Communications in
Commun, Math. Phys. 86, 87-110 (1982) Mathematical
Physics

© Springer-Verlag 1982

Borel Summability of the 1/N Expansion for the
N-Vector [ O(N) Non-Linear ] Models

J. Frohlich'*, A. Mardin?, and V. Rivasseau>**

—

Institut des Hautes Etudes Scientifiques, 35, Route de Chartres, F-91440 Bures-sur-Yvette, France
2 C.P.T., Ecole Polytechnique, F-91128 Palaiseau Cédex, France
The Institute for Advanced Study, Princeton, NJ 08540, USA

w

Abstract. We construct an analytic interpolation in 1/N for the N-vector [O(N)
non-linear o] models with N-component fields on a lattice. This interpolation,
valid at sufficiently high temperatures, extends over a large domain in the
complex plane containing the half plane Re (1/N) > 0. We use this result to show
that the 1/N expansion of the free energy density and of the correlation functions
is Borel summable in the thermodynamic limit and at high temperature.

1. Introduction, Notations and Main Results

In this paper we continue a mathematically rigorous analysis of the 1/N expansion
in the N-vector models, initiated by A. Kupiainen [1,2]. Kupiainen has shown
that the 1/N expansion is asymptotic for two families of models, the N-vector
models on a simple, (hyper) cubic lattice 7% d = 2,3,4,..., at temperatures above
the critical temperature of the spherical model (N = o), and a class of weakly
coupled N-component A|¢p|* models in two space-time dimensions. A careful
analysis of the 1/N expansion for the three-dimensional O(N) o-models in the
continuum limit has been carried out by I. Aref’eva [3] who, however, has not
determined its nature. For a summary of the history of 1/N expansions and
references to important, earlier work, see Kupiainen’s papers [1,2].

A natural problem is to study the analyticity properties in 1/N and to determine
the summability properties of the 1/N expansion for the models mentioned above.
Billionnet and Renouard have recently proven that the 1/N expansion for weakly
coupled N-component A|¢|* models in two dimensions is Borel-summable [4]. In
this paper we establish the same result for the O(N) non-linear o-models on a
lattice of arbitrary dimension, at high temperature. The methods used in this paper
are different from the ones in [4]. In [4] the main technical difficulty appears in
the construction of the continuum (ultraviolet) limit. Here we do not construct
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the continuum limit. However, the 1/N expansion for the N-vector models is an
expansion around a stationary point of a complex measure which has only “poor
fall-off at infinity” and which is hard to control when 1/N is close to the imaginary
axis. We resolve this difficulty by superimposing a second expansion related to a
standard high temperature expansion. Each term in this double expansion can be
calculated explicitly and turns out to be analytic in 1/N everywhere except on the
interval [ —1/2,0]. Our double expansion can be interpreted as a random
walk—or polymer representation of thermodynamic and correlation functions of
the N-vector models. It is inspired by work of Symanzik [5] and a rigorous version
thereof [6] which has recently been applied intensively to the study of the Ising
(N =1) and classical rotor (N = 2) models-[6—8]. The representation described in
[6] can be interpreted as a double expansion in powers of N and f. It is used in
[9] to derive joint analyticity in N and f near N =0, f=0. As in [6], our double
expansion represents the N-vector models as gases of random walks or polymer
chains with soft core interaction. In contrast to the random walks used in [6], the
random walks introduced in this paper make steps of arbitrary length, but with
exponentially decaying probability. Our random walk representation is chosen in
such a way that the spherical model limit, N — oo, is reached smoothly along rays
in the half plane Re 1/N > 0.

The convergence of our double expansion is controlled by cluster (or polymer)
expansion methods described in [10]; see also [11,12].

We establish convergence at high temperature in a large domain of the 1/N
plane, uniformly in the volume cutoff. We also derive bounds on the k " derivative
in 1/N of thermodynamic and correlation functions. When combined with a
theorem due to Nevanlinna and Sokal [13] they suffice to prove Borel summability
of the 1/N expansion.

Our paper is organized as follows:

In the remainder of Sect. 1 we define the lattice N-vector models, introduce
some notation and summarize our main results in the form of a theorem.

In Sect. 2 we derive the basic random walk representation of our models and
express it in a compact form which makes the methods of [10, 12] accessible.

In Sect. 3 we recall the cluster expansion [10—12] and use it to control the
convergence of our random walk representation. We construct the thermodynamic
limit of our models and verify analyticity in 1/N in a large domain and prove
Borel summability at 1/N =0, for sufficiently high temperatures; (see Theorem A
below).

In Sect. 4 we discuss our results and describe some open problems related to
the main theme of this paper.

Some technical estimates needed in Sects. 2 and 3 are proven in an appendix.

Throughout this paper we follow quite closely the notation introduced in [1].
We adopt the conventions that

an empty sum =0,
an empty product = 1.

With each site, j, of the simple (hyper) cubic lattice Z¢, d = 2,3, 4, ..., we associate
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a classical, N-component spin

¢, =(¢},....0Y), N=1,23,... (1.1)

of length N, i.e. [¢;|* = N. The Hamilton function of the model in a finite sublattice
A of 7% is given by

Hyp)=— > ;¢ 1.2)
(iea
where the summation ranges over all pairs of nearest neighbors in 4, and ¢-¢’ is
the usual scalar product of ¢ with ¢'. For reasons of technical simplicity we shall
choose 4 to be a rectangle and impose periodic boundary conditions, but (in
contrast to the methods used in [1]) we can accommodate arbitrary boundary
conditions. The Gibbs state of the N-vector model (= Euclidean vacuum functional
of the O(N) non-linear o-model on the lattice) on the sublattice A is given by
d,uﬁ{“(d)) — (Z%A))— Lo~ BH (&) H 5(‘¢J‘2 . N)dN(bj, (13)
jeA
where f8 is the inverse temperature (= inverse square coupling constant), and Zj"
is the usual partition function.

The correlation functions, {¢%....¢%" >, ,z= l/ﬁ , are obtained from the
characteristic functional

S(g) = [ dui" ()exp dlg),
(1.4)
d
lg)= Y. ) 395
a=1 j
by functional differentiation in g.
Following [7,1,6] we now introduce the dual representation of the N-vector

model which displays N, or 1/N, as a parameter. Let A be the usual finite difference
Laplacian defined by

Ay==2d6;+ Y & ;v

[kl=1
with some boundary conditions (b.c.) (e.g. periodic) imposed at 4. We define
C=Cy=(—pa+m*1, (1.5)
where m =m; = 0 is some mass parameter which may, a priori, depend on the site
jeA and will be specified below. We set
z=1/N and y=2/N=2:% (1.6)

The first step in the derivation of the dual representation is to notice that in
the definition of duf", Eq.(1.3), we may multiply each factor 8(l¢p;)> —N) by
exp [ — (Bd +m3}/2)|¢;*], which can be absorbed in a redefinition of Z{". Second,
we Fourier-decompose &(|¢p;|> — N),

8(1¢;1> — N) = (1/2m) [ do e 1217 =)
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for each je A, and subsequently interchange integration over o and ¢. The resulting
¢-integral is Gaussian, and we obtain

S(g)=Z; ' fexp {(1/2)(g,[ - B4 +m?* —2ia] " 'g)}

det(— pa+m? = 2ia) N2 [ e N do,, (1.7)

jea

where Z, = const 1Z{", and |A| is the number of sites in A. Identity (1.7) is very
convenient for analyzing the behaviour of S(g) near N =0; (one can prove joint
analyticity in f# and N inside some discs centered at N =0 and = 0. See [9]). In
order to determine the behaviour of S(g) near N = oo, one changes variables,

a;=za; for all jed,
and applies the identity

det(A4) =exptrlog(A4).
This yields

= fexp {(1/2)(g,[1 - 2izCpal "' Cyg) }dp, .(a), (1.8)

where
du, (a)=2Z; "exp { — (1/y)trlog(1 — 2izCya) }- [ | exp(—ia;/z)da;,  (1.9)
jea
and

Z,=constZ,.

We now choose m? = mf such that the terms linear in a in the exponents on the
right side of (1.9) cancel. This is the case iff

C,..=1, forall jed, (1.10)

B.ij
where
C/z,ij = (5,‘, C[féj)'

This condition ensures that the complex measure dy, , is, in zeroth order in z,
given by the positive Gaussian measure of the spherical model, the deviation from
the Gaussian being of the form exp O(z). Condition (1.10) plays a crucial role in
our subsequent analysis. It is a system of transcendental equations for the mass
parameters m; = m(f3, A). The simplifying feature of periodic b.c. is that condition
(1.10) reduces to a single equation (because of translation invariance) which has
a constant solution m; = m(p, A) >0, for all §, when [4] is finite. This is the only
instance in this paper where periodic b.c. are more convenient than other b.c. In
[1], m = m(p) is chosen so that (1.10) is only satisfied in the thermodynamic limit,
A — 7% 1t then reduces to
ddp -1

| o )d[:ﬁZ(1~cospu)+m} =1. (L.11)

[—n,n]4
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The inverse critical temperature fis of the spherical model is the maximal value of
B for which (1.11) has a solution, m=m(fig)=0. For d = 3,0 < s < oo, while
for d=2, fg= 0. For < f, (1.11) has a solution m =m(f), and the solution,
m(B, A), of (1.10) (for periodic b.c.) converges to m(f), as A—Z° for all f < f.
Moreover

lim m(f, A) = sup m(p, A) = 1.
B0 B

Note that on the right side of (1.8) and (1.9) z = 1/\/1V appears as a parameter.
It is not hard to see that S(g) is a function of y = 2z% and that it is, in fact, analytic
in y in a complex neighborhood of the open positive half axis when |A] is finite.
Moreover when y =2/N and N is an integer it agrees with the functional defined
in (1.4). Our task is now to continue S(g) = S}")(g) analytically in y (and f) to
as large a domain as possible and to derive estimates on |Sf')(g)| in that domain
which are uniform in 4. Our main results can be summarized as follows.

Theorem A. For 0 <f <f,, for some positive constant f, < fis, the thermodynamic
limits of the free energy and the correlation functions exist and are analytic functions
of y=2/N on the domain {y:largy|<m—e¢, or |y|>1+e¢}. In that range of
parameters connected correlation functions have exponential clustering. For f <f8,,,
the 1/N expansions of the free energy and the correlation functions are Borel
summable.

2. A New Random Walk Representation and the Polymer Method
We combine Egs. (1.8) and (1.9) into the following formula for S(g):
Slg) = Z5 *fexp {(1/2)(g, [1 - 2izC;a] ' C,g)}
-exp { — (1/y)trlog (1 —2izCya)} [ ] exp(—iay/z)da, 2.1

jea
where Z, is chosen such that
S(g=0)=1. (2.2)

The basic idea of this section is to split C, into a diagonal part C} and an
off-diagonal part Cj and to expand perturbatively in Cj. By (1.10)

CP = Cpi00= 5y 23)

In order to understand the crucial significance of condition (2.3) in our scheme
we first consider the case where
Cpji=7- (2.4

for some parameter y > 0 which will subsequently be set = 1.
We now insert the identity

1 —2izCpa=1—2izya —2izC)a

=(1 -2izya)[1—f‘c2<1 _;'zycf~ 1>] )
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into (2.1) and expand in powers of y~'Cj. We make use of the identities

© i k
log(1 —2izC.a) =log (1 —2i - A7 ! ’
og( izCpa) og ( lZVa){ k; k[)} B(l —2izya )} }

(2.6)
and
1 -1
[1—2izCﬂa]1Cﬂ=(1—2izya)*1l:1—y'ICI?(]—_m—I)J C,
w 1 K
=y(1— 2izya)‘1{1 +k§0 [y"1C8<~———~1 e 1)]
77 'C( —2izya)‘1}. 2.7

Before we present the result of these expansions we introduce some notations and
conventions:

An oriented random loop, denoted by w, is a closed, directed random walk
built of an arbitrary number, p = p(w), of steps of arbitrary, but strictly positive
length. Thus, an oriented random loop is a class of ordered sequences of jumps,
from a site i; to a site i,, from i, to i3, and so on, the last jump being from i, to
i,+1 =1y, but two sequences of jumps which only differ in the choice of the starting
site correspond to the same random loop.

An open random walk, w, from xeA to ue A consists of a sequence of p = p(w)
jumps, from i; = x to i,, from i, to i, and so on, and finally from i, to i,,, =u;
I # x4, for all k. If x # u we have p(w) = 1. The circumstance that w starts at x
and ends at u is expressed, symbolically, as w: x — u.

With every random walk, closed or open, we associate a weight, J,,

p(®)

Jo= H [y~ lcﬂ,ikik+1]‘ (2.8)
k=1

Furthermore, we let n(w) denote the number of visits of a random walk  at site
Jj- If @:x—u is open, we define nj(x) and n;(u) to be the total number of visits of
w at x,u, respectively, not counting the first visit of w at x, the last visit of w at
u, respectively.

The length, l(w), of a random walk w is defined by

p(w)

[w) = Z lie = Ges 1l 2.9)
k=1

where |i — j|is the minimal number of nearest neighbor jumps necessary to get from i
to j. Clearly

l(w) = p(w). (2.10)

Inserting (2.5), (2.6) into the equation defining Z, (see (2.2)) and making use of
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definition (2.8) we obtain

Z,= o 2izya)~ '
? mgo Wiyenny Wy y m' _]EA
: ! 1 "le""’f/zda (2.11)
1 —2izya; 7 '
where w,,...,w,, are m not necessarily distinct oriented random loops and
n;= Z (). (2.12)

k=1

If we insert identities (2.6) and (2.7) into the right side of Eq. (2.1) defining S(g),
differentiate twice with respect to g and make use of (2.8), we obtain the following
expression for the two-point correlation, or Schwinger function

Gip=2i'Y Y wkH

m=0 W, {,..., wmy m

1 noo
§[](1~2izyaj)*<1/y>-éxr%(~—*.~—~—1> e-iailida, (2.13)

ied 1 —2izya,

where > ranges over all open random walks w:x—u and over m not

necessarily distinct, oriented random loops w,...,®,, and
)+ ) nw). (2.14)
k=1

If in (2.13) x =u, ® may be an empty random walk, in which case the exponent
—(1/y) = 6,;— d,; on the right side of (2.13) must be replaced by —(1/y)— d,;
Formulae analogous to (2.13) can be derived for an arbitrary 2n point correlation
function, (¢} ... %2>, ., (With even numbers of o;’s equal to some a=1,...,N).
See also [6] for derivations of formulae quite similar to (2.11) and (2.13). For
reasons of simplicity of our exposition we only study the two-point function,
{Pprdy> . with x #u, henceforth, but our methods cover general correlations,
as well. Now, note that the integrals over the parameters a;je, in (2.11) and

(2.13) factorize. They can be evaluated by using the simple identity

1 0 o . .
j dae™"F(1 = 2izya) ™ =——[dit" " te™" [ l4®m=z"0qq
0

— 0 F(V

— 0

2
- %(222)))”6)@ [—1/22%y]. (2.15)

Let Q={w,,...,w,} be an arbitrary, ordered m-tuple of oriented random loops,
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Ql=m,m=1,2,3,..., and

Jo=[] Yo, (2.16)
k=1

We now insert the right side of (2.15) and (2.16) into the right side of (2.11) and
of (2.13) and use repeatedly the identity
Irry=@F—DIF~-1).

This yields

éylmlglujﬂjg[ r(1/y)'2nze™"P(1|y)*")
<_ ( >1/?)’ 1yt I:] (1+ky)“>], (2.17)

and

Z X Privp= 2 '”‘IQ['JQJ ﬂ[(}"(}/y) Lpze™ 11 /y)L)
Q

nj 1= 140x;T0uj
Z ( ) (1) oxioui(— 1) [T «a +ky)_1}
1=0 k=01 0uj

(2.18)

The factor [I'(1/y)” '2nze **(1/y)"*]'4! can be absorbed in a redefinition of the
partition function

Zy=2Z,[T(1/y)” 2nze™ ¥(1/y)t]~ 1. (2.19)

We notice that that factor is the total volume of the spheres over which the classical
spins of the system may range, normalized so that the limit, as y — 0, is finite.
If we define free energy densities

Bf4(B,z)= logzz,

4]
(2.20)

BfaB,y) = |

then Bf/ — Bf,, expanded in powers of z, is given by Stirling’s series which is
Borel summable in the z variable [14] but not in y; (see also Sect. 4).
We now introduce the notation

logZ3,

n l—q — 1" l
R‘,‘,w;y)ErT%(—— 2( >,y1—(—) 2.21)
[T +ky 7 H (1+ky)
k=gq k=q
and
Ri(y) =RY1;y), Qly)=Qi1;y) (2.22)

Clearly Q%(y; y) is a polynomial in y, and RY(y; ) is a rational function of y which
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is analytic in y in the entire complex plane, except in the interval [— 1,0]. In
general Qi(y; y=0)# 0. The point is that for y =1 we have the following result.

Lemma 2.1. For y=1
lim |y=P®0Y1; y)| =lim |y~**Q, ()]
y—=0 y—=0

is finite, where

1
E(n) = integer part of n42— . Ul

The proof of Lemma 2.1 is given in the appendix.
From (2.17)-(2.19) and (2.21), (2.22) we obtain the representations

1
Z3 = % y|Q| lQi \ JQ 1—/[1 Rr(l)j(())(y)’ (2.23)
. je
and
1
2D 8= Y e dadoT] R 300 (224)
.Q y |Q| . Jjead

with R4(y) as in (2.21), (2.22), and
(@ =Y nfw), see(2.12),

e
njw,Q =nfw)+ ) nfw),
w'eR
see (2.14).
It is easy to see that

Y E(n;) > |€2l.
jea
Therefore the singular factor y~!?! on the right side of (2.23) and (2.24) is cancelled
by
[Tos(:y
JjeA
provided y = 1, ie. C; ;; =1 (see (2.4)), as follows from Lemma 2.1. Thus, we now
understand the crucial réle of condition (1.10).
The proof of analyticity of §f(8,y) and of (¢, >, in y in the domain

{vilargyl<m—e¢ or |y|>1+¢}

for f sufficiently small (depending on &), and of Borel summability in y at y =0
is now reduced to proving convergence of the expansions (2.23) and (2.24) and of
their Taylor remainders (at y = 0) in the above domains of y and f, uniformly in
|A].

We shall establish convergence by applying the polymer method [10-12] to
the right side of (2.23) and (2.24). We first notice that a term on the right side of
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(2.23) or (2.24) indexed by a family Q= {w,,...,®,} of oriented random loops
does not depend on the ordering of {w,,...,w,,}. We may thus resum over all
families of oriented random loops which only differ in their ordering. This yields
expansions of Z, and (¢ ¢,);, with terms labelled by what are called
multi-indices in [10], i.e. by functions from the set I" of all random walks to N.
In the following, these labels, the multi-indices are called g-sets (for “generalized
sets”) of random walks. A g-set may contain an arbitrary number of copies of the
same random walk. We shall use set-theoretical language (whenever it is unambig-
uous), speaking of unions of g-sets = addition of multi-indices, of elements of
g-sets = particular copies of particular random walks in a g-set, etc. Let Q2 be some
g-set. Given some random walk wel, let v(Q,®) be the number of copies of w
appearing in Q. We define

Q1 =[] 2 w)! (2.25)

wel’

with the usual convention that 0! = 1.

We may now rewrite expansions (2.23) and (2.24) by summing over all distinct
g-sets Q of oriented random loops (rather than over arbitrary, ordered collections
of random loops) and replacing |Q|! by [Q]!.

Next, we observe that each term in these modified expansions labelled by a
disconnected g-set can be factorized in a product of terms labelled by connected
g-sets, also called polymers, and denoted by Q. (A g-set Q is called connected, i.e.
a polymer, if it is given by oriented random loops, or walks w,,...,,, not
necessarily distinct, with the property that w,nw, ., # @, k=1,...,m —1.) Two
polymers are said to be compatible if their union is not a polymer. (Otherwise
they are said to be incompatible.) If Q is a g-set of oriented random loops with
the property that QU {w} is a polymer, where w:x —u is an open random walk,
then Q°=Q U{w)} is called an x —u polymer.

Given some polymer, Q°, we let |Q°| denote the total number of oriented random
loops in ¢, counting multiplicities,

p)= 3 plw), (2.26)

wee

(we recall that p(w) is the number of steps made by the random walk w),

n(Q)= ) njw), jed, (2.27)
we°
()= Y lw). (2.28)
weN°
Clearly
20Q S p() = Y n(Q) S (). (2.29)

We also define an activity, z, of each polymer,

2Q) = Joc [1 Riae, ) (2.30)

VIR i
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where q; = 6,; + d,; if Q°is an x — u polymer, and gq; = 0, otherwise. (Note that ||
is the total number of random loops in €°, not counting open random walks.)

The expansions (2.23) and (2.24) can now be written as sums of products of
activities associated with compatible polymers. The constraint of compatibility is
equivalent to a hard core exclusion between polymers. Let

0  if @ and Q° are
g(er, ) = compatible polymers (2.31)
—1, otherwise.

Then the expansions (2.23) and (2.24) take the form

0

Zy=13} Z H 2% [] [1+g(2, Q0] (2.32)
r=0 {Q%, 1Sk<k’Er
<¢¢>pz—z3 Z Z }HZ(Q
r=0 {Qf,..
AL T e 20) (2.33)

where in (2.32) summation extends over all sets of polymers made of oriented
random loops while in (2.33) exactly one polymer is an x — u polymer. The factor
[T [1+g( 2]
1<k<k <r

is the Boltzmann factor of the hard core interaction between polymers. The activities
z(€2) = z(€Q°; y) are functions of y =2/N.

Criteria for convergence of the expansions (2.32) and (2.33) are well known
[11,12]. See, in particular, the clear presentation in [10]. In the appendix we prove
the following bound on the activity z(Q°) of a polymer, Q°:

Lemma 2.2. If yis such that |arg y| <m — ¢ or |y| > 1 + ¢, then there exists a finite
constant K, such that

|2(€2)] < [2dBK (m*(B, A))~ 119, (2.34)
where m*(f, A) is the solution of Eq.(1.10).

Remarks. I) Tt follows from [10-12] and (2.34) that the expansions (2.32) and
(2.33) can be exponentiated and converge uniformly in |A] if § is sufficiently small,
(B <const K, '). In the next section we recall some of the machinery developed
in [10—12], following [10], which can be used to prove convergence.

2) The main analytical facts needed to prove (2.34) are the following estimates:

a) For k < E(n),

n—1+gq

[y *Qiy)| < const,"k ! TT (L +klyl), (2.35)

k=g
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where Q2 has been defined in (2.21), (2.22).

24p '@
b) IJQtlé[mz(ﬂﬁ A)} : (2.36)

with m(f8, A)~1, as f~0; (see (1.10), (1.11)).

Fact a) follows from the definition of Qf and Lemma 2.1 which asserts that,
for k <E(n),y *Q4(y) is analytic near y =0, so that one can use the Cauchy
estimate. Fact b) is standard (see e.g. [6]). Details are provided in the appendix.
Lemma 2.2 follows from facts a) and b) combined with some fairly subtle
combinatorial arguments contained in the appendix.

3. Convergence of the Expansions (2.32) and (2.33), and Proof of Theorem A

The form of expansions (2.32) and (2.33) and estimate (2.34) on the activity of
polymers permit us to use the polymer method described in [10—12] in order to
prove convergence. (We follow [10].) We now briefly recall the main features of
that method and some combinatorial estimates which we also need in our proof
of Lemma 2.2, contained in the appendix.

Our aim is to prove existence of the thermodynamic limit, analyticity properties
in y and Borel summability of the 1/N expansion of

ﬁfA(ﬁ,Y)=l/1|“110gZ3, 3.1
and

d
(PrPurp = loglZs + tZ3{ s du pli=o- (32)

By (2.33), the unnormalized two point function tZ;{plol> s> has a polymer
expansion in which the activities of the x —u polymer are multiplied by a factor
t. In order to control the logarithms of polymer expansions we require two basic
properties (4 and B, below) of polymers; (see e.g. [10]).

Property A. Let Qf be a polymer of length /,. The total number of polymers, Q°,
of length [ which are incompatible with Q0 is bounded by [ K}, where K, is a
constant proportional to d, and d is the dimension of the lattice.

To verify Property A in our case, we first note that we may associate with each

polymer Q¢ a walk Q°, and two subsets S(Q°) and E(Q°) made of jumps in Q. We

construct Q° first. We start at some site j, €Q° (j, = x if Q° is an x —>u polymer).
All walks visiting j, form a g-subset H,. We choose one of them and follow its
jumps till we arrive at some site j, visited by a non-empty g-subset H, of walks
in Q°~ H,. We choose one of the walks in H, and follow its jumps till we arrive
at a site j, visited by some walk in Q°~H, ~ H,, etc. Sometimes the walk in
H,, k=1, that we were following terminates. This can only happen at the site j,.
We then choose another walk in H, whose jumps we have not yet followed, or—if
no such walk exists anymore—we follow further the jumps of the walk in H, _,
along which we arrived at j, the first time. In this way we must finally get back
to j; (or land at u if Q°is an x —u polymer), having completely followed all the
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paths in Q¢ (provided, if Q¢ is an x —u polymer, we choose the x —u path in H,
as late as possible...). The walk which we have followed in this fashion is Q°. Our

definition of Q° depends most of the time on many arbitrary choices, but this need
not concern us. The subsets S(Q°) and E(€2) are defined by the following condition:
a jump j in o3 belongs to S(Q°) (respectively: to E(Q)) if and only if there exists
a walk @ in Q° such that the jump j is the first one (respectively: the last one) that
we followed on the walk w in the process described above.

We claim that given a random walk @ and two subsets S and E of its jumps,
there exists at most one polymer Q° such that Q°=w, S(Q°)=S and E(Q°)=E.
Indeed, if such a polymer Q¢ exists, by the way Q° is constructed, there has to be
a subloop w,; of w, i.e. a closed sequence of consecutive jumps in w, which start
(respectively: end) by a jump in S (respectively: in E) and is minimal with this
property. If o' =w ~ w, is not empty, we can find a subloop w, of w* with the
same property, replacing S and E by S; =S nw' and E; = Eno'. Finally we end
up with w**! empty, and Q° must be {®,,®,,...,»,}. There is no arbitrariness in
fact in this construction of Q¢ and this proves the claim. Since there are no more
than 47 possible subsets S and E for a given w, and since there are no more
than [,(2d)' random walks  of length | incompatible with Qf, the number of
polymers, Q°, of length [ incompatible with Qf is bounded by

1,47)(2d) < 184, (3.3)

which proves Property A.
Similar arguments show that the total number of polymers Q¢,€5,..., with
QN #T, Q00050 ... contains 0, and = ) () fixed is bounded

k=1,2,...
by (16d).

Property B. The activity z(Q2°) of each polymer Q° is bounded by KY“, where
K, is some geometric constant depending on d.
Obviously, Property B follows from Lemma 2.2: For f < f, < f,

K., BQdB + m*(B,A)) ' <K,. (3.4)

We now perform the cluster expansion, following closely [10].

In what follows, g-sets of polymers are denoted by X. If a g-set of polymers, X,
contains precisely one x — u polymer we write X : x — u. With each g-set of polymers,
X, we associate a graph G(x) whose vertices are the polymers in X. Two vertices
of G(X) are joined by a line iff the corresponding polymers are incompatible. The
total number of lines in a graph, C, is denoted by L(C). Given a g-set X of polymers
and a polymer Q let v(X, Q) be the number of copies of Q¢ in X, and let

(X1 =]]wX, Q9 (3.5)

fold

Finally
2(X) = [ | 2@y (3.6)

o

We now have
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Lemma 3.1. [10,11].

e 1o

BB, =1 L gy (X):(X), (37
1

ko= T g (K0aX), (33)

where
PN = Y (=1,
C=G((X)
and the sum ranges over all connected subgraphs C of G(X) containing all the vertices
of G(X).
Note that ¢"(X)=0, unless G(X) is connected (ie. X ={Q5,...,Q% r=
1,2,3,..., with @Qf and Q5 incompatible, for all k=1,...,r—1).

Lemma 3.2. [10,12].
I (X)) = [T 1), (3.9

QceX

where 1,(°) is the number of polymers in X which are incompatible with €,
[ie. I4(€F) is the number of lines of G(X) leaving the vertex corresponding to Q°].

The key combinatorial lemma based on Property A is the following U
Lemma 3.3. (Malyshev’s theorem [12], [10])
[T 1x(Q9) S [XT'KEY, (3.10
QeX
where

)= ¥ 1),
QceX
and K5 is a geometric constant depending on d.

We do not recall the proofs of Lemmas 3.2, 3.3; see [10, 12]. We have stated
them here, because they are basic in our proof of convergence of the expansions
(3.7), (3.8), see Lemma 3.1, and because we also need them to prove the required
estimates on z(Q2), Lemma 2.2; (for this purpose X is replaced by Q¢ and Q° by
o, see Lemmas A.1, A.2, Appendix).

Combining (3.6) with Lemmas 3.1 through 3.3 we obtain

Theorem 3.1. Let y be such that |arg y| <m —¢or |y| > 1 +¢. Let f§ be so small that
K p2dp+m?(B))~" < K,, (3.11)

where K, oc d™ ' is the constant introduced in Property B. Then the cluster expansions
(3.7),(3.8) for the free energy and the correlation functions converge uniformly in
|Al. The limits, as A— 7, exist and are analytic in y in the domain defined above.
The limiting connected correlation functions have exponential cluster properties.
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Remarks. 1) The last part of Theorem 3.1 is a standard consequence of convergence
of the cluster expansion.

2) Condition (3.11), can be satisfied for sufficiently small 8, because m(f)— 1,
as § — 0; see Conditions (1.10), (1.11). Moreover, if (3.11) holds then it also holds for
sufficiently large, finite A, because

limd m(B, A) = m(p).

A-Z

3) Although we have tacitly assumed that periodic b.c. were imposed at dA,
our techniques extend to a general class of b.c. and can be used to establish
independence of the thermodynamic limit on b.c. This requires solving condition
(1.10) [see also (2.3)] for Dirichlet b.c. and introducing random walks terminating
in sites in the boundary of A which arise from contractions with boundary fields.
Although we shall not discuss these generalizations any further we think they show
some nice features of our techniques.

By estimating Taylor remainders in y of the activities z(Q°) (which are analytic
functions of y outside { — 1,07 and applying Lemmas 3.1--3.3 and {13] we obtain

Theorem 3.2. For 8 small enough, the 1/N expansions for the free energy and the
correlation functions are Borel summable at 1/N = 0.

Remarks. 1) The required estimates on the Taylor remainders in y of the activities
z(Q°) are proven in the Appendix (Lemma A.5).

2) Our main result, Theorem A, is equivalent to Theorems 3.1 and 3.2.

(3) We used Nevanlinna—Sokal’s theorem on Borel summability for simplicity,
but with a little additional work one can modify Lemma A.5 to verify that the
stronger hypotheses of Watson’s theorem on Borel summability [ 15] also hold in
this case, provided the temperature is high enough.

4. Discussion of Results and Open Problems

1) We wish to add a comment on the difference between the two free energies
f'(B,z) and f(B, y) introduced in (2.19), (2.20): In Theorem 3.2 we have shown that
the expansion of f(f,y) in powers of y is Borel summable. However, [ f'(8,z) —
S(8,y)] has no expansion in powers of y. This quantity is the normalized volume
of a sphere over which the classical spin may range. It is thus the free energy
for a 0-dimensional model consisting of a single spin (the “toy integral”). Its
expansion in powers of z (not of y) is Stirling’s series which is Borel summable.
Its Borel transform is given by

©
Br+1

1 , r
;ﬁ[f B.z)—- f(B,y)]= r; (=1 e+

i iz' 1)?
—Q?cot (7) - (;/) , 4.1)

where z' is the “Borel variable dual to z,” and the B, are the Bernoulli numbers.
It has singularities on the imaginary axis, at z’ =kni, k= +1, £2, +3,....

(Z/)Zr
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It is an open problem to locate the singularities of the Borel transform of the
1/N expansion and to give such singularities a physical interpretation, as expected
of the singularities in the Borel transform of the coupling constant expansion in
field theories like Ad§ [16].

2) The techniques we have used to establish our main results [Theorems 3.1
and 3.2] have the following feature which is both remarkable and annoying: The
cluster expansion of Lemma 3.1 converges for all y with Re y > 0, and our estimates
on the activities z(€¢) are uniform in y, for Re y > 0. Thus the constant 8, (see
Theorem A, Theorem 3.1) is bounded by

min /jcm(N)
0<N<oo
which is well below f.
In contrast, Kupiainen [ 1] has established estimates which are valid for 0 Sy <y,
and B < B, for small values of y,, with lim f, = fs.
yo—0

It is conceivable that we could improve our estimates in this direction, i.e. that
we could prove convergence of our cluster expansions in domains 0 <f<p

yo?

yo?
larg y| <F2~, [yl < yo, with ylir}o B,, ~ Bs. [The y—0 (spherical model) limit exists

term by term in our expansion.] The main obstruction preventing us from
establishing such a result is that it is not easy to establish optimal bounds on

= Qa)l, “4.2)

where Q4(y) is one of the polynomials defined in (2.21), (2.22) and k < E(n).

We believe that with more work one might be able to improve the estimates
on |y *Q%y)| [see Lemmas A.1-A.4, in the appendix] and eventually prove the
above conjecture.

3) It might be worthwhile to try to extend our methods to other models with
a good 1/N-expansion, like the CPY~' models. The first step in this program
consists of choosing the right lattice approximation permitting one to use double
[high temperature, 1/N] expansions. For the CPY~' models, it is known that
certain lattice actions lead to first order transitions in f at 1/N =0 [17,18]. Such
actions must be rejected in our scheme. We have reasons to believe that there are
lattice actions for the C PV ! models which are not plagued with such pathologies.

4) It would be interesting to extend our methods to analyze other expansions in
statistical physics, e.g. the 1/d expansion. Random walk representation should be
particularly convenient to analyze the 1/d expansion [since random walks on Z¢
become mutually avoiding and self-avoiding, as d — oo, thus identifying this limit
with mean field theory. Systematic corrections in 1/d appear to be accessible].

Appendix. Proofs of Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 and of Theorem 3.2

In this appendix we supply some technical details which we have used in the main
text without proof. The key estimates are Lemmas 2.1 and 2.2 and (2.35). In the proof
of Lemma 2.2, Lemma 3.3 (Malyshev’s theorem [12,10]) plays an important role.



Borel Summability of the 1/N Expansion 103

A.1l. Proof of Lemma 2.1. Let

n+g—1

n) =11 d+ky 01,0 =1

k=l+gq

By (2.21) and (2.22),

=0

0= % ()i

We propose to prove
Qiy) =y + 0™, (A1)
. +1 )
where k= E(n) =integer part of 1-2——, and a, <. Clearly, (A.1) yields
Lemma 2.1.

Proof of (A.1.). Our proofisinductive and makes use of Pascal’s triangular formula

n+1 _[n N n
1)\ I—1)
To start the induction we note that

6y)=1, and Qi(y)=—qy, V q. (A2)

In order to do the induction step we use the identity

04, =(n+q)y [i(”“) ni-lge }

T R T (A3

Now, notice that

-1
<7>[Q31 - Q‘,i,m] = ”J’< rlz— 1 >Q3,z+1 +‘D’<7>Q3,1+1-

Inserting this identity into (A.3) we get

n 1 n —_
,.H—ny[ > (” >~ i, -;2(’}_21)(—1)"“-@3,,]
{1t : n nt 11
l ) Qn 1 IZI l _ 1 (— 1) Qz,l
znyl: 122“1 rll 1)( 1)n+1 lQ ;( > 1)" 1- lQ :|
+qy‘:1§ <rll> - "+1 lin]

=ny[(L+(n—1)y)Qi_, —20771]1 - qyQ5. (A.4)
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Formulas (A.4) and (A.2) yield (A.1) by induction in n. This completes the proof
of Lemma 2.1.

A2. Proof of Lemma 22. Let Q°={w,,...,w,} be some polymer. (Different
elements of ° may correspond to different copies of the same random walk.) Our
purpose is to estimate the activity z(Q2°) of Q¢ by proving a bound on |y *Q%(y)|,
k < E(n), and straightening out the combinatorial properties of polymers. We start
with the latter.

Lemma A.1. Consider some g-set Q consisting of oriented (not necessarily distinct)
random loops. With each site je A g_Z" one can associate a (possibly empty) g-subset
I;,=1(9Q) of Q, with the properties that

1) each weQ belongs to precisely one I;;
1) each wel; visits j;
iii) the total number of walks wn I, |1}, satisfies

;| < E(nj&)), forall jeA.

Remark. Formula (2.30) for z(Q°), property (A.1) and Lemma A.1 (with Q = Q°, or
Q= ~ {w}, where w:x —u) show that z(Q°) is regular at y =2/N =0.

Proof. Our proof proceeds by induction in [Q]. For |Q| =1, Lemma A.1 is trivial.
We may thus assume it is true for |Q] < m. We then show that it holds for |Q] =m + 1.
Since any closed random loop makes at least two steps, we may choose, for any
w, in Q I=1,...,m+1, two distinct sites ji and j7; we then call w, the
closed random loop made of only two steps which visits ji and j7, and
Q' ={wi,...,0,,} Itis now clear that if Lemma A.1 holds for €', it holds for Q;
indeed there is a one to one correspondence between Q' and Q which induces a
natural correspondence between the g-subsets I;(') and I;(€2); and obviously
n,(Q) < n;(Q) implies E(n;(Q") < E(n;(Q))VieA. Since it also suffices to prove
Lemma A.1 for connected g-sets (otherwise we may apply the induction hypothesis
to each connected component) we are left with the case of a connected g-set Q =
{wy,....0,, 4} of random loops, each of them made of two steps. Then:

either there exists je A such that n(€Q) is odd. Then j is visited by a walk Ve,
and

E(n(Q) 2 E(n{@ ~ {o'}) + 1.

We may then assign " to I () and Lemma A.1 follows from the induction
hypothesis for Q ~ {»"},
or

n(Q) is even for all jeA. (A.S)

Let w,€Q. Choose a site j ew,, and assign w; to I;(€). Let j, be the other site
visited by w,, and w, # w, a loop of Q visiting j,. We assign w, to I;(¢2), and
define j; as the other site visited by w, (possibly j, =j,). If j; is visited by a path
®, in Q, not equal to w; or w,, we assign w; to I;,(€), and so on. This construction
may stop after having chosen j, and w,, k= 2. This can only be the case if the
other site visited by w, 18 j, ., =J,. Indeed from A.5 and the construction we made,
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i, ,(Q~{w,,...,w,}) should be odd, hence not zero, except if j,,, =j,. In this
way we therefore obtain partial g-subsets K;= {w;el;,i <k}. We complete the
construction if k<m+ 1, by applying the induction hypothesis to Q*=Q~
{wy,...,w,}; this constructs g-subsets I j(Q"), and finally we define

1(Q) = K; Ul (2.
It is easy to verify then all items of Lemma A.1, because by our construction:
E(n(Q) = En ) ~ K. O
The next (and last) combinatorial result is an easy consequence of Lemma 3.3.

Lemma A.2. There is a constant K, such that for any closed polymer Q¢
[TH Q) < [QT1KE?, (A.9)
JjeA
where 1(€) is defined as in Lemma A.1, unless Q° is an x—u polymer containing
w:x—u, in which case 1,(Q°)=1,(Q° ~ {w}).

Proof. We apply Lemma 3.3, with X replaced by Q¢ and Qe X replaced by weQ-.
Clearly, Property A holds if we identify Qf with a random walk w,, of length [,
and count the total number of random walks w of length l(w) = [ incompatible
with w,. This guarantees that the hypotheses of Lemma 3.3, with X - Q°, Q° > w,
are fulfilled. Thus, by (3.10),

[T Io(w) S[Q]IKE. (A.10)
wefN°
Now, for wel (Q°), I, (w) 2 |1;|, with I;=1(€). Thus
IT Iae(w) 2 [ 1,11 = eI, (A.11)

wel,

[TIT L) = [T Iac(w),

jeAwel, wef

(A.9) follows from (A.10) and (A.11).
End of proof.
We now come to the more analytical part of the proof of Lemma 2.2.

Lemma A.3.

Since

2dﬂ li=Jl
< <l —
Ozcﬁ’lj=<m(ﬁ,/1)2> b

2dp >’<9‘>

m(p, A)*

Proof. Wheni=j, C; ;= 1, by condition (1.10), so the lemma holds trivially. For
i #j, we apply the random walk expansion of Cj; see [7].

B i (D)
Cpij= 2. H<W> >0,

@i j ked

ogmg(
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where @ is a nearest neighbor random walk, and 7 (®) the number of visits of @

at k. There are at most (2d)' such walks of length I. Thus

g e § (2
0= 2dB + mB, AP f \ 2B + m(B, 4)*

- B 2dp )“-ﬂ(l 24P )-1
= <2dﬂ +m2(B, A) > <2d/3 +m(B, A)? 2dB + m(p, A)

s( 2d4p >Ii*1'|.
= \m(p, A)?

The bound on J,. follows from the bound on C;;; and the definition of Jg..
Next, we prove our crucial bounds on the polynomials Q4(y); see (2.35).

Lemma A.4. For k < E(n),

nt+q—1

Uy < etk T (L +kly)).

k=gq

Proof. 1f |y| = (2p) ! then, by (2.21) and (2.22)

n n nt+qg—1

Z( > 1! H (1 +ky)
1=0 ! k=Il+gq

n+g—1

< ek 2 H (1 +k]yl).

k=q

ly~ Qi) = (2p)"

If |[y| £(2p)~ ! we may apply Cauchy’s estimate: We choose I' to be the circle of
radius p~ ! centered at the origin. Let

f») =y*Quy).

By (A.1), f(y) is analytic in yeC ~ {oo}. For |y| <(2p)”*, we may therefore apply
the Cauchy formula

14/,
1) =57 d

which yields

[f(y)] £ 2p*max

Lel

Z(?) et f] (1 + k)

=0 k=1+gq
nt+tqg—1

< 26k 12" n (1+k/p).

=q

Lemma A.4 now follows by choosing p=n+q — 1.
Corollary A.5. For k < E(n) and y in the domain
D,={y:largy|<m—e¢, or [y|>1+¢} (A.12)
YR < ke, (A.13)
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where R4 is the rational function defined in (2.21) and (2.22), and C, is a finite
constant, for each ¢>0. If Rey>0

ly T RIY)| < ((/22)"e20 4™ VL, (A.14)
Proof. For yeD,,

+q-

[] (1 +klyDIL + ky| "t <crrat, (A.15)

for some constant ¢, which is finite for all é>0. If Re y 20, ¢, < \/5 in (A.15). Thus

Corollary A.5 follows from the definition of R? and Lemma A.1. O
Proof of Lemma 2.2. By formula (2.30)
1
2(Q) = [ 'ch ~led anJ(Q )(,V)
je
1 B .
= [‘Qﬁ_'JQC H y 1,91 jomv)(J’), (A.16)
. jeA

where 1,(€) is as in Lemma A.2, and the last equation follows from Lemma A.1.
By Lemma A.1, iii)

(2] < E(nf()), for all .
We may therefore apply Corollary A.5 to estimate |y ~/'¢>9I Ré% . (y)| which yields:

1201 = ey

for yeD, (defined in (A.12)). If we now use inequality (A.9), Lemma A.2, and the
inequality

Jo [T @)1+ o (A.17)

jeAa

Do) +q; SUL) + 1, (A.18)
J

we find
|2(2°)] £ J o (C, K 4 )% (A.19)

which, together with Lemma A.3, completes the proof of Lemma 2.2. [If Re y 20
we may use (A.14) instead of (A.13).]

A.3. Proof of Theorem 3.2. 1t suffices to prove uniform estimates on the rth
derivative in y of z(Q; y) = z(Q°), for Re y 2 0 and arbitrary polymers €°. One then
uses Lemmas 3.1 through 3.3 to transfer such estimates to (8, y) and {($L ¢, >p ..
Therefore we only need one further lemma, namely:

Lemma A.5. If Rel/y>1
ar

. < e2(r )2 J 0 KU2O (A.20)
0y

2(€2° y)

for some constants ¢ and K.
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Proof. According to (A.16) and Leibniz’ rule:

L DY H ays, fi (A21)

7)’) [Qc]‘ Zsl "

where f; stands for y‘”J(Qc’lRﬁj(Qc)(y).

We estimate the derivatives on the right side by using the Cauchy formula,
as in the proof of Lemma A4. Let C; be the disk {y;Rel/y>1} and I',
the circle surrounding it at distance (2p) %, namely the set of points y with
dist{y,C,}=(2p)"".

For f analytic inside I', and y in C; we have

o* _sh o f(©O)
ay* fy = i rpmdc. (A.22)
We can apply this Cauchy formula to the derivative of f;in the right side of (A.21),
provided we choose p =n; + ¢;; indeed by (A.1), f; is analytic inside I', .,

We need the following easy generalization of (A.14):

n+g—1
[T [A+kyDA +ky)~ 1T <409, ifyel,,,. (A.23)
k=q
Using Lemma A4, it yields for yel', .,
|fiy)] < 87 a2 aim DT (). (A.24)

We insert this bound in (A.22) and obtain, for y in C,

< 5;(8eH U020, + )T (29! (A25)

We use the estimate
[2(n; + qj)]sJ+1 <2n;+ qj)sj!ez(”f”” < sj!(2e2)”f+‘“. (A.26)

We can now bound the sum in the right side of (A.21), using (A.25), (A.26) and
(A.18). Since there are at most 2"" 4?9 possible choices of sequences (s;);., such
that Zsj =rand s;= 0 if n(Q°) =0, and since Hsj! <r! we get the bound

j j

(r!)z 2r+l(QC)(16e4)l(Q°)+ 11_[ IIJ(QC)l '
J

Lemma A.5 follows from this bound and Lemma A.2, with K5 = 32¢*K ;. Of course
we do not try to find best possible constants. Theorem 3.2 now follows by appealing
to the result of Nevanlinna and Sokal [13]:

Lemma A.6. Let f be analytic in the circle Cyx={y;Rel/y>1/R}. Suppose
f admits an asymptotic expansion such that

r—1

T =Y ay*+R) (A.27)

k=0
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with
IR, = car!yl (A.28)

uniformly in r and ye Cy, for some constants o and c. Then f'is Borel summable, which

means that the power series Y at*/k! converges for |t| <1/o, that it defines a
k

function B(t) which has an analytic continuation in the strip

S, ={t;dist{t, R, } <1/o},
and that this function satisfies the bound
|B(t)] < Kexpt/R forteR,.

Finally f is represented by the following absolutely convergent integral:

0) =§ [ exp(—i/»BO)dr, yeCh.

There is also a reciprocal theorem which we do not use here. We apply this theorem
in our case, with R =1, by simply noticing that (A.27) and (A.28) follow from
Lemma A.5 by Taylor’s formula.
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