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1. Introduction

T he non-perturbative m eaning of renom alization, as understood by W ilson, is form ulated
m ost directly in the continuum in tem s of the exact Renom alization G roup RG) ﬂ}].
M oreover, the fact that solutions S ofthe corresponding ow equations can then be found
directly in tem s of renom alized quantities, that all physics (e.g. G reen functions) can
be extracted from thisW ilsonian e ective action S, and that renom alizabiliy is trivially
preserved In alm ost any approxin ation B, :3], tums these ideas into a pow erfiil fram ew ork
for considering non-perturbative analytic approxin ations (see for exam ple refs. El:]{ Ei], ES],
[di 4y, gD,

In the past a number of di erent versions and ways of deriving the exact RG have
been proposed E}]{ {_f(j], but in fact the resulting ow equationsm ay readily be shown to be
equivalent under changes of variablkes B, 3,11, 12, 131.

R ecently, far m ore general versions of the exact RG have been considered, dependent
on the choice of a functional , known as the \kemel" of the exact RG [Id, I3]. This
elicidates the structure behind all form s of exact RG QTQ'] In particular, each exact RG
isassociated with a , that lnduces a reparam etrization ( eld rede nition) along the ow,
and acts as a connection between the theory space of actions at di erent scales . As
a resul, local to som e generic point on the ow, all the exact RGs, lncluding these
generalised ones, m ay be shown to be jist reparam etrizations of each other. W hen this
reparam etrization can be extended globally, the result is an inm ediate proof of schem e
Independence for physical cbservables. Indeed com putations of physical quantities then
di eronly through some eld reparam etrization. O ne practicalexam pl isan explicit eld
rede nition that interpolates between results com puted using di erent choices of cuto
function c@’= %) {131

Even m ore dram atic than this however, is the use of this freedom to adapt the exact
RG to certain fom s of approxin ation or special physical problem s QTQ'] In particular,
recently there has been substantial progress In adapting these ideas to gauge theory. It
tums out that not only can one introduce an e ective cuto In a way that doesnot break
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the gauge Invariance f_l-_S] but carefulchoicesof allow the gauge invariance to be preserved
m anifestly (ie.not even gauge xed) along the ow and in the solutions Si [L0, 14y 16].

N evertheless, the analysis presented In ref. E.-:a’] leaves open a number of practical
questions. A fhough at general points of the ow, all exact RG s are locally equivalent,
cbstructions can arise to full (global) equivalence, on the one hand from di erences In
the global structure of xed points deduced from the two ows, and on the other from
the non-existence at special points of an inverse in an In plied change of variabls (from
S to ) ill3]. However it isdi cul to see in generalhow one can detem ine when such
obstructions do exist, given that in practice one has to m ake approxin ations In order solve
these theories. Furthem ore, com putationsw ithin a generalised exact RG , such as the type
being used for gauge theory i_l-g, -'_l-fi ], generate m any m ore temm s, whose link to standard
text-book m ethods of doing quantum  eld theory seem quite cbscure. Com putations of
physical quantities (such as the large N SU (N ) YangM ills oneloop  function) 2ll out
as the universal expected result but only after a com plicated calculation and apparently
by m agic {Id, 14].

T his paper addresses the above problem s wihin a su ciently simn ple and bounded
context: the oneJdoop  function of four dim ensional (one com ponent) scalar eld theory.
W e will see that even for a very general form of (one nvolving a general seed’ action
§) , the correct universalresult is cbtained. To our know ledge, this isthe rst concrete test
of such schem e Independence beyond testing for cuto function independence. The only
requirem ents we have to In pose on $ to recover the universal result, are som e very weak
and general requirem ents which are necessary in any case to ensure that the W ilsonian
action S m akes sense. To this kvel then, all such exact RG s are equivalent and m erely
param etrise changes of schem e.

From a practical point ofview, we nd that a m apr step In understanding and solv—
Ing these equations com es from using the ow equations to exchange elem ents off more
generally ) in favour of vertices from the W ilsonian action S. Som e expressions for the
quantum corrections In S then tum out to sin plify dram atically and resul in scheme
tovariant’ expressions w ith straightforward physical interpretations. The oneloop  func—
tion, 1, is one exam ple where this covariance then in plies even invariance under changes
of schem e. Indeed, we nd very directly In this way, the sam e answer for ; Independent
of the details of the cuto  finction ¢ and the seed action$ .

Theplan ofthe paper isas follow s. In sec. 2, we review brie y one version ofthe exact
RG, Polthinski’s equation B], use this a basis to explain the m ore general exact RG s, and
Introduce our concrete set of such things, nvolving $. I sec. 3, we perform the one-loop
calculation using this general form ofexact RG .Finally, in sec. 4, we sum m arise and draw
our conclisions.

2.From the Polchinskiequation to generalexact RG s

W e will consider a m assless scalar eld theory in four Euclidean din ensions, wih a m o—
mentum space cuto . The theory is de ned at som e ultra~violkt scale, o, by giving the
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quantum partition fiinction, 7
z ,= Drles ofl @1)

0

T he action consists ofthe kinetic tem , regularised by the introduction ofa cuto function,
and the characteristic selfinteraction tem ,
Z

S[’]_l : ’
ot

dp 5 1 2,2 0
P yrée 4 2
e pPe ) 41

Z
4,4 m% 4,2
a'x’ +7 dax’“: (2.2)

Here c’= 2) > 0 isa smooth, ie.in nitely di erentiable, ultra-vickt cuto pro l. The
cuto , which modi espropagators 1=p to c=p?, satis es c(0) = 1 so that low energies are
unaltered, and c@?= ?) ! Oasp’= 2! 1 su ciéntly fast that all Feynm an diagram s
are ultraviolkt regulated.

The RG transformm ation am ounts to changing the cuto from ¢ to << ¢ and
com pensating for such change by replacing the action wih a m ore com plicated e ective
action, ak.a. the W ilsonian action 'E:],

1% o
St1= 5 Goapel ©'= i str 23)
D em anding that physics be nvariant under the RG transform ation results in a functional
di erential equation for the e ective jnteractjon:_:m,

1 Sint sint 1
= t= 5

Sint
+ t—

.
14 14

@ s™ht= 2 4)

14 14
In . {_2-_.2;), prin e denotes di erentiation w ith respect to the function’s argum ent (here
p?= ?) and the fllow Ing shorthand has been ntroduced: for two fiinctions f ) and g (y)
and am om entum space kemelW @°= ?),wih beingthee ective cuto ,
77
£ W g= dxdy f&)W.,gE); 2 5)

R 4
4 .
where W y = 2 I;,W %= 2)eP &Y |

N ote that the regularised kinetic term in eg. @-_:}) m ay be w ritten as

1
e’ & e 2.6)
> (
Thisw illbe referred to as the seed action and denoted by $. In tem softhe totale ective
action, S[ 1= S+ Sjnt, and =S 2§,theexactRG equation reads
1 S 1
es= —— t—+—=S— t— @.7)

(up to a vacuum energy tem that was discarded in U]) .
T he invariance of the partition finction ism anifest ifeq. @.]) is recast as

Re® = —— & —e5 2 8)
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ie.the In niesimn alRG transfom ation results in a change in the Integrand which is a
total finctional derivative.

Incidentally, this estabilishes a rather counterintuitive resul, that integrating out de-
grees of freedom is jJust equivalent to rede ning the elds in the theory:_-L14;_-J:3]. In the
present case, the change in the partition fiinction m ay be show n to correspond to the change
ofvariables’ ! ' + , with the \kemel" = -4 - thatappearsh eq. £.8) [[3].

Di erent form s of exact RG equations correspond to choosing di erent kemels
T here isa trem endous am ount of freedom in this choice: m ore general seed actions $ can be
considered, ® can be augm ented by firther tem s including interactions (analgous to the
\w ines" in refs. {10, 14]), higher fiunctional derivatives and/or m ore com plex dependences
on the e ective action S can be inclided :_[-l_B].

Intuiively, we should expect that there is a w idde freedom in the choice of kemel, just
as there is a great dealof freedom in choosing the form of a blocking transform ation in the
condensed m atter or lattice realisation oftheW ilsonian renom alization group El:]. The ow
equation eq. G_2-_.ZI:) is distinguished only by its relative sim plicity (related to ncorporating
the cuto only In the kinetic temm ). Nevertheless, physical quantities should tum out
to be universal, ie. ndependent of these choices. It can be shown that local to generic
points , all of these choices are actually related to each otherby eld rede njijons;_-J_iBJ.
If no cbstructions exist to extending this for all , then universality ollow s in m ediately.
However cbstructions can arise from the nability to Invert these m aps and from global
restrictions (in particular arising from the structure of xed points) :_[1_:3] In this paperwe
Investigate these issues at a com plktely concrete level, com puting the oneloop  function
In scalar eld theory wih a generalised . W ith so much freedom we have to restrict it
to be able to be concrete; we choose to consider a general seed action $ ofa form that we
now outline.

A s shown above, Polchinski's equation com es from setting the seed action equalto the
e ectivekineticterm in theW ilsonian e ective action eq. (213). Aswew illshow i the next
section, if we are to reproduce at the classical level the form of the e ective kinetic term
i eq. £3), the bilinear tem in § must continue to be equalto eg. {£.8) ! Furthem ore,
we choose to leave the ' $ " symm etry alone, by requiring that $ is even under this
symmetry. W e are keft with a generalised exact renom alization group param etrised by
the In nite set of seed action n-point vertices, n = 4;6;8; . W e will leave each of these
vertices as com pltely ungoeci ed functions of their m om enta except for the requirem ent
that the vertices ke in nitely di erentiabke and lad to convergent m om entum integrals.
(The 1rst condition ensuresthat no spurious infrared singularities are introduced and that
alle ective vertices can be Taylor expanded in their m om enta to any order :_[_-L_D,EB]. The
second condition isnecessary forthe ow equation to m ake sense at the quantum level and
also ensures that the ow actually corresponds to Integrating out m odesi[14,13].)

W e are therefore incorporating in them om entum dependence ofeach ofthe seed action
n-point vertices, n = 2;4;6; ,an In nie number of param eters. O fcourse these in  nite
num ber of vertices, each w ith an In nite num ber ofparam eters, then appear n thee ective

L1t is not necessary that the classical kinetic term take the form in eq. é;’) . W e choose to require it
purely for convenience.
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action S as a consequence ofthe ow equation. Rem arkably, we can still com pute the one-
loop finction. M oreover, as we will see In the next section, we can nvert the ow

equation by expressing $ vertices In tem s of S, and in this way dem onstrate explicitly

that the result is universal —viz. independent of the choice of c and $. It Hllows that, at

Jeast in this case, the only requirem ents that we need to In pose on $ in orderto ensure that

these generalised ow equations continue to describe the sam e physics are those italicized
in the previous paragraph.

3. One-loop beta function w ith general seed action

P hysical quantities m ust be universal, i.e. ndependent of the renom alization schem e. In
particular, they should not be sensitive to the particular choice of the RG kemel, eg. on
the form ofthe cuto function or the expression for the seed action. W e ain to calculate
one of those, the oneloop contribution to the finction, whilk keeping as general a seed
action aspossibl. Aswe w ill see, an elkegant, clear cut way of achieving such a resul isto
m ake use of the equations of m otion for the e ective couplings in order to get rid of the
seed action vertices.

A susual, universal results are obtained only after the in position of appropriate renor-
m alization conditionswhich allow usto de newhat wem ean by the physical (m ore gener—
ally renom alized) coupling and eld. (T he renom alized m assmust also be de ned and is
here set to zero in plicitly by ensuring that the only scale that appearsis )

W e w rite the vertices of S as

ZHS

S (s; ) S (o ipy; 5P )= @) ; (3.1)
1) 1702 2P o) o) Y

(and sin ilarly for the vertices of§). In comm on w ith earlier works [_7, :9], we de ne the
renom alized fourpoint coupling by the e ective action’s fourpoint vertex evaluated at

zeromomenta: ( )= S® @; ). Thism akes sense once we express quantities in tem s
of the renom alized eld, de ned (@susual) to bring the kinetic term into canonical form
S@@E; p; )=589©0;0; )+ F+ 0 E'= ?). The ow equation can then be taken to be

ofthe orm {12, 171

S 1 S
es - == 55 tot5— b G2)
W e have used the short hand
Z 4
Q- e S 33)
’ (2 )4 ’ (p)
and as usualthe anomalbusdinension = =+ @ Z , where Z is the wavefiinction renor-

z
m alization. A s em phasised In refs. [;Lg, :_13], although eg. ('_3_.2) is not the resul of changing

varizbkes’ 7 ' Z i eq. ('_2-_.7.), it is stilla perfectly valid ow equation and a m ore appro—
prate starting point w hen wavefiinction renomm alization hasto be taken into account. This
isin fact a an allexam ple of the Imnm ense freedom we have In de ning the ow equation.
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(The new tem on the left hand side arises from replacing @ } with a partial derivative
at constant renom alized eld, but in order to produce the right hand side, and in order
to reproduce the sam e §, we need to start w ith the altemative cuto function cZ in egs.
£2) { £€.71). A tematively, for the purposes of com puting the finction, we could have
sin ply taken account of the wavefiinction renom alization afterwards as in ref. [1§].)

Wenow rescalethe eld’ to
1

'=p=" 34)
s0 as to put the coupling constant in front of the action. This ensures the expansion In
the coupling constant coincides w ith the one In ~, the actual expansion param eter being
Jaist ~. The resulting expansion is m ore elegant, being no longer tied at the same tin e
to the order of expansion ofthe eld ’ . It is also analogous to the treatm ent pursued for
gauge theory in refs. [_1'(_1, -_1-4] (where gauge invariance introduces further sim plications in
particular forcing = 0 for the new gauge eld). The follow ing analysis thus fumishes a
dem onstration that these ideas also work w ithin scalar eld theory.

T he bare action (_2-_.2) rescales as

Z
1 1 & 1 m 2 .1
s ,I1= e M L O L s , [~
(o) 2 @) 0 4! 2 (o)
3.5)
De ning the \rescaled" e ective andseedactjonsasS[’]=iS['~];SA[']= l§[’~], and
absorbing the change to @ j. in a change to ~, the ow egquation :IZ_-H) reads
1 ~ 8 1 6 25 s 1 & 29)
€ -5 = S bt 5 b (9
E xpanding the action, thebeta function ( )= @ and anom alousdin ension, In powers
of the coupling constant:
SP~= Sp+ Si+ 2Sy+ ;
()= 1%+ 5>+ i
~() = 4 P
yields the Ioopw ise expansion of the ow equatiorf
1 s S0 29)
@So= —S— &2 3.7)
1 So
@ Sq 150 E, o=
2 S S $ 1 Sy 28
— ,l % # + = % %; (3.8)

etc. 1 and 1 may now be extracted directly from eq. 6_.-8), as gpecialised to the two—
point and Purpoint e ective couplings, S¥ ; ) and S@ (v; ) respectively, once the
renom alization conditions have been taken into account.

2T order to sin plify the notation, the tildes w illbe rem oved from now on.
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W e In pose the wavefiinction renom alization condition in the new variables:
s@@; p; )=5%0;0; )+ PF+0 = : 3.9)
Bearing n m ind that the coupling constant has been scaled out, we in pose the condition
s®o; )=1: (3.10)

Both conditionseq. §.9) and eq. (3.10) are already saturated at tree level. (To see this it is
su clent to note that, since the theory ism asslkss, the only scale nvolred is . Since Sém
is din ensionless it m ust be a constant at nullm om enta, thus 80(4) ©; )= 80(4) ©; o)= 1.
Sim ilar argum ents apply to SO(Z) .) Hence the renom alization condition im plies that we
must have no quantum corrections to the Hurpoint vertex at p= 0, or to the O (©?) part

of the two-point vertex, ie.

s )=0 and s? @; p; ) =0 8n 1; B11)
p
where the notation j. means that one should take the coe cient of p?> I the series ex—
pansion In p. The ow equations for these special parts of the quantum corrections thus
greatly sim plify, reducing to algebraic equations which then determ ine the ; and ;. In
particular, from the ow of%«” at nullm om enta ?

8C8h i o 1 Z h © i
+2.=-21 §9@msPo 5 L&) s 289 @i @ 0 612
q
0 0 R :R 4 @) 2
where ¢g = ¢’(0) and = (Z—C)ﬂ,andfrom the ow ofS§” expanded to O (°):
1 : =~ @) .
1+ 1= 5 &) sy 289 o pig 9 (313)
q P

N ote that contrary to the standard text book derivation our one-loop anom alous din ension
is not zero, picking up a contrbution from the general eld reparam etrization :_f_L_'B] induced
by higher point temn s in § and a contrbution  ; dueto the el rescaling eq. 34).

In order to evaluate eq. C_§_.-1_2), we need to calculate 51(2) 0) and Sé6) ©;aq; 9. We
would also need § @ ©) and §® ©;q; 9),butwe will see that we can avoid using explicit
expressions for them , and thus keep $ general, by using the equations ofm otion to express
them In tem s ofthe e ective vertices 80(4) and 80(6) .

H owever, as explained in the previous section, our ¢ isnot com plktely arbitrary. Apart
from som e very generalrequirem entson thedi erentiability and integrability of its vertices,
for convenience we restrict $ to have only even-point vertices, as In fact already used In
egs. ¢_§_.-1_2) and 5:.1_3), and constrain its twopoint vertex so that the twopoht e ective
coupling keeps the sam e functional dependence upon as the bare one (@s in &g. K-_.-_fi)) .
T his Jast condition reads

@)

s? ) = pPct &) 3.14)

SHere and laterwe suppress the dependence ofthe S and $ vertices.

{74



and from the two-point part of eq. @-_.7.), we Inm ediately nd
2
§@ ) = p’ct (B3): (315)

Let us start w ith the calculation of S, @

©O). From eq. (_ZS-_.Q), its equation reads
@ 1 R :
es?o=—"= I&) s 289 00 @ 3.16)
q
where egs. C_?:;l_ﬁ) and @-_.1_55) have been already used to cancel out the classical tem s.
Pursuing our strategy, we get rid of$® by m aking use of the equation ofm otion for the
fourpoint e ective coupling at tree level

2 X
es, @©=— Y e); 317)

i

. 2
where g, = c(p—iz) and the nvariance of S @ () under pem utation of the pi’s Which

it has without loss of generality) has been uUJJsed' ised. Specialisihg the above equation to
p= (0;0;9; @), eq. {3.16) becom es

7 Z
1
es”0=—= Cg " 0:0i0 @) = e s’ 005 @
q 29
z
E e s 00w @
- — i0i; g
L 2F S
z

CqS (4) 0;0;07 9

q 2

= Q (3.18)
In the above, the derivative w ith respect to the cuto m ay be taken after integrating over
the loop m om entum since the integral is requlated both In the ultraviolet and in the infrared
as a resukt of the properties of the e ective couplings. Eq. :f3_-.l-§3) m ay be now integrated
to give
4

cqso( : 0;0;q7 a9
a 27
w ith no integration constant since for a m asslkess theory, there m ust be no other explicit

scale In the theory apart from the e ective cuto
Let usnow m ove on to the treeJevel six-point fiunction. From 3. 7 ) we get

(2) 0) =

(3.19)

6 q2 .
s” @i @ = —5 28904 9
2 g
h i 0
8c) N 83y
=21 890 5 G0a @+ —28% 00 @

25 @ P o ew
5Se 0i0;q; @ 5o 28% ;00 @) (320)
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Using eq. 8.1%), and soving or §© ©;q; o),

R 2 8 Oh “ i
890 D= 2 esPme @+ —2 1 $9o s 00w @
q
S @
2—= @ S, (0;0;q9; @
T
6 h i
@) 0:0-c A 0:0- e .
?SO 0;0;0; @ @ S, ©0;0;; Q) : 321)

W e w ill see that substituting egs. $19) and (21) into eq. 312) willcause aln ost allthe
non universaltem sto cancelout. T he rem aining onesw illdisappearonce 1 is substituted
using eg. ('_3-_-1_5:), leaving just the precise form of the one-loop beta fiinction.

Note that in eg. {52]-, and later, it appears at st sight that we need to be ablk to
take the nverse l—c Thiswould m ean that in addition to the general restrictions on $
outlined earlier (@nd in the conclusions) we would also require that < does not vanish at

nite argum ent. In fact, we could arrange the calculation m ore carefully so that 1=8 never
appears, thus e.g. here we can recognize that only C%SA ©® ©;q; q) isneeded foreq. {312)
and that from eqg. C_ST_.-lj), @ s, @ ©0;0;9;, ) hasa factor ofcg. For clarity’s sake, we w i1l
contiue to write 1=° in Intem ediate results and Jeave as an exercise for the reader to
check that all such Inverses can be elin nated.

Retuming to the caloulation in detail, the rst tem in (321) and the Sb(6) tem I
812

) m ay be paired up into
Z
=t
@

2q2
w here again, due to the propertiesofthee ective action vertices, the order ofthe derivative
and integral signs can be exchanged. M oreover, as the integrand iIn eg. {_3-_.2_2) is din en—
sionless, there cannot be any dependence upon after the m om entum Integral has been
carried out, hence the resul vanishes ddentically! A lso, the seoond tem in 321), when
substituted into {3.12), exactly cancelsthe rst term ofthe Jatter once 3.19) isused. O ne
is then left with

s oiw @i (322)

“ e (4) ? Cq n () ©
1+21= o 25 @S0 0% @ 3 3 V0,000 @ @ s 00
q q
z z n o
0 % @) 3 1 (4) 2
= — @5, 0;0,qy @ = @ 0;0;q; @ (323)
S a fc’g 0 2 g q4 C131

In order to cancel out the rst term i eq. (3.28), the onedoop contribution of the
wave function renom alization com ing from eq. (13) must be taken Into account. A gain
m aking use of eg. C_§:lj,) to rid us of the hatted ourpoint coupling,

$9 0 piy @ = —2 es® e piw 9 0 = es 00w 9;
4q2cg 0 223

1
2 pZ p2

(324)
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and substituting back 1 eq. $13),

Z Z

1 @)
1+ 1= 3 @ Sy i pPig; 9
q

0o S
quzcg

YN

] @S, 00 @: (325
P q

The rsttem on the right hand side ofeqg. :_(3?_2-5) vanishes as it isa dim ensionlessUV and
IR convergent integral, and therefore 1 takes the form

z
0
S o & “)
1= 1 5 & @Sy, ©0;i0;ai a: 326)
2 4" PG
F inally, substituting (28) n (23) yieds
z
> 1o ; s ;0 )02 327)
1 = = - Q-'I 0 7 ;q; q
2 4o
Z 02
4 4)
= —-— dg@y S, 0;0;; Q)
@) o
_ 3 . (3.28)
16 2’

w hich is the standard one-loop result @9].4 N ote that In the top equation the derivative
cannot be taken outside the integral, as this latter would not then be properly requlated
In the nfrared. M oreover, had that been possbl, i would have resulted In a vanishing
beta function, as the integral is actually din ensionless.

4. Summ ary and conclusions

Starting w ith the generalised exact RG  ow equation :_(_:2) , we com puted tree leveltw o, four
and six point vertices. A t one-loop we com puted thee ectivem ass Sl(z) (0) and w avefiinction
renom alization 1.By combining allthese w ith the ow ofthe onedoop Purpoint vertex
at zero m om entum , we arrived at eqg. @-_.2_7-}), which oollapses to the expected universal
resuk ;= 3=@ )2.

The ow equation weused di ers from thePolhinski ow equation (2.4), equivakntly
eq. £.1), because the seed action $ isno longer set to be just the kinetic tem {2.8), but
is generalised to include all arbitrary even higherpoint vertices. T hese are sub ct only to
som e very weak and generic restrictions w hich are recalled below .

In addition we added the anom albus dinension  tem in eq. {32) to take account
of wavefuinction renom alization. Nom ally this is needed only from two loops onwards,
but the m ore general eld reparam etrisation induced by the generalised $, means that a
wavefiinction renom alization Z is required for the e ective action S even at one loop.
(The tem doesnot exactly ollow from the ow equation :_(-2_-,'7) wih cuto ¢, but rather
starts from one w ith cuto Z ¢, but this ism ore appropriate for cases w here w avefiinction

“The term in braces depends only on q2= 2. 4 is the fur din ensional solid angle. The last line

follow s from the convergence of the integral and nom alisation conditions c(0) = 1 and @-_Igl) . As far as
independence w ith respect to the choice of cuto fliinction is concemed, this is standard.
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renom alization is involved.) Asa nalmodi cation, we also scaled the coupling out
of the bare action, by rescaling the eld. However the result «(3§), is still an equivalent

ow to :_(-3_-.2), since they are related by this sin ple change of variables. (In particular
this m eans that the higher point vertices in $ are those of . 6_3-;2) muliplied by powers
of ) Perturbative expansion in is now at its most elgant since it coincides with
expanding In ~ ie. the loop expansion. T he structure also m ost closely coincides w ith the
one used for gauge theory [10,14,:16], so i acts as an independent test of this part of that
fram ework > W e then proceeded to com pute the tree and oneJdoop corrections exploiting
the ability, w ithin the exact RG, to derive directly the renom alized couplings and vertices
(ie.w thout having to refer back to an overallcuto and bare action).

The e ective action of the Polthinski ow equation, eq.:_f_2-:.4), can be shown to be
essentially the generating function for connected diagram s in a eld theory w ith infrared
cuto 1R]. Asa result thequantum correctionstothise ective action have a straightforw ard
Interpretation In tem sof smplem odi cations of the usualFeynm an diagram s that follow
from the original partition function _E]. Since this direct link is cbscured by the further

eld rede nitions in plied by the g[enelzailjsedsA [;L-S], we no longer expect the diagram m atic
Interpretation ofthe quantum corrections to be quite so sin ple. T his expectation is indeed
bome out by m any of the equations we presented, such as egs. $12), $8.13), 320) etc.
Ream arkably however, once § vertices are elin inated In favour of those of the W ilsonian
e ective action S, two of our results do have such sim pl interpretations. O ne of these
is eg. 6_3-;1_-3) which is the onedoop e ective m ass term required to ensure that the theory
is m assless once all of the onedoop calculation is com plted (ie. once ! 0). One can
see that it is nothing but the usual tadpole tem , form ed from the classicale ective four
point coupling Sé4) @ ) and the regularised propagator QI=C_[2 . Note that the result of
the Integral is not universal: it depends on the details of c, Sé4) and thus $ etc., but
the form it takes is Invariant under schem e changes. It is therefore in this sense, schem e
covariant. A nother schem e covariant expression, and again with a sin pl diagram m atic
Interpretation, is eq. 827). This is nothing but the standard oneJdoop diagramm atic
resul forthe function, again w ritten in tem sofcq=q2 and thee ective 80(4) .Aswesaw,
from here it is straightforward to recognize that the result is universal depending only on
the nomn alisation requirem ent c(0) = 1 and the renom alization condition S @ @; )= 1,
w hich together w ith eqg. @;}), de newhatwem ean by the renom alized eld and coupling

, respectively.

W e could now argue that we should have expected these resuls, w ithout the detailed
calculation. Nevertheless this is the st speci c test of these ideas beyond that of jast
cuto function independence, and in the process we found the restrictions on$ su cient
to ensure schem e independence at this level. They are m erely that the seed vertices be
In niely di erentiabl and lead to convergent m om entum integrals. T hese conditions are
needed In any case, becausethe rstcondition ensuresthatno spuriousinfrared singularities
are introduced {igi, :3], and the second condition is necessary forthe ow equation tom ake
sense at the quantum leveland also ensuresthatthe ow actually correspondsto Integrating

(¥

5M uch Jess general unpublished tests were undertaken as preparation or the research in refs. @é,i 1.
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out m odes {_l-ff, :;-3].

Finally, a practicalm ethod for com puting w ith these generalised exact RG s has been
developed. In this respect, it is In portant to stress that m any of our speci ¢ choices what
we chose to generalise In  , how we Incorporated wavefunction renom alization, organised
and solved the perturbative expansion) are not crucial to the calculation. O n the contrary
there are very m any w ays to organise the com putation; we just chose our favourite one. T he
crucial step In navigating the generalised corrections, appears to be the recognition that
one should elim inate the elem ents put in by hand, in this case vertices of§, in favour ofthe
Induced solution: the W ilsonian e ective action S. Indeed our com putation jist am ounts
to using this procedure several tin es over, after w hich m any tem s are found to cancel and
we are keft wih particularly sin ple m anifestly schem e covariant results, from which we
can recover the expected schem e independent nal resuls. Intuiively, this m akes sense,
since what are m erely our choices are encoded in there $), whilst the actual physics is
encoded In S.

For us, this is the m ost In portant conclusion of the present paper since it im plies a
practical prescription for stream lined calculations which can be used even in m ore involved
settings such as in the m anifestly gauge invariant fram ework [10,14, 6], where there isno
equivalent calculation one can directly com pare to.
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