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Using results from chiral perturbation theory for O(N)-symmetric models in the sponta-
neously broken phase, we study the distribution of the mean field @ = 1V"'j d“x ¢(x) at large
volume. We show that this distribution obeys a scaling law and we calculate the shape of the
constraint effective potential in the scaling limit.

1. Introduction

All “measurements” in lattice field theories performed by the Monte Carlo
method or variants thereof are done on finite (and usually rather small) systems.
Since one is ultimately only interested in results referring to the infinite volume
limit, one needs a reliable procedure to extract infinite volume results from finite
volume calculations. A number of methods have been devised to achieve this goal
[1-5].

In this paper, we study O(N )-symmetric models containing a scalar field ¢(x)
which transforms according to the fundamental representation of O(N). We
consider the spontaneously broken phase and assume that, at infinite volume, the
order parameter (¢(x)) is different from zero. A specific model with these
properties is the Higgs model [6] and, below the critical temperature, O(N)
ferromagnets also belong to this category of theories. QCD with two massless
flavours provides another realization; in this case, N is equal to four and the field
¢ is to be identified with

0 _ S .
¢'=—-qq, ' =q'ys7q. (1.1)
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For definiteness, we use Higgs model ierminology, treating ¢ as the basic field of
the theory.

We work in euclidean space of dimension d. The methods used here apply
provided d > 2. We will explicitly consider the cases d =3 and d =4 and show
that the behaviour of some of the quantities of interest is quite different in the two
cases.

As is well known, spontaneous symmetry breakdown does not occur if the
volume is finite—-some of the low-energy properties are qualitatively different at
finite and at infinite volume. In the infinite volume limit, the system contains
massless modes (Goldstone bosons) and the spectrum of excitations does therefore
not contain an energy gap, while, at finite volume, the levels are discrete and there
is a gap.

One method which allows one to extract the behaviour at infinite volume from
measurements carried out at finite volume is to introduce a symmeiry breaking
external source (an external magnetic field in the case of a spin system, a quark
mass term in the case of QCD). Since the source equips the Goldstone bosons with
a mass, the finite-size effects generated by the box become exponentially small,
provided only that the volume is large enough. Even if this condition is not met,
the behaviour of the partition function for large volumes and for weak external
sources can be analyzed by means of chiral perturbation theory [2,3]. The chiral
perturbation series amounts to a systematic expansion in inverse powers of the box
size. The coefficients occurring in the expansion are determined by low-energy
properties of the system at infinite volume. Hence, the observation of the volume
dependence of suitable observables enables one to extract infinite volume results
from simulations in a finite box (see also ref. [4]). An extensive discussion of the
method is given in ref. [5] and several applications of the technique to the analysis
of numerical data concerning the O(4) model in four dimensions have appeared in
ref. [6].

A different method which does not require the introduction of a symmetry
breaking term is the following. Even at finite volume, the properties of the field
manifest the occurrence of spontaneous symmetry breakdown in the sense that
the directions of the field ¢(x) at different points are strongly correlated. If the
volume is large enough, most of the field configurations are such that the
directions of the field at the various points of space are close to the direction of
the mean field

¢=—1-Vfd"x¢(x) (1.2)

(in the case of a spin system, ® is the net magnetization of the given spin
configuration). The order parameter {$(x)) vanishes at finite volume if the action
is O(N) symmetric, only because the mean field does not prefer any particular
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direction. If one samples the different field configurations according to their mean
field and analyzes the properties of the system for a given value of ® [6,7], then
the various finite volume observables are not very different from the corresponding
quantities at infinite volume.

We study the relation between these two methods in sect. 2 and show that, in
the case of O(N), the distribution of the magnitude of the mean field is a Hankel
transform of the partition function associated with an external source. In sect. 3,
we review known chiral perturbation theory results for the partition function.
Their implications for the distribution of the mean field at large volume and for
the constraint effective potential [8,9] (see also ref. [10]) are discussed in sects.
4-6: sect. 4 describes the general strategy, whereas sects. 5 and 6 are devoted to
the details for d — 3 and d = 4, respeciively. A summary and some conclusions are
given in sect. 7.

2. Distribution of the mean field

We consider a scalar field ¢(x)=(0"(x),...,¢" (x)) in a d-dimensional
periodic box. Let L,l denote the length of the box in direction u =1,2,...,d and
define the mean length L as V74

V=L,L,...L,=(L)". (2.1)

The euclidean action S{¢} is assumed to be invariant under global O(N ) rotations
of the field. In the presence of a symmetry breaking external source j, the
partition function takes the form

2()) = [ldolexn| - 5(o) +i- [ ddtx). (22)

Since we consider a space-independent source, the perturbation generated by it
only involves the mean field @ defined in eq. (1.2). Furthermore, O(N) symmetry

implies that the partition function only depends on the absolute magnitude j = ||
of the source.

The distribution of the mean field is determined by the functional integral

2#) = [laslewn(~staD o[ 03 [a'xo).  @3)

Note that this integral does not involve the external source. Furthermore, on
account of O(N) symmetry, Z only depends on the absolute value @ = |®| of the

mean field. The partition function represents an ordinary integral over this
quantity,

Z(j) = decp exp(®@-jV) Z(D), (2.4)
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and the probability for the mean field to be contained in dV@ is given by

~

Z(PD)
dP(®) = exp(®-jV)dVe. (2.5)

(
Z(j)

In particular, in the absence of symmetry breaking, the probability distribution of
the mean field is isotropic,

dP,(®) = —ZZ—%) dVo. (2.6)

In eq. (2.4), the angular integration over the direction of the mean fieid can be
carried out explicitly, with the result

Z(j) =Kf0°°d<1> OVY (DY) (D), (2.7)
where »
x\ v * 1 1 x\2k
W= (3) 10= E G e () (25)

with the modified Bessel function I, of index

v=1iN-1. (2.9)
The normalization factor in front of the integral (2.7) is given by

k=2mN"?2, (2.10)

The relation (2.7) can be inverted. To establish the inversion formula, we first note
that Y,(z) is an entire function of z. Furthermore, the series representation (2.8)
implies the inequality |Y,(z)|I < Yy(Iz]). The integral representation (2.7) therefore
converges in the entire complex j-plane if it converges on the positive real axis.
Along the imaginary axis, we have

Y, (ix) =YN(—z:x)=(§)_VJV(x>, (2.11)

where J, is the standard Bessel function. For imaginary values of j, the represen-
tation (2.4) takes the form of a Fourier decomposition,

Z(if) =deqbexp(iq> JV) Z(d), (2.12)
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which can be inverted to give

20) = (52| [ @essl=i9-iv) 2(i)

V

N
=K(——) djjN =Y, iV ) Z(if) . (2.13)
27w ) Yo

The transformation f— f defined by

f(t)=flxdx\ft3c'l.,(fX)f(x) (2.

)

(a0
—
-~
A

is called a Hankel transformation [11]. The inversion formula reads
f(x)=f°°dr\/t}1,,(tx)f(t). (2.15)
0

In this terminology, the relations (2.7) and (2.13) show that, up to a normalization
factor, the functions j¥~"72Z(ij) and ®V~1/2Z(P) are Hankel transforms of one
another.

The partition function is related to the free energy density f of the system by
Z(j)=e Y, (2.16)

In the case of Z(®), the analogous quantity is the “constraint effective potential”
u(®P) [8,9],

Z(®) = const.e "V, (2.17)

Note that, at finite volume, both the free energy density and the constraint
effective potential depend on the size and on the shape of the box. In the notation
used here, the volume dependence of the various quantities is not indicated
explicitly-in the case of u(®)=u(d, L,,...,L,), we will discuss it in detail in
sects. 4-6. When analyzing the behaviour of the potential in the vicinity of the

minimum, it is convenient, not to consider the energy density, but to work with the
quantity

U(P) = Vu(P). (2.18)

We will use the term “effective potential” also for U(®) and refer to u(®) as the
“potential per unit volume”, if we want to stress the difference.
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3. Large volume expansion of the partition function

We wish to show that the behaviour of the constraint effective potential at large
volume can be worked out on the basis of known results for the large volume
expansion of the partition function. The results we are referring to were obtained
with the method of effective lagrangians [2,5]. The technique applies to systems
where a continuous symmetry is broken spontaneously. It relies on the fact that the
low-energy (large volume) behaviour of such a system is dominated by Goldstone
modes. The hidden symmetry strongly constrains the properties of these modes; in
particular, it implies that the Goldstone bosons only interact weakly, if the
dimension of space-time is larger than two. The behaviour of the system at large
volume can be analyzed in terms of a systematic expansion which treats this
interaction as a perturbation. In the present section we briefly review those results
of the perturbative analysis which concern the partition function.

The behaviour of the partition function at large volume depends on the
magnitude of the source j in comparison to the size L =V!/? of the box.
Symmetry restoration occurs if j is of order 1/V. The properties of the system in
this region are controlled by the so-called e-expansion, where the partition
function is expanded in inverse powers of L at a fixed value of the product jL*:
both j and 1/L are treated as small quantities and the relative magnitude is
specified as

j=(1/LY) *“e-expansion”. (3.1)
The leading term in the e-expansion of the partition function is given by [1,2]
Z(j)=1Yy(ZV)[1+(1/L7?)], (3.2)

where the normalization constant ../ depends on the volume, but is independent
of the external source j. Note that the argument of the Bessel function is kept
fixed as IV — «. The constant 3 represents the expectation value of the field at
infinite volume and in the symmetry limit (first V' — o, then j — 0). The next term
in the expansion is of order 1/L¢72, i.e. of order 1/L in d =3 and of order 1/L?
in d = 4. It involves a second constant, F, which also characterizes a low-energy
property of the infinite volume theory: in QCD, F is the pion decay constant,
while in spin-model terminology, F? is the helicity modulus. Up to and including
terms of order (1/L97%)2, the explicit expression for the e-expansion of the
partition function can be written in the form [5]

. 2
2(j) =./rYN(p|z;'V)exp[pz(F—fL%V—.z) }{1 vela ). 6
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In three dimensions, p; and p, are given by

N-1B, (N—-1)(N-3)
+..__._____

2F% L 8F*4l12
N-1

6= Tﬁz

P = (Blz—zﬁl)

(d=3), (34)

where the numbers B, and B, only depend on the shape of the box, i.e. on the
ratios L,:L,: L;. For a cubic box (L, = L, =L;) they are given by

B, =02258, B,=00106 (d=3). (3.5)

In d = 4, the quantities p, and p, contain two additional low-energy constants in
the form of logarithmic scales A,,, A,,

N-18, (N-1)(N=3)] . 1
=1 S | B2 o (AL
N | (d=4).
pr=—|Bat = ln(Al-L)]
(3.6)

The physical significance of these scales is discussed in ref. [5]. In four dimensions,
the shape coefficients of a symmetric box are given by

B =0.1405, B,=—00203  (d=4). (3.7)

The higher-order terms in eq. (3.3), represented by the symbol #[(1/L4~2)3], also
involve powers of In L—we do not indicate this explicitly when specifying orders of
magnitude.

The symmetry breaking external source equips the Goldstone bosons with a
mass M which is proportional to \/; (to lowest order in j),

M= (3.8)

In the region governed by the e-expansion, the mass is small compared to the
inverse size of the box, ML < 1. At the opposite extreme, ML > 1 (which is
outside the range covered by the e-expansion), the finite-size effects generated by
the box are exponentially small, of order exp(—ML). In the intermediate region,
where the Compton wavelength of the Goldstone bosons is of the same order of
magnitude as the length of the box, an alternative expansion scheme applies,
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referred to as the p-expansion,
j=#(1/L*) *“p-expansion”. (3.9)

The expansion of the partition function in powers of 1/L then involves nontrivial
functions of the product ML o y/ jL? which stays fixed as V — «. The partition
function grows exponentially,

Z(j)=e". (3.10)

The first two terms in the p-expansion of the free energy density are [2]

2

f=-v(j)— g()"'/(LZ—Zd) (3.11)
(for the next term in this expansion, see appendix A). Up to a sign, the volume
independent quantity ¢(j) represents the energy density of the vacuum, while the
term involving the function g, is the free energy density of a free gas with N —1
Bose flavours and is of order 1/L¢. For a symmetric box, g, may be expressed in
terms of the Bessel function K, (x) as

ds/2

2
g0 = 2(37—) Y (lnlML)™*K ; (InlML), (3.12)

n

where the sum runs over a lattice of integers n=(n,,...,n,), the origin n=0
being omitted. For a discussion of the properties of g, see appendix B of ref. [5].

The vacuum energy can be expanded in powers of j (or of M~ \/j~ ). In three
dimensions, the expansion starts with

v(j)=F*M?+ M3+e(M*) (d=3) (3.13)

w

while in d = 4, the expansion involves one of the two logarithmic scales mentioned
above,

(j) =F*M?+
e(J) 27

As 1 ( M6 =

Taken together, the e- and p-expansions cover the large volume behaviour of the
partition function for arbitrary relative magnitude of j and L, provided only that j
is small compared to the scale of the theory and that L is large. To compare the
two expansions in their common domain of validity (L7972 <«<M< L"), one
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expands the function g, in powers of ML [51,

2 M1z B,

0::—; -+ — "'I‘MLZH d=3,
S0 L3 ln( ML) 677' LJ "§0 ’2! ( ) ( )
o) M4 x

go= = 73 (ML) + 7=

[ln(ML) —%] . 2 g'—,’(ML)Z" (d=4),

1
L n=0 M-

(3.15)

where B, B).... are the shape coefficients referred to above. One verifies that the
two expansions indeed agree. In the normalization of the partition function
adopted in egs. (3.10) and (3.11), the constant ./ occurring in the e-expansion
formula (3.3) is given by

B, + (L) . (3.16)

Frd-2epa\ NV (N )N =2)
Jed (T i

4. Extracting information on the constraint effective potential from the
large volume expansions

We can now apply the large volume expansions of the partition function (see
sect. 3) to obtain information on the constraint effective potential.

+.1. MOMENTS OF THE MEAN-FIELD DISTRIBUTION

Let us first study the consequences of the large volume theorem quoted in eq.
(3.3), valid in the region controlled by the e-expansion. This equation requires the
mean-field distribution Z(®) to have the property

2
[ duYy(n@)Z() = /'mncbl)exp[pz(;—f—',;—_z) }{1 we |2y},

(4.1)
where n =jV and @, =p,X. The volume element du is given by
du =27N"72pN-1de. (4.2)

At leading order in the expansion, i.e. in the infinite volume limit at fixed jV/, the
r.hs. reduces to Y,(n3). Hence the mean-field distribution Z(®) tends to a
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o-function,

27_22 (N-1)/2
pim (W) Z(P)=8(P-3). (4.3)
@b fixed

Recall that 3 is the expectation value of the field ¢ at infinite volume and in the
symmetry limit. At finite volume, the &-function is replaced by a peak of finite
width. As the volume grows, the position of the maximum tends to @ =3 and the
width shrinks to zero. According to eq. (4.1), the correction of order 1/L%72
merely shifts the position of the peak to @ = &, =p,3; the width of the distribu-
tion only shows up at order 1/L2¢~*, To calculate this width, we first observe that
for 7 =0 the relation (4.1) implies fdu Z =.7". Next, we expand the function
Yy(n®) which occurs in the integrand on the Lh.s. in a Taylor series around
& = @, and obtain

Yyv(n®) + n{® — @ )Yy(n®,) + i0°(P — @) DYi(nD,) + ...

_y p>(Zn)’ e
= Yy(n®,) 1+(—F2TZ)2+K[(1/L Y} (4.4)

The moments of the distribution Z(®) which occur here are of order (& — @,)")
~ (AD)", where A® is the width of the distribution. For »n > 2, the ratio
(D — D)"Y /{(D— @,)?) therefore tends to zero as L — x such that the terms
neglected on the Lhs. of eq. (4.4) are small compared to the last term retained.
Using the differential equation

zYy(z) + (N-1)Yy(z) —zYy(2) =0, (4.5)

we conclude that the relation (4.4) holds for all values of n if and only if the
expectation value of the field and the mean square deviation obey

N-1 3
(D) =2(P| + ijz) +ﬁ.[(1/Ld—z) ] >

(@ (@)= 222y (1152, (4.6)

F4L2d 4

This shows that the width of the distribution is of order A® ~1/L?72 The
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expectation value {(® — @,)") is therefore of order 1/L“~?" and is beyond our
accuracy for n > 3: The two moments given in eq. (4.6) exhaust the information
contained in the e-expansion of the partition function to order 1/L2¢7%.

Note that in four dimensions, the expression (3.6) for the quantity p, contains a
logarithm of the box size whose scale is set by the low-energy constant As. In the
above discussion of orders of magnitude, we did not explicitly indicate logarithmic
factors. They enhance the magnitude of the fluctuations in the mean field: In
d = 4, the width of the distribution is actually of order A® ~ (In L)'/?L ™2,

4.2, SHAPE OF THE POTENTIAL IN THE VICINITY OF THE MINIMUM

To determine the actual shape of the distribution, we invoke the p-expansion of
the partition function given in egs. (3.10)-(3.14). The details of the calculations
will be presented in sects. 5 and 6 for d = 3 and d = 4, because the properties of
the partition function at large volume depend on the dimension of the system (in
d = 2, the finite-size effects cannot be analyzed perturbatively). Whereas for the
computation of the expectation value of @" the normalization of the mean-field
distribution plaved no role, this is now no longer the case. We normalize the
partition function Z(j) such that, once the Compton wavelength of the Goldstone
bosons is short compared to the box size, In Z(j) becomes an extensive quantity,
the ratio In Z(j)/V being volume independent except for exponentially small
finite-size effects [this is the normalization adopted in egs. (3.10) and (3.11)]. The
peak in the distribution Z(®) then grows with a power of the volume. We extract
this power and define the effective potential U(®) by

(N+1)/2

25d-2
Z(@) =2_N(—§;T_) e U (4.7)

(the factors of F and X insure that U(®) is dimensionless.) In three dimensions,
this normalization implies that the value of the potential at the minimum [i.e. at
the peak of the distribution Z(®)] tends to a constant as L — . In four
dimensions, the growth of the peak in Z(®) involves an additional factor of
(In L)'/? which could be put in the normalization constant, thus modifying U(®)
by a term of order Inln L. We choose not to do this, as it would generate an
unnecessary complication of our formulae (in numerical simulations it is very
difficult to distinguish Inin L from a constant, anyway.)

The peak in Z(®P) thus rises and shrinks as the volume grows. Expressed in
terms of the potential, this amounts to the statement that, for L — o, the function
U(®) tends to + o, except for the immediate vicinity of the minimum.
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The p-expansion implies

2pg2

_ 3
fd[.LYN(F 5 V¢)Z(¢)=exp[F2M2L3+ NZ 1(L3g(,+ “;i) ”[1+K(I/L)]

(d=3),

2M2

v N-1 (ML) As 1
7 - 2pg27 4 4 - g =+ -
(D)Z((D) exp[F ML+ — (L 8ot o3 (ln v; 4)

fquN(

x[1+7(1/L%)] (d=4). (4.8)

Since Z(®) is concentrated at ¢ =3, the argument of the function Y, is in the
vicinity of F>M?V. Recall that in the p-expansion the product ML is kept fixed as
L - o, such that F’M?V=¢(L9"?) is large and we can replace Y, by its
asymptotic representation [5],

+e(z7)].  (49)

1 (z)“—N’/Zez Il _ (N-1)(N-3)

YN(Z)=‘/_4——1T— ) 37

The relation (4.8) then takes the form

27722 (N-1/2 )
(;?Er——z) [ dPexp(£(@ - 3) FPLI72/3) Z(®) =" O[1 +#(1/L77?)],

(4.10)

with

I—Vz——l(L3g(,+$(ML)3+21n(ML)) (d=3),
re)= N-1 . 1 4 As 1 2 inf ML (d=4)
—Z—‘(L g()'*‘Ep(ML) (h‘l-;/l—-i‘z)-l' In( )) =4).

(4.11)
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The variable &, defined by

3L

£= ML= -,

(4.12)

plays a role analogous to the parameter i =jV occurring in the context of the
e-expansion. The function I'(¢) is fixed by the purely kinematical function g,
except for a logarithmic contribution in d = 4.

In contrast to the partition function Z(j), the quantity I'(¢) contains singulari-
ties. For simplicity, we consider a symmetric box where I'(£) has a cut extending
from —4m2 to —oo: In the limit L — o, L?j =const.,, the entire function
exp(—3jV)Z(j) becomes a singular function of the variable L?j. The phenomenon
illustrates the well-known fact that a convergent sequence of analytic functions
need not converge to an analytic function. It is not difficult to identify the origin of
the singularities occurring in I'(£). The partition function of a free Bose gas, which
enters I'(¢) through the function g, is the inverse square root of the determinant
associated with the differential operator (—4 + M?). For a symmetric box, the
eigenvalues of this operator are of the form 27n /L)2 + M2, where n is a vector
with integer components. The contribution of the zero mode n = 0 is proportional
to the power M~N~1 which cancels the pre-exponential term in the representa-
tion (4.9) of the function Y,. This is why for a symmetric box, the singularity
closest to the origin occurs at ¢ = M2L2 = — 472,

Note that in the context of the e-expansion, these singularities do not show up,
because in the variable n =ji" « M 2L¢, they occur at n =~ (L"?) and are sent to
infinity if the limit V' — o« is taken at fixed jV.

We now express the function Z(®) in terms of the corresponding constraint
effective potential by means of eq. (4.7). Furthermore, we stretch the scale of
integration in eq. (4.10), setting

<1>=2(1+—P;71%_—2), (4.13)

where & is a new variable of integration. Thus, eq. (4.10) becomes
1 . ,
oy f dgs exp(& — U(P)) =" O[1 + 7 (1/L477)], (4.14)

and the potential can be expanded in the form

1
U(P) = Uy(#) + =5 U) + [ (1/14-2] (4.15)

if the infinite volume limit is taken at a fixed value of the scaled field . The



M. Gickeler, H. Leutwyler / Effective potential 241

leading term obeys

1 .
- [ ddrexp(&d = Uy(9)) = e"®. (4.16)

We shall determine Uy(¥) numerically from the inverse of this relation. The
calculation of U(¢) is discussed in appendix A. Note, however, that in d = 4 the
expansion coefficients U, U,,... logarithmically depend on the volume, while in
d =3 they are strictly volume independent.

4.3. BEHAVIOUR FAR TO THE RIGHT OF THE MINIMUM

Next we analyze the shape of the mean-field distribution in the region @ >3
and first consider the infinite volume limit at a fixed value of the mean field &. For
this purpose, we return to the general relation between the constraint effective
potential and the partition function,

(N+1)/2

:dqb SNIY (DY )e VB = Z(j), (4.17)

2rd-2
ZWN/ZE—N(F L )

2

and consider the infinite volume limit at a fixed value of the external source j. In
this case, the finite-size effects generated by the box are exponentially small-the
partition function is given by the energy density at infinite volume,

Z(j) =e"[1 +#(exp(—M,,L))] . (4.18)

Here M, =M, () is the mass of the lightest particle at infinite volume. For a
weak external source, M, aj'/? while ©(j) = 3j +«(j*?). The representation
(4.18), however, also holds if j is not small-chiral perturbation theory is not
needed here.

At the peak of the function exp(— Vu(@®)), the argument of Y is large, of order
V, and is rapidly growing with @. With the asymptotic representation (4.9) we

obtain
AE—(NH)/szd(p PIN=1/2 o=V P)—jP) eVl'(j)[l +ﬁ‘(1/V)] ,
0

(1-N)/2

, (4.19)

F2Ld—2 / EJLZ
T T2r | F? )
where the correction of order 1/V arises from the term (N — 1)(N — 3)/8z in eq.

(4.9). The source shifts the peak of the integrand to the right, i.e. to the region we
wish to investigate. Up to a correction of order 1/V, the position of the peak is
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determined by the minimum of the function w(®) —jP,
j=u'(P). (4.20)

Since the peak is very narrow, we can expand around the minimum. Evaluating the
integral in the gaussian approximation and comparing the leading terms on the two
sides of eq. (4.19), we obtain

v(j)=j® —u(P), (4.21)

valid again up to corrections of order 1/V. Together with eq. (4.20), this shows
that the vacuum energy is the Legendre transform of the constraint effective
potential and vice versa. The inversion reads

P=0(j), u(®)=j(J)-rQ)), (4.22)

where the dot stands for the derivative with respect to j. The result for the
position of the peak merely confirms that the expectation value of the field at
infinite volume is given by the logarithmic derivative of the partition function with
respect to the source,

(Ve = 20(j). (4.23)
Wi

The corrections of order 1/V to the above relations are readily worked out. The
factor @V~1/2 modifies eq. (4.20) with the result

N-11
j=u'(®) - ———+(1/V?), (4.24)

while the factor (Vu"(®))~ /2 arising from the gaussian integral affects the relation
(4.21) at order 1/V,

() =jd—u(@) + ~— L 2) - L VI o1 4.25
(j)=j® - + —=|-=In|— |+~ . (4.
v(J) =i® —u( 1% "(2) 2w | oz | +7A/VE). (425
Denoting the Legendre transform of the vacuum energy by (@),

a(®) =je(j) —v(j), ®=0(j), (4.26)
the corrections of order 1/V to the potential take the form

N-1 32L%0(P)
ln( )

u(®) =i(®) - —p Fd

1 ( 2732 (D)

——1n 7

> ) +o(1/V?), (4.27)
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and the peak now occurs at

1 (N—-1 u"
2V

b=+ — = +(L_l”)2}+ﬁ(1/V2). (4.28)

Note that the second derivatives of #(®) and '(j) are related by
a'(®)ii(j)=1. (4.29)

The above discussion is connected with the analysis in subsect. 4.2. There we
assumed @ — 3 to be a small quantity of order 1/L9~2 and considered the scaled
field ¢ =(® - 3)F2L?2/3. In that language, the region discussed above corre-
sponds to large values of ¢. Evaluating the behaviour of U,(¢) for ¢ — =<, we shall
establish that the two approaches are indeed consistent.

4.4. BEHAVIOUR FAR TO THE LEFT OF THE MINIMUM

Finally, the behaviour of U,(¢) for ¢y - —o corresponding to the region @ <3
is determined by the fact that the kinematical function I'(£¢) contains a cut along
the negative real axis. The integral in the relation

1
o= | dvexp(éw = Uy(w)) =™ (4.30)

must therefore diverge, as ¢ approaches the beginning of the cut (¢ > —47%2 for a
symmetric box). This will yield the leading behaviour
Up(¢) ~ 472l (4.31)

as > —oo,

5. Constraint effective potential in three dimensions

We shall now work out the properties of the constraint effective potential in
d = 3 along the lines indicated in sect. 4.

5.1. VICINITY OF THE MINIMUM (d = 3)

For the scaled field we have now ¢ =(® —3)F’L/3. The function I'(£)
entering the r.h.s. of eq. (4.10) is given by

N-1 1
r(e) =5 (Veg+ g6+ ng). (5.1)
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The representation (3.15) of g, shows that the Taylor series of I'(¢) exclusively
involves the shape coefficients of the box,

N-1 =
rEg=——2%x &«f"- (5.2)

!
2 ,yn!

Therefore, in the formula (4.16) determining U,(¢),

1
E/ dy exD(f‘ﬁ - Un(‘l’)) =el® (5-3)

the low-cnergy constants 3 and F do not occur at all! These constants only
determine the value 2 around which the mean field fluctuates and fix the scale
3 /F’L of the fluctuations, in agreement with the information extracted above
from the e-expansion. The shape of the distribution is fixed by kinematics alone:
The distribution exp{—U,(¢)} must be such that its Laplace transform is the
exponential of the purely kinematical function I'(¢).

It remains to invert the Laplace transformation (5.3). If the Lh.s. converges at
the real positive value £, then it converges in the half plane Re £ > ¢, and defines
an analytic function there-in agreement with the fact that the function I'(¢) is
analytic except for the cut mentioned above. Setting ¢ = &, + ix, the relation (5.3)
takes the form of a Fourier transform, which is readily inverted, provided the
function exp I'(¢,, + ix) is integrable. To verify that this is the case, we first note
that the function g, defined in eq. (3.12) decreases exponentially if the real part of
ML = \/E tends to infinity. In the £-plane, g, therefore tends to zero as |&] — o,
except for a wedge along the negative £-axis. The representation (5.1) then shows
that for x — o, the function I'(§,+ ix) is dominated by the term o ¢3/2 whose
real part tends to — oo, such that exp I'(£,, + ix) is indeed integrable. Finally, since
the function I'(§) is regular at & = 0, we can take the limit £, — 0 and obtain the
representation

exp(~Uy(w)) = [ dxexp(—ixy +T(ix)). (54)

Exploiting the property I'(£)* = I'(¢*), this integral can be reduced to the positive
real axis,

exp(—Uy(¥)) = Zf(mdx exp(I(x))cos(xp — (x)), (5.5)
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Fig. 1. (a) Effective potential as a function of the scaled mean field in three dimensions: O(2) model

(full curve), O(3) model (dashed curve), O(4) model (dotted curve). (b) Comparison of the asymptotic

representations (5.12) (dashed line) and (5.15) (dotted line) with the full result for the O(3) model in
three dimensions.

where the real functions I', and I', are the real and imaginary parts of I,
F(ix)=Ty(x)+ilL(x). (5.6)

Numerical evaluation of the integral (5.5) leads to the results shown in fig. 1a. The
minimum occurs at a positive value of ¢ (for numerical values, see table 1;
throughout, we consider a symmetric box, L, = L, = L,). Note that the potential is
not symmetric with respect to reflections at the minimum.
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TaBLE 1
Minimum of the effective potential for d = 3. ¢, denotes the position of the minimum in the

m

function Uy(&) and U,, is the corresponding potential

N 'JI"I l]"I

2 0.i24 -4.292
3 0.238 -4.659
4 0.352 -5.179

5.2. FAR TO THE RIGHT OF THE MINIMUM (d = 3)

To analyze the shape of the mean-field distribution for @ > 3 along the lines of
subsect. 4.3 we make use of the expansion of the vacuum energy for weak external
fields. For d = 3, the expansion is given in eq. (3.13). Expressed in terms of j, this
becomes

N—-1(Zj)"? L ko
127 F3 2F¢

v(j)=3j+ (Z))* + e (j37?), (5.7)

where we have included the term of order j2 (see appendix A). The corresponding
Legendre transform is readily worked out, with the result

(@) = (8’;7)2 (NF—()1)2(§— 1)3[1 —;—(Ng—fl)zk,,(;i— 1) +} (5.8)

This expansion is useful only at values of @ for which @ — 3 is small compared to
3 —if this is not the case, the infinite volume limit of the potential is still given by
the Legendre transform of the vacuum energy, but one then needs to know the
vacuum energy for strong external sources which is beyond the control of chiral
perturbation theory.

At finite volume, the corrections to the potential are of order 1 /V; in the region
where the leading term in (5.8) dominates, they are given by

u(¢)=(8”)z F® (qb )3_uln(¢
3

3 (N—])Z 7 —2-"1)-}-..., (5.9

where we have dropped a field independent ierm of order V= InV.

In terms of the scaled field ¢ =(® —3)F2L /5, we have just discussed the
region § — . The function U,(&) must therefore be proportional to > if ¢
becomes large. To check that this is indeed the case, we consider the relation (5.3)
and let ¢ becomie large, such that the integral can again be evaluated by expanding
the cxponent around the minimum. One concludes that, for large values of ¢, the
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function Uy(¢) is given by the Legendre transform of the kinematical function

),
p=r'(¢), U¥)=¢&b-I(£). (5.10)
Now, for large values of £, we have
- 3/2

F(§)=——2— ?;+ln§+ﬁ(e‘ﬁ) . (5.11)

This leads to the asymptotic representation

(87)° N-1
U(¥) = —"'__z'i;"'3 - (N - %)lnifi +NlIn

3(N-1)

(5.12)

which indeed agrees with (5.9). As shown in fig. 1b, this asymptotic formula
(dashed line) is an adequate representation of the tail of the distribution
expl — U, (¢)] for ¢ > 0.3.

5.3. FAR TO THE LEFT OF THE MINIMUM (d = 3)

Finally, we consider the region @ < 3. If the difference 3 — @ is small, of order
1/L, then the potential is given by the function U,(¢) determined in subsect. 5.1,
at the corresponding negative value of the scaled field ¢ = F2L(® — 3) /3. To see
what happens as the difference 3 — @ grows, we consider the relation (5.3) and
recall that the kinematical function I'(£) contains a cut along the negative real
axis. As & approaches the beginning of the cut, ¢ - —42, the integral occurring
in (5.3) must therefore diverge. The singularity in I'(¢) is of the form

r(¢)=-3(N-1In(¢+4n2) +I'(¢), (5.13)

where T'(¢) is regular except for a cut occurring at ¢ < —8w2. The r.hs. of eq.
(5.3) therefore contains a pole of order 3(N — 1). For the integrand to generate
this divergence, the effective potential must behave like

exp(— Uy(¢)) o I~ exp(—4m21yl) (5.14)

as ¢ tends to —o. A straightforward way to prove this result is to deform the
contour of integration in the inversion formula (5.4) to a circle around the
singularity and a straight line parallel to the imaginary axis, located e.g. at
Re £ = — 672, For large values of || the contribution from the pole dominates — it
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is indeed of the form (5.14). Hence we obtain the asymptotic representation

(3N = 4)!

Up(#) =472l = (3N = H)lnlgp| - T (—47?) + ln( 27

)+K(l/lll).

(5.15)

The value of the constant I'(—472) is readily worke_d out with the technique
described in appendix B of ref. [5] leading to the result i(—4%2)=7.521-(N - 1).
The relation (5.15) implies that for small values of 3 — @, the potential per unit

i 1 /72
volume is of order 1/L,

(®) =4 2le s 5.16
u(®) = 77?( —E)+... (5.16)

In the infinite volume limit at fixed @ <3, the potential per unit volume thus
tends to zero, as required by general convexity arguments [9]. The asymptotic
formula (5.15) is represented in fig. 1b as a dotted line. Comparison with the full
curve shows that on the left of the minimum, asymptotics sets in rather slowly.

The expansion (5.16) only holds if @ is in the vicinity of 3 and does not specify
the large volume behaviour of u(@®) at an arbitrary value in the interval 0 < @ < 3.
We expect the quantity L>u(®)/F? to tend to a finite limit 4(®/3) for V — o (P
fixed). Presumably, the limit @i(x) is a universal function, which for a symmetric
box only depends on the group index N. To prove or disprove this guess, one
however needs to analyze the effective theory in more detail, treating the modes
responsible for the singularity at ¢ = —472 as colleciive variables—we did not
carry out such an analysis.

Finally, we compare the above results for the shape of the potential with the
large volume expansion of the expectation value given in eq. (4.6). Expressed in
terms of the scaled mean field, this expansion takes the form

1

_N—l
W === {8~

((N—3)Bf—4<N—2)ﬁz)+m-2)}. (5.17)

The first term, (¢ )y =(N — 1)B,/2 represents the expectation value of ¢ in the
distribution exp[— Uy ()] and is shown as a vertical (dash—dotted) line in fig. 1b.
The correction of order 1/L is beyond the accuracy of the above analysis which
exclusively concerns the leading term Uy(¢) in the large volume expansion of the
effective potential. A representation for the next-to-leading term U,(¢) is given in
appendix A. As a check, one may verify that the correction in the mean value of 1
generated by U, indeed reproduces the formula (5.17).
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6. Constraint effective potential in four dimensions

In d = 4, the large volume expansion only involves even powers of 1/L. A given
number of terms in either the e- or the p-expansion therefore specifies the
partition function more accurately than in d = 3. The back side of the coin is that
the expansion to order (1/L972)>=1/L* now involves additional low-energy
constants in the form of logarithmic scales.

6.1. VICINITY OF THE MINIMUM (d = 4)

The scaled field s = (& — 3)F2L?/3 is such that the mean square fiuctuations
in ¢ are of order In L,

W =r{i+-(L7), (6.1)
where
VYN—-1 /2
1= ———[In(AsL) +8x%,]'"". (6.2)
kr

In four dimensions, the kinematical function I'(£) appearing on the r.h.s. of (4.14)
is given by

2
re) = —!L“gﬁ d

3242

2

(AsL)? 1
In : +—2— +Iné|. (6.3)

Representing g, in terms of the shape coefficients B, according to eq. (3.15), this
becomes
N-1 B.

5~ L ¢t (6.4)

|
n+2 n:

12
r¢)= 552"'

Let us first take the infinite volume limit at a fixed value of /£. In this limit, all
terms occurring in the expansion (6.4) disappear, except for a constant and for the
term quadratic in &. The Laplace transformation (4.14) is then readily inverted—the
distribution is a gaussian in the variable = /l=F?L*(®/3 — 1)/ conjugate
to /¢,

2 -
im {U(®) = $n 5=} = 302~ (N - DBy (6.5)
[ 2
P fixed

The power of the field occurring here is precisely the one for which the potential
per unit volume becomes volume independent,

4 2
u(¢)=-§7((p22) +..., (6.6)




250 M. Gockeler, H. Leutwyler / Effective potential

except for the logarithmic factor 1/12. The calculation shows that, in the vicinity of
the minimum, the constraint effective potential approaches the infinite volume
limit only very slowly, u(®) ~(in L)™', a phenomenon already observed on the
basis of numerical data in ref. [9].

The leading term (6.5) represents the effective potential only up to corrections
of order /="' ~(In L)~ '/? which stem from the remainder in the function I'(§).
The term proportional to 8, merely shifts the distribution, ¢ = ¢ — (N - 1)8, /2.
The correction generated by the term o B;&* is readily worked out with the result

By

P4

/ - -
U(®) =i 5— — 4N = DBy + 56~ 4,)’
™

B;
1213

where ¢, denotes the position of the minimum and is given by

—(N_l) (‘1;—15111)3_*_/(1_4)9 (67)

N-1 N-1

Y= 7B~ 5B

+(17%). (6.8)
The potential is not symmetric with respect to a reflection at the minimum. At
large volumes, the asymmetry is described by a cubic term proportional to the
shape coefficient 85, which is negative; for a symmetric box, B; = —0.000482.

The above representations are useful only if the logarithmic quanti: 4#l is
large. In numerical simulations this requirement is not necessarily met and it is
therefore of interest to sum the series up and to give a representation for U valid
up to inverse powers of the box size, rather than of the logarithm thereof (compare
subsect. 4.2). The large volume expansion (4.15) of the potential at a fixed value of
the scaled field ¢ is now of the form

1
U(®) = Uy(¥) + gz Ui() + (LY. (69)
It differs qualitatively from the corresponding series for the three-dimensional case
in two respects: (i) the field is now scaled with L? rather than with L and the
expansion goes in even powers of 1/L; (ii) in d =3, the expansion coefficients
Uy, Uy, ... are strictly volume independent while in d =4, they logarithmically
depend on the volume.

In the language of the expansion (6.9), the representation (6.7) specifies the
leading term Uy(y) as a series of inverse powers of (In L)/2. We wish to
generalize this result and to determine the function Uy(y) when In L cannot be
treated as large. Here, a technical problem occurs which does not arise for d = 3.
The problem is that the function exp(I'(ix)) is not integrable, but explodes for
large values of x: Outside the cut along the negative real axis, the function g0
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tends to zero exponentially as |£| — o such that the representation (6.3) implies

N-1 1 1
re¢) = 5 [— 32w2§2(ln (AgL)Z - 5) +ln§+/@‘(e‘\/§_)]. (6.10)

If £ is on the imaginary axis in the interval 1 < |¢] <(AL)?, the real part of this
expression is negative, reaching large values of order (AsL)*. Once |¢| however
exceeds (AyL)?*, ReT'(¢) turns to large positive values and tends to infinity as
|€] = oo. This behaviour prevents a straightforward inversion of the Laplace trans-
formation (4.16) along the lines discussed in subsect. 5.1. The trouble arises,
because the representation for the partition function used in the derivation of eq.
(4.16) only holds if M is small in comparison to the scale of the theory. If the
condition M < 4= F is not met, the second term in the chiral expansion of the
vacuum energy is not small compared to the leading contribution and it is then not
justified to neglect the higher-order contributions. Indeed, the problem disappears
if the next term in the expansion of the vacuum energy (see appendix A) is
retained. Actually, the problem is however of a purely technical nature—the
behaviour of the partition function for strong external sources is relevant only if
one wants to determine the shape of the potential far to the right of the minimum.
As noted above, the integrand first decreases to values which are exponentially
small, of order exp(—A%V'), and only then starts exhibiting fictitious behaviour.
Instead of using a more adequate representation of the quantity I'(ix) for x >
(AsL)?, one may just as well cut the integral off before this region is reached, such
that the inversion formula analogous to (5.5) becomes

exp(—Uy(¢¥)) = 2/(;\ dx exp(I,(x))cos(xyp — Ir(x)). (6.11)

The cutoff A must be taken somewhere in the region where the integrand is
exponentially small, e.g. at A =(AsL)’>-the sensitivity to the choice of A is
negligible compared to the corrections of order 1/L2. In contrast to the situation
in three dimensions, the function U,(¢/) now logarithmically depends on the size of
the system, through the parameter / which enters the expression for I'(¢) and
which is related to the logarithmic scale A5 by

167212
N-1

AsL =exp( —8172132). (6.12)

The results of a numerical evaluation of eq. (6.11) is shown in fig. 2, where we
restrict ourselves to N = 4, i.e. the O(4) symmetry, spontaneously broken to O(3).
We illustrate the logarithmic volume dependence of the function Uy(#) by consid-
ering two different values of I, viz. /=0.15 and /=0.2, which correspond to



252 M. Géckeler, H. Leutwyler / Effective potential

PSI

Fig. 2. Effective potential of the O(4) model in four dimensions. The logarithmic volume dependence
of the scaled potential is illustrated by showing the result for two box sizes which differ by a factor of
2.5. The dashed line indicates the approximate representation of the potential given in eq. (6.7).

AyL =16 and 40, respectively. Accordingly, the figure shows the variation in U,(i)
produced if the box size is inflated by a factor of 2.5: The position of the minimum
changes very little, but the valley flattens out as L grows (it is essential here that
the variable @ — X is scaled by two powers of L; if the potential is plotted against
the mean field itself, the valley of course rapidly narrows with increasing volume).

The approximation (6.7) is shown as a dashed line. For / = 0.15, this approxima-
tion provides a good description only in the vicinity of the minimum, whereas for
['=0.2, it can barely be distinguished from the full result throughout the interval
shown in the figure.

6.2. FAR TO THE RIGHT OF THE MINIMUM (d = 4)

We now turn to the large volume limit at fixed @ and first consider the region to
the right of the minimum. At infinite volume, the potential is given by the
Legendre transform @(@) of the vacuum cnergy (j); the finite-size effects are of
order 1/V and are given explicitly in eq. (4.27). If @ — 3 is small compared to 3,
the behaviour of the vacuum cnergy for weak external sources is relevant. For

d =4, the first two terms in the expansion of () in powers of J are given in eq.
(3.14),

()= X4 (7 In (PAS) ‘s +7 (%) (6.13)
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The relation between the conjugate variables (j, @) is therefore of the form

N-123j FA
o=i(j)=3[1+ J o (ALY

—zIn ~(j?
3217.2 F4 2] + (] ) (6-14)

To invert this relation, we need to solve an equation of the type

y=xIn(1/x) (6.15)

for x, in the region where x and y are small. Denoting the value of In(1/x) which
corresponds to a given y by z =z(y), we have

z—Inz=1In(1/y) (6.16)

with y < 1,z > 1. The function z(y) can be expressed as

(6.17)

Inlny| Inllny|
z(y)=Inylj1+ + ~ + )
In y| In y|*

In terms of z, the solution of eq. (6.15) is given by x =y /z(y). The value of y is
determined by the field,

2 4wrF\’ | ® 618
YTN- 1(/\5)(5_1)' (6.18)

The corresponding value of the conjugate variable becomes

3j=(FAy)? 20y )[1+”(y)] (6.19)

and the expression for the potential at infinite volume takes the form '

@
1+/(;—1)]. (6.20)

ay

u(P) = =

ey

167*F* (& (2—1/2)
N-1 (‘—1) 22

Z

The representation applies if the field is close to the expectation value X, such that
0<®/3 - 1< 1. In this region, the potential deviates from a parabola only
logarithmically. The position of the parabola is set by X, the curvature by F and
the scale of the logarithm by A.. In this region, the large volume expansion at
fixed @, given in eq. (4.27), takes the form

u(CD)=ﬁ(d))+$((N—1)z+ln(z—l))+l£/+..., (6.21)
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where (@) is the potential at infinite volume, specified in eq. (6.20). The field
independent term c is given by

c=—(N—-1In(AL)+1In =

(6.22)

The quantity z occurring in these expressions depends logarithmically on the field
- @ in the manner specified in egs. (6.16) and (6.18) while ¢ depends logarithmically
on the volume.

If @ is very close to X, the volume must be very large for the representation
(6.21) to apply. The ratio of the correction o 1/V to the leading term is of order
[F2L*(d /3 — 1)]72 and is small only if the corresponding value of the scaled field
¥ =F?L*(®/3 — 1) is large. As & moves towards 3 at fixed volume, we enter the
region where this condition fails to be met, the scaled field taking values of order
one. In this region, the representation given in subsect. 6.1 takes over. The two
representations (L — = at fixed @ and at fixed , respectively) are valid simulta-
neously if ¢ is in the range 1 < << F2L’. To compare the two, we need to
extract the behaviour of the potential Uy(y) at large valucs of ¢ from the integral
representation (6.11). The calculation closely parallels the one sketched at the end
of subsect. 5.2 and leads to

L(z2=1/2) N-1

Uy(p) = — = 5z +5ln(z=1)+c+r(4?), (6.23)
where z > 1 is the solution of
(N-1)(A.L)
—Inz=1 = . )
z—Inz n( 32070 (6.24)

This result indeed agrees with the representation of the potential given in eq.
(6.21).

6.3. FAR TO THE LEFT OF THE MINIMUM (d = 4)

Far to the left of the minimum, the shape of the potential is determined by the
singularities occurring in the partition function when the external source is
analytically continued from positive to negative values. As discussed in sect. 4,
these singularities originate in the fact that modes of wavelength A become
unstable if the square of their frequency, M? + (2w /A)* turns negative. For a
symmetric box, the wavelength of the lowest excitation is A = L, such that the
corresponding instability sets in at M2L2 = — 452 , irrespective of the dimension of
the box. This implies that for large negative values of the scaled field , the
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constraint effective potential grows linearly with the same slope as in d = 3. The
number of independent modes of wavelength L is different in d =3 and d =4,
however. The difference shows up in the coefficient of the logarithmic singularity
contained in I'(¢). In four dimensions, the analog of eq. (5.13) reads

(&)= —-4(N-1In(¢+472)+T(¢). (6.25)

The difference affects the coefficient of the next-to-leading, logarithmic term in
the expansion of the potential in inverse powers of i,

(4N = 5)!

Up) = 4yl = (40 = 5)imlyl — F(—~4%) +1n( 2|+ (1/0).

A /

(6.26)

If the field @ is kept fixed, the potential per unit volume again tends to zero in
proportion to 1/L?,

&) 4w (1 -2 6.27
=47 -—{l1—-=|+.... .
Note that this result only holds if @ is not too far away from the minimum (see the
discussion given at the end of subsect. 5.3).

7. Summary and discussion

(i) We consider an O(N )-invariant theory containing a field ¢(x) which trans-
forms according to the fundamental representation of O(N ). Enclosing the system
in a periodic box of volume V' we study the distribution of the space average of this
field,

(b=—[17fd"xd>(x), (7.1)

referring to @ as the “mean field”. The basic observation underlying our analysis
is that if the system is perturbed by a constant external source j coupled linearly to
$(x), then the action depends on the source only through the mean field. The
partition function can therefore be represented as

Z(j) =[dN¢exp(<b-jV)z"(¢). (7.2)

O(N) symmetry implies that the partition function only depends on the magnitude
j=1jl of the source and is independent of its direction; !ikewise, the mean-field
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distribution Z(®) only depends on the magnitude @ = |®| of the mean field. We
invoke known results concerning the properties of the partition function Z(j) and
show that the relation (7.2) can be used to determine the main features of the
mean-field distribution Z(®).

(i) We consider the situation where, at infinite volume, O(N) symmetry is
spontaneously broken to O(N — 1). In this case, the lightest excitations of the
system are Goldstone bosons and the finite-size effects are dominated by these
modes. Their basic properties are controlled by the spontaneously broken symme-
try which is at their origin, in the sense that the corresponding effective lagrangian
is fully determined up to a set of low-energy constants. In the present context, two
of these constants play a central role: Y (expectation value of the field at infinite
volume) and F (residue of ilie Goldstone bason pole occurring in the current
correlation function).

(iii) Using chiral perturbation theory for the behaviour of the partition function
in the symmetry restoration region where the external source is taken small, of
order 1/volume, we show that the expectation value of the mean field can be
expanded in inverse powers of the box size. In three dimensions, the first three
terms in this expansion only involve the constants 3 and F,

N-1 N-1
2FLP T RFL

<<1>>=S{1+ S((N=3)Bi—4(N - 2)3)+/(L—")}, (7.3)

where L stands for the mean size of the box, L = V', and where B,, B, are pure
numbers. determined by the shape of the box. For a symmetric box, B,=023is
positive such that the expectation value decreases as the volume grows. The root
mean square deviation is of order 1 /L,

(N-1)3°8,

(D —(P))y = T =[1+7(L7Y], (7.4)

indicating that the peak in the mean-field distribution narrows as the volume
Srows.

In four dimensions, the large volume expansion only involves even powers of
1/L,

N-1 (N-1)(N-3) 5 1 Ay
<(p)_?{1 + S F2 Lzﬁ SF 3 (Bl 42 In A.‘_‘)
(N=-2)1> .

W-*_/[(L_ )} (7.5)

In this case, the constants 3 and F only determine the first two terms of the
expansion. At order 1/L°, a logarithmic volume dependence shows up, through
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&
=~

the quantity
= 0 [In(A<L) + 87%8,] (7.6)

and the expression involves two additional constants: A<, A, (as it is the case with
3 and F, these constants also represent specific low-energy properties of the
theory at infinite volume and in the symmetry limit). In four dimensions, the
mean-square deviation also contains a logarithmic factor,

2

(@ —(D))*) =

F4L412[1 +7(L7Y)]. (7.7)

(iv) In the above results for the expectation values of @ and @2, the normaliza-
tion of the mean-field distribution played no role. When discussing the properties
of the distribution itself, the normalization is however not immaterial. We choose
the normalization of the partition function Z(j) such that In Z(j)/V becomes
volume independent except for exponentially small finite-size effects, as soon as
the largest Compton wavelength is short compared to the box size. Extracting the
power of V with which the peak in the distribution Z(®) grows we define the
constraint effective potential U(®) by

(N+1)/2

27d-2
z'(<1>)=2-N( o ) e UP, (7.8)

This normalization insures that the value of the potential at the minimum [i.e. at
the peak for Z(®)] tends to a constant as L — x, except for a contribution of
order Inin L occurring in d =4. Away from the minimum the potential U(®)
grows with the volume.

(v) In three dimensions, the behaviour of U(®) in the vicinity of the minimum is
characterized by a scaling law: If one moves closer and closer to the minimum as
the volume grows, keeping the quantity ¢ = F2L(® — 3)/3 fixed, the potential
tends to a finite limit. More precisely, the potential can be expanded in inverse
powers of L at fixed ¢,

1
U(‘p)=U0(¢)+'F‘EZU1(([’)+K(L—Z)- (7-9)

In the infinite volume limit, the potential is given by the universal function Uy(¢)
which only depends on the group index N. We have calculated this function
explicitly as a Fourier integral over the partition function of a free gas of
Goldstone bosons. Numerical values are shown in fig. 1 and an expression for the
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correction term U(¢) of order 1/L is given in appendix A. Far to the right of the
minimum, the potential grows with the third power of ,

5

@=) .
Uu(l/')=m¢ (N=3)nyg+... (¥>1) (7.10)

while far to the left, it only grows linearly,

Ul#) =479l = BN =gl +... (—¢>1). (7.11)

Preliminary results of a numerical simulation of the three-dimensional O(3) model
on lattices of size 48%, 76* and 96 are availabie [12]. Work on a comparison of the
data with the theoretical predictions is in progress.

(vi) In four dimensions, the field must be scaled with two powers of L,
¥ =F?L*(® - X)/3, and the expansion of the potential takes the form

1
U(P) = Up(#) + 2z Uiw) + (LY. (7.12)

A strict scaling law does however not hold here, because the functions U,,, U,...
still depend on the volume, although only logarithmically. The shape of U, is again
determined by the kinematics of free particles enclosed in a periodic box, the
logarithmic volume dependence being controlled by the parameter / defined in eq.
(7.6) which in turn involves the scale A.. Numerical values are shown in fig. 2. Far

to the right of the minimum, the potential roughly grows with the square of the
field,

1672 (z—1/2)
U) = e

5

b+ ... (g>1). (7.13)

The quantity z logarithmically depends on field and volume, approximately ac-
cording to

( (N - 1)(A:L)2)
z=In ,
2wy

(7.14)

(for details see subsect. 6.2). Far to the left of the minimum, the behaviour is
essentially the same as in d = 3,

Uo(#) =472l = (AN = S)lnlgl + ... (—¢>1). (7.15)

A measurement of the scaling violations should allow one to extract the value of
the low-energy constant As.
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(vii) An interesting open question concerns the generalization of our results to
other symmetry groups, especially to SU(N) X SU(N), broken down to SU(N).
Both the e- and the p-expansion are available to the same order as for O(N) [2].
The analysis of the constraint effective potential is more involved, however,
because a field transforming with the fundamental representation of SU(N) X
SU(N) contains several invariants instead of a single one, |®|, as in the case of
O(N). Accordingly, the potential then becomes a function of several independent
field variables. Work on the extension of the present analysis to this situation is in
progress.

M.G. wishes to thank the Institut fiir Theoretische Physik der Universitiat Bern
for its kind hospitality. Useful discussions with Prof. J. Jersak and Dr. K. Jansen
are also gratefully acknowledged.

Appendix A

FINITE-SIZE CORRECTIONS TO THE SCALING LAW FOR THE EFFECTIVE POTENTIAL

In the analysis described in the present paper, we made use only of the first two
terms in the p-expansion of the partition function. The calculations can be carried
one step further, because the third term of this expansion is readily worked out. In
fact, in the case of spontaneous breakdown from SU(N) X SU(N) to SU(N), the
explicit representation of this term was given in ref. [2]. Adapting the result to the
breakdown from O(N) to O(N — 1), which we are considering in the present
paper, the expansion (3.11) becomes

N-1 (N-1)(N-3) | 5 s,
f= —L'(j)__z—_g() + SF2 M-(g,) +7(L ). (AD)

My

The last term stems from a two-loop graph generated by the interaction ameng the
Goldstone bosons. It involves the function g, defined by

d

o 2

8=
In addition, the interaction also renormalizes the mass entering the free gas term
o g, and it generates a contribution te the vacuum energy t(j). To the accuracy
needed in the representation (A.1), the mass of the Goldstone bosons is given by

(N-3) M 5 B
T e (m )} (d=3),

r-;hys

M} =M2{l—

5 (N_3) MZ A/\«I ) 1
MI;hys=M2{1— TF In — +(M )} (d=4). (A3)
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As before, M2=Xj/F?; the expansion given here represents the physical mass of
the particles at infinite volume in powers of the external source. In the four-dimen-
sional case, the expression involves the logarithmic scale .1,,, which also occurs in
the e-expansion formulae quoted in sect. 3.

Finally, the expansion of the vacuum energy in powers of j is given by

N-1M k,M?

127+ F* 2F}

z'(j)=F3Mz<1+ +/(M)} (d=3),

M* 1 1,1\
+7F4Mﬁ(N—‘NN—ﬂ(m“lnR;)AJ(M) (d=4). (A4)

The expectation value of the field at infinite volume is determined by the
derivative of the vacuum energy with respect to the source,

(6> = —l (j). (A.5)

In three dimensions, this gives

- 1(3)"" 3

~J .
+I‘”F“ +7(jV7)}. (A.6)

N
=21+ 3
KDl { 8w F°

The low-cnergy constant k,, [which shows up in the shape of the effective potential
at infinite volume as a term proportional to (@ — X)* see eq. (5.8)] is therefore
related to the shift in the mean field produced by an external source.

With the above explicit expressions for the terms of order 1/LY"2 in the
p-expansion of the partition function it is a straightforward exercise to calculate

the corrections of order 1/LY72 for the constraint effective potential, with the
result

N —

I
- w+mmu¢¢nfwaqmm—ﬁw+ruwnuun.(AJ)
4 (1]

Ul(d’) =

In three dimensions, the function (&) is given by

B

&
167>

N-1)(N-3
Q(§)=( Z )(fwz—Zw——

ko&?, (A.8)
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where w = w(¢) is fixed by kinematics,

= B

w(£) = RATESY

2 .
¢ = N1 (&) (A9)

The cutoff A is needed only in four dimensions where

N-1)(N-3
Q(¢) = ( )4( ) (ng_ 20) — k& (A.10)

In this case, the function @ = w(¢) contains the logarithmic scale A,, introduced
in sect. 3,

1
o(6) =B+ (B g (AL e+ T Proet (A

It is related to the derivative of the quantity I'(¢) specified in eq. (6.3) by

2 3 Ay
w(§) = —F(f) +Tlﬂ AL

(A.12)
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