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Abstract

At the heart of every quantum field theory, there is the need for renormalization. In the
framework of the well-known perturbative renormalization procedure, the potentials — or
interaction Lagrangians — are decomposed in a Taylor series in the fields; this series generates
the vertices of the theory. If the Taylor expansion contains only a finite number of terms
(this is the “normal” case), then each interaction vertex can be treated independently.
However, there are theories which cannot be considered in this traditional way. In some
theories, symmetries of the Lagrangian impose the requirement of taking infinitely many
interaction vertices into account; any truncation of these infinite series would lead to an
unacceptable violation of essential symmetries of the model. Still, these problematic theories
have important physical realizations. For example, the Kosterlitz—Thouless phase transition
can be described with theories of this type. In addition, the sine—-Gordon model, whose
interaction Lagrangian is periodic in the field variable, and the planar spin model, the
X-Y model which is equivalent to the lattice regularized sine-Gordon model, and the two-
dimensional Coulomb gas describing a plasma of static electric charges also belongs to this
“problematic” class of theories.

Therefore, in some sense the requirement of perturbative renormalizability imposes too re-
strictive constraints on the “theory space”, i.e. on the properties of theories which can be re-
garded as physically meaningful. The general question arises: which interaction Lagrangians
are physically sensible? Are perturbatively renormalizable theories the only physically “im-
portant” models? Field theoric models with periodicity in the internal space (in the space
of the field variable) are perturbatively non-renormalizable, but they are of relevance both
for statistical physics and quantum field theory.

The goal of this Thesis is to give a presentation of some key issues regarding the non-
perturbative renormalization of the periodic scalar field theories. As an example of the
non-perturbative methods, we use the differential renormalization group approach, particu-
larly the Wegner—-Houghton and the Polchinski renormalization group equations, in order to
investigate the renormalization of a one-component periodic scalar field theory. The Wegner—
Houghton equation provides a resummation of the loop-expansion, and the Polchinski equa-
tion is based on the resummation of the perturbation series. Therefore, these equations are
exact in the sense that they contain all quantum corrections. In the framework of these
renormalization group equations, field theories with periodic self interaction can be consid-
ered without violating the essential symmetry of the model: the periodicity.

Both methods — the Wegner—-Houghton and the Polchinski approaches — are inspired by
Wilson’s blocking construction in momentum space: the Wegner—-Houghton method uses a
sharp momentum cut-off and thus cannot be applied directly to non-constant fields (contra-
dicts with the “derivative expansion”); the Polchinski method is based on a smooth cut-off
and thus gives rise naturally to a “derivative expansion” for varying fields. However, the
shape of the cut-off function (the “scheme”) is not fixed a priori within Polchinski’s ansatz.
In this thesis, we compare the Wegner—Houghton and the Polchinski equation; we demon-
strate the consistency of both methods for near-constant fields in the linearized level and
obtain constraints on the regulator function that enters into Polchinski’s equation. Analytic
and numerical results are presented which illustrate the renormalization group flow for both



methods. We also briefly discuss the relation of the momentum-space methods to real-space
renormalization group approaches. For the two-dimensional Coulomb gas (which is investi-
gated by a real-space renormalization group method using the dilute-gas approximation), we
provide a systematic method for obtaining higher-order corrections to the dilute gas result.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Motivation and Thesis Overview

In this section we provide a brief summary of the motivations and the particular questions
investigated in this Thesis. Our main goal is to give a presentation of the key issues in
the non-perturbative renormalization of the periodic scalar field theory [1-4]. The renor-
malization of periodic potentials represents a challenge in quantum field theory. The usual
perturbative renormalization is based on a Taylor expansion of the potential which generates
the vertices of the model. Truncating the Taylor expansion, each monomial of the field is
treated independently. This strategy is not necessarily sufficient when the symmetries of the
theory require to take infinitely many interaction vertices into account because truncating of
the infinite series violates these symmetries. The periodic field theory belongs to the type of
the models which perturbatively cannot be considered in the traditional manner because, (i)
any truncation of the Taylor expansion of the model violates the essential symmetry of the
model, periodicity, and (ii) if the Taylor expansion of the potential is not truncated, one has
to deal with infinitely many vertices which makes the perturbative treatment unacceptable.

The renormalization of the periodic real scalar field theory is considered by means of the
differential renormalization group (RG) approach. The RG methods provide us with a tool
to investigate the renormalization of a periodic potential without breaking the periodicity
of the model. Particularly, we use the Wegner-Houghton and the Polchinski RG approach
as applied in the momentum space in order to consider the renormalization of the periodic
scalar field theory. The particular questions investigated by us can be summarized as follows,

1. We tried to find the connection between symmetries of the action and the shape of the
effective potential under certain approximation. In general, the RG transformations
should preserve the symmetries of the action, in our case the periodicity. In the local-
potential approximation the solution of the RG equation reduces to the determination
of the scale-dependent blocked potential Vj(¢g) which tends to the effective potential
Vet (o) moving the scale k to zero k — 0. As it is well-known (see e. g. [5]), the
effective potential should be convex (in the field variable). It is concluded, that for the
periodic field theory, the convexity and periodicity are so strong constraints on the
effective potential that it should be a constant, flat potential.

2. In order to check this general statement in a particular case, the Wegner-Houghton
and the Polchinski RG equations are specified to the periodic scalar field theory. It
is proven, that both the Wegner-Houghton and the Polchinski equations retain the
periodicity of the potential.
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3. Another natural question to ask what are the fixed points and the scaling operators
and critical exponents of the periodic scalar field theory. Therefore, the linearized RG
flow is determined around the UV trivial Gaussian fixed-point [V*(¢g) = 0]. It is found
that in the leading order of the gradient expansion, the Polchinski and the Wegner—
Houghton equations give the same critical exponents and scaling operators around
the trivial Gaussian fixed point. For dimension d = 2 the well-known phase structure
and the fixed-point of the sine-Gordon model (which is the simplest realization of the
periodic potentials) are recovered in a rather straightforward way. Using the Fourier-
decomposition of the dimesnionless periodic potential,

[e.9]

Vi(dho) = > i (k) cos (nfdo) , (1.1)

the linearized solutions for the dimensionless Fourier amplitudes are,

ayg anz—d
k) , (12)

(k) = in(A) (K

where 27/ is the length of period in the internal space, g = Q4/(2(27)%) with
the entire solid angle €2; in dimensions d. For the dimension d = 2, the fixed-point
of the sine-Gordon model corresponds to the critical value of the length of period,
6~C2 = 2/ay = 8m. The linearized solution for the Fourier amplitudes is found to be
qualitatively the same for any dimensions d > 2. The dependence of the type (1.2) is
essentially the same in any dimensions with the exception of its ’trivial” dependence
on the entire solid angle in ay.

Around the Gaussian fixed-point the scaling operators for the field-dependent wave-
function renormalization are found irrelevant for both phases of the model. The po-
sition of the fixed-point and the phase structure is independent of the choice of the
regulator; this is independent of the renormalization scheme, while the actual flow
depends on it.

4. Finally, the nonlinear RG flow is discussed by means of numerical integration of the
Wegner-Houghton and the Polchinski RG equations. In the leading order of the gradi-
ent expansion, the solution for the periodic potential is compared to the known results
reproduced by us for a non-periodic, polynomial potential. (This latter is chosen to
approximate to periodic potential with a Taylor series at its minimum.) There is a
remarkable difference in the behavior of the theory with a periodic potential and that
with the corresponding polynomial potential: all the dimensionful coupling constants
of the periodic potential tend to zero in contrary to those of the polynomial potential
which remain finite as k — 0. Therefore, the blocked periodic potential flattens out
with decreasing scale k.

In the next-to-leading order of the gradient expansion, including the field-independent
wavefunction renormalization, the results of two different RG methods are compared:
the renormalization of the two-dimensional Coulomb gas by means of the real-space RG
approach using the dilute gas approximation and the renormalization of the equivalent
sine-Gordon model in the framework of the Wegner-Houghton RG approach. For small
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values of the fugacity of the Coulomb gas, the two methods agree, and a systematic
way of obtaining higher-order corrections to the dilute gas approximation is given. It
is concluded, that at the linear level, the RG flow equations are identical irrespective
of the blocking procedure by which they are obtained. Nevertheless, the RG equations
obtained by Polchinski’s method are rather different to those obtained by the real-
space RG approach for the two-dimensional Coulomb gas. The differences between
the various approaches occur when the non-linearities are kept that are responsible
for the violation of the UV scaling laws.

The first part of the introduction in chapter 1, gives a general outline of the renormalization
group approach to periodic scalar field theory. A few typical cases in which a field theorical
model with periodicity in internal space is central issue, are mentioned. In the second part
of chapter 1, the main properties of phase transitions and critical phenomena are discussed.
In chapter 2, the pertinent features of the sine-Gordon model, X-Y model and the two-
dimensional Coulomb gas, and the equivalences between these models are presented. The
well-known phase structure of the two-dimensional Coulomb gas (or equivalently, the vortex
gas) and the application of the vortex dynamics in experiments are given in chapter 2
as well. Chapter 3 contains a brief introduction into Wegner—Houghton’s and Polchinski’s
renormalization group (RG) methods. The gradient expansion of the blocked action is used
to reduce the Wegner—Houghton and the Polchinski RG equations into differential equations
for the potential and the wavefunction renormalization. In chapter 4, these RG equations are
applied for the periodic scalar field theory. The consequence of periodicity and convexity of
the effective potential is also discussed. In the second part of chapter 4, the renormalization
scheme-dependence of the Polchinski equation is considered. In chapter 5, the linearized
RG flow is given around the Gaussian fixed-point and the periodic scaling operators of the
potential are classified for dimensions d = 2 and d > 2 as well. The periodic scaling operators
of the wavefunction renormalization are also determined in chapter 5. The nonlinear flow is
discussed in chapter 6 by means of numerical integration of the Wegner—-Houghton and the
Polchinski RG equations. Finally, chapter 7 is for the summary of our findings.

In Apps. A-D, the conventions and symbols and the details of the derivation of the RG
equations for periodic scalar field theory are described.

1.2 General Outline of the Renormalization of Periodic
Potentials

In quantum field theory the usual strategies to investigate the dynamics of a field theorical
model is based on the Taylor expansion of the potential. Truncating the Taylor expansion
only polynomial interactions are taken into account. In this scheme, each monomial of the
field variable (e.g. (g2/2)¢?%, (94/41)d*, (g6/6!)@° etc.) corresponds to a vertex V in the Feyn-
man graph representation of the theory. These vertices are treated independently. The the-
ories with polynomial interactions can be classified into renormalizable, non-renormalizable
or super-renormalizable theories according to the canonical dimensions of the vertices ap-
pearing in the model. The canonical dimension (see e. g. [6,7]) of the vertex Vyn ~ [ dx ¢"
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is defined as
6(Vgn) = —d + n[g]. (1.3)

where [¢]. is the canonical dimension of the field variable, [e.g. for scalar fields [¢]. = (d—2)/2
for dimension d]. If there is at least one vertex V' whose canonical dimension is positive
0(V) > 0 then the theory is non-renormalizable [6-8]. For super-renormalizable models
all the vertices have negative canonical dimensions. If there is a vertex with zero canonical
dimension §(V') = 0 then the theory is renormalizable. In the framework of the usual pertur-
bation theory non-renormalizable theories cannot be considered consistently because a new
type of vertex (interaction) should be introduced in each order of the perturbative expan-
sion. This makes the perturbative treatment impossible, because the renormalization of the
action would involve an infinite number of counterterms. Renormalizability imposes a strong
constraint on the “theory space”. Does it mean, that only perturbatively renormalizable in-
teraction Lagrangians should be considered? Are they the only physically meaningful theo-
ries? This strategy of the classification of theories into renormalizable, super-renormalizable
and non-renormalizable ones, where the vertices are treated independently, is not neces-
sarily sufficient for any type of interaction. Let us take e.g. a field theory with an action
exhibiting periodicity in internal space, like the sine-Gordon model and its generalizations.
Such periodic field theories which are of relevance to physics, represent examples where the
perturbative treatment for renromalizability does not work due to the following reasons:

1. Periodic potentials cannot be considered in this traditional perturbative manner be-
cause any truncation of the Taylor expansion of the model violates an essential sym-
metry of the problem: the periodicity.

2. If the Taylor expansion of the potential is not truncated, it generates infinitely many
vertices. For dimension d > 2, if these vertices are treated independently, one has to
deal with infinitely many irrelevant interaction terms (e.g. for dimension d = 4 the
canonical dimension of the vertices Vyn is positive §(Vyn) = n—4 if n > 4). Therefore,
the periodic field theory is found to be non-renormalizable in the perturbative sense.
However, the symmetry (periodicity) imposes a strong constraint on this infinite se-
ries of non-renormalizable operators. They can be summed up and considered as one
composite operator. In this case, the parameters of the theory can be chosen in such
a way, that the periodic field theory becomes renormalizable.

Still field theorical models with periodic self-interaction are of relevance for physics. The
dynamics of the periodic scalar field theory and the equivalent statistical models (e.g. sine-
Gordon model [9], X-Y model [10] and the two-dimensional Coulomb gas [11] etc.) are
investigated in several paper in great detail. These models play an important role in the
phenomenology of superfluid He* films [12-14], and they can be of relevance in particle
physics [17,18]. Therefore, models with periodic self-interaction are physically meaningful
but they cannot considered in the usual perturbative manner.

In this thesis, the renormalization of the periodic potential is investigated in the framework of
the Euclidean one-component scalar field theory by means of the differential renormalization
group (RG) approach [20-22]. The renormalization group (RG) method can be applied to
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different scenarios [8]: to obtain the fixed-points and the scale dependence of the coupling
constants of the theory; to perform at least a partial resummation of the perturbative
expansion; or as a systematic non-perturbative method in order to handle highly non-linear,
strongly correlated systems. An important property of the RG method that it provides us
with a tool to consider periodic potentials without breaking the symmetry of the model,
the periodicity. The renormalization group transformations can be realized by the Wilson’s
blocking procedure [20], which is a successive elimination of the degrees of freedom of the
system.

Field theorical models with periodicity in internal space are of relevance both for statistical
and quantum field theory. Below we mention a few typical cases in which a field theorical
model with periodicity in internal space is a central issue.

1.2.1 Sine-Gordon Model in Dimension d = 2

In the framework of Wilson’s renormalization group approach [20], the fixed-points, the
scaling operators and generally the dynamics of the scalar field theory are discussed in the
literature in great detail [8,23-26]. These results are obtained for the scalar field theory
which contains polynomial self-interactions. Nevertheless, the symmetries of the action like
periodicity, can play an important role in the dynamics of the model, modifying the renor-
malization of the system, implying new phases, new fixed-points with new critical exponents.
The simplest example for periodic potentials is the two-dimensional sine-Gordon model [9]
which is a one-component scalar field theory with periodic self-interaction defined by the
Euclidean action:

5= [ [%(8@2 + g cos(30)] (1.4)

with the coupling constants u; and 3. The dynamics of the sine-Gordon model have received
special attention due to its non-linear nature [6]. The classical sine-Gordon model possesses
stationary, as well as time-dependent solutions called solitons, which represent stable con-
figurations with a well defined energy [6,10]. The solutions have other important properties,
e.g. since solitons are the solutions of non-linear wave equations, the superposition principle
does not hold for them. Therefore, when two solitons meet the resultant wave form is a
complicated one but then the solitons are separated out again, they somehow pass through
one another [6].

1.2.2 X-Y Model and Coulomb gas in Dimension d = 2

The sine-Gordon model can be mapped into the statistical physical system, the X—Y model
[10]. The XY model with an external magnetic field consists of classical two-component
spins where the magnitude of the spin is |S,| = 1 at each site. The model is given by the
action [10,11,13]:

S = 5 Y S8t Y8 h

<z,x'> T
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= — Z cos(@x — Qx/) + % ZCOS(QI) (1'5)

with the temperature T, the external field A = |h|, and the angle 6 of each spin with an
arbitrarily chosen direction. In the model there exist topological excitations, called vortices,
which interact via Coulomb interaction [11]. Therefore, the vortex gas can be thought as
a gas of static electric charges (plasma) in dimension d = 2 so thus the X-Y model can
be mapped by means of the Villain-transformation to a Coulomb gas [10, 11]. Although
such a mapping is only valid up to irrelevant interaction terms, it is believed that these
models (the sine-Gordon, the X-Y planar models and many other) belong to the same
universality class, namely to that of the two-dimensional Coulomb gas. During the last
three decades the renormalization of the two-dimensional Coulomb gas was investigated
in a great detail by means of the differential renormalization group (RG) method, using
the dilute-gas approximation [10,27,28|. Several intuitive approaches exist by which one
has tried to go beyond the dilute gas approximation [29-31]. However, these attempts to
improve the dilute gas approximation do not fit in a systematic scheme.

1.2.3 Periodic Haar-measure Potential

One reason why the periodic field theory may be of relevance in particle physics is quark
confinement which is one of the basic features of strong interaction physics [17,18]. Never-
theless, it has not yet a direct proof in the continuum QCD. The strong interaction which
acts between the constituents of the hadrons (quarks and gluons) is a consequence of the lo-
cal SU.(3) symmetry. According to non-perturbative lattice results [15,16] the confinement
- deconfinement phase transition is accompanied by the dynamical breaking of global center
symmetry (Z3 C SU.(3)). An attempt to attack the confinement problem in the frame-
work of QCD is based on the implementation of global center symmetry in the partition
function [17-19]. This leads to an effective QCD action incorporating the cut-off dependent
periodic Haar-measure potential. In SU(2) the Haar-measure is a periodic function of the
zero-th component of the vector potential [19] and after exponentialization it becomes a
new additional term in the usual QCD action. Since the quark-confinement is a low energy
effect it arises, therefore, the general question of the behavior of periodic potentials under
RG transformations.

The goal of this thesis is to investigate the renormalization of the periodic one-component
scalar field theory, (particularly the sine-Gordon model and the equivalent Coulomb gas)
by means of the differential renormalization group method. The periodic fixed points of
the RG transformations and the different phases of the periodic field theory are discussed
and the periodic scaling operators and critical exponents are determined by solving the
linearized renormalization group flow given around the Gaussian fixed-point. In order to
make clear the interpretation of our findings obtained for the periodic scalar field theory,
the main properties of phase transitions occurring in statistical physics and in field theory,
are described briefly in the next section of the introduction.
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1.3 Phase Transitions and the Renormalization Group
Method

The renormalization group (RG) method has been originally introduced in hydrodynamics
and later used to describe the critical phenomena of statistical systems near their phase
transition point. In this Thesis, the RG method is applied for the periodic quantum field
theory. Quantum field theories and the critical statistical systems have a common property.
The quantum field as well as the critical statistical system has infinitely many relevant
(important) degrees of freedom; the quantum fluctuations and the thermal fluctuations,
respectively. The d+ 1 dimensional (d space-like and 1 time-like dimensional) quantum field
theory is equivalent to a statistical system taken in d+1 space-like dimensions. Therefore, the
understanding of the critical behavior of statistical systems close to their phase transitions
provides us with a useful method to consider the phase structure of the equivalent quantum
field theorical models. In order to give an introduction and summarize the main features
of critical behavior and theory of phase transitions, here we follow the argumentation of
Ref. [7,32].

1.3.1 Order of the Phase Transitions

In the thermodynamical limit the statistical systems are determined by their thermodynam-
ical potential ®. The absolute minima of ® corresponds to the state of equilibrium of the
system. The thermodynamical potential is a continuous function of the parameters of the
system (e.g. & = ®(T',p) with the temperature T, the pressure p). Therefore, if ®; and P,
are the thermodynamical potentials of the two different phases of the model, the following
relation holds

(bl(Tap) = (1)2(T7p) (16)

This implies that a curve p = p(T') curve on the (p — T) plane separating the two phases
of the model. Crossing this separator p(T") the system undergoes a phase transition. Due
to the theorem of Ehrenfest, the phase transitions can be classified according to the partial
derivatives of the thermodynamical potential . The phase transition is of the first, second,
third etc. order if the first, second, third etc, partial derivatives of ® are discontinuous,
respectively.

1. In case of first order phase transition, the first derivatives of ®, e.g. the entropy
S = 0G /0T or the volume of the system V' = 0G/0dp is discontinuous (where & = G
is the free enthalpy of the system). Therefore, the energy of the system is changed
under the phase transition by the latent heat:

oG

bl 1.7

-2 ) (1.7)

oG

Q:Tc(sl_SZ):Tc< l_a—T

with the critical temperature T,.
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2. Under second order phase transitions, the second derivatives of ® (e.g. the magnetic
susceptibility or the heat capacity), are discontinuous or singular at the critical tem-
perature 7.. This has an important physical meaning. Since the susceptibility and the
heat capacity diverge at T, they have a critical asymptotic scaling behavior. Near T,
they are power-law functions of the reduced temperature t = (T'— T.) /T, and the ex-
ternal field h. The exponents of these power-law functions (called critical exponents)
fulfill certain relations found to be universal. Universality, can be understood as the
independence of these relations of the particular choice of the system. The critical
exponents can differ in various models but the relations between them are universal.
The physical systems belong to the same universality class if their critical exponents
are the same. Therefore, it is important to know what are the critical exponents of the
model because they determine the behavior of the system near the phase transition.

3. One can define ’infinite’ order phase transitions where each derivative of the thermo-
dynamical potential ® is continuous. An example is the Kosterlitz—Thouless phase
transition [11,27]. Although the derivatives of ® are continuous, they diverge at 7.
In the case of the Kosterlitz—Thouless phase transition the type of the divergences are
changed in the system undergoing phase transition.

In order to define the critical exponents and to discuss critical phenomena first we investigate
the existence of long-range order in physical systems.

1.3.2 Long-range Order

In the systems undergoing second order phase transitions, usually one can define an ordered
and a disordered phase. The ordered phase usually situated at low temperatures, below the
critical temperature 7" < T, and the disordered phase corresponds to high temperatures
T > T.. What does it mean "ordered’ phase? The ordering can be thought as spatial ordering
(e. g. long-range order) when some of the symmetries (e. g. rotational symmetry) of the
model, is broken spontaneously in the ordered phase and remains unbroken in the disordered
phase. The correlation function of the local physical quantity X ()

G(ry,ra) = ([X(r1) — (X) ] [X(r2) = (X)]) (1.8)

can be used to determine long-range order. For isotropic and homogeneous systems the
correlation function only depends on the magnitude of the relative distance r = |ry — ral.
There is long-range order in the system if the correlation function G(r) tends to a finite
but non-zero value if r — oo. This is, that local quantities situated infinitely far from
each other are correlated. Therefore, a characteristic length ¢ can be defined as a maximal
distance within the correlation function differs from zero. This is the correlation length. In
the long-range ordered phase, £ diverges & — oo.

There is another important physical quantity which is used to distinguish between the
ordered and the disordered phases of the model, called the order parameter A(T', k). The
order parameter is zero in the disordered phase and different from zero in the ordered
phase. It is increasing continuously moving the temperature far from the phase transition
point in the ordered phase. For example, for ferromagnetic systems the order parameter
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can be defined as the magnitude of the spontaneous magnetic momentum of the system
A = |M]| at zero external magnetic field h = 0. In the disordered phase of the system there
are small ordered and disordered domains so thus the average magnetic momentum of the
system is zero. Moving close to the phase transition point one can find more and larger
ordered domains. Finally after the phase transition in the ordered phase there is only one
infinitely large ordered ’domain’. Therefore the spontaneous magnetic momentum of the
system becomes non-zero.

The phase transitions strongly depend on the dimension of the system. The Mermin—Wagner
theorem [33] states that models with short-range type interactions (where the number of
the dynamical variable is n > 2) cannot possess spatial long-range order in dimension d = 1
and d = 2 at any finite temperature. This is because in low dimensions, the low frequency
thermal fluctuations are strong enough to destroy the long-range order. For example, in
two-component spin models (with short-range type interactions) the spontaneous magnetic
momentum of the system is always found to be zero at finite temperature. Therefore, the
order parameter of these systems introduced in a traditional way always vanishes. At a first
sight, it could appear a contradiction that one can find phase transition in two dimensional
systems with short-range type interactions (e.g. two-dimensional Coulomb gas, XY planar
model etc.). This phase transition is of higher than second order. In the case of infinite
order phase transitions (e.g. Kosterlitz—Thouless transition) there is a spatial ordering in
the system but not of the long-range type one. This is a topological ordering.

In order to describe the properties of these phase transitions (second and higher order) in
the next subsection we discuss the critical behavior of various physical quantities e.g. order
parameter, correlation length etc. near the phase transition point.

1.3.3 Critical Phenomena

It is argued that in case of second order phase transitions various physical quantities (e.g.
heat capacity, susceptibility etc.) have an asymptotic scaling behavior near the phase transi-
tion point 7. They are power-law functions of the reduced temperature t = (T'—1T.) /T, and
the external field h. This is critical behavior. The correlation function G(r), the correlation
length £ and the order parameter A have also critical scaling behavior near 7T,.. This asymp-
totic scaling behavior can be found in physically different systems. The exponents of the
power-law functions (the critical exponents) can be different in various models but there are
relations between these exponents (scaling laws) which are found to be universal. One can
classify the models into different universality classes according to their critical exponents.
Systems belonging to the same universality class, have the same critical exponents. The
definition of the critical exponents are the following:

1. The critical exponent (3 is determined by the temperature-dependence of the order
parameter A(t) at zero external fields in the ordered phase of the model:

oG
Alt,h) = —| ~ (=t)°, if h—0 (1.9)
oh o T

where G is the free enthalpy (¢ = G) and t = (7' — 1) /7. is the reduced temperature.
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2. The critical exponent ¢ is defined via the dependence of the order parameter A on the
external field h at the critical temperature 7T:

At =0,h) ~ B (1.10)

3. The temperature-dependence of susceptibility (which is the second partial derivative
of the thermodynamical potential) determines the critical exponent ~:

_oG
oh?

_ oA
~ Oh

~ 7T, i h— 0. (1.11)

p,T

X

p,T

4. The critical exponent « is defined via the temperature-dependence of the heat capacity:

_p &G
o1?

oS
C_Tﬁ_T

~ [t (1.12)

p,h

p,h

The critical exponents are not independent, one can find certain relations between them.
These relations are universal, they are the same for various physical systems:

7= 5(5_1)7 (113>
2 = a+p(0+1). (1.14)

Therefore, according to these scaling laws there are only two independent critical exponents.
Further critical exponents can be defined via the correlation function of the order parameter
at vanishing external field:

1. The correlation function G(r) is a power-law function of the distance r at the critical
temperature 7. The definition for 7 is:

G(r,t =0) ~ = @=20), if 7 — oo. (1.15)

2. In the disordered phase (¢ > 0) the correlation function has an exponential asymptotic
behavior near 7,:

G(r,t) ~ e 8, if r— oc. (1.16)

This is the definition of the correlation length &. In the disordered phase the correlation
length has also a power-law asymptotic behavior:

E~rY, if t—0". (1.17)

In the ordered phase the correlation length £ tends to infinity, £ — oo.
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There are relations between the critical exponents of the correlation function and the cor-
relation length but these scaling laws depend on the dimension d of the system:

vd=2-a, (1.18)

v=(2—-n). (1.19)

In case of higher than second order phase transitions the critical behavior, therefore, the
critical exponents can be different. These scaling properties are the signatures of the phase
transitions. For example, for infinite order phase transitions (e.g. Kosterlitz—Thouless phase
transition) the correlation length ¢ is infinite in the ordered phase, but decays exponentially
in the disordered phase. Therefore one cannot introduce the critical exponent v in the usual
manner ( ~ 7).

1.3.4 Scale invariance

It is argued, that systems undergoing phase transitions can be classified according to their
critical behavior near their phase transition point. The critical exponents determining the
scaling properties of the model, can differ in various systems, but the relations between them
are found to be universal. What is the physical reason for the critical behavior? The answer is
scale invariance. The systems near their phase transition points are scale invariant. Changing
the observational scale (e.g. changing the lattice site a), the thermodynamical potential of
the model remains unchanged:

(', 1) = @(t, h), (1.20)

where ® is the thermodynamical potential of the original system depending on the reduced
temperature ¢ and the external field A, and the rescaled thermodynamical potential ® de-
pends on the rescaled variables ¢ and A’. Therefore, the partition function of the model
remains unchanged. One can find the analogy to quantum field theory where the generat-
ing functional is invariant under changing the observational scale (moving the momentum
cut-off). Due to scale invariance (1.20), the thermodynamical potential is a homogeneous
function of the reduced temperature ¢ and the external field h,

DAL, A h) = AD(t, h), (1.21)

with arbitrary a;, a; and A. This relation can be understood by the Wilson-Kadanoff blocking
construction [20]. Let us consider a classical spin system on the lattice. In one blocking step,
the lattice size of the original system is rescaled @’ = ba. In the blocked system, one can
define a block of spins with the new lattice size a’, which contains b? lattice points of the
original system. In every block the spins of the original system are replaced by the ’average’
of the spins. Every physical quantity is rescaled according to the new lattice size. The
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thermodynamical potential ®" of one block, is equal to the original ® multiplied with the
number of the lattice points in the block,

(' 0) = b D(t, h). (1.22)

Due to scale invariance, the following relations hold for the blocked reduced temperature
and the blocked external field

t' =™, B = b*eh, (1.23)

Inserting Eq. (1.23) into the relation (1.22), the homogenity (1.21) of the thermodynamical
potential is obtained.

The homogenity of the thermodynamical potential (1.21) implies critical scaling properties.
The critical exponents can be derived from the relation (1.21) by derivation with respect
to the external field or the reduced temperature. For example, the critical exponent ¢ is

obtained in a following way. The equation (1.21) is differentiated with respect to the external
field h

OB (Nt, Ao h)
oh

= A AN, A% R) = AA(t, h). (1.24)

Since \ is arbitrary, it can be defined via 1 = A% h. Introducing A = h~'/%" into the equation
(1.24) and setting t = 0, the equation reduces to

A(0,1)R=ar)/an — A(0, h) (1.25)

where A(0, 1) is constant. The critical exponent § is obtained from (1.25) § = ap/(1—ay). In
this manner, every critical exponent can be derived from the relation (1.21). Therefore, we
conclude the discussion of phase transitions with the important statement, that the scale
invariance of the thermodynamical potential implies the critical behavior of the systems
near their phase transition point.



2 The Coulomb gas and the
Sine-Gordon Model

Several different models, like the sine-Gordon, Thirring, and the X-Y planar models etc.
belong to the same universality class, namely to that of the two-dimensional Coulomb gas
(plasma). The sine-Gordon model which is the one-component scalar field theory with pe-
riodic self-interaction in two dimensions, can be mapped exactly into the classical two-
component spin-model called X—Y model with an external field. It can be shown with the
help of the Villain transformation, that both models are equivalent to the two-dimensional
Coulomb gas (two-dimensional plasma) which contains static positive and negative charges
interacting with each other via the Coulomb interaction. During the last two decades the
renormalization of the two-dimensional Coulomb gas was investigated in great detail us-
ing the dilute gas approximation. In this chapter the definition and the pertinent features
of the sine-Gordon and the X—Y models, and the well-known phase structure of the two
dimensional Coulomb gas are presented.

2.1 Model Equivalences

The dynamics generated by a periodic potential represents a challenge in quantum field
theory because the Taylor expansion cannot be used to obtain the solution since it violates
the essential symmetry of the problem, the periodicity. The simplest example for periodic
potentials is the two-dimensional sine-Gordon model which is the one-component scalar field
theory, described by the FEuclidean action,

s= [ [ @07 + V()] (2.1

with ¢ = 0,1 and the scalar field ¢(x¢, 1), using the convention d, = 9/(dz,,) and 2 = z,,,
where only a single mode of the Fourier decomposition of the periodic self-interaction is
kept:

V(¢) = uy cos(f¢) (2.2)

with the following “coupling constants”: the Fourier amplitude u; and the length of period
A = 27 /(3. The particular example reflects the invariance of the action under a shift of
the field variable at each spacetime point with the same constant value ¢(x) — ¢(x) + A,
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that is to say, its periodicity in internal space (which is the space where the field variable
is represented). The dynamics and the renormalization of the model have been discussed
by means of perturbative expansion [9] in the powers of v and by means of a semi-classical
approach [34]. It was shown by Coleman [9], that the sine-Gordon model can be renormalized
in every order of perturbative expansion through normal ordering in the weak coupling
phase when 5% < 87. For 3% > 87, in the strong coupling phase, the energy of the system is
unbounded from below. The particular choice 32 = 87 represents the well-known Coleman
fixed-point (a single cosine mode with the critical length of period (., is the fixed-point of
the linearized renormalization group equation).

The other important property of the sine-Gordon model, due to its non-linear nature, is
that it possesses classical solutions, called solitons (kinks) which represent stable configura-
tions with a well-defined energy [6]. In the kink configuration the field approaches different
asymptotic values in opposite directions in space [10], and the difference is NA, character-
ized by the integer N, called the kink number. The stability of the kinks is the consequence
of the topology. There is a conservation law which corresponds to the stability of the kinks.
The corresponding topological current j,(z) (x=0,1):

Julz) = %ewa”(b(x) (2.3)

(where €, is antisymmetric, with €y = 1) is conserved in the semi-classical expansion:
0"j, = 0. The conserved charge @) is equal to the kink number N:

@= [T ar o)== [ aw 22 = fo(oc) - pl-o0)] = N 2.4)

This conservation law can be violated in quantum theory, and the topological current can
become anomalous.

There are mappings between the sine-Gordon, the X-Y planar models and the Coulomb
gas [9,31,36]. Usually these mappings between the different models are not exact. In fact,
the Coulomb gas representation of a periodic potential [35] is obtained perturbatively. There
exists, however, an exact equivalence between the X—Y and the compact sine-Gordon model
which is obtained by expressing (2.1) in terms of the compact variable [10]

2(z) = PP, (2.5)

In terms of this variable the action of the compact sine-Gordon model can be written as,

S = /dx2 [%52 02" 0z + %(z+z*) : (2.6)
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The models (2.1) and (2.6) are equivalent in any order of the perturbation expansion in
continuous space-time. The lattice regularization of the compact model gives the action:

1 > cos(f +Zulcos (2.7)

2
6 <x,x'>

S:

where 6 = ¢ and the first summation on the right hand side extends at nearest neighbor
sites < x, 2’ >.

The lattice regularized theory (2.7) is in the same universality class as the two-component
spin model, the X-Y model with external field. The isotropic planar X-Y model consists
of classical two-component spins where the magnitude of the spin at each site is |S,| = 1
[11,13]. The model can be described by the action:

Z S, S (2.8)

<xw>

with the temperature 7T'. Introducing the external field h and using the definition of # which
is the angle closed by each spin with an arbitrarily chosen direction, the action can be
rewritten as:

S:? > cos(b, — by) +Z—cos (2.9)

<z,x'>

with the external field h. Using the identities T' = (32, h = u,T, the expression (2.9)
is equivalent to (2.7). The X-Y model also has singular classical solutions, called vortex
solutions:

0(x) = N arctan (ﬂ) (2.10)
Zo
with the following property:
/ da* 9,0(z) = 27N, (2.11)

with the integer NV, called the vortex number. There is a vortex configuration plotted on
Fig. 2.1. It is easy to see the above mentioned property of the vortex configuration, namely
around a center of the vortex the spins can rotate along closed circles with the angle 2N,
where N is the vortex number. Due to geometrical reasons, the vortex (anti-vortex) of the
X-Y model is equivalent to the creation (annihilation) of the sine-Gordon soliton [10]. In
this manner, the world lines of the sine-Gordon solitons end at the X-Y model vortices,
therefore the integer N is called the vorticity and the soliton number in the same time. The
relation between the sine-Gordon and the X-Y model is summarized in Table 2.1.

The renormalization of the X—Y model induces a non-trivial value for the vortex fugacity
y which appears as an additional evolving coupling constant in the compact sine-Gordon
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Figure 2.1: Spin configuration of an isolated N = 1 vortex in the planar X-Y model.

X-Y model with external field compactified sine-Gordon model
external field h Fourier amplitude w; = —h/3?
temperature T coupling constant 32
molecular phase of the vortex gas T < T, weak coupling phase (3? < 32
ionized phase of the vortex gas T > T, strong coupling phase (% > 32
vortex, anti-vortex soliton creation and annihilation

Table 2.1: Comparison of the X-Y and the sine-Gordon model

model [10]. The vortex fugacity y controls the vortex activity, e.g. y — 0 means the vortices
are suppressed. Introducing the fugacity as a new coupling constant into the action (2.9) it is
called the generalized X—Y model. Therefore the complete coupling constant space contains
three coupling constants, the external field h, the temperature T', and the vortex fugacity
y. Thus, the action for the generalized the X—Y model is [10]:

S:% > cos(0, — b —|—Z—cos )+ log(y) >_m2 (2.12)

<z,x'> x

where the vortex charge density m, is defined as the vortex number of the plaquette at
the lattice site x. A rigorous investigation of the lattice regularized X—Y model requires a
redefinition of the vortex or kink number discussed in (2.4). In that sense the kink becomes
an object defined on a link of the lattice. There are space-like and time-like kinks with the
kink number £*. Then, introducing the lattice difference operator

A, = 0,,, — 0, (2.13)
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the vortex charge density can be defined as
my = € A'kY. (2.14)

In order to investigate the lattice regularized generalized X—Y model (2.12) one can replace
the cosine terms in (2.12) by quadratic one using the Villain transformation. Therefore, the
vortex gas of the X-Y model can be mapped into the two-dimensional Coulomb gas using
the Villain transformation [10]:

(e o]

exp (cos()) = > exp (—%(9—271%)2), (2.15)

n=—0oo

exp <% cos(9)> = i exp <52 log (%) + mw). (2.16)

S§=—00

After making these changes, the partition function for the generalized X—Y model can be
rewritten as:

Zo =3 % [ Pi)exp [% S (A, — 22

nN=—00 s=—00 T,

+ Z <sx log (%) + ismm%> + log(y) Zmﬂ ’ (2.17)

with lattice difference operator A* and the integer n* assigned to the link p attached to the
lattice site z, the integer s, assigned to the site x as well, (where p > 0 denotes the positive
directions). In the statistical sense the integer n* corresponds to the kink number k* because
the most probable value of n* on the link is k#. Although n* can be any integer, form small
fugacity only the values 0,1, —1 contribute. This is called the generalized Villain model.
Such a mapping is valid only for small values of T" and h. There is, however an important
advantage of this modification. Namely, that the partition function (2.17) possesses certain
duality properties. It satisfies the following duality relation for all T’ y, h:

T\" T 2w

with the total number of the sites n. This duality transformation connects the sine-Gordon
model and the X-Y model in the absence of the external field, h = 0 and provides us
with the possibility to consider the Villain model without the external field. In a view of
(2.17) the entire term >, (sz log (%) + isxwéx) is gone. Then, one can perform the Gaussian
integration in (2.17) taking h = 0, and the partition function becomes:

) 2
Zxy(h=0)= > exp [— (227;) > nkt <5W - Ag?”) n’ +log(y) Y m2|,  (2.19)

m=—00
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where A% = AFA,. Using the relation m, = €,,A*n’ and et el = gragvBh _ sBsve it s
possible to show:

1 1 ALA,
Mo 5 Mt = eu,,eagA“nZPA“ng, =nk <5uv - “7) ny (2.20)

finally the partition function reads as follows:

Zeg= Y, exp

m=—0Q

ot
% S mgmy log <L‘!w|> + log(y) ngl : (2.21)

r#x!

with the lattice spacing a. Since in dimension d = 2, the Coulomb-like potential between
the charges ¢; can be written as:

Ul — 5l) = ~2qi0;In (g) | (222)
a

one can conclude that in the partition function (2.21) the vortices are interacting via
Coulomb interaction, therefore the partition function (2.21) is the partition function for
the two-dimensional Coulomb gas (plasma) with the charges ¢, = 7m,/v/2 positioned at
the site x. In the next section we discuss the renormalization of the Coulomb gas in dimen-
sion d = 2.

2.2 Real-space Renormalization Group Approach

The renormalization of the Coulomb gas in dimension d = 2 has been investigated by
means of the real-space renormalization group (RG) approach in a great detail in the lit-
erature [10,13,27]. The RG method first introduced by Kadanoff and Wilson, provides us
with a tool to consider the scaling of the coupling constants under the change of the length
scale. The renormalization group transformation is a coarse-graining procedure and usually
it is based on the blocking construction either in the coordinate space or in the momen-
tum space. In every blocking step, the microscopic details of the model are integrated out
successively, and this information is built in the change of the coupling constants. In this
manner the transformations generate a trajectory in the parameter space of the model. The
renormalization group transformations in momentum space are discussed in the chapter 3
in more detail.

During the last two decades the renormalization of the two-dimensional Coulomb gas was
investigated in a great detail using the dilute gas approximation in coordinate space. The
dilute vortex gas approximation assumes that all the vortex pairs (charges) are separated
with at least to the minimum distance a in the coordinate space and this minimum distance
is increased with infinitesimal steps during the blocking transformation. The contributions
of the order higher than da/a are neglected. The real-space RG equations for the dilute
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vortex-gas are well-known and their derivation is given in the literature [10,13,27]:
dh T\ ; .

with the dimensionless coupling constants h=a*hand T. Using the duality transformations
(2.18) it is possible to obtain the RG equations from (2.23) for the fugacity y and the
temperature 7. Several intuitive approaches exist by which one has tried to improve the
dilute gas approximation [30,31].

2.3 Phase Structure for the Coulomb gas

In this section we would like to describe the phase structure for the two-dimensional Coulomb
gas or the equivalent two-dimensional classical X—Y model. Let us first note, as it is dis-
cussed in the introduction, the well-known theorem of Mermin and Wagner [33] states that
two-dimensional systems with the number of spin vector components 2 < n, and short
range interactions between the spins cannot possess spatial long-range order at any finite
temperature if the external field vanishes. This is, the spontaneous magnetic moment M of
the system always vanishes at any finite temperature, but this does not mean that phase
transitions cannot occur in the system. We consider here a two-component spin system
(n = 2) with short-range type interaction in dimension d = 2. How can we discuss the
phase structure of this system? Of course, this phase transition cannot be described in a
traditional way, the order parameter introduced in a Landau sense A = |M| at h = 0 field
always vanishes, in agreement with the Mermin-Wagner theorem. However, there is spatial
ordering in the system, but not of the long-range type for the pair correlation function of
the dynamical variable in the limit » — oo. This is a topological ordering, and the phase
transition is higher than second order.

In order to obtain the renormalization group flow for the two-dimensional Coulomb gas or
the equivalent X—Y model, one can solve the RG equation (2.23) discussed in the previous
section. As it is well-known, there are two phases in the y — T" plane of the X-Y model
connected by the Kosterlitz—Thouless phase transition [27]. In the low temperature, molec-
ular phase T' < Txr the vortices and anti-vortices form closely bound pairs while above
the transition temperature 7" > Tk, in the ionized phase they dissociate into a plasma.
There are two phases appearing in the h — T plane of the X—Y model as well. The RG flow
obtained solving (2.23) numerically is plotted in Fig. 2.2. One can connect the two phases
of the X-Y model to those of the Coulomb gas in two different manner:

1. Due to the duality transformation (2.18) the corresponding two phases of the Coulomb
gas appear in the h — T plane of the X—Y model. Since the duality transformation
connects the partition functions with inverse temperature, in the h — T plane the
ionized phase is realized at low temperature, i.e. at weak coupling 5% < (3%, whereas
the molecular phase is positioned at high temperature, i.e. at strong coupling 5% > 32.
In this case, the inverse of the Kosterlitz-Thouless fixed-point Ty is proportional to
the Coleman fixed-point 32 = T, = 27Tx7 = 8.
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Figure 2.2: In this figure the renormalization group flow for the two-dimensional vortex gas
(or Coulomb gas) is plotted, which is obtained by solving the differential equations (2.23),
by a fourth-order Runge-Kutta method. The differential equations (2.23) are obtained by
the real-space RG method using the dilute-gas approximation. The coupling constants are
the dimensionless external field &, and the temperature 7. We are using the unit system
¢ = h =k, = 1. The solid lines represent the RG trajectories with different initial conditions

and the arrows indicate the direction of the flow. The Coleman fixed-point corresponds to
T, = 87 = 25.132.

2. Instead of this duality transformation connecting the X—Y and the sine-Gordon models
we can rely on the more direct equivalence of (2.6) and (2.9) as noted above [10], which
identifies the weakly coupled (small ) and the strongly coupled (large (3) phases of
the sine-Gordon model with the molecular and the ionized phases of the X-Y model,
respectively. The vortices of (2.6) and (2.9) correspond to each other in this scheme.

The transition between the phases can be characterized either perturbatively [9,34, 37, 38|
or by means of the vortex dynamics [10,35]. Coleman showed, that the normal ordering
is sufficient to remove the UV divergences for weak couplings as far as the perturbative
expansion is concerned.

The inspection of the vortex dynamics allows us to follow the transition line for larger values
of u;. One way to identify the vortices is to use the equivalence of (2.6) and (2.9) in lattice
regularization when the continuum limit is approached. This indicates that the weak and
the strong coupling phases are the molecular and the ionized phases, respectively, from the
point of view of the vortex gas and that the phases are separated by the Kosterlitz—Thouless
transition. It is worthwhile to notice that this transition is higher than second order since the
correlation length ¢ is infinite in the molecular phase (see e.g. in [11,13]) and diverges faster
than any power of the reduced temperature (exponentially). Therefore, one cannot introduce
the critical exponent v in the usual manner because there is no relation like asymptotically
¢ ~ t~" with the reduced temperature t = (7' — T.)/T..

The topological current, possessed by the sine-Gordon model j,(x) = 3(27) '€, 0" ¢(x) is
conserved in the semi-classical expansion, but it can be anomalous in the quantum theory.
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As we discussed in the first section, the flux defined by j, is the vortex number, called the
vorticity and the soliton number in the same time. In this manner, the world lines of the
sine-Gordon solitons end at the X—Y model vortices, making the solitons unstable and the
topological current anomalous in the ionized phase where field configurations with singular
space-time dependence survive the removal of the cutoff [10].

2.4 Application of the Vortex Dynamics in Experiments

In the previous sections we discussed the renormalization and some properties of the two-
dimensional X-Y model or equivalently the two-dimensional Coulomb gas. In this section we
conclude the investigation of the X-Y model giving an example when this model was used to
explain experimental data. The vortex dynamics play an important role in the description
of superfluid He* system, therefore here we discuss the model of thin films of superfluid He?.
The X-Y model was originally introduced to describe the superfluid-non superfluid phase
transition of He? [11,13]. Based on experimental results taken from [14] for real helium films,
the ratio of the superfluid density ps and the critical temperature 7, found to be universal
ps(T.)/T. =constant, that is independent of e.g. the substrate used or the areal density of
the film.

The order parameter of this phase transition is a complex scalar field which distinguishes
between the phases of the system. In the superfluid phase the order parameter differs from
zero, and if one neglects fluctuations in its magnitude, the excitation of the system can be

described in terms of its phase angle. The phase angle of the order parameter plays a role
analogous to the field 6 defined in the X-Y model (2.9). The field 6 can be decomposed in
a vortex and a spin wave part

9 = ¢vortex + 'l/)sur (224)

There are two phases in the X—Y model. In the molecular phase (7' < T.) the vortices form
closely bound pairs and they are “renormalized out” from the system, that is the fugacity
of the vortex gas tends to zero towards the RG flow. Therefore, in the molecular phase of
the X=Y model there are only spin waves. For T' < T, the spin-spin correlation function,

G(r) =< 5(r)S(0) >=< cos(f(r) —0(0)) > (2.25)
only depends on the spin wave part
G(r) = Ggy(r) =< cos(i(r) — ¥(0)) > . (2.26)

As it is defined in the introduction (see Eq. (1.15)), the correlation function has the following
scaling property with the critical exponent 7

Gep(r,t =0)=7r"", (2.27)



4 LUC VOUULULLID sas alid LG JLUC= UL UULL [VIUUCL

where the reduced temperature ¢t = (T — T,)/T. is set to be zero. In the framework of the
X-Y model one can obtain the critical exponent n by calculating the expectation value in
equation (2.26),

1
S 2.98
n= 7 (2.28)

Without going to details of the microscopic theory of superfluidity, we take the following
relation from [13] holds for the superfluid density ps(7;)

mzk‘BTc
— =2 2.29
WLy (2:29)

where m is the mass of the He atom and kg is the Boltzmann factor and 7" is the temper-
ature and 7 is the critical exponent defined in (2.27). Introducing the result for the critical
exponent 7 (2.28) into the equation (2.29) one obtains

mZkBTC ™
- = — 2.30
h2ps(Tc> 9 ( )

which implies that the ratio of ps(T,)/T. should be universal. Therefore, it was demonstrated,
that this theoretical prediction for the superfluid density is in very good agreement with
experimental results, e.g. [14] which illustrates the importance and the usefulness of the
vortex dynamics discussed in the present chapter.



3 Differential Renormalization Group
Approach in Momentum Space

In quantum field theory, the fundamental microscopic models and theories are usually de-
fined at high energies (small distances) and the measurements, experiments are performed
at low energies. Therefore, it is important to know how to obtain the low-energy effective
theories from the model or theory given at a high-energy scale. One possible method is that
of the renormalization group (RG) transformations, which provide us with a tool to make
the connection between effective theories at various energy scales. The RG method can be
applied to different scenarios: to obtain the fixed points and the scale dependence of the
coupling constants of the theory; to perform at least a partial resummation of the pertur-
bative expansion; or as a systematic non-perturbative method in order to handle highly
non-linear, strongly correlated systems. In this thesis our goal is to consider the renormal-
ization of the two-dimensional sine-Gordon model, which is a one-component scalar field

theory with periodic self-interaction, i.e. a non-polynomial interaction which is periodic in
the field variable.

In this chapter we discuss the differential renormalization group transformations for the
one-component Euclidean scalar field theory. The realization of the renormalization group
transformations is based on Wilson’s blocking procedure, which is a successive elimination
of the degrees of freedom of the system.

3.1 Renormalization Group Method

To describe an arbitrary physical system at a certain observational scale one has to find the
relevant (important) interactions, and degrees of freedom of the system at this energy. If we
change the scale, new interactions could become relevant. This is a consequence of the fact,
that the description of a physical system strongly depends on the observational scale. For
example, at the macroscopic length scale we can use the Newton equation to evaluate the
motion of a macroscopic physical system. At the microscopic length scale, e.g. at the atomic
one, the atoms inside the system are the relevant degrees of freedom, and new interactions
become important therefore one has to use e.g. the Schrodinger equation in order to describe
the components of that system. It is important, that usually the relevant interactions and
degrees of freedom of a system at a certain energy scale are relatively independent of what is
the behavior of the system at lower or at higher energy scales. Therefore, instead of using a
kind of theory which contains all the interactions that could be relevant in any length scale,
we use a chain of effective theories valid in different energy domains. Generally, during
the renormalization we try to answer the question regarding the relation of the low-energy
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effective theory to the model defined at the high-energy scale. In order to obtain the low-
energy effective theory, a possible method is the usage of the renormalization group (RG)
transformations, which relate the effective theories at different energy scales [7,8].

According to the original definition of the renormalization group method, during the ap-
plication of the RG transformations, the degrees of freedom which are responsible for the
high-energy (microscopic) behavior of the system are integrated out and their impact are
taken into account by influencing the scaling of the parameters (coupling constants) of the
system. The solution of the renormalization group flow equations provides with the scaling
of the coupling constants of the theory. The fixed-point of the RG transformation (Ry) is
defined as

Rie(H*) = H* (3.1)

where H* is the fixed-point Hamiltonian of the system. Around H*, one can classify the
coupling constants of the model in the following way [7]. Using the assumption that the
RG transformation Ry is an analytical function of the coupling constants of the theory, one
can expand the transformation R, around the fixed-point Hamiltonian H*. Considering the
action of Ry on the Hamiltonian H = H* + €O with ¢ infinitesimal,

Rk(H* + EO) = Rk(H*) + Eﬁk(O) =H" + Eﬁk(O) (32)

the linearized RG transformation £, is defined around the fixed-point H*. Then one has to
find the eigenvectors (scaling operators) O; of the linearized RG transformation Ly,

Ek(Oi) = )\z(k) O; (3-3)

with the eigenvalues \;(k) depending on the parameter k of the RG transformation (e.g. in
case of differential RG transformation performed in momentum space, k is the momentum
cut-off). The Hamiltonian of the model can be written

with the coupling constants g;. The eigenvalues \;(k) are the power-law function of the scale
parameter of the RG transformation:

Ni(k) = kYi. (3.5)
Then performing the RG transformation on the Hamiltonian of the system,

Rk(H(gi,O)) = Rk(H* + Z g@oOi) = H* + Z g@o]{?yiOi, (36)
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the RG equation for the coupling constants g; is obtained:
9i(k) = gio k" (3.7)

Around the fixed point, the exponents y; determine the scaling of the coupling constants.
There are relevant, irrelevant or marginal scaling operators (coupling constants) correspond-
ing to positive, negative or zero exponent of the eigenvalues (Fig. 3.1).

relevant irrelevant

0 k 0 k

Figure 3.1: Changing the scale parameter of the RG transformation (e.g. decreasing the
momentum scale k) around the fixed point, the relevant (irrelevant) coupling constant is
increasing (decreasing).

It is possible to perform the renormalization group transformations in the coordinate or
equivalently in the momentum space. In this chapter we discuss the RG transformations
in the momentum space based on Wilson’s RG approach [20], where the scale parameter
of the RG transformation is the moving momentum cut-off k. During the differential RG
transformation the momentum cut-off k is decreased with infinitesimal steps from the UV
cut-off A towards k£ = 0 and the high-frequency quantum fluctuations of the field (¢,, p > k)
are integrated out in every infinitesimal steps. The infinitesimal changes of the cut-off &
provide infinitesimal changes of the action, that is, infinitesimal changes of the coupling
constants.

Changing the scale parameter, which implies moving the momentum cut-off & to the IR
(low-energy) limit, the relevant coupling constants increase, the irrelevant coupling constants
decrease. Since the coupling of the irrelevant scaling operators go to zero in the IR limit,
they do not play any role in the low-energy behavior of the theory. Therefore, theories which
are originally defined at an UV scale in a different way, but differ from each other only
in irrelevant interactions, should have the same low-energy effective theory. This is called
universality [7,8]. The irrelevant interaction terms do not influence the critical behavior
of the system. Therefore, theories belonging to the same universality class have the same
critical exponents, they differs from each other only up to irrelevant terms.

In the framework of the usual, perturbative renormalization the theories which contain irrel-
evant interactions cannot be considered consistently, since the irrelevant coupling constants
increase towards the high energies, and the corresponding vertices V' have positive canonical
dimensions 6(V') > 0 (see Eq. (1.3)), so that the UV momentum cut-off cannot be removed
to infinity. In this classification the irrelevant interactions corresponds to non-renormalizable
theories (see chapter 1). On the other hand, the irrelevant interactions are unimportant, be-
cause due to universality they do not influence the low-energy effective theory of the model.
Therefore, the view was held for a long time that renormalizable theories describe the real
physical world containing only relevant and marginal interactions.
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Universality may be lost, however if there is more than one fixed point in the theory. In
this case, around every different fixed points one may find different classifications of the
coupling constants into relevant, irrelevant or marginal coupling constants. It can happen
e.g. that an irrelevant interaction at a high energy fixed point, becomes relevant at a low
energy fixed-point (Fig. 3.2). If there is no universality, the irrelevant interactions at the
UV fixed-point may become important at low energy, so one has to use a renormalization
method which can follow the scaling of the irrelevant coupling constants, as well.

A

g

| -
F1 F2

Figure 3.2: Decreasing the momentum scale k£ it may happen that the irrelevant coupling
constants near the fixed-point F'2 become relevant around another fixed-point F'1.

The renormalization group method has several advantages:

1. It is one of the most important features of the RG method that it can handle models
which contain irrelevant interactions.

2. The renormalization group method provides a scheme for summing up all the quantum
contributions non-perturbatively.

3. It has a differential formulation.

In this work we consider the renormalization of the periodic scalar theory with the help of
the differential RG method. In the next sections, we discuss two possible differential RG
methods, the Wegner-Houghton and the Polchinski methods which are based on Wilson’s
renormalization group approach [20] applied in the momentum space.

3.2 Wegner—Houghton Renormalization Group Equation

In this section we apply the differential RG method in momentum space with sharp cut-off
to the one-component scalar field theory, in order to obtain the scale dependence of the
coupling constants. In the next chapter we shall specify the RG equations obtained here to
a scalar field model which contains a periodic self-interaction (the simplest example is the
sine-Gordon model, defined in the previous chapter). The challenge in developing an RG
method for the sine-Gordon model, is that it should follow the mixing of all the operators
which become relevant in the molecular and in the ionized phase of the model, as well,
whereas the symmetry imposed by the periodicity should not be violated. Since there are
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infinitely many relevant operators in two dimensions one needs the functional form of the
evolution equation for the blocked Wilsonian action [21,29,44]. It is generally assumed that
the blocked action Si[¢] contains only local interactions, and that it can be expanded in the
gradient of the field [8]:

Su0] = [ % [Vi(0) +54(0) (,0)(@"0) + V(@) (0 0)@6) +..] . (35)

First, we keep the leading order (LO) term of the gradient expansion in the Wegner—
Houghton equation [21] (Zx(¢) = 1,Y%(¢) = 0), to study the renormalization group flow
of a generalized model with an arbitrary periodic potential. Next, in order to clarify the
supposed role of the wavefunction renormalization constant, we let evolve with the change
of the scale the next-to-leading order term (NLO) in the gradient expansion but neglect its
field dependence (Zx(¢) = z(k), Yi(¢) = 0).

In the framework of Wilson’s renormalization group approach the differential RG transfor-
mations are realized via a blocking construction, the successive elimination of the degrees
of freedom which lie above the running ultraviolet momentum cut-off k. Consequently, the
effective theory defined with the action Si[¢] contains quantum fluctuations whose frequen-
cies are smaller than the momentum cut-off k. The separation of the modes of the field
according to their length scale is not a gauge invariant method, therefore the gauge sym-
metry is lost during the blocking. One possible solution for this problem could be the usage
of the smooth cut-off [22], where the higher frequency modes of the field are suppressed
partially, but not eliminated. Another solution could be the internal space renormalization
group approach [44], where the quantum fluctuations are separated according to their am-
plitude and not to their frequencies or length scales. In this case the blocking procedure is
performed in the space of the field variable and not in the space-time, which is understood
as the external space. Here we consider the renormalization of the scalar field theory, where
the gauge invariance has no importance, therefore we can use both methods, blocking in the
external space, using the sharp or the smooth momentum cut-off, as well.

The generating functional Z, expressed in terms of the action Si[¢] defined at the momentum
cut-off k, reads as follows:

Z= ( 11 /d(bq) exp [—%Sk[éq]] . (3.9)

lal<k

The action Si[®,] depends on the field decomposed in Fourier series, contains modes ¢,
with momenta less than the moving momentum cut-off ¢ < k. Applying an infinitesimal RG
transformation, the field is expanded in Fourier series and separated into a slow and a fast
fluctuating part, which obey low-frequency and high-frequency Fourier modes, respectively:

O(z) = dl) +o(z) = Y. T+ D e (3.10)

lg|<k—Ak k—Ak<|q|<k

Then the momentum cut-off k£ is moved to k& — Ak, and the high-frequency fluctuations of
the field are integrated out in the momentum space. On the one hand, the expression (3.9)
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can be rewritten:

Z:( II /dqbq)( I /déq) exp [—%Sk@q]]. (3.11)

lg|<k—Ak k—Ak<|q|<k

On the other hand, requiring the invariance of the generating functional Z:

z =( I/ d%) exp [—%Sk_wq]}, (3.12)

lg|<k—Ak

one can read off the transformation for the blocked action when the cut-off is moved from
the UV cut-off £ to k — Ak,

exp [—%Sk_M[gb]} _ / DId] exp [—%Sk[¢+$]], (3.13)

where the field variables ¢ and qg contain Fourier components with momenta [p| < k — Ak,
and k — Ak < |p| < k, respectively. In every infinitesimal step, the path integration in Eq.
(3.13) is evaluated with the help of the saddle point approximation. There are two cases. The
action has a saddle point either at quS = 0 (any constant saddle point can be transformed to
zero by a constant shift of the field variable), or at b = b # 0. In both cases, we keep only
the linear and the quadratic terms, in the Taylor expansion at the saddle point therefore
one can perform the Gaussian integration. The expansion around a general saddle point qgcl
reads:

Silp+da+ = Silo+oal+ S Fd,

k—Ak<|p|<k
1 N . )
+5 D Ky, + O¢") (3.14)
k—Ak<|p|<k
with the saddle point equation
3Sk[ + Pl
by = =0, 3.15
" Op (3.15)
and
625]9 [¢ + Qgcl]

Kor = 5550 3.16
PR 5,00, (3.16)

Then one can evaluate the Gaussian integral in (3.13) and the result is:

exp —%Sk—mc[cb + Qgcl]] = (det Ky —plo + Qgcl])_lﬂ exp {—%Sk [0+ ]| - (3.17)
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After taking the logarithm of both sides of (3.17) and using the identity: Indet(K) =
Tr In(K), it becomes:

Sk sl + Gl = 3 Sul + Gl — FTr (K, [0 + ) + O(1?). (3.15)

If Ak is infinitesimal, the summation Y, = V k&t Ak (27)~¢ [ dw is O(Ak) and it can be
replaced with the integral over the solid angle in dimension d. The second term on the r.h.s.
of (3.18) is O(Ak) as well and one can see that the higher-loop contributions neglected
in (3.18) can give only O(Ak?) contributions for the blocked action [39]. Therefore taking
the limit Ak — 0 the equation (3.18) becomes an exact, integro-differential equation for
the blocked action, which contains all the loop contributions. This is called the Wegner—
Houghton renormalization group equation [21]:

R dw
2 ] (2n)d

k0 Skld + du] = h (K6 + be))en,—kns (3.19)

where ¢y = ¢ [¢] as the functional of the background field ¢ is given by 0Sk[¢ + ngScl] /0, =
0. If the saddle point is trivial ¢, = 0, then the Wegner-Houghton RG equation reduces to:

dw
(2m)d

0kSul6) = S [ (K 6] (3:20)

When the saddle point is non-trivial QASCl # 0, then the inverse propagator K,, =
52Sk[0 + bu) /00,06, has at least one negative eigenvalue. The system becomes unsta-
ble against developing an inhomogeneous classical field configuration ¢, and the equation
(3.20) loses its validity. In this case, one should expand the action Si[¢ + ¢] around its
true saddle point ¢y, and one arrives at the system of equations (3.15) and (3.19). This is,
however, of small practical use. Instead, the non-trivial saddle point can be determined by
minimizing the action in Eq. (3.13) directly:

Sk—Ak[¢] = min [Sk[gb + Qgclﬂ . (3.21)

cl

For this one has to restrict the search of the minimum to a subspace of functions, e. g. to
plane-wave like saddle points. In order to follow the evaluation of the action one can use
the RG equation (3.20) until the eigenvalues of K, ,, are positive, k.[¢] < k. If k < k.[¢]
then one should use the tree-level blocking relation (3.21), [45]. When the saddle point
becomes non-trivial, the argument of the logarithm in equation (3.20) becomes zero, which
determines the critical scale k. implicitly. The computation of the higher-order quantum
corrections is difficult since the propagator is non-diagonal in momentum space when the
saddle point differs from zero.

In the next two subsections we rewrite the Wegner-Houghton equation using the leading
and the next-to-leading order expression for the Wilsonian action in the gradient expansion
Eq. (3.8).
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3.2.1 Gradient Expansion in LO

In the local potential approximation one uses the leading order expression for the action in
the gradient expansion,

Se= [t [5 @.0)(0%0) +Vil0)]. (322

and the Wegner—Houghton equation (3.20) reduces to a differential equation for the scale
dependent potential Vi(¢g) and (¢(x) = ¢p): [40]

k2 + 02V,
kOVi(do) = —kh ay m( + 95, k<¢o>>’

= (3.23)

with ag = $Q4(27) 7%, and the solid angle Q4 in dimension d. Let us note that the equation
(3.23) is exact in that sense that it contains all the quantum corrections. One can read off
the 1-loop contribution from (3.23) using the independent mode approximation where the
k-dependence of the potential is ignored (95 Vi(¢o) — 93 Va(¢o)) inside the argument of
the logarithm:

(3.24)

k* 4+ 03V,
ka Vl loop(¢0) _ —kdhOéd hl( + b0 A(¢O)> ’

k2

where the potential Vi (¢y) is scale-independent. The solution of equation (3.23) is the scale
dependent blocked potential Vi(¢g), which tends to the effective potential Vig(¢g) in the
limit & — 0. Furthermore, one can compare equation (3.24) with the usual form of the
effective potential up to one-loop order, which reads as follows:

Ve (d0) = V(o) + hVog (o), (3.25)

with the tree-level potential V5°(¢g) = Vi (¢o) and with the 1-loop correction:

(3.26)

A 2+ 02 Val(go)
Vl—loop _ d d—1 1 p %0 )
eff (%) Oéd/o pp n (

p2

Integrating out both sides of equation (3.24) with respect to k and taking the IR limit
k — 0, equation (3.24) recover the equations (3.25) and (3.26).

There are dimensionful quantities in equation (3.23). In order to look for fixed-point solutions
of (3.23) or to follow the scaling of an arbitrary potential one should remove the trivial scaling
of the dimensionful coupling constants and rewrite equation (3.23). Therefore, one has to
introduce dimensionless quantities via the following reparametrization:

~ d—2

¢=k""7 09, T, = kx,, (3.27)
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with the changes in the derivate of the potential with respect to the field:
V() = kVi(9), D5Vi(9) = kdk_(d_2)a§‘7k(¢;)- (3.28)

One can rewrite equation (3.23) for dimensionless quantities

(d d ; 2&0% I k(%) Vi(do) = —hag In (1402 Vi(d)) - (3.29)

Notice that in dimension d = 2 the field has no trivial scale dependence, wherefore the
second term on the left-hand side of (3.29) does not appear in the dimensionless equation.
In the next chapter we specify equation (3.29) for periodic potentials. Since we consider the
two-dimensional periodic scalar field theory it is useful to reduce the dimensionless equation
(3.29) for dimension d =2 :

(2+ kD) Vi(do) = —haz In (1+ 02 Vi(do)) (3.30)

with ap = (4m)~ 1.

Notice that the argument of the logarithm in (3.23) or in (3.29) must be non-negative for
the expansion made around a stable saddle point. If the argument changes sign at a critical
value k. > 0, given by k2 = —97 V. (¢o) then the Wegner-Houghton equation (3.23) loses its
validity for k < k.. The saddle point becomes non-zero and the tree-level blocking relation
(3.21) has to be used. Restricting the search for the minimum to plane waves propagating
in a given direction n, we find from Eq. (3.21):

1 1
Vi an(do) = min [ K2 + 5 / du V(6o + 2pcos(mu)) (3.31)

where p is the amplitude of the plane wave [45].

3.2.2 Gradient Expansion in NLO

In order to clarify the supposed role of the wavefunction renormalization (Zy(¢)) we let
evolve the next-to-leading term in the gradient expansion, but neglect its field dependence
(that is using the ansatz Zx(¢) = z(k)):

Sk:/d2:c

Inserting ¢(z) = ¢o+€(x) with ¢y = const. and €(z) infinitesimal inhomogeneous (therefore,
¢(x) depends on the space-time) into both sides of Eq. (3.19), expanding them in powers of
¢(z), and keeping the terms up to the second order, the Wegner—-Houghton equation can be

(k) 5 (06)(0"6) + Vi(9)|. (332
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reduced to [46]:

KO Vi(dn) = —k:dhaln<z(k)k +k§¢ovk<¢o>>’
kOkz(k) = kha |0}, Vi(do)]” l4[zo§k/)1]4k _Z/(é)]’ (3.33)

with A = (z2(k)k* + 05, Vi(¢0)). The last equation should hold only up to O(¢g) since
the ansatz for the action contains only the field independent wavefunction renormalization.
Equation (3.33) can be rewritten for dimensionless coupling constants:

<d _ géoa&o + kak> Vi(do) = —ha In (z(k) + 83)0‘71@(650)) ;

2
4[z(k)]* _ Z(k‘)] |

(3.34)

k00(0) = a0 TG | 2
with A = (z(k) + 8(%0 Vi(d0)). Let us note here, that equation (3.34) does not determine the
’anomalous dimension’ 77 due to the usage of the sharp momentum cut-off. The ’anomalous
dimension’ 7 is introduced as the non-trivial scale dependence of the wavefunction renormal-
ization Z(k) = k~"z(k). The critical exponent of the correlation function n defined in (1.15)
is equivalent to the ’anomalous dimension’. Therefore, in the framework of the Wegner—
Houghton method one cannot obtain the critical exponent 1 due to the usage of the sharp
momentum cut-off.

In the next chapter we specify the RG equations obtained here for the periodic scalar field
theory (sine-Gordon model). Using the equivalence between the sine-Gordon model and the
Coulomb gas model (T'(k) = 1/z(k)) described in chapter 2, one can compare the RG flow
obtained by the Wegner—-Houghton method with the well-known RG flow of the Coulomb
gas.

Unfortunately the gradient expansion contradicts the usage of the sharp momentum cut-off.
The higher order terms in the gradient expansion which correspond to the higher derivatives
of the field, cannot be considered consistently due to the sharp momentum cut-off used
in the Wegner-Houghton RG method [46]. Therefore it is not possible to obtain reliable
RG equations for the field dependent wavefunction renormalization in the framework of
the Wegner-Houghton method. One possibility to avoid the problems with the gradient
expansion is the usage of a smooth cut-off. In order to consider the renormalization of
Z1(¢), in the next section, we discuss Polchinski’s renormalization group method [22] which
realizes the RG transformations in successive infinitesimal steps in momentum space using
a smooth cut-off function.

3.3 Polchinski Renormalization Group Equation

In Polchinski’s renormalization group method [22] the realization of the differential RG
transformations is based on a non-linear generalization of the blocking procedure using
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a smooth momentum cut-off. In the infinitesimal blocking step, the field variable ®(x) is
split into an IR (slow oscillating) and an UV (fast oscillating) part, but both fields contain
low- and high-frequency modes due to the smoothness of the cut-off. The propagator for
the IR component is suppressed by a properly chosen regulator function K (p?/k?) at high
frequency above the moving momentum scale k. The introduction of the regulator function
generates infinitely many vertices with higher derivatives of the field. But these vertices are
considered irrelevant and their flow is completely neglected (because the regulator function
is not evolved under the RG transformations). One of the most important advantages of
Polchinski’s RG method is the usage of the smooth momentum cut-off which does not
contradict with the gradient expansion. Therefore it is possible to consider the evolution of
the field dependent wavefunction renormalization (Zx(¢)). In order to determine Polchinski’s
RG equation for the one-component scalar field theory, here we follow the method explained
in Ref. [8].

The partition function for the scalar field ® at the scale k is:

1

_ 1
2H<I>Gk1<1>—ﬁ5£[<l>] : (3.35)

Z = /D[(I)] exp [_%Sk[q)]} = /D[@] exp [—

where the blocked action is split into an interaction part: Sf[¢] and a quadratic part:
oG e = (2m)74 [dpid_, G (p?) @, containing the regularized inverse propagator
Gt (p?) = p*K~1(p?/k?). The regulator function K (z) suppresses the high-frequency modes
(Jp| > k) and keeps the low-frequency ones (|p| < k) unchanged due to the limiting behav-
iors K(z) — 0 for z > 1 and K(z) — 1 for z < 1, respectively. Then the field variable is
split into an IR and an UV part:

O=¢+0 (3.36)

where both ¢ and QAS contain high and low frequencies modes as well. The propagator is also
split into two parts:

Gy, = Gy_ar + Gr, (3.37)

where G, and Gy_ax correspond to <Z3 and ¢, respectively. In the case of infinitesimal Ak
the propagator can be written as Gy = Ak 0,Gy. Due to the smooth cut-off, both ¢ and
QAS are non-vanishing for all momenta it seems as if the degrees of freedom were doubled. In
order to have the same number of degrees of freedom before the blocking one may introduce
a new dummy field P by inserting a trivial factor 1 in the partition function, written as a
Gaussian path integral over the new field ®, with the arbitrarily chosen propagator G p(p?):

z = [Dla] exp [—%Sk[qﬂ

Lo 1 9z
~ 572G () B (3.38)

- /\//D[@]D[@] exp {—%Sk[q’]

Then, the IR and UV fields ¢ and ¢ are defined through a Bogoliubov-Valatin transformation
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of the fields ® and ®:
O =A1,0+ A1,2<ZA5, d=Ay,06+ A2,2<ZA5, (3.39)

with the requirement for the propagators:

~ A ~ 1 1. 4 ~
PGt o = 50 Gl o+ 3¢ Gp' . (3.40)

N —

1
5625 Giland+

Using the definition of the interacting part of the action Si[¢] the partition function can be
written as:

1

Zz/D[(i]D[(b] exp {—%@G;lcp %cﬁé;}é— Sg[cb]}; (3.41)

St =

after the inverse transformation of (3.39) the partition function becomes:
7 1 —1 Loag,r Lo 7
Z = [ D] exp |~ 50 Gilard — 560Gt 0~ 2l + 4] (3.42)
2h 2h h
Rewriting this as:

1 1
Z = [Dig] exp |~ 50 Gilacd — 351 anld]]. (343

one can read off the result of the infinitesimal blocking step on the interaction part of the
blocked action S%_a[d)]:

1

51 aldl] = [DI] e [0 G - 2sllo+ ] (3.44)

exp [

with the propagator G (p?) = Ak 9,G(p?).

One can perform the path integral (3.44) by the saddle point approximation. It is easy to
read off the definition of the saddle point from (3.44):

55410 + J) ) 95H9)

A:_A 2 = — 2 ~ AZ. .
da = —Gr(p?) 55 s Gr(p”) 5 + O(AE?) (3.45)

As opposed to the Wegner—Houghton method, the saddle point (3.45) is always non-trivial
da # 0, but it is of the order O(Ak). This saddle point is not the one seen by the Wegner—
Houghton method as the extremum of the Sy [ng—ngﬁ]. Thus, the possibility to see the spinodal
instability seems to be lost in Polchinski’s approach. In order to perform the path integral
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(3.44), one has to expand the exponent of the integrand around the saddle point:

1 N 1 ~ A o &
- ﬁ5£[¢+¢] —ﬁch;?lcb:

(3.46)

h

525}£[¢ + (ZgCl] ¢/
3606 ’

1 a1 1 A
- %Cbcz Gt b — ﬁS;ﬁ[Cb + G| — = (le +

where qZAﬁ = Qgcl + ¢ and the first derivative of the exponent is vanishing due to the definition
of the saddle point (3.45). Performing the Gaussian integral, one finds:

!
0

025{[¢ + ¢l

1 ’ I | .
ﬁsﬁcb + ¢l — =Si_anld] = _ﬁ¢cl Gyl b — §Tr In [G,;l + 5030 ] . (3.47)

Since the saddle point defined in (3.45) is O(Ak), therefore using the definition of the saddle
point (3.45) one can expand the action in powers of ¢:

054[4]

Slé+da] = SI¢]+ 5 bu + O(AK?)
_ 0Si[9] ~ 05k
= Si[¢] — 53 G 5 + O(AK?). (3.48)

Then the equation (3.47) can be rewritten as:

1 1 _ 1 05;[6] - 6Silg] 1 51 025i[0]

The logarithm in the last term of the right-hand side of Eq. (3.49) can be rewritten as:

8>S [¢]
560

In lé,;l + ; 525’%?]] . (3.50)

] =In[G;'] +In l1+Gk 5600

Expanding the logarithm in powers of the infinitesimal propagator Gy = AkdRGy ~ O(AE),
and keeping only the contribution O(Ak), the Polchinski equation is obtained:

_1a8{lol,, , 95110

5550 (3.51)

Using the definition:

Skl6] = 5066 + 5116 (3.52
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one can rewrite Eq. (3.51) for the complete action:

1 d 5Sk[¢] 65
W = 3 | Gy R0 lagzl:_[(j] 523]_
92 Sy[¢] 1 5 6Sk[d]
prars —2¢ka1(p2)W . (3.53)

This is the Polchinski renormalization group equation, which is valid for arbitrary one-
component scalar field theory. In this thesis our goal is, to obtain the renormalization of the
two-dimensional sine-Gordon model, therefore in the next chapter we specify the equation
(3.53) for the periodic scalar field theory.

The general feature of the Polchinski method is the presence of a non-trivial saddle point
leading to non-vanishing tree-level renormalization in every infinitesimal blocking step.
There is another possibility to obtain the tree-level renormalization group equations, namely
to follow the same strategy what we used in the case of the Wegner-Houghton equation.
The saddle point can be determined by minimizing the original action with respect to (]301:

Tl o A
St_alé] = ngm _§¢cl Grl da — Sho+ ¢ul| - (3.54)

then one has to use the gradient expansion in order to reduce the tree-level blocking pro-
cedure Eq. (3.54) for the blocked potential and for the wavefunction renormalization of the
field. If the saddle point ¢, ~ O(Ak), then the two methods to obtain tree level renormal-
ization group equations are equivalent since the part O(h") of the differential equation is
just the result of the minimization (3.54). The minimum at b is given by Eq. (3.45) and by
taking the functional on the right-hand side of Eq. (3.54) at its minimum the terms O(h°)
of Eq. (3.49) are recovered. To find a saddle point of finite magnitude only the direct mini-
mization would work. Thus, the first Eq. of (3.45) cannot be resolved for ¢y, so that (3.45)
and (3.47) cannot be rewritten in a closed form of (3.48). In the following we shall consider
the O(Ak) saddle point, since we could not propose a mechanism how a finite magnitude

saddle point would arise.

3.3.1 Gradient Expansion in LO

In order to solve the functional integro-differential equation (3.51) or (3.53), one has to
project them to a functional subspace. In the local potential approximation one uses the
leading order expression for the action in the gradient expansion, that means the wavefunc-
tion renormalization is set to one Z;(¢) = 1 and the field is set to a constant field: ¢(z) = ¢o.
Then the Polchinski equation reduces to a differential equation for the scale-dependent po-
tential Vi(¢o) [8]:

dp
2m)d

k0 (0n) = % 0n) (| (50 K210 = IV o) (3.59

~~
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with a smooth regulator function K(p?/k?), K' = 9, K(p?/k?*) and the derivatives of the
potential V"™ (¢,) = 93 Vi(¢o). In the sharp cut-off limit K = K'(p*/k*)|,2—0 = 0 and
(2m)74 [dip K' = —ak®? therefore the Eq. (3.55) is equivalent to the linearized form of
Eq. (3.23). Equation (3.55) can be rewritten in terms of dimensionless quantities [24, 25]:

(0= 52005, + 00 Vil = w0(G) (| 50 K1) ) — 047 Gl (350

with the dimensionless potential Vi (¢o), dimensionless smooth regulator function K'(p?) =
O3 K (p?) and the dimensionless momentum p? = p?/ k2.

The tree-level equation can be obtained by neglecting the loop-contribution term in equation
(3.55) or by minimization of the action, that means using the expression (3.54).

3.3.2 Gradient Expansion in NLO

In order to consider the renormalization of the field-dependent wavefunction renormalization
(Zr(¢)) we let evolve the next-to-leading term in the gradient expansion. Thus the Polchinski
equation can be reduced using the following ansatz for the interaction part of the action Si:

1 d

Silel = Sklg] -5

9 (27'(') ( )¢p¢ —-p

1 dl ’
= Sl -3 (%@p%r*<%>@@w

= 2/ dp1 d:2 Plpz)[Z—pl pz(¢)

1( . (p (P
—§(Kl(k—;)+f<l(,;

with Z_,, _,,(¢) = [ d%z Z).(¢,) e~ =P1FP2) Following the method described previously in the
case of the Wegner—Houghton equation, we insert ¢(x) = ¢¢+ €(x) with ¢g =const. and €(z)
infinitesimal and inhomogeneous into both sides of Eq. (3.51) and expand them in powers
of €(x) keeping the terms up to the second order [8]. Then, from Eq. (3.51) we obtain the
following evolution equations for the potential V}(¢#g) and the wavefunction renormalization

Zi(¢o) :

Onbp+ [ A2 Vo), (357)

kO Vie(¢o)

— WV p0)]? Kb + 1 (Zi( o) — K (/ %ZF K’)
TV (60) < / (gjf;d K’) ,

kO Zi(go) = —4(Zu(do) — K3 ) Vi (d0) Ky — 2V (d0) 21 (90) K
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~2[Vi& (@) K + 1 27 (é0) ( / (Sjj K’) , (3.58)

with Z{" (¢0) = 92 Zu(¢o), V"™ (¢0) = 2,Vi(¢), and with the regulator function K’ =
O K (p°/K?), K = 0,2 K (/%) |p2o.

One can rewrite equation (3.58) in terms of dimensionless quantities using the reparametri-
sation described in (3.27) [24,25]:

<d - %%% + k8k> Vi(do) = — V() K}
+ N (Zi(do) — Kg') (/ (igdﬁZK’(ﬁzO
+ 1V () ( / éﬂfd K'(~2)> ,

<77 — d ; 2§Z~508¢;0 + k8k> Zk(dgo) = — 4 (Zk(dgo) _ Ko—l) ‘716(2)(&0) K}

— 2V (o) 2V (d0) Kf — 2 [V (do)? K

2 ([ K@), e

with Z;")(QEO) = 8gOZk(q~50), Vk(")(qzzo) = 8£0Vk(gz~$0), and with the regulator function K’ =
052K (p*), K\ = 052 K (p*)|;2=0 and the 'dimensionless’ momentum p* = p?/k?. The ’anoma-
lous dimension’ 77 is introduced as the non-trivial scaling of the wavefunction renormalization
constant, Zy(¢o) = k~"Zy(¢). The ’anomalous dimension’ 7 is equivalent to the critical ex-
ponent of the correlation function defined in (1.15).

By setting h = 0 one can read off the tree-level contributions from the renormalization
group equation (3.58) or (3.59).



4 Periodicity of the Potential

In the previous chapter, we obtained exact differential renormalization group equations for
the one-component scalar field theory in the Euclidean space-time. The Wilson-Kadanoff
blocking construction was performed in momentum space in order to obtain the Wegner—
Houghton and the Polchinski renormalization group equations, using the sharp and a smooth
momentum cut-off, respectively. In this chapter we specify these RG equations for the pe-
riodic scalar field theory. These results are presented in [1-3]. In general, the RG transfor-
mations should preserve the symmetries of the action, namely the periodicity, therefore we
can look for solutions of the RG equations among periodic functions. The solution of the
renormalization group equations provides us the blocked potential Vj(¢g) which tends to
the effective potential Vog(¢g) in the IR limit, & — 0. Therefore, if the action is periodic
at the UV cut-off A, the effective potential should be periodic as well. On the other hand,
as it is known, the effective potential is convex (in the field variable ¢). In the first section
the general properties of the effective potential are discussed, concluding that in case of
a periodic field theory, the convexity and the periodicity are so strong constraints on the
effective potential that it should become a flat, constant potential. The detailed study of
the Wegner—-Houghton and the Polchinski RG equations for the periodic scalar field theory
is pursued in sections 2 and 3 in order to check this general conjecture in a particular case.

4.1 Periodicity and Convexity of the Effective Potential

The challenge in developing an RG method for the periodic scalar field theory is that the
essential symmetry of the theory, namely the periodicity, should not be violated during the
RG transformations. Indeed, one of the important general properties of the renormalization
group methods is that they retain the symmetries of the action. Therefore, if the bare action
Sa(¢) defined at the UV cut-off A has the symmetry under the transformation:

¢(z) — ¢(z) + A (4.1)
following
SA — S, for  ¢(x) — o(x) + A (4.2)

then, the blocked action Si(¢) which is the solution of the RG equations must be periodic
with the same length of period A. In the local-potential approximation the blocked action
reduces to the blocked potential Vj(¢g) which is tending to the effective potential Vig(¢o)
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in the limit & — 0. If the bare action is invariant under the symmetry transformation (4.1),
then the effective potential should be periodic with the same length of period A.

On the other hand, as it is known, another important property of the effective potential is
the convexity discussed in this section. The effective potential Vig(¢) is convex even if the
classical potential is non-convex, see [5]. In order to prove the convexity of Vg (¢) we follow
the argumentation described in [5] starting with the Euclidean generating functional

21 = exp [~ Wil| = [ Dlo] exp [ 516) — 3 [ o] (4.3)

where W[j] is the generating functional for the connected Green-functions. The effective
action ['.¢ can be determined by the Legendre transformation

Larld] = W1 - [ o (44)
with
o) =50 i = Sl (4.5)

In order to obtain the effective potential, the field and the source are set to be constant

~

() = ¢o and j(x) = jo in the space-time volume 2. In this case the effective action reduces
to the effective potential

Cest[po] = —Q Vg (o). (4.6)

On the one hand, since the source j, is constant, the space-time volume €2 can be detached
from the generating functional of the connected Green-functions

Wil = =Qw(jo), (4.7)

and the expression (4.4) reduces to

Vet [0o] = wljo] + Jo o (4.8)
with
__owljo] - 6Ve[¢o]
¢o = 5o ) Jo = 500 . (4-9)

On the other hand, from expression (4.3) one can determine w(jy) in the presence of the
constant source j

~hQu(ip) = ~#log ([ DIo] exp [~ 510l — 1o [ 9] (4.10)
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and differentiating expression (4.10) twice with respect to the source jy, we obtain

_ha? 530530 <</ dr ¢z ) >—<</de gb(x)>>2, (4.11)

where the definition for the expectation value is

= [Dlg] Flo] exp |5 Si6l~ 1o [ 6] (1.12)

Although the integration measure in (4.12) is formally defined, requiring its 'positivity’, the

following relation holds <( f ¢)2> > ([ ¢))°. Therefore, from (4.11) one can read off the
inequality

0*w(Jjo)
07000

<0. (4.13)

Using the relation obtained from (4.9)

o) ()
— | = —1, 4.14
(5%5% dj00Jo ( )
the convexity of the effective potential has been proven
6 Ve )
> 0. 4.15
<6¢oa¢o - (19)

According to the proof presented above, the effective potential should be convex. As it is
argued previously the effective potential should be periodic as well, if the bare theory is
periodic. This conflict between convexity and periodicity can be resolved only in a trivial
manner, namely if Vg is a constant function, which is periodic and convex at the same time.
In order to check this general statement we consider the renormalization of the periodic
scalar field theory in the framework of the Wegner-Houghton and Polchinski RG method.
For this purpose, the differential renormalization group equations obtained in the previous
chapter are specified for the periodic scalar theory in the next two sections.

We conclude, that for the periodic field theory, the convexity and periodicity are so strong
constraints on the effective potential that it should be constant.

4.2 Periodicity and the Wegner—Houghton Equation

In chapter 2, the Wegner—-Houghton renormalization group equation (3.20) was derived for
the one-component scalar field theory. Since such an integro-differential equation for func-
tionals is unmanageable, we used the gradient expansion in order to reduce it to partial
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differential equations for functions, the blocked potential Vi (¢g) (the gradient expansion in
leading order) and the blocked field independent wavefunction renormalization z(k) (the
gradient expansion in next-to-leading order). The symmetry of the action under the trans-
formation

¢(z) — d(x) + A (4.16)

is to be preserved by the blocking and the potential Vi (¢g) must be periodic with the period
length A. It is actually obvious that the blocking, the transformation

kViear(do) = kVi(do) + ko In (2(k)k? + 02, Vi(¢o) )| Ak (4.17)

preserves the periodicity of the potential if the wavefunction renormalization z(k) is inde-
pendent of the field. Therefore, one can look for solutions of the Wegner—Houghton equation
obtained in the local-potential approximation among periodic functions, if the initial con-
dition for the action contains a periodic self-interaction at the UV cut-off A. The inclusion
of the field independent wavefunction renormalization does not change the situation, since
it is independent of the field.

It is proven, that the Wegner—Houghton equation obtained in next-to-leading order of the
gradient expansion including the filed-independent wavefunction renormalization, retains the
periodicity of the potential.

4.2.1 Tree-level Equation

In order to allow for a convenient truncation of the potential which is favorable in the
numerical solution of the evolution equation and to preserve the periodicity we write V(o)
as a Fourier series,

wmziwwmwm» (4.18)

For the sake of simplicity we consider only potentials with a Z(2) symmetry, Vi(¢g) =
Vi(—¢o). The whole scale dependence occurs in the Fourier amplitudes w,(k), the ‘coupling
constants’ of the scale dependent potential. The Fourier-amplitudes w,, (k) are dimensionful
quantities. One can introduce dimensionless coupling constants @, (k) using the reparametri-
sation described in (3.27):

Tildo) = 3 (k) cos (nf) (4.19)

where 1, (k) = k™%, (k) and B¢y = B¢, are dimensionless. In the case of a non-trivial saddle
point one can use Eq. (3.31), which reads as follows for the dimensionful periodic potential



T 4 CLivdiclitvy alitl LG VCsllCl —11UUSLIVULL L/YUabLlULL

(4.18)

Vicas(do) = min [K2? + 3" wa(K) cos(ndo) o(2n5p) (4.20)

n=0

where Jy stands for the Bessel function and § = 27/A. In Appendix C we describe how to
obtain Eq. (4.20) from Eq. (3.31). Let px(¢¢) denote the position of the minimum of the
bracket on the r.h.s. of Eq. (4.20). Then px(¢y) is periodic px(¢o + A) = pr(¢o), since one
has to minimise the same expression of p for ¢y and ¢y + A.

We conclude, that the tree-level Wegner—Houghton equation (4.20) obtained in the local-
potential approximation preserves the periodicity of the potential.

4.2.2 Local-potential Approximation

In the local-potential approximation we consider the renormalization of the action for a
homogeneous field configuration where the wavefunction renormalization is set Zi(¢) = 1.
It is easier to use the derivative of Eq. (3.29) with respect to ¢, rather than the original
equation itself. In local-potential approximation the general form of the evolution equation
for the Fourier amplitudes for dimension d reads as follows [1],

a2, (k) = (d+ koy,) 0, (k) —

|~

Cx i Anp (k) (d + kOk )Ty (k) (4.21)

where N is the truncation in the Fourier series in (4.19), with dimensionless 3 and with
dimensionless coupling constants v, (k) = nt, (k) and

Anp(k) = (n— p){’n—p@(n > p)
+(p — n)0p-nO(p 2 n)
—(n 4 p)0p+nO(N > n + p), (4.22)

with O(n > n') ={1if n > n',0 if n < n'}. For details see Appendix B.

Reaching the critical value k. one has to change automatically from the system of equations
(4.21) to Eq. (4.20). Then the potential at the scale k. — Ak is found by minimizing the
expression on the r.h.s. of Eq. (4.20). After the minimization, the potential Vi, _ax(¢o) is
expanded in Fourier-series to define the new Fourier amplitudes at the scale k. — Ak. One
repeats this algorithm step by step with the stepsize Ak until &k = 0.

4.2.3 Including Wavefunction Renormalization

In the previous subsections we discussed the Wegner—-Houghton equation for the periodic
scalar field theory in the local-potential approximation. In order to retain the higher-order
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contributions in the gradient expansion, the field independent wavefunction renormaliza-
tion constant z(k) is included into the kinetic energy of the action (3.32). Instead of con-
sidering an arbitrary periodic action, in this subsection, we derive RG equations in the
framework of the Wegner—-Houghton equation for the sine-Gordon model including the field-
independent wavefunction renormalization constant z(k) as well. The two-dimensional sine—
Gordon model is the simplest example for a periodic scalar field theory, defined by the
Euclidean action

Se= [ E(aw () cos(ﬁ(k)qb)} (4.23)

with the two scale-dependent coupling constants u; (k) and 3(k). Rescaling the field ¢/ = ¢,
the action (4.23) can be written as

Se= [ da Ez(k)(@qﬁ’)Z + (k) cos(qﬁ')] (4.24)

with the field-independent renormalization z(k) = 1/8%(k). The flow equations for the
dimensionful coupling constants u; (k) and z(k) are obtained by expanding both sides of Eq.
(3.33) in Fourier series and neglecting the higher harmonics missed on the left-hand sides.
It is straightforward to use the derivative of the first equation in (3.33) with respect to ¢y.
Thus, we find

kOgui (k) = gﬁ {1 — (1 - 1’2(]{;))1/2] ’

1 22(k) (1 + 22(R))
koa(k) = —=— TeTE (4.25)

with z = uy(k)/(k*2(k)). In Appendix D we summarize the details of the calculation for
obtaining Eq. (4.25).

As it is discussed in the previous subsections, the Wegner—Houghton equation loses its
validity, when the saddle point becomes non-trivial in the course of the subsequent blocking
steps. In this case, in the local potential approximation one should use equation (4.20)
in order to determine the blocked potential. Unfortunately, the tree-level blocking relation
(3.21) does not give an evolution for the field-independent wavefunction renormalization
z(k). Therefore, we do not consider the renormalization of the action (4.23) when the saddle
point is non-trivial.

4.3 Periodicity and the Polchinski Equation

The Polchinski renormalization group equation [22] based on the Wilson-Kadanoff blocking
procedure by using a smooth momentum cut-off was discussed and derived for the one-
component scalar field theory in chapter 2. The functional integro-differential equations
(3.53) and (3.51) are valid for an arbitrary scalar action Si[¢] or for the interaction part of
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the action S{[¢], respectively. Under the RG transformation the symmetries of the action
(periodicity) should be preserved. If the action Si[¢] is periodic, then the interaction part of
the action S{[#] should be periodic as well. The Polchinski equation (3.51) for the interaction
part of the action retains the periodicity of S} [¢)]

ﬁﬂwﬂ:$M+AkQ£&mwaG6%W+£T%&@$%WW> (4.26)

2 66 RS T2 5600

Instead of equation (3.51), which is valid for the interaction part of the action S}[¢], one can
use the more usual form of the Polchinski equation (3.53) which is valid for the complete
action. Although equation (3.53) could break the periodicity of the action due to the term
2¢,G 1 (p )65" 9] this is not the case since

ISK[o + A
Iy

0Sk[@]

= 2¢pGl;1(p2) 5¢

2( 0y + 83,0) 61 (07) (4.27)

owing to the periodic nature of Si[¢] and the property G, '(0) = 0 (since G.'(p?) =
p?K (p*/k?)). Therefore equation (3.53) preserves the periodicity of the action as well.

In order to make the functional integro-differential equations (3.51) and (3.53) manageable,
the action is expanded in the gradient of the field, up to next-to-leading order

= % / A’z Zi(p(x)) 0u¢(x)0"¢(x) + / Az Vi(o(x)) (4.28)

with the field-dependent renormalization Zi(¢) and with the potential Vi (¢). In chapter 2,
the Polchinski equation was reduced for Z;(¢) and Vi(¢) by using the ansatz for the inter-
action part of the action (3.57). Let us note, that due to the quadratic term in (3.57), the
interaction part of the action is also periodic if the action is periodic. Therefore, the renor-

malization group equations (3.58) retain the periodicity of the wavefunction renormalization
Z(¢o) and of the potential Vi (o)

Zi(¢o) = Zi(do + A), Vi(¢0) = Vi(go + A), (4.29)

with the unchanged length of period A. The Polchinski equation (3.51) or (3.53) reduces
to the RG equations (3.59) for the dimensionless functions Zj(¢o) and Vi (). Since in this
Thesis we would like to consider the renormalization of the two-dimensional periodic scalar
field theory, equation (3.59) should be written for the dimension dimension d = 2:

425
(2)?

2 hTEG) = {0 Gl K+ (Za) — 557 (

) (30) </ (;T]; K,> |

ﬁZK,> +
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kO Zi(do) = —4(Zildo) — Ko ") ViP (o) K — 2V (90) 21" () Ky —
- - ~ - 2~
2V (o) K§ + 1 2 (do) < / (;5;2 K’) (4.30)

where Z{™ (¢g) = agOZk(éo), V" (o) = 8£0Vk(q50), the regulator function K’ = 95 K (p?),
K{ = 05 K(p?)|2=0 and the dimensionless momentum p* = p?/k?. In the next subsection,
the linearized form of equation (4.30) is discussed around the Gaussian fixed point where
the ’anomalous dimension’ 7 is zero, therefore 7 is not introduced in (4.30). One can find the
same RG equations for the dimensionless potential and the wavefunction renormalization
in an arbitrary dimension d in the literature by setting the anomalous dimension n = 0
in [24,25].

It is proven that the Polchinski renormalization group equation retains the periodicity of the
action.

4.3.1 Scheme-dependence of the Polchinski Equation

One of the most important advantages of Polchinski’s RG method is the use of a smooth mo-
mentum cut-off, because this is compatible with the gradient expansion. Due to the smooth-
ness of the cut-off, one has to introduce a properly chosen regulator function K (p?/k?) which
is a priori not defined. A regulator function can be introduced in the Wegner-Houghton RG
method as well [8], but due to the usage of the sharp momentum cut-off, in this case, the
regulator function is K(p?/k?) = ©((p*/k*) — 1). Therefore, in order to obtain the solution
of the Polchinski equation (3.59) or (4.30), one has to define the regulator K (p?/k?), or in
other words one has to fix the scheme. The scheme dependence of the Polchinski equation
is discussed in the literature in great detail [23-25,47,48].

It is argued in [47] that the scheme-dependence of the Wilsonian blocked action can be
regarded as a certain coordinate transformation in the theory space. To a certain extend,
the Polchinski and the Wegner—Houghton equation are “equivalent” because it is possible
to derive the Polchinski equation in the sharp cut-off limit which is identical to the Wegner—
Houghton equation [47]. The fixed points and the critical exponents are invariant under these
transformations in the theory space, but in the gradient expansion the scheme-dependence
is enhanced and the physical quantities (fixed points, critical exponents) become scheme-
dependent.

The leading order of the gradient expansion the Polchinski equation (and similarly the
Wegner—Houghton equation) can be rescaled [23-25,48] and around the trivial Gaussian
fixed point V* = 0 the linearized equations and the scaling operators are found to be inde-
pendent of the scheme. However around other non-trivial fixed points the critical exponents
obtained from the Polchinski and from the Wegner-Houghton method differ.

One can fix the scheme with optimization methods [24,25] when the regulator function
K(p*/k?) is determined in such a way that the RG equations give the best estimate for the
values of the fixed points and critical exponents obtained by other more traditional methods.

In the next subsection we determine the linearized Polchinski equation around the trivial
Gaussian fixed point (V* = 0) and we consider the renormalization scheme-dependence of
the Polchinski equation by matching it with the Wegner-Houghton equation.
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4.3.2 Linearized Polchinski Equation

Here we consider the linearized Polchinski equations. First, we show that they can be rescaled
in such a way as to give the same classification of the scaling operators at the Gaussian
fixed points as obtained in the Wegner—Houghton method. Second, we derive the linearized
equations for the Fourier amplitudes of the periodic blocked potential and of the periodic
wavefunction renormalization constant.

One can linearize equations (3.59) around the UV Gaussian fixed point: V* =0 and Z* =1
(the ’anomalous dimension’ is zero, n = 0). Then the linearized equations are

(d - %a@o% + k:@k) Vi(do) = iy Z4(do) + h Ly Vi (o).

(‘d 3 600, + k8k> Zi(o) = —4 (1 — Kg WYV (o) Ko+ h I ZD (do),  (4.31)

with I} = (27)~¢ [d%p p? K'(p?) and I, = (27)~¢ [d%p K'(p?) . The RG equations (4.31)
depend on the particular choice of the regulator function K(p?). Therefore, in order to
calculate the integrals I; and I, first one has to specify the regulator function K (p?). The
regulator K (p?) should be defined in such a manner, that around the Gaussian fixed point
the classification of the scaling operators into relevant and irrelevant ones, be the same as
those obtained with different RG methods. For this purpose, first we rewrite equation (4.31)
for the field-independent wavefunction renormalization Zj,(¢o) = Z(k)

<d_ d ; 2&03&) + k8k> Vi(@o) = hLZ(k)+hl, ‘7’“(2)(&0)’

kOuz(k) = —4(1— Kg) VP (o) K. (4.32)

Then we can compare equation (4.32) with the linearized form of the dimensionless Wegner—
Houghton equation (3.34) around the Gaussian fixed point

(d—d;%@oawkak) Ve(do) = —halog |1+ (2(k)+ Vi (¢0))]

— —ha(GE) + V2 (d)),

kowi(k) = 0, (4.33)

with a = Q,4/2(27)? where €, is the solid angle in dimension d. In order to get rid of the
undesirable tree-level contribution in the linearized Polchinski equations, Ky = 1 has to be
chosen. Then, both methods give no wavefunction renormalization, Z(k) = Z* = 1. The field-
independent term —h a Z(k) can be neglected on the right-hand side of the first equations
(4.32) and (4.33). In order to obtain the same critical exponents and scaling operators from
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the two different sets of RG equations (4.32) and (4.33), one has to rescale the field in the
linearized Polchinski RG equations (4.32):

¢— o <_—]2>2 - (4.34)

«

This rescaling does not change the physical quantities (critical exponents); but only the
shape of the potential. That means, the critical exponents around the Gaussian fixed points
are independent of the choice of the regulator function. As argued in the previous subsection,
they are renormalization scheme independent.

We conclude, that in leading order of the gradient expansion the Polchinski and the Wegner—
Houghton equation give the same critical exponents around the trivial Gaussian fized points.

If one requires that the two linearized sets of RG equations (4.32) and (4.33) give the same

critical exponents without rescaling, one finds the constraint I, = —a,
b= [ 220 = o [T a6 i K (1.35
(2m)d 0

which is satisfied by only one regulator function K (p?/k?) = 0((p?/k?) — 1) because d is
arbitrary.

In dimension d = 2 the linearized equations (4.32) do not evolve the field independent
part of the wavefunction renormalization Z(k) = z = 1/3% = 1/(? = constant and ¢, =
¢o. Therefore we can rescale the field ¢y — 2=/ 2¢>0 Boo and [ becomes the length of
period, which remains unchanged during the RG transformations. We can look for solutions
of Egs. (4.31) among the periodic functions. The potential f/k(gbo) and the wavefunction
renormalization Zg(¢g) are expanded in Fourier-series:

e e

Vildo) = Z ) cos (nfB¢o) ,

Zk(CbO) = i ) cos (nfgy) - (4.36)

For the sake of simplicity we consider the potential Vj(¢y) and the wavefunction renor-
malization Zj(¢o) possessing a Z(2) symmetry, (¢y < —¢o). The whole scale dependence
occurs in the Fourier amplitudes @, (k) and Z,(k), the ‘coupling constants’ of the blocked
action. The linearized form of the evolution equations for the Fourier-amplitudes (when the
field-dependent wavefunction renormalization is taken into account) reads as follows,

(24 kdy)un(k) = B Z(k) — Iy, (k) 32 n?,
kopin(k) = —hIyZ,(k)3*n? (4.37)

for n > 1, where I, = —a and the actual value of the integral I; is not fixed and depends on
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the particular choice of the regulator function K (p?/k?). In order to obtain the numerical
solution for (4.37) discussed in the next chapter, we set [} = I, = —a.

Finally, let us note, that due to the usage of the smooth cut-off in the Polchinski renormal-
ization group approach, there is always a non-trivial saddle point, ¢, # 0. The tree-level
terms found in equation (4.30) depend on the derivatives of the regulator and appear due
to the presence of this non-trivial saddle point. However, this tree-level renormalization
has nothing to do with the instability found in the blocking procedure by using the sharp
momentum cut-off. It seems to be rather a drawback of the method than to reflect some
real physical content. This is a feature, significantly different from the Wegner—Houghton
approach, where tree-level renormalization occurs only if the non-trivial saddle point does.
That is why, here only the linearized Polchinski equations are considered, since they do not
contain any tree-level terms.






5 Linearized Solution

In this chapter we consider the solution of the linearized renormalization group equations
obtained in the previous chapters. In chapter 4 the Polchinski and the Wegner—-Houghton
RG equations were discussed for the periodic one-component scalar field theory. One of
the most important advantages of these renormalization group equations is that in the
framework of these RG equations it is possible to consider the renormalization of the periodic
field theory without breaking the essential symmetry of the model, namely the periodicity.
Results presented in [1-4] are summarized in this chapter. In the first section we discuss
some general statements on universality. In the second and third section, the phase structure,
and the fixed-points of the periodic scalar model are investigated by solving the linearized
Wegner-Houghton and Polchinski renormalization group equations around the Gaussian
fixed-point for dimension d = 2 and d > 2.

5.1 Universality

In the usual perturbative proof of the renormalizability each monomial vertex is treated
independently. Therefore, this strategy is sufficient for polynomial interactions but it is
not necessarily applicable for periodic potentials where the symmetry is destroyed by any
truncation of the Taylor expansion. The treatment of an infinite series of operators instead
of a single monomial may cause complications.

According to the power counting (see chapter 1), theories with polynomial interactions
are super-renormalizable in dimension d = 2. It was shown in chapter 1, that in super-
renormalizable theories there are vertices with negative canonical dimension (1.3). If there
is at least one vertex V in the theory whose canonical dimension is positive 6(V) > 0
then the theory is non-renormalizable. For renormalizable theories, there is at least one
vertex in the theory with zero canonical dimension §(V') = 0. Furthermore, in chapter 3, the
interactions are classified into relevant, marginal and irrelevant interactions. It was discussed,
that theories containing irrelevant interactions are non-renormalizable. The renormalizable
or super-renormalizable interactions correspond to relevant operators in the UV scaling
regime.

However, this classification of monomial interactions via power counting which is in one-to-
one correspondence with their RG classification into relevant, irrelevant operators, is not any
more true for periodic potentials. As we show in the next sections, the coupling constants
(Fourier amplitudes) of the periodic potentials scale differently. Indeed, for dimension d = 2
the coupling constants i, (k) are relevant, marginal or irrelevant for 3% < 87 /n?, 32 = 87 /n?,
or 3% > 8w /n?, respectively
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One can find the opposite effect. An infinite series of irrelevant operators can be defined in
a renormalizable model, showing the possibility of the removal of the cutoff in the presence
of non-renormalizable operators. The basic question in the removal of the cutoff is whether
the series of the irrelevant operators is chosen in such a manner that the divergencies can
be removed by the fine tuning of a finite number of parameters in the action. The infinite
series of irrelevant operators is usually required by some symmetry of the theory, such as
periodicity. As discussed in the next sections, for dimension d > 2 the scaling operator
of the sine-Gordon model in the neighborhood of the cut-off is found to be relevant for
(3% < 2/(ag), which is in contradiction with the usual perturbative treatment for monomial
interactions. The symmetry imposes such constraints on the radiative corrections that the
divergencies can in fact be removed within the given functional family of the action and the
apparently non-renormalizable model becomes renormalizable.

In the next sections we show that these highly nontrivial effects can be reproduced in a very
simple manner in the framework of a functional form of the renormalization group method.
We shall use the Fourier amplitudes of the periodic potential @, (k) as coupling constants
and we linearize the renormalization group flow (4.21) obtained in the previous chapter
around the fixed-point 4, = 0 by assuming \8§Vk(¢)| < 1. In section 2, we look for periodic
fixed-points and scaling operators for dimension d = 2 and d > 2. The phase transition
obtained in dimension d = 2 is discussed in the third section. Finally, in the last section we
consider the linearized Polchinski equation (4.37) obtained in the next-to-leading order of

the gradient expansion.

5.2 Fixed-points and Scaling Operators in Local-potential
Approximation

In the framework of Wilson’s renormalization group approach, the fixed-points and the
scaling operators of the scalar field theory are discussed in the literature in great de-
tail [8], [23,24,26,42]. Usually these results are obtained for the scalar field theory which
contains polynomial interactions. Symmetries of the action like periodicity could imply new
fixed-point solutions or new critical exponents. In this section, we look for periodic scaling
operators and periodic fixed-point solutions of the Wegner—Houghton renormalization group
equation (3.29), and the Polchinski renormalization group equation (3.56). The Wegner—
Houghton (3.20) and the Polchinski equation (3.53) in the local-potential approximation
(LPA) reduce to the differential equations (3.29) and (3.56) for the scale-dependent dimen-
sionless potential Vi (), respectively.

We look for the solutions of Eq. (3.29) and (3.56) among the periodic potentials with Z(2)
symmetry, Vi(¢o) = Vi(—po). The potential can be expanded in Fourier modes:

Tildo) = 3 (k) con (ndo). (5.)

where 3 is dimensionless, and the dimensionless coupling constants are the Fourier ampli-
tudes 7, (k). Let us note, that the dimensionful 3 has a trivial k-dependence 8 = k~(@=2/23
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due to @@: B¢ and 6~ is constant. In dimension d = 2 the field has no scale-dependence,
therefore g = (.

Among the polynomial interactions one can find the well-known fixed points like the trivial
Gaussian fixed-point (‘7* = 0), or the Wilson-Fisher fixed-points etc. Since in the local
potential approximation the Polchinski equation (3.56) can be rescaled in such a way as
to give the same scaling operators and fixed-points obtained in the Wegner—Houghton’s
method (see (4.34)), here we consider only the Wegner-Houghton equation (3.29). The
trivial Gaussian fixed-point (V* = 0) is the solution of the Wegner-Houghton fixed-point
RG equation derived for periodic scalar potentials as well. In order to look for periodic
scaling operators around the Gaussian fixed-point, we insert the Fourier expansion of the
potential (5.1) into equation (3.29) and we find equation (4.21) for the dimensionless coupling
constants i, (k) with the dimensionless . Then linearizing equation (4.21) we obtain:

(d + k) tin(k) = ag 32 n® iy (k) (5.2)

where B is dimensionless therefore independent of the scale k. In the next two subsections
we look for the scaling solutions of Eq. (5.2) around the Gaussian fixed-point V* = 0:

din (k) = (%)A in(A). (5.3)

Dimension d = 2

In order to consider the periodic scaling operators for dimension d = 2, we insert the ansatz
(5.3) into the linearized equation (5.2) which takes the form:

(24 M) G (A) = ay 2n% i, (A). (5.4)
From equation (5.4) the eigenvalue A, can be read off
A = 0 3202 — 2, (5.5)

therefore the solution of the linearized equation (5.2) is

a2 52 n?—2
k) , (5.6)

(k) = dn(A) <K

where @, (A) is defined by the initial conditions and ay = 1/47 for dimension d = 2. Notice
that according to the initial condition for 3 the eigenvalue A, could be positive, negative
or zero which determines the scaling properties around the Gaussian fixed-point. Although
the consequences are discussed in the next section in more detail, let us note that the result
(5.6) shows that the various coupling constants of the periodic potential scale differently
around the Gaussian fixed-point. Indeed the coupling constants u, (k) are relevant, marginal
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or irrelevant for 32 < 8w /n?, (2 = & /n2, or 3% > 8r/n?, respectively. Every @, (k) scales
differently, with different \,,.

If we consider the potential containing a single Fourier mode (n = 1), according to the
solution (5.6) there is a phase transition at the critical length of period % = 3% = 8. It is
the phase transition found in the sine-Gordon model by Coleman [9)].

For dimension d = 2 the well-known UV fixed-point of the sine-Gordon model is recovered
in a rather straightforward way and the scaling operators are found, in the framework of the
Wegner—Houghton and the Polchinski equation in the local-potential approzimation.

Dimension d > 2

The periodic fixed-points of the RG equation (3.29) can be determined via the following
equation:

dV*(0) = ~hag In (1+ 32 5V(0)), (5.7)

where § = (3¢ is dimensionless and [ is independent of k. The trivial Gaussian fixed point
V*(0) = 0 satisfies the fixed point equation (5.7). In this Thesis, we do not look for non-
trivial periodic fixed points although the equation (5.7) is non-linear, therefore it might have
non-trivial fixed points solutions.

In order to obtain the periodic scaling operators around the Gaussian fixed-point in dimen-
sion d > 2 one has to look for solutions of the linearized equation (5.2) using the ansatz
(5.3). Then the solution of (5.2) is

ag 2n?2—d
fn(k) = in(A) <K> . (5.8)

Therefore, near the initial value A of the cut-off, the scaling behavior of the coupling con-
stants @, (k) are qualitatively the same as in dimension d = 2. There are relevant marginal
and irrelevant coupling constants depending on the value 3*n?.

The similarity of the scaling in dimension d = 2 and d > 2 is reflected by the exponent

~ 2pD—

D = ay4#?, determining the scaling via @, (k) = (k/A)" D=4 The dependence of the type
(k/A)*? “7*~d i universal. This is essentially the same in any dimension with the exception
of its ’trivial” dependence on the entire solid angle in ag = 4/(2(27)9).

The scaling operators around the Gaussian fized-point are determined in dimension d > 2.

The dependence of the type (k/N)™ Fen?=d o essentially the same in any dimension excluding
its 'trivial’ dependence’ on the entire solid angle in oy = Qq/(2(2m)9).

5.3 Phase Transition for Dimension d = 2

In this section we consider the phase transition determined by the periodic solution with
amplitudes (5.6) of the linearized Wegner—Houghton equation obtained in the local-potential
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approximation for dimension d = 2. In order to investigate this phase transition let us
recall the real-space renormalization group equation (2.23) for the two-dimensional Coulomb
gas discussed in chapter 2. The two-dimensional Coulomb gas is equivalent to the two-
dimensional sine-Gordon model which is the simplest realization of the periodic potentials.
Linearizing the real-space equation (2.23) around h = 0 one can obtain:

dh T\ - dT

— = — =0. 2.9
¢ ( ) “da (59)
In the linearized equations (5.9) there is no evolution for the temperature 7". Therefore
T = (3 = [3? is constant, independent of ‘the scale. Using the equivalences between the
sine-Gordon and the Coulomb gas model (h = ;%) explained in chapter 2, the equation
(5.9) can be rewritten in momentum space:

ko (k) = (f—z - 2) iy (k), ko3 =0, (5.10)

™

which is the same as equation (5.4) obtained in the framework of the Wegner-Houghton
RG approach for periodic potentials. Therefore, the linearized real-space RG equations for
the two-dimensional Coulomb gas are recovered in a rather straightforward way with the
solution (5.6):

(k) = @1 (A) (%)MM, (5.11)

Thus, the coupling constant @1 (k) is relevant, marginal, or irrelevant for 5% < 8, 3% = 8, or
(3% > 8, respectively. There is a phase transition at the critical point 32 = 8. Furthermore,
this is the phase transition found in the sine-Gordon model by Colemann in [9]. The details
of the phase transition are discussed in chapter 2. Our result (5.6) is more general, because
an arbitrary periodic potential is considered with infinitely many Fourier amplitude. From
(5.6) one can read off the scaling of every i, (k).

In the strong coupling phase, for 3* > 87 all the dimensionless coupling constants i, (k)
are irrelevant (4, (k) — 0 if & — 0). Therefore the linearization around the trivial Gaussian
fixed-point 4, = 0 remains valid in the £ — 0 limit as well. This keeps the trivial saddle
point of the blocking stable ¢, = 0. This result indicates the inaccessibility of the Gaussian
fixed-point in the UV limit & — oo, the non-renormalizability of the model. The infrared
fixed-point is a trivial, non-interacting massless theory.

In the weak coupling phase, for 32 < 8, there are relevant and irrelevant coupling constants
as well. Due to the relevant scaling operators, the solution loses its validity in the k& — 0
limit. Therefore, in the weak coupling phase the solution of the RG equation can be found
only numerically. It will be discussed in the next chapter.

The critical point at 3° = 87 is a well-known result for the sine-Gordon model. What
is interesting in this solution is that one sees a change in the scaling laws for the higher
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harmonics at a finite distance away from this critical point. In fact, the n-th harmonic is
found to be relevant for 32 < 87 /n?

Finally, let us note, that these results are obtained in the local potential approximation
where the wavefunction renormalization is not taken into account. In order to consider the
scaling of the wavefunction renormalization Zj(¢o) which is a periodic function of the field
¢o, we let evolve the second term in the gradient expansion (3.8).

If Z(¢o) is independent of the field Zy(¢pg) = z(k), then the linearized Wegner—Houghton
(4.33) and the linearized Polchinski equation (4.32) do not give an evolution for z(k). This
means, that the above described phase structure for the periodic scalar field theory remains
unchanged. In Fig. 5.1 we plot the flow diagram obtained from the linearized form of the
Wegner-Houghton equation (4.25) using the equivalences between the sine-Gordon model
and the two-dimensional Coulomb gas discussed in chapter 2 (T'=1/z = %> and h = aT).
One can compare this phase diagram to those obtained from the real-space RG approach

=

| -
T=8TT T

Figure 5.1: The flow diagram obtained from the linearized form of the Wegner-Houghton
equation (4.25) is plotted in the two-dimensional coupling-constant space (i~z = uT and
T = (3? = 1/2). There are two phases in the model, the weak (T < 87) and the strong
coupling phase (7" > 8) separated by the fixed-point 7" = 87. When the non-linear terms
are kept in the RG flow, the coupling constant T become scale-dependent plotted in Fig. 2.2.

for the two-dimensional Coulomb gas using the dilute gas approximation plotted in Fig. 2.2.
Due to the non-linearity of the real-space RG equations (2.23) obtained in the dilute gas
approximation the wavefunction renormalization z = 1/T become scale-dependent. In the
next chapter we go beyond the linearization and we discuss the numerical solution of the
Wegner—Houghton equation (4.25) where the non-linear terms are taken into account.

It is discussed, that the linearized Wegner—Houghton, the linearized Polchinski and the lin-
earized real-space RG equations give the same scaling operators for the periodic scalar theory
around the Gaussian fixed-point when the field-independent wavefunction renormalization is
taken into account.

If Zi(¢o) depends on the field ¢, than one has to use the linearized Polchinski equation
(4.37) in order determine the scaling operators around the Gaussian fixed-point. In the next
section we discuss the solution of the linearized equation (4.37).
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5.4 Wavefunction Renormalization for Dimension d = 2

Finally, in this section we investigate the periodic solution of the linearized Polchinski equa-
tion obtained by using the gradient expansion in next-to-leading order. Previously the fixed-
points and the scaling operators of the periodic potential are considered in the local-potential
approximation. One can ask, what are the changes in these scaling properties if the wavefunc-
tion renormalization is taken into account. Since in the framework of the Wegner—Houghton
equation the field dependent wavefunction renormalization Zi(¢) cannot be investigated
consistently, therefore in order to determine the scaling of Zj(¢) we use the linearized
Polchinski RG equations (4.37) obtained in the previous chapter (h = 1,y = —ay):

(24 kOy)in(k) = I Zu(k) + ag B2 n? iy, (k),
kopzn(k) = o B3 n?z,(k), (5.12)

for n > 1, where the actual value of the integral [; is not fixed. Notice, that equation (5.12)
holds for the field-dependent wavefunction renormalization Z(¢y).

The second equation in (5.12) can be solved analytically:
as 32n?
Zo(k) = Z,(A) <—> , forn > 1. (5.13)

Therefore, every Z,(k) (n > 1) is irrelevant independently of the choice of 32 and of the actual
value of the integral I;. This means that the field-dependent wavefunction renormalization
is irrelevant for both phases of the model in the UV regime, where the linearized equations
hold. Let us note, that the linearized Polchinski equation does not give an evolution for
the field-independent wavefunction renormalization Z(k). Introducing the solution (5.13)
into the first equation in (5.12) one can find the solution for the Fourier amplitude @, (k)
analytically:

un (k) = <i1n(A) - Ilé"w) <E>M2n2_2 &) <5>a262nz, forn>1. (5.14)

2 A 2 A

Depending on the choice of ,(A), Z,(A) and I; the coupling constant ,(k) is relevant,
irrelevant or marginal near the cut-off. Nevertheless, in the IR domain, far from the UV
cut-off & < A, if the linearization still holds, the scaling of ,(k) only depends on the
choice of 32, since all the coupling constants Z,(k) are irrelevant. For example, in the strong
coupling phase 32 > % when all the Fourier amplitudes of the potential i, (k) become
irrelevant in the IR domain, the linearized equation does not lose its validity, therefore
the solution (5.13) and (5.14) remain valid in the £ — 0 limit. In the weak coupling phase
(3% < 3% some of the @, (k) coupling constants become relevant far from the cut-off. Thus the
linearization loses its validity and the solution of the RG equation (including the non-linear
terms) can be found only numerically.

In Fig. 5.2, we plot the numerical solution of (5.12) for the scaling of the Fourier amplitude
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Figure 5.2: The scaling of the Fourier amplitude @, (k) is plotted versus the running momen-
tum cut-off k from k = 1 to k = 0. The arrow indicates the direction of the flow. This result
is obtained by solving the linearized Polchinski’'s RG equation (4.37) when 3% = 167 and
the initial value for the Fourier amplitudes are %; = 0.0001, z; = 0.0015% and @,, = %, = 0
if n > 1 and the integrals I) = I, = —ay = 1/(4m).

@1 (k) when 32 = 2(87) > 2 and the initial value for Z(k) is positive and the integral I; is
set to be equal to: [y = I, = —aw.

The scaling operators for the field-dependent wavefunction renormalization around the Gaus-
sian fized-point are found irrelevant for both phases of the model. The position of the Cole-
man fixed-point and the phase structure is independent of the choice of the requlator function
and of the renormalization scheme while the actual flow depends on it.



6 Numerical Solution

In the previous chapters we obtained renormalization group equations for the one-compo-
nent periodic scalar field theory in the framework of Wegner—Houghton’s and Polchinski’s
RG approaches. The solution of the linearized flow equations around the Gaussian fixed-
point was discussed in chapter 5. For dimension d = 2 the well-known phase structure and
scaling operators of the sine-Gordon model were recovered in a rather straightforward way.
In order to compare the results obtained from the Wegner-Houghton and from the Polchin-
ski methods to those obtained for the two-dimensional Coulomb gas in the framework of the
real-space renormalization group method one needs to go beyond the linearization, since the
real-space RG equations are non-linear. Therefore, in this chapter we investigate the numer-
ical solution (presented in [1-3]) of the Wegner-Houghton’s and Polchinski’s RG equations
obtained for periodic scalar field theory. In the first section we consider the numerical so-
lution of the Wegner—-Houghton equation obtained in the local-potential approximation.
The wavefunction renormalization is taken into account for the numerical solution of the
Wegner—Houghton and the Polchinski equation in sections 2 and 3.

6.1 Wegner—Houghton Equation in Local-potential
Approximation

In the previous chapter the solution of the linearized Wegner—-Houghton equation (5.2)
obtained for the periodic scalar field theory was investigated in the local-potential approx-
imation. The scaling operators were found around the trivial Gaussian fixed-point. The
various coupling constants, the Fourier amplitudes i, (k) of the periodic potential scale dif-
ferently. Indeed, the amplitudes 1, (k) are relevant, irrelevant or marginal for 3% < 87/n?,
(32 = 81 /n?, or 3% > 81 /n?, respectively. For 32 < 8 there are relevant Fourier amplitudes,
that is they increase if & — 0. For example, in dimension d = 2 the Fourier amplitude u, (k)
is relevant for 32 = 5% < 8,

i (k) = i (A) (K) B (6.1)

because the exponent in (6.1) is negative (3?/(4m)) — 2 < 0. Therefore, the linearization
ceases to be reliable for 3? < 8. The solution can be found only numerically in this case. In
this section we investigate the numerical solution of the Wegner—Houghton equation (4.21)
obtained for the periodic potential in the local-potential approximation for dimension d = 2.
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For the numerical integration of (4.21), the Fourier expansion of the periodic potential has
to be truncated with the truncation N. Monitoring numerically the coupling constants u,, (k)
of the periodic field theory (1 < n < N), we compare the solution of Eq. (4.21) with the
result obtained from the analogous relation for the polynomial potential [45,51] defined as

Vi(do) =30 @gmw m (6.2)

m

with the coupling constants go,, (k). The initial conditions for the polynomial potential were
chosen as go(k = A) = —0.001, g4(k = A) = 0.01 and g,,(k = A) = 0, if m > 4. In case of
these initial conditions for g,,(k), the saddle point b of (3.13), remains trivial for any & and
the singularity of Eq. (3.23) at kZ(¢o) = —93, Vi.(¢o) is avoided. In order to compare the
periodic and the polynomial cases we choose the initial conditions for the Fourier amplitudes
u,(k = A) for 3% = 0.13% such that after Taylor expansion of the periodic potential, the
initial conditions for the polynomial case are recovered:

N _1)m

V(o) = 3 () cos(nin) = 3 s (4) X0 (0 (i)

n

=y (271@! (=1)mB*™ S u,(M)n™ | g2m =S ﬁg%@(/&) 2m (6.3)

m

Therefore, the initial conditions for various truncations N of the Fourier series are different.
After fixing the initial conditions, the Wegner—-Houghton RG equation obtained for the
periodic potential (4.21) and for the polynomial potential [45,51] is solved numerically.
Notice, that for periodic potentials, equation (4.21) retains the periodicity of the potential.
In order to compare the solutions obtained for the periodic and for the polynomial cases,
the periodic potential is decomposed again in Taylor series. In this way, one can investigate,
whether the violation of the periodicity can modify the renormalization of the periodic
potential.

Eq. (4.21) is solved numerically, starting from the UV cutoff A = 1 by using a Runge-Kutta
method. The Runge-Kutta method is commonly used for solving initial value problems
for ordinary differential equations. This method provides a solution over an interval by
combining the information from several Fuler-style step and then using the information
obtained to match a Taylor series expansion up to some higher order. Here we use a fourth-
order Runge-Kutta method with the step size Ak = 107Pk with p = 4. There were no
appreciable changes in the numerical results by increasing p further. The following results
are obtained:

1. For increasing values of N the coupling constants g,,(k) determined from the periodic
potential by the Taylor expansion approach the running coupling constants of the
polynomial potential in the UV regime. This is understandable since the quantum
field ¢g does not feel the global properties of the potential, i.e. the periodicity due to
its small fluctuations in the UV regime.

2. Just the opposite holds in the IR regime, where the field fluctuations become larger
and they make the global features of the potential manifest.
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We conclude, that the solutions for periodic and polynomial potentials become different
in the IR regime.

. In Fig. 6.1 and Fig. 6.2 we show the scaling of the dimensionful coupling constants

g2(k) and g4(k) for different truncations N. Increasing the value of N the differences
in the results obtained for the periodic potential decrease.

The numerical solution converges rapidly increasing the truncation N of the Fourier
series of the periodic potential .
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-0.001 -0.0005
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Figure 6.1: Comparison of the scaling of the dimensionful coupling constant g, obtained for
the polynomial (dashed-line with stars) and for the periodic potential for various values of
the truncation N = 2, 3,10, 20, 30 in the Fourier series with 3% = 0.132. The figures on the
left (right) show the scaling of the coupling above (below) k.. Below k. we show the scaling
of g, for the cases N = 2,3,10. The increasing order of the full-line curves corresponds to
increasing N.

4. Furthermore, in case of periodic potentials, there are relevant coupling constants for

(3% < 81 which become large enough to destabilize the trivial saddle point of the
blocking and we reach a non-vanishing critical value k. where the saddle point be-
comes non-trivial and the tree-level blocking Eq. (4.20) must be used. By following
the solution of this equation all dimensionful Fourier amplitudes are found to approach
zero as k — 0. The typical behavior is depicted in Fig. 6.1 and Fig. 6.2.

There is a remarkable difference in the behavior of the theory with a periodic poten-
tial and that with the corresponding polynomial potential [51]. Namely, that all the
dimensionful coupling constants g, (k) obtained for the periodic potential tend to zero
contrary to those of the polynomial potential which remain finite as k — 0. Therefore,
the blocked potential flattens out with decreasing scale k.

. In Fig. 6.3 we show this flattening starting from the value k.. The periodic potential

becomes a constant potential during the evolution in k. This is in agreement with the
argumentation given in chapter 4. Namely, periodicity and convexity are so strong
constraints on the effective potential, that it becomes a flat, constant potential.
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Figure 6.2: The scaling of the dimensionful coupling constant g, for the same cases as for
g2 in Fig. 6.1. The figures on the left (right) show the scaling of the coupling above (below)
k.. Below k., the scaling of g4 are plotted for the cases N = 2, 3.

Integrating numerically the tree-level equation (4.20) we have shown that under the
successive infinitesimal RG transformations the periodic potential becomes a constant
potential up to an accuracy of 107°.
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Figure 6.3: Flattening of the periodic potential below k.. The decreasing order of the curves
corresponds to decreasing values of the scale k with the step size Ak = k./10 starting with
k= ke.

6. In order to test the numerical solution we compared our results with the analytic
formula for the amplitude pg(¢o) of the plane-wave like saddle point obtained for the
polynomial potential [45]:

pk(60) = 3 (Guaclk) o). (64

It is argued in [45], that this relation for py(¢o) is universal with respect to the choice
of the potential. Therefore, we can use it as a theoretical prediction to compare it
to our numerical results obtained for periodic potentials. However, in the relation
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(6.4) the first term on the right-hand side ¢,q.(k) and the sign of the second term on
the right-hand side depends on the particular case considered. For periodic potentials
V(go+A) = V(gy), the amplitude py(¢g) should be periodic in the field variable with
the length of period A for any scale k (see Eq. (4.20)). Thus, for periodic potentials,
an expression similar to Eq. (6.4) is valid in the period ¢ € [-A/2,A/2], and then
the same pattern of the function pg(dg) is repeated in all other periods.

In the particular case investigated here, the minus sign in expression (6.4) should
be changed to a plus sign and the field independent term is ¢?<"(k.) = —A/2 and

¢(0) = 0. Therefore we can compare the theoretical result pi~(d) = 3|¢| with

that obtained by numerical integration of Eq. (4.20), see Fig. 6.4. We have established
that with the increasing number of Fourier modes taken into account the computed

curves get closer to the dashed line defined by 7 () = 3|¢o|.

Figure 6.4: Comparison of the function pr—o(¢pg) obtained by numerical integration of Eq.
(4.20) with the analytic expression pi~(¢o) = 3|#| (dashed-line).

The amplitude of the non-trivial, plane-wave like saddle point is computed numerically
and is found to be in a good agreement with the analytic result.

In this section we investigated the renormalization of the periodic potential by the numeri-
cal solution of the Wegner-Houghton renormalization group equations (4.21) and (4.20) ob-
tained in the local-potential approximation where the wavefunction renormalization is not
taken into account. In the next section we consider the numerical solution of the Wegner—
Houghton equation including the field-independent wavefunction renormalization.

6.2 Wavefunction Renormalization in
Wegner—Houghton’s Method

In the previous chapter we have shown that the linearized Wegner—Houghton, the linearized
Polchinski and the linearized real space RG equations for the periodic scalar field theory
yield the same scaling laws around the Gaussian fixed-point including that for the field inde-
pendent wavefunction renormalization. In this section we go beyond the linearization, we in-
tegrate numerically the Wegner—Houghton equation (4.25) reduced for the Fourier amplitude
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of the sine-Gordon model u; (k) and for the field-independent wavefunction renormalization

In order to compare Eq. (4.25) with the real-space equation (2.23), one should rewrite the
Wegner—Houghton equation (4.25) using the formal equivalences between the momentum
scale k& (momentum cut-off) and the scale parameter a of the space-time (cut-off in the
coordinate space), k ~ 1/a. Therefore, one can introduce the dimensionless couplings via
uy(a) = —a=2h/T and z = 1/T. Choosing the moving distance scale according to 1/a =
(872 4k, we get

dh 1 T - ~ . (1+872h2
LA [1 ~(1- 87r2h2)1/2] 4 2 i 2 . (6.5)
da 1673 h (1 _ 87r2i~12) /
_ (1+872h?
ad_T — 7TT2h2 ( )/
da (1 - sr2h2)
Expanding (6.5) in series of h(a), one finds:
dh - T 252 -
an = h[Q—E(HQwh + o) = TR (14 .|, (6.6)
ar- 272 272
a = —7Th (1 + 287°h” + ) :

One can see that the leading order terms on the right-hand sides are those of Egs. (2.23).
The terms of higher order in A yield the infinite series of corrections to the dilute-gas result
and are summed up in a closed form on the right-hand sides of Eqs. (6.5).

The RG flow of z(k) and u(k) (i.e. h(k), T(k)), obtained by the two different blocking
transformations (real-space and Wegner—Houghton RG) are qualitatively the same. The real-
space RG method (see Egs. (2.23)) yielded the well-known phase structure for the Coulomb
gas, (see Fig. 6.5) which has already been obtained in the literature [10,27] using the dilute
gas approximation. There are two phases connected by the Kosterlitz—Thouless transition.
In the molecular phase the vortices and anti-vortices form closely bound pairs while in the
ionized phase they dissociate into a plasma. Similar results were obtained in Ref. [29], using
momentum space RG with smooth cut-off, without the dilute gas approximation.

The flow diagram for the sine-Gordon model obtained by the Wegner—-Houghton RG ap-
proach (see Egs. (6.5)) using a sharp momentum cut-off, is plotted in Fig. 6.6. In order
to compare the results obtained by the two different RG methods, four RG trajectories
calculated by the real-space RG method are plotted in Fig. 6.6, as well. For small values
of h and T, the trajectories for both methods are the same for the same initial conditions.
For larger values of & the dilute gas approximation, for large values of T' the Villain trans-
formation loose their validity, so that the different RG trajectories belonging to the same
initial values start to diverge. The flow diagram for the sine-Gordon model is valid for
h* < 8w, At h? = 872 a non-trivial saddle point occurs in the path integral (3.44) and the
Wegner—Houghton equation loses its validity.
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Figure 6.5: The phase structure for the two-dimensional Coulomb gas (or vortex-gas) is
plotted, which was obtained by solving the differential equation (2.23), by the fourth-order
Runge-Kutta method. The differential equations (2.23) were obtained by the real-space RG
method using the dilute-gas approximation. The coupling constants are the dimensionless
external field i and the temperature 7. We are using the unit system ¢ = h = k, = 1.
The solid lines represent the RG trajectories for different initial conditions (from left to the
right: hie = 0.01, and Ty = 0.17,0.37, 0.4, 0.57, 0.77, 87 and hipgy = 0.15, Ty = 167;
hinit = 0.1, Tinie = 1673 hinie = 0.07, Tinie = 157) and arrows indicate the direction of the
flow.

The results of two different RG methods were compared: The renormalization of the two-
dimensional Coulomb gas by means of the real-space RG approach using the dilute gas ap-
proximation and the renormalization of the equivalent sine-Gordon model in the framework
of the Wegner—Houghton RG approach including the field-independent wavefunction renor-
malization. For small values of the fugacity the two methods agree and a systematic way of
obtaining higher-order corrections to the dilute gas approximation was provided.

6.3 Wavefunction Renormalization in Polchinski’s
Method

As it is discussed in chapter 5 the linearized Polchinski equation reproduces the linearized
real-space RG equation for the two-dimensional Coulomb gas. In this section we compare
the RG flow obtained by Polchinski’s RG method to those obtained by the real-space RG
approach using the dilute gas approximation for the two-dimensional Coulomb gas when
the non-linear terms are kept.

Due to the equivalence between the sine-Gordon model and the two-dimensional vortex
or Coulomb gas, it is possible to compare Polchinski’s RG equations for the sine-Gordon
model with equations (2.23). Since the real-space RG equations for the Coulomb gas are
non-linear, one has to go beyond the linearized equations (4.37) in order to compare the
equations obtained by the two different methods.

In the real-space RG equations (2.23) for the two-dimensional Coulomb gas only the field-
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Figure 6.6: Phase structure for the sine-Gordon model. The full (dashed) lines correspond
to the RG trajectories obtained by the Wegner-Houghton (real-space) RG methods (from
left to the right the initial conditions are hj,;; = 0.001, and Ty = 0.17,0.37, 0.57, 87 and
hinit = 01, ,—Tinit = 167T, hinit = 009, ﬂnit = 167’(’7 hinit = 007, ,—Tinit = 1671') The flow
diagram for the sine-Gordon model is valid for h2 < 872 (see horizontal dotted line), above
this the Wegner—-Houghton equation looses its validity.

independent, wavefunction renormalization Z;(¢o) = 2(k) = 1/3* = 1/? = 1/T is taken
into account, therefore we consider Polchinski’s equations for the following two-dimensional
model:

Sile] = [ Ez(kxa@? (k) cos(6) (6.7)

where the two dimensionful coupling constants are the Fourier amplitude u; (k) and the field-
independent wavefunction renormalization z(k). After changing to dimensionless coupling
constants and inserting the ansatz (6.7) in Polchinski’s equations (4.30) and neglecting the
terms on the right-hand sides containing higher harmonics, we find

(24 k Ok)uq (k) = hagtiy(k),
kopi(k) = — K[ u?(k). (6.8)

The terms containing the derivatives of the wavefunction renormalization with respect to
the field ¢y do not appear in (6.8), since Zx(¢y) = Z(k) is independent of the field. In
the first equation of (6.8), the field-independent term Z(k)I; and the term [V,fl)(qﬁo)PK{)
do not give contributions for the Fourier mode cos(¢g) since [‘7,51)(%)]2 = @2(k) sin®(¢p) =
@2(k)(1/2 — 1/2 cos(26)). In the second equation of (6.8), only 2[Vi¥(¢o)]2K{ gives field-
independent contribution, since [V (¢)]2 = @2(k) cos®(¢o) = @2(k)(1/2 + 1/2 cos(26y)).

These equations should be compared to the flow equations of the sine-Gordon model ob-
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tained in the Wegner—-Houghton approach [2],

(2 + kO )i (k) = 7 {az 21(%) + O(ai)},
kO (k) = —h [%% + 0(a4)} (6.9)

These are the equations (4.25) rewritten for the dimensionless parameters 4, (k) and Z(k).
The significant difference is that the field-independent wavefunction renormalization in (6.8)
occurs due to tree-level renormalization. Therefore, the field-independent piece of the wave-
function renormalization depends on the ‘scheme’, Which is equivalent to saying that it
dpends on the details of the blocking procedure (of Polchinski’s type with various regu-
lators, or of Wegner-Houghton’s type). For the choice K = 0, and on the linear level
the scheme gets closer to the WH approach as also to the evolution of the local-potential,
but the field-independent wavefunction renormalization does not alter during the block-
ing as opposed to the results obtained with the WH method, Eqgs. (6.9). Then the choice
Z(k) = 1/T(k) =1 is consistent.

Using the equivalence between the lattice regularized compact sine-Gordon model and the
X-Y model defined in (2.1),

5=1/T=1/8%  a,=h/T, (6.10)

one finds that Polchinski’s equations (6.8) can be rewritten in the form of the two-
dimensional Coulomb gas as follows:

dh(a)
da

dT(a)
da

a = [2 — hayT] h, a =0— T(a)=T=1. (6.11)

These equations (6.11) are rather different from those obtained by the real-space RG ap-
proach for the two-dimensional Coulomb gas (2.23).

It was concluded, that at the linear level, the RG flow equations are identical irrespectively of
the blocking procedure by which they are obtained. Nevertheless, the RG equations obtained
by Polchinski’s method are rather different to those obtained by the real-space RG approach
for the two-dimensional Coulomb gas. The differences between the various approaches occurs
when the non-linearities are kept that are responsible for the violation of the UV scaling laws.






Summary of the results

In this Thesis, the non-perturbative renormalization of the Euclidean one-component scalar
field theory model with periodic local self-interaction has been investigated. Field theorical
models with periodicity in the internal space are of relevance both for statistical physics and
quantum field theory. The simplest example for such models is the two-dimensional sine-
Gordon model which is the one-component scalar field theory with the periodic, harmonic
self-interaction defined in (2.2). The sine-Gordon model can be mapped to the statistical
physical model, the X-Y model (2.8) describing the system of classical two-component
spins. The sine-Gordon-model and the XY spin model belong, among others, to the same
universality class, namely to that of the two-dimensional Coulomb gas. A short overview
of the pertinent features of the sine-Gordon model, X—Y model and the two-dimensional
Coulomb gas, and that of the mappings relating these models was given in chapter 2.

The main issue of the present Thesis is the non-perturbative renormalization of scalar field
theorical models with periodicity in the internal space without breaking this symmetry, using
various renormalization group (RG) approaches. Keeping periodicity explicit and unbroken
requires the handling of infinitely many vertex-operators that cannot be achieved by the
usual perturbative manner. Therefore, various versions of the differential renormalization
group approach have been applied to the investigation of the renormalization of the periodic
field theory. A comparison of the results obtained in the framework of the various renor-
malization schemes, has also been performed. Chapter 3 contains a brief introduction into
Wegner-Houghton’s and Polchinski’s RG methods, and these are then specified for periodic
potentials in chapter 4. The linearized RG flow around the Gaussian fixed-point is given and
the periodic scaling operators of the potential are classified for d = 2 and d > 2 dimensions
in chapter 5. The non-linear flow is discussed in chapter 6 by means of the numerical inte-
gration of the Wegner—Houghton and the Polchinski RG equations. This is the framework
enabling one to compare the results obtained with the help of the Wegner—-Houghton and the
Polchinski methods to those well-known in the literature for the two-dimensional Coulomb
gas. This is because most of the results for the Coulomb gas were obtained in the literature
by means of the real-space RG method leading to non-linear RG equations.

Our findings can be grouped into two types of statements: those generically valid for any pe-
riodic scalar field theory models in any dimensions and those valid only in the 2-dimensional
case.

1. General results for periodic, one-component scalar field models.

(a) The effective potential for a periodic scalar field theory model is constant. This
statement is related to the very general aspects of the renormalization of field
theorical models with periodicity in the internal space. On the one hand, the RG
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transformations preserve the periodicity of the action, like its other symmetries.
It is also well-known that the solution of the RG equation providing the scale-
dependent blocked potential Vj(¢g) tends to the effective potential Visr(¢p) in
the limit £ — 0. Therefore, the effective potential in a periodic scalar field theory
should be periodic. On the other hand, the effective potential should also be
convex (in the field variable). Periodicity and convexity are so strong constraints
imposed on the effective potential that it should be a constant, i.e. a flat potential.
This behaviour was verified by us in detail in particular cases.

(b) The Wegner-Houghton and the Polchinski RG equations do not violate periodicity.
The Wegner—Houghton and the Polchinski RG equations were used to investigate
the periodic scalar field theory. It was shown in chapter 4, that both types of flow
equations retain the periodicity of the local potential. In the Polchinski method,
periodicity of the blocked action is also kept in the next-to-leading order of the
gradient expansion, i.e. when field-dependent wavefunction renormalization is
included.

(¢) The UV scaling laws and the phase structure have been determined for any d > 2
dimensions by means of the linearized RG equations. The phase structure, and the
fixed-points of the periodic scalar model were considered by solving the linearized
Wegner-Houghton and Polchinski renormalization group equations around the
Gaussian fixed-point for d = 2 and d > 2 dimensions, as well.

i. For d = 2 dimensions the well-known phase structure and scaling operators
of the sine-Gordon model were recovered in a rather straightforward way.
There are two phases in the model: the strong coupling phase (where the
coupling constant 5 = [ is larger than a critical value 8 > [(.) and the
weak coupling phase (§ < [(.). Here (3 is the coupling defining the length
of period 27/ of the blocked action in the internal space. In the strong
coupling phase, the model was found to be non-renormalizable and trivial
because the coupling constants approach zero in the IR limit (K — 0) and
this leads to the flattening of the effective potential. In the weak coupling
phase there are coupling constants which increase with decreasing value of
the scale parameter k, therefore the linearized flow equations and the UV
scaling laws loose their validity. The correct scaling laws should be obtained
by solving the exact non-linear RG equations.

ii. For d > 2 dimensions in the local-potential approximation the UV scaling
laws were found similar to those for d = 2 dimensions. The similarity of
the scaling for d = 2 and d > 2 dimensions is reflected by the exponent
D =aqy 52, determining the scaling of the Fourier amplitudes of the blocked
potential via u,(k) = (k:/A)"zD_d. This is essentially the same in any di-
mensions disregarding its ’trivial” dependence on the entire solid angle €2, in
g = Qd/(2(2ﬂ')d)

2. Results for 2-dimensional periodic, one-component scalar field models. Our results are
related on the one hand, to the UV scaling laws and, on the other hand to the global
features of the flow including its features in the IR regime.

(a) UV scaling.
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i.

ii.

1il.

The UV scaling laws for the local potential and the field-independent part of
the wavefunction renormalization are independent of the RG scheme used.
The UV scaling laws are the solutions of the linearized RG equations. It was
shown, that the linearized forms of the Wegner—-Houghton and the Polchinski
equations for the 2-dimensional sine-Gordon model, and those of the real-
space RG equations for the 2-dimensional Coulomb gas in the dilute gas
approximation give the same scaling operators around the Gaussian fixed-
point. The field-independent part of the wavefunction renormalization does
not scale, i.e. appears to be marginal in the linear approximation.

An approximation scheme is proposed that enables one to find corrections
to the dilute gas results for the 2-dimensional Coulomb gas in a systematic
manner. In the next-to-leading order of the gradient expansion and retain-
ing only the field-independent part of the wavefunction renormalization, the
flow diagram obtained by the Wegner—Houghton RG approach for the sine-
Gordon model agrees well with that obtained by the real-space RG approach
in the dilute gas approximation for the Coulomb gas for small values of the
fugacity. Making use of the equivalence of these models, an approximation
scheme for obtaining corrections in a systematic manner to the dilute gas
results was proposed, which is based on expanding the non-linear terms of
the Wegner-Houghton equations in power series in the fugacity. This approx-
imation scheme has the advantage that it is free of the ambiguities generally
present in the rather intuitive approaches by which similar corrections have
been obtained in the literature.

The field-dependent part of the wavefunction renormalization is irrelevant
in both phases in the UV scaling regime. Including the wavefunction renor-
malization, the periodic scaling operators for the field-dependent part of the
wavefunction renormalization were determined around the Gaussian fixed-
point by solving the linearized RG equations. The coupling constants of the
periodic field-dependent part of the wavefunction renormalization monoton-
ically decrease for decreasing scale k in this regime.

(b) Global features of the RG flow.

i.

The IR scaling laws were found for the weak coupling phase in the local poten-
tial approximation solving the Wegner-Houghton RG equations for the peri-
odic scalar field model numerically, and the flattening of the blocked potential
was shown. For the weak coupling phase of the model (3* < 8m), where
the linearization ceases to be reliable, the solution was found numerically in
the local-potential approximation, monitoring the coupling constants w,, (k)
(1 <n < N) of the periodic blocked potential. A thoroughful comparison of
the evolution has been performed in terms of the polynomial couplings g, (k)
to the evolution of the polynomial potential defined in (6.2). The latter was
chosen to approximate the periodic potential at the UV scale in the neigh-
bourhood of one of its minima. A remarkable difference was found in the
evolution of the periodic potential as compared to that of the corresponding
polynomial potential. Namely, that all the dimensionful coupling constants
gn(k) obtained for the periodic potential tend to zero in contrast to those of
the polynomial potential which remain finite in the limit £ — 0. Thus, it was
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1i.

iii.

found that the blocked periodic potential flattens out with decreasing scale

k.

The flattening of the blocked potential is due to the large-amplitude tree-level
fluctuations of the field in the weak coupling phase, while it occurs due to the
small-amplitude fluctuations filling the various minima of the potential in
the strong coupling phase. For periodic models in the weak coupling phase,
there are coupling constants which become sufficiently large to destabilize
the trivial saddle point of the blocking when the scale k falls below the non-
vanishing critical value k.. Then, a non-trivial saddle point occurs and the
tree-level blocking Eq. (4.20) must be used. Integrating the tree-level equa-
tion (4.20) numerically we have shown that the periodic potential becomes a
constant one up to an absolute accuracy of 107° as a result of the successive
infinitesimal RG transformations.

Due to the non-linear nature of the RG equations, the RG flow depends heav-
ily on the renormalization scheme used. The renormalization of the two-
dimensional Coulomb gas by means of the real-space RG approach in the
dilute gas approximation was compared to the renormalization of the equiv-
alent sine-Gordon model in the framework of the Wegner—-Houghton RG ap-
proach in next-to-leading order of the gradient expansion, only including the
field-independent part of the wavefunction renormalization. As stated pre-
viously, the two methods agree well for small values of the fugacity of the
Coulomb gas. It was shown, however, that retaining the non-linear terms
leads to significant discrepancies. Determining corrections to the dilute gas
results for the Coulomb gas as described under 2(a)ii., we took the point of
view that the Wegner-Houghton approach is the more reliable one concerning
the non-linear terms.

An attempt to perform the renormalization by means of the Polchinski
method including the field-dependent part of the wavefunction renormal-
ization has been made, as well. For this purpose the renormalization scheme-
dependence of the Polchinski RG equation, i.e. its dependence on the regu-
lator function was discussed. The position of the fixed-point and the phase
structure of the periodic models are independent of the choice of the regulator
function, while the actual flow depends on it. The conclusion has been drawn
that the differences occur between the various RG schemes when the non-
linearities are kept that are responsible for the violation of the UV scaling
laws.

It was noticed that the tree-level renormalization present at all scales in the
Polchinski approach depends on the regulator and appears as if there was an
instability for the zero mode of the field. Since the Polchinski method treats
all the modes above and below the moving cut-off £ on equal footing, it is
unclear wheather this method can be applied at all for finding the spinodal
instability for some particular mode with finite momentum k., that is the
instability found by the Wegner-Houghton approach in the weak coupling
phase. Therefore, an independent verification of the results under 2(b)i., ii.
for the flattening of the blocked potential in the weak coupling phase could
not be obtained by the Polchinski method.
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iv. The field-dependent part of the wavefunction renormalization remains irrel-
evant over all scales down to the IR limit for the strong coupling phase.
Including the wavefunction renormalization, the periodic scaling operators
for the field-dependent part of the wavefunction renormalization were de-
termined and found to decrease monotonically in the strong coupling phase
by means of the linearized Polchinski equations. The closer the scale k is to
the IR limit £ — 0, the more the linear approximation gets then justified.
This means that the monotonic decrease of the couplings is exhibited over
all scales. For the weak coupling phase the linearized flow equations loose
their validity, and our last remark under point 2(b)iii. applies.
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Appendix A  Conventions and Symbols

In this appendix we collect the symbols and conventions used in this Thesis. The renor-
malization of the periodic field theory is considered in the framework of the differential
renormalization group approach. We follow the conventions of the rewiews [8,23] on renor-
malization group methods. The symbols and conventions are:

® 1, 11, ro v" — spacetime coordinates,
e d — dimension,

e ¢(xr), 0O(xr)— spacetime-dependent real field variable,

¢, — constant real field, independent of the spacetime coordinate z,
° gZSZ Cgcl — saddle point of the path integral,

[ d%z — integration in spacetime for dimension d,

® »,¢ — momentum space coordinates,

e [d?p — integration in momentum space for dimension d,

e ik — moving momentum cut-off; scale-parameter of the RG transformations,
e A — UV cut-off; initial value for k,

e o — lattice space,

e { — correlation length

e (), — solid angle for dimension d.
The parameters of the models are defined in the following way:

e ' — temperature,

h — magnitude of the external field,

e y — fugacity of the Coulomb gas or vortex gas,

[ — length of period of the periodic potential,

e 7,(¢) — field-dependent wavefunction renormalization,
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e V,(¢) — field-dependent potential,
e u,(k) — scale-dependent Fourier amplitudes of the periodic potential,

e 2,(k) — Fourier amplitudes of the periodic wavefunction renormalization,

z(k) — field-independent wavefunction renormalization.

These are dimensionful parameters. One can define dimensionless quantities removing the
trivial scale-dependence of the dimensionful quantities. We distinguish between the dimen-
sionful and the dimensionless parameters in a following way:

e u,(k), z,(k), Vi(¢) etc. — are dimensionful quantities,

o u,(k), Z,(k), Vi(¢) etc. — are dimensionless quantities.



Appendix B Wegner—Houghton
Equation for Periodic
Potentials in LPA

In chapter 4, it is proven, that the Wegner—-Houghton equation obtained in the leading
order of the gradient expansion (local-potential approximation) for a periodic scalar field
theory, retains the periodicity of the potential. In the local-potential approximation, the
renormalization of the action is considered for a homogeneous field configuration (¢(z) — ¢o)
where the wavefunction renormalization is set Zx(¢) = 1. In this case the Wegner—-Houghton
equation reduces to the following differential equation for the scale-dependent potential

Vi(do) [see Eq. (3.23)],

(B.1)

k2 4+ 02V,
kO Vi(¢o) = —klay In ( + 202 k(¢o)> |

with ag = 5Q4(27) 7%, and the solid angle € in dimension d (using the unit system s = 1).
Since equation (B.1) retains the periodicity of the potential, one can look for a solution of
equation (B.1) among the periodic functions. For the sake of simplicity we consider periodic
potentials with Z(2) symmetry. One can reduce the RG equation (B.1) to the differential
equation for the Fourier amplitudes of the potential which are the coupling constants of the
theory (4.21). In this appendix we give the details of the derivation of (4.21).

There are dimensionful quantities in equation (B.1). In order to look for fixed-point solutions
of (B.1) or to follow the scaling of an arbitrary potential one should remove the trivial
scaling of the dimensionful coupling constants and rewrite equation (B.1). Since equation
(B.1) retains the periodicity of the potential with the dimensionless length of period B,
therefore, we use the following dimensionless form of the potential

Vi) = 3 (k) cos (nfids) (B2)

n=1

where the dimensionless coupling constants are the Fourier amplitudes @, (k) = k™%, (k)
and the dimensionless length of period 3. Then the equation (B.1) can be rewritten:

(d + kOk) Vie(0) = — g In (1 + 32 03Vi(0)) , (B.3)
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with 6 = B(ﬁo = (¢ dimensionless. It is easier to use the derivative of Eq. (B.3) with respect
to 6 rather than the original equation itself,

(d+ k0)V(0) + ag B2V (0) + 32V,2(0)(d + kop) V() = 0. (B.4)

with Vk")(ﬁ) = 9pVi(6). In order to consider the numerical solution of the equation (B.4)
the Fourier series of the potential has to be truncated:

vile = - z_:lﬂn(k:)n sin (n6),
v = — Zlan(k;)n? cos (n6),

2(k)n? sin (n ). (B.5)

!
=
—
>
S~—
Il
[]=
=41

3
Il
—

In order to reduce the renormalization group equation (B.4) to a differential equation for
the Fourier amplitudes @, (k), one has to multiply two Fourier series,

VE(6) (d + koy) VO (0) =

— > i, (k)n*(d + k)i, (k)n cos (n6) sin (nd). (B.6)
Using the identity,
: 1. 1.
cos (n#) sin (nf) = 5 sin [(n +m)f] — 5 sin [(n —m)0] (B.7)

the following result can be obtained,

V(0) (d + kop) VIV (0) = > tj(k)(I = 5)* (d + kdy) i;(k)j sin (10)

[\3|P—‘
Mz

n

+§ S0 [y (k) (d+ k) iy )0+ )
=1 j=1
—iigyj (k) (L + 5)? (d + koy) i (k)] sin (16) (B.8)

Then the Wegner—Houghton equation for the Fourier amplitudes of the periodic potentials
reads as follows,

0 = (d + afB*? + ko)l (k)



- % Cy {Z_j (1= )iy (k)(d + kdy)a; (k)
_ z::lj(l + )iw, (k) (d + ko) s (k) — (L+ J)tg; (k) (d+ kdg)a,(k)]]. (B.9)

Introducing a new variable
(k) = Lt (k), (B.10)

and using the following relation

]_Vi 10,(k)(d + k)01 (k) =

Mz

N
— l ’Uf l (d—l— k:(‘)k ’Uf Z 7 —l UJ l (d—l— k@k)@](k), (B.ll)
f:l j=l

the general form of the evolution equation for the Fourier amplitudes can be obtained in
arbitrary dimension d, using the local-potential approximation [1],

af21%0,(k) = (d + ko) (k) — —52 Z A (k) (d + k)5, (k), (B.12)

where N is the truncation in the Fourier series in (B.2), with dimensionless 3 and with
dimensionless coupling constants 0;(k) = ju;(k) and

Ay(k) = (I—=j)o
+(j = 1)
—(L+7) Oy

O(l > j)
~10(j

o(

)
> 1+ 5), (B.13)

@z
.
I\/

2

@z

with ©(l > 1I')=11if [ > ',0if [ < I’. This is the equation (4.21) of chapter 4.






Appendix C  Tree-level Blocking
Relation for Periodic
Potentials in LPA

The Wegner—Houghton renormalization group equation (3.20) is derived and discussed in
chapter 3. It is obtained by using the Kadanoff-Wilson blocking construction which is a
successive elimination of infinitely many degrees of freedom. In order to derive the Wegner—
Houghton equation one has to evaluate a path-integral (3.13) using the saddle point approx-
imation. If the saddle point of (3.13) is trivial (¢4 = 0), the resulting integro-differential
equation is the Wegner—-Houghton equation. If the saddle point is non-trivial ((ﬁcl #0), the
tree-level blocking relation (3.21) has to be used,

Sk—al@] = min [Si[6 + b, (C.1)

Pel

which is determined by minimizing the action in the path-integral (3.13). In this appendix
we specify the equation (C.1) for the periodic scalar field theory taken in the local potential
approximation.

In local potential approximation (¢(x) — ¢y) and when the system is considered in a box
with the linear size L with periodic boundary conditions for the saddle point, equation (C.1)
can be rewritten,

L%, axléo] = min l / BT (%(a@l(@)z Vi axldo + g%cl(x)]ﬂ | (C.2)

L2

cl

One can restrict the search of the minimum to a subspace of functions, e. g. to plane-wave
like saddle points [45] propagating in a given direction n,—;

balx) = 2pcos(kzy). (C.3)

As a consequence of the boundary conditions for the saddle point the following relation
holds

Sa(r) = da(z+L)  —  L==—. (C.4)
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Then the right-hand side of equation (C.2) can be rewritten for the kinetic part and for the
potential,

Lj2 1 R L)2
/ Az = (0 pu(x))? = 2p2k‘2Ld_1/ dzy sin?(kxy) = p*k?L,
—L/2 2 —L/2

L/2 ) 1 f1
/L/2 A%z Vi(do + galr)) = Ld§ / 1 du Vi (po + 2p cos(mu)). (C.5)
Therefore, in local-potential approximation, by restricting the search for the minimum to
plane-waves, one can obtain the following relation

Vi—ak(¢o) = min [k2P2 + ! /1 du Vi(do + 2pcos(mu)) |, (C.6)
p 2./

where p is the amplitude of the plane wave. This is equation (7) of Ref. [45].

It is argued in chapter 4, that for periodic potentials equation (C.6) retains the periodicity
of the potential. In this appendix the relation (C.6) is specified for periodic potentials. In
order to allow for a convenient truncation of the potential which is favorable in the numerical
solution of the evolution equation and to preserve the periodicity we write Vi (¢g) as a Fourier
series,

Vi(do) = i un(k) cos (nBgo) ()

For the sake of simplicity we consider only potentials with Z(2) symmetry, Vi.(¢g) = Vi(—0o).
The whole scale dependence occurs in the Fourier amplitudes w,(k), the ‘coupling constants’
of the scale dependent potential. The Fourier amplitudes w, (k) are dimensionful quantities.
Inserting (C.7) into the relation (C.6), one obtain

Vi—ar(o) = mpin k*p? + % > un(k) /11 du cos[nfB(po + 2p cos(mu))]| . (C.8)
n=0 -
Using the identity,
cos(a + b) = cos(a) cos(b) — sin(a) sin(b) (C.9)

equation (C.8) is written as,

Vie—ak(¢o) = mpin {/{:2p2 + % f: un (k)

n=0

/_11 du [cos(2nfp cos(mu)) cos(nBeog) — sin(2nfp cos(mu)) sin(nfeg)]| (C.10)



Then one can perform the integrals,

/_11 du sin(2nfBpcos(mu)) = 0,

/_11 du cos(2nfBpcos(mu)) = 2 Jo(2n0p), (C.11)

where Jy is the zeroth order Bessel function.

Then the tree-level equation (C.6), in the local-potential approximation for dimensionful
periodic potentials reads as follows,

Vi—ak(¢o) = mpin [k2p2 + i uy (k) cos(nfeo)Jo(2n6p) | (C.12)

n=0

where Jy stands for the Bessel function. This is equation (4.20) of chapter 4.






Appendix D Wegner—Houghton
Equation for Periodic
Potentials Including z(k)

It is proven in chapter 4, that the Wegner—-Houghton renormalization group equation ob-
tained for the periodic scalar field theory in local potential approximation, preserves the
periodicity of the theory. In order to retain the higher-order contributions in the gradient
expansion, the field-independent wavefunction renormalization constant z(k) is included into
the kinetic energy of the action (3.32). Since z(k) is field-independent, it does not change
the situation and the Wegner—Houghton equation retains the periodicity of the action in this
case as well. Therefore, keeping the next-to-leading order term in the gradient expansion,
the Wegner—-Houghton equation reduces to a differential equation for the potential Vi (¢o)
and for the field-independent wavefunction renormalization z(k),

kOVi(d0) = —kThaln (ZUW +k§§ovk<¢o>> |
KOy2(k) = Ko [0, Vidoo)” [4[Z§k,31]4k —Zﬁf?,)}’ (D.1)

with A = (2(k)k*+03,Vi(¢o)). This is equation (3.33) of chapter 3. The last equation should
hold only up to O(¢)) since the ansatz for the action contains only the field-independent
wavefunction renormalization.

Instead of considering an arbitrary periodic action, in this appendix, we derive RG equa-
tions (4.25) in the framework of the Wegner-Houghton equation for the sine-Gordon model
including the field-independent wavefunction renormalization constant z(k) as well. The
two-dimensional sine-Gordon model is the simplest example for a periodic scalar field the-
ory, defined with the Euclidean action

Skz/d%: L

3(00)* + i (k) cos(3(k)) (D2)

with the two scale-dependent coupling constants are u;(k) and (k). Rescaling the field
¢' = B¢, the action (4.23) can be written as

Se= [ da Ez(k)(@qﬁ’)z + (k) cos(qﬁ')] (D.3)
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with the field independent renormalization z(k) = 1/3%(k). The flow equations for the
dimensionful coupling constants u;(k) and z(k) are obtained by expanding both sides of Eq.
(D.1) in Fourier series and neglecting the higher harmonics missed on the left-hand sides.
Therefore, in order to derive the flow equation for z(k) from the second equation of (D.1),
one has to calculate the following integrals,

B V& 60)] B
b=l e ey o

where Vk(m) (¢0) = 93 Vi(o). Inserting the ansatz for the action (D.3) into (D.4), the integral
I,, can be written,

(k) sin®(¢o) B
/ o — e oo M= (D.5)

Let us discuss the integral I,,_3 first. It can be separated into two parts (I3 = I, + 1),

1 u?(k)
Lo = — /o d% k? — Ul(k) cos(g0)]"”
1 (k) cos?(¢o)
Iy = / ¢ —ul(k) cos(¢o)]” v

which can be calculated separately using the tables of integrals [52]. The final result for the
integral I3 is,

1w
B3P D - 2P D

with (k) = uy(k)/(2(k) k?). Then the integral I; can be obtained by derivating the result
for I, with respect to (z(k) k?),

__ 14 d4 _ 1 22(k)
Iy = 3 <d(2(7€) k?) I3> 2 (2(k) k2)2 [L — 22(k)]?/% (D.8)

Then the renormalization group flow equation for z(k) reads as follows,

ROke(k) = -2 (2(k) )7 I — 1 (=) K2) Iy = —

T 47

120 (14 (R)
ST 1 — 22(h)"

: (D.9)

with aw = 1/(47) and using the unit system i = 1.



Then we derive the RG flow equation for the coupling constant u, (k). It is straightforward
to use the derivative of the first equation in (D.1) with respect to ¢o,

®3)
KoV (¢0) = —kah Vi ((Z)(g) : (D.10)
2(k)R? + V" (¢o)
Inserting the ansatz for the action (D.3) into equation (D.10) we find,
kO (k) sin(oy) = —kia n——uk)sin(d) (D.11)

2(k)k? — uy (k) cos(¢o)
In order to obtain the flow equation for u; (k) the following integral has to be performed,

g uy (k) sin(¢y)
I = ;/0 dgy 2(k)k2 — uy (k) cos(¢p)

sin(¢yp). (D.12)

For this, one can use the relation taken from [52],

i sin®(¢o) pT q° 2
dpg———F———=—|(1—|1— = . D.13
/0 "t cos(¢o) ¢ ( p2> D13
Then, the differential equation for the Fourier amplitude u(k) can be read off,

kO (k) = /&%% 11— (1 - a(k)"?]. (D.14)

Therefore, the flow equation for the dimensionful Fourier amplitude u;(k) and for the di-
mensionful wavefunction renormalization z(k) reads as follows,

koyuq (k) = gﬁ [1 — (1 — x2(1{;))1/2} ’

L 12k (2R
ko(k) = - TR (D.15)

with = u; (k) /(k*2(k)) which is equation (4.25) in chapter 4.






Bibliography

[1] I. Nandori, J. Polonyi, K. Sailer, Phys. Rev. D 63 (2001) 045022.
[2] I. Nandori, J. Polonyi, K. Sailer, Phil. Mag. B 81 (2001) 1615.
[3] I. Nandori, K. Sailer, U. D. Jentschura, G. Soff, J. Phys. G 28 (2002) 607.

[4] I. Nandori, K. Sailer, U. D. Jentschura, G. Soff, Renormalization of the Sine-Gordon
Model in d > 2 Dimensions, Preprint (2002)

[5] R.J. Rivers, Path Integral Methods in Quantum Field Theory, (University Press, Cam-
bridge, 1987)

[6] L. H. Ryder, Quantum Filed Theroy, (University Press, Cambridge, 1985)

[7] K. Sailer, Renormalization Group Method in Quantum Field Theory, University of De-
brecen, lecture note, 1997

[8] J. Polényi, Lectures on Functional Renormalization Group Method, hep-th/0110026.
[9] S. Coleman, Phy. Rev. D11 (1975) 3424.

[10] K. Huang, J. Polonyi, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A6 (1991) 4009.

[11] Zs. Guldcsi, M. Guldcsi, Adv. in Phys. 47 (1998) 1-89.

[12] O. Huddk, Phil. Mag. B81 (2001) 1533.

[13] R. J. Creswick, H. A. Farach, C. P. Poole, Jr. Introduction to RG methods in Physics,
(Wiley, New York, 1992)

[14] D. J. Bishop, J. D. Reppy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 40 (1978) 1727.
[15] K. G. Wilson, Phys. Rev. D14 (1974) 2445.
[16] J. Polonyi, Phys. Lett. B213 (1988) 340.

[17] J. Polonyi, in Quark Gluon Plasma, World Scientific, 1990, R. Hwa, edt; Act. Phys.
Hung. 2 (1995) 123.

[18] J. Polonyi, Nucl. Phys. (Proc. Suppl.) B20 (1991) 32; Confinement and Renormaliza-
tion, hep-ph /9511243, in the Proceedings of the International School of Physics, Enrico
Fermi, Course CXXX, on Selected Topics in Nonperturbative QCD, Soc. It. di Fisica.



DIUVHIUSLI apLLy

[19] K. Sailer, Phase structure of SU(2) Yang-Mills theory with global center symmetry,
hep-ph /9403367

[20] K. G. Wilson, J. Kogut, Phys. Rep. C12 (1974) 77; K. G. Wilson, Rev. Mod. Phys. 47
(1975) 773; Rev. Mod. Phys. 55 (1983) 583.

[21] F. J. Wegner, A. Houghton, Phys. Rev. A8 (1973) 401.

[22] J. Polchinski, Nucl. Phys. B231 (1984) 269.

[23] C. Bagnuis, C. Bervillier, Phys. Rep. 348 (2001) 91.

[24] J. Comellas, Nucl. Phys. B509 (1998) 662.

[25] R. D. Ball, P. E. Haagensen, J. I. Latorre, E. Moreno, Phys. Lett. B347 (1995) 80.

[26] D. F. Litim, Phys. Rev. D64 (2001) 105007; N. Tetradis, D. F. Litim, Nucl. Phys. B
467 (1996) 492.

[27] J. M. Kosterlitz, D. J. Thouless, J. Phys. C6 (1973) 118; J. M. Kosterlitz, J. Phys. C7
(1974) 1046.

[28] J. V. Jose, L. P. Kadanoff, S. Kirkpatrick, D. R. Nelson, Phys. Rev. B16 (1977) 1217.
[29] G. v. Gersdorff, C. Wetterich, Phys. Rev. B64 (2001) 054513.

[30] P. B. Wiegmann, J. Phys. C11 (1978) 1583.

[31] D. Amit, Y. Y. Goldschmidt, G. Grinstein, J. Phys. A13 (1980) 585.

[32] Zs. Gulacsi, Theory of Phasetransitions, University of Debrecen, lecture notes, 2000
[33] N. D. Mermin, H. Wagner, Phys. Rev. Lett. 17 (1966) 1133.

[34] S. Mandelstam, Phys. Rev. D11 (1975) 3026.

[35] S. Samuel, Phys. Rev. D18 (1978) 1916.

[36] S. T. Chui, P. A. Lee, Phys. Rev. Lett. 35 (1975) 315.

[37] T. Banks, D. Horn, H. Neuberger, Nucl. Phys. B108 (1976) 119.

[38] B. Schroer, T. Truong, Phys. Rev. D15 (1977) 1684.

[39] J. Comellas, A. Travesset, Nucl. Phys. B 498 (1997) 2411.

[40] S. Liao, J. Polonyi, Ann. Phys. 222 (1993) 122.

[41] A. Hasenfratz, P. Hasenfratz, Nucl. Phys. B270 (1986) 687.

[42] C. Wetterich, Phys. Lett. B301 (1993) 90; M. Reuter, C. Wetterich, Nucl. Phys. B391
(1993) 147.

[43] T. Morris, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A9 (1994) 2411.



[44] J. Alexandre, J. Polonyi, Internal Space Renormalization Group, hep-th/9902144
[45] J. Alexandre, J. Polonyi, Phys. Lett. B445 (1999) 351.
[46] J. Polonyi, K. Sailer, Phys. Rev. D63 (2001) 105006.

[47] J. Sumi, W. Souma, K. Aoki, H. Terao, K. Morikawa, Scheme dependence of the Wilso-
nian effective action and sharp cutoff limit of the flow equation, hep-th/0002231

[48] C. S. F. H. Fros, PhD Thesis, hep-th/0108018

[49] D. Boyanovsky, H.J. de Vega, R. Holman, J. Salgado, Phys. Rev. D59 (1999) 125009.
[50] J. Alexandre, V. Branchina, J. Polonyi, Phys. Rev. D58 (1998) 16002.

[51] J. M. Carmona, J. Polonyi, A. Tarancén, Phys. Rev. D61 (2000) 085018.

[52] 1. S. Gradshteyn, I. M. Ryzhik, Tables of Integrals, Series and Products (Academic
Press, New Yourk, 1965)






VERSICHERUNG

Hiermit versichere ich, daf} ich die vorliegende Arbeit ohne unzuléssige Hilfe Dritter und
ohne Benutzung anderer als der angegebenen Hilfsmittel angefertigt habe; die aus fremden
Quellen direkt oder indirekt iibernommenen Gedanken sind als solche kenntlich gemacht.
Die Arbeit wurde bisher weder im Inland noch im Ausland in gleicher oder dhnlicher Form
einer anderen Priifungsbehorde vorgelegt.



