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I. Introduction

We continue in this paper a program initiated in [1], henceforth referred to as
Paper I. One of the objectives set forth in that paper was a mathematically
complete construction of a super-renormalisable continuum gauge theory. This
paper contains results in this line of work.

The study of gauge theories on a lattice was originally suggested [2] as a
suitable starting point for learning more about gauge theories generally, because
lattice gauge theories provide a setting in which one can utilise methods of
statistical mechanics: —low and high temperature expansions and correlation
inequalities, etc. In addition these theories possess the two important properties of
Osterwalder-Schrader positivity and gauge invariance. No other method, yet
proposed, of regularizing continuum gauge theories so that they become ma-
thematically well-defined objects possesses all these attractive features. It is
therefore an important problem to verify that these theories converge in a suitable
sense to continuum theories when the lattice spacing is taken to zero. The limit
would then share these properties and in addition one would hope to verify that it
is Euclidean invariant (unlike the lattice theories). Various consequences of the
correlation inequalities which will be of interest to physicists as well as mathema-
ticians have been outlined in [3].

Unfortunately, it is unlikely that our method of proving convergence is
optimal. We have adopted a method of embedding lattice gauge theories in
continuum theories which is not natural in the context of geometry. It might be
rewarding to search for methods that treat the geometrical side with less than the
insensitivity that we have been able to muster. In the meantime we have in this
paper a number of functional analytic techniques that will extend to more singular
theories, abelian and non abelian and some of them will very likely be useful in
future improvements.
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We are here mostly concerned with two dimensional abelian gauge theories
interacting with Bose matter. An analogous program for fermion matter has been
started in [4]. Some of our results are valid for nonabelian gauge fields also. The
major simplification in the abelian case is that the measure describing a pure gauge
field is Gaussian in the continuum limit. We exploit this by noting that we may
obtain a Gaussian lattice gauge field by conditioning the continuum measure.
Thus given a continuum gauge field one may formally obtain a lattice gauge field,
which is a function from bonds of the lattice to group elements, by integrating the
gauge field along a given bond and applying the exponential map to the Lie
algebra element so obtained to get an element of the group. (If the group is
nonabelian, one should use an ordered exponential.)

One can then couple this lattice field to a matter field on the lattice and the
resulting lattice theory is gauge invariant. The procedure may be considered as
amounting to a special choice of lattice measure for the gauge field which differs
from Wilson’s [2] and others so far proposed, but which is also gauge invariant
and has the correct continuum limit, at least formally.

This procedure is not possible in more than two dimensions because with
probability one the gauge field is a distribution with insufficient regularity to be
integrated along a bond. However, as pointed out in Paper 1, it is possible to put in
an ultraviolet cutoff, i.e., change the Gaussian measure describing the continuum
gauge field to another one whose sample functions are more regular (almost
surely) and still retain a type of gauge invariance. Furthermore if the ultraviolet
cutoff is suitably designed (a cutoff in all but one direction in R") we obtain a
lattice theory with Osterwalder-Schrader positivity in one direction. This is of
course not a new observation. Lastly, as discussed in Paper I, we have correlation
inequalities even in the presence of an ultraviolet cutoff. They are in fact valid for
any lattice Gaussian measure for the gauge field.

Even in our case of two dimensions we find it convenient to use an ultraviolet
cutoff on the gauge field. This is in order to separate off the complexities of
renormalisation from proving the convergence of a lattice approximation. In other
words, if we did not impose an ultraviolet cutoff, we would have to insert
counterterms and cancel quantities that diverge as the lattice spacing is taken to
zero. We prefer to put in a cutoff and its subsequent removal (after the lattice
spacing is taken to zero) will be discussed in Paper III. Finally, we also give the
gauge field a mass (an infrared cutoff). This does not affect the Ward identities
which express the gauge invariance of the coupling between matter and gauge
fields. Correlation inequalities allow then to take this mass to zero. Full gauge
invariance is impossible in the continuum limit and gauge fixing is always
necessary. We really prove “gauge covariance”. The zero mass limit will also be
given in Paper III, and in fact we first take the infinite volume limit which is easier
whilst the gauge field has an infrared cutoff and then the zero mass limit.

We now give a rough formulation of our principal results. We will supply more
details and precise definitions later. It applies to a theory in a rectangle in IR? with
a continuum gauge field with a mass and an ultraviolet cutoff interacting with a
Bose field on a lattice with spacing ¢ >0. The Bose field is allowed self interactions.
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Theorem A. Given a sequence of simple cubic lattices whose spacings tend to zero,
the lattice measures which correspond to the theory described above converge in the
sense of characteristic functions.

The main results required for the proof of Theorem A can be found in Sects. III
and IV. Some of the more significant ones can be summarized as follows. Let
C; (C,), denote the lattice (continuum) Green’s function for the covariant finite
difference (continuum) Laplacian, 4; (4 ), in a lattice (continuum) gauge field, i (4).
The gauge field may be non abelian. We impose either free of periodic boundary
conditions at the boundary of a rectangle A.

Theorem B. Let (h) be a sequence of lattice gauge fields converging to a locally
bounded measurable gauge field A as ¢ tends to zero. Then the kernel of Ct,
converges locally in L, for all p with 1 <p<oo, to C,.

Theorem C. Let (h®) be convergent to a Holder continuous gauge field A, then the
determinant, z;., defined to be

det((—4°+m?)~ (= A, +m?) (= 4 +m?)~12)

with m* >0, converges to its formal continuum limit as ¢ tends to zero. The limit is
finite and strictly positive.

Our methods would also be useful in proving the appropriate analogues of
Theorems B and C in three space-time dimensions.

The limiting theory obtained in Theorem A is Euclidean covariant. It is not
invariant because of the boundary and also the cutoff on the gauge field. In two
dimensions it is possible to identify it with a theory constructed directly in the
continuum and then Euclidean covariance is obvious. However it is also possible
to obtain it directly from our theorems because they are valid when limits are
taken through lattices of varying orientation. We have slightly emphasized this
point because it may be a superior strategy in more singular theories. Obviously
Euclidean covariance is necessary if the final theory obtained by taking the infinite
volume limit and removing the ultraviolet cutoff is to be Euclidean invariant. Note
that Euclidean invariance and Osterwalder-Schrader positivity in one direction
combine to yield positivity in all directions.

Let us now briefly outline the steps in our proof. We begin in Sect. II by
collecting our notation and conventions and summarizing some useful facts about
trace class ideals (#,) of operators [5]. In Sect. IIl we prove Theorem B. One
reason why this part of our work is more difficult than the corresponding parts of
the lattice convergence proof in [6] for Bose fields without gauge fields is that we
can no longer use the Fourier transform to diagonalize all our Euclidean
propagators C;. simultaneously. Instead we rely heavily on the theory of trace
class ideals and analyticity. We have prefaced Sect. III by a short verbal
description of these methods since they may find other applications.

In Sect. IV we prove convergence for lattice fields of bosons in an external
Yang Mills field as ¢ 0. The Yang Mills field can be non abelian. Although we do
not prove it in this paper, the limiting partition function is closely related to that
investigated by Schrader [7]. The differences are as follows: (1) we include the
factor #°(A4) (see IV and Theorem C) which Schrader et al. [7] refer to as the
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“renormalized determinant”; (2) our normal ordering of the bose self interaction is
with respect to Cj instead of C%. Both these features are forced on us since we are
going to integrate over the gauge field (in the next section). The renormalized
determinant is a considerable nuisance because it contains contributions which
diverge as ¢\ 0, and one must use gauge invariance in the form of a Ward identity
to prove that the divergent parts cancel each other up to a remainder which is
finite in the limit. (This type of phenomenon is well known to physicists.) The
change in normal ordering (2) is not a simplification either. The point of
Theorem 3.5 and its quite lengthy proof is to control this change of normal
ordering as ¢\0.

Our proof of convergence owes much to [6]. We also proceed by embedding all
our lattice theories in one continuum theory (white noise instead of the free
Euclidean field used in [6]). We find that we need to prove that the square roots

]/Z’EET converge in .#, and since we cannot use the Fourier transform we prove a
little lemma that provides a sufficient condition that the (non linear) map A+ f(A4)
be continuous from .#, to 7.

In Sect. V we complete the proof of Theorem A, in the form of Corollary 5.2 by
showing that the integral over the abelian gauge field, A, of the lattice external
gauge field partition functions of Sect. IV converges as ¢\ 0. This then is merely a
matter of justifying the interchange of the ¢ \ 0 limit with the A integral so that we
can apply the results of IV. To do this we use dominated convergence, appealing to
the diamagnetic bound of Paper I, Corollary 2.4, and Theorem 4.1, to show a
uniform bound on the external gauge field partition functions. We also have to
show that the class of gauge fields allowed in Sects. Il and IV are a set of measure
one. This is a slightly fine point since the ultraviolet cutoff on the A4 field does not
regularize the sample functions much because we wish to have Osterwalder-
Schrader positivity in one direction. We appeal to a beautiful paper [8] by Garsia
on the continuity properties of sample functions of Gaussian measures to settle
this point.

We also discuss Osterwalder-Schrader positivity in this section (Theorem 5.5).
We explain what types of cutoff on the covariance of the Gaussian measure
describing the gauge field yield a continuum limit with positivity in one direction.

In our final section, VI, we provide some technical preparations for our next
paper in which we will remove the ultraviolet cutoff. We discuss counterterms and
define renormalized partition functions and measures for abelian gauge theories.
We give the Feynman rules and in Theorem 6.1 prove an identity, the change of
covariance formula, inspired by similar formulas in [9]. This formula will be used
in Paper III to generate (by iteration) an expansion of the Glimm-Jaffe type [10]
which will prove that the partition function, when correctly renormalized, is
bounded above and below uniformly in the ultraviolet cutoff. This is the most
difficult step involved in removing the ultraviolet cutoff. The formula is of the
following type

1
<P>1_<P>o= (5)<KP>zdt

in which P is a polynomial in the fields, (>;, (Do, <), are unnormalized (but
renormalized!) expectations. The subscripts 1,0 refer to different ultraviolet
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cutoffs ; t parametrises a family of cutoffs that interpolate between O and 1; K is a
partial differential operator in &/5¢. The important point about K is that it
depends only on renormalized quantities and so does not diverge in the ultraviolet
limit. For this reason this formula can be made the basis of a method of removing
the ultraviolet cutoff.

In an appendix we briefly sketch how to extend our results to the case where
Dirichlet boundary conditions are imposed on the Bose field.

II. Preliminaries: Notation, Trace Ideals

In this section we fix notation, give some definitions and quote some theorems on
trace ideals.
First we present a list of symbols followed by an explanation of their meaning

ACIR?, a bounded open set,

LCIR?, a simple cubic lattice, unit spacing,

LM =eLnA, LO=¢l,

B ={(x,ee,):xe L®, n=0,1}.
¢ is the set of bonds considered as closed subsets of R?; e,, u=0,1 are the unit
vectors which generate L, i.e.,

L={nye,+n,e,:ny,n eZ}.
Let #% ) be the subset of bonds contained in 4. We denote by 0° the finite
difference gradient

O f(x)=e"'[f(x+ee,)—f(x)]

associated with L?; ¢ is defined both on functions on L® and on continuum
functions. The continuum gradient is denoted by 4.

We now wish to introduce covariant derivatives. Let G be a compact Lie group
unitarily represented on a finite dimensional Hilbert space V. Let 4, be a gauge
field. For u=0,1, A4, is a map from R? into the Lie algebra £(G) of G. The
covariant derivative is defined on V-valued functions on R? by

D, p=0,p—ied,q, (2.1)

e is a constant, the electric charge. The finite difference covariant derivative is
defined only on lattice functions with values in V,

D;, ($(x)= & [h(x)p(x +ee,) — d(x)], (2.2)

where h*, a lattice gauge field is a map from bonds <{x,¢e,) into G.
The covariant Laplacians are defined by

4,= _Dj,uDA,u
Ay = —D5 ,Dj

hypo

(2.3)

where we use the Einstein summation convention on u=0, 1.
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Let
L,=L_(R*ZL(V))

be the space of two component measurable functions with values in linear
operators Z(V) on V, given the norm

I BJ| =ess. sup (IBoC 2w + 1B (o)1) 2 (2.4)

where the subscripts refer to the lattice directions and || || 4y, is the operator norm
on V. We introduce this norm because it appears to be appropriate for the
discussion of convergence of gauge fields in Theorem B. The derivatives in the
definition of the covariant Laplacian are applied in the distribution sense. We take
the gauge field A to bein L.

We now introduce some notation whose purpose is to make the lattice objects
resemble their continuum limits in order to facilitate the discussion of con-
vergence. Let B=B, be a two-component map from L® into #(V). Set

£  — A8 _ i, RE
D3 ,=0,—ieB;

& e* & (2.5)
a= —DB’uDB,u.
These are operators on V valued functions on L®.
We will be particularly concerned with the following two choices for B,
B4y, Bi=o,
where
A =(ieg)” 1 (hi(x)—1
o= (iee) ™ (i (x)—1) (2.6)

eieed,f.(x) =ht (X)
” .

The second equation defines o/ in terms of A%, provided h is sufficiently close to the
identity that the exponential map may be inverted, o/° belongs to #(G), the Lie
algebra. 4A° does not. Note that if we choose B*=A4°,

D,ﬁ,”=(hfl)_1Df4’ﬂ

2.7
Az=AY. 27

The Q Identification. Let f be a function on IR*. We can obtain a function on a
lattice L), Q¢f, defined by averaging, i.e.,

O’ fx)=¢"" g J»dy,

where 4, is a unit square centred at the lattice point x. Conversely, given a
function f defined on a lattice, we can obtain a continuum function Q% f which is
the piecewise constant (constant inside each lattice square) function which
coincides with f at lattice points. With the aid of Q, Q*, we can obtain continuum
operators from lattice operators, e.g.,

Di—Q DyQ".
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The main reason why we like these operators is that 6° and all functions of ¢°
commute with Q¥ Q% (Recall that &° can be considered to be an operator on
continuum functions.) Another way of stating the same thing is that if 4 is a
function of ¢, we can consider it either as a lattice operator or a continuum
operator A. Then if f is a continuum function

AQ°f=Q°Af.
Thus Q gives us an embedding of lattice into continuum. We will simplify our

formulas by omitting these Q operators. Therefore if the context requires it lattice
functions and operators are to be identified with their continuum counterparts

derived via Q.

Euclidean Propagators, Boundary Conditions. Let £$(A)=¢,(A) be the space of
square summable V-valued functions on L®(A) with norm (first example of Q
identification)

A2, =1 xall7d?x,

where y , is the lattice characteristic function of A and | ||, is the norm on V. 4; is
an operator on Z,(IR?). By a form method [11] we can extend 4, to a selfadjoint
unbounded operator, also denoted 4, on L,(IR?). The inverses

C=(m*—4,)"", Ci=m?>-4)7",
where m?>0 are bounded operators; their norm is less than or equal to m™ 2
Their kernels, the covariant Green’s functions are henceforth called “covariances”
in view of their later role as covariances of Gaussian measures.

If the gauge field vanishes outside A which by definition means that it is zero on
all bonds not contained in A, in the lattice case, we say that the covariance has free
boundary conditions. We introduce an operator Cf, on /,(A) by

Ch=14Cs -

The covariant Laplacian with free boundary conditions, Af, is defined by

m*—Af=(CH~*. (2.9)

A Convention for the Internal Degrees of Freedom. In order to clean up our
language we are going to suppress ¥, #(V) in some of our norms and spaces, e.g.,
our use of /7, for V-valued functions is an instance of this.

The Interaction. The operator on 7, given by

Wi =4;—4°
= —ie A0 +ie 0 AL — 2 ATA,
will be referred to as the interaction with the gauge field. In the case where h® is
derived from o/° (see 2.6), it may be written
Wi=+e 2T (h*—1),+¢" *(h" —1), T}
= tiee "IVl —iee” \AT

- ;(Tj*(dﬁ)2+(dj)2T:)+ O(ee®), (2.11)
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where T}, is the operator of translation by ¢ in the u direction. The term O(ge®) is of
order ge? in operator norm if AeL,.
The kernel of the Fourier transform of this operator is

Wilp,q)= +iee™ (e “Pn—e)s/(p—q)
2

= (e ) () (p— )~ Oee?). (212)

The Fourier transform is defined by

)= 3 & flgeiv.

2 xeL(®)

X2
The variable p=(p,, p,) lies in the square | — %, ﬂ , because the dual space for

the lattice is a torus.

Trace Norms [12]. We will have frequent occasions to use the following spaces of
operators. Let H be a Hilbert space. A compact operator T:H— H belongs to the
class 4, l=p= oo, iff

IT],=(te(T*T)"?)!P < 0

(2.13)
|T), =operator norm=||T] .

[t can be shown that .7, is complete, and furthermore the Holder inequality

n n 1 1
(7 1
i=1

<ITIT%l,, X—-=- (2.14)
P i=1
is valid. In this inequality we can drop the condition that T; be compact if p,= co.

i=1Pi D

Proposition. a) For 1 <p < oo, finite rank operators are dense in .#,. b) .J is closed
with respect to taking adjoints.

Theorem (Griimm [13]). Let A, be a sequence of operators in S ,, 1<p<co. If
A, (A¥) converges to A (A*) strongly and || A, ||, converges to || Al| ,, then A, converges
toAin g,

Remark. Simon [14] shows that strong convergence can be replaced by weak
convergence in the hypothesis, if p> 1.

I11. Bounds, Analyticity, and Convergence
of Covariant Lattice Green’s Functions

In this section we establish some properties of our covariant Green’s functions
(covariances) which will be needed for the proof of convergence of the lattice
approximation.

In Definition 3.2 we define a notion of convergence for a sequence of gauge
fields h associated to lattices L® with arbitrary orientations, ¢,,¢,, ... being a
sequence of lattice spacings tending to zero. Given that a sequence of lattice gauge
fields converges to a continuum gauge field in this sense, we show in Theorem 3.2
that the associated covariances, considered as operators on L, via the Q
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identification of the last section, converge in a “local” Hilbert Schmidt norm. We
also show that the functions obtained by restricting to the diagonal the kernels of
the differences between the covariant covariances and the free covariances
converge in L for 1 <p<co. This is done in Theorem 3.3. Actually all operators
we consider are finite matrices (for ¢ >0), or finite rank operators after using the Q
identification to put them on L,, but it is useful to state results and think of them
in continuum language since we are taking a continuum limit.

To prove these results we use the diamagnetic bound [15], stated here as
Theorem 3.1, to obtain uniform bounds. The other main technical device is to first
prove convergence when the gauge field is small and then use analyticity, as
proven in Lemma 3.4, to extend the convergence to arbitrary gauge fields. We give
a proof of Lemma 3.4 for the sake of being self contained, but the result is a special
case of well known general theorems [16].

The notion of convergence in Definition 3.2 is sufficient for the results of this
section but has to be strengthened to prove convergence of the lattice partition
function in an external gauge field. The reader is referred to the next section for
this.

We begin by stating the results.

Theorem 3.1 [15] (the diamagnetic bound)
IC M= (Il 0=Sa<oo.

C;Y (x, y) denotes the kernel of the operator C;, raised to the power o in the operator
h D h p 14
sense.

This is an easy generalisation of the Nelson-Simon inequality [15]. A simple
proof has been reproduced in Paper L.

Remark. The same inequality is valid for periodic, Dirichlet and Neumann
boundary conditions on both sides.

Before stating the next theorem, which is the main result of this section, we
need

Definition 3.2. A family of lattice gauge fields 4° is convergent to a gauge field 4 as
e—0 iff A%, defined by

A;(x)=(iee) ™ (hi(x)—1)
converges to A in L, ie., |4°>A|—0.

Theorem 3.3. If a family (h°) of lattice gauge fields converges to A as e—0, then the
kernel Cj.(x,) of Cy, converges in L(Ax A), 1 <p<oco.

Remark. The limit is C ,(x, y).
The proof of this theorem will use Lemma 3.4 given below.

Lemma 3.4. Let B=B;, E=E; be bounded ¥(V) valued functions on L®. Then
Cy 15X, y) is a real analytic £,(A x A) valued function in J, which extends to a
function analytic in the strip

e e SR
2 A B+ [ S1ma) |E)P=¢<1.
m m
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The extension C5 ., , is bounded by

”C%-FlE”[z(A x4)§ ”CB+RelE“fz(A xA)(l -&)” L.

Remarks. 1) Cy, ;¢ is real analytic but not analytic as defined in (2.5), (2.8) because
of the adjoints in (2.5).

2) The same lemma holds for the continuum covariance.

3) Periodic, Dirichlet, Neumann boundary conditions could be accomodated.

The final result of this section will be used to control Wick ordering terms.
Define the operator

oC,=C,—Cy.
The kernel will be denoted 6Cj(x, y).

Theorem 3.5. Let (h°) be a family of gauge fields converging as ¢ tends to zero to a
continuum gauge field A, then for 1 <p< 0,

[tr6C(x, x) — tr6Ce(x, x)P—0, &, -0,
4 h

where the tr denotes a sum (trace) over internal indices.

Remark. The theorem asserts that §C® is a Cauchy sequence. In fact the limit is the
continuum expression

0C 4(x,x)=(C 4 —Cop)(x,x).

It can be shown that 6C has a kernel which is continuous in x and y so that the
restriction to the diagonal is well defined.

Proof of Lemma 3.4. We will compress the notation by suppressing ¢, ut. Let F, G be
bounded £(V) valued function on L. Then

Dp,c=Dp—ieG.
Therefore
Ap,e=A4p—ie(G*Dp—D¥G)—e*G*G
=Ap+We -

Let y, be the characteristic function of 4. We show that the Neumann series for
the resolvent

0

14CrraXa=14CF* Y (CH*Wp CH?)'CH 14 (3.1)

n=0
is convergent in Hilbert-Schmidt norm (=%, norm =norm of kernel considered as
a function in /%(R?*xIR?)) provided |G| is sufficiently small. By Holder’s
inequality for .#, spaces
124CH(CF* W, 6 CF 2V CE21all 2 S IaCH2 13 I CE 2 Wy 6 CH2 "
S 1%4Crxall (€ CH2G*DpC2 | + el CE*DEGCH? || + €| CH 2 G*GCH? | )"

e2

élICFHz<2%HGII+WIIGHZ)H. (32)
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The last bound is obtained by applying the easy bounds
1
ey
ICH2G*DC? | S [ICH?| | G*|| | CH2DEDRCH? | <[ CH2|| |G (3.3)
ICE*DEGCH? | SICH| G
The bound (3.2) shows that (3.1) is convergent if

22161+ S 6] =¢ <1. (34
By taking norms under the sum in (3.1)

1
ICri6lla= ”CFHZITé’
To prove the lemma, take F =B +(ReA)E, G=1im AE. This completes the proof of
Lemma 3.4.

Remark. In the proof of Theorem 3.5 we will use the fact that the argument above
is trivially adapted to show that y,C%, ,:0° is #, real analytic and bounded in a
strip.

Proof of Theorem 3.3. We begin by assembling some simple lemmas which will be
used in the proof.

Lemma 3.6. Let A, be a sequence of operators in #,, 1 <p < oo, which converge in %,
to A. Let B, be a sequence of operators which are uniformly bounded in operator
norm and B,— B, B¥— B* as n— co in the strong operator topology. Then A,B,—AB
in #, as n— oo.

Remark. A related result was an 1mportant ingredient in the lattice convergence
proof of [6].

Proof
IAB—A,B,[l,=[(A=A,)B|,+ [ 4,(B—B,)ll,=|4—A,l, Bl + 4B -B,)I,
+ II(A—An)IIp(IIB!I + Sl,}pHB,.II)-
The first and final terms tend to zero. Let C,, =B, — B. We are reduced to showing
AC, tends to zero in .#,. Approximate A by a ﬁnlte rank operator A so that
|A—Al,<6

for a given §>0. It is enough to show that AC, tends to zero in 4 ,. Equivalently,
one can show that C¥A* tends to zero, i.e.,

tr(AC,CANP? ——0.
Since this is a finite rank operator, it is sufficient that C,, C¥* tend to zero strongly

because the uniform operator norm bound then implies C,C* tends to zero
strongly.
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Lemma 3.7. Let C*=C%, x, ye L©,

1 p
Cy)=5- | dhCOMe e,
HH)

Citk)= %(28—2 u=Zo:, 1 (1 -coseku)+m2) 1®1,.
Proof. Easy consequence of definitions and Fourier series (see [6]).
Lemma 3.8. Let U CIR? be bounded and measurable.

IxuCitylL, =const
uniformly in ¢, h*-1 <p <oo.

Proof. Theorem 3.1 reduces these statements to the special case h*=1 for which
they are well known. A simple proof can be based on Lemma 3.7 and the
Hausdorff-Young inequality.

Lemma 3.9. Let U CIR? be bounded and measurable, then
1) XU(CS)"‘—H—O»XUC“ in J,, a>1/4.
2) aa(cs)l/z_;?acl/z

in strong operator topology.
3) (Cs)1/2as* S C1/26*
50

Proof. 1) To begin with it is sufficient to take U to be a rectangle in R2. To see this
let D*(x, y) be the kernel of

(Cop—coy
then
lx(CoY = CH] 5 = [f] (f] ID¥(x, y)I?

so that the norm is increasing in U. Next, by Griimm’s theorem (Sect. II), it is
enough to prove that

a) [ x(CYll 4= 1 C*la -
b) (C**—C* in strong operator topology.
For a), by Lemma 3.7

2o CP 1 = X dk § a0 7k + K2 ICRIC(K) >,

2
. o nm .
where the range of integration is [ —— —J for k and k'. The dominated convergence
¢ e

theorem completes Part a).
Part b), 2) and 3) are all similar. We discuss 2). An easy argument with Q° shows
that it is enough to show that the Fourier transform
) N 1 _
TN DEW )@y

in strong operator topology as an operator on L,(IR?). This is easy.
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The proof of Theorem 3.3 is a series of reductions.

1) We claim that it is enough to show convergence in L,(A x A). We know that
CieL,(Ax A) uniformly in & by Lemma 3.8. Combining this with Holder’s
inequality and L, convergence proves L, convergence by an easy argument.

2) It is enough to prove L,-convergence in the special case that

Al <1.

Proof. If ¢ is sufficiently small, the definition of convergence of h° implies A° is in a
small neighborhood of 1, uniformly in the bonds in %* and e¢<¢'. Therefore we
may define o7 a Lie algebra valued function on bonds (with two components) by

hé = eieﬂs
and then, given 1eRR, set
he(i) = eield“ .

It is then easy to verify that h%(A) converges in the sense of Definition 3.2 to AA4.
Furthermore, by Lemma 3.1 the covariance Cj,; is real analytic in A. It extends to
a function which is analytic in a strip of width independent of e<¢'. Lemma 3.4
combined with Theorem 3.1 shows the extensions Cj ;) are bounded uniformly in
e=¢', AeR. Therefore a form of Vitali’s theorem (see the remark below) tells us that
convergence for all 4 is guaranteed by convergence for 4 in a neighboorhood of
zero. This completes the proof of Part 2) because we may replace A by 14 with
[Al<1.

3) We will now assume ||A|, ¢ are sufficiently small so that the resolvent
expansion

XACZEXA zxAcal/Z Z (Cm/z Wscsl/Z)ncsl/ZXA
n=0
is convergent in L,(IR* x R?) uniformly in ¢ <¢'. To see this we refer to the proof of
Lemma 3.4. Recall

W= —ie(A”0°— 0 A7) —e? AT A®.

By virtue of the uniformity, we can prove y,Ci.x , is convergent as ¢ tends to zero
by proving

1aCT(C) PWECH Y (CY 2y, m=0,1,
4

is convergent in L,(IR? x IR?) as ¢ tends to zero. The operator in brackets raised to
the power of n is strongly convergent by virtue of Lemma 3.9, Parts 2) and 3) and
the fact that (C*)¢*" and its adjoint are bounded uniformly in operator norm. The
factors y ,C®!/? are convergent in .#, by Lemma 3.9, Part 1). The proof is completed
by Lemma 3.6 with p=4, together with: A,—» A4, B,—»Bin 4,=A,B,—~AB in .4,,
which is a simple consequence of Holder’s inequality.

A Remark on Vitali's Theorem. Vitali’s theorem [17] does not in its usual
formulation hold for operator valued normal families. However if a normal family
& of operator valued functions, analytic in a region £, is known to contain a
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subsequence convergent in some open set U in £, then that subsequence converges
throughout Q. A simple proof may be constructed by exhausting Q by a set of
overlapping open discs. The power series expansions associated with each disc are
convergent uniformly in 4, so it is enough to prove termwise convergence, i.e.,
convergence of all derivatives at the centre points of the open discs. This is already
given for any disc whose centre is in U. Any point in  may be reached by passing
along a suitable chain of discs.

Remark 3.10. In the proof of Theorem 3.5 we will use the fact that the argument
given above can easily be adapted to show that y,C;.0” is Cauchy in .7,.

Proof of Theorem 3.5. We begin by proving a lemma based on Corollary 4.8 of
[14].

Define the following norm on functions on R?,

1£113, 5= J1£ () (1 +x7)2dx.

Lemma 3.11. For p, §, « satisfying
1=p=2, 6>0, oa>1/24+6, p
IC S lls, = Ca sl f 2

uniformly in €, h.

Proof. Define z€[0,1] by
p=[z+1/20—-2)]"*.

Define y, f>1/2 by
S=zy, a=f+z)

-2
1+26

and let K, be the operator with kernel
K (x, )=(CP = fy) (1 +y?) 7.

The lemma is equivalent to proving
IK Ny, =Cpy LS5

By interpolation, [18], it is sufficient to prove this for z=0,z=1. When z=0, p=2;
z=1, p=1. By the diamagnetic bound, Theorem 3.1,

1Kol %, = JIfC)IP(C)* (x —x)dxdy.

We have omitted internal indices which are to be summed over. By the Fourier
transform Lemma 3.7, the right hand side is bounded by a constant times | f|3
which completes the z=0 case. For the z=1 case we write

K,=A4B, |Kls; =lAls,IBls,
and choose 4, B to have kernels

A(x,y)=C(x,y)(A+y?) ™7

B(x, y)=(1+x*)'Ci(x,y) (1) (L +y*) 7.
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We have omitted and will omit &’s to simplify the formulas.

The techniques used in the z=0 case can be applied to show that [4]|,, is
bounded by a constant depending on y, B, because (1+ y?)~ 7 belongs to L,. The .,
norm of B is equal to

I (L +x2) 7712 [Ch(x — y)* (1 +y?) > dxdy .

We show this is less than a constant times || f|, by using
L+y2)7 (1 +x2)77+(1+(x—y)*)*

together with
ICi(x—y)| S ce >

which follows from the analyticity of the Fourier transform of C3.

We now return to the proof of Theorem 3.5. We wish to show that 6C;, is
Cauchy in L, when restricted to the diagonal. We first show that 6Cj.(x,x) isin L,
uniformly in . Thus

(f [try, 6CE(x, x)"dx)”” < sup [ try(f(x)5 Ciulx, x))dx, (3.5)
A S
where f is a function whose values are scalar multiples of the identity in £ (V).

Internal indices have been omitted, they are summed to form the trace (tr;) on V.
The supremum is taken over f such that

1 1
tr, fI7dx\'" =1, —+==1.
( i Itry f1 ) >t
The right hand side of the inequality (3.5) can be written as a trace, i.e.
sup tr(6C; f). (3.6)
!

We are omitting ¢’s to simplify the notation. Define h(4) as in the proof of Theorem
3.3,

h=e",  h(i)=e,

(3.6) can be written

1
supjdlitr(éc,lf), (3.7)
o dA
where 6C; =0C,;,. Expand using
d d
d—15Cl= —Cl(ﬁ W) C,,

W=ie[0*A,— Af0]—e*A%A,,
A, =(iec)" 1 (h(A)—1).

We are as usual suppressing u’s. Therefore

%tr(écl f)=ietr(C,0*4,C,f)
—ietr(C,A¥C, f)— e tr(C,(A*AY C,f). (3.8)
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The prime indicates differentiation with respect to A. The integral over A of this is
less than the supremum over 1[0, 1]. We now will show how to bound the first
term in (3.8) by a constant times the L, norm, ||, of / which is one. Similar
steps yield the same bound for the second term and the third term is easier so we
will not dicuss these further. Thus this bound will show that the L, norm of 6Cj. is
bounded uniformly in &. From this point we will drop the tr;,. A sum over internal
indices is to be understood.
We bound the first term in (3.8) using Holder’s inequality,

tr(CO*A'CS) <[ C*o*A'C|, | CPfCP,, (3.9)

where o+ f=1. We are now suppressing / also. The cyclicity of the trace was used
to move a factor C*. The second .#, norm equals

(i £ T ICR(x p)I? f (y)dxdy)“ 2, (3.10)

By Holder’s inequality and Theorem 3.1, the diamagnetic bound, this is less than a
constant times

(f fI1C3(x, y)Hé‘EV))”z" £, (3.11)
AA

The first factor is bounded uniformly in ¢ provided
2p(1-2p)<1 (3.12)

because homogeneity considerations applied to the Fourier transform of C*¥ show
that

IC*P(x, y)| Sclx—y| 720720 (3.13)

uniformly in ¢ Our choice of f§ is constrained by (3.12). Our proof that 6C is
uniformly in L, will be complete if we can show that «=1—pf can be picked
consistent with (3.12) so that the first .#, norm in (3.9) is bounded uniformly in e.
We have

[C*o* A C* |, = | C*0*|| [ A°C*l. (3.14)

The second norm is bounded uniformly in ¢ if «>1/2 by an argument like that
used to bound (3.10). One has to use the fact that A} is bounded in L norm
uniformly in 4, &. We claim that if o > 1/2, the first norm is also bounded uniformly
in ¢. Thus by the triangle inequality and the definition of D),

1C50* I = 1C5 D5 | + el C* AT - (3.15)

The second norm is bounded uniformly in ¢ because ||4,]| is bounded and ||C*|| is
less than (m?)~* We bound the first norm by

a—1/2

a—1/2 1
|C5 2 I1C3 Dy = (nT) |C32 D Py C1 21112 < (m—) (3.16)

as was used in the proof of Lemma 3.4. We have now proved that the Z, norm of
0C is bounded uniformly in e.
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We now combine this result with Lemma 3.11 to complete the proof of
Theorem 3.5. By Holder’s inequality, it is enough to prove 6C is L,-Cauchy. If
A(x, y) is the kernel of an operator Ae.#,

/11‘ [A(x, x)ldx = Sl}p tr(fXAAXA) Sllxadxa “Jl s

where the supremum is over f with || f||, =1 and y,, is the characteristic function

of A; To make then the left hand side unambiguous one should of course think of

A being factorized into two Hilbert-Schmidt operators. By this inequality it

follows that we may prove our theorem by showing that 6C is convergent in ;.
Since

5C=C,W,Cy=ieC,0*AC, —ieC,A*0C,+€>C,A*AC,

(where subscripts u, ¢ have been suppressed) it is enough to show that

a) x,C,0* Cauchy in .7,

b) AC,x, Cauchy in .7, ,,

e.g. the first term in the expansion for y,0Cy, is #, Cauchy because we may take
h=1 in b) and combine a) and b) by Holder’s inequality. A similar argument
involving the adjoints of the operators in a) and b) (which converge because taking
the adjoint is a continuous map from ., to .#,) suffices for the second term. The
third term is Cauchy in .#, because b) implies y,C,A* and AC,y , are each Cauchy
in .

As has already been remarked, the proof of a) can be accomplished along the
same lines as the proof of Theorem 3.2. To prove b) observe that by Lemma 3.11 it
follows that Cix, is in .#, for 2=p>1 uniformly in &. By Theorem 3.3 it is
convergent in #,. Holder’s inequality implies b). The proof of Theorem 3.5 is
complete.

IV. Convergence of the Lattice Approximation
in an External Yang Mills Field

In this section we prove that the partition function and its associated finite volume
expectation, for the case in which the Yang Mills field is external, converge as the
lattice spacing tends to zero. We allow the orientation of the lattice to vary as the
limit is taken, in order to be able to conclude Euclidean covariance of the limit.
For simplicity we consider a lattice theory with just one boson field. Extra boson
fields would not be a serious complication.

We begin by some changes in notation and normalisation of the partition
function described in Sect. 2.3 in Paper 1. These are necessary for a convenient
description of the continuum limit. We factor the partition function into a
renormalised determinant «%(h°) and a partition function Z°%(h°) of the type
considered by Schrader [7], but on a lattice; it differs also in that the boson self
interaction V¢ is normal ordered with respect to (m*—4°)~'. We show con-
vergence for these two factors separately in Theorems 4.2 and 4.1 respectively. The
convergence proof for Z%(h®) is based in spirit if not in body on [6]. One difference
which appears to help in this case is that we embed our lattice Gaussian processes
in white noise. The diamagnetic bound, Corollary 2.4 of Paper 1, is an important
ingredient.
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The convergence proof for #(h°) involves a study of some divergent (as ¢|0)
contributions to the vacuum polarisation, [T, which cancel up to a finite
transverse part by a Ward identity, or gauge invariance. This work is rather
grubby and is postponed to Appendix A.

In Paper I we defined partition functions for matter in external Yang Mills
fields (see for example Sect. 2.3 in Paper I). We now specialise to Bose matter in R?
with free boundary conditions. We will also be making some normalisation
changes to obtain partition functions which will converge as ¢—0.

Let ¢ be a function from L to V represented in components by (¢, ,), xe L@,
i=1,...,dim V. Define

D¢=[]dRed, dImg,,.
2= [ Do o
NG I)= — 12, 0" — 7)), + Vi),

Vi®=1e L P Q) )

(4.1)

The tilde on the Z is there because we wish to reserve Z for another partition
function. Sums and products over x run over L?(A). A is the matter action, hence
the M superscript. V, is the Bose self interaction. :P;:, is a monomial normal
ordered with respect to Cf.g,e C*(IR?). We assume that V is bounded below as a
polynomial in ¢ when the normal ordering is dropped. At this stage V' does not
have to be gauge invariant.

Since Z*(h) diverges as ¢ decreases to zero, we renormalise by dividing by (% (1)
where

G (h)= [ Dpe™ 1120-m*=40)9) (4.2)
Thus let
Zi(h)y=Z: (/1)
_Z5(h)
Cihy G
= (fdvie™"3)z4(h) , (4.3)

where dvj(¢) is the normalised Gaussian measure with mean zero and covariance
C;. (The F on the covariance can be dropped because V' depends on fields
supported inside A.) (% (h) is different from zero by explicit Gaussian integration

<5(h)={5(h)/ (1) . (4.4)
We can now state our first theorem for this section.

Theorem 4.1. If (k°) is a family of lattice gauge fields converging in the sense of
Definition 3.2 to a continuum field A and ACR? is bounded, then

[dvi.e*Va

is convergent to a non zero limit dependent only on A for all 1=0.
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Remark. In particular the limit does not depend on the orientations of the lattices
8

The convergence of «*(h) requires a stronger topology. We will now define a
norm which seems to be as convenient as any. Given >0, set [cf. (2.4)]

(A(x) = AW) (AC) = A(y)* )”{ @5)
L)

|x _ y|2 +a
This norm is chosen so that II;,, the second order vacuum polarisation graphs,

converges as ¢ tends to zero (see Theorem 4.3 and the Appendix).

141, =141l + ( [ dxdy

AxA

Definition. 4.2. A family (h°) of lattice gauge fields is convergent to A in the (00, o)
sense if

Al (x) = (ie) ™ M(h*(x)—1,)
converges to A, in the sense [|4°— 4[|, ,—0 as e—0.

For our next theorems we assume A is a bounded rectangle. We also require
that our gauge fields 4 be supported inside A.

Theorem 4.3. If a family (h°) of gauge fields is convergent to a continuum gauge
Jield A in the (co, ) sense, then +5(h°) is convergent to a non zero limit.

Define the unnormalised measure
dofy =5 (h)dvie V4. (4.6)

In Paper I we showed that Z¢(h) is non zero. Therefore we can divide through and
thus define the corresponding normalised measure dw; .

We now wish to examine the limit as ¢ tends to zero of these measures. The
limiting continuum measures will be defined on &’(IR?), the Schwartz distribution
space.

Corollary 4.4. Let (h°) be convergent as in Theorem 4.2. dwj, converges as ¢ tends to
zero to a limit dw',. The convergence is in the sense of convergence of characteristic
Sunctions. All moments converge also, i.e.,

jdwf,;eid’(Qef)—*j dw;,e”"’(f) ,
q a
Jdoie [T 6@ 1)~ doy [T 600 -

where f, f, CZ(A).
We now begin the proof of Theorem 4.1. We will need the following lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Let f:IR™ - be a continuous function on the positive real line. Let
S, denote the cone of positive self adjoint operators in S, We assume that f
satisfies

If(,=F(4]) VvAes,,

where F(t) is a positive continuous function on R* decreasing to zero as t~0. Then
the map A— f(A) is continuous from f;’ to S, .
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Proof of Lemma 4.5. We will use the following standard facts: if 4, is a sequence
of positive compact operators converging in operator norm to an operator A so
that the spectra are discrete and of finite multiplicity, then the eigenvalues of 4,
converge, the spectral projections P, a<b < o0, a, b¢a(A4) converge in operator

a,b]
norm (see for example [5], Vol. I, Theorem VIII. 23).
From this we conclude that f(P"™ _ A,) converges in 4, for all p provided a >0

(a,0)**n

is not an eigenvalue of A. Choose a so small that for a given >0,

/(P |, S F(IP_ g Al <e/2. 4.7)
By the triangle inequality
1/ (A) = f( DI, S 1P A+ 1 Py g gD,
+ ”f(PE:Zoo)An)_f(P(a,oo)A)“p .

The third term converges to zero by the remarks above. The second term is less
than &/2 by (4.7). To bound the first term note that

(n) i
P, q4,2 P g4 In S,

because A4,—A in ., and the projections converge in operator norm.
Thus

lim sup [ /(P A, , < lim sup F(| P, 4,],)

n—o0 n—oo

= F(IP_y qAl) <&/2 .

[—a,a]

Proof of Theorem 4.1 (assuming Theorem 4.3). It suffices to consider A=1. To
begin with, we embed all the lattice path spaces in the space for white noise. Let
dw(yp) be the white noise measure, ie., the Gaussian process of mean zero and
covariance equal to the identity operator. Define

E* =04 ChexaQ)'?
p=Ep.
E? is an operator on L,. Then
[ dvie™V = [ dw(yp)e " EW
(=[dwe ™).

Therefore as in [6], (I1.24), we can show convergence by

[ dwe™" — [ dwe V| < [ dw|VF— V|
eV eV
<(f dwly— Ve P2
A(f dwe™ )2 4 (dwe™2V)H2Y
The second inequality is simply Cauchy-Schwarz together with ]/(xTy)

<Vx+1/y.
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The integrals in curly brackets may be bounded uniformly in ¢ by the
diamagnetic bound, Theorem 4.1 of Paper I,

fdwe 2V =(5) 125 [dvi.e™ V"
<) [dvie 2.

By Theorem 4.3 the first term converges as ¢ tends to zero to a finite number. The
second factor is bounded uniformly in ¢ by Nelson’s boundedness below proof for

P(¢,) (see [19]).

To complete the proof it now remains to show that
[aw]Ve—V¥]?>0 as &¢&—0. 4.8)
We may without losing any generality assume that for some positive integer N

= | {(¢?)N(x):,dx
A

because in general V is a sum of such monomials. By virtue of the change of
normal ordering formula [29], p. 11 (internal indices suppressed)

IN/2]
Z d(6Cs(x, %)) N "2 (x) 2 e 0
Jj=
where d,, ... are universal constants and [N/2] is the largest integer less than or
equal to N/2, we may without loss take
= [ (8Chx, X)) : (¢ (%) 15, dx .
A

With V? of this form we prove (4.8) by showing that
[awVi(Ve—V)-»0 &¢—-0.
By the standard methods [20] for evaluating Gaussian integrals, this is equivalent

to

i /fl 6CI(x, x) (GCN ™2y, y)CI(x, y) = 5C(y, y) (EE)* 2/ (x, y)—0 (4.9)

as ¢,¢'—0. We have suppressed 7', ¢, ¢ in favour of primes. EE' is the operator
product i.e.,

[ E(x,2)E'(z, y)dz .

We know by Theorem 3.5 that §C converges in L, for all 1 <p < co. Theorem 3.3
and Lemma 4.5 [with f(x)= ]/x] imply that E? converges in .7, therefore E°E*
converges in .#, which is the same as convergence in L,(A x A). Recall that C;, is in
L(AxA) un1f0rm1y in ¢ for 1 p < oo by the diamagnetic inequality, Theorem 3.1.
A judicious assortment of triangle inequalities and Holder inequalities yields (4.9).
This proves that

[dvie "

is a Cauchy sequence.
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The proof of Theorem 4.1 is complete once we show the limit is not zero.
Therefore, by Jensen’s inequality

[dvi.e Vazexp(— [ dvi.V5) .

The integral in the exponent is not infinite in the limit ¢ tends to zero. If one does
the integral by explicit Gaussian integration, the result is a sum of L, norms of 6C
which by Theorem 3.5 converge as ¢ tends to zero.

Proof of Corollary 4.4. Since ~% and Z% converge (we are assuming Theorems 4.1
and 4.3) as ¢ tends to zero, it suffices to prove that

[ dviF(Qip)e V"= [ dwe V" F(Q%¢°)
converges. F is a polynomial or exponential. This follows from L, convergence of
e " (see the proof of Theorem 4.1) and of F [see (4.8)]. These are standard
arguments (see [6]).

Before beginning the proof of Theorem 4.3, we rewrite % in a more convenient
form, namely

£ (h)=det™ V21— C*W?) , (4.10)
where as usual
We= —ieAlk0°+ied** Af, — e Aj¥ AL, . (4.11)

To simplify notation subscripts u have been omitted. We will also suppress ¢ in the
equations below. To obtain (4.10), first explicitly integrate the Gaussian integrals
in z,
x J(h)=det™12(m* — Af) det*(m? — AF)
=det™ Y2(1+CF(A" - 4])) .

This coincides with (4.10) once we argue that the F denoting free boundary
conditions can be dropped. Since C¥ and C coincide when their kernels are
restricted to 4 x A we need to show that

A AE =AYy =4,— A4 .
This in turn follows from the following facts
1) 4,—A=y,4,— Dy, .

This is easily verified using the definitions. Recall that h is supported inside A.
(2) The kernels of 4:F and 4 coincide when restricted to A x A except at the lattice
points on the boundary. At these points the difference is independent of h. This
second fact may easily be proved by going through the proof of Theorem IV.7 in
[6] with 4 replaced by 4,.

We now introduce the following standard notation [21]. Given Ke .#,, define
renormalised determinants, n=2,3,...

o= 1)
det,(1+ K)=det(1+K)exp [ P

j=1

tr Kf] .
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Then
—-1/2 —1/2 3 11 .
det™V2(1 — C*W*) =det; V3(1— C*W?) -exp| ) ]—itr(CEWS)J . (4.12)

j=1

Proof of Theorem 4.3 (using Appendix A). We see by (4.12) that it is enough to
show that

1) det,(1+K?) is convergent as e\O0.

2) tr(K?®)? is convergent as £\0.

3) —1tr (K®)+ tr(K®)? is convergent as ¢ \0.
4) ) <1,

where
Ki=—C*W*. (4.13)

First note that 4) is the diamagnetic bound of R. Schrader, R. Seiler. A proof is
also given in Paper I, Sect. 3.3.

Proof of 1). We suppress ¢'s. Set
H=—-C'?wcC/?

and note that since W is finite rank,

det,(1+ K)=det,(1+H) .

We now appeal to the well known fact [21a, e, f] that det, is Lipschitz continuous
on .#,. Then 1) follows if we show that H is Cauchy in .#,. To prove this, expand W
using (4.11) and factor each term in the sum into products of

Cc'?¢, A,, y,C*? (4.14)

and their adjoints. The factor y, can be skipped by using the condition on the
support of h. The first operator converges strongly, the second in operator norm,
the third in ., by Lemmas 3.7 and 3.11. Each term in the sum contains at least one
of the third kind, thus using Lemma 3.6 one obtains 1).

Proof of 2). This is essentially the same as 1). Expand K3. Write each term as a
product of operators as in (4.14) and their adjoints. Each term contains at least two
factors converging in #,. This is sufficient to prove 2).

The proof of 3) is more subtle and is the only place where we need the stronger
notion of (oo,) convergence. The problem is that the individual traces in 3)
diverge as ¢ tends to zero. There is a cancellation between them due to a Ward
identity (gauge invariance). For the proof of 3), see Appendix A. [

Remark. We conclude this section by sketching some constructive, uniform upper
and lower bounds for #°(h), valid for all 4° with |Im A% < const, uniformly in e.



182 D. C. Brydges, J. Frohlich, and E. Seiler

Suppose that A°—> A, as £¢—0, in the (oo, a) sense [see (4.5) and Sect. V]. We

require that
A=A, +iA,,
(4.15)
“Alﬂoo,a<ooa “AZHoo,a<£ s

where A4, A, are real and ¢ will be chosen below. The norm || ||, , is defined in
4.5).
Choose a positive integer N so that

N7HA . <& (4.16)

Recall the definition of .«/° given in Eq. (2.6). We decompose .«/¢ into its real and
imaginary parts:

A =]+ A . (4.17)
For each ¢ we define a sequence of gauge fields by
he =o' N (4.18)
Our bounds are based on the trivial identity
N
(hy) | #(h)
Ah)= { o) 2 4.19
LS, 00 <y 1)

We have suppressed ¢’s. The idea is to obtain a uniform (in ¢, ¢ small) upper and
lower bound on each factor using direct methods, in particular the loop expansion.
Let W, be defined by

A=Ay +W,, (4.20)
where 4, =4, . Set h=hy,, and C,,=C, . Then
#(h,,)

= det™ V(14 CLY2 W, CL2 )

iy — 1)
=det, Y2(1+CY2 W, CL2 )g,, . (4.21)

(This defines g,,.) Since A® converges to 4 and /%, A° only differ by terms of order
¢, it is easy to show that .o/° converges to A in the (o0, ) norm. We in fact show this
in the next section. Next, by choosing ¢ small we show that the loop expansion for
det, in (4.21) converges absolutely and uniformly in m and ¢, for e<¢, for some
€, >0. This is done by using the diamagnetic bound, Theorem 3.1, and .%,
estimates of the type established in the proof of Lemma 3.4 [see (3.1)—(3.4)] and is
not difficult. From this we obtain

¢, <|det; Y21+ CL*, W, CL2 ) <c, (4.22)

for some constants ¢, c, independent of ¢ and m.
The factor g, is the exponential of all terms of order 1, 2, and 3 in W, arising in
the loop expansion of det™'/2(1+CL/2 W, Cx/2 ). These more singular terms are

estimated by expanding C,,_, in a partial Neumann series. The leading terms give
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the contribution I1,, analysed in Appendix A. The remainders are estimated by
methods resembling those in the proof of Theorem 3.5. The details are tedious but
straightforward and are omitted.

The conclusion is

¢ <lgnl<ch, (4.23)

where ¢}, ¢, are constants depending only on ¢ and [|4],, ,. We collect (4.19),
(4.22), and (4.23) to obtain

(e VTS M) S (epey)N (4.24)

Note that if A is real valued along with «/° for all ¢, then «* is real and positive
because by (4.4) it is the ratio of two positive integrals, therefore (4.24) is
strenghthened to

(e =# =1, (4.25)

where the right hand bound is the diamagnetic bound, Theorems 2.3, 4.1, and Sect.
3, Paper L. N is determined by || 4], ,<N¢.

V. Convergence of the Partition Function for Yang Mills and Matter Fields
(Yang Mills Fields with a Cutoff)

V. 1. In this section we specialise to abelian Yang-Mills fields. This is implicit in
our use of a Gaussian measure for the pure Yang-Mills field, which is incompatible
with gauge invariance if the gauge group is not abelian.

Given a real measurable abelian gauge field A and a lattice I, let 4, be the
components of A relative to the unit vectors generating L?. Given a bond b in the
uth direction let

he(b) = eiefA* ™4 if  pe g
=0 if béd.

This defines a lattice gauge field h° on L®(A). Throughout this section, all lattice
gauge fields will be derived from a continuum gauge field in this way. We will
therefore regard the partition function Z%(h®) of the last section as a function Z%(A)
of A. The ¢ field is complex.

The full Yang Mills and matter partition function, denoted Z% has the form

Z5= [dup(A) Z5(4), (5:2)

(5.1)

where du;(A4) is a Gaussian measure, mean zero, covariance D=D, (x, y).

In this section, we will assume that the covariance D is such that with
probability one, the sample functions A,(x) are essentially uniformly Holder
continuous with modulus «<%, (E.UH.C.), which means that there exists a
constant ¢, finite for almost all 4, such that

IAM(X)_AM(y)IécAIX_y|a7 x9yeA~EA9 #:0,1, (53)

where E , is a set of Lebesgue measure zero, dependent on A. A sufficient condition
on the covariance D for (5.3) to hold for almost all sample functions 4, is given in
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Sect. 5.2. The condition (5.3) excludes the covariances we are ultimately interested
in and this is why we refer to such covariances as “cutoff”. The cutoff has to be
removed by taking a limit outside the A integral. This limit is more difficult
because it involves renormalisation. It will be discussed in Paper IIL

Theorem 5.1. If A is a bounded rectangle and L is a family of lattices, ¢ >0, then
ling Z°, exists, is non zero and is unique.
e

Define

Z,= 1213 z:,

(Fy=Z"'[duy(A)«(4) [dvie V4F,
where Fe L (dp,xdv,) for 1<p<oo.

Corollary 5.2. The measures { > converge as e—0 in the sense of convergence of
generating functions. All moments converge.

Proof. Essentially identical to the proof of Corollary 4.4.
Define
= lim Oy, (55)

Proof of Theorem 5.1. We begin by showing that if A, satisfies (5.3), then h°® as
defined by (5.1) converges as ¢—0 in the (o0, ') sense for o’ <a. By (5.3) 4;(x) is in
L. By expanding the exponential in 4;(x).

A% —A,x ]| Sess. sup 'e_ t 1! A (Xdx, — A ()] +O(e),
where the essential supremum is taken over all £ A within distance ¢/2 of a given

bond b, and then over all bonds b in A. The first term tends to zero by (5.3). Next
define

Bl (x)=Ay(x)— A, (x) 2 4(x). (5.6)

The proof of (co, &) convergence is complete once we show that the seminorm

Bt — B 2\1/2
( fdx | dyl—ﬁ)—zi(j,}l) = B[, —~0 .7
4 A4 Ix—yl
for u=0, 1.
The following easy inequality, valid for 0<y=<1,
\IBZIIaf§2||Bf;II1”HBZH¥_2IAI_’“ (5.8)

’

—2=0"<o. Since we

follows from Holder’s inequality. Choose y so that

have just shown that || B || tends to zero, it is enough to obtain a uniform bound on
By, This is easy to obtain by expanding the exponential in B® and applying
(5.3). This completes the proof of (c0,a’) convergence.
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Now we will establish that the limit, assuming it exists, is not zero. By its
definition as the ratio of two positive integrals and the diamagnetic bound of
Schrader and Seiler [7], also see Paper I, Sect. 3.3,

0<+A)<1.

Furthermore by the convergence of h® just proven and Theorem 4.3 the limit of
#%(A) exists and is non zero almost surely in 4 see (4.25). Denote the limit by «(A).
Jensen’s inequality implies

7,2 [ dup(A)4(A) [exp— [ dvi V5]

The exponent is a real valued polynomial in dC% which we know by convergence
of h* and Theorem 3.5 is convergent as ¢ \0. Let P(6C ,) denote the limit. Fatou’s
lemma implies

Z 42 [dup(A)«(A)e PCO>0,

End of proof that Z , 0.

By Theorems 4.1 and 4.3 and the (o0, o) convergence just established, we now
have obtained convergence of Z%(A4) almost surely, as ¢ tends to zero. The proof of
Theorem 5.1 is completed by combining this with the Lebesgue dominated
convergence theorem and the diamagnetic bound, Theorem 4.1, Paper I:

1Z5(A)| = Z5(0).

The right-hand side is bounded uniformly in ¢ by Nelson’s boundedness below
proof [19].

V.2. Continuity of Gaussian Processes

Theorem 5.3 (A. M. Garsia). Let ®(x) be a Gaussian process on a bounded region A.
A sufficient condition for @ to satisfy (5.3), (E.U.H.C.) with modulus o, is that at u=0

pw=  sup [E(@(x)—dy)H)]"* (5.9)

lx=yl=lul/V2
be Holder continuous with modulus > o.

For a proof of this theorem, see the beautiful article by Garsia [8]. The
condition in Theorem 5.3 follows from the condition in his Theorem 2 by
integration by parts. To help the reader we indicate the basic idea in [8]. The
assumption (5.9) on p(u) implies that the expectation

P(x)— ¢(y))2}>
Elexp{c|———5—
( p{ ( =P
is bounded uniformly in x, ye A for a suitable ¢>0. This implies
— P(v)\?
[ fexp {c (@—;y)) }dxdy< o0
44 [x—yl

with probability one. This condition is evidently tantamount to some form of
continuity for @. Garsia has proved a very clever real variable lemma (Lemma 1 of
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[8]), which shows that this condition implies ®(x) is E.U.H.C. with index « for all
a<p.

In the case at hand, we infer from Theorem 5.3 that 4, is (E.U.H.C.) for p=0, 1
ifat u=0

p (W)= LS (D,,(x,x)+ D, (v, y) = 2D, (x, y))/? (5.10)
x—y|=Z|u

is f Holder continuous, > a. If we specialise to the case of 4, real and translation
invariant then (5.10) is implied by: for some constant c,

(D,,(0,00=D,,(0,x))*<clx}’,  p>0. (5.11)

We can transform this into a simple condition on the Fourier transform of
D, (x—y), denoted D, (k), by noting that the supremum norm of

x| 7?2(D,,,(0)— D, (x))

is less than the L, norm of its Fourier transform. The Fourier transform of [x| 2
is, for f<1, ¢,lk|”2"?# by homogeneity, therefore the L; norm of the Fourier
transform is less than a constant times

| 1 1 l A
Fkadia =~ | Pt

which is finite provided f<1/2 and
[ dkD,, (k) |k|*# < 0. (5.12)

Therefore we have proved.

Corollary 5.4. A Gaussian process A,(x) with covariance D, (x—y) has sample
Sfunctions which are (E.U.H.C.) with modulus o provided condition (5.12) holds for
some ff>a.

V.3. Osterwalder-Schrader Positivity

We assume that A is symmetric with respect to reflection about some hyperplane
TT.

Let A,,4_ denote the open subsets of A on either side of 7. We now define
X%, 2% which intuitively are the algebras of gauge invariant functions of fields
supported in A, A _ respectively. X9 is the algebra of functions measurable with
respect to the o field generated by all functions of the form

B(f)=feurlAx) f(x)dx,  feCg(4,),
PP(f):= [ :Pp(x): f(x)dx, feCg(4,),
J plx)e I p(y)g(x, y)dxdy, geCy(A, xA,).

In the last expression A is integrated along a contour inside 4, X _ is defined by
replacing A, by A_. Reflection about n induces a map @

0:%, 3.

in an obvious way (see Sect. 2.1 of Paper I).
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In this section we wish to show that if the boson self interaction V is gauge
invariant, i.e.,

V(d)=V(9))
and the covariance D is suitably chosen, then we have Osterwalder-Schrader
positivity in one direction, i.e.,

(FO(F)),20 (0.5)

forall Fin L,nX,.
We choose covariances D of the following type

Sk FRD)
D, (k)= Wg(kl) " (5.13)
where k* =k k,, k=(ko, k),
c
|F(k?) < 2

and ¢ is positive, continuous with
§lg(k )l Ik, 1P dk ) < 00 (5.14)

for some f>0. Note that Corollary 5.4 implies that the Gaussian process with
covariance D has (E.U.H.C.) sample functions.

Theorem 5.5. The expectation { ), is Osterwalder-Schrader positive for n parallel to
the 1-direction if V is gauge invariant and D is of the form (5.13).

Proof. Approximate F in (O.S) by a polynomial in the gauge invariant fields
B(f), :¢p(f): [Pe g

By Corollary 4.4 the expectation ()% of such a polynomial converges as &\O0.
Therefore it is enough to prove (O.S) for (), replaced by ¢ >%. We now put the 4
field on a lattice also: consider the lattice Gaussian process with covariance D%,
given by the kernel of the operator

8,,— 05 05 F(0770%)
m? +0°" 0" ’
where ¢° is the finite difference gradient and 0°"0* = 93”0 Choose ¢ =¢/N where
N is an integer and arrange the ¢ lattice so that it is a “refinement” of the ¢ lattice.

By diagonalising the covariances D* using the Fourier transform it is easy to show
that as ¢'\ 0 the Gaussian measures converge, i.e.,

dppe—dug (5.15)

in the sense of convergence of moments and characteristic functions. We claim that
this implies that the expectations ()»%° associated with this double lattice
approximation converge to <)% as & \0 in the sense of convergence of moments.
This is so because the partition function Z%(A) for bosons in an external gauge
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field can be expanded in a convergent Fourier series in exponentials of the finite
number of Gaussian variables

{jAudxu :be%”(/l)},

where b is a bond in the ¢ lattice and the contour integral along b is really a
“contour sum” on the bonds of the ¢ lattice. Approximate Z%(A4) by truncating the
Fourier series and use (5.15). Thus it suffices to prove (O.S) for (>, replaced by
{>%%. This is a lattice theory and we may prove (O.S) for it in complete analogy
with Theorem 5.3 and Corollary 5.4 in Paper L. The presence of two lattices, one
for the A field and another for ¢ causes no additional problems.

VI. Feynman Rules, Counterterms, and the Change of 4 Covariance Formula

VI 1

This section is a technical preparation for the ultraviolet limit, i.e., the removal of
the condition (5.12) on the 4 covariance. This will be done by taking a limit outside
the integrals over 4 and ¢. To control this limit we will need a formula which we
call the change of covariance formula in honour of (22). This identity expresses the
difference between two partition functions with different 4 covariances in a form
which is amenable to estimates.

The ultraviolet limit will only exist (conventional wisdom based on per-
turbation theory) and be non trivial if one alters the interaction V by adding in
some terms known as counterterms which will be infinite in the limit. Since one of
the most convenient ways of discussing the rather complex formulas which arise is
the Feynman graph notation we will also spend some time explaining this. We
have introduced some graphical notations which are not standard.

In this section we continue to assume that lattice gauge fields are abelian and
derived from continuum gauge fields as in (5.1). We also assume that the photon
propagators are translation invariant and satisfy (5.12). The ¢ field is complex.

We begin with some notation including the Feynman graph formalism. We
present formulas first and explanations afterwards.

1o
F)= o [Fp)e™dp,

i 6.1)

f(n)— —ipx

F(p) 2njF(x)e dx,
where p, x are in R?. The Fourier transform of ¢° is

igi(p)=e~ (e —1). (6.2)
The lattice photon propagator is defined in terms of the continuum propagator by

D;(x—y)= [ duy(A) L {x) L), (6.3)
where x, ye L® and

1 .
Lix)== | A,(x)dx, if b(x)C4,=0 otherwise (6.4)

€ b(x)
with b,(x) denoting the bond at x pointing in the direction e,
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The quantities .o/; are Gaussian random variables, but A7, Af: are not.
Formally

1 0
—e— Z lemfﬁ)”. (6.5)
Feynman Rules (Momentum Space)
(1) ——2C(p), 2C(p).

(1b)——(/2C(p),  (J/2C(p).

(2a) === D, (k. Dk, D).
(2b)~—4~= (|/D), v<k) (/D) (k)
kig  ka 2 ;(A(p1 Ptk —k,)d,,.

‘L p2+k —k )5”_
; (1/% 741 = Pa+Hy) (1, P2

(l/_) ipy—ps +k1)(QEI*u+QEZM)'

262((XAA )%) (p1 Pa)-

o\ =R (py—Dpy) e €72+ O(e)
e(AﬂXA) (r 1_p2)(P1u+pzu)

‘>_§_» Teleliys) (py — o) (05, +05,) +O(e)

(7) — /27 fp)

(8) =X 5"”12)2/1(1’1 —D2), (5m§))25(i1(l71 —D2)-
P1 b2

b1 P2 P: b2 P b2
‘—%‘»— = T + -
A A A A
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Feynman Rules (Configuration space)
(la) 2C(x—y), 2C(x—y).
(Ib) 2O)"*(x—y), (2C)"*(x~y).

(2a) D, (x~y), D;(x—y).

(2b) (J/D)x=y), (/D) (x—y).

(5) —122A2X)x,(x),  —1/2e2(A5A4%) (x).

(6) —1/2ie(A,x40,+0,044,)(x), — 1/2ie(A;*(x)0; —6Z§4(x)).
7 ).

(8) Smpy(x).

Associated with each graphical symbol is a continuum kernel, written first, and a
lattice kernel written second. By the Fourier transform, the kernels listed under the
heading configuration space are unitarily equivalent (as operators) to the kernels
listed opposite the same numbers under momentum space. The various factors of
x4 Occur because we are using free boundary conditions. Similar formulas hold for
periodic boundary conditions. Note that a factor y , is included in the definition of
A® associated with (5.1).
Since we are now specialising to the case of ¢ complex

A 1 1
C=tn yrm®

To each graph that can be constructed by joining the vertices (3)—(7) by lines
(1) and (2) is associated a polynomial in ¢ and A obtained by integrating over all
the p’s and k’s. This is a standard notation in field theory so we will not explain it
in detail but simply give an example which has been cropping up continuously in
this paper. Let ,4,=y,4,,

A TQVT A =(ie)? [ dxdy(,A,0,+0,44,) ()

-C(x—y) (44,0, +0,,4) () Cly—x), (6.6)
P
A vavw A =€ [dp,dp, A, (py =) (Pru+P2)
P2 -C(py) 4 AP, — ) (P2 +11,)Cpy).

Both these integrals happen to diverge. If they were interpreted according to the
lattice kernels they would not diverge and they would be equal by the Plancherel
identity.
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VI.2. Counterterms, Renormalised Partition Functions, Measures

Let
k k

smd = — &» - +C:b_k

p1=0 p2=0 p1=0 p, p3=0

Ep =lim E§ =lim (— - ) (e) (6.7)
’ e~>0 ’ e->0 @ 8

(=—2[dkD,,(k)11,,(k)),

where I1,, is the limit of the quantity IT;,, defined in Eq. (A.1), Appendix A. om3 is
a continuum quantity. We will have occasion to use the corresponding lattice
quantity (ém$)?. The existence of the limit in the definition of E,, is established in
Appendix A. It requires that D ,, satisfy (5.12). Both ém}, and E, are infinite if (5.12)
does not hold, i.e., these counterterms are inserted to cancel divergences in the
ultraviolet limit.

We now define the counterterms

Uy p=1/26m} | dx :¢*(x): + Ep, (6.8)
A

where the normal ordering is with respect to C. Define U?,, by substituting the
corresponding lattice definitions.
The renormalised partition functions are, by definition,

Z5(A)=44(A) [ dvie VT UD

(6.9)
Ziy= [ dyu(A) Zi(A)

cf. (4.3) and (5.2). We are dropping the A subscripts everywhere from this section
because A will be fixed. Instead we make D dependences explicit because the
dependence on D will be of interest.

Since for a fixed ultraviolet cutoff on the gauge field the renormalisation
constants (5m5)?, E% converge as ¢ tends to zero, our previous convergence proof
for Theorem 4.1 is easily adapted to prove that the limit as ¢ tends to zero of Z(A)
exists almost everywhere. We denote the continuum limits Z,(4) and Z,. We can
take the limit past the du,(A4) integral because Lebesgue dominated convergence
can still be justified by the diamagnetic bound, cf. the proof of Theorem 5.1.

We will use the subscript D to indicate that Vis replaced by V+ U, in previous
definitions. For example the renormalised Bose matter action is

Y= —1/2, [~ 2F19)+ Ve 4 U

cf. (5.4). We apologise for the confusing use of 4 for both the Yang-Mills field and
the action.
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V1.3. Change of A-Covariance Formula

Let Dy, D, be two covariances for the gauge field. The associated independent
Gaussian processes are denoted A4y, A,. For t€[0, 1], set

(1—t) Ao+ |/t 4, 611)
D,=(1—t)Dy+1D, .

Note that A, is a Gaussian process with covariance D,. Let P be a polynomial in
b, = qb of the form

P={dx,..dx g(xy, ..., x)¢>( D (/)(x) (6.12)
where ge C . We are interested in studying
ZI<P>1_ZO<P>0' (6.13)

The subscripts 1,0 and later ¢ replace the subscripts D,, D,, D, in order to simplify
our formulas.

We study (6.13) by using the fundamental theorem of calculus to write it as the
integral of a t derivative. The t derivative and the du(A4) integrals can be
interchanged because the second derivative of the integrand may be controlled by
the methods we are about to apply to the first derivative. Thus (6.13) becomes

J dt [ duo(Ao)du, (A J do($)P). (6.14)

The measure dw, is given by

do(¢)= lim 2(4,)dv}.e” ve-v

= lim D™ /8. e

The limit is as usual in the sense of characteristic functions, or convergence of
moments. Existence follows from the results of Sect. IV. We now show that

% [Dgpe=4¥°P= [ Dpe™ “(K*P), (6.16)

where K? is a linear operator defined on the space of polynomials in ¢. It will be
defined below. By dividing through by (*(1) and taking the limit ¢ \«0 we will obtain
an identity for the ¢ derivative in (6.14). By doing the ¢ derivative:

d Me Meg —AMe

EquSe"“f P=[D@(—A)e *"°P. (6.17)
We use primes here and hereafter to denote ¢ derivatives. The factor ¢(x) in
(— AM#) is integrated by parts. This simply amounts to replacing it in (6.17) by

2[dyCi(x—y)(6/64(y)—(6/06G))). (6.18)

where the integral is really ) &* and
y

G, =AM —1/2p,[m*> — 4] ¢). (6.19)
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These formulas are easy to derive since we are working on a finite lattice. The
easiest way to manipulate integration by parts is via the graphical representation

6 (x) —= 6x——(6/56—%>+6x—7—¢
A, (6.20)
T T

A A,
The conclusion obtained from integration by parts applied to (6.17) is of the
form (6.16) with K¢ equal to

Kfz&—%/—waa—%)w?'—wsa—%)
Ay A A
+57/——§¢+$%/—K¢+57;——%¢ 621)
A, A, A A A A A A
CRRR
A, A A A A A

We now exhibit a cancellation between the third term and the last in (6.21), by
writing

6/ \¢=:5/ \A¢:+A,vv\fQ~A'vA

A
so that K*® can be put in the form

K€=a—%/—<s/a¢——>+¢7———<a/a¢———)
A A
+:a7'——§¢:+a%' \¢+a/' %qs (6.22)
A A A A A A A A
+F W b+ 1 AullSpAy ¢ di

Ar A A A
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The E¥ in (6.21) cancelled when the last term in (6.22) was normal ordered. IT° was
defined in (6.7). We define K as in (6.22) but with diagrams interpreted by
continuum Feynman rules and IT° replaced by II.

The true merits of (6.22) will be more readily appreciated in the context of the
stability expansion in Paper III. The main point is that the diagrams in K remain
finite in the ultraviolet limit provided A4 is in a gauge which is approximately
transverse.

Having identified the operator K? appearing in (6.16), we divide both sides by
{%(1) and take the limit ¢ goes to zero. The result, after some work which is
discussed below, will be

;%I do($)P= [ do(¢)(K,P). (6.23)

The Limit ¢\0. The main difficulty is to show that the right hand side of (6.16)
converges as ¢\0. There is no difficulty in interchanging the limit and the ¢
derivative because the left hand side can easily be shown to be bounded uniformly
in ¢ by the diamagnetic bound of Paper I and the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. ®ur
previous results, Theorems 4.1 and 4.3 imply that the quantity under the ¢
derivative on the left hand side converges as ¢\O0.

We use the notation introduced in the proof of Theorem 4.1. We will only
sketch a proof that the right hand side of (6.16) converges because the method is
similar to techniques we have already explained in proving Theorems 4.1 and 4.3.
Recall that we are still working with a cutoff gauge field, 4, that is (E.U.H.C.) with
modulus o< 1/2.

By an argument as in the proof of Theorem 4.1, it is enough to show that

[ dw|(KP)(¢7)— (K} P) (¢)* -0 (6.24)

pointwise in t as ¢,&'—0. We first show this in the case that K, K| are replaced by
K, K which are obtained from K, K, by replacing all factors 44, occuring in
their definition except those in the last term in (6.22) by a C*® gauge field At
compactly supported in 4. We then gain the freedom to move all the derivatives
occuring on external lines in

——

A

type vertices past the A, by Leibniz rule onto the internal lines. It is now not
difficult to prove (6.24) in this case using the methods of the proof of Theorems 4.3
and 3.3. It is now necessary to show that for any 6 >0 we can approximate y,A by
A so that

[ awl(K*—K*)P(¢)* = [ dv,, (K"~ K*) P> <5

uniformly in e. This follows easily from the fact that Au can be chosen so that
A:C*/? and its adjoint approximate A,C'/? and its adjoint arbitrarity closely in
4, uniformly in e. This concludes our discussion of &\O0.
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We now combine (6.23) and (6.14) to obtain

Theorem 6.1. If P is of the form (6.12), D, and D, are two covariances for the gauge
field

1
ZD1<P>D, —ZD0<P>DO= gdtfd.uuo(Ao)dﬂD,(Aﬂ

[ do () (K,P),
K, was defined below (6.22).

Appendix A
In this appendix we study the vacuum polarisation
1/2tr C*W*e+1/4 tr(CEWF)? (A.1)

which was encountered in the proof of Theorem 4.2 and also in Sect. 6. We will
specialise to the case in which ¢ is a complex scalar field and A4 is real. The
calculations given below are not significantly changed if one combs them through
with A nonabelian.

We begin by rewriting (A.1) in the form

§ d2kesz® (k) ITE, () () + O(e3e log?e)

where by a calculation using (2.12)

IH

m,0=35-

. (e—isp_ _eisp+)n(i8)— 1 (e—iszu _eiap_)v (ia)ﬁ 1 dzp

2
— ;};(i) Jm?+03) ™1 Y (e7 P +€P),d*ps,, .
A

o] S0 eyt eet)

27

A subscript u (or v) on a bracket indicates that all p’s, ¢’s inside are p,’s,0,’s.
0, =0i(p)=(ie) "' (e~ 1),.

Subscripts +, — indicate that p is to be replaced by p,,p_ in the appropriate
definitions.

p+u:pu+%ku7 p~u:pu_%ku'

n w)?

>

e ¢
By using the Feynman rules in Sect. 6 it may be verified that

b+ p
o =7 { 'TOVYA . Q} (A2)
P k

There are no D propagators on the external lines. This observation will become
relevant when we prove that Ej, converges as promised in Sect. 6.

0? stands for 0,0, All integrals are over
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Transversality
We first show that II° is transverse, which by definition means
IT,,(K)o (k) =0. (A.3)

We set e=1 and omit ¢ superscripts throughout the proof of transversality.
Transversality can be shown directly by shifting the variable of integration in the
left hand side of (A.3) as is done in physics text books. See [23] to get the general
idea. However it is really a consequence of gauge invariance. Let

h,=e“"; of =oy+adh.

By gauge invariance, see for example Paper I, Theorem 2.6, «,(h,), defined in
Sect. 4, is independent of «. Therefore

utuveFy

d? d? -~ —
Wlong(ha)|e=O=2Pj‘d2kd I, of

is independent of «. Differentiation with respect to « and setting a=0 yields
(A3). O

Since IT is transverse it must satisfy
Hﬂvznll[auv—gugv/gzj (A4)

because the quantity in brackets is the projection onto the transverse component
of a gauge field as can be checked by verifying that it vanishes on longtitudinal
functions ¢, f(k). The projection is rank one. (A.4) follows by taking traces.

The (Pointwise) Limit as ¢\ 0 of I,

We will now show that the limit ¢\O of IT}, exists pointwise in k and give an
expression for it. We have

2

€ - = - —ig ic,

Hfm=%(g) e 2 f(m?+0%) (m?+o2) " Y le TP —e | 2d%p
m

Substitute in (A.5) using the identity
—-i ip)2
le™ 7 —e”|,

Gt oy 2 A m ] e 4T

+(|e_ip—€ip|2——2leip_ _ 1|i_2'eip+ _ 1|5_4m2)
S (m?+03) 7 (m?+02) 7!

and note that the numerator in the second term may be written in the form:

—16 Sin“;—“ +SCOSpM(COSk2—“ —1) —4m?.
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All w’s are to be summed over. We have set e=1 to simplify the formulas. The
result after shifting integration variables p, —»p and p_—p is

2
e 2 o 2\=1¢n  iep_ ,—iepy 42
(2n) fm*+0*)~'(2—e e ), d’p

=

+ %(%)zj(mz +0%) 71 (m* +02) 7! (— 1667 *sin (ep,/2)d°p)

2 k
+%(%) fm*+03) 1 (m*+0*)! {8 cosspu-a_z(cos% — 1) —4m2}d2p
(A.6)

for

As usual all g’s are to be summed over. The range of integration is

each component of p.
We prove that the limit of the first two integrals exists and evaluate it by
scaling ep—p. The result is

( ) f(@ H(2—e?—eM)d?p

2 =n
_ 2\—2 4p# 2, — A7
161/2<2n) j(g) sin® td*p=—Jo, (A7)
where ¢, =0'"(p).
Since
(m*+0*)~ ' (m*+p?) (A.8)

n n)?
——, —| , we may
e e

is bounded both above and below uniformly in p and ¢ for pe

take the limit ¢\ 0 under the integral sign in the final integral in (A.6) by the
dominated convergence theorem. The result is

%(%)2 T m24p2) o2 4 p2) (— k= dm2)Pp. (A9)

Let us call this integral J(k), then we have shown that pointwise in k
(k)——>( Jo+J(K) (O, —k,k,/k?). (A.10)

Furthermore we can show that J,=J(0) by the following argument: IT; (k) is
analytic in k near k=0, the transverse projection is not, therefore HZV(O)=
Pointwise convergence then implies that J,=J(0).

is
0.
Remark. J(0) is independent of m by a scaling argument. Thus setting m=1 gives

B e\, d’p &
102 ey =5
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Pauli-Villars regularisation of the continuum expressions gives the same result as
(A.10).

By combining the upper and lower bounds on (A.8) with the arguments given
above it is not difficult to prove first that for all &>0

T, (R < C,(1 + k)
and then obtain:
Lemma A.1. For all >0
(1+k?)=*11;, (k)
converges in L _(d*k) as e\ O.
Proof of Statement 3) in the Proof of Theorem 4.3. y/j(k) is the Fourier transform
of a function on a lattice [see below Eq. (2.12)]. Let

kg
S1n8—1—S11‘1872

Hik)= ——————.
b=
2 2
By an easy computation H%zf‘j = .szf;j is the Fourier transform of .o/;(x) considered
as a piecewise constant function on IR? via the Q identification. Therefore, omitting
€'s
/e - —
—trK+12trK?>= | o/ 0, H *of d°k. (A.12)

—z/e

H is bounded both above and below on the range of integration. As e¢\O0 it
converges uniformly on compact subsets of IR?. Hence by Lemma A.1

(LK) "I, H ™ {-5.51%2

converges in L_(IR?, d?k) as ¢\ 0 for all o« >0. Therefore it is sufficient to show that
the L,(R?,d*k) norm

Ikt 3= | () (k%) (x— y)of (y)d*xd?y (A.13)
converges as ¢\ 0. The right hand side of this equality comes from the Plancherel

identity, k= ]/k +k3.

Lemma A.2. Let f be in Schwartz space. The Fourier transform of k*f(k) is a
constant, C,, times

Fa2y(f )= f(x) x—yl =272

For a detailed proof see [24]. It is not difficult and proceeds by exploiting the
homogeneity of k. An easy argument shows that we can also use this form if f'is .o7.
Thus the right hand side of (A.13) may be written as

C, ey
?f [ (x)— L (V) |x—y| "2~ *d*xd?y. (A.14)
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Since o/ vanishes outside A, a bounded rectangle, (o0, «) convergence of </ implies
convergence of (A.14). This in turn is implied by (co0,«) convergence of A4; by
expanding the exponent and making some simple estimates relying on the fact that
s/, and A, are piecewise constant. A4;, is (c0,«) convergent by hypothesis. []

Proof of Convergence of Counterterms (VI1.2). The propagator defined in (6.3),
Di,(x) is a function on the lattice L® and

e € —ikx 1
D: (k)= ) &*D% (x)e ™ * 3

As above D =DH is the Fourier transform of D considered as a piecewise constant
function on R? via the Q identification. Since

/e

Ey=2 | I,D:d%

wv=uy
—n/e

we may argue as above that convergence of E3 is implied by convergence of
| k“ﬁfwdzk =c, [ (D%,(x)—D5,(0)) x| "2~ *d*x

for some o >0. The right hand side is derived by noting that the integral on the left
is equal to the Fourier transform of the integrand evaluated at zero and using
Lemma A.2. D;, (x) is now to be understood as a piecewise constant function on
IR2. Convergence of the right hand side may be easily shown using the Holder
continuity (5.11) of D,, and arguments analogous to those in the proof of
Theorem 5.1. This concludes the proof of convergence of Ej,

A very similar argument which we omit proves the convergence of dms.

Appendix B

Convergence of the Lattice Approximation for Periodic
and (Half-) Dirichlet Boundary Conditions

We want to sketch how the proofs for convergence of the lattice approximation
given in this paper can be adapted to periodic, P and Dirichlet, D (or Half-
Dirichlet, HD) boundary conditions, for a rectangle A. In the case of D or HD
boundary conditions, the orientation of A with respect to the lattice may be
arbitrary. This will be needed in Paper I1I for proving Euclidean invariance. Half-
Dirichlet means here that we use Wick ordering with respect to the free covariance
in the selfinteraction of the matter field ; we use Dirichlet boundary conditions for
the covariance of the matter field and free boundary conditions for the gauge field.

In the main body of this paper we reduced existence of the continuum limit for
X boundary conditions to the following three convergence statements:

A) 1 ,C5—x4.Cxin S, for a>1.

B) 0%(C%)Y*—>0C%?, in the strong operator topology, and likewise for the
adjoints.

C) (A;,HffAi)—»(Au, ITX A.), whenever Aj, converges to A, in the (o0, a) sense

wvty
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Although we only considered free boundary conditions, X = F, our arguments
show that A)-C) suffice for more general boundary conditions, in particular
X=P,D.

If AE{(X, y)eR? |x|<U [y[<I l} with a,b multiples of ¢, the periodic
covariance is
CP(x,y)= ), C9(x+ma,y+nb). (B.1)

n,m=— o0

This representation shows that statements A)—C) remain true if C?, C are replaced
by C;, C,, since the series in (B.1) converges absolutely and uniformly, because of
the exponential decay of C*, C

So we only have to prove A)—C) for Dirichlet boundary conditions, X =D. We
will make use of the work of Guerra et al. [6].

Let p, be the projection, orthogonal with respect to the scalar product (-, C*-),
onto functions on L® supported in L®(~ A); similarly p, for the continuum.
Define

P,=(C?)"?p(C)~ 12, (B.2)

P=CY?pCc 12, (B.3)
Using the imbedding Q% :/*(L®)— L*(IR?) (see Sect. II), we obtain the orthogonal
projections in L*(R?)

P,=0"P,Q". (B.4)

The crucial fact is

Lemma B.1. s-lim P,=P.

=0

Remark. This is very similar to Lemma (VII1.9) in [26] and Lemma IV.11in [6]. It
is not identical, however, because these references use a different imbedding of
4, (L) into L,(IR?). This necessitates some modification in the proof.
Proof. 1) We claim that for

geRanPnRanC'/?,

IP.g—gl—0.
Proof. By Bessel’s inequality we have irhlf |Phi—gl =|P,g—gl|. Thus

IPg—gl<IP,Q"(C)"*QC™ g —g] ;
Qs*(ca)l/ZQs 1/2
=(0%(CH)"?p,) (Q°C™2g)
:Qa*(cs)l/ZQ C 1/2 _>g

by statement A), for X =F (free); we used the fact that Q°C~'/?g is supported
outside A.
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II) If ge RanP we still have || P,g— g|—0 because Ran PnRan C/? is dense in
RanP (ie., A is “regular” in the terminology of [6]). .
III) Let ge L?(R?), f a weak limit point of the bounded set {P,g|0<e<1}. We
claim:

f=Pyg. (B.5)
a) Let C2heCF(A):
(h, P,g),,=(((C*)12Q* — Q*CY12)h, p(C)12Q%),, (B.6)

(the second term is zero because of support properties). (B.6) converges to O,
(see note added in proof), which shows that fe Ran P.
b) Let

he L*(R?):(h,f)=(Ph.f)= lim (Ph,P.q)
= lim (P, Ph,g)=(Ph.g)

by Part II) of the proof; this establishes (B.5). N

IV) (B.5) shows that P g converges weakly to Pg; because P, are projections
this implies strong convergence. (End of proof of Lemma B.1.)

As discussed in [6], we can define the Dirichlet covariances by

Chp=CL—p)=(CI"*(1=P)(C'", (8.7)

Cp=C(1—p)=C'?*(1—-P)C"2. (B.8)
Statements A) and B) with C¥, C replaced by C,, C,, are now consequences of (B.7)
and (B.8), using Lemmas 3.6, 4.5 and B.1 (see note added in proof).

Statement C) is a little more subtle.
Obviously it suffices to consider the difference

(45, (T3P — 115 ) A%) = e*(A5, [5{(05,— 85) (Cp— CO)} (05— 05) (Cyy + C} ] A te
J(42)* (%) (Ch~ € (x, x)dx. (B.9)

A

2

(We assume A to be transverse; non-transverse components drop out.)

Because of the Holder continuity of 4, we can bound |4}, — .oZ;| uniformly in 4,
and using the Q-imbedding also |.«/;—A4,|; therefore we only have to show
L*-convergence of (3, (C,— C) (05 (C5 + C%)), and convergence of the second term
in (B.9).

Here a;* is either 0, or 0% What we need is contained in
Lemma B.2.

1) 854(C—Cyp) =5 0#(C— Cp) in LA(A x A).

2) (B2M(CP— C) (820 €)= (3 (C— Cp) (BF C) in LY(A x A),

3) (C° = Ch) (3%, %)= (C— Cp) (x,x) in LP(A), 1=p< co.

Proof. The proof proceeds by the dominated convergence theorem. For the
uniform upper bound we need
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Proposition B.3. For x,yeA

|x—yl
1 Cix—y)|< 1 .
) |C¥(x — y)| = const Og4(a+b)
2) 0%, .C%(x— y)| < const .
| s
A ist(x, 0A4)+dist(y, 0A1)
3)  lC*=Cp)(x,y) =const|log Ha+h) .
const

4) 19, (Co—Ct < .
) 10, AC = Co) e M= s st 0)

Proof. 1) follows from 2) by integration.
2) Follows by some work with the explicit Fourier representation of C*:

e~ l(eieku _ 1)eikx

2
2¢ (2 —cosek, —cosek,) +m? k.

xEC(x)= |
elki|==n
elk2|=n

We cut the integration into a part where |k|< 4 and a rest. The “inner” part is

e~ l(eiku_ 1)eikxa‘1

k| = 4c 22 —cosk, —cosk,)+e&*m?

2

which is bounded by

&~ Isin(k,/2)

d*k <const.
(bl = 46 2—cosk, —cosk, -

const

The outer part is bounded by as can be seen by doing an integration by parts

with respect to the variable |x|.
3) Can be seen as follows:

(— 4 +m*) (C°—Cy) (x,y)=0%(x), (xeA) (B.10)

where o%(x) has support on dA° which is the set of points in L® which are
endpoints of a lattice bond that intersects 04 or are in 0/ themselves. It is not hard
to see that

a5(x) 20, (B.11)
Y efoi(x)=1. (B.12)
(B.11) follows from the fact that C5 =0 and C% =0 if one of its arguments is outside
A; (B.12) follows by Gauss’s theorem for the lattice:
0=72eX(4,C)(x,y)= —1+m? Y > Cy(x, y)+ ) ea’(x).

From (B.10) it can be seen that
(C*—C3)(x, )= Z 82C“'(x—-x’)ay(x’) . (B.13)
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Using 2) and (B.11), (B.12), it follows that

const

€ & __ € <
105,C" = C) (o VIS g

Since the left side of this equation is symmetric in x and y, (4) follows. 3) is
similar. [

Returning to the proof of Lemma B.2 we notice that
F5(CF— Ch) = 05(C) V2 P(CO)M2.

L? convergence of this then follows from statement B), Lemma 3.6 and .%,
convergence of P,(C?)!/? which we now prove. By the Griimm-Simon theorem (see
Sect. II), we only need to show convergence of the .#, norms of P,(C%)'2, which
means we have to show that
Tr(C?)'2P(CHH2= ) e(C*—Cy)(x,x) (B.14)
xeA
converges. Since Proposition B.3, 3) gives an L? upper bound, we are reduced to
showing pointwise convergence of (C*— C5)(x, x) to establish Lemma B.2, 1).
From Proposition B.3 we also get the following bound on the expression
appearing in Lemma B.2, 2):

1 1

dist(x, d4) +dist(y, d4) [x—y|° (B.15)

|03(C* — Cp) 0;C*| = const x

This bound is in L1(A x A) as can be seen by cutting up the region of integration
into a suitable sequence of bonds parallel to the boundary.
So all that remains to be shown to complete the proof of Lemma B.2 is

Proposition B.4. (C*—C})(x,y) and 05(C*— C3)(x, y) converge pointwise in A x A.

Proof. Since C*— C% converges in L?,
1
Fy o 9)= g [ =x) 0 = y) (€ = Cp) (x', y)dx'dy’

converges pointwise as eé—0, where y; is the characteristic function of a ball of
radius 6. On the other hand we can for each (x, y)e A4 x A choose § so small that
[F, 5(x,y)—(C*—Cp)(x,y)|<n (uniformly in ¢) because we have a uniform bound
on the “derivatives” of C°—C$. By a 2y argument pointwise convergence of
C?— Cj, follows.

For 0;(C*— Cp) we use the same trick : We just established L%-convergence; a
uniform (in &) bound on the second “derivatives” in a neighborhood of any point in
the interior of A can easily be obtained from (B.13) and we just have to repeat the
argument given before.

This completes the proof of Lemma B.2 and this appendix.
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Note Added in Proof

To obtain B) note that ¢°C/* is bounded uniformly in ¢ in operator norm so that it suffices to prove
that

ascg}l/z — [ascsl/Z]Csl/ZCi)l/ZceD— 1

converges strongly on the dense set Cg(A).
To obtain (B.6) we prove that
Qs*cs— 1/2Q5C1/2 — (Qs*Qs) (Ce* llzcl/z)

(see Sect. II) converges strongly because both factors on the left hand side do.








