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Results for S-functions and anomalous dimensions in general scalar fermion theories are
presented to three loops. Various constraints on the individual coefficients for each diagram
following from supersymmetry are analysed. The results are used to discuss potential fixed
points in the e-expansion for scalar fermion theories, with arbitrary numbers of scalar fields,
and where there are just two scalar couplings and one Yukawa coupling. For different
examples the fixed points follow a similar pattern as the numbers of fermions is varied. For
diagrams with subdivergences there are extensive consistency constraints arising from the
existence of a perturbative a-function and these are analysed in detail. Further arbitrary
scheme variations which preserve the form of § functions and anomalous dimensions in
terms of 1PI diagrams are also discussed. The existence of linear and quadratic scheme
invariants is demonstrated and the consistency condition are shown to be expressible in
terms of these invariants.



1 Introduction

Whatever the role of supersymmetry in the phenomenological description of the world at
accessible energies there is no doubt that supersymmetric quantum field theories in various
dimensions have enhanced our understanding of quantum field theories more generally.
This is especially true non perturbatively where the duality between different theories was
first developed and the existence of conformal fixed points in three and higher dimensions
is much better understood. However there are also constraints at the perturbative level
where supersymmetric non-renormalisation theorems have implications for S-functions and
related quantities even when there is no supersymmetry.

In this paper we explore these, and other, constraints for general scalar fermion the-
ories in four space-time dimensions at up to three loops. For pure scalar theories, this is
hardly state of the art as general three loop results for have been known for more than 30
years [1], and higher orders are available [2-5]. Nevertheless, the corresponding expressions
for general scalar fermion theories, allowing for arbitrary Yukawa couplings, have only been
obtained quite recently [6-8]. While field anomalous dimensions and Yukawa [-functions
were obtained, these depended on results already found for a variety of special cases. The
general - and y-functions are expressed in terms of contractions of generalised coupling
tensors with each term corresponding to a specific allowed Feynman diagram at each loop
order. The associated results for the quartic scalar S-function at three loops have not pre-
viously been fully determined [6]. Closing this gap would also represent a stepping stone
towards complete three-loop renormalisation group equations of any renormalisable QFT,
which is now feasible after recent advancements to general four-loop gauge and three-loop
Yukawa results [7-9]. Without gauge interactions, each term corresponds to a one particle
irreducible (1PI) diagram, whose numbers increase rapidly with each loop order. With the
quartic scalar coupling in standard regularisation schemes all one vertex reducible diagrams
(or snail diagrams) can be omitted so that the necessary diagrams are one vertex irredu-
cible (1VI). The unknown coefficients may be partially fixed with direct calculations, e.g.
[10-16] in our case. However, their number can be greatly reduced and literature results
cross-checked by applying more sophisticated constraints, which is the exercise undertaken
here.

To carry this out for general four-dimensional renormalisable scalar fermion theories, it
is natural to consider a basis with n, real scalars ¢“ and essentially ny pseudo-real Majorana
fermions v where the couplings are just a symmetric 4 index real tensor A*“? and a Yukawa,
coupling y* which is a symmetric n; X ny real matrix in the non spinorial fermion indices
(which are here suppressed) [6, 9]. The discussion in subsequent sections then concerns
the beta functions 3%, By* as well as associated anomalous dimensions ’y¢“b, and vy.
These quantities completely determine S-functions when superrenormalisable couplings,
corresponding to operators with dimension three or less, are introduced, if background field
methods are used, or equivalently by applying the so called dummy field technique [17-
19]. The results here encompass those for Dirac fermions, the corresponding reduction is
described later.



In terms of the numerical coefficients then for each fermion loop corresponding to a
trace over products of the Yukawa coupling matrices y® then for a four dimension four
component Majorana spinor ¥ then each such trace should have an additional factor 2.
Such spinors reduce in three dimensions to two two component real spinors corresponding
to inequivalent representations of the three dimensional Dirac algebra.

General theories of course can be restricted by imposing symmetries. With complex
fields, ns even, then we may take y® — (3%, %;) with ¢, 7; not necessarily square matrices
but related by hermitian conjugation. Imposing a U(1) symmetry where both scalar and
fermion fields carry a charge, so that all lines in any diagram are directed, the number of
diagrams is significantly reduced (for the three loop 1PI Yukawa vertex diagrams from 52
to 12) [20].

As a special case the U(1) symmetric theory encompasses the Wess-Zumino theory
with A/ = 1 supersymmetry and four supercharges [21]. In a superspace formalism, for
the renormalisable theory, there are complex chiral superfields ®;, ®°, with an overall
U(1) symmetry and the general couplings are given by a symmetric 3 index tensor Y**
and its conjugate }_ﬁjk, which determine the scalar quartic couplings. There are then very
strong non-renormalisation theorems [22, 23] which ensure that the S-functions By “*, By, n
are determined just in terms of the anomalous dimensions vy, v%. Moreover, dedicated
literature for such supersymmetric QFT’s are available to high orders [24-29]. This yields
conditions on the g-functions and anomalous dimensions for an arbitrary scalar fermion
theory but these do not significantly reduce the number of independent terms [6].

In three dimensions there are scalar-fermion theories with just two supercharges [30].
In a superfield formalism the theory is described in terms of a real superfield ®* and for
current interest there are just real cubic couplings given by the symmetric three index Y 2%
Such theories can emerge at fixed points under RG flow [31-34] and may be relevant for
fixed point exponents in some condensed matter systems. For a single scalar field and a Zs
symmetry this is a supersymmetric version of the 3d Ising model. For several scalar fields
then extending the theory away from three dimensions it is possible to set up an epsilon
expansion determining potential fixed points and their associated critical exponents [35].
The 3d supersymmetric Ising model has been explored using the bootstrap [36-40], with
extensions to several fields in [39]. Of course extending supersymmetric theories away
from their natural integer dimension, even just in a perturbative expansion, is potentially
fraught with with problems. Various identities necessary for supersymmetry are no longer
valid. A discussion of the four dimensional A’ = 1 supersymmetry algebra extended away
from four dimensions was given in [41]. The minimal three dimensional supersymmetric
scalar-fermion theory would define an apparent four dimensional theory with N/ = % super-
symmetry'. These theories of course do not exist as well defined Lorentz invariant unitary
theories though there exists the possibility of considering such a theory away from three
dimensions where the full d-dimensional Lorentz symmetry is broken. For N' = 1 four
dimensional theories an attempt was made in to extend the supersymmetry algebra away

!This is different from the N = % supersymmetry discussed in [42, 43] which involve non anti-commuting
¢’s or 0's. The renormalisation of these theories was considered in [44-50)



from four dimensions using a form of dimensional reduction. Dimensional regularisation
breaks supersymmetry but for N’ = 1 theories such anomalous contributions breaking su-
persymmetric Ward identities should be removable by an appropriate redefinition of the
couplings, or essentially a change of scheme. At one, two or three loops it is sufficient just
to ensure that fermion traces are appropriately normalised. We defer further discussion to
the conclusion.

In section 8 we make use of the three loop results to discuss possible fixed points in the
e-expansion for fermion scalar theories. We consider generalisations of the Gross-Neveu,
Nambu Jona-Lasinio and Heisenberg theories which have ng = 1,2, 3 scalar fields and have
O(ng) symmetry. For ng > 4 there are theories with reduced symmetry H C O(ng) sym-
metry which have two scalar couplings and one Yukawa coupling. For a consistent RG
flow with the reduced set of couplings it is necessary to impose completeness relations on
the matrices defining the Yukawa couplings. For square matrices we identify six different
examples where these are satisfied. In each case the numbers of fermions ny can be arbitrar-
ily large. For vanishing Yukawa coupling these theories generally have just the O(ns) and
Gaussian fixed points though one example is equivalent to the scalar theory with hyper-
tetrahedral symmetry where there are two further fixed points with &y,4+1 X Zg symmetry.
Assuming just lowest order S-functions the Yukawa S-function does not contain the scalar
couplings and is easily solved. For the scalar couplings there are then relations between
the fixed points for small and large ny. A similar pattern emerges in each example. Even
if there are four fixed points when ny = 0 these reduce to two except for very tiny or very
large ny. Generally there are two fixed points for low and large n; and for intermediate n ¢
either 0 or 4. These do not necessarily lead to scalar potentials which are bounded below,
the Gaussian fixed point becomes unstable when ny > 0, but there is a stable potential for
large ns related to the Gaussian fixed point as ny — 0. We also consider an example where
the Yukawa matrices are not square, corresponding to chiral fermions, and where there is
a U(r) x U(s) symmetry and ns = rs. The purely scalar theory may have four fixed points
for suitable r, s but with a non zero Yukawa coupling there is a similar pattern.

Further constraints relating the coefficients for the contributions of various diagrams
to S-functions and anomalous dimensions can be obtained from applying a perturbative
version of the a-theorem [1, 9, 20, 51, 52]. In general this relates certain combinations of
8 and ~-function coefficients at a particular loop order to lower order contributions. In
the present context this provides relations for the coefficients of the three loop Yukawa
B-function and also <4 and 7,. Such conditions were analysed at length by Poole and
Thomsen [9], including also gauge couplings. We present their results here without any
explicit evaluation of lower order one and two loop contributions so that the structure of
the conditions is more apparent. We also consider the restriction to U(1) symmetry where
results are more tractable.

In the next four sections we list the diagrams for the scalar and fermion anomalous
dimensions and the Yukawa and quartic scalar S-functions for the general scalar fermion
theory at up to three loops. We also give the values for the corresponding coefficients,
143 at three loops, which are all consistent with the various relations obtained later. Of



course at one and two loops results have been known for a long time, we list the coefficients
diagram by diagram. Our conventions match those in [9] and our numerical results at one
and two loops agree precisely once they are multiplied by the required factor to ensure
overall symmetry. Similarly the three loop results for the Yukawa [-function and also the
anomalous dimensions agree exactly with [8]. In the case of the quartic scalar S-function
the relations obtained here are used to provide complete results for all terms appearing
in the general expansion. For simplicity the Yukawa couplings are rescaled by 47 and
the scalar quartic couplings by 1672. These coefficients all correspond to what would be
obtained in a MS scheme although no explicit calculation is undertaken here.

The results are simplified in section 6 where a U(1) symmetry is imposed which signi-
ficantly reduces the number of terms present in the expansions of the general S-functions
and anomalous dimensions. The U(1) restriction contains as a special case N' = 1 super-
symmetry and the various necessary linear constraints are derived in section 7. We there
also consider also the example of what is here termed N = % supersymmetry where there
are a significant number of linear constraints which are all satisfied by the explicit results
listed earlier in sections 2,3,4,5.

Besides supersymmetry conditions there are also relations for the various coefficients
derived from the existence of a perturbative a-function. We list the conditions for the
genera scalar-fermion theory which are all derived from [9]. For the two loop anomalous
dimensions and the Yukawa S-function there are 4 relations whereas at three loops there are
42. At three loops it is necessary to also allow for 5 possible antisymmetric contributions
to the anomalous dimensions and 4 relations for these are obtained.

Section 8 contains our discussion of scalar fermion fixed points. For multiple scalars we
show there are theories which can be restricted to a single Yukawa coupling and two quartic
scalar couplings. As special cases these include the well known renormalisable Gross-Neveu
and Nambu Jona-Lasinio theories.

In general results for individual coefficients corresponding to particular diagrams are
scheme dependent. In section 10 scheme variations which preserve the structure in terms
of contributions from 1PI diagrams are considered. Coeflicients corresponding to primitive
diagrams, which have no subdivergences, are individually invariant but this of course not
true in general. We demonstrate how scheme invariants can be formed and applied in
detail to the three loop Yukawa (S-function. These can be linear or higher order in the
coefficients. The scheme invariance of the a-function relations is also verified.

Some further details are considered in various appendices. Appendix A describes a
basis for Majorana fermions relevant for reduction to three dimensions and their possible
extensions away from d = 3 with broken Lorentz invariance. In appendix B we outline
some tensorial calculations relevant for the fixed point discussion. Some figures elucidating
how the fixed points in scalar fermion theories vary with differing numbers of fermions are
given in appendix C. In appendix D we describe the derivation of the a-function relations
at two and three loops after restricting to U(1) symmetry, there is then one relation at two
loops and 12 at three. Finally in appendix E we discuss some general features of scheme



changes which preserve the perturbative structure in terms of contributions corresponding
to 1PI diagrams.

2 Scalar Anomalous Dimension

The one and two loop 1PI and 1VI diagrams relevant for ’y¢“b = 7¢ba are just

1 2a 2b

Figure 1. One and two loop diagrams giving contributions to the scalar field anomalous dimensions,
containing Yukawa and quartic scalar couplings. Fermion lines are solid, scalar lines are dashed.

while at three loops
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Figure 2. Three loop diagrams giving contributions to the scalar field anomalous dimensions,
containing Yukawa and quartic scalar couplings.

The corresponding expansions are then

1)ab
34 = 1 tr(y

,Yé?)ab = Y% acde ybede | Vo2 tr(ybec) + Yoz (o) |

,Yé:’,)ab = Y430 acde ydefg \befg Vo3 acde \ bedf tr(y® f) + Yp3e S2 Aaede gy (ybede)
+ Yo3d tr(yabcd) tr(yCd) + Yo3e tr(yacbd) tr(ycd) + Vo3t tr(yabccdd)
+Yg3g tr(y +Yo3n tr(y + Ygai tr(yer)
+ Yo3k tr(y + Vo3 (YY) + Yam tr(y

ab)
)

abcddC) accbdd) ( yacbcdd)

+ V35 Sy tr

acdbdc) , (2 ) 1)

acdbcd)



employing the abbreviation y®¢d = y%yPyy?... and where Sy denotes the sum over two

terms necessary to ensure symmetry for a <> b so that ’ygb = ’yg“ for the three loop

expressions. For four dimensional Majorana fermions y, — (yg y(l) so that

(" Y™ Y") ajorana = (L + (=1)7) tr(y™ 7). (2.2)
The coefficients for the trace corresponding to a fermion loop then has an additional factor
two.

With this notation the results of calculation for the individual coefficients in the general
fermion scalar theory are [6-8, 53]

Yol :%, 7¢2a=%7 7¢2b:_%’ %20:_%7

Yosa =15 Yes =33,  Yose =g Wsa =1y s =15
’Y¢3f=—1%, 7¢3g:%7 7¢3h=3%, %Si:_%’

Ve3j = 116, Vo3k = 15 Vo3 = —17, Yosm = 3G — 1. (2.3)

At three loop order there is the further possibility of 1PI antisymmetric contributions
to the anomalous dimension [14, 53-55] which take the form [9]

Ué?’)ab = Vg3e -/42 )\acde tI‘(ydee) + Vg3 A2 tr(yacbcdd) , (24)
where now Aj tr(y?edd) = tr(yactedd) — tr(ybeacdd)  Such terms can usually be neglected

but they play a role in terms of finding fixed points with vanishing energy momentum
tensor trace. In this context the results [8] are then

Vpge = —2, Vg3 = —2. (2.5)

3 Fermion Anomalous Dimension

For ~,, = W,T at one and two loops the 1PI, 1VI diagrams are just
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Figure 3. One and two loop diagrams giving contributions to the fermion field anomalous dimen-
sions, containing Yukawa and quartic scalar couplings.

and at three loops there are 16 1PI diagrams
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Figure 4. Three-loop diagrams giving contributions to the fermion field anomalous dimensions,
containing Yukawa and quartic scalar couplings.

Corresponding to figures 3 and 4 the contributions have the general form
(1)

Y = Ve1 Y,

75 = Yuza v (™) + Yz v+ pze Y,

71(;)) = Y30 )\acdeAbcde yab + Y36 )\abcd yabcd + Yap3e yab tr(yac) tr(ybc)
+ (v3a Y0 4 Yse ¥+ ypar S2y PC) tr(y®) + ypsg v tr(y®e) (3.1)
+ Y3 yab tr(yacbc) + Vo3 yabbcca + Y3, yabccba + Y3k yabacbc + Y3 yabcbca
+ Yep3m S, yabcbac + Ve3n S, yabbcac + Y30 yabccab + Ye3p yabcabc . (32)

where here Sy y?P¢ = yache pycbea S, yabebac — yabebac 1 g cabeba 4 gimilarly as necessary for
the symmetry vf) = ’yz(i)T. In this case the coefficients in a MS scheme are then [6-8, 53]

Y1 =%, Vp2a = —%5, Tp2b = —% Yop2e =0,

V3 = — 55 Yy3b =1, Vo3 = — 35, Vo3d = —%

’szezg%, ’Yw3f=—3%7 Yy3g = 1, Vosh =3,

W&‘:—%a 7¢3j:%7 Vw:;k:%, 7¢3l=—%,

Ypam =0, Ty3n = 35, T30 = % Ypap = 3G — 1. (3.3)

For potential antisymmetric contributions

Ufi)) = vy3s ./42 yacbc tr(yab) + Vip3m A2 yabcbac + Ve3n A2 yabbcac’ (34)



with .AQ yacbc tr(yab) — (yacbc o ycacb) tr(yab)7 A2 yabcbac — yabcbac _ yacbabc. In this case [8}

Uwgf = %, Uwgm = —%, Uan = —% . (3.5)

4 Yukawa Couplings

The Yukawa coupling S-function can be decomposed as

By =By" =By + 18"y + ey +y s (4.1)

where B?‘j is determined solely by the contributions of 1PI diagrams.

At one and two loops the relevant 1PI diagrams are

Figure 5. One and two loop Yukawa vertex diagrams.

where

BZ(/I)& _ ﬁyl ybab,
5:52)(1 _ 5@/2(1 Aabcdybcd + /Bbe ybac tr(ybc) + ﬁch Ss ybaccb + 5y2d Ss ybacbc
+ Ber ybcacb + By?f ybcabc 7 (42)

with Sy yPrceb = ybaceb g becab aq pecessary for symmetry. Old results, with our conventions,
give

Byl =2, By?a:_Qy /Bbe:/ByQC:_17 ,BdeZO, ByZe:_Qy /8y2f22- (43)

At three loops there are 52 distinct diagrams so we use the alphabet twice over as
labels
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Figure 6. Three loop Yukawa vertex diagrams.

Joining the external lines to a single vertex the resulting vacuum diagrams can be either

planar or non planar. In the above list 3¢, 3s, 3x, 3g, 36, 3p, 37, 35, 3u, 39, 3w, 3%, 3y are non

planar



With this diagrammatic decomposition the three loop Yukawa g-function is expanded

as

BP0 = g, AIeS yedef ypac | yabef yefed( S, yped | g oy cbd
A () (B30 Y+ Byse Sa g ) + NI (B g2 4 By S, yPecde)
NGy e | B yheced | g s, heeed g ) yebeed g S, ebeed)
+ Bysm v tr(y™) tr(y™)
T (Byam ™0 4 B g9 4 By Sy PO L 3 S, gAY (P
+ (Bysr S2y™ % + Byss Sy y™ + Bysy S y™ ) tr(y™)
479 (B b (5P + Byn tr(57D) + (B 1P+ By Sa ) tr(y™%)
T By 4P 4 B Sy ytol L B S, ybacled | g s, peacidy
- Bye So yeadeh | g 10 S, yheadeds | g 5, bacdeds | g - pedadel
By ylaedt 4 3 on Sy ypcbadde 4 g 5, hacedbd | g g, bacddbe
T Bysi So e | B r S, yhackded | g s, bacdbde | g g, badedie
T Bygo Sayleabide 5 S, ybeaddbe g s, beacdbd | g, 4 beadbe

beabded _ bebaded bedadb bacdbed
+ By3s S2y " + Bysi " + Byza y N + Byss Say

+ Bwa S ybcdacbd + By?ﬁc S, ybcadbcd + ﬁyBg ybcdabcd + By&% S, ybcadcbd,

with [6-8, 53]
Bysa = —2,
Byss =2,
Bysk = —1,
Bysp = —3,
Bysu = 3,
Bys: = —3,
Byse = —1,
Byzj =3,
Byss = —35 ,
Bysi = =2,
Bysy =2,

Bysb = 3 ,
Bysg = 3,
Byst =2,
Bysg =3,
Byso = 2,
Bysa = 1
Bysf =4,
Bysk =3,
Bysp = —3,
Byza = =3,
Byzz = —4

By3g = 63 — 5,
By3l~: 27
6:1/3(1 = _37

Bysa =3,
Byzi =3,
Bysn =2,
BySs = _%7

Bysz = 2(3C3 — 2),
Byse = 2,

Bysh = —3,

Bysm =1

Bysi = 3(2¢3 — 1),

I

Byse = 3,
Bysj = %,
Byso = —1,
ﬁyi&t = %2 5
Bysy = —3,
Bysd = —1,
Bysi = —3,
Bysn = —2
Byss =1,

Byss = 3(2¢3 — 1), Byzw =233 —1), Byzz =2(3¢3—1),

(4.5)

Of the above two and three loop diagrams 2a, 2f, 3f, 31, 3w, 3%, 37, 32 do not have
subdivergences and are primitive.
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5 Scalar Quartic Couplings

The scalar quartic coupling is a symmetric 4 index tensor A®°¢ and the S-function has a
similar decomposition as for the Yukawa coupling in (4.1)

ﬂ)ftbcd — B}ftbcd + ,yge)\ebcd + ,ygeAaecd + ,Y;e)\abed + ,YgeAabce — B}(\zbcd + 84 ,ygeAebcd (5‘1)

with beCd given in terms of 1PI diagrams and &4 here denoting the sum over the four
terms, each term with unit weight, necessary to obtain a fully symmetric result.

At one and two loops the relevant diagrams are so that
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Figure 7. One and two loop diagrams relevant for the scalar quartic S-function.

B = Ba1g S5 AP NS 1By 1y Sy tr(yed)
B§2)abcd — Brog S Aabef \cfghydegh | Brap Sa \abe \edeg tr(y fg)
+ Brze Se AP tr(y ) + Brog Sg A tr(yeel?)
4 Broe Siz tr(y™*Y) 4 By Suo tr(y ) + Bray So tr(y**e?) (5.2)

with S, denoting the sum over n terms necessary to achieve symmetrisation over all per-
mutations of a, b, ¢, d. Historic results, with our conventions, give

Bata =1, Bty = —4, Br2a = —1, Brop = —1,
Brze =0, Broa =2, Brze =2, Braf =4, Brog = 4. (5.3)

At three loops there are O(A*, A3y?, A2, y*, \y%, 4®) contributions to the scalar quartic
B-function. For our discussion it is convenient to isolate related sets of diagrams out of a
total of 62. The O(A*) purely scalar contribution corresponds to the diagrams

so that

B/(\?;)‘ade — B)x3a 53 )\abef)\ehij)\ghijAcdfg + B)\Sb 512 )\abef)\cegh/\fgij)\dhij
+ /8)\30 83 )\abef)\egijAfhij)\cdgh + /8)\3d 86 )\abef)\cegh)\ghij)\dfij
+ B)\Se 86 )\afge)\bfgh)\ceij)\dhij + 6)\3f )\aefg)\behi)\cfhj)\dgij ) (54)

For the purely scalar case the general three loop coefficients have been known long since

. Brze=—3, Bar=12¢. (5.5)

D=

1
Braa=—2, Bap=2, Bac=3, Brza=-—

11
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Figure 8. Three loop diagrams involving the quartic scalar coupling contributions to the scalar
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Figure 9. Three loop diagrams involving fermion bubble contributions to the scalar S-function.

Diagrams involving two or one insertions of fermion bubbles into internal scalar propag-
ator lines in one or two loop diagrams are just
The corresponding contributions are then
fabed — Brag Ss XabeS \edgh 1. (19) b (yFhY 1 Byap, S AT NI tr(y 1) tr(y19)
+ Baas So NS \eeah \dFai by | Brs; Stz Aabel ycegh ydghi ., fi)
+ Bask S12 X tr(y!9) tr(y?°?) + Bz So A tr(y9) tr(y?°e)
+ S12(Bagm tr(y™ ) + Bagn tr(y™ V) tr(y*)

+ Brzo S¢ tr(y“be“lf) tr(yef) , (5.6)
with
Brsg=—1: Brsh =—%, Brzi=2, Brsj=—3, Bax=3, Ba=2,
Basm=—%, Praan=—4, Brso=—3. (5.7)
There are further O(A\?) diagrams which are
which give
~§bcgd _ 83 )\abef)\Cdeg(ﬂ)\?)p tr(yfghh) + ﬂ)\iﬂq tr(yfhgh))
+ S1o AP NIR (By 5 tr(yTIM) + Brgs tr(y?9IhY)
+ 83 Aabef)\Cdgh(/B)\St tr(yefgh) + /8)\3u tr(yegfh)>
+812 )\aefg)\befh(ﬁ)\:gv tr(ycdgh) + ﬁ)\?;w tr(ycgdh)) ) (5.8)

Diagrams with a single scalar vertex are

12
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Figure 10. Three-loop O(\?) diagrams contributing to the scalar S-function.
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Figure 11. Three-loop diagrams containing one scalar vertex and one fermion loop.

These correspond to

Bg%d — ﬁ)\?)x 812 )\aefg tr(ydeefg) + Sﬁ Aabef (5}\321 tr(ycggdef) + /B)\.?}z tr(ycdeggf>)
+ 812 A (Basa tr(y“ 9 ) + B, g5 tr(y“9) + PBase tr(y*997))
+ S1a XS (Baad tr(y®997 ) + Byge tr(y999T)) + Brsf So Aabef y(yyc0e9df
b S X (g tr(yII) 4 B, r(y99) 1 Gy (7 00T9)
- By Sa AIETT tr(yPee ) 4 Byar Sy ATT tr(ypecdla) (5.9)

The remaining diagrams have no quartic scalar vertex. Those which involve two fer-
mion loops are just

XTT XX

30 3m

Figure 12. Double fermion loop diagrams without scalar vertex.

395 = Se(Basi tr(y™) + Baza tr(y®)) tr(y°) + Basi Sa tr(y®) tr(ye?) . (5.10)
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The final set of diagrams is then
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Figure 13. Three-loop diagrams containing only Yukawa couplings with a single fermion loop.

BT = B Suatr(y™ 1)+ g S tr(y™ ) + Prgg S P14
+ S19 (5)\37: tr(yabcdeffe) + Brss tr(yabcdefef))
+ Soy (ﬁ)\?&i tr(yaffebecd) + Brsa tr(yaeffbecd) + Brss tr(yaebecffd))
+ Brza S tr(yaefebfcd) + Bz S tr(yaebecfdf) + ﬁ)xiigj S12 tr(yabecefdf)
+ 812 (Brsz tr(yIecd) + Brga tr(y® P ) + Brgy tr(yecled))
+ Brser Sa4 tr(yaffEbced) + S12 (/8/\3d’ tr(yabecffde) + Br3er tr(yaefebcfd))
+ Sou (5)\3f’ tr(yaefbfced) + 5}\39, tr(yaefbecfd))
+ Ss (/8)\3}1’ tr(yaefbcefd) + Bysir tr(yaefbcfed)) + B>\3j/ S; tr(yaebfcedf) ) (5‘11)

Of the quartic scalar diagrams 2¢, 3f, 3h, 37, 37, 3k, 30/, 3¢, 31/, 3¢', 3j" are primitive. The
diagrams 3f, 31, 3s, 3u, 3w, 3d, 3¢, 3f, 33, 37, 3k, 3d’, 3V, 3¢', 3i’, 35’ are non planar.
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As explained subsequently the 62 individual coefficients can be determined so that

Brza = —%, Basy =2, Brze =3, Brza = —%

Brse = —3% Brsr = 12¢3, Brsg = —1- Brsh = —3%

Brsi = 2, Brsj = —3, Brsk =3, Bzt = 2,

Brsm = =2, Pasn = —4, Brso = =3, Bap = 2,

Brsg =13, Brsr =2, Bazs =2(3¢3 —2), Brzt =2,

Brsu =3¢ — 1, Brzv =3, Brsw =1, Brze = —10,

Brgy = —1, Brsz = =3, Brsa = —3, Bysy = =2,

Brse = —6, Brzd = —4, Brze = —4, Brsf = 4(3¢3 — 2),
Brsg = 2(6¢3 — 5), Brsh = —2, Brsi = —10, Bazj = —24C3,
Bask = —12¢3, Basi = —8, Brsm = —12, Brsn = —4

Bazs =1, Bz =1, Bazg =1, Brsi = — %,

Brzs =2, Brsi =2, Brsa = —4, Brss = 2,

Brazw = 2, Brzz = 4, Bazg =4, By3z = =8,

Brsar = —2(6¢3 —5),  Bray =0, Brse = —1, Brsa = —1,

Przer = 6, Brspr = =2, Brsg = —12C3, Brzn = —4,

Brsir = —12C3, Brsjr = —24¢3. (5.12)

This completes the expressions given in [6], which have been obtained using N' =1 SUSY
relations as well as explicit literature results for the SM [10-14] and Gross-Neveu type
models [15, 16]. In this paper also N' = 3 SUSY conditions are considered, which are not
self-sufficient to obtain (5.12), but overcomplete the conditions [6] without inconsistencies.
Hence, literature results [15, 16] are cross-checked by the SUSY relations and explicit SM
computations.

6 Reduction to U(1) Symmetry

For complex fields with a U(1) symmetry the number of diagrams is significantly reduced?.
This restriction is achieved by taking ¢* = (;, ¢'), so that ¢?¢'® = ; @'* + @' s, and
g Al gagbgepd 5 LN M GG i, ¢y — @iyt (38) + @' 5 (99) - (6.1)
The scalar and fermion lines on each diagram then have arrows with the basic vertices
for the Yukawa couplings y*, §; represented by ;('—<— , —<—<L and for the scalar quartic
AL

coupling /\ijkl by x, . The triangle graphs present for real couplings are no longer

allowed. With this prescription then for traces over the Yukawa couplings

(tr (Ui, Y2 Uiy - - y2m) + tr(y'2 .. y™2y,,))

tr(y ..y . tr (T TR (6'2)
(r(y Yin¥"™ - Yign) + 0 (Yigy, - - Uin ¥ ))

tl‘(yala2a3"'a2") — {

N[ N[

2This example was considered in [20]
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In general then for the anomalous dimensions
ab j i Y 0
Yo = (’YQDZ y Voj ) ’ Yo = 0 ~ y (63)
T
and for the S-functions from (4.1) and (5.1)
By' =By + vy +y W+ ¥ ety By = B+ e i+ Tive + e U s
Brii™ = Bri™ H Yo i ™A™ A Yo i™ N N Yo A+ N Yo (6.4)
where v, — Yy 6yi — By by taking Y Y, )\ijkl — A\i¥ in each contribution. For
gi = ()T, A = (Ai5")* then 4y = 74T and 7,5° = (7,:7)*. At one loop

Yoil M = o1 tr (@i ), Yo' = Y1y, B, =0,

Brig™ D = Bria (A ™ Amn™ + 282 Mim " Ajn™) + L By S2 tr(7i ¥ 55 4 (6.5)

where Sy Xijkl = Xijkl + Xﬂkl = Xijkl + Xijlk. At two loops

Yoi' P = 37520 Mt ™ A" + L vs2 (tr(T y* Tk v7) + (@i v Tk yY))
1@ = Yp20 Y y] (i y’) + Yoo ¥ U ¥ Ui »
By = By2a Nk YY" + Byor vk v’y v"
Bris™ @ = Broa (2 M ™ Mmp™ Ang™ + 2 Xip™ N i A+ Sa Aip™ Ajg ™ Ay

+ 284 N A jn T A, ™)
+ Brab (Nij ™ Amg™ 4 Sa Xim P Njg!™) tr (G y7)
+ 5 Brae Sa N (t0(5 4 Gn ™) + t2(55 4" Tn )
+ Bazd (Aig™™ (T Y*Tn v') + A te (@i v G5 y™))
+ 2 Brze Sa (60 (T 75 ' 55 ™) + 02 (G ¥ "5 91))
+ 3 Brog Satr(@i v im ' U ™) (6.6)
with Sy X" = X 4+ X0 + X% + Xtk

At three loops the results here reduce to 8 contributions for vy

Yoil @ = Y30 (it AmnP Npg™ + 4 Xk At A7)
+ 7830 (Aie™ A 42 Xign " N ™) tr (1 y®)
+Yo3e ik ™ Gy Gm ) + 00 (T ' Uk y™) Aim™)
- % Yosa (v (Wi y* i y’) + (i’ miy* ) tr(ie o)
2 Yosr (@i v o v iy?) + e v e v i y'))
+ 5 Vo3g (t( yz ykﬂz Y g y?) + @y iy i "))
+ Yosn tr(@r " Ui v B1y7) + Vosm tr (e ' T v U Y7 - (6.7)
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and 9 for vy,

@) = 39530 ¥'T5 Nim™ N™ + Y3 ' Tk v G0 Nij ™
+ Y3e U Y5 tr (W7 Gk) tr(v i) + (Vpsa vk ¥ U5 + s v* T ¥ TE) (7 5i)
+ 530 ' (tr (v Ty 0i) + tr (v G v 50)
s YUV Uk YR+ s VT Y Y B+ vese ' VT Y Uk (6.8)

Y

and 12 for By
By D = 28,3 ¥ T ¥ (N At®™ 4 N At™) + Byze v Tk U A A
+ Bysd ¥ Jm VENE (™) + Byse GF T y™ + v 5 v ) Nk tr (Y Gim)
+ Bysg Y m Y U v Mad™™ + Bysj (VT "0 Y+ Y T Y Gm') At
+ Byt (v y’“ﬂm Y+ ykﬂm YY" A
+ Byss (WY Z/k v+ iy iy ) tr(y* ;) + 5 Bysw Pk v + 4 0 v?) tr(5; v iy
+ Byss WU Vv e v + v 0y e v 0 )
+ Byss (W0 v Uy yky + U 0y g Ve y')
+ Bysz Wik v T v uy® + v 0y g ' e ) - (6.9)

For the scalar quartic S-function at three loops the 1PI contributions are restricted
to 43 diagrams as 3n, 3¢, 3b, 3¢, 3¢, 3f, 33, 3, 3a, 30, 3w, 3%, 37, 3%, 3¢, 3f', 34, 31,35
are no longer present. There remain 7 primitive 3 loop diagrams.

There is one possible antisymmetric term at three loops

Vi ¥ = vgse Nk tr (G Y G v7) — 00 (@i ' Ik ™) M) - (6.10)

7 Supersymmetry Relations

Supersymmetry of course relates bosons and fermions. Imposing symmetry on the scalar
fermion theory leads to linear relations between the anomalous dimension and S-function
coefficients which we describe below.

7.1 N =1 Supersymmetry

The Wess Zumino theory for scalars and fermions is a special case which can be obtained
by restricting the couplings of the theory with U(1) symmetry so that

o YRy Y SV A o Ty (1)
The usual non renormalisation theorems require
YW=t =, YR =0, By =2V MY (7.2)
At one loop this just imposes

Y= Yp1=Ve1, 4Bx1a + Brn =0, Brta =271 - (7.3)
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At two loops the necessary conditions are

'725 = VY42a + V2o = 37(1)2(1 + Y20 5 By2a + 5y2f = 07
2Bx2a+ Br2a =0, 4PBx2a +28x2c+ Br2g =0, Proa + Bazp + Baze =0,
Bazb =275 - (7.4)

At three loops the conditions on the anomalous dimensions and Yukawa couplings are then

Vo4 = Y3e T Yo3i = Vp3a T Vp3f Vop = Yp3d = Vp3b T Vo3h

Vic = 3930 + Yuse + Vo3g T Vo3zj = 2Ve36 + Vo3d + Vog -

V5D = Wb + sp = 47630 + 2 Vs3e + Vg3m »

4 Bysp + Bysf + 2 Bysi + Bysw +2By3z =0,

Byse + Bysj + Byss + Byss =0, Byse + Bysa + 2 Bysp =0, (7.5)

with

S _

1 S
W=5, = -

S S
y  V3A = %7 73]3:—%7 Y30 =1, ’YgD:%C?)- (7-7)

N[ =

The contribution (6.10) to v vanishes on reduction to supersymmetry as in (7.1).

The constraints arising from (7.2) leads at three loops 4 conditions relating By to the
anomalous dimensions

Brsh =274, DBazg =275, 30Baa+Bzp =270, 2B8e+ Bzu=2%p, (7.8

and 14 linear homogeneous relations for ()

3 Br3a + Brzi + Bazm + Basp + Basi = 0,

4Bx3p+48x3a+ 283 +8x3: =0, Bazp+283; + Bazk + Baza + Brzer =0,

4 Brze + 4 Br3e + 2 Bx3t + 4 Bx30 + 2 By35, + Basi + Brzw =0,

2Bx3c +28x3i + Bx30 2003y =0, Baza+ Basn+Brzs =0, 20835+ B33 =0,
Brze +2Bx3g + B35 =0, 283 + Bazi + Brzo + Brzz + Bazar =0,

Basp + Bazi + Bazd =0, 8Brze + 883w + Brazn =0, 48x35 + Bazt =0,

4 Br3b + 2 Brzs + Bazz + Bazar =0,

4 Bzp + 4 Brzd + Brzr + 2 Bxazr + Bazg + 2 Bx3k + Bz =0. (7.9)

The last 5 relations involve contributions arising from non planar diagrams.
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7.2 N =1 Supersymmetry

This is a special case of the general scalar fermion theory where of course the number of
real scalars matches the number of fermions with y* — Y ¢ a symmetric real tensor and
also \ed . Sy yabeyede For this theory ¢,1) can be combined as a real superfield ® and
in a perturbative expansion the diagrams reduce to those of a simple ¢3 theory. Under

abc

renormalisation as a four dimensional theory there is a [-function Sy’ and anomalous

b

dimension v5%. For this case, unlike for N' = 1 supersymmetry, there are non trivial

divergent vertex graphs so that 8y and g are independent although the scalar S-function
B is determined in terms of these.

At lowest one loop order this gives

Vo1 = Vo1 = Vol 5 ﬁy1 = 25)\10, = Byl = 4’Y¢1 y 46)\10, + ﬁ)\lb = Oa (710)

v = o1 O By = By K} (7.11)

The equality 41 = 71 is a reflection of the choice of normalisation of fermion traces in

where

the main body of results. Each fermion trace gives the contribution of a two component
real fermion propagating round the loop.

At two loops equality of 74 7, and symmetry of 3, requires

Y924 = 3Vp2a T Vo260 = Vp2a + Vp2b 5 Yo2B = 6 V24 + Vo200 = Vop2c 5
/8Y2A = ﬁbe = 51/20’ BYQB = /8y2a + Bde = ﬁy?e ) /8Y2C = ﬁyZa + Bny 5 (712)
where

16 = 'Y<I>2A@ + 7@23@7

By = Ss <,BY2A }} + Bya }3%) + Byac :X% (7.13)

Determining 3 in terms of 8y and -4 imposes the restrictions

Broa = 2724 = By2a = 3 ByoB 0 =928 = Py20,
4 Br2q = 4 Br2p = =2 Br2d = —2 Br2e = —Brar = —Br2g s Brae =0, (7.14)

which implies further constraints on the Yukawa g-functions
By2a = —By2r = 2 Byav — By2a,  By2v = 2(Vp2a + Yy2p) - (7.15)

At three loops there are 9 propagator diagrams

vo® = '7<I>3A@ + 7@33@ + 7@30@ + Y030 S2 @
+ ’Y@sE@ + 7@3F@ + ’Y<1>3G@ + 'Y<I>3H{D}
+ 7@31@7

(7.16)
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with Sa @ = @ + ﬂ} Reducing general results requires

Y834 = Vp3a + Vé3f = Vap3c T Vap3i

Y®3B = Y¢3b T Y3k = Vp3d

Vo3¢ = 27430 T Ve3d + Vo639 = 3 Vep3a T Vy3e T Vy3g T V35 5

Yo3D = 2Vp3a T 2V¢3b + Vp3; = Vu3f + Vean

Yo3E = 27430 T Vé3e = Vep30 5

Yo3F = 27930 T Ve3i = 6 Yp3a T Ye3n T Vu3i,

Y036 = 127930 + 4Vp3c + V31 = V36 T 2V3m

Yo3H = 47430 T Ve3k = V3b T Y3k s

Yo31r = 4Vp3a + 2Vp3c + Vp3m = Vyp3b + Vy3p - (7.17)

For an antisymmetric contribution

ve® =v3p Ay ﬂ} = Ve3D (@ - ﬂ}) ; (7.18)

where from (2.4) and (3.4)
U3D = Vg3j = —Uyp3f 1 Uy3n - (7.19)

At three loops there are 17 1PI contributions to the symmetric S-function which are

expressible diagrammatically as

By ®) =83 (ﬁysA EF + Byss }y + Bysc }? + Bysp >G}
+ By 3k }@})

+ By sp &) + By3Q &, (7.20)

with Sg denoting the sum over six inequivalent permutations. Imposing symmetry on the
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general Yukawa [-function in this case requires 18 relations

Bysp — Bysy =0,  Bysm — Byz- =0, 6 By3qa + Bysv — Py3e =0,

Bysd — Bysn + Bysz =0,  Byse — Byso + Bysh =0,  Bysze + Bysq — Byse =0,
Bysj + Bysr — Bysb =0,

3 Byza — Byst + Byzu — Bysa =0, Bysp — By3zj — Bysr + Byzi =0,

By3g + Bysk — Bysf + Bysi =0, By3g — Bysnh — Bysg + Byzs =0,

Bysh — Bysi + Bysd — Bysin =0, 2 Bysy — Bysr — 2 Bysk + Bysg — Bysi =0,
2 Bysp + Bysg — Byan + Byat — Bysd + Byszin = 0,

2 Byse — Bysj + 2 Bysqg — Byse — Bysk =0,

2 Byse — Bysk — By3s + Byza =0, By3g — Bysn — Bysg + Byss = 0,

Byse + Byzd — Byse — Bysj — Byss — Byss +2By3p =0,

2 Bysb + 2 Bysc — Bysr + Bysi + Byse + Bysw — 2 Bysz — Bysg = 0. (7.21)

Subject to (7.21)

Bysa = Bysp, By3s = Byzm, Bysc =3By3a+ By3us BLy3p =PBy30, Byse = Bysn,
By3r = Byze + Bysqs Bysa = Bysj + Bysr, Byau = Bysn + Bysd,

Bysr =2 Bysp + Bysgs Byss = Bysf, Byax =6PBy3a+ Bysv,

By3L = Byse + By3j + Byss + By3ss Bysm = Bysk + Byss,

Bysn = 2 Byse + Bysi + 2 Bysi, By3o = Bysn + By3q

Bysp = Bysr + 2 Bysz + Bysy, Bysqg =4Bysb+ Byss + 2 Bysi + Bysw + 2 Bysz - (7.22)

Explicit results for this A" =  theory in the MS scheme are then

Vo1 =73, Ye24a=—%, Yoz =0, Yezsa=—3%, Ve3B=—%, Yesc =1,
Yosp =0, Yes3p =71, YesFr=—3, Yesc=1, esm =15, ez =3, (7.23)
with vesp = —% and
By1 =2, Pyea=—-1, PByap=-2, Py =0,
Bsa=—3, Bysp=—3%, Bysc=2, Bysp = —1,
Bysg =2, Bysr =2, Bysc=—1, [Bsg=4,
Bysr = —2, Byss =4, Bysk = —1,

Bysn =12¢3, PByso =6¢, PBzp =120, Pysr = Pvam = Przg=0. (7.24)

These results can be obtained directly from superspace calculations [56].
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Reducing the three loop scalar S-function to the N = % theory requires large numbers
of relations. For the anomalous dimension and the symmetric 5 function

Bash = 279034, Bazg = 27838, 3030+ Bazp = 2793¢, 0=1a3D,

Brse = 27038 = 3703G, 6 Brza + Brzg = 2703F

2Bx3c+ Brst = 27031 2Br3e + Basu = 27031,

Brsa = 2 Brzg = Bash = Bazj = 2(Brzi + Brsz) = 5(Brsp + Baza) = 1(2Brse + Base)

= 3(6 Brsa + Brsg) = Bysa = Bsp = 5 Bysp = 3 Bysc = § Bysr = 3 Bysk

3 Basa + Basp = Basp = Bazi = 2Brsj + Bask = 2 Baze + Brse + 3 Bash
= Bysc = Byse = Bysr = 3 Bysu = 3 Byss,
2 Bxze + Bazy = 4 Bxse + Basp = 4 Bx3d + Bazr = 0,

Brsb + Brzi + Basd = 4 Br3; + Brz = Bysr, 0=208x3 + Brsze = Byam,

4 B3y + Bazf = Pyan,

2 Basb + Bazs = 4 Baze + 2 Brzu = 2 Bass + 2 Baza + Bazr + 3 Brzg = Byso = 3 Bysp,

4 Bx3p + 4 Bx3a + 2 Bxzr + Brzt = Bysq - (7.25)

There are here 18 linear relations on the 3 loop (3 coefficients. There are also 33 additional
consistency equations. For those involving contributions from planar diagrams

40833y + B3z =0, PBrasp+0Bxa3i +6x3a =0, 2Bx3i+B3n=0, 2083 +0Bx33=0,

2830 +20x35 + B3t =0, 48x3a+48x3e+Brzg =0, Brza+ Bazn+Br3s=0,

8Brxze + B33 =0, 20x3e +208x35 + 836 =0, Brze +20x3g +Br35 =0,

6 Brx3a +2Bx3d + Bazg + B35 =0,  36x3a + Basi + Brzm + Bazp + Bazz =0,

4 Bx3p +4Bxza+ 2B + Brz =0, 4 Bx3p + 4 Bxsc +2Bx35+ Brzer =0,

4 Bx3p +48x3d + Bazr + Bz + Baze =0, 20830 +4Br3e + 2 6x30 + Baze + Bazpr =0,

Basb + 2 8x35 + Bask + Baza + Brazer =0, 2053 +206x3i + Brzo +26x3y =0,

2Bxrze + Bazi + Baso + Bazz + Baser =0, 48x30 + Bazm =0,

4 Brzc + 4 Baze + 2 Bzt + 4 Brzo + 283k + Basi + Basw = 0. (7.26)
For the relations which involve contributions from the non planar diagrams for the quartic
[S-function,

Bazp + Brzi +Br3d =0, 2Bx3p + Brze =0, 48x35 + Bazt =0,
2 Bxze + Bazw =0, 8 Br3e + 8 Bxsw + Basza =0,

2835 +Br35=0, 4 Bx3p + Brzp + Basf+2B8xa3k =0,

4 Br3b + 2 Brzs + Baza + Bazar =0,

4 Br3p + 4 Brza+ Bazg + 2Bz + Bazg + 2 Bask + Bz =0,

4 Bazp + Baszf + 2 Bazs + Bask + Bazg =0,

8 Brse + Bazg + 4 Bazu + 2 Bx3ir =0, 2Bx3f + Brzjr = 0. (7.27)
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The 14 homogeneous relations in (7.9) are contained in (7.26), (7.27). Combining (7.26),
(7.27) with (7.25) would apparently generate 51 conditions but 2 are redundant. Two of the
conditions in (7.26) imply Bysr, = Pfysg = 0 and the relations in (7.25) 0 = 2 B3, + Baze
and Basy + Baszi + Basd = 4635 + Baz can be omitted since they are all zero in (7.26).
There remain 49 independent equations.

The conditions Bysa = B35 = 5 Bysp = 3 Bvsc = 1 Bvsr = 3 Bysk, B3¢ = Bysp =
Bysr = % Bysu = % Byss, Byso = 3 Bysp and B3z, = Bysm = Byso = 0 impose 13 further
relations on the Yukawa [-functions from (7.22).

8 Special Cases and Fixed Points

To analyse the RG flow in scalar fermion theories, and potentially find fixed points in
an € = 4 — d expansion, it is generally necessary to restrict to cases where the RG flow
is constrained to a small number of couplings. Here we describe various examples where
symmetries are imposed so that the RG flow is reduced to two scalar couplings and one
Yukawa coupling. Of course with minimal subtraction € only appears at zeroth order in
a loop expansion so that various perturbative results listed here can easily be used in the
hunt for fixed points. Possible fixed points are first determined by using the one loop
contributions to the S-functions and are described in this section. Corresponding two and
three formulae which give €2, % contributions are obtained by restriction of the general

results and are presented in supplementary material.

At one loop the results obtained here for the general case give

B0 = 29Py " + L (P y +y %) + 3P (v

6/\(1)abcd -3 Aef(ab)\cd)ef +9 )\e(abc tr<yd)ye) _ 19 tr(y(aybycyd)) 7

Y = Ler(yy?), W =y, (8.1)

with {y®} symmetric and real.

For ng real scalars and ny pseudo real Majorana fermions the reduction to three coup-
lings is achieved by assuming

ya N yta ]177’1,7 Aabcd — A(éabdcd + 5ac(5bd + 5ad5bc) —|—ghab6d, (82)

with {t*} a set of real traceless n X n symmetric matrices and m is essentially arbitrary.

We assume?

tr(t @1t = na heed . (8.3)

3The corresponding scalar potential should be bounded below. The constraints on ), g may be determ-
ined by the inequalities for any hermitian traceless n x n ¢

_ 1\3 1
Eptr(t?)? > tr(th) > k-te(t?)?,  ky = M ke =3", meven
n?(n—1) e t31) , nodd

For the potential to be bounded below it is possible for either g or A to be negative so long as A > 0,
3A+kinag>0o0rg>0,3\+k_nag>0.
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In general the symmetry group is given by
RY%W*R=R™" for Rec H;CO(ns), [R™ € H,CO(ny). (8.4)

and then A% is an Hy invariant O(ns) symmetric tensor. Assuming (8.2) Hy ~ H x O(m)
with H C O(n). For simplicity we take t* to be traceless and Hg ~ H/Zo with H simple.

At one loop a consistent RG flow is achieved by requiring for the Yukawa (-function
the conditions

't =nsal,, tr(t%t®) = na d%, ther e = e, (85)

where ny = nm and a > 0, and also for the scalar coupling it is necessary that

peflabpedef _ A(éabécd 4 gacgbd | 5ad5bc) 4 B pabed (8.6)
The tensor h*°? may be further decomposed as
pabed — gabed | . (gabged 4 gacgbd 4 gadgbe) _ 27(1280:—2)6 ’ (8.7)
for d**°? symmetric and traceless and (8.2) is alternatively expressed as
xbed = X(5%5°d 4 5P 4 5°05P) + gdtl, N=A+rg. (8.8)
With this definition (8.6) is equivalent to
def(abgedef — o slabged) | p) gabed (8.9)

where b= B —4r, a =3(A+rB) — (ns + 8)r2.

At higher loops the necessary constraints are such that the S-functions are reduced to
By, Bx, By and the anomalous dimension matrices have the form -y §ab, Yoo L X 1.

Using
httee = L(2n o + B) 6, (8.10)

the lowest order results (8.1) are consistent with this form and give,

B = (nsa+25+ )y’

B = (ng +8)A* + 2(2nsa+ B)A g +47ip Ay? + 3 A 47,

ﬁg(l) =12\g+3Bg? +4’ﬁfgy2 — 24ﬁfy4,
7¢(1) =y y2, ,m(l) = %nsayg, ny = %anf. (8.11)
Alternatively

A=X+rg, AWM= (ns+8):\2+a92+4ﬁf5\y2—24ﬁfry4,
B =12 g +3bg> +4nsgy® — 247, y*. (8.12)
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For quadratic scalar operators then at lowest order the anomalous dimension for the
singlet o = ¢? and the corresponding matrix for p® = ¢®¢® — n%é“bq? are just

Yo' = (ns + 2)A+ 275 y*
,yp(l)(zb,cd _ 2(5\ + ﬁf y2)(%(5a05bd + 6ad6bc o niséabécd) + gdabcd . (813)

dabcd

At higher orders, besides the symmetric traceless tensor , it is necessary to take

into account the mixed symmetry tensor w®°¢ defined by

2tr(H@D D) — tr (2400t h) — tr(t2%°°) = n a(w®ed — (5960 4 §adgte — 2 §bgedy) |

(8.14)
which with 3
Ng o —
= —, 8.15
Si— (8.15)
satisfies wbcd = q(ab)(cd) = yedab y,albed) — () and is traceless on contraction of any pair
of indices. This contributes to ’ypab’Cd at two and higher loops. The anomalous dimensions

are then dictated by the eigenvalues of d%° and w®“? as £ (n—1)(n+2) x 2(n—1)(n+2)
symmetric matrices. There are discussed in appendix B. In general there are three eigenval-
ues as symmetric traceless tensors decompose into components belonging to representation
spaces of the reduced symmetry group H.

If a = 0 then in (8.7) d%*°d = 0 and the g coupling is redundant. The scalar 3-function
at one loop is given just by A3 in (8.12) with g = 0. This restriction necessarily holds
for n = 2,3 since, for any traceless ¢, tr(t?) = Str(t?)?. This translates into the condition
$(ns + 2)na = 2nya + B. In this case H = O(ng) and there are just two anomalous
dimensions for quadratic scalars 7., 7, with

fya(l) = (ns + 2)5\ + 27y y2 7 7/)(1) = 2(:\ + 7y y2) . (8.16)

Two extreme examples of matrices satisfying (8.5) are given by

1, Symmetric. t* — s* where {s*} are a basis for symmetric traceless n x n real matrices
with n > 2 satisfying the completeness condition (5%)ag(5%)vs = ary 085+ 0as 5g7—% 0 055
and tr(s%s?) = 2%, {5} are the generators corresponding to the coset Si(n,R)/SO(n).
2, Diagonal. t® are traceless diagonal n x n real matrices with n > 2. A basis is obtained
by taking (t*)ap = €2 643 where €%, a =1,...,n form the vertices of a n — 1 dimensional
hypertetrahedron and satisfy 3, €% = 0, 3, e%el = §% with €afs = Oap — % In this
example the tensor w®°? in (8.14) vanishes.

For these cases we have

ya Ns ny a B A B H

. in—1)(n+2) nm 2 12 #(nzﬁ-@ %(2n2+9n—36) O(n)

2. n—1 nm ) 3% l(n-2) Sn+1
(8.17)
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For purely scalar theories these examples were described long ago in [57].

In general defining

Saﬁw& = (ta)(aﬂ(ta)'yé) - %(504,3576 + 604"/555 + 60«5567) ,

Wapys = (tDap(t")s — 5 (1%)ar (t) g5 + (t)as(t*)57)
+ %((&g(iﬁ — %(5047555 —+ (5045557)) , (8.18)

then positivity of Sag,6508y6 and WagsWagys give the bounds

(225 — in)a < B < (n— 2, (8.19)

which entails ny < 2(n — 1)(n +2). This is of course saturated in case 1 and the upper
bound on f is saturated in case 2. With O = t@¢b — nis 5 t¢¢¢ then since |tr(0% 0%)| <

tr(0O"* 0O%) we must have also the bounds

—(ns —2)a<f<nsa. (8.20)

General results for fermion scalar theories can be restricted to n, real scalars and ny
Dirac fermions by taking

0 yt -
L Ty, =9t 8.21
y (g w0 ) m (t*) (8.21)
with {t*} n x n matrices so that ny = nm. Assuming the Yukawa interaction satisfies

Uly*U =R%" for UcH;cU(ny)xU(nyg), [R®] € HsC O(ny). (8.22)
To preserve the form (8.21) U = (UO‘ U0+) with Uy € H x U(m) so that the symmetry
groups become Hy = H x H x U(m) with Hy, = H/U(1). Here we require as previously
that {t*} are traceless so that it is necessary to take Uy = U.

For each fermion trace the reduction of general results is obtained by taking
tr(y™y® . y®) — m(yy)" (br(tU 92 L E0%) + tr(ET2 L 9%
+ tr(t9% L EP2) (20 L 2EM)
tr(y™y®? ... y*»+) = 0. (8.23)

The identities in (8.5) and also (8.3) become
1 = ngal,, tr(t?®) =nad®, 1 =512, tr(t@0tt)) = nah®d. (8.24)

As before o > 0 but the bounds in (8.19) are no longer valid although, as previously with
0% =t ¢ — L §9P¢°¢¢, (8.20) remains. The results in (8.1) and (8.11) then remain valid
after taking ny — 4ny.

Various examples of matrices {t*} satisfying (8.24) are obtained from the generators
in the fundamental representation of classical Lie groups
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3, Unitary. t%, t* — \* where {\%} are hermitian traceless n X n matrices, n > 2, forming
generators for SU(n), satisfying the completeness condition (A%),%(A\%),0 = 2(6,%4,% —
15,96,2), and tr(AAb) = 259

4, Antisymmetric. t%, —t® — a® where {a®} are antisymmetric n x n real matrices, n >

2, forming generators for SO(n), satisfying the completeness condition (a®)ag(a®)ys =
dary 685 — 0as 08, and tr(a®a’) = —246%.

5, Symplectic. % t* — o where {c®} are hermitian traceless n x m matrices, n =
2p, p > 1, which are generators of Sp(n) so that for J,gz, (J ~1)of antisymmetric matrices
then J~1o%J = — (0% or (¢%J)T = 0%J. The assumed completeness relation is then
(096" (09)° = 6098, + Jory (J71)P and tr(c%0®) = 269,

6, Symplectic’. t%, t* — 6% where {G°} are hermitian traceless n X n matrices, n = 2p, p >
2, corresponding to generators belonging to the coset SU(n)/Sp(n). With J, J~! antisym-
metric matrices as in case 4 J~15%J = (6%)7 or (6°J)T = —5%J and the completeness
relation becomes (%), (5%),% = 6498, — Joy (J71)P0 — %5(15(575 and tr(5%6%) = 26%.

For the different cases we have

y® g ny « 154 A B H
3. n?—1 nm 2 ~2 oz (n® +3) ot (n® —9) SU(n)
4, n(n—1)  nam 2 1 2 s(2n—1) SO(n)
5. in(n+1) nm 2 -1 2 s2n+1) Sp(n)
6. s(n—2)(n+1) nm 2 —Ln+2) ZHn*+6) £(2n°-9In—-36)  Sp(n)
(8.25)

For case 4 and n = 2, H reduces to Zs.

Beyond one loop there are further conditions necessary on t%, t¢ for each primitive
diagram. At two loops it is sufficient to require

tbt’ctat’btc — ,Yta’
tr(t° 1@ P 112 1D) = na (5 A% + La(nga — §)(6°06°% 4 §9¢6% 4 5°5%°)) . (8.26)

In general

v =nsa2a+6) — (2a — B)d — B2. (8.27)
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For the different examples considered here results for a,b in (8.9) and also ~, d are then

y® a b 0 )
n—3)(n—2)(n+1)(n+4)(n+6 n4 n3—71n2—-90n

1 o3 67)1((nj+)2()2+ fat) 2 +1118n(7n15+2)90 2 %("34“3”2_4”*4) 1= %

2. ot i) e
4 (ns—3)(ns—8 4(n*—20n2+9 4 2

3. ( 3(ns—|—(2)2 ) (Qn(nerZ) ! ﬁ(n2+l) n
8 (ns—1)(ns—3) (n—5)(n+4)(2n—1)

4. T 3(mat2)2 9(1s12) 3—n -1
2(ns—1)(ns—3) (n—4)(n+5)(2n+1)

5. 3(n.12) 18(na+2) 3+n 1

6. (n—6)(n—élZL((Z:i)Z()g-i-@(n-‘r?)) 2n4—11?§’;(77};1j;-)90n+72 L (—nd43n24ants)  —1— 2

(8.28)

The results for debedqebed — %ns(ns + 2)a correspond in cases 3,4,5 to the evaluation of
the quartic Casimir for SU(n), SO(n), Sp(n) [58]. In general for a > 0 it is necessary to
restrict n > 3 except for case 6 when n > 6 is required.

For the characterisation of the different possibilities we may further define for cases
1,2,3,6 additional invariant tensors

tr(t@819) = nad®, (8.29)

dabc

where is symmetric and traceless. These three index d-tensors are constrained by the

one and two loop identities

dacddbcd = ay 5ab dadedbefdcfd — Bd dabc ddbfdefgdaghddhideic = v dabc (830)
or diagrammatically
_Q_:ad_v /A\:/Bd/K7 A:’Yd/l\7 (831)
and at three loops there are two primitive diagrams and it is then necessary that
/A\éd/l\’ A\d)\ (5:32)

More general versions of these equations with more than one d-tensor were discussed
for various n in [59].

For the particular cases considered here

£ q Ba Vd

L oLm—2)n+4) Lm2+4n—24) Ly(n—4)(3n + 4n - 80)

9 1(n—2) Lin —3) 2 (n® — 6n + 10)

3 L(n® -4 = (n® — 12) — 4 (n® — 10)

6. 5z (n=4(n+2) (0" —dn—24) —go(n+H)Bn —4n-80) (g a4q)
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and

t 5d €d
1 (1 6,9 5,1 4 11 3 59 1 (5, 5,7 a4 19 3 o
Lo 5 (gnt+gin’+3nt—5nd+2024+116n-256) 3 (gnd+1gnt—Pn—n>+116n—264)
2. L (n® — 9n* +29n — 32) L (n® — 9n® + 29n — 33)
3. o5 (n® — 8)(n* — 8n? + 256) — L (n* — 68n2 4 528)
11 6 9 5,1 4, 11 3 5 9 _ 15 5 T 4 19 3, o
6. 5(gant—gan®+gnttgnt+mi-116n-256) — 5 (Gnd—qgnt—prd4n2+116n+264)

(8.34)

The results for cases 2 and 3 were given previously in [60, 61] and [62].

dabc

The tensors may be used to form symmetric traceless Yukawa couplings with

ns = n. The bounds (8.19) becomes —2(”#;22) ag < By < sz ag. The upper bound for
B4 corresponds to the vanishing of Wyg,s in (8.18) and holds exactly for case 2 in (8.33)
for any n. The lower bound for 84 corresponds to the vanishing of S,s,s in (8.18) which

becomes in this case the condition
dabedcde + dadedbce + daceddbe — 7?30—;—% (5ab50d + 5ad6bc + 5ac(5db) ' (835)

This was analysed in [63] and corresponds there to the Fy family of related Lie groups.
There are solutions for ng = 5, 8, 14 which may be constructed in terms of hermitian trace-
less 3 x 3 matrices which are respectively real, complex, quaternionic. These correspond
to the different cases in (8.33) for n = 3, 3, 6. The remaining example where the bound
is saturated arises when ns = 26 which is connected to 3 X 3 symmetric traceless matrices

of octonions with symmetry group Fy. When (8.35) holds so that 4/aq = —2(”#122) then
va/ad® = — 0 —10ns 16 which is satisfied by the results in (8.33) for the relevant n.

2(ns+2)2
For the N' = % supersymmetric theory then taking Y%¢ — 1y d®¢ there is a single
coupling theory with a S-function where, with three loop results given here,
By =3 aa+2Ba)y* -3 ad + agBa+287)y°
+ (£ ad+YadBa+ F aa B+ 3084 + (5 aq+30Ba)vaCs + 36 €4(3)y’
+0(y"). (8.36)

8.1 Fixed Points

Extending to 4 — ¢ dimensions the interactions become marginally relevant and the (-
functions in a MS scheme take the form

Bya _ _% Eya + Byaa B}\abcd - ¢ )\abcd + BAade ) (837)
There are then fixed points which can be analysed in terms of an ¢ expansion.

In the restricted theories described previously we consider first the case where there
are just two couplings y, A. At lowest order from (8.11) and (8.12)

yl=1Ye, Ay = (1-2Y7a;+VZ)e, (8.38)

2(ns +8)
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for 1
Y = —, Z=1+
nsa+28+ny ng + 2

For Z = 0 there is a bifurcation point. This requires 5 to be sufficiently negative but

(ns(ns +10)a +48) Y27y . (8.39)

with just the lower bound in (8.20) this is impossible and for non zero ny Z > 1 so that
As— < 0 which leads to and unstable scalar potential. For ny = 0 the fixed points are just
At = €/(ns +8), A\i— = 0 which reproduce the fixed points for the purely scalar O(ns)
theory. The anomalous dimensions at the fixed point to lowest order are then just

ngYe, %ﬂ:%nsaYs. (8.40)

N[

Vo =

For just two couplings the stability matrix at a fixed point becomes

- <6)\B/\ 3,\531)

Dy 3y3y (8.41)

At lowest order since 05, = 0 the eigenvalues obtained from (8.1) and (8.11) are then

A=A, Y=Y

given by
ke = (1,£VZ)e. (8.42)

For ny Dirac fermions the results for fixed points remain unchanged except Y2 — yy
and it is necessary to take in (8.38) and (8.39) ny — 4ns. The theories described in (8.17)
and (8.25) for n = 2 reduce to the case where there are just two couplings A, y. For case
3 in (8.25) there is just a single scalar and this corresponds to the Gross Neveu model,
a fermionic generalisation of the Ising model. For case 1 in (8.17) then ny = 2 when
n = 2 and this is a renormalisable form of Nambu Jona Lasinio model which has complex
scalars and extends the XY model. Case 2 and case 3 are identical for n = 2, reflecting
SU(2) ~ Sp(2) and this extends the Heisenberg theory for ny = 3. The lowest order results
are then given in terms of

results for Y zZ
' — 1 607
Ising, n=2 s Lt W 343
Y. 12 g, Ay (843)
y = 2 (Ay+2)2
Heisenberg, n=2 ﬁ 1+ (;18;1%

Of course these results are in accord in special cases with lowest order results already in
the literature [64-69].* Results in [69] extend to four loops. There is an extensive literature
considering large ny [67]. From (8.38) and (8.39) to leading order

, 1 1 1

~—2¢ Asp ~b6r—e As ~ — € 8.44
Y I ot g’ * ne + 8 (8.44)

Since A.— < 0 this case is seemingly not relevant.
“The results in [69] correspond to those described here by taking A — A/4,y — 2y°, n — 1fiy and

Yo/2 = Yo, Yo /2 = Yo, By/4 — yBy, 48x — Bxr. The results in [67] also relate to those here by taking
g2/(4m)? = 3\, g1/47m — y, N — 2iiy while (47)?By,/3 — B, 47Bg, — By -
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For the XY theory and ny = 1 then, as is well known [31-33], there is a supersymmetric
fixed point with, at lowest order A\, = > = %5, Vo = Vopx = %5, Yox =€, Vpr = %5 and
stability matrix eigenvalues (1,3)e. For the Ising case and 7y = % there is an apparent
N = 1 supersymmetric fixed point [31-34] with M.y = y2 = %5, Vox = Vox = %48,
Yor = 2 £ and stability matrix eigenvalues (1, 1)e.

For three non zero couplings results are more involved. At lowest order from (8.11)
fixed points are determined by solving

— %6y+(nsa+26+ﬁf)y3,
(—e+4ary*)A+ (ns +8)A* + 2(2nsa+ B)Ag+3Ag°,
(~e+4n;9y%)g+12Xg+3Bg* — 247, y*, (8.45)

0
0
0

for the various choices of «, 8 and ns. The example of hermitian y* was considered in
[70] though our results differ in one term in §). For the purely scalar theories obtained
when ny = 0 there are no fixed points with both A, g non zero for the theories discussed
here for allowed n except in case 4 when n = 4 and in case 2 for arbitrary n. This latter
case corresponds to the hypertetrahedral theory discussed in [71] and more recently in [72].
Besides the Gaussian fixed point with vanishing couplings there is of course always the
Heisenberg fixed point with, at lowest order,

1
€ g+ =0, (KJIH7 RQH) = (L is_j:g)67 (846)

Mg = ,
H ng + 8

which of course becomes unstable, in this approximation when ng > 4.

For a non zero Yukawa coupling it is trivial to solve (8.45) to determine 3,2 to O(e).
Furthermore A appears only linearly in the 3, equation so that the fixed point equations
reduce to just finding the roots of a quartic polynomial f(g). In consequence there are gen-
erically four possible roots though of course these may be complex. Once y,2 is eliminated
the equations (8.45) have a crucial symmetry under

N (nsa+2/8)2

nf ) € — —¢€. (8.47)

ny
This relates solutions for large and small 7. Under this transformation it is easy to verify
from (8.38) and (8.39) that, since Y — 1Y /(ns o + 28), Ay < M.

When 7 is small the Yukawa interaction is weakly relevant. The Gaussian fixed point
is perturbed to give

i 108B \ 108 4 )

~————— et —— R fE, ~ T R20 (848
™ la 292 a2 Y lmarepi e B
and starting from the O(ns) symmetric fixed point
6(ns + 8) 5 1 6(ns(ns +12)a+88)  _
Gx ~ 5 NfE, Ay ~ €+ Tfe.
(ns —4)(ns o + 23) ns +8 (ns —4)(ns + 8)(ns o + 23)
(8.49)
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If there are additional fixed point solutions for iy = 0, as in the special cases described
above, these disappear for very tiny non zero 7.

When 7y is large a corresponding pattern related by (8.47) emerges. For A, g both of
O(1) as ny — oo, then since 47 Y — 2¢, it is easy to see that the fixed point equations
are, to leading order, of the same form as the purely scalar theory but with ¢ — —e. For
€ > 0 this leads in general to a scalar potential which is not bounded below and in any
event there are no solutions except in the cases described above. For large ny there are
solutions with both g, A small which have the form

1 1 1 1
Yl ~ —— ¢, gi ~6—¢e—108B — ¢, A~ —108A — ¢, (8.50)
27 nf np np

where the scalar potential is bounded below, and also for A = O(1)

ns+8 1 1
—€, A ~ — €.
ns —4ng ng + 8

The second solution leads to instabilities so only (8.50) remains as a valid possibility.

For intermediate 7y the possible fixed points depend on n. For lowish n < 7 the
number of solutions drops to zero as fiy increases and then goes back to two (for case 2
this happens if n < 5 and for case 6 if n < 14). For higher n the number of solutions jumps
from 2 to 4 with increasing 7y and then reverts to two which match on to (8.50) and (8.51)
for large 7y (for case 2 and case 4 if n = 4 there are four solutions for very large 7, and
very tiny 7y as the purely scalar theories have fixed point in these cases). The critical n
dividing the two cases is determined by d(n.) = 0 for d(n) = (2nsa+3)?—12(ns+8)A. For
d(n) < 0 as happens for n < n then h(}, g) = (ns+8)A% + 2(2n,a+ B)Ag+3A g*> > 0. For
47ipy2 =€, or ny = nsa+ 20, the lowest order fixed point equations require h(A, g) = 0.
This ensures that there can be no fixed point solutions for a finite region n < n.. Conversely
for n 2 n. h(A, g) is no longer positive definite and there are solutions with g non zero. In
consequence for n ~ n. and fy = ng. = (nsa + 20)|p=n, there are either 0 or 4 solutions
For the symmetric case n. = 6 and 7is. = 8. For the other cases the results for (nc, ny)
are then 2. (4.37,2.31), 3. (6.58,12.24), 4. (7.37,8.37), 5. (6.37,5.37), 6. (14.11,10.69).
The jumps are associated with bifurcation points which correspond to there being two
coincident roots of the polynomial f(g), or that its discriminant vanishes. The boundaries
of the regions where there jumps from 2 to 0 or 2 to 4 correspond to 7y linked by (8.47)
though the fixed point couplings have opposite signs. At the fixed points in general the
couplings do not give potentials which are bounded below except for one which matches
(8.50) when 7is is large. The positivity condition remains satisfied as 7f is reduced until
just above the upper bifurcation point.

Diagrams showing the structure of fixed point solutions outlined above are presented
in appendix C.

®For n = 6, iy = 8 the fixed point solutions become y.> = 3—125, A = i2—145, gs = :Fié‘- In neither case
are the conditions for a stable potential satisfied.
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For the stability matrix eigenvalues the absence of g, A contributions to the Yukawa
p-function at lowest order ensures that one eigenvalue is € for any n, 7y and the remaining
eigenvalues are obtained from

— (‘%BA agﬁ)) (8.52)
akﬁg agng A=, g=Gx, Y=Y
For iy small from (8.48)
2n
~ —E — _ _ — B)2 N
i~ =€ — (9B +nsa — B £ /(9B — 2n.0 — B)2 + 6484 avaaE S %)
Starting from (8.49) the eigenvalues are
ns —4 N 6(”5(”3 —|—10)C¥—|—46) .
~ 9] ~ . 8.54
st O e e v 2B (8.54)
Otherwise for large 7 from the fixed point (8.50)
2
e~ e+ (9B +nga — B4 /(9B — 2n.0— )2 + 6484 ) . (8.55)

nf

For the supersymmetric case using (8.36) there are possible fixed points in the ¢ ex-
pansion if 454 + 3aq > 0. From the lower bound on [, this is satisfied whenever ng > 2.

8.2 U(1l) Symmetry

A similar reduction is possible for complex scalar fields where there is at least an overall
U(1) symmetry. In this case we consider chiral fermions ) and x of opposite chirality which
need not be equal in number. Writing

Y=y lnt, Yi = ylmt;, ti= (", (8.56)
then !, i = 1,...,n, need not be a square matrix but is assumed to be  x s. In this case
we assume

U-Y%WU, =R¢, U_€U(r), Uy €U(s), [RYy]€HCU(n). (8.57)

Corresponding to the previous discussion we assume, with a choice of normalisation
for ¢!,
t't; =s1,, Lt =rl,, tr(t;t) = rs/nd . (8.58)

Defining
tr(t(; tk tiy th) = hykt hi'® = Srs(r+s)/né?, (8.59)

the scalar coupling is assumed to have the form®

A= N0, + 6,50,%) + g hugtt (8.60)

5The necessary conditions for a positive potential can be obtained from
(te(Ft))* / min(r,s) < te(FtTe) < (tr(71))”,

where t is a 7 X s complex matrix and ¢ its hermitian conjugate.
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As above we assume conditions are imposed so that g-functions determing the RG flow
are reduced to Sy, Bx, By with 85 = (8,)* and the anomalous dimension matrices become
Yo Ln, v lli, vy s with v, = 75. Quadratic operators are decomposed as

0ip =067 +pid, pit =0, ;= (¥, (8.61)

and the corresponding anomalous dimension matrices are then of the general form

Yo 0i7 Yoil ikt =7, (8617 — %5ij5kl) + 9 digt + Ay wir
V2 ijkl = Y2 % (5ik5jl + 5il5jk) + 7&2 dijkl , (8.62)
where
hijkl = q(&-k&jl + 51-15]-]“) + d@'jkl , (n+1)g= %rs(r +s)/n,
tr(tt* 4t = p(6:%0; — 6,10;%) + wi;* (n—1)p=grs(r—s)/n, (8.63)

so that both dijkl and wijkl are zero on contraction of up and down indices. Instead of
(8.60)
At = A6+ 6:6%) + gdi™,  A=X+aqg. (8.64)

The eigenvalues and corresponding degeneracies for the d and w tensors as they appear in
(8.62) are given in appendix B.

At one loop it is sufficient to impose the conditions
hig ™ hn™ = A(6:6;" + 6;'6;%) + B hij™
B F Ry, O = A1 (6,765 + 6;'0,%) + B hyi* . (8.65)
Hence
B,V S(r+s+mrs/n)yy,

B =2+ DX +4(n+grg+ (A+44)¢* +2mrs/n Ay,
B =120g+ (B+4B')g> + 2mrs/ngyy — 4m (yy)?. (8.66)

A necessary condition is
hit"™" ™ = (0 + 1) (A + ¢ B)o7 = (2(n+ (A +¢B') = (n +1)’¢)67 . (8.67)

Defining
a=A+qB—-2¢,  dp™dpn' = (n+1)ad?, (8.68)

then the one loop scalar S-function can be alternatively expressed as
B =2n+4) X2+ 3ag® +mrs/n\yy—4mq(yy)?. (8.69)

Fora =0 dijkl =0 and hijkl = q(éikéjl + 5il(5jk) so is no longer independent and the g
coupling is redundant.
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This framework encompasses a variety of theories discussed in the literature. As an
illustration we may consider {¢*} to be a basis for r X s complex matrices where n = rs and
which satisfy (8.58). The scalar field symmetry group is H = U(r) x U(s)/U(1). Positivity
of the potential holds if

A>0, 2A+g>0 or ¢g>0, 2\A+g/min(r,s) >0. (8.70)

This example requires (8.65)

fl:%, B=o0. A=1, B'=1r+s). (8.71)
In this case from (8.68) and (8.63)

~ (r2=1)(s2-1) _ r4s

0= "gminr 0 4T g (8.72)

For the purely scalar theory, without fermions, results for S-functions have been obtained
to five loops in [73] and more recently to six loops in [74, 75] and a bootstrap analysis has
been undertaken in [76].

The lowest order S-functions and anomalous dimensions are then, with n = rs,
B =G +s+myp)y, BY =20+ 9N +2(r+s)Ag+ 3 g% +2mAyy,
B =129 X+ (r +5) g* + 2m g yy — 4m (y7)?,

v =3dmyy,  wY=3ryy, Y =1lsyy, (8.73)
and in (8.62)
Yo =2+ DA +myy, Y =7,Y =28+ myy,
'y:Oz(l) = 7,')(1) =2g, 7/;(1) =0. (8.74)

Setting s = 1, r = n, so that @ = 0 and the d-tensor vanishes, the S-function reduces to
B = 2(n+ 4) N2 + 2m Ayy — 2m (y7)?. (8.75)
For n = 1 this coincides with the the Nambu Jona-Lasinio extended XY model, with U(1)
symmetry when m = 1, so long as yy — 2y>.
At higher orders further relations corresponding to primitive diagrams are necessary.
The primitive Yukawa diagrams 2a, 2f and scalar diagram 2g correspond to
Uttt dy = (n+ Dat', Ottt =1ttt tFe, D) = 1656+ 6/l6;F) .
(8.76)
The two loop 1PI contributions to the Yukawa and scalar S-functions are, with a, ¢ as in
(8.72), then
B = (=2(r + ) Ayy —2n+ Dagyy +2(u9)°*) v,
B;\(Q) = — 4GB+ 10X —6(n+7)ag*h —4(n—5)qag® —2(n+4m N yy—3am g yy
+8gmA(yy)® +4amg(yy)® +4((r + s)g + )m (yy)°,
B2 = —12(n+T7)g A2 —2(n —5)qg*(12 X+ myg) — 2(n + 4 —18(n — 1)¢?) ¢
—12mgAyg+8mA (y§)? — 8qmyg (yy)? + 4(r + s)m (yy)> . (8.77)
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At two loops the anomalous dimensions are given by

12 =5+ DN+ 5ag’) — §m(r+9) (v9)°,

W= —tr(s+3m)(yy)?®,  n =-Fslr+3m) @y,

VoD = —6(n+ 1)\ +3ag?) —2(n+1)mAiyg+ 27,2,

12D = —2(n+3) A% —2ag® — 2mAyy +dgm (yh)? + 27,

Yed? = —8Ag—2(n—3)gg* —2mgyy +4m(yy)*,

W= —2n+3) N - 2= ag? —2mAyy+ 2P

W= —8Ag—(n—Tag® —2mgyy, VP =594 (8.78)

At three loops further relations are necessary. Corresponding to 32
Ittt Lttt = (r + s)t (8.79)

For just the quartic scalar coupling at three loops then corresponding to 3f there is the
relation

(™" djy Pl dps™F dgD® = A(,705 + 6,0;%) + édy™
A=1n+4-18¢%)a, é=-306Bn+29g+2(5n—1)¢". (8.80)

For the purely scalar theory obtained by setting the Yukawa couplings to zero there
are non trivial fixed points which to lowest order have the form, for r,s > 1,

n—2 “ D,s £+ (n+ 1)VR,s

- urw -l , 8.81
Pt T D £ 3V s T 40+ 1)(Dys £ 3vRys) (8:81)
for

Dys=mn—-5)(r+s), Ry=1+s—107s+24. (8.82)

Since Rys = (r — ny(s))(r —n_(s)) for ni(s) = 5s + 2¢/6v/s2 — 1 then R,; > 0 and there
are real fixed points if 7 > n(s) or r < n_(s). For r > s only the first case is relevant.
The corresponding stability matrix eigenvalues at the fixed points in (8.81) are then

(K12, Box) = (1, g2 )e. (3.83)

Integer solutions for the bifurcation points when R,.; = 0 can be obtained iteratively, for
r > s, by taking r;, = 10r;_1 — s;_1, s; = ;1 starting from r1 = 5, s; = 1. This scalar
theory with H = U(r) x U(s)/U(1) symmetry is an obvious extension of the bifundamental
theory with real scalars and O(m) x O(n)/Zo symmetry discussed recently in [72, 77] which
contains earlier citations. Defining the invariants

IA? = A" A = 2n(n+ 1) (A2 + Lag?), Mit] = Aij7 =n(n+1) X, (8.84)
then at the fixed point (8.81)

H)‘*:‘:H2 = i n(€2 — Iig:tQ) , At | = in(e + Iig:t) . (8.85)

36



2 in accord, of course, with the bound obtained by Hogervorst and

Clearly |[Mss]|? < 2 ne
Toldo [78] extending the results in [77]. For any n there is also the Heisenberg fixed point

with O(2n) symmetry where

“ 1
)\*H— 2(n+4)6 g*HZO, (8.86)
and
—n n(n+1 n(n+1
(rmshom) = (1LE%)e, (Pl = giih e, on| = 50t e (8.87)

For n = 2 these results coincide with (8.81), (8.83) and (8.85).
For non zero Yukawa couplings the one loop § function requires
(yy)« =¢/(r+s+m). (8.88)
After using (8.88) the equations determining A, g. are then invariant under

2
m — (r+5) , e— —¢, (8.89)
m

relating results for large and small m. At m = m, for m. = r 4+ s there are no solutions if
2(n+ 4N+ 2(r + s)Ag+ 39> > 0 or

on <r’4+ s> <n+12. (8.90)

This is rather restrictive. Taking r, s > 2 and r < s the only possibilities for (r, s) are just
(2,2), (2,3), (3,3), (2,4) (in the last case 72 + s? = n + 12). In these cases where R,s < 0
there are two fixed points for small and large m but none over some interval centred on
r+ s, the interval shrinks to zero in the (2,4) case where the bound in (8.90) is saturated.
Otherwise for R,s < 0 there are again two fixed points for small and large m but four over
a region centred on r + s. If R.; > 0 there are four fixed points for any m.

At large m there is a fixed point which is the counterpart of the Gaussian fixed point
for small m and gives rise to a positive semi-definite potential and positive stability matrix
eigenvalues

4 16 24 6
k~ —E — —E, A~——5E¢, ~ +4)—¢. 8.91
ge~ € (r+s)m2€ o R e+ (r+s )ms (8.91)

For s =1 and r = n there is just one scalar coupling and at lowest order

N 1 m-—n-—1 = - (m—n—12+16(n+4)m
At = _ V2, Z . 92
* 4(n+4)( m+n+1 )5 (m+n+1)2 (8.92)

For n =1 this is identical to the XY case as given by (8.38) and (8.43).
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9 Consistency Relations

The existence of an a-function requires consistency relations between the coefficients for in-
dividual non primitive graphs appearing in the g-functions and the anomalous dimensions.
The basic equation has the form, for couplings {¢g’} [20],

1A =Tr; B, (9.1)

where A is constructed from 1PI and 1VI vacuum diagrams, T also from 1PI, 1VI vacuum
diagrams with two vertices identified and

BI = /81 - (Ug)17 (92)

with v(g) corresponding to an element of the Lie algebra of the maximal symmetry group
of the Lagrangian kinetic term. In general for a vanishing trace of the energy momentum
tensor and hence conformal symmetry the requirement is that B! = 0. In (9.1) T7; need
not be symmetric, although any antisymmetric part has further constraints. In (9.2) v(g)
is necessarily present starting at 3 loops. There is a freedom in (9.1) where

A~A+gyB'B’ Ty ~Ti+ Legrs +01(gixBY) — 05(9ix BY) (9.3)
for arbitrary symmetric gry. This does not preserve the symmetry of 17 ;.

In the present context the lowest order contribution to 77 is first present at two
loops for the Yukawa couplings, T}, and at three for the scalar quartic couplings, T). In
consequence (9.1) provides potential relations the Yukawa (-functions and fermion, scalar
anomalous dimensions at ¢ loops and the scalar coupling S-function at ¢ — 1 loops where
A involves £ 4+ 2 loop diagrams. Eliminating A and 777 ensures that the relations contain
non linear contributions involving the S-functions and anomalous dimensions at lower loop
order. The elimination of any particular contribution to A is possible when the relevant
diagram is not vertex transitive. If the diagram has n inequivalent vertices then (9.1) leads
to n independent equations in this case. For ¢ = 2,3, and including also arbitrary gauge
couplings, the possible relations were exhaustively analysed by Poole and Thomsen [9]. At
this order the conditions relate contributions to the g-functions and anomalous dimensions
which have insertions of one loop triangles and one loop bubbles.

For ¢ = 2 there are 11 5-loop vacuum diagrams for A (3 are vertex transitive) and
9 possible 3 loop 7177, all of which are symmetric, and (9.1) gives rise to 21 equations.
Nevertheless there are 4 conditions on the individual S-function coefficients which reduce
to the vanishing of
By = Y41 By2a — 3 Br1b Vg2a 5 Ba = 2741 Byac + 2991 Vo2 — By1 Vo2 5
Bs = By1” vp2p — By1vw1 (Byze + Y2e) — Yot (By2d — Byze) »
By = Byt® Ypaa — Byt (Y1 By2o + Vo1 Yeze) + Vo171 (By2d — By2e) (9.4)

or inserting one loop results this gives the conditions

/ByQa =24 Yo2a > /By2c =2 Yp2b — Yop2c > 4 53/20 + ﬁde - ﬁy?e =16 Vop2a — 4’7@!}20 )
Byab + Byze = 4 (Vp2a + Yp2v) — 2 Vp2c - (9.5)
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The non planar 3,27 is not present since the associated vacuum graph obtained by joining
the external lines is vertex transitive.

For ¢ = 3 there are, for a general renormalisable fermion scalar theory 49 5 loop dia-
grams for A (6 are vertex transitive) and for T}, there are 33 distinct contributions for T,
which are symmetric and 20 with no symmetry. (9.1) then generates 152 equations which
reduce to 42 conditions on the S-function, anomalous dimension coefficients. We consider
first relations for non planar contributions to the S-function and anomalous dimension
where there are 7 relations due to the vanishing of

C1 = Bysw — Bysz » Cy = By1(Byss — Bysp) — w1 (Byss — Bysa) »

Cs = By1(Bysg — Byss) + (By2d — By2e) By2s »

Cy = By1 Yysp + 11 (Byss — By3s) — Vg2 Byas »

Cs = By1 Byss + 11 (Bysg — Byar) — Byze Byas »

Cos = By1 Yg3m — Vo1 (Bysg — Bysa) — Vo2c By2s »

C7 = By1 Byss — Y1 (Bysg + Bysi + Byss — Bysa — 2 Byss) — By2b By2s - (9.6)

For the planar three loop contributions there are 35 conditions in total. For those corres-
ponding to contributions involving A there are 14

D1 =41 By3f — 37p2a Br2g » Dy = v41 By3r — 3V¢24 Br2g
D3 = vy1 Bysze + Vo1 Yp36 — By2a Vap2a 5
Dy = vp1(Bysg — Bysk) — Byt Yu3b + By2a Yo2c
Ds = 2741(By3b — Byse) — 3Vp2a(Brze — 2 Brad) ;
D6 = 2(Y¢1 Y¢3a — Bria Yo3b) + 3 Yg2a Bazs
D7 = By1(Bysg — Bysn) — By2a(By2d — By2e) ,
Ds = By1 Bysd + Y1(2 Bysg — Bysn — Bysi) — By2a By2b »
Dg = By1 Bysj + Y1(Bysh — Bysi) — By2a By2e »
D10 = 2 By1 ¢3¢ — 2Y41 Byan + 3 Batb Bysza — By2a(By2n + 27¢2¢) + 6724 Brzy »
D11 = 74171 Byza — Byt Yw3a) — Vé2a (V1 By2s — By1 Yr2a) 5
D12 = o1 Y1 (Bysh + Bysk) + 37620 (By1 Baze — Baiv By2e — 2 V1 Brzf) »
D13 = 2951(V1 Byse — Batb Y30 + 2701 Yg3e) — Vo1 (V26 By2a — 6 Y24 Baze)
D14 = By1(7e1 Byse + 2 Bria Yg3e — Baib Yg3a) — Vo1 Bata Bysn
— 3 By1 Ye2a Br2d — Bara(By2a Ye2c — 3Vg2a Bazy) - (9.7)

Of the remaining 21 there is one relation which has total loop order 4

D15 = By1(Bysj — Bysk) + Yy1(Bysi — Bysi) » (9.8)
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and otherwise we have, for total loop order 5, 15 relations

Dig = Byt Vs3a — Byt ¥61(2 Byse + Ve3i) + 2V61° Byse — 2Vp2¢(By1 Yw2a — Vo1 Yo2e) -
D17 = By Vsse — By1 Yo1(Bysn — Byso + Vo31) + 2761 (Bysd — Bysq)
— Yp2c(By1 By2p — 271 By2a) ,
Dis = Byt V3g — 2 By1 Vo1 Bysa — Byt Vo1 Ve3i + 2Ve1 Vo1 Byse
— 27p2¢(By1 Yp2b — Vb1 Vep2e) »
Dig = By*Yypse — By1 (Vo171 + Vo1 Byst) + Vo1 Yp1 Byse
— Y1 Yo2a(By2d — By2e) + Y2e (Vo1 By2s — 2 Byt Yop2a + 2761 Yo2c) »
Dao = By g — Byt Vo1 (Bysu + 27e3n) + 271 Byse + 2 Byze(Yp1B8y26 — By1 Yw2a) »
Dot = Byt vy3; — Byt o1 (Bysa + Yeat) + Yori Byse — Y1 ((By2d — Byze)vwab + Byze Yo2e) »
Daa = Byt V30 + By1 Y1 (Bysh — Byss — 2¥esm) + Yot (Bysm + Bysi — Bysq — Bysi)
+ Yp2c (Y1 (By2d + By2e) — Byt By2e)
Dog = Byt®Bysp — Byt Y1 (Bysh + Byzz) + Byt Tp1(Bysn — Byso)
— Vo1 Vo1 (2 Bysd + Bysi — Bysi — 2 Bysg) — By2e(By1By2e — 2761 By2d) »
Doy = By (Bysn — Bysq) — By1 ¥61(2 Bysd — Bysi — Bysn)
+ (By2d — By2e) (By1 By2b — 2761 By2d) »
Das = By Bysy — By1 Y1 (2 Bysi + 2 Bysh — Bysi — Bysj)
+ Y12 (2 Bysd — Bysi — Bysm — 2 Bysi + Bysq + Bysi)
— By2e(By1 By2e + 191 (3 By2a — Byze)) + (3 By2d + By2e) (By1 V2o — Y1 Yp2e) »
Do = Byr* (Byse — Bysy) — Byt Ye1(Bysd + Bysf — Bysm — Bysn)
+ (By2d — By2e) (By1 By2e — Y1 (By2d + By2e))
Doz = By* (Bysu + 27635) — 2 By1 Y1 (Bysw + 2Ve3k + Ye31) — 4 By1 Ve1 Bys;
— 47941 Y1 (Bysf — Bysm — Bysn + Bysq)
— 2 Byac(By1(By2s + 27p2¢) — 2Y41 By2d)
+ 4(By2d + By2e) (By1 Y20 — Y1 By2b — Vo1 Yor2e + Y1 Yo2c) »
Das = By* (Bysa + 2Vusn) — By Y1 (Byse + 2 Bysj + 2Vusk + 2 Vp3m)
— 294172 (Bysi — Bysm — Bysn + Bysi)
+ By1( = By2d + 2 By2da Yo2b — 2 By2e Y2c)
+ Y1 (= By2e(By2d — By2e) + 2 Byze Yp2c) »
Dag = Byt (Byst + 27p3r) — 2 By1 Y1 Bysn — By1 Vo1 (Byse + 2 Y3k + 2Vp3m)
+ 2791761(2 Bysd — Bysi — Bysq)
— By1(By2v(By2e + 2vp2c) + 2 By2d Yo2a) + 2 Vg1 By2s(By2d + Byze)
+ Y91 (6 Yp2c By2a + By2e(By2d — By2e))
Dso = By1 V61 (Bysb + Bysj) — By1 Y1 (Bysn + Bysr)
+ Yg1 Vo1 (Bysd — Bysf + Bysi — Bysi — Bysq + Bysi)
+ (By2d + By2e) (2 By1 Yp2a — Y1 Byzb — Vo1 (By2e + 2¥p2¢)) 5 (9.9)
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and finally 5 with loop order six

D31 = Byt Vs + Byt (Vo1 (Byst — Yw3n) — Y1 Bysm)
— By1 Y61 Y61 (2 Bysn — Bysv) + Byt Vo1 (Byss — Byse + Bysj — Ywsk)
+ Vo1t Y1 (3 Bysd — Bysm — Bysn — 2 Bysq + Bysi)
+ Byt Yp2a Yo2e + Byt Vo1 (Vo2 By2da — By2s(Byze + Yp2e)) — Byt Y1 Voze Byas
+ 761 (Yp2e(By2d — By2e) — 2 By2e By2e) + Vo1 Y1 By2b By2e »
D3y = By Y3 + By vt Bysu — Byt Vo1 Y1 (2 Bysi — Bysi + Byss) — 2 By1 Yur (Byse + Vosk)
+ 71 Y1 (2 Bysd — 2 Bysj — Bysi + Bysm — Bysg + By3t)
— By1 761 By2d — Byt Yu1(2 Byz2e(By2o + Vo2e) + Yo2a(By2d — Byze))
+ Y1 Y1 (Yo2c(By2d — By2e) + 2 By2e By2e)
+ Y1’ (By2o(By2d — Byze) + 2 Byze Vo2e) »
Dsg = Byi* Yy3i + Byt Vo1 (Bysa — Bys= — Yest) + By1 Yot (Byss — Bysj — Yesk)
+ Y1 (= Bysd + Bysim + Bysn — Bysi)
— By1 Vw1 (By2d + By2cvze + By2a vwaw — Vw2l ) + Yot (By2e Byze + 2 Byad Yoae) »
D3 = Byt® Ypsd + By1® (Vo1 Byst + Vo1 Bysa) — Byt Vo1 Vo1 (2 Byse + Bysi + Byss + 2 Vyak)
— Vo1 Y1 (3 Bysi — Bysm — 2 Bysn — Bysg + Bysi)
— By1 Vo1 By2e(By2e + Yp2e) — Byt o1 (By2n(2 Byze + Yoae) + Yo2a(3 By2d — By2e))
+ Vo1 Vo1 (By2e(3 By2a — Byze) + Yp2e(5 Byza — Byze)) + 2701 By By2d »
D35 = Byt® Vo3 + Byt (Vw1 (Bysu — ¥63i) — 2761 Bysz) — 2 By1 Ve (Bysv + Yosk)
+ 2 By1 vo1 Yo (Byze + Bysi — Bysz) — 2761 11’ (Bysf — Bysi — Bysm + Bysa)
+ 2 By1 Y1 (Yp2e Yor2e + Vy2a(By2d + By2e) — By2e(Byab + Vg2c))
— 27961 Y1 Vo2 (By2d + Byze) + 271" (Yo Byze — Byan(By2a + By2e)) - (9.10)

To satisfy (9.1) with three loop S-functions it is necessary to include contributions to
v as in in (2.4) and (3.4). The consistency relations require

2 By1Vp3c = — 3 Bty Bysa + By2a By2b »
2 By1v¢3; = — By1 Bysu + Vo1 Bysv + 2 By2w By2c

2 By1(By1 Vyan — Y1 Vy3m) = — By1(By1 Bysza — Y1 By3e)
+ Y1 /ByZC(/Bde - /8y2e) + 5y1 63/202 )

2 By1(By1 vy35 — Vg1 Vy3m) = By1(By1 Byst — Vg1 By3e)
+ Vo1 6y2c(5y2d - 6y2e) - /Byl /6y2b /By2c . (9-11)

Together with (7.19) these suffice to determine the results in (2.5) and (3.5).
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9.1 Supersymmetry Reduction

For the reduction as described in subsection 7.2 the consistency relations reduce to just
one at two loops given by the vanishing of

So = By17024 — 2781 (Py24 + Yo2B) ; (9.12)

and at three loops for planar contributions there are 7 relations obtained by setting to zero

S1 = By1(Byse — Byar) — Va1 (Bysu — Byas),
S2 = By1(2Bysa — Bysc — 27830 + 4783E) + 2791(Bysr — Bysc + Byskx — Ye3c +27e3H)
S3 = Py1(By3sa +v838) — Y01(Bysp — Byse + Bysr + Pysc + Ya3a)
— By24(By2a +ve2B) + Py2p Ya24 5
S1 = By1(ve3a +7938) + V01(Bysa — 2Bysp + Pysc — 27Ve3p + 27638 — Yo3F)
—Y924(2 fy24 — V92B)
S5 = By1® Bysa — By17e1(2 Bysp — Bysr + Bysa) + 2701 (Bysr — Bys)
+ By24(27818yv2B — By1Py24a),

Se = 2 By1*ve35 — Br1701(2 Bysa — Bysc + 27@3p) + 2701%(2 Bysp — By sk + Ye3c)
— 2701 (By2a’ + Byop Ye24) »

S7 = By12ye3c — 2 By1ve1(Bsc + yosr) + 47012 Byarx — 4701Byveayes =0, (9.13)

and for the non planar diagrams just 2

Ss = Py1Pysr — va1(Bysn — 2 Bys0) — 2 Py2c Pyaa,
So = By 17ve3r + o1 (Pyam — Byso) — Pyac Yo2B - (9.14)

10 Scheme Variations for Scalar Fermion Theory to Three Loops

The coefficients appearing in the expansions of the S-functions and anomalous dimensions
for a general scalar fermion theory are in general dependent on the choice of regularisation
scheme. At ¢ loops possible scheme variations in 7¢(Z), fy,ﬂ), By(f), B0 are determined in
terms of arbitrary parameters related to the expansions of %(12—1)’ 7¢(£—1)’ By(z_l), By,
This depends on preserving the form of the functions /3,~ in terms of contributions corres-
ponding to 1PI and 1VI diagrams. Labelling the coefficients « in the expansion at ¢ loops
by g,¢,r, where here g = ¢, 9, y, A, the general form of the variations for oy = g, with
a — v for g = ¢, ¢ and « — § for g — y, A, are shown in appendix E to involve a sum
over contributions

Xg’,g” = _Xg”,g’ = Qg €gir — €gt Qg g/ = g,E/T'/, g” = gllellT'”, (101)
where {e,} are arbitrary parameters, so that

Sag= Y NG Xy g, (10.2)

o
9,9

40 =0,g" =g
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i

and M99 = —./\/'ggngl are integer coefficients. Of course one loop coefficients are scheme
invariant and higher loops coefficients corresponding to primitive diagrams, which have a
different topology and do not lead to integrals which have subdivergences, are also scheme
invariant. Any e such that for a given ¢

owii
Y eINGY =0, (10.3)
g, 0 +0"=t
gives rise to a linear ¢ loop scheme invariant »_  e9ay.

At two loops there are 10 possible X’s but only 7 appear in scheme variations as
X1, 016> Xp1,01a> Xyl,\1a, are DOt present,

0Yp2a = 0Vy2b = 0By2a = 0By2d = 0By2e = 0By25 = 0Br2a = 0Br2g = 0,

0Vg2p = 4 Xy1.91, 0Vp2e = 2Xy1.61, 0Vp2a = 2 X101,  0Vy2e = 2 Xy1,91,

0By =2 Xp1491, 6By2e =2Xyp1415, B2 =4 X1 010, 06r2e = 2 X121 5
0Bx2d = Xatbatas  0Brz2e =2 Xy1a16,  0Bxn2f = Xyi - (10.4)

The cases y2a, y2f, A\2g correspond to primitive diagrams and so the variation is necessarily
zero. Apart from those coefficients which are individually invariant there are four linear

scheme invariants.

At three loops the results for scheme variations separate into different groups. There
are six primitive three loop diagrams for the Yukawa [S-function so that

0Bysf = 0By31 = 0By3w = 0By3z = 0By35 = 0By3z =0, (10.5)
and there are cases where the individual terms are scheme invariant
0vp3j = 0By3f = 0Bysi = 6Py 3n = 0. (10.6)

For those diagrams containing the non planar subgraph corresponding to 3,2 the variations
are

0By3s = 2 Xg1y2r, 0By3s = 0Bys3p = 2 Xy1,42f,
Vpam = 2 Xy2f.61,  Ovpsp = 2 Xy2fp1 (10.7a)
0Bysg = 0Byss = Xy2ry1,  OBysr = 0Byss = 0Bysa = Xy1y2r - (10.7b)

There are evidently 3 linear invariants from (10.7a) and 4 more from (10.7b). Otherwise
for the variations of the anomalous dimension contributions arising from planar diagrams

0Vg3a = 6 Xnta,62a, 07936 = 6 Xg1.62a5  07p3c = 3 Xab,¢2a + Xy2a,61 5

0Vp3d = 2 Xp1,020 +4 Xy2ap1,  0Vp3f =4 Xp1.020, V939 = 2 Xy1,g20 + 4 Xyav g1 5
0Yg3h = 2 Xy1,62b , (10.8a)
Vp3e = 2 Xp1,02c + 2 Xyang1,  07g3i = 4 Xyacg1 + 2 Xy1,62 5

V¢35 = 4 Xy1,02c + Xyt,920 + 2 Xyaco1 . 073k = 2 Xy1,2c + 2 Xy2e,61

V31 = 2 Xy1,2¢ + 4 Xy2d,1 5 (10.8b)
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and

0Vp3a = 2 X201, 03 = 2 X201, 0Vp3e = 4 Xg1 924 5

0vy3d = 2 Xy yoa + 2 Xg1p26,  0Vpse = 2 Xop1,p20 + 2 Xy2a,91 5

0vp3g = 4 Xyt p2a +2 Xgop w1, 0p3i = 4 Xy1,926 5 (10.9a)
0vpsr = 2 Xg1,92e + Xytw2a + Xy2vp1,  0vp3n = 2 Xy1p2a + 2 Xgocw1

03k = 2 Xyt p2e + 2 Xyoap1,  0Vp31 = 2 Xyoewt + 2 Xy1,p26

0Vp3m = Xy1p2e + Xy2ep1 + Xy2d,915  0V3n = 2 X1 y2e + Xy1,920 + Xy2cw1
V30 = 2 Xy1y2e + 2 Xy2e1 - (10.9b)

The remaining scheme variations are then

0Bysp = 0By3c = Xntay2as OBy3d = 0By3e = 2 Xo1,92a> 0By3j = 2 X124

0Bysw = 0By3z = Xa1by2a (10.10a)
0By3a = 2 Xp2a,91, 0By3g = 0Bysn = Xy2ay1, 0By3i = 08y3k = Xy1,y2a 5

OBysm = 4 Xp1y20,  0Bysn = 2 Xp1y2e + Xyany1,  08y30 = 2 X1 y2e + Xy1,y20 5

0Bysp = 2 Xo1,92c + 2 Xy1y20,  08y3q = 2 Xg1,y2d + Xy2py1,  0By3r = 2 Xo1,92d + Xy1,926 5
OByst = 2 Xp1y2¢ + 2 Xy2ag1,  08ysu = 4 Xy yao + 2 Xoap g1,

0By3v = 2 Xyt g2 + 2 Xpoey1,  0By3y = 08y3. = 4 X1 y2c

0By3a = 2 Xy1,y2e + 2 Xyovy1,  0By3b = 2 Xy1y2e + Xy1,y2e,  08y3e = 2 Xy1y2e + Xy2ep1
0Bysd = Xy1y2e + Xy2ay1, 0B8y3e = 2 Xyoey1 + 2 Xy142¢,

0Bysh = 08y3i = 2 Xyt yoa + Xy1y2¢,  0By3j] = 0Bysk = 2 Xy1,y2d + Xy2ey1

8Bysm = Xy1y2d + Xy2ey1, 0Bysq = Xyt yze + Xy1y2d,  OBysi = 2 Xy1 424 - (10.10b)
Each variation is necessarily such that the number of fermion loops is conserved. The
variations in (10.7a), (10.8a), (10.9a) and (10.10a), apart from that for 3., correspond
to the restriction to the U(1) invariant case. The 21 variations in (10.8a), (10.9a) and
(10.10a) involve 14 different X’s and there are 7 linear invariants. The 40 variations in

(10.8b), (10.9b) and (10.10b) involve 23 different X’s but there are 18 linear invariants
since the equations are invariant under

0Xp102e = 0Xy1y20 = P, 0Xp1 92 = 0Xy1,¢2c = 0Xy1.92a = —p, 0Xy1,020 = 2p.
(10.11)
Individual coefficients in the expansions to 3 or v are scheme invariant, besides those
corresponding to primitive diagrams, when the associated vertex or propagator subgraphs
are a nested sequence all of the same form. Examples appear in (10.6). In this case
Vo1, Yop2bs Vo3 correspond to rainbow diagrams and 3y1, By2e, By3f correspond to vertex
ladder diagrams. For these cases there are exact all orders results [79, 80] obtained by
solving quadratic equations

/ 1,2 1,4 1.6 5 .8
PVT/JIrainbow: 1+y2_1:§y _gy +Ey _ﬁy to

By/Ylpgaer = V1+402 =1 =217 =2y + 435 —10° + ... (10.12)
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Further sequences of nested diagrams are also associated with §,1, By2q and Bysi or By 35
so these are necessarily scheme invariant.

For the restriction to the U(1) theory discussed in section 6, the scheme variations
in (10.4), (10.8a), (10.9a), (10.10a) consistently restrict as they only involve the v and S-

function coefficients relevant in that case. The sequence of nested diagrams for W"rainbow

remains in this case. The scheme variations may be restricted to N' = 1 and N = %

supersymmetry. They are consistent with the various constraints obtained earlier so long
as all lower order conditions are imposed. For the latter case at two loops

Vo2 =2 Xyv1e1, 0By2a =2Xe1y1, O0ve24 = 0PBy2 = 0By2c =0, (10.13)

and at three loops individual scheme invariant coefficients correspond to

6ve3c = 0Pysn = 0Pyss = dBysp = dPBysq =0, (10.14)

with Bysp, Bysqg arising from primitive diagrams while ¢3¢, along with ve1, Ye24, forms
part of a sequence of nested rainbow diagrams. For planar contributions

V934 = 207938 = 4 Xo1,024, 063D = 4 Xo1,028 + Xvi1,024 +2 Xy24,01,

Va3e = 2 Xo1,02B + 2 Xyvoa,01, 0Ya3F =4 Xeop o1 +2 Xy1,024,

ve3c = 2 Xyvi,e2B +4 Xvop a1, 0ve3H =2 Xvie2B +2Xvop a1,

0By3a = 0Bysp =4 Xa1y24, OPBysc =4 Xo1y24 +2Xa24v1,

0Bysp = 0Byzc = 2 Xe1,yoB + Xviy2a, O0Byse =0Bysr =2Xe1,y2B + Xv2ay1,
0Bysr =2 Xviyep, OPysk =2Xviyea+2Xe2By1, (10.15)

and for non planar

Va3 = 2 Xyace1, O0Pysr =4 Xe1,v20,
0Bysm = Xyiyec, O0Pyvan =2Xyviyvec, 6Byso = Xvacyr. (10.16)
From (10.13) there is one linear invariant, ypep + Py24. (10.15) contains 8 independent

X’s and 15 equations giving 7 linear invariants whereas in (10.16) 5 equations and 2 X'’s
lead to 3 linear invariants.

These results may be used to verify the invariance of the consistency conditions ob-
tained in section 8. The variations are either identically zero, using the antisymmetry of
X, or lead to antisymmetrised products of three X'’s,

}/;71,92793 = Qg Xg2793 + Qg X91792 + ag, Xg3791 ’ (10-17)

with g; = gif;7;. Given the definition of X in (10.1) necessarily Yy, 4,.9; = 0 and, from the

antisymmetry of X, there is the identity

1,929
g1 Yg2,93,90 — g2 Yg3,910,01 + Qg3 Ygu,91,90 — Xgu Yg1,92,93 = 0 (10.18)

and hence
Qg1 Ygo.95.90 — Vgz Yg3.91.91 D Xgs.ga - (10.19)
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Apart from linear invariants there are also possible quadratic invariants
Qn = Hglg204g1 Qg, KI192 — (9291 , (1020)

if k9192 is such that
Eg ,{919'/\/’5,9293 — 919293 — plorg29s] ’ (10.21)

_ 2 919293 . . . .
as then 0Qx = 5 > 0, 5005 £ Yy ,92,95- Higher order invariants are also possible as
demonstrated later.

Applying this for (10.4) there are two quadratic invariants obtained from Yy 414, and
Yy1,41,015- However as a consequence of (10.19)

Y1 Y1 10,016 — Brat1aYo1,401,010
= 1 (Vo1 Xatan1b + Bais Xo1,010) — Bata (Vo1 Xp1,a16 + Bais Xo1,01) (10.22)

leads to a further cubic invariant. At the next order from (10.7a), (10.7b) there are three
possible Y's, Yy1 1427, Ya1,41,927, Yop1,41,92f, Which would lead to three potential quadratic
invariants. Nevertheless these are not independent due to (10.18) and so there remain two
quadratic invariants for the non planar coefficients. From (10.8a), (10.9a) and (10.10a) we
can construct

Y¢1,1[)1,g7 g= ¢20/, ¢2b7 wzaﬁ 17/)21)7 y2a/7
Ygira,g: Y1 aibg Yalaibg s g = ¢2a, y2a, (10.23)
which would appear to give 11 quadratic invariants. These are not independent due to the
identity
Y1 (Vo1 Yara, 16,9 + Brib Y1 Mag) — Brta (Vo1 Y1169 + BrisYo1,01,9)
= ag (Y1 Ys1. 10010 — Bata Yor,p1010) » 9 = #2a,92a, ag = Y24, By2a » (10.24)

so there remain 9 quadratic invariants when U(1) symmetry is imposed. In the general
case there are additional invariants flowing from (10.8b), (10.9b) and (10.10b).

Yor01,95 Yorytgs Yorul,es 9= @2¢, Y2¢, y20, y2ec, y2d,y2e, (10.25a)
Y1419, Yoyl g = ¢2a, ¢p2b, 2a, V2b, y2a . (10.25b)

These are not independent due to (10.18). In (10.25a) we may then reduce to two sets of 6
and in (10.25b) to one set of 5. Possibilities are further restricted by requiring results are
independent of p in (10.11) which leaves 16. There are then 11 independent Y’s for which
there is no constraint, a possible basis is given by

Yor,y1,62as Yo1,y1,62e Yor,y1,026 Yoiyiw2e, Yo1,u1,02as Yo1,u1,y26,
Ypr,u1,92es Yor,w192ds Yorp1,2ds Yor,01,2e: Yo1,41,2e 5 (10.26)
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and 5 involving pairs of Y’s formed from Y1 y1,4 or Yy1 414, 9 = ¢2¢, y2b, Y1 41,4 Or
Yo1,y1,9, 9 = ¥2¢, y2¢, Y1 41,9 OF Yy1,41,9, 9 = ¥2a, ¢2b which are p invariant. To achieve
this (10.11) implies

— 0Yp1,01,62c = 0¥ 1 01,920 = —O0Yp1 41,020 = Vo1 P 0Y41.41,620 = 2761 P 5
= 0Yp1,91,92c = 0Yp1 91,92 = —0Yp1 91,920 = V10, OYyiy1,626 = 2Vp1 0,
— 01 y1,02¢ = 0Y51,y1,2c = 0Yy1,y1,62c = —0Yy11920 = By1 p- (10.27)

In (10.15) Ya1,y1,9, g = P24, ®2B, Y2A, Y2B, lead to four quadratic invariants and
from (10.16) Ya1 y1,y2c to one more.

The various consistency conditions must be scheme invariant. We here check this by
reducing their variations to sums of Y’s which then show how they can be expressed in
terms of quadratic invariants. At lowest order the variations of (9.4), using (10.4), are just

0B1 =0, 6By =4Yp1 9141, 0B3=0, 0Bs=20y1 Ys1 41,91, (10.28)
and for the non planar conditions (9.6) at the next order from (10.10a)

50, = 6Cy = 6C5 =0,
504 = —505 = 2Y¢1’y1,y2f, 606 = —507 = 2Y¢17y17y2f, (10.29)
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and for the variations of (9.7), (9.8), (9.9)
0D1 =6Dy =0D5 =6D7 =0, 0D3=—-2Y41 p1y2a, 0Ds=0Dg=—2Yy1y142a,
0D = —12Y41 ¢2a. 010>, 0D = —2Y41 41920, 0D10 = 2Yp1 41,920 + 6 Y2091 010 »
0D11 = 2941 Ys1,62a,91 — 2 By1Ys1,02a,01 5,  0D12 = —69924 Y1 y1,010 5
0D13 = 12941 Yo2a,01,016 — 12 Ba1p Yo1,¢2a,901 + 4 B1 X141,
0D14 = Vg1 Yy1,92a. 010 — 3 V620 Yy1 10,010
+ 6 By1 Ygoartan1b — 2 Byl Yo1 y2a.01a + 2 By2a Yo1,y1,31a — B1 Xy Ma
0D15 =0,
0D16 = 4791 (Yor,y1,92¢ + Yor,02ey1) + 2 Byt (Yor,p2651 — 2 Yo1,92a,1)
— 4 vp2e Yor,p1,1 — 2 B2 Xg1 1,
0D17 = =491 Y41 91,024 + 2 Byt (Yor,62e01 + Yo1,y1,42) »
0D18 = 4741Yp1,y1,92¢ + 4 701Yg1,02e1 — 2 By1 (2 Yor w291 + Yoobp1,y1) — 2 B2 Xy 1,
0D19 = 2741 Yyp1 p2e1 + 2791 Yo y192c + 2 By1 Y1 yov g1
— 2(yy1(By2d — By2e) + 2 Byr Yo2e) [ Byr Yor,w11 + 2(Bs X151 + Ba Xy1,491) /By
0D20 = 4yp1 (Y1120 — Yorep1,91) + 2 By1 (2 Yy1,p2a1 + Yoobp1,41)
— 4 ByacYp101,91 + 2B X1 41,
0Da1 = 2vp1 (Yy1,92e,91 + Yo1y192e) »
0D322 = =21 (Yp11,92d + Ypry1,92¢) + 2 Byt (Yo1,p2e41 + Yoo y1,92¢) »
0D23 = 4961 Yy1,1,92d — 2 Byt (Yory1,92 + Yory1,2¢) »
0D2s =2 By1 (Ypr,y1,92d — Yoiy12e) s 0D25 = 4701 Y1 y1,92e — 4 Byt Yor1 w1 2¢ »
0D26 = 2 By1 (Yip1y1,92d — Yory1,y2¢) »
0Da7 = —8 By1 (Yo1,01,92d + Yo2ew1,91) — 8 V1 Y1 y1,m2e + 4 Byt (Yor,y1,92¢ — Yori,y1,925)
+ 8(2 Byaa + By2e) Yo1 1,41 5
0Dag = 4 By1 Y1 p2ey1 — 2 V1 (Y1 1,924 + Y1 41.42¢) »
0D29 = 2 By1 (Y1920 — Yo1,y1.02c + 2 Y1 p2e91) — 2961 (3 Y1 y1,92d + Yoo y1,2¢)
+ 41 Yo1,y1,92e — 4 By2a Yo1,01.91
0D30 = 2 By1 (Yor,u1,92d + Yor,61,92¢) + 2 (By2a + By2e) Yo1,p1,91
§D31 = 4 Byt Yy pony1 + 2 By1ven (Yor,wzeqt + Yoty yoe) — 2761 Yoty y2e + 4 B3 Xy 1,
5D32 = =2 Byi® You 1,1 — 4 Byt (Yar,e1,m2e + Yo ,y1,52)
= 279y1 (By2a — 3 Byze) Yo1,01,91 — 2 Ba By1 Xy1,y1
6D33 = —4 Byi® Yau w11 + 4 Byt (Yarwzeqt — Yor,y1,u2) + 8 By1vs1 Yot y1,2e
— 4y Y1y 2e + 4701 (Byad + By2e) Yot w141 — 4 Ba Byt Xy 41
6D314 = 2 By1® (Yot wabyt + Yotw2ay1) — 2 Byt¥er Yot .yt w2e — 2 By1 Vo1 Yot ytp2e
— 2941(3 By2ad — Byze) Yor w11 + 2 B3 X141 + 2 By X141,
6D35 = 4 Byr” Y1 u2ay1 — 2 By1¥er (Yarytyze + Yozewt 1) + 4 Byrvpr Yory1,y2
— 2961 (2 Y1 1,920 + Yoty 2e) + 4761701 Yo1 91,52
+ 2 (Vg1 By2d + Byt Ye2e) Yor,p1,91 + 2 Ba X141 - (10.30)
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For the constraints obtained in the reduced N = % theory listed in sub section 9.1,
corresponding to a ®3 interaction, then with (10.13), (10.15), (10.16),

0890 =051 =052=0, 0S3=—-2Yp1y1,y24, 051=—6Ys1y1324
0S5 = =4 By1Ye1v1,v24 + 4781 Yo1,v1,v2B
0S¢ = —4 By Yo1,v1,024 + 8701 Yo1,v1,028 + 450 Xo1,v1,

657 = 8va1 (Yo1,v1,y24 — Yo1,v1,628) »
0Ss = —4Yp1v1,y20, 05 =2Ys1v1v20 - (10.31)

11 Conclusion

The detailed results given here for g-functions and anomalous dimensions correspond to a
MS regularisation scheme. As is well known attempting to extend supersymmetric theories
away from their natural dimension is fraught and generally inconsistent and affects any
variant of dimensional regularisation [81-84]. For A/ = 1 supersymmetry and scalar fermion
theories, without gauge fields, there are manifestly supersymmetric regularisation schemes
and potential problems with MS arise only beyond three loops so long as the normalisation
of fermion traces is chosen appropriately. In [41] an extension of the N' = 1 supersymmetry
algebra away from four dimensions, in a fashion analgous to dimensional reduction, is
described though how this applies in a perturbative context is not completely clear.

These issues become significantly more severe for what we term N = % symmetry
in this paper. Traces of three or more odd numbers of three dimensional Dirac gamma
matrices are potentially non zero due to the appearance of the three dimensional antisym-
metric symbol. This is not relevant for a fermion loop with three external scalars, due
to momentum conservation, but such contributions are present if a fermion loop has five
external scalar lines. Of course analogous problems with ~5 are present with perturbative
calculations using MS for chiral fermions. Such problems also arise in four dimensional
chiral gauge theories for loops with two external vector lines and two external scalars and
such loop diagrams contribute at four loops in 1PI contributions with two external vector
lines and also the Yukawa [-function [85]. In [85] it was shown how consistency with the
a-function helps resolve some analogous 75 issues. In three dimensions similar potential
problems arising for five vertex fermion loops as sub graphs occur at four loops in the
Yukawa vertex renormalisation where the relevant diagrams are of the form

£
AN

together with various permutations of the internal vertices on the fermion loop. Such dia-

: (11.1)

grams are primitive since there are no subdivergences when evaluated in four dimensions
with some prescription for the contraction of two three dimensional € symbols. A procedure
for obtaining such contributions was described in [69]. However starting from four dimen-
sional Dirac or Majorana fermions contributions related to (11.1) are absent [86]. The four
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dimensional fermion splits into two three dimensional fermions whose Yukawa couplings
have the opposite sign, as shown here in appendix A.

In terms of the discussion of scheme changes and forming scheme invariants an altern-
ative though equivalent approach is obtained within the framework of the Hopf algebra
approach to Feynman diagrams [87-89]. The requirement of scheme invariance is identical
with finding linear sums of graphs such that the Hopf algebra coproduct is cocommutative.
A potentially interesting possibility is whether there is any extension of the Hopf algebraic
approach to deriving consistency conditions, such as those considered here in section 9,
which might avoid some of the rather tortuous analysis required here and in [9].

The results obtained here suggest that there are potentially many interesting fixed
points in scalar fermion theories once more than three scalar fields are allowed and the
condition that there is just a single Yukawa coupling is relaxed. Potentially finding a large
ny expansion for such theories may be tractable.
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A  Majorana Fermions and Their Reduction

For a spinor field ¥ its conjugate ¥ is defined by
U =04, (A1)

where A satisfies
AyAT = —(yF, AT =-A4, (A.2)
with, for d = 4, the 4 x 4 Dirac matrices here defined by
{7} =201, nt = diag.(—1,1,1,1). (A.3)
Taking 75 = i7°v'92~3, then AysA~" = —75T and 752 = 1. Under a reflection in the z'z2
plane, charge conjugation and time reversal

_ T I _ ap-1
U U =R, U U =URT
\I’C—) \PC:C\T/T, \i]C—> \Ilc—_\IITC_la
- - T -1
U W =T, U Uy = —UT (A.4)
where 7T is antilinear and
", =0,1,2 _ _ K, =123
RlyR=0""0 " B O CO M e SR ,
3 0
-7 p=3 - u=0
(A.5)

with C715 C = ~5L, T7195* T = ~5. In general
cT=—c, ACA=-Cc7', A TTA=—-T"'  A'RTA=R'. (A6)
Using these results R, T can be given by
R=iv%ys, T=ClAY% = TT"=-1, (A7)

and U - RPU =0, U s —CO T =0, ¥ TT*V = 0.
Rs C T

For a Majorana fermion
U=y, (A.8)

and for present purposes we consider the Lagrangian

Ly=—i30y- 00 —ilU MU —ilU YT e*, (A.9)

with both M, Y real, symmetric and [M, "] = [V*,v*] = 0. With the conventions (A.1)
and (A.2) Ly = L.

For reduction to three dimensions a convenient basis is obtained by taking v* — A*
with, adapting [86, 90, 91],

~p .
;ylu - (0[-) _(‘)~'u’> y b= 07 17 27 5-'” = (/i0-2)0-37 _01) ’ ’5/3 - (O Z> ' (Alo)
G 1 0
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Here 6%, —&* correspond to the two inequivalent two dimensional irreducible representa-
tions for the d = 3 Dirac algebra. 6*ioy = (—19,01,03) form a basis for symmetric 2 x 2
matrices. For the d = 4 representation defined by (A.10)

. 10 T (B
¥4 = ( ) , s =AY = <1 0) : (A.11)

a—sp_ [ioz 0 R (PO
0 —ioy)’ 0-1

C:¢$$3:<w20>, T:<02”>. (A.12)

and

0 1209 tog 0

The representation in (A.10) can be related to the more commonplace chiral repres-
entation by

- B
WU—1=(Z-Sug), U%U_l:(o ‘;) ot =(1,0), a"=(1, o), (A13)

where

U:1<03—02 02—U3>’ U—1:;<03_020203_1>, (A.14)

030'2—1 0'302—1 09 — 03 020'3—1

With (A.10) the spinor field decomposes into two d = 3 two-component spinors as

V= (Z;) ) \il = (1517 _1/_}2)7 &a = waT'iO'Q7 'lpl = ¢1*7 1/}2 — _wz* ) (A15)

a

Using the decomposition (A.15), and taking M — (7 %), Y* — (yo ygl), (A.9) becomes,

Lyr= —i5Yqm19%ab - 0thy — 5(U1 0502 + 12 05¢1)
— i 5 (V1myy — Yamba) — i 5 (1 y 1 — oy he)d® . (A.16)
For zero mass, m = 0, this has a Zs symmetry where ¥; <> ¥, ¢* — —¢®. This ensures
the cancellation of fermion loops with odd numbers of Yukawa vertices. For a symmetry
h=lyh = y*, h~16Hh = 6" with h € Hpyr C O(ng) then in general there is a symmetry

H)y; but this extends to (Hys x Hpy) X Ze when d = 3. For a single scalar this becomes
(O(nyf) x O(ny)) x Zy when m = 0.

With conventions from (A.4)
(@Z)lra ’I;Z)2T‘) = (d}la _77[)2)}373%,363 ) (&17‘7 1;27“) = (&17 _1’22)|$3~>7$3 )
(1ts har) = (ioata,iootn)| oo s (e, o) = (—2ioa, —rios)| o, 0. (A7)

Thus (A.16) is invariant under Rg3,7T so long as the time reversal 7 transformation is

combined with ¢; ¢ 1)o. However for a reflections R or Ra, corresponding to z! — —a!
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or 2 — —z2, then instead 1111 <+ —b91by and the individual mass terms are not invariant
by themselves under either Ry or Ro, as expected for three dimensional spinors. The three
dimensional theory with just one two component spinor cannot have mass terms which
preserve 7 or R; invariance [92].

If the Yukawa interaction is modified to
Ly =5V is75 VU ¢ = —i 5(1y P1 + o y“4ha)¢°, (A.18)

it is then necessary to include the four loop diagrams corresponding to (A.15). the sym-
metry for d = 3 is enhanced to a subgroup of O(2ny), for ny = 1 the symmetry is O(2ny).
This prescription allows for fermion loops with odd numbers of Yukawa vertices but is not
relevant up to three loops. By including contributions corresponding to diagrams of the
form (A.15) it was implicitly followed in [69] in their four loop calculation. Nevertheless
(A.18) breaks Lorentz invariance for d # 3 though O(2,1) is preserved. Applying dimen-
sional regularisation, d = 4 — &, the one loop counterterms necessary when starting from
(A.9) or equivalently (A.16) are, for a single scalar o,

2 - - —
Eg) = (4i)2€ (z Uy 0V —im UV + (00)? +6m20% —iyVUo + %yg 04) . (A.19)

For the modified Yukawa interaction (A.18) the result becomes

y2

1 = = R
E((:t)|modiﬁed: m(z 20y 00 —iWry30; U —im UV + 2((00)? — (030)%) + 4m?o?

+ % y U35V o + % e 04) : (A.20)

Besides breaking Lorentz invariance explicitly in the kinetic terms the counterterm has
different coefficients for the Yukawa and the quartic scalar terms. For a consistent flow
it would be necessary to allow for modified kinetic terms for the scalar and fermion fields
so that the propagation velocity is different in the 3-direction from the 1,2 directions,
bringing in two new parameters consistent with the breaking O(3,1) to O(2,1). Whether
the e-expansion can be applied in this case is unclear.

An alternative possibilty, yet to be explored, is to take M — (’z} 181) and require
A > M > m for A some cutoff. This breaks Lorentz invariance more softly and should
lead to 19 being decoupled so as to generate an effective theory for ;. This non Lorentz
invariant theory can potentially be extended to N' = % supersymmetry away from d = 3.

B Algebra of d and w Tensors

The tensors defined by (8.7) and (8.14) satisfy identities which allow determination of
eigenvalues,

dabef dcdef _ nsl_1 a(%ns(éac(sbd + 6ad5bc) _ 5ab6cd) + ewabcd + bdade,

dabef wcdef _ wabef dcdef _ fwabcd + hdabcd7

,wabef wcdef — ﬁ a/(%ns(éac(gbd + 5ad5b0) . 5ab50d) + 6/ wabcd + b/ dabcd’ (Bl)

s—
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where a,b are as in (8.9). For consistency
ed =ha, fd=VVa, fh=Ve, %a:fz—i—eh—bf—ee'. (B.2)

The relevant eigenvalue equations necessary for obtaining the anomalous dimensions
¢? operators given general perturbative results are

dabcd ,Ucd = vab , wabcd UCd —v ,Uab (B3)

Y

for symmetric traceless v®. (B.1) then requires

pr=ev+bp+ aca, prv=frv+hp, y2:e'u+b'u+%a’. (B.4)

Ns—

As a consequence of (9) the last equation is redundant and then eliminating v leads to a
cubic equation for 1 whose solutions determine . There are thus three possibilities u;, v;.
The associated degeneracies are then determined by

For the examples of interest here the coefficients appearing in (B.1), besides a, b which
are listed in (8.28), are given by

y® e f h a’ b e
1 (n—3)(n+6) (n=3)(n+6)(ns—1)  2n(ns+2)  3n(n—2)(n+1)(n+4) o, n3—5n2+14n+24
: 27n 9n(ns+2) 3(ns—1) (ns—1)(ns+2) 6(ns—1)
3 2(n%-9) 2(n2-9)(ns—1) An(ns+2) 24n2(n2—4) 4 2n(ns+11)
: 27n In(nst2) 3(na—1) (ns—1)(nat2) n 3(ns—1)
2(n+1) (n—8)(n+1)2 8(ns+2) 24(n—3)(n2—4) 4(ns+11)
4. 27 9(ns12) 3(n+1) (n+1)(ns+2) 4(n —8) 3(n+1)
n—1 n—1)?(n+8 4(ns+2 6(n?—4)(n+3 2(ns+11
o7 ( 18(ZLS(+2) ) 3((1171)) ((nq)(zl(ﬁz)) 2(n+8) :(J,(nq))
6 (n—6)(n+3) (n—6)(n+3)(ns—1)  2n(ns+2)  3n(n—4)(n—1)(n+2) 2, n3+5n2+14n—24
’ 27Tn 9n(ns+2) 3(ns—1) (ns—1)(ns+2) 6(ns—1)

(B.6)
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Solving (B.4) and (B.5) gives

Y H1 " 2 V2 U3 V3
dq do ds
1 (n=3)(n+1)(n+6)  n2(n+1) (n—3)(n?—4) _ 2(n?-4) _ (n=1)(n+4)(n+6) (n—1)(n+4)
: 6(ns+2) 2(ns—1) 3n(ns+2) ns—1 6n(ns+2) ns—1
3 (n—1)(nt2) o n(n—1)(n+1)(n-+6) L nn-3)(n+1)(n+2)
3 2n(n2-9) on3 2(n=3)(n—=2)(n+1) _ 4(n—=2)(n+1) _ 2(n—=1)(n4+2)(n4+3)  4(n—1)(n+2)
: 3(ns+2) ns—1 3n(ns+2) ns—1 3n(ns+2) ns—1
n2-1 1 n?(n—1)(n+3) 1 n2(n—3)(n-+1)
4 n(n—3)(n+1) 2n(n—3) (n—1)(n—8) _ 4(n—-1) _ 2(n+1)(n+2) 8(n+2)
: 3(ns+2) n+1 3(ns+2) n+1 3(ns+2) n+1
2 (n-1)(n+2) L n(n=3)(n+1)(n+2) & n(n—3)(n—2)(n—1)
5 n(n—1)(n+3) n(n+3) (n—2)(n—1) _ 4(n—2) _ (n+1)(n+8) 2(n+1)
: 6(ns+2) n—1 3(ns+2) n—1 6(ns+2) n—1
3 (n-2)(n+1) o n(n+1)(n+2)(n-+3) L nn-2)(n-1)(n+3)
6 (n—6)(n—1)(n+3)  n%(n—1) (n—6)(n—4)(n+1) _ (n=4)(n41) _ (n?—4)(n+3) 2(n%2—4)
6(ns+2) 2(ns—1) 6n(ns+2) ns—1 3n(ns+2) ns—1
3 (n=2)(n+1) L n(n=2)(n—1)(n+3) o1 n(n—6)(n—1)(n+1)
(B.7)

The results in (8.28) and (B.6) satisfy

{a b e f?h a b/ 6}1|n_> n {a7_b7 —€, _f7_h7 a/a_bla_e/}57
{CL b € fah’ (I v 6}2’,”_> n {a7_b7_ea _f7_ha alv_bla_e,}Qa
{a,b,e, f,h,a',V e }3|n_>_n = {4a, —2b, —2e, —2f, —2h,4a’, -2V, —2¢'}, (B.8)

which are a reflection of of SO(n) ~ Sp(—n), SU(n) ~ SU(—n) [63]. There are corres-
ponding relations for the eigenvalues and degeneracies in (B.6).

B.1 Results for U(1) case

Corresponding to subsection 8.2 a similar analysis can be applied. The basic equations
relevant in (8.62) are

dijmndmnkl = d((Sz (5jl + (5il(5jk) + I;dijkl , a = %(1 — 4q2) , b=—4q, (B.Q)
and, with n = rs,
Ao dpp™ = 25 a(n 6,10, — 6:90,") + bdyy' + ewy?

mi I i i
i ™0™ = Wiy dyp™ = hdi?' + fwg !

wimjnwnkml (n+1)2 d(n5 5k —; ]5k ) + v d; k]l + & w; kﬂ , (B.lO)

where

~

b= (n+1>(7“+5) e=q(r—s), V=i0+s), &=gh50-9),

f 4(n+1 (r+s), h= 4(7::;11) (r—s). (B.11)
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Eigenvalues and degeneracies are determined as before. From (B.9) there are two eigen-
values i1, uo corresponding to eigenvectors v;; = vj; which are given, with their associated
degeneracies, by

M1 dq ) da (B.12)
CDED Lrs(rp1)(s+1) ~CRED Lrg(r —1)(5 - 1) |

From (B.10) with (B.11) there are three sets of eigenvalues pi,, vy, u = 1,2, 3, for eigen-

vectors v/, v;' = 0 where d;7*v,! = wvid, wikul = vl
%51 141 H2 v u3 V3
dy da ds
s(r2—1)  s(r?=1) r(s?-1) r(s?—1) r+s r—s : (B13)
2(n+1) 2(n—1) 2(n+1)  2(n—1) = 2(n+l) 2(n—1)
s -1 r?—1 (r2 = 1)(s* = 1)

The degeneracies correspond to expected representations of SU(r) x SU(s). Related results
are given in [76].

The results in (8.77) are obtained from

B o= —4n+11)X° —6(n+ 7 ag’A -2 (b+4b)ag’,
59(2)|y:0 = —12(n+T7) g\ —12(b+4D) g?) -8

C Figures

For some of the cases listed in (8.17) and (8.25) we plot the fixed point values of
I /ns,  [A/ns, I[P = X®edred A = A%, (C.1)

respectively orange, blue, as functions of log m where m gives the number of fermions. The
log plots exhibit the symmetry following from (8.47). For the purely scalar theory, when
m =0, 8[|A|[*/ns < 1 [77] and when this is satisfied |A|/ns = 3. These bounds are clearly

violated for a non zero number of fermions.

At the O(ns) or Heisenberg fixed point

3ns(ns+2 ns(ns+2
Agl] = 2t | = Rt (C.2)

Of course A < 0 is indicative of an unstable potential.

Corresponding results for U(r) x U(s) fixed points are given below where plots of
24|A\||?/rs and |A|/rs are given for various representative r, s as functions of m determining
the number of fermions. The intercepts at m = 0, and also for m — oo, are determined
by results for the purely complex scalar U(r) x U(s) theory and are obtained from (8.83),
(8.85), (8.87). There are two or four fixed points according to whether R,s < 0 or R,s > 0.
For r = 5, s = 49 R,, = 0 which is a bifurcation point and then 24||\||?/rs = 1.
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For this case the eigenvalues x of the stability matrix, taking e = 1, as functions of m

are given by

e

-2
(r,8) = (2,2) (r,8) = (2,4)
-3 _3 L L
0.1 100 0.1 100
2 2
1 ——
0 0
-1 -1
—2 -2
(r,s) = (2,19) (r,s) = (5,49)
-3 L L L L . -3 . L
0.01 0.10 1 10 100 1000 10¢ 0.001 1 1000 10

The intercepts at m = 0 and m — oo are given by (8.87) and, when R,s > 0, (8.83). For
R,s < 0 there is, as m — 0, one Kk — 1 and two kK — —1, corresponding to the Gaussian
fixed point. For R,; > 0 there are two further cases with x — 1.
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D U(1) Scalar Fermion Theory Consistency Equations

The derivation of consistency relations for the three loop Yukawa couplings can be illus-
trated by restricting to case when U(1) symmetry is imposed. The number of couplings

is significantly reduced but there remain non trivial relations which are a subset of the

general case’.

At lowest order
T/ dg'd g7 = t, (tr(dyi d'y;) + tr(dy; d'yi)) , (D.1)
and
AD) = agq (60(5i y'5; 7)) + tr (' 5 v ;) + asptr(@i v ) (55 7) - (D.2)
The consistency equations are then
a3a = 5t2 Vg1, Gz = 30271 - (D.3)
At the next order
71 %) dg'd'g”|;, = tax dAi;* d' A
T dg’'d’g’| 4y = 13a1 (tr(di 'y 55 7)) + tr(dig ' y; d'y"))
+ t3a, (tr(dgs 'y? g5 ") + tr(dgiy'y; d'y))
+ taay (tr(dgiy' 'G5 7)) + tr(dgsy? d'g; o))
+ tap, tr(dg; d'y?) tr(g; y') + tap, tr(dgiy?) tr(g; d'y')
+ t3p, tr(dy; yj) tr(d’gjj yz) , (D.4)

with 77 /%) dgld’¢” | dy obtained by conjugation and the notation indicates which 3 loop

contribution in (D.2) each term corresponds to. At this order T7 %) is symmetric. Four
loop vacuum graphs give

A = agn (N Mt ™ A+ AN N ™ ™)
+ aaa Mg e (G y™) Nem™ + aap Mg e (G y Gy
+ age tr(Giy?) (g5 y") tr (e y') + asa (0@ y' 5597 G y") + tr(y' 5 v 55 9" )
+ane(tr(Giy' 55 9°) + te(y 5 y"5)) 0@ ) + aar 0@ v ey G5 ')
+ aag tr(5i v gk y' 95 9") - (D.5)
In this case there are 11 relations corresponding to the number of inequivalent vertices in
(D.5)
as) = 3 t3x Brta a4q = 312 Vp2a = 237 Vo1 » asy = t3x Baib = 3 t2 By2a
ase = 5 (tsp, + tap, + tavg) Vo1 aaqg = 3(t3a; + 305 + t3a5) Vo1 »
A4e = %t2 Yo2b + (t3by + t365) Vo1 = t2 V20 + (t3a2 + t3a3) Vo1 = t3a, Y1 + t3b; Vb1
asy = taypon + (t3ay + t305) Y1 = 230, Y1, Qg = g t2 Byay. (D.6)

"The consistency relations in this case were discussed less completely in [20]
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The O(3?) freedom in A at this order corresponds just to the variations

Sase = €27s1°, 0Gaq = €21, Oase = 2€Vp17p1, O0aaf = 2€3Vp1 (D.7)

which is compatible with (D.6) if

0t3q; = 0t3a, = 01343 = €2Yy1 , Otay, = Otzp, = Otzp, = €2 Vg1 - (D.8)

There is one non trivial relation at this order from the a4,, a4y equations requiring the
vanishing of

Uo = Y41 By2a — 3 Br1b V424 » (D.9)
which is identical to B; in (9.4).

At the next order we initially focus on contributions involving A

Tr.f dg'd' 7|, = tax (™ d'Na™ ™ + dNi™ AN ™ A + 8 A ' N ™ Ni?™)
+ taay (AN A N+ AN AN ) tr (g y™)
+ tagy AN (N ™ tr (G d'y?) + tr(d G y™) A ™)
+ taag AN (N 60(A Y v7) + 025 d'y™) M)

+tap, AN (tr (e y G d'y) + (G y' i y’)) (D.10)
and
T dg'd'g” |y, = taay X" tr(dGy™) Mem® + taas X" Aa™ tr(dGim y7)
+ taag tr(dg; Ay ) Ajon ™ Net™ + ta, Ny (A ' YY)
+tapg (te(dg: d'y" g5 y') + tr(dgi y"5; d'y") Au”
+ tap, tr(dg " A7 41 A (D.11)
with

AP = axsa (AN ™ AP g+ 8 MM A ™ AP Apg ™)
+ axsp (N Mo AP 0™ 4 Xig ™ N ™ My ™ AP )+ axse Nk ™ A NPT pg™
+ a5 (A ™ AP g 4 4 N N ) tr (G ')
+ asp (Mg ™ ™ + 2 )\(i|mnl>‘j)nmk) tr(ye ') tr(zy’)
+ age Nk ™ N ™ tr (55 4™) tr (Un v
+ asa Ak N (0 (G5 Y G y™) + 00 (555" In y'))
+ ase A ™™ At (@ v By + as g A F A 0y YY)
+ asg Nig™ (60 (e y™) G v G y?) + 0@k ' G y™) (G )
+ ash Nig™ (G v Uk Y G Y) + (G v Gy GY™))
+ asi N T (Gk YUY G v - (D.12)

If T7; is symmetric only if

taas = tday 5 t4a3 = t4a5 ) t4b1 = t4b2 . (D13)
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The associated consistency equations deriving from d\ variations in A®) are then

a)\5q = % tax Batas  axsy = 213 Broa +4tax Brtas  Arse = 313\ Vo245

asa = t3) Brop + 4tar Vo1 = 2t4x Vo1 + tdas Brta s asy = taa; Vé1 s

ase = (taa, + taas + taas)Vs1 asq = t3x Vo2b + (tdan + taas) Vo1

ase = t3) Baad +tax Batn,  asp = 213x Broe + 4tax Batys  a5g = taa; Baip + tav, Vo1
asp = 21t3) Brze + 2tap, Vo1 5 as; = 2t3) Brzg (D.14)

and from dy variations

asa = t2 Vo3 T (taas + taas)Bria s Gsb = 5 t2 Y930 + 5 (taas + taas) Vo1 »
ase = 3t3by Vo2a + (taas + as) Vo1 = 3 (T3, 1 t3b3) Vo2a + tas Vo1 5

asq = 3t2 Yy3a + 3(t3a; + 3a3) V620 = 313a; Vo2 + tdas Vi1 5

ase = 5 ta Byse + 3 tav, Bria s asg = 2t Bysp + 2tap, Baia

asg = ta Bysp + (tay + tany) Vo1 = t2 Bysa + (tap, + tavy) Vo1 = t3b, By2a + tav, Vo1
= t2(Vg3c — Ugp3e) + 3y By2a + taas Briv = t2(Ve3c + Ve3e) + 305 By2a + taas Batb

ash = ta Bysj + (tabs + tany ) V1 = t3a, By2a + tavs Y1 = ta Yy3b + (305 + t3a3)By2a
as; = to Byszy = ta By - (D.15)

For the A dependent contributions to A®) there is an additional O(8?) freedom as well
as that corresponding to (D.7)

Saxsa = €37 Bria s Oaxsh = 8€sn Bata s 0asa = 8€3x Vg1 Batas 05y = desy Vol s
Sase = 6€27317p2a + A€ Vo1t  O0asa = 6eaVp17g2a, Oase = 2 €3 Bata Batd s
dasy = 8€3x Bata Briv,  0a5g = €27Y41 By2a +4€3xVp1 Batn,  Oasn = 2 €271 PBy2a -

(D.16)
Correspondingly in addition to (D.8) we need to take
Otan = 2€3) Bata s Otaa, = Otgay = Otaas = 4 €30 Vo1, Otap, = 4 €3x Batn
Otgay = Otaay = Olaas = 3 €2 Vg2a Otay, = Otap, = Otap, = €2 By2a , (D.17)

to ensure (D.14) and (D.15) are invariant. These variations do not preserve (D.13) as
expected.

By eliminating the as’s, t4’s from (D.14), and then the t3’s using (D.6) there remain
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10 necessary consistency relations which become

Ui = Byss — Bysi s Uz =741 Bysf — 3Vp2a Brzg »

Us = 27941(By3b — Byse) — 3(Brze — 2 Brad) Vé2a 5

Us =2 (Vo1 Yg3a — BriaVo3b) + 3 Brab Yo2a »

Us = 71 Byse + Vo1 Y36 — By2a Vap2a 5

Us = Y1 (71 Bysd — Vo1 Byss) — By2a(V1 Y24 — Vo1 Ye2b) »

Ur = 27v41(2761 Vp3e — Batb Ye3b + Vo1 Byse) — Vo1 (By2a Y26 — 6 Y24 Baze) 5

Us = Y1 (Vo1 Y36 — 2701 Vo3¢ — 3 Batb Yo3a + By2a (V2o + Yp2a) — 3 Brze Yo24)

— V¢l 5y2a Y4p2b 5
Ug = Y12 (2761 Bysb — Brta Byse + By2a Brzb — 3Vp2a Brze)
— Brta(By2a(Yp17p2a — Yo1Yw26) + 3 V17620 Brze) 5

and
2991 Vp2a Vp3e + (Vo1 Vp3a — Y2a Vp2a) By2a = 0.

(D.18)

(D.19)

This result for vgs. is equivalent to the one in (9.11) using By = Uy = 0. Substituting for

one and two loop coefficients the relations reduce to

/BySb = 6y3l = 27 By?)b - 5y3b = 0, /By?)c - /BySb = Bde - 51/3]’ =1,

Bysb + Yu3b = 5. Vesa — 2763 = 3, Vo3 + 3 Vy3a = —3 .
27p3c — 2430 — Yyp3b = 3.

There are 14 contributions to A®) independent of A which are

AP = as; tr(@i ) tr(G; ") 0@ y') e y')
+ as (bt (G "5 ') + (s v 7)) (e ') ()
+as; (tr (G y* g5 v7) + tr(@ v g5 b)) tr(zik vty
+ asm (tr(5s ' 55 ¥ G )+tr(yzy ygy ury")) (@ y')
+ asn (0(T: Y7 Uk " 05 91) + (0 9T v Tk 7)) (@ o)
+ aso (T ' U5 ¥ Uk ) (G0 ) + asp (T e ' ) (')
+ asq (tr(y: yjﬂk Z/Z) + (@ v e y?)) (@ vy’
+ase (tr(5i v’y ') + tr(z?i v 55 y) (koY) + @y e y'))
+ass (¢0(5: y' 5 ik vy i y') + (s v 3 y’“ﬂk ' yi))
+ ase (tr(ys y* ygy ey ") + @y 5 0y Ok ')
+ asy (tr(Fi y' ygy Gy ey’ + (G’ yky iy yjy )
+ asy (tr(5i y'5; v ny The ') + (s v e o) yjy ny )
+ asw (tr (@ Ve ' 0y U 0 + (G v 0y e v i y))
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The O($?) freedom in (D.7), (D.16) extends to

Sasj = (€3p; + €36y + 2 €355) V010, Oask = 2 €2 Y41 Yop2a + (€305 + 2 €305) Vol »

Sas; = €291 Vo2b + €301 Vo1 + 2(€30; + €36, + 2 €365) V61 Vo1

Sasm = 2 €2 ¥p1 Yo2a + 2(€3a; + €305 + 2 €305) V61 Vo1 + €30, V1 »

dasn = 2 €2 (Vg1 Yo2b + Y1 Vp2b) + 2(€3a5 + 2 €3a5)781 Vb1 5

8aso = 4 €3a;, Vo1 Y1 + 2 €30, Vi »  Oasp = 26271 By2r,  Oasq = 3 €3x Batv »

Sasr = 2 €Y1 Yozb + 2(€3by + 2 €305) Voo s 055 = (€301 + €305 + 2 €305) Vo1 »

dast = 2 €21 Yoon + (3 €30, +2€30, +4 63a3)7w12 )

Sasu = 2 €2 Yp1 Yo2b + (€30 + 2 €305) V01, 0G50 = 2 €2 Y1 Byas - (D.22)

The contributions to the four loop 1" involving only the yy couplings can be obtained

by determining inequivalent pairs of vertices in (D.5). There are 36 possible contributions.
There are 36 equations resulting correspond to the number of inequivalent vertices in A®) }y
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as given in (D.21).

asj = 3 (tac, + tac, + tacy + tac, + tacy) Vo1

ask = T taVesd + 5 (taby + tans) Yw2a + 3 (Laer, + taers) Vo1
= 2 t3b, Yo2a + 3 (tae; + taes + tacy) Vo1 »

asi = ta Yyse + (taey + tacy + taey + taes) Vo1 = tac, Vo1 + (taer + taeg + taeyy) Vo1
= %(753171 + t3py ) Vo2b + (tacy + tacy) Vo1 + taers Vo1
= L t3p, Yoo + (tacy + tacs ) V1 + (taers + taers) Vot »

asm = 5 taYosf + (tery + taers + taeys + ters) Vo1 = tady Vo1 + (taeg + taer + tacy) Y1
= 130, V20 + (tady + tads ) Vo1 + (taey + taes) Vo1
= (t3a; + t3a3) V20 + (tady + tad,) Vg1 + taes Voot »

asn = 5 t2 Vp3g + (taby + tavs)Ve2o + (Faery + taers) Vo1 = t3ay Yo2a + taer Y1 + (tagy + tafs) You
= t2 Vy3e + (t3ax + t3a3)Vop2a + (tap, + tap, ) Vo1
= t3p, Yo2b + (Laeg + tacy) Vo1 + tafs Vo1

aso = t2 Yy3d + (tae, + taey)vo1 + (taf, + tags) Vo1 = 2tae; Vo1 + 2tafs Vg1
= toYysh + 2(taers + taers) Vo1 5

asp = ta Yp3m + (t3by + t3bs) Byay = t2 Byss + (tag, + tags) V1

asq = 5 (t2 Bysw + taas Bams) ,

asr = S toYpsg + 3 (F3as + t3a5) Vo2b + 5 (taes + taes) V1
= L34, Yoon + 5 (tacs + taery + taers) Vo1 »

ass = 3 (tad, + tady + tads + tag, + tags) Vo1 »

ase = by Yy3i + (bag + tag, +tagy +tags) Y1 = (faay + 2tags + tagy +tags) Y1
= (t3a; + t3a5) Yo2b + (tady + tad, +tap) Y1
= 130, Yp2b + (tads + tads + tap, +tag) Y1,

asu = 3 ta Vy3j + 5(t3as + t3as) Yoo + 5(tag + tag,) Y1
= 5 t3as Y2 + 5 (tagy + tags +tag) Y1,

asy = ta Byss + (tag, + tags) Y1 = t2 Bysp + (tage + tagy) Vo1
= ta Yysp + (t3az + t3a5) By2s = t3a; By2s + tag Vp1 5

asw = § t2 Bysz - (D.23)

This leads to the non planar condition from the relations involving as,, as,

Uio = 27p1(By3s — Yo3m) — 2761 (Bys — Y3p) + (Vo2 — 27p24) By2yf » (D.24)
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and just two other conditions

Uit = Y61 (Y35 — 2793i) + Y1 (e3d + Yse + Yosf — Y39 — Vo3h) + (Vo260 — 2Vap2a) Ver2b »
Ura = 291 Y1 Y35 — Vo1 Yo (2 Vpse + Yo3g) + Vo1 Vo34
— (27991 Yo2b — Y1 Vo2b) (Vo1 Vr2b — Vab1 Vep2a) - (D.25)

The results obtained in (D.9), (D.18), (D.24), (D.25) are a subset of those obtained in
section 9 in the general case. We list some scheme variations which are not immediately
evident from previous results

0Us = — 2vp1 Yo1 91,924 » 0Us = —2vy1 (Yo1,01,920 + 3 Yo2a,01,91) 5

0Ug = 2741 ( — Y1 Yor,y2a,01a — By2a Yor,u1,01a + 37620 Y1, a1a,016 + Uo X1, 21a) »
U0 = — 8Yy1 01,921 0U1 = —8Yp1 91,926 »

0Ura = — 2712 (2 Yyt 1,020 + Yo1,02601) - (D.26)

E Scheme Variations in General

The coordinates in quantum field theories are the couplings. Physical results should be
invariant under reparameterisations of the couplings or in this context changes of renor-
malisation scheme. Of course determining possible invariants is an exercise in differential
geometry. Under changes of scale there is a RG flow in the space of couplings determined
by a vector field, the S-function, and at any fixed point where the S-function vanishes the
scale dimensions of operators are determined by the eigenvalues of the anomalous dimension
matrix which, at a fixed point, is a two index tensor under reparameterisations.

In a perturbative context the possible reparameterisations of couplings are naturally
restricted to preserve the form of the S-function in terms of contributions corresponding to
1PI diagrams which are are superficially divergent. For an expansion in terms of diagrams
with increasing loop order there a usually a restricted set of possible vertices {V4 }, labelled
by v and edges {E.} labelled by e. The various possible e correspond to the different
fields in the theory and each v to the different basic couplings. For n, lines meeting at
a particular vertex Vi there is then an associated coupling (GV);,..s,, where i, an index
associated with the a diagram line or edge, e, connected to the vertex v. In a diagram with
a line e there is an associated two index link or propagator (P°);; with i,j = 1,...ne. For
each coupling GV there there is a symmetry group G, C S, generated by permutations of
those lines corresponding to identical particles. For convenience we may consider a basis
in which the couplings are real and (P°);; is symmetric, otherwise for complex couplings
they form conjugate pairs. For simplicity we restrict to dimensionless couplings.

It is convenient to adopt a notation where for any set of {(R);;} and {(x®);;}

(G¥ o R)iyin, = (G )iy (B jris -« (B™ )jsine »
(GYE)iyiing = 220 (G )iy ip—rGiiaing (K )iy - (E.1)
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Clearly (GVoR)oR' = G¥oRR/, with RR' = {R.R.}, (GY k) K')—((G¥ k') k) = (G [k, K]).
For an overall symmetry G then GY o R = GV, for each R® belonging to the appropriate
representation of G, and (P)u(R®)ki(R%);; = (P°)i;. For a vacuum diagram there is
a corresponding amplitude formed by joining couplings for each vertex with appropriate
propagators

A(G,P)=Alg), ¢"=G"oP3,  Alg)=A(g1), (E.2)

with G = {G"}, P ={F.} and P, is required to be symmetric. In general we require

A(GoR,RTPR)=A(G,P), A(goR)=A(g), R={R°}, R°RT =1°. (E.3)

Reparameterisations of relevance here are generated by

Dyw(G, P) = Zv G,P)- 8Gvﬂuzz w®(G, P)P°) - aie
v 0 o 0

where v¥(G, P), (w®(G, P));; are determined in terms of sums of 1PI one and higher loop
vertex and propagator graphs with vertices mapped to the appropriate GV and similarly
internal lines to P°. The 2 in (E.4) is introduced for later convenience. For a finite
transformation GV — GV/, P® — P then

G (G, P) = exp (me(G, P)) GV, PY(G,P) = exp (Dyw(G, P)) P°. (E.5)
With this definition
GV'(G,P)=G" + f (G, P), PY(G, P)’1 =pel 2¢4(G, P), (E.6)

where fV, ¢® can be expressed in terms of contributions from 1PI vertex and propagator
graphs. Following from (E.2) then

(G, P)=f'(g)oP 2, (G, P)=P2cq)P° 2, (E.7)
and )
g (G,P)=G""(G,P)o P(G,P)z = g (g9) o R, (E.8)
where )
9"(9)=(9"+ " (9)) o (1 —2c(g))" 2, (E.9)
with )
RE = (1°— 2¢°(g))? P* 2 PY(G, P)= . (E.10)
From this definition
ReERT =1°, (E.11)
The inverse of (E.8)
(9 = (9" + ["(g) o (L —2¢(g) 2, (E.12)
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is obtained by taking

9" = —f(g)e(1-C(g")?,
-1

(g =1° — (1° —2¢°(g) " = —(1° — 2¢°(9) 2 ) (1~ (9) 2. (B3

from which it follows that f¥/(g’), ¢®(g’) are both expressible as expansions in g’ in terms

[N

N

of contributions corresponding to 1PI diagrams. For f, ¢ infinitesimal the generator of
reparameterisations can be reduced, from (E.8), (E.11), to the form

0

Dy.e(G, P) = Dyi(ge)(9) + Dgw)(9),  Dnlg) = ZV: 9) g (E.14)
where
R =1°+w°, Wl = —e, (E.15)
Under a reparameterisation
A(G' P = A(G, P) = Al(g") = Alg), (E.16)

is consistent with (E.2).

The essential RG functions 5¥(G, P), 4¢(G, P) are formed from contributions corres-
ponding to 1PI diagrams, with v¢(G, P) symmetric. Corresponding to (E.3)

B(GoR,RTPR)=FY(G,P)oR, +(GoR,RTPR)=RTH(G,P)R°. (E.I7)
Reduction to the coupling g, determined as in (E.2), is achieved by taking
B(GP)=B(9)o P2, 7°(G,P) = P* T3y (g)P s, (E-18)

and then (Y(g), 7°(g) are expressible just in terms of 1PI contributions. RG flow is then
generated by

DBy’Y(Gv P) ) (Elg)
where
DjA(G,P)A(g) = Dgslg) Alg),  BY(9) = B"(9) + (977(9)), (E.20)
where we make use of
Dj,~(G, P) Pes = Pe%(fye +w®) =01 —- we)Pe% , for some w® = —w°T. (E.21)
and
Dguw)(g) Alg) = 0. (E.22)

In (E.20) the S-function 3Y(g) then has the standard form in terms of 1PI contributions
and from (E.3)

Under a reparameterisation as in (E.6)

gY@, P') = Dz ~(G,P)GY'(G, P),
(G P = —Dj,(G, P)P”(G,P)"t =~°(G, P) + Ds~(G, P)*(G, P). (E.23)
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Defining
BVI<G/,P/) OPll _ Bv/(g/) OR, Pelf e/(Gl P/) OPelf _ ReT el( )R , (E24)

then reduces, with R given by (E.10), for 5(g), v(g) to

1

BY'(g") = (BY(9) + Dalg) ' (9) — (f (9)7(9)))0(1—20(9))7,
¥'(g) = (1= 2¢(9)) 2 (1°(9) + Dplg) “(g) — {1°(9), C(9) (1 — 2¢°(g)) 2, (E.25)

=

To achieve (E.25) we make use of

Diguy(9) f(9) = (' (9)w),  Dgwy(g) *(9) = [*(g),w] .- (E.26)

The expressions obtained in (E.25) ensure that 3Y/(¢'), 7*'(¢') expanded in terms of ¢’ as
in (E.8) are expressible in terms of 1PI contributions and furthermore

BY(g") = B"(¢") + (9"1(d)) = Dsl9) ¢ + (9" ), Q=-9T, (E-27)
where
Q° = (1—2¢(9)) "2 ([c*(9),7°(9)] + Q) (1 — 2¢%(9)) 2,
Dj(g) (1 —2¢(9) 2 (1 —2¢%(g))% = (1 —2¢%(9) " (Dslg) (9) — Q). (B.28)
From (E.23)
Dy (G, P) = exp ( — Dy (G, P)) Dj (G, P)exp (Dvyw(G, P)) , (E.29)

or

BY(G, P) = exp (—Ly,(G, P))3Y (G, P), +%(G,P)=exp(—Lyw(G,P))y(G,P),
(E.30)

with, to lowest order,
68%(G,P) = —Ly4(G, P) B%(G, P) = Dj (G, P)v*(G, P) — Dy (G, P

57°%(G, P) = =Ly (G, P)1°(G, P) = Dj~(G, P)w(G, P) — Dy.(G, P)1°(G, P).
(E.31)

o
=
@
=

For application here we set up a basis of 1PI vertex and propagator graphs so that

V(G P) =" €utr Spo, GV (G, P), (G, P) =" €otr Spuy G°(G,P). (E.32)
Lr L,r

In the expansion of vV(G, P) the sum is over contributions GV (G, P) corresponding to
particular £, £ = 1,2,..., loop 1PI vertex graphs GV", with the same external lines as v,
and labelled by r. In each case Sp,,. denotes the sum over the py, permutations of the
external lines of GYY" necessary to ensure the symmetry under external line permutations
satisfied by GV. Similarly G®"(G, P) corresponds to a 1PI propagator graph G°, the
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associated permutations over external lines are Sp,,, with pes, = 1, 2 according to whether
G°Y is symmetric or not. Inserting vertex of propagator graphs generates an algebra which
arises from

1l t a /
Spoy G (G P) - 55 Spe, GE(G.P) Z NYLTEr S, GEI(GL P,
!l t 8 U~
~Sp0y GG P) 5y Spoy GG P) Z NS Sy, GG, P,
ge{v,e}, L=10+1¢. (E.33)
In general NSILZST 8 are integers.

Just as in (E.32) there is a similar expansion

BV(Ga P) = Z By er Spver Gvgr(Ga P) ) 76(G7 P) = Z Yetr Speér Geﬁr(Ga P) : (E'34)
l,r lr

The results in (E.31) then ensure

_ Z g U'r', glr _ _ _ _
504gLs - Ng NgLs ’ Xg’ﬂ’r’,gfr7 OyLs = /BvLsa QelLs = YeLs, Ny = 17 Ner = 27
g/r/Z/,re
o +e=L
Xglgl,,./’ggr = aglﬁl,r,l Egg,,‘ — Eglglrl aggr . (E35)

This is then equivalent to (10.1) and (10.2) used in section 10.
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