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1. Introduction

In the previous paper we have evaluated the effective potential of massless scalar fields
in three-dimensional U(1) gauge theory to the two loop order and have shown that the
U(1) symmetry is spontaneously broken when the Chern-Simons term is present for gauge
fields.[] In this paper we shall give a full account of this theory, including the Coleman-
Weinberg limit and renormalization group analysis. Subtlety in defining the Coleman-
Weinberg limit is pointed out. Numerical study of the two loop effective potential is also
presented.

There are many reasons for investigating three-dimensional U(1) gauge theory with
both Maxwell and Chern-Simons terms. Nonrelativistic Chern-Simons theory serves as an
effective theory of the quantum Hall system[]. Chern-Simons interactions describe the
change in statistics, and in general fractional statistics.[f] It was argued that the system of
charged anyon gas leads to superconductivity, though experimental support is lacking. []

Relativistic three-dimensional gauge theory serves as an effective theory of four dimen-
sional theory at high temperature. In particular, Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory appears
as an effective theory of QCD and the standard model of electroweak interactions. [B, i, []

Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory has many unique features. A photon acquires a topo-
logical mass without breaking the gauge invariance.[§, fj] When the U(1) symmetry is spon-
taneously broken, photons appear with two different masses. In self-dual Chern-Simons
theories many exact topological and non-topological soliton solutions are available.[IJ] In
the Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory with Dirac fermions a magnetic field can be dynamically
generated so that the Lorentz invariance is spontaneously broken.[[[T] Pure non-Abelian
Chern-Simons theory defines a topological field theory, playing an important role in the
knot theory.[[2]

Quantum aspect of the Maxwell-Chern-Simons gauge theory is under intense inves-
tigation in the literature. The Chern-Simons term is induced by Dirac fermions at one
loop.[[3] In non-Abelian theory the Chern-Simons coefficient is quantized.[§] Non-Abelian

gauge fields themselves induce a Chern-Simons term at one loop.[I4] Pure non-Abelian
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Chern-Simons theory is expected to be ultraviolet finite.[[§] The Coleman-Hill theorem
assures that corrections to the Chern-Simons coefficient are absent beyond one loop.[[7] In
the spontaneously broken non-Abelian gauge theory, however, corrections could arise, de-
pending on how the symmetry is broken. In a certain type of scalar field theory it has been
argued that symmetry can be broken by radiative corrections even at one loop. In relativis-
tic fermion theories the resummation of ring diagrams leads to spontaneous magnetization.
[[T] Beta functions have been calculated in pure Chern-Simons gauge theories. [[q]

Yet, most arguments in the literature are limited to the one loop approximation or
the random phase approximation. One of the main concerns in this paper is the phase
structure, namely the symmetry structure, of the scalar gauge theory particularly when
the scalar fields are massless. We shall show that one loop result is ambiguious, and one
needs to go to two loop to find definitive conclusions.

In this regard there is a subtle difference between the pure Chern-Simons gauge theory
and the Maxwell-Chern-Simons gauge theory. Naively defined in three dimensions, these
theories have photon propagators which behave, at large momenta, completely differently.
In the pure Chern-Simons gauge theory the photon propagator behaves as 1/p, whereas
in the Maxwell-Chern-Simons gauge theory it behaves as 1/p?. The ultraviolet behavior is
completely different.

This problem is tied to the renormalizability of the theory. First a regularization
method must be specified which works to all orders in perturbation theory. We adopt the
dimensional regularization method in the Maxwell-Chern-Simons theory. The pure Chern-
Simons theory is defined in the limit of the vanishing Maxwell coefficient after renormal-
ization. We show that the limit is well defined and exists only after renormalization.

If the scalar fields self-interact only through ¢° coupling in the pure Chern-Simons
theory, the theory at the tree level does not have any dimensional parameter. We define the
pure Chern-Simons theory in the manner described above, and show that the dimensional
transmutation takes place at two loop.

Section 2 is devoted to the study of pure complex scalar theory in 2+1 dimensions up

to two loop. In section 3 we give an analysis of super renormalizable real scalar A ¢* theory.
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Section 4 contains the definition of the gauge theory and the prescription to dimensionally
continue it to n dimensions. One and two loop calculations are given in sections 5 and 6,
respectively. In Section 6, the renormalized effective potential is given in the analytic form
in the limit of small and large scalar fields. In section 7 the Coleman-Weinberg limit of
the effective potential is obtained. Section 8 includes an analysis of pure Maxwell theory,
namely parity preserving 241 dimensional scalar QED. Renormalization for arbitrary value
of the field is carried out numerically in section 9. Divergence structure of the theory by
using power counting method is discussed in section 10. We use the renormalization group
arguments to find the beta functions in section 11. Summary is given in section 12. Two

loop calculations are quite tedious. We have collected relevant integrals in appendices.

2. Pure Complex Scalar Theory

In this section we analyze a complex scalar field theory in three dimensions. The most

general renormalizable U(1) invariant Lagrangian for ® = (¢; + i¢)/+/2 is given by
1 1 m? A v
L= 5((%1)2 + 5((%2)2 - 7(@5% +¢3) — I(Qﬁ +3)* — a(@ﬁ +é3)° . (21)

The metric is given by g"* = diag(+, —, —). When m? = X = 0, the theory at the tree level
does not contain any dimensional parameter. At the quantum level, however, a dimensional
scale enters in the definition of the renormalized coupling constant v and a question arises
whether or not the U(1) symmetry is spontaneously broken by radiative corrections. We
shall show that at two loop the effective potential is minimized at a non-vanishing ¢, but
the minimum occurs outside the region of the validity of the perturbation theory.

We are going to evaluate the effective potential for (R.1)) for arbitrary values of the
parameters m?, )\, and v at two loop. Let us recall the general formula for the effective

action. For a Lagrangian £(¢) the effective action I'(¢) is [I§]

Pl = [ d"w £lg] + 1]

Ee] = ~in o [ Do exp . [ o 56D ()0 + Lunlone) - 220 0] (22
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where

Llo+ ) = £ + 5500 + JouilDF ) + L2 9)
iIDF (P = S (23)

The above matrix equation gives propagators of the theory. f[go] is the sum of one-particle

irreducible diagrams. At one loop

th S
T[p]® = b} Indet[iDy"(¢)]  for bosons -

—ih Indet[iDy'(¢)] for Dirac fields
For constant ¢(x) = ¢ the effective potential is

h d"k o
‘/;H((p) = V(tme)(@> + 5/@ lndet[zDFl(/aap)]

vin e (3 [ @0 Lunl6.9))) (2.5)
h 1PI
where the propagator is written in the momentum space.

The Lagrangian (B-1]) becomes, after the shifting ¢; — v + ¢,

L = £(0)+"'+£(6)
2
_ me . A, Vg
Fo = =5 qt Ty

1
Lo = 5(3¢1)2 + 5(3@)2 — mi¢T — sm3es

Loy = —%wlwi ) — a*61(56% + 363)

Ly = (¢1 +¢5)° — = 3U 2(5¢7 + ¢3)(47 + ¢3)

Lo = —5 “ v (3 + ¢>§)2

Le = —é(cﬁ + ¢3)° (2.6)

The linear term L1y may absorbed by the redefinition of the source and is irrelevant. The

mass parameters are given by :

A
mi = mi(v)? =m? +§vz+iv4



A v
m; = my(v)? =m?+ 5 v? 4 190 v (2.7)

In n dimensional space-time the dimensions of the coupling constants and fields are
ml=M , [N=M" | [p]=MC" | [p=M"2 . (2.8)
The tree level effective potential is

©_M 5 A4 Vg
Vg = 5 Y +4!v +6!U +A (2.9)
The last term in (B.9) is the cosmological constant which is a function of the dimensional
parameters. Although it is irrelevant for the discussion of symmetry breaking, it plays an

important role in renormalization group analysis. [[L9]

The one loop effective potential is finite in the dimensional regularization scheme and

is given by
R
- e i
— _% p" A md +m3) +O0(n —3) . (2.10)

At two loop, we denote

L) = —id} — B20165

)\ 14 3 )\ 4 3
51=§U+%U ) 522504'@”
Ly = —1¢] — aady — a3pid)
a1=I+2_4!v ) a221+2_5!21 3 aszzﬂLﬁU (2.11)

The cubic part of the Lagrangian gives rise to theta shape diagrams which are reduced to

>
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I(mg, my, me;n) =

/ d"qd"k 1
(272 [(q + k)? + mi] (¢ + mp) (k* + mZ)

= I(my, mg,me;n)  ete.

= I 4 I(mg 4+ my + me)

) 2(n—3) 1
div. _ M . .
= e 1 man)
2(n—3)
I(m) = — 67 ln; . (2.12)

The derivation of (B.I3) is given in Appendix B. We have split [ function into divergent
and finite parts for later convenience. The quartic part of the Lagrangian produces two

loop diagrams which are reduced to the integral

_ B d"qd"k 1
i) = [T
2(n—3) 1
B 7 _ 1 . Mg Ty
= e mamb{l + (n — 3)y( 2) +(n —3)In ( 2 >
+0(n — 3)2} (2.13)

Therefore, two loop contributions are
2 —h?
Ve(ff) = 7{6512 I(my,my,my) + 253 I(my,ma, m2)}
+h2{3a1J(m1, my) + 3asJ(ma, mo) + azJ(my, mg)}

— —n* |38+ ] 1

OO oy 9] PO TIR (a2
32m? L2 3272 72 2
,U2(n_3)h2
+W{3a1 m3 + 3ag m3 + azmy mg} . (2.14)

Combining (2), (B-10), (B-13), one finds the total effective potential to O(A?) is, up

to counter terms,

1 A v o
Vet (v;n) = §m202+zv4+avﬁ+/\—ﬁu 3<mi’+m§>



A v A 2 )
_ 2 .3 v Ile
h {<6“+60“> +3<6“+36“ > ]

2 2 2 2 2 2
L zm—a{(AHLUg) 1HM+3(AU+LU3> n%}

3272 6 60 12 6 ' 36 12
n? o, A 15 17
(n—3) A 2Y,,.2 OV 9\ 2
Tl {3(4! BT )m1 +3(4' T >m2
A
+2<4‘ + aUQ)Wll mg} : (2.15)

Beta functions for various coupling constants can be found in variety of ways. One
way is to evaluate corresponding Feynman diagrams to find divergent parts or counter
terms. An alternative way, which is suited in our approach, is to find beta functions from
the requirement that the effective potential satisfy the renormalization group equation.
Both methods must give the same result. We shall show in the rest of this section that
both methods yield the same beta functions in the pure scalar theory.

First we write down the renormalization group equation satisfied by the effective
potential in the MS scheme. The MS regularization scheme consists of absorbing terms
proportional to —(n — 3)™! — 45 + 1 + In47w by counter terms. The resultant effective
potential Vg (v)MS obtained from (E-I7) is finite. As the bare theory is independent of the

dimensional parameter u, it obeys

) ) ) ) o
"o +Bm +B)\ +ﬁy +BA ox eV Veg(v)M =0 (2.16)

where the beta functions and anomalous dimension are defined by

o\ om?
B = M%a Bmz = MW
ov oA
By = M@, Ba = M@
811’1Z¢
=55, (2.17)

In the MS scheme, the 8’s and 7,4 are functions of various coupling constants and A.

Eq. (R.10) is an exact relation, and is valid for arbitrary v and to each order in h. As can



be easily shown, the anomalous dimension ~, vanishes up to two loop, or to O(hz). To
O(n)

B(l) 2 —|-ﬁ)\ 4' —l—ﬁ —|—ﬁ (2.18)

14 6'
Hence
BY =0 =0 =gV =¢ . (2.19)

m2

To O(h?), Eq. (P-I0) becomes

_ (/\v+1v3) +3(Av+—v)2
1672 | \6 60 6 36

ﬁsz C g 4, By 6, P (2.20)
Comparing the coefficients term by term, we find
2
(2 _ @ _ N
fr =0, b 7272
2 2
@_ " 9 _ N7
B =555 B = =03” (2.21)

The same result is obtained by the conventional method of finding beta functions.

The superficial degree of divergence w for a given Feynman diagram is

E
w=3-3 -V (2.22)

where Vj refers to the number of vertices of quartic coupling while F is the number of the
external lines.
For diagrams contributing to B2, £=2 and V;,=2 to O(h?). There are two divergent

diagrams of the form

The self-energy term for ¢; (in D™!' = p? —mZ — %) is

X(p) = h2A2{6 (mqy,mq,mq) + f—g](ml,mg,mg)}%—O(pz) : (2.23)



The O(p?) term is finite. To this order the bare mass is

. 2RZN2
mi = m?—2(0)" =m?+ %Id” : (2.24)

where 19 is defined in (2.13). The bare mass does not depend on g, and p(d/du)A = O(h?).

Hence to O(h?)

B2 )\2
~7on2

d 2N d oy,

2 = [I— 2 — 2.2

n=3
which agrees with (B.21]).
Two loop diagrams contributing to ), must have EF=4, V;=1, and V=1, taking the

form of

The total vertex at zero momentum 1is

2\v 2 v
Ao—ﬁ2{TI(m1,m1,m1)—i—ﬁl(ml,m%mg)} . (226)

The bare coupling constant is
4 2 div

The same result for 8y as in (2.21) follows from p(d/du)Ng = 0.

Similarly, for 3, there are two diagrams to be considered:

When all external lines are ¢; fields, the six point vertex at zero momenta is

NG v?
Vg — h {?](ml, my, ml) + gl(ml, mg,m2>} (228)
so that
_ @ 22 rdiv
vW=v-+ 157’1 vl . (2.29)
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p(d/dp)vy = 0 leads to the previous result for 8, in (E-21)).
Now, consider the special case m?> = XA = 0 i.e. when no dimensionful parameter

appears at the tree level. In the MS renormalization scheme, the total effective potential

to O(h?) takes the form

Av: Bv* Cv® Db 2Bt

Ve (v;n) = 5 + 1 + i + i In 2 (2.30)
We impose the following renormalization conditions at n = 3:
Ve =0
v=0
a2Veff 2
= pum— O
o |, m
'V
ot |,
oV,
oo = y(M)=v (2.31)
oS | e

Note that v(M) has to be defined at M # 0, as the effective potential has a In v singularity

at v = 0. The resultant effective potential is

1 7h?
6! 12072

1
— (M) +

‘/eﬁ(,u)pure scalar __ 5

V(M2 UG(m L—i - 4—59) L (2.32)

At first glance, it seems that the potential has a minimum at a nonvanishing v = vpy,.

However,

120n2 137
2 15

For small v, the first term dominates and has an absolute value much bigger than one. Since

vinvl, /M* = — (2.33)

higher order corrections produce higher powers of (£.33), we conclude that the location of
the new minimum occurs outside the domain of validity of perturbation theory, as in the
Coleman-Weinberg limit of the 341 dimensional pure scalar theory. One cannot draw
any definitive conclusion concerning the symmetry breaking from the above perturbative

analysis.
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3. Real Scalar Theory

In this section we analyze the 2+1 dimensional A\¢* theory with a vanishing ¢° cou-
pling. A has dimension of mass so that the theory is super-renormalizable. By looking at
the superficial degree of divergence one can find that () is zero to all orders in perturbation
theory. This is seen at two loop by letting v be equal to zero in the equation (P.21)). Beta
functions at three loop are found in [BI]. The Zy symmetric version of this theory, namely
real scalar theory, has also been studied both at one loop and in the Gaussian approxima-
tion which gives an upper bound for the effective potential. Here we would like to extend
the analysis to two loop.

In the Z, symmetric case the MS renormalized potential is given by

nojo

VS = %m2v2 + %124 — %(Wﬂ + %v2)
—l—127;27r2)\(m2 + %vz) + 3872;2 A2 In W (3.1)
The parameters m? and \ are finite but otherwise arbitrary. We renormalize by
Ver(0) =0 . V() =m® . VEF(0) =2 (32)
Then one obtains
Vg = %(m2 + 718)\—:1)1)2 + %04 — %(m2 + %1)2)%
B e T

In fig.1 we have plotted one loop and two loop results. In the figure, one can see that
for small values of A\/m, one loop and two loop potential are close to each other. As A/m
increases, they start to deviate from each other.

For small A\/m the symmetry is unbroken. For 27.811 < A\/m < 29.541 the two-loop
effective potential is minimized at a non-vanishing v. It becomes unbounded from below for

A/m > 29.541. However, the perturbation theory breaks down for such a large coupling.
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It has been shown by Stevenson and by Olsen et al. that in the Gaussian approximation
the symmetry is spontaneously broken if the coupling A/m becomes sufficiently large.[R2]
Our result in perturbation theory is valid for small A/m, and is consistent with the result
in the Gaussian approximation. [Note that A in [BZ] is not normalized by the condition

(B:2).]

10 T TF T 7
A/m=28 ° "A/m=10 /
. ;
8 é g
/
Y
6| ) ' f4 ,
ME v 9’%
= . 5 s AMm=1 |
> )
) Ki
o * Ed
; &
2 F ¥ & ; .
A ANlm=28 /
: o e & /!
I
2+ 4
| | | |

Figure 1: Effective potential for ¢ real scalar theory using various values of A\/m. One
loop data are represented as points while two loop data are depicted as lines.

4. Gauge theory

In the presence of U(1) gauge interactions the most general renormalizable Lagrangian

is given by

L o= —%FWF’“’ . gewf’AuayAp + Lo + Lpp,
1 1
+§(3u¢>1 — eAup2)® + §(au¢2 +eAudr)?

2 A
R AR R TR ARG (4.1)
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In the R¢ gauge

Lo = (0, A" — aevgy)?

1
2x
Lrp = —c (0% + ae*vgy) ¢

(4.2)

We would like to find the effective potential Veg[v] for the ¢ fields (say (¢1) = v, (@) = 0)

to the two loop order. In n dimensions
(0] = [Au) = MO=D2 o] = [a] = M°
[e] = M@W™/2 | [g]=M

m|=M , [N=M" | [=M>06G" .

Not all parameters in the Lagrangian ([[-]]) are independent. By scaling A, =

one finds the equivalence relation

a K e o
(aa/{ae>a)N(t_2>t_2>¥ata)a
or
K a
(a,k:g,e,a)w(t—z,k,—,ﬁa)

(4.3)

tA,,

(4.4)

(4.5)

Physics is independent of ¢. If the renormalized a = 0, physics in the Landau gauge (o = 0)

depends on k = x/e?, m, A\, and v. In particular, with m = X\ = 0 the classical theory

contains no dimensional parameter. As is shown shortly, however, the a = 0 theory should

be defined by the limit a — 0.
After shifting ¢; — v + ¢y, the quadratic part of the Lagrangian (f.1)) is

1

1 1
Loy = FAu K™ A, - (07 + ae®v?) e — §¢1(52 +mi)or — §¢2(52 +m3) s

KM = {a82 + (6@)2}9“V — (a — é)@“@” + ke"P0,

A v
2 _ 20N _ 2 AoV oy
m; = mi(v)=m +2v +24U
m: = mai(v) =m?+ évz + vt aev)?
? 2 6 120
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In this paper, we adopt the dimensional regularization method. The definition of

the totally antisymmetric tensor, e#*?, depends on the three dimensionality of spacetime.

Below we define the ¢/ tensor in n dimensions in a way that it stays essentially in three

dimensions. This definition was initially proposed by t'Hooft and Veltman.[R3] It has been

shown that Slavnov-Taylor identities are satisfied with this definition,[P4] and that the

Maxwell term improves the ultraviolet behavior of the gauge field propagator.[[J]

In n dimensions we define e? and g*” by

e — {:I:l if (i, v, p)= permutation of (0,1,2)
0 otherwise.

—1 forpu=v=1,2

{ +1 forpu=v=0
0 otherwise.

Then
vp N\  AUAAD AUT) AV
EM PE np_gugn_g/mg
wUA A ApA
g gl/ _g

We denote p* = g"p, etc.
The inverse of K* in ([L.§) is found easily. In general

K" = Ag" + Bp'p” — ike""’p,
2

K_1—1< B )+ K (A2A o)
v T A Gux A—I—p2B DPuPx A(A2 — I€2]32) D gux PvDx

K o

A

In our case A = —ap® + (ev)?, B =a — a~' so that
K = _L(QM — (1 - aa) %)
’ d(p?) p* — afev)?
/’{'2252 ( ~ ﬁuﬁ)\ ) Z.'%eu)\ppp

d(p)[d(p?)? — 2] \7 2 d(p?)? — w*p?
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In the Landau gauge, o = 0,

A A

-l 1 (g o pﬂh) B Kp° (g o pupx)
" la=o dp)\"" p2 ) de)dp?)? - 2P\ R

1kE NP’
A" — 277

(4.11)

In three dimensions, the propagator in the Landau gauge reduces to

1

-1 — 2 DPuPx . o
3-dim  d(p?)? — k2p? {d(p )<gy,\ T2 ) - mEuApPp} for a =0 (4.12)

KI/)\

The propagator ({.10) can be decomposed into several pieces;

K—l

1%

a=0

1{ 1 <1 L1 > 11}(AA2 )
almy+m_\myp?—m2  m_p>—m2 m3 p? GuwP = Pubv

_'_1 1 ( 1 1 ) K o
— — i — €
amy +m_\p2—m2 p*-m2/ |k wwpb

11 1 1 o o
Taml (r i Z;) <(9wp2 = pupv) = (Gub” — pppy))
KA (p* = P°) K2
+(d2 _ H2p2)(d2 _ KQﬁQ) {F(guuz92 - pupu) — ZKG,prp} (413)
Here
1 k2 A(ev)? |k
—_ — — R :l: LR
my m(v) 5 { s + - -
2,2
m; = mim_ = v (4.14)
a

There are several poles. m. are the masses of physical gauge bosons in three dimensional
spacetime. mg is the mass of photons in the extra-dimensional space. The massless pole
corresponds to the gauge degree of freedom. The last term in ([LT3) behaves as 1/p° for
large p. It gives finite contributions which vanish in the n — 3 limit. It is instructive to

write m4 in terms of Higgs mass my and Chern-Simons mass mgs:

%]

myg = mes = —
a

ev
va '
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1
my = 5{\/m%5+4m12{:|:mcs} (4.15)

5. One loop corrections in gauge theory

The one-loop effective potential can be evaluated easily. For K* given in ({.9),
det K = (—1)" A" (A + p*B)(A? — k*p?) (5.1)

Hence V;(é)(v) is, including the ghost contribution,

Vi)' = & [ 2520 { 0 b =m0+ 1 57 = ma(o)?
+1n [{ap® — (ev)*}* — &%p%] + (n — 3) In [ap® — (ev)’]
+In é [~ alev)] 2 [5* — alev)’] | (5.2)

Except for the third term, the integrals can be evaluated by the standard formula
(A7) in Appendix A. The third term contains both n-dimensional p? and 3-dimensional

p?, and needs extra care. To evaluate it we consider

Fla) = Flien) = [ 225w (08 =) = ap

-/ (g;f)’n In (02 + )2+ 2] . (5.3)

F(z) = F(O)—I—xF’(O)+/0xdx1/0x1dx2F"(z2)

F0) = /d"p 1n(p2+c2)2:—2L5)c"

) (m)P
v [dwp* 3 dp  pr 3T(1l-3n) .,
Fo) = [ 2r) (P + ) =/ Gr) P4 AR 2 (dmp?

p2 +C2)2 ‘l‘lﬁzP
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The integral for F”(z) is finite at n = 3 so that we may set n = 3:

@) = / (p?)?

24 ¢2)2 + ap?)?

6

/ mdp 5
o2 Jo [(p? + ?)? + xp?]?

1 x45c

T 8 (z+ 42 (5:5)
Here we have made use of (A.H). Hence
(—2) 8.3 (- T + 5¢?
F(z)p=3 = -2 (47?)32/2 + = 2 () 5 CT — —/ da:l/ dx2 )3/2
1
= —§(x+4c2)1/2(x+c2) : (5.6)

In other words, the integral F/(z) at n = 3 is the same as the integral where p? is replaced

by p* in (B3).
Returning to (p.9), we find

V@5 =~ {mi ) 4 me ) +m- @)+ ma()? — la(e)??2} (5.7)

where
2 2,2

k%2 4de?v? k* e
m3 +m? = \/miq + 4m¥ (m%s+m%{) ==t (EjtT). (5.8)

Imposing the renormalization conditions (R.31]), one finds that the effective potential at

one loop is

2(1 — 62M + 240M?3)
- 22+ 1
(14 4M)11/2

G(2) =32 — (1 +42)Y2(1 4 2) +

(5.9)

It was pointed out in the previous paper that one loop calculations do not produce definitive
results about symmetry breaking; the minimum occurs at v = 0 or v # 0, depending on

the choice of M. We need to go to two loop.
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6. Two loop corrections in gauge theory

Relevant vertices for evaluating the two loop effective potential are
Lewvic = eAu(¢lau¢2 - ¢2au¢1) + 62Ai¢1v
A v
—061(63 + 63) — 55 (12070163 + 2007])

—actvpicle

and

1 A
Equartic = 562Ai(¢% + ¢§) - E((ﬂll + ¢g + 2¢%¢§)

1%
— 5 (150701 + 1806193 + 3v°¢)

The two loop effective potential is found by inserting (B.1) and (£.) into (R.F).

Landau gauge there are five types of diagrams to be evaluated.

O

The part of the interaction Lagrangian that produces this diagram is

(1) Two scalar loops

Lo = —ond] — oy — azdid
where

A v v?
o = —+ ——
! 40412
B A v v?
TN

2V v,

a3 = j—i‘ggv

The effective potential due to this is

—i6h2/ d"pd”q{ 3aq n 3an
2m)2 L(p2+mi)(¢®> +m3)  (p* +m3)(q* +m3)

Vest(q1)
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(6.1)

In the

(6.3)

(6.4)



+ s }
(p? +m3)(¢* + m3)

h? 12 =3) A 15m? A 3w?\
= e Cla e )t et e )

A 9v?
(2) One scalar and one gauge loop
For this diagram we have
A L g 42,2 2
Ly = 56 Au(¢1 + #3) (6.6)
The effective potential due to this is
d"pd"q . 1 i
V. _ 27’126 -1
ff(q2) (27) 2 ¢ *(p) q? — m? + @ —m?

e2h? / d"pd"q { 1 N 1 }
2a J 2m)*™ L2+ mi ¢ +m3

X{ 1 (1 1 L 1 1 ) 1 1}(2@)
my +m_ \myp>+mi  m_p>+m? m3 p? b

1 1 1

— |- —1 2—2A2}. 6.7
mg[p2+m§ pQ][(n )’ — 2p°] (6.7)
After the integration

02 P (my 4 my)(mi +m?)

V(q2) —
ff 1672a my +m_

€

(6.8)

(3) O-shape diagram with pure scalar fields

O
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This diagram is due to the following interaction Lagrangian :

fa = —5un(6t+8) - 2(1206,6% + 20076}
= —5d] — Bothr¢3 (6.9)
where
A v
pr = 317 + %Ug
By = 2wt Lo (6.10)
2730 60 '

The effective potential due to this is the same as the result obtained for the pure

scalar theory given in Section 2.

dpd'q 1 { 651 263 }
2 2m)2 (p+ )2 +mi L(p? +mi)(¢®? +m3)  (p* 4+ m3)(q? +m3)

A v 2 A 21
= _h2 < _ 3> < > [le
[ 3'U+36U + 3'U+60

B2 2 =3) A v o\2.  3my A 2 my + 2my
Al —3>1—< —)17}.6.11
TS {<3'U+36U TR C TR TR R (6.11)

Vesiery = —

(4) 6-shape diagram with two scalar and one gauge propagators

&

Ly = eAM($10,05 — $20,61) (6.12)

For this diagram :

The effective potential due to this is :

662h2 /. dnpdn
2 (27)2n

where K Wl, Ay, and A, denote A, ¢1 and ¢, propagators, respectively.

Veti(c2) = Tp+20(p+ 2q)" K, (p)A1(q) As(—p — q) (6.13)
Since

(p+ 29)"(p + 29)" (P*Gus — Puby) = 4[0*¢* — (- §)?]
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(p+29)"(p +29)" (P°9 — Pupr) = 4lP°¢ — (p-q)”] (6.14)

(FI3) is reduced to three and n-dimensional integrals. The effective potential becomes

v B _462h2 d'pd’q 1 1
eff(c2) — 2 (27T)2n q? — m% (p + q>2 _ m%
1 1 1 1 1 1 117,45 o
XS — — - e N o
{ am++m_<m+p2—m§r+m_p2_m2_> m§p2](pq (-4))

o — 5[0 = -0 - P = - 01)]

Ii2(p2 _ﬁ2) K2 £ A9 A a2
(d® — k2p?)(d? — H2]52)E(p -9 )} . (6.15)

Employing (C.4) and ([C.€]), one finds

e2h?

c2 iv
Vi = S0 {2(mf +m3) — (my +m_)* + 3m§} I

e2h?p2(n=3) {m i (m1 +m2){2(my — ma)? + m?% + mz_}]
327%a . my +m_

(m2 —m3)? . my +my

_ In
m3 H
_Zzﬁm%mﬁwﬁ%%—%ym%+W+W_ii.mm)
= Ma(my +m_) H 12a

(5) f-shape diagram with two gauge and one scalar propagators

o

L= A (6.17)

The interaction Lagrangian is

and the corresponding effective potential is

1
(p+q?—mi

d"pd"q .4
(2m)2n

(6.18)

Ve = i°n%e"s? | P)u K™ ()"

Upon contracting the tensor indices between the gauge propagators we have
(B*9" = PPN Gy — 4udn) = 0°¢* + (- §)°
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(WEWPPP)(M%MQU) = —2x” (-9
{(ng“” —p'p") = (P9 — ﬁ“ﬁ”)] [(q2guu — quqv) = (@G — Gud)

= (n=2)p°¢ + (p-9)> =200’ + P’¢®) + 39’4 — (- §)°
9" = 75 [ (6° 90w — 0u) — (@G0 — i)

= 2p°(¢* = ¢°)

2 2

I{ AL AUV ~ N N v /{: A2 A A A . o
d(p2) (p2gﬂ - pﬂp ) - ZKL‘SH ppp d(qg) (ng;u/ - Q,uqy) - Z’ie,uuoq
P (6.19)
d(p*)d(q?)

Note that integrals involving the last term in the propagator K ;:Vl, (ET3), vanish in the
limit n = 3. With (B.19) the effective potential (f.1§) reduces to

iSh2et? [~ - ~ ~
Vett(es) = — 53— [cha + Vesp + Veae + chd} (6.20)
where
Vo = [Srapatboy 1 (L1 L1y Ll
e prg?—milme +mo \my P —md T mop—m2) mip?
1 ( 11 11 ) 11 ]
X|—- ot — - ==
my+m_\myqg—mi m_q¢>—m> m3 ¢>
Vg = o1 [Lrde %4 L |
T @ m w2 o ot —mi -k 2
) SES
¢—mi ¢ —ml
Vo — L [dwdia(n =20 + (p-9)® — 20°0 + P2 + 3% — (P 4)°
< my) (2m) (p+q)? —mi
X[ 1 1 ] { 1 1 ]
pP=mi  pll@—-mi ¢
oo A pdiedig pq" - ) [ 1 1 }
cdd — T 5 5~

m3.J) (2m)* (p+q)? —mile> —m3 ¢

1 1 1 1 1 11
(e ) -] o

N\ 2 2
my+m_\myp*—mi m_p*—
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Once again the integrals above can be evaluated, with the aid of (C), (L) and (C7),
to be

A _371264“2 div _ R o 2my 2m3 + 12mj 3}
off 2a? 32m2a? my+m_  (my +m_)?
h2e* 223 (2[(my — m_)? — m?2)? e T Mot my mi y m
64m2a? m3(my +m_)? i mi u
+ 3 (;lmi—m?): In 2mg +my 22(7"3 —mj)? In ma+m1] .
a=+ ma(m-l- + m—) o m3ma(m+ + m—) 2

(6.22)

We have obtained the effective potential up to two loop order. Two loop corrections
yield divergent contributions. Collecting all divergent terms in (6.11)), (6.16), and (.22),

we see

‘/eff('l})div — h2CIdiV

A vo5\? A v o5\?
¢ - 3(31“%”) ‘(gv“@”)
2¢? Ay 5 2et? ek

These divergent terms are absorbed by counter terms. The renormalizability guarantees
that divergent terms are proportional to v°, v, v*, or v%. It is important to recognize that
these counter terms are singular in a. We shall come back to this point when we discuss
the Coleman-Weinberg limit in the next section.

The effective potential in the MS scheme is obtained by simply dropping divergent
terms. In the rest of this section we investigate the behavior of the effective potential
at small and large v analytically. We investigate the global behavior of the potential

numerically in Section 9.

In the MS scheme

‘/()H(U)M_S _ V (tree) V(l loop) V(2 loop finite) . (624)
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We are interested in the behavior of the effective potential in the massless limit defined by
m?2=\=0.
To find the behavior of Veﬁr(v)M_S for small v, we note that the expansion parameter z

18

ae*v?
2= (6.25)
The masses of the gauge bosons are expanded as
K
E(1+z—22+2z3+-~-)
m4 = K (626)
—(z—22+223+--)
a
Up to two loop the small v expansion is
VMS = Z Conv®™ + Z Dy, v Inv . (6.27)

n=1 n=3
The crucially important coefficient is Dg, which is produced by logarithmic terms originat-

ing from V_q, V.o and V3.

I

Vi, = — %01

LT el UMY
B2 rvet ed

Vo = —m5l5e b }U v
12 e vet

Combining all of these, we obtain

D¢ =

? 8 1lve!
i <166 re 75 2> (6.29)

+ =V
3272 k* 30 K267
Since there are no Inv, v*Inv, or v*Ilnv terms in (6.27), we may impose the same

renormalization conditions (B.31]) as in pure scalar case. With these renormalization

conditions, the dominant behavior of the potential at small v is given by

‘/;mall(v) ~ D6'U6 In \/LM . (630)
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Since Dg is always positive, we conclude that the tree level minimum at v = 0 has turned
into a maximum.

Next we turn to the behavior at large v. Upon using the inverse of the previous
expansion parameter, the gauge boson masses are given by

ev K 1

The dominant term for all the gauge boson masses are the same. The potential is

parametrized to two loop as

large

yMS Z Fy_ 0% "+ Z Ge_n® " Inw . (6.32)
n=0

n=0
Again, terms contributing to Gg arise from V_;, V.5 and V_3. Looking at the logarithmic

part term by term, we have

27
Vi, = — %01
! son2g75” U U

Vo = O@'lnv)+---
Vg = O'lnov)+---. (6.33)

The v%Inv terms in V,y and V.3 exactly cancel.
Note that the coefficients of v%Inv terms in the above are independent of gauge
couplings a, e or k. Gg turns out to be independent of any gauge couplings. Gy is

determined solely by the V. term.

Th? 12
Go=s5a - (6.34)

Similarly, one can check that Fy term comes entirely from V,; and V.;. The above
limit also corresponds to expansion in small s for non-vanishing a.

The potential is positive at large v, thus establishing the stability of the theory.
Combining the result at small v, we conclude the symmetry is spontaneously broken in the

massless scalar theory.
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D¢ and Gg are independent of a. This is no coincidence. In general, a Feynman
diagram for the effective potential at arbitrary order in the MS scheme is written as a sum
of terms of the form

N (%2)”3 o™ flmy, mo, ms, my, m_] (6.35)
where f is a finite, well-defined function of various my(v,m, A\, v, a,e,k)’s. This follows
from the form of various vertices and the gauge field propagator (13). As we show in
Section 10, the superficial degree of divergence for a diagram involving at least one gauge
field propagator with no external legs is at most 2. The last term in (f.13) lowers the
divergence degree by 3, and therefore its contributions to the effective potential are finite
and vanish in the n = 3 limit. This establishes the form ([.33).

The powers ny ~ ny are zero or positive integers. The equivalence relation ([.4)
implies that in the Landau gauge o = 0 the effective potential Vg (v) can depend on gauge
couplings only through «/e? and x/a.

When higher loop corrections are included, the dominant part of the effective potential

at large v takes the form

Z G( S(lnv)* 4 - - for large v. (6.36)

largo

The coefficients Gép )’s are dimensionless. (Inv)* terms arise from logarithmically divergent
integrals. Furthermore for large v, m3, m3 ~ vv' and m3,m% ~ e*v?/a so that (Inv)*
terms do not depend on k at all.

The A dependence of Gép )’s can appear only from vertices, with the power ny > 0.
But available dimensionless combinations A/m and a)/e* are singular in the m — 0 or
e — 0 limit. Since the m — 0 limit is well defined for v # 0, Gép )’s cannot depend on \/m.
Similarly the theory with a vanishing gauge coupling (e = 0) is well defined. This excludes

the dependence on A. To summarize, Gép Vg depend on only v.

[Theorem] In the scalar electrodynamics the coefficients GF)’s defined in (6.34) for the
effective potential at large v are independent of gauge couplings a, e, and k and of m and

A to all order in perturbation theory.
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For small v we consider the special case m = A\ = 0. The dominant part of the effective

potential at small v is written as

Z Dy S(lnwv)k 4 - - for small v. (6.37)

small

The coefficients Dék)’s are dimensionless, and therefore can depend on v and e*/k only.

[Theorem] In the massless scalar electrodynamics with m = A\ = 0 the coefficients Dék) s

defined in (.37) for the effective potential at small v are independent of a to all order in

perturbation theory.

7. Coleman-Weinberg limit

As explained earlier, the Maxwell term is necessary to define the theory in the di-
mensional regularization scheme. Without it the theory loses renormalizability, as the
gauge field propagator in extra-dimensional space behaves badly at high momenta. The
Coleman-Weinberg limit is defined as the limit where there is no dimensional parameter
to start with. In this case, it corresponds to the a, m, A — 0 limit.

The subtlety lies in the a — 0 limit. Loop corrections give rise to terms singular
in a. We shall see below that all these singular terms are absorbed by counter terms at
least to two loop. The a — 0 limit, the Coleman-Weinberg limit, is well defined after
renormalization.

The effective potential is expressed in terms of mq(v), ma(v), ms(v), and ms(v).
Only the gauge boson masses depend on a. The expansion in a is thus equivalent to the
expansion in z defined in (.27), provided that x # 0.

Expanding Veg(v) in a, one finds that with m =\ =0,

V;aff(v) = Vtree + Vl_bOp -+ V2_100P + Vc.t.

B3 { K3 Ke? 2¢8

| o — + —v* + v %+ 0(a )}

a3 a?
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00
2—1 2 di -3,2
VeTor = C|m:)\:0 I + Z Agn a"

n=0

o0 k [o¢]
+ Z Bo, a2 v?" In (—) + Z Ds,v*" Inv.
a

n=0 n=3
Here C' is given in (6.23) and

Ao, 5 AR, ., R

A = - . 2 21 2
0 127" " 664r2C VT a2 A
h 2w 1 R R h?
Ay = ——¢2 k(1 —) — =~ _etn2 —
2 = e o U B T g e LR e
K2 K2 B2 e R eS8
A, = — 2 2lnpl+—" " " In9
! 128027¢ T a0’ M Y o
A - h V3/2( + 1 )_£6_6+h—21/_2|:§+i+§1n(_
7 5767 /6 5v5° 6mk3 | 16m2720020 ' 45 6
i (o) (0t ) - e ()
-nh|l—=+—=)]—<-ln — | ——h|—
5 V24 /30 5 V5 160 V24
+427;32 V2 K2 32 2(52 4 )
768072 720 76872 \/24 K 15v/5
N K2 V€4<7+ 2)+ h? u66<16+ 3) 13%% €8
153672 k2 \5 /5 3272V 24 k3 V5 2472 1
+'7h2 8 K et 09
L47m2 k4 19272 K2 i
+‘h2 8 K2 I/e4+ K2 ] ( N - )
13272 Kkt 32072 K2 288007r2 V
+'h2 e® h? V€4+ h? 2} (262+ V)
—_— — 71/ _— —_—
[47m2 k4 19272 K2 3686472 K 24
L h? 68—1— h? et h? 2]1 <62—|— /V>
| 32w2 Kkt 384m2 k2 1843272 K 24
h2 2 2
B(] = 3271‘261%
o,
BQ = @6
h2
B _ 2
! 32072 ¢
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K2 e8 1142 vet
g - _"e 7.2
6 1t 102002 R2 (7:2)

Dy is given in (p-29). Notice that those terms singular in a are of the form v" where
n = 0,2,4,6. They are cancelled by counter terms. The renormalized theory has a well-
defined a — 0 limit. The coefficients of As, and Bs, are related to Cy, given in (5.27)
by

Con = Agn@™3 + Bypa™ 3 In (g) (7.3)

Let us consider the Coleman-Weinberg limit. We take the a — 0 limit with a given

v. Adopting the renormalization condition (R.31]), one has

v(M v 49
VCW(U) = (6' )UG + D6’U6(1H\/—M — %)

Let us choose the renormalization point to be the location of the minimum VM = vy;,.

(7.4)

The condition for minimum value of the effective potential is

v 137
Ve (Umin) = Vinin [5 - ﬁDb‘} =0, (7.5)

from which it follows, with the aid of ([.29),

1
vow = 1(th,) = 5 [bl N/ 462] (7.6)

where

495 ¢* 18007

b - 0
! 142 T on0n?
10800 ¢®
by = —Z 7.7
2 7 Kkt (7.7)

The Coleman-Weinberg limit potential is written as

o Vow 6 v _l)
Vow = 1514 (ln Vmin 6 (78)

In the case v = O(e®/k%), equation ([[-f]) becomes

8221 €8
Vew = ——%
T

(7.9)

K4
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so that the Coleman-Weinberg potential is

2 8 1
Vcwzh—e—v6<ln v ——) . (7.10)

272 g4 Umin O
The symmetry is spontaneously broken. Dimensional transmutation takes place. The

perturbation theory is reliable as far as €?/k is small.
8. Pure Maxwell theory (x = 0)

Another interesting limit is when the kinetic term for the gauge fields is given by the
Maxwell term only. This corresponds to taking x — 0 in the previous expression for the
effective potential, keeping a non-vanishing. Without loss of generality one can set a = 1.
This theory is parity preserving as opposed to Chern-Simons theory. At the tree, level
in the limit of vanishing m? and A, there is one dimensional parameter e. In the Landau
gauge, the gauge field propagator reduces to

1 DPuPx
- — 7 <gu>\ - p2 > (81)

-1
Bilas = ")

v

In the rest of this section we set m? = X = 0. The one loop contributions are simplified
to

h 142 1 \2)
1-loop __ "t 12 B} 3 6 313
Ver 0 = 127TH(24) +(120) }V“f +2e Ivl} : (8.2)

There appears a |[v|? correction to the tree level effective potential. The loop corrections

take the form

Ve (v)'°P 59,27 e’ + 4—0)2

h? 2[(_ , Vv
6! - 60 n—3

1390%v? 1
_ VUH_ —7E+1+1n47r}

+ [02U2 + 031)3 + C4’U4 + 05’115 + CG’UG]

h? 2 149120* v?

2| 2 VU o 1AIVTU v
1672 [(6 50) "o M

2 2 2.4 /120 2
L 02[(62_ﬂ)2—yv] 1<v+76 /V>

In —
G472 o ] 1+ 5

+




- UQ[(e2_V_U2)2+ ”21’4]111 (v +2ey/24/v)
1672 96’ " 9216 1
_ hz 2[(2_V_U2)2]1 (U+6\/24/lj)2 (83)
6am2’ [\ T a/ " 0 '
where
o, v h?
Cy = o+ = ~e'In(1+ v/5)
 h, B
O = —52¢ T o (HQ\[)\/

R,
— %2 —241n,/—=-(1 }
oh g [ VBE+5 ny/ Tog (1+5)

C; = — I ev(—1 4+ V/5) 2
57 Toeom” V 120

B hoT,14\2 1\31s A% 2 /39 3
Co = 1521+ (530)" |7 + Tom275 (30 * 1)
B2 211 . 9u 1
0 TR GO NN WD 4
+327r236[12 "1 100 n120(9+ \/g)] (84)

There are terms of the form v?Inv and v* Inv so that the renormalization conditions
(2.31) cannot be imposed. Both the second and fourth derivative of the effective potential
must be evaluated at a non-vanishing value of the field. Both v?Inv and v*Inv terms
arise from V.o and V3 in (6.16) and (6.22), respectively. Their origin is traced back to the
logarithmic terms in m.,m; and/or my appearing in both expressions. The Inv? terms
arise as

2 2
In <X1m+ +X2m— + x3my + X4m2) =Inv*+In ((Xl +Xx2)ms + (X311 + X47’712)U) . (8.5)
In this equation ms,m; and my are independent of v. In the limit of large v, the same
expression as in (f.37) is obtained.
As the coefficient of the v?Inv term in () is positive, the U(1) symmetry is spon-

taneously broken at two loop.
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9. Numerical analysis

In Section 6, we have obtained the analytic expression for the effective potential up to
two loop order (see equation (f.24)). To implement the renormalization conditions (R.31),
we need to calculate the sixth derivative of the effective potential, which is highly non-
trivial. Although we have Veﬂr(v)m in the closed form, each term in Veﬂr(v)m leads to an
extremely lengthy expression when differentiated six times. We have found that standard
symbolic manipulation aided by Mathematica or Maple is not of much help.

We adopt numerical evaluation to find the sixth derivative of Veg(v)MS at finite v. We
have found that it is best to make use of the Cauchy integral formula. First the effective
potential is analytically continued to the complex v plane. We measure all dimensionful

quantities in the unit of e to define dimensionless quantities:

~ Verr v K s M
V:aff:ga $:E> k:g> h :g (91)
where M is the renormalization point. Note
Vg = f/eﬁr(x; v,k a,h) . (9.2)

The numerical analysis is further simplified by removing the pole and other terms
proportional to #2, z* and 2% in V271°°P as those terms are completely absorbed in the
definition of counter terms. After this procedure the effective potential takes the following

form:

~ v ~ ~
o 6 counter—terms
V;g = g.ﬁ(f -+ ‘/100p -+ \% (93)
where Vcounter—torms = ap + %Oég!lfz + %Oé4!l§'4 + éa6x6.

The n-th x-derivative of the potential at h is

gy = /C dz(vi (9.4)

T omi z — h)rtl

where the contour C' should not encircle any singularities of V. The imaginary part of the

above integral is zero within the numerical precision.
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The counter terms are fixed by the renormalization conditions. (P-3) can be rewritten

as
y Vo6, T y L@ ()22
Ver (250, 8, a,h) - = 507 + Vieop () = Vioop(0) = 5 Vioop(0)2
Lo gyd — L5® (1,6
_E loop(O)x _&‘/ioop(h)x : (95)
With this definition v = v(h) = V.2 (). Vioop(0), \71(()?13(0), and 171(()2)(0) are evaluated

(6)

analytically from the small v expansion in Section 6. f/loop

(04).

In fig. 2 the tree, 1-loop, and 2-loop effective potentials are plotted for typical values of

(h) is evaluated numerically by

parameters. The importance of two loop corrections is recognized. We also have depicted

0.0015

Tree level ;
0.001 - i

0.0005 -

Vett
o

-0.0005

-0.001 | 4

-0.0015 ! ! ! ! ! ! !
1

Figure 2: Tree, 1-loop, and 2-loop effective potentials. Plots for a = 1, k£ = 20, v = 0.0005,
h=1

the effective potential for different values of parameters in fig. 3.
Given v, k, a, and h, the potential is fixed. It reaches a minimum at x = . Tmin

differs in general from h. v at the scale x;, is
~ (6
V@min) = Vi (Tanin) (9.6)

which differs from the initial v = v(h). Hence, the effective potential can be written as

%ff(aw k? V(zmin)a Lmins l’) = %ff(aw ka v, h7 Zlf)
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Figure 3: The two loop effective potential plot for @ = 1 and h = 1 using different values
of k and v

A detailed investigation of this yields some interesting properties. For example, a
typical plot of h = hy, VS Zmin = how 18 shown in fig.4. For particular values of parameters
v and k the curve unexpectedly blows up in the region between h;, = 10 and 30.

The region of small h;, also shows some peculiar behavior which we have not been
able to explain. We suspect that it could be due to the limitation of numerical evaluations
or some unexplained phenomenon. (See fig. f.)

We are also interested in the Coleman-Weinberg limit of the potential. From the
results of the previous section, the effective potential in the Coleman-Weinberg limit is

given by

T oW ey T _l>
Vow = T514” (ln Tmin 6 (0.7)

where Uow = Végz,(xmm). The potential is parametrized by two quantities Pow and Zpi,.
The location of the minimum is not determined by other parameters. Instead it becomes
an input parameter. The limit a — 0 must be taken with due caution.

As explained above, the input hy, = h and output hgy = Tmin are different in general.
As displayed in fig. 4, there is a fixed point value ho, = hy, for given v, k, and a. Take this

value for h. Then z;, = h and v = V(). In this particular case Tyin = Tmin (v, k, a).
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Figure 4: hi, vs hoy plot for £ = 20, v = 0.0005 using various values of a

Now we examine the a dependence of x,,;,,. The equivalence relation (f.5) implies that

/
(a,k,e,v) ~ (d ke = \/%e, v) . (9.8)

The two theories are the same so that the effective potential reach the minimum at the

. — 3
same v: Ul = Umin. 10 terms of the x variable

/
Vs a
/ min
o= = — (9.9)
min 6/ a/

In other words, if the a — 0 limit is taken with given v and k, then x,;, — oo, i.e. the
Coleman-Weinberg limit is not obtained. This explains why the fixed point in fig. 4 moves

to the right as a gets smaller. The Coleman-Weinberg limit is not attained because the

expansion parameter z in (6.25)

dz . * ax?,
/ min min

remains unchanged.
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To get the Coleman-Weinberg limit one should not pick the fixed point value for

h. One should choose v, k, and h such that the expansion parameter at the minimum

2

min

Further in the Coleman-Weinberg limit v(x,;,) and & are related by ([.g). This guides

z = ax?, /k* becomes small when a becomes small.
to the following procedure. Pick a value for k and fix v to be vow (k). Next pick values for
h and a such that z < 1 and h and x,,;, are not terribly far apart. With these k£ and h,
we make a smaller to check if the potential approaches the Coleman-Weinberg limit. At a
given a we compare the potential Vet (z; Vew, k, a, h) with the Coleman-Weinberg potential
(P70) where Zyin = Zmin(k, b, @) is the location of the minimum of f/eﬁr(:n).

In fig. 6 we displayed the result for £ = 20 and A = 1. For these values vow =
5.18 x 1073, One can see that the two potentials get closer to each other as a becomes

smaller.

10. Divergence structure

It is helpful to understand the divergence structure of the theory by examining the

superficial degree of divergence in perturbation theory. In doing so, one has to distinguish
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the a = 0 and a # 0 case. As we have observed in the preceding sections, the theory
becomes pathological if the perturbation theory is based on a free gauge field propagator
with a = 0. The Coleman-Weinberg theory has been defined by the limit a — 0.
(i) The case a # 0

The gauge field propagator is given by (fI() - (I3). Notice that the propagator

behaves as 1/p? for large p*:

1
for a # 0, K;V1~—2 as p® — o0 . (10.1)
p

It is important that ([0.1) is true in arbitrary dimensions n and irrespective of whether
v =0 or v # 0. Hence it is sufficient to examine the superficial degree of divergence in the
unbroken theory v = 0. The ultra-violet behavior does not depend on whether v = 0 or
v # 0.

The Lagrangian ([L.]]) yields various vertices. Let Vi, Vi, V34, Via, and Vi, be the
numbers of vertices ¢, ¢%, Apdp, A2¢?, and ¢c'c in a given Feynman diagram F, respec-

tively. We denote by E and I the number of external and internal lines contained in F',
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respectively. Then the number of loop momenta L is
L=1-V+1 (10.2)

where V =V + Vi + Vg + Via + Vi
Since all propagators behave as 1/p? and the vertex A¢d¢ carries a derivative, the

superficial degree of divergence in n dimensions is
w=nL—2+V3y . (10.3)
The topological identity 3(Va. + Via) +4(Vaa + Vi) + 6V + E = 2(E£ + I) gives
I= %{3%C+SV3A+4XQA+4M+6V6—E}. (10.4)
Combining ([10.9) - (L0.4)), one finds

1 1 1
W= 2(n—3)%+(n—4)(v4+m)+§(n—4)‘/3A+—(n—6)Vgc— ~(n—2)E+n. (10.5)

2 2(

In three dimensions n = 3

1 3 1
= Vi~ Viu—Vag— Vo, — -F
w Vi —Via 2V3Al 2‘/31 2 413
L = 2%+IQ+I/;1A+§I@,A+§I@,C—§E+1. (10.6)

For propagators (£ =2), w =2—V,; — V4 — %‘/g,A — %V},e. Divergent contributions to
the wave function renormalization for the scalar field, Z,, come from only v terms. The
anomalous dimension is

Yo = Ys(v) to all orders , (10.7)

i.e. it does not depend on gauge couplings. Since a diagram of a single loop is finite
in the dimensional regularization scheme, §Z4 = O(v?). In other words, the anomalous
dimension vanishes, 74 = 0, to the two loop order. The mass counter term for scalar fields
is O(\, €2, A2, \e? e?) x O(v™). To two loop dm? = O(N\%, \e?, ).

Contributions to the gauge field propagator must satisfy Vyj4 > 1 or V34 > 2. There is

no divergent contribution proportional to Ai from the gauge invariance. This implies that
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the coefficient of F),, F'*” remains finite so that the wave function renormalization factor

Z 4 = 1. Hence the anomalous dimension vanishes.
va =10 to all orders. (10.8)

There could appear divergent contributions to the Chern-Simons coefficient e/ A, F,,,. The
superficial degree of divergence for the Chern-Simons coefficient is 1 -V, — V4 — %‘/g, A— %Vgc.
And hence dr = O(e?*v™) (n > 2). Since Vja > 1 or V34 > 2, it vanishes at two loop.

Contributions to the coefficient of the vertex Apd¢ have w = %— Vi—Via— %‘/3 A— %V},C.
A diagram must have at least one e, V34 > 1. Hence de = O(ev™) (n > 2). dk and de are
not independent. The Coleman-Hill theorem [[7]] ensures that §(x/e?) = 0.

Contributions to the vertex A\¢* have w = 1 -V, — V4 — %V})A— %V},C. Hence 0A = O(v™)
(n > 2) or O(\",e*v™) (n > 1). Contributions to the vertex v¢® have w = =V, — Vj4 —

V34 — 3Vie. Since 74 = 74(v), the beta function depends on only v:

By = B,(v) to all orders. (10.9)

(ii) The case a = 0

We have to stress that the perturbation theory based on a = 0 is inconsistent in the
dimensional regularization supplemented with €**? in (4.7). This is due to the behavior of
the gauge field propagator at large momenta. The propagator ([L10) behaves at large p?

and a =0

_ 1 PuPa . DDA 1€\
1 P
K; N—(ev)Ql(gM— 2 )—(gux— 72 ) T (10.10)

The first term does not vanish. In particular, extra-dimensional components of K;/\l be-
haves as O(p®). In other words, higher loop diagrams with many gauge field propagators
behave very badly. The theory in the dimensional regularization scheme loses the renor-
malizability if a is set to be zero in defining the perturbation theory. One consistent way
to define the a = 0 theory (the Coleman-Weinberg theory) is to take the limit a — 0 after
renormalization, which we have adopted in this paper.

Yet this does not entirely exclude the possibility of defining a theory with a = 0. One

possibility is to stay in three dimensions, adopting the Pauli-Villars regularization method.
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We have not checked the feasibility of the Pauli-Villars regularization method beyond one
loop, particularly when the symmetry breaking takes place. There is ambiguity in defining
regulator fields.

Here we add an argument concerning the divergence structure, assuming that there
exists a regularization method defined entirely in three dimensions, consistent to all orders
at a = 0. Should such a regularization scheme exist, the gauge field propagator in the

Landau gauge would be, as inferred from (f.13),

— _1 PvDx .
1 _ 2
Koy i = eyt { = (0 (g~ P82) e | (10.11)
The asymptotic behavior is
—ie oD’ 1
Kb~ =228~ 0() . (10.12)

Kp? p
We suppose that regulator fields have the same behavior.

Accepting ([0.13), we derive the formula for the superficial degree of divergence. To
distinguish gauge field propagators we introduce the following notation. The number of
external gauge, Fadeev-Popov ghost, or scalar fields is denoted by E4, E,, or Ej,, respec-
tively. Similarly the number of internal gauge, Faddeev-Popov ghost, or scalar fields is
denoted by I4, I., or Iy. We have £ = Eo+ E.+ Eg and I = 14+ 1.+ Iy.

The identities ([0.9) and ([[0.4) are still valid. Because of ([0.13), ([[0.3) is modified

to

w:nL—2(I¢+IC)—IA+V3A . (10.13)

The topological identity associated with gauge couplings is 2Vys + Vaa + Ea = 2(Ea + 14),

from which it follows that

1
Iy = 5(‘/3A 4+ 2Via — EA) . (10.14)
Combining these, we have
3 1 1
=3-Vy—=Vs. —-FEy— E,—=-E,. . 10.1
w3V42V},c2¢ a— ke (10.15)
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The formula for L remains the same as in ([[0.6). Notice that gauge couplings become
marginal; the superficial degree of divergence does not depend on v or e. (Recall that in
the a = 0 theory e appears only in the combination x/e* which is dimensionless.)

The divergence structure is quite different. This time one would conclude that vy, 3,,
B and f3,; are all functions of v and €?/k. 4 = 0 still holds. We stress that this conclusion
is drawn on the assumption of the existence of a consistent regularization method to all

orders, which needs to be established.

11. Renormalization Group Analysis

The RG equation for the effective potential in the MS scheme is

562 0 0 0 0 0

0 0
:ua +61/ _l'ﬁn I{, 9 82+5a +6m +ﬁ>\ +6A0A Yol a

xV(v;v,m?, N\ ke a, A, )M =0 (11.1)
where various 8 functions are given by (R.17) and
0 J 0
el Ba=nle g =pla . 11.2
B ot Bez o B o (11.2)

The renormalization for a is the same as the wave function renormalization for A,. Al-
though the result ([0.§) implies 3, = 0, we have kept the 3, term in ([I.1]) to show a useful
relation below. Note that up to O(h?), 74 = 0.

In Section 2 we have shown that beta functions in pure scalar theory can be determined
from the renormalization group equation for the effective potential. We employ the same

technique to find beta functions in the gauge theory.

At O(h), ([I) yields
522—+B)\ —+5<1 —+ﬁ = (11.3)

so that
B =80 =80 =8 =0 (11.4)
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At O(R?), Eq. (TT1) becomes :

L Kéwiv?’) +3<>\v+iv3)2]
1672 [\6" " 60 6 ' 36

L 0252 {4 L )\ ) 2 621)2:|
m? v? v - ——
32712 a 10 a? a
3647—1 (2
_327T2 2 _'_5 2 5 +B)\ 4' _'_/61/ 6' +BA
ho/k? 4e?v?\-1/2 BS) 3% /K% 30’ ﬁg) 3e2v? k2 2P
_E(?+ ) 7?(?* a >+e2 a (?* a )

B 3kt 12k%%0% 6Geto?
(—4+ R R, ) =0.(11.5)

a \a
The above equation is quite complicated but must be satisfied for arbitrary v. Since the

last term contains a square root, it must vanish identically. It follows immediately that

pw gL g

= = . 11.6
K e2 a ( )
Upon making use of 3, = 0, one concludes that 3} = BS) =0
Then the rest of the equation becomes
242 2
0 e’h s K (2)
OW: oy [4m _?FBA -
h? n? o4 e? et 3% et 1
O@?): — A2 <____)_ e laoy_ g
(v") 2 T 3e\3Ye T 2) T aamae gt
R B e @
O(v*) : — A - L S
(v") w8 T30 a VT
R: T B2
O%: — =0 . 11.7
(V") 16722700° T 720 (11.7)
It follows that
22 2
@ _ eh (4 2 ’i)
by 2m2a\ @2
2 2 2 2 4
(2) — h )\2 h )\6 h_e_
bnz = 752 e I
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(2) 77,2 i\ 377,2 62

N =502 T a0m e Y

Th?
@ _ 2 11.
B = Gonz” (11.8)

The last relation for /3, confirms the result ([[0.9) at two loop.

The beta functions in the MS scheme are singular the @ — 0 limit. The the renor-
malization group equation for the Coleman-Weinberg potential ([74) is more involved than
naively expected. Eq. ([1.1]) is for the effective potential in the MS scheme before renor-

malization. These two are related by

Vow (v; v, /€/62,M)

2 4 6
. U7 (2 U4 U (6
= lim {VM—S(U) — Vas(0) — 5V—(§ (0) - EV—I\(AQ(O) - ﬁv_h(ﬂg(zwlﬁ)}
Vis(v) = V(vsy,m? =0, = 0, k, €%, a, A, )™M (11.9)

The subtraction terms give additional contributions to the renormalization group equation.

12. Conclusion

We have examined the Maxwell-Chern-Simons gauge theory with complex scalar fields
with the most general renormalizable interactions at two loop. The effective potential for
the scalar fields was obtained in the closed form in dimensional regularization scheme. In
the massless scalar theory the ¢° coupling constant v cannot be renormalized at ¢ = 0 as
two loop corrections yield terms of the form ¢°In ¢. Evaluation of the sixth derivative of the
effective potential at finite ¢ is a formidable task, which we have done by numerical method.
The renormalized effective potential for general couplings was evaluated numerically.

We have found that two loop corrections are decisive to determine the phase. The
U(1) symmetry is spontaneously broken in the massless theory (m = A\ = 0) by radiative
corrections. In particular, in the Coleman-Weinberg limit in which the Maxwell term is

absent for gauge fields, the dimensional transmutation takes place at two loop.
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From the effective potential we have also determined beta functions for various cou-
plings. Two loop results confirm the general theorem that the beta function S, is indepen-
dent of gauge couplings and a function of v only.

Here we would like to stress again that the regularization of the theory is a delicate
matter. The Maxwell term (with the coefficient a) must be introduced to have improved
ultraviolet behavior of the gauge field propagator in the dimensional regularization. We
have demonstrated that only after renormalization one can take the limit a — 0. Counter
terms are singular in a. The perturbation theory defined with a = 0 is inconsistent in the
dimensional regularization scheme. It is not renormalizable.

Avdeev, Grigoryev and Kazakov have studied the pure Chern-Simons theory coupled
to scalar matter to find beta functions differing from ours.[[§] They evaluated diagrams
in three dimensional space to eliminate all e#*? tensors, and then extend and perform mo-
mentum integrals in n dimensions to define “dimensional regularization”. This is incorrect.
Everything must be defined in n dimensions first. This is the source of the discrepancy.

In the absence of the Maxwell term one of the gauge degrees of freedom becomes
infinitely massive. However, it cannot be completely discarded. It gives nontrivial can-
cellations and the beta function for the scalar field becomes independent of the gauge
couplings.

The U(1) symmetry is spontaneously broken at the two loop level. Our results can
be extended to supersymmetric self-dual Chern-Simons theory. As it was pointed out by
BY), in the N = 2 and 3 supersymmetric models the scaling symmetry broken at two loop

may be restored quantum mechanically.
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Appendix A. Some Useful Formulas

In this appendix we collect n dimensional integrals which we have made use of in the
paper. See also [29].

In Minkowski space we have

d*k 2 2 . F(_%n) n
/ e R My 7ol
d"k 1 o Tla=35n) | 9 mma
/ 2 =k~ T ™)
A"k kHEY F(OA —1-— %n) g“” 2y (n/2)+1—
- _ n @ Al
/ im0y (m? — k2)e G ) 2 ) (A1)
Also we have
d"k 1
pum— A.2
/i(27r)” (—k2) 0 (4.2)
Similarly in Euclidean space
d"k 1
Jilp.al = / (2m)" [k? + m? + 2(2pk + p?)]°
D(a—3n) 5 _
_ 1 (n/2)-a
) () pPx(l — ) +m”]
d"k K
" _ "7,
JZ [pa Oé] /(271')" [k‘2—|—m2—|—$(2pk—|—p2)]o‘ Tp Jl[p> Oé]
d"k Kt EY
v —
J3lp.al = / (2m)" [k? 4+ m? + z(2pk + p?))*
2 v o
= x*p'p"Jip,a] + m Jilp, o — 1]
(o — in)
— 2, pov TN 20 2 . 21(n/2)—«
TP T ) P x(l —z) +m7]
D(a—1—1in)
1 s 2 2 1 21(n/2)—a+1
+30 (4m)"/T (av) p°z(l —2) +m’] : (A-3)

Below we give the integrals in the regularized form

/ d3p 1 a
(2m)3 p2 + a2 47
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/ &p 1 11
(2m)3 (p? + a?)(p> +b2)  4ma+b

d3p 1 1
/ (277')3 (p2 + ag)(pQ + b2)(p2 + 02) = _E{af(ch b7 C) + bf(b7 C, CL) + Cf(C; a, b)}
d’p p? L 3 3
1
As an application we have
6 2 2
o p T a”+3ab+b
/ dp e T = o 3 (A.5)
o (PPFa?)?(p?+0%)? 2 (a+D)
Appendix B. Two loop integrals
A basic two loop diagram yields
(my, o, mgin) = /d"qd"k 1
n) =
D (2m)> [(q + k)? +m3] (¢* + m3) (k> + m3)
= I(mg,my,ms;n) etc.
2(n=3) 1 (my +my + ms)?
il my 2 3
— — 1-1 . (B.1
3272 { n_3 ¥ + " 4 } (B-1)

This result was first derived in [f.

To show this, we note

G TB—n) 1 y (e
1= e e ]
a (4m)3  Jo e

\/m [x(l — )

2

(el (2 ) v a-omi)]

B M2(n—3) /1 dajdy ]_ _I_ 1 1 y
 (4n)3 o = "

[z(1 — z)y n-—3 2 z(1—ux)

R )| I

47
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In the y integral, we have

In {p(x)y + q} , plz) = +—=2-m3 , q=mj>0. (B.3)

p(z) (0 < x < 1) reaches a minimum at x = may/(my + my). Its value is pp, = (M1 +

my)? —m3. Hence, making use of

b In(py +q) \/E _1\/5
dy——==2In(p+q) —4+4,/-tan -,
/o VY ( ) p q

we find, for my + mg > mg,
2(n—3)

0
I = 3272 (_

2““”/ ! (m? +m3)
3273 z(1 — ) 47r,u l—2x =z

2 1/2
tan_1< 1 ﬂ—i— 1m2 —1)

n_3—7E+21n2+1)

p2n=3) 1—am?2  am?
167 / 1 m 31 : 1/2 (B4)
& Vol =) my @ _
<1 —xm; Tz rm; 1)
The second term is evaluated as
1 d 1 i 5 2
/ T lnl 2( mi +@>] :wlnw . (B.5)
0 \Jx(l—2z) drp\l—2 =z T
Hence
2(n—3) 1 (M1 + mo)? 2 2
_ K _ g AT )T my my
Ly tmazm - = 3272 { n—3 In A7 12 Te+ 1+ f( 2 §)}
a b 1/2
tan~! ( + - - 1)
2 1 dx 1— A xr
flap) = = — (B.6)
TJo \Jx(1l - x) ( a L2 1)
l—2z =z
As a special case we have
2(n—3) 1 2
M (m1 + my)
I 0: — — —Iln—=— — 1 B.7
(m17 ma, 7n) 3271'2 { n—3 n 471_#2 YTE + } ; ( )
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which can be obtained directly from (B-), too. Since the divergent term in (B.7) is
independent of m;, one can write

m 0
I(my,mg, mg;n) :[(ml,mg,O;n)+/ 3Olmg a—[(ml,mg,mg;n)’ 3+O(n—3) . (B.8)
0 ms n=

Now we evaluate

)
0—mgl(ml’ Mo, M3; n)‘n:3
. / d3qd®k 1
CLRm (g + k)2 4+ w3 (@ m) (k2 +md)

__ms /Ood dk /1 d(cos ) ¢k
P S e A [? + k2 4 2qk cos 0 + m3]2(¢? + m3) (k? + m3)

_@/mddk gk 1 _ 1
Tert Sy M (@+mH)k2+md) | (¢+k)2+ms  (¢g—Fk)2+m3

ms [ qk 1 1
= dqdk . (B.9
i |8 <q2+m%><k2+m%>{<q+k>2+m§ <q—k>2+m§} B9

Making use of the residue theorem, one finds

0
8—%1(”’5177”277”3%”)‘

_omg /00 e ik 1 1 B 1
S 16m3 Joo K2+ mE |2\ (kK +imy)2+m3  (k—imy)2+m3

4 —k + 1ms 1 _ k + 1ms 1
(k —1im3)2 +m3 2ims  (k +1img3)2? + m? 2ims

1 k
= dk
6473 / k% +m3

1 1 1 1
{k:—l—z'ml—z'mg _k:—l—z'ml—l—z'mg _k:—z'ml—z'mg_l—k:—iml—l—z'mg
1 1 1 1
k—ims—1imy k—1imz+im; k-+ims—im; k-+ims+im

. 2
- dk
1673 / (k2 + m2) k2 + (my + m3)?]
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1 1
= — ) B.10
1672 my + mgy + ms ( )

Hence eq. (B.§) becomes

p2m=3)my +my +my

n
1672 mi + Mo

I(my,ma,mg;n) = — + I(my1,my,0;n) +O(n—3)  (B.11)

which leads, with (B7), to (B)).

Appendix C. More loop integrals

In the course of evaluating loop corrections, we would typically encounter integrals
involving both three and n-dimensional momenta. These integrals can be reduced into a

basic Euclidean integral of the following form :

Jhveo

/ d"pd"q PP qPq°
(2m)2 (p? 4+ m3)(¢> + m3)[(p + q)? + mj3]

= Aghgr + B<g“”g +guagup) (C.1)
Upon contracting (C.J) with g,,9,, and g,,9., independently, we obtain

n?A+2nB =K,

nA+ (n*+n)B =K, (C.2)
where
[ d'pdiq P’
o= / (2m)2" (p? + m3)(q% + m3)[(p + q) + m3]
_ rdpdg (p-q)?
% = | G e G (©3)

Both K and K, are expressed in terms of the I integral given in the previous section.

2(n—3)
K, = —'u167(m? +m3)ms +m3 + m3l(my, ma, ms)
,u2(n—3)
K, = R {mg {m1m3 + mamsg — mlmz} — ms3 {37”? + 3m§’ + m%mg + mgml
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1
—l—(mf + mg)mlmg} + 1 [4m%m§ — (mf + m% — m%)ﬂ I(mq,ma,m3) (C.4)

Solving ([C.9), we may write (C.0]) in terms of K; and Ko.

(n+ ]-)Kl —2K2 an _Kl ( )
prpo ,uz/ po up Vo uo vp
/ -0+ Y Tam—Dma\? 9 9 (C5)

Making use of ([C.H), one finds

/ d"pd"q i _ (On+3)K, + (6n — 18) Ky
2P )@+ mdp + a + n(n—1)(n12)
/ d"pd"q (p-q)* _ ~ (B3n—9)K; + (12n — 6) K,
2P @+ md) (@ + ) + 4 + 7 n(n—1)(n +2)
d"pd"q ¢ = (p-q)? 6 B
| o e TR FaE T~ o
/ d"pd"q PP+ (p-q)? _ 6(2n —1)K1 +6(3n — 4) Ky
P )@+ ) + O el n(n—1)(n +2)
d"pd"q P ¢ 3
IR ree T e AL (G6)

One must be careful when solving the above integrals for n = 3. The pole terms in K; and
K, give finite contributions upon being multiplied by (n — 3).

Other useful 2-loop integrals are :

_ [ d"pd"q 2p.q
K3 = 2 2 2\ (12 2 2 2
(2m)% (p? +mi)(q* + m3)[(p + q)* + m3]
,u2(n—3)
= W(mlmg — mgmsz — mymg) + (m3 +m3 — m3)I(my, mg, m3)
d"pd"q 2p.q 3
/ 2n (2 2\( 12 2 2 o= K
(2m)2 (p2 +mi)(¢* +m3)[(p+q)* +m3]  n
,u2(n—3) 2(n—3)
= W(mlmg — MoMmsz — mlmg) + W(mf + m% — m%)
+(m3 +m3 — m3)I(my, mg, m3) + O(n — 3). (C.7)
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