measurable with respect
to (𝑋,A , 𝜇), that is ∀𝑛 ∈ N and 𝐵 ∈ B (R) it is true that 𝑓−1

𝑛 (𝐵) ∈ A (the inverse image of any Borel set is
measurable). We will assume that all functions are defined on 𝐴 ∈ A and that, in the general case, they can take infinite
values.

12
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Let us formulate MCT for non-negative functions. Let the inequality 0 ≤ 𝑓1(𝑥) ≤ 𝑓2(𝑥) ≤ . . . ≤ 𝑓𝑛(𝑥) ≤ . . . be
satisfied for any 𝑥 ∈ 𝐴. Then for any 𝑥 ∈ 𝐴 there is a limit function 𝑓(𝑥) = lim

𝑛→∞
𝑓𝑛(𝑥) (in the general case, it can

take the value +∞), and taking the integral and the limit can be interchanged (the value of integral equal to +∞ is
allowed): ∫︁

𝐴

𝑓(𝑥)𝜇(𝑑𝑥) = lim
𝑛→∞

∫︁
𝐴

𝑓𝑛(𝑥)𝜇(𝑑𝑥). (49)

To go further, let us recall that a measure 𝜇 is said to be complete if ∀𝐴 ∈ A with measure 𝜇(𝐴) = 0 it is true that
∀𝐵 ⊂ 𝐴 measure 𝜇(𝐵) = 0.

Now let us formulate DCT. Let 𝜇 be a complete measure (the condition of the measure completeness can be replaced by
the condition of the limit function 𝑓(𝑥) measurability; the condition of convergence almost everywhere can be replaced
by the condition of convergence in measure), the sequence of functions 𝑓𝑛(𝑥) → 𝑓(𝑥) for 𝑛→ ∞ almost everywhere
on 𝐴, and there exists a non-negative integrable (has finite integral value) function 𝐹 (𝑥) such that for all 𝑛 ∈ N and
𝑥 ∈ 𝐴 |𝑓𝑛(𝑥)| ≤ 𝐹 (𝑥) (this function is called majorant). Then the limit function 𝑓(𝑥) is integrable (has finite integral
value), and taking the integral and the limit can be interchanged:∫︁

𝐴

𝑓(𝑥)𝜇(𝑑𝑥) = lim
𝑛→∞

∫︁
𝐴

𝑓𝑛(𝑥)𝜇(𝑑𝑥). (50)

Using the above theorems, it is possible to carry out explicit calculations of integrals in infinite-dimensional spaces,
reducing them to the limit of integrals over finite-dimensional subspaces, as was already done above.

2.8. 𝒮-Matrix Definition

Now we are ready to specify the form of the integral over the Gaussian measure, which we will research further:
𝒮-matrix of the theory. To do this, we introduce the interaction action of the 𝑆 theory in the form of integral of the
Lagrangian with respect to the measure in the Euclidean 𝐷-dimensional space (the metric signature is all pluses):

𝑆(𝑔, 𝜙) = 𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ = 𝑔

∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥)ℒ(𝜙(𝑥)), (51)

where P is a probability measure, usually having density relative to the Lebesgue measure, ℒ is the Lagrangian of the
theory: even, strictly convex, continuous (one can increase the smoothness requirements if necessary), non-negative
function with a single zero value at 𝜙 = 0 and at |𝜙| → +∞ growing faster than 𝜙2. The angle brackets here mean
averaging over the measure P. In this case, the 𝒮-matrix of the theory has the form (multiple Lebesgue integral with
respect to variables (𝜙𝑎)

𝑁
𝑎=1, the 𝑁 -fold integral, over R𝑁 can be reduced to an iterated one using Fubini theorem,

which explains the following notation):

𝒮(𝑔) =
∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ = lim
𝑁→∞

{︃
𝑁∏︁
𝑎=1

∫︁
R

𝑑𝜙𝑎√
2𝜋𝜆𝑎

𝑒−
1
2

𝜙2
𝑎

𝜆𝑎

}︃
𝑒
−𝑔

∫︀
R𝐷 P(𝑑𝑥)ℒ

(︂
𝑁∑︀

𝑎=1
𝜙𝑎𝜓𝑎(𝑥)

)︂
. (52)

The second equality is true by DCT. The system of functions 𝜓𝑎 is chosen in such a way that for the field 𝜙 the

pointwise (i.e. ∀𝑥 ∈ R𝐷) equality 𝜙(𝑥) =
∞∑︀
𝑎=1

𝜙𝑎𝜓𝑎(𝑥) is true. This can always be achieved if we take some basis in

𝐿2(R𝐷) with additional (damping) coefficients that make up an absolutely summable numerical sequence from ℓ1. Let
us also note that summation over 𝑎 from 1 to ∞ has a conventional notation: in the case 𝐷 > 1 this means summation
over all components of the multi-index 𝑎 = (𝑎1, . . . , 𝑎𝐷) within appropriate limits. But since this doesn’t lead to a
contradiction in our paper, in particular, it doesn’t affect the applicability of DCT, we will use this convention.

In this paper we limit ourselves to the case of zero classical field – the argument of the 𝒮-matrix, which will not be
indicated explicitly. However, we explicitly indicate the dependence of the 𝒮-matrix on the coupling constant 𝑔.

13



Calculation of Some Integrals over Gaussian Measure in Separable Hilbert Space A PREPRINT

Let us also note, that the coupling constant 𝑔 used in this paper is different from the coupling constant if the action 𝑆
is written in terms of the integral with respect to the Lebesgue measure. This is convenient for practical calculations,
since in the latter case the presence of a “box” is often assumed, which allows one to introduce a probability measure.
Another equivalent approach is to introduce a finite measure, the density of which relative to the Lebesgue measure is a
“smoothly switchable” coupling constant. All these approaches make it possible to determine an action 𝑆 for which
majorant estimates are applicable, which, in turn, is necessary to prove the existence of the 𝒮-matrix of the theory.

2.9. Linear Changes of Variables in Gaussian Integrals

To complete the theoretical introduction, we consider what changes of variables are permissible in infinite-dimensional
integrals with respect to the Gaussian measure. Let us study a linear diagonal change of variables that satisfies the
condition that all diagonal elements are positive and their infinite product converges:

𝜙𝑎 =
1

√
𝑐𝑎
𝜒𝑎, 𝑐𝑎 > 0,

∞∏︁
𝑎=1

𝑐𝑎 < +∞. (53)

Let us note that there is no summation over index 𝑎 in the right hand side of the first equality (53). Let us also note that
from the convergence of the infinite product it follows that 𝑐𝑎 → 1 for 𝑎 → ∞. Now we need to substitute the new
variable into the integral and understand whether the limiting result can be interpreted as a new measure. Substitute the
replacement into the integral:

𝒮(𝑔) = lim
𝑁→∞

{︃
𝑁∏︁
𝑎=1

∫︁
R

𝑑𝜒𝑎√
2𝜋𝑐𝑎𝜆𝑎

𝑒−
1
2

𝜒2
𝑎

𝜆𝑎𝑐𝑎

}︃
𝑒
−𝑔

∫︀
R𝐷 P(𝑑𝑥)ℒ

(︂
𝑁∑︀

𝑎=1

𝜒𝑎√
𝑐𝑎
𝜓𝑎(𝑥)

)︂
. (54)

Suppose that 𝑐𝑎 ∼ 𝑔𝑘𝜀𝑎, where 𝑘 ∈ R. Next, we reduce the resulting integral to an integral over the original measure of
such an integrand for which it is easy to explicitly highlight the asymptotics as 𝑔 → ∞, for example, as a power of the
coupling constant 𝑔. At the moment, the factor 𝑐𝑎 in the measure is hindering us. Consider the transformation:

1
√
𝑐𝑎
𝑒−

𝜒2
𝑎

2𝜆𝑎
1
𝑐𝑎 = 𝑒−

1
2 ln 𝑐𝑎𝑒−

𝜒2
𝑎

2𝜆𝑎 𝑒
𝜒2
𝑎

2𝜆𝑎
(1− 1

𝑐𝑎
). (55)

After this transformation we return the original Gaussian measure:

𝒮(𝑔) = lim
𝑁→∞

{︃
𝑁∏︁
𝑎=1

∫︁
R

𝑑𝜒𝑎√
2𝜋𝜆𝑎

𝑒−
1
2

𝜒2
𝑎

𝜆𝑎

}︃
𝑒
− 1

2

𝑁∑︀
𝑎=1

ln 𝑐𝑎
𝑒

𝑁∑︀
𝑎=1

𝜒2
𝑎

2𝜆𝑎
(1− 1

𝑐𝑎
)
𝑒
−𝑔

∫︀
R𝐷 P(𝑑𝑥)ℒ

(︂
𝑁∑︀

𝑎=1

𝜒𝑎√
𝑐𝑎
𝜓𝑎(𝑥)

)︂
. (56)

We additionally require that the product 𝑐𝑎 converges to some predetermined number. Let us note that if the inequality
1
𝑐𝑎
> 1 holds, the mass term will be positive. Under all the assumptions made, the Hellinger integral 𝐻 will be positive:

𝐻 =

∞∏︁
𝑎=1

√︀
2
√
𝑐𝑎√

1 + 𝑐𝑎
, (57)

which means that the initial and new Gaussian measures are equivalent. Since the measures are probabilistic, the largest
possible value for 𝐻 is 𝐻 = 1. And although in our case the equivalence of the measures was verified directly, in the
general case the Hellinger integral is a convenient mathematical tool, since in the infinite-dimensional case even such a
harmless transformation as propagator change 𝐺 → 𝑐𝐺 where 𝑐 > 0 and 𝑐 ̸= 1, generates nonequivalent measures
(such measures are called singular).

Let us return to the derivation. Any sequence 𝑐𝑎 for which the equality 𝑒
− 1

2

∞∑︀
𝑎=1

ln 𝑐𝑎
= 𝛼

4
√
𝑔 holds for some constant 𝛼,

satisfies the solution of the problem. After passing to the limit, the integral with respect to measure arises again:

lim
𝑁→∞

{︃
𝑁∏︁
𝑎=1

∫︁
R

𝑑𝜒𝑎√
2𝜋𝜆𝑎

𝑒−
1
2

𝜒2
𝑎

𝜆𝑎

}︃
. . . =

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜒) . . . (58)
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Since there are limits of the infinite product and integrals over finite measures, this allows us to write the limiting form
of the expression (56) as follows (we take the factor depending on 𝑔 in a power-law manner out of the integral sign):

𝒮(𝑔) = 𝑒
− 1

2

∞∑︀
𝑎=1

ln 𝑐𝑎
∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜒)𝑒

− 1
2

∞∑︀
𝑎=1

𝜒2
𝑎

𝜆𝑎
( 1
𝑐𝑎

−1)
𝑒
−𝑔

∫︀
R P(𝑑𝑥)ℒ

(︂ ∞∑︀
𝑎=1

𝜒𝑎√
𝑐𝑎
𝜓𝑎(𝑥)

)︂
. (59)

Thus, we have highlighted the asymptotic behavior of the integral for 𝑔 → +∞ (the asymptotic behavior of the integral
can be easily found using the squeeze theorem). The rest is a function of 𝑔 that doesn’t tend to zero at 𝑔 → ∞. Thus,
using a linear substitution, we can extract the asymptotics from the integral. As for nonlinear substitutions, this issue
requires a separate in-depth study.

3. Perturbation Theory for the 𝒮-Matrix and Bell Polynomials

3.1. Perturbation Series

We start with the following expression for the 𝒮-matrix:

𝒮(𝑔) =
∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−𝑆(𝑔,𝜙). (60)

Let us write the interaction action in general form:

𝑆(𝑔, 𝜙) = 𝑔

∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥)ℒ(𝜙(𝑥)). (61)

Next, let us expand the exponential function under the integral into the Taylor series, after which we interchange the
integral and the sum, which will lead us to the asymptotic series of perturbation theory (PT):

𝒮(𝑔) =
∞∑︁
𝑛=0

(−1)𝑛

𝑛!

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙)𝑆

𝑛(𝑔, 𝜙) =

∞∑︁
𝑛=0

(−1)𝑛

𝑛!
𝒮𝑛(𝑔). (62)

In the last expression we introduced a notation 𝒮𝑛(𝑔) for the integral, which is the Gaussian mean of the 𝑛th power of
the interaction action 𝑆. Let us focus on researching this integral:

𝒮𝑛(𝑔) =
∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙)𝑆

𝑛(𝑔, 𝜙). (63)

It is time to specify the type of interaction action so that we can move on, namely, choose the Lagrangian ℒ(𝜙) in (61).
Let us make the following choice:

ℒ(𝜙) = (2 sinh(𝜙))
2𝑝
, 𝑝 ∈ N, 𝑝 > 1. (64)

One could, as is customary, choose the Lagrangian 𝜙4. We chose the hyperbolic sine for a number of reasons. Firstly,
PT series in such a model diverges as 𝑒𝑛

2

, that is faster than any factorial power. Standard methods for asymptotic
series summation are not applicable in this case. Secondly, the exponential representation of the hyperbolic sine is very
convenient in combinatorial terms: It allows one to avoid the Isserlis–Wick combinatorics by writing the result for
the PT 𝑛th order in terms of the corresponding Bell polynomial. The coefficient 2 in front of the sine is added for the
convenience of further calculations. Now we rearrange the 𝑛th power of the interaction action (we keep the interaction
constant 𝑔 under the integral sign for ease of notation) as follows:

𝑆𝑛(𝑔, 𝜙) =

{︃
𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

∫︁
R𝐷

𝑔 · P(𝑑𝑥𝑘)

}︃{︃
𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

(2 sinh(𝜙(𝑥𝑘)))
2𝑝

}︃
. (65)
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Multiple Lebesgue integral with respect to variables (𝑥𝑘)
𝑛
𝑘=1, the 𝐷𝑛-fold integral, over R𝐷𝑛 can be reduced to an

iterated one using Fubini theorem (assume that P is a complete measure and the integrand is measurable with respect to
the product measure P× P× · · · × P 𝑛 times), which explains the notation. Further, let us rewrite the degree of the
hyperbolic sine in terms of a binomial:

(2 sinh(𝜙))
2𝑝

=
(︀
𝑒𝜙 − 𝑒−𝜙

)︀2𝑝
=

2𝑝∑︁
𝑞=0

𝐶𝑞2𝑝(−1)𝑞𝑒𝜙(2𝑝−𝑞)𝑒−𝜙𝑞 =

2𝑝∑︁
𝑞=0

𝐶𝑞2𝑝(−1)𝑞𝑒2(𝑝−𝑞)𝜙. (66)

Thus, the following chain of equalities is valid:

𝑆𝑛(𝑔, 𝜙) =

{︃
𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

∫︁
R𝐷

𝑔 · P(𝑑𝑥𝑘)

}︃{︃
𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

2𝑝∑︁
𝑞=0

𝐶𝑞2𝑝(−1)𝑞𝑒2(𝑝−𝑞)𝜙(𝑥𝑘)

}︃
=

{︃
𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

∫︁
R𝐷

𝑔 · P(𝑑𝑥𝑘)

}︃
2𝑝∑︁
𝑞1=0

. . .

2𝑝∑︁
𝑞𝑛=0

(−1)𝑞1+...+𝑞𝑛𝐶𝑞12𝑝 . . . 𝐶
𝑞𝑛
2𝑝 𝑒

2
𝑛∑︀

𝑘=1

(𝑝−𝑞𝑘)𝜙(𝑥𝑘)
.

(67)

Consider the expansion of the field 𝜙 over a basis in the space 𝐿2(R𝐷) with additional (damping) coefficients that are
needed to ensure pointwise convergence of the series:

𝜙(𝑥𝑘) =

∞∑︁
𝑎=1

𝜙𝑎𝜓𝑎(𝑥𝑘). (68)

In this expression, 𝜓𝑎(𝑥) are some basis functions, the exact form of which we can specify later. As a working example,
it would be possible to use Hermite functions (wave functions of the quantum harmonic oscillator eigenstates) with
damping coefficients. Let us note that the quantities 𝜙𝑎 over which integration is performed don’t depend on 𝑥𝑘, but

they must be quadratically summable sequences, that is (𝜙𝑎)∞𝑎=1 ⊂ ℓ2. Now, denoting 𝑗𝑎(𝑥) =
𝑛∑︀
𝑘=1

(𝑝− 𝑞𝑘)𝜓𝑎(𝑥𝑘),

where 𝑥 = (𝑥𝑘)
𝑛
𝑘=1, we can rewrite the exponent:

𝑒
2

𝑛∑︀
𝑘=1

(𝑝−𝑞𝑘)𝜙(𝑥𝑘)
= 𝑒

2
∞∑︀

𝑎=1
𝜙𝑎

𝑛∑︀
𝑘=1

(𝑝−𝑞𝑘)𝜓𝑎(𝑥𝑘)
= 𝑒

2
∞∑︀

𝑎=1
𝜙𝑎𝑗𝑎(𝑥)

. (69)

From this expression it is clear that 𝑗𝑎 can be considered as a source. So, for 𝑆𝑛 we have the following expression:

𝑆𝑛(𝑔, 𝜙) =

{︃
𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

∫︁
R𝐷

𝑔 · P(𝑑𝑥𝑘)

}︃
2𝑝∑︁
𝑞1=0

. . .

2𝑝∑︁
𝑞𝑛=0

(−1)𝑞1+...+𝑞𝑛𝐶𝑞12𝑝 . . . 𝐶
𝑞𝑛
2𝑝 𝑒

∞∑︀
𝑎=1

𝜙𝑎𝑗𝑎(𝑥)
. (70)

Then we can rewrite 𝒮𝑛 as follows:

𝒮𝑛(𝑔) =
∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙)

{︃
𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

∫︁
R𝐷

𝑔 · P(𝑑𝑥𝑘)

}︃
2𝑝∑︁
𝑞1=0

. . .

2𝑝∑︁
𝑞𝑛=0

(−1)

𝑛∑︀
𝑘=1

𝑞𝑘
𝐶𝑞12𝑝 . . . 𝐶

𝑞𝑛
2𝑝 𝑒

∞∑︀
𝑎=1

𝜙𝑎𝑗𝑎(𝑥)
. (71)

Next, we can interchange the integrals using Fubini theorem and calculate the integral over the Gaussian measure 𝒩𝐺

(this is the integral from the theoretical introduction):∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

∞∑︀
𝑎=1

𝜙𝑎𝑗𝑎(𝑥)
= 𝑒

1
2

∞∑︀
𝑎=1

𝜆𝑎

𝑛∑︀
𝑘1,𝑘2=1

4(𝑞𝑘1
−𝑝)(𝑞𝑘2

−𝑝)𝜓𝑎(𝑥𝑘1
)𝜓𝑎(𝑥𝑘2

)

. (72)

Finally, we can rewrite the expression for 𝒮𝑛 in terms of only the 𝐷𝑛-fold integral:

𝒮𝑛(𝑔) =

{︃
𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

∫︁
R𝐷

𝑔 · P(𝑑𝑥𝑘)

}︃
2𝑝∑︁

𝑞1,...𝑞𝑛=0

𝑤(𝑞1, . . . 𝑞𝑛, 𝑝, 𝑛) 𝑒

𝑛∑︀
𝑘1,𝑘2=1

(𝑞𝑘1
−𝑝)(𝑞𝑘2

−𝑝)𝐺(𝑥𝑘1
,𝑥𝑘2

)

. (73)
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In this expression we have used the notation for the propagator in coordinate notation (the 2 coefficient is included for
convenience)

𝐺(𝑥𝑘1 , 𝑥𝑘2) = 2

∞∑︁
𝑎=1

𝜆𝑎𝜓𝑎(𝑥𝑘1)𝜓𝑎(𝑥𝑘2) (74)

and combinatorial coefficient
𝑤(𝑞1, . . . 𝑞𝑛, 𝑝) = (−1)𝑞1+...+𝑞𝑛𝐶𝑞12𝑝 . . . 𝐶

𝑞𝑛
2𝑝 . (75)

Let us shift the summation index 𝑞𝑖 → 𝑞𝑖 + 𝑝 and denote the new combinatorial coefficient as follows:

𝑤′(𝑞1, . . . 𝑞𝑛, 𝑝) = (−1)𝑞1+...+𝑞𝑛+𝑛𝑝𝐶𝑞1+𝑝2𝑝 . . . 𝐶𝑞𝑛+𝑝2𝑝 . (76)

On this path we arrive at the following expression for 𝒮𝑛:

𝒮𝑛(𝑔) =

{︃
𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

∫︁
R𝐷

𝑔 · P(𝑑𝑥𝑘)

}︃
𝑝∑︁

𝑞1,...𝑞𝑛=−𝑝
𝑤′(𝑞1, . . . 𝑞𝑛, 𝑝) 𝑒

𝑛∑︀
𝑘1,𝑘2=1

𝑞𝑘1
𝑞𝑘2

𝐺(𝑥𝑘1
,𝑥𝑘2

)

=

=

𝑝∑︁
𝑞1,...𝑞𝑛=−𝑝

𝑤′(𝑞1, . . . 𝑞𝑛, 𝑝)𝑔
𝑛

∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥1) . . .
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥𝑛) 𝑒
𝑛∑︀

𝑘1,𝑘2=1

𝑞𝑘1
𝑞𝑘2

𝐺(𝑥𝑘1
,𝑥𝑘2

)

.

(77)

The resulting expression for 𝒮𝑛 can be beautifully interpreted in terms of statistical physics. It represents a canonical
partition function (CPF) with a fixed “number of particles” 𝑛. However, one should pay attention to the fact that the
expression (quadratic form) in the exponent can change sign depending on the values of 𝑞𝑘. Thus, further in this section
we will develop a statistical approach to research the resulting expression.

3.2. Mayer Cluster Expansion

For a fixed set 𝑞 = (𝑞𝑘)
𝑛
𝑘=1, consider the 𝐷𝑛-fold integral, equivalently, the iterated integral that arose at the end of the

previous subsection:

𝒮𝑛(𝑔, 𝑞) = 𝑔𝑛
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥1) . . .
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥𝑛) 𝑒
𝑛∑︀

𝑘1,𝑘2=1

𝑞𝑘1
𝑞𝑘2

𝐺(𝑥𝑘1
,𝑥𝑘2

)

. (78)

Let us introduce the quantity 𝑈𝑘1𝑘2 = 𝑞𝑘1𝑞𝑘2𝐺(𝑥𝑘1 , 𝑥𝑘2). Then 𝑞𝑘𝑖 can be interpreted as the charge of the 𝑖-th
particle, and 𝑥𝑖 as its coordinate. In such a picture 𝑈𝑘1𝑘2 = 𝑞𝑘1𝑞𝑘2𝐺(𝑥𝑘1 , 𝑥𝑘2) corresponds to the interaction energy of
particles with numbers 𝑘1 and 𝑘2. As a first approximation, we assume that the propagator 𝐺(𝑥𝑘1 , 𝑥𝑘2), like 𝑈𝑘1𝑘2 ,
is translationally invariant, that is it depends only on the distance between the particles 𝑥𝑘1 − 𝑥𝑘2 . Because if in the
definition of 𝐺(𝑥𝑘1 , 𝑥𝑘2) we use Hermite functions damped by a power factor, then the Mehler function (Mehler
propagator) arises. Mehler function also known from the problem of the quantum harmonic oscillator. If the power
factor is close to unity, the propagator weakly depends on 𝑥𝑘1 + 𝑥𝑘2 , which is the reason for the translation invariant
approximation. Let us extract the diagonal part from 𝑈𝑘1𝑘2 :

𝑒

𝑛∑︀
𝑘1,𝑘2=1

𝑈𝑘1𝑘2

= 𝑒

𝑛∑︀
𝑘=1

𝑈𝑘𝑘

𝑒
2

𝑛∑︀
𝑘1<𝑘2

𝑈𝑘1𝑘2

= 𝑒

𝑛∑︀
𝑘=1

𝑞2𝑘𝐺(0)
𝑒
2

𝑛∑︀
𝑘1<𝑘2

𝑈𝑘1𝑘2

. (79)

We use Mayer cluster expansion [53–55]:

𝑒

𝑛∑︀
𝑘1,𝑘2=1

𝑞𝑘1
𝑞𝑘2

𝐺(𝑥𝑘1
,𝑥𝑘2

)

= 𝑒

𝑛∑︀
𝑘=1

𝑞2𝑘𝐺(0)
𝑒
2

𝑛∑︀
𝑘1<𝑘2

𝑈𝑘1𝑘2

=

= 𝑒

𝑛∑︀
𝑘=1

𝑞2𝑘𝐺(0)
𝑛∏︁

𝑘1<𝑘2

𝑒2𝑈𝑘1𝑘2 = 𝑒

𝑛∑︀
𝑘=1

𝑞2𝑘𝐺(0)
𝑛∏︁

𝑘1<𝑘2

(1 + 𝑓𝑘1𝑘2).

(80)
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The commonly accepted notation 𝑓𝑘1𝑘2 is the Mayer function, which is zero in the absence of interactions. Let us
substitute it into 𝒮𝑛(𝑔, 𝑞):

𝒮𝑛(𝑔, 𝑞) = 𝑔𝑛𝑒

𝑛∑︀
𝑘=1

𝑞2𝑘𝐺(0)
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥1) . . .
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥𝑛)
𝑛∏︁

𝑘1<𝑘2

(1 + 𝑓𝑘1𝑘2) = 𝑔𝑛𝑒

𝑛∑︀
𝑘=1

𝑞2𝑘𝐺(0)
×

∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥1) . . .
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥𝑛)

⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩1 +

𝑛∑︁
𝑘1<𝑘2

𝑓𝑘1𝑘2 +

𝑛∑︁
𝑘1<𝑘2

𝑛∑︁
𝑘3<𝑘4

𝑘1<𝑘3 or 𝑘1=𝑘3 and 𝑘2<𝑘4

𝑓𝑘1𝑘2𝑓𝑘3𝑘4 + . . .

⎫⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎭ .

(81)

As can be seen from the first line in (81), the condition on the indices 𝑘1, 𝑘2, 𝑘3, 𝑘4 entangles the various sums. Such a
condition can be extrapolated to the following terms, although, of course, the conditions on the indices will become
more complicated. Each term in (81) can be associated with a graph with 𝑛 vertices. In such a representation, 𝑓𝑖𝑗
connects the 𝑖 and 𝑗 vertices. For example, for 𝑛 = 3 we have:

𝒮3(𝑔, 𝑞) = 𝑔3𝑒𝐺(0)(𝑞21+𝑞
2
2+𝑞

2
3)

∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥1)
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥2)
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥3)×

(1 + 𝑓12 + 𝑓13 + 𝑓23 + 𝑓12𝑓13 + 𝑓12𝑓23 + 𝑓13𝑓23 + 𝑓12𝑓13𝑓23).

(82)

The first term will then represent three isolated vertices:∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥1)
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥2)
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥3) ≡ . (83)

The next three terms are 𝐾2 (common notation for a complete graph with two vertices):∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥1)
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥2)
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥3) 𝑓12 ≡ . (84)

The other three are triangular graphs missing one edge:

∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥1)
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥2)
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥3) 𝑓12𝑓23 ≡ . (85)

The last term is 𝐾3 (common notation for a complete graph with three vertices):

∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥1)
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥2)
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥3) 𝑓12𝑓13𝑓23 ≡ . (86)

In total, in the formula (81) there are 2𝑛 terms under the integral, that is, the sum of 2𝑛 graphs with 𝑛 vertices. Moreover,
as can be seen from the examples above (83), (84), these graphs do not have to be connected.

Each term represents a configuration. For example, term (84) in the case 𝑛 = 3 is a configuration consisting of one
1-particle cluster and one 2-particle cluster. Obviously, as 𝑛 increases, the number of vertices will increase, and hence
the number of clusters in the configuration. For example, for 𝑛 = 8, a configuration consisting of four 2-particle clusters
has the following form: ∫︁

R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥1) . . .
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥8) 𝑓12𝑓34𝑓56𝑓78 ≡

.

(87)
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Thus, an 𝑛-particle graph is a set of 𝑛 vertices with edges connecting them. Each edge is denoted by a pair of indices.
Each term of the decomposition (81) is an 𝑛-vertex graph. Moreover, if we interchange the vertices in one term, we
get a different graph, that is, this will be another term in the decomposition, which must also be taken into account.
Now, since it is established that there is a one-to-one correspondence between the terms in the decomposition (81) and
𝑛-vertex graphs, we can say that 𝒮𝑛(𝑔, 𝑞) = “the sum of all distinct 𝑛-particle graphs”.

Next, we will factorize the various terms, for this we will introduce an 𝑙-cluster. An 𝑙-cluster is a connected graph with 𝑙
vertices. A cluster cannot be decomposed into simpler ones. In addition, 𝑙 particles can form different clusters, some
of which can be equal in value. For example, in the case of 𝑛 = 3 (82), the last 4 terms are 3-clusters, they are all
different, but the values of the first three coincide. Given the variety of forms that an 𝑙-cluster can take, we introduce the
definition of a cluster integral:

𝑏𝑙 =
1

𝑙!
· (sum of all possible 𝑙-clusters). (88)

Here are the simplest cluster integrals:

𝑏1 = =

∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥1) ≡ 1, (89)

𝑏2 =
1

2!
=

1

2

∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥1)
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥2)𝑓12. (90)

Using cluster integrals, we can rewrite (81). Again, using the example 𝑛 = 3 from (82) for 𝒮3(𝑔, 𝑞) we have:

𝒮3(𝑔, 𝑞) = 𝑔3𝑒𝐺(0)(𝑞21+𝑞
2
2+𝑞

2
3)
(︁
1 + 𝑏

(12)
2 + 𝑏

(13)
2 + 𝑏

(23)
2 + 𝑏

(123)
3

)︁
. (91)

Of course, an 𝑛-partial graph will consist of many clusters. Let 𝑚1 be the number of 1-clusters, 𝑚2 be the number of
2-clusters, 𝑚3 be the number of 3-clusters, and so on. In this case, the set {𝑚𝑙} must satisfy the restrictive condition:

𝑛∑︁
𝑙=1

𝑙𝑚𝑙 = 𝑛, 𝑚𝑙 ∈ {0, . . . 𝑛}. (92)

The set {𝑚𝑙} does not determine the type of graph, it only determines the set of graphs, the total sum of which we
denote by 𝑆{𝑚𝑙}. Then we only need to calculate 𝒮𝑛(𝑔, 𝑞) in terms of the sum of 𝑆{𝑚𝑙}:

𝒮𝑛(𝑔, 𝑞) = 𝑔𝑛𝑒𝐺(0)(𝑞21+...+𝑞
2
𝑛)
∑︁
{𝑚𝑙}

𝑆{𝑚𝑙}. (93)

This expression means the sum over all possible {𝑚𝑙} satisfying (92). The difference between this expression and (81)
is only in the rearrangement of the graphs. The next step is to calculate the sum 𝑆{𝑚𝑙}. Let us note that there are many
ways to form

∑︀
𝑙𝑚𝑙 clusters. To avoid taking one graph into account several times, we add a combinatorial factor:

𝑛!

(1!)𝑚1(2!)𝑚2 . . . (𝑛!)𝑚𝑛
=

𝑛!∏︀
𝑙

(𝑙!)𝑚𝑙
. (94)

Even for a given distribution of particles over clusters, a cluster of these particles can be formed in different ways. For
example, the last 4 terms in (82) are 3-clusters consisting of the same particles, but different ones. If all 𝑙-clusters were
unique, then 𝑆{𝑚𝑙} would be calculated simply as the product of the combinatorial factor (94) and the value of the
graphs: ∏︁

𝑙

(𝜐𝑙)
𝑚𝑙 , (95)

where 𝜐𝑙 is the value of the 𝑙-cluster. However, a correction is needed here due to the permutation of all particles of one
cluster with all particles of another cluster of the same size, because this will be the same configuration. From these
considerations, we add another combinatorial coefficient:∏︁

𝑙

(︂
1

𝑚𝑙!

)︂
. (96)
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From the arguments above and the formulas (94), (95) and (96), let us assemble an expression for the sum of graphs
𝑆{𝑚𝑙}:

𝑆{𝑚𝑙} = 𝑛!

𝑛∏︁
𝑙

(𝜐𝑙)
𝑚𝑙

𝑚𝑙!(𝑙!)𝑚𝑙
. (97)

Thus, the sum of graphs can be rewritten explicitly using the cluster integral (88), which was introduced earlier:

𝑆{𝑚𝑙} = 𝑛!

𝑛∏︁
𝑙

(𝑏𝑙𝑙!)
𝑚𝑙

𝑚𝑙!(𝑙!)𝑚𝑙
= 𝑛!

𝑛∏︁
𝑙

(𝑏𝑙)
𝑚𝑙

𝑚𝑙!
. (98)

Now we can write the result for the 𝐷𝑛-fold integral 𝒮𝑛(𝑔, 𝑞):

𝒮𝑛(𝑔, 𝑞) = 𝑔𝑛𝑒𝐺(0)(𝑞21+...+𝑞
2
𝑛) 𝑛!

∑︁
{𝑚𝑙}

𝑛∏︁
𝑙

(𝑏𝑙)
𝑚𝑙

𝑚𝑙!
= 𝑔𝑛𝑒𝐺(0)(𝑞21+...+𝑞

2
𝑛)𝐵𝑛(𝑋1, . . . , 𝑋𝑛). (99)

The last expression introduces the compact notation 𝑋𝑙 = 𝑙!𝑏𝑙, as well as 𝐵𝑛 for the 𝑛 (complete) Bell polynomial in 𝑛
variables which was already noted earlier in paper [54].

3.3. Bell Polynomials and Bell Numbers

The complete Bell polynomial 𝐵𝑛 is the following expression (we write 𝑥𝑖 instead of 𝑋𝑖 for convenience):

𝐵𝑛(𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) = 𝑛!
∑︁

1𝑗1+...+𝑛𝑗𝑛=𝑛

𝑛∏︁
𝑖=1

𝑥𝑗𝑖𝑖
(𝑖!)𝑗𝑖𝑗𝑖!

. (100)

For ease of calculation, 𝐵𝑛 can be represented in terms of a determinant:

𝐵𝑛(𝑥1, . . . , 𝑥𝑛) = det

⎡⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎢⎣

𝑥1

0!
𝑥2

1!
𝑥3

2!
𝑥4

3! · · · · · · 𝑥𝑛

(𝑛−1)!

−1 𝑥1

0!
𝑥2

1!
𝑥3

2! · · · · · · 𝑥𝑛−1

(𝑛−2)!

0 −2 𝑥1

0!
𝑥2

1! · · · · · · 𝑥𝑛−2

(𝑛−3)!

0 0 −3 𝑥1

0! · · · · · · 𝑥𝑛−3

(𝑛−4)!

0 0 0 −4 · · · · · · 𝑥𝑛−4

(𝑛−5)!

...
...

...
...

. . . . . .
...

0 0 0 0 · · · −(𝑛− 1) 𝑥1

0!

⎤⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎥⎦

. (101)

Here are some examples of the first first polynomials 𝐵𝑛:

𝐵0 = 1, 𝐵1(𝑥1) = 𝑥1, 𝐵2(𝑥1, 𝑥2) = 𝑥21 + 𝑥2, 𝐵3(𝑥1, 𝑥2, 𝑥3) = 𝑥31 + 3𝑥1𝑥2 + 𝑥3,

𝐵4(𝑥1, 𝑥2, 𝑥3, 𝑥4) = 𝑥41 + 6𝑥21𝑥2 + 4𝑥1𝑥3 + 3𝑥22 + 𝑥4.
(102)

Now let us introduce the Bell numbers (the first equality is the definition):

𝐵𝑛 = 𝐵𝑛(1, . . . , 1) =
1

𝑒

∞∑︁
𝑗=0

𝑗𝑛

𝑗!
. (103)
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For Bell numbers there is a simple majorant:

𝐵𝑛 <

(︂
0.792𝑛

ln(𝑛+ 1)

)︂𝑛
, 𝑛 ∈ N. (104)

The following asymptotic behavior of Bell numbers in terms of the Lambert function 𝑊 is also true (the growth rate of
𝑊 is the same as that of the logarithm) for 𝑛→ ∞:

𝐵𝑛 ∼ 1√
𝑛

(︂
𝑛

𝑊 (𝑛)

)︂𝑛+ 1
2

exp

(︂
𝑛

𝑊 (𝑛)
− 𝑛− 1

)︂
. (105)

Bell numbers can be used to determine the number of cluster integrals, therefore, to estimate the terms of the PT series.
The resulting divergence is of order 𝑒𝑛

2

. Thus, in order to obtain legitimate mathematical results, it is absolutely
necessary to construct another series (as it turns out, in powers of interaction action 𝑆), which is what the next (main)
section of our paper is devoted to.

4. 𝒮-Matrix in Terms of Iterated Series

4.1. First Series Expansion

Our main task is to calculate the integral over a Gaussian measure with a nuclear covariance operator (with non-
degenerate variance) over a separable HS. The Gaussian measure is probabilistic, that is 𝒩𝐺(ℋ) = 1.

Various approaches have been developed to calculate such integrals. For example, using the Fourier transform and the
Parseval – Plancherel equality, one can obtain the integral of an infinite product of functions that change sign depending
on the value of their arguments (alternating sign functions). Such an integral is much more difficult to calculate than the
original one. However, the Fourier transform is well suited for estimating the integral. We will show that in the theories
considered in this paper this estimate is ∼ 𝑔−1/2𝑝 for 𝑝 ∈ N and 𝑔 → +∞.

It is also possible to construct a PT series, for example, for polynomial theories 𝜙2𝑝 for 𝑝 ∈ N, whose 𝑛th term grows
as 𝑛! (in some power depending on 𝑝), that is, no convergence is out of the question. In such cases, it is customary to
sum asymptotic series. However, the appearance of an asymptotic series indicates the illegality of transformations in
the calculations. Indeed, the original integral exists and positive. This is easy to show using majorant and minorant
condition. This contradicts the PT result.

Primarily, we consider the theory sinh4(𝜙), since it is easier to calculate Gaussian means of 𝑆𝑛, and the Lagrangian
grows faster than 𝜙4. For such a theory, the divergence of the perturbation theory series is stronger – 𝑒𝑛

2

. We don’t have
a Borel-type summation method for such series [1], so we will construct some other series in terms of the interaction
action degrees. Apparently, a multiple series of this type doesn’t exist, since the latter must be a PT series, which, in
turn, diverges.

The starting point of the derivation is again the expression for the 𝒮-matrix of the theory:

𝒮(𝑔) =
∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩. (106)

Recall that ⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ is the probabilistic measure P mean:

⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ =
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥)ℒ (𝜙(𝑥)) , 𝜙(𝑥) =

∞∑︁
𝑎=1

𝜙𝑎𝜓𝑎(𝑥). (107)

The functions 𝜓𝑎 are a damped basis in 𝐿2(R𝐷), that is the series in (107) converges pointwise (∀𝑥 ∈ R𝐷). The
simplest thing we can do with the integrand in (106) is to multiply it by a “smart one”:

𝒮(𝑔) =
∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩𝑅1(𝜙)

𝑅1(𝜙)
. (108)
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Moreover, a “smart one” can depend on anything. What do we want from this multiplier? First, of course, it shouldn’t be
zero. Secondly, it is convenient to consider the integrand sign-constant and positive. In this case, we rewrite equivalently
𝑅1(𝜙) = 𝑒−𝜀1(𝜙), after which we obtain:

𝒮(𝑔) =
∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

𝜀1(𝜙)𝑒−[𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩+𝜀1(𝜙)]. (109)

We made the identity transformation. For example, 𝜀1 can be considered as a polynomial, since the exponential of
a polynomial is measurable and integrable with respect to a Gaussian measure. The exponent to a negative power
decreases rapidly, it “controls” the convergence of the integral. Next, let us introduce the notation:

𝑧(𝜙) := 𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩+ 𝜀1(𝜙) =
1

(𝑤(𝑧(𝜙)))𝛼
⇒ 𝑤(𝑧) = 𝑧−

1
𝛼 . (110)

Essentially, the sum on the left hand side of the equation is a new action that we will work with. Since there is a risk of
getting divergence of 𝑤 for small 𝜙, we require that our new action be separated from zero. Therefore, we assume that
𝜀1(𝜙) > 0 for ∀𝜙 ∈ R, in particular, 𝜀1(0) > 0. As a trial run, we also require that 𝜀1 be bounded from above. This
leads to the simplest choice for 𝜀1 being a constant.

Thus, we apply the experience of calculating Feynman diagrams, but now not in integrals over R𝐷, but directly in
the integral over ℋ: to get a convenient series expansion, we need to multiply/divide by something or add/subtract
something. In particular, for numerical calculation it may be convenient to introduce the parameter 𝛼 > 0.

Next, we expand the exponential from (109) in some (we will define the explicit form later) family of polynomials 𝑃𝑚,
having as their argument the function 𝑤:

𝑓(𝑤(𝑧(𝜙))) := 𝑒−
1

(𝑤(𝑧(𝜙)))𝛼 =

∞∑︁
𝑚=0

𝑎𝑚(𝛼)𝑃𝑚(𝑤(𝑧(𝜙))). (111)

We represent the polynomials 𝑃𝑚 in the form:

𝑃𝑚(𝑤) =

𝑚∑︁
𝑙=0

𝑢𝑙(𝑚)𝑤𝑙. (112)

Why did we choose polynomial expansion rather than power expansion? For example, it is known that the power
functions system

{︀
1, 𝑥, 𝑥2, . . .

}︀
is complete, but is not an orthonormal basis in 𝐿2[−1, 1]. The Gram – Schmidt

orthogonalization process transforms the power functions system into orthogonal Legendre polynomials, which are
already a basis in 𝐿2[−1, 1]. Now we substitute the series (111) into the integral and interchange the summation and
integration:

𝒮(𝑔) =
∞∑︁
𝑚=0

𝑎𝑚(𝛼)

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

𝜀1(𝜙)𝑃𝑚(𝑤(𝑧(𝜙))). (113)

The main question is why, unlike PT, is it legal to interchange summation and integration? Before answering this
question, let us substitute the polynomial (112) and the explicit form of the function 𝑤(𝑧) = 𝑧−

1
𝛼 into this expression:

𝒮(𝑔) =
∞∑︁
𝑚=0

𝑎𝑚(𝛼)

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

𝜀1(𝜙)𝑃𝑚

(︁
[𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩+ 𝜀1(𝜙)]

− 1
𝛼

)︁
=

∞∑︁
𝑚=0

𝑎𝑚(𝛼)

𝑚∑︁
𝑙=0

𝑢𝑙(𝑚)

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

𝜀1(𝜙) [𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩+ 𝜀1(𝜙)]
− 𝑙

𝛼 .

(114)

Obviously, we can always interchange a finite sum with an integral, but with the infinite sum in (113) things are not
so obvious. The argument of the polynomial [𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩+ 𝜀1(𝜙)]

− 1
𝛼 varies from 0 to (𝜀1(0))

− 1
𝛼 . The function 𝑒−

1
𝑤𝛼 ,
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satisfying the condition of continuous differentiability (1-smoothness), is expanded in terms of polynomials on a
compact set, therefore, such an expansion converges uniformly.

Let us note that if the image of the function 𝑤(𝑧) = 𝑧−
1
𝛼 were not compact, but represented the entire R+, the

convergence of the expansion in polynomials of the function 𝑒−
1

𝑤𝛼 would be pointwise, and therefore it would be
impossible to interchange the summation and integration (in the general case). In our case, the series converges
uniformly, which means that we can interchange the sum and the integral with respect to the Gaussian measure. Indeed,
from the uniform convergence of the series (111) on the set 𝑊 =

[︁
0, (𝜀1(0))

− 1
𝛼

]︁
follows uniform convergence on ℋ

such that 𝑤 : ℋ → 𝑊 . This is a simple generalization of the corresponding statement from mathematical analysis
about functions on R. But then one can find the following estimate of the integrals ∀𝛿 > 0:⃒⃒⃒⃒ ∫︁

ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑓(𝑤(𝑧(𝜙)))−

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙)

𝑛∑︁
𝑚=0

𝑎𝑚(𝛼)𝑃𝑚(𝑤(𝑧(𝜙)))

⃒⃒⃒⃒
≤

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙)

⃒⃒⃒⃒
𝑓(𝑤(𝑧(𝜙)))−

𝑛∑︁
𝑚=0

𝑎𝑚(𝛼)𝑃𝑚(𝑤(𝑧(𝜙)))

⃒⃒⃒⃒
≤ 𝛿.

(115)

Thus, the interchange of summation and integration is justified. Further, we will consider 𝜀1(𝜙) = 𝜀(𝑔) independent of
𝜙, but we will emphasize its dependence on 𝑔. The purpose of the function 𝜀(𝑔) is to ensure separability from zero.

4.2. Second Series Expansion

Let us do the trick by multiplying the integrand in (114) by “smart one” again, which we have already done earlier:

𝒮(𝑔) =
∞∑︁
𝑚=0

𝑎𝑚(𝛼)

𝑚∑︁
𝑙=0

𝑢𝑙(𝑚)
1

𝑔
𝑙
𝛼

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙)

𝑒𝜀(𝑔)[︁
⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩+ 1

𝑔 𝜀(𝑔)
]︁ 𝑙

𝛼

𝑅2(𝜙)

𝑅2(𝜙)
. (116)

The function 𝑅2(𝜙) in the general case can also depend on anything, but it is convenient to choose it so that the
argument of the polynomial is separated from infinity (without violating separability from zero). In this case, it will
again be possible to prove the validity of the interchange of the sum and the integral. It turns out to be convenient to
choose 𝑅2(𝜙) = 𝑒−

𝑙
𝛼 𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔). The specific form of 𝜀2(𝜙, 𝑔) will be chosen later. Next, we consider the integral, which

we denote as ℐ(𝑔):

ℐ(𝑔) =
∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙)

𝑒𝜀(𝑔)[︁
⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩+ 1

𝑔 𝜀(𝑔)
]︁ 𝑙

𝛼

𝑅2(𝜙)

𝑅2(𝜙)
=

𝑒𝜀(𝑔)
∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙)

𝑒−
𝑙
𝛼 𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔){︁[︁

⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩+ 1
𝑔 𝜀(𝑔)

]︁
𝑒−𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔)

}︁ 𝑙
𝛼

.

(117)

We introduce a notation for the new combination in the denominator of the integral:[︂
⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩+ 1

𝑔
𝜀(𝑔)

]︂
𝑒−𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔) = 𝜔(𝜙). (118)

Let us again perform an expansion (this time of the denominator) by some (we will define the explicit form later) family
of polynomials 𝑄𝑖, having as their argument the function 𝜔:

1

(𝜔(𝜙))
𝑙
𝛼

=

∞∑︁
𝑖=0

𝑏𝑖

(︂
𝑙

𝛼

)︂
𝑄𝑖(𝜔(𝜙)). (119)

We represent the polynomials 𝑄𝑖 in the form:

𝑄𝑖(𝜔) =

𝑖∑︁
𝑗=0

𝑣𝑞(𝑖)𝜔
𝑗 . (120)
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Let us rewrite ℐ(𝑔) through a polynomial expansion, interchanging the sum and integral in the first line:

ℐ(𝑔) = 𝑒𝜀(𝑔)
∞∑︁
𝑖=0

𝑏𝑖

(︂
𝑙

𝛼

)︂∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

− 𝑙
𝛼 𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔)𝑄𝑖

(︂[︂
⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩+ 1

𝑔
𝜀(𝑔)

]︂
𝑒−𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔)

)︂
=

𝑒𝜀(𝑔)
∞∑︁
𝑖=0

𝑏𝑖

(︂
𝑙

𝛼

)︂ 𝑖∑︁
𝑗=0

𝑣𝑗(𝑖)

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

− 𝑙
𝛼 𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔)

[︂
⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩+ 1

𝑔
𝜀(𝑔)

]︂𝑗
𝑒−𝑗𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔) =

𝑒𝜀(𝑔)
∞∑︁
𝑖=0

𝑏𝑖

(︂
𝑙

𝛼

)︂ 𝑖∑︁
𝑗=0

𝑣𝑗(𝑖)

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−( 𝑙
𝛼+𝑗)𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔)

𝑗∑︁
𝑛=0

𝐶𝑛𝑗 ⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩𝑛
(︂
1

𝑔
𝜀(𝑔)

)︂𝑗−𝑛
.

(121)

And again we ask ourselves: Why can we interchange the sum and the integral in the first line (121)? This time we use
a corollary of MCT for series. That is, the transition is legitimate if the following series of Gaussian means converges:

∞∑︁
𝑖=0

⃒⃒⃒⃒
𝑏𝑖

(︂
𝑙

𝛼

)︂⃒⃒⃒⃒ ∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

− 𝑙
𝛼 𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔)|𝑄𝑖(𝜔(𝜙))| < +∞. (122)

The convergence of this series for a properly chosen family of polynomials 𝑄𝑖 will be shown below. Substituting now
the expression (121) for ℐ(𝑔) into the original 𝒮-matrix, we obtain an iterated series over the pair of indices (𝑚, 𝑖).
The algorithm with the introduction of an integrating factor could be repeated further, and one could even suggest that
a wide class of integrals with respect to a Gaussian measure with a nuclear covariance operator over a separable HS
can be calculated in a finite number of such steps. However, the integral we have obtained in two iterations is already
computable. At this moment, we have obtained a result in terms of a series in powers of interaction action. A similar
result also arises in PT, but with different parameters, which leads to its divergence.

Now we need to choose 𝜀2(𝜙, 𝑔) so that this integral can be calculated. Strictly speaking, when choosing 𝜀2(𝜙, 𝑔),
we need to take into account two conditions: so that we can calculate the integral in the last line of the expression
(121), and so that it is legal to interchange the integral and the sum in the first line in the same expression. For example,
the Gaussian exponent satisfies these requirements. One way to look at it is that we have “renormalized” the vacuum
energy and the mass term (the Gaussian exponent). But this “renormalization” turns out to be an exact equality, a
“non-perturbative renormalization”.

4.3. Asymptotics for 𝑖→ ∞ and Proof of Interchange

As a family of polynomials 𝑄𝑖 we choose the generalized Laguerre polynomials:

𝑄𝑖(𝜔) := 𝐿
(𝛾)
𝑖 (𝜔). (123)

These are orthogonal polynomials in the space 𝐿2(R, 𝜔𝛾𝑒−𝜔𝑑𝜔). In such a space, the scalar product is defined as
follows:

∀𝑓, 𝑔 ∈ 𝐿2(R, 𝜔𝛾𝑒−𝜔𝑑𝜔) ⟨𝑓 |𝑔⟩ =
∫︁ +∞

0

𝑑𝜔 𝜔𝛾𝑒−𝜔𝑓(𝜔)𝑔(𝜔). (124)

Since we are expanding the function 𝜔− 𝑙
𝛼 (for a fixed 𝑙 ∈ N) in generalized Laguerre polynomials, it is necessary that

𝜔− 𝑙
𝛼 ∈ 𝐿2(R, 𝜔𝛾𝑒−𝜔𝑑𝜔), which implies that∫︁ +∞

0

𝑑𝜔 𝜔𝛾−2 𝑙
𝛼 𝑒−𝜔 < +∞. (125)

For this integral to converge, it is necessary that 𝛾 > 2 𝑙𝛼 − 1. This gives the first constraint on 𝛾. Let us note that as
the value of 𝑙 increases, the value of 𝛾 must also increase, that is different functions 𝜔− 𝑙

𝛼 are expanded into different
families of 𝐿(𝛾)

𝑖 .
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Further, if the function 𝑓 ∈ 𝐿2(R, 𝜔𝛾𝑒−𝜔𝑑𝜔), then the expansion in generalized Laguerre polynomials converges to it
in the norm of this space. Under additional conditions on 𝑓 , one can achieve pointwise convergence of the expansion in
generalized Laguerre polynomials to 𝑓 . Such conditions are set out, for example, in Theorem 9.1.5. from G. Szego’s
book “Orthogonal Polynomials” [56]. Let us formulate the corresponding theorem.

Let 𝑓 be a Lebesgue measurable function on [0,+∞) and let there exist Lebesgue integrals∫︁ 1

0

𝑑𝜔 𝜔𝛾 |𝑓(𝜔)| and
∫︁ 1

0

𝑑𝜔 𝜔
𝛾
2 −

1
4 |𝑓(𝜔)|. (126)

Let it also be true that ∫︁ +∞

𝑛

𝑑𝜔 𝑒−
𝜔
2 𝜔

𝛾
2 −

13
12 |𝑓(𝜔)| = 𝑜(𝑛−

1
2 ), 𝑛→ ∞. (127)

Then, if 𝑠𝑛(𝑓, 𝜔) denotes the 𝑛th partial sum of the expansion in generalized Laguerre polynomials for 𝑓 , then for
𝜔 > 0 the following equality holds:

lim
𝑛→∞

{︃
𝑠𝑛(𝑓, 𝜔)−

1

𝜋

∫︁ √
𝜔+𝛿

√
𝜔−𝛿

𝑑𝜏𝑓(𝜏2)
sin [2

√
𝑛(
√
𝜔 − 𝜏)]√

𝜔 − 𝜏

}︃
= 0. (128)

Here 𝛿 is a fixed positive number such that 𝛿 <
√
𝜔. Moreover, the last relation is fulfilled uniformly on the positive

segment 𝛿1 ≤ 𝜔 ≤ 𝛿2, where 𝛿 <
√
𝛿1. Let us note that the book also contains a variation of this theorem, but it will

not be needed in our paper.

Thus, for the function 𝑓(𝜔) = 𝜔− 𝑙
𝛼 (for a fixed 𝑙 ∈ N) one can achieve pointwise convergence of its expansion in

a series of generalized Laguerre polynomials. To do this, it is sufficient to require the already mentioned condition
𝛾 > 2 𝑙𝛼 − 1.

Next, we want to apply a corollary of MCT for series. This requires that the function 𝑓 be from 𝐿1(R, 𝜔𝛾𝑒−𝜔𝑑𝜔).
Given the condition on 𝛾, this is ensured automatically, since the norm of the function 𝑓 in the space 𝐿1(R, 𝜔𝛾𝑒−𝜔𝑑𝜔)
turns out to be finite.

Now we find the coefficients of the expansion of 𝑓 in terms of generalized Laguerre polynomials (the slope 𝛤 denotes
the gamma function):

𝑏𝑖

(︂
𝑙

𝛼

)︂
=

⟨
𝜔− 𝑙

𝛼

⃒⃒
𝐿
(𝛾)
𝑖 (𝜔)

⟩
⟨
𝐿
(𝛾)
𝑖 (𝜔)

⃒⃒
𝐿
(𝛾)
𝑖 (𝜔)

⟩ =
𝛤 (𝑖+ 1)

𝛤 (𝑖+ 𝛾 + 1)

∫︁ +∞

0

𝑑𝜔 𝑒−𝜔𝜔𝛾−
𝑙
𝛼𝐿

(𝛾)
𝑖 (𝜔). (129)

The generalized Laguerre polynomial of degree 𝑖, the explicit form of which can be obtained from Rodrigues’ formula
by differentiating according to Leibniz rule, reads:

𝐿
(𝛾)
𝑖 (𝜔) =

𝑖∑︁
𝑠=0

(−1)𝑠

𝑠!
𝐶𝑖−𝑠𝑖+𝛾 𝜔

𝑠. (130)

Let us substitute the polynomial in this form into the coefficient 𝑏𝑖
(︀
𝑙
𝛼

)︀
:

𝑏𝑖

(︂
𝑙

𝛼

)︂
=

𝛤 (𝑖+ 1)

𝛤 (𝑖+ 𝛾 + 1)

𝑖∑︁
𝑠=0

(−1)𝑠

𝑠!
𝐶𝑖−𝑠𝑖+𝛾

∫︁ +∞

0

𝑑𝜔 𝑒−𝜔𝜔𝛾+𝑠−
𝑙
𝛼 . (131)

The integral in this expression is easy to calculate – it is the gamma function 𝛤 :∫︁ +∞

0

𝑑𝜔 𝑒−𝜔𝜔𝛾+𝑠−
𝑙
𝛼 = 𝛤

(︂
𝛾 − 𝑙

𝛼
+ 𝑠+ 1

)︂
. (132)
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Substituting this gamma function into the expression (129) and taking the final sum over 𝑠, we obtain the coefficient in
the following form:

𝑏𝑖

(︂
𝑙

𝛼

)︂
=
𝛤 (𝑖+ 𝑙

𝛼 )𝛤 (1−
𝑙
𝛼 + 𝛾)

𝛤 ( 𝑙𝛼 )𝛤 (𝑖+ 𝛾 + 1)
∼
𝛤 (1− 𝑙

𝛼 + 𝛾)

𝛤 ( 𝑙𝛼 )
𝑖

𝑙
𝛼−𝛾−1, 𝑖→ ∞. (133)

The obtained asymptotics will be sufficient to check the convergence of the Gaussian means series, since the latter is of
constant sign.

Now let us find an upper bound for generalized Laguerre polynomials. First of all, we can choose 𝜀2(𝜙, 𝑔) such that
𝜔(𝜙) → 0 as 𝜙𝑎 → ∞ for ∀𝑎 ∈ N, reaching its maximum ℳ at some point 𝜙0 = (𝜙0

𝑎)
∞
𝑎=1. This maximum doesn’t

depend on 𝑖, 𝑗 and other parameters, it can depend only on 𝑔. Let us return again to G. Szego’s book “Orthogonal
Polynomials” [56] and now use formula 7.6.9 for 𝑖→ ∞, and the upper (in book) equality, since the lower equality
turns out to be too rough an estimate, which doesn’t allow us to move further:

∀𝑖 ∈ N ∀𝜔 ∈ (0,ℳ] |𝐿(𝛾)
𝑖 (𝜔)| ≤ 𝐵𝛾(𝑔)

𝜔
𝛾
2 +

1
4

𝑝
𝛾
2 −

1
4 . (134)

Here 𝐵𝛾(𝑔) is some constant of 𝜙, which also doesn’t depend on 𝑖. We substitute the obtained asymptotics for 𝑏𝑖
(︀
𝑙
𝛼

)︀
and the estimate from (134) into the series of Gaussian means, which is a majorant for the integral ℐ(𝑔):

|ℐ(𝑔)| ∼
∞∑︁
𝑖=1

𝛤 (1− 𝑙
𝛼 + 𝛾)

𝛤 ( 𝑙𝛼 )
𝑖(

𝑙
𝛼− 𝛾

2 −
5
4 )

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙)𝐵𝛾(𝑔)

𝑒(
𝛾
2 +

1
4−

𝑙
𝛼 )𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔)[︁

⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩+ 1
𝑔 𝜀(𝑔)

]︁ 𝛾
2 +

1
4

. (135)

Let us consider separately the series and the integral over the Gaussian measure. The series in 𝑖 converges if the
following condition on 𝛾 is satisfied:

− 𝑙

𝛼
+
𝛾

2
+

5

4
> 1 ⇒ 𝛾 > 2

𝑙

𝛼
− 1

2
. (136)

Let us note that this is the most stringent condition on 𝛾, so we will focus on it. In this case, the series in (135) converges
to the Riemann zeta function:

𝜁

(︂
− 𝑙

𝛼
+
𝛾

2
+

5

4

)︂
=

∞∑︁
𝑖=1

1

𝑖(−
𝑙
𝛼+ 𝛾

2 +
5
4 )
, 𝛾 > 2

𝑙

𝛼
− 1

2
. (137)

Now it only remains to consider the integral over the Gaussian measure in expression (135). From the condition on 𝛾
in expression (136) we see that the factor in front of 𝜀2 in the exponential is positive, we also chose 𝜀2 to be positive
to obtain a Gaussian exponential, and 𝜔(𝜙) → 0 for 𝜙𝑎 → ∞ for ∀𝑎 ∈ N. At first glance, it seems that this integral
diverges. It’s time to recall the properties of the Gaussian measure.

Let us choose a specific type of 𝜀2. What limitations do we have? If this function grows faster than 𝜙2, that is, the
integrand is “stronger” than the Gaussian exponent, the integral will diverge. Therefore, we take the following form for
𝜀2:

𝜀2(𝜙, 𝑔) = 𝜂(𝑔) +𝑚2‖𝜙‖2ℓ2 , ‖𝜙‖2ℓ2 =

∞∑︁
𝑎=1

𝜙2
𝑎. (138)

Here 𝜂(𝑔) doesn’t depend on 𝜙. Thus, we again limited ourselves to the simplest, that polynomial in 𝜙 dependence.
Further, the integral of interest to us in the expression (135) is the integral of a non-negative function. Such an integral
always exists in R (extended real number system). Let us write a majorant for this integral, simply decreasing the
denominator (as a trial run, we can assume 𝜂(𝑔) = 0):∫︁

ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙)

𝑒(
𝛾
2 +

1
4−

𝑙
𝛼 )𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔)[︁

⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩+ 1
𝑔 𝜀(𝑔)

]︁ 𝛾
2 +

1
4

≤
∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙)

𝑒(
𝛾
2 +

1
4−

𝑙
𝛼 )𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔)(︁

1
𝑔 𝜀(𝑔)

)︁ 𝛾
2 +

1
4

=

(︂
𝑔

𝜀(𝑔)

)︂ 𝛾
2 +

1
4

𝑒(
𝛾
2 +

1
4−

𝑙
𝛼 )𝜂(𝑔)

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

( 𝛾
2 +

1
4−

𝑙
𝛼 )𝑚

2‖𝜙‖2
ℓ2 .

(139)
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We have already calculated this last integral in the theoretical introduction using MCT:∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

( 𝛾
2 +

1
4−

𝑙
𝛼 )𝑚

2‖𝜙‖2
ℓ2 = lim

𝑁→∞

{︃
𝑁∏︁
𝑎=1

∫︁
R

𝑑𝜙𝑎√
2𝜋𝜆𝑎

𝑒−(
1

2𝜆𝑎
−( 𝛾

2 +
1
4−

𝑙
𝛼 )𝑚2)𝜙2

𝑎

}︃
. (140)

For this integral to converge, the following condition must be satisfied:

1

2𝜆𝑎
−
(︂
𝛾

2
+

1

4
− 𝑙

𝛼

)︂
𝑚2 > 0. (141)

Since the eigenvalues of 𝐺 are ordered in a non-increasing manner:

𝜆1 ≥ 𝜆2 ≥ · · · ≥ 𝜆𝑛 ≥ · · · > 0 ⇒ 0 <
1

2𝜆1
≤ 1

2𝜆2
≤ · · · ≤ 1

2𝜆𝑛
≤ · · · (142)

From expressions (141) and (142) we obtain the following condition on the parameter 𝑚:

0 <

(︂
𝛾

2
+

1

4
− 𝑙

𝛼

)︂
𝑚2 <

1

2𝜆1
. (143)

From this condition we obtain an upper bound for 𝑚:

𝑚2 < 𝑚2
𝑐 =

1
𝜆1

𝛾 + 1
2 − 2 𝑙𝛼

. (144)

The value 𝑚𝑐 can naturally be called the “critical mass”. We see that if the “mass” 𝑚 is less than some “critical mass”,
then such an integral (140) turns out to be finite, which allows us to present a majorant for the integral ℐ(𝑔). Let us note
that the chosen method of proof uses a sufficient condition for the interchange of summation and integration. There may
be other estimates for 𝑚𝑐 or its analogues. In any case, the legitimacy of the interchange is fully proven and convergent
iterated series is obtained.

4.4. 𝒮-Matrix in Terms of Iterated Series and Bell Polynomials

Let us return to the formula (121) for ℐ(𝑔), namely, to its last line:

𝑒𝜀(𝑔)
∞∑︁
𝑖=0

𝑏𝑖

(︂
𝑙

𝛼

)︂ 𝑖∑︁
𝑗=0

𝑣𝑗(𝑖)

𝑗∑︁
𝑛=0

𝐶𝑛𝑗

(︂
1

𝑔
𝜀(𝑔)

)︂𝑗−𝑛∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−( 𝑙
𝛼+𝑗)𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔)⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩𝑛. (145)

In the second part of the paper, almost the same integral was calculated in terms of Bell polynomials. In this expression
there is an additional factor 𝑒−( 𝑙

𝛼+𝑗)𝜀2(𝜙,𝑔) under the integral sign. The function 𝜀2(𝜙, 𝑔) is chosen as in expression
(138). We substitute it into expression (145), after which we denote the integral as 𝒥 (𝑔). Next we consider this integral:

𝒥 (𝑔) =

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−( 𝑙
𝛼+𝑗)‖𝜙‖2

ℓ2 ⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩𝑛. (146)

We choose the Lagrangian sinh2𝑝, where 𝑝 ∈ N. The powers of interaction action with such a Lagrangian are given in
expression (70). In the formula (146) ⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ = 𝑆(𝑔,𝜙)

𝑔 , so that

𝒥 (𝑔) =

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−( 𝑙
𝛼+𝑗)‖𝜙‖2

ℓ2

{︃
𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥𝑘)

}︃
2𝑝∑︁

𝑞1...𝑞𝑛=0

𝑤(𝑞1, . . . , 𝑞𝑛, 𝑝) 𝑒

∞∑︀
𝑎=1

𝜙𝑎𝑗𝑎(𝑥𝑘)

=

{︃
𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥𝑘)

}︃
2𝑝∑︁

𝑞1...𝑞𝑛=0

𝑤(𝑞1, . . . , 𝑞𝑛, 𝑝)

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−( 𝑙
𝛼+𝑗)‖𝜙‖2

ℓ2 𝑒

∞∑︀
𝑎=1

𝜙𝑎𝑗𝑎(𝑥𝑘)
.

(147)
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Here we again use the combinatorial coefficient 𝑤(𝑞1, . . . , 𝑞𝑛, 𝑝) from the expression (75). We again received a
Gaussian integral, which can be calculated explicitly:∫︁

ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−( 𝑙
𝛼+𝑗)‖𝜙‖2

ℓ2 𝑒

∞∑︀
𝑎=1

𝜙𝑎𝑗𝑎(𝑥𝑘)
=

⎧⎨⎩
∞∏︁
𝑎=1

1√︁
1 + 2𝜆𝑎

(︀
𝑙
𝛼 + 𝑗

)︀
⎫⎬⎭ 𝑒

1
2

∞∑︀
𝑎=1

𝑗2𝑎(𝑥𝑘)𝜆𝑎

1+2𝜆𝑎( 𝑙
𝛼

+𝑗) . (148)

Recall that the source 𝑗𝑎(𝑥) =
𝑛∑︀
𝑘=1

(𝑝− 𝑞𝑘)𝜓𝑎(𝑥𝑘), where 𝑥 = (𝑥𝑘)
𝑛
𝑘=1. Let us substitute this into (148) and shift all

indices 𝑞𝑖 by 𝑝:

𝒥 (𝑔) =

{︃
𝑛∏︁
𝑘=1

∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥𝑘)

}︃
𝑝∑︁

𝑞1...𝑞𝑛=−𝑝
𝑤′(𝑞1, . . . , 𝑞𝑛, 𝑝)

⎧⎨⎩
∞∏︁
𝑎=1

1√︁
1 + 2𝜆𝑎

(︀
𝑙
𝛼 + 𝑗

)︀
⎫⎬⎭ 𝑒𝒬𝑛(𝑥), (149)

where compact notations are introduced

𝑤′(𝑞1, . . . , 𝑞𝑛, 𝑝) = (−1)𝑞1+...+𝑞𝑛+𝑛𝑝𝐶𝑞1+𝑝2𝑝 . . . 𝐶𝑞𝑛+𝑝2𝑝 (150)

for the new combinatorial coefficient and

𝐺

(︂
𝑥𝑘1 , 𝑥𝑘2 ;

𝑙

𝛼
+ 𝑗

)︂
= 2

∞∑︁
𝑎

𝜆𝑎𝜓𝑎(𝑥𝑘1)𝜓𝑎(𝑥𝑘2)

1 + 2𝜆𝑎
(︀
𝑙
𝛼 + 𝑗

)︀ , 𝒬𝑛(𝑥) =

𝑛∑︁
𝑘1,𝑘2=1

𝑞𝑘1𝑞𝑘2𝐺

(︂
𝑥𝑘1 , 𝑥𝑘2 ;

𝑙

𝛼
+ 𝑗

)︂
(151)

for a new propagator containing a “polarization operator” in the denominator, suppressing propagator for large 𝑙 and 𝑗,
which turns out to be essential for the convergence of the series, and the corresponding quadratic form.

Further calculations are absolutely analogous to the calculations in the section 3 of the paper: as in the expression (79),
we separate the diagonal part, and then, as in the expression (80), we rewrite the exponent through the Mayer functions.
After which we obtain the Bell polynomials. We immediately write down the result for 𝒥 (𝑔):

𝒥 (𝑔) =

𝑝∑︁
𝑞1...𝑞𝑛=−𝑝

𝑤′(𝑞1, . . . , 𝑞𝑛, 𝑝)

⎧⎨⎩
∞∏︁
𝑎=1

1√︁
1 + 2𝜆𝑎

(︀
𝑙
𝛼 + 𝑗

)︀
⎫⎬⎭ 𝑒𝒬𝑛𝐵𝑛(𝑋1, . . . , 𝑋𝑛), (152)

where compact notations are introduced

𝒬𝑛 =

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑞2𝑘𝐺

(︂
𝑥𝑘, 𝑥𝑘;

𝑙

𝛼
+ 𝑗

)︂
=

𝑛∑︁
𝑘=1

𝑞2𝑘𝐺

(︂
0;
𝑙

𝛼
+ 𝑗

)︂
(153)

for the diagonal part of the quadratic form 𝒬𝑛 in the translation invariant approximation, but taking into account the
polarization operator, and

𝑋𝑖 = 𝑖!𝑏𝑖 =
∑︁

Γ∈G𝑐,𝑖

∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥1) . . .
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥𝑖)
∏︁

𝑘1<𝑘2∈𝐸(Γ)

𝑓
𝜈𝑘1𝑘2

(Γ)

𝑘1𝑘2
(154)

for the argument of the Bell polynomial. The last expression requires some explanation: the sum
∑︀

Γ∈G𝑐,𝑖

is computed

over all connected graphs with 𝑖 vertices, 𝜈𝑘1𝑘2(Γ) is the adjacency matrix of the graph, equal to one if there is an edge
between 𝑘1 and 𝑘2, and zero otherwise, G𝑐,𝑖 is the set of all connected graphs with 𝑖 vertices, 𝐸(Γ) is the set of all
vertices (the vertices are numbered) in the graph, Γ is the notation of the graph (we use the upright Γ to distinguish the
notation of the graph from the gamma function 𝛤 ), 𝑏𝑖 is the cluster integral, which was defined in the expression (88).

So, putting it all together, we get the final result for the 𝒮-matrix in terms of the iterated series and Bell polynomials. This
expression is not asymptotic, which means that what follows is a matter of numerical calculations and approximations
from statistical physics. For example, one can use the approximations of hard-sphere gas and stochastic clusters, and
Bell numbers to estimate the number of cluster integrals.
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4.5. Majorant and Minorant for 𝒮-Matrix for large 𝑔

To get a complete picture for the 𝒮-matrix, we need to evaluate its behavior for large values of 𝑔. Let the Lagrangian of
the theory satisfy the following requirements: ℒ(𝜙) is an even, strictly convex, continuous (smoothness conditions can
be added along the way), non-negative function with a single zero value at 𝜙 = 0. Let us find an estimate for the mean
over the measure P of the value ⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩:

⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ =
∫︁
R𝐷

P(𝑑𝑥)ℒ(𝜙(𝑥)). (155)

Since the Lagrangian is an even field function, the following is true:

ℒ(𝜙(𝑥)) = ℒ(|𝜙(𝑥)|) = ℒ

(︃
|

∞∑︁
𝑎=1

𝜙𝑎𝜓𝑎(𝑥)|

)︃
≤ ℒ

(︃ ∞∑︁
𝑎=1

|𝜙𝑎||𝜓𝑎(𝑥)|

)︃
, (156)

where the functions 𝜓𝑎 satisfy the inequality |𝜓𝑎(𝑥)| ≤ 𝜇𝑎 for ∀𝑎 ∈ N, that is each of them is bounded. So, using
Hölder inequality, we obtain a simple estimate:

⟨ℒ(𝜙(𝑥))⟩ ≤ ℒ

(︃ ∞∑︁
𝑎=1

|𝜙𝑎|𝜇𝑎

)︃
≤ ℒ (‖𝜙‖𝑝‖𝜇‖𝑞) , 𝑝 ≥ 1,

1

𝑝
+

1

𝑞
= 1. (157)

Let the sequence 𝜇 = (𝜇𝑎)
∞
𝑎=1 ∈ ℓ𝑞. In this case, its norm will be denoted by ‖𝜇‖𝑞 ≡ 𝜇 < +∞. Thus, the following

estimate is true:

⟨ℒ(𝜙(𝑥))⟩ ≤ ℒ

⎛⎝𝜇{︃ ∞∑︁
𝑎=1

|𝜙𝑎|𝑝
}︃ 1

𝑝

⎞⎠ = ℒ

⎛⎝ 𝑝

⎯⎸⎸⎷𝜇𝑝
∞∑︁
𝑎=1

|𝜙𝑎|𝑝

⎞⎠ . (158)

Let us introduce the compact notation 𝑡 = 𝜇𝑝
∑︀
𝑎
|𝜙𝑎|𝑝 and write the minorant of the integrand:

𝑒−𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ ≥ 𝑒−𝑔ℒ( 𝑝
√

|𝑡|) =

∫︁
R

𝑑𝜉

2𝜋
𝐹𝑝,𝑔(𝜉) cos (𝑡𝜉). (159)

The last equality contains the Fourier transform for the function 𝑒−𝑔ℒ( 𝑝
√

|𝑡|). Such a transformation is an ordinary (not a
distribution) function if the minorant is Lebesgue integrable with respect to the variable 𝑡. Further we consider this
condition to be fulfilled. Next, we write down the minorant for the 𝒮-matrix:∫︁

ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ ≥
∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙)

∫︁
R

𝑑𝜉

2𝜋
𝐹𝑝,𝑔(𝜉) cos (𝑡𝜉). (160)

According to Fubini theorem, we interchange the integrals over 𝜉 and the Gaussian measure 𝒩𝐺. Given the value of 𝑝,
the integral over 𝒩𝐺 could be calculated, but for now we limit ourselves to introducing the notation:

𝐴𝑝(𝜉) :=

∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) cos (𝑡𝜉). (161)

Therefore, the following estimate is true:∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙)𝑒

−𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ ≥
∫︁
R

𝑑𝜉

2𝜋
𝐹𝑝,𝑔(𝜉)𝐴𝑝(𝜉). (162)

Let us write explicitly 𝐹𝑝,𝑔(𝜉) for the theory with the Lagrangian 𝜙4:

𝐹𝑝,𝑔(𝜉) =

∫︁
R
𝑑𝑦 𝑒−𝑖𝜉𝑦−𝑔|𝑦|

4
𝑝
=

∫︁
R
𝑑𝑦 𝑒−𝑔|𝑦|

4
𝑝
cos (𝜉𝑦). (163)
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Let us make the substitution 𝑦 = 𝑔𝛼𝑡, choosing 𝛼 = −𝑝
4 . In this case, the dependence on 𝑔 in the function 𝐹𝑝,𝑔(𝜉) is

expressed explicitly (the last equality is the definition of the function Φ𝑝):

𝐹𝑝,𝑔(𝜉) =
1

𝑔
𝑝
4

∫︁
R
𝑑𝑡 𝑒−|𝑡|

4
𝑝
cos

(︂
𝜉𝑡

𝑔
𝑝
4

)︂
=

1

𝑔
𝑝
4

Φ𝑝

(︂
𝜉

𝑔
𝑝
4

)︂
. (164)

Thus, we arrive at the following estimate:∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ ≥ 1

𝑔
𝑝
4

∫︁
R

𝑑𝜉

2𝜋
Φ𝑝

(︂
𝜉

𝑔
𝑝
4

)︂
𝐴𝑝(𝜉). (165)

Let us choose 𝑝 = 1 and estimate the functions Φ1 and 𝐴1. For the function 𝐴1, using the explicit expression for 𝑡,
rewriting the integral over 𝒩𝐺 through the limit and calculating the latter, we obtain the following expression:

𝐴1(𝜉) =

⎧⎨⎩
∞∏︁
𝑎=1

𝑒−
1
2𝜆𝑎(𝜇𝜉)

2

√︃
1 + Erfi2

(︂√
𝜆𝑎𝜇𝜉√
2

)︂⎫⎬⎭ cos

(︃ ∞∑︁
𝑎=1

arctanErfi

(︂√
𝜆𝑎𝜇𝜉√
2

)︂)︃
. (166)

Let us find the majorant of such an expression. The cosine is bounded by one, and the infinite product is bounded by a
finite ∀𝑁 ∈ N:

|𝐴1(𝜉)| < 𝑒𝑁
1
2𝜆𝑁𝜇𝜉

(︂
1 + Erfi2

(︂√
𝜆𝑁𝜇𝜉√
2

)︂)︂𝑁
2

∼

(︃ √
2√

𝜋𝜆𝑁𝜇𝜉

)︃𝑁
∼ 1

𝜉𝑁
, 𝜉 → ∞. (167)

As we see, the function 𝐴1 decreases faster than any power, that is, 𝐴1 ∈ 𝐿1(R). Next, let us consider Φ1:

Φ1(𝜂) =

∫︁
R
𝑑𝑡 𝑒−𝑡

4

cos (𝜂𝑡) = Φ1 +∆Φ1(𝜂), (168)

where is the additional function

∆Φ1(𝜂) = −
∫︁
R
𝑑𝑡 𝑒−𝑡

4

2 sin2
(︂
𝜂𝑡

2

)︂
= 𝑂(𝜂2), 𝜂 → 0. (169)

We arrive at the following estimate:

1

𝑔
1
4

∫︁
R

𝑑𝜉

2𝜋
Φ1

(︂
𝜉

𝑔
1
4

)︂
𝐴1(𝜉) ∼

1
4
√
𝑔

𝛤
(︀
5
4

)︀
𝜋

∫︁
R
𝑑𝜉𝐴1(𝜉), 𝑔 → +∞. (170)

This entails the following estimate for the 𝒮-matrix:∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ ≥ 1
4
√
𝑔

𝛤
(︀
5
4

)︀
𝜋

∫︁
R
𝑑𝜉𝐴1(𝜉). (171)

Thus, we have obtained a lower bound ∼ 𝑔−1/4 for the 𝒮-matrix of the theory with Lagrangian 𝜙4. Now consider a
theory with an arbitrary Lagrangian, adding the condition ∀𝜙 ∈ R Lagrangian ℒ(𝜙) ≥ 𝜙2(𝑟+1) with some 𝑟 ∈ N. In
this case, the following is true:

⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ ≥ ⟨𝜙2(𝑟+1)⟩ ⇒ 𝑒−𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ ≤ 𝑒−𝑔⟨𝜙
2(𝑟+1)⟩, (172)

what does inequality entail ∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ ≤
∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−𝑔⟨𝜙2(𝑟+1)⟩. (173)

This means that the majorant of the theory sinh4(𝜙) is exactly the majorant of the theory 𝜙4. The majorant of the latter,
which can be shown again using the Fourier transform, is estimated to be ∼ 𝑔−1/4. Next we find the minorant similarly
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to the theory 𝜙4 (162). Let ℒ( 𝑝
√︀
|𝑦|) = ℒ(|𝑦|) = sinh4 𝑦, which corresponds to the choice 𝑝 = 1. Then the Fourier

transform has the form:
𝐹1,𝑔(𝜉) =

∫︁
R
𝑑𝑦 𝑒−𝑖𝜉𝑦𝑒−𝑔 sinh

4 𝑦. (174)

By changing variables, this expression is transformed to the form:

𝐹1,𝑔(𝜉) =
1
4
√
𝑔

∫︁
R

𝑑𝜂√︁
1 + 1√

𝑔𝜂
𝑒−𝜂

4

cos

(︂
𝜉

2
arsh

𝜂
4
√
𝑔

)︂
∼ 1

4
√
𝑔

∫︁
R
𝑑𝜂 𝑒−𝜂

4

. (175)

This in turn means the validity of the following expression:∫︁
ℋ
𝒩𝐺(𝑑𝜙) 𝑒

−𝑔⟨ℒ(𝜙)⟩ ≥
∫︁
R

𝑑𝜉

2𝜋
𝐹1,𝑔(𝜉)𝐴1(𝜉) ∼

1
4
√
𝑔

𝛤
(︀
5
4

)︀
𝜋

∫︁
R
𝑑𝜉𝐴1(𝜉), (176)

which coincides with the expression (171) for the minorant of the 𝒮-matrix in the 𝜙4 theory.

5. Conclusion

Quantum theory with the Lagrangian interaction sinh2(𝑝+1) 𝜙 for 𝑝 ∈ N, in Euclidean space (the metric signature is all
pluses) with arbitrary dimension 𝐷 was considered in the paper. The expression for the 𝒮-matrix of a theory at the zero
value of the classical field (argument of the 𝒮-matrix) of such a theory in terms of the GCPF (PT series) demonstrates
a rigid divergence of order 𝑒𝑛

2

, where 𝑛 ∈ N is the order of the PT series term. For this reason, it is important to
construct another series in terms of interaction action 𝑆 powers. To achieve this, three steps were taken, corresponding
to the three sections 2, 3 and 4 of the paper.

In the section 2 of the paper a detailed introduction to the theory of Gaussian measures, first for finite-dimensional HS,
and then for infinite-dimensional generalization was presented. Such measures were constructed in detail as product
measures. This is important because such an approach is rarely presented rigorously in the physical literature. The
definition of an integral over such measures in HS was also formulated and the simplest integrals were calculated using
MCT and DCT. At the end of the section 2, the formulation of the problem was outlined, in particular, the 𝒮-matrix of
the theory at the zero value of the classical field was defined in terms of the integral over the Gaussian measure with
nuclear covariance operator in the separable GP and linear changes of variables were discussed, leading to equivalent or
singular Gaussian measures relative to the original one.

The section 3 of the paper is devoted to constructing an expression for the 𝒮-matrix at the zero value of the classical
field in terms of the GCPF, that is PT series. Despite the strong growth of PT series terms, useful conclusions for further
derivation were drawn. In particular, for the theory with the Lagrangian interaction sinh2(𝑝+1) 𝜙, using the Mayer
cluster expansion, each term of the series was written in terms of Bell polynomials. The number of cluster integrals on
which such a polynomial depends can be estimated using Bell numbers.

In the main section 4 of the paper, an expression was obtained for the 𝒮-matrix at the zero value of the classical field in
terms of an iterated series in powers of 𝑆. The first multiplication by “smart one” of the integrand yielded the expansion
of the exponential function in an orthogonal system of polynomials in reciprocal powers of the new action of the theory.
After which the validity of summation and integration permutation was proven, that is not possible in ordinary PT
series. By the second multiplication by “smart one” of the integrand the expansion of each integrand into the system of
generalized Laguerre polynomials depending on positive powers of the new action of the theory, was obtained. After
this, the validity of summation and integration permutation was again proven, probably the most difficult problem
in the presented paper. At the second step of the 𝒮-matrix calculation, it was possible to express the latter in terms
of an iterated series (it is important that such a series doesn’t reduce to a multiple series) of integrals of the powers
of 𝑆 multiplied by an additional Gaussian exponential function with positive argument over the Gaussian measure.
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The critical value of exponential function argument was found and “critical mass” was determined, below which the
integrals converge and are again expressed in terms of the Bell polynomials already studied above.

The convergence of the new series is also determined by the fact that the new propagator that appears during the
derivation contains a “polarization operator”, which suppresses the exponential function argument for large values of
the summation index. This leads to behavior 𝑒𝑛 that is no longer dominant in the coefficients of the resulting series. Let
us note that technically useful difference between the obtained result and the result given by traditional PT is that the
interaction constant can be transferred to the denominator, leaving the interaction Lagrangian in the numerator, which
provides advantages for numerical calculations. At the end of the section 4, as a complementary result, asymptotics
were obtained for the 𝒮-matrix for large values of the coupling constant 𝑔. These asymptotics, along with the resulting
series, completely describe the behavior of the 𝒮-matrix at the zero value of the classical field. The development of
the methods used in the paper and the results obtained in the paper, in particular, the use of the hard-sphere gas and
stochastic cluster approximations, is the subject of future research and publication.

In conclusion, let us note that instead of expanding the integrals over Gaussian measure into convergent series, it is
possible to study the question of their approximation by a finite number of an absolutely convergent series terms. In
other words, is it possible, with any given accuracy, to approximate the integral over the Gaussian measure by a finite
sum depending on this accuracy? The answer to this question for scalar field theories with polynomial interactions turns
out to be positive, and the proof is given in two papers [57, 58] that deserve special mention. These papers inspired our
own research.
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