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A bstract

W e have extended our m ethod of grouping of Feynm an diagram s (GFD theory)
to study the transverse and longiudinal G reens fiinctions G, (k) and Gy k) n "4
m odelbelow the criticalpoint (T < T.) In presence ofan in nitesim alextemal eld.
Our method allow s a qualitative analysis not cutting the perturbation serdies. W e
have shown that the critical behavior of the G reens functions is consistent wih a
general scaling hypothesis, where the sam e critical exponents, found w ithin the GFD
theory, are valid both at T < T and T > T.. The ong{wave limit k ! 0 hasbeen
studied at T < T., showihgthatG, k)’ ak 7 andGy k)’ bk * wih exponents
d=2< , < 2and = 2 ; disthephysicalsolution ofourequations at the spatial
din ensionality 2 < d < 4, which colncides w ith the asym ptotic solution at T ! T,
aswellas w ith a non{perturbative renom alization group RG) analysis provided in
our paper. It is con med also by M onte Carlo sinulation. The exponents, as well
as the ratio tM ?=a? where M is m agnetization) are universal. The resuls of the
perturbative RG m ethod are reproduced by fom ally setting , = 2. Nevertheless,
we disorove the conventional statem ent that , = 2 is the exact resul.

1 Introduction

Phase transitions and critical phenom ena is a widely investigated eld in physics and
natural sciences ﬂ:, ::2, -?., :fl]. The current paper is devoted to further developm ent of
our origihal diagram m atic m ethod Introduced in [_5], to study the ’ % phase transition
m odelbelow the critical point. O ur approach isbased on a suiable grouping ofFeynm an
diagram s, therefore we shall call it the GFD theory. In distinction to the conventional
perturbative renom alization group RG) m ethod -B, :2!], it allow s a qualitative analysis
near and at the critical point, not cutting the perturbation series. In such a way, we have
found the set of possble values for exact critical exponents '_5] In two and three din ensions
in agreem ent w ith the known exact resuls for the two{din ensional Ising m odel [§, i1]. A
good agreem ent w ith some M onte Carlo M C) data [B, 9] and experin ents [I(J] has been
found in i_ES], aswell. T he disagream ent w ith the conventionally acoepted RG values ofthe
critical exponents has been widely discussed in [;L-}', :_1-_2], providing argum ents that very
sensitive num erical tests con m our theoretical predictions.
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The ' % model exhibits a nontrivial behavior in close vichity, as well as below the
critical tem perature T, if the order param eter is an n {com ponent vectorwith n > 1. The
related long{wave divergence of the longitudinal and transverse correlation functions (in
Fourier representation) at T < T.hasbeen studied in E;L-j,-r_l-fl] based on the hydrodynam ical
(G aussian) approxin ation. E ssentially the sam e problem has been studied before in {_fE_'»]
in tem s of the G aussian spin {wave theory [[4]. Later perturbative renom alization group
RG) studies l17,14,19,2d,21, 24, 23, 24, 251 support the G aussian approxin ation. T he
RG method is clain ed to be asym ptotically exact. H owever, we disprove this statem ent
by nding out the errors as well as unjasti ed assertions and assum ptions in the papers
w here these clain s have been established (Sec.:_9-_.]-i') . Ouranalysis predicts a non{G aussian
behavior, and we show by general physical argum ents that it m ust be the true behavior
to coincide w ith the know rigorous resuls for the classical X Y m odel. T his prediction is
strongly supported by a M onte C arlo test (Sec. :;L-g) .

2 Prmm ary equations

W e consider a ’ ¢ m odelw ith the H am itonian
Z

H=T = r’?x)+cr’ ®)*+u k) h’ &) dx; @)

w here the order param eter ’ (x) is an n {com ponent vector w ith com ponents ’ ; (x), de—
pending on the coordinate x, T isthe tem perature, h isan extermal eld. T he sam em odel,
but w thout the extemal eld h, hasbeen discussed in [E], representing the ’ * tem as

Z 7
"Pxu ks x2)' % (x2)dxidx; )
X
=v ! Tik) iko)ug vk, 5ks3) 50 k1 ko k3);
ki ko ks

where In our special case of (-'J.') we have u (x) = P (x) and y u. This is obtained by
using the Fourier representation ’ ;(x) = V 172 k< | ;k)e™™, where v = L9 is the
volum e ofthe system and d isthe spatial dim ensionality. Like in ES], here we suppose that
the eld ’ ; x) does not contain the Fourier components / ; (k) with k > . Ath = 0,
the m odel undergoes the second{order phase transition with a soontaneous long{range
ordering. Besides, all the directions of ordering are equally probabl. To rem ove this
degeneracy, we consider the them odynam ic lim it at an in nitesin al extemal eld, i. e,
}HmOL]I'ml where h = jh j. In this case the m agnetization M = K i is ordented just along
the extemal eld.W e consider also a m odelw ith Ham ilronian
Z

H=T = r’ ? (x) f)+ e’ @)+ u k) dx: 3)

In the Iim it lim lin thism odel is equivalent to the orignalone at lin lin in the sense
1oL 1 h! 0L! 1

that the m agnetization is parallel to certain axis labeled by 1= 1. Som e degeneracy still

ispresent in (_3), since tw o opposite ordering directions are equivalent, but this peculiarity

does not play any rol if we consider, e. g., the G reens function &; x) = i ; (0)’ ; ®)i. In

the Fourier representation, the correlation function G ; (k) is de ned by

hik) 50 k)i= 5Gik): 4)



H am iltonian (_3) ism ore suiable for our analysis than {1:), since the equations derived
in [] can be easily generalized to nclide the symm etry breaking temm ;{(x). t is
ncorporated In the G aussian part of the H am iltonian

X
Ho=T = o it &k® 3 k) T o o)

ik
A s a resul, the D yson equation in E] becom es

1 @ G)
gt K2 — g 6
2G:ik) 0 e L) T® ©

where D (G) is a quantiy, the diagram expansion of which contains all skeleton di-
agram s (i e. those connected diagram s w ihout outer lines containing no parts lke

— ), constructed of the fourth order vertices & 9---4 . The solid coupling
lnes in the djagraﬁg s are related to the correlation fiinction G ; k), but the dashed lines to

V lugr= V ! ukx)e ¥*dx.Herethenotation uy = uey isused fora generalization,
while the actual case of interest is gy 1. Any two solid lines connected to the sam e
kink (node) have the sam e index i. A cocording to the de nition, Eq. ('6) is exact. It is
ensured including the rem aindertem #; (k) which does not contribute to the perturbation
expansion In u power series. Quantity D (G ) is given by

DG)=D G;l)+ Ir--rJ @)

whereD (G; ) isthe solution ofthe di erential equation

1X @
D G;)= 5 WL 2@ ) gD Gi) @®)
q
w ith the boundary condition
1X
D G;0)= = hi 2 9@i; )
2 q
w here X
O@= 2uv ' Gik)Gi@ k): 10)
ik

Here (g; ) isa quantity having the diagram expansion
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Including alldiagram softhiskind which cannotbe split iIn two as follow s ———, '——
T hese are skeleton diagram s w ith respect to both the solid and the waved lines (i. e., do
not contain parts ke — and/or ) w ith factors

k * = wv =L 2 &; )] 12)



corresponding to the waved lines, and factor V lU.q corresponding to a pair of xed
(form ally considered as nonequivalent) broken dashed lines In @1;') . Quantity (g; ) is
de ned by converging sum and integrals (cf. Sec. 4.7 and Appendix A in @]), ie,

g r zr
@) = 9@+ eb®dy e ™B(@q; tt)dy; 13)
0 0
B @ it = # e ® g ) (14)
n=1 (n')Z

where @) (q; ) represents the sum of diagram s of the n{th order in {11), and p is a
constant 0 < p < 1=2. N ote that the zeroth {order term is given by Eg. G'_l-g) .

Based on these equations of the GFD theory, we have derived the possbl values
of the exact critical exponents and  describing the divergence of susceptibility, i. e.

/ (T T.) ,and correlation length, i. e. / (I T.) , when approaching the
criticalpoint T = T, from highertem peratures. T hese values at the spatialdin ensionality
d= 2;3 and the dimn ensionality ofthe order param etern = 1;2;3;::: (only thecasen= 1
ismeaningfulat d= 2) are ES]

d+ 23+ 4m
= - ; 15)
ddl+m+ J) 23
20+ m)+ j
- Qrmitd (16)
ddl+m+ J) 23
where m may have valuesm = 1;2;3;:::; and jmay have values j= m, m + 1,

m + 2;:::A generalhypothesis relating the values ofm and j to di erent m odels, aswell
as oorrections to scaling for di erent physical quantities and several num erical tests have
been discussed in {_1-;,:}2] Herewe only mention thatm = 3 and j= Ohodsatn= 1to
coincide w ith the known exact results for 2D Ising m odel.

Since our equations contain the diagram expansion In tem s of the true correlation
function G ; (k) instead of the G aussian one, they allow an analytic continuation from the
region rp > 0, where they have an cbvious physical solution Eﬁ], to arbitrary ry value.
One has to start wih a nite volum e, considering the thermm odynam ic lim it afterwards.
In this paper we have extended our analysis to include the region of negative ry values
below the critical point and to study the transverse and longitudinal uctuations of the
order param eter eld in presence of an In nitesim alextemal eld.

3 A lfernative form ulation of the basic equations

An altemative form ulation of our diagram m atic equations can be helpfiil to prove som e
basic properties of the solution (see the end of A ppendix). Nam ely, a resum m ation of the
self{energy diagram scontalned nRi k)= @D (G ;1)=0G; (k) can beused instead of @) .

A sdiscussed In [§], these are skeleton diagram s lke k—',—lli w ith tw o outer solid lines,
obtained by breaking one solid line w ith wave vector k in the coupled skeleton diagram s of
D (G;1). A ccording to ournotation, the factors ofthe linesm arked by crosses are om ited,
and \coupled" m eans that the diagram does not contain outer lines. T he summ ation over
the Ilnear chains of blocks ---4F-- contained In the self{energy diagram s of R; k)



can be perform ed, as it has been done In ES] w ih the diagram s of (; ). It yilds the
expansion ofR; k) represented by skeleton diagram s where the true correlation fiinction
G; (k) is related to the solid lines and the dashed lines are replaced by the waved lines.
Like in C_l-i_li), these diagram s do not contain parts — and b . A cocording
to (1), the diagram  3T--TJ isnot included in D (G ;1), and it also cannot be involved
In the actualgrouping of diagram s since the extension of dashed line by adding the blocks
---4-- would yield non{skekton diagram s in this case. In such a way, we have the
expansion

# # v

r
Rik)= ik Jgr ik + ik g - gk o+ oo a”
Here we have indicated explicitly that certain index 1 i n refers to the outer Iines
In the n{com ponent case. The waved line, given by @.-g), corresponds to = 1. The
com binatorial factors 4, 32, etc., are included in the diagram s not distinguishing the two
orientations w ith respect to the vectors k and k as di erent. The resumm ation of
expansion (r_l-j) can be m ade by adopting our m ethod presented by Egs. @.—3) and ('_ZI.-fI) .
T heD yson equation {:6) can be form ulated In accordance w ith the variationalprinciple,
ie. it ©ollow s from the extrem um condition @F G )=QG ; k) = 0 ofthe reduced free energy
function

1X X 1
FG)= > nhpP Gik)l+ 1 k)G i k) > D G): (18)
ik ik
Here k)= 1y it ck? and ® G ) depends on the set of discrete variabls G ; k),
as oconsistent w ith the diagramm atic de nition of D (G). This finction is related to the
freeenergy F = T InZ via® G)= F=T.First i hasbeen obtained in R6] for the case
n = 1. The fact that ¥ (G ) provides the diagram m atic representation of the reduced free
energy can be proven as follow s. A ccording to {6), @F G )=Q@G; k) = 0 holds, neglecting
the rem ainder term #; (k). It m eans that
@E=T)

Gik)=VH?*&)i e 19)
0

e X

I
e,

is true w ithin the diagram m atic perturbation theory. Besides, it is straightforward to
check that ® (G) = F=T hodsatry ! +1 . By Integration In (-'J.-_S’a) over rp from +1 to
any nitevaliewe nd that B G )= F=T isvald in general.

4 The correlation function and susceptibility below T.

Som e In portant relations between the correlation fiinction, the long{range order param e~
terM (e.qg. m agnetization or polarization), and susceptbility , follow ing directly from
the rstprinciples, are considered in this section.
W e have de ned the correlation function in the coordinate representation as
X )
Gik)=Nik1) i1+ x)i=V ' Gik)e (20)
k

For sim plicity, xst, let us consider the one{com ponent case. In this case (om itting the
index i) we have Ej]

M 2= ijl@(x)=G(0)=v at V! 1 ; 1)



or

Cx)=M°?+ ') ; ©@2)

where &%) tendsto zero ifx ! 1 . In the Fourier representation ('_2-2) reduces to
G k)= xoVM*+ G k) @3)

where G %(k) is the Fourder transform of €%(x). T he susoeptibility, caloulated directly from
the G bbs distrbution, is
@h i

= lim I ¢ x) NiZ dx=G%0): 4)
h!t oL! 1 (@h h! OL! 1

In thislimit h' i= M holds, the latter, however, is not correct at h = O when Y i = 0.
The considered lin it for existsand G°(0) hasa nite value in ourcase ofn = 1, since the
correlation function §°(x) is characterized by a nie correlation length , which ensures
the convergence of the integralin {24).

Consider now the casen > 1. Ifan extemal eld is applied along the i{th axis with
i= 1 (ven ifh ! 0), the Iongitudinal G reens function G k) G;1 k) behaves in a
di erent way than the transverseone G, k) Gy(k)wih j6 1. It isa rigorously stated
fact 'B] that G, (0) divergesasM =h ifh ! 0below T., which is related to the divergence
of the transverse susceptibility In this case. In analogy to (_23) and {_2-4) we have

Grk) = xoVMZ+Gpk); ©25)
o)) @M =@h = G () : 26)

O ur further analysis show s that the longitudinal susceptbilty  h) divergesath ! 0
or2< d< 4andn> 1,ie, G k) divergesat k | 0. Note that G? k) = Gy k) holds
at k 6 0. The Iongwavelength divergences of the transverse and longiudinal correlation
functions below T, is known In literature as the G oldstone m ode singularities established
by the G oldstone theoram LZ-:Z, -'_ZI.-'_S]

5 G eneralized scaling hypothesis

A coording to the know n E] scaling hypothesis, the correlation function above the critical
polnt,i.e.atT > Toand T ! T, can be represented In a scaled formm

Gik)" % gk ); @7)

where isthe correlation length, isthe criticalexponent, and g(z) is a scaling finction.
Since t holds, wheret = ([T=T.) 1 isthe reduced tem perature, the correlation
finction can be represented also as

Gik)" t g kt ; (28)

where = (2 ) . Since the phase transition occursm erely at a single point h= t= 0
In the h{t plane, there exists a way how the scaling relations like (_2-:2) or (_2-?.) can be
continued to the region t < 0 passing the shgularpointh = t= 0. Eq. 6_2-_7.) is not valid
ath= 0and t< 0 in thecassofn > 1, sjnoeG]i’(O) and, therefore, the correlation length



divergesath ! 0 [cf. Eq. '(_2-_4)]. The known scaling relations are recovered assum ing
that the physical picture ram ains sin ilar ifwe approach the critical point ket ! stand
h ! s h,where s < 1 is the rescaling factor. Thus, the distance from the critical point

£= £+ n* and the polarangle = arctan h'= =t i thet { h'™ plane are two
relevant scaling argum ents. A ccording to this discussion, a suitable generalization of the
scaling relation 4) is

Gik)” € g k€ ; 29)
which istrue at £ ! 0 r any given valies of k€ and . Consider G, () at a small
negative t. Taking into account that h'= 7 £ ( yandM / (t) © h = ( )  hod
at ! , the correct result G, (0) ’ M =h is obtained in this Iim it ifg, ©O; ) / ( )
holds at ! 0 and the scaling dinension is = + . By generalizing the scaling
relationM / (t) toM / £ (@ta xed )we dbtain also the correct behaviorM / h'™
att= 0,where =1+ = .Eq.:_(-g:9) m akes sense for G, k) at k 6 0. A ccording to {_2-5)

and G_2-§), the Iongiudinal susogptibility is ¢ = Gg 0) = Gy (+0), where G + 0) denotes
the value of the G reens function at an In niely sn all, but nonzero k value. It is easy
to check that {£9) reproduces the known scaling behavior of , fort 0both ath = 0

(x/t )andatt=0 (4/h” ').Inthelmith! 0Eq. 9 yields

Gik) 7 Jt3 g kit3 at t> 0 30)
Gik) " Jtj g; kijtj at t< 05y (31)
where Q[Jir (z) = gi(z;0) and g; (z) = gi(z; ). The analysis of our diagram m atic equations

con m the scaling relations 30) and @L). I shows also that, in the case of the order
param eter din ensionality n > 1, both the Iongitudinaland the transverse G reens fiinctions
diverge at k ! Owhen T < T.. tmeansthat g, (z) divergesat z ! 0 forn > 1. In
any case we have g; (z) / z % atz! 1 , which m eans that the correlation fiinction
continuously transform s to the known critical G reens function G; (k) k ¥ att! 0.

6 Exact scaling relations and their consequences

In distinction to Sec.:jEﬂ, here we consider other kind of scaling relations which also are
relevant to our further analysis. T hese are exact and rigorous relations between the cor-
relation function and param eters of the H am ittonian H =T = H ¢=T + H =T, where H (=T
is given by @) and H ;=T represents the ’ ¢ contribution ('Q) atux = u.

Follow ing the m ethod described In Appendix B of ES], the Ham iltonian H =T is trans-
form ed to

X
H=T = R m+p’ 3 i) T (32)
ip
1 X
+ Vv, i1) iP2) @3) 5( P1 P2 P3);
Lip1P2P3
where ;p)=uc?®@ ., k),p=cu k,R=rndu?,and = u? & .Her

= 1=@ d) and the summ ation over p takes place wihin p < py = & u n



accordance w ith the rescaled volime V; = Ve 2@ u? . A ccording to 32) we have

D E D E
Gik)= i) F =Fu? 3 ¥ = u?agEipiR; M) (33)

where, at xed d and n, g; is a function of the given argum ents only. T he them odynam ic
Im it existsat k € 0, so that In this case we can w rite

n lm Gik)= ¢ u ? GiEipoiR) ; (34)
w here the scaling function §; represents the lin i of g;. IfR is varied, then the m odel
w ith H am iltonian C_?;Z_i) undergoes the second {order phase transition at som e critical value
R =R.(p) < 0.Thus, Eqg. (-'_3§:) can be rew ritten In new variables w ith a scaling fiinction
gieipoit),wheret=1 ®R=R.)=1 (p=ry.) isthe reduced tem perature, ryc being the
critical value of ry. T hus, we have

i ipo;R) = gifPipoit) : (35)

Based on 34) and {35), we can m ake som e conclusions about the scaling of the critical
region for the reduced tem perature t, aswell as for the wave vector k at t= 0 and also at
a xed t< 0. The latter case is rekevant for the Iong{wave Iimit k! Oatn > 1. By the
critical region wem ean the region inside ofwhich the correlation function iswell described
by a certain asym ptotical Jaw . A ccording to (_321) and C_?:S), the w idth ofthe critical region
terit OF Kerit, @as well as the coe cients In asym ptotic expansions in powers ofk at a xed
t (t= 0 orn lort< O orn > 1) can be written in a scaled form with (or w ithout)
pow er{like prefactors and scaling fiinctions containing sihgle argum ent pg = ¢ u

Thelm itu ! 0 isInportant in our consideration. T o extract exact critical exponents
from our equations, it has to be ensured that, Inside the critical region, the rem ainder
tem #;(k) in @) ismudh an aller than any term in the asym ptotic expansion of 1=G ; k).
Thisispossblkatu ! 0 ifthese expansion term s and also the w idth ofthe critical region
do not tend to zero faster than any positive power ofu E_Ei]. For the scaling functions ofpyg,
thelmitu! O0isequivalenttothelmi ! 1 atd< 4. The rlvant quantities (terit,
kerit, @and expansion coe cients at k pow ers) can tend to zero exponentially atu ! 0 only
ifthe corresponding scaling fiinctions of & u do so. The Iatter would m ean that these
quantities are very strongly (exponentially) a ected by any relatively am all variation of
the uppercuto param eter at large wvalues. It seem sto be rather unphysical, since the
Iong{wave behaviorata xed t (also att< 0) cannot be so sensitive to an allvariations in
the short{range Interactions. D ue to the pining of the asym ptotic solutions, the fact that
the expansion coe cients In k power seriesat t = 0 are not exponentially sm allin u m eans
also that the sam e is true for the expansion coe cients In jt jpower serdes at jt j' 0.
Thus, only the ram ainder term #; k) tends to zero faster than u® at any s > 0, provided
that our solution represents an analytic continuation (see the end ofSec.-'_Z) from the stable
dom ain ry > 0 where our equations have origihated and w here thisbasic property of #; k)
follow s directly from our derivations. It in plies, in particular, that the solution below
T. should coincide w ith {31), as consistent w ith the existence of continuous second {order
phase transition. If we have a an ooth solution of this kind, then the critical exponents
can be detem ined by considering suitable linits §] @ ! Oand k  u'keesr @), 0oru! 0
andt u" tygp@@)wihr> 0)notonlyatT = Tcand T ! T.,butalsoatT < Te. In
this case the rem ainder tem #; (k) is neglighly small fi].



7 The low {tem perature solution atn=1

Let usnow consider the solution of our equationsbelow the critical point starting w ith the
casen = 1. The symm etry breaking temrm with  is irrelevant at n = 1, therefore we set

= 0. A coording to K2-_i), 1=G () vanishesat k = 0 in the them odynam iclimitVv ! 1,
so that the equation (_6) (taking into account {7}) and om itting the irrelevant correction
#;(k)) for scalar order{param eter eld (h = 1) can be w ritten as

1=2G; k)) = &*+Ri(k) R1(0) at k60; (36)
1=2G,0)) = ro+2u€+R;(0)=0; 37)

where (for arbitrary n) D B N
¢= ‘&) =v ! Gik); (38)

ik

@D G;1)
Rik)= — 1" 39
k) G 6 39)

To sin plify the notation, furtherwe shallom it the index i 1 in the actualcase ofn = 1.
A ccording to G_Z-}'), single temm w ith k = 0 gives a nonvanishing contrbution to (_3-?.) at
V ! 1 ,whilke the contrbution of all other term sm ay be replaced by an integral, i. e.,
Z
¢=M*+ 2 )% G°%)dk : (40)

Similarly, tem swith M ?,M %, M °, etc. appear in {{1) due to the contrbutions provided
by zero{vectors related to som e ofthe solid lines. For instance, the zeroth {order termm {_l-g)
reads 7

@@= 20 M?c@+ @ )?* c¢°k)c’% k)dk : 41)

The term s w th the spontaneous m agnetization M appear in our equations In a natural
way ifwe rst consider a very large, but nite volum e V , which then is tended to in niy.
They appear as a feedback which does not allow the right hand side of {_3-:2) to becom e
negative, by keeping it at 1=2G (0)) 1=V ,when ry goesto lJarge enough negative values.
The actualm odelat n = 1 belongs to the Ising universality class characterized by a
nite correlation length at T < T.. It means that G°0) hasa nite valuie and 1=G (k)
transform s to zero at k = 0 by a Jum p. A coording to {_3-_6), itmeansthat R +0) 6 R (0)
holds, where the value of R (k) at an in nitesin alnon{zero k is denoted by R (+0). To
show that this is really possible, consider the contrbution (denoted by R © (k)) ofthe st
diagram in {1) which yields

4uM 2

RP¢0)=RrR®0)+ K
1+ 4u 2M 2G00)+ @ ) 9 G%®(@@)dg

42)

From @-g) weseethatR (+0) & R (0) holds, In general, ifG 000) hasa nitevalue. T herefore
such a selftonsistent solution is, in principle, possble.

Consider now the solution at ry ! 1 and smalluy, i.e. at low tem peratures. In this
case we nd a solution such that

M?= r=@u); Gk)= 1=@r); k; )=£(;n); (43)



hold atany xedu> Oandk 6 0, ifrg ! 1 ,where A is a constant independent of
ro, ¢, and , £( ;A) isa function of the given argum ents. O ne expects that A tends to
som e universalconstant atu ! 0. In this case, at A = 4, our solution coincides w ith the
G aussian approxin ation .

e = —
k) 4r0+ 2Ck2

(44)
T he correction ck? has been neglected in {_43) .

ConditionM 2 = 1ry=(u), corresponding to them ininum of B),ho]ds forany physical
solution ifry ! 1 sihce uctuations are suppressed. T his follow s from (:ﬂ) and ({IQ), if
them ain term s ry and 2uM 2 are retained in C_?:j)

Quantity (0; ) in the denom inator of @-g) diverges In the them odynam ic lin it
V ! 1 lkeV oreven faster, i. e, lke V wih 1, as shown In Appendix. The
divergence appears due to the special contributions provided by zero wave vectors k = 0
related to som e of the solid lines in the diagram expansion {I1) of (0; ) at T < Te.
T hese diverging termm s m ake the analysis below T. m ore di cult as com pared to the case
T T, discussed ;n [].

In spite ofthedivergence of (0; ),ashglketem withg= 0 in (E_E{) does not contribute
toD G; )andR (k) ifVv ! 1 .Really, if (0; ) divergesas (V=Vo)S Vo isthe volum e
ofan elem entary cell) w ith s > 0, then thissingle temm isapproxim ately (s=2) = V=Y),
w hereas the whole sum isproportionalto V=V,. On the otherhand, (0; ) appearsin the
denom inator of the corresponding term if the derivative w ith respect to G (k) is calculated
in @), therefore, this term cannot be by a factorV larger than other tem s, i. e., it cannot
give an especial contribution.

The perturbation sum for (k; ) atk 6 0 also contains tem sdivergihgatVv ! 1 .
In a nom alcase, the constraint k = 0 forwave vectors ofm solid linesin a diagram m eans
rem ovalofm Integrations over wave vectors. H ow ever, for som e distributions of the zero{
vectors this condition is violated, which yields the diverging term s. W e have shown In

0 0

Appendix that the divergent term s contain insertions lke, e. g, 0 EZj 0 wih 2m

outer solid lines having xed k = 0 vectors. As shown in Appendix, a resumm ation of
these Insertions gives a non {divergent resul. Besides, the sin pli ed analysiswhich ignores
these nsertions is qualitatively correct, as regards the general scaling form ofthe solution.
However, for a com plkte form al correctness we should take into acoount the fact that
speci ¢ values of scaling functions can be renom alized by these zero{vector{cum ulant
(see Appendix for explanation) Insertions. Further we shall call the tem s w thout such
nsertions the \nom al" tem s or contribbutions. Our results at T < T, are com pletely
consistent wih those at T = T, and T > T, and agree w ith the non{perturbative RG

analysis provided in Sec@-_ﬁ . It con m s the statem ents m ade in this paragraph.

An Im portant property of the \nom al" contrbutionsto (; ) atk & 0 isthat any
termm , where zero wave vector is related to a waved line, vanishes In the them odynam ic
ImiVv ! 1 . TItholdsbecause the waved line vanishes due to the divergence of (0; ).

Condition (; )= f£( ;A)atk$ 0 hodsify ! 1 because ©@ (@) and alltem s
of the sum (_l-fl) in this lim it depend m erely on param eters and A forany xed u. The
latter is true In the approxin ation where no zero{vector{cum ulants are included, since
them ain tem s com e from the diagram s .n {11}) ifwe extract the contribution, containing
no Integrals, where one half of the solid lines have zero wave vectors k = 0 (it yields a
factor M 2 for the rst diagram , M 4 { for the second diagram , and so on). Besides, the
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waved lines should have nonzero w ave vectors, as explained before. A ccording to {43) each
replacem ent of G (0)=V = M ? by an integral over wave vectors produces a factor Ty 2,
T his is the reason why them ain term s at ry ! 1 oontain no integrals.

These main temm s lead to asym ptotic solutions (@t ry ! 1) for quantities
@ (g; )=Q@G k) and @D G; )=Q@G () atg= k 6 0 in the form where  ism uliplied by
som e function of and A,namely,R k)= Q A)p.Thismain contrdbution vanishes at
k = 0, since the derivation @ (0; )=@G (0), In plicated in the calculation ofR (0), m eans
rem oval of a diverging factor G (0) V. Quantity (0; ) diverges, whereas the waved
Iines In this case contain vanishing factors 1= (0; ) providing nite value ofthe deriva—
tiveatV ! 1 . Therefore, by substitutingR k)= Q &)1y into (6) and retaining only
the lrading tem s, we cbtain a selftonsistent equation 20 A ) = A for the unknown am pli-
tude A . Follow ing the consideration in A ppendix, the Inclision of zero{vector{cum ulant
Insertions can m erely renom alize the function Q @A ).

8 A sym ptotic solution at T ! T,

O ur equations provide the asym ptotic solution at T ! T., where T < T., In the scaled
form {31) which allow s a uni ed description provided here orn 1.

Like in '5], here we assum e that rp is the only param eter in ('3) whicth depends on
tem perature T and the dependence is linear. At the critical point ry = 1y we have
1=G;+0)= 0 Poralliat J'{novll'ml , so that the D yson equation @) in this lim it reads

I . ™ Lo e & +R:40) R,40) 45)
2G; +0) dT

1 1

= Ck2 R Ry 0) : 46
2Gik) 2651(+0) PR wo e

Here =3jT T .Jjisananabgofjtji (1),& andR; *+0) R, (0) arethevaliesof®
and R; (0) calculated at the critical G reens function G ; k) = G; (k) considered as a known
xed quantity. D ue to the symm etry breaking tem 31 I {-_3), only the longiudinal
com ponent 1=G 1 (0) 1=G, (0) becom es as an all as 1=V when ry is decreased below
Yoo, 9iving rise to the m agnetization M 2 = Gy (0)=V . Acocording to @-gi), the condition
1=G,0)=0atV ! 1 means

1= 2G, (+0) = R, (+0) Ry () : @7)

Equations @5) and {6) are analogous to (48) and (49) in [i] derived for T > T,
and sin ilar m ethod of analysis is valid. N am ely, correct results for the G reens function
w ithin the asym ptotical region k 1=" can be obtained considering the Imit u ! O
and u ™ o (), and form ally cuttihg the integration over G ; k) and G; k) In {_4-5)
and @6) by k < = u Tk ;@)=". Here @) and keri (1) are the widths of the
critical regions for and k, regpectively, r is any positive constant, and " isan analog of
the correlation length. A coording to the generalized scaling hypothesis In Sec. :_5, onem ay
sst "= (T = T+ ). Note that our equations {45) to 74) do not contain ryc. Only
such a form is acosptable in this analysis: contrary to the critical exponents the critical
tem perature is essentially a ected by the short{wave uctuations.

11



W e start our analysis w ith the \nom al" ot divergihgatV ! 1 ) tem sdiscussed in
Sec.:j by using the wellknown scaling relation

2 =d 2+ ) =d (48)

relevant to M . Our diagram equations becom e exact In the theoretical lim its
considered, and it allow s In principle to nd the exact critical exponents by solving these
equations (Sec. :_6) . Therefore, the asym ptotic solution satis es the existing exact relations
between the critical exponents, ncluding (48). In fact, {_4-§) is the necessary condition at
which the diagram s below T, have certain scaling properties, sin ilar to those above T,
w here the exponents are comm on for the diagram s of all orders.

Selftonsistent solutions for (g; ) and ©r@D G; )=Q@G; (k) can be bund at 2 < d<
4, having sin ilar form as in the case T > T, -ﬁ]. This is true for the \nom al" tem s
because partial contributions in {3) proportionaltoM %, M ?, M *, etc., (corresponding
to cases where zero{vectors are related to 0, 1, 2, etc., solid lines In diagram s @-Z_L')) have
the sam e form and the sam e comm on factor 2+d gsatT > T.. It is easy to prove
this property for diagram s of all orders by a sin ple nom alization of all wave vectors to

, Ike g°= g= , with the cutting of Integration discussed above. C ontrary to the case
T > T, themam term of @ (g; )=Q@G; (k) at T < T, orgiven u, d, and n has the fom

@ @ )Gik)=Vv *  vi@%k% )+ kg ¢ ¥ @%K% ) (49)

obtained by the above nom alization, where k0= k . The additional (second) temm
is due to the Hlow ing. If in som e diagram s of (I1) the wave vectors for som e solid lines
are xed k; = 0 (this yields an especial contrbution merely at T < T.), then the wave
vectors of som e other solid lines also have a xed value k,; = g. Thisproduces the second
(extraordinary) tem after derivation ofthe lnesw ith a xed wave vector g. T he sim plest
exam pl is provided by the st diagram in G_l-]_l) represented by (,Z_l-]_;). The 1rst tem
n ('_4-11'), which at arbitrary n reads 4uM 2G; (), yiEelds an extraordiary contribution
4u i qxM % to {49) . I general, any diagram of (L 1) can be represented as two separate

parts connected by m solid lines, e. g., like ___g__ .Each such representation
gives an extraordinary contribution provided that no m ore than one pair of the connecting
lines m eet at the sam e node lke 4 .Sice solid lines alw ays m ake closed loops, m
is even number. The same Index i is related to all lines of one loop, therefore, even
num ber of lines am ong those connecting the blocks can be associated with 1= 1. Thus,
an extraordinary contrbution isprovided by xingi= landk; = 0 orm 1 connecting
Iines, since this I plies the constraint 1 = 1 and k, = g for the ram aining one lne.
However, only those con gurations give a nonvanishing contribution at vV ! 1 where no
m ore than one wave vector k; = 0 refers to each of the con gurations 4 .In the
opposite case the waved line also has zero w ave vector yielding vanishing contribution due
to the divergence of (0; ).
T he additional term in @'_é) essentially di ers from the ordinary ( rst) tem by factor
kiqgV 4 because I this case the derivation procedure does not m ean rem ovalof integra—
tion over wave vectors. Both term s provide @D G ; )=Q@G; k) = ek% ), shgl tem
wihg= 0 i @) being negligble, as discussed in Sec;?,. This scaled form isvalid also for
i> 1 and agree wih that at T > T. derived in 'g]. The term with ,; does not give a
contrbution to @D G; )=@Gi k) atV ! 1 ifk = 0:any ofthe partial contributions to
O; ), where zero{vectors are related to the connecting solid lines in a con guration like

12



___g__ ysbyafactor G1(0) G, 0)’' M 2V larger than the corresponding
term of @ (0; )=@G . (0), where factor G (0) is rem oved according to derivation of the
connecting lines wih k = 0. No diverging factor is removed at k = + 0 if G, (+ 0) has
a nie valie, therefore, R (+ 0) and R (0) are not denticalat n = 1. In any case, this
peculiarity refers only to the longitudinal com ponent, so that R, +0) = R, (0) holds In
general.

T he above discussed peculiarities w ith the extraordinary tem s are irrelevant, as re—
gards the exponents in the asym ptotic expansion of G; (k). The magnetization M has
corrections to scaling w ith the sam e exponents as other tem s in (_4-5) and dfl-gt) (@lthough
som e expansion coe cients can be zero). This is consistent w ih the additional condi-
tion @-:/:) { the equation forM . T he corrections to scaling have the sasme orign at T < T
and T > T.:thetem ck? in (46) isby a factor z am aller than the leading term and
the term \1" In C_l-gl) gives (In the sam e sense) a correction 2 4 | m such a way, the
general scaling form ofthe solution forR; (k) and G ; (k) appearstobethesameat T < T,
and T > T.. Follow Ing the A ppendix, it rem ainsunchanged in the com plte analysiswhich
takes into account all possible distributions ofk = 0 vectors in the diagram s of (1), and
not only the \nom al" contributions w ithout the zero{vector{cum ulant insertions.

T hus, for the gpational dim ensionality 2 < d < 4, the correlation function at T < T¢
has sin ilar singular structure as in the case of T > T, [;‘5], i. e., we have an asym ptotic
expansion

Gik)= gtk (50)

wih o= 0 and correction exponents
v=n- (2 )+ ms @ d ) 1)

valid for ¥ 1, wheren. and m . are nteger numbers 0, and n-+ m 1. Therefore,
using the sam e argum entsas in the case of T > T, E], w e conclude that the possible values
of exponents and are given by :_(1_5) and :_(]-;B) . It agree w ith the generalized scaling
hypothesis In Sec.:_Ei which tells us that the values of the exponents m ust be the sam e at
T>Te.and T < Te.

9 The asym ptotic long{w ave behavior below To.atn> 1

9.1 D iscussion of the existing results
A ccording to the conventionalbeliev [14,17,18,119,2d,2: p
G reens function G, (k) divergeslkek *? wih , = 2atk ! 0below T, forthe system s
wih O (0 2) rotational sym m etry. It corresponds to the G (k) kd 4 divergence of the
longitudinal G reens function. Besides, the sihgular structure of the correlation functions
is represented by an expansion in powers ofk? ¢ and k¢ ? [_2-2, :_2-3] Fom ally, our resuls
agree w ith these onesat , = 2. Nevertheless, below wew illshow that , < 2 holdsnear
two din ensionsatn = 2.

A susually acocepted In lattice m odels, here (in this subsection) we de ne that all the
param eters of the nom alized H am ittonian H =T {3) are proportional to the inverse tem —
perature 1=T . In this case ry is negative. W e propose the Pllow ing argum ent. The

assum ption that G, k) ’ a(T)k 2 hods (with som e tem perature{dependent am plitude

1,24,23,24,25,24), the transverse
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a(T)) in the stabl region below the critical point, i.e., at T T.=C ,where C isan aroi-
trarily large constant, leads to a conclusion that the critical tem perature T, continuously
tendsto zeroat d! 2 (supposed d> 2). Really, at , = 2 we have
D 5 E 1X 5
"Tx) = v Gik)" M (52)
ik

Z

#
1 d 2
ced elpms B USE 2 am)

d 2

where S (d) isthe area ofunit sphere In d din ensions. Since the am plitude ofthe transverse
uctuations never can vanish at a nite tem perature, Eq. (5-2_:) In plies that the average
"2() divergesat T = To=C when d ! 2, if T. remains nite. Thus, we obtain an
unphysical result unless the critical tem perature T, and, therefore, a (T.=C ) tend to zero
atd! 2.

O n the otherhand, it is a rigorously stated fact £9,:30] that the classical2D X Y m odel
undergoes the K osterlitz{T houless phase transition at a nite tem perature Ty, . Tt m eans
that a certain structural order w ithout the spontaneous m agnetization exists w ithin the
tem perature region T < Ty, . There is a general tendency of disordering w ith decreasing
the spatial din ensionality d, and not vice versa. T hus, since the structural order exists at
T < Ty and d= 2, som e kind of order necessarily existsalsoat T < Ty, andd> 2. Since
the classical X Y m odel undergoes the disorder ! long{range order phase transiion at
d> 2, this cbviously is the long{range order. T hus, the critical tem perature at d= 2+ "
is T¢ Txr & 0 for an In nitesim al and positive ", and it drops to zero by a Jump at
d= 2 ", as consistent w ith the rigorous consideration in R4].

The classical X Y m odelbelbngs to the sam e universality class as the actual’ ¢ m odel
atn = 2, which m eans that both m odels becom e fully equivalent after a renom alization
(@ suitable renom alization w ill be discussed in Sec.9.5). Thus, T, does not vanish at
d! 2 (rd> 2) also in the’ * model. In such a way, the assum ption G, k)’ aT)k ?
leads to a contradiction. In the stablk region T < T.=C, the G aussian approxin ation
G, k)’ 1= (2ck?) m akes sense at nite not too an allvalues ofk. T he above contradiction
m eans that the G aussian approxin ation wih , = 2 cannot be extended tok ! 0 in
vichiy ofd= 2. The contradiction isrem oved only if , < 2holdsatd ! 2 in the actual
case ofn = 2.

Tt has been stated in B3, 25] that the essentially Gaussian result , = 2 of the
perturbative RG theory should be exact. H owever, som e of the obtained \exact" results
are rather unphysical. In particular, we nd from Eqg. (3.6) in f@-é_l:] and from the formula
h ?i= 6A=up given in the line just below that

Z 4
2 s d'q

h“x)i= N 1) 7 (53)
holds, where (x) is the transverse N 1){com ponent eld which, in our notation, is
com posed ofn 1 com ponents labeled by ndex j6 1. Eq. ("_.5-3) representsa senseless resu lt,
since h 2 (x)i given by this equation diverges at d ! 2. It is clear that h 2 (x)i cannot
diverge in reality, as it follow s from the H am iltonian density (2.1) in _[2-4] (H am iltonian @:)
in our paper): any eld con guration wih diverging 2 (x) provides a divergent  (x){
dependent term
Uo

T (54)

“9r &) F+
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In the Ham ittonian density and, therefore, gives no essential contribution to the statis-
tical averages. The result 63) corresponds to a poor approxin ation where the second
term In {_5-4) is neglkcted. In a surprising way, based on W ard identities, authors of @-1_1]
and related papers have lost all the purely transverse diagram s, generated by the tem
% (2 (x))2, and stated that this is the exact result at ry ! 1 aswellasatk ! O.
A ccording to B3, 24], the actual transverse temm appears to be hidden in a shifted lon-
gitudinal eld s, which is considered as an independent G aussian variablk (cf. Egs. (3.5)
and (3.6) n R3)). Obviously, this is the fatal trivial error which Jads to the above dis-
cussed unphysical result @5-3), since the determ nant of the transform ation Jaccbian (from
, sto ,s) isom ited In the relevant functional Integrals. In thism anner the 74 m odel
can be iInm ediately reduced to the ’ ? modelby considering s = /2 as a new variablk!
Incluiding the Jacobian of the nonlinear transfomm ation, the resulting m odel, however,

rem ains non {G aussian. Since @'_5-3) com es from
Z

hi)i= N 1)) G, k)dk; (55)

the unphysical divergence ofh 2 (x)im eans that the predicted G aussian form ofthe trans-
verse correlation fiinction G-, (k) is lncorrect. A nother aspect is that the m ethod used
n {_2-3, :_22!] gives - 2 also at n = 2 In contradiction wih our previous discussion
conceming the known rigorous results for the X Y m odel.

O ur consideration does not contradict the conventional statem ent (see [_2-53] and refer—
ences therein) that the G aussian soin {w ave theory {_fé] becom esexact at low tem peratures,
but only in the sense that it holds for any given nonzero k at T ! 0, and in the lim it

]S;Ino J'po in particular. H owever, the actual Iim it of interest isk ! 0 or, equally, J'po ]S;Ino .
! T! T! !

T herefore, contrary to the assertions in E@:, -'_2-5], it is In possib e to m ake any rigorous con—
clision regarding the exponent -, (or any related exponent) based on the fact that the
G aussian spin{wave theory becomesexactat T ! 0. O ne has to prove that the lim its can
be exchanged! T here is a reason to believe that the lin is cannot be exchanged rst ofall
because the critized here treatm ents w ith exchanged lim its lead to unresolvabl problem s
atd! 2. There isalso a wellstudied exam ple { the X X X quantum spin chain, where i
is straightforward to see that thedistance ! 1 and T ! 0 lim its cannot be exchanged
in the correlation function considered there {_§]_:]

This problem persists in the classical treatm ent of the m any{particle system s {_fﬁ]
whic, in essence, is based on the G aussian spin wave theory at T ! 0, aswellas in the
hydrodynam ical description in f_l-fl], w here the known results of the G aussian spin wave
theory Egs. (6J1a) and (5.1b)] have been im plam ented for a com plete description. The
treatm ent of E.-ﬁ], evidently, is not exact, since it breaks down at d ! 2 for the two{
com ponent (n = 2) vector model Where T, rem ains nite and we x the tem perature
0< T < Tg) just ke we have discussed already { the average h 2 (x)i is given by the
integral (6.8) .n fI5]which diverges in this case (supposed 2 ) 3&k ! @ ) 4d%).

A slightly di erent perturbative RG approach has been developed in 1] to analyze
the nonlnear model. In this case the modulus of ’ (x) is xed which autom atically
rem oves the divergence of h 2(x)i. A nite extemal eld h hasbeen introduced there to
m ake an expansion. T he correlation functions have the pow er{lke sngularities of interest

only ath = + 0, which m eans that In this case we have to consider the Iim it lm Im , i e.,
k! Oh! 0

thelmith! Omustbetaken rstata xed nonzerok ( In formulae used in [2-];:]) The
results in [_2-1'1] are not rigorous since the expansions used there are purely form al, i. e.,
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they break down in this lim it. Besides, contrary to the approxin ations in [_2-31], it should
be clkar that the exact renom alization is a rather nontrivial problm which cannot be
reduced to a nding ofonly two renom alization constants. If, e.g., wem ake a real{ space
renom alization of the Heisenberg m odel, say, with the scaling factor s = 2, then the
statistically averaged block {spins ofthe K adano transform ation (com posed of s¢ original
soins) do not have a xed m odulus { sinply the original m odel does not inclide the
constraint j’ x) ¥ const for the block averages. It m eans that the transform ation w ih
any nie s yildsa Ham iltonian of form di erent from the originalone, i. e., the original
Ham itonian with m erely renomm alized coupling constant can never be the xed{point
Ham iltonian.

A nother approach, which isbased on e ective Lagrangians, hasbeen developed in E_Z@]
However, due to several rough (fatal) errors in Sec. 3 of this paper we cannot appreciate
the basic results. For exam ple, we have found that the transform ation

v = v ; H = " (56)
brings the Lagrangian
B T SUIVES Y ~
L=-D D + —m +Z( ) " G7)
w ith
D "x)=0@ ")+ v X)) (58)

back to is original form after a space{independent rotation . Nam ely,

L v;B ; 7 =L v ;H;” (59)

holds, as it can be veri ed by a sim ple substitution taking into account that A B = AFB
holds for any vectors & and B, since the rotation ofthe coordinate system doesnot change
the scalarproduct, aswellasthat@ ~ = @ 7 obviously istrue fora space{independent
matrix . Asa consequence, the partition fiinctions obey the equation

Z v ;B =27 v;H (60)

withv andH de ned in §6). ButEq. 3.7) in P8]disagreeswith (6): i contains an
odd term @ ! which reducesto @ 1n the case of space{independent . T he ollow Ing
relevant equations on page 247 contain sin ilar errvors, i. e., it is easy to verify that they do
not hold in the sim plest case of a space{independent rotation. Som e num erical support
of this theory can be found in literature B2, 33], where a nite{size scaling within a
transient region of very small elds com parabl with I 3 where L is the Iinear size of
3D lattice) have been considered. O ur theoretical predictions, how ever, refer to the 1im it
Iimy, glimy: 1 , therefore the testsm ade in {_3-_2,_-33] are of little Interest here.

Concluding this subsection, it is worthy to m ention that the experin ental m easure—
m ents of susceptibilty dependingon eld h In isotropous ferrom agnets like high {purity
polycrystalline N i [34] are incom patible w ith the conventionalRG prediction h@ 9=,
M oreover, our M onte C arlo results for 3D X Y m odeldiscussed in Sec.il( are incom pati-
ble w ith this prediction, as well. T hus, according to the given theoretical argum ents, the
conventional clain s that the G aussian approxin ation is asym ptotically exact at k ! 0
sin ply cannot be correct, and there exist also num erical evidences for this.
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9.2 The lading asym ptotic behavior

Let usnow discuss the solution below T, at sm allwave vectorsk ! 0 w ithin our diagram —
m atic approach. By analyzing several possbilities we have arrived to a conclision that
the true physical asym ptotic solution for2< d< 4andn > 1 is

G, k)’ ak * ; Gyk)’ bk * (61)
whih som e am plitudes a and b, and exponents
d=2 < ? < 2 and x = 2 ? d: (62)

Only in this case the exponents on the kft hand side of equation (_6) for 1=G ; k) coincide
w ith those on the right hand side, if calculated by the m ethod developed in 5] for the
case T = T..Besides, only at d=2 < , < 2 we arrive to a solution which coincides both
w ith the scaling hypothesis (_3-;1:) and general renom alization group argum ents discussed
further in Sec:_9-_.§.

Below we show that (61) and (62) really represent a selftonsistent solution of our
equations. According to (62), > 0 holds, so that G, k) divergesat k ! 0. Thus, we
have 1=G, (+0) = 0. Eq. {47) then inplies that R, (+0) = R, (0). The latter relation
alw ays is true for the transverse com ponents, as already discussed In Sec§ Our analysis
isbased on Eqg. @-_6), which at these conditions reduces to

1=@Gik)) = k’+ Rik) R:(0): (63)

First et us consider only the \nom al" contributions w ithout the zero{vector{cum ulant
nsertions, as explained in Sec. f/: and Appendix. In this case (at the condition ('_6-2)),
the main tem s In the asym ptotic expansion of (g; ) @ g 6 0 for any given =g
considered as Independent variabl) are represented by partial contributions, com Ing from
all diagram s In (_l-;'), where either all N 5 solid lines of the j{th diagram are associated
w ith the transverse com ponents G, k), orm of2m Ny solid lines which are associated
wih Gy k) have zero wave vector. Tt istrueat 2 < d < 4 and (_6-_2), since other temm s
provide only am all corrections, as discussed further in Sec._'é_.-?; Since1l= (0; )= 0holds
at V. = 1 , only those con gurations give a nonvanishing contrbution where nonzero
w ave vectors are related to the waved lines. T herefore also m axim ally one half of all lines
associated w ith the longiudinal com ponent i = 1 can have zero wave vector, as regards
the nonvanishing @V ! 1 ) temsrhtedto (g; ) wih g% 0. This holds because
solid Iinesm ake closed loops and m axin ally each second line ofa loop can have zero wave
vector, provided that all waved and dashed lines, connected to this loop, have nonzero
W ave vectors.

Tt issuitable to represent the am plitudeb in (_6-;') asb= b’ 4M 2. Then, by nom alizing
all wave vectors to the current value of g, we nd that the selftonsistent solution of d_1'3)
has the scaled form

@ )=2ad ?* =g ; »;Pu;din (64)

which isproven by the m ethod described in detail in [f:], taking Into acoount all diagram s
of ("_111') and only the m ain temm s of the asym ptotic expansion at k ! 0. These are the
partial contributions discussed in the paragraph above. It is supposed also that term "1"
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n (.'_1-2), providing a sm all corection at , > 0, is neglected. In the sam e m anner, by
nom alizing all wave vectors to the current value ofk, we arrive to the scaled fom

v lak 2 Y, g=k; =k; ; ?;bo;u;d;n : j6 1 (65)
v M %k dYk ag=k; =k; ; - ;bo;u;d;n

@ @ )=QG;k)
@ @ )=@G, k)

+ qxM Y ak; =k; ; . Buidin (66)

w here the term w ith K ronecker’s sym bol appears due to the extraordinary contributions
discussed in Sec.§. By virtue of (65), §6), and (8), 89) we obtan also

R, k) = a'k? ., =kj ;;Bu;din 67)

Ryk) = Db I x x =K; » ;p5u;d;n e (68)

The fact that R, (0) is constant m eans that there exists the Iim it Iim ., ¢ R, k)= R, 0),

w hich, according to C_6-:2), In pliesthat a ? R, (0) doesnot depend on a and and thus
the scaling function can be represented as

> =k; .;buidin =a 'R, 0) (=k)? +1=2, =k; ,;Bhu;din 69)
w ith ancother scaling finction -, instead of , . Analogous equation for | reads
h i
x =K; - ;bo;u;d;n =Db xRy 0) (=k)x*+ 1= 2  =k; - ;bo;u;d;n : (70)

Note that we always consider , ,butnot ,, asan independent argum ent, therefore som e
asym m etry appears In form ulae. By substituting Egs. 6'_6-_7.) to C_7-(_i) and 6'_6-14') into {_6-3), and
neglecting the correction term ck?, we obtain

G, k) = ak *=a , =k; ?;bo;u;d;n k 7 (71)
Grk) = bk *=Db  =k; ,;B5u;d;n k *: (72)

Up to now we have neglected the zero{vector{cum ulant insertions in the derivation of
Egs. (_7-}') and C_7-g'i) . However, follow Ing them ethod in A ppendix, these Insertions can only
renom alize the scaling functions , and , so that Egs. C_7-Z_Il) and C]-g) hold.

A s discussed In Sec.:jG, the lmit u ! O wih sinulaneous tending of k to zero lke
k u® ke @) Where r > 0) has to be considered to ensure correct critical exponents.
T he existence of the solution for C_7-1:) and (:_7-2) In plies the existence of the corresponding
Iim its for , and . Note that these fiinctions do not contain u{dependent factors in our
scaling analysis which istrue also for in Eqg. (42) of Ep]), and only weak u{dependence
@tu ! 0) can be nduced by the integration lm its in ((3). Thus, Egs. {71) and {74) yied

m . U "k @) 2 B5u;din = B, L ;0%din =1 (73)
u.

ﬁmo xk u rkcrﬁt @); »;b5u;din = B, ,;bd;n = 1: (74)
Egs. ij) and (:_7-§:) can be, in principle, solved w ith respect to , and b°. It ollow s herefrom
that not only the exponent -, but also the quantity ¥’ = M ?=a’? is universal, i. e.,
dependent only on the spatialdim ensionality d and din ensionality of the order param eter
n. In general, no universality ofam plitudes is expected, so that the latter rather surprising
conclusion refers only to the actuallin itu ! 0. N evertheless, the universality of M %=a?
coincides w ith som e general non {perturbative renom alization group argum ents discussed
in Sec.i9.3, which show that the restriction to sm allu values is purely om al
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9.3 Corrections to scaling

In Sec. @-;2 we have considered only the dom inant temm s in the asym ptotic solution at
k ! 0. Now we shall discuss corrections to scaling. There are follow ng sources of
corrections.

@ Since R, k) R, (0) / a 'k? and , < 2 hold, the tem ck? in Eq. {63)
for the transverse com ponents 1 € 1 produces a ocorrection which is by factor
" k) / ak?® * snaller than themain term at k ! 0. In analogy, a correction
"0 k) / bk? * isgenerated in the sam e equation fori= 1.

(i) According to (64) and (63), at any given =g, the temn "1" in Eq. (12) representsa
am all correction / a 2q* to the am plitude of the m ain tem . Finally, it generates
an am plitude correction ", k) / a “k * in the asym ptotic expansion ofG (k).

(iil) Consider partial contrbutions to (g; ), com lng from all diagram s in C_l-i_lj), w here
less than one half of the solid lines which belong to loops wih i = 1 have zero
w ave vector. A s com pared to the dom inant contributions discussed in Sec.i92, they
generate an all corrections represented by an expansion in tem s of "3 k), where
"sk) / (=a)k * * corresponds to a replacement of G, (k) with G, k) for one
solid line w ith nonzero w ave vector.

N ote that the corrections " (k) are smallat k ! 0 only ord=2 < , < 2, so that our
analysis cannot be form ally extended outside of this Interval. W e have ncluded an explicit
dependence of " (k) on the am plitudes a and b, since their singular behavior is relevant for
Ppining of the asym ptotic solutionsat T ! T.. Since "2 k) / " k)"3 k) hods, we have
no m ore than three independent correction sources.

T he expansion in powersof". (k) isacom panied by scaling functionsdependingon =k.
Like in 6:7-3) and @_7-4), these scaling fiinctions can be replaced by am plitudes which are
Independent ofk, when consideringthelinitu ! Oandk ukgi ). This replacem ent
isanalogousto thatat T = T. and hasthe sam em otivation E]. It results in the asym ptotic
expansion for the G reens function

Gikk)= bWk O, (75)

w here relations ; (0) kb (©0) bhold fori= 1,and ;(0) 2,0i0) a{forié 1.

n1 (Y a2 () yns (9
2 3

A term with ' 1 represents a correction of order "; w ith the exponent

iM= 10 nm () € -2) n2(M x n3(M G ) 7 (76)

where n5 (%) 0 are integer num bers such thatP jnj(‘) 1. Note that we always allow
a possbility that som e of the expansion coe cients, In this case some ofb ; (Y), are zero.
T he expansion in powersof ", k) / k* 9 and "3 k) / k% 2, proposed by the perturbative
RG theory @-g,:_Z-:a’],jsreoovered by fom ally setting -, = 2.

94 Joining of asym ptotic solutions

Consider now how ourexpansion (/5) coincidesw ith {81) and (6d) when approaching the
critical point. Retaining only the kading tem s, the consistency is ensured if the scaling
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functions of the dom hant tem s behave as g, (z) / z * (rié 1) and g (z) / z *
(ri=1)atz! 0,anda/ e ,b/ " ¥ hod for the am plitudes in @'_6-11) at ! 0,
where = = = 2 . Here" = is an analog of the correlation length. This is
a property of the solution exosptionally at d=2 < , < 2 that the consideration of the
long{wave lim it does not provide any constraint for the am plitude a in ('_7-}:), w hereas the
other am plitude b is related to a via b= B’ &M . Takihg into account the scaling
law {§), therelationsa/ ~ * andb/ "~ * mean thatM ?=a® isconstantat ! 0.
Tt is consistent w ith the statem ent i Sec.i92 that B’= constatu ! 0 frany T < T..
The expansion (60) with the exponents . (51) com pltely agree w ith {/5) and {76)
provided that the scaling fuinctions have an asym ptotic expansion
_E Lo
(z) = B,z @ 77)

1

™
9;

at z ! 0. In this case the am plitudes by (V) * o+t i) have corrections to scaling
where them ain term is m ultiplied by / no,

9.5 N on{perturbative renom alization group argum ents

The relation = 2 , d aswellas the universality of the ratio M ?=a? have a sinple
interpretation in view of som e renom alization group RG ) analysis. Our’ * m odelcan be
form ulated on a discrete lattice, representing the gradient term by nite di erences. At
h = + 0, we consider the transform ation consisting of

(1) Kadano transform ation replacing single lattice spins by block {soins, where each
block {soin is an average over s% spins;

(i) shrinkage of the new lattice s times to retum to the initial lattice constant. In
distinction to the standard renomn alization, we do not rescale the eld ’ .

T he distribution over block{spins is described by new Ham iltonian TgH , where the no—
tation Tg is used to distinguish from the standard RG transfom ation Rg. The K adano
transform ation does not change neither the m agnetization nor the long{distance behav—
ior of the real{space G reens functions &, x) = I ;®1)’ X + x)i = &ax ? d 16 1)
and &, x) = W 1) 1 &1 +x)i M? = fx* “atx ! 1,whered = ¢ a and
b= @, barethe am plitudes. T he proportionality coe cients ¢ and g, are universal, since
G, k)’ ak *® and G, k)’ bk * arethe Fourier transformm s of &, x) and &, &), re—
spectively. Taking into acoount the shrinkage of the lattice at step (i), m agnetization M
is nvariant of the transform ation Tg, whereas the am plitudes rescak as&(s) = a(l) < d
and B(s) = f)(l) s 9. Them odulus conservation principle is true at Jarge renomm alization
scales s, since the variation ofaverage m odulus for large blocks of spns is related to am uch
greater Increase In the systam s energy as com pared to a gradual long{w ave perturbation
of soin ordentation. The validity of this principle is restricted by the condition that the
m ean am plitude of the relative uctuation of the m odulus has to be much am aller than
them ean squared uctuation of the ordentation angl for the block {spins of the K adano
transform ation. T he non {perturbative renom alization group argum ents given below are
In agream ent w ith our foregoing diagram m atic analysis, assum ing that this condition is
ful Iled for large s in the actual case of 2 < d < 4. Thus, the renom alized H am iltonian
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can be w ritten as
X 1 n 1=2 ©
Ts @=T)" . ; + 0 a0 k) (78)
. J 0" & 3J '0)J

ats! 1 ,wherethe rsttem representsthem odulusconservation principle allow ing only
those con gurations w ith non{diverging H am iltonian where j’ &) ¥ " o, and Q issome
functionalofthe con guration of the transverse orderparam eter (n 1 com ponent vector)
ed’ , x). Inthiscaseonly thein nitely anall @t s ! 1 ) transverse com ponents’ ; (x)
wih 16 1 are Independent variables, since
xn
o 1) Ti)=@M) (79)
i=2
holds according to 7’ x) ¥ ’o. Not oosing the generality, we have considered the
spatial con guration of the nom alized transverse com ponents & =2 (s)’ , (x) as an ar-
gum ent of the functionalQ . AcoordiEg to the de nition of &, (x), the function f, (x) =

a 12 (@) i) AP () i+ x) =& '(s)&, (x) with 16 1 hasa universal asym p—

totic behavior £, x) = x ? Yatx ! 1 . Sice this average is com posed of argum ents
of Q, the su cient condiion for its universal asym ptotic behavior is the universality of
the functional Q fz (x)g. The latter is consistent w ith the idea that the transfom ation
ofQ (assum ing that at any s the transform ed H am iltonian can be approxin ated by {_7-_8)
according to som e a priori de ned criterion) hasa xed point

Q fzx)g= s]]:'mi TQ fz (x)g (80)

w hich, however, m ay be di erent for each universality class. In the conventional RG trans—
form ation R the eld would be rescaled as’ , x)s@ =)=2y » X), sothat Q in (_7-g)
would contain no explicit scaling factor s. N evertheless, we prefer our notation, since it
is suited to express the m odulus conservation principle. A cospting @-g), any statistical
average com posed of arguments & 2 (s)’, x) isuniversalat s ! 1 . In particular,
fox)= & ¥2(s)’ ;1) ? a Y2 (s)’ i ® + x) ? with 16 1 is a universal flinction.
h i

According to (/Y), wehave &, &) = Be)x * 9= @ 1)@M ) 28%6) f &) £f,0) at
x! 1 ands! 1 .Theuniversality offy (x) then inp]jestl'lat]Ao(s)M 2-42 (s) mustbeuni
versalats! 1 .Accordingto the scalingrulséas)= &) < 4 and f)(s) = B(l) s d,
the latter ispossblkonly if , = 2 , dholds, whence it Hllow s also that bA1)M 2=4% (1)
and b(1)M 2=52 @) M %=a% are universal, ie., dependent merely on n and d. Thuswe
recover one of relations C_6-§‘), as well as the universality of the ratio ki1 °=a? discussed 1
Sec. 3.

Tt is very lkely that the accuracy of Ug) isIim ited even at s ! 1 . However, there
exists a less constrained form

X n o
T H=T)= Q@ M '1&)Ma ');a 76, &) (81)
X

for the renom alized Ham iltonian at s ! 1 , as consistent w ith the idea that Eq. {79)
wih’g=M +0 ' ?, =M holds approxin ately for relevant con gurations ofblock{spins.
Tt also kadsto therelation = 2 , d and the universality of kM 2=a2,

Contrary to the previous discussion in Sec.i92, i this case our conclusions are not
restricted to am allu.
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9.6 M agnetization in a sm all external eld

Here we discuss the qualitative behavior ofm agnetization M in a sn allextermal eld.
Them odulus conservation principle holds farbelow the criticalpoint (at lJarge negative

1r9) where the uctuations ofm odulus j’ x) jare reduced to a sm all vicinity of ’ g ) ’
ro=(@u) h=(ry), as consistent w ith the m Inimum of H am iltonian @:). In this case

we have 1D E

S T @ (82)

where (x) isthe angular deviation of’ (x) from the direction ofthe external eldh.W e
consider the Iim it lim ]jml lin where Eq. (84) is asym ptotically exact, since §’ &) ¥
c! o ! h! 0 T
const holds w ith an unlim ited accuracy and, sin ulaneously, the angular uctuations are
suppressed. T he vardation of ’ o h) with h is analytical, whereas the singular behavior of
M () ath ! 0 isdue to the tem
D E Z
‘®) h) G, 0= )% G;k)dk: (83)

M h)=hi1&)1" "oh) 1

T he transverse correlation function behaves ke G, k) " ak ? (hek ! 0 asymptotic
at h = 0) when k is decreased below som e kit ([de ned for any given rg and c) ifh ! 0
until it saturates at the known value M =h valid fork = 0. From thiswe nd

M h) M +0)/ h@ =221 s h! o0: 84)

Since the exponent = ([d=,) 1 isuniversal, Eqg. @-f!) isvald forany T < T, including
vicinity of the critical point. T his yields the longitudinal susosptioility

L= @M ()=@h / h@ 2 )72 =p x> at h! 0: (85)

A coording to C_6-2_i),wehave d=2) 1< < 1,whithyields1=2< < 1 inthreedin ensions.
Thelwervalie = 035 correspondsto the conventionalstatem ent {{3,17,24]that , = 2.
O ur num erical test In the follow iIng section, how ever, does not support this possibiliy.

10 M onte Carlo test in 3D XY m odel

To verify the theoretical predictions for the exponent = (d=,) 1 in (§-§), we have
madeMonte Carlo M C) smulations of 3D X Y m odel on sin pl cubic lattice w ith the
H am iltonian 0 1
X X
—= K@ ss+ hs? ; (86)
T hiji i

w here s; isthe soin variable (two{com ponent vector) ofthe i{th lattice site, K is the cou-
pling constant, and h istheextemal eld. Based on the universality argum ent (cf. Sec.:Q-:él),
the sam e value of is valid also for the actual ' m odel w ith two{din ensional order
parameter mn = 2). The simulations have been m ade in the ordered phase at K =

0:475;0:5;055 > K, where K.’ 0:4542 [_9] is the critical point. Only thecase K = 05
is discussed in detail, since the analysismade at K = 0475 and K = 055 is sin ilar.
The quatity hjm 3, wherem is the m agnetization per spin, has been evalnated for dif-
ferent linear sizes of the lattice L. The W ol ’s cluster algorithm [35] has been used at
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Tabl 1: TheM C simulated valuesofhjm i for 3D X Y m odeldepending on the extemal eld at
a xed ocoupling constant K = 0:5.

hjm i
h
L=8 L=16 L=32 L= 64
0.028 | 0.586155(85) 0567394 (63) 0562201 (78) | 0561218 (45)
0.04 | 0593381 (86) 0576368 (91) 0572118 (70) | 0571425 (55)
0.056 | 0.601719(100) | 0.586635(99) 0583529 (77) | 0583020 (45)
0.08 | 0.613203(93) 0.600377(109) | 0597872 (63) | 0597552 (52)
0112 | 0.626239(89) 0.615581 (81) 0.613741 (61) | 0.613527 (46)
016 | 0.643071(78) 0.634658 (63) 0.633304 (50) | 0.633242 (31)
0224 | 0.661554 (58) 0.655097 (58) 0.654166 (34) | 0.654016 (28)
032 | 0.684105(62) 0.679169 (51) 0.678533(31) | 0.678483 (22)
0448 | 0.707654 (44) 0.704018 (37) 0.703606 (32) | 0.703496 (20)
0.64 | 0.734667 (38) 0.732058 (25) 0.731754 22) | 0.731714 (16)

h= 0. The resultsare hjm j= 0570297 23), 0542411 (21), 0530317 (20), 0.524606 (19),
0521846 (26), and 052044935) for L = 8, 16, 32, 64, 128, and 256, respectively. T hese
values for L = 8 to 256 have been obtained by an averaging over, respectively, 8 10,
2 16,5 10,125 10,3:125 19,and 75 10 cluster algorithm steps. Each sin ulation
hasbeen spolit typically in 51 bins to calculate the m ean value and the standard deviation
discarding the rstbin ( rst 2 binsat L = 256). The value at L = 256 has been obtained
by a weighted averaging over two sin ulations incliding totally 30 (10+ 20) not discarded
bins, each consisting of 2500 cluster updates.

The sinulations at h > 0 have been done by the M etropolis algorithm . The resuls
of smulation forL = 8, 16, 32 and 64 are listed in Tab. :}: T he statistical averages have
been evaluated from 32 10  (64=L2) sweegpsat 0:08 h  0:64, discarding no less than
50000 sweeps from the beginning of the sim ulation to ensure an accurate equilbration.
T he total length of the sin ulation as well as the discarded part have been increased by
a factor 0:08=h at h < 0:08. Like In the case ofh = 0, each sin ulation has been split in
bins, using the last 50 ones for the estin ations.

T he linear congruatial generator w ith m ultiplier 7° and m odulo 2°' 1 (Lew is genera—
tor), In proved by a shu ing, hasbeen used as a source of pseudo random numbers. T he
standard shu ng scheme [3_-6_1 w ith the Jength of string N = 10 ® has been com plted by
a second shu ing, where the wholk cyclke (consisting of 2 31 2 num bers) of the original
generator hasbeen split .n 22° segm ents, restarting the generation from the beginning ofa
new random ly choosen segm ent w hen the previous one is exhausted. T he schem e provided
excellent results in test sim ulations of 2D Ising m odel, w here the sin ulated values of in—
temalenergy, speci cheat Cy , and its rst two derivatives have been com pared w ith the
exact results. N o system atic deviations have been cbserved in rather long sin ulations at
the critical point providing the standard error in Cy as anallas 0:02% for 48 48 Jattice
and 0:11% for256 256 lattice.

The quantity M (+ 0) in (_8-5) has been evaluated by extrapolating our hjm Ji data to
the them odynam ic Iim it, based on an em pirical observation that hjm 7 is aln ost linear
function of the inverse lattice size 1=L, as i is evident from Fig.il. The linear t of
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Figure 1: Them ean m agnetization m oduluishin 3 vs the inverse linear system size 1=L at
K = 05, h = 0. The statistical errors are m uch am aller than the sym bol size. T he linear
extrapolation (dashed line) and the quadratic t (solid line) yield the asym ptotic values
0:519073 (37) and 0:519116 (30), regpectively.

three largest sizes (dashed line in Fig. 'g:) providesM (+ 0) = 0:519073 (37), the quadratic

t within 16 L 256 yieldsM (+ 0) 0519116 (30) (solid line), whereas the cubic t
wihin 8 L 256 givesusM (+ 0) = 0519096 (33). The values of goodness Q (see S:}]
for the de nition) of the respective tsare 0:769, 0:767, and 0:794. W e have accepted the
resuk M +0) = 0:519116(30) of the quadratic t for our further estin ations, although
we could choose any of two other values as well, since the di erences are rather am all.
M oreover, even a shift by 20 standard deviations would not change the qualitative picture
n Fi. -'_2, w here the e ective critical exponent rf ;L) is shown, de ned as the m ean
spe ofthe nM ©%L) M *+0)]vs hh®plbtwithin h®2 h;2h], whereM ©%L) is the
value of hjm i at the eld h®and the linear lattice size L . Thus, the e ective exponent is
given by

ML) = I M @2h;L) M #0) 2 @7)
ere T M ;L) M (+0) ’

and the truevalue ofthe criticalexponent isobtained mthelimit = lim ]]jml ot ;L)
- h! OL!
Aswe see from Fig.'2, the e ective exponent ¢ (h;L) Increasesm onotoneously and con—

vergesto a certain value e ) = lin  orf ;L) wih jncreasjngofL.ThedatajnTab.:]:
L1 -

cbey an approxin ate sca]jl'ﬁ.g relation e 1;2L) erf 0;L) =

A [ orf 4h;L) off 4h;L=2)] which holds with an almn ost constant value of coe cient

A, ie.,A 1415 or L = 16 and A 12 for L = 32. Acocording to the nie{size
scaling theory L= is the only essential scaling argum ent. It in plies that the correlation
length  is roughly proportionaltoh 2 within h 2 [0:028;0:64]. Ath = 0:112 our resuls
for L = 32 closely agree w ith those at L = 64, which indicates that  is several tim es
an aller than 32 in this case. The actual scaling analysis then implies that  is several
tines smaller than L. = 64 at h = 0:028. The scaling relation we found allow s us to
evaliate orr h;64) et ) orh 0:028. It leads to the conclusion that, w ith a high
enough accuracy, our resultsat L = 64 (solid circles in Fig. '_-2) correspond already to the
therm odynam ic lin it at not too amnall eldsh 0:04, whereas a an all correction (incre—

24



Figure 2: The e ective exponent ¢f ;L) or K = 05 evaluated at L = 16 (triangles),
L = 32 (empty circkes), and L = 64 (solid circles). T he squares and rhom bs show theL =
64 results for two other couplings (tem peratures) K = 0475 and K = 0:55, respectively.
Theestimnates forL = 1 , cbtained by correcting the L = 64 values, are ssown by pluses.
T he statistical errors are w thin the sym bol size. T he dashed and solid lines show the ts

s )= +ah'™@+ ayhand ¢ )= + ah', respectively. T he horizontal dot{dashed
line show s the asym ptotic value of the \exact" RG theory.

m ent) about 0:002 is necessary to get the true value of ¢ ) ath = 0:028. Thisvalie is
Indicated In Fjg.:z by a plus. Even larger than L = 64 Jattices have to be considered for
a reliable estin ation of the thermm odynam ic Iim it at h = 0:02 an sn aller elds.

A coording to the \exact" RG theory critised in Sec. -_9-_j, one can expect that ¢ )
converges to the asym ptotic valuie = 05 lhearly in h'™ ath ! 0, as consistent w ith
the expansion of M 1in powers of h'™?. W e have used this scale in Fjg.::Z to show that
the off ) vsh'™ pbtatK = 05 (solid circles at h > 028 and plusath = 028) goes,
indeed, alm ost linearly, but clearly not to the \exact" value 05. Two di erent tswe
made, namely, ¢ ) = + ah'™ + a,h (dashed curve) and o¢r h) = + ah' (sold
curve) yield = 0:705(9) and = 0:728(25) wih ! = 0394 (50)), respectively. The tsof
the rst kind have been made also at K = 0475 and K = 055 (lower and upper dashed
lines) providing = 0:725(9) and = 0:707 (36), respectively. The ts ofthe second kind
are not stable enough In these casesbecause of too large naccuracy in ! . T he above listed
estin atesof satisfactory wellagree w ith the average value about 0:716 and, thus, con m
the expected universality of this exponent. A sim ilar m ethod of e ective exponents has
been tested in 2D Ising m odel Ll-_Z] w here i provided very accurate resuls.

The actual results for X Y m odel agree w ith our prediction 1=2 < < 1 for 3D case
(cf. Sec. 9.8) and are incom patible w ith the conventional believe that  should be 1=2.
To the contrary, it has been clhined in 1_3-?, -'_3-9] that the M C sinulated m agnetization
data for O (4) and O (2) m odels well agree w ith the predictions of the G aussian spin wave
theory. However, we failed to see any serious argum ent In these papers by J. Engels et.
al, since the only quantity which could be extracted from the m agnetization data and
precisely com pared to the theory, i. e., the universal exponent , has not been evaluated
there. M oreover, their m agnetization plots for the O (2) m odel are rem arkably nonlinear
fiinctions of h'=?, ie., they do not provide even an indirect evidence that is just 1=2. The
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only valies we found in [;3-9], whith can be com pared to ours, are M (+0) = 0:5186(01)
atK = 05 and M +0) = 06303() at K = 0:55. Our respective values 0:519116 (30)
and 0:630545 (24) are sin ilar. Since there is no reason to assum e that one ofus hasm ade
a wrong sin ulation, the sm allbut rem arkable (5 their standard deviations at K = 0:5)
discrepancies, cbviously, are due to the di erent extrapolation proceduresused. O urvalues
arem ore precise and reliable, since ourm ethod allow sto estin ateM (+ 0) from sin ulations
at h = 0 without any extrapoltion over h used n [34]. Besides, we have used a larger
m axin alsystam sizel = 256 ascomparedtoL = 160 in [_3-9] A sa resuk, the extrapolation
gap In M isby an order ofm agnitude sm aller in our case. T he spontaneocusm agnetization
M (+0) has been evaliated in BY] rom the tM () = M +0) + ah + bh with
1=2. In such away, the extrapolation which is biased by = 1=2 gives system atically
underestin ated values of M (+ 0) thus providing an indirect evidence that € 1=2. If
= 1=2 is replaced with > 1=2 in this ansatz, then the extrapolation gap becom es
analler M  0) becom es Jarger) and the above discussed an all discrepancies n M (+ 0)
can be rem oved. T his analysis suggests that > 1=2 holds, as consistent w ith the direct
estim ation in our paper.

11 Conclusions

In the present work we have extended our diagram m atic m ethod introduced in E] to study
the / * m odel ;n the ordered phase below the critical point, i.e., at T < T.. In summ ary,
we conclude the follow Ing.

1. The diagram m atic equations derived in ES] have been generalized to Inclide the
symm etry breaking term  xing the axis of ordering at T < T, (Sec.:jZ) .

2. An altemative form ulation of our equations has been proposed. It hasbeen shown
that our equations coincide w ith the free energy variation principle ( Sec. -'3) .

3. The solution for the two{point correlation (G reens) function depending on tem —
perature T has been analyzed qualitatively not cutting the perturbation series. It
includes the low {tem perature solution at ry ! 1 In the case of scalar order{
param eter eld (Sec. :j), aswell as the general solution ofn {com ponent vectorm odel
atT ! T. (Sec.d).

4. Based on our diagram m atic equations, the asym ptotic long{wave k ! 0) behavior
of the transverse and longiudinal G reens functions below T, has been analyzed in
Secs. 92 to 94. This analysis shows that G, k) / ak * and G, k) ' bk *
wih exponentsd=2< , < 2and , = 2 . d, and with universal ratio M ?=a?
is the physical solution of our equations at the spatial dim ensionality 2 < d < 4,
which coincides w ith the asym ptotic solution at T ! T. aswellas w ith the known
rigorous results discussed in Sec:_9-_i: and the non {pertubative renom alization group
argum ents provided in Sec. :_9-_.-5} Tt iscon m ed also by the M onte C arlo sin ulations
in Sec. -_1-(_11 Fom ally, the resuls of the perturbative RG theory are recovered at

» = 2. However, we have digoroven the conventional statem ent of this theory that
7 = 2 isthe exact result (Sec.:_9-_j;).

5. M onte Carlo smulations in 3D X Y m odelhasbeen perform ed (Sec.:j.-g) to test the
exponent , describing the behavior of the m agnetization M () M  0) h i
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an allextemal eldsh ! Obelow T.. The sinulation resultscon m the universality
of this exponent as well as our prediction 1=2 < < 1, and are Incom patbl w ith
the value = 1=2 ofthe G aussian spin wave theory supported by the perturbative
RG analysis.

A ppendix

Here we study the them odynam ic lin  of (; ), startihg with k = 0. For sin pliciy,
we oconsider only the case of scalar order{param eter{ eld, i.e, n = 1. The extension to
the n{com ponent case is trivial: the =xed zero{vectors always refer to the longiudial
com ponent. A ccording to the de nition of (0; ) (cf Egs. 1) to (@4)), this quantity
cbeys a selfoonsistent diagram m atic equation

(0; )I _O__r J’.'_O_ + _O__'r@ ,J’.'_O_ (Al)

w here the block E§§ represents a resumm ed perturbation series of all connected
diagram s of this kind, which do not contain parts ke — and/or ’ and

cannot be split In two as ©llow s tggl q 'q@ .At = 1, all connected diagram s
wih four =xed outer lines and vectors ki, ky, k3, kg = ki ks k3 represent the
perturbation sum of the cum ulant four{point correlation function

Gc kiskorks) =G (ki;kz;k3) Az2)

G (k17k2)G (k3jky) G (k1;k3)G (kajky) G (Ki;kg)G (kojk3)

where G (k1;k3) k,; k,G (k1) is the two{point correlation function. In principle, the
diagram sofG . (k1;k,;k3) can be grouped lke thossof (; ) ollow ng E]. Tt in plies the
sum m ation over the chains ofblocks — , yielding skeleton diagram s w ith respect
to the solid lines, ollow ed by the sum m ation over the chainsofblocks ---4¢-- ,yvielding
skeleton diagram s w ih respect to the waved lines. W e rem ind that the skeleton diagram s
are those connected diagram s w here the true correlation function G (k) is related to the
solid lines and the dashed lines inside the diagram s are replaced by the waved lines.
Besides, the skeleton diagram s do not contain parts — and .In such

0 0
a way, the perturbation sum ofG. (0;0;0) is aln ost the same as g §§§ o wih the

0 0
only di erence that it inclides also the diagram s lke tggj q 'qtggj o0 . I ladsto
the equation for G, (0;0;0),

6. 0:0;0)= o B o0+ o BF T B ¢ ; @3)

In which the diagram blocks are calculated at = 1. In analogy to G (0) ' M 2V
(ct. eg. @'_2-3)), the zerovector term V  2G (0;0;0) represents the constant (hon {decaying)
contribution M ¢ to the real{ space four{point correlation function below T.. A cocording
to A 2), tmeansthat

Ge (0;0;0)= 2M %v? at v o1 : @ 4)
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At the st step we take into acoount only those contrbutions where k = 0 vectors are
related to the connecting solid lines inside the last diagram in (@A 3). Then, together
wih @A4), @l), and {_l-_Z), we have a system of sselfoonsistent equations yielding

;1) /v @A>S)

w ith two possibl values of the proportionality factor 5 P 17 uM *. One of possi-
bilities is that the addiional term s w ith non {zero wave vectors related to the connecting
solid lines In A 3) give a negligble corretion at V. ! 1 , as consistent w ith the follow ing
dea. The Pur{point function G k; k;0) behaves lke M 2V G (k) below T., as it ollow s
from a simple consideration of the lim it where two points of the real{space our{point
correlation function are n niely distant. H owever, this term cancellates in the cum ulant
average G, k; k;0) at k & 0 entering the equation, analogous to @A 3), for the block

k 0

% E§§ 0 .Asa resul, a selftonsistent solution exists where this block is vanishingly
an allas com pared to V and Eq. A 5) rem ains correct. N evertheless, other kind of selfcon—
sistent solutions cannot be exclided where all termm s on the right{hand side ofEq. @ 3)

and of sim ilar equations for the blocks —}}z E§§ 8 and i §§§ ?q are com patble.
T he latter ispossbl iftheblock In A 3), having four xed zero{vectors, diverges asV 2+
w ih 0, w hereas the above m entioned blocks w ith non{zero vectors k and g diverge
lke VY andV , regpectively. In this case (0;1) is proportionalto vV 1*

Contrary to the case ofk = 0, the them odynam ic lin i exists for the function (k;1)
at k 6 0, as it can be found easily by a suitabl grouping of the divergent term s in {_1-;) .
Onl those temtm s can diverge at V. ! 1 which contain insertions with 2m outer solid

0P 0

zero-vector lines, lke 8 EZj 8 ’ 8_@9_8 , etc. In an ordinary case m factors
G@O) " M 2V related to m solid lines with xed k = 0 vectors are com pensated by
rem oval of m Rjntegratjons over wave vectors, as consistent w ith the well known rule
kb VE) 4" dk . This condition is violated if the constraints k = 0 are not indepen-—
dent. The sum of all wave vectors com ing out from any node is zero. A s a consequence,
this property holds also for any blodk. T herefore only 2m 1 constraints k = 0 for 2m
outer solid lines of the above discussed insertions are independent, i. e, only 2m 1 in—-
tegrations are rem oved. A s a resul, any such insertion provides a diverging factor / V
for the resulting diagram unless this factor is com pensated by vanishing waved lne w ith
xed k = 0. Due to these properties, the constraints k = 0 for 2m solid lines connecting

tw o parts of a diagram like - _g_o_ also are not Independent, but this situation
ispossbl only for the diagram sof (©O; ).

Thus, som e diagram s containing speci ¢ Insertions with 2m outer zero{vector solid
Iines are divergent. At the sam e tin g, all such insertionsw ith 2m outer lines represent the
perturbation sum ofthe 2m {point cum ulant correlation fiinction w ith all zero argum ents.

In general, the 2m {point cum u]anthQm) ki;kos::5;kon 1) isde ned as

G&M) kijkaiiitikom 1) =G ) kijkzititikon 1) S kijkaiiiiikon 1) i B6)

where G c(2m> is given by resum m ed connected diagram s, i. e, a diagram block w ith 2m
xed outer solid lines, whereas S “™) represents the sum over all possible splitings of this

block in an aller parts. T hese functions contain only 2m 1 independent argum ents W ave
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vectors of outer solid lines), since the sum over all2m wave vectors is zero. T he correlation

point correlation fiinction and, thus (according to the Fourdier transform ation), isM v ™
atv ! 1 .From @A6)we ndthatG c(zm) 0;0;:::;0) isproportionaltoM " V™ . In such
a way, we can resumm ate the speci ¢ zero-vector insertions to replace the perturbation
sum s by corresponding 2m {point cum ulants. It is then straightforward to see that any
nserted 2m {point zero-vector cum ulant does not cause a divergence at V. ! 1 ,butonly
renom alize the orighaldiagram by a constant factor. Nam ely, m solid zero-vector lines of
the origihal diagram are broken to Insert the cum ulant block, thus replacing the previous
factor G 0)F 7 M ™ V™ ofthese zero{vector linesw ith the cum ulant valueQ, M v ™,
where Q, isa constant.

Notonly the function (k; ),butalsothederivative@ (g; )=Q@G (k) is relevant to our
analysis. This derivative is represented by diagram s cbtained by breaking one solid line
w ith wave vector k in the diagram s of (g; ), rem oving the corresponding factor G (k).
Let us consider those diagram sof@ (g;1)=@G (k) with k § 0, containing the zero{vector{
cum ulant insertions, where the broken solid line does not belong to any of the inserted
blocks. The diagram s incuding resumm ed blocks of this kind and the corresponding
\nom al" diagram s whith no insertions di er m erely by constant factors. Nam ely, as in
the case of (k;1), any nsertion ofa resumm ed 2m {point cum ulant block w ith 2m outer
zero{vector lnes gives a constant factorQ, atv ! 1 .

Below we prove that the derivative @Q , =QG (k) vanishesatV ! 1 .Asa resuk, the
corresponding tem sw here solid Ine isbroken inside a zero{vector{cum ulant block do not
give an extra contrbution to @ (q;1)=@G k). Quantity M " V™ @QQ, =QG (), is repre-
sented by the skeleton diagram s ofG ézm ) (0;0;:::;0) In which one solid line w ith vector k
isbroken in two, ram oving the factorG (k). IffactorsG (k) and G ( k) G () are restored
for both parts of the broken line, we obtain the diagram s och(2m *2 k; k;0;:::;0).To
sin plify the further notation we shall replace the above set of argum ents w ith one argu-—
ment k. Thus, a resum m ation of these diagram s yields

MZPV® G k)FRQL=RG k)= G& " k) : @7)

A cocording to the physical argum ents we have
Gl o)y=M*™v™ ; @ 8)
G P k)=G6 k)M V" @9)

at v ! 1 . Eqg. A8) represents the condition r the non{decaying part M V™ of
the 2m {point real{space correlation function, whereas A 9) describes the lm it w here 2m

points ofthe @m + 2){point fuinction are In niely distant. By settingm = 2 In A 6) and
taking Into acoount (A 9), we obtain at k & 0

M WV 'c¥K®=6k) Gk)GOM *Vv '=0 at V! 1 : @10)
W e can prove by induction over ‘ that M 2y ‘Gc(2‘+2)(k)= OhodsatVv ! 1 forany
‘' landk 6 0.Eqg. A10) means that it hodsat ‘= 1. If it holds for *< m , then the
only relevant temm s In the equation @A 6) forthe @m + 2){point cum ulant are

G k)= k) cKIGEO) GKISTO); @11)
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which yield vanishing result orM v ™ Gc(2m+2) (k) according to Eq. A 6) for zerof

vector cum ulants, as wellas A 8) and A 9). Acocording to A7), the latter m eans that
quantity QQ , =@G (k) vanishes (@t k & 0) in the them odynam iclm itV ! 1 .

H owever, if it would not vanish, then it would produce a contribbution to the derivative
@ (@;1)=0@G (k) which isby a factor V larger than the ordary terms V 1. tmeans
that not only the leading behavior, but also the corrections to nite{size scaling in (@A 8)
and A9) could play some role. At n = 1 these corrections are exponentially sm all, as
consistent w ith the known exponential decay of the real{space correlation functions in
Ishgm odelbelow T.. T he latter is true also at n > 1 for the longiudinal com ponent of
the correlation functionsat nievaliesofthe am plitude ofthe symm etry{breaking term
n (-'3), since In this case H am ittonian {-_3) looses the rotational sym m etry and, therefore,
belongs to the Ising universality class. Since is a continuous param eter, the exponential
decay of correlations w illbe cbserved at large enough distances x for any arbitrarily an all,
but nite value of . It m eans that the corrections are exponentially an all in our lim i

Iim ]'jm1 , where L is the linear size of the systam . T here is no any contradiction w ith the
1 oL!

power{lke decay of correlations we found at n > 1, since this decay refers to the lim it
wherex ! 1 and, sinultaneously, x=L ! 0 hold (i.e., we nd the them odynam ic lim it
at any given nonzero wave vector) .

Thus, we nally arrive to the conclusion that corrections to A 8) and @A 9) are ex—
ponentially smallin L = v 1=® and, therefre, QQpu=0@G k) = Ohodsatk 6 0 wih a
high enough accuracy, i. e., quantities Q, can be treated as pure constants providing no
extra contrbutions due to their variations. A s discussed before, i m eans that the In—
serted zero{vector{cum ulants m erely renom alize by constant factors the \nom al" tem s
In the diagram expansion of (k;1) and @ (g;1)=@G (). Since our analysis is not based
on speci c values of expansion coe cients, this renom alization cannot a ect our quali-
tative conclusions. Tt m eans that the general scaling form of (k;1) and @ (g;1)=QRG k)
is correctly predicted by the sin pli ed analysis which ignores the zero{vector{cum ulant
Insertions.

O ur foregoing consideration of (k; ) isrestricted to = 1 due to a technical reason
that the relation to cum ulant correlation functions with a certain physical m eaning is
known only for this case. Shce  is a continuous param eter, we believe that the above
discussed properties rem ain true for all values of interest, i.e., 2 [0;1].

W e can use the altemative m ethod to nd quantiy R ;i k), as proposed in Sec.:j&’. t
is straightforw ard to check In each speci c case we considered In our paper that Eq. (-'_1-_7.)
provides the sam e scaling properties of R (k) at k 6 0 as the equations ) and {39).
Regarding the \nom al" tem s, i is easy to verify (lke in Secs.i92 { 9.3 and in Sec. i)
that in the m ost nontrivialcase ofn > 1 atk ! 0 below T., aswellasat ry ! 1 in
the case of n = 1, the m ain contrution com es from all diagram s of Eq. {74) 1 which
the waved lines have nonzero wave vectors and each second solid Iinewih i= 1 has xed
wave vector k = 0 (i e., there are no integrations In the case of n = 1), counting the
pair of outer lines as one line. T his peculiarity does not refer to thecase T ! T, where
all the partial contrbutions w ith M 0,M 2%, M %, etc., are com patdble. The two di erent
m odi cations ofourm ethod obviously give consistent corrections to scaling: they have the
sam e origin. T he altemative approach Eqg. ('_].-_7.)] does not su er from the problem s w ih
param eter < 1, since we have 1. A s before, the zero{vector{cum ulant insertions
m erely renom alize by constant factors the \nom al" tem s. &t proves the statem ent that
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the sin pli ed analysis, ignoring these Insertions, provides correct general scaling form of
the solution forR; k) and, therefore, G; k).
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