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Abstract

A method for nonperturbative path integral calculation is proposed. Quantum me-
chanics as a simplest example of a quantum field theory is considered. All modes are
decomposed into hard (with frequencies w? > w?) and soft (with frequencies w? < w?)
ones, wp is a some parameter. Hard modes contribution is considered by weak cou-
pling expansion. A low energy effective Lagrangian for soft modes is used. In the
case of soft modes we apply a strong coupling expansion. To realize this expansion
a special basis in functional space of trajectories is considered. A good convergency
of proposed procedure in the case of potential V(x) = Az? is demonstrated. Ground

state energy of the unharmonic oscillator is calculated.
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Path integral formalism [[l] is one of the most useful tools to study a quantum field
theory. However there is a serious problem to go out of boundaries of a perturbative
theory. There are instanton calculations [], a lattice calculation method [J] and
variational approach which can be used in the case of quantum field theory [fl] and
sometimes it is possible to find nonperturbative exact results using symmetries of a
quantum field model [J].

Here we propose an alternative method for nonperturbative path integral compu-
tations. All modes are decomposed into hard (with w? > w?) and soft (with w? < w?)
modes where wy is a some parameter. It is clear that when a frequency is enough
large then we can consider a potential term as a perturbation and use a conventional
pertubative theory. Thus we can find an effective Lagrangian [f] for soft modes using
wellknown perturbative theory. To find a calculation procedure for soft modes we
assume that the frequencies of these modes are enough small and in the leading ap-
proximation we can neglect a kinetic term and all other terms with derivatives in the
effective lagrangian and use a strong coupling expansion. To realize a strong coupling
expansion a special basis for trajectories in functional space is suggested and in this
basis a regular scheme for the soft modes contribution is formulated in the Section 3.

Here we consider quantum mechanics as a simplest example of a quantum field
theory. It is possible, that this method can be applied in a quantum field theory
but it requires additional investigations, particularly, to take into consideration a

renormalization and a gauge invariance (in the case of a gauge theory). Also a problem



of a convergency of this procedure is opened and we just demonstrate a respectively
good convergency in the case of unharmonic oscillator with a potential V(z) = Az?.

In the next Section, a path integral and a basis in a functional space of trajectories
are considered. In the Section 2, we formulate a procedure of nonperturbative cal-
culation of soft modes contribution in the limit of large coupling constant. The soft
modes contribution is calculated in the case of quantum mechanics with a potential
Az*. Then in Section 3 we find the first correction due to the kinetic term. Ground
state energy of the system is calculated in Section 4. Here we take into account 2-
loop effective potential. In Conclusions we discuss uncertanties of the calculations

and possibility to use the procedure in other field theories.

In this paper we consider quantum mechanics in euclidean formalism.



1 Path Integral

We consider the following path integral [

<ap|e |2 >= N7 /Dx(t)e— Jo? etao)ar

(1)

where £(z(t)) = $(2)2+V (z), 2(0) = z;, x(ty) = =y, H is a hamiltonian of a system,

N is a normalization factor.

Here we are interesting in a lowest state energy ¢y and it is convenient to consider

the limit ¢y — oo and to find a trace over x in ([), i.e. z;(0) = z(to),

Z:/dzz<z|e_ﬁt°|x>:/dz<:£|n>e€"t°<n|x>|t_>oo

= /dx | Wo(z) |* em0to = g0t

where ¢, is an energy of n—th state, and ¢( is the lowest energy of the system.

t X
factor N is [ Dx(t)e” S 2%

In a perturbative theory the following basis for trajectories is used

zo:o Chen(t)

_ 1 Ldwp _ 27 (Y%
where e, (t) = T tow, = o, C,=C*, .
This basis {e,} has the following normalization
to
<en | em >=< ey >= / &t (e (t)dt = Oy
0
Therefore PI ([]) in basis (f) has the following form

Z N / “+o00 dcn _<[’(Z Cnen

n=—oo

The



Here we use the denotation: < f(t) >= [i f(t)dL.

Hard modes are taken into consideration by conventional perturbative theory and
after integration over hard modes we obtain a low energy effective Lagrangian for the
soft ones. Soft modes are considered in context of a strong coupling expansion and a
soft modes kinetic term is considered as a perturbation as well as all other terms with
derivatives in the effective Lagrangian. However a computation of this contribution is
rather difficult even if we neglect the kinetic term. It is known the way to use a strong
coupling expansion in a lattice theory where we should to choose coupling constants
and parameters of a lattice to have a correct continuum limit. Here we propose an
alternative approach for strong coupling expansion. We do not change a theory but

only change a basis in functional space of trajectories:

£(t) = Y BuEu(t)+ Y Cuealt (6)

[n|<N |n|>N

< By By B, >= (wo/T) " 272 A8 Oy Oy

where A, is a some number which depends on a choice of the basis {E,}, n > 1.
(Notice, that two subspaces {e,} |n| > N and E, |n| < N are not orthogonal to each
other.)

The most important feature of the subspace {E,,} is the fact that in this subspace

there is a factorization of the path integral if we neglect terms with derivatives in the



action. It gives us a possibility to apply a strong coupling expansion. Soft modes

belong to the subspace {E,,} only. But there are hard modes in this subspace too. In

the next Section, a regular procedure for calculation of pure soft modes contribution

is formulated. Notice, that this basis FE,, breaks translational invariance of the path

integral. This invariance is restored when we subtract hard modes contribution out

of the subspace {E,}.

Here we use one of the possible choices for the basis {E,,}

Ea(t) = ﬁ@(t /2 — nADO(te/2 + (n + 1AL — 1)

where At = 7/wy. It is obviously that in this basis we have A, = 1.
Below we use the following denotations:

greek letters: u, v,.=0,%£1,..,+£N;

small letters: m, n,.= (N + 1), =(N +2),.;

large letters: M, L,.=0,%+1,.. 00

Let us show that

/H H B, o~ <L (Cnen+BuEy)> 1T |

n K

@

where
J =det(< e, E, >)

Using that £, =< E, ey > ey we have from (8)

. /H H u —<E(Z Cnen-q—z Bu Yy <Euey>en)> | J|
V2m o,




Then shifting C,, we cancel terms with e,, in the sum over M and p and obtain

dC, dB .
z - n o —<E(Z Cnen—l—ZM ZU B, <Ee}>)> J 11
/g,ﬁgﬁie | J | (11)

Using the following variables
C.,=> B, < E,} > (12)

and taking into account the Jakobian we reproduce eq.(f).
Let us calculate |J|. The simplest way is to consider the determinant of the
following matrix

M,, =< e, E, >< Eje, > (13)

] = \/det(< s, >< Eje, >) (14)

Where M, is

1 (p+1)At+to/2 (p+1)At+t0/2
ey ity | ety = (15)
Atty 57 Jpat+io/2 pAt+to/2
—tw, At wy At
_ (6 = 1)(6+ 1) Z e—i(w#—wu)Atp (16)
Attowuwy o
and the determinant has the following form
(6—iw#At _ 1)(e+iqut _ 1)
det(M,,) = det(N,, 17
et) = T (T ct(N) i
At -
le _ = Z e—z(wu—wy)At (18)
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There are two different cases for matrix elements N,,: diagonal (4 = v) and

nondiagonal (1 # v). When p = v then we have

At
Nuu\u:uzt_zlzl (19)
0 p
Nondiagonal elements are
At —t(wy —w
Nuvw#v:gze (wp—wn)Atp _ (20)
P

Here we use the periodical boundary condition for {e,}

Thus from ([9) and (B0) we obtain that

det(N,,) =1 (21)
and
e iwu At _ plwvAt _
R e ) @)
B 1 2((1 = cos(w,At))
= exp <§ zﬂ: In( (n A2 )
= eXp(—WQO—fj)
where
i=- d?l" IH(W) — 2(In(r) — 1) = 0.289... (23)



2 Soft Modes Contribution

Let us start to study a quantum mechanics with a potential V(z) = Az*. The

Lagrangian has a form
_1.dx

£_§(dt

)2+ Ao (24)

In terms of our basis {E,} + {e,} the path integral is

1 dC,  dB,
Z=N/gwﬁgwﬁﬂ (25)

1 1
X exp{—[§|Cn|2wfl + Cow? < e E, > B, + §Bu < E.en >wy <eyE, > B,
4 4 3 3 2 2
+ )\(BM < E,>+4B, < E,e, > C, + 6B, < E ene, > C,C,

+ 4Bu < Euemenek > CanCk—i- < emenere; > CanCkCl)]}

To cancel linear terms for hard modes (C,) in the kinetic term we make a shift:

C, = C,— < ¢€.E, > B,. This shift we have made in (§). After the shift we have

1 dC, 1~ dB,
Z=N/gwggwgw (26)

1 1
X exp{—[§|Cn|2wa + 5By < Buep > w: < erE, > B, + \B, < E, >

3 3 * 2 2 * *
— 4BM < Euep >< epE,, > B, + 6BM < Euemen ><e,b,>DB,<elk, > B,

— 4B, < Eyepmener >< e, E, > B, <e E,> B, <e,F\ > B,

8



+ < emenere; >< e, B, > B, <e E, > B, <e E,> B, <eE\, > B,

+ (terms with C,,)]}

In this Section we do not consider the hard modes and neglect kinetic term for soft
modes. To calculate the contribution we expand (Bf) over a number of projections
from subspace {E,} into subspace {e,} and back. This procedure corresponds to a
regular subtraction of hard modes out of subspace {E,}. These projections decrease
a norm of the vector z(¢) in a factor £ < 1 which depends on the vector in functional
space. When we integrate over all subspace {F,} we can expect that an effective
value of this factor is enough small. To estimate xk we can consider the jakobian |J|
which is equal to unit in the case of ortohonality between {E,} and {e,} subspaces.
A deviation |J| from 1 is a measure of nonortohonality between these two subspaces.
In our case |J| = exp(—%22 ) which can be absorbed by rescaling B, — B,e9/%. It
is reasonable to suppose that k = j/2 = 0.145....

Thus, in the leading order of our expansion for soft modes we have

—Ego)to _ 1 —MJO dB —)\B4/At ﬂﬂ_Ml 27
Noogit ( ~ V2 ) 27)

Zsoft =€

where

H ——C 20?2
soft /H 2| ul "

is the normalization factor for soft modes. In (B7) we neglect nonortohonality between
{E,} and {e,} subspaces. In this case |J| =1 and j = jo = 0.
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To take into account the first corrections of the the expansion over numbers of the

projections for the jakobian |J| it is useful to represent j in the following form

s
| = ——trin(< B et ><e, B, >
J wolo ( r€p p )
= —Lttr In(< E.ey ><enE, >— < E,e, ><e,E, >) (28)
Wolo

S In(é,,— < E,e; >< e, E, >)
woto

s
= —1tr(0+ < Eue, >< e, B, >
wolo

1
+3< E.e; ><e,E, >< Ej,e;, ><e,E,>+...)

=jo+n+Je+ ..
Here

Jo =0

2 -
== Locosto) g, — g1
™ Jw T

Thus we have

©)4,

Zsoft — 6—55 (29)
e = %(jo/Q — ln(%) —In(wp) +1) (30)
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_ 3w wol'(1/4)4/3
T ar <1_1 ( 4(me)l/3 )

Let us find the first correction for €, in the expansion over number of projections
from subspace {£,} into {e,} and back. It is clear that the first correction appears
due to the term —4AB} < Ele, >< e,F, > B, in the action for soft modes (Rd).

This term gives the following contribution into the path integral

Z00) = exp(—(e©@ + cl9)) = Z2O0(1 — 094) = (31)

1 dB
V /H Joel 1 eD(ABL < Bl >)(1+ ANB] < Bley >< e, > By)

here we use the denotation 5 @) hecause there is another correction of the same order

of the expansion.

From (B1]) we obtain

ella) = LN (32)
to
dB, dB,\
X AINB? < Ee,, >< e*E, > B, / “)
(/7w << m) (/T2
wo'(5/4) .
7 0(1/4)”

where j; is determined in (29).

Let us consider a contribution of the following term in the action (@):
6AB. < Elepme, >< ey E, > B, < e}, E, > B, (33)

This term gives the following correction for

(1b) o wo dB 2 B4 WO dB )\B4 wo -2
ey = —6A1—(| —=B~e¢ w = 34
s T ]1 ( \/— ) ( \/% ) ( )

11



wo . (T(3/4)
T (r<1/4>

2
. W .
) J1 = =2(0.685...) 7
T T
Thus we have

£s =~ e 4 lla) 4 10 (35)

s

4/3
_ 3wo |~ In( wol'(1/4) )
A A(meX) /30056

where the first corrections of our expansion (ji, £{!¢ and £(!?)) are taking into ac-
count in a factor €®%%. All other terms of the action (Bf) correspond to the higher
corrections of the expansion.

Thus, the next to the leading order of the expansion gives a small contribution
into the &5 (~ 6%) and we can expect that next corrections of the expansion are
small.

The maximal value for ¢, is

64me)
r4(1/4)

6_3&)0
s

1/3
= 0.350\Y3; at wy = w* = 0% ( ) ~ 1.55\1/3 (36)

The dependence of e4(wy) on wy is depicted in Fig.1 where we put A = 1. The
exact value for ground state energy is 0.66..A'/3. which is about two times larger than

the maximal value for .
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3 Soft Modes Kinetic Term Contribution

Let us take into account a leading contribution of a kinetic term for the soft modes

into 5. Then this correction for the energy ey is

k wo (1 * —AB*0
a1:?<§/dBBz<Elep>w§<epE1>e w)

“ ( / dBe—AB‘*?)_l

where

2 w2 oAt N
< Bie, >l < By >= Y L [T ety [T e,
P p p ~ toAt Jo 0

(1 — cos(w,At))
wp

2
wo w, 2(
Zp:wt

_ Wo [*° d_w2<1 — cos(m)) =2 (E)Q

m™Jo w wo

Then from (B7) and (Bg) we have
k1 _ 1 2wg I'(3/4)
s T <2 w2\ wo)\r(l/ﬁl))

wo (T(3/4) | wp
BRI EDN

At wy = w* we have

M~ 0.14¢,

(38)

(40)

The next correction at wg = w* is about 1% and we do not take it into consideration.
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4 The Ground State Energy

To have a reliable result for the ground state energy we need to take into considera-
tion the hard modes contribution. We should integrate over hard modes using loop
expansion and find a low energy effective Lagrangian. Here we consider the leading
order of the expansion over number of projections from the subspace {E,} into the
subspace {e,} and back. It was shown in Section 3 that an uncertainty of this ap-
proximation is about a few percents at wy = w* and we expect that an accuracy of
our calculations will be about few percents in this leading approximation. From (B5)
and (P6) we see that in this approximation there is no linear terms for hard modes in

the action. It is easy to find one-loop effective potential for soft modes:

1 12Xz
VO (z) = — | /12022( — 2 arctan(—2)) — wo In(1 + —223) (41)
2 V1222 Wy

Let us calculate the soft modes contribution into the energy using 1-loop effective

£l ) = = (1—111 \f / dBe % BV )) (42)

here V (z) = Vi7leor(z) = Azt + VD (2).

potential (f])

The dependence of e271°? on wy is depicted in Fig.1 (line (b)). From Fig.1 we
see that 1-loop hard mode contribution is comparable with €. Line (¢) in Fig.1
shows the dependence of ! 71P(wg) + ¥ (wy). Where £*! is the leading kinetic term

2—100P(w0) which is calculated

contribution. And line (d) in Fig.1 corresponds to ¢
according eq.(3) with 2-loop effective potential V' (z) for soft modes where V(x) =

14



V2-loor(g) = Vi=leor (1) 4 V@ (x) and the leading kinetic term contribution is taken

into account. The potential V() (z) has the following form:

2
1 T w
(2) _ ~ 0
ViP(z) = 122 (2 arctan(img (43)
_ 48)\2x2/ dwldw2dw35(wl + wo + W3)
(27)2(w? + 12X22) (w3 + 12X\22) (w3 + 12A22)

2 2 2 2 2 2
where wi > wg, wy > wj, w3 > wy.

2=loop (154 ) on parameter wy in

In Fig.1 (line (d)) we see a very weak dependence of €
alarge region (A3 < w® < 2.5A1/3). In this region the value of the next to the leading
corrections is an order of variation varepsilon(wy). and £27° ~ (6.8 4£0.3)A'/3 which

is in a good agreement with exact result: ¢ = 0.66... (curve (e) in Fig.1). Thus we

see a selfconsistence of the expansion in question.

5 Discussion

Let us discuss the main features of the approach. Two main assumptions are used
here. The first one is that we suppose that an expansion over the numbers of pro-
jections from {E,} to {e,} and back does not diverge. It was shown that the first
correction of the expansion is rather small in the case of the potential Az* but the
general structure of this expansion is not known. The second assumption is that there
is a region for the parameter wy where a perturbative expansion for hard modes and

a strong coupling expansion for soft mode work at a same time. The results obtained
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have shown a correctness of these assumptions in the case of the potential Az*. How-
ever, it is clear that this method does not work for a potential which does not tend to
infinity at * — 4o00. Also it is not possible to use this method (at least directly) in
instanton case due to the large kinetic term corrections in soft modes sector. However
this method gives a reasonable results in the case of the potential considered here.

The next important problem is a question on translation invariance. It is clear
that this invariance is broken when we use basis F,. However in Section 1 it was
shown that the path integral in this basis is equal to the path integral in the basis
e, which does not break translational invariance. The expansion over a numbers of
projections from subspace {E,} into {e,} and back corresponds to subtraction of
translational noninvariant contributions. In the case when this expansion works we
can control these contributions.

Here we considered the ground state energy only. This parameter is not convenient
to study a restoration of translational invariance. In this context it is interesting
to investigate a propagator < z(ty)z(t3) >. This question is very important for
understanding of applicability of the procedure. The propagator has the following

form

S(tl, tg) = x(tl),LU(tg) > (44)

—< BuB, > (Bu(t)— < Euel, > en(t)) (B, (ty)— < B¢’ > en(ts))

+ K Can > €m(t1)€n(t2)
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Here we take into account the shift C,, — C,, — B, < E,e,, > which was introduced in
the first Section, <> denotes the average value for the path integral (see (B920)). In
eq.([l4) we use that in the leading order of the expansion over numbers of projections
< B,C, >=0. It is obvious that < C,C,;, >~ 6,,, and the second term in eq.([4)
depends on (t; — t3) only and does not break translational invariance. In the leading
order we have that < B, B, >~ ¢,,. Then using ([9) and (R0) we obtain that the first
term in (f4)) depends on (t; — t5) only also. It can be shown that next to the leading
corrections of the expansion do not break the translational invariance. Probably, that
this procedure does not break the invariance in any order of the expansion.

The most interesting application of the method is quantum field theory. In this
case a renormalization should be taken into consideration by a standard way in an
effective Lagrangian. For a gauge theory it is necessary to study a question on a
gauge invariance.
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