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W e considersystem scon�ned to a d-dim ensionalslab ofm acroscopic lateralextension and �nite
thicknessL thatundergo a continuousbulk phasetransition in thelim itL ! 1 and aredescribable
by an O (n) sym m etricalHam iltonian. Periodic boundary conditions are applied across the slab.
W e study the e�ectsoflong-range pairinteractionswhose potentialdecaysasbx�(d+ �) asx ! 1 ,
with 2 < � < 4 and 2 < d+ � � 6,on the Casim ire�ectatand nearthe bulk criticaltem perature
Tc;1 ,for2 < d < 4. These interactions decay su�ciently fast to leave bulk criticalexponentsand
other universalbulk quantities unchanged| i.e.,they are irrelevant in the renorm alization group
(RG )sense.Yetthey entailim portantm odi�cationsofthe standard scaling behaviorofthe excess
freeenergy and theCasim irforceF C .W egeneralizethephenom enologicalscaling ans�atzeforthese
quantities by incorporating these long-range interactions. For the scaled reduced Casim ir force
per unit cross-sectionalarea,we obtain the form L

d
F C =kB T � �0

�
L=�1

�
+ g! L

�! �!

�
L=�1

�
+

g� L
�! � ��

�
L=�1

�
. Here �0,�! ,and �� are universalscaling functions;g! and g� are scaling

�elds associated with the leading corrections to scaling and those of the long-range interaction,
respectively; ! and !� = � + � � 2 are the associated correction-to-scaling exponents,where �

denotesthe standard bulk correlation exponentofthe system withoutlong-range interactions;�1
is the (second-m om ent) bulk correlation length (which itselfinvolves corrections to scaling). The
contribution / g� decays for T 6= Tc;1 algebraically in L rather than exponentially,and hence
becom es dom inant in an appropriate regim e oftem peratures and L. W e derive exact results for
sphericaland G aussian m odelswhich con�rm these �ndings.In the case d+ � = 6,which includes
thatofnonretarded van-der-W aalsinteractionsin d = 3dim ensions,thepowerlawsofthecorrections
to scaling / b ofthe sphericalm odelare found to get m odi�ed by logarithm s. Using generalRG
ideas,we show that these logarithm ic singularities originate from the degeneracy ! = !� = 4� d

thatoccursforthe sphericalm odelwhen d+ � = 6,in conjunction with the b dependence ofg! .

PACS num bers:05.70.Jk,68.35.R h,11.10.H i,64.65.-k,75.40.-s

K eywords: Casim ir e�ect, 
uctuation-induced forces, renorm alization group, sphericalm odel, long-range
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

W hen m acroscopic bodies are im m ersed into a
m edium ,the forces acting between them in its absence
are usually altered. M oreover, additional (e�ective)
forcesnotpresentwithoutthe m edium m ay be induced
by 
uctuations occurring in it. A well-known exam -
ple of
uctuation-induced forcesisthe so-called Casim ir
forcebetween m etallicbodies,nam ed afteritsdiscoverer
H.B.G .Casim ir[1],thatisinduced by vacuum 
uctua-
tionsoftheelectrom agnetic�eld and wasrecentlyveri�ed
through high-precision experim ents[2,3].

Although the Casim ir e�ect was wellreceived at the
tim e ofits discovery,interest in it dim inished soon af-
terwards,and for a long tim e it did not attract m uch
attention. Since approxim ately 1970 there has been
a resurge of interest in it, which has evolved into
an enorm ous research activity during the past decades

�e-m ail:daniel@ im bm .bas.bg
ye-m ail:danielg@ theo-phys.uni-essen.de

[4,5,6,7,8,9,10,11,12,13].

There are a num ber of good reasons for this devel-
opm ent. To begin with,
uctuation-induced forces are
ubiquitous in nature. Casim ir’s originalwork [1]was
concerned with the force induced by vacuum 
uctua-
tions ofthe electrom agnetic �eld. Subsequently it has
been realized that analogous forces exist that are not
m ediated by m asslessparticlessuch asphotons,butare
induced by low-energy excitations such asspin-waves|
or,m ore generally,G oldstone m odes in system s with a
spontaneously broken continuoussym m etry| ortherm al

uctuations. Since G oldstone m odes are m assless,the
associated 
uctuations are scale invariant and induce a
long-ranged Casim irforce.The sam e appliesto therm al

uctuationsatcriticalpointsbecauseofthedivergenceof
thecorrelation length.TheupshotisthatCasim irforces
haveturned outto be ofinterestform any diverse �elds
ofphysics,such asquantum �eld theories[4,5,6,7,8],
condensed m atterphysics,thephysicsof
uidsand quan-
tum 
uids [9,10,11],wetting phenom ena [14,15,16],
m icro
uidics,and nanostructured m aterials[17].

Second,owing to the progress in experim entaltech-
niques m ade in recent years,detailed investigations of

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0510405v2
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Casim irforceshavebecom epossible[2,3,18,19,20,21,
22,23]. Third,a furtherim portantreason forthe ongo-
ing interestin Casim irforcesisthatthey exhibituniver-
salfeatures: M icroscopic detailsofboth the 
uctuating
m edium aswellasthe im m ersed m acroscopic bodiesdo
notnorm ally m atter,atleastaslong aslong-rangeinter-
actionsareabsentorm ay be safely ignored.
Last but not least,an equally im portant reason has

been the theoreticalprogress in dealing with interact-
ing �eld theorieswith boundariesthathasbeen achieved
since the 1980s[24,25,26,27,28,29,30]. Thishasled
to detailed investigationsofthe Casim ire�ectforinter-
acting �eld theories[13,28,31,32,33,34,35].
In this paper we willbe concerned with the therm o-

dynam ic Casim ir e�ect| i.e.,the Casim ire�ectinduced
by therm al
uctuations. O uraim isto study the e�ects
oflong-range interactions ofvan-der-W aalstype on the
Casim ir force in system s undergoing a continuous bulk
phasetransition.Tothisend weshallconsiderlong-range
two-body interactionswith a pairpotentialv(�)(x)that
behavesas

v
(�)(x) �

x! 1
constx�(d+ �) (1.1)

in thelarge-distancelim it.Thefam iliardispersion forces
in 
uidsbelongtothiscategory:Im portantexam plesare
thenonretarded and retarded van-der-W aalsinteractions
of a d = 3 dim ensional
uid, which correspond to the
cases� = 3 and � = 4,respectively.
According to scaling considerations(to be recalled in

Sec. II), the leading infrared singularities at the crit-
ical point of system s with short-range forces do not
get m odi�ed by such long-range interactions because
the associated pair potentials decay su�ciently fast at
large distances. They are irrelevantin the renorm aliza-
tion group (RG )sense,giving correctionsto the leading
criticalbehavior. Long-range interactions ofthis kind
have been term ed \subleading long-range interactions"
[36,37,38,39]. They are generically present in 
uids
[40,41,42]but occur also in other,for exam ple,m ag-
netic system s.
Fortypicalthree-dim ensionalsystem softhe n-vector

type with n < 1 , the associated correction-to-scaling
exponent !� is larger than the fam iliar exponent !

thatgovernsthe leading corrections-to-scaling (see,e.g.,
Ref.[43]).Hencesuch long-rangeinteractionsyield next-
to-leading corrections-to-scaling.
Despite their irrelevance,they have im portantconse-

quences,even forthe near-criticalbehaviorofbulk sys-
tem s.Sincethey involvepairpotentialsthatdecreaseas
inversepowersofthe distancex in thelim itx ! 1 ,the
usualexponentiallarge-x decayofcorrelationsawayfrom
the criticalpointgetsreplaced by an algebraicone.
Theirconsequencesforthe m edium -induced force be-

tween twom acroscopicbodiesim m ersed intothem edium
a distance L apartis ofa sim ilarkind and im portance:
They yield contributionsthatdecay quitegenerally asan
inversepowerofL,irrespectiveofwhetherornotthetem -
peratureT iscloseto thebulk criticaltem peratureTc;1

ofthe m edium .W hen T ’ Tc;1 ,they com pete with the
long-ranged Casim ir force produced by criticalor near-
critical
uctuations.Aspreviouswork [36,37,38,39,44]
suggests,and willbeshown in detailbelow,they actually
becom e the dom inant partofthe m edium -induced force
in a certain regim eoftem peraturesand L.
W e willconsiderthe case ofa slab geom etry ofcross-

sectionalareaA = L
d�1

k
and thicknessL.Reliableresults

for this geom etry are im portant for the interpretation
ofM onte Carlo sim ulations ofappropriate m odels with
subleading long-rangeinteractions.
In view ofourabove rem arks,a m ostobvioussystem

classto considerwould be 
uids. To describe the long-
distance physics ofclassical
uids near their liquid-gas
criticalpoint,a one-com ponentorderparam eterisused.
Instead of considering this case, we willfocus our at-
tention on system s that involve an n-com ponent order
param eterand can be m odeled by an O (n)sym m etrical
Ham iltonian,and investigate them in the lim itn ! 1 .
Forsim plicity,wewillrestrictourselvesto thecaseofpe-
riodic boundary conditions along all| nam ely,both the
perpendicular as wellas the d � 1 principalparallel|
directions. Under these conditions, the large-n lim it
ofthe O (n) m odelis equivalent to the sphericalm odel
[45,46,47].W ewillpresentexactresultsfortheCasim ir
forceatand abovethebulk criticaltem peratureTc,both
forsphericaland G aussian m odelswith subleading long-
rangeinteractions.
O ur m otivation for considering spherical m odels is

twofold. First,studying the e�ects ofsuch long-range
interactions on the Casim ir force for such m odels is an
interestingproblem in itsownright.Second,theexactre-
sultsobtained forthesem odelsprovidenontrivialchecks
fortheresultsofperturbative�eld-theoreticrenorm aliza-
tion group approachesand areexpected to givevaluable
guidanceforacceptableapproxim ations,an issueweplan
to takeup in a subsequentpaper[48].
A specialfeatureofthesphericalm odelwith 2 < d < 4

isthatthe correction-to-scaling exponents!� and ! be-
com e equalwhen d + � = 6,a condition satis�ed,for
exam ple,for nonretarded van-der-W aals interactions in
d = 3 dim ensions. As our exact results show, the
corrections-to-scaling induced by thelong-rangeinterac-
tion (1.1)then getm odi�ed by logarithm s.
Therem ainderofthispaperisorganized asfollows.In

thenextsection,weprovidetherequired background on
Casim ir forces. W e begin by recalling the de�nition of
theCasim irforce.Then wediscussitsscaling form when
allinteractionsareshortranged,specify the form ofthe
subleading long-rangeinteractionsto beconsidered,and
recapitulatethescaling argum entswhich show thatthey
do notm odify theleading criticalsingularities.Next,we
generalize the �nite-size scaling ansatz by incorporating
them .In Sec.IIIwe introduce the sphericalm odelwith
subleadinglong-rangeinteractionswhich wesolvefor2 <
d < 4 to produce exact large-n results for the Casim ir
force.The �nite-sizebehaviorofthe equation ofstateis
analyzed in Sec.IV. Section V dealswith the �nite-size
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behaviorofthefreeenergyand theCasim irforce.Sec.VI
containsa briefsum m ary and discussion. Finally,there
are three appendixes in which various technicaldetails
areexplained.

II. B A C K G R O U N D

A . D e�nition and scaling form ofC asim ir force

W e considera statisticalm echanicalsystem ,a m odel
m agnetor
uid,whose shape isa d-dim ensionalslab of
thickness L and hyperquadratic cross-section with area
A = L

d�1

k
. As previously m entioned,we choose peri-

odic boundary conditionsalong alld principalhypercu-
bicaxes,sothatthesystem hasthetopologyofad-torus.
Unlessstated otherwise,thedim ensionalitydispresum ed
to satisfy 2< d < 4.
Let FL ;A (T) be the totalfree energy ofthe system .

Taking the therm odynam ic lim itLk ! 1 at�xed L <

1 ,wedenotethereduced freeenergy percross-sectional
area A as fL(T) � limA ! 1 FL ;A =AkB T. For L ! 1 ,
fL(T)=L approachesfbk(T),thereduced bulkfreeenergy
density [49]. W e therefore introduce the reduced excess
freeenergy by

fex(T;L)= fL(T)� Lfbk(T): (2.1)

The lim itL ! 1 ofthisquantity exists,butdepends
on the boundary conditions:forperiodic boundary con-
ditionsand the �lm geom etry with boundary planesB 1

and B 2 introduced above,we have[49]

fex(T;H ;1 )=

�
0 ; periodic bc,
fs;1 + fs;2 ; �lm geom etry,

(2.2)

where fs;i,i= 1;2,are the surface excessfree energy of
the respectivesem i-in�nite system sbounded by B i.
In either case,the therm odynam ic Casim ir force per

unitarea isde�ned in term soffex as

FC (T;L)= � kB T
@fex(T;L)

@L
: (2.3)

According to this de�nition, this quantity is a gen-
eralized force conjugate to the thickness L ofthe slab,
which approaches zero as L ! 1 . W e are interested
in its behavior for L � a,where a is a typicalm icro-
scopiclength scale(wehenceforth setto unity).Suppose
for the m om ent that allinteractions are short-ranged.
Then �nite-size scaling theory should be applicable in
this lim it. According to it,the Casim ir force takes the
scaling form [11,50]

FC (T;L)=kB T = L
�d �0(L=�1 ); (2.4)

where �1 isthe bulk correlation length [51],while �0 is
a universalscaling function. This holds up to eventual
contributions from regular background term s and irrel-
evantscaling �elds,which we disregard forthe m om ent
butwillcom eback to later,in particular,in Sec.IIB 2.

Asthetem peratureT approachesitsbulkcriticalvalue
Tc;1 ,with L �xed ata�nitevalue,thecorrelation length
�1 divergesand L=�1 ! 0.The corresponding lim iting
valueofthescaling function �0 (which exists)isconven-
tionally written as

�0(0)= (d� 1)�C ; (2.5)

which de�nes the so-called Casim ir am plitude � C [14].
Thisquantity isrelated to the criticalCasim irforcevia

FC (Tc;1 ;L)=kB Tc;1 = (d� 1)
� C

Ld
: (2.6)

Justasthescalingfunction �0,itisauniversalquantity;
itisindependentofm icroscopic details,butdependson
thebulk universality classconsidered and on othergross
featuressuch asboundary conditions.
Let us be a bit m ore precise. Suppose that instead

ofchoosing periodic boundary conditionswe considered
a lattice m odelwith free boundary conditionsalong the
perpendicular direction. Then the topm ost and lowest
layersofthe system would be free surfaces,correspond-
ing to m acroscopicplanarboundariesbetween which the
Casim irforce acts. Provided (a)no sym m etry-breaking
boundary term sareincluded in theHam iltonian and (b)
no long-range surface order is possible for T > Tc;1 ,
oneexpectsthelong-distancephysicsofthesystem near
the bulk criticalpoint to be described by an O (n) �4

m odelwith Dirichlet boundary conditions. This is be-
cause upon coarse graining,the lattice m odelwith free
boundary conditions m aps onto such a continuum �eld
theory,albeit one satisfying Robin boundary conditions

insideofaverages[29,30].
Ifconditions(a)and (b)are satis�ed,one hasreason

to believethatthetheory belongsto thebasin ofattrac-
tion ofthe �xed pointdescribing the so-called ordinary
surfacetransition.This�xed pointisinfrared-stableand
corresponds to a Dirichlet boundary condition on large
scales. The analogs ofthe Casim ir am plitude � C and
the scaling function �0 forthiscase ofDirichletbound-
ary conditions on both surface planes di�er from their
counterparts for periodic boundary conditions. Details
ofthe m esoscopicRobin boundary condition| orm icro-
scopic detailsofthe boundaries| do notm atteraslong
as the resulting continuum theory belongs to the basin
ofattraction ofthe m entioned �xed point.
M ore generally,we have fora �lm geom etry bounded

in onedirection by a pairofparallelboundary planesB 1

and B 2 thefollowingsituation.Universalquantitiessuch
asthe Casim iram plitude � C orthe scaling function �0
depend (forgiven bulk universality classand short-range
interactions)on grosspropertiesofboth boundaryplanes.
LetSUCi denote the universality classpertaining to the
surfacecriticalbehaviorofthe sem i-in�nite system with
boundary plane B i (\surface universality class" SUC),
where i = 1 or 2. To specify universalquantities like
the Casim iram plitude,wecan write � SU C 1;SU C 2

C
,where

possiblechoicesofSUC 1 and SUC 2 are\ord",\sp",and
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\norm ",theSUC oftheordinary,special,and norm al(or
extraordinary [52]) transition,respectively. The above-
m entioned case ofDirichletboundary conditionson B 1

and B 2 correspondsto thechoicesSUC1 = SUC2 = ord.
System s with O (n)-sym m etrical Ham iltonian and

short-range interactions have been studied in such �lm
geom etries for various choices of SUC1 and SUC 2 by
m eansofthe�-expansion abouttheuppercriticaldim en-
sion d� = 4 [9,31,32,33,34,35],M onte Carlo sim ula-
tions [10, 53, 54], and other techniques [11]. A fairly
up-to-date survey ofpertinent results m ay be found in
the latter reference. M ore recent results are contained
in Ref.[54]. Aside from these cases and the one ofpe-
riodic boundary conditions,also slabswith antiperiodic
boundary conditions have been considered for system s
with short-rangeinteractions[31,32].
G oing back to the case ofperiodic boundary condi-

tions, we now turn to the question of how to include
subleading long-rangeinteractions.

B . Subleading long-range interactions

W e consider long-range two-body interactions with a
pairpotentialv(�)(x)ofthe kind (1.1). Letusbegin by
recalling how the relevance or irrelevance ofsuch inter-
actionsforbulk criticalbehaviorcan be assessed.

1. Relevance/Irrelevance criterion

Let H sr be the standard �4 Ham iltonian represent-
ing the bulk universality class of the n-vector m odel
with short-range interactions for d below d� = 4, its
upper critical dim ension. At the bulk critical point,
the n-com ponentorderparam eter�eld � transform sas
� ! ‘��[�] � under changes� ! �‘ ofthe m om entum
scale,wherethe scaling dim ension �[�]isgiven by

�[�]= (d� 2+ �)=2 : (2.7)

Adding to H sr a long-rangeinteraction term with pair
potentialv(�)(x),weconsiderthe Ham iltonian

H = H sr+ b

Z

O (�)(x)ddx; (2.8)

whereO (�)(x)denotesthe nonlocaloperator

O (�)(x)=

Z

d
d
yv

(�)(y)�
�

x �
y

2

�

�

�

x +
y

2

�

; (2.9)

and bisthe associated coupling constant.
W e now ask under what conditions the short-range

�xed point rem ains infrared-stable with respect to this
O (�) perturbation. Upon insertion ofthe lim iting form
(1.1) into it,we can use Eq.(2.7) to conclude that the
scaling dim ension ofthe associated scaling operator,at
the short-range�xed point,isgiven by

�[O (�)]= d� 2+ � + � : (2.10)

The corresponding scaling �eld g� � b variesas‘�y � in
the infrared lim it‘! 0,with the RG eigenexponent

y� � � !� = d� �[O (�)]= 2� � � � : (2.11)

Dependingonwhetherthecorrection-to-scalingexponent
!� > 0 or!� < 0,the short-range �xed pointislocally
stable or unstable to such perturbations. Hence we ar-
riveatthefollowingirrelevance/relevance criterion:The
long-range perturbation / b is irrelevant at the short-
range�xed pointif

� > 2� � ; (2.12)

and relevantif� < 2� �.Note thathere and elsewhere
in this paper,� alwaysm eans the correlation exponent
ofthe short-rangecase.
Thecasewhen thiscriterion suggeststheselong-range

interactionsto be relevanthasbeen studied in the liter-
aturein thecontextofbulk criticalbehavior.For� < 2,
the upper criticaldim ension above which Landau the-
ory holds is lowered from d� = 4 to d�lr(�) = 2�. In
the regim e � < d < d�

lr
(�), the values of the critical

exponents depend on �,where the analog of� is given
exactly by �lr = 2� � [55,56,57,58,59,60].Forgiven
d, a crossover from the criticalbehavior characterized
by these criticalexponentsto one representative ofsys-
tem swith short-range interactionsispredicted to occur
at � = 2 � � [56,61,62,63,64]. This crossover has
recently been reexam ined ford = 2 by num ericalm eans
[65].
Since we assum e in oursubsequentanalysisthat 2 <

� < 4,theirrelevancecriterion (2.12)issatis�ed.Associ-
ated with thelong-rangeinteraction (2.9)thereforeisan
irrelevantscaling �eld g� � b whose RG eigenexponent
isgiven in Eq.(2.11). W e nextgeneralize the �nite-size
scaling ansatzforthe free energy by incorporating g�.

2. Finite-size scaling

Allowing a m agnetic �eld H to be present,we con-
siderthereduced freeenergyperunitcross-sectionalarea
A = L

d�1

?
of the previously speci�ed slab with peri-

odic boundary conditions,in the therm odynam ic lim it
L? ! 1 . According to the phenom enologicaltheory of
�nite-sizescaling[50,66,67],thisquantitycan bedecom -
posed into a regularbackground contribution freg

L
(T;H )

and a singularpartfsing
L

(T;H ):

fL(T;H )= f
sing

L
(T;H )+ f

reg

L
(T;H ): (2.13)

Thisdecom position entailsanalogousdecom positionsof
the bulk and excessfree-energy densities fbk(T;H )and
fex(T;H ;L),respectively.
Beforeturningtothesingularparts,letusbrie
y com -

m enton theregularbackground term s.Forsim plelattice
system swith short-range interactionsithasbeen found
thatthe regularbackground term softhe excessfreeen-
ergy in thecaseofperiodicboundary conditionsagreeto
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high accuracy with those ofthe bulk free energy [50].
This is understandable: Periodic boundary conditions
precludesurfaceand edgecontributionsto the totalfree
energy and hence term softhiskind thatare analyticin
tem peratureand m agnetic�eld.Yet,itm ustberem em -
bered that free energies and their regular background
contributionsareno universalproperties,butdepend on
m icroscopicdetailsofthe system considered.Suppose a
given system with periodicboundary conditionsthatbe-
longsto thebulk universality classofthed-dim ensional,
n-com ponent �4 m odel. Then we can choose a sim ple
latticen-vectorm odelwith nearest-neighborinteractions
toinvestigateitsuniversalcriticalbehavior.However,in-
clusion ofany irrelevantinteraction| in particular,long-
rangeinteractions| thatweredropped when m aking the
transition from the originalsystem to the lattice m odel
is expected to m odify the regularbackground contribu-
tionsofthe(bulk and excess)freeenergy.In otherwords,
theem piricalfactthattheregularbackground contribu-
tionsofthebulk and excessfreeenergiesofsim plelattice
m odels with short-range interactions can be chosen to
beequalwhen periodicboundary conditionsareapplied,
doesnotim ply thatthe sam e istrue form icroscopically
m ore realistic m odelwith additional(irrelevant) inter-
actions. In particular,this m ustbe keptin m ind when
adding irrelevantlong-rangeinteractions.
Thesingularpartsfsing,fsing

bk
,and fsingex should havea

scaling form . Speci�cally,fsingex (T;H ;L)should take the
�nite-sizescaling form

f
sing
ex (T;h;L)

= L
�(d�1)

X (gtL
1=�

;ghL
�=� ;g�L

�! � ;g!L
�!
;:::)

(2.14)

on su�ciently large length scales,where ! is the previ-
ously m entioned standard correction-to-scalingexponent
ofshort-rangesystem s.Further,gt,gh,g!,and g� denote
scaling �elds.The�rsttwo aretheleading even and odd
relevant bulk scaling �elds (nam ely,the \therm al" and
\m agnetic" scaling �elds).Forsim ple m agnetic system s
they behaveas

gt � att; t= (T � Tc;1 )=Tc;1 ; (2.15)

and

gh � ah h; h = H =kB Tc;1 ; (2.16)

nearthe bulk criticalpoint(T;H )= (Tc;1 ;0),where at
and ah arenonuniversalm etricfactors;for
uid system s,
both becom e linearcom binationsoftand ��,the devi-
ation ofthe chem icalpotentialfrom the criticalpoint,
because of\m ixing" (see,e.g.,Refs.[68,69]). For sim -
plicity,wewillusem agneticlanguageand work with the
aboveexpressionshenceforth.
Likewise,the previously introduced scaling �eld asso-

ciated with the long-range interaction (2.9) is expected
to vary as

g� � a�b (2.17)

forsm allb.Theellipsisin Eq.(2.14)standsforanalogous
expressions involving further scaling �elds,allofwhich
we assum e to be irrelevant; this m eans, in particular,
that allrelevant scaling �elds other than gt and gh are
taken to vanish. M oreover,we assum e thatnone ofthe
suppressed irrelevantscaling�eldsisdangerousirrelevant
(see,e.g.,Appendix D ofRef.[70]),so thatallofthem
m ay be safely setto zero.
Current estim ates of the correction-to-scaling expo-

nent !(n;d) of the d-dim ensionaln-vector m odelgive
!(1;3) ’ 0:81 and som ewhat sm aller values for n = 2
and n = 3,such as !(3;3)’ 0:80 [71,72,73]. O n the
otherhand,the well-known exactspherical-m odel(SM )
valueis

!SM (2 < d < 4)= !(1 ;2< d < 4)= 4� d : (2.18)

Let us com pare these num bers with the appropriate
analogs for the correction-to-scaling exponent !� one
can derive from Eq.(2.11). The cases ofnonretarded
and retarded van-der-W aalsinteractionsin d dim ensions
correspond to the choices � = d and � = d+ 1, giving
!d = d � 2 + � and !d+ 1 = d � 1 + �, respectively.
Both exponentsarepositivein the regim eofdim ensions
2 < d < 4 we are concerned with. For �nite n,where
� > 0,the latter rem ains larger than ! in this whole
regim e,whereas!d would becom esm allerthan ! slightly
below d = 3. In the sphericallim it n ! 1 ,this sign
change of!d � ! occursatd = 3 where !d = ! = 1.In
ouranalysisofthe sphericalm odelgiven below we shall
�rst assum e that d + � < 6. Then the possibility that
! > !� isruled out.Theborderlinecased+ � = 6 ofthe
sphericalm odelisspecialbecause ! = !� = 4� d.O w-
ing to this degeneracy,it requiresspecialattention and
willbe discussed separately.
For the tim e being we therefore take it for granted

thatthe irrelevantscaling �eldsg! and g� yield leading
and next-to-leading corrections to scaling in the criti-
calregim e,respectively. However,away from the bulk
criticalpoint,the long-range interaction is expected to
m odify the large-L behavior offex and the Casim ir in
a qualitative m annerso thatthey decay asinverse pow-
ersofL ratherthan exponentially [44]. To see how this
translates into properties ofthe scaling function X ,let
usdenotethescalingvariablesappearingin Eq.(2.14)as

�t = gtL
1=�

;

�h = ghL
�=�

;

�g� = g�L
�! � ;

�g! = g!L
�!

; (2.19)

and expand X as

X (�t;�h;�g�;�g!) = X 0(�t;�h)+ �g� X �(�t;�h)

+ �g! X !(�t;�h)+ :::; (2.20)

where itisunderstood thatallsuppressed scaling �elds
havebeen setto zero.
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The scaling functionsX 0 and X ! obviously are prop-
erties of the short-range universality class. A sim ilar,
though som ewhat m ore restricted statem ent applies to
X �: Justasthe othertwo,itm ay be viewed asthe ex-
pectation value ofa quantity,com puted atthe infrared-
stable�xed pointofthe�4 m odelwith short-rangeinter-
actionsin a periodic slab ofthicknessL = 1. However,
itdi�ersfrom those inasm uch as,in itscase,thisquan-
tity isthenonlocaloperatorO (�)(x)associated with the
long-rangeinteraction,whereasthe otherdo notinvolve
thisinteraction atall.
Atthebulk criticalpointgt = gh = 0,allthreeofthese

scaling functions are expected to take �nite, nonzero
values. Speci�cally,the criticalvalue ofX 0 yields the
Casim iram plitude:

� C � X0(0;0): (2.21)

W e denoteitsanalogsforX ! and X � as

� !;C � X!(0;0); (2.22)

� �;C � X�(0;0): (2.23)

Theform ercontrolstheleadingcorrectionstotheasym p-
toticbehaviorofthecriticalexcessfreeenergy,thelatter
its contribution linear in g� originating from the long-
rangeinteraction (2.9).
Next,weturn toadiscussion ofthebehaviorasL ! 1

when T > Tc;1 . In this lim it,either the scaling vari-
able �t,or both �t and �h,tend to in�nity. As explained
above, both functions X 0 and X ! m ust decrease as
� exp[� L=�(sr)(T;H )],where�(sr)(T;H )isthe truecor-
relation length ofthe system with short-range interac-
tions. Let us set gh = 0 for the sake ofsim plicity. As
�t! 1 wethen should have

X 0(�t;0) �
�t! 1

exp
h

� jconstj�t� + O (ln�t)
i

; (2.24)

and sim ilar asym ptotic behavior for X !. However,for
the function X �(�t;0)we anticipatethe lim iting form

X �(�t;0) �
�t! 1

c� �t
�� �

: (2.25)

Theexponent� introduced herecharacterizestheasym p-
totic dependence on L=� via X� � (L=�)�� .O urresults
forboth the spherical(n = 1 )and the G aussian m odel
(G M )derived in the following sectionsyield

�SM = �(n = 1 )= �G M = 2 ; (2.26)

in conform ity with Ref.[44].
In theregim eL=� � 1 whereX0 and X ! areexponen-

tially sm all,the im plied contribution � g� to the excess
freeenergy should becom e dom inant:

fex
�
Lg

�
t � 1

�
� g� c� L

�(d+ �+ �+ ��3)
g
���

t : (2.27)

and im ply a corresponding large-L behavior

FC � g�L
�(d+ �+ �+ ��2)

g
���

t (2.28)

ofthe Casim irforce.
In the cases of the spherical and G aussian m odels,

where � = 0 and � is given by Eq.(2.26), the large-
L dependence offex reducesto � L�(d+ ��1) .O urexact
resultsforthesphericaland G aussian m odelsgiven below
con�rm these �ndings. In fact,there are reasonsto ex-
pectthatthelatterL dependenceappliesm oregenerally
even when � > 0.Asprovensom etim eagobyIagolnitzer
and Souillard [74],using theG ri�ths-Sherm an-K elly in-
equalties[75],thetwo-pointnetcorrelation function ofa
ferrom agneticsystem whoseinteractionsdecayasv(�)(x)
in Eq.(1.1)cannotdecay fasterthan the potential. Al-
though wearenotawareofany rigorousproofthatthey
cannot decay slower than the potentialeither [76,77],
it seem s m ost naturalto us to assum e that this cum u-
lantdecaysasx ! 1 according to the sam e powerlaw
astheinteraction potential,barringeventuallogarithm ic
correctionsin specialcases.
Now,the correlation function

G (x)� hS(x)S(0)i� hS(xihS(0)i (2.29)

ofa slab ofsize1 d�1 � L underperiodicboundary con-
ditions(pbc)can beexpressed in term sofitsbulk coun-
terpartG 1 via

G
(pbc)

L
(x)=

1X

j= �1

G 1 (x � jLê1); (2.30)

where ê1 isa unitvectoralong the�nite1-direction.For
�xed x,the term s with j 6= 0 yield L-dependent devi-
ations from the j = 0 bulk term that decay � L�d��

asL ! 1 ,provided the large-distancebehavior(1.1)of
v(�) carriesoverto G 1 . Thissuggeststhat(away from
criticality)the excesscontribution to the free energy of
a d-dim ensionalvolum eisdown by a factorL�� ,so that
theexcessdensity fex behavesasL1�d�� .Toensurecon-
sistency with Eq.(2.27),wem ustthereforehave

� = 2� � : (2.31)

Although our results for the sphericaland G aussian
m odelsdescribed below are in conform ity with thispre-
diction,they do notprovide a nontrivialcheck ofitbe-
cause � vanishes. Such a check should in principle be
possible within the fram ework ofthe � expansion. To
this end,one would have to com pute the scaling func-
tion X � using RG im proved perturbation theory to suf-
�ciently high orders,verify its lim iting behavior (2.25),
and con�rm itsconsistency with Eq.(2.31).

III. SP H ER IC A L M O D EL

A . D e�nition ofthe m odel

Let L � Z
d be the set ofsites x ofa sim ple hyper-

cubic lattice ofsize L1� L2� � � � � Ld.Im posing periodic
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boundary conditionsalong alld principaldirections,we
considera sphericalm odelwith the Ham iltonian

H

kB T
= �

1

2

X

x;x 02L

J(x � x0)

kB T
S(x)S(x0)

� h
X

x2L

S(x)+ s
X

x2L

S
2(x) (3.1)

whosespin variablesS(x)2 R satisfy them ean spherical
constraint

*
X

x2L

S
2(x)

+

= jLj: (3.2)

HerejLj,thecardinality ofthesetL,isthetotalnum ber
ofsites(orspins). Further,s isa realpositive variable,
called spherical�eld, whose value is to be determ ined
from Eq.(3.2). Forsystem ssuch asthe one considered
here,whose spins are allequivalentby translationalin-
variance,the constraint(3.2)�xes allaverageshS2(x)i,
8x 2 L,to be unity.
As before,h = H =kB T denotes a reduced m agnetic

�eld. The pair interaction J(x) consists of nearest-
neighbor bonds and a long-ranged contribution of the
type v(�) speci�ed in Eq.(1.1),with 2 < � < 4;we use
the choice

J(x)= J1 �x;1 +
J2

(�20 + x2)(d+ �)=2
; (3.3)

with J1 � 0 and J2 > 0,where �0 > 0 sets a crossover
length scale beyond which J(x)variesapproxim ately as
J2 x

�d�� .

B . P roperties ofthe interaction potential

In Appendix A weshow thatthe Fouriertransform

~J(q)�
X

x

J(x)e�iq�x (3.4)

ofthisinteraction can be written as

~J(q)= ~J(0)� K kB T 
(q) (3.5)

with

K � �
1

kB T

@ ~J(q)

@q2

�
�
�
�
q= 0

; (3.6)

where
(q)behavesas


(q)= q
2 � bq

� + b4q
4 + b4;1

dX

�= 1

q
4
� + o(q4) (3.7)

forsm allq,and K > 0,b> 0,b4 > 0,and b4 + b4;1 > 0.
The term / b4;1 isanisotropic in q-space. Itisa conse-
quenceofthefactthatthehypercubiclatticebreaksthe

Euclidean sym m etry down to the sym m etry ofa hyper-
cube. For other,less sym m etric lattices m ore than two
fourth-orderinvariantsand hence additionalanisotropic
q4 term swould appear.
O wing to ourchoice(3.3)ofinteraction constants,we

haveJ(x)> 0foralllatticedisplacem entsx.A straight-
forward consequenceisthatthe Ham iltonian (3.1)hasa
unique ground state whose energy for h = 0 is given
by ~J(0). Furtherm ore, ~J(0) > ~J(q) for allnontrivial
wave-vectorsq in the �rstBrillouin BZ1.Itfollowsthat
the resulting valuesofb;:::;b4;1 m ustbe such thatthe
equation 1� bq��2 + q2[b4 + b4;1

P

�
(q�=q)4]= 0 hasno

real-valued solutionsq.
Sincethenonanalyticcontribution� q� arisesfrom the

large-distancetailofJ(x),itscoe�cientk B TK bshould
not dependent on the details of how J(x) behaves at
sm alldistances and hence be independent of�0. O ur
result

b
kB TK

J2
=

�d=2�(� �=2)

2� �[(d+ �)=2]
; (3.8)

derived in Appendix A,con�rm s this expectation. O n
the otherhand,the coe�cientsofthe analytic term sof
ordersq2 and q4 of ~J(q)depend,ofcourse,on J1 and �0.
NotethattheFouriertransform ofthesecond term on

the right-hand side ofEq.(3.3)yieldsa contribution to
the nearest-neighborcoupling J(x)jx= 1 thatdependson
�. Thisdependence can be utilized to m odify this con-
tribution and hence the nearest-neighborcoupling fora
given value ofJ2 by varying �. Ifwe choose,for sim -
plicity, the value zero for the coupling constant J1 in
Eq.(3.3),then theparam eterbbecom es(cf.Appendix A)

b= �
1

�
�(� �=2)�(2� �=2)sin(��=2)(�0=2)

��2
;

(3.9)

which reducesto

b=
2

3
�0 ; d = � = 3; (3.10)

forthecaseofnonretarded van-der-W aalsinteractionsin
threedim ensions.

C . Solution ofthe m odel,free energy,and

constraint equation

De�ning

v2 � �
@

@q2
ln ~J(q)

�
�
q= 0

=
K kB T

~J(0)
; (3.11)

weintroducethe param eter

r�
1

v2

�
2skB T
~J(0)

� 1

�

(3.12)
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and the m ode sum

Ud;
 (rjL)=
1

2jLj

X

q2B Z1

ln[r+ 
(q)]; (3.13)

whereL � (L1;:::;Ld).Asisshown in Appendix A,the
coe�cientv 2 forourchoice(3.3)ofinteraction constants
takesthe value

v2 =
�20

2(� � 2)
(3.14)

when J1 = 0.
Expressed in term s ofthe above quantities,the total

freeenergy FL (K ;h)ofourm odelisgiven by [11]

FL (K ;h)

kB TjLj
= f

(0)(K )+
1

2
sup
r> 0

�

2Ud;
 (rjL)� K r�
h2

K r

�

(3.15)

with

f
(0)(K )=

1

2

�

ln
K

2�
�
K

v2

�

: (3.16)

To determ inethe required suprem um ,wedi�erentiate
Eq.(3.15) with respect to r. This yields as condition
from which r� rL (K ;h)| or,equivalently,thespherical
�eld s ofEq.(3.12)| isto be determ ined,the constraint
equation

K =
h2

K r2
L

+ W d;
 (rL jL) (3.17)

with

W d;
 (rL jL)=
1

jLj

X

q2B Z1

1

rL + 
(q)
: (3.18)

The latterquantity isobviously related to Ud;
 via

Ud;
 (rL jL)= Ud;
 (0jL)+
1

2

Z rL

0

W d;
 (xjL)dx:

(3.19)

Let us recallthat the constraint equation (3.17) can
berecastin theform ofan equation ofstate[11].To see
this,note that Eq.(3.15) yields for the m agnetization
density m L the result

m L (K ;h)= �
@

@h

FL (K ;h)=jLj

kB T
=

h

K rL (K ;h)
; (3.20)

whenever the suprem um is attained for the solution rL
ofEq.(3.17). Using thisto elim inate rL in favorofm L

and h givesusthe equation ofstate

�
1� m

2
L

�
K = W d;


�
h

m L K

�
�
�
�L

�

: (3.21)

In view of this correspondence between the constraint
equation (3.17)and the equation ofstate (3.21),we will

take the liberty ofreferring to the form erhenceforth as
the equation ofstate.
From Eq.(3.20) one can easily read o� that rL for

h = 0 hasthefam iliarm eaning ofan inversesusceptibil-
ity.Letusde�ne the susceptibility by

�L (K ;h)�
@m L (K ;h)

@h
: (3.22)

Taking the derivative ofthe above-m entioned equation
with respectto h ath = 0 then givesthedesired relation

[rL (K ;0)]
�1 = �L (K ;0)K : (3.23)

W e are interested in the lim itwhere alllineardim en-
sionsL2;:::;Ld ! 1 whileL1 rem ains�xed atthe�nite
value L1 � L. Let us em ploy the following convenient
convention: W henever the bold sym bolL in quantities
such asW d;
 (rjL)orrL hasbeen replaced by L,itisun-
derstood thatthe so speci�ed therm odynam ic lim ithas
been taken.Forinstance,Ud;
 (rjL)standsfor

Ud;
 (rjL)� lim
L 2;:::;L d! 1

Ud;
 (rjL); (3.24)

and Ud;
 (rL jL) m eans this function, taken at the cor-
responding lim iting value rL � limL 2;:::;L d! 1 rL ofthe
suprem um rL ,i.e.,ofthe solution to Eq.(3.17).

IV . FIN IT E SIZE B EH AV IO R O F T H E

EQ U A T IO N O F STA T E (3.17)

A . D ecom position ofm ode sum s into bulk and

size-dependent contributions

In order to determ ine the �nite size behavior ofthe
excessfree energy and its consequencesfor the Casim ir
force,wem ustinvestigatetheL dependenceofthem ode
sum s Ud;
 (rL jL) and W d;
 (rL jL) for large L. Let us
�rst focus our attention on the explicit L dependence
ofthese quantities by considering them at an arbitrary
L-independentvalue ofr.W riting

Ud;
 (rjL)= Ud;
 (rj1 )+ �U d;
 (rjL) (4.1)

and

W d;
 (rjL)= W d;
 (rj1 )+ �W d;
 (rjL); (4.2)

wesplito� theirL-independentbulk parts

Ud;
 (rj1 )=
1

2

Z (d)

q2B Z1

ln[r+ 
(q)] (4.3)

and

W d;
 (rj1 )=

Z (d)

q2B Z1

1

r+ 
(q)
; (4.4)
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where

Z (d)

q2B Z1

�

dY

�= 1

Z �

��

dq�

2�
(4.5)

isa convenientshort-hand,from theirL-dependentrests
�U d;
 (rjL) and �W d;
 (rjL). Using Poisson’s sum m a-
tion form ula (A4) (see Appendix C),the latter can be
written as

�U d;
 (rjL)=
1X

k= 1

Z (d)

q2B Z1

cos(q1kL)ln[r+ 
(q)] (4.6)

and

�W d;
 (rjL)=
1X

k= 1

Z (d)

q2B Z1

2cos(q1kL)

r+ 
(q)
; (4.7)

respectively.

B . B ulk equation ofstate

Next, we consider the equation of state (3.17) in
the bulk lim it L ! 1 . At the bulk critical point
K = K c;L = 1 ,h = 0,its solution r � rL = 1 m ust van-
ish.Hence the criticalcoupling K c;1 isgiven by

K c;1 (b)= W d;
 (0j1 ): (4.8)

As indicated,this quantity depends on the interaction
param eterbaswellason allotherinteraction param eters
b4,b4;1,etcappearingin 
(q).De�ning thescaling�elds
gt and gh as

gt = K c;1 � K ; gh = h=
p
K ; (4.9)

we �nd from Eq.(3.17)thatthe bulk quantity r1 isto
be determ ined from

� gt = (gh=r1 )
2 + W d;
 (r1 j1 )� Wd;
 (0j1 ); (4.10)

the \bulk equation ofstate".

1. The case d+ � < 6 with 2 < d < 4 and 2 < � < 4

To study itssolutionsnearthe bulk criticalpoint,we
m ust know how W d;
 behaves for sm allr. Since the
long-ranged interaction / b does not m odify the lead-
ing infrared behavior,it is justi�ed to expand in b. A
straightforward calculation (seeAppendix A)showsthat
provided 2< d < 4,2< � < 4,and d+ � < 6,

W d;
 (rj1 )� Wd;
 (0j1 )

�
r! 0

� Ad r
d=2�1 + (wd + bwd;�)r+ O (r2)

� bBd;� r
(d+ �)=2�2 [1+ o(r)]+ O (b2); (4.11)

where

A d = �
�(1� d=2)

(4�)d=2
> 0 (4.12)

and

B d;� =
� (d+ � � 2)

2(4�)d=2�(d=2)sin[�(d+ �)=2]
> 0 : (4.13)

W e insert the above result into the bulk equation of
state (4.10),keeping only the explicitly shown contribu-
tions. The resulting equation forthe scaled inverse sus-
ceptibility r1 g

�


t isexpected to takea scaling form .To
the linear order ofour analysis in b and the irrelevant
scaling �eldsg� and g!,thisisthe caseprovided a term
linearin b is included in g!. Such a contribution isan-
ticipated on generalgroundsbecausein a �4 theory with
coupling constantu,theRG 
ow oftherunning variable
�u(‘)should be a�ected by term slinearin b;technically,
thism ay be attributed to the factthatsingle insertions
ofthe long-ranged operator (2.9) require contributions
linearin bofthe �4 counterterm .
O n the other hand,the scaling �eld g� should have

no contribution of zeroth order in b because,given an
initialHam iltonian withoutlong-rangeinteractions(b=
0),no long-range interaction can be generated under a
RG transform ation.
In conform ity with these ideas,the choices

g!(b)= wd + bwd;� ; g�(b)= b; (4.14)

(up to nonlinear contributions and a rede�nition ofthe
scalesofthese �elds)turn outto be appropriate. They
entailthatthe resulting bulk equation ofstatescales,so
thatsolutionsr1 to itcan be written as

r1 � g



t R
(1 )

�
ghg

��
t ;g!g

�!
t ;g�g

�!�
t

�
; (4.15)

where the criticalexponents 
 = � (2 � �),�,�,� =
(�=2)(d + 2 � �), !�, and ! take the spherical-m odel
values


SM = 2�SM =
2

d� 2
;

�SM = 0 ; � SM =
d+ 2

2(d� 2)
;

!�;SM = � � 2; (4.16)

and (2.18),respectively.The function R (1 ) isgiven by

R (1 )(xh;x!;x�)

= R
(1 )

0 (xh)+ x! R
(1 )
! (xh)+ x� R

(1 )
� (xh)

+ o(x!;x�); (4.17)

whereR (1 )

0 (xh)isthesolution to the asym ptoticscaled
bulk equation ofstate

1+ x
2
h

�
R

(1 )

0 (xh)
��2

= A d

�
R

(1 )

0 (xh)
�(d�2)=2

; (4.18)
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while the rem aining two functionsaregiven by

R (1 )
! (xh)=

2
�
R

(1 )

0 (xh)
�4

(d� 2)Ad
�
R

(1 )

0 (xh)
�d=2+ 1

+ 4x2
h

(4.19)

and

R (1 )
� (xh)=

� 2Bd;�
�
R

(1 )

0 (xh)
�(d+ �+ 2)=2

(d� 2)Ad
�
R

(1 )

0 (xh)
�d=2+ 1

+ 4x2
h

: (4.20)

For zero m agnetic �eld, the above �ndings sim plify
considerably,giving

r1 j
h= 0

�

�
gt

A d

�

�

1+
2g!(b)

(d� 2)Ad

�
gt

A d

��!

�
2g�(b)B d;�

(d� 2)Ad

�
gt

A d

��!�
�

; (4.21)

whereagain thespherical-m odelvalues(4.16)and (2.18)
m ustbe substituted forthe criticalexponents
,�,!�,
and !.

2. Logarithm ic anom aliesand the case d+ � = 6 with
2 < d < 4

The above results get m odi�ed by the appearance of
logarithm ic anom alies when d = 4 or d + � = 6. O ur
ultim ate interestisto understand the consequencesthis
has for �nite-size scaling and the Casim ir force in the
lattercase.Sincelogarithm icanom aliesoccuralready in
the bulk theory,itwillbe helpfulto clarify their origin
�rstin thissim plercontext.
Thatthe�nite-sizebehaviorgetsm odi�ed by thepres-

enceoflogarithm icanom alieswhen d+ � = 6 wasrecog-
nized already in a paperby Cham atiand one ofus[37].
However,no explanation oftheir cause within the gen-
eralcontextofRG theory wasgiven there.Herewewish
to �llthisgap.Asweshallsee,despitesom esim ilarities
with the situation attheuppercriticaldim ension d = 4,
the m echanism sby which they areproduced in the case
d = 4 and d+ � = 6 with 2< d < 4 aredi�erent.
Letusbegin by recalling thewellunderstood cased =

4 [78].Thecoe�cientsA d and wd both becom esingular
asd ! 4 (see,e.g.,Ref.[79]and Appendix A).Although
wd isnonuniversal,itspole partatd = 4 (a single pole)
is universaland equalto that ofA d, so that the sum
ofthese two term s in Eq.(4.11)produces a �nite rlnr
contribution in the lim itd ! 4. As a consequence,the
leading therm alsingularity ofr1 takesthe form

r1 jh= 0 � gt=jlngtj: (4.22)

In thefram ework ofRG theory theappearanceoflog-
arithm icanom aliesm eansthattheHam iltonian H trans-
form sundera changeofm om entum scale� ! �‘into a
transform ed one H (f�gj(‘)g;‘) whose ‘-dependence can-
not fully be absorbed through scale dependent scaling

�elds�gj(‘)buthasan additionalexplicitdependenceon
‘. W e follow here the notationalconventionsofW egner
[78,80,81]: The �gj(‘) are nonlinear scaling �elds with
initialvalues�gj(1)= gj and eigenexponentsyj;i.e.,

�gj(‘)= ‘
�y j gj : (4.23)

W e denote theirlinearcounterpartsas ��j(‘),and let ��0
with y0 = d be the special�eld associated with the vol-
um e. Ifthe linearized RG operator is diagonalin the
variables�i,then these �elds usually satisfy 
ow equa-
tions,which to quadraticordercan be written as

� ‘
d��i(‘)

d‘
= yi��i+

1

2

X

j;k

aijk ��j ��k ; (4.24)

whereaijk = aikj and aij0 = 0 [80].Provided the condi-
tions

yi 6= yj + yk (4.25)

areful�lled,onearrivesatan expansion oftheform

��i = �gi+
1

2

X

j;k

bijk �gj �gk + ::: (4.26)

with

bijk =
aijk

yj + yk � yi
: (4.27)

Sim ilar conditions involving sum s of m ore than two
eigenexponents,e.g.,yi 6= yj+ yk+ yl,m usthold in order
that the contributions ofthird and higher orders have
a corresponding form with scale-independentexpansion
coe�cients.
W hen conditionssuch asEq.(4.25)areviolated sothat

yi equalsa sum ofotherRG eigenvalues,the coe�cients
ofthe expansion ofthe linear �elds ��i in the nonlinear
ones�gi becom e scale-dependent,involving logarithm sof
‘oreven powersofsuch logarithm s.Forexam ple,when
yi = yj+ yk fora singletriple(i;j;k)with aijk 6= 0,then
bijk getsreplaced by [78,80]

bijk(‘)= � aijk ln‘: (4.28)

Upon m aking the usual choice ‘t = ‘(gt) such that
j�gt(‘t)j= 1,logarithm softresult.
Let us �rst consider the case d + � < 6 with d;� 2

(2;4), and ignore the contributions from allirrelevant
�elds. Then the inequalities(4.25)aswellasthe condi-
tion thatthe linearized RG operatorbe diagonalatthe
critical�xed pointin the (relevant)�eldsaresatis�ed.
Thelogarithm icsingularitiesoneencountersattheup-

per criticaldim ension d = 4 have two sources [78]: (i)
The exponent�0 = d isequalto twice the therm alRG
eigenexponent yt = 1=�; (ii) a m arginaloperator (�4)
m ust be taken into account,so that an in�nite num ber
ofeigenexponent inequalities (4.25) and its analogs in-
volvingm orethan threeRG eigenexponentsareviolated.
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The known consequences are that the leading therm al
singularities have logarithm ic anom alies which for gen-
eralvaluesofn consistofnontrivialpowersoflngt.
Next,we turn to the cased+ � = 6 with d;� 2 (2;4).

A sim ilarity with the case d = 4 is that the coe�cient
wd;� (which is again universal)hasa single pole atd +
� = 6 that cancels with the pole ofBd;� such that a
contribution / rlnrisproduced in thelim it� ! 6� d of
Eq.(4.11).Thustheanalogofthisequation ford+ � = 6
becom es

W d;
 (rj1 )� Wd;
 (0j1 )

�
r! 0

� Ad r
d=2�1 + (wd + ~wd b)r

+ bK d rlnr+ O (b2) (4.29)

with

~wd =
K d

2
+ w

reg

d;6�d
; (4.30)

whereK d denotesthe conventionalfactor

K d �

Z

q

�(jqj� 1)=
2

(4�)d=2 �(d=2)
> 0 ; (4.31)

while w reg

d;6�d
m eansthe regularpart

w
reg

d;6�d
= lim

�! 6�d

�
2K d

� + d� 6
+ wd;�

�

(4.32)

ofwd;� at� = 6� d.
Upon substituting theaboveresultinto thebulk equa-

tion ofstate (4.10),we see that instead ofEqs.(4.15){
(4.20)wenow have

r1 � g



t

h

R
(1 )

0 (xh)+ g
�!
t R (1 )

! (xh)�

�

n

wd + b ~wd + bK d ln
�
g



tR
(1 )

0 (xh)
�oi

;(4.33)

which sim pli�esto

r1 j
h= 0

�

�
gt

A d

�

�

1+
2

(d� 2)Ad

�
gt

A d

��!
�

�

h

wd + b ~wd + b
2K d

d� 2
ln

gt

A d

i�

(4.34)

when h = 0.
The origin ofthe logarithm ic corrections / b is due

to thepreviously m entioned m ixing oftheb-independent
linearpartoftheirrelevantscaling�eld g! (which wede-
noteas��)with �� / b,whichled ustoconcludethatthe
scaling �eldsg! and g� can bechosen asin Eq.(4.14)up
to nonlinearcontributions.Recalling that�� isexpected
to contributeto thechangeof�! underRG transform a-
tions,but �� cannot be generated when 2 < � < 4 if
the initialHam iltonian does not involve any long-range
interactions,one concludesthatthistranslatesinto 
ow
equationsofthe form

� ‘
d

d‘
��! = y! ��! + a!� ��� + :::;

� ‘
d

d‘
��� = y� ��� + :::; (4.35)

with a!� 6= 0.Aslong asd+ � < 6,the eigenexponents
y� and y! di�er.In thatcasethese 
ow equationsyield

��!(‘) = �g!(‘)+
a!�

y� � y!
�g�(‘)+ :::; (4.36)

���(‘) = �g�(‘)+ :::; (4.37)

which in turn im pliesthatg! involvesa linearcom bina-
tion of�! and ��,in conform ity with Eq.(4.14).
Ford + � = 6,the sphericalm odelyields y� = y! =

d� 4 [cf.Eq.(2.11)]. O wing to thisdegeneracy,the ex-
pansion (4.36)getsreplaced by

��!(‘)= �g!(‘)� a!� �g�(‘)ln‘; (4.38)

which in turns leads to the logarithm ic tem perature
anom aly in Eq.(4.34).
Thegeneralm echanism wehaveidenti�ed hereaspro-

ducingthelogarithm icanom aliesin thecased+ � = 6is,
ofcourse,notnew;a briefdiscussion ofitm ay be found
in Sec.V.E.1 ofRef.[80].

C . Finite-size scaling form ofequation ofstate

W e now proceed with our analysis of the �nite-size
behavior.To thisend we m ustwork outthe large-L de-
pendenceofthefunctions�W d;
 and �U d;
 .Expanding
again to linearorderin bgives

�W d;
 (rjL)= �W (0)

d;

(rjL)+ b�W (1)

d;

(rjL)+ O (b2);

(4.39)

wherethesuperscripts(0)and (1)on theright-hand side
indicate respectively the function �W d;
 (rjL) and its
�rstderivative with respectto b,taken atb = 0. From
Eqs.(3.7)and (4.4)weobtain

�W (0)

d;

(rjL)=

1X

k= 1

Z (d)

q2B Z1

2cos(q1kL)

r+ 
(q)
(4.40)

and

�W (1)

d;

(rjL)=

1X

k= 1

Z (d)

q2B Z1

2q� cos(q1kL)

[r+ 
(q)]2
: (4.41)

The q-integrations (cosine transform s) appearing in
these equations are well-de�ned as long as r > 0 and
L > 0.In orderto obtain theasym ptoticbehaviorofthe
functions(4.40)and (4.41)forr ! 0,we extend the q-
integrationsto thefullq-spaceRd and m akethereplace-
m ent
(q)! q2 in theirdenom inators.Thisam ountsto
theom ission ofcontributionsthatareregularin rorless
singular than those retained. The resulting expression
for the right-hand side ofEq.(4.40) is easily evaluated
by noting thatitisnothing else than the di�erence be-
tween the free propagator G (pbc)

L
ofEq.(2.30) and its
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bulk counterpartG 1 ,given by

G 1 (djr;x) �

Z (d)

q

eiq�x

r+ q2

= r
(d�2)=2

K d=2�1

�
x
p
r
�

(2�)d=2
�
x
p
r
�d=2�1

; (4.42)

with x � jxj.
O nethusarrivesat

�W (0)

d;

(rjL)�

2

Ld�2

1X

k= 1

G 1 (djrL2;k)

=
K d�1

Ld�2

Z 1

0

pd�2
p
rL2 + p2

dp

e

p
rL 2+ p2 � 1

; (4.43)

wherethesecond line followsfrom the�rstonewith the
aid ofthe representation

G 1 (djr;x)=

Z (d�1)

qk

e
�jx 1j(r+ q

2

k
)
1=2

2(r+ q2
k
)1=2

e
ix k�qk (4.44)

upon interchanging thesum m ation overk with the inte-
gration overthed� 1 dim ensionalwave-vectorqk conju-
gate to xk = (x2;:::;xd),the com ponent ofx perpen-
dicularto ê1.
In orderto com pute the analogousapproxim ation for

�W (1)

d;

(rjL),we proceed asfollows. Applying the iden-

tity

q�

(r+ q2)2
= @r

�
rq��2

r+ q2

�

(4.45)

to theintegrand ofEq.(4.41),weseethattheright-hand
sideofthisequation isthederivative@r ofan expression
thatdi�ersfrom theright-hand sideofEq.(4.40)m erely
through an extra power ofq��2 in the integrand. This
tells us thatthe rolesofthe �lm propagatorG L (djr;x)
and its bulk counterpart G 1 (djr;x) in Eq.(4.43) now
aretaken overby the m odi�ed �lm propagator

G L (d;�jr;x)=
1

L

X

q12
2�

L
Z

Z (d�1)

qk

q��2 eiq�x

r+ q2
(4.46)

and itsL = 1 analog,respectively,which obviously re-
duce to the form ertwo when � = 2.
Letusde�ne the function

Q d;�(y) �
y

2

�
G L = 1(d;�jy;0)� G1 (d;�jy;0)

�

= y

1X

k= 1

Z (d)

q

q��2 cos(q1k)

y+ q2
: (4.47)

Herethesecond representation followsagain by Poisson’s
sum m ation form ula (A4).
In term softhisfunction,the analog ofEq.(4.43)be-

com es

�W (1)

d;

(rjL)�

2

Ld+ ��4
Q
0
d;�(rL

2); (4.48)

where the prim e indicates a derivative,i.e.,Q 0
d;�(y) �

@Q d;�(y)=@y. Furtherm ore, our result (4.43) for

�W (0)

d;

(rjL)can be written as

�W (0)

d;

(rjL)� L

�(d�2) 2

rL2
Q d;2(rL

2): (4.49)

Explicit results for the propagator G 1 (d;�jr;x) and
the functionsQ d;�(y)are derived in Appendix B. Asis
shown there,G 1 (d;�jr;x)can be calculated forgeneral
valuesof� 2 (2;4)and expressed in term sofgeneralized
hypergeom etricfunctions.From theseresultstheasym p-
toticbehaviorofthefunctionsQ d;�(y)forlargeand sm all
valuesofy can be inferred in a straightforward m anner
(seeAppendixesB 2).W em anagedtoexpressQ d;�(y)for
generalvaluesof(d;�)in term sofelem entaryand special
functionsup toaseriesoftheform

P 1

j= 1
(:),buthavenot

been ableto obtain closed-form analyticresultsforthese
seriesin general.However,foravariety ofspecialchoices
(d;�),we succeeded in deriving explicitanalytic expres-
sionsforthe functionsQ d;�. In particular,allfunctions
Q d;� required for the analysis ofthe case d = � = 3 of
nonretarded van-der-W aalsinteractionsin three dim en-
sionsaredeterm ined analytically in Appendix B.
From the above results the �nite-size scaling form of

the equation ofstate nearthe bulk criticalpointfollows
in a straightforward fashion. Let us choose the scaling
variables�tand �h in Eq.(2.19)as

�t = (K c;1 � K )Ld�2 ; (4.50)

�h = hK
�1=2

L
(d+ 2)=2

; (4.51)

�g! and �g� in accordance with Eq.(4.14),and introduce
the scaled inversesusceptibility

�rL � rL L

=� = rL L

2
; (4.52)

where again the spherical-m odelvalues (4.16)were uti-
lized forthe exponents�=� and 
=�.
Upon subtracting from the equation of state (3.21)

its bulk analog at the critical point and inserting
Eqs.(4.2),(4.11),(4.48),and (4.49),we obtain for the
case2< d < 4,2< � < 4,and d+ � < 6:

�t � �
�
�h=�rL

�2
+ A d �r

d=2�1

L
� 2�r�1

L
Q d;2(�rL )� �g! �rL

+ �g�
h

B d;��r
(d+ ��4)=2

L
� 2Q0d;�(�rL )

i

: (4.53)

The resulthasthe expected scaling form . W e can solve
for�rL (atleastin principle)to determ ineitasa function
R ofthe other scaled variables. Hence we have shown,
to linearorderin g!,g�,and b,thatthe inverse suscep-
tibility rL can be written as

rL = L
�2 R (�t;�h;�g!;�g�) (4.54)

in the appropriate�nite-sizescaling regim e.By analogy
with theexpansion (4.17)m adein thebulk case,wewrite

R (�t;�h;�g!;�g�)

= R 0(�t;�h)+ �g! R !(�t;�h)+ �g� R �(�t;�h)+ o(�g!;�g�):

(4.55)
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Here R 0(�t;�h) is the solution to Eq.(4.53) with �g! and
�g� = 0 setto zero.Theothertwo functionsarefound to
be given by

R !(�t;�h)=
2[R 0(�t;�h)]

4

N (�t;�h)
(4.56)

and

R �(�t;�h)=
4R 3

0 Q
0
d;�(R 0)� 2Bd;� R

(d+ �+ 2)=2

0

N (�t;�h)
(4.57)

with

N (�t;�h) = (d� 2)Ad R
d=2+ 1

0 + 4�h2

+ 4R 0

�
Q d;2(R 0)� R0 Q

0
d;2(R 0)

�
;(4.58)

whereR 0 standsforR 0(�t;�h).
In the large-L lim itthe foregoing resultsm ustreduce

to our above ones for the bulk,Eqs.(4.15)and (4.17){
(4.21).Thisim pliesthelim iting behavior

R [�t(L);�h(L);�g!(L);�g�(L)]

�
L ! 1

�t2� R (1 )(ghg
��
t ;g!g

�!
t ;g�g

�!�
t ) (4.59)

and corresponding relations between the other R -
functionsand theirbulk counterparts,nam ely

R a[�t(L);�h(L)] �
L ! 1

�t2� R (1 )
a (ghg

��
t ); a = 0;!;� :

(4.60)

For d + � = 6 with 2 < d < 4 and 2 < � < 4,a
logarithm ic anom alies appear again in the equation of
state and its solution. A sim ple way to obtain these is
to take the lim its� ! 6� d ofEqs.(4.53){(4.58).This
yields

�t � �
�
�h=�rL

�2
+ A d �r

d=2�1

L
� 2�r�1

L
Q d;2(�rL )

� (wd + ~wd b)L
d�4 �rL

� �g�

�

2Q 0
d;6�d (�rL )+ K d �rL ln

�rL
L2

�

(4.61)

and

rL � L
�2
h

R 0(�t;�h)+ L
�(4�d) R !(�t;�h)

n

wd + ~wd b

+ 2bQ 0
d;6�d [R 0(�t;�h)][R 0(�t;�h)]

�1

+ bK d ln
�
L
�2 R 0(�t;�h)

�oi

: (4.62)

The logarithm ic anom alies m anifest them selves
through the contributions that depend explicitly on
lnL2 (ratherthan m erely on scaled variables).

D . R elation betw een �nite-size and bulk inverse

susceptibility

The results ofthe previous section can be com bined
with those forthe bulk equation ofstate to expressthe

inverse scaled �nite-size susceptibility �rL in term sofits
bulk counterpart

�r1 � r1 L

=� = r1 L

2
; (4.63)

ratherthan thescaled tem perature�eld �t.Therelation-
ship between �rL and �r1 willbeneeded in thenextsection
to determ ine the excessfree energy asa function ofthe
inversebulk susceptibility r1 .Sincethesecond-m om ent
correlation length �1 ofthe sphericalm odelisgiven by
r
�1=2
1 (up to anorm alization factor),thisgivesusrL and
the excessfree energy expressed in term sof�1 .

1. The case d+ � < 6 with 2 < d < 4 and 2 < � < 4

W e equatethe �nite-size equation ofstate (4.53)with
itsanalog for�r1 ,

�t � ��h2�r�21 + A d �r
(d�2)=2
1

� �g! �r1 + �g�B d;��r
(d+ ��4)=2
1 ; (4.64)

and substitute for�rL the ansatz

�rL � R0(�r1 ;�h)+ �g�R�(�r1 ;�h)+ �g!R!(�r1 ;�h): (4.65)

ThisyieldsforR0 = R0(�r1 ;�h)the equation

2R�10 Q d;2(R0) = A d

�
R
(d�2)=2

0 � �r(d�2)=21

�

� �h2
�
R
�2
0 � �r�21

�
(4.66)

and forthe otherfunctionsthe solutions

R!(�r1 ;�h)=
2R0
N

(R0 � �r1 ) (4.67)

and

R�(�r1 ;�h) =
2R0
N

h

B d;�

�

�r(d+ ��4)=21

� R
(d+ ��4)=2

0

�

+ 2Q 0
d;�(R0)

i

; (4.68)

whereN m eansthe function

N(�r1 ;�h) = 4�h2 R�20 + (d� 2)Ad R
(d�2)=2

0

+ 4R�10 Q d;2(R0)� 4Q0d;2(R0): (4.69)

2. The case d+ � = 6 with 2 < d < 4

The analog ofEq.(4.64) is given by Eq.(4.61) with
�rL replaced by �r1 and the term s involving Q d;2 and
Q 0
d;6�d dropped. O wing to the presence ofthe logarith-

m ic anom aly / b,the ansatz(4.65)m ustbe m odi�ed so
asto allow foran explicitL-dependenceofR�:

�rL � R0(�r1 ;�h)+ �g�R�(�r1 ;�h;L)

+ (wd + ~wdb)L
d�4

R!(�r1 ;�h): (4.70)
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Instead ofEq.(4.68),wenow have

R�(�r1 ;�h;L) =
2R0
N

n

K d

h

R0 ln(R0=L
2)

� �r1 ln
�r1
L2

i

+ 2Q 0
d;6�d (R0)

o

; (4.71)

wherethefunction N continuestobegiven by Eq.(4.69).
Likewise,Eqs.(4.66) and (4.67) for R0 and R! rem ain
valid.
In the case ofprim ary interest,d = 3,these results

can be augm ented by determ ining the explicit solution
to Eq.(4.66)for h = 0. To this end,we substitute the
result (B19) derived in Appendix B 1 for the function
Q 3;2.Straightforward algebraicm anipulationsthen lead
to

R0(�r1 ;0) = 4arccsch2
�
2 exp

�
�
p
�r1 =2

��

= 4ln2
h1

2

�

e
p
�r1 =2 +

p

4+ e
p
�r1 =2

�i

:(4.72)

Thisand theassociatedscalingfunction thatfollowsfrom
it via Eq.(4.67)are depicted in Figs.1 and 2),respec-
tively. Figure 3 showsthe function R�(�r1 ;0;L)de�ned
in Eq.(4.71).
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0
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R

0

(

�

r

1

;

0

)

FIG . 1: Scaling function R0(�r1 ;0) for d = 3, as given
by Eq. (4.72). The dotted line represents the asym ptote
R0;as(�r1 ;0)= �r1 thatthisfunction approachesforlarge val-
uesof�r1 in an exponentialm anner.

In conjunction with Eqs.(4.67), (4.68), and (4.70),
the result(4.72)givesusthe asym ptotic behaviorofrL
for h = 0 in three dim ensions including corrections-to-
scaling,in an explicitanalyticform .

V . FIN IT E-SIZE B EH AV IO R O F FR EE

EN ER G Y A N D C A SIM IR FO R C E

W enow turn to thecom putation ofthe�nite-sizefree
energy (3.15),beginning again with the cased+ � < 6.
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FIG .2: Scaling function R! (�r1 ;0) for d = 3 one obtains by
inserting Eq.(4.72)into (4.67).
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FIG .3: Function R�(�r1 ;0;L) for d = 3 and the indicated
valuesofL,asobtained by insertion ofEq.(4.72)into (4.71).

A . T he case d+ � < 6 w ith 2 < d < 4 and 2 < � < 4

In order to use Eq.(3.19),we need the L-dependent
partofUd;
 (0jL). The calculation is perform ed in Ap-
pendix C,giving

�U d;
 (0jL) �
L ! 1

L
�d
�
� G M
C (d)+ �g� �

G M
�;C (d;�)+ O (b2)

�
:

(5.1)

Here

� G M
C (d)= � �

�d=2 �(d=2)�(d) (5.2)

and

� G M
�;C (d;�)= �

2��2 �(d+ � � 2)�[(d+ � � 2)=2]

�d=2 �(1� �=2)
(5.3)

arethevaluesoftheCasim iram plitudes(2.21)and (2.22)
forourG aussian m odel,where�(d)isthe Riem ann zeta
function.
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Upon exploiting the relation (B5)between thederiva-
tiveofQ d+ 2;2(r)=rand Q d;2(r)=rderived in Appendix B,
onecan readily integrateEq.(4.49)to obtain

�U (0)

d;

(rjL)� � L

�d
h

� G M
C (d)+

4�

rL2
Q d+ 2;2(rL

2)
i

:

(5.4)

Likewise,�U (1)

d;

(rjL)followsbyintegration ofEq.(4.48).

A sim ple integration by partsyields

�U (1)

d;

(rjL)� L

�(d+ ��2)
Q d;�(rL

2): (5.5)

The aboveresultscan now be com bined in a straight-
forward fashion to determ inethescaled free-energy den-
sity fL Ld�1 .O negets

L
d�1 (fL � Lf

(0))� �(�t;�r;�h;�g!;�g�)
�
�
�r= �rL

(5.6)

with

�(�t;�r;�h;�g!;�g�)

�
1

2
�r�t�

�h2

2�r
�
A d

d
�rd=2 �

4�

�r
Q d+ 2;2(�r)+

�g!
4
�r2

+ �g�
h

� G M
�;C (d;�)+ Q d;�(�r)�

B d;�

d+ � � 2
�r(d+ ��2)=2

i

;

(5.7)

where f(0) � f(0)(K ) denotes the sm ooth background
term (3.16). As indicated,the function Y in the �rst
equation m ustbe taken atthe solution �rL ofthe scaled
equation ofstate@Y (�t;�r;�h;�g!;�g�)=@�r= 0,Eq.(4.53).
The bulk free-energy density (pervolum e)fbk follows

from this in a straightforward m anner. As is shown in
Appendix B,thefunctionsQ d;2(r)and Q d;�6= 2(r)behave
forlargevaluesofr as

Q d;2(r) =
r! 1

r(d+ 1)=4

2(2�)(d�1)=2
e
�
p
r
�
1+ O

�
r
�1=2

��
(5.8)

and

Q d;�(r) =
r! 1

� �G M�;C (d;�)�
D �(d)

r
+ O

�
r
�2
�
; (5.9)

respectively,where

D �(d)=
2� �[(d+ �)=2]

�d=2 �(� �=2)
�(d+ �); (5.10)

according to Eq.(B33). Though not needed here,the
value ofthiscoe�cientappearsin oursubsequentanal-
ysis;it is positive for 2 < � < 4 and vanishes both at
� = 2 and 4. Since the sam e appliesto � G M

�;C (d + 2;�),
the results (5.8) and (5.9) are in conform ity with each
other.
Hence neitherthe term / Q d+ 2;2 in Eq.(5.6)northe

sum ofQ d;� and � G M
�;C (d;�)contributein thetherm ody-

nam icbulk lim it.The rem aining term syield

fbk � f
(0) �

r1

2
gt�

g2h

2r1
�
A d

d
r
d=2
1 +

g!

4
r
2
1

� g�
B d;�

d+ � � 2
r
(d+ ��2)=2
1 : (5.11)

The di�erence of the right-hand sides of Eqs. (5.6)
and (5.11) gives us the scaled excess free-energy den-
sity Ld�1 fsingex . In the result,the scaling function R of
Eq.(4.54) m ust be substituted for �r, and for r1 , we
have the scaling form (4.15)and the relationship (4.59)
between the scaling functions R and R 1 . O bviously,
theresulting expression forLd�1 fsingex thereforecom plies
with the scaling form (2.14).
To deriveand describewhatthism eansin term sofex-

plicitresultsforscaling functions,itis advantageousto
elim inate the tem perature�eld gt in favorofthe inverse
bulk susceptibility r1 (which in the sphericalm odelis
related to thebulk correlation length �1 via r1 / ��21 ).
The advantage originates from the explicit results we
have been able to get for the dependence of�rL on �r1 .
Denoting the corresponding analogsofthe scaling func-
tionsX ;:::;X ! in Eqs.(2.14)and (2.20)by Y;:::;Y!,
wewrite

f
sing
ex � L

�(d�1)
Y (r1 L

2
;hL

�=�
;g!L

�!
;g�L

�! � )
(5.12)

with

Y (�r1 ;�h;�g!;�g�) = Y0(�r1 ;�h)+ �g! Y!(�r1 ;�h)

+ �g� Y�(�r1 ;�h)+ :::: (5.13)

The above results in conjunction with those of
Sec.IV C and IV D yield the scaling functions

Y0(�r1 ;�h) = �
A d

2
�r(d�2)=21 [�r1 � R0(�r1 ;�h)]

+
A d

d

�
�rd=21 � R

d=2

0 (�r1 ;�h)
�

�
4� Q d+ 2;2[R0(�r1 ;�h)]

R0(�r1 ;�h)

�
�h2
�
�r1 � R0(�r1 ;�h)

�2

2�r21 R0(�r1 ;�h)
; (5.14)

Y!(�r1 ;�h)=
1

4
[�r1 � R0(�r1 ;�h)]2 ; (5.15)

and

Y�(�r1 ;�h) = � G M
�;C (d;�)+ Q d;�[R0(�r1 ;�h)]

+ B d;�

�
�r(d+ ��2)=21 � R

(d+ ��2)=2

0 (�r1 ;�h)

d+ � � 2

�
�r1 � R0(�r1 ;�h)

2
�r(d+ ��4)=21

�

: (5.16)

Notethat�r1 isthefullinversebulk susceptibility,which
itselfhas corrections to scaling � g! and g� according
to Eq.(4.54). Expanding it in powers ofg! and g� to
expressfsingex in term sof�rjg! = g� = 0 would producecontri-
butionslinearin g! and g�,in addition tothoseinvolving
Y! and Y�.



16

1. Behavior atbulk criticality

Atthe bulk criticalpoint(bcp)T = Tc;1 ,h = 0,the
aboveresultsreduceto

f
sing

ex,bcp
�

L ! 1
L
�(d�1)

h

� SM
C (d)+ � SM

!;C (d)
g!(b)

L4�d

+ � SM
�;C (d;�)

g�(b)

L��2
+ :::

i

; (5.17)

where� SM
C ,� SM

!;C ,and �
SM
�;C ,thespherical-m odelvalues

ofthe am plitudes(2.21){(2.23),aregiven by [82,83]

� SM
C (d) � Y0(0;0)

= �
A d

d
R
d=2

0;bcp
�
4� Q d+ 2;2(R0;bcp)

R0;bcp

; (5.18)

� SM
!;C (d) � Y!(0;0)= R

2
0;bcp=4; (5.19)

and

� SM
�;C (d;�) � Y�(0;0)

= � G M
�;C (d;�)+ Q d;�(R0;bcp)

�
B d;�

d+ � � 2
R
(d+ ��2)=2

0;bcp
: (5.20)

Here R0;bcp � R0(0;0) is the d-dependent solution to
Eq.(4.66)atthe bulk criticalpoint.
Thus at bulk criticality,the scaling �elds g! and g�

indeed give leading and next-to-leading corrections to
the fam iliar �rst term involving the Casim ir am plitude
� SM
C (d)ofthe sphericalm odelwith short-rangeinterac-

tions.

2. Behavior for T > Tc;1 and h = 0

Next,we considerthe case T > Tc;1 and h = 0. As
L ! 1 ,the scaled inverse �nite-size and bulk suscep-
tibilities �rL and �r1 both tend towards+ 1 . Hence,to
obtain the asym ptotic large-L behavior,we m uststudy
thebehaviorofthefunctionsR0,R!,and R� in thelim it
�r1 ! 1 .Clearly,R0(�r1 ;�h)! �r1 as �r1 ! 1 . To de-
term ine the asym ptotic large-�r1 behaviorofR0(�r1 ;0),
we choose �r1 so large that the function Q d;2(R0) in
Eq.(4.66))can safely bereplaced by the�rstterm ofits
asym ptotic expansion (5.8). Solving for R0(�r1 ;0) then
yields

R0(�r1 ;0) =
�r1 ! 1

�r1 +
2(2�)(1�d)=2

(d� 2)Ad
�r(5�d)=41 e

��r
1=2

1

�
�
1+ O

�
�r�1=21

��
; (5.21)

where �r1 now also isto be taken ath = 0.
Usingthisresulttogetherwith Eqs.(5.8)and (5.9),one

can derivethelarge-�r1 behaviorofthescaling functions
Y0,Y! and Y� in a straightforward fashion.O neobtains

Y0(�r1 ;0) =
�r1 ! 1

�
1+ O (�r�1=21 )

(2�)(d�1)=2
�r(d�1)=41 e

��r
1=2
1 ; (5.22)

Y!(�r1 ;0) =
�r1 ! 1

(2�)1�d

(d� 2)2 A 2
d

�r(5�d)=21 e
�2�r

1=2

1

�
�
1+ O

�
�r�1=21

��
; (5.23)

and

Y�(�r1 ;0) =
�r1 ! 1

� D�(d)�r
�1
1 + O (�r�21 ); (5.24)

where D �(d) is the constant introduced in Eq.(5.10).
Unlike Y0(�r1 ;0) and Y!(�r1 ;0),which decay exponen-
tially,the scaling function Y�(�r1 ;0) decays in an alge-
braicm anner.
Thusthe contribution due to thislatterslowly decay-

ing term governsthe large-L behaviorofthe excessfree
energy fsingex for T > Tc;1 whenever the coupling con-
stantbofthe long-rangepotentialdoesnotvanish.O ne
has

f
sing
ex �

L ! 1
� g�(b)

D �(d)

r1
L
�(d+ ��1)

� � g�(b)L
�(d+ ��1)

D �(d)
�
gt

A d

��

; (5.25)

wherewesubstituted Eq.(4.21)forr1 to obtain thesec-
ond line. This strongly contrasts with the asym ptotic
form that applies in the absence oflong-range interac-
tions:

f
sing
ex

�
�
b= 0

�
L ! 1

� (2�L)�
d� 1

2

�
gt

A d

� d� 1

4



e
�(g t=A d )

�
L
:

(5.26)

B . T he case d+ � = 6 w ith 2 < d < 4

Proceeding along sim ilarlinesasin theforegoing sub-
section,one can derive the analogsofEqs.(5.6),(5.11),
(5.12),and (5.13).They read

L
d�1 (fL � Lf

(0))

�
1

2
�rL �t�

�h2

2�rL
�
A d

d
�rd=2
L

�
4�

�rL
Q d+ 2;2(�rL )

+
1

4
(wd + ~wd b)L

d�4 �r2L

+ �g�
h

� G M
6�d;C (d)+ Q d;6�d (�rL )+

K d

4
�r2L ln

�rL
L2

i

;

(5.27)

fbk � f
(0) �

r1

2
gt�

g2h

2r1
�
A d

d
r
d=2
1

+
wd + b ~wd

4
r
2
1 + g�

K d

4
r
2
1 lnr1 ;

(5.28)

and

L
d�1

f
sing
ex � Y0(�r1 ;�h)+ (wd + ~wd b)L

d�4
Y!(�r1 ;�h)

+ �g� Y�(�r1 ;�h;L)+ :::; (5.29)
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where

Y�(�r1 ;�h;L) = � G M
�;C (d;6� d)+ Qd;6�d [R0(�r1 ;�h)]

+
K d

4

�
�
�r1 � 2R0(�r1 ;�h)

�
�r1 ln

�r1
L2

+ R
2
0(�r1 ;�h)ln

R0(�r1 ;�h)

L2

�

: (5.30)

whilethefunctionsY0 and Y! rem ain given byEqs.(5.14)
and (5.15),respectively. O wing to the presence ofloga-
rithm icanom alies,theanalogsofthescaling functionsY
and Y� in Eq.(5.13)have an additionalexplicitdepen-
denceon L.Itshould also berem em bered thatlogarith-
m icanom aliesresidealsoin thetem perature-dependence
ofthe b-dependentcorrectionsto scaling of�r1 .
The scaling functionsY0(�r1 ;0)and Y!(�r1 ;0)forthe

three-dim ensionalcase are plotted in Figs.4 and 5,re-
spectively. In Fig.6,the function Y�(�r1 ;h = 0;L) is

0 2 4 6 8
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0

asymptote

L=�
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Y

0

(

�

r

1

;

0

)

FIG . 4: Scaling function Y0(�r1 ;0) for d = 3 (full line).
The dashed line represents the asym ptote (5.22). The value
Y0(0;0)= � SM

C (d = 3)which Y0(�r1 ;0)approachesas�r1 ! 0
is known exactly: According to Ref. [82], it is given by
� SM

C (3)= � 2�(3)=(5�)= � 0:15305:::.

displayed forthe cased = � = 3 and som evaluesofL.

1. Behavior atbulk criticality

Letusagain seehow theseresultssim plify atthebulk
criticalpoint.From Eqs.(5.29){(5.30)oneeasily deduces
the asym ptoticbehavior

f
sing

ex,bcp
�

L ! 1
L
�(d�1)

�

� SM
C (d)

+
g�(b)

L4�d

�
K d

4
R
2
0;bcp ln

R0;bcp

L2

+ � G M
�;C (d;6� d)+ Qd;6�d

�
R0;bcp

�
�

+ � SM
!;C (d)

wd + ~wd b

L4�d
+ :::

�

: (5.31)
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FIG .5:Scaling function Y! (�r1 ;0)ford = 3 (fulllined).The
dashed line representsthe asym ptote (5.23).
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FIG .6:Function Y�(�r1 ;0;L)ford = � = 3and theindicated
values ofL (dashed-dotted and fulllines). The dashed line
representsthe corresponding asym ptote (5.24) with d = � =
3.

The leading corrections to scaling now results from
the b-dependent contribution involving the logarithm ic
anom aly.

2. Behavior for T > Tc;1 and h = 0

TurningtothecaseofT > Tc;1 and h = 0,letusagain
considerthe asym ptotic behavioroffsingex forL ! 1 at
�xed T > Tc;1 .Upon inserting thelarge-�r1 form (5.21)
ofR0 intotheresult(5.30)forY�,oneseesthatthecontri-
bution in curly bracketsdecaysexponentially and hence
asym ptotically negligible com pared to the algebraically
decaying contribution from the sum ofthe two term sin
the �rstline ofthisequation. Thism eansthatthe lim -
iting form (5.24)carriesoverto the presentcase,except
thatwem ustset� = 6� d.Sincethe expressions(5.14)
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and (5.15)forthescalingfunctionsY0 andY!| andhence
theirlim iting form s(5.22)and (5.23)| continueto hold,
the results (5.25)and (5.26)for the leading asym ptotic
behavioroffsingex when b6= 0 orb= 0,respectively,also
rem ain valid.

3. The case d = � = 3

In Fig.7 the scaled excessfree-energy densities(5.29)
ofthe three-dim ensionalcase with nonretarded van-der-
W aals-type interactions (� = 3) and without those are
com pared forthe chosen value L = 50 ofthe slab thick-
nessL.Forsim plicity,wehavesetthenonuniversalcon-
stantswd and ~wd to unity. Ascan clearly be seen from
thedouble-logarithm icplot(b),theasym ptoticbehavior
forlargeL=�1 when b6= 0ischaracterized bytheasym p-
tote (5.24)and di�ers strongly from its counterpartfor
the short-rangecaseb= 0.
In order to illustrate the e�ect ofthe explicit depen-

dence ofthe scaled excessfree-energy density (5.29)for
nonvanishing interaction constantb on L,we display in
Fig.8 linearand double-logarithm icplotsofL2 fsingex for
a variety ofvaluesofL,including L = 1 . Forthe sake
ofsim plicity,we have setthe nonuniversalconstantswd

and ~wd to unity.

C . T he C asim ir force

Using the results ofthe foregoing subsection for the
excessfreeenergy,thelarge-scalebehavioroftheCasim ir
force (2.3) can be derived in a straightforward fashion.
Depending on whetherd+ � < 6 ord+ � = 6,wehave

F
sing

C

kB T
� L

�d
�
�0(�r1 ;�h)+ g!(b)L

�! �!(�r1 ;�h)

+ g�(b)L
�! � ��(�r1 ;�h)+ :::

�
(5.32)

or

F
sing

C

kB T
� L

�d
�
�0(�r1 ;�h)+ (wd + ~wdb)L

�! �!(�r1 ;�h)

+ g�(b)L
�! ��(�r1 ;�h;L)+ :::

�
; (5.33)

where! and !� taketheirspherical-m odelvalues(2.18)
and (4.16),respectively. The scaling form (5.32)should
hold m oregenerally forthen-vectorm odelwith 2 < d <

4 even when d + � = 6,as long as ! and !� are not
degenerate. This applies,in particular,to the case d =
� = 3 ofnonretarded van-der-W aalsinteractions,albeit
with the appropriate(di�erent)valuesof! and !�,and
di�erentscaling functions.
BytakingthederivativesofEqs.(5.12)and (5.29)with

respecttoL,onecan expresstheabovefunctions�0,:::,

�� in term softhe functionsY0,:::,Y�.O ne �nds

�0(�r1 ;�h)=

�

d� 1� 2�r1 @�r1 �
�

�
�h@�h

�

Y0(�r1 ;�h);

(5.34)

�!(�r1 ;�h)=

�

d+ ! � 1� 2�r1 @�r1 �
�

�
�h@�h

�

Y!(�r1 ;�h);

(5.35)

��(�r1 ;�h)=

�

d+ !� � 1� 2�r1 @�r1 �
�

�
�h@�h

�

Y�(�r1 ;�h);

(5.36)

and

��(�r1 ;�h;L) =

�

d+ !� � 1� 2�r1 @�r1 �
�

�
�h@�h

� L@L

�

Y�(�r1 ;�h;L); (5.37)

whereagain thespherical-m odelvalues(2.18)and (4.16)
m ustbe substituted for!,!�,and �=� [84].
Noting thatthe lim itofR0 as�r1 and �h approach the

bulk criticalpointexists,

R0(�r1 ;�h) =
�r1 ;�h! 0

R0;bcp + o(�r1 ;�h); (5.38)

one sees that the sam e applies to the scaling functions
Yi(�r1 ;�h):

Yi(�r1 ;�h) =
�r1 ;�h! 0

Yi(0;0)+ o(�r1 ;�h); i= 0;!;�:

(5.39)

Hence the term s in Eqs. (5.34){(5.37) involving the
derivativeswith respectto �r1 and �h yield vanishing con-
tributionsasthebulk criticalpointisapproached.Using
this in conjunction with Eqs.(5.18){(5.20) and (5.31),
one �nds that the values ofthese functions at the bulk
criticalpointbecom e

�0(0;0) = (d� 1)�SMC (d); (5.40)

�!(0;0) = (d+ ! � 1)�SM!;C (d); (5.41)

��(0;0) = (d+ !� � 1)�SM�;C (d;�); (5.42)

and

��(0;0;L) = 3
�
� G M
�;C (d;6� d)+ Qd;6�d

�
R0;bcp

��

+
K d

4
R
2
0;bcp

�

2+ 3ln
R0;bcp

L2

�

: (5.43)

Toobtain thecriticalCasim irforcesin thecasesd+ � <

6 and d+ � = 6,we m ustsim ply substitute the scaling
functions �i in Eqs.(5.32) and (5.33),respectively,by
theirabovevaluesatthe bulk criticalpoint.
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FIG .7: Scaled excess free-energy density (5.29) of the three-dim ensionalsphericalm odelin a L � 1
2 slab with periodic

boundary conditions for L = 50,plotted versus the �nite-size scaling variable L=�1 �
p
�r1 (a). The solid line corresponds

to the case � = 3 ofnonretarded van-der-W aals-type interactions with g�(b)� b= 2=3;the dashed line shows resultsforthe
short-range case b= 0 forcom parison. In (b)the graphsdisplayed in (a)are plotted in a double-logarithm ic m anner. In this
representation the asym ptote (5.24) (dotted line) becom es a straight line with the slope � 2. The nonuniversalconstants w d

and ~w d both have been setto unity.
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FIG .8: Scaled excess free-energy densities (5.29) ofthe three-dim ensionalsphericalm odelin a L � 1
2 slab with periodic

boundary conditionsand nonretarded van-der-W aals-type interactions(� = 3). The resultsforvariouschoicesofL including
L = 1 are shown aslinear(a)and double-logarithm ic plots(b). The asym ptotes(dotted lines)correspond to the power-law
behavior(5.24).The nonuniversalconstantsw d and ~w d both have been setto unity.

The asym ptotic form softhe Casim irforce asL ! 1

at �xed tem perature T > Tc;1 and zero m agnetic �eld
can beinferred in a straightforward fashion from thecor-
responding results (5.25)and (5.26)for the excessfree-
energy density. Depending on whether a long-range in-
teraction / bispresentorabsent,onehas

F
sing

C

kB T

�
�
�
�
�
b6= 0

�
L ! 1

� g�(b)(d+ � � 1)
D �(d)

Ld+ �

�
gt

A d

� �


(5.44)

orthe exponentialdecay

F
sing

C

kB T

�
�
�
�
�
b= 0

�
L ! 1

�
(gt=A d)

(d+ 1)
=4

(2�L)(d�1)=2
e
�L (g t=A d)

�

: (5.45)

Hereagainthespherical-m odelvalues(4.16)m ustbesub-
stituted for
 and �.
Figure 9 shows a com parison of the Casim ir

forces(5.33)ofa1 2� L slabofthicknessL = 50with and
withoutvan-der-W aals-type interactions(� = 3),where
wehaveagain setthe nonuniversalconstantswd and ~wd

to unity. The double-logarithm ic plot (b) again nicely
dem onstratesthe approach to the asym ptote � �r�11 and
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the qualitatively di�erent behavior in the short-range
case.
In Fig.10 we illustrate how the scaled Casim ir force

forthecasewith van-der-W aals-typeinteractions(� = 3)
variesunderchangesofthe slab thicknessL.

V I. SU M M A R Y A N D C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaperwehavestudied thee�ectsoflong-range
interactions whose pair potential decays at large dis-
tances as x�d�� with 2 < � < 4. Prom inentexam ples
ofsuch interactions are nonretarded and retarded van-
der-W aalsforces.Thelatterareubiquitousin nature;in
particular,they arepresentin 
uids.
Application ofthe phenom enologicaltheory of�nite-

sizescalingrevealed thatsuch long-rangeinteractionsare
ofthe kind term ed \subleading long-rangeinteractions"
[36]and hence should yield correctionsto scaling in the
criticalregim enearthe bulk criticalpoint.
Forsystem sbelonging to the universality classofthe

n-com ponent �4 m odelin d dim ensions,the associated
correction-to-scaling exponent !�, given in Eq.(2.11),
has a larger value than its counterpart ! associated
with the conventional leading corrections-to-scaling of
d � 3 dim ensionalsystem swith short-rangeinteractions.
Hencethecorrections-to-scalinggoverned by !� arenext
to leading.
However,irrespectiveofwhether! issm allerorlarger

than !�,the subleading long-range interactions yield a
contribution to theCasim irforcethatdecaysin a power-
law fashion asa function ofthe�lm thicknessL,both at
and away from the bulk criticaltem perature Tc;b. Since
the
uctuation-induced Casim irforceonehaseven in the
absenceoftheselong-rangeinteractions,forT > Tc;b de-
caysexponentially on thescaleofthecorrelation length,
the contribution due to the long-range interactions be-
com esdom inantforsu�ciently largeL.
To corroboratethese�ndingswesolved a m ean spher-

icalm odelwith such long-rangeinteractions| and hence
the lim itn ! 1 ofthe corresponding n-vectorm odel|
exactly.Forgeneralvaluesof�;d 2 (2;4),wecon�rm ed
the anticipated �nite-size scaling behavior, and deter-
m ined thescalingfunctionsto�rstorderin theirrelevant
scaling �eldsg! and g�.
A crucial,though notunexpected,discovery wasthat

the scaling �eld associated with the conventionallead-
ing correctionsto scaling,g!,dependson the strength b
ofthe long-range interactions. Thisdependence playsa
rolein them echanism producing thelogarithm icanom a-
liesby which the�nite-sizescalingbehaviorofourm odel
turned outtobem odi�ed when d+ � = 6.In thesespecial
cases| which include, in particular, the physically im -
portantoneofnonretarded van-der-W aalsinteractionsin
threedim ensions| anom aliesofthiskind showed up in b-
dependent(leading)correctionsto scaling.W ewereable
to clarify theirorigin (see Sec.IV B 2):They are caused
bythedegeneracy! = !� ofthetwocorrection-to-scaling

exponentsin conjunction with the b-dependenceofg!.

Thus,three-dim ensionalsystem sbelonging to theuni-
versalityclassesofthescalar�4 m odeland itsO (n)coun-
terpartswith n < 1 should notexhibitsuch logarithm ic
anom alies because their correction-to-scaling exponents
! and !� arenotdegenerate.

Itwould be worthwhile to extend the presentwork in
a num ber ofdi�erent directions. W e have focused our
attention here on the case oftem peratures T � Tc;1 .
An obvious next step is a detailed investigation ofthe
m odelfortem peraturesbelow thebulk criticaltem pera-
tureTc;1 .Forthesphericalm odelwith periodicbound-
ary conditionsconsidered here,such an extension,which
wedeferto a futurepublication,isrelatively straightfor-
ward.

Thescaling form sderived in thispaperon thebasisof
phenom enologicalscaling ideasinvolved nontrivialcriti-
calindices,such as� and 
=� = 2� �,and thecorrection-
to-scalingexponent!.Although theexactresultsforthe
sphericalm odelwewereabletopresentarein conform ity
with thepredicted m oregeneral�nite-sizescaling form s,
they neitherperm itusto corroboratethe appearanceof
a nontrivialvalueof� norto verify the n-dependenceof
! for the n-vector m odel. A desirable com plem entary
check ofthe phenom enologicalpredictionsthat iscapa-
ble ofidentifying nontrivialvalues of � as wellas the
n-dependenceofitand otherexponentscan be m adeby
perform ing a two-loop RG analysisforsm all� = 4� d.
W e have perform ed such an analysis;its results willbe
published elsewhere[48].

Valuable alternative checks of our phenom enological
predictionsshould be possible by m eansofM onte Carlo
sim ulations.Although itisquite a challenge to perform
accurateM onteCarlosim ulationsofnear-criticalsystem s
with long-rangeinteractions,suitablealgorithm swerede-
veloped and dem onstrated to be quite e�cient recently
[85,86,87]. W e therefore believe thataccurate testsof
ourpredictionsvia such sim ulationsarefeasible.

An obviously im portantdirection forfurtherresearch
is the extension of our work to other than periodic
boundary conditions,nam ely,those ofa kind giving a
betterrepresentation oftypicalexperim entalsituations.
Im portant exam ples are slabs with Dirichlet boundary
conditionson both boundary planes,orm ore generally,
Robin boundary conditions. Although som e aspects of
our above �ndings should carry over to such boundary
conditions| e.g.,theform ofthescaled variablesencoun-
tered here and the power-law decrease of the Casim ir
away from thebulk criticaltem perature| itisclearthat
any quantitativecom parison between theoreticalpredic-
tionsand resultsofa given experim entrequiresthatap-
propriate boundary conditions have been chosen in the
calculations.W e leavesuch extensionsto future work.
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FIG .9:Scaled Casim irforce(5.33)ofthethree-dim ensionalsphericalm odelin aL� 1 2 slab with periodicboundary conditions
for L = 50,plotted versus the �nite-size scaling variable L=�1 �

p
�r1 (a). The solid line corresponds to the case � = 3 of

nonretarded van-der-W aals-type interactions with g�(b)� b= 2=3;the dashed line representsresultsforthe short-range case
b= 0 forcom parison.In (b)thegraphsdisplayed in (a)are plotted in a double-logarithm ic m anner.In thisrepresentation the
asym ptote (5.44)� �r�11 (dotted line)becom esa straightline with the slope � 2. The nonuniversalconstantsw d and ~w d both
have been setto unity.
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A P P EN D IX A :FO U R IER T R A N SFO R M O F T H E

IN T ER A C T IO N P O T EN T IA L

In this appendix we wish to derive the sm all-
m om entum behavior of the Fourier transform (3.4) of
the pair interaction J(x) introduced in Eq.(3.3). To
this end we introduce a lattice constant a� for each of
the principaldirections ofthe sim ple hypercubic lattice
in d dim ension we are concerned with. W e assum e that
the lattice has an odd num ber 2N � + 1 (with N � 2 N)
oflayersperpendicularto the x� axis,so thatitslinear
extension along the x�-direction isL� = (2N � + 1)a�.
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W ith these conventions the lattice Fourier trans-
form (3.4)ofthe pairinteraction (3.3)becom es

~J(q)=
N 1X

j1= �N 1

� � �

N dX

jd= �N d

J
�
x
(j)
�

dY

�= 1

e
�îq � j� ; (A1)

wherex(j) = (j�a�)and wehaveintroduced the dim en-
sionless m om entum com ponents q̂� = q�a�. The m o-
m entum q takes values in the �rst Brillouin zone,i.e.,
q� = 2���=L� with �� = � N�;� N� + 1;:::;N �.
The contribution proportionalto J1 ofEq.(3.3)gives

the usualresult for nearest-neighbor interactions on a
hypercubiclattice:

~J1(q) = 2J1

dX

�= 0

cos(̂q�) (A2)

= 2J1

�

d�
1

2
q̂
2 +

1
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dX

�= 1

�
q̂
4
� + O

�
q̂
6
�

��
�

: (A3)

To com pute the Fourier transform of the rem aining
partofthe interaction (3.3),which we denote asJ2(x),
it is usefulto recallPoisson’s sum m ation form ula [88,
p.31]

1X

j= �1

�(t� ja)=
1

a

1X

m = �1

e
i2�m t=a

: (A4)

Applyingthegeneralized functionson both sidestoatest
function f(t)whose supportisrestricted to [� L=2;L=2]
gives

NX

j= �N

f(ja)=
1X

m = �1

Z L =2

�L =2

dt

a
e
i2�m t=a

f(t): (A5)

Sinceweareinterested in a system ofm acroscopiclat-
eralextent,we take the lim its N � ! 1 for all� > 1,
keeping the associated lattice constants a� > 0 �xed.
W e thusobtain

~J2(q)=
X

m 2Zd

Z

V L

ddx

va
J2(x)

dY

�= 1

e
�i(q � �2�m � =a� )x� ;

(A6)

where va =
Q d

�= 1
a� isthe volum e ofthe unitcell,and

the integration isovera slab V L = [� L=2;L=2]� R
d�1

ofthicknessL � L1.
The term swith m 6= 0 re
ectthe lattice structure of

the m odeland give contributionsanisotropic in q space
(aswellasisotropicones).O wing to the restricted inte-
gration regim e,the m = 0 term also yieldsq-dependent
contributions (which, however, are sm allfor large L).
These anisotropies add to those originating from the
short-rangecontribution (A2)and produce,in particular,
a nonzero value ofthe coe�cientb 4;1 ofthe anisotropic
q4� term sin Eq.(3.7).

W ehaveem phasized theim portanceoflong-rangevan-
der-W aals type interactions for 
uids before. Let us
thereforeconsiderthecaseofsim pleisotropic
uids.For
such system sitisappropriatetotakethecontinuum lim it
a� ! 0.Then thecontributionsofthem 6= 0 term svan-
ish by the Riem ann-Lebesguelem m a.W e have

va ~J2(q) � !
fa� ! 0g

~J(cont)
2;L

(q)�

Z

V L

d
d
xJ2(x)e

�iq�x
:

(A7)

In order that ~J2(q) have a nontrivialcontinuum lim it,
thecoupling constantJ2 m ustbescaled such thatJ2=va
approachesa �nite value J(cont)

2 > 0.

The Fourier transform has an explicit L-dependence
due to the restriction of the x1-integration to a �nite
interval. However,the deviation from itsbulk analog is
sm all,unless L is very sm all: The integration over the
parallelcoordinatesxk yieldsa function ofx1 thatvaries
� x

���1
1 forlarge x1. The errorresulting from

R1
L

dx1

thereforedecreasesasL�� ,i.e.,decays� N
��
1 when a1 >

0. Let us ignore this L-dependence and determ ine the

behaviorofitsbulk counterpart ~J(cont)2;1 (q)forsm allq.

The calculation ofthe latter is straightforward. The
required angularintegralis

Z

d
d e
iq�x = (2�)d=2(qx)1�d=2 Jd� 2

2

(qx): (A8)

Perform ing the rem aining radialintegration gives

~J(cont)2;1 (q)= J
(cont)

2 2�d=2
�

q

2�0

��=2 K �=2(�0q)

�[(d+ �)=2]
; (A9)

whereK �=2 isam odi�ed Besselfunction.From itsknown
asym ptotic behaviorforsm allvaluesofq one easily de-
rivesthe lim iting form

��0
~J(cont)2;1 (q)

J
(cont)

2

=
q! 0

A 0 + A 2 (�0q)
2 + A 4 (�0q)

4

� A� (�0q)
� + O

�
q
�+ 2

;q
6
�
:(A10)

in which

A 0 = � 2(� � 2)A2 = � 8(4� �)(� � 2)A4

=
�d=2 �(�=2)

�[(d+ �)=2])
; (A11)

while A � isgiven by the right-hand side ofEq.(3.8).

Theratios� A2=A 0 and A �=A 2 yield thevalues (3.11)
and (3.9)ofthecoe�cientsv 2 and b,respectively,forthe
case ofvanishing nearest-neighbor interaction constant
J1.
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A P P EN D IX B :C A LC U LA T IO N O F T H E

FU N C T IO N S Q d;�(y)

According to Eq.(4.47) the function Q d;�(y) can be
represented as

Q d;�(y) =
y

2

"
X

q122�Z

Z (d�1)

qk

�

Z (d)

q

#

q��2

y+ q2
(B1)

= y
(d+ ��2)=2

1X

k= 1

G 1 (d;�j1;k
p
y): (B2)

To obtain the second form (B1), we have utilized the
property

G 1 (d;�jr;x)= r
(d+ ��4)=2

G 1 (d;�j1;x
p
r); (B3)

ofthe bulk propagator.
The case � = 2 is specialin thatthe sum m ation and

integration overq1 in Eq.(B1)can easily be perform ed
to reduce Q d;2 to a singleintegral,nam ely

Q d;2(y)=
yK d�1

2

Z 1

0

dp
pd�2

�
e

p
y+ p2 � 1

�p
y+ p2

: (B4)

Integralsofthiskind werealsoencountered in K rech and
Dietrich’swork [31,32]on the Casim ire�ectin system s
with short-rangeinteractions.
From Eq.(B4)itisnotdi�cultto derive a usefulre-

lation between Q d+ 2;2 and Q d;2:

@

@y

Q d+ 2;2(y)

y
= �

Q d;2(y)

4�y
: (B5)

To do this,one sim ply m ustinterchange the di�erentia-
tion ofQ d+ 2;2(y)=y with respect to y with the integra-
tion over p,replace the y-derivative ofthe integrand’s
y-dependentpartby a derivativewith respectto p2,and
then integrateby parts.
Returning to the case ofgeneral�,we note that the

representation (B2) has the advantage of linking the
asym ptotic behavior ofQ d;�(y) for large values ofy to
thatofG 1 (d;�j1;x).In addition,therearesom especial
valuesof(d;�)forwhich itallowsone to derive closed-
form analyticalexpressionsforQ d;� in a straightforward
fashion.W ethereforebegin by com putingthebulk prop-
agator.

1. C alculation ofthe propagator G 1 (d;�jr;x)

W e startfrom Eq.(4.46)and perform the angularin-
tegrationsusing ourpreviousresult(A8).Thisgives

G 1 (d;�j1;x)=
x1�d=2

(2�)d=2

Z 1

0

dq
q��2+ d=2

1+ q2
Jd� 2

2

(qx):

(B6)

The required integralcan be evaluated with the aid of
Eq.(6.565.8) ofRef.[89]or M athematica [90]. O ne
obtains

G 1 (d;�j1;x)

=
� csc[�(d+ �)=2]

(4�)d=2

�

� 0F
(reg)

1

�

;
d

2
;
x2

4

�

+
�
x

2

�4�d��

1F
(reg)

2

�

1;2�
�

2
;3�

d+ �

2
;
x2

4

��

;

(B7)

where 0F
(reg)

1 and 0F
(reg)

1 areregularized generalized hy-
pergeom etricfunction which can be expressed as

0F
(reg)

1

�
;d=2;x2=4

�
= (x=2)1�d=2 Id� 2

2

(x) (B8)

and

1F
(reg)

2 (�;�;
;z)= 1F 2(�;�;
;z)

�(�)�(
)
: (B9)

in term s of the m odi�ed Bessel function of the �rst
kind I� and the generalized hypergeom etric function
1F 2(�;�;
;z), respectively. Their Taylor expansions
read

0F
(reg)

1 (;d=2;z)=
1X

j= 0

zj

j!�(j+ d=2)
(B10)

and

1F
(reg)

2 [1;2� �=2;3� (d+ �)=2;z]

=
1X

j= 0

zj

�(j+ 2� �=2)�[j+ 3� (d+ �)=2]
:(B11)

For � = 2,we recoverthe fam iliar result for the free
propagatorofsystem swith short-rangeinteractions:

G 1 (d;2j1;x)= (2�)�d=2 x�(d�2)=2 K d� 2

2

(x): (B12)

The latterisknown to decay exponentially;the fam iliar
asym ptoticexpansion oftheBesselfunctionsK � im plies
that

G 1 (d;2j1;x)

=
x! 1

x�(d�1)=2 e�x

2(2�)(d�1)=2

�m �1X

j= 0

�[(d� 1+ 2j)=2]

j!�[(d� 1� 2j)=2]
(2x)�j

+ O
�
x
�m

�
�

: (B13)

W hen 2< � < 4,theFouriertransform ofthepropaga-
torG 1 (d;�j1;x)isnotregularin qatq= 0.Thisentails
thatthepropagatordecaysonly asan inversepowerofx.
An easy way to obtain itsasym ptotic expansion forthis
caseistostartfrom Eq.(B6),doarescalingq! Q = qx,
expand thefactor(1+ Q x�2 )�1 oftheresultingintegrand
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in powersofx�2 ,and integratetheseriesterm wise.This
leadsto the asym ptotic expansion

G 1 (d;�j1;x)

=
x! 1

2��2

�d=2 xd+ ��2

m �1X

j= 0

�[j+ (d+ � � 2)=2]

�(1� j� �=2)

(� 4)j

x2j

+ O (x�2m ): (B14)

Let us see how the above results can be em ployed
to com pute the required Q d;�. To treat the three-
dim ensionalcase,weneed Q d;2(y)ford = 3and d = 5,as
wellasQ 3;3,and theirderivatives.SinceQ 0

3;2(y)involves
Q 1;2(y),we also determ ine the latter. Forthese choices
ofd,theresult(B12)reducesto

G 1 (1;2j1;x)=
1

2
e
�x

; (B15)

G 1 (3;2j1;x)=
1

4�x
e
�x

; (B16)

and

G 1 (5;2j1;x)=
1+ x

8�2x3
e
�x

; (B17)

respectively. Upon substituting these expressions into
Eq.(B2),the seriescan be sum m ed,giving

Q 1;2(y)=
1

2

p
y

exp(
p
y)� 1

; (B18)

Q 3;2(y)= �
y

4�
ln
�
1� e

�
p
y
�
; (B19)

and

Q 5;2(y)=
y

8�2
�
Li3

�
e
�
p
y
�
+
p
yLi2

�
e
�
p
y
��
; (B20)

whereLip isthe polylogarithm icfunction,

Lip(z)=
1X

j= 1

zj

jp
: (B21)

Ascan easily be checked,these results(B18){(B20)are
in conform ity with Eq.(B5). Plotsofthe functionsare
displayed in Fig.11.
Forotherchoicesof� and d| including � = d = 3|

theseries(B2)cannotin generalbesum m ed analytically.
Thissuggeststhatonehasto resortto num ericalm eans.
To thisend a di�erentrepresentation ofQ d;�,which we
are now going to derive from Eq.(B1), proved to be
m ore e�ective. Rem arkably,thisrepresentation enabled
usto derive even a closed-form analyticalexpression for
Q 3;3(y).
Note,�rst,thatthe subtracted q-integralin Eq.(B1)

isthebulk propagatoratx = 0.Both thelim itx ! 0 of
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FIG .11: The functionsQ 5;2(y)(fullline). Q 3;2(y)(dashed),
and Q 1;2(y)=10 (dash-dotted),respectively.

Eq.(B7)aswellastheexplicitcalculation oftheintegral
R(d)
q

yield

G 1 (d;�jy;0)= � y
(d+ ��4)=2 �

2
K d csc[� (d+ �)=2]:

(B22)

W hen d+ � � 4,this resultinvolvesanalytic continua-
tion in d sincetheintegralisultraviolet(uv)divergentin
thiscase.The sam eL-independentuv divergencesm ust
occur in the �rstterm ofEq.(B1),so that they cancel
in the di�erence. W e �nd it m ostconvenientto handle
uv divergencesofthiskind,which occuratinterm ediate
steps,by m eans ofdim ensionalregularization. Readers
preferring to work with a large-m om entum cuto� � are
encouraged toutilizeasm ooth variantofit,sinceasharp
cuto� isknown to give unphysicalresultsin treatm ents
of�nite-size e�ectsbased on the sm all-m om entum form
ofthe inversefree propagator,i.e.,of
(q)[36].
Next,considera term oftheseries

P

q1
in Eq.(B1).It

isgiven by the integral

Id;�(q1;y)= K d�1

Z 1

0

dqk q
d�2

k

(q21 + q2
k
)(��2)=2

y+ q21 + q2
k

:

(B23)

Itscalculation forq1 = 0 isstraightforward,giving

Id;�(0;y)= K d�1 y
(d+ ��5)=2 �

2cos[� (d+ �)=2]
: (B24)

It can also be com puted in closed form for q1 6= 0;
the result involves a hypergeom etric function 2F1 and
algebraic functions ofy and q1. Rather than working
with thisexpressiondirectly,itism oreconvenienttosplit
o�appropriateterm scontainingtheuv singularitiesthey
contribute to the series

P

q1
in Eq.(B1). W hetherand

whatkind ofsubtractionsare necessary dependson the
valuesofd and � forwhich Q d;� isneeded.TheQ d;�(y)
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with thelargestvaluesofd+ � encounteredin ouranalysis
ofthe three-dim ensionalcase with � = 3 are Q 5;2 and
Q 3;3. Thus the largest value of d + � for which Q d;�

is required is 7. Using power counting we see that the

strongestpossibleuv singularity ofthebulk integral
R(d)
q

in Eq.(B1)is� �d+ ��4 .Henceitissu�cienttosubtract
from theintegral(B23)itsTaylorexpansion to�rstorder
in y. Thisensuresthatthe di�erence,sum m ed overq1,
producesauv �niteresult.Allpolesm ustoriginatefrom
the subtracted term s and cancelwith those ofthe bulk
contribution in Eq.(B1).

Accordingly,wedecom poseId;�(q1;y)as

Id;�(q1;y)=
1X

k= 0

I
(0;k)

d;�
(q1;0)

yk

k!
+ Zd;�(q1;y); (B25)

where I(0;k)
d;�

denotes the kth derivative ofthe function
Id;� with respectto itssecond argum ent.Com puting the
integralsoftheTaylorcoe�cientsand therem ainderZ d;�

yields

I
(0;k)

d;�
(q1;0) =

(� 1)k

2
k!K d�1 jq1j

d+ ��5�2k

� B

�
d� 1

2
;
5+ 2k� d� �

2

�

(B26)

and

Zd;�(q1;y)

=
K d�1 �

2cos[� (d+ �)=2]

"

y(��2)=2

(y+ q21)
(3�d)=2

�
y2 jq1j

d+ ��7

y+ q21

�[(d� 1)=2]

�(3� �=2)
�

� 2F
(reg)

1

�

1;
d� 1

2
;
d+ � � 5

2
;

q21

y+ q21

�#

;(B27)

whereB (a;b)and 2F
(reg)

1 aretheEulerbetafunction and
the regularized hypergeom etricfunction

2F
(reg)

1 (a;b;c;z)= 2F1(a;b;c;z)=�(c); (B28)

respectively.

W enow substitutetheaboveresultsinto therepresen-
tation (B1)ofQ d;�,utilizing the factthatseries

P

q16= 0

ofpurepowersofq1 givezeta functions:

X

q122�Z

6= 0

jq1j
�s = 2

�(s)

(2�)s
: (B29)

Theresultis

Q d;�(y) = y

�
1

2
y
(d+ ��5)=2

Id;�(0;1)+
1X

j= 1

Zd;�(2�j;y)

+
�(5� d� �)

(2�)5�d��
Id;�(1;0)

+ y
�(7� d� �)

(2�)7�d��
I
(0;1)

d;�
(1;0)

+
K d �

4
y
(d+ ��4)=2 csc[� (d+ �)=2]

�

:(B30)

Evaluating thisexpression for(d;�)= (3;2)and (5;2)
with theaid ofM athematica [90],wehavechecked that
the previous results (B18){(B20)for Q 1;2(y),Q 3;2,and
Q 5;2(y)arerecovered.Itcan alsobeutilized todeterm ine
Q 3;3(y)analytically. To thisend one rewritesthe series
coe�cientZ 3;3 as

Z3;3(2�j;y) =
y

4�2j
�

p
y

2�
arccos

� 2�j
p
y+ 4�2j2

�

=
p
y

Z y

0

dt

p
t

8�2j(t+ 4�2j2)
(B31)

and interchangestheintegration overtwith thesum m a-
tion over j. In this m anner the series

P

j
Z3;3 can be

com puted,and oneobtains

Q 3;3(y) =
y

12
+

y2

4�2

�

1� ln

� p
y

2�

��

+
y3=2

2�

�
�

4
+ Im

�

ln�

�

i

p
y

2�

���

: (B32)

A plotofthisfunction isshown in Fig.12.
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FIG .12: The function Q 3;3(y). The in-set is a logarithm ic-
linear plot of this function, which illustrates the approach
to the lim iting value � � G M

�;C (3;3) = � �2=90 im plied by
Eqs.(5.9)and (5.3).
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2. A sym ptotic behavior ofQ d;�(y) for sm alland

large values ofy

The asym ptotic behavior ofthe function Q d;2(y) for
large values of y readily follows from the representa-
tion (B2)in conjunction with the asym ptotic expansion
(B13)ofthebulk propagator(B12).Theresultone�nds
forgeneralvaluesofd,

Q d;2(y) =
y! 1

y(d+ 1)=4

2(2�)(d�1)=2
e
�
p
y
h

1+ O

�

y
�1=2

�i

;

(B33)

can be veri�ed to be in accordance with the large-y be-
havior ofthe explicit expressions (B18){(B20) ofthese
functionsford = 1;3,and 5.
To determ inethelarge-y behaviorofQ d;�(y)with 2 <

� < 4,we insert the asym ptotic expansion (B14) into
Eq.(B2). The sum m ationsoverk can be perform ed for
theexpansion coe�cients,giving�-functions.In thisway
onearrivesatthe asym ptoticexpansion

Q d;�(y) =
y! 1

2��2

�d=2

m �1X

j= 0

�
�[j+ (d+ � � 2)=2]

�(1� j� �=2)

� �(d+ � + 2j� 2)
(� 4)j

yj

�

+ O (y�m ):

(B34)

Again,onecan em ploy ourexplicitresult(B32)forQ 3;3

to verify this asym ptotic series. Note, that the se-
ries (B34) truncates when � is even,e.g.,when � = 2.
This ensures the consistency with the exponentialde-
cay (B33)onehasfor� = 2.
Theasym ptoticbehaviorofQ d;2(y)forsm ally can be

convenientlyobtained from Eq.(B30)for1 < d < 7.O ne
�ndsthat

Q d;2(y) =
y! 0

p
� �[(3� d)=2]

(4�)d=2

h

y
(d�1)=2

�
B (1� d=2;1=2)

2�
y
d=2 +

2�(3� d)

(2�)3�d
y

+
(d� 3)�(5� d)

(2�)5�d
y
2 + O (y3)

i

; (B35)

provided d 6= 1;3;5. The behavior in the latter cases
followsby expansion aboutthese valuesofd. The poles
that the � function yields for individualterm s at such
odd integervaluesofdcancel,and logarithm sofyem erge
when d = 3or5.Theexpansionsonegetsin thism anner,

Q 1;2(y) =
y! 0

1

2
�

p
y

4
+

y

24
�

y2

1440
+ O (y3); (B36)

Q 3;2(y) =
y! 0

�
y

8�
lny+

y3=2

8�
�

y2

96�
+ O (y3); (B37)

and

Q 5;2(y) =
y! 0

�(3)y

8�2
�
1� lny

32�2
y
2 �

y5=2

48�2
+ O (y3);

(B38)

agreewith thoseoftheanalyticexpressions(B18),(B19),
and (B20).
The sm all-y behaviorofQ d;� with 2 < � < 4 can be

determ ined from Eq.(B30) in a sim ilar fashion. O ne
obtains

Q d;�(y)

=
y! 0

K d�1

4
B

�
d+ � + 1

2
;
1� d� �

2

��

y
(d+ ��3)=2

+ B

�
d� 1

2
;
1

2

� cot[�(d+ �)=2]

2�
y
(d+ ��2)=2

+ B

�
d� 1

2
;
5� d� �

2

� 4cos[(�(d+ �)=2]

(2�)6�d��

�

h

�(5� d� �)y+
(d+ � � 5)�(7� d� �)y2

(4� �)(2�)2

i

+ O (y3)

�

: (B39)

To dealwith the case ofQ 3;3,one can set� = 3 and
expand aboutd = 3.Thisgives

Q 3;3(y) =
y! 0

y

12
�
y3=2

8
+

y2

8�2

�

2� 2CE � ln
y

4�2

�

+ O (y3); (B40)

where CE = 0:7772156:::isthe Euler-M ascheronicon-
stant. The result is consistent with what one obtains
from the analyticexpression (B32)forQ 3;3.

A P P EN D IX C :C A LC U LA T IO N O F �U d;! (0jL)

W e startfrom Eqs.(3.13)and (4.1),takethe therm o-
dynam ic lim it Lk ! 1 ,and utilize the continuum ap-
proxim ation. Upon transform ing the discrete sum over
them om entum com ponentq1 bym eansofPoisson’ssum -
m ation form ula (A4),wearriveat

�U d;
 (0jL)=
1X

j= 1

Z (d)

q

cos(jq1L)ln
q : (C1)

W e substitute for 
q its sm all-m om entum form (3.7),
expand the logarithm as

ln
q = ln
�
q
2 + O (q4)

�
� bq

��2 + O
�
b
2
�
; (C2)

drop allsuppressed term s,and extend the q-integration
to Rd.
The contribution from lnq2 is known from the short-

rangecase[28,31,32],easilycalculated,and given by the
b-independentterm on the right-hand side ofEq.(5.1).
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The O (b) contribution involves a di�erence of critical
bulk and �nite-size propagatorsatx = 0 forwhich one
obtains,using Eqs.(B7),(B10),and (B11),

1

2
(G L � G1 )(d;� + 2j0;0)=

1X

j= 1

G 1 (d;� + 2j0;jL)

= L
2�d�� 2��2 �[(d+ � � 2)=2]�(d+ � � 2)

�d=2 �(1� �=2)
: (C3)

Adding both contributionsyieldsthe resultdisplayed
in Eq.(5.1).
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