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A bstract

W e have extended our m ethod ofgrouping ofFeynm an diagram s (G FD theory)

to study the transverse and longitudinalG reens functions G ? (k) and G k(k) in ’4

m odelbelow the criticalpoint(T < Tc)in presence ofan in�nitesim alexternal�eld.

O ur m ethod allows a qualitative analysis not cutting the perturbation series. W e

have shown that the criticalbehavior ofthe G reens functions is consistent with a

generalscaling hypothesis,wherethe sam ecriticalexponents,found within theG FD

theory,are valid both atT < Tc and T > Tc. The long{wave lim itk ! 0 hasbeen

studied atT < Tc,showing thatG ? (k)’ ak� �? and G k(k)’ bk� �k with exponents

d=2 < �? < 2 and �k = 2�? � d isthephysicalsolution ofourequationsatthespatial

dim ensionality 2 < d < 4,which coincides with the asym ptotic solution at T ! Tc

aswellaswith a non{perturbative renorm alization group (RG )analysisprovided in

our paper. It is con�rm ed also by M onte Carlo sim ulation. The exponents,as well

as the ratio bM 2=a2 (where M is m agnetization) are universal. The results ofthe

perturbative RG m ethod are reproduced by form ally setting �? = 2. Nevertheless,

we disprovethe conventionalstatem entthat�? = 2 isthe exactresult.

1 Introduction

Phase transitions and criticalphenom ena is a widely investigated �eld in physics and

naturalsciences [1,2,3,4]. The current paper is devoted to further developm ent of

our originaldiagram m atic m ethod introduced in [5], to study the ’4 phase transition

m odelbelow thecriticalpoint.O urapproach isbased on a suitablegrouping ofFeynm an

diagram s,therefore we shallcallit the G FD theory. In distinction to the conventional

perturbative renorm alization group (RG ) m ethod [3,4],it allows a qualitative analysis

nearand atthecriticalpoint,notcutting theperturbation series.In such a way,wehave

found thesetofpossiblevaluesforexactcriticalexponents[5]in two and threedim ensions

in agreem entwith the known exactresultsforthe two{dim ensionalIsing m odel[6,7].A

good agreem entwith som e M onte Carlo (M C)data [8,9]and experim ents[10]hasbeen

found in [5],aswell.Thedisagreem entwith theconventionally accepted RG valuesofthe

criticalexponents has been widely discussed in [11,12],providing argum ents that very

sensitive num ericaltestscon�rm ourtheoreticalpredictions.

�
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The ’4 m odelexhibits a nontrivialbehavior in close vicinity, as wellas below the

criticaltem peratureTc,iftheorderparam eterisan n{com ponentvectorwith n > 1.The

related long{wave divergence ofthe longitudinaland transverse correlation functions(in

Fourierrepresentation)atT < Tchasbeen studied in [13,14]based on thehydrodynam ical

(G aussian)approxim ation. Essentially the sam e problem hasbeen studied before in [15]

in term softheG aussian spin{wavetheory [16].Laterperturbativerenorm alization group

(RG )studies[17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25]supporttheG aussian approxim ation.The

RG m ethod isclaim ed to be asym ptotically exact. However,we disprove thisstatem ent

by �nding outthe errorsaswellasunjusti�ed assertions and assum ptionsin the papers

wheretheseclaim shavebeen established (Sec.9.1).O uranalysispredictsanon{G aussian

behavior,and we show by generalphysicalargum ents thatitm ustbe the true behavior

to coincide with the know rigorousresultsforthe classicalX Y m odel.Thisprediction is

strongly supported by a M onte Carlo test(Sec.10).

2 Prim ary equations

W e considera ’4 m odelwith the Ham iltonian

H =T =

Z �

r0’
2(x)+ c(r ’(x))2 + u’4(x)� h’(x)

�

dx ; (1)

where the order param eter ’(x) is an n{com ponent vector with com ponents ’i(x),de-

pendingon thecoordinatex,T isthetem perature,h isan external�eld.Thesam em odel,

butwithoutthe external�eld h,hasbeen discussed in [5],representing the ’4 term as

Z Z

’
2(x1)u(x1 � x2)’

2(x2)dx1dx2 (2)

= V � 1
X

i;j;k1;k2;k3

’i(k1)’i(k2)uk1+ k2’j(k3)’j(� k1 � k2 � k3);

where in our specialcase of(1) we have u(x) = �(x) and uk � u. This is obtained by

using the Fourier representation ’i(x) = V � 1=2
P

k< � ’i(k)e
ikx,where V = Ld is the

volum eofthesystem and d isthespatialdim ensionality.Likein [5],herewesupposethat

the �eld ’i(x) does not contain the Fourier com ponents ’i(k) with k > �. At h = 0,

the m odelundergoes the second{order phase transition with a spontaneous long{range

ordering. Besides,allthe directions ofordering are equally probable. To rem ove this

degeneracy,we considerthe therm odynam ic lim itatan in�nitesim alexternal�eld,i.e.,

lim
h! 0

lim
L! 1

where h = jh j. In thiscase the m agnetization M = h’iisoriented justalong

the external�eld.W e consideralso a m odelwith Ham iltonian

H =T =

Z �

r0’
2(x)� � � ’21(x)+ c(r ’(x))2 + u’4(x)

�

dx : (3)

In thelim it lim
�! 0

lim
L! 1

thism odelisequivalentto theoriginaloneat lim
h! 0

lim
L! 1

in thesense

thatthe m agnetization isparallelto certain axislabeled by i= 1. Som e degeneracy still

ispresentin (3),sincetwo oppositeordering directionsareequivalent,butthispeculiarity

doesnotplay any role ifwe consider,e.g.,the G reensfunction eG i(x)= h’i(0)’i(x)i.In

the Fourierrepresentation,the correlation function G i(k)isde�ned by

h’i(k)’j(� k)i= �ijG i(k): (4)
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Ham iltonian (3)ism oresuitableforouranalysisthan (1),sincetheequationsderived

in [5]can be easily generalized to include the sym m etry breaking term � � ’21(x). It is

incorporated in theG aussian partofthe Ham iltonian

H 0=T =
X

i;k

�

r0 � � � �i;1 + ck
2
�

j’i(k)j
2
: (5)

Asa result,theDyson equation in [5]becom es

1

2G i(k)
= r0 � � � �i;1 + ck2 �

@D (G )

@G i(k)
+ #i(k) (6)

where D (G ) is a quantity, the diagram expansion of which contains all skeleton di-

agram s (i. e., those connected diagram s without outer lines containing no parts like
j
ppppppppp
ppp
pppppppppppp
ppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp ),constructed ofthe fourth order vertices a

!
q q!

a .The solid coupling

linesin thediagram sarerelated to thecorrelation function G i(k),butthedashed linesto

� V � 1uk = � V � 1
R
u(x)e� ikxdx.Herethenotation uk = u euk isused fora generalization,

while the actualcase ofinterest is euk � 1. Any two solid lines connected to the sam e

kink (node) have the sam e index i. According to the de�nition,Eq.(6) is exact. It is

ensured includingtherem ainderterm #i(k)which doesnotcontributeto theperturbation

expansion in u powerseries.Q uantity D (G )isgiven by

D (G )= D
�(G ;1)+ j jr r (7)

whereD �(G ;�)isthe solution ofthe di�erentialequation

D
�(G ;�)= �

1

2

X

q

ln[1� 2�(q;�)]� �
@

@�
D
�(G ;�) (8)

with the boundary condition

D �(G ;0)= �
1

2

X

q

ln[1� 2�(0)(q)]; (9)

where

�(0)(q)= � 2uqV
� 1

X

i;k

G i(k)G i(q � k): (10)

Here �(q;�)isa quantity having thediagram expansion

�(q;�)=
� 

� �
r rq -q

+ �
� �

� �

r rq -q
r

r

�
�
�

�
�
�

�
�
�

�
�
�

+ �2

( �

�

�

�

r rq -q
r

r

�
�
�

�
�
�

�
�
�

�
�
�

r

r

�
�
�

�
�
�

�
�
�

�
�
�

(11)

+

�

�

�

�

r rq -q
r

r

�
�

�

�
�

�

r

r

�
�

�

�
�

� +
� �

� �

r rq -q

r

r

�
�
�
�

�
�
�
�

�
�
�

�
�
�

� � � � � �� � � � � �r r +
� �

� �

� �

� �
r rq -qr r

r r

� � � � � �� � � �

� � � � � �� � � �

)

+ :::

includingalldiagram softhiskind which cannotbesplitin twoasfollows j j
ppppppppp
ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp ppppppppp

ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp

� � � �� � � �.

These are skeleton diagram swith respectto both the solid and the waved lines(i.e.,do

notcontain partslike j
ppppppppp
ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp and/or j

ppppppppp
ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp

� � � �� � � �� � � �� � � �)with factors

� � � � � � � � � �� � � � � � � � � �
k -k = � ukV

� 1=[1� 2�(k;�)] (12)
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corresponding to the waved lines,and factor � V � 1uq corresponding to a pair of�xed

(form ally considered as nonequivalent) broken dashed lines in (11). Q uantity �(q;�) is

de�ned by converging sum and integrals(cf.Sec.4.7 and Appendix A in [5]),i.e.,

�(q;�) = � (0)(q)+

u�pZ

0

e� t1dt1

u�pZ

0

e� t2B (q;�;t1t2)dt2 ; (13)

B (q;�;t) =

1X

n= 1

�ntn

(n!)2
�(n)(q;�); (14)

where �(n)(q;�) represents the sum ofdiagram s ofthe n{th order in (11),and p is a

constant0 < p < 1=2.Note thatthe zeroth{orderterm isgiven by Eq.(10).

Based on these equations of the G FD theory, we have derived the possible values

ofthe exact criticalexponents  and � describing the divergence ofsusceptibility,i.e.

� / (T � Tc)
� ,and correlation length,i.e. � / (T � Tc)

� �,when approaching the

criticalpointT = Tc from highertem peratures.Thesevaluesatthespatialdim ensionality

d = 2;3 and thedim ensionality oftheorderparam etern = 1;2;3;:::(only thecasen = 1

ism eaningfulatd = 2)are[5]

 =
d+ 2j+ 4m

d(1+ m + j)� 2j
(15)

� =
2(1+ m )+ j

d(1+ m + j)� 2j
(16)

where m m ay have values m = 1;2;3;:::, and j m ay have values j = � m ,� m + 1,

� m + 2;:::A generalhypothesisrelating thevaluesofm and jto di�erentm odels,aswell

ascorrectionsto scaling fordi�erentphysicalquantitiesand severalnum ericaltestshave

been discussed in [11,12].Here we only m ention thatm = 3 and j= 0 holdsatn = 1 to

coincide with theknown exactresultsfor2D Ising m odel.

Since our equations contain the diagram expansion in term s ofthe true correlation

function G i(k)instead ofthe G aussian one,they allow an analytic continuation from the

region r0 > 0,where they have an obvious physicalsolution [5],to arbitrary r0 value.

O ne has to start with a �nite volum e,considering the therm odynam ic lim it afterwards.

In this paper we have extended our analysis to include the region ofnegative r0 values

below the criticalpointand to study the transverse and longitudinaluctuationsofthe

orderparam eter�eld in presenceofan in�nitesim alexternal�eld.

3 A lternative form ulation ofthe basic equations

An alternative form ulation ofour diagram m atic equations can be helpfulto prove som e

basicpropertiesofthesolution (seetheend ofAppendix).Nam ely,a resum m ation ofthe

self{energy diagram scontained in R i(k)= � @D �(G ;1)=@G i(k)can beused instead of(8).

Asdiscussed in [5],theseareskeleton diagram slike j
ppppppppp
ppp
pppppppppppp
ppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp

k -kppppppppppppppppppppp
ppppp ppppppppppppppppppppp

ppppp with two outersolid lines,

obtained by breaking onesolid linewith wavevectork in thecoupled skeleton diagram sof

D �(G ;1).Accordingtoournotation,thefactorsofthelinesm arked bycrossesareom itted,

and \coupled" m eansthatthediagram doesnotcontain outerlines.Thesum m ation over

the linear chains ofblocks j
ppppppppp
ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp contained in the self{energy diagram s ofR i(k)

4



can be perform ed,as ithasbeen done in [5]with the diagram s of�(k;�). Ityields the

expansion ofR i(k)represented by skeleton diagram swhere the true correlation function

G i(k) is related to the solid lines and the dashed lines are replaced by the waved lines.

Likein (11),thesediagram sdo notcontain parts j
ppppppppp
ppp
pppppppppppp
ppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp and j

ppppppppp
ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp

� � � �� � � �� � � �� � � �.According

to (7),the diagram j jr r isnotincluded in D �(G ;1),and italso cannotbeinvolved

in theactualgrouping ofdiagram ssincetheextension ofdashed lineby adding theblocks
j
ppppppppp
ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp would yield non{skeleton diagram s in this case. In such a way,we have the

expansion

� R i(k)= r ri,k i,-kpppppppppppppppppppppp
pppp pppppppppppppppppppppp

pppp

#  

� � � � � � � � � �� � � � � � � �+ r ri,k i,-kpppppppppppppppppppppp
pppp pppppppppppppppppppppp

pppp

#  
����

���
����

���

r r

+ ::: (17)

Here we have indicated explicitly that certain index 1 � i� n refers to the outer lines

in the n{com ponent case. The waved line,given by (12),corresponds to � = 1. The

com binatorialfactors4,32,etc.,are included in the diagram snotdistinguishing the two

orientations with respect to the vectors k and � k as di�erent. The resum m ation of

expansion (17)can bem adeby adopting ourm ethod presented by Eqs.(13)and (14).

TheDyson equation (6)can beform ulated in accordancewith thevariationalprinciple,

i.e.,itfollowsfrom theextrem um condition @ eF (G )=@G i(k)= 0 ofthereduced freeenergy

function

eF (G )= �
1

2

X

i;k

ln[2�Gi(k)]+
X

i;k

�

�i(k)G i(k)�
1

2

�

� D (G ): (18)

Here �i(k)= r0 � � � �i;1 + ck2 and eF (G )dependson the setofdiscrete variablesG i(k),

as consistent with the diagram m atic de�nition ofD (G ). This function is related to the

free energy F = � T lnZ via eF (G )= F=T.Firstithasbeen obtained in [26]forthe case

n = 1.The factthat eF (G )providesthe diagram m atic representation ofthe reduced free

energy can be proven asfollows. According to (6),@ eF (G )=@G i(k)= 0 holds,neglecting

the rem ainderterm #i(k).Itm eansthat

@ eF

@r0
=
X

i;k

G i(k)= V h’2(x)i�
@(F=T)

@r0
(19)

is true within the diagram m atic perturbation theory. Besides,it is straightforward to

check that eF (G )= F=T holdsatr0 ! + 1 . By integration in (19)over r0 from + 1 to

any �nitevalue we �nd that eF (G )= F=T isvalid in general.

4 T he correlation function and susceptibility below Tc

Som eim portantrelationsbetween thecorrelation function,thelong{rangeorderparam e-

terM (e.g.,m agnetization orpolarization),and susceptibility �,following directly from

the �rstprinciples,areconsidered in thissection.

W e have de�ned thecorrelation function in the coordinate representation as

eG i(x)= h’i(x1)’i(x1 + x)i= V
� 1

X

k

G i(k)e
ikx

: (20)

For sim plicity,�rst,let us consider the one{com ponent case. In this case (om itting the

index i)we have [7]

M
2 = lim

x! 1

eG (x)= G (0)=V at V ! 1 ; (21)

5



or
eG (x)= M 2 + eG 0(x); (22)

where eG 0(x)tendsto zero ifx ! 1 .In the Fourierrepresentation (22)reducesto

G (k)= �k;0 V M
2 + G

0(k) (23)

whereG 0(k)istheFouriertransform of eG 0(x).Thesusceptibility,calculated directly from

the G ibbsdistribution,is

� = lim
h! 0

lim
L! 1

@h’i

@h
= lim

h! 0
lim
L! 1

Z �
eG (x)� h’i

2
�

dx = G 0(0): (24)

In this lim it h’i= M holds,the latter,however,is notcorrect ath = 0 when h’i= 0.

Theconsidered lim itfor� existsand G 0(0)hasa�nitevaluein ourcaseofn = 1,sincethe

correlation function eG 0(x)ischaracterized by a �nite correlation length �,which ensures

the convergence ofthe integralin (24).

Considernow the case n > 1. Ifan external�eld isapplied along the i{th axiswith

i = 1 (even ifh ! 0),the longitudinalG reens function G k(k) � G 1(k) behaves in a

di�erentway than thetransverseoneG ? (k)� G j(k)with j6= 1.Itisa rigorously stated

fact[3]thatG ? (0)divergesasM =h ifh ! 0 below Tc,which isrelated to thedivergence

ofthetransverse susceptibility in thiscase.In analogy to (23)and (24)we have

G k(k) = �k;0 V M
2 + G

0

k
(k); (25)

�k(h) = @M =@h = G
0

k
(0): (26)

O ur further analysis shows that the longitudinalsusceptibility �k(h) diverges at h ! 0

for2 < d < 4 and n > 1,i.e.,G 0

k
(k)divergesatk ! 0. Note thatG 0

k
(k)= G k(k)holds

atk 6= 0.Thelong-wavelength divergencesofthe transverse and longitudinalcorrelation

functionsbelow Tc isknown in literature asthe G oldstone m odesingularitiesestablished

by the G oldstone theorem [27,15].

5 G eneralized scaling hypothesis

According to the known [3]scaling hypothesis,thecorrelation function above the critical

point,i.e.atT > Tc and T ! Tc,can berepresented in a scaled form

G i(k)’ �2� �gi(k�); (27)

where� isthecorrelation length,� isthecriticalexponent,and gi(z)isa scaling function.

Since � � t� � holds,where t= (T=Tc)� 1 is the reduced tem perature,the correlation

function can berepresented also as

G i(k)’ t� gi
�
kt� �

�
; (28)

where  = (2� �)�.Since the phase transition occursm erely ata single pointh = t= 0

in the h{t plane,there exists a way how the scaling relations like (27) or (28) can be

continued to the region t< 0 passing the singularpointh = t= 0. Eq.(27)isnotvalid

ath = 0 and t< 0 in thecaseofn > 1,sinceG 0

k
(0)and,therefore,thecorrelation length

6



� diverges at h ! 0 [cf. Eq.(24)]. The known scaling relations are recovered assum ing

thatthephysicalpicturerem ainssim ilarifweapproach thecriticalpointliket! stand

h ! s�h,where s < 1 isthe rescaling factor. Thus,the distance from the criticalpoint

t̂=
�

t2 + h2=�
�1=2

and the polarangle � = arctan
�

h1=�=t
�

in the t{ h1=� plane are two

relevantscaling argum ents. According to thisdiscussion,a suitable generalization ofthe

scaling relation (28)is

G i(k)’ t̂� gi

�

kt̂� �;�
�

; (29)

which is true at t̂! 0 for any given values ofkt̂� � and �. Consider G? (0) at a sm all

negativet.Taking into accountthath1=� ’ t̂(�� �)and M / (� t)� ’ h�=�(�� �)� � hold

at� ! �,thecorrectresultG? (0)’ M =h isobtained in thislim itifg? (0;�)/ (� � �)� �

holdsat� � � ! 0 and the scaling dim ension is� = � + . By generalizing the scaling

relation M / (� t)� to M / t̂� (ata �xed �)weobtain also thecorrectbehaviorM / h1=�

att= 0,where� = 1+ =�.Eq.(29)m akessenseforGk(k)atk 6= 0.According to (25)

and (26),the longitudinalsusceptibility is�k = G 0

k
(0)= G k(+ 0),where G k(+ 0)denotes

the value ofthe G reens function at an in�nitely sm all,but nonzero k value. It is easy

to check that(29)reproducesthe known scaling behavior of�k fort� 0 both ath = 0

(�k / t� )and att= 0 (�k / h
1

�
� 1).In the lim ith ! 0 Eq.(29)yields

G i(k) ’ jtj�  g+i
�
k jtj� �

�
at t> 0 (30)

G i(k) ’ jtj�  g�i
�
k jtj� �

�
at t< 0 ; (31)

where g+i (z)= gi(z;0)and g
�

i (z)= gi(z;�).The analysisofourdiagram m atic equations

con�rm the scaling relations (30) and (31). It shows also that,in the case ofthe order

param eterdim ensionality n > 1,both thelongitudinaland thetransverseG reensfunctions

diverge at k ! 0 when T < Tc. It m eans that g�i (z) diverges at z ! 0 for n > 1. In

any case we have g�i (z) / z� 2+ � at z ! 1 ,which m eans that the correlation function

continuously transform sto the known criticalG reensfunction G i(k)� k� 2+ � att! 0.

6 Exact scaling relations and their consequences

In distinction to Sec.5,here we consider other kind ofscaling relations which also are

relevantto ourfurtheranalysis. These are exactand rigorousrelationsbetween the cor-

relation function and param etersofthe Ham iltonian H =T = H 0=T + H 1=T,whereH 0=T

isgiven by (5)and H 1=T representsthe ’4 contribution (2)atuk = u.

Following the m ethod described in Appendix B of[5],the Ham iltonian H =T istrans-

form ed to

H =T =
X

i;p

�

R � � � �i;1 + p
2
�

j	 i(p)j
2 (32)

+ V
� 1

1

X

i;j;p1;p2;p3

	 i(p1)	 i(p2)	 j(p3)	 j(� p1 � p2 � p3);

where 	 i(p) = u�c� d�=2’i(k),p = c2�u� �k,R = r0c
d�u� 2�,and � = �u� 2�cd�. Here

� = 1=(4 � d) and the sum m ation over p takes place within p < p0 = c2�u� �� in

7



accordance with the rescaled volum e V1 = V c� 2d�ud�.According to (32)we have

G i(k)=
D

j’i(k)j
2
E

= cd�u� 2�
D

j	 i(p)j
2
E

= cd�u� 2�egi(p;p0;R;�;V1); (33)

where,at�xed d and n,egiisa function ofthegiven argum entsonly.Thetherm odynam ic

lim itexistsatk 6= 0,so thatin thiscase we can write

lim
�! 0

lim
V ! 1

G i(k)= c
d�
u
� 2�

ĝi(p;p0;R); (34)

where the scaling function ĝi represents the lim it ofegi. IfR is varied,then the m odel

with Ham iltonian (32)undergoesthesecond{orderphasetransition atsom ecriticalvalue

R = R c(p0)< 0.Thus,Eq.(34)can berewritten in new variableswith a scaling function

gi(p;p0;t),wheret= 1� (R=R c)= 1� (r0=r0c)isthereduced tem perature,r0c being the

criticalvalueofr0.Thus,wehave

ĝi(p;p0;R)= gi(p;p0;t): (35)

Based on (34) and (35),we can m ake som e conclusions aboutthe scaling ofthe critical

region forthereduced tem peraturet,aswellasforthewavevectork att= 0 and also at

a �xed t< 0.The lattercase isrelevantforthe long{wave lim itk ! 0 atn > 1.By the

criticalregion wem ean theregion insideofwhich thecorrelation function iswelldescribed

by a certain asym ptoticallaw.According to (34)and (35),thewidth ofthecriticalregion

tcrit orkcrit,aswellasthe coe�cientsin asym ptotic expansionsin powersofk ata �xed

t(t= 0 forn � 1 ort< 0 forn > 1)can be written in a scaled form with (orwithout)

power{like prefactorsand scaling functionscontaining single argum entp0 = c2�u� ��.

Thelim itu ! 0 isim portantin ourconsideration.To extractexactcriticalexponents

from our equations,it has to be ensured that,inside the criticalregion,the rem ainder

term #i(k)in (6)ism uch sm allerthan any term in theasym ptotic expansion of1=G i(k).

Thisispossibleatu ! 0 iftheseexpansion term sand also thewidth ofthecriticalregion

do nottend to zero fasterthan any positivepowerofu [5].Forthescaling functionsofp0,

the lim itu ! 0 isequivalentto the lim it� ! 1 atd < 4.The relevantquantities(tcrit,

kcrit,and expansion coe�cientsatk powers)can tend to zero exponentially atu ! 0 only

ifthecorrespondingscaling functionsofc2�u� �� doso.Thelatterwould m ean thatthese

quantities are very strongly (exponentially) a�ected by any relatively sm allvariation of

theuppercuto�param eter�atlarge� values.Itseem sto beratherunphysical,sincethe

long{wavebehaviorata �xed t(also att< 0)cannotbeso sensitiveto sm allvariationsin

theshort{rangeinteractions.Dueto thejoining oftheasym ptoticsolutions,thefactthat

theexpansion coe�cientsin k powerseriesatt= 0arenotexponentially sm allin u m eans

also that the sam e is true for the expansion coe�cients in jtjpower series at jtj! 0.

Thus,only the rem ainderterm #i(k)tendsto zero fasterthan us atany s > 0,provided

thatoursolution representsan analyticcontinuation (seetheend ofSec.2)from thestable

dom ain r0 > 0 whereourequationshaveoriginated and wherethisbasicproperty of#i(k)

follows directly from our derivations. It im plies,in particular,that the solution below

Tc should coincide with (31),asconsistentwith the existence ofcontinuoussecond{order

phase transition. Ifwe have a sm ooth solution ofthis kind,then the criticalexponents

can be determ ined by considering suitable lim its[5](u ! 0 and k � urkcrit(u),oru ! 0

and t� ur=�tcrit(u)with r > 0)notonly atT = Tc and T ! Tc,butalso atT < Tc. In

thiscase therem ainderterm #i(k)isnegligibly sm all[5].
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7 T he low {tem perature solution at n = 1

Letusnow considerthesolution ofourequationsbelow thecriticalpointstarting with the

case n = 1. The sym m etry breaking term with � isirrelevantatn = 1,therefore we set

� = 0.According to (21),1=G (k)vanishesatk = 0 in thetherm odynam iclim itV ! 1 ,

so that the equation (6) (taking into account (7) and om itting the irrelevant correction

#i(k))forscalarorder{param eter�eld (n = 1)can bewritten as

1=(2G 1(k)) = ck
2 + R 1(k)� R 1(0) at k 6= 0 ; (36)

1=(2G 1(0)) = r0 + 2u eG + R 1(0)= 0 ; (37)

where(forarbitrary n)

eG =
D

’
2(x)

E

= V
� 1

X

i;k

G i(k); (38)

R i(k)= �
@D �(G ;1)

@G i(k)
: (39)

To sim plify thenotation,furtherweshallom ittheindex i� 1 in theactualcaseofn = 1.

According to (21),singleterm with k = 0 givesa nonvanishing contribution to (38)at

V ! 1 ,while thecontribution ofallotherterm sm ay bereplaced by an integral,i.e.,

eG = M 2 + (2�)� d
Z

G 0(k)dk : (40)

Sim ilarly,term swith M 2,M 4,M 6,etc.appearin (11)dueto thecontributionsprovided

by zero{vectorsrelated to som eofthesolid lines.Forinstance,thezeroth{orderterm (10)

reads

�(0)(q)= � 2u

�

2M 2
G (q)+ (2�)� d

Z

G
0(k)G 0(q � k)dk

�

: (41)

The term swith the spontaneous m agnetization M appearin ourequations in a natural

way ifwe�rstconsidera very large,but�nitevolum eV ,which then istended to in�nity.

They appear as a feedback which does not allow the right hand side of(37) to becom e

negative,by keeping itat1=(2G (0))� 1=V ,when r0 goesto largeenough negativevalues.

The actualm odelat n = 1 belongsto the Ising universality class characterized by a

�nite correlation length at T < Tc. It m eans that G 0(0) has a �nite value and 1=G (k)

transform sto zero atk = 0 by a jum p. According to (36),itm eansthatR(+ 0)6= R(0)

holds,where the value ofR(k) at an in�nitesim alnon{zero k is denoted by R(+ 0). To

show thatthisisreally possible,considerthecontribution (denoted by R (0)(k))ofthe�rst

diagram in (11)which yields

R (0)(+ 0)= R (0)(0)+
4uM 2

1+ 4u
�

2M 2G 0(0)+ (2�)� d
R
G 02(q)dq

� : (42)

From (42)weseethatR(+ 0)6= R(0)holds,in general,ifG 0(0)hasa�nitevalue.Therefore

such a selfconsistentsolution is,in principle,possible.

Considernow thesolution atr0 ! � 1 and sm allu,i.e.,atlow tem peratures.In this

case we�nd a solution such that

M 2 = � r0=(2u); G (k)= � 1=(A r0) ; �(k;�)= f(�;A); (43)
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hold at any �xed u > 0 and k 6= 0,ifr0 ! � 1 ,where A is a constant independentof

r0,c,and �,f(�;A)isa function ofthe given argum ents. O ne expectsthatA tendsto

som e universalconstantatu ! 0.In thiscase,atA = 4,oursolution coincideswith the

G aussian approxim ation

G 0(k)=
1

� 4r0 + 2ck2
: (44)

Thecorrection � ck2 hasbeen neglected in (43).

Condition M 2 = � r0=(2u),correspondingtothem inim um of(3),holdsforanyphysical

solution ifr0 ! � 1 sinceuctuationsaresuppressed.Thisfollowsfrom (37)and (40),if

the m ain term sr0 and 2uM
2 are retained in (37).

Q uantity �(0;�) in the denom inator of (12) diverges in the therm odynam ic lim it

V ! 1 like V or even faster,i.e.,like V � with � � 1,as shown in Appendix. The

divergence appearsdue to the specialcontributionsprovided by zero wave vectorsk = 0

related to som e ofthe solid lines in the diagram expansion (11) of�(0;�) at T < Tc.

These diverging term sm ake the analysisbelow Tc m ore di�cultascom pared to thecase

T � Tc discussed in [5].

In spiteofthedivergenceof�(0;�),asingleterm with q = 0 in (8)doesnotcontribute

to D �(G ;�)and R(k)ifV ! 1 .Really,if�(0;�)divergesas� (V=V0)
s
(V0 isthevolum e

ofan elem entary cell)with s> 0,then thissingleterm isapproxim ately � (s=2)� ln(V=V0),

whereasthewholesum isproportionalto V=V0.O n theotherhand,�(0;�)appearsin the

denom inatorofthecorrespondingterm ifthederivativewith respectto G (k)iscalculated

in (8),therefore,thisterm cannotbeby a factorV largerthan otherterm s,i.e.,itcannot

give an especialcontribution.

The perturbation sum for�(k;�)atk 6= 0 also containsterm sdiverging atV ! 1 .

In anorm alcase,theconstraintk = 0 forwavevectorsofm solid linesin adiagram m eans

rem ovalofm integrationsoverwavevectors.However,forsom edistributionsofthezero{

vectors this condition is violated,which yields the diverging term s. W e have shown in

Appendix that the divergent term s contain insertions like,e.g., 0

0

0

0

with 2m

outer solid lines having �xed k = 0 vectors. As shown in Appendix,a resum m ation of

theseinsertionsgivesanon{divergentresult.Besides,thesim pli�ed analysiswhich ignores

theseinsertionsisqualitatively correct,asregardsthegeneralscaling form ofthesolution.

However, for a com plete form alcorrectness we should take into account the fact that

speci�c values ofscaling functions can be renorm alized by these zero{vector{cum ulant

(see Appendix forexplanation) insertions. Furtherwe shallcallthe term s withoutsuch

insertions the \norm al" term s or contributions. O ur results at T < Tc are com pletely

consistent with those at T = Tc and T > Tc and agree with the non{perturbative RG

analysisprovided in Sec.9.5.Itcon�rm sthestatem entsm ade in thisparagraph.

An im portantproperty ofthe \norm al" contributionsto �(k;�)atk 6= 0 isthatany

term ,where zero wave vector is related to a waved line,vanishesin the therm odynam ic

lim itV ! 1 .Itholdsbecausethe waved linevanishesdueto the divergence of�(0;�).

Condition �(k;�)= f(�;A)atk 6= 0 holdsifr0 ! � 1 because�(0)(q)and allterm s

ofthe sum (14)in thislim itdepend m erely on param eters� and A forany �xed u. The

latter is true in the approxim ation where no zero{vector{cum ulants are included,since

them ain term scom efrom thediagram sin (11)ifweextractthecontribution,containing

no integrals,where one halfofthe solid lines have zero wave vectors k = 0 (it yields a

factor M 2 for the �rstdiagram ,M 4 { for the second diagram ,and so on). Besides,the
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waved linesshould havenonzerowavevectors,asexplained before.According to (43)each

replacem entofG (0)=V = M 2 by an integraloverwave vectorsproducesa factor� r
� 2

0
.

Thisisthe reason why the m ain term satr0 ! � 1 contain no integrals.

These m ain term s lead to asym ptotic solutions (at r0 ! � 1 ) for quantities

@�(q;�)=@G (k)and @D �(G ;�)=@G (k)atq = k 6= 0 in theform wherer0 ism ultiplied by

som e function of� and A,nam ely,R(k)= � Q (A)r0.Thism ain contribution vanishesat

k = 0,since the derivation @�(0;�)=@G (0),im plicated in the calculation ofR(0),m eans

rem ovalofa diverging factor G (0) � V . Q uantity �(0;�) diverges,whereas the waved

linesin thiscasecontain vanishing factors� 1=�(0;�)providing �nitevalueofthederiva-

tiveatV ! 1 .Therefore,by substituting R(k)= � Q (A)r0 into (36)and retaining only

theleading term s,weobtain a selfconsistentequation 2Q (A)= A fortheunknown am pli-

tude A. Following the consideration in Appendix,the inclusion ofzero{vector{cum ulant

insertionscan m erely renorm alize the function Q (A).

8 A sym ptotic solution at T ! Tc

O ur equations provide the asym ptotic solution at T ! Tc,where T < Tc,in the scaled

form (31)which allowsa uni�ed description provided hereforn � 1.

Like in [5],here we assum e that r0 is the only param eter in (3) which depends on

tem perature T and the dependence is linear. At the critical point r0 = r0c we have

1=G i(+ 0)= 0 foralliat lim
�! 0

lim
V ! 1

,so thattheDyson equation (6)in thislim itreads

1

2G i(+ 0)
= �

dr0

dT
� �+ 2u

�
eG � eG

�

�

+ R i(+ 0)� R
�

i(+ 0) (45)

1

2G i(k)
�

1

2G i(+ 0)
= ck2 + R i(k)� R i(+ 0): (46)

Here�= jT � T c jisan analog ofjtjin (31),
eG � and R �

i(+ 0)� R �

i(0)arethevaluesof
eG

and R i(0)calculated atthecriticalG reensfunction G i(k)= G �

i(k)considered asa known

�xed quantity. Due to the sym m etry breaking term � � �i;1 in (3),only the longitudinal

com ponent 1=G 1(0) � 1=G k(0) becom es as sm allas � 1=V when r0 is decreased below

r0c,giving rise to the m agnetization M 2 = G k(0)=V . According to (46),the condition

1=G k(0)= 0 atV ! 1 m eans

1=
�

2G k(+ 0)
�

= R k(+ 0)� R k(0): (47)

Equations (45) and (46) are analogous to (48) and (49) in [5]derived for T > Tc,

and sim ilar m ethod ofanalysis is valid. Nam ely,correct results for the G reens function

within the asym ptoticalregion k � 1=�̂ can be obtained considering the lim it u ! 0

and � � u r=�� crit(u),and form ally cutting the integration overG i(k)and G
�

i(k)in (45)

and (46) by k < � = u � rk
� 1

crit(u)=�̂. Here �crit(u) and kcrit(u) are the widths ofthe

criticalregionsfor� and k,respectively,r isany positive constant,and �̂ isan analog of

thecorrelation length.According to thegeneralized scaling hypothesisin Sec.5,onem ay

set �̂ = �(T = T + �). Note that our equations (45) to (47) do not contain r0c. O nly

such a form isacceptable in thisanalysis: contrary to the criticalexponentsthe critical

tem peratureisessentially a�ected by the short{wave uctuations.
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W estartouranalysiswith the\norm al" (notdiverging atV ! 1 )term sdiscussed in

Sec.7 by using the wellknown scaling relation

2� = (d� 2+ �)� = d� �  (48)

relevant to M � � �. O ur diagram equations becom e exact in the theoretical lim its

considered,and itallowsin principleto �nd theexactcriticalexponentsby solving these

equations(Sec.6).Therefore,theasym ptoticsolution satis�estheexisting exactrelations

between the criticalexponents,including (48).In fact,(48)isthe necessary condition at

which the diagram s below Tc have certain scaling properties,sim ilar to those above Tc,

wherethe exponentsare com m on forthe diagram sofallorders.

Selfconsistentsolutionsfor�(q;�)and for@D �(G ;�)=@Gi(k)can befound at2< d <

4,having sim ilar form as in the case T > Tc [5]. This is true for the \norm al" term s

because partialcontributions in (13) proportionalto M 0,M 2,M 4,etc.,(corresponding

to caseswhere zero{vectors are related to 0,1,2,etc.,solid linesin diagram s(11))have

the sam e form and the sam e com m on factor � � 2+ d� as at T > Tc. It is easy to prove

thisproperty fordiagram s ofallordersby a sim ple norm alization ofallwave vectors to

� �,likeq0= q=� �,with thecutting ofintegration discussed above.Contrary to thecase

T > Tc,them ain term of@�(q;�)=@G i(k)atT < Tc forgiven u,d,and n hastheform

@�(q;�)=@G i(k)= V
� 1� � 

Yi(q
0
;k

0
;�)+ �i;1�k;q �

d�� 
Ŷ (q0;k0;�) (49)

obtained by the above norm alization,where k0 = k� � �. The additional(second) term

isdue to the following. Ifin som e diagram sof(11)the wave vectorsforsom e solid lines

are �xed k1 = 0 (this yields an especialcontribution m erely at T < Tc),then the wave

vectorsofsom eothersolid linesalso havea �xed valuek2 = q.Thisproducesthesecond

(extraordinary)term afterderivation ofthelineswith a �xed wavevectorq.Thesim plest

exam ple is provided by the �rst diagram in (11) represented by (41). The �rst term

in (41),which at arbitrary n reads � 4uM 2G 1(q),yields an extraordinary contribution

� 4u�i;1�q;kM
2 to(49).In general,any diagram of(11)can berepresented astwoseparate

partsconnected by m solid lines,e.g.,like
j j
ppppppppp
ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp ppppppppp

ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp .Each such representation

givesan extraordinary contribution provided thatnom orethan onepairoftheconnecting

linesm eetatthe sam e node like q!
a

� � � �� � � �.Since solid linesalwaysm ake closed loops,m

is even num ber. The sam e index i is related to alllines of one loop, therefore, even

num beroflinesam ong those connecting the blockscan be associated with i= 1. Thus,

an extraordinary contribution isprovided by �xing i= 1 and k1 = 0 form � 1 connecting

lines, since this im plies the constraint i = 1 and k2 = q for the rem aining one line.

However,only thosecon�gurationsgive a nonvanishing contribution atV ! 1 whereno

m ore than one wave vector k1 = 0 refers to each ofthe con�gurations q!
a

� � � �� � � �.In the

oppositecasethewaved linealso haszero wavevectoryielding vanishing contribution due

to the divergence of�(0;�).

Theadditionalterm in (49)essentially di�ersfrom the ordinary (�rst)term by factor

�k;qV �
d� becausein thiscasethederivation proceduredoesnotm ean rem ovalofintegra-

tion overwave vectors. Both term sprovide @D �(G ;�)=@G1(k)= �  er(k0;�),single term

with q = 0 in (8)being negligible,asdiscussed in Sec.7.Thisscaled form isvalid also for

i> 1 and agree with thatatT > Tc derived in [5]. The term with �k;q does notgive a

contribution to @D �(G ;�)=@G1(k)atV ! 1 ifk = 0:any ofthepartialcontributionsto

�(0;�),wherezero{vectorsarerelated to theconnecting solid linesin a con�guration like
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j j
ppppppppp
ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp ppppppppp

ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp ,isby a factor� G 1(0)� G k(0)’ M 2V largerthan thecorresponding

term of@�(0;�)=@G 1(0),where factor G k(0) is rem oved according to derivation ofthe

connecting lines with k = 0. No diverging factor is rem oved at k = + 0 ifG k(+ 0) has

a �nite value,therefore,R(+ 0) and R(0) are not identicalat n = 1. In any case,this

peculiarity refersonly to the longitudinalcom ponent,so thatR ? (+ 0)= R ? (0)holdsin

general.

The above discussed peculiarities with the extraordinary term s are irrelevant,as re-

gards the exponents in the asym ptotic expansion ofG i(k). The m agnetization M has

correctionsto scaling with the sam eexponentsasotherterm sin (45)and (46)(although

som e expansion coe�cients can be zero). This is consistent with the additionalcondi-

tion (47){ theequation forM .Thecorrectionsto scaling havethesam eorigin atT < Tc

and T > Tc:theterm ck2 in (46)isby afactor� � 2��  sm allerthan theleadingterm and

the term \1" in (12)gives(in the sam e sense)a correction � � 2� d�.In such a way,the

generalscaling form ofthesolution forR i(k)and G i(k)appearsto bethesam eatT < Tc

and T > Tc.FollowingtheAppendix,itrem ainsunchanged in thecom pleteanalysiswhich

takesinto accountallpossibledistributionsofk = 0 vectorsin the diagram sof(11),and

notonly the \norm al" contributionswithoutthe zero{vector{cum ulantinsertions.

Thus,forthe spationaldim ensionality 2 < d < 4,the correlation function atT < Tc

has sim ilar singular structure as in the case ofT > Tc [5],i.e.,we have an asym ptotic

expansion

G i(k)=
X

‘� 0

� � + ‘g
(‘)

i

�
k� � �

�
(50)

with 0 = 0 and correction exponents

‘ = n‘(2� � )+ m‘(2 � d�) (51)

valid for‘� 1,where n‘ and m ‘ are integer num bers� 0,and n‘+ m ‘ � 1. Therefore,

usingthesam eargum entsasin thecaseofT > Tc [5],weconcludethatthepossiblevalues

ofexponents  and � are given by (15) and (16). It agree with the generalized scaling

hypothesisin Sec.5 which tellsusthatthe valuesofthe exponentsm ustbe the sam e at

T > Tc and T < Tc.

9 T he asym ptotic long{wave behavior below Tc at n > 1

9.1 D iscussion ofthe existing results

Accordingtotheconventionalbeliev[14,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,28],thetransverse

G reensfunction G ? (k)divergeslikek
� �? with �? = 2 atk ! 0 below Tc forthesystem s

with O (n � 2)rotationalsym m etry.Itcorrespondsto theG k(k)� kd� 4 divergenceofthe

longitudinalG reensfunction. Besides,the singularstructure ofthe correlation functions

isrepresented by an expansion in powersofk4� d and kd� 2 [22,23].Form ally,ourresults

agreewith theseonesat�? = 2.Nevertheless,below wewillshow that�? < 2 holdsnear

two dim ensionsatn = 2.

Asusually accepted in lattice m odels,here (in thissubsection)we de�ne thatallthe

param etersofthe norm alized Ham iltonian H =T (3)are proportionalto the inverse tem -

perature 1=T. In this case r0 is negative. W e propose the following argum ent. The

assum ption thatG ? (k)’ a(T)k� 2 holds(with som e tem perature{dependentam plitude
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a(T))in thestableregion below thecriticalpoint,i.e.,atT � Tc=C ,whereC isan arbi-

trarily large constant,leadsto a conclusion thatthecriticaltem peratureTc continuously

tendsto zero atd ! 2 (supposed d > 2).Really,at�? = 2 we have

D

’2(x)
E

=
1

V

X

i;k

G i(k)’ M 2 (52)

+ (2�)� d

"Z

G
0

k
(k)dk +

(n � 1)S(d)�d� 2 a(T)

d� 2

#

;

whereS(d)istheareaofunitspherein ddim ensions.Sincetheam plitudeofthetransverse

uctuations never can vanish at a �nite tem perature,Eq.(52) im plies that the average


’2(x)

�
diverges at T = Tc=C when d ! 2,ifTc rem ains �nite. Thus,we obtain an

unphysicalresultunlessthe criticaltem perature Tc and,therefore,a(Tc=C )tend to zero

atd ! 2.

O n theotherhand,itisarigorously stated fact[29,30]thattheclassical2D X Y m odel

undergoestheK osterlitz{Thoulessphasetransition ata �nitetem peratureTK T .Itm eans

thata certain structuralorderwithoutthe spontaneous m agnetization exists within the

tem perature region T < TK T . There isa generaltendency ofdisordering with decreasing

thespatialdim ensionality d,and notviceversa.Thus,sincethestructuralorderexistsat

T < TK T and d = 2,som ekind ofordernecessarily existsalso atT < TK T and d > 2.Since

the classicalX Y m odelundergoes the disorder ! long{range order phase transition at

d > 2,thisobviously isthe long{range order.Thus,the criticaltem perature atd = 2+ "

is Tc � TK T 6= 0 for an in�nitesim aland positive ",and it drops to zero by a jum p at

d = 2� ",asconsistentwith therigorousconsideration in [29].

TheclassicalX Y m odelbelongsto thesam euniversality classastheactual’4 m odel

atn = 2,which m eansthatboth m odelsbecom e fully equivalentaftera renorm alization

(a suitable renorm alization willbe discussed in Sec.9.5). Thus,Tc does not vanish at

d ! 2 (ford > 2)also in the’4 m odel.In such a way,theassum ption G ? (k)’ a(T)k� 2

leads to a contradiction. In the stable region T < Tc=C ,the G aussian approxim ation

G ? (k)’ 1=(2ck2)m akessenseat�nitenottoo sm allvaluesofk.Theabovecontradiction

m eans that the G aussian approxim ation with �? = 2 cannot be extended to k ! 0 in

vicinity ofd = 2.Thecontradiction isrem oved only if�? < 2 holdsatd ! 2 in theactual

case ofn = 2.

It has been stated in [23, 25]that the essentially G aussian result �? = 2 of the

perturbative RG theory should be exact. However,som e ofthe obtained \exact" results

are ratherunphysical. In particular,we �nd from Eq.(3.6)in [24]and from the form ula

h�2i= � 6A=u0 given in theline justbelow that

h�2(x)i= (N � 1)

Z
ddq

q2
(53)

holds,where �(x) is the transverse (N � 1){com ponent �eld which,in our notation,is

com posed ofn� 1com ponentslabeled byindexj6= 1.Eq.(53)representsasenselessresult,

since h�2(x)i given by this equation diverges at d ! 2. It is clear that h�2(x)i cannot

divergein reality,asitfollowsfrom theHam iltonian density (2.1)in [24](Ham iltonian (1)

in our paper): any �eld con�guration with diverging � 2(x) provides a divergent �(x){

dependentterm

�
1

2
jr �(x)j2 +

u0

4!
(�2(x))2 (54)
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in the Ham iltonian density and,therefore,gives no essentialcontribution to the statis-

ticalaverages. The result (53) corresponds to a poor approxim ation where the second

term in (54) isneglected. In a surprising way,based on W ard identities,authorsof[24]

and related papers have lost allthe purely transverse diagram s,generated by the term
u0
4!
(�2(x))2,and stated that this is the exact result at r0 ! � 1 as wellas at k ! 0.

According to [23,24],the actualtransverse term appears to be hidden in a shifted lon-

gitudinal�eld �s,which isconsidered asan independentG aussian variable (cf.Eqs.(3.5)

and (3.6) in [23]). O bviously,this isthe fataltrivialerrorwhich leadsto the above dis-

cussed unphysicalresult(53),sincethedeterm inantofthetransform ation Jacobian (from

�,s to �,�s)isom itted in the relevantfunctionalintegrals.In thism annerthe ’4 m odel

can be im m ediately reduced to the ’2 m odelby considering s = ’2 as a new variable!

Including the Jacobian ofthe nonlinear transform ation,the resulting m odel,however,

rem ainsnon{G aussian.Since (53)com esfrom

h�2(x)i= (N � 1)(2�)� d
Z

G ? (k)d
dk ; (55)

theunphysicaldivergenceofh�2(x)im eansthatthepredicted G aussian form ofthetrans-

verse correlation function G ? (k) is incorrect. Another aspect is that the m ethod used

in [23,24]gives �? � 2 also at n = 2 in contradiction with our previous discussion

concerning the known rigorousresultsforthe X Y m odel.

O urconsideration doesnotcontradictthe conventionalstatem ent(see [25]and refer-

encestherein)thattheG aussian spin{wavetheory [16]becom esexactatlow tem peratures,

but only in the sense that it holds for any given nonzero k at T ! 0,and in the lim it

lim
k! 0

lim
T! 0

in particular.However,the actuallim itofinterestisk ! 0 or,equally, lim
T! 0

lim
k! 0

.

Therefore,contrary to theassertionsin [14,25],itisim possibleto m akeany rigorouscon-

clusion regarding the exponent�? (or any related exponent)based on the factthatthe

G aussian spin{wavetheory becom esexactatT ! 0.O nehasto provethatthelim itscan

beexchanged!Thereisa reason to believethatthelim itscannotbeexchanged �rstofall

becausethecritized heretreatm entswith exchanged lim itslead to unresolvable problem s

atd ! 2.Thereisalso a wellstudied exam ple{ theX X X quantum spin chain,whereit

isstraightforward to see thatthe distance ! 1 and T ! 0 lim itscannotbe exchanged

in the correlation function considered there [31].

This problem persists in the classical treatm ent of the m any{particle system s [15]

which,in essence,isbased on the G aussian spin wave theory atT ! 0,aswellasin the

hydrodynam icaldescription in [14],where the known results ofthe G aussian spin wave

theory [Eqs.(5.1a) and (5.1b)]have been im plem ented for a com plete description. The

treatm ent of[15],evidently,is not exact,since it breaks down at d ! 2 for the two{

com ponent (n = 2) vector m odel(where Tc rem ains �nite and we �x the tem perature

0 < T < Tc) just like we have discussed already { the average h�2(x)i is given by the

integral(6.8)in [15]which divergesin thiscase (supposed (2�)� 3d3k ! (2�)� dddk).

A slightly di�erent perturbative RG approach has been developed in [21]to analyze

the nonlinear � m odel. In this case the m odulus of’(x) is �xed which autom atically

rem ovesthe divergence ofh�2(x)i. A �nite external�eld h hasbeen introduced there to

m akean expansion.Thecorrelation functionshavethepower{likesingularitiesofinterest

only ath = + 0,which m eansthatin thiscasewehaveto considerthelim it lim
k! 0

lim
h! 0

,i.e.,

thelim ith ! 0 m ustbetaken �rstata �xed nonzero k (p in form ulaeused in [21]).The

results in [21]are not rigorous since the expansions used there are purely form al,i.e.,
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they break down in thislim it. Besides,contrary to the approxim ationsin [21],itshould

be clear that the exact renorm alization is a rather nontrivialproblem which cannot be

reduced to a �nding ofonly two renorm alization constants.If,e.g.,wem akea real{space

renorm alization ofthe Heisenberg m odel,say,with the scaling factor s = 2,then the

statistically averaged block{spinsoftheK adano� transform ation (com posed ofsd original

spins) do not have a �xed m odulus { sim ply the originalm odeldoes not include the

constraintj’(x)j= constforthe block averages. Itm eansthatthe transform ation with

any �nites yieldsa Ham iltonian ofform di�erentfrom theoriginalone,i.e.,theoriginal

Ham iltonian with m erely renorm alized coupling constant can never be the �xed{point

Ham iltonian.

Anotherapproach,which isbased on e�ectiveLagrangians,hasbeen developed in [28].

However,due to severalrough (fatal)errorsin Sec.3 ofthispaperwe cannotappreciate

the basic results.Forexam ple,wehave found thatthe transform ation

v


� = 
v�


� 1
; ~H


 = 
 ~H (56)

bringstheLagrangian

L =
1

2
D �

~�D �
~� +

1

2
m 2~�~� +

1

4
�(~�~�)2 � ~H ~� (57)

with

D �
~�(x)= @�~�(x)+ v�(x)~�(x) (58)

back to itsoriginalform aftera space{independentrotation 
.Nam ely,

L
�

v


� ;

~H


;
 ~�

�

= L
�

v�;~H ;~�
�

(59)

holds,asitcan beveri�ed by a sim plesubstitution taking into accountthat
 ~A 
 ~B = ~A ~B

holdsforany vectors ~A and ~B ,sincetherotation ofthecoordinatesystem doesnotchange

thescalarproduct,aswellasthat@�
 ~� = 
@�
~� obviously istrueforaspace{independent

m atrix 
.Asa consequence,thepartition functionsobey the equation

Z
�

v


� ;

~H


�

= Z
�

v�;~H
�

(60)

with v
� and ~H 
 de�ned in (56).ButEq.(3.7)in [28]disagreeswith (56):itcontainsan

odd term 
@ �

� 1 which reducesto @� in thecaseofspace{independent
.Thefollowing

relevantequationson page247 contain sim ilarerrors,i.e.,itiseasy to verify thatthey do

not hold in the sim plestcase ofa space{independent rotation. Som e num ericalsupport

of this theory can be found in literature [32,33], where a �nite{size scaling within a

transient region ofvery sm all�elds com parable with L � 3 (where L is the linear size of

3D lattice)have been considered.O urtheoreticalpredictions,however,referto the lim it

lim h! 0lim L! 1 ,therefore the testsm adein [32,33]areoflittle interesthere.

Concluding this subsection,it is worthy to m ention that the experim entalm easure-

m entsofsusceptibility � depending on �eld h in isotropousferrom agnetslikehigh{purity

polycrystallineNi[34]areincom patiblewith theconventionalRG prediction � � h(d� 4)=2.

M oreover,ourM onte Carlo resultsfor3D X Y m odeldiscussed in Sec.10 are incom pati-

ble with thisprediction,aswell.Thus,according to the given theoreticalargum ents,the

conventionalclaim s that the G aussian approxim ation is asym ptotically exact at k ! 0

sim ply cannotbecorrect,and there existalso num ericalevidencesforthis.
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9.2 T he leading asym ptotic behavior

Letusnow discussthesolution below Tc atsm allwavevectorsk ! 0 within ourdiagram -

m atic approach. By analyzing severalpossibilities we have arrived to a conclusion that

the truephysicalasym ptotic solution for2< d < 4 and n > 1 is

G ? (k)’ ak� �? ; G k(k)’ bk� �k (61)

whith som e am plitudesa and b,and exponents

d=2 < �? < 2 and �k = 2�? � d : (62)

O nly in thiscasetheexponentson thelefthand sideofequation (6)for1=G i(k)coincide

with those on the right hand side,ifcalculated by the m ethod developed in [5]for the

case T = Tc.Besides,only atd=2 < �? < 2 we arrive to a solution which coincidesboth

with the scaling hypothesis(31)and generalrenorm alization group argum entsdiscussed

furtherin Sec.9.5.

Below we show that (61) and (62) really represent a selfconsistent solution of our

equations. According to (62),�k > 0 holds,so thatG k(k)diverges atk ! 0. Thus,we

have 1=G k(+ 0) = 0. Eq.(47) then im plies that R k(+ 0) = R k(0). The latter relation

alwaysistrueforthetransversecom ponents,asalready discussed in Sec.8.O uranalysis

isbased on Eq.(46),which atthese conditionsreducesto

1=(2G i(k))= ck2 + R i(k)� R i(0): (63)

First let us consider only the \norm al" contributions without the zero{vector{cum ulant

insertions,as explained in Sec.7 and Appendix. In this case (at the condition (62)),

the m ain term s in the asym ptotic expansion of �(q;�) (at q 6= 0 for any given �=q

considered asindependentvariable)arerepresented by partialcontributions,com ing from

alldiagram s in (11),where either allN j solid lines ofthe j{th diagram are associated

with thetransversecom ponentsG ? (k),orm of2m � N j solid lineswhich areassociated

with G k(k) have zero wave vector. It is true at 2 < d < 4 and (62),since other term s

provide only sm allcorrections,asdiscussed furtherin Sec.9.3.Since1=�(0;�)= 0 holds

at V = 1 , only those con�gurations give a nonvanishing contribution where nonzero

wave vectorsarerelated to thewaved lines.Thereforealso m axim ally onehalfofalllines

associated with the longitudinalcom ponenti= 1 can have zero wave vector,as regards

the nonvanishing (at V ! 1 )term s related to �(q;�)with q 6= 0. Thisholdsbecause

solid linesm akeclosed loopsand m axim ally each second lineofa loop can havezero wave

vector,provided that allwaved and dashed lines,connected to this loop,have nonzero

wave vectors.

Itissuitabletorepresenttheam plitudebin (61)asb= b0� a2=M 2.Then,bynorm alizing

allwave vectorsto the currentvalue ofq,we �nd thatthe selfconsistentsolution of(13)

hasthe scaled form

�(q;�)= a2qd� 2�?  
�
�=q;�;�? ;b

0;u;d;n
�

(64)

which isproven by them ethod described in detailin [5],taking into accountalldiagram s

of(11) and only the m ain term s ofthe asym ptotic expansion at k ! 0. These are the

partialcontributionsdiscussed in theparagraph above.Itissupposed also thatterm "1"
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in (12),providing a sm allcorection at �k > 0,is neglected. In the sam e m anner,by

norm alizing allwave vectorsto thecurrentvalueofk,we arrive to thescaled form

@�(q;�)=@G j(k) = V
� 1
ak

� �? Y?
�
q=k;�=k;�;�? ;b

0
;u;d;n

�
: j6= 1 (65)

@�(q;�)=@G 1(k) = V
� 1
M

2
k
� d

Yk
�
q=k;�=k;�;�? ;b

0
;u;d;n

�

+ �q;kM
2 Ŷk

�
q=k;�=k;�;�? ;b

0;u;d;n
�
; (66)

where the term with K ronecker’ssym bolappearsdue to the extraordinary contributions

discussed in Sec.8.By virtue of(65),(66),and (8),(39)we obtain also

R ? (k) = a
� 1
k
�? ��?

�
�=k;� ? ;b

0
;u;d;n

�
(67)

R k(k) = b
� 1
k
�k ��k

�
�=k;� ? ;b

0
;u;d;n

�
: (68)

ThefactthatR ? (0)isconstantm eansthatthereexiststhelim itlim k! 0R ? (k)= R ? (0),

which,according to (67),im pliesthata�� �? R ? (0)doesnotdepend on a and � and thus

the scaling function �� can berepresented as

��?
�
�=k;� ? ;b

0
;u;d;n

�
= a�� �? R ? (0)� (�=k)�? + 1=

�
2�?

�
�=k;� ? ;b

0
;u;d;n

��
(69)

with anotherscaling function �? instead of��? .Analogousequation for ��k reads

��k
�
�=k;� ? ;b

0;u;d;n
�
= b�� �kR k(0)� (�=k)�k + 1=

h

2�k
�
�=k;� ? ;b

0;u;d;n
�i

: (70)

Notethatwealwaysconsider�? ,butnot�k,asan independentargum ent,thereforesom e

asym m etry appearsin form ulae.By substituting Eqs.(67)to (70)and (61)into (63),and

neglecting thecorrection term ck2,we obtain

G ? (k) = ak
� �? = a�?

�
�=k;� ? ;b

0
;u;d;n

�
k
� �? (71)

G k(k) = bk
� �k = b�k

�
�=k;� ? ;b

0
;u;d;n

�
k
� �k : (72)

Up to now wehaveneglected thezero{vector{cum ulantinsertionsin thederivation of

Eqs.(71)and (72).However,following them ethod in Appendix,theseinsertionscan only

renorm alize thescaling functions�? and �k,so thatEqs.(71)and (72)hold.

As discussed in Sec.6,the lim it u ! 0 with sim ultaneous tending ofk to zero like

k � urkcrit(u) (where r > 0) has to be considered to ensure correct criticalexponents.

Theexistence ofthe solution for(71)and (72)im pliesthe existence ofthecorresponding

lim itsfor�? and �k.Notethatthesefunctionsdo notcontain u{dependentfactorsin our

scaling analysis(which istrue also for� in Eq.(42)of[5]),and only weak u{dependence

(atu ! 0)can beinduced by theintegration lim itsin (13).Thus,Eqs.(71)and (72)yield

lim
u! 0

�?

�

�u � rk
� 1

crit(u);�? ;b
0;u;d;n

�

= B ?

�
�? ;b

0;d;n
�
= 1 (73)

lim
u! 0

�k

�

�u � r
k
� 1

crit(u);�? ;b
0
;u;d;n

�

= B k

�
�? ;b

0
;d;n

�
= 1 : (74)

Eqs.(73)and (74)can be,in principle,solved with respectto�? and b0.Itfollowsherefrom

that not only the exponent �? ,but also the quantity b0 = bM 2=a2 is universal,i.e.,

dependentonly on thespatialdim ensionality d and dim ensionality oftheorderparam eter

n.In general,nouniversality ofam plitudesisexpected,sothatthelatterrathersurprising

conclusion refersonly to theactuallim itu ! 0.Nevertheless,theuniversality ofbM 2=a2

coincideswith som egeneralnon{perturbativerenorm alization group argum entsdiscussed

in Sec.9.5,which show thatthe restriction to sm allu valuesispurely form al.
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9.3 C orrections to scaling

In Sec.9.2 we have considered only the dom inant term s in the asym ptotic solution at

k ! 0. Now we shall discuss corrections to scaling. There are following sources of

corrections.

(i) Since R ? (k)� R ? (0) / a� 1k�? and �? < 2 hold, the term ck2 in Eq. (63)

for the transverse com ponents i 6= 1 produces a correction which is by factor

"1(k) / ak2� �? sm aller than the m ain term at k ! 0. In analogy,a correction

"01(k)/ bk2� �k isgenerated in the sam e equation fori= 1.

(ii) According to (64)and (62),atany given �=q,theterm "1" in Eq.(12)representsa

sm allcorrection / a� 2q�k to the am plitude ofthe m ain term . Finally,itgenerates

an am plitudecorrection "2(k)/ a� 2k�k in the asym ptotic expansion ofG (k).

(iii) Considerpartialcontributions to �(q;�),com ing from alldiagram s in (11),where

less than one halfofthe solid lines which belong to loops with i = 1 have zero

wavevector.Ascom pared to thedom inantcontributionsdiscussed in Sec.9.2,they

generate sm allcorrections represented by an expansion in term s of "3(k), where

"3(k) / (b=a)k�? � �k corresponds to a replacem ent ofG ? (k) with G k(k) for one

solid line with nonzero wave vector.

Note that the corrections "‘(k) are sm allat k ! 0 only for d=2 < �? < 2,so that our

analysiscannotbeform ally extended outsideofthisinterval.W ehaveincluded an explicit

dependenceof"‘(k)on theam plitudesa and b,sincetheirsingularbehaviorisrelevantfor

joining ofthe asym ptotic solutionsatT ! Tc. Since "
0

1(k)/ "1(k)"3(k)holds,we have

no m ore than three independentcorrection sources.

Theexpansion in powersof"‘(k)isacom panied by scalingfunctionsdependingon �=k.

Like in (73) and (74),these scaling functions can be replaced by am plitudes which are

independentofk,when considering thelim itu ! 0 and k � urkcrit(u).Thisreplacem ent

isanalogoustothatatT = Tc and hasthesam em otivation [5].Itresultsin theasym ptotic

expansion fortheG reensfunction

G i(k)=
X

‘� 0

bi(‘)k
� �i(‘) ; (75)

whererelations�i(0)� �k,bi(0)� bhold fori= 1,and �i(0)� �? ,bi(0)� a { fori6= 1.

A term with ‘� 1 representsa correction oforder"
n1(‘)

1
"
n2(‘)

2
"
n3(‘)

3
with theexponent

�i(‘)= �i(0)� n1(‘)� (2� �? )� n2(‘)� �k � n3(‘)� (�? � �k); (76)

where nj(‘)� 0 are integernum berssuch that
P

jnj(‘)� 1. Note thatwe alwaysallow

a possibility thatsom e ofthe expansion coe�cients,in this case som e ofb i(‘),are zero.

Theexpansion in powersof"2(k)/ k4� d and "3(k)/ kd� 2,proposed by theperturbative

RG theory [22,23],isrecovered by form ally setting �? = 2.

9.4 Joining ofasym ptotic solutions

Considernow how ourexpansion (75)coincideswith (31)and (50)when approaching the

criticalpoint. Retaining only the leading term s,the consistency isensured ifthe scaling
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functions ofthe dom inant term s behave as g? (z) / z� �? (for i6= 1) and gk(z) / z� �k

(fori= 1)atz ! 0,and a / �̂�� �? ,b/ �̂�� �k hold fortheam plitudesin (61)at�! 0,

where � = =� = 2� �. Here�̂ = �� � is an analog ofthe correlation length. This is

a property ofthe solution exceptionally at d=2 < �? < 2 that the consideration ofthe

long{wave lim itdoesnotprovide any constraintforthe am plitude a in (71),whereasthe

other am plitude b is related to a via b = b0� a2=M 2. Taking into account the scaling

law (48),therelationsa / �̂�� �? and b/ �̂�� �k m ean thatbM 2=a2 isconstantat�! 0.

Itisconsistentwith thestatem entin Sec.9.2 thatb0= constatu ! 0 forany T < Tc.

The expansion (50) with the exponents ‘ (51) com pletely agree with (75) and (76)

provided thatthe scaling functionshave an asym ptotic expansion

g
(‘)

i (z)=
X

‘� 0

B
(‘)

i z� �i(‘) (77)

at z ! 0. In this case the am plitudes bi(‘) � � � + ‘+ ��i(‘) have corrections to scaling

wherethe m ain term ism ultiplied by / � m .

9.5 N on{perturbative renorm alization group argum ents

The relation �k = 2�? � d aswellasthe universality ofthe ratio bM 2=a2 have a sim ple

interpretation in view ofsom erenorm alization group (RG )analysis.O ur’4 m odelcan be

form ulated on a discrete lattice,representing the gradient term by �nite di�erences. At

h = + 0,weconsiderthetransform ation consisting of

(i) K adano� transform ation replacing single lattice spins by block{spins,where each

block{spin isan average oversd spins;

(ii) shrinkage ofthe new lattice s tim es to return to the initiallattice constant. In

distinction to thestandard renorm alization,we do notrescale the �eld ’.

The distribution over block{spins is described by new Ham iltonian TsH ,where the no-

tation Ts isused to distinguish from the standard RG transform ation R s. The K adano�

transform ation does not change neither the m agnetization northe long{distance behav-

ior ofthe real{space G reens functions eG ? (x) = h’i(x1)’i(x1 + x)i = âx�? � d (i 6= 1)

and eG k(x) = h’1(x1)’1(x1 + x)i� M 2 = b̂x�k� d at x ! 1 , where â = ca � a and

b̂= cb� baretheam plitudes.Theproportionality coe�cientsca and cb areuniversal,since

G ? (k)’ ak� �? and G k(k)’ bk� �k are the Fouriertransform sof eG ? (x)and
eG k(x),re-

spectively.Taking into accountthe shrinkageofthe lattice atstep (ii),m agnetization M

isinvariantofthetransform ation Ts,whereastheam plitudesrescaleasâ(s)= â(1)� s�? � d

and b̂(s)= b̂(1)� s�k� d.Them odulusconservation principleistrueatlargerenorm alization

scaless,sincethevariation ofaveragem odulusforlargeblocksofspinsisrelated toam uch

greaterincrease in the system senergy ascom pared to a graduallong{wave perturbation

ofspin orientation. The validity ofthis principle is restricted by the condition that the

m ean am plitude ofthe relative uctuation ofthe m odulushas to be m uch sm aller than

them ean squared uctuation oftheorientation angle fortheblock{spinsoftheK adano�

transform ation. The non{perturbative renorm alization group argum entsgiven below are

in agreem ent with our foregoing diagram m atic analysis,assum ing that this condition is

ful�lled forlarge s in the actualcase of2 < d < 4. Thus,the renorm alized Ham iltonian
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can bewritten as

Ts(H =T)’
X

x

�
1

j�(j’(x)j� ’0)j
+ Q

n

â� 1=2(s)’? (x)
o�

(78)

ats! 1 ,wherethe�rstterm representsthem odulusconservation principleallowingonly

those con�gurationswith non{diverging Ham iltonian where j’(x)j= ’0,and Q issom e

functionalofthecon�guration ofthetransverseorderparam eter(n� 1com ponentvector)

�eld ’? (x).In thiscaseonly thein�nitely sm all(ats! 1 )transversecom ponents’i(x)

with i6= 1 areindependentvariables,since

’0 � ’1(x)’

nX

i= 2

’2i(x)=(2M ) (79)

holds according to j ’(x) j= ’0. Not loosing the generality, we have considered the

spatialcon�guration ofthe norm alized transverse com ponents â� 1=2(s)’? (x) as an ar-

gum entofthe functionalQ . According to the de�nition of eG ? (x),the function f? (x)=D

â� 1=2(s)’i(x1)� â� 1=2(s)’i(x1 + x)
E

= â� 1(s)eG ? (x)with i6= 1 hasa universalasym p-

totic behavior f? (x)= x�? � d at x ! 1 . Since this average is com posed ofargum ents

ofQ ,the su�cient condition for its universalasym ptotic behavior is the universality of

the functionalQ fz(x)g. The latter is consistent with the idea that the transform ation

ofQ (assum ing thatatany s the transform ed Ham iltonian can be approxim ated by (78)

according to som ea prioride�ned criterion)hasa �xed point

Q
�fz(x)g = lim

s! 1
TsQ fz(x)g (80)

which,however,m ay bedi�erentforeach universality class.In theconventionalRG trans-

form ation R s the �eld would be rescaled as ’? (x)s
(d� �? )=2 ) ’? (x),so thatQ in (78)

would contain no explicit scaling factor s. Nevertheless,we preferournotation,since it

is suited to express the m odulus conservation principle. Accepting (80),any statistical

average com posed of argum ents â� 1=2(s)’? (x) is universalat s ! 1 . In particular,

fk(x)=

��

â� 1=2(s)’i(x1)
�2
�
�

â� 1=2(s)’i(x1 + x)
�2
�

with i6= 1 isa universalfunction.

According to (79),we have eG k(x)= b̂(s)x�k� d = (n � 1)(2M )� 2â2(s)
h

fk(x)� fk(1 )
i

at

x ! 1 and s! 1 .Theuniversality offk(x)then im pliesthatb̂(s)M
2=̂a2(s)m ustbeuni-

versalats! 1 .According to thescaling rulesâ(s)= â(1)� s�? � d and b̂(s)= b̂(1)� s�k� d,

thelatterispossibleonly if�k = 2�? � d holds,whenceitfollowsalso that b̂(1)M 2=̂a2(1)

and b(1)M 2=a2(1)� bM 2=a2 are universal,i.e.,dependentm erely on n and d. Thuswe

recoverone ofrelations(62),aswellasthe universality ofthe ratio bM 2=a2 discussed in

Sec.9.2.

Itis very likely that the accuracy of(78) is lim ited even at s ! 1 . However,there

existsa lessconstrained form

Ts(H =T)=
X

x

Q
n

(M � ’1(x))M â� 1(s);â� 1=2(s)’? (x)
o

(81)

for the renorm alized Ham iltonian at s ! 1 ,as consistent with the idea that Eq.(79)

with ’0 = M + O
�
’2
?
=M

�
holdsapproxim ately forrelevantcon�gurationsofblock{spins.

Italso leadsto therelation �k = 2�? � d and theuniversality ofbM 2=a2.

Contrary to the previous discussion in Sec.9.2,in this case our conclusions are not

restricted to sm allu.
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9.6 M agnetization in a sm allexternal�eld

Here we discussthequalitative behaviorofm agnetization M in a sm allexternal�eld.

Them odulusconservation principleholdsfarbelow thecriticalpoint(atlargenegative

r0)where the uctuationsofm odulusj’(x)jare reduced to a sm allvicinity of’0(h)’p
� r0=(2u)� h=(4r0),as consistent with the m inim um ofHam iltonian (1). In this case

we have

M (h)= h’1(x)i’ ’0(h)

�

1�
1

2

D

�2(x)
E

(h)

�

; (82)

where�(x)istheangulardeviation of’(x)from thedirection oftheexternal�eld h.W e

considerthe lim it lim
c! 1

lim
r0! � 1

lim
h! 0

whereEq.(82)isasym ptotically exact,since j’(x)j=

constholdswith an unlim ited accuracy and,sim ultaneously,the angulaructuationsare

suppressed.The variation of’0(h)with h isanalytical,whereasthe singularbehaviorof

M (h)ath ! 0 isdueto theterm

D

�2(x)
E

(h)� eG ? (0)= (2�)� d
Z

G ? (k)dk : (83)

The transverse correlation function behaveslike G ? (k)’ ak� �? (the k ! 0 asym ptotic

ath = 0)when k isdecreased below som e kcrit (de�ned forany given r0 and c)ifh ! 0

untilitsaturatesatthe known value M =h valid fork = 0.From thiswe �nd

M (h)� M (+ 0)/ h
(d=�? )� 1 at h ! 0 : (84)

Sincetheexponent� = (d=�? )� 1 isuniversal,Eq.(84)isvalid forany T < Tc including

vicinity ofthecriticalpoint.Thisyieldsthe longitudinalsusceptibility

�k = @M (h)=@h / h(d� 2�? )=�? = h� �k=�? at h ! 0 : (85)

Accordingto(62),wehave(d=2)� 1 < � < 1,which yields1=2 < � < 1in threedim ensions.

Thelowervalue� = 0:5correspondstotheconventionalstatem ent[13,17,24]that�? = 2.

O urnum ericaltestin thefollowing section,however,doesnotsupportthispossibility.

10 M onte C arlo test in 3D X Y m odel

To verify the theoreticalpredictions for the exponent � = (d=�? )� 1 in (84),we have

m ade M onte Carlo (M C) sim ulations of3D X Y m odelon sim ple cubic lattice with the

Ham iltonian

H

T
= � K

0

@
X

hiji

sisj +
X

i

hsi

1

A ; (86)

wheresiisthespin variable(two{com ponentvector)ofthei{th latticesite,K isthecou-

plingconstant,and h istheexternal�eld.Based on theuniversalityargum ent(cf.Sec.9.5),

the sam e value of � is valid also for the actual’4 m odelwith two{dim ensionalorder

param eter (n = 2). The sim ulations have been m ade in the ordered phase at K =

0:475;0:5;0:55 > K c,where K c ’ 0:4542 [9]isthe criticalpoint. O nly the case K = 0:5

is discussed in detail,since the analysis m ade at K = 0:475 and K = 0:55 is sim ilar.

The quatity hjm ji,where m is the m agnetization perspin,has been evaluated for dif-

ferent linear sizes ofthe lattice L. The W ol�’s cluster algorithm [35]has been used at
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Table1:TheM C sim ulated valuesofhjm jifor3D X Y m odeldepending on theexternal�eld at

a �xed coupling constantK = 0:5.

hjm ji

h
L= 8 L= 16 L= 32 L= 64

0.028 0.586155(85) 0.567394(63) 0.562201(78) 0.561218(45)

0.04 0.593381(86) 0.576368(91) 0.572118(70) 0.571425(55)

0.056 0.601719(100) 0.586635(99) 0.583529(77) 0.583020(45)

0.08 0.613203(93) 0.600377(109) 0.597872(63) 0.597552(52)

0.112 0.626239(89) 0.615581(81) 0.613741(61) 0.613527(46)

0.16 0.643071(78) 0.634658(63) 0.633304(50) 0.633242(31)

0.224 0.661554(58) 0.655097(58) 0.654166(34) 0.654016(28)

0.32 0.684105(62) 0.679169(51) 0.678533(31) 0.678483(22)

0.448 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 ji= 0.570297(23),0.542411(21),0.530317(20),0.524606(19),

0.521846(26),and 0.520449(35) for L = 8,16,32,64,128,and 256,respectively. These

values for L = 8 to 256 have been obtained by an averaging over,respectively,8� 107,

2� 107,5� 106,1:25� 106,3:125� 105,and 7:5� 104 clusteralgorithm steps.Each sim ulation

hasbeen splittypically in 51 binsto calculate them ean valueand thestandard deviation

discarding the�rstbin (�rst2 binsatL = 256).ThevalueatL = 256 hasbeen obtained

by a weighted averaging overtwo sim ulationsincluding totally 30 (10+ 20)notdiscarded

bins,each consisting of2500 clusterupdates.

The sim ulations at h > 0 have been done by the M etropolis algorithm . The results

ofsim ulation forL = 8,16,32 and 64 are listed in Tab.1. The statisticalaverages have

been evaluated from 3:2� 106 � (64=L2)sweepsat0:08 � h � 0:64,discarding no lessthan

50000 sweeps from the beginning ofthe sim ulation to ensure an accurate equilibration.

The totallength ofthe sim ulation as wellas the discarded parthave been increased by

a factor0:08=h ath < 0:08. Like in the case ofh = 0,each sim ulation hasbeen splitin

bins,using thelast50 onesforthe estim ations.

Thelinearcongruatialgeneratorwith m ultiplier75 and m odulo 231� 1 (Lewisgenera-

tor),im proved by a shu�ing,hasbeen used asa source ofpseudo random num bers.The

standard shu�ing schem e [36]with the length ofstring N = 10 6 hasbeen com pleted by

a second shu�ing,where the whole cycle (consisting of2 31 � 2 num bers)ofthe original

generatorhasbeen splitin 220 segm ents,restarting thegeneration from thebeginningofa

new random ly choosen segm entwhen thepreviousoneisexhausted.Theschem eprovided

excellent resultsin testsim ulations of2D Ising m odel,where the sim ulated valuesofin-

ternalenergy,speci�cheatC V ,and its�rsttwo derivativeshavebeen com pared with the

exactresults.No system atic deviationshave been observed in ratherlong sim ulationsat

thecriticalpointproviding thestandard errorin CV assm allas0:02% for48� 48 lattice

and 0:11% for256� 256 lattice.

The quantity M (+ 0)in (84)hasbeen evaluated by extrapolating ourhjm jidata to

the therm odynam ic lim it,based on an em piricalobservation thathjm jiisalm ostlinear

function ofthe inverse lattice size 1=L,as it is evident from Fig.1. The linear �t of
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Figure1:Them ean m agnetization m odulushjm jivstheinverselinearsystem size1=L at

K = 0:5,h = 0.The statisticalerrorsare m uch sm allerthan the sym bolsize.Thelinear

extrapolation (dashed line)and the quadratic �t(solid line)yield the asym ptotic values

0:519073(37) and 0:519116(30),respectively.

three largestsizes(dashed line in Fig.1)providesM (+ 0)= 0:519073(37),the quadratic

�twithin 16 � L � 256 yieldsM (+ 0)= 0:519116(30) (solid line),whereasthe cubic �t

within 8 � L � 256 givesusM (+ 0)= 0:519096(33). The valuesofgoodnessQ (see [37]

forthede�nition)oftherespective�tsare0:769,0:767,and 0:794.W e haveaccepted the

result M (+ 0) = 0:519116(30) ofthe quadratic �t for our further estim ations,although

we could choose any oftwo other values as well,since the di�erences are rather sm all.

M oreover,even a shiftby 20 standard deviationswould notchangethequalitativepicture

in Fig.2,where the e�ective criticalexponent �eff(h;L) is shown,de�ned as the m ean

slope ofthe ln[M (h0;L)� M (+ 0)]vslnh0plotwithin h02 [h;2h],where M (h0;L)isthe

valueofhjm jiatthe�eld h0and thelinearlattice sizeL.Thus,thee�ective exponentis

given by

�eff(h;L)= ln

�
M (2h;L)� M (+ 0)

M (h;L)� M (+ 0)

�

=ln2 ; (87)

and thetruevalueofthecriticalexponent� isobtained in thelim it� = lim
h! 0

lim
L! 1

�eff(h;L).

Asweseefrom Fig.2,thee�ectiveexponent�eff(h;L)increasesm onotoneously and con-

vergestoacertain value�eff(h)= lim
L! 1

�eff(h;L)with increasingofL.Thedatain Tab.1

obey an approxim ate scaling relation �eff(h;2L) � �eff(h;L) =

A [�eff(4h;L)� �eff(4h;L=2)]which holds with an alm ost constant value ofcoe�cient

A,i.e.,A � 1:15 for L = 16 and A � 1:2 for L = 32. According to the �nite{size

scaling theory L=� isthe only essentialscaling argum ent. Itim pliesthatthe correlation

length � isroughly proportionalto h� 1=2 within h 2 [0:028;0:64].Ath = 0:112 ourresults

for L = 32 closely agree with those at L = 64,which indicates that � is severaltim es

sm aller than 32 in this case. The actualscaling analysis then im plies that � is several

tim es sm aller than L = 64 at h = 0:028. The scaling relation we found allows us to

evaluate �eff(h;64)� �eff(h)forh � 0:028. Itleadsto the conclusion that,with a high

enough accuracy,ourresultsatL = 64 (solid circlesin Fig.2)correspond already to the

therm odynam ic lim itatnottoo sm all�eldsh � 0:04,whereasa sm allcorrection (incre-
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Figure 2: The e�ective exponent�eff(h;L)forK = 0:5 evaluated atL = 16 (triangles),

L = 32 (em pty circles),and L = 64 (solid circles).Thesquaresand rhom bsshow theL =

64 resultsfortwo othercouplings(tem peratures)K = 0:475 and K = 0:55,respectively.

Theestim atesforL = 1 ,obtained by correcting theL = 64 values,areswown by pluses.

Thestatisticalerrorsarewithin thesym bolsize.Thedashed and solid linesshow the�ts

�eff(h)= �+ a1h
1=2+ a2h and �eff(h)= �+ ah!,respectively.Thehorizontaldot{dashed

line showsthe asym ptotic value ofthe\exact" RG theory.

m ent)about0:002 isnecessary to getthetruevalueof�eff(h)ath = 0:028.Thisvalueis

indicated in Fig.2 by a plus.Even largerthan L = 64 latticeshave to be considered for

a reliable estim ation ofthetherm odynam iclim itath = 0:02 an sm aller�elds.

According to the \exact" RG theory critised in Sec.9.1,one can expectthat�eff(h)

converges to the asym ptotic value � = 0:5 linearly in h1=2 at h ! 0,as consistent with

the expansion ofM in powers ofh1=2. W e have used this scale in Fig.2 to show that

the �eff(h)vsh
1=2 plotatK = 0:5 (solid circlesath > 0:28 and plusath = 0:28)goes,

indeed,alm ost linearly,but clearly not to the \exact" value 0:5. Two di�erent �ts we

m ade,nam ely,�eff(h)= � + a1h
1=2 + a2h (dashed curve)and �eff(h)= � + ah! (solid

curve)yield � = 0:705(9)and � = 0:728(25)(with ! = 0:394(50)),respectively.The�tsof

the �rstkind have been m ade also atK = 0:475 and K = 0:55 (lowerand upperdashed

lines)providing � = 0:725(9)and � = 0:707(36),respectively.The �tsofthe second kind

arenotstableenough in thesecasesbecauseoftoo largeinaccuracy in !.Theabovelisted

estim atesof� satisfactory wellagreewith theaveragevalueabout0:716 and,thus,con�rm

the expected universality ofthis exponent. A sim ilar m ethod ofe�ective exponents has

been tested in 2D Ising m odel[12]whereitprovided very accurate results.

The actualresultsforX Y m odelagree with ourprediction 1=2 < � < 1 for3D case

(cf.Sec.9.6) and are incom patible with the conventionalbelieve that � should be 1=2.

To the contrary,it has been claim ed in [38,39]that the M C sim ulated m agnetization

data forO (4)and O (2)m odelswellagree with thepredictionsoftheG aussian spin wave

theory. However,we failed to see any seriousargum entin these papersby 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 universalexponent�,hasnotbeen evaluated

there. M oreover,theirm agnetization plotsforthe O (2)m odelare rem arkably nonlinear

functionsofh1=2,i.e.,they donotprovideeven an indirectevidencethat� isjust1=2.The
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only values we found in [39],which can be com pared to ours,are M (+ 0) = 0:5186(01)

at K = 0:5 and M (+ 0) = 0:6303(1) at K = 0:55. O ur respective values 0:519116(30)

and 0:630545(24)aresim ilar.Sincethereisno reason to assum ethatoneofushasm ade

a wrong sim ulation,the sm allbut rem arkable (5 their standard deviations at K = 0:5)

discrepancies,obviously,areduetothedi�erentextrapolation proceduresused.O urvalues

arem orepreciseand reliable,sinceourm ethod allowstoestim ateM (+ 0)from sim ulations

at h = 0 without any extrapolation over h used in [39]. Besides,we have used a larger

m axim alsystem sizeL = 256ascom pared toL = 160in [39].Asaresult,theextrapolation

gap in M isby an orderofm agnitudesm allerin ourcase.Thespontaneousm agnetization

M (+ 0) has been evaluated in [39]from the �t M (h) = M (+ 0)+ ah� + bh with � �

1=2. In such away, the extrapolation which is biased by � = 1=2 gives system atically

underestim ated values ofM (+ 0) thus providing an indirect evidence that � 6= 1=2. If

� = 1=2 is replaced with � > 1=2 in this ansatz,then the extrapolation gap becom es

sm aller (M (+ 0) becom es larger) and the above discussed sm alldiscrepancies in M (+ 0)

can be rem oved. Thisanalysissuggeststhat� > 1=2 holds,asconsistentwith the direct

estim ation in ourpaper.

11 C onclusions

In thepresentwork wehaveextended ourdiagram m aticm ethod introduced in [5]tostudy

the ’4 m odelin the ordered phasebelow the criticalpoint,i.e.,atT < Tc.In sum m ary,

we conclude thefollowing.

1. The diagram m atic equations derived in [5]have been generalized to include the

sym m etry breaking term �xing the axisofordering atT < Tc (Sec.2).

2. An alternative form ulation ofourequationshasbeen proposed.Ithasbeen shown

thatourequationscoincide with the freeenergy variation principle(Sec.3).

3. The solution for the two{point correlation (G reens) function depending on tem -

perature T has been analyzed qualitatively notcutting the perturbation series. It

includes the low{tem perature solution at r0 ! � 1 in the case of scalar order{

param eter�eld (Sec.7),aswellasthegeneralsolution ofn{com ponentvectorm odel

atT ! Tc (Sec.8).

4. Based on ourdiagram m atic equations,the asym ptotic long{wave (k ! 0)behavior

ofthe transverse and longitudinalG reensfunctionsbelow Tc hasbeen analyzed in

Secs.9.2 to 9.4. This analysis shows that G ? (k) ’ ak� �? and G k(k) ’ bk� �k

with exponentsd=2 < �? < 2 and �k = 2�? � d,and with universalratio bM 2=a2

is the physicalsolution ofour equations at the spatialdim ensionality 2 < d < 4,

which coincideswith the asym ptotic solution atT ! Tc aswellaswith the known

rigorousresultsdiscussed in Sec.9.1 and thenon{pertubativerenorm alization group

argum entsprovided in Sec.9.5.Itiscon�rm ed also by theM onteCarlo sim ulations

in Sec.10. Form ally,the results ofthe perturbative RG theory are recovered at

�? = 2.However,wehave disproven theconventionalstatem entofthistheory that

�? = 2 isthe exactresult(Sec.9.1).

5. M onte Carlo sim ulationsin 3D X Y m odelhasbeen perform ed (Sec.10)to testthe

exponent �,describing the behavior ofthe m agnetization M (h)� M (+ 0)� h� in
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sm allexternal�eldsh ! 0below Tc.Thesim ulation resultscon�rm theuniversality

ofthisexponentas wellasourprediction 1=2 < � < 1,and are incom patible with

the value � = 1=2 ofthe G aussian spin wave theory supported by the perturbative

RG analysis.

A ppendix

Here we study the therm odynam ic lim it of�(k;�),starting with k = 0. For sim plicity,

we consideronly the case ofscalarorder{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 longitudinal

com ponent. According to the de�nition of�(0;�) (cf.Eqs.(11) to (14)),this quantity

obeysa selfconsistentdiagram m atic equation

�(0;�)’
� 

� �
r r0 0

+
�




�

	
r r0 0

(A1)

where the block represents a resum m ed perturbation series ofallconnected

diagram softhiskind,which do notcontain partslike j
ppppppppp
ppp
pppppppppppp
ppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp and/or j

ppppppppp
ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp

� � � �� � � �� � � �� � � �and

cannotbe splitin two asfollows

�

	
� � � �� � � �q q

�


 .At� = 1,allconnected diagram s

with four �xed outer lines and vectors k1,k2,k3,k4 = � k1 � k2 � k3 represent the

perturbation sum ofthecum ulantfour{pointcorrelation function

G c(k1;k2;k3)= G (k1;k2;k3) (A2)

� G (k1;k2)G (k3;k4)� G (k1;k3)G (k2;k4)� G (k1;k4)G (k2;k3)

where G (k1;k2)� �k1;� k2G (k1)is the two{point correlation function. In principle,the

diagram sofG c(k1;k2;k3)can begrouped likethoseof�(k;�)following [5].Itim pliesthe

sum m ation overthechainsofblocks j
ppppppppp
ppp
pppppppppppp
ppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp ,yielding skeleton diagram swith respect

tothesolid lines,followed bythesum m ation overthechainsofblocks j
ppppppppp
ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp ,yielding

skeleton diagram swith respectto thewaved lines.W erem ind thattheskeleton diagram s

are those connected diagram s where 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,theskeleton diagram sdo notcontain parts j
ppppppppp
ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp and j

ppppppppp
ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp

� � � �� � � �� � � �� � � �.In such

a way,the perturbation sum ofG c(0;0;0) is alm ost the sam e as 0

0

0

0

with the

only di�erence thatitincludesalso the diagram slike

�

	
� � � �� � � �q q

�


0

0

0

0

.Itleadsto

the equation forG c(0;0;0),

G c(0;0;0)= 0

0

0

0

+

�

	
� � � �� � � �q q

�


0

0

0

0

; (A3)

in which the diagram blocks are calculated at � = 1. In analogy to G (0) ’ M 2V

(cf.eq.(23)),the zero-vectorterm V � 2G (0;0;0)representstheconstant(non{decaying)

contribution M 4 to the real{space four{point correlation function below Tc. According

to (A2),itm eansthat

G c(0;0;0)= � 2M 4V 2 at V ! 1 : (A4)
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At the �rststep we take into account only those contributions where k = 0 vectors are

related to the connecting solid lines inside the last diagram in (A3). Then, together

with (A4),(A1),and (12),we have a system ofselfconsistentequationsyielding

�(0;1)/ V (A5)

with two possible values ofthe proportionality factor �
�

5�
p
17
�

uM 4. O ne ofpossi-

bilitiesisthatthe additionalterm swith non{zero wave vectorsrelated to the connecting

solid linesin (A3)give a negligible corretion atV ! 1 ,asconsistentwith the following

idea.Thefour{pointfunction G (k;� k;0)behaveslike M 2V G (k)below Tc,asitfollows

from a sim ple consideration ofthe lim it where two points ofthe real{space four{point

correlation function arein�nitely distant.However,thisterm cancellatesin thecum ulant

average G c(k;� k;0) at k 6= 0 entering the equation,analogous to (A3),for the block

-k

k

0

0

.Asa result,a selfconsistentsolution existswhere thisblock isvanishingly

sm allascom pared to V and Eq.(A5)rem ainscorrect.Nevertheless,otherkind ofselfcon-

sistent solutionscannotbe excluded where allterm s on the right{hand side ofEq.(A3)

and ofsim ilar equations for the blocks -k

k

0

0

and -k

k

-q

q

are com patible.

Thelatterispossibleiftheblock in (A3),having four�xed zero{vectors,divergesasV 2+ �

with � � 0,whereasthe above m entioned blockswith non{zero vectors k and q diverge

like V 1+ � and V �,respectively.In thiscase �(0;1)isproportionalto V 1+ �.

Contrary to thecaseofk = 0,thetherm odynam iclim itexistsforthefunction �(k;1)

atk 6= 0,asitcan be found easily by a suitable grouping ofthe divergentterm sin (11).

O nly those term s can diverge at V ! 1 which contain insertions with 2m outer solid

zero-vector lines,like 0

0

0

0

, �

P

P

�

0

0

0

0
0 0

,etc. In an ordinary case m factors

G (0) ’ M 2V related to m solid lines with �xed k = 0 vectors are com pensated by

a rem ovalofm integrations over wave vectors,as consistent with the wellknown rule
P

k ! V (2�)� d
R
dk.Thiscondition isviolated ifthe constraintsk = 0 are notindepen-

dent. The sum ofallwave vectors com ing outfrom any node iszero. Asa consequence,

thisproperty holdsalso forany block. Therefore only 2m � 1 constraints k = 0 for2m

outersolid linesofthe above discussed insertionsare independent,i.e.,only 2m � 1 in-

tegrations are rem oved. Asa result,any such insertion providesa diverging factor / V

forthe resulting diagram unlessthisfactoriscom pensated by vanishing waved line with

�xed k = 0.Due to these properties,the constraintsk = 0 for2m solid linesconnecting

two partsofa diagram like
j j
ppppppppp
ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp ppppppppp

ppp
ppppppppppppppppppppp
pppppp
ppppppppppppppp

0 0

also arenotindependent,butthissituation

ispossibleonly forthe diagram sof�(0;�).

Thus,som e diagram s containing speci�c insertions with 2m outer zero{vector solid

linesaredivergent.Atthesam etim e,allsuch insertionswith 2m outerlinesrepresentthe

perturbation sum ofthe2m {pointcum ulantcorrelation function with allzero argum ents.

In general,the 2m {pointcum ulantG
(2m )
c (k1;k2;:::;k2m � 1)isde�ned as

G (2m )
c (k1;k2;:::;k2m � 1)= G (2m )(k1;k2;:::;k2m � 1)� S(2m )(k1;k2;:::;k2m � 1) ; (A6)

where G
(2m )
c is given by resum m ed connected diagram s,i.e.,a diagram block with 2m

�xed outersolid lines,whereasS (2m ) representsthesum overallpossiblesplitingsofthis

block in sm allerparts.Thesefunctionscontain only 2m � 1 independentargum ents(wave
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vectorsofoutersolid lines),sincethesum overall2m wavevectorsiszero.Thecorrelation

function G (2m )(0;0;:::;0)isrelated tothenon{decaying partM 2m ofthereal{space2m {

pointcorrelation function and,thus(according to theFouriertransform ation),isM 2m V m

atV ! 1 .From (A6)we�nd thatG
(2m )
c (0;0;:::;0)isproportionalto M 2m V m .In such

a way,we can resum m ate the speci�c zero-vector insertions to replace the perturbation

sum s by corresponding 2m {point cum ulants. It is then straightforward to see that any

inserted 2m {pointzero-vectorcum ulantdoesnotcausea divergence atV ! 1 ,butonly

renorm alizetheoriginaldiagram by aconstantfactor.Nam ely,m solid zero-vectorlinesof

theoriginaldiagram arebroken to insertthecum ulantblock,thusreplacing theprevious

factor[G (0)]m ’ M 2m V m ofthesezero{vectorlineswith thecum ulantvalueQ m M 2m V m ,

whereQ m isa constant.

Notonly thefunction �(k;�),butalsothederivative@�(q;�)=@G (k)isrelevanttoour

analysis. Thisderivative is represented by diagram sobtained by breaking one solid line

with wave vector k in the diagram sof�(q;�),rem oving the corresponding factor G (k).

Letusconsiderthosediagram sof@�(q;1)=@G (k)with k 6= 0,containing thezero{vector{

cum ulant insertions,where the broken solid line does not belong to any ofthe inserted

blocks. The diagram s including resum m ed blocks of this kind and the corresponding

\norm al" diagram s whith no insertions di�erm erely by constant factors. Nam ely,as in

thecaseof�(k;1),any insertion ofa resum m ed 2m {pointcum ulantblock with 2m outer

zero{vectorlinesgivesa constantfactorQ m atV ! 1 .

Below we prove thatthe derivative @Q m =@G (k)vanishesatV ! 1 .Asa result,the

correspondingterm swheresolid lineisbroken insidea zero{vector{cum ulantblock donot

give an extra contribution to @�(q;1)=@G (k). Q uantity M 2m V m @Q m =@G (k),is repre-

sented by theskeleton diagram sofG
(2m )
c (0;0;:::;0)in which onesolid linewith vectork

isbroken in two,rem ovingthefactorG (k).IffactorsG (k)and G (� k)� G (k)arerestored

forboth partsofthebroken line,we obtain thediagram sofG
(2m + 2)
c (k;� k;0;:::;0).To

sim plify the furthernotation we shallreplace the above setofargum entswith one argu-

m entk.Thus,a resum m ation ofthese diagram syields

M 2m V m [G (k)]2 @Q m =@G (k)= G (2m + 2)
c (k): (A7)

According to the physicalargum entswehave

G
(2m )(0)= M

2m
V
m
; (A8)

G (2m + 2)(k)= G (k)M 2m V m (A9)

at V ! 1 . Eq.(A8) represents the condition for the non{decaying part M 2m V m of

the 2m {pointreal{space correlation function,whereas(A9)describesthelim itwhere2m

pointsofthe(2m + 2){pointfunction arein�nitely distant.By setting m = 2 in (A6)and

taking into account(A9),weobtain atk 6= 0

M � 2V � 1G (4)
c (k)= G (k)� G (k)G (0)M � 2V � 1 = 0 at V ! 1 : (A10)

W e can prove by induction over‘thatM � 2‘V � ‘G
(2‘+ 2)
c (k)= 0 holdsatV ! 1 forany

‘� 1 and k 6= 0.Eq.(A10)m eansthatitholdsat‘= 1.Ifitholdsfor‘< m ,then the

only relevantterm sin theequation (A6)forthe (2m + 2){pointcum ulantare

G (2m + 2)
c (k)= G (2m + 2)(k)� G (k)G (2m )

c (0)� G (k)S(2m )(0); (A11)
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which yield vanishing result for M � 2m V � m G
(2m + 2)
c (k) according to Eq.(A6) for zero{

vector cum ulants,as wellas (A8) and (A9). According to (A7),the latter m eans that

quantity @Q m =@G (k)vanishes(atk 6= 0)in the therm odynam iclim itV ! 1 .

However,ifitwould notvanish,then itwould producea contribution to thederivative

@�(q;1)=@G (k) which isby a factorV largerthan the ordinary term s� V � 1. Itm eans

thatnotonly the leading behavior,butalso the correctionsto �nite{size scaling in (A8)

and (A9) could play som e role. At n = 1 these corrections are exponentially sm all,as

consistent with the known exponentialdecay ofthe real{space correlation functions in

Ising m odelbelow Tc. The latteristrue also atn > 1 forthe longitudinalcom ponentof

thecorrelation functionsat�nitevaluesoftheam plitude� ofthesym m etry{breakingterm

in (3),since in thiscase Ham iltonian (3)looses the rotationalsym m etry and,therefore,

belongsto theIsing universality class.Since� isa continuousparam eter,theexponential

decay ofcorrelationswillbeobserved atlargeenough distancesx forany arbitrarily sm all,

but �nite value of�. It m eans that the corrections are exponentially sm allin our lim it

lim
�! 0

lim
L! 1

,whereL isthelinearsizeofthesystem .Thereisno any contradiction with the

power{like decay ofcorrelations we found at n > 1,since this decay refers to the lim it

wherex ! 1 and,sim ultaneously,x=L ! 0 hold (i.e.,we �nd the therm odynam iclim it

atany given nonzero wave vector).

Thus,we �nally arrive to the conclusion that corrections to (A8) and (A9) are ex-

ponentially sm allin L = V 1=d and,therefore,@Q m =@G (k) = 0 holds at k 6= 0 with a

high enough accuracy,i.e.,quantitiesQ m can be treated aspureconstantsproviding no

extra contributions due to their variations. As discussed before,it m eans that the in-

serted zero{vector{cum ulantsm erely renorm alizeby constantfactorsthe\norm al" term s

in the diagram expansion of�(k;1)and @�(q;1)=@G (k). Since ouranalysisisnotbased

on speci�c values ofexpansion coe�cients,this renorm alization cannot a�ect our quali-

tative conclusions.Itm eansthatthe generalscaling form of�(k;1)and @�(q;1)=@G (k)

is correctly predicted by the sim pli�ed analysis which ignores the zero{vector{cum ulant

insertions.

O urforegoing consideration of�(k;�)isrestricted to � = 1 dueto a technicalreason

that the relation to cum ulant correlation functions with a certain physicalm eaning is

known only for this case. Since � is a continuous param eter,we believe that the above

discussed propertiesrem ain trueforallvaluesofinterest,i.e.,� 2 [0;1].

W e can use the alternative m ethod to �nd quantity R i(k),as proposed in Sec.3. It

isstraightforward to check in each speci�ccase we considered in ourpaperthatEq.(17)

provides the sam e scaling properties ofR i(k) at k 6= 0 as the equations (8) and (39).

Regarding the \norm al" term s,itis easy to verify (like in Secs.9.2 { 9.3 and in Sec.7)

thatin the m ostnontrivialcase ofn > 1 atk ! 0 below Tc,as wellas atr0 ! � 1 in

the case ofn = 1,the m ain contribution com es from alldiagram s ofEq.(17) in which

thewaved lineshave nonzero wave vectorsand each second solid linewith i= 1 has�xed

wave vector k = 0 (i.e.,there are no integrations in the case ofn = 1),counting the

pairofouterlinesasone line. Thispeculiarity doesnotreferto the case T ! Tc,where

allthe partialcontributions with M 0,M 2,M 4,etc.,are com patible. The two di�erent

m odi�cationsofourm ethod obviously giveconsistentcorrectionstoscaling:they havethe

sam e origin. The alternative approach [Eq.(17)]doesnotsu�erfrom the problem swith

param eter � < 1,since we have � � 1. As before,the zero{vector{cum ulant insertions

m erely renorm alize by constantfactorsthe\norm al" term s.Itprovesthe statem entthat
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the sim pli�ed analysis,ignoring these insertions,providescorrectgeneralscaling form of

the solution forR i(k)and,therefore,G i(k).
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