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Abstract

We consider a scalar Euclidean QFT with interaction given by a bounded, measurable function V' such
that VE := limy_ 400 V(w) exist. We find a field renormalization such that all the n-point connected
Schwinger functions for n # 2 exist non-perturbatively in the UV limit. They coincide with the tree-
level one-particle irreducible Schwinger functions of the erf(¢/v/2) interaction with a coupling constant
1(V*t—V 7). By aslight modification of our construction we can change this coupling constant to & (V. —V_),
where Vi := lim,,_,g+ V(w). Thereby non-Gaussianity of these theories is governed by a discontinuity of V'
at zero. The open problem of controlling also the two-point function of these QFT's is discussed.

1 Introduction

Rigorous construction of interacting scalar quantum field theories in spacetime dimension d = 2,3 is among
the most important achievements of the constructive programme [GJ]. These efforts focussed on polynomial
interactions and were limited by the requirement of super-renormalizability: For d = 2 all (bounded from
below) polynomials are covered, for d = 3 only polynomials up to the fourth order, whereas for d > 4 all the
polynomial theories are expected to be trivial [Ai82) [AD21], [Fr82]. These limitations suggest some room for
non-polynomial scalar theories in d = 2. In fact, theories based on exponential interaction functions, such as
the Sine-Gordon and Sinh-Gordon model, are among the classical topics of constructive QFT [FP77] and still
constitute a very active field of research [Le08| [CT16, [HS16, BFR21), BD21l BH22 K023l BDR24|, [CFM24],
GM24]. On the other hand, for d > 2, there seems to be no room for non-polynomial interactions, at least if
we think about them in terms of their Taylor expansions. But this leaves aside bounded interaction functions
like arctan(¢), whose Taylor expansion has finite radius of convergence and thus does not capture the large-
field behaviour. Not to speak of functions like sgn(¢) which lack a Taylor expansion around zero altogether.
Clearly, polynomial interactions are not a reliable guide to study such bounded interactions and we are not
aware of any systematic treatment. In this short note we demonstrate that these models are exactly solvable
for any d > 2 in a sense which we now explain.

We consider interaction functions V' : R — R which are bounded and measurable. Depending on a situation
we will need the existence of the following limits:

V:t = lim V(w), (Al)
w—0E
VE = wgg[looV(w). (Ag)

We will refer to these requirements as assumptions (A7) and (A3)), respectively. The corresponding interaction

term in the finite volume B := [ — &, %]d, L>0,is V(¢) = [pdxV(p(x)). We do not impose any Wick
ordering on the interaction.
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Next, we introduce the free covariance with mass m > 0 and a UV cut-off A s.t. log(A) > 1:

dp ipx e—(p2+m2)/A2 i
Ca(z) = /Rd o . Cl0) = Jim Cala), (1.1)
We allow for a field renormalization Z, > 0 and denote the renormalized covariance by éA = ZpCy. Let

Vé, be the corresponding Gaussian measure with mean zero and denote the expectation w.r.t. this measure
by (.. '>éA =/... dvg, - In particular,

Soa(J) = (¥ = et e SR R) (1.2)

A
is the generating functional of the Schwinger functions of the free theory, where (-,-) on the r.h.s. is the scalar
product in L?(R?% R). The generating functional of the interacting theory has the form
SA(J) = (e?We VO L N eR, (1.3)

A

disregarding a J-independent normalization constant, which has no effect on connected Schwinger functions.
We refer to Appendix [Al for routine arguments on the well-definiteness of this functional. A standard tool
to study the effect of the interaction is the following modified generating functional, which we state together
with its connected counterpart, cf. e.g. [Sa, Eq. (2.104)],

_Sa(J)
DA = gt

Y3(J) :=log Xp(J]). (1.4)

It is our main result, stated in Theorem [} that 3§ (J) has a finite and exactly computable UV limit. The
proof is given in Section 2

Theorem 1.1. Set Zy = Cx(0)7, n € R. Then the limit ¥°(J) := limp o 34 (J) exists for any J € S(R%;R)
under the assumptions specified below. It has the form.:

(a) Let —oo < n < —1. Then, assuming (Aj]),

Ve + V.

T(J) = -A—

IB. (1.5)

(b) Let n = —1. Then, without additional assumptions,

() = —>\|B|W/Rdw V(w)e 5. (1.6)
(c) Let —1 <n < 1. Then, assuming (As]),
S6(J) = 4%\3;. (1.7)
(d) Let n=1. Then, assuming (Ag]),
() = —A¥|B|—AV+;V_ (27?1)1 . /B da / dw sgn(w)e~ 5= (3CN)? (1.8)
(e) Let 1 <n < oo. Then, assuming (A3)), and choosing J compactly supported in Fourier space,
SE(J) = —Aqu - A#W £0) /B da sen((5,, C.T)). (1.9)
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We note that 3§ (J) is the generating functional of connected n-point Schwinger functions S}, of the
theory with cut-offs for n # 2, cf. [PT11, Chapter 3]. Therefore, we interpret ¥¢(J) as the generating
functional of the connected Schwinger functions S; 42 of the limiting theory. Part @ of Theorem [[.1] is the
most interesting one as the connected Schwinger functions S £ of the limiting theory are non-trivial and
readily computable, cf. Appendix [B]

C P 5 5 C
Sn(ajl,. . ,(L’n) = 5J($1) . e (5J($n)2 (J)’JZO
+ _ p—
_ —A(‘/Ziv)[(@w)”erf(w/ﬂ)]wzo / Qo C@—m)...Cla—my).  (1.10)
B

We observe that these n-point functions coincide with the tree-level one-particle irreducible Schwinger func-
tions of a perturbative theory with the interaction function erf(¢/+/2) and coupling constant )\(Vt#. We
find it quite surprising that for all the bounded interaction functions V' as defined above we obtain the same
Schwinger functions for n # 2 up to a finite coupling constant renormalization. We also note that the infinite
volume limit B 7 R? can easily be taken in (ILI0) after smearing with test functions.

The remaining parts of Theorem [[.1] also carry physically relevant information, although the Schwinger
functions S; 49 Are Zero or undefined. From the point of view of statistical physics, the quantity 3¢(J) is the
change of the free energy due to interaction, which is an interesting quantity. Depending on the parameter
7, it probes various properties of the interaction function V', such as the behaviour at zero or infinity. For

example, in the cases|(c)H(e)l we have

(VT +V™)

290) = ~A g

|B|. (1.11)
We set J = 0 here to make this quantity insensitive to the denominator Sy z(J = 0) = 1 in (I.4]) and thus
consistent with the standard definition of the free energy in constructive QFT. We recall that upper and lower
bounds on free energy, called UV stability, are difficult to prove for polynomial interactions, see e.g. [Dil3].
For bounded interactions treated in this note the free energy is readily computable.

Our paper is organized as follows: Section 2] starts with a non-technical explanation of a factorization
mechanism which is behind Theorem [I.1] and then moves on to the proof of our main result. In Section [3] we
generalize our construction to a certain class of A-dependent interaction functions. In Section Ml we discuss
the problem of controlling also the two-point Schwinger function for our class of bounded interactions.

Acknowledgements: I would like to thank Pawel Duch and Yoh Tanimoto for useful comments. Financial
support of the National Science Centre, Poland, via the grant ‘Sonata Bis’ 2019/34/E/ST1/00053, is gratefully
acknowledged.

2 Analysis

All constants ¢, ¢y, co, ... in the following depend only on m and d and may change from line to line. Our
proof of Theorem [[T]is based on the following proposition:

Proposition 2.1. The following bound holds true for £ € N

®DV(9))e, (VD) |
(D), _< (M) e, >

< S|V | Bl ——. (2.1)
log(A)

Let us first explain in a simple example the mechanism, which is behind the factorization property ([2.1). We
choose V(w) = sgn(w), which is invariant under scaling w — aw, o > 0. Hence the Fourier transform satisfies



V(au) = a~'V(u). Using this property, representation V(¢ (z)) = \/ﬁ [ duV(u)e@* and relation (L2), we
obtain

(®V(9)%) e,
)

5 N
_ Cpley—wg) | . (25=1%j%2;,CA)
2 Zz 1 uz uiu2 CA(O) + éA(O)l/z . (22)

i d$1d$2/ duldqu(ul)V(ug)
2 R2

Ca
Clearly, the only obstacle to factorization of the w-integral is the term involving %()xz) But for 1 # 9
this expression tends to zero with A — oo by Lemma below. On the other hand, the region close to the
diagonal z1 = xa gives a small contribution for bounded interactions, cf. estimates (2.19]), [2.20) below. We
stress that this factorization mechanism is independent of the field renormalization and relevant to all parts
of Theorem [ITl It is also distinct from the classical limit, which effects a similar factorization in perturbation

theory, cf. ([@2]) below. The field renormalization is needed to ensure the non-triviality of (22]), that is, to
Ca 172 Ca

keep the J-dependent term in the exponent in (2.2)) non-zero and finite. Since o = Zh a0

=775, this
can be achieved e.g. by setting Zy = Cx(0).

Moving on to the proof of Proposition 2.J] we list the relevant properties of the covariance C. The
non-optimal bounds from Lemma below are convenient for us, as they facilitate uniform treatment of all
dimensions d > 2. We postpone the proof to Appendix [Cl

Lemma 2.2. The propagator Ca has the following properties for d > 2:

0 < Ca(z) < CA(0) for x=#0, (2.3)
Oa(z) < !w\d%/? (2.4)
CA(0) > cplog(A),  for ¢ > 0. (2.5)
Next, we introduce the following ¢ x ¢ matrices for & := (z1,...,2) € R 0 < a <1,
M, (z) =1+ am(z), (2.6)
where m; () := %(_O)mj) for i # j and m; ;(x) = 0. We set M (z) := M ,—1(z) and for ¢ = 1 it is understood

that M, (z) = 1. Also, we will often abbreviate M, := M, (z), m := m(z). Next, we define the following
neighbourhood of the diagonal in B*

and denote its complement in B¢ by Dj. (For ¢ =1 we set D§ := B). We choose ¢, depending on A, ¢, d, as

follows
A= 7
5im <7> | (2.8)
log(A)

Lemma 2.3. Forx € Dj, and A > A (for some Ao depending only on d, m) the matrices M (x) are positive
definite. Furthermore,

_ c
IMa(@) ! < e, [Ma(z) " 0uMa(@)| < ——= (2.9)
log(A)’
for ¢ possibly depending on d, m but independent of A, x.
Proof. For € D§ we have |z; —x;| > d forall 1 <i < j < {. By Lemma 22
Cp(x; —x ) d—3 c 1
m ()= " I g @) - - 2.10
AN 0 210
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where we used definition (Z8)). Thus, recalling that m;; = 0 and using Schur’s test

(2.11)

DO =

1
m| < sup m; | <c—— <
Il < sup 3 i < s

for A > Ay, where Ay depends only on d,m. Consequently, M, = I + am, 0 < « < 1, is positive definite.
Furthermore,

1M < Y lim] (2.12)
£'=0
1M oM < M| [m]. (2.13)

Substituting ([2.11)) to (Z12), (2I3) we complete the proof. [

Lemma 2.4. Forx € D§ and A > Ag as in Lemma 2.3, the following equality holds true

(DV (B(x1)) ... V(d(z0))g,
(),

1

(27‘()”2 det(M( ))_1/2 /[RZ dw V(é’A(0)1/2'1_1))e_%(u’_q)T]\’I(x)il(w_'l)7 (2.14)

where we set V(w) := V(w1)...V(wy) and defined the vector

. <590va~’1\']> <5mg,éAJ>
g < TRt e )

Proof. Let us choose V; € S(R) s.t. V. 'V pointwise. Then, using that (2] holds for complex valued J if
we treat (-, -) as complex-linear in both arguments,

“HICAIN SV (p(21)) . .. Ve(d(x0)) e,

(2.15)

€
- R . 0 .
= e G2 Jo ™ V() (¥ 3=t =) o
= e 30OM (2m)72 du V. (1)~ (= wide, — ATy wybe, —17)
7
u2 ) ‘C_‘A(zifcv‘) .(Eﬁ;luj‘siv‘véA‘D
T2 1)@/26’1\(0)—5/2 du V-(Cp (0)""u)e T3 i M T G T G2 . (2.16)
7 R

and we made a change of variables u + Cx(0)~'/?u in the last step. Thus we can rearrange this expression

as follows, relying on the fact that M (z) is positive definite for € D} by Lemma 2.3}

(521 wyde; Cad)
éA (0)1/2

1 ~

~ —tuTM i
. CA(O)—Z/2/ du‘/;(CA(O)_l/2u)e su (z)u+
(2m)2* R¢

(271-) CA( )~ /2 dw V. (w) due—iC‘A(o)fl/QwTue_%UTM(m)ueiun
R¢ R

(27r) C’A 5/2/ dw V. (w) du e (CA(0) 7 ?w—g)Tu —uTM(z)u
R¢

— 1/2 —i(w—q)Tu,_ —iu"M(z)u
(%)g /deVg(C’A(O) w) [ due o

1 ~ LT 1 (y—
pr— £ w . .
oyl M@) V2 [ dwV(Ca(0)! e zoa M) e (2.17)
IRZ
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By taking the limit ¢ — 0 in the first line of (ZI6) and in the last line of (ZI7)) and applying dominated
convergence we conclude the proof. [J

Proof of Proposition 2.1l First we estimate the volume of Dj for § given by (2.8)). We define Ds.; ; :=
{z € B||z; — ;] <4 }. Clearly,

Ds C U Ds;; = |Ds| < Z |Ds.i - (2.18)

1<j 1<j

We note that | Ds.; ;| < cL =15 hence |Ds| < ct2L¥ =1 5%, Now we observe that

(D (p(21)) .- V(d(ar)) e,
| 4e1D,(=) <;¢(J)>CA —

< [VIIL LD < oL nd— (2.19)
log(A)
1 ($)<e¢’<=’>w¢<x1>>>@ DV (¢(z0)))e,
" Ds <e¢(J)>éA Tt <e¢(J)> én
< e |[VILRLN Dt < o)Ll — L (2.20)
log(A)

where we entered with the modulus under the Gaussian integrals and used positivity of e?(). We also exploited
that log(A) > 1, hence

g 0 =3z ]
6 = <710g(A)> <t NI (2.21)

We also note that the bounds (2.19]), (2.20) remain true if we replace 1p,(-) under the integral by one and
6% on the r.h.s by L% Thereby we obtain the factorization property @) for A < Ag, where Ay appeared in
Lemma 2.3l Thus it suffices to consider A > Ay in the following.

Let us look at the Dj§ part. By Lemma [24] the relevant quantity has the form:

(DV(d(21)) ... V(9(xe)g, (PDV(p1)s, — (PDV(o(x))e,
dxﬂpg(m)[ (@@D)g - (5, Gr . (e9(N)) - C}

A

4
B A

= deg(x){(%)—f/?det(M)—l/Z / dw V (Cp (0)2w)e~ 2 (w0 "M (w—q)
B? R?

— (2m) Y2 / dw V((?A(0)1/2w)e—%<w—q>T<w—q>}. (2.22)

We rewrite the expression in curly brackets as follows:

1 —
2n) 2 [ o 0u[det(Ma) 2 [ V() Pw)em im0 M w0
0 R¢

1 -
(2m) 2 / dor [ det(Mo) /> Te(M ' 0, M o) / dw V(Cp(0)Pw)e 3 @0 M w-0)] (993
0 R?

N~ N

+=(2m) 742 /1 da[det(Ma)_1/2/ dw V (C (0)Y2w) x
0 R¢

% (0 — q)TM 20, M o(w — q)e 20— Mo 1<w—q>], (2.24)



where we used that M, (z) is positive definite for £ € Dj, thus det(M,)~!/? = e~ 2Tr(og(Ma)) Ty egtimate
the respective terms above we bound V' by its supremum and change variables w — w + q

|2.23)]

IN

1
(277)—6/2“‘/’”&%/ da‘Tr(M;laaMa)‘/ d'we_%"’T“’
0 R

1 ! 1 !
= 5IVIi% / dor | Te(M 10, M.)| < 51V ]5 / da 0| M 0o M.||
0

< ceuvuiom, (2.25)
where we used the bound (2.9). Similarly,
@20 < 0 PIVIy [ dolM oM [ dvwTwe i
— vt /1 do |MZ 0, M, || < el (2.26)
2 Jo V1og(A)

Thus the claim follows from (ZI9)-(222). O

Proof of Theorem [ILII We consider the functional ¥, (J) end expand e *V(%) into a power series in .
Since the function V' is bounded, the series is absolutely convergent for any A € R. We write

<€¢(J) e—AV(¢)> N (e¢(‘])]}(¢)> o
) = (e, . :eXp<—>\“5(J—)>C~C>
Z (N (V) D, (V) \f
W=k < <e¢’(J>>@AC _< (D) >> (2.27)
R

By Proposition 2.1, we obtain that the rest term Ry, defined by (2.27)), satisfies

1A BI [V oo

|RA| < CT(A). (2.28)
Consequently,
Y1) =log(Xa(J)) = —A%—Flog <1 + exp <)\%>R/X>. (2.29)
C C
Now, making use of Lemma 2.4 for £ = 1, we canAwrite )
<¢<(2<5>(>¢2>C = Gy [, L V((ZaCA ) Page s (= () menn)’ (230)

This expression is bounded in A, since we can estimate V' by its supremum and then shift the w-variable.
Thus the logarithm on the r.h.s. of (229) tends to zero by estimate (2.28). Thus it suffices to compute the
limit A — oo of (Z30) for the respective items of Theorem [T}

[(a)] For —oo < < —1, Zx = Cx(0)", we have Zx/Cx(0) — 0 and ZyCy(0) — 0. Then, by the dominated
convergence and assumption (A;]),

2

230) — W/de/kdw [V0(w) + V_0(—w)]e~ 3%, (2.31)

As 0(w) = 3(sgn(w) 4 1), and sgn is antisymmetric, we obtain the claim.
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[(b)] For n = —1 we have Zx/C(0) — 0 but ZyCx(0) — 1. Then, recalling that V may not be continuous,
we change variables before computing the limit:

1/2 2
_ 1 12,10~ 5 (0= (ctey) (8200 )
(Z30) i da; de ((ZACA(0)) 2w)e
T
1/2 2

= 11// / (ZACr(0))1/2 V(w)e %((ZACA(O))I/Q_(Ci/(\O)) (82.0a )

(2m)1/2 ZACA

— 12

For —1 <n <1 we have Z, /Cx(0) — 0 and Z5,C)(0) — oco. Then, by assumption (Ag)),

2

&30) — #/ da:/ dw [VTo(w) —i—V‘H(—w)]e_%w . (2.33)
2m)2 Jp o Jr
[(d)] For n =1 we have Z;/Cx(0) — 1 and ZyCx(0) — oo. Hence, again by (A3]),

1 1
(2.30) — 71/2/ daz/ dw [V O(w) + V™ 0(—w)]e” 2@ 0:CaT))? (2.34)
(2m) B R

@ For 1 < n < oo we have Z)/C\(0) — oo and ZpCi(0) — oo. Then, assuming that J is compactly
supported, vanishing of x +— (d,,CJ) on a set of non-zero Lebesgue measure implies J = 0. Thus
inserting 1 = 1({d,, CJ) = 0) + 1({d5,CJ) # 0) and using (A3)), we obtain

1

- - T n 1/2 w ZA 12 e_%U)Q
(2@1/2/3‘1 /Rd V((ZaCa(0))/7( +<0A(0)> (62, CAJ)))

o 1(J:0)W/de /[Rdw (VH0(w) + V™ 0(—w))e3®

&30 =

2

(T £ 0) /B dz (VF0((55, CTY) + V™ 0(— (60, C.J))). (2.35)

After obvious rearrangements this gives the claim. (Without the assumption that J is compactly sup-
ported, the limit in the (d,,CJ) = 0 case would depend on the convergence properties of the sequences

A~ (CZ/(‘O))l/ 2(590, (Cp — C)J). These may a priori vary in a complicated manner with =z and J). O

One unfortunate feature of Theorem [T is the absence of any J dependence of S¢(.J) in parts[(a)l{(c)] i.e., for
n < 1. With the Sine-Gordon model in mind, one could hope that such dependence emerges if we relax the
assumptions (A7), (A3), e.g., by admitting some oscillations of V' near zero or infinity. It turns out that this
would not help. In fact, let us set t5 := Cx(0)'/2, Zy = Cx(0)" = ti" and a(x) := (6, CpJ). Then, by (2.30)),

we can write

<e¢(J)V(¢)> 77+1 n—1 2
(w —t3 a(x))
A (e¢(J)> o) 1/2 / daz/dwv (X . (2.36)

Now we introduce a parameter s € [0, 1], replace a(z) with sa(z) on the r.h.s. of (236]) and call the resulting
function fy(s). By estimating |[fa(1) — fa(0)] < fol ds|0sfa(s)] and taking the limit A — oo we obtain that
the J dependence is trivial for n < 1 relying only on the boundedness of V. This follows from

n—1

0s /de t”Jrl —3(w—t} " sa(@))’ :tX_la(a:)/dw V(tXHw)(‘) e~ 2wt} sa(x))? (2.37)
R
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due to the pre-factor tx_l. One could try to compensate this pre-factor by choosing A growing with A, but
such a growth would immediately spoil the bound (2:28) and thus undermine the factorization mechanism
from Proposition 211 Incidentally, this is how the Sine-Gordon model V(¢) = cos(8¢) evades our analysis:
The Wick ordering gives effective behaviour of the coupling constant A ~ e3802(0) which is incompatibe with
the factorization.

3 Generalization

It is clear from estimate (2.28]) that our methods apply to interaction functions V' depending on A, as long as
their supremum norms remain uniformly bounded in A. We consider an A dependent interaction function of
the form Vi (w) := V(zaw) and the corresponding interaction term Va(¢) := [z dx Va(¢(x)). We can compute
the UV limit of the resulting modified generating functional, which we still denote by ¥ (.J), using obvious
modifications of formulas ([2:29)), (230). Thus the problem reduces to computing the limit A — oo of

(?NVa(4))
(D)

A

25) " onoan)”

S <2w1>1/2 /Bd“/ﬁdw V(e (ZaCa(0)) V2u)e (= (5 (3.1)

Setting for concreteness zy := Cy(0)”, k € R, Theorem [[I] can be generalize. We focus here on part (d),
as it brings interesting new insights. It splits into three cases depending on k:

Corollary 3.1. Set Zn = Cp(0), za = CA(0)%, k € R. Then the limit 3°(J) := limp_,0c X{(J) exists for any
J € S(R% R) under the assumptions specified below. It has the form:

(d.1) Let k < —1. Then, assuming (A1]),

Vi+ V.

SJ) = A=

Nl CN ~ L (w—{6:,0))?
|B|—A\ 5 (27T)1/2/Bda:/dwsgn(w)e 2 . (3.2)

(d.2) Let k = —1. Then, without additional assumptions,
c 1 —Liw— 2
o(J) = —)\W/de /dw V(w)e™ z(W=0CN)% (3.3)

(d.3) Let k > —1. Then, assuming (A3)),

. VE4veo Vt-v- 1 T 2
W) = Ay Bl [ e [dwsguie o600 (3.4)

We note that in the case (d.1) we obtain Schwinger functions of the form (I.I0]) up to the coupling constant
renormalization, which is now Vi-V=  Hence non-Gaussianity holds if and only if V' is discontinuous at zero.
Thus our theories turn out to be sensitive to local regularity properties of the interaction functions.

In the case (d.2) the Schwinger functions differ more substantially from (LI0). By repeating the steps
from Appendix [Bl, we obtain, for n # 2,

S (@1 an) = —A(W/dw(@”‘/)(w)e_él"z) /Bda:C(a:—xl)...C(a:—xn). (3.5)

These n-point functions coincide with the tree level one-particle irreducible Slchwzinger functions of a pertur-
bative theory with the interaction function given by the convolution V*\/%e_i( ")*. Thus the class of theories

tractable by our methods is reacher than one could expect from (LI0]).

Strictly speaking, in part (e) additional regularity assumptions on V' may be needed to control the entire range of &.
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4 Conclusion and outlook

In this paper we succeeded in computing exactly the UV limits X¢(J) of the modified generating function-
als (L4)) for a large class of bounded measurable interaction functions V. We computed the connected
Schwinger functions Sy, as derivatives of ¥¢(J) w.r.t. J and observed that they coincide with the tree-level

one-particle irreducible Schwinger functions of the erf(¢/+/2) theory with the coupling constant renormalized

by the factor V+§V7. In Section [J] we noted that V may depend on A as long as it is uniformly bounded
in the supremum norm. In the class of interactions ¢ — V(zp¢), we could change the coupling constant
renormalization to V*;V* so that the Schwinger functions probe the continuity of V' at zero.

A more intriguing direction is to look at functions V' which become increasingly rough as A increases, but
remain uniformly bounded in A. For example, the number of discontinuities could increase with A. The hope
is that thinking in this direction one could invalidate (2.37]) by disintegration of the w-integrals and obtain
non-trivial Schwinger functions S} 49 also for n < 1. This would be an important step forward, as only for
7 < 0 a finite two-point connected Schwinger function is immediately available, as we now explain.

Strictly speaking, the limiting modified functionals ¥¢(.J) do not carry any information about the two-point
function of the limiting theory. But it appears consistent with (I4]), (I2) to define the two-point connected
Schwinger function by

1) 0
Sg(xl, LEQ) =

= 570 50(y) - D=0+ fim ZaCaa, @) (4.1)

We note that it is finite and well defined only for n < 0, in which case we have sz;éz = 0. For n < 0 we have
SS(x1,29) = 0, i.e., all the Schwinger functions are zero, whereas for n = 0 we obtain S$(x1,22) = C(x1, z2)
and reproduce the free field theory. In the case of n = 1, in which we obtained the Schwinger functions (LI0]),
we have S§(z1,x2) = co. We observe that this divergence coexists with relation (LIII), which demonstrates
the limitations of the conventional UV stability criterion.

From the point of view of Euclidean constructive QFT the blow-up of the two-point function is an obstacle,
which undermines the Osterwalder-Schrader reconstruction of the model as a Minkowskian QFT. From the
Minkowskian perspective this divergence may be a manifestation of the fact that the vacuum vector is not in
the domain of the quantum field or that pointlike-localized fields do not exist at all in these models. Actually,
there are general arguments pointing in a similar direction: if Zy > 1 or d > 4 then interacting scalar fields
must violate the canonical commutation relations [We, Eq (10.7.22)], [Ba87]. As a singular behaviour of
pointlike localized fields is not an obstacle to the existence of a QFT in the Haag-Kastler sense, it may be
fruitful to pursue a direct Minkowskian construction of models with bounded interactions in the spirit of
[BF20, BFR21].

Nevertheless, it would be preferable to tame the blow-up of the two-point function. As the problem occurs
at the level of free theory, it may be solvable by adding some spectator field, not interacting with the original
system. To illustrate the idea, we note that the denominator in (I.4]) satisfies So,i = (ele()) &, thus differs

from Sp A(J) only by the imaginary unit in the exponent. Thus we can express ¥4 (J) as a (non-modified)
generating functional of the complex field 1) := ¢ + ip and interpret the n-point functions (L.I0]), including
n = 2, as connected Schwinger functions of ¥. By an analogous construction we obtain the Schwinger functions
of 1*, but n-point functions involving both % and * are not immediately available. Their construction
amounts to the problem of coupling of two probability measures, whose solution is, in general, not unique.
While naive choices lead to the blow-up of such Schwinger functions, one can hope for a solution consistent
with Osterwalder-Schrader axioms.
Another direction is to take simultaneously the UV limit and the classical limit, i.e., to analyse

S}’\(J) = hp log(ehxl‘z’(‘])e_)‘hxlv(‘z’))hACA. (4.2)

It is easy to show by our methods that S§(J) is bounded in A for hy = Cx(0)~!. Based on preliminary
computations, we conjecture that it has a limit and limp_, S§(J) = 2¢(J) 4+ $(J,CJ). In this case all the
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Schwinger functions are finite and the family (II0)) is naturally complemented by the free covariance C'. This is
reminiscent of formal perturbation theory, where the classical limit extracts the tree-level connected Schwinger
functions. Unfortunately, the Osterwalder-Schrader reconstruction would fail to give a non-trivial QFT, due
to the Jost-Schroer theorem. But the construction would give an interesting, non-Gaussian, statistical physics
model.

A Existence of the functional measure with cut-offs

We define the Sobolev spaces L?*(R?) := { ¢ € §'(RY) | (1 — A)*/2¢ € L*(R?)} for s € N.

Lemma A.1. Let x € C°(RY) be an approzimate characteristic function of the set B. Then the Gaussian
measure Vg, s concentrated on ¢ s.t. xp € L>3(R?) for any s € N.

Proof. For any ¢ > 0

[ e, @110 - 2773618 = 00) < 3 [ v, (6110 - )02
= %/d:ﬁ x(x) / dvg, () (1 — D) x(2")p(2) p(2") o=
= % / dz x(z) (1 — Ay )*x(2")Ca (2 — )|/ =g (A1)

Recalling formula (L)) for Cy, we obtain that (A.]) is finite for any fixed A. As ¢ can be chosen arbitrarily
large, this completes the proof. [

We recall the Sobolev embedding theorem [BCD| Theorem 1.66]:

Theorem A.2. The space L>*(R?) embeds continuously in the Hélder space C*P(R?) if s > d/2 + k4 p for
some k € N and p €]0,1].

For the Holder space C**(R?) we refer to [BCD) Definition 1.49]. We only need here that it consists of
continuous functions.

Corollary A.3. For any bounded measurable function V the measure

e, (0) = g e (=X [ doVio(a))dve, (0) (A.2)

where Zp is the normalization constant, is well defined.

Proof. We note that [, dzV(¢(z)) = [5dz V((x¢)(z)). By LemmalAT] we can assume that x¢ € L>*(R?).
Thus, by Theorem [A.2] it has a continuous representative which we can compose with V. By the Jensen
inequality, boundedness of V' and compactness of B we have Z; > 0. [J

B Computation of Schwinger functions

Recall the generating functional (L.8))

Vt—-v- 1
D) = AV +V_)‘B’—)\( 5 )(277)1/2 /Bda: /dwsgn(w)e_é(w_@”’cﬂy. (B.1)

We can write, by Plancherel,
/dw sgn(w)e_%(w_w””’c‘m2 = /dus/gﬁ(u)e_§“2ei“<6””’c‘]>, (B.2)
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which is the action of the distribution sgn on a test function. As we are only interested in Schwinger functions
smeared with test functions fi ... f, € S(R%R), it suffices to compute functional derivatives w.r.t. J at zero
in the direction of such functions. This amounts to:

81 ..8€n/du@(u)e_%HQemzy—l€i<517cfi>|€1,...,€n=0' (B3)

It is easily seen that these derivatives commute with the action of Sgn as the approximating sequences converge
in S(R%;R). This expression equals

/ du () "SgR(w)e~ 37 (80, C 1) - (60, C L. (B.4)

We note the simple identities

/du (iu)”s/gﬁ(u)e_%“2 = / e_%“
/

(" 16) (w)e™ 2w

2

2

= L e 2wl = V2m(0%erf (w/V/2)) =0, (B.5)
where we used the definition of the error function erf(w) \/— fo dw' e=)? and the fact that it is antisym-

metric.

C Proof of Lemma

By performing the pp-integral in (ILT]) we obtain

N T o= o((H)24m?) o~ 4 (20) a2
_ m 1
oxe) = [ o [ o5 b el (1)

hence 0 < Ci(z) and Cp(x) < Cp(0) for = # 0. Property (2.4) follows directly from [GJ, Prop. 7.2.1]. To
obtain (2.3), we compute also the p-integral in (CI):

1 - - —am? _—1(20)71|z|?
Ch(z) = W//Az da =% e~2(2a) 2l (C.2)

Consequently Cy (0) > cflz/M doca=%? for some ¢ > 0.
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