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A bstract
W e consider three din ensional quantum electrodynam ics (QQED ;) with m assless relativistic
ferm ions coupled to a com pact gauge eld using a com bined perturbative variational approadc.
C oupling to m atter renders the bare interaction between m agnetic m onopoles logarithm ic at large
distances, suggesting the possibility of a con nem ent-decon nem ent transition of the B erezinskit-
K osterlitz-T houless type in the theory. Our selfconsistent calculation suggests, however, that
screening e ects always destabilise the con ned phase, In agreem ent w ith the previous renom ali-

sation group study of the sam e m odel.


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308260v2

I. NTRODUCTION

Compact U (1) gauge theories In three (d = 3) din ensions have long been of Interest
In high energy and condensed m atter physics. In particle physics they serve as relatively
sin plem odels exhbiting non-perturbative phenom ena such as chiralsym m etry breaking and
con nement L, 2, 8], believed to be crucial to our understanding of m ore realistic theories
like quantum chrom odynam ics. In condensed m atter physics the theoriesw ith com pact U (1)
gauge elds coupled tom atter arise frequently In descriptions of strongly correlated electron
systam s B]. In this case the three din ensionalm odels are of direct signi cance to condensed
m atter system s in two (d = 2) spatialdin ensions and at zero tem perature (T = 0).

A crucial issue in all compact U (1) theories is the con nem ent of tharge’ due to the
unbinding of m agnetic m onopoles, which are invariably Introduced by the com pact nature
ofthe gauge eld. In a pioneering work, Polyakov fli] showed that in pure com pact quantum
electrodynam icsw ithoutm atterin d = 3 con nem ent ispem anent for allvalues ofthe gauge
coupling. The situation where the gauge eld is coupled to m atter is m ore subtle, and a
sub ect of current debate. It hasbeen argued that coupling to relativistic m assless ferm ions
transformm s the usualC oulom bic Interaction between m onopoles into them uch longer+ranged
logarithm ic interaction at large distances §, §, i1, §]. W hen applied to a single m onopolke—
antin onopol pair, this would suggest that m onopoles m ay bind into dipols, In analogy
w ith the celebrated Berezinskil [§], K osterlitz and Thouless 1] BK T) transition in two
din ensions. However, whik thee ectsofa nitedensity ofm onopoleson theBK T transition
in d = 2 are well understood [0, 11], the situation in d = 3 appears Jess clkar [12]. The
di culty lies in the fact that whik the screening in the dipole phase in d= 2 jist am ountsto
renom alisation ofthe dielectric constant, in d = 3 it changesthe o ofthe interaction {13,

Y]

4,15, 16]. In a recent paper, two of us [L5] presented an elctrostatic argum ent and a
renom alisation group calculation to show that the Interaction between distant m onopoles in
the presence of other dipoles is screened back into the C oulom b potential. Togetherw ith the
generalisation to the case of coupling to non-relativistic ferm ions [L§], this strongly suggests
that the putative decon ned phasse In d = 3 is always unstabl. Compact U (1) theories
In d = 3, wih or wihout m atter, would appear therefore generically to be pem anently
con ning.

In the present articlke we study the issue of con nem ent in Q ED 3 using the variational



treatm ent ofthe anom alous sine-G ordon (A SG ) theory, which isdualto the orighal QED 5.
By working to the ssocond order in flgacity and including the screening e ectswe nd that
m onopoles are free at any e ective tam perature In the A SG theory (i. e. for any number of
ferm jon  avours In Q ED 3). This suggests that ferm ions are pem anently In the con ned
phase, and provides an additional support to the renom alisation group results ofRefs. [15]
and [14].

W e introduce the cQED 3 theory and its dual sineG ordon version in Section II. In
Section iI1], we discuss the lowest order variational calculation that neglects screening and
point to is lin itations. W e then propose a generalised selfoconsistent approach that inclides
higher orders in m onopol fiigacity and allow s for the screening e ects in Section [IV!. Th
Section V1 we present the calculations to the second order. A sum m ary ofour results is given
in Section V1.

IT. QED3AND THE ANOMALOUS SINE-GORDON THEORY

W e willbe Interested In the phases of Q ED 5, with the gauge eld coupled to m assless
relativistic ferm ions on a lattice:
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T he sites of the three din ensional quadratic Jattice are Iabeled by x = fx;;%X,; g. Herg,
F  isthe usual eld-strength tensorF = a a ; the lattice derivative is de ned

by a x) ax+ ") a®).Sp isthe lattice action ofm asslkess ferm ions coupled to the
gauge eld which reduces in the continuum lin ttoQED ; with N¢ avoursof four-com ponent
D irac soinors. U sing staggered femm ions, this takes the fom
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In the case of continuum QED 5, the form jon polarisation to oneoop order is B
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Incorporating com pactness of a  in the spirit of V illaln approxin ation f1§], this suggests



that we consider a theory closely related to QQED 5
(
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where then are integers. The action (4) has the sam e continuum 1Iim it as Q ED 3 to the
Jleading order in large N ¢ and m ay be understood as a com pact quadratic approxin ation to
it. In the rem ainder of the articlke we assum e that the original QQ ED 3 and the theory (4)
are in the sam e universality class.

In the presence of ferm ions, when N ¢ & 0, the origihalM axwell term proportionalto l=e§
becom es irrelevant at Jarge distances, and can be neglected w ith respect to the second temm

in Eqn. ). This action can be then be put into the altemative form (see A ppendix A1)
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This is the partition function for a gas of m onopolks of charge g = 1, Interacting with

a potential V (x). In our case, the potential has the form V (k) = 1=%k7F in Fourer space,
which is the logarithm ic interaction in three dim ensions.

Theproblem now appearsto be rather sim ilar to the two din ensional C oulom b gas, w here
the logarithm ic interaction m ay result in the BK T vortex-antivortex binding transition. The
m echanism of such a transition stam s from a sin pl energy-entropy com petition, as both
entropy and the interaction energy are proportional to the logarithm of linear din ension of
the system : at low enough tem peratures, it is energetically favourable for opposite vortex
charges to form bound pairs, whik as tem perature is ncreased, entropy at som e point takes
over, and vortex-antivortex pairs unbind. A lthough the form of the partition finction @)
resem bles that of the two din ensionalC oulom b gas, it isby no m eans guaranteed that such
a scenario will stillhold In three dim ensions. In particular, the e ect of screening of other
dipoles on the potential felt by two w idely-separated m onopoles, which is neglected in this
na ve energy-entropy argum ent, can drastically a ect the result.

To system atically address this issue, we rstnotethatEq. ) isequivalent to the partition
function w ith the anom alous sine-6 ordon (A SG) action (see Appendix A1)
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where the ctitious tem perature is T 2=(°N¢), and y is the figacity of the m onopoles.
T he non-analytic gradient tem proportional to §yF is a consequence of the coupling of

relativistic m assless ferm ions to the gauge elds.



It is possble to construct an upper bound for Fp g6 , the free energy associated w ith the
action (6), using the G bbsB ogoliubov-Feynm an {[9] (GBF) inequality, which is discussed
In the next section. W e will argue that this selfconsistent m ean— eld approxin ation to
the free energy of the system unfortunately m isses the screening e ects of the m edium ,
and consequently incorrectly suggests the BKT transition. An inproved calculation that
ncorporates such e ects is then form ulated in the ollow Ing section.

ITT. VARIATIONAL APPROACH

The GBF Inequality In poses a strict upper bound on the free energy Fa g through the
relation
Fasc Far Fot+ BSase Siy i (7)
where S, 5¢ isde ned n Eqn. () and Sy isa trialaction chosen to approxin ate Sp s ; Fo 1S
the free energy associated w ith S, and h::id, represents averaging w ithin thisensamble. The
trial action m ay be chosen to have the G aussian form U]
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M Inim ising F ., w ith respect to G () yields the optin alG aussian theory that approxin ates
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with the mass’ detem ined selfconsistently through
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is the ultraviclet cuto and T . 1=(12 ?). Detem Ining the solutions of Eqgn. f_ )]

am ounts to identifying the roots of the finction

£()= 2y 1+ (12)



It isevident that = 0 is one such rot for all values of T . W e next dem onstrate that a
solution with nite existsforT > T.. Inthelmitofanall , £( ) hasthe form

; T < T
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whilke for lJarge
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ForT > T, £ ( ) changes sign and thushasa rootwih > 0,whikeonly the = 0 solution
exists or T < T, P11
The stability ofthe = 0 solution for T > T, can be determ ined from the variational

free energy (9) w ith the solution {10) ©rG, . Evaliating the free energy we get
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so that forT > T, any solution with > 0 isoflower free energy than with = 0. That is,

the stable solution at T > T, has nite
To understand the physical m eaning of the non-trivial solution it is usefiil to calculate
the m onopole density from the variational free energy ) :
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where we have used the de nition of fugacity y expf g. We s=e that is exactly the
monopolk density v , so that 6 0 may be denti ed with the plasna phass of fiee
monopoks, while = 0 indicates the dipol phase. The sinpl varational calculation
would therefore suggest that m onopoles undergo a binding-unbinding transition at T = T,
(i.e.atN = N.= 24) In exact analogy w ith the equivalent calculation one can perform for
the standard BK T transition. The value of T, also agrees w ith the sin ple energy-entropy
argum ent that can be constructed for an isolated vortex {I5].



An cbvious cb gction to this sin ple calculation is that m inin isation of the varational
free energy (9) by construction cannot yield any m om entum dependence of the sslfenergy,
but can only detem ine its constant part, the mass’ . The renom alisation group 5]
treatm ent of the A SG theory su ers from the sam e problm to the lowest order in fugacity,
and would lkewise na vely suggest the BKT transition. The sam e holds for the direct
perturbative evaluation of the sslfenergy In the ASG . However, it is easy to check that
the selfenergy doesbeocom e m om entum dependent to the second order in fugaciy, w ith the
leading analytic tem d at low momenta. This is jist what one would expect based
on the sin ple electrostatic analysis of the problm [I5], where this termm translates into the
Coulom bic interaction In real space When y = 0). The presence of such a temn would,
however, drastically alter our present considerations. Indeed, if we add by hand the tem
Q with Q 6 0 in the denom ator of the integrand in the selfconsistent equation (I1), we

nd
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for all T. Hence, the non-trivial solution would exist for all tem peratures, exactly as in
Polyakov’s original treatm ent of the pure gauge theory. This isnaturalshoce Q € 0 means
that the origihal logarithm ic Interaction between m onopolkes is, even w ithout free m onopoles
and only wih a nite density of dipoles, screened into the Coulomb interaction for which
the standard argum ent for the con ned phase readily applies.

In the next section we propose a m odi ed selfconsistent calculation which provides a
system atic perturbative approxin ation to the free energy and which reduces to the GBF
m ethod to the lowest order. A swew ill see in Section Vi, such an approach has the advantage
ofincluding the screening e ects in a selfconsistent w ay, therefore overcom ing the lim itations
of the purely variational theory discussed in this section.

IVv. SELFCONSISTENT PERTURBATIVE APPROACH

T here arem any ways in which onem ay generalise the variationalm ethod of the previous
section. For instance, onem ay add a sscond-ordertem  h(Sase )iy + $hSasc S to
Fiar and extrem ise the new energy functional EL-_Q]. Such a sscond-order extension, how ever,

has little varational jasti cation. For a m ore system atic generalisation, we go badk to the



GBF iequality () and exchange Spsc wih Sp to nd

F. Fo+ BSase  S1  Fase: 19)
E xtram ising F« w ith respect to a quadratic action S, yields

h (9) @i=h ( a9 @i 0)

which is nothing but the equation for the exact propagator in the A SG theory. The right

hand side RHS) ofthe equation, on the other hand m ay be rew ritten as

h ( a) @e °i,
he i
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wih S Sasc . Egn. (18) in this om may be understood as a sslfoonsistent
equation forthe action Sy, which wem ay attem pt to solve by expanding the RH S In powers

of S, forexample. To the rst orderin S thisbecom es
h (@ @Si, h( q @zhSi,=0; @2)

which is precisely the relation one would obtain from extrem ising F,., with respect to Sy.
That is, the rst order approxin ation to Eqn. @0) reproduces the GBF result from the
previous section.

Egn. €Q) form sthe basis ofourm odi ed variational approxin ation to Fasg . To the rst
order n S it reduces to the GBF equation of the previous section, and when solved self-
consistently to all orders gives the best varational lower bound to the free energy, provided
by F. in ({9). T addition, consider the expansion of Eqn. Q) to order ( S) ™. One can
show (see Appendix B J) that the resulting expression is the sam e as the one that would
arise from extrem ising the function

FO+F @+ o F

n
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Here F ) stands for the expansion of the true free energy of the systam , Fa s , In powers
of S, trmuncated at ( S) ". Sim ilarly denoting by F<(n) the truncated expansion of F. In

Eqn. (19), i isnot di cult (see Appendix B 1 to show

F @) F(n)
F(n)=F(n)+ < . (24)

var



It is then clear that the sequence fF ©)g converges to Fass Prany Sy. Therefore, the S,

var

determ ined selfconsistently from Eqn. 20) also yields the variational ssquence that best
approxin ates F, 5 within the fam ily fF ©) Bo1g.

var

To the second order Eqn. €0) reads
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w here both tem s are connected averages given by:
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W e discuss the results of the second-order selfconsistent Eqn. €5) for the ASG m odel (6)

in the next section. In particular, we w ill show that the density of free m onopoles is nite

atallT > 0, and that charge should consequently be pemm anently con ned in QED ;.

V. CONFINING SOLUTION FOR T >0

From the de nitionsofSas; and Sy Egns.'§ and B) it is straightforw ard to caloulate the
connected averages of Eqns. €4) and 7). O ur second order equation €85) then yields the
quadratic equation orG , ! @)

h i,
G, @) A ;G G, @ + B k;Gol= 0; ©8)
w here
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In Eqns. £9,30), we have de ned

a=ye P00, (31)
b = (fk)B %ﬁ éeol(k) Go®)T; (32)
c= dR[L coshDR)I; 33)
d, = Z d%%s)!)znsmmo@); (34)



R .
and the realspace propagator isD R ) = k=2 )G, k)e* E.

W e can solve the quadratic of Eqn. @8) and expand in powers of gj=A, to yield the
result rG,’ @Q):

Gol@=m+Qm)f+ Pm)puf+ 35)

where the coe cients are de ned as

1
m = Eon PoPs (36)
!
Om) = 24 1 20, 37)
Ag
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and wih A A [g= 0;Gq]. For these equations, we should choose the solution correspond-—
ing to the upper sign in Eqns. 3§ { 38) to ensure that m 0. I what fllow s, we neglect
term s higher order in g than ¢ as they should be irrelevant at low m om enta.

A s announced, the second order result Includes additional renomm alisation of the bare
temm s as well as the generation of new m om entum dependent termm s. M ost im portantly, the
leading term proportionalto o has now appeared.

In the analysis in Section IITwe fund that the bound phase ofm onopoles corresponded to
low T . In what ollow s we w ill restrict ourselves to low tem peratures by assum ing T Q
and show thatm onopolesare unbound even forarbitrarily sn alltem peratures. By continuiy
thiswould in ply that they are free at all tem peratures.

Let us start by exam ining a:

1
a =y exp EDO(O)
)
1% &k 1
YEP 2 e emwtm)
0 s 0 s 119
< 1 m =
= yep, —p—0 arctan @ Q(m):AA ; 39)
4 °Qm) Q (m) m i
Whenm ! O,wewillassstmem=Q (m) ! 0, and justify this assum ption a posteriori. The
coe clent a now takes the form
( )
a=y exp ; m +0(@T): (40)

4 2Q (n)
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N ext, we exam ine the equation forb

Z
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From thiswe nd
= T M rowm: 42)
N ext, as the temm s c and dy always appear together, we consider the com bination
c+ do) Zd3R 1 exp( s e - )!+o<r)
@)y Q@ @m)k*+m)
z . Re me
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Evaluating this yields
c+td)=m ' m +0(T): (44)

Sin ilar analysis applies to the coe cient d ; :

Z P R
171 R 2@
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which gives
dl—Q(n;); m +0(T): 46)
m

Evaliating the Eqn. 7]) ©rQ then we nd

Q = 2a’d
( ) o
= 2y — + 0 (T): 47
yer oo 13 (T) @7)
Solving this forQ € 0 yields
p_— ! 1
2y
Q=-— h—= +0(@); (48)
4 m

and we see that m=Q (m ) indeed approaches zero asm ! 0, thus justifying our earlier

assum ption. Substituting this solution orQ (m ) into ourm ass equation G6) gives

0
m
p—z 3 2 h—— ; 49)
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which can nally be solved form € 0 to give the nite m ass solution

pP— ps
m = 2& % °y: (50)
T he corresponding nite value ofQ is
Q = —p—: (51)
223 22

Note that m is proportional to y so that sn all fugaciy transhtes to snallm , in accord
w ith our assum ption that m 3.

To show that m onopolks are free when m 6 0, we calculate the m onopol density as in
Section II]. From Egn. {3) we see that the free energy associated w ith our second order

equation @8) is

e _ : 1 PYRR S
Fvar_F0+hSlO Zlh(S) 10+ Zlh SlO' (52)
From this, the m onopole density can be calculated.
1 @F 2)
@) var
= " var 53
M v @ 43)

2a+ ab 2&c:

Form = 0, the m onopolk density vanishes, whik forour nitem solution
S !

o B F7 oL &
" 2 16 Q)

> 0: ©4)

From the free energy (52), it is also possble to show that the nitem solution is the stabk
solution for all tem peratures. In fact, the fiee energy diverges as log (1=m ) asm approaches
zero, but has a nite value for niem . It is then the fiee phase of m onopols which is
favoured at all tem peratures.

T huswe have dem onstrated that for arbitrarily low T a nitem ass solution always exists
for the selfconsistent equations @6 { 38). This in plies that m onopolks are aways free at
low tem peratures, or, In tem s of the original Jattice m odel @l), that the electric charge is

presum ably con ned for any number of ferm ion  avours.

VI. CONCLUSION

W ehave studied oQ ED ; wherem asslkss relativistic ferm ions coupled to the com pact gauge

eld result In a logarithm ic interaction between m agnetic m onopols. One may susoect

12



that this could kad to a BK T -lke transition where free m onopoles bind into m onopole-
antin onopolk pairs at low enough e ective tem peratures. A Ithough the sim plest m ean— eld
approxin ation would predict such a transition, we argued that by design this treatm ent
m isses the screening e ects, argued to be crucial In this problem . To address this issue
we developed a combined varationalperturbative approach which allowed us to include
screening selfconsistently. The m odi ed theory then lads to the plasna phase of free
m onopols asbeing stable at all tam peratures, In agreem ent w ith the renom alisation group
treatm ent of the problem [I5].

QED ; has been studied num erically in R2] and R3]. O ur calculation appears to be in
agreem ent w ith the num erical results of 23], where only a single phase was cbserved. W e
hope that this and previous work on Q ED 3 w illm otivate renewed e orts in this direction,

using bigger system sizes that have recently becom e available R4].
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APPENDIX A:MONOPOLE GASAND THE SINE-GORDON ACTION

Tn this appendix, we 1lin the details in going from the action ) to the Coulomb gas
partition function (§) and the sine-G ordon action {§). For this purpose, ket uswrite @) on

the lattice n a m ore general form as

S k;nl= > F ®) 2n X)D)ux;y) @ ) 2 n ¢)); Al

Xy
where u 1(x;y)= 16 NgJ xJxy and ; £ fx+ ) f x) denotes the lattice deriva—

tive. Introducing an antisym m etric H ubbard-Stratonovich eldM we nd

1X X
S5 M o®ulky)M @+l M KF & 21 &)
Xy b4
1X 1 X
= 2 b &u &yb y)+ti @€ a 2nk) bk); Az)

Xy X
wih b M andn n . Integrating over the gauge eld constrainsthe b- eld
to be curkfires, s0 we can take it to be a gradient on the lattice b = ' . Perfomm ing the

13



Jattice version of integration by parts and integrating over ’ yields

1X 1 X
S ! 2 "®)u T&Kyy) T+ 21 nx)’ x) @3)
Xy X
1X
b= &) vx;y) )i @ 4)
2
wherev ' (x;y)= (1=82%) ,;u '&;y) y, isthe (nverssofthe) potentialand = n

is the density of m agnetic m onopols. U sihg the expression for u(x;y) we nd, in the
continuum lIim it,

ZNfZ d3k eik x y)
vERy) = > Cy B
5 Vi vy): A 5)

P
Thus, fora system of N monopolswith a density (x) = 2:1% x x),we cdbtain

Smon = 1 GAV Ko %); A 6)
ab
ash Eagn. §).
W e now proceed to show that @8) wih g = 1 is equivalent to the sine<G ordon

action (6). H igher charges are irrelevant for Jarge enough N ¢. To this end, ket us introduce

the bare action .

_1— 3 3 1 .
Sb_2 d'xdy ®v & y) ) A7)

so that v x y) = h ) )i. Showing the fugacity by y, we m ay w rite the m onopolk

partition function in the grand-canonicalensemble as

8 9
X N2 , X < 1x =
Zmon = . d-Xi eXP. - QBq)h (Xa) (Xb)lb
y N! . oo 2 . i
i = lg abb
x N AW ; X X i
= _' dxl exp 1 O:a (Xa)
N N ! i fa.= 1lg a b
z
= exp 2y d’x cos &)
b
ZblZASG; A 8)
where Zy, is ndependent of and
Z 12 A
Zass= D exp o dxdy vk y) gt dxms &) 1 @9

Inserting the de nition of v ! (x  y) into this Jast expression we inm ediately arrive at the

anom alous sine-G ordon action 8).
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APPEND IX B

1. r

Here we will show that F.") indeed satis esEqn. @4). To this end, rst kt us de ne

F ® p0tdh pO) Then wemay equivalently show that
FY=Fo+ F P+2F @+ + f&'F ®1)

Let us also denote the path Integraloverthe eld (q) by Trand de ne, fora realvariable t,

F () InTre e *° B2)
Then,F (1) = hTrexp( S)= KEg¢ and
dr () Tr Se S
= ———— =nhSi: ®3)
ac . Tr(e %)

On the otherhand, wem ay expand the RHS ofEgn. (B-_Z) In powersof S as
R .
F@)=Fq+ F @ B4)
=1
where F Y=t F P0)=tF 9. Thus
dr (t) 2

hSi= = iF 9 B 5)
=1 =1

Upon insertion of Eqn. §5) into the de nition of F. in Eqn. (19) and truncating the

expansion at i= n we nd ®&1).
2. Fuar

@) 3sde ned

var

In this appendix, we w illgive the proof forour clain that the extrem um ofF
in @3) is given by the expansion ofEqgn. £0) to order ( S) *, i e.

F(rl)
var _ h k 1= h k :I(_n): 6
) () ( k) k)} ( k) &) B6)

The calculations are, for general n, cum bersom e and not very instructive so we will rst

present the case forn = 2 which is also the one w ith which we are concemed in Section V.
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Setting n = 2, we see that Eqn. €8) is readily found by an expansion of the RHS of

Egn. £1). To show that the sam e result arises from extrem ising F °), it is rst usefil to

var ’

establish
* +

Fo S 1 :

= = h ; 7
Go @) G , 2€ FEor P D3 e
hgi Fo . g S

= + ; 8
G @ e ‘o, )

where g = g(Sy) is an arirary fiinction of Sg. Thus choosing appropriate form s of g for

FO=F,+hSi,andF@=F® 1In(s)2i + hsi’we nd

* +
F® F
= " nsi, s -2 ®9)
Go (@) Go @) Go @
F@ F 1
= P Ths?i+hsi.
Go @) Go@ 2 .
+ +
S 2 So :
= (S) S hSig: ®10)
2 Gy@ . G o, e

F%= Gy (@)= 0 leads to the sam e equation asEqn. £5).

var

T he proof for arbitrary n goes along essentially the sam e steps as above. Various trun—

cated expansions we have de ned can be read o the Taylor expansion dentity

n ° b S G L QI0s VASE i
hTre 5 V = Fy + ( y ° T lEl
1 k! !

=1E1 fk g

B11)

by setting ito the desired order. In 811) S, and V give an arbitrary splitting of the action

Into a bare and potential part respectively and

X o xt xi
Kt iR B12)
fk g k=1 k=1
Notice that .n Eqns. B9) and B10) all the term s are to the sam e order of S, which is

also the largest in the corresponding expansion of the free energy. By choosing Sy, = Sy and

V = S and sstting i= n In CEEll) one can s, after som e lengthy algebra, that the sam e
is true or arbirary n:

PU gt St WiE)
Go @) 1 f g ki ! L S Go @)
D E
xo X (S)™ h(s)*] neg)
(o1t 5 @ 0 ' 1'0 B B13)
=1 fk g ki ko ! ok
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Let usnow de ne, fora realvariabl t,
n (e)
G kit nTre %0 5 00 & ®14)

so that @G k;t)=@tj-o = h ( k) k)i. Then,taking § = SgandV = S+t ( k) k)
in Eagn. B1I) to compute this derivative, it can be shown through additional tedious but

straightforward algebra that

)

n) . Fvar
h (@) @ h( q @i= 2n@ JGo@F—"; ®15)
Go @)

wherewehave alsom adeuse ofEqn. B13). Thus, the requirem ent that F ©) be an extrem um

-=1 var

inpliesEagn. €0) truncated at nth order, and vice versa, proving our clain {8 8).
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