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C orrelations around an interface
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W ecom puteone-loop correlation functionsforthe
uctuationsofan interfaceusing a �eld theory

m odel. W e obtain them from Feynm an diagram s drawn with a propagator which is the inverse

of the Ham iltonian of a P�oschl-Teller problem . W e derive an expression for the propagator in

term s of elem entary functions, show that it corresponds to the usual spectral sum , and use it

to calculate quantities such as the surface tension and interface pro�le in two and three spatial

dim ensions. The three-dim ensionalquantities are rederived in a sim ple,uni�ed m anner,whereas

thosein two dim ensionsextend theexisting literature,and areapplicableto thin �lm s.In addition,

wecom putetheone-loop self-energy,which m ay beextracted from experim ent,orfrom M onteCarlo

sim ulations. O ur results m ay be applied in various scenarios,which include 
uctuations around

topological defects in cosm ology, supersym m etric dom ain walls, Z(N) bubbles in Q CD ,dom ain

wallsin m agneticsystem s,interfacesseparating Bose-Einstein condensates,and interfacesin binary

liquid m ixtures.

PACS num bers:11.10.W x,11.10.K k,11.27.+ d,64,68

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

M any naturalsystem sexhibitinterfacesthatseparateregionsofdi�erentphysicalcharacteristics.An interface in

a binary liquid m ixture separates its two com ponents,a dom ain wallin a m agnetic system separates its m agnetic

phases. Apartfrom those traditionalexam ples,severalsystem sofcurrentinterestcan be viewed asdi�erentguises

ofthatsam e physicalsituation. They include topologicaldefects in cosm ology[1],supersym m etric dom ain walls[2],

Z(N)interfacesin therm alSU(N)gaugetheories[3],ordi�erenttypesofBose-Einstein condensates[4].

Recently,studiesofquantum and statistical
uctuationsaround interfacesordom ain wallshavebeen theobjectof

renewed attention.Such studieshaveconcentrated on one-loop calculationswhich,technically,am ountto com puting


uctuation determ inants around the interface (dom ain wall) background. They include com putations around kink

backgroundsin scalartheoriesin variousdim ensions[5],aswellasin supersym m etric m odels[2]. They use di�erent

m ethods,exploiting connections with specialproperties ofdeterm inants ofdi�erentialoperators[5],with scattering

data[6],and with the spectrum ofthe operators[2].

The calculations m entioned in the previous paragraph are restricted to vacuum bubbles,as willbecom e clear in

the sequel. In the present article, we willgo beyond by com puting correlations that involve one and two-point

functions.Determ inants,vacuum bubbles,and correlationswillallbe obtained from a sem iclassicalpropagatorthat

describeshow the 
uctuationsofan interface (dom ain wall)evolve.O urm ethod relieson a system atic sem iclassical

expansion around the given background,and hasthe sem iclassicalpropagatorasitsessentialingredient.Itnotonly

serves as an alternative to the m ethods used in particle physics inspired applications [2,5,6],but also provides a

uni�ed fram ework thatextendsthoseresultsto thecom putation ofcorrelations,allowsforconnectionswith statistical

m echanicalsystem s(forwhich one-pointfunctionshavebeen obtained by otherm ethods),and introducescalculations

oftwo-pointfunctionsthatlead to novelresults.

W e shallpro�tfrom the connectionswith statisticalm echanicalsystem sto presentourm ethod.Indeed,itiswell-

known[7,8]thatinterface 
uctuationsm ay be described by a scalar�eld theory m odelwith a double-wellpotential.

The m odeladm itsa classicalsolution,a kink pro�le depending on only one spatial(longitudinal)coordinate,which

isassociated with the m ean-�eld con�guration ofthe interface.

Fluctuationsoftheinterfacehavebeen taken intoaccountin 4� � dim ensions,viarenorm alization group m ethods[7,

9],aswellasdirectly in three-dim ensions[10,11]. Asa resultoftheirinclusion,calculationsofthe m odi�ed surface

tension[7, 10, 12, 13, 14], and of the m odi�ed interface pro�le[9, 11]were successfully carried out: the surface

tension wascom puted up to two-loop order[13],leading to the prediction ofuniversalratiosfor an interface in the

three-dim ensionalIsing m odel(which belongsto the sam e universality classofthe scalar�eld m odel);the interface
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pro�lewascom puted up to one-loop order[9,11],leading to a detailed com parison with experim entaldata[15]forthe

re
ectivity ofbinary liquid m ixturesneara phasetransition.

Thethree-dim ensionalcalculationslisted abovecan allbeviewed astheresultofcom puting theFeynm an diagram s

ofa sem iclassicalexpansion around the m ean-�eld interface background[16]. The diagram s involve a sem iclassical

propagator and sem iclassicalvertices[17]: the form er is the inverse ofthe Ham iltonian ofa P�oschl-Teller problem

in one dim ension;the latter include a background dependent cubic vertex,in addition to the quartic vertex ofthe

double-well.

In thispaper,we use a closed analytic form forthe sem iclassicalpropagatorthathasbeen recently obtained[16],

and show thatitam ountsto sum m ing up thespectralrepresentation fortheinverseoftheP�oschl-TellerHam iltonian.

Indeed,from ourexpression,werecovertheeigenvaluesand eigenfunctionsofthatproblem .W ethen usethatcom pact

expression to rederive previousresults,to extend them to lowerdim ensions,and to com pute two-pointcorrelations

up to one-loop.

The two-point vertices that we com pute correspond to the self-energy at large relative distances (zero relative

m om enta). They depend on the position ofthose points relative to the interface,a consequence ofthe breaking of

translationalinvariance. Thatself-energy is the sum ofa m ass(inverse correlation length)squared and a potential

which re
ectsthein
uenceoftheinterfaceon the
uctuation m odes.W ecom m enton how tocom pareourpredictions

forthosequantitiesto experim entsand sim ulations.

Thearticleisorganized asfollows:in Section II,weintroducethe�eld theory m odel,and outlinethederivation of

the m ean-�eld interface solution and ofthe sem iclassicalpropagator,aswellasthe sem iclassicalexpansionsforthe

variousgenerating functionals;in Section III,we com pute the surface tension from the vacuum bubbles;in Section

IV,we extract the interface pro�le from the graphs for the one-point G reen function;in Section V,we obtain the

self-energy from the graphs for the two-point vertex function;Section VI presents conclusions and suggestions for

furtherwork.Appendix A presentsa detailed derivation ofthe sem iclassicalpropagator,and exploresitsproperties.

Appendix B describesthe renorm alization procedurewehaveadopted.

II. T H E FIELD T H EO R Y M O D EL

W e considerthe generating (partition)functionalfora self-interacting scalar�eld theory m odel

Z[j]=

I

[D ’]exp

�

�
S

�
+

Z
j’
p
�
d
d
x

�

; (1)

whoseaction functionalin d spatialdim ensionsisgiven by

S[’]=

Z

d
d
x
�1

2
(r ’)2 +

1

4!
(’2 � ’

2

v)
2
�
; (2)

where� isa dim ensionalcoupling,’v isthe vacuum valueofthe �eld ’,and j(x)isan externalcurrent.

The m odelm ay be used to describe an interface and its 
uctuations: for instance,we m ay associate the scalar

�eld to the di�erencein concentration ofthe phases(com ponents)ofa binary system ,asin a binary liquid m ixture.

Sim ilarly,wem ay relateitto an Ising-likespin.Thephasesoftheliquid m ixturearedescribed by thetwo degenerate

vacua � ’v ofthe m odel. Analogously,the two hom ogeneouscon�gurationswhere the spinsare eitherallup,orall

down,m ay likewisebedescribed by thosetwovacua.Them ean-�eld interfacewillem ergeasa classicalsolution ofthe

equation ofm otion ofthem odel.Its
uctuationswillbecaptured by a sem iclassicalexpansion around thatsolution.

Theclassicalsolution ofinterestisthe well-known kink pro�le,which dependson only onelongitudinalcoordinate

z,

b’(z)= � ’v tanh�(z) ; (3a)

�(z)=
M

2
(z� �z); (3b)

where M � ’v=
p
3. The solution breakstranslationalinvariance along the longitudinaldirection as it depends on

a position �z,the point where it vanishes,which can be identi�ed with the position ofthe kink. Fortwo and three

dim ensions,the dependence of�z on the transversecoordinate(s)characterizesthe interface.

The sem iclassicalexpansion includes
uctuationsofthe interfacein a system aticway[16,17].Setting

’(x)= b’(z)+ �
1=2

�(x); (4)
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we expand the action functionalaround the classicalsolution,regarded asa m ean-�eld pro�leto be m odi�ed by the


uctuations,and perform a saddle-pointintegration to obtain the generating functionalofEq.(1)in the form ofan

in�nite (sem iclassical)series.

The quadratic term in the functionalexpansion ofthe action de�nesthe sem iclassicalpropagatorG (x;x0)around

the kink background

�
� r2 +

1

2
(b’2 � M

2)
�
G (x;x0)= �

d(x � x
0): (5)

Using the expression for b’,and Fouriertransform ing the transversecoordinates,leadsto

�
� @

2

z +
~k
2 + M

2 �
3

2
M

2sech
2
�
�
G (~k;z;z0)= �(z� z

0); (6)

where~k isthe transversem om entum ,and G isa hybrid m om entum -position propagator.

G can beviewed astheinverseoftheHam iltonian fora Schr�odingerproblem in onedim ension with a P�oschl-Teller

potentialU (�) � ~k2 + M 2 � (3=2)M 2sech
2
�. W e m ay obtain an expression for G from two linearly independent

solutionsofthe hom ogeneousversion ofEq.(6). Itisa hypergeom etric equation,butitso happens[16]thatitstwo

independent solutions are hypergeom etric series that term inate, as shown in Appendix A.Therefore,we end up

with an expression forG which can be written in term sofelem entary functions. Using the dim ensionlessquantities

~� � 2~k=M ,u � (1� tanh�)=2,and b�
p
4+ ~�2

G =
2

M

�
1

2b

�
�(b;u)�(� b;u

0)�(u 0� u)+ �(� b;u)�(b;u0)�(u � u
0)
�
�

; (7a)

�(b;u)�

�
u

1� u

� b=2 �

1�
6u

b+ 1
+

12u2

(b+ 1)(b+ 2)

�

�

�
u

1� u

� b=2

f(b;u): (7b)

In Appendix A,weshow thattheaboveform isequivalentto theusualspectralsum overeigenm odes.In fact,weuse

itto derivethe eigenvaluesand eigenfunctionsofthe Schr�odingerproblem .

Thecubicand quarticterm sin thefunctionalexpansion ofthe action de�nethe verticesofthe sem iclassicalseries

V3 =
�1=2

3!
b’�

3 ; V4 =
�

4!
�
4
: (8)

The cubic vertex involvesthe kink background. Saddle-point integration im plies expanding the exponentialofthe

cubic and quarticpartsofthe action in a powerseries,and then perform ing the resulting functionalintegrals,which

reduceto powersofthe 
uctuation tim esa G aussian,leading to a seriesforthe generating functional.

The translationalinvariance ofthe m odelrequires the introduction ofa collective coordinate. The background

solution explicitly breaksthe invariance along the longitudinaldirection (itiscentered on �z). However,asthere are

solutionsforany value of�z,translationalinvariance m ustbe restored in the calculation by adding overallpossible

values of�z. Indeed,translationalinvariance m anifests itselfthrough the appearance ofa zero-energy eigenm ode of

the 
uctuation kernelofEq.(6). Physically,itcostszero energy to in�nitesim ally translate a classicalsolution. The

restoration ofthe sym m etry isaccom plished by m eansofthe Faddeev-Popov procedure,and yieldsa Jacobian. W e

tradeintegration overthe zero-m odesubspaceforintegration overthe collectivecoordinate �z.

The generating functional,afterthe introduction ofthe collectivecoordinate,becom es

Z[j]=

Z L =2

�L =2

d�z

L

�
bS

2��

�

(� 0)�1=2 P

�

b’;
@

@j
z
0[j]

�

exp

�

�
bS

�
+

Z
jb’
p
�
d
d
x

�

: (9)

W e have introduced a longitudinalinfrared cuto� L,the longitudinalsize ofthe system ;the (bS=�)1=2 factorcom es

from the Jacobian,while the (2�)�1=2 com esfrom the functionalm easure;� 0 isthe determ inantof[G 0]�1 ,with G 0

denotingthesem iclassicalpropagatorwith thezero-m odesubspaceexcluded;z0[j]� expf1
2

R
j(x)G 0(x;y)j(y)ddxddyg;

and P [b’;�]isde�ned by the powerseriesexpansion ofthe exponentialin

P [b’;�]�

�

1�
�1=2

bS

Z

U0[b’]�

�

e
��S

; (10a)
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�S �

Z
�
V3 + V4

�
d
d
x : (10b)

U0[b’]is the derivative ofthe double-wellpotentialU � (’2 � ’2v)
2=4!with respect to ’, com puted at the kink

solution;V3 and V4 aretheverticesofEq.(8).TheFaddeev-PopovJacobian expanded around b’ yieldsthecom bination

(bS=�)1=2P appearing in Eq.(9).

Connected correlation functions can be derived from the free energy functionalF [j]= � limL ! 1 flogZ[j]g by

functionaldi�erentiation with repectto j(x). A Legendre transform leadsto the e�ective action (G ibbs)functional

�[�]= F [j]+
R
j�=

p
� ddx,with �(x)� h’(x)idenoting the expectation value ofthe �eld ’. Itsfunctionalderiva-

tives with respectto �(x) lead to one-particle irreducible (1P I) vertex functions. Connected correlationsand 1P I

vertex functionscan allbe expressed in the usuallanguageofFeynm an diagram s,asin the explicitexam plesofthe

forthcom ing sections. W e note that a sem iclassicalexpansion around b’ (’v) leads naturally to correlations and

vertex functionsin the interface (vacuum )sector,aswe take functionalderivativesatj = 0,forthe form er,and at

� = b’ (’v),forthe latter.

Finally,renorm alization isrequired to connectthe variouscorrelation functionsto physicalparam eters.Asweare

interested in com paring correlationsin the presence ofan interface with those ofthe hom ogeneous(vacuum )phase

(i.e.,with bulk values),we willuse counterterm s com puted in the vacuum sector. The diagram s in the kink and

in the vacuum sectorwillthen be related to the bulk physicalparam etersby m eans ofa standard renorm alization

procedure,which isoutlined in Appendix B.

III. T H E SU R FA C E T EN SIO N

The surface tension forthe interface m ay be obtained from the di�erence between the free energy functionals at

zero externalcurrentin the interfaceand vacuum sectors

� � lim
A ! 1

�F [0]

A
= lim

A ! 1

Fi[0]� Fv[0]

A
; (11)

where A denotes the \area" spanned by the transverse direction(s). Its leading (zero-loop) value is given by the

di�erenceoftheclassicalactionsin thetwo sectors�0 = lim A ! 1 (bS=�A)= 2M 3=�,which isindependentofthespace

dim ension.

Up to one-loop order,the free energy and e�ective action functionalscoincide[18],so wehave

�F [0]= �[b’]� �[’ v]=
bS

�
+
1

2
log

�
� 0

� v

2��

bS

�

; (12)

where � v isthe (free)determ inantofthe quadratic 
uctuation kernelG �1
v in the vacuum sector. Neglecting term s

thatvanish as(logA=A),wehave

� = �0 + �1 = �0 + lim
A ! 1

�
1

2A
log

� 0

� v

�

: (13)

The�1 contribution can becom puted from thesem iclassicalpropagatorofAppendix A,asshown in reference[16].

Indeed,

�1 =
1

2

Z
dd�1 k

(2�)d�1
log

�(k)

� v(k)
; (14)

where �(k) and � v(k) are the determ inants of [G (k)]�1 and [G v(k)]
�1 , and we sum over transverse m om enta.

Exclusion ofthe zero-m odefork = 0 isguaranteed by writing

log
�(k)

� v(k)
= log�2(k)+ log

� 0(k)

� 0(0)
� log

� v(k)

� v(0)
+ log

� 0(0)

� v(0)
: (15)

The second term on therhsisexpressiblein term softhe sem iclassicalpropagator

log
� 0(k)

� 0(0)
=

Z �
2

0

ds

Z 1

�1

dzG
0
(
p
s;z;z) ; (16)
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whereasthe third isgiven by a sim ilarexpression with G
0
replaced by G v.Then

log
� 0(k)

� 0(0)
� log

� 0
v(k)

� 0
v(0)

= log

�
b(k)� 1

b(k)+ 1

�

� 2log[b(k)+ 2]+ log48 : (17)

The fourth term m ay be com puted following reference [19]and yields log[� 0(0)=� v(0)]= � log48. Using (14)and

(17),we derivethe unrenorm alized expression

�1 =
1

2

Z
dd�1 k

(2�)d�1
log

�
[b(k)� 1][b(k)� 2]

[b(k)+ 1][b(k)+ 2]

�

; (18)

which isvalid fork > 0.

In d = 2 and d = 3,expression (18) needs to be regularized and renorm alized. W e use a cuto� in transverse

m om entum space to regularize:in d = 2,we integrateoverthe interval[� �;�],whereas,in d = 3,we integrateover

a disk ofradius�.Neglecting term sthatvanish as1=�,weobtain

�1 = �
3M

2�
log

�
2�

M

�

+

�
1

4
p
3
�

3

2�

�

; d = 2; (19a)

�1 = �
3M �

4�
+

�
3

8�
�
3log3

32�

�

M
2
; d = 3 : (19b)

Therenorm alization procedureisdescribed in Appendix B.W eadoptrenorm alization conditionsatzero m om enta

�
(1)

R (0) = 0 ; �
(2)

R (0) = M
2
; (20)

which specify theFouriertransform ed oneand two-point1P I vertex functions.They lead to therenorm alized result

�1R =

�
1

4
p
3
�

3

2�

�

; d = 2; (21a)

�1R =
3

32�

�
log3� 4

�
M

2
; d = 3 : (21b)

Ford = 2,theresultcoincideswith thecorrection to thekink m assobtained previously[19].Theresultsford = 3 are

shown,in Appendix B,to coincide with thosein the literature[2,7,10,12,14].

W e could go beyond one-loop in our expansion by including contributions which are �rst-orderin the cubic and

quartic sem iclassicalvertices. Using equations(9)and (10)to com pute F [0]to thatorder,we obtain the two-loop

Feynm an diagram sand theJacobiancontribution depicted in Figure1.Such diagram swerecom puted in reference[13],

using the spectralsum representation forthe sem iclassicalpropagator. W e believe thatour(resum m ed)expression

for the propagator willcon�rm their results,and sim plify the calculation,but we shallpostpone that veri�cation

for a future publication,and concentrate on one-loop correlations in the present article. As the two-loop results

have been com pared to those obtained from M onte Carlo sim ulations [20],it is im portant to have an independent

check.Presum ably,the calculation willbe m oredirectifonem akesuse ofthe com pactexpression fortheresum m ed

propagator.

� � � �

(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG .1:D iagram swhich contribute to the surface tension attwo-loop order.

IV . T H E IN T ER FA C E P R O FILE

The interface pro�le is given by the expectation value ofthe orderparam eter�(x)= h’(x)i,which we com pute

from the �rstderivative ofF [j]with respectto the externalcurrentj(x),atj = 0.The calculation wascarried out
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in thekink sectorusing the sem iclassicalexpansion around b’.W e m ay expressthe correction to the interfacepro�le

in term softhe Feynm an diagram sofFigure 2. Aswe shallshow,thisisequivalentto solving a one-loop corrected

equation for�,aswasdone in references[7,9,11]. Itcan be calculated in a m uch sim plerand com pactway using

oursem iclassicalpropagator.

��

(a) (b)

FIG .2:Contributionsto the interface pro�le.D iagram (b)representsthe Jacobian term .

Before proceeding,we return to the discussion oftranslationalinvariance. Inspection ofthe diagram sin Figure 2

shows that diagram (a) is ultravioletdivergentin d = 3 ifwe com pute it with the sem iclassicalpropagatorin the

subspaceorthogonalto the zero-m ode.Indeed,the excluded zero-m odecontribution behavesas
Z

�

d2k

(2�)2

Z 1

�1

dz
�20(z)

~k2
/ log

2�

M
; (22)

which accountsforthedivergence.Theproblem doesnotexistin lowerdim ensions,suggestingthatd = 3isam arginal

dim ension[7]. W ere we to work with the fullpropagator,no ultravioletproblem would occur,butwe would have an

infrared problem forvanishing ~k.

Followingtheinterpretation ofreferences[7,9,11]forthecaseofbinary liquid m ixtures,wetakethattoindicatethe

instability ofa translationally invariantinterfacein threedim ensions.To copewith thisproblem ,weexplicitly break

translationalinvariance by introducing a sm allm ass� in the zero-m ode subspace. Physically,in three-dim ensional

binary liquid m ixturesthatcan be attributed to the action ofa gravitational�eld,orsom eotherpinning e�ect,and

isnegligible in the othersubspaces(� � M ). In otherphysicalapplications,the factthatthe interfacesordom ain

wallshavetheirpositionspinned down by som eexternale�ectwhich breakstranslationalinvariancewillbe encoded

in the dependence of� on whateverparam etercharacterizesthatpinning e�ect.

Breaking translationalinvariance hasthe following im plicationsforourcalculation:i)we no longerneed to work

in thesubspaceorthogonalto thezero-m ode,so thatno Jacobian willem erge;ii)forthesem iclassicalpropagator,we

usethe expression in the subspaceorthogonalto the zero-m ode,added to a zero-m odepartwith m ass�

G (~k;z;z0)= G
0
(~k;z;z0)+

M

2

�0(z)�0(z
0)

�2
; (23)

where�0 isthe norm alized zero eigenm odeshown in Appendix A.

Theprecedingparagraphim pliesthattheonlydiagram tobeconsidered in one-loop orderisthe�rstdiagram ofFig-

ure2.W ecom puteitby integratingoverlongitudinalcoordinatesand transversem om enta.W ith therenorm alization

conditionsde�ned in (20),we derivethe renorm alized pro�le

�R (�)=
p
3M tanh� � �

�
� � sech

2
� + � tanh� sech

2
�
�
; d = 2 or3: (24)

Thepro�lehasthefunctionalform above,and only thecoe�cientschangewith thespatialdim ension.Thatisadirect

consequence ofthe form ofthe sem iclassicalpropagator. The com puted coe�cients are � = (2� � 3
p
3)=(16�M ),

� = � (6
p
3+ 4� � 3

p
3�M =�)=(24�M ),ford = 2,and � = 3

p
3(log3� 1)=(32�),� = (

p
3=16�)� log(4M =3�),for

d = 3.Itshould be rem arked that,ford = 3,ourcalculation willcoincide with thatofreference [11]fora judicious

choiceofrenorm alization conditions.Thelatterreferenceconfronted its�ndingswith experim entalresults[15],being

com patible with the data available at the tim e. O ur new results for d = 2,depicted in Figure 3,illustrate the

dependence ofthe pro�le on the ratio �=M . O bviously,the lower that ratio,the m ore striking the e�ect willbe.

Thoseresultscan betested experim entally by studying theinterfaceofthin �lm sofbinary m ixtures[21],forinstance.

M ore recentapplications,such asthe onesinvolving Bose-Einstein condensates,could also be used in experim ental

checksin d = 2 and d = 3[22].

As we have already rem arked,itis only in d = 3 thatwe are forced to break translationalinvariance. In d = 2,

a translationally invariantm ean-�eld interface solution is stable,so that we m ay com pute its 
uctuations by using

G
0
,and including diagram (b) ofFigure 2. However,in the lim it oflarge transverse \area (in the present case,

a length), that contribution is negligible. The result we obtain has the functionalform presented in (24) with

� = (2� � 3
p
3)=(16�M )and � = � (6

p
3+ 4�)=(24�M )(which isequivalentto taking � ! 1 in the expression for

�).Thatisto be com pared with the pro�leobtained previously,withouttranslationalinvariance.
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-4 -2 0 2 4

θ
-3

-2

-1

0

1

2

3

φ R
(θ

)
FIG .3: Pro�le diagram s in d = 2 for � = 0:1. The solid line is the kink con�guration. The dashed curve correspond to

�=M = 0:01 and the dotted one to �=M = 0:001.

V . T H E T W O -P O IN T C O R R ELA T IO N S

W em ay takea second derivativeofthefreeenergy functionalF with respectto theexternalcurrentjto obtain the

connected two-pointfunction G
(2)
c .Thatleadsto theFeynm an diagram sofFigure4.Justasin theprevioussection,

onehasto om itthe diagram com ing from the Jacobian,whenevertranslationalinvarianceisbroken.

� � � �

(a) (b) (c) (d)

FIG .4:D iagram swhich contribute to the two-pointfunction up to one-loop order.

Thecalculation ofthetwo-pointfunction G
(2)
c up to one-loop orderisratherinvolved,so weshallpostponeitfora

futurepublication.Instead,wewillconcentrateon m ean-�eld resultsobtained from itslowestorderexpression,which

isgiven by oursem iclassicalpropagator,and on one-loop correctionsto �(2).

As our classicalinterface pro�le depends on a collective coordinate �z, the hybrid Fourier transform G (~k;z;z0)

dependson both z and z0,notjuston theirdi�erence.Introducing center-of-m assand relativecoordinates

R =
z+ z0

2
; (25a)

� = z� z
0
; (25b)

wem ay reexpressG in term sofR and �.The expression hasa particularly sim ple form for~k = ~0

G (R;�;~0)=
eM �(6(M =�)2 � 4� 3M �)+ 8e

M

2
� cosh(M R)+ cosh(2M R)

M
�
1+ eM � + 2eM �=2 cosh(M R)

�2 �(�) + (� $ � �) (26)

Ifwe now perform a Fourier transform in the �-coordinate,we obtain a function eG depending on R,k� and ~k.

Setting k� = 0 and ~k = ~0 am ountsto integrating overallrelativecoordinates.

O nem ay de�ne a susceptibility � as

� = lim
L ! 1

1

L

Z L =2

�L =2

dR eG (R;0;~0) : (27)

Likewise,onem ay excludethelowestm odeand de�ne�0using eG 0in thepreviousform ula.Forboth cases,weobtain

� = 1=M 2,justasin the vacuum sector.Thatisa consequence ofthe factthatthe two lowestm odesare localized,
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whereasthe continuum onesbehave asym ptotically asplane wavesofm assM . Accordingly,the exponentialdecay

ofourpropagatorasthe relative distance becom eslarge isofthe form exp(� M
p
�2 + �2

T
),where ~�T isthe relative

transversecoordinate.Thecorrelation length isthussetby 1=M ,being independentofR,even when wegivea sm all

m ass� to the lowestm ode. In principle,the susceptibility and the correlation length could depend on the position

ofthe two points with respect to the interface,i.e.,on R. However,the phases on either side ofthe interface are

degeneratein ourm odel.They havethesam ecorrelation length 1=M .Itisthen naturalthatM should setthescale.

A m odelwherein theco-existing phasescould havedi�erentm asses(inversecorrelation lengths)would probably lead

to position-dependentquantities.

The calculation ofthe two-pointvertex �(2) up to one-loop orderinvolvesfewerintegralsthan thatofitsinverse

G
(2)
c .Setting

�(2)(x;x0) � [G(2)c ]
�1
(x;x0)= G

�1 (x;x0) + �(x;x 0) ; (28)

where the �rstterm on the rhsisthe inverse ofthe sem iclassicalpropagator,then �(x;x 0)willbe the contribution

to the self-energy from the kink sector,and can be identi�ed with two ofthe diagram sofFigure 4 withoutexternal

legs,asshown in Figure5 (diagram (d)isobtained asa com bination of�(1) and �(3) with G �1 ).

��

(a) (b)

FIG .5:D iagram swhich contribute to the self-energy up to one-loop order.

W e should stressthatthe sem iclassicalpropagatoritselfalready givesa contribution �sc to the self-energy when

com pared with the vacuum sector

G
�1 (x;x0)= G

�1
v (x;x0)+ �sc(x;x

0) ; (29)

where G �1
v is the inverse ofthe free propagator. Equation (29) de�nes � sc,just as equation (28) de�nes �. Fur-

therm ore,the diagram sofFigure5,when com puted with the free propagator,and with ’v instead ofb’ atthe cubic

vertices,willyield �v(x;x
0),de�ned by

�(2)v (x;x0)� [G(2)v ]
�1

(x;x0)= G
�1
v (x;x0)+ �v(x;x

0) : (30)

Equations(28),(29)and (30)lead to

�� (2)(x;x0)= �(2)(x;x0)� �(2)v (x;x0)= �sc(x;x
0)+ �(x;x 0)� �v(x;x

0)= �� ; (31)

the di�erence in self-energy between kink and vacuum sectors.

Asin thecaseofthetwo-pointfunction,thehybrid Fouriertransform ��( ~k;z;z0)willdepend on both z and z0,not

juston theirdi�erence,so thatwem ay reexpress�� in term sofR and �.Perform ing,asbefore,a Fouriertransform

in the �-coordinate,weobtain a function � e� depending on R,k � and ~k

� e�(R;k �;
~k)= e�(2)(R;k�;~k)� e�(2)v (R;k�;~k) : (32)

In orderto understand the physicalm eaning ofthe self-energy in the presentsituation,itisinstructive to consider

the lowestorderterm de�ned in Eq.(29).From Eq.(6),we have

G
�1
(~k;z;z0)=

�
� @

2

z +
~k
2 + M

2 �
3

2
M

2sech
2
�
�
�(z� z

0); (33)

with the �(z)previously de�ned.In term sofR and �,wehave

�sc(R;�)=
�
�
3

2
M

2sech
2
�(R +

�

2
)
�
�(�): (34)
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Integratingoverthe�-coordinate,i.e.,takingtheFouriertransform atk� = 0,yieldsaR-dependentpotentialVsc(R)=

� (3=2)M 2sech
2
�(R), that vanishes at in�nity. Therefore, the lowest order contribution to e�(2)(R;k�;~k) at zero

relativem om enta isgiven by the m asssquared plusa 
uctuation potentialthatvanishesasR ! 1 .The �rst-order

contribution can be split likewise: the constant term as R ! 1 can be interpreted graphically as com ing from

the diagram s ofFigure 5 com puted at zero relative m om enta with vacuum propagators,and with b’ replaced by

’v in diagram (b). Those are exactly the corrections to the m ass (inverse bulk correlation length) squared. O ur

renorm alization condition (20)guaranteesthattheconstantterm isjusttherenorm alized m asssquared;on theother

hand,thecontribution tothe
uctuation potential,which vanishesasR ! 1 ,isgiven by � e�(R;0;~0).The
uctuation

potentialre
ectsthe presenceofthe interface.

Using ourpropagatorto com putethe diagram s,weobtain fordiagram (a)ofFigure5

�

24
sech

2
�

�
p
3tanh

2
� +

9

4

�
M

�
�
2

�

�

sech
2
�

�

; d = 2 ; (35a)

3�M

32�
sech

2
�

�

(log3)tanh
2
� + log

�
2M

�

�

sech
2
�

�

; d = 3 : (35b)

The calculations were done using M athem atica. The integrationsfordiagram (b) ofFigure 5 had to be perform ed

num erically,so thatwehavecom puted itforseveralvaluesofR in orderto draw the curveofthe m odi�ed potential

illustrated in Figure 6. As before,we have adopted the renorm alization conditionsin (20). The m odi�ed potential

isvery sensitive to the value ofthe ratio �=M ,especially in the case d = 2. A com parison between Figures6 and 3

suggeststhatitisprobably easierto m easurethee�ectsof
uctuationson thepotentialthan on theinterfacepro�le.

Radiation scattered through the interface m ay be used to probe structure factors,which ultim ately m easure the

two-pointfunction. A num ericalevaluation of eG (2)(R;k�;~k) would then allow a directcom parison with data from

binary liquid m ixtures,or from m ore recentapplications,especially those involving Bose-Einstein condensates. As

wehavesaid before,thatcalculation isfeasible,butratherinvolved.Since e�(2)(R;k�;~k)m easuresthe changein free

energy (which coincideswith thee�ectiveaction to �rst-order)asthepro�lechanges,onem ighthopeto havea direct

testofourcom putation by m easuring those changesforwell-separated pointsatdi�erentvaluesofR.Alternatively,

M onteCarlo com putationsm ightbe used asa test.

-4 -2 0 2 4

R
-2

-1,5

-1

-0,5

0

0,5

Po
te

nt
ia

l

FIG .6: Potentialasa function ofR for�=M = 0:1 and � = 0:1. The solid line standsforVsc(R );the otherlines correspond

to the m odi�ed potentialin d = 3 (dashed)and d = 2 (dotted).

V I. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have castallpreviousresultsforthe correlation functionsofinterface 
uctuationsin the uni�ed fram ework of

a sem iclassicalexpansion.Besidesm aking contactwith the existing literature,we have extended previousresultsto

a lowerdim ension,m aking use ofthe closed analytic form forthe sem iclassicalpropagator.W e have also com puted

susceptibilitiesand two-pointcorrelations,which m ay eventually be checked experim entally.

Itisim portanttonotethatourtechniqueforresum m ingthespectralrepresentation forthesem iclassicalpropagator

m ightbeofusein othercontexts,aslong aswecan reducethedi�erentialequation forthepropagatorto an ordinary
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one. In the present case,an additionalsim pli�cation cam e from the fact that the hypergeom etric series involved

term inated.In particular,spherically sym m etric backgroundswould be naturalcandidatesto be investigated.

W eshould em phasizethatwith ourbasicingredient,thesem iclassicalpropagator,wehavereduced thecalculation

ofphysicalquantitiesto com puting Feynm an diagram s,whosepropagatorsand verticescarry inform ation aboutthe

background solution.

M any system s ofinterestm ay pro�t from the sem iclassicaltreatm ent that we have presented. Thus,com puting

correlationsin supersym m etric m odels is clearly a direction for future work. Likewise,correlationsfor m ixtures of

Bose-Einstein condensatesseparated by an interface are certainly worth pursuing. Forthislatterexam ple,existing

experim entaltechniques[22]m ay open up a host ofpossibilities for experim entaltests and checks. Also prom ising

arethepossibilitiesofcom parison with experim entaldata in the m oretraditionalbinary liquid m ixtures.W eshould

em phasize that our treatm ent allows for a com plete and separate treatm ent ofcapillary (those in the zero-m ode

subspace)and noncapillary waves.Re
ectivitiesand form factorsextracted from scattered radiation arethephysical

quantitiesto be m easured forcom parison.M onteCarlo sim ulationsm ightalso be used asa test.

Finally,wem ayhopetocalculateothercorrelationsofinteresttoexperim entalists,aslongastheirde�ningFeynm an

diagram slead to tractable integrals. As m entioned before,the two-loop calculation done previously forthe surface

tension m ay serveasa testofthe sim pli�cation introduced by ourexpression forthe propagator.

A cknow ledgm ents

The authorsacknowledgesupportfrom CAPES,CNPq,FAPERJ,and FUJB/UFRJ.

A P P EN D IX A

The hom ogeneousversion ofEquation (6)in the textcan be written in term sofdim ensionlessvariables

�
� @

2

� + b
2 � 6sech

2
�
�
� = 0 ; (A1)

whereu � (1� tanh�)=2,asbefore.De�ning � � (cosh�)�b F (u),thefunction F satis�esa hypergeom etricequation

u(1� u)
d2F

du2
+
�
(b+ 1)� 2(b+ 1)u

�dF

du
+
�
6� b(b+ 1)

�
= 0 ; (A2)

whosegeneralsolution is

F (u)= c1
�
2F1

�
b� 2;b+ 3;1+ b;u

��
+ c2

�
u
�b

2F1
�
3;� 2;1� b;u

��
; (A3)

where 2F1(A;B ;C ;u)isa hypergeom etricfunction.The identity

2F1(A;B ;C ;u)= (1� u)C �A �B 2F1(C � A;C � B ;C ;u) ; (A4)

yields

F (u)= c1 (1� u)�b
�
2F1

�
3;� 2;1+ b;u

��
+ c2 u

�b
�
2F1

�
3;� 2;1� b;u

��
: (A5)

Both series term inate. The two solutions in the linear com bination of (A5) correspond to �(b;u) and �(� b;u) of

equation (7b)ofthe text.
From the solutions of the hom ogeneous equation, one constructs the sem iclassical propagator by a standard

procedure[16],which leadsto (7a).Thatexpression can be rewritten as

G =
e
�

p
~k2+ M 2 (z�z

0
)

2

p
~k2 + M 2

f(b;u)f(� b;u
0
)�(z� z

0
) +

e
�

p
~k2+ M 2 (z

0
�z)

2

p
~k2 + M 2

f(� b;u)f(b;u
0
)�(z

0
� z): (A6)

The latterexpression appearsasone ofthe term softhe integral

I �

Z 1

�1

dq

2�

 (q;z) �(q;z0)

q2 + ~k2 + M 2
; (A7)



11

where  (q;z) � eiqz f(
�2iq

M
;u). Indeed,its �(z � z0) part has poles in the upper-halfofthe com plex q-plane at

i

p
~k2 + M 2,� iM and + iM ,with residuesgiven by

e
�

p
~k2+ M 2(z�z

0
)
f(b;u)f(� b;u

0)=4�i

q

~k2 + M 2 ; (A8a)

� 12M u(1� u)u0(1� u
0)=4�i~k2 ; (A8b)

� 6M
p
u(1� u)(1� 2u)

p
u0(1� u0)(1� 2u0)=4�i(~k2 +

3M 2

4
); (A8c)

respectively.The �(z� z0)parthassim ilarcontributions.Com bining them ,wederive

I = G (~k;z;z0)�

�
M

2

�
��0(z)��0(z

0)

~k2
�

�
M

2

�
��1(z)��1(z

0)

~k2 + 3M 2

4

; (A9)

which leadsto the spectralrepresentation forG

G =
M

2

�
��0(z)��0(z

0)

~k2
+
��1(z)��1(z

0)

~k2 + 3M 2

4

�

+

Z 1

�1

dq

2�

 (q;z) �(q;z0)

q2 + ~k2 + M 2
; (A10)

where one clearly identi�esthe eigenvaluesand the eigenfunctionsforthe P�oschl-Tellerproblem athand. Using the

variableu,wehave

�0 = ~k2 ; ��0(u)= 2
p
3u(1� u) ;

�1 = ~k2 + 3M
2

4
; ��1(u)=

p
6u(1� u)(1� 2u) ;

�q = q2 + ~k2 + M 2 ; ��q(u)= eiqz f
�
� 2iq=M ;u

�
:

(A11)

Having shown that our sem iclassicalpropagator does correspond to the usualspectralrepresentation,we now

investigateitslim itwhen � ! 0(b! 2)in thesubspaceorthogonalto thezero eigenm ode.Thatlim itisrequired for

thecalculationsofSection V.Unfortunately,theexpression forthelim itwhich appeared in reference[16]iswrong (it

isnotorthogonalto the zero-m odesubspace).W e pro�tfrom thisoccasion to exhibitthe correctexpression

G (~0;u;u0)=
2

M

�
u(1� u0)

4u0(1� u)
G(u;u0)+

3

2
u(1� u)u0(1� u

0)log

�
u(1� u0)

u0(1� u)

�

�

�
11

2
u(1� u)u0(1� u

0)

�

�(u 0� u) + (u $ u
0);

(A12)

where

G(u;u0)= (1� u)2 + 6u0(1� u)2 + 6u0
2
(1� u)+ u

02
: (A13)

Thecorrected expression forG isindeed orthogonalto thezero m odesubspace,ascan beveri�ed in a straightforward

calculation.

A P P EN D IX B

In thisAppendix,we shalloutline the renorm alization procedure adopted in the text.W e startfrom the e�ective

action functional,up to one-loop order

A [�(x)]� � �[�(x)]= S[�(x)]+
�

2
log

�
�
�
�(x)

�

� v

�

; (B1)

written in term sofrenorm alized param eters,and add to itcounterterm s,in orderto obtain a renorm alized expression

A R

�
�(x)

�
= A

�
�(x)

�
�
C1

2

Z

d
d
x
�
�
2 � ’

2

v

�
�
C2

4

Z

d
d
x
�
�
2 � ’

2

v

�2

�
C3L

2

Z

d
d
x
�
@L�

�2
�
C3T

2

Z

d
d
x
�
r T �

�2
:

(B2)
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In theform ulaeabove,�(x)� h’(x)iistheexpectation valueofthe�eld.Therenorm alization constantsC1;C2;C3L

and C3T areassociated to m ass,coupling,and longitudinaland transversewavefunction renorm alization.They will

be �xed by renorm alization conditionsin the vacuum sector.

Functionalderivatives of (B2) with respect to �(x) lead to the n-point vertex functions. Derivatives taken at

�(x)= b’(x)yield verticesin the kink sector. As b’ satis�esthe equation ofm otion,forthe renorm alized one-point

function in the kink sector,weobtain

�
(1)

R
[b’]=

�

2
b’G � C1b’ � C2b’

�
b’
2 � ’

2

v

�
+ C3L

�
@zb’

�2
; (B3)

where allquantitiesare taken ata given pointx,so thatG = G (x;x) isthe sem iclassicalpropagatoratcoincident

points.Forthe two-pointvertex,wehave

�
(2)

R
[b’;x1;x2]= G

�1 (x1;x2)+
�

2
�
(d)(x1 � x2)G �

�

2
b’(x1)G (x1;x2)b’(x2)G (x2;x1)

�
�
C1 + C2

�
3b’2 � ’

2

v

�
� C3L @

2

z � C3T r
2

T

�
�
(d)(x1 � x2) ;

(B4)

whereagain b’ = b’(x1),and G = G (x1;x1).

Expressions for the vacuum sector are obtained from functionalderivatives at ’v. In the form ulae above,that

am ountsto replacing b’ and G with ’v and G v,respectively. O ne m ay derive expressionsfor�
(3)

R
and �

(4)

R
,aswell.

The translationalinvariance in the vacuum sectorm akesitconvenientto go to m om entum space. Furtherm ore,we

shalladoptzero-m om entum renorm alization conditions.Ifwede�ne the Fouriertransform ed verticesas

e�(n)(p1;:::;pn)� (2�)d �(d)
�
X

i

pi

�

�
(n)
(p1;:::;pn�1 ); (B5)

wearriveatthe following relationsatzero-m om enta

�
(1)

R =
�

2
’v

Z

eG v(k)� C1’v ; (B6a)

�
(2)

R (pi = 0)= M
2 +

�

2

Z

eG v(k)�
�’2v

2

Z

eG v(k)� C1 � 2C2’
2

v ; (B6b)

�
@�

(2)

R

@[p2z]

�

= 1�
�’2v

2

@

@[p2z]

�Z

eG v(k)eG v(k+ p)

�

pi= 0

� C3L ; (B6c)

�
@�

(2)

R

@[p2
T
]

�

= 1�
�’2v

2

@

@[p2
T
]

�Z

eG v(k)eG v(k+ p)

�

pi= 0

� C3T ; (B6d)

�
(4)

R (pi = 0)= � �
3�

2

Z

eG
2

v(k)+ 6�’2v

Z

eG
3

v(k)� 3�’4v

Z

eG
4

v(k)� 6C2 ; (B6e)

whereallintegralsarecalculated with a cuto� in transversem om entum space.Ifwede�ne

In(d;�)=

Z

�

dd�1 kT

(2�)d�1

Z 1

�1

dkL

2�
eG
n
v (k) (B7)

(kT and kL am ountto transverseand longitudinalm om entum ,respectively)relations(B6)becom e

�
(1)

R =
�

2
’vI1(d;�)� C1’v ; (B8a)

�
(2)

R (pi = 0)= M
2 +

�

2
I1(d;�)�

�’2v

2
I2(d;�)� C1 � 2C2’

2

v ; (B8b)

�
@�

(2)

R

@[p2z]

�

= 1�
�’2v

2

�

3I3(d;�)� 4M 2
I4(d;�)�

16�2
d


d+ 2

I4(d+ 2;�)

�

� C3L ; (B8c)

�
@�

(2)

R

@[p2
T
]

�

= 1�
�’2v

2

�

I3(d;�)�
16�2
d

d
d+ 2

I4(d+ 2;�)

�

� C3T ; (B8d)

�
(4)

R (pi = 0)= � �
3�

2
I2(d;�)+ 6�’ 2

vI3(d;�)� 3�’4vI4(d;�)� 6C2 ; (B8e)
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where
d isthe usuald-dim ensionalsolid angle.

Therenorm alization conditions(20)forthevacuum sectorwhich wereadopted in thetextlead tothedeterm ination

oftheconstants:C1 = �I1(d;�)=2,C 2 = � �I2(d;�)=4,C 3L = C3T = 0.Using such valuesin the�-regulated Fourier

transform ed expressions(B3)and (B4)atzero m om enta cancelsthe ultravioletdivergencesas� ! 1 .

Asa consistency check on ourprocedure,wehaveused the renorm alization conditions

�
(1)

R = 0; �
(2)

R = M
2 ;

�
@�

(2)

R

@[p2
L
]

�

0

= 1 ; (B9)

that were adopted in reference [2],in order to calculate corrections to the kink m ass. The results we have found

coincide with those of[2],illustrating thatthe calculation ofthe determ inantvia the sem iclassicalpropagatorisnot

a�icted with m ode-counting am biguities. Thatallowsusto use a sim ple m om entum cuto� regularization,which is

m oredirectly related to condensed m atterphenom enology.
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