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Abstract. We construct rigorously the continuum limit of the O(N) non-linear ¢
model in two euclidean dimensions with a hierarchical kinetic term. Asymp-
totic freedlom and weak coupling Wilson renormalization group flow
are established.

1. Introduction

Non-linear o-models in two space-time dimensions have proved to be useful in
several areas of physics: introduced originally as continuum versions of the
classical Heisenberg spin systems, they were subsequently used as toy models for
the study of asymptotic freedom and dynamical mass generation [1], as effective
theories of the quantum Hall effect [2] and, last but not least, as prototypes of first
quantized string theories in non-trivial backgrounds [3]. The simplest O(N)
version of the g-model exhibits many properties expected for QCD and serves as a
good playground for the Monte-Carlo (renormalization group) simulations of
non-linear theories with symmetries, see e.g. [4]. Its S-matrix is known [5] as well
as its spectrum for N =3 [6]. Here we start a rigorous analysis of such systems in
the spirit of the constructive quantum field theory [7]. This should lead to the
construction of the Green functions of the model and to establishment of their
properties without recurring to their (as yet unknown) analytic form.

The action of the O(N) non-linear o-model on a two-dimensional euclidean
lattice of spacing a, aZ?, is

. 2
so=1p0 x_ (") ypacor-ay

with ¢(x) e R¥, p(x)*=1. In the present paper, to avoid the infrared problem, we
shall consider the theory in a finite volume, say the unit box |x*| 1. Alternatively
we could add to S a magnetic field term h(a) - 3 a®o(x) which explicitly generates

a
mass and study also the thermodynamical limit. The problem of the continuum
limit is to find the “inverse temperature” f(a) and the field strength renormal-
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ization Z(a) such that the Green functions
i b _
G'(xy, ...y i) =Z(a) 2 7] l=—[1 p(x)e P TTo(p(x)> —1)de(x) (@)

have a (non-trivial) a—0 limit for non-coinciding points. The natural approach to
this question on the heuristic level uses the renormalization group [8]. In our
rigorous analysis, we plan to use a block spin technique. In this paper, we shall
examine a simplified version of the o-model with (1) replaced by its hierarchical
approximation which will make the study of the renormalization group flow of the
model an entirely local problem. For the complete model one expects this to be
true only up to exponential tails which have to be additionally controlled.
Although largely simplified, the hierarchical model provides a very useful toy-case
of the real problem (see e.g. the work on ¢} [9]). We consider its study as an
important step towards the construction of the complete model, shedding light on
the new features brought about by the non-linear nature of (1) as compared to such
models as ¢3. The version of the hierarchical model that we shall use has been
advocated in [10] and differs somewhat from the Dyson model [11]. It replaces the
action S on the lattice aZ? for a=L ™° (L an odd integer) by

Si(@)=3p@)<olG, 19>, ox)’=1, ©)

where the lattice covariance [whose inverse appears in (3)]

G, (x,y)=yM(x,y). 4)

M(x, y) is the largest integer M < M, such that the integral parts of IMx and IMy
coincide. G, mimicks the inverse Laplacian in the unit square of aZ?. The point of
(4) is that G, may be naturally split into the long distance part and the local short
distance one:

Gu(x,y)=GraX, §) + 70, 5 ©)

where x(7) denotes the point of LaZ? closest to x(y).
Note that the Gibbs state generated by (3) may be written as

1 a2

Ve x}:[mz A TR (IR (6)
where du stands for the Gaussian measure with mean zero and covariance G, and
for more generality, we have inserted e ~***«™) instead of 5(¢(x)?>—1), the latter
being a limiting case of the previous one with v,(p(x))=%ta *B(a)A(p(x)*—1)*
when A— 4 00. Now, (5) implies the factorization of the Gaussian measure dig 5,
into the long distance and local short distance parts so that with the replacement
@(x)— @' (X)+ {(x), (6) becomes

1 7 —a2 “F — -1 2
g, pa(9) TT e @rel@ @ N =30@rHE g  (x). )
./V‘ Z2

xea

From (7) one can immediately read off the effective distribution of the long distance
component ¢’ of the field ¢. It is obtained by integrating out the short distance
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component { in (7) which gives

1 — 2 ’
7 xegzz e~ La)?vra(e (X),a)d'uGLa/ﬁ(a)((p,) (8)
with
e*ah}La((P”a) — ConSt j‘ e “a2vﬂ((p’ +0)—4B@)y- lizdc . (9)

As mentioned before, for the hierarchical model the renormalization group
transformation reduces to the simple recursion for the single spin potential. Notice
that our recursion does not preserve the @?=1 condition, smoothing the
singularity of the initial potential.

Equation (9) may be repeatedly applied producing a sequence of longer and
longer distance effective potentials v, .,. To control the continuum limit one has to
show that for suitable choices of f(a) and Z(a),

lim v;(Z(a)'?¢,a) exists (10)
a-0

for any fixed @. We shall establish (10) first and then study the Green functions (2).
It is convenient to scale (9) a little. As there is no genuine field strength
renormalization in the hierarchical model we may take Z(a)=f(a)*. Denoting

dzvd(ﬁ(a)A 1/260, a) = ud((p, a) ’
we obtain from (9) (dropping the a dependence) the recursion
e ~urale) — [constf e Hale+— 4y~ WdC]LZ (11)
with the starting point
A
(@) =% 7 — (¢(x)*— p(a))® (12)
0

and A arbitrarily large. The constant in (11) will be chosen so that u,(¢)=0 at its
minimum.

2. Flow of the Effective Actions

The main content of the analysis to follow is that the transformation (11) upon
iteration drives u;., exponentially fast (in n) to a fixed form u*

uF(@)=Bal3A*(Bs ' lol—1)*+...1, (13)

with f; flowing slowly down (8; playing the role of the effective inverse
temperature, is defined as the value of ¢? at the minimum of u;). The non-linear
o-model is thus driven fast to a more (¢p?)? like model. In fact (13)is reached almost
whatever model with the minimum at ¢ = f(a) we start with as can be seen from
the analysis below. Let us formulate the main result of the analysis of u;.,. We
assume L>Ly(y), (I?—1)y " '=A*< A< 00 [see (12)].

Theorem. Choose

pfla)=p+b,loga+ %log(lﬁLﬁ‘lbzloga) (14)
2
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with = (L, v), b,, by being A independent computable constants (b, <0). Then for
a=L",

e "9 converges when a—0 15)
uniformly on compacts in C~. The limiting e ~**?) is entire in @, O(N) invariant and
satisfies the stability bound

le™"a | <exp[ —gA*(Rep|— (@)'/*)* +3 L%y~ '(Im@)*+1]. (16)
Moreover, for ¢ real, ||p|— B(@)"*| < B@)* («=10"2, say),

3
u(9)= % ganllol— B3 +Walol— i) amn
with
ga,zz(LZ—D?_l+O(5(a~)ﬂ)» gd,3:0(ﬂ(d)_3/2)_

ws(z) is analytic for |z|<2B(@)" with |W;|<O(B(@) %) there and with three
derivatives at zero vanishing. The value of @* at the minimum of uy¢) B;

=B(@)+0(1).

Remark. Equation (17) reflects essentially the behavior (13) around the minimum
of u;. Equation (16) shows that ¢ “? falls off fast away from the maximum.

Before proving these claims, let us roughly explain the main idea. A priori, the
control of the flow seems difficult since all terms ¢*" are dimensionless and thus
naively marginal under the renormalization group recursion (11). However, once
we perform in (11) a shift of { to the location of approximate classical minimum, a
single marginal variable remains corresponding to the location of the minimum S,
the others contracting to the fixed point values exponentially fast (in the number of
iteration steps). To see this, consider (11) with u; as in (12) [with a—d, f(a)— ;]
Here and below we shall often use the shorthand notation: f = 1/2, B = f(d). Take

(p=(f+a)¢<q‘)sllq;}).Write {=6¢+7 with #- @=0. Then
) ~ e 1 a2 oy A ~2 o~ -
e "ra@ = | const [ dédf exp —57 (6247 )—z(a-l-a) —ii(c+6,7)
18
where (18)
o, D=l + 0,0~ 507 (19)

Notice that us(c +6,%)=0(f°*" ') if 6, 6 and 7 are O(%). Of course, ¢ and 7 are
not bounded and we shall have to work more in the large field region exploiting the
small weight. in the integral coming from exp[ —1y (6% +#%)] and the stability
properties of e~ %, Now shift in (18) 6—~6—Aa(y~ 1 +4)"! to get

12 1 A L
e ual®) = g =340 [const [ dédiexp l: —37" Y62+ 7% — 552 — (Lo +6, ﬁ)]] ,
(20)
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where 2]

pEEzTY

The structure of (20)-(21) is clear: A seems to have a fixed point A* =(L*—1)y~!
where % takes value #* = L 2. This fixed point is approached exponentially fast
1 1 1 1 . .

<7 —w= L_2<1 — F)) no matter how large the initial A is: A/|,- ,=L*y~*
=A*+y~!, the non-linear g-model is driven to the linear regime by the
renormalization group; @ will stabilize exponentially fast too since now all powers
of o are irrelevant except the first one which stays marginal and causes the slow
flow of 8; determined from the higher-order weak coupling analysis in powers of
Ba.

The stability of e " *Z needed to substantiate these claims is expressed by (16). To
see why this property iterates, put

’

L=(1+yH) L. 1)

- Lol -p1y2

)= )
for g=4A* and compute for real ¢

[[ Fp+De ¥ d(]™
=[lZ Fe ¥ Rl L B o P e S e B S T L

0 L?
<conste” L2y~ 192 —1L%p [:I e Mol +aB 2 =4y~ + g N - ldr:I
0

—1 1/2\N—1 L2
<const [(M) Gt +g) “2] F(9) @3)
Y +g
2
with g'= L'y attracted again to A*. Clearly, for (|o|— f/*) =% we may use a

1+yg
fraction of g’ to kill the const[ —]V "V factor by the e 2¥*) one and to
accomodate for the change f— = f(La)=p—O0(1). Thus

const [ F (@ +)e 1 dl] <™ P F 4,0) (24)

where #, is given by (22) with f— . Equation (24) will imply the iteration of the
stability bound for large real ¢.

We shall pass now to the actual proof starting with the first step of iteration
where A may be arbitrarily large, then discussing the flow of u; in detail and finally
showing that the a—0 limit may be taken. The first step of the iteration gets a
special treatment since it requires estimates uniform in A.

3. From the Non-Linear to the Linear 6-Model

Let us compute u;,(¢p,a) with u, given by (12). Notice that for real ¢, e "«®
A . .

<exp [ - g(kP{ —B ”2)2] = Z,,4(¢). Thus (24) implies (16) for e ~*«) with ¢ real,

llo| — B'| =1 B, if the constant in (11) is < O(A!/?). This will follow from the small
field analysis to which we turn now. Take |g| <3
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Consider

I(a)=]d6dﬁexp|:——~12—y (62 +7t2)——0‘ — i (¥c+6, n)] (25)

see (20) and (19). Write
1(0)=1o(0)+1(0)

by inserting under the integral 1=y+y° with y(é,7) being the characteristic
function of |6| <% % |&| <3p* First we estimate I,. This provides the large field
contribution to the small field u,,(¢p) and we wish to show that it is non-
perturbatively small for |a|< 3% say. Write (f= /% at the first step)

A A
5&2+ﬁa($a+5,ﬁ)=—cf2+ %((f+$a+&)2+ﬁ2—f2)2,

——($o+a)2— 2((f +6)+ 7 — )’ +7,(0,6,7). (26)

&

Straightforward algebra using boundedness of 1.¥ = i
below] gives

jy 7 and of ¢ [see also (33)

BSOS D+ 0(f** e+ 0(f>* He*+0(f** Ha*+ 2f2 Lo6(6%+72)
@7n
with O(-) uniform in A. The last term in (27) can be estimated by
2f2 Po6(62+72)| < f2 P62 6+62+7Y)| +0(f** )62
< 6;’2 Q2fG+6*+7*)*+0(f>* 162 (28)
Re(26)= —O(f**~ )= O(f**™ 1) (6% +7*) + 1(;}2 (f+6)2+7—f)?. (29)
Using (29), we obtain the desired estimate
()| < e OU™ | o T Y dp=0(" )00 (30)

exhibiting the non-perturbative character of I (c). Thus, provided that I,(o)
=0(A" %), I (o) is negligible.

. . 1
To control Iy(¢), we shall employ the weak coupling expansion in powers of ?
1
to the order IE with simple estimates of the remainder. To this end, by Taylor

expanding, we obtain from (25) and (26):

(1)

11
logIy(0) =logIy(0)+ Z <~5>3+—3~!£dt(1—t)3<53>?, @31
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where
(= = —Lf —yexp| — 1y‘l(<?2+7f2)— L((f—l—o:)z—kﬁz—fz)z—tﬁ déds
v 2 8f2 “
(32)
and {— )T denotes the truncated expectation. The explicit form of 7, is
A & 67? 3 1
B,= == | 3% +R*+ — —) Ko+ (3&-}— — &+ —7%2) Zo)?
Al 7 AT
1 1
+ 1+—&> $a3+—,9’6)4:|. 33
( 70) o+ 4o (33)

. . . . . . 1
To easily obtain estimates uniform in A, we change the variable 6 to §= o ((f +6)?

+ﬁ2_f2)’ f

T @R AReR AP L
= (+F-F) 1= T oy "

where r is a small integer. Note that due to the change of the variable, A will appear

1
of 5. Now we are ready to perform the explicit —

f

1
ly in th tor ———
only in the propagator ey

analysis of the expectations appearing in (31). The calculation gives

5
loglo(0) =logI(0)— ; §n0"—Ge(0), (35)
where
~ lg -1 -1 51
. & L AL G
gz—F, 93—74'?, (36)
N 13 N ¢
4= f_42. s g5 = f53 >
with ¢; uniformly bounded in 4,
lgs(@)N=O(f~*7). (37
Also
1o(0)[=0(2"1%) (33)
as mentioned above and so, due to (30), the representation (35) also holds for full
I(0).
Now from (20) and the definition (25) of I(s) we obtain

!

ur(f+0,0) =const[+ >

5
Ko+ L 3 g~,,o"+L2g6(a)]. (39)
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To find the inverse effective temperature B, = f'2, let us search for the minimum of
u;,. From (35)—(39) it follows that the equation

ou La

5 S 100,0)=0 (40)
is solved by

Go=— ((N—l)y+3(V_1+i) 1)+

¥ Frouy. (41)

Since f” is the value of || at the minimum of u,,
Bu=f"=(f+00)*=PB+bo logL+bo s f *logL+0O(f 3"  (42)

with
bo,=—(N—1)y+3(~'+4) " /logL. 43)

We shall shift ¢ by g, in (39) obtaining the ultimate small field representation for
Urg:

5
uL(@) = ;2 Iran(l@l— 1) +W ol — 1), (44)
where
1 %2 C2 r~4+ra
gLa,Z 2 1+ /'{ f/z +0(f )

I*2
1= 54y

C _
gLa,4= 7‘;% +0(f/ 4+ra)’

/3 +0(f/ 4+ra)
(45)

c - ro
gLa,5=f_/53+0(f/ atry

Wi4(0) is analytic in o, || <2f", with first five derivations vanishing at zero and

WL (o) S Af~4*m (46)
there.

It is straightforward now that the stability bound (16) holds also for small real
o, ||o]— '] < p* and thus for all real ¢. The behavior for the complex fields is then
implied by the translation {—{—iIm¢ in (11) which yields

|e - “L&((P)l < eli2L%y~ 1img)? e ~HrLiRe@) (47)

This establishes the properties of the first effective potential.

4. Towards the Renormalized Trajectory

We shall iterate now the above analysis for a general step (11). So assume the
stability bound (16) for e “® and the small field representation as in (44):

w(@)= % gulol— S+l ) @)
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for ||@|— B1/?| < p* with f? =B+ 0(1). Essentially the whole work has been done
already. For example, the stability bound (16) will iterate as before. Only the small
field perturbative analysis has to be carried out again, this time without having to
take care about big A.

To this end proceed through (20) (with A=2g; ,) and introduce I(c)=14(0)
+1,(0) as in (25). For |a| < 3% using the stability bound, we obtain

IIC(o)|§jd6dﬁx°exp[—%y Y62+ 7)) — 1 62+ = (3’6+a)2
+%L2y‘1(lm$a)2~gl*(lRe(pl—B”Z)2+1], (49)

where ¢ =(f + %0+ 6, 7). After the first step (and, as we shall see also after the
next omes) we have I[*y '4+0(f 2)ZA+0(f 2)zA*=(I*—1)y !, hence
L=A+yA)"1SL 24+ 0(f 2. Also 1y.#£<1. Let first |6 or |#]=Lp* Use

1 A
ELZy_l(Im;?a)2+ §|3012<8L_2y_1,32“ (50)

and
AZLa6| <Ly L) o>+ L 1y 163 1Ly Yo+ 1L 1y 162, (51)

Equations (50) and (51) may be dominated by 2y~ (6% +#%) >3y~ '[?$? and thus
this contribution to I,(c) is bounded by e~ %Y. If || and || < LB then

LI%(Regl — 12 24 I*(Re Lo +6)2 — 05> 11)

and
1., 1., 2 1 w1 ~\2
+§io +-2—Ly (Im Zo) +§yRe($a+a) —gl*(Re$0+a)
|- 2 1oy 1 ~
gELy |Za| *—i*a +—(4l—/1*)(Re$0')0'
45— %)
<2L 2 ip 1—( ,111 Y Re 20y 2151721 2 (52)
which can be again dominated by 4y~ '(6*+#%) =<y *%*, and so
(o) Se U™, (53)

Thus we turn into the perturbative regime, i.e. to (o), where
Mo 1 ~ 5 .
I(Lo+6,7)= 51[(l<pl—f)2 —(Zo+6)1+ ;3 gnalol =) +Walol— 1), (54)

and ¢ =(f+ Lo+, 7). Using

t _, 1 _,.,
—f= a+2f 2},—2077: +2f3o'7z—

1

e — T+ O(f 7+, (5%)
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where 6 = #o+ ¢ and anticipating that g;=0(f 1), g, =0(f ~2), gs =0(f?), we
rewirte (54) as

1
+g4<54+2753ﬁ2> +956° +T+W=a’+5+ W, (56)
where

lol=cf* . (7

Now, we compute I(c) to the third order in i#° <fr0m which we shall extract the

1
third order in — |:
f

1
logIO(a)zlogfdﬁdﬁxexp[ ; “1(6* +n2)— G241 :l —jdt(ﬁ-%—v?z),

1)

=const+ Z (——- @)yHE + fds(l —8)3Ka%)*HI - idt@‘f’ W), (58)

in the obvious (abuswe) notation.

1
Let us extract from (58) the terms up to — 7 order by writing

(—1)"

3 P arnt—consit 3 a0 +ii0) (59)
with
Gi= " (V=326 40 g, PiG0),
§=P3(x),  §3=Lg3+P3(x), (60)

Ja=L*qu+degs,  Js=Lgs+dsgi+dsgag,.

Above, P¥(x) are polynomials in x=(f "1, g3, g4, gs) of order k where the order of
f ! and g, is defined as 1, of g, as 2 and of g5 as 3. The coefficients of P¥ and d;
depend on A.

Ge(@N S O(f~*77) (61)

for |o] <42~ 1B% say. All other terms in (58) are also analytic in ¢ for o] <421 p*
(as then ¢ =(f + Lo+ 6, ®) stays in the small field region). Moreover

[K@)*Hsl,  KEXI=O0(f =+ (62)



Hierarchical Non-Linear o-Model 543

there. Let us assume inductively that
(o) < Af ~ 4o (63)
for |o| <2p* Then in (58),
[ S24f e (64)

for |o| <+% 14~ Thus we may rewrite (58) as
5
logl,(c)=const+ Y §,0"+70), (65)
n=1
where, by choosing r, big enough, we may achieve that

Ire(@)| S 3Af ~4 o (66)
for |o| <42~ 1% Now, Taylor expand 7, to the fifth order. This gives
5
loglo(o)=const+ ¥ (§,+O0(f*""))a"+75(0), (67)
n=1
where J vanishes to the fifth order at zero. With the use of the maximum principle
for §4(0)/c, we infer that for |o| <387
3p*
%gg) - 1ﬂa
(recall that % ~ L~ ?). This contraction will lead to the iteration of the bound (63).
Equations (67) and (53) immediately imply [see (20)] that

6
m(o)|§3Af““’°“< ) <[ 104p s

1 5
o/ +0,0)=const+ 5 40>+ ¥ (LG, +0(f ~**)a"
n=1

+ L*j(0)+ O(e V™), (68)
The minimum of u;, is attained at
1 3 -1\ — D - ra
Go=—i(N—1)?—z(/1+V D7 lgs+ P00 +0(f 7T, (69)

which gives for the new effective temperature
6 -1\~ D’ -3 +ra
Bra=1"=([+00)*=Pa—(N—1)y— - (A+y" 1) gz +P3(x)+0(f ™). (70)
A

Shifting o by ¢, gives finally the desired small field representation of the new
effective potentials:

5
uLa(p)= ;2 gullol =" +w(el—f) (1)
for ||p|—pB'| < p* with
9y=3A+P3)+0, ¢3=L2L%g;+P3(x)+0,
ga=L L4+ Ddyg3+ 0,  gs=12Lgs+Ldsg3+L*dsgsg,+ 0,
with O=0(f~**"*). Due to (68), W’ satisfies (63) with f— f” for |o| <25

(72)
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We still have to solve (72) to the leading order in g;’s. To this end put for
a=L"Mand d=L"",

1 Evom, _
gﬁ,ZEgm,2=§lM—m+ Mf"% 2+gm,2’

_ YM-m3 + Cvom,3

g~, Egm, - +g—m, s
SR fn ’ )
YM—m, -
g§,4Egm,4= Mfz 4 +gm,49
YM—m, -
gd,szgm,Sz Mf3 > +gm,57
. . L)
where /, is the k™ iterate of A—»A'= —— and
1+94
|g_m5|<Bm~4+m' (75)

A straightforward analysis shows now that

Astom g =L =171, 0,

IM—m s
and &,,_,, stabilize, all three exponentially fast and that (75) iterates.

The crucial role in the stabilization of the leading order solutions is played by
the contractive factors in front of the leading terms in (72), and by the contractivity
to A* of A-1". For example, for y,’s we obtain

Yk+1,3= ng(’z'k):syk, 3>
Yk+1,4= ry (/lk)‘tyk, 4t L2d4(/1k)%3, 3> (76)
Pe+1,5= ng(/lk)sh, s+ des(}“k))’l%, 3+ I’ S(A)Vk, 37k, 4

from which the behavior of y’s follows.
Going back to the changes in the effective temperature, we may rewrite (70) as

(Ba= B,
ﬁm—— 1 =ﬁm+bM—m,2 10gL+ bM~m,3Bn: ! IOgL+ O(ﬁ; 3/2+r<z), (77)

where b,, and b,; stabilize exponentially fast to the values b, and bs,
b,=—(N—1)y/logL, appearing in (14). From this it follows by a standard
induction that ;= (3)+ O(1) on all scales, as anticipated (see e.g. [12]).

This establishes the boundedness of the effective potentials on all scales. Note

. . L1 . .
that the third order perturbative analysis in 7 was necessary to arrive at this result

(the by term in (14) is indispensable for boundedness of f;). Note also the crucial
role played in the analysis by the asymptotic freedom of the model, that is the fact
that b, <0. Thanks to that, §; increased for small @ and the weak coupling
expansion technique worked consistently on all scales. It may seem astonishing
that our hierarchical model is asymptotically free also in the planar N =2 case,
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unlike the complete model exhibiting quite different behavior for two components
(the Kosterlitz-Thouless phenomenon [13]). This is due to the absence of the wave
function renormalization which in the real model contributes additional y/log L to
b,, and hence the asymptotic freedom appears there only in the non-abelian
theory.
It is worthwhile to compare the effective potentials of (48) with the initial (¢?)?
type theory. Writing
y) y) 5. A
8 7 (lol=f)+ el

we see that (78) is far from the renormalized trajectory approached by the effective
potentials u; as a—0 (see the next section). From the above analysis it follows that
on the renormalized trajectory A= A*+O0(f 2),g3=0(f "), |gsl S O(f ~**™). To
improve the convergence to the continuum limit we could just replace the bare
potential of (12) by

(0~ B =5 (ol + (ol-*.  (9)

u(@)=34*(ol—p(@)'?)*. (79

This would realize in the leading order of weak coupling expansion Symanzik’s
improvement program [14] for the hierarchical ¢ model.

5. Continuum Limit: The Effective Potentials

We still need to show the actual convergence of u;(¢, a) as a—0. So far we have
seen that they stay bounded. In fact, we have already proven that the f-function
stabilizes to the first two non-trivial orders. Only little work remains. We need to
vary M in a=L"M, thus denote for any function F,(a)=F, (M), 6F, (M)
=F, (M+1)—F,(M). We can show the following:

OBu=(b. . —by)logL+(b. _,, 3—b3)B, ' logL+6B,,, (80)
0Bl SC,p() 32, 81)
OGm 2 =%0A 0 _ 2 for 2+ 0Gm. 2 » 82)
3(Gm,3Sm) =07, —m,3F0E. _fou 2+ 0(Gm,3 fun) (83)
10(gm, 3 fu)| S Cod frn >0, 0p=L70 ™4 B() 7327, (84)
0Gm,4=07. —mafm >+ 0Gm.4> (85)
5gm,5=5y‘—m,5fm_3+vm,5 (86)
10gm.d S C30,ufn 47,  1=2,4,5, 87
[0W ()N S Cybpfon 478 for |o|<2p(m)* (88)

and
]5e*um(¢)| <Csb,e” 1/42*(Re @] = p(m)*/2)2 + L2y~ 1(Im @) + 1 , (89)

where the dot stands for the M-dependence. From (80)(89), our claims about the
continuum limit follow immediately, as we may write

Fo0) =Fylm+ D)+ 3 0F, () (90)
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and
3+e

S 0G.MS T (0L M M)+0M 2 )<oo. on
M=m+1 M=m+1

The relations (80)—89) are established by induction in m, starting from m=M —1.
For the latter value they follow by inspection.
We start from (89):

5e—um-1(¢):5[cj e—um(¢+€)—%v*1<2dﬂlﬁ
=(C) P*5CE e #n-10) _ CLP§[[ g wmle+0=317'Cgr 1L - (92)
where the prime refers to M + 1. Below we show that
SC=0(5,,). 93)
As for the second term on the right-hand side of (92), we write

5” e umlotD—4y” ‘CZdC]U:j‘ (5e—um(<p+l)) e ¥ ‘Czdé'
X E Ue—u'm(<p+§)—%y“‘§2d(:]p*1 Ue~um(w+C)—%v“§2dC]L2—p, (94)
p=1

translate {~{—iIm¢ and proceed as in (23) and (24). As for |[Rep|— f(m—1)/?|
>1B(m—1)* or |Im¢| > B(m—1)* we may extract an additional e~ °#** factor, the
bound (89) iterates in this region. For other ¢, which satisfy ||p|— p(m—1)'/?|
< p(m—1) it will follow from (80) to (88).

We still have to show (93). But

5c~ 1 =j 5(e'“m(fm—1+6’ﬁ)) g_%yk 1(&2+ﬁ2)d0~'dﬁ. (95)

Insert again 1 = y+ x°. For the 4° term, we obtain from (89) the bound §,,e ~ ¥,
For the y term, (82)—(88) gives 0(d,,) estimate, both provided (80), (81) hold for
m—1.

Hence du,, for small fields remains. As in the preceding sections, we start from
I(0) estimating

Slogl(o)= 510g[0(0)+510g<1 + 16((0))> (96)
ol0
Again, only the first term needs some care. It is [see (58)]:
6log10(a)=5[const+ Z ( ) —L@°)P>r
+ ? £ ds(1—s)* {@°)*>I — Idt(ﬁ—{- W),] . 7
. 0

Consider the higher order terms first. So, for example, writing %" =4+ r5i°, we
obtain

1
5@ = [dr & @,

—-

= [ dr[4¢3a®"; @75, — ((s0d° +3046%); (@) )51, (98)

[=]
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which is easily bounded by O(6,, f,, ***). The same holds for 6{#), and 6{W),, and
we again get the contraction of the bounds once five Taylor series terms are
extracted.

The analysis of 5< Z Q <(ﬂ°)">g> is the one of the variation & of the

relations (59), (60), (68)—(70) and (72) and is straightforward. Notice that we iterate
the properties of d(g f) rather than of dg5 to avoid the cumbersome contribution

of y30 to the latter. It is just 6(g5 /) which contributes at low orders to 6/, _ ;,

1

/

see (70). The iteration of the bounds on dg,, ; is due to the contractive properties of

(72) and hence of its variation. For 6,,_,, we get
5ﬁnr—l=:6ﬁn1+'5b~—m,210gl;*'5b~~nu3ﬂ;;1Iogl;+_()(5mj;:3+£)v (99)

from which it follows that

1681|108l + 0, fon > ) (100)

so that (81) iterates with C; —»C,(1+O0(L™ ¢ ~™/2+ f,~3*¢)) Thus (81) holds for all
m for sufficiently big C,. This ends the proof of the convergence of the effective

potentials to the continuum limit and establishes the theorem formulated in
Sect. 2.

6. The Green Functions

Let us now study the correlations. We shall show that the Green functions at non-
coinciding points have continuum limit. Rewrite (2) in the rescaled form (Z(a)

=p@):
G (g5 oo X) = — > H‘I(p(X) [T e *“dug (¢). (101)

xeaZ?

Decomposing the Gaussian measure in (101) as in (7) and integrating out the
fluctuation field, we obtain

GH(xX1, oy Xp) = A/I ll__[ Fro®) T1 e "="Ddpg, (), (102)

where X; are the points in LaZ? closest to x;. We shall iterate this, as long as the
blocked points stay non-coinciding. This leads to the expression

GH(xy,s s Xp) = —f H Fi(p(x) H e " Ddp; (9), (103)
where X; are in GZ* The F;’s are given by the following recursion

fFﬁ((p_l_C)e—ua«pﬂ)—%v'lﬁdc
je—ua(wﬂ)—%v“ézdg

Frip)= (104)

with the initial condition
Fp)=0. (105)
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To prove the existence of the continuum limit of the Green functions for non-
coinciding points, it is enough to prove that F;(¢) have a limit when a—0 so that
the integral (103) also converges. Then its limit will give the Green functions at
non-coinciding continuum points x; in the unit cube in R?, provided that d is small
enough so that the GZ* approximants X; still do not coincide.

First note that (f = Bi/2, B=B(La)) for ||o|—B*/*| < B

3 i 1= 1 — )2
U @)= 3 Gra, i@l =)+l — f)= —*log[ e ™"~ #7 €9 4 const.
i=2

(106)
Differentiating both sides over ¢, we get
5

: i-1 P %

Y igra dlol— ) +WLel = 1)

& 0= 1) g Wil =1

—ua) =4y~

=—L2V'1He C——LZV_I(FLa(w)—qa), (107)

[ew@=—3 g ~

where we have used (104) and (105) in the last step. From (107) we obtain the
following representation

Fa(@)=bs 00[1+bs 1(10l— ) +ba (10l — )+ hallol — )], (108)
where d=La and

brao=1, b= —2L" g, f 7,

bre,,=—-L" (393 _2gLa,2f_1)f_1 .

h,(0) is analytic for |o| <3 * with two derivatives at zero vanishing and a bound
lha(@)| <D f 3. (110)

Note that F;, has estimates uniform A.
Large field contributions to F;, will be controlled by the following stability
bound with d=La,

IFa(@)e™ "< (1+]p|*) exp[—§2*(Req|— B(@)"*)* +3 L%~ '(Im@)*+1]. (111)

Our notation is in fact somewhat abusive, because for large fields we shall only
control the product F;e ™% which is an entire function.

Now (111) iterates under (104) as (16) before, provided the small field
representation (109) does with appropriate bounds. For small fields take
o=(f+0,0) with f=p%? now and write (104) using (55) as

Fid/4+0.9) __bo <<1+—6~> [1+b1<&+%ﬁ2ﬂ +b262+k+ﬁ> +e U™

(109)

(f+0,0) 1492 f (112)
f
with [k| < O(f ~3*%) and the expectation is with respect to measure
1

L0 P W — 2AG2 — Ly — 1(G2 4 2 ~qn
P 1A62—4y - YG2+ 7 )XdO'dTC

N
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in the notation of (56). A straightforward perturbative analysis supplemented by a
shift 6—0+ 0, where g, is given by (69) produces

r__ 1 —-1__ _g_3__
0_b0<1+292+y_1[b2+b1<f 3292)]-!_(0),

;=$<m+%>—%+@, (113)
L b 3 1
b2+77=$ b2+7 _‘33'}) b1+—f g3+(0,

where O =O0(f ~3**). Moreover (110) iterates due to the contracting £ factor in
front of 6. Equation (113) implies that

1401 — 140  —
b= == 4B, bpa= b (114)
with #,, ; converging exponentially fast to zero and
B, il D, frn > 5. (115)

Moreover, since by =by(1+O0(L™M~™ + f,73%9) also b,, , stays finite when the
ultraviolet cutoff is removed.

This proves uniform boundedness of F;. To show that they converge when
a—00, we study OF, which leads to the variation ¢ of (113) and (114) and is
standard by now, so that we leave it as an exercise. Notice again that on the

. . . 1 1
renormalized trajectory b; and b, pick up fixed O (T) and O <75> terms
respectively so that in order to improve the convergence to the continuum limit by
implementing the Symanzik program to the leading orders, we should consider the

cutoff Green functions
g 1o E
Glnp(X15 .0, X) = Z(a) ™2 75 l;I1 Lo(x) B—3lp(x) +lp(x)?)

x 1 e " EB@r(ol - 1)2dﬂca/ﬁ(a)(§0) (116)
xeaZ?
instead of those of (2).

The renormalization group approach, especially simple for the hierarchical
model, allows studying also short distance asymptotics of the continuum Green
functions, especially the logarithmic corrections to scaling, see [15]. This requires
a study of the composite correlations, and although straightforward, will not be
pursued in this paper.
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