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We derive an exact expression for the static bounce solution for A¢* theory with broken symme-
try. We also propose a new approach to compute a nontrivial real contribution to the generating
functional around a classical bounce-type solution avoiding problems due to the presence of a nega-
tive eigenvalue. We get this by using the arbitrariness in the mass scale of Wick ordering for the

A¢* model in dimension d =1+1.

I. INTRODUCTION

The problem of the contribution of classical static solu-
tions to the generating functional in field theories has
been extensively studied.! In particular, the classical
solutions associated to negative eigenvalues (bounce-type
solutions) has been studied over the last two decades.

As bouncelike solutions are classically unstable (be-
cause of the presence of a negative eigenvalue), the usual
treatments lead to a complex contribution to the generat-
ing functional.?

Another important point that has been discussed a lot
in the literature is the convexity of the effective potential
in the quantum field theory of the double-well potential.?
The solution of this problem has been suggested by Calla-
way and Maloof,* through a Maxwell construction of the
effective potential. The Maxwell construction was ob-
tained by Fujimoto, O’Raifeartaigh, and Parravicini® and
Bender and Cooper® by summing over the contributions
from the degenerate minima of the potential in an in-
coherent way. This is well justified when the separation
between the actual minima is sufficient to guarantee the
independence of their contributions. However, when the
overlapping between the two Gaussian approximations
around the two minima are not small, this approach
clearly fails and we might try to use nonconstant classical
solutions which interpolate between the two minima. We
are interested in looking for solutions that give informa-
tion from one minimum and the other when we do not
have an exact degeneracy of the potential. This is a way
that one minimum can get information about the location
of the other. The solution that gives this behavior is the
bounce-type solution. This kind of solution has been con-
sidered as a small correction to the kink solution.?’
However, the fact that the bounce has a negative eigen-
value in the Schrodinger equivalent problem indicates
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that this is not the case.

In this paper we derive an exact expression for our
bounce solution of the double-well potential of the model
A¢* with negative squared mass, in the presence of a con-
stant external current J. There is a critical current J,
such that for currents smaller than this one we have two
minima and the bounce solution stays most of the time in
the relative minimum, goes to the other side of the bar-
rier and returns. We have been able to find an exact alge-
braic solution for 0<J <J.. Another point is to calcu-
late the contribution around this classical solution and to
show that the presence of the negative eigenvalue in the
Schrodinger equivalent problem gives a nontrivial real
contribution to the generating functional. This has been
done already for the kink as well as for kink-antikink pair
solutions. ®

In Sec. II we present the model we consider in this pa-
per and derive the exact algebraic expression for our
bounce-type solution. We show that the bounce solution
in this model can be written as a superposition of a kink
and an antikink in a background constant field.

In Sec. III we point out that any contribution to the
partition function must be real and this is assured by the
A¢* term. To neglect the contributions from the cubic
and quartic terms is only possible if the quadratic term
has no negative eigenvalue. To solve this problem, we
propose a new approach, by using the arbitrariness in the
mass scale of Wick ordering. In Sec. III we also calculate
the contribution from the bounce solution to the generat-
ing functional. The fact that this quantity is an intensive
one allows one to show that only the contributions com-
ing from the negative eigenvalue and the continuum spec-
trum of the Schrodinger equivalent problem are relevant.

In Sec. IV we present the conclusions of our work.

In the Appendix we study the asymptotic behavior of
the wave functions of the Schrodinger equivalent prob-
lem.
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II. AN EXACT CLASSICAL STATIC
SOLUTION—THE BOUNCE

Let us consider a classical two-dimensional Euclidean
field theory with a Lagrangian density of the form

L[$,J]=— 13,6 —3(¢) 2.1
where
He)=L5(¢2—a?2—J¢ (2.1a)

is a potential depending on the external constant current
J>0.
We are looking for a static solution. The static solu-
tions must satisfy the equation
——L— a*l-J=%(¢),

x)[¢%(x)— 2.2)

which is equivalent to

2
dé(x) | _
dx

1

5 Ho)=E ,

(2.3)

where E is the an arbitrary constant.
The formal solution of (2.2) is given by

f¢(x) dé' .
v2de, VEt+ow@) 0

with the initial condition ¢o=¢(x).

We see from (2.3) that this problem is formally
equivalent to the one-dimensional motion of a particle of
unit mass, with total energy E subject to a potential
—19(¢), where the x coordinate plays the role of time and
¢(x) the role of position.

There is a particular value J =J_, see the discussion
below, for which J&€(—J,,J,), the potential —3(¢) has
two maxima (see Fig. 1). From now on we are consider-
ing the case 0=J <J_.

We are looking for a static solution having a finite en-
ergy such that starting in the remote past from the local
(nonabsolute) maximum of —H¢) it suffers reflection on

, 2.4)

|-V (6,9)
O<J < Jc

<>

J—

o

AV

FIG. 1. The shape of the minus potential function 3(¢) for
J€E€(0,J.). We draw the line for the energy E = —3(¢,), and ¢*
is the “position” where the unit particle reflects on the other
side of the barrier. ¢** is the position of the unit particle when
the motion is unbounded.
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the potential barrier associated with the other maximum
and returns in the remote future to the original one.
These characteristics will be made more clear below.

In fact, because of the particular form of the potential
—3(¢) the problem has algebraic exact solutions, and the
integral (2.4) can be calculated in a simple way at least

in the three cases E=—9(¢,), E=—934¢,), or
E = —3(¢;), when the total energy is one of the potential
extrema.

As mentioned before, there exists a value of J, J =J,
for which the minimum of J(¢) at ¢=¢, becomes an
inflection point. We shall call ¢, and ¢,, respectively, the
smaller and the greater of the two maxima of —J(¢) (see

Fig. 1). For 0<J <J, the two maxima are present and
are given by®
6= La—cos 0+2m
v 3
and (2.5)
¢, = Tz/%cos g R
where the “critical”’ value of the external current is
2 3
J.=—= 2.6
<~ 338 2.0
and the angle 0 is defined by
tanf=+(J2—J2)1”2 . 2.7)

J

Now, to obtain a solution of the field equation for any
0<J <J,, that is, to calculate the integral in (2.4) in the
case we are interested in, we take the limiting case

= —9(¢,), and we rewrite the potential 3(¢) as a poly-
nomial in (¢ —¢,). After this is done, Eq. (2.4) takes the
form
1 f¢(x) d¢’
V2 (¢'—¢ )[4 +B(¢'—¢)+C(d'—¢)*]'"?
=x—x3, (2.8)
where
% (3¢2—a?)=19"(¢,), B=gé,, (2.9)
and
= g
C 4

We remark that A >0 for any value of J €[0,J,), since it
is the second derivative of J(¢) respective to ¢ at ¢ =4,
and ¢, is by definition a minimum of 3(¢).

The integral in (2.8) is easily calculated,’
after some rearrangements,

and it gives,

4ANe—\/§7(x—x0)
_ »/-—- _ ’
Ne “24%7%)_pyp_44c

dx)=¢,+ (2.10)

where x is an arbitrary constant which reflects the
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translational invariance of the solution and

1

0 1

N=

(2VVA[A+B(¢y—¢,)+C(p—6,)*]""?

+B(¢o—¢)+24} . (2.10a)
We note that lim, ., . (x)=¢,.

To see if there is any restriction to the value of N, we
impose the condition d¢(x)/dx=0, and this gives the

quadratic equation
Nz’+4A4C—B*=0, (2.11)

where z =exp[ —V24 (x —x,)], which for having a pos-
sible solution (z = 0) gives, after using (2.9), the condition

1/2
[tanh

172
$(x)=¢1+% (x +x—xg)

A
C

This is a solution of the bounce type, '° which starts at
¢=¢, for x — — o, goes up to p=¢* for x =x,, [see Fig.
1 and remember that we are working in the case

= —3(¢,)], and goes backwards to ¢ =¢, for x — + .
For this model, the bounce can be written exactly as a su-
perposition of a constant and of a kink and an antikink
centered, respectively, at —X +x, and X +x,,.

Next, we study the behavior of the solution (2.14) for
small values of J, obtaining a divergent behavior for X in
the limit J >0

1 1.
2\/2ga

Xx= +const . (2.15)

J
Je

This behavior points out that the bounce solution is not
analytic in J and if we take the limit J —0 we cannot re-
cover the kink or the antikink configuration. Actually
the limit J 0" gives

—tanh

#?<a’, 2.12)
which is always true.

So, we conclude that we have only one point x where
the derivative dé(x)/dx vanishes, and this fact is in-
dependent of the chosen value of N. So, let us choose
d¢/dx=0 for x =x, which corresponds to set
N=V'B?—4A4C. Then, defining a point X by the rela-
tion

X= 1 arctanh
V24

V44C
—B

, (2.13)

it is possible after some algebraic manipulations to
rewrite (2.10) in the more convenient form

172

(x —X—xg)

} . (2.14)

lim ¢(x)=a .
J ot

This contradicts the usual belief that the bounce solu-
tion can be constructed by making small corrections to
the kink configuration.?’

From (2.15) we see that as J becomes smaller and
smaller the separation between the kink and antikink
components of the solution (2.14), D =2x, grows
indefinitely.

Next we calculate the classical action associated to the
solution (2.14), considering the system enclosed in a rec-
tangular box of sides L and T

_ 2
_ L2 1 | d¢(x) -
S=T[ " dx| 5 |T57 | 9@ |, @16

where the factor 7 comes from the integration over the ¢
variable, since as ¢(x) is a static solution, the integrand of
the action does not depend on t. We get

]
TA? L2 4 12 _ TA? pLn 4 12 -
S :LTﬁ(d)]H-Y _L/de cosh > (x —=xo+X) +_§F f~L/zdx cosh > (x =x¢—X)
TA> L2 _ 1z B 172 ~
—?I-L/zdx cosh™2| | = | (x —xq+X)|cosh™? S| xmxe—®) .17

We see from (2.17) that, apart from a constant propor-
tional to ¥(¢,), the action is composed of two terms (the
first two integrals) which give, respectively, the action of
the kink and antikink components of (2.14), and a third
integral in (2.17) which corresponds to the overlap of the
kink and antikink components.

The first term has a volume type of divergence and it is
exactly equal to the action of the constant configuration
¢,. The other terms in (2.17) have only a superficial
divergence.

This volume divergence is responsible for the nonzero

I

contribution to the free energy coming from a single
bounce. Differently, in the case of a kink (antikink) we
have to consider the approximation of a dilute gas of
such configurations to get a nonzero contribution even at
the classical level.

III. THE CONTRIBUTION OF THE BOUNCE TO
THE GENERATING FUNCTIONAL—A NEW APPROACH

In this section we evaluate the one-loop contribution to
the generating functional coming from the classical solu-
tion obtained in the preceding section and its neighbor-
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hood. The problem is treated in dimension d =2(1+1).
In this case, the superficial degree of divergence D for any
graph is given by D =2—2V, where V is the number of
vertices (remember that divergent graphs have D =0).
The only possible divergent graphs are those with V=1
(tad poles), which are excluded by Wick ordering of the
products of fields operators, corresponding to the renor-
malization of the ground-state energy. !

The calculations will be done inside a two-dimensional
box A of volume L XT with periodic boundary condi-
tions and at the end we take the limit L, T — «. Because
of the use of the periodic boundary condition in a rec-
tangular box centered at the origin of coordinates, we
must set the value of the constant x,=0 in the bounce
solution @(x). Thus, the partition function in Euclidean
space is (we are using the shorthand notation dV =dx dt
and dV'=dy dt’)

ZA[J1=N"" [ Dg exp

= [ dv:i@,er
+&(g2—a22—J¢: 2], 3.1)
4 my

with the normalization constant given by

N=[Dgexp t—fAdV:yaM)Z:mé] : (3.1a)
where m is an arbitrary mass scale introduced for Wick
ordering of the products of operators, since the quadratic
term in the field coming from the potential (2.1a) has a
negative coefficient which cannot be interpreted as a
squared mass parameter.

Our aim is to calculate the contribution coming from
the classical solution (bounce), obtained in Sec. II, and its
neighborhood to intensive quantities, such as the generat-
ing functional F[J]=lim,_, ,(1/A)InZ,[J] for small
J>0. We are interested in studying this quantity, once it
gives information about symmetry breaking, and we are
able to derive expressions in closed forms.

The usual way to treat the quantum correction from
the bounce is to neglect the cubic and quartic terms in
the potential 3(¢) expanded around the bounce solution?
[see Eq. (2.1a)]. In practice, this amounts to obtaining
the spectrum of the operator O=—1[3*—¢"($(x))]
which in the case of an expansion around the bounce
solution has a negative eigenvalue in addition to the zero
mode. The contribution from the zero eigenvalue is
known in the literature. !

In our case, the operator O is given by

0=—-13+V(x), (3.2)
where
3 1/2
Vix)=A 1-—5 lsech2 e (x —X)
1/2
+sech? | |[= (x +x) ] l ,
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with A4 and X given, respectively, by (2.9) and (2.13).

Since the zero eigenvalue of this Schrodinger operator
is given by the derivative of J(x), which has a node, then
we have a negative eigenvalue E _; (the ground state of
operator @). It is straightforward to compute E _, in the
lowest order in J (Ref. 12):

E_l-—wJ. (3.3)
a

Because of the existence of this negative eigenvalue,
the quartic term of the exponent of (3.1) cannot be just
thrown away, unless we conveniently modify the quadra-
tic part, in order to assure that its spectrum is positive
definite. We show in the following that this may be done
by changing the mass scale in Wick ordering.

For this purpose let us recall some formulas for chang-
ing the scale m 3 to another one m? (Ref. 11):

:¢2(x):m(z)=:¢2(x):m2—AC(m(2),m2) , (3.4a)
$*(x):,0 =:4'(x):,,—3AC(mG,mNd(x) ,  (3.4b)
and
:¢4(x):m6 =:¢4(x):m2—6AC(m(2,,m2):¢2(x):mz
+3[AC(mi,mH)]*, (3.4¢)

where AC(m3,m?)=In(m3/m?)/(4m). _
To proceed further we expand ¢(x) around ¢(x),

d(x,t)=d(x)+n(x,1), (3.5)

and the partition function (2.1) may be rewritten in the
form

ZA[J]=N_1e_S[$]f§Dnexp —fAdV:%(au’q)2
BTy 12— 2112
+ 2[3:15(x) a‘ln

+edlam + 5t o 1

(3.6)

and S[¢(x)] is the classical action of the bounce solution
o(x).

We can neglect the cubic and quartic terms that appear
in expression (3.6) only if the quadratic term is positive
definite. This can be done by exploiting the arbitrariness
in the scale of Wick ordering. Therefore, we perform a
change of mass scale m3—m?, which gives, from (3.4)
and (3.6),
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—1. —S[& 3g
Z[J]=N "le Sl¥xlex In? |[— |A |ex dV——ln A(P)
/] P (87)? m} P f ¢
3 m? 3
Xfﬂnexp{ f dv:L( #17 A(d)— g m2 ] nz_ﬁ‘i’ X)n |— |n+gdlx)y +£n4:m2 , (3.7
0
—

where we have introduced, for any configuration ¢(x,?),
the notation

4)=5p¢x0-a’]; (3.8)
in particular, we have 4 (¢,)= 4. Then, we may circum-
vent the negative eigenvalue problem by imposing that
the operator

m?

mg

0'=—3+24(5)—En

4 (3.9)

has a positive spectrum. This may be accomplished by
the condition

— 3

>|E_,|.
87 | ll

- (3.10)

my

where E_ | is the negative eigenvalue given by formula
(3.3) for small J. Thus, if we choose m such that

_WE—I

m?<miexp ig (3.11)

’

the operator (3.9) has no negative eigenvalue. If the strict
equality is taken in (3.10) or (3.11), the operator @' will
have a zero eigenvalue, but to avoid this we may take
m?=mlexp[(87/3g)(E_,—8)], with §>0 and small,
and, put 6=0 at the end of the computation. From now
on, we take for simplicity the equality sign in (3.10) and
(3.11).

Now we may neglect the cubic and quartic terms in the
exponent of the functional integral (3.7), since the qua-
dratic piece corresponding to the operator @' in (3.9) is
well defined.

To treat the linear term in the exponent of (3.7), we
make the change of variables

n(x,t)=§(x,t)—fAdV'@'_l(x,t;y,t')F(y), (3.12)
with
3g -
F(y)E—T — |y (3.12a)

and @'~ the operator inverse of (', is given in terms of
the energy eigenfunctions of operator (', that is,

T

_ 2mm

(x)e mezZ,

Yy m(x,8)= 1)

m »

1
‘/T Xn
(3.13)
by the formula

Yo (X, 095 (p,1")
E

nm

O x,t;9,0)=3

n,m

(3.14)

’

where we are summing the discrete and continuum part
of the spectrum. E,, are the energy eigenvalues, that is,
E,,=¢,+(2mm /T)% and €, being the eigenvalues satis-
fying the Schrodinger equation
2
-~ i— +24(

é)+2|E_ (x)=
dx | l' an

€Xn(x). (315

For later convenience, let us introduce a function
€f (x) such that the Schrédinger equation associated with
the operator — %824—6 f(x) has the same number of
bound states as the operator @'.

Then, inserting the change of variables (3.12) in (3.7),
the partition function may be written as

. —1 —S[3 _3g 1
Z,[J]= lim N’ e ~S[#] In? A —1 dv A()
AlJ] AT% e exp (81r)2 n m(z) exp . n f )
1 ’ ’r— . ’ . ’ .
X exp EfA,A'dVdVF(x)(D '(x, 39,0 )F (p) | [ Dé(x, t)exp —fAdV.%é‘(x,t)(Oﬂx,t).mz , (3.16)
where
N'(e,f58)= [ D& exp —fAdV;[;(a“§)2+ef(x)gz]:mz] : (3.16a)

We proceed now to calculate the contribution from the bounce and its neighborhood to the generating functional:

FU1=, gmwﬁmzAm .

e—0

(3.17)

From (3.16), (3.16a), and (3.17) we obtain, by rewriting the Wick-ordered product in terms of simple products of

fields,
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= Lm |—-l-§731——8 12 11 m? o z 0
F[J]=, lim S[] e TTaom s ]fAdVA(¢)+ LTfAdV[A(¢)+|E_1|]Cm2
€e—0
_ 11 det'(©' /2)
+—— dVdV'F(x)0' " (x,t;y, )——==1 , (3.18)
L”f (00 !, 139, F ()= 7= In Gl Lot ef (0]
where

0,= (3.19)

’” (27r)2 f k? +m

Keeping only terms that give a nonvanishing contribution at the limit L — o0, T — oo, we find, after some manipula-

tions,
F[J]1=—3(¢,)— (B, _2E-|4
! 2g g
_ =1
+ lim LT [, AV AV (IO T x5y, ()
e—0

+fAdV[A($(x))+|E_1|]C22—

1in

det'(©’)
det[ —82+2¢ef (x)]

(3.20)

Let us call, for short, I the last two terms between the large square brackets in Eq. (3.20). To calculate its contribu-

tion in the limit A—»>co, some preliminaries are needed: we assume that the function f(x)
1, and moreover that the operator —3*+2¢f (x)

lim|x|awf(x)=

is such that
has the same number of bound states as the operator

@', which will be denoted by A,, all of them being greater than zero. We use the finite-volume (discrete) version of

(3.19):
coy= 2 2 (ki toi+m?)~1,
T, =,
where
knzz%, w,=2¥l, n,l=0,%£1,%£2,. ...

(3.21)

(3.22)

Keeping in mind that the relevant contribution from the coefficient of Cf:lz in (3.20) is the one that cancels the diver-

gences in the quotient of the determinants and also that since F[J] is an intensive quantity, only the continuum spec-
trum contributes. It is not difficult to get the following expression for I:

—im Ll 5 S 1 § 3 €, T of 3 5 M +k;+of
= lim —/— —_—— - nl—————11,
L’GT_:’OwLTZ Ol=—wn= 2+k m? n=01l=—o }Vn+w% n=—wl=—ow 6+k3+w12
[
where Again, in an analogous manner as for the preceding

M3=A+|E_||=15"(¢))+|E_,| . (3.23a)

In the limit A— oo (3.23) becomes, after some calcula-
tions and changes of variables,

’ . (3.24)

Coming back to the formula (3.20) let us evaluate the
contribution

Q= lim L

1 , 1 ) )
Jim o), AV AVE&O T x5y, OF ()

(3.25)

calculation of the quantity I, only the continuous part of
the spectrum of the operator @' contributes. Neverthe-
less, it is important to point out that the presence of the
term (3.25) in formula (3.20) is due to the existence of the
negative eigenvalue of the operator @ given by (3.2). Us-
ing (3.13) and (3.14) we may write (3.25) in the form

2
in . ]fAdVF(x)z/:,,m(x,t)
20 IT 2 E ’

nm

(3.26)

where the summation goes over both discrete and con-
tinuous eigenstates, and where we have used the fact that
the function F (x) defined by (3.12a) is real.

Let us look at separately in (3.26) the contributions
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from the discrete and the continuum parts of the spec-
trum of the operator —d?/dx*+2[ A($)+|E_,|]. Us-
ing (3.13), it is easy to see that the contribution of the
discrete spectrum expression (3.26) is given by

“-L/z Y, (%) 2’

where N is the number of (bound) states. But, since Y, (x)
is a bound eigenstate and F(x) goes to a constant as
|x| — oo, the modulus of the integral in (3.27) is a finite
quantity. Then, taking into account that N is finite, we
conclude that (3.27) vanishes, which means that the
discrete part of the spectrum of the operator
—d?/dx?+2[ A(¢)+|E _,|] gives no contribution to Q.

In the Appendix we discuss the form of the wave func-
tions associated with the continuous part of the operator
—d?/dx*+2[ A($)+|E_,|]. They may be chosen with
definite parity, normalized, and have the form

Q—— lim —

3.27
2L L ( )

where if periodic boundary conditions are taken we have
that, for k, defined by k, =lim,| _, .k, (x),

—''n

2mn |, 26° 27n | 26¢
== + —_ - ==
k, I3 3 or k, I3 + 7’

n=0,£1,%2,..., (3.29)

and 6°%(6“) is the phase shift depending on n, f,(x) and
g,(x) being bounded functions in the interval
x€[—L/2,L/2].

Now, going back to the expression (3.26) for Q, we can
calculate the contribution from the continuum part of the
spectrum.

We restrict ourselves to the wave functions of even
parity, since F(x) is an even function. Let us take a fixed
arbitrary M, such that M >>1 and let —X,+X be the
minima of the potential A($(x))+|E_,|. For x >>M%,
we get, from the Appendix,

1 . _
X,,(x)=—‘/lf L (x)cos[k, (x)x —85] (3.28a) Xn(x)= 7costh,x —8;), x >>MX . (330
or Inserting (3.30) in (3.26), using the fact that the function
F(x) tends exponentially to a constant F as |x| — o0, we
X, (x)= 1__ sin[ k x —8°] (3.28b) obtain, retaining only the terms that give nonvanishing
" V'L " ml contributions as A— oo,
|
1. L/2 2 L/2 L/2
Q—ngnw- If x)dx‘ +2Re|F, [f_L/zdx[F(x)—Fo])(,,(x) ]f_mx,,(x)dx J , (331
f
Let us examine the integral I, = [/} ,x,(x)dx. We C20E P (3.37)
have, since x,(x) is an even function, - M(Z) ¢1 - :

I, =2f0L/2Xn(x)dx

Mx L2
=2 | [y xdx + [y, (x0ax | (3.32)
where M and X have been defined previously. Estimates
for the integrals that appear in (3.32) are
MXX,,( )Jdx = ‘/ Sup[f(x)](Mx)=0(L~'?) (3.33)

and, using the boundary condition sin(k,L /2 —8§3)=0,
we have
L2

oy Xn(X)dx =0(L"'?) for n#0 (k,#0). (3.34)
For n=0 (k,=0), we have
S xaxdx = VL s . (3.35)

Inserting (3.35),
we obtain

), (3.34), and (3.33) in (3.32) and in (3.31),

_1F5
2 Ey cos8j , (3.36)

or, from (3.12a) and (3.23a), and using the fact that §5=0
is an acceptable solution for the phase shift problem (cf.
the Appendix), we have then that

Replacing (3.37) and (3.24) in (3.20) and using (3.10)
with the equality sign, we finally get

F[J]=— E,f ~a(¢1)+—2lE“|2¢%
6g 3"(¢,)+2|E_,|
3"(¢))+2|E_,|
N 87
—m | 280 +2|Eﬁll ”
(3.38)

This expression is valid for J €(0,J,)

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown that despite the fact that the bounce
solution is unstable at the classical level it gives a real
contribution to the generating functional for the model
we are considering. Of course, we can imagine other pos-
sibilities for handling the negative eigenvalue in the path
integral, which possibly will lead to a better approxima-
tion scheme to the complete integral.

To make contact with other ways of computing ap-
proximations to the generating functional we can com-
pute the vacuum expectation value of the field (¢) at
zero external current J=0. This is obtained by
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_ .. dF[J]
(¢>o+_‘]1_15)1+ dJ ’
which gives, using (3.40) and (3.3),
72V3—3 . 2ga?
=—a+ :
($)y+=—a Py 2 4.1

Of course, using J <0 instead of a positive J will lead to
(¢)y=—{) s

If we perform this computation by using an expansion
around the minima ¢, or ¢, of the classical potential
(2.1a) we obtain

3 . 2ga’
=—qg———In""— 4.
(¢)g+=—a—2—In - 4.2)
for the relative minimum ¢, and
_ 3 2ga’
(¢)O+—a +%1n m(z) (4.3)

for the absolute minimum ¢,.
Comparing (4.1) with (4.2) and (4.3) we see that our re-
sult contains an additional term

3 2
72V3 ) 2ga’ (4.4)
8mra m (2)
which is a quantum correction to the classical value —a
and it is originated by the negative eigenvalue associated
to the bounce solution. The term (4.4) has an opposite
sign relative to the usual quantum correction

3 2ga’

8ma m%
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Vix)=A()+|E_||=4

1— % [sech2

A
2

where A and X are given by (2.9) and (2.13). The points
x =+X are the minima of V(x) and A4 +|E_,]| its
asymptotic value.

We are interested in studying the wave function in the
asymptotic region, for €, > M3 [see Eq. (3.25a)] and for
|x| >>Mx%, M >>1. We make a change of variables,

z=V2A4x, A, =—%(e,, -M3),
and write the hyperbolic functions in its exponential
form. Using (A2) and (A3), Equation (A1) becomes

(A3)

d?y,(z) e~ (2+D) e —(z—2)

_6 — —
dz2 (l+e~(z+z))2 (1+e—(z—z))

S |Xa(2)

_ A4
= Xa(2) . (A4

In the region x > X, we expand (A4) in power series,
rewrite the wave function as

(x +x)
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and for small a Eq. (4.4) tends to drag the vacuum expec-
tation closer to a zero value.

Of course, in oder for this to be effective we must have
a ratio 2ga/m,>1 which is natural if we interpret the
Lagrangian density (2.1) as a zero mass theory with a
quartic and a negative quadratic interaction terms.
Therefore, the Wick-ordering scale m, should be con-
sistently a small parameter [it cannot be exactly zero be-
cause this would lead to a (infrared) divergence].

Hence, we have a possible mechanism for symmetry
restoration which results from the fact that we are begin-
ning with a tunneling classical field configuration between
the two classical minima.
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APPENDIX: WAVE FUNCTIONS OF THE CONTINUOUS
SPECTRUM OF THE OPERATOR:
—d?/dx2+2[ A($)+|E_,|]

We must investigate the Schrodinger equation

d _
{—W”[“"”*'E—l” X=X, (x), (A1)

from (2.14) and (3.8) we have the explicit expression for
the potential:

172

+sech? (x —X) +|E_,|, (A2)

NN

X"(Z)Zezkz 2 amne—z(n+s) ,
n=0

(AS)

and define a new variable w =e ~?; by equating coefficients
we obtain the condition

A
s(s—l)—(2ik—1)s+T—kz=0, (A6)
which yields
)\m 1/2
s =ik=ti —4— . (A7)

Thus, going back to the variable x, the wave functions
may be written in the form

Xm(x)zeii‘/k’"x S a,.exp(—2nV' 4/2x), x>X,
n=0

(A8)
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where k,, =€,, —M3}.
We have an analogous formula for x < —X:

)(m(x)zerrl‘/k"‘x S @,,exp(—2nV 4/2x), x <—X .
n=0

(A8a)

The potential in the Schrodinger operator
—d?/dx*+2V (x) is even. Therefore, we may choose the
eigenfunctions Y,(x) with a definite parity. There are
two possible expansions of the type (AS) with the
|
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coefficients noted a,!, and a,,,, respectively, which give
two possible sets of eigenfunctions:

Fivk, x & —
e Vhn S ag.exp(—2nV A4 /2x), x >%
n=0

Xom (%)=

(A9)

and analogously for x < —X. We need only the even
wave functions. These can be written as a particular su-
perposition of y, (x) and x,,(x) in the regions x < —X
and x > X; that is, (i) for x > X,

— = |a}f +a,, N — = la,,—an, R
Xax)=cos(Vkpx) 3 | = exp(—2nV 4 /2x) +sin(Vk,x) 3 | =75 |exp(—2nV 4/2x) ; (A%)
n=0 n=0
(ii) for x < —X,
o had a':n_*_a;;ln T A . hnd E;n—a;n T A
X (x)=cos(V'k,,x) 3, 3 exp(2nV 4 /2x)+sin(V 'k, x) 3, ) exp(2nV 4 /2x) ,  (A9)
n=0 n=0
|
since the coefficients satisfy the conditions @ , =a,’, and Aot apmo
a,, =a,,. 5,, =arccos - (A11)

In order to obtain the asymptotic behavior of the wave
functions, we keep only the oscillatory terms
X5 (x) = cos( V_Iz;x —5,,), x>MX (A10)
and
anve"(x)zcos(\/-l;t;x +5,,), x<<—Mx, (AlOa)

where

Using the periodic boundary conditions, we obtain

2mm | 26m

km =17 L

” , nEZ. (A12)

Finally, we remark that using the expressions of
X5"(x) [cf. (A9a) and (A9b)], §,=0 is an acceptable solu-
tion.
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