
Non-perturbative renormalization for lattice massive QED2: the

ultraviolet problem

Simone Fabbri1, Vieri Mastropietro2, and Bruno Renzi1

1SISSA, Via Bonomea 265, 34136 Trieste, Italy
2University of Rome Sapienza, P.le Aldo Moro 2, 00185 Roma, Italy

February 4, 2026

Abstract

We consider a lattice regularization, preserving Ward Identities (WI) and with a Wilson
term, of the Massive QED2, describing a fermion with mass m and charge e interacting with
a vector field with mass M , in the regime m ≪ M ≪ a−1 (a being the lattice spacing)
which is the suitable one to mimic a realistic 4d massive gauge theory like the Electroweak
sector. The presence of the lattice and of the mass m breaks any solvability property. In
this paper we prove that the effective action obtained after the integration of the ultraviolet
degrees of freedom is expressed by expansions which are convergent for values of the coupling
|e| ≤ e0, with e0 independent on a and m, and with cut-off-independent bare parameters.
By combining this result with the analysis of the infrared part in previous papers we get a
complete construction of the model and a number of properties whose analogous are expected
to hold in 4d. The analysis is done by integrating out the bosons and reducing to a fermionic
theory; however, with respect to the case with momentum regularizations (which break
essential features like the WI), the resulting effective fermionic action has not a simple form
and this requires the developments of new methods to get the necessary bounds.
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1 Introduction and main result

The Massive Quantum Electro-Dynamics (QED) describes Dirac fermions interacting with a
U(1) vector boson field. Its formal Euclidean action in dimension d ≥ 2 is:

∫
Rd
ddx

1

4

d−1∑
µ,ν=0

Fµ,νFµ,ν +
M2

2

d−1∑
µ=0

A2
µ +

d−1∑
µ=0

ψ̄γµ

(
∂µ + ieAµ

)
ψ +mψ̄ψ

, (1.1)

where: Aµ is the boson (real) field with mass M and Fµ,ν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ; ψ, ψ̄ is the
fermionic (anti-commuting) field with mass m and charge e; {γµ}d−1

µ=0 are a representation of the
Euclidean d−dimensional Clifford algebra. The model is expected to be well defined in d = 4
only as an effective theory with a finite ultraviolet cut-off, representing the maximal energy scale
at which the theory is valid; it is indeed renormalizable but not asymptotically free. The cut-off
must fulfill the following physical requirements:

a) the Ward Identities (WI) must be verified, ensuring the validity of the conservation of the
current coupled to Aµ;

b) the longitudinal, non-decaying term of the boson propagator (see comments after Eq. (1.4))
must not contribute to physical observables;

c) for length scales much larger than the inverse cut-off scale the correlations must formally
reduce to the continuum ones up to sub-leading corrections;

2



d) the cut-off has to be at least exponentially high in the inverse coupling; for small e this
ensures that the effect of the cut-off is undetectable at the energy scale of experiments.

A natural choice for the cut-off is the lattice one, obtained by replacing the continuum
Euclidean space-time with a discrete lattice of step a and finite length L, and the derivative
∂µ appearing in Eq. (1.1) with a discrete derivative1; this however violates item c), as the
lattice Dirac operator acquires spurious extra zero modes, a problem known as fermion doubling.
Condition c) can be fulfilled adding a Wilson term to the action. In order to fulfill condition
a) the interaction between boson and fermion has to be defined in a non-linear way, via the
exponential of Aµ. As consequence of property a), property b) follows as well, which is crucial
for ensuring the renormalizability of the theory and the validity of the property d). Note that
the introduction of the Wilson term breaks the chiral symmetry which would be present at a
formal level when the electron mass m is vanishing, a fact producing the chiral anomaly.

The regularization of QED, with a Wilson term and respecting WI is called lattice Massive
QED. Other lattice definitions could be possible, but they are expected to be equivalent as far
as the above requirements are true.

Massive QED is not physically realized in nature as a theory of elementary particles. However
it is very much related to the Standard Model, the theory describing all elementary particles and
forces except gravity, and in particular to the neutral Weak sector, where the force is mediated
by an U(1) massive boson, the Z0 particle. Indeed both theories are expected to exist only as
effective theories; moreover the Adler-Bardeen property [1] and the decrease of the divergence
degree, due to the cancellation of the contribution of the longitudinal part of the propagator,
are expected to hold. The lattice massive QED is therefore an ideal setting to test, in a simpler
model, several features which are believed to be true on the basis of perturbative arguments,
that is at the level of series which are not convergent. As the ratio of the boson and the electron
mass is ∼ 106, and the energies in accelerators are of the order of 100 times the boson mass, the
range of interest of lattice massive QED is

m≪M ≪ a−1. (1.2)

In addition the charge is small as its physical value is, in dimensionless units, e2 ∼ 1
137 (fixing

the wave function renormalization to 1).
It should be recalled that other peculiarities of the Standard Model are instead absent in

massive QED, like the fact that in the Standard Model the interaction has a chiral nature.
This fact introduces a number of difficulties, in particular the fact that the Ward Identities are
verified, even at a perturbative level, only if the chiral anomalies cancel out and if the particle
charges verify certain conditions, a fact requiring the Adler-Bardeen property.

Even if the lattice massive QED in 4d is much simpler than the Standard Model, rigorous
results in the regime of Eq. (1.2) are lacking, and the analysis has been limited either to the
region m ∼ 1/a and any M ≥ 0 [2] or with a momentum regularization with M ∼ 1/a and any
m ≥ 0 [3]. On the other hand massive QED in 2d is more tractable and at the same time the
analogue of a number of features holding in 4d are true also in 2d.

In this paper we perform the construction of the lattice massive QED2 in the regime of Eq.
(1.2), and we prove a number of properties expected to be true in 4d or in the Standard Model.
In particular we focus on the ultraviolet properties of the theory, obtaining results which, once
combined with the infrared analysis in [4, 5, 6, 7], provide the construction of the model and the
verification at a non-perturbative level of a number of properties which are expected to hold in
4d more realistic models.

1Equivalently kµ with 1
a
sin(akµ) in momentum space.
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1.1 Previous results on the Massive QED2

The Massive QED2 has been extensively studied in the past, see e.g. [8] for a review with more
references, and we shortly summarize some of the main results.

Perturbative results. In the continuum, at a classical level, the formal action of QED2 is
invariant under the change of variables ψx → eiαψx and this, by Noether theorem, implies the
conservation of the current

∑
µ ∂µȷµ = 0, with ȷµ = eψ̄xγµψx; in the same way if the electron

mass is vanishing, m = 0, there is invariance under ψx → eiαγ5ψx which implies the conservation
of the axial current

∑
µ ∂µȷ

5
µ = 0 with ȷ5µ,x = eψ̄xγµγ5ψx.

At a quantum level, using Feynman graphs expansion with dimensional regularization, the
following Ward Identities (WI) are found, to be understood as order by order identities among
formal (non-convergent) power series in the coupling:∑

µ=0,1

pµ⟨ȷ̂µ,p; ȷ̂ν,−p⟩ = 0,
∑
ν=0,1

pν⟨ȷ̂µ,p; ȷ̂5ν,−p⟩ =
ie2

π

∑
ν=0,1

εµ,νpν , (1.3)

with εµ,ν being the antisymmetric tensor (namely ε0,1 = −ε1,0 = 1, ε0,0 = ε1,1 = 0). The first
equation is the counterpart of the conservation of the current; the second, valid in the m = 0
case, shows that the axial current is not conserved at a quantum level. The coefficient 1

π in
the r.h.s. is called the chiral anomaly. Such coefficient is in general a series in the coupling
but the above statement says that only the lowest order contributes; this is the Adler-Bardeen’s
non-renormalization theorem in 2d [9]. The boson propagator has the form

1

|k|2 +M2

(
δµ,ν +

kµkν
|k|2 +M2

)
. (1.4)

The term kµkν/(|k|2 + M2), called the longitudinal term, is not decaying for |k| ≫ M and
the naive degree of divergence is D = 2 − nψ/2 − nA (nψ and nA the number of ψ and A
fields), corresponding to a renormalizable theory; however the WI corresponding to the current
conservation implies that the contribution from the longitudinal term is vanishing and the real
degree of divergence is D = 2 − n − nψ/2, if n is the perturbative order, corresponding to
a super-renormalizable theory. A similar decrease of degree of divergence is at the basis of
the perturbative renormalizability of the 4d gauge theories; indeed in 4d one passes from D =
4+n−3nψ/2−2nA to D = 4−3nψ/2−nA, that is there is a reduction from a non-renormalizable
to a renormalizable behavior.

Exact solutions. There are exact solutions for the massive QED2 in the m = 0 case in the
continuum, which have been often used as a benchmark for perturbative analyses. In particular
a solution was found in [10, 11, 12]; the M = 0 case, known as Schwinger model, was solved in
[13]. Solutions are based either on a combination of Schwinger-Dyson equations and anomalous
WI, obtained by a self-consistent argument previously used in [14] in the Thirring model, or on
bosonization. Other exact solutions were found using functional integrals methods [15, 16]; see
also [17] for related interesting applications.

The solutions rely on formal manipulations of diverging expressions, and the results appear
to depend on a parameter introduced by the regularization. Main properties are:

1) a vanishing wave function renormalization Z = 0η with η > 0, see e.g. [11, Eq. (4.35)];

2) a value of the chiral anomaly given by∑
ν=0,1

pν⟨ȷ̂µ,p; ȷ̂5ν,−p⟩ = ζ
ie2

π

∑
ν=0,1

εµ,νpν , (1.5)
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where ζ is a parameter depending on the regularization; it was found ζ = 1/2 in [10],
ζ = 1 in [11] and any ζ in [12]. The current was found to be non-conserved. Moreover a

renormalized mass of the boson is found to be M2 + ζ e2

π .

Note that the results found with exact solutions are somewhat different from the ones found in
perturbation theory, due to the different regularizations adopted; in particular the conservation
of the current is broken and there is no reduction of degree of divergence, as signaled by the
singular Z; moreover the value of the anomaly is different.

No solution is known when m ̸= 0 or with a lattice regularization. The issue of lattice
regularization is particularly relevant as anomalies appear in the continuum, but in a non-
perturbative construction in 4d one needs a lattice cut-off. An intense activity in understanding
the role of the lattice has been devoted in recent times, mostly in the context of the Schwinger
model, see e.g. [18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23].

Renormalization Group with momentum regularization. Non-perturbative Renormal-
ization Group (RG) analysis have been performed in the continuum with momentum regular-
ization. In [24, 7] it was considered a massive QED2 model in the continuum, obtained starting
from the formal action in Eq. (1.1), neglecting the longitudinal term of the propagator (so that
the power counting is that of a super-renormalizable theory) and with a momentum fermionic
cut-off χN (k), given by a smooth function vanishing for |k| ≥ 2N (the boson can be assumed
with or without cut-off [25]); this model has been also called reference model, and it was used
to derive universality relations for several systems, see e.g. [26, 27]. The analysis is done by
integrating out the boson field and obtaining a quartic interaction in the fermions; the analysis
of the ultraviolet part is done using the non-locality of the boson propagator, see also [28], while
the integration of the infrared scales is done by implementing cancellations due to Ward Identi-
ties at each step of the Renormalization Group, controlling the corrections due to the presence
of the cut-offs, see [5], and proving the convergence to a line of fixed points. In this continuum
massive QED2 model, in which the ultraviolet limit N → ∞ can be taken as well as the infinite
volume and zero fermionic mass limit, the WI has the form:∑
µ=0,1

pµ⟨ȷ̂µ,p; ȷ̂ν,−p⟩ = e

∫
d2k

(2π)2

(
/k
1− χN (k)

χN (k)
− (/k + /p)

1− χN (k + p)

χN (k + p)

)
⟨ ˆ̄ψk+pψ̂k; ȷ̂ν,−p⟩, (1.6)

with /k ≡
∑

µ=0,1 γµkµ. The r.h.s. of Eq. (1.6) is not small, even for large N , and one can
prove, see [24, 7], both the non-conservation of the current and of the axial current. The form
of the limit appears to be strongly sensitive to the regularization adopted.

1.2 The lattice massive QED2

In this paper we study a regularization of massive QED2 fulfilling all the physical constraints
a)-d) listed few lines below Eq. (1.1). We actually consider the lattice regularization of a

generalized version of Eq. (1.1), obtained by adding an extra term ξ
2

∫
d2x
(∑

µ=0,1 ∂µAµ,x
)2

called gauge-fixing term, with ξ ∈ [0, 1] called gauge-fixing parameter ; the original theory is

recovered by setting ξ = 0.2 The model is defined on a lattice Λ := aZ2∩
(
− L

2 ,
L
2

]2
with spacing

a ≡ 2−N ∈ 2Z. We impose periodic boundary conditions, so that Λ = (aZ2)/(LZ2) and it comes

equipped with the torus metric ||x− y||L := minn∈Z2

√∑
µ=0,1(xµ − yµ + Lnµ)2. The generating

2The addition of the gauge-fixing term does not modify the model as soon as gauge invariant observables are
considered, see Lemma 1.3 and comments thereafter.

5



functional for correlation functions is

Wξ(φ; J ;B) := − log

∫
Dψ

∫
Pξ(DA)e−I(A+J,ψ)−(φ,ψ)−i(B,ȷ5(ψ))∫

Dψe−I(0,ψ)
, (1.7)

where:

1. ψ is the fermion field, identified with the Grassmann algebra generated by
{
ψ±
x,s

}
x∈Λ,s∈{1,2},

where, according to the Dirac notation, letting ψ±
x be the row/column vector (ψ±

x,1, ψ
±
x,2),

we identify ψ−
x ≡ ψx and ψ+

x ≡ ψ̄x. The symbol Dψ denotes the Grassmann-Berezin
integration over the Grassmann algebra (namely the projector onto the highest degree
monomial, cf. [29, Sect. 4.1]).

2. A is the vector-boson field, to be identified with
{
Aµ,x

}
x∈Λ,µ∈{0,1} ∈ RΛ×{0,1}, while

Pξ(DA) is the real Gaussian integration with propagator

gA,ξµ,ν (x− y) ≡ Eξ
(
Aµ,xAν,y

)
=

∫
Λ∗
dk

e−ik·(x−y)

|σ(k)|2 +M2

(
δµ,ν + (1− ξ)

σµ(k)σ
∗
ν(k)

ξ|σ(k)|2 +M2

)
, (1.8)

where: Λ∗ := 2π
L Z2 ∩

(
− π

a ,
π
a

]2
and∫

Λ∗
dk · ≡ 1

L2

∑
k∈Λ∗

· ; (1.9)

σµ(k) ≡ i2N (e−i2
−Nkµ − 1), while σ∗µ(k) denotes its complex conjugate and |σ(k)|2 ≡∑

µ=0,1 |σµ(k)|2; M > 0 is the bare boson mass; ξ ∈ [0, 1] is the gauge-fixing parameter.

3. J ≡
{
Jµ,x

}
x∈Λ,µ∈{0,1} ∈ RΛ×{0,1} is a real external field, and

I(A,ψ) =
1

2
2N

∑
µ=0,1

∫
Λ
dxψ+

x (γµ − r)ei2
−N eAµ,xψ−

x+2−N êµ
+

− 1

2
2N

∑
µ=0,1

∫
Λ
dxψ+

x+2−N êµ
(γµ + r)e−i2

−N eAµ,xψ−
x + (mN + 2r2N )

∫
Λ
dxψ+

x ψ
−
x ,

(1.10)

where: ∫
Λ
dx · ≡ a2

∑
x∈Λ

· ; (1.11)

ê0 = (1, 0) and ê1 = (0, 1); e ∈ R is the electric charge; r > 0 is the Wilson mass, to be
fixed once and for all (from now on we will assume r = 1); mN ∈ R is the bare electron
mass; γ0, γ1 are a representation of the Euclidean 2D Clifford algebra, i.e. they satisfy
{γµ, γν} = 2δµ,ν ; we chose them as

γ0 :=

(
1 0
0 −1

)
, γ1 :=

(
0 −i
i 0

)
.

4. φ ≡
{
φ±
x,s

}
x∈Λ,s∈{1,2} is an external Grassmann field and: (φ,ψ) ≡

∫
Λ dx

(
φ+
x ψ

−
x +ψ+

x φ
−
x

)
.

5. B ≡
{
Bµ,x

}
x∈Λ,µ∈{0,1} is an external real field coupled to the chiral current, namely

(B, ȷ5(ψ)) ≡
∫
Λ dxBµ,xȷ

5
µ,x(ψ), where ȷ

5
µ,x(ψ) := eZ5

Nψ
+
x γµγ5ψ

−
x , with γ5 := iγ0γ1 and Z5

N

a suitable continuous function of e, such that Z5
N

∣∣
e=0

= 1 and, say, |Z5
N − 1| ≤ 1

2 .
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Remark 1.1. The Gaussian weight of the boson measure Pξ is explicit and is given by the
exponential of:

1

4

∑
µ,ν=0,1

∫
Λ
dx
(
∇µAν,x −∇νAµ,x

)2
+
M2

2

∑
µ=0,1

∫
Λ
dxA2

µ,x +
ξ

2

∫
Λ
dx
( ∑
µ=0,1

∇T
µAµ,x

)2
(1.12)

with a minus sign, where∇µAν,x ≡ a−1
(
Aν,x+aêµ−Aν,x

)
and∇T

µAν,x ≡ a−1
(
Aν,x−aêµ−Aν,x

)
.

Eq. (1.12) is nothing but the lattice counterpart of the free-boson action in Eq. (1.1) plus the
gauge-fixing term.

Physical properties can be obtained by the correlations, for instance:

Σ̂ξµ,ν(p) :=

∫
Λ
dx e−ip·x

δ2Wξ

δJµ,xδJν,0
(0; 0; 0), (1.13)

Σ̂ξ5;µ,ν(p) :=

∫
Λ
dx e−ip·x

δ2Wξ

δJµ,xδBν,0
(0; 0; 0), (1.14)

Γ̂ξµ(p; k)s,s′ :=

∫
Λ2

dxdy ei(−p·x+k·y)
δ3Wξ

δJµ,xδφ
−
0,s′δφ

+
y,s

(0; 0; 0), (1.15)

Ŝξ(k)s,s′ :=

∫
Λ
dx eik·x

δ2Wξ

δφ+
x,sδφ

−
0,s′

(0; 0; 0), (1.16)

with δ
δJµ,x

:= 22N ∂
∂Jµ,x

and similarly for the other functional derivatives, with the under-
standing that derivatives w.r.t. φ are meant as anti-commuting derivatives.

Remark 1.2. The Wilson term, that is the term proportional to r, is introduced in order to
avoid the fermion doubling problem. The mass mN and Z5

N are bare parameters to be fixed
in order to ensure the renormalization conditions. The Wilson term and the corresponding
breaking of the chiral symmetry have the effect that the massless case, m = 0, requires a non-
vanishing mN , and that Z5

N is not equal to 1. In contrast with other related QFT in 2d, here we
do not introduce in the model a bare wave function renormalization ZN , which in several cases
is singular in the limit of removed cut-off, as in the Thirring model; our aim is indeed to prove
that one has finite observables uniformly in N by choosing ZN = 1. With L, a,M,mN finite,
Eq. (1.7) is well defined (even if the boson field is unbounded) for e small enough, as discussed
in the following section.

1.3 Integration of the boson field

Our first step towards the construction of the theory is the integration of the boson field, which
yields an effective fermion interaction. We consider the interacting part of the action,

V (A+ J, ψ) := I(A+ J, ψ)− I(0, ψ)

=
1

2

∑
µ=0,1

∫
dxψ+

x (γµ − r)ψ−
x+2−N êµ

Gx,µ,+(A+ J)+

− 1

2

∑
µ=0,1

∫
dxψ+

x+2−N êµ
(γµ + r)ψ−

x Gx,µ,−(A+ J),

(1.17)

where Gx,µ,±(A) := 2N
(
e±i2

−N eAµ,x − 1
)
. We use the the following conventions.

1. Bosonic labels: b ≡ (x, µ, ϵ) ∈ ΛB ≡ Λ× {0, 1} × {±}. Besides,∫
ΛB

db ≡
∑

µ∈{0,1}
∑

ϵ∈{±}
∫
Λ dx.
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2. Fermionic labels: η ≡ (x, s) ∈ ΛF ≡ Λ× {1, 2}. Besides,
∫
ΛF

dη ≡
∑

s∈{1,2}
∫
Λ dx.

3. If b ≡ (b1, . . . , bp) we let
∫
ΛpB

db :=
∫
ΛB

db1· · ·
∫
ΛB

dbp, and similarly for fermionic labels.

Whenever the value of p and the nature of the label (bosonic or fermionic) will be clear
from the context, we will simply write

∫
db etc..

With this understanding, we can rewrite the action as

V (A+ J, ψ) + (φ,ψ) + i(B, ȷ5) =∫
ΛB

dbOb(ψ)Gb(A+ J) +

∫
ΛF

dη(φ+
η ψ

−
η + ψ+

η φ
−
η ) +

∫
ΛB

dbBbO5;b(ψ)︸ ︷︷ ︸
=:(B,O5)

, (1.18)

where Ob(ψ) =
∫
dηdη′ψ+

η cb(η, η
′)ψ−

η′ , and, if b = (y, µ, ϵ), η = (x, s), η′ = (x′, s′):

cb(η, η
′) =

{
1
2δ(x− y)δ(x′ − y − 2−N êµ)(γµ − r)s,s′ ϵ = +
−1

2δ(x
′ − y)δ(x− y − 2−N êµ)(γµ + r)s,s′ ϵ = −, (1.19)

where hereafter δ(x) :=
∑

n∈Z2 22Nδx0,n0Lδx1,n1L.
3 More explicitly:{

Ox,µ,+(ψ) = 1
2ψ

+
x (γµ − r)ψ−

x+2−N êµ

Ox,µ,−(ψ) = −1
2ψ

+
x+2−N êµ

(γµ + r)ψ−
x .

Moreover, in the r.h.s. of Eq. (1.18), in order for the coupling with the chiral and the vector
current to possess a similar, standard form (to be also compatible with the symmetries of the
model, cf. Appendix E), we have set Bx,µ,ϵ := iϵeBµ,x andO5;x,µ,ϵ(ψ) :=

∫
dηdη′ψ+

η c
5
x,µ,ϵ(η, η

′)ψ−
η′ ,

where
c5y,µ,ϵ

(
(x, s), (x′, s′)

)
:= 1

2ϵZ
5
Nδ(x− y)δ(x′ − y)(γµγ5)s,s′ . (1.20)

The following identity holds:∫
Pξ(DA)e−V (A+J,ψ) = e−V(ψ;G(J)),

where V is a polynomial4 in {ψ±
η }η∈ΛF and {Gb(J)}b∈ΛB , given by

V(ψ;G(J)) = 2N (µN,λ − 1)

∫
dbOb(ψ) + µN,λ

∫
ΛB

dbOb(ψ)Gb(J)+

+
∑
n≥2

∑
0≤m≤n

2N(2−n−m)

∫
ΛnB

db

∫
ΛmB

db′wn,m(b; b
′)Onb (ψ)G

m
b′ (J) ,

(1.21)

with µN,λ ≡ e−
λ
2
2−2NgA,ξµ,µ(0), λ ≡ e2; given b = (b1, . . . , bn) we let Onb (ψ) :=

∏n
j=1Obj (ψ),

similarly Gm
b′
(J) :=

∏m
i=1Gb′i(J). In complete analogy with [3, Sect. 2], as a straightforward

3For η = (x, s) and η′ = (x′, s′) in ΛF we also let δ(η − η′) ≡ δs,s′δ(x − x′), while for b = (y, µ, ϵ) ∈ ΛB and
b′ = (y′, µ′, ϵ′) in ΛB , δ(b− b′) ≡ δµ,µ′δϵ,ϵ′δ(x− y).

4Due to the finiteness of the fermionic Grassmann algebra, for any L,N > 0 fixed the sum in the r.h.s. of Eq.
(1.21) has finitely many terms.
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consequence of the Battle-Brydges-Federbush formula [30, Thm. 3.1], the kernels wn,m can be
expressed via the following formulas:

wn,0(b) =
1

n!

∑
T∈T({1,...,n})

∏
{i,j}∈T

λgA,ξbi,bj
×
∫
dPT (s)e

−U(b;s) (1.22)

wn,m(b; b
′) =

1

m!

∑
i1,...,im∈{1,...,n}

distinct

m∏
j=1

δ(b′j − bij )× wn,0(b), m ≥ 1, (1.23)

where:

• T({1, . . . , n}) the set of all the spanning trees on the set {1, . . . , n} where, given X ⊂ N, a
spanning tree on X is a set T ⊂ X2 such that the graph G = (X,T ) is a tree (connected,
acyclic). If |X| = 1 then T(X) = ∅ and in such case w1,0 = µN,λ;

• dPT (s) is a probability measure supported on [0, 1]P({1,...,n}), P({1, . . . , n}) being the set
of pairs on {1, . . . , n};

• U(b; s) ≡ 1
2λ2

−2N (
∑n

j=1 g
A,ξ
bj ,bj

+ 2
∑

1≤i<j≤n s{i,j}g
A,ξ
bi,bj

), and this is non-negative on the
support of PT for λ ≥ 0.

It is an immediate consequence of the finiteness of both ∥gA,ξµ,ν ∥1 :=
∫
Λ dx|g

A,ξ
µ,ν (x)| and

∥gA,ξµ,ν ∥∞ := supx∈Λ |gA,ξµ,ν (x)| and of determinant bounds for fermionic expectations, the finiteness
of the r.h.s. of Eq. (1.7) for any ξ ∈ [0, 1] and e ∈ R.

The resulting fermionic theory has an interaction involving Grassmann monomials of all
possible degree, multiplied by suitable non-local kernels; for every fixed tree T in the r.h.s. of
Eq. (1.22) and given b = (b1, . . . , bn), we can graphically represent the quantity

2N(2−n)Onb (ψ)
∏

{i,j}∈T

λgAbi,bj

appearing in the expression for V(ψ; 0) as in Fig. 1.(i); there the nodes of the graph represent
the points {1, . . . , n}: to each of them we assign a coordinate bj ∈ ΛB and a dimensional factor
2N(1−dj), with dj the number of lines of the tree incident in the node. The couple of half solid
lines incident in the node j represents the fermionic bilinear Obj (ψ); any wiggly line is a bond
of the tree T , as in Fig. 3.(ii).

1.4 Ward-Identities and ξ- independence

Ward identities hold, generated by the following relation (to be called local phase invariance):

Wξ(φ; J ;B) = Wξ(e
ieαφ; J +∇α;B), ∀α ∈ RΛ, (1.24)

with the understanding that (eieαφ)±x,s ≡ e±ieα(x)φ±
x,s, (A + ∇α)µ,x ≡ Aµ,x + ∇µα(x), and ∇µ

the discrete-derivative operator as after Eq. (1.12). Note that Wξ is well defined for finite values
of the cut-off and any ξ ∈ [0, 1]. Eq. (1.24) implies the Ward identities:∑

µ=0,1

σµ(p)Σ̂
ξ
µ,ν(p) =

∑
µ=0,1

σµ(p)Σ̂
ξ
5;µ,ν(p) = 0, ∀ p ∈ Λ∗, (1.25)

∑
µ=0,1

σµ(p)Γ̂
ξ
µ(p; k) = e

(
Ŝξ(k)− Ŝξ(k − p)

)
, ∀p, k ∈ Λ∗, (1.26)

where Σ̂ξµ,ν , Σ̂
ξ
5;µ,ν , Γ̂

ξ
µ(p; k) and Ŝξ(k) are as in Eqs. (1.13)-(1.16). As a consequence, see

App. A, one has the ξ-independence for the generating functional.
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b1

b5

b3

b5

b4b6

≡ λgAb,b′

b

b′

(i)

(ii)

Figure 1: (i) graphical representation of the contribution to the term O(ψ12) of the fermionic
interaction, obtained by selecting in w6,0 the tree with bonds {1, 2}, {1, 3}, {1, 4}, {4, 5}, {4, 6};
(ii) graphical representation for the boson propagator.

Lemma 1.3 (ξ−independence). Wξ(0; J ;B) is constant w.r.t. ξ ∈ [0, 1].

Notice that the ξ-independence holds only for φ = 0; more generally it holds only for corre-
lations of gauge-invariant observables, namely quantities F (A,ψ) such that F (A+∇α, eieαψ) =
F (A,ψ) for every α ∈ RΛ. Note in particular that V (A,ψ) + i(B, ȷ5) is gauge-invariant.

Lemma 1.3 allows us to take ξ = 1, so that the longitudinal term of the boson propagator is
not contributing. The identity with the original model with ξ = 0 holds only for the correlations
of currents (correlations of fermions could be included if they respect the above invariance).
From now on we will think of ξ as fixed once and for all at the value ξ = 1, and we will denote
the boson propagator gA,1 simply by gA. The latter verifies the following bound:

|gAµ,ν(x− y)| ≤ δµ,ν
Kp

(N − h∗M ) +
(
2h

∗
M ||x− y||L

) 1
p

exp
{
− κ1

√
2h

∗
M ||x− y||L

}
(1.27)

with h∗M := ⌊log2M⌋, for every 1 ≤ p <∞ and suitable constants Kp, κ1; as a consequence

∥gAµ,ν∥1 = O(2−2h∗M ), ∥gAµ,ν∥∞ = O(N − h∗M ), (1.28)

which has to be contrasted with the bounds in the ξ = 0 case, ∥gA,0µ,ν ∥1 = O
(
2−2h∗M (N −h∗M )

)
and ∥gA,0µ,ν ∥∞ = O(22N−2h∗M ). The boundedness of the L1 norm will play a crucial role in the
following analysis.

Note also that it is convenient to rewrite wn,0 as a dominant term plus a remainder, the
latter carrying a dimensional improvement in N . To do so, in Eq. (1.23) we rewrite e−U(b;s) =
e−U(b;0) +

(
e−U(b;s) − e−U(b;0)

)
, which induces the splitting

wn,0(b) = vn(b) + 22h
∗
M−2N ṽn(b), vn(b) :=

µnN,λ
n!

∑
T ({1,...,n})

∏
{i,j}∈T

λgAbi,bj , (1.29)

and one can easily show, using Eq. (1.27), that there exists a constant C > 0 such that

∥vn∥w1 ≤ Cn
(
2−2h∗Mλ

)n−1
, ∥ṽn∥w1 ≤ Cn

(
2−2h∗Mλ

)n
, (1.30)
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where, for any function W (to be called kernel hereafter) over Λ2q
F × ΛmB and p > 0, we let

∥W∥wp :=

(
1

L2

∫
Λ2q
F

dη

∫
ΛmB

db exp
(
p
2κ
√
2h

∗
M δD(η, b)

)
|W (η; b)|p

) 1
p

(1.31)

with: δD(η, b) the diameter distance between the 2q +m space coordinates of

η1, . . . , η2q, b1, . . . , bm; κ := min
{
κ1, κ2, κ3

}
, where κ1, κ2, κ3 are suitable constants introduced

in Eqs. (1.27), (2.4), (C.2) respectively.

1.5 The ultraviolet integration

Let P (≤N)(Dψ) be the Grassmann Gaussian integration with propagator:

g
(≤N)
s,s′ (x− y) ≡ E(≤N)

(
ψ−
x,sψ

+
y,s′
)
=

∫
Λ∗
dk e−ik·(x−y)

(
− i/s(k) +mN +MN (k)

)−1

s,s′
, (1.32)

where /s(k) :=
∑

µ=0,1 γµsµ(k), with sµ(k) := 2N sin(2−Nkµ), and MN (k) :=

2r
∑

µ=0,1 2
N sin2(2−N−1kµ).

We consider |mN | ≤M ≤ 2N and, recalling that h∗M = ⌊log2M⌋, we decompose the fermion
propagator as g(≤N)(x− y) = g(≤h

∗
M )(x− y) + g(h

∗
M ,N ](x− y), with

ĝ(≤h
∗
M )(k) :=

χ(2−h
∗
M |k|)

−i/s(k) +mN +MN (k)
, ĝ(h

∗
M ,N ](k) :=

1− χ(2−h
∗
M |k|)

−i/s(k) +mN +MN (k)
, (1.33)

where χ is a non-negative, non-increasing Gevrey-2 function5, such that χ ≡ 1 on [0, 12 ] and
χ ≡ 0 on [1,∞). By the addition principle for Gaussian integrations [29, Eq. (4.21)], we can
rewrite:

W(φ, J,B) = − log

∫
P (≤h∗M )(Dψ)e−W(u.v.)(ψ;φ;J ;B) (1.34)

with

W(u.v.)(ψ;φ; J ;B) := − log

∫
P (h∗M ,N ](Dζ)

∫
P(DA)e−V (A+J,ζ+ψ)−(φ,ζ+ψ)−i(B,ȷ5(ζ+ψ)). (1.35)

It is an immediate consequence of the above definitions thatW(u.v.)(ψ;φ; J ;B) can be written
in the form:

L2F(u.v.) +
∑

q,q′,q̃,q̃′,p,p′≥0
q+q′+q̃+q̃′+p+p′≥1

q+q̃=q′+q̃′

∫
ΛqF

dη

∫
Λq

′
F

dη′
∫
Λq̃F

dη̃

∫
Λq̃

′
F

dη̃′
∫
ΛpB

db

∫
Λp

′
B

db′×

×W
(u.v.)
q,q′;q̃,q̃′;p;p′(η, η

′; η̃, η̃′; b; b′)

q∏
k=1

ψ+
ηk

q′∏
k=1

ψ−
η′k

q̃∏
k=1

φ+
η̃k

q̃′∏
k=1

φ−
η̃′k

p∏
k=1

Gbk(J)

p′∏
k=1

Bb′k ,

(1.36)

for suitable complex kernels W
(u.v.)
q,q′;q̃,q̃′;p;p′ . Our main result is the following.

5f ∈ C ∞(R) is said to be of Gevrey-s class if ∥f (n)∥L∞ ≤ C1C
n
2 n!

s for every n ≥ 0 and some C1, C2 > 0.
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Theorem 1.4. There exist λ⋆, C⋆, N⋆ > 0 such that for any 0 ≤ |mN | < 2h
∗
M , N ≥ h∗M + N⋆,

L ≥ 2−h
∗
M , ξ = 1, and 0 ≤ λ ≤ λ⋆2

2h∗M , the following are true.

1. The kernels of W(u.v.) in Eq. (1.36) satisfy the following bounds. If q + q′ + q̃ + q̃′ > 0 or
p+ p′ > 2,

∥∥W (u.v.)
q,q′;q̃,q̃′;p;p′

∥∥w
1
≤ 2h

∗
MDsc×

{
C⋆
(
2−2h∗Mλ

)max{1, 2
5
q}
, q̃, q̃′, p, p′ = 0

C1+p+p′+q̃+q̃′
⋆

(
2−2h∗Mλ

) 1
8
max{q+q′+q̃+q̃′−2,0}

, otherwise,
(1.37)

with Dsc ≡ Dsc(q, q
′; q̃, q̃′; p; p′) := 2− 1

2(q + q′)− 3
2(q̃ + q̃′)− p− p′. Moreover:

|F(u.v.)| ≤ C⋆2
−2h∗Mλ22N ; W

(u.v.)
0,0;0,0;0;1 = 0;

∥∥W (u.v.)
0,0;0,0;1;0

∥∥w
1
≤ C⋆2

N ; (1.38)∥∥gA∗W (u.v.)
0,0;0,0;2;0

∥∥w
1
,
∥∥gA∗W (u.v.)

0,0;0,0;1;1

∥∥w
1
≤ C⋆2

−2h∗M ;
∥∥W (u.v.)

0,0;0,0;0;2

∥∥w
1
≤C⋆(N− h∗M). (1.39)

2. Letting Σ̂
(u.v.)
µ,ν , Σ̂

(u.v.)
5;µ,ν and Ŝ(u.v.) be defined as the r.h.s. of Eqs. (1.13), (1.14) and (1.16)

respectively, with Wξ in the r.h.s. replaced by W(u.v.), the following relations hold:

∣∣Ŝ(u.v.)
s,s′ (k)− ĝ

(h∗M ,N ]

s,s′ (k)
∣∣ ≤ C⋆2

−h∗Mλ

22h
∗
M + |k|2

, (1.40)∣∣Σ̂(u.v.)
µ,ν (p)− λB̂(u.v.)

µ,ν (p)
∣∣, ∣∣Σ̂(u.v.)

5;µ,ν (p)− λB̂
(u.v.)
5;µ,ν (p)

∣∣ ≤ C⋆2
−h∗Mλ

3
2 , (1.41)

for every p, k ∈ Λ∗ such that |p| ≤ 2h
∗
M , where B̂

(u.v.)
µ,ν and B̂

(u.v.)
5;µ,ν are suitable functions

over Λ∗, such that for p ̸= 0

lim
M→0+

lim
mN→0

lim
L→∞

B̂(u.v.)
µ,ν (p) =

1

π

(
δµ,ν −

pµpν
|p|2

)
+Rµ,ν(p), (1.42)

lim
M→0+

lim
mN→0

lim
L→∞

B̂
(u.v.)
5;µ,ν (p) =

i

π

(
εν,µ −

∑
α=0,1

εν,α
pµpα
|p|2

)
+R5;µ,ν(p), (1.43)

with |Rµ,ν(p)|, |R5;µ,ν(p)| ≤ C⋆(2
−N |p|)

1
2 .

Remark 1.5.

1) The finiteness of the kernels obtained after the ultraviolet integration is established with
a wave function renormalization independent of the lattice cut-off (cf. Remark 1.2). This
is due to the ξ-independence implied by our lattice regularization, which is not true with
other regularizations.

2) The result of the integration of the ultraviolet part is an effective interaction expressed by
monomials which are bounded by the correct dimensional factor 2h

∗
MDsc times constants

independent on N , see Eq. (1.38). Our techniques can also be used for showing the
existence of the limit N → ∞ of the Fourier transform of the kernels (see Appendix F).

3) The behavior of the two-point Schwinger function Ŝ(u.v.)(k) for large momenta is the
same as the non-interacting one, up to sub-leading corrections; this is a difference with the
Thirring model, where the behavior in the same regime is different from the non-interacting
case, modified by the presence of an anomalous critical exponent.

For small momenta instead a critical exponent for Ŝ(u.v.)(k) is found, see Theorem 1.6.

12



4) The current and axial current correlation functions, Σ̂
(u.v.)
µ,ν and Σ̂

(u.v.)
5;µ,ν respectively, are close

to their non-interacting counterparts up to corrections. Note that the lattice regularization
ensures the same expressions found with dimensional regularizations; with momentum
regularizations different values would be obtained, for instance the non-interacting current
correlation function would be given by 1

2π

(
δµ,ν − 2

pµpν
|p|2
)
, violating the conservation of the

current.

1.6 Sketch of the proof

As the bosons are integrated out, the power counting is the one of a fermionic theory in 2d, with
scaling exponent Dsc as in Theorem 1.4. In the resulting effective fermionic theory, Eq. (1.21),
there are marginal terms (i.e. with Dsc = 0) either quartic in ψ or quadratic in ψ and linear in
G(J), and relevant (i.e. with Dsc > 0) if quadratic in ψ; all the others are irrelevant, namely
with Dsc < 0.

By decomposing the fermionic integration (cf. Eq. (1.35)) in a multiscale fashion we obtain
a series expansion for the kernels in terms of the relevant and marginal ones only. The expansion
turns out to be convergent as long as the relevant and marginal kernels verify suitable bounds
that are uniform w.r.t. N : this is the content of Proposition 2.1. The main problem is to show
that the relevant and marginal kernels are indeed bounded (Theorem 3.1). To this end the idea
is to perform, at each scale, a number of manipulations within the fermionic expectations in
order to extract some fermionic or bosonic internal lines (i.e. propagators); this is done in order
to gain from the non-locality of the boson propagator, ĝA(k) ∼ |k|−2, which decays faster than
the fermionic one, ĝ(≤N)(k) ∼ |k|−1, for large k. In doing that one has to be careful and avoid
losing the good combinatorial properties of the fermionic determinants. These manipulations
lead to kernels identities for the relevant and marginal ones, which can be seen by differentiating
a suitable generalized action with respect to new auxiliary sources.

However, while in the case with momentum regularization one introduces only one source,
which is coupled to the current [28, 7, 25], in the present case the lattice interaction produces
complicate kernels (cf. Eq. (1.21) and Fig. 1) so that one is forced to add source terms as in
Eq. (1.44) below, by introducing an unbounded number of auxiliary variables coupled to new,
complicated fermionic terms which hardly resemble standard observables.

V(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈) :=

2N (µN,λ − 1)

∫
ΛB

dbOb(ψ) +
∑
n≥2

2N(2−n)
∫
ΛnB

dbwn,0(b)O
n
b (ψ)

+
∑
n≥1

n32N(1−n)
∫
ΛnB

db vn(b)G
(n)
b1
Onb (ψ) +

∑
n≥2

n32N(2−n)
∫
ΛnB

db vn(b)Ġ
(n)
b1
On−1
b∗

(ψ)

+
∑
n≥2

n2N(1−n)
∫
ΛnB

db ṽn(b)G̈
(n)
b1
On−1
b∗

(ψ),

(1.44)

where G ≡ {G(n)}n≥1, Ġ ≡ {Ġ(n)}n≥2 and G̈ ≡ {G̈(n)}n≥2 (n being called degree index)
are the aforementioned auxiliary, complex fields6; moreover given b = (b1, . . . , bn), we let b∗ :=
(b2, . . . , bn), O

n
b :=

∏n
j=1Obj and On−1

b∗
:=
∏n
j=2Obj . To motivate such definition (see Remark

3.3 below for details), we notice that by selecting one of the fermionic lines from the kernel vn
(see Fig. 2), there are two distinct situations: when the vertex of the extracted fermionic line
is a leaf of the tree or not. In the first case (Fig. 2.(a)) the contribution from the remaining
part of the kernel can be written as the expectation of the monomial in the r.h.s. of Eq. (1.44)

6G ≡ {G(n)}n≥1 should not be confused with the function G(J) in Eq. (1.21).
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1

(a) (b)

1

Figure 2: The two possibilities arising from the extraction of a fermionic line (black solid line
attached to the vertex “1”), depending on whether the vertex it is attached to, “1”, is a leaf (a)
or a not-leaf (b) of the spanning tree. The red sub-tree corresponds to a source term of type
G(n) (with n = 7 for (a) and n = 3 for (b)) and the green one to a source term of type Ġ(n)

(with n = 5).

multiplying G(n−1); in the second case (Fig. 2.(b)) it is the expectation of two monomials, the

one multiplying G(n1) and the one multiplying ˙G(n2), with n1 + n2 = n. All such new source
fields G(n) and Ġ(n), with n ≥ 2, have all scaling dimension +1.7 In fact the dimensional
factors 2N(1−n), 2N(2−n), 2N(1−n) in the r.h.s of Eq. (1.44) should be regarded as 2NDsc , where
the scaling dimension Dsc of a monomial (ψ)2q(G)p(Ġ)ṗ(G̈)p̈ is defined as Dsc(2q; p; ṗ; p̈) :=
2− q − p− ṗ− 2p̈. The dimensionless factors n3 and n in front of the source terms are present
for technical convenience, as part of the inductive structure of our proof (see Subsection 3.5, in
particular the comments after Eq. (3.35)).

One has therefore to add in the multiscale expansion such an unbounded number of new
source terms, and prove self-consistently that all the dimensionally marginal and relevant terms,
namely those with Dsc = 0 and Dsc > 0 respectively, remain uniformly bounded at all the steps
of the multiscale integration. The main challenge is to show that this whole amount of new
terms can be still controlled via the same mechanism based on the non-locality of the boson
propagator. This is the main content of Theorem 3.1.

1.7 The infrared problem and construction of the lattice massive QED2

Once that the ultraviolet integration is performed and W(u.v.)(ψ;φ;J ;B) in Eq. (1.36) has
been obtained, as expressed by Theorem 1.4, the full construction of the model requires the
infrared integration, see Eq. (1.34). The analysis is done via a multiscale integration which is
essentially identical, up to trivial adaptation, to the one performed (for instance) in the case of
the Thirring model, see [6, Sect. 2]; in that case one starts from a quartic fermionic interaction,
but after the integration of the first scale, an expression similar to Eq. (1.36) is obtained, with
kernels verifying the bounds Eq. (1.37); hence the analysis in [6, Sect. 2] holds essentially
identical. It should be noted that the integration of the infrared scales is completely different
from the ultraviolet ones; there is no dimensional improvement due to the non-locality of the
interaction, as briefly explained in the Subsection 1.6, hence one has to introduce a renormalized

7The dimension of G(n) and Ġ(n) is the same as in the last line of Eq. (1.44) the number of fermionic bilinears
is n− 1.
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expansion in terms of a set of running coupling constants, corresponding to the relevant and
marginal terms. The running coupling constants correspond to: the quartic interaction, the
wave function renormalization, the electron mass and the amplitude of the currents, see [6, Sect.
2.1]. The expansion in the running coupling constants is convergent if they are small enough,
but one has to prove that the quartic running coupling constants remain small; this follows from
the asymptotic vanishing of the beta function proved in [5, Theorem 3.1]. While the effective
quartic coupling remains close to its initial value in the multiscale analysis, the wave function
renormalization increases as a power law, with a critical exponent given by a non-trivial, analytic
function of the quartic coupling. The parameters Z5

N and mN in the r.h.s. of Eq. (1.7) have to
be fixed to ensure the natural physical requirements, see [4]. The result can be summarized in
the following theorem.

Theorem 1.6. Under the same conditions of Theorem 1.4, the limit L → ∞ of the two-point
function and of the current and axial current correlations exists. In the massless case, for
|k| ≤M the two-point Schwinger function behaves like:

Ŝ1
s,s′(k) = O(|k|−1+η), (1.45)

with η = αλ2 + O(λ3), for a suitable α > 0, and the chiral current correlation verifies:∑
ν=0,1

pνΣ̂
ξ
5;µ,ν(p) =

∑
ν=0,1

iλ
π εν,µpν + O

(
λ|p|1+θ
Mθ

)
, (1.46)

for some θ ∈ (0, 1).

The anomalous divergence of the two-point Schwinger function follows from [6, Theorem
1]. The fact that, instead, no anomalous exponent appears in the ultraviolet large-momentum
behavior, as stated in Eq. (1.40) of Theorem 1.4, is a crucial expected property of the massive
QED2 [17].

Details for the existence of the L → ∞ limit can be found e.g. in [31, App. D]. Finally
the proof of Eq. (1.46) is done in [4, Sect. VI] (assuming the validity of Theorem 1.4 proved

here). The integration of the ultraviolet degrees of freedom induces the decomposition Σ̂ξ5;µ,ν =

Σ̂
(u.v.)
5;µ,ν + Σ̂

(i.r.)
5;µ,ν , with Σ̂

(u.v.)
5;µ,ν as in Theorem 1.4, satisfying Σ̂

(u.v.)
5;µ,ν (p) − Σ̂

(u.v.)
5;µ,ν (0) = O

(
|p|/M

)
.

The analysis of Σ̂
(i.r.)
5;µ,ν is based on [5, 6, Sect. 2] and references therein. As explained in [4,

Sect. VI], one introduces a suitably tuned reference model (see also [5, Sect. 1.2]) such that its
infrared fixed point coincides with that of the original model. This implies that, letting Σ̃5;µ,ν

be the correlation function of the reference model, Σ̂5;µ,ν(p) = Z5
N Σ̃5;µ,ν(p)+Rµ,ν(p) [4, Eq. 44],

with Rµ,ν continuous (in particular Rµ,ν(p)−Rµ,ν(0) = O
(
(|p|/M)θ

)
) in which we can reabsorb

also the contribution Σ̂
(u.v)
5;µ,ν . In this way Σ̂ξ5;µ,ν(p) = Z5

N Σ̃5;µ,ν(p) + Rµ,ν(0) + O
(
(|p|/M)θ

)
. The

contribution to the anomaly from Σ̃5;µ,ν is explicit [4, Eq. (46)], while the one from Rµ,ν(0) is
fixed via the WI in Eq. (1.25) [4, Eq. 50]. Combining the two, the desired result, Eq. (1.46),
follows.

Theorem 1.6 establishes the non-perturbative validity of the Adler-Bardeen theorem in the
lattice QED2; note that Eq. (1.45) ensures the validity of the anomaly non-renormalization
with the coefficient in agreement with perturbation theory, Eq. (1.3) (and in contrast with
exact solutions or momentum regularization, where a similar result is found with a different
factor). This proves that the lattice regularization of QED2, fulfilling the physical constraints
a)-d) in Subsection 1.1 and in the regime of Eq. (1.2), verifies a number of properties at a
non-perturbative level, like the decrease of divergence degree due to the absence of contribution
of longitudinal part of boson propagator, the conservation of the current and the correct value
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of the anomaly (namely the Adler-Bardeen non-renormalization), whose analogous are crucial
ingredients for the consistency of realistic 4d QFT models.

It is an interesting open problem if a similar result could be achieved without integrating
out the bosons but with a simultaneous decomposition of bosons and fermions, which seems
necessary in four dimensions. Also, it would be interesting to consider a 2d chiral model, where
finding a regularization preserving WI requires the cancellation of the anomalies.

Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we set up the
fermionic multiscale analysis in absence of external sources φ, J,B. We rely on the Gallavotti-
Nicolò tree expansion, which is reviewed in Appendix D, and we establish the well posedness of
the multiscale expansion assuming the boundedness of the relevant and marginal terms. The
latter property is the main focus of Section 3, and its proof relies on some exact identities
for the kernels of the effective potential, which are proved in Appendix B. In Section 4 we
reintroduce the external sources φ, J,B, thus recovering the complete generating functional, Eq.
(1.35). In Section 5 we collect all the information from the preceding sections, thus proving the
claims of Theorem 1.4. Appendix A is devoted to the proof of two main implications of local
phase invariance (cf. Eq. (1.24)), namely the ξ-independence property, Lemma 1.3, and the
Ward Identities, Eqs. (1.25)-(1.26). In Appendix C we collect some technical results about the
non-interacting bubble diagrams, which are essential for the analysis in Sections 2-5. Finally,
in Appendix E the symmetries of the lattice theory are discussed, whereas in Appendix F we
sketch the proof for showing the existence of the removed-cut-off limit.

2 The fermionic multiscale

With no loss of generality it is sufficient to prove Theorem 1.4 with M ∈ [1, 2), i.e. h∗M = 0 (cf.
below Eq. (1.27)). Indeed, as one can easily check, the rescaling
Λ ∋ x 7→ y ∈ Λ(R) :=2h

∗
MΛ; ψx 7→ ψ

(R)
y :=2−

1
2
h∗Mψ

2
−h∗

M y
; φx 7→ φ

(R)
y :=2−

3
2
h∗Mφ

2
−h∗

M y
;

Aµ,x 7→ A
(R)
µ,y :=Aµ,2−h

∗
M y

; Jµ,x 7→ J
(R)
µ,y :=J

µ,2
−h∗

M y
; Bµ,x 7→ B

(R)
µ,y :=2−h

∗
MB

µ,2
−h∗

M y

(2.1)

maps the original theory into another one with parameters: M 7→ M (R) := 2−h
∗
MM ;mN 7→

m
(R)
N := 2−h

∗
MmN ; e 7→ e(R) := 2−h

∗
M e. In particular M (R) ∈ [1, 2). Then if Theorem 1.4 holds

for the rescaled theory, it will hold for the original one as well.

2.1 Multiscale decomposition

As a first step towards the proof of Theorem 1.4, we restrict to the case of zero external sources,
namely to the analysis of W(u.v.)(ψ; 0; 0; 0), which can expressed as

W(u.v.)(ψ; 0; 0; 0) = − log

∫
P (0,N ](Dζ)e−V(ψ+ζ;0;0;0), (2.2)

where V(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈) is the generalized potential defined in Eq. (1.44).8 The external fields φ, J
and B will be reintroduced in Section 4. We start by splitting the fermion propagator as

g(0,N ](x− y) ≡ g[1,N ](x− y) =

N∑
h=1

g(h)(x− y),

8Note that for any N,L <∞, due to the finiteness of the Grassmann algebra, all the sums in the r.h.s. of Eq.
(1.44) are actually truncated at n∗ ≡ 2(2NL)2 + 1, and V depends only upon the auxiliary field variables with
degree n less or equal then n∗.
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where:

g(N)(x− y) :=

∫
Λ∗
dk e−ik·(x−y)

1− χN−1(|k|)
−i/s(k) +MN (k) +mN

,

g(h)(x− y) :=

∫
Λ∗
dk e−ik·(x−y)

χh(|k|)− χh−1(|k|)
−i/s(k) +MN (k) +mN

, 1 ≤ h ≤ N − 1

with χh(|k|) ≡ χ(2−h|k|), and χ defined after Eq. (1.33); recall also Eq. (1.32). It is possible to
check that, due to the presence of the Wilson mass MN (k),

∣∣(− i/s(k) +MN (k) +mN

)−1

s,s′

∣∣ ≤ √
2π√

|k|2 +m2
N

, ∀k ∈ Λ∗, (2.3)

provided that |mN | ≤ 1 and N ≥ 2 log2 π+3. Moreover, from the properties of χh, i.e. compact
support and Gevrey-2 regularity, it follows that [32, App. A]

max
s,s′∈{1,2}

|g(h)s,s′(x− y)| ≤ K2he−κ2
√

2h|x−y|, ∀ 0 ≤ h ≤ N, (2.4)

for suitable K,κ2 > 0, uniformly w.r.t. mN ∈ [−1, 1]. Notice that by construction
W(u.v.)(ψ; 0; 0; 0) = V(0)(ψ; 0; 0; 0), where, for any 0 ≤ h ≤ N − 1,

V(h)(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈) := − log

∫
P (h,N ](Dζ)e−V(ψ+ζ;G;Ġ;G̈) (2.5)

and P (h,N ] is the Grassmann integration with propagator g(h,N ](x−y) ≡
∑N

k=h+1 g
(k)(x−y).

Letting also P (h) be the integration with propagator g(h)(x − y), by the Gaussian addition
principle [29, Eq. (4.21)], we have that

V(h)(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈) = − log

∫
P (h+1)(Dζ)e−V(h+1)(ψ+ζ;G;Ġ;G̈). (2.6)

As a standard fact [29, Eq. (4.19)], the effective potential V(h) can be formally computed by
the formula:

V(h)(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈) =
∑
s≥1

(−1)s+1

s!
ET(h+1)

(
V(h+1)(ψ + ·;G; Ġ; G̈);s

)
, (2.7)

where, for Grassmann monomials X1(ψ, ζ), . . . , Xs(ψ, ζ), the truncated expectation ET is
recursively defined as

ET(h+1)

(
X1(ψ, ·), . . . ,Xs(ψ, ·)

)
:= E(h+1)

(
X1(ψ, ·), . . . , Xs(ψ, ·)

)
+

− 1(s≥2)

∑
Π∈ Part({1,...,s})

σΠ

|Π|∏
j=1

ET(h+1)

(
Xπj,1(ψ, ·), . . . , Xπj,p(j)(ψ, ·)

)
,

(2.8)

with the following understanding. E(h+1)(·) ≡
∫
P (h+1)(Dζ) · is the simple expectation;

Π runs over all the partitions of {1, . . . , n} into components {πj,1, . . . , πj,p(j)} indexed by j =
1, . . . , |Π|, with p(1) + · · ·+ p(|Π|) = s; the ordering in the r.h.s. of Eq. (2.8) is such that πj,1 <
πj+1,1 and πj,k < πj,k+1 for every j = 1, . . . , |Π|−1 and k = 1, . . . , p(j)−1; σΠ is the sign needed
to order the Grassmann monomials as they appear in the r.h.s of Eq. (2.8) starting from the
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ordering as in the l.h.s.. Finally, in Eq. (2.7), ET(h+1)(X(ψ, ·);s ) := ET(h+1)

(
X(ψ, ·), . . . , X(ψ, ·)

)
when X1, . . . , Xs = X. Eq. (2.7) naturally yields an integral representation for V(h):

V(h)(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈) =
∑
q≥0

∑
n∈N×

≥1

∑
ṅ∈N×

≥2

∑
n̈∈N×

≥2

∫
ΛF

dηdη′
∫
ΛB

dbdḃdb̈×

×W
(h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ (η; η′; b; ḃ; b̈)

q∏
k=1

ψ+
ηk

q∏
k=1

ψ−
η′k

dimn∏
k=1

G
(nk)
bk

dim ṅ∏
k=1

Ġ
(ṅ)

ḃk

dim n̈∏
k=1

G̈
(n̈)

b̈k
,

(2.9)

where the notation is understood as follows:

• N×
≥p ≡ ∅ ⊔ N≥p ⊔ (N≥p)

2 ⊔ (N≥p)
3 ⊔ . . . and N≥p = {n ∈ N : n ≥ p};

• if n = (n1, . . . , np), then |n| ≡ n1 + · · ·+ np and dimn ≡ p;

• db ≡
∏dimn
k=1 dbk, dḃ ≡

∏dim ṅ
k=1 dḃk and db̈ ≡

∏dim n̈
k=1 db̈k, and each of such variables runs in

ΛB; similarly dη = dη1 . . . dηq and each variable runs in ΛF ;

• the term of the sum in the r.h.s. of Eq. (2.9) with q = 0 and n = ṅ = n̈ = ∅ must be

interpreted as W
(h)|0,0
∅;∅;∅ ∈ C, and its Lp norm is by definition

∥∥W (h)|0,0
∅;∅;∅

∥∥w
p
:= L

− 2
p
∣∣W (h)|0,0

∅;∅;∅
∣∣

(compare with Eq. (1.31)).

The kernels W
(h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ (η; η′; b; ḃ; b̈) are assumed to be anti-symmetric under the exchange of

any couple of ψ+ or ψ− labels, and symmetric under exchange of G, Ġ and G̈ labels separately.
Such symmetries can always be imposed and imply a representation for the kernels W (h) as
functional derivatives of V(h): letting p = dimn, ṗ = dim ṅ, p̈ = dim n̈, if q + p+ ṗ+ p̈ > 0, Eq.
(2.9) implies that

W
(h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ (η, η′; b; ḃ; b̈) =

(−1)q

q!2p!ṗ!p̈!
×

×

 δ2q

δψ+
η1 . . . δψ

+
ηqδψ

−
η′1
. . . δψ−

η′q

δp

δG
(n1)
b1

. . . δG
(np)
bp

δṗ

δĠ
(ṅ1)

ḃ1
. . . δĠ

(ṅp)

ḃṗ

δp̈

δG̈
(n̈1)

b̈1
. . . δG̈

(n̈p̈)

b̈p̈

V(h)

 (0),

(2.10)

where 0 ≡ (0; 0; 0; 0); moreover for complex fields G
(n)
b = ReG

(n)
b + iImG

(n)
b and Grassmann

monomials the action of functional derivatives is given respectively by

δ

δG
(n)
b

:= 22N

(
∂

∂ReG
(n)
b

− i
∂

∂ImG
(n)
b

)
,

δ

δψεη

n∏
j=1

ψ
εj
ηj :=

n∑
k=1

(−1)k−1δ(η − ηk)
∏
j ̸=k

ψ
εj
ηj , (2.11)

the second of which extends to general Grassmann polynomials by linearity.

2.2 Tree expansion

By Eq. (2.7), one has that Eq. (2.9) can be written as a recursion for the kernels W (h) in terms
ofW (h+1). The kernelsW (h+1) can be either left implicit, or can be further expanded in terms of
W (h+2). As it is customary in the renormalization group context, we expand only the irrelevant
kernels, i.e. those with Dsc < 0, where for a generic kernel of type (ψ)2q(G)p(Ġ)ṗ(G̈)p̈,

Dsc(2q; p; ṗ; p̈) := 2− q − p− ṗ− 2p̈. (2.12)
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By iterating this procedure, we find a representation for the kernels W (h) in terms of all
the kernels at scale N and the relevant and marginal kernels at scales h′ > h. The outcome
of this expansion is conveniently represented as an infinite sum over trees for the single-scale

contributions W̃
(h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ :=W

(h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ −W

(h+1)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ :

W̃
(h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ = S

∗∑
τ∈Th,N

∗∗∑
P∈Pτ

W̃ [τ,P], (2.13)

with the following understanding.

1. Th,N is the set Gallavotti-Nicolò trees between scale h and N . A tree τ ∈ Th,N is such
that the root is not a branching point and the nodes are partially ordered from the root
towards the endpoints (we write v ≺ w if w comes after v on the tree). The nodes v that
are not the root are called vertices, the set of which we denote by V (τ); each vertex v
comes with a scale label hv, an integer between h+1 and N +1; the scale label of the root
equals h by definition. The ∗ over the sum over Th,N is the constraint that there must
always be one and one only vertex v0, which is not an endpoint, following the root, with
scale label hv0 = h+ 1 (see Fig. 3).

2. Pτ is a set of decorations for the tree τ , each decoration P ≡ {Pv, Qv}v∈V (τ) being called
a collection of field labels. Any f ∈ P comes with a sign εf and with a variable ηf ∈ ΛF ,
so that to any f we can associate a Grassmann variable ψ

εf
ηf .

At each vertex v ∈ V (τ), Qv is the set of internal fields, i.e. those corresponding to the
Grassmann variables that are integrated under the action of the truncated expectation
ET(hv); conversely Pv identifies the external fields at the vertex v, i.e. the Grassmann

variables that are not integrated under the action of ET(hv). The field labels are subject to
the following constraints.

2.1. If v0 is the vertex following the root, then Pv0 identifies the set of fields determined

by the labels q, n, ṅ, n̈ of the kernel W
(h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ in the l.h.s. of Eq. (2.13).

2.2. If v ∈ V (τ) is not an endpoint (we will write v ∈ V0(τ)), then |Qv| ≥ 2, namely at
least two fields are always integrated.

2.3. If v1, . . . , vs are the vertices following v on τ , then Pv∪̇Qv = ∪̇sj=1Pvj .

2.4. If v ∈ V (τ) is an endpoint (we will write v ∈ Ve(τ)), then Qv = ∅; besides, if
hv < N + 1, Pv identifies a set of fields (at most four, with at least two ψ variables)
corresponding to a non-irrelevant kernel (i.e. such that Dsc ≡ Dsc(Pv) ≥ 0, see Eq.

(2.12)), W
(hv−1)
Pv

. If hv = N + 1 instead, Pv can identify either an irrelevant or non-

irrelevant kernel (i.e. Dsc(Pv) < 0 or ≥ 0 respectively), W
(N)
Pv

, related to the bare
potential V, Eq. (1.44).

2.5. If v ∈ Ve(τ) has Pv corresponding to a non-irrelevant kernel, then the vertex v′ which
precedes v has scale label hv′ = hv − 1 (this reflects the prescription above that
relevant and marginal kernels are not being expanded in terms of kernels at higher
scales).

The sum
∑∗∗

P∈Pτ is simply the sum over all the choices of field labels coherent with the
constraints above.
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3. W̃ [τ,P] has the following analytical expression:

W̃ [τ,P](η; b; ḃ; b̈) =

σP
sv0 !

∫
ΛF

dη
Qv0

ET(hv0 )
(
ψP̃w1

, . . . , ψP̃wsv0

) sv0∏
j=1

W̃ [τwj ,Pwj ]
(
(η; b; ḃ; b̈)Pwj

)
,

(2.14)

where:

3.1. σP is a sign;

3.2. for v ∈ V0(τ), w1, . . . , wsv are the vertices following v on τ and Pwj ≡
⋃
v⪰wj Pv;

3.3. P̃v := Pv ∩Qv′ , with v′ the vertex which precedes v on τ , and ψP̃v ≡
∏
f∈P̃v ψ

εf
ηf , the

product being performed in a suitable, prescribed order;

3.4. If v ∈ V0(τ), τv is the sub-tree with v0 = v and W̃ [τv,Pv]
(
(η; b; ḃ; b̈)Pv

)
is defined

recursively via Eq. (2.14); if instead v ∈ Ve(τ), W̃ [τv,Pv]
(
(η; b; ḃ; b̈)Pv

)
is the kernel

associated with the endpoint v determined by the decoration Pv, to be denoted by

W
(hv−1)
Pv

(
(η; b; ḃ; b̈)Pv

)
.

4. S is the symmetrization operator, which acts on every kernel taking the graded average
over all the permutations of labels of identical Grassmann and complex fields, so that for
the overall kernel Eq. (2.10) holds.

h hv0 . . . N N + 1

v0

Figure 3: Example of a Gallavotti-Nicolò tree τ ∈ Th,N , where the vertices v ∈ V (τ) are outlined as
black dots.

2.3 Bounds for the tree expansion

Note that W̃ [τ,P] can be regarded as a functional in the kernels
{
W

(hv−1)
Pv

}
v∈Ve(τ) associated

with the endpoints. In fact, an iterative application of Eq. (2.14) yields:

W̃n;ṅ;n̈[τ,P](η; b; ḃ; b̈) =

σ̃P
∏

v∈V0(τ)

{
1

sv!

∫
ΛF

dη
Qv

ET(hv)
(
ψP̃w1

, . . . , ψP̃wsv

)} ∏
v∈Ve(τ)

W
(hv−1)
Pv

(
(η; b; ḃ; b̈)Pv

) (2.15)
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with σ̃P ≡
∏
v∈V0(τ) σPv ∈ {±}. The tree expansion turns out to be a convenient tool for

controlling the size of the kernels W̃ (h) as in Eq. (2.13). In fact, introducing

Π(h,N ](b1, b2) :=
1

2

∫
dη1dη

′
1dη2dη

′
2cb1(η1, η

′
1)cb2(η2, η

′
2)g

(h,N ]
η′1,η2

g
(h,N ]
η′2,η1

, (2.16)

Q(N)(η1, η2, η
′
1, η

′
2) := −1

4

∫
dbdb′λgAb,b′

(
cb(η1, η

′
1)cb′(η2, η

′
2)− cb(η2, η

′
1)cb′(η1, η

′
2)
)
, (2.17)

the lowest-order contributions to the kernels W
(h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ and W

(h)|2,2
∅;∅;∅ respectively, we can prove

the following Proposition.

Proposition 2.1. For every ϑ, θ ∈ (0, 1) fixed, there exists a constant C0 ≥ 1 such that for
any R ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ h ≤ N , the following is true. Assume that at every scale h < k ≤ N the
following bounds hold true for the non-irrelevant kernels:∥∥W (k)|1,1

∅;∅;∅
∥∥w
1
≤ Rλ2−ϑk;

∥∥(W (k)|2,2
∅;∅;∅ −Q(N))

∥∥w
1
≤ Rλ

5
4 ; (2.18)∥∥W (k)|1,1

1;∅;∅ − c
∥∥w
1
≤ Rλ;

∥∥W (k)|1,1
n;∅;∅

∥∥w
1
,
∥∥W (k)|1,1

∅;n;∅
∥∥w
1
≤ λ

n−1
2 for n ≥ 2; (2.19)∥∥gA ∗ (W (k)|0,0

(1,1);∅;∅ −Π(k,N ])
∥∥w
1
≤ Rλ; (2.20)∥∥W (k)|0,0

(n1,n2);∅;∅
∥∥w
1
,
∥∥W (k)|0,0

∅;(n1,n2);∅
∥∥w
1
,
∥∥W (k)|0,0

n1,n2;∅
∥∥w
1
≤ λ

n1+n2−2
2 for n1 + n2 ≥ 3. (2.21)

Then the following bounds hold true at scale h, for λ ≤ (C0R
4)−1:∥∥W (h)|0;0

n;∅;∅
∥∥w
1
,
∥∥W (h)|0;0

∅;n;∅
∥∥w
1
≤ C02

Nλ
n−1
2 ;

∥∥W (h)|0;0
∅;∅;n

∥∥w
1
≤ C0λ

5
8
n; (2.22)∥∥gA ∗W (h)|0;0

(1,1);∅;∅
∥∥w
1
≤ C0;

∥∥W (h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅

∥∥w
1
≤ RC0λ2

h (2.23)

and for all the other kernels:

∥∥W (h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈

∥∥w
1
≤ C

1+dimn+dim ṅ+dim n̈
0 λd2hDsc ×

{
2θ(h−N) dim n̈ > 0

1 otherwise,
(2.24)

with Dsc ≡ Dsc(2q; dimn; dim ṅ; dim n̈), see Eq. (2.12), and

d ≡ d(2q;n; ṅ; n̈) :={
max{1, 25q}, dimn, dim ṅ, dim n̈ = 0

1
4 max{q − 1, 0}+ 1

2(|n|+ |ṅ| − dimn− dim ṅ) + 5
8 |n̈|, otherwise.

(2.25)

Observe that Eqs. (2.18)-(2.21) are stronger than Eqs. (2.22)-(2.23) with h = k, for the
non-irrelevant kernels. For this reason, Eqs. (2.22)-(2.23) will be called standard dimensional
bounds, while we will refer to Eqs. (2.18)-(2.21) as improved bounds. Proposition 2.1 establishes
the validity of the standard dimensional bounds taking as input the improved bounds at higher
scales. The proof of the latter is the content of Section 3.

Proof. Proposition 2.1 is actually an immediate consequence of the following bounds for the
kernels W̃ (h) (cf. Eq. (2.13)):

∥∥W̃ (h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈

∥∥w
1
≤
(
1−2θ−1

)
C

1+dimn+dim ṅ+dim n̈
0 2hDscλd×


R |n|, |ṅ|, |n̈| = 0, q = 1

2θ(h−N) |n̈| ≥ 1
1 otherwise,

(2.26)

under the same hypotheses of Proposition 2.1. Eq. (2.26) is proved in Appendix D.
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For any irrelevant kernel with |n̈| ≥ 1, by construction we have:

W
(h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ =

N−1∑
k=h

W̃
(k)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ +W

(N)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ ,

so that, combining Eq. (2.26) with the bounds for the kernels at scale N , we find:

∥W (h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ ∥w1 ≤

N−1∑
k=h

2kDsc∥W̃ (k)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ ∥(k) + ∥W (N)|q,q

n;ṅ;n̈ ∥w1

≤
N∑
k=h

2kDsc
(
1− 2θ−1

)
C

1+dimn+dim ṅ+dim n̈
0 λd2θ(k−N)

≤C1+dimn+dim ṅ+dim n̈
0 λd2hDsc2θ(h−N),

(2.27)

where we used that ∥W (N)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ ∥w1 ≤ 2NDsc

(
1− 2θ−1

)
C

1+dimn+dim ṅ+dim n̈
0 λd as well, and that

for irrelevant kernels Dsc ≤ −1. For W
(h)|0,0
∅;∅;n and for the irrelevant kernels such that |n̈| = 0,

the estimate follows the same lines as in Eq. (2.27), except for the absence of the short memory
factor 2θ(h−N). Following the same steps as Eq. (2.27), we also find the estimates in Eq.

(2.22) for the relevant kernels W
(h)|0,0
n;∅;∅ and W

(h)|0,0
∅;n;∅ , which are however unbounded in N , since

Dsc = +1. In fact for the other non-irrelevant kernels we cannot proceed as in Eq. (2.27). Let

us e.g. look at the kernel ψ2, which is relevant. Writing W
(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ = W̃

(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ +W

(h+1)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ , we use

Eq. (2.26) for estimating the first term, while for the second one we exploit the first bound in
Eq. (2.18):

∥W (h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ ∥w1 ≤ ∥W̃ (h)|1,1

∅;∅;∅ ∥w1 + ∥W (h+1)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ ∥w1 ≤

(
1− 2θ−1

)
C0Rλ2

h +Rλ2−ϑ(h+1) ≤ C0Rλ2
h,

if C0 ≥ 2−2θ+1. The estimates for the other non-irrelevant kernels qualitatively follow the very
same lines, so they will be omitted for sake of brevity. All in all one recovers the bounds in Eqs.
(2.22)- (2.23), with C0 (the same in Proposition 2.1 and Eq. (2.26)) independent of R, and λ
smaller than (C0R

4)−1, thus proving the claim of Proposition 2.1.

Proposition 2.1 shows that the multiscale expansion is well posed and well behaved provided
that the relevant and marginal kernels (i.e. those with Dsc ≤ −1 according to Eq. (2.24)),
satisfy suitable bounds at all the higher scales. This property, whose proof is actually a crucial
point of the present work and will be discussed in the next section, is in general a crucial point
in every renormalization group analysis.

3 Bounds for the relevant and marginal terms

In the present work, in the same way as [7, 24] and similarly to [28], the key underlying idea for
controlling the non-irrelevant terms is to exploit the non-locality of the boson propagator (see
Eq. (1.27) and lines thereafter).

Theorem 3.1. For every ϑ, θ ∈ (0, 1) fixed, there exist N0 ≥ 1, R ≥ 1 and λ0 > 0 such that,
for any N ≥ N0 and λ ≤ λ0, the bounds in Eqs. (2.18)-(2.21) and Eqs. (2.22)-(2.24) for k = h
hold together at every scale 0 ≤ h ≤ N .

For the implications of Theorem 3.1 on the kernels bounds appearing in the main Theorem
1.4, see Subsection 5.1.
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Proof of Theorem 3.1. The proof is by induction over the scale index h of the kernel: we will
think of R entering the bounds in the inductive hypothesis as a free parameter and the idea is
to show that the inductive step can be performed if λ ≤ λ0 with λ0 small enough with respect
to R, and R large but fixed. It turns out that a working choice for R and λ0 is

R ≥ C :=
4

max
j=0

cjC
8
0 , λ0 = min

{
(C0R

4)−1,
7

min
j=0

(c′jC
12
0 R)

−1
}
, (3.1)

where C0 ≥ 1 is the same as in Proposition 2.1 while cj and c′j are constants independent of
C0, R that will appear along the proof in the present section.

To see the origin of Eq. (3.1), we start by observing that for the base of the induction, i.e.
at scale h = N , since the potential has the explicit expression in Eq. (1.44), it is possible to find
constants c0, c

′
0 ≥ 1 such that bounds in Eqs. (2.22)-(2.24), (2.18)-(2.21), hold for λ ≤ (c′0)

−1

and R ≥ c0.
For the inductive step, we assume the claim true up to scale h+1, and we prove its validity

at scale h. As a first step, we can apply Proposition 2.1, which implies the validity of bounds
in Eqs. (2.22)-(2.24) at scale h, for λ ≤ λ0 with R, λ0 as above (note that by construction
λ0 ≤ (C0R

4)−1). The nontrivial point is now to show the validity of bounds in Eqs. (2.18)-
(2.21) at scale h, taking for granted Eqs. (2.22)-(2.24) at the same scale. The remaining part of
this section is dedicated to the proof of this fact. For sake of clarity, in order to avoid confusion
with constants, throughout this section we will regard R and C0 as generic parameters greater
than 1 appearing in the bounds in Eqs. (2.22)-(2.24), so we will track explicitly their dependence
in the upcoming estimates. Conversely, we will use the symbols c, c′, c′′, . . . to denote quantities
that are independent on R and C0.

3.1 The electron self-energy

We start by proving the bound regarding the kernelW
(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ associated to the Grassmann mono-

mial ψ2, also called electron self-energy. The goal of this section is to show:∥∥W (h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅

∥∥w
1
≤ c1C

5
0λ2

−ϑh, (3.2)

with C0 as in Proposition 2.1, λ ≤ (c′1C
2
0R)

−1, and suitable constants c1, c
′
1 ≥ 1 independent

on C0, R. The starting point consists of deriving some convenient representation for the kernel.

Lemma 3.2. The following identity holds:

W
(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ (η1, η2) =

4∑
j=1

Aj(η1, η2) (3.3)

where, recalling µN,λ = e−
1
2
λ2−2NgAµ,µ(0), Aj(η1, η2) are given by

A1(η1, η2) = 2N (µN,λ − 1)

∫
db

(
cb(η1, η2)−

∫
dηdη′cb(η1, η)g

(h,N ]
η,η′ W

(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ (η′, η2)

)
, (3.4)

A2(η1, η2) =
∑
n≥1

µN,λ
n2

∫
db1db λg

A
b1,b

{
cb1(η1, η2)W

(h)|0,0
n;∅;∅ (b) +

∫
dηdη′cb1(η1, η)g

(h,N ]
η,η′ ×

×
[
W

(h)|1,1
n;∅;∅ (η′, η2; b)−W

(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ (η′, η2)W

(h)|0,0
n;∅;∅ (b)

]}
,

(3.5)
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A3(η1, η2) =

= 2−N
∑

n1≥1,n2≥2

Nn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2

∫
db1dbdb

′λgAb1,bδ(b1 − b′)×

×
{
cb1(η1, η2)

[
−W (h)|0,0

n1;n2;∅(b; b
′) +W

(h)|0,0
n1;∅;∅ (b)W

(h)|0,0
∅;n2;∅ (b′)

]
+

∫
dηdη′cb1(η1, η)g

(h,N ]
η,η′ ×

×
[
−W (h)|1,1

n1;n2;∅(η
′, η2; b; b

′) +W
(h)|1,1
n1;∅;∅ (η′, η2; b)W

(h)|0,0
∅;n2;∅ (b′) +W

(h)|0,0
n1;∅;∅ (b)W

(h)|1,1
∅;n2;∅ (η′, η2; b

′)
]

−
∫
dηdη′cb1(η1, η)g

(h,N ]
η,η′ W

(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ (η′, η2)

[
−W (h)|0,0

n1;n2;∅(b; b
′) +W

(h)|0,0
n1;∅;∅ (b)W

(h)|0,0
∅;n2;∅ (b′)

]}
,

(3.6)

A4(η1, η2) =
∑
n≥2

2−N
∫
db1dbδ(b1 − b)

{
cb1(η1, η2)W

(h)|0,0
∅;∅;n (b) +

∫
dηdη′cb1(η1, η)×

×g(h,N ]
η,η′

[
W

(h)|1,1
∅;∅;n (η′, η2; b)−W

(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ (η′, η2)W

(h)|0,0
∅;∅;n (b)

]}
,

(3.7)

where Nn1,n2 are suitable positive coefficients, such that Nn1,n2 ≤ (n1+n2)2

n2
1n

2
2

.

The proof of Lemma 3.2 given in Appendix B.

Notation. In order to show Eq. (3.2) we find convenient to exploit a graphical representation
associated to the decomposition in Eq. (3.3), as shown in Fig. 4. For ♯ = a, b, . . . , o, we will
denote by Val(♯)(η, η′), the analytical value of the diagram (♯) in Fig. 4, i.e. the corresponding
term in the decomposition of Eq. (3.3) and by ∥Val(♯)∥w1 its weighted norm, cf. Eq. (1.31). Even
though there are 15 diagrams to discuss, we will see that only a fraction of them is independent,
in a suitable sense (cf. Remark 3.4).

Remark 3.3. The decomposition in Fig. 4 is paradigmatic for understanding the combinatorial
difficulty emerging from the lattice regularization of the theory. In the continuum version of
this model [25], the only term in the r.h.s. would be diagram (d) with n = 1 (see [25, Fig.2]);
similarly in [4], where only the terms ψ2, ψ4 and ψ2G(J) are retained in the fermionic interaction
(cf. Eq. (1.21)), one would get only diagrams (a), (b), (d) and (e) with n = 1. In the present
work, the multitude of terms in the expansion is due to the form of the “bare kernels” vn, Eq.
(1.29), which involve sums over trees of arbitrary order. If we adopt the representation in Fig.
5.(a) for the bare kernels vn, we see that terms like the one in Fig. 5.(b) (corresponding to

diagram (h) of Fig. 4) can emerge as contributions to the kernel W
(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ .

The blob in the l.h.s. of Fig 5.(b) should be regarded as

δ3V(h)

δG
(1)
b2
δG

(1)
b3
δG

(3)
b4

(0) ≡ 3!W
(h)|0,0
(1,1,3);∅;∅(b2, b3, b4).

The factor 3 in the factorial corresponds to the number of G fields, which equals the number
of wiggly lines attached to the blob in the diagram. Now, since in general we must expect an
arbitrary number (say s) of wiggly lines in the l.h.s. of Fig. 5.(b), following this expansion we
would end up with unbounded factorials (say s!), which would induce a combinatorial divergence
of the expansion. The way we overcome this problem is by rewriting the diagram in the l.h.s. of
Fig. 5.(b) as in the r.h.s., namely by “hiding” the bunch of wiggly lines at the end of the dashed
line (which stands for a Dirac delta): in this way no combinatorial problem arises, being the
number of points of the blob bounded. The role of the auxiliary source Ġ is exactly to perform
analytically what here is explained here by a graphical intuition.
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Figure 4: Graphical representation of Eq. (3.3). The graphs are numbered as in the order
they appear in the expansion of Eq. (3.3): graphs (a), (b) are relative to A1, (c) − (e) to A2,
(f) − (l) to A3 and (m) − (o) to A4. Solid and wiggly lines, with dotted endpoints, represent
fermion and boson propagators respectively, while dashed and curly lines, with black dotted
endpoints, represent delta functions. Blobs (big North East line patterned circles) represent
kernels, associated to external fields distinguished by the type of attached lines to them: each
solid, wiggly, dashed and curly line attached to a blob identifies a ψ,G, Ġ and G̈ field respectively.

Diagram (a). This is simply the bare quartic kernel, whose weighted norm can be bounded
by (cf. Eq. (1.27))

∥Val(a)∥w1 ≤ 2N∥c∥w1 |µN,λ − 1| ≤ 12K ′λN2−N ≤ c1,1λ2
−ϑN ,

where we used definitions in Eqs. (1.19), (1.31) (recall r = 1, cf. below Eq. (1.10)) to get

∥c∥w1 ≤ 6eκ̂2
−N

2 −1

≤ 12 for N large enough, the explicit expression of µN,λ (below Eq. (3.26))
and the bound on |gAµ,µ(0)| ≤ ∥gA∥∞ ≤ K ′N (cf. Eq. (1.28)).

Diagram (b). The bound in this case is

∥Val(b)∥w1 ≤ 2N∥c∥w1 |µN,λ − 1|∥g(h,N ]∥w1 ∥W
(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ ∥w1 ≤ K̃C0Rλ2

N∥c∥w1 |µN,λ − 1|,

where we used that for some9 K̃ > 0, ∥g(h,N ]∥w1 ≤ K̃2−h and that, by assumption, if λ ≤
(C0R

4)−1 we have ∥W (h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ ∥w1 ≤ C0Rλ2

h. Taking λ ≤ min{(C0R
4)−1, (RC0K̃)−1} we see that

9One can choose, e.g., K̃ = 320Kκ̂−2, cf. Eq. (2.4).
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1
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1 1
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3

5

Figure 5: (a): synthetic representation for vn(b)O
n
b , obtained from Fig. 1 by first collapsing

each sub-tree rooted in b2, b3 and b4 into one dark blob (the label (n) stands for the order of the
sub-tree), and then by thinking of the sub-trees rooted at b3 and b4 as one only tree rooted at

b′, with b′ = b (the dashed line stands for a Dirac delta). (b): contribution to the kernel W
(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅

arising from the bare kernel in (a).

Val(b) can be bounded as Val(a), i.e.

∥Val(b)∥w1 ≤ c1,1λ2
−ϑN . (3.8)

The constraint on λ implies that c′1 ≥ K̃.

Remark 3.4. Diagram (b) is the first example that not all the graphs of Fig. 4 have independent
bounds: each time that in a diagram we have a “dressed fermionic line” (first diagram in the
first line of Fig. 4), in order to obtain an upper bound, we can graphically delete the dressed
fermionic line at the price of shrinking λ, which, in the end, reflects in changing the values of
the constant c′1 in Eq. (3.2). In this way, we can say that graphs (b), (k) and (o) are apriori
bounded by (a), (f) and (m) respectively.

Diagram (c). In this case Val(c)(η1, η2) = 0. This is actually a consequence of the charge
conjugation symmetry (cf. Lemma E.1), which establishes the following cancellation:∫

ΛpB

db′1 . . . db
′
pW

(h)|0,0
(n1,...,np);∅;∅(b

′
1, . . . , b

′
p)

p∏
j=1

gAbj ,b′j
= 0, (3.9)

for every p ≥ 1 odd, n1, . . . , np ≥ 1 and b1, . . . , bp ∈ ΛB. In particular for p = 1 we find
Val(c)(η1, η2) = 0. The proof of Eq. (3.9) follows immediately by noting that, in force of the
charge conjugation symmetry (cf. Lemma E.1),

W
(h)|0;0
(n1,...,np);∅;∅(b

′
1, . . . , b

′
p) =W

(h)|0;0
(n1,...,np);∅;∅(b

′
1, . . . , b

′
p),
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where recall that if b = (x, µ, ϵ), b ≡ (x, µ,−ϵ). Using that gAb,b′ = −gA
b,b

′ and the fact that p

is odd, we find:∫
db′

p∏
j=1

gAbj ,b′j
×W

(h)|0;0
n;∅;∅ (b′) =

∫
db′

p∏
j=1

gAbj ,b′j
×W

(h)|0;0
n;∅;∅ (b

′
) =

=

∫
db′

p∏
j=1

gA
bj ,b′j

×W
(h)|0;0
n;∅;∅ (b′) = −

∫
db′

p∏
j=1

gAbj ,b′j
×W

(h)|0;0
n;∅;∅ (b′),

as desired.

Diagram (d). This is the first case where we must use the non-locality of gA. The analytical
value of the diagram is

Val(d)(η1, η2) =
∑
n≥1

µN,λ
n2

∫
dbdb′

∫
dηdη′cb(η1, η)λg

A
b,b′g

(h,N ]
η,η′ W

(h)|1,1
n;∅;∅ (η′, η2; b

′),

which can be bounded as

∥Val(d)∥w1 ≤

≤
∑
n≥1

λ

n2

∫
dbdb′

L2

∫
dηdη′dη1dη2e

κ
2

√
δD(η,η′,η1,η2,b,b′)|cb(η1, η)||gAb,b′ ||g

(h,N ]
η,η′ ||W (h)|1,1

n;∅;∅ (η′, η2; b
′)|

≤
∑
n≥1

λ

n2

∫
dbdb′

L2

∫
dηdη′dη1dη2

(
e
κ
2

√
δD(b,η,η1)|cb(η1, η)|

)(
e
κ
2

√
δD(b−b′)|gAb,b′ |

)
|g(h,N ]
η,η′ |×

×
(
e
κ
2

√
δD(η′,η2,b′)|W (h)|1,1

n;∅;∅ (η′, η2; b
′)|
)
=

=
∑
n≥1

λ

n2

∫
dbdb′

L2

∫
dη′dη2g̃

(h,N ]
b,η′

(
e
κ
2

√
δD(b,b′)|gAb,b′ |

)(
e
κ
2

√
δD(η′,η2,b′)|W (h)|1,1

n;∅;∅ (η′, η2; b
′)|
)
,

with g̃
(h,N ]
b,η′ :=

∫
dηdη1e

κ
2

√
δD(b,η,η1)|cb(η1, η)||g

(h,N ]
η,η′ |. We proceed by applying the Hölder’s

inequality with weights p = 2
1−ϑ and p′ = 2

1+ϑ :

∥Val(d)∥w1 ≤
∑
n≥1

λ

n2
∥gA∥wp ∥g̃(h,N ]∥p′∥W

(h)|1,1
n;∅;∅ ∥w1 ≤

∑
n≥1

λ

n2
K̃ϑC

2
02

−ϑhλ
n−1
2 ≤ λc1,2C

2
02

−ϑh,

where we used Eq. (2.24) with λ ≤ (C0R
4)−1, denoted with K̃ϑ the constant coming from

∥ · ∥p, ∥ · ∥p′ (by using Eq. (1.27)) and used the fact that g̃(h,N ] has the same dimensional bounds
as g(h,N ], being cb(η1, η) local; finally c1,2 = K̃θπ

2/6 is independent of C0, R.

Diagram (f). This is the first diagram with a dashed line, corresponding to a delta function
(cf. the first term in A3, Eq. (3.6)). In bounding such term, this forces us to take the L∞ norm
of the boson propagator associated with the wiggly line:

∥Val(f)∥w1 ≤∑
n1≥1
n2≥2

Nn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2
2−Nλ∥gA∥∞∥W (h)|0,0

n1;n2;0
∥w1 ≤

∑
n1≥1
n2≥2

λ

n21n
2
2

2−NK ′NC3
0λ

n1+n2−2
2 ≤ c1,3C

3
0λ

3/22−ϑN ,

where we used Eqs. (1.27), (2.24), that 2−NN ≤ 2−ϑN for any ϑ ∈ (0, 1) if N is large enough,

and the fact that Nn1,n2 ≤ (n1+n2)2

n2
1n

2
2

; c1,3 = K ′(π2/6)2 does not depend on C0, R.
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Remark 3.5. Diagram (f) is the first nontrivial case (after diagram (a)) of a class of graphs
which not only have the desired bound at any fixed scale h, but they are actually vanishing as
N → ∞. In view of proving Theorem 3.1 it is sufficient to replace the factor 2−ϑN above with
2−ϑh; however, it is worth mentioning that tracking small terms in N would be crucial for the
analysis of the N → ∞ limit of the theory (see Appendix F for an overview).

Diagram (h). Again, due to the delta function associated with the dashed line, we are forced
to take the L∞ norm of both gA and g(h,N ]. We find:

∥Val(h)∥w1 ≤
∑
n1≥1
n2≥2

2−N
Nn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2
λ∥gA∥∞∥g(h,N ]∥∞∥W (h)|1,1

n1;n2;∅∥
w
1 ≤ C3

0KNc1,3λ2
−h, (3.10)

with c1,3 as in the previous item, and we used that ∥g(h,N ]∥∞ ≤ 2K2N (cf. Eq. (2.4)) and that

∥W (h)|1,1
n1;n2;∅∥

w
1 ≤ C3

0λ
n1+n2−2

2 2−h, cf. Eq. (2.24). This apparent logarithmic divergence is related

to the definition of the external source Ġ, which imposes to take the L∞ norm of both gA and
g(h,N ]. We will show at the end of this paragraph (see Eq. (3.12) and below) how to solve this
divergence; for the moment let us continue with the other graphs of Fig. 4.

Diagram (i). The analytical value in this case is:

Val(i)(η1, η2) =∑
n1≥1
n2≥2

Nn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2
2−N

∫
dηdη′

∫
dbdb′cb(η1, η)λg

A
b,b′g

(h,N ]
η,η′ W

(h)|1,1
n1;∅;∅ (η′, η2; b

′)W
(h)|0,0
∅;n2;∅ (b) (3.11)

and by noting that from translation invariance and Items 2, 3 of Lemma E.1, one hasW∅,n2,∅(b) =
W∅,n2,∅((0, 0,+)), the bound for this graph can be deduced from the one for graph (d):

∥Val(i)∥w1 ≤
∑
n1≥1
n2≥2

2−NNn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2
∥W (h)|0,0

∅;n2;∅ ∥
∫
dη1dη2
L2

e
κ
2

√
δD(η1,η2)×

×
∣∣∣∣∫ dηdη′

∫
dbdb′cb(η1, η)λg

A
b,b′g

(h,N ]
η,η′ W

(h)|1,1
n1;∅;∅ (η′, η2; b

′)

∣∣∣∣ ≤
≤
∑
n2≥2

1

n22
2−N∥W (h)|0,0

∅;n2;∅ ∥w1 |µ−1
N,λ|∥Val(d)∥

w
1 ≤ C3

0 (π
2/3)c1,2λ

3/22−ϑh

where we used the bound of diagram (d), again that Nn1,n2 ≤ (n1 + n2)
2(n1n2)

−2, that

|µ−1
N,λ| ≤ 2 for N large, and that ∥W (h)|0,0

∅;n2;∅ ∥w1 ≤ C02
Nλ

n2−1
2 by Eq. (2.22). Note that imposing

also λ ≤ (C2
0π

4/9)−1 one has ∥Val(i)∥w1 ≤ C2
0 c1,2λ2

−ϑh which is the same as case (d).

Remark 3.6. We observe a second reduction of the number of diagrams to bound related to
the presence of a dashed tadpole graph, i.e. a blob with only one dashed external line, as in
(g), (i), (ℓ). By possibly shrinking λ, i.e. changing the value of c′1 in Eq. (3.2), one has that
Val(g),Val(i),Val(ℓ) can be bounded exactly as Val(e),Val(d),Val(c) respectively (in particular
Val(g) = 0).
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Diagram (m). We have to bound the first of Eq. (3.7) which immediately gives

∥Val(m)∥w1 ≤
∑
n≥2

2−N∥c∥w1 ∥W
(h)|0,0
∅;∅;n ∥w1 ≤ 12

∑
n≥2

2−NC0λ
5
8
n ≤ 12C0λ

5/42−ϑh,

where we used ∥c∥w1 ≤ 12 as in case (a), Eq. (2.22) and λ ≤ 1/28/5 so that (1 − λ5/8)−1 ≤ 2:
this implies that c′1 ≥ 28/5.

Diagram (n). The curly line is again associated to a delta function, which forces us to take
the L∞ norm of the fermion propagator. The bound is:

∥Val(n)∥w1 ≤
∑
n≥2

2−N∥g(h,N ]∥∞∥W (h)|1,1
∅;∅;n ∥w1 ≤

∑
n≥2

2KC2
0λ

5
8
n2θ(h−N)2−h ≤ 4KC2

0λ
5/42−ϑh,

where we used Eq. (2.24) and the same hypothesis on λ of the previous item.

Improvement for (h). Finally, we return to diagram (h). The way to overcome the apparent

divergence is to extract a second line, i.e. to perform an expansion for the kernel W
(h)|1,1
n1;n2;∅:

this allows to solve the apparent logarithmic divergence with an expansion in terms of a finite
number of extra diagrams, each having good dimensional estimates. In analogy with Eq. (3.3),
it is possible to obtain the following identity, proved in Appendix B:

W
(h)|1,1
n1;n2;∅(η, η

′; b1; b2) =

=
n22

(n2 − 1)2
µN,λ

∫
dbλgAb2,b2W

(h)|1,1
(n1,n2−1);∅;∅(η, η

′; b1, b)+

−
∑

n′
1≥1,n′

2≥2
n′
1+n

′
2=n2

2−NNn′
1,n

′
2

∫
db′1db

′
2λg

A
b2,b′1

δ(b2 − b′2)
[
2W

(h)|1,1
(n1,n′

1);n
′
2;∅

(η, η′; b1, b
′
1; b

′
2)+

−2W
(h)|1,1
(n1,n′

1);∅;∅
(η, η′; b1, b

′
1)W

(h)|0,0
∅;n′

2;∅
(b′2)− 2W

(h)|0,0
(n1,n′

1);∅;∅
(b1, b

′
1)W

(h)|1,1
∅;n′

2;∅
(η, η′; b′2)+

−W (h)|1,1
n′
1;∅;∅

(η, η′; b′1)W
(h)|0,0
n1;n′

2;∅
(b1; b

′
2)−W

(h)|0,0
n′
1;∅;∅

(b′1)W
(h)|1,1
n1;n′

2;∅
(η, η′; b1; b

′
2)
]
,

(3.12)

which admits the graphical representation in Fig. 6.

=

n1

n2

n1

n2−1

n1
n′
1

n′
2

+

n1

+ n′
1

n′
2

n′
1

n1

n′
2

n′
1

n1

n′
2

n1

n′
1

n′
2n
′
2

(1) (2)

(5)(4)

(3)

(6)

+ +

Figure 6: Graphical representation of Eq. (3.12).
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(h)← (1)

n1 ≡

(h1)

n1

n2−1 n2−1

Figure 7: Diagram (h1) obtained by plugging (1) in (h) of Fig. 4.

Let us denote by (h1), (h2), . . . , (h6) the graphs obtained from (h) (Fig. 4) by replacing

W
(h)|1,1
n1;n2;∅ with each of the terms in its expansion (1), . . . , (6) (as in Fig. 6). Similarly we denote

by Val(h1), . . . ,Val(h6) their analytical value, as in the notation below Eq. (3.7).

Diagram (h1). Explicitly,

−Val(h1) =∑
n1≥1
n2≥2

2−N+1µN,λn
2
2Nn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2(n2 − 1)2

∫
db1dbdb̃dηdη

′λ2gAb1,bg
A
b1,b̃

cb1(η1, η)g
(h,N ]
η1,η′

W
(h)|(1,1)
(n1,n2−1);∅;∅(η

′, η2; b; b
′),

which can be bounded by taking the L1 norm of the fermionic propagator and take the L∞

norm of the two boson propagators:

∥Val(h1)∥w1 ≤
∑
n1≥1
n2≥2

2−N+1|µN,λ|n22Nn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2(n2 − 1)2
∥c∥w1 λ2∥gA∥2∞∥g(h,N ]∥w1 ∥W

(h)|1,1
(n1,n2−1);∅;∅∥

w
1 ≤

≤ 24K ′2K̃C3
0λ

22−2hN22−N
∑

n1,n2≥1

1

n21n
2
2

λ
n1+n2−2

2 ≤ C3
0 c1,4λ

22−θN2−2h,

where c1,4 = (4/3)π4K ′2K̃ and the constants are the same appearing in the previous items.

Diagrams (h2) − (h6). Observe that each of the remaining terms in the r.h.s. of Eq. (3.12)
have a dimensional factor 2−N , which graphically corresponds to the leftmost node with two
dashed lines and a wiggly line in diagrams (2)− (6) in Fig. 6. In this cases it is enough to note
that each of such diagrams (2)− (6) have good bounds for their analytical values:∥∥Val(2)n1,n2

∥∥w
1
≤

∑
n′
1≥1,n′

2≥2
n′
1+n

′
2=n2

2−NNn′
1,n

′
2
λ∥gA∥∞

∥∥W (h)|1,1
(n1,n′

1);n
′
2;∅
∥∥w
1
≤

∑
n′
1≥1,n′

2≥2
n′
1+n

′
2=n2

K ′N2−Nλ
n22

n′21 n
′2
2

λ
n1+n

′
1+n

′
2−3

2

∥∥W (h)|1,1
(n1,n′

1);n
′
2;∅
∥∥w
1
≤ C4

0 (4π
2/3)K ′2−N−2hNλ

n1+n2−1
2 ,

(3.13)

where we used Eq. (2.24) and the fact that
∑n−2

ℓ=1
n2

ℓ2(n−ℓ)2 ≤ 4π2/3. It is easy to check that

also the other graphs (3)− (6), in the same way, are bounded as

6
sup
j=3

∥Val(j)n1,n2∥w1 ≤ C5
0 (4π

2/3)K ′N2−Nλ
n1+n2−1

2 . (3.14)
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Hence when inserted in graph (h) of Fig. 4, they produce a bound:

6
sup
j=2

∥Val(hj)∥w1 ≤
∑
n1≥1
n2≥2

2−NNn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2
λ∥gA∥∞∥g(h,N ]∥∞

6
sup
j=2

∥Val(j)n1,n2∥w1

≤ C5
0 c1,5λ

3/2N2−N

(3.15)

with c1,5 = K ′2K(π2/3)3. Collecting the bounds for diagrams (a) to (o) in Fig. 4 one realizes

that all the graphs except (d) admit a bound with at a factor λ1+η with η ≥ 1/4. The extra
small factor λ1/4 can be used to reduce, in each diagram but (d), the overall constant to c1,2/14
at the price of choosing c′1 depending on c1,1, c1,3, c1,4 and such that c′1 ≥ max{K ′, 28/5} (see
diagrams (b) and (m)) . Summing all the contributions we obtain that if λ ≤ (c′1C

2
0R)

−1

∥W (h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ ∥w1 ≤ 2c1,2C

5
0λ2

−ϑh, (3.16)

thus proving Eq. (3.2) with c1 ≥ 2c1,2, with c1,2 appearing in diagram (d).

3.2 The lowest-degree vertex function

Now we focus on the kernel G(1)ψ2. Recalling the definition of the bare vertex kernel c, in Eq.
(1.19), the goal is to prove that ∥∥W (h)|1,1

1;∅;∅ − c
∥∥w
1
≤ C6

0 c2λ, (3.17)

with C0 as in Proposition 2.1, λ ≤ (c′2C
2
0R)

−1, and suitable constants c2, c
′
2 ≥ 1 independent

on C0, R.

Again, the strategy is to derive a convenient identity for W
(h)|1,1
1;∅;∅ . In analogy with Lemma

3.2, by applying δ/δψ−
η2 to Eq. (B.7), one can prove that

W
(h)|1,1
1;∅;∅ (η1, η2; b) = µN,λcb(η1, η2) +DW

(h)|1,1
1;∅;∅ (η1, η2; b), (3.18)

with µN,λ as below Eq. (3.3) and where DW
(h)|1,1
1;∅;∅ is a sum of terms, each interpretable

as the analytical value Val(♯)(η1, η2; b) of a graphical diagram (♯) with the same understanding
of Fig. 4 and the notation below it. Also in this case, using Remarks 3.4 and 3.6, one can

obtain a bound for DW
(h)|1,1
1;∅;∅ by studying a subclass of terms contributing to it: by possibly

shrinking λ, i.e. gauging the value of c′2 above, it is sufficient to bound the diagrams labeled by
(♯) = (a), . . . , (k) appearing in Fig. 8, which, except (b)10, are obtained after the removal of a

dashed tadpole or a dressed fermionic insertion from the general graph in DW
(h)|1,1
1;∅;∅ .

The estimates follow the same lines as Subsection 3.1 and will not be repeated full detail:
we only discuss the main novelties. In order to deduce Eq. (3.17) from the diagrams in Fig. 8,
we start by observing the following.

Remark 3.7 (Bubble insertions). Differently from the analysis of the previous section, now some

of the graphs in Fig. 8 involve also the “bubble kernel” W
(h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ which, by direct inspection,

appears always convoluted with a bosonic propagator, i.e. in the form gA ∗ W (h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅. This

10Diagram (b) survives this procedure because, in order to recover the bound in Eq. (3.17), one does not have

any extra power of λ to apply Remark 3.4 as it follows from the bound of ∥W (h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ ∥w1 being of order λ.
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Figure 8: The diagram expansion for DW
(h)|1,1
1;∅;∅ (η1, η2; b). The symbol

!
= reminds that the

identity holds up to diagrams that can be bounded in terms of the ones listed, i.e., only if one
considers all the diagrams before the reduction procedure summarized in Remarks 3.4 and 3.6
by deleting dashed tadpoles and replacing dressed fermionic lines with bare ones.

implies that a bound on ∥gA ∗W (h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅∥

w
1 , as provided in Eq. (2.24), is sufficient11 for a bound

of the whole graph: for concreteness, the simplest example is graph (c) which reads

Val(c)(η1, η2; b) = µN,λ
∑
n≥1

λ

n2

∫
Λ2
B

db′db′′cb′(η1, η2)g
A
b′,b′′W

(h)|0,0
(n,1);∅;∅(b

′′, b),

so that, using the bounds for the kernels W
(h)|0,0
(n,n′);∅;∅ (Eqs. (2.23)-(2.24)) and the fact that

according to Eq. (1.27), ∥gA∥w1 ≤ 32π
κ2

, we find:

∥∥Val(c)∥∥w
1
≤ ∥c∥w1 λ

(∥∥gA ∗W (h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅

∥∥w
1
+
∑
n≥2

1

n2
∥gA∥w1

∥∥W (h)|0,0
(n,1);∅;∅

∥∥w
1

)
≤ 12λ

(
C0 +

∑
n≥2

1
n2

32π
κ2
C3
0λ

n−1
2

)
≤ c2,1C

3
0λ,

for some c2,1 independent of C0, R.

Let us stress that, in order to close the inductive procedure, in bounding the analytical value

of diagram (b) one has to really use the just obtained bound Eq. (3.16) for the kernel W
(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅

instead of using the inductive hypothesis in Eq. (2.22).

11By bounding gA ∗W (h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ as ∥gA∥w1 ∥W

(h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅∥

w
1 one obtains, apriori, a logarithmic divergent factor |h−N |,

as can be checked at first order in λ for the norm of the bubble diagram.

32



Also, a direct bound on graph (h) shows a logarithmic divergence, in complete analogy with
graph (h) of the previous subsection (see Fig. 4). To solve such divergence, one has to extract

another wiggly line, by expanding the kernel W
(h)|1,1
(1,n1);n2;∅ that appears in graph (h), following

the same steps as in Eq. (3.12) and below.
Finally, in analogy with Remark 3.5, a careful analysis shows that the graphs of type ♯ ∈

{a, e, f, g, h, i, k, ℓ} actually admit a bound which is exponentially suppressed in N , namely
∥Val(♯)∥w1 ≤ c2,1C

6
0λN

22−θN , for λ ≤ (c′2,1C
2
0R)

−1, with some c2,2, c
′
2,1 ≥ 1.

Collecting all the bounds one finds that there exists c2,3, c
′
2 ≥ 1 independent of C0, R such

that for λ ≤ (c′2C
2
0R)

−1, ∥∥DW (h)|1,1
1;∅;∅

∥∥w
1
≤ c2,3C

6
0λ,

so that from Eq. (3.18),∥∥W (h)|1,1
1;∅;∅ − c

∥∥w
1
≤
∥∥DW (h)|1,1

1;∅;∅
∥∥w
1
+ (1− µN,λ) ∥c∥w1

≤
∥∥DW (h)|1,1

1;∅;∅
∥∥w
1
+ λ2−2N∥gA∥∞∥c∥w1 ≤ c2λC

6
0 ,

(3.19)

for some c2 ≥ c2,3.

3.3 The lowest-degree polarization bubble

We now analyze the kernel W
(h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ associated with the monomial (G(1))2, also called the

polarization bubble. We will show that∥∥gA ∗ (W (h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ −Π(h,N ])

∥∥w
1
≤ c3C

8
0λ, (3.20)

with Π(h,N ] the non-interacting bubble defined in Eq. (2.16), C0 as in Proposition 2.1,
λ ≤ (c′3C

2
0R)

−1, and suitable constants c3, c
′
3 ≥ 1 independent on C0, R. In complete analogy

with Lemma 3.2, by applying δ/δG
(1)
b′ to Eq. (B.12), for n = 1, one finds the following identity:

W
(h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅(b, b

′) =
1

2

∫
Λ2
F

dη1dη2µN,λcb(η1, η2)

∫
Λ2
F

dη′1dη
′
2g

(h,N ]
η′2,η1

g
(h,N ]
η2,η′1

W
(h)|1,1
1;∅;∅ (η′1, η

′
2; b

′), (3.21)

which can be graphically represented as in Fig. 9.

11 = 1

Figure 9: Expansion of the polarization bubble diagram.

Combining Eqs. (3.18),(3.21) we find that

W
(h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅(b, b

′) = µN,λΠ
(h,N ](b, b′) +DW

(h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅(b, b

′) (3.22)

where

DW
(h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅(b, b

′) =

1

2

∫
Λ2
F

dη1dη2µN,λcb(η1, η2)

∫
Λ2
F

dη′1dη
′
2g

(h,N ]
η′2,η1

g
(h,N ]
η2,η′1

DW
(h)|1,1
1;∅;∅ (η′1, η

′
2; b

′).
(3.23)
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In this way we have:∥∥gA ∗ (W (h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ −Π(h,N ])

∥∥w
1
≤ |µN,λ − 1|

∥∥gA ∗Π(h,N ]
∥∥w
1
+
∥∥gA ∗DW (h)|0,0

(1,1);∅;∅
∥∥w
1
. (3.24)

Using the finiteness of the non-interacting bubble, see Corollary C.2 in Appendix C, namely
∥gA ∗Π(h,N ]∥w1 ≤ C ′

Π for some constant C ′
Π ≥ 1, one finds that∥∥gA ∗ (W (h)|0,0

(1,1);∅;∅ −Π(h,N ])
∥∥w
1
≤ C ′

ΠK
′λN2−2N +

∥∥gA ∗DW (h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅

∥∥w
1
, (3.25)

where we also used that |µN,λ − 1| ≤ K ′Nλ2−2N−1 (see the analysis of diagram (a) in
Subsection 3.1).

Now the idea is to control the quantity
∥∥gA∗DW (h)|0,0

(1,1);∅;∅
∥∥w
1
by expanding the kernel DW

(h)|1,1
1;∅;∅

in the r.h.s. of Eq. (3.23) as we did in Subsection 3.2. The outcome can be expressed as a sum
over graphs, obtained by replacing the blob in the r.h.s. of Fig. 9, by the sum over the diagrams
in Fig. 8. For instance, recalling that the graphs of type ♯ ∈ {a, e, f, g, h, i, k, ℓ} are bounded as

∥Val(♯)∥w1 ≤ c2,1C
6
0λN

22−θN for λ ≤ (c′2,1C
2
0R)

−1, their contribution to
∥∥DW (h)|0,0

(1,1);∅;∅
∥∥w
1

can be
easily bounded as follows:

1

L2

∫
ΛB

dbdb′e
κ
2

√
δD(b,b′)

∫
Λ2
F

dη1dη2dη
′
1dη

′
2µN,λ|cb(η1, η2)|×

×
N∑

k,j=h+1

∣∣g(k)
η′2,η1

∣∣∣∣g(j)
η2,η′1

∣∣∣∣Val(♯)(η′1, η′2; b′)∣∣ ≤∑
h<k≤j≤N

∥c∥w1
∥∥g(k)∥∥∞∥∥g(j)∥∥w1 ∥∥Val(♯)∥∥w1 +

∑
h<j≤k≤N

∥c∥w1
∥∥g(j)∥∥∞∥∥g(k)∥∥w1 ∥∥Val(♯)∥∥w1

≤ 2
∑

h<k≤j≤N

∥∥g(k)∥∥∞∥∥g(j)∥∥w1 c2,1C6
0λN

22−θN ≤
∑

h<k≤j≤N
c3,1C

6
02
k−jλN22−θN ≤

≤ 2c3,1C
6
0λN

32−θN ,

(3.26)

for a suitable c3,1 ≥ 1. The trick of expanding the product g(h,N ]g(h,N ] in terms of single-
scale contributions, namely

∑
h<k,j≤N g

(k)g(j), and then to take the L∞ (resp. L1) norm of the
propagator at the lowest (resp. highest) scale will be recurrently used throughout this paragraph.

We are left with bounding the contributions to
∥∥gA ∗DW (h)|0,0

(1,1);∅;∅
∥∥w
1
in the r.h.s. of Eq. (3.25)

which derive from diagrams (b), (c), (d), (j) of Fig. 8. The “composite” diagrams, obtained by
combining (b), (c), (d), (j) of Fig. 8 with the r.h.s of Fig. 9, are reported in Fig. 10. Note that
differently from the previous section, where in Fig. 8 we could omit (according to Remark 3.4)
the diagram (c̃), obtained by attaching a dressed fermionic line to the bare vertex12 in diagram

(c), now one has to keep track of such diagram in the bound for
∥∥gA ∗DW (h)|0,0

(1,1);∅;∅
∥∥w
1
. The reason

is that a bound for ∥Val(c̃)∥w1 does not imply a finite bound on ∥Val(c̃′)∥w1 of Fig. 10 but one
instead has to exploit the topological structure of the resulting composite diagram, as explained
shortly.

Diagram (b′). Similarly to Eq. (3.26), we write each of the three propagators g(h,N ] as∑N
h′=h+1 g

(h′), and for any triple g(h1), g(h2), g(h3) we take the L∞ norm of the propagator at

12Exactly as (b) is obtained by (a) in Fig. 4.
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(d′)

(c′) (c̃′)
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n1

Figure 10: Graphs with non-trivial bounds (i.e. after the reduction of Remarks 3.4, 3.6) obtained

by combining (b), (c), (c̃), (d), (j) in Fig. 8 with Fig. 10 and contributing to DW
(h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅(b, b

′).

lowest scale, and L1 norm for the other two. In this way the bound for diagram (b′) becomes:∥∥gA ∗Val(b′)
∥∥w
1
≤∑

h<h1≤h2,h3≤N

(
∥c∥w1

)2∥gA∥w1 ∥∥g(h1)∥∥∞∥∥g(h2)∥∥w1 ∥∥g(h3)∥∥w1 ∥∥W (h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅

∥∥w
1
≤

∑
h<h1≤h2,h3≤N

c3,22
h1−h2−h3

∥∥W (h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅

∥∥w
1
≤ 4c3,22

−h∥W (h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ ∥w1 ≤ 4c3,2c1C

5
0λ2

−(1+ϑ)h,

with a suitable c3,2 ≥ 1 and for λ ≤ (c′1C
2
0R)

−1, having used the improved bound forW
(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ ,

Eq. (3.2).

Diagram (c′). Explicitly we have that

Val(c′)(b1, b2) =
∑
n≥1

λ

n2
µ2N,λ

∫
ΛB

dbdb′Π(h,N ](b1, b)g
A
b,b′W

(h)|0,0
(n,1);∅;∅(b

′, b2),

and exploiting the finiteness of the non-interacting bubble, namely ∥gA ∗Π(h,N ]∥w1 ≤ C ′
Π (cf.

Corollary C.2), we find that∥∥gA ∗Val(c′)
∥∥w
1
≤ λ

∥∥gA ∗Π(h,N ]
∥∥w
1

(∥∥gA ∗W (h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅

∥∥w
1
+
∑
n≥2

1
n2 ∥gA∥w1

∥∥W (h)|0,0
(n,1);∅;∅

∥∥w
1

)
≤ λC ′

Π

(
C0 +

∑
n≥1

1
n2

32π
κ2
C3
0λ

n−1
2

)
≤ λc3,3C

3
0 ,

with some constant c3,3 ≥ 1.

Diagram (c̃′). Analogously to diagram (b′), we use the trick of splitting the propagator g(h,N ]

into its single-scale counterparts:

Val(c̃′)(b1, b2) =
∑
n≥1

∑
h<h1,h2,h3≤N

µN,λ

∫
Λ6
F

dη1dη2dη
′
1dη

′
2dη

′′
1dη

′′
2

∫
Λ2
B

db3db4×

× cb1(η1, η2)cb3(η
′′
1 , η

′′
2)g

(h1)
η′2,η1

g
(h2)
η2,η′′1

g
(h3)
η′′2 ,η

′
1
gAb3,b4W

(h)|1,1
(1,n);∅;∅(b2, b4).

(3.27)
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In the r.h.s. of Eq. (3.27) we must distinguish the three possible cases: h1 ≤ h2, h3 or
h2 ≤ h1, h3 or h3 ≤ h1, h2. For instance, if h1 ≤ h2, h3, we can take the L∞ norm of g(h1), the
L1 norm of g(h2) and, similarly to diagram (d) of Subsection 3.1, use the Hölder’s inequality for
the product gAg̃(h3) with weights p = 2

1−ϑ and p′ = 2
1+ϑ :∥∥gA ∗Val(c̃′|h1≤h2,h3)

∥∥w
1
≤∑

h<h1≤h2,h3≤N

∑
n≥1

λ

n2
∥gA∥w1 ∥g(h1)∥∞∥g(h2)∥w1 ∥gA∥wp ∥g̃(h3)∥p′

∥∥W (h)|1,1
(1,n);∅;∅

∥∥w
1
≤

∑
h<h1≤h2,h3≤N

∑
n≥1

1

n2
c3,4C

3
0λλ

n−1
2 2h1−h2−ϑh32−h ≤ π2c3,4

3(1− 2−ϑ)2
C3
0λ2

−(1+ϑ)h,

where g̃
(h3)
b,η′ ≡

∫
dηdη1e

κ
2

√
δD(b,η,η1)|cb(η1, η)||g

(h3)
η,η′ | and c3,4 is a suitable constant greater than

1. The regimes h2 ≤ h1, h3 and h3 ≤ h1, h2 can be worked out in the same way, taking the L∞

norm of the propagator at the lowest scale, and they yield the same bound.

Diagram (d′). Here again we exploit the finiteness of the non-interacting bubble, namely
∥gA ∗Π(h,N ]∥w1 ≤ C ′

Π (cf. Corollary C.2), so that∥∥gA ∗Val(d′)
∥∥w
1
≤∑

n≥1

λ

n2

∫
Λ3
B

db1db2db3
L2

e
κ
2

√
δD(b1,b2)+

κ
2

√
δD(b2,b3)

∣∣∣(gA ∗Π(h,N ]
)
(b1, b2)

(
gA ∗W (h)|0,0

n;∅;∅
)
(b2, b3)

∣∣∣ ≤
∑
n≥1

λ

n2
∥∥gA ∗Π(h,N ]

∥∥w
1

∥∥gA ∗W (h)|0,0
(n,1);∅;∅

∥∥w
1
≤ C ′

Πλ∥gA ∗W (h)|0,0
(n,1);∅;∅∥

w
1 +

+ C ′
Πλ
∑
n≥2

1

n2
∥gA∥w1 ∥W

(h)|0,0
(n,1);∅;∅∥

w
1 ≤ λC ′

ΠC0 +
∑
n≥2

1

n2
C ′
Π∥gA∥w1 C3

0λ
n+1
2 ≤ c3,5C

3
0λ,

for a suitable c3,5 ≥ 1.

Diagram (d′′). The bound for this diagram can be deduced from the bound for diagram (b′).
Indeed:

Val(d′′)(b1, b2) =
∑
n≥1

λ

n2

∫
Λ2
B

db3db4
(
Val(b′)

)
(b1, b3)g

A
b3,b4W

(h)|0,0
(n,1);∅;∅(b4, b2)

from which:∥∥gA ∗Val(d′′)
∥∥w
1
≤
∑
n≥1

λ

n2
∥∥gA ∗Val(b′)

∥∥w
1

∥∥gA ∗W (h)|0,0
(n,1);∅;∅

∥∥w
1
≤

∑
n≥1

λ

n2
4c3,2c1C

5
0λ2

−(1+ϑ)hC3
0λ

n−1
2 ≤ λc3,6C

8
02

−(1+ϑ)h,

with c3,6 =
2π2

3 c3,2c1.

Diagram (j′). Similarly to diagram (h) of Fig. 4, the present graph shows a superficial
logarithmic divergence, which can be solved by a second extraction of line. Expanding the

kernel W
(h)|1,1
∅;n2;∅ which appears in the diagram, with a formula similar to Eq. (3.12), we find that

diagram (j′) can be graphically represented as a sum of two graphs (see Fig. below)
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n2 1

(j′.1)

−1n2−1 1

(j′.2)

n′
2

n′′
2n1 n1

having analytical value, respectively:

Val(j′.1)(b, b′) =∑
n1≥1,n2≥2

Nn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2
µ2N,λ2

−Nλ2
∫
Λ6
F

dη1dη2dη
′
1dη

′
2dη3dη4

∫
Λ3
B

db1db2db3cb(η1, η2)×

× cb1(η
′
1, η

′
2)g

A
b1,b2g

A
b1,b3g

(h,N ]
η2,η′1

g(h,N ]
η4,η1 g

(h,N ]
η′2,η3

W
(h)|1,1
n2−1;∅;∅(η3, η4; b2)W

(h)|0,0
(n1,1);∅;∅(b3, b

′);

(3.28)

Val(j′.2)(b, b′) =∑
n1,n′

2≥1,n′′
2≥2

Nn1,n′
2+n

′′
2
Nn′

2,n
′′
2

(n1 + n′2 + n′′2)
2
µN,λ2

−2Nλ2
∫
Λ6
F

dη1dη2dη
′
1dη

′
2dη3dη4×

×
∫
Λ4
B

db1db2db3db4cb(η1, η2)cb1(η
′
1, η

′
2)g

A
b1,b2g

A
b1,b3g

(h,N ]
η2,η′1

g(h,N ]
η4,η1 g

(h,N ]
η′2,η3

δ(b1 − b4)×

×W
(h)|1,1
n′
2;n

′′
2 ;∅

(η3, η4; b2; b4)W
(h)|0,0
(n1,1);∅;∅(b3, b

′).

(3.29)

Both these graphs can be bounded by writing g
(h,N ]
η′1,η2

and g
(h,N ]
η1,η′2

as the sum of their single-

scale contributions, and taking the L∞ norm of the propagator at the lowest scale. In diagram

(j′.1) one exploits the extraction of the second line to take the L1 norm of g
(h,N ]
η′2,η3

, which gives

O(2−h) and the L∞ norm of gAb1,b3 , which gives O(N), so that the finiteness of the bound follows,

due to the dimensional factor 2−N in the r.h.s. of Eq. (3.28). In diagram (j′.2) the dashed

line, associated with a Dirac delta, forces one to bound in L∞ norm both g
(h,N ]
η′2,η3

and gAb1,b3 , so

obtaining a factor O(N2N ), which is however compensated by the dimensional factor O(2−2N )
in the r.h.s. of Eq. (3.29). Summarizing,∥∥gA ∗Val(g′)

∥∥w
1
≤ c3,7C

7
0λ

22−NN22−h,

with a suitable c3,7 ≥ 1. Recalling Eq. (3.25), and collecting the bounds obtained for the

various contributions to DW
(h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅, the desired bound for the kernel W

(h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ follows:

∥∥gA ∗
(
W

(h)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ −Π(h,N ]

)∥∥w
1
≤

C ′
ΠK

′λN2−2N + 18∥gA∥w1 c3,1C6
0λN

32−θN + 2
∑

♯∈{b′,c′,d′,d′′,g′}

∥∥gA ∗Val(♯)
∥∥w
1
≤ c3C

8
0λ,

(3.30)

for a suitable c3 bigger than all the constants c3,1, c3,2, . . . appeared throughout the para-

graph, and for λ ≤
(
max

{
c′1,2, c

′
1

}
C2
0R
)−1

. The factor 2 multiplying the sum over the graphs

in the r.h.s. of Eq. (3.30) takes into account the fact that all the diagrams containing a dashed
tadpole have not been considered in Fig. 10, coherently with the discussion in Remark 3.6 of
Subsection 3.1.
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3.4 The effective quartic interaction

We would like to prove the bound:∥∥W (h)|2,2
∅;∅;∅ − Q(N)

∥∥w
1
≤ c4C

8
0λ

5
4 , (3.31)

with Q(N) defined in Eq. (2.17), C0 as in Proposition 2.1, λ ≤ (c′4C
2
0R)

−1, and suitable
constants c4, c

′
4 ≥ 1 independent on C0, R. In analogy with Lemma 3.2, one can prove that

W
(h)|2,2
∅;∅;∅ (η1, η2, η

′
1, η

′
2) = µN,λQ

(N)(η1, η2, η
′
1, η

′
2) +DW

(h)|2,2
∅;∅;∅ (η1, η2, η

′
1, η

′
2),

where DW
(h)|2,2
∅;∅;∅ can be graphically represented as a sum of graphs, whose analytical value

is deduced in the same way as in Subsection 3.1. Such graphs are collected in Fig. 11 where,
as before (see Remarks 3.4 and 3.6), we have omitted all those that after the elimination of a
“dashed tadpole” or the replacement of a “dressed line” by a “bare line”, reduce to one of the
graphs already present.

− =
!
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+

n2n2

n1

n2n2

n1

(k)
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+

(g)

1 +

+

+

Figure 11: Graphs contributing to DW
(h)|2,2
∅;∅;∅ (η1, η2, η

′
1, η

′
2). The darker blob in diagram (c)

is the difference kernel DW
(h)|1,1
1;∅;∅ . The exiting half-line attached to the bare vertex is always

associated with the coordinate label η1, while the labels η′1, η
′
2 can be associated to the entering

lines in all the two possible ways.

The estimates follow the same techniques used so far in this section, with no conceptual
complication, and thus they will not be repeated in detail. Let us stress that in graphs (c) and
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(e) one has to use the improved bounds for ∥W (h)|1,1
1;∅;∅ − c∥w1 and ∥W (h)|1,1

∅;∅;∅ ∥w1 respectively, namely

Eqs. (3.17) and (3.16). Also, in analogy with diagrams (h) of Fig. 4 and Fig. 8, here we have
that diagram (k) of Fig. 11 displays a superficial log-divergence, which is readily solved by a

second extraction of line, i.e. by the expansion of the kernel W
(h)|2,2
n1;n2;∅ (the analogous procedure

was explained with all the details in Eq. (3.12) and below). Collecting the bounds from all the
diagrams of Fig. 11, one finds: ∥∥DW (h)|2,2

∅;∅;∅
∥∥w
1
≤ c4,1C

8
0λ

5
4 (3.32)

for λ ≤ (c′4C
2
0R)

−1, with suitable constants c4,1, c
′
4 ≥ 1. The exponent 5/4 in λ takes into

account the lowest power of λ among all the contributions to the l.h.s. of Eq. (3.32), namely
diagram (b) with n = 1 and diagram (m) with n = 2. From Eq. (3.32) we get the desired bound:∥∥W (h)|2,2

∅;∅;∅ − Q(N)
∥∥w
1
≤

|µN,λ − 1|∥Q(N)∥w1 +
∥∥DW (h)|2,2

∅;∅;∅
∥∥w
1
≤ c4,2λ

2N2−2N + c4,1C
8
0λ

5
4 ≤ (c4,1 + c4,2)C

8
0λ

5
4

for λ ≤ (c′4C
2
0R)

−1, where we also used the fact that ∥Q(N)∥w1 ≤ λ
2 (∥c∥

w
1 )

2∥gA∥w1 is bounded
by constant times λ.

3.5 The higher-degree marginal kernels

So far we have been discussing the kernels which were already present in the quartic theory
[7, 25, 4]. We are left with analyzing the marginal kernels due to the source fields {G(n), Ġ(n)}n≥2,

namely W
(h)|1,1
n;∅;∅ ,W

(h)|1,1
∅;n;∅ with n ≥ 2 and W

(h)|0,0
(n,n′);∅;∅,W

(h)|1,1
∅;(n,n′);∅,W

(h)|1,1
n;n′;∅ with n + n′ ≥ 3. Even

though the aforementioned fields enter in the initial potential, Eq. (1.44), via irrelevant mono-
mials, they all have scaling dimension 1, so they produce non-irrelevant terms at scales h < N .
It turns out that the bounds for these extra marginal terms are somehow easier than those
discussed so far in this section, the reason being that the fields G(n), Ġ(n) are coupled to kernels
{vn}n≥2 (cf. Eq. (1.29)) which, differently from v1, include at least one wiggly line. As it already
emerged throughout this section, the presence of wiggly lines generally yields dimensional gains,
due to the non-locality of the boson propagator.

Since the analysis follows the same lines of the previous subsections, we will discuss with

some more detail only the kernel W
(h)|1,1
n;∅;∅ and only give ideas on how to proceed for the other

cases.

The higher-degree vertex. We consider the kernel W
(h)|1,1
n;∅;∅ , with n ≥ 2 and we aim to show

that ∥∥W (h)|1,1
n;∅;∅

∥∥w
1
≤ c5C

5
0λ

1
2λ

n−1
2 , n ≥ 2, (3.33)

for λ ≤ (c′′5C0R)
−1, and suitable constants c5, c

′′
5 ≥ 1 independent on C0, R. Notice that

Eq. (3.33) directly implies the desired bound in Eq. (2.19) by requiring λ ≤ (c′5C
10
0 R)

−1, with
c′5 = max{c25, c′′5}. Let us recall that the choice of losing a fractional power of λ, so to gain in
the r.h.s. of Eq. (3.34) a pre-factor which is exactly 1, is only technical and made so that the
inductive structure of our proof results more tractable.

Again, the starting point is to derive an expansion for the kernel obtained from Lemma B.2
by applying δ2/δψ−

η2δψ
+
η1 to Eq. (B.12). The output of the expansion is represented in Fig. 12

where, as before (cf. Remarks 3.4 and 3.6), we have omitted all those diagrams that after the
elimination of a “dashed tadpole” or the replacement of a “dressed line” by a “bare line”, reduce
to one of the graphs already present.
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In order to read the value of a diagram, differently from the previous cases referred to Figures
4,8,10 and 11, now the nodes of the graphs in Fig. 12 are interpreted as follows. If the incoming
and outgoing solid lines at the node have fermionic labels η2, η1 respectively, then:

• a node with two wiggly lines, with labels n and n− 1, is associated to a factor
2−N n2

(n−1)2
µN,λcb(η1, η2) ;

• a node with two wiggly lines and a dashed line, having labels n, n1, n2, respectively, and
satisfying n1 + n2 = n, is associated to a factor 2−2NNn1,n2cb(η1, η2) where we recall that

Nn1,n2 = (n1+n2)2

(n1+n2−1)n1n2
2
≤ (n1+n2)2

n2
1n

2
2

.

n-1
n

n-1
n

n-1
n

n-1
n

n-1
n

n-1

(f)

n n
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n

n1n2

n2
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n
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n
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n1 n
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n
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n1

(a) (b) (c)
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(g)

(h) (i) (j)
(k)
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n2n =
!

+ +

+ +
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Figure 12: Graphs contributing to the kernel W
(h)|1,1
n;∅;∅ , with n ≥ 2. The n label of the leftmost

wiggly line in each diagram reminds that the external field is of type G(n). The symbol
!
= reminds

that the identity is up to diagrams which are not drawn, according to the reduction procedure
explained below Eq. (3.33).

Diagram (a). In this case we get∥∥Val(a)∥∥w
1
≤ 2−Nn2(n− 1)−2∥c∥w1 λ∥gA∥∞∥g(h,N ]∥w1

∥∥W (h)|1,1
n−1;∅;∅

∥∥w
1

≤ 24λK ′K̃N2−N2−hC2
0λ

n−2
2 ≤ c5,1C

2
0λ

1
2λ

n−1
2 ,

(3.34)
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where c5,1 ≥ 1 is a suitable constant depending on K̃,K ′, already appearing along Section 3.1.
Note that we neglected the vanishing factor 2−θN−h as N → ∞ (see Remark 3.5) Graphs (b)
and (d) follow the same type of estimates as (a).

Diagram (c). Here we use the same idea of Eq. (3.26) and lines below by splitting in scales
each g(h,N ] and taking the L∞ norm of gA,∥∥Val(c)∥∥w

1
≤ λ2−N+1n2(n− 1)−2

∑
h≤i≤j≤N

∥gA∥∞∥g(i)∥∞∥g̃(j)∥w1
∥∥W (h)|2,2

n−1;∅;∅
∥∥w
1

≤ c5,2C
2
02

−NN2λ
n−2
2 ≤ c5,2C

2
0λ

1
2λ

n−1
2 ,

for a suitable c5,2 ≥ 1.

Diagram (e). The presence of the dashed line forces us to take the L∞ norm of both g(h,N ]

and gA:∥∥Val(e)∥∥w
1
≤

∑
n1≥1,n2≥2
n1+n2=n

2−2NNn1,n2∥g(h,N ]∥∞λ∥gA∥∞
∥∥W (h)|1,1

n1;n2;∅
∥∥w
1

≤
∑

n1≥1,n2≥2
n1+n2=n

n2

n2
1n

2
2
c5,3λ2

−NNC3
0λ

n1+n2−2
2 2−h ≤ 4

3π
2c5,3C

3
0λ

1
2λ

n−1
2 2−h,

(3.35)

for a suitable c5,3 ≥ 1, having also used the fact that
∑

n1+n2=n
n2

n2
1n

2
2
≤ 4

3π
2.

Remark 3.8. The origin of the quantity Nn1,n2 ≤ (n1 +n2)
2n−2

1 n−2
2 is in the numerical factors

n3 in the definition of the source terms with G(n) and Ġ(n) in Eq. (1.44), as it can be explicitly
derived from Lemmas B.1 and B.2. If in place of n3 we had put nk, in the r.h.s. of Eq. (3.35)
we would have found: ∑

n1+n2=n

(
n

n1n2

)k−1

,

which is bounded in n for every k ≥ 3, but for k = 0, 1, 2 it is actually unbounded. For
instance, with the naive choice k = 0, the estimate for graph (d) would have been:∥∥Val(d)∥∥w

1
≤ O(n)C3

0N2−N−hλ
1
2λ

n−1
2 ,

which has no hope to be consistent with the desired bound in Eq. (2.19). With our choice
k = 3 instead, we manage to get O(1) in place of O(n).

The estimates for diagrams (f)-(o) can be performed similarly and we will not belabor the
details. We mention that a direct bound on diagram (o) shows superficial divergences, which

can be solved by expanding the kernel W
(h)|2,2
∅;∅;∅ and exploiting the presence of an extra boson

propagator (the analogous procedure for diagram (h) of Fig. 4 was explained in Eq. (3.12) and
below).

Collecting all the contributions in Fig. 12 one finds the bound in Eq. (3.33), from which the
desired bound in Eq. (2.19) follows.
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Remaining higher-degree kernels. The analysis of the higher order bubbles, i.e. the kernels

W
(h)|0,0
(n,n′);∅;∅ with n+ n′ ≥ 3, is almost identical to that for the higher-degree vertices and one can

find that ∥∥W (h)|0,0
(n,n′);∅;∅

∥∥w
1
≤ c6C

6
0λ

n+n′−2
2 , n+ n′ ≥ 3, (3.36)

for λ ≤ (c′′6C0R)
−1 and with a suitable c′′6 ≥ 1. As before, by requiring λ ≤ (c′6C

12
0 R)

−1, with
c′6 = max{c′′6, c26}, the desired bound in Eq. (2.21) follows.

Concerning instead the kernels W
(h)|1,1
∅;n;∅ , W

(h)|0,0
∅;(n,n′);∅ and W

(h)|0,0
n′;n;∅ , their expansion is similar to

Eq. (3.12) (depicted in Fig. 6) and is shown in Fig. 13.
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Figure 13: Graphical expansions for the kernels W
(h)|0,0
∅;n;∅ , W

(h)|1,1
∅;n;∅ , W

(h)|0,0
n′;n;∅ and W

(h)|0,0
∅;(n′,n);∅ re-

spectively.

Using the same tools as in the previous cases, one can check that each diagram in the r.h.s.

of each line of Fig. 13 is bounded by O
(
C4
0λ

1
2λ

n−1
2

)
, without the need to extract any further

boson line, so that:∥∥W (h)|1,1
∅;n;∅

∥∥w
1
≤ λ

n−1
2 ,

∥∥W (h)|1,1
∅;(n,n′);∅

∥∥w
1
≤ λ

n+n′−2
2 ,

∥∥W (h)|1,1
n′;n;∅

∥∥w
1
≤ λ

n+n′−2
2 , (3.37)

for any n ≥ 2 and λ ≤ (c′7C
8
0 )

−1, with a suitable c′7 ≥ 1.

Summarizing, with Eqs. (3.2), (3.17), (3.20), (3.31), (3.33) and (3.37), we have shown
the validity of the bounds in Eqs. (2.18)-(2.21) with R = max4j=1 cjC

8
0 and for λ such that

λ ≤ min
{
(C0R̂

4)−1,min7j=1(c
′
jC

12
0 R̂)

−1
}
. This establishes the validity of the inductive step

introduced at the beginning of Section 3, thus concluding the proof of Theorem 3.1.

4 The complete generating functional

In this section we reintroduce the external sources of the theory, i.e. the background vector
field J , the chiral vector B and the Grassmann field φ with the aim of completing the proof of
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Theorem 1.4 for the full generating functional:

W(u.v.)(ψ;φ; J ;B) = − log

∫
P (0,N ](Dζ)e−V(ψ+ζ;G(J))+(φ,ζ+ψ)−(B,O5(ζ+ψ)) (4.1)

(cf. Eqs. (1.35), (1.21)). We will follow two intermediate steps: we will first reintroduce the fields
φ and B by keeping J = 0, and in a second moment we will discuss the case J ̸= 0. The reason
for this subdivision is that the multiscale analysis in presence of φ and B, at J = 0, requires
a procedure which is very close to the one already explained in Sections 2 and 3 for the purely
fermionic interaction. In particular, we will use a combination of new standard dimensional
bounds and improved bounds, analogous to Eqs. (2.22)-(2.24) and Eqs. (2.18)-(2.21) which
provide in the end the bounds for the new φ,B kernels appearing in Theorem 1.4. On the
other hand the reintroduction of the field J and the bounds for the related kernels, appearing in
Theorem 1.4, will require a simpler strategy based only on standard estimates with no improved
bounds needed.

4.1 The chiral and fermion sources

At this stage we add to the fermionic potential V(ψ; 0), Eq. (1.21), the two source terms:∫
ΛF

dη(φ+
η ψ

−
η + ψ+

η φ
−
η ) +

∫
ΛB

dbBbO5;b(ψ).

The scaling dimension of these external fields is defined so that the monomials φψ and Bψ2

are both marginal. In this way, the scaling dimension of a monomial (ψ)q(φ)q̃(B)p is 2−q− 3
2 q̃−p.

In analogy with Section 2, it is convenient to add to the potential some auxiliary source terms
to help controlling the relevant and marginal terms. It turns out that it is enough to introduce
exactly the same source fields G, Ġ, G̈ of Section 2, with potential

V(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈;φ;B) := V(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈) +

∫
ΛF

dη(φ+
η ψ

−
η + ψ+

η φ
−
η ) +

∫
ΛB

dbBbO5;b(ψ), (4.2)

where V(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈) is the same as Eq. (1.44). In analogy with Section 2, we construct the
effective potential at scale h:

V(h)(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈;φ;B) = − log

∫
P (h,N ](Dζ)e−V(ψ+ζ;G;Ġ;G̈;φ;B), (4.3)

and we denote by W
(h)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;n̈;p (η, η′; η̃, η̃′; b; ḃ; b̈; b′) the generic kernel of V(h) associated with

the monomial

q∏
k=1

ψ+
ηk

q̃∏
k=1

φ+
η̃k

q′∏
k=1

ψ−
η′k

q̃′∏
k=1

φ−
η̃′k

dimn∏
k=1

G
(nk)
bk

dim ṅ∏
k=1

Ġ
(ṅk)

ḃk

dim n̈∏
k=1

G̈
(n̈k)

b̈k

p∏
k=1

Bb′k ,
(4.4)

where we are keeping the same notation of Eq. (2.9) and lines thereafter. The scaling

dimension associated with the kernel W
(h)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;n̈;p is

Dsc := 2− 1
2(q + q′)− 3

2(q̃ + q̃′)− dimn− dim ṅ− 2 dim n̈− p. (4.5)

The new relevant and marginal (i.e. non-irrelevant) kernels that emerge are those satisfying
Dsc ≥ 0, which are graphically represented in Fig. 14.
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W
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n;∅;∅;1

Figure 14: The graphical representation of the marginal and relevant kernels associated to the
fields φ,B, which are respectively represented as thick dashed and wiggly external lines. The
thick dashed line is distinguishable from the dashed line associated to Ġ(n) thanks to the circled
n label attached to the latter.

Now we state the analogue of Theorem 3.1, providing bounds for all the kernels W
(h)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;n̈;p .

Such bounds involve either the whole kernels, or their deviation from the value of their lowest-
order counterparts. Specifically,

Π
(h,N ]
5 (b1, b2) :=

1

2

∫
dη1dη

′
1dη2dη

′
2cb1(η1, η

′
1)c

5
b2(η2, η

′
2)g

(h,N ]
η′1,η2

g
(h,N ]
η′2,η1

(4.6)

is the lowest-order counterpart of the kernel W
(h)|0,0;0,0
1;∅;∅;1 , with c5 the bare chiral vertex13

given by Eq. (1.20), which is also the lowest-order contribution to the kernel W
(h)|1,1;0,0
∅;∅;∅;1 .

Proposition 4.1. For every ϑ, θ ∈ (0, 1) fixed, there exist N ′
0 ≥ 1, R′, C ′

0 ≥ 1 and λ′0 > 0 such
that, for any N ≥ N ′

0, λ ≤ λ′0 and 0 ≤ h ≤ N , the following is true.

1. The non-irrelevant kernels represented in Fig. 14 admit the following bounds:∥∥W (h)|0,1;1,0
∅;∅;∅;0 − δ

∥∥w
1
≤ R′λ2−(1+ϑ)h;

∥∥W (h)|1,0;0,1
∅;∅;∅;0 − δ

∥∥w
1
≤ R′λ2−(1+ϑ)h; (4.7)∥∥W (h)|1,1;0,0

∅;∅;∅;1 − c5
∥∥w
1
≤ R′λ;

∥∥gA ∗ (W (h)|0,0;0,0
1;∅;∅;1 −Π

(h,N ]
5 )

∥∥w
1
≤ R′λ; (4.8)∥∥W (h)|0,0;0,0

n;∅;∅;1
∥∥w
1
≤ λ

n−1
2 ∀n ≥ 2;

∥∥W (h)|0,0;0,0
∅;n;∅;1

∥∥w
1
≤ λ

n−1
2 ∀n ≥ 2; (4.9)

with δ the lattice Dirac delta δ(η − η′) over ΛF .

2. All the irrelevant and non-irrelevant kernels not included in Eqs. (2.22)-(2.24), admit the
following bounds:∥∥gA ∗W (h)|0,0;0,0

1;∅;∅;1
∥∥w
1
≤ C ′

0,
∥∥W (h)|0,0;0,0

∅;∅;∅;2
∥∥w
1
≤ C ′

0N, W
(h)|0,0;0,0
∅;∅;∅;1 = 0 (4.10)

and in the remaining cases∥∥W (h)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;n̈;p

∥∥w
1
≤ C

′1+dimn+dim ṅ+dim n̈+q̃+q̃′+p
0 λd̃2hDsc ×

{
2θ(h−N) dim n̈ > 0

1 otherwise,
(4.11)

with Dsc as in Eq. (4.5) and d̃ := 1
8 max{0, q + q′ + q̃ + q̃′ − 2} + 1

2(|n| + |ṅ| − dimn −
dim ṅ) + 3

4 |n̈|.
13Recall that by assumption |Z5

N | ≤ 3
2
, cf. Section 1.2.
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As a direct consequence one can derive bounds for the kernels of the original generating
functional W(u.v.)(ψ;φ; 0;B) since W(u.v.)(ψ;φ; 0;B) = V(0)(ψ; 0; 0; 0;φ;B), see Subsection 5.1.

Proposition 4.1 is the analogue of Theorem 3.1 for the kernels involving also the external
fields φ and B, at J = 0, and its proof follows the same scheme as in Subsection 2 and Section
3, thus we only provide a sketch of it.

Sketch of the proof. The strategy is made of two steps.

1. First one derives the analogue of Proposition 2.1, namely that there exists C ′
0 ≥ 1 (the

same C ′
0 as in Proposition 4.1) such that, assuming the bounds in Eqs. (4.7)-(4.9) at

scales higher than h, then at scale h the bounds in Eqs. (4.10)-(4.11) hold true, for λ
small enough, say λ ≤ (C ′

0R
′)4. The arguments used to prove this fact are essentially the

same as for Proposition 2.1, which are based on the expansion in Gallavotti-Nicolò trees
(see Appendix D) and will not be rediscussed.

2. As a second step, one has to show the validity of the bounds in Eqs. (4.7)-(4.9) for some R′

large enough and λ small enough, namely the analogue of Proposition 4.1. This is achieved
by induction over the scale h, as explained at the beginning of Section 3. Again, the proof
of this fact is ultimately based on the non-locality of the boson propagator, and can be
exploiting crucial identities for the non-irrelevant kernels in the l.h.s. of Eqs. (4.7)-(4.9).
Such identities are written as expansions in terms of all the kernels of V(h), for which we
shall use:

• the bounds in Eqs. (4.10)-(4.11), for the kernels involving at least a variable φ± or
B;

• the bounds in Eqs. (2.22)-(2.23), with R defined at the beginning of Section 3, for
the kernels not involving any φ± or B variables.

Let us begin by discussing the bound for the kernels φ±ψ∓, Eq. (4.7). In analogy with
Lemma 3.2, one can obtain the following representation for these kernels by differentiating Eq.
(4.3) with respect to ψ±, φ∓:

W
(h)|0,1;1,0
∅;∅;∅;0 (η′; η̃) = δ(η′ − η̃)−

∫
dη′′g

(h,N ]
η̃,η′′ W

(h)|1,1;0,0
∅;∅;∅;0 (η′′, η′), (4.12)

W
(h)|1,0;0,1
∅;∅;∅;0 (η; η̃′) = δ(η − η̃′)−

∫
dη′′g

(h,N ]
η′′,η̃′ W

(h)|1,1;0,0
∅;∅;∅;0 (η, η′′), (4.13)

which are graphically represented as in the figure below.

= +
η̃ η′ η̃ η̃ η′′ η′

= +
η̃′ η η̃′ η̃′ η′′ η

We therefore get the following estimate in L1 norm:∥∥W (h)|0,1;1,0
∅;∅;∅;0 − δ

∥∥w
1
≤ ∥g(h,N ]∥w1

∥∥W (h)|1,1;0,0
∅;∅;∅;0

∥∥w
1
. (4.14)
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Recall that the kernel W
(h)|1,1;0,0
∅;∅;∅;0 coincides with W

(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ of the effective potential Eq. (2.9),

which, in force of Theorem 3.1, admits the bound
∥∥W (h)|1,1

∅;∅;∅
∥∥ ≤ Rλ2−ϑh for λ ≤ λ0, where the

quantities R and λ0 are fixed by the analysis of Section 3. Recalling that ∥g(h,N ]∥w1 ≤ K̃2−h for
a suitable constant K̃ ≥ 1, from Eq. (4.14) we get∥∥W (h)|0,1;1,0

∅;∅;∅;0 − δ
∥∥w
1
≤ K̃Rλ2−(1+ϑ)h.

The same argument applies to the kernel ψ+φ−, leading to the same bound.

The marginal kernels with one field B can be treated almost identically to the kernels where
B is replaced by G(1), which have been discussed in Section 3. For instance, about the kernel
Bψ2, in complete analogy with the kernel G(1)ψ2 discussed in Subsection 3.2, one finds that the
difference

W
(h)|1,1;0,0
∅;∅;∅;1 (η1, η2; b)− c5b(η1, η2)

admits an expansion which is graphically reported in Fig. 15, where the graphical rules are
analogous to those of Section 3 (see also the notation of Fig. 14 for the new kernels), and the
understanding that the node with a thick wiggly line and two solid lines is associated to the
bare chiral vertex c5b(η1, η2).
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Figure 15: graphs contributing to the difference W
(h)|1,1;0,0
∅;∅;∅;1 (η1, η2; b)− c5b(η1, η2).

The graphs of Fig. 15 are in one to one correspondence with those in Fig. 8, an can be
in fact bounded in the very same way. Each of them is indeed checked to be bounded by

max
{
C0, C

′
0

}6
c8λ for λ ≤

(
c′8max

{
C0, C

′
0

}2
max

{
R′, R

})−1
, for suitable constants c8, c

′
8 ≥ 1,

independent of R′ and C ′
0. Such a bound leads to the same qualitative estimate as Eq. (3.17),

with W
(h)|1,1
1;∅;∅ and c in the l.h.s. replaced by W

(h)|1,1;0,0
∅;∅;∅;1 and c5 respectively, and C0 in the r.h.s.

replaced by max
{
C0, C

′
0

}
.

46



Similarly, one can study the kernels G(n)B. For instance, in the case n = 1, following the

same steps as in Subsection 3.3, one can expand the differenceW
(h)|0,0;0,0
1;∅;∅;1 (b; b′)−µN,λΠ

(h,N ]
5 (b, b′)

ending up with the same graphs as Fig. 10, where now the external wiggly line attached to one of
the blobs is thicker, corresponding to the external field B, in place of G(1). Again, the estimates
for the graphs are formally identical to those in Subsection 3.3, so they will not be repeated here.
One crucial fact is that, as well as the vector bubble diagram Π(h,N ], also its chiral counterpart

Π
(h,N ]
5 is uniformly bounded, in the sense that

∥∥gA ∗Π(h,N ]
5

∥∥w
1
≤ C ′

Π (see Corollary C.2).

Remark 4.2. The property W
(h)|0,0;0,0
∅;∅;∅;1 = 0, namely the third of Eq. (4.10), is a simple

consequence of the charge conjugation symmetry (cf. Eq. E.1). Under this transformation,

O5;x,µ,ϵ(ψ) 7→ O5;x,µ,ϵ(Qψ) = O5;x,µ,−ϵ(ψ). This immediately implies that W
(h)|0,0;0,0
∅;∅;∅;1 (x, µ, ϵ) =

W
(h)|0,0;0,0
∅;∅;∅;1 (x, µ,−ϵ). On the other hand, since O5;x,µ,−ϵ(ψ) = −O5;x,µ,ϵ(ψ), we also have that

W
(h)|0,0;0,0
∅;∅;∅;1 (x, µ, ϵ) = −W (h)|0,0;0,0

∅;∅;∅;1 (x, µ,−ϵ), which implies W
(h)|0,0;0,0
∅;∅;∅;1 (x, µ, ϵ) = 0.

4.2 The vector source

According to Eq. (1.21), in order to restore the original dependence upon J of the generating
functional, we must consider as a starting potential the r.h.s. of Eq. (1.21):

V(ψ;G(J)) = V(ψ; 0) +
∑
n≥1

∑
1≤p≤n

2N(2−n−p)
∫
ΛnB

db

∫
ΛpB

db′wn,p(b; b
′)Onb (ψ)G

p
b′
(J), (4.15)

with the kernels wn,p given by Eqs. (1.22), (1.23). The presence of infinitely many monomials
in Eq. (4.15) is again a consequence of local phase invariance, Eq. (1.24). For dealing with such
a combinatorial complication we adopt the following strategy.

1. All the terms in Eq. (4.15) that are linear in G(J) will be recast in a form which is
compatible with the r.h.s. of Eq. (1.44) after the replacement of G(n) by G(J). In this
way, for all the non-irrelevant terms produced by the multiscale integration involving only
the variables G(n) and ψ, we will rely on the bounds provided by Theorem 3.1.

2. All the monomials in Eq. (4.15) involving at least two variables G(J) will be checked not
to produce any relevant or marginal term at lower scales (with a single exception which is
however easily manageable), hence we will be able to control them by a standard multiscale
analysis based on the tree-expansion techniques presented in Appendix D.

Practically, in the r.h.s. of Eq. (4.15) we isolate the terms that are linear in G(J) and by
splitting wn,0(b) = vn(b) + 2−2N ṽn(b) (cf. Eq. (1.29)), we rewrite them as∑

n≥2

n2N(1−n)
∫
dbwn,0(b)Gb1O

n
b (ψ) ≡

∑
n≥2

n2N(1−n)
∫
db
(
vn(b) + 2−2N ṽn(b)

)
Gb1O

n
b (ψ),

so that we can rewrite Eq. (4.15) as

V(ψ;G(J)) = V(ψ; 0)+

+
∑
n≥1

n2N(1−n)
∫
ΛnB

dbvn(b)Gb1(J)O
n
b (ψ)+

+
∑
n≥1

n2−N(1+n)

∫
ΛnB

dbṽn(b)Gb1(J)O
n
b (ψ)+

+
∑
n≥2

∑
2≤p≤n

2N(2−n−p)
∫
ΛnB

db

∫
ΛpB

db′wn,p(b; b
′)Onb (ψ)G

p
b′
(J).

(4.16)
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Now the idea is to treat differently the source field G(J) in the three lines in the last r.h.s.
of Eq. (4.16). To this purpose, we introduce three families of auxiliary fields:

H ≡ {H(n)
b }n≥1,b∈ΛB , Ḣ ≡ {Ḣ(n)

b }n≥2,b∈ΛB , Ḧ ≡ {Ḧb}b∈ΛB ,

and the generalized potential

U(ψ;H; Ḣ; Ḧ;φ;B) := V(ψ; 0) +

∫
ΛF

dη (φ+
η ψ

−
η + ψ+

η φ
−
η ) +

∫
ΛB

db BbO5;b(ψ)+

+
∑
n≥1

n2N(1−n)
∫
ΛnB

db vn(b)H
(n)
b1
Onb (ψ)+

+
∑
n≥2

n2−(n+1)N

∫
ΛnB

db ṽn(b)Ḣ
(n)
b1
Onb (ψ)+

+
∑

2≤p≤n
2N(2−n−p)

∫
ΛnB

db

∫
ΛpB

db′wn,p(b; b
′)Onb (ψ)Ḧ

p
b′
.

(4.17)

Note that by construction V
(
ψ;G(J);φ;B

)
= U

(
ψ;G(J);G(J);G(J);φ;B

)
14. We then

consider, for every 0 ≤ h ≤ N ,

U(h)(ψ;H; Ḣ; Ḧ;φ;B) := − log

∫
P (h,N ](Dζ)e−U(ψ+ζ;H;Ḣ;Ḧ;φ;B) (4.18)

so that, in particular, the original generating functional W(u.v.)(ψ; J ;φ;B) can be recovered
via the identification

W(u.v.)(ψ; J ;φ;B) = U(0)
(
ψ;G(J);G(J);G(J);φ;B

)
. (4.19)

As usual U(h) can be expressed in an integral form analogous to Eq. (2.9), where now we use

the symbol U
(h)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;p̈;p (η, η′; η̃, η̃′; b; ḃ; b̈; b′) to denote the generic kernel of U(h) associated with

the monomial

q∏
k=1

ψ+
ηk

q̃∏
k=1

φ+
η̃k

q′∏
k=1

ψ−
η′k

q̃′∏
k=1

φ−
η̃′k

dimn∏
k=1

H
(nk)
bk

dim ṅ∏
k=1

Ḣ
(ṅk)

ḃk

p̈∏
k=1

Ḧb̈k

p∏
k=1

Bb′k .
(4.20)

The scaling dimension associated with the kernels U
(h)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;p̈;p is defined, as usual, so to fit

the dimensional factors in the r.h.s. of Eq. (4.17):

Dsc ≡ Dsc := 2− 1
2(q + q′)− 3

2(q̃ + q̃′)− dimn− 3 dim ṅ− p̈− p. (4.21)

Remark 4.3. As anticipated in Item 1 below Eq. (4.15), the different labeling of the field
G(J) in terms of the auxiliary variables H, Ḣ, Ḧ, has the purpose of providing an identification
between H(n) and the auxiliary field G(n) introduced in Eq. (4.2), namely

U
(
ψ; {n2G(n)}n≥1; 0; 0;φ;B

)
= V

(
ψ; {G(n)}n≥1; 0; 0;φ;B

)
.

As a consequence, the kernels of U(h) are related to those of V(h) (cf. Eq. (4.3) and below)
via the relation:

U
(h)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;∅;0;p =

s∏
j=1

n−2
j ×W

(h)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;∅;∅;p , n ≡ (n1, . . . , ns). (4.22)

14H = G(J) means that H
(n)
b is replaced by Gb(J) for every n ≥ 1, and similarly for Ḣ, Ḧ.
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The kernels W
(h)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;∅;∅;0 have already been studied in the previous analysis. In particular for

those with q̃+ q̃′ = 0, we have the identification W
(h)|q,q;0,0
n;∅;∅;0 ≡W

(h)|q,q
n;∅;∅ and Theorem 3.1 applies;

on the other hand, for the kernels with q̃ + q̃′ ≥ 1 we can use Proposition 4.1.

We now state the result concerning the kernels not covered by the analysis carried out so
far, namely those associated with at least one variable Ḣ or Ḧ.

Proposition 4.4. For every ϑ, θ ∈ (0, 1) fixed, there exist C ′′
0 ≥ 1 and λ′′0 > 0 such that for

λ ≤ λ′′0, the kernels U (h) admit the following bounds.
∥∥U (h)|0,0;0,0

∅;∅;2;0
∥∥w
1
≤ 1−2θ−1

1−2−θ
C ′′3
0 λ

1
2 , while for

any other kernel with |ṅ|+ p̈ ≥ 1,∥∥U (h)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;p̈;p

∥∥w
1
≤ C

′′1+dimn+dim ṅ+p̈+p
0 λd2hDsc2θ(h−N) (4.23)

with Dsc as in Eq. (4.21) and d := 1
2(|n|−dimn)+ 5

8 |ṅ|+
1
4 p̈+

1
8 max {0, q + q′ + q̃ + q̃′ − 2}.

In virtue of Eq. (4.19), Proposition 4.4 directly implies the bounds of the kernels appearing
in Theorem 1.4, see Subsection 5.1 for more details.

Proof of Proposition 4.4. The proof goes along the same lines as that of Proposition 2.1. It is

convenient to introduce the single-scale contributions to the kernels, Ũ
(h)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;p̈;p := U

(h)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;p̈;p −

U
(h+1)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;p̈;p , for 0 ≤ h ≤ N − 1. For these kernels, by using the tools of the tree expansion

(see Appendix D), one gets the following bounds:∥∥Ũ (h)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;p̈;p;n̈

∥∥w
1
≤
(
1− 2θ−1

)
C

′′1+dimn+dim ṅ+p̈+p
0 2hDscλd2θ(h−N), (4.24)

for λ ≤ λ′′0. The proof of Eq. (4.24) is very similar to that of Eq. (2.26), and thus will
be omitted. We just mention, as a main difference from Eq. (2.26), that in the r.h.s. of Eq.
(4.24) the “short memory factor” 2θ(h−N) is always present. This is is trace of the fact that
the monomials involving Ḣ and Ḧ, in the r.h.s. of Eq. (4.17), are all irrelevant and do not
produce, under the multiscale integration, any “running coupling function”, namely a relevant
or marginal term involving ψ.

Let us consider a kernel U (h) which is irrelevant, namely has Dsc ≤ −1. Using Eq. (4.24),
we find:

∥∥U (h)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;p̈;p

∥∥w
1
≤

N−1∑
h′=h

∥∥Ũ (h′)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;p̈;p

∥∥w
1
+
∥∥U (N)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′

n;ṅ;p̈;p

∥∥w
1

≤
N∑

h′=h

(
1− 2θ−1

)
C

′′1+dimn+dim ṅ+p̈+p
0 λd2h

′Dsc2θ(h
′−N)

≤
(
1− 2θ−1

)
C

′′1+dimn+dim ṅ+p̈+p
0 λd2hDsc2θ(h−N)

N∑
h′=h

2(h
′−h)(θ+Dsc)

≤ C
′′1+dimn+dim ṅ+p̈+p
0 λd2hDsc2θ(h−N),

where we used that ∥U (N)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;p̈;p ∥w1 admits the same bound as the r.h.s. of Eq. (4.23) with

h = N . Now we must analyze the non-irrelevant terms, namely those with Dsc ≥ 0. Observe
that since (by construction) there are no terms with a single Ḧ field in the r.h.s. of Eq. (4.17),
nor they can be generated by the multiscale integration, the only non-irrelevant kernel with
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|ṅ| + p̈ ≥ 1 is the one with |ṅ| = 0, p̈ = 2. Even though this kernel is marginal, the “short
memory factor” 2θ(h−N) in the r.h.s. of Eq. (4.24) is sufficient to provide a finite bound:

∥∥U (h)|0,0;0,0
∅;∅;2;0

∥∥w
1
≤

N−1∑
h′=h

∥∥Ũ (h′)|0,0;0,0
∅;∅;2;0

∥∥w
1
≤

N−1∑
h′=h

(
1− 2θ−1

)
C ′′3
0 λ

1
2 2θ(h

′−N) ≤ 1− 2θ−1

1− 2−θ
C ′′3
0 λ

1
2 .

5 Proof of Theorem 1.4.

In this section we combine the partial results obtained along Sections 2-4 in order to prove
the statements of Theorem 1.4. For the sake of clarity we stress the dependence on h∗M of the
generating functional in Eq. (1.35), by writing it as W(u.v.|h∗M ), and similarly for its kernels
appearing in Theorem 1.4. Recall that by Eq. (2.1) the kernels of W(u.v.|h∗M ) and W(u.v.|0) are
related by a simple rescaling.

5.1 Bounds for the kernels

In order to prove Eqs. (1.37)-(1.39) we follow the structure of the paper by collecting the desired
bounds first for φ, J,B = 0 (i.e. q̃, q̃′, p, p′ = 0, cf. Sections 2.2-3) then for J = 0 (i.e. p = 0, cf.
Section 4.1) and finally in the most general case (i.e. q, q′, q̃, q̃′, p, p′ ̸= 0, cf. Section 4.2).

Case φ, J,B = 0. If also ψ = 0, by definition (cf. Eqs. (1.36), (2.9) for h = 0 and Eq. (2.13)):

F(u.v|0) = L−2W
(0)|0,0
∅;∅;∅ =

N−1∑
h=0

L−2W̃
(0)|0,0
∅;∅;∅ , (5.1)

which, after Eq. (2.26), implies that |F(u.v.|0)| ≤ 1
3(1−2−θ)C0λ2

2N . Rescaling with Eq. (2.1),

F(u.v.|h∗M ) = 22h
∗
MF(u.v.|0) and λ 7→ λ2−2h∗M , N 7→ N −h∗M so that |F(u.v.|h∗M )| ≤ C⋆(λ2

−2h∗M )22N ,
for C⋆ ≥ 1

3(1− 2−θ)C0, i.e. the first of Eq. (1.38).
If ψ ̸= 0, combining Eqs. (2.2), (2.5) and Eq. (2.9), and recalling the rescaling in Eq. (2.1),

the desired bounds in this case follow from Theorem 3.1 (applied with h = 0): we thus find the
constraint that N⋆ ≥ N0, λ⋆ ≤ λ0 and C⋆ ≥ C0max

{
R, 13(1 + 2−θ)

}
.

Case J = 0, (φ,B) ̸= 0. In this case, since W(u.v.|0)(ψ;φ; 0;B) = V(0)(ψ; 0; 0; 0;φ;B) (cf. Eqs.
(4.1), (4.3)), Proposition 4.1 readily implies the claims of Theorem 1.4 concerning the kernels

with zero J variables, namely W
(u.v.|0)
q,q′;q̃,q̃′;0;p, with the constraint N⋆ ≥ N ′

0, λ⋆ ≤ λ′0 and C⋆ ≥ C ′
0.

For W
(u.v.|h∗M )

q,q′;q̃,q̃′;0;p one simply uses the rescaling in Eq. (2.1).

Case J ̸= 0. In this case the kernels U
(0)|q,q′;q̃,q̃′
n;ṅ;p̈;p′ of U(0) (cf. Eq. (4.18)) collect all the informa-

tion about W
(u.v.|0)
q,q′;q̃,q̃;p;p′ , since W(u.v.|0)(ψ; J ;φ;B) = U(0)

(
ψ;G(J);G(J);G(J);φ;B

)
(compare

Eqs. (4.1), (4.18) and below). We discuss first the strategy in two cases of importance.

The tadpole G(J). We have that

W
(u.v.|0)
0,0;0,0;1;0(b) =

∑
n≥1

U
(0)|0,0;0,0
n;∅;∅ (b) +

∑
ṅ≥2

U
(0)|0,0;0,0
∅;ṅ;∅ (b)

=
∑
n≥1

1

n2
W

(0)|0,0
n;∅;∅ (b) +

∑
ṅ≥2

U
(0)|0,0;0,0
∅;ṅ;∅ (b).

(5.2)
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Note that the above kernels are actually constant w.r.t. b ∈ ΛB due to the charge conjugation
and the axes flip symmetries (cf. Lemma E.1) and the translation invariance of the theory.

Using the bounds for the kernels W
(0)|0,0
n;∅;∅ from Theorem 3.1, and the bounds for U

(0)|0,0;0,0
∅;ṅ;0;0 from

Proposition 4.4, we find:∥∥W (u.v.|0)
0,0;0,0;1;0

∥∥w
1
≤
∑
n≥1

1
n2

∥∥W (0)|0,0
n;∅;∅

∥∥w
1
+
∑
ṅ≥2

∥∥U (0)|0,0;0,0
∅;ṅ;0;0

∥∥w
1

≤
∑
n≥1

1
n2C02

Nλ
n−1
2 +

∑
ṅ≥2

C ′′2
0 λ

5
8
ṅ2−θN ≤ 2N

(
π2

6 C
2
0 +

√
2√

2−1
C ′′2
0

)
,

for λ ≤ min{λ0, λ′′0, 12}; by rescaling ∥W (u.v.|h∗M )
0,0;0,0;1;0∥w1 = 2h

∗
M ∥W (u.v.|0)

0,0;0,0;1;0∥w1 one obtains the third of
Eq. (1.38).

The polarization bubble G(J)G(J). We have that

W
(u.v.|0)
0,0;0,0;2;0(b, b

′) =W
(0)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅(b, b

′) +
∑

n1,n2≥1
n1+n2≥3

1
n2
1n

2
2
W

(0)|0,0
(n1,n2);∅;∅(b, b

′)

+ U
(0)|0,0;0,0
∅;∅;2;0 (b, b′) +

∑
n≥1,ṅ≥2

U
(0)|0,0;0,0
n;ṅ;0;0 (b, b′),

(5.3)

which, again in force of Theorem 3.1 and Proposition 4.4, implies for λ ≤ min{λ0, λ′′0, 12}:∥∥gA ∗W (u.v.|0)
0,0;0,0;2;0

∥∥w
1
≤

C3
0 +

∑
n1,n2≥1
n1+n2≥3

λ
n1+n2−2

2

n21n
2
2

+ C ′′3
0 λ

1
2

∑
n≥1,ṅ≥2

C ′′3
0 λ

1
2
(n−1)+ 5

8
ṅ ≤ C3

0 + C ′′3
0 +

√
2√

2−1
(1 + C ′′3

0 ).
(5.4)

By the rescaling, gAµ,ν(x− y) 7→ gAµ,ν(2
h∗M (x− y)) and W

(u.v.|0)
0,0;0,0;2;0 7→W

(u.v.|h∗M )
0,0;0,0;2;0, with

W
(u.v.|h∗M )
0,0;0,0;2;0

(
(x, µ, ϵ), (y, ν, ϵ′)

)
= 22h

∗
MW

(u.v.|0)
0,0;0,0;2;0

(
(2h

∗
Mx, µ, ϵ), (2h

∗
M y, ν, ϵ′)

)
,

so that
∥∥gA ∗ W (u.v.|h∗M )

0,0;0,0;2;0

∥∥w
1

is bounded by the r.h.s. of Eq. (5.4) times an extra 2−2h∗M ,
proving the first bound in Eq. (1.39) for C⋆ greater than the r.h.s. of Eq. (5.4).

The desired bound for the kernel G(J)B, i.e. the second of Eq. (1.39), follows analogously.

Remaining kernels. Similar (though more cumbersome) steps yield finite bounds for all the
remaining kernels of arbitrary order in the fields G(J). As above one has to express the kernels
of W(u.v.|0) in terms of those of U(0), via the relation Eq. (4.19), and then exploit Theorem 3.1
and Propositions 4.1, 4.4 for bounding the various terms that appear. All in all one finds the
validity of the whole collection of bounds in Item 1 of Theorem 1.4, for N⋆ large enough and
suitable constants C⋆ large enough and λ⋆ small enough.

5.2 Correlation functions

Here we discuss the Item 2 of Theorem 1.4, concerning the two-point function Ŝ(u.v.), the current-

current function Σ̂
(u.v.)
µ,ν and its chiral counterpart. We keep using the same conventions intro-

duced at the beginning of Section 5.

51



The two-point Schwinger function. By construction we have that Ŝ
(u.v.|0)
s,s′ (k) =∫

Λ dx e
ik·xW

(u.v.|0)
0,0;1,1;0;0

(
(x, s), (0, s′)

)
. In analogy with Eqs. (4.12), (4.13), it is straightforward

to check that the kernel W
(u.v.|0)
0,0;1,1;0;0 admits the expansion:

W
(u.v.|0)
0,0;1,1;0;0

(
(x, s), (0, s′)

)
=

g
(0,N ]
s,s′ (x)−

∑
s1,s2∈{1,2}

∫
Λ
dydz g(0,N ]

s,s1 (x− y)W
(u.v.|0)
1,1;0,0;0;0

(
(y, s1), (z, s2)

)
g
(0,N ]
s2,s′

(z).
(5.5)

It follows that

Ŝ
(u.v.|0)
s,s′ (k) = ĝ

(0,N ]
s,s′ (k)−

∑
s1,s2∈{1,2}

ĝ(0,N ]
s,s1 (k)ĝ

(0,N ]
s2,s′

(k)

∫
Λ
dy eik·yW

(u.v.|0)
1,1;0,0;0;0

(
(y, s1), (0, s2)

)
.

Note that since 1− χ ≡ 0 on [0, 12 ], the bound in Eq. (2.3) implies:

|ĝ(0,N ]
s,s′ (k)| =

(
1− χ(|k|)

)∣∣(− i/s(k) +mN +MN (k)
)−1

s,s′

∣∣ ≤ √
2π

1− χ(|k|)√
|k|2 +m2

N

≤ 4
√
2π

|k|+ 1
.

Using also the bound for the kernel W
(u.v.|0)
1,1;0,0;0;0 ≡W

(0)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ from Theorem 3.1, we find:

∣∣Ŝ(u.v.|0)
s,s′ (k)− ĝ

(0,N ]
s,s′ (k)

∣∣ ≤ ∑
s1,s2∈{1,2}

32π2

1 + |k|2
∥∥W (u.v.|0)

1,1;0,0;0;0

∥∥w
1
≤ 32π2Rλ

1 + |k|2
,

which, after the rescaling in Eq. (2.1), yields the desired bound in Eq. (1.40) for Ŝ
(u.v.|h∗M )

s,s′ (k),

if C⋆ ≥ 32π2R.

The non-interacting current functions. For the sake of concreteness we discuss only the
vector current function, namely we prove the first bound of Eq. (1.41) and Eq. (1.42) since the
second of Eq. (1.41) and Eq. (1.43), concerning the chiral current function, can be proved with
the same strategy.

Proof of Eq. (1.41). From the definition Σ̂
(u.v.|0)
µ,ν (p) :=

∫
Λ dxe

−ip·x δ2W(u.v.|0)

δJµ,xδJν,0
(0), and the

structure of W(u.v.|0) (cf. Eq. (1.36)), it is straightforward to check that

Σ̂(u.v.|0)
µ,ν (p) = −2λ

(
2−Nδµ,νW

(u.v.|0)
0,0;0,0;1;0 +

∑
ϵ,ϵ′=±

ϵϵ′
∫
Λ
dx e−ip·xW

(u.v.|0)
0,0;0,0;2;0

(
(x, µ, ϵ), (0, ν, ϵ′)

))
, (5.6)

where recall that the kernel W
(u.v.|0)
0,0;0,0;1;0 is actually a constant (see Eq. (5.2) and below). Now

we explicitly characterize the dominant term in λ of the r.h.s. of Eq. (5.6). About the first

term in the r.h.s., we start from the decomposition in Eq. (5.2) for the kernel W
(u.v.|0)
0,0;0,0;1;0 and we

apply Lemma B.2 to further expand the kernel W
(0)|0,0
1;∅;∅ :

W
(0)|0,0
1;∅;∅ (b) = µN,λ2

NT(0,N ] + µN,λ

∫
dη1dη2cb(η1, η2)

∫
dηdη′g(h,N ]

η,η1 g
(h,N ]
η2,η′

W
(0)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ (η′, η), (5.7)

where

T(h,N ] := 2−NET(h,N ](Ob) ≡ −2−N
∫
Λ2
F

dη1dη2cb(η1, η2)g
(h,N ]
η2,η1 . (5.8)
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Plugging the decomposition in Eq. (5.7) into Eq. (5.2), we find∣∣2−N(W (u.v.|0)
0,0;0,0;1;0 − T(0,N ]

)∣∣ ≤
(1− µN,λ)2

−N∥c∥w1 ∥g(0,N ]∥∞ + 2−N∥c∥w1 ∥g(0,N ]∥w1 ∥g(0,N ]∥∞
∥∥W (0)|1,1

∅;∅;∅
∥∥w
1
+∑

n≥2

1
n2

∥∥W (0)|0,0
n;∅;∅

∥∥w
1
+
∑
ṅ≥2

∥∥U (0)|0,0;0,0
∅;ṅ;0;0

∥∥w
1
≤ C1λ

1
2 ,

(5.9)

for a suitable constant C1 ≥ 1, where in the last step we used Theorem 3.1 for the bounds

of W
(0)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ and W

(0)|0,0
n;∅;∅ , and Proposition 4.4 for the bound of U

(0)|0,0;0,0
∅;ṅ;0;0 .

About the second summand in the r.h.s. of Eq. (5.6), by Eq. (5.3) we have that∥∥gA ∗
(
W

(u.v.|0)
0,0;0,0;2;0 −Π(0,N ]

)
∥w1 ≤

∥∥gA ∗
(
W

(0)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ −Π(0,N ]

)∥∥w
1
+

+ ∥gA∥w1

 ∑
n1,n2≥1
n1+n2≥3

1
n2
1n

2
2

∥∥W (0)|0,0
(n1,n2);∅;∅

∥∥w
1
+
∥∥U (0)|0,0;0,0

∅;∅;2;0
∥∥w
1
+
∑

n≥1,ṅ≥2

∥∥U (0)|0,0;0,0
n;ṅ;0;0

∥∥w
1

 ≤ C2λ
1
2 ,

for a suitable constant C2 ≥ 1. In momentum space this bound reads:∣∣∣∑
ϵ=±

ϵ

∫
Λ
dx e−ip·xW

(u.v.|0)
0,0;0,0;2;0

(
(x, µ, ϵ), (0, ν, ϵ′)

)
− ϵ′Π̂(0,N ]

µ,ν (p)
∣∣∣ ≤ (|p|2 + 4)C2λ

1
2 , (5.10)

where we used the fact that |σ(p)|2 +M2 ≤ |p|2 + 4 (recall that we are assuming h∗M = 0)
and we have introduced:

Π̂(h,N ]
µ,ν (p) :=

1

2

∑
ϵ,ϵ′=±

ϵϵ′
∫
Λ

dxdy

L2
e−ip·(x−y)Π(h,N ]

(
(x, µ, ϵ), (y, ν, ϵ′)

)
≡
∑
ϵ=±

ϵϵ′
∫
Λ

dxdy

L2
e−ip·(x−y)Π(h,N ]

(
(x, µ, ϵ), (y, ν, ϵ′)

)
,

(5.11)

with Π(h,N ] defined in Eq. (2.16), and the last equality holds in force of the charge conjugation
symmetry in Eq. (E.1). By simply reverting the rescaling in Eq. (2.1), Eqs. (5.7), (5.10) become:∣∣2−N(W (u.v.|h∗M )

0,0;0,0;1;0 − T(h∗M ,N ]
)∣∣ ≤ C1(2

−2h∗Mλ)
1
2 , (5.12)∣∣∣∑

ϵ=±
ϵ

∫
Λ
dx e−ip·xW

(u.v.|h∗M )
0,0;0,0;2;0

(
(x, µ, ϵ), (0, ν, ϵ′)

)
− ϵ′Π̂

(h∗M ,N ]
µ,ν (p)

∣∣∣ ≤ 5C2(2
−2h∗Mλ)

1
2 , (5.13)

for every p ∈ Λ∗ such that |p| ≤ 2h
∗
M . Plugging these bounds back into Eq. (5.6), and letting:

B̂
(u.v.|h∗M )
µ,ν (p,M,mN , L) := −2

(
δµ,νT

(h∗M ,N ](mN , L) + 2Π̂
(h∗M ,N ]
µ,ν (p,mN , L)

)
, (5.14)

we find:∣∣∣Σ̂(u.v.|h∗M )
µ,ν (p)− λB̂

(u.v.|h∗M )
µ,ν (p,M,mN , L)

∣∣∣ ≤ 2λ2−Nδµ,ν

∣∣∣W (u.v.|h∗M )
0,0;0,0;1;0 − T(h∗M ,N ]

∣∣∣+
+ 2λ

∣∣∣ ∑
ϵ,ϵ′=±

ϵϵ′
∫
Λ
dx e−ip·xW

(u.v.|h∗M )
0,0;0,0;2;0

(
(x, µ, ϵ), (0, ν, ϵ′)

)
− 2Π̂

(h∗M ,N ]
µ,ν (p)

∣∣∣
≤ 2(C1 + 5C2)2

−h∗Mλ
3
2 ,

(5.15)

thus proving the first of Eq. (1.41), for C⋆ ≥ 2(C1 + 5C2).
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For the incoming analysis it is also useful to introduce B̂µ,ν(p,M,mN , L) :=
limλ→0+

1
λ Σ̂µ,ν(p), which, in force of Eq. (1.25), satisfies the following Ward Identity:∑

µ=0,1

σµ(p)B̂µ,ν(p,M,mN , L) = 0, ∀p ∈ 2π
L Z2 ∩ (−π

a ,
π
a ]. (5.16)

It is straightforward to check that

B̂µ,ν(p,M,mN , L) = −2
(
δµ,νT

(≤N)(mN , L) + 2Π̂(≤N)
µ,ν (p,mN , L)

)
, (5.17)

where T(≤N) and Π̂
(≤N)
µ,ν are as in the r.h.s. of Eqs. (5.8) and (5.11) respectively, with the

fermionic propagator g(h,N ] in their definition replaced by g(≤N). In order to proceed we make

use of the following proposition for the characterization of B̂µ,ν and B̂
(u.v.)
µ,ν .

Proposition 5.1. For every M,mN , L as in Theorem 1.4, with mN ̸= 0, the functions Λ∗ ∋
p 7→ Π̂(h∗M ,N ](p,mN , L) and Λ∗ ∋ p 7→ Π̂(h∗M ,N ](p,mN , L) admit a continuous extension over

(−π
a ,

π
a

]2
, which, with some abuse of notation, we will denote by the same symbol; their L→ ∞

limit exists and is reached uniformly w.r.t. p ∈ (−π
a ,

π
a ]

2. Besides, for p ̸= 0,

lim
M→0+

lim
mN→0

lim
L→∞

Π̂
(h∗M ,N ]
µ,ν (p,mN , L) = lim

mN→0
lim
L→∞

Π̂(≤N)
µ,ν (p,mN , L) =: Π̂µ,ν(p),

lim
M→0+

lim
mN→0

lim
L→∞

T(h∗M ,N ](mN , L) = lim
mN→0

lim
L→∞

T(≤N)(mN , L) =: T,
(5.18)

where

Π̂µ,ν(p) =
1

8π|p|2
(
2pµpν − |p|2δµ,ν

)
+ R̃µ,ν(ap), (5.19)

for a suitable function R̃µ,ν on (−π, π]2, such that |R̃µ,ν(q)−R̃µ,ν(0)| ≤ C|q|
1
2 , for some constant

C > 0 independent of N .

The proof is postponed to Appendix C.2. Let us see how Proposition 5.1 implies Eq. (1.42)
(the derivation of Eq. (1.43) can be done analogously). First note that after taking the limit
L→ ∞ at both sides of Eq. (5.16), in force of the uniform convergence established by Proposition
5.1, the equality above extends to every p ∈ (−π

a ,
π
a ]

2. Taking also the limit mN → 0 and then
M → 0+, we obtain:∑

µ=0,1

i
a

(
e−iapµ − 1

)( 1

4π|p|2
(
2pµpν − |p|2δµ,ν

)
+ 2R̃µ,ν(ap) + Tδµ,ν

)
= 0,

for every p ∈ (−π
a ,

π
a ]

2 \ {0}. Using the continuity in 0 of R̃µ,ν , we find that∑
µ=0,1

pµ

(
1

4π|p|2
(
2pµpν − |p|2δµ,ν

)
+ 2R̃µ,ν(0) + Tδµ,ν

)
+ O

(
a

1
2 |p|

3
2
)
= 0,

and for arbitrariness of p, we must have that 2R̃µ,ν(0)+Tδµ,ν = − 1
4π δµ,ν . Hence, going back

to B̂
(u.v.|h∗M )
µ,ν , we find that

lim
M→0+

lim
mN→0

lim
L→∞

B̂
(u.v.|h∗M )
µ,ν (p,M,mN , L) =−2

(
1

4π|p|2
(
2pµpν − |p|2δµ,ν

)
+ 2R̃µ,ν(ap) + Tδµ,ν

)
=

1

π

(
δµ,ν −

pµpν
|p|2

)
− 4
(
R̃µ,ν(ap)− R̃µ,ν(0)

)
,

for every p ̸= 0, which proves Eq. (1.42) with Rµ,ν(p) = −4
(
R̃µ,ν(ap)− R̃µ,ν(0)

)
.
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A Consequences of the local phase invariance

In this section we discuss two main consequences of the local phase invariance of the theory as
in Eq. (1.24), namely the ξ−independence (Lemma 1.3) and the Ward identities (Eqs. (1.25)
and (1.26)).

Proof of Lemma 1.3. Letting

Zξ(φ; J ;B) := e−Wξ(φ;J ;B) ≡
∫
Pξ(DA)

∫
Dψ e−I(A+J,ψ)−(φ,ψ)−i(B,ȷ5(ψ))∫

Dψ e−I(0,ψ)
, (A.1)

we are going to show that Zξ(0; J ;B) is constant w.r.t. ξ ∈ [0, 1]. Observe that Zξ(φ; J ;B),
as a function of ξ, is continuous in [0, 1] and continuously differentiable in (0, 1), with

∂ξZξ(φ; J ;B) =
1

2

∑
µ,ν∈{0,1}

∫
Λ2

dxdy ∂ξg
A,ξ
ν,µ (y − x)

δ2Zξ
δJµ,xδJν,y

(φ; J ;B), (A.2)

as a standard formula for derivatives of Gaussian measures, where δ
δJµ,x

≡ 22N ∂
∂Jµ,x

. Hence

it suffices to show that ∂ξZξ(0; J ;B) = 0 for every ξ ∈ (0, 1). Eq. (A.2) can be rewritten in
Fourier space:

∂ξZξ(φ; J ;B) =
1

2

∑
µ,ν

∫
Λ∗
dk ∂ξ

(
1− ξ

ξ|σ(k)|2 +M2

)
σν(k)σ

∗
µ(k)

|σ(k)|2 +M2
K̂ξ
µ,ν(k,−k)φ;J ;B, (A.3)

where K̂ξ
µ,ν(k, p)φ;J ;B :=

∫
Λ2 dxdye

ik·x+ip·y δ2Zξ
δJµ,xδJν,y

(φ; J ;B) and σµ(k) defined after Eq.

(1.8). Now one has the following equation:∑
µ=0,1

σ∗µ(k)K̂
ξ
µ,ν(k, p)0;J ;B = 0, ∀k, p ∈ Λ∗, (A.4)

which readily implies the vanishing of the r.h.s. of Eq. (A.3) at φ = 0, which in turn implies
the independence of Zξ(0; J ;B) upon ξ ∈ [0, 1]. In order to prove Eq. (A.4), we must exploit
the local phase invariance of the theory, namely

Zξ(e
ieαφ; J +∇α;B) = Zξ(φ; J ;B), ∀α ∈ RΛ (A.5)

with the understanding that (eieαφ)±x,s ≡ e±ieα(x)φ±
x,s, (A + ∇α)µ,x ≡ Aµ,x + ∇µα(x), and

where ∇µα(x) ≡ a−1
(
α(x+aêµ)−α(x)

)
. By differentiating both sided of Eq. (A.5) w.r.t. α(x)

and setting α = 0, we find:

a−1
∑
µ=0,1

(
δZξ

δJµ,x−aêµ
(φ; J ;B)−

δZξ
δJµ,x

(φ; J ;B)

)
=

− ie
∑
s=1,2

(
φ+
x,s

δZξ

δφ+
x,s

(φ; J ;B)− φ−
x,s

δZξ

δφ−
x,s

(φ; J ;B)

)
.

(A.6)

If we further differentiate both sides of Eq. (A.6) w.r.t. Jν,y and we set φ = 0, we get:

a−1
∑
µ=0,1

(
δ2Zξ

δJµ,x−aêµδJν,y
(0; J ;B)−

δ2Zξ
δJµ,xδJν,y

(0; J ;B)

)
= 0. (A.7)
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By taking the Fourier transform, we finally recover Eq. (A.4):

0 = a−1
∑
µ=0,1

∫
Λ2

dxdy ei(k·x+p·y)

(
δ2Zξ

δJµ,x−aêµδJν,y
(0; J ;B)−

δ2Zξ
δJµ,xδJν,y

(0; J ;B)

)
=

∑
µ=0,1

eiakµ − 1

a

∫
Λ2

dxdy ei(k·x+p·y)
δ2Zξ

δJµ,xδJν,y
(0; J ;B) = i

∑
µ=0,1

σ∗µ(k)K̂
ξ
µ,ν(k, p)0;J ;B.

We now turn our focus to the generating functional, defined formally as Wξ(φ; J ;B) =
− logZξ(φ; J ;B). We are going to assume that Wξ is a well defined object, analytic w.r.t. J
and B close enough to zero: note that this is apriori true only for |e| very small depending
on the cut-offs of the model, namely N,L,mN ; however, one of the nontrivial outcomes of our
analysis is the well posedness of W1 for |e| ≪M , uniformly in N,L,mN .

Proof of the Ward Identities: Eqs. (1.25),(1.26). After taking the logarithm at both sides of Eq.
(A.5), it follows that Wξ(e

ieαφ; J +∇α;B) = Wξ(φ; J ;B) ∀α ∈ RΛ. This implies the analogue
of Eq. (A.6) with Zξ replaced by Wξ, which, after differentiation of both sides w.r.t. Jν,0, reads:

a−1
∑
µ=0,1

(
δ

δJµ,x−aêµ
− δ

δJµ,x

)(
δWξ(φ; J ;B)

δJν,0

)
=

− ie
∑
s=1,2

(
φ+
x,s

δ

δφ+
x,s

− φ−
x,s

δ

δφ−
x,s

)(
δWξ(φ; J ;B)

δJν,0

)
.

(A.8)

As a first step, we set φ, J,B to zero in both sides of Eq. (A.8); then if we also take the
Fourier transform, we get:

a−1
∑
µ=0,1

∫
Λ
dx e−ip·x

(
δ2Wξ

δJµ,x−aêµδJν,0
(0; 0; 0)−

δ2Wξ

δJµ,xδJν,0
(0; 0; 0)

)
= 0

which readily implies the first of Eq. (1.25), namely
∑

µ=0,1 σµ(p)Σ̂
ξ
µ,ν(p) = 0 for every

p ∈ Λ∗.

The second of Eq. (1.25), concerning Σ̂ξ5;µ,ν , follows in full analogy. Let us now consider the
analogue of Eq. (A.8) with the derivative w.r.t. Jν,0 replaced by the second derivative w.r.t.
φ−
0,s′ and φ

+
y,s′′ :

a−1
∑
µ=0,1

(
δ3Wξ

δJµ,x−aêµδφ
−
0,s′δφ

+
y,s′′

(0; 0; 0)−
δ3Wξ

δJµ,xδφ
−
0,s′δφ

+
y,s′′

(0; 0; 0)

)
=

ie
∑
s=1,2

(
δ(y − x)δs,s′′

δ2Wξ

δφ+
x,sδφ

−
0,s′

(0; 0; 0)− δ(x)δs,s′
δ2Wξ

δφ+
y,s′′δφ

−
x,s

(0; 0; 0)

)
.

Then, taking the Fourier transform,∑
µ=0,1

e−iapµ − 1

a

∫
Λ2

dxdy ei(−p·x+k·y)
δ3Wξ

δJµ,xδφ
−
0,s′δφ

+
y,s′′

(0; 0; 0) =

ie

(∫
Λ
dx ei(−p+k)·x

δ2Wξ

δφ+
x,s′′δφ

−
0,s′

(0; 0; 0)−
∫
Λ
dy eik·y

δ2Wξ

δφ+
y,s′′δφ

−
0,s′

(0; 0; 0)

)
,
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which is exactly Eq. (1.26), namely∑
µ=0,1

σµ(p)Γ̂
ξ
µ(p; k) = −e

(
Ŝξ(k − p)− Ŝξ(k)

)
, ∀p, k ∈ Λ∗.

B Identities for the effective potential

Here we give the proof of the identities among the kernels of the effective potential, which have
been used in Section 3. Since, as long as N,L are finite, V(h) depends only upon field sources
with degree n less or equal than n∗ ≡ 2(2NL)2+1, throughout the section, functional derivatives
and kernels related to G(n), Ġ(n), G̈(n) will be understood as zero for n > n∗. For completeness,
recall that

V(h)(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈) = − logE
(
e−V(ψ+ · ;G;Ġ;G̈)

)
,

where in this section E(F ) ≡ E(h,N ](F ) :=
∫
P (h,N ](Dζ)F (ζ) for any Grassmann polynomial

F (ζ), while V is as in Eq. (1.44).
The incoming analysis is based on the following two fundamental identities.

1. Grassmann integration by parts. Given any Grassmann polynomial F (ζ),∫
P (h,N ](Dζ)ζ−η F (ζ) =

∫
ΛF

dη′g
(h,N ]
η,η′

∫
P (h,N ](Dζ)

δF

δζ+η′
(ζ) (B.1)∫

P (h,N ](Dζ)ζ+η F (ζ) = −
∫
ΛF

dη′g
(h,N ]
η′,η

∫
P (h,N ](Dζ)

δF

δζ−η′
(ζ). (B.2)

2. Tree property. Let I := {1, . . . , n}, I ′ := I \ {1}, gAT :=
∏

(i,j)∈T λg
A
bi,bj

and recall that

T(I) denotes set of all spanning trees on I (cf. below Eq. (1.23)). If n = 1 by definition
T(I) = ∅, otherwise:∑

T∈T(I)

gAT =

=
∑
k∈I′

gAb1,bk

∑
T∈T(I′)

gAT + 1(n≥3)

∑
X1∪̇X2=I′

X1∋2

∑
k∈X1

gAb1,bk

∑
T1∈T(X1)

gAT1

∑
T2∈T(X2∪{1})

gAT2 .
(B.3)

While the Grassmann integration by parts is a standard fact (see e.g. [25, Eq. (A4)]), the
tree property is not completely straightforward, and since it is a crucial building block for the
incoming analysis of this section, we are going to present its proof.

Proof of the tree property. There is a one-to-one correspondence between T(I) and

C(I) :=
{
(X1, T1, T2, k) : X1 ⊆ I ′, 2 ∈ X1, T1 ∈ T(X1), T2 ∈ T(I ′ \X1), k ∈ X1

}
.

Indeed, we can define a map T(I) 7→ C(I) obtained by setting, for any T ∈ T(I),

• X1 ⊆ I ′ is the maximal connected set such that 2 ∈ X1.

• T1 is the restriction of T to X1, namely T1 =
{
(i, j) ∈ T : i, j ∈ X1

}
.
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• k ∈ X1 is the unique vertex such that (1, k) ∈ T .

• Letting X2 := I ′ \X1, T2 is the restriction of T to X2 ∪ {1}.

See Fig. 16 for a graphical representation. On the other hand, we can consider the map
C(I) 7→ T(I) defined as T := T1∪̇T2∪̇(1, k). It is then straightforward to check that the maps
T(I) 7→ C(I) and C(I) 7→ T(I) are one the inverse of the other.

1

2

3
6

5
7

4

8

1

2

5

4

6

7

3

8

(a) (b)

Figure 16: Graphical representation of the correspondence T(I) ↔ C(I). In the example (a),
the vertex 1 is a leaf of T , X1 = I ′, X2 = ∅, T1 = {(2, 3), (3, 6), (6, 5), (6, 7), (6, 4), (4, 8)} and
k = 3. In the example (b), 1 is not a leaf, X1 = {2, 4, 5}, X2 = {3, 6, 7, 8}, T1 = {(4, 2), (4, 5)},
T2 = {(1, 3), (3, 6), (3, 7), (1, 8)} and k = 4.

The bijection between C(I) and T(I) allows us to write:∑
T∈T(I)

gAT =
∑

(X1,T1,T2,k)∈C(I)

gAT(X1,T1,T2,k)
, (B.4)

where T(X1,T1,T2,k) is the tree in T(I) uniquely identified by (X1, T1, T2, k) ∈ C(I). Now it is
convenient to distinguish whether X2 ≡ I ′ \ X1 is empty or not (i.e. the vertex 1 is a leaf or
not, see Fig. 16). In the first case we simply have: gAT (X1,T1,T2,k)

= gA(1,k)g
A
T1
, while, if X2 ̸= ∅,

gAT (X1,T1,T2,k)
= gA(1,k)g

A
T1
gAT2 . Therefore Eq. (B.4) becomes:∑

T∈T(I)

gAT =
∑

(X1,T1,T2,k)∈C(I)
X1=I′

gA(1,k)g
A
T1 +

∑
(X1,T1,T2,k)∈C(I)

X1⊂I′

gA(1,k)g
A
T1g

A
T2 . (B.5)

Noting that the second sum in the r.h.s. of Eq. (B.5) is nonempty only if n = 3, the desired
tree property, Eq. (B.3), follows.

B.1 Preliminary identities

We begin with two intermediate lemmas. The first one, Lemma B.1, characterizes the derivatives
of V(h) w.r.t. ψ and G(1). The next one, Lemma B.2, characterizes the derivatives of V(h) w.r.t.
G(n) and Ġ(n), with n ≥ 2. We will use the notation V(h)(ψ;0) := V(h)(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈)|G,Ġ,G̈≡0 or

V(h)(ψ;G(1);0) when G(n), Ġ(n), G̈(n) ≡ 0 for n ≥ 2, etc.
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Lemma B.1. The following identities hold for the effective potential V(h).

δV(h)

δψ+
η1

(ψ;0) = eV
(h)(ψ;0)

∫
db1dηcb1(η1, η)

(
ψ−
η +

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δ

δψ+
η′

)
×

×

2N (µN,λ − 1)−
∑
n≥1

µN,λ
n2

∫
dbλgAb1,b

δ

δG
(n)
b

+

+
∑

n1≥1,n2≥2

2−N
Nn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2

∫
dbλgAb1,b

δ2

δG
(n1)
b δĠ

(n2)
b1

−
∑
n≥2

2−N
δ

δG̈
(n)
b1

 e−V(h)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(ψ;0)

,

(B.6)

where Nn1,n2 = (n1+n2)2

(n1+n2−1)n1n2
2
≤ (n1+n2)2

n2
1n

2
2

. Moreover:

δ2V(h)

δG
(1)
b δψ+

η1

(ψ;0) =

δ

δG
(1)
b

{
eV

(h)

∫
db1dηcb1(η1, η)

(
ψ−
η +

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δ

δψ+
η′

)
×

×

2N (µN,λ − 1)−
∑
n≥1

µN,λ
n2

∫
dbλgAb1,b

δ

δG
(n)
b

+

+
∑

n1≥1,n2≥2

2−N
Nn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2

∫
dbλgAb1,b

δ2

δG
(n1)
b δĠ

(n2)
b1

−
∑
n≥2

2−N
δ

δG̈
(n)
b1

 e−V(h)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(ψ;0)

+

+ µN,λ

∫
dηcb(η1, η)

(
ψ−
η −

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δV(h)

δψ+
η′

(ψ;0)

)
.

(B.7)

Proof. We start from the identity:

δV(h)

δψ+
η1

(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈) = eV
(h)(ψ;G;Ġ;G̈)E

( δV

δψ+
η1

(ψ + · ;G; Ġ; G̈)e−V(ψ+ · ;G;Ġ;G̈)
)

and we set to zero all the fields except ψ and G(1). From Eq. (1.44) we find:

δV(h)

δψ+
η1

(ψ;G(1);0) =

eV
(h)

{[
2N (µN,λ − 1)

∫
db1E

(δOb1
δψ+

η1

(ψ + ·)e−V(ψ+ · ;G(1);0)
)
+

∑
n≥2

n2N(2−n)
∫
dbvn(b)E

(δOb1
δψ+

η1

(ψ + ·)Ob′(ψ + ·)e−V(ψ+ · ;G(1);0)
)
+

∑
n≥2

n2−nN
∫
dbṽn(b)E

(δOb1
δψ+

η1

(ψ + ·)Ob′(ψ + ·)e−V(ψ+ · ;G(1);0)
)]}

+

eV
(h)(ψ;G(1);0)

∫
db G

(1)
b v1(b)E

( δOb
δψ+

η1

(ψ + ·)e−V(ψ+ · ;G(1);0)
)
,

(B.8)
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where we have used the decomposition wn,0 = vn + 2−2N ṽn according to Eq. (1.29). Noting
that δOb

δψ+
η1

(ψ+ ζ) =
∫
dηcb(η1, η)(ψ

−
η + ζ−η ) and using Eq. (B.1), we find that the first line in the

r.h.s. of Eq. (B.8) becomes

2N (µN,λ − 1)

∫
db

∫
dηcb(η1, η)

(
ψ−
η +

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δ

δψ+
η′

)
e−V(h)(ψ;G(1);0).

Let us proceed with the second line in the r.h.s. of Eq. (B.8). Recalling that vn(b) =∑
T∈T(I)

µnN,λ
n! g

A
T (cf. Eq. (1.29)) and using Eq. (B.3) we find that

vn(b) = µN,λ1(n=1) + 1(n≥2)

∑
k∈I

λµN,λ
n

gAb1,bkvn−1(b
′)+

+ 1(n≥3)

∑
X1∪̇X2=I′

2∈X1

(
n

|X1|

)−1 ∑
k∈X1

λgAb1,bkv|X1|(bX1
)v|X2|+1(bX2∪{1}),

(B.9)

where bX1
= {bi : i ∈ X1} and recall that vn is symmetric under permutations of its variables.

Thus we can rewrite the second line in the r.h.s. of Eq. (B.8) as∑
n≥2

∫
dbeV

(h)(ψ;G(1);0)E
(δOb1
δψ+

η1

(ψ + ·)
{
µN,λ(n− 1)λgAb1,b2

(
2N(2−n)vn−1(b

′)Ob′(ψ + ·)
)

+ 2−Nn1(n≥3)

∑
X1∪̇X2=I′

X1∋2

(
n

|X1|

)−1

|X1|λgAb1,b22
N(1−|X1|)v|X1|(bX1

)ObX1
(ψ + ·)×

× 2N(1−|X2|)v|X2|+1(bX2∪{1})ObX2
(ψ + ·)

}
e−V(ψ+ · ;G(1);0)

)
,

(B.10)

where we used the symmetry of vn and ObX1
:=
∏
i∈X1

Obi etc.. Eq. (B.10) can be further

rewritten by identifying the terms in parentheses as derivatives of V w.r.t. G and Ġ (cf. Eq.
(1.44)) as ∫

db1db e
V(h)(ψ;G(1);0)E

(δOb1
δψ+

η1

(ψ + ·)
[
−
∑
n≥2

µN,λ
(n− 1)2

λgAb1,b
δ

δG
(n−1)
b

+

+
∑
n≥3

2−N
∑

n1≥1,n2≥2
n1+n2=n

Nn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2
λgAb1,b

δ

δG
(n1)
b

δ

δĠ
(n2)
b1

]
e−V(ψ+ · ;G(1);0)

)
,

where

Nn1,n2 =
(n1 + n2)

3n1(
n1+n2

n1

)
n31n

3
2

∑
X1∪̇X2=I′

X1∋2
|X1|=n1

1 =

(
n1+n2−2
n1−1

)
(n1 + n2)

3(
n1+n2

n1

)
n21n

3
2

=
(n1 + n2)

2

(n1 + n2 − 1)n1n22
.

(B.11)

Expanding again δOb
δψ+
η1

(ψ + ζ) =
∫
dηcb(η1, η)(ψ

−
η + ζ−η ) and using Eq. (B.1), we find that

the second line of Eq. (B.8) can be written as

eV
(h)(ψ;G(1);0)

∫
db1dbdη cb1(η1, η)

(
ψ−
η +

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δ

δψ+
η′

)
×

×

−
∑
n≥2

µN,λλg
A
b1,b

(n− 1)2
δ

δG
(n−1)
b

+
∑

n1≥1,n2≥2

2−N
Nn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2
λgAb1,b

δ2

δG
(n1)
b δĠ

(n2)
b1

 e−V(h)(ψ;G(1);0).
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Let us now discuss the third line in the r.h.s. of Eq. (B.8), which can be rewritten as∑
n≥2

2−N
∫
dbeV

(h)(ψ;G(1);0)E
(∫

dηcb1(η1, η)
(
ψ−
η +

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δ

δψ+
η′

)
×

×
(
n2N(1−n)ṽn(b)Ob′(ψ + ·)

)
e−V(ψ+ · ;G(1);0)

)
=

−
∑
n≥2

2−N
∫
db1dηcb1(η1, η)e

V(h)
(
ψ−
η +

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δ

δψ+
η′

) δ

δG̈
(n)
b1

e−V(h)(ψ;G(1);0).

Finally, the fourth line in the r.h.s. of Eq. (B.8) can be easily handled using again Eq. (B.1)
and recalling that v1(b) = µN,λ:

eV
(h)(ψ;G(1);0)µN,λ

∫
dbG

(1)
b E

( δOb
δψ+

η1

(ψ + ·)e−V(ψ+·;G(1);0)
)
=

eV
(h)(ψ;G(1);0)µN,λ

∫
dbdηG

(1)
b cb(η1, η)

(
ψ−
η +

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δ

δψ+
η′

)
e−V(h)(ψ;G(1);0).

All in all we have rewritten Eq. (B.8) as

δV(h)

δψ+
η1

(ψ;G(1);0) =

eV
(h)(ψ;G(1);0)

∫
db1dηcb1(η1, η)

(
ψ−
η +

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δ

δψ+
η′

){
2N (µN,λ − 1)+

−
∑
n≥1

µN,λ
n2

∫
dbλgAb1,b

δ

δG
(n)
b

+ 2−N
∑
n1≥1
n2≥2

Nn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2

∫
dbλgAb1,b

δ2

δG
(n1)
b δĠ

(n2)
b1

+

− 2−N
∑
n≥2

δ

δG̈
(n)
b1

}
e−V(h)(ψ;G(1);0)+

+ eV
(h)(ψ;G(1);0)µN,λ

∫
dbdηG

(1)
b cb(η1, η)

(
ψ−
η +

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δ

δψ+
η′

)
e−V(h)(ψ;G(1);0).

By setting also G(1) = 0 we obtain Eq. (B.6), while, deriving both sides w.r.t. G(1) and then
setting G(1) = 0, we find Eq. (B.7).

Lemma B.2. The following identities hold for the effective potential V(h).

δV(h)

δG
(n)
b1

=

eV
(h)

∫
dη1dη2cb1(η1, η2)

(
ψ+
η1ψ

−
η2 + ψ−

η2

∫
dηg(h,N ]

η,η1

δ

δψ−
η

+ ψ+
η1

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η2,η′

δ

δψ+
η′
+

−g(h,N ]
η2,η1 +

∫
dηdη′g(h,N ]

η,η1 g
(h,N ]
η2,η′

δ2

δψ+
η′δψ

−
η

)
×

×

{
1(n=1)µN,λ − 1(n≥2)

n2

(n− 1)2
2−NµN,λ

∫
dbλgAb1,b

δ

δG
(n−1)
b

+

+ 1(n≥3)2
−2N

∑
n1≥1,n2≥2
n1+n2=n

Nn1,n2

∫
dbλgAb1,b

δ2

δG
(n1)
b δĠ

(n2)
b1

 e−V(h)
,

(B.12)
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where Nn1,n2 are as in Lemma B.1. Moreover:

δV(h)

δĠ
(n)
b1

=

eV
(h)

∫
db

{
−

µN,λn
2

(n− 1)2
λgAb1,b

δ

δG
(n−1)
b

+ 2−N1(n≥3)

∑
n1≥1
n2≥2

n1+n2=n

Nn1,n2λg
A
b1,b

δ2

δG
(n1)
b δĠ

(n2)
b1

}
e−V(h)

.

(B.13)

Proof. The proof follows the same ideas used for Lemma B.1 and will not be belabored in detail.
The starting point is the identity:

δV(h)

δG
(n)
b1

(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈) = eV
(h)(ψ;G;Ġ;G̈)E

( δV

δG
(n)
b1

(ψ + · ;G; Ġ; G̈)e−V(ψ+· ;G;Ġ;G̈)
)

for proving Eq. (B.12), and the same one with the derivative w.r.t. Ġ(n) instead of G(n) for
proving Eq. (B.13). Note that:

δV

δG
(n)
b1

(ψ + ζ;G; Ġ; G̈) = n32N(1−n)
∫
db′vn(b)Ob(ψ + ζ).

Using Eq. (B.9) for rewriting vn and following the same steps as for the proof of Lemma
B.1, we find:

δV(h)

δG
(n)
b1

(ψ;G; Ġ; G̈) = eV
(h)

{
1(n=1)µN,λ − 2−N1(n≥2)

µN,λ n
2

(n− 1)2

∫
dbλgAb1,b

δ

δG
(n−1)
b

+

+ 2−2N1(n≥3)

∫
db

∑
n1≥1,n2≥2
n1+n2=n

Nn1,n2λg
A
b1,b

δ2

δG
(n1)
b δĠ

(n2)
b1

}
E
(
Ob1(ψ + · )e−V(ψ+ · ;G;Ġ;G̈)

)
,

(B.14)

and the same expression holds for δV(h)

δĠ
(n)
b1

without the factor Ob1(ψ+ ζ) within the Grassmann

integral, yielding immediately Eq. (B.13). Letting V = V(ψ + ζ;G; Ġ; G̈), we can rewrite:

E
(
Ob1(ψ + ·)e−V

)
=

∫
dη1dη2cb1(η1, η2)E

(
(ψ+

η1 + (·)+η1)(ψ
−
η2 + (·)−η2)e

−V
)

=

∫
dη1dη2cb1(η1, η2)E

([
− (ψ−

η2 + (·)−η2)
(
ψ+
η1 −

∫
dηg(h,N ]

η,η1

δ

δ(·)−η

)
− g(h,N ]

η2,η1

]
e−V

)
=

=

∫
dη1dη2cb1(η1, η2)

(
ψ+
η1ψ

−
η2 + ψ−

η2

∫
dηg(h,N ]

η,η1

δ

δψ−
η

+ ψ+
η1

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η2,η′

δ

δψ+
η′
+

+

∫
dηdη′g(h,N ]

η,η1 g
(h,N ]
η2,η′

δ2

δψ+
η′δψ

−
η

− g(h,N ]
η2,η1

)
e−V(h)

,

which, once plugged in the r.h.s. of Eq. (B.14), yields Eq. (B.12).

B.2 Identities for the kernels

Lemma B.1 and Lemma B.2 can be used to infer the identities among the kernels of V(h), by
means of Eq. (2.10).
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Proof of Lemma 3.2. This is actually a corollary of Eq. (B.6):

δV(h)

δψ+
η1

(ψ;0) =

∫
db1

∫
dηcb1(η1, η)

(
ψ−
η −

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δV(h)

δψ+
η′

+

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δ

δψ+
η′

)
×

×

2N (µN,λ − 1) +
∑
n≥1

µN,λ
n2

∫
dbλgAb1,b

δV(h)

δG
(n)
b

+

− 2−N
∑

n1≥1,n2≥2

Nn1,n2

(n1 + n2)2

∫
dbλgAb1,b

(
δ2V(h)

δG
(n1)
b δĠ

(n2)
b1

+
δV(h)

δG
(n1)
b

δV(h)

δĠ
(n2)
b1

)
+

+
∑
n≥2

2−N
δV(h)

δG̈
(n)
b1

 (ψ;0).

(B.15)

Eq. (3.3) follows by deriving both sides of Eq. (B.15) w.r.t. ψ−
η2 and then setting ψ = 0.

A1(η1, η2) comes from the first term in curly bracket in the r.h.s. of Eq. (B.15):

A1(η1, η2) = 2N (µN,λ − 1)

∫
db1

∫
dηcb1(η1, η)

δ

δψ−
η2

[
ψ−
η −

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δV(h)

δψ+
η′

]
(0)

= 2N (µN,λ − 1)

∫
db1

∫
dηcb1(η1, η)

[
δ(η − η2)−

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′ W

(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ (η′, η2)

]
.

A2(η1, η2) comes from the second term in curly bracket in the r.h.s. of Eq. (B.15):

A2(η1,η2) =
∑
n≥1

µN,λ
n2

∫
dbdb1

∫
dηλgAb1,bcb1(η1, η)×

×

[
δ

δψ−
η2

(
ψ−
η −

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δV(h)

δψ+
η′

+

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δ

δψ+
η′

)
δV(h)

δG
(n)
b

]
(0) =

=
∑
n≥1

µN,λ
n2

∫
dbdb1

∫
dηλgAb1,bcb1(η1, η)

[
δ(η − η2)

δV(h)

δG
(n)
b

(0)+

−
∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δ2V(h)

δψ−
η2δψ

+
η′
(0)

δV(h)

δG
(n)
b

(0) +

∫
dη′g

(h,N ]
η,η′

δ3V(h)

δψ−
η2δψ

+
η′δG

(n)
b

(0)

 .
Similarly, A3(η1, η2) and A4(η1, η2) come from the third and fourth terms respectively in the

curly bracket in the r.h.s. of Eq. (B.15).

Proof of Eq. (3.12). This is a corollary of Eq. (B.13):

δV(h)

δĠ
(n2)
b2

=
n22

(n2 − 1)2
µN,λ

∫
dbλgAb2,b

δV(h)

δG
(n2−1)
b

+

− 2−N
∑

n′
1≥1,n′

2≥2
n′
1+n

′
2=n2

Nn′
1,n

′
2

∫
db′1db

′
2λg

A
b2,b′1

δ(b2 − b′2)

 δ2V(h)

δG
(n′

1)

b′1
δĠ

(n′
2)

b′2

− δV(h)

δG
(n′

1)

b′1

δV(h)

δĠ
(n′

2)

b′2

 .
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Deriving both sides w.r.t. ψ+
η , ψ

−
η′ and G

(n1)
b1

, and setting the fields to zero, we find:

δ4V(h)

δψ−
η′δψ

+
η δG

(n1)
b1

δĠ
(n2)
b2

(0) =

n22
(n2 − 1)2

µN,λ

∫
dbλgAb2,b

δ4V(h)

δψ−
η′δψ

+
η δG

(n1)
b1

δG
(n2−1)
b

(0)+

−
∑

n′
1≥1,n′

2≥2
n′
1+n

′
2=n2

2−NNn′
1,n

′
2

∫
db′1db

′
2λg

A
b2,b′1

δ(b2 − b′2)

 δ5V(h)

δψ−
η′δψ

+
η δG

(n1)
b1

δG
(n′

1)

b′1
δĠ

(n′
2)

b′2

(0)+

− δ4V(h)

δψ−
η′δψ

+
η δG

(n1)
b1

δG
(n′

1)

b′1

(0)
δV(h)

δĠ
(n′

2)

b′2

(0)− δ2V(h)

δG
(n1)
b1

δG
(n′

1)

b′1

(0)
δ3V(h)

δψ−
η′δψ

+
η δĠ

(n′
2)

b′2

(0)+

− δ3V(h)

δψ−
η′δψ

+
η δG

(n′
1)

b′1

(0)
δ2V(h)

G
(n1)
b1

δĠ
(n′

2)

b′2

(0)− δV(h)

δG
(n′

1)

b′1

(0)
δ4V(h)

δψ−
η′δψ

+
η δG

(n1)
b1

δĠ
(n′

2)

b′2

(0)

 ,
which gives exactly Eq. (3.12), in force of. Eq. (2.10).

C The non-interacting bubbles

This appendix is dedicated to the characterization of the non-interacting bubbles Π(h,N ] and

Π
(h,N ]
5 :

Π(h,N ](b1, b2) = −1

2
ET(h,N ](Ob1 , Ob2) ≡

1

2

∫
dη1dη

′
1dη2dη

′
2cb1(η1, η

′
1)cb2(η2, η

′
2)g

(h,N ]
η′1,η2

g
(h,N ]
η′2,η1

Π
(h,N ]
5 (b1, b2) = −1

2
ET(h,N ](Ob1 , O5;b2) ≡

1

2

∫
dη1dη

′
1dη2dη

′
2cb1(η1, η

′
1)c

5
b2(η2, η

′
2)g

(h,N ]
η′1,η2

g
(h,N ]
η′2,η1

,

(cf. Eq. (2.16)) with c and c5 defined in Eq. (1.19) and Eq. (1.19) respectively.

C.1 The finiteness of the non-interacting bubbles

In the first part of this appendix we establish the validity of the following result.

Lemma C.1. There exists CΠ ≥ 1 such that, for every 0 ≤ h ≤ N , letting

Π̂
(h,N ]
♯;µ,ν (p) :=

1

2

∑
ϵ,ϵ′=±

ϵϵ′
∫
Λ

dxdy

L2
e−ip·(x−y)Π

(h,N ]
♯

(
(x, µ, ϵ), (y, ν, ϵ′)

)
, (C.1)

(cf. Eq. (5.11)) with ♯ either blank or 5, the following items are true.

1. Π̂
(h,N ]
µ,ν (0) = δµ,νΠ̂

(h,N ]
0,0 (0); Π̂

(h,N ]
5;µ,ν (0) = εµ,νΠ̂

(h,N ]
5;0,1 (0).

2. |Π̂(h,N ]
♯;µ,ν (0)| ≤ CΠ.

3. For every v : ΛB 7→ C such that v
(
(x, µ, ϵ), (y, ν, ϵ′)

)
= ϵϵ′ṽµ,ν(x − y) for some ṽ : Λ ×

{0, 1} 7→ C, we have that∥∥v ∗Π(h,N ]
♯ − vΠ̂

(h,N ]
♯ (0)

∥∥w
1
≤ CΠ2

−h∥∇v∥w1 ,

where ∇αv
(
(x, µ, ϵ), (y, ν, ϵ′)

)
:= 2N ϵϵ′

(
ṽµ,ν(x + 2−N êα) − ṽµ,ν(x)

)
and ∥∇v∥w1 :=∑

α=0,1 ∥∇αv∥w1 .
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As a straightforward corollary of Lemma C.1 we have, as a crucial property of the theory,

the finiteness of the quantity
∥∥gA ∗ Π(h,N ]

♯

∥∥w
1
, which is a main building block for the estimates

in Sects. 3 and 4.

Corollary C.2. There exists a constant C ′
Π ≥ 1 such that for every 0 ≤ h ≤ N , one has:

∥gA ∗Π(h,N ]
♯ ∥w1 ≤ C ′

Π.

Proof. From Lemma C.1 we find:∥∥gA ∗Π(h,N ]
♯

∥∥w
1
≤
∥∥gAΠ̂(h,N ]

♯ (0)
∥∥w
1
+
∥∥gA ∗Π(h,N ]

♯ − gAΠ̂
(h,N ]
♯ (0)

∥∥w
1

≤
(
2CΠ∥gA∥w1 + CΠ2

−h∥∇gA∥w1
)
.

We already know that ∥gA∥w1 is bounded by a constant (cf. Eq. (1.27) and comments
thereafter); about ∇gA, one can easily show that

|∇αg
A
µ,ν(x− y)| ≤ K∇δµ,ν

2−N + ||x− y||L
e−κ3

√
||x−y||L (C.2)

for suitable K∇, κ3 > 0. Eq. (C.2) readily implies ∥∇gA∥w1 ≤ K ′
∇, for a suitable K ′

∇ > 0,
thus the claim of Corollary C.2.

Proof of Lemma C.1.
Item 1. This is a consequence of two symmetries of the theory, namely axes flip and parity,

defined in Eqs. (E.2), (E.3) respectively. First, under the axes flip transformation, one has:
Ox,µ,ϵ(ψ) 7→ Ox,µ,ϵ(Fψ) = OTx,1−µ,ϵ(ψ), where, if b = (x, µ, ϵ), Tb ≡ (Tx, 1 − µ, ϵ). Moreover
O5;x,µ,ϵ(ψ) 7→ O5;x,µ,ϵ(Fψ) = −O5;Tx,1−µ,ϵ(ψ). As a consequence:

Π̂(h,N ]
µ,ν (0) =− 1

4

∑
ϵ,ϵ′=±

ϵϵ′
∫
dxdy

L2
ET(h,N ](Ox,µ,ϵ, Oy,ν,ϵ′) =

− 1

4

∑
ϵ,ϵ′=±

ϵϵ′
∫
dxdy

L2
ET(h,N ](OTx,1−µ,ϵ, OTy,1−ν,ϵ′) = Π̂

(h,N ]
1−µ,1−ν(0).

Similarly one finds that Π̂
(h,N ]
5;µ,ν (0) = −Π̂

(h,N ]
5;1−µ,1−ν(0). On the other hand, under the parity

transformation one has Ob(ψ) 7→ Ob(Pψ) = OPb(ψ), where if b = (x, µ, ϵ), then Pb ≡ (Px −
δµ,12

−N ê1, µ, (−1)µϵ). Moreover O5;x,µ,ϵ(ψ) 7→ O5;x,µ,ϵ(Pψ) = (−1)µ−1O5;Px,µ,ϵ(ψ). It follows
that

Π̂
(h,N ]
0,1 (0) =− 1

4

∑
ϵ,ϵ′=±

ϵϵ′
∫
dxdy

L2
ET(h,N ](Ox,0,ϵ, Oy,1,ϵ′) =

− 1

4

∑
ϵ,ϵ′=±

ϵϵ′
∫
dxdy

L2
ET(h,N ](OPx,0,ϵ, OPy−2−N ê1,1,−ϵ′) =

1

4

∑
ϵ,ϵ′=±

ϵϵ′
∫
dxdy

L2
ET(h,N ](OPx,0,ϵ, OPy−2−N ê1,1,ϵ′) = −Π̂

(h,N ]
0,1 (0).

Similarly, Π̂
(h,N ]
5;0,0 (0) = −Π̂

(h,N ]
5;0,0 (0). All in all: Π̂

(h,N ]
µ,ν (0) = δµ,νΠ̂

(h,N ]
0,0 (0) and Π̂

(h,N ]
5;µ,ν (0) =

εµ,νΠ̂
(h,N ]
5;0,1 (0).
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Item 2. First of all note that by charge conjugation symmetry, Eq. (E.3),15 we have (compare
also with Eq. (5.11)):

Π̂
(h,N ]
♯;µ,ν (p) =

∑
ϵ=±

ϵ

∫
Λ

dxdy

L2
e−ip·(x−y)Π

(h,N ]
♯ ((x, µ, ϵ), (y, ν,+)).

Let us begin with the vector bubble, Π(h,N ]. Recalling the explicit expression for cb(η1, η2),
Eq. (1.19), we have that

Π̂(h,N ]
(
(µ,+), (ν,+)

)
(0) ≡ L−2

∫
Λ
dxdy Π(h,N ]((x, µ,+), (y, ν,+)) =

1

8L2

∫
dzdyTr

{
(γµ − r)g(h,N ](x+ 2−N êµ − y)(γν − r)g(h,N ](y + 2−N êν − x)

}
=

1

8

∫
dzTr

{
(γµ − r)g(h,N ](z)(γν − r)g(h,N ](−z)

}
+

+
1

8

N∑
j,j′=h+1

∫
dzTr

{
(γµ − r)g(j)(z)(γν − r)

[
g(j

′)(−z)− g(j
′)(−z + 2−N (êµ + êν))

]}
.

(C.3)

Note that the last line at the r.h.s. of Eq. (C.3) can be bounded by

1

2
2−N

∑
h+1≤j≤j′≤N

∥g(j)∥∞
∑
µ=0,1

∥∇µg
(j′)∥1 ≤

∑
h+1≤j≤j′≤N

O(2−N+j) = O(1),

where we used that ∥∇µg
(j′)∥1 = O(1), with O(1) denoting quantities which are bounded by

universal constants. Therefore:

Π̂(h,N ]
(
(µ,+), (ν,+)

)
(0) =

1

8

∫
dz′Tr

{
(γµ − r)g(h,N ](z′)(γν − r)g(h,N ](−z′)

}
+ O(1). (C.4)

Similarly, one finds:

Π̂(h,N ]
(
(µ,−), (ν,+)

)
(0) = −1

8

∫
dz′Tr

{
(γµ + r)g(h,N ](z′)(γν − r)g(h,N ](−z′)

}
+ O(1). (C.5)

Collecting Eqs. (C.4) and (C.5), we find:∑
ϵ=±

ϵΠ̂(h,N ]
(
(µ, ϵ), (ν,+)

)
(0) =

1

8

∑
ϵ=±

∫
dz′Tr

{
(γµ − ϵr)g(h,N ](z′)(γν − r)g(h,N ](−z′)

}
+ O(1) =

1

4

∫
Λ∗
dk

χ2
(h,N ](k)(

|s(k)|2 + (mN +MN (k))2
)2×

× Tr
{
γµ (i/s(k) +mN +MN (k)) (γν − r) (i/s(k) +mN +MN (k))

}
+ O(1).

(C.6)

The trace in the r.h.s. of Eq. (C.6) can be computed using that Tr{γµγν} = 2δµ,ν , Tr{γµ} =

15Note that under the charge conjugation transformation, O5;x,µ,ϵ(ψ) 7→ O5;x,µ,ϵ(Qψ) = O5;x,µ,−ϵ(ψ).
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Tr{γµγνγα} = 0 and Tr{γµγαγνγβ} = 2(δµ,αδν,β − δµ,νδα,β + δµ,βδν,α). We find that∑
ϵ=±

ϵΠ̂(h,N ]
(
(µ, ϵ), (ν,+)

)
(0) =

= −1

2

∫
Λ∗
dk

χ2
(h,N ](k)(

|s(k)|2 + (mN +MN (k))2
)2(2sµ(k)sν(k)− δν,µ|s(k)|2

)
+

− ir

∫
Λ∗
dk χ2

(h,N ](k)
(mN +MN (k))sµ(k)(

|s(k)|2 + (mN +MN (k))2
)2+

+
1

2
δµ,ν

∫
Λ∗
dk χ2

(h,N ](k)
(mN +MN (k))

2(
|s(k)|2 + (mN +MN (k))2

)2 + O(1).

Now, the first two terms in the r.h.s. above are checked to be zero after axes flip: (k0, k1) 7→
(k1, k0) and axes inversion: (k0, k1) 7→ −(k0, k1).

16 The third term is non-zero, but still finite:∫
Λ∗
dk χ2

(h,N ](k)

(
mN +MN (k)

)2(
|s(k)|2 + (mN +MN (k))2

)2 ≤ 4π2
∫
Λ∗
dk χ2

(0,N ](k)
m2
N + r22−2N |k|4(
|k|2 +m2

N

)2 = O(1),

where we used Eq. (2.3); it follows that Π̂
(h,N ]
µ,ν (0) = O(1).

Now let us discuss the chiral bubble Π
(h,N ]
5 . In analogy with the vector bubble, we have:

Π̂
(h,N ]
5

(
(µ, ϵ), (ν,+)

)
(0) =

Z5
N

8

∫
Λ
dzTr

{
(ϵγµ − r)g(h,N ](z)γνγ5g

(h,N ](−z)
}
+ O(1).

Note that γνγ5 = i
∑

σ=0,1 εν,σγσ, therefore:∑
ϵ=±

ϵΠ̂
(h,N ]
5

(
(µ, ϵ), (ν,+)

)
(0) =

iZ5
N

4

∑
σ=0,1

εν,σ

∫
Λ∗
dk

χ2
(h,N ](k)(

|s(k)|2 + (mN +MN (k))2
)2×

× Tr
{
γµ
(
i/s(k) +mN +MN (k)

)
γσ
(
i/s(k) +mN +MN (k)

)}
+ O(1)

and the computation reduces exactly to the one for the simple bubble, so that:

Π̂
(h,N ]
5;µ,ν (0) ≡

∑
ϵ=±

ϵΠ̂
(h,N ]
5

(
(µ, ϵ), (ν,+)

)
(0) = O(1).

Item 3. Letting P
(h)
♯ (b, b′) :=

(
v ∗Π(h,N ]

♯

)
(b, b′)−

(
vΠ̂

(h,N ]
♯ (0)

)
(b, b′), we have that

P
(h)
♯

(
(x, µ, ϵ), (y, ν, ϵ′)

)
=∑

α∈{0,1}

∑
ϵ′′∈{±}

ϵϵ′′
∫
Λ
dz
(
vµ,α(x− z)− vµ,α(x− y)

)
Π

(h,N ]
♯

(
(z, α, ϵ′′), (y, ν, ϵ′)

)
.

(C.7)

We rewrite: vµ,α(x−z)−vµ,α(x−y) =
∫
Cy→z

dℓ·∇vµ,α(x−ℓ), with the following understanding.

• Cy→z is a path on the discrete torus Λ connecting y to z, with minimal length. More
precisely, Cy→z is a collection of ordered couples:(

(x1, x2), (x2, x3), . . . , (xn−1, xn), (x
′
1, x

′
2), (x

′
2, x

′
3), . . . , (x

′
m−1, x

′
m)
)

with the constraint that x1 = y, x′m = z; xi+1 − xi = 2−Nσ0ê0 and x′i+1 − x′i = 2−Nσ1ê1,

for some 0 ≤ m,n ≤ 2NL
2 + 1 and σ0, σ1 ∈ {±}.

16Note that the vanishing of the first term would not hold in dimension d ̸= 2.
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• If Cy→z = {(x1, x2), (x2, x3), . . . , (xn, xn+1)}, then∫
Cy→z

dℓ · ∇vµ,α(x− ℓ) ≡
n∑
i=1

2−N
(
vµ,α(x−xi+1)−vµ,α(x−xi)

2−N

)
,

where note that the difference
(
vµ,α(x−xi+1)−vµ,α(x−xi)

2−N

)
equals, up to a sign, the discrete

gradient ∇νvµ,α(x− u) ≡
(
vµ,α(x−u+2−N êν)−vµ,α(x−u)

2−N

)
, with either xi+1 + 2−N êν = xi = u

or xi + 2−N êν = xi+1 = u.

Using this interpolated expansion for the difference of v’s, we can estimate:∥∥P (h)
♯

∥∥w
1
=

1

L2

∑
µ,ν∈{0,1}

∑
ϵ,ϵ′∈{±}

∫
Λ2

dxdy e
κ
2

√
||x−y||L

∣∣∣P (h)
♯

(
(x, µ, ϵ), (y, ν, ϵ′)

)∣∣∣ ≤
≤ 1

L2

∑
µ,ν,α∈{0,1}

∑
ϵ,ϵ′,ϵ′′∈{±}

∫
Λ3

dxdydz e
κ
2

√
||x−y||L

∣∣∣ ∫
Cy→z

dℓ · ∇vµ,α(x− ℓ)
∣∣∣×

×
∣∣∣Π(h,N ]

♯

(
(z, α, ϵ′′), (y, ν, ϵ′)

)∣∣∣
Note that for any u ∈ Cy→z, the quantity

√
||x− y||L is smaller than

√
||x− u||L +

√
||z − y||L.

Therefore, using that the length of the path Cy→z is smaller than
√
2||z − y||L, we find that

∥P (h)
♯ ∥w1 ≤ C∥∇v∥w1

∑
ν,α∈{0,1}

∑
ϵ′,ϵ′′∈{±}

∫
Λ2

dydz

L2

∣∣∣Π(h,N ]
♯

(
(z, α, ϵ′′), (y, ν, ϵ′)

)∣∣∣ eκ2√||y−z||L ||y − z||L

≡ C∥∇v∥w1
∫
Λ2
B

dbdb′

L2

∣∣∣Π(h,N ]
♯ (b, b′)

∣∣∣ eκ2√δD(b,b′)δD(b, b′).

(C.8)

for a suitable constant C > 0. Expanding the expression of Π
(h,N ]
♯ and decomposing in scale

each propagator in the same fashion as Eq. (3.26) and lines below, we can estimate the r.h.s. of
Eq. (C.8) by

C ′∥∇v∥w1
∑

h+1≤j′≤j≤N
2−j∥g(j′)∥∞

∥∥g(j)( · )eκ2√2j || · ||L
∥∥
1
≤ CΠ

4
∥∇v∥w1

∑
h+1≤j′≤j≤N

2j
′−2j ,

for some CΠ > 0, where we used the fact that, according to Eq. (2.4),∥∥g(j)( · )eκ2√2j || · ||L
∥∥
1
≡

∑
s,s′∈{1,2}

∫
Λ
dx|g(j)s,s′(x)|e

κ
2

√
2j ||x||L ≤ K̃2−j ,

for a suitable constant K̃ > 0. Hence, as desired:

∥P (h)
♯ ∥w1 ≤ CΠ

4
∥∇v∥w1

∑
h+1≤j′≤j≤N

2j
′−2j ≤ CΠ2

−h∥∇v∥w1 .
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C.2 Proof of Proposition 5.1

For definiteness we discuss only the claims concerning Π̂
(h∗M ,N ]
µ,ν (p,M,mN , L) and

Π̂
(≤N)
µ,ν (p,mN , L); the discussion for T(h∗M ,N ] and T(≤N) follows similarly.

Limits: proof of Eq. (5.18). By exploiting the charge conjugation symmetry, Eq. (E.1),
combining the definition in Eq. (C.1) with the notations in Eq. (1.19), one explicitly obtains
that, for every p ∈ 2π

L Z2 ∩ (−π
a ,

π
a ]

2,

Π̂(≤N)
µ,ν (p,mN , L) =

1

8

∫
Λ∗
dk
∑
ϵ=±

eia(ϵkµ−kν−pν+
1−ϵ
2
pµ)Tr

{
(γµ − ϵr)ĝ(≤N)(k)(γν − r)ĝ(≤N)(k + p)

}
,

(C.9)

and Π
(h∗M ,N ]
µ,ν (p,M,mN , L) having the same expression with an extra factor (1−χh∗M (|k|)(1−

χh∗M (|k + p|)) under integral sign. Notice that the r.h.s. of Eq. (C.9) makes sense for every

p ∈ (−π
a ,

π
a ]

2, thus defining an extension of Π̂
(≤N)
µ,ν which is continuous w.r.t. p, as long as

mN ̸= 0. By rescaling k → ak = q ∈ aΛ∗ ≡ 2πa
L Z2 ∩ (−π, π]2, one finds that

Π̂(≤N)
µ,ν (p,mN , L) =

1

8

∫
aΛ∗

dq
∑
ϵ=±

ei(ϵqµ−qν−apν+
1−ϵ
2
apµ)Tr {(γµ − ϵr)g̃(q)(γν − r)g̃(k + ap)} , (C.10)

where g̃(q) = 2N ĝ(≤N)(2Nq) ≡
(
− i
∑

µ=0,1 γµ sin(qµ) + amN + 2r
∑

µ=0,1 sin
2(qµ/2)

)−1
.

The limit limL→∞ Π̂
(≤N)
µ,ν (p,mN , L) =: Π̂

(≤N)
µ,ν (p,mN ) can be characterized via the Poisson

summation formula [31, App. D], which establishes the convergence to the same expression
as the r.h.s. of Eq. (C.10) where the Riemann sum over aΛ∗ is replaced by the integral over
(−π

a ,
π
a ]

2. Besides the convergence is uniform w.r.t. p ∈ (−π
a ,

π
a ]

2 for any a > 0 and mN ̸= 0

fixed. Similar considerations hold for Π̂
(h∗M ,N ]
µ,ν (p,M,mN ) := limL→∞ Π̂

(h∗M ,N ]
µ,ν (p,M,mN , L). The

existence of Π̂
(h∗M ,N ]
µ,ν (p,M) := limmN→0 Π̂

(h∗M ,N ]
µ,ν (p,M,mN ) instead trivially follows from the

fact that M > 0 acts as an infrared cut-off. Finally, for p ̸= 0, the Dominated Convergence

Theorem17 implies that limM→0+ Π̂
(h∗M ,N ]
µ,ν (p,M) and limmN→0 Π̂

(≤N)
µ,ν (p,mN ) exist and are both

given by

Π̂µ,ν(p) :=
1

8

∫
(−π,π]2

d2q

(2π)2

∑
ϵ=±

ei(ϵqµ−qν−apν+
1−ϵ
2
apµ)Tr {(γµ − ϵr)g̃(q)(γν − r)g̃(q + ap)}

with the understanding that g̃(q) and g̃(q + ap) are both computed at mN = 0.

Computation of Π̂µ,ν(p): proof of Eq. (5.19). We start by rewriting Π̂µ,ν(p) = Π̂
(sing)
µ,ν (p) +

Π̂
(reg)
µ,ν (p), where

Π̂(sing)
µ,ν (p) :=

1

8

∫
(−π,π]2

d2q

(2π)2

∑
ϵ=±

Tr

{
(γµ − ϵr)

χ(|q|)
−i/q

(γν − r)
χ(|q + ap|)
−i(/q + a/p)

}
=

−
∑

α,β=0,1

∫
(−π,π]2

d2q

(2π)2
χ(|q|)χ(|q + ap|)qα(qβ + apβ)

4|q|2|q + p|2
Tr {γµγαγνγβ} , ∀p ̸= 0,

(C.11)

with /q ≡
∑

µ=0,1 γµqµ and we used that Tr{γµγνγα} = 0. Besides it is possible to show that

17It sufficient to observe that if p ̸= 0 then Tr
{
(γµ − ϵr)g̃(q)(γν − r)g̃(q + ap)

}
has two simple integrable

singularities at q = 0, q = −ap.
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Π̂(reg)
µ,ν (p) :=

1

8

∑
ϵ=±

∫
(−π,π]2

d2q

(2π)2

(
−Tr

{
(γµ − ϵr)χ(|q|)−i/q (γν − r)χ(|q+ap|)−i(/q+a/p)

}
+ ei(ϵqµ−qν−apν+

1−ϵ
2
apµ)Tr

{
(γµ − ϵr)g̃(q)(γν − r)g̃(q + ap)

}) (C.12)

is a well defined function of p ∈ (−π
a ,

π
a ]

2, included the case p = 0, where the integrand is
checked to be singular only at q = 0 with an integrable singularity, see Eqs. (C.16)-(C.17) and
comments nearby. To conclude it is enough to show the two following properties:

Π̂(sing)
µ,ν (p) =

1

8π|p|2
(2pµpν − |p|2δµ,ν) + R̃′

µ,ν(ap), p ̸= 0, (C.13)∣∣Π̂(reg)
µ,ν (p)− Π̂(reg)

µ,ν (0)
∣∣ ≤ C(a|p|)1/2, (C.14)

for some positive constant C and a function R̃′
µ,ν such that |R̃′

µ,ν(q)| ≤ C|q|1/2. Notice that

this concludes the proof of Eq. (5.19) with R̃µ,ν = R̃′
µ,ν + Π̂

(reg)
µ,ν , with the understanding that

R̃′
µ,ν(0) ≡ 0.

Proof of Eq. (C.13). Given ω = ±, we introduce γω := 1
2(−iγ0 − ωγ1) so that γµ =∑

ω=±Ωµ,ωγω, with Ωµ,ω = iδµ,0−ωδµ,1. Using that Tr{γµγαγνγβ} = 2(δµ,α+δµ,βδν,α−δµ,νδα,β),
one can check that Tr{γωγαγω′γβ} = δω,ω′(iωδα,0+δα,1)(iωδβ,0+δβ,1), which means that we can
rewrite Eq. (C.11) as

Π̂(sing)
µ,ν (p) =

∑
ω

ΩµωΩνω
4

∫
R2

d2q

(2π)2
χ(|q|)χ(|q + ap|)
Dω(q)Dω(q + ap)

, Dω(q) := −iq0 + ωq1. (C.15)

Now it is known [6, App. B.1] that the integral in Eq. (C.15) is given by 1
4π

D−ω(p)
Dω(p)

+ R̃′
ω(ap),

with |R̃′
ω(q)| ≤ C|q|1/2, so that letting 4R̃′

µ,ν(q) :=
∑

ω Ωµ,ωΩν,ωR̃
′
ω(q),

Π̂(sing)
µ,ν (p)− R̃′

µ,ν(ap) =
1

16π|p|2
∑
ω=±

Ωµ,ωΩν,ω(p
2
1 − p20 − 2iωp0p1)

=
1

8π|p|2
(
(p21 − p20)(−δµ0δν0 + δµ1δν1)− 2p0p1(δµ0δν1 + δµ1δν0)

)
=

1

8π|p|2
(2pµpν − δµ,ν |p|2).

Proof of Eq. (C.14). For p ∈ (−π
a ,

π
a ]

2 and |p| ≥ 1
2a

−1, by simple dimensional arguments

one can easily check that Π̂µ,ν(p) and Π̂
(sing)
µ,ν (p) are both bounded by constant, so that Eq.

(C.14) trivially holds for some constant C > 0. Hence we must analyze the case |p| ≤ 1
2a

−1.

Explicitly, we have that the expression in the r.h.s. can be further expanded as Π̂
(reg)
µ,ν (p) =

Π̂
(reg,1)
µ,ν (p) + Π̂

(reg,2)
µ,ν (p), where:

Π̂(reg,1)
µ,ν (p) =

1

8

∑
ϵ=±

∫
(−π,π]2

d2q

(2π)2

[(
1− χ(|q + ap|)

)
+ χ(|q + ap|)

(
1− χ(|q|)

)]
×

× ei(ϵqµ−qν−apν+
1−ϵ
2
apµ)Tr

{
(γµ − ϵr)g̃(q)(γν − r)g̃(q + ap)

}
,

(C.16)

Π̂(reg,2)
µ,ν (p) =

1

8

∑
ϵ=±

∫
(−π,π]2

d2q

(2π)2

(
ei(ϵqµ−qν−apν+

1−ϵ
2
apµ)Tr

{
(γµ − ϵr)g̃(q)(γν − r)g̃(q + ap)

}
− Tr

{
(γµ − ϵr) 1

−i/q (γν − r) 1
−i(/q+a/p)

})
χ(|q|)χ(|q + ap|).

(C.17)
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Now, since for |p| ≤ 1
2a

−1 we have that g̃(· + ap) is never singular on the support of 1 −
χ(| · +ap|), it follows that Π̂

(reg,1)
µ,ν is actually C∞ over the ball of radius 1

2a
−1;18

∣∣Π̂(reg,1)
µ,ν (p) −

Π̂
(reg,1)
µ,ν (0)

∣∣ = O(|ap|). In order to evaluate the continuity at zero of Π̂
(reg,2)
µ,ν we further decompose,

for p′ ∈ {0, p}, Π̂(reg,2)
µ,ν (p′) = Π̂

(reg,2,1)
µ,ν (p′; p) + Π̂

(reg,2,2)
µ,ν (p′; p), where the former (resp. the latter)

is defined as the r.h.s. of Eq. (C.17) with the integral restricted to the ball (resp. the complement
of the ball) of radius

√
a|p|. Since the integrand in the r.h.s. of Eq. (C.17) can be bounded, up

to a constant, by (|q||q + ap|)−1, we find that∣∣Π̂(reg,2,1)
µ,ν (p; p)− Π̂(reg,2,1)

µ,ν (0; p)
∣∣ ≤∣∣Π̂(reg,2,1)

µ,ν (p; p)
∣∣+ ∣∣Π̂(reg,2,1)

µ,ν (0; p)
∣∣ ≤ ∫

|q|≤
√
a|p|

d2q

(2π)2

[
O
(

1
|q+ap|

)
+ O

(
1
|q|

)]
= O

(√
a|p|

)
.

About Π̂
(reg,2,2)
µ,ν (p′; p), letting F (q, ap) be the integrand in the r.h.s. of Eq. (C.17), after

writing F (q, ap) − F (q, 0) =
∫ 1
0 ds ∂sF (q, asp), by dimensional considerations one finds that

|F (q, ap)− F (q, 0)| ≤ O
(
a|p|
|q|2

)
, for any |q| ≥

√
a|p| and |p| ≤ 1

2a
−1. Therefore:

∣∣Π̂(reg,2,2)
µ,ν (p; p)−Π̂(reg,2,2)

µ,ν (0; p)
∣∣ ≤ ∫√

a|p|≤|q|≤
√
2π

d2q

(2π)2
O
(
a|p|
|q|2

)
= O

(
a|p| log

(
1
a|p|
))

≤ O
(√

a|p|
)
,

which concludes the proof of Eq. (C.14). □

D The tree expansion

In this appendix we prove Eq. (2.26). It is convenient to introduce the dimensionless norm

∥W̃ (h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ ∥(h) := 2−hDsc∥W̃ (h)|q,q

n;ṅ;n̈ ∥w1 . In terms of such norm one readily finds the following partial
result.

Lemma D.1. There exists C ≥ 1 such that for every τ ∈ Th,N and P ∈ Pτ ,

∥W̃ [τ,P]∥(hv0−1) ≤
∏

v∈V (τ)\{v0}

2(hv−hv′ )Dsc(Pv)
∏

v∈Ve(τ)

C |Pv |∥W (hv−1)
Pv

∥(hv−1), (D.1)

with the understanding that v′ is the vertex which precedes v on τ .

We postpone the proof of Lemma D.1 to the end of this section. Using the bound of Eq.
(D.1) inside Eq. (2.13), and recalling that only trees with hv0 = h+ 1 contribute, we have:19

∥W̃ (h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ ∥(h) ≤

∗∑
τ∈Th,N

∗∗∑
P∈Pτ

∥∥W̃ [τ,P]
∥∥
(hv0−1)

≤ 4|Pv0 |
∗∑

τ∈Th,N

∗∗∑
P∈Pτ

∏
v∈V (τ)

2(hv−hv′ )Dsc(Pv)
∏

v∈Ve(τ)

C |Pv |∥W (hv−1)
Pv

∥(hv−1),

(D.2)

where in order to simplify the expression, we have extended the product
∏
v 2

(hv−hv′ )Dsc(Pv)

also to v = v0, at the cost of a factor 4|Pv0 |, which can be reabsorbed in the constant C. Now

18The smoothness is obvious for the contribution to the r.h.s. of Eq. (C.16) from the term 1 − χ(|q + ap|) in
square brackets. For the contribution from χ(|q + ap|)

(
1− χ(|q|)

)
, one can first extend the integral over R2 and

then perform the change of variable q 7→ q − ap, from which the smoothness of the integral follows.
19Note that the operator S in the r.h.s. of Eq. (2.13) plays no role in view of an upper bound.
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by construction Dsc(Pv) ≤ −1 for every v ∈ V (τ) (here is why it is important to stop the
expansion of the tree as soon as a non-irrelevant kernel, i.e. Dsc ≥ 0, is encountered), except
eventually for the vertex following the root and for the endpoints associated with non-irrelevant
terms, for which, however, the quantity hv − hv′ is fixed to be 1. Moreover, if Dsc(Pv) ≤ −1,

Dsc(Pv) ≤ −1
8 |P

ψ
v | too, with Pψv the set of field labels associated with ψ variables. Hence one

can write: ∏
v∈V (τ)

2(hv−hv′ )Dsc(Pv) ≤ 8|Ve|+1
∏

v∈V (τ)

2−
1+θ
2

(hv−hv′ )
∏

v∈V (τ)

2−
1−θ
16

|Pψv |.

The pre-factor 8|Ve|+1 can be absorbed into the constant C in the r.h.s. of Eq. (D.2), while

the factor
∏
v∈V (τ) 2

− 1−θ
16

|Pψv | can be used to bound the sum over P for any fixed configuration
PVe ≡ {Pv}v∈Ve(τ). All in all [29, App. A.6]:

∥W̃ (h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ ∥(h) ≤

∗∑
τ∈Th,N

∗∗∑
PVe

∏
v∈V (τ)

2−
1+θ
2

(hv−hv′ )
∏

v∈Ve(τ)

C ′|Pv |∥W (hv−1)
Pv

∥(hv−1), (D.3)

with a suitable constant C ′ ≥ 1. Now the quantity ∥W (hv−1)
Pv

∥(hv−1) can be bounded as
follows, for every ϵ > 0:

∥W (hv−1)
Pv

∥(hv−1) ≤



Rλ2−(1+ϑ)(hv−1) ≤ Rλ, Pv ∼ ψ2;
Cq1λ

q−1, Pv ∼ ψ2q with q ≥ 2;

C1λ
n−1
2 λ

1−ϵ
2

(q−1), Pv ∼ G(n)ψ2q with q ∈ {1, n};
C1λ

n−1
2 λ

1−ϵ
2

(q−1), Pv ∼ Ġ(n)ψ2q with q ∈ {1, n− 1};
C1λ

5
8
nλ

3
8
(1−ϵ)q, Pv ∼ G̈(n)ψ2n−2.

(D.4)

with a suitable C1 ≥ 1, and for λ small enough, say20 λ ≤ (C ′
1R

4)−1. The convenience for

losing a power ϵ in λ is to get in general a pre-factor C1 instead of C
|Pv |
1 , in the r.h.s. above.

The bounds in Eq. (D.4) can be checked to imply the following estimate for the r.h.s. of Eq.
(D.3), after performing the sum

∑∗∗
PVe

:

∥W̃ (h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ ∥(h) ≤ C

1+dimn+dim ṅ+dim n̈
2 λd

∑
τ∈T̃h,N

2−
1+θ
2

(hv−hv′ )λϵ
′
(
|Ve|−max{1,dimn+dim ṅ+dim n̈}

)
×

×
{
R q = 1, |n| = |ṅ| = |n̈| = 0
1 otherwise,

(D.5)

for some C2 ≥ 1 and ϵ′ small enough, where T̃h,N is the set of Gallavotti-Nicolò trees with
number of endpoints ≥ max

{
1, dimn+dim ṅ+dim n̈

}
, and such that all the vertices except the

endpoints are branching nodes. Note that the parameter R appears in the r.h.s. of Eq. (D.5)

only if we are considering the kernel W
(h)|1,1
∅;∅;∅ : for every other kernel, indeed, every factor R can

be checked to be always accompanied with some extra factor λ
1
2 , and Rλ

1
2 ≤ 1 for λ ≤ R−2.

Now the sum in the r.h.s. of Eq. (D.5) can be bounded by∑
τ∈T̃h,N

2−θ(hmax(τ)−h)2−
1−θ
2

(hv−hv′ )λϵ
′
(
|Ve|−max{1,dimn+dim ṅ+dim n̈}

)
, (D.6)

20The dependence R−4 comes by requiring ∥W (h)|2,2
∅;∅;∅ ∥w1 ≤ Cλ, with C independent of R, cf. the second of Eq.

(2.18).
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with hmax(τ) the highest scale over all the endpoints of τ . Note that in the case the kernel
has labels n̈ ̸= ∅, i.e. there is at least one field G̈, we must have hmax(τ) = N + 1, since by
construction there are no endpoints with a field G̈ at lower scales. Finally, the sum in the r.h.s.

of Eq. (D.6) is readily checked to be bounded by
(
8(2

1−θ
2 − 1)−1

)2max
{
1,dimn+dim ṅ+dim n̈

}
for λ

small enough, therefore:

∥W̃ (h)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ ∥(h) ≤ C

1+dimn+dim ṅ+dim n̈
3 λd ×


2θ(h−N), |n̈| ≥ 1
R, q = 1, |n| = |ṅ| = |n̈| = 0
1, otherwise,

with C3 = C2

(
8(2

1−θ
2 − 1)−1

)2
and again λ small enough (say λ ≤ (C4R

4)−1 for a suitable
constant C4 ≥ 1). The claim of Proposition 2.1 follows with C0 := (1− 2θ−1)−1max{C3, C4}.

In order to complete the proof of Eq. (2.26), we need to prove Lemma D.1.

Proof of Lemma D.1. The starting point is Eq. (2.14):

W̃ [τ,P](η; b; ḃ; b̈) =
σP
sv0 !

∫
ΛF

dη
Qv0

ET(hv0 )
(
ψP̃w1

, . . . , ψP̃wsv0

) sv0∏
j=1

W̃ [τ,Pwj ]
(
(η; b; ḃ; b̈)Pwj

)
,

from which we find:∥∥W̃ [τ,P]
∥∥
(hv0−1)

≤ 2−(hv0−1)Dsc(Pv0 )

L2sv0 !

∫
ΛB

dbv0

∫
ΛF

dη
v0
e
κ
2

√
δD(bv0

,η
v0

)
×

×
∣∣ET(hv0 )(ψP̃w1

, . . . , ψP̃wsv0

)∣∣ sv0∏
j=1

∣∣W̃ [τ,Pwj ]
(
(η; b; ḃ; b̈)Pwj

)∣∣, (D.7)

where bv0 ≡ bPv0
and η

v0
=
(
η
Pv0

, η
Qv0

). As a standard corollary of the Battle-Brydges-

Federbush-Kennedy formula [29, Eq. (4.43)] and the Gram-Hadamard inequality [29, Sect.
A.3.4], we have the following bound:∣∣ET(hv0 )(ψP̃w1

, . . . , ψP̃wsv0

)∣∣ ≤ C
|Qv0 |
1 2

1
2
hv0 (

∑sv0
j=1 |P

ψ
wj

|−|Pψv0 |−2(sv0−1))
∑
T

∏
(f,f ′)∈T

|g(hv0 )ηf ,ηf ′ |, (D.8)

with a suitable C1 ≥ 1, where
∑

T is the sum over all the spanning trees over the clusters
P̃w1 , . . . ,

˜Pws , made of sv0 − 1 edges, each of them connecting a field label f ∈ P̃wi , associated
with a Grassmann variable ψ−

ηf
, with a field label f ′ ∈ P̃wj (with j ̸= i), associated with ψ+

ηf ′
.

Plugging the r.h.s. of Eq. (D.8) into the r.h.s. of Eq. (D.7), and using that

√
δD(bv0 , ηv0

) ≤
sv0∑
j=1

√
δD(bPwj

, η
Pwj

) +
∑

(f,f ′)∈T

√
δD(ηf , ηf ′),

we find:∥∥W̃ [τ,P]
∥∥
(hv0−1)

≤

2−(hv0−1)Dsc(Pv0 )2
1
2
hv0 (

∑sv0
j=1 |P

ψ
wj

|−|Pψv0 |−2(sv0−1))C
|Qv0 |
1

L2sv0 !

∑
T

∫
ΛB

dbv0

∫
ΛF

dη
v0
×

×
∏

(f,f ′)∈T

(
e
κ
2

√
δD(ηf ,ηf ′ )|g(hv0 )ηf ,ηf ′ |

) sv0∏
j=1

(
e
κ
2

√
δD
(
bPwj

,η
Pwj

)∣∣W̃ [τ,Pwj ]
(
(η; b; ḃ; b̈)Pwj

)∣∣).
(D.9)
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By performing standard tree-stripping estimates on T [29, Sect. 6.2], we get:

∥∥W̃ [τ,P]
∥∥
(hv0−1)

≤ 2−(hv0−1)Dsc(Pv0 )2
1
2
hv0 (

∑sv0
j=1 |P

ψ
wj

|−|Pψv0 |−2(sv0−1))C
|Qv0 |
1

sv0 !
×

×
∑
T

∏
(f,f ′)∈T

∥∥g(hv0 )∥∥w
1

sv0∏
j=1

∥∥W̃ [τ,Pwj ]
∥∥w
1
.

(D.10)

Now, using the fact that ∥g(h)∥w1 = O(2−h) (cf. Eq. (2.4)), that the number of spanning trees
T is bounded by sv0 !e

2|Qv0 | [29, Lemma A.5], and recalling the definition of the norm ∥ · ∥(h) at
the beginning of this section, we find:∥∥W̃ [τ,P]

∥∥
(hv0−1)

≤ 2
(hv0−1)

[
−Dsc(Pv0 )+

1
2

∑sv0
j=1 |P

ψ
wj

|− 1
2
|Pψv0 |−2(sv0−1)

]
C

|Qv0 |
2 ×

×
sv0∏
j=1

2(hwj−1)Dsc(Pwj )
∥∥W̃ [τ,Pwj ]

∥∥
(hwj−1)

,
(D.11)

with a suitable C2 ≥ 1. Now in the r.h.s. of Eq. (D.11) we write hwj − 1 = (hwj − hv0) +

(hv0 −1), and using the fact that
∑sv0

j=1

(
|PGwj |+ |P Ġwj |+2|P G̈wj |

)
= |PGv0 |+ |P Ġv0 |+2|P G̈v0 | (no source

fields can be integrated), we note that

−Dsc(Pv0) +
1
2

sv0∑
j=1

|Pψwj | −
1
2 |P

ψ
v0 | − 2sv0 + 2 +

sv0∑
j=1

Dsc(Pwj ) =

= −2 + 1
2 |P

ψ
v0 |+ |PGv0 |+ |P Ġv0 |+ 2|P G̈v0 |+

1
2

sv0∑
j=1

|Pψwj | −
1
2 |P

ψ
v0 | − 2sv0 + 2+

+

sv0∑
j=1

(
2− 1

2 |P
ψ
wj | − |PGwj | − |P Ġwj | − 2|P G̈wj |

)
= 0.

Therefore Eq. (D.11) becomes

∥∥W̃ [τ,P]
∥∥
(hv0−1)

≤ C
|Qv0 |
2

sv0∏
j=1

2(hwj−hv0 )Dsc(Pwj )
∥∥W̃ [τ,Pwj ]

∥∥
(hwj−1)

, (D.12)

which, once iterated over the vertices of τ , yields the desired bound in Eq. (D.1).

E Symmetries

In this section we present the symmetries of the massive lattice QED2: for definiteness we state
them only for model with external sources G(J), B, φ, obtained right after the integration of the
boson field A. However, the same symmetries hold for the model which includes the auxiliary
external fields G, Ġ, G̈, Eqs. (1.44), (4.2), with the understanding that the transformation for

the variables G
(n)
b , Ġ

(n)
b , G̈

(n)
b is the same as the one for G(J) prescribed in the following lemma.

Lemma E.1. The potential V(ψ;G(J)) + (φ,ψ) + (B,O5) and the Gaussian integrations P (h)

(cf. Eq. (1.21) and comments after Eq. (2.5)) are separately invariant under the following
symmetries, with the understanding that the transformation for φ± is the same as for ψ±.

1. Global U(1): (Uαψ)
±
x,s := e±iαψ±

x,s, for every α ∈ [0, 2π).
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2. Charge conjugation:{
(Qψ)+x,s :=

∑
s′ ψ

−
x,s′(γ1)s,s′

(Qψ)−x,s :=
∑

s′(γ1)s,s′ψ
+
x,s′

,

{
(QG)b(J) := Gb(J)

(QB)b := Bb,
(E.1)

where b ≡ (x, µ, ϵ) = (x, µ,−ϵ).

3. Axes flip: {
(Fψ)+x,s :=

∑
s′ ψ

+
Tx,s′F

∗
s,s′

(Fψ)−x,s :=
∑

s′ Fs,s′ψ
−
Tx,s′

,

{
(FG)b(J) := GTb(J)
(FB)b := −BTb,

(E.2)

where F ≡ 1√
2
(γ0−γ1)γ5 ≡ 1√

2

(
i 1
−1 −i

)
, Tx ≡ (x1, x0) and T (x, µ, ϵ) ≡ (Tx, 1−µ, ϵ).

4. Parity:{
(Pψ)+x,s :=

∑
s′ ψ

+
Px,s′(γ5γ1)s′,s

(Pψ)−x,s :=
∑

s′(γ1γ5)s,s′ψ
−
Px,s′

,

{
(PG)b(J) := GPb(J)

(PB)x,µ,ϵ := (−1)µ−1BPx,µ,ϵ,
(E.3)

where Px ≡ (x0,−x1) and P (x, µ, ϵ) ≡ (Px− δµ,12
−N ê1, µ, (−1)µϵ).

Proof.

1. Global U(1) is straightforward since every field ψ+ or φ+ is always accompanied with a
field ψ− or φ−.

2. We note that γT1 γ
T
µ γ1 = γµ and γT1 γ1 = −1, hence, recalling that Ox,µ,+(ψ) ≡ 1

2ψ
+
x (γµ −

r)ψ−
x+2−N êµ

and Ox,µ,−(ψ) = −1
2ψ

+
x+2−N êµ

(γµ + r)ψ−
x , we find:{

Ox,µ,+(Qψ) = −1
2ψ

+
x+2−N êµ

γT1 (γ
T
µ − r)γ1ψ

−
x = −1

2ψ
+
x+2−N êµ

(γµ + r)ψ−
x = Ox,µ,−(ψ)

Ox,µ,−(Qψ) =
1
2ψ

+
x γ

T
1 (γ

T
µ + r)γ1ψ

−
x+2−N êµ

= 1
2ψ

+
x (γµ − r)ψ−

x+2−N êµ
= Ox,µ,+(ψ).

Besides, recalling Eqs. (1.22), (1.23), and noting that gAb,b′ = gA
b,b

′ , we see that

wn,m(b, b
′) = wn,m(b, b

′
), from which the invariance of V(ψ;G(J)) follows. Moreover, since

γT1 (γµγ5)
Tγ1 = −γT1 γT5 γ1γT1 γTµ γ1 = −γ5γµ = γµγ5, we see that O5;x,µ,−ϵ(Qψ) = O5;x,µ,ϵ(ψ),

which implies the invariance of the term (B,O5). The invariance of the Grassmann inte-
gration P (h) means E(h)(f(·)) = E(h)(f(Q·)) for every Grassmann polynomial f . In force of
the Grassmannian Wick rule [29, Eq. (4.20)], it is sufficient to focus on the case in which
f is quadratic, so that the simple expectation reduces to the single-scale propagator.

E(h)

(
(Qψ)−x,s(Qψ)

+
y,s′
)
= −

(
γ1g

(h)(y − x)γT1
)
s′,s

=

−
∫
Λ∗
dke−ik·(y−x)fh(|k|)

(
γ1
(
− i/s(k) +mN +MN (k)

)−1
γT1

)
s′,s

=

−
∫
Λ∗
dke−ik·(y−x)fh(|k|)

(
− i/s(k)T −mN −MN (k)

)−1

s′,s
=∫

Λ∗
dke−ik·(x−y)fh(|k|)

(
− i/s(k) +mN +MN (k)

)−1

s,s′
= E(h)(ψ

−
x,sψ

+
y,s′),

where we introduced fh(|k|) ≡ χh(|k|) − χh−1(|k|) for 0 ≤ h < N and fN (|k|) ≡ 1 −
χN−1(|k|), and we used that sµ(−k) = −sµ(k) and MN (−k) =MN (k).
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3. We observe that F †γµF = γ1−µ, with F
† the Hermitian conjugate of F , therefore:{

Ox,µ,+(Fψ) =
1
2ψ

+
Tx(γ1−µ − r)ψ−

Tx+2−N ê1−µ
= OTx,1−µ,+(ψ)

Ox,µ,−(Fψ) = −1
2ψ

+
Tx+2−N ê1−µ

(γ1−µ + r)ψ−
Tx = OTx,1−µ,−(ψ).

Recalling also that gAb,b′ = gATb,Tb′ , which implies that wn,m(b, b
′) = wn,m(Tb, T b

′), the

invariance of V follows. For the chiral current we use the fact that F †γ5F = −γ5, and so
O5;Tx,µ,ϵ(Fψ) = −O5;x,1−µ,ϵ(ψ). For the Grassmann integration, we have

E(h)

(
(Fψ)−x,s(Fψ)

+
y,s′
)
=
(
Fg(h)(T (x− y))F †

)
s,s′

=∫
Λ∗
dke−iTk·(x−y)fh(|k|)

(
F
(
− i/s(k) +mN +MN (k)

)−1
F †
)
s,s′

=∫
Λ∗
dke−ik·(x−y)fh(|k|)

(
F
(
− i/s(Tk) +mN +MN (Tk)

)
F †
)−1

s,s′
=∫

Λ∗
dke−ik·(x−y)fh(|k|)

(
− i/s(k) +mN +MN (k)

)−1
= E(h)(ψ

−
x,sψ

+
y,s′),

where we used sµ(k) = s1−µ(Tk) and MN (k) =MN (Tk).

4. We observe that γ5γ1γµγ1γ5 = (−1)µγµ, which implies, by inspection, Ob(Pψ) = OPb(ψ).
On the other hand we have gAb,b′ = gAPb,Pb′ , so wn,m(b, b

′) = wn,m(Pb, Pb
′), which implies

the invariance of V under parity. Moreover, we note that (γ5γ1)γµγ5(γ1γ5) = (−1)µ−1γµγ5,
hence O5;Px,µ,ϵ(Pψ) = (−1)µ−1O5;x,µ,ϵ(ψ). Finally:

E(h)

(
(Pψ)−x,s(Pψ)

+
y,s′
)
=
(
γ1γ5g

(h)(P (x− y))γ5γ1

)
s,s′

=∫
Λ∗
dke−iPk·(x−y)fh(|k|)

(
(γ5γ1)

−1
(
− i/s(k) +mN +MN (k)

)−1
(γ1γ5)

−1
)
s,s′

=∫
Λ∗
dke−iPk·(x−y)fh(|k|)

(
(γ1γ5)

(
− i/s(Pk) +mN +MN (Pk)

)
(γ5γ1)

)−1

s,s′
=∫

Λ∗
dke−ik·(x−y)fh(|k|)

(
− i/s(k) +mN +MN (k)

)−1
= E(h)(ψ

−
x,sψ

+
y,s′),

where we used that (γµγ5)
−1 = γ5γµ, sµ(Pk) = (−1)µsµ(k) and MN (Pk) =MN (k).

F Overview of the continuum limit

We briefly present the scheme of the proof for showing the existence of the limit N → ∞ of the
kernels of the generating functional in Eq. (1.35).

One would like to show the existence of the N → ∞ limit of the Fourier transforms of the
kernels W

(u.v.;N)
q,q′;q̃,q̃′;p;p′ of the generating functional, cf. Eqs. (1.35)-(1.36), given (for instance if

q̃ = q̃′ = p = p′ = 0) by

Ŵ
(u.v.;N)
q,q;0,0;0;0

(
(k, s), (k′, s′)

)
:=

1

L2

∫
Λ2q
N

dxdx′ei(k·x+k
′·x′)W

(u.v.;N)
q,q;0,0;0;0

(
η, η′; b), k, k′ ∈ (Λ∗

N )
q

(F.1)

with ΛN ≡ Λ and Λ∗
N ≡ Λ∗ for which we have made the dependence on N explicit in every

expression, recall the notations below Eq. (1.17).
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It is then enough to show a Cauchy property, i.e. (assuming with no loss of generality
h∗M = 0) that for every k, k′ ∈

(
2π
L Z2

)q
,∣∣Ŵ (u.v.;N)

q,q;0,0;0;0

(
(k, s), (k′, s′)

)
− Ŵ

(u.v.;N ′)
q,q;0,0;0;0

(
(k, s), (k′, s′)

)∣∣ ≤ C1+qλmax{1, 2
5
q}2−θmin{N,N ′}, (F.2)

for any N,N ′ large enough, with a suitable C > 0 and θ ∈ (0, 1). Notice that the r.h.s of
Eq. (F.2) is the same as the r.h.s. of Eq. (1.37) times a small factor 2−θmin{N,N ′}.

Since any kernel in Fourier space is bounded in absolute value by the L1 norm of its position-
space counterpart (cf. Eq. (1.31)), and since for a non-perturbative multiscale analysis we are
induced to work in position space, a natural way to derive Eq. (F.2) is by proving that the
kernels W (u.v.;N) are Cauchy sequences in L1 norm.

Comparing different lattices: smearing. The first issue is that, in presence of a lattice
regularization, the kernels W (u.v.;N) and W (u.v.;N ′) are apriori defined on different lattices when-
ever, without loss of generality, N < N ′. In order to give a meaning to W (u.v.;N) −W (u.v.;N ′),
we introduce a mollifier dN given by

dN (x) :=
1

L2

∫
Λ∗
∞

dk e−ik·xχ(γ
−N

2 |k|), x ∈ Λ∞ := R2/(LZ2),

with Λ∗
∞ ≡ 2π

L Z2, χ defined after Eq. (1.33) and 1 < γ ≤ 2 (e.g. γ =
√
2), and we define a

smeared version of the kernels, denoted by W(u.v;N), obtained via convolution with dN , namely:{
W(u.v;N)(x1, . . . , xq) :=

∫
ΛqN

dy1 . . . dyqW
(u.v.;N)(y1, . . . , yq)

∏q
j=1 dN (xj − yj)

W(u.v;N ′)(x1, . . . , xq) :=
∫
Λq
N′
dy1 . . . dyqW

(u.v.;N ′)(y1, . . . , yq)
∏q
j=1 dN (xj − yj).

Note that Eq. (F.2) follows for maxqj=1{|kj |, |k′j |} ≤ γN ,21 if we show that∥∥W(u.v.);N
q,q;0,0;0;0 −W

(u.v.);N ′

q,q;0,0;0;0

∥∥
L1(Λ∞)

≤ C1+qλmax{1, 2
5
q}2−θN , (F.3)

where ∥ · ∥L1(Λ∞) stands for Eq. (1.31) on Λ∞.

We stress that, since the smearing procedure cuts off all the modes |k| ≥ 2γN (χ = 0 on
[1,∞)), the nested use of the smearing by dN within the multiscale scheme would implicitly
exclude all the contributions to correlation functions coming from modes at least greater than
2γN , and this would be equivalent to saying that the lattice theory is well approximated by
its continuum counterpart with a momentum cut-off. The latter property turns out to be

actually incorrect, as one readily realizes that the there are three irreducible diagrams, Π̂
(0,N ]
µ,ν (p),

Π̂
(0,N ]
5;µ,ν (p) and T(0,N ], defined in Eqs. (C.1) and (5.8), which admit non-negligible contributions

from momenta of size ∼ 2N . In fact it is possible to show that

lim
N→∞

T(0,N ] = −
∫
(−π,π]2

d2q

(2π)2
e−iq0

is̃0(q)− rM̃(q)

|s̃(q)|2 + M̃(q)2
, (F.4)

where M̃(q) ≡ 2r
∑

µ sin
2(
qµ
2 ) and s̃µ(q) ≡ sin(qµ). In the integral in the r.h.s. of Eq. (F.4),

q has the interpretation of “rescaled momentum”, namely q = 2−Nk ∈ 2−NΛ∗
N : this shows that

in the limit N → ∞ all the contribution comes from momenta k ∈ Λ∗ such that |k| ≥ 2N(1−ϵ),

for any ϵ > 0. Similar considerations apply to the bubble graphs Π̂
(0,N ]
µ,ν (0) and Π̂

(0,N ]
5;µ,ν (0).

21Recall indeed that the cut-off χ equals 1 on [0, 1
2
], hence the convolution by dN does not affect the Fourier

transform for momenta smaller than γN .
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The Cauchy property. In virtue of the previous discussion one realizes that in order to
prove Eq. (F.3), a refinement of Theorem 3.1 must be taken into account. In particular (see last
paragraph for more details), it turns out that each non-irrelevant kernel can be decomposed as

W
(h;N)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ = w

(h;N)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ + RW

(h;N)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ ,

where w
(h;N)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ is explicit, expressed in terms of the three diagrams above Eq. (F.4), while

RW
(h;N)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ admits a bound with an extra improvement which is at least 2−h smaller than the

naive, dimensional one, 2hDsc (cf. Eq. (2.12)).22

With this decomposition, fix e.g. γ =
√
2 and assume for simplicity N,N ′ to be multiples of

4, with N ′ > N ; we can divide the range of scales into two different regimes as follows.

1. N/4 ≤ h ≤ N . In this regime, all the information about the theory is carried by the

dominant part w
(h;N)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ of the marginal kernels, since the terms coming from RW

(h;N)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈

contribute with an extra factor 2−hϑ ≤ 2−
Nϑ
4 . Then in order to obtain Eq. (F.3), one uses

the splitting of W
(h;N)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ and the fact that∥∥w(h;N)|q,q

n;ṅ;n̈ − w
(h;N ′)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈

∥∥w
L1(Λ∞)

= O(2−N/4), (F.5)

which follows from the explicit convergence of the graphs Π̂(h,N ](0) and T(h,N ] to their
continuum limit, namely

Π̂(h,N ](0)− lim
N→∞

Π̂(h,N ](0) = O(2−
2
3
N ) + O(2h−N ),

T(h,N ] − lim
N→∞

T(h,N ] = O(2−
2
3
N ) + O(2h−N ).

2. 0 ≤ h ≤ N/4. This regime is analyzed via the same inductive structure adopted in Sections
2, 3 for the proof of Theorem 3.1, with the difference that now the bounds in Eqs. (2.18)-

(2.21) and Eqs. (2.22)-(2.24) involve, in their l.h.s., the differences W
(h;N)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ −W

(h;N ′)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈

rather than the kernels W
(h;N)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ themselves, and in the r.h.s. an extra smallness factor,

say 2−N/8, is also present. The strategy is again based on a two-fold procedure.

As a first step one proves the counterpart of Proposition 2.1, establishing the smallness of

the difference W
(h;N)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ −W

(h;N ′)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ for all the kernels, assuming it true for the relevant

and marginal ones. This task is carried out by exploiting the tools of the tree expansion
(cf. Section 2.2), combined with the dimensional bounds for the difference of fermionic
propagators:(

dN ∗ g(h)N ∗ dN
)
(x, y)−

(
dN ∗ g(h)N ′ ∗ dN

)
(x, y) = O

(
22h−Ne−κ4

√
2h||x−y||L

)
(F.6)

for a suitable κ4 > 0. Note that the r.h.s. of Eq. (F.6) has a gain factor 2h−N w.r.t. the

dimensional bound for g
(h)
N itself (cf. Eq. (2.4)), and for, say, h ≤ N

2 , such gain is better

than 2−
N
2 .

Then, as a second step, we are left with proving the smallness of W
(h;N)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ −W

(h;N ′)|q,q
n;ṅ;n̈ for

the non-irrelevant kernels, and this can be done in the same spirit as Section 3, starting

22For instance, in the first nontrivial case
∥∥RW (h;N)|2,2

∅;∅;∅

∥∥w
1

≤ Rλ
5
4 2−h, which must be compared with Eq.

(2.18)).
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from the exact identities among the kernels (see e.g. Lemma 3.2), and exploiting induc-
tively the bounds from the tree expansion, together with the bound for the difference of
boson propagators: (

dN ∗ gAN ∗ dN
)
(x, y)−

(
dN ∗ gAN ′ ∗ dN

)
(x, y) =

O
(
2−Ne−κ4

√
||x−y||L

)
+ O

(
2N ′−N

2 e−κ4
√

2−
N
2 ||x−y||L

)
,

and of fermion propagators (Eq. (F.6)).

Extracting the leading terms: refinement of Theorem 3.1. As explained above, in
order for the previous strategy above to work, one needs to isolate the contribution from the

diagrams Π̂
(h,N ]
µ,ν , Π̂

(h,N ]
5;µ,ν and T(h,N ] in the multiscale analysis, and analyze their continuum limit

separately. Such graphs typically appear in the kernels W (h) in the form of a geometrical series
(corresponding to the sum of all the reducible diagrams), whose sum gives raise to

Υ(h,N ](b, b′) := δµ,νϵϵ
′
∫
Λ∗
N

dk
e−ik·(x−y)

|σ(k)|2 +M2 − 2λ
(
2Π̂(h,N ](0) + T(h,N ]

) , (F.7)

with the understanding that b = (x, µ, ϵ), b′ = (y, ν, ϵ′) and Π̂(h,N ](0) ≡ Π̂
(h,N ]
0,0 (0) (recall

that by Lemma C.1, Π̂
(h,N ]
µ,ν (0) = δµ,νΠ̂

(h,N ]
0,0 (0)).23 Let us show how to establish the dimensional

improvement for a restricted class of kernels, namely W
(h;N)|0,0
(n,n′);∅;∅ . It turns out that the dominant

part of these kernels is given by

w
(h;N)|0,0
(n,n′);∅;∅ = (nn′)2

(
λT(h,N ]gA

)∗(n−1)
∗
(
1+ λΩ(h,N ]

)
∗Π(h,N ] ∗

(
λT(h,N ]gA

)∗(n′−1)
, (F.8)

so that∥∥gA ∗ RW (h;N)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅

∥∥w
1
≤ Rλ2−h;

∥∥RW (h;N)|0,0
(n,n′);∅;∅

∥∥w
1
≤ λ

n+n′−2
2 2−h ∀n+ n′ ≥ 3. (F.9)

The strategy for showing the dimensional improvement for RW
(h;N)|0,0
(n,n′);∅;∅ is qualitatively the

same as that discussed in Sections 2, 3. However, while the part related to Proposition 2.1 is
proved almost identically, the inductive part (the part of Section 3) is way more involved, as we
are going to show.

As a first step, using the same expansions introduced in Section 3 (see Fig. 10 for the kernel

W
(h;N)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ ), one realizes that most of the terms have the right dimensional factor 2−h as in

the r.h.s of Eq. (F.9). Regarding the kernel W
(h;N)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ , the only contributions without such

dimensional improvement are the non-interacting bubble Π(h,N ] and graph (c′) of Fig. 10. Then
one proceeds by isolating all the terms of the expansion which do not possess the dimensional

improvement 2−h; in the case of the kernels W
(h;N)|0,0
(n,n′);∅;∅ we have:

W
(h;N)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ = Π(h,N ] + 2

∑
n≥1

1
n2λΠ

(h,N ] ∗ gA ∗W (h;N)|0,0
(n,1);∅;∅ + O(λ2−h), (F.10)

W
(h;N)|0,0
(n,n′);∅;∅ = n2

(n−1)2
λT(h,N ]gA ∗W (h;N)|0,0

(n−1,n′);∅;∅ + O
(
λ
n+n′−1

2 2−h
)
, n ≥ 2, (F.11)

23As established by Eqs. (5.14) and (5.15), if h = 0 the quantity −2λ
(
2Π̂(h,N ](0) + T(h,N ]

)
appearing in the

r.h.s. of Eq. (F.9) is exactly the lowest order contribution to the correlation function Σ̂
(u.v.)
µ,ν (0).
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where O(·) is understood w.r.t. the weighted L1 norm (cf. Eq. (1.31)). Eqs. (F.10), (F.11)

can be regarded as a system of linear equations in the variables
{
W

(h;N)|0,0
(n,n′);∅;∅

}
n≥n′≥1

. First, by

an iterative use of Eq. (F.11), we find that

W
(h;N)|0,0
(n,n′);∅;∅ =

(nn′)2(λT(h,N ]gA)∗(n−1) ∗W (k)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ ∗ (λT

(h,N ]gA)∗(n
′−1) + O

(
λ

1
2λ

n+n′−2
2 2−h

)
.

(F.12)

Now, combining Eq. (F.10) with Eq. (F.12), and letting Γ(h,N ] :=
∑

n≥0(λT
(h,N ]gA)∗n, we

find that
W

(h;N)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ = Π(h,N ] + 2λΠ(h,N ] ∗ gA ∗ Γ(h,N ] ∗W (h;N)|0,0

(1,1);∅;∅ + O(λ2−h). (F.13)

Moreover, by convoluting with gA both sides of Eq. (F.13), writing gA ∗ Π(h,N ] as
Π̂(h,N ](0)gA+

(
gA ∗Π(h,N ]− Π̂(h,N ](0)gA

)
and applying Item 3 of Lemma C.1, we further obtain:

gA ∗
(
W

(h;N)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ −Π(h,N ] − 2λΠ̂(h,N ](0)gA ∗ Γ(h,N ] ∗W (h;N)|0,0

(1,1);∅;∅
)
= O(λ2−h). (F.14)

Finally, using that Ω(h,N ] =
(
1−2λΠ̂(h,N ](0)gA∗Γ(h,N ]

)−1
, as well as Ω(h,N ]∗gA = gA∗Ω(h,N ],

and ∥Ω(h,N ]∥w1 = O(1), we get the first of Eq. (F.9):∥∥∥gA ∗
(
W

(h;N)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ − Ω(h,N ] ∗Π(h,N ]

)∥∥∥w
1
≡
∥∥gA ∗ RW (h;N)|0,0

(1,1);∅;∅
∥∥w
1
≤ Rλ2−h, (F.15)

for some R large enough. Besides, combining Eqs. (F.12), (F.15), one obtains the second of

Eq. (F.9) concerning the kernels W
(k)|0,0
(n,n′);∅;∅ with n+ n′ ≥ 3:

∥∥RW (h;N)|0,0
(n,n′);∅;∅

∥∥w
1
≡∥∥W (h;N)|0,0

(n,n′);∅;∅ − (nn′)2(λT(h,N ]gA)∗(n−1) ∗ w(h;N)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ ∗ (λT(h,N ]gA)∗(n

′−1)
∥∥w
1
≤∥∥W (h;N)|0,0

(n,n′);∅;∅ − (nn′)2(λT(h,N ]gA)∗(n−1) ∗W (h;N)|0,0
(1,1);∅;∅ ∗ (λT(h,N ]gA)∗(n

′−1)
∥∥w
1
+

+ (nn′)2
∥∥(λT(h,N ]gA)∗(n−1) ∗ RW (h;N)|0,0

(1,1);∅;∅ ∗ (λT(h,N ]gA)∗(n
′−1)

∥∥w
1
≤ λ

n+n′−2
2 2−h,

for λ small enough.
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