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Abstract

The Montonen—Sarker—Trullinger—Bishop (MSTB) model enjoys two classically degen-
erate kink solutions in the same topological sector. We construct the instanton that
interpolates between them and argue that the two lowest lying Hamiltonian eigenstates
in the kink sector of the corresponding quantum theory correspond to symmetric and
antisymmetric combinations of coherent states localized at these two solutions. We use
the instanton gas approximation to provide a simple, analytic formula for the leading

contribution to the mass splitting between these two states.

1 Introduction

Topological solitons in quantum field theories are generally approximated to be squeezed,
coherent states plus perturbative corrections. The states need to be coherent [1, 2] so that
the expectation value of the field is close to the classical solution, while the role of the
squeezing [3, 4, 5] is so that discrete and continuum normal modes, rather than plane waves,
are turned off in the ground state. In the case of the domain wall soliton in 341 dimensions,
the squeeze is necessary to remove an ultraviolet divergence in the wall’s one-loop tension [6],

while in lower dimensions it leads to a finite decrease in the soliton’s energy density. Such an
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approach allows computations of masses, form factors, lifetimes and scattering amplitudes

as a series expansion in the coupling.

However, even at weak coupling, this treatment is an approximation. This is a result of
excursions of the quantum field localized at one minimum of the potential to the basin of
another minimum. Such excursions are responsible for instanton corrections. In the case
of BPS solitons in supersymmetric theories, such instanton corrections are often the only
corrections that are allowed by nonrenormalization theorems and they play a central role in
the dynamics. For example, in N' = 2 supersymmetric QCD, instanton corrections to the
monopole mass shift the location in moduli space where the monopole condenses, leading
to expectation values that govern the symmetry breaking patterns of the vacua and even
lead to confinement when some supersymmetry is softly broken [7, 8]. This motivates an

understanding of such instanton corrections beyond supersymmetric theories.

In the present paper, we introduce perhaps the simplest example of such an instanton
correction. As reviewed in Sec. 2, the MSTB model [9, 10, 11] contains two kink solutions
in the same topological sector, whose splitting is governed by a parameter «. Although the
kink solutions are known analytically, as a warmup in Sec. 3 we construct the kink solutions
as an expansion in «. Next, in Sec. 4, we construct the instanton that interpolates between
them, again as an expansion in «. The calculation of instanton corrections thus becomes a
higher-dimensional analogue of the double-well problem in quantum mechanics. This allows
us, in Sec. 5, to compute the corresponding mass splitting using a standard instanton gas
approach. Our main result is that the leading contribution to the mass splitting is, up to

prefactors which are polynomial in «,

4m2a’
AM ~ — 1.1
P ( 3v/2\ ) (L)

where m is the mass of the fundamental meson and A\¢?/4 is the quartic coupling.

2 The MSTB Model

2.1 The Hamiltonian

The (1+1)-dimensional MSTB model contains two real Schrodinger picture scalar fields ¢, ()
and ¢o(z) together with their conjugate momenta 71 (z) and mo(x). It is described by the

Hamiltonian

2 (72(2) + 0pa(T)0pha())
2

H= /dm cH(z) -, H(z) = + U(p1(), ga(z)) (2.1)



where :: is the usual normal ordering of plane waves and the potential is

2

M (612 + ool — 52)’ (o

U(gr(), p2(x)) = 1 3

Bo(z)? (2.2)

which reduces to the form in Ref. [12] via the identifications A = m =2, a? =1 — o2

We will be interested in the double scaling limit for the dimensionless parameters

A «

— =0, a— 07, —— 0 2.3

m? (N2 29
for all 5 > 0. Intuitively, « is very small but remains classical, while the expansion in the
much smaller A\/m? = A\i/m? is equivalent to the semiclassical expansion. In particular, the

third condition allows for a reasonable semiclassical expansion about the vacua
$1(z) = v, pa(z) =0, V= =7 (2.4)

At each fixed order in the semiclassical expansion, we will consider the o expansion.

While the small A limit is necessary for our approach, the small « limit is just a conve-
nience so that we may obtain analytical results. Later will also present numerical results at

finite «.

The corresponding classical field theory describes the fields ¢4(x,t) and ¢o(z,t) which
obey the classical equations of motion

.o 7 2

01+ ¢ = Ay (Qﬁ + 05 — ;%) (2.5)
. . 2 oy, 2

—Q2+ Oy = Ao (Qﬁ + @5 — ;n_)\) + %%-

These equations admit two time-independent, stable kink solutions in the same topological

sector

dilw,t) = fE@),  fi= \/n;_/\tanh (vi—aZE), g ia\/% sech (VI— a2
(2.6)

where for concreteness we have fixed the center of mass at x = 0. Note that at a = 0, which

does not satisfy our double scaling limit, these two solutions merge into the usual kink of
the ¢* double-well model.



2.2 The Expansion

The instanton is a solution ¢;(x,t) = F;(z,t) of the Euclidean time equations of motion

2
B+ F = AR (Ff v 2 %) (2.7)
. " 2 1— 2 2
B4+ E = AR (Ff+F§—%) JF%F2

which interpolates between the two stable kinks
o Fi(a ) = (). (2.8)

We also impose the boundary conditions

m

Vo

As a << 1, we will expand the instanton solution F; as a power series in «. In particular,

Fi(£o00,t) = + Fy(£00,t) = 0. (2.9)

we will expand Fj(z,t) about the usual ¢* kink solution

F — F(O) 2F(2) 4F(4) 6 F(O) — m h %
1($7t) 1 (ZE,t)—{—CY 1 (l‘,t)—FOf 1 ({L‘,t)—FO((Y )7 1 (l’,t) \/ﬁtan < 2 >
(2.10)

and we will expand Fy(z,t) about zero

im m mx
By, ) = o), 0) + 0*FY (2,0) 4 0(), M YD (n,1) = 2 sech (%)

(2.11)
2.3 Order O(x)
The second Euclidean equation of motion (2.7) then becomes, at order O(«)
. m? m? mx
Fz(l)‘o(ao) + Fg(l)” = /\Fg(l) (F1(0)2 - ﬁ) =1 (1 — 2sech? <7>> Fg(l)» (2.12)

Note that this is a homogeneous equation for Fg(l) and so does not yet fix its normalization,
although at large |¢| it is fixed by the boundary conditions. At general ¢, the normalization

can only be fixed at order O(a?), as is true even in the time-independent case.

Let us assume that all time evolution is slow, so that each time derivative introduces at

least one power of . This is plausible for the instanton, as it starts stationary and it only

)

moves a distance a. As a result, the Fél term does not contribute at order O(«).
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Imposing the boundary conditions (2.9), this homogeneous ordinary differential equation

is easily solved
FO(z, 1) = A(t)sech (%) (2.13)

for some function A(t) which is constrained by Eq. (2.8) to obey

im m
A = £ (2.14)

V2\
3 Kinks

To better understand the expansion, let us momentarily forget about Eq. (2.8) and study

time-independent solutions

Fi(a,t) = fiw),  fO) = %tanh (%) (3.1)

Thus, in this subsection we will write A(¢) = A where A is an arbitrary constant.

3.1 Order O(a?)

At order O(a?), the first equation in Eq. (2.7) becomes

2\

= m2f1(2) (1 - gSGChQ (%)) + m\/gfﬁsech2 (%) tanh (%)

which is solved by

2
= (Sff0)2—m—> AR {2 (3:2)

@ _ _ A e () 4 o Dsech? (ML
fi7 = \/72xsech<2>+cl sech<2>. (3.3)

Here the constant of integration 052) corresponds to the kink’s zero mode. We can shift the

origin of x to set 052) = 0. The first term is proportional to the Derrick mode of the kink in

the decoupled limit fl(o). This is not surprising as a non-zero value of a compresses the kink.



3.2 Order O(a?)

Next, we proceed to the second equation at order O(a?)
2

” 2
P = (ff“ gg)wg (2O + 159%) + 5 (19 - )

2 2 4
= mz <1 — 2sech? (%)) F2(3) ™ 2 sech (m:z)

4 2
+AA? <—7tanh< 5 ) + 1) sech? ( 5 > . (3.4)
Inserting
£ = casech (ﬂ; > tanh (W;I> + Psech (77;70) (3.5)
into Eq. (3.4) and matching the inhomogeneous terms we find the two conditions
ZA
m4 = cm, MA? = 2cm (3.6)

which are solved by

m
A=0, £+——. 3.7
o (3.7)

The first solution includes the unstable kink f; = 0 while the later two correspond to the
stable kinks with

f2(1) = :I:\/%sech (%) (3.8)

2

@) m-x 2 (mx)
= — sech” [ —
/ 42\ 2

2

U= e () tanh () e ()
= + ch h h :
fs 4@88 5 tan 5 + ¢y sec 5

Note that cg?’), which shifts the normalization of f5, is not yet constrained at this order,

although in the exact solution cg?’) = 0. This is similar to the case of the normalization A of

2(1), which we just saw is fixed here at the third order.

3.3 Order O(a?)

At order O(a*) we need only consider the first equation in (2.7). The left hand side is
f1(4)"(:c). Identifying it with the right hand side at c§3) =0, we find

1(4)/'(95) - m? <1 — %sech2 (%)) f1(4) () + 3m\;— ch’ < x) tanh <%)

4

877\1/233_)\ <28ech2 (%) — 3sech* (% ) . (3.9)
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We expand f1(4) in powers of x
4 _ ™M 2
[ = —= [(mz)*a(z) + map(z) + y(z)] (3.10)
and match the terms with different powers of x in (3.9). The O(z?) terms yield

o' (z) = m? (1 — gsech2 (%)) ax) + %sech4 (%) tanh (%) (3.11)

which is solved by
sech? (%) tanh (%)
B 16m2 '

a(x) = (3.12)

The order O(x) equation

4ma/(x) + B’ (x) = m? (1 — gsech2 (%)) B(z) + % — §sech4 (@> (3.13)

turns out to be homogeneous once one substitutes in (3.12) and so one finds
B(x) = cgsech® (%) (3.14)

where ¢ is arbitrary. Finally the order O(z°) equation

2m2a(z) + 2mpB' (z) ++"(z) = m? (1 - gsech2 (%)) v(z) (3.15)
is homogeneous if
1

_ 3.16
P T om? (3.16)

so that one may set
~v(z) = 0. (3.17)

Summarizing, we have found
2
! = v (7)) | (%)

= — xsech” ( — ) |1 + matanh | — ) | . 3.18
fi ™G 5 5 (3.18)

Needless to say, this answer can be easily obtained by expanding the exact solution f;
from Eq. (2.6) in a.



4 The Instanton

Let us repeat the above calculation but using the Ansatz
Fi(z,t) = FO@) + 2FP () A%(at),  Fy(z,t) = aF\Y (2)A(at) + P FS) (2)c(at) (4.1)

for some functions A(at) and c¢(at). Now there are two dimensionless parameters, o which
is small and mt which ranges over all values. This means, for example, that for some values
of t, the combination amt is large. In fact, this region will have a fractional contribution to
the instanton action of order unity, and so cannot be neglected. Our strategy, therefore, will
be to fix t = ¢ and expand in o.

With this caveat, the calculation proceeds identically to the case of the kink with A
replaced by A(at) up to order O(a?), yielding for example

@ _IVA g (T 4.2

h 2\/ﬁsec < 5 ) (4.2)
At order O(a?) a contribution from the time derivatives first arises
.. N A~ " 2 A 2A 'E
A f0 () + c(ad) £ (@) = - (1 — 9sech? (ﬂ)) (of) fO () — "ACD oy (@)

4 2

ad) (=™ g (T s (M
+AA (at)( 5 tanh< 5 >+1>sech ( 5 )
= A(at)sech (%) + c(ad) £ (2). (4.3)

Here the dot is a derivative with respect to the argument ot, evaluated at t = .

Subtracting the new term from both sides

A

c(ozf)fég)” () = m21(0zf) (1 — 2sech? (%)) B (z) - [M + A(af)] sech (@>

4 2
+AA%(at) (—%tanh <@) + 1> sech? (%) : (4.4)
2 2 2
Choosing
P () = zsech (%) tanh (%) (4.5)
and matching the inhomogeneous terms again, we now find
2A(at) o . R . .
me + A(at) = c(at)m, M3 (at) = 2c(at)m. (4.6)

Therefore c(at)m = AA3(at)/2 and so

A

_ AA3(al)  mPA(od)
— -

A(at) (4.7)



Demanding that this equation be satisfied at all ¢ = ¢ and imposing the boundary condition

(2.8) we find
m mt

We conclude that the instanton solution is

2
Fi(z,t) = \/”;_/\tanh (%) - a24m " sech? (ﬂ) tanh? <oz2i> +0(a")

m me mit
Fy(x,t) = a——=sech (— ) tanh ( a——=
o) = oms ( 2 ) ( 2 )

2

—1—043477/5363 h( 5 >t h( 5 >ta h? (a%) +0(a®). (4.9)

This may be obtained from the kink solution with the replacement

mt

a — atanh (a—) . (4.10)
2v/2

As a result, everything evolves in phase, allowing for the cancellation of the instanton La-

grangian with the kink Lagrangian, and so of the Euclidean action at this order. We conclude

that, at this order, there is not yet any splitting between the Hamiltonian eigenstates in the

kink sector. We will need to press on to O(a*).

Let us write the instanton solution at O(a*) as

t -

FY = (4)tanh4 (ozi) + Y 4.11
1 fl 2\/5 1 ( )
(4) 2 mux mx

= rsech < > [1 + matanh ( )]
T \/_ 2

where the f1(4) term is obtained from the kink solution via (4.10) and the other term is the

correction, to which we now turn our attention.

We then substitute this into the first Euclidean equation of motion at order O(a*). The

first term on the right hand side of (4.11) satisfied this equation in the time independent
(4)

case, and so the time derivative term on the left must cancel the " contributions
];%(2)} 9
(4 L 10(a? (4 02 m 3 mx (4
B4 — % = AR <3F1() - —QA) S % (1 — Ssech? (- )) FY. (4.12)
Using
2
2 m’m 2<mm> 2< mt)
— sech” ( — ) tanh” [ a——= 4.13
' 4V2X 2 2v/2 413)



we find

Fﬁ@) o miz t t
(a?) 2 (T 2 m 4 m
= sech ( ) [2sech <a—> — 3sech (a—)] . 4.14
a2 16v2) 2v/2 22 (4.14)

Inserting this into Eq. (4.12) we obtain an equation of the form

L"(z) = (4 — 6sech’(z)) L(z) 4 wsech®(x). (4.15)
The solution to this equation is
tanh(z) = sech?(z) . . . _ Cow
L(z) = 51 21 [4cosh?(z) + 4 — 5sech?(z)] + BT [Lis(—€*) — Lin(—e™>")]
1 €T —X
—% [2sinh(z)cosh(x) + 3tanh(z)] . (4.16)

We thus conclude

FO = %L (%) [3sech4 (a%) — 2sech? @%)] . (4.17)

Numerically, we have checked that the instanton exists for higher values of a, and we
have constructed the solutions using a gradient descent method. Indeed, the fact that
the solutions fli(x) are degenerate in energy implies that the two-dimensional instanton
that connects them does not present negative modes in its perturbation spectrum, hence it
should be a global minimum of the Euclidean action (as opposed to other instanton (bounce)
solutions in models with non-degenerate minima, see e.g. [13]). Therefore, the instanton
can be constructed using a standard gradient flow algorithm. We have implemented such an
algorithm on a discrete grid of N x N points, with N = 400, which allowed us to compute
the corresponding Fuclidean action with less than one percent error.

In Fig. 1 we plot the configurations at = 0.3 where our perturbative approach works

quite well, and also a = 0.8 which is beyond the range of our a expansion.

5 The Energy Splitting

5.1 The Expansion

The Euclidean action Sg is the time integral of the Fuclidean Lagrangian, which is equal to
the Hamiltonian. This in turn is a space integral of the Euclidean Lagrange density, which

is equal to the Hamiltonian density. We will decompose these as

10



Fi(x,t)

0.9
0.6
0.3
x 0.0
-0.3
-0.6
-0.9
-10.0 -75 -50 -25 0.0 25 50 7.5 10.0
t
F2(x,t)
10 0.32
0.24
5 0.16
0.08
X O - SIS | - 0.00
-0.08
-5 1 -0.16
-0.24
_10 T T T T T T T _0-32
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t
10 Fi(x,t)
0.9
5 0.6
0.3
X 0 0.0
-0.3
-5 -0.6
-0.9
-10
-10.0 -7.5 -5.0 -2.5 0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0
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F2(x,t)
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0.6
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0.3
-0.3
_5_
-0.6
_10 T T T T T _0.9

-10.0 =75 =50 -25 0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0
t

Figure 1: The field configurations for the instanton at o = 0.3 (top) and o = 0.8 (bottom),
which have Euclidean actions ASg = 0.052 and 1.42. Here m = \ = 2.
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where T" and U are the kinetic and potential terms in the Hamiltonian density

2

2
22:1 (8tFaatFa + amFaaxFa) U _ )\ <F12 + F22 - gl_/\) i (1 — 052)
2 ’ 4 8

which we will expand in powers of «

T=> a'T,, U=)Y al,. (5.3)

2
T TR (52)

The Euclidean action enjoys a long distance divergence, resulting from the fact that at
|t| — oo the instanton tends to a kink which has a nonzero Lagrangian. However, the
quantity that appears in the instanton gas approximation to the energy splitting is not
SE, which depends on the physically irrelevant zero-point of the Hamiltonian density, but
rather the difference between the Euclidean action of the instanton and that of the kink.
This difference in infinities is well defined because one subtracts the Lagrangians before

performing the ¢ integration.

In other words, the mass splitting will depend on the quantity

where T5 and UX are the kinetic and potential energy densities of the kink. We will also

decompose these in powers of «
T =>"a'Tr, UK =) a"UF. (5.5)

An alternative but equivalent way to understand this is to consider the instanton in the
MSTB model as a static configuration formed by a vortex attached to a domain wall string
in a 241 dimensional version of the theory. Then, the associated Euclidean action can be
thought of as the total energy of such configuration, which diverges due to the infinite length
of the wall. However, the presence of the vortex alters the total energy of the configuration,

and its energy relative to the case of a domain wall without vortex is precisely (5.4).

5.2 The Instanton’s Action

5.3 Order O(a")

At leading order these quantities only depend on F: 1(0), which, as stated in Eq. (2.10), is the
usual kink from the ¢* theory. As a result, these quantities are those of the ¢* theory

4
Ty=Uy=TK =TV = %sech4 (%) . (5.6)
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We note that T" = U, as the kink and so the instanton is BPS at this order. It is inversely

1/A

proportional to A, and so would lead to a nonperturbative e="/* type splitting. However, as

To+Uy—TF -UE =0 (5.7)

the contribution to the energy splitting at this order vanishes. Of course this is of no surprise,

because at o = 0 there is only one kink solution and so there is no splitting.

5.4 Order O(a?)
At the next order we find

T, = 0,FV0,F® + -0,FVo,F\ (5.8)

() () &)

A (2 m? O @ |, p02) . M 2
U, = 2(F <2F F® 4 F ) R — 1,

? 2( Lo * R ?
Again, Ty, = U, as the instanton is apparently BPS at this order as well [14]. Integrating

over x, the quantities Ty and U, both vanish at each value of t.

The corresponding calculation for the kink is identical, one need only take the limit
|t| — oo so that the time-dependent tanh factors become unity. Again, the z integration
leads to zero. So both Euclidean Lagrangians vanish and do not contribute to ASg at this

order.

5.5 Order O(a?)

At the next order the instanton’s kinetic and potential Lagrangian densities are

@5 p®
o F1 0o F
T, = O 0 F 1 0,F00,FY 4 0,FVo,F 4 0T

22 ; (5.9)

A 2 A 2
Ui = 3 (Ff”) 2 Z;) (2ROF? +270FP + 1P ) + 5 (2RO FP + F %)

2 2
m 1 3 m 1) 2
TR - R
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In the case of the kink there are no time derivatives and so one finds

0,120, 1%
2

A m? A 2
Ul = 35 (fl‘” = 5) AR 420050 4 12 2) + 7 (2800 + 107)

7K = 0,100, + 0. £ 0. 17 + (5.10)

2 2
m= .(1) (3 m= 1) 2
PR g R

Using the relations

t mt
FO =0 pY = fWiann (aﬂ) F® = fPtanh? (@—) 5.11
1 fl 2 2 2\/5 1 fl 2\/5 ( )
mt

t .
F® = fOtanh? (a—) , FY = fDeannt (aﬂ) + W
2 2 2\/5 1 fl 2\/5 1

we find the relations

mt\  O,F o, FM A

T, = Tftanh? <a2\/§> ‘ 2204; 2 4+ 9,F"0,F" (5.12)
mt 02 m? 0) (4

U, = UFtanh? (am> +A (Fl( )2 _ 5) FOF®

2
m? (1) 2 A mt ) 5 ( mt ))
+— tanh® ( a——= | — tanh” | a——= .

5 /2 ( ( 22 2v/2

Inserting the BPS kink solution one finds
4

T = U= 17;8)\ [85@0}12 <%> — 8 4+ matanh (%) <4 — l4sech? (%))

+m2a? (élsech2 (%) — 5sech? (%))] sech? (%) : (5.13)

The terms proportional to T

t mt mit
TK 4 UK)ta h4( l)—TK—UK:ZTK[ ch4( —)—25 ch2< —H 5.14
( 4 4) n 042\/5 4 4 4 |S€ 042\/5 e 042\/5 ( )

yield a finite contribution to the Euclidean action

/ dz / dt(TE + Uf)tanh* (a%) ~-TF UK = 2 ( / def> (5.15)
X / dt {sech4 @%) — 2sech? (a%)]
:ﬁ(_é) (_M) e
64N \ m 3am 3v2\a’
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We recall that \/m? is our dimensionless coupling parameter and that the contribution to

ASg is this multiplied by a*, as we have factored this out in (5.5).

We have now evaluated the contribution to the action from the first term in both expres-
sions of Eq. (5.12). We will now evaluate the contributions arising from the other two terms

in each equation. The first contribution from 7} is

O, Fy m* o (T L[ mt V2m?
= h* ( — h = 1
/ /dt 2042 = 3 dxsec < 5 >/dtsec 042\/5 Do (5.16)

while the second is

4
Oy a0 _ M 2 , (M
/dx/dt@zFl 0. = 1 [ da sech ( 5 )L ( ; ) (5.17)

X / dt [3sech4 (a%) — 2sech? (a%)] =0

This last contribution vanished because the ¢ integration gave zero. The first contribution

from Uy is

2 4
©2_ M7\ L@@ M 2 (@) (@) (@)
/d:v/dt)\ (F 2)\) Fy7F) o dzsech 5 tanh 5 L 5

X / dt [3sech4 @%) — 2sech? (a%)] =0 (5.18)

r(4)

which also vanishes because the time dependence in F} " integrates to zero. The last contri-

bution is

t mi m? mx
d dt— tanh?! (a2 ) —tanh? [a—= ) ) = " [ desecn? (1
/ .ZU/ (an (042\/5) an <Oz2\/§)) 16)\ xTrSec ( 2 >

X / dt (sech4 @%) — sech? @%)) - —ﬁf (5.19)

which cancels the contribution (5.16) leaving only (5.15). We therefore conclude

Am2a?
ASp = +
W53

Note that at o = 0.3 this is in good agreement with the ASg that we have found numerically

O(a”). (5.20)

by directly solving the Euclidean equations of motion (2.7), as reported in Fig. 2.

5.6 The Instanton Gas Approximation

When a > 0, there is a single topological sector corresponding to kinks in the MSTB models.
It includes kinks with both f, > 0 and also f, < 0, or more precisely the solutions f* and

15
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Figure 2: Relative Euclidean action as a function of the coupling «, in the case m = \ = 2.

f~. Furthermore, these kinks may be centered at an arbitrary point xzy. Altogether this

moduli space consists of two real lines.

The key observation in this note is that the instanton that interpolates between the
kink f* and the kink f~ enjoys a finite Euclidean action, or more precisely a finite action
difference ASg, in the case in which both are centered at the same value of x3. One may
be concerned about instanton transitions between f* and f~ kinks at different values of z.
These necessarily have higher actions ASg and we intend to return to them in the future.

For now we will simply ignore them, hoping that their contribution is subleading.

With this caveat, our moduli space of kinks is reduced to the double-well model of
Refs. [15, 16, 17], albeit with a more complicated excitation spectrum. Following the argu-
ment there, one expects that the true ground state will consist of wave functions that are
symmetric with respect to the f* <+ f~ symmetry and a first excited state which is odd.

The energy splitting at leading order! will be proportional to
AE o e85, (5.21)

While the excitation spectrum is more complicated in the present case, this only contributes

to the splitting at the subleading order, and we will turn to this problem in future work.

This treatment also suggests that the zero mode relating distinct values of zy may be

!Here the leading order contribution is the term linear in the action that appears in the exponential,

whereas subleading orders include multiplicative powers of the action which are not exponentiated.
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treated by considering a two-dimensional quantum mechanical double-well problem, in which
the potential is independent of the second dimension. In this case, it is clear that the ground
state and first excited wavefunctions of the two-dimensional problem are just those of the one-
dimensional problem, and they are independent of the second dimension. As the derivatives
of the wave functions in the second dimension vanish, the energies are identical to those
of the one-dimensional problem and so the energy splitting is as in the one-dimensional
problem, despite the presence of an additional zero mode represented by the translation in
the second dimension. This is not to suggest that the energy splitting will be the same at
all orders, the two-dimensional quantum mechanical model only captures the additional zero
mode and not the more complicated normal modes, which contribute to the energy splitting
at the next order.

In summary, we feel that we have strong arguments to suggest that this additional zero
mode does not affect the leading order energy splitting, and indeed in the literature we know
of no case in which a zero mode affects the leading order mass splitting. However in the
future we intend to turn to the next order, which depends on all perturbations including the

zero modes for the position z of the kink and the time ty of the instanton.

6 What Next?

The heuristic argument in the previous paragraph becomes precise in the Hamiltonian
formulation of the problem. Motivated by Bender and Wu’s application of WKB techniques
to calculate higher order corrections to the anharmonic oscillator in Refs. [18, 19], Banks,
Bender and Wu introduced a higher-dimensional WKB approach in Refs. [20, 21]. The
key to this approach was the reduction of the intractible multidimensional problem to a
one-dimensional problem through the realization that the wave function is localized near
discrete most probable trajectories. This approach was in turn generalized to quantum field
theories in Ref. [22] which explained that these trajectories are the solutions of the Euclidean
equations of motion, and thus the results are equivalent to those of an instanton gas. The
two-dimensional quantum mechanics of the previous paragraph is simply a projection of the
Hilbert space onto the kink moduli space, which consists of two lines, plus the plane of least
Fuclidean action that connects them. Bender, Wu and Banks have shown that the wave
function is supported on this surface with exponential fall-off in other directions, and that

the leading order WKB approximation depends only on the Euclidean action on this surface,
Sg.

While that work was largely formal and crouched in the language of quantum mechanics,

an application to quantum field theory without [23] and with [24] zero modes soon followed
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together with de Vega, with key steps described such as the matching conditions between

the basins of the two minima.

The above approach directly describes the quantum states, and so has more applications
than the instanton gas approach to mass corrections. Thus in the future we would like to

use the instanton gas results presented here to guide an application of de Vega’s approach
to the MSTB model.

The final formula for the kink mass will be obtained by summing the entire trans-series.

Such a program may be possible thanks to recent developments described in Refs. [25, 26].

Needless to say, we also will use it as a guide to instanton corrections that arise in a sector
corresponding to a single solution, be it a vacuum or a soliton ground state, that arise from
brief excursions of the fields into another basin. These will be present in all models with
multiple vacua, not just those lucky models with multiple solitons in the same topological
sector.
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