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A bstract

An overview is given of them ethods for treating com plicated problem s w ithout
an all param eters, w hen the standard perturbation theory based on the existence of
an all param eters becom es useless. Such com plicated problem s are typical of quan—
tum physics, m any-body physics, physics of com plex system s, and various aspects
of applied physics and applied m athem atics. A general approach for dealing w ith
such problem s has been developed, called SelfSim ibr Approxim ation Theory. A
concise survey ofthem ain ideas of this approach ispresented, w ith the em phasis on
the basic notion of group selfsin ilarity. T he techniques are illustrated by exam ples
from quantum eld theory.
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1 P relim inaries

Tt would not be an exaggeration to say that practically all interesting realistic problem s
cannot be solved exactly, so that one alm ost always has to resort to som e m ethods of
approxin ate solution. In obtaining a solution, it is highly desirable, before plunging to
num erical calculations, to get an approxin ate analytical solution to the problem , which
could help to understand the basic properties and speci ¢ features of the considered case.
Tt is jast the possbility ofderiving analytical presentations for approxin ate solutions that
is ourmain concem in this paper. A fler deriving and studying such analytical presen—
tations, nothing prohibits one to pass to a num erical procedure. M oreover, a prefactory
analytical consideration can help in devising an approxin ate num erical algorithm , and the
know ledge of the basic peculiarities of the problem under consideration can save plenty
of com puter tin e.

A general approach for treating com plicated realworld problem s has been developed,
called SelfSim ilar A pproxim ation T heory. In this paper, we ain at delineating the prin—
cipal ideas of the approach and in presenting is several new developm ents. To clearly
distinguish the pivotalaspects of our theory from the characteristic points of other known
technigues, we feel it necessary to say several words on the latter. There are, roughly
Foeaking, three comm on ways of obtaining approxin ate solutions: single step estin ates,
asym ptotic perturbation theory, and m ethods of successive iteration.

A . Single Step E stim ates

T hiskind ofestin ates is often related to m inin izing orm axim izng the corresponding
part of an inequality. P robably, the m ost known and widely used such a tool is based
on the G bbsBogolubov nequalities, which are form ulated as ollows. Let A and B be
Hem itian operators on a H ibert space, for which the fom
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exists, where T 1,wih T being real. D e ne an average of A w ith respect to B as
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and sin ilarly, an average of B w ith respect to A . Then the G ibbsB ogolulov inequalities
are

<A B > FRA] FBI] <A Bp : @)

T his is the generalized presentation ofthe inequalitieswhich are better known forthe case
when, instead of arbitrary Hem iian operators, one deals w ith Ham ittoniansH and H .
In that case, the right-hand side of Eq. (1) becom es the nequality for the free energies,

FH] F Hol+ <H Ho >¢ ;

where < :::>( inplies the averaging w ith resoect to H o. This nequality was derived by
G bbs [1] for classical statistics. Bogolubov R] generalized it for quantum statistics and
added the kft-hand side ofEq. (1).W hen T ! 0, the free energy reduces to the ground-
state energy. Then, as a particular case, one has the Pelerls nequality. Introducing an
e ective H am iltonian

Here Hot <H Ho >0 7



onem ay also write
FH] F Heel:

In the standard way, one chooses the approxim ating Ham iltonian Hg = H (! 4) de-
pending on a set of param eters or functions, say on a trial spectrum !, so that H, could
m odel the considered system and would allow one to calculate the freeenergy F H o ] POr
the e ective Ham iltonian H ¢rr = Herre (). Then, onem Inim izesF H .¢¢ ] w ith respect to
the trial functions ! 4 given by the equation

—'F[Heff(!q)]=03 @)
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W hen < H Hy > ¢ ispositively de ned, an approxin ate m inin ization can be done w ith
the help of equation
< H HO ('q) > 0= 0: (3)

T he G bbsBogolibov inequality is constantly used in various problam s of statistical
m echanics and condensed m atter theory. Am ong thousands of exam ples, ket us m ention
the selfconsistent photon approxin ation [B]. In quantum m echanics, them Inin ization of
an e ective ground-state energy w ith respect to trial param eters Incorporated In a trial
wave finction is usually nam ed the R iz variationalm ethod. Such m ethods are termm ed
single step since they give jist a single approxin ation, w ithout hinting on how to obtain
subsequent corrections.

B . A sym ptotic P erturbation T heory

Contrary to the single step estin ates, perturoation theory is a systam atic procedure
de ning a sequence of approxin ations. It m ay, of course, happen for som e com plicated
problam s that one technically is able to calculate only a f&w temn s of the perturbation
sequence, but perturbation theory is system atic in the sense of prescribbing a generalway
for caloulating perturbative tem s of arbirary order. There is, especially In physical
literature, quite a m ess in the usage of the tem s "perturbation theory" as opposed to
"nonperturbative m ethods". T herefore, to avoid in what follow s Iinguistic confusion, it is
necessary to concretize several principal points and de nitions.

T he standard perturation theory presupposes the existence of am all param eters per-
m iting one to present solutions in the form of asym ptotic series 4]. Because of the
latter, the standard perturbation theory m ay be nam ed asym ptotic pertudmation theory.
U sually, when talking about perturbation theory, one kesps in m ind exactly the standard
asym ptotic perturbation theory.

O ne can distinguish three m ain types of asym ptotic series occurring In perturbation
theory. Suppose the problam isin calculating a real fiinction £ (x) ofa variablke x 2 X R.
T he case of one function of one variabl is taken jist for the sim plicity of notations and is
not principal. Tn general, the function f (x) can degpend on any num ber of other variables,
but we ssparate and explicitly w rite down only one variabl that is assum ed to play the
role of a an allparam eter. Perturbation theory w ith regpect to a an allparam eter kj 1
yileds a sequence of approxin ants ’  X), where k = 0;1;2; ::; approxin ating the sought
function f x) in the vichiy ofx = 0,

f&) " T &) (X3 D: @)



The approxin ants ’ ¢ (x) have the structure of asym ptotic series of one of the follow Ing
types.
(1) Expansion over sm all param eters:

n=20

G enerally, this can be an expansion over one or several param eters.

(i) Expansion over asym ptotic sequences:

Xk
"k &)= an"n ) : ©)

n=0

Here, the sequence f", (x)g is asym ptotic in the sense of Poincare, so that

"n+l (X) |
—— ! 0 1 0):
e x! 0) (7)

In particular, ", x) can be ™ (x), wih " x) being a given function ofx.
(iil) G eneralized asym ptotic expansion :

Xk
"y &)= an ®)"y K) : @®)
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In the latter, the coe cients a , (X) retain dependence on x in order to satisfy som e addi-
tional conditions, but so that the sequence fa, X)", X)g be asym ptotic.
T he general feature of all the cases above is that the di erence

"k X) 'k X) v 1K) ©)
fom s an asym ptotic sequence £ ’ ¢ X)g, such that
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The construction of generalized asym ptotic expansions can often be rather elborate,
ain ing at In proving the accuracy of calculations. For exam ple, n the L indstedt-P olncare
m ethod [B], one expands over a an all param eter the sought solution and the frequency
choosing the expansion coe cients so that to kill secular temm s. In the K rylov-B ogolubov
averaging technique [6], the generalized asym ptotic expansion is constructed above an
Inidal approxim ation incliding nonlinearity in order to m odelwell the m aln properties of
a nonlinear system . In the theory ofanham onic crystals [7,8], the expansion in powers of
a an all anham onic param eter starts w ith a selfconsistent phonon approxin ation partly
taking acocount of anham onicity. N evertheless, no m atter how elaborate is an iniial ap-
proxin ation and how com plicated is the structure of the resulting generalized expansion,
all abovem entioned cases presuppose the existence of an all param eters and are typical
exam ples of asym ptotic perturbation theory.



C .M ethods of Successive Iteration

For num erical iterative algorithm s, the existence of am all param eters is not required.
W hen the considered equation can be presented in the formm

Afx)=h);

In which A is an operator and h (x), a given function, then an iterative solution of this
equation reads
"r1®) = "X+ By A ®) h&)]; (10)

where B, are operators chosen so that to m ake the sequence £’  (x)g convergent P]. The
fterative algorithm (10) leads to approxin ants ’ ¢ (x) that, in general, are not asym ptotic
series, even ifx ! 0. This isbecause an expansion of '  (x) at x = 0, provided it exists,
has the structure of a serdes

n=20

w ith coe cients a ¥ labelled by two indices. Then the di erence (9) is

1
'k(X)Z}X a &' x"+a X
n=20
which isnot of order x* but contains lower powers ofx, sincea® 6 a¢ '.Hence, £ ' | x)g
is not an asym ptotic sequence.

T hough the m ethod of sucoessive iteration looksm ore general than perturbation the—
ory, it has a weak point of being, In the m aprity of cases, purely num erical, w ithout
providing analytical form ulas. And also, for very com plicated problem s a num erical pro—
cedure can be too much tin e consum ing or even unsolvable.

2 O ptimn ized P erturbation T heory

A qualitatively di erent system atic approach was advanced [10] for treating the problem s
w ithout am all param eters and pem iting one to obtain, at least in st orders, approxi-
m ate analytical solutions. T his approach wasm otivated by and applied to m any-particle
system s w ith strong Interactions [L1{21]. Technically, the approach isbased on them eth-
ods of perturbation and iteration theories combined w ith optin al control theory.

T he pivotal dea ofthe approach [10]isthe introduction of control fiinctionswhose role
is to govem the convergence of approxin ation sequences. G enerally, an approxin ation
theory consists of three parts: an initial approxin ation, a calculational algorithm , and a
sequence analysis. Control finctions can be introduced in any of these parts. The m ain
is that the resulting approxin ation sequence fFy (x;uy)g be convergent due to control
functions uy = uy ). O ptin ized approxim ants are

£ ®) e &Xjuk X)) k=0;1;2;::9 ; 11)

form Ing a convergent sequence £fy (x)g. In obtaining the approxin ations fFy x;uy)g, it is
not required to have any an all param eters, but, if the techniques of perturbation theory



are em ployed, an expansion ism ade w ith respect to a form alparam eter " that at the end
is set to uniy
Xk
Fy &juk) = ank &)™ "1
n=0
T his expansion is not asym ptotic, even when x ! 0, since the coe cients a ,, are Iabelled
by two indices. In thisway, the expressions F'y (x;uy ), although can be ocbtained by m eans
of formm al techniques of perturbation theory, have the structure typical of the tem s of
an ierative procedure. Thus, the approach is not an asym ptotic perturbation theory.
M oreover, the approxin ations Fy x;u) m ay also be obtained by m eans of an iterative
algorithm . T herefore, the optin ized perturbation theory is principally di erent from the
standard asym ptotic perturbation theory, since the fom er does not require any sm all
param eters and the structure of its approxin ate tem s is not that of asym ptotic serdes.
D e nition. Optm ized Pertudmation Theory is a system atic m ethod de ning a s
quence of successive approxin ants, whose convergence is govemed by control fiinctions.
How ocould we formulate general rules for nding such control fiinctions? Since the
role of the latter is to govem convergence, kt us write down the Cauchy criterion of
uniform convergence for the sequence fFy X;ux)g, wih x 2 X . The sequence isuniformm Iy
convergent on X ifand only if for each given " there exists N« such that

Frep Kjuksp) B &uk)i< " 12)

for all k Ne and p 1. We alo wish that convergence be as fast as possbl. A
generalway ofde ning control fiinctions, providing for the considered system the required
property, is form ulated by the optim alcontroltheory R2]. A ccording to thistheory, control
functions are given by m inin izing a cost functional. In our cass, the cost functional
garanteeing the fastest convergence can be constructed as the fastestconvergence cost

functional
1%
Fu = 5 En+p (X;urH—p) Fn (X;un)]z 7 (13)

n=20

In line w ith the Caudhy crterion (12). The fastest convergence is achieved by m eans of
control finctions, m Inin izing the cost finctional (13), that is, from the condition

Fu_ o, _Fu
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T he variational derivatives are
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whereF, = Fy X;ux), 1 P k, and
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The rstofEgs. (14) possessestw o solutionsyielding two possible optin ization conditions.
(i) Di erentdal optim ization condition
@

— Fr &juk) = 0 (1e)
@Uk

gives an extrem um ofthe cost functional, but it isnot clear what this extrem um is, sihce
the sign of the second derivative

2Fu

5= @Fc  Fup B pF

Uy
isnot de ned. To concretize the situation, we need to invoke som e additional constraints.
Consider a particular case of p = 1 and assum e the validity of the fast convergence
condition

Fy &;ux) Fey1 &Kjukeq) ¢ @7

Then the di erential condition (16) is an approxin ate condition for the m ininum of the
cost functional, sihce

’F, Fy, “Fy

0 0 6ED*> 0 :
ui 4 u]:); ’ ui (:Fk )
(i) Di erence optim ization condition
Fk+p 2Fk + Fk P 0 (18)

clearly correspond to them Inimum of the cost functional, as far as

H owever, this does not uniquely de ne control finctions, shoe Eg. (18) contains three of
them , uxy p7 Uk, and ux . To resolve the problem , consider again the case of p = 1 and
assum e that the value Fy (x;uy) weakly depends on the change of uy by uyx: 1, which can
be form ulated as the weak sensitivity condition

Fy &jux) B &juken) @ 19)
T hen the di erence condition (18) reduces to the equation
Fr &juk) F 1 &ju)= 0; 20)

m aking it possible to de ne uy = uy X).

In thisway, neitherEqg. (16) norEqg. (18) can serve as exact equations form nin izing
the cost functional (13) and for uniquely de ning control fiinctions. But the latter are
unam biguously de ned and the cost functional (13) is approxin ately m inin ized by either
optin ization condition (16) or condition (20). These conditions are equivalent to each
other. Both ofthem are approxin ate. Both are variational, ©ollow Ing from the variation of
a ocost functional. Both invoke the notion ofweak sensitivity w ith respect to the varation



of control fiinctions. B oth are designed for supplying fastest convergence of the sequence
of optin ized approxin ants by m lnim izing the fastest-convergence cost finctional. Behhg
com pltely equivalent by their m eaning, the optin ization conditions (16) and (20) dif-
fer only by their form , being expressed either through a derivative or through a nite
di erence.

Solring one ofthe optin ization equations, either (16) or (20), one gets control finctions
Ur = Uy X) goveming convergence of the optim ized approxin ants (11). & m ay happen
for som e k, that an optin ization equation does not have an exact solution. Then, since
the optin ization conditions them selves are approxin ate, it is adm issbble to look for an
approxin ate solution for a control function. For exam ple, if the latter becom es com plex,
onem ay take only is realpart. O r, when neither the derivative (16) nor di erence (20)
are exactly zero, onem ay look for control finctionsm inin izing one of the follow ing form s:

min — Fy ®jux) ;  mhFr&iu) Ko &w)d:
ue @uyg Uy
A s ism entioned at the beginning ofthis section, control functions can be ncorporated
at any step of the theory. A straightrward way is to ntroduce them in the initial
approxin ation. For instance, if one considers a problm described by a Ham iltonian H ,
one m ay take for the initial approxin ation a Ham iltonian H ¢ (u) containing a st of trial
param eters u. Then the H am iltonian of the problem can be presented as

H=Hy,u+ "H Ho )15

with a formalparameter " ! 1. Accom plishing perturbative calculations w ith respect
to the fom alparam & ", one sets it to unity and obtains perturbative termm s Fy (X;u).
A fterthis, one nds oontrol fiinctions from an optin ization condition and substitute them
Into F'y (x;uy) . Absolutely the sam e procedure can be realized ifthe considered problm is
characterized not by a H am iltonian but by a Lagrangian or an action. It is also possible
to Incorporate trial param eters into an niial approxin ation for a wave function or for
G reen functions and to derive the subsequent approxin ations by m eans of an ierative
procedure.

A s is evident, there can be a variety of particular technicalways of Introducing initial
approxin ations and control functions. But all such variants are based on the sam e fun—
dam ental idea of control fiinctions governing convergence for the sequence of optin ized
approxin ants [LO]. Several years after Ref. [L0], there appeared a series of papers R3{
28] advertizing the sam e idea of introducing control fiinctions for rendering perturbation
theory convergent. N ow days the optin ized perturbation theory is widely used for vari-
ous problam s, being em ployed under di erent guises and called by di erent nam es, such
asm odi ed perturbation theory, renom alized perturbation theory, variational perturba—
tion theory, controlled perturbation theory, self-consistent perturoation theory, oscillator-
representation m ethod, delta expansion, optin ized expansion, nonperturbative expan—
sion, and so on R3{32]. M any problm s of quantum m echanics, statistical m echanics,
condensaed m atter physics, and quantum eld theory are successively treated by this opti-
m ized approach. N ot to list num erous applications, lt us cite a couple of recent review s
33,341].

D espite a num ber of very successfiil applications, optin ized perturbation theory does
not provide answers to the follow Ing In portant questions:



(i) How to In prove the accuracy w ith a given num ber of approxin ate term s?

(i) How to realize a step-by-step control of the stability of the m ethod, if no exact
solutions for the problem are known?

(iil) How to choose the best niial approxin ation, if several of them are adm issble?

To answer these questions it is necessary to look at the problem from the point ofview
ofa m ore general approach, which is described In the next section.

3 SelfSim ilar A pproxin ation T heory

An approach, m ore general than optin ized perturbation theory, has been developed [B5{
57], being basad on the techniques ofthe theory ofdynam ical system s and optin alcontrol
theory. T he underlying idea of the approach is to consider the passage from one succes-
sive approxin ation to ancther as the m otion on the m anifold of approxin ations. Then,
the approxin ation order k = 0;1;2;::: should play the role of discrete tin e, and each
approxin ant should represent a point ofa tra pctory in the phase space of approxin ants.
T o correctly describe evolution, one has to construct a dynam ical system . Forthispur-
pose, we again need to Introduce control fiinctions. Em ploying som e variant ofthem ethod
of successive approxin ations, we get the temm s F'y (X;ux). The role of control fiinctions
U = Uy (X) is to m ake convergent the sequence f£fy (x)g of the optin ized approxin ants

B ®) B &jux X)) ¢ @1)
C onvergence In plies the existence of the lim it

Im £ )= f ®): @2)
K1

Let all approxin ating functions fi, x), with k= 0;1;2;:::and x 2 X, together w ith the
lin it (22) pertain to a com plete space A , which we call approxin ation space and which
plays the role of a phase space for the evolution of fi (x) w ith respect to the discrete tin e
k.

Introduce a function x, (' ) by the reonom ic constraint

Foxiuy )= "5 x=x (") @3)
Changing the variables, we de ne
Vi (") & (")) s @4)

Thetransform ation yy : A ! A isan endom orphisn ofthephase space A , w ith a unitary
elem ent given by the equation
Yo(")=": (25)

By de nition (24), each fy k) corresoonds to v, (' ) and, conversly, to each yi (" ) we set
In correspondence

fir &) = yx Fo &jux x))) : 26)



By this construction, the ssquences fyy (' )g and ffy &)g are bipctive. T he existence of
the Im it (22) in plies the existence of the 1im it

kllq w()=y (); @7)
so that

f ®X)=y Fo&x;u X)) ; @8)
whereu )= Imy, ;1 Ux ®). Forthemap fyi (' )g,theliniy (') isa xed point, when

vl ()N=y (): 29)

The dependence ofthe xed point y (" ) on the starting point ’ is due to the reonom ic
constraint 23).

A particular form of the endom orxphism (24) depends on the choice of an initial ap-—
proxin ation Fj (x;u) and of control functions uyx (x). These are to be chosen so that to
guarantee the fastest convergence of the sequence fyy (' )g. Uniform convergence on A
In plies the validity of the Caudhy criterion

Frep () ® (DI 30)

forallk Ne and p 1. This suggests that the evolution In themap fy (' )g is to be
such that to m Inin ize the fastest-convergence cost functional

1%
Fy==  FapC) %I : (31)
2n:O
The m inin ization is to be done w ith respect to any vy, (' ), mcluding yo (") = ' . As is

evident, the absolute m lnimum ofthe functional (31) is realized if and only if the initial
point /' coincides w ith the xed pointy ("), when

Fy=0; "=y (): (32)

P roposition . Forthe fastest-convergence cost functionaltobem Inin al it isnecessary
that the selfsim ilarity relation

Virp (") = v (o (")) (33)

be valid.

P roof. The absolute m Inimum ofthe cost functional (31) isF, = 0. This is realized
ifand only if” = y (" ), when equation (33) becom es an identity.

C karly, the selfsin ilarity relation (33) is a necessary but not su cient condition
for m inim izing the cost functional (31). This relation describes the property of self-
sin ilarity In the general sense, which includes as a particular case the scaling selfsim ilarity
v (")= *y (") taking place orthe powerdaw functionsyy (" ) = ’ *,with thepowers
such that xi1p = « . The scaling selfsin ilarity is what one usually kegps in m Ind
when m entioning this property. However, this type of selfsin ilarity is jist a particular
trivial case of the relation (33). The latter for the endom orphisn vy, together w ith the
unitary elem ent (25), de nes the sam igroup properties

Yetp = Yk Y7 Yo=1; (34)
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because of which the wlation (33) can be called the group selfsim ilarity. In the the-
ory of dynam ical system s [(68,59], the fam ily of endom orphians fyyjk 2 Z, g, where
Z £0;1;2;::9, is tem ed a cascade, which is a dynam ical system in discrete tim e.
Since in our case this fam ily of endom orphian s is form ed of the sequence fyy (" )g of the
approxin ants yx (" ), the corresponding cascade can be nam ed the approxim ation cascade.
To deal wih discrete tim e is less convenient than with continuous tin e, when the
latter isgiven on R, 0;1 ). Therefore, it is usefil to embed the cascade nto a ow.

T he em bedding
fwik 2 z.g fy@::)jt2Rg 35)

In plies that the ow possesses the sam e sam igroup property
v+ ) = vy Ei) (36)
and the tractory fy (t;’ )g of the ow passes trough all points of the cascade,
Y& )= w () t=k2 2Z,): 37)

The ow embedding the approxin ation cascade is temm ed the approxim ation ow.
T he advantage ofdealing with a ow isthat di erentiating the selfsin ilarity relation
(36) one com es to a di erential Lie equation

@

&Y(t;’)=V(y(t;’)); 38)
where v (y) is a velocity eld. Integrating the evolution equation (38) between yy 1 =
vk 1) and y, = v ("), where y, is an approxin ate xed point, we get the evolution
Integral .

Yo dy
= ki 39)
Yk 1 V(Y)

wih , belng thee ective approxin ation tim e required for reaching the quasi xed point
Yy - For short, we may call y the controltime. Due to the relations (23) to (28), the
Integral (39) m ay be presented as

= k7 (40)

where f; = f; ), £, = £ &), wih
&) % Fo&iux &) ; (41)

and vi (" ) is the cascade velocity given by a discretization ofthe ow velocity. The Euler
discretization ofthe ow velocity is de ned as

i (") & ()) 42)
where @
Vi ®) = Fy xjuyx) B &Kjug) + e w 1) e Fy &;ux) ; 43)
K

wihu, = uy ®) and k= 1;2;:::.
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Ouram isto nda xedponty (") ofthemap fy (" )g, which, by construction,
corresoonds to the sought function £ (x). The xed point fora ow is given by the zero
velocity vy ) = 0. For the approxin ation cascade, we have

Ve ®)= 0 : (44)

This condition is to be treated as an equation for control finctions uy x). However,
the cascade velocity (43) contains two control fiinctions, uy (x) and ux ; (X), hence one
equation (44) cannot de ne them both. Thus, we either have to lnvoke som e additional
constraints or can use an approxin ate equation for nding control finctions, for instance,
by m inin izing the absolute value of the cascade velocity

. . @
Ve ®)3 Fe&iuk)  Eo &iwd) it e 1)@7 Fy &jux) 45)
k
T here are three ways of form ulating xed-point conditions.
F ixedpoint condition 1. Find u; &) from an additional condition, say, from the
di erentialoptim ization condition (16) or from the di erence optin ization condition (20).
Then, all other uy (x), wih k 2, are given by Eq. (44), that is, by the equation

Fy &jug)  Feo1&w) + e « 1)@%k Fy &jue) = 0: 46)
T he disadvantage ofthis way is that control functions fork = 1 and k 2 arede ned by
di erent conditions. A 1so, if for som e k equation (46) hasno solutions, then an ambiguiy
arises requiring som e additional assum ptions.
F ixedpoint condition 2. M inim izlng the st tem In the right-hand side of Eqg.
(45), one has
Fy &kjue)  E 1 &u)= 05 @)

which coincides w ith the di erence condition (20). Then the cascade velocity (43) is

Vi ®)= U « 1)i Fy xjuy) = 48)
Quy
Since Egq. (47) gives uy (X) startihg from k = 1, the function uy X) is lkeft unde ned.
Hence, the velocity (48) is vald ork 2. IfEqg. (47) hasno solution for som e k, then
one could nd uy X) by m inim izing ¥  E 13 But In that case, the cascade velocity is
not given by Eq. (48).
F ixedpoint condition 3. M inin ize the second tem in the right-hand side of Eq.
(45), which yields

@
Uk W 1) — Fr&yuk)=0: 49)
@U.k
T his is to be understood as the equation
@
— Fr&iju) = 0; U 6 ug 1 (50)
@uk

provided a solution foruy (x) exists, or as the equaliy

@
Ug = Ug 15 o Fy®iju) 6 05 (1)
K
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when the di erential condition (50) does not possess a solution foruy (x). In allthe cases
under condition (49), the cascade velocity becom es

Vi %) = Fy &K;ux) Fx 1 &jug) s (52)

whereuy = uy x) and k1.

C om paring the possbl xed-point conditions (46), 47),and (49), we see that the lat—
ter ism ore general and provides a unigque unam biguous way for de ning control functions
Uy x) orallk 1. In all three cases, the function  X) is, generally, not de ned, so is
the term £, ®X) = Fy (X;Up X)) . T herefore, the evolution integral (40) has to be considered
startihgwith k= 2. Thee ective tine , In Eq. (40) can be treated as another control
function. By itsde nion,  isthem Inim altin e required for reaching a quasi xed point
f, from an approxinant fy ;. In general, the m nin al tin e should correspond to one
step, which m eansthat k  should be close to one. T herefore, the e ective approxin ation
tin e can be evaluated as

X : (53)

In thisway, an approxin ate xed point f, (x), representing a k-th order selfsim ilar ap—
proxim ant for the sought function f (x), is com pletely de ned by the evolution integral
40).

An important advantage of the selfsin ilar approxim ation theory is the possbility
of controlling the stability of the procedure, which can be done by invoking the ideas of
dynam icaltheory. Forthispurose, foram ap fyx (" )g, onem ay de ne the localm ultdpliers

k=

@
x () @—,yk(’)t ©4)

The multiplier at a quasi xed point y, (' ) is given by
K () ke () : 55)

T he im ages of these m ultipliers on the m anifold X are obtained by m eans of the change
ofvariables (23). The in age ofEqg. (54) reads

my (X) x Fo Xjux X)) 5 (56)

and that ofEqgq. (55) is
m, x) x (£ ®)) : ©7)

A quasi xed point is stable provided that
J()I< 15 n, ®)Jj< 1: (58)
Tt isus=eful to consider uniform stability characterized by the m axin al localm uldpliers
ko SPJ()3; my supdny )3: (59)
Then a k-th order approxin ant is unifom ly stable if

L < 1; m,<1: (60)



G enerally, because of the de nition of the multipliers (55) to (57) through the same
localmultiplier (54) given on the phase space A, the m axim alm ulipliers (59) coincide,
x = m,, 0 that it is su cient to consider one of them .

T he stability analysis also m akes it possibbl to answer the question "which of ssveral
adm issble initial approxin ations should one prefer In calculating higher-order approx—
In ants?" The answer is straightforward: O ne has to prefer that initial approxin ation
w hich garantees the best stability of the procedure B7].

In conclusion to this section, ket us em phasize a principal aspect distinguishing our
approach from di erent variants ofthe standard renom alization-group techniques [60{62].
In the latter, one tries to establish either an exact or an approxin ate relation between
a function f (x) and is value f ( x) for the scaled physical varable. Sudh a relation
describes them otion w ith respect to the scaling param eter. C ontrary to this, in selfsim ilar
approxin ation theory, we do not scale physical variables. But the group selfsin ilarity
describes an evolution in the phase space of approxin ants, w ith the approxin ation order
playing the rok of tim e.

4 M ethod ofFractal Transform s

O ne of the basic ideas In selfsim ilar approxin ation theory is the introduction of control
finctions which govem the evolution of an approxin ation dynam ical system to be close
to a xed point. A s was m entioned earlier, control finctions can be introduced at any
part of calculational procedure. For instance, this can be done at the step of choosing
an Iniial approxim ation, which results In the sequence of optim ized approxin ants. But
this can also be accom plished In the last part of calculations, after deriving a sequence of
perturbative tem s.

A s isdiscussed In Section 1, em ploying the standard perturbation theory, one obtains
approxin ations having the structure of asym ptotic series. Sudh series are usually diver-
gent and have no sense for nite values of expansion param eters. T here exist the so-called
resum m ation m ethods ascribing nite values to divergent serdes [63]. Them ost often used
am ong such techniques are the Borel summ ation [63] and the construction of Pade ap—
proxim ants [64], ncluding the two-point [65] and m ulkivalied [66,67]P ade approxin ants.
T hese technigues have m any known lim itations. Thus, to get a good accuracy, they re-
quire to invoke a num ber of perturbative tem s which often are not availablk. And also,
such technigques are, actually, num erical.

In order to incorporate control functions Into a given asym ptotic series, one needs to
resort to a transform ation Incliding som e trial param eters. T he transform ation nvolved
m ust decode the selfsin ilarity property hidden In the given perturbative sequence. For
power series, i looks natural to em ploy the powerdaw transfom ations [68{75]. Since
power law s are typical of fractals [76,77] the powerdaw transform ation can also be called
the fractal transform ation [75].

For a function f x), the fractal transform is

F x;s) ¥XfK); (61)
wih a reals. The inverse transform is

fx®) x°F (x;8): (62)
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The fractal transform satis es the scaling relation

F (x;8)  F x;8)

f (x) f x)

rem inding us those typical of fractals.
A ssum e that fora nite function f x), the standard perturbation theory in powers of
x results in a set of approxin ations
Xk
k)= TaxT (63)

n=20

where’ ®)="'"9x°% 0and x ! 0. The powers are arranged In the ascending order
n< n+1 = 0;1;2;::55k 1) (64)

the signs of , being arbitrary. The structure of the serdes (63) is that of an expansion
(6) over the asym ptotic sequence ", X) = x ™.

Sihce it is always m ore convenient to work w ith dim ensionless quantities, we assum e
that the varable x is din ensionless. D e ne the din ensionless scale-nvariant fiinction

"k X)
: 65
G (%) &) (65)
Em ploying the notation ,
dn ,_fl ’ n n 0r
0
we have
Xk
Ok &) = anx " ; (66)
n=0
where
J&x)=a =1 o=0; (67)
and the powers are such that
0< < pa+1 n= 1;2;::5;k 1) : (68)
Introduce the fractal transform
Fr &;s) o (x) (69)
and the inverse one
O ®) = x °Fy (x;8) : (70)
For the series (66), this gives
Xk
Fy (;8) = ayx® "o (71)

n=0

Then we apply the sam e procedure of selfsin ilar approxin ation theory, described in the
previous section, to the sequence fFy (x;s)g. The di erence isthat here the trdalparam eter
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S is treated as a quasiinvariant, that is, it is kept xed under the evolution of the m ap
fFy X;s)g and it is transform ed in a control function s, (x) aposteriori, the latter being
de ned from convergence and boundary conditions.

T he reonom ic constraint (23) now becom es

Fo&;s)="; x=x(;9): (72)

W ith the om (71), from where Fy (x;8) = x5, this gives x (" ;s) = ’ 1*®. The endom or-
phisn (24) now is
vk ("is)  E&(;s);s); (73)
which resuls in
Xk
v (is)= a7 (74)

n=20

For s being a quasi-nvariant, the cascade velocity (42) is
i ("is)=w(is) % 1(is): (75)
From Egs. (74) and (75), one gets
Vi 0 5s) = a1 T

T his is to be substituted In the evolution integral

z Y dy

v, 1 Yk (¥is)

k 7 (76)

which is sin ilar to the ntegral (39), and where y, = y, (' ;s) is a quasi xed point, wih
Yo (" 78) " and k 1. Note a slight di erence between the integrals (39) and (76). In
the present case, the evolution integral (76) is obtained by integrating the Lie equation
(38) between two quasi xed pomts, y, ; and y, . A fler changing variables according to
the constraint (72), the integral (76) reduces to

z

Fy d’
—— = ki (77)
F,, Vk (' ;s)
whereF, = F, X;s),k 1 and
F, xis) ¥y FoX;s);s): (78)

Fork= 0,shcey, (" ;s)= " ,onehasF, (x;s) = x°.

C alculating the evolution integral (77), w ith the cascade velocity (75), results in the
Iterative equation
R R (79)
n which
k
Ay & xxi K —
S
Ifwe recall that, to retum to the original physical quantities, we have to acoom plish the
inverse fractal transform (70), then we de ne

gc X;8) x°F, ®;s); (80)
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wih gy (x;s8) = 1. For the transform (80), the iterative equation (79) reads
9 =9’ t Axx " : 81)

At this stage, we have to convert the trial param eter s into a control fiinction s, =
Sk (). Taking this into acoount, we com e to a selfsim ilar approxim ant

g ®) g &®;s): 82)

Equation 81l) for the approxim ant (82) can be w ritten as

h ik l:k
g &)= g ;&) +Ax” ; 83)

where k k =Sk and
g &)=1: 84)

The solution to Eq. (83), with the initial condition (84), gives g, (x), which de nes the
selfsin ilar approxin ant
£ ®) = o ®)g &) (85)

for the sought function f (x). The quantities Ay and y are expressed through control
functions , and s, which actually m eans that A, and  can be considered them selves
as control functions. The latter are to be de ned from additional conditions, such as
convergence and boundary conditions.

5 SelfSim ilar R oot A pproximn ants

W hen the behaviour of the sought fiinction is known in the asym ptotic vichhity of two
boundaries of the dom ain X, the controlparam eters A, and  can be found from the re—
lated boundary conditions [71,73,74]. H ere, we generalize this procedure to the case when
the boundary asym ptotic expansions contain arbitrary powers of x, including noninteger
pow ers.
Suppose, for concreteness, that the variable x is given on the real sem iaxesX = R,

0;1 ). Ifthisisnot so, then i isalwayspossible to resort to a change ofvariables reducing
the dom ain of x to R, . A s earlier, we kesp in m Ind that the variablk x as well as the
sought finction are nom alized to din ensionless units, so that the considered function is
presented In a scale-nvarant form g (x). A ssum e that the asym ptotic behaviour of g (x)
In the vicinity of the kft boundary,

g&) " g &) &z! 0); 86)

is given by the asym ptotic series
O &) = anx " @®7)

where
gx)=a=1; 0o=0; (88)



and the powers are arbirary real num bers arranged in the ascending order
0< < 41 n= 1;2;::5;k 1): (89)

And ¥t us assum e that the asym ptotic behaviour of g x) at the right boundary is also
known,

g) " Gy &) ®! 1); 90)
being presented by the asym ptotic series
Xk

Gy x) = hhx"; (91)

n=1
in which
b6 0; 16 0; 92)

and the pow ers are arranged in the descending order

0> e h= 1;2;:::;k 1) : (93)

Note that , can be ofany sign.
Tterating k tinesEqg. (83), and using the notation

1
n, 2% =1;2;::5k 1);  on —; (94)
P

~

we obtain the selfsim ilar root approxim ant

nz

g )= (::(@Q+A1x )™+ A,x 2)7+ 1+ Ayx )™ (95)
which can also be called a nested root or superroot. T he control param eters A, and ng,
wihp= 1;2;:::;k, are tobe de ned from the asym ptotic concidence of expressions (95)
and (91) at the right boundary, that is from the asym ptotic boundary condition

g &) " Gk &) ! 1): 96)

In this way, the crossover fomul (95) extrapolates the sought function from the kft
boundary x ! 0 to the whol interval 0;1 ).

A s is easy to dbserve, reexpanding Eq. (95) n samallx ! 0 does not reproduce
the structure of gy (x) in the series (87). For this to hold, one, rst, should require
that , = p , and even then the expansion coe cients would not coincide with a , for
p > 1. However, there is no need to deam and that the asym ptotic behaviour of g &) be
dentical w ith g X). Vice versa, such a restriction would essentially sooil the accuracy
of the approxin ant for large x. It is important to bring to m ind that the main aim
of the selfsim ilar approxin ation theory is to construct accurate expression uniform ly
approxin ating the sought finction in the whole interval of the vardiable x 2 [0;1 ). The
asym ptotic expansion (87) at x ! 0 are used only as constructing blocks. In general,
it would be possible to m odify the form of the selfsin ilar approxin ant so that it could
exactly reproduce gy (x) atx ! 0. Butthis, from thepoint ofview ofan accurate uniform
extrapolation, is neither necessary nor correct.

18



At the sam e tim g, by the asym ptotic condition (96), the control param eters A, and
n, are de ned so that the asym ptotic expansion of g, x) at x ! 1 exactly coincide
w ith the serdes (91). Such a construction, as is evident, can be reverted in the follow Ing
sense. O ne could derive selfsin ilar root approxin ants starting from the right asym ptotic
expansion (91) and tting the corresoonding control param eters so that the expansion of
the derived root approxin antsat x ! 0 be coinciding w ith the series (87). N evertheless,
the construction of crossover form ulas from the left to right seem sm ore preferable because
of the ollow ing. The region of validity for the expansion (87) is kj 1 and that for
the expansion (91) is kj 1, that is, the region of validiy of the right expansion is
essentially larger than that of the lft expansion. This conclusion is con med by a
num ber of particular cases dem onstrating that the radius of convergence of the series (87)
isusually zero, while that ofthe serdes (91) is nite.

In order to de ne the control param eters A, and n, from the asym ptotic condition
(96), one has to know how to present an asym ptotic form of the root approxin ant (95)
atx ! 1 . To the st ghneoe, the procedure of cbtaining an asym ptotic, asx ! 1,
expression from the superroot (95) looks ambiguous, since the powers n, are yet not
known, hence it isnot clear how to classify larger and an aller tem s. In particular cases,
really, there can be severalw ays, depending on the relation between the valuesof , and
n,, of classifying asym ptotic term s of the superroot (95) at x ! 1 . Thisambiguity can
be overcom e by requiring the unigueness and generality of the procedure.

D e nition. The selfsin ilar root approxin ant (95) is called to be uniquely de ned
by the asym ptotic condiion (96) if and only if all control param eters can be uniguely
determ ined from a general rule, whose form is invariant w ith respect to the values of |
and which isvalid for atbitrary p= 1;2;:::.

T heorem . The slfsim ilar root approxin ant (95) is uniguely de ned by the asym p—
totic condition (96) ifand only if the powers n, are given by the equations

pNp p+1 = const;

pllp =  p+1 kK pT x p+t17 97)
N = 1 o= 1;2;:::5k 1) :

Proof. W hen x ! 1 , it is convenient to Introduce the an all param eter " x1.In
temm s of the latter, the superroot (95) can be identically presented as

gk(x):AEkX k Nk 1+ Bk"k k 10k 1 1+ Bk l" k1 k 20k 2 (1_|_ s

n n
+B,"2 1" (14 B "™ ’ :::nkl - ; (98)
where
1 A;P
B A—; Boi1 = 1;2;:::;k 1) :
1 pt+1l

To prove su ciency, ¥t us assum e that Egs. (97) hold true. Then,

pt1l pnp k p k p+l:
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D ue to the descending order (93) of ., one has
ot 1 pNp = const> 0 :

T his unam biguously de nes the classi cation ofpowers of " in the form (98). E xpanding
Eg. (98) In powers of ", we cbserve that the rst k tem s of the expansion coincide
with allk tem s of the serdes (91), that is the asym ptotic condition (96) is satis ed. To
prove necessity, we assum e that the superroot (95) is uniquely de ned by the asym ptotic
condition (96). This in plies, according to the above de nition, that there exists a unique
general expansion of the form (98) in powers of ", which is Invariant w ith respect to |
and p. A s is evident from expression (98), such a unigue general expansion is possble if
and only if ,; pNp = const> 0. Then Eg. (98) can be unam biguously expanded in
powers of ". T his expansion is to be com pared w ith the series (91) that can be w ritten as

Gk(X):lel 1+E"l 2 1+E"2 3 l+ :::‘I‘ b< w k1 k
by by b 1
Com paring the st k tem s of the expansion of Eq. (98) w ith the serdes (91), we cbtain

Egs. (97).

T histheoram m akes it possible to apply the sam e general rules for constructing various
crossover formm ulas. Let us stress that the theoram is a new resul that has not yet been
published.

T illnow , we have considered the situation when the order k ofthe left expansion (87)
coincides w ith that of the right expansion (91). How ocould we proceed if these orders
were di erent?

If the num ber of availabl tem s from the lkft is less than that from the right, this
is not as In portant, provided we know the law prescribing the values of ,, which is
usually known or can be easily guessed. This is because we, actually, do not need to
have all coe cients a ,, which are incorporated in the control param eters A ,, and these
are detem ined through the coe cients b, and powers , of the right expansion (91).
Therefore, when only , are available, nevertheless, wem ay add to the keft expansion the
required num ber of termm s up to the order of the right expansion.

W hen the num ber oftem s in the right expansion is lessthan that ofthe keft expansion,
the situation again is not dangerous. Say, the left expansion g, (x) is of order k, whilke the
right expansion G, (x) isoforderm < k. In that case, we tterate Eq. (83) tillg, ,; &)
and at the next step, we set gy , (X). terating In thisway Eg. (83) m tines, we com e to
the selfsim ilar root approxin ant

_ 1=Ny m+1 Nk m+1
Gm &)= i Dk o ®)] tAx pe1x 00
FA papx kmr2)mEz ey AL k)R (99)

w here the notation (94) isused. The superroot (99) for the casem = k retums to the
form (95), since gp X) = 1. The controlparam eters A, and n,, withp=k m + 1;k

Ym &) Gn &) ®! 1): (100)

C onsequently, the selfsin ilar root approxin ants can always be constructed, even when
the number of term s In the kft and right asym ptotic expansions are not equal to each
other.
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6 SelfSim ilar Exponential A pproxim ants

A di erent strategy is to be pursued when only a single-side asym ptotic expansion, say
at x ! 0, is available. Then there are no boundary conditions determ ining control
param eters. The lhtter are to be sgoeci ed in a di erent way appealing to convergence
properties. A particular choice of control param eters results in a nice structure of nested
exponentials [/0,72,75]. Here we present a m ore re ned derivation of the exponential
approxin ants and suggest som e novel ways of constructing the cost functionals de ning
the e ective approxin ation tin e, that is, the controltim e.

Looking at the fractal transform (71), it is easy to notice that the convergence prop—
erties of the sequence fFy g Inprove if k7 ! 0. The latter can be realized when x ! 0,
ie. In the sam e situation as for the asym ptotic expansion (66). But there are In addition
tw o other possibilities for k7 to tend to zero, when
( +1 ; k<1

1 ; kj>1: 101)

s !
By taking these lim its, wem ay extend the region ofapplicability ofthe function presented
by the asym ptotic expansion (66), valid only at x ! 0, to the regions ;1) and (1;1 ).
To derive a slfsim ilar approxin ant for the case (101), by em ploying the m ethod of
fractal transform s, we need to obtain a kind of an iterative equation, sin ilarto Eq. (83).
For this purpose, ket us introduce a set of functions

k(@) 1+ 3z = 1;2;::5k);

Zn = zn () ; k (k1) 17 102)
being iteratively connected w ith each other by m eans of the relation

an Xn n 1

zn (X) =

k (Zn+1) @ (103)
an 1

Then the serdes (66) can be identically presented as
O ®) = x(z1): (104)
T he selfsin ilar renom alization of { (z,), accom plished by m eans ofthem ethod of fractal
transformm s, is
l S
x @nis)= 1 S o : (105)
R ealizing the k-step renom alization for the iterative relations (102) and (103), we nd
Gk (27s) x (Z,78) ; (106)

wherez = z (x;s),withn= 1;2;:::;k, and

an
z, &js) = X"  (Zq58) ¢t 107)
an 1
A coording to the Jast dentity In Egs. (102),
x @ q78)=1:
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Trrespectively to what lin it, etther s ! +1 ors! 1 , istaken in the form (105),
one gets the sam e result

l S
Im 1 -~ z = exp( z) :
! S

T herefore, in what ollows, wemay write Bj! 1 , kesping In m ind any of the lim is
s ! 1 .Letusde ne

g, ®) = lin g (x;s) : (108)
B 1
A nd introduce the notation
an
G n 7 n n n 1+ (109)
an 1

Taking the lim i (108) in the fterative relations (106) and (107), we com e to the selfsim ilar
exponential approxim ant

g X) = exp X 'exp (&x ? 11:exp (Gx ¥)) 119 ; (110)

for short, called superexponential.

Expression (110) contains the coe cients ¢, that, as is seen from the notation (109),
are proportional to the controltine ,, which isnot yet de ned. The sin plest way would
betost , = 1=n,asnh Eq. (63). It could also be possble to nd , from a xed-
point condiion. However, the m ost general and re ned way is to determ ne the control
tin e by m Inim izihg a cost functional [/5]. In optin al control theory, one constructs
cost functionals by formm ulating the desired properties of the system . For our cass, the
procedure can be as ollow s. If it is recalled that the controltin e , describesthem inin al
tin e necessary for reaching a xed point at the n-th step of the calculational procedure,
then n , approxin ately corresponds to the totaltine  required for reaching the xed
point. W henn , , this In plies that , =n. The tin e of reaching a xed point
depends on how far this point is. T he shorter is the distance from the point, the faster
is the way to it. The distance passed at the n-th step can be evaliated asv, ,, wih v,
being a characteristic velocity at this step. In thism anner, we need to nd am inimal
tine , thatiscloseto =n and which corresponds to the fastest passage of the distance
V, n. These requirem ents suggest to construct the fastest passage cost functional

n 2 #
1X 5
F =Z n — *t ©a) g (111)
2 n
In which the param eter 0 is included for generality. The value of can be chosen

if som e additional inform ation on the system is availablk. In the absence of such an
additional inform ation, we sest = 1.

D e ning the characteristic velocity v,, it is natural to associate it with a cascade
velocity v, (x) taken at the m ost dangerous valie of x, where convergence is the worst
and, respectively, the deviation v, , should be the largest. Thinking back to the fractal
transform (71), we know that the sequence fF g converges, under condition (101), ifeither
KJj< 1 or k3> 1. Thism eans that the dangerous point is kj= 1. T herefore, we de ne

v, = Vi () (&i=1): 112)
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W ih the cascade velocity

Va®) = X)) g 1K) = anx " 113)
we have
v,)' = a’ : (114)
So that the fastest passage cost functional (111) becom es
n #
1X ? 2 2
F = > n o + a, (115)

n

The controltine , isgiven by them inin ization ofthe cost functional (115), ie. from

the conditions

F ’F
2
n

> 0 (11e6)
T he extrem um condition Jads to

n — m . (117)

The found extremum isam Ininum , shce
2

_ 2 .
=1+ a,>0:

W hat hasbeen yet keft unde ned is the e ective totaltine , which can be derived
from the follow Ing reasoning. If the sought xed point is reached in one step, this in plies
that ; = 1. Applying this condition to formula (117) yields

=1+ af (1=1): (118)
Then the controltime is
1+ af 419)
" n@a+ a?)’

T he param eters ¢,, de ned in Eq. (109), are proportional to the controltine ,,because
of which they can be called the control param eters or, sin ply, controllers. W ith the
controltime (119), the controlkers are
2
o = ap 1+ aj) : 120)
na, ;1 1+ a?)

In this way, the superexponential (110) is com plktely de ned.

If the function g (x) was Introduced as a scale-invariant form of the sought fiinction
f x), then the selfsin ilar exponential approxin ant for the latter is f, x) = ' ( ®)g, &).
R ecall that the function g x) has been assum ed to be nite on the m anifold X . In the
case of a function g (x) divergent at som e poInt xy 2 X, one should consider its inverse
g ! x), provided this isa nite everywhere on X . In the exam ple of deriving the control
tine (119) from the cost functional (115), it is supposed that the function f ) is sign
de nite so that the function g (x) is nonnegative. W hen it is known that f (x) changes
its sign, this nfom ation has to be encom passed in the procedure. This can be done,
for exam ple, by factoring £ (x) = ' ®)g &), wih g &) being positive. A nother possibility
could be to Incorporate informm ation on the points of the sign change into the constructed
cost functional. For describing oscillating fiinctions, it could be conceivable to dealw ith
com plex controltim es.
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7 Exam ples

Selfsin ilar approxin ation theory has been applied to varous physics problem s. These
applications can be found in the cited references [B5{57,68{75]. Am ong recent works,
wem ay m ention the usage of this approach to barrer crossing processes [78,79], critical
phenom ena [BO0], and to the rmupture of m echanical system s B1l]. In the present section,
we give several exam ples which illustrate som e new possbilities of the approach.

A .Am plitude of E lastic Scattering

T his exam ple is interesting by dem onstrating the use of superroots when the num ber
oftem s in the left asym ptotic expansion ism uch larger than that in the right expansion.

C onsider the scattering of two particles of m assesm ; and m ,, w ith m om enta p; and
P, before collision and p! and p) after it. The urm om enta are nom alized on the m ass
shell so that p? = m?. The scattering am plitudes are usually presented as functions of
the M andelstam variables B2] which are

s @+p)=E+p)’; t @ B)=© B?;

u @ B)’=© B); s+t+tu=2m’+m3):

T he am plitude of elastic scattering can be expressed, be m eans of perturbation theory, as
an asym ptotic expansion in powers of the coupling param eter g,

®
T @;sit)’ g+ T, (S;D9" ! 0); 121)

n=2

where T, (s;t) exp (ns) ass! 1 . It isknown that for any g there exists the Froissart
upper bound given by the nequality T (g;s;t)] A (s;£)F where a particular form of
A (s;t) depends on whether the considered theory is Jocal B2] or nonlocal B3]. Since the

Froissart upper bound is valid for any g, ncludingg ! 1 , ket usassum e that

T@sit’ A Q! 1): (122)

Our ain is to construct a crossover form ula between the keft and right expansions (121)
and (122), respectively.
Follow Ing the general schem g, we, rst, have to introduce the scale-invariant function

1
l(e)} & T (g;s;D) ; (123)

In which, for brevity, we do not w rite explicitly other varables, except g. D enoting for
the function (123) the weak-coupling,

f@ '’ "x©@) @! 0); (124)

and the strong-coupling,
f@ ' Fi1@) g! 1); (125)

asym ptotic expansions, from Egs. (121) and (122), we have
"v@ =1+ ag+t &g+ it agd;  Fi@=ky*; (126)

24



wherea, = T,,1 (5;8) and b= A (s;t).
T he crossover form ula for the scattering am plitude

T, @ =94 @ 127)
is obtained by constructing the selfsin ilar root approxin ant (99) for
=n n
'@ = [ 1 @I+ A (128)

w here the controlparam etersn, and A, arede ned by the asym ptotic boundary condition
(100), which gives

! A ! (129)
ny = — = —
k k ’ k H‘
Thus, a selfsin ilar root approxin ant for the scattering am plitude is
bl
T, @) = x 1@g . (130)

B+ 75 @9 ™

Note that the expansion ' ;(g) here can also be converted to ', ; (@) given by the
superexponential (110).

B .Sum m ation of N um erical Series

Poorly convergent or divergent num erical series can be summ ed by m,eans of the su—
perexponentials In the follow ing way. Let us consider a series S; = rll:O an, whose
particular sum s are

3k
Sy = a, : 131)

Introduce the fiinction

Sk () anx” ; (132)
n=0
orwhich Sy (1) = Sk . Construct the selfsin ilar exponential approxin ant S, (x), accord—
ng to ormula (110). Settihgx = 1 In S, k), we get S, = S, (1), which is the sought
selfsin ilar approxim ant

S, = arexXp (G exp (@ s::exp (&) ::9) 5 133)

w ith the controllers ¢, given by Eq. (120), where we set = 1. If the exact value of S;
is known, one can com pare the accuracy of the particular sum s (131), characterized by
the percentage error

Sk
S1
w ith the accuracy of the selfsim ilar approxin ants (133), describbed by the error

1 100% ; (134)

Sy
S1

. 1 100% : 135)

A s an illustration, let us consider the sum (131), w ith the coe cients

( 17
on+ 1°

an
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T he sequence £S,g convergesto S; = =4. T his convergence is rather slow , for exam ple,
the percentage errors (134) forthe rst ve tem s are

15% ; 10% ; 78% ; 63% ; 53% ;
w hile the superexponential (133) gives the errors (135) forthe rst ve approxin ants as
88% ; 36% ; 1:9% ; 1:6% ; 16% ;

dem onstrating a m uch faster convergence.

C .M ultiloop Feynm an Integrals

Emplying the Feynm an diagram techniques in quantum eld theory or quantum
statistical m echanics, one confronts w ith the so-called m ultiloop integrals. These can be
calculated by m eans of perturbation theory [B4,85] resulting in asym ptotic series. The
latter can be summ ed w ith the help of the superexponentials.

Let us start the ilustration w ith a sin ple one-loop integral

I@;D) ! ’ de ; (1306)
o @)° @+ p?)e’

where a isa positive param eter, D is space din ensionality. T he exact value ofthe Integral
(136) is known to be

I@p)- & D=2 (137)
4 - .
’ @)= @ '
where ( ) isa gamma-function. A perturbative procedure or Eq. (136) can be de ned
B4,85] by introducing
Z D
1 d’'p
I@D;" (138)

@ )P @+ "p?)
and expanding the Integrand In powers of ", which, after the integration term by tem,
results in a series %
I@D;i"m= ',": (139)
n
Since, as follow s from Egs. (136) and (138), I@;D ;1) = I@;D ), the answver is obtained
by setting "= 1.
A coom plishing a partial selfsin ilar exponentization of the series (139), one gets

(
I (a.D ."): l D G:) + 2) " (") . (140)
’ ’ (4 a)DZZ exp Sa g ’
w ith X
g™ aa" ; 141)
n
the coe cients a , being
1 D +1 DD+ 2)
ags=1; a; = ; = ——"7689¥—;
0 I 1 68. ’ 2. 24a2 ’
O + 1)3D2%+ 6D 4) DD+2)D?%+ 2D 2)
as = 3 H aq = 2 7
240a 240a
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The partial sum s of Eq. (141), after sstting "= 1, becom e

Xk
G = an (142)
n=20
T he corresponding superexponentials are
g = exp (G exp (¢ :::exp () - (143)

F inally, for the integral (136), we nd the selfsin ilar approxin ants
)

(
D + 2
L S 1 i (144)

Ik @;D) = 8a

1
(4 a)D=2 =p
wih g, = 1.

Consider the cascsofa= landD = 1,when I(;1)= 1=2. The perturbation series
(139) take the form

I(l.l.") 4 l_ l+ E "+ E ll2+ 105 "3+ 1659 né . (145)
" i 8 128 1024 32768 :
The coe cientsa , In the sum (142) are
1 1 1 1 1
ag=1; a=—-—; a=—-—; a3=—; a= —_:
0 ’ 1 3 I 2 8 Il 3 24 I4 4 80
For the slfsim ilar approxin ant (144), we have
1 3
L ;1) = PT exp s 9% 1 * (146)

T he errors of the perturbative expression (145) at "= 1 are
44% ; 22% ; 11% ; 56% ; 28% ;
which is to be com pared w ith the errors of the selfsim ilar approxin ants (146),

7

o\

; 48% ; 077% ; 0:14% ; 0:08% ;

which are an order am aller.
Forthecassa= 2; D = 3,onehasI2;3)= 1=8 . The perturbative expression (139)
reads

1 15 385 , 4725 . 228459 ,
I(2;3,.") 14 l+ P "+ P | | + I | | + nw (147)
(8 )32 16 512 8192 524288
The coe cientsa , from Eqg. (142) are
1 1 5 41 13
ag=1; ag=—; a=— a3=—; az= —:
° T3 T 3 T gg0” Y 256
T he selfsim ilar approxin ant (144) becom es
3 1 15
Ik (2,3) = W exp 1_6 gk 1 . (148)
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T he direct expansion (147) yields the errors

80% ; 61% ; 46% ; 35% ; 26% ;

Now, ket ustum to a D -dim ensional threedoop Feynm an integral

Ppdpdps
JD) : (149)
@) L+ pH) A+ p3)A+pP3)L+ @1+ P2+ pP3)?]

Follow Ing the sam e procedure as In the calculation of the previous Feynm an integrals,
onede nesJ D ;") and then st " = 1. For concreteness, ket ustake D = 2. Then the
selfsin ilar approxin ants for ntegral (149) are de ned as

1 9

J, )= — ; 150
L @) 2563exp4gk1 ( )

w ith g, having the form (143), which isobtained from gy ofEq. (142),where the coe cient
a, are

13 59 373
a=1; a1=—; a=— &= ——; &= —:;
24 144 768 3840
2324 15243 150379
as = ————— 7 A6 = S~ a7 = :
18432 86016 393216

T he accuracy of the approxin ants (150) again ismuch better than that of sin ple pertur-
bative expressions. The rst seven approxin ants dem onstrate a fast increase of accuracy.
T he related errors, calculated by com paring the selfsin ilar form (150) w ith the num erical
value J 2) = 0:00424027, are

46% ; 40% ; 29% ; 24% ; 21% ; 20% ; 19

o\

T his dem onstrates a m onotonic convergence, whik the standard perturbation theory In
powers of " w ildly diverges.

T hus, the selfsin ilar approxin ants provide rather good approxin ations even for very
bad, fastly divergent series derived by m eans of standard perturbation theory.

In conclusion, we m ay m ention that the selfsim ilar approxin ation theory has been
successfully applied not only to a number of physical problem s B5{57,68{75,78{81] but
also to other com plex system s, such as nancialm arkets B6{90]. T In e serdes, related to

nancial, econom ic, biological, and social system s, are known to possess special fractal
properties P1{95]. This is why these series can be naturally described by selfsim ilar
approxin ants, egpecially by those that explicitly digpolay their selfsim ilar structure as In
selfsin ilar roots and selfsin ilar exponentials.
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