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THE MAJORANT METHOD FOR THE FERMIONIC EFFECTIVE ACTION

WILHELM KROSCHINSKY, DOMINGOS H. U. MARCHETTI, MANFRED SALMHOFER

Abstract. We revisit the problem of controlling Polchinski’s equation by the solution of an associate
Hamilton-Jacobi equation which determines a norm majorant for the fermionic effective action. This
method, referred to as the Majorant Method, was first introduced by D. Brydges and J. Wright in
1988, but its original formulation contains a gap which has never been addressed. We overcome
this gap and show that the majorant equation and its existence condition are analogous to the ones
originally obtained by Brydges and Wright. As an application of the method, we investigate systems
with quartic perturbations.

1. Introduction

Polchinski’s equation [22] has revolutionized proofs of perturbative renormalizability, by shifting the
emphasis in proofs from individual graphs to the Green functions of the quantum field theory. The
structure of Polchinski’s equation is that of a nonlinear heat equation in field space, which is infinite-
dimensional in a continuum theory and very high-dimensional in most regularizations, such as the
lattice regularization.

Starting with [19], his method has been developed to the point where almost all results in perturbative
renormalization have been reproven [17, 18, 20], and many have been extended significantly. [15, 16,
14, 23, 24]. The simplicity of the strategy of proof makes one want to use it also nonperturbatively,
i.e. at small coupling, but not in the framework of formal power series. One case where this has
been done is in the field-theoretical formulation of the KAM problem [7], which is, however, the case
where the loops of quantum field theory are absent.

Pioneering work relating Polchinski’s equation and well-established methods of constructive quantum
field theory was first done by Brydges and Kennedy. They showed that tree and polymer expansions
can be obtained as explicit (convergent) series solutions of the differential equation, and that one can
give a majorant for the solution of Polchinski’s equation that satisfies a Hamilton-Jacobi equation.
In a further paper, Brydges and Wright studied this majorant for fermionic systems [5]. It was later
discovered that the proof in [5] contains a gap [6], and it has since remained an open problem to
complete the proof. This is the first purpose of the present paper.

In the mean time, much work was devoted to simplifying and extending the fermionic tree expansions.
While many works rely on the Brydges-Battle-Federbush interpolation, one can also use Polchinski’s
equation to generate an interpolation formula that has the necessary positivity properties. Contin-
uous scale decompositions and flows were also used to construct the Gross-Neveu model in [8] and
two-dimensional many-fermion systems in [9, 10].

These constructions are, however, not as simple as the original Polchinski proof – partly this is an
inherent difference between perturbative and non-perturbative methods, but the strategy appears
closer to that of tree expansions. The second purpose of this paper is to indicate how Polchinski-type
estimates may be done using the majorant method. This is only an exemplification corresponding to
the restriction to ‘completely convergent graphs’ in other approaches; a full construction of fermionic
models is possible along these lines, but is deferred to future work.

Let us say a few words about how this paper is organized. For the reader’s convenience, we start by
recalling some standard definitions and results from the theory of Grassmann algebra. This is done in
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Section 2. In Section 3, we quickly introduce the relevant norms to be used on the Grassmann algebra,
which are in accordance with Brydges and Wright’s paper. Section 4 is devoted to introducing a the
renormalization group transformation and its connection to Polchinsky’s equation. Our main result,
Theorem 5.1, is stated and proved in Section 5, where the Majorant Method is developed. Finally,
some applications of the method using quartic interactions as initial condition are then discussed in
Section 6.

Note added: After completion of this paper we learned about the recent work of Pawel Duch [11],
who constructs the two-dimensional Gross-Neveu model using the Polchinski equation.

2. Grassmann Algebras - An Overview

Fermionic systems are naturally described in terms of Grassmann algebras [1]. For this reason, it
is convenient to reserve this first section to introduce some notations as well as some standard, yet
relevant, concepts regarding these algebras.

Let V and Z be vector spaces over K = R or C and p ∈ N with p ≥ 2. We recall that a p-linear map

T :

p times
︷ ︸︸ ︷

V × · · · × V → Z is called p-alternating if

T (ϕ1, ..., ϕi, ..., ϕk, ..., ϕp) = −T (ϕ1, ..., ϕk, ..., ϕi, ..., ϕp)(2.1)

holds for every ϕ1, ..., ϕi, ..., ϕk, ..., ϕp ∈ V .

Definition 2.1. A p-alternating map ∧p : V × · · · × V → Z is said to satisfy the universal property
for alternating maps if given another vector space W and a p-alternating map T : V ×· · ·×V → W ,
there exists a unique linear map ℘ : Z →W such that T = ℘ ◦ ∧p.
Under these conditions, the ordered pair (Z,∧p) is called a p-th exterior power of V .

If (Z,∧p) is a p-th exterior power of V , it is customary to write Z =
∧p V . This already embodies

the ∧p dependence, so we refer to
∧p V itself as the p-th exterior power of V .

We remark that the universal property implies that decomposable vectors of the form ∧p(ϕ1, ..., ϕp) ≡
ϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ϕp generate

∧p V [26], that is, Span∧p =
∧p V . Notice that, because

∧p is p-alternating,
such decomposable vectors are identically zero whenever ϕi = ϕj for at least one pair of indices i 6= j.
In particular, ϕ ∧ ϕ ≡ ϕ2 = 0 holds true for every ϕ ∈ V .

The p-th exterior power of V can be concretely realized as the quotient space of
⊗p V :=

p times
︷ ︸︸ ︷

V ⊗ · · · ⊗ V
with the space of all decomposable tensors ϕ1 ⊗ · · · ⊗ ϕp with at least one pair of coinciding entries.
Moreover,

∧p V can be naturally identified with the space of p-fold alternating tensors by means of
the universal property.

When V is finite-dimensional with basis V = {ψ1, ..., ψn}, the set {ψi1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψip : 1 ≤ i1 < · · · <
ip ≤ n} forms a basis for

∧p V . Consequently,
∧p V = {0} whenever p > n.

Using the conventions
∧0 V := K and

∧1 V := V , for every fixed p, q ∈ N there exists a bilinear
map ∧ :

∧p V ×
∧q V →

∧p+q V which associates, to each pair (ϕ1, ..., ϕp, φ1, ..., φq), the element
ϕ1 ∧ · · · ∧ ϕp ∧ φ1 ∧ · · · ∧ φq. Hence, the algebraic direct sum

∧

V :=
∞⊕

p=0

p
∧

V,(2.2)

which is a vector space of dimension 2n, becomes an algebra over K when equipped with the product

f ∧ g :=
∞∑

p=0

(
∑

i+j=p

fi ∧ gj
)

,(2.3)
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with f = (f0, f1, ...), g = (g0, g1, ...) ∈
∧
V . This algebra is referred to as the Grassmann or Exterior

algebra over K. Note that, by identifying each (0, 0, ..., fp, 0, ...) with fp ∈
∧p V , any element f ∈

∧
V

can be written as a polynomial of the form

f = f(Ψ) =

∞∑

p=0

∑

i1<···<ip

ζi1,...,ip(ψi1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψip),(2.4)

with coefficients ζi1,...,ip ∈ K. The term p = 0 in the sum is understood as a scalar. In short,
∧
V is

the algebra generated by 1 and the fields ψ1, ..., ψn, which satisfy anti-commutation relations

ψi ∧ ψj + ψj ∧ ψi = 0,(2.5)

for all i, j = 1, ..., n. For this reason, 1, ψ1, ..., ψn are usually called the generators of the Grassmann
algebra.

We call f an even (respectively odd) element of the algebra if ζi1,...,ip = 0 for every odd (respectively
even) p in expression (2.4). Of course, every element of the Grassmann algebra can be uniquely
decomposed as a sum of an even and an odd element, since

∧

V ∼=
⊕

p even

p
∧

V ⊕
⊕

p odd

p
∧

V.

Sometimes we need to take other fields into account. Suppose that U is another vector space
over K with basis U = {θ1, ..., θm}, and let us consider the direct sum V ⊕ U , which has basis
{(ψ1, 0), ..., (ψn, 0), (0, θ1), ..., (0, θm)}. The associated Grassmann algebra

∧
(V ⊕ U) is generated

by 1 and its basis elements. Under the identifications (ψi, 0) 7→ ψi and (0, θj) 7→ θj , a 2-form
(ψi, 0)∧ (0, θj) becomes simply ψi ∧ θj . As a consequence, any element f ∈

∧
(V ⊕U) can be written

as a polynomial

f = f(Ψ,Θ) =
∑

k+l≤n+m

∑

i1<···ip

∑

j1<···<jl

ζi1,...,ip,j1,...,jl(ψi1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψip ∧ θj1 ∧ · · · ∧ θjl).(2.6)

In (2.6), it is understood that f has only θ-variables when k = 0 and only ψ-variables when l = 0.
Therefore, this expression provides a natural way of identifying both

∧
V and

∧
U as vector subspaces

of
∧
(V ⊕ U).

Definition 2.2. An element f ∈
∧
(V ⊕U) which depends only on the fields ψ1, ..., ψn (resp. θ1, ..., θn)

is called ψ-homogeneous (resp. θ-homogeneous).

When n = m, we can produce nonhomogeneous elements of
∧
(V ⊕ U) out of homogeneous ones by

a simple translation of variables; if f = f(Ψ) is ψ-homogeneous, then

f(Ψ + Θ) := f(ψ1 + θ1, ..., ψn + θn)(2.7)

is nonhomogeneous.

Let f = f0+ f1 ∈
∧
V , with f0 ∈ C and f1 ∈

⊕∞
p=1

∧p V . Let U ⊆ C be an open set and F : U → C

be such that f0 ∈ U and all derivatives F (k)(f0) of F exist at f0, for k ≤ n. Then, we can define
F (f) ≡ F (f(Ψ)) ∈

∧
V by its Taylor series

F (f) := F (f0) +

∞∑

k=1

F (k)(f0)

k!
f1
k.(2.8)

In particular, we use this result to define the exponential ef for all f ∈
∧
V and the logarithm ln f

for all those f ∈ ∧
V that satisfy f0 > 0.
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2.1. Derivatives and Integrals on Grassman Algebras. To introduce derivatives on Grassmann
algebras, we mimic the rules of partial derivatives of multivariable calculus. Suppose

∧
V is generated

by 1 and the fields ψ1, ..., ψn and let k ∈ {1, ..., n} be fixed. We define the (partial) derivative of a
monomial ψi1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψip , 0 ≤ p ≤ n, with respect to ψk to be zero if p = 0 and
(2.9)
∂

∂ψk
(ψi1∧· · ·∧ψip) = δi1,kψi2∧ψi3∧· · ·∧ψip−δi2,kψi1∧ψi3∧· · ·∧ψip+· · ·+(−1)pδip,kψi1∧ψi2∧· · ·∧ψip−1

otherwise, with δn,m denoting a Kronecker delta. We then extend the definition of derivative to
∧p V

by linearity.

Definition 2.3. If f is given by (2.4), then

∂f

∂ψk
:=

∞∑

p=0

∑

i1<···<ip

ζi1,...,ip
∂

∂ψk
(ψi1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψip).(2.10)

Higher order derivatives are defined by iterative applications of partial derivatives

∂kf

∂ψi1 · · ·∂ψik
:=

∂

∂ψi1
· · · ∂f

∂ψik
.(2.11)

Curiously, in the context of Grassmann algebras, integrals and derivatives are defined in the same
way.

Definition 2.4. The integral of f ∈
∧
V with respect to the fields ψj1 , ..., ψjk is

∫

fdψjk ∧ · · · ∧ dψj1 :=
∂

∂ψj1
· · · ∂f

∂ψjk
.(2.12)

Consequently, the integral of a scalar is always zero whilst
∫

ψmdψn = δm,n and

∫

fdψ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dψn = ζ1,...,n.(2.13)

Before we move on, suppose f = fp ∈
∧p V is given by

fp(x) =
∑

i1<···<ip

ζi1,...,ip(x)(ψi1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψip),(2.14)

where the coefficients ζi1,...,ip are now differentiable functions of a real-variable x. In this case, we say
that fp(x) is differentiable with respect to x and define its derivative by

dfp(x)

dx
:=

∑

i1<···<ip

ζi1,...,ip(x)

dx
(ψi1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψip).(2.15)

In this case, if f(x) =
∑∞

p=0 fp(x) ∈
∧
V , we define its derivative with respect to x by

df(x)

dx
:=

∞∑

p=0

∑

i1<···<ip

ζi1,...,ip(x)

dx
(ψi1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψip).(2.16)

Of course, many standard properties such as linearity and the chain rule for derivatives, as well as
rules such as integration by parts for integrals have natural counterparts in the context of Grassmann
algebras, when these operations are defined as before. A much more detailed discussion on these
topics can be found, e.g. in [2, 24, 13].
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2.2. Grassmann Gaussian Integrals. From now on, let us fix K = C and denote by Mn(C) the
space of all m × m matrices with complex entries. The determinant of a skew-symmetric matrix
A = (Aij) ∈ Mm(C) must satisfy the condition detA = (−1)m detA and, for this reason, A is
singular when m is odd. On the other hand, when m = 2n is even, n ≥ 1, its determinant is the
square of a polynomial Pf(A), called the Pfaffian of A, and given by

Pf(A) :=
1

22n(2n)!

∑

σ∈S2n

sgn(σ)Aσ(1)σ(2) · · ·Aσ(2n−1)σ(2n),(2.17)

where the sum ranges over all permutations σ of the set {1, ..., 2n}.
Definition 2.5. Let V be a finite-dimensional vector space with basis {ψ1, ..., ψ2n}, n ≥ 1, and
A = (Aij) ∈ M2n(C) skew-symmetric. The Grassmann Gaussian integral on

∧
V with covariance

(or propagator) A is the linear map
∧

V ∋ f 7→ EµA [f ] :=

∫

f(Ψ)dµA(Ψ) ∈ C(2.18)

determined by its correlations
∫

ψi1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψipdµA(Ψ) := Pf[Aik ,il]1≤k,l≤p.(2.19)

Notice that the pfaffian appearing in the right hand side of (2.19) is zero when p is an odd number.

We are usually interested in the case where A is not only skew-symmetric, but also invertible. When
this is the case, one has

EµA [f ] = Pf(A)

∫

f(Ψ)e−
1
2
〈Ψ,A−1Ψ〉dψ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dψ2n.(2.20)

for every f ∈ ∧
V . In (2.20), we are expressing fields as vectors

Ψ =





ψ1
...
ψ2n



(2.21)

and we have introduced an inner product notation

〈Ψ,Θ〉 := ΨTΘ = ψ1 ∧ θ1 + · · ·+ ψ2n ∧ θ2n(2.22)

which is very convenient when dealing with quadratic forms. In particular, a simple completion of
squares argument lead to the following formula

EµA [e
〈Ψ,Θ〉] = e−

1
2
〈Θ,AΘ〉.(2.23)

Proposition 2.1.

(a) If the weighted Laplacian operator ∆A is defined by

(2.24) ∆A :=

〈
∂

∂Ψ
, A

∂

∂Ψ

〉

≡
2n∑

i,j=1

Aij
∂

∂ψi

∂

∂ψj

then

(2.25) (µA ∗ f)(Ψ) :=

∫

f(Ψ + Θ)dµA(Θ) = e
1
2
∆Af(Ψ)

holds. We refer to (2.25) as the Heat Kernel Formula.

(b) If A,B ∈M2n(C) be both skew-symmetric and invertible, then

(2.26) EµA+B
[f ] = EµB [µA ∗ f ].

Relation (2.26) is also known as the Covariance Splitting Formula.
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Proof. Part (a) is proved in [13, 24]. As for part (b), it is not difficult to see that the formula holds
for monomials, so it must hold for every element of the Grassmann algebra by the linearity of the
integral. �

In many applications, the covariance of a fermionic theory can be expressed as a block matrix

A =

(
0 C

−C 0

)

(2.27)

for some symmetric matrix C = (Cij) ∈ Mn(C), in which case Pf(A) = detC. This motivates the
split of our fields {ψ1, ..., ψ2n} into two sets {ψ1, ..., ψn} and {ψ̄1, ..., ψ̄n}, with ψ̄i := ψi+n. Such
transformations yield

1

2
〈Ψ, AΨ〉 = 〈Ψ̄, CΨ〉.(2.28)

When C is invertible, we have

A−1 =

(
0 −C−1

C−1 0

)

.(2.29)

Using (2.20) and (2.28), it is natural to define
∫

f(Ψ̄,Ψ)dµC(Ψ̄,Ψ) := detC

∫

f(Ψ̄,Ψ)e−〈Ψ̄,C−1Ψ〉dψ̄1 ∧ · · · ∧ dψ̄n ∧ dψ1 ∧ · · · ∧ dψn,(2.30)

which is referred to as the Grassmann Gaussian integral with covariance C.

Proposition 2.2. Let J = {j1, ..., jp} and K = {k1, ..., kq} be nonempty subsets of the set {1, ..., n}.
Then, with the above notations

∫

ψj1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψjp ∧ ψ̄k1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψ̄kqdµC(Ψ̄,Ψ) =

{

0 if p 6= q

detCJ×K if p = q
,(2.31)

with CJ×K := (Cij)i∈J,j∈K.

3. Norms and Correlations Bounds

Given a skew-symmetric invertible matrix A = (Aij) ∈M2n(C), we define its norm by

‖A‖ ≡ ‖A‖1,∞ := sup
i

2n∑

j=1

|Aij |.(3.1)

Of course, the introduction of this norm allows us to obtain bounds for correlations, as follows

|Pf[Aik ,il]1≤k,l≤p| = |EµA [ψi1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψip ]| ≤ ‖A‖p.(3.2)

Unfortunately, these estimates are not suitable for typical applications. This merely reflects that
our hypotheses about the matrix A are still too weak, a result of the fact that important features
of a typical fermionic covariance are not being taken into account. To strengthen our hypotheses on
the covariance, we revisit the discussion in the work of Brydges and Wright [5] and consider A to
be the block matrix (2.27) and C to be the difference C = C+ − C− between two positive-definite
matrices C± ∈Mn(C) such that detC 6= 0. The following result is a restatement of Lemma 2.1 and
Proposition 2.2 from their work.

Proposition 3.1. Let J = {i1, ..., ip} be a nonempty subset of the set {1, ..., 2n} and set

ΛJ := {i ∈ {1, ..., n} : i ∈ J or i+ n ∈ J}.(3.3)

If we set

ΨJ := ψi1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψip ,(3.4)
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then

|EµA [ΨJ ]| ≤ (4 max
±,i∈ΛJ

C±
ii )

|J|
2(3.5)

where |J | denotes the cardinality of J .

Proposition 3.1 provides suitable bounds for correlations which are going to play a key role in the
remaining of our work. Please note, however, that the assumption that C can be decomposed as a
difference C = C+ −C− of positive covariances C± is not essential to develop the method presented
in this paper. This assumption was introduced in the original paper [5] and it simplifies the analysis
because it immediately leads to Gram type bounds for Pf AJ×J = detCJ×J , as stated in Proposition
3.1. The applications we are interested here do satisfy this hypothesis (see relation (6.10)), and for
this reason we conveniently adopted it as well. A truly essential hypothesis is briefly mentioned in
Remark 4.1.

Once we have set a way of estimating the contribution of a covariance matrix, the next step is to
introduce norms on the underlying Grassmann algebra. For this matter, suppose we are given an
element f of

∧
V whose representation in terms of its generators is

f(Ψ) =

∞∑

p=0

∑

i1<···<ip

ζi1,...,ip(ψi1 ∧ · · · ∧ ψip).

Motivated by [5], we write this expression more compactly as

f(Ψ) =
∑

J⊂{1,...,2n}

ζJΨJ ,(3.6)

where the sum ranges over every ordered subset J = {i1 < · · · < ip} of {1, ..., 2n} and, to each such
subset, ζJ := ζi1,...,ip and ΨJ is given as in (3.4). Under these notations, we also set

∂

∂ΨJ

:=
∂|J |

∂ψip · · ·∂ψi1
,(3.7)

in such a way that

∂f(Ψ)

∂ΨJ

≡ ζJ .(3.8)

Definition 3.1. Let z ∈ R be fixed. The norm of f ∈ ∧
V is defined to be

‖f‖z :=
∞∑

m=1

fmz
2m,(3.9)

where, for each m, fm is given by

fm := sup
i∈{1,...,2n}

1

2m

∑

J∋i,|J |=2m

∣
∣
∣
∣

∂f(Ψ)

∂ΨJ

∣
∣
∣
∣
Ψ=0

∣
∣
∣
∣
≡ sup

i∈{1,...,2n}

1

2m

∑

J∋i,|J |=2m

|ζJ |.(3.10)

The real number z is called a norm parameter.

It is important to note that, although we are strictly following the developments of the theory
presented in [5, 25], Definition 3.1 is the first point at which our work diverges from theirs, as the
parameter z is introduced in the norm only with even powers. Of course, this can be done because all
physical objects addressed in this work belong to the subspace of even elements with zero constant
field. In truth, this is the reason why we even call ‖ · ‖z a norm, given that it is actually a seminorm
in the full Grassmann algebra. There is a deeper reason why it is convenient to define (3.9) with
only even powers of z, but in order to explain it we need to further develop the theory. We return
to this point in Remark 5.1, in section 5.
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4. The Renormalization Group Transformation and Polchinski’s Equation

Suppose V and U are complex vector spaces with basis given, respectively, by V = {ψ1, ..., ψ2n} and
U = {θ1, ..., θ2n} and let A = (Aij) ∈ M2n(C) be skew-symmetric and invertible. In addition, let f
be an even ψ-homogeneous element of

∧
(V ⊕ U), meaning that it is even when seen as an element

of
∧
V . The basic philosophy of the renormalization group (RG) is to study the effective action

F̃ (Ψ) := − log[(µA ∗ e−f)(Ψ)](4.1)

not by performing this integral at once but, instead, by exploring the Covariance Splitting Formula
to perform a step-by-step integration. At each step, fluctuations are integrated out as a certain range
of energy is considered. As discussed in [4, 5], the problem is then reduced to the study of the RG
transformation

TA : f 7→ (TAf)(Ψ) := − log[(µA ∗ e−f )(Ψ)](4.2)

which, as in the bosonic case, satisfies a semi-group property

(TA1+A2f)(Ψ) = [TA1(TA2f)](Ψ).(4.3)

Hence, the RG transformation induces a dynamics for the evolution of f , called the bare action from
now on, as the system changes with different energy scales. Following the notations and ideas in [5],
we would like to implement a continuous scale decomposition of the covariance matrix A, in which
case the evolution law of the RG transformation is governed by a flow equation, that is, a partial
differential equation (PDE) referred to as the Polchinski equation. Thus, the basic hypothesis of our
analysis is that A can be decomposed as an integral

A =

∫ T

t0

Ȧ(τ)dτ(4.4)

between a lower scale t0 and an upper scale T > t0. Here, Ȧ(τ) denotes the derivative of A with
respect to τ .

Without loss of generality, fix t0 = 0, t ∈ [0, T ] and let us write (4.4) as a sum

A = A(t) + A[t,T ],(4.5)

with

A(t) :=

∫ t

0

Ȧ(τ)dτ and A[t,T ] :=

∫ T

t

Ȧ(τ)dτ.(4.6)

If A(t) is assumed to be a block matrix of the form (2.27) satisfying the properties in section 3, we
may define

σ2
(s,t) :=

∫ t

s

(4 max
±,i∈ΛJ

Ċ±
ii (τ))dτ,(4.7)

for 0 ≤ s ≤ t. Note that our definition of σ2
(s,t) differs from the corresponding object in [5], as our σ2

(0,t)

is homogeneous of degree one, in the sense that a change t 7→ tC(τ) leads to a change σ2
(s,t) 7→ tσ2

(s,t).

This is in agreement with the discussion in [25] why the square of the Gram constant must satisfy
the aforementioned homogeneity condition. Additionally, from Proposition 3.1 we get

|EµA[s,t]
[ΨJ ]| ≤

∣
∣
∣
∣

(

4 max
±,i∈ΛJ

∫ t

s

Ċ±
ii (τ)dτ

)∣
∣
∣
∣

|J|
2

≤
∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ t

s

(4 max
±,i∈ΛJ

Ċ±
ii (τ)dτ)

∣
∣
∣
∣

|J|
2

= (σ2
(s,t))

|J|
2 .(4.8)

Remark 4.1. As it shall become clear in Section 5, our method works whenever a uniform Gram
bound γĊ(τ) for Ċ(τ) implies a bound δ2C[s,t]

for C[s,t]. This condition is enough to guarantee estimate

(4.8), even when the covariance is not C[s,t] cannot be represented as a difference C+−C− of positive
matrices.
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By utilizing the semi-group property of the RG transformation on the decomposition (4.5), we can
redirect our attention to the scale-dependent functions

(TA(t)f)(Ψ) := F̃ (t,Ψ) and ϕ̃(t,Ψ) := e−F̃ (t,Ψ) = (µA(t) ∗ e−f )(Ψ).(4.9)

We wish to highlight an important aspect of the RG transformation: it preserves parity. This
property holds great significance in the analysis that follows, and thus, we present it as a formal
proposition for clarity. Its proof can be found in [13], Lemma I.23 and, for this reason, it is omitted
here.

Proposition 4.1. If f ∈
∧
(V ⊕U) is even and ψ-homogeneous, in the sense of Definition 2.2, then

F (t,Ψ) is an even element of
∧
V for every t ∈ [0, T ].

The fact that ϕ̃ is given by a convolution allows us to use the Heat Kernel Formula

ϕ̃(t,Ψ) = e
1
2
∆A(t)f(Ψ)(4.10)

to prove that it satisfies the following heat equation






∂ϕ̃

∂t
=

1

2
∆Ȧ(t)ϕ̃

ϕ̃(0,Ψ) = e−f(Ψ)
(4.11)

whilst F̃ = − log ϕ̃ satisfies a nonlinear flow equation






∂F̃

∂t
=

1

2
∆Ȧ(t)F̃ − 1

2
〈∇F̃ , Ȧ(t)∇F̃ 〉

F̃ 0(Ψ) := F̃ (0,Ψ) = f(Ψ)
.(4.12)

The gradient vector ∇F̃ in (4.12) is defined in the standard way

∇F̃ :=






∂F̃
∂ψ1

...
∂F̃
∂ψ2n




 .(4.13)

It is more natural to work with normalized functions F and ϕ instead of the unnormalized ones.
This is done by setting

ϕ(t,Ψ) :=
(µA(t) ∗ e−f)(Ψ)

EµA(t)
[e−f ]

=: e−F (t,Ψ),(4.14)

in which case we have ϕ(t, 0) = 1 and F (t, 0) = 0 for every t. The following result then is an
immediate consequence of our previous analysis.

Theorem 4.1. The normalized effective action F = F (t,Ψ) satisfies the flow equation

∂F

∂t
=

1

2
∆Ȧ(t)F − 1

2
〈∇F, Ȧ(t)∇F 〉 − 1

2
∆Ȧ(t)F

∣
∣
∣
∣
Ψ=0

(4.15)

with F 0(Ψ) := F (0,Ψ) = f(Ψ).

Equation (4.15) is called Polchinski’s equation after J. Polchinski [22], who first noticed that this
PDE could be the basis for a proof of renormalizability1. In principle, if one solves this equation for
F (t,Ψ), one gets all the information about the evolution of the bare action. This is why this approach
is sometimes called the exact renormalization group. Unfortunately, to find a global solution of this
equation is too difficult a task and all one can do is to prove local solvability. The idea behind
the Majorant Method, which will be discussed in the next section, is to use a Cauchy-Kowalewski
type of argument to control the solution of Polchinski’s equation by the solution of an associated
Hamilton-Jacobi equation, in close analogy to what is done for bosons in [4, 5].

1To see how this is done for φ4 theories, see e.g. [24, 19] and references therein.
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As an even element of
∧
V , the effective action has norm

‖F (t)‖z =
∞∑

m=1

Fm(t)z
2m(4.16)

for each fixed t. In particular, when t = 0 we recover the bare action

‖f‖z ≡ ‖F 0‖z =
∞∑

m=1

F 0
mz

2m,(4.17)

with F 0
m = Fm(0).

Proposition 4.2. For each fixed t ∈ [0, T ] and k ∈ N, the norm coefficients of the effective action
satisfy

Fk(t) ≤
n∑

m=k

F 0
m

(
2m

2k

)

σ
2(m−k)
(0,t) +

1

2

∫ t

0

ds||Ȧ(s)||
∑

l,m
l+m≥k+1

Fl(s)Fm(s)Γl,m(σ(s,t)),(4.18)

with

Γl,m(ξ) := 4lm
∑

k′, k′′ odd
k′+k′′=2k

(
2l − 1

k′

)

ξ2l−1−k′
(
2m− 1

k′′

)

ξ2m−1−k′′.(4.19)

The proof of Proposition 4.2 is rather technical and, for this reason, it is done in Appendix A.
Nevertheless, this result plays a central role in the construction of a majorant for the effective action.
It is worth mentioning that essentially the same result is demonstrated in the Appendix of [5];
however, it is convenient to revisit their proof in the present context, since the now even exponents
of z and σ2

(0,t) will play an important role in the development of method.

5. The Majorant Method

We are finally in a position to state and prove our main result, which establishes conditions for the
existence of a majorant for the norm of the effective action. First and foremost, it is necessary to
introduce what we mean by a majorant.

Definition 5.1. Let g = g(t, z) be an analytic function on the open disc

DR := {z ∈ R : |z| < R}
for every t ∈ [a, b], a < b fixed. Let

g(t, z) :=
∞∑

m=1

gm(t)z
m

be a power series expansion of g on [a, b]×DR. Suppose f = f(t, z) is given by a formal power series
expansion

f(t, z) =

∞∑

m=1

fm(t)z
m

for every t ∈ [a, b]. Then g is said to be a uniform majorant, or simply a majorant, of f if

|fn(t)| ≤ |gn(t)|
holds for every n and t ∈ [a, b].
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At this point, it is convenient to introduce the following notation and which will be used extensively
from now on. We set

φ(0, z) := ‖F 0‖z =
∞∑

m=1

F 0
mz

2m(5.1)

to represent the norm (4.17) of the bare action of our fermionic field theory. We also state the
following auxiliary result.

Proposition 5.1. Let t ≥ 0 be fixed and suppose φ̃ = φ̃(s, z; t) satisfies the following equation
(5.2)

φ̃(s, z; t) =
1

2
φ(0, σ(0,t)+z)+

1

2
φ(0, σ(0,t)−z)+

1

2

∫ s

0

ds′‖Ȧ(s′)‖
(
1

2

∂

∂z

[

φ̃(s′, σ(s′,t)+z)+φ̃(s
′, σ(s′,t)−z)

])2

for each s ∈ [0, t]. Then φ̃ is the unique solution of the Hamilton-Jacobi equation

∂φ̃

∂s
(s, z; t)− 1

2
‖Ȧ(s)‖

(
∂φ̃

∂z
(s, z; t)

)2

= 0(5.3)

with initial condition

φ̃(0, z; t) =
1

2
[φ(0, σ(0,t) + z) + φ(0, σ(0,t) − z)].(5.4)

Proof. It is an easy application of the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus to check that equations
(5.2) and (5.3) are equivalent. �

Our next theorem, which is the central result of this paper, tells us that, under suitable conditions,
the auxiliary function φ̃(s, z; t) evaluated at s = t becomes a majorant for the norm of our effective
‖F (t)‖z, at each fixed t ∈ [0, T ]. Before getting to the details, let us observe that the introduction
of the function

τ(s) :=

∫ s

0

‖Ȧ(s′)‖ds′(5.5)

for s ∈ [0, t] allows us to express equation (5.3) in a rescaled reduced way, as follows

∂φ̃

∂τ
(τ, z)− 1

2

(
∂φ̃

∂z
(τ, z)

)2

= 0.(5.6)

Theorem 5.1. (Majorant) For small t > 0, the function φ(t, z) := φ̃(t, z; t) is analytic near z = 0

φ(t, z) =

∞∑

m=1

φm(t)z
2m.(5.7)

and it satisfies

Fm(t) ≤ φm(t),(5.8)

for every m = 1, 2, 3, .... In other words, φ(t, z) is a majorant for (4.16). In particular, these
inequalities hold for

|z| < R− σ(0,t)(5.9)

provided
√

τ(t) + σ(0,t) < R,(5.10)

with

R−2 := sup
m≥1

(2mFm(0))
1
m .(5.11)
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Proof. The construction of a majorant for the norm of the effective action relies on obtaining up-
per bounds for its norm coefficients. Hence, the key ingredient is Proposition 4.2, as we already
anticipated.

Observe that

n∑

k=1

n∑

m=k

F 0
m

(
2m

2k

)

σ
2(m−k)
(0,t) z2k ≤

k∑

m=1

F 0
m

m∑

k=0

(
2m

2k

)

σ
2(m−k)
(0,t) z2k

=
1

2

n∑

m=1

F 0
m[(σ

2
(0,t) + z)2m + (σ2

(0,t) − z)2m],

(5.12)

and similarly

n∑

k=1

∑

l,m
l+m≥k+1

Fl(s)Fm(s)Γl,m(σ(s,t))z
2k

≤
∑

1≤l,m≤n

4lmFl(s)Fm(s)
∑

1≤k′≤2l−1
1≤k′′≤2m−1
k′, k′′ odd

(
2l − 1

k′

)(
2m− 1

k′′

)

σ2l−1−k′

(s,t) zk
′

σ2m−1−k′′

(s,t) zk
′′

=

( n∑

m=1

2mFm(s)
∑

k odd

(
2m− 1

k

)

σ2m−1−k
(s,t) zk

)2

=

( n∑

m=1

Fm(s)
1

2

∂

∂z

[

(σ(s,t) + z)2m + (σ(s,t) − z)2m
])2

(5.13)

Thus, if we introduce the auxiliary function

γ(t, z) =
n∑

m=1

Fm(t)z
2m,

relations (5.12) and (5.13) together with (4.18) imply

γ(t, z) ≤ 1

2
γ(0, σ(0,t)+ z)+

1

2
γ(0, σ(0,t)− z)+

1

2

∫ t

0

ds||Ȧ(s)||
(
1

2

∂

∂z

[

γ(s, σ(s,t)+ z)+γ(s, σ(s,t)− z)
])2

If φ = φ(t, z) denotes the function γ(t, z) for which the above inequality becomes an equality, then
it is a majorant for ‖F (t)‖z and it satisfies
(5.14)

φ(t, z) =
1

2
φ(0, σ(0,t)+z)+

1

2
φ(0, σ(0,t)−z)+

1

2

∫ t

0

ds||Ȧ(s)||
(
1

2

∂

∂z

[

φ(s, σ(s,t)+z)+φ(s, σ(s,t)−z)
])2

.

by construction. Moreover, it agrees with φ̃(s, z; t) at s = t, where the latter is the solution of the
Hamilton-Jacobi equation (5.3) with initial condition (5.4).

To prove the second part of the theorem, notice that the Hamilton-Jacobi equation (5.3) preserves
inequalities, in the sense of Lemma B.1. Hence, we obtain sufficient conditions for the existence of
the majorant by studying this equation with an initial condition which is an upper bound of φ̃(0, z; t),
as given by (5.4).

By the definition of R, we readily see that

(5.15)
1

2
[φ(0, σ(0,t) + z) + φ(0, σ(0,t) − z)] ≤ 1

2

∞∑

m=1

R−2m(σ(0,t) + z)2m +
1

2

∞∑

m=1

R−2m(σ(0,t) − z)2m.
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Now, the sum
∞∑

m=1

R−(2m−1)

2m− 1
[(σ(0,t) + z)2m−1 + (σ(0,t) − z)2m−1](5.16)

has only even powers of z, so it can be incorporated to the right hand side of (5.15) as to obtain a
new upper bound

(5.17)
1

2
[φ(0, σ(0, t) + z) + φ(0, σ(0,t) − z)] ≤ − log(1−R−1σ(0,t))−

1

2
log

[

1− R−2z2

(1− R−1σ(0,t))2

]

,

provided R−1σ(0,t) < 1. Writing

λ = λ(t) :=
R−1

(1− R−1σ(0,t))
(5.18)

for convenience, the function

− log(1− R−1σ(0,t))−
1

2
log(1− λ2z2)

with |z| ≤ λ is a suitable upper bound for φ̃(0, z; t). Thus, we need to study (5.3) or, equivalently, (5.6)
with the latter as our new initial condition. This is done by investigating its associated conservation
equation, which is satisfied by the new function u := ∂φ̃/∂z, and reads

∂u

∂τ
(τ, z)− u(τ, z)

∂u

∂z
(τ, z) = 0,(5.19)

with corresponding initial condition

u(0, z) ≡ u0(z) =
λ2z

1− λ2z2
.

The solution of this initial value problem is attained by means of the method of the characteristics,
which is briefly explained in Appendix B. In the present case, it amounts to invert z0 = z0(τ, z) in
the following characteristics equation

z = z(τ) = z0

(

1− λ2τ

1− λ2z20

)

(5.20)

and plug it back in u0(z0) ≡ u(τ, z) to recover the desired solution. The issue is that equation (5.20)
is cubic in z0, and we might only get a solution z0 = z0(τ, z) locally. Of course we are interested in
solutions that exists around t = 0 and, in this regime, z ∼ z0 is approximately linear and increasing.
Consequently, it is sufficient to require that the derivative of z with respect to z0 is strictly positive,
which yields the following existence condition

λ4z40 − λ2z20(λ
2τ + 2) + 1− λ2τ > 0.(5.21)

Obviously, this relation holds true for every z0 when t = 0. Moreover, for t > 0 it is sufficient to
require that

z20 <
1− λ2τ

λ2(λ2τ + 2)
,(5.22)

which will ensure local invertibility whenever (5.10) is satisfied. �

Remark 5.1. Theorem 5.1 makes it clear that the main reason for using even exponents for the
parameter z in the norm is to ensure that it naturally couples with σ2

(0,t) in the estimates for majorant.

The use of σ2
(0,t) with a square exponent is unavoidable, given that the latter needs to be a homogeneous

of degree one upper bound for the covariance decaying. It is exactly because fermionic field theories
deal with even polynomials of the Grassmann algebra and the continuous RG transformation preserves
this parity (as earlier stated in Proposition 4.1) that we are able to couple these parameters z and
σ2
(0,t) in a very efficient way.
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Let us notice that given a real positive parameter λ, the change f 7→ λf leads to a change φ(0, z) 7→
λφ(0, z) in the norm function, which in its turn rescales R accordingly. Because the majorant in this
case is analytic in z and λ, a Taylor expansion of the effective action around λ = 0 will be absolutely
convergent in some Banach space of interactions. This justifies the assertion frequently found in the
literature that the effective action is analytic in the bare action and in the fields [3, 4, 25].

Also important is the fact that when the sequence (2mFm(0))m∈N is bounded and increasing, its limit
exists and coincides with the R−2m. As a consequence, R is identified with the radius of convergence
of φ(0, z). Furthermore, we can always adjust R large enough so that inequality (5.10) is satisfied,
as both τ(t) and σ2

(0,t) are typically increasing functions of t in applications. Not only this allows us

to get all the way up to t = T , but also it favors (5.9), in the sense that it enlarges the domain of
analyticity of the majorant. Of course, choosing R is equivalent to find a Banach space of interactions
in which the majorant exists and the bounds are uniformly in the volume and in the fields.

6. Applications - Quartic Perturbations

The bare action is usually thought as a perturbation of the free theory, so it quite natural to consider
the case where f is a quartic interaction. This condition is implemented in our method by considering
the special case

‖f‖z = φ(0, z) = αz4(6.1)

for some α > 0. Once again, we investigate the associated conservation equation (5.6) using the
method of the characteristics, only this time the initial condition reads

u(0, z) ≡ u0(z) = 12ασ2
(0,t)z + 4αz3.(6.2)

For this quartic perturbation, the characteristic equation becomes

z = z0 − u0(z0)τ = z0 − 12ασ2
(0,t)z0τ − 4αz30τ,(6.3)

and, as before, we need to use (6.3) to invert z0 = z0(τ, z), so that u is recovered from the initial
condition by u0(z0) = u0(z0(τ, z)) = u(t, z).

Interestingly, the equation we obtain in the present case is also cubic in z0, just like in the case
studied in Theorem 5.1 where the initial condition was logarithmic. Inverting a cubic equation is
not a trivial task and we use the same strategy as before, i.e. we search for sufficient conditions for
local invertibility.

In parallel with the logarithmic case, z behaves as a linear function for sufficiently small t, a regime
we expect the majorant to exist. In close analogy to what was done in the previous section, we
require the derivative of z with respect to z0 to be strictly positive within a given domain, in which
case (6.3) would be locally invertible. This condition is satisfied provided the inequality

z20 <
1− 12ασ2

(0,t)τ(t)

12ατ(t)
.(6.4)

holds true. Recall that we are seeking for a solution u(t, z) within a given time range t ∈ [0, T ] for
some fixed upper scale T ∈ (0,+∞], and both parameters σ(0,t) and τ(t) are supposed to attain a
maximum at T . Therefore, if we choose α sufficiently small so to assure

1− 12ασ2
(0,T )τ(T ) > 0,(6.5)

condition (6.4) is certainly satisfied for some z0, and local invertibility is proven to hold. This is
enough to ensure that our majorant exists at least when z is sufficiently small. Of course, we do not
expect to get much farther in a setting as general as the one we are addressing at this point and,
therefore, we now turn to an explicit model in which quartic interactions are taken into account.
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6.1. Ψ4
d Theory. We want to consider the regularized free covariance of a fermionic field theory in

dimension d > 2, which is given explicitly by

ĈΛ0(p) =
1

|p |2 +m2
e
− |p |2+m2

Λ2
0 , p ∈ 2π

L
Z
d(6.6)

with Λ0 > m > 0. Setting Λs := Λ0e
−s for s ∈ [0,∞), we decompose the above covariance into scales

ĈΛ0(p) =

∫ ∞

0

d

ds′

[

− 1

|p |2 +m2
e
−

|p |2+m2

Λ2
s′

]

ds′.(6.7)

Note how (6.7) compares to the scale decomposition presented in the abstract theory developed in
section 4: in the present case, t0 = 0 as before and T = ∞ plays the role of the upper scale. The
renormalization group transformation arises from splitting ĈΛ0(p) into a sum

(6.8) ĈΛ0(p) =

∫ t

0

d

ds′

[

− 1

|p |2 +m2
e
−

|p |2+m2

Λ2
s′

]

ds′ +

∫ ∞

t

d

ds′

[

− 1

|p |2 +m2
e
−

|p |2+m2

Λ2
s′

]

ds′,

for some t ∈ (0,+∞).

We simplify our notations by defining

Ĉs(p) :=
1

|p |2 +m2
e
−

|p |2+m2

Λ2
s(6.9)

and also

Ĉs,t(p) := Ĉs(p)− Ĉt(p) =

∫ t

s

d

ds′

[

− 1

|p |2 +m2
e
− |p |2+m2

Λ2
s′

]

ds′.(6.10)

Under these new notations, we have Ĉ0(p) = ĈΛ0(p).

At each scale s, the covariance in position space is obtained by Fourier transform

Cs(x−y) := L−d
∑

p∈ 2π
L
Zd

Ĉs(p)e
i〈p,x−y〉,(6.11)

and Cs,t(x−y) is defined by Cs,t(x−y) := Cs(x−y) − Ct(x−y), which mimics (6.10) in position
space.

To make the connections with the Majorant Method, we need to consider the covariance A0, which
is formally2 given by the block matrix (2.27)

A0 =

(
0 C0

−C0 0

)

.(6.12)

The decomposition of A0 as a sum A[0,t] +A[t,∞] used to define F (t,Ψ) in section 4 now comes from
the decomposition (6.8). In other words, A[0,t] is the block matrix associated to C0,t.

2We used the word “formally” here because the underlying Grassmann algebra has a (countably) infinite number
of generators. However, this does not play any role in the analysis because we can always get a theory with a finite
number generators by introducing a different cutoff function. In fact, take any strictly decreasing smooth function
χ : [0,+∞) → [0, 1] such that

χ(x) =

{

0 if x ≥ 4

1 if x ≤ 1

and set

ĈΛ0
(p) :=

1

|p |2 +m2
χ

( |p |2 +m2

Λ2
0

)

,

which is now zero for |p | > 2Λ0. In this case, we get a theory with p restricted to a finite box

p ∈ 2π

L
Z
d ∩ {|p | < 2Λ0},

and the underlying Grassmann algebra becomes finitely generated. In any case, relation (6.15) is used just to help us

relate A with C to get the parameters of the σ2
(0,t) and ‖Ȧ(t)‖ in terms of C.
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Note that Ċ±
ii in the present context is replaced by Ċs(0), which can be estimated by

|Ċs(0)| ≤
∫

Rd

dp | ˙̂Cs(p)| =: ‖ ˙̂
Cs‖1.(6.13)

Using

‖ ˙̂
Cs‖1 =

2

Λ2
s

e
−m2

Λ2
s

∫

e
−

|p |2

Λ2
s dp = 2π

d
2 e

−m2

Λ2
s Λd−2

s ,(6.14)

we obtain an upper bound for the integral
∫ t

s

ds′‖ ˙̂
Cs′‖1 = 2π

d
2

∫ t

s

ds′e
−m2

Λ2
s′ Λd−2

s′ ≤ 2π
d
2

∫ t

s

ds′Λd−2
s′ = ρd(Λ

d−2
s − Λd−2

t ),(6.15)

where we introduced

ρd :=
2π

d
2

d− 2
.(6.16)

Hence, the first parameter of our theory is found

σ2
(s,t) = ρd(Λ

d−2
s − Λd−2

t ).(6.17)

We still need to obtain the norm ‖Ċs‖1,∞. Because
˙̂
C = 2

Λ2
s
e
− p2+m2

Λ2
s is a Gaussian in p, Ċ is Gaussian,

too, hence nonnegative, so

(6.18)

∫

Rd

dx |Ċs(x)| =
∫

Rd

dx Ċs(x) =
˙̂
Cs(0) =

2

Λ2
s

e
−m2

Λ2
s ,

we get

‖Ċs‖1,∞ ≡ ‖Ċs‖ =
2

Λ2
s

e
−m2

Λ2
s .(6.19)

Note that the latter vanishes exponentially fast as m2

Λ2
s
→ +∞. It is also uniformly bounded in s

because

2

Λ2
s

e
−m2

Λ2
s ≤ 2

m2
sup
ξ≥0

ξe−ξ =
2

m2
.(6.20)

6.2. Scaling in Ψ4
4 Theory. Because the majorant for the effective action is obtained by solving a

Hamilton-Jacobi equation, one wants to have coefficient functions in this Hamilton-Jacobi equation
that are of order one (“dimensionless” in the RG terminology), so they do not diverge in the limit
one wants to take. We scale the Fm(t) in (4.16) by a power of Λt, i.e. write

(6.21) Fm(t) = Λa+2bm
t F̃m(t) .

Here a and b are real numbers that depend only on the dimension d. The effect of scaling these norm
coefficients is that both parameters σ(0,t) and ‖Ȧ(t)‖ will get rescaled, too. The aim is to find a and
b such that, after this rescaling, the coefficients in the Hamilton-Jacobi equation will be bounded
uniformly in t. The values of a and b that we shall take are the ones suggested by the results from
perturbative renormalization [24].

This scaling also means that the initial condition is taken as F̃m(0) = F̃ 0
m, where the F̃ 0

m are given
and bounded independently of Λ0, for m ≥ 3. For F̃ 0

2 , we make the same hypothesis here, but in a
complete treatment, this function may contain counterterm contributions, which depend on Λ0. In
this work, we set F̃ 0

1 = 0.

Let us show in more detail how we rescale σ(0,t) and ‖Ȧ(t)‖ by scaling the norm coefficients of F (t,Ψ).
As we know, the latter satisfies Polchinski’s equation, so its norm coefficients Fm(t) satisfy (4.18) in
Proposition 4.2. Let s ≤ t and

(6.22) σ̃(s,t) = Λbs σ(s,t) .
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Insert (6.21) into (4.18) and divide by the factor Λa+bkt , to get an inequality for F̃k(t). The first term
on the right hand side of (4.18) becomes

n∑

m=k

Λa+2bm
0

Λa+2bk
t

(
2m

2k

)

F̃ 0
m σ

2(m−k)
(0,t) =

(
Λt
Λ0

)−a−2bk n∑

m=k

(
2m

2k

)

F̃ 0
m σ̃

2(m−k)
(0,t)(6.23)

By similar rearrangements, and using (6.19), the second term on the right hand side of (4.18) becomes

(6.24)

∫ t

0

ds

(
Λt
Λs

)−a−2bk

e
−m2

Λ2
s Λa+2b−2

s

∑

l,m
l+m≥k+1

F̃l(s) F̃m(s) Γl,m(σ̃(s,t)) .

For all k for which a + 2bk ≤ 0, and all 0 ≤ s ≤ t, (Λt

Λs
)−a−2bk ≤ 1 can be used both in (6.23) and

(6.24), so that for these k,

(6.25) F̃k(t) ≤
n∑

m=k

(
2m

2k

)

F̃ 0
m σ̃

2(m−k)
(0,t) +

∫ t

0

ds e
−m2

Λ2
s Λa+2b−2

s

∑

l,m
l+m≥k+1

F̃l(s) F̃m(s) Γl,m(σ̃(s,t)) .

We now specialize to the case d = 4. Perturbatively, the model with a local quartic interaction is then
just renormalizable, i.e. rendering the Schwinger functions finite in the limit Λ0 → ∞ requires only
three types of counterterms (mass, field strength, and coupling), but new counterterms of these types
are required in every order in perturbation theory [19, 24]. The analysis that proves this also suggests
which exponents to choose: we set a = 4 and b = −1. Then a+2b− 2 = 0 and a+2bk = 4− 2k ≤ 0
for all k ≥ 2, so that leaving out k = 1 allows us to use (6.25). By (6.17) with d = 4, the effect of
scaling is that σ(s,t) gets replaced with

(6.26) σ̃(s,t) = Λ−1
s σ(s,t) ≤

√
ρ4

and ‖Ȧ(s)‖ gets replaced with

(6.27) a(s) = e
−m2

Λ2
s ≤ 1 .

Thus with this choice of a and b, rescaling has made the coefficients in the integral inequality (6.25)
uniformly bounded in s and t.

To prove analyticity, we cannot deal with individual values of k separately but use the generating
function that gives the majorant, i.e. sum over k. Since the case k = 1 is not covered by the inequality,
we can only consistently sum over k if we also change the right hand side of the equation by leaving
out the all terms of the sum where l = 1 or m = 1. In a graphical expansion, this amounts to
leaving out the two-point insertions. This procedure, which corresponds to a projection P≥2 on the
field algebra where quadratic terms are mapped to zero, is standard as a first step in perturbative
studies of the Polchinski equation and in constructive renormalization group. Specifically, the above-
mentioned truncation means that we modify Polchinski’s equation (4.15) by applying the projection
P≥2 to its right hand side. Including the quadratic terms requires a much more detailed analysis:
the flow of the terms with m ≤ 2 has to be traced in more detail, and growing terms need to be
controlled by appropriately changed initial conditions (renormalization by counterterms). We are
not addressing this renormalization procedure in this work; it requires, among others, estimates for
more general weighted norms and Taylor expansion arguments.

The function τ(t) we had before is now replaced with

(6.28) τ̃ (t) =

∫ t

0

a(s) ds .

Since a is smooth and a(s) ≥ 0 for all s, τ̃ is smooth and strictly increasing in t. Because 0 ≤ a(s) ≤ 1,
τ(t) ≤ t. The exponential decay of a(s) at large s implies that τ̃ is a bounded function:

(6.29) τ̃(t) ≤ 1

2e
+min{t, ln Λ0

m
}
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For t ≤ t0 = ln Λ0

m
, this bound follows from τ(t) ≤ t. For t > t0, split the integration interval into

[0, t0) and [t0, t], and use the same estimate on the first interval to get

(6.30) τ̃ (t) ≤ ln
Λ0

m
+

∫ t

t0

a(s) ds

Substituting s = t0 + σ in the integrand gives

(6.31)

∫ t

t0

a(s) ds =

∫ t−t0

0

e−e
2σ

dσ ≤
∫ ∞

0

e−1−2σ dσ =
1

2e
.

so (6.29) holds. Equation (6.29) makes precise the idea that the flow “essentially stops” at t0, i.e.
when Λt goes below m.

In condition (6.4), τ̃ (t) and σ̃(0,t) now appear instead of τ(t) and σ(0,t). The coefficient α of the
quartic interaction does not receive a scaling factor. Thus

z20 <
1− 12|α|τ̃(t)σ̃2

(0,t)

12|α|τ̃(t)(6.32)

In summary, we have proven that for |α| < 1

12ρ4(1+ln
Λ0
m

)
, the right hand side of (6.32) is positive, the

majorant converges and hence the generating function obtained from the Polchinski equation (4.15)
with P≥2-projected right hand side is analytic in the fields. This holds for general (not only quartic)

interactions F̃ 0
m, provided the norm of F̃ 0 is small enough. (Recall that this means that interaction

terms of degree 2m > 4 get inverse powers of Λ0, i.e. F
0
m = Λ4−2mF̃ 0

m.)

This bound does not allow to take the limit Λ0 → ∞, and we now discuss the reasons for this. At face
value, the main reason is that τ̃ (t) grows linearly in t, i.e. logarithmically in Λ, before levelling off at
about ln Λ0

m
, and one may wonder whether one can avoid this by doing more careful bounds. Indeed,

the estimate (Λt

Λs
)2k−4 ≤ 1 is wasteful for 2k − 4 > 0, and a more careful bound (first integrating

over s and then cancelling the power of Λt) removes this logarithm for all k ≥ 3. Thus in an even
stronger truncation that fixes F2(t) to its initial value F 0

2 , analyticity can be shown uniformly in Λ0.
However, for k = 2 the above bound is an equality, and one can verify in perturbative calculations
that this bound is saturated for k = 2, so that a more detailed analysis is required to determine the
signs in the flow of F2, to decide (depending on the sign of α whether there really is a pole when
α ln Λ0

m
becomes of order one (known as the Landau pole), or whether asymptotic freedom holds, in

which case the upper bound for α is uniform in Λ0.

7. Concluding Remarks

The purpose of our work was to revisit [5] and to address the gap in their method of controlling
Polchinski’s equation. For this reason, we followed the latter closely, oftentimes using the same
notation and hypothesis, but also taking into account some important remarks in the comments
section of [25]. In particular, we used the same topology in the Grassmann algebra; the only relevant
difference is that, in our work, the latter was defined as a power series of the norm parameter z2

instead of z. This was of course possible because the renormalization group transformation preserves
parity, as stated in Proposition 4.1. Although simple, this modification is essential to develop the
method. As mentioned in [25] and reiterated in Section 4 of the present paper, the gap in [5] has
its roots in their definition of σ(s,t), which should be homogeneous of degree one. This is why we
considered σ2

(s,t) here instead of σ(s,t). As it turns out, the even powers of σ2
(s,t) pair naturally with

the even powers of z2, and the algebra of the norm coefficients can be dealt with to produce the
Hamilton-Jacobi (majorant) equation which controls the flow.

An immediate consequence of the fact that only even exponents in the norm parameter are to be
considered in the analysis is that the terms produced by the flow have a backwards-forwards symmetry
in z. More concretely, both backward φ(s, σ(s,t) − z) and forward φ(s, σ(s,t) + z) translations in z
arise naturally in the evolution. Of course, because the method is all about estimating norms, we
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could have employed further bounds on φ(s, σ(s,t) − z) so to get only contributions for a forward
translation φ(s, σ(s,t) + z) instead. This is done in [5], and represent a second important difference
between their work and ours as the use of the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus also allows us
to take both translations into consideration. We would expect that the absence of of this further
majorization would improve our bounds. However, interestingly enough, apart from a factor of 2
the existence condition expressed by relation (5.10) in our Majorant Theorem coincides with the
existence condition stated in [5], even though the objects involved in both conditions have slightly
different definitions. On the other hand, these translations also force a t dependence of the initial
condition of the majorant equation and it consequently becomes a terminal rather than an initial
value problem.

These observations explain the difference between our majorant equation and the one initially ob-
tained in [5], where an extra term ∂φ̃/∂z proportional to their covariance decaying parameter σ(0,t)
is present. Even with this difference, both equations are compatible in the sense that they are both
Hamilton-Jacobi equations and their solutions have similar behavior. It is a curious fact that our
equation is exactly the same obtained in [4] for bosons. In the latter, the “wrong sign” in the
Hamilton-Jacobi equation makes the Hamiltonian not convex. As explained in [4, 5], this is con-
sidered a disavantage in the procedure because, as the majorant evolves according to the flow, it
develops singularities immediately when the initial data has not bounded derivatives, which is a too
restrictive condition in typical applications. In the case of bosons, this means that we lost relative
signs between tree graphs in the expansion of the effective action (or Mayer series, in this case). For
fermions, this wrong sign is also a problem, but probably a less restrictive one, since the nilpotency
of the Grassmann algebra naturally introduces some sign cancellations in these expansions. This is
why perturbation theory of regularized fermionic field theories are convergent.

When an explicit model is being considered and an initial data for φ(0, z) is provided, it is natural to
investigate the majorant equation indirectly by studying its associated conservation equation (5.19).
This is done by means of the method of characteristics, as we already noted in Section 6. However, the
wrong sign problem poses a challenge in this analysis because it leads to crossings of characteristics.
In our analysis of the fermionic φ4 model, this is reflected in the fact that we obtain a cubic (thus
not globally invertible) characteristic equation. Even with this limitation, we were able to prove
existence of the majorant provided z is small enough.

A. Proof of Proposition 4.2

This section is dedicated to the demonstration of Proposition 4.2. For the reader’s convenience, we
restate this proposition below.

Proposition A.1. For each fixed t ∈ [0, T ] and k ∈ N, the norm coefficients of the effective action
satisfy

Fk(t) ≤
n∑

m=k

F 0
m

(
2m

2k

)

σ
2(m−k)
(0,t) +

1

2

∫ t

0

ds||Ȧ(s)||
∑

l,m
l+m≥k+1

Fl(s)Fm(s)Γl,m(σ(s,t)),

with

Γl,m(ξ) := 4lm
∑

k′, k′′ odd
k′+k′′=2k

(
2l − 1

k′

)

ξ2l−1−k′
(
2m− 1

k′′

)

ξ2m−1−k′′.

Proof. Because the unnormalized effective action F̃ (t,Ψ) satisfies the flow equation (4.12), it can be
expressed in terms of an integral equation

F̃ (t,Ψ) = (µA(t) ∗ F̃ 0)(Ψ)− 1

2

∫ t

0

ds(µA[s,t]
∗ 〈∇F̃ (s, ·), Ȧ(s)∇F̃ (s, ·)〉)(Ψ).(A.1)
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Consequently, we have
(A.2)
∂F̃ (t,Ψ)

∂ΨJ

∣
∣
∣
∣
Ψ=0

= EµA(t)

[
∂F̃ 0

∂ΨJ

]

− 1

2

∫ t

0

ds
∑

K⊂J

(−1)|K|
EµA[s,t]

[〈

∇
(
∂F̃ (s, ·)
∂ΨK

)

, Ȧ(s)∇
(
∂F̃ (s, ·)
∂ΨJ\K

)〉]

,

by Leibniz rule. Since F an F̃ only differ by a normalization constant, it follows that F must satisfy
the same equation, that is
(A.3)
∂F (t,Ψ)

∂ΨJ

∣
∣
∣
∣
Ψ=0

= EµA(t)

[
∂F 0

∂ΨJ

]

− 1

2

∫ t

0

ds
∑

K⊂J

(−1)|K|
EµA[s,t]

[〈

∇
(
∂F (s, ·)
∂ΨK

)

, Ȧ(s)∇
(
∂F (s, ·)
∂ΨJ\K

)〉]

.

Notice that we are only interested in the case |J | = 2k has even cardinality. Getting back to the
notations introduced in (3.6) and expressing F 0 by

F 0(Ψ) =
∑

J⊂{1,...,2n}

ζ0JΨJ ,(A.4)

we can readily estimate the first term in the right hand side of (A.3)
∣
∣
∣
∣
EµA(t)

[
∂F 0

∂ΨJ

]∣
∣
∣
∣
≤ |

∑

K⊃J

ζ0KEµA(t)
[ΨK\J ]| ≤

n∑

m=k

∑

K⊃J
|K|=2m

|ζ0K|σ
2(m−k)
(0,t) ,(A.5)

in view of (4.8). Hence,

sup
i0

1

2k

∑

J∋i0,|J |=2k

∣
∣
∣
∣
EµA(t)

[
∂F 0

∂ΨJ

]∣
∣
∣
∣
≤

n∑

m=k

sup
i0

1

2m

∑

K∋i0,|K|=2m

|ζ0K |
2m

2k

∑

J⊂K,|J |=2k
i0∈J

σ
2(m−k)
(0,t)

=

n∑

m=k

F 0
m

(
2m

2k

)

σ
2(m−k)
(0,t) .

(A.6)

As for the second term in the right hand side of (A.3), we first set

F (t,Ψ) =
∑

J⊂{1,...,2n}

ζJΨJ ,(A.7)

in such a way that
∣
∣
∣
∣
EµA[s,t]

[〈

∇
(
∂F (s, ·)
∂ΨK

)

, Ȧ(s)∇
(
∂F (s, ·)
∂ΨJ\K

)〉]∣
∣
∣
∣

≤
∑

i,j

|ȧij |
∑

L⊃K∪{i}

|ζL|
∑

M⊃(J\K)∪{j}

|ζM |EµA[s,t]
[ΨL\(K∪{i}) ∧ΨM\((J\K)∪{j})]

≤
∑

i,j

|ȧij |
∑

L⊃K∪{i}

|ζL|
∑

M⊃(J\K)∪{j}

|ζM |σ|L|+|M |−|K|−|J\K|−2
(s,t) χL∩M=∅

(A.8)

where χL∩M=∅ indicates that the sum ranges over disjoint sets L andM . Summing over K ⊂ J , with
|J | = 2k, the former is itself majorized by

∑

i,j

|ȧij | sup
i0

1

2k

∑

J∋i0
|J |=2k

∑

K⊂J

∑

L⊃K∪{i}

|ζL|
∑

M⊃(J\K)∪{j}

|ζM |σ|L|+|M |−|K|−|J\K|−2
(s,t)

≤
∑

i,j

|ȧij| sup
i0

1

2k

∑

J∋i0
|J |=2k

∑

K⊂J

∑

l,m
l+m≥k+1

∑

L⊃K∪{i}
|L|=2l

|ζL|
∑

M⊃(J\K)∪{j}
|M |=2m

|ζM |σ2l+2m−|K|−|J\K|−2
(s,t) .
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In (A.9), i0 ∈ J could be an element of either K or J \K. Define

K ′ :=

{

(J \K) ∪ {j} If i0 ∈ K

K ∪ {i} If i0 ∈ J \K
If i0 ∈ K, (A.9) is further majorized by

(A.9) sup
j

2n∑

i=1

|ȧij(s)|4lm
∑

l,m
l+m≥k+1

σ2l+2m−2k−2
(s,t) sup

i0

1

2l

∑

L∋i
|L|=2l

|ζL| sup
j0

1

2m

∑

M∋j0
|M |=2m

|ζM |
∑

j∈L

1

2k

∑

K⊂L\{i}
K ′⊂M

K∪K ′=J∋i0
|J |=2k

1

If, on the other hand, i0 ∈ J \K then instead of the above majorant, (A.9) is majorized by
(A.10)

sup
i

2n∑

j=1

|ȧij(s)|4lm
∑

l,m
l+m≥k+1

σ2l+2m−2k−2
(s,t) sup

j

1

2l

∑

L∋j
|L|=2l

|ζL| sup
j0

1

2m

∑

M∋j0
|M |=2m

|ζM |
∑

i∈L

1

2k

∑

K⊂L\{j}
K ′⊂M

K∪K ′=J∋i0
|J |=2k

1.

In either case, both expressions (A.9) and (A.10) are bounded by

||Ȧ||
∑

l,m
l+m≥k+1

Fl(s)Fm(s)Γl,m(σ(s,t)).

Indeed, when i0 ∈ K we get
∑

k′,k′′ odd
k+k′=2k

∑

j∈L

1

2(k′ + k′′)

∑

K⊂L\{i}
|K|=k′

K∋i0

∑

K ′⊂M
|K ′|=k′′+1
K ′∋j

1 =
∑

k′,k′′odd
k′+k′′=2k

k′′ + 1

k′ + k′′

(
2l − 1

k′

)(
2m− 1

k′′

)

≤
∑

k′,k′′ odd
k′+k′′=2k

(
2l − 1

k′

)(
2m− 1

k′′

)

and a similar argument proves this inequality holds when i0 ∈ J \K. �

B. Hamilton-Jacobi and Conservation Equations - Some Useful Results

Suppose we are interested in solving the following Hamilton-Jacobi equation

∂ω

∂t
− 1

2

(
∂ω

∂z

)2

= 0(B.1)

for t > 0 and z ∈ R, with initial condition ω(0, z) = g(z) for some function g. Let us write (B.1)
more compactly as

ωt −
1

2
ω2
z = 0,(B.2)

where the subscript denotes the derivative with respect to that variable.

In the theory of Hamilton-Jacobi equations, equation (B.1) is usually expressed as

ωt +H(ωz) = 0

with H(x) := −x2/2. This function H , which is called the Hamiltonian, is typically a convex function
of x instead of a concave one, as in the present case. Although most results in the theory of Hamilton-
Jacobi apply to convex functions satisfying the additional condition f(x)/|x| → ∞ as |x| → ∞, the
following lemma ensures that, even in the case of concave Hamiltonians, equation (B.1) still preserves
monotonicity of its solutions.
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Lemma B.1. For i = 1, 2, suppose ωi = ωi(t, z) is a solution of the PDE (B.1) with initial condition
ωi(0, z) = gi(z). Then g1 ≤ g2 implies ω1 ≤ ω2.

Proof. Let us define vi = vi(t, z) := −ωi(t, z), in such a way that it satisfies

vt +
1

2
(vz)

2 = 0.(B.3)

The solution of (B.3) is given by the Hopf-Lax formula [12]

vi(t, z) = min
y∈R

{
(z − y)2

t
− gi(y)

}

.

Hence, we have

ωi(t, z) = −min
y∈R

{
(z − y)2

t
− gi(y)

}

= max
y∈R

{

− (z − y)2

t
+ gi(y)

}

,

from where it follows that ω1 ≤ ω2 when g1 ≤ g2. �

Now, if ω = ω(z, t) is at least twice-differentiable and satisfies (B.1), taking derivatives with respect
to z yields

ωtz − ωzωzz = 0.(B.4)

As a consequence, the function u := ωz satisfies

ut − uuz = 0,(B.5)

with initial condition u0(z) := u(0, z) = ωz(0). This is an example of a conservation equation.
Naturally, the obtaining of a solution of (B.5) allows us to recover the solution ω of (B.1).

We want to solve the following initial value problem

(B.6)

{
ut − uuz = 0

u(0, z) = u0(z)
,

which is done here by means of the so-called method of characteristics. Readers unfamiliar with this
method can refer to e.g. [12]. The first step is to parametrize z = z(t) and define U(t) := u(t, z(t)).
The characteristic equation becomes

zt = −U(t)(B.7)

with z(0) := z0. Notice that

Ut = ut + uzzt = ut − uuz = 0(B.8)

by hypothesis, from where it follows that

U(t) = const = U(0) = u0(z0).(B.9)

Putting (B.9) into (B.7), we get

zt = z0 − u0(z0)t.(B.10)

To solve for u, we have to be able to invert z0 = z0(t, z) in (B.10). Then, the solution u = u(t, z) is
recovered from u(t, z) = u0(z0(t, z)).
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