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Abstract

A technique of large-charge expansion provides a novel opportunity for calculation of critical
dimensions of operators ¢° with fixed charge Q. In the small-coupling regime the polynomial
structure of the anomalous dimensions can be fixed from a number of direct perturbative calcu-
lations for a fixed Q. At the six-loop level one needs to include new diagrams that correspond to
operators with five or more legs. The latter never appeared before in scalar-theory calculations.
Here we show how to compute the anomalous dimension of the operator ¢%=> at the six-loop
order. In combination with results for operators with Q < 5, which are extracted from the six-loop
beta-functions for general scalar theory, and with predictions from the large-charge expansion, our
calculation allows us to derive the answer for general-Q anomalous dimensions. At the critical
point resummation in three dimensions enables us to compare the critical exponents with results

of Monte-Carlo simulations and large-N predictions.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The renormalization group (RG) method allows one to systematically improve the
accuracy of calculations in perturbation theory. The key objects of the method are the
renormalization group functions, which specify the response of various quantities to a
scale variation.

Among many applications of the field-theoretical RG are studies of universal critical
behaviour of different physical systems near second-order phase transitions.

The well-known examples are three-dimensional O(N) universality classes. The cor-
responding critical indices can be derived by considering different operators within the
¢* model in d = 4 — 2¢ dimensions. In particular, the exponents are computed from the
RG functions evaluated at a non-trivial Wilson-Fisher [1] (WF) fixed point, for which the
quartic coupling ¢ = ¢* = O(¢). Recent six- [2] and even seven-loop [3] results together
with modern resummation techniques (see [2] and references therein) give very precise
critical exponents, which can be compared both to experimental measurements and to
values obtained by other methods.

While the expansion in small couplings seems natural and convenient, there exist
several non-pertubative approaches to the calculation of critical indices. For example, in
O(N) theory one can consider the limit of large-N and systematically obtain corrections for
scaling exponents as series in 1/N [4, 5]. The latter are valid for any space dimensions and
effectively resum infinite number of terms in the ¢-expansion. The case of ¢° operators
was considered in Ref. [6].

Recently, a different method was proposed [7, &] allowing one to study the anoma-
lous dimensions of operators ¢ with total charge Q semi-classically via operator-state
correspondence.

In Ref. [7] the U(1) = O(2) model is considered and a new 't Hooft-like coupling is

introduced ¢*Q. The scaling dimension of ¢%-type operators are written as

Ao=) (§VA(Z'Q) =
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and the first two terms of the expansion in small g* for a fixed ¢g*Q are computed. The

approach was generalized to the case of O(N) model [8] together with U(N) x U(N) [Y]
and U(N) x U(M) [10] theories.



Expanding A_; and A in small ¢g"Q, one can predict leading and subleading terms in
large Q at arbitrary high loop. The latter can be compared with existing perturbative
calculations (see, e.g., Ref. [11, 12]), which for the case of the O(N) model are available
(for arbitrary Q) up to five loops from recent paper [13].

In this work, we use the results of Ref. [¢] as an input together with explicit computa-
tions for Q = 1...5, to deduce the six-loop terms in Ag for general Q in the O(N) model.
While the cases up to Q = 4 can easily be treated given our general formulae for beta-
functions valid in arbitrary ¢* theory[14], the computation of the anomalous dimension
for Q = 5 constitutes the main technical challenge of the current study.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section || we briefly review the O(N) model and
operators of our interest. In Section I!I we discuss the details of calculation. Section [V is
devoted to our main results: six-loop expressions for the anomalous and scaling dimen-
sion of ¢p%-type operators in O(N) model. Discussion and conclusion and can be found in

Section

II. FIXED-CHARGE OPERATORS IN O(N) MODEL

The Euclidean Lagrangian that describes the O(N)-symmetric model is given by

£=5(08-9.0)+ S(8-9),

N =

where ({_)) = {¢,}, a = 1...N is a N-component scalar field.
Following Ref. [8], we consider lowest-lying O(N) operators of fixed total charge Q,

which can be represented as

PO =di, iPi, .- Pig, d.ii. =0 3)

with dz'l...z‘Q being symmetric traceless tensor.

To compute the anomalous dimension y of (3) perturbatively one can consider the
insertion of the ¢Q operator in the one-particle irreducible (1PI) Green function with
Q external legs (see., e.g., [12, 13] for four- and five-loop results). Using dimensional
regularization [15] with d = 4 — 2¢ and modified minimal subtraction scheme (M_S), one

extracts the renormalization constants Z0, which relate bare fields ¢ to the renormalized
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operator [(9] :

¢ = Zyol0Ol. (4)

The anomalous dimension can be cast in the following general form:

dlog Zye 0 Iz
vo(®) = —5 (268 + ) = Q Yo Y=Y Y aNyl, y=0 )
I=1

r=0 s=0

Here S, is 4d part of the well-known beta function of the self-coupling ¢ known up to
six loops from Ref. [?]. In Eq. (5) we sum over [-loop contributions 7/8. The latter are
polynomials in Q up to degree [, and for each monomial Q" the coefficient is a polynomial

in N up to degree [ — r. The coefficients yﬁlg are just numbers.

Let us mention here that Q = 1 case corresponds to the field anomalous dimension [7],

while, due to tensor nature of the operator, Q = 2 is related to the crossover exponent ' [16].

Evaluating y at the WF fixed point ¢ = ¢" = we compute the scaling dimensions

et
of the operators in the form of e-expansion:

2l-r

00 1
Ao=Q-0)+70(g)=Q+QY. Y Y @) =P, P =0, P =0. ()
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I=1 r=0 p=r (N + 8)}7

The ultimate goal of this paper is to compute 6-loop contributions 7/(6) and P(6) toEgs. (5)

and (6), respectively. In what follows, we briefly review our approach to the calculation.

! And not to the anomalous dimension of the singlet ¢? = ¢2.



III. CALCULATION DETAILS

According to Eq. (5), six-loop contribution to the anomalous dimension is a polynomial
in Q

QO( + N)/ + NZ)/@ + N37/(6) +N* )/Ef4 )/(()6; )
+Q' (79 + Ny + N2 + N+ Ny, +N° )

+Q(r5e + NV + N+ N+ N o)

+Q° yff()) + Nyg + Nzyg +N° 7/(6) )

(
(

+Q4()/6 + N)/(6 + N? yff; )
(

+Q5 7/(56()) + N )/(6) )

+Q° Y9, (7)

which has seven N-dependent coefficients. The latter can, in principle, be determined
from explicit perturbative results for seven anomalous dimensions corresponding, e.g.,
to Q = 1..7. Frames of different color in (/) highlight contributions known from other
methods and are discussed in detail in Section

In this paper, we compute the anomalous dimensions for all operators up to Q =5,
giving five independent constraints on (7). The remaining two constraints are derived

from the semi-classical result (1) of Ref. [¢] expanded in g*Q up to relevant order :

572
6-loop (—EQ @[10191 64N — 205(1327 + 160N) — 2C5(1441 + SON)
- 705,46 + N) - 215126 + N)]) (5°Q)". ®)

As it was noted in Ref. [12], the contribution (&) to the anomalous dimension y(g")

derived initially under the assumption g = g" is also valid away from the fixed point, so

© 6

60’ V507 and y(é) from Eq. (5).

we can immediately read off the coefficients y
It turns out that the calculation of the operators with charge up to Q = 4 is trivial. One

can use our six-loop result [14] for the RG functions in the most general renormalizable ¢*

2 We fix a small misprint 2/279 — 2/729 in the published version of Ref. [3]



B &

FIG. 1. Examples of non-factorizable 6-loop diagrams contributing to 1PI five-point function with
an operator insertion (denoted by cross). Only integrals similar to the first one require special

treatment. All the others are known from the ¢* renormalization [2].

theory. For example, to compute yo-4 we introduce a coupling A4 for the $p°=* operator.
To extract the corresponding anomalous dimension from the beta-function f,.; of general

self-coupling A4, we substitute
/\ahcd - % (6ab6cd + 6ac6bd + 6ad6bc) + A4dubcd (9)

and keep only terms that are linear in A4. The beta-function of A4 is related to y -4 defined
in (5) via
Pr(8) = Aayo=4(8)- (10)
The cases Q = 2 and Q = 3 are treated in a similar fashion, i.e., we replace the mass
parameter and the trilinear coupling by traceless symmetric tensors with two and three
indices
m2, = Aodap, Hape = Asdape. (11)

It is worth mentioning that we routinely utilize FORM [17] to implement traceless
condition on d;,_;, (3) and to contract dummy indices.

The case Q = 5deserves special attention. We use DIANA [15] to generate five-point 1PI
Green functions with a ¢%=° insertion. The corresponding Feynman rule again involves
the traceless symmetric tensor d,pqz. After carrying out O(N) algebra and factoring dpce,
we are left with scalar integrals multiplied by polynomials in N. It is obvious that some
of the indices entering d;, ;. can be external (see, e.g., Fig. 1). In this case we effectively
have a 1PI loop diagram with reduced number of external legs.

To extract the renormalization constant Zs from the ultraviolet (UV) divergences, we

apply KR -operation to each logarithmically-divergent diagram G;:

2575 =1- Z KR G, (12)
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where Z, is a field renormalization constant ¢p = Zy¢.

The K'R-operation can be written recursively as

KRG = KG + Z | H (=KRyi) G}, (13)
g viEty)

where G is the original diagram, and KG extracts its singular O(1/¢) part. The sum goes
over all sets of disjoint UV-divergent 1PI subgraphs {y} = U;y; (with G itself excluded), and
G/{y} is a co-graph obtained from G after shrinking all y; belonging to {y}. To implement
(13) at the six-loop order, one needs to compute all lower-loop counterterms KR'y;. Some
of the diagrams contain cut-vertices (see, e.g, Fig. 2). In this case KR factorizes. In
spite of the fact that these diagrams do not contribute to the anomalous dimension of the
operator, we keep them for further crosschecks (see below).

Drastic simplification comes from the application of the infrared (IR) rearrangement
trick [19] to the logarithmically divergent diagrams. One can set all but one of the external
momenta to zero and re-route the momentum flow in a way to avoid (as much as possible)
the appearance of spurious IR divergences. The choice of the IR-safe routing together
with the UV-subgraph identification was automated by means of the private computer
code.

It turns out that all integrals but one entering KG and G/{y} can be calculated with IR-
safe non-exceptional external momentum routing in terms of graphical functions [3, 20, 21]
implemented in HyperlogProcedures package .

There remains a single diagram for which the IR-safe routing leads to an integral not
calculable with this approach. Due to this, the external momentum routing was changed
at the price of introduction of IR divergent subgraphs. The latter were treated manually
via infrared K'R" operation [22-25]. Further details are provided in Appendix

Given Zs, the required anomalous dimension is derived via

dlogZs dlogZs

Flog 1 = (2eg - ﬁg)a—g. (14)

Yo=5 = —

As usual only single poles in ¢ contribute to yo-s. However, the crucial crosscheck of the

obtained expression is the cancellations of ¢ poles in the final formula for (14).

3 Available for download from https://www.math. fau.de/person/oliver-schnetz/
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FIG. 2. Examples of factorizable diagrams for which K'R'(G) = KR'(y1) - KR (y2).

IV. RESULTS

Given large-charge prediction (1) and explicit results for the anomalous dimensions of

the first five operators ¢2, we can fix all the coefficients in y(Qé):

6 6-r

Y=Y Y onNy y8 =0, (15)
r=0 s=0
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Evaluating the anomalous dimension at the fixed point, we obtain the ¢-expansion of

the scaling dimension Ag (6). We reproduce the five-loop results [

coefficients are given by

]. The new six-loop
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Provided results for coefficients y(l) and P(l) in addition to the Riemann zeta functions
C, = Y., 1/i" contain multiple zeta value (53 = Yoy Y] 11/(f) = 0.0377077.

To verify our expressions we consider various limits of Eq. (5). For example, defining
J] = Q/N we get an expansion in J. Neglecting terms further suppressed by large N, we
obtain (for g = g%)

AQ~1—€+Z(6€)IZ])/klk ( )
1
=1 —g+;(zg)l;]kp,ﬁ{}<+0(ﬁ) (90)

with

! 1
P =30, o)

It turns out that the expansion of Ag in small | for large N can be found for a general

dimension d [26]:

%:g—1+h2(d)j+h3(d)j2+..., (92)
where, e.g.,
2d—3d nd T a1
ha(d) = — Sln( ) ( 2 ) (93)

We follow [26] to compute the e-expansion of h;(d), for i = 2..7, and find perfect

agreement with our perturbative result (90). In this way, we check )/566)_, for r = 1...6.
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In addition, we also compare our result with the first two non-trivial orders of large-N
expansion[6], which begins as

AQ d hy(d)
TR (Q—2+E)+..., (94)

At six loops only five coefficients of Eq. (5) contribute to large-N expansion of our

4

result (6) up to O(1/N?). Two of them yf; and 7/(6) also enter (92), while the comparison

24
©) .6

with e-expansion of (94) provides additional checks for yy',, 7y,

and )/(()6;.

V. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this paper we derived the six-loop anomalous dimension of the charged ¢ operator
in the O(N) model. Our computation was based on the combination of semi-classical
results and explicit diagram calculations. Our expression up to five loops coincides with
that obtained recently in Refs. [13, 27].

The utilized approach relies on diagram-by-diagram computation of Feynman graphs
with an q55 insertion, and, thus, facilitates further six-loop studies of the charged operators
in models with other symmetries once semi-classical results are available.

Given our result, one can apply various resummation techniques to the ¢-expansion
of Agp and obtain numerical values of scaling dimension in a bunch of three-dimensional

O(N) models.

Q 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
N

2 10.5187(5)| 1.2351(6) | 2.1085(7) |3.112(2)| 4.230(3) |5.45(1)|6.75(2)|8.15(2) [9.62(3)| 11.17(3)

4 |0.5181(5)| 1.1885(3) |1.9856(14)|2.892(3)| 3.896(7) |4.99(2)|6.16(3)|7.40(3)|8.72(4) [10.10(4)

6 [0.5163(5)|1.1537(13)| 1.895(3) |2.728(5)|3.643(11)|4.63(2)|5.70(3)|6.82(3)|8.01(4) | 9.26(4)

8 [0.5146(4)| 1.127(2) | 1.827(5) |2.604(8)| 3.45(2) |4.36(2)|5.34(3)|6.37(3)|7.46(4) | 8.60(4)

TABLE L. Scaling dimensions of ¢< (d = 3) obtained by resumming six-loop result for N = 2,4, 6, 8.

Based on the fact that we are working at the same order of perturbation theory and in
the same theory, we use in straightforward manner the advanced technique of Ref. [?] to
compute numerical values and uncertainties of Ag for Q =1...10 and N = 2,4,6,8 (see

Table I). The latter can be compared to the Monte-Carlo results [258-30].

15



It is interesting to study how our computation matches the large Q expansion [

Here c3/,, c1/2 are N-dependent constants, while ¢y ~ —0.0937254 originates from Casimir

energy and is universal. In Ref. [

Ag = c3pQ%* + ¢1,Q"* + co + O(Q )

predictions were obtained

which are valid for 1 <« Q < N < Q*. We follow [

2

C3/2 = _N—1/2,

3

C1/2

1
— _Nl/Z
6

N

C3/2 C1/2 C-1/2
21/0.3324(6)| 0.271(3) | 0.009(3)
41/0.2925(4)|0.3241(13) |-0.0048(11)
61/0.2612(6)| 0.371(3) | -0.022(2)
81/0.2371(9)| 0.408(3) | -0.036(3)

] the large-N limit was considered and the following

, 30] and fit our numerical data to

TABLE II. Fit from resummation results using Q = 1...6 expressions with cyp = —0.0937 fixed and

additional free parameter c_1/; in c_; /ZQ‘l/ 2 term appended to the ansatz (95).

® This work B MC-1 L MC2 Y MC-3
05— 05
S e
\\\ ””,' a
04F S\ 2/3N712 04 1/6NY2--" 1
o N . " &
S oaf IR O osf .
\\\! \\\\ ,E‘ //,,, |
~\\\~~ .’/
- /
/
/
0 2 1 1 1 1 0 2 II 1 1 1 1
' 2 1 6 8 ‘ 2 1 6 8
N N

FIG. 3. Leading coefficients in large-charge expansion c3/2 and c;; as functions of N. We also add
results of Monte-Carlo simulation for N = 2,4, 6,8 from Ref. |

(MC-2) and for N = 4 from Ref. |

] (MC-1), for N = 2 from Ref. [28]
] (MC-3).
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(95). The extracted coefficient for a fixed c, are given in Table II. One can see satisfactory
agreement between our values and Monte-Carlo results [25-30] (see Fig. 3). While our
tits for c3/, are close to the Monte-Carlo values and approaches large-N limit (V6), we see
a rather big discrepancies in c¢;,,. We expect that our error estimates according to Ref. [2]
may be too optimistic and require further studies. Nevertheless, we see that according to

Eq. (96) the coefficient c3/, decreases with N, while ¢y, increases.

We believe our result contributes important information to CFT data (see, e.g.,[27]
for review). While we rely on non-perturbative large Q expressions to fix part of the
coefficients in the anzats (7), it would be interesting to reproduce them independently,
e.g., by considering Green functions with ¢%=¢ and ¢<=7 insertions. We postpone this

verification for the future.
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Appendix A: Details of calculation with K'R" operation

Here, we present the expression used for manual computation of a single diagram by
means of K'R" operation. We closely follow the notation of Refs. [24, 25]. One can see that

there is only one non-trivial IR-divergent counterterm

VIR:(I):%/ (A1)

which cancels spurious IR divergences appearing in I' = G/y; for a UV subgraph y;. The
graph [; =T;\ y is obtained from T’; by deleting lines and internal vertices (denoted by
tilled dots) of y1r. One can see that even if I'; can be zero in dimensional regularization the
corresponding IR counterterm can give a non-trivial contribution to the final result. All

KR () are known from lower-loop calculations, while G, G, T;, and T; calculated with
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