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Gauge-invariant critical exponents for the Ginzburg-L andau model
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The critical behavior of the Ginzburg-Landau model is dibszt in a manifestly gauge-invariant manner. The
gauge-invariant correlation-function exponent is coredub first order in thet — d and1/n-expansion, and
found to agree with the ordinary exponent obtained in theuwdaxt gauge, with the parameter= 1 — d in the
gauge-fixing tern{d, A,,)? /2c.

Despite being one of the most studied field-theoreticzle. In ordinary local quantum field theories without gauge
models in theoretical physics, the critical behavior of thefields, one can prove that it must be greater or equal to zero.
Ginzburg-Landau model is still poorly understood due to-non In contrast, renormalization group studies have always pro
trivial gauge properties. The model is defined by the Hamil-duced negative (albeit gauge-dependent) valyges, stavithg
tonian the historic paper by Halperin, Lubensky, andiMin gauge

) 1 1 theories, the proof of a non-negatiyés not applicable due
H =1(0, +ieA,)d| +m2|¢|2+)\|¢|4+ZF3,,+%(8#/1#)2, to the nonlocal nature of the gauge-invariant correlatiorcs

(1) tion, as has bee_n understood only recently N _

where F,, = 9,A, — d,A,, with y,v = 1,---d, e and We first consider the model close to the upper critical di-
m are electric charge and mass, angarametrizes the self- Mmensionind =4 —e dimensions, and extend the Hamiltonian
interaction. The last term with parameteffixes the gauge. () for later discussions to contain'2 complex fields with an
The phase transition occurs whené changes sign. The com- O(r/2)-symmetric self-interaction.
plex fields plays the role of an order field which has a nonzero A one-loop perturbative treatment of the Hamiltionigh (1)
expectation value in the ordered phase. yields the first term in the-expansion of the critical expo-

Apart from the standard field-theoretic interpretatiore th nents. For the exponeny, the well-known result &:
Ginzburg-Landau model can be equivalently understood as
describing a random tangle of intertwined electric current Ny = €2 -
loops of arbitrary length and sh In the normal state, 8
only a few current loops are presentdug to afinite line te"’nSiowhereéi = 487%¢/n is the value of the charge at the fixed
0. Atthe critical temperaturg., the tension vanishes and the iy * For an infrared-stable fixed point to exist in the two-
current loops become infinitely long. An important characte dimensional space spanned band A, n must satisfyn >

istic of these geometrical objects is their fractal dimendp, 12(15 + 4v/15) ~ 365.9 to first order in the the-expansion
which at7 is related to Fisher’s critical exponeptdetermin- 1 aqe results are for'the massless modek 0). To avoid.

ing the anomalousdime.nsion of_the order field (S?e belc_)w). IMfrared divergences, Feynman diagrams are evaluated at fi-
the absence of gauge fields, this exponent manifests itself ijte external momentum. Being the only scale available,
the power behavior of the correlation function is used to remove the dimension from dimensionful parame-
Gl — ') = ($(z)¢' () @) ters, for examples? = e%d—‘*: Most calculations reported in
the literature are performed in the Landau gauge=(0) for
at the critical point as being/(z) ~ 1/z¢=2*7s. The free  whichll s — —18¢/n.
theory hasG/(z) ~ 1/z%-2, corresponding to), = 0. A Since the correlation functiorﬂ(Z) is not gauge-invariént,
nonzero value of the critical exponen implies that the di-  is not a physical quantity. It is therefore not surprisindinal
mension of¢ deviates from the canonical, or engineering di- that the critical exponenf, depends on the gauge parameter
mension(d — 2)/2. a. As long as the gauge is fixed by the last term in E. (1),
For a particular value of the Ginzburg-Landau parametethe correlation function is nevertheless well-defined ag],
ke, defined by the ratia; = €2/, the Hamiltonian 1) following Ref. ], can be verified explicitly to first order
is also a dual description of an ensemble of quctuatng worte ¢, the critical exponents satisfy the usual scaling lags:=
lines of arbitrary length and shape in superfluid heHuin sv(d —2+ ), dv = B4(d4 + 1), with 54 given in Eq. B®.
which casep is adisorderfield. Since the correlation length exponeris gauge-independent,
In this note, we wish to clarify the properties of this impor- 54 andds depend onx. The exponents, anddg specify the
tant exponent, which has been controversially discusséetin  vanishing of the order parametgt), respectively fof — T,
past, and very recently also in the context of quantum electr from below and when an external field coupled linearlysto
dynamics (QED)—the fermionic counterpart of the Ginzburg-tends to zero.
Landau model (see Refsﬂ [H]{]S,G] and references therein). A physical correlation function must be gauge-invariant,
The poor understanding of this exponent is because in a gauge., invariant under the combined transformatieris) —
theory, the correlation functiof|(2) depends on the gauge paxplieA(z)]¢(z), A, (z) — Au(z) — d,A(z). Such a cor-
rameterx in EqQ. ﬂ). This has led to a severe theoretical puzrelation function is obtained by including a path-dependen

a—3
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Schwinger phase factor in Ec[I (2), forming Since the fixed-point value of? is of ordere [see below
, Eq. ﬂ;)], the integrals can either be evaluated directly ia 4
Gz —2') = <¢(x)¢T (2')e i I diuAu(i)> , (4)  orusing dimensional regularization and taking the liginit> 4
at the end. Either way gives with logarithmic accuracy

where the line integral extends fromto z’/, and the av- dr ik

erage, denoted by angle brackets, is taken with respect tg, (;) = p222 — 3/ d% ™7, kL _é2a_3G(,,-) In K-

the Hamiltonian[1). At the critical point, we now expect a 8n2 ) (2m)4 k2 K 82

power behavioiG(z) ~ 1/x4=2+nc1, where in contrast to

14, the exponenygr has noa-dependence. The exponentia

in Eq. @) can alternatively be written in terms of an exter- w—3

nal electric current line/,(z) ase=i/ 4"=/u(x4.() where ~ G(r)+To(r)=G(r) [1—?32 g2 In m‘] ~G(r)rm & (e)/8

Ju(z) = e[ dz,6( — z) is a delta function along the @)
path fromz to 2 which satisfies the current conservation law which reproduces the old resy (3).

OuJu(z) = ed(z — x) — ed(z — '), with a current source at  The last term in Eq[[5),

z and a sink at’. In Refs. [1][,2R], the gauge-invariant cor- X

relation function [(§4), with its external current line, waad _ 1+ d_qd 1 R, /
iedind = 3 andn?ound to behave differently in the normal Ta(r) = 2G(T)/d 2% Ju(z) D (2 = 2) A (2), (8)
and superconductive state. In the normal state, wherertbe li
tensiond of the current line was shown to be finite, this cor-
relation function decreases exponentially for large sajpa,

| Adding the free scalar correlation functi6i{r), we obtain

factorizes from the start in a scalar and gauge part, with the
second factor—which plays a central role in the study of
the gﬁ&f—invariant order parameter of the Ginzburg-Landa

G(r) ~ e, withr, = 2/, — z,, being the distance vector. In q d ina the Biot-S . ion b
the superconductive state, on the other hand, the linestensi Medet==—denoting the Biot-Savart interaction between two
egments of the external current line. Since the integrals i

vanishes and the correlation function was found to behave irEq @) are line integrals, their value depends on the path ch

stead as3(r) ~ exp(e?A? /4nr), with A;, being the London : ;
penetration depth. Rather than tending to zero, the cdioala Sen. We choose as mtggratlon_path_ the shortest path cennect
ing the two endpoints, i.e., straight lines and write

function now reaches a finite value for large separation. Th
finite expectation value at infinite separation signals that 9 1

current lines have lost their line tension and have become in  T;(r) = _e_G(T)/ dudu'r, D, [(u" —w)rlr,,  (9)
finitely long. In the correlation functiorﬂ(4) it manifestself 2 0

in an independence on the path over which the line integral i
taken. Only the endpoints of the line connectingndz’ are
physical. The exponent in the correlation function cordain
Coulomb-like interaction between these endpoints. (Nudé t

3fter the reparametrizatiar), = x,, + ury, T, = r, + u'ry,

with a fixed distance vectot, = x; —z,and0 < u,u’ < 1.
The integrals are easily evaluated following Rﬂf. [3], vittle

the combinatior )y, is independent of the electric charge.) result
To compute the exponenijg; to first order in thee- e2 I'(d/2—-1) 1 »
expansion, the gauge-invariant correlation functign $4i-  — B_d)d—d) 4r1? [1—5(1—04)(3—61) G(r)r*,
panded to orde#2. Then, using Wick’s theorem, three conti- (10)
butions are obtained besides the lowest order which for d near4 yields
G(r)=G+To+T) + Ty, (5) _
) oo To(r) = &2 38 260 {m(m) + 1} . (11)
T €

containing respectively no, one and two Schwinger phase fac

tors. The first contributiofi} is given by the integral Due to the appearance of the logarithm multiply@g), this

o o gives the contribution
e%/ddzddz' [G(:v - z)é)zMG(z'—x’)BZ/VG(Z'—Z)}DW(Z—Z')
_ a3
= G

(12)
where the right minus left derivativé_izﬂz 0z, — 5@ oper-

ate only within the square brackets, abg, is the correlation 0 the Fisher exponent. When both contributions obtained
function of the gauge fieldl,, in (@), with the Fourier compo- so far are subtracted rather than added, one obtains a result

nents (which happens to be zero) independentofAs first noted
. in the the context of QED this is because the combination
Dy(a) = - {5#1/ —(1-a ngu] . (6) e — 112 characterizes the correlation function
’ —1
In mometum space this yields <¢>(x)¢T (x/)><exp <ie/ da_:#A#(j)>> 7 (13)

A% dlg e*T (q+3k), (g+3k),
To=€2/( o L Dy (q—k/2).

2m)d (2m)d kA (q+k/2)2 which is gauge invariant.
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Next, the third, or mixed term in Eq[|(5), given by the inte- where the second term dominates the first one for sgnill
gral 2 < d < 4. In Eq. (19).c(d) stands for the 1-loop integral

'(2—d/2)T%(d/2—-1)
ooy (AmAPT(d—-2)
(20)
where analytic regularization is used to handle the ultiati
H?\r/ergenc .Ij'o leading order Iin the value ofy, for 2 <
d<4 reade@

e [dizady [G(w — z)gzﬂ G(z—x’)} Ju(Z2")Dy(z—2"), c(d) = K S
/ (14) / (2m)? k2(k + p)?

is evalutated. We expect amdependent contribution that
precisely cancels the dependence on the gauge parame
found in Egs. [8) and[(12). To extract the term of the form
G(r)In(r), we use the approximation, cf. Re|f| [4],

C24—d—(d—DA(d—1)—da]
Ti(r) =~ eG(r)/ddz d%2' [9.,G(z—2")—0.,G(x—2)] =5 (4m)d/2¢(d)T(d/2 4+ 1) ’

' . which depends on the gauge parameterFord = 4 — ¢,

X T Dy (2=2), (15) this result reduces to Eq](3) obtained to first order ind¢he
valid with logarithmic accuracy. Both terms in the squareexpansion. The gauge dependencggfs not always obvi-
brackets give the same contribution. Partially integgatin ous from the results quoted in the literature as often a spe-
this expression and using the identity, (:Cuzvu/x‘l) = cific gauge is chosen from the start, for example, the Landau
(3 —d)/2]0,2%in d = 4, we obtain gaugé, wheren, — —40/7%n for d = 3.

Theterm [B) with the modified gauge-field correlation func-
;, (16) tion can be evaluated as before. To extract the dependence on
(z —x)? In(r) it proves useful to replaag! =2 with ¢+ in Eq. (1),
giving (¢2a./472)G(r) In(xr) and thus a contribution to Ece)ér;?;g;e gauge-field correlation function in the lardenit

(21)

Ti(r) = —eQ%G(T)/dde(z—x’)

@
m=—t - (17) 2 d—1 1

Dyw(q) = ne? o(d) gi2te [5;“/ - (1- a)q’;g”} , (22)
As expected, this contribution precisely cancels the
dependence in Eqsﬂ 3) ar@(lZ). More specifically, we obtaiand to lety — 0 at the end. This leads to

for the manifesly gauge-invariant correlation function . 1 8(d—1) ) 1—a . "
NGI =MNg + M + N2 = —ézi = —ﬁe. (18) ) n (4m)%/2c(d)T'(d/2 — 1) ( " d— 2) ) 6’
472 n _ (23)
This value forg; is twice that for,, obtained in the Landau  With r?/6 = 1/8+In(r), and
gauge(a = 0). Both results coincide, however, when= 4(d-1)(d—-1-a)
-3 R T an)dle(d)T(d)2) (24)

In the current loop description, the critical expon@@ﬁ
termines the fractal dimensial of the current lines v As a _check note that, when subtracted frog given in
D = 2 — ngr. With ngr < 0, the fractal dimension is EQ. ), this yields anv-independent result characterizing
larger than that of Brownian random walks for whith= 2,  the gauge-invariant correlation functidn}13),
implying that the current lines are self-seeking rathemntha 1 16
self-avoiding, which makes them more crumpled than Brow- Ng — M2 = — .
nian random walks. Although higher-order corrections may n (4m)4/2c(d)T(d/2 - 2)
well change the sign oficr, nothing in the text of the This expression is negative for &l < d < 4. Specifically,
Ginzburg-Landau model forbids negative vaag]sprovided ne —ne = —8/m?n ford = 3 and—4e*/n + O(e3) for d =
nar > 2 —d, or D < d. Inthe limiting caseD = d, the 4 —e.
current lines would be completely crumpled and fill out all of ~ To calculate the mixed ternj (14), the gauge-field corre-
space. lation is needed in coordinate space. Fourier transforming

Instead of ane-expansion, we may compute the gauge-Eq. ), we arrive at
invariant critical exponenfg; nonperturbatively in the limit 9 d—1 4 1
of a large number of field components. Then can be ex- Dy(x) = — 7 5
panded in powers df/n forall 2 < d < 4. ne? c(d) (4m)**T(d/2)

The leading contribution i /n generated by fluctuations in » B(d 3t a)d 4+ (1—a) a:::z:u . (26)

(25)

the gauge field is obtained by dressing its correlation fonct 2

with arbitrary many bubhle insertions, and summing therenti . ,

set of Feynman diagrats The resulting series is a simple Proceeding as before, we obtain

geometrical one, which leads to the following change in the T o 16(d — 1) o -
denominator of the prefactor in the correlation functidy (6 i(r) = —— A2 e(d)T(dj2 = 1) (r) (27)

P = +ezg(;(_d)1) 2, (19) X /dde(z _x/)(z—# = —mG(r)In(r),



with

a 8(d—1)
n (4m)42c(d)T(d/2)’

m=- (28)

which, being proportional toa, should cancel thea-
dependence ing andn,. And indeed, as grand total we find
aresult ey 4 (@420-6T[d-2)
NG = M I 2 = P e /202 (d/2— DI(d)2)

(29)

which is independent of the gauge parameter Remark-
ably, for thed-dependent gauge choice (of which eue= —3

found in thee-expansion is a special case) theof Eq. )
coincides withngy to this order in1/n. With this gauge

choice, the trace of the gauge-field correlation function-va

= 0. Since this observation does not depend on'""9 U \
we expect it to hold also in QED_skeIeton was written more than three years ago.

ishes,D,..(q)
the matter part of thetheory,
And indeed, the valués for the the twon exponents obtained
in first order in1/n in d = 3 and also in the-expansion co-

incide whena = 1 — d. Although higher-order corrections

4

we speculate that in first order the gauge cheice- 1 — d
provides a shortcut for obtaining the gauge-invariantitesu
other quantities such as the effective potential and massre
malization.

The expression[(29) is negative for all< d < 4, with
nar —72/7%n for d 3 and —36¢/n + O(e?) for
d = 4 — e. The latter result is in accord with EcE{lS) ob-
tained in perturbation theory. We repeat that in the corgéxt
the Ginzburg-Landau model, negative values are allowed, pr
videdngr > 2 — d, so that the fractal dimensidd = 2 — 7
of the current lines is smaller than the dimension of the em-
bedding space. A negative value merely indicates that the cu
rent lines are self-seeking rather than self-avoiding.
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