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1.Introduction

Thenon-perturbativem eaning ofrenorm alization,asunderstood by W ilson,isform ulated

m ost directly in the continuum in term s ofthe exact Renorm alization G roup (RG ) [1].

M oreover,thefactthatsolutionsS ofthecorresponding 
 ow equationscan then befound

directly in term s ofrenorm alized quantities,that allphysics (e.g.G reen functions) can

be extracted from thisW ilsonian e� ective action S,and thatrenorm alizability istrivially

preserved in alm ostany approxim ation [2,3],turnstheseideasinto a powerfulfram ework

forconsidering non-perturbativeanalyticapproxim ations(seeforexam plerefs.[1]{[5],[8],

[10]{[14],[18]).

In the past a num ber ofdi� erent versions and ways ofderiving the exact RG have

been proposed [1]{[10],butin facttheresulting 
 ow equationsm ay readily beshown to be

equivalentunderchangesofvariables[2,3,11,12,13].

Recently,farm ore generalversionsofthe exactRG have been considered,dependent

on the choice ofa functional	 ,known as the \kernel" ofthe exact RG [10,13]. This

elucidates the structure behind allform sofexact RG [13]. In particular,each exact RG

isassociated with a 	 ,thatinducesa reparam etrization (� eld rede� nition)along the
 ow,

and acts as a connection between the theory space ofactions at di� erent scales � . As

a result,localto som e generic point � on the 
 ow,allthe exact RG s,including these

generalised ones,m ay be shown to be just reparam etrizations ofeach other. W hen this

reparam etrization can be extended globally,the result is an im m ediate proofofschem e

independence for physicalobservables. Indeed com putations ofphysicalquantities then

di� eronly through som e� eld reparam etrization.O nepracticalexam pleisan explicit� eld

rede� nition that interpolates between results com puted using di� erent choices ofcuto�

function c(p2=�2)[13].

Even m ore dram atic than thishowever,isthe use ofthisfreedom to adaptthe exact

RG to certain form s ofapproxim ation or specialphysicalproblem s [13]. In particular,

recently there has been substantialprogress in adapting these ideas to gauge theory. It

turnsoutthatnotonly can oneintroducean e� ectivecuto� � in away thatdoesnotbreak
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thegaugeinvariance[15]butcarefulchoicesof	 allow thegaugeinvariancetobepreserved

m anifestly (i.e.noteven gauge � xed)along the 
 ow and in the solutionsS [10,14,16].

Nevertheless, the analysis presented in ref.[13]leaves open a num ber of practical

questions. Although at generalpoints ofthe 
 ow,allexact RG s are locally equivalent,

obstructions can arise to full(global) equivalence, on the one hand from di� erences in

the globalstructure of� xed points deduced from the two 
 ows,and on the other from

the non-existence at specialpoints ofan inverse in an im plied change ofvariables (from

S to � ) [13]. However it is di� cult to see in generalhow one can determ ine when such

obstructionsdo exist,given thatin practiceonehasto m akeapproxim ationsin ordersolve

thesetheories.Furtherm ore,com putationswithin a generalised exactRG ,such asthetype

being used for gauge theory [10,14],generate m any m ore term s,whose link to standard

text-book m ethods ofdoing quantum � eld theory seem quite obscure. Com putations of

physicalquantities (such as the large N SU (N )Yang-M ills one-loop � function)fallout

as the universalexpected result butonly after a com plicated calculation and apparently

by m agic [10,14].

This paper addresses the above problem s within a su� ciently sim ple and bounded

context: the one-loop � function offourdim ensional(one com ponent)scalar� eld theory.

W e willsee thateven fora very generalform of	 (one involving a general‘seed’action

Ŝ),thecorrectuniversalresultisobtained.To ourknowledge,thisisthe� rstconcretetest

ofsuch schem e independence beyond testing for cuto� function independence. The only

requirem entswe have to im pose on Ŝ to recoverthe universalresult,are som e very weak

and generalrequirem ents which are necessary in any case to ensure that the W ilsonian

action S m akes sense. To this levelthen,allsuch exact RG s are equivalent and m erely

param etrise changesofschem e.

From a practicalpointofview,we � nd thata m ajorstep in understanding and solv-

ing these equationscom esfrom using the 
 ow equationsto exchange elem entsofŜ (m ore

generally 	 )in favour ofvertices from the W ilsonian action S. Som e expressionsforthe

quantum corrections in S then turn out to sim plify dram atically and result in schem e

‘covariant’expressionswith straightforward physicalinterpretations.Theone-loop � func-

tion,�1,isone exam ple wherethiscovariance then im plieseven invariance underchanges

ofschem e. Indeed,we � nd very directly in thisway,the sam e answerfor�1 independent

ofthe detailsofthecuto� function cand theseed actionŜ.

Theplan ofthepaperisasfollows.In sec.2,wereview brie
 y oneversion oftheexact

RG ,Polchinski’sequation [7],usethisa basisto explain them oregeneralexactRG s,and

introduce ourconcrete setofsuch things,involving Ŝ.In sec.3,we perform the one-loop

calculation using thisgeneralform ofexactRG .Finally,in sec.4,wesum m ariseand draw

ourconclusions.

2.From the Polchinskiequation to generalexact R G s

W e willconsider a m assless scalar � eld theory in fourEuclidean dim ensions,with a m o-

m entum space cuto� . The theory is de� ned atsom e ultra-violet scale,�0,by giving the
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quantum partition function,

Z� 0
=

Z

D [’]e�S � 0
[’]
: (2.1)

Theaction consistsofthekineticterm ,regularised by theintroduction ofacuto� function,

and the characteristic self-interaction term ,

S� 0
[’]=

1

2

Z
d4p

(2�)4
p
2
c
�1 (

p2

� 2
0

)’2 +
�0

4!

Z

d
4
x’

4 +
m 2

0

2

Z

d
4
x’

2
: (2.2)

Here c(p2=�2)> 0 isa sm ooth,i.e.in� nitely di� erentiable,ultra-violetcuto� pro� le.The

cuto� ,which m odi� espropagators1=p2 to c=p2,satis� esc(0)= 1 so thatlow energiesare

unaltered,and c(p2=�2)! 0 as p2=�2 ! 1 su� ciently fast that allFeynm an diagram s

are ultra-violetregulated.

The RG transform ation am ounts to changing the cuto� from �0 to � < < �0 and

com pensating for such change by replacing the action with a m ore com plicated e� ective

action,a.k.a.the W ilsonian action [1],

S[’]=
1

2

Z
d4p

(2�)4
p
2
c
�1 (p2=�2)’2 + S

int[’;� ]: (2.3)

Dem anding thatphysicsbeinvariantunderthe RG transform ation resultsin a functional

di� erentialequation forthee� ective interaction [7],

� @�S
int= �

1

�2

�S

�’

int

� c
0�
�S

�’

int

+
1

�2

�

�’
� c

0�
�S

�’

int

: (2.4)

In eq.(2.4),prim e denotes di� erentiation with respect to the function’s argum ent (here

p2=�2)and the following shorthand hasbeen introduced:fortwo functionsf(x)and g(y)

and a m om entum space kernelW (p2=�2),with � being thee� ective cuto� ,

f � W � g =

ZZ

d
4
xd

4
y f(x)W xyg(y); (2.5)

whereW xy =
R

d4p

(2�)4
W (p2=�2)eip�(x�y) .

Note thattheregularised kinetic term in eq.(2.3)m ay bewritten as

1

2
@�’ � c

�1 � @�’: (2.6)

Thiswillbereferred to astheseed action and denoted by Ŝ.In term softhetotale� ective

action,S[’]= Ŝ + Sint,and �
:
= S � 2Ŝ,the exactRG equation reads

� @�S = �
1

�2

�S

�’
� c

0
�
��

�’
+

1

�2

�

�’
� c

0
�
��

�’
(2.7)

(up to a vacuum energy term thatwasdiscarded in [7]).

Theinvariance ofthepartition function ism anifestifeq.(2.7)isrecastas

� @�e
�S = �

1

�2

�

�’
� c

0�

�
��

�’
e�S

�

; (2.8)
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i.e.the in� nitesim alRG transform ation results in a change in the integrand which is a

totalfunctionalderivative.

Incidentally,thisestabilishesa rathercounterintuitive result,thatintegrating outde-

grees offreedom is just equivalent to rede� ning the � elds in the theory [14,13]. In the

presentcase,thechangein thepartition function m ay beshown tocorrespond tothechange

ofvariables’ ! ’ + �� 	 ,with the\kernel" 	 = � 1

� 3 c
0��

�’
thatappearsin eq.(2.8)[13].

Di� erent form s of exact RG equations correspond to choosing di� erent kernels 	 .

Thereisatrem endousam ountoffreedom in thischoice:m oregeneralseed actionsŜ can be

considered,c0can beaugm ented by furtherterm sincluding interactions(analogousto the

\wines" in refs.[10,14]),higherfunctionalderivativesand/orm ore com plex dependences

on thee� ective action S can beincluded [13].

Intuitively,we should expectthatthereisa widefreedom in thechoice ofkernel,just

asthereisa greatdealoffreedom in choosing theform ofa blocking transform ation in the

condensed m atterorlatticerealisation oftheW ilsonian renorm alization group [1].The
 ow

equation eq.(2.4)isdistinguished only by itsrelative sim plicity (related to incorporating

the cuto� only in the kinetic term ). Nevertheless, physicalquantities should turn out

to be universal,i.e.independentofthese choices. It can be shown that localto generic

points� ,allofthese choices are actually related to each otherby � eld rede� nitions[13].

Ifno obstructionsexistto extending thisforall� ,then universality followsim m ediately.

However obstructions can arise from the inability to invert these m aps and from global

restrictions(in particulararising from thestructureof� xed points)[13].In thispaperwe

investigate these issuesata com pletely concrete level,com puting the one-loop � function

in scalar � eld theory with a generalised 	 . W ith so m uch freedom we have to restrict it

to beableto beconcrete;we choose to considera generalseed action Ŝ ofa form thatwe

now outline.

Asshown above,Polchinski’sequation com esfrom setting theseed action equalto the

e� ectivekineticterm in theW ilsonian e� ectiveaction eq.(2.3).Aswewillshow in thenext

section,ifwe are to reproduce atthe classicallevelthe form ofthe e� ective kinetic term

in eq.(2.3),the bilinearterm in Ŝ m ustcontinue to be equalto eq.(2.6).1 Furtherm ore,

we choose to leave the ’ $ � ’ sym m etry alone,by requiring that Ŝ is even underthis

sym m etry. W e are left with a generalised exact renorm alization group param etrised by

the in� nite setofseed action n-pointvertices,n = 4;6;8;� � � . W e willleave each ofthese

vertices as com pletely unspeci� ed functionsoftheir m om enta exceptforthe requirem ent

that the vertices be in�nitely di�erentiable and lead to convergent m om entum integrals.

(The� rstcondition ensuresthatno spuriousinfrared singularitiesareintroduced and that

alle� ective vertices can be Taylor expanded in their m om enta to any order[10,3]. The

second condition isnecessary forthe
 ow equation to m akesenseatthequantum leveland

also ensuresthatthe 
 ow actually correspondsto integrating outm odes[14,13].)

W earethereforeincorporatingin them om entum dependenceofeach oftheseed action

n-pointvertices,n = 2;4;6;� � � ,an in� nitenum berofparam eters.O fcourse these in� nite

num berofvertices,each with an in� nitenum berofparam eters,then appearin thee� ective

1
It is not necessary that the classicalkinetic term take the form in eq.(2.3). W e choose to require it

purely forconvenience.
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action S asa consequenceofthe
 ow equation.Rem arkably,wecan stillcom putetheone-

loop � function. M oreover, as we willsee in the next section, we can invert the 
 ow

equation by expressing Ŝ vertices in term s ofS,and in this way dem onstrate explicitly

thatthe resultisuniversal-viz. independentofthe choice ofc and Ŝ.Itfollowsthat,at

leastin thiscase,theonly requirem entsthatweneed toim poseon Ŝ in ordertoensurethat

these generalised 
 ow equationscontinue to describe the sam e physicsare those italicized

in thepreviousparagraph.

3.O ne-loop beta function w ith generalseed action

Physicalquantitiesm ustbe universal,i.e.independentofthe renorm alization schem e. In

particular,they should notbe sensitive to the particularchoice ofthe RG kernel,e.g.on

the form ofthe cuto� function orthe expression forthe seed action. W e aim to calculate

one ofthose,the one-loop contribution to the � function,while keeping asgenerala seed

action aspossible.Aswewillsee,an elegant,clearcutway ofachieving such a resultisto

m ake use ofthe equations ofm otion for the e� ective couplings in order to get rid ofthe

seed action vertices.

Asusual,universalresultsareobtained only aftertheim position ofappropriaterenor-

m alization conditionswhich allow usto de� newhatwem ean by thephysical(m oregener-

ally renorm alized)coupling and � eld.(Therenorm alized m assm ustalso bede� ned and is

here setto zero im plicitly by ensuring thatthe only scale thatappearsis� .)

W e write the verticesofS as

S
(2n)(~p;� )� S

(2n)(p1;p2;� � � ;p2n;� )
:
= (2�)8n

�2nS

�’(p1)�’(p2)� � � �’(p2n)
; (3.1)

(and sim ilarly for the vertices of Ŝ). In com m on with earlier works [7,9],we de� ne the

renorm alized four-pointcoupling � by the e� ective action’sfour-pointvertex evaluated at

zero m om enta: �(� )= S(4)(~0;� ). Thism akes sense once we expressquantities in term s

ofthe renorm alized � eld,de� ned (asusual)to bring the kinetic term into canonicalform

S(2)(p;� p;� )= S(2)(0;0;� )+ p2 + O (p4=�2).The
 ow equation can then be taken to be

ofthe form [12,17]:

� @�S �



2
’�
�S

�’
= �

1

�2

�S

�’
� c

0�
��

�’
+

1

�2

�

�’
� c

0�
��

�’
: (3.2)

W e have used the shorthand

’�
�S

�’

:
=

Z
d4p

(2�)4
’(p)

�S

�’(p)
(3.3)

and as usualthe anom alous dim ension 
 = 1

Z
� @�Z,where Z is the wavefunction renor-

m alization.Asem phasised in refs.[10,13],although eq.(3.2)isnottheresultofchanging

variables’ 7! ’
p
Z in eq.(2.7),itisstilla perfectly valid 
 ow equation and a m oreappro-

priatestartingpointwhen wavefunction renorm alization hastobetaken intoaccount.This

isin facta sm allexam ple ofthe im m ense freedom we have in de� ning the 
 ow equation.
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(The new term on the lefthand side arises from replacing @�j’ with a partialderivative

at constantrenorm alized � eld,butin orderto produce the righthand side,and in order

to reproduce the sam e Ŝ,we need to startwith the alternative cuto� function cZ in eqs.

(2.2) { (2.7). Alternatively,forthe purposesofcom puting the � function,we could have

sim ply taken accountofthe wavefunction renorm alization afterwardsasin ref.[18].)

W e now rescale the � eld ’ to

’ =
1
p
�
~’; (3.4)

so as to put the coupling constant in front ofthe action. This ensures the expansion in

the coupling constant coincides with the one in ~,the actualexpansion param eter being

just�~. The resulting expansion is m ore elegant,being no longer tied at the sam e tim e

to the orderofexpansion ofthe � eld ’.Itisalso analogousto the treatm entpursued for

gauge theory in refs.[10,14](where gauge invariance introduces furthersim plications in

particularforcing 
 = 0 forthe new gauge � eld). The following analysisthusfurnishesa

dem onstration thatthese ideasalso work within scalar� eld theory.

Thebareaction (2.2)rescalesas

S� 0
[’]=

1

�(�0)

�
1

2

Z
d4p

(2�)4
p
2
c
�1 (

p2

� 2
0

)~’2 +
1

4!

Z

d
4
x ~’4 +

m 2
0

2

Z

d
4
x ~’2

�

:
=

1

�(�0)
~S� 0

[~’]:

(3.5)

De� ning the \rescaled" e� ective and seed actionsasS[’]=1
�
~S[~’];Ŝ[’]= 1

�

~̂
S[~’],and

absorbing the change to @�j~’ in a change to ~
,the
 ow equation (2.7)reads

� @�

�
1

�
~S

�

�
~


2�
~’�
�~S

� ~’
= �

1

��2

�(~S � 2
~̂
S)

� ~’
� c

0
�
�~S

�~’
+

1

�2

�

�~’
� c

0
�
�(~S � 2

~̂
S)

�~’
: (3.6)

Expandingtheaction,thebetafunction �(� )= � @�� and anom alousdim ension,in powers

ofthe coupling constant:

~S[~’]= ~S0 + �~S1 + �
2~S2 + � � � ;

�(� )= �1�
2 + �2�

3 + � � � ;

~
(� )= ~
1� + ~
2�
2 + � � �

yieldsthe loopwise expansion ofthe
 ow equation2

� @�S0 = �
1

�2

�S0

�’
� c

0�
�(S0 � 2Ŝ)

�’
; (3.7)

� @�S1 � �1S0 �

1

2
’�
�S0

�’
=

�
2

�2

�S1

�’
� c

0
�
�(S0 � Ŝ)

�’
+

1

�2

�

�’
� c

0
�
�(S0 � 2Ŝ)

�’
; (3.8)

etc.
1 and �1 m ay now be extracted directly from eq.(3.8),as specialised to the two-

point and four-point e� ective couplings,S(2)(~p;� ) and S(4)(~p;� ) respectively, once the

renorm alization conditionshave been taken into account.

2
In orderto sim plify the notation,the tildeswillbe rem oved from now on.
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W e im posethe wavefunction renorm alization condition in the new variables:

S
(2)(p;� p;� )= S

(2)(0;0;� )+ p
2 + O (p4=�2): (3.9)

Bearing in m ind thatthe coupling constanthasbeen scaled out,we im posethecondition

S
(4)(~0;� )= 1: (3.10)

Both conditionseq.(3.9)and eq.(3.10)arealready saturated attreelevel.(To seethisitis

su� cientto notethat,sincethetheory ism assless,theonly scaleinvolved is� .SinceS
(4)

0

isdim ensionlessitm ustbea constantatnullm om enta,thusS
(4)

0
(~0;� )= S

(4)

0
(~0;�0)= 1.

Sim ilar argum ents apply to S
(2)

0
.) Hence the renorm alization condition im plies that we

m usthave no quantum correctionsto the four-pointvertex at~p = ~0,orto the O (p2)part

ofthe two-pointvertex,i.e.

S
(4)
n (~0;� )= 0 and S

(2)
n (p;� p;� )

�
�
�
p2
= 0 8n � 1; (3.11)

where the notation jp2 m eans that one should take the coe� cient ofp2 in the series ex-

pansion in p. The 
 ow equations forthese specialpartsofthe quantum corrections thus

greatly sim plify,reducing to algebraic equations which then determ ine the �i and 
i. In

particular,from the 
 ow ofS
(4)

1
atnullm om enta:3

�1 + 2
1 =
8c00

�2

h

1� Ŝ
(4)(~0)

i

S
(2)

1
(0)�

1

�2

Z

q

c
0(
q2

� 2)

h

S
(6)

0
� 2Ŝ(6)

i

(~0;q;� q); (3.12)

wherec00 = c0(0)and
R

q

:
=
R

d4q

(2�)4
,and from the 
 ow ofS

(2)

1
expanded to O (p2):

�1 + 
1 = �
1

�2

Z

q

c
0(
q2

� 2)

h

S
(4)

0
� 2Ŝ(4)

i

(p;� p;q;� q)

�
�
�
p2
: (3.13)

Notethatcontrary tothestandard textbook derivation ourone-loop anom alousdim ension

isnotzero,picking up a contribution from thegeneral� eld reparam etrization [13]induced

by higherpointterm sin Ŝ and a contribution � �1 dueto the � eld rescaling eq.(3.4).

In order to evaluate eq.(3.12),we need to calculate S
(2)

1
(0) and S

(6)

0
(~0;q;� q). W e

would also need Ŝ(4)(~0)and Ŝ(6)(~0;q;� q),butwewillseethatwecan avoid using explicit

expressionsforthem ,and thuskeep Ŝ general,by using theequationsofm otion to express

them in term softhee� ective verticesS
(4)

0
and S

(6)

0
.

However,asexplained in theprevioussection,ourŜ isnotcom pletely arbitrary.Apart

from som every generalrequirem entson thedi� erentiability and integrability ofitsvertices,

for convenience we restrict Ŝ to have only even-point vertices,as in fact already used in

eqs.(3.12) and (3.13),and constrain its two-point vertex so that the two-point e� ective

coupling keeps the sam e functionaldependence upon � asthe bare one (as in eq.(2.3)).

Thislastcondition reads

S
(2)

0
(p)= p

2
c
�1 (

p2

� 2) (3.14)

3
Here and laterwe suppressthe � dependence ofthe S and Ŝ vertices.
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and from the two-pointpartofeq.(3.7),we im m ediately � nd

Ŝ
(2)(p)= p

2
c
�1 (

p2

� 2): (3.15)

Letusstartwith the calculation ofS
(2)

1
(0).From eq.(3.8),itsequation reads

� @�S
(2)

1
(0)=

1

�2

Z

q

c
0(
q2

� 2)

h

S
(4)

0
� 2Ŝ(4)

i

(0;0;q;� q); (3.16)

where eqs.(3.15) and (3.14) have been already used to cancelout the classicalterm s.

Pursuing ourstrategy,we getrid ofŜ(4) by m aking use ofthe equation ofm otion forthe

four-pointe� ective coupling attree level

� @�S
(4)

0
(~p)=

2

�2

X

i

p2ic
0

pi

cpi
Ŝ
(4)(~p); (3.17)

where cpi
:
= c(

p2
i

� 2) and the invariance of S
(4)

0
(~p) under perm utation of the pi’s (which

it has without loss ofgenerality) has been utilised. Specialising the above equation to

~p = (0;0;q;� q),eq.(3.16)becom es

� @�S
(2)

1
(0)=

1

�2

Z

q

c
0

qS
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)�

Z

q

cq

2q2
� @�S

(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)

= �

Z

q

1

2q2
� @�

�

cqS
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)

�

= � � @�

Z

q

cqS
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)

2q2
: (3.18)

In theabove,the derivative with respectto the cuto� m ay betaken afterintegrating over

theloop m om entum sincetheintegralisregulated both in theultravioletand in theinfrared

asa resultofthe propertiesofthe e� ective couplings. Eq.(3.18) m ay be now integrated

to give

S
(2)

1
(0)= �

Z

q

cqS
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)

2q2
; (3.19)

with no integration constant since for a m assless theory,there m ustbe no other explicit

scale in the theory apartfrom the e� ective cuto� .

Letusnow m ove on to the tree-levelsix-pointfunction.From (3.7)we get

� @�S
(6)

0
(~0;q;� q)=

4q2

�2

c0q

cq
Ŝ
(6)(~0;q;� q)

�
8c0

0

�2

h

1� Ŝ
(4)(~0)

i

S
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)+

8c0
0

�2
Ŝ
(4)(0;0;q;� q)

�
12

�2
c
0

qS
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)

h

S
(4)

0
� 2Ŝ(4)

i

(0;0;q;� q): (3.20)
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Using eq.(3.17),and solving for Ŝ(6)(~0;q;� q),

Ŝ
(6)(~0;q;� q)=

�2

4q2

cq

c0q

�

� @�S
(6)

0
(~0;q;� q))+

8c0
0

�2

h

1� Ŝ
(4)(~0)

i

S
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)

� 2c00
cq

q2c0q
� @�S

(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)

�
6

q2
S
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)� @�

h

cqS
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)

i�

: (3.21)

W ewillseethatsubstituting eqs.(3.19)and (3.21)into eq.(3.12)willcausealm ostallthe

non universalterm stocancelout.Therem ainingoneswilldisappearonce
1 issubstituted

using eq.(3.13),leaving justthe preciseform oftheone-loop beta function.

Note thatin eq.(3.21) and later,itappearsat� rstsightthatwe need to be able to

take the inverse 1=c0q. Thiswould m ean thatin addition to the generalrestrictions on Ŝ

outlined earlier (and in the conclusions)we would also require thatc0 doesnotvanish at

� niteargum ent.In fact,wecould arrangethecalculation m orecarefully so that1=c0never

appears,thuse.g.here we can recognize thatonly c0qŜ
(6)(~0;q;� q)isneeded foreq.(3.12)

and thatfrom eq.(3.17),� @�S
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)hasa factorofc0q.Forclarity’ssake,we will

continue to write 1=c0 in interm ediate results and leave as an exercise for the reader to

check thatallsuch inversescan beelim inated.

Returning to the calculation in detail,the � rst term in (3.21) and the S
(6)

0
term in

(3.12)m ay bepaired up into

� @�

Z

q

cq

2q2
S
(6)

0
(~0;q;� q); (3.22)

whereagain,duetothepropertiesofthee� ectiveaction vertices,theorderofthederivative

and integralsigns can be exchanged. M oreover,as the integrand in eq.(3.22) is dim en-

sionless,there cannotbe any dependence upon � after the m om entum integralhas been

carried out,hence the result vanishes identically! Also,the second term in (3.21),when

substituted into (3.12),exactly cancelsthe� rstterm ofthelatteronce(3.19)isused.O ne

isthen leftwith

�1 + 2
1 = � c00

Z

q

c2q

q4c0q
� @�S

(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)� 3

Z

q

cq

q4
S
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)� @�

n

cqS
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)

o

= � c00

Z

q

c2q

q4c0q
� @�S

(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)�

3

2

Z

q

1

q4
� @�

n

cqS
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)

o2

: (3.23)

In order to cancelout the � rst term in eq.(3.23),the one-loop contribution ofthe

wave function renorm alization com ing from eq.(3.13)m ustbe taken into account. Again

m aking useofeq.(3.17)to rid usofthe hatted four-pointcoupling,

1

�2
Ŝ
(4)(p;� p;q;� q)

�
�
�
p2
=

cq

4q2c0q
� @�S

(4)

0
(p;� p;q;� q)

�
�
�
p2
� c

0

0

�
cq

2q2c0q

� 2

� @�S
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q);

(3.24)
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and substituting back in eq.(3.13),

�1 + 
1 =
1

2
� @�

Z

q

cq S
(4)

0
(p;� p;q;� q)

�
�
�
p2
�
c0
0

2

Z

q

c
0

q

�
cq

q2c0q

� 2

� @�S
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q): (3.25)

The� rstterm on therighthand sideofeq.(3.25)vanishesasitisa dim ensionlessUV and

IR convergentintegral,and therefore 
1 takestheform


1 = � �1 �
c0
0

2

Z

q

c
0

q

�
cq

q2c0q

� 2

� @�S
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q): (3.26)

Finally,substituting (3.26)in (3.23)yields

�1 =
3

2

Z

q

1

q4
� @�

n

cqS
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)

o2

(3.27)

= �
3

2


4

(2�)4

Z
1

0

dq@q

n

cqS
(4)

0
(0;0;q;� q)

o2

=
3

16�2
; (3.28)

which isthestandard one-loop result[19].4 Notethatin thetop equation the� derivative

cannotbe taken outside the integral,asthislatter would notthen be properly regulated

in the infrared. M oreover,had that been possible,it would have resulted in a vanishing

beta function,asthe integralisactually dim ensionless.

4.Sum m ary and conclusions

Startingwith thegeneralised exactRG 
 ow equation (3.2),wecom puted treeleveltwo,four

and sixpointvertices.Atone-loop wecom puted thee� ectivem assS
(2)

1
(0)andwavefunction

renorm alization 
1.By com bining allthesewith the
 ow oftheone-loop four-pointvertex

at zero m om entum ,we arrived at eq.(3.27), which collapses to the expected universal

result�1 = 3=(4�)2.

The
 ow equation weused di� ersfrom thePolchinski
 ow equation (2.4),equivalently

eq.(2.7),because the seed action Ŝ isno longersetto be justthe kinetic term (2.6),but

isgeneralised to includeallarbitrary even higher-pointvertices.Thesearesubjectonly to

som e very weak and generic restrictionswhich arerecalled below.

In addition we added the anom alous dim ension 
 term in eq.(3.2) to take account

ofwavefunction renorm alization. Norm ally this is needed only from two loops onwards,

butthe m ore general� eld reparam etrisation induced by the generalisedŜ,m eans thata

wavefunction renorm alization Z is required for the e� ective action S even at one loop.

(The
 term doesnotexactly follow from the
 ow equation (2.7)with cuto� c,butrather

startsfrom one with cuto� Zc,butthisism ore appropriate forcaseswherewavefunction

4
The term in braces depends only on q

2
=�

2
. 
 4 is the four dim ensionalsolid angle. The last line

follows from the convergence ofthe integraland norm alisation conditions c(0) = 1 and (3.10). As far as

independence with respectto the choice ofcuto� function isconcerned,thisisstandard.

{ 10 {



renorm alization is involved.) As a � nalm odi� cation,we also scaled the coupling � out

ofthe bare action,by rescaling the � eld. However the result (3.6),is stillan equivalent


 ow to (3.2), since they are related by this sim ple change of variables. (In particular

thism eansthatthe higherpointverticesin Ŝ are those ofeq.(3.2)m ultiplied by powers

of �.) Perturbative expansion in � is now at its m ost elegant since it coincides with

expanding in ~ i.e.theloop expansion.Thestructurealso m ostclosely coincideswith the

oneused forgaugetheory [10,14,16],so itactsasan independenttestofthispartofthat

fram ework.5 W e then proceeded to com pute the tree and one-loop corrections exploiting

theability,within theexactRG ,to derivedirectly therenorm alized couplingsand vertices

(i.e.withouthaving to referback to an overallcuto� and bareaction).

The e� ective action ofthe Polchinski
 ow equation,eq.(2.4), can be shown to be

essentially the generating function forconnected diagram sin a � eld theory with infrared

cuto� [2].Asaresultthequantum correctionstothise� ectiveaction haveastraightforward

interpretation in term sofsim plem odi� cationsoftheusualFeynm an diagram sthatfollow

from the originalpartition function [2]. Since this direct link is obscured by the further

� eld rede� nitionsim plied by thegeneralised̂S [13],weno longerexpectthediagram m atic

interpretation ofthequantum correctionsto bequiteso sim ple.Thisexpectation isindeed

borne outby m any ofthe equations we presented,such as eqs.(3.12),(3.13),(3.20) etc.

Rem arkably however,once Ŝ vertices are elim inated in favour ofthose ofthe W ilsonian

e� ective action S,two ofour results do have such sim ple interpretations. O ne ofthese

iseq.(3.19) which isthe one-loop e� ective m assterm required to ensure thatthe theory

is m assless once allofthe one-loop calculation is com pleted (i.e.once � ! 0). O ne can

see thatitisnothing butthe usualtadpole term ,form ed from the classicale� ective four

point coupling S
(4)

0
(~q;� ) and the regularised propagator cq=q

2. Note that the result of

the integralis not universal: it depends on the details ofc,S
(4)

0
and thus Ŝ etc.,but

the form ittakes isinvariantunderschem e changes. Itis therefore in thissense,schem e

covariant. Another schem e covariant expression,and again with a sim ple diagram m atic

interpretation, is eq.(3.27). This is nothing but the standard one-loop diagram m atic

resultforthe� function,again written in term sofcq=q
2 and thee� ectiveS

(4)

0
.Aswesaw,

from here itisstraightforward to recognize thatthe resultisuniversaldepending only on

the norm alisation requirem entc(0)= 1 and the renorm alization condition S(4)(~0;� )= 1,

which togetherwith eq.(3.9),de� newhatwem ean by therenorm alized � eld and coupling

�,respectively.

W e could now argue thatwe should have expected these results,withoutthe detailed

calculation. Nevertheless this is the � rst speci� c test ofthese ideas beyond that ofjust

cuto� function independence,and in the processwe found the restrictionsonŜ su� cient

to ensure schem e independence at this level. They are m erely that the seed vertices be

in� nitely di� erentiable and lead to convergentm om entum integrals.These conditionsare

needed in anycase,becausethe� rstcondition ensuresthatnospuriousinfraredsingularities

areintroduced [10,3],and thesecond condition isnecessary forthe
 ow equation to m ake

senseatthequantum leveland alsoensuresthatthe
 ow actually correspondstointegrating

5
M uch lessgeneralunpublished testswere undertaken aspreparation forthe research in refs.[10,14].
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outm odes[14,13].

Finally,a practicalm ethod forcom puting with these generalised exactRG shasbeen

developed.In thisrespect,itisim portantto stressthatm any ofourspeci� cchoices(what

wechoseto generalisein 	 ,how weincorporated wavefunction renorm alization,organised

and solved theperturbativeexpansion)arenotcrucialto thecalculation.O n thecontrary

therearevery m anywaystoorganisethecom putation;wejustchoseourfavouriteone.The

crucialstep in navigating the generalised corrections,appears to be the recognition that

oneshould elim inatetheelem entsputin by hand,in thiscaseverticesofŜ,in favourofthe

induced solution:the W ilsonian e� ective action S.Indeed ourcom putation justam ounts

to using thisprocedureseveraltim esover,afterwhich m any term sarefound to canceland

we are left with particularly sim ple m anifestly schem e covariant results,from which we

can recover the expected schem e independent� nalresults. Intuitively,this m akes sense,

since whatare m erely ourchoicesare encoded in 	 (here Ŝ),whilstthe actualphysicsis

encoded in S.

For us,this is the m ost im portant conclusion ofthe present paper since it im plies a

practicalprescription forstream lined calculationswhich can beused even in m oreinvolved

settingssuch asin them anifestly gaugeinvariantfram ework [10,14,16],wherethereisno

equivalentcalculation one can directly com pare to.
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