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Abstract

We study a self-interacting scalar field theory in the presence of a
§-function background potential. The role of surface interactions in obtaining
a renormalizable theory is stressed and demonstrated by a two-loop
calculation. The necessary counterterms are evaluated by adopting dimensional
regularization and the background field method. We also calculate the effective
potential for a complex scalar field in a non-simply connected spacetime in
the presence of a §-function potential. The effective potential is evaluated as
a function of an arbitrary phase factor associated with the choice of boundary
conditions in the non-simply connected spacetime. We obtain asymptotic
expansions of the results for both large and small §-function strengths, and
stress how the non-analytic nature of the small strength result vitiates any
analysis based on standard weak field perturbation theory.

This article is part of a special issue of Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and
Theoretical in honour of Stuart Dowker’s 75th birthday devoted to ‘Applications
of zeta functions and other spectral functions in mathematics and physics’.

PACS numbers: 11.10.Gh, 03.70.+k, 11.10.—z

1. Introduction

1.1. Dedication

It is a great pleasure to contribute this paper to honour Stuart Dowker’s many achievements
in theoretical physics. I first knew Stuart by reputation long before I ever had the chance to
meet him. When I was a postgraduate student my main interest was in quantum field theory
in curved spacetime. Long before the internet and the arXiv, preprints in high and theoretical
energy physics used to be sent by post to SLAC where they would appear on a list that
was sent out weekly to subscribers. At that time there were four main groups in the UK
working on quantum field theory in curved spacetime: the Cambridge group, based around
Stephen Hawking and Gary Gibbons; the King’s College group based around Paul Davies;
the Imperial College group, based around Chris Isham and Mike Duff; and the Manchester
group, consisting of Stuart Dowker and his students. The SLAC preprint list would be scanned
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avidly for anything coming from these groups, but as I was especially interested in quantum
field theory in topologically non-trivial spacetimes and vacuum energy calculations using
¢-function methods, the work of Stuart Dowker was always eagerly awaited. An especially
treasured preprint, that I still use, was Selected Topics in Topology and Quantum Field Theory
that was based on lectures given by Stuart at Austin, and which were never published; these
notes pre-date all of the now standard books and reviews on topology and gauge fields.

Since coming to the UK, Stuart and I have met on many occasions, often at PhD vivas.
I am sure that many contributors to this volume will have had the ‘Dowker experience’: you
mention to Stuart that you are working on some calculation to be met with something like ‘Oh
yes. That is just a special case of a theorem by Schnekelgreuber! published in 1878.’

1.2. Background

The problem of computing the vacuum, or Casimir, energies in the case of non-smooth
background potentials has a long history, and in addition has become the focus of much
recent interest. Of especial interest to the present paper is the case of §-function background
potentials. One of the pioneering, and most important, papers on the calculation of vacuum
energies in §-function potentials is [1] whose analysis is based on earlier Green function
calculations of [2]. Later work on vacuum energy and other related quantum field theory
calculations includes [3—14]. Some motivation for these investigations can be garnered from
the study of brane-world models stimulated by the Randall-Sundrum scenario [15] where
non-smooth backgrounds in the form of §-function potentials arise in a natural manner that
is crucial to the features of these models. There are many studies of vacuum energies in
brane-world spacetimes. (See [16-21] for some of the early investigations.)

Almost all of the previous studies of vacuum energies in non-smooth backgrounds are
concerned with non-interacting (apart from interactions with the background) fields. This
renders the renormalization considerations somewhat simpler than is the case when interacting
fields are involved, particularly beyond one-loop order. The renormalization of A¢* theory in
a §-function background was considered by [11] but at one-loop order only where additional
divergences were dealt with by the addition of extra surface terms to the original action. A
different interpretation of this procedure was given by [13] (see also the later paper [14]) that
is more in keeping with standard renormalization theory, and is the method that we will adopt
in this paper, to be detailed in section 2 below.

One of the key features that we must deal with when proceeding beyond one-loop
order is the presence of overlapping divergences, and the necessity of showing that they
cancel (otherwise there will be non-local divergences present that cannot be removed by local
counterterms). We will adopt the background field method and dimensional regularization as
in [22]. A comprehensive review of the method for smooth backgrounds can be found in [23].
The general issue of interacting fields on manifolds with boundaries, smooth or not, beyond
one-loop order appears to have received little attention. (The case of smooth boundaries at one-
loop order is dealt with in [22]. Tsoupros [24-26] examines smooth spherical cap geometries
and Haba [27] considers é-function backgrounds. The calculations presented below do not
overlap directly with these references.)

The outline of our paper is the following. In section 2 we discuss the renormalization
of an interacting scalar field theory with cubic and quartic self-interactions to two-loop order
in a §-function potential. Dimensional regularization is used. The background spacetime
is flat and assumed to be four-dimensional with a possible periodic identification of one

! So far as T am aware I made this name up, but I would not be at all surprised if Stuart was to say Schnekelgreuber
really existed but was only active between 1829 and 1837, not in 1878.
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spatial coordinate. The importance of including correct boundary terms, especially a boundary
interaction in the field (see (2.3) below), is stressed. Without the proper boundary terms the
theory will not be renormalizable. Complications in the evaluation of the complete two-loop
effective action are highlighted, and it is shown how to renormalize the effective potential
to two-loop order. Necessary two-loop counterterms are found. In section 3 we address the
calculation of the one-loop effective potential for a complex scalar field in a §-function potential
with one spatial coordinate periodically identified to form a circle. This allows the complex
field to change by an arbitrary phase around the circle and we calculate the effective potential
as a function of this phase. A number of asymptotic limits are obtained. Section 4 summarizes
our results and presents a short discussion. Appendix A outlines a method for evaluating the
Green function in the case of any number of §-function potentials. Appendix B describes some
technical details in the evaluation of certain types of integrals that arise in the renormalization
beyond one-loop order.

2. Renormalization

We consider an interacting scalar field in four spacetime dimensions with a general self-
interaction. The theory will be regularized using dimensional regularization as in [22]. The
bare action will be chosen to be

S = Spuik + Svdry> 2.1
where
St = | dD“x{ SO Badudn  3mag+ At o+ 38ty %mg}, 22)
and

Soiry = /) - de{ Sund+ vads + og}. 2.3)

The bulk action Syyx extends over the complete (D + 1)-dimensional spacetime. The boundary
term Spqry only extends over the D-dimensional subspace specified by y = a that gives the
location of the §-function. Spqry could obviously be written in the equivalent form of an integral
over the (D + 1)-dimensional spacetime with the terms in braces in (2.3) multiplying the
d-function 6(y — a). All of the coupling constants that occur in the action are bare
unrenormalized expressions. We might have expected, on dimensional grounds, that a ¢
term appeared in Spary since its coefficient would be dimensionless for the case of interest
D = 3. However, this means that the associated (]513g counterterm could not depend on the
strength of the §-function (that has units of mass, or inverse length), and because in the
absence of a §-function potential there is no need for Spqry, We rule out such a term. We expect
that Spgry — 0 as v — 0, where v is the renormalized 5-function strength. (This conclusion is
substantiated in the explicit calculation presented below.)

In dimensional regularization we require [28] all renormalized couplings to have the same
dimensions for all D as they do when D = 3. We write

D=3+e, (2.4)

and introduce an arbitrary unit of length £. (It is more customary [28] to use a unit of mass
1, but obviously ¢ = 1/u, and we stick with £.) Bare quantities are expressed in terms of
renormalized ones by

pp = L*7'%¢, (2.5)

iy = i+ 26)

3



J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 45 (2012) 374026 D J Toms

A =L7(A +68A), 2.7

hg = €*(h + 8h), (2.8)

g8 = (g+9), (2.9)

Ap = L°(\ 4+ 68)0), (2.10)

vg = v + v, (2.11)

yg =L (y +8y), 2.12)

op =L (0 + 80). (2.13)
We write the field renormalization constant Z as

Z=1+434Z, (2.14)
and all counterterms are expanded in powers of 7, the loop counting parameter:

8C = hsC™V + 1?6C® + ..., (2.15)

Here C denotes a generic quantity that occurs in (2.6)—(2.14). The counterterms §C W sc® ..
are chosen to contain pole terms in € that cancel the various poles arising in the effective action
order by order in the loop expansion.

The effective action can be evaluated in the loop expansion in a suitable form for a
discussion of renormalization as described by Jackiw [29]. Here we follow the formalism used
to consider renormalization in curved spacetime [22, 30]. The only added feature here is the
presence of Syary. This affects the Green function, as well as the interaction vertices beyond
that occurring for the bulk theory. The basic step is to write

¢=¢+h"y, (2.16)

with ¢ the background field. Results (2.5)—(2.14) are used in (2.2) and (2.3), all counterterms
are expressed as in (2.15) and the result expanded out to a consistent order in h. Standard
functional methods then generate the loop expansion of the effective action. The result can be
expressed as

I'lg] = S[@] + guln(zzé) + h<1 — exp (—%Sim>>, (2.17)

where A is the operator that defines the Green function following from the second functional
derivative of the action functional with respect to the field evaluated at the background field.
(See (2.18) and (2.19) below.) The terms of cubic and higher orders in the field, as well as the
counterterms, are defined as the interaction part of the action Sj,; and treated perturbatively. The
angular brackets in (2.17) denote an evaluation using Wick’s theorem with only one-particle
irreducible graphs kept. We define

(P(D)P(x)) = Gy (x, X)), (2.18)

where
A
[— O+m? + g + EgzZ +v8(y — a)i| Gy(x,x) = 8(x, ). (2.19)
We can express Siy in terms of & by defining

1
S = R'2A (@, Y] + hAs[@, ¥] + O(R). (2.20)
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In our case,

A= / dD“x% g+ 2300} ¥ (), 2.21)

A 1 1 } 1 _
Ay=t(¢ f dP*x {Ew“ + §8m2(])1ﬁ2 + ESg(])(p(x)wz + st“)wz(x)wz}
1
+e*f/ dPx=svMy2. (2.22)
y=a 2

The only difference with what happens in the absence of a §-function potential is the presence
of the last term in A,, and an alteration of the Green function. (Of course the alteration of the
Green function affects the evaluation of the effective action considerably.)

Expanding the effective action to two-loop order results in (see [31] for a review)

_ 1
I'[¢] = S[@] + ;trln(ﬁzA) + 2 ((A2> - §(A$>> +..

h _
=Slel+ 3 trin(¢?A) + #°T® 4 ... (2.23)
where

A 1
r® =y / dDHx{gG%(x, x) + §3m2(1)Gv(x, x)
L= o
+§8g @x)G,(x, x) + ZM @ (X)Gy(x, x)

1
A / deE(Sv(l)Gv (x, x)
y=a

1 —L€ / - - / /
-5t / A"l d? Y [g + 2@ ()]Ig + AP ()]G (x, X') (2.24)
gives the two-loop contribution to the effective action. The next two subsections will examine

the one- and two-loop divergences of the effective action that we have obtained.

2.1. One-loop effective action

The one-loop part of the effective action (2.23) involves
r = lun@a). (2.25)

In order to deal with this expression using dimensional regularization, we can differentiate
with respect to m? and use the fact that the inverse of A is the Green function as defined by
(2.19). We find

%rm = %/dD“va(x, x). (2.26)
It is sufficient to compute G, (x, x) with constant background fields, since using the derivative
expansion and power counting shows that there can be no pole terms that involve derivatives
of the background field at one-loop order. (This reflects the well-known result that field
renormalization is first required at two-loop order. See [31] for a proof of this using the
derivative expansion of the effective action.) We can then use the result in (A.3) with m?
replaced by

A
M* =m® +gp+ 5@% (2.27)
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¢ is now regarded as constant. Use of (A.3) gives us
9 [ d’p
— T =_y / d /—G YY), 2.28
Py 27, Y | Gy (P Y. y) (2.28)

where Vp = f dPx is the volume associated with x,. If we use the result in (A.16) the
integration over y may be performed with the result

a 1 d®p L
— T =_v, | —={ — coth(Lw,/2
om? 2P| r)p {Zw,, coth(Lew,/2)
_ _ v[Lw, + Sinh(f,a)p)] ' (2.29)
8w3 sinh® (Lw,/2)[1 + o coth(Lw,/2)]

Note that because of the replacement of m? with M? in (2.27), we should use w, = ( p2 +M*H1/?
here.

If we are only interested in the pole part of I'") to discuss the renormalization, then
we may study the large p behaviour of the integrand. If we denote the pole part of ') by
PP(I"D), then it follows that

9 ppr) = Ly, pp @p L v (v B (2.30)
am? 2P Qm)P | 2w, 4o} 2w, ’ ’

Terms that have been dropped here decay exponentially for large p. Although they contribute
to the finite part of I'"), they make no contribution to the poles. Using the definitions in (B.1)
and (B.5), and using the recursion relation (B.4) shows that

9 oppmy_ L L ¥ L
s PP(I) = 2V PP<21(1) 13+ 1) = 15 +--). 2.31)

Because of the simple dependence of M? on m?, using (B.2) results in

PP(r'V) = _%VD(M)*D/2 PP{ Lr1/2-D72) (M?)P/2+1/2

2 r'(1/2)
_EM(MZ)D/271/2 U_ZF(I _D/Z) (MQ)D/Z,I
(3/2) 8 T(©)
_vTG/2=D/2) . pposp }
6 TG M) L (2.32)

The next term to that indicated will be finite as D — 3 and therefore contains no pole. By
taking D = 3 4 € and expanding about ¢ = 0 we find
Vi
9672¢
Given the form of the counterterms in (2.5)—(2.15), with §Z) = 0 and ¢ constant, we
have the one-loop counterterm part of the action as

PP(r?) = BLM* + 6uM? — v%). (2.33)

1 1 1
S = hV3L{E8m2(“gE2 +8A" +8nVg + §5g(1)g53 + 55)&”@4}

1
+hV3{§8v(”¢2 +5y“>¢>+5a“>}. (2.34)

Note that [ d*x = WL identifies the bulk part of the action and the L-independent part
identifies the boundary part. Using the expression for M? in (2.27) in the pole part of the
one-loop effective action in (2.33), it is easy to show that the resulting effective action is finite
as € — 0 if we choose the counterterms to be

m*

SAD = —
3272€’

(2.35)
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2

sh = - 2.36
1672¢ ( )
1
sm*M = — 5 m? + &), (2.37)
72e
3rg
SgV = — , 2.38
& 1672¢ ( )
312
salh) = — 2.39
16m2e (239
AV
s = , 2.40
v 16m2e (240
sy = — 28 2.41
v 1672%€¢ (@41
1
so = — v m* — —v? (2.42)
16m2e 6

The counterterms that enter the boundary part of the action all vanish as v — 0 as would be
expected. The counterterms that enter the bulk part of the action agree with the more general
case considered in [22].

2.2. Two-loop effective action

The complete two-loop effective action was given in (2.24). It has not been possible to
evaluate even the pole part of this expression for the general scalar field theory that we
have been considering. The difficulty with performing a complete renormalization calculation
concerns the extraction of the complete pole part of Gf, (x, x'), a problem that we were not able
to overcome due to the complicated nature of the Green function. Instead we will examine
the simpler, but still significant, task of renormalizing the vacuum energy for a A¢* theory
obtained by setting 7 = g = 0 and taking the background scalar field to vanish (¢ = 0). With
this simplification, we find

A 1
re® =g / dD“x{gG%(x, x) + E&mz(”Gv(x, x)} + E‘G/
Yy

—a

1
deESU(l)Gv(x,x). (2.43)

We have already described how to extract the pole part of G, (x, x) in section 2.1. At two-
loop order we have the one-loop counterterms §m*" and §v" multiplying G, (x, x), resulting
in poles that involve the finite part of G, (x, x). Such poles, should they not cancel, will involve
complicated non-local expressions and would render the theory non-renormalizable with local
counterterms. A necessary part of the analysis will be to show that all such non-local poles
cancel between the three terms of '® given in (2.43).

We have given G, (x, x) in (A.17) with G, (p; y, y) given in (A.16) for the case of periodic
boundary conditions. Because our main focus is on how the presence of a §-function potential
changes the renormalization calculation, in order not to complicate the analysis unnecessarily,
we willlet L — oo. (The presence of a finite L leads to more complicated non-local divergences
as known in the absence of §-function potentials from [32, 33]. It is possible to show that in
this more complicated setting all non-local divergences still cancel as we describe below for
infinite L, although we omit the details of this here for simplicity.) With the limit L — oo
taken in (A.16) we have

1 v v \ 7!
Gy(piy,y) = — — — [ 1+ — ~2ly=dlwp 2.44
Py, y) 2wy 4 ( + 2w,,> € (2.44)
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This is the result that we would have found had we simply chosen not to adopt periodic
boundary conditions over a finite interval and taken the whole real line instead.

The evaluation of the Green function expressions that enter the two-loop part of the
effective action in (2.43) is described in appendix B. The first two terms, that contain an
integral over y as well as over x , give rise to bulk counterterms (ones that multiply LV3) as
well as surface counterterms (ones that multiply V3 but that are independent of L). Because
the one-loop counterterms §m>(" and §v") multiply G, (x, x), we must include the finite part
of G, (x, x) in order to calculate the complete pole terms of the effective action. From (B.2),
with D = 3 + €, we have

m2 m? m?
m
12)= ——+---, (2.46)
4
1G) = — — L 2.47
()——E—H[H<E>+){|+“w (2.47)

upon expansion about € = 0. (The ellipsis indicates terms of order € that cannot lead to poles
in the effective action, although they may contribute to the finite part.)

If we temporarily ignore the surface term in I'®), and use the expression found earlier for
sm?>M given in (2.37), it is possible to show that

am? Amu? Avm?

5127T462L+ 51273 512me

03 n Avm? Av3 1 m2e?
— — n
1024742 512n%e  1024m%e 47

4

1—~(2)/V3 - _

v p 1 )
~3IonZe —— Ky (v) +£7€ d x§5v G,(x, x) (2.48)
y=a

contains the pole part of the two-loop effective action. The bulk term, the first term proportional
to L, involves only a local divergence that can be dealt with by a local counterterm. In this
bulk term, all of the dependence on y and In(m%€2) that occur at intermediate stages of the
calculation has cancelled, but there are observed to be divergences that involve In(m?€?) in
the surface term. In addition, there is a non-local divergence proportional to the integral K4 (v)
present.

The surface contribution (the last term on the right hand side of (2.48)) involves

Avm? Avm?

]
50" G, (x, x) |,y = — -
260V e e = =55 53 T Sioe

n 23 n 203 Avm? ! m>e?
— n
512m4€? 102474 51274 47
v
512 Ze
if we use (2.40) for svV and (B.6). If we use the result found in (2.49) back in (2.48) it can
be seen that the non-local divergences that involve K4 (v) cancel, and that the dependence on
In(m?¢?) also cancels. We are left with the simple expression
am? 23 rvm?
L+ -
512m4e? 102474e2  256m4€?
as the pole part of I'®. The first term on the right hand side represents the bulk divergence,
present even when there is no §-function potential, and the other two terms represent the

——Ky(v) +- (2.49)

F(Z)/V3 - _ (2.50)

8
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poles on the surface. Note that the presence of the contribution from the one-loop surface
counterterm, that involved the renormalized strength of the §-function, was crucial in obtaining
a cancellation of the non-local divergences.

The divergences present in (2.50) can be seen to be removed by the choice of two-loop
vacuum energy counterterm

4
SAPY = 51’;% (2.51)
and the renormalized surface density
56@ — AV v? 2
o —m<1—m>. (2.52)

This presents a complete proof that to two-loop order the vacuum energy density is
renormalizable, and we have computed the necessary counterterms to do this.

3. Vacuum energy

In this section we will compute the vacuum energy density to one-loop order for a complex
scalar field ® in a §-function potential. We will allow the boundary condition on the field to
depend on an arbitrary change of phase around the circle:

®(—L/2) = "D (L/2). 3.1
Here 0 < « < 1is the arbitrary phase factor. The case @ = 0 corresponds to periodic boundary
conditions, while « = 1/2 corresponds to antiperiodic boundary conditions. We will look at
how « enters the expression for the vacuum energy density.

Similar calculations without a §-function potential present were performed some time
ago. Of special interest is the paper of Ford [34], where it was remarked that the situation
is the same as coupling a scalar field to a constant gauge potential, with the case of « = 0
corresponding to a vanishing gauge field unstable for spinor fields. This was later generalized
to non-Abelian gauge theories [35], and Hosotani [36] showed that by computing an effective
potential as a function of « it was possible to break non-Abelian gauge symmetries. More
recent work [37] has studied this mechanism in the brane-world setting where §-function
potentials arise naturally.

The generalization of (2.26) to the complex scalar field case is obtained simply by
multiplying by 2 (to account for the fact that a complex field can be represented by two real
fields) and changing the boundary conditions on the Green function to reflect (3.1):

o L/2 de
O r —va /W6v<p;y,y>. (32)

8m2 L/2

From (A.12) we find
vGo(p; y, A)Go(p; @, y)

G s ) — Gt ) , 3.3
Py y) o(p; Y, y) 1 +vGy(p; a, a) o

where Gy (p; y,y') is given by (A.13) with

2
oj = Tn(j +a) (3.4)

and ) = p* + m” as before. From (A.13) it is easy to see that

L/2 0 1 5
f dyGo(p; y. a)Go(pra.y) = Y L (0F + )
-L2 Pl
0 > 1 2 2\ —1
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This leads to
) _ p@ (1
r=r_,+T

= surf?

(3.6)

where

@€ _ 2(.2 2
r=vp »_ / 5 [((07 + )] 3.7)
Jj=—00
is the term present in the case of v = 0, corresponding to the absence of a §-function potential,
and

M d®p Vo 2, oyl
1—‘surf =Vp (2m)P Inj 1+ Z Z (aj + wp) (3.8)
Jj=—00
is the ‘surface’ contribution to the effective action coming from the §-function potential.
The sum over j in (3.8) is easily evaluated by contour integral methods [38] to give

Z %(sz " CU,%)_I _ 1 sinh(Lw,) (3.9)

= - 2_a)p cosh(Lw,) — cos(2rar)

The pole part of Fflir)f as D — 3 can be analysed as described in section 2 above.
The Fl()lz)o term can be related to the function evaluated first by Ford [34]. (See [31] for a
textbook treatment.) If we define

o0
FOsa,b)= Y [(n+a) +b17 (3.10)
n=—0o0
then after suitable analytic continuation
r(h—1/2) _
F(x; a,b) =n”sz/(bz>”2 Y+ fila, b), (3.11)
where
R .
fila, b) = 4sin(m\)f dx (&% — bH) R[>t _ 71, (3.12)
b

It is straightforward to show that

D\ (27\" D L
I = —VptP=3 (4m)~P"’r (—5) (%) F (—5; o, ’;—n> , (3.13)

and that poles come only from the first term on the right hand side of (3.11) when used
in (3.13).

A full renormalization calculation can be performed as we have described in section 2.
However, our aim in this section is to study the role that « and v play in the expression for the
vacuum energy density. To do this we will simply compare the vacuum energy for general «
with that for « = 0. (A detailed analysis of the « = 0 case was given in [13] and will not be
repeated here.) Because ') = Vj,Lp with p the vacuum energy density, or effective potential,
we have

p=p(a)—p0) (3.14)
as the difference between the @ % 0 and o = 0 cases. A bit of calculation shows that
o0
2m2Ap = / dyy(y? — m212)'?
mL
wml? +vL/2 —2ye¥ cos(2ma) + (y — vL/2) e ¥
(1—eM)y+vL/2— (y—vL/2)e™]

(3.15)

10



J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 45 (2012) 374026 D J Toms

5,
4,
Q.
ﬁq 37
o™
B
(@
2,
1,
0 0.2 0.4 06 0.8 1

o

Figure 1. This shows plots of 272L*j as a function of «, the parameter that determines the
boundary conditions, for three different values of mL. The top curve is the result for m = 0.
The middle and lower curves are the results for mL = 1 and mL = 3 respectively. In all cases the
maximum occurs at « = 1/2 as the analytic proof described in the text shows. The energy density
decays exponentially with mL.

This same result can be found by the more tedious and lengthy process of expanding about
the pole at D = 3, removing the poles with counterterms as described in section 2, or else by
adopting ¢-function regularization where no poles occur [13].

If we view p as a function of «, it is easy to show from (3.15) that for 0 < a < 1, p has
a global minimum at ¢ = 0 (or @ = 1) and a global maximum at @ = 1/2. Thus, the case of
antiperiodic boundary conditions leads to the maximum energy density, a conclusion that is
the same as in the absence of a §-function potential [39, 34] although the actual expressions
for the energy density differ of course. In figure 1 we show the result of evaluating (3.15)
numerically for different values of mL, but with vL kept fixed. The vacuum energy decays
exponentially with mL exactly as in the case with no §-function potential present [35].

We can also study what happens if the strength of the §-function potential v is varied. For
simplicity we will set m = 0 and o = 1/2. The result is plotted in figure 2 as the solid curve.
If we take vL >> 1, it is possible to obtain the following asymptotic expansion for p in (3.15)
for m = 0 but « general:

72sin’(ra)
4ul?

~ 4
o= {1 — 15vL[29 —cosRra)]

2
+3TL2[86 +372 428 — %) cosra) + (10 — 7?) cos(dmwar)] + - - - }
v

(3.16)
For the case of o = 1/2 this is plotted as the dotted line in figure 2.
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Figure 2. The solid line shows the result of 272L*5 as a function of vL/2 found from (3.15) in
the case m = 0 and oo = 1/2. The dotted line shows the same result found using the asymptotic

expansion in (3.16). The agreement between the analytic and numerical results become very good
once vL is sufficiently large.
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Figure 3. The solid line shows the result of 272L*5 as a function of vL/2 found from (3.15) in
the case m = 0 and @ = 1/2. The dotted line shows the same result found using the asymptotic
expansion in (3.17). Note that the range is shown over 6-8.5 rather than extending to 0 to exaggerate
the difference between the two curves. As vL decreases, the agreement becomes excellent.
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We can also analyse the case where vL is small and obtain a reliable asymptotic expansion.
The analysis is reasonably involved, so we will simply quote the result. If vL/2 « 1 we find
from (3.15) that (again taking m = 0 and @ = 1/2 as an example)

p = T+ T - BRL? 4+, (3.17)

where f ~ 0.028 8734 is the result of a numerical evaluation of a simple integral of the
exponential integral form. Contributions of the next order in (3.17) can also be found and
involve non-analytical terms of order (vL)*? and (vL)? In(vL). The fact that 5 is not analytical
at v = 0 is what complicates attempts to calculate the asymptotic expansion. Similar non-
analyticity has been seen in the earlier calculations of [10] in similar settings and indicates the
futility of trying to use a naive perturbative approach about v = 0 (corresponding to treating
the §-function potential as a perturbative interaction). To demonstrate the utility of (3.17) we
plot the approximation (shown as the dotted line) against a numerical evaluation of the exact
result (shown as the solid line) in figure 3.

4. Discussion and conclusions

We have considered the case of an interacting field theory in a non-simply connected
spacetime in the presence of a §-function potential. The necessity for a proper inclusion
of boundary interaction terms for renormalizability was discussed. The required counterterms
were computed, using dimensional regularization, to one-loop order, and some consideration
was given to the two-loop counterterms. It was shown why the complete two-loop calculation
was difficult. We then showed how to obtain the effective potential for a complex scalar
field with general boundary conditions around a compact spatial dimension, generalizing
earlier such studies. A number of approximations were obtained using analytical methods and
compared with a numerical evaluation of the exact result for the effective potential in certain
cases. In particular, the case of a weakly coupled §-function potential was shown to result in
a non-analytic expression for the vacuum energy that will not show up if a normal weak-field
perturbative approach is used.

There are a number of future directions that are worthy of attention. The first is to find a
method to obtain the complete set of boundary counterterms to two-loop order, and if possible
to proceed beyond two-loop order. In particular it would be of interest to see if the non-
analyticity seen in the é-function vacuum energy could affect the renormalization procedure
at higher orders. It would also be of interest to examine how the analysis presented here is
modified if there is more than one §-function present, or if the §-functions are more than one-
dimensional. The case of spherical §-functions relevant for spherical or cylindrical boundary
problems is also of some interest. Having a more complete analysis of the counterterms would
enable a renormalization group study to be performed and further illustrate the role of the
surface divergences. Finally we mention that it is of interest to examine the complete stress—
energy tensor for the interacting case, complementing the free field cases that have been done.
Some work has been done on this [43].
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Appendix A. Green functions

In this appendix we describe a method for calculating the Feynman Green function in the
presence of one-dimensional §-function potentials that generalizes [3]. An earlier evaluation
of the one-dimensional Green function using an entirely different approach was given by [40],
and by [2] for scalars and spinors. Take a (D + 1)-dimensional spacetime with spacetime
coordinates x* = (x,,y) and adopt a Euclidean metric. Here y is used to distinguish the
coordinate that enters the §-functions. Take the potential to be

Vo) =Y ub(.a), (A.1)
i=1

where the v; are constants and a; give the locations of the -function singularities. In the case
where y runs over the finite range [—L/2, L/2] with y = —L/2 identified with y = L/2, we
assume that —L/2 < a; < L/2foralli=1,...,n.

We now wish to solve for the Green function G, (x, x") defined as the fundamental solution

to

(=O4m* + V())Gy(x, ') = 8(x, x). (A.2)
Write

dPp . ,
1y — ip-(x, =X ) . /

Gy(x,x) = WGP MGy (P, Y- (A.3)

It then follows from (A.2) that
82 / /

[—8—y2+w,%+V(y>} Gy(p;y,y) =80y, (A4)
where

w, = (p* +m*)'%. (A.5)

With V (y) given as in (A.1) we can use the §-functions to set y = a; in G, (p; y, '), thereby
obtaining

82 / / « /
[_a_yz + wf,] Gy(p; 3, Y) =8(0y) = Y _vid(, a)Gy(p; ai, y). (A.6)
i=1
Now define Gy (p; y, ¥') to be the solution to (A.6) with v; = 0; that is, for no §-functions
present. This means that

82
[—ﬁ + wf,] Go(p; 3, ¥) =80, Y. (A7)
y
We can set y = g; in (A.7) and then use this to eliminate §(y, ;) in (A.6). Rearranging the
result gives
82 n
[—ﬁ + wf,} Gu(p; ) + Y _viGo(p; y, a)Go(p; @i, y) | = 8(3,). (A.8)
Y i=1
Since the solution to (A.7) should be unique (given the boundary conditions) we may identify
the expression in braces in (A.8) with Go(p; y, ). This gives us

Go(p: 3.3 + D i Go(p; y, a)Gu(p; ai, y') = Go(p; 3, ¥). (A.9)

i=1

14
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If we sety = a; in (A.9) we find

Z{Su +v;iGo(p; aj, a)}Gy(p; ai, y') = Go(p; aj, y). (A.10)

i=1

This gives us a set of equations that determines G, (p; a;, ¥') that occurs in (A.9) in terms
of Go(p; y,y'). Thus we obtain G,(p; y,y’) from a knowledge of the Green function in the
absence of a -function potential.

In the simplest case of a single §-function potential (n = 1 in (A.10)) it is easy to see that

Go(p;a,y)

s (A.1D)
1 +vGo(p; a,a)

Gy(p;a,y) =

This gives us

. . /

Gy(p:y.¥) = Go(pi y.y) — ”GOI(i . G"jgffa“) D, (A.12)
if we use (A.9). The case of more than one §-function potential can be dealt with in a similar
manner, although of course the details become more involved. For example, it is straightforward
to recover the Green function for two § functions used by Milton [10].

For the present paper we are concerned with a single §-function, and assume —L/2 <
y < L/2 with the endpoints identified. For the case of periodic boundary conditions we have

oo

| _
Go(p: . y) = Z 7 N TR (A.13)
Jj=—00
where
—ZNJ (A.14)
g; = . .
L

Note that Gy (p; y, y') can only depend on |y — y'|, a result that is easily seen by relabelling j to
—j in the sum. The sum over j can be computed using contour integral methods to give [41]
1 cosh (%a)p —wply — y’|)

G Y, / - . AlS
o(ps 3 y) 2w, sinh(%a)p) ( )

This expression is sufficient to determine G, (p; y, ¥') and hence the full Green function in the
presence of a §-function potential. Note that as L — oo we recover the flat spacetime result
of Go(p; y,y) = e "1/ Q2w)).

We are mainly concerned with the coincidence limit of the Green function. From (A.12)
and (A.15), we find

o vGy(p; y, @)
Gu(Pay’)’)—Go(P’y’Y) 1+vG0(p;a,a)
1 L v cosh? [(£ — |y — al)w,]
= ——coth [ — - — . A.l6
20, <2‘“”> 402 sinh? (S,)[1 + 72 coth (5,)] (A10)

The coincidence limit of the Green function is then obtained from (A.3),

dPp
Gy (x, x) Z/WGU(IJ; ¥, (A.17)

with (A.16) used on the right-hand side.
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Appendix B. Evaluation of some integrals

We define
dPp —u
I(O[) = Wa)p s (Bl)

where w, = (p*+m?)'/?. Making use of the standard integral representation for the I'-function
[41] it is easy to show that
ppl (%) 2\ (D—a)/2
I(@) = (4) P2 — 2= (m?) P02, (B.2)
r(3)
This is a standard result of dimensional regularization [42].
We also define

K, _/de (14— R B.3
w(v) = W%,( ﬁ) . (B.3)

It is simple to show that K, (v) satisfies the recursion relation
v
K,(v) =1(n) — 3 w1 (), (B.4)

where I(n) is defined as in (B.1). We are concerned with the case D — 3 in this paper, and
simple power counting shows that K, (v) is finite as D — 3 for n > 4. The recursion relation
(B.4) enables us to isolate the divergent parts of K, (v) in terms of the simpler integral given
in (B.1) and (B.2).

With these preliminaries over, we can now evaluate the divergent parts of the Green
function expressions that enter the two-loop vacuum energy. First of all, in the large L limit,
from (A.16) and (A.17) we have

o dp | L v v\ [ e
d Gv s = — |1 + — d —2|y—alw,
/_m Y Gulx. 1) / Q)P |20, 402 ( 2w,,) f_oo e

L v de D) vy\—1
= EI(l) 1 —(271)pr (a)p + E)

L1y - 2w
=— - =-K;3(v

2 47
~ Ly - Yo+ Yk B.5)
~2 4 g v '
In the last line we have used (B.4). The result in (B.5) is exact. The first two terms contain

poles as D — 3 and the last term is finite.
We also need

Gotw. Do = [ {L-sz <1+L)1}
v y=a Qr)P | 20w, 477 2w,
1 v
= 51(1) - ZKz(U)
_ LYo v—21(3) _ U—3K4(v). (B.6)
2 4 8 16

Any poles can come only from the first three terms on the right-hand side as Ky (v) is finite as
D — 3.

16
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Finally, we need ff/ 2 dy G% (x, x). We can use (A.16) and (A.17) to show in the limit of

L2
L — oo that
L2 L2 dP dP 1 -1
/ dy Gi (x,x) = dy pD qD{ _ v > (1 4 L) e 2y—dalwy
-2 "y Q2m)P Q)P (4wpw,  4opw; 2w,
2 -1 -1
Y w22 v v ~ly—al(wp+o,)
—_— 1 R 1 - ) pTWq
+ 16a)p “q ( + Za)q> ( + Za)p) ¢
L v
= 7D = 1K @) +J, (B.7)
with
v? dp d?¢ ., , v\ v\ 7!
=— | — — L %021+ — 1+ — -1 B.8
16 J (2m)P (Zn)Dw/’ “aq ( + qu> < + 2wp) (wp + @) (B.3)

The only complication is the evaluation of J, because the double integral does not factorize. If
we consider the integral over ¢ first it is easily seen that

qu _ v\ _ 2 2 vy—!
f a)2<1+—> (a)p—l—wq)lzza)pll(l)—;(a)p——) K (v)

2m)P 4 2w, 2
=) vy —! dPq 1
+o, <w,,—5) /W(wp+wq) . (B.9)
If we use (B.9) in (B.8), we find that
v 1
J= gl(l)Ka(v) - 4—UK1(U) [K1(v) + K (—v) = 2[(1)] + J1, (B.10)
where
v? d’p 2 2V -
=— | —ow; - — Fi(p), B.11
=16 ] @ <w,, 4> 1(p) (B.11)
with

dPq .

We only require the pole part of J for the divergent part of the effective action. It is easy to
show that

Fi(p) =1(1) — 0pl(2) + 031 (3) — w, F>(p) (B.13)
with
Ay = [ Y9, -1 B.14
2(p) = (2H)qu (wg +wp) ™. (B.14)
F,(p) is finite as D — 3, and in setting D = 3 we find
) 1/2 ) 1/2
_m L, m (9 Wp @p
E((p) = Ewp — ﬁwp + pr (W -1 In . + ol 1 . (B.15)

Using (B.13) and (B.15) in (B.11) results in
2 3
I = ;-21(1) [Ks(v) + Ky (—v)] + %I(m [Ky(v) — Ky(—v)]

4 2 2

v mv v
+@1(3) [K4(v) + K4(—v)] — 64_711(3) + ml(z)
mv? vt
+2567t [K4(v) — Ky(—v)] + 35672 [Ks(v) + K4(—v)]
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1 172
mv? ®p f, VP o
- 2 % \“~ P
32 2m) 4 m

" w2 1/2
xIn| =L+ (—” - 1) . (B.16)
m

m2

This result is exact. We are only after the pole part of J, and hence J;, so we can drop all terms
that are finite as D — 3. Of the expressions /(1), I(2) and 1(3), only /(1) and I(3) contain
poles as D — 3. K4(&£v) is finite as D — 3. The only remaining question concerns the last
term in (B.16) as D — 3. To see the pole structure of this integral, expand the integrand in
powers of w,. Terms that fall off with w, faster than a);“ will converge as D — 3. We find

-1 2 1/2 2 1/2
dew—l wz_v_2 &—1 In ﬂ+ &_1
Qm)b P P g m2 " 2

o [ 9P
) @np
where terms that are finite as D — 3 have been dropped. From (B.1) it is easy to see that

{0, InQw,/m) +---}, (B.17)

D
/ (;T—;’Dw;“ nw, = —1I'(a). (B.18)
Because 1(2) is finite (after regularization) as D — 3, so is I’(2). This means that (B.17) is
finite after regularization as D — 3. We conclude that the last term of (B.16) does not contain
any pole terms.
Retaining only terms that can contain poles as D — 3, we find from (B.10) that
2 4

J= 2 ioic) - 23y - ™)+ L 1)k w) + B.19
—1—6()() 3—2() %() 3—2()4(0) (B.19)

Liberal use of the recursion relation (B.4) has been made here. It is noteworthy that all of the
terms that involve K(—v) at intermediate stages of the calculation have cancelled. The result
for (B.7) becomes

L/szZ( _Lpay— Vi + Lk L e
/;L/Z y Ux,x)—4 (1) 4()()+8 ()4(v)+16()()
ey - ™ e Y k) 4 (B.20)

2 647 2

Again terms that are finite as D — 3 have been dropped. The presence of non-local pole
terms coming from /(1) and /(3) multiplying K4 (v) can be noted. Such terms must cancel for
renormalizability with local counterterms, and it is shown in section 2.2 that this is the case.
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