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Abstract
We investigate the spectral functions of the Higgs mode in O(2) model, which can be experi-
mentally realized in a 2D Bose gas. Zero temperature limit is considered. Our calculation fully
includes the 2-loop contributions. Peaks show up in the spectral functions of both the longitudinal
and the scalar susceptibilities. Thus this model cannot explain the disappearance of the response
at the weak interaction limit. Neither it can explain the similarity between the longitudinal and
the scalar susceptibilities in the visibility of the Higgs mode. A possible lower peak at about 2m,

is also noted.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Higgs mode in condensed matter physics, also called amplitude mode, was first discussed
in details in superconductivity in 1980s [2]. Recently, it was observed in ultra-cold Bose
atoms in three and two dimensional optical lattices [3, 4]. It was also studied in various
other condensed matter systems [5, 0].

In superfluids, Higgs modes are difficult to observe. The first two time-reversal and

gauge-invariant terms allowed in the action-density can be written as [7, &

0 0 .0
1K@ 8t<I> Kgatq) atq), (1)

where @ is the order parameter, K; and Ky are constants. When K; ~ 0 while Ky # 0,
Lorentz invariance is present, and there exists the particle-hole symmetry, which is necessary
for the observation of the Higgs mode. Unfortunately, in the Gross-Pitaevskii model, which
is often used in describing the superfluidity, K; # 0 and Ky = 0, hence the particle-hole
symmetry is absent.

In recent years, the ultra-cold dilute gases became a platform for many problems because
of the convenience of tuning the parameters [9]. The particle-hole symmetry can be provided

by the periodicity of the optical lattice [7]. In the vicinity of superfluid-Mott insulating
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transition, the system can be described approximately by a O(2) model [10-12], N = 2
version of O(N) model, which is important in the study of quantum phase transitions [13, 14].
The visibility of the Higgs mode in two dimensional O(N) model has been studied [15].
Evidence of the Higgs mode in the two dimensional optical lattice was found in a quantum
Monte Carlo simulation of the Bose-Hubbard model in the vicinity of the superfluid-Mott

insulator transition [16], not long before it was observed in an experiment [4].

Previously, Higgs mode in 2D Bose gas have been studied in the O(/N) model by using
the large-N expansion [15, 17]. However, in the O(2) model, which describes the system in
the vicinity of the critical point, the large-N expansion might be inefficient in convergence
because 1/N is not so small. It is proposed to observe behavior of the Higgs mode through
the scalar susceptibility. Thus it is an interesting question whether such phenomenon can

be understood by using the O(2) model, without employing large-N expansion.

In this paper, without using large-N expansion, we study the linear response of the Higgs
mode in 2+ 1 dimensional O(2) model at zero temperature limit. We calculate the spectral
function with full 2-loop contributions, and obtain the analytical results of some 2-loop
diagrams with arbitrary external momenta, which have not been obtained previously. We
also calculate the dominant contributions up to infinite loop orders using variance summation
methods. We find that there are peaks in the spectral functions of both the longitudinal
and scalar susceptibilities in the 2 + 1 dimensional O(2) model. However, the O(2) model
cannot reproduce the phenomenon that the peak of the spectral function of the amplitude
broadens and then vanishes when the system is tuned away from the critical point into the
superfluid phase, as observed in Ref. [1, 18]. This may be because the O(2) model can only
approximately describe the system at the vicinity of the critical point, and the disappearance
of the peak cannot be explained as long as one uses a relativistic model in zero temperature

limit. Besides, we find another lower peak in the spectral function at about 2m,.

The rest of the paper is organized as the following. In Sec. II, we briefly review the O(2)
model in two dimensions. The susceptibilities of the Higgs mode are calculated in Sec. III.

In Sec. IV, we present the numerical calculation. Sec. V is a summary.



II. THE O(N) MODEL

In imaginary-time representation, D dimensional O(N) model is [14, 19]

1 2 U
S = /dD:): (0,0)? — L0g2 4 “0q29? (2)

2 2 4
which is also known as the ¢* model with a negative mass term [20]. It can also be written

as [15]
/2
N
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which reduces to Eq. (2) with ® = ®,/,/g, mo = m{/v/2 and Uy = gm},”/2N.

A. Renormalization and Spontaneous Symmetry Breaking (SSB)

The ¢* model can be renormalized with a field strength. The renormalized action can be

written as [20]

1 m? U
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with ®,., §z, d,, and 0y defined as
®=220,, Sy=20—-1, 6p=mZ—m? &y =UyZ>—U, (5)

where mg and U, are bare mass and coupling constant, while m and U are the physical mass
and coupling constant. The vacuum expectation value (VEV) is |®,> = v%, v = m/VU.

The order parameter can be parameterized as [15]

(br:(v‘l‘a,ﬂ'), (6)
where m = (7, -+ ,mn_1). Then the action can be expanded as S = Sy + Sa + S¢, where
1 1
So = /dD?C <§(8p0)2 +m2o? + 5(@7@)2) ,
s U (7)
Su= [ (ot o)+ Gl 712
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FIG. 1. Feynman rules of the propagators and the vertices of O(2) model.

and

SC = /dDZL' <162(8u7rk)2 + % (5(]1)2 — 5m) 71']3
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are harmonic, anharmonic, and counter terms, respectively. In imaginary-time represen-
tation, the momenta are in D dimensional Euclidean space, and can be represented as
p = (p,w), where p is the D — 1 dimensional momentum, and w is the bosonic Matsubara

frequency.

We now specialize in the case of N = 2. The corresponding propagators of ¢ and 7 are

1 1

Go‘o‘ - T T o5 o)
p2_|_)\2

Cp2 4 2m?’

(9)

where a small mass A is assigned to the propagator of 7 to regulate the possible infrared (IR)
divergences in the loop integrals, so that the cancellation of the IR divergence can be shown
explicitly. X is set to be zero whenever possible. For simplicity, we define m, = v/2m. The
Feynman rules of the propagators and the vertices are shown in Fig. 1. The Feynman rules

of the counter terms are shown in Fig. 2.
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FIG. 2. Feynman rules of the counter terms of O(2) model.

B. Susceptibilities
We are interested in spectral functions

Xap(q,w) = lim Im(xap(q, w +i€)), (10)

e—0

where xap(q,w) are dynamical susceptibilities defined in D dimensions as [15]

yas(g) = / 4P 5% (A(2) B(0)). (11)

where A, B = o, m, 7, etc. The longitudinal susceptibility is X, -
The fluctuation can also be parameterized such that the scalar fluctuation is (®? — v?) /v/N [15].
We define

o2 + 72

()

(12)

Il
SH R

p=—(P*—0v*) =20+

Similar to Eq. (7) of Ref. [15], the scalar susceptibility can be written as a sum of longitudinal

and cross susceptibilities,

4 1
pr = 4XO'O’ _l_ ; (Xcrzcr + X7r20) _l_ ﬁ (X0'202 + Xn2r2 + 2X027r2) (13)

III. CALCULATION OF SUSCEPTIBILITIES

Throughout this paper, we shall only consider zero temperature limit of O(2) model in

D =2+ 1 dimensions. We use dimensional regulation (DR) [21] to regulate the ultraviolet
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FIG. 3. The 1PI diagrams of (o) at 1-loop order. The massless vacuum bubble diagram vanishes

in DR, and is thus not shown.

(UV) divergence. In D = 3 — € dimensions, we define Nyy as

1
Nyy = P + log(4m), (14)

where v is the Euler constant.

The counter terms should be calculated order by order. In DR in 2 4+ 1 dimensions,
the UV divergences show up at 2-loop order, and both ¢z and 6y are UV finite. Since
different renormalization conditions lead to different renormalization schemes, we choose
to use oy = 0y = 0 for simplicity. The only nonvanishing counter term needs one more
renormalization condition. We also use (o) = 0 [15, 20], which requires that the 1-particle-

irreducible (1PI) tadpole diagrams of o vanish.

A. 1-loop level
1. Counter terms and Goldstone theorem at 1-loop order

(o) at 1-loop order is denoted as (o)), The non-vanishing tadpole diagrams contributing
to (o) are shown in Fig. 3, where the diagram above label (i) is denoted as I\*® W i=1,2.
We find

<0,>(1) _ [{ad (1) + I;ad (1)’ (15)
it =3uefd, 5 =50,

where 6 denotes the counter term 6, at 1-loop order, fé” is given in Eq. (A3). (o) =0

leads to

1) _ _qrrMe 1
o = —3U (16)
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FIG. 4. The 1PI diagrams of II, at the order of O(U) , denoted as ) (¢?). The massless vacuum

bubble vanishes in DR, and is thus not shown.

We can use this result to confirm the Goldstone theorem. The 1PI diagrams contributing
to self energy Il at 1-loop are shown in Fig. 4. The diagram above label (i) is denoted as
I (1), i =1,2,3. The Goldstone theorem requires I1,(¢*> = 0) = 0, consequently

)

n(g?) = > 17

1=1,2,3 (17)
]W (1) ( ) Uf ]7r (1) ( 0) 4U2U2 % f(l ( _ O), ]gr (1)(q2) _ 5(1)7

where 0% is given in Eq. (16), D and £ ( = 0) are given in Egs. (A3) and (A6). At
1-loop order, ngl)(q2 = 0) =0, as expected.

2. 1PI contribution to longitudinal susceptibility at O(U) order

The 1PI self energy of ¢ is denoted as II,. The 1PI diagrams contributing to II, at 1-loop
are shown in Fig. 5. The diagram above label (i) is denoted as I, (1) ,1=1,2,3,4. We find

4
n(gh) =y 17"
i=1
V¢ =60 1Y) =3Uf
17 V@) = 18U (), 1V >—2U2 21 (@),

(18)

where 64 is given in Eq. (16), f£8”, f(¢?) and f"(¢?) are given in Egs. (A3) and (A5).
As a result, we find both 1% and 1% are UV and IR finite.

3. 1PI contribution to cross-susceptibilities

The 1PI contributions to cross-susceptibilities X 25, Xx2x2, Xo2o and X,2,2 are denoted as

o) ot , 1) and nty)

209 2720

respectively, as shown in Fig. 6.

o252
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FIG. 5. The 1PI diagrams of I1; at O(U) order. The massless vacuum bubble vanishes in DR, and

is thus not shown.

FIG. 6. The 1PI diagrams of Il 2., Il 2 2, II 2, and Il 2,2 at 1-loop order. There is no 1-loop
contribution to x,2,2. The cross means that the propagators are disconnected. For Hfrlz)ﬂz, there is

another diagram obtained by exchanging 7’s in the final states. Similarly there is another diagram

for H(l)

0202"

The results of I1,2,, 1L 2,2, I1,2, and Il,2,2 can be written as

%) (¢?) = —200fD(¢?), 1% (¢%) = —6Uu /1" (¢?)

=0

(19)
%L (%) = 210(¢%), 1% (%) =21 (4?).

B. 2-loop level
1. Counter terms at 2-loop order

The result of (¢) at 2-loop order is denoted as (c)®. The nonvanishing tadpole diagrams

contributing to () are shown in Fig. 7. The diagram above label (i) is denoted as I tad (2)

7 9
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FIG. 7. The 1PI diagrams of (c) at O(U?) order.

1=1,---,11. We find

e, I = =300V 176 = 0),
(@ _ (513)@’ 1@ — 620 fP (42 = 0),
[tad @ _ 3UU6(1 f (q _0), [gad @ _ 912y b(2)(q2 = 0), 20
10— g 2 ), 1Y = =50 (¢ = 0),
[:iad @ _ _gr72y £ £ (g2 ), Itad @ _ —6U3v3f(2)(q2 =0),
190 g2 =gy, DY = AU (6 = 0)
where £ and fb(l) are given in Eq. (A3). Here fb( = —\/4m. (q =0) and fd (q2 =0)

are given in Eq. (A6). (q = 0) and f (q2 = 0) are given in Eq. (A18). (q =0),
fg(z) (¢> =0) and f]( (¢*> = 0) are given in Eq. (A33).
(o) = 0 requires (¢)") =0 and (7)) = 0. We find

5@ _ U U?
™o 2(4m)2 2(4m)?

M2
(8NUV + 8 log —
m

(e

—12 1og(3)) . (21)

d(2) ];ad (2)

Although there exist IR divergences in I3 and Iﬁld (2), those IR divergences are

cancelled, consequently 52 is IR finite. However, 52 is UV divergent. We will show that

the UV divergence in 52 cancels the UV divergence in 1PI self energies of 7 and o.

2. Cancellation of divergences and Goldstone theorem at 2-loop level

The diagrams contributing to Il and I, at 2-loop level are shown in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9.

The 1PI self-energies of m and o at 2-loop level are denoted as 1% and 1. In these two

10
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FIG. 8. The 1PI diagrams of IL; at 2-loop order. There are three other diagrams that are the

horizontal mirrors of diagrams (15), (16) and (17), respectively. For brevity, they are not shown.

They are included in [ f5(2), 1 f6(2) and [ ?7(2), respectively.

figures, the diagrams above the label (i) is denoted as I @) and I7 ) One obtains
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FIG. 9. The 1PI diagrams of II, at 2-loop order. There are five other diagrams that are the
horizontal mirrors of diagrams (13), (17), (18), (19) and (28), respectively. For brevity, they are

not shown. They are included in 1103(2), If7(2), Ifg(2), 1109(2) and I§8(2), respectively.
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;% = —U x fO(g* = 0) x oY),
179 = 230 x (g% = 0) x 6V,

7 D(?) = 400 x £ (%) x oY,
I <2>( 2 = 40 x £V (¢?) x 5<1>,
17 _3U2><f<1(2 0) x

Ir® =302 x V(g2 = 0) x
7% = 9u? x f{V(g? _O)be,
15 P (q?) = —8U%* x fV(g?) x fV
17,® (%) = —120%0% x f(¢?) % fal ,
2M0") = =AU x £0(") x £,
I52(¢?) = —120%0% x [ (@) x f;"

13

L\ () = f2(q%)
114 (q2) = (2)(q2)
(@) = =240 x [P (),
o2 (q?) = —16U%0* x fP(g?),
2D(¢?) = —24U%0? x f2(gP),
If8( ) — 180302 x fj (q =0),
153 = —120%0% x fP(¢* = 0), (22)
120(2) = —2U°%0* x f;z)(qz =0),
13" (¢*) = 16U"v" x [P (g?),
IR = 48U X [ (0),
() = 160% x (),
15,9(¢%) = 120" x 12(g?),
1357 (q*) = 8UM* x f2(d),



and

28
nP(g") =317
i=1

7% (q%) = 6U x £ (¢),

) _ 52, 152(¢%) = 20 x £ (),
15 = =30 x f(g* = 0) x o0, I9() = =216U% x [2(¢"),
17% = —U x £ (g = 0) x &0, 157 (¢%) = —16U°* x [2(¢*),
17 P (g?) = 36U%% x f{7(g%) x o), 15°(%) = —24U%0% x [P (),
179(g?) = A0 x [0 (¢?) x oD, I, = =54U%* x f{(g" = 0).
1§ @ =90 x f0(¢? = 0) x SV, 15 = —4U* x fP(¢* = 0),
2O =12 5 f0(g2 = 0) x fO, 157 = —6U%? x fO (g =0), (23)
ngmﬂxm<q=mxn, 157 () = 648U x [P ()
15 9(¢%) = —108U°0* x fiV(¢") x £, 15 @(g) = 16U x £O (),
152 (q?) = —4U%0* x 9 (g?) x £, I557(q%) = 120" x £ (%),
2@ = —120% < S < V. g ®@(g2) = 6430 x £O (),
1P (%) = —54U0%0 x fO(¢%) % f<1 (@) I5P(¢%) = 8UM" x 12(g?),
17,9(¢%) = —120%* f @)% [@) 152 (¢?) = 45Ut x FO(g?),
I5,%(¢%) = =600 x £9(¢%) x £V (g?),

where 65 and 6% are given in Eqs. (16) and (21). The functions f@ and f® are given in

Appendix A.

(2), and are

The UV divergence of I appears in IT ?, I, and I,
e U

- 6U2 co 207
10V 2(477')2

2(dr)2 UV UV T 92

BNyv), I = Nyy. (24)

The UV divergences of 11 appear in I7 ), I7.® and 17, and are

2 2 2
2) u 7 (2) 6U o (2) 2U
2 (SNUV)v ]15UV 2(47T)2NUV7 ]16UV 2(47‘()2

Nov. (25)

As a result, we find that all the UV divergences in 1% and II? are cancelled by the UV
divergence in 57(3), and the term log(u?) is cancelled as well.

We can also show the cancellation of IR divergences explicitly. The IR divergences in

14



HS?) are

™) _ 9U%m,, - (2)(q2) _ —6U%m,
BIR T 9(4m)2)\7 AR 2(47)2\(1 +t)’
—3U%m 20%m
]7r (2) _ o T (2) /2 _ o 2
TS ey R = gy (26)
I 2 —6U2m(, (2 4U2m0
WIR T 9(4m)2n’ "2 2(4n)2A(1 + 1)’
where t = ¢*/m?. Those IR divergences cancel each other explicitly.
The IR divergences in 11 are
I° (2) _ 3U2 My I° (2) _ _U2 My
3IR 2(4m)2\ TR 2(4m)2\’
—1203v*m 4U3v*m
]cr (2), 2 _ o c(2)/ 2 _ o
5IR (q ) 2(47?)2)\([2 > 710 IR(q ) 2(477')2)\(]27 (27)
8U3v*m
]a (2) _ —2U2 Mme [O' 2), 2 _ o ‘
19 IR 2(4m)2N’ 2o r(77) 72(4702)@2

Similarly, the IR divergences in 1) cancel each other explicitly. As result, both 1% and
1Y are UV finite and IR finite.

The Goldstone theorem also requires I (¢2 = 0) = 0. When ¢*> = 0, using Eqgs. (A6),

15



(A18), (A33), (A48) and (A69), we find

=g 1 1
" 5% = ou? Nyy +1+1
7@ — 3172 1 14 2(4m)? v s dmz )
2 - 9
2(47T)2 m (2) 3 92 1 9
]7r (2) 9 Mg 115 = —24U% 2(4#)277162, log 1 ’
3 )
2(4m)2\ 1
(4) . I[P = —16U°0* - log(4),
[Z (2) — ].2U3U22(4 )2 =, (47T) mg )
) MG 1 A
m™(2) _ 3,2 N
G BTG E N (% - 2) I = S ey <9 2) ’
2(47)2m2 \ X ’ 1
1 Ifg(z) — U2 —
r® —3U22(4 H 2(4m)%m2
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o 1 4
5,* = 96U " log(=
I = 12(]31)272(4 Vo2’ > ! (4m)?ml Og(?))’
T)“m
o 1 m
. 7? = 160" 47<—"—2—1 4)
]?1(2) _ 4U31)22(4 o (mT _ 2)’ 23 v 2(4m)Zmi \ A og(4) ),
T)“m
7 1 3 1
. 1 5P =70 ——— (2log (2 ) — =
I = 120 s, 21 C20mermi \7*\2) T 3)
7 1 9\?
1 2 T(2) _qrra, At [ 4 IN
m® :6U22(47r)2 (NUV+1+1og %) 15" = 8U S (1 log z))

As a result, we find 1Y (¢2 = 0) = 0.

3. 1PI contributions to Cross-Susceptibilities

The 1PI contributions to Il.2,, Il 25, Il 2,2, 1,252 and Il 2,2 at 2-loop level are shown

in Fig. 10 and Fig. 11. The diagrams above the label (i) is denoted as IZ-AQU (2)(q2) and
IiAsz @) (¢?), respectively.
One can see from Eq. (13) that the cross-susceptibilities always appear in x,, as sums,

so 1t is convenient to define

H(A22)0' = H7r22)0 + Hg'22)0" H§3B2 = H§r22)7r2

+1%), +2m®

o2n2:

(29)
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FIG. 10. Contributions to Hfgg and Hg)g. For brevity, the exchange of initial states is not drawn.
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FIG. 11. Contributions to HfQ)WQ, Hfggg and Hg)ﬁ. For brevity, the exchanges of final states and

initial states are not drawn.
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They can be written as

I Zl“” 7’)
19 )
n% () =3 1" P,
=10
2O'
177 P(g?) = —4Uvs D fO (),
2C7'
LY O(g?) = 40 O O (g?),
20’
;7O = 120" 10 (¢),
2O'
1779 = 600 f V() 1V ()
2C7'
12772 (¢?) = 66U f (@) 157 (6?)
2O'
177 D) = 8Uu [ ()
L O(g?) = —16U°0* £ (¢?)
1@ () = 24U 1P ()
and
6 2 R2
Mene(?) =Y 17 @),
=1
12 -
I,202(¢?) :ZIZ'A B (2)( 2)’
=T
2

7O (g2) = 480 0 (),

L () = —au O (),
L) = —120 10 10 (),
17 ) = —6u £ ()10,
L () = 1600 £ (),

There are also IR divergent contributions in both HCS , and e

Mo

A%o (2) _ 2 o (2) 2,
A2B? (2) Mg A?B? (2) _

They are also cancelled, as expected.
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FIG. 12. The common structure of RPA-like contributions.

(a)
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(b)
FIG. 13. Examples of RPA-like contributions at higher orders.

C. Higher order corrections
1. Contribution of higher orders: Random Phase Approzimation (RPA) like contributions.

As shown in Fig. 5 and Fig. 9, most of the contributions to II, can be classified to two
classes.

The contributions 17, 1gW 7@ @ pe@ pe@ o @ e e ang
150(2) are of the first class. They are cancelled exactly by the counter terms because the
same diagrams can be found in both Fig. 3 and Fig. 7. For higher orders, the counter terms
also cancel such kind of contributions exactly.

W) o) 0@ 0@ @ 0@ @ @ O @ @
TS FAN A RS AN EAS EACE GRS N CALNY |

s> *5  »*9 210 o> 11 o f12 o 13 o f14 o 21T o

15?2 e, @ g® @ g ® e @ 12® and 15, are of another class. They all have the

The contributions I3

structure shown in Fig. 12. For example, each of I3 (1), Iy @ and Iy @ has one circle, while
each of 15, 1%® and I7,®) has two circles. Other examples of higher order diagrams are
shown in Fig. 13. The diagrams in Fig. 13.(a) is a 3-loop contribution with 3 circles, while
the diagram in Fig. 13.(b) is a 7-loop contribution with 4 circles.

The loop momenta in circles are independent of each other. Therefore, similar to RPA,

they are the dominant contributions among all the higher orders contributions of 1PI dia-
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FIG. 14. Summation of 1PI diagrams.

grams [22]. We sum those RPA like contributions to infinite orders with each circle up to
2-loop orders.
Finally, when the RPA contributions of higher orders are included, the II, can be written

as

I, (%) = TP (@) + 11+ 1757 (¢%) + 17,2 (¢%), (33)

RPA
HO’

where is given in Eq. (A79), and TI¢' is the sum of the first class of diagrams and can

be written as

ne =17 W43 7@ g ® 7@ e
) (34)
+ 120+ 13 11?1, ® 4 g
The 1PI diagrams with RPA like contributions to the cross-susceptibilities are denoted

as 1142, and I 422, and are given in Eqs. (A83) and (AS86).

2. IPI summation

The self energy of ¢ is denoted as ¥,, and can be obtained with the help of 1PI self

energy I, as shown in Fig. 14, and can be written as

1 1 " 1
%o (q%) :Z 2 2 (Ha(qz) 2 2) -2 2 2y’ (35)
— P +mg ¢> +m; ¢* +mg —1l,(¢?)

where I1,(¢?) is given in Eq. (33).

Similarly, we can define

XA20 = Xn26 T Xo20s XA2B2 = Xn272 T Xo202 + 2XU27T2‘ (36>

The 1PI summation of x 42, is also shown in Fig. 14, and can be written as

XAQJ(Q2) _ Z HAQU(q2) « < 1 Hg(q2))n _ HA2U(Q2) (37>

@ +me  \¢*+m] ¢ +my —1l,(¢%)’

where I1 42, (¢?) is given in Eq. (A83) and the 1PI summation of x 4252(¢?) is given in (A88).
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D. Summary of calculations of the susceptibilities.

In O(2) model, the coupling constant U is not a dimensionless quantity in D = 2 4 1
dimensions. We find from the calculations that the 1-loop order is at O(U/m,) order, the
2-loop order is at O(U?/m?2) order. So the perturbation is expansion around U/m, ~ 0.

The longitudinal susceptibility and the scalar susceptibility, at 1-loop level, can be written

as
X5 (d?) = L 11 (¢%)
o ¢?+m2 7 (38)
anl) () +10 (> 1
1 2\ 1 2 2o o0 1) 2 1) 2
K@) = )+ e e (M) + (@)

where Hgl)(qz) is given in Eq. (18). HSJJ(&), Halz)a(q2), Hfrlz)ﬂz(q2) and H((IlQ)UQ(q2) are given in
Eq. (19).
When the 2-loop contributions, RPA like contributions and 1PI summation are included,

and the results are

Xcrcr(q2> = 20((]2)7

2 o | 4 2 1 2 (39)
Xpp(07) = 4Xo0(q7) + ;XAZO'(q ) + EXAZBZ(Q ),

where ¥, (¢?) is given in Eq. (35), xa2+(¢%) is given in Eq. (37), and x42p2(¢?) is given in
Eq. (A8S).

The spectral function can be obtained by using Eq. (10). In a way similar to that in
Ref. [15], we use the analytical continuing ¢ = \/q? — (w + i€)? to obtain x’j5(q,w).

IV. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In Ref. [10], the approximate O(2) model can be written as

S =

: leﬁz / dt / dz { <%¢)2 — (2J0)%2 (V) — (2J72)*(u — 1)§? — (JZ)2m¢4} ,
(40)

where u = g/4Jzn, z is the lattice coordinate number, J is tunneling, g is the coupling
constant, 7 is boson occupation number. In experiments, typically, n &~ 50 and 27h/2Jzn ~

0.7ms.
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We first rescale the coordinate as z — x/2Jnz, then rescale the field as ¢ = ®/v/J, we

find in D = 2 + 1 dimensions, and in imaginary time representation, the model becomes

5= /d2+1x {% @0y - 20 6 @qﬂ} | (41)

2 4
Comparing Eq. (41) with Eq. (2), we find that when

my = 2V2J 201 —u, U = 2J2*hu, (42)
the model is as same as Eq. (2). Note that m,, is as same as A in Ref. [10], as expected.
Since in the experiment [1], the result is given in terms of the parameter j = J/g, we
rewrite Eq. (42) as
B Jz . 1
m0:2\/§Jﬁz 1_L, U:—;{, Je = —. (43>
Jj 27 dnz

In the experiment, the j. is found to be ~ 0.06 [1].

Note that the corrections of perturbation at n-loop order is proportional to (U/mg)",
which is independent of J when j is fixed. So J only affects the amplitude of the spectral
function. When the spectral function is normalized as in Ref. [1], it is independent of J.

For convenience, we use

J=1, =50, j.=0.06. (44)

The spectral functions at q = 0, x4 5(w), can be numerically obtained. We obtain x”_(w)

and x},(w) for j = 2j.. The susceptibilities are calculated using Eqs. (10), (38), (39), (43)

n (1)

7, (w) are shown in Fig. 15.

and (44). The 1-loop level spectral functions of x”_")(w) and
We also find from Fig. 15 that, in contrast with the conclusion of Ref. [15], the singularity
of the spectral function of longitudinal susceptibility at w — 0 does not damage the visibility
of the peak at w = m,,. The plot at small values of w, as magnified in Fig. 16, indicates that
the spectral function is convergent.
The behaviour of the singularity at w = 0 of longitudinal susceptibility is changed when
1PI summation is included, as can also be seen in the Eq. (C.2) of Ref. [15], which can be

written as

T mZ oI (45)
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FIG. 15. The normalized spectral functions x”(w) when j = 2j.. The dotted line is ng(l)(w), the

solid line is X’p’p(l)(w), the dashed line is x;, (w), the dashed-dotted line is x,,(w).

Even at 1-loop level and with only the leading contribution of large-N limit is included, i.e.,

1P = 20202 x (1/8q), the spectral function can be written as

2
I N:OO, (1) _ 8mUWU _ 8(.&) O 3 46
Koo () mi (64w? + U?) — 128m2w* + 64wb  m2U +0(w). (46)

Therefore, although 7, ~ w™" at 1-loop level, in consistency with Ref. [15], we find that
Xoo ~ w when 1PI summation is included.

We also find another small peak at about 2m,,.

Similar to Ref. [1], we also show the spectral functions for j ranging from 1.1j. to 3.9j..
The normalized spectral functions x;,(w) and x},(w) are shown in Fig. 17 and Fig. 18,
respectively. x7 (w) is almost as same as X, (w) except that its peaks are a little wider.

We think that the disappearance of the peak of the spectral function when the weak
interaction limit is approached, as observed in the experiment [1], cannot be explained by
using the O(2) model, because the O(2) model is a relativistic model. As discussed in
Ref. [7], the visibility of the Higgs mode depends on whether the model is relativistic or not.

So we cannot reproduce the result of the experiment as long as we use a relativistic model
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FIG. 16. The spectral functions x7,(w) when j = 2j. and w is very small. The spectral functions

are not normalized.

in zero temperature limit.

The perturbation around U/m,, ~ 0 is valid only when U/m, < 1. U/m, as a function of
j/je is shown in Fig. 19, where it can be seen that as j decreases towards j., U/m, increases,
invalidating the perturbation theory.

The monotonic decrease of U/m, with the increase of j/j. is another evidence that the
disappearance of the Higgs peak cannot be explained within the O(2) model. With the
increase of j/j., U/m, decreases, so the 1-loop or higher order contributions become less

important, hence the spectral function approaches the delta function 6(w — m,).

V. CONCLUSION

The Higgs mode observed in the two dimensional optical lattice [1] ended the debate
whether the Higgs mode can be observed in the two dimensional neutral superfluid system.
However, it was argued that, to reproduce the disappearance of the response, a theory

between strong and weak interaction regimes is needed.
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FIG. 17. The normalized spectral function x7 (w) when j ranges from 1.1j. to 3.9j.. The color map

is logarithmically scaled. The dotted line is my(j/j.) in Eq. (43). The dashed line is 2m,(j/j.).

In this paper, we investigate the spectral function of the Higgs mode in O(2) model.
Differing from previous works, we calculate the spectral functions without using large-N
expansion. The spectral function x7,(w) and x},(w) are obtained in Eq. (39), as shown
Fig. 17 and Fig. 18.

We argue that to use longitudinal susceptibility or scalar susceptibility is irrelevant to
the visibility of the Higgs mode. We also find that the disappearance of the response with
increase of j/j. cannot be explained within O(2) model at zero temperature limit. We also

find that there is a small peak in the spectral function at about w ~ 2m,,.

Appendix A: Calculations of the Feynman diagrams

Calculations of the Feynman diagrams needed are listed below.
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FIG. 18. The normalized spectral function X;)’p(w) when j ranges from 1.1j. to 3.9j.. The color map
is logarithmically scaled. The dotted line is m,(j/j.) in Eq. (43). The dashed line is 2mq(j/jc)-

1. 1-loop diagrams
a. Vacuum bubble diagrams

The vacuum bubble diagrams are drawn in (a) and (b) in Fig. 20,

k1 k1
(1) _ e (1) _ e Al
Jao=n /(2W)Dk2+mg’ b TH /(27r)Dk2+/\2' (A1)

Using DR, for D # 2n,

dPk 1 pe Din—2) D

Gn(m) —ME/(27T)D (k2 +m?) (47r)% T'(n) (mZ)E_n- (A2)

Unlike the cut-off regulator, in DR, the massless vacuum bubble diagrams vanish unless

]D—Zn

D = 2n, because the integral has dimension [p while there is no external momentum
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FIG. 19. U/m, as a function of j/je.
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FIG. 20. All 1-loop diagrams.

or mass, hence no dimensional variable, the result can only be 0P~ [23]. Therefore for

D =3 —k,

m, 0, no IR divergence,

1 _
A1’ Ty

fa = -
—2 with IR divergence (A3)
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FIG. 21. The diagrams with a massless vacuum bubble acquires a finite result because of the IR

divergence.

When there is IR divergence, one should use fb(l) = —\/4m, for example, as for the

diagrams in Fig. 21, which is nonzero because of the IR divergence.

b. Other 1-loop diagrams

Other 1-loop diagrams we need to calculate are drawn in (c) - (i) of Fig. 20, and are
denoted as fél)(qQ), where a = ¢,d, e, f, g, h, 1,
(O — / &k 1 1
(2m)3 (k — q)? + m2 k? + m2’
1), 2 d*k 11
d (q ) = 3717, \2 .27
(2m)* (k —q)* k

Ak 1 1
fe(l)(qz):/( 2)3 (k:—q)2k‘2—|—m§’

1), oy d3k 1 1
16 = | G A

1 1
2m)3 (k — @)% + A2 (k2 + A2)%

W, o [ &k 1 1
h (Q)_/( 27)3 (k — q)2 + m2 (k2 + \2)2’

f(l (g ) / Ak 1 1
(2m)3 (k — q)? (k* +m2)?’
which are UV finite and are found to be

1)(,2 1 cot™ <2mTU> 1)/, 2 1 (1) 2 1 tan™’ (’”LU)
Je (Q):E#afd (Q):S—f (Q):Ef’
W2y L1 W2y - L 1 (A5)
fy @) A7 2m3(t +4) 1"\ @) = oo
1 1 1 1 1
Mo 1 B Wy _ L
In (@) 47 (2)\m(2,(1 +t) m3(1 —l—t)2) ) A 2m3 (1 +1t)’
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FIG. 22. The first type of 2-loop diagrams, i.e. the sunset diagrams.

where ¢ is defined as ¢ = ¢2/m2. The result f" is as same as in [15]. When ¢? = 0, we have
1 1 1
fc (q ) 87Tm0 ) fd (q ) 871')\ ) .fe (q ) 47ng )

(A6)

W2 L) gy L L
hile=0=1 <2Amg mg)’ Ja=0=gog

2. 2-loop diagrams
a. Sunset diagrams

The sunset diagrams are shown in Fig. 22. The diagrams in (a), (b), (c) and (d) of Fig. 22

are denoted as f,gz)(q2), where o = a, b, ¢, d,

D D
oy KLYy N N W —
‘ (2m)P ) (2m)P k3 k3 (kv + k2 — @)
1

g = / dPk, / d"ky 1 1
’ 2m)P ) (2m)P ki k3 (ki + ke — @) +m2’

dPk, dPksy 1 1 1
() = uf
¢ 2m)P ) 2m)P k2 +m2 k2 +m2 (ki + ke — q)?’

2 dD]ﬁ dD]{Zg 1 1 1
£ = 1
d 2m)P | 2m)P k? +m2 k2 +m2 (ky + ko — q)2 +m2’
which are UV divergent in D = 3 — €.

The massless sunset diagrams with arbitrary powers of denominators are

G (2)—€/de1/de2 1 1 1
ronen I [ 2mP | @R ) ()2 ((k + ks — q)2)m

An efficient way to calculate this integral is to use the Fourier transformation [23]

Tl R
Gm,nz,n.‘s(q ) - (471-)D F(nl)P(TLZ)F(T@)
I'(ny +ny +n3 — D) 1

D2~y — ny — ng) (@)D’
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In D =3— ¢, we need fi%(q%) = G11.1(¢%), and obtain

2

12 = ( 41702 (NUV +log % + 3) . (A10)

The sunset diagram with 1 internal mass can be calculated efficiently in Mellin-Barnes

representation [24],

(2)2_/~L_6 iooz N —2) (m2)
P = 4= [ a e r ) .

x/ dPk / dPk, 11 1
(2m)P ) (2m)P ki k3 ((q — ky — ka)?) M=

By using the massless sunset diagram Eq. (A8), we obtain

(m2)P=T>(2 ~ 1)

(2)(,2y _ ¢ o
s ) = T D
dzI'(— 2 z
) /_ioo A=) INCE) (A12)
(m2)P3r2(2 —1)T(3 - D)I(2 - D) 3-D,2-2
— Iue - 2F1 . |

2

o

where t = ¢*/m

In D =3 — ¢, we use HypExp [25] to expand it around small ¢, and find

o 1 12 2tan~! (mi(])
f (Q):Qi NUV+3+logq2+m§_ a 7 (A13)

Mo

Similar to the case with one internal mass, the sunset diagrams with two equal internal

masses can be calculated in Mellin-Barnes representation. We obtain

(%)
_ PTG - IE - DR - )
(4m)P I'(4-D)(3) (A14)
3-D,2-21] ¢
x sk 5-D D 4
2 72
When D =3 — ¢,
- N, 1 — ’ ) 15
.fc (q ) 2(47T)2 UV+3+ Og4mg+q2 2;,110 ( )
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We also obtain

T(m2)P-3 [ Pattice DAL oo
d(2) (q2) —_— /’Le% le ngt_Zl_ZQ
2(27TZ) (47T) —1_ico D+l oo
2 g (A16)

% 2

AT (352 — )05 — 20)T(B2 — 20)D(352 — 20)I(5 — 22)T (21 + 22)

We expand it around small € first, with the help of MB.m package [26]. Then we use
MBSums.m package [27], which depends on AMBRE.m package [28], to turn the integral

into a summation. The result is

O (?) = m (NUV +3+log 3’%
CBtant (3 (Vi) i(VEE3) e (5 (Vi) St (#) (A17)
Vi Vi Vi

—% (log (20vE+1+3) +1og (é (—2¢\/¥+t+3)) + 2 tanh™! ;+¥))) ,

with t = ¢ /m2.

In absence of external momenta,

(¢ =0)

1
N 1+ log —
uv + +og9)\2>
12

e (

(g% = (NUV +1+log —g)
( 2
(

(A18)

fc@)(q2 =0) Nuyy + 1+ log )
4m?2

12
NUv+1+10g 2) .
9m,

g
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FIG. 23. The second type of 2-loop diagrams.

b. The second type of 2-loop diagrams.

The second type of 2-loop diagrams are shown in (e), (f), (g), (h), (i) and (j) of Fig. 23,
and are denoted as f,gz)(qz), with o =e, f,g,h,1,],

fe (q ) = 7.2 )
(2m)3 ) (2m)? kT (k1 — q)? (k1 + ko)? k3 + m2

f(2) (q2) _ / d3k1 / d3k2 1 1 1 i
/ (2m)3 ) (2m)3 kT +m2 (ky — q)% (k1 + ko)? k3’

£O(g2) = / &k, / Phy 1 1 11
! (2m)? ) (2m)* kY +m (kv — q)? +mi (ky + ko) k3

(A19)

£y / &k, / Py 1 1 1 1
" (2m)3 ) (2m)P kT (k1 — q)? +m2 (k1 + k)2 + m2 k3’

o) = [ Lk [ PR 1 L ! !

@)= / (2m)? / (27)2 k3 +m3 (ky — @) (k1 + ka)? +mg k3 +mg
ooy [ R [ &R 1 ! ! !

fi7l@) = / (2m)3 / (2m)3 k3 +m2 (k1 — q)% + m2 (k1 + ko)? + m2 k3 +m2’

which are UV finite.

fe(2)(q2) can be efficiently calculated in Mellin-Barnes representation, by using MB.m

package and MBSums.m package,

FO(P) = 2/t cot 1 (VE) + log(1 + t)) , (A20)

1
2(47)2m2 t (

where t = ¢*/m?.
We integrate f;z) (), £2(q%) and f{”(¢?) by using the method in calculating the C°

Passinal-Veltman function [29]. We take f}Z)(qz) for example. In terms of the Feynman
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parameter, f}m(qz) can be written as

o0 L) [t [ 2 A21
() = 3/0dx/0 i . (A21)

By making variable substitution y — (1 — )y, © — 2?, then  — z/y, and then x — z +y,

the integral can be rewritten as

212 ( 1
@) 2y _ d A22
Jia) = (47T3m2/ /_y ’ y(1 —y + yt + 22t + 2zyt)’ (A22)

where ¢t = ¢>/m?. Then by changing the order of integration over x and y, the integral can

be written as

2F2 1
(2) _ d A23
Ti (4) = (4m) 3m2 / / 4 y(1 —y + yt + 22t — 2zyt) (A23)

Then we find

—_

@2y _ L —Li ! 1 '
[ = (47‘(‘)277122\/_{ (1_‘_%) L2<1_%>+L2<Z’ t—i—l) (A24)

Li < L ) _ %1 g(t + 1) + i log(t) tan™! (\/E)}
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Similarly we find

O () = (47r1)2m2 2; { = [ 2i log <1 ﬂ) log (%) +2ilog (1 + %) log <—%)
+2ilog <\\// 2@) tog ( \/%i—zz') ~2los <\/J;jzlz) o <\/%i2z’>

+2mlog (2 - ivE) + 7 (log (160 (VE+i) t) — 210g (Vi - vET 1+ 2i) )

+i (7r2 +log (—1 +ivt (log t) + 2log (—8 +4i\/¥> — 2log (\/’_5 —Vitds 2Z>>>

) (rog()
—log (1+z\/¥) <2z'10g (2+z’x/¥) + 2ilog <__ﬁ+f/%+2¢)

“2ilog (x/i+\/1t+—4—27;) —|—37r> +2 (7T+ilog (—1 +¢\/E>) log (-

_ {Lb (—ivE) — Liz (iV2) - 2L (__QZZJ:L\/\/%) 2l (%)

2i+Vt—Vt+4 -

[\)

ﬁ+\/tl+—4+2iﬂ

(i + V1) >_Li< 2i )
%+ Vi Vitd \2i—Vi+ird

)
: 2i — 2v/1 (—i+ V) e 2i
+L12< Vit it ) L —2¢+ﬂ+\/t+—4> L12< —2i+\/1_5+\/lf+—4)
. 2i 2 (i+ V1)
+L12<2z+\/i+\/w—4)_h2 2z+\/?t+\/t+—4> }
9 o 1 1 (2 .
fé)(q)_2(47r)2mc2,\/£(t+1){_2(t+1)COt <%)—2tan (\/E)
N2 . (A26)
(t+1)log (—(ﬂ+z) )—z'\/%log(t—l—4)+log<t_z\/g+2) }

t+1 t4 iVt +2
fi@)(qz) and f]@)(qz) are more difficult to calculate, we take f;z) (¢?) for example, it can

+1i

written as

S

log(3) cot™! ( 2
12 = () - 2(47rl)2m§2 (_ 2/t ( ) i (t)) 7

A27
1 coth™ (2 M) -
f_ (t):/ d z(t(x—1)+3)—4
g 0 21— t(x — )z
where
-1 (z—1)z—u
1 1 coth (2 m)
.lt = — /i, (u), lu) = d[lf ) <A28>
Fult) = i), fulw) = [ e




with u = 1/t.

It can be written that

-1 (z—1)z—u
v ! 0 coth (2 x((w—1)+3u)—4u)
() = dzl +C A29
fie(1) /o /o du 2y/u—(x—1)z (429)

where C' is a constant and can be obtained by comparing the result with

1 coth™ (2,/-=0e
ij (u _ 0) _ / dx ( z((z 1))) . (A30)
0

Eq. (A29) is easier to integrate, one can integrate over z and then over u to obtain f;,.

Finally

. _ {1 (L 5o (3 <f>>
- g
}

+log(3) [log(t +1) + log (% + -

>
“2i1og <§ (% + z)) cot ™! (ﬁ)



{ iy [4Re(L12(3)) — 4Liy(3) — 4ilog (ﬁ) tan ™" (2_ﬁ

2(4 )2m2\f t+3

I 3(t+2ivt+3)
_2log<—t+§)log(—5(t_22,\/%+3)>+log log< (\/% )

"3
+4ilog (ﬁi?z + %) tan™! (\%) —%ilog( <\f+2@ + %)) cot™ 1
+2log (% — %) (log (3 ( 1+ \[ei 32)) + 2itan” ( i)) + 8ilog(3) cot ™ (%)
+2 (~log(t +4) +2log (2 +iv7) ) <log ( 3, \/+3z ) +2coth™! zﬁ))
+72 + log?(3) + log?(5) + 2im log( )} — | —iLi, (m ) — iLi, < -+ 3)

. (2. /1 3 . /1 . /1
—iLi,y (51\/;+ ) + 1Lis < \/7 g) + 1L, <—21\/; — 1) + L1, <3 — 6@\/%)
. 1 2 1 . 3 6 /1 1 ' 2itan1< >+2tanh (%)
+iLiy <§ — gz ?) —iLiy (S — g@\/;) ~ 15 3Liy | e ?

2itanl< 1 >—2tanh1(l) 2i tan ! <;>+2tanh1(§)
3L, | e 2/t I S A /4 i

2itan1< L >—2tanh1(§)
—3Li, | e V4 i .

S

N——

(A32)

When ¢= =0
O = 0) = g (B2 —2) AP = 0) = g tos (92

¢ 2(47)2m2 \ A e 2(47)2m2 2 )7

1 1

fg(2)(q2 =0)= W’ f(L2)(q2 =0)= W log(4), (A33)

@ (.2 _ ) = 1 J @2 o 1 1
fiola = 0) = 2(am)Emz 8 (4) LT =0)= 2(4m)2m2 3

Note that the diagrams (e), (g), (j) of Fig. 24 are f%(¢> = 0), £ (¢*> = 0) and fj(z)(q2 =
0).
Compared with the result of numerical integration, note that in making analytical con-

tinuation |g¢| — \/—(w + i€)2, one should use (f5((¢*)*))" instead of f5,(¢%).
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(e) (g) (i)

FIG. 24. The 2-loop diagrams without transition momenta, in another form.

c. Integral by part recursive relations

The remaining diagrams are more difficult to calculate. We use the integral-by-part (IBP)
recursive relations [30]. For convenience, we establish some definitions. The 2-loop diagrams

can be written as

f(nlan2>n3>n4an5) :/

dPky / dP ks, 1

2m)P ) (2m)P (kf 4 m3)ns
" 1 1 1 1 (A34>
(k1 +@)? +mi)™ (ke — k1)? +mi)™ (k3 +mi)s (k2 + @)% +m3)"
We define the 1* operator as
15 f(ny,n9, 3, ma, ) = f(ng £ 1,19, 3, 04, 15), (A35)

and 2%, 3%, 4% and 5F similarly.

With ks - ki g and ¢ W acting on f, we obtain the IBP relations

8k =
0= (D—n5—2n4—n2—n5(4_—3_+m§—mi—m§)5+
+2nymidT — no(4” —mi —ms — ¢*)2%) f,
0= (ns —ns—ns(4~ =3~ +mj —mi +m)5" —nu(3° =5~ +mi —mj —m3)4"
—n2(4” +17 =57 +mi —mj —mj —¢°)2") f,
0= (na—no—ns(2”+3" =17 =4~ +mj +mi —mj —m3)5"
—n4(27 +mi—m; - ¢*)4" —no(—4" +mi—m3 +¢*)27) f.
(A36)
For example, the substraction of the first two equations in Eq. (A36) is one of the triangle
rules [23]. When n; =1 and D = 3,
0= (—1+2m25" + (37 =5~ +mi —mj +mj)4"

(A37)
+(17 =5 +m; —mi +m3)27) f(1,1,1,1,1).
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FIG. 25. The third type of 2-loop diagrams.

Most of the remaining diagrams are calculated with the help of IBP relations.

d.  The third type of 2-loop diagrams

The second type of 2-loop diagrams are shown in Fig. 25. The diagrams in (k), (1), (m),

(n), (o) and (p) of Fig. 25 are denoted as fc(f)(qz), where oo = k,l,m,n,o0,p,

@, o [ &Pk d3ks 1 1 1 1
fila) = / (27)? / (2m)3 (K2 + A2)2 (ky — @)% + m2 (ki — kz)? + m2 k3 + A2’

@, o [ Pk [ P 1 1 1 1
1e) = / (2m)3 / (2m)3 (k7 +m2)? (k — q)? (k1 — k2)? + m2 k3 + m3’
() = / ki / dky 1 1 1

" (2m)3 ) (2m)3 (kf +m2)? (ki — q)? (ky — ko) k3

70 2)_/ d3k:1/d3k:2 1 1 1 1
n M 2m)E ) @n)d (B A2 (B — q)2 + A2 (ky — k)2 + m2 kE + A2

1O _/ d*ky / Py 1 1 1 1
o\ = (2m)3 ) (2m)3 (k3 4+ m2)2 (k1 — q)2 + m2 (ky — k2)? + m2 k3 + m2’
1

)
Py [ Pk 1 L
2.2y _ 1 2 72
1,7(q%) _/(2ﬂ.>3/(2ﬂ-)3 (k3 +m2)? (ky — q)? +m2 (ky — ko)? k3’

which are UV finite. f,f’ in Eq. (A38) and f}(f) in Eq. (A19) can be rewritten as

f(2)( 2) . / dgl{?l / dgl{?g 1 1 1 1
DT 03 ) @k A2k — ke)? +m2 (B2 + A2)2 (ke — q)2 + m2

£t — / &k / Py 1 1 1 1
n D= 0r)s ) @n)i k£ A2 (kg — k)2t m2 K2+ A2 (ke + q)2 + m2
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We find, at order O(\?),
(—1+2m25% + (37 =5~ 4+ m2)a" + (1~ —m?) =5~ +2m?)2%) [P =0,  (A40)

where

w g = g

(17 —m})2* f? (A41)
. / dsk’l / dsk’g k‘% + 2]{31 - q + q2 1 i 1
) @23 ) (27r)3 k3 (ko — k1)? +m2 k3 (k2 + q)% + m2)?

All the other integrals in Eq. (A40) can be calculated to obtain f,£2). Using this procedure,
we find

[~ V(#(3t +5) + 6) log(t + 4)

1 1 2mTm, 2
D) = A + {

APt \NE+ D) | 3Vt 1)
L [t+2
+2 (—(t+ 5 (8 +t+1)cot™ (—) + (2t + 3) (—\/E) (t+1)

Vit
—(3t(t(t+2)+2) —1)tan™* (\/E) +3(t+1)*cot™* (%) )] } ,
(A42)
where t = ¢*/m?.
Similarly, we find
f(2)( 2) _ 1 f(2)( 2) + n (log(81) — 2log(t +4)) - cse™! ( % + 1>
L= g i T s 21 + 1) NG
(A43)
tan~! (g) (tan_l (%) +tan~? (%))
Ve 6/t ’
2,2y _ L @) 9 1 mlog(3)
f7(n)(q ) - 2mg—ff2 (q )+ (47T)3m§ t+ 1 ) (A44)
CYr D P G L .
I =~ (5 ) (A5)

o132 (2 tan~! (\/E) — 3tan~! (%)) ~ 4log(t + 1)} ,
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FG) = 5 1) + {t () o (7)o (i)

2mz 7 (4m)3m; Vit Vit Vit
(t+2) [2 log (52) + V1 ((t +4) (2 tan~! (—%) + w) +i(t + 3) log (—1 + \/gg))]
a 2t(t + 4)
+tan_1 (;ﬁ) +tan~! <4\[> 2 cot™ (\%) }
6v/1 ’
(A46)
féz)(qz) = Wl?’mﬁtz {%it?’/2 l Li, ( —l— Li, ( ) + L12 1 Z\/_
. 1 ) 1 2
_L12<2—¢\/%>+L12<1+z‘ﬁ— ) L”( —z\/ )+L <2z+\/ m)

e 2¢+\(/ZZ+_Q+—4>_M2 <2¢—ﬁ2+.\/ﬁ)+ o (21__2;1_55*\5“_4)

Lz | —- +( j;;%) — Li; (‘ Y \/?: \/ﬁ) <2z' + \/5241; m)

. 2 (i + V1) t(t +2)log(t +1) 13/ 1
L 2z’+x/¥+\/t+—4> - t+4 T+ {_W(t+4>log<¥+l)

+2i(t + 4) log (—\/Tt + z) + 4ilog (\/Z + z) — 9t + 4) log(t) cot ™! <\/¥>
+(t + 6) (w ~ %ilog (1 +¢\/¥))] } ,

(A47)

where t = ¢*/m?.

We also obtain

P = 0) = g (-2 5 o) A% =0) = g (2006 () - 5).
2 (g = 0) = W (—1 — 210g(3) — log (2—2)) |
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FIG. 26. The fourth type of 2-loop diagrams.

e. The fourth type of 2-loop diagrams.

The second type of 2-loop diagrams are shown in Fig. 26. The diagrams in (q), (r), (s),
(t), (u) and (v) of Fig. 26 are denoted as f,gz)(q2), with o = ¢, r, s,t,u,v,

ey 2):/ &k, / Py 1 1 1
v @3 ) @rP R+ m2 (b + q)2 + m2 (kr — ka)? + m2
1 1
“ Kt mE (kat @) +m2’
1O = / &l / Pk, 11 1 11
’ @r)? ) m)P k2 (ks + q)? (ks — ko)® + m2 &2 (s + ¢)2
1O = 1) :/ &k / Py 11 1 1 1
s ¢ 2m)3 ) (2m)3 k2 (k1 + @)% (k1 — k)2 k3 +m2 (ko + q)% + m2’

FO(g?) = / &Pk / Py 1 1 1 1 1

’ (2m)2 J (2m)* Kt 4 m3 (k= @)? (ki — ka)? + m k3 4 m3 (ky — q)*
FO(g?) = / &k / Py 1 1 11 1
! (2m)3 ) (2m)? ki +m3 (ky + @) (K — k2)? k3 (ko + @) +m3

(A49)
which are UV finite.
One can use IBP relation to obtain the differential equations for the diagrams [31]. Take

fq(z) as the example,

1+fq(2) _ 2+fq(2) _ 3+fq(2) _ 4+fq(2)> (A50)
thus
O @) _ st @) L g1+ @
Sy = B ID a, (A51)

41



Using Eqs. (A36), (A50) and (A51), we find

1 2.0 2
b @ _ (2 (3- _ 54+ _99-4+) @
(2+3 +(2u+3)8)f <3u(3 57)4 224)fq , (A52)
where u = m?2 /¢*. Defining
PR ——— T (A53)
! Vuy/3u+171 ’
we find
2u—|—— 2
! ~ (37 —=57)4T —22747) 1@ A54
i) = (o 5 )i, (A54)
SO
gq(u) = o VuvSutl 3u2—i—1 (3(3——5 )4t — 22 4+) F2 (uw)du+ C, (AB5)
0 2u+ 3 3u

where C' is a constant.
The integrals in Eq. (A55) only have four denominators, and are thus easier to evaluate.

One can obtain
1 1
(dr)dmitv/t+3 Jo

7P =~

27T (\/_log (5245) + (4u+2) cot ™ (6%1)> (A36)
uy/3u~+ 1(4u + 1)
Using such a procedure, we find
@ L 1 J143)) o —
fq2 (t)_ (477)3m§t\/t—|-—3 {ffh +47T7’ Zflh ( ( 1+t>> Cl]l CII2]}7
(A5T)
where
fo (u) = dimlog (%) <tanh_l (\/3u + ) — tanh™ ( V3u + 1))

—27r{%i {w2—3(L12 (% <2x/é+7))+Li2< (7 2 )))}
+rlog (%) +2log (5 (7- 2\/7 ( ) } +2 2ZL12 _emanl(m))
5

—iLi, (é (2v6 - 7) et Wﬁ))—zmg (— 2/6+7) (M))

(3 (i e5) v (-2 ()]}
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fe(a) = ; (4tanh (tan (2)> + log(?))) log (\/_ tan (%) — 2)
— log <\/_ tan ( + 2 log (tan <a> — 1)

tan a
+ tanh™! log — 2log <tan (—) + 1)
sm 1 2

(V2 + V6 — 2tan ( 5) (V3+tan (%) —2) (V3 —tan (%) — 2 )
—V2+ V6 —2tan (%)) (V3 —tan (%) +2) (V3 +tan (%) +2)
(V2+ V6 —2tan (3)) (V2+ V6 + 2tan (3)) (V3 — tan (3) - 2) )
—V2+6 - 2tan (§)) (—V2+ V6 + 2tan () (V3 + tan (§) +2) )’

(A59)

— tanh™! (2sin(a)) lo <

g
+ tanh ™' (sin(a)) log <
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1 o (V3 —tan (%) —2 V3 + tan (§) — 2
Jasla) = [lo (f tan (4 )+2> log” <f+tan(§)+2>
V34 ( ) )10g <\/_ tan(2)+2>

“(2
(5

(

(\/_ tan( >+ )log( V3 + ta ) 2)
+210g< V3 — tan() )log<\/_+tan ) 2)
+210g<\/_ tan( )— )log<\/_+tan(2>+2>}+log<1 tan(2>>log<\/_+tan(;)—2)
—l—§ log(3)—|—210g< tan (3) _1>

1 — tan (%)

(220 (3)) (V2= V6+2) o
g (£ ED CB 0D ) (V24 VB 20 ()

10sin(a) + 5 1 — 2sin(a)
{ll o8 <(11 4[) (2sin(a) — 1)) +log <2sm(a)+1)

1
2
sin(a V6 sin(a a
i () o (D) by (2 s 21 (7))

—2log
—2log

_|_
+

log (\/_+tan (2) + 2)

log (—\/§+ V6 + 2tan (g))

4f+ 11
10s1

(2sin(a) — 1) —V24+V6— "
21(2 : ) (—bg( V2+ V6 —2tan <§>))
e . a
(4 10181121((2) o )> o8 (\/5 Vo2t (§)> }

o
[
+log (~ \/§+f+2tan(2>>1og <(2 (tan (5) +1)) (—\/§+\/5+2)>
(
(0

(V2-+v6+2) (2—2tan(2))
(V2 =642

( )

( 2—|— 6—|—2)(2 2tan()
( ))

(V2

)log (—\/§+\/6—2tan (g))
(V2+V6+2

s )) (V2 Va2t (%))

og (3 «w¢@mq)_g)

)
)
)
1)

+2)

log(\f+tan< ) ) ( \f+2 tan )

oz (V3 tan (3) ~ 2) tog (13 (1= (V3 +2) tan (3)))
o

o (VB an (2) +2) 10 (4 (v @f+®W%>D}
(A60)
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fai(a)

— Liy

+ Lis

— Liy

+ Lis

— Liy

fos(a) =

—Liy

—Liy

—Liy

+Li,

+Li,

L \/g—tan(%)—Q 1 \/§+tan(%)—2
o V3-3 ’ V3-3
+

\/g—tan(%)—2>+L2<f tan(2)—2> L12<\/7 tan()+2>
V3-1 V3—1 V3+1
\/§+tan(%)+2>+L2<\/_ tan( )—|—2> Liy (\/_+tan( )+2>

V3+1 V343 V3+3
f—ﬁ—l—2tan % >+L ﬂ—\/é—Qtan(%)>+Li2 (—\/§+\/6—2tan(%)>

V2 =642 V26 +2 —V2+V6+2
V2 + /6 — 2tan ( g) . \/§+\/6—2tan(§)>_Li2<—\/§+\/6+2tan(%)>

V2462 V2 + V6 +2 —V2+V6+2
V2 + V6 + 2tan (2) >+L12 \/§+\/6+2tan(g)>

V24462 V2+ 6 +2

(A61)
{L <\F—\F+2tan( )>+Li2<\/_—\/6+2tan(%)>
V2+2v3 -6 +4 V2 -2v3 - V6+14
_\/_—i—\/_—Qtan( )) <f+f—2tan( )>+Li2 V2 4+ /6 — Qtan )
—V2+2V3+ 6 +4 V2+2V3+16-4 V2+2V3+V6+4
_\/§+\/6—2tan(%)>_h <f+f—2tan(§)>+Li2 V2 4+ /6 — Qtan >
—V2-2V3+V6+4 V2-2V3+V6 -4 V2-2V3+V6+4
\f—\/é—ztan(g)>_hz —\/§+\/6+2tan(%)>+u2 —v2 + V6 + 2 tan (& ))
V2+2v/3-V6+4 —V2+2v/3+V6-4 —V2+2v3+ V6 + 4
V2 + V6 + 2 tan (2 ) \/§+\/6+2tan(g)>+Li2<—\/§+\/6+2tan(g)>
V2+2v3+ V6 -4 V2+2V3+V6+4 —V2-23+V6+4
f+f+2tan > L \/§+\/6+2tan(%)>}
—2/3+ve-4) T \V2-2B+V6+4) |
(A62)
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2v/3 2v/3 2v/3

f+tan()+2 L \/_—l—tan() 2 L V3 — tan()—i—Q
2[ ? 2V/3 — 4 ? 29v/3 + 4

f+tan

dl

+L12< 2\[+4 ) \f tan 2>+2))—L12< (\f tan(2)+2))
A )+
A (

f(a) = 2{L12 <xf tan (§) — 2) i (f tan (& )+2> i <f+tan( )_2>

i( \f+tan(% 2>)+L12< <\f+tan(2)+2))

(A63)

Cq :%{SWZ—Qlog (3—\/3) log (\/§—|—1> + 2log (\/3—1) log (\/§—|—3>

—in {log (648) +log (3255\f 88+/2 (26\f + 45) + 5642) +2log ( 6v2 — 5v/3 + 4V6 + 10)} }

+;L12 (——§>+ “Li <———>+ L, <—£—1>+ i (jl (1 ))
—%L12<4(3 \/5) %LQ(é(s—\@)—%LlQ( ) % (; f+1)
—%Lb(i(\fjtl)) % (%(\/éw) )+;L12(— (V3+3) )+%L12<é f+3)
1L.<\f\f2>1<\f\f+2>1<\/§f+2>
277 \V2+2v3-v6+4) 2 T \V2+2V3-V6+4 23 — V6 +4
[ —V2+ V642 [ —V2+ V6 V246 +2 V246
+L12<—\/§+¢6—2>+L12<—ﬂ+f+2> <f+f ) <f+f+z>

Y —V24+V6+2 ey —V24+V6-2 +_L. —V2+V6+2
—V2+2V3+V6 -4 —V2+2V/3+V6+4 —V2+2vV3+V6+4)°
(AG4)
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C:_}Li2< V246 -2 >+}Li2< VZ 46+ 2 )
2 \VervBeVe—4) 2 (V242346 -4
(V2o )—1L12< V246 +2 )_1%( V246 -2
2 7 \WV2+2v34+V6+4) 2 T\V2+2v3+V64+4) 2 T\ —vV2-2V3+V6+4
PRI B CR AR )_1%( V246 -2 >+1Li2< V2 4+ V6 +2
277\ —v2-2vB+ve+4) 2 T \V2-2vB4+V6-4) 2 T\ \V2-2V3+ V64
PO GRS )_1%( V246 +2 )
27°\V2-2vB+v6+4) 2 T \V2-2vB3+V6+4)]
(AG5)

and

2 (/15 +1 ;
fr2(4ﬂl)2m§xt\/%{2ihg< (\/§+2> +22’Li2( 11)

V2

(\/;+2) (\/T—ﬁ 1) _
_2' (\/E - 1) tan (% sin~! ( 1))

(V)
+%i 2Li5(2) - 4 (Lo (2= V2) + Lo (V2+2) ) +

+21og (tan <CSC 12(‘/%))) [Z log (1 +

+2tan? ((\/_—1—1 tan <— Cse 1

) + 2L, (— ! ) — 9L,
1_q
t

+2iLiy

—2iLi,

+2iLiy

[ 1
7 (\/§ + 1) tan (5 sin™

—Z

()l

>
f;z)(qz) _ f?”? t putly 17
fr B 2(47r;2m§ X 4:\1/01%(?)’ 0<t<l,

47

V2
1

t

s[5 ) (3 ()

— 2iLig [—z \/_—l— 1) tan (— sin™

]

i
(V)

+ 47 log (f+ 2)

) (- )

(A66)

)
)



FO(P) = m% {—6Li2 <—1 + %) + 6L (1 + %) —12tan”! <%) cot™! (ﬁ)
—6Li <—1 - %) + 6Li <1 - %) +log(27) {log (% + z) +log <—% + z)]
-3 {log (1 + %) log (2 + %) + log (1 - %) log (2 — %) + 7% + im log(9) + log(3) log G)
+log (—% + z) <log (2 + %) + log <%_%)> — log (g - 32—\;%) log (% + 32—\%)
(

+log (% + z) “log (—6ﬂ+ 6i> +log (—2\/¥+ 2¢) - m) ~log (% _ %) log (% v 32—;5)} } .

(AGT7)
We cannot find the result for fu(z) and f52). But they can be expressed as
1) 1 1 /1 ; m ((u — 1) (4y/ulog (25)) — 8tan™! (22@))
pr— u ’
ST Gy i@ 1D Jo Nt D Fu T
) (2 ! 1 P (‘8\/51%(“) +4y/ulog(4u + 1) — 8 tan™! (2;@))
= du ’
R = G Vit +2) /o 2(u+ 1)/ul2u+ 1)
(A68)

for which numerical integrations can be used.

We also note that when ¢ is real, we should use f.° (t + 0%4) instead of fq(z)(t), and
that when analytically continuing |q| to y/—(w + i€)2, for fﬁz), we should use fT@) = f, and
(F#2((@))) " for 52 and £, we should use (f17((%)7)) " and (£2((*)))

We also find

2
f&(g = 0) = Wzm_), f2(g = 0) = —ﬁlog (322 ) (A69)

o2 (e

3. Higher order contributions
a. RPA-like contributions to 11,

The RPA-like contribution to I, is denoted as II®** and shown in Fig. 27. The contribu-
tions from (a) (b) and (c) of Fig. 27 are denoted as IIRFA 2 T[RPAD and TIRPA € pegpectively.

To calculate TR 2 we can define I8PA(n) and I*P2(n) as shown in Fig. 28. They can be
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I |
Voo

+
Yoo
v

+

FIG. 27. The RPA-like contributions to II,. The ‘...” on the second row denotes all possible 2-loop
diagrams with the external leg connecting to a four-leg vertex, the ‘...” on the third row denotes
all diagrams that can be drawn as a string of dotted circles. ‘...” on the fourth row denotes all
diagrams that can be drawn as a circle with a vertex connecting two legs on the left and a vertex

connecting two legs on the right, up to 2-loop orders.

FIG. 28. Definitions of I®PA(n) and I*PA(n). The summation means the sum of all possible kinds

of n circles, with each circle up to 2-loop orders.
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FIG. 29. The recursive relation used to calculate I’ (n) and TREA(n).

calculated by using recursive relation shown in Fig. 29. The relation can be written as

I}}IIDA(l) = Zo, IEEA<1> = Yo,
LA+ 1) = 2 57 (n) + 221153 (n), (A70)

LA+ 1) = g I3 (n) + 1353 (n),
where

w0 = 18U fD () + 3600?51 £ () — 108030 £ £V (¢) + 648U £ (¢?)
+ 720" £ (¢7) + 648U v £ (¢) + 24U v P (),
1 1
- — 24U P (¢?)) — 1202 £ (¢
ot 2= g (20 (%) v f7(0), A
Yo = 2U202fél)(q2) + 4U2U257($ fg )(q2) o 4U3U2f(§1)f!§1)(q2) o 12U3U2fb(1)f!§1)(q2)
+ 16U £ () + U £ (%) + 24U * £ (¢?),

1
o (50 = 20U S2()) = AU (2 (g?).

rK = —

Y2 = — yr = —

2Uv?

20



n circles

n circles
1 -, N
I8 = + v s ——)
N > 7/

FIG. 30. Definitions of IR (n) and IRFA(n). The summation means the sum of all possible kinds

of n circles.

By solving the recursive relation, we find
P P A
7! Q(z1y1 — 72y2)

[(Q(ifoyl — TaYo) — (930551?/1 + T122Yo + TaYoy1 — 2ToT2Y2 — on%)) (11 +y — Q)"

(Q(zoyr — T2y0) + (ToT1y1 + T1T2Y0 + Tayoys — 2202y — Toy)) (1 +y1 + Q)"

ot (A72)
[RPA(n) _ 2 %
i Q(r1y1 — T2y2)
[(Qyox1 — y2o) — (Yovr1 + Yryao + Yoo — 2Yoyaz — Yor7)) (21 + 31 — Q)"
(Qyo1 — yawo) + (yovr1 + 1Yo + Yoo — 2yoyata — Yox7)) (21 + 1 + Q)"
where
Q = /(x1 — 11)? + 4oy, (A73)
Finally, we find
S L —y1+y2) +yo(1 — 21 + 29)
[RPAa _ TRPA () 4 [RPA (Y Zo( _ AT4
o ;(Ul ( ) o2 ( )) ($1—1)(y1—1)—$2y2 ( )

Similarly, we define I8t (n) and IR (n) as shown in Fig. 30. The recursive relation for

IRPA(n) and IRFA(n) are shown in Fig. 31 and can be written as

RPA 3,202/ 2 3.2 0(2)/,2
A1) = 2y = —108U°* £77(¢) — 120°0° £ (¢7),
IFA 1) =y = —8UP P (¢7),
(AT75)
LY+ 1) = a1 52 (n) + 2153 (n),
LY+ 1) = g I3 (n) + 153 (n).
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FIG. 31. The recursive relation used to calculate I’FA(n) and TRPA(n).

We find
[[RPAD _ f: (IRPA(n) 1 IRPA(n)) _ Ta(l = y1 4+ y2) +ya(l — @1 + 932). (A76)
o £ \od o4 (1 = D(y1 — 1) — 22y

ITRPA € can also be obtained with the help of IFEA(n) and IRYA(n),

> 1
HURPAC _ Z <7IRPA(n> (_108U3’Uf](2)(q2) - 12U3Uf§2)(q2) — 8U3’Uf6(2)(q2>)

— —6Uv 73
1
gl () (—36U Bt (¢?) — AU O (g) — 24U f§2>(q2))) (A77)

_ Ys(Ys — T1Ys + T225) + T4(T5 — Y1275 + Yo2us)
(r1 = 1)(y1 — 1) — 2292

Y

where
_1 3, 02 2 3. £(2)7,.2 3. (2) 7,2
25 = oo 108U v f;7(q7) + 12U £, (q7) + 8U v fi7(q7) | ,
1 v (AT8)
vs = 5= (36U%ufY (6) + AU £ () + 24U fP(?) )
Finally, [T®PA can be obtained as shown in Fig. 27, and can be written as
H?PA(Q2) — H?PA a + 2H5PA b + HEPA C. (A79)

b. RPA-like contributions to Cross-Susceptibilities

The RPA-like contributions to Il 42, are shown in Fig. 32. The diagram shown in (a) and
(b) of Fig. 32 are denoted as 1%,  and II%,_, which can be calculated with the help of the

diagram defined in Fig. 33 which is denoted as I55* #(n) and can be written as

2 2
TN 2() = —— IR () + —— I4A (), (480)

52



FIG. 33. The diagrams used to calculate HA%)? & The horizontal line means division, and the

diagrams are divided by the coupling constant as shown in Eq. (A80).

When the propagators connected to each initial state are the same, as in (4) of Fig. 10,
a factor 2 is added by removing the symmetry factor. When the propagators are different,

as in the diagram in (1) of Fig. 10, a factor 2 is added by the exchange of the initial states.

As a result,
S 220(1 — y1 + 3y2) + 2yo(3 — 31 + 22)
a — IRPAa _ 0 . A81
A2o ; A0 ( ) oUv ((xl — 1)(3/1 - 1) — x2y2) ( )
Similarly
Hb2 = i LIRPA(n) + 2 IRPA(TI,)
At —6Uv 7* —2Uvp 74
e (A82)
_ _2':(:4(1 — U + 33/2) + 23/4(3 — 35(71 -+ LIZ'Q)
6Uv (1 — 1)(y1 — 1) — z2y2)
and
Moy = 1%, + 1%, (A83)

RPA-like contributions Il 252 can be calculated with the help of diagrams shown in
Fig. 34. The diagrams in (a) (b) and (c) of Fig. 34 are defined as I 2.2(n), I,2,2(n) and
I,252(n). As shown in Fig. 34, we find
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FIG. 34. The diagrams and recursive relation used to calculate Il 42 2.

7'('271'2(1) = Tg, 7'('20'2(1) = Ys, 10202(1) = Z6,
2(71 + 1) = y1]7r27r2(n) + Yol 242 (n),
(A84)
Ir2p2(n + 1) = Talr2q2 (n) + 21242 (TL),

(
12,2 (n + 1) = 291,22 (n) + x11 5242 (n),
with

w6 = 2f37 (%) + 460 FV(¢?) — U FV FD(¢?) — 120 £V £V ()

+ 16U £P(q%) + U £ (¢P),

Yo = 8U202f§2) (qz), (A85)
26 = 2fM(q?) + 4050 £V (%) — 12U £V £V (¢?) + 1202 £ (?)

+ 80U £ (¢%) + 12U £1P ().

14252 can be written as

p2p2 = Z (Lezn2(n) + Ly252(n) + 2L252(n))
B (1 =) (@7 —4(5171 +y1 —2)?) X s((1—y1)(221 — 22 = 2) + 2192 — 1) (A86)

+26(£E2y2 — (]_ — 1'1)(1 — yl)) — 113'6(1’2 — 1+ 1)2} .
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FIG. 35. 1PI summation of x 42p2.

¢. 1PI summation of X s2p2

The 1PI sum of x 4252 are shown in Fig. 35, and can be written as
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360202 —
1%,(¢°) §- 2
Kanal?) = T2 TD ST (158 ) + 185 (m)”,
n=1
1%, (¢%) 5
Koo (0?) = TANTLS™ (0N ) 155 0) (135 (m) + 155 ().
n=1

Xizp2 (0°) = X5202(0°) + X3n2(6%) + 2X52r2(¢%)
e’} 2
ERES (IEE’A(n) + 175" () | Lt () +1335A(n))
n=1

6Uv 2Uv

_ 4%, (¢%)
W2(Q* — (z1 +y1 — 2)) (L + 21) (1 +y1) — 2aya) (2191 — 2292 — 1)

X { (w0 + x4)? [21 (Y2 (11 — 3y2 — 1)(y2 — 3y2 + 1) + Gy

— (11 — 3y2) (2192 — 3y2(2y2 — 1) +41) — w2y2 + 1
+(yo + ya)® [92y1 — 627 22ys — 927 + w123y — 2oy (22 — 321)* +9) — 9z1y1 + 23 + 6oy + 9]
+2(z0 + 24) (Yo + ya) [1y2 (9 — 927 + 23) + (vi — 1) (32T — 2122 — 3) — 322y3 (22 — 321)] }
(AS7)

The 1PI summation of x 4252 can be written as

Xazg2(q%) = Mazp2(q%) + X2 pe (4). (A88)
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