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Abstract

T he cubic anisotropy m odel provides a sin pl exam pl of a system with an
arbirarily weak rst-order phase transition. W e present an analysis of this
m odelusing -expansion techniquesw ith resultsup to next-to-next-to-Jeading
orderin . Speci cally, we com pute the relative discontinuity of various phys—
ical quantities across the transition in the lin it that the transition becom es
arbitrarily weakly rst-order. T hisprovides a usefiil testbed for the applica-

tion ofthe expansion In weakly rst-order transitions.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he cubic anisotropy m odel is a sin ple two-scalar m odel that, for a certain range of pa—
ram eters, has a phase transition w ith sin ilarties to the nitetem perature phase transition
of electroweak theory iIn the early universe. M ore generally, i provides a sin ple proto-
type for system s that have weak, uctuation-nduced, rstorder phase transitions [,2]. Tn
ref. E%], we and our collaborators discuss in detail the sin ilarities and dissin ilarities w ith
the electroweak transition (noted earlierby A Iford and M arch-Russel [:4]) and described how
the cubic anisotropy m odel is a good testing ground for analytic techniques that clain to
distinguish between second-order and weakly rst-orderphase transitions. In particular, the
m odel can be used to study  expansion m ethods, which we have previously applied to the
electroweak case [§]. T his paper presents the details of calculating  expansions for weakly

rst-order phase transitions in the cubic anisotropy m odel. A better overview of the m oti-
vation, a summ ary of our expansion results, and a com parison against num erical M onte
Carb simultions [§lm ay be found in ref. FI.

O ur goalw illbe to com pute the relative discontinuity of various quantities (the speci ¢
heat, susceptibility, and correlation length) across the phase transition when one has an
extram ely weak rstorder transition. Speci cally, we will com pute ratios such as .=
w here are the susceptibilities on either side of the transition. T hiswas originally done at
leading order n by Rudnick som e twenty years ago '[ll5 W e have extended the calculation
o next-toJeading order NLO ) for the correlation length and next-to-next-to-leading order

NN LO) forthe susosptibility ratio. A next-to-leading order calculation for the speci c heat

ratio is perform ed in a com panion paper {}].

1 our leading-order results for ;= and C, =C , however, di er by factorsof4 from ref. EI_:].



A . Three-dim ensional reduction and the cubic anisotropy m odel

B efore introducing the cubic anisotropy m odel, we shallvery brie y review the connection
between phase transitions in them alquantum eld theory and those in classical statistical
m echanics. Forde niteness, consider the topicalexam ple of electroweak theory. In studying
the electroweak transition, one startsw ith a 3+ 1 din ensional SU (2) gaugeH iggs theory at

nie tem peratureE: Schem atically, the Euclidean action is of the form
7 7 ( )

1 1 2
S= d d%% = +ZF2 — 9%+ =34+ ; 11
i 5P 5] 2 2Jf 4!Jf ; (11)

(W ith gauge- xIng tem s om itted). is the Inverse tem perature, and d = 3 is the number
of spatial din ensions. If the correlation length at the transition is large com pared to the
Inverse tem perature (Which is generally the case), onem ay sim plify the study ofequiliorium
properties of the transition by integrating out the dynam ics of the Euclidean tin e direction.
This yields an e ective three-din ensional theory that describes the long distance physics of
the transition and which m ay be precisely m atched, order by order In coupling constants,
to the origihal theory 1
2 ‘1 1 t )

Se = dx 5P j’r+ZF2+§jf+4i!jj‘+ : 12)

Fora review , see refs. §/8]. T here is no need to go into detail here, except to note that the

m asssquared t of the H iggs In the e ective theory has the fom

2Fem jons, and the U (1) and SU (3) gauge elds, do not have a m ajpr inpact on the phase transition
dynam ics and are, for sim plicity, neglected.

3 Anotherway ofexplaining the appearance ofa three-din ensionaltheory isto note that, ife ective particle
m asses are an all com pared to T at the transition, then for an allm om enta the Bose distrdbution function
1= F 1) is Jarge com pared to one. But physics should be classical if the num ber of quanta in each state
is large. T he long-distance physics of the transition can therefore be approxin ated by classical statistical
m echanics in three spatialdin ensions. By the well-know n equivalence of statisticalm echanics and quantum
m echanics, this is equivalent to a \zero-tem perature" eld theory In three Euclidean spacetin e dim ensions,
which is one way to view the e ective theory (i._é;) .



t= 2+Cg2T2+ ;

for som e constant c. The fact that t becom es positive as the tem perature T increases drives
the restoration ofm anifest SU ) symm etry at high tem perature. The action {1 3) describes
a classical statistical m echanics problem in three spatial dim ensions, where S,  is to be
Interpreted as H .

In this work, we will not study the three-dim ensional theory @J), but will instead
exam Ine a sin plr threedin ensional theory consisting of two scalar elds known as the
cubic anisotropy m odel. In a m ore general form , the cubic anisotropy m odel is an O (n)
symm etric scalarm odelofn real scalar elds, to which is added an interaction that breaks

O (n) symm etry down to hypercubic symm etry [;2]. The action is
t
@~+§~+u + v R @1 4)

(N ote that the overall in {1'4) can be absorbed by a rescaling of ) W ew illultin ately be
Interested in the sin plest cass, n = 2. The param eters u and v are din ensionless coupling
constants, and isa din ensionfiilnom alization which wew ill x later. T he phase transition
of Interest occurs as the param eter t is varied. At tree ]evel.'f: the transition appears to be
second-order, w ith hyper-cubic sym m etry soontaneously broken for t < 0 and restored for
t> 0. Aswe shall review , however, the e ect of higher-order corrections on the nature of

the transition cannot be ignored.

4 There is som e am biguity of language depending on whether one view s the action C_l-;z!) as (@) describing
classical statisticalm echanics of a eld theory In d=3 spatial dim ensions, wih S equaling H , or (b) as
a quantum — eld theory in d= 3 Euclidean space-tin e din ensions. In the fomm er case, a \tree level" result
would nom ally be referred to as a \mean eld theory" resul; in the latter, it would be referred to as a
\classical" resul. The rst interpretation m ore accurately re ects the physics of the problem , but the latter
ism ore fam iliar to particle theorists. W e shallbypass the tem inology issue by referring sim ply to tree-level

vs. one-loop resuls, etc.

13)



B.The expansion

In seocond-order phase transitions, the correlation length diverges at the transition and
physics near the transition is dom nated by large infrared uctuations which cannot be
treated perturbatively. O ne way of sum m arizing this for a theory like the cubic anisotropy
m odel is to note that, sinhce the couplings u and v of the theory have non-trivial m ass
dimension 4 d = 1, the dim ensionless loop expansion param eter R must, by din ensional

analysis, be of the fom
R (uor v) (som e correlation ]engﬂ14)d ; @1.5)

which diverges w ith the correlation length. In rst-order phase transitions, the correlation
length is nite, but perturbation theory can still 2il if the correlation length is lJarge enough
that R ” 1. W e shall refer to such a situation as a weakly rst-order transition. In this
paper, our goalw illbe to study the arbitrarily weak Iimit R ! 1 .
The expansion isbased on generalizing d= 3 spatial din ensions to d=4 din ensions.
W hen  is snall, one can systam atically rem edy the problem s of perturbation theory by
using suitable renom alization-group RG) Inproved perturbation theory. Computing to
som e order In RG —in proved perturbation theory corresponds to com puting to som e order in
. At the end ofthe day, one sets ! 1 in the resulting truncated series. In som e cases this

isknown to give quite good results?

5 A slightly m ore detailed review for particle theorists, in the context of the electrow eak phase transition,
m ay be Hund in the introduction of ref. {l.
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FIG.1l. Renom alization group ow Into the infrared of (u;v) foramall and @) n< n.= 4+ O ( ),
or () n > nc. The lightly shaded region is the dom ain in which the treeJevel potential {1 4) is unbounded
below . The m ore heavily shaded \wedges" show the regions In which perturbation theory is reliable. In the
kft-hand gure @), the specialtra fctories labeled A and B w illbe a focusofattention. T hese are the lin ing
tra ctordes for theories w hich approach the Ising or cubic xed points arbitrarily closely before ow ing o
tow ard the classical Instability line. Such theories have arbirarily weak rst order phase transitions.

Fig. 1 show s the renom alization group ow, r small , of the din ensionless couplings
u and v of the cubic anisotropy m odel as one m oves to longer distance scales. T he lightly
shaded region, delin ted by the Inesu= nvandu= v, designates the range of couplings
where the tree-evel potential of (1.4) is unbounded below . For v = 0, the cubic anisotropy
m odel reduces to an O (n) m odel, which has a second-order phase transition associated w ith
the infrared xed pointm arked \O @)". Foru = 0, them odel @ 4) reduces to n uncoupled
copies of a basic quartic scalar eld theory, which is in the sam e universality class as the
Isihg m odel. The associated xed point ismarked \Ising" In g. L. Besides the G aussian
xed point at u=v= 0, there is another xed point known as the cubic xed point. A1l of
these xed points occur at couplings ofO ( ), and so the couplingsm ay be treated as an all
and perturbative when 1.

T he stability or instability ofthese xed points depends on the numbern of scalar elds.



Forn< n.= 4+ O () which encom passes ourm ain case of nterest, n=2),the O (n) xed
point is nfrared stab]e,.'ff as shown in g.1 @), whik the Ising and cubic xed points have
an unstable direction and corresoond to tricritical pojnts.'_7: A theory whose couplings lie
between the lines running from the origin to the Isinhg and cubic xed points, respectively,
will ow at large distancesto the O (n) xed point and so w illhave a second-order transition
wih O () symm etric critical behavior. A theory wih couplings outside of this region
(and not on the crtical lines bounding this region) does not ow to any weakly coupled
Infrared-stable xed point, and so m Ight be expected to have a rst-order phase transition.
This is ndeed the case. A s discussed by Rudnick [1'], and as we shall review below, the
criteria R 1 for the success of perturbation theory (known as the G insourg criteria) is
satis ed for couplings very close to the region of treedevel instability, designated by the
heavy shaded regions n Fig.d,. In these R 1 regions, one indeed nds that perturbation
theory reliably predicts a rst-order transition. T he renom alization group ow then shows
that any theory whose couplings are outside the boundary of the basin of attraction of the
0O (n) =xed point is equivalent to a theory w ith couplings having R 1, and so willhave a

rst-order transition. T he lnes from the origin through the Ising and cubic tricritical points
are therefore boundaries ssparating theories w th  rst—and second-order transitions.

The case ofn > n. isshown n g.1i). The O () and cubic xed points exchange roles
relative to then < n. case.

Now oconsider a sequence of theoriesw ith rst-order transitions, such as those Indicated
by the dotted line nearthe top of g.Ta, which approach the Ising line u= 0. T he correlation
length at the transition can then be m ade arbitrarily large, sihce foru=0 it is In nite. The
renom alization group tragctory approaches the dashed line in  g. La labeled trapctory A .
This lin ting traectory st ows Into the Isihg xed point along the line u= 0, and then

6 Except, of course, w ith respect to the param eter t (ie., tem perature), which is not shown in the gure
and which has to be ne-tuned to reach the phase transition.

7 Further expansion in ~ yieldsn.= 4 2 + 2:588%+ 0 (3) [4].



owsaway from the Ising xed point in the unstable direction toward the region of classical
Instability. A sim ilar lim i forthe tricritical behavior ofthe cubic xed point gives tra fctory
B .Thisisthe 1im it we w ill take to cbtain arbitrarily weak rst-order transitions in the cubic
anisotropy m odel. Forn = 2, trapctories A and B are equivalent because a rede nition of

~ by a 45 Intemal rotation,
1
(17 2)! P—E(l"' 27 1 2) 7 1.6)
leaves the Lagrangian @ .4) in the sam e orm but w ith

,v) ! @+ %v; V) @ 1.7)

Thism eans that theoriesbelow theu axisin g.i @) are, or n= 2, related by the m apping
@h) to theories above the axis.

W e w ill therefore com pute properties of the transition, for an all , on tra®ctory B.This
is easiest to do by follow Ing the tra fctory into the perturbative region R 1. Throughout
this paper, we focuson the ow away from the cubic xed point. Forn=2, the nalresuls
for physical quantities m ust be the sam e as for ow from the Ishg xed pont. Forothern,
the ow from the Ising xed point could be analyzed sim ilarly, but we have not bothered to
do so.

In the next section, we x notations and renom alization schem e conventions. In sec—
tion iI1], we review the leading-order analysis of the susceptbility ratio .= , which was
orighally carried out by Rudnick [L]. Them ost straightforw ard derivation uses a calculation
of the one-loop e ective potential and the explicit one-loop RG equations. A fler review ing
this calculation, we show that explicit know ledge of the onedoop potential and RG equa-
tions was not actually necessary. In section IV, we extend the caloulation to next-to-Jeading
order. This caloulation does require the explicit one-Jloop potential and RG equations, but
we show that explicit know ledge of the two-loop corrections Wwhich would be used in the
m ost straightforward derivation) is not required. Section Vi com putes the next-to-Jleading
order result fr the correlation length ratic 7= ?. Then, in section V], we nally ex-

tend our calculation of ;=  to next-to-next-to-Jleading order, which requires a non-trivial



ring-diagram resum m ation of perturbation theory, the explicit two-Joop potential, and the
explictt two-Jdoop RG equations. Finally, section ¥ If summ arizes our results. A review of
the kadingorder result for the ow of the couplings U;v), orighally derived by Rudnick

[, aswell as details of the two-Jdoop potential, are keft to appendices.

II.NOTATION AND CONVENTIONS

W e w illuse din ensional reqularization for loop calculationsin d= 4 din ensions and a
renom alization schem e closely related to m odi ed m inin al subtraction M S). Speci cally,

the bare Lagrangian is

Lpare = 327 R7F + Viare (V) @1)
. 8
w ih N ) s
Vhare ()= N )1+ 2z..2"m?7F+ IN z2' zuif+zyv 22)
and
N=@)? ¢ 1; @3)

and where all renom alization constants have the fom

Zy1 U,V Zp U,V
7= 1+ a Wiv) | 12(2')+ : @ 4)

N ote that we have rescaled our couplings and by an additional factor of (4 )? com pared
to the typical convention in particle theory. The addiive constant is irrelevant to the

calculation of the susoeptibility or correlation length ratios and m ay be ignored, but it will
be in portant for the speci ¢ heat ratio com puted in ref. f]]. N ote that we have relabekd the
param eter t asm 2, which is the typical notation used in particle theory. But it should be
kept in m ind that variation ofm 2 really represents variation oftem perature in the underlying
physical problem s of interest.

8Forn = 2, our couplings (u;v) are related to Rudnick’s rg:] choice of couplings, call them (ugr ;vr ), by

ug = U+ v)=l12 and vy = v=6.

10



T he susceptibility isde ned by adding a lineartemm h to the Lagrangian and de ning

. dh i
I :
h! 0 dh

@5)

T he nom alization and regularization oftheh tem isnot im portant because we willulti-

m ately only be Interested n the ratio ;= , where i cancels out.

IIT.REVIEW OF LEADING-ORDER ANALY SIS

Two things are needed to analyze the transition: @) the location of som e point (u;v)
along the portion of the tra fctory w ithin the perturbative regin €, and () a perturbative
analysis at that point. Technically, it is easiest to choose the point where the tra fctory
Intersectsthe Ineu= nvoru= v, wherethe tree—level potential rst becom esunstable.

(T he fi1ll, e ective potential ram ains stable, as it must, since it is invariant under changes
of renom alization scalk.) W e shallcallthispoint (U ;v ).

The value of (u ;v ) tums out not to a ect the lading-order calculation of .= ; o
we shall proceed for the m om ent without it. (The value of the couplings does a ect the
leading-order results of other ratios, such as the speci cheat ratio C, =C {711,

At tree level the transition appears second-order. Form 2 > 0, them ninum of the tree-
Jevel potentialis at “=0. Form? < 0, i is along an \edge", ~ / (1;0;0; ), if v< 0, and
along a \diagonal", ~ / (1;1;1; ), if v > 0. Rather than discussing the entire structure
of the e ective potentialV (™), it willgenerally be su cient sin ply to consider its behavior
In the relevant direction. For ow from the cubic xed point (v < 0), attention can be

restricted to an edge. T he tree-level potential Vy then becom es

~ l 2 2 l 4
Vo (7) ! Vo()=§m +Z'N u+v) °; 3.1)
where

= (;0;0; ) : 32)

At the nstability line, u= v and hence the quartic nteraction tem disappears along the

edge.

11



To see the rst-order nature of the transition, one must consider the e ect of the st
Joop correction. This is just the C olem anW einberg e ect [L0]. For the sake of de niteness,
and because we need the resuls later on, we shall go through the explicit calculation of the
one-loop corrections to the e ective potential. H owever, after the fact, we shall show that

an explicit calculation was actually unnecessary for computing ;=  at lading order.

A .The one-loop potential

T he one-loop contrilbution to the e ective potential is
Vi)=Im%)+ 0 1)Im’) + (countertem s); 33)

where m2 and m{ are the eigenvalues of the curvature of the treeJlevel potential Vy (7)

evaluated at ™, and the one-loop integral I (z) is
I =21trh( E+2)= 2@ )*? 4 2% (3.4)

A long an edge, we have

3

[
3
+

IN @+ v) ?; (3.5a)

mi=m’+iIN u ?; (3.5b)

which are the curvatures paralkel and orthogonal to the edge, resoectively.
Now take u = v to x oursslves on the treelevel instability line. It is notationally

convenient to express the potential in termm s of

M? $ Nu % (3.6)
and one nds
N Vo()= +3u'm?™M?; 3.7)
A\l # A\l #
m4 2 md m2+M 2)2 2 m2+M2)d=2
N V()= — - + n 1) - : (3.8)
2 dd 2)sn( =2) 2 dd 2)sin( =2)

12



For them om ent, we're only working to kradingorderin , sowecan takethelmi ! Oto

nd?

1
N o+ Vy)= +3ulm2M2+Zm n

! #
5 55 m2+M ? 3
m<+ M “) :|1’172 5 + 0O (): 3.9)

1)
+

A sone varesm 2, thispotentialdescrbes a  rst-order transition which occurs at anm 26 04

If it weren't for the oneJoop corrections, the transition would be second-order and occur at
m %= 0. Since couplings are O ( ), one then expects that m? at the transition is amallif is
an all. W e shall Indeed see a posteriori that

2

3

O () (310)

2

=

when the order param eter is the sam e order of m agniude as its value In the asym m etric

phase. So in thisrange of wecan dropm compared toM and nd

" ! #

M
N (\/'O+V1)= + 3u 1m2M2+M4 C11:|n — +C10 +O(M4;m2M 2;m4); (3.11)

where

n 1 3
Cll:T; Cio = Ecll: (3.12)

T he above approxin ation to the potential has two degenerate m inin a when

Cpu ? C1o n 1 , .,
—— exp 1 — =_—u %; 313
3 Cu1 12 ’ G13)

N
=N

and the value ofM at the asymm etric m inin a is

° N ote that leading order in this context doesn’t sin ply m ean the tree-Jevelpotential. W e are interested in
the kading-order results or quantities describing the rst-order nature of the transition. But the tree-level
potential by itself does not describe a rst-order transition.

0By transition, we m ean the point w here the two ground states are degenerate. In physical applications,
thism ay not be the point of direct physical relevance if there is signi cant super-cooling.

13



C B}
M2=M2 Zexp 1 =2 = 272, (3.14)
Cn

Aspromised, m2=M ? O @) O ( ). The curvatures at the origih and at the asym m etric

=/ —= =N w®0) =m’L+0 ()] (3.15)
=0
2
\Y%
1= / @@i) =N uv®®M ) =2m? L+ 0 ()] (3.16)
(whereV°M ) @V M )=@M , etc.). Thus,

S =24+0¢(): 317)

B .A voiding one-loop details

In the preceding derivation, the nalresul for .=  did not, in fact, depend on the
values (314) of the constants C;; and C1o. So we could have arrived at the sam e resul
sin ply know ing the form @11) of the onedoop potential in the limis ! 0, u= v, and
m2=M 2 O ( ). But this om jast Pllows from (a) the existence of the renom alization
group, which produces a singke power of n  at one-loop order, and () the fact that M is
the only relevant din ensionfiil param eter ifm is negligble. The logarithm m ust therefore
be nM = ) In our approxin ation. If we had understood a priori the independence of
the resul on C,; and Cg, we could have avoided doing the explicit oneJoop calculation.
G eneralizations of the follow ing argum ents w ill Jater save us from the need for two—-loop

calculations at next-to—Jeading order, and three-loop calculations at next-to-next-to—leading

order.

11 The proportionality relationship re ects the fact that the derivatives on the right-hand side are w ith
regoect to  ( )| the renom alized eld at the scalewhereu( )= vVv( ). However, this is proportional
to the bare , and thusthe ratio (a) does not depend on the proportionality constant, and (o) is Insensitive
to short-distance physics.

14



The independence from Ciy m ay be understood as follows. The only param eters that
nal resuls can depend on are the din ensionless couplings (U ;v ) and the corresponding
renom alization scale . O ther param eters, such asm ? and the scalar expectation M have
been solved for and elim lnated by requiring that we be at the transition and in one or the
other phase. If our nalresul is a din ensionless ratio, such as ;= orC,=C ,itmust
then be independent of and can depend only on (U ;v ). So the answver can’t change even
if we atbitrarily change in (3.11) whik hoding (u ;v ) xed. (This is di erent from a
sin ple statem ent of RG invariance, which would involve changing (u;v) In a com pensating
m anner when changing . Such a change in (@t Jowest order) is equivalent to varying
C1p, and so din ensionless ratios do not depend on Cqj.

The coe cient C 1; ofthe logarithm isdetem ined by the one-loop renom alization group.
However, as noted above, it isnot needed or .= . The reason is that, at leading order,
the result @.I7) is independent of the couplings (u ;v ). So the result would be the same
ifwe rede ned (u;v) by @;v) ! &u;xv) for som e constant x. This rede nition does not
takeuso thelneu= v, but it doeschange the coe cients ofthe one-loop -—functionsand
therefore changes C1;. The kading-order result for .=  must therefore be independent
0fC;;. This simpli cation doesn’t occur forC, =C , which tums out to be proportional to
u at leading order [I/7].

A s a prelude to our later higher-order analysis, it w illbe usefiill to sketch the renom al-
ization group detemm ination ofC ;. The onedloop RG equation for the e ective potential in

the cubic anisotropy m odel is

22 B s R T 318)
@ Qu Qv @m 2 @ @
w here!?
w vy ) = u+ ., @;v); (3.19a)

12The trivial dependence in the beta fiinctions (3.19) is, of course, a standard feature of m nin al sub—
traction renomm alization schem es.

15



v@iv; )= v+, @;v); (3.19%)

w ih
. a;v) = u(l) + O (u3;v3) ; él) =u % n+8)u+ 2v ; (320a)
. a;v) = ‘;l) + O (u3;v3) ; ‘fl) = v @u+ 3v) ; (320b)
n2 @;v) = n(112)+ 0 (uz;vz); n(112): %(n+2)u+ v (320¢)
@;v) = 0 W@v) : (3.20d)

For the susceptibility, we are only Interested in the dependence of the potential, and the
running of willbe irrelevant. A s it tumsout, wewillalso notneed 2 or Dbelow.

T he renom alization group ow doesnotm ap the lineu+ v = 0 onto inself. C onsequently,
to apply the RG equation, onem ust retain the v dependence of the tree-Jevel potential @.0)
rather than soecializing from theoutssttou= v.W orkingat =0, oneeasily ndsthat the

RG equation is satis ed by

n o
1 M 22 1 1 1) 4
Vo + V1= Vo S oem? e AN [P P10

+ ( -independent) + O (*V) : 321)
Takingu= v (and neglecting m? relative to M ?) then gives
Cll - _ = @) + 1) ; (322)
u

which agreeswith (3.13). In later sections, this sam e RG m ethod w illbe used to detem ine

-dependent temm s In the two—and threeJoop contributions to the e ective potential.

C . Scale hierarchies and subtleties at higher orders

A swe shall see, the preceding tricks for sin plifying calculations w ill generalize to higher
orers in aswell. Leading-order resuls for generic ratios require only explicit know ledge
of the tree—level potential and the oneJoop renom alization group, and .=  doem’t even

need the latter. N ext-to—-Jdeading order calculations generically require the explicit one—loop

16



potential and the twoJdoop renom alization group, although =  needs only the one-
loop renom alization group. N ext-to-next-to—-leading order generically requires the two—loop

potential and the threeJoop renom alization group, and so forth.

) (-
O A0
\ \
| ! | |
! ! ]
/ \
o Q.0 "0
N _
FIG.2. A sequence ofdiagram s ofthe same order in  In the asym m etric phase. Solid lines represent
heavy @) degrees of freedom ; light lines represent the light (m ) degrees of freedom .

There is a subtlkty, however, In the sin plistic assum ption that each sucoessive order
In requires exactly one m ore order in the loop expansion of the e ective potential. The
source of this subtlety is the ratio of scalesm *=M 2 O ( ) in the asymm etric phase. F ig.|2
show s a sequence of diagram s, w ith arbitrarily m any loops (starting at 3 loops), which are
allthe sasme order in  in the asymm etric phase. T hese diagram s consist of m ultiple \ring"
corrections to the light (mass m?) mode due to interactions with the heavy mass M ?)
m odes. The outer loop is dom inated by m om enta of order m , and the cost of adding an

additional ring is
0@ ?=m%)=0wM?=m?)=0(Q): 323)

This particular problem oould be handled diagram m atically by resumm ing the light
propagator to noorporate allone-loop heavy rings. A m ore elkegant way to think about it is
in the Janguage of the renom alization group. At distances large com pared to 1=M 1n the
asym m etric phase, our scalar theory should be replaced by an e ective theory consisting of
only the light degree of freedom . The m ass of the light scalar in the e ective theory willbe
its originalm assm plus corrections from integrating out the heavy m odes.

The free energy In this light e ective theory willbe of orderm “. Com parison to @.11)

then reveals that i willonly be in portant at next-to-next-to-leading order. If only working
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to NLO, one can ignore the need for this resumm ation in the asym m etric phase.

IV.NLO ANALYSISOF 4=

A . The e ective potential: asym m etric phase

G oing one order beyond the previous analysis requires consideration of (@) two—loop
contributions to the e ective potential, and (b) correctionstothe ! Oandm?aM 2! 0
Iim its we took of the one-loop potential. For the latter, we can sin ply expand the general

one-loop potential (3.8) to the desired order:

" ! #
M 2
N (vo-|-v1)= + 3u lm2M2+M4 C]_l]l"l —2 +C10 + N \/1+O(2V)asym,' (4.1)
with ’ ! ! #
M 2 M 2
N w= M' iCcuh® — ICieh — +C 1
" " 2! #
+ mZM 2 2C11]I'1 —2 2C11 H (4.2)
and |
7 2’
C 10= -+ — Cq1: 4.3)

8 12

T he subscript \asym " is a rem nder of the assumption m =M 2 O ( ) in the error estin ate,
which is valid only in the asymm etric phase.

For the two-loop contrioution, we may take =0 and ignore m? altogether. The renor-
m alization group requires the contribution to have the form

" | |
2" 2" #

M M
N V2:U.M4 C22:|r12 - +C21:|n - +C20 +O(2V)asym . (4.4)

A s In the lading-order calculation, we w ill not actually need to com pute all three param e-
ters.

The st simpli cation is to note that rescaling by

! 1+ xu) (4.5)
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In Vo + V; + V,, while holding all couplings xed, changes C 5 at this order but nothing else.

T herefore din ensionless ratios cannot depend on C,y at NLO . Sin ilarly, a change such as
! 1+ x ) 4.6)

would change C ;o and nothing else, so we never actually needed its value (43) ora NLO
calculation.

W e could detemm ine all the other constants .n {4.4) by requiring the potential to satisfy
the RG equation at two loops. H owever, analogous to what happened at kading order, we
will not need all of these coe cients for = . It is su cient to apply the RG equation

general (u;v) without the restriction u= v.Retuming to (3.3) and (3.5), one easily nds

" L4
N Vot Vi) = + Sutv_, 9(1;1+v)2M4 1 3utv)M 2 3
0 ' 2 u? 4 u? . u 2 . 2
n 1, M2 3 )
2 M In — 5 + 0 (“V)agym ¢ @.7)

Applying the oneloop RG equationj and then settingu= v, detem ines

Cop = e Cii: (4 .8)

Tt is also worth noting that it was unnecessary to com pute explicitly the O ( ) correction to
V; given by the rsttem of @ 2), because the coe cients of the logs in that correction are
determm ined by the RG equation aswell, arising from theexplici in (3.19). Thisocbservation
w ill substantially sim plify the analogous calculation when we Jater proceed to NN L order.
To nd the asymm etric phase susosptioility , we now need at next-to-leading order
both the value ofm ? at the transition and ofM 2 in the asymm etric phase. Perturb around

the oneJdoop solutions B.13) and (3.14) by writing

V=Vgy+ V; m*=m?+ m*; M =M;+ M ; 4.9)

13W hen applying the renomn alization group equation, it is helpfill to note that M 2 is m ultiplicatively

renom alized, @M 2=@ )=M 2 ,:,with y: w=u+2 = " +0 @?).
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where V1, is the onedoop =0 approxin ation (311) to the e ective potential and

V= VY+V, (4.10)

asparam eterized In @ 4) and @4). By linearizing the equationsV M )=V (0) andV°M )=0

that detem ine the asym m etric phase expectation M at the transition point, one nds

VM) Vv (0)

2 a 22
m°= N = +0(m?); 411)
3 M 2 Mimg
and \
M? e 'a X
M= —— — +0(°M): (412)
V(l) @M M Mima
The fractional shift n 1=  is
| |
Pve, v @2 V 6 m? @3V,
1) _ + + M @) : @ 13)
dM 2 dM 2 @M 2 N u @M 3 Moy
Putting in the explicit form for V , we obtain
A\l ! #
5 C 4 1C C
m?=m? 1+ — w o, 09 18a G g (414)
" 16 Cll 24 2Cll Cll 4
13 ¢ 3n+2) 3C Ca
M2=m? 14 = S0, B2 5Ca Ca gz, (4.15)
16 Cu 8 2%11 Cu
1 13
1= / @V ()=2m*1 > (nlz )u+O (%) (4 16)

Note how all the dependence of @>V on C 14, C21, and C,o in the result (:fl-_i_é) is hidden in

the overall factor ofm 2.

B .The e ective potential: sym m etric phase

W hen exam ining the asymm etric phase, we m ade an expansion mm?=M ? = O ( ). For
the sym m etric phass, where M = 0, this is not a good approxin ation. T he sym m etric phase
is easier, how ever, because one needs only one-loop contributionsat =0 for next-to-Jleading

order results. Consider the one-loop potential (3.9). & gives

" ! # )
l 2
1=, / @V O =m” 1+ (n6 )anm—2 1+0(%
( n 1) ' n l)! l# )
=m? 1+ u u Z +0(% @li7)
6 12 2
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Putting this together w ith the asym m etric phase resul gives our NLO ratio
n !

Lo} l)u n Lol l)u
6 12

1 2
— =21 5 tu +0(%); 4.18)

where we now explicitly rem ind oursslves that u is to be evaluated at the point u ;v ). At
leading order, we didn’t need to know u atallfor ,= . For next-toJdeading order, we

need to nd the kading order value ofu .

C. @ ;v) at leading order
T he one-doop RG equations for the couplings are

S—u = u+ u(l) W;v); (4 19a)
Qv

= v+ P w;v); (4 19)

v

where ® and ! are given n B20). The explicit solution was found when n=2 by
Rudnick {I] and generalized to othern by D om any, et al. [1]. W e review the derivation in

Appendix Al. The resulting tra fctories are given by

v= R u=v;0; 4 20)
2f3 +1 2  2c £ "
R (£;0) s )f2 260 4 = 2 14 = 5, @ 21)
n +1)nh + 2) n n
3
R @ 22)

and each choice of the constant ¢ picks out a di erent tra ectory. T he tra gctory that ows
away from the cubic xed point isc= 0; the one owing away from the Ising xed point is

c= 1. The values of (u;v) on the treeJlevel instability line are then

@iv)= ¢ ) R( 1,00+ 50+ 3) @23)
V)= @; iou = ;0) = ;
Y Y b b n (n+ 2) M+ 8)

for ow from the cubic xed point and
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3n

)= ( lvav): v = 1.1y = .
@iv)= ( jviv); v R (1) 0t 2) @t 8) ) (In+2) ; 424)

@

Wl
=T

for ow from the Ising xed point. For n=2, thes are

51 Sl (4 25)

51, 51 Sl 51 .
80 ’ 80 and 160 ’80 ’

respectively, and are related by the m apping @.7).
Our nal, next-toJeading order result for ,= isgiven by {4.18) and @23). Forn=2

this yields

N 17 17 11 ,
L =21 — mh— += +0¢ (4 26)
160 320 80

The presence ofan In  tem is a feature that one does not encounter In = expansions for

critical exponents of second-order transitions. Tt arises here from the hierarchy of scales

m %= 2 characterizing the physics of the asym m etric phase at the transition.

V.NLO ANALYSISOF 2=72

The correlation length is detem ined by the location of the polk of the twopoint

correlation. T his is the solution p? = 2 to

pP+m’+ ©°)=0; 51)

where (pz) isthe (onepartick irreduchble) sslfenergy. Sincem 2+ (0) isanothernam e for
the susceptbility 1= , we can w rite
h i
: (52)

S G I V)

A swe shall see, this equation can be solved by iteration, treating the second tem , call it

,as small. Hence, at kading order 2 isthesmeas ' and iSO @m?). Fig.3 shows

the only one-loop graph that contributes to the m om entum dependence of (?).
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FIG .3. One oop diagram contributing to m om entum -dependence of In asymm etric phase.

In the sym m etric phase, the expectation h iiszero and so g.3 vanishes. The only m ass
scale ism and so two-loop contrbutionsto  would be orderO @ *m?)= 0 (? ?),whicth
can be ignored at next-to—Jeading order.

In the asym m etric phase, the Jargest correlation length w illbe that associated w ith the
degree of freedom ; along the edge, corresponding tom2 = O m?) n B.5). Foru= v,
this degree of freedom does not couple to itself, and the degrees of freedom running around
the loop in g.3 aretheheavierones ; (16 1) associated with themassscalemi = O M ?).
The momentum dependence  of g. 3'is therefore O up %) = O wm?) = O ( ?). As

advertised, it can be treated as a perturbation. Explicit calculation in thep? M 2 lini

gives
2 l) 2 2 2
©°) ©) = 18 up®+ O (M )agym 7 6.3)
and so
" l #
2 = l+018)u+0(2); 5 4)
h i
2=, 1+0(? : 55)

Combining w ith the result @.18) for the susceptibility ratio gives

2 1 1 1) 19
— =21 = L D D roh: (5.6)
2 6 12 18

F inally, inserting the n=2 value {4 25) ofu yilds

17 17 49

— h— +—= +0¢(¢) : (5.7)
160 320 480

2
+ —
+=21
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VI.NNLO ANALYSISOF 4=

A .The 2-loop renomm alization group

Twodoop RG —functions for the cubic anisotropy m odel m ay be easily extracted by
follow ing standard derivations in one-scalar m odels and replacing the overall couplings of

each diagram by those approprate for our two-scalarm odel. One nds

u;v) = Wy @40 (u4;v4) ; ©.d1)
wv)= @+ 0 wHvh; 62)
w ith
3n+ 14 22 5
f) = 7( )u3 “utv Zuv?; (6.3)
3 3 3
5n + 82 46 17
V(2) _ (L )uzv —u  —; (64)
" 9 3 # 3
5 +2
@- = 0+2) 2y ouve v ; 6.5)
m 6 3
+2 1 1
@ = L) 2 Zuv =4 (6.6)
36 6 12

B .The e ective potential: asym m etric phase

FIG .4. Oneloop diagram contributing to e ective light m ass.

A s discussed in section TIIC), the NNLO analysis of the e ective potential in the asym —
m etric phase requires separating the light and heavy m odes and doing a resumm ation of
the heavy m odes’ e ect on the light ones. The e ective massm . of the light m ode at dis-

tances large com pared to 1=M can be found by explicitly com puting the diagram s of g.4.
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M ore sinply, i can be taken from the curvature of the onedoop potential (11) near the

asymmetricm inina @.14):

, L utv) 1. M2 1

m?2 M)=m’+3——M*+ @ 1)uM2§]n— +0 (m?): 6.7)

The sub-leading O ( m?) corrections to the above relationship are convention dependent:
they depend on exactly how we want to de nem . . However, such sub—Jading corrections
tomZ arenot relevant at the order of interest.

The e ective potential In the asym m etric phase is

vV = VO + (vlheavy + Vlbght+ Vlheavy + 2Vlheavy)

+ (vzheavy + Vzheavy) + V3heavy + 0 (3V )asym ; (6.8)

where Vo + V" and V***" are given by @) and @J). W e have added the super-
script \heavy" to indicate that these contrdbutions com e from the heavy m odes. The next

correction 2V,"*" from the expansion of the second term in the one-oop potential {3.§) is

1 U ! ! #
M 2 M 2 M 2
N 2Vlheavy = Cllm4:|1’1 — + sz 2 %Cll ]I'l2 — + Cn]n - + C m 10
" | ! ! #
2 4 1 3 M 2 1 2 M § 1 M ’
+ M7 ZCulh® — +35CpI" — 5C 100 — +C 10 : (69)

This can be justi ed either by explicit expansion or by application of the renom alization
group. Thenew constantC ;ow illbe irrelevant because it can be absorbed into a rede nition
of .Thenew constant C , om ay be extracted from explicit expansion of 3.9):

!
2

C m10 — l+z Cll: (6.10)
T he Jast piece of the one-doop potentialwe need is the contrilbution from the light m odes,
corresponding to the third tem of @.9) . H owever, this contrbution m ust be com puted w ith

the correct e ective m ass (6.7) so that

- (6.11)



A s usual, thism ass resum m ation is m ost easily accom plished by rew riting the light m ass

term of the Lagrangian as
m? ?=Im +2m? mi) ?; (612)

treating the st tem on the right-hand side as part of the unperturbed Lagrangian and
the second term as a perturbation % T his perturbation w ill generate a new graph at NLO,

shown n g.5.

FIG.5. NexttoJeading order contribution involring the e ective m ass counterterm m 2 m?2 ).

e

For the two-Joop potential, rst considerthe ! Oandm ! 0 lini of (4.4), which we
now referto asv, ™ . Forthe current caloulation, we w illneed to know allofthe coe cients
fC,g. Cy; may be detemm ined by either explicit calculation or by applying the two—loop
RG to the oneJdoop potential (4.7). T he constant C ,o, however, requires explicit caloulation.

T he two-Joop contrbutions are given the diagram s of g.'§ combined wih g. 5.

3 -©

FIG.6. Two-loop diagram s contributing to v, %7,

T he details of the calculation are given in Appendix 8, and one nds

n+ 6) (n+18)
117 Coo =

3 6

Co = Cq1s ©.13)

14 See, or exam ple, ref. i_1g.']
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in addition to the previous result 4.8) forC,,.

T he sub-leading corrections to V, " com e from relaxingthe ! 0 lin it and rem embering

that the heavy mass (35b) isM 2 + m 2 fnstead of smply M 2. Expanding n  and m?=M 2

gives
' ( ) M ? I n+4) 2’ '
n
N WY = um*M 3 Cy In? — 3 nh — + Cnoz
] | |
n+2) ; M2 Gn+ 14) , M?
2 2
12 12 | | .
n+10 @+2) , M ?
3 36 C]_l]n —2 + C 20 71 (6.14)

w here the coe cients of all the logs can be detem Ined by requiring the full potential to be

Invariant under the two—-loop RG . The constant C ,o w illbe irrelevant as it can be absorbed
Into a rede nition of . The ram aining constant, C,, 29, is found by expansion of the explicit
( =0) two-doop potential, as described in AppendixiB . One nds

1
Cn2o = gcll: (615)

F inally, the contribution of heavy m odes to the threeloop potential has the fom

" | | |
5! . - #

N Vi= M Cpk’ o 4 CLI o 4 Cuh o 4 Cay 40 (Vg ¢
3= u 33 > 32 > 31 > 30 asym *

(6.16)
Wewillonly need C33 and C3, or = . (Cs; can be changed by a suitable rede nition of
the couplings, and so cannot a ect the physicalratio ;= . The coe cientsC 33 and Cy;

can be determm Ined by applying the two-Joop RG to the fullpotential. To do so, we rst need
to relax the restriction u= v In our caloulation of the two-loop potential. T he analysis can
be sinpli ed a bit, however, In that we can treat u+v as an all and only kesp tem s linear
In ut+v. (That isbecause the RG derivative ,@, + @, acting on u+ v does not give zero
when u= v, although the sam e operation on (u+ vy does yield zero. K esping only such
tem s in them =0, ! 0 approxim ation to the potential gives the llow ing analog to (4.7):

(" ,! # 0 ) ,! #

M M
N (Wo+Vi+Vz)= +M * Cuh — +Cyp +u Cph® — +Cuh — + Cy
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" ! ! #

3 u+v) C M ? M ? 5C
St ) %an —  3Ccuh — 211
)
+0 (utv)?)+ 0 () : 617)

Combining wih V3, applying the RG, and then takingu= v yilds

Ciz= 5 M°+ 8)Cu; Ciz= 5 @n°+ 45n+ 7)Cyy: (6.18)

C .The e ective potential: sym m etric phase

In orderto nd the criticalvalue ofm ?, wem ust equate the free energy ofthe two phases.

T he asym m etric phase approxin ation (6.8) isnot good in theM = 0 sym m etric phase because

it relies on the approxin ation m 2=M 2 O (). W emust com pute the sym m etricphase free

energy Independently. At the order of interest, it is just the oneJdoop contrbution (3.9):
" L4
n_ 4 3 3y 4
N V (©)= +Zm nh — §+O(Ml): (6.19)

For the NNLO susceptbility in the symm etric phase, we need the curvature of the

two—loop potential at M = 0. This is obtained by di erentiating the general result B1) of

Appendix B/ and yields 6.31).

D.u;v)atNLO

TheNNLO resulk for ,= willrequirraNLO value for (u ;v ). Consider the one-loop
result for the RG tractories, (A20) with c= 0 orl, owing from the tricritical points.
Consider the solution ru as a fiinction of £ u=v, and call i W' (f). Now ook at the

perturoation as we include higher loops. Start by m aking the rescaling

v)= ( u; v); = ¥, (620)

1 Replace J and I by § and £ in @1) and remove 1= poles, as discussed in the appendix.
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which m akes the expansion explicit in the RG equations:

@ u+ Pa;vi+ Pagv+ ; (621a)
Qv @) @)
@— = v+ [ upv) + o ;v) + ; (6 21b)

where ®) isthe n-th order contribution to the -fiinction. Now expand
u€)=u )+ )+ 0 @) : 622)

P lugging into the renom alization group equations, linearizing in the perturoation , and

solving yields
2 3
Z ¢ ; 2) @ m
(€)= & g e E_t5 +e 9 @); (623)
fo £ ( f )2 ulll (£9);£0
where
0 1
Z ¢ Q n)
K (f) o — @ A ; (6.24)
fO @u f u 1] (fO),.fO
1 u
f ~u Y 7 (6 '25)
v A%
and we have de ned
o u+ M (626)

Forthe tra gctory ow ing from the Ishg xed point, we should nd that the dependence on
the nitialperturbation (f) vanisheswhen f, approaches the Ising tricritical line f,=0. In
this case, the system will rst ow to the Ising xed pointbefore ow ing away, thuswashing

away dependence on  (f). Sin ilarly, or ow from the cubic xed point, the dependence on

() should vanish as f; ! . This is indeed the case. For any tragctory, one nds
! 2 ! n
£ o +
P 0 ; ©27)
f f+

which vanishesasf; ! 0 or
The resulting correction (f) does not seem to have a sinple form for general n, but
m ay be evaluated explicitly when n = 2. Taking £, = and £ = 1 for the cubic point

tra pctory, one nds
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. — . . _ 51 243 3 171 2 3y .
@jiv)= @; u); u =g + G hi 555 THO(0): (628)

O nem ay verify that the analogous calculation forthe Ising xed point tractory yields the

appropriate transfom ation (1.7) of ©28).

E.Resuls

By equating the potential in the symm etric and asym m etric phases, one determ inesm 2

and the asym m etric phase value ofM ? to next-to-next-to—-leading order, on the lineu+ v = 0.

One nds
( " #
5 5 2 n 13
m°=mj; 1+ —+ — - —
16 12 24 6
" 269 2 4 C y ' 27n 41 n 1 C f
2 = —+ — Yy ontoy oy = = 2 2
. 1536 64 288 Cp 128 32 32 72 Cu ]
13n? 19n 1 n 1 1 4 n 1 C C
u? g2, on by, e e 4y u * 20
1152 72) 9 36 144 12 2C;; Conp
+0(H+ow’ ; 629)
and
( " #
5 5 1 2 n 1
M“=M; 1+ —+— +u — -
.o le 12 24 4 ) . ]
, 701 112 fC 1 47 247 T@+6) , C 4
— + — + u—+ —+ — —
1536 192 288 Cq; 384 64 288 Cn
49n® 203n 101 n 1 1) n+ 24 n 1 3C C
+ u? S22 1 1, 0 Dovad, o - ==
1152 9§ 144 6 144 12 2C;;  Cqg
+0 () + 0 @) (6.30)

T he curvatures of the potential in the two phases, at the transition, when u+v= 0, are

1 n 1 1 n 1 n 1
@2\/'(0)=m2 l+u(n )]1’1 u g u(n ) ¥ —u +h —u +1
6 12 2 24 12 12
, @ 1) , n 1 n 1 P -
+u n+2)In“ —u 9In —u 12 3 —lh2 L — 3
36 ) 12 12 6 6
+o(H+o0w ; (6.31)
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(
@2V ()= 2m?

) n 13) n 9
1 = 5 it
2" 12 12 .
1He7 2 1 3 1 103 73
b2 n 1)( n)]n n 4 n )an (103n )
72 12 8 72

)
+0 (H)+o0 @)

Here, L (z) is Lobachevskiy’s finction, de ned in Appendix B, and

L P = 002461715

(632)

(633)

A s required, alldependence on the undetermm ined param eters C 3q, C 31, etc,, ishidden in the

overall factor ofm 2. T he susceptibilities , and

equal these curvatures up to a comm on

overall proportionality constant. Inserting the value of u derived in the previous section

yields our nalresult for the susceptibility ratio at n=2,

(

— =2 1+

W e now collect our results for n= 2 and evaluate the coe cients num erically:

The ratio C, =C

[\)|+[\)

17 17 . 11
160 320 80
, 187 _, 17 8374 81 3 17
n? =— — ;n = S
1602 320 o 1602 160 2 320 .
55129 867 3 81 3 7803 n2
+ — L—- +—h - + —mr
)2 160 40 1606 6 32 2 2 160
+0 (3 ; (6 34)

VII.DISCUSSION

h

21+ ( 0d4063In + 0:4494)

i
+ 2( 000731 + 01647 02859) + 0 1) ;

h

1
21+ ( 0:1063In + 0:4139)+ 0F) :

(7.1)

(72)

of speci ¢ heats will be evaluated in ref. [7.], and all of these results are

com pared against M onte C arlo sinulations [§] in ref. BI.
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Looking solkly at the series above, our resuls are m oderately encouraging. At =1,
the NLO corrections are 45% for ,= and 41% for ?= 2 .NNLO corrections for , =
drop to 29% . The sublading corrections could have tumed out quite large com pared to
the lrading-order results, as is known to happen In som e cases where the lading-order
expansion is a poor quantitative approxin ation f% In contrast, our series seem tolkrably well
behaved.

It should not be too di cul a calculation to extend 2= 2 to NNLO, but we have not
done s0. An interesting question for further research is whether it is possible to determm ine
the large-orderbehavior of expansions for the ratios we have investigated. T he techniques
used for critical exponents of second-order transitiong' {I4] do not dbviously generalize to

this problam .

Thiswork was supported by the U S.D epartm ent ofEnergy grantsD E-FG 06-91ER 40614
and DE-FG03-96ER 40956. W e thank D avid Broadhurst and Jossph Rudnick for usefiil

conversations.

APPENDIX A:REVIEW OF LEADING-ORDER (u ;v)

Consider the one-oop RG equation given by {4.19) and 320). Before we ook for

tra fctordes, note the location ofthe xed points at leading order in

G aussian: w@;v) = (0;0); @l)
Ising: w@;v) = 0;3) @®2)
0 m): W;v) = (350 s @3)
cubic: iv) = it ) @ 4)

16 See, for exam ple, the discussion of large n in ref. fl.

17 For a review , see secs. 27 .3 and 40 of ref. Iij] and references therein.
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T hough we shallnot directly m ake use of it now , note that the dependence on din ension In

the oneJoop RG equations can be elin inated by the rescaling 6 20) so that @.19) becom es

= u+ u(l) u;v) ; A 5a)

v+ BPa;v) @ 5b)

v

Qu
@
Qv
@

T his depends on the fact that the ® are quadratic in u and v.
The fllow ing is a sketch ofthe solution to the RG equations (@.19) as ound by Rudnick
fl] and Dom any, et al. [[1]. Begih by rem oving the rst term on the right-hand side by

sw itching to new varablsA and B,

A 6)

c
Il
h
<
Il
(03]

so that

@B
@

1+ @A

@ = u @iB); o= Y@aB): A7)

D vide these two equations, and note that the right-hand side is a function sokly of £
u=v= A=B:
HaiB)
s @;B)

g H (£): @®8)
= :

Changing variabls from @A ;B) to (£;B), solving the resulting equation, and xing the

boundary condition B (fy) = B gives

Z ¢ dfo
B =B _— 9
0 €XP L HE) P A9)
W ith the beta functions §20), we have
!2 !n
u fo f0+
w £ £+ ’ B 102)
o !3 !n
v fo f0+
w = F i ?.10p)
o Vo

with given by 422).Now, from f = u=v, note that

)
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o, @11)

U se the solutions @ 10) to w rite the right-hand side in term sof £, , and constants. Solving

the resulting di erential equation yields

s 1 -R(f;0 = 1 —R (f;0) ; @a12)
A2 Vo
w here
2 3
2 1 +1 2  2c £ "
R (£;0) 1,0 )f2 260 4= 2 14 = 5. @ 13)
n +1)n + 2)f3 n n

The equation @A17) is independent of the constant cby AI0b). W e have introduced cas a
trick for nding the nalequation for all the trajfctories. One way R 12) can be solved is

to have
1 —-R(E;00=0 @Aa14)
v

for all f and v on the tra fctory. D i erent ¢ corresoond to di erent solutions and give all

possible tra fctories (either directly or as lim iting cases).

APPENDIX B:DETAILSOF TW O-LOOP POTENTIAL

@ (b) (© (d)

FIG.7. Two-loop diagram s contributing to the e ective potential. T he heavy dots represent renom al-

ization countertemm s. Each line represents both heavy and light m ode contributions.

T he two-Joop diagram s (@) and () of g.7 give the ©llow ing contribution to the two-loop

potential:
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l 2 2 l 2 2
vV, = 3_3N W+ v)Jm_;m;)+ E(n 1N uJ m_;m)
1 2.2y, L 2.
tgh DN @+ wIegmp+ -0 e 2)N uJ ¢f;m2); B1la)
n #
1 1
VP = N?? S vPImZmmd) ¢ DT m2m?) ®1b)
12 36
where
Jxiy)=JXK)JIy); ' ®B2)
e 1 %2 gk 1 . d 4, B3)
e )Y k2+x (@ )2 2
and

1 Z &k &g

IX;v; = :
WIYIE)T o e ) @+ y) ket 9+ 2]

B4)

C ontrlbutions were considered from allm ixtures of light m ,) and heavy (n) lines, with
m asses given by {-_3:.5) . The e ect ofdiagram s (c) and (d) involving one-oop counter-tem s

isto replce J x;y) and I (x;y;z) n B1) by

~ 2
NJIxy)! NIKyy) NIy +-KIK)+ yvIE)]; B5)

A 2
N °I&;y;z) ! N2T@&;y;z) N°I®y;z) —-N P&+ JIE)+ J@)]: B6)

Including two-loop counter-tem s corresponds to sin ply throw ng away any rem aining 1=
and 1= ? pieces In the potentialsd

The general form for I (x;y;z) for arbitrary argum ents in arbitrary din ension is given
in ref. 18]. W e shall need only the follow ing special cases for the various expansions we
m akef

18 N ote that the relationship between M and has non-trivialdependence on  through N . Including the
tw o-Joop countertermm s corresponds to throw ing away rem aining tem s of the form N 2 1 "y3m 2@ 2) 2a

nvor "u2m?@ 3dM®nN V.

19 Note that our is4 dwhere asthat of ref. [1§]is (4 d)=2. Also |[L6], there are som e typographical
errors in ref. {_1-5] In theirequations (5.8{15), each explicit factorofJ w) In those equations pbutnot J (v;w)
or £ (v;w)) should be multiplied by 1= . The factorsof 2 in (3.4{5) should be elin inated. T he keft-hand
side of (4.8) should be x*+ y2+ z°. The second tem on the right-hand side of (4 26) should be m ultiplied
by 2.
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1 2 g 1 %
Ix;x;0)= xd3; 7
x ) @ ) 4 3 B7)
(
5 6 1
N “IX;X;X)= X -+ - Ghx 9) 3Ax+ 9nx
)
3t n2 = 2+o<)- ®8)
6 6 2 2 ’
where L (z) is Lobachevskiy’s function, de ned by
Z zZ
L (z) dx In cosx; ®B9)

0

and the value of interest is given in egq. (633).
Ignoring the light massm , In 1) and expanding to leadingorderin  wih u= v gives:

" ! !
. m n+ 6)]n mg , bt+18)
2 3 2 6

Vheavy — (I'l l)N u2 2m
144 6

+ 0 ( L)agm : B10)

The coe cients C 5 of {4.8) and (6.13) and Cy, 20 of 6.9) and (6.10) m ay then be extracted.
If one m akes the above expansion w ithout assum Ing u+ v is precisely zero (and expands to

rstorderinmZ=IN (u+v) *+ O fn?)), oneobtains §.17).
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