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Most renormalization groups studied heretofore are linear, in that the block-spin variables are linearly
related to the old spin variables. These renormalization groups all require an adjustable parameter that
must be properly fixed in order that the renormalization-group transformation have a useful fixed point.
Niemeijer and van Leeuwen, however, have investigated the critical behavior of the two-dimensional
Ising model with a nonlinear renormalization group, and find a fixed point without introducing such a
parameter. We introduce here another nonlinear renormalization group and study it in detail for the
Gaussian model. We find that (i) within certain limits, no such parameter need be adjusted in order to
reach a fixed point; (ii) an eigenvalue of the linearized transformation with no physical significance
depends on the nonlinearity of the transformation; and (iii) a physically significant eigenvalue is

unchanged (to the order examined).

I. INTRODUCTION

A successful renormalization-group approach!
to the determination of the singular behavior of a
physical system near its critical point requires
the construction of a renormalization-group trans-
formation appropriate to the problem, and the lo-
cation of a fixed point of the transformation re-
lated to the original Hamiltonian of the physical
system. We shall discuss here an element com-
mon to the structures of many renormalization
groups, a parameter in the transformation whose
value must be properly chosen in order to find an
interesting fixed point for the transformation.

It will be convenient to speak in terms of a spe-
cific physical system, a system of interacting
spins ¢ on a lattice which undergoes a ferromag-
netic transition at some critical temperature. To
determine the critical behavior of such a system
with the renormalization group, one first con-
structs a transformation T that converts the old
Hamiltonian of the system, j¢[c] (assumed to in-
clude the factor =1/k,T), into a new Hamiltonian
sl s],

se’[s]=7 {3elo]}, (1.1)

where 3¢'[ S] represents the effective interactions
between blocks of old spins now treated as single
new block spins S. This transformation has two
important properties. First, it must preserve the
partition function of the system; that is, the par-
tition function calculated from 3¢’[ S] must equal
the partition function for j¢[c]. Second, it must
have a nontrivial fixed point, a local Hamiitonian
Jc* (without long-range interactions), satisfying
the equation

3e* = 7 { 3¢*}, (1.2)

with the same critical behavior as the original
Hamiltonian, and to which the original critical
Hamiltonian is carried by repeated applications of
the transformation 7.

One example of such a transformation is dis-
cussed in Ref. 1. The old Hamiltonian is ex-
pressed as a function of the spin variables o3 in
momentum space (Fourier transforms of o7). The
transformation consists in carrying out the config-
uration sums for the partition function only over
the spin variables with | |>%, leaving unintegrated
the longer wavelength components. The new block-
spin variables S; are defined to be the unintegrated
old variables multiplied by a constant factor ¢7'.

This transformation is of the type that we shall
refer to as linear, because the transformation re-
lates the block-spin variables to the old spin vari-
ables linearly. More importantly, the spin-spin
correlation functions for 3[c] and 3¢’[ S] are also
linearly related. At the critical point of the sys-
tem, the behavior of both correlation functions is
characterized by the critical exponent n, and if the
transformation has a nontrivial fixed point, then
this relation fixes the adjustable parameter ¢ in
terms of n (another example is given later in this
paper). Thus, a fixed point cannot be found unless
¢ is appropriately fixed.

Another example of a renormalization-group
transformation appears in the work of Niemeijer
and van Leeuwen.? They define a transformation
for Hamiltonian functions of Ising spins (0 =+1) on
a triangular lattice. The lattice is divided up into
blocks containing three old spins each, and a block
spin is defined to be the sign of the sum of the old
spins in a block. This transformation is of the
type that we shall refer to as nonlinear, because
the block spins are not linearly related to the old
spins.?
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Linear and nonlinear renormalization-group
transformations differ considerably in their behav-
iors. For instance, although the linear transfor-
mation requires an adjustable parameter in order
to function properly, Niemeijer and van Leeuwen
succeeded in finding a fixed point without introduc-
ing such a parameter. In order to elucidate some
of these differences, we have examined a nonlinear
renormalization-group transformation whose qual-
itative differences from the linear transformation
can be determined from perturbation theory.

First, we introduce a linear transformation re-
lated to the transformation in Ref. 1. The trans-
formation has an adjustable parameter b that must
be fixed at a particular value b* in order that the
transformation have a fixed point. The transfor-
mation then has a line of fixed points (as did the
transformation in Ref. 1), parametrized by the
over-all normalization of the spins in the Hamil-
tonian, a parameter that has no physical signifi-
cance.

Next, a nonlinear transformation is introduced
with a second adjustable parameter ¢ in addition
to the parameter b, defined so that the transfor-
mation is linear for ¢ =0. When the behavior of
the new transformation is examined to first order
in ¢, two situations can be distinguished:

(i) For ¢<0, the parameter b may take any value
in region I of the parameter space indicated in Fig.
1, and a fixed point will be reached without trou-
ble. The transformation now has a single fixed
point for given b and ¢ rather than a line of fixed
points.

.
(0] c—

FIG. 1. Parameter space for the nonlinear renormal-
ization group transformation. For ¢ =0, the transforma-
tion is linear, and for b =b* it has a line of fixed points.
In region I, ¢ <0, the transformation has a single fixed
point that is reached without trouble, starting from the
original critical Hamiltonian. In region II, ¢ >0, the
fixed point can be reached only by appropriately adjusting
an unphysical parameter in the original Hamiltonian.

(ii) For ¢ >0, the parameter b may take any val-
ue in region II of Fig. 1, and the transformation
will have a fixed point, but it can in this case only
be reached by fixing a second, unphysical parame-
ter in the original Hamiltonian, the over-all nor-
malization of the spins.* Alternatively, one may
leave the original Hamiltonian alone, and adjust
the parameter b until a fixed point is found, as for
the linear transformation. Again, once b and c¢ are
chosen, the transformation will have a single fixed
point rather than a line of fixed points.

These conclusions follow from an examination of
the stability of the fixed points. If 5¢* is a fixed
point of the transformation 7, and a small pertur-
bation €0[o] is added to 3¢*[(0], then under the re-
peated application of the transformation, denoted
symbolically by T, we expect to observe behavior
like!

TH{3c* +e0}=3C* +e (AR RF +AZQRF++ ) +0(€?),
(1.3)

where the numbers A, 2 A, > --- are eigenvalues
of the transformation, and & o], &[o], etc.,
are eigenoperators. The terminology arises from
the behavior of the fixed point when perturbed in
the direction of an eigenoperator ®*:

T{3C* + eR*} =3C* + AeR* (1.4)

(to order ¢€).

Ordinarily, one expects to find an eigenvalue
greater than 1 associated with changing the tem-
perature of the original system. The eigenvalue
may be used to determine some of the critical ex-
ponents of the system.! The linear transformation
also has an eigenoperator with eigenvalue equal to
1 (a marginal operator) associated with changes
in the over-all normalization of the spins in the
original Hamiltonian. It originates from perturba-
tions in the direction along the line of fixed points
of the transformation. When the transformation
becomes nonlinear, this unphysical eigenvalue is
increased or decreased depending on the sign of
c, although the physically significant eigenvalue is
unaffected (to first order in ¢). This example con-
firms a result of the general analysis by Wegner,®
who concludes that there are two classes of eigen-
operators, one physically significant, the other
with eigenvalues that depend on the choice of re-
normalization group. The eigenvalue’s change is
responsible for the qualitative differences in the
behavior of the nonlinear transformations.

The nonlinear renormalization group transfor-
mation offers some noteworthy advantages over
the linear transformation in its application to sys-
tems like the Ising model.® The ability to locate
a useful fixed point without necessarily having to
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adjust a parameter in the transformation (as one
must in the linear case) is an obvious one. How-
ever, as we have seen above, one is not guaran-
teed success in this respect, and may in fact have
more trouble here than with the linear transfor-
mation. The freedom to adjust the parameters in
the transformation in order to minimize the
amount of interaction between distant spins in the
fixed-point Hamiltonian is another advantage,
since this can improve the accuracy of approxi-
mate calculations confined to a finite portion of
the lattice, as was the calculation of Niemeijer
and van Leeuwen.? On the other hand, the linear
renormalization group transformation is easy to
manipulate and its behavior readily predicted.
Which are the decisive factors for a renormaliza-
tion-group calculation will probably have to be de-

J

termined case by case.

In the following sections, we show in detail how
the above results were obtained. In Sec. II, the
linear continuous-spin renormalization-group
transformation is presented, and the line of fixed
points with mean-field behavior is located. In Sec.
III, the nonlinear transformation is introduced and
its fixed points examined to first order in ¢. Fur-
ther discussion of the results appears in Sec. IV.
Some details of the calculation are exhibited in the
Appendix.

II. LINEAR RENORMALIZATION - GROUP
TRANSFORMATION
We shall study renormalization-group transfor-
mations that act on the space of Hamiltonians used
in Ref. 1, assumed to have the form

welo)=const =3 [Lu,@osoz= [ [, [ [ #0088 805,05,0508, 0@, 48, 4G, +8)- -0, @D
q 4,734,739,/ 4,

with 0 ;=0%*; taking all complex values, where { is
a momentum vector in d dimensions, and with

fﬁ_ﬂ d'q, (2.22)
q lql=1

atq=(2m)tdyq, (2.2b)
8@ =@ 6?9@). (2.2¢)

As explained in Ref. 1, the requirement that 3[o]
contain only local interactions between spins in co-
ordinate space imposes some constraints on the
analyticity of the functions u,(d), «,d,,d,,d,, 4.),
etc. In particular, the function u,(§) must be an
analytic function of the components of § at § =0.

The transformation that we shall examine first
is parametrized by a and b:

e S1=1, [s]e¥lo), (2.3)

Ta,s [ Slexp{iclo]}= L exp(—%a JEIS; -b0g, |2>

x exp{iclol}, (2.4)

where fo denotes integration over the real and
imaginary parts of all spin variables 03.”7 A few
points should be noted about this transformation.
First, the parameter a is to some extent super-
fluous, since results obtained for one value of a
may be related to results for another value of a
(and a different Hamiltonian) by an appropriate
scale change in the spins ¢ and S. We shall never-
theless keep it. Second, the transformation in Eq.
(2.4) is a simple extension of the renormalization-
group transformation of Ref. 1, and equivalent to

r

it when a is taken to infinity, aside from normal-
ization factors, which will be consistently ignored
throughout this paper, since they do not affect any
of the results. Half of the old spin variables o3
(those with | |>3) are integrated out, and the other
half are associated with new spin variables Sg,
with 0 < || <1. Finally, the transformation has
the desired property of preserving the partition
function of the system; that is, if one calculates
the partition function corresponding to the new
Hamiltonian 3¢’, by integrating over all of the spin
variables S on the left-hand side of Eq. (2.3), one
finds

jexp{:fC’[S]}=constxfexp{JC[o]},

where the constant comes from performing the in-
tegrals over the transformation kernel on the
right-hand side of Eq. (2.4) with respect to S;. The
value of the constant is independent of 5¢[o], and
has no effect on the calculation of thermodynamic
averages.

In order to find a fixed point of the transforma-
tion, we shall iterate it. The effect of repeated
application of the transformation to an arbitrary
Hamiltonian is easy to discover, since it only in-
volves integrals of Gaussian functions. It is rep-
resented by an effective transformation of the form

[7., )" exp{sclo]} = 7%, ,exp{sclo]} (2.5)
= joeXp<"%ak falsﬁ—bkca/l«kP)
x exp{3clal}, (2.6)
with
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a, =a(l =2952)/[1 = (2¢52)*], (2.72)
b, =b*, (2.70)
L,=2*. (2.7c)

The quantity L, is just the size of one of the blocks
now represented by a spin S.

The transformation of a Hamiltonian quadratic
in the spin variables,

selo)=~4 [ _p@ogo.z, (2.8)

may be carried out exactly, since the problem
separates into a product of Gaussian integrals.
After k transformations, the Hamiltonian (2.8)
becomes

exp{3®[s]} =7} ,exp{sclo]}
1 L2 p(@/Ly)S3S-3
‘exp< 2 f + BILE " + L2 p@/ Ly ) '
(2.9)

The transformation should have an interesting
fixed point, the Gaussian fixed point,' for

p@) =292 +wq*+:--; (2.10)
and, in fact, with the choice
b=bx=2"UrDr (2.11)

we are indeed led to a nontrivial fixed point in the
limit k-, If b should be chosen larger than b*,
the limit of 3¢® would vanish and its spin-spin
correlation functions diverge; if b should be chosen
smaller than b*, the limit of 3¢® would be a Ham-
iltonian describing a completely noninteracting
system of spins, and the correlation functions
trivial constants. In neither case would the fixed-
point Hamiltonian be of any use for obtaining criti-
cal exponents; for example, the large-distance be-
havior of the spin-spin correlation function for the
original critical Hamiltonian is deduced from the
similar behavior of the correlation function for the
fixed-point Hamiltonian. With b =b%*, the nontrivial
fixed point is

seXlo]=-3 f pXglzo_; (2.12)
q
with
p*(q)=2q%/[1 +429%/(3a)]. (2.13)

The fixed point is parametrized by the coefficient
z of g2 in p(q), and so we have, in fact, a line of
fixed points. The factor z in the original Hamilto-
nian determines to which fixed point the Hamilto-
nian is carried by the renormalization-group
transformation. The fixed points do not depend on
the value of w in Eq. (2.10); w is an irrelevant

variable.

That a fixed point can be found for only one
choice for b occurs for exactly the reason dis-
cussed in the Introduction. The transformation
(2.4) implies a linear relation between the new and
old spins. This may be made explicit by compar-
ing the spin-spin correlation functions of the orig-
inal and transformed Hamiltonians. The transfor-
mation (2.4) relates them, and this relation fixes
b when the transformation has a fixed point. To
see this, consider the correlation function for the
Hamiltonian 3¢’,

r'@s@+§)=(z)" fs S35z exp{acl ]},

(2.14)

where Z’ is the partition function for the Hamilto-
nian 3¢,

Z'= L exp{c’[s]}.

Use the definition of 3¢’[ S] in Eq. (2.4) to obtain

(2.15)

@)@ +§') = 2~ j S35¢

Interchange the order of integration, and change
the integration variables S3 to S} =Sg —b0y3,,. The
integral over Slﬁ may then be performed, and gives

I'@06@+3)= 270" | 03,005, exp {selo]}

+a”'6@@+q").

Using the definition of I'(§), we have the relation
we were seeking:

'@ =2's*rG/2)+a™'. (2.17)

At the critical point, if the correlation function
falls off with a power of the distance between the
spins, as »~@-2*" then I'(§) will have a singular-
ity at =0, I'()~¢™*". Equation (2.17) requires
that I’(4) likewise have such a behavior, and will
require such behavior of the spin-spin correlation
functions for each succeeding Hamiltonian gener-
ated by the transformation. When a fixed-point
Hamiltonian is reached, its spin-spin correlation
function must have such a singularity. But if Eq.
(2.17) is used at the fixed point, where I’ =T, then
it fixes the value of b:

(2.16)

b2 =2 r2=m (2.18)
The critical exponent 7 vanishes for the mean-
field theory, in agreement with our choice for b*
in Eq. (2.11).
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Equation (2.17) provides an example of a more
general characterization of a linear renormaliza-
tion-group transformation: A linear renormaliza-
tion-group transformation, because of its form,
relates the spin-spin correlation function of the
transformed Hamiltonian to that of the original
Hamiltonian.

We next investigate the stability of a fixed point
Jc* in the manner discussed in the Introduction. As
in Eq. (1.3), for small perturbations of the fixed
point, we expect to see behavior like

T%, b*ex**“’ =exp[ 3* +e(A*RF+ASR S +---)],
(2.19)

to first order in €. For perturbations quadratic in
the spin, it is simplest to use the results of Eq.
(2.9), where the effect of the iterated transforma-
tion is determined for any initial Hamiltonian
quadratic in the spin. For p=p*+06p, assuming 6p
to have the form

6p(q)=€(g®)", (2.20)
m any non-negative integer, one finds
3e® ~ gex — 40-mE g @* (2.21)
with
/%=1 [ [o*@)/P@* ooz (@22)
q

In Eq. (2.21) we have omitted terms that fall off
faster with k& than the one given.

As expected, there is one relevant eigenoperator
(R‘O”* of the transformation, with eigenvalue A,=4;
when the temperature of the original system is

T, , [Slexp{s[o]}= fc exp[-%a J

-
q

x exp{clo]}.

If one now returns to the derivation of the relation
between correlation functions given for Eq. (2.17),
and proceeds analogously with the new transforma-
tion T,,,, ., one finds that the terms in the trans-
formation proportional to ¢ lead to four- and six-
spin correlation functions in the right-hand side of
Eq. (2.17), in addition to the spin-spin correlation
function. The equation no longer provides a condi-
tion on the transformation parameters.

One would now like to know the fixed points of

—J

3
™ - - - - - - a
S§ =003, Cf, L f, °q1/2°q2/z°q3/25(ﬁ %)
QY47 45 i=1

moved slightly above the critical temperature, the
Hamiltonian develops a term that is increased in
size with each iteration. There is also a marginal
eigenoperator (R(f’* with eigenvalue A,=1. The
marginal eigenoperator originates from perturba-
tions in a direction along the line of fixed points of
the transformation (that is, for small changes in
z). Since any point on the line is fixed under the
transformation, a perturbation from one point to
another is left unchanged by the transformation,
and therefore has eigenvalue 1. Movement in the
direction of the marginal operator accompanies a
uniform shift in the normalization of the spin vari-
ables of the original Hamiltonian, which may also
be parametrized by z. Since this is merely a
change in the integration variables o when comput-
ing the partition function, it has no physical signif-
icance.

III. NONLINEAR RENORMALIZATION -GROUP
TRANSFORMATION

We have shown, in the derivation of Eq. (2.17),
that the form of the transformation in Eq. (2.4)
implies a relation between the spin-spin correla-
tion functions of the original Hamiltonian 3¢ and
the transformed Hamiltonian 3’, and that this re-
lation fixes the parameter b. We shall now alter
the transformation so that such a relation between
spin-spin correlation functions is no longer a con-
sequence of the form of the transformation. This
may be accomplished by introducing into the trans-
formation kernel of Eq. (2.4) a term cubic in the
old spin variables:

]

(3.1)

the new transformation, and the eigenvalues asso-
ciated with perturbations about the fixed point, but
we are unable to carry out analytically the inte-
grals required in Eq. (3.1). We therefore resort
to perturbation in the parameter c¢. It will prove
convenient to include a perturbation in the parame-
ter b as well. We write

Ta,b*+6b,6c=Ta,b*+6T1 (3-2)
with, to first order in 8b and 6c, from Eq. (3.1),

0T = j [abb J- (S3=b*03 5032 +abe 'L 'L J, L (83=0%03,003 /295,205 5(2 ﬁ)]
o g 479,797 9

X exp(—%a fﬁ’ ISE:—b*oa:mIz) ,

(3.3)
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where we have used the abbreviation 2§ =4 +§, +4,
+@d;, and where the integration f ; is to be per-
formed only after multiplication by the functional
on which 6T operates.

Just as in Sec. II, to find the position of the new
fixed point, we iterate the transformation. The
iterated form of the transformation, to first order
in &b and oc, is

R
Th vxisn,6c~To,ox+ 9 TarpxOTTy 3. (3.4)
1=1
Let us represent by 3C* a fixed point of the old
transformation T, ,* and by J¢* +63c* (if it exists)
the fixed point of the altered transformation
T., v*+ 65, 5c+ Since JC* represents a system at a
critical point, we require
* *, *
Tz,b*wa, 6cex _.eJC Ho% ’ (3.5)
in the limit # - «, and expanding both sides of Eq.

kR

1=1

> ThTix8TTL v exp{3ct= [kéb/b*+3 5 Z f

(8.5) to first order in 6b and 6c, we have

Z Th hx OTT. ) * exp{3C*}~ 63c* exp{3C*}.

(3.6)

We shall study the effect of the new transforma-
tion on the Gaussian fixed points, given in Eqgs.
(2.12) and (2.13). The calculation of the left-hand
side of Eq. (3.6) is in this case straightforward
but long, and a description of it is contained in the
Appendix. The calculation is carried out there
with the fixed-point Hamiltonian jC* on the left-
hand side of Eq. (3.6) replaced by an arbitrary
Hamiltonian 3C quadratic in the spin, like the one
in Eq. (2.8). Of the terms obtained in the Appen-
dix, we shall use here only those that, in general,
diverge in the limit k- <, when p(q) is set equal
to the fixed-point value p*(q) given in Eq. (2.13).
Those terms are, for d>2,

L,y < P(d /Lz 4a];-1>ddq’]

L} P(ﬁ/ L)

g - ®)
8 ja 535-3 [1+L2p@/Ly)/a, ] exp{ac®[s]}

+ other terms finite in the limit - =, (8.7

The limits on the integral over d’ are the limits
on the magnitude ¢’ = |§’|. For p=p* in Eq. (3.7),
the terms enclosed in large square brackets di-
verge in the limit £ - « unless

6b oc 3 a 1
- (d-— z d> 3.8)

where K, is proportional to the solid angle for a
d-dimensional space,

=(2m)*2n%2/1(d/2). (3.9)

Thus, for given values of 5b and 6c, we are able
to locate a fixed point of the transformation near
the old line of fixed points if we can choose z>0
satisfying Eq. (3.8). But there is no longer a line
of fixed points for 6¢ #0. The situation is illus-
trated graphically in Fig. 2, where the Hamilto-
nian space, though infinite in dimensions, is rep-
resented by only two axes, labeled by the coeffi-
cients Z and W in the expansion of u,(§) in expres-
sion (3.1) for a given Hamiltonian,

u,(d)=const+ Zg% +Wq*+--

The old line of fixed points parametrized by z is
indicated by the line in Fig. 2. By choosing z to

satisfy Eq. (3.8), we select one of the fixed points
of the old transformation, labeled A in the figure,
near the new fixed point, labeled B in the figure.
The position of the new fixed point with respect to
the old one is found by our perturbation procedure.

A

B % A t
4
Fixed/
Line
P
w —

FIG. 2. Projection of the Hamiltonian space defined in
Eq. (3.1) onto the W, Z axes in the expansion u,(J)
=Zq? +Wgq*+--+, for the quadratic-spin component of
a given Hamiltonian. The curve represents the line of
fixed points of the linear transformation of Sec. II. Point
B is the projection of the fixed point of the nonlinear
transformation, and point A the nearby point on the fixed
line singled out by Eq. (3.8), for given 6b and éc.
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Note, however, that the new fixed point is no long-
er a simple quadratic function of the spin vari-
ables. To this order in 6c, for example, 83C* con-
tains quartic polynomials in the spin (see Appen-
dix).

The requirement that Eq. (3.8) have a solution
z>0 restricts the values of b and 6c for which
the transformation T, ,*,s,,s. can have a fixed
point. To this order in perturbation theory, one
finds that the transformation will only have fixed
points for

J

8b< =K, bc/(dab*),
8 > ~K, bc/(dab*),

6c>0,

8¢ <0. 8.10)

These restrictions were illustrated in Fig. 1.
Given values of 60 and 6c¢ for which a fixed point
exists, we now wish to investigate its stability.
We shall adapt the procedure used in Sec. II to per-
turbation in 66 and 6c. If 3C* +63C* is a fixed point
of the transformation T, ,*, s 5., and we add to
the fixed point a perturbation €9, we expect, as in
Eq. (2.19), to see

T: ,,*+6b_5cem*+6w*+ee =exp{3c* +85C* +€[(A, +0A,F (RF+ORF) ++-+ ]}

~[1+83c* +e(A* +RA*16A,)R ¥ +€A% 6R F] exp{3e*}.

By comparing the results of the perturbation cal-
culation of the left-hand side of Eq. (3.11) with the
right-hand side, we can identify the change 6A in
an eigenvalue A.

Since we are only interested here in the largest
eigenvalues of the transformation, we may make
use of the results contained in Eq. (3.7). Choose

(3.12)

—

o(@) =p*(q) +er(q),

Th o*. 50,50 €Xp{ 3¢t ~exp{3c*} (1 +m*—%f*sas-a[
q

where we have neglected terms that fall off faster with & or are uninteresting for our purposes.

(3.11)

with the intention of using 7(g)=1 or 7(q) =¢?, and
let the parameter z in p*(q) satisfy Eq. (3.8). For
€ =0, the iterated transformation then carries the
Hamiltonian 3C* to the fixed point 3¢* + 53C*. For ¢
#0, the perturbation dominates the approach to the
fixed point, and one can easily identify the terms
corresponding to the largest eigenvalues. Upon
substituting the choice (3.12) for p(qd) in Eq. (3.7),
we find

on the right-hand side of Eq. (3.7) that were omitted there are again of no interest here.

The choice r(q)=1 in Eq. (3.13) gives

p*(q)/(2q*) L} er(q/Ly)
. 2\-1 < 360 ey(q '/L,) ,
- U'Es;s_qp*z(q)(zq ) ]Z{ Py fmh- Tom(e ey ' > (3.13)
The terms
p*q'/L)]| 2 d%q >em‘f‘*} exp{ ¥}, (3.14)

[ 1+ 600x - 4 e - 60c(0*)" <Z -Zf
1

/kl

and there are no terms behaving like k4""6}f,2>* that would indicate a change in the eigenvalue 4. Thus,
the eigenvalue associated with changing the temperature of the physical system is unaffected (to order &¢)

by the change in the transformation.

There is, however, an eigenvalue change for the choice »(q) =¢q>.

e ) <@ woae™ .

T3, 0% 50,50 exp {30} =exp{3e} | 1+ avex —(1

We find, to first order in 6&c¢,

(3.15)

The terms 53¢* and 6&!®* in Eq. (3.15) have not actually been calculated, but only verified to be finite. The
eigenvalue corresponding to the previously marginal operator (R(f)* is now

SKd o¢c
d-2b%z °

Ay +08A, =1 +—F

provided 6b satisfies Eq. (3.8).

(3.16)

IV. CONCLUSION

We have seen that an eigenvalue, the one associated with perturbations of the normalization of the spin

variables in the original Hamiltonian, is
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changed when the renormalization-group transfor-
mation is rendered nonlinear. Equation (3.16) in-
dicates the direction of this change, and explains
the behavior ascribed in the Introduction to critical
Hamiltonians under the repeated application of a
nonlinear renormalization-group transformation.
If 6c is negative, and the transformation parame-
ters are in region I of Fig. 1, then this eigenvalue
is smaller than 1, and, regardless of the normal-
ization of the spin variables, every critical Ham-
iltonian is carried by the iterated transformation
to the same fixed point, instead of to one among a
line of fixed points. In particular, every Hamilto-
nian on the line of fixed points of the old linear
transformation is carried to this new fixed point.
The transformation parameters are much less
severely constrained than in the linear case. They
may be freely varied independently of each other,
except near the boundaries of region I, and a fixed
point will always be found. If, on the other hand,
5c is positive, and the transformation parameters
lie in region II of Fig. 1, then the eigenvalue is
larger than 1. Only if the normalization of the
spins in the original Hamiltonian is properly fixed
can a fixed point be reached. Alternatively, as
was pointed out in the Introduction, one may adjust
the parameter b in the transformation until a fixed
point is found, just as one had to adjust b to this
end in the linear transformation. However, in
contrast with the linear transformation, if the
normalization of the spin variables in the original

Hamiltonian is changed, the nonlinear transforma-
J

aTzf M[sa—b*oa,z,oa»]em(—%aﬁ ISa""b*oa"/zP).
. 5

Define the generating functional F|J, j] to be

il = P ® _prg®) 12
FlJ, jl L(l)]s(x_l)exp< La fEISq bSq/Ll
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tion (¢>0) will no longer reach a useful fixed point,
unless b is also appropriately changed.

The nonlinear transformation would appear to be
most useful when its parameters lie in region I of
Fig. 1, since it is then possible to locate a fixed
point without having to adjust the parameters of
the transformation with each iteration, as is nec-
essary with a linear transformation. However,
nonlinear renormalization-group transformations
are rather awkward to use in the continuous-spin
case, and are more likely to be profitably em-
ployed in studies of systems with discrete vari-
ables like the Ising model. The calculation pre-
sented here serves as a model for what may be
looked for in such applications.

APPENDIX: DETAILS OF CALCULATION

In order to determine the effect of the right-
hand side of Eq. (3.4) on a Hamiltonian quadratic
in the spin variables, we must evaluate the quan-
tity

TE h* 6TT,‘1.‘,1,*exp[—§ f’ p(ﬁ)oao_a], (A1)
q

where T , is defined in Eqs. (2.5)=(2.7), 8T is
given in Eq. (3.3), and b* is given in Eq. (2.11).
The calculation of (A1) is facilitated by introducing
appropriate generating functionals. Denote by 6T
the polynomial in new and old spins occurring in
Eq. (3.3), defined so that

(A2)

(@ G-y _ L @) _pxql-1) ]2
+faJ_q(Sa b*s4-D) zafalsa brsrD |

172
+ f j-as%-l)ddQ‘éat-x f,'s%_l) -bl-loa/Ll_Jz):
o q

with
a'=a,_,,
b'=b,_;=@B**",
L'=L,,,

where a,,b,, L, are defined in Egs. (2.7), and
where S® is the block-spin variable introduced by
the kth transformation. In terms of this functional,
the transformation (A1) can be written

(A3)

—

f 5T [6/67 _z, 6/6j_3,5) 1,11, ;-0 exp{selo]}.

(A4)

Upon evaluating the integrals in Eq. (A3) and sim-
plifying terms by using the identity
Apon=ana, /@, +Lib2a,), (A5)

one obtains
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yL'

1/2 L'
InF(J, j] = -3a, f,sas-a*“b:-xj; j_aca,[,l_1+(L"'b*b’ak/a,_l)f j-ﬁ/zsL’E+L'4b'(ﬂk/a)f J38rg

11/a,) BUREY ++3a, /(@;_,a. M)flm) sj5 —=b*’'%L"%a, /(aa, _ ,)f j-3pd3 +2(1/a)
1 /L’
xf J.3J5 +%(1/a)(1-L"'b'zak/a)f J-3J% (46)
with v 0
3553 =0:0%,L,» (ATa)
oast (ATb)

and where we have omitted all of the phase-space factors d%q from all of the integrals. After using the
results of Eq. (A6) in Eq. (A4), there still remains to be performed in the calculation of (A1) the integral
over the original spins ¢3. The generating functional

sc[j]=fexp(—%ak f,lsa-bkaa,nklz —%f,p<ﬁ)°av-a+f.i-ava> (A8)
o q q q
is useful for that purpose. One finds
) YLk p7lj_aSp.a 1/Lp joris 1 o
Inx =_if R S’S""*f Ok J-USLpg Lf : a’4 ;f j-3J3
Ll==: [ r@SsSas | /e ), TRas@ s, 5@ (49)
with
Ry@)= L} p@/L,)/1 1+ L; p@/Ly)/a,) . (A10)

As an example of its use, let us calculate the contribution to (A1) from the part of 6T proportionalto 6b.
First one finds, from Eqs. (A4) and (A6),

= 6bb'a, J“Sa[2“b*L’"b’(ak/a,_,)Sa+b,_1°E/L,]exp(—%a,, [. s;,s_a,>. (A11)
3 5

5 5
a0b fa 573 572 lrio
The spin-independent constants have been left out in Eq. (Al1), since they only contribute to the normaliza-
tion factor for the transformation. One next calculates the effect of these terms on the quadratic-spin
Hamiltonian in (Al), using the generating functional from Eq. (A9), and finds, after some algebraic simpli-
fication, that the contribution to (Al) proportional to &b is

0% | @A @S35z exp s} (A12)
with

A, @)= D@ +2'0% L' R,@)/a,_,, (A13)

D,@)=[1+L;p@/Ly)/a:]™*, (A14)

and where 3 ‘¥ is defined in Eq. (2.9).
A similar, lengthier calculation yields the contributions to (Al) from the term in §7 proportional to 6c:

(b*)-sac(s{ j [ L2p@'/L,))™ } j R,@)A,,@)sz5_5 +L'¢"® f f ja L R @A @A, @)

x.A,.,(as)sasaSazsasé(Ea) esp/em 2 | a,m@)] J. [( az - %)Rk(a)-uk(a)]

xAk,x(q)SES_E-%(ak/at-l)L'_d(J-a, 1)]%[141:,1@)]2555-'& +%(1/al-l)

[ @laa ) [t [ aw] [ @i @sss) eml(s]). a15)
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Since a, and the functions R, (), D, (@), and A, ,§) have finite limits for k- and p =p*, the only terms
in (A1) that can diverge, when the summation over [l in Eq. (3.6) is carried out, are the contributions
proportional to 6b in (A12) and the first and last terms proportional to 6c in (A15):

1

6b  bc [ f‘ 1 ‘ i ‘
—_——— STV atq + — dq’
{b* b*s v Lip@ /Ly) i Q-1 Jyr’ i

]}[J’ER» @)Ak,z(ﬁ)sas_g}exp{JC(”[S]}. (A16)

The other terms are finite when summed over [, for d>2.
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