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1. W e use the light-front fram ework [l] to study the stability of the vacuum in the

 theory when the coupling constant is increased from vanishingly sm all values to
larger values. The ham iltonian fom ulation now has an additional ingredient in the
form of a constraint eq. It is not convenient to elim inate the constraint; it would
require to handle a nonlocal ham ittonian to construct renomm alized theory. W e could
altematively perform the ususal renom alization and obtain instead a renomm alized
constraint eq.. This along w ith, say, the m ass renom alization condition m ay fumaish
In portant inform ation on the nature of the phase transition in the theory. W e recall

that there are rigorous proofs on the triviality of *

theory in the continuum for
m ore than four spacetin e din ensions and on its interactive nature for din ensions
less than four. In the im portant case of our dim ensions the situation is still unclear
and light-front dynam ics m ay throw som e light on it. In view ofthe com plexity of the
renom alization problem in this case we w ill illistrate our points by considering only
the two din ensional theory, which is of In portance In the condensed m atter physics.
For exam ple, from the well established results on the generalized Ising m odels, Sin on
and G ri ths R] confctured som e tin e ago that the two din ensional * theory should
show the second order phase transition. W edo con m it here perhaps for the rsttime.
T he earlier works [B3] based on variationalm ethods usually in the conventional equal-
tim e form ulation, viz., the H artree approxin ation, G aussian e ective potential, using
a schem e of canonical transform ations etc., give rise to the rst order phase transition

contradicting the con gcture.

2. W e renom alize the theory based on (3-1) and (4-1) of ref. [1] w ithout solving the
constraint eq. (4-1) rsttoelminate !. WestM (1) = mj+ 3 !?) and choose
Ho=Mo?’?=2sothatHiyr = !’3+ ’%=4.In view ofthe superrenom alizability of
the two din ensional theory we need to do only the m ass renomn alization. W e assum e
that the barem assm , is nonvanishing and sethx’ x; )= p2_’~(k =0; )=0,eg.,
k k' > 0. We ©llow ] the straightforward D yson-W ick expansion based on the
W ick theorem in place of the old fashioned perturbation theory.
The selfenergy correction to the one op order is i ) = 1 1 1 () =

(16 )ID1 M o%)+ ( 16 1)*2( DD, %M o°), where the divergent contribution D ;



refers to the one-loop tadpole while D , to the one-loop nite contribution com ing from
the ’ 3 vertex. The latter carries the sign opposite to that of the rst and it willbe
argued below to be of the same order In  as the zst one. Using the dim ensional

regularization we cbtain
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HereM (!) isthe physicalm ass and we take Into account that in view ofthe tree level
resulr ! (124 mo?)= ! Mo%(!) 2 !'2]= 0 the correction term 2!2, for! 6 0, is

really ofthe rst order n . W e ignore tem s oforder 2 and higher and rem ind that
M g dependson ! which In stum is involred In the constraint eq. From (1) we obtain

the m ass renom alization condition
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whereM (!) M andM (! = 0) m indicate the phsyicalm asses in the asymm etric

and symm etric phases respectively.
W e next take the vacuum expectation value of the constraint eg. (4-1) in oxder
to obtain another independent equation. To the lowest order we nd renomm alized

constraint eg.
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where b arises from D 5, a nite integrallke D , w ith three denom inators, and b’ 7=3.
The expression for di erence of the renom alized vacuum energy density, in the
equaltin e form ulation, in the broken and the sym m etric phases, is found to be nite

and given by
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which isalso Independent ofthe arbitrary m ass when we use them ass renom alization
condition. W e verify that dF=d!)= and d*F=d!? = and except forthe nite last
term it coincides w ith the result in the earlier works. The last tetm in  corresponds
to a correction ' ( '?) In this energy di erence and may not be ignored lke in
the case of the selfenergy. In the equaltin e case (3) would be required to be added
as an extermal constraint to the theory based upon physical considerations. It will
ensure that the sum of the tadpole diagram s, to the approxin ation concemed, for the
transition / ! wvacuum vanishes. The physical outcom e would then ke the sam e in the
two fram eworks of treating the problem considered. T he variationalm ethods w rite only
the st two ( tree level) tem s In the expression for and thus ignore the tem s
com ing from the nite corrections. A sin ilar rem ark can be m ade about the last tem
n Q).

Consider zrst the symm etric phase with ! 0, which is allowed by (3). From
@) we compute @M ?=@! = 2 ! (3 p§ M 2)=[l+ 3 =@ M 2) p§ 2122 4]which
isneeded to nd ° d =d! = FF=d!?. Tts sign will detem ine the nature of the
stability of the vacuum . We nd °(! = 0) = M ?[l 0:0886( =M 2)?], where by the
sam e argum ents asm ade above In the case of wem ay not ignore the 2tem .The °
changes the sign from a positive value for vanishingly weak couplings to a negative one
w hen the coupling Increases. In other words the system startsout In a stabl symm etric
phase for vanishingly am all coupling but passes over Into an unstablke symm etric phase
or values greater than g =@ m?)’ 0:5346.

C onsider next the case of the spontaneously broken sym m etry phase (!  0). From
(3) the values of ! are now given by M 2 2124 P 3 == 0; where we have used the
tree Jevel approxination 2 !'2 / M 2. The mass renom alization condition becom es
M? m?=2312+ 3=@¢ ))hm?=M ?) p§=2. On elimn nating ! we obtain the
m odi ed duality relation
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which can alobe rewritten as [ '?+ m?+ 3 =@ ))In@?=M )] = 0 and i shows

that the real solutions exist only orM 2 > m?. The nite corrections ound here are



again not considered in the earlier works, for exam ple, they assum e (or nd) the tree
level expression M 2 2 !2 = 0. In tem s of the din ensionless coupling constants
g= =2 m?) Oand G = =2 M ?) 0 we have G < g. The new selfduality
eq. di ers from the old one and shifts the critical coupling to a higher value. W e nd
that: i) forg < g. = 6:1897 (critical coupling) there is no real solution for G, ii) for
a xed g > g. we have two solutions for G one with the point lying on the upper
branch G > 1=3) and the other w ith that on the lowerbranch G < 1=3), ofthe curve
describing G asa function ofg and which startsat thepoint (9= g. = 6:1897;G = 1=3),
iii) the lower branch with G < 1=3, approaches to a vanishing value forG asg! 1,
in contrast to the upper one forwhich 1=3< G < g and G continues to increase. From

(‘y 'M? 2 !2+p§ =2] and (5) wedetem ine °  (1+ 0:9405G ) which isalvays
positive and thus indicates a m ininum for the di erence F (! ) of the vacuum energy
densities (when ! isnonvanishing). T he energetically favored broken sym m etry phases
becom e available only after the coupling grow s to the critical coupling g. = 6:18969 and
beyond this the asym m etric phases would be preferred against the unstable sym m etric
phase In which the system nds itselfwhen g > gg / 0:5346. The phase transition
is thus of the second order con m ing the congcture of SIn on-G ri ths. If we ignore
the additional nite renomm alization corrections we cbtain com plete agreem ent w ith
the earlier results and a rst order phase transition, eg., the sym m etric phase always
rem ains stable but for g > 14397 the energetically favoured symm etric phases also do
appear. From num erical com putation we verify that at the m inin a corresponding to
the nonvanishing value of ! the value of F is negative and that fora xed g it ism ore
negative for the point on the lowerbranch (G < 1=3) than for that on the upper branch
G > 1=3).

3. The present work and the earlier one on the m echanisn 0of SSB add to the previous
experience that the front form dynam ics is a usefiil com plem entary m ethod and needs
to be studied system atically in the context of Q CD and other problem s. T he physical
results follow ing from one or the other form of the theory should com e out to be the
sam e though the m echanian s to arrive at them m ay be di erent. In the equaltin e case

we are required to add extemal considerations in order to constrain the theory while the



analogous conditions in the light-front form ulation seem to be already contained in it
through the selfconsistency equations. W hen additional elds, eg., f&rm jonic ones are
present also the constraint equations in the theory quantized on the light-front would
relate the various types of vacuum condensates (vacuum expectation valuesofcom posite

scalar elds).
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