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Abstract

The field theory of self-avoiding tethered membranes stiigs major challenges. In this
article, we report progress on the toy-model of a manifofztelied by a single point. Our
approach allows to sum the perturbation expansion in tlengti g, of the interaction
exactly in the limit of internal dimensioro ! 2, yielding an analytic solution for the
strong-coupling limit. This analytic solution is the stag point for an expansionia D,
which aims at connecting to the well studied case of polynfiers= 1). We give results
to fourth order in2 D, where the dependence ag is again summed exactly. As an
application, we discuss plaquette density functions, aogdgse a Monte-Carlo experiment
to test our results. These methods should also allow to sgbetidn the more complex
problem of self-avoiding manifolds.
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1 Introduction

One major problem in statistical physics is the effect oéiattions on the thermodynamical
properties of extended fluctuating geometric objects. hega, multi-particle attractive or re-
pulsive interactions are involved. One may divide these imto classes: Either (i) one may
study the interaction of a single fluctuating object witteitsas for instance the well known
excluded volume interaction between any two monomers ing pmlymer chain in a good sol-
vent. There, the interaction leads to universal long-distgproperties of chains as for example
the anomalous scaling of the mean squared end-to-end ciést@n (i), the interaction may act
between different manifolds or between a single manifoldl @fixed non-fluctuating object. It
is then interesting to study how thermal fluctuations aftbetdepinning of the manifold from
an attractive substrate as well as the steric repulsions&wall. Finally, both cases can appear
together.

Whatever the situation is, it is usually well understoodasgylas the fluctuating objects are one-
dimensional [1-4]. Referring to the example mentioned abtive long-distance properties of
self-avoiding polymers can be analyzed with renormali@agroup techniques [5-7], either in
the continuous Edwards Hagniltonian [8],

H fe]= % (rx&) + % ‘ek) ) (1.1)
x2M x2M y2M
or by mapping this model on a local v ) symmetric’ *-theory in the limit ofN = 0 compo-
nents [9,3,1]. The critical exponents describing the ldigiance properties are related to the
critical exponents of the correspondingvector model at the critical point. What makes (1.1)
a non-standard theory is that the interaction is non-la@rad, not a polynomial of the field.
Obtaining the corresponding results for membranes posesderable challenges. The general-
ization of polymers t@D -surfaces are crystalline fixed-connectivity membrandb@gappear
for instance in the spectrin network of cell membranes. @mmgg “phantom” membranes
which can freely fold into itself, the existence of a bendimgidity induced phase transition
separating a high rigidity, low temperature flat phase frotova rigidity, high temperature
crumpled phase is well established [10-15]. This is in @sitto polymers, which are always
crumpled on large scales. The scaling properties of the gleshphase of phantom membranes
are described by thep generalization of the free field partin (1.1). Taking selbi@ance into
account, which is modeled in (1.1) through the short-rangeliody interaction, we expect
more swollen manifolds than those predicted by the freerthedhich will be expressed in a
non-trivial radius of gyration exponent

R L ; 0 1; (1.2)

9

whereL denotes the linear internal size of the membrane, and thasrad gyrationr  is
obtained from the effective extend of the membrane in erlespace. In the case of polymers
R, scales like the end-to-end distance. Much effort has beentsm calculating corrections
to the radius of gyration exponent within an expansion indingation" from the critical space
dimension [16,17]. These calculations can not be perfordueattly for membrane-dimension
D = 2, since the naive scaling dimension of the coupling in (1dljads

2 D

©;d) = kyl= 2D >

d; (1.3)
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where d denotes the dimension of the embedding space, such tietlways non-zero as
D ! 2, for any embedding dimensioft Equivalently, the critical embedding dimension
defined through' © ;d.® )) = 0 becomes infinity in this limit. The reason is that the non-
self-avoiding membrane densely fills out the embeddingespsuch that it always “sees” the
interaction. A way to circumvent this problem is to set upehpansion about any poirid <
2;d. @0 )) and to extrapolate along an appropriate path in thed)-plane to the physically
interesting point® ;d) = 2;3) [18-24]. To second order if one then finds a radius of
gyration exponent of 086 [16,17] , which is a strong correction with respect to theyonl
logarithmic dependence in the non-interacting theory,inditates the existence of a crumpled
phase, for which  2=3follows from the fact that a membrane has a finite volume.
However, there is no evidence for a crumpled phase in exeatsj25—-28]. Latest Monte-Carlo
simulations on plaquette-models [29—-32] starting fromsxiditization of theeD generalized
Hamiltonian (1.1) with system sizes of up to17000 plaquettes shows considerable evidence
for a vanishing of the above mentioned crumpling transitiothe presence of self-avoidance,
such that even on large scales fixed-connectivity membrstagsalways flat with a radius of
gyration exponent of 1. The final purpose of this work is to develop techniques which
allow to go beyond the two-loop result. So far, we developethdechniques for a simplified
model, which reduces the non-local self-avoiding intecerctn (1.1) to self-avoidance with
only a single point, e.g. the origimin the membrane:

Z Z
rrx)*+ g dex) x©) : (1.4)

x2M x2M

NI -

H f]=

This is a special case of a more general model of the interacti a phantom tethered mani-
fold with a single point in embedding space, which is relatedase (ii). The corresponding
physical situation to think of is the binding and unbindirfigadong chain as e.g. a polymer or a
membrane from a wall or the wetting of an interface. More sy, we study the interaction
of a single freely fluctuating manifold with another non-flueting, fixed object. Depending
on whether the interaction is attractive or repulsive, caredistinguish two different scenarios:
One may either observe a delocalization transition from tiaciive substrate as in wetting
phenomena or steric repulsions by a fluctuating manifoldhBases have in common that ex-
cluded volume effects become important. These scenanasadiseady been discussed in [33].
The result of [33] is the complete resummation of the pesdtidn series for the effective cou-
pling in the case 0£D -membranes. The long-distance behavior of the resummedythened
out to be non-trivial in the sense that it emerged from theting behavior of a scale invariant
theory resulting in an effective coupling growing loganitically instead of approaching some
finite fixed-point value as one would expect it. This, togethigh the extremely slow conver-
gence of the perturbation series makes the analysis of ilggégsummed theory aust, because
all finite loop calculations fail to extract the correct lardistance properties. The importance
of the result becomes evident as soon as one compares itxtiigipelations obtained from the
"-expansion at the 2-loop level [33]. Besides the neces$itgloulating diagrams numerically
with considerably raising effort as the loop order becomighdr, the"-expansion has turned
out not to be able to make reliable predictionsor. 2. This problem persisted, though we
exploited the freedom to set up the expansion about any goint 2;d.0)), d.0 ) = 2=
being the critical embedding dimension for given internai@hsiord and to expand both in
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andd along any appropriate extrapolation path to some phyygigakresting pointd = 2;d).
As soon a® approaches the result was always strongly dependent on the selecteaheiqn
point.

The aim of this paper is two-fold: First, we reconsider thehteques to perform loop cal-
culations within a “massive scheme”, that is on a manifoldimte size and with fixed space
dimension0 < D < 2andd. We show that the perturbation series for the effective togp
can be completely summedin = 2 and analyze the long-distance properties in this limit. In
addition to [33], instead of analytically continuing loagegrals tao = 2 from below we also
perform calculations directly iaD , which need an explicit short-distance (UV)-cutoff. Itriar
out that results im = 2 are independent of the procedure, i.e. they are universal.
Second, we construct a systematic expansion of the eféectiupling in powers o2 D.
Such an expansion is based on our techniques to resum tlielaeidn series at each order in
2 D. Afirst attempt to go beyond = 2 has already been made in [33]. However, there, the
effect of the boundaries of the finite manifolds was not taeaperly into account, a problem
that has now been circumvented by considering closed nmdsif&\e specialize to a toroidal
internal topology corresponding to periodic boundary ¢oos. Of course, the propagator of
the perturbation series needs to be modified, and diagraomrizemore difficult to calculate.
Slightly belowD = 2 we expect power-law behavior of the effective coupling. Wespnt a
possible ansatz for the exact effective coupling as a fanatf the internal dimension . 2,
which is consistent with the expansiondn D . However, it remains an open problem to obtain
more information about the power-law behavior, to makeexgansion unique.

A short account of this work has already appeared in [34].

2 Model and physical observables

2.1 The model

The problem of a membrane avoiding only a single point (1.4y at first sight appear artificial.
Besides of being a toy-model for the analysis of the more@steng case of full self-avoidance
as discussed above, let us point out that it is, too, a speasal of another more general problem,
which is interesting by its own. Consider a phantom tethenethbrane interacting with some

-potential located at the origin of the configuration spaiee Hamiltonian is given by((
D 2)
Z Z

(r2(x)*+ g &) ; (2.1)

x2M x2M

NI -

H f]=

where any point in the membrane is labeled by someomponent vectok, and its position in
external space is given by tkecomponent field- (x),
r:x2R” ! »x)2R%: (2.2)

The partition function is defined as

Z= D Flexp( H E): (2.3)
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To remove the translational 0-mode, we will consider
VA

Z = Dkl ) ep( H E): (2.4)

We now discuss (2.1) in more detail: The first term is the elastergy of the manifold which
is entropic in origin. Elasticity and temperature have bsesled to unity. The second term
models the interaction of the manifold with a single pointha origin in thed-dimensional
configurational space. Let us remind [35,33] that the pla}siterpretation depends on the di-
mensionality: In the case that is identical to the embedding space, (2.1) describes a pimant
crumpled manifold interacting with a single defect as shkettin figure 1. However, setting
d = 1(2.1) may as well describe a solid-on-solid like fluctuatingerface parameterized by
some displacement field and interacting with a parallel@lan= 2) as shown in figure 1.

(b)

Figure 1: Left (a): AD -dimensional manifold{ = 2) interacting with a point in the origin of the configurationa
spacer . Right (b): A “directed” membrane (interface) interactiwih a parallel subspace of same dimension
D.

The coupling constary, may either be positive (repulsive interaction) or negafatgactive
interaction). We now give the dimensional analysis. Inrim& space units, the engineering
dimensions are

dimk]= 1
. 2 D
= dimp]=
Z
" = dim d°x 4ex)) =D d: (2.5)

M
The interaction is naively relevant far> 0, i.e. d < d. with (see figure 2)

2D
do= ——; (2.6)

2 D
irrelevant for" < 0 and marginal for* = 0. It has been shown [35,36] that the model is
renormalizable folo < D < 2and" 0. Results for negative are obtained via analytical
continuation. One can define the renormalized coupliag
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2

Figure 2: Critical line defined through= 0, d.D )= ZZLD The interaction is relevant for points that lie above
that line.

N "
9= B0 Z@IL"; 2.7)

M

wherev, denotes the internal volume of the manifold. The normabrel depends on the
definition of the path-integral (but not ar) and is chosen such that

g= gL + 0 () : (2.8)
Universal quantities emerge at fixed-points of th&unction, which is defined as

&9

@L dJo

@) = (2.9)

The -function thus describes, how the effective couplinghanges under scale transforma-
tions, while keeping the bare couplingfixed. Let us give the 1-loop result, see e.g. [35,36,33].

B(g) B(g) B(g)

A A A
/e N A

0 g 0 g 0 8

(@) (b) (c)

Figure 3: RG-function and flow for increasing manifold sizéor the dimensionless renormalized couplinga)
in the case™ 0, (b) in the case'< 0, (¢) in the case' = 0.
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It reads
1
@= "g+ 592+ 0 @); (2.10)

whereg is the dimensionless renormalized coupling. Apart fromttivéal solution,g = 0, the
flow equation given by (2.9) and (2.10) has a non-trivial fipetht at the zero of the-function

g =2"+0(): (2.11)

We shall show below that the scaling behavior is describethbyslope of the RG-function
at the fixed point, which is universal as a consequence ofrnegiabilty. The long-distance
behavior is then governed by theinteraction as considered in our model (2.1), which is the
most relevant operator at large scales. Let us now discussslpe physical situations (see fig.
3):

(@) "> 0: The RG-flow has an infrared stable fixed poinzat> 0 and an IR-unstable fixed
point atg = 0. The latter describes an unbinding transition whose atificoperties
are given by the non-interacting system, while the non&riNR stable fixed point deter-
mines the long-distance properties of the delocalizee stia¢ long-range repulsive force
exerted by the fluctuating manifold on the origin — which weired may be a point, a
line or a plane.

(b) "< 0: Now, the long-distance behavior is Gaussian, while thendibg transition occurs
at some finite value of the attractive potentigls 0, which corresponds to an infrared
unstable fixed point of the-function. Belowg the RG-flow is to strong coupling and
the manifold is always attracted.

(c) " = 0: This is the marginal situation, where the transition taglegxe atg = 0; we
expect logarithmic corrections to scaling.

These scenarios and possible observables have alreadyliseanssed in [33]. Here we want
to specialize to the case of a membrane avoiding a singld.pibiturns out that this situation
allows to calculate observables staying non-singular éger2d membranes and which are
accessible to a Monte-Carlo experiment.

2.2 Plaquettes-density correlation functions

Interesting physical observables for a membrane avoidisggle point are the plaquettes-
density functions at the repelling point. Generally, thesedefined as follows:

n = Yexy))  ; (2.12)

where the expectation value iis taken within the pinned ensemble as defined in (2.4). The
guantity, which is accessible in perturbation theory, eseffective coupling as defined in (2.7).
It can be considered as a generating function for obserséikée(2.12). Let us first show how to
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obtain the constrained partition function (2.4) from (2.3jnce we consider closed manifolds,
internal translational invariance implies
1 @ 1 e@L "
2z @)= —— Z(g)= — 2
Vu Q9o o N Qg |
whereg is the renormalized or effective coupling defined in (2.70 &in denotes the internal
volume of the membrane. Introducing the dimensionless @xaupling,

; (2.13)

z = gL ; (2.14)
(2.13) can be written in terms of dimensionless quantitses a

" @
7z @l = — ; (2.15)
Qz

whereN has been set to unity. In the same way, all observables offpie(.12) can be easily
derived fromg according to:
L" @ Qg
S99z ez
An observable, which is accessible through Monte-Carlafations, should be expressable by
universal quantities like the slope of the renormalizatiefunction (2.4). All these quantities
can be obtained from appropriate derivatives of the effeatouplingg with respect taz: The
-function can be written in terms of the bare coupling as

n =

(2.16)

w @g

@)= "z—: (2.17)
@z
(Note that in a slight abuse of notation, we writéz) = (g (z)).) The universal slope at the
fixed point, which is defined as
. @ @ ; (2.18)
g |
is obtained from e @
"Z 7
| =
! (z) p— (2.19)

inthe limitz ' 1 . We furthermore need the second derivative of the RG-flowetfan with
respect to the effective coupling, which is defined as

[0 @* @) 201 "z@l(z)
' g’ (z) @z

(2.20)
g
Let us now show that the universal slope (2.18) is accesgil@gh the measurement of certain
combinations of observables of type (2.12). For this puepme need the plaquettes-density
(= 1) and the density-density function€ 2), which are obtained after some straight forward,
but tedious algebra from the above definitions:

1 ! - 1 !
14 () 11

hrll = — " ' — l+ :
o Jo
1 31 @) 2@ 1%) @ a1 1 3! 12

n? == 2+ + + = 24+ T4 2.21
g.g 1] n2 n2 g.g n n2 ( )
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These quantities depend on the bare coupdingvhich is not accessible. Instead, consider the
following ratio:

mi 1+ 4
L * (2.22)

which obviously is universal.

2.3 Delocalization transition

For completeness let us shortly discuss the physical situat the UV-stable fixed point in
figure 3. The fixed point corresponds tddocalization transition of the manifold, which is at
vanishing couplingy = 0 for "> 0 and at some finite attractive coupliag< 0 for "< 0.

In the localized phaseg< g , correlation functions such agr x) = (y)Fiand the associated
correlation length, (in theD -dimensional internal space) should be finite, as well asatieis
of gyration , . Approaching the transition these quantities diverge @k [3

K g 9 * i o @ 9 *: (2.23)
Since , .» the exponents, and , are related through
= k7 (2.24)

being the dimension of the field (2.5).
Furthermore, they are related to the correction-to-sgadikponent :

= — > = : 2.25
k R (2.25)

> =1 ; = 2: (2.26)
These exponents are also valid for the delocalization ittanf a 1-dimensional interface
from an attractive hard wall in-dimensional bulk space [38,37,39,33].
3 Complete summation of the perturbation series

3.1 Perturbation theory

In (2.2) we saw that physical observables can be derivedtin@emenormalized coupling(2.7).
To obtaing we need the perturbation series of the partition functiof2.3):

X N+1
7 = ( gO) 'ZN ; (31)
L, M+
where * n
ry+1Z
Zy = M) ;0 N 0; (3.2)
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and the normalization of the-distribution has been chosen to be

Z
“rr) = @) )= W (3.3)
k
with Z yA
= 2 di%: (3.4)
k
The advantage of these normalizations is that
Z
e ¥=1: (3.5)
k
Accordingly, the perturbation expansion of the effectieeigling (2.7) reads
* +
" s N Nr1Z
L
g(z) = 2 L %) k) (3.6)

Xi

Vuoo g N +1)! -

0

Performing the averages within the Gaussian theory witimadization

1 Zp E
— Yex) =1; (3.7)
Vu % 0
one arrives at
1
" Ny N1 22 X+1 P ek =
L ( ) 7 kikiCoGi %)
gz) = 3; (Niol)'@ A~ ky et ; (3.8)
M oN=o0 S R =1
where 1
C i x3) = oo @) r(x;))° | (3.9)

P
denotes the correlator, and tife( . k;) stems from the integration over the global translation.
Shifting

X
ky+1 ! kys1 ki ; (3-10)
=1
the quadratic form in (3.8) transforms to
l]x+l
=1
X X C Gys+1 X)+C Gns1 %3) C &y X
! kN+lij (XN+1 Xj) kj_kj (XN L Xl)+ (XN2 : Xj) (Xl Xj):
=1 ij=1
(3.11)
Integrating out the momenta ; :::;ky 1 in (3.8), one obtains
0 1
Xl ( Z)N ¥ Z
g(z) = C A detD) *Z; (3.12)
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where we have factored out from the loop integration (such that the integrals now ruerav
torus of size 1), and the matrix elements; are

1
Dy=SF ey x)+C Gwer x35) C ol x3)]: (3.13)

3.2 Complete summation in fixed internal space dimensionD = 2

Let us compute th& -loop order of (3.12): The behavior of the propagato) for arguments
x large compared ta is of the form

1 X

C®R)=g+—h—; (3.14)

2 a
wherec, denotes some positive constant (not&)  0), and the logarithmic growth (for large
x) is universal (see appendix A). In = 2we need an additional short-distance cutgfivhich
we want to take to 0. We can (somehow arbitrary) decompose

bal
detD = ( D y)detD : (3.15)

=1

Inthe limitofa ! OeachC )= ;- n(L=a) + O @°), such that

D= 1 1+C Bn+1 %x5) C & %5) arp 1-, 69
2 C &n+1 Xi)
0 1
W Z
¢ A detD) “P=:Iy L=a)= I L.=a) detD @) 2. (3.17)

1 .

The matrixp' @ denotes the limit ! 0 of (3.16). It can be written as' @ = 2 I+ N P),
whereIdenotes the identity arelthe projector ontal;1;:::;1), whose image has dimension

1, such thatietD’ @ = X [33]. Furthermore, to one loop @.=a) *=" ¢, %) %2 whereg,
denotes some (finite) constant. One then arrives at

X (zmi) v

N 1+ N )o=2+1 (3.18)

g@Ez)=z

A factor ¢; 2°7% has been absorbed into a rescaling of bo#mda.

3.3 Asymptotic scaling behavior

In the following we will analyze the limit of large (strong repulsion), which also is the scaling
behavior of infinitely large membranes. We need an analygixaression for sums like (3.18)
in the limit of largez. Later, it will turn out that allowing for small deviatiorss D > 0only
slightly more general sums will arise.
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We claim that for alkk;d > 0

* ( 2 1 ‘o d=2 1
Nrne g, FE o eelze” kil (3.19)
N=0 2
This can be proven as follows:
Z Z
1 ! 1 x N 1
S drr? ‘exp( ze © kr)= —; ( Z)' dr &2 L ®+kr
(5) 0 (§)N=o 0
_ 1 (@)
¢, NI O +ke?

This integral-representation is not the most practicabforpurpose. Itis better to set! s =
e *which yields
X ( 2)" 1

Nk N )= = ) dss® '( mhs)®? e 5% (3.20)
. E 0

N =0

This formula is already very useful for some purposes. Itiikaglvantageous to make a second
variable-transformation ! y = sz, yielding

® N a2 12 2 d=2 1
( 2) = = t Zci dyy* ' 1 ny e Y: (3.21)
N:ON!(k+N)_ (E)Zk 0 :|I’IZ
Finally we remark that we usually have the following combioia
x N a2 12 2 d=2 1
( 2) (I z) hny
£l (z) = 2° = dyy* ' 1 == Y. (3.22
% (@) ZN:ON!(k+N)d=2 S Yy s e (3.22)

It satisfies the following simple recursion relation, whisthelpful to calculate the-function:
d
z £ @) = £ *(@2) : (3.23)
The derivative above can also be rewritten as
d
z@f;i @)= kfl @) £5,@); (3.24)
such that one obtains a useful formula in order to isolateltminant behavior for large:

£, @) = kfl @) £ *@): (3.25)

From (3.19)£¢ (z) > 0 for all k;d > 0 and the behavior for large is obtained by expanding
1 2y % Yo small =

Inz "
z
n d=2 1 1
g = 22 dyy* e ¥

) 0

1 d 21

T2 3 1 dyy" 'hye ¥
z 2 40
1
O ?: (3.26)
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The resultis T L2 o
£l (z) = ey 1 e 3 ® + (3.27)
With the above notations, the sum (3.18) expressiag a function otz becomes
d=2 " d:Z#
g (z;L=a) = Jn% £2 7 Jn% : (3.28)

in the limitp = 2.
It is now easy to analyze the long-distance behavior in tiig.| First, we observe that accord-
ing to (3.27) the effective coupling diverges logarithntliicéor all external dimensions > 0:

] nt “*h , he
g @z;L=a) > 1 ﬁ nh z ht o : (3.29)

2

This is in contrast to the one-loop result as stated in (2\&fich is exact for polymer®( = 1)
and which stays qualitatively valid as longms< 2. This follows from the renormalizability
of the theory [35] for sufficiently smalt > 0. A finite limit gz ! 1 ) = g signals a scale
invariant theory. In (3.29) we have found the limiting beloa\of the latter. Consequently, we
expect the correction-to-scaling exponertb be always zero iD = 2. In order to check that
let us first compute the renormalizatiorfunction in terms of the bare coupling as in (2.17),
which can be immediately derived with the help of relatior283':

0
"ZO@_g =

20 1, 1
@z )

©)

@) = v £d (29) M) (3.30)

where we have introduced rescaled couplings= goL." (n2) “*“andg’= g (n2) 2 Its
derivative with respect to the renormalized coupling isfdas a function of the bare coupling
(2.19) to be

"z'Q@ (2% "ZO%Jff(ZO) 2% 1, 2 d oo

1 (7% = = -
- @) z% @z° £9 (29 T 2h@0)

0: (3.31)

Note that the qualitative behavior of thefunction changes depending on the external dimen-
siond, approaching asymptotically zero belaw 2 and being divergent above.

In the limit of large bare couplings one may as well give the-R@kction in terms of the ef-
fective (renormalized) coupling simply by inverting theyaptotic expression in (3.29) and
inserting it into (3.30), with the result:

( (@2t

z0 1 -
@ 2 g (3.32)
@)
INote that our definition (z% = z%g%=e z"is strictly speaking equivalent to definining théunction as
@ = LS als 5, & instead of (2.9). (Note that the derivative w.etdisappears fop < 2.) The

natural combination im = 2is z° = gL ]nL; % instead ofz = 9oL , and normalizations such that
g°z% = z°+ o z®) does not explicitly depend on or a. The chosen defintions avoid unnecessary technical
complications, but do not change the physics of the problem.
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Figure 4: functionin terms of the renormalized coupliggruncated at order 160, Pade-resummed, and plotting
only that part for which the truncated series convergesis(@#n e.g. be tested by taking away the last few terms of
the series.) This is compared to the asymptotic behavi82fIproportional tal=g for largeg). dis set tol, and

we used the diagonal (80,80)-Pade approximant, which wdddinonverge best. (The non-resummed expression
starts to diverge already gt 18 at this order.)

It is interesting to compare the true asymptotic behaviathefcompletely resummed pertur-
bation series as found above with predictions taking onlyefilbop orders into account: If
one tries to invert (3.18) and truncates it at some finite pndes at least possible to reach
the asymptotic regime (3.32) — however, for lakgéhe truncated function does not con-
verge to the true -function and thus strongly deviates from the true behaviofigure 4 the
Pade-resummed truncateefunction up to ordeg*® in d = 1 is compared with the asymp-
totic flow-function. One notices that the truncatedunction even though improved through a
Pade-Resummation hardly gets into touch with the asyngategime. The same applies to the
slope-function! (g), which is not shown in figure 4. Let us finally state the expedtehavior
of the plaquettes-density functions in the limit of largemiganes. For the plaquettes-density
at the repelling fixed-point we find in this limit:

1 2 d 4 1
mi=— 1+ g (3.33)
Yo 2z Yo

Note that in the absence of the repelling interaction thisngity would diverge in this limit.
This follows from dimensional grounds, since then

mi L' : (3.34)
In (3.33) we found the largest possible depopulation of nmo&is at the defect potential in the

case of a relevant interaction ¥ 0). As we discussed in (2.2) a measurable quantity should be
the following ratio (2.22), which in the case aib -membranes becomes in the limit 1 :

; (3.35)
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B\

Figure 5: Qualitative behavior for thefunctioninD = 1,D = 2and result anticipated far ~ 1:5.

which can be compared with the 1-loop prediction (which iaaXor polymers):

r _

mi 4 2
= - (- : 3.36
?ﬁ 3 (1-loop) ( )

4 Crossover to polymers

Let us now analyze the theory belaw= 2. Due to the renormalizabilityin < D < 2and the
existence of arr-expansion we expect the renormalized coupling to reachite fixed point
in the strong coupling limit as soon as < 2. This approach is characterized by a power-law
decay of the form

gz)=g +Sz)z ""+0 & "7); (4.1)

wheres is some scaling-function growing at most sub-exponengtedid ! ; > ! > 0, with !
defined in (2.18).

Our ultimate aim is to draw information from an expansionawgrs of2 D of the effective
coupling about the correction-to-scaling exponenn (4.1) ford . 2. The scale invariant
behavior belovp = 2results in a finite fixed point of the renormalizatioffunction as a func-
tion of the effective coupling. The qualitative behaviotlo¢ -function is sketched in fig. (5).

4.1 (2 D )-expansion on the torus

In order to gain information about belowD = 2 one has to expand the loop integrand
detD ) %2(3.12) in powers ob D . For convenience, we take! 0. The propagator takes
in infinite D -space the fornt ) = kF °=(S, @ D)), wheres, = 2 "= (%) denotes
the volume of theo -dimensional unit-sphere. The fact@, 2 D)) ‘replacesh &) and is
absorbed into a rescaling of the field and the coupling adegrid r ! r (S, @ D)) and

% ! 9 Sp @ D))*? suchthat the factors afin =) ““in (3.18) and (3.29) disappear. The
propagator in the rescaled variable can then be written as

Cx)=1+ @2 D)CX); (4.2)

where for convenience of notation we allawmx) to depend itself om .



H.A. Pinnow and K. J. Wiese, Resumming the perturbation theory. 17

Of course, on a closed manifold of finite size(x) is modified, but the form (4.2) is inde-
pendent of the shape of the manifold. Accordingly, one maaex the matrixo as

D=D%%+ 2 D)D; (4.3)

whereD © is defined as before and coincides with the limit 2 when inserting the above
C x) into D. Moreover,D is of the same form as, but eachc (x) has been replaced with
C x):

Dij: K:(XN+1 Xi)+C(XN+1 Xj)+C(Xj_ Xj)]! (44)

N

Then, n h io

detD = detD @ exp Tr h@d+ 2 D)D?@] D) ; (4.5)

wherep @] '= 2@ F=P) denotes the inverse matrix bf®.
Denoting

M = D9 b ; (4.6)

we expand the determinant in (4.5) up to fourth ordez i :

det@ )] = det® 9)] ** 1 g[@ D)TrM

@ D)? @ D)? @ D)*

TrM 2 + TrMm 3

1 2
+— (2 D)*Tr*m ¢ D)YXTrM TrM%+ @ D)* 71Tr2M 24 5TrM Trm 3

3 a
— @ D)’Tr’m @ D )4§Tr2M TrM 2 + ﬁ(2 D)Tr*M +0(2 D)) :

4.7)

The first step in the analysis will be to obtain the resummaetlugeation series of the effective
coupling up to fourth order ik D . That is, we have to insert (4.7) into (4.5), calculate the
corresponding loop integrals at each order of perturbatenory, insert the result into (3.12)
and sum the appearing series to all orders.

Let us start with the first-order term in D from (4.7). We only needt = p @] »,
which reads
!
— ) ]D _ 2 >{\] 2 ., 4 8
Mj_j)— I_D ] ij_ 2Dj_j ﬂk_le_k L . ()

|
N X 7 XX
TrM = Dy @ Dy L ?: (4.9)
=1 N i=1 k=1




18 H. A. Pinnow and K. J. Wiese, Scaling behavior of tethered crumpled manifolds...
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® !

Y 5

- L >

’’’’’

Figure 6: Regularization scheme for theloop diagrams on manifolds with toroidal topology (peimidoundary
conditions). HereD = 2

In each order of perturbation theory we have to integrateett@ession (4.7) over internal
distances. These integrals have to be regularized in thered through an appropriate IR cut-
off. We are considering a finite manifold of toroidal topojodhe precise form of the correlator
on the torus will only later enter into the calculation.

To simplify the calculations, we further introduce the éoling notation:

Z Z
f&yjiiiixy) = f &y ;%) (4.10)

with the internal integrations defined as
Z Z Z
=L ; = integral over the torus with = 1 ; (4.11)

x2M

such that the overbar in (4.10) can be thought of as an avey@gocedure, and especially
1=1: (4.12)

Thanks to our regularization prescription the integral4®Bf over internal points can be re-
placed by, P (for the integration measure) times

TRy r——
T N+1  Xi
2N (N 1) 1
W C&y+1  Xi) EC(Xi X5)
2N ——— N 1) —
= C (XN+1 Xi) + L C (Xi Xj) . (413)

1+ N 1+ N
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Due to the internal symmetry of the closed manifolds whichcamesider the expression above
can be further simplified, since

Cly+1 %X)=C& x5 CX): (4.14)

Introducing a diagrammatic notation

@ = C x); (4.15)

theN -loop integral reads up to first order in D
" | #
Z .

S R A d
(detp) = N ;N 1 SeD) N@ +0 (2 D)?) : (4.16)

For the further analysis we will not only need (4.13), bubatlse terms appearing to higher
orderin2 D in (4.7). We derived expressions like (4.13) foffir and T 2 and all terms
up to fourth order ire D with a Mathematica *-program. It is based on the fact that all terms
to appear in the expansion (4.7) are of the forMI* or products of the latter and therefore
can be written as R )=@® + 1)*, wheren;m ;k 2 N and PN ) is some polynomial iN . It
will turn out soon that it is convenient to expand the polymar® v ) in terms of the following
base:

Yk
fLNGNE 1I),N©N 1)N 2);:::; O J);:::g: (4.17)
3=0
We obtain:
v 2NN 1) NN 1) 2)C(X)z
1+N
+2N+3N(N H+NEN 1)@ 2)C2(><); (4.18)
1+ N
and
ANN 1L+NEN 1)N 2) 2 2N ————
Tr*M = C C2 () : 4.19
' 1+N G+ 1+ N e ( )
Diagrammatically, the averages can be rewritten as
@ =C (X)2 ; (4.20)
and
= C?([x): (4.21)

Like in the case of the first order diagram (4.18) and (4.18)haghly simplified as compared
to an open manifold, see our treatment in [33].
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Let us shortly discuss the reason for (4.17): Insertinggyahd (4.19) into the perturbation
series and summing all loop orders, the following seriessypill appear:

x Q]Fl(N H( z)" D ( 2" |
Nmr e rr - (VT e 1200 ) 1 (4.22)

N=0 N=0

We may therefore identify the resummed series with a functimt we know already fairly

well, in particular we know its strong coupling behaviorisifurthermore convenient to reduce

all functionsty, 29" (z) to sums of functiong;" " *' (z) exploiting the formula (3.25).

4.2 Resummed contributions to the expansion in 2 D up to fourth order

We are now almost in the position to state all resummed dmuttans up to fourth order in
2 D. Letus first state all necessary diagrams:

@ = C & Xy); (4.23)

which contributes to first order it D . To second order one needs in addition

= CZ(XJ'_ Xj): (424)

To third order diagrams with new topology are

= C3(x; xy);
@ = C &y x5)C &y %)C Ry x) ¢ (4.25)

Finally, to fourth order arise:
= C?(: x35)C (¢ %5)C & Xi);
C% = C & x3)C 6 %5)C (1 %)C (&g %) (4.26)

If one calculates diagrams, it will turn out that it is to soméend more convenient to express
the above averages in terms of averages over a connectetation function, which is defined
as

C.®) =Cx® C; (4.27)
such that for instance

ci=c? C (4.28)

QN
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Furthermore, we will need:

Ci=C?® 3CcC2+2C (4.29)

QW

and

Q
a

= Cc(Xi Xj)CC(Xj Xk)cc(Xk Xi)
_ —3

=C & x%x5)C &y x¢)C &x x3)+ 3E2C ®; x3) 3CC & %45)C (xy x() C
3

=ct C ; (4.30)

wherex;; x;;x, are distinct points, and the average is O\Etheir positibn@!.30) we exploited
the symmetry of the closed manifold, and the definitiox 6fis self-evident. Furthermore, we
will need to fourth orderire D

Ci=C4+ 12c2C° 4C3C  3C ; (4.31)

C.= Colxs x4)Cc®y Xe)Ce®x x1)Cc X1 xi)

-C +5C° (4.32)

and

CF =C2k x)Col®; x()Cc&x xj)

—=Co> 2cicC cC2Co+2C : (4.33)

Let us now state all terms which appear in the expansion afgthermalized coupling (z) up
to fourth order in2 D according to (4.7). We have to calculate at ordepof perturbation
theory:

TrM =N C : (4.34)
Inserting this into the perturbation series and summindiepésulting terms to all ordersin
generates the following contributions in the D -expansion of the renormalized coupling:
=CftM*? @) Cfl@); (4.35)
which contributes to first orderia D .
To second orderia D, we have (4.18) providing

X o TTM 2 ( )V 71

@etD @) N - XiET e 4CZ+ CHEN? @)

N=1

+(C+3C) @ CZE 2@);  (4.36)

and (4.19) providing
X

TAM ( z)V*!

o = 202 £ @) @CZ+ CHEF? (@)

detD @) o2
N=1

+2C° @) C £ *@) : (4.37)
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Let us now state the terms at third orderdn D, which we derived with the help of a
Mathematica *- program {0 is the loop order.):

3 T 3( Z)N*1 I
(detD @) L2l 4 awchette
- N +1)!
+( 10C3+ 36Ca + 6C C2)f™? (2)
+@C3 32ci 12CC2+ CHEl ()
+@C3 17ci occi+ CHE 2@)
3QCe + CC2)FY *@z)+ Ce £2 @z); (4.38)
X TeM TrM 2( z)V*1 . —
detD @) o2 L2 _4E achHEr e
- N +1)!
+( 8C3+ 32CE + 2C C2)fT 4 ()
+(6C3 20Ct +2CC2  6CHEN?(z)
+( 2C3+4ct  TCCZ+ 2C)fl@)
C° 4cCc2)fl 2@) CC2fl ‘@) ; (4.39)
x T M SN+ 1 L S
@etD @) 2 L2 _ 4@ sl e
- N +1)! ° '

+( 4C3+ 24Ct  6CCREF ()
+(8CE +12CCZ+ CHEN2 ()

3C + 2CC2)fl @)
+3C° £ %z) C £ @) (4.40)

To fourth order in2 D we obtain:

* detD @) d=2Tr4M ( z)N*?
N+1)!

N=1

— 8(222C" + 6C°C2+ 3CZ Ci+ 24C> 36C)EF % (z)

+4(804C” + 12C°CZ+ 3C7  2CE+ 72CS  132C. 4CC2+ 16C Co)EX ()
C, T Ten The frem e e TRl
4@32c" 3C°CZ 6CZ +24C>  72C. 8CCI+ 40C CI)EN (@)
LT e J e e Prmel T
+@87C" 36C°CZ 122 48C, 16CCi+ 128CCl)EN2(@)

C

+@c’+36c’c? 32cciHEle)
+( 6C° 2CC2fY 2@)+ 4C £2 ‘) C £ S (4.41)
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3 detD (0)) d=2'I'rM ZTIZM ( Z)N+1
N +1)!

N=1
— 8(222C" + 6C°C2+ 3C2 Ci+24CO 36C)EF % ()

+4(960C" + 24C°C2+ C2  4CE+ 100CT  156C_)EX © (z)

R _— —2 J— _ — A
4(714C" + 20C°C2+ 8CZ  3Ci+ 70C 116C, 4CC2+ 12CCa)EM* ()

+(889C" + 36C°CZ 2C2 28CC3 4Ci+ 80CO- 144C.+ 88C C4)EM2(z)
+( 99C + 3C°C2+ 8C2Z + 16CC3 8C + 16C. 48CCL)fl(z)

J— —_ _2 _ —
+(3CT 11C°CZ 202 4CCl+ 8CCi)Ed 2(z)

(S LD te T ) (4.42)
® detD (o)) d:zTrZM 2 ( z)N+l
N+1)!

N=1
= 8(22C" + 6C°CZ+ 3CZ° Cl+ 24Co  36CEM° ()
+4(1116C" + 36C C2+ 23C7  6Ci+ 128C3 180C.+ 4CC: 16CCEIE" ()

40080C" + 47C'C2+ 28C7 8CEi+ 132CT 172C_+ 8CC: 32CCHE ‘@)

JE— _— —2 _— —_— R —
+ QI11C" + 148C°C2+ 44C2 + 24CC2  24C%+ 272C  328C_, 80C C&)EM?(z)

+( 538C" 74C°CZ+ 10CZ 8CC3+ 10C: 72C3 + 80C.+ 8C C4)Ed @)
+(B9C + 20C°CZ 15CZ 2Ci+ 8C  8C)E 2(z)

+( 2C°CZ+ 6C2)EY z) CZEY () (4.43)

x @etd @) o TrM TrM 3( z)N*!L
™ +1)!

N=1

= 8(22C" + 6CCZ+3CZ Ci+24CT  36CIE @)

+4(1038C" + 30C°CZ+ 18C7 5CI+ 114CF  168C.+ 2CC3  6C CL)E™ ¢ @)

C

9C4+ 204C>  294C_ 22C C&)EM 4 (z)

Qw

—4 —2—— —2 _
2(1818C" + 54C°C2+ 39C2 + C C
+ (1583C" + 48C°C2+ 36C2° CC3 6CA+ 186CT  258C, + 8C Co )2 @)

+( 358C" 21C°CZ 6CZ + 6CC2 48CO- + 60C, 37C CL)Ed(z)
+(35C +12C°CZ 3CC2+ 6C>  6C.+ 23C Ci)Ed 2()
+( 3¢ TCCiE! ‘@) + Cclfl S@) (4.44)
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8 Getp @) I 2
N +1)!

N=1

= 8(22C" + 6C°CZ+ 3CZ° Cl+ 24CO  36CEM° ()

— — —2 — [ _ _— —
+4(1116C" + 36C CZ+ 23C2  6CA+ 126CT  180C_+ 4CC32  16C Ca)EM (@)

40110C" + 36C°C2+ 31C2 + 10CC2  7Ci+ 136C  178C. 36C CHIE"* (o)

+ @473C" + 72C°CZ+ 82C7 + 36CC2  16CT+ 304C>  396C, 126C CL)EM2 ()
+( 955C 12C°C2Z 36C2° 12CC2+ 5C! 92C0 + 154C. + 68C C2)El ()
+ 88C"+ 12C2° Cl+ 12C> 47C. 24T Ci)fd ()

C

+( 60C" 2C2°+ 10C.+ 4CCAHE ‘@) + €1 CLE () : (4.45)

4.3 Renormalized coupling

Combining (3.12), (4.7) and the results (4.35)-(4.45) fribve preceeding subsection we may
now give the exact renormalized coupling to fourth ordex irD . For the sake of compactness,
we introduce a new notation: Since all series contributemesof the form as stated in (4.22),

we introduce vector® such that

Xl Q l ™M Di m j z N nax .
@etp @) a2=1 0 ), L2 Moo, oL ()
N=1 CN-I-l) J= min nrne ?
M jm 1m p m max ffj- 2j (Z) ; (446)

ni np n min

wheremaxandmin are some integers, and summation over the ingexmplicit. Inserting the
results for the resummed series contributions into (4.7Jimgefor the renormalized coupling
to fourth orderin2 D

g)= £*%@z) @ D)SMj £ ()

11
10

d . & .
+@ D) M £ @) + M £7° % (2)

12

3 d j d+ 23 d2 j d+ 23 d3 j d+ 23
@ D) -M7,, £+ M7 . £+ —MI | £ ()
4 3 3 8 12 2 48 1 2
d . 2 . . 2 .
+e b)) oM, 5@+ - oM, 7@+ M0, £ 7@

8 1 3 2 3 3 13 3

+d3Mj £ 23 d4Mj £ 23 + 0@ D) : (4.47
5 21 4 1 () @ 44 1 (z) (: )” e ( )

12 3 1 3

The vector entriest 3 are to be be taken from subsection 4.2.
It is more convenient to discuss insteadggt) an integral transform. From the expansion
of £2 (z), namely
Z 1

£ @) = ?) drr™#7 lexp[ ze * rl; (4.48)
0

NIQ.
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and the structure of the expansiongk) in powers of2 D and the integral representation of
the £7* 7 it follows that the exact renormalized coupling can be \eritas

Z 1
g gDj;z)=z drg@expl z& © rl; (4.49)
0
whereg (r) is of the form
® X0 ,
g) = r2 5+t @ D) Pn,r’@ D))" : (4.50)
(T) n=0 j= Imax

4.4 Guessing the exact g ()

Let us try to gain more information about the power-law beétain (4.1), that is about the
expansion in2 D of the correction-to-scaling exponent Power-law behavior forces the
series (4.50) to turn into some exponentially decaying tioncy (r) as can be seen from the
asymptotic form oty (z):

ZL
|n : Be *'=
g@z)’ A+Bz "~ =2z dre*® * A+ (el+%) +0E H: (4.51)

0

In order to check the latter equation note that

Z . '
£ (2)= 2" dr exp[ ze © (@+!="r]l= (@+—-)+ 0
) z ‘U= (lj%) o dr exp[ ze © @+ !=")r]+ 0 € P
z
_ z % ' d =" [ ' rl+ 0@ 3
= (1+%)nzo ) r o exp[ ze r e

R L i
= ] £
1+ ) 0 n!

n=

n+1)

@)+0E€ 9; (4.52)
where it is understood thatis expanded in powers af D.

Let us now test a possible form of the exact). It should satisfy the following properties:

(i) Inthelimitof D = 2the exactresult®*= (332) emerges.

(i) For D < 2the corresponding (z) has a finite fixed-point value together with a strong
coupling expansion. Especially, the ansatz should intatpdo the limitD =1, which
corresponds to a Gaussian polymer closed to form a ring. ffbegcoupling expansion
of the renormalized coupling of a closed chain interactindh\&  potential is easily
obtained from the factorizability of loop integralsin = 1 (see for instance [33]). The
resultis: " #

sy = e Lot (4.53)
™Mz @ n" ° '

n=1
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(i) Itis consistent with the expansion (4.47).

The (non-unique) ansatz is

! d=2
1 SO;re -~
g@)=C 0'3;) ; (4.54)
wheres © ;r)is analytic inD = 2 of the form
3
SO;r)=1+ —r S, @)@ D) ; (4.55)
n=1
and eacls, (r) has a Laurent expansion
Xmax .
Sh () = Snjs It (4.56)
3= Imin

Note, that in the limitofd ! 2, the expression (4.54) givex®=?, while forD < 2it yields
upon integration the form (4.1), ensuring both propertigar{d (ii). Let us finally check con-
sistency with the expansion (4.47) up to the second order im: Inserting

'="= 1,2 D)0 @ D)? (4.57)

(the linear term in@ D ) has to vanish into the ansatz (4.54) and expanding to second order
in2 D provides

a=2 d L d 2 5 5
gk)=Cr 1 5 Si)@ D)+ ?r Si @+ S,(x) (@ D)+
(4.58)
Explicitly, (4.47) becomes to second orderinD
d+ 2 d — + 2 ~ £d
g =" @ D) Cf'?@ Cfl)
h i
+@ D )2% 2CZ£5 @)+ C° 4ACDEF?(@z)+ (C2 CHEl@) CZEl 2()
d? h — =2 —2 —2 +
+ @ D)ZE 202 M%) @C2+ CHEf? @)+ 2C" £1@) C £ *(@z)
+0@ D) : (4.59)

From this, the first coefficients of the D )-expansion ok (r) are obtained. They read

d=2 2

) 1+ ey 1 @ e py St d T 4z 202+C°
r=7 —_— —_— — r — —_—
g @2) 2 or 27ty c g ‘e
¢ — — dI— &# d — d—
+ — CH43CZ +—C’ r' = Z 1 Cl+-C  r? {4.60)
8 8 8 2 2

2This is due to the fact that the order D ) term ing (z) scales identically irz as the leading term. Only the
order 2 D )2 diverges more strongly.
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Comparing (4.58) and (4.60), one identifies= 1= (¢£2),s, = c@ ¢i)and!, = 2C2,
wherec.(x)=C (x) C. Note that the terms proportional @ in S, (r) mostly cancel with
S; (r)?, a sign that the ansatz catches some structure.

The diagrams to be calculated at this order@randc 2 (see appendix B). On a manifold of
toroidal shape, which is equivalent to periodic boundanyditions, two discrete sums have to

be evaluated:

_ s X 1 2
c="= - = 0:44956+ 035832 D)+ 0@ D) (4.61)
4 2 ¥2 @ D)
k22zPk6 0
sz X 1
cz= 2 — = 04152661+ O (2 D) : (4.62)
16 4 K4
k22Pk6 0

With the results given above, this leads to
!=2C2@2 D)*+0@ D)’=0305322 @2 DF+0Q@ D)*; (4.63)

which can be compared to the exact resulttfoe 1 (polymers):! = . As a caveat, note that
the above scheme is not unambiguous in the sense that thedsater term proportional te

in (4.61) could in principle either be attributed tg or s,. However, any ansatz in (4.54) will
provide an!, whose expansion starts at least quadraticalty inD . Though (4.54) is the best
ansatz that could yet be found ensuring properties (j)-{lie precise form of constraints on the
scaling functions remains to be discussed in order to settle this question.

5 Conclusion

In this work we refined the analysis ofta-dimensional elastic manifold interacting by some
-potential with a fixed point in embedding space. Startirapfrthe perturbation expansion
of the effective coupling of the problem, in a first step, wefpened a new calculation using
a modified regularization prescription: Evaluating loofegrals in fixed space dimension on
a manifold of finite size enforced the introduction of a magopic cutoff as soon as = 2.
This way, we recovered the complete summability of the plkdition theory in this limit and
confirmed the strong coupling behavior as found previouslgn analytic continuation from
belowp = 2. In the strong coupling limit, corresponding to strong rismn or equivalently to
large membrane sizes, the effective coupling divergesitbgnaically as a function of the bare
couplingz yielding a vanishing correction-to-scaling exponénAnalyzing the RG -function
we found that it tends to zero at infinite bare couplings0 d < 2. The renormalization
group flow then tends to a fixed point, and the theory beconae swvariant in this limit. Due
to the logarithmic divergence of the effective couplingMewer, the corresponding zero of the
-function in terms of the latter is, too, shifted to infinitythis is a quite remarkable result
showing that the scaling behavior of the system is accessitily to an all order treatment and
deviates qualitatively from any finite loop expansion, b&ithin a minimal subtraction scheme
or at finite". Especially, the logarithmic growth of the effective canplsignals the limiting
behavior of a scale-invariant theory.
The result inD = 2 is completely independent of the regularization proceduitds does no
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longer hold true beyond the leading order, which should lbessible to an expansionin D .
We constructed its first order in a specific regularizatidmesae in [33]. While this reproduces
qualitatively correctly the known result in = 1, it suffers from a renormalization scheme,
which neglects the boundaries of a finite manifold. We usedrd butoff in position space,
while working with the infiniteD -space correlator. It seems that only in '&expansion this
procedure is systematic.

Now, in a second step of we have overcome this problem by earistg the2 D -expansion
on a manifold of toroidal shape of finite size, thus imposiegqgdic boundary conditions on
the field. There is no further infrared cutoff necessary. \&feehcarried out the expansion of
the renormalized coupling up to fourth orderdn D, revealing the general structure of the
expansion. It is important to point out that in considerings a function of the bare coupling,
the limitsD ! 2 and strong couplingZ ! 1 ) can not be interchanged. Whitetends to
infinity as z does inD = 2, we expect finiteness of this limit as soonas D > 0 and the
existence of a strong coupling expansion as found for potgne = 1). We were able to
guess an exae O ;z) as a function otz and the internal dimensian, which satisfies these
properties and which can be reconciled with the availabp@aegion iz D by an appropriate
matching of its free parameters. Though it turned out thattduan ambiguity in the matching
of parameters the precise power-law behavior of the effectoupling belowp = 2 can not
yet be isolated, we found that for closed manifolds the egjganof ! in powers of2 D starts
at least quadratically as < 2.

The exponent is closely related to observables, which aresaible through Monte-Carlo ex-
periments. These are for instance plaquettes-densityifunscat the repelling potential on a
membrane avoiding a single point.

While results for the pinning problem are interesting o, the main motivation is certainly
to obtain a better understanding of self-avoiding polyzetimembranes. Preliminary studies
[40] indicate that this problem can also be attacked by ththaus developed in this work.
This would be very welcome to settle discrepancies betwednh theoretic results on one side
[17,16,41] and numerical results (e.g. [32]) on the other.

A The propagator

The regularized difference correlator is defined as
Ca®)=Ga0) Gak); (A.1)
wheregG , (x) denotes the usual two-point correlator, which is obtaimecht:

Z
1 L. explikx a’k?] )
Gat)= ooy Ak - : (A.2)

SStrictly speaking, we have to consider the propagator oridhes, as is done in appendix B. However this
does not make any difference for the purpose of our argument.



H. A. Pinnow and K. J. Wiese, Resumming the perturbation theory. 29

Here, short-wavelength modes are suppressed through auoft procedure. Introducing a
Schwinger parameterization for the evaluation of the irgkig (A.2),

z, Z P
_ + & )k? _ikx
Ga(X) = , dt We ) e
1 o 2
- 2 1 ¥,
= Ep_—)D ds s’ e ; (A.3)
0
wheres = 1=+ a?), we obtain for (A.1):
1 b=’ 2
Ca(x)=6p_—)D dssf?2 1 e %7 (A.4)
0
Further evaluation leads to:
()p = 2:
1 X2 X2 %! 1 1 X
C,x)= — 0j—)+ h— "' —Ih—: A5
&) 4 o 432 I 432 2 a (A.5)
(i) D < 2
y D 2 2 D 2 2 D : D (D ,x%
Ca(x)z }if (2) + a e 4Xa_2 a yf 2/4a2
(2 D)2 D=2 (2 D)2D 1 D=2 (2 D)2D 1 D=2 (2 D)2 D=2
x! 1 }(f D a2 D D 1' 2 1 X
4 1" — In—: A.6
Sp, @ D) (@ D)2p 1Db= 2 a ( )
(z; ) denotes the incompletefunction:
7zt
z; )= dtt® e *: (A.7)
Especially:
. ®F P
ImnC,x)= ——— ; A.8
at 0 «) Sp @ D) (A8)

aslonga® < 2.

B Calculation of the diagrams in the 2 D )-expansion

In this section we calculate the diagrams which appear irethed expansion on the torus of
sizeL. = 1. It turns out that to obtaic andC2 we need to evaluate two sums over discrete
wave-vectors due to periodic boundary conditions on thestoi_et us first derive the latter
before turning to the explicit evaluation. Starting frone thefinition of the difference correlator

C (x),
Cx) =G& G(@O); (B.1)
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where G (x) is the usual two-point correlator, we obtainx) through an inverse discrete
Fourier-transformation froms ) = 1=k?, which reads:

C &)= — 1 e* ; K=2n;n22 2znfog: (B.2)

Performing the averaging procedure

Ck)= CXK); (B.3)

X

R | ) ) L —
where N ekx = E is to be taken into account, the calculationcofk) reduces to

— X 1
Cx)=1 = —; K=2n; (B.4)
kZ
K6 0

wherek is D -dimensional, and the indices are integer and running from1 to1l ,n = 0
being excluded from the summation. Of course, in the expansipowers o2 D we need
an analytic continuation to real values of D. Finally, toabtC x) we have to subtract © (x)
from C (x). Due to our normalizations:

!
C 0) (X)

Cx)=Sp C&) m ; (B.5)

wheres, denotes the volume of the unit sphere an® x) = 1.
Turning toC 2 x), we first note that within our normalizations we have

Sp C?®)= C & COK=@2 @ D))?=C&?> 2 ce ! (B.6)
2 2 D) (2 @ D)2

and

2 C x) 1

2 =
5 °C& = C &) 25t oo (B.7)

according to (B.5), such that

2

Cl® C’() Ck& =82 C2&x) C&) = (B.8)

Knowing already the sum to be evaluated to obtaj{B.4), what is left is:
z Z

X X 11 .
C2x)= C*) = —= efx 1 e 1
* *xe0 P60
X X X X
_ e I L N X))
kzpz K+p i< P k4 R2

%60 P60 k6 0 %6 0
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Therefore,

S, C2x) =1, = —; ki= 2 n;: (B.10)

Let us first calculate;: Introducing a Schwinger parameterization we have:

7 7 2 'y 3
1 X 1 1 X 1 X
I, = — = dse * = ds 4 e o 15 ;
cy = er. . PBE _1
J-560 lnéO 0 0 n=
(B.11)

where it is to be noted that the sum in the last line is only dimeensional. Furthermore, from
now on it is clear, howr, is analytically continued to real values bf.
In order to evaluate this sum, we will make use of a Poissansformation, which reads:

tex
e 20 =3 - N e =tk (B.12)

n= 1 = 1

The contribution froml = 0 is the approximation of the l.h.s. through a Gaussian iaiegr
Our aim is to calculate the coefficients of the D expansion off; numerically using some
algebraic manipulation program. Then, the integratioaridl in (B.11) has to be made finite.
This is done as follows: For any > 0we have

3 1 2 . 3 7 2 . 3
) ! !
1 X 1 x
I, = ds 4 e =7 15 + ds 4 e = 15
@ )2 @ )2
0 n= 1 Sol n= 1
X 201 2 ; . 3 ) 750 ; 2 ; 'y 3
S _
= ds 4 e o7 15 + — 4 e 7 15 :(B.13)
e ) . ecr £ .
0 - 0 -

For any finites, > 0, the sum in the r.h.s. integral can be truncated at some fipjiefor
all s 2 D;sy] For the first integral (corresponding to small valuesspive make use of the
poissonian formula (B.12) with = 0:

e = _ e T (B.14)

Inserting this into (B.13), the sum in the first integral cantluncated at some finiteas well,
such that one may approximately write:

2" 2 . ') 3 7 2 I 3
0 J— * 0 *

Xax I)@ax
! ds 4 — e =s 15 + L d_s 4 f=s
@) s @)y &

0 = hax 0 n= Th ax

I]_ 15 .

(B.15)
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Choosings, in a way thatl, ., can be set equal to zero the I.h.s. integral can be evaluated
analytically:

o 2 13
127 en a1 Tdsy XU
@)y 2 po Toye 2

0 n= Ihax

I

(B.16)

Thereisapoleires D, which can be easily subtracted expanding the expressipoviers of

2 D.Thepoleis

— l O--
Il—i2 o D)+O((2 D)"):: (B.17)

The precision of the machine that we used to evaluate (B.B8)sumfficient in a way that we
could select, from an interval, such that the sum appearing in the intebcanld be truncated
at some finiten,., and the result was independent from the precise valggwithin the desired
order of accuracy, therefore, justifying the approximaiio (B.15). Setting for instance, =
19andn,, = 20 we obtain withMathematica* :

1
L= m 0:715497(1) 0:00457046(1) (2 D)+ O (@ D)?): (B.18)

On the torus we scaled the square root of the volume obtiidBmensional unitsphere into the
field. Accordingly, comparing with (B.4) and (B.5) we thendin

C = 0:#44956(1)+ 03583(1)2 D)+ O (€ D)?): (B.19)

Let us turn to the evaluation af following the same strategy as above. Again, setting 1
and introducing a Schwinger parameterization leads to:

. 2 3
1 ®
I = dss4 g o 12
@)
0 n= 1
2" 2 r . 3 7 2 . 3
0 0
- Xax B ax
i ds S4 — 212:5 15 + l d_s 4 e nz=s 15 ;
@ )* s Q) s
0 = h ax 0 n= Th ax
(B.20)

where we have once again applied the Poisson-transform@i@2) withz = 0 on one part of
the integration interval and truncated both series at samite fraluesn,,., and 1,.,,.

Thereisno poleirz D . Sincel, appears at second orderdn D we only need its value at
D = 2. sy has to be chosen from an appropriate interval. Setiijng= n,..= 10ands, = 1:1
we obtain withMathematica® -

I, = 0:00386695(1)+ O (2 D)) ; (B.21)
or, due to the rescaling by ,

C2= 0:152661(1)+ O (2 D)) : (B.22)
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