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T he study of nonlinear phenom ena has changed dram atically during the last two decades or
50, as an increasing num ber of once forbidding problem s have becom e am enable to treatm ent
by faster and cheaper com puters. From coupled anham onic oscillators to gravitational
clustering, from plasm a physics to the dynam ics of phase transitions, num erical sin ulations
are often the only toolto probe the physics of com plex nonlinear system s [

Typically, we are Interested In investigating the behavior of a particular physical system
described by ordinary or partial nonlinear di erential equations. In the present work, focus
w illbem ostly on the latter case, which can be thought ofas representing system sw ith nitely
or in niely m any coupled degrees of freedom . A part from very few excsptions, such askink
solutions for sine-6 ordon or * models B], nonlinear partial di erential equations have no
analytical solutions. T he situation iseven worse ifwe attem pt to m odel realistic behavior by
coupling the system to an extemalenvironm ent. T his extermal environm ent often represents
a them alorquantum bath, adding an elem ent of stochasticity to the detem inistic evolution
equations. In order to gain som e Insight Into the role of nonlinearities, perturbation theory
is frequently used. However, exam ples ranging from the sinple pendulum equation [] to
critical phenom ena during phase transitions B] rem ind us that perturbation theory breaks
dow n precisely in the region ofparam eter space w here nonlineare ectsbecom e predom inant.

T he altemative is to address the problem num erically, solving the equations of interest
using a com puter. In the case of partial di erential equations, the problm is sst up on
a lattice which represents a particular choice of discretization procedure. For a function
of d-dim ensional position and tine, f (X;t), satisfying som e partial di erential equation
w ith given initial and boundary conditions, we typically construct a d-din ensional lattice
of a given geom etry, say cubic or trangular, to represent space at a particular instant,
and replicate it at (usually regular) intervals to represent tim e. The continuous function
m ay then be discretized follow ing wellprescribed rules by which continuous derwvatives are
approxin ated by nite ratios of the lattice variables H].

The use of a spatial Jattice introduces two arti cial length scales; the h acroscopic’ size



of the lattice In each dim ension, L, and the h icroscopic’ distance between neighbouring
lattice points, x. These length scals provide bounds on the wavelengths of m odes w hich
can be represented on the lattice, whilst the total the num ber of Jattice points N (for cubic
latticesbeing N = (L= x)) is the restricted num ber of degrees of freedom being integrated
at each tin e step. C om putational physicists (and com puters) soend a considerabl am ount
of tim e trying to get around the lim itations that these length scales introduce to num erical
studies of continuum system s. O ccasionally, one or other of these lin itations m ay becom e
iInsigni cant due to the particular physical behavior of the system ; for exam ple, close to the
critical point of a second order phase transition the divergence of the characteristic length
scale of the system m eans that its bulk properties (and in particular its critical exponents)
are detemm ined by the long wavelength m odes alone, doing away w ith the need for the high
spatial resolution given by a small lattice spacing x {4]. In general, however, since the
continuum correspondstothe Iimit L ! 1 ; x ! O;N ! 1 , a better approxinm ation is
obtained from a larger and ner lattice, leading to the notion of the continuum lin it of a
discrete system . For continuum system s describbed by continuous finctions, such as uids,
elds, ordefom ablk bodies, ourdiscrete representation should have a wellkde ned continuum

Iim it, ie., onethat isstablas x! 0 (@t xed L).M oreover, we should also dem and that
it isa good continuum lin it, In that it m atches the original continuum system . A s discussed
below , for system s coupled to extemal environm ents, even if the continuum lim it can be
achieved on the Jattice it isnot always clkear how tom atch the lattice resuls to a continuum
theory. These two questions | how to achieve a continuum Iim it in Jattice sin ulations, and
how to ensure that it is a good lim it, in the sense of m atching the appropriate continuum
theory | are the focus of this work.

For Iinear systam s, achieving a continuum lin it does not usually present any di culties.
Typically there isam inin al length-scale In the problem which can be used asa guideline for
the choice of x. For exam ple, when solving the wave equation, it ispossble to nd a anall

enough x and show that the sam e resuls are obtained if am aller values are used, provided



one m akes sure the discretization of tin e is appropriately chosen so that the evolution is
stabl.

For nonlhear systam s, the situation is m ore com plicated. Iffwe think for a m om ent in
tem s of a Fourder decom position of the function f x;t), the e ect of nonlinearities is to
couple di erent wavelength m odes In a nontrivial way; the dynam ics of short wavelength
m odesw illin uence the dynam ics of Jong wavelength m odes and viceersa. M echanisn s to
handl thisproblem are sensitive both to the particular system under study and to which of
its properties are of Interest, often seem Ing to be m ore an art than a science. For exam ple,
ifwe are sokly interested in the dynam ics of long wavelength m odes w ith slow relaxation
tin escales, it m ay be possible to add extra arti cialtem s to the evolution equations w hich
dam p the behavior of faster m odes. For situations In which nonlnear elds are coupled
to an extemal environm ent w ith stochastic properties, say a them al (or quantum ) bath,
a detailed investigation of how to approadch the continuum lim it on the lattice is Jacking.
Thisdoesnot m ply that thisproblem hasbeen com pletely overlooked, but that it m ay have
received less attention than it deserves.

In the context of classical eld theordes at nite tem perature there has been som e work
on cbtaining such a conthuum lin it. For example, Parisi [§] suggested the addition of
renom alization counterterm s, a proposal then inplam ented by A lford and G kiser 1] in
the context of 2-dim ensionalnuclkeation studies @bei with a som ewhat ad hocm atch to a
continuum theory), and by K a‘pntie et al. B] in lattice gauge sin ulations of the electrow eak
phase transition. A Iford and G kiser in particular showed that neglecting lattice spacing
e ects In the num erical determ ination of nuclkation rates can lead to severe errors In the
m easured values. T his conclusion is not particular to system s exhliting m etastable states,
but to any nonlinear eld m odel in contact w ith extemal stochastic environm ents. T hus,
the issues that are raised here are of concem to a w ide range of physical system s m odelled
through the ssparation of system and environm ent, from quantum eld theoriesto e ective

eld theordes describing condensed m atter system s.



Even if a continuum lim it can be achieved on the lattics, we m ust still ensure that the
num erical resuls correspond to the appropriate continuum theory. In general, the coupling
to a stochastic environm ent m odi es the e ective lattice theory, which cannot be naively
m atched to the origihal continuum m odel. T he question then beocom es what theory is the
lattice simulating, and can we extract it In a selfconsistent way? These questions w ill be
addressed below in the context of two continuous nonlinearm odels in 2+ 1 din ensions, one
tem perature independent and the other tem perature dependent (the welkknown G inZburg-
Landau m odel). Both m odels describe phase transitions in the Ising universality class.

E xtensions to d + 1 dim ensions should be straightforward.

Form ulating continuum m odels on a lattice: T he issues

Considera singlke scalar eld (x;t) In a potentialV, ( ) which m ay ornot be tem perature
dependent. This potential can m odel interactions of w ith itself and w ith other elds. For
exam ple, a lnear tem of the form H is often used to represent the coupling of to an
extemal m agnetic eld for m odels of ferrom agnetic transitions. In this report, focus will
be on potentials which are sin ple polynom ials of even power n  , although our approach
is equally valid for potentials wih odd powers of , typical of nuclkation studies. The

Ham iltonian for this system is, (in unitsofc= kg = 1)
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The eld can be thought of as representing a scalar order param eter in m odels of
phase transitions in the Ising universality class, such as ferrom agnets, binary uid m ixtures,
m etalalys, or in studies of dom ain wall form ation In coan ology. A s such, i is convenient
to m odel is dynam ics in contact wih a heat bath by means of a generalized Langevin
equation,
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w here the viscosity coe cient  is related to the stochastic fore of zerom ean  (x;t) by the

uctuation-dissipation relation,



h ;) GDi=2T ® B ¢ B : 3)

This approach guarantees that will be driven into equilbbrium , although the tin e-scale
! isarbitrary. Tt hasbeen extensively used in num erical sin ulations of therm alcreation of
kink-antikink pairs @], nucleation []a0], spinodaldecom position {11], and pattem form ation
in the presence of externalnoise {12], to m ention but a f&w exam ples. N ote that in the high
viscosity lim it the sscond-order tin e derivative can be neglected, as is comm on practice in
system s w ith slower dynam ical tin e-scales.
The next step is to discretize this system and cast it on a lattice. Usihg a standard

second-order staggered leapfrog m ethod we can w rite,
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where i-indices are spatial and m —ndices tem poral, overdots represent derivatives w ith re—

soect to tand prin esw ith respect to . The discretised uctuation-dissipation relation now

reads
. i;j mmn
so that
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where G i, istaken from a zero-m ean unit-variance G aussian.

Note that as a st guess we have used Vo ( ) In the lattice form ulation of the m odel.
Is this the correct procedure? It is welkknown that classical eld theory in m ore than one
spatial dim ension is ultraviolet divergent, the R ayleigh-Jeans ultraviokt catastrophe [13].
Fom ulating the theory on a lattice takes care ofthe problem , asa sharp m om entum cuto is
Introduced by the Jattice spacihg x,wih = = x.However,a nite Jattice spacing creates
two di culties. First, the lattice theory is coarsegrained on the scale x; in other words,

the lattice theory is not equivalent to the continuum theory we started w ith, and our resuls



willdepend on  x, unless this dependence ishandled by a proper renom alization procedure.
Second, if the lattice theory is not equivalent to the continuum theory we started w ith, to
what continuum theory is it equivalent to? Fortunately, there is a wellde ned procedure
that addresses both di culties at once. W ithin is validiy, it is possbl to establish a

one-to-one correspondence between lattice simulations and eld theordes in contact w ith

stochastic baths.

Form ulating continuum m odels on a lattice: The procedure

In order to recover the continuum I1im it on the lattice we m ust elin inate any dependence
on the cuto . The coupling to the heat bath w ill nduce uctuations on all possible scals.
Sihce the cuto sets the scale for the an allest possible spatial uctuations in the system , we
m ay incorporate the e ects ofall uctuations down to the an allest scale using perturoation
theory. Thus, the lattice theory must be equivalent to a continuum theory wih a sharp
ulraviolkt cuto . For classical eld theordes, the one-loop corrected e ective potentialw ith

a largem omentum cuto is given by [14],
z
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T hese theories describe uctuations with h! kg T . In sam iclassical Janguage, the ex—

citations of the eld contain m any fundam ental quanta. Note that there is a oneto-one
corresoondence between classical statistical eld theory n d+ 1 dim ensions and Euclidean
quantum eld theory in d dim ensions. W hile the loop expansion is in powers of T for the
fom er, i is in powers ofh for the Jatter. Ford = 2, the only divergences are at one loop,
although higher loops can generate nite temm swhich m odify the e ective H am ittonian. T he
dependence on the cuto can be handled by Introducing proper counterterm s.

Integration gives,
" o
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The form ofV, will determm ine the countertem s needed to cancel the dependence on . For

polynom ial potentials of order ", one typically needs countertemm s up to order * 2. In



the case of interest here, degenerate double-well potentials, only one quadratic counterterm
is needed, of ©m a 2, with a constant. A s usual, the value of a is xed by imposing
a renom alization condition. Because of the logarithm ic divergence, the renomm alization

condition m ust be in posed at som e energy scale M , which is chosen to be,
P— p—
V(= M)=VP( = M): ©)

T he renom alized one-loop corrected potential is then,
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T he above procedure incorporates them al uctuations to the original potential Vg ( )
at some energy scalke M to onedoop order. As with any perturbative approach, it will
break down wherever large am plitude uctuations are present, and In particular close to the
critical point T.. A though there are techniques to In prove the perturbative expansion in
the neighborhood of the critical point, such as "-expansion m ethods [13] (ot too reliable
for 2-d), in this work we w ill concentrate on the m atching of the continuum theory to the
lattice sin ulation in regions of the param eter space w here the one-Joop calculation is valid.
C Jose to criticality the theory of Eq. 14 breaks down, and we restrict our Ivestigation to
the extraction of the critical exponent controlling the divergence of the order param eter.

How is this continuum theory m atched to the lattice sinulation? The procedure we
propose is quite sinpl. Since the continuum theory above noorporates uctuations from

mom entum scalesup to , we write the lattice potential as,

Ve ()=Vo+a ?; (1)
where a is xed by the renom alization condition in the contihuum , but with = = x.
That is,
| |
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A swe show below , this procedure takes care of the two problem s raised by form ulating the

continuum theory on the lattice, nam ely, the dependence of lattice results on Jattice spacing



and the m atching of the lattice theory to the continuum at som e renom alization energy
scale M . T he generic em ergence of a good continuum lin it from Eq. 12 is the centralresult

of thiswork.

A pplications
W e will apply the above procedure to two cases, w ith potentials which are tem pera-

ture ndependent and tem perature dependent, respectively. Consider rst the tem perature—

Independent potential,
1 1
Vo ()= §m22+71 4 13)
Choosing the renomn alization point to be gy = = 23”“ : , the renom alized continuum
potential is, from Eq. d0,
| |
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Tt is convenient to ntroduce din ensionless variables (pecause there isno h in this theory, m

~

has din ensions of (ength) ! while hasdin ensions of (energy)™2), x= xm ; €= tm; ~ =
“pnl;~= m?'; =Tm?;M=Mm?@'’; = m !.From the discussion in the
previous section, the lattice-spacing independent lattice potential is, using din ensionless

variables (@and dropping the tildes),
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Fig. 1 shows the in pact of the added counterterm to the lattice results. W e disply the
tin e evolution of the spatially averaged eld, = AiR dA , starting from a broken sym —
m etric phase = 1, w ithout the counterterm (' ig. la) and w ih the countertemm F ig.
1b). The param eters ; M , and physical lattice size L, were kept  xed, and only the lattice
sacihg x was varied. (T hroughout this work we kesp the viscosity coe cient = 1 aswe

are only interested in nalequilbbrium quantities.) Clearly, om iting the counterterm leads



to severe lattice spacing dependence of the results, even to the point of having sym m etry
restoration . E xperin ents varying and M showed that the procedure is robust, w ith excel-
lent x-independence being achieved, even close the critical point, as long as the expansion
param eter =8 1.

The next step is to com pare the lattice resuls with the continuum models of Eq. 14
In their dom ain of validity. Being perturbative, we expect the continuum m odels to break
down when the uctuationsbecom e large, at high tem peratures or close to the critical point.
By ocontrast, the lattice m odels incorporate uctuations up to the lin ting size L, and so
may rem ain valid even when the continuum m odels break down. The continuum potential

gives a prediction for the critical tem perature of

2
.= : 1e)
31+ M 2+ InM )

Note that . has tsmaxinum valie at M 2 = 2; as we move away from this point in
either direction . decreases, and we should expect perturbation theory to continue to be a
valid approxin ation closer and closer to the crtical point. U tin ately, however, the phase
transition is nonperturbative, the eld uctuations beocom e large, and perturbation theory
must fail. Fig. 2 show sthe varation in theequilbbriim mean eldvalue 4w ih tem perature
, squares from the lattice and lnes from the continuum , for values of the renom alization
energyscake M = 01 Fig. 2a), M = P 2 Fig. 2b), and M = 10 Fig. 2c). The
discontihuities in the continuum are related to the oconcavity of the corrected potential
between the in ection points, which gives rise to an In aghary part. A s shown by W einberg
and W u [1§], the in aghary part of the potential represents unstabl physical states typical
of the process of phase ssparation; the gure shows only the real part of the corrected
potential. There is Indeed excellent agreem ent at low tem peratures, which is progressively
Jost as the tem perature Increases.
At the onedoop kvel, perturbation theory is equivalent to mean eld theory. Close to
the critical point, where m ean eld theory breaks down, we expect the equilbriim value of

to diverge as a power law,

10
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w ith the criticalexponent = 1=2 form ean eld theory and = 1=8 forthe 2-d Isihgm odel
F igure 3 show s the behavior of the Jattice and continuum equilbrium mean eld valies 4
w ith reduced tem perature . (¢ )=¢c orM = 0d1 | squares being results from

the Jattice sin ulations, triangles the predicted behavior from the continuum , and the lines
Indicating the two slopes = 1=2 and = 1=8. W e see that the continuum perturbation
theory behaves asamean eld theory, whilst the Jattice theory in the neighborhood of the
critical point is In the universality class of the 2-d Ising m odel as expected.

W e now consider the case of a tem peraturedependent potential. The goal is to show
that the above procedure works equally well in this case; both lattice-spacing Independence
and the m atching to a continuum theory can be achieved in a consistent way. Coupling a
tem perature-dependent potentialto a heat bath doesnot necessarily in ply a double counting
ofthe themm aldegrees of freedom . T he choice ofpotentialVy sin ply re ectsdi erent physical
m odels. For exam ple, one m ay include phenom enological tem perature-dependent tem s in
Vo, as in the G inzburg-L.andau m odel, orm ay obtain tem perature corrections by Integrating
out from the partition function either other elds coupled to  or short wavelength m odes
ofthe eld iself I7]. In either case, the heat bath m ay then be representing stochastic
forces not Included in the integration process, or sin ply an extemal environm ent coupled to

phenom enologically, which drives the system to its nalequilbbrium state. A san exam ple,

we choose the G inzburg-Landau potential,
1 1
Vo()=al LO>2+;1 Y (18)

w here the prin e is a ram inder that the critical tem perature has an arbitrary value In the

MZ2a@ T )

mean eld model. Fixing the renom alization energy scale at gy = 3

, the

renom alized continuum potentialbecom es,
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Follow ing the sam e steps as befre and arbitrarily setting ° = 1, this theory ism atched on

C

the Jattice to
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Fig. 4 com pares the lattice resultsw thout Fig. 4a) and wih ¢ ig. 4b) the renom alization
countertermm . T he prescription to obtain lattice-spacing lndependence works equally well in
this case. Fig. 5 again com pares the Jattice sin ulations (squares) and the continuum m odel
(ines) for renom alization scalesM = 01 Fig. 5a), M = P32 Fig. 5b), and M = 10
Fig. 5c). For low tem peratures excellent agreem ent is obtained, as in the tem permture
Independent case. N ote that this also con m s that ourm odelhas not been Yw ice-cooked’;
had it been, no such agreem ent would be possbl. Finally, n Fig. 6, we show the critical
behavior of the lattice (squares) and continuum (triangles) forM = 0:d. Again the lattice
obtains the Ising critical exponent, = 1=8, close to criticality.

In summ ary, we have presented a selfconsistent m ethod to m atch lattice sin ulations to
nonlinear eld theories in contact w ith an extermal stochastic environm ent. T his approach
is of potential interest In a wide range of physical problm s, from noiss-nduced pattem-—
form ing nstabilities and phase ssparation in condensed m atterphysics to sym m etry breaking
iIn high energy physics and coan ology. It was shown that adding the right renom alization
countertemm s to the lattice potential provides a good continuum lin i, lndependent of the
lattice—spacing and m atching the appropriate continuum theory. T hat thism atching breaks
down at high tem peratures and/or close to a critical point is not surprising, as it re ects
the lin iations of perturbation theory in probing critical phenom ena quantitatively. The
procedure was dem onstrated to work well for a Jarge class of w idely-tised potentials | both
tem perature independent and dependent | and over a w ide range of the renom alization

energy scak M .
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List of Figures

Figure 1. The tine evolution of themean eld (t) at wve di erent lattice spacings
x = 0:125; 025; 05; 10 and 20 for the tem perature independent potential | (@) without

the renom alisation counterterm s added ( x ncreasing downwards), and (o) w ith the renor-

14



m alisation counterterm s added.

Figure 2. The variation in the equilbrium mean eld 4 with the din ensionless tem per-
ature from the lattice (squares) and the continuum (lines) for the tem perature ndependent

P_
potentjal| @) orM = 041, ) orM = 2,and () rM = 10.

Figure 3. The variation in the equilbrium mean eld 4 with the reduced din ensionless
tam perature . from the Jattice (squares) and the continuum (trangles) for the tem perature

Independent potential. T he dashed lines have slopes of 1=8 and 1=2.

Figure 4. The tine evolution of themean eld (t) at wve di erent lattice spacings
x = 0:125;025;05;1:0 and 20 for the tem perature dependent potential | @) wihout
the renom alisation counterterm s added ( x increasing downwards), and () w ith the renor-

m alisation counterterm s added.

Figure 5. The variation in the equilbrium mean eld 4 with the din ensionless tem per-
ature from the lattice (squares) and the continuum (lines) for the tem perature dependent

P_
potentjal| @) orM = 041, ) orM = 2,and () PrM = 10.
Figure 6. The variation in the equilbrium mean eld 4 with the reduced din ensionless

tam perature . from the Jattice (squares) and the continuum (trangles) for the tem perature

dependent potential. T he dashed lines have slopes of 1=8 and 1=2.
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Figure 1b
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Figure Zb
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Figure 4a
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Figure 6
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