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Abstract

We prove that the operator product expansion (OPE), which is usually thought of as an
asymptotic short distance expansion, actually converges at arbitrary finite distances within
perturbative quantum field theory. The result is derived for the massive scalar field with
@*-interaction on Euclidean spacetime. This constitutes a generalisation of an earlier
result by Hollands and Kopper, which states that the OPE of exactly two quantum fields
converges. We also show that the OPE coefficients satisfy factorisation conditions for
certain configurations of the spacetime arguments. Such conditions are known to encode
information on the algebraic structure of the underlying quantum field theory.

Both results rely on modified versions of the renormalisation group flow equations,
which allow us to derive explicit bounds on the remainder of these expansions. Within
this framework, we also derive a new formula for the perturbation of OPE coefficients,
1.e. an equation relating coefficients at a given perturbation order to those of lower order.
By iteration of this formula, a new constructive method for the computation of OPE
coefficients in perturbation theory is obtained, which only requires the coefficients of the
free theory as initial data.

Finally, we investigate a strategy to restrict renormalisation ambiguities in quantum field
theory via the condition that the OPE coefficients depend analytically on the coupling
constant(s) of the respective model. We apply this strategy to the computation of the
vacuum expectation value of the stress energy operator in the two dimensional Gross-
Neveu model and we obtain a unique prediction for the non-perturbative contribution to
this expectation value, which is of the order exp(—27/g?) (here g is the coupling constant).
We discuss the possibility that a similar effect, if present in the Standard Model of particle
physics, could account for the “unnatural” smallness of the cosmological constant.
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Notation and conventions

Conventions used in chapter 3: The convention for the Fourier transform in R*
used in this thesis is

~ ; d4p . ~
o= [ F@rer = [ S B fp). ©0.1)
P R4 (277)
We use a standard multi-index notation. Our multi-indices are elements w = (wy, ..., w,) €
N*", where each w; € N* is a four-tuple with components w; , € Nand u = 1,...,4.
For f(p1,..., pn) a smooth function on R*", we use the shorthand f(p) and we set
w = a Y =
=] f(p) 0.2)
iﬁ“’ apl,M

and

w! = Hwi,u!’ lw| = wa. (0.3)
i,,LL lau’

If a function f(X; p) depends on two sets of variables, (X, p) € R*"1 x R*"2, then we
write 8;‘.)3 to indicate that the partial derivatives are taken with respect to the variables
(P1, .-+, Pny) asin (0.2). Derivatives 0¥ of a product of functions f; --- f, are distributed
over the factors using the Leibniz rule, which results in the sum of all terms of the
form cgy,y 0! f1--- 0" f,. Here each v; is now a 4n-dimensional multi-index, where

v1 + ...+ v, = w, and where

(U] +...+U,~)! <r|w|

Clo;} = 0.4)

vy!eeup!
is the associated multi-nomial weight factor. We will denote sets of indices by I =
{i1, ..., i} with i; € N and we denote their cardinality by |/]|.

Given a set of momenta (py, ..., p,) € R*", we agree on the shorthand notation

Pe=pr....pn) + plai= sup | p
Jc{1,...,n} it

. DPny2:=(p.k,—k) (0.5)
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Later we will often simply write |p| instead of | 5|,. Further we define « := sup(A, m)

for later convenience. We also use the notation

(¢)+ = sup(0,¢) (0.6)

to denote the positive part of ¢ € R. In particular, we often write log, (x) = sup(0, log(x)) =
log(sup(1, x)).
If F(p) is a differentiable function (in the Frechet space sense) of the Schwartz space

function ¢ € §(R*), we denote its functional derivative as

d _ 4 0F (p) 4
EF(§0+IW)|1=0—/(1 e ). e s®Y, 0.7)

where the right side is understood in the sense of distributions in §'(R*). Multiple
functional derivatives are denoted in a similar way and define in general distributions on

multiple Cartesian copies of R*.

Conventions used in chapter 4: We use the sign convention

1 0
(Muv) = (0 _1) (0.8)

for the two dimensional Minkowski-metric. Our Dirac-matrices are defined as

o [0 =i . fo i
= = O
Y (i O) Y (i 0) : 0.9)

and the Dirac conjugate is given by ¥ = ¥ Ty°. As usual, we also define y° := y°y!.
We use letters from the beginning of the Greek alphabet, such as «, 8 € {1, 2}, to denote
spinor indices, and letters from the middle of the Greek alphabet, such as u, v € {0, 1}, for

spacetime indices.



Introduction

Quantum field theory (QFT) is the mathematical framework underlying the Standard Model
of particle physics, which provides our current understanding of the electromagnetic-,
weak- and strong interactions of elementary particles [1, 2, 3]. In other words, it offers
a unified model for all fundamental forces except gravity. The Standard Model has been
gradually developed throughout the 1970s as a collaborative effort of many theorists, and it
has since then continued to pass experimental tests to an ever growing - and certainly quite
astonishing - precision. This process culminated in the recent discovery of the Higgs boson
at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC), which added the last missing piece to the experimental
verification of Standard Model predictions. It should further be mentioned that quantum
field theory has found important applications also in the areas of condensed matter physics
and the theory of critical phenomena [4]. Despite this remarkable phenomenological
and quantitative success, our understanding of quantum field theory in a mathematically
rigorous sense is still somewhat unsatisfying and incomplete.

One of the main difficulties in formulating a theory of quantum fields lies in the char-
acteristic singular nature of operator products: Given a quantum field ¢ (x) representing
some physical observable of interest localised at a spacetime point X, it is a general feature
that the product ¢ (x)¢ (y) diverges as the spacetime arguments approach each other, i.e.
in the limit y — x. Technically speaking, this behaviour is due to the fact that local
quantum fields are not regular functions, but (operator valued) distributions, which in
general have ill-defined products. In terms of physical intuition, one may view the ap-

pearance of divergences in the attempt to define sharply localised quantum observables
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as a manifestation of Heisenberg’s uncertainty relation, which would imply complete
de-localisation in momentum space for these objects. The singular nature of the product
¢(x)¢p(y) also complicates the definition of composite operators, i.e. monomials in the
basic field ¢. The importance of overcoming this difficulty should be evident in view
of the fact that powers of ¢ show up in various quantities of physical interest, such as

Lagrangians, field equations or energy momentum tensors.

The most important tool in the analysis of operator products in quantum field theory
is Wilson’s operator product expansion (OPE) [5], which states that any product of local

quantum fields can be expanded as

O4,(x1) - Oay(xn) ~ fol...AN(le---,xN) Op(xn) . (1.0.1)
B

Here the symbols O4 denote the composite fields that appear in the given theory, where
the label A also incorporates the tensor or spinor character of the field. The so called
OPE coefficients, ‘Qﬁ Ay are distributions with singularities on the diagonals x; = x;
for1 <i < j < N. The relation (1.0.1) is supposed to hold in the weak sense, i.e.
it holds when inserted into an arbitrary (suitably well-behaved) quantum state. Further,
the symbol ”~” signifies that the OPE is usually understood as an asymptotic expansion,
which means that the remainder of such an expansion, when truncated at a sufficiently high
dimension D for the operators O p on the right side, should go to zero as we take the limit

X1,...,XN—1 — Xy at a rate that improves as we increase D.

The operator product expansion is the answer to the problem described above: It
is designed to study the singularity structure of operator products, and it allows for a
meaningful definition of composite operators. It is therefore no surprise that Wilson’s idea
caught on quickly in the physics community, and that it is by now a well established tool
in most approaches to quantum field theory. The first proof that perturbative quantum field
theory admits an operator product expansion is due to Zimmermann [6]. In the context
of particle physics, the OPE has found applications for example in the understanding of
deep inelastic scattering [3, 7]. It has further played a crucial role in the development of
conformal field theories [8, 9, 10], has been derived within axiomatic settings [11], and
has also been proven to hold order by order in perturbative quantum field theory on curved
spacetimes [12].

In this thesis we derive mathematical properties of the operator product expansion within
perturbative quantum field theory, which are of both technical as well as conceptual interest.
More precisely, we will deal with the topics of convergence, factorisation and deformation
of the OPE. A brief explanation of what is meant by these terms as well as a discussion of

their relevance can be found in the following sections of this introduction.

The second line of research presented in the present work concerns an application of the
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OPE in the presence of non-perturbative effects. We will follow a proposal of Hollands
and Wald [13] by which the OPE may be used to reduce renormalisation ambiguities in
the computation of vacuum expectation values of composite operators. We will apply this
strategy in the two dimensional Gross-Neveu model [14] and discuss possible ramifications

for the cosmological constant problem.

1.1 Convergence of the operator product expansion

As mentioned above, the operator product expansion was originally introduced as an
asymptotic expansion, which means that the difference between the left and right hand side
of (1.0.1) goes to zero as the space time arguments are scaled together, x1,...,xy—1 —
xn, if we sum over all B up to sufficiently high dimension. This interpretation of the
symbol ~ in eq.(1.0.1) has generally remained unchanged since then. However, it has been
shown recently in [15] that the operator product expansion of two fields in fact converges
to any order in perturbation theory in the setting of Euclidean g¢*-theory. More precisely,
it was shown that, for a product of two fields O4, (x1)0O4,(x2), the difference between
left and right hand side of eq. (1.0.1) goes to zero in the weak sense (i.e. as an insertion
into any suitably well-behaved state) as we sum over all B. The result holds for any finite
separation (x; — x,)? of the two spacetime arguments!

One would expect that this result can be generalised to a product of any number of
quantum fields, i.e. to products of the form O4, (x1) - O4, (xn) with N > 2. In the
first main result of this thesis we will show that this is indeed the case (see section 3.3),
1.e. we will show that the OPE of any number of quantum fields converges up to any
perturbation order in (massive) Euclidean gg*-theory. The proof utilises a refinement of
the Wilson-Wegner-Polchinski renormalisation group flow method [16, 17, 18, 19], which
is due to Kopper et al. (see e.g. [20] for a review). This technique will allow us to derive
explicit bounds on the remainder of the OPE, i.e. it will provide us with an estimate for
the difference between the left and right hand side of equation (1.0.1) as we sum over all
operators O p of dimension < D on the right hand side. This bound on the remainder will
be found to go to zero as we take the limit D — oo.

While the general idea of the proof will be the same as in the N = 2 case analysed
in [15], an additional complication arises for products of more than two quantum fields
due to the presence of nested subdivergences in the spacetime arguments. Our main
technical advance in the mentioned flow equation approach to perturbative quantum field
theory therefore lies in the understanding and regularisation of these subdivergences (see
in particular sections 3.1.3 and 3.1.4). As a side result of this analysis, we will also be able
to show that the OPE coefficients are real analytic functions in the spacetime arguments

for non-coinciding points.
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We would like to stress that convergence of the operator product expansion is not merely
a technicality. It is rather a property that offers conceptual insights into the general structure
of quantum field theory. For the sake of the argument, let us switch to a Minkowskian
context for the moment. Here the analog of our result would be that the N -point correlation
functions (@4, (x1) -+ O4, (xn))w in a (well-behaved) state W are entirely determined by
the collections of OPE coefficients, which are state-independent, together with 1-point

functions (Op(xn))w:

(Oa,(x1) - Oay (xn))w = Y €5 4 (x1.....xn) (Op(xn))w (1.1.1)
B

Here it is understood that the infinite sum over B would be convergent, and the distances
(x; — xj)* would not necessarily have to be small. It follows that all the state-independent
algebraic information of quantum field theory would be encoded in the OPE coefficients,
which play a role similar to the structure constants of an ordinary algebra, whereas all the
information about the quantum state is contained in the 1-point functions ("form factors”)

only.

The convergence result further yields strong support to a novel approach to quantum
field theory, due to Hollands [21], which elevates the OPE to a defining object of a quantum
field theory. In this axiomatic framework, a QFT is defined in terms of its OPE coefficients
and one-point functions. As we have seen, convergence of the OPE would imply that these

data indeed contain the same information as the n-point functions.

1.2 Factorisation of the operator product expansion

Consider an operator product O4,(x1) - O4, (xy) of N > 3 fields. Assume that the
points X1, ..., Xp—1 are closer to xps than the points xp741, ..., Xy. We may express this
condition in terms of the inequality

: <=~  K=>1, (1.2.1)
ming+1<j<n [Xj —xu| K

where the parameter K specifies how much closer one set of points has to be to x,,
compared to the other points. As an example, a configuration satisfying this requirement is

depicted in fig. 1.1.

Since the OPE is designed to be a short distance expansion, one would expect that we
may perform the OPE of only the product O4, (x1) - - - O4,, (xar) around the point x, first,

since the other fields are farther away from Oy4,, (x37). Such an expansion would have the



1.2. FACTORISATION OF THE OPERATOR PRODUCT EXPANSION 5

Figure 1.1.: Sketch of a configuration satisfying (1.2.1). Here the points xy, ..., x3s are
coloured red, and the points xps41,...,xy are blue. Further, the radii of
the circles are r = maxj<j<m |X; — xp| and R = miny<;<n |x; — xpm],
respectively. By equation (1.2.1), they are required to satisfy r/R < 1/K.

form

O4,(x1) -+ Ony(xn) ~ Zf’f]...AM(xl, v X)) O (X)) Oapy oy (Xma41) - Oy (X)) -
B

(1.2.2)
We refer to this kind of expansion as a partial OPE. What does the symbol ~ stand for in
this case? When inserted into a state, one would certainly expect such an expansion to hold
in an asymptotic sense, i.e. as the points xy, ..., x3s are scaled together. But what can be
said about the convergence properties of the infinite sum over B? In this thesis we will
show, again within massive Euclidean g¢*-theory, that the partial OPE converges in the
weak sense for suitable configurations of the spacetime arguments. The significance of this
result becomes apparent if one performs another OPE on the right hand side of equation
(1.2.2), which leads to the relation

Ouy (¥1) Oy (Xw)~ D CFT 1 (re o Xa) €y oy bt XN) O, (X)
B1,B
o (1.2.3)

Comparing this expansion to eq.(1.0.1), we can simply read off the following non-trivial

algebraic relations between the OPE coefficients':

‘C’fl.__AN(xl, c o XN) = Z‘€£__AM(X1, cees XM) €CBAM+1---AN('XM’ ooxn) (1.2.4)
C

We will show that such relations indeed hold in g¢*-theory, i.e. the sum over C converges
on certain spacetime domains. In the case (N — M) < 2 this domain coincides with the

one described in eq.(1.2.1), where K is a (potentially large) constant. In other words, the

"Here we have implicitly exchanged the order of the infinite sums over By and B,. Strictly speaking, this
would have to be justified of course. In section 3.5 we will derive eq.(1.2.4) in a slightly different, a little
more complicated, but rigorous manner.
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points Xas41, ..., Xy have to be very far away from the cluster xy, ..., x3 in order for
(1.2.4) to hold. For general N, M our result holds on a somewhat smaller, but quite similar
domain.

The relations (1.2.4) will be called factorisation conditions in the following®. Our
interest in these conditions is rooted in the fact that they put potentially powerful restrictions
on the OPE coefficients. These restrictions are clearly the stronger the smaller the constant
K from (1.2.1) is. In the case K = 1, for example, one can deduce from the factorisation
conditions that all the N -point OPE coefficients, € /ﬁ... Ay can be determined just from
the two point coefficients [21]. Further, the factorisation condition in that case suggests
a close connection to vertex operator algebras [22], which usually appear in the context
of conformal field theories [8, 9]. It was also observed in [22] that, as a side result, one
might even obtain non-trivial results in the theory of special functions if the factorisation
condition holds for K = 1.

1.3 Deformation of the operator product expansion

The explicit computation of OPE coefficients in perturbation theory is usually presented in
textbooks by expanding certain correlation functions at short distance/large momentum [7,
3]. Fundamentally, however, the OPE coefficients are state-independent objects, so one
would expect to be able to compute them without any reference to particular correlation
functions.

In this thesis, we derive a rigorous formula that relates the OPE coefficients of Euclidean
g@*-theory at any finite perturbation order r € N to those at lower order. For the OPE of
two fields, this formula reads explicitly (the general case of more than two fields can be

found below in theorem 4)
(i) ro) = o [ %
r+1)4, 4, (X1, X2 N+

[<€r>£gA1A2(y,x1,x2)—Z( D (€IS, 4, (o x1) (Cros)Ey, (X1, X2)

s=0 [C]<[41]
+ Z (fs)ngz(y,Xz) (fr—s)flc(xl,xz) + Z (fs)flAz(xl, X32) (fr—s)fgc(y»xz)ﬂ .

[C]=[42] [C]<([B]
(1.3.1)

Here we used the notation (€,) to denote the OPE coefficients at perturbation order n, and
[A] stands for the engineering dimension of the operator 4 (the precise notions are given

in chapter 3). Further, the index A corresponds to the interaction operator, i.e. O4, := @*

2Similar conditions are sometimes also referred to in the literature [21] as consistency conditions or
associativity conditions.
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in our example of gg*-theory.

Our derivation of this formula is again formulated within the flow equation approach to
perturbative quantum field theory, based on a definition of the operator product expansion
which was first given in [23]. An advantage of this setup is that it is conceptually very clean.
In one stroke, it allows for a manifestly state-independent definition of all OPE coefficients
to arbitrary order in perturbation theory. We derive formula (1.3.1) from first principles
in this framework, i.e. we do not make any assumptions besides BPHZ-renormalisation
conditions. The formula is shown to hold in the theory with a finite ultraviolet-cutoff,
which, as we show, can be safely removed in the end.

Given the OPE coefficients of the free theory (i.e. zeroth perturbation order) as “initial
data”, our formula (1.3.1) provides a concrete algorithm for the calculation of any OPE
coefficient to arbitrary (finite) order in perturbation theory. To our knowledge, this consti-
tutes the first method for the perturbative computation of OPE coefficients which is entirely
”self contained”, in the sense that it does not require any additional information besides
the zeroth order coefficients, and which at the same time does not make any additional
assumptions®. The result yields further support to the proposed formulation of quantum
field theory in terms of OPE coefficients and 1-point functions.

In the context of ordinary algebra one usually refers to perturbations of the algebra
product as deformation [24]. In view of the analogy between OPE coefficients on the one
side and structure constants of an algebra on the other, we will also refer to (1.3.1) as a
”deformation of the operator product expansion”.

From a purely computational perspective, we do not expect this new algorithm to yield a
significant simplification over the usual techniques for the calculation of OPE coefficients,
since we expect to encounter the same types of loop integrals. On the other hand, an
advantage of our method is that it provides a very clear prescription for the computation of
any OPE coefficient ffl .4y toany order. The computations in standard textbooks [7, 3]
usually cover only particular examples, such as the coefficient f:f; to first order, and it is
often not entirely clear, in our opinion, how to generalise these calculations in order to
obtain other OPE coefficients.

1.4 Non-perturbative effects and Dark Energy

Composite operators in quantum field theory are generally subject to so called renormali-
sation ambiguities. These ambiguities are a finite remainder of the process of removing the

characteristic divergences from a quantum field theory. Unless reasonable restrictions can

3A similar algorithm for the computation of OPE coefficients in perturbation theory was given in [21].
However, a crucial requirement for that scheme to work is that factorisation conditions of the type (1.2.4)
hold on the domain (1.2.1) with K = 1. As discussed in the previous section, it is currently not known
whether these conditions are satisfied by interacting quantum fields.
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be imposed on such ambiguities, these effects make it impossible to make quantitative pre-
dictions for vacuum expectation values of composite operators. While various symmetry
conditions can be imposed quite naturally in a given theory, these do not suffice to uniquely
define composite operators in general. In the usual applications of quantum field theory this
is not actually a problem, since experiments in condensed-matter or particle physics usually
do not measure absolute expectation values of observables, but rather different values
between these observables in different states (such as e.g. vacuum- and multi-particle
states). If one is interested in cosmological applications, however, the absolute expectation
value of the energy-momentum tensor is of prime importance, since it appears in the
(semi-classical) Einstein field equations as a source term generating spacetime curvature.
Some mechanism to further restrict renormalisation ambiguities of composite operators

would therefore be highly desirable.

Such a mechanism, based on the OPE, was proposed in [13]. Namely, it was observed
that OPE coefficients appear to have a more regular behaviour in the parameters of a theory
than the correlation functions. In particular, it was suggested that one may impose the
requirement that the OPE coefficients depend analytically on the parameters of the model.
It was further noticed that, in the presence of non-perturbative (i.e. non-analytic in the
coupling constant) effects, such a condition on the OPE coefficients could allow one to
uniquely single out the non-perturbative contributions to expectation values of composite
operators. While non-perturbative effects are well known to exist in the Standard Model of
particle physics, it is extremely difficult to make rigorous calculations beyond perturbation
theory within any quantum field theory in four spacetime dimensions. In order to analyse
the proposed analyticity condition on the OPE coefficients, as well as its consequences
for the ambiguities in the definition of composite operators, we therefore focus on a
simpler quantum field theory in this thesis. Our model should be sufficiently complex to
include non-perturbative effects, but at the same time simple enough to allow for explicit
calculations. In this thesis, our toy model of choice, which satisfies these requirements, is

the two dimensional Gross-Neveu model (GN-model) [14].

Non-perturbative results in the Gross-Neveu model are obtained via a large flavour (or
1/N-) expansion. In the present work, we compute the OPE coefficients that are needed
for the construction of the energy momentum operator of the GN-model to leading order in
1/N. We will see that, indeed, these OPE coefficients can be chosen to be analytic in the
coupling constant. Imposing the analyticity condition on the OPE coefficients in order to
restrict renormalisation ambiguities, we obtain a unique prediction for the non-perturbative
contribution to the vacuum expectation value of the stress energy operator. More precisely,
this non-perturbative contribution is found to be of the form exp(—2m/g?), where g
is the coupling constant of the model. Pursuing the analogy with the Standard Model,

it is conceivable that a similar mechanism produces a non-perturbative, exponentially
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small factor, which could be responsible for the “unnatural smallness” of the observed
cosmological constant [25]. This could possibly be an explanation for the measured value

of Dark Energy.

1.5 Outline

The research presented in this thesis was largely motivated by the approach to quantum
field theory based on the operator product expansion proposed in [21]. It has been
mentioned a few times in this introduction that many of our results are of relevance to
the viability of this framework. To put our research into perspective, we will devote
chapter 2 to a brief account of the axiomatic setting presented in [21] before we come to
the actual derivation of our results. Chapter 3 contains the proofs of the convergence-,
factorisation- and deformation results mentioned above in this introduction. All these
results are derived within a pertubative setting, and we will start off in section 3.1 by
reviewing the renormalisation flow equation approach to perturbative quantum field theory,
which will be used throughout chapter 3. In section 3.2 we present certain bounds on
quantities of interest, such as Green’s functions with regularisation. These bounds are then
used in sections 3.3-3.5 to obtain the convergence and factorisation results, followed by the
derivation of our deformation formula in 3.6. Finally, our non-perturbative results in the
Gross-Neveu model, as well as possible cosmological implications, are outlined in chapter
4, and we draw conclusions from our findings and discuss possible future lines of research
in chapter 5.

Let us take a moment to clarify the distinction between literature review and original
research presented in this thesis. All of chapter 2 as well as most of section 3.1 provide
background material from the existing literature that will help to put our results into
context. Our original contributions start in sections 3.1.3 and 3.1.4 with the discussion
of the regularisation of Schwinger functions with multiple operator insertions (the case
of up to two insertions was first discussed by Kopper and Keller in [23], and the case of
three insertions was treated by the present author in collaboration with Hollands in [26]).
Similarly, the bounds on Schwinger functions with N operator insertions presented in
sections 3.2.2 and 3.2.3 as well as the OPE convergence and factorisation proofs (theorems
1 and 3) constitute new results due to the author, which generalise earlier results for the
case N = 2 [15] by Hollands and Kopper and N = 3 [26] by Hollands and the present
author. The deformation formula for OPE coefficients derived in section 3.6 is also an
original result of this thesis. Finally, the contents of chapter 4 are based on a collaboration
with Hollands [27].

Some of the results published in [28, 29], which deal with properties of black holes in

classical general relativity, were also obtained as part of the author’s PhD project. We
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chose not to include these results in this thesis due to the fact that they are completely

unrelated to the main theme of the present work.



Quantum field theory based on the
operator product expansion

The idea to put special emphasis on the algebraic relations between quantum field observ-
ables as a fundamental characteristic of a quantum field theory dates back to the work of
Haag and Kastler [30]. Algebraic approaches have also been useful in conformal quantum
field theories (cQFT), see e.g. [8, 9], and, in view of the lack of a preferred vacuum
state, turned out to be essential in the construction of quantum field theories on curved
spacetimes [31, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36].

In the present chapter we will briefly review an axiomatic approach to quantum field
theory, due to Hollands [21], which elevates Wilson’s operator product expansion (OPE) [5]
to a defining feature of the theory, encoding all the algebraic relations between the fields. A
particular appeal of this framework is that, with slight adjustments, it can be generalised to
give an axiomatic definition of quantum field theories on curved spacetimes [36]. But even
in the Euclidean context, the shift of perspective provided by this approach has already led
to valuable insights (see section 2.2 for a brief account).

It is one aim of this thesis to analyse the relation between this axiomatic setting and the
usual perturbative treatment of quantum field theory, based on a Lagrangian and the path
integral. At the end of this chapter we will pose more precise questions that will be tackled

in the following chapters.
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2.1 An axiomatic definition of quantum field theory

A quantum field theory in the sense of [21] is defined as a pair (V, €). Here V is an infinite
dimensional vector space, whose basis elements are in one-to-one correspondence with
the composite fields Q4 of the theory. It is therefore graded by the fermionic/bosonic
character of these fields, by their dimension as well as by their transformation properties

under rotations of R*. Thus, we have

V= EB EB EB yhAasS .1.1)

i€{0,1} AecR+ Seirrep

where i distinguishes the bosonic and fermionic subspace, A denotes the scaling dimension
and "irrep” stands for all finite dimensional, irreducible unitary representations of Spin(4).
The sum over the field dimensions A is assumed to be infinite, but countable. On the vector
space V' we would like to have an anti-linear, involutive operation called * : V' — V,
which should be thought of as taking the hermitian adjoint of the quantum fields. We
would also like to have a linear grading map y : V — V with the property y? = id. The
vectors corresponding to eigenvalue +1 are to be thought of as "bosonic”, while those

corresponding to eigenvalue —1 are to be thought of as ”fermionic”.

The dynamical content of the theory is encoded in the collection of operator product

expansion coefficients
€ = (€(x1,x2), €(x1,x2,X3), €(X1, X2, X3, X4),...) (2.1.2)

which is a hierarchy of linear maps

C(x1,....xn): VN 57 (2.1.3)
which are (real) analytic in (xq,...,xy) on
My = {(x1,...,xy) € R* | x; # x; forall 1 <i < j < N}. (2.1.4)

For one point we set €(x;) = id, where id is the identity map on V. The components of
these maps in a basis of V' correspond to the actual OPE coefficients. More precisely, if
we denote a basis of V by {|v4)} and a basis of the corresponding dual vector space V' * by
{{val}, then

‘(‘ffﬁmAN(xl,...,xN) = (vB| € (X1,...,XN) V4, ® - @ V4,) (2.1.5)

where we used the standard physicist bra-ket notation |v4, ® -+ @ V4, ) = |V4,) @ -++ &®
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|va, ). The OPE coefficients are required to have the following properties (see [21] for a

more detailed account of the motivations behind these axioms):

Hermitian conjugation: Denoting by ¢ : V' — V the anti-linear map given by the star

operation *, we have

C(x1,...,x5) =t C(X1,...,XN) N (2.1.6)

where (¥ := 1 ® --- ®  is the N-fold tensor product of the map ¢.
Euclidean invariance: Let R be the representation of Spin(4) on V, leta € R* and let

g € Spin(4). The OPE coefficients satisfy
€(gx1+a,....gxy +a) = R*(g) €(x1,...,xn) R(9)N 2.1.7)

where R(g)" is the N-fold tensor product R(g) ® --- ® R(g).

Bosonic nature: The OPE coefficients themselves should be ”’bosonic” in the sense
that

Cx1,....x8) =y €(x1, ..., xn)YY (2.1.8)

where y¥ is again the N-fold tensor product y ® --- ® y.

Identity element: There exists a unique element 1 € V%%¢ where e is the identity
element in our representation of Spin(4). This vector has the properties 1* = 1,
y(1) = 1. The OPE coefficients satisfy

C(xg,.. 0 xy) V1 ® -1 Q®---vy_1) =C(X1,... X5, ....,XN) V1 ® - @ Uy_1)

(2.1.9)
where 1 is in the i-th tensor position, withi < N. When 1 is in the N -th position,
the condition takes a slightly more complicated form. This is due to the fact that, by
convention, we expand around the point x y, which therefore stands on a different
footing than the other points. In this case, we require the OPE coefficients to satisfy

the equation

C(X1,...,xN) V1@ vy 1®L) =t (xN—1,XN)C(X1,..., XN=1) [V1®" - -RVUN_1)

(2.1.10)
where the “Taylor expansion map” is a linear map ¢(xy, x,) : V — V for each
X1, X> € R* with the following properties: The map should have the same trans-

formation properties as the OPE coefficients, see the Euclidean invariance axiom.
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Further, it satisfies the properties

t(x1.x) VA Cc v (2.1.11)
/A\zA
and
1(x1, x2)t(x2,x3) = (X1, X3) . (2.1.12)

Finally, the restriction of any vector of #(x;, x,)V* to any subspace V2 should have

a polynomial dependence on (x; — x»).

Scaling: Let |vq,) € VA1,...,|vay) € VAN and (vp| € (V*)2N+1. Then the scaling
degree! of the C-valued distribution (2.1.5) can be estimated by

sd€f 4 <A+ Ay — Ay (2.1.14)

If (vg| € (V*)°,if N = 2 and if |vg, ), |va,) # O, then the inequality is required to

be saturated.

(Anti-)symmetry: Let ;_;; be the permutation actingon V' ® --- ® V by exchanging
the (i — 1)-th and i-th tensor factors. We require that forall 1 <i < N

C(X1,y ooy Xic1, Xiy oo o, XN) Ti1i = C(X1, .00, Xiy Xiz1, -« -, XN) (=i
(2.1.15)
where F; :=1/2 id ! ®(id —y) ® id"™". Fori = N we demand that
C(X1, .o XN1, XN) IN1N = t(XN—1, XN)C(X1, ..., XN, Xy—1) (=1)FN-1EN
(2.1.16)
where 7(x1, xp) is the Taylor expansion map defined in identity element axiom

above.

Factorisation: > Forany M < N € N, let the OPE coefficients satisfy the identity

B _ C B
Culay X1, xXN) = Z€Al...AM(xl»---’XM)€CAM+1...AN(XM’---»xN)
C
(2.1.17)
"We define the scaling degree as
] eB — ; B —
sdCf a4y —;relﬁf“lgr(l)ep‘CAlmAN(exh...,ExN) =0 forall (x1,...,xn5) € My (2.1.13)

2The axiom differs slightly from the original version presented in [21]. By iteration of our factorisation
identities (2.1.17) and (2.1.19), one can in fact derive the relation required in [21]. The only difference
lies in the domain where this relation is supposed to hold. The factorisation axiom presented here turns
out to be slightly weaker than the original one (i.e. the mentioned spacetime domain is smaller). This
seems to be necessary in order to guarantee that the axiom is fulfilled by the OPE of a free quantum field.
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on the spacetime domain

max |x; —xy| < min |x; —xp]. (2.1.18)
1<i<M M<j<N

We require in particular that the infinite sum over C converges on the indicated
domain, which, as we note, coincides with the domain (1.2.1) mentioned in the

introduction for the choice K = 1. We note also that the identity

Cf an & xn) =) €0 (e XN)EE g e (X X X))

(2.1.19)
holds on the spacetime domain

max |x; —xy| < min |x; —xpn], (2.1.20)
M+1<i<N 1<j<M

which follows from eq.(2.1.17) combined with the symmetry axiom above.

Analyticity (optional): ° The OPE coefficients are analytic functions in the coupling

constant(s) in a quantum field theory described by a Lagrangian.

We agree that two theories are equivalent if they differ only by a redefinition of the
composite fields 94 — Oy = > 5 Z2Op, or equivalently |v4) — > 5 Z2|vp) in terms
of the vector space V', where Z f is a matrix of complex numbers. The OPE coefficients

transform under such a redefinition by factors of this matrix, i.e.
C(x1,..xn)=Z "€ (xy, ..., xn)Z V. (2.1.21)

The axioms stated above put various restrictions on the admissible matrices Z f:
o 7 f - O should have the same tensor/spinor character as (4.
e Field redefinitions should be consistent with Euclidean invariance.

e The redefinition should not increase the dimension of the fields, i.e. for a redefinition

A 5 lvg) = S5 ZB|vp) and we require vg) € VA with A’ < A.

e [f the theory depends on a coupling constant g, it is reasonable to require that Z f (2)

has a smooth dependence on g.

e We require Z* = xZ.

3This property was not required in [21]. However, it was argued in [13] that a condition of this type
could be fruitful in that it leads to a restriction of renormalisation ambiguities. We will discuss potential
ramifications of the analyticity condition in chapter 4.
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We will re-encounter the ambiguities in the definition of composite fields later in the flow
equation framework, see the discussion following eq.(3.1.28), and in the two dimensional
Gross-Neveu model, see in particular section 4.1.

Finally, we require the existence of a collection of Schwinger functions, denoted by
(O4,(x1) -+ Ouy (xN))q, which are analytic on My and satisfy the Osterwalder-Schrader
(OS) axioms for the vacuum state €2 [37, 38]. They should also satisfy the OPE in the

sense of an asymptotic expansion, i.e.

(Oa,(x1) -+ Oay (X)) ~ Y EF 4y (1o xn) (OB (xN)) e - (2.1.22)
B

Here the symbol ~ means that the difference between the left and right side is a distribution
on My whose scaling degree is smaller than any given number § provided the above sum

goes over all of the finitely many fields @p whose dimension is smaller than some number
A = A(9).

2.2 Features of the framework

The approach outlined in the previous section has been proposed quite recently, but it has
nevertheless already proven to exhibit some interesting features and applications. Here we
would like to give a rough overview of these existing results. We refer the reader to the

cited literature for more details.

Coherence [21]: One can show that, due to the factorisation axiom, the N -point OPE
coefficients, €(x1, ..., xy), are uniquely determined in terms of the two point coefficients
€(x1, x,). Further, the factorisation conditions with N > 3 pose no additional conditions
on the OPE coefficients beyond those already present in the factorisation condition with
N =3.

Hochschild Cohomology [21]: The problem of finding perturbations of the OPE
coefficients satisfying the above axioms (in particular the factorisation axiom) can be
expressed quite elegantly in terms of cohomology theory. This formulation of perturbation

theory is similar to the theory of deformations of an ordinary algebra.

Vertex algebras [22]: One can define vertex operators Y(x,v) : V. — V as the

endomorphism of V' whose matrix elements are given by

(ve|Y(x,v4)|vp) = Ep(x) (2.2.1)
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for any x # 0. It is possible to express the framework of the previous section entirely in

terms of these vertex operators. In particular, the factorisation axiom then takes the form

Y(va. )Y (vp.y) = Y(Y(v4. X = y)vp. y). (2.2.2)

where the spacetime arguments are required to satisfy |x| > |y| > |x — y| > 0. This
quadratic relation actually first appeared in the study of conformal field theories in two
dimensions, where it is one of the crucial properties of the vertex operator algebras [9].
It should be stressed, however, that in our context, where conformal symmetry is not
required, the condition above is a statement on the convergence of the infinite sums implicit
in eq.(2.2.2), whereas the same equality in the CFT context is understood in terms of

formal power series.

Field equations [21]: If a (massless) classical theory is described by a field equation
such as Og = 8"9,,¢ = g¢>, one would expect that this relation should also be realised
on the level of OPE coefficients. It was noted in [21] that this relation, combined with
the factorisation condition on the OPE coefficients, allows one to construct the OPE
coefficients in perturbation theory via an iterative algorithm. The idea is as follows: One
requires the identity*

0€S(x)=g€l,x), (2.2.3)

which is just the field equation expressed on the level of OPE coefficients. If we expand

the OPE coefficients in this equation as a formal power series in g, i.e. if we write
(o.¢] gi
Eip(x) =2 ) S-(E)fp(x), (2.2.4)
i=0

then equation (2.2.3) yields a relation between OPE coefficients of different perturbation

order due to the additional factor g on the right hand side.
B _ B
O (€i)ga(x) = (Ciz1) 3 4(x) (2.2.5)

If we can solve this differential equation, i.e. invert the Laplace operator, then we can
determine the OPE coefficient (€;) g ', in terms of a coefficient of lower order. In order to
construct all the other coefficients (€; )EB at this order, one can make use of the factorisation
condition. In this way, one could in principle construct the OPE up to any order in
perturbation theory (see also [39] for an explicit construction of coefficients up to second
perturbation order). An interesting feature of this algorithm is that one can avoid the

familiar Feynman integrals in the explicit computations. Instead, one has to perform nested

“We slightly abuse notation here by writing for example i‘ffA instead of ‘65 4 in the case O¢c = ¢.
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infinite sums.

Extension to curved spacetimes [36, 13]: The framework has been adapted to
curved spacetimes by Hollands and Wald. Some of the axioms presented above have to
be changed slightly in this context. For example, the factorisation axiom is only required
to hold in terms of asymptotic scaling relations, as opposed to convergent power series.
Also, the coefficients are required to satisfy a microlocal spectrum condition, which is a
requirement on their singularity structure.

It has been shown in [12] that the OPE satisfies the adapted version of the axioms within

perturbative quantum field theory on curved spacetime.

Spin-statistics and CPT [40, 36]: An OPE satisfying the versions of the axioms
adapted to curved spacetimes can be used to prove a version of the spin-statistics theorem
as well the CPT-theorem, also on curved spacetimes, Thus, this axiomatic framework

captures much of the same content as the Minkowski space Wightman axioms.

2.3 Relation to perturbative quantum field theory

The quantitative predictions of perturbative quantum field theory based on the Feynman
path integral have been verified experimentally to extraordinary precision. Therefore it
seems natural, as a first test, to verify whether a new approach to quantum field theory is
consistent with the customary perturbative treatment.

As mentioned above, the existence of the OPE as an asymptotic expansion in perturbation
theory is by now well established [41]. Hence, our question is: Does the operator product
expansion in perturbative quantum field theory satisfy the axioms of section 2.1?7 For
most of the axioms this is quite easy to check. The factorisation identity, however, is an
exception. While it can be shown to hold for non-interacting quantum fields (i.e. in zeroth
order of perturbation theory), it is not known whether the factorisation property carries
over to interacting fields. The problem will be addressed in this thesis, and we will be
able to prove the somewhat weaker long distance factorisation identity discussed in the
introduction (see also section 3.5).

Even if the axiomatic approach is consistent with perturbative quantum field theory, one
might ask whether the information provided by the collection of OPE coefficients and one-
point functions is really equivalent to that provided by the n-point Schwinger functions
in customary perturbative quantum field theory. We know that the operator product
expansion approximates n-point functions in an asymptotic sense. If these expansions
were to even converge at finite distances, then we could deduce that, indeed, the OPE

coefficients combined with the one-point functions contain the same information as the
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n-point functions. Generalising earlier results of Hollands and Kopper [15], we will show
below that this is indeed the case.
To summarise, we are interested in the following questions within the setting of pertur-

bative quantum field theory:

1. Does the operator product expansion converge for finite distances of the spacetime

arguments?

2. Does the operator product expansion satisfy the factorisation identity?






The operator product expansion in
perturbation theory

In 1970 Zimmermann gave the first proof that the operator product expansion holds (as an
asymptotic expansion) in perturbative quantum field theory [6]. He also used this new tool
in order to define normal products of quantum fields, which were essential in defining a
sensible notion of composite fields within interacting models. In the following decades,
the OPE was shown to exist within a large variety of settings, and it has also been found to
be an indispensable computational tool in the study of high energy phenomena, such as
e.g. deep inelastic scattering [7].

In this thesis we will study some fundamental properties of the OPE within massive
Euclidean, perturbative g¢*-theory. In particular, our main results in this chapter will be
(the precise theorems including technical details will be given later in the corresponding

sections):

Result 1: The operator product expansion converges (in the weak sense) up to any finite
order in perturbation theory and for arbitrary finite separation of the spacetime

arguments (see theorem 1 in section 3.3).

Result 2: The OPE coefficients factorise at large spacetime separation, i.e.

B C B
BA]AN(XI"XN):ZEA]AM('xl"'xM)\ecAMJ,_lAN(XM”"XN)
C

(3.0.1)
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holds for maxj<j<m |Xi — xp| << minp41<j<n |X; — xp| (see theorem 3 in

section 3.5).

Result 3: We will give an explicit formula for the deformation of the operator product,
1.e. we will express the OPE coefficients at perturbation order r in terms of (an

integral over) those of order s < r (see theorem 4 in section 3.6.2).

In view of the framework outlined in the previous chapter, it should be clear that these
results are of conceptual interest, as they provide a rigorous underpinning for the approach
to quantum field theory based on the OPE. The first two results yield direct answers to
the questions raised at the end of chapter 2. The third result provides a very direct way of
computing OPE coefficients in perturbation theory. Given the OPE coefficients of the free
theory, the formula yields an algorithm for the construction of OPE coefficients up to any
order. This algorithm is based purely on the OPE coefficients, i.e. no other objects, such
as Schwinger functions, appear in the construction. Conceptually, this way of computing
OPE coefficients is remarkably simple, compared to standard methods [7]. Practically,
one should, of course, expect to encounter the same loop integrals as in the customary
computation methods.

Our results are obtained within a framework of quantum field theory based on the
renormalisation group flow equations. Early versions of this approach are due to Wilson
and Wegner [16, 17, 19]. More recent treatments, which are closer to the methods employed
in this thesis, were given by Polchinski, Kopper, Keller [18, 42, 43, 23]. For applications
in a non-perturbative setting, see for example the work of Wetterich et.al. [44]. One of the
appeals of this framework is that the objects of interest for the purposes of this thesis, such
as Schwinger functions, composite operators and OPE coefficients, can be defined in a
clear and mathematically rigorous fashion. Starting with the work of Polchinski, the flow
equations have been applied to derive explicit bounds on important quantities, such as e.g.
Schwinger functions, to all orders in perturbation theory. Refined versions of such bounds
will be essential ingredients in the derivation of the results mentioned above.

One of our main technical advances in the flow equation framework developed in this
thesis is the analysis of Schwinger functions with insertions of multiple composite operators.
We will study the singular behaviour of these functions in the spacetime arguments, and
we will define certain “regularised” (sometimes called ”oversubtracted’) versions of them.
The regularisation of composite operators in perturbative quantum field theory was first
developed by Zimmermann [6, 41], who introduced the so called normal products. Our
work builds upon the results of [43, 23, 15], where Schwinger functions with insertion of
up to two composite operators have been analysed within the flow equation setting. The
generalisation of these results is non-trivial due to the presence of nested sub-divergences

in the spacetime arguments in the case of three or more operator insertions, which clearly
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have no analogue in the case of two operator insertions and therefore pose a qualitatively

new problem.

We will continue the present chapter with a review of the flow equation framework,
where we will define all objects of relevance for us, in 3.1. Our original work starts with
section 3.1.3, where the mentioned regularisation of Schwinger functions with multiple
operator insertions is defined. In section 3.2 we present various bounds on these objects,
which are derived using an inductive method based on the renormalisation flow equations.
In sections 3.3 and 3.5 we will put these bounds to use and prove convergence and
factorisation of the operator product expansion. To conclude this chapter, we will derive

the mentioned perturbation formula for the OPE coefficients in section 3.6.

3.1 The flow equation framework

Wilson’s view of renormalisation as a continuous evolution of effective actions was origi-
nally introduced with a focus primarily on non-perturbative theories. It was Polchinski
who had the key insight that Wilson’s renormalisation group flow equations, when applied
to perturbation theory, allow for a closed inductive proof of renormalisability [18]. A great
advantage of this proof lies in its remarkable simplicity as compared to the previous results
on perturbative renormalisation, which had to deal with the great complexity of Feynman
diagram expansions (see for example [45] for a review). The subsequent extensions of the
framework [42, 43, 23] revealed that the flow equation method is also particularly well
suited for the study of composite operators and of the Wilson operator product expansion.

We will give a brief account of this framework in the following.

The model studied in this chapter is the hermitian scalar field theory with self-interaction
g¢* and mass m > 0 on flat 4-dimensional Euclidean space. The quantities of interest in
this (perturbative) quantum field theory will be defined in this section via the flow equation
(FE) method [18, 19, 16, 17]. We will give a brief outline of the general formalism with a
focus on objects of relevance to our study of the OPE, following closely [15]. The original
presentation of the particular method used in this thesis can be found in [42], and for more

detailed reviews we refer the reader to [20] and in [46] (in German).

3.1.1. Connected amputated Green’s functions (CAG’s)

We begin by introducing an infrared cutoff A, and an ultraviolet cutoff A,. These cutoffs

are implemented into the theory through a modification of the propagator C*-2°, which
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reads in momentum space:

1 p* +m? p? 4+ m?
AN .

Removing the cutoffs corresponds to taking the limits A — 0 and Ay — oo, which

recovers the full propagator 1/(p? + m?). In the following, we always assume
0<A, i:=sup(A,m)<Ag. (3.12)

Other choices of regularisation than (3.1.1) are equally legitimate. The definition (3.1.1)
has the advantage of being analytic in p? for A > 0. As we are dealing with a massive
theory, an infrared cutoff is of course not actually necessary. It is introduced in the
flow equation framework as a technical device, which will later allow us to derive the
name-giving differential equations.

The propagator (3.1.1) defines a corresponding Gaussian measure -4, whose co-
variance is #C -0 Here the factor # is introduced in order to obtain a consistent loop
expansion' in the following. Since we are interested in go*-theory, the interaction, includ-
ing renormalisation counter terms, is taken to be (we also require the symmetry ¢ — —¢,

which causes odd powers of the basic field to vanish)
LAo(p) = / d*x (aAO @(x)% 4+ b2 dgp(x)? 4 cho ga(x)4) . (3.1.3)

Here the basic field ¢ € §(R*) is any Schwartz space function. The counter terms
a0 = O(h), b2 = O(h?) and c?0 = £ + O(h) will be adjusted—and actually diverge-
when Ay — o0, in order to obtain a well defined limit of the quantities of interest. This
has been anticipated by making them “running couplings”, i.e. functions of the ultra violet
cutoff Ay. The correlation (= Schwinger- = Green’s- = n-point-) functions of n basic

fields with cutoff are defined by the expectation values

{(@(x1) -+ @(xn)) = E a0 [exp ( - %L“") @(x1)- --go(xn)]/ZA’AO

1
= [autae oxp (=128 gt -eptn) [ 200

This expression is simply the standard Euclidean path-integral, but with the free part in the

(3.1.4)

Lagrangian absorbed into the Gaussian measure du 2. The normalisation factor Z 240
is chosen so that (1) = 1. To keep this factor finite one actually has to impose an additional

volume cutoff, but the infinite volume limit can be taken without difficulty once we pass to

'If one considers the usual Feynman diagram expansion of the quantities of interest defined below, then
every closed loop yields a power of #.
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perturbative connected correlation functions, which we shall do in a moment. For more
details on this limit see [47, 20]. In the perturbative approach to quantum field theory,
which we will follow in this chapter, the exponentials in the path integral are expanded
out and the Gaussian integrals are then performed. As mentioned earlier, the full theory
is obtained by removing the cutoffs, A — oo and A — 0, for a suitable choice of the
running couplings. The correct behaviour of these couplings is determined, in the flow
equation framework, by deriving first a differential equation in the parameter A for the
Schwinger functions, and by then defining the running couplings implicitly through the

boundary conditions for this equation.

These differential equations, referred to from now on as flow equations, are written
more conveniently in terms of the hierarchy of “connected, amputated Green’s functions”
(CAG’s), whose generating functional is given by the following convolution® of the

Gaussian measure with the exponentiated interaction,
1
—LAA0 := 1 log ™10 % exp ( - ELAO) —hlog Z™f0. (3.15)

One can expand the functionals LA as formal power series in terms of Feynman
diagrams with [ loops, n external legs and propagator C*-40(p). One can show that,
indeed, only connected diagrams contribute, and the (free) propagators on the external legs
are removed. While we will not use diagrammatic decompositions in terms of Feynman

diagrams here, we will also analyse the functional (3.1.5) in the sense of formal power

series
o0 o0
LAMo(g) = ZZhl/d4x1...d4xn Lt xn) @(x) () . (3.1.6)
n>0 [=0

No statement is made about the convergence of the series in . It turns out that the objects
on the right side, the CAG’s, are easier to work with than the full Schwinger functions.
Thus, we will use these objects as basic quantities in our analysis. Of course, the full

Schwinger functions can be recovered from the CAG’s in the end.

Translation invariance of the connected amputated functions in position space implies
. . AA
that their Fourier transforms, denoted &£, °(p1,..., pn),are supported at p1+...+ p, =
0. Therefore, we can write, by abuse of notation

L1 pn) =84 p) Lo (1 pact) | (3.1.7)

i=1

1.e. the momentum variable p, is determined in terms of the remaining » — 1 independent

2The convolution is defined in general by (1220 x F)(¢p) = [du®20(¢") F(p + ¢).
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momenta by momentum conservation. One can show that, as functions of these remaining
independent momenta, the connected amputated Green’s functions are smooth for Ay < oo,
L1, 1) € CORAD),

To obtain the flow equations for the CAG’s, we take the A-derivative of eq.(3.1.5):

. ) 1,4 . )
—, CAx— LMo _ ([ ABo CA [ ABOY L, log ZDA0
2(8(/) *&p) 2<8<p *5(/) )+19x log
(3.1.8)
Here we use the following notation: We write C2 for the derivative d, C 220 | which, as
we note, does not depend on Ag. Further, by (, ) we denote the standard scalar product in

L?(R*, d*x), and * stands for convolution in R*. As an example,

) 8
So(x) Sp(y)

(—,CA % =) =/d4xd4y Crx—y) (3.1.9)

is the “functional Laplace operator”. Using eq.(3.1.6) to expand the functionals L2420 we

can also write the flow equation (3.1.8) as

2n +2 .
3A§5§\,,’f;°(p1,---,Pzn) = ( ) /kCA(k)éC;\,;f;’,_l(k, —k, p1,--., Pan)

2
AA > AA
=2 3 S [EN @ P o) CM@ ER (o p2n) |
I +1r=1
ny+npy=n+1
(3.1.10)

with ¢ = pan, + ... + pan, and where S is the symmetrisation operator acting on func-
tions of the momenta (py, ..., p2,) by taking the mean value over all permutations 7 of
1,...,2n satisfying 7(1) < 7(2) < ... < w(2ny — 1) and 7 (2n;) < ... < w(2n). The
CAG’s are defined uniquely as a solution to this differential equation only after we impose
suitable boundary conditions. These are’, using the multi-index convention introduced

above in “Notations and Conventions™:

82 L280(0) = 84,0 8.t 10 % forn + |w| < 4, 3.1.11)
as well as
0% L9 i0(p) =0 forn + |w| > 4. (3.1.12)

Here 8, p is the Kronecker-delta. The second boundary condition, (3.1.12), simply follows
by noting that L2040 = [, A0 see (3.1.5), and by recalling the definition of the interaction
Lo, (3.1.3). The actual renormalisation conditions are encoded in (3.1.11). The CAG’s

are then determined by integrating the flow equations subject to these boundary conditions,

3We restrict to BPHZ renormalisation in this thesis. Other choices are of course possible, and equally
legitimate.
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see e.g. [42, 20].

3.1.2. Insertions of composite fields

In the previous section we have defined Schwinger functions of products of the basic field.
We now turn to the so called composite operators (or “composite fields””), which are given
by the monomials

O4=0"¢---0"¢, A={n,w}. (3.1.13)

Here w = (wy,...,w,) € N*" is a multi-index (see also our notation and conventions

section), and we denote the canonical dimension of such a field by
[A]:=n+ ) |wil. (3.1.14)

The Schwinger functions with insertions of composite operators are obtained by replacing
the action L2 with an action containing additional sources, expressed through smooth
functionals. Particular examples of such functionals are local ones. Any such local

functional can by definition be written as
Fip =3 [dx oa 4. 14 e Crm. (3.1.15)
A

where the composite operators 04 are as in eq. (3.1.13) and where the sum is finite. Recall
that we may restrict attention to composite fields (3.1.13) with an even number of factors
of ¢ as a result of our symmetry requirement ¢ — —¢@. We now modify the action L0 by

adding sources f“4 as follows:
LA > Ly =L —F—) BM(F®--®F) (3.1.16)
=0 j

Here the last term represents the counter terms which are needed to eliminate the additional
divergences arising from composite field insertions in the limit Ay — oco. For each j it is

a linear functional®
B [C®(8R*)]® — C®(8(RY)) . (3.1.17)

that is symmetric, and of order O(#). To obtain the Schwinger functions with insertions
of r composite operators we now simply take functional derivatives with respect to the

4C (8 (R*)) denotes the space of smooth (in the Frechet sense) functionals. All our functionals are
actually formal power series in %, so we should write more accurately C°° (8 (R*))[[%]] for the space
appearing below.
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sources, setting the sources f4/ = 0 afterwards:

(Oa,(x1) -+ O4,(xp)) :=

5 . 1 (3.1.18)
(z%40) I/dMA’AO eXp(— —L?(’(w))' )
fi=o

hr(SfAl(xl)...SfAr(xr) h

Note that the CAG’s discussed in the previous section are a special case of this equation;
there we take F = [d*x f(x) ¢(x), and we have BjAO (F®/) = 0, because no extra
counter terms are required for this insertion. As above, we can define a corresponding

effective action as

1 = :
—L2 = h log A0 xexp (—%(LAO_F_Z B;‘AO(F@))) —log Z™M (3.1.19)

Jj=0

which now depends on the sources f4i, as well as on ¢. From this modified effective

action we determine the generating functionals of the CAG’s with r operator insertions:

§" L AAo

A,Ao =
LEA(On01) @ 1+ ® Oa, (v1)) 1= g o= s 2

(3.1.20)

The CAG’s with insertions defined this way are multi-linear, as indicated by the tensor
product notation, and symmetric in the insertions. We can also expand the CAG’s with

insertions in ¢ and # again (in momentum space):
LA,AO ( ®;:1 (QAi (xi)) =

Z hl/d4p1.. d Pn ;EAAO(®, 1(9A (xl) Pl,-u,Pn)l_[@(Pj)
j=1

n,l>0

(3.1.21)

Due to the insertions in éﬁ Ao (®; 04, (xj), p), there is no restriction on the momentum
set p in this case. Translatlon invariance, however, implies that the CAG’s with insertions
at a translated set of points x; + y are obtained from those at y = 0 through multiplication
by el Xi=1 Pi ..

éﬁAAo((X)l 104, (xi+Y); p1, ..y Pn ) — X1 pi ;ﬁAAo((X)l 104, (Xi); p1, .o\ Pn
(3.1.22)
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Note also that only moments of CAG’s with an even number n are non-vanishing, again by

our Z,-symmetry requirement. The flow equation for the CAG’s with insertions reads:

h o5 . )
2l € * g LM OLi0n)
)

1 .
) Z (@LA’AO(&EA@A,-), C™ *

INLMAO(@L,04,) =

(3.1.23)

)
%LA,AO (®j€12(9A_,' )) s

In the second line it is understood that in the case / = @) we obtain the CAG’s without
insertions, i.e. LA-Ao (®ier=p04,) = LAAo We also suppressed the coordinate space
variables (xi,...,xy) by writing O4, instead of Oy, (x;). This convention will also be
used regularly in the following for the sake of brevity. For convenience, let us define K3(/)

to be the set of partitions of a set I, i.e.
sB(I) = {(11,,In) . Ugl:lli = I,I,' 7& @,I,‘ N Ij = @ fori 75 J} (3124)
We can alternatively write the flow equation in the expanded version

aAié\éﬁo(@?’:]@Ai;pl’ ey p2n) =

2n + 2 .
( 5 )/kCA(k)éﬁé\,ﬁg’l_l(®fV:1(9A,-:k,—k,Pl,---,Pzn)

AN - AA
—4 > nlnzg|:°<82n1?1(®,N=1(9A,-;q,p1,---ap2n1—1)CA(Q)conz,?z(pan’---’pZn)

1 +1r=1
np+npy=n+1

1 AA
+§ Z / 2n](l)|(®(9Az’k pl’---»pan—l)
(I1,12)en{1,..., N}

x CA (k) L£5:%9 ( ® Oai—k. pany. ... m} :
TCjel
(3.1.25)

Note that the flow equation for the CAG’s with N > 2 insertions involves inhomogeneities
(called source terms in the following) in the last line, which are quadratic in the CAG’s
with less than N insertions. Therefore, we have to ascend in the number of insertions if
we want to integrate the flow equations (3.1.25). To complete the definition of the CAG’s
with insertions, we again have to specify boundary conditions on the corresponding flow

equation. The simplest choice in the case of N > 2 insertions is

8”’ AO A°(®l 104,(xi); p) =0 forall w,n,l. (3.1.26)
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For CAG’s with one insertion we choose (’normal ordering”)’

0% L0 (04(0):0) = i w18,y 108y wbr0  forn + |w] < [4] (3.1.27)

0% L9 80(04(0): p) =0 forn + |w| > [4] . (3.1.28)

Our freedom to choose boundary conditions different from (3.1.27) can be seen to cor-
respond to field redefinitions of the type discussed at the end of section 2.1 (cf. [43]).
Although the connected amputated Green’s functions (CAG’s) with insertions can be used
as the basic building blocks of the correlation functions, it will turn out to be useful to
also consider certain non-connected versions of these, called ”AG’s with insertions’ in the

following. They are defined as

N o
GMA®,04) =) > [[V LA (®)er,04,) . (3.1.29)

a=1(Iy,....1y)ePR{1,...,N}i=1

Note that the case N = 1 just reduces to the CAG’s with one insertion, i.e. G*20(94) =
LA20(@,). As usual, we also consider the expanded quantities in  and ¢; these are
denoted in the present case as ﬁA Ao (®l_1 O4,, D), where as usual, [ indicates the power
of %, and n the power of ¢. As the name suggests, these are the amputated versions of the

Schwinger (=Green’s) functions®,

n
(1‘[(9A (x:) 1‘[<o(p, ) [T ey
i=1 k=1

=Z Yoo W g N(@N O, (xi), Br) E00 (Pr) - N (Bry)

j=11,U..Ul;={1,...,n}

I,NI;=9
hi+..+1;=1>0
(3.1.30)
where :Ei\,le are the expansion coefficients of the generating functional L*40(p) =

—LA%0(g) 4+ L{p, (CA40)7! x @) without the momentum conservation delta functions

taken out. We will use this relation later.

3See [43, 23] for a more detailed motivation of these boundary conditions. It should be mentioned that our
definition of the functionals L2-40(@,) differs from the one given in those papers by a minus sign.

®Strictly speaking, the functionals G4+40 (®lN= 104;) do not generate all the amputated Feynman diagrams
with operator insertions, since connected pieces without any operator insertion are excluded, see also
eq.(3.1.30). For lack of a better name, we will however continue to refer to these functionals as amputated
Green’s functions with insertions by a slight abuse of language.
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By contrast to the CAG’s, the AG’s satisfy linear homogeneous flow equations,

hos . §
IAGM2(RL 04,) = (. CH x —) GM(R]L,04,)
2 '8¢ 17
5 . 8
— (=GR 04,), CA 4 — LAY
S ¢

(3.1.31)

The fact that the AG’s satisfy a linear homogeneous flow equation is a welcome simplifica-
tion, which is unfortunately counterbalanced by the fact that the boundary conditions for
the AG’s are more complicated. Therefore, as a compromise between simple flow equation
and simple boundary conditions, we will not work with the full AG’s in the following, but

instead define the slightly modified objects

N
hEA2(@L,04) 1= GH(@],04) — [ LA (O4) - (5-132)

i=1

Using the definitions of the CAG’s given above, these functionals are seen to obey the flow

equation

BAFA’A°(®§’=1(9A,.)
h 6 . ) 8 . 5
= { Ch o =) FAN(@ML 04) — (- FHA(®]L,04,), CH w — L8 10)
2 8¢ ¢ S¢ Sp
8 ) 5
_LA,AO O ,CA _LA,A() O LA,AO O
T (G 04 C L0 ] (O1,)

1<i<j<N re{l,...N}\{i,j}
(3.1.33)

and the trivial boundary conditions
U F (RN O p) =0 foralln, I, w, (3.1.34)

with a calligraphic letter ¥ nI}I’AO denoting as usual the objects appearing in the expansion of
F220 in powers of /1, ¢. In terms of Feynman diagrams we may interpret these functionals
as follows: As mentioned above, the G-functionals correspond to the (not necessarily
connected) amputated Feynman graphs with N extra vertices corresponding to the operator
insertions. On the other hand, the F-functionals correspond to the subset of these diagrams
where at least two of the operator insertions belong to the same connected component of
the graph. Like the CAG’s with multiple insertions, the F-functionals are divergent on
the partial diagonals, i.e. whenever two or more spacetime arguments coincide. Since the
CAG’s with one insertion are smooth in the spacetime argument [see equation (3.1.22)], the
decomposition (3.1.32) separates the contributions to G which are regular in the spacetime

arguments from those which are singular at short distances. We also note that translation
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invariance again implies

o~ AA . ] vt pn) o ALA .
fn’l 0(®;N:1(9A,' ()Ci), P, pn) = ely(P1+ P )fn’] 0(®l]'v:1(9A,' (xi_y)v P, pn) .

(3.1.35)

3.1.3. Regularisation of Schwinger functions with insertions

The purpose of introducing a UV-cutoff is that as long as we keep Ay finite, the CAG’s
with insertions depend smoothly on the points xy, ..., xy, as well as on the momenta
P1,- .., Pn (see also remark 5 below). In the limit Ay — oo, smoothness in the x;’s
however is lost, and the CAG’s develop singularities for configurations such that some
of the points x; coincide. This is of course not a problem, nor unexpected—the Green’s
functions in quantum field theory are usually singular for coinciding points—reflecting
the singular nature of the operators themselves. In the following we will discuss certain
regularised (sometimes also called oversubtracted) versions of the Green’s functions with
insertions defined in the previous section, which possess a higher degree of regularity in
the spacetime arguments. As we will see later, these regularised Green’s functions play a
crucial role in the definition and application of the operator product expansion.

A method for improving regularity of Green’s functions with two operator insertions
was first given, in the context of the present framework, in [23], and the case of three
insertions has been analysed by Hollands and the present author in [26]. The procedure
described in the present- and the following section constitutes, as far as we are aware, the
first discussion of the regularisation of Green’s functions with more than three operator
insertions within the flow equation framework.

Let us first try to understand the process of regularisation for Green’s functions with a
low number of operator insertions. For N = 1 insertion, the functionals L*40(94(x))
are already smooth in x, see eq.(3.1.22), so there is no need to improve regularity in this
case. For N = 2, however, one can show that the CAG’s L40(94, (x) ® O4,(0)) are
singular at x = 0 if we remove the cutoff Ay — co. As mentioned above, a method of
removing this divergence was first given in [23]. Namely, one simply changes the boundary
conditions for the flow equation defining these CAG’s . These regularised CAG’s are
then parametrised by a single integer D > —1 and defined by the same flow equation,

eq.(3.1.23), but subject to the boundary conditions
0% L50 (O, (x) ® 04,(0):0) =0 forn + |w| < D (3.1.36)
as well as

0% L% (04, (x) ® 04, (0): p) =0 forn + |w| > D (3.1.37)
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instead of eq.(3.1.26). It has been shown in [23] that these functions are of differentiability
class C P~[411-142] i x7_ This justifies the interpretation of D as a regularisation parameter.

As we progress to the case of N = 3 insertions, however, the situation starts to get more
complicated. This is due to the fact that now the source terms in the corresponding flow
equation, (3.1.23), contain not only the regular CAG’s with one insertion, but also CAG’s
with two insertions, which themselves are singular when the spacetime arguments of the
two insertions coincide. Therefore, in order to remove the singularities from the CAG’s
with three insertions, simply changing the boundary conditions for the flow equation does
not suffice. One also has to alter the flow equation itself so as to regularise these ’source
terms”. This way, one has to specify not only one regularisation parameter, but a whole
hierarchy (one for each partial diagonal). This strategy can indeed be carried through, and
the procedure has been outlined in [26]. However, as one tries to progress to larger N, i.e.
insertions of more operators, the method quickly becomes somewhat cumbersome and
heavy on notation due to the need to regularise nested subdivergences. In the following we
will present an alternative method for regularising the amputated Green’s functions (AG’s)
instead of the CAG’s. While the method based on the AG’s will leave us with less control
over the exact degree of regularisation for each nested subdivergence, it will be sufficiently
versatile for our needs, and it has the benefit of being much more economical and also
easier to follow in the case of large N.

Recall from eq.(3.1.32) that we can decompose the AG’s GA20(®N_ O,4,) into a
factorised part, where the composite operators (4, are inserted into diagrams which
are disconnected from each other, and a contribution called F A’A0(®f\’:1(9,4i), which
corresponds to diagrams where at least one pair of composite operators is inserted into
the same connected piece. Since the CAG’s with one insertion are smooth, so will be the
factorised part. All the divergences on the (partial) diagonals are thus included in the F'
functionals. Therefore, the question now is how to regularise these functionals.

Note that the source term in the flow equation for the F-functionals, i.e. the last line of
eq.(3.1.33), contains only CAG’s with one insertion, which are smooth. Thus, there is no
need to alter the flow equation if we want to regularise the F-functionals. The regularised
versions of the F-functionals, called F 5\’1\0 (®N_,04,), are therefore quite easily obtained
in an analogous manner to the CAG’s Lg’AO (O4,(x) ® O4,(0)) by simply changing the

boundary conditions:

"Explicit bounds on these functions have been given in [15] (for the case D = [A;] + [45]) and [26].
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Definition 1 (Regularised AG’s): The amputated Green’s functions (AG’s) with in-

sertions and regularisation are defined for any D > —1 as
N
Gp (R, 04,) 1= hFp (@, 04) + [ [LA420(O4) . (3.1.38)
i=1

where the functionals F l;\ A0 qre required to satisfy the flow equation (3.1.33) and the

boundary conditions

04 F 0@, Oy, (x1): 0) =0 forntjwl <D (3.1.39)
0 Tt @100 (5P| =0 form+|w|>D. (3.1.40)

Evidently, F 5\’=A_°1 ®1N=1(9A ) =F AsAo (®{V:1(9A ;) are the functionals without regulari-
sation. We will see below in bound 1 that, indeed, the functionals defined above are of

scaling degree (recall eq.(2.1.13) for the definition of this concept)
sd(FA ™ (®N.,04)) < [A1] + ...+ [Axy] = D (3.1.41)

in the spacetime arguments x;, which confirms the role of D as a regularisation parameter.

Note that in the N = 2 case, Fp reduces to the CAG with two insertions, i.e.
Fp(04(x) ® 05(0) = Ly (0a(x) ® 05(0)) (3.1.42)

since both sides of the equation share the same flow equation and boundary conditions.
For N > 3, however, such a simple relation does not seem to exist.

The spacetime derivatives of the AG’s with insertions satisfy some properties which
will come in handy in later sections. These relations are generalisations of the so called

Lowenstein rules, which can be found for example in [43, 23].

Proposition 1: The amputated Green’s functions with operator insertions satisfy the

relations

0, GhM @0 )| = GEM (3, @I, 04 ()

, (3.1.43)

xn =0

forany1 < j < N, and

(B, + oo 02y)” G (BN 04, (01) = G0 (B, + ..o+ 02y)” B, O, (31))
(3.1.44)
where v € N* .
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Remark 1: Note that on the left hand side the derivatives act on the functional G gfl\?,
whereas they act directly on the composite fields @4, on the right hand side. By 0¥ 04
we mean the linear combination of monomials which are obtained by carrying out the
derivatives in the obvious manner. We also note that in the case N = 1, these Lowenstein
rules imply

VLA (O4(x)) = LA0(0204(x)) . (3.1.45)

Proof. We derive all the claimed relations using the same general strategy: If two function-
als satisfy the same linear flow equations and the same boundary conditions, then these

Sfunctionals must coincide. We will, in fact, apply this strategy repeatedly in this thesis.

To begin with, let us verify the Lowenstein rule for the case of one insertion, eq.(3.1.45).
Note that both sides of the equation obey the same linear homogeneous flow equation.
Further, note that, using the translation properties of the CAG’s with insertions, we can

write

3;55}11\”[1\0((9,4()6);}_5) — a;ei(m—i-...—i-pn)x ii}AO(@A(O); l‘)’)
=i"\(p1 4+ ..+ p) L (O4(); B) -

n,l

(3.1.46)

Combining this equation with the boundary conditions for the CAG’s with one insertion,
eqgs.(3.1.27) and (3.1.28), it is easy to check that both sides of eq.(3.1.45) are also subject

to the same boundary conditions. Thus, both sides of eq.(3.1.45) must coincide.

To continue, let us come to the proof of eq.(3.1.43). Recall first the definition of the AG’s
with insertions, Gg’AO, from equation (3.1.38). In view of eq.(3.1.45), we immediately
find that the factorised contributions to both sides of (3.1.43) coincide, i.e.

N N
00 [TLA0Ou; (xi)) = LYY, Oa, (x) [ [ LA (Ou; (xi)) . (3.1.47)

i=1 i=1

iF#Jj
Concerning the remaining contributions from the F [I,\ A0 functionals, we again simply
compare flow equations and boundary conditions to see that both sides of the equation

coincide.

Finally, the relation (3.1.44) can be derived in a very similar way. Again it is not hard to
check that both sides of the equation satisty the same flow equation. To see that also the

boundary conditions coincide, we need the translation property for the AG’s

G (@04, (x1): ) = exp(i(p1 + ... + pu)y) Fp (B, O, (xi — ¥): P) .
(3.1.48)
where we made use of eq.(3.1.35) and (3.1.22). Choosing y = (x; + ...+ xy)/N and
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taking the corresponding derivatives of this equation then yields

Oy -+ 0xy)" T (®FL104, (%) B) = (P17t +1a)" G0 (R1L, 0, (x): D).

(3.1.49)
The powers of p imply that the right hand side of this equation is subject to the same
boundary conditions as the right hand side of (3.1.44), which finishes the proof of the

proposition. [

3.1.4. Regularisation of subdivergences

In the previous section we have outlined a procedure that allows us to improve the total
scaling degree of the amputated Green’s functions G20 ((X)lN:1 O4,). In other words, we
are able to control the singular behaviour of these functionals with respect to the total
diagonal x; = ... = xu. In some applications, however, one might want to remove only
divergences associated to the partial diagonals of a subset of the spacetime arguments
X1,...,xy. In the present section we will define this regularisation of subdivergences,
which is one of the main technical advances to the flow equation framework provided by
this thesis.

It is a priori far from clear how to generalise the strategy of the previous section to
subdivergences. The following lemma provides a decomposition of the AG’s that will be

helpful for this purpose:

Lemma 1: Forany N > 2 and M < N the following decomposition holds:

GAR(®[L,04,) = GMA®L,04,) GMA(RIL 11 0a)

AA u N (3.1.50)
+ ARH™ 0(®i:1(914i; ®i=M+1(9Ai)

Here the functionals H™"° are defined through the flow equation

h S 5
aAHA’AO(®iAi1(9Ai;®lN=M+I(9Ai) P C™ »

250 ¢ * 5 HA (@M 048N 414,04,

] . b
—(—HM2(RM 104, ®]Lpy1104,). CH % — LA
(5(p (®;=104;;®;=p1+104;) *&P )

) . b
g, OM N @1104). €1 w G (L4 410)
(3.1.51)
and the boundary conditions

aw AOA0(®l 1(91‘1’ Al M+1(9Az’p)_0 foralln,l,w (3152)

Remark 2: The lemma can also be understood diagrammatically. On the L.h.s. of equation
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(3.1.50) we have all (amputated) diagrams with insertion of extra vertices corresponding to
the composite operators Oy, , . .., O4, . The first term on the r.h.s. stands for the factorised
contributions, where the diagrams containing the Oy4,, ..., O4,, vertices are disconnected
from the diagrams containing the Og4,,,,...., 4, vertices. The second term on the
r.h.s. then contains all contributions where at least one pair of vertices Oy4;, Q4 , with

1 <i <M < j < N belong to the same connected diagram.

Proof. We will show that both sides of the equation satisfy the same flow equation and
boundary conditions. First, we note that the fully factorised term ]_[lN=1 LAA0(9y,)

appears on both sides of the equation, so we can just subtract it and arrive at the equivalent
claim

hFA2(@N 04,)

N
=12 F8M (@M O4,) FARRN s On) + HFA@M,04) [ LM0(04))

j=M+1
M

+[ [ LA20O4) h FYN (@411 Ony) + HHAA(SL 04 @441 Oay)

i=1

(3.1.53)

Note that in view of eqgs. (3.1.34) and (3.1.52), all the terms in this expression satisfy the
same trivial boundary conditions. Let us now determine the flow equation satisfied by the
r.h.s. of the equation. Using eq.(3.1.33) we find for the first term

0A (FA’AO(‘X’?L@AI-) FA’A°(®11'V=M+1(9A1')) -
h S )

250" s 50! Aho@M,04,) FAM (R4 104,)

8 . 5

S . )
- h(%FA’AO(@)iAil@A[)’ Ch x @FA’AO(®1N=M+10AJ>

5 8
T (g L) C e L0 O)) ] L) FA @41 O)
1<i<j<m %% ¢ r={1,...MN\{i.j}

5 LS
Y (g LMO4).CN x o LNN0©04)) [T L0 PP, 04,
M<izj<N °% ¢ re M1, NN}

(3.1.54)
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For the second term we obtain

j=M+1

N
i (FA’A°(®%1(9A,.) I1 LA’AO((DAj))

h 8 a8\ pAnogM M Ao
S Chw o) P01 04) [ L710(04))
¢ ¢ J=M+1
§ AAoyoM AA A, 0 an
_<8_F Ao@L,04) [T £20004)).C * oL °)
¢ j=M+1 14
§ Ao M AL S TT A
—h(—F80@M,04).CH« — [ LMM0(04))
Y% 8
Jj=M+1
5 3 ]
—h Y (oo LMR0(04). CR w =L 800(04,)) [T L0004, FAM(20L,04,)
M<izj<N °% ¢ F={M+1,... NN,
S . ]
D (G L4 CR e om0 ©O4)) ] L0
1<i<j<m °¢ ¢ refl .., N\, j}

(3.1.55)

The flow equation for the third term is analogous to the one above, with the roles of the
indices (1,...,M) < (M + 1,..., N) exchanged. With these flow equations at hand, it

is a straightforward exercise to check that the right hand side of eq.(3.1.53) satisfies a flow
equation of the form

da[rh.s. of (3.1.53)]

h 8 8 §
=—(—, CA*—) [rh.s. of (3.1 53)]—(—[rhs of (3.1.53)], C® » — LA10)
2°8¢° S
8
h LA Ao (9 A LA,A() O4. LA,A() %)
+h Y| (04,).C * 5L 00a) 1‘[" (O4,)
1<1<]<N re{l,...,N}\{i,j}

(3.1.56)

which coincides with the flow equation for # F220 (N (94,), see eq.(3.1.33). To sum-
marise, we have shown that both sides of eq.(3.1.53) satisfy the same flow equation and

boundary conditions, which establishes their equality. [
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The decomposition provided by lemma 1 suggests the following definition:

Definition 2 (Partially regularised AG’S): Let M < N > 2. We denote the ampu-
tated Green’s functions with operator insertions O4,(x1), ..., Oa, (xn), regularised to
degree D < [A1] + ...+ [Apm] in the coordinates x1, ..., Xy, by
GA2o([@M 94,10 ®]I‘V,,+1 O4,). These functionals are defined as

GA’AO ([®1Ai1(9A1]D ®AA/;+1 (9Ai) = Gé\,AO(@?il@A,’) GA’AO(®£V=M+1(9A1‘) (3 1 57)
+ hHA’AO ([®i]‘11(9Ai]D; ®1N=M+1(9Ai)

where H?o ([®i]‘i1(9Ai]D; ®£V=M+1(9Ai) is defined through the flow equation (3.1.51)
with G20 (@M O4,) replaced by Gf)\’AO (®M 04;), subject to the boundary conditions
(3.1.52).

The bounds on these functionals derived below in section 3.2.3 show that the parameter D
does indeed allow us to improve regularity on the partial diagonal x; = ... = X7, while

the behaviour on the other diagonals in Diagy,  x; remains unaffected. We also note that

.....

the spacetime derivatives of the partially regularised AG’s satisfy the Lowenstein rule

(axl +... .+ axM)U GA’AO ([®iﬂil(9Ai]D ®}11V/1+1 (9A,-)
= GA,AO ([(axl +..+ axM)v ®z]"i1 OAi]D+|U| ®]]l\’4+1 (9A,-)
(3.1.58)

which follows straightforwardly from proposition 1, and that they satisty the translation

identity

Y% ([®M 04, (xi)]p @1 Oa, (xi); )

. R (3.1.59)
— ol (P1+tpn)y grﬁl’Ao ([®?i1(914i (xi — )b ®1\1\/]1+1 O4,(xi — y); p) )

which follows with the help of eq.(3.1.48) by comparing the defining flow equation and

boundary conditions for both sides of the equation.

3.1.5. OPE coefficients

We next give the definition of the OPE coefficients. To have a more compact notation, let
us define the operator D acting on differentiable functionals F(¢) of Schwartz space
functions ¢ € §(R*) by

(_i)|w| w g"
nlw! P8¢(p1)---6¢(pn)

DAF(p) = F(o) | , (3.1.60)
4

:0,1‘5:0
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where A = {n, w}. Further, let us also define the multivariate Taylor expansion operator

through

..........

(3.1.61)
where X = (xi1,...,xy) and where f is a sufficiently smooth function on R*". For
expansions around zero we will use the shorthand T?{—>6 =: ']I‘;{ . Then the OPE coefficients
are defined as follows [26]:

Definition 3 (OPE coefficients): Ler A := [B] — ([41] + ... + [AN]). The OPE

coefficients are defined in terms of the regularised AG’s with insertions as

€8ty (1 xy-1,0) o= DF TG (=Y T O, 04 (i) | ¢
Jj<A
(3.1.62)

where it is understood that x5 = 0.

Remark 3: In the case N = 2 this definition is equivalent to the one given in [15]. Note
also that the OPE coefficients are translation invariant, so we may e.g. put the last point to

zero by a translation, as we have done above to get a simpler formula.

3.2 Bounds on Green’s functions with insertions

In the previous section we have defined all quantities of interest for the purpose of the
present work, such as (regularised) Schwinger functions and OPE-coefficients. As men-
tioned earlier, the reason we have cast perturbative gg*-theory in this form is that the flow
equation approach to the theory allows us to derive bounds on the quantities of interest via
an inductive scheme, which is based on the renormalisation group flow equations. These
bounds will be presented in the present section. The corresponding proofs, which are
somewhat lengthy and technical in nature, can be found in appendix A.

Before we come to the statement of the various bounds, let us first give a brief account of
the general idea behind the induction scheme, which is used repeatedly in the derivation of
these bounds. First, consider as an example the CAG’s without operator insertion. Recall
from eq.(3.1.10) that these objects satisfy a flow equation, which is roughly of the form

a0 =~ /k Crk) & ts o=k, )+ ~ Y 2N Chg) 250
1 +iy=I

ny+ny=n+1

(3.2.1)

where we used a shortened notation for the sake of simplicity of this schematic outline. In
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order to show that the CAG’s satisfy a certain bound, let us call it |§£;\n’1>° < BzAn"l\", we

can use the following induction procedure (see also fig. 3.1):

e Assume that the estimate is true for all cfé\rf}o satisfying 2n + 21 < 2r for some

constant r € N.

e Note that the right hand side of the flow equation for éﬁé\r’,ﬁo contains only CAG’s
with 2n + 2] < 2r. This can be seen as follows: The first term on the r.h.s. of the

flow equation vanishes trivially in the case / = 0. For the second term we note that®

£248 = 0, which implies that each of the two factors éﬁé\ r;A? and éﬁ;\ ’A‘l) satisfies
P 1,61 na,l2
21’1,‘ + le < 2r.

e Thus, we can substitute our inductive bound, |§E;\n">°| < BzAn’[l“’, for the CAG’s with

2n + 21 < 2r on the r.h.s. of the flow equation for é(ié\r’f(}o and integrate over A in

order to derive a bound for this CAG as well. In order for the induction to close, this

bound should imply |;Cé‘r’,f)‘0| < Bé\rif)\o-

e Keeping 2n + 21 = 2r fixed, we then ascend in /, i.e. we next verify our bound for
éﬁ;\(;jiol)’l. The r.h.s. of the flow equation again contains CAG’s with 2n + 2/ < 2r,
as well as additionally the CAG cfé\r’,ﬁo. All of these have been bounded already in
the inductive procedure. By iteration, we thereby verify our bound for all CAG’s

22,50 with 2n + 21 = 2r.

e Repeat the procedure to determine the CAG’s with 2n 4+ 2/ = 2r + 2, and so on.

S
4

10 §.. -

N B~ N ©
I

Figure 3.1.: Schematic visualisation of the induction procedure used to derive various
bounds on the Schwinger functions

Some further explanations are in order. First, we have mentioned in the outline above
that we have to integrate the flow equation. However, we have not specified the limits of

integration. This is where the boundary conditions (3.1.11) and (3.1.12) come into play.

8The equation éﬁé\’ ’OAO = 0 can be seen either directly from the definition (3.1.5) or alternatively from the
flow equation and boundary conditions for these CAG’s.
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e For 2n < 4 the boundary conditions are given at A" = 0. Hence, we integrate over
A’ from O to A in this case. At this stage, our choice for the coupling constant enters
the scheme via the boundary condition 132;0“’ (6) = g/4!. The contributions with

2n < 4 are known as relevant terms in the literature.

e For 2n > 5 the boundary conditions are given at A" = A,. Hence, we integrate over
A’ from A to Ay in this case. These contributions are known as irrelevant terms in

the literature.

Note also that the boundary conditions for the relevant terms are given at vanishing
momentum. This complicates the induction scheme somewhat. In order to obtain a
bound for the relevant terms also at non-vanishing momentum one has to perform a Taylor
expansion with remainder in the momenta. Thus, one is forced to also include momentum
derivatives of the CAG’s in the induction scheme. These subtleties of the induction will be
discussed in more detail in the actual proofs in appendix A.

In the following we will not derive new bounds on the CAG’s themselves, but we
are mainly interested in the AG’s with operator insertions and regularisation, defined in
sections 3.1.3 and 3.1.4. More precisely, we will derive estimates on the functionals F 5\ Ao
and H2+20 defined in those sections. The flow equation for the F-functionals is of the

general form

ANy __ ~ YA -~ A\,Ao . ~ A, Ao YA A,Ao
INFpony = / CR)Fp a1k —k. .. )+ § : Fponva, € @) £5,)7,
k 1 +1r=I
ny+ny=n+1

+ 7 Source Terms”
(3.2.2)

where source terms stands for the momentum integral over a product of CAG’s with one
operator insertion. We see that the first two terms on the r.h.s. of this flow equation are of a
similar form as in the case of the CAG’s above. It should therefore not come as a surprise
that we can use the same induction scheme for these terms. In contrast to the CAG case,
however, we have an additional term on the r.h.s. of the flow equation. Hence, we have to
make sure that this source term satisfies a bound that is consistent with our inductive bound.
This is in fact the main complication in the derivation of the bounds for the AG’s with
insertions. The corresponding bounds on the source terms can be found in the appendix,
see lemma 6. In order to arrive at this estimate, we make use of the known bounds on
the CAG’s with one insertion (see [15] and section 3.2.1). For the H -functionals one can
proceed in a similar fashion. Here the source terms are the AG’s with operator insertions.
Since we derive bounds on these quantities first, we can use those bounds in order to

estimate the source terms for the H -functionals, see lemma 8 and 9 in the appendix.
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Remark 4: The loop expanded (inserted or non-inserted) CAG’s depend on the coupling

Ao

. . . . A
constant g in an obvious manner; the non-inserted functions £, ,° carry a power of

g@n=2/2+1 for example. For the sake of simplicity, we will set g = 1 in the following.

3.2.1. CAG’s with up to one insertion

Bounds on CAG’s without insertions and on those with one insertion were derived in [48,
15]. It can be seen from the decomposition (3.1.38) that these bounds are a crucial
input for the subsequent bounds on AG’s with multiple insertions, as both the factorised
contribution ]_[lN:1 LAo(9y ;) as well as the F' AAo_functionals depend on the CAG’s

with one insertion [the latter via the flow equation (3.1.33)].
Let us recall the bound for the CAG’s without insertions first [48, 15]. There exists a

constant K > 0 such that for 2n + |w| > 5 (recall also the definitions of | 5| and « from

our notations and conventions section above)

182 L5,5°(P1s - pat)|

(), A 1l x 3.2.3
log’(sup(‘2, £))  (3.2.3)
4—2n—|w]| 2n+4l—4)(Jw|+1)
< Vw[l A42n-wl gCn el ; i
=0

where £(n,l) =1 if n >2and{(n,l) =1 —1 if n = 1. For 2n + |w| < 4 one has

the estimates

K% log (sup('p| “))
L3P £ ———= (1+])! Z : (3.2.4)
(I +1)224 — 24!
K2-1 1 lpl «
323 ()] = suppl, 0 g 'Z = (S;fil w) o)

We also recall the following bound for the CAG’s with one insertion [15]. Fix any
A = {r,v}. Then

|3lg$é\,1;0((914(0).ﬁ)| <A[A]—2n—|w| K(4n+8l—4)|w| K[A](n+21)3 |w|' |v|'
p°2n, ) = RV Hol!
d(N=1,n,l,w,[A])

L (151" 5 log* (sup(2L, £))
< r =(7) X

(3.2.6)

where K > 0 is a constant, and where we defined

d(N,n,l,w,D"):=2D'(n +1+2(N —1)) +sup(D' +1—-2n —|w|,0). (3.2.7)
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For n = [ = 0 the CAG’s with one insertion vanish, éﬁé\’;)AO (04(0)) = 0. Eventually we
would of course like to remove the cutoffs, i.e. take the limits A — 0 and Ay — o0. In

this respect, the following bounds, which hold for A < m, will be useful [15]

2n+4l—4)(lw|+1
+onpw| K@D

0% L5, 5°(P)| < m* — (n+1-1)!
g_i_(|p|) (3.2.8)
x |w|! (w| + 2n — 4)! Z ST for2n + |w| > 5

|81_43°<£A,A0((9A(0). 1‘7’)| < m[A]—2n—|w| K(4n+8l—4)|w| I<[A](n-i-2l)3 |w|| |U|'
p bl — . .

2n,l
dN=1,nlw,[A]) , >\ u 2l4+n—1 A (1ol
Pl log’ (%51
< VRn+w =AY (— > i

m 2401

(3.2.9)

where by [ - ]+ we mean the positive part of the respective expression (see also our notations

and conventions section).

3.2.2. Amputated Green’s functions with N insertions

The amputated Green’s functions (AG’s) with regularisation on the total diagonal were
defined in section 3.1.3. These functionals are of major interest to us not only since they
appear in the definition of the OPE-coefficients, but also because they are closely related
to the remainder of the OPE (see lemma 2 below).

F lj)\’AO-functionals and then combine

We will first derive a bound on the moments of the
this with the bounds on the CAG’s with one insertion, eqs.(3.2.6) and (3.2.9), in order
to estimate the AG’s, making use of the decomposition (3.1.38). These bounds will also
confirm the nature of D as a regularisation parameter for the singularity on the total
diagonal, and they will further allow us to prove that the AG’s with insertions are real

analytic functions in the spacetime arguments for non-coinciding points.

Bound 1: Letxy =0and D < D' = [A{]+...+[AN]. There exists a constant K > 0

such that
|aw rvé&zgol(@l{\’_l(gfl_(xi).ﬁ)l < mD—2n—|w| I<(4n+81—3)\w|-|—D’(n-i—21)3 /D/!(D/ N D)'
wl! max |x; max(|w|,D+1) ~ i« d(N,n,l,w,D’) 21+ A lp
X v I=i= i su 1m o )ilong(lr%l)
min_|x; _x.lD/ Dtmax(wl,D+1) “UP\ b o 5T
l<i<j<N I A=0
(3.2.10)

withd(N,n,l,w,D"):=2D'(n +1 +2(N — 1)) + sup(D' + 1 —2n — |w|,0).
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Remark 5: The bound leads us to the following observations:

1. If we scale the spacetime arguments by a multiplicative factor ¢ > 0, 1.e.
X1,..., XN—1 —> EX1,...,EXN_1, (3.2.11)
the bound behaves as 2P’ In other words, the bound implies
sd Fp(®N ,04,) < D' =D, (3.2.12)

as indicated in section 3.1.3. Thus, we can see explicitly that the parameter D
improves regularity on the total diagonal x; = ... = xy = 0. Note, however, that
our bounds do not imply improved regularity on the partial diagonals, i.e. in the case

where only a subset of the spacetime arguments are scaled together.

2. The conventional opinion, based on dimensional arguments, is that the short distance
behaviour of the quantity in question should in fact be of the form 221 log(g)"
for some r € N depending on the loop order. In fact, such a behaviour was indeed
shown to hold in the Lorentzian setting using a different approach to quantum field
theory [12]. At present, we are only able to give formal arguments that support this
expectation in the flow equation framework. Namely, as first observed in [23], one
could improve our bound (3.2.10) to yield the scaling behaviour e ~P"+1=% for any
0 < § € R if we were allowed to calculate with non-integer powers of the partial
derivative (9x)? as we do with integer powers. One could then simply follow the
proof of bound 1, but replacing D — D + 1 — § throughout the proof. The crucial
step where (9x)® would have to be used appears in the proof of lemma 6, where
partial integrations in the momentum variables have to be performed to obtain the
correct A behaviour. It might be possible to put these formal manipulations on solid
footing, using the techniques of fractional calculus [49, 50], but this is beyond the

scope of the present work.

3. One can derive a version of the bound (3.2.10) where the factor min |x; — x;|?~? '

is replaced by a factor AJ =D/ /(D" — D)!. We conclude, also taking into account
the Lowenstein rule (3.1.43), that the F-functionals are smooth in the spacetime
arguments as long as we keep Ay finite. We will briefly explain in appendix A.1.1

how this version of the bound is obtained.

4. Concerning the behaviour in the infrared (i.e. |x;| — oo forall 1 <i < N), we
will also show (see the discussion in appendix A.1.2) that it is possible to introduce
any number r € N of additional inverse powers of (m - minj<;j<;<n |[X; — xj|)

on the right hand side of (3.2.10) at the cost of a factor r!. This property is not
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surprising in view of the characteristic exponential decay of Schwinger functions at

large distances in massive quantum field theories.

5. As mentioned previously, in the case N = 2 the F-functionals coincide (up to a
sign) with the CAG’s with two insertions. These have been estimated by Hollands
and Kopper in [15] for the particular choice D = [A;] + [A3] (full regularisation)
and |w| < D + 1, and by Hollands and the author in [26] for any D < [A;] + [43]
and any w € N3,

The somewhat lengthy proof of the inequality (3.2.10), which is based on the inductive
scheme sketched in the previous section, can be found in appendix A.1. It is now an easy
exercise to derive a bound on the AG’s with insertions, G 3 ’AO, which is the upshot of this

section.

Corollary 1: Let D < D' = [A1] + ... + [AN]. For A < m there exists a constant
K > 0 such that

|81£;gé\,2Aol(®N 1(9A~(xi)'ﬁ)| < mD—2n—|w| K(4n+81—3)|w| I{D’(n-i—Zl)3
P ,2n, 1= i ’ -

d(N,n,l,w,D’") 2l+n

15| logh (21 (m|%[)"
x /D'\(D’ — D)!|w|! sup (1, Z #;ﬁ%{l ANl il P

m

A=0 Vil
max |X' _x | max(|w|,D+1) ,
L<i<N i N 1 mD —-D
X max
min |x; — x| min _|x; — x;|P'=P’ v (D" — D)!
1<i<j<N I<i<j<N
(3.2.13)

withd(N,n,l,w,D") :=2D'(n +1 +2(N — 1)) +sup(D’ + 1 —2n — |w|, 0).

Remark 6: This bound implies convergence of the Taylor expansion of the AG’s with
operator insertions, 8%’%‘)\”21;‘?1 (®N. 094, (x;)), with respect to the spacetime variables in a
neighborhood of X € R*Y \ My, for any degree of regularisation D < [A;] + ...+ [An],

and uniformly in A, Ay. This can be seen from the fact that the bound grows like
~ J
j1(sup(Bl/m, DN /)x)) (3.2.14)

if we take j derivatives with respect to X and write K = K®+2D Hence the AG’s with
insertions are real analytic in X away from the partial diagonals, and the same holds for the
OPE coefficients, related to them by defn. 3.

Proof of corollary 1. Recall form (3.1.38) that Gg’AO is defined as the sum of F ﬁ’AO and
a product of CAG’s with one insertion. It follows from bound 1 and from the translation

properties (3.1.35) that the F-functionals satisfy the claimed inequality, (3.2.13). For the
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factorised contributions we may write, using the translation property (3.1.22) (recall from

the notation and conventions section that by ¢, we denote multi-nomial factors),

N N
|02 [T 2o @ai )i ) | < D0 cqupy [RI™1] 022 [ [ 22050 (04, (0); 5) |
=1 witwr=w i=1
(3.2.15)
Combining this inequality with the bound (3.2.9), it is straightforward to check that also

the product CAG’s with one insertion satisfies the inequality (3.2.13). U

We will see below that the convergence and factorisation property of the operator product
expansion are related to coordinate space Taylor expansions of the AG’s with insertions.

In this context, the following bound will prove to be useful:

Bound 2: Let D = D' + A, where D' = [A{] 4+ ...+ [An] and A > 0. For A < m

there exists a constant K > 0 such that

j AA Lz
|8§(1 - Z T(Jm xN)—>(xN xN))gD,Zn?l (®ZN=1(9AI' (xi); p)|

..........

J=<A
>\ d(N,n,l,w,D) 2l+n A @
< mP—2n—lw| g@n+8l-3)w| KD(n+2])3m|w||Sup 1 m log+(m)
- R "m 2401
A=0
max |x; — xn]| max(fwl,D+1)=A . max |x; — xn|2
o e ((mIXI)”) 1<i<N
lflniljnsN |xi _le n<|w| \/[/L! VAl
(3.2.16)

withd(N,n,l,w,D") :=2D'(n +1 4+ 2(N — 1)) +sup(D’ + 1 —2n — |w|, 0).

Remark 7: The bound is a slight improvement over the estimate one would obtain

through a combination of corollary 1 and the remainder formula for the Taylor expansion,

(1= TL ) ..., xn) =

J=A

A+l . (!
> S [ e =0t 0+ = ooy =)

lv|=A+1

(3.2.17)

Namely, this method would yield a bound which is essentially of the same form as (3.2.16),

but with the replacement

15 1
1<i<N 1<i<N
== - | == (3.2.18)
min _|x; — x;]| min |x; — x;|
1<i<j<N 1<i<j<N
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in the last line. While the difference between the two results is irrelevant for our study
of convergence of the OPE, the stronger result (3.2.16) will be useful in our proof of the

factorisation result, theorem 3. The proof of bound 2 can be found in appendix A.2.

3.2.3. Amputated Green’s functions with partial regularisation

The AG’s with insertions and regularisation with respect to a partial diagonal have been
defined in section 3.1.4. As we will see later in section 3.4, these objects appear when
one performs the OPE of a product Oy, ... 04, in only a subset of these operators, say
O4,,-..,04,, with M < N, while leaving the others as spectators. We are interested in
this type of partial OPE, because it will allow us to derive non trivial algebraic relations
between the OPE coefficients.

Again, we will see that our bounds will justify our terminology, in the sense that the
functionals G220 ([®M 04, 1p ®j.v= m+1 Oa,) will indeed be shown to become more

regular on the partial diagonal x; = ... = xs as we increase D.

Bound 3: Ler D < [A{] + ...+ [Am], xm = 0 and A < m. There exists a constant
K > 0 such that

AA . =
|ag%2n,l ° ([®l]"i1(91‘1i (xi)]D’ ®1N=M+1(9Ai (-xi)’ P) | =<
|w|!D/!m—1—2n—|w\ K @n+8l=3)|w| gD’ (n+21)?

X
min |xi — xj|[A1]+~~+[AM]—D min |xi — xj|[AM+1]+...+[AN]+1
1<i<N,i#j 1<i<N,i#j
1<j<M M+1<j<N
w D' +|w|+1
max_|x;| ol max | x;| max  |x; — Xy ol
% 1<i<N 1<i<M M+1<i<N
min  |x; — X;j min  [x; — x;j] min  |x; — Xx;|
1<i<M<j<N 1<i<j<M M+1<i<j<N
i AN lw, D) 21+n | A /1Bl
1 |p| log’y ()
X ; 5 Sup 1, — —
min |xi — x;] m 2401
I<isM<j=<N A=0
(3.2.19)

with D' = [A1]+...+[An]and d(N,n,l,w, D) :=2D'(n+1+2(N —1)) +sup(D’ +
1 —2n—|wl|,0).

Remark 8: We are led to the following observations:
1. If we scale the spacetime arguments xy, ..., xy by a multiplicative factor ¢ > 0, the

bound behaves as e~°'*1_ which suggests that the parameter D does not influence

the singular behaviour on the total diagonal.
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2.

If we only scale the spacetime arguments X1, ..., Xp—; by a factor &, i.e.
(X1,...,xN8) = (ex1,...,8xpm—1, XM = 0, Xp141, ..., XN), (3.2.20)

the bound behaves as g~ (411t +4m1=D) jp the 1imit ¢ — 0. Thus, we can see
that, as advertised, the parameter D improves regularity on the partial diagonal

X1 =...=XMm.

. It was mentioned in remark 5 that one can derive bounds on the AG’s with insertions

with an improved infrared behaviour (i.e. at large separation of the spacetime
arguments) without much extra effort. The same is true here for the H -functionals.
Using a strategy analogous to the one outlined in appendix A.1.2, we can introduce
any number r € N of inverse powers of (m - min |x; — xj|) where 1 <i < M <

J < N at the cost of a factor r!.

The proof of bound 3 is given in appendix A.3. As we will see below in section 3.4, the

remainder of the partial OPE is related to a Taylor expansion of the partially regularised

AG’s with insertions. The following bound will allow us to estimate this remainder:

Bound 4: Let D = [A]+ ...+ [Am] + A, where and A > 0, and assume |x; — xpr| <

|xj =

Xyl foralll <i <M and M + 1 < j < N. For A < m there exists a constant

K > 0 such that

(1 B ZT(M, XM )= (XM 5 ,xM) }?2‘}2?0 ([®t 104, (xi)]p: ®;Z M+1(9A (x1); p)

J=<A
N 20+n A (1D
— — — 10g+(_) i -
<m0 g T Y ) — 7 KM sup(1,m] )™
i=1 A=0 )
D'+1 2D'+3lw|+2
= 5 ma Xi — X
y K sup(‘;%l, 1)2n+21+4N 1<i<j);N | i ]l
i ;i — X, 1 min |x; — Xx;
1SN [Fxi = ;1. 1/m] 1<i<j§N| P =%l
- . A
(K sup(L2l, 1)1 42148 max |x; — le) max Ixi —xn \ 2
% 1<i<M . M<i<
. . . AT min  |x; — Xx;
min [( min _|x; —xp|471- min  |x; — xj|) ,%] M<i<j5N| i =%l
M<j<N 1<i<j<N
(3.2.21)

where D' = [A{] + ...+ [AN].

The proof of this bound can be found in appendix A.4.



50 CHAPTER 3. THE OPE IN PERTURBATION THEORY

3.3 Proof of OPE convergence

The bounds presented in the previous section will now be put to use. Our aim is to prove
two of the main results of this thesis, namely convergence and (long distance) factorisation
of the OPE. We begin with the former. More precisely, we would like insert equation
(1.0.1) into a correlation function with suitable spectator fields and estimate the difference
between left- and right hand side. These spectator fields play the role of a quantum state in

the Euclidean context. Our quite simple and natural choice is as follows:

Let f,(x) be any smooth function on x € R* such that the support of the Fourier
transform f;,(q) is contained in a ball | p — ¢| < 1. Define the smeared spectator fields by

o(fp) = / d*x o(x) fp(x). (3.3.1)

Using this convention, we are ready to state our result.

Theorem 1 (OPE convergence): The remainder of the operator product expansion,
carried out up to operators of dimension D = ZZN=1 [A4;] + A, at l-loops, is bounded by

(04, G+ Oy ew) 0 Sy -+ 0 )
- Z €5 (. ,XN)<(9€(XN) o(fp)) - <P(fpn)>‘

C:[Cl<D

N -
< wt TTVIAT [Tsup 1y, | sup(1, 2@ rtatsaaimsscan ion
i=1 J

I—loops

2i4n/2 log:;t sup(1, Iﬁ%) 1 (I% m maxi<j<n |X; — xN|)Z[A;]+1+A

X
240! Al min1§i<j§N |Xl' —Xj|Z[Ai]+l

A=0

(3.3.2)

in go*-theory. Here [A] denotes the canonical dimension of a composite field O4 as in

eq. (3.1.13). K is a constant depending on n and .

Remark 9: A version of the bound for N = 2 was first given in [15] by Hollands and
Kopper, and a version for N = 3 due to Hollands and the author can be found in [26].
Evidently, the bound implies convergence of the operator product expansion for any finite
distance of the spacetime arguments and to any order in perturbation theory. This can be
seen from the fact that lima_,o0 ¢2/~/Al = 0 for any ¢ € R.
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Proof. We define the remainder functional

Rg’AO (®N_,04,(x1)) := GHP(@N 04, (xi))

Z €ACI...AN(X1,~--,)CN) LA’AO((QC(XN)), (3.3.3)
C:[C]<D

which, in view of equation (3.1.30), allows us to write (for the theory with UV and IR
cutoffs Ag and A),

(04,0600 O Cev) 0 fp) -9 )
= Y Ef @) (Ol o) 0

C:[C]-D'<A

I;NI; =9
h+..+=
AA
/{; ‘QD II?l ll(®z 104, QI1)°QB|12| IZ(QIz) |Ij| ¥ (qI ) 1_[ I:fpz (i) CA Ao(q )]
(3.3.4)
where fi’l‘\o are the moments of the generating functional LA20(p) = —LA2o(g) +

1 >{p, (C AAoy=1 4 ) without the momentum conservation delta functions taken out. We
wish to find a bound for the above expression. Since we already have bounds on SCA Ao
from (3.2.3), and since C*+20 can be estimated trivially as C*20(p) < [sup(m, |p|)] 2,

RA Ao

we will be concerned with in the following. The following lemma will allow us to

Ao ;
express R’ ') in terms of quantltles with known bounds as given in the previous sections:

Lemma 2: The remainder functionals satisfy

A A0(®, 1(9A (xl)) - (1 - Z Tx—)(xN
J<A

) G0 @04, () (335

.....

with A = D — "N [4;].
This lemma was first given for N = 2 in [15] and for general N in [26].

Proof. The proof follows the same strategy as the proof of lemma 4.1 in [15]. Let us

assume xy = 0 for the moment. To begin with, consider the telescopic sum

GA’A°<®,N=1<9A,->=G£’A°<®£V=1(9A,->+Z[G“°<®z 104,) = G (®]1,04)].
j=0

(3.3.6)
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Note that for any j € N we have

G (®1,04) =G (@K, 04) = Y DURF(®L,04)) LY0(0c(0)).
C:[Cl=j
(3.3.7)

which can be seen by checking that both sides of the equation satisfy the same linear
homogeneous flow equation and the same boundary conditions, which are

0% (g""‘o (®N.,04,:0) —£°’A°(®{V=1(9A,.;6)) =0 forn + |w| < j

n,l,j_l n’l5j

08 (900 (®1,04;:0) — 90 (®1L,04,:0)) =

n,l,j

hOEF N (@], 04,:0)  forn +w| =)

92 (00 (B0 ) — G (B, 04,2 7)) =0 forn + [wl > j

n nl,j

in both cases. Further, we will need the identity

N
G (®L,04,0) = > D€ {HL‘)’AO(@A,.) LH20(0¢(0))

[C]=D’ i=1

(3.3.8)
_ [ Ao ([(9A1 ...QAN](O))

where D’ = [A1] + ... 4+ [An] and where the expression in the second line is a CAG with
a single insertion of the composite operator O4, - -+ O4, = Op, with

{np,vp} ={na, +...+nay,(Va,,....045)}. 3.3.9)

Equation (3.3.8) is again verified by noting that all the terms in that equation satisfy a
homogeneous flow equation and the same boundary conditions. As a consequence of

eq.(3.3.8), we may write

N
T2 GHA @Y, 04) = Y DEITAHT] L4 (04,)( LA(Oc(0))
[C]=D+1 i=1

N
= Y 20 =21 P[0 | LA (Oc0).
i=1

[Cl=D+1 j<A
(3.3.10)

where A = D — D’ > 0. In the last line we applied the formula for the Taylor expansion
with remainder, eq.(3.2.17). The Taylor expansion terms of degree j > A + 1 vanish due

to the boundary conditions of the CAG’s with one insertion.

Note also that the boundary conditions for the CAG’s with one insertion, eq.(3.1.27),
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imply
DGR (®IL,04)} = DEHFE (®IL,04,))  for[Cl< D', (33.11)

We now prove lemma 2 by induction in D:

1. Induction start: For D = —1 the sum in eq.(3.3.3) vanishes and we obtain the lemma
for D = —1, Ry 20 (@Y. ,04,) = Gp2° (®N.,O4,), trivially.

2. Induction step: Assume the lemma holds up to degree D, i.e. assume

REM@N,04) = (1= Y T! )GE™@Y,04(x) (3312
]fD —-D’

forall D < D. Using again eq.(3.3.3), we then get

g-il-\lo(@z 104,) = AAO(@z 104;) = Z €A1 ANLAAO(OC)

[C]=D+1
=(1=Y T Gy @®L,04,x))— Y. €f 4, LY (Oc)
j=A [C]=D+1
=(1— Y T )GH (@K, 04(x)
J<A+1
+(1=Y T . {GAA°(®, 104, (x1)) — GgfIO(@;V:l@Ai(xi))}
J=<A

+ Y T GRN @ 04)— D €S 4, LM(Oc)
J=A+1 [Cl=D+1
(3.3.13)

where A = D — D’. Using eqs.(3.3.7) and (3.3.10) to replace the corresponding
terms in the last two lines and also recalling the definition of the OPE coefficients
‘Qfl Ay ©€9-(3.1.62), we find that the last three terms cancel out (in the case A <0
one also has to take into account eq.(3.3.11) to see this), leaving the claim of the
lemma at order D + 1 in the case xy = 0. The case xy # 0 then follows by

translation covariance. O]

Lemma 2 combined with bound 2 allows us to estimate the remainder functionals.
Substituting this bound along with the estimate (3.2.8) on the CAG’s without operator
insertions into eq.(3.3.4), and also using C429(p) < [sup(m,|p|)]~2, we obtain the
statement of the theorem (note that the resulting bound is independent of A < m and A,

so the cutoffs can be removed safely). O
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3.4 Partial OPE

In the previous section we have shown that the remainder

GMA®L,04) — Y €S 4y LYM(OC) (3.4.1)
[C]<D

goes to zero as D — oo. Instead of expanding the complete operator product O4, --- Q4 ,
we now consider a similar expansion in just a subset Oy, - Oy4,,_, of these operators,
while leaving the remaining operators untouched. In other words, we are now interested in

the expansion

GAAURIL O (i) = Y €5 4y, (X1 xm) GHA(Oc (xm) gy O, (x))) -
[C]=D
(3.4.2)

We will see in section 3.5 below that convergence of this partial OPE would imply non-
trivial algebraic relations between the OPE coefficients. The following lemma will allow us
to estimate the remainder of the partial OPE and to thereby analyse under what conditions

this expansion converges.

Lemma3: Let A = D —([A1]+...+[Am]) and M < N. The remainder of the partial

OPE can be expressed as

MA@ O, (x0) = Y €S 4, (x1e e xan) GVAUOc (xar) @1y 1y O, (7))
[C]=D

..........

A
= (1 - Z T(]xl xpr)—>(xpr xM)) GA,AO ([®f\il(9Ai (xi)]D; ®j]'V=M-‘,-1(91‘1./' (xf)) ’
j=0
(3.4.3)

where GA20([QM 04, 1p; ®JN=M+1(9AJ')’ defined in section 3.1.4, are the AG’s with

regularisation on the partial diagonal x; = ... = Xyy.

Proof. With the help of lemma | we may write the L.h.s. of equation (3.4.3) as

G (@, 04,) — Z €y GH(OC @1y Ouy) =
[Cl=D

GA,A0(®IJ'Z1(9A1') GA’AO(®1N=M+1(9A1~) +hH Mo (®iAiIOAi; ®lN=M+1(9Ai)
= D CL Ay, [LM(O0) GMN(@ 411 Ony) + RHAA(Oc; @1y 11 O4))]
[C]<D
(3.4.4)
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‘We have shown in lemma 2 that

GMA(@M04)) - Z\(?ACL..AMLA’AO(OC) GA’AO(®1N=M+1(9AZ-)

X [cl=p (3.4.5)
:(1 - Z T(]xl ..... xM)—>(xM ..... xM)) Gl[)\’AO(®ij‘il(9Ai) GA,A0(®ZJ'V=M+1(9A,') .
j=0
Further, the equality
HA’AO(®iAi1(9Ai; ®1N=M+1(9Ai) - Z \GACI...AMHA’AO((QC; ®jN=M+1(9Aj)
[Cl=D
(3.4.6)

A

‘ AA M . N

= (1 - Z r]I‘(]xl ..... Xp)—=>(Xp1senes xM)) H ¢ ([®i=l(9Ai]Da ®i=M+1(9Ai)
j=0

can be seen to hold by comparing the flow equations and boundary conditions for both

sides of the equation. One also has to make use of lemma 2 again to verify this equation.

Substituting eqgs.(3.4.5) and (3.4.6) on the r.h.s. of eq. (3.4.4), we obtain eq.(3.4.3). ]

Lemma 3 combined with our bounds on the Taylor expansion of the AG’s with partial

regularisation, bound 4, directly allows us to estimate the remainder of the partial OPE.

Theorem 2 (Partial OPE convergence): Assume |x; — xp| < |x; — xp| for all
l<i<MandM +1 < j < N andlet A < m. There exists a constant K > 0
depending on n and 1, such that for all D — [A1] — ... — [AN] = A

3% (ﬁﬁ”?o(@)f\'zl@m (xi): p)

= Y €Sy Gt xa) GO (ar) ® Oy, Ciar 1) - ® Oty (Xn): ﬁ))\

[Cl=D
N 2l+n A (1D
logh (31) - >
< p2n—lwl-1 lw]! H[Ai]! Z % Kwl Sup(l,l’ﬂ|x|)|w|
i=1 A=0 )
D/+1 2D +3|w|+2
- . max |x; —Xx;
R sup(‘,%', 1)2n-+2l+4N [ 1=i<izy lxi — ;|
; —x:.1 min |x; — Xx;
15?21}151\1 [|x, X1, /m] 15i<j5N| l i
K sup(l2l 1)2n+20+4N  jhac |5 — x ) max |x; —x A
X ( Gy 1§i§M| l u| M<isN| l vl
. ' _ min _ |x; —Xx;
min |:( min |x; —xp 47T min |x; — X/‘|) ’@] M<i<j=N il
M<j<N 1<i<j<N ‘ "
(3.4.7)

where D' = [A1] + ... + [AN].
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Remark 10: The r.h.s. of (3.4.7) vanishes as we take the limit A — oo provided that

(K sup(

@ [)2n+20+4N max i< |Xi = Y| maxa<izn [Xi = x| ) <1
m ’ minM<J-5N |)Cj—XM| minM<i<j§N |Xi_xj| .

(3.4.8)
This condition defines an open spacetime region $ (n, [, p, m) € R* for any finite values
of n,1,m and p. Hence, the partial OPE converges in that region, which is the upshot of

the present section.

3.5 Proof of OPE factorisation

Our interest in the partial OPE, analysed in the previous section, is mostly rooted in its
implications on the properties of the OPE coefficients. In the present section we will
show that convergence of the partial OPE yields non-trivial relations between the OPE

coefficients. More precisely, we will show:

Theorem 3 (OPE factorisation): Let2 < M < N. Up to any arbitrary but fixed loop
order | in go*-theory, the identity

B Z B
€A1...AN(‘X1’ . ,XN) = €ACIAM(.X1, “ e ,XM) €CAM+1...AN('XM’ XM+1, o ,XN)
c
(3.5.1)
holds for all configurations (x1, ..., xn) € R*N satisfying

max |x; — xp| max |x; — xy|
1<i<M M<i<N

_ . - < —= (3.5.2)
min  |x; — Xp]| min |x; —x;| K

M+1<j<N M<i<j<N

for some (sufficiently large) constant K > 0 (depending on 1, B).

Remark 11: In the case (N — M) < 2 the second factor on the Lh.s. of (3.5.2) clearly is

equal to one, i.e. the condition reduces in that case to the simpler form

max |x; — Xy 1

=Is <. (3.5.3)
min |x; —xym| K

M+1<j<N

Note that this condition would coincide with the spacetime domain specified in the state-
ment of the factorisation axiom, see (2.1.18), if we had K = 1. The appearance of the,
potentially large, constant K in (3.5.3) means that theorem 3 is a somewhat weaker prop-
erty than that required by the factorisation axiom in section 2.1. The points x1, ..., Xp—1
have to be much closer to xps than the points xpr41, ..., Xy, instead of just closer. The
situation is sketched in fig. 3.2. In order for the condition (3.5.3) to be fulfilled, the ratio of
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the two dashed lines must be smaller then 1/K.

X2 X3

Figure 3.2.: A configuration satisfying the condition (3.5.3) with M =2, N = 4.

For general M, N, the condition (3.5.2) is even weaker. However, the spacetime region
(3.5.2) is certainly non-empty, so the OPE coefficients do factorise on a certain domain.
This is the main message from theorem 3 in this general case. The condition (3.5.2) seems
somewhat awkward from an intuitive standpoint, as one would not expect the mutual
distances between the points x3s41, ..., Xy to be of any relevance here. We believe that,
in principle, an improved result, where (3.5.2) is replaced by (3.5.3), should be achievable.

Proof. Let us first recall our definition of the OPE coefficients (here A = [B] — [A;] —
N [A N])Z

€f Ay xn) =08 (1= "T) Gl (@, 04,)
Jj<A

=D% 1G2QL,04) = Y €L 4, (x1.. . XN)LOM(Op)
[C1<[B]
(3.5.4)

In the second line we used lemma 2. In view of this equation we rewrite the r.h.s. of
eq.(3.5.1) as

§ C B _
€A1...AM fC'A1\4_A,_1...AN -
C

DF ZEACI...AM G¥%(Oc ®L 141 O4)) — Z €gAM+1...AN L%%(0g)
¢ [C]<[B]
(3.5.5)

We recognise the expression ) .~ ‘€ACI._'AM G2 (O¢ ®,N=M+1 (4, ) as the partial OPE in
the fields Oy, ..., O4,,, which was discussed in the previous section. By assumption, the
configuration (xy, ..., xy) satisfies the inequality (3.5.2), which guarantees convergence

of this partial OPE according to theorem 2. Thus, eq.(3.5.5) may equivalently be written
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as

C B
Z €A1 Ay ECAM_H AN
C

_ ¢ B 0,A N C c 0,A .
- i) G 0(®i=1(9A[) - ;€A1...AM NZ ECAM_F]...ANL 0((9C) (356)
[C1<[B]

=Cf ay+ Z (Qxcl...AN - Zfﬁ...AMegAM+l...AN> DELOM(0¢).
[C1<[B] ¢

To obtain the last equality, we made use of the relation

DE{GOMo@N 04)) = D81 S el L0 ¢ . (3.5.7)
[C1<[B]

which, in turn, can be seen to hold by combining lemma 2 with the boundary conditions
for the regularised AG’s, see eqs.(3.1.39), (3.1.40), (3.1.27) and (3.1.28). Theorem 3 now

follows from equation (3.5.6) by induction:

Induction start ([B] = 0): In this case the sum over C in the second line of eq.(3.5.6)

vanishes, and we are left with the claim of the theorem.

Irlduction step: Assume that ‘C’ACI Ay T 2oC ‘C’ACI o Auy ‘CgAM+1 .4 holds forall C with
[C] < [B]. Then the equation in brackets in the last line of eq.(3.5.6) vanishes, and we are

again left with the claim of the theorem. [

3.6 Deformation of the OPE algebra

While the definition of the perturbative OPE coefficients used throughout this chapter, see
def. 3, is very clear from a conceptual standpoint, it is somewhat dissatisfying that we have
to rely on secondary objects (i.e. regularised AG’s with insertions) in order to determine
the OPE coefficients in perturbation theory. It would be desirable to be able to construct
the perturbed OPE coefficients just in terms of the zeroth perturbation order ones, without
reference to any other quantities. This would yield support to the viewpoint that no data
other than the OPE coefficients and one point functions are needed to define a quantum
field theory [cf. chapter 2].

In the following we are going to show that such a construction is indeed possible. Starting
from our definition of the OPE coefficients in terms of amputated Green’s functions with

insertions, see def.3, we will derive a formula that allows us to express the coefficients
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at a given order r in terms of (an integral over) lower order ones. Our derivation of this
formula is from first principles, i.e. we do not have to make any additional assumptions. It
should be mentioned that our formula is derived for the theory with a finite UV-cutoff A,.
Our bounds in section 3.2 guarantee that the limit Ay — oo can be taken safely in the end,
i.e. after the formula is applied.

To obtain the mentioned perturbation formula, we will first study the effect of taking a
derivative with respect to the coupling constant’ g of Green’s functions with and without
insertions, see section 3.6.1. In section 3.6.2 we will put these results to use and come to the
actual derivation of the perturbation formula for the OPE coefficients, see theorem 4. As
mentioned above, this formula requires the OPE coefficients of the free theory as initial data.
Therefore, we will derive explicit formulae for these zeroth order coefficients in section
3.6.3. Finally, we will perform a few exemplary calculations of first order coefficients in

section 3.6.4 in order to showcase the application of our perturbation formula.

3.6.1. Variation of Green’s functions with respect to the
coupling constant

In the familiar diagrammatic framework of quantum field theory, increasing the perturbation

order is represented by additional insertions of interaction vertices, corresponding in our

case to ¢* insertions, into the Feynman diagrams. This relation between insertions of the

interaction operator and the order of perturbation theory takes on a very simple form in our

framework. Namely, one can show:

Proposition 2: (Miiller [20]) The derivative with respect to the coupling constant of

the CAG’s without insertion, which were defined in section 3.1.1, can be expressed as
1
DL = o / dty LM (p4()) (3.6.1)

where we have the CAG’s with insertion of the composite operator ¢* on the right hand

side (see section 3.1.2 for the definition of operator insertions).

Proof. We give a slightly different version of the proof compared to the one presented
in [20], which is more in the spirit of this thesis. Namely, we note that LAo ig defined

through the following conditions:
1. Flow Equation (3.1.8)

2. Boundary conditions (3.1.11), (3.1.12)

Recall that we fixed g = 1 in the previous sections (see remark 4). In the present discussion we are
interested in variations of the coupling constant, so we leave g € R arbitrary for the remainder of section
3.6.
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3. Translation invariance

Taking a A-derivative'’ on both sides of equation (3.6.1) and substituting the flow equa-
tions (3.1.8) and (3.1.23), we find that both expressions indeed obey the same linear
homogeneous flow equation. Concerning the boundary conditions, we apply the g-
derivative to eqs.(3.1.11) and (3.1.12), which yields the conditions (3.1.27) and (3.1.28)
with A = {w’ = 0,n’ = 4}. Finally, both sides of equation (3.6.1) are evidently translation

invariant. =
The proposition can be generalised to the g-derivative of CAG’s with insertions.
Proposition 3: The CAG’s with one insertion satisfy the identity

1
B¢ LN0(0a(0) = o / d*y L% (0a(x) ® 9*(3)). (3.62)

Proof. It is again our strategy to prove that both sides of the equation satisfy the same
flow equations and boundary conditions. Taking the g-derivative of the flow equation for
LAAo (Qy4), (3.1.23), we obtain for the left hand side

A, LA10(0y)
ho§ . S $ . )

= 205g €7 550 0L ON) — (L 3 L0 (O0). € 5 I L0 (363
) . 5 1

~ (oL e / dty LA (y)

where we used proposition 2 in the last line. Further, 9, L-40(0,) is subject to the

following boundary conditions:

0905 L0 1 (04(0):0) =0 forn + |w| < [4] (3.6.4)
090, £,0"°(04(0): p) =0 forn + [w| > [4] . (3.6.5)

By definition, the right hand side of equation (3.6.2) satisfies the same boundary conditions.
Concerning the flow equation, it is easy to check that the A-derivative of the right hand
side would coincide with equation (3.6.3), if we were allowed to exchange the order of the
A-derivative with the integral over y. This differentiation under the integral sign has to be
justified of course, which is the tricky part in the proof. We have to show that the integrand

satisfies the following two properties:

1. Lg’:A[‘A](OA(x) ® @*(y)) is integrable (over y) for all A € [0, Ag].

0Note that we can use the translation properties of the CAG’s with one insertion in order to write the A
. . ALA - . .
derivative of the r.h.s. as 8A$2;,10(¢4§O); p)% j d*y expliy(p1 + ...+ pan)], so we do not have to
exchange the order of integration and differentiation here.
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2. For some integrable function g(y) we have

0A L0 (04(0) ® 0* ()] < g(») (3.6.6)
forall y € R*and all A € [0, Ao].

Naturally, we would like to derive these properties with the help of our inductive estimates
presented in bound 1 (recall that in the case N = 2, the F-functionals coincide with the
CAG’s with two insertions). Unfortunately, however, we see that these bounds depend on
the spacetime variables through a factor |x — y|™* for the CAG with two insertions at hand.
The y-integral over this bound therefore diverges logarithmically in both the ultraviolet
(y = x) and the infrared (| y| — 00). Thus, we will need to use different bounds here.

As mentioned in remark 5, the F-functionals decay as |x — y|™" for arbitrary r € N
at large separation of the spacetime arguments, so Lg’:A[gl](@A (x) ® p*(»)) is certainly
integrable away from the singularity at y = x. It was also mentioned in remark 5 that we
can derive an alternative bound on the F'-functionals where the singular dependence on the
spacetime arguments is replaced by factors of Ag. In the case at hand, this version of the
bound would be uniform in x and y, but it depends on the UV-cutoff via Ag. Therefore, as
long as we keep Ay finite, the y-integral over Lg’:A[gl] (O4(x) ® p*(»)) in fact converges
absolutely.

Using these alternative bounds, it also easy to find a function g(y) satisfying the

requirement (3.6.6). We can pick, for example'’,

N -
g(y) = min (m Ag) K (ln%') logli(%) maX(ABA]—Zn—l’m[A]—Zn—l)
(3.6.7)
for some constant K > 0 and some a,b,r € N. We see that this function is constant for y
close to x, that it decays rapidly for large |y| and that it is integrable over y.

To summarise, we have shown that equation (3.6.2) holds for finite A. To see that both
expressions in that equation stay finite as we remove the UV-cutoff, Ay — oo, we recall
the bounds on the CAG’s with one insertion, (3.2.9), which clearly imply that the left hand
side of equation (3.6.2) is finite in that limit. The same must therefore be true for the right

hand side, as long as we agree to remove the UV-cutoff after performing the y-integral.[]

Remark 12: If we could derive a bound on Lﬁf&] (O4(x) ® ¢*(y)) which scales as
|x — y|7>7% for any § > 0 instead of |x — y|~*, and which at the same time does not
depend on the UV-cutoff A, then it would be possible to show that equation (3.6.2) holds

also if we remove the cutoffs under the integral. As mentioned in remark 5, such a scaling

Tn the case A < m we can remove the dependence on the IR-cutoff as in the proof of bound 1, see the
discussion around (A.1.52).
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behaviour is generally expected to hold, but we have no rigorous proof of this property

within the flow equation framework at present.

Below we will also be interested in the g-derivative of the amputated Green’s functions
with insertions, G240 (@Y Oy4,).

Proposition 4: The g-derivative of the amputated Green’s functions with insertions can

be expressed as

hdgGMA(RIL O, (x1)) =

1
o d“y[G“’A"(@fil@Ai (xi) ® *(y)) — GHAURL, O g, (x;)) LA (0* (1))

N
-2 t?/tch_/(y»xj)GA’Ao(@iy#OAi(xi)®(9C(xf))]
J=1[C]=[4)] a
(3.6.8)

where Ay == {n = 4,w = 0}, i.e. Oq4, = ¢* is the interaction operator.

Remark 13: With the help of lemma 2 one can check that equation (3.6.8) reduces to

proposition 3 in the case N = 1.

Proof. Again we argue that the integral on the right hand side converges absolutely for

finite Ao. Note that the first two terms on the right hand side give

GAR@N 04, ® %) — GAAO@Y 04 LA (o) = hHAA (@Y., 04,:90%)
(3.6.9)
by definition. We know from remark 8 that these H *-*o-functionals decay more rapidly
than any power for large |y|, so the integral over these terms is infrared safe. To estimate
the infrared behaviour of the OPE coefficients E’j; 4 (¥, xj), we recall their definition in
terms of AG’s with insertions, see def. 3. The contribution where ¢* appears as a single
operator insertion vanishes in the case [C] < [4,] 4 [A4;] due to the boundary conditions
of the CAG’s with one insertion, and the contribution including the bilocal insertion is
found to decay rapidly for large |y| by the same arguments as in proposition 3.
Let us now discuss the UV behaviour of the integral, i.e. the regions where y is close to

one of the x;. The two contributions which are potentially singular in this region are

G704, (x1) ® 0* (1)) — Z t?ACgAj (s Xj)GA’A°(®];y;1_ O4,(xi) ® Oc(x)))
[C]<[4;] Y
= GM([04; (x) ® 0* (V14,1 ®Z=é} O, (xi))
(3.6.10)

where we used lemma 3 in the second line. To see that we can safely integrate over the
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region y ~ x; as long as we keep the UV-cutoff finite, we recall from remark 5 that we have
bounds on the functionals F, [2;1]\0 (04, (x) ® @*(y)), which do not depend on |x; — y/|, but
instead contain factors of Ag. If we use these estimates in the proof of bound 3, we obtain
an alternative bound on the functionals G*2°([O4, (x;) ® ¢*(¥)]a,1: ®l 1(9,4 (xi)),
which shows no dependence on |x; — y| either, but which contains factors of Ag. This
alternative bound shows that the integral over the UV-regions, where y is close to one of
the x;, converges absolutely for finite A.

Thus, combining all these bounds for different spacetime regions, we conclude that the
integral on the right hand side of equation (3.6.8) is absolutely convergent for finite Ay.
Following a similar strategy as in the proof of proposition 3, it is then also not hard to find
a function g(y) which satisfies the analog of (3.6.6) for the case at hand.

Hence, we are allowed to exchange the order of the y-integral with the A-derivative
if we want to determine the flow equation for the right hand side of equation (3.6.8). A
proof that both sides of equation (3.6.8) then indeed satisfy the same boundary conditions
and flow equations can be found in appendix A.5. Finally we argue, based on our bounds
on the AG’s with insertions [see corollary 1], that the left hand side of equation (3.6.8)
has a finite limit Ay — oo. Again, the same, then, has to be true for the right hand side,

provided we remove the UV-cutoff after performing the k-integral. [

3.6.2. Variation of OPE coefficients with respect to the
coupling constant

The OPE coefficients have been defined in def. 3 in terms of amputated Green’s functions
with insertions. The results of the previous section can be used to derive the following

formula for the deformation of the OPE algebra:

Theorem 4 (OPE deformation): Ler A, := {n = 4,v = 0}, i.e. O4, = ¢*. The

derivative of the OPE coefficients w.r.t. the coupling constant g can be expressed as

1
h € a5 ) = o /d4

N

X Cfaray X an) = Y D L ()] & (o)
i=1[C]=[4;]

3 €S 4 G xn)ER (v xn)
[C]<[B]

(3.6.11)

Here A; denotes omission of the corresponding index. The relation holds to arbitrary finite
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perturbation order in Euclidean g@*-theory with BPHZ renormalisation conditions. It is
understood here that we perform the y-integral before removing the UV-cutoff on the right
hand side.

Remark 14: A few observations are in order:

1. We suspect that the expressions which appear with a negative sign in the brackets
on the right hand side of equation (3.6.11) may be interpreted as “counter terms”,
i.e. they cancel possible UV- and IR-divergent contributions from the first term on
the right hand side in the theory without cutoffs. More precisely, if the integration
variable y is close to one of the arguments x;, then we can factorise the first

coefficient on the right hand side using theorem 3:

B _ C . B
ngAl_“AN(ya X1, ,.XN) — ;EASIAJ' (y’x])\eAl...//I; C...AN(Xl’ e ,XN)

(3.6.12)
The corresponding counter term subtracts all terms from the sum over C with
[C] < [A]]. Recall that the OPE coefficients were given in def. 3 in terms of the AG’s
with operator insertions. Assuming, for the moment, that the AG’s with insertions
Gy (®N. Oy4,(ex;)) scale as eP~X41+178 for ¢ § > 0 [see our discussion in
remarks 5 and 12], we find that the remaining terms in the sum over C, which
contain coefficients ‘C’Acg 4 (y,x;) with [C] > [A,], diverge at most like |x; — y| =378
and are thus indeed integrable on the domain with y close to x;. Similarly, if |y| is
large compared to the |x;|, then we can factorise the first term on the right hand side

of (3.6.11) using theorem 3:

CF aray X xy) =Y €S 4 (i xN)CF c(v.xy)  (36.13)
C

Here the corresponding counter term subtracts all summands with [C] < [B]. One
can check, using arguments from the derivation of proposition 4, that the remaining

terms decay faster than any power |y — x|~ for arbitrary r € N.

We will observe this cancellation of divergences in a concrete example in section
3.6.4.

2. Since OPE coefficients in perturbative quantum field theory are generally subject to
renormalisation ambiguities, we expect the formula (3.6.11) to be sensitive to the

renormalisation conditions.

3. Expanding the OPE coefficients as formal power series in the coupling constant,i.e.

o0

€14Bl...AN(x1’ c ,.XN) = Z(fl)glAN (xl’ cc 9XN) gl b} (3.6.14)

i=0
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and fixing our auxiliary loop parameter # = 1, the theorem implies the relation

('€”+1)1{131...AN(X1’ e ,XN) =

_1 5
m/(ﬁy |:(€r)AgA1...AN(y,X1,...,xN)

N r
- Z Z Z(ES)ggAi(y’ xi) (tjr—s)jlm;ﬁ C.An (xl, RN )CN) (3615)

i=1[C]=[4,]5=0

Y Y IG G xw) (Er)E xN)] |

[C]<[B] s=0

This equation allows us to determine the coefficients at order (r 4 1) from those of
lower perturbation order. In particular, given the OPE coefficients of the free theory,
we can in principle iterate this equation to construct the coefficients to arbitrary order
in g. Again, this iteration should be performed with a finite cutoff A, which can be
removed, i.e. A9 — 00, in the very end. Our bounds in section 3.2 guarantee that

taking this limit is safe up to any finite order in perturbation theory.

Proof of theorem 4: Recall from eq.(3.5.4) that we may rewrite our definition of the OPE

coefficients as (suppressing the dependence on the spacetime arguments for the moment)

€F 4y =DEIG@L,04)— DY €f 4 L% (Oc) ¢ (3.6.16)
[C]<[B]

Applying the g-derivative and using proposition 4 yields
-1
hagaﬁ...AN = @BT / d4y [GO’AO(‘X’zN:l@Ai ® Og) — GO’AO(®£V=1(9A,-)LO’AO((9g)

N
B Z Z €ng_iGO’AO(®]%y=1, (9Ai ® Oc) + Z ‘€Acl---ANL?g]\0((9Ag ® OC)]
J=1[C]=[4;] i [C]<[B]

Dt Y (S ) 1000
[C1<[B]
(3.6.17)

Now note that, in view of lemma 2, we have for D > [B]

DBo | GOM @ 04)— Y € 4 LOM(Oc) | = Do REN (@, 04,)
[C]=D
=0,D%(1 =) T/) G (®L,04) =0
J<A

(3.6.18)
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where we recalled the boundary conditions for the AG’s with insertions, see def.1, in the
last line. This allows us to replace the AG’s in eq.(3.6.17) by sums over OPE coefficients.

Using also
L¥(04,)LO*(Oc) — hLig1°(Oa, ® Oc) = Giei*(O4, ® Oc) | (3.6.19)

we arrive at the form

D8 Y7 (hdgEF  ay) L¥M0(Oc)

[C]<[B]
—1
_ B 0,A - 4
=0% Y L 0((9c)4!/dy
[C]=[B]

4
c
X AAAI AN T E 2 AgAj A1 AC Ay § Cay..an Cayc

J=1[C"]<[A4/] [C']<[C]
(3.6.20)

Since this relation holds for any choice of index B, we can ascend inductively in [B]:

e Let[B] = 0,i.e B = 1. The boundary conditions for the CAG’s with one insertion
then imply DB L%%0(Op) = 1, which immediately yields

hagfz‘ﬁ...AN =

4
e, o Y Y el €
4' AgA] AN AgAj Al AC AN A]...AN AgC’

J=1[C"1=[4/] [C']<[B]
(3.6.21)

in accordance with the theorem (here the sum over [C’] < [B] = 0 actually van-

ishes).
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e Assume the theorem holds for all B with [B] < D. Pick a B’ with [B’] = D. Then

we obtain

7 7 _1
D Y (hogel 4, ) LYM(0c) = DF > LO’AO(OC)4—!/d4y

[C]=[B] [C]<([B]

4
c
x ngAl Ay Z Z AgAj A1 AC.Ay E Chay Ca,cr

J=1[C"]=[4/] [C’]<I[C]
d*y eF ¢ &€’
) a4 | A Z PBRIH 4; A1 AC..Ay = D i€
J=1[C"1=[4;] [C’]1<[B]

(3.6.22)

where we made use of the boundary conditions for the CAG’s with one insertion in
the last line, which imply for [B] = [C] that DB L%%°(O¢) = §p,c. By assumption,
we can apply theorem 4 on the left hand side for the terms with [C] < [B'], which
yields exactly the same expressions as the sum over [C]| < [B’] on the right hand
side. Subtracting these contributions from both sides of equation (3.6.22), we are

again left with the claim of the theorem, which closes the induction. O]

3.6.3. Zeroth order OPE coefficients

We have seen in the previous section that it is possible to express the OPE coefficients
in perturbation theory entirely in terms of the OPE coefficients of the corresponding free
theory. The purpose of the present section is to give explicit formulae for these zeroth
order coefficients, which we will denote by (€,) fl .4y~ Inthe following we will set 72 = 1
for the sake of simplicity, since we are not interested in the ’loop-expansion” here.
Recall again our general definition of the OPE coefficients in terms of the amputated

Green’s functions:

Cf Ay axn) = DE 1= T | GR (B, 04, (x)) (3.6.23)

J<A

At zeroth perturbation order, one would expect to be able to obtain a more explicit
formula. It will be our aim to derive such a formula in the following. Let us first
introduce some notation. We find it most convenient to express the zeroth order coefficients
diagrammatically. The following definition will be helpful:
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Definition 4 (Decorated graphs): Let A, ..., Ay be multi-indices with
A; = {ng4;,v4,}. By P(A1. ..., An) we denote a collection of decorated graphs, which

are characterised as follows:

o The elements of P (A1, ..., An) are (not necessarily connected) graphs with N

vertices, labelled A; and of degree ny4,, respectively.

e Every edge connects two different vertices. The total number of edges is thus
(na, +...+n4y)/2(iffna, + ...+ na, is odd, then P(Aq,...,An) = 0).

o To every edge attached to the vertex A; we associate one of the indices v € N* from
the multi-index va, € N*"4i. This process is required to be "injective”, in the sense
that no index is associated to more than one edge. In this way, all the indices from

V4, ..., V4, are distributed over the edges, and every edge is decorated with two

indices (v, w) € (N* x N*),

For any such graph P € P, we further denote by & (P) the set of all decorations attached

to edges in P, i.e.
E(P) := {(v,w) € (N* x N*) | (v, w) is the decoration of an edge in P}. (3.6.24)

An example graph is given in fig.3.3 below. The set of decorations corresponding to the

graph displayed in that figure is

S(P) = {(Ufll ’ vz‘zlz)’ (vz}ll ’ viz)’ (vz?ll ’ v/113)’ (vi:;’ vjz)’ (v/114’ vz‘lls)} : (3'625)

Figure 3.3.: A graph P € P (A4y,...,As) withnyg, =3 = nyg,,ng; =2andny, =1 =
N4s.

In view of equation (3.6.23), the following lemma will allow us to derive an explicit

formula for the zeroth order OPE coefficients:
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Lemma 4: The amputated Green’s functions with insertions at zeroth perturbation order,
(Go)*>*(®N_,04,), are given by the formula'?

DB(G)" > (®N_ 04, (x;)) =

Z 1_[ fv,w ((xl)vaAlv (xk)wEUAk) 1_[ gv,w ((xl)vevA[,O)

PeP(Ay,...,AN,B) .w)EEP) (v.w)EEP)
v.wévg wevp
(3.6.26)
where we used the notation (v, w € N*)
Fow (1, x2) = 3% 9% CO%°(x; — x2) (3.6.27)
4
gv,w (x1,x2) = 1_[ e(wu - vu)(xl - xz)zu_vu/(u}u - UM)! . (3.6.28)
n=1

Here 0 is the Heavyside step-function (with convention 6(0) = 1) and C 0.2 (x) is the
coordinate space propagator (without cutoffs), i.e.

d4p eipx
(2m)* p2 +m?’

CO®(x) = (3.6.29)

Proof. To begin with, recall equation (3.1.30) (we do not expand in powers of % here),

N n n
(TTOa @ TTéwn) TTC™ (pp™
i=1 j=1 k=1

n
AA N - A, Ao, = sAN, Ao/
= > Gy (®i=104; (i), pr) £17° (pn) -+~ L1177 (Pry)
Jj=11U..Ul;={1,...,n}
I,NI,=0

(3.6.30)

where ffl\’AO are the expansion coefficients of the generating functional L*-40(¢p) =
—LAMo(g) 4 %(ga, (C220)~1 4 o) without the momentum conservation delta functions
taken out. It follows by definition that the CAG’s without insertion vanish at zeroth

perturbation order (see e.g. [46]). Therefore, the r.h.s. of eq.(3.6.30) simplifies in the case

2By v € vgq we mean that the index v € N# is part of the multi-index v4 € N4"4,
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at hand. We obtain:

n

N n
(TToxto [Town), [Ty
i=1 j=1

= Y Gy @L 04,5 [ 8 —p) (CO¥(pi)7!

ILul,={1,..., n} (i,j)el xI»
ILNI,=0 i#]

(3.6.31)

Here 8(p) is the Dirac delta function. We read off that ()% (®N_Oy4,; p) is simply the
contribution to the zeroth order amputated Schwinger function (]_[1N=1 Oy, (x;) ]_[;.lzl o(pi))
that contains no contractions between the spectator fields ¢. To determine the 1.h.s. of
eq.(3.6.31), we can use standard methods for non-interacting quantum fields. In particular,
we can apply Wick’s theorem. It is then not hard to convince oneself that the corresponding
Feynman diagrams are precisely the graphs in (A4, ..., Ay, B) with B = {n,v = 0}:
As usual in Feynman diagram expansions, each edge in these diagrams corresponds to a
propagator, and the labels on the edges correspond to spacetime derivatives. The edges
connected to the vertex B represent the Wick-contractions with the spectator fields ¢ (p;).
Note that these propagators are amputated by the factor [T;_,(C**°(px))~" on the Lh.s.
of (3.6.31). Therefore, any edge that connects the vertex A; to B contributes a factor
chl,e"pf Y instead of a propagator, where v € vy, and vg,; = 0 are the decorations of
the edge. If we take momentum derivatives 3%’ on both sides of eq.(3.6.31), we find
that, in summary, 8? (0)2°(®N.Oy4;; P) is given by the r.h.s. of equation (3.6.26) with
B = {n, w}, but with g, ,, replaced by a;;{/, dy, e/, Setting p = 0, dividing by w! and
multiplying by (—i)"*!, we find that, indeed, D2 (G)2®(®N_,0y4,) is given exactly by
the r.h.s. of (3.6.26). L]

We are now ready to state our result for the zeroth order OPE coefficients:

Lemma 5: The OPE coefficients of the free, scalar quantum field in four dimensions are
given by

(Co)i,an (X1a - xn) = DP(Go) (R, 04, (x1))

= Z 1_[ fv,w ((xl)vevAl» (xk)wevAk) 1_[ 8v,w ((xl)vevAl»xN)

PeP(Aq,..., An,B) (v, w)e&(P) (v, w)e&(P)
v.wévpg wevg

(3.6.32)

where f, g are the functions defined in eqs.(3.6.27) and (3.6.28).

Remark 15: The lemma suggests the following procedure to obtain the OPE coefficients

(‘60)51“_ 4, in terms of graphs:
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e Draw all decorated graphs P € P (A4,,..., Ay, B) as explained in definition 4.

e For a given graph P, associate the function f, ., (x;, x;) to edges connecting the
vertices A; and A; with decorations v and w, and associate g, (x;, X5 ) to every

edge connected to the vertices A; and B with decorations v € vy, and w € vp.

e Each graph contributes to the OPE coefficient the product of these functions associ-
ated to its edges. The contributions from all the different graphs in J are summed

OVET.

Proof. Recall from equation (3.5.4) that we may generally write the OPE coefficients as

f,fl...AN(xl’ CoXN) =
(3.6.33)
DF G (@, 04,(x) — Y €F 4 (1. XN LY (Oc (xn))
[Cl<[B]
If we assume xy = O for the moment, then equation (3.6.32) follows directly from

eq.(3.6.33) and lemma 4. Namely, in that case the expression DZ (L) (O¢(0)) with
[C] < [B] vanishes according to lemma 4 (the CAG’s with one insertion are covered by
the case N = 1 in that lemma), and the remaining contribution D2 (G0)°’°°(®IN=1(9A ;)
yields exactly the r.h.s. of eq.(3.6.32). The general case, xy # 0, then follows simply
from the inherent translation invariance of the OPE coefficients. [

To conclude this section, we give a few examples of zeroth order OPE coefficients,

which should help to clarify the graphical definition above:

o LetOy, = 9,04, = ¢ and Op = ¢ 0¥ ¢. We will refer to the coefficients (‘(i’o)flA2
also as (‘€0)$2,w“’. The graphs in (A1, A,, B) are in the case at hand"?

W) e 0 N
(3.6.34)

Translating these graphs into equations as defined in eq.(3.6.32), we obtain

(x1 —x2)*

ol (3.6.35)

(fo)ﬁiw“’(xl, X2) = gow (X1, X2) + go,w (X2, X2) =

I3Note that in the case w = 0 the two diagrams in eq.(3.6.34) coincide. Thus, the set (A1, A,, B) contains
2
only one element in that case, and we find (€)5, = 1.
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Let 04, = 09, O4, = 0Y¢p and Up = 1, i.e. we are now interested in the
coefficient (fo)gv This time, the set # (A, A,, B) is given by

P(Ay, Ay, B) = { }

(=)
(3.6.36)

which implies for the corresponding OPE coefficient

Yo"

(C0)hvg gy (X1, x2) = 32, 0%, C*(x1 — x2) (3.6.37)

X1~ X2

Let Oy, = ¢",04, = ¢™ and Op = ¢" "2k By straightforward combinatorics,
one checks
n+m—2k n'm!

(Co)on g (x1,X2) = Il — B [C%®(x1 — x)] (3.6.38)

n+m—2k+1

If instead we had Op = ¢ , we would find

n+m—2k+1

(Co)onym  (X1.X2) =0, (3.6.39)

as in this case n4, + n4, + np is odd, which implies (A1, A,, B) = 0.

We see that our graphical notation reproduces the expected results for simple zeroth order
OPE coefficients (see for example [22, 39]).

3.6.4. Examples of first order OPE coefficients

The OPE coefficients at first perturbation order can now be determined from the zeroth

order ones with the help of our integral formula, eq.(3.6.15). To give the reader an

impression of this algorithm, we will calculate a few simple examples below.

We note that in the case at hand we can, in fact, remove the cutoff under the integral

sign in equation (3.6.15). This can be seen from the fact that at zeroth order the OPE

coefficients (80)51 4, (x) have the scaling behaviour |x |IBI=l1=T42]  which implies that

the integral in (3.6.15) converges absolutely, as discussed in remark 14.
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The coefficient (C 1)% : Equation (3.6.15) allows us to write this coefficient as

—1 4 4
(E0g ) = 5 [0 [0k, xne) = 3 0K, () (E0ly y102)
' [C]<1

= 3 (€)%, (3. %2) (€0) %, (x1.32) — Y (€0)25 (x1.x2) (€0)%4 .. (. xz)] .
[Cl<1 [Cl<4
(3.6.40)

On the right hand side we can now substitute our explicit expression for the zeroth order
coefficients, see lemma 5. We find that many terms in the sums over C in equation (3.6.40)
actually vanish. First, note that the condition [C] < 1 restricts Q¢ to be either 1 or ¢. In
either case, our results of the previous section imply that the coefficient (€O)gf¢ vanishes.
Concerning the last term on the r.h.s. of eq.(3.6.40), the results of the previous section
suggest that only the terms with O¢ = 1, O¢ = ¢? and O¢ = ¢d,,¢ are non-zero. Hence,

we arrive at the simpler equation
4 —1 4 4
(C1)f,(x1,x2) = ?/d‘ly |:(‘€0)Z4¢¢(y,x1,x2) — (€o)£¢(?€1,x2) (€O)Z4n(y’x2)

4
= D €T (X1, %2) (€04, (s X2) — (€0l (X1, X2) (€0) %4 (3 x2>] .

n=1

(3.6.41)

It is now an easy exercise to compute the zeroth order coefficients on the r.h.s. of this

equation. Our final result is

d* A A A
(1), (x1.32) = —f4—,y [4C°’°°(x1 =) +4C% (2 = ) + COF(x1 = x2)
= GO0 = x2) = 41 = 32 8,00 (2 = ) =8 (2 = )| = 0
(3.6.42)

The coefficient (Cl)ﬁz(p 1 We again use eq.(3.6.15) to write

(€8 (x1.%2) =

2 2
d*y [(‘60)$4ww(y,x1,x2) — > (Co)os, (3, x1) (). ,(x1, X2)
[C]=1

41

- Z (‘Co)((;f(p(y, X2) (fo)zz(pc (x1,x2) — Z (fo)gg (x1,x2) (fo)ﬁi Oc (v Xz)] .
[C]<1 [Cl<2

(3.6.43)
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Using the results of the previous section, one verifies that the sums over C on the right

hand side actually vanish. Our result for this coefficient is

d* d4 A
<€1)$2(x1,x2>=— f —y<€o)‘”iw<y,x1,x2)=— / LY 000, — y)E0%(xy — )

Ko(v (x1 — x2)?°m?) = [log(v (x1 —x2)°m?/2) + FE] ,

(3.6.44)

where K is a modified Bessel function of the second kind, see eq.(B.1.2) in the appendix,
and where I'y is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. This particular coefficient is the standard
example computed in the textbooks [7, 3]. While these authors perform their calculations
on Minkowski space, it is not hard to translate their results into the Euclidean context
via Wick rotation. The explicit form of this coefficient given in the standard reference [7,

p. 262] then corresponds to

> 1
(€18, (x1,x2) = 5 [T + log(m? 1% (x1 — x2)?)] (3.6.45)

1672

where u is a free renormalisation parameter. The appearance of an extra free parameter in
this result as compared to ours, eq.(3.6.44), can be traced back to the fact that we have fixed
our renormalisation conditions through our choice of boundary conditions for the CAG’s.
It is crucial, however, that both results agree on the leading short distance behaviour of the

coefficient, and we find that this is indeed the case.

The coefficient (C 1)213 1 We use the same strategy as above.

d4
(€l)¢¢3(xlsx2) / y|:( 0)¢4¢¢3()’ X1, X2) Z (fo) (y X1) (fo)@ ¢3(x1sx2)

[C]=1

= 3 (0 5x2) (€ (172 = 3 (C)5u (50 32) (C0) g (3052 |-

[C]=3 [C]<2
(3.6.46)

Dropping vanishing terms in the summations, we obtain the formula

€05t = 1 [t [(€O)$i¢¢3(y,x1,xz) (€0)E (3 32) (B4 (1, )

— () e 2) (0.2 .
(3.6.47)
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Substituting the explicit form of the zeroth order coefficients on the right hand side, we

arrive at the result

(€051 = =3 [ty [(€= (0 =) (€00 = ) = €0 — x|
(3.6.48)

We do not bother here to compute the remaining loop integral. An interesting point about
this particular coefficient is that the integral over y diverges (in the UV-region y — x;)
if we integrate over the two summands on the right hand side separately. It is not hard
to check, however, that the divergent contributions cancel between the two terms, so that
the total expression on the right side is indeed finite, as it should be. Here we see in a
concrete example how the sums over C, which are subtracted on the right hand side of our

perturbation formula (3.6.15), act as counter-terms, which guarantee (UV-) finiteness.






The OPE, non-perturbative effects
and Dark Energy

One of the most significant cosmological discoveries in recent history has been the ob-
servation that the expansion of the universe is accelerating. This finding was based on
observational data of Supernovae accumulated up to the year 1998 [51, 52], and it has
been confirmed by various other experiments since then. The common explanation for
such an accelerated expansion is that there has to be some, as of yet unknown, form of
energy, dubbed now as "Dark Energy”, exerting a negative vacuum pressure. Recent high
precision measurements imply that Dark Energy constitutes about 70% of the total energy
in the universe [53].

The simplest and most natural candidate for Dark Energy is the cosmological constant
Acosm- Originally, this quantity was introduced by Einstein in 1917, shortly after his
formulation of the theory of General Relativity, as an additional parameter to model a
static universe. When in the 1920s observations of recession speeds of distant galaxies
suggested that the universe is actually expanding, the cosmological constant appeared to
be a superfluous and inelegant modification of Einstein’s equations. This led to Einstein’s
famous assertion that the idea may have been his “biggest blunder”. Interest in the
cosmological constant was re-invigorated, however, after the mentioned 1998 discovery.

The cosmological constant can be interpreted as energy density of the universe. There-
fore, it should be given by the expectation value of the quantum field theoretic stress energy

operator, (7),,), of the Standard Model of particle physics. The quantum state should in
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principle contain the approximately 108 hadronic particles in the universe distributed onto
stars, galaxies, dust clouds, etc. But for the problem at hand, we are not really interested
in the detailed functional form of (7),,) on smaller scales arising from these features,
but rather in the contribution from the vacuum itself, in particular since the universe is
mostly empty. Hence, one may take the state to be the vacuum state. Also, although our
universe is expanding, its expansion rate is so small compared to the scales occurring in
particle physics that we may safely do our analysis in Minkowski spacetime. Since the
Minkowski vacuum state is Poincare invariant, the vacuum expectation value (VEV) must
automatically have the form (7},,) = pyac 7uv Of @ cosmological constant.

Rough estimates of p,,. within the Standard Model of particle physics, based on dimen-
sional analysis, suggest a value of the order of magnitude Mffiggs = (125GeV)*. On the
other hand, astrophysical measurements suggest an upper bound of p,,c < (10712GeV)*
[25]. This spectacular failure of theoretical prediction has been known for a long time
as the cosmological constant problem. Prior to 1998 it therefore seemed most likely that
there had to be some unknown mechanism which causes the vacuum energy to vanish.
The discovery of Dark Energy, whose value is estimated to be of the order 107’GeV* by
modern experiments [54, 55], makes this problem even more difficult to resolve, since it
seems harder to imagine some mechanism which causes the vacuum energy to be extremely
small, but non-zero. Nevertheless, many, and very diverse, possible explanations have
been proposed in this direction, see e.g. [25] for a review. Many of these proposals involve
highly speculative features such as hypothetical new fields or dynamical mechanisms
that have neither been observed, nor have been explored thoroughly from the theoretical
viewpoint.

In this thesis we will follow a strategy, put forward by Hollands and Wald [13], which
may provide a very natural explanation for the small value of the cosmological constant.
To put the general idea into context, let us first elaborate on the main difficulties one has to

face when trying to determine (7, ):

1. The huge complexity of the Standard Model, and in particular the difficulty of

making non-perturbative calculations.

2. The fact that, as is well-known, ’the’ stress energy operator, like any other composite

operator in quantum field theory, is an intrinsically ambiguous object.

To circumvent the problems associated with point one, we will consider a simpler toy model
in this thesis, which allows us to substantiate the proposal of [13] in a clean setup. Ideally,
our toy model should be mathematically tractable and at the same time display some of the
non-perturbative effects characteristic of the Standard Model. One of the few candidate

theories fitting these requirements is the Gross-Neveu model in two dimensions [14], which
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will be our toy model of choice in the following'.

Our focus in this thesis will be on the second problem mentioned above, i.e. on
the renormalisation ambiguities affecting the computation of the vacuum energy within
quantum field theory. In order to be able to predict the value of (7),,), one inevitably has
to introduce some additional, reasonable conditions to reduce these ambiguities. The key
idea put forward in [13] is to impose the requirement that the OPE coefficients in quantum
field theory should depend analytically on the coupling constant(s) of the model. As we
will explain in more detail in the next section, this condition has the potential to permit
unique predictions for the non-perturbative contributions to expectation values of quantum
field observables. It was speculated in [13] that, in the presence of exponentially small
non-perturbative effects, which occur quite typically in quantum field theory, these effects
could account for a deviation from the naive dimensional analysis result by a dimensionless,
exponentially small factor. Potentially, this could explain the unexpectedly small observed

value of the cosmological constant.

It is our aim to apply the strategy proposed in [13] to the Gross-Neveu model in a rigorous
fashion. As a result, we obtain a unique prediction for the vacuum expectation value of the
stress-energy operator to leading order in the “’large flavour expansion” (see below). The
corresponding vacuum energy density is found to be of the order py,c ~ e 2%/8 *, where g
is the coupling constant of the model. The results presented in this chapter are based on

the paper [27] by Hollands and the present author.

The present chapter is organised as follows: First, we will elaborate on the general idea
behind the proposed analyticity condition in section 4.1. In section 4.2 we will then apply
this strategy to our specific toy model, the Gross-Neveu model. Finally, we will discuss

possible implications of our findings on more realistic cosmological models in section 4.3.

4.1 General Idea:
Restriction of renormalisation ambiguities

We have already encountered in the previous chapters that in order to give a sensible
definition of composite operators in renormalised quantum field theory, one inevitably has
to make some choice of renormalisation conditions. It was mentioned at the end of section

2.1 that this ambiguity can be expressed in terms of field redefinitions

Os(x) = ZB . 09p(x), (4.1.1)

"We expect very similar results to hold also for the two dimensional O(N) sigma model, treated along the
lines of [56]
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where O4, O are composite operators and Z ¥ is a matrix of complex numbers. Recall that
in the flow equation framework of the previous chapter, the ambiguity in the definition of
composite operators corresponds to our freedom in the choice of the boundary conditions
(3.1.27). As we have mentioned previously in section 2.1, this mixing matrix Z% is
generally restricted by various conditions, such as for example consistency with symmetry
properties and scaling behaviour. In the more specific setting of a Lagrangian theory,

additional conditions arise through field equations and conservation laws.

Let us consider an example to illustrate the effect of these restrictions. Let Q4 be a
conserved current, called J#, associated with a symmetry of the theory. If there is no other
conserved current in the theory, then the only possible field redefinition is J# — Z J* for
Z € R. The corresponding conserved charge Q = [ J°d3x should furthermore generate
the symmetry, [Q, Op(x)] = igpO@p(x), where gp is the charge quantum number of the
operator Op. Since ¢p is fixed, we must have Z = 1 in this example. Thus, the current

J* is uniquely defined as an operator.

In this thesis we are mainly interested in the stress energy operator 7),,. A crucial
requirement on this tensor is that it should be conserved, 07, = 0, which implies
that the stress energy operator can only mix with other conserved operators that are also

symmetric tensors. A possible field redefinition is then
Ty —>ZTy+cnuwl, 4.1.2)

where 1 is the identity operator and ¢ is a dimensionful constant (if the Lagrangian of the
theory contains only one mass parameter M, and if we consider four spacetime dimensions,
then ¢ o« M*). As above, we argue that Z = 1. This is due to the fact the we want the
operator P, = [ T d>x to generate translations, i.e. [Py, Op(x)] = 10, 0p(x), which
requires Z = 1. Unfortunately, however, the constant ¢ remains unconstrained. If we
normalise (1) = 1, our remaining freedom to redefine (7},,) — (T.v) + ¢nyy allows us
to set the vacuum energy py,. to any value we want. In the presence of a coupling constant

g, we can even make the vacuum energy into an arbitrary smooth function of g.

In the usual areas of application for quantum field theory, i.e. particle- or condensed
matter physics, this ambiguity in the value of (7),,) is not a serious problem, since one
generally measures only differences of expectation values between different states (like e.g.
vacuum and many-particle states). Gravity, however, is sensitive to the absolute value of
(T,v) via Einstein’s equation. In order to apply quantum field theory also to cosmological
questions, it therefore appears to be necessary to impose additional conditions of some

kind to reduce the mentioned ambiguities in the definition of composite operators.

In the present work, we will study one such condition, which was first proposed in [13].

Very much in the spirit of the approach to quantum field theory outlined in chapter 2, this



4.2. THE GROSS-NEVEU MODEL 81

additional restriction is stated as a requirement on the OPE coefficients. In view of the

general form of the operator product expansion,

<<9A(x><93<0) 1‘[¢(zi>> ~ €fp(x) <<9c (0) 1‘[¢<zi)> (4.1.3)

it is quite clear that a field redefinition (4.1.1) would cause a corresponding transformation
of the OPE coefficients. If our theory contains a coupling constant g, then this redefinition
Z5(g), as well as the OPE coefficients €$5 (x, g), will depend (smoothly) on this coupling

constant. In this setting, the proposal of [13] is as follows:

Suppose there exists a definition of the composite operators such that IfACB (x,g)is an
analytic function of g, i.e. has a convergent Taylor expansion in g for small, but finite, g.
Then we allow only field redefinitions Z f (g) preserving this property, i.e. ones which are

likewise analytic in g.

The proposal appears to be quite natural. As a consequence, we would, for example,
only be allowed to make a redefinition with an analytic function c¢(g) in eq.(4.1.2). Such
a redefinition could not cancel any non-analytic (= non-perturbative) contributions to
the vacuum energy. In other words, if the VEV of the stress energy operator contains
non-perturbative contributions, then these will in fact be unique. This procedure could
in principle allow for an unambiguous prediction of a non-perturbatively small value for
the vacuum energy. We will substantiate this idea in the following section within the

Gross-Neveu model.

Remark 16: The methods employed within the present chapter differ from those of the
previous one. Namely, we will not use the flow equation approach to the theory in the
following. Instead, we will make use of standard Feynman diagram expansions combined

with the so called large flavour (or also 1/ N -) expansion.

4.2 The Gross-Neveu model

The quantum field theory described by the Lagrangian (here A € R)

_ A2
Lon =i Yy + 5 Wv)? (4.2.1)
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on two dimensional Minkowski space” is known as the Gross-Neveu model. Here

wl
Vv=0....¥y), v=]|: 4.2.2)
wN

are row/column vectors of N flavours of a 2-component spinor field, and we use the
standard ’slash’-notation, § = Y,,0" (our conventions for gamma matrices, metric signature,
etc. can be found in the notation and conventions section at the beginning of this thesis).
The model was the first example of a quantum field theory featuring the phenomenon of
dynamical symmetry breaking (see below). A crucial tool in the study of the Gross-Neveu
model has been the 1/N - or large flavour- expansion, which makes it possible to obtain
non-perturbative information. Such non-perturbative results are otherwise hard to come by.
The model has also been of interest due to the fact that it shares some basic features with
quantum chromodynamics (QCD), namely asymptotic freedom and symmetry breaking.
Our interest in this particular model is rooted in the fact that is sufficiently complex to
feature interesting non-perturbative effects, but at the same time sufficiently simple to still

be mathematically tractable.

For the purposes of this thesis, it will be more convenient to use a slightly modified
version of the Lagrangian. Namely, we rescale the fields ¥, ¥ — ¥ /~/N,¥/~/N, and
we introduce the t'Hooft coupling g2 := A?N. Within the large N expansion it is then
understood that g is kept fixed while quantities of interest are expanded in powers of 1/N.

The Lagrangian used in this thesis therefore takes the form

2
fon = N [i vy + % (%p)z] . (4.2.3)

A crucial feature of the Gross-Neveu Lagrangian is its invariance under the discrete

transformation
v —ysy, 4.2.4)

which ensures masslessness of the Fermions (to any order in perturbation theory).

Our ultimate aim in this chapter is to determine the vacuum expectation value of the
stress-energy operator in the Gross-Neveu model (to leading order in 1/N). As a starting

point, we will need the classical form of the stress-energy tensor per flavour, i.e. divided

Recall from the notation and conventions section that ., v € {0, 1} denote Minkowski space indices from
now on.
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by N:

. 2
T, = % (Wmavw + W)/vauw - av%)ﬁﬂﬁ - a/ﬁmﬁ) — Nuv (i vy + % (W‘ﬁ)z)

(4.2.5)
With the help of the classical equations of motion,
iy =-g W0y id=g Wy (4.2.6)
the stress tensor can be rewritten in the compact form
e
Tpw = 1Y yuiny 4.2.7)
where we used the notation
<> 1
f g =3[ fog— @] (42.8)
and where !
Huw) = E[t,w + fop — nuvt“u] (4.2.9)

denotes the symmetric, trace-free part of a tensor. Using the equations of motion, it is easy
to verify that the stress tensor is conserved, i.e. 3“7, = 0, and traceless, i.e. T n = 0,1n
the classical theory. The vanishing trace is a consequence of the conformal invariance of
the classical Gross-Neveu model.

4.2.1. The 1/N expansion and dynamical symmetry breaking

It was shown in the work of Gross and Neveu that, despite the fact that the underlying La-
grangian is conformally invariant, the fermions in the GN-model obtain a mass dynamically.
In the original work [14] this was shown to be true in the large N limit (i.e. for N — 00),
and it was later also rigorously proven for sufficiently large, but finite N by [57]. By
”dynamical mass generation” we mean concretely that, at large space like separation, the
2-point correlation function falls off exponentially, (¥ (x)¥(0)) ~ exp(—K(g) \/T/Zz)
Here K(g) > 0 is a numerical constant and £ is a constant with the dimension of [length].
The dynamically generated mass is hence given by m(g) := K(g)/£. The constant £ may
be viewed as a choice of units (fm, mm, km, etc.), which are obviously not provided by
the classical Lagrangian (this phenomenon is known as dimensional transmutation in the
literature). Its value may best be viewed as part of the definition of the quantum field
theory.

In the following we will present the derivation of dynamical symmetry breaking to

leading order in the 1/ N expansion as originally given by Gross and Neveu [14]. We will
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then state the Feynman rules for the perturbation theory around the physical vacuum, and
we will explicitly compute the 2- and 4-point functions of the basic field, which will be

needed later in our construction of the stress energy operator.

We start out by introducing an auxiliary field, o, and by adding to the Gross-Neveu

Lagrangian a term that does not affect the dynamics of the model:

Lo = Eon — N (0 — g%w)z =N |:i vy — Loz + a%p} (4.2.10)
2g2 2g2

The functional integral over o is simply a Gaussian integral which only causes the generat-

ing functional of the theory to be multiplied by some constant. Also one easily checks that

the Euler-Lagrange equation for o reads 0 = g2 ¥v. Substituting this constraint into the

Lagrangian leads us back to the original form (4.2.3), which confirms that the additional

term has no effect on the physics of the model.

The motivation to introduce such an auxiliary field is the following: The effective poten-
tial, Veg(0), defined as the sum of the one-particle-irreducible (1PI) Feynman diagrams
with external o-lines carrying zero momentum, see fig. 4.1, can be interpreted at stationary

points as the vacuum energy density to leading order in 1/N [14, 58].

Figure 4.1.: Feynman graphs contributing to V(o) at leading order in 1/N (solid lines
correspond to the fermion propagator, dashed ones to the o-propagator)

In the presence of multiple stationary points, only those minimising the energy are

physically realised. The effective potential can be computed explicitly as follows:

oo

N N (A d%p [(o*\" N N o2
Ver(0) = 550% +i ) — ) =502+ -——0c?|log— — 1|,
(o) p o -l—an: (pz) 2g20 +4n0 [og ]

(4.2.11)
where A is a UV-cutoff here. The theory can be renormalised by introducing a running
coupling g(£), which we define as

1 1 1

. b 292
I log(A2¢2), (4.2.12)

where g(A) is the coupling constant of the unrenormalised theory (i.e. the bare coupling
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constant). Hence, the effective potential of the renormalised theory takes the form

N
0% + —o”[log(c?¢?) — 1] . (4.2.13)

Verr(0) = 222(0) =

As mentioned above, we are interested in the minima of this potential. A straightforward
calculation reveals that V(o) has a local maximum at the origin and two global minima

at the values

+m = +0 Vexp(—n/g?), (4.2.14)
see fig. 4.2. Thus, we have found that the discrete symmetry (4.2.4) is spontaneously
broken. The value of the effective potential at its minima is V(m) = —Nm?/(4x).?

Ve (0)
| o
—m m
_ Nm?> |
%4

Figure 4.2.: The effective potential Vg (o)

In order to formulate perturbation theory around the physical vacuum, we introduce a

shifted auxiliary field 6 := o + m, in terms of which the Lagrangian takes the form

s=N|y(id—m) —L62+6Wf+ﬁ6—m—2 (4.2.15)

g - 2g2 g2 2g2 . . .
The last term on the r.h.s. simply yields an overall multiplicative constant and can again
be safely neglected. We are now interested in the Feynman rules corresponding to the
Lagrangian (4.2.15). Here it is important to note that all radpole diagrams, which result

from the third term in the Lagrangian, are cancelled by the fourth term. This follows from

3This expression can also be interpreted as the vacuum energy density to leading order in 1/N [58]. Below
in section 4.2.2 we will re-derive this result via an explicit construction, based on the operator product
expansion, of the energy momentum operator. This method will allow us to discuss the renormalisation
ambiguities, as well as possible restrictions by the requirement to keep the OPE coefficients analytic in
g, as outlined in section 4.1.
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the straightforward computation

N dk?
L /dzx 6(x)—iN/d2x6(x) Tr Sky=0, (4.2.16)
g? (2m)?
where S (k) is the (massive) Fermion propagator in momentum space, i.e. S (p) = :Efjmmz) .

Equation (4.2.16) is verified by performing the momentum integral with a UV-cutoff A
and using equation (4.2.14) with £ = A. It also implies that the shifted auxiliary field has
vanishing vacuum expectation value.

One can now determine the Feynman rules corresponding to the Lagrangian (4.2.15).

These diagrammatic rules are depicted in table 4.1. With these Feynman rules at hand we

Table 4.1.: Feynman rules for the GN-model (here K, is a modified Bessel function of
the second kind, see eq.(B.1.2), i, j are flavour indices and 6(x) is the Dirac
delta-function)

Y -propagator bx I (TYi (x)¥;(0)) = 6 (if:g,”) Ko(m~—x2 4 ie)

~ o2
& -propagator x .0 o-6(x)

X
VG -vertex < iN [d?x

could in principle compute any n-point correlation function of the basic field. In this thesis,
we will only need the 2- and 4-point functions. The 2-point function is (here and below we

assume x to be space like):

(Yo (X)Yp(0)) = —W’“;—nm)ﬂ“Ko(«/—xsz) + 0(%) 4.2.17)

where «, B are spinor indices and where K is a modified Bessel function, see eq.(B.1.2).
Here and in the following we write O(x) for contributions of order x or higher. The

4-point function is written most conveniently for our purposes as (see appendix B.1 for the
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derivation of this formula)

(Vo ()W), (21)¥5(22)) =

—1 [ Ppdq[(p + m)(¢g + m)]ys &G —IPTil—22)4 . |
ﬁ (2pn)4q ]‘9 (pz _ilnz)(qz _8m2) B(g — p) [(g - ]7 +m— lax)(m — lax)](xﬂ

[ YN ey prjete e
0 Vm? —a(l—a)(g — p)?
_ _ _ _ 1
+ (Yo () Yp(0)) (¥, (21)¥5(22)) (Vo () Vs(22)) (¥, (z1)¥p(0)) + O(W)’
(4.2.18)

1
N
where again K is a modified Bessel function, and where we use the short-hand
Am2 — k2 am2 — k2 k2
B(k) := \| " log Vam TV 4.2.19)
—k Vam? — k2 — /—k?

Note that the correlation functions have a non-analytic dependence on g through m =
e /8% /4.

4.2.2. Construction of the stress-energy operator

Our ultimate aim in this chapter is to determine the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of
the stress energy operator, which is evidently a composite operator. Expectation values
of composite operators, subject to the intrinsic renormalisation ambiguities discussed in
section 4.1, can be obtained form the operator product expansion of the n-point correlation
functions of the basic fields, ¥, .

As an example, let us start off with the computation of the VEV (). Our general
strategy works as follows: Assume we know the first two expansion coefficients of the

operator product expansion

VO)Y(0) = €L (x)1+ €L (x) Yy (0) + O(x) . (4.2.20)

Then we can take the expectation value of this equation, solve for (/) and take the limit
x — 0:

TP ©O) - € () (1)

vy
‘€E M (x)

We would like to find an explicit expression for the right hand side. For the two point

(¥ (0)) = lim (4.2.21)

function such an expression can be found in eq.(4.2.17). It remains to determine the two

OPE coefficients. In the following, we will show that the most general form of these
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coefficients is

T gz —x2e2TE 1
‘6%// x)=2Z |:1 ~ 5 log (4—62)] + O(x) + O(N) (4.2.22)
and
g2 —x2e2TE 1
€5, (x) =c(g) [1 — 5 log (4—62)] +0() +0(5) - (4.2.23)

where ¢(g) is of dimension [length] ™!, Z € R and I'y is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. In
principle we would have to show that the expansion (4.2.20) holds as an operator insertion

into an arbitrary correlation function. However, in view of the identity

<1‘W(y,-)av(z,-)>= ST WoveEvopve)( [ Yoo

i=1 1<i<j=<n ke{l,...N}\{i,j}
+ O(1/N?)
(4.2.24)

which holds for n > 2, we see that it suffices to consider the OPE only inside the 2- and
4-point functions, if one is willing to neglect contributions of order 1/N2. Since we are

mainly interested in the large N -limit within this thesis, this will be exactly our strategy.

The coefficient t’gj is then determined with the help of the 4-point function (4.2.18).
Contracting the spinor indices, we find the expansion (see appendix B.2 for the derivation

of this formula)

(Vo )P (O) Y520V (22)) = (T ()P (0) (Y p(z0) Y7 (22))

4 d2 d2 " 2\ Liz1p—izaq 2 _ 2.2Tg
i pdq  (plgu+m7)e 1= 1og (22 )+ o)
g’N J @2m)* (p?>—m?)(q> —m?) B(q — p) 2 442

1
+ O(W)

= 8%:;(” [(WW(O) Jﬂ 0¥’ (22)) — (Y (0)) (Wﬁ (Zl)wﬁ(zz))] + O(x)

(4.2.25)

which confirms eq.(4.2.22). In the last line we have substituted the OPE (4.2.20). The

coefficient ‘6% » appears in the expansion of the two point function:

_ 2 2 2Tg
(a0 ) = 5 [ 1= 5 toe (5 ) + 00| + 0a/m)

=L (x) + L (x) (yy(0)) + O(x)

(4.2.26)
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This equation is solved by eq.(4.2.23) under the condition that

m/Z+c(g)

—- . i . 1 _n/gZ_C(g)
) = =255 4 o) =

ﬁe e + 0(%) (4.2.27)
for the vacuum condensate. The freedom to choose the functions Z(g), c(g) amounts to
field redefinitions of the type ¥y — Zv¥y + c1. At this point our analyticity condition
on the OPE coefficients effectively restricts such renormalisation ambiguities. Namely,
since we require Z(g), c(g) to be analytic, it follows that the non-perturbative contribution
to (Y1) cannot be cancelled by a field redefinition!

Further, it is easy to see that different choices for the parameter Z simply rescale the
constant £. We have already mentioned above that one is free to choose this constant,
so we can absorb the factor Z by rescaling { — £/Z. The constant c(g), on the other
hand, causes a purely perturbative contribution to the vacuum condensate (). In the
following we will set ¢(g) = 0, which is the same as requiring that (/) = 0 to all orders
in perturbation theory. This appears to be a reasonable requirement, since we would not
expect dynamical symmetry breaking to occur within perturbation theory. To summarise,
we have found

Ty ) =~ + () = e 4+ 0(1) 4228)

g N g N

Using the strategy outlined above, one can in principle compute the VEV for any composite
operator, provided that all OPE coefficients and n-point functions are known. We will
focus on the VEV of the stress energy operator in the following. One has to be a little
more careful in this case, because we also want to make sure that our definition of this
composite operator obeys the conservation law, 9“7}, = 0, as an operator equation. For
this purpose, we will proceed as follows: First, we will define separately the composite
operators corresponding to the classical expressions in eq.(4.2.5). The resulting tensor will
turn out to be not conserved. But fortunately we can add another operator of the same
dimension (field redefinition) to it such that it now is conserved [up to order 0(%)]. The
resulting conserved operator is then the physical stress energy operator, which is seen to

have a non-zero VEV.

Let us now describe this procedure in some more detail. Since we can consistently

assume that

vy =(gyy)’ (4.2.29)

—
as an operator equation, we may simply write 7}, = i ¥y, 0v) ¥ again. We want to define

this composite operator using our method based on the OPE. For this purpose, we will
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need the following two OPE’s*:

VO (0) = 01+ 00 T (0)

b e e — (42.30)
+ = £ (Z ) + o [0 + o)
V()Y udn ¥ (0) = [ 2X0t o )] 14+ 0 T¥O)

[1+0< )}wm WY (0) - [ 26T | o(— )](W) (0) + O(x)

4.2.31)

2mi

In order to verify these expansions, we have to make sure that they hold as insertions into
arbitrary correlation functions. By the same arguments as above, we will only need to
consider the 2- and 4-point functions in order to show that our expansions hold up to terms
of the order 1/N?2.

Verification of the OPE (4.2.30): We find for the short distance expansion of the

4-point function (see again appendix B.2 for the derivation of this formula)

TR0 TV (22)) — (F IO (T ()Y (22)
_ 8Tm d2pd2q (puqu_i_mZ) eizlp—izzq |: _g_2 N (—)CZGZFE) ]
N | any (P-m@—m)Ba—p) | 2m B + 0

1
+ O(W)

(4.2.32)

When combined with the OPE (4.2.30), this equation allows us to determine the following

insertion of the composite operator v #i:

(Y IY 0 ¥ (z0)¥(z2) — (Y IV (0) (¥ (z)¥ (22))

_ i (@O VY ) = 0By O) (F DY E) + 01/N?)
0 [1- £ 10 (=527) | + 0a/n)
8am [ d’pd*q (ptq, + m?)eiZ1Piz2a

1
= O(—
N | et R-mi@—m)Ba—p TN

(4.2.33)

“Here we do not give the most the most general form of the OPE coefficients, but choose a particularly
convenient set of coefficients for the sake of brevity. These coefficients along with the composite
operators defined below are then subject to the renormalisation ambiguities outlined in section 4.1.
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For the 2-point function we find the short distance expansion

. g2 _ .2 2Tg 1
(Y (x)dy (0)) = m? [1 -5 log (T) + O(x)] + O(N) (4.2.34)
which allows us to determine the VEV
(Y (x)#¥(0)) + O(1/N) m?

1
= L 0(—) 4235
- Sl (=) | +oq) e N

(WW%ZH5[

In view of eqgs.(4.2.32) to (4.2.35), we see that the OPE (4.2.30) does indeed hold when
inserted into correlators with up to two spectator fields. Due to the fact that the higher
n-point functions factorise (up to contributions of order 1/N?), see eq.(4.2.24), we deduce

that our OPE in fact holds as an insertion into an arbitrary correlator.

Verification of the OPE (4.2.31):  We can repeat the game for the OPE (4.2.31). Again,

we first compute the 4-point function (see appendix B.2 for details)

(Y (X)Y@dn ¥ (0) ¥ (z1)¥ (22)) — (U (x)Yw0n ¥ (0)) (¥ (z1)¥ (22))
_2m [ dpdiq  (phgu +m?) PR
iNJ Q@Qn)* (p?>—m?)(q*>—m?)B(q — p)
_Zx(,uxv) (q - p)(,u(q - p)v)
X X2 + 2

(Bm—py+m]

2m [ & pd®q (pudv) + pupvy) €71P71724
iN (2m)* (p? —m?)(q* — m?)

+ O(x) + O(1/N?)
(4.2.36)
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which then allows us to determine the following insertion of the composite operator
WV(uau)Wi

(VYo ¥ OV 20V (22)) — (Y ywdn ¥ (0)) (¥ (z1)¥ (22))

lim (19 ()Y 00 ¥ OV (20) ¥ (22)) = (1Y ()Y 0w ¥ () (¥ () ¥ (22))
14+ 0(3)

x—0
0@ @YY (20 (22))
1+ O(%)
[—%% + 0(%)] (W)Y (z0) ¥ (22)) — (YY) (0)) (W (z1) ¥ (22)) ]
14+ 0(3x)
_2m [ Ppdq  (ptgu +m?) Hrina [<q ~ P =Py
iNJ Qm)* (p?—m?)(q*> —m?) B(q — p) (g —p)?

2 d?» d? ; iz p—izaq
iNJ Q@m)* (p>—m?)(q*>—m?)

(B(q—p)+2)

| I

(4.2.37)
The short distance expansion of the 2-point function is

—2X (3 Xv) N 28X (uxy)

(V) 7udny () = —2 S TOM+O(/N)  (4238)
which yields the VEV
Ty ¥ (0)
(TR O) - [F52 + 0] - [-545 1 0G| (790
a0 [+ 0(%)
1
= 0(3)

(4.2.39)

Inserting these equations into the OPE (4.2.31) confirms that this OPE holds as an insertion
into correlators with up to two spectator fields. Again, we argue based on eq.(4.2.24) that
this implies that the OPE also holds, up to terms of order 1/N?2, when inserted into any

other correlator.

B

Having defined the composite operator 7},, = i ¥y, 0v)¥, we are now ready to check
the conservation law. Since we would like to check whether the stress tensor is conserved
as an operator, we need to calculate the divergence (0*T},,(0) [T ¥ (y:) [T ¥ (z;)) inside

a correlation function. Actually, it suffices for our purpose to consider two spectator fields
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¥ (z1)¥ (2») inside the correlator. Taking the divergence of eq.(4.2.37), we find explicitly’

(0 T (O (2)W (22)) = i 3" (Fy0 00y Y (O (21) ¥ (22))
_ 2mi d®pd*q  (ptqu + m?) el71p=iz2d
N 2m)* (p2 —m?)(g2 —m?) B(q — p)

— 2 _ _
8 [(q p)*(q p)<§(q P (Ba— )+ 2)
G-p*
2mi [ Epdq (g = p)"a+ Pl +py TR (240

N (2m)* (p? — m?)(q*> —m?)
B Ymi d2p d2q (p“qﬂ + mz) elZ1p—iz2g
N (2m)* (p? —m?)(g*> —m?) B(q — p)

2
= T O T ) + 01/N?)

(q—p)»+ O(1/N?)

Since the r.h.s. is not zero, it follows that the composite operator 7),,, as defined, is not
conserved. However, it follows that the operator 0, := Ty, — (g2i/4m) 0¥V is
conserved [up to order 0(%)]. We consequently define 6,,, to be the physical stress
energy tensor up to that order. Using equations (4.2.35) and (4.2.39), its VEV is found to
be

m? 1 1 2 1
0,,) = — b+ O(=)=——— e 2y 4 O(—). 4.2.42
{Ouv) . Nuv + (N) 47‘[@26 Ny + (N) ( )
This corresponds to a negative vacuum energy of py. = —1/(4w€?) e 27/8 *to leading

order in 1/N. The negative sign is related to the negative sign of the S-function in the

Gross-Neveu model.

We must finally discuss the ambiguity of our result. According to the general discussion
in section 4.1 we are still free to change 0, — 6, + £72¢(g) Nu 1, where c(g) =
co+ci1g + g%+ ... isanalytic [cf. equation (4.1.2)]. This will result in a corresponding
change pyac — Pvac + £72¢(g). We can eliminate this remaining ambiguity by making
the, seemingly-reasonable, assumption, that p,,. should vanish to all orders in perturbation
theory. This is the same as demanding that, at the perturbative level, Minkowski space
is a solution to the semi-classical Einstein equations. Under this assumption, py,. =

—1/(47€2) e=2"/8% is unique. This is the main result of this section.

>Note that the contribution (aw%v)l/f(oﬁ(zl)w(@)) can be obtained from eq.(4.2.37) through the
relation

OV rn ¥ O 20V (22)) = (Vredn¥ OV (22) ¥ (21) = (Yyedn ¥ OV (22)¥(21)) (4.2.40)
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4.3 A possible explanation for Dark Energy

In the previous section we have defined the stress energy operator of the Gross-Neveu
model to leading order in the large flavour expansion, and we have made sure that our
definition respects the energy-momentum conservation law. Under the condition that the
OPE coefficients are analytic in the coupling constant, we found that the non-perturbative
contribution to the vacuum energy is uniquely given by puc = —1/(4702) 27/,
Unfortunately, the definition of our model at the quantum level includes the scale £, which
corresponds to a choice of units of length. This constant is not provided by the classical
Lagrangian, which makes it difficult to determine the exact value of the vacuum energy. It
would certainly be preferable to have a theory wherein all dimensionful parameters are
already part of the fundamental Lagrangian defining the theory in the ultra-violet. In order
to achieve this, one could couple our model to other quantum fields with dimensionful

couplings. As an example, one could consider the Lagrangian
1 1 2 2 A
Ly :=&Lon + EaﬂthM(p + EM -+ yM oYy (4.3.1)

where £y is the Gross-Neveu Lagrangian (4.2.3) and where y, M € R are additional
coupling constants. In this model it is possible to relate the constant £ to the dimensionful
parameter M by a renormalisation condition, such as e.g. the condition that the physical
(renormalised) mass of i (as determined by the exponential decay of the fermion 2-point
function) at some value g = O(1) = y equals M, where M is the physical (renormalised)
mass of ¢ (as determined by the exponential decay of the ¢ 2-point function). In this
model we would expect that our result for the vacuum energy would be modified to
Prac ~ M2e=0W/g ?, i.e. the scale £ is simply set by the new parameter M, which is now
a parameter that appears in the Lagrangian. As mentioned above, the analyticity condition
on the OPE coefficients only fixes the non-perturbative contribution to the stress-energy
operator. In the case at hand, the remaining freedom amounts to addition of a term of
the form c(g, y)M?n,,,, where c(g, y) is analytic in the coupling constants. Again, by
demanding that Minkowski space is a solution to the semi-classical Einstein equations
to all perturbation orders in y, g gets rid of this perturbative contribution and leads to a

unique result for the vacuum energy.

In order to make a realistic prediction for the vacuum energy of the universe, we would
of course have to use the Standard Model of particle physics instead of the Gross-Neveu
model. If we take a bold leap and pursue the analogy with the model outlined above, one
would expect the parameter M to be replaced by a mass scale of the Standard Model, such
as e.g. the Higgs mass, M — Mp. Furthermore, the coupling should be replaced by a

gauge coupling, such as g?/4m — agw ~ 1/137. These speculations would result in a
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vacuum energy of the form py,c ~ M 1‘7‘, e~ OW/eEw  The unnatural smallness of Pvac Would
thus be achieved through the exponential factor. We believe that, as proposed in [13], such

a mechanism could possibly explain the observed value of Dark Energy.






Conclusions and Outlook

Our focus in the present work has been on fundamental properties as well as applications
of the operator product expansion in both perturbative- and non-perturbative quantum field
theory. In the perturbative setting on Euclidean space we have shown that the OPE of any
number of fields converges (generalising the previous convergence result for the OPE of
two fields [15]) and factorises at long distances. As we have argued above, the convergence
result offers the important insight that the model is entirely determined through its OPE
coefficients together with the 1-point functions, in the sense that all n-point functions can
be constructed from these data. The factorisation property imposes non-trivial algebraic
relations between the OPE coefficients, which can lead to strong restrictions on the latter.
Both results also yield support to the axiomatic framework proposed in [21]. The explicit
bounds on various quantities of interest, which were necessary to prove our results, were
derived within the flow equation framework of perturbative quantum field theory. For this
purpose, we had to get a grasp on the regularisation of subdivergences of Green’s functions
with multiple insertions of composite operators, which is probably the main technical
advance to the flow equation framework provided by this thesis.

We further introduced an explicit formula for perturbations of the OPE coefficients,
which provides an algorithm for the computation of perturbed OPE coefficients in terms of
the zeroth order ones. It was shown that this formula follows directly from our definition
of the OPE coefficients in the flow equation framework. The possibility to compute
OPE coefficients in perturbation theory without reference to any other objects, such as

for example correlation functions, is quite satisfying conceptually. To our knowledge,
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our formula constitutes the first result in this regard that does not require any additional
assumptions (such as factorisation or bootstrap conditions).

In the last part of this thesis we determined the vacuum expectation value of the stress
energy operator in the two dimensional Gross-Neveu model, to leading order in the large
flavour expansion. Our construction was based in the operator product expansion. We
found, following a proposal by Hollands and Wald, that one can impose an analyticity con-
dition on the OPE coefficients, which leads to a unique prediction for the non-perturbative
contribution to the VEV of the stress energy operator. This non-perturbative contribution
is “exponentially small”. We finally discussed possible cosmological implications of our
findings. Namely, if a similar mechanism is present in the Standard Model of particle
physics, which seems conceivable, the mentioned smallness of the effect could offer a
natural explanation for the observed value of Dark Energy.

We conclude this thesis with a discussion of some possible lines of future research linked

to the work presented here:

e We expect that convergence and long distance factorisation of the OPE also hold
in other perturbative models. One could for example try to extend our results to
theories with different symmetry properties, to massless models or even to theories

on curved manifolds.

e It would be desirable to improve our factorisation result. In particular, one would like
to have a version of theorem 3 without the second factor on the Lh.s. and with K as
close to 1 as possible. This would validate the axioms of [21] in perturbative quantum
field theory, and confirm the relation between the OPE and vertex operators [22].
It seems difficult, however, to improve much on the constant K if one follows the
strategy presented in section 3.5, since we expect it to be hard, if at all possible,
to derive significantly stronger bounds on the relevant Schwinger functions with
insertions. We believe that it might be possible to exploit our OPE deformation

result, theorem 4, in order to attack the problem from a different angle.

e The perturbation formula for the OPE coefficients presented in theorem 4 should
depend on the renormalisation conditions. It would be interesting to study this
dependence in more detail.

e Concerning the proposed mechanism to reduce renormalisation ambiguities via an
analyticity condition on the OPE coefficients, a similar non-perturbative analysis
of more complex models could be fruitful. In particular, one should be looking
for models (most likely in two dimensions), which share as many features with
the Standard Model as possible. One could also look for more arguments on how
a non-perturbative effect like the one described in chapter 4 could appear in the
Standard Model.
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e The motivation for the research presented in chapter 4 lies primarily in cosmological
applications. Therefore, it would be more “realistic” to apply the same strategy to
the Gross-Neveu model on a curved spacetime, especially on Robertson-Walker

space. It would be interesting to see how far curvature effects influence our result.






Derivation of bounds on Schwinger
functions in gp*-theory

In this appendix we collect the somewhat lengthy and technical proofs of the bounds

presented in section 3.2.

A.1 Proof of bound 1

Using the inductive scheme sketched in section 3.2, we will first derive a bound on the
functionals F 5\ Ao that holds for arbitrary A. Under the condition A < m this result then
implies our bound 1, which is uniform in A and thus allows for the removal of this cutoff

(.e. A — 0).

Proposition 5: Let xy = 0and D < D' = [A1] + ... + [AN]. There exists a constant
K > 0 such that

198 F oy (B, O, (x2): p)| < APl gUntSmDw it D20 /(] + D7 — D)

d 1 ’ N >
y v/ D''max; < <y |x; (W 1-D+D (N’n’Zi‘)’D) 1 (|P|)M ZIZHl log* (Sblp(L| )

K’m
min |xi _ leD’—D+maX(|w|,D+l) /Iu' A 2AA|
1<i<j<N n=0

A=0
(A.1.1)

withd(N,n,l,w,D’) :=2D'(n +1 +2(N — 1)) +sup(D" + 1 —2n — |w|, 0).
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Proof of proposition 5. The strategy is to integrate the differentiated flow equation

A, A .
aAaz]%)fD,Zn?l(®lj'v=1(9Aia P15 pZn) ==

2n + 2 . _
- ( 2 ) /];CA(k) angA,’ZI;(-)FZ,I—l(®lZV=1(9Ai;k7 _k, Pts-.., pzn)

~AA ,
_S[ Yoodmina Y cwpdy Tt (BN, 04,54, Py Pany-1)

L+1=I witw2twz=w
ni+ny=n+1

x 052CM(q) 05> L5700 (Pany - Pan)

2n3,l>
w A,Ao . A
- Z Z 4nanbaij / °<£2na,la ((9Aa, k, Pong_1s--+> p2nu—1) C (k)
Ii+..+iy=] l<a<b<N k
ni+..+ny=n+1
A,A() . A,A() .
x50 (Oa,i =k, poany_y - P2ny—1) 1_[ Lo 1.04,5pon, .. ,p2n,,_1)i|
re{l,..,N}\{a,b}

(A.1.2)

over A and bound each term on the right hand side separately. For the first two terms on
the right hand side of this equation, the bound is verified to hold inductively as one goes
up in n + [ and for fixed n 4+ [ goes up in /. This general procedure is very similar to the
one employed in [15]. To bound the third term on the r.h.s. of eq.(A.1.2), we will make
use of the known bounds on the CAG’s with one insertion, (3.2.6).

When integrating eq.(A.1.2) over A, we have to distinguish three cases:

(A) Contributions with 2n + |w| > D are referred to as irrelevant. Here the boundary
conditions are given at A = Ay, see eq.(3.1.37). Therefore, we integrate over A’

from A to Ay in this case.

(B) Contributions with 2n + |w| < D are referred to as relevant. The boundary condi-
tions for relevant terms, eq.(3.1.36), are given at A = 0 and at vanishing external

momentum, p = 0. Thus, we will integrate over A’ from 0 to A in this case.

(C) Contributions with 2n + |w| < D and p # 0 will be obtained from (A),(B) with the
help of a Taylor expansion in p.

(A) Irrelevant terms (2n + |w| > D):
First term on the r.h.s. of the flow equation: In the following we will use the
shorthand

D+1
maxj<j<n |xl.|max(|w|, +1)

= ’ .
X(X,D ,D,LU) = |D’—D+max(|w\,D+1)

- (A.1.3)
m1n15i<j5N |)Ci — )Cj
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for the sake of brevity. Substituting our inductive bound, (A.1.1), as well as

Crk)=——¢ a2 (A.1.4)

into the first term on the r.h.s. of eq.(A.1.2) and integrating over A’ from A to Ay yields
the inequality [recall the definition of | p|2,42 from eq.(0.5)]

Ao 2n +2 ,
(/ dA’ ( ) )/d“k C (k) an‘L)Az,fgz 1 (®N Ou ik, —k, pr, ...\ pan)

A
< / OdA, 2n +12 /d4k sz,E" A/D—(2n+2)—|w| K(4n+81—7)|w|+D’(n+21—1)3
A 2 A/3

d(N,n+1,l—1,w,D’) 1 |ﬁ| "
x /D'l (lw|+ D' — D)! X(%, D', D, w) > T ( z’j“)
!

n=0

2l+n— llog Sup(lp\zn-s—z K )

x Z 2 =

< (2”;‘ 2) K(4n+81—7)|w|+D’(n+21—1)3 \/D/' (|w| 4 D/ — D)'\X(},D,,D,w)

2l+n—1

1D—2n—1—| | 7
x Z 2”“/ dA A/D2n= 1wl o=
mdw,D 1 D ! _ k%
V! K’ m

n=0

(A.1.5)

Here we made use of the inequality
d(N,n+ 1,1 —1,w,D"y <d(N,n,l,w,D"), (A.1.6)

which follows directly from the definition of d stated in the proposition. One can show
[48] that the momentum integral in the last line of (A.1.5) is bounded by

K’ m

d ,LL - ’
1 n n _ K2
y L / d4(k/A)(|P|2_+2) logx(sup(mb_ﬂ,’f_))e 2

<2 Xd:L(L\il)M (1 og (s p(M %)) +«/A_!)

(A.1.7)
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The A’ integral can then be estimated using the formula [48]

2l+n—1

1 AT A1 A p| «'
2 —_ dA' A5 up(~=—. — V!
2’%!/ (log (S p(K,,m)-l- )x.)

A.1.8
A-s 2Enml ( )

L (P! K
=3 s Z ZA)L!IOg (sup(K m))

which holds for any s € N. Using (A.1.7) and (A.1.8) in formula (A.1.5) and also noting
the relation 2/ +n — 1)3 = (2 + n)* —3(2] +n)(2l +n —1) — 1, we find the bound

o (2n+2 41 (N 1y qw A Ao N
‘A dA 2 /d kC (k)al—)nf'D’z’n_’_z’l_l(@i:l(gAi;k,_kapl""9p2n)

< AD—Zn—|w| KD/(21+n)3+(4n+8l—3)|w| \/D/'(|U)| 4 D/ — D)’X()_C),D,,D,U))

d(N.yn,l,w,D’ . I+n—1,_ A 7
USETL (ly e o )
A
=0 V! LA = 240!
% K—3D'@I4m@l+n—1)—-D'~4|w| 2n+2 Hd(Nynlw,D) 10
2 2n + |lw|—D

(A.1.9)

We see that this contribution satisfies the inductive bound, (A.1.1) multiplied by ' 1/8 s,
AD',D,n,l,w) = K3WwI=2Da+2D)@+21-1)-D’ (A.1.10)

if K is chosen large enough such that
10(n + 1)(2n + 1) 29Wmlw, D) g=D'(n+2Dn+21-D—wl < 1/8 (A.1.11)

forall n, [. For large n, we see that the left hand side of (A.1.11) behaves as n24” ‘ng-D /”2,
so a K satisfying the inequality is easy to find in that case. The case of large /, |w| is
similar. To see that a large K also satisfies the inequality for small n, [, |w]|, it is crucial that
K always appears with a negative power on the left hand side of the inequality (A.1.11).
For this purpose, it is helpful to note that [ > 1 here, since otherwise the first term on the

right side of the flow equation is simply zero.

Second term on the r.h.s. of the flow equation: We integrate the second term in

the flow equation (A.1.2) over A’ from A to Ay and insert our inductive bound as well as

IThis factor will be crucial below in the discussion of the relevant terms at non-zero momentum, see in
particular eq.(A.1.50).
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the known bound for the CAG’s without insertions [see (3.2.3)] to obtain

Ao
‘[ dA’ Z 4nnacpy;y

L+l=l
ni+ny=n+1
w1 twrtwz=w

oA A ~ A AA
X au” D2n1011(®£v_1(9Ai;q pl’ ttt ’pznl_l) aui)')zCA (q) 853:62”2,]2(172;11’ e »p2n)

< E 4nin; cw )y dA’ A/P—2mi—lwi|+4=2n2—w, | X(x,D', D, wy)
L +l=I
ni+ny=n+1
witwrtwiz=w

% KD/(nl+2[1)3+(4n1+811—3+2n2+412—4)(|w1|+|w2|+1) \/D”(|w1| + D/_D)'

d(NanlallawlaD) | —‘l 2]1-‘1—"] log).] (Sup(@ K_/)) q2+m2

Y G Y e e
o ! Py 241 241 A

> A2 1Bl «
lo sup(&,
x Vwall (12 + =2 3 =2 (w7 5)

242 )51
Ar=0 2

(A.1.12)

Here we implicitly assumed that the constant K in proposition 5 is greater or equal to the

constant K in the bound for the CAG’s without insertion, (3.2.3). It can of course always

the fact that the CAG without insertion vanishes unless n, + 2/, > 2, to obtain

be chosen that way. We now use the inequality 2/; + n; < 2/ 4+ n — 1, which holds due to

rh.s. of (A.1.12) < KP'@Hn=1+@nt8l=D(wil+lw2l+1) /DIy |y, [+ D' — D)!|ws|!

X Z 4niny ey (N2 + 1 —2)! X (X, D', D, w)
L+1=I

ni+ny=n+1
witwrtwz=w

fo D—2 1 e
x/ AA/ A/P—2n—lwil=w2 |- 210%3 ¢ A7 |
A

d(Nnydy.wi,D’ )
5 (anzlm D)L _l 211Z+n1 Z logh—i-/lz(sup(lxl ’ I:n ) (/11 n kz)!
w=0 vV H A A1=0 Ar—0 241+ (A1 + Ay)! Al A

(A.1.13)

Here we also made use of the fact that X (X, D', D, w;) < X (X, D’, D, w) for |w;| < |w].
Then, using the bound [15, 59]

wl  _ 42 _m?
(w122 e 282 ¢ 22 b =1.086... (A.1.14)
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and the identity Ay + A, < 2[; + ny + [ < 2] + n (again since n, + 2/, > 2), we find
the bound

rhs.of (A113) < Y (ny + 1)1 40y (21 + )220 g Unt8=D 0wl D +D 42017

L+1=I>
ni1+ny=n+1

x 3wy 223 ke /(wi] + D' — D)lws|!ws]! D' X (X, D', D, w)
wi
d(Na 9l s 5D/) - 21“{‘}1 A, ‘_)| /
X nlzlwl 1 /AO dAl A/D—2n—|w|—1 (m)u Z log (Suf(%’ %)) .
=0 Vi Ja A) = 24 Q!

(A.1.15)

Now the A’ integral can again be estimated using the inequality (A.1.8). Noting that also
d(N,ny,li,w, D"y <d(N,n,l,w, D) (A.1.16)

which holds as a result of the inequality 2(ny + /1) <2(n+1)—2 (usingn, +n, = n—+1,
and n, + [, > 2), and using also ) c{wi}2|“’3|/2 =2+ \/5)“”', one obtains the bound
claimed in (A.1.1) multiplied by 1/8 +A, which was defined in eq.(A.1.10), provided that
K is chosen large enough that

K—D/(n+21)(n+21—1)+(4n+81—7)—|w| 54 Z (n2_|_12)!4n1 (2l—|-l’l) 221+n (2_|_ \/z)lwl < l
-8
L1 +1=1
ni1+nyx=n+1
(A.1.17)

Again, it is easy to convince oneself that such a K can be found for large n, [, |w|. To see
that this is also true for small values of these parameters, it is helpful to note the inequality
(n+2l)(n+2l —1) > 4n + 8] — 7, which implies that the exponent of K on the Lh.s. is

always negative.

Third term on the r.h.s. of the flow equation: Note that this term is a momentum
integral over the CAG’s with one insertion, for which we have a bound already, see (3.2.6).

To keep formulas at a reasonable length, we will use the notation

ﬁi = (pZI’ll‘_]»---’pZni—l) (A118)

in the following, where i takes values between 1 and N and where we set p,,, := p; and

D2nn—1 ‘= P2,. The momentum integral can then be estimated as follows:
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Lemma6: Letn,+...+ny=n+1landl =1,+...+Iywithn+1+1> N. Then
we have forany D < D' =[A|]+ ...+ [Anx]and 1 <a <b < N

2ng4,lq

o /k EBN (O, (xa)i k. ) CR() EXNY (O, (x5): =K )

A LA
< I 232 (Oa,(x0): ) ‘
re{l,...,N}\{a,b}

< @ KUmHSI=9( D' =D+ D (421 /Ty p D=2n—lw|1 (—m?/ A% \/|(|w| + Dl;)—ll)))!
.Xa - .Xb

1)|w|d(N,n,l,w,D’) <|AL|) 2t =N o0d (qup(2], £)) 4 AT

Z \/m Z 241

n=0 A=0

% su maXij<j<n |Xi|
P |xa _xbl

(A.1.19)

where Q = (N + 1)lwlgwI+D'=D N2l4n+2=NNd Q] 4y + 2 — N)d 2% and where K,
is the constant (called K there) appearing in our bound on the CAG’s with one insertion,

see (3.2.6). Forn + 1 + 1 < N the left hand side vanishes.

Remark 17: For N = 2, D = [A1] 4+ [A2] and |w| < D + 1 this integral was first
estimated by Hollands and Kopper in [15].

Proof. Recall that £45*°(04(0); p) = 0, which implies that the left side of (A.1.19)
vanishes forn + 1 4+ 1 < N. Assuming now n + [ + 1 > N and using the translation

property of the CAG’s with one insertion, eq.(3.1.22), we can rewrite our integrand as

Lot (O, (xa)ik, pa) CH (k) £5,29 (Oa, (xp): =k, Po) [] £2,05 (O, (x1): r)

2np,lp
r#a,b
— ol (Pt p2n — X1+ A (P20 gy g+t P20y —1)XN FHiK(Xa—Xp)
A A A AA . = AN .2
X LA (@4, (0): K, Pu) CA0) LR (04, (00—, ) [ £22 (04, 0): )

r#a,b
(A.1.20)

Applying the momentum derivatives then yields

0% | L3 (Oa,(xa):k. fa) CR (k) 00 (O, (xp): =K. Bj) || L9 (O, (xr): 5r)
r#a,b

§ c{w.}aujl el (P1tetpon —Dx1+ e Hi(p2ny _ Fot P20y —1)XN +iKk(Xa—xXp)
1
p

wi]twr=w

x 92 [ 2329 (04,(00:k, Ba) CR (k) £, (Ou, (0 =k, ) [ | £, (04, (0); r)

2ng,lg 2np,lp
r#a,b

(A.1.21)
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The momentum derivatives on the exponentials can be estimated simply via
a‘fl ei(!’l +...+p2n1_1)x1 +.+i(pP2np_4 +...+p2nN_1)xN +ik(xq—xp) ‘

< max |x; ||w1| el (P1+ A pon D)X 1+ Ai(P2n g+t P2n g —D)XN Fik(Xa—xp)

1<i<N

) (A.1.22)

Thus, we have arrived at the bound

0 [0 On, (rarik 5 €4 0) 205, O, Cxnri =k i [ [ £8:05 O, (4): 1)

2np,1y
r#a,b

< Z Ctuyy 1AX |x; |11

w1 twr=w

X

/ ei(Pl tetp2ng—1)X1tFi(P2n g Tt P20y —1)XN Hik(xg—xp)
k

x 0% (xA 00, (04,00 k. Ba) CH (k) £3,5% (O, (0):—k. o) [ [ £, (O, (0): pr))‘
r#a,b
(A.1.23)

In order to obtain the desired dependence on the IR-cutoff, which is AP~27~wl=1 jp

lemma 6, we now introduce additional momentum derivatives at the cost of inverse powers

of |x, — xp| through the following procedure: Denote by ||x|| = max,e(,... 43 |X,| the
maximal component of x. We can then use the elementary relation

1x|] - explikx) . .. ‘ — ‘ B, explikx) ... (A.1.24)
where @ € {1,...,4} is defined via ||x|| = |x4|. We use this method to introduce

D’ — D + |w;| additional k-derivatives into eq.(A.1.23). These derivatives can then be
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shifted from the exponential onto the CAG’s via partial integration’, and we arrive at

/ ei(Pl+...+p2n1_1)X1+...+i(p2nN_1 +otp2npy—1)xN Hik(xa—xp)
k

x o (:ﬁA 20 (0,4, (0): K, i) CAI) E20 (0, 0):—k. ) [] 2280 (OA,(oxﬁr))‘
r#a,b

=

/ el (P1tetpon —DX1+ e +i(P2n g+t P20y —1)XN Fik(Xa—xp)
k

1 w w
e S F 0 z(cf“? (04,(0): k. ) C* (k)

X L3 (Oa,0): =k, 5s) [] ngﬁy,(oA,(oxﬁr)) ‘
r#a,b
(A.1.25)

Here the index « on the k-derivatives is defined through the condition ||x, — x|| =
[(xa — Xp)a|- We can now use our bounds for the CAG’s with one insertion in order to
estimate the integrand. Note also that |x| < 2||x|| for any x € R*. Substituting these
estimates along with the bounds for the CAG’s with one insertion, we find after some
bookkeeping [note also that D'(n + 21)* > >".[A;](n; + 21;)°]

o / EBN (@4, (5a)i K, Pa) O (K) LN (O, (x0): —K, )

ALA >
% 1_[ $2n ? ((9,4, (xr); pr) ‘
re{l,...,N}\{a,b}

lw]
max (X
- V(w|+ D’ —D)! b 1<z<N| d 1] 0o K@mHsI-9wl+D'=D)+D 42D /Ty
T |xg — xp|P D |xqg — x|’

o "
di+..4+dy (121K oy 1-N 5
1+...+dn ( X +n+ logk(sup(|p|+|k| 5)

XAD—2n—|w|—5 —mZ/AZ/ —k2/2A2 K ’m
e e ; —/—M! Z 24!

k A=0
(A.1.26)

where Qg = (N + 1)@l glwl+D'=D n2l4n+2=N ydit.tdn Q] 4 n 42— N)(d;+. . .+dy)
and where we used the shorthand d; = 2[A;](n; + ;) + sup([4;] + 1 — 2n; — |w;], 0).
We can replace the upper limit for the summation over u, which is d; + ... + dy, by
d(N,n,l,w, D), since

di+...4+dy <2D'n+14+1)+ D'+ N—-2<d(N,n,l,w,D’). (A.1.27)

The exponential damping factor cA (k) ensures that the integrand decays sufficiently rapid for large k to
allow for this partial integration. Recall that the bounds on the CAG’s with one insertion, (3.2.6), only
grow polynomially in the momenta.
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The momentum integral can then be bounded by an application of the inequality (A.1.7).

d > 20+n+1-N | A S Lk
S [ e (1LY s GupCEEEL )
VM! k/A A 241

ﬂ=0d 204n+1-N ;A *AZO (A.1.28)
Sy 1 (|ﬁ|)“ Z log* (sup(12], £y) + /2!
= T \UA A
=0 V1! A A=0 272!
Substitution into (A.1.26) confirms the bound stated in the lemma. O

Now, to obtain a bound for the third term in the flow equation we have to integrate the
bound derived in lemma 6 over A’ between Ay and A. Using the identity (A.1.8) for the
A’ integral, we obtain the bound

AO ’ . 7 ’ -
[y [ )ik ) €N ) £ Oy (501 )

AA .2
<[] 25.50(04,(x0): Br)
re{l,...,.N}\{a,b}

< QK(()4n+81—4)(|w|+D’—D)+D’(n+21)3 VD' (jw| + D' — D)! " (maX15isN |xi|, 1)|w|

|xq — xp| PP |Xa — xp|
Ao L dWadwD) TG
x f dA/A/—1+D—2n—|w| oM /A Z - (_)
A n=0 \/m A
y 21+nZ+1_N log? (sup(lki,l, K;)) + VAl
241

a=0

(@n+81—4)(w|+D'—D)+D (21 VD' (lw| + D’ — D)! maxi<i<w x|\
< 50K, 5D up [ —————"1
|xa_xb| |xa_xb|
d(N.n,l,w,D’) S\ 204n+1=N A 7l
o« AD-2n—lw| Z 1 (@) Z log* (sup(‘£, £))

=0 //L' A 24 Q!

A=0
(A.1.29)

where K, is the constant from lemma 6. Recall from the flow equation, eq.(A.1.2),
that this term is to be multiplied by 4n,nj, and we also have to apply the operator S
and sum over the configurations n; + ...+ ny = n+land/y + ...+ Iy = [ as
well as over 1 < a < b < N. Note that the assumption x; = 0 guarantees that
max;<k<n |Xk|/ minj<j<j<n |X; — x;| > 1. In total we find that the inductive bound

(A.1.1) multiplied by 1/8 is reproduced under the condition that K > K|, satisfies

20N2(l+1)N_1(n+1)N+1QK(()4n+81_4)(|w|+D/_D)+D/(n+21)3 < lI<(4n-i—81—3)|wI-i-D/(n-i-Zl)3 _

(A.1.30)
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Here it is useful to note that both (2/ + n) and (4n + 8/ — 3) are always positive (since
n 4+ [ > 1), which helps one to see that the inequality can be satisfied by making K large

enough.

(B) Relevant terms (21 + |w| < D) at j = 0:

As the boundary conditions for the relevant terms are given at zero momentum, we will
first derive bounds for p = 0 and then proceed to arbitrary momentum with the help of the
Taylor expansion formula

"w

0F fn(B) = D (057 ] (0)

|w|<D—2n—|w|

Py *w/ fu(l )P T £ ()

[w|=D+1-2n—|w|

(A.1.31)

First term on the r.h.s. of the FE: 1In view of eq.(A.1.31), let us consider the
first term on the r.h.s. of the flow equation with momentum derivatives 8?"'“’ and with

2n + |Ww + w| < D at zero momentum. Integrating over A’ from 0 to A we find

2n +2 :
‘/ dA’ ( ”2+ )/d“k CN (k) 0P F sty 1 (®L, O, ik, =k, 0, 0)

- (2n2+ 2) K@n+8I=Dli+wl+D'a+21-0° /DI ([ + @] + D’ — D)

A 5 2 k24m?2
X[ dA’ A/D—(2n+2)—|w+w|ﬁ X()?,D/,D,w + ﬁ))/d4k e~ A2
0
§ d(N’"“”-ZL“w’D’) L[k HZ log” (sup(iet. )
MAV.Y 240!
1=0 M A=0
2n + 2 4 I— ~ ’ 1—1)3 =
< K n+8l—7)|w+w|+D’'(n+21-1) \/D/!(|w +w| +D’—D)!
- 2
d(N,n,l,w+w,D’) 2]l4+n—1
N , '1D—(2n+1)—|w+w]|
X X(%, D', D,w + ) Z > m,/ dA’ A

1 (lk Wiy
X ¢ A7 / d4(k/A)\/—F(%) 1ogl<sup<%,n—1))e‘~2

(A.1.32)

The momentum integral in the last line can be estimated by (cf. inequality (76) in [15])

(%) ‘)

|k |
log™(su
— g ( p(

y (&)

Jal

))e A< [log* ( ) + (N7

(A.1.33)

fd“(k/A)
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and for the subsequent sum over i we can use the bound (cf. inequality (88) in [15])

d

p 1
Y 28 (%)! <2d%?. (A.1.34)
n=0

il

For the A’ integral we make use of the inequality (cf. (89) in [15])

A B K./ n12
/ dA’ A/D—(2n+1)—|w+w| logl(—) e A2
0 m

K . - (A.1.35)
< AD-2n—litvl logA(E) if D—2n—[w+ w| >0,

20+ D)7 Mog*t (L) if D —2n — |6 + w| = 0.

Using these bounds to estimate the r.h.s. of (A.1.32) shows that this contribution satis-
fies the inductive bound, formula (A.1.1), multiplied by 1/8 +4, defined in eq.(A.1.10),
provided that K is chosen such that

12 (2”; 2) d(N,n,l, W+ w, D")¥? g2/ 0+2D0+2A-D—lw+dl — 1/8 = (A.1.36)
It can be seen that it is indeed possible to find such a K. This is easy to see for large values
of n + /. To see that it is also true for small n + [, it is useful to recall that for the first
term on the r.h.s. of the flow equation, (A.1.2), we can assume [ > 1, so K will always

have a negative exponent.
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Second term on the r.h.s of the FE: Inserting the induction hypothesis for the AG’s
with N insertion and the known bounds for the CAG’s without insertion, formula (3.2.3),
yields

‘/ dA’ 4nyny cpu;y

l]-l-lz l
ni+nyx=n+1
wiwrtwiz=w+w

Wi g A,Ao N . w3 A A w2 A, Ao
X 05 Fpanin (Bi=104::4: P1o s Pan ) 057 CRAQ) 0575, (Pamy - Pon) |

A
< 2 : 4n1n2[ dA’ A/D+4—2n—2—|w||—|w2| K(4n1+811—3+2n2+412—4)(|w||+|w2|+1)
0

li+bh=I,
witwr+wi=w—+w,
ni+nr=n+1

3 2l +n, 1ngl(lc_’)
D’ (n1+201) 1) r_ ! Y. D’ —

x K VD' (Jwi| + D' = D)! X(X. D', D, w1) cuwyy Y 241 24!

A1=0

X — |gws e—qz,j_i/’znz

A/3

153 Az(K)
V|w2|' (ny + 1, —2)! Z 2)&2)& |

9= A2=0

(A.1.37)

We again use the inequality (A.1.14) and proceed as in (A.1.35) to estimate the A’ integral.
Recall also that X (X, D', D, wy) < X(X, D', D, w) for |w;| < |w|. As a result we arrive
at the bound (A.1.1) multiplied by 1/8 #, under the condition that K satisfies the lower
bound

6 K—D (n+2D)(n+21=1)+(@n+81-7)~|w+b| 54

X Z (ny + 1)1 4ny 21 +n) 224" 2 + V2)lv+ol <

I +=l,
ni1+ny=n+1

(A.1.38)

o | —

The inequality (n + 2/)(n + 2/ — 1) > (4n + 8 — 6) ensures that K always appears with
a negative exponent on the right side, which is helpful in order to see that such a K can be

found.
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Third term on the r.h.s. of the FE : Using lemma 6, we find

A
/ dA' Y+ [ Lo A0 (04, (xa)i k.0, ..., 0) C (k) Lo (O, (x0); =, 0, ... 0)

2np,l
0 X bbb

AN -0
X [  £3.504(x):0) '
re{l,...,.N}\{a,b}

<0 K(()4n+81—4)(|w|+\1I)|+D’—D)+D/(n+2l)3 \/D’!(|w| ¥ [@W| + D' — D)!

A Atnt1=N 1Ay 4 /o
> ~ I A 1D—2n—|w|—|B|—1 —m2/A"? og”(5;) + vA!
xX(x,D,D,w-i—w)/O dA’A c > e

(A.1.39)

A=0

Since we assume N > 2, we can replace the upper limit for the summation over A by
21 + n — 1. For the integral over A’ we then use the inequality [15]

A 2l4+n—1 Yo
f dA/A/P—2n—lwl=lw|-1 e—mz/A’2 Z log (%) + \/ﬁ
0

24 A
a=0
2l4+n—1 log" 1 (£) . —
< AD-2n—lwl-i| Z 1 —A{H ;x/l!log(%) +1 if D—2n—|w|=|wl,
- A log” () ++/A! . -
= 2 P Eermr if D —2n — |w| > [
2l+n Ak
; log™(5,)
D—2n—|w|—|w| m
< 6(2 +n)A ; e

(A.1.40)

Recalling that we have to multiply (A.1.39) by 4n,n; and that we also have to apply
the symmetrization operator S and sum over the indices ny + ... +ny = n + 1 and

i+ ...+ Iy =1l,aswellasover 1 <a < b < N, we reproduce the inductive bound,
(A.1.1), multiplied by 1/8 under the condition

4. 6N2(l + I)N_1(2l +n) (n+ 1)N+1QKé)’(n—i-zl)3K(g4n+81—4)(|w|+|u7|+D/—D)
< lKD’(n+21)3K(4n+8l—3)(\w|+|u~)|)’
(A.1.41)

on K. Again, this condition can be satisfied by a sufficiently large K.
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(C) Relevant terms (2n + |w| < D) at arbitrary momentum:

In order to proceed to non-zero momentum we now make use of the Taylor series.

aW*Wf[,Azﬁ“,(@fil@Ai;F))

g, "Bl

AA N Lo
|aw ~D2n01(®i=1(914i’p)| = ‘ E
|{w|<D—2n—|w]|

(A.1.42)

s [ 0]
+ Z pw[ d‘[ﬁ (1 — )|w| 1 aw+w?D1\220[(®fv=1(9Al—; 'L'p)
lb|=D+1-2n—|w| 0 :

On the right hand side we can use the bounds previously derived in (A) and (B).
0% 750 (D103 P

|| 7 r 2l+n
< § AD —2n— w|(|1p\|) \/D'(|w|+|u:|+D D)' Z loik/(x')
w:

[w|<D—2n—|w|

A=0

x X(¥,D',D,w + w)[1/4 AD', D, n, 1, w + ) K@ 8- (wl+B)+DQl+m)?

N— N (4n+81—4)(|w|+|w|+D'~D)+D’ (2l +n)?
+24N20Q1 +m)( + DV + DV K whe "]

=\ W] =
DIl D' —D) . i
+ Y AP ('Aﬂ) v (|w|+|fv'|+ M G D Dw + )
G|=D+1—2n—|w| o

d(N,n,l,w+w,D’)

! ; 1 (" 2 logh (sup(H2, L)
~ 1 — |w|—1 Vet K 'm
x|w|/0 dr(l —17) Z —\/m( A ) Z Y5

n=0 A=0
% [1/4 AD', D, n, 1, w + ) K @n+81=3)(|w|+|@])+D’ (21 +n)?

+ ZONZQ(I + l)N—l(n + 1)N+1 K(4n+8l—4)(|w|+|lT1|+D/—D)+D’(21+n)3
0

(A.1.43)

Here K is the constant (called K there) from the bound on the CAG’s with one insertion,
(3.2.9), and Q is the constant defined in the statement of lemma 6. To obtain the r.h.s. of
the inequality above, we used the fact that the first and second term on the r.h.s. of the flow
equation satisfy the bound (A.1.1) multiplied by 1/8 « in the cases (A) and (B). Hence
the expressions include the factor 4. For the contribution from the third term in the flow
equation we also used the bounds derived above for the cases (A) and (B), but expressed
in terms of the constant K instead of K, see the inequalities (A.1.29) and (A.1.39) and

the discussion following them.
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To simplify the inequality (A.1.43), we make use of the estimates:

XX D.,D,w+w) = X(& D ,D,w) for|w|+|®]<D+1 (Al44)
V(w[+ [@]|+ D’ — D)! < V|@|/(Jw| + D’ — D)1 20wl+IB1+D'=D)/2 (5 1 45)

D!
@ = (8n)!" forw € N®" (A.1.46)
w:

d S\ wHw d+w -
1 1 1
= (@) <Yy — (@) 2K/2 (A.1.47)
VIoN = vl LA o VHI LA
d(N.n,1,% +w, D) + |&| <d(N,n,l,w,D’) for|w| < D' —2n—|w|+1
(A.1.48)

We then obtain the bound
A A Lo
|a%)fD,2n?l(®zN=l(9Ai’p)|
< AP72n=Iwl /D (lw| + D' — D)! X (%, D', D, w)

d(N,n,l,w,D’ S 21+ A p
WD (Ipl)“ilog (Sup(‘%l,%))2(|w|+|w|+1)/—p)/z

< L Ja\a) 2T am

% ( Z [1/4 AD', D01, w+ ) K (4n+81=3)({w|+@])+D’ (21 +n)>

|w|<D—2n—|w|

- 4n+81—4 +|W|+D’'—D)+D’ (21 +n)3 (8”)“‘7|

w!
% ( Z [1/4 AD', D, n, 1, w+ ) K 4n+81=3)(w|+|@])+D’ (2l +n)?
|W|<D+1-2n—|w|
+ 20N2Q(l + 1)N—1(n + 1)N+1 K(()4n+81—4)(|w|+|12)|+D’—D)+D’(2l+n)3:||II)| 2d/2)
(A.1.49)

It follows that this contribution satisfies the bound claimed in the theorem, (A.1.1), provided

that K is chosen sufficiently large such that the following two conditions are satisfied:

S (8ny) j 2 R Y SR e ntSI9)] (D! D 1w + ) < 1
j<D+1-2n—|w|

(A.1.50)

Z 24N2Q(2l —I—I’l)(l + I)N—l(n + 1)N+1 I{(g4n+81—4)(|wH—j-l-D’—D)-I-D’(21+I1)3
Jj<D+1-2n—|w|

. _dWNalw.D) _j+w+p—p 1 _ / 3
% (81’1)] j o) 5 o) 5 < _K(4n+81 3)|w|+D’(2l+n)

(A.1.51)
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It can be seen that it is indeed possible to choose K such that the conditions (A.1.50) and
(A.1.51) are satisfied (recall also that we can always assume n + [ > 1, since otherwise

the contributions vanish), which finishes the proof of proposition 5. [

With proposition 5 at hand, we are now in a position to verify bound 1 without much
effort.

Proof of bound 1. We can insert the bounds from proposition 5 into the flow equation
(A.1.2) once more and integrate over A from O to m. Note that there is a damping factor
exp(—m?/A?) in each of the terms on the r.h.s. of the flow equation, so we can bound

negative powers of A through the estimate

/ " A exp(em?yay N Dl Y@ A w0l £~ D)y
° . Vi

< p@n+wl+u=D)4 1y D—2n—|w|-p V@n — D) Nw|!

(A.1.52)

Choosing a somewhat larger constant K to accommodate for the additional powers of 2
and for the factor /(2n — D)..!, we obtain bound 1. ]

A.1.1. Alternative bound with explicit A,-dependence

It was mentioned in remark 5 that we can derive a version of bound 1 where the factor
min;<;<j<n |%; — x;|P~P" is replaced by a factor AP"~P /,/(D” — D)!. This is achieved
as follows: We follow the same inductive strategy as in the proof of bound 1. For
the first two terms on the right hand side of the flow equation (A.1.2), we can follow
exactly the same steps as before, making the adjustment min;<; <<y |x; — x;|P~P '
AP ey \/m in the definition of the placeholder X'. Concerning the source term,

we again make use of lemma 6, but we choose D = D’ for the constant appearing in that

—

lemma. The resulting bound differs from the one used in the proof of proposition 5 by
the replacement min,<; < j<y |x; — x;|P~2" — AP=P/./(D’' — D)!. We recall that by
assumption A < Ay, so we can replace the extra powers of A by powers of Ay, which
confirms that also the third term on the right hand side of the flow equation satisfies the

alternative bound.

A.1.2. Alternative bound with improved IR-behaviour

Finally, we would like to substantiate our claim in remark 5 concerning the IR-behaviour
of the bound. Recall that we introduced additional momentum derivatives at the cost of

inverse powers of |x; —x;| in the proof of lemma 6. Nothing prevents us from going further



118 APPENDIX A. DERIVATION OF BOUNDS ON SCHWINGER FUNCTIONS

and introducing r € N additional momentum derivatives this way. The resulting bound,
then, contains an additional factor A~"/r! and some additional powers of K, which
are not relevant here. This bound would of course not be consistent with the induction
hypothesis (A.1.1) due to the extra powers of A~1. However, we can get rid of this factor
with the help of the exponential oM/ A2
estimate A" e ™M/ A2 < m~"/r!. We can then bound the A integral as before in (A.1.29)

and (A.1.40) and adjust the definition of X accordingly to obtain proposition 5 with an

, which is still at our disposal, i.e. we use the

additional factor of r! (m - miny<;<;<n |x; — x;|)™" on the right hand side of the bound,

which is just the behaviour claimed in remark 5.

A.2 Proof of bound 2

We will assume x = 0 for the remainder of this proof, which allows us to keep formulas
relatively compact. The general case, xy # 0, follows quite easily in the end with the
help of the translation properties of the AG’s with insertions, eq.(3.1.48). Recalling the

decomposition (3.1.38) of the functionals Gﬁ’AO,

N
Gp ™ (®]L,04,) = hFp " (®]L,04) + [[LA(O4)) | (A2.1)

i=1

we first verify bound 2 for the factorised contribution. Estimating the remainder of the
Taylor expansion with the help of eq.(3.2.17) and using the Lowenstein rule (3.1.45) for

the spacetime derivatives, we arrive at the formula

N
’(1_ Y T -T2 9o [ [ €M 04 (i) pi)
J<A-1 i=1

1 N
} : A A—1zvqw | | AA v; .2
= ‘/(; dr ;(1 —T) X 85 £ O(a OAi(T(xi))’ pl)

vi|op|+...Flov|=A i=1
.
w AN v; g
- ) S []ENM@704,0: )
v:vy|+... oy |=A i=1
N
max;<;<y |x;|AFwi124 : .
S > ap[]fet e on0 )
witwr=w ) [vi|+...+lvy|=A i=1

(A.2.2)

The CAG’s with one insertion on the right hand side can now be estimated using the
inequality (3.2.9). It is then not hard to check that this contribution indeed satisfies the
claimed bound, (3.2.16), for a suitably large constant K.

To prove that the remaining contribution containing the F 5\ A0o_functionals also satisfies
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bound 2, we first derive the following result:

Proposition 6: Ler D = D' + A, where D' = [A1] + ... + [An] and A > 0, and

assume xy = 0. There exists a constant K > 0 such that

|8w(1 ZT] )z;\ﬁoz(®fv=1(9A,-(xi);ﬁ)l
J=A
d(N,n,l,w,D)

o _ L (1p1"
< AD—2n—|w| g(4n+8l 3)|w|KD(n+21)3\/m (_)
l;) /! A (A.2.3)

20+n 151 max_|x;]| max(wl DDA pax | |2
« Z 105’; SUP(p K)) 1<i<N ' 1<i<N
24! min |x; — x| VA
1<i<j<N

withd(N,n,l,w,D’) :=2D'(n +1 +2(N — 1)) +sup(D’ + 1 —2n — |w|, 0).

Proof. The proof is very similar to that of proposition 5. Applying the Taylor expansion
(1—=2aT ) to the flow equation (A.1.2), we can in fact follow exactly the same
inductive procedure as in the proof of proposition 5 to show that the first two terms on the
r.h.s. of the flow equation satisfy the bound (A.2.3). The only significant difference is that
in the proof we replace X (X, D', D, w), as defined in (A.1.3), by

max(|lw|,D+1)—A A
lmau](\] |xi | jmax |x; |
X (%, D', D,w) := == == A2.4
( ) min  |x; — x| VA! ( )
1<i<j<N
The only properties of this function that were used in the proof are

X(x,D',D,w;) < X(X,D',D,w) for|w;| < |w] (A.2.5)
X(X,D',D,w+w)=X(X,D',D,w) for|w|+|0|<D+1. (A.2.6)

Clearly, both these conditions are fulfilled also by X. Thus, with the adjustment X — X
one simply has to follow the same steps as in the proof of proposition 5. The main effort
in proving proposition 6 therefore goes into showing that the ’source term”, i.e. the third
term on the r.h.s. of the flow equation, satisfies the claimed bound. In order to verify our

improved bound (3.2.16), we will need, instead of lemma 6, the following estimate:
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Lemma?7: Letni+...+ny=n+1,1=01L+...+Iywithn+1+1> N and
xy = 0. Further, pick D = D' + A, where D' = [A1] + ... + [An] and A > 0. Then

we have forany 1 <a <b < N

B0 =1L [ £ Onxa)ik 5 CA)

J=A

X LB (04,00 —k pp)  [] L9 (Ou, (x0): By
re{l,..., N¥\{a,b}

A
4 +81—4 D +2[ 3 —2n— 2 2 InaX1<i<N |Xi|
< Q K( n )lwl K’ (n ) /D/'lwl' A D n |w| 1 m /A ==

v Al
(lwl-A)+ S\ M
1r<n_8<o](v|x,~| d(N.n,lw,D) (‘Z;l) 21N oo (sup(l2L, £) 4 VAT
1

(A.2.7)

where Q = A48+ WI(N 4 1)lwlglwl N2I4n+t1=NNd Q] 4 41— N)d 24, where (Jw|—
A)y = sup(Jw| — A, 0), and where Ky is the constant (called K there) appearing in our
bound on the CAG’s with one insertion, see (3.2.6). Forn + 1 + 1 < N the left hand side

vanishes.

Proof. Vanishing of the Lh.s. forn +/ + 1 < N follows again from 33 ((9,4 (0)) = 0.
We start off by decomposing the Taylor expansion into two steps. For later convenience,

we define the tuple

- Xq + Xp Xa — Xb 4N
= (1B 1= (1 cxn) €R (A.2.8)
£=(& 3 1 7 7
N — ——
a-th entry b-th entry

i.e. g? is equal to X except for the a-th and b-th entry (geometrically, § is obtained from X
by a 7 /4-rotation in the (a, b)-plane). The Taylor expansion can equivalently be expressed

in terms of the £ coordinates:

(A.2.9)

+ Y T/ 1— T
Z £§—(0,....6p,-.., 0)( , Z E>(E1558p—1,0.8p4 1501 EN))
J1<A J2<A—ji

This equation can be checked explicitly using the definition of the operators T, eq.(3.1.61).
Substituting the decomposition (A.2.9) on the left hand side of (A.2.7), we will show that
the contributions from both summands on the r.h.s. of (A.2.9) satisty the claimed bound.

For the contribution corresponding to the second term on the r.h.s. of eq.(A.2.9), this
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simply follows from lemma 6 combined with the remainder formula (3.2.17). Note in
particular that in this case

sup(w,l) = su (|§b| 1) 1, (A2.10)
|xq — xp] E=(0,....£p,....0) 21&|°

so this particular factor can be neglected in the bounds. Using the formula (3.2.17) for the

remainder of the Taylor expansion, we can write the contribution from the first term on the
r.h.s. of eq.(A.2.9) as

w (1—17)A Ao €y + &b A
aﬁfk[[dm L, O (505K ) €A (6)
&,

ié\nbA(l)b( Ah( \/_zéb); —k, ﬁb) 1_[ f'ﬁnf\o (@A’ (Tsr) pr)

re{l,....N}\{a,b}

_mA AAo §a + &b A
T 0ty Lomads O 570k ) € )

NN S R xﬁ,,A?,wA,(s,);ﬁr)]
V2 refl.... N\{a.b}

(A2.11)

The second term on the right hand side of this expression is again easily found to be
consistent with the claimed bound (A.2.7) with the help of lemma 6 together with the
Lowenstein rule (3.1.45). Using the translation properties of the CAG’s with insertions,

eq.(3.1.22), the first term on the right hand side can also be written in the form

oo [ o<

rsa+sb

w1+w2 w

i (P2, oK)V L i Yy (P20, et P20 —1)TE

aw1 l(Pzna Tt +k)

852 | Lm0 (04, (0); k. pa)CH (k) LS, (O, (0); =k, ) [ | 25,0704, (0); pr)
r#a,b

(A.2.12)

Our aim is now to get rid of the momentum derivatives on the exponential in the second
line. Let us first consider derivatives with respect to p, with r # a,b. Every such
derivative on the exponential yields a factor i t&,. Each of those factors of 7, in turn, allows
us to perform a partial integration in t without picking up a boundary contribution, i.e. we

can use

1 1
/ dr(l—r)A—l-z"af...:(—1)”] drd? (1—o)2 1 ™) 02 ..., (A2.13)
0 0
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which holds for n < A. The momentum derivatives with respect to p, and p yield factors
of i (€, & £)/~/2, respectively. The additional factors of T can again be used to perform
partial integrations as above. The powers of &5, on the other hand, can be transformed
into k-derivatives, which can then be moved to the term in the last line of (A.2.12) via
partial integration in k. Summing up, we can estimate (A.2.12) via [recall that we use the

notation (¢)+ = sup(c,0)]

[pax x|
== min(|Jwy|,A—1) A1 |wq] > 1max(A—|wq],1)
‘(A.Z.IZ)‘ <y e fo de g8 (1 = pya-tghon) | | \
w)tw;=w
(wil-A+1)4
maxi<i<n |Xi| ) f wa (w1 —A+1)4 | oA A A
xsup | ——————, 1 9-70 579 (04,(0); k, pa) C* (k)
( | Xa — xp]/2 K Pk 2nacla

x 2380 (04, (0):=k. po) [] £320 (04,(0): 5r)

r#a,b

(A.2.14)

where the index « € {1,...,4} on the k-derivatives satisfies ||x, — xp|| = |(Xg — Xp)al.

Using the bounds on the CAG’s with one insertion, (3.2.6), as well as the estimate

1

! Aln!
[ dr !8’; ((1 —7)A. r”)‘ < 2”/ dr sup (1 —=0)2™. e LS <2"n!,
0 0 0<m=<n (A —m)!m!
(A.2.15)

the claimed bound, (A.2.7), is verified after some straightforward algebraic manipulations

and estimates. O]

Returning to the proof of proposition 6, recall that our final task to finish the proof is
to make sure that the source term, i.e. the third term on the right hand side of the flow
equation, satisfies the claimed bound. For this purpose, we have to estimate the A integral
over the bound we have just derived in lemma 7. To achieve this, one can again follow the
same computational steps as in the proof of proposition 5, i.e. we make use of the estimate

(A.1.8). We spare the reader the repetition of these calculations. [

With proposition 6 at hand, we can now remove the dependence on the IR-cutoff just as
in the estimate (A.1.52). This finishes the proof of bound 2 for the case xy = 0. As
mentioned above, one can use the translation properties of the amputated Green’s functions

with insertions, eq.(3.1.48), in order to generalise the bound to xy # 0.
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A.3 Proof of bound 3

Our strategy here will be similar to that of the previous two sections. First, we will derive
a bound on the H%+2o-functionals for arbitrary A with the help of the inductive scheme
based on the renormalisation flow equations. To verify bound 3 we will then remove the A

dependence under the assumption A < m.

Proposition 7: Let D < [A]+ ...+ [Ap] and xpr = O. There exists a constant K > 0
such that

aw%A,Ao M ) . oaN .2 A—1—2W—|w|
|17 2n,l ([®i=1 Ai(xi)]D’®i=M+1(9Ai(xi)vp)|S

min |Xi —Xj|D

1<i<M
M+1<j<N
\/(|w| + D'+ 1)! D/!K(4n+81—3)|w|+D’(n+21)3
X
min |xi _ xj|[A1]+...+[AM]—D min |Xi _ xj|[AM+1]+...+[AN]+l
1<i<N,i#j 1<i<N,i#j
1<j<M M+1<j<N
D'+|w|+1
" ( maxi<;<p X maxp +1<i<N |Xi — Xn| )
mini<i<j<m |Xi — X minyyi<i<j<n [Xi — X;]
lw|
max |[Xx; d(N,n,l,w,D’) N IET) A Pl Kk
) Jma, il 537 (|p|) 3 los (sup(‘2L, £))
min X; — Xj Ju! LA 2401
1§i§M<j§N| i jl w=0 M =0

(A.3.1)

with D' = [A]+...+[An]and d(N,n,l,w, D’) := 2D'(n+1+2(N —1)) +sup(D’+
1—2n—|wl,0).
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Proof of proposition 7. Our strategy is to use the same inductive scheme as in the proof of
proposition 5. Our task is to integrate the flow equation for #, which can be written as [cf.
eq.(3.1.51)]

A A . .
9002 905 (18M 104,10 @4y 410, p1. - o) =

2n + 2 .
=( ; )/kcA(m 90NN (1901010 1O ik —k pi .. p2n)

-S |:8;7’ Z 4”1”2J€D’21:101 " ([®f‘i1(9Ai]D; ®]]-V:M+1(9A‘,-;q,p1, . -,pznl—l)

Lh+1=I
ni+nx=n+1
S A AA
x CA ) 2229 (pany..... pan)
_ Z 4”1”28w[ Dzn(l),l <®,~:1(9Al-,k,p1,...,pan_l)
h+l=1-2
ni+nzx=n+1
x CA ) Tyt (D10 =K, pany- . pon)
AA . - AA
D SRR R (v NCTRTN AR | v OIS
h+.+ipyg1=1-1 re{l,...M}\{a}
ni+..tnyr1=n+1
1<a<M
Ay AA N ‘
C (k) ZnM—?—l lM+1 (®1=M+1(9Al,_k, pan,,pzn)
AA LR ALA o
- D nanmdy / 280 Oack ) [1 £ Oa )
Im+...+Hiv=I-1 re{M+1,...,N}\{a}
ny+...+ny=n+1
M+1<a<N

x CA (k) [1)\2An0 » (®f‘i1(914i;—k,p1, .. .,pan_l)

— Y dnanpd¥ / Lo (Ouuik, 5a) CRK)VESRY (Oa,: k. Bp) [ 22,20 m:ﬁ»]

Li+..+in=l re{l,...,.Ni\{a,b}
ni+...+ny=n+1
1<a<M<b<N

(A3.2)

Note that, in contrast to the proof of proposition 5, we do not have to distinguish between
relevant and irrelevant contributions. Here the boundary conditions for the H -2 func-
tionals, eq.(3.1.52), imply that we always integrate from A to A. In the following we will
estimate each of the terms on the r.h.s. of eq.(A.3.2) separately.

First and second term: The first two terms on the r.h.s. of the flow equation, which
are linear in 0240 can be estimated using the same inductive scheme used in the proof

of proposition 5. As mentioned above, we only have to consider the part of the induction
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which refers to irrelevant contributions. Collecting all the X dependent terms in X,

maxi<j<p |Xi| | maxpm4i<i<n [Xi—xN|
ming<j<j<p % —x;| minar1<i<j<n 1%i—x;|

)D’+|w+1

X(x,D',D,w):= (
( ) min |)Ci — )leD min |xi — xj|[A1]+...+[AM]—D

1<i<M 1<i<N,i#]j

M+1<j<N 1<j<M
. lw
max |x;|
1 1<i<N
X

min |x; — x; |[[Am il AlAn]H min  |x; — x|
1<i<N,i#j 1<i<M<j<N
M+1<j<N

(A.3.3)

we can follow exactly the same steps as in the proof of proposition 5 (our boundary
conditions correspond to the case D = —1 there). Note that, crucially, X satisfies the
condition (A.2.5), and that the condition (A.2.6), which is not satisfied by X, is not used
in the part of the proof dealing with irrelevant contributions. We will not repeat the lengthy

estimates here.

Third term: In order to estimate the third term on the r.h.s. of the flow equation, we

will make use of he following lemma.

Lemmas8: Letny +n, = n+1landl —2 = Iy +1, > 0. Further, let p, =
(P1s--+» Pani—1) and Py = (Panys- - - » Pan). Then we have for any D < [A1]+. ..+ [Aum]

‘ 93 /k fﬁﬁéﬁ?,zl(&ﬂil@m (x;):k, p1) C2 (k) 372%{‘]2(®J’.V=M+1(9Aj (x;): —k. )

< QK§SITIIED) gD k2l A —2nlwl=2 o=m?/A* [ 3D 1)1 D]

D 1
maxXi<i<p |Xi| | maxpyi<i=n [Xi—XN| Hhol+
« ming<j<;j<m [Xi—%;| minp41<i<j<n [Xi—x;]
min |xi _ x]‘|[A1]+"'+[AM]_D min |xi _ xj|[AM+1]+...+[AN]+1|XN|D
1<i<j<M M+1<i<j<N
d(N,n,l,w,D") >\ M 21+n-3 A Pl «
Loy (|p|) 3o log (sup(CE. 5)) + VA!
1 AL
= Vr! \A = 240

(A.34)

where Q = 18WI+D 2214144 (2] 4 n)d and where Ky is the constant (called K there)

appearing in our bound on the F-functionals, see proposition 5.
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Proof. Using the translation properties of the F-functionals, the integral can be written as
r\-'A,A . = ~ A (\-'A,A . g
‘ 811%) /];fD,Zn(l)yll (®£‘i1(914i (xi)v ka pl) C (k) ‘f/2n27lg (®£\;M+1(9Ai(xi)’_k’p2)

w3 i +..t —ik
/1; Z C{w;} 853elxzv(172n1 DPan)—ikxn

w1 tw2t+wz=w

=

)OI (8,04, ()i k. 1) CAE)

AA N . =
X 3?,32372,,2,12 (®i=M+1(9Ai (xi —xn);—k, pz) ‘

(A.3.5)

The momentum derivatives on the exponential can turned into k-derivatives and moved
onto the moments of the F-functionals via partial integration. Just as in the proof of lemma
6, we now introduce D additional k-derivatives at the cost of a factor (2/|xy|)?, in order
to obtain the desired dependence on A. Hence

‘ i /k Fpionyy (B1L104, )ik 1) CR k) T30 (870111 O, (x1): =K. o)

. . 2 \?
/ Z Crun eV (P2n; t-tp2n)—ikxn ( )
k

w1 twrtwz=w |XN|

=

x 9p 0} (ag"?g‘;ﬁf,h (®M,04,(x:): k, pr) C2(k)

X 32)2?22’21,\12 (®iZp-410a; (xi = xn); =k, 132)) ‘
(A3.6)

where o € {1, ..., 4} corresponds to the maximal component of xy, i.e. |[xy]|| =: [XN .«
Distributing the k-derivatives over the three factors, substituting our bounds for the F-
functionals [see proposition 5] and estimating the k-integral as in (A.1.28) then yields the

lemma after some elementary estimates for binomial factors. 0
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Continuing the proof of proposition 7, we can now estimate the A-integral over the third

term on the r.h.s. of the flow equation. Using lemma 8 and the bound (A.1.7), we find

Ao
AN A . = A/ A, A . >
[ away [, @t onsk 5) €V 0 FX @y Onik ) |

S\ M .
(R) 2 ogup(2. £)
\/m AZ:(:) 240!

d
< A—1—2n—|w| SQK(()4n+81—3)(|w|+D)+D’(n+21)3 Z
n=0

max |x;] max |x;—xy| \ PH1Fwl
\/(|U)| + D,+ 1)'D,' l<isM . M<i<N
: : min  |x;—x;| min [x;—x; |
x l<i<j<M M<i<j<N
min |xi — _le[Al]+---+[AM]_D min |xl~ — .Xj|[AM+1]+"'+[AN]+1|XN|D
1<i<j<M M+1<i<j<N

(A.3.7)

where K is the constant from lemma 8 (called K there). Multiplying this bound by 4n1n,,
applying the operator S and summing over the configurations ny + n, = n + 1 and
Iy + I, = | — 2 we find that the inductive bound (A.3.1), multiplied by 1/6, is fulfilled

under the condition that K satisfies (recall also that we assumed D < D’ in the proposition)

200 (n+1)*Q K(()4n+81—3)(|w|+D) KOD/(n+2l)3 < éK(4n+81—3)|w| KD'@+2D> (A 38)

Here it is useful to note that both (2/ + n) and (4n + 8/ — 3) are always positive (since
[ > 2 for this contribution), which helps one to see that the inequality can be satisfied by
making K large enough.
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Fourth and fifth term: The following lemma will help us to estimate both these
contributions:

Lemma9: Letn, +...+nyy1 =n+landl —1 =11+ ...+ Ip+1. Further, let
pi be defined as in eq.(A.1.18). Then we have for any D < [Ap+1] + ... + [An] and
aef{l,...,M}

AA = AA >
o [ b Oniki T[] E5 O
k rell,..M\{a}

XC (k) 7 A-Bo (®,N=M+1(9A,~;_k,p2nM,-~~’P2n)

D.2np+1.0pm+1

<0 K(g4n+81—3)(|w|+D+[A1]+...+[AM]+1)K(?’(n+21)3 A2 lwl=2 e—mz/A2

= \/m A 2%\!

D+[A1]+...+[Ap ]+ w|+1
\/(|w| + D'+ 1) D" ( WAXM +1<i<N lxi —xn | ) ! M ITiw (

minps 1<i<j<n [Xi—X;|

A=0

) 1wl
maxi<j<mM x|
[xn—xal

|XN _ xa|[A1]+‘°'+[AM]+D+1 minM+1§i<j§N |-xi _ le[AM+1]+...+[AN]—D

(A.3.9)

X

where Q¢ = (M + 2)\w| 6|w|+D+[A1]+...+[AM]+1(M + 1)21+n—M+1(M 4 l)d(ZZ +n—
M + 1) d and where Ky is the constant (called K there) appearing in our bound on the
F -functionals, see proposition 5.

Proof. Using the same strategy as in the proof of lemma 8, we can estimate the L.h.s. of
eq.(A.3.9) as

o [ b @aiki) [T 252045
k refl,...Mi\ia}

« €M) F Ao (&Y 21O =k Pamags s Pon) ‘

D 200+, +1

[wi |
; X; 1
= E C{w;} (maXISISMl ll) [A{]+..+[Arp]1+D+1
|xqa — xn1/2 (|xq — xn|/2)tAlt-+lAm

witwr=w

Arl+..+[Ap]+D+1 pAA AA =
[alEal]+ +[Am1+D+ +|w1|a;32( - (1) (04,(0); k, pj) l_[ izn,,?,((QAr(O)’Pr)
k re{l,...M}\{a}

X

= AA
X CA(k) D 2n0M+lalM+l (®1]V=M+1(9A, ('xl - XN)’ _kv pan ety p2n) ) ‘
(A.3.10)
We now distribute the momentum derivatives over the factors, pull the modulus inside the

integral and substitute our previous bounds from (3.2.6) and (A.1.1). Using also (A.1.28)

to estimate the momentum integral, we arrive at the lemma, after some straightforward
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algebraic manipulations and elementary estimates. [

This lemma allows us to find a bound for the A integral of both the fourth and the fifth
term on the r.h.s. of the flow equation, (A.3.2). Using the case D = —1 in the lemma, we
can estimate the A-integral over the fourth term on the r.h.s. of the flow equation as (here

we choose againa € {1,..., M})

Ao ALA AA
/ dA/8§/ :8271;,13 (OQa,:k, Pa) l_[ izn’r,l(r)(@“‘r; Pr)
A k re{l,...MN\{a}

K CNERFND (DN O4 ik pamgse s pan) ‘

201 +1,00 +1

maxps+1<i<N |Xi—Xn|
minps41<i<j<nN |Xi—X;|

)[A1]+...+[AM] (

maxp41<i<N IXi—x¥n|  maxi<i<m |Xil ol

minps+1<i<j<nN X —X;| [x N —Xa]

- |xa — le[Al]+--.+[AM] mln |_xl- — le[AM+l]+...+[AN]+1
M<i<j<N

— 4 3

d(N,n,l,w,D’ - l+n—M pl «
5 ( ) 1 (|p|)u 2l+n 1Ogl(sup(|l%|, E))
Z Z A
=0 ,//,L! A o 24 Q)

(A3.11)

where K is the constant from lemma 9. Multiplying the bound (A.3.11) by 4n nps41,
applying the operator S and summing over the configurations ny + ... 4+ np 41 =n + 1
andl; 4+ ...+ Iy+1 =1 —1aswellasover 1 <a < M, we find that the inductive bound
is reproduced under the condition that K satisfies

2OMIM(n + 1)M+3QK(()4n+81—3)(|w|+[A1]+...+[AM])Ké)’(n-i-zl)3
< lK(4n+81—3)|w|+D’(n+2l)3

(A.3.12)

which can always be achieved by a large enough K.

For the fifth term on the r.h.s. of the flow equation we use lemma 9 again, but we
exchange the role of the indices (1,...,M) <> (M +1,..., N) to obtain the bound (here
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wefixae{M +1,...,N})

Ao
A LA A LA
‘f dA/a§ L5 (O, i k. Pa) I Lon 12 (O, Dr)
A re{M+1,..,N\{a}

XCA/(k)ﬁA Ao ( lg‘il(gAi;_kaPZI’l]a-"ap2nM—l)

D2na, g

maxi<i<m |Xi—Xnm|
ming <j<j<m |Xi—x;|

D+[A ..+[A 1
) +[ M+1]+ +[ N]+ (maxlfiSM ‘xi_xM| ) maxps +1<i<N |xl|)|w|

ming<j<j<m X —X;| lxa—xa|

- mln |xi — le[Al]+.--+[AM]_D|xa — xM|[AM+1]+...+[AN]+D+1
1<i<j<M

X 50 K(()4n+81—3)(|w|+D+[AM+1]+...+[AN]+1) KD’(n+21)3 A~ 1-2n—(w|

d(N,n,l,w,D’ l+n—(N—-M K
_ Q=D+ DD ' ('p')MHZ( ' log* (sup(12., £))
_ D Z /o A
12;1151}\4 i = u=0 ! A=0 24
M+1<j<N

(A.3.13)

By the same arguments as above, and also recalling that we assumed xjp; = 0 in the
proposition, we find that the inductive bound is reproduced under the condition that K

satisfies

20(N _ M)IN_M(I’I + 1)N—M+3 Q K(()4n+81_3)(|w|+[AM+1]+~~~+[AN]+1) K()D,(n+21)3

< lK(4n+81—3)|w| KD’(n+2[)3

(A.3.14)

which can always be achieved by a large enough K.

Sixth term: The last term on the r.h.s. of the flow equation (A.3.2) can be estimated
with the help of lemma 6. If we take the D = —1 in the inequality (A.1.19), multiply by
4nynp, apply the operator S and sum over the configurations ny + ... +ny =n + 1 and
Ii+...+Ily =laswellasover ]l <a <M and M +1 < b < N, we find that this
bound is consistent with the inequality (A.3.1), provided K is chosen large enough that

N- N (4n+8l—4)(|w|+D’+1) -D’'(n+20)3
20N2(1 4+ DY + DY K v Ky "

A3.15
< lK(4n+8l—3)|w|+D’(n+21)3 ( )
— 8 b
which, again, can always be satisfied by an appropriate choice of K. 0

Bound 3 is obtained from proposition 7 by inserting the inequality (A.3.1) into the flow
equation (A.3.2) and integrating over A from 0 to m. The procedure is analogous to the
derivation of bound 1, see (A.1.52).
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A.4 Proof of bound 4

To arrive at the claimed bound, we follow the same steps as in the proof of proposition 7.
The main difference is that in the case at hand we make use of proposition 6 to estimate

the Taylor expansion of the regularised AG’s.

Proposition 8: Ler D = [A;] + ... + [Am] + A and xp = 0 and assume |x;| < |x;|
foralll <i <M < j < N. There exists a constant K > 0 such that

|8,lg(1 - Z T’ *)‘%2[;’,11\0 ([®ij\il(91‘1i (xi)]p; ®1N=M+1(9A,~ (x1); 13) |

(X1505Xp1)—>0
Jj<A

: / 151)" 5
JTw[1D/1 K @n+8I=3wl+(D’+8)n-+21)> dNomlw D'+A) (%) 2 100t (sup (L2, £)

K’'m

—_— . /7
A1+2n+|w| minj<j<j<y |xi _ leD +2

A
(max |x;] - max |x; —le) max |x; — x;j 2D"+3lwl+2
1<i<M M<i<N 1<i<j<N
min _|x;|271.  min |x; — x;|4 min |x; — ;|
M<j<N M<i<j<N 1<i<j<N

(A4.1)

with D' = [A1]+...+[Any]and d(N,n,l,w, D) :=2D'(n+1+2(N —1)) +sup(D +
1—2n—|wl,0).

Proof. We follow the same strategy as in the proof of proposition 7. Applying the operator
(1=>" <A T/) to both sides of the flow equation (A.3.2), we again bound all six terms
on the right hand side separately. Since the procedure is very close to that described in the

previous section, we only focus on the differences in the proof.

e For the first two terms on the right hand side of the flow equation we again verify the
bound (A.4.1) inductively. Adjusting the expression X (X, D’, D, w) accordingly,

this part of the proof works just the same way as in propositions 5 and 7.

e For the third and fifth term, the only difference to the proof presented in the previous
section is that we make use of proposition 6 to bound the Taylor expansion of the
moments of Fg’AO (®M,04,).

e To estimate the fourth term, we make use of the expression (3.2.17) for the remainder
of the Taylor expansion and pull the resulting spacetime derivatives in the CAG’s
with the help of the Lowenstein rule (3.1.45). We can then proceed as before, i.e.

use lemma 9 and integrate over A as in (A.3.11). We also make use of the inequality

(1—-1) - 1 (1—-1) - 1

v — txal el 12— 2] T

(A.4.2)
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which holds for all 1 < a < M under the assumption |x,| < |xy]|.

e Finally, to verify our bound for the sixth term on the r.h.s. of the flow equation, we
again make use of eq.(3.2.17) for the remainder of the Taylor expansion and pull
spacetime derivatives into CAG’s using (3.1.45). We can then use lemma 6 and

estimate the A integral as before. Here we also make use of the inequality

(1—-r1) 1
< (A4.3)
|xp — TXa| ~ [xa]
which holds forall 1 <a < M < b < N under the assumption |x,| < |xp]. O

We are now ready to finish the proof of bound 4. Recall the definition of the partially

regularised AG’s with insertions,

GA’AO ([®iA110Ai]D ®1\]\g+1 (9Ai) = Gzl)\’AO(@zAil@Ai) GA’AO(®1N=M+1(9A,~)

i2104,10: ®; L1 41104;) -

Combing corollary 1 and bound 2, we find that the Taylor expansion of first term on the
r.h.s. of the equation above satisfies the claimed inequality, (3.2.21). To estimate the
contribution from the H -2 functional, we use proposition 8. We can remove the cutoff
dependence from that bound as in (A.1.52) and arrive at an estimate consistent with bound
4 in the case xp; = 0. The general case x3; # 0 is obtained with the help of the translation

property (3.1.59).

A.5 Proof of proposition 4

We make use of the decomposition GA-20(QN_ 0y.) = AF M2 (@N. 94 )+]TL, LAA0(O4,)
and study the g-derivative of the expressions on the right side of this equation. To begin
with, consider the derivative of the factorised contribution to 9, GA20(@N. 94, (x;)).

Using proposition 3 we find

N N N

h

hog [ L4"004) = / d'y YLy (0a, ® ¢ () [T L4004 (A5

i=1 ' j=1 i=1
i#J
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We find a similar contribution on the r.h.s. of eq.(3.6.8):

a4 Z > €S L, 0. x) LA O () HLA Ro(@,,)

j=1[C]=4,] izl
N

d*y Z( %1 (04, ® ¢4 () = A0, ® 0* () [T LA(04))
i=1
i#j

(A5.2)

In the second line we made use of lemma 2. We see that the first term on the r.h.s. of
(A.5.2) coincides with the r.h.s. of equation (A.5.1), which means that these terms cancel
in equation (3.6.8). Note also that the factorised contributions (i.e. terms containing only
CAG’s with one insertion) to the first two terms on the r.h.s of equation (3.6.8) cancel each
other. Let us now come to the various contributions from the F2-Ao-functionals. Consider

first the g-derivative of the flow equation for F4-A0

Ip0g FA2 (N 104,)

h 6 ] ] . )
—(—, CA x —) 3, FAP QN 04) — (— 0, FA2 (@M 9y), CA « —LAA0
2(8(p 8(p) g (®z—1 Az) <8(p g (®1—1 Az) *8(‘0 )
1) . 5 1
—( - PR, 04)), CH % —— [ d*y LA (g*(y)))
S Sp 4!
5 1 . )
b Y (g [ LSO 9 00,0 e DL, [T 104
1<i<j<N ¢ ¢ re{l,...N}\{i,j}
) . )
+ Y (= LN(O4). CP x —LA(04)))
- S 1) /
1<i<j<N
1
<Y gfaviiesedon. T 1Mo,
ke{l,..N}\{i,j} re{l,...N}\{i,j.k}

(A.5.3)

where we made use of proposition 3. The boundary conditions read

00, 7 FA0A(RIL Ogi p) =0 foralln, I, w. (A.5.4)
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We want to compare this to the flow equations for the terms on the r.h.s. of eq.(3.6.8). To
start with, we have

~1
In— [ d*y FA2 QN 04, ® ¢* (1))

41

B .. 8 —1

=205, Chw T /d4y A8 00 8 9'0)

5 —1 5

Sy / dty FAMO@N 04 @ ¢*(). CA » —LA0)

S 4' ¢

5

S LAAO((QA) Chx o LA(04) [ LM (O, )/ LA ()
1<t 7N ¢ re{l, N\, /}

8 5 1 =
= D (g 04 R x o [ LR o)) [ L4004

r#j

(A5.5)
Next, we have
1
A (FA’A°(®5V=1(9A,-)E/d4y LA’AO(w“(y)))
h 8
2 S

(%,CA —) FAR(®]L, 04, )—/d4y LYo (*(y))

iLA,Ao)
S¢

) 51
&DF“O(@, (040,08 0 o [ty LMt

+Z LAAO((9 ), CA & ;pLA’AO(@Aj)) [TL%" 04 )/ e R (A(0))

1<z<]<N re{l,...N}\{i,j}

)
_(%

— 7

1 .
PN, 00)y; [ 4ty LAt ¢ s

(A.5.6)
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Finally, for the last term in eq.(3.6.8):

1
I (4' /d4yz Z K€A Aj (s x])FA AO(®r 1(9A (xl)®(9c(x])))

J=1[C]=[A)]

h 6 . 6 1
2<5<p Chx 8<p>4!/ yz Z €AA(y’xJ)FAAO(®' 1(9A (xi) ® Oc(x;))

J=1[C]<[A4;]
d* )
- [ yZ 3 64, 0 ) EM@Y, 0, (1) ® Oc (), C w1
¢ 'S cl=i ¢
8
- ) LAAO(OA) Chx o LA(O0y)

1<l<j<N

< Y —/d4 LAMN©@, @) [ LA(04)

ke{l,..,N}\{i,j} re{l,....N}\{i,jk}

9 padee, )

+h Y | LAAO((9A) CA « o

1<l<]<N

AA
x o [ty esedton [ LA%©s)
ke{l,..., N}\{l J} re{l,...,N}\{i,j.k}

5 1
—h oy L“O(OA)CA*S—E [ dyLA2 04, @ () [ L4004,

1<1<]<N re{l,...N}\{i,j}
51
+hoy | L“O(@ a0 € o | AVLEN Oa @@t o0 T L5(O04)
l<l<]<N re{l,..., NI\, j}

(A.5.7)
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Also recall the remaining term from eq.(A.5.2), which satisfies the flow equation

N S LA, © () ﬂ LAR0(@,)

j=1

,;sj
h 6 ‘A, A a
2(8(,0 ¢ 8(p 4' ZL ((91‘1 ® ¢ (y))l_[L ((9A)
t#/
5 —1 A,Ag AAo A, by e
_<8—I J’ZL (04, ®§0(y))1_[L (04 )C 8 — ARy
('0 ’ =1 i=1 QD
i#j
1)
HhOYD (G LAN0,).Ch e L)

8¢

1<l<]<N

Y g at s eeton TT Lo

ke{l,..,N}\{i,j} re{l,....N}\{i,j.k}

) § 1
1 Y L), 00w o [ a1 A0, @0t [T L)
1=i<j=v ¢ refl,...N}\Gi, /)

5 5 1 a
+ 30 GoLA04).C0 e [atyi o) [T L0,
Jj€{1,...,N} ¢ ;:/‘

(A5.8)

Now, summing up equations (A.5.5),(A.5.6),(A.5.7) and (A.5.8), one can check that these
contributions satisfy the same flow equation as 7 3, F 420 (@ 0y4,), see eq.(A.5.3). Also
note that all these contributions satisfy the boundary conditions of the form (A.5.4). It
follows that the left and right hand side of equation (3.6.8) are equal.



Computations in the 1/ N-expansion
of the Gross-Neveu model

In this appendix we collect some of the explicit, but somewhat lengthy, calculations that

are used in our treatment of the 1/ N -expansion of the GN-model.

B.1 The 4-point function to order 1/N

In eq.(4.2.18) we gave an explicit expression for the 4-point function of the basic field.
Here we are going to present the calculation leading to that equation. Up to order 1/ N,

the connected Feynman diagrams contributing to the 4-point function are

el 3 3

Figure B.1.: Connected contributions to the 4-point function

Let us denote the fermion propagator by

_ @p b
Sa,g(x) = (Tl/fa(x)Wﬂ(O)) = (27.[?2 plz(p_—]:fljl_)FfG e (B 1 ])

= (ia_g—nm)“BKo(m V—=x2?+ie),
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where «, B are spinor indices and where K (x) is a modified Bessel function of the second
kind, defined e.g. via the integral [60]

K,(x) = ol / ooz—"—le—’—xz/‘” ds (B.1.2)
n - 2n+1 0 1.

for n € Z. Using the rules given in table 4.1 to translate Feynman diagrams into equations,

we obtain

: _ I e 28 (—ig)" —x) 85" (—
Fig. B.l = N’;/d §1...d%, (—ig)" Sial(ér —x) Sﬁ (=61) (B.1.3)

X Sin(E1 — 620872 (62 — £1) -+ Sispy (60 — 21) S5 (22 — £n)

The integration over the fermion loops can be performed as follows'.

/ A%y Sep(x — )SP(y —x)Sys(y —2)S7(z — y)

_ 4/d2y/ dpi...dpZ (P P2 +m?)(Py Pay +m?)
(2m)® (pi —m?)---(pi —m?)
x @ X (P1=p2) =iy (P2=P1+P3~P4) ,~iz(Pa—D3)

_ 4/ dp?...dp3 (py pau +m>)(P5 (s + p2— p1)y + m?)e &= P1=p2)
(2m)° (pt —m?) -+ (p3 —m?)((p3 + p2 — p1)> —m?)

_ [ dpidp3
) @)t

Sap (1) SP (pr)e =2 P1=r)

dp3  —(p¥(ps + p2— p1)u + m?)
(27)? (p3 —m?)((p3 + p2 — p1)? —m?)

X 2

(B.1.4)

Performing a Wick rotation and introducing a UV-cutoff A, the integral over p; can be

computed (see also [61]):

A (e (K + @)+ m?)

2m)? (k> —m?)((k + q)> —m?)

. — — , (B.1.5)
i ( 4m? — g* log Vam?2 —q? — \/—q> m )

= — —log —
L -4 Vi =g+ = N

IThe i€ terms are of no relevance to our calculations, so we suppress them in the following. Recall also
that we assume x to be spacelike
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Substituting this result for the fermion loops into eq.(B.1.3) yields
Ppdq & s it —iam —ig [ Pk KA = P+ m)apk +m)f e’
- [ LSS @ereei 2K =P+ Ml ¥ 1
(2m)* N J @n)* (k> —=m?)((k +q — p)> —m?)

o[ ([ Vi G- a e '
s 2

~G-p? VG i@ N

(B.1.6)
Performing the geometric series and recalling form eq.(4.2.14) that
g0 oMy (B.1.7)
O e <1
2w A2

we arrive at the form

A2pd2q S,u(p)S}(q)e'P e ami [ d%k K+ ¢ — p + map(k + m)f e/

(2m)* B(g — p) N J @2n)? (k2 —=m?)((k +q — p)*> —m?)
(B.1.8)

where B(k) is the function defined in equation (4.2.19). Finally, rewriting the k-integral

as

k. (K+g—p+mapk +m)ge™
/ @) (k2 =m>)((k +q - p)* = m?)
Pk [(=ids + ¢ — p 4+ m)(—ids +m)lap e’
. (277)2 (k2 - m2)((k +q— P)2 - m2) (B.1.9)
= Mg —p+m—id)0m =il
§ / 1 YK —a( = a)(g = p))lerPeD
0 Vvm? —a(l —a)(q — p)?

we arrive at eq.(4.2.18).

B.2 Short distance expansion of correlation functions

For the derivation of the OPE coefficients in section 4.2.2 we needed explicit expressions
for the short distance expansion of various correlation functions. Here we will give the

computations leading to those formulae.
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Derivation of equation (4.2.25): Contracting the spinor indices in our formula for
the 4-point function yields

(Vo ()Y (0) Y52V (22)) — (W o ()Y *(0)) (V5 (z0) ¥ P (22))
) d?p d?q (p"q, + m?) el (Z1=x)p+i(x—22)q o, 2
=N ] et oy Bl p) TP )
y /1 » V=x2K\[/=x2(m? — a(1 — a)(q — p)?)]ei¥@— =D
0 \/mz—a(l—“)(q—P)z

T (77 )V O) + 013

1
N
(B.2.1)

In the last line of this equation we can substitute the explicit expression for the two point

functions, eq.(B.1.1), to obtain

- —B o _ 2 dzp d2q (p"q. + m?) eiz1p+i(x—22)q
Wal)Pp ) (V7 20V (00 = NJ (@n)? (p? —m?)(q? — m?)
3 d2p d2q (p*q. + m?) elZ1p=izng

"N et (P —mA)(@—m?)

1
N

+ O(x)
(B.2.2)

The expression in the third line of eq.(B.2.1) can be rewritten as follows (here we replace

the difference of the two momenta, (¢ — p), by k for the sake of brevity):

\/—XZKI[\/_xz(mz —a(l — a)kz)]eixk(a—l)
Vm? —a(l — a)k?

[k — i0,)"(=idy)y + m’] /0 do

1
= / do @D g1 /—x2(m2 — a(1 — a)k?)] - (— 2 —3ik"x,(ax — 1))
0

1
+ 2/ do \/—x2(m2 _ Ol(l _ a)kZ) . Kl[\/_XZ(mz _ O[(l _ O[)kz)]eixk(a_l)
0
(B.2.3)

Using the short distance expansion for the modified Bessel functions,

xel®E

Ko(x) = —log + 0(x?) (B.2.4)

Ki(x) = % + 0O(x) (B.2.5)
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where [y is the Euler-Mascheroni constant, we arrive at the equation

. . 1 \/_szl[\/_XZ(mz _ a(l _ a)kZ)]eixk(a—l)
k — ax '(— 8x v 2 d
[(k —i0x)"(=i0x)y + m?]  do N

= 2/1doz <log \/_XZGFE(mZ — ol —a)k?) + 1) + O(x)
0

2
27 gz _xzeer
= - [1 — 2—log (T)} + B(k) + O(x)
(B.2.6)

The integral in the second line was performed using MATHEMATICA. We can now
substitute equations (B.2.2) and (B.2.6) into equation (B.2.1), which yields the short
distance expansion

(Vo ()Y (0) Y 5 (z)VP (22)) — (W o ()Y (0)) (V5 (z0) ¥ P (22))

B 4 d2p dzq (quM + m2) eizlp—i-izzq g2 _XZeZFE

N @t P—md) @ —m?) Bl —p) [ ( ) * O(X)]
1

as claimed in equation (4.2.25).

Derivation of equation (4.2.32):  Our formula for the 4-point function implies

(Vo () @)™ "9 (0) ¥, 20V (22)) — (Y () (yu) P 0" Y5(0)) (¥, (20) Y7 (22)
_ =2 [ dpdPq (piqy + m?) G IpFiG=E L
"N et (R omh@—mBlg—p TP HRE
« / L VR KR —a( = a)(g — )y
0 Vm? —a(l—a)(q — p)?

(Fa¥z2)) () (0 G005 0)) + O(5p5)

1
N
(B.2.8)

Inserting the known 2-point function in the last line, we find for the disconnected contribu-
tion

Vo WA(22)) ()™ (7 (1) ¥5(0))
—2mi [ d®pd*q (ptq, + m?) eF1P=iza
N ) et (P —md) (g —m?)

5
N (B.2.9)

+ O(x)
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For the integral in the third line of equation (B.2.8) we obtain

VXK= = a( = a)(g = p)?)Jeira P
Vm? —a(l=a)q—p)?

1
—i [ da P o[~ all @)l — PP (4+ Sila ~ p)fa— )
0

1
(g — p —2i9)" (—),] fo dar

1
—1 / do Kl[\/—x2(m2 —a(l —a)(g — p)z)]eiX(q—p)(a—l)
0

(q — p)*2(1 —@)* + (a — 1)N—x2)
Vm? —a(1—a)(g — p)?

x (2\/—x2(m2 —a(l-a)(g—p)*) +

(B.2.10)

Expanding around x = 0 the integrand simplifies to

L aia W 1 /_szl[\/_xz(mz —a(l —a)(g — p)z)]eix(q—p)(a—l)
e aX)V]/" - Vm? —a(l —a)(q — p)?
1 —x2elE(m2 — _ —_ )2
=—i/0doe(4log\/ x7e Hom o;(l 0)(g = p)*)
(¢ —p)?2(01 —a)* + (@ = 1)]
m? —a(l —a)(g — p)?

4mi g? —x2e2le ,
= — [1 ——log( i )] —iB(g—p)+ O(x)

+24+ )—l—O(x)

(B.2.11)

Inserting equations (B.2.9) and (B.2.11) into equation (B.2.8) then yields equation (4.2.32).

Derivation of equation (4.2.36): Here we find with the help of equation (4.2.18)

Ve )P 3 0) ¥, 2V (22)) — (¥ () ()P 0¥ (0) (¥, 21V (22))
B ) d2p dzq (pﬂq,u + m2) ei(zl_x)P+i(x_22)q .
[ s e s
x [ da
0 Vm? —a(l —a)(g — p)?

~ a0 C2) ()™ T GO O) + O(5)

(B.2.12)
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For the disconnected part we can again insert the known 2-point function.

a0 2) G (77 ) O)

—2mi [ &®pd®q (pugv) + Pupv)) 71771724
= + O(x)
N (2m)* (p? —m?)(q? — m?)

(B.2.13)

The third line of eq.(B.2.12) can be written as follows:

VXK Y= = o1 = a)(g = p))JerPeD
Vm? —a(l—a)q - p)

_ /01 do ¥@= D@D gt /72 (m2 —a(1—a)(q — p)?)] - (Si(q - P)mxv))(“ -b

1
(@ — p — 208,)u(=Bx))] / da

- da K[y a1 o)l = )] 0P
0

x (mexv) V=2 —a(l=a)(g — p)?)
x2
N (@ = P)lg — pPn[2(1 — @) + (¢ - 1)]\/—x2)
Vm? —a(1—a)(g — p)?
DY Ta ) W (@ —P)wg =P
x? (¢ — p)?

2+ B(g—p) + 0Kx)

(B.2.14)

Substituting eqs.(B.2.13) and (B.2.14) into equation (B.2.12) then yields equation (4.2.36).
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