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Abstract

The cubic anisotropy m odelprovidesa sim ple exam ple ofa system with an

arbitrarily weak �rst-order phase transition. W e present an analysis ofthis

m odelusing�-expansion techniqueswith resultsup tonext-to-next-to-leading

orderin �.Speci�cally,wecom putetherelativediscontinuity ofvariousphys-

icalquantities across the transition in the lim itthatthe transition becom es

arbitrarily weakly �rst-order.Thisprovidesa usefultest-bed fortheapplica-

tion ofthe � expansion in weakly �rst-ordertransitions.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thecubicanisotropy m odelisa sim pletwo-scalarm odelthat,fora certain rangeofpa-

ram eters,hasa phasetransition with sim ilaritiesto the�nite-tem peraturephasetransition

ofelectroweak theory in the early universe. M ore generally,it provides a sim ple proto-

type forsystem sthathave weak,
uctuation-induced,�rst-orderphase transitions[1,2].In

ref.[3],we and our collaboratorsdiscuss in detailthe sim ilarities and dissim ilarities with

theelectroweak transition (noted earlierby Alford and M arch-Russel[4])and described how

the cubic anisotropy m odelisa good testing ground foranalytic techniques thatclaim to

distinguish between second-orderand weakly �rst-orderphasetransitions.In particular,the

m odelcan beused to study � expansion m ethods,which wehave previously applied to the

electroweak case [5].Thispaperpresentsthe detailsofcalculating � expansionsforweakly

�rst-orderphase transitionsin the cubic anisotropy m odel.A betteroverview ofthe m oti-

vation,a sum m ary ofour� expansion results,and a com parison againstnum ericalM onte

Carlo sim ulations[6]m ay befound in ref.[3].

Ourgoalwillbeto com putetherelativediscontinuity ofvariousquantities(thespeci�c

heat,susceptibility,and correlation length) across the phase transition when one has an

extrem ely weak �rst-order transition. Speci�cally,we willcom pute ratios such as �+ =��

where�� arethesusceptibilitieson eithersideofthetransition.Thiswasoriginally doneat

leading orderin � by Rudnick som etwenty yearsago[1].1 W ehaveextended thecalculation

to next-to-leading order(NLO)forthecorrelation length and next-to-next-to-leading order

(NNLO)forthesusceptibility ratio.A next-to-leadingordercalculation forthespeci�cheat

ratio isperform ed in a com panion paper[7].

1 O urleading-orderresultsfor�+ =�� and C+ =C� ,however,di�erby factorsof4 from ref.[1].
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A .T hree-dim ensionalreduction and the cubic anisotropy m odel

Beforeintroducingthecubicanisotropym odel,weshallverybrie
yreview theconnection

between phasetransitionsin therm alquantum �eld theory and thosein classicalstatistical

m echanics.Forde�niteness,considerthetopicalexam pleofelectroweak theory.In studying

theelectroweak transition,onestartswith a 3+1 dim ensionalSU(2)gauge-Higgstheory at

�nitetem perature.2 Schem atically,theEuclidean action isoftheform

S =

Z �

0

d�

Z

d
d
x

(
1

2
jD �j2 +

1

4
F
2 �

�2

2
j�j2 +

�

4!
j�j4 + � � �

)

; (1.1)

(with gauge-�xing term som itted). � isthe inverse tem perature,and d = 3 isthe num ber

ofspatialdim ensions. Ifthe correlation length atthe transition is large com pared to the

inversetem perature(which isgenerally thecase),onem ay sim plify thestudy ofequilibrium

propertiesofthetransition by integrating outthedynam icsoftheEuclidean tim edirection.

Thisyieldsan e�ectivethree-dim ensionaltheory thatdescribesthelong distancephysicsof

the transition and which m ay be precisely m atched,orderby orderin coupling constants,

to theoriginaltheory:3

Se� = �

Z

d
d
x

(
1

2
jD �j2 +

1

4
F
2 +

t

2
j�j2 +

�e�

4!
j�j4 + � � �

)

: (1.2)

Fora review,seerefs.[5,8].Thereisno need to go into detailhere,exceptto notethatthe

m ass-squared toftheHiggsin thee�ective theory hastheform

2Ferm ions,and the U(1) and SU(3) gauge �elds,do not have a m ajor im pact on the phase transition

dynam icsand are,forsim plicity,neglected.

3 Anotherwayofexplainingtheappearanceofathree-dim ensionaltheoryistonotethat,ife�ectiveparticle

m assesare sm allcom pared to T atthe transition,then forsm allm om enta the Bose distribution function

1=(e�E �1)islargecom pared to one.Butphysicsshould be classicalifthe num berofquanta in each state

islarge. The long-distance physicsofthe transition can therefore be approxim ated by classicalstatistical

m echanicsin threespatialdim ensions.By thewell-known equivalenceofstatisticalm echanicsand quantum

m echanics,thisisequivalentto a \zero-tem perature"�eld theory in threeEuclidean space-tim edim ensions,

which isoneway to view the e�ective theory (1.2).
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t= � �
2 + cg

2
T
2 + � � � ; (1.3)

forsom econstantc.Thefactthattbecom espositiveasthetem peratureT increasesdrives

therestoration ofm anifestSU(2)sym m etry athigh tem perature.Theaction (1.2)describes

a classicalstatisticalm echanics problem in three spatialdim ensions,where Se� is to be

interpreted as�H .

In this work, we willnot study the three-dim ensionaltheory (1.2), but willinstead

exam ine a sim pler three-dim ensionaltheory consisting oftwo scalar �elds known as the

cubic anisotropy m odel. In a m ore generalform ,the cubic anisotropy m odelis an O(n)

sym m etric scalarm odelofn realscalar�elds,to which isadded an interaction thatbreaks

O(n)sym m etry down to hyper-cubicsym m etry [1,2].Theaction is

S =

Z

d
d
x

(
1

2

�
�
�@~�

�
�
�
2

+
t

2

�
�
�~�
�
�
�
2

+ �u
�
�
�~�
�
�
�
4

+ �v
X

i

�
4
i

)

: (1.4)

(Notethattheoverall� in (1.2)can beabsorbed by a rescaling of�.) W ewillultim ately be

interested in the sim plestcase,n = 2.The param etersu and v are dim ensionlesscoupling

constants,and � isadim ensionfulnorm alizationwhich wewill�xlater.Thephasetransition

ofinterestoccursasthe param etertisvaried. Attree level,4 the transition appearsto be

second-order,with hyper-cubic sym m etry spontaneously broken fort< 0 and restored for

t> 0. Aswe shallreview,however,the e�ectofhigher-ordercorrectionson the nature of

thetransition cannotbeignored.

4 There issom e am biguity oflanguagedepending on whetherone viewsthe action (1.4)as(a)describing

classicalstatisticalm echanics ofa �eld theory in d=3 spatialdim ensions,with S equaling �H ,or (b) as

a quantum -�eld theory in d= 3 Euclidean space-tim e dim ensions. In the form ercase,a \tree level" result

would norm ally be referred to as a \m ean �eld theory" result;in the latter,it would be referred to as a

\classical"result.The�rstinterpretation m oreaccurately re
ectsthephysicsoftheproblem ,butthelatter

ism orefam iliarto particletheorists.W eshallbypasstheterm inology issueby referring sim ply to tree-level

vs.one-loop results,etc.
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B .T he � expansion

In second-orderphase transitions,the correlation length divergesatthe transition and

physics near the transition is dom inated by large infrared 
uctuations which cannot be

treated perturbatively.Oneway ofsum m arizing thisfora theory like thecubicanisotropy

m odelis to note that,since the couplings �u and �v ofthe theory have non-trivialm ass

dim ension 4� d = 1,the dim ensionless loop expansion param eterR m ust,by dim ensional

analysis,beoftheform

R � (�u or�v) � (som ecorrelation length)
4�d

; (1.5)

which divergeswith the correlation length. In �rst-orderphase transitions,the correlation

length is�nite,butperturbation theory can stillfailifthecorrelation length islargeenough

thatR >
� 1. W e shallrefer to such a situation as a weakly �rst-order transition. In this

paper,ourgoalwillbeto study thearbitrarily weak lim itR ! 1 .

The � expansion isbased on generalizing d=3 spatialdim ensionsto d=4� � dim ensions.

W hen � is sm all,one can system atically rem edy the problem s ofperturbation theory by

using suitable renorm alization-group (RG) im proved perturbation theory. Com puting to

som eorderin RG-im proved perturbation theory correspondstocom puting to som eorderin

�.Attheend oftheday,onesets�! 1 in theresulting truncated series.In som ecasesthis

isknown to givequitegood results.5

5 A slightly m oredetailed review forparticletheorists,in the contextofthe electroweak phasetransition,

m ay be found in the introduction ofref.[5].
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FIG .1. Renorm alization group 
ow into the infrared of(u;v)forsm all� and (a)n < nc = 4+ O (�),

or(b)n > nc.Thelightly shaded region isthe dom ain in which the tree-levelpotential(1.4)isunbounded

below.Them oreheavily shaded \wedges" show theregionsin which perturbation theory isreliable.In the

left-hand �gure(a),thespecialtrajectorieslabeledA andB willbeafocusofattention.Thesearethelim iting

trajectoriesfortheorieswhich approach the Ising orcubic �xed pointsarbitrarily closely before 
owing o�

toward the classicalinstability line.Such theorieshavearbitrarily weak �rstorderphasetransitions.

Fig.1 showstherenorm alization group 
ow,forsm all�,ofthedim ensionlesscouplings

u and v ofthe cubic anisotropy m odelasone m ovesto longerdistance scales. The lightly

shaded region,delim ited bythelinesu = � nvand u = � v,designatestherangeofcouplings

where thetree-levelpotentialof(1.4)isunbounded below.Forv = 0,thecubicanisotropy

m odelreducesto an O(n)m odel,which hasa second-orderphasetransition associated with

theinfrared �xed pointm arked \O(n)".Foru = 0,them odel(1.4)reducesto n uncoupled

copies ofa basic quartic scalar�eld theory,which isin the sam e universality class asthe

Ising m odel. The associated �xed pointism arked \Ising" in �g.1. Besides the Gaussian

�xed pointatu=v=0,there isanother�xed pointknown asthe cubic �xed point. Allof

these�xed pointsoccuratcouplingsofO (�),and so thecouplingsm ay betreated assm all

and perturbativewhen � � 1.

Thestability orinstability ofthese�xed pointsdependson thenum bern ofscalar�elds.
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Forn < nc = 4+ O (�)(which encom passesourm ain caseofinterest,n=2),theO(n)�xed

pointisinfrared stable,6 asshown in �g.1(a),while the Ising and cubic �xed pointshave

an unstable direction and correspond to tricriticalpoints.7 A theory whose couplings lie

between the linesrunning from the origin to the Ising and cubic �xed points,respectively,

will
ow atlargedistancestotheO(n)�xed pointand sowillhaveasecond-ordertransition

with O(n) sym m etric criticalbehavior. A theory with couplings outside of this region

(and not on the criticallines bounding this region) does not 
ow to any weakly coupled

infrared-stable�xed point,and so m ightbeexpected to havea �rst-orderphasetransition.

This is indeed the case. As discussed by Rudnick [1],and as we shallreview below,the

criteria R � 1 forthe success ofperturbation theory (known asthe Ginsburg criteria)is

satis�ed for couplings very close to the region oftree-levelinstability,designated by the

heavy shaded regionsin Fig.1.In theseR � 1 regions,oneindeed �ndsthatperturbation

theory reliably predictsa �rst-ordertransition.Therenorm alization group 
ow then shows

thatany theory whosecouplingsareoutside theboundary ofthebasin ofattraction ofthe

O(n)�xed pointisequivalentto a theory with couplingshaving R � 1,and so willhave a

�rst-ordertransition.Thelinesfrom theorigin through theIsingand cubictricriticalpoints

arethereforeboundariesseparating theorieswith �rst-and second-ordertransitions.

Thecaseofn > nc isshown in �g.1(b).TheO(n)and cubic�xed pointsexchangeroles

relativeto then < nc case.

Now considera sequence oftheorieswith �rst-ordertransitions,such asthoseindicated

by thedotted linenearthetop of�g.1a,which approach theIsinglineu=0.Thecorrelation

length atthetransition can then bem adearbitrarily large,sinceforu=0 itisin�nite.The

renorm alization group trajectory approachesthedashed linein �g.1a labeled trajectory A.

Thislim iting trajectory �rst
owsinto the Ising �xed pointalong the line u=0,and then

6 Except,ofcourse,with respectto the param etert(i.e.,tem perature),which isnotshown in the �gure

and which hasto be �ne-tuned to reach the phasetransition.

7 Furtherexpansion in � yieldsnc = 4� 2� + 2:588�2 + O (�3)[9].
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owsaway from theIsing �xed pointin theunstabledirection toward theregion ofclassical

instability.A sim ilarlim itforthetricriticalbehaviorofthecubic�xed pointgivestrajectory

B.Thisisthelim itwewilltaketoobtain arbitrarily weak �rst-ordertransitionsin thecubic

anisotropy m odel.Forn = 2,trajectoriesA and B are equivalentbecause a rede�nition of

~� by a 45� internalrotation,

(�1;�2)!
1
p
2
(�1 + �2;�1 � �2); (1.6)

leavestheLagrangian (1.4)in thesam eform butwith

(u;v)! (u + 3

2
v;� v): (1.7)

Thism eansthattheoriesbelow theu axisin �g.1(a)are,forn=2,related by them apping

(1.7)to theoriesabovetheaxis.

W ewillthereforecom putepropertiesofthetransition,forsm all�,on trajectory B.This

iseasiestto do by following thetrajectory into theperturbativeregion R � 1.Throughout

thispaper,wefocuson the
ow away from thecubic�xed point.Forn=2,the�nalresults

forphysicalquantitiesm ustbethesam easfor
ow from theIsing �xed point.Forothern,

the
ow from theIsing �xed pointcould beanalyzed sim ilarly,butwehavenotbothered to

do so.

In the next section,we �x notations and renorm alization schem e conventions. In sec-

tion III,we review the leading-orderanalysisofthe susceptibility ratio �+ =�� ,which was

originally carried outby Rudnick [1].Them oststraightforward derivation usesacalculation

ofthe one-loop e�ective potentialand the explicitone-loop RG equations.Afterreviewing

thiscalculation,we show thatexplicit knowledge ofthe one-loop potentialand RG equa-

tionswasnotactually necessary.In section IV weextend thecalculation to next-to-leading

order. Thiscalculation doesrequire the explicitone-loop potentialand RG equations,but

we show thatexplicit knowledge ofthe two-loop corrections (which would be used in the

m ost straightforward derivation)is notrequired. Section V com putes the next-to-leading

order result for the correlation length ratio �2+ =�
2
�
. Then, in section VI, we �nally ex-

tend ourcalculation of�+ =�� to next-to-next-to-leading order,which requiresa non-trivial

9



ring-diagram resum m ation ofperturbation theory,the explicittwo-loop potential,and the

explicit two-loop RG equations. Finally,section VIIsum m arizes ourresults. A review of

the leading-orderresultforthe 
ow ofthe couplings (u;v),originally derived by Rudnick

[1],aswellasdetailsofthetwo-loop potential,areleftto appendices.

II.N O TAT IO N A N D C O N V EN T IO N S

W ewillusedim ensionalregularization forloop calculationsin d = 4� � dim ensionsand a

renorm alization schem e closely related to m odi�ed m inim alsubtraction (M S).Speci�cally,

thebareLagrangian is

Lbare =
1

2
Z
2
� j@

~�j2 + Vbare(~�) (2.1)

with8

Vbare(~�)= (N ��)
�1
�+ 1

2
Zm 2Z

2
�m

2j~�j2 + 1

4!
N ��Z 4

�

"

Zuuj~�j
4 + Zvv

X

i

�
4
i

#

; (2.2)

and

N = (4�)d=2�
�
d

2
� 1

�

; (2.3)

and whereallrenorm alization constantshavetheform

Zi= 1+
zi1(u;v)

�
+
zi2(u;v)

�2
+ � � � : (2.4)

Notethatwe have rescaled ourcouplingsand � by an additionalfactorof(4�)2 com pared

to the typicalconvention in particle theory. The additive constant � is irrelevant to the

calculation ofthesusceptibility orcorrelation length ratiosand m ay beignored,butitwill

beim portantforthespeci�cheatratiocom puted in ref.[7].Notethatwehaverelabeled the

param etertasm 2,which isthe typicalnotation used in particle theory. Butitshould be

keptin m ind thatvariationofm 2 reallyrepresentsvariation oftem peraturein theunderlying

physicalproblem sofinterest.

8For n = 2,our couplings (u;v) are related to Rudnick’s [1]choice ofcouplings,callthem (uR ;vR ),by

uR = (u + v)=12 and vR = � v=6.
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Thesusceptibility � isde�ned by addingalinearterm h� totheLagrangian and de�ning

� � lim
h! 0

dh�i

dh
: (2.5)

Thenorm alization and regularization oftheh� term isnotim portantbecausewewillulti-

m ately only beinterested in theratio �+ =�� ,whereitcancelsout.

III.R EV IEW O F LEA D IN G -O R D ER A N A LY SIS

Two thingsare needed to analyze the transition: (a)the location ofsom e point(u;v)

along the portion ofthe trajectory within the perturbative regim e,and (b)a perturbative

analysis at that point. Technically,it is easiest to choose the point where the trajectory

intersectsthelineu = � nv oru = � v,wherethetree-levelpotential�rstbecom esunstable.

(The full,e�ective potentialrem ainsstable,asitm ust,since itisinvariantunderchanges

ofrenorm alization scale.) W eshallcallthispoint(u�;v�).

The value of(u�;v�)turnsoutnotto a�ectthe leading-ordercalculation of�+ =�� ;so

we shallproceed for the m om ent without it. (The value ofthe couplings does a�ect the

leading-orderresultsofotherratios,such asthespeci�cheatratio C + =C� [1,7].)

Attreelevelthetransition appearssecond-order.Form 2 > 0,them inim um ofthetree-

levelpotentialisat~�=0.Form 2 < 0,itisalong an \edge",~� / (1;0;0;� � � ),ifv < 0,and

along a \diagonal",~� / (1;1;1;� � � ),ifv > 0. Ratherthan discussing the entire structure

ofthee�ectivepotentialV (~�),itwillgenerally besu�cientsim ply to consideritsbehavior

in the relevant direction. For 
ow from the cubic �xed point (v < 0),attention can be

restricted to an edge.Thetree-levelpotentialV0 then becom es

V0(~�)! V0(�)=
1

2
m

2
�
2 +

1

4!
N ��(u+ v)�4; (3.1)

where

~� = (�;0;0;� � � ): (3.2)

Atthe instability line,u=� v and hence the quartic interaction term disappearsalong the

edge.
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To see the �rst-ordernature ofthe transition,one m ustconsiderthe e�ectofthe �rst

loop correction.ThisisjusttheColem an-W einberg e�ect[10].Forthesakeofde�niteness,

and becauseweneed theresultslateron,weshallgo through theexplicitcalculation ofthe

one-loop correctionsto the e�ective potential. However,afterthe fact,we shallshow that

an explicitcalculation wasactually unnecessary forcom puting �+ =�� atleading order.

A .T he one-loop potential

Theone-loop contribution to thee�ective potentialis

V1(~�)= I(m 2
a)+ (n� 1)I(m2b) + (counter-term s); (3.3)

where m 2
a and m 2

b are the eigenvalues ofthe curvature ofthe tree-levelpotentialV0(~�)

evaluated at~�,and theone-loop integralI(z)is

I(z)= 1

2
trln(� @

2 + z)= � 1

2
(4�)�d=2 �

�

� d

2

�

z
d=2

: (3.4)

Along an edge,wehave

m
2
a = m

2 + 1

2
N ��(u+ v)�2; (3.5a)

m
2
b = m

2 + 1

6
N ��u�2; (3.5b)

which arethecurvaturesparalleland orthogonalto theedge,respectively.

Now take u = � v to �x ourselves on the tree-levelinstability line. It is notationally

convenientto expressthepotentialin term sof

M
2 � 1

6
�
�N u�

2
; (3.6)

and one�nds

N ��V0(�)= �+ 3u �1
m

2
M

2
; (3.7)

N ��V1(�)=

"
m 4

2�
�

2���m d

d(d� 2)sin(��=2)

#

+ (n� 1)

"
(m 2+M 2)2

2�
�
2���(m 2 + M 2)d=2

d(d� 2)sin(��=2)

#

: (3.8)
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Forthem om ent,we’re only working to leading-orderin �,so wecan take thelim it�! 0 to

�nd:9

N ��(V0 + V1)= �+ 3u �1
m

2
M

2 +
1

4
m

4

"

ln

 
m 2

�2

!

�
3

2

#

+
(n� 1)

4
(m 2 + M

2)2
"

ln

 
m 2+M 2

�2

!

�
3

2

#

+ O (�): (3.9)

Asonevariesm 2,thispotentialdescribesa�rst-ordertransition which occursatan m 26=0.10

Ifitweren’tfortheone-loop corrections,thetransition would besecond-orderand occurat

m 2=0.Since couplingsare O (�),one then expectsthatm2 atthe transition issm allif� is

sm all.W eshallindeed seea posteriorithat

m 2

M 2
� O (�) (3.10)

when theorderparam eter� isthesam eorderofm agnitudeasitsvaluein theasym m etric

phase.So in thisrangeof� wecan drop m com pared to M and �nd

N ��(V0 + V1)= �+ 3u �1
m

2
M

2 + M
4

"

C11ln

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C10

#

+ O (�M 4
;m

2
M

2
;m

4); (3.11)

where

C11 =
n� 1

4
; C10 = �

3

2
C11: (3.12)

Theaboveapproxim ation to thepotentialhastwo degeneratem inim a when

m
2 = m

2
1 �

C11u�
2

3
exp

�

� 1�
C10

C11

�

=
n� 1

12
u�

2
e
1=2

; (3.13)

and thevalueofM attheasym m etric m inim a is

9 Notethatleading orderin thiscontextdoesn’tsim ply m ean thetree-levelpotential.W eareinterested in

theleading-orderresultsforquantitiesdescribing the �rst-ordernatureofthe transition.Butthe tree-level

potentialby itselfdoesnotdescribea �rst-ordertransition.

10By transition,we m ean the pointwhere the two ground statesaredegenerate.In physicalapplications,

thism ay notbe the pointofdirectphysicalrelevanceifthereissigni�cantsuper-cooling.
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M
2 = M

2
1 � �

2exp

�

� 1�
C10

C11

�

= �
2
e
1=2

: (3.14)

Asprom ised,m 2
1=M

2
1 � O (u)� O (�).The curvaturesatthe origin and atthe asym m etric

m inim a are11

1=�+ /
@2V (�)

@�2

�
�
�
�
�
�= 0

= 1

6
N ��uV 00(0) = m

2[1+ O (�)]; (3.15)

1=�� /
@2V (�)

@�2

�
�
�
�
�
�= �1

= 1

6
N ��uV 00(M 1)= 2m 2[1+ O (�)] (3.16)

(whereV 0(M )� @V (M )=@M ,etc.).Thus,

�+

��
= 2+ O (�): (3.17)

B .A voiding one-loop details

In the preceding derivation,the �nalresultfor�+ =�� did not,in fact,depend on the

values (3.12) ofthe constants C11 and C10. So we could have arrived at the sam e result

sim ply knowing the form (3.11) ofthe one-loop potentialin the lim its �! 0,u=� v,and

m 2=M 2 � O (�). But this form just follows from (a) the existence ofthe renorm alization

group,which producesa single powerofln� atone-loop order,and (b)the factthatM is

the only relevantdim ensionfulparam eterifm isnegligible. The logarithm m usttherefore

be ln(M =�) in our approxim ation. If we had understood a priori the independence of

the result on C11 and C10,we could have avoided doing the explicit one-loop calculation.

Generalizations ofthe following argum ents willlater save us from the need for two-loop

calculationsatnext-to-leading order,and three-loop calculationsatnext-to-next-to-leading

order.

11 The proportionality relationship re
ects the fact that the derivatives on the right-hand side are with

respectto �(�)| the renorm alized �eld atthe scale where u(�)= � v(�). However,this� isproportional

to thebare�,and thustheratio (a)doesnotdepend on theproportionality constant,and (b)isinsensitive

to short-distancephysics.
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The independence from C10 m ay be understood as follows. The only param eters that

�nalresultscan depend on are the dim ensionless couplings(u�;v�)and the corresponding

renorm alization scale �.Otherparam eters,such asm 2 and the scalarexpectation M have

been solved forand elim inated by requiring thatwe be atthe transition and in one orthe

otherphase. Ifour�nalresultisa dim ensionlessratio,such as�+ =�� orC+ =C� ,itm ust

then beindependentof� and can depend only on (u�;v�).So theanswercan’tchangeeven

ifwe arbitrarily change � in (3.11) while holding (u�;v�) �xed. (This is di�erent from a

sim ple statem entofRG invariance,which would involve changing (u;v)in a com pensating

m anner when changing �.) Such a change in � (atlowest order)is equivalent to varying

C10,and so dim ensionlessratiosdo notdepend on C10.

Thecoe�cientC 11 ofthelogarithm isdeterm ined bytheone-loop renorm alization group.

However,asnoted above,itisnotneeded for�+ =�� .The reason isthat,atleading order,

the result(3.17)isindependentofthe couplings(u�;v�). So the resultwould be the sam e

ifwe rede�ned (u;v)by (u;v)! (xu;xv)forsom e constantx. Thisrede�nition doesnot

takeuso�thelineu=� v,butitdoeschangethecoe�cientsoftheone-loop �-functionsand

therefore changesC11. The leading-orderresultfor�+ =�� m usttherefore be independent

ofC11.Thissim pli�cation doesn’toccurforC + =C� ,which turnsoutto beproportionalto

u� atleading order[1,7].

Asa prelude to ourlaterhigher-orderanalysis,itwillbeusefulto sketch therenorm al-

ization group determ ination ofC11.Theone-loop RG equation forthee�ectivepotentialin

thecubicanisotropy m odelis

 

�
@

@�
+ �u

@

@u
+ �v

@

@v
+ �m 2 m

2
@

@m 2
+ 
� �

@

@�
+ ��

@

@�

!

V = 0; (3.18)

where12

�u(u;v;�)= � �u +��u(u;v); (3.19a)

12The trivial� dependence in the beta functions (3.19)is,ofcourse,a standard feature ofm inim alsub-

traction renorm alization schem es.
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�v(u;v;�)= � �v+��v(u;v); (3.19b)

with

��u(u;v)= �
(1)
u + O (u3;v3); �

(1)
u = u

�
1

3
(n+8)u+ 2v

�

; (3.20a)

��u(u;v)= �
(1)
v + O (u3;v3); �

(1)
v = v(4u+ 3v); (3.20b)

�m 2(u;v)= �
(1)

m 2 + O (u2;v2); �
(1)

m 2 =
1

3
(n+2)u+ v; (3.20c)


�(u;v)= O (u2;v2): (3.20d)

Forthe susceptibility,we areonly interested in the � dependence ofthe potential,and the

running of� willbeirrelevant.Asitturnsout,wewillalso notneed � m 2 or
� below.

Therenorm alization group
ow doesnotm ap thelineu+v = 0ontoinself.Consequently,

toapply theRG equation,onem ustretain thev dependenceofthetree-levelpotential(3.1)

ratherthan specializing from theoutsetto u=� v.W orking at�=0,oneeasily �ndsthatthe

RG equation issatis�ed by

V0 + V1 = V0 �
n
1

2
�
(1)

m 2 m
2
�
2 + 1

4!
N [�(1)u + �

(1)
v ]�4

o

ln�

+ (�-independent)+ O (�2V ): (3.21)

Taking u=� v (and neglecting m2 relativeto M 2)then gives

C11 =
3

4u2

�

�
(1)
u + �

(1)
v

� ��
�
�
u= �v

; (3.22)

which agreeswith (3.12).In latersections,thissam eRG m ethod willbeused to determ ine

�-dependentterm sin thetwo-and three-loop contributionsto thee�ective potential.

C .Scale hierarchies and subtleties at higher orders

Asweshallsee,thepreceding tricksforsim plifying calculationswillgeneralizeto higher

ordersin � aswell. Leading-orderresultsforgeneric ratiosrequire only explicitknowledge

ofthetree-levelpotentialand theone-loop renorm alization group,and �+ =�� doesn’teven

need the latter.Next-to-leading ordercalculationsgenerically require the explicitone-loop
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potentialand the two-loop renorm alization group,although �+ =�� needs only the one-

loop renorm alization group.Next-to-next-to-leading ordergenerically requiresthetwo-loop

potentialand thethree-loop renorm alization group,and so forth.

FIG .2. A sequence ofdiagram softhe sam e orderin � in the asym m etric phase.Solid linesrepresent

heavy (m b)degreesoffreedom ;lightlinesrepresentthe light(m a)degreesoffreedom .

There is a subtlety,however,in the sim plistic assum ption that each successive order

in � requires exactly one m ore orderin the loop expansion ofthe e�ective potential. The

sourceofthissubtlety istheratio ofscalesm 2=M 2 � O (�)in theasym m etricphase.Fig.2

showsa sequence ofdiagram s,with arbitrarily m any loops(starting at3 loops),which are

allthesam eorderin � in theasym m etric phase.Thesediagram sconsistofm ultiple\ring"

corrections to the light (m ass m 2) m ode due to interactions with the heavy (m ass M 2)

m odes. The outer loop is dom inated by m om enta oforder m ,and the cost ofadding an

additionalring is

O (u2�2=m 2)= O (uM 2
=m

2)= O (1): (3.23)

This particular problem could be handled diagram m atically by resum m ing the light

propagatorto incorporateallone-loop heavy rings.A m oreelegantway to think aboutitis

in the language ofthe renorm alization group. Atdistanceslarge com pared to 1=M in the

asym m etricphase,ourscalartheory should bereplaced by an e�ectivetheory consisting of

only thelightdegreeoffreedom .Them assofthelightscalarin thee�ectivetheory willbe

itsoriginalm assm pluscorrectionsfrom integrating outtheheavy m odes.

The free energy in thislighte�ective theory willbe oforderm 4. Com parison to (3.11)

then revealsthatitwillonly beim portantatnext-to-next-to-leading order.Ifonly working
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to NLO,onecan ignoretheneed forthisresum m ation in theasym m etricphase.

IV .N LO A N A LY SIS O F �+ =��

A .T he e�ective potential: asym m etric phase

Going one order beyond the previous analysis requires consideration of(a) two-loop

contributionsto the e�ective potential,and (b)correctionsto the � ! 0 and m2=M 2 ! 0

lim itswe took ofthe one-loop potential. Forthe latter,we can sim ply expand the general

one-loop potential(3.8)to thedesired order:

N ��(V0 + V1)= �+ 3u �1
m

2
M

2 + M
4

"

C11ln

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C10

#

+ N ���V1 + O (�2V )asym ; (4.1)

with

N ���V1 = � M
4

"

� 1

4
C11ln

2

 
M 2

�2

!

� 1

2
C10ln

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C�10

#

+ m
2
M

2

"

2C11ln

 
M 2

�2

!

� 2C11

#

; (4.2)

and

C�10= �

 
7

8
+
�2

12

!

C11: (4.3)

Thesubscript\asym "isa rem inderoftheassum ption m 2=M 2 � O (�)in theerrorestim ate,

which isvalid only in theasym m etricphase.

Forthe two-loop contribution,we m ay take �=0 and ignore m2 altogether. The renor-

m alization group requiresthecontribution to havetheform

N ��V2 = uM
4

"

C22ln
2

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C21ln

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C20

#

+ O (�2V )asym : (4.4)

Asin theleading-ordercalculation,wewillnotactually need to com puteallthreeparam e-

ters.

The�rstsim pli�cation isto notethatrescaling � by

� ! � (1+ xu) (4.5)
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in V0+ V1+ V2,whileholding allcouplings�xed,changesC 20 atthisorderbutnothing else.

Thereforedim ensionlessratioscannotdepend on C20 atNLO.Sim ilarly,a changesuch as

� ! � (1+ x�) (4.6)

would change C�10 and nothing else,so we neveractually needed itsvalue (4.3)fora NLO

calculation.

W ecould determ inealltheotherconstantsin (4.4)by requiring thepotentialto satisfy

theRG equation attwo loops.However,analogousto whathappened atleading order,we

willnotneed allofthese coe�cients for� + =�� . Itissu�cientto apply the RG equation

atone loop order,asgiven by (3.18{3.20).However,wedo need theone-loop potentialfor

general(u;v)withouttherestriction u=� v.Returning to (3.3)and (3.5),oneeasily �nds

N �
�(V0 + V1)= �+

3

2

u+v

u2
M

4 +
9

4

(u+v)2

u2
M

4

"

ln

 
3(u+v)M 2

u�2

!

�
3

2

#

+
(n� 1)

4
M

4

"

ln

 
M 2

�2

!

�
3

2

#

+ O (�2V )asym : (4.7)

Applying theone-loop RG equation,13 and then setting u=� v,determ ines

C22 =
n+2

6
C11: (4.8)

Itisalso worth noting thatitwasunnecessary to com puteexplicitly theO (�)correction to

V1 given by the�rstterm of(4.2),becausethecoe�cientsofthelogsin thatcorrection are

determ ined bytheRG equation aswell,arisingfrom theexplicit� in (3.19).Thisobservation

willsubstantially sim plify theanalogouscalculation when welaterproceed to NNL order.

To �nd the asym m etric phase susceptibility �� ,we now need atnext-to-leading order

both thevalueofm 2 atthetransition and ofM 2 in theasym m etricphase.Perturb around

theone-loop solutions(3.13)and (3.14)by writing

V = V(1)+ �V ; m
2 = m

2
1 + �m

2
; M = M 1 + �M ; (4.9)

13W hen applying the renorm alization group equation,it is helpfulto note that M 2 is m ultiplicatively

renorm alized,�(@M 2=@�)= M 2 �M 2,with �M 2 � ��u=u + 2
� = �
(1)
u + O (u2).
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whereV(1) istheone-loop �=0 approxim ation (3.11)to thee�ective potentialand

�V = �V1 + V2 (4.10)

asparam eterized in (4.2)and (4.4).By linearizingtheequationsV (M )=V (0)and V 0(M )=0

thatdeterm ine theasym m etricphaseexpectation M atthetransition point,one�nds

�m
2 = � N �

� u

3

 
�V (M )� �V (0)

M 2

! �
�
�
�
�
M 1;m 1

+ O (�2m 2); (4.11)

and

�M = �
M 2

V 00

(1)

@

@M

 
�V

M 2

! �
�
�
�
�
M 1;m 1

+ O (�2M ): (4.12)

Thefractionalshiftin 1=�� is

 
d2V(1)

dM 2

!
�1

�
d2V

dM 2
=

 
@2�V

@M 2
+
6�m2

N ��u
+ �M

@3V(1)

@M 3

! �
�
�
�
�
M 1;m 1

: (4.13)

Putting in theexplicitform for�V ,weobtain

m
2 = m

2
1

"

1+

�

�
5

16
�
C�10

C11

�

� +

 
(n� 4)

24
�
1

2

C21

C11

�
C20

C11

!

u + O (�2)

#

; (4.14)

M
2 = M

2
1

"

1+

�

�
13

16
�
C�10

C11

�

� +

 

�
(3n+2)

8
�
3

2

C21

C11

�
C20

C11

!

u + O (�2)

#

; (4.15)

1=�� / @
2
�V (�)= 2m 2

"

1�
1

2
� �

(n� 13)

12
u + O (�2)

#

: (4.16)

Notehow allthedependence of@2�V on C�10,C21,and C20 in theresult(4.16)ishidden in

theoverallfactorofm 2.

B .T he e�ective potential: sym m etric phase

W hen exam ining the asym m etric phase,we m ade an expansion in m 2=M 2 = O (�).For

thesym m etricphase,whereM =0,thisisnota good approxim ation.Thesym m etricphase

iseasier,however,becauseoneneedsonly one-loop contributionsat�=0 fornext-to-leading

orderresults.Considertheone-loop potential(3.9).Itgives

1=�+ / @
2
�V (0)= m

2

(

1+
(n� 1)

6
u

"

ln

 
m 2

�2

!

� 1

#

+ O (�2)

)

= m
2

(

1+
(n� 1)

6
u

"

ln

 
(n� 1)

12
u

!

�
1

2

#

+ O (�2)

)

: (4.17)
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Putting thistogetherwith theasym m etric phaseresultgivesourNLO ratio

�+

��
= 2

"

1�
1

2
� �

(n� 1)

6
u�ln

 
(n� 1)

12
u�

!

+ u�

#

+ O (�2); (4.18)

wherewenow explicitly rem ind ourselvesthatu isto beevaluated atthepoint(u�;v�).At

leading order,we didn’tneed to know u� atallfor�+ =�� . Fornext-to-leading order,we

need to �nd theleading ordervalueofu�.

C .(u�;v�)at leading order

Theone-loop RG equationsforthecouplingsare

�
@u

@�
= � �u + �

(1)
u (u;v); (4.19a)

�
@v

@�
= � �v+ �

(1)
v (u;v); (4.19b)

where �(1)u and �(1)v are given in (3.20). The explicit solution was found when n=2 by

Rudnick [1]and generalized to othern by Dom any,etal.[11].W ereview thederivation in

Appendix A.Theresulting trajectoriesaregiven by

v = � R(u=v;c); (4.20)

where

R(f;c)�
�2f�3

(n� + 1)(n� + 2)

2

4
(n� + 1)

�
f
2 � 2f +

2

n
�
2c

n

 

1+
f

�

!
�n�

3

5 ; (4.21)

� �
3

4� n
; (4.22)

and each choiceoftheconstantcpicksouta di�erenttrajectory.Thetrajectory that
ows

away from thecubic�xed pointisc= 0;theone
owing away from theIsing �xed pointis

c= 1.Thevaluesof(u;v)on thetree-levelinstability linearethen

(u�;v�)= (u�;� u�); u� = � �R(� 1;0)=
3(n2 + 5n + 3)

n(n+2)(n+8)
� ; (4.23)

for
ow from thecubic�xed pointand
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(u�;v�)= (� 1

n
v�;v�); v� = �R(�1

n
;1)=

3n

(n+2)(n+8)

�

3n
�
4

3
(1� 1

n
)
�
�n�

� (7n+2)

�

�;(4.24)

for
ow from theIsing �xed point.Forn=2,theseare

�
51

80
�;�51

80
�
�

and
�

� 51

160
�;51

80
�
�

; (4.25)

respectively,and arerelated by them apping (1.7).

Our�nal,next-to-leading orderresultfor�+ =�� isgiven by (4.18)and (4.23).Forn=2

thisyields

�+

��
= 2

�

1�
17

160
� ln

�
17�

320

�

+
11

80
� + O (�2)

�

: (4.26)

The presence ofan � ln� term isa feature thatone doesnotencounterin � expansionsfor

criticalexponents ofsecond-order transitions. It arises here from the hierarchy ofscales

m 2=M 2 � � characterizing thephysicsoftheasym m etric phaseatthetransition.

V .N LO A N A LY SIS O F �2+ =�
2
�

The correlation length � is determ ined by the location ofthe pole ofthe two-point

correlation.Thisisthesolution p2 = � ��2 to

p
2 + m

2 + �(p 2)= 0; (5.1)

where�(p 2)isthe(one-particleirreducible)self-energy.Sincem 2+�(0)isanothernam efor

thesusceptibility 1=�,wecan write

�
�2 = �

�1 +
h

�(� �
�2 )� �(0)

i

: (5.2)

Aswe shallsee,thisequation can be solved by iteration,treating the second term ,callit

��,assm all. Hence,atleading order� �2 isthe sam e as��1 and isO (m 2). Fig.3 shows

theonly one-loop graph thatcontributesto them om entum dependence of�(p 2).
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FIG .3. O neloop diagram contributing to m om entum -dependence of� in asym m etricphase.

In thesym m etricphase,theexpectation h�iiszeroand so�g.3vanishes.Theonly m ass

scaleism and so two-loop contributionsto �� would beorderO (u 2m 2)= O (�2��2 ),which

can beignored atnext-to-leading order.

In theasym m etric phase,thelargestcorrelation length willbethatassociated with the

degree offreedom �1 along the edge,corresponding to m
2
a = O (m 2)in (3.5). Foru = � v,

thisdegreeoffreedom doesnotcoupleto itself,and thedegreesoffreedom running around

theloop in �g.3aretheheavierones�i(i6= 1)associated with them assscalem 2
b = O (M 2).

The m om entum dependence �� of�g.3 is therefore O (up 2) = O (um 2) = O (� ��2 ). As

advertised,itcan be treated asa perturbation. Explicitcalculation in the p2 � M 2 lim it

gives

�(p 2)� �(0)=
(n� 1)

18
up

2 + O (�2m 2)asym ; (5.3)

and so

�
2
�
= ��

"

1+
(n� 1)

18
u + O (�2)

#

; (5.4)

�
2
+ = �+

h

1+ O (�2)
i

: (5.5)

Com bining with theresult(4.18)forthesusceptibility ratio gives

�2+

�2�
= 2

"

1�
1

2
� �

(n� 1)

6
u�ln

 
(n� 1)

12
u�

!

�
(n� 19)

18
u�

#

+ O (�2): (5.6)

Finally,inserting then=2 value(4.25)ofu� yields

�2+

�2�
= 2

�

1�
17

160
� ln

�
17�

320

�

+
49

480
� + O (�2)

�

: (5.7)
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V I.N N LO A N A LY SIS O F �+ =��

A .T he 2-loop renorm alization group

Two-loop RG �-functions for the cubic anisotropy m odelm ay be easily extracted by

following standard derivations in one-scalarm odels and replacing the overallcouplings of

each diagram by thoseappropriateforourtwo-scalarm odel.One�nds

��(u;v)= �
(1)+ �

(2)+ O (u4;v4); (6.1)


(u;v)= 

(2)+ O (u4;v4); (6.2)

with

�
(2)
u = �

(3n + 14)

3
u
3 �

22

3
u
2
v�

5

3
uv

2
; (6.3)

�
(2)
v = �

(5n + 82)

9
u
2
v�

46

3
uv

2 �
17

3
v
3
; (6.4)

�
(2)

m 2 = �
5

6

"
(n+2)

3
u
2 + 2uv+ v

2

#

; (6.5)



(2)

� = �
(n+2)

36
u
2 �

1

6
uv�

1

12
v
2
: (6.6)

B .T he e�ective potential: asym m etric phase

+

FIG .4. O ne-loop diagram contributing to e�ective lightm ass.

Asdiscussed in section IIIC,the NNLO analysisofthe e�ective potentialin the asym -

m etric phase requires separating the light and heavy m odes and doing a resum m ation of

theheavy m odes’e�ecton thelightones.Thee�ective m assm e� ofthelightm odeatdis-

tanceslargecom pared to 1=M can befound by explicitly com puting thediagram sof�g.4.
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M ore sim ply,itcan be taken from the curvature ofthe one-loop potential(3.11)nearthe

asym m etric m inim a (3.14):

m
2
e�(M )= m

2 + 3
(u+v)

u
M

2 + (n� 1)uM 2

"
1

2
ln

 
M 2

�2

!

�
1

6

#

+ O (�m2): (6.7)

The sub-leading O (�m2) corrections to the above relationship are convention dependent:

they depend on exactly how wewantto de�ne m e�.However,such sub-leading corrections

to m 2
e� arenotrelevantattheorderofinterest.

Thee�ectivepotentialin theasym m etric phaseis

V = V0 + (V
heavy

1 + V
light

1 + �V
heavy

1 + �
2
V
heavy

1 )

+ (V
heavy

2 + �V
heavy

2 ) + V
heavy

3 + O (�3V )asym ; (6.8)

where V0 + V
heavy

1 and �V
heavy

1 are given by (4.1) and (4.2). W e have added the super-

script\heavy" to indicate thatthese contributionscom e from the heavy m odes. The next

correction �2V
heavy

1 from theexpansion ofthesecond term in theone-loop potential(3.8)is

N ���2V
heavy

1 = C11m
4ln

 
M 2

�2

!

+ � m
2
M

2

"

� 1

2
C11ln

2

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C11ln

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C�m 10

#

+ �
2
M

4

"

1

24
C11ln

3

 
M 2

�2

!

+ 1

8
C10ln

2

 
M 2

�2

!

� 1

2
C�10ln

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C��10

#

: (6.9)

Thiscan be justi�ed eitherby explicit expansion orby application ofthe renorm alization

group.Thenew constantC��10willbeirrelevantbecauseitcanbeabsorbedintoarede�nition

of�.Thenew constantC�m 10 m ay beextracted from explicitexpansion of(3.9):

C�m 10= �

 

1+
�2

6

!

C11: (6.10)

Thelastpieceoftheone-loop potentialweneed isthecontribution from thelightm odes,

correspondingtothethird term of(3.9).However,thiscontribution m ustbecom puted with

thecorrecte�ective m ass(6.7)so that

N ��V
light

1 =
1

4
m

4
e�

"

ln

 
m 2

e�

�2

!

�
3

2

#

: (6.11)
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As usual,this m ass resum m ation is m osteasily accom plished by rewriting the lightm ass

term oftheLagrangian as

1

2
m

2
�
2 = 1

2
m

2
e� �

2 + 1

2
(m 2� m

2
e�)�

2
; (6.12)

treating the �rst term on the right-hand side as partofthe unperturbed Lagrangian and

thesecond term asa perturbation.14 Thisperturbation willgeneratea new graph atNLO,

shown in �g.5.

FIG .5. Next-to-leading ordercontribution involving the e�ectivem asscounterterm (m 2� m 2
e�).

Forthe two-loop potential,�rstconsiderthe� ! 0 and m ! 0 lim itof(4.4),which we

now refertoasV
heavy

2 .Forthecurrentcalculation,wewillneed toknow allofthecoe�cients

fC2ig. C21 m ay be determ ined by eitherexplicit calculation orby applying the two-loop

RG totheone-loop potential(4.7).TheconstantC20,however,requiresexplicitcalculation.

Thetwo-loop contributionsaregiven thediagram sof�g.6 com bined with �g.5.

FIG .6. Two-loop diagram scontributing to V heavy

2 .

Thedetailsofthecalculation aregiven in Appendix B,and one�nds

C21 = �
(n+6)

3
C11; C20 =

(n+18)

6
C11; (6.13)

14 See,forexam ple,ref.[12].
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in addition to thepreviousresult(4.8)forC22.

Thesub-leadingcorrectionstoV
heavy

2 com efrom relaxingthe�! 0lim itand rem em bering

thattheheavy m ass(3.5b)isM 2 + m 2 instead ofsim ply M 2.Expanding in � and m2=M 2

gives

N �
�
�V

heavy

2 = um
2
M

2

"
(n� 1)

3
C11ln

2

 
M 2

�2

!

�
(n+4)

3
C11ln

 
M 2

�2

!

+ Cm 20

#

+ � uM
4

"

�
(n+2)

12
C11ln

3

 
M 2

�2

!

+
(3n+14)

12
C11ln

2

 
M 2

�2

!

�

 
n+10

3
+
(n+2)

36
�
2

!

C11ln

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C�20

#

; (6.14)

wherethecoe�cientsofallthelogscan bedeterm ined by requiring thefullpotentialto be

invariantunderthetwo-loop RG.TheconstantC�20willbeirrelevantasitcan beabsorbed

into a rede�nition of�.Therem aining constant,C m 20,isfound by expansion oftheexplicit

(�=0)two-loop potential,asdescribed in Appendix B.One�nds

Cm 20 = �
1

3
C11: (6.15)

Finally,thecontribution ofheavy m odesto thethree-loop potentialhastheform

N ��V3 = u
2
M

4

"

C33ln
3

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C32ln
2

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C31ln

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C30

#

+ O (�3V )asym :

(6.16)

W ewillonly need C33 and C32 for�+ =�� .(C31 can bechanged by a suitablerede�nition of

thecouplings,and so cannota�ectthephysicalratio �+ =�� .) Thecoe�cientsC 33 and C32

can bedeterm ined by applyingthetwo-loop RG tothefullpotential.Todoso,we�rstneed

to relax therestriction u=� v in ourcalculation ofthetwo-loop potential.Theanalysiscan

be sim pli�ed a bit,however,in thatwe can treatu+v assm alland only keep term slinear

in u+v.(Thatisbecause the RG derivative �u@u + �v@v acting on u+v doesnotgive zero

when u = � v,although thesam eoperation on (u+v)2 doesyield zero.) Keeping only such

term sin them =0,�! 0 approxim ation to thepotentialgivesthefollowing analog to (4.7):

N �
�(V0+V1+V2)= �+ M

4

( "

C11ln

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C10

#

+ u

"

C22ln
2

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C21ln

 
M 2

�2

!

+ C20

#
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+
3

2

(u+v)

u2
+ (u+v)

"

�
C11

2
ln2

 
M 2

�2

!

� 3C11ln

 
M 2

�2

!

�
5C11

2

#

+ O ((u+v)2)+ O (�)

)

: (6.17)

Com bining with V3,applying theRG,and then taking u=� v yields

C33 =
1

36
(n2 + 8)C11; C32 = � 1

36
(2n2 + 45n + 7)C11: (6.18)

C .T he e�ective potential: sym m etric phase

In orderto�nd thecriticalvalueofm 2,wem ustequatethefreeenergyofthetwophases.

Theasym m etricphaseapproxim ation (6.8)isnotgoodintheM =0sym m etricphasebecause

itrelieson theapproxim ation m 2=M 2 � O (�).W em ustcom putethesym m etric-phase free

energy independently.Attheorderofinterest,itisjusttheone-loop contribution (3.9):

N ��V (0)= �+
n

4
m

4

"

ln

 
m 2

�2

!

�
3

2

#

+ O (�3M 4
1): (6.19)

For the NNLO susceptibility in the sym m etric phase, we need the curvature of the

two-loop potentialatM =0. This isobtained by di�erentiating the generalresult (B1)of

Appendix B,15 and yields(6.31).

D .(u�;v�)at N LO

TheNNLO resultfor�+ =�� willrequireaNLO valuefor(u�;v�).Considertheone-loop

result for the RG trajectories,(4.20) with c = 0 or 1,
owing from the tricriticalpoints.

Considerthe solution foru asa function off � u=v,and callitu[1](f). Now look atthe

perturbation asweincludehigherloops.Startby m aking therescaling

(u;v)= (� �u;� �v); � = ���1=� ; (6.20)

15 ReplaceJ and I by Ĵ and Î in (B1)and rem ove1=� poles,asdiscussed in the appendix.
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which m akesthe� expansion explicitin theRG equations:

��
@�u

@��
= � �u + �

(1)
u (�u;�v)+ � �

(2)
u (�u;�v)+ � � � ; (6.21a)

��
@�v

@��
= � �v+ �

(1)
v (�u;�v)+ � �

(2)
v (�u;�v)+ � � � ; (6.21b)

where�(n) isthen-th ordercontribution to the�-function.Now expand

�u(f)= �u[1](f)+ � �(f)+ O (�2): (6.22)

Plugging into the renorm alization group equations,linearizing in the perturbation �,and

solving yields

�(f)= e
K (f)

Z f

f0

df
0
e
�K (f 0)

2

4
�(2)u

�
(1)

f

�
�
(2)

f �[1]u

(�
(1)

f )2

3

5

�
�
�
�
�
�
�u[1](f0);f0

+ e
K (f)

�(f0); (6.23)

where

K (f)�

Z
f

f0

df
0
@

@u

0

@
�[1]u

�
(1)

f

1

A

�
�
�
�
�
�
�u[1](f0);f0

; (6.24)

�f �
1

v
�u �

u

v2
�v; (6.25)

and wehavede�ned

�
[1]
u � � u + �

(1)
u : (6.26)

Forthetrajectory 
owing from theIsing �xed point,weshould �nd thatthedependenceon

theinitialperturbation �(f0)vanisheswhen f0 approachestheIsing tricriticallinef0=0.In

thiscase,thesystem will�rst
ow totheIsing�xed pointbefore
owingaway,thuswashing

away dependenceon �(f0).Sim ilarly,for
ow from thecubic�xed point,thedependenceon

�(f0)should vanish asf0 ! � �.Thisisindeed thecase.Forany trajectory,one�nds

e
K (f) =

 
f0

f

! 2  
f0 + �

f + �

! n�

; (6.27)

which vanishesasf0 ! 0 or� �.

The resulting correction �(f) does not seem to have a sim ple form for generaln,but

m ay be evaluated explicitly when n = 2. Taking f0 = � � and f = � 1 forthe cubic point

trajectory,one�nds
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(u�;v�)= (u�;� u�); u� =
51

80
� +

�
243

80
ln 3

2
� 171

200

�

�2 + O (�3): (6.28)

Onem ay verify thattheanalogouscalculation fortheIsing �xed pointtrajectory yieldsthe

appropriatetransform ation (1.7)of(6.28).

E.R esults

By equating thepotentialin thesym m etric and asym m etric phases,onedeterm inesm 2

and theasym m etricphasevalueofM 2 tonext-to-next-to-leadingorder,on thelineu+v = 0.

One�nds

m
2 = m

2
1

(

1+ �

"
9

16
+
�2

12

#

+ u

�
n

24
�
13

6

�

+ �
2

"

�
269

1536
�
�2

64
+

�4

288
�
C��10

C11

#

+ � u

"
27n

128
+
41

32
+

�
n

32
�

1

72

�

�
2 �

C�20

C11

#

+ u
2

"
13n2

1152
+
19n

72
+
1

9
�
n� 1

36
ln2+

(n� 1)(n� 4)

144
ln

�
n� 1

12
u

�

�
C31

2C11

�
C30

C11

#

+ O (�3)+ O (u3)

)

; (6.29)

and

M
2 = M

2
1

(

1+ �

"
1

16
+
�2

12

#

+ u

�

�
n

24
�
1

4

�

+ �
2

"

�
701

1536
�
11�2

192
+

�4

288
�
C��10

C11

#

+ � u

"
47n

384
+
247

64
+
7(n+6)

288
�
2 �

C�20

C11

#

+ u
2

"
49n2

1152
+
203n

96
�
101

144
�
n� 1

6
ln2�

(n� 1)(n+24)

144
ln

�
n� 1

12
u

�

�
3

2

C31

C11

�
C30

C11

#

+ O (�3)+ O (u3)

)

: (6.30)

Thecurvaturesofthepotentialin thetwo phases,atthetransition,when u+v = 0,are

@
2
�V (0)= m

2

(

1+ u
(n� 1)

6

�

ln

�
n� 1

12
u

�

� 1

2

�

+ � u
(n� 1)

24

�

� ln
2

�
n� 1

12
u

�

+ ln

�
n� 1

12
u

�

+ 1

�

+ u
2 (n� 1)

36

�

(n+2)ln2
�
n� 1

12
u

�

� 9ln

�
n� 1

12
u

�

� 12
p
3

�
�

6
ln2� L

�
�

6

��

� 3

�

+ O (�3)+ O (u3)

)

; (6.31)
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@
2
�V (�)= 2m 2

(

1� 1

2
� � u

(n� 13)

12
� � u

(n� 9)

12

+ u
2

"
(n� 1)(27� 2n)

72
ln

�
n� 1

12
u

�

+
3(n� 1)

8
ln2�

(103n � 73)

72

#

+ O (�3)+ O (u3)

)

: (6.32)

Here,L(z)isLobachevskiy’sfunction,de�ned in Appendix B,and

L

�
�

6

�

= 0:02461715� � � : (6.33)

Asrequired,alldependenceon theundeterm ined param etersC30,C31,etc.,ishidden in the

overallfactorofm 2.Thesusceptibilities�+ and �� equalthesecurvaturesup to a com m on

overallproportionality constant. Inserting the value ofu� derived in the previous section

yieldsour�nalresultforthesusceptibility ratio atn=2,

�+

��
= 2

(

1+ �

�

�
17

160
ln

�
17�

320

�

+
11

80

�

+ �
2

�

�
187

1602
ln

2

�
17�

320

�

+

�
8374

1602
�

81

160
ln

�
3

2

��
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�
17�

320

�

�
55129

2� 1602
+

867
p
3

40� 160

�
�

6
ln2� L

�
�

6

��

+
81

32
ln

�
3

2

�

+
7803 ln2

2� 1602

#

+ O (�3)

)

; (6.34)

V II.D ISC U SSIO N

W enow collectourresultsforn=2 and evaluatethecoe�cientsnum erically:

�+

��
= 2

h

1+ � (� 0:1063ln� + 0:4494) (7.1)

+ �
2(� 0:0073ln

2
� + 0:1647ln� � 0:2859)+ O (�3)

i

;

�2+

�2�
= 2

h

1+ � (� 0:1063ln� + 0:4139)+ O (�2)
i

: (7.2)

The ratio C+ =C� ofspeci�c heatswillbe evaluated in ref.[7],and allofthese resultsare

com pared againstM onteCarlo sim ulations[6]in ref.[3].
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Looking solely at the series above,our results are m oderately encouraging. At �=1,

theNLO correctionsare45% for�+ =�� and 41% for�2+ =�
2
�
.NNLO correctionsfor�+ =��

drop to 29% . The subleading corrections could have turned out quite large com pared to

the leading-order results,as is known to happen in som e cases where the leading-order �

expansion isapoorquantitativeapproxim ation.16 In contrast,ourseriesseem tolerably well

behaved.

Itshould notbe too di�culta calculation to extend � 2
+ =�

2
�
to NNLO,butwe have not

done so. An interesting question forfurtherresearch iswhetheritispossible to determ ine

thelarge-orderbehaviorof� expansionsfortheratioswehaveinvestigated.Thetechniques

used forcriticalexponentsofsecond-ordertransitions17 [14]do notobviously generalize to

thisproblem .

Thisworkwassupported bytheU.S.Departm entofEnergygrantsDE-FG06-91ER40614

and DE-FG03-96ER40956. W e thank David Broadhurst and Joseph Rudnick for useful

conversations.

A P P EN D IX A :R EV IEW O F LEA D IN G -O R D ER (u�;v�)

Consider the one-loop RG equation given by (4.19) and (3.20). Before we look for

trajectories,notethelocation ofthe�xed pointsatleading orderin �:

Gaussian: (u;v)= (0;0); (A1)

Ising: (u;v)= (0;�
3
); (A2)

O(n): (u;v)= ( 3�

(n+ 8)
;0); (A3)

cubic: (u;v)= (�
n
;
(n�4)

3n
�): (A4)

16 See,forexam ple,the discussion oflargen in ref.[5].

17 Fora review,seesecs.27.3 and 40 ofref.[13]and referencestherein.
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Though weshallnotdirectly m akeuseofitnow,notethatthedependenceon dim ension in

theone-loop RG equationscan beelim inated by therescaling (6.20)so that(4.19)becom es

��
@�u

@��
= � �u + �

(1)
u (�u;�v); (A5a)

��
@�v

@��
= � �v+ �

(1)
v (�u;�v): (A5b)

Thisdependson thefactthatthe�(1) arequadraticin u and v.

Thefollowing isasketch ofthesolution totheRG equations(4.19)asfound by Rudnick

[1]and Dom any,etal.[11]. Begin by rem oving the �rst term on the right-hand side by

switching to new variablesA and B ,

u = �
��
A ; v = �

��
B ; (A6)

so that

�
1+ �

@A

@�
= �

(1)
u (A;B ); �

1+ �
@B

@�
= �

(1)
v (A;B ): (A7)

Divide these two equations,and note thatthe right-hand side is a function solely off �

u=v = A=B :

dA

dB
=
�(1)u (A;B )

�
(1)
v (A;B )

� H (f): (A8)

Changing variables from (A;B ) to (f;B ),solving the resulting equation,and �xing the

boundary condition B (f0)= B 0 gives

B = B 0exp

 Z f

f0

df0

H (f0)� f0

!

: (A9)

W ith thebeta functions(3.20),wehave

��u

��0u0
=

 
f0

f

! 2  
f0 + �

f + �

! n�

; (A10a)

��v

��0v0
=

 
f0

f

! 3  
f0 + �

f + �

! n�

; (A10b)

with � given by (4.22).Now,from f = u=v,notethat
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�
@f

@�
=
1

v
�
(1)
u �

u

v2
�
(1)
v : (A11)

Usethesolutions(A10)towritetheright-hand sidein term soff,�,and constants.Solving

theresulting di�erentialequation yields

�
�
0

�

1�
�

v
R(f;c)

�

= �
�

�

1�
�

v0
R(f0;c)

�

; (A12)

where

R(f;c)�
�2

(n� + 1)(n� + 2)

1

f3

2

4
(n� + 1)

�
f
2 � 2f +

2

n
�
2c

n

 

1+
f

�

!
�n�

3

5 : (A13)

Theequation (A12)isindependentoftheconstantcby (A10b).W ehaveintroduced casa

trick for�nding the �nalequation forallthe trajectories. One way (A12)can be solved is

to have

1�
�

v
R(f;c)= 0 (A14)

forallf and v on the trajectory. Di�erentc correspond to di�erentsolutionsand give all

possibletrajectories(eitherdirectly oraslim iting cases).

A P P EN D IX B :D ETA ILS O F T W O -LO O P P O T EN T IA L

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

FIG .7. Two-loop diagram scontributing to thee�ectivepotential.Theheavy dotsrepresentrenorm al-

ization counterterm s.Each line representsboth heavy and lightm odecontributions.

Thetwo-loop diagram s(a)and (b)of�g.7givethefollowingcontribution tothetwo-loop

potential:
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V
(a)

2 =
1

8
N (u+ v)J(m 2

a;m
2
a)+

1

12
(n� 1)N uJ(m2a;m

2
b)

+
1

8
(n� 1)N (u+ v)J(m2b;m

2
b)+

1

24
(n� 1)(n� 2)N uJ(m2b;m

2
b); (B1a)

V
(b)

2 = � N 2
�
2

"
1

12
(u+ v)2I(m 2

a;m
2
a;m

2
a)+

(n� 1)

36
u
2
I(m 2

b;m
2
b;m

2
a)

#

; (B1b)

where

J(x;y)= J(x)J(y); (B2)

J(x)=
1

(2�)d

Z
ddk

k2 + x
=

1

(4�)d=2
�

 

1�
d

2

!

x
d

2
�1
; (B3)

and

I(x;y;z)=
1

(2�)2d

Z
ddkddq

(k2 + x)(q2 + y)[(k+ q)2 + z]
: (B4)

Contributions were considered from allm ixtures oflight(m a)and heavy (m b)lines,with

m assesgiven by (3.5).Thee�ectofdiagram s(c)and (d)involving one-loop counter-term s

isto replaceJ(x;y)and I(x;y;z)in (B1)by

N J(x;y)! N Ĵ(x;y)� N J(x;y)+
2

�
[xJ(x)+ yJ(y)]; (B5)

N 2
I(x;y;z)! N 2

Î(x;y;z)� N 2
I(x;y;z)�

2

�
N [J(x)+ J(y)+ J(z)]: (B6)

Including two-loop counter-term scorrespondsto sim ply throwing away any rem aining 1=�

and 1=�2 piecesin thepotential.18

The generalform forI(x;y;z)forarbitrary argum ents in arbitrary dim ension isgiven

in ref.[15]. W e shallneed only the following specialcases for the various expansions we

m ake:19

18 Notethattherelationship between M and � hasnon-trivialdependenceon � through N .Including the

two-loop counterterm scorrespondsto throwing away rem aining term s ofthe form N a� 1�� nu3m 2(2� a)�2a

in V or�� nu3� am 2(2� a)M 2a in N ��V .

19 Note thatour� is4� d where asthatofref.[15]is(4� d)=2. Also [16],there are som e typographical

errorsin ref.[15].In theirequations(5.8{15),each explicitfactorofJ(w)in thoseequations(butnotJ(v;w)

or Ĵ(v;w))should be m ultiplied by 1=�.The factorsof�2�� in (3.4{5)should be elim inated.The left-hand

side of(4.8)should be x2+ y2+z2. The second term on the right-hand side of(4.26)should be m ultiplied

by 2.
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I(x;x;0)=
1

(4�)d

�
�

2� d

2

�

�
�

1� d

2

�

d� 3
x
d�3

; (B7)

N 2
I(x;x;x)= x

(

�
6

�2
+
1

�
(6lnx � 9)� 3ln

2
x + 9lnx

� 6
p
3

�

L

�
�

6

�

�
�

6
ln2

�

�
21

2
�
�2

2

)

+ O (�); (B8)

whereL(z)isLobachevskiy’sfunction,de�ned by

L(z)� �

Z z

0

dx ln cosx; (B9)

and thevalueofinterestisgiven in eq.(6.33).

Ignoringthelightm assm a in (B1)and expanding toleading-orderin � with u=� v gives:

V
heavy

2 =
(n� 1)

144
N u

2
�
2
m

2
b

"
(n+2)

6
ln

2

 
m 2

b

�2

!

�
(n+6)

3
ln

 
m 2

b

�2

!

+
(n+18)

6

#

+ O (�V2)asym : (B10)

Thecoe�cientsC 2j of(4.8)and (6.13)and Cm 20 of(6.9)and (6.10)m ay then beextracted.

Ifone m akesthe above expansion withoutassum ing u+v isprecisely zero (and expandsto

�rstorderin m 2
a =

1

2
N ��(u + v)�2 + O (m 2)),oneobtains(6.17).
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