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B ulk and B oundary C riticalB ehavior at Lifshitz Points�

H. W . Diehl
Fachbereich Physik,Universit�at Duisburg-Essen, Cam pus Essen, D-45117 Essen, G erm any

Lifshitzpointsarem ulticriticalpointsatwhich a disordered phase,a hom ogeneousordered phase,

and a m odulated ordered phase m eet.Theirbulk universality classesare described by naturalgen-

eralizations ofthe standard �
4
m odel. Analyzing these m odels system atically via m odern �eld-

theoretic renorm alization group m ethodshasbeen a long-standing challenge eversince theirintro-

duction in them iddleofthe1970s.W esurvey therecentprogressm adein thisdirection,discussing

results obtained via dim ensionality expansions,how they com pare with M onte Carlo results,and

open problem s. These advances opened the way towards system atic studies ofboundary critical

behavior at m -axialLifshitz points. The possible boundary criticalbehavior depends on whether

the surface plane isperpendicular to one ofthe m m odulation axes orparallelto allofthem . W e

show thatthesem i-in�nite �eld theoriesrepresenting thecorresponding surface universality classes

in thesetwo casesofperpendicularand parallelsurface orientation di�ercrucially in theirHam ilto-

nian’sboundary term sand the im plied boundary conditions,and explain recentresultsalong with

ourcurrentunderstanding ofthism atter.

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Lifshitzpoints(LP)area particularkind ofm ulticriti-
calpointsatwhich a disordered phasem eetsboth a spa-
tially hom ogeneousordered phaseaswellasam odulated
ordered one [1,2,3,4]. They were introduced in 1975
by Hornreich,Luban,and Shtrikm an [5],though appar-
ently discovered independently by two other groups [6]
(cf.Ref.[3,p.59]). Their discovery triggered consider-
abletheoretical[7,8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,
19,20,21,22,23,24]and experim entalinterest[25,26],
which hascontinued overthe years,and aftera phaseof
som ewhatreducedintensity,hasregainedalotofm om en-
tum recently [27,28,29,30,31,32,33]| in particular,
on the theory side [34,35,36,37,38,39,40,41,42,43,
44,45,46,47,48,49,50,51].
ThephysicsofLP isinterestingforavarietyofreasons.

Letm e m ention a few.

(i) A wealth ofphysically distinct system s exist that
areeitherknown to haveLP orforwhich LP have
been discussed;this includes such diverse system s
as m agnets [25],ferroelectrics [31],polym er m ix-
tures[28,38,52],liquid crystals[53],system sun-
dergoing structural phase transitions or dom ain
wallinstabilities [54],organic crystals[8,55],and
even superconductors[56].

(ii) The physics ofLP em bodies m any ofthe crucial

concepts ofthem odern theory ofphasetransitions
and criticalphenom ena,yethasbeen explored to a
m uch lesser degree than criticalbehavior at con-
ventional critical points. The best studied uni-
versality classes of bulk criticalbehavior are the
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ones for d-dim ensional system s with short-range
interactions and an n-com ponent order param e-
ter �eld �, represented by the O (n) �4 m odels.
Forthem ,very detailed| and in partim pressively
accurate| resultshave been worked outby m eans
of sophisticated renorm alization group (RG ) ap-
proaches[57,58],seriesexpansions[59],and com -
putersim ulations[60];and m any ofthesetheoreti-
calpredictionshavebeen checked by carefulexper-
im ents.

By contrast, the application of m odern �eld-
theoretic RG approaches to the study of criti-
calbehavior at LP is a fairly recent developm ent
[41,43,46,51].The two-loop RG analysisofcriti-
calbehavioratm -axialLP in d = 4+ m

2
� � dim en-

sionalsystem sShpotand m yself[43,46]m anaged
to perform forgeneralvalues0 � m � d has�nally
yielded the� expansionsofallcriticalexponentsto
second order.The estim atesobtained by m eansof
theseseriesexpansionsforthevaluesofthecritical
exponentsforthescalaruniaxialcasen = m = 1in
d = 3 dim ensions agree quite wellwith up-to-date
M onte Carlo results [61]. Unfortunately, we are
aware ofonly a few high-tem perature series esti-
m ates[10,23,24],noneofwhich isvery recent.O n
the experim entalside,renewed activity is notice-
able.Aside from the recentwork on polym erm ix-
tures [27,28],new experim ents on m agnetic sys-
tem shave been reported [29,30]. However,so far
thelatterhavenotproduced resultsforthecritical
and crossoverexponentsofthem = n = 1LP point
ofsigni�cantly greater accuracy than achieved in
previousstudies[25,42].

(iii) Com pared with critical points, LP provide ad-

ditional challenges. Since they are m ulticritical
points,a further therm odynam ic variable besides
tem perature T m ust be �ne-tuned to reach them .
Furtherm ore,preciseexperim entalinvestigationsof
theircriticalbehaviorshould includeveri�cation of

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0407352v1
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the expected crossoverscaling form sand expected
to involve the choice of proper nonlinear scaling
�elds[51,62].

O n the theoreticalside,progressin analyticalRG
analyses has been ham pered by the substantial

technical di� culties one encounters in com puta-
tions of Feynm an diagram s beyond one-loop or-
der. The origins of these problem s are twofold:
theanisotropicnatureofscaleinvariancethatholds
atthe LP,which im plies that the free propagator
does not reduce to a sim ple power at the LP but
involvesa scaling function;and the fact that this
scaling function in position spaceturnsoutto have
a rather com plicated form in general [43]. The
progress m ade recently [43, 46]in handling such
�eld theoriescould pavetheway forsystem aticin-
vestigationsofgeneralaspects ofanisotropic scale

invariance (ASI) in system s with short-range in-
teractions. O ne im portantquestion thathasbeen
raised long ago [63, 64]but not yet answered in
a truly convincing fashion is the following. Scale
invariance,in conjunction with translation and ro-
tation invariance,and shortrangeofinteractions,is
known to norm ally im ply invarianceundera larger
sym m etry group, nam ely under conform altrans-
form ations [65,66,67]. Does ASI likewise entail
theinvarianceunderadditionalnontrivialcontinu-
oustransform ations? Henkelhasplayed with this
idea for years [64, 68]; m aking concrete proposi-
tions for transform ations under which two-point
correlation functions should be invariant, he has
com e up with de�nite predictions for the form of
the associated scaling functions,which appear to
be consistent with M onte Carlo results [61] for
the three-dim ensionalANNNI m odel, yet rem ain
to be carefully checked by analyticalcalculations
[69,70].The�eld theoriesrepresenting theuniver-
sality classesofcriticalbehavioratm -axialLP are
particularly wellsuited forsuch scrutiny,notleast
becausethe param eterm can be varied.

(iv) SinceLP involveboth m odulated ordered phasesas

wellas ASI,rich and interesting boundary critical

phenom ena [71,72,73]m ay be expected to occur
near them . The system atic investigation ofsuch
phenom ena, in particular, via �eld-theoretic RG
tools,isstillin itsinfancy [62,74,75,76,77,78].

In thiscontribution,Iwillbriey survey the progress
m ade recently in the application of �eld-theoretic RG
m ethodstobulkand boundarycriticalphenom enaatLP,
com pareitsresultswith thosefrom othersourcessuch as
M onte Carlo sim ulations,highlight som e ofthe central
issuesand di�culties,and indicatedirectionsforfurther
research.W e begin in the nextsection by specifying the
m odels,then dealwith their bulk criticalbehavior,be-
fore we turn in Sec.IIIto the issue ofboundary critical
behavior.

II. C O N T IN U U M M O D ELS A N D B U LK

C R IT IC A L B EH AV IO R

A . C ontinuum m odels

Having in m ind system s whose m icroscopic interac-
tions are either short ranged or of a long-range kind
that is irrelevant in the RG sense,we consider contin-
uum m odelswith a Ham iltonian ofthe form

H =

Z

V

Lb(x)dV +

Z

B

L1(x)dA ; (1)

whereLb(x)and L1(x)arefunctionsofthen-com ponent
orderparam eter�(x)= (�a(x))and itsderivativeswith
respect to the coordinates (x�;x�) � x. W e index the
�rstm Cartesian coordinatesby �;they referto the m -
dim ensionalsubspacetowhich them odulation oforderis
con�ned.Therem aining �m � d� m onesarelabeledby�.
W hen we dealwith boundary criticalbehavior,the vol-
um e and surfaceintegrals

R

V
dV and

R

B
dA extend over

the half-space Rd
+ = fx = (r;z)jr 2 R

d�1 ;0� z < 1 g

and the z = 0 hyperplane B ,respectively. To investi-
gatebulk criticalbehavior,wem ay aswelltakeV = R

d

and forgetabouttheboundary piecein Eq.(1),choosing
appropriate(periodic)boundary conditions.

Unlessstated otherwise,the bulk density is

Lb(x) =
��

2

� mX

�= 1

@
2
��

� 2

+
1

2

dX

�= m + 1

(@��)
2 +

��

2

mX

�= 1

(@��)
2 +

��

2
�
2 +

�u

4!
j�j4 (2)

in thesequel.Here@� � @=@x� and @� � @=@x�,and �� > 0 aswellas�u > 0 isassum ed.Forthetim ebeing wefocus
on bulk criticalbehavior. Letustherefore postpone the choice ofthe boundary density L1 to Sec.IIIO urselection
(2)ofLb reectstwo tacitly assum ed properties:O (n)invariance,and isotropy in the m -dim ensional�-subspace of
coordinates.An investigation ofthe e�ectsofspin anisotropiesbreaking the O (n)invarianceofLb m ay be found in
Ref.[18];they willnotbeconsidered here.However,theroleof\spaceanisotropies"reducingtheEuclidean invariance
in the �-subspace[51]willbe briey discussed atthe end ofthissection.

From Eq.(2) it is easy to understand how a LP can
occur. The interactions constants ��;:::;�u alldepend

on T and a second therm odynam ic variable, a non-
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ordering�eld g [4]such aspressure(charge-transfersalts
[8,55]),a ratio ofnext-nearestneighbor(nnn)antiferro-
m agneticand nearest-neighbor(nn)ferrom agneticinter-
actionsalong an axis(ANNNIm odel[2]),ora m agnetic
�eld com ponent in the subspace orthogonalto the or-
derparam eter(the orthorhom bicm agnetic crystalM nP
[22,25,29,42]). Assum ing that the coe�cient ofthe
(@��)2 term does not change sign, we have absorbed
it in the am plitude of� so that it becom es 1=2. Lan-
dau theory givesa disordered phase for�� > 0 provided
�� > 0,separated from a hom ogeneous ordered one by
the criticalline ��c(�� � 0) = 0. For negative ��,a con-
tinuous transition from the disordered to a m odulated
ordered phaseoccursacrosstheso-called \helicoidalsec-
tion" � = ��c(�� < 0)ofthe criticalline,which joins the
\ferrom agnetic section" at the LP �� = �� = 0 (see, e.g.
Fig.1 ofRef.[4]). The otherphase boundary em erging
from theLP separatesthehom ogeneousordered from the
m odulated ordered phase. The transitionsacrossitcan
be of�rstorsecond order;forcaseswith a scalarorder
param etertheyaregenericallydiscontinuous,whereasfor
speci�c m odelswith a vectororderparam eterthey turn
outto be continuous[79].

B . C riticalexponents,anisotropic scale invariance

In Landau theory,the helicoidalsection ��hc � ��c(�� <

0)variesas��hc � ��2 neartheLP.Beyond Landau theory,
the LP and the phase boundaries| supposing they still
exist| getshifted asa resultofuctuations,and the he-
licoidalsection ofthe criticalline isexpected to behave
nearthe LP as

��hc(���)� ��LP � ���hc � j���j1=’ � j�gj1=’ : (3)

Here ��� and �g denote deviationsof�� and g from their
values��LP and gLP atthe LP.W e have introduced the
crossoverexponent’,whose m ean-�eld value is ’M F =
1=2,and utilized the factthat��� � �g nearthe LP.
In the m odulated ordered phase,the order is m odu-

lated with a wavevectorqm od(T;g)depending on T and
g. Since hom ogeneous order corresponds to qm od = 0,
qm od m ustalso vanish attheLP.Itslim iting behavioras
the LP is approached along the criticalline’s helicoidal
section T = Thc(g)isgoverned by the wave-vectorexpo-
nent�q,de�ned via

qm od(Thc;g)� j���j�q � j�gj�q : (4)

O ther im portant critical exponents characterize the
scale invariance at the LP. Let us set �� = �� = �u = 0
in Eq. (2) and transform to m om entum (q) space to

obtain the two-point bulk vertex function �(2)
b
(q) in

the O rnstein-Zernicke approxim ation. Its q-dependence
reads�� (q�q�)2 + q�q�,where repeated indices� and �

aretobesum m ed over1;:::;m and m + 1;:::;d,respec-
tively. Beyond this classicalapproxim ation one antici-
patesagain nontrivialpowerlaws.Henceoneintroduces

analogsofthe usualcorrelation exponent� by

�(2)
b
(q) �

q! 0

�
q2�� L 2 forq� = 0;

q4�� L 4 forq� = 0:
(5)

These relationsm ean thatq� scalesasq� � (q�)�,with
the \anisotropy exponent"

� = (2� �L 2)=(4� �L 4); (6)

in Landau theory ittakesthevalue�M F = 1=2.Likewise
x� � (x�)�.
To form ulate ASIin position space,let us consider a

perturbation gO
R

V
O (x)dV ofthe �xed-pointHam ilto-

nian associated with the LP,where O (x) is a scaling
operator with scaling dim ension �[O ]. Let yO be the
RG eigenexponentofthe associated scaling �eld gO ,so
thatgO ! �gO (‘)= ‘�y O gO underscaletransform ations
x� ! x� ‘. Since the scaling dim ension �[O ]and the
eigenexponentyO m ustadd up to m inusthe scaling di-
m ension ofthevolum eV =

R

V
dV ,which is �m + m �,we

have

yO = �m + m � � �[O ]: (7)

TheoperatorsO (x)satisfy

O (‘�x�;‘x�)= ‘
�� [O ] O (x�;x�) (8)

(ASI)in the long-scalelim it‘! 0.

C . Field theory and � expansion

Foraconventionalcriticalpointitisknown thatbelow
the upper criticaldim ension d� = 4,where hyperscal-
ing is valid,two independent criticalexponents existin
term sofwhich allcriticalindicescharacterizingthelead-
ing infrared singularitiescan be expressed. They derive
from thescaling dim ensionsof� and theenergy density
�2,or equivalently,the RG eigenexponents yh and y�.
Furtherm ore,there are just two m etric factors,one as-
sociated with each ofthe corresponding scaling �elds h
and � (\two-scale factoruniversality" [80]). In the case
ofm -axialLP,the uppercriticaldim ension is[5]

d
�(m )= 4+

m

2
: (9)

Theeasiestway to seethisisto determ inethedim ension
d = d�(m )below which the G aussian scaling dim ension
of�u becom espositive;the G inzburg criterion yieldsthe
sam eresult.
In view ofthe di�erentscaling ofx� and x�,and the

need to �ne-tune an additionalvariable| �� org| ,itis
naturalto expectthatfourcriticalexponentswillbe re-
quired toexpressthebulkcriticalexponentsoftheLP for
d < d�(m ). O fcourse,som e ofthese m ightturn outto
betrivial,taking on valuesindependentofd and m .For
exam ple,one m ight anticipate the anisotropy exponent



4

� to retain itsm ean-�eld value ford < d�(m ).However,
the�-expansion resultsofShpotand m yself[43,46]have
revealed thatnontrivialm -dependentcontributionsto �
appearatorder�2.Thebulk operatorsO (x)from whose
scaling dim ensionsthe fourindependentbulk exponents
derivearegiven in TableI,alongwith theassociatedscal-
ing �elds and their RG eigenexponents. Each ofthese
fourscaling �elds involvesa nonuniversalm etric factor.
Hence a four-scale-factoruniversality applies.

G iven a line ofupper criticaldim ensions d�(m ),one
should be able to expand about any point on it. Al-
though thisgoalwasidenti�ed ata very early stage [5],
itsim plem entation turned outto bevery dem andingand
took alongtim e.In Refs.[43,46]atwo-loop RG analysis
wasperform ed in d�(m )� � dim ensionsforgeneralvalues
ofm .Thisgavethe� expansionsofthefourindependent
bulk criticalexponents�L 2,�,�L 2,and ’,aswellasthe
correction-to-scaling exponent!u,to O (�2).

Technically,a m asslessm inim al-subtraction renorm alization schem e wasem ployed. To de�ne the ultraviolet(uv)
�nite renorm alized theory,the reparam etrizations

� = Z
1=2

�
�ren ; �� = Z� � ; �u���m =4

Fm ;� = �
�
Zu u ;

�� � ��LP = �
2
Z�

�
� + A� �

2
�
; (�� � ��LP)��

�1=2 = �Z� � : (10)

were m ade,where � isa m om entum scale,while Fm ;� isa convenient(uv �nite)norm alization factorwhose precise
choiceneed notworry ushere.Allrenorm alization factorsZ�,Z�,Z�,Z�,and Zu werecom puted to O (u2).From the
resultforZu theRG beta function �u(u;�)followsto orderu3;theotherZ-factorsyield RG functionswhosevaluesat
the nontrivialrootu�(m ;�)of�u givethe criticalexponents.The m ain consequenceofthe renorm alization function
A � isthatthe scaling �eld with the RG eigenexponent1=�L 2 becom esa linearcom bination of� and �2 [51,62].
W hatm akescalculationsbeyond one-loop ordercom plicated isthatthe scaling function �m ;d(�)ofthe free bulk

propagatoratthe LP,

G b(jxj) =

Z
ddq

(2�)d=2
exp(iq � x)

q�q� + ��(q�q�)2

= ���m =4 (x�x�)
�1+ �=2 �m ;d(�); � �

�
��x�x�

��1=4 p
x�x� ; (11)

isa di�erenceofgeneralized hypergeom etricfunctions.W hiletheseincreasein generalexponentially as� ! 1 ,their
di�erence hasan asym ptotic expansion in inverse powersof� thatdoesnotterm inate exceptforspecialchoicesof
(m ;d),such as (2;5) and (6;7),where it reduces to elem entary functions [43,46]. Therefore,the two-loop series
coe�cientsofthe renorm alization factorscould notbe com puted analytically forgeneralm .However,they| aswell
as the im plied �-expansion coe�cients ofthe criticalexponents| could be written in term s offour single integrals
j�(m ),j�(m ),j�(m ),and ju(m )ofthe form

R
1

0
d� f(�;m ),wheref(�;m )involves�m ;d�(m )(�),analogous(related)

scaling functions,and powersof� [46].Form = 0;2;6;8,these integralscould be com puted analytically;forother
valuesofm they had to be determ ined by num ericalm eans.

The resulting � expansions of the criticalexponents
� = �L 2,:::,’ and the correction-to-scaling exponent
!u takethe form

�(n;m ;d)= �M F + �1(n)� + �2(n;m )�
2 + O (�3):

(12)

Note that �1(n) is independent of m , so that the m -
dependence startsatorder�2. Thism eans thatthe co-
e�cients �1(n) coincide with their m = 0 counterparts
forthe standard �4 m odelforallexponentsthatrem ain
m eaningfulwhen m = 0.(Recallthatexponentssuch as
�L 4,’,and � arenotneeded in theisotropiccasem = 0.)
Theresult(12)allowsseveralinterestingchecks.First,

ifwe substitute the analytically known m = 0 valuesof
the integrals j�(m ) into it,choosing � = �L 2,�L 2,and
!u,then thefam iliarexpansionstoO (�2)ofthestandard
exponents �,�,and !u ofthe �4 m odelare recovered.
A second check concerns the special cases m = 2 and

m = 6.O wing to enorm oussim pli�cations,thetwo-loop
RG analysiscan beperform ed fully analytically.There-
sultsoneobtainsin thisfashion arefully consistentwith
whatone gets upon insertion ofthe analytically known
valuesofj�(2)and j�(6)into thetwo-loop expressionsfor
generalm . Third,considering the case ofthe isotropic
LP [5,48],one can set d = m = 8� �8 in Eq.(12) and
expand to second orderin �8 = 2�. The lim iting values
j�(8� )areagain known analytically[46,48].Considering
exponents that rem ain m eaningfulin the isotropic case
m = d,such as�L 4 or�L 4 = � �L 2,wecan derivetheirex-
pansionsin �8 to O (�82)from Eq.(12).Theresultsagree
with thoseobtained via a directanalysisoftheisotropic
m odelwith m = d in 8� �8 dim ensions[5,48].

A cautionary rem ark is appropriate here. As a can-
didate foran experim entalsystem with an isotropicLif-
shitz point,ternary m ixturesofA and B hom opolym ers
and AB diblock copolym ershave been studied both ex-
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TABLE I:Bulk scaling operatorsO (x),associated scaling dim ensions�[O ],bulk scaling �eldsg O ,and theirRG eigenexponents

yO ,giving the fourindependentbulk criticalexponentsofthe LP.

O (x) �[O ] g O yO

� (�m + m � � 2+ �L 2)=2 h (�m + m � + 2� �L 2)=2

(@�@� �)
2

�m + m � � 4� + 2 � 4� � 2

�
2

�m + m � � 1=�L 2 = (1� �L )=�L 2 � 1=�L 2

(@��)@� � �m + m � � ’=�L 2 � ’=�L 2

perim entally [28]and theoretically [52]. In their case,
m odulated order occurs in the lam ellar phase. W hile
self-consistent �eld theory predicts the transition from
the disordered to the lam ellar phase to be continuous
[52],theoreticalargum entsin favorofa �rst-ordertran-
sition have been presented [81]. This would m ean that
there isactually no isotropicLP.According to som e ex-
perim ents(see the discussion in Sec.7 ofRef.[52]),the
Lifshitzpointfound in m ean-�eld (M F)theoriesgetsap-
parently destroyed. Unfortunately,recent M onte Carlo
sim ulations[52]werenotabletodecidewhetherthetran-
sition between the disordered and lam ellar phases is of
�rst order or continuous. However,they yielded m odi-
�cationsofthe M F phase diagram sim ilarto those seen
in experim ents| in particular,no LP.Ifuctuationsin-
deed preclude the appearance ofan isotropic LP,then
the � expansions ofthe criticalexponents for that case

arem ainly ofacadem icinterest.Nevertheless,theircon-
sistency with the resultsforgeneralm isvery gratifying
from a m athem aticalpointofview.
Theseries-expansion resultsforgeneralm can be,and

were,used in particularto obtain approxim atevaluesfor
the criticalexponents ofthe uniaxialLP with n = 1 at
d = 3 [46].Both experim entson M nP [25]wellasM onte
Carlo calculationsfortheANNNI[20,61]m odelprovide
clearevidencefortheexistenceofsuch aLP.Recent�eld-
theoreticestim atesare�L 2 ’ 0:75,�L � �L 2 �[�]’ 0:22,
� = �L 4=�L 2 ’ 0:47,’ ’ 0:68,�L ’ 0:16,and L ’ 1:4
[46]. The agreem ent with current M onte Carlo results,
which gave �L = 0:18� 0:03,�L = 0:235� 0:005,and
L = 1:36� 0:03,isfairly good.Form oredetailed com -
parisons covering also other cases, experim entalwork,
and furthertheoreticalestim atesthereaderisreferred to
Refs.[46,61,73].

D . Space anisotropies

A naturalgeneralization ofthe ANNNIm odelis the biaxialnnn Ising (BNNNI) m odel,which hascom peting nn
and nnn interactions along two cubic axes rather than along a single one. In d dim ensions,even m -axialvariants
ofthe latter,\m NNNIm odels" with m � d,can be considered. The continuum m odelsonto which they m ap upon
coarse graining generically have fourth-orderderivative term sbreaking isotropy in the �-subspace. Theirsym m etry
m ay be cubic or| ifwe consider sim ilar m icroscopic system s involving other crystallattices| even weaker. Hence,
wheneverm > 1,the bulk density (2)should be supplem ented by anisotropiccontributionsofthe form

L
(w )

b
=
��

2
�wiT

(i)
� 1� 2� 3� 4

(@� 1
@� 2

�)@� 3
@� 4

� =
��

2
�w

mX

�= 1

(@2��)
2 + :::; (13)

wherealltensorsT (i)
� 1� 2� 3� 4

perm itted by sym m etry m ustbeincluded.The �wi aredim ensionlessinteraction constants.
Forcubic sym m etry,only the �rstterm on the farrightrem ains.

Thee�ectsofsuch spaceanisotropieswereinvestigated
in Ref.[51]. A new renorm alization factor Zw i

is re-
quired for each independent anisotropy,and both these
aswellasthepreviouslyintroduced renorm alizationfunc-
tions [Eq.(10)]now depend on u and the renorm alized
anisotropieswi. Speci�cally,the crossoverexponent ’2
associated with the cubic anisotropy �w was com puted
to O (�2). For m = 2 and m = 6,the O (�2) coe�cient
could be determ ined analytically,for other values ofm
expressed in term sofanother(num erically com putable)
single integral. It turned out to be sm all,but positive.

For exam ple, for m = 2 and n = 1 its evaluation at
� = 2 yielded the d = 3 estim ate ’2 = 1=81 ’ 0:012.
Thustheisotropic�xed pointiswi = 0 unstable,atleast
for sm all�. W henever such anisotropy is present,the
previously found universality classes should not apply.
Unfortunately,no new stable�xed pointcould befound.
A detailed clari�cation ofthe behavior for wi 6= 0 re-
m ainsa challenge.Itwould be interesting to investigate
the roleofsuch anisotropiesin M onte Carlo sim ulations
ofsuitably designed three-dim ensionalm odels(e.g.,the
BNNNIm odel),albeit deviations from the wi = 0 uni-
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versality classes m ay be di�cult to m easure because of
the sm allnessof’2.

III. B O U N D A R Y C R IT IC A L B EH AV IO R A T LP

Thestudy ofboundary criticalbehavioratLP started
with G um bs’workbased on Landau theory[74],in which
z was taken to be an �-direction. Later considerably
m ore detailed M F analyses [75, 76] and M onte Carlo
calculations [77] of sem i-in�nite ANNNI m odels with
perpendicular (z = �-direction) and parallel(z = �-
direction) surface orientations were perform ed. So far,
detailed �eld-theoretic RG studies were m ade only for
the caseofparallelsurfaceorientation [62,78].
Letm eem phasizethatthetwoprim arytypesofsurface

orientations(k or? )correspond to substantially distinct
cases.Thiscan be seen from the following observations:
First,zscalesdi�erently,nam ely,as‘�1 and ‘�� ,respec-
tively. Thishasan im m ediate consequence. Considera
perturbation gO B

R

B
O B (r)dA,whereO B (r)isabound-

ary operator with scaling dim ension �[O B ]and hence
hastheASIproperty (8).TheanalogsofEq.(7)forthe
RG eigenexponent yO B ofgO B di�er depending on the
surfaceorientation:

yO B = �m + m � � �k;? [z]� �[O B ];

� k[z] = 1; � ? = � : (14)

Second, owing to the di�erent engineering dim ensions
[z]= ��1 and [z]= ��1=4��1=2 ,power counting consid-
erationsto estim ate the relevance orirrelevance ofcon-
tributions to the surface density L1 di�er. Third,since
G inzburg-Landau theory yieldsdi�erentialequationsfor
theorderparam eterofsecond (k)orfourth (? )orderin
@z,either a single or else two boundary conditions are
needed atz = 0 and z = 1 .
To bring the problem into focus,letm e recallthatin

them = 0caseofthestandardsem i-in�nite�4 m odelitis
su�cienttochooseL 1 = 1

2
�c�2,unlessterm sbreakingthe

O (n)sym m etry areperm itted [72](which willbeavoided
here). O n the basisofpowercounting alone,one m ight
thinkthatthesym m etry-allowedm onom ial�@n� (where
@n m eansderivative along the innernorm al),should be
included as well. But this is redundant because ofthe
boundary condition @n� = �c�,which as usualfollows
from theboundary partoftheclassicalequation �H = 0
and holdsbeyond Landau theory insideofaverages.
The surface enhancem ent variable �c determ ines the

type ofsurface transition thatoccursatbulk criticality:
Depending on whetheritsdeviation ��c= �c� �csp from a
specialvalue�csp satis�es��c> 0,��c= 0or��c< 0an ordi-
nary,specialorextraordinary transition occurs[71,72],
provided thedim ension ofthesurface,d� 1,exceedsthe
valuebelow which a long-rangeordered surfacephasein
the presence ofa disordered bulk isnotpossible (i.e.,if
d > 2 and d > 3 in the Ising and n > 1 cases,respec-
tively).

W hatm odi�cation occurin them > 0 LP case? They
are easy to understand ifthe surface orientation ispar-
allel:An additionalderivativeterm m ustbe included in
L1,which thusbecom es[62]

L
k

1(x)=
�c

2
�
2 +

��

2

mX

�= 1

(@��)
2
: (15)

Since [�c] = [��1=2@2�] = �, the variable ����1=2 is di-
m ensionless. The im plied boundary condition reads
(@n � ��@�@�)� = �c�; it can be em ployed to con-

clude that contributions to L
k

1 of the form �@n� and
(@��)@n@�� are redundant. By contrast,the inclusion
ofthe term / �� is necessary: Not only is it required
to absorb uv singularitiesofthe theory,butitwould be
generated under the RG iforiginally absent. This can
beseen asfollows:In orderto renorm alizethem odelde-
�ned by Eqs.(1),(2),and (15),wem ustcom plem entthe
reparam etrizations(10)by

�
B = (Z�Z1)

1=2
�
B

ren ;

�����1=2 = � + P�(u;�;�);

�c� �csp = �Zc

�
c+ A c(u;�;�)�

�
: (16)

Here the surface renorm alization factors Z1 and Zc de-
pend on u and �,justasP� and A c.AtO (u2),P� does
not vanish for � = 0, so a nonzero �� gets indeed gen-
erated. Furtherm ore,there are no RG �xed points at
� = 0 on the hyperplaneu = u� (see Fig.2 ofRef.[62]).
The �xed points associated with the ordinary,special,
and extraordinary transitionsturn outto belocated ata
nontrivial�-value��+ = �0(m )+ O (�)and c= c�

ord
� 1 ,

c�sp � 0,and c�ex � � 1 ,respectively.
Before continuing our account of the available re-

sults for this parallelcase,let us briey discuss how to
choose L1 when the surface orientation is perpendicu-
lar. Clearly, the two m onom ials included in Eq.(15)
should be expected here aswell,although di�erentcou-
plingsoughtto be associated with (@��)2 for� = 1 (z-
direction)and � � 2.Aslongasterm sbreakingtheO (n)
sym m etry can be ruled out,the choice

L?

1 =
�c?
2
�
2 +

��k
2

mX

�= 2

(@��)
2 + �b�@n� +

��?
2
(@n�)

2

(17)

should be su�cient. From the vanishing ofthe contri-
butions

R

B
:::�@n� and

R

B
:::�� to �H two boundary

conditionson B arefound,nam ely
"

��@3n + (�b� ��)@n + �c? � ��k

mX

�= 2

@
2
�

#

� = 0;

h

��� @2n + ��? + �b
i

� = 0: (18)

They tellusthatthe m onom ials�@2n�,(@n�)@
2
n�,and

�@3n� (which arepotentially dangerousfor� � 0 accord-
ing to power counting) are redundant. A detailed RG
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analysisofthem odelwith thebulk and surfacedensities
(2)and (17)rem ainsto be done.
In the case ofparallelsurface orientation,it is pos-

sible to investigate the ordinary transition without re-
taining the dependence on � and c [62]: In the lim it
c ! c�

ord
= 1 a Dirichlet boundary condition applies

and thedependenceon � dropsout(residesonly in m et-
ric factors).Hence onecan set�c= 1 and �� = 0,choos-
ingfrom theoutsetDirichletboundary conditionsforthe
bare theory. The criticalexponent�1 ofthe surface or-
derparam eter�B (r)= �(r;0)followsvia theboundary
operatorexpansion

�(r;z) �
z! 0

C (z)@n� ; C (z)� z
� [@n �]�� [�]

; (19)

giving �ord1 =�L 2 = �[@n�].Hence onem uststudy m ulti-
pointcum ulantsinvolving an arbitrary num bersof�elds
� and boundary operators@n�. This strategy was fol-
lowed in Ref.[62]and utilized to determ ine the critical
index �ord1 to O (�2)forgeneral0 � m � 6.The �2 term
involvesafurthersingleintegralj1(m ),which again could
becom puted analyticallyform = 0;2;6,though only nu-
m erically forothervalues.Allothersurfaceexponentsof
the ordinary transition can be expressed in term s ofa
single one,e.g.�ord1 and four independent bulk indices.
The form (12) ofthe � expansion,with m -independent
O (�)term s,also appliesto thesesurfaceexponents.Fur-
therm ore,form ! 0 theirexpansionsto O (�2)turn into
the known ones[72,82]ofthe standard sem i-in�nite �4

m odel. The d = 3 estim ates one obtains from these �

expansions in the uniaxialscalar case m = n = 1 (e.g.,
�ord1 ’ 0:68:::0:7) agree reasonably well with recent

M onte Carlo results for the ANNNI m odel[77],which
gave�ord1 = 0:687(5).
Thespecialtransition isharderto analyzebecausethe

�-dependence m ustbe retained,though c can be setto
its�xed-pointvalue c�sp = 0. A recentone-loop analysis
[78]showed that�sp1 agreeswith thebulk exponent�L to
O (�)and thatthe crossoverexponent� associated with
c becom es m -dependent already at O (�). According to
recent M onte Carlo results [61,77],�sp1 = 0:23(1) and
�L = 0:238� 0:005. Thus the di�erence �1 � �L seem s
to be sm allindeed.
Returning briey to the case of perpendicular sur-

face orientation, let m e conclude with a| hopefully
educated| guess concerning the ordinary transition. I
expect that the asym ptotic behavior at this transition
is described by a theory that obeys the boundary con-
ditions�B = @n� = 0. The criticalexponent�1 in this
caseshould follow from theboundaryoperatorexpansion

�(r;z) �
z! 0

C? (z)@
2
n� ; C? (z)� z(� [@

2

n
�]�� [�])=� ;

(20)

and be given by �ord1 =�L 2 = �[@2n�].
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