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On the phase diagram
of a P(¢), quantum field model

by

Stephen J. SUMMERS (%)
Centre de Physique Théorique, CNRS, Marseille

ABSTRACT. — The phase diagram of a two-dimensional Bose quantum
field model (with polynomial self-interaction of degree six) is rigorously
verified, except in a neighbourhood of the expected critical points, by the
construction of distinct states satisfying the Osterwalder-Schrader axioms
coexisting along the expected phase transition lines of the diagram. Per-
turbation theory in the respective states is proven to be asymptotic (without
the use of a convergent cluster expansion), yielding asymptotic expansions
to arbitrary order for the generalized Schwinger functions throughout the
diagram. A strong estimate on the positions (in parameter space) of the
double and triple points is given.

REsUME. — Le diagramme de phase d’un modéle de Bose dans un champ
quantique a deux dimensions (avec une self-interaction de polyndome du
sixiéme degré) est rigoureusement vérifié, sauf dans le voisinage des points
critiques attendus, en construisant des états distincts répondant aux axiomes
d’Osterwalder-Schrader qui coexistent le long des lignes de transition
de phase. On démontre que la théorie perturbative dans les états respectifs
est asymptotique (sans utiliser « d’expansion cluster » convergente) et
conduit les expansions asymptotiques a un ordre arbitraire dans le cas
des fonctions généralisées de Schwinger dans tout le diagramme. On donne
une bonne estimation des positions (dans I’espace des paramétres) pour
les points double et triple.

(1) Present address: Fachbereich 5, Universitit Osnabriick, D-4500 Osnabriick, West
Germany.
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174 S. J. SUMMERS

1. INTRODUCTION

This work examines phase transitions in a particular quantum field
model, i. e., a quantum field theory with a given polynomial self-inter-
action P(¢) in two space-time dimensions. We study a specific polynomial
of degree six, but the methods of analysis and proof are not limited to this
model.

The existence of phase transitions in a quantum field theory was first
proven by Glimm, Jaffe and Spencer [GJS2, 3]. They showed that
Py(#) — ¢* = P(¢) models (in two space-time dimensions) have at least
two phases, when the interaction density is given by

N
Po(¢) = Azcz,-qs“ . >0,
j=2

and 4 is sufficiently small (the proof was given explicitly for ¢*). This phase
transition is associated with the breaking of the discrete symmetry of the
action, ¢ < — ¢. Later, phase transitions were proven to exist in ¢5 models,
including continuous symmetry breaking [FSS], and the methods of [GJS3]
were extended to apply to phase transitions without symmetry breaking [Fr2].
In addition, while this work was still in its beginnings, the existence of three
phases in the model we shall consider was proven [Ga], and in [CR] the
existence of three phases in a two-component ¢* model was established.
All of these results and the corresponding methods of proof were motivated
by conjectures based on the classical limit, mean field theory.

The model studied in this paper is determined by the following inter-
action polynomial (see fig. 1):

(1.1) P(¢) = (Ap> — 1)*$* + 0> — h¢
= 2245 — 24¢* + (1 + 0)$? — ho.

A
Py (o)

- S AANLTAN §+/
B 2N\

g<0,h>0

o

]

\

F1G. 1. — The graph of the interaction polynomial.

Annales de IInstitut Henri Poincaré - Section A



ON THE PHASE DIAGRAM OF A P(¢)), QUANTUM FIELD MODEL 175

This polynomial has three minima &, , _, given by
h

_ 3
(1.20) & = 377+ 00°D,
1 =\ h

(1.28) &=+ /1-1/2(2/3 + 5\/1 - 30') + 5+ 0(n*2'?),

2
where ¢, = 4/3 — 40 + 8(1 + 30)"/?/3, and two maxima, given by

1/2

(1.2¢) (s = ir”’(%—%\/l—&:) + 0(h).

At the maxima the polynomial is 0(A~!). Thus, as 4| 0, the minima are
widely separated by a large potential barrier. Moreover, this polynomial
has a mean field limit (see [GJS2]). That is to say, expressing the polynomial

in terms of variables ¥, o - = ¢ — &, o _ centered at the local minima,
6
- i mi 0.~ 12
1.3) P = zc,.*"” VAL ETE S .
i=3

one sees that the interaction coefficients satisfy the following relation:
e |«<mio- , 3<i<6,

as A | 0. Thus, quantum corrections to the free field theory with (classical)
mass m, o _ and (classical) mean &, , _ are small for field values near
¢4 0,-- And field values away from small neighborhoods of the minima
should be suppressed by the large potential peaks.

Assuming that, due to the smallness of the quantum corrections the
classical picture is approximately correct, this model has the phase diagram
indicated in figure 2. One observes that for 2 = 0, one expects the existence
of double points ap(A, #) at which the 4+ and 0 (— and 0) states coexist,

FiG. 2. — The phase diagram in parameter space for fixed,
sufficiently small coupling constant.

Vol. XXXIV, n° 2 - 1981.



176 S. J. SUMMERS

and that for h =0 and ¢ < o¢(1) = op(4, h = 0) the + and — states
coexist (Heuristically, the -+, 0, — state is the state given by the small

perturbation
6

(1.4) P o) = Zc,-*""“(«ﬁ —Eiol)

i=3
to the free state of mass m, , _ and mean Ei0.-) At o =o07(4), h =0,

the +, 0 and — states all coexist, and at ¢ = 6.7 (4, h), one expects a
critical point where the classical mass vanishes and &y~ =& Only the
phase transition at # = 0, ¢ < o4(4) (for the 4 and — states) is associated
with symmetry breaking.

The existence of the triple point o1(4) for small enough A has been esta-
blished in [Ga] by a construction somewhat different than that used here.
However, the problems of determining the properties of the states at the
triple point and constating the rest of the phase diagram were not addressed.
In this paper we verify the phase diagram as indicated, for all &
and | 2| < A7Y2*%, & > 0 and arbitrarily small (see fig. 3), by constructing
distinct states satisfying the Osterwalder-Schrader axioms, including
clustering, that coexist along the expected phase transition lines. Perturbation
theory in the respective states is proven to be asymptotic, yielding expansions
asymptotic to arbitrary order in A'/2 for the generalized Schwinger functions.

F1G. 3. — The regions R™* ™ in parameter space.

An expansion asymptotic to third order in A2 for the positions (in the
parameter space) of the double points and triple point is given. Furthermore,
the phase diagram, that is to say the position of the phase transition lines,
is shown to be independent of the boundary conditions originally placed
on the system. The critical points are not within the region of parameter
space that is studied here.

The paper is constructed as follows. Chapter II gives certain basic defi-
nitions and states the major results. Chapter III presents an outline of the
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ON THE PHASE DIAGRAM OF A P(()); QUANTUM FIELD MODEL 177

proof of the results, providing motivation for the technical proofs to come.
Essential vacuum energy estimates are proven in chapter IV and chapter V
uses them to prove the existence of the phase transitions indicated in figure 3,
In chapter VI the estimates on the positions of the phase transition lines
in parameter space are demonstrated. An argument appearing in [Su2]
is utilized in chapter VII to prove the asymptotic nature of perturbation
theory.

We shall work with the Euclidean formulation of quantum field theory
(see [N, Si2] for details), but all results will have a natural translation into
results on physical (Minkowski space) objects through the Osterwalder-
Schrader reconstruction theorem [OS].

2. THE MAIN RESULTS

We study the quantum field model with interaction polynomial
(2.1q) P,(¢) = 12¢° — 21¢* + (1 + o) — h¢,
and we define, as well,
(2.1b) Py(¢) = 22¢° — 249* + (1 + 0)¢* — h¢ — E,,
where E_ is chosen such that igf P,(¢) = 0. We note that the classical masses

defined in (1.3) have the following values:

(2.2a) m? _ =8 — 166 + 0(c?) + O(1'/*h)
and
(2.20) m2 =2+ 20 + 0(A2h).

We define the following finite volume interacting measures:

2

»0, =

m

- —Py(PIa: =&y 0, ) aitew® T
2.3) d‘ﬁ:/{o' =e (P)a:t (@—¢4,0, )0t ’Aldﬂ(¢_f+,0,—)m2+‘0’_
i =1, 2, where
(2.4) cen'®” = lim LI Je(l'”z_):"’z“dy(¢)2
AT R2 | A |
— mi,o,— lnmi,o,— _ (mi,o,— - 2)
8n 2 8n ’

The subscript A signifies that the quantity is integrated over the (bounded)
space-time region A < R?; : : denotes Wick ordering with respect to a
Gaussian measure with covariance (— A + 2)~! and mean zero (A is the
Laplacian in two dimensions); du(¢ — & o ), signifies a Gaussian measure
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178 S. J. SUMMERS

with covariance (— A + a)™! and mean ¢4 0,~. The choice i =1, 2 is
made for the sake of convenience in the later estimates; of course, the
normalized expectations defined below will not depend on this choice nor
on the constants cy’®~, which are chosen so that the vacuum energy
densities o} %'~ defined below are equal.

In the measures (2.3), the second term of the exponent cancels the mass
and the mean of the Gaussian measure in the region A and leaves an external
field of strength ¢, , _ in R*A. Formally, the infinite volume limit of
(2.3) is

e POy,

where the 4, 0, — signifies the boundary conditions at infinity. The primary
motive for the definition of the 4, 0, — measure is to assure that, when the
polynomial is expressed in terms of ., o _, the interaction exponent will
be a small perturbation to the free field theory with classical mass m, o _
and mean (in terms of @) £, , _, as indicated in the Introduction.

We define the vacuum energy densities corresponding to the measures (2. 3)
as

2.5 oy = I%Iln fdrbf,i”‘ , i=1,2,

and

(2.6) ab®” = lim a2 , i=1,2
ATR2

It is known that this limit exists [Gul]. We comment that the classical
energy densities E, o _ defined in (1.3) have the values

———  204/1-3
(2.7d) E,_= ,1-‘(22—7 + 23—" - 2—27\/1 30+ _"1/_9_") — hé,._(0)
h2
— o 0,
2
and

— h?
(2.7b) E,

41+ 0

(¢4+,-(0) = &4, _(h =0)). Finally, for F(¢) a function of the field ¢,
we will define the following expectations (if they exist):

(F(@) )" = [{iﬁz (R

+ 0(h*A)

lim [F(p)dpt / Jagior.

ATR2

Occasionally, we shall place subscripts on the expectations to emphasize
certain interaction parameters.

Annales de I’Institut Henri Poincaré - Section A



ON THE PHASE DIAGRAM OF A P(()); QUANTUM FIELD MODEL 179

If we define the following function spaces
Ll,P = LI(RZ) N Lp(RZ)’ p < oo,
Ll,oo,z = Ll(Rz) N {fl ”f"oo <e }’

we know from [GJ1] that the infinite volume Schwinger functions

» +,0,—
<1_[¢(xi>>
i=1

exist and are moments of a unique measure dp ***~ on &'(R?). Moreover,
they satisfy the Osterwalder-Schrader axioms [OS], excluding possibly
clustering and Euclidean invariance (however, time-translation invariance
holds). In addition, if 1 < m; < 6, the generalized Schwinger functions

| [ T:6m oo o
i=1

n
are continuous as multilinear forms on I |L1,6,6_m‘ and are functional

i=1
derivatives of
6

z )

(2.8) Z(fys oo fs) = fej-n dp* 0,

which is bounded and analytic in f;eL, ¢,6—;. This is the basic existence
theorem we shall use to insure that the infinite volume expectations appearing
below exist. The indicated restriction on the degree of the Wick monomials
in the generalised Schwinger functions (which does not, however, restrict
the total degree of the product) will be tacitly assumed in the rest of the
paper.

We will state the primary results of this work. Let us define for some
K > 0,¢& > 0and fixed A, A,

op(d h) = inf { | A{:p? :(A)), < KAY? + 2E3).

THEOREM 2.1. — For fixed K > 0, ¢ > 0, there is a 14(K, &) > 0 such
thatforall0 < A < Apand| 2| < A7Y2*¢, g(A, h) exists and is independent
of the (classical) boundary conditions placed on the expectation
(9% (A)).

We define the following regions of parameter space:

R*={o,h|0<h<i ' | 6<op(dh)}

R® ={o,h||h| < A71/2%e , o>=o0p(Ah)}

R ={0,h|0=>h>—2"12% | g <oapAh)}
(see fig. 3).

Vol. XXXIV, n° 2 - 1981.



180 S. J. SUMMERS

THEOREM 2.2. — Given ¢ > 0, there exists a 1, > 0 such that for all
0<2< 4,

i) for h =0, 0 < 61(1), the + and — states,
iiy for 0 < h < A712%2 6 = (A, h), the + and O states,
iii) and for 0 > h > — A71?%¢ g = g(4, k), the — and O states

satisfy all the Osterwalder-Schrader axioms (in particular, with clustering,
except possibly the O state at ¢ = (1), & = 0).

In other words, the states defined at the phase transition lines are pure
states, with the possible exception noted. We comment that the -, 0, — state
at the phase transition lines is defined through a limit—see section 5.2—
of +, 0, — states as o, & are suitably manipulated. These limits are formally
unnecessary (the boundary conditions produced by the &£, , _ external
field in the measures (2.3) should suffice to pick out the correct pure state),
but we cannot do without them at the present. In [Sul] it was shown,
through the convergence of a mean field cluster expansion, that the addi-
tional limits are indeed unnecessary (and that there is a nonzero mass gap
(exponential clustering)). But the convergence is not known in a small
neighbourhood of the triple point (). In appendix 2 the generating
functionals Z(f;) of these limit states are shown to have the previously
stated analyticity properties and the existence and continuity of their
generalized Schwinger functions are proven.

The next theorem states that the perturbation series for the generalized
Schwinger functions is asymptotic to arbitrary order.

THEOREM 2.3. — For 0 < 1 < A, for any n, { m; } and r positive integers,
and o, he R0,

n +,0,— S
<1_I (b = Lo, ) :(xi>> = D al e i o)
i=1 i=1
The coefficients { «;"°> (s, #)} are independent of A and continuous
in o, h. They are, in fact, precisely those given by perturbation theory

calculated about the minimum &, o _. 0(2"*'/?) depends on N(A) =Z}_,m,
and on r.
Thus, in particular,

THEOREM 2.4. — For all 0 < 1 < Ay, and 0, he RT® 7,

i) P YO =&y .- + O0(),

iy (PpX)P(M)HH"T = ()T P YT
=(=A+miy )7 (xp) + 1G5 " (x, ¥),

i)y (P(x) ;5 ... o) IO = A2GT O (g, L X)), N =3,

Annales de I’ Institut Henri Poincaré - Section A



ON THE PHASE DIAGRAM OF A P(Q)), QUANTUM FIELD MODEL 181

iv) <1—[ (P — f+,0,—)mi 3(xi)>

» +,0,-

= <I—I Y¥o,- l(xi)> + AN 0T, s X
0,T

i=1

+,0,—
T

{ . )r denotes the truncated (connected part of the) expectation value.
m, o, is the bare mass of the 4-, 0, — state (see above). The functions,
G}%~, N}°~ are bounded and continuous in A (including A =0),
Xy, ..., X5 and o, he R**®~ (one-sided limits taken at boundaries).

{ . »¢°% is the expectation in the Gaussian measure du(d—<C+ 0, Im2 , _ .

Remark — A quick glance at (1.2) and (i) above shows that the 4-, 0
and — states are indeed distinct, and their coexistence along the phase
transition lines indicated confirms the phase diagram shown in figure 3.
We comment that because the 0 state at (or(1), 0) is not necessarily pure,
it could a priori be a convex superposition of the + and — states. However,
theorem 2.3 entails that at (o(1), 0),

2 ()Y =8 o2 +0),

which, with (i) above, excludes that possibility.
Finally, the positions of the phase transition lines can be rather precisely
determined:

THEOREM 2.5. — For 0 < A < Ao and | 2| < A7'/2*¢, the double point
is given by
3

op(A, h) = /1(71T In4 — Ec) + A h| EL(0) + O(AK?) 4+ O(A33).

/

The h-dependence can be calculated more precisely, see chapter VI.
The next chapter sketches the proof of these results.

3. OUTLINE OF PROOF OF RESULTS

Because the proofs are somewhat involved, an outline is given here in
order to organize and motivate beforehand the many technical details
to follow. For the sake of clarity, we will sketch the approach to attain the
indicated results only in the region of parameter space defined by the condi-
tion | 2| < A2, The arguments to establish the above mentioned claims
in the rest of R*:%'~ are not essentially different, but keeping track of the
effect of large external fields will serve only to lengthen and obfuscate this
outline of the essential points.

In order to establish the validity of the phase diagram, it is shown that

Vol. XXXIV, n° 2 - 1981. 8



182 S. J. SUMMERS

one can construct three states { . »*'%~ from the finite volume interacting
measures in (2.3) that yield the following theorem.

THEOREM 3.1. — There exists a 4, > 0 such that for all 0 < 4 < A,
| h| < A2, there is a op(4, /) so that if A is an arbitrary unit lattice square,

iy for a > ap(l, h), A :d? :(A))2 < KA'?,

i) for o < ap(d, h), A : 9% (D)) = AE% — KAY?,

iii) for o < op(4, k), h > 0, A2 {P(A) S = A2, — Kal?,
iv) for ¢ < op(4, h), h < 0, 12 P(A)); < AV2E_ + KAl2,

for some K > 0, independent of A, o, 4 and A.

Note. — In i)-iv), 2 and h are viewed as fixed; o is varied. Thus, at
o = op(4, h), h > 0 (h < 0), the distinct + and 0 (— and 0) states coexist;
at ¢ = o(4), h = 0, the distinct +, 0 and — states coexist, and for
o < 07(4), h = 0, the distinct + and — states coexist. This theorem thereby
expresses the existence of the indicated phase transition lines and provides
some relatively crude bounds on the first two moments of the coexisting
states.

This result was established in [Ga] for # = 0 and with KA'/? replaced
by a strictly positive and small constant . We have extended and refined
the arguments in that work to apply to | 4| < A7'/2%¢ ¢ small and positive,
and then have utilized this theorem as indispensable input to the proofs
of the results described in chapter II.

The proof of this theorem involves showing that for all small enough A
and all ¢ and / as above,

287 (A) 0T KA 28E — K2V

(A% = 0% =1 — /2 + 0(c?) + 0(A'/?h)), which is expected because
field values lying outside the wells of the polynomial (fig. 1) are strongly
suppressed by the potential peaks. This is shown by establishing, with
vacuum energy estimates and the chessboard estimate [FS] (see section 5.1),
that

3.1 |22 2% (AXE — 192 :(Ap)) T 0T | < KAYA,
uniformly in A, and A, and in the parameters ¢ and 4, and that, for 0 < gy,
(3.2) lim A{ : % : (A) );o’°" =0,
Al0
and
(3.3) lim A { : 9?1 (A)YF27 = 0% (h =0)
AlO

the subscript indicates the sign of o, in the interaction polynomial). However,
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ON THE PHASE DIAGRAM OF A P(()), QUANTUM FIELD MODEL 183

because o, (4, o, ) is convex in ¢ and 4, it is continuously differentiable
in ¢ and / at all but (at most) countably many locations in parameter space.
This is significant because, among other reasons, wherever the vacuum
energy density is differentiable in 2 [Gu2],

lim  {Px)P(y) ) — {d(x)>{H(»)) =0,

|x=y| >
and where it is differentiable in o [Ga],
| lilln 9?1 (x): 971 (0)) =97 1 () )P (1)) = 0.
X—=y|—=

Thus, wherever o (4, o, k) is differentiable in o, (3.1) establishes our claim.
Moreover, if we define, for fixed /4 and fixed, sufficiently small A,

S50 ={o| A(: > (A)YHOT < KAV,

(3.2) entails that SI,;,O’" is nonempty and (3.3) entails that it is bounded
from below. Therefore,

o % (4, h) = inf ;%"

exists. And because the second Griffiths’ inequality entails that

Ci g2 (a)y 0T
is monotone decreasing in ¢, we have for any g, > o % (4, A),
G4 A7 :1(8));7 < lim 2% :(8))°
on oty " (A,h)
_l< ¢2 (A)>+O— SK}.UZ,

50" (A,h)+0

and, for any o, < a5°% ~(4, h),

(3.5 A2 AT > dim A7 (A) )0

o, 1 a0 " (A,h)

2, +,0,— 2 _ 1/2

= AP H(A)D G o 2 @ — KA,

by taking limits through o¢,’s at which the vacuum energy density is diffe-

rentiable. We mention that with (3.4) and (3.5) and convexity atguments,
we show that

o5 (A, h) = o34, h) = a5 (4, h),

and, in fact, op(4, A) is independent of the (classical) boundary conditions
that are placed on { : ¢? : (A) ) (see lemma 5.2.2 and appendix 1).
Arguments related to those establishing (3.1) are used, along with (3.5),
to show, for 4 > 0,
(3.6) AL P(ANP(Ap) Yancaiy—0.n+0
= lim A 4(8)6(4) Davtim-on = @ — KA,

Vol. XXXIV, n° 2 - 1981.



184 S. J. SUMMERS

uniformly in A, and A;. Using the convexity in 4 of the vacuum energy
density and the fact that { $(A) ) is monotone increasing in 4 (monotone
decreasing in o), we can conclude that for every &, > A,

G.7) ALY ) am-ome = A LAY D3 iy = 0.
2 2B pam-omro 2 s — KIM2,
choosing { 4, } | h such that du*(A, o, h)/0h exists at each &, (h, < hy).
By defining the +-, 0, — state at (a5(4, /), h) to be the appropriate limit,
(3.4)-(3.7) and the 4 < 0 counterpart of (3.7) prove the theorem 3.1.
The estimates of theorem 3.1 will be used to prove the following bounds
on expectations of the spin characteristic functions y. o -(A) (see (4.3)),
that hold the average value of the field to lie within the corresponding
potential well around ¢, , _ (fig. 1):
(3.8a) for &= op(d h), (1o(A) Y2 = e KA,
(3.8b) for ¢ <op(dh),h 20, (g (A))F = e *¥*
(3.8¢c) for o <aph),h<0,{y_(A)); =e *¥"*

2

for some K > 0. In addition, an input to the proof of (3.1) and (3.6),

proven by a Peierls’ argument and the Gaussian domination bound [FSS]
is: whenever a(A,) + a(Ap) (6(A) = +, 0 or —),

3.9 < Xa(Aa,)(Aa)Xa(Aﬂ)(Aa) >+’0’_ < e—crl/z,

for some ¢ > 0, uniformly in A,, A, ¢ and h. Moreover, it will be seen that
it is possible to redefine the +, 0, — states (actually, only the O state at
or(A) need be redefined, see section 5.2) at the phase transition lines as

limits of +, 0, — states { . )%~ in the +, 0, — region of parameter
space, R**%~ such that a_ (4, g, 4), (the vacuum energy density correspond-

ing to the state { . ),/%°7) is differentiable in 4 for each n. Let us consider
such a limit for the O state:

(o Yonam = lim ().

n—=w

Due to a theorem by Simon [Sil], one knows that if

lim  {p(x)P(y) ) — {d(x) ) {d(»)) =0,

[e=y|>w

then the state clusters, i. e., is pure. Thus, by (3.9) for each n, we have
(ot (B) Dn { xo(B) Dy < e,
and (3.8 @) implies, for each n,

(e (A) D < e[ yo(A) YO 171 < @ AT HIHKAYE £ gt
But, as

(x+(D) >gp(l,h) = lim { x,(A) Do

n—o0

Annales de I’Institut Henri Poincaré - Section A



ON THE PHASE DIAGRAM OF A P(¢)); QUANTUM FIELD MODEL 185

we conclude that
—cA-1/2
<X+(A)>gn(l,h) <e

Similar arguments for the other states and correlation inequalities (see
section 5.2) entail:

THEOREM 3.2. — For all 0 < 1 < Ao, o real, | A| < 4", and A an arbi-
trary unit lattice square, there exists a ¢ > 0, independent of 4, ¢, # and A,
such that

iy for o> aD(A, h), <X+(A) + X—(A)>0 < e—c;.-l/z,
—ca-1/2

ii) for o < ap(d, h),h >0, {xo(A) + x_(A)D} <e ,
iii) for o < op(d, h), h < 0, {x4(8) + xo(A))7 < e

These will be seen to be very useful bounds. They express the fact that
the probability that the average value of the field lies near the « wrong »
minimum of the polynomial is extremely small.

A beautiful result of Frohlich and Simon [FS] informs us that whenever
the vacuum energy density is differentiable in the external field, its correspond-
ing state satisfies all the Osterwalder-Schrader axioms, including clustering,
and is independent of the (classical) boundary conditions. These properties,
except the clustering and the linear growth condition of Osterwalder and
Schrader [OS], can be seen, at once, to carry over to the limit states, i. e.,
the +, 0, — states at the phase transition lines. In fact, it will be possible
to choose the sequences ¢ . ), such that their limits, except possibly for
the O state at # = 0, 0 = o(4), are continuous from the right (or left)
in A, and, thus, by employing an argument of Frohlich and Simon, it will
be possible to show that these limits also cluster. The linear growth condition
will be proven separately.

Although the limit states are independent of the boundary conditions,
they do depend (in principle) on the choice of defining sequence ¢ . ),.
Because the Schwinger functions are monotonically decreasing in ¢ and
increasing in 4 (h > 0), the +, 0, — state (except the O state at 4 = 0,
o = o1(4)) is independent of any appropriate choice of defining sequence
(see section 5.2). For example, with 4 > 0, the 4 state at ¢ = op(4, 4)
is independent of the choice of any sequence (o, /4,) — (o5(4, 4), k) such
that { (g,, 4,) } eventually lies in the second quadrant of parameter space,
where (op(4, A), h) is regarded as the origin.

We will now quickly suggest how we obtain a strong bound on the
position of ap(4, h); indeed, we determine its leading coefficient in A. Defining
the approximate vacuum energies as

+,0,— —_ 1 1 +,0,—
%ot (X+,o,—) = /1\1111[22 m In an+,o,—(A)d¢1,A >

AcA
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and noting that theorem 3.2 implies

(3.10a) for o> op(A h), { 1o(A) YO = e™Xe™* "
(3.106) for o <op(A,h), h >0, y:(A)>s = oKemer”
(310 C) for o< G'D(),, h), h < O’ <X_(A) >G_ > e_Ke_cA—t/z

172

3

b

we can prove with the chessboard estimate (5.1.1) that for o, he R~

G.11 020" (fe,0,-) — 2y = — Ke 7
Moreover, one has the lower bounds:

—E,
(3.12) o 3

.1 2 —E+_+11n4———1</1”2
’ i 4

and the upper bounds:

(3.13a) i (e, -) < —E4 - + lhao 32 + KAl/?
’ ’ n 4r

and
(3.13b) ad 1(xo) < KAY2,
Thus (3.11) and (3.13 @) entail, when 2 > 0, ¢ = ap(4, h),

1 3
— E (op(4, b)) + 1~z:1n 4 — an + Kl'luz 2 cc:),1()(+)
2 Ug,p — K,e ™" > — By — Kpe ™"
(by (3.12)). This implies, since E, = O(1) whenever | 2| < A% and
E . (op(% ) = (op(A B) + O(op(A, W?))/A — h& . (h = 0) + O(h?), that
(3.14)  ZhE,(0) + O(op(A, h)?) + K443/ — ,1(71; In4— L%t) > 650, h).

Similarly,

K% > “20,1()(0) = O, — Kse—M—l/2
> -E, +%1n4—4%—K6,1”2

implies that

(3.15) op(A, B) = AhEL(0) + O(ap(A, h)?) — K 4372 + ,1(71t In4— 43—71) .

Thus, (3.14) and (3.15), with a similar calculation for # < 0, imply that
op(d, h) = ,1(7-1T In 4 — 2%) + A k| EL(0) + O(A?)

(This can be calculated somewhat more precisely, see chapter VI). This
rather exact knowledge of the position of the double (and triple) points

Annales de Institut Henri Poincaré - Section A



ON THE PHASE DIAGRAM OF A P(Q)); QUANTUM FIELD MODEL 187

is of interest not only of itself, but is essential in the proof in [Sul] of the
convergence of the cluster expansion in most of parameter space and is
believed by the author to be essential in the proof of convergence in the
small neighborhood of the triple point that the results of [Sul] do not
include.

Referring back to (1.1), it is easy to see that the classical triple point
occurs at 0 =0, h = 0. A| h| £,.(0) above is the leading classical contri-
bution of the external field to the position of the double points. The term
In 4/n — 3/4n, which is the difference in Wick ground state energies (at
h = 0) between the 4, — state and the O state (determined solely by the
classical masses of the three states), is the leading quantum term. The higher
order quantum effects (and the next highest order classical contribution,
which is 0(A4?)) are subsumed in 0(A*/?).

To close this chapter, we discuss the proof of the asymptotic nature of
perturbation theory. Although we have elsewhere [Su2] presented the
essential points of this argument, in application to the ¢3 model deep in
the two-phase region, and have there considered its application to all
P(¢), models with mean field limits, we will review the approach briefly
for the benefit of the reader not familiar with [Su2].

Because integration by parts is permitted in the infinite volume limit
for P(¢), theories [GJ1], i. e., for a theory with interaction polynomial P
and bare mass m,,

(i ¢7 1 (OR(9))
oR

=j tTT )= A+ md) T (x, [——R P’ :]d >,
([ 07w )50~ RO PO) |y

we may apply it to the generalized Schwinger functions of the +, 0, — state.
Repeated integration by parts, as described in chapter VII, yields, e. g.,

M-1

(3.16) <1_[ G- ) = > aT T D (RW

i=1

where the second term on the right-hand side is a finite sum over expectations
of quantities of the form of derivatives of the original product of Wick
monomials, contracted through the free covariance to products of deriva-

tives of the polynomial {_,c/ : ¢/, : (themselves possibly contracted to
each other). The integration by parts is carried out until at least M poly-
nomials have been brought down into each term R, (i, ). The constants af
are those generated by the perturbation theory about the minimum ¢&,.
The crux of the matter is, of course, to show that the remainder term is
0(A™/?). Here we shall consider a simple example and shall ignore a few
technical fine points.
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We examine the following term:

6 +
(3.17) f(— A +m})"(x, y)< A 1(X)(Zic,-+ Yt i(y))> dy.
3

i=

Let A,(A,) denote the unit lattice square centered at x(y). Using the identity
(see chapter IV)

1= 74(8) + xo(8) + 2-(8)

at each square A,, A, we see
el ol s () YT ()7
= Zlc:. < : !/Ii : (x)XG(Ax)(Ax) : ‘//l-l-_ ! : (y)Xa(Ay)(Ay) >+’

o(A)

where o(A) takes the values +, 0, —; the sum is over all possible choices
of 6(A,), 6(A,). We apply Holder’s inequality to each term in this sum that
contains y,(A) or x_(A), estimating its absolute value by

(3.18) ilef [{x=oro(A))*!
X < (: l)b?l- : (x))ZXa(Ax)(Ax)(: l»b'-l-—l : (y))ZXu(Ay)(Ay) > * 1/2'

The one term with o(A,) = 6(A,)) = + is spared this dissection.
Thus, we are interested in estimating expectations of the form

< [ [Feadra(a) > :
i=1

where F;(A,) is a Wick monomial of the field y,, localized in a unit lattice
square A;. However, because y,(A;) restrains ¢(A;) to lie close to &,,, we
will be able to bound such expectations by the following:

(3.19) T TRNE)Q + 184 = &, M),

i=1

where N(F),) is the total degree of Fi(A;) and K is a constant uniform as
A40. When o; + +, | &, — &, [NF? = 0(A"NF?72). But, in that case,
we have from (3.18) and theorem 3.2 the strong suppression factor
exp { — cA”Y2}. When g; = -+, the i-th contribution in (3.19) is O(1).
Remarking that the interaction coefficients ¢;° 0.7 satisfy the following
bounds:

i-2

leit o | =0(17) , 23,
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we obtain an estimate for (3.17):

6 +
[-a+mye y>< " :(x)(zc?izw':l :<y>)> dy

i=3

6
< [0(1”2) + (3% - 1)0(,1‘1)(Zilc;r ‘l—(i—l)/z)e—dﬂn]

i=3
x [(= A m) )y
< 0(,11/2) + 0(l~3/2)e—cl"/z,

where 3% — 1 comes from the sum over choices of a(.), and we have recalled
that x is fixed, so that the integral over y is 0(1).

In the general case (3.16), if R;(y,) has M polynomials in it, the one term
in the spin configuration sum that has ¢,(A;) = +, for all i, gives a contri-
bution 0(AM/?), and all the rest give contributions of the order

O(A™M2TNAZ) o exp { — cA'/? } (N(A) = Z my),

proving that perturbation theory is indeed asymptotic in the coupling
constant.

4. VACUUM ENERGY ESTIMATES

In this chapter essential vacuum energy estimates that are uniform as
A 0 are proven. In order to prove such bounds we must restrict our atten-
tion to subsets of path space (&'(R?)). To understand this, we point out
the fact that, if ¢.(x) denotes the ultraviolet cutoff field, the ultraviolet
cutoff interaction density (e. g., for the + state),

2

@.1) TPy(80) () = T (9 — €)1 (),

is not uniformly bounded from below as A | 0. In fact, when P (x) ~ &,
(4.1) is — 0(A™"), since P,(¢_) = E_ — E,, which does not provide the
necessary control. However, when ¢, > {,, (4.1) is uniformly bounded
from below as A | 0. Thus, we define the following « spin » characteristic
functions. Let

_ ; 1, xe|[a, b]
(4.2) Xpa,01(X) = 10, x¢[a, 8]’
and let
x1+(x) = X[;+,oo)(x),
Xo(x) = X g)(%)s
X_(x)= X(—oo,;_j(x)-
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We define the average field in a unit lattice square A (A is a unit square
from a lattice with bonds of unit length which covers R?) to be

H(A) = qus(x)dx,

Then, we write

4.3) X+.0,~(B) = x4 0,-(9(A)).
Note that
4.4 1= 24(8) + 1o(d) + x- (D).

We also wish to define a « spin configuration » function ¢(.), which is
constant on unit lattice squares and takes values in { +, 0, — }. The
Xo(ay(A) holds the average value of the field in A to lie in a neighborhood
of &,(a) that excludes the other minima of the polynomial. Of course, only
the average value of the field is restricted, and

P(x) = §(A) + dp(x) , xeA,

so it will be necessary to control an error term due to the high momentum
part d¢.

In fact, occasion will arise to consider path space in yet smaller pieces.
We define the « shrunken » spin characteristic functions that restrain the
average value of the field to lie very close to the minima of the polynomial:

“4.5q) X+ ,s(A) = XlEs —A14e, &y +).1/4.§+](¢(A)):
4.5b) Xo,s(A) = Nio—A1/4E 4 &0+ ,11/4§+1(¢(A)),
4.5¢) X- ,s(A) = N[E-—Av/ag, &+ 11/4§+](¢(A))-

The « peak » characteristic functions are:

4.6) x§,p(A) = XE(A) - xér SB).
We shall prove the necessary vacuum energy estimates in the subset
of parameter space defined by

T={o, h||h| <A7'?* , |o|<107"},

where ¢ > 0 is arbitrarily small and fixed. We shall not show the correspond-
ing estimates for interaction parameters lying in (R™ U R® U R\T,
since T will be seen to contain the most interesting portions of the phase
diagram. In any case, all bounds in (R* U R® U R7\T are proven in full
detail in [Sul]. Whenever we speak of « sufficiently small 4 » below, we
shall mean all 0 < A < 44(e), where Ay(e) | 0 as & 0.

Lemma 4.1. — Let 0 <y <1072, (> 10%. Then there are constants
a=a(l) >0, b=>5() >0, such that for any large x, x € A, and ¢(A),
the following inequalities hold for all sufficiently small 1 and o, h€T.
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2
i) 1Py(e) 1 (0) = TEET (e — Ega)” () + L1062 (%)
—In x,a)(A) + E. — Ejuy = — a In* .

i) 1 Py(y) 1 (x) — =222 1 1 (e — Loa)) 1 (%) + £ 1002 1 ()
—In Yya,,(A) = B2 — aIn k.
Remarks. — 1. Since y,a),(A) restrains the field to take values where
the polynomial (2.1) is large, ii) is reasonable.

2. We subtract the factor E,,, — E. because of the inequality of the
classical vacuum energy densities, E, _ and E,, and in anticipation of
arguments to be made in the next chapter.

3. We use the ultraviolet cutoff of [GJS4], which has the convenient
property that ¢(A) = ¢,(A).
Proof. — Denote by c, the ultraviolet cutoff Wick constant and define

2

T(X) = :P2(¢x) :(x) - % n: (¢x - 60’(:&))2 :(X) + C 5¢£ I(X) + Ec - EU‘(A)

2
= Py = FEn(By — Eow)” — 152%6,8% + 5272 + 120,162

2

— 1522 — 64c2 — (1 + o)c, + 2 5 Ehe, + (8¢7 — (oc, + B, — By,
(0c, = 0(In k) is the Wick constant for 6¢2). We therefore wish to shows
in order to prove i), that
“@.n 7(x) — In y,(4(A) = — 0(1) In* k.
But for any 6 > 0,
— (154%¢, + 38A%)pt = — 5A3pS — (46)~1A[15¢, + 36]¢2

> — 61348 — 542t — [ e

> — 8A%¢pS — 52%pt — 0(673%) In* k,

(15¢, + 35)2]2

since ¢, = 0 (In k). Therefore,
— 152%c, g = — SA3¢E + 204%¢% — 0(673) In* «

> — 843P + 204%¢% — SA(1 + 6)p2 + SAhdp, + SIE, — 0(673) In* «,”
since §AE, = 0(1). Thus,

%) = (1 — 61)Py(¢,) — 5* '1(<i5,c — oa)® + (3¢%

+ E, — E,a) — 00373 In* k.
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I. Pick A, fix x € A, specify 6(A) = —. The proof will proceed by examin-
ing the four cases in which ¢, is restricted to have a value that lies (1) within
the right-hand external well of the polynomial, (2) within the middle well
of the polynomial, (3) within the left-hand external well of the polynomial,
(4) outside of the wells altogether.

Case l. — | ¢, — &4 | < 28,3,

Since ¢, = ¢(A) + ¢,, one must have either (@) d¢, = 2£./3 or
) ¢(A) = — &./3. However, for , h € T and for the indicated range of ¢,,
we have

Py(¢) + E.—E_ 2 E, —E_ > — 1.I(— h{.(0) + h£_(0))

(see (2.7))
> — 3271

Therefore, as (¢, — £_)* < 92,
w(x) = — 3471 — 4.5minEs + (62 — 0(67%) In* k.
In subcase (@), 6p2 > 4¢3 /9, so that
(%) = — 3471 — 4.5m%in2 + (48119 — 0673 In* K
> b, (OA™ = 0(67%) In* x,

for all sufficiently small 2 and b,({) > 0 (We set 6 = 1073). Because
— In x_(A) > 0, (4.7) is confirmed. In subcase (b), ¢(A) = — &£./3, so that
¥_(A) =0 ({_ < — &./3; see (1.2)). Thus, (4.7) again follows.

CASE 2. — | ¢ | < &./3.
One must have either (a) d¢, > &./6 or (b) ¢(A) = — £, /2. In sub-

case (b) x_(A) = 0, and in subcase (a) ¢7 > £3/36. But, for ¢, restricted
as shown,

Py(¢) + E,—E_>E,—E_> — 1.1(% — hE_(0) + h/4(1 + 0'))
> —15(a| A7+ 24719,
and (¢, — £_)* < 4¢%. Thus,
()= — 1.5(| 6 | A7 4+ A1) — 2m2inél + (5¢7 — 0(677) In* K.
In subcase (b), (4.7) follows at once and in subcase (a),
(%) = by(OA™! — 0(673) In* &,
for b,({) > 0.

Case 3. — | ¢, + &4 | < 28,/3.
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By (1.3), in this case,
€0 2 H(1 = S0, — £ = " (g — £ — 067 In’
> - 006" In*x,
by hypothesis, verifying (4.7).
CASE 4. — | d);l > 5¢,/3.

For these values of the field P,(¢,) is very large; in fact, one can readily
see that for o, 4 € T and # as hypothesized,

7(x) > 4271 — 0(673) In* «.
Thus, (4.7) obtains in this case.

II. For o(A) = +, the arguments are similar.

ITI. Consider o(A) = 0. Then,

2
©(x) Z (1 — 64)P,(4,) — —n—;—t (@ — &o)* + (3¢% + E. — Eg — 06~ %) In* k.

Case 1. — | ¢, — &, | < E,/10.
One must have either (a) ¢, = £,/10 or (b) ¢(A) = 4£./5. For the
indicated values of ¢,,

2 2
w(x)>E, — E, — %q(g §+) + (6¢p2 — 0(673) In* k

2 2
> — 1.5(a|A7t + A7) — ’fz-tn(§¢+) + 8¢ — 0(5™3) In* «.

In subcase (a),
(x) = b3(HDA™! — 0(673) In* x,

with 55({) > 0, and in subcase (b), xo(A) = 0. Thus, (4.7) holds in this

case.

CASE 2. — | ¢, | < 9¢,/10.
Here, using (1.3),

1 ) -
wx) 2 5(1 = 30 = &0) = T 1 — &)* — 067 In* x
> — 063 In*«,
by hypothesis.
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Case 3. — [ ¢+ &4 | < €,4/10.

One must have either (a) d¢, < — £,/10 or (b) ¢(A) < — 4¢./5. The
argument is thus similar to case 1.

Case 4. — | ¢ | = 11£./10.
In this case (e. g., for 4 < 0)

> oM, (Ve spp (1L E, — E, — 0(6™%) In*
T(x)-—- 2 "’ 10 + +( ) 2 10 é-{- + c 0 O( )]n K
> 1712 = 06 In* .

This completes the proof of /) with the choice m?2. It is clear that the argu-
ment is the same for the choice m _.

The proof of ii) similar. Consider I, i. e., the choice d(A) = —. Because

X- ,(A) < x_(A), the proof of cases 1, 2 and 4 above shows, in fact (note
Ea’(A) - Ec = 0)5

™(x) —Iny_ (A) = bA™' — 057 3) In* k.
We will consider case 3 in several subcases:

) — 583 < ¢ < & — AL,
i) | ¢ — &_ | < AY4E, /2, and
fii) &+ A2 < ¢ < — E4)3.

Subcases /) and iii) are similar, so we consider only subcase i):

2

7(x) = Bc + Eg) 2 (1 — 60)Py(¢,) — n%n(d% =)+ (6% — 0™ In* x

2 (1= 0P, (- — 21*¢, )2) - sy NAYE412)" = 0(673) In* x
2

(since 0t(x)/0¢, < 0, for ¢, < & — AM*¢, /2 and the parameters as
assumed in the hypothesis)

> %,1”251 =0} in*x = bA" 12 — 0(573) In* k.
For subcase i), when ¢(A) e [{_ — AV*E,, & 4 24, ], x- (A) =0,
so that this range of average field values is excluded. We thus have either

(@) 5 = 2%, [2 01 (B) 3, < — AV, /2 (i. e. when $(A) < &_ — A4,
or ¢(A) > &_ + AY*E,). The conclusion thus follows, since

2
©x) = Eo+ Eqay 2 — 08, /27 + (562 — 0572) In* &

(note : Py(¢,) = 0). IT and III are treated similarly. This completes the
proof of lemma 4.1.
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We comment that the coefficients c;'*°*~ of Py o,-) : (see (1.4)
and 4%~ of

WO () = Pa() 00~ PR (¢ &40, 0100 4 Eo— B
6

= DA )

satisfy the following bounds. i=o
LeEMMA 4.2. — For all small A and ¢, £ €T,
t}
a0 = oo =oiT) L izs
[dy ™| =0(1)
di>" =di% =o.

Proof. — By direct calculation, using the fact that | &, , _ | < 0(A71/3),

If we define W% "(x) by the substitution ¢ — ¢, in W*°~(x) and
OW, (x) = W(x) — W,(x), we have

LeEMMA 4.3. — There are positive constants K and & such that if
{m(A)| A = R*} is a set of nonnegative integers and {x(A)| A < R?}
is a set of positive numbers, then for any Y < R2,

f [ ToWess @AY Oty 1 o, I, ‘ <[ Juem(ay 1 (Rr(ay-y®.

AcY AcY

K and ¢ are uniform in A as 4| 0. Moreover, for g even,

i) | [TT P00 QY 0,

AcyY

Proof. — As in [DG], using lemma 4.2.
It is now possible to prove the desired vacuum energy bounds.

IYI

<((69) ! (K)*?)

ProposiTioN 4.4. — The are strictly positive constants a(n), b(y), such
that for all # > O sufficiently small, all A sufficiently small, all o, A e T and
1 < p < 1 + /30, the following estimates obtain.

2

ms
. e O — 2 . —
i f . P(~|’z(¢)/\ 5 (=& Yai+ (B ~Eq Al

) [ [ 0.-(®dute — &,)

AcA
< eai.l/ZIA]

and

.. - (1Pz )Az"'b" —So 3\)
i) f e NPT O A T, (AP — Eo,

AcA

—bA—1/2|A
e~? I I’

IA

for oo = +, 0 or —
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Proof. — By Holder’s inequality, e. g., for o, = -+,

(4.8) fe—p(:Pz(¢)A:- - :(¢_§+)3‘:+[E°_E*"AI)HX+(A)de(¢—f+)m£

AcA

m% )
-pq'\: L0k —n —— (¢ &L )a:+[E.~E, ’ e
S(f el ot ne | |x';q(A)dﬂ(¢—‘f+))

AcA
' (€ L ) 1/g
: - — (e- :
o [T R g )

By conditioning with respect to Neumann boundary conditions [GIS4,
GRSI] on the bonds of some square lattice over R2, the second factor is
estimated by

1Al

m?, 1AL
[C:é¢2:+(l- ) o (P—E4)% :] qlal
([t e ilae - )

(A is not necessarily a unit lattice square, here) (!). A standard calculation
yields for this factor (note d¢ =y, , _):

_ L
(4.9) (det; [1 — pg(2{(1 — Py) + (1 — mmi)(— A} + m2)~1]))" 244,
where P, is the projection in L,(A) onto y, (the characteristic function of
the square A); A} is the Laplacian with Neumann boundary conditions
on JA, the boundary of A. But since (1 — P,)y, = 0 and because

— AR M}t = 77| A,
we have
1= pg2l(1 = Py + (1 — mmi)(— A} + m%)~*

21— gp(1 —n) — 2Lgp/(x*/| A| + m%) > 0,
if we choose n = 1073, g =1+ /60, { = 10%, | A| = 1076 (these cons-
tants have been chosen so that the hypothesis of lemma 4.1 is also satisfied).
Thus (4.9) is finite and is bounded by
4.10) eKilal

for some constant K.

Lemmas 4.1 and 4.3 and standard arguments [DG] permit us to bound
the first factor of (4.8) by

@.11) el

for a constant K, uniform in A. Use of lemma 4.1 i) entails that if nx+(A)
AcA

is replaced by 1_[1+,p(A), the above bound is replaced by

AcA

exp { — K,A7V2|A |}
(*) See note added in proof.

Annales de IInstitut Henri Poincaré - Section A



ON THE PHASE DIAGRAM OF A P(()); QUANTUM FIELD MODEL 197

To complete the proof of i), one employs a perturbation argument due
to [GJS4] using the identity

e VW = 1 — pV(A) f LoV,
0

In fact, with z = { #(A) | A = Y }, we have (e. g., for 6, = +):

mZ

—p\:F2 A._'_+:'+3\3 c"Ey I)
f e "("“”’~ 7 TR N T (A= s

AcA

- fe—P:P(W+)A:nX+(A)Pdﬂ(¢_ §+)m2+

AcA
< D []|TTospes: @l oo T arauy s
Z\J‘OJ‘ }:\l(- AcA

| e
< YZ; Il . Hp P (@ [y |

1/q
s sup [ [ermemsorm T s ayaus o] |

AcA

(we choose 1 < g small enough that pg < 1 + #/30)

< E (K3l1/2)lYle(K. +K2)|YI

YeA

(we have used (4.8)-(4.11) and lemma 4.3)

1A|
_ I A | 1/2y\r _Ka(m)r
S

r=0

= 1__[(1 + Ksllllz) < ealllllA].

AcA

Thus, the proof of the proposition is completed.

We have seen in proposition 4.4 that the vacuum energy densities corres-
ponding to the measures (2.3) are bounded uniformly as A | 0, if the integral
is restrained to be taken over only those fields whose average values lie
« close » to the appropriate classical mean. In order to patch together these
estimates to obtain a bound on an integral over all of F'(R?), we will use
the fact that the Gaussian measure is &-quasi-invariant (e. g. [Fr1]) and its
Radon-Nikodym derivative is given by

du(p —f) —d((~A+a) f)- 2 Cf(-atarfy
4.12 74 =e 2 ,
*-12) du(9),
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where ( .,. ) signifies the real L, inner product. In order to define an
admissible shift that will also accomplish the desired translation of the
mean of the Gaussian measure from, e. g., £, to £_ in A, we define:

@1 @ =[-8+ 07— (ST O,

where
w _fO s Ixl=2 ecs
VX =
L, it x| <1a 0 0SS vEECs,

't = f (= A + &) WOy,

&+ . yeR)(AUN(A))
h1<y)=;
£, yeAUN@A)

where N(@A)={A < R?*|dist(A, A) <L}, 1 <L < and fixed.
It is important to notice that g/A = é_ and g(x) = &, for xe R*\A
such that dist (x, 0A) > 2L.

We also introduce a space-dependent mass for a Gaussian measure,
as in [GJS4], which will permit us to shift masses between the interaction
exponent and the Gaussian measure. Here we note only that for w(x)
satisfying

b

O<o(x)<a , inffo(x)=w>0,
such that a — w(x) has compact support, then for

1
= | (8= w(x)) %2 :a(x)dx
z,- | e A
one has
15 [ oen ¥ y
auy), =7, e 1()as
and this is the Gaussian measure with mean zero and covariance

C=(—A+ o)™

Lemma 4.5. — The vacuum energy densities defined in (2.6) satisfy
the following bounds:
i) atd” >0,
and
—E
P +,0,— > 0
ll) Op,1 = _ E+’0’_ + C;;’O’_ _ Cj.”z,

for some C independent of A.
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Proof. — Since the half-Neumann and free boundary condition pressures
are equal [GRS2], we consider the half-Neumann vacuum energy densities.
We will place a superscript N on the Gaussian measures to denote the
presence of (zero) Neumann boundary conditions on A . By (2.3) and (2.6),

m2

1 — Py(P)p:+ = W(p—Eg)% i+ Ol Al
dha = pyln o TN o -
mo
1 P mz )2‘+(1_m_%).(¢_§)2.
= |7\_| In [fe Pa(PIa:t+ 2 (P—&o)A: 2/ o/\-d#(¢ _ 60)1;
x Z3YA)] + ¢y,
where

2

(1— E) (P~ &oda:
Zy) = [\ du( ~ &Y.
Recalling the definition of c9, (2.4), one notes that

lim [— Lz + c‘:v] —o0.
atrz L A

Thus, we see that

@) = lim i [N g

= lim l—ln fe_ :P2(¢)A:+:(¢_§D)§\:dﬂ(¢ _ 60)2’

atrz | A
by [GRS2].
But
1 . (b — 2.
@.15) l__lln fe PAOart iRy gy
1 = :Py(Yo+&oda: “”%A.

S ol N o),
=l EeEolAl _ g _
_lAllne = E. — E,,

where we have used Jensen’s inequality in the second line and have recalled
that the Wick ordering is always with respect to mass? 2.

Define now g, as g, (see above) with

& . yeRMN(AUN(@A)

MOY=le, . YeauN@a)
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Then, using (4.12), one has

1 Sk ZIC INE R CETA)
i [eTTON -y,
1

. . 2.
— In fe Pr(dt+g)aiti(dte, §°)A'dﬂ(¢ +g, — 60)2

L
A

In

fe— Pyd+g Iai+ bR 1+ 206 1 —E)at (@4 —E)h

1
=, {8+ =&0:(—A+2)(g+—%0)) —<&,(—A+2)(g+— %)) g
X e 2 du(¢),

_l_ln

1
fe—:Pz(¢+¢+)A:+:¢%\:— 5fRz\A[m—zo)(-A+2)(g+—¢o)1

y eIRZ\A”’"“ Do =ty ¢)2§

(since g, A = &,, by definition)

>l—1n
A

1
z e_[— P9+ Er)ait A 5 (@4 —E)(~A+2)(Es — L) 2\, HIB(~A+2)(E( — 2| (AHB):

(by Jensen’s inequality)

1 _ | OA |
— —— In e E+)lAl+cloa] _ E,—E, +C ,
Al * Al
where we have used the fact that for all x e R%\ A such that dist (x, 0A) > 2L,
g+ = &,. Since the same can be done for a correspondingly defined g_,
one may conclude that 0((:0’2 > E, — E, _, which, in conjunction with the
equations (4.14) and (4.15), yields

ol , > max {E, — Ep, E,— E,,E,— E_} =0.

The argument of (4.14) and (4.15) applied to oz?o_ , yields ocffn,1 > — E,.

In addition,
2

1 — Py (P)A: ik (=& +ed Al
“X,1 = I_K—lln fe AT 2 aw(ed — & )mas

from which, writing ¥, = ¢ — &, and re-expressing P,(¢) in terms of
6

6
Zc}'tﬁﬂ as in (1.3), we obtain
=0
6
) —: D ef WAt e ~EDIA
G =y n f e i Al >
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where | ¢ | = 0(1'/?), j > 3. Therefore, re-Wick ordering,

6
- :zc}.,u,,f,\:mz+ —Cat2|Al+ (e —E)Al

1 =
%z i e A,

for some C. Use of Jensen’s inequality again gives us

ay 4 = — CAY? 4 ¢y, — E,.

Clearly, the same argument can be used to obtain
ay 7> — CAM? + ™ — E, _.

The rest of the lemma follows from the next proposition.

LEMMA 4.6. — o} ;=0a% , =ay ,forall A, 0, hand i =1, 2.

Proof. — Using (2.4) and the argument in the previous lemma, it is
easy to see that

o

ATR2 | A I
Furthermore, since ¢, — &, is in the domain of — A}, (in fact,
— AJN(E4 — &) =0, and writing g, as g;, with

- . 1 -, b m .
7= lim — 1In fe PPt (e é+’_)3"dﬂ(¢ _ é+,—)l;'

hy(y) = ¢ , yeAUN(A)
=g, L yeri@AUNGN)
we have
4.16) I_l_lln fe—il’t(@,\:"‘2(¢—§+)3\1dﬂ(¢_£+)l;1

1 — PP+ (b—20+ 20— E4)h: N
yn e TR Ry — gy 4 gy = ]
1 = PUPIai+ (d—E)h:t (€4 —E)At 2[(d—E0) (o~ ¢ 4)]A

1
x e 2 8+ T80 (T ATA+ )84 ~20)> ~ <= 80,(~AGA+2)&0 ¢ D dp(p — go)

by (4.12). But with Neumann boundary conditions on dA, the Gaussian
measure and the integral factor across dA. Since

1
= 5 ] 0 G (= APa+ 2261 =8~ | o \B—E)(—ABA+ 2)(E0—E4)
fe i [an @ meot-aiar . -, [rovat@=eor=a5a+ 260 Ddup — gy =1,
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(4.16) is equal to
1 = Pi(d)ait (d— &L
I——Alln fe PUOAF @R i — Eo)

Thus, taking the limit A 7 R? and using (4.14), oS ; = a}
argument for «_ ; completes the proof.

.. A similar

ol

5. THE PHASE DIAGRAM

Using the vacuum energy bounds proven in the last chapter, we shall
verify the phase diagram of figure 3. In the first section of this chapter we
shall establish some further results that will be necessary.

5.1. Technical preliminaries.

We recall the chessboard estimate [FS]. If F, is a measurable function
of the fields with support in the lattice square A,, then

von DO Eay Al
G.1.1) | < ['Tx ) < eaeN ,

aeN
where N is some index set and

+ —_ . 1 + -
(5.1.2) at%7(F) = lim Al In fH(Fa)ﬁd¢A 07,

2
AR Ageh

(F,); is the function with support in A; obtained by a series of reflections
in lattice lines and translations of the function F, (see [FS])).

Further, for a given unit lattice square A, we define

n

(5.1.3) F°@(A) = Hci (P — &)™ (D),

i=1
where { ¢; }7-, is a set of given coefficients. We denote the total degree of F
by N(F(A)) = Xi_;m,;. We wish to show

ProposiTiON 5.1.1. — Let { w; } ;- be a collection of localized functions
such that w; € L,(A;) for some g > 1. Then for any collection

{F7 W )Xoy, (A)) Fi=15

Annales de UlInstitut Henri Poincaré - Section A



ON THE PHASE DIAGRAM OF A P(()), QUANTUM FIELD MODEL 203

there exist constants K, ¢ > 0 such that for all small enough Aand o, 2€T,
if K(N) = KNN !, one has the following estimate:

‘ < nFo;,:(wj)xvz’j(Aj)>
[ [(ﬂ ¥ l)K(N(F,-» | w, | o< Bz >]

(loy, =023t Yi=1

x |] [/I‘N(Fn/2( ﬁ leis |)K(N(F,-)) [wj e ")]
i=1

(ile1, %02,

+.0,-

IA

for any p > 1.

Proof. — By the chessboard inequality, e. g., for the choice of the -+ state,

v
+ z(ao’fo(wz,fzaz j)—aw)lAJI

G149 i< lL[F“""<w,~)xaz,,<A,-)> <o e

j=1

where we have used lemma 4.6. For arbitrary A,

619 @@ i,) = pyin [ TE 0z, @03

AcA

We note that the same spin characteristic function y,, (A) is multiplied
throughout A.
If ¢, ; = 4, we estimate (5.1.5) through Hélder’s inequality:

(5.1.6) ‘A“bl‘ f [T D 6 — &)

AcA

11 [:Pzw»)A:— s :(¢—¢+)2A:]
T 2 T Ttos (Ot — €.

AcA

By proposition 4.4, the second term is estimated by
(.1.7) ;l)m a'? L E,—E,,

if we choose p ~ 1 + 107¢ (and require that p’ is even). The first term
of (5.1.6) can be estimated, using the checkerboard estimate [GRS1, 2],

b
y T (O [E e - ).

AcA

Vol. XXXIV, n° 2 - 1981.



204 S. J. SUMMERS

If o, ; = +, this is bounded by

(5.1.8) In [(H e I)K(N(F,-)) Iw; ll,,] ;
i=1

p > 1, using a standard argument on Gaussian integrals [DG]. This bound
is uniform in A and the interaction parameters. If, however, g, ; = — or 0,
because | & _ o — &, | = O(A~'/?), the same argument on Gaussian integrals
leads to the bound

nj
(5.1.9) In[(n lei |)K(N(Fj))l"N(F")/2 Iw, n,,] :
i=1
This bound is uniform in A and ¢, 4 € T.
If 6, ; = — or 0, we must shift the mean of the Gaussian measure (and

that of the second term of the interaction exponent) in order to employ
the uniform bound of proposition 4.4. Let us consider the case 7, ; =
a,,; = 0 is treated similarly.

Defining g(x) = g;,(x), with &, as specified after (4. 13), we can rewrite
(5.1.5) as

T

2

1 " -=Pz(¢A:+"::(¢- A
(5.1.10) [1in f [ JE o )are, (A)e” T+ 7 @72

AcA

2 m *
-DE-E)F — | (&=
y em+fA(¢ 8)(e-¢4) 2 f,\(g &) d[l.(d) - 6+)m2+

m2

= |——11\—|' ln J'H(Fal 'j(wj))AXaz ’j(A)e = P2(P)a:t < (- E_)A

AcA

2

m ,
x & fan et T [ eyl g

(using (4.12) and the fact that g[A = &)

2

1 & = Py(PIA: m—_: -&_)4:
= l_A_Iln [IH(F l'j(wj))AXaz,j(A)e PoARIait 5 :6—8-)

AcA

X emz"-"RZ\A("{’“-g)(g_‘}:*')+ 2 IRZ\A(g_§+)2d#(¢ - g)wZ+—(A)] ’
where
o =mi — (Mm% — m2)y\(x)
and
1 2 _m2 al2 .
Zoo) = [ "G,
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Recalling (2.2), one has from [GRS2] that

(5.1.11) lim —1In Z, _(A) = 0(1),

AAR? |A|
uniformly for 4|0 and o, A€ T (which is also true of the analogously
defined Z,,(A)). We thus concentrate on

m2

o1, APt 5 (@=EDA:
6112yt [Tt e 3

AcA

" J 2P~ £+)+ > fz\ Gl du(d — 2,

Sl_l\—lpl fn(Fal i(w, e Pm+ 2\ [(¢ —)(E—¢)+ 5 (g cn]d (6 — g)
AcA
1 1 = pl:Pa(PIA:— m—z_ :(4)—:_)3‘:] P
A f ¢ [ T2..8du(é - 9.

AcA

With the earlier indicated choice of p, the second term is estimated by using
proposition 4.4, since w [A = m% and w(x) > 0, for all x, so that a minor
modification of lemma 4.3 (see e. g. [GIS4]) suffices to yield the bound:

(5.1.13) %m al'’> + B, — E_.

(It is easy to see that because g | A = ¢_ and g is continuous, it is indeed
valid to make use of proposition 4.4). Holder’s inequality applied again to
the first term on the right-hand side of (5.1.12) yields the bound

NI f [T oigans - o

1 m% + +
IAI 'llnqu fz\ [(¢ —8)(g—&¢4)t+ 3 (g g)]d,u(qb—g)

Because, in R?\A, g differs from £, only in a strip along 0A, one observes
that the second term is dominated by

—— LC|0A |,

where C depends on 4. And the first term is estimated, using the arguments
utilized previously, by

n [(ﬁ lei |)K(N(Fj)) [ w; ”p] >
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if ¢, ;= —, or by

m[(ﬁ e |)K(N(F,-»A‘N<Ff’” I w u,,] ,

i=1

if ¢, ;= + or 0. These estimates, with the analogous bounds for the
choice ¢, ; =10, (5.1.7)-(5.1.9) and lemma 4.5, yield the proposition.

LEMMA 5.1.2. — There exists a & > 0, such that for all sufficiently small A,
all o, h e T, and any set Y composed of unit lattice squares A, the following

bound obtains:
<]:_IX6(A),p(A) > < e—'b}.'l/ZlYl’

Acy

where the expectation is in either the 4, 0 or — state and the choice of the
spin configuration function o(.) is arbitrary.

Proof. — Follows directly from the chessboard estimates, proposition 4.4,
lemma 4.5, and arguments in the previous proof.

LemMA 5.1.3. — There exist strictly positive constants K, ¢, such that for
all sufficiently small A, all ¢, # € T and any collection

{F7(A) =1

of functions of the form (5.1.3) one has the following estimate:

' < T T ,,,p(A,-)> ]

i=1

v / ny
< [( lei I)K(N(Fj))A‘N(Fj)/Ze—crl/z .

j=1 LV =1

The expectation is in either the +, 0 or — state.

Proof. — This follows readily from the argument of proposition 5.1.1,
lemma 4.5 and proposition 4.4 ii).
We are now in a position to prove the essential estimate (3.9).

PropOsITION 5.1.4. — There exists a ¢ > 0 such that for all A,, Ay, all
small enough A and o, 2€ T,

{HoaaBdloap(Bg) Y707 < ™7,
whenever o(A,) # o(Ay).
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Proof. — Using 1 = y,.(A) + xo(A) + x-(A) at every A < A, where A
is a large square containing A, and A,;, we have, e. g. for the + state,

G 1) LAt (Bp)) = Z< ﬂx,(A)(A)> ,
a(.) AcAp

where the sum X, , is the sum over configurations o(.) such that ¢(A,) = g,
and 6(Ag) = ;. Following [GJS3, Fr2], we estimate (5.1.14) by

\ +
[T %®raya) )
y o(A)Foe (A,A)EN(Y)
where N(y) is the set of nearest neighbor pairs of unit lattice squares border-
ing on a certain minimal connected contour y, consisting of unit lattice
lines, separating A, and A, (see [Fr2] for further details). Following [GJS3,
Fr2] this proposition will be proven once one establishes that

(5.1.15) < ]_——_[ Xa(A)(A)Xa'(A’)(A/) > < e_“_”zms

(A,A")eN(Y)

for some 6 > 0, where N(y) is a given set of | y | neighboring pairs of unit
lattice squares and o(A) # 6(A’). We note that, in fact, | y | > 4. We may
assume that all pairs in N(y) are mutually disjoint (separating them with
Holder’s inequality if they are not) and that ¢(A’) # 0. Then we recall
Xo = Xo,s 1+ Xo,p, (see (4.5) and (4.6)), so that

61169 ([T zow@rem@) )

(A,A")eN(Y)
1/2 1/2
< §< [] xo,,,(A)> < [T #oser _,(A,,(A)x,,(Al)(A')> ,
Y’ (A,A)eN(Y") (A,AeN(\?)

where .. runs over the subsets of y such that the pairs (A, A’) e N(y')
satisfy o(A) = 0. But

A YP(A) = d(A))=0(A Y g(ar)+a(A o+ A1/4
(5. 1.17)  Xoysor —oan(A)Xo(an(A) <T@ FEI=HEN oA ocar T ala)d0 + 2%,

and if we choose functions hj 4. as in [Fr2] such that
1
ALYBA) = B = > b a0,
i=0

we have, using (5.1.17) and the Gaussian domination bound [FSS, Fr2],
i.e.,

(5.1.18) < §¢<a..h-‘>> PALAE
ei=0 < ei=0 ,
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that
' —3'A-1/2p\y’
1_[ X0,s or —a(a")(B)Xsary(A") > <e Iy ,
(A,AeN(y\7")

6’ > 0. Thus, with lemma 5.1.2, (5.1.16) yields (5.1.15) and the propo-
sition.

Next we shall prove (3.1)-(3.3) in the more general formulation that
accomodates the large external fields that are permitted in T.

THEOREM 5.1.5. — There is a finite constant K such that for all sufficiently
small 4, all ¢, #€T, and every A,, Ag:

(5.1.19a) when 2 >0,
[ A2 (9% 1(A) = E)EL — 167 : (Ap)) T | < KAV2;
(5.1.195) when 2 <0,
|22 9% 1(A) = ENEE — =97 : (A YTO7 | < KAl
For 0 < 6, <1071,
(5.1.20) li\% A 9 (AT =0,
(5.1.21) §§A<:¢2:(A)>+’°" = w%(h = 0),

—ao

where the subscripts indicate the sign of g, in the interaction polynomial
and w} , _ = AE% o._. Furthermore, there exists a C > 0 such that
(5:1.22) (g2 (@)X — ($AY YT < C.

Proof. — We have adapted and extended arguments of [Ga] to prove this
proposition.
To prove (5.1.22), we note

| <o 1 (A) — @A) Y "7 | < (| 1 ¢% 1 (A) — $(A)? | xo(B) Y*+O~
+ {11 9% 1 (A) — $(A)? | x4 (A) YO
+ {11 9% 1 (A) — (A | x-(A) Y7 < 0D,
by proposition 5.1.1, since
197 1(A) = H(A)? = Yh o~ 1 (A) — Yy, -(A)

We will now prove (5.1.19 a); (5.1.19 b) is shown similarly. We rewrite
(5.1.19 a)):

(5.1.23) 22 (:¢*:(A) — ENEL — 192 :(Ap) ) * O
= 2219 1(A) — EDXo(AN(ER — 17 :(Ag) D7
+ 2297 1(8) = &)+ (AD) + x-(A)
(&3 = 1 :(A)(x+(Ap) + £-(Bp))) "7
+ 2197 1(A) = S+ (B + - (AINEE — 107 :(Ap)xko(Bg) )07
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The absolute value of the first term is estimated by

(5.-1.24) M 1B 97 : (B — £5)° Y ™0 7)' 2
X (< 12(61 _ :¢2 :(Ap))2>+,0,~)1/2 < 10(1—1/2+£),
by proposition 5.1.1, using :¢?:(A) — &2 = 1 yd 1 (A) + 26¥0(A)
in the first factor (£, = 0(h)) and inserting 1 = x,(Ap) + xo(Ap) + x—(Ap)
in the second factor and estimating each term in the resulting sum by 0(1).
The absolute value of the second term in (5.1.23) has the bound
(5.1.25) AM2(R2L (PP (A, — EP T2
X (A (x+(Ag) + x-(AXEL — 1 9% 1 (A>T 0 )2,
The first factor is estimated by 0(1), using proposition 5.1.1, since one can
again insert 1 = y.(A,) + xo(A) + x-(A,) and estimate each term. A
further application of proposition 5.1.1 yields a bound to the last factor
in (5.1.25) that is 0(1) ,since
(5.1.26) AL x-(Ap)(&L — 1 0% :(Ap)* ) ™07
= 2 x-(Ap(E5 — &2 = 28 Y_(Ap) — Y2 1 (Ap)* )T
< Ae®TEINEL — E2)% + | &L - &2 (& 10(1) + [ € [o(D)],

by proposition 5.1.1. However, for ¢, €T,

26 TEEL — £2)? < 0(1)AeTEE L (0) — hE_(0))*
= 0(1)2e® "E-R2E2(0).

Because E, — E_ < Oforallo, 4,if0 < h < land|c| < 107}, the above
is bounded by 0(1). For A >1, E,— E_ < hé_(0)2 = — hé.(0)/2,
and the above is again majorized by 0(1). As this is the worst term in (5.1.26),
the assertion is confirmed.

Finally, the third term in (5.1.23) is bounded by
AP 1 (A) = E Y TONHAAEL — 197 (A YO
X ({48 + 1-ADxo(Bg) YO H2 < o™,

for some ¢ > 0, by propositions 5.1.1 and 5.1.4. Therefore, (5.1.23) is
bounded by O(A'/2*¢) 4 A20(1) + exp { — cA™Y2} = 0(AV/?), proving
(5.1.19 a).

Turning our attention to (5.1.20), we see that

(5.1.27) A% (A)DEO |
S AL 0% 1 (A) [ 10(A) 3% ™ + AL : 0% 1 (A) [ (xa(A) + x=(A) Y10
By proposition 5.1.1, the second term is bounded by
0(1)(8Ec(¢o)—E+(do) + eEc(ao)-E—(ao)) < e-caol",
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for ¢ > 0 and A small enough (we have used the fact that
E, () = 270 + 0(c*) — h&y,-(0) + O(h%)

for small ¢ (see (2.7)), that A€ T entails | A| < A7/2*¢, and that E, < 0
for all values of ¢ and 4). Proposition 5.1.1 bounds the first term of (5.1.27)
by A0(A™1%29). Therefore, (5.1.20) is verified.

To prove (5.1.21) we note

(5.1.28) A1{:?:(A))I2 ™ = &L
SAPCAPE = 97 1 (A) | (1 (B) + 1A

FOAE =197 (A) | o))
< 0(1)A1/2 + O(I)eEc(—ao)-Eo(“ao) < O(AI/Z) + e—co-oj_—l’

for ¢ > 0, using proposition 5.1.1 (here we have used the fact that (e. g. when
h>0) E, (—ad)=2"Y— 0o+ 0(03) — h¢,(0) + O(h*), when heT
and A is small enough. In the first term, (5.1.26) was again employed).
Finally, we observe that A| &2 — £%(0)| = O(4%).

This completes the proof of theorem 5.1.5.

5.2. The triple point and the double points.

The necessary prerequisites being established, we can now follow the
outline of chapter III to confirm the validity of the phase diagram in figure 3.
Recalling the well-known fact that the vacuum energy density (2.6) is a
convex function of any parameter appearing linearly in the interaction
density (2.1), we conclude that a,, ,(4, o, h) is convex in ¢ and A. Thus,
it is a continuous function of these parameters and its derivatives with
respect to 4 and o exist at all except at most countably many values of o
and 4. With this in mind, we state a theorem from [Ga)] that is itself an
extension of a theorem from [Gu2].

LemMA 5.2.1. — If da (4, o, h)/0c exists, then
(2 (D) 197 1 (Ap DT

clusters in mean.

Proof. — As in [Ga]. See, however, the appendix for technical remarks
dealing with the possible lack of translation invariance in the states provided
by the compactness construction of [GJI].

Remarks. — 1) The theorem of [Gu2] states that if the derivative of
«*% (A, o, h) with respect to & exists, then { p(A)P(Ag) > %~ clusters
in mean.

2) Due to lemma 4.6, if the derivative of «, with respect to ¢ or & exists,
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then the corresponding derivative of a2~ exists. Thus, lemma 5.2.1 or Guer-
ra’s theorem can be applied to the +, 0 and — boundary condition states
simultaneously (see, furthermore, Appendix 1 and proposition 5.2.5).

3) The arguments to follow make good use of the proof in [Ga] of the
existence of the triple point.

Lemma 5.2.1 and (5.1.19) of theorem 5.1.5 entail that whenever du,/0c
exists, 1 { : ¢% : (A) Y***~ cannot lie in [wd + KA'2, 0% — KAY?] (here
we take 4 > 0; the argument for 4 < Ois similar). And (5.1.20) and (5.1.21)
imply that for 0 < ¢, < 107! and small enough 4,

(5.2.1) A 1(A)YET < wl + KAM?
and
(5.2.2) A2 (AT > 0} — KAY2

Therefore, if we define, for fixed # and fixed, small enough 4,

ST ={olA(:¢*:(A))i" < wf + KA,
this set is nonempty, is bounded from below, and possesses an infimum:
(5.2.3) op°% (A, h) = inf S;>~

As previously commented, the second Griffiths’ inequality (see, e. g. [GRSI,
Si2]) entails that { : ¢ : (A) >**°~ is monotone decreasing in ¢ (monotone
increasing in /). Thus, the monotonicity of { : ¢* : (A) ) in ¢ and the almost
everywhere differentiability of « (o) give

(5.2.4) A ¢? ;(A))j;f{;j_u o < w§ + Ka'?
and (when 4 > 0)
(5.2.5) A 9% 1 (A) Y07 > w? 4+ KAY2

ofy 0" (A,h)—0
LEMMA 5.2.2. — a5 (4, h) = ap(A, h) = ap (4, k) for all sufficiently small A
and all | A | < A71/27%e

Proof. — We show in Appendix 1 that whenever da}'®~/do exists,

a +,0,— __ A2, +,0,—
—%aoo _<¢ (A)> s

and ( :¢*:(A) )"~ is independent of A (i. e., translation invariant).
But by lemma 4.6, this entails that at such values of ¢ (4, 4 fixed),

C19? Q)T =92 (AN =97 : (D) ).
Let us assume, e. g., o5 (A, h) > o5(4, h). Then there exists a o, € (63(1, &),
o5 (2, b)) such that du,,/d0 |,, exists. Thus,

(9% 1(A))g, = (97 1(8) )5
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but since g, < oA, h), A : ¢%:(A) i > 03 — KAY%, for small A,
which implies that

(5.2.6) A 9% ()0 = wi — KAM2,

However, since

(9?1 (8))° > {147 :(8))s,

aQ(A,h)+0
for 6, > ag(l, h), we conclude from (5.2.6) that
A% (A))° > w2 — KAY?

oQ(4,)+0

for small A, which contradicts (5.2.4). Thus, o5 (4, 1) < op(4, h). A similar

argument may be applied to yield oy (A, #) > o9(4, #). The same argument
yields the rest of the lemma.

Note. — We comment further that, due to the independence of the
vacuum energy density from (at least) the classical boundary conditions
[GRS2], this argument entails that the location of the double point op(4, /)
is, for given A and 4, independent of boundary conditions (see Appendix 1).
That is to say, independently of boundary conditions, the quantity
{ : ¢* :(A) ) is discontinuous in ¢ at op(, 4) (the magnitude of the dis-
continuity is also an invariant). This completes the proof of theorem 2.1.

We shall now prove the estimates (3.8) (and, in passing, the rest of theo-
rem 3.1) in R**®7\0R*'% 7 i, e, in R*:%~ excluding the phase transition
lines themselves, at which we shall directly construct the +, 0, — state
through the limits discussed in chapter III.

PROPOSITION 5.2.3. — There exists a K > 0 such that for all small enough 4
and o, heT,

i) if 6 > ap(A, h), { xo(B) YO = e XX,
ii) if ¢ < ap(h, h), b > 0, {1, (A) DF = e™*¥,
i) if 6 < ap(A, h), B < 0, { x_(A) Y; = e ¥
Remark. — The ¢ appearing in the estimates is that which occurs in the
definition of T.
Proof. — We demonstrate i) first. By (5.1.22) and (5.2.4), we have
for all ¢ > op(4, h):
(5.2.7) A p(A)?)H° < 0 + K AV2
But
(5.2.8) 2{ PA)* »° = A $(8)*1o(A) )°
+ A LAY x4(8) YO 4 A L (A x-(B) H°
> 0+ 2 (OB x4 (8) D0 + A L A x- (B) )°
> M1 — A% o B D0 4 ME- 4 AL (x- (A )°
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(using x+(A)=yx. (A) and definitions (4.5)). Moreover, A1—AM*42E2 =0(1)
and A(E_ + AV = A1 + O(A'%h) — AV*M2E2, so that (5.2.7) and
(5.2.8) imply
(5.2.9) {xs(A))° + X (8))° = x4+ 5(8))°
+ B + (oo (A + (o= p(B))° < (x4 ,A))°
i i(ﬂé— ’S(A))};:; ;;2‘”1'”2 =< X+’S(A)>OA(€ + AY4¢ )2
-+ + : -
* A1 — AM4y2e2 =@ + (l - /1”4)26+i
+ e T < Kok + KaA? + 0(412h) < g (A))°
+ 7 < KLm? + KA
(- sA) <1 and | k| < A7V2*%)

) (- oB))°

< K2
since, for all o, h e T, w2 = 0(4%°). Therefore, (5.2.9) implies
(o)) =1 = (e = (1) )° = | — Ks2* 2 7%

That completes the proof of part 7).
We will prove ii) explicitly; iii) follows in a similar manner.

(5.2.10) 2 (A >F = A (A xo(A) ) *
+ AL A (B) DT + A PAYx-(A) DY < 4 P(A)x0,4(A) )F
+ A A4 B DT + A PA g (A DY + 7T
(by lemma 5.1.3)
< A& + A (oo (B DT 4 A1 + AVHEL e J(A) DY
UG = AT ()Y e
e BT <1 = o BT — oA DF
entails with (5.2.10):
(5.2.11)  A{HA? DY < ME + A E D o) DT + (1 + A4 202
+ O 2R (o (A)DF = (1 + 24202 (o (A) DY + 74712
But (5.2.5) and (5.1.22) imply that for ¢ < op(4, h),
(5.2.12) AL PA )T = wi — KAM?,
so that, by (5.2.11), we have
[— Ao + A*E0)7 + (1 + AV 03] 2oB) DY

< (1 + 2203 + 0(AY%h) — 0? + Keal/?
S K7A£-

But

Therefore
K,A®
(5.2.13)  (xo,A))* < 7
° [— A& + A4 + (1 + AMY*202]
< K 4%,
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for small 1, since A(&,+AY*¢,)2=0(1*") and w?=1+0-+0(c*)+0(1'/%h).
Using (5.2.13) in the right-hand side of (5.2.10), we have
A PA? DT < Kod® + (1 + AV 0% (x4 (A) )7
+ (1 208 (- (B))* + 0 2h) (x- (B) ) + ™47,
Thus, with (5.2.12),

(1 + A% (xa (A DT = 0% — Kjod® = (1 + 279202 (o (D) D7,
so that

w? — K A
(5.2.14) (e B )T 2 ——20 — (g (A) )7

(1 + 2120}

>1- K& - <X—,s(A)>+‘
We now remark that

(5.2.15) A (A)P(Ag) )" = AL p(AJX+(A)P(Bp)x+(Ag) )"
+ A (AL (A)PBp)2-(Ag) )T + 2L (A 1o(ADP(BR)Xo(Bp) D™
+ 4 Z < ¢(Aa)xa(A,)(Aa)‘P(Aﬁ)Xa(Ap)(Aﬁ) > ™.
a(A) #a(Ap)
The third term in (5.2. 15) may be estimated by

ALY 2o(B) > < AL pB)xo(8) Y + e
< Mo + A4 (208 )T + e < Kppd™
(by (5.2.13)). We note that we can estimate the last terms in (5.2.15) by

—

(A2 (A D)  totan B toan (B Y12

3(Aa) £(Ap) o
—-a

<e , a>0,
by propositions 5.1.1 and 5.1.4. Therefore,

(5.2.16) A { P(A)P(Ap) )T = A HA)1+(ADP(APx+(Bp) )™

+ AL A X-(A)D(Apx-(Bg) DT — K;3A%
Because x4 (Ap) =1 — xo(Ap) — x5(Ag) — X +,,(Ag), we have from (5.2.16):
(5.2.17) A d(A)D(Ag) > 2 (121"} (x4 JAD DT

(1= 2202 { gy (B 1oAY T —(1=A1*Y20% (e (BI1-(Bg) Y
+(A =2+ 0(A )20 (g (AT

—(1=2"*+0("2)) 0% (1~ (Ao DT
— (1= 2440 )20’ (1= A+ (Bg)) =K 4A%
> (1= 2202 (p AT +(1 =420l (- (AT —K sk
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(by proposition 5.1.4)
> (1 - A0l = K 4% = Kysi* 2 o} — K6l

using (5.2.14). By the theorem of Guerra, by choosing a sequence of posi-
tive A, converging to & such that do/oh exists at each 4,, (5.2.17) implies
that for all # > 0 and ¢ < ap(4, A),

(5.2.18) 2 HA) I > 0y — KypA8

(note that { ¢(A) »* is monotone increasing in A, by Griffiths’ second
inequality). This confirms theorem 3.1 7if) in the interior of R*.
We see that for 2 > 0 and ¢ < op(4, A),

(5.2.19) A2 PA) Y < M2 PA)g (B) )Y
+ A2 Ao (B) YT+ A PAN- (B Y e
<1+ /11/4)w+ <X+,s(A) >+ + }'1/2(50 + Al/4€+) < Xo,s(A) >+
— (1 + 002k — 2w, (o (A) YT 4 e
<@+ 11/4)w+ < X+,s(A) >+ —(1— /11/4)w+ < X-,s(A) >+ + K18'l£a

where we have used (5.2.13) in the last inequality. Using

< X+,3(A) >+ <1-— < X—,s(A) >+a
(5.2.19) yields
A2 LA YT < A+ 1Moy — (1 + 1Moy (1 (8) )T
hat b ing (5.2.18) — (1 =M, (x- B >+ Ky
so that by using (J5.2.
+ 1+ /11/4)w+ — oy + Kol
(5:2.20) Cx-8))7 < 1+ 1o, + (1 = 2o,

Therefore, by (5.2.20) and (5.2.13)

(5.2.21) (x+@) ) =1—1-(A))* — (oA H*
21— (o AT — (o) DY — e > 1 — Ky 2,

for h > 0, ¢ < op(4, h). This completes the proof of the proposition.

We now wish to define the 4, 0, — state at the phase transition lines.
By the monotonicity of { : ¢ : (A) > and { ¢(A) ) in ¢ and A, it is clear
that the slope (in parameter space) of the phase transition line op(4, A),
for fixed A, is strictly positive in the # > 0 half-plane (and, by symmetry,
op(4, h) = op(A, — h)), as previously remarked in [GJ2]. Thus, because
a.(4, o, h) at each given (4, ¢), is continuously differentiable in % at all but
at most countably many values of 4, it is clear that one can find a sequence
{ (op(4, h),h,) } T~ converging to (ap(4, k), k) (or for 6, < or(A), & = 0,
a sequence { (dq, 4,) } 7'~ converging to (o,, 0) such that

{ (oo h), 1)} 7 = R™O"({ (g0, B) } T~ = R**7)
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and such that

0

a4, 0, h

oh ( ) (eD(4,h) ,hn)(resp. (00,kn))
exists for each n. The only exception—the 0 state at (6r(4), 0)—is reached
by a sequence { (g, #,) } = R° converging to (s1(4), 0), at each point of
which the vacuum energy density is differentiable with respect to the external
field. Such a sequence, again, exists. However, the « canonical » sequence
{ (6, 0)} (61(2), 0) used by Gawedzki [Ga] is not necessarily such a
sequence. The -+, 0, — state at the point (¢, 4,) € OR*** ™ is defined by

lim < ﬁ¢(f.~)> = <ﬁ¢(f,->>
i=1 i=1 (60,ho)

n—a
In fact, in appendix 2, it is shown that the generating functionals

{Z(fl)(a'y.,hn)""o" }
(see (2.8)) converge uniformly to a functional Z**% 7 (f)(s.h analytic
in fielL, ¢;5 @ Z(R?), which determines a unique measure d¢(’f,;,?;,;) on

&'(R?), whose generalized Schwinger functions exist and are continuous
on [1.%; ; © NFL(R?).
Thus, the estimates in proposition 5.2.3 extend to the phase transition

lines, and we have proven the estimates (3.8) and theorem 3.1. In preparation
to prove theorem 3.2, we introduce the following objects:

Xi,o,—(A) = X+,o,—(A) Io‘=0,h=0

(the dependence on ¢ and hisin {, _, see (4.2)). Then we have the following
lemma:

+,0,— +,0,—

(an,hn)* 000

LEMMA 5.2.4. — There exists a ¢ > 0 such that for all small enough 4,
all o, he T, all A and any o(A),
“;'o’—ﬂ Xoay(B) — Xf(A)(A) h< - YMER

Proof. — This follows trivially from proposition 4.4 since

| Zoeay(A) — 1oy | < x4 o(A) + %o0,,(A) + x=, (D).

We shall also need the following slight generalization of the result of
Frohlich and Simon mentioned in chapter III

PROPOSITION 5.2.5. — If the Schwinger functions of a state are continuous
from the right (or from the left) in the external field, then the state satisfies
the Osterwalder-Schrader axioms, including clustering, and is independent
of the classical boundary conditions (free, Dirichlet, Neumann, periodic,
half-Dirichlet, etc.).
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Proof. — Implicit in the proof of theorems 4.1, 4.2 and 4.4 of [FS].
See also [Sul].

Remark. — If the vacuum energy density is differentiable in 4, then it is
continuously differentiable, and it follows that proposition 5.2.5 is appli-

cable.
As we have seen in chapter III, propositions 5.1.4, 5.2.5 and 5.2.3 imply

that (o, heT) :

(5.2.22a) for h> 0 and o = op(4, h), or h =0 and ¢ < o((4),
ot + - )*F <™,

(5.2.22b) for h <0 and 6 = ap(4, h), or h=0 and o < o(4),
Cxa®) + 208 )~ < e™

(5.2.22¢) for o = ap(4, h),
(@) + 2-0) ) < e

Griffiths’ second inequality implies that { x%(A) + x%(A) )° is monotone
decreasing in o (x% 0,—(A) was defined to be independent of ¢ and 4), and
the FKG inequalities entail that { yz(A) + xo(A) > is monotone decreasing
in A. And because lemma 5.2.4 and the chessboard estimate tell us that
throughout T,

[{xw,0,-A)Y =t 0,-A)) | < e

(5.2.22) implies theorem 3.2.
Because 1 = ( x+(A) ) + {xo(A) > + { x-(A) ), an immediate corol-
lary is:

COROLLARY 5.2.6. — There exists a K > 0 such that for all small enough 24,
all 6, he T and all A,

l) for ¢ > O'D(/L h) , <X0(A) >0 > e_Ke—.,;_—l/z’
i) for h20 . o<op(hh) , (xe@))F ze ™
i) forh<0 , o<oph) , {x-(A)); e ",

Because we have defined the limit states (with the exception of the 0 state
at (o1(4), 0)) to be right (or left) continuous in the external field, we may
apply proposition 5.2.5 to yield the balance of theorem 2.2. Since the O state
at (o7(4), 0) is a limit of states satisfying the hypothesis of proposition 5.2.5,
it satisfies all the Osterwalder-Schrader axioms (excepting possibly clustering
and the linear growth condition) and is independent of the classical boundary
conditions. The linear growth condition is proven in chapter VII, but
we have no argument at present to show that the O state at (o1(1), 0) is
pure.
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Although the +, 0, — state at the phase transition lines is independent
of the classical boundary conditions, it is, nevertheless, in principle dependent
on the choice of sequence used to define it. However, by the second Griffiths’
inequality, the Schwinger functions of the states are monotone increasing
in £ (h = 0) and monotone decreasing in o. Let us consider, for example,
the + state at op(4, 4), & = 0 (or o < or(4), 2 = 0). By the monotonicity
in o and 4,

< n¢(fi) >:D(l,h),h - lim < ﬂ¢(fi) > , fi=0,

(6n,hn) = (an(4,1) ,h)

for every sequence (o,, h,) — (op(4, h), h) that is (eventually) contained
in the second quadrant of parameter space, with (6p(4, %), ) regarded as the
origin. In this quadrant, the Schwinger functions are jointly monotone
decreasing in ¢ and /4 to the limit. Similarly, for # < 0 the — state at op(4, /)
(or ¢ < a(4), h = 0) is independent of the choice of sequence lying in
the third quadrant of the axes with origin at (op(4, ), 7). Whenh > 0 (7 < 0),
the O state at op(4, #) is independent of the choice of any sequence lying
in the fourth quadrant (first quadrant). Thus, the O state at (op(4, #), & + 0)
coincides with the « canonical » limit (see [GJ2]) (o,, /# + 0) | (op(4, A)
h + 0). Only the O state at (o(1), 0) depends a priori on the choice of the
sequence { (a,, #,) } = R° that converges to it, without the benefit of large
regions of equivalence.

6. THE POSITIONS OF THE PHASE TRANSITION LINES
IN PARAMETER SPACE

The aim of this chapter is to prove theorem 2.5, as outlined in chapter III.
As a first step, we note

LeMMA 6.1. — If we define oc;'o"(er,o,_) as in (5.1.2), the following
inequalities hold:

D) 08" (X4 ,0,-) < U 5
moreover, there exists a K > 0 such thatif g, he R™"%™ N T,
i) 0l " (4 0,-) — % = — Ke™7,
Proof. — i) is trivial, since %, o —(A) < 1. By the chessboard estimate
(x4 (B) >+ < SR,
But for o, e R*, we have from corollary 5.2.6 that
e—Ke—c).'l/Z < ezg__)(x_'_)—dw'
The 0, — case in R% ™ is proven similarly.
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LeEMMA 6.2. — There exists a K > 0 such that for all small enough A
and all g, heT,

“;:?’_(Xho,—) <—Eipo-+ ew® T + Kal/2,
Proof.

2

% 1) = lim o fﬂxm PO g OTERT SN gy —24)

AcA

- lim -1 In JHX+(A)9 [P;(d»),\ - (=& A+ (B~ +)|A|]du(¢—§+)

I 5]
+cyw—E,
<—E, +cg+KA'2
by proposition 4.4. The 0, — case is proven similarly.

Proof of theorem 2.5. — If 6, he R* N'T, lemmas 6.1 and 6.2 imply

—cA-1/2

—Ey 4oy + KA 20g (1) 2 2 — Kae
— Eo + c§ — Kya!? — Kpe™ "

(using lemma 4.5 in the last inequality), which entails that
6.1) —E, + (e — ) + K A2 + Ey = 0.
If we write E, (A = 0) = A" Y(c + g.(0)), then

2

(6.2)  Ey =170+ g.(6) — héulo) — 3 s+ Fel o)

where £ (1, 6, h) = 0(h*21%) (see (2.7)). f+ (4, o, h) can, in fact, be calculated
to arbitrary accuracy in 2 (see [Sul]). But (6.1) and (6.2) imply

(6.3)  Mew — W) lopean — &+(0p(4, h)) + AhE (o)
2
+ ;”i — M+(4, op(d, h), B) + AEq + 012 > ap(A, h).
2

When ¢, e R® N T and & > 0, lemmas 6,1, 6.2 and 4.5 imply

—cA-1/2

— Eo + ¢ + K, A2 > ad (o) = 0, — Kye
> —E, +cf — KyAl2 — K, e 7',
so that, again,

(6.4) op(4, h) = AMcyy — cy) lonea,m — &+(on(4, h))

2
+ Ahé (o) + }i — M+ (4, op(4, h), h) + AE, + 0(A*>'?).
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(6.3) and (6.4) give, with the same calculation for # < 0:

op(4, h) = A(cy" ® C?v) lo’D(). ) — g+(op(4, h))
Ah?

+ Alh|E.(0) + a5~ A+ (4, op(4, ), lh D) + AEy + 0(4*3).
One sees at once that (because gi(0) = — T + 0(c*) whenever
|h| < A712%2 we have

op(d B) = A P = Q) lopeam + A1 B | E4(0) + O(AR?) + 0(A*%)

/1( In4— 43) + AR | &) + O(AR?) + 0(232),

where we have used (2.2) and (2.4).

7. PERTURBATION THEORY IS ASYMPTOTIC

We have shown in [Su2], in the specific example of ¢3 deep in the two-
phase region, that with the counterparts of theorem 3.2 and proposition 5.1.1
one can prove that the expansions generated by perturbation theory about
the appropriate classical field value (the appropriate minimum of the poly-
nomial) for the generalized Schwinger functions are asymptotic. Thus,
we shall be somewhat telegraphic in this presentation of the proof of theo-
rem 2.3 and shall rely heavily on [Su2]. Readers wishing to see all the details
worked out specifically in the context of this model are referred to [Sul].

As previously mentioned in chapter III, we shall use the following result
of [GJ1].

THEOREM 7.1. — The following formula is valid:
[1@ = oy cORG o, 28"
,0,— +,0,— R . P .
= fagro- [a (x)[&/,+ 5~ RO 0. P W) 9]

where

0-(x) = j f dyC O (x = () (= Ex 0.-) "1 (),

R(¢+o->—ﬂ Vi, (),

i=1

CHOT = (= At )7

We shall outline the proof of theorem 2.3 for the + state in R* NT.
The argument is similar for the other cases.
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The object of study is a typical generalized Schwinger function:

(7.1) <]_[:(¢—é+)'"':(ﬁ)>
i=1

where we shall require that suppt. f; = A;,, A; a unit lattice square,
i=1, ..., n. The general case of unrestricted support is recovered as a
sum over A,, ..., A, of such localized monomials. Repeated integration by
parts, applied to all the linear factors of the original product of Wick mono-
mials and to the linear factors of the subsequent derivatives of the inter-
action polynomial : P(i,) : ((1.4)) brought into the integrand and continued
until each term in the resultant sum either is a constant on path space or
contains at least » + 1 (derivatives of the) polynomials : P(y.,) :, yields
the following expansion for (7.1):

(7.2) Zaﬁ(a, A = Z (R,

i=1 k
where a typical term in the finite sum over { Rg(y ;) »* is of the form

+
B

M +
1.3 ([(TTePew: 00w
pr=1
and M > r + 1, P is the a,-th derivative of P, and

w) = ot 0] Traeaficends.
i=1

xafx;) denotes the characteristic function of the unit square A; and v(x,y)
is a product of N > M factors C(x; — x;), C(x; — »;), C(y; — y;), where
C = (— A + m%)™'. It is easy to see that the constants a; (o, 4) are exactly
those given by perturbation theory about the minimum ¢&,.

Each term in the sum Xg ( Rg(¥ ;) >* can be represented graphically,
with the lines of the graph due to the free covariances and the vertices
provided by the derivatives of the original Wick monomials and of the
interaction polynomial. The basic point is to estimate the vertices uniformly
as 4} 0 and to control the integration over vertex positions by the expo-
nential decay of the free covariances. Here, we shall give short shrift to the
latter point and concentrate on the former.

For each term (7.3) we shall assume that not only every linear factor
of the original product of Wick monomials has been integrated out, but
that no two vertices with derivatives of the interaction polynomial are
contracted to each other, unless one or both of them have been completely
integrated out, i. e., unless one or both are constants on path space. For any
factor that does not satisfy this assumption, one continues integrating
by parts the nonconforming vertices until each term in the resulting sum
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fulfills the requirement. This merely increases M and the number of terms.
Then, by performing a localization sum

- ZxA,(.)

jez?

at each vertex, one obtains for (7.3):

o > { ( [P0 0t 00 0 )
J n=1

where M = M, + M,, 0(2'/?) contains the interaction coefficients of the M,
completely integrated interaction vertices (recall lemma 4.2) and

n M
i) = ot )] Traefica] s, e
i=1 k=1
Here we have subsumed by x also the position variables (x;) of the comple-
tely integrated vertices. Each J = {j, ho; = { (Ju.1» Jv.2) ho=1 (v € Z%)
denotes a choice of unit lattice square localizations for the M vertices
(and thus the N covariances in v(x, y)). Next, at each square A; one per-
forms the spin configuration expansion 1 = y,.(.) + xo(.) + x-(.), so
that (7.3) becomes

0@“’”)22 < f (f’[ PO (y,L)xA,.“(yu)x,,(Aju)(A,-,‘))w,<y)a'y>+,
n=1

I a()

where the sum X, is over the possible choices of o(A;), p =1, ..., M,.

Finally, because there are no covariances in v(x, y) (in the expression

for wy(y)) that join the vertices that are not completely integrated to each
other (by the assumption described above), (7.3) is of the form:

M> +
a0y > > (T [P0 Ui )
3 o) un=1

where f; (3;,) = Xa fu( ywy(y;,) and wy(y;,) is the corresponding constituent
of wy(») (see [Su2)).

Each term in (7.4) is now in a form to which we may apply proposi-
tion 5.1.1. A given term with at least one a(A;) differing from + is estimated
by Holder’s inequality:

(7.5) } < ﬂ PO L) (f1 )Xo, (A5, > ‘
u=1

s < (IM_]- POy ) :(fju)) ﬂXo(A,u)(A i) >+1/2 dtaoBo) Y2,
n=1 n=1
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where 6, = 0 or —. Application of proposition 5.1.1, lemma 4.2 and theo-
rem 3.2 yields the following worst-case bound for (7.5):

M
K (M)A~ 2= 1 £, e
n=1
Proposition 5.1.1 and lemma 4.2 yield the following bound for the single
term in the sum over spin configurations for which 6(A;) = +,u =1, ...,
M,:

M
KM 2] [ 1, L
n=1

Thus, (7.4) is estimated by
. M2
O(AM?)K (SM)3"[AM2/? 4 ¢+ 12q M2 ;ZH I fi 12 f :

J p=1
The factor 3™2 is the number of terms in the sum %, . By the exponential
decay of the free covariances, the sum in the last factor has the bound

[DG, GIJS1, Su2]
M2
DT Tis <k

J pn=1
And because N < X7_ m; + 5M, the total degree of the Wick monomials
that have been brought into the integrand, we have the bound

D Ry

where 0(A™/?) depends on M and N(A). Thus, theorem 2.3 is proven.
Similarly, a localization and spin configuration sum, in conjunction with
proposition 5.1.1 and theorem 3.2, entail that

‘<II:I(¢—fo)(ﬁ)>0’Sn!K"iI:[|fi|p

where | f;|, = Zscr2 | fixa |, p > 1, with K uniform in A (4| 0) and in
o, he R® N T. Because it is easy to see that |f;|, < K|f; |y, for | . |s
a suitable Schwartz space seminorm (see [Sul]), one can directly verify
the Osterwalder-Schrader linear growth condition, thus filling in the last
gap in the proof of theorem 2.2.

< 0(AM3),
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APPENDIX 1

BOUNDARY CONDITIONS
AND EUCLIDEAN INVARIANCE OF ( : ¢ :(A))

In this appendix we treat a technical problem that arises from the fact that the states
that are obtained through the infinite volume limit of the normalized finite volume inter-
acting measures in (2.3) are not known to be Euclidean invariant (their construction
through a compactness argument does not yield total Euclidean invariance, only time
translation invariance). However, at a few crucial points in section V.2 the Euclidean
invariance of a few objects is tacitly employed. In order not to interrupt the main flow of
the ideas of that section, we place the proof of the necessary properties, along with the
technical results needed to show that o'D(l, h) is independent of the (classical) boundary
conditions, in the format of this appendix.

PROPOSITION A.1.1. — If dao(4, G, h)/O0 exists,
(: (pz :(x) )Periodic =(: ¢2 1 (%) >H.D‘ = (: ¢2 s (x) >Free
for every x.

Proof. — We note that the chessboard estimates (valid for free and half-Dirichlet [FS]
and periodic [Fr2] boundary conditions) imply for every y > 0,

(A
<e¥x¢ ( ))Se

Therefore, if one subtracts by 1, divides by y | A | and lets y — 0, one obtains

| Al(atoo(h0:£2%,H) =0t (A,0,1))

1
F |T|< 19*:(A)) < + Dia (A, 0, h),
where sz is the derivative from the right (resp., left) with respect to 6. When the derivative
of the vacuum energy density with respect to o exists, one has, thus,
1 00,4, 0, h)
et v (h2 . —
A = ——

Because the free, periodic and half-Dirichlet pressures are equal [GRS2], one has at such
points
1 1
A A
for every A. The Euclidean invariance of the half-Dirichlet state [GRS1] implies the pro-
position.

1

< :¢2 1 (A) >Periodic — ¢ :¢2 1 (A) >H.D. = :¢2 1 (A) )Free
A

Note. — Because the state ( . )*®- has free boundary conditions, lemma 4.6 and
proposition A.1.1 yield the Euclidean invariance of (:@?%: (x))*°:~ (wherever
doeo(A, 0, h)/O0 exists), which was used in the proof of lemma 5.2.1. Furthermore, the
proof of proposition A.1.1 entails that

I N R, . 2: A +,0,—
35 0 (@A) YT,
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which was used in the proof of lemma 5.2.2. Because the validity of this argument is
limited to those states with boundary conditions for which the chessboard estimate is
known, we will need to introduce some further ideas in order to justify the note following
lemma 5.2.2.

Let G be the set of functions on R” (# arbitrary) that are sums of functions of the form

Fh s f = | [F@0,
i=1
F@(f)) = 0@/ NeD 1),

where g is a positive, increasing, polynomially bounded function on (0, «) and 8(¢(f))
= 1 orsign ¢ (f). If dv, and dv, are probability measures on &’(R?), we say v, < v,(GKS)
if and only if

for ¢ eS"(R?), fi > 0 and

f Ffor s frddvy < f F(for - v fodlvy

for any & € G, any n and any positive 3, . . ., fu €L (R?).

We next recall a construction from [FS)]. Let P(x) be a semibounded polynomial and
Qu(x) = P(x) F hwox, where hw is large enough that the infinite volume probability measure
d Vo, corresponding to Q, can be constructed via Spencer’s [Sp] large external field cluster

expansion. Then we define the following measures for | 2 | < Aw :

(WFheodba 1,
et Adei

avy,_ = lim —mmmm88— .
Phg. ApRE | (Fho)pa gy
QL

These measures exist and obey all of the Osterwalder-Schrader axioms (including clustering)
and are independent of the choice of hx [FS]. Furthermore, ax(P)+ = deo(P) and the
chessboard estimate is known to be valid for these states. Thus, letting the P above be that
in (2.1), wherever the vacuum energy density is differentiable in o,

(A.1.1) P2 (A)ye = (921 ().

We prove the following.

ProprosITION A.1.2. — If do(4, 0, k) is differentiable in o, then ( : ¢ : (A) ) is inde-
pendent of the classical boundary conditions.

Proof. — The program for proving this proposition is the same as the proof
of theorem 5.2 of [FS]. Given some boundary !conditions y,, we will find another set
of boundary conditions y+ such that

(A.1.2) + dVA’,A’,yo < + dvA,A,’yi(GKS),
where dvA’ Ay has interaction P in A, P F A, in A’/A and y=* boundary conditions
on dA’, and that for fixed A,

(A.1.3) Al,l;nR' (@vp,a, v T A7 A’ Free) = 0-

(A.1.3) implies that{.), = lim (lim dv, ,. ) and (A.1.2) gives us, thus,
EAAR A AR A

£ (. )y < £ (. )+ (GKS).
Vol. XXXIV, n° 2 - 1981.



226 S. J. SUMMERS

Therefore,
P2 (A) ) S P2 (D) Yy, S (2 21 (A) )y,

and (A.1.1) yields ( : % :(A) )y, = ( : P2 :(A))+. (A.1.2) and (A.1.3) are proven
in [FS] for y, equal to the classical boundary conditions. We should point out that although
(A.1.2) is proven in [FS] in the « FKG » sense for general polynomials, because the
interaction polynomial P,(¢) is even (excepting the external field), the « GKS » sense of
the inequality (A .1.2) is maintained [GRS1]. It should, furthermore, be mentioned that,
in order to maintain the validity of the GKS inequalities, only even boundary conditions
can be admitted, which includes all of the classical boundary conditions, including the
half-Neumann, half-periodic, etc., boundary conditions treated by Frohlich and Simon’s
multiplicative B. C.-perturbation (the latter point follows because, if one re-Wick-orders
our polynomial from y; B. C.-ordering to y, B. C.-ordering, one finds

.Pl(¢) :.VL = Pl(¢) :J’z + : F(¢) :yp

where F(¢) is an even polynomial in ¢. Thus, the GKS inequalities are retained under a
perturbation due to F(¢)).
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APPENDIX 2
EXISTENCE OF THE LIMIT STATES

In this appendix we shall outline the proof of the existence of the limit states (their
measures, generating functionals, and generalized Schwinger functions) at 9R+%-, as
required in section V.2. We will discuss explicitly the proof for the O state at (aT(A), 0);
the arguments for the other limits are similar. We have from [GJ1] that

Z(f) = f e(¢—Eu)(fx)d¢o

is bounded and analytic in f; € L1,¢/5. In particular, this is true at each point (gn, #n) of the
sequence {(g,,, #,)} — (o7(4), 0) chosen to define the O state at (g:(4), 0). Moreover, it is
known [FS] that whenever the vacuum energy density is differentiable in 4, the state
constructed by the compactness argument incorporated in the proof of the existence
theorem we have quoted from [GJ1] in Chapter II coincides with the state generated by
the Frohlich-Simon large external field boundary conditions construction. But for the
latter state it is known that Z(f})(f; > 0) is monotone increasing in 4, and it is easy to
see it is also monotone decreasing in g. Therefore { Z(f\)(o,,h,) } is a uniformly bounded
family of analytic functionals (bounded, in fact, by Z(f})(oT,(\),sup 4,)), Which, by Vitali’s
theorem converges uniformly on Lig/s (possibly through a subsequence) to an analytic
limit Z°( fy).

Moreover, one sees that the limit determines a unique measure on %’(R2%). The measure
is obtained from Minlos’ theorem [Mi] once it is remarked that the uniform convergence
Z( fD(ophy — Z°(f1) entails that J°(fy) = Z(ify) satisfies

IO =1,

ii) J° is continuous on % (R?2),

iii) JO is of positive type.

i)-iii) follow from the corresponding properties of the Z(if\)(a,,,)- The measure d¢p° then
generated is the unique measure for which

1(f) = e~i<Eofi> f g,

To establish the existence of the generalized Schwinger functions of the limit states,
we note that since we have already been assured of the validity of theorem 3.2
in R+%-\2R+%-, we may employ theorem 3.2 i) and proposition 5.1.1 to conclude, as
in Chapter VII (no integration by parts is necessary), that for fixed j and N,

N
(N — . j . 0 . N N
@2 1800 =] [[]:@ - & ¢ag° | <t &N 41,
v=1
where K is a constant uniform in { (n, sn) } and | . |p is given by
151,= D 152als » 2> 1.
AcR?
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Denoting the Banach space defined with this norm by %, 5, one notes that
Lise- 2 Lz D LRY.

0

(A.2.1) entails that the family | S™.(f), 5 (2
nrn -

continuous on Zjx. Thus, it converges (possibly through a subsequence) to a limit
.SP}N)( fj)° continuous on & oz Because there are only countably many ny), one can

find a subsequence so that all .S’}N)( fj)° exist.

We comment that, once the existence of the generalized Schwinger functions has been
established, as above, one can copy the argument of [GJ1] to prove that one can integrate
by parts in the limit states, i. e., theorem 7.1 is valid for the limit states. The argument
proceeds through the sequence of states at (o, An) (for which theorem 7.1 holds) instead
of through a sequence of finite volume states as the volume grows to infinity.

is uniformly bounded and equi-

Note added in proof: We remark that because the lattice used in the proof of propo-
sition 4.4 must coincide with the lattice used to define d¢), the proof given here does
not suffice for a unit lattice. A (more lengthy) proof of the vacuum energy bounds
valid for a unit lattice is given explicitly in [Sul]. But in any case, one can just as well
have started with a lattice composed of squares of area 10-¢. No results or arguments
in the paper change; one must simply carry the normalization factor | A|~! with
every F()(A).
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