arXiv:2112.13999v1 [hep-th] 28 Dec 2021

Resurgence and semiclassical expansion in two-dimensional large-N sigma models

Hiromichi Nishimura,^{1, 2} Toshiaki Fujimori,^1 Tatsuhiro Misumi,^{3, 1} Muneto Nitta,^1 and Norisuke Sakai^1 1Department of Physics & Research and Education Center for Natural Sciences, Keio University, Hiyoshi 4-1-1, Yokohama, Kanagawa 223-8521, Japan 2Research Center for Nuclear Physics (RCNP), Osaka University, Osaka 567-0047, Japan 3Department of Physics, Kindai University, Osaka 577-8502, Japan

Abstract

The resurgence structure of the 2d O(N) sigma model at large N is studied with a focus on an IR momentum cutoff scale a that regularizes IR singularities in the semiclassical expansion. Transseries expressions for condensates and correlators are derived as series of the dynamical scale Λ (nonperturbative exponential) and coupling λ_μ renormalized at the momentum scale μ. While there is no ambiguity when a > Λ, we find for a < Λ that the nonperturbative sectors have new imaginary ambiguities besides the well-known renormalon ambiguity in the perturbative sector. These ambiguities arise as a result of an analytic continuation of transseries coefficients to small values of the IR cutoff a below the dynamical scale Λ. We find that the imaginary ambiguities are cancelled each other when we take all of them into account. By comparing the semiclassical expansion with the transseries for the exact large-N result, we find that some ambiguities vanish in the a → 0 limit and hence the resurgence structure changes when going from the semiclassical expansion to the exact result with no IR cutoff. An application of our approach to the C P^{N−1} sigma model is also discussed. We find in the compactified model with the Z_N twisted boundary condition that the resurgence structure changes discontinuously as the compactification radius is varied.

CONTENTS

I. Introduction 2

II. Renormalons in asymptotically free theories 5

III. O(N) sigma model at large N 8

IV. Semiclassical expansion 10 A. Expansion of the propagator in powers of Λ^2/p^2 11 B. Infrared divergence and imaginary ambiguities 13 C. Perturbative expansion around vacuum and nontrivial background 14

V. Transseries from the exact result 18

VI. Two Point Function 22

VII. C P^{N−1} sigma model 24

VIII. Conclusions 28

Acknowledgments 29

A. Generic structure of Borel transform for condensate 29

B. Perturbative expansions 30

C. Power series expansion in Λ^2 31

References 31

I. INTRODUCTION

Quantum field theory (QFT) is arguably the pinnacle of human knowledge of the microscopic world. It is the language used in the standard model of particle physics and condensed matter physics. Despite its success in many areas of physics, there is no rigorous definition of QFT in continuum yet. There has recently been, however, a considerable effort to use the resurgence theory [1–11] to study QFT and to give a continuum definition of it. There have been particularly a lot of progress in quantum mechanics: the resurgent structure in double-well and periodic potentials [12–19], the valley method [20–24], exact quantization conditions and constructive resurgence [25– 35], bion cancellation mechanism and the other cancellation mechanics [36–54]. The resurgent structure of two-dimensional quantum field theories has been also investigated: sigma models [55– 70], principle chiral models [84–86], and 2D Yang-Mills theory [87]. This paper is a continuation of such an effort to study QFT in the framework of resurgence theory.

In most of continuum quantum field theories, the exact solution is not known, and one of the most reliable approaches may be the semiclassical method, which uses a transseries with powers of nonperturbative exponential e^{−A/λμ} (A : const.) and divergent power series in coupling λ_μ, where the subscript μ indicates that the coupling constant is renormalized at the momentum scale μ. Schematically, the expectation value of an observable O may be written as ⟨O⟩ = ∞∑ l=0 e^{−lA/λμ} C_l(λ_μ), C_l(λ_μ) = ∞∑ n=0 c_{(l,n)}λ^n_μ. (I.1)

The l = 0 sector is the usual perturbative expansion around the trivial vacuum, while the l > 0 sector is a small-coupling expansion around the l-th nonperturbtive background configuration. The latter contains an essential singularity e^{−1/λμ} in the complex λ_μ plane, and therefore it is nonperturbative in nature. Generically C_l(λ_μ) are divergent asymptotic series: the sum over all n is neither convergent nor Borel summable. Typically the expansion coefficients are factorially divergent c_{(l,n)} ∼ n!, and this gives rise to singularities in the Borel plane. These Borel singularities are sometimes located on the real positive axis in the Borel plane, which leads to an imaginary ambiguity of the resultant Borel resummation. They are expected to cancel with each other when all the ambiguities (including those from discontinuous jumps of Stokes constants) are taken into account. As a consequence, it connects the perturbative and nonperturbative contributions in the physical quantities via the imaginary ambiguities. This is one of the final goals of the application of the resurgence theory: Resurgence theory attempts to find out a nontrivial relation between the perturbative and nonperturbative sectors that enables us to extract the nonperturbative information just from the perturbative series through the Borel resummation and its imaginary ambiguity.

The Borel singularities of the factorially divergent perturbative series can be classified into two classes. The first one comes from the proliferation of the number of Feynman diagrams. Ambiguities associated with this type of Borel singularities are found to be cancelled by nonperturbative contributions of saddle point configurations such as a bion (a fractional instanton-anti-instanton composite) [55, 56]. The second one is the “renormalon” type [88, 89], whose imaginary ambiguities can not naively be cancelled by those of saddle point configurations. In general, the renormalon type ambiguity is related to contributions of a selected set of the Feynman diagrams with loop momentum integrations written in terms of the renormalized coupling constant. They also contribute a factorially divergent series, whose Borel resummation gives an imaginary ambiguity. In particular, ambiguities of renormalon type remain even at large N, while those associated with the proliferation of diagrams vanish in the large-N limit. There is a conjecture that the renormalon can be identified as a certain semiclassical object (e.g. bion) in the compactified spacetime in the Euclidean path integral formulation [55, 56], on which both the affirmative and negative arguments have been developed [66–70]. The way how the renormalon ambiguity is cancelled out by nonperturbative contributions is still an open question.

In this paper, we would like to shed light on these issues by revisiting the O(N) non-linear sigma model in two dimensions at large N. The resurgence structure and renormalons in the O(N) sigma model have been studied by using method such as the large-N analysis and integrability [71–83]. The model is an asymptotically free theory with a mass gap, and many important properties can be exactly solved at large N. In this paper, we mainly focus on the condensate ⟨δD^2⟩ of fluctuations of an auxiliary field D(x), as the perturbative expansion is known to have a renormalon. Intended to simulate the massless perturbation theory, we compute the transseries coefficients c_{(l,n)} using the transseries expansion of the momentum integrand, which can be exactly determined in the large-N limit, in powers of the nonperturbative exponential e^{−2π/λp} = Λ/p and the coupling constant λ_p = 2π/ log(p/Λ) renormalized at momentum scale p. In this approach, we encounter IR divergences like in the massless perturbation theory, since the model is perturbatively massless even though there is a nonperturbative mass gap. We obtain transseries and examine both renormalons and IR divergences in the model with our semiclassical ansatz.

In the rest of this section, we outline the paper and highlight our main results. In Sec. II, we briefly review how renormalon type ambiguities appear in a generic asymptotically free theory. In Sec. III, we review the O(N) sigma model at large N and write down the exact large-N expression of the condensate ⟨δD^2⟩. The asymptotic series of the exact result contains a divergent perturbative expansion, which is not Borel summable. The singularity in the Borel plane gives an renormalon type ambiguity of order Λ^4. Since the exact expression is real and unambiguous, such a renormalon ambiguity must be cancelled. The question we would like to address is how the cancellation of the renormalon occurs in the context of the semiclassical expansion. In Sec. IV A, we argue that the expected form for the semiclassical (s.c.) expansion of the condensate can be written as ⟨ δD^2 ⟩ ∼_{s.c.} ∞∑ l=0 e^{−4πl/λμ} ∞∑ n=0 λ^{n+1}_μ ∫ d^dp (2π)^d h_{(l,n)}(p), (I.2)

in d dimensions. It is beyond the scope of this paper to derive the semiclassical expansion by explicitly computating the perturbation series around the vacuum and nontrivial backgrounds. Instead, we simply deduce the semiclassical form (I.2) from the exact solution at large N. In our semiclassical ansatz, the momentum integral becomes IR divergent for higher orders in l since the model is perturbatively massless. We therefore need to introduce an IR momentum cutoff a (|p| > a). In each sector labeled by l (of order e^{−4πl/λμ} = (Λ/μ)^{2l}), the sum over n can contain a factorially divergent series, but their Borel resummations have no imaginary ambiguities at any l when the IR cutoff is larger than the dynamical scale a > Λ. In Sec. IV B, we show that when the IR cutoff is small, 0 < a < Λ, the imaginary ambiguities arise at order Λ^0, Λ^4, and Λ^8. This shows that the presence of imaginary ambiguities depends on the IR cutoff a. In Sec. IV C, we investigate the origin of the imaginary ambiguities by explicitly computing the semiclassical expansion up to order Λ^8. We first identify that the ambiguity at Λ^0 is the well-known renormalon in perturbation theory. We then show that this imaginary ambiguity is cancelled by the combined imaginary ambiguities that come from order Λ^4 and Λ^8 in the semiclassical ansatz, and not only from order Λ^4 as previously known for the transseries of the exact large-N result with a = 0. This is one of our main results in this paper. In Sec. V, we examine the result of the semiclassical ansatz by comparing it with the exact result with a = 0. We find that the ambiguities at order Λ^8 can be understood as the result of an analytic continuation in λ_a below the dynamical mass a < Λ, where λ_a < 0. We also find how to obtain a → 0 limit. In Sec. VI, we generalize the discussion to the correlation function ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩. In Sec. VII, we discuss the generalization to the C P^{N−1} sigma model including the case of the Z_N twisted periodic boundary condition. We show that the resurgence structure changes discontinuously when each Kaluza-Klein mass (Matsubara frequency) 2πn/L (n ∈ Z) becomes smaller than Λ as we vary the compactification period L. Sec. VIII gives conclusion and discussion.

II. RENORMALONS IN ASYMPTOTICALLY FREE THEORIES

In this section, let us briefly review how renormalons appear in two-point functions and condensates in asymptotic free theories. Suppose that there is a renormalized coupling constant λ_μ depending on the renormalization scale μ as determined by the renormalization group equation μ ∂ ∂μ 2π λ_μ = β(λ_μ), (II.3)

where β(λ_μ) is the beta function, whose expansion takes the form

β(λ_μ) = β_0 + β_1λ_μ + β_2λ^2_μ + · · · . (II.4)

We assume that the first coefficient is positive β_0 > 0 so that the coupling constant λ_μ becomes small for μ → ∞, i.e. the model is asymptotically free^1. We define the dynamically generated

1 In this paper, the symbol λ_μ stands for the renormalized ’t Hooft coupling, for which β_0 = 1 in the O(N) and C P^{N−1} sigma models.

scale Λ as the scale at which the renormalized coupling constant diverges

λ_μ(μ/Λ)^{μ→+Λ}−→ ∞. (II.5)

Note that λ_μ is a function of μ/Λ. In the following, we assume that the model has no parameter with a mass scale other than Λ.

Suppose that we are interested in the two-point function of a local operator O ⟨O(x)O(0)⟩ = ∫ d^dp (2π)^d e^{ip·x}Δ(p), (II.6) where Δ(p) is the (Euclidean) momentum space propagator, that is, the correlation function of the Fourier transform Õ(p) of O(x)

⟨Õ(p)Õ(p^′)⟩ = δ(p + p^′)Δ(p). (II.7)

We assume that Δ(p) has no singularity as a function of p_i ∈ R^d and the integral (II.6) is welldefined. In particular, the regularity of the propagator at the origin implies that there is a mass gap in this model. The semiclassical expansion with respect to the renormalized coupling constant λ_μ would give the following transseries expression for the propagator

Δ(p) = p^{[Δ]} ∞∑ l=0 exp ( − 2πσ_l λ_μ ) h_l ( p μ , λ_μ ) , h_l ( p μ , λ_μ ) = ∞∑ n=0 a_{ln} ( p μ ) λ^n_μ, (II.8)

where [Δ] is the mass dimension of the propagator Δ(p) related to that of the operator O as [Δ] = 2[O] − d, σ_l (0 < σ_1 < σ_2 < · · · ) are the nonperturbative exponents, a_{ln}(p/μ) are the n-th expansion coefficients in the l-th nonperturbative sector. In the following, we call expressions like (II.8) “semiclassical ansatz” since transseries of this type would be the expected form obtained in the semiclassical expansion: the l-th sector is the contribution from the l-th saddle point configuration characterized by the action S_l ∝ σ_l and h_l stands for the power series obtained through the perturbative expansion around the saddle point configuration. For simplicity, we assume that the semi-classical expansion for the propagator (II.8) is convergent for p > μ > Λ. This assumption is true in the large-N case discussed below. Using the renormalization group, we can change the renormalization scale from μ to p. Then the transseries for the propagator becomes

Δ(p) = p^{[Δ]} ∞∑ l=0 exp ( − 2πσ_l λ_p ) h̃_l(λ_p), h̃_l(λ_p) =^∞ ∑ n=0 b_{ln} λ^n_p . (II.9)

In this expression, the expansion coefficients b_{ln} are constants without p-dependence since there is no other mass scale. Note that each term in this transseries is singular at p = Λ due to the singularity of the renormalized coupling λ_p. The singularity structure becomes more manifest by expanding the renormalized coupling constant λ_p in powers of the one-loop coupling constant λ^′_p as^2

λ_p (p) = λ^′_p − β_1 β_0 λ^′_p^2 log 4π λ^′_p + · · · with λ^′_p = 2π β_0 log p/Λ

. (II.10)

Then, the transseries (II.9) would be rewritten as

Δ(p) = p^{[Δ]} ∞∑ l=0 ( Λ p )_{β0σl} f_l(λ^′_p), f_l(λ^′_p) = λ^′_p^α ∞∑ n=0 c_{ln}λ^′_p^n, (II.11)

where α = 2πσ_lβ_1/β_0 and c_{ln} are functions of log 4π/λ^′_p. Because of the asymptotic freedom, this transseries expression can also be viewed as the large-p expansion of the propagator. If the function f_l(λ^′_p) is divergent in the limit λ^′_p → ∞, the l-th term of the transseries (II.11) has a singularity at p = Λ originating from that of the renormalized coupling λ_p. Due to this singularity at p = Λ, each term in the transseries for the two point function ⟨O(x)O(0)⟩_a = ∞∑ l=0 ∫ |p|>a d^dp (2π)^d e^{ip·x} p^{[Δ]} ( Λ p )_{β0σl} f_l(λ^′_p), (II.12)

has an ambiguity depending on the regularization if the singularity at p = Λ is contained in the integration domain |p| > a. Here we have introduced an IR cutoff scale a to regularize the singularity at p = 0 in the integration for each term in the transseries (II.11). Such an IR cutoff is always necessary in the semi-classical computation in a perturbatively massless model even though there is a dynamically generated mass gap^3. On the other hand, the existence of the mass gap guarantee that there is a well-defined limit a → 0 for the full two point function. Since the propagator itself has no singularity, all the ambiguities cancel out and the a → 0 limit is regular.

We can associated the ambiguity from the singularity at p = Λ with a singularity in the Borel plane. For simplicity, let us focus on the case x → 0, where the two point function reduces to the condensate ⟨O(x)O(0)⟩_a → ⟨O(0)^2⟩_{ã,a} = ∫ a<|p|<ã d^dp (2π)^d

Δ(p), (II.13)

where we have introduced another cutoff scale ã to regularize the UV divergence. Assume that the transseries for the propagator (II.11) has the following Borel resummed form

Δ(p) = 2πp^2 ∞∑ l=0 ( Λ p )_{β0σl} ∫_∞ 0 dt ( Λ p )_t P_l(t). (II.14)

2 In the large-N sigma model discussed below, λ^′_p is identified with λ_p since the correction is subleading in the large-N limit.

3 Instead of the IR momentum cutoff, we may introduce other deformations such as mass deformations, chemical potentials or background fields like the Ω-background.

By a change of variable and some manipulation (see Appendix A), we can rewrite the condensate as ⟨O(0)^2⟩_{ã,a} = C μ^{2[O]} ∞∑ l=0 ( Λ μ )_{β0σl} ∫_∞ 0 dt ( Λ μ )_t B_l(t) with C = d log^μ_Λ (4π)^d2 Γ(d/2 + 1)

. (II.15)

The function B_l(t) are given by^4

B_l(t) = 1 e_l [( μ a )_{el} f_l ( e_lλ^′_μ t + t_a ) − (μ ã )_{el} f_l ( e_lλ^′_μ t + t_ã )] , (II.16)

where

e_l = β_0σ_l − 2[O], t_p = e_l log p/Λ log μ/Λ

. (II.17)

If f_l(λ^′_p) is divergent in the limit λ^′_p → ∞ (p → Λ), the Borel transform B_l has a singularity at t = −t_a. This singularity is on the integration contour and gives rise to an ambiguity if t_a is negative, i.e. the IR cutoff scale a is smaller than the dynamically generated scale Λ. We can see that this singularity and the corresponding ambiguity do not vanish even in the large-N limit. For example, the singularity and the corresponding ambiguity is independent of N in the O(N) sigma model since β_0 = 1, σ_l = 2l. The factorial divergence of the perturbation series can also be seen from the fact that the Taylor expansion of B_l(t^′) around t = 0 has a finite radius of convergence due to the singularity. In this way, the singularity of the renormalized coupling constant at p = Λ results in renormalon type ambiguities. In the next section, we will explicitly examine these renormalon ambiguities in the O(N) sigma model in the large-N limit.

III. O(N) SIGMA MODEL AT LARGE N

In this section, we give a brief review of the O(N) sigma model in two dimensions at large N in order to establish our notations and to write down the exact expression for the correlation functions and the condensate. More comprehensive reviews on this subject can be found in Refs. [74, 89, 90].

In the two-dimensional O(N) sigma model, the target space is the unit sphere in Euclidean N-dimensional space. The action is given by S = 1 2g^2 ∫ d^2x [ (∂_iϕ^a)^2 + D { (ϕ^a)^2 − 1 } ] , (III.18)

4 This “Borel transform” B_l(t) has a λ^′_μ-dependence. The standard coupling independent Borel transform will be denoted as B_l(t) in Sec. IV C. We will use the same symbol t for the variables of B_l(t) and B_l(t) although they are not exactly identical.

where ϕ^a with a = 1 . . . N are real scalar fields and the field D is a Lagrange multiplier field that imposes the constraint, (ϕ^a)^2 = 1. The parameter g is a bare coupling constant that needs to be renormalized. The theory is asymptotically free, has a mass gap, and is therefore a good toy model for the Yang-Mills theory in four dimensions.

The expectation value of the Lagrange multiplier field, ⟨D⟩, serves as the mass for the ϕ fields. At large N, the mass gap √ ⟨D⟩ can be computed exactly by looking for the saddle point of the effective potential for D. Assuming that D is a constant and integrating ϕ^a, we obtain the effective potential for D as V_{eff} (D) = N 2 [∫ d^2p (2π)^2 log ( p^2 + D ) − D λ ] , (III.19)

where λ = g^2N is the ’t Hooft coupling that is kept finite in the large-N limit. After subtracting the UV divergence and renormalizing the coupling, the effective potential becomes

V_{eff} (D) = − N 8π D ( log D Λ^2 − 1 ) , (III.20)

where the renormalization group (RG)-invariant dynamical scale Λ is defined by the renormalized ’t Hooft coupling λ_μ at the renormalization scale μ as

Λ = μ exp ( − 2π λ_μ ) , (III.21)

in the MS-bar scheme. The effective potential gives the unique minimum at

⟨D⟩ = Λ^2. (III.22)

Let us consider two-point correlation functions of the fluctuation field δD(x) of the Lagrange multiplier field D(x) around the expectation value ⟨D⟩ = Λ^2. Since the correlation function is nontrivial only at the next-to-leading order of 1/N expansion, we choose a normalization

D(x) = Λ^2 + δD(x) √ N . (III.23)

At the leading order in the large-N limit, the two-point correlation function Δ(p) of the fluctuation field δD(x) in the momentum space (propagator) is given as

Δ(p) ≡ [ 1 2 ∫ d^2q (2π)^2 1 (q^2 + Λ^2) ( (q + p)^2 + Λ^2 ) ]_{−1} = 8π √ p^2 (p^2 + 4Λ^2) s_p , (III.24)

where s_p is the function of p defined as

s_p = 4 log (√ p^2 4Λ^2

+ 1 + √ p^2 4Λ^2 ) ( = 4 arcsinh p 2Λ ) . (III.25)

The correlation function in the position space can be obtained by the Fourier transformation ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩ = ∫ d^2p (2π)^2 e^{ip·x}Δ(p). (III.26)

This is a well-defined UV (and IR) convergent integral. However, it becomes UV divergent in the limit x = 0 ⟨δD^2⟩ ≡ lim_{x→0} ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩ → ∞. (III.27) This quantity appears as one of the operator basis O_n of the operator product expansion

D(x)D(0) = ∑ n F_n(x)O_n, (III.28)

where F_n(x) are the coefficient functions. For that reason, we are interested in the limit x → 0 and call the quantity as a condensate, in analogy to the gluon condensate in QCD. To regularize the UV divergence, we introduce the UV cutoff ã to limit the momentum integration |p| < ã ⟨ δD^2 ⟩ ã ≡ ∫ |p|<ã d^2p (2π)^2

Δ(p). (III.29)

Changing the variable from |p| to s = s_p, we obtain ⟨ δD^2 ⟩ ã = 2Λ^4 ∫_{sã} 0 ds cosh s − 1 s = 2Λ^4 Chin(s_ã), (III.30)

where Chin(s_ã) is an entire function of s_ã related to the hyperbolic cosine integral Chi and Euler’s constant γ_E as

Chin(s_ã) = Chi(s_ã) − log(s_ã) − γ_E. (III.31)

This is the regular and well-defined exact result in the large-N limit [74]. In the next section, instead of directly evaluating the integral (III.29), we use the large p/Λ expansion of the integrand (III.29) to simulate the semiclassical expansion, which has an IR divergence and a renormalon type ambiguity.

IV. SEMICLASSICAL EXPANSION

In Sec. IV A, we first expand the propagator (III.24) into a transseries of Λ^2/p^2 = exp(−4π/λ_p) and λ_p in order to imitate massless perturbation theory around the vacuum and nontrivial backgrounds. We then discuss IR divergences and imaginary ambiguities in the expansion in Sec. IV B, and finally compute the semiclassical expansion up to order order Λ^8 in Sec. IV C

A. Expansion of the propagator in powers of Λ^2/p^2

Here we consider the x → 0 limit of the correlation function, i.e. the condensate, of the fluctuation of the Lagrange multiplier field δD(x) in Eq. (III.29).

In most of interesting theories like QCD, the gap equation to generate the mass gap is not known explicitly, contrary to the two-dimensional large-N O(N) model. In such a situation, we can use only the weak coupling perturbation theory with massless fields. We are interested in studying properties of perturbation theory and associated resurgence structure when only perturbative series with massless fields are available. In order to mimic such a situation, we use the large p^2/Λ^2 expansion of the propagator Δ(p) to obtain a transseries in powers of Λ^2/p^2 = exp(−4π/λ_p) and λ_p. In this way, we can study quantities such as the condensate as if we perform massless field perturbation theory on various backgrounds corresponding to possible nonperturbative saddle points. Hence we wish to expand the propagator Δ(p) in Eq. (III.24) in powers of Λ^2/p^2. The asymptotic behavior for Λ^2 ≪ p^2 of the denominator s_p of the propagator is given by

s_p = 4 log (√ p^2 4Λ^2

+ 1 + √ p^2 4Λ^2 ) = 8π λ_p + u_p, (IV.32)

where the leading term is the inverse coupling λ_p renormalized at the momentum scale p,^5 λ_p ≡ 2π log (p/Λ)

, (IV.33)

and the remaining term u_p can be expanded in a power of Λ^2/p^2

u_p = 4 log ( 1 2 + √ 1 4 + Λ^2 p^2 ) = 4Λ^2 p^2 − 6Λ^4 p^4

+ O(Λ^6). (IV.34)

Thus, we obtain a power series expansion for large momenta as a power series in u_pλ_p/8π

Δ(p) = p^2λ_p √ 1 + 4Λ^2 p^2 ∞∑ n=0 ( − u_pλ_p 8π )_n , (IV.35)

which is convergent if u_pλ_p/ (8π) < 1. We can expand √ 1 + 4Λ^2/p^2 and u_p in powers of Λ/p to obtain Δ(p) = p^2 ∞∑ l=0 ( Λ p )_{2l} f_l(λ_p), (IV.36)

where f_l(λ_p) is a polynomial of degree l + 1. A convenient way to derive the explicit forms of f_l(λ_p) is to use the Borel resummed form of Δ(p)

Δ(p) = 2πp^2 ∞∑ l=0 ( Λ p )_{2l} ∫_∞ 0 dt ( Λ p )_t P_l(t), (IV.37)

5 In the large-N limit, we do not distinguish the full renormalized coupling λ_p and the one-loop coupling λ^′_p used in Sec. II since the higher order coefficients of the beta function in (II.4) are of order 1/N.

where P_l(t) is a polynomial of t

P_l(t) ≡ (−1)^l l! [ (t + l + 1)^{(l)} − 4l(t + l)^{(l−1)} ] with (a)^{(l)} =

Γ(a + l) Γ(a)

. (IV.38)

From this expression, we find that f_l(λ_p) can be obtained as

f_l(λ_p) = P_l(Λ∂_Λ) λ_p. (IV.39)

To obtain the condensate, we need to perform the momentum integral (III.29). We now use the large momentum expansion (IV.36) to all momentum regions, including p < Λ region. This is intended to imitate the calculation with massless fields, even though the large momentum expansion is valid only for |p| ≫ Λ. Then we need to introduce an IR regularization, which is achieved by a momentum cutoff at a (|p| > a). The condensate is now given as ⟨ δD^2 ⟩ ã,a =s.c. ∞∑ l=0 Λ^{2l}C_{2l}, (IV.40)

with

C_{2l} = ∫ a<|p|<ã d^2p (2π)^2 p^{2−2l} f_l(λ_p), (IV.41)

with f_l(λ_p) in Eq. (IV.36). In this work, we call the transseries expression (IV.40) the semiclassical ansatz (s.c.), since this would be the transseries obtained through the semiclassical expansion of the path integral. We have introduced a UV cutoff at ã and IR cutoff at a in momentum integration in order to eliminate the UV and IR divergences. However, it is not clear if the semiclassical ansatz for ⟨δD^2⟩_{ã,a} gives the exact expression in the limit a → 0, since the series in powers of Λ may not be convergent for Λ > a and the ordering of summation and integration is exchanged. We will come back to this point in Sec. V.

Using the relation λ_p 4π = [ 4π λ_ã + log ( p^2 ã^2 )]_{−1} = ∞∑ n=0 ( λ_ã 4π )_{n+1} [ − log ( p^2 ã^2 )]_n , (IV.42)

we can expand the integrand in (IV.41) in powers of the coupling λ_ã at scale ã to

C_{2l} = ∞∑ n=0 λ^{n+1}_ã c_{(2l,n)}, (IV.43)

whose explicit computations for l = 0, . . . , 4 are given in the Appendix B.

The power series in Eq. (IV.43) can contain factorially divergent parts, which have a precise meaning by the Borel resummation. If such divergent series are Borel non-summable, the associated imaginary ambiguities should be of the renormalon type, since only renormalon type ambiguities are expected to remain in the large-N limit. The l = 0 terms c_{(0,n)} correspond to the usual perturbative expansion on the trivial vacuum. The physical interpretation of c_{(2l,n)} for higher l > 0 is that it is a contribution of the fluctuation at order λ^{n+1}_ã around a possible semi-classical configuration (Λ/ã)^{2l} ∼ e^{−4πl/λã} , although we have no understanding of such a semiclassical configuration explicitly.

B. Infrared divergence and imaginary ambiguities

It is evident that there are three issues with the semiclassical expansion obtained above due to the IR behavior. The first one is that the integral C_{2l} is IR divergent when l ≥ 2 due to the factor p^{2−2l} in the integrand, which requires an IR cutoff a. We need to take the limit a → 0 at the end of the calculation. The second issue then arises when the IR cutoff is small a ≪ Λ, because the semiclassical ansatz above involves a power series in Λ^2/a^2 and requires a care to take the limit a → 0. We will come back to this point in Sec. V. The third issue is that there is a possible singularity at p = Λ due to the terms involving the renormalized coupling constant λ_p = 4π/ log(p^2/Λ^2) in Eq. (IV.41). In fact, the renormalon ambiguity in the usual perturbation theory is due to this type of singularity in the integrand of C_0. Below we identify these singularities in the integrand of all C_{2l}. Changing variables from p to t̃ = log(ã^2/p^2) = 4π/λ_ã − 4π/λ_p, we can rewrite it as C_{2l} = 1 4π ∫_{log(ã}2_{/a}2_) 0 dt̃ ( ã^2e^{−t̃} )_{2−l} f_l ( 4π 4π/λ_ã − t̃ ) . (IV.44)

This form resembles the Borel resummation of a divergent perturbative series. For l < 2 we can take a → 0 at this point, and C_{2l} becomes a Borel resummation. For l ≥ 2, we cannot take a → 0 due to the IR divergence. Since f_l(λ_p) is a polynomial of order l + 1 and hence the integrand has a pole at t̃ = 4π/λ_ã. If a < Λ, this pole is on the integration contour of (IV.44) since 0 < 4π/λ_ã < log(ã^2/a^2).

In order to circumvent the poles, we use an analytic continuation of the coupling λ_ã to the complex plane. After the integration over t, we then analytically continue back to the real axis in two different directions:

λ_ã → λ_ã ± iϵ, (IV.45)

with ϵ > 0, or equivalently Λ → Λ (1 ± iϵ^′) with ϵ^′ = 2πϵ/λ^2_ã > 0. We then take ϵ to zero in the end. This can be understood as a deformation of the integration contour in Eq. (IV.44) in the upper or lower t-plane.

The deformation of the integration contour can give rise to an ambiguity, since the imaginary part of C_{2l} depends on whether we take λ_ã + iϵ or λ_ã − iϵ. The imaginary ambiguities, however, should cancel once we sum over all l, regardless of the prescription. We can find the imaginary ambiguities by computing the residue. Using Eq. (IV.44) and computing up to order Λ^8, we find that our semiclassical ansatz (IV.40) as a whole is indeed free of imaginary ambiguity: Im ⟨ δD^2 ⟩ ã,a =s.c. ±π [( ã^2e^{− 4πλ}ã

)_2

Λ^0 − 2Λ^4 + ( ã^2e^{− 4πλ}ã )_{−2} Λ^8 ] θ(Λ − a) = 0. (IV.46)

We show that only the three terms, C_0, C_4, and C_8, have non-zero residues at t = 4π/λ_ã that give rise to the imaginary ambiguities in Sec. IV C. We also show that the first term at order Λ^0 in the bracket corresponds to the renormalon ambiguity due to the Borel resummation of the divergent perturbative series on the trivial vacuum. Thus, the ansatz (IV.40) gives a surprising result that the renormalon ambiguity on the trivial vacuum (order Λ^0) is cancelled not solely by the ambiguity from the term at order Λ^4 as one would naively expect, but the combination of the terms at order Λ^4 and Λ^8.

C. Perturbative expansion around vacuum and nontrivial background

In this section, we compute the coefficients C_{2l} of the expansion (IV.40) and investigate the origin of each ambiguity in Eq. (IV.46). We first take a large IR cutoff, Λ ≪ a < ã, where the expansion in powers of Λ^2/p^2 (a < p < ã) of the integrand is convergent and well-defined. This allows us to obtain unambiguous C_{2l} without any imaginary parts. We then take a small cutoff a < Λ. As explained in the previous section, we use an analytic continuation of λ_ã (or Λ) as (IV.45) to avoid a possible singularity at p = Λ. Depending on the sign of ±iϵ, we show that C_{2l} picks up an imaginary part in accordance with Eq. (IV.46).

The integral for C_{2l} gives

C_{2l} = ∫_ã a dp 2π p^{3−2l} f_l(λ_p) = C_{2l}(p)|^ã = C_{2l}(ã) − C_{2l}(a), (IV.47)

where we have defined C_{2l}(p) as an indefinite integral of the p-integration. We call C_{2l}(ã) and C_{2l}(a) as the UV and IR contributions, respectively, although only the difference is unambiguously defined.

We now compute C_{2l} for l = 0, . . . , 4. In the semiclassical expansion, one would first need to compute the coefficients c_{2l} of perturbative expansion, and then (Borel) resum it to obtain C_{2l} = ∑_∞ n=0 λ^{n+1}_ã c_{(2l,n)}. We demonstrate this for the case of l = 0 here, and the rest in Appendix B. Alternatively we can directly compute C_{2l} from Eq. (IV.41).

The leading contribution, the term at order Λ^0, is given as

c_{(0,n)} = ∫ a<|p|<ã d^2p (2π)^2 p^2 ( 1 4π log ã^2 p^2 )_n = ã^4 (8π)^{n+1} [ Γ(n + 1) − Γ ( n + 1, 2 log ã^2 a^2 )] , (IV.48)

where Γ(n + 1, α) is the incomplete Gamma function

Γ(n + 1, α) = ∫_∞ α dt e^{−t}t^n. (IV.49)

If we turn off the IR cutoff a → 0, the second term vanishes, and we arrive at the known perturbative result. If we keep an arbitrary IR cutoff a, then we have C_0 = C_0(ã) − C_0(a) with

C_0(p) = ã^4 ∞∑ n=0 ( λ_ã 8π )_{n+1} Γ ( n + 1, 2 log ã^2 p^2 ) . (IV.50)

This is a divergent asymptotic series since Γ(n + 1, α) ∼ n! for large n. Applying the Borel resummation, we obtain

C_0(p) = −p^4 ∫_∞ 0 dt e^{−t} t −^{8π}_{λp} = p^4e^{−8π/λp} [ γ_E + log ( − 8π λ_p ) − Ein ( − 8π λ_p )] , (IV.51)

where Ein(z) denotes the entire function defined as^6

Ein(z) = ∫_z 0 dt 1 − e^{−t} t . (IV.53)

Due to the branch cut of log(−8π/λ_p) = log(−2 log p^2/Λ^2), the function C_0(p) is ambiguous for p > Λ Im C_0(p) = ±πp^4 exp ( − 8π λ_p ) θ(p − Λ) = ±πΛ^4 θ(p − Λ). (IV.54)

The total imaginary ambiguity at the leading order can be then expressed as

Im C_0 = Im C_0(ã) − Im C_0(a) = ± {π − πθ(a − Λ)} Λ^4 = ±πΛ^4 θ(Λ − a), (IV.55)

where we have assumed that the UV scale ã is always larger than Λ. While there is a usual renormalon ambiguity when a < Λ, the imaginary ambiguity is absent when a > Λ.

The Λ^2 and Λ^6 can be readily computed without any imaginary ambiguities. For notational simplicity, we use v_p defined as v_p ≡ 4π λ_p = log p^2 Λ^2

, (IV.56)

6 The standard exponential integral Ei(z) is related to the entire function Ein(z) as

Ei(z) = γ_E + log z − Ein(−z), (IV.52)

instead of λ_p. At order Λ^2, we have

C_2(p) = ∫ dp 4p (−1 + v_p) v^2_p = 2p^2 v_p , (IV.57)

while at Λ^6, we obtain

C_6(p) = ∫ dp −48 − 24v_p + 20v^2_p + 24v^3_p 3p^3v^4_p = 8 + 2v_p − 12v^2_p 3p^2v^3_p

. (IV.58)

We thus find that the IR contribution C_2(a) goes to zero, while C_6(a) diverges as a goes to zero. Note that each of the integrands for C_2(p) and C_6(p) has a pole at p = Λ but the residue is zero and hence it does not give any ambiguities.

At order Λ^4, we have

C_4(p) = ∫ dp 8 − 2v_p − 4v^2_p pv^3_p = −2 log (v_p) − 2 − v_p v^2_p

. (IV.59)

This term is also IR divergent C_4(a) → ∞ (a → 0). Moreover the logarithm gives rise to the imaginary ambiguity when v_p < 0:

Im C_4 = Im C_4(ã) − Im C_4(a) = ∓2πθ(Λ − a). (IV.60)

Compared to the renormalon ambiguity (IV.55), this ambiguity at order Λ^4 has the opposite sign but its magnitude is twice as large, so the renormalon ambiguity is not cancelled if we stop the calculation at this order.

At order Λ^8, we have

C_8(p) = ∫ dp 96 + 120v_p + 22v^2_p − 59v^3_p − 60v^4_p 3p^5v^5_p = 1 Λ^4 [ −Ein ( 8π λ_p ) + log ( 8π λ_p ) + γ_E ] − 24 + 24v_p − 13v^2_p − 33v^3_p

6p^4v^4_p

. (IV.61)

At this order, the logarithm remains as in the case of C_0(p). Therefore it has the imaginary ambiguity when v_a < 0 or a < Λ:

Im C_8 = ±θ(Λ − a) π Λ^4

. (IV.62)

Using Eq. (B.5) in Appendix, we can write the perturbative expansion as

C_8(p) ⊃ 1 ã^4 ∞∑ n=0 ( − λ_ã 8π )_{n+1} Γ ( n + 1, −2 log ã^2 p^2 ) = − 1 p^4 ∫_∞ 0 dt e^{−t} t +^{8π}_{λp} . (IV.63)

The integrand has a pole at t = −8π/λ_p and the residue gives the imaginary ambiguity of Eq. (IV.61). One should note that the t-plane pole for C_{2l}(p) is at t = −8π/λ_p, in contrast to t = 8π/λ_p for C_0(p) in (IV.51).

By using Eq. (IV.39), we can show that C_{2l}(p) for general l is given by

C_{2l}(p) = p^{4−2l} ∫_∞ 0 dt ( Λ p )_t P_l(t) 4 − 2l − t = −P_l(Λ∂_Λ) [ Λ^{−2l+4} Γ ( 0, (l − 2) log p^2 Λ^2 )] . (IV.64)

From this expression, we can check that there is no ambiguity for l ≥ 5.

We now combine all the results up to order Λ^8 obtained above and write the semi-classical expansion of the condensate for any values of ã > Λ and a ≠ Λ ⟨ δD^2 ⟩ ã,a =s.c. ∞∑ l=0 Λ^{2l} [ {C_{2l}(ã)} − {C_{2l}(a)} ] (IV.65)

= Λ^0 [ ã^4 { e^{−8π/λã} Ei ( 8π λ_ã )} − a^4 { e^{−8π/λa} Ei ( 8π λ_a )} ± iπΛ^4θ(Λ − a) ]

+Λ^2 [ ã^2 { λ_ã 2π } − a^2 { λ_a 2π }]

+Λ^4 [ ã^0 { λ_ã 4π − λ^2_ã 8π^2

− 2 log ( 4π λ_ã )} − a^0 { λ_a 4π − λ^2_a 8π^2

− 2 log | | | 4π λ_a | | | } ∓ 2πiθ(Λ − a) ]

+Λ^6 [ 1 ã^2 { − λ_ã π + λ^2_ã 24π^2 + λ^3_ã 24π^3 } − 1 a^2 { − λ_a π + λ^2_a 24π^2 + λ^3_a 24π^3 }]

+Λ^8 [ 1 ã^4 { e^{8π/λã} Ei ( − 8π λ_ã ) + 11λ_ã 8π + 13λ^2_ã 96π^2 − λ^3_ã 16π^3 − λ^4_ã 64π^4 }

− 1 a^4 { e^{8π/λa} Ei ( − 8π λ_a ) + 11λ_a 8π + 13λ^2_a 96π^2 − λ^3_a 16π^3 − λ^4_a 64π^4 } ± iπ Λ^4 θ(Λ − a) ]

+O(Λ^{10}),

where the exponential integral Ei(z) is defined as

Ei(z) = γ_E + log z − Ein(−z) = γ_E + log z − ∫_{−z} 0 dt 1 − e^{−t} t . (IV.66)

The imaginary ambiguity at each order depends on the value of the IR cutoff a as denoted by the Heaviside step function θ(Λ − a). For a large IR cutoff a > Λ, there is no ambiguity at any order. Once we take the small cutoff a < Λ, imaginary ambiguities appear at order Λ^0, Λ^4, and Λ^8. We have identified the imaginary ambiguity at order Λ^0 as the renormalon ambiguity in perturbation theory on the trivial vacuum. The imaginary ambiguities at order Λ^4 and Λ^8 also arise when a < Λ, and the combination of the two cancels the renormalon ambiguity, leaving the semiclassical expansion free of imaginary ambiguities as a whole. This result agrees with Eq. (IV.46).

Using the general form C_{2l} in Eq. (IV.64), the all-order transseries can be written as

⟨δD^2⟩_{ã,a} =_{s.c.} μ^4 ∞∑ l=0 ( Λ μ )_{2l} ∫_∞ 0 dt ( Λ μ )_t B_l(t). (IV.67)

The Borel transform B_l(t) is given by

B_l(t) = 1 2 μ^{−2ηl(t)} [ ã^{2ηl(t)} − a^{2ηl(t)} ]P_l(t) η_l(t) , with η_l(t) = 2 − l − t 2 , (IV.68)

where P_l(t) is the polynomial given in Eq. (IV.38). Since the Borel transform B_l(t) has no pole on the positive real axis, there is not ambiguity in this expression. However, the integral converges only when a > Λ. For a < Λ (λ_a < 0), the Borel resummation for the a-dependent term must be performed along the negative real axis^7, or equivalently, the Borel resummation must be rewritten as ⟨δD^2⟩_{ã,a} =_{s.c.} μ^4 ∞∑ l=0 ( Λ μ )_{2l} ∫_∞ −∞ dt ( Λ μ )_t B̃_l(t), (IV.70)

with

B̃_l(t) = 1 2 μ^{−2ηl(t)} [ ã^{2ηl(t)}θ(t) + a^{2ηl(t)}θ(−t) ]P_l(t) η_l(t) , (IV.71)

where θ(t) is the step function. In this case, B̃_l(t) with l = 0, 2, 4 have singularities at t = 4, 0, −4 and give rise to the imaginary ambiguities at order Λ^0, Λ^4 and Λ^8, respectively. It is worth noting that the singularity on the negative real axis on the Borel plane is relevant when a < Λ. This is related to the fact that the condensate contains terms with the negative coupling constant λ_a = 2π/ log(a/Λ) and the non-perturbative factors (Λ/a)^{2l} that become more dominant for higher l. This is a typical situation in which renormalons give rise to imaginary ambiguities.

Although the condensate in the semiclassical expansion is real for any value of the IR cutoff a, the expansion is convergent only if the IR cutoff is large, a ≫ Λ. When the cutoff is small, a ≪ Λ, the terms in the series for the IR contribution, C_l(a), becomes divergent for l ≥ 2. This tells us that we need to consider taking a ≫ Λ in order to sum over l. We can take the limit a → 0 only after summing over l. We now discuss this procedure in the next section.

V. TRANSSERIES FROM THE EXACT RESULT

We reanalyze the exact result for the condensate ⟨δD^2⟩ in Eq. (III.30), in order to understand the newly found imaginary ambiguities at higher powers of Λ and to take the a → 0 limit properly in our result in Eq. (IV.65). To compare the exact result with the semiclassical expansion

7 The integration path of the Borel resummation must be chosen depending on the sign (or, more precisely, argument) of the variable as ∞∑ n=0 a_nλ^n = + ∫_{+∞} 0 dt e^{−t/λ}B(t) for λ > 0 − ∫_0 −∞ dt e^{−t/λ}B(t) for λ < 0 with B(t) = ∞∑ n=0 a_n Γ(n) t^{n−1}. (IV.69)

Eq. (IV.65), we now work out the transseries representation of the exact result in Eq. (III.30). From dimensional reasons, the condensate is a function of a single variable Λ/ã apart from the factor Λ^4 ⟨ δD^2 ⟩ ã = Λ^4F (s_ã) = 2Λ^4 ∫_{sã} 0 ds cosh s − 1 s , (V.72)

where the upper end s_ã of the integral is a function of Λ^2/ã^2 as defined in Eq. (IV.35)

s_ã = 8π λ_ã + u_ã, u_ã = 4 log ( 1 2 + √ 1 4 + Λ^2 ã^2 ) . (V.73)

As given in Eq. (C.1) in Appendix C, the variable u_ã can be expanded in powers of Λ^2/ã^2 with the finite radius of convergence. On the other hand, the function F (s_ã) can be expanded in powers of u_ã with a finite radius of convergence. Therefore, we find that contributions from the integration region 8π/λ_ã < s < s_ã in the integral representation in Eq. (V.72) of the exact solution gives a power series in Λ^2/ã^2. Moreover, it is easy to see that each l-th order terms Λ^{2l}/ã^{2l} contains only up to l powers of λ_ã. The remaining term, however, gives a divergent power series in λ_ã and needs to be Borel resummed. In fact, the contribution from 0 < s < 8π/λ_ã can be rewritten into the Borel resummation of the factorially divergent series F ( 8π λ_ã ) = − ã^4 Λ^4 ∫_∞ 0 dt e^{−t} t −^{8π}_{λã} ± i0 + [ 2 log ( λ_ã 8π ) − 2γ_E ∓ iπ ] − Λ^4 ã^4 ∫_∞ 0 dt e^{−t} t +^{8π}_{λã}

. (V.74)

We note that the first term is the result of Borel resummation of Borel-nonsummable divergent power series and has an imaginary ambiguity, which is cancelled by the imaginary ambiguity in the second term [74]. The third term is the result of Borel resummation of Borel-summable divergent series without imaginary ambiguity. Combining contributions from the integration region 8π/λ_ã < s < s_ã, we obtain up to terms of order Λ^8 as ⟨ δD^2 ⟩ ã = Λ^0ã^4 { − ∫_∞ 0 dt e^{−t} t −^{8π}_{λã} ± i0 } + Λ^2ã^2 { λ_ã 2π }

+Λ^4 { λ_ã 4π − λ^2_ã 8π^2

+ 2 log ( λ_ã 8π ) − 2γ_E ∓ iπ } + Λ^6 ã^2 { − λ_ã π + λ^2_ã 24π^2 + λ^3_ã 24π^3 }

+ Λ^8 ã^4 { − ∫_∞ 0 dt e^{−t} t +^{8π}_{λã} + 11λ_ã 8π + 13λ^2_ã 96π^2 − λ^3_ã 16π^3 − λ^4_ã 64π^4 } + O ( Λ^{10} ã^6 ) . (V.75)

This is the Borel resummed transseries for the exact result without an IR cutoff, which is valid for ã ≫ Λ. We can see that the ambiguity structure of this transseries without the IR cutoff is different from that with the IR cutoff (IV.65).

Although the condensate itself has no IR divergence, we can introduce the IR cutoff a for the momentum integration in order to compare the result of the semiclassical ansatz with the exact result ⟨ δD^2 ⟩ ã,a = Λ 4 {F (s_ã) − F (s_a)} . (V.76)

The contribution F (s_a) is defined by the integral representation in Eq. (V.72), with the upper end of integration given by s_a instead of s_ã. We find that it is expandable in power series of a/Λ as given in Eq. (C.3) in Appendix C. In particular, F (s_a) → 0 in the limit of a → 0:

F (s_a) = a Λ + O ( a^2 Λ^2 ) . (V.77)

On the other hand, the function F (s_a) has an interesting analytic structure. It has a Borel resummed transseries form for a ≫ Λ whose functional form is precisely identical to that in Eq. (V.75). In this region, the Borel non-summable divergent series in λ_ã > 0 gives imaginary ambiguities which cancel those from the contribution F (s_ã).

To understand the result in Eq. (IV.65) of the semiclassical ansatz, let us first consider the Borel resummed transseries valid for a ≫ Λ. It consists of a series in powers of Λ^2/a^2, whose l-th power coefficient is a (divergent) power series of λ_a, in exactly the same form as that in Eq. (V.75) with a replacing ã. If we take the coefficient of each term of (Λ/a)^{2l} and analytically continue each coefficient to the region a < Λ, we find the following formal expression similar to a transseries

Λ^4F (s_a)_{formal} = Λ^0a^4 { − ∫_∞ 0 dt e^{−t} t −^{8π}_{λa} } + Λ^2a^2 { λ_a 2π } (V.78)

+Λ^4 { λ_a 4π − λ^2_a 8π^2

+ 2 log ( −λ_a 8π ) − 2γ_E ± iπ } + Λ^6 a^2 { − λ_a π + λ^2_a 24π^2 + λ^3_a 24π^3 }

+ Λ^8 a^4 { − ∫_∞ 0 dt e^{−t} t +^{8π}_{λa} ∓ i0 + 11λ_a 8π + 13λ^2_a 96π^2 − λ^3_a 16π^3 − λ^4_a 64π^4 } + O ( Λ^{10} a^6 ) .

Since λ_a = 4π/ log(a^2/Λ^2) < 0 for a < Λ, the Λ^0 term becomes Borel summable, whereas the Λ^8 term becomes Borel nonsummable, resulting in an imaginary ambiguity. We also need an analytic continuation for the Λ^4 term. Thus this formal transseries exhibits imaginary ambiguities in the Λ^4 and Λ^8 terms. We now observe that the result of the semiclassical ansatz in Eq. (IV.65) is precisely recovered as the difference of F (s_ã) in Eq. (V.75) and this formal transseries F (s_a) in Eq. (V.78). In the semiclassical ansatz, we note that only the difference between the UV and IR contributions is determined.

Now we can understand the imaginary ambiguities found for a < Λ in Eq. (IV.65) using the semiclassical ansatz in Eq. (IV.41). In the semiclassical ansatz, we first expand the momentum integrand in powers of Λ^2/p^2 which is valid only for p^2 ≫ Λ^2. We then evaluate the momentum integral of each powers of Λ^2/p^2 using an IR cutoff |p| > a. As a result, the IR contribution C_{2l}(a) for the Λ^{2l} term involves powers of (Λ/a)^{2l}. However, we are using the expansion in powers of Λ^2/p^2 outside of its validity, when we take the IR cutoff a smaller than the dynamical mass Λ. This is the reason why we obtain the imaginary ambiguity corresponding to the Borel non-summable series in λ(a) at order Λ^8/a^4 in Eq. (V.78) of the formal transseries F (s_a)_{formal}.

In order to properly take the limit of a → 0 of the result in Eq. (IV.65) of the semiclassical ansatz, we need to first continue a from the region a < Λ to the region a ≫ Λ, where the the transseries would be convergent. Then the formal transseries becomes a well-defined transseries and gives back an analytic function defined in Eq. (III.30):

F (s_a) = 2 ∫_{sa} 0 ds cosh s − 1 s = 2Chin(s_a). (V.79)

After obtaining the analytic function, we can safely continue it to the region a < Λ and find that

lim_{a→0} F (s_a) = 0. (V.80)

Thus the final result of the a → 0 limit is that we can neglect the contribution F (s_a)_{formal} altogether, including those imaginary ambiguities contained in F (s_a)_{formal}. We also note that the imaginary ambiguities in the IR contribution F (s_a)_{formal} changes from the Λ^8 term to the Λ^0 term in the process of the analytic continuation to the region a > Λ. It is interesting to note that the function F (s_a) is an example of functions of the renormalized coupling λ_a that can be continued analytically beyond the Landau singularity at a = Λ to the negative values λ_a < 0 exhibiting an entirely different behavior [68] compared to the region λ_a > 0: power expandable in a/Λ in the region a < Λ, and Borel resummations of divergent power series in λ_a as coefficients of power series in Λ/a in the region a ≫ Λ.

VI. TWO POINT FUNCTION

So far we have seen the resurgence structure of the condensate ⟨δD^2⟩. A similar but more complicated structure can be seen in the transseries expansion of the two point function ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩ = ∫ d^2p (2π)^2 e^{ip·x} Δ(p). (VI.81)

In the following we assume that 1/x is larger than Λ (Λx < 1) for simplicity. A convenient way to obtain the transseries expansion of two point function is to use its relation to the condensate with a UV cutoff ã ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩ = ∫_∞ 0 dã xJ_1(ãx)⟨δD^2⟩_ã, (VI.82)

which can be shown by using the property of the Bessel functions J_l(px) ∫ d^2p (2π)^2 e^{ip·x} f(p) = ∫_∞ 0 dp 2π J_0(px)f(p) = ∫_∞ 0 dã [ xJ_1(ãx) ∫_ã 0 dp 2π f(p) ] , (VI.83)

for any function f(p). As in the previous case, it is necessary to introduce an IR cutoff a to obtain each term in the transseries. As we have seen above, the transseries for the condensate with UV cutoff ã and IR cutoff a can be written as ⟨δD^2⟩_{ã,a} = 1 2 ∞∑ l=0 Λ^{2l} ∫_∞ 0 dt Λ^t [ ã^{2ηl(t)} − a^{2ηl(t)} ]P_l(t) η_l(t) , for Λ < a < ã, (VI.84)

where P_l(t) and η_l(t) are given by

P_l(t) =

(−1)^l l! [ (t + l + 1)^{(l)} − 4l(t + l)^{(l−1)} ] , η_l(t) = 2 − l − t 2 , (VI.85)

where (a)^{(l)} = Γ(a + l)/Γ(a) = a(a + 1) · · · (a + l − 1) denotes the Pochhammer symbol. Note that P_l(t) are polynomials of t and have no singularity. From this expression and the relation (VI.82), we obtain the transseries for the two point function with IR cutoff a > Λ as ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩_a = ∫_∞ a dã xJ_1(ãx)⟨δD^2⟩_{ã,a} (VI.86) = Λ^4 2 ∞∑ l=0 ∫_∞ 0 dt ( Λ^2x^2 4 )_{−ηl(t)} [ Γ(η_l(t)) Γ(1 − η_l(t)) − F_l(ax, t) ] P_l(t), where F_l(ax, t) = 1 η_l(t)^1

F_2 ( η_l(t); 1, 1 + η_l(t), − a^2x^2 4 ) ( a^2x^2 4 )_{ηl(t)}

= ∞∑ n=0 (−1)^n (n!)^2 1 η_l(t) + n ( a^2x^2 4 )_{ηl(t)+n} . (VI.87) n\l 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 · · · 0 −1 0 2 0 −1 0 0 0 · · · 1 1 −2 −1 4 −1 −2 1 0 · · · . . TABLE I: Coefficients A_{l,n}.

We can show that each integrand in Eq. (VI.86) has no pole on the positive real axis on the complex t-plane and hence the Borel resummation gives a finite result with no ambiguity. Therefore, it would be possible to obtain a closed form for the two point function with a = 0 by an analytic continuation.

Next, let us consider what becomes of each term in the transseries when the IR cutoff a becomes smaller than Λ. To obtain the correct series in each non-perturbative sector for a < Λ, the Borel resummation for the a-dependent term must be performed along the negative real axis of the t-plane. In other words, the integral must be modified as ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩_a = Λ^4 2 ∞∑ l=0 ∫_∞ −∞ dt ( Λ^2x^2 4 )_{−ηl(t)} [ Γ(η_l(t)) Γ(1 − η_l(t)) θ(t) + F_l(ax, t)θ(−t) ] P_l(t), where θ(t) is the step function. Since each integrand has singularities at points such that η_l(t) = −n (n = 0, 1, 2, · · · ), i.e. t = 2(2 − l + n), we need to regularize the integral. Although we can regularize the integral by shifting the integration contour as Im t = ±ϵ, the result depends on the sign of t. Each singularity gives rise to the ambiguity Im ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩_a = ±πΛ^4 ∞∑ l=0 ∞∑ n=0 A_{l,n} ( Λ^2x^2 4 )_n , (VI.88)

where the coefficients A_{l,n} are given by A_{l,n} = (−1)^{l+n} 1 (n!)^2 [( 2n + 4 l ) − 4 ( 2n + 2 l − 1 )] , (VI.89)

where (_p q ) =^{Γ(p+1)}

Γ(q+1)Γ(p−q) denotes the binomial coefficient. Summing over n = 0, 1, 2 · · · , we find

that each term in the transseries has an ambiguity that is a non-trivial function of Λx Im ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩_a | |_{l=0} = ±πΛ^4J_0(Λx), Im ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩_a | |_{l=1} = ±πΛ^5xJ_1(Λx), · · · ,

where J_l(Λx) are the Bessel functions. For higher l, the ambiguities can be determined as follows. Let G_l and H_l be functions of Λx defined as

G_l = Λ^4 ∞∑ n=0 (−1)^{l+n} (n!)^2 ( 2n + 4 l ) ( Λ^2x^2 4 )_n , H_l = Λ^4 ∞∑ n=0 (−1)^{l+n} (n!)^2 ( 2n + 2 l − 1 ) ( Λ^2x^2 4 )_n . (VI.90)

We can show that these function satisfy the recursion relations

G_{l+1} = − 1 l + 1 [ Λ∂_Λ − l ] G_l, H_{l+1} = − 1 l [ Λ∂_Λ − (l + 1) ] H_l. (VI.91)

Starting with the initial terms H_0 = 0 and G_0 = −H_1 = Λ^4J_0(Λx), we can determine G_l, H_l and the ambiguity of the two point funciton Im ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩_a = ±π ∞∑ l=0 (G_l − 4H_l) = ±π ∞∑ l=0 Λ^{2l}P_l(Λ∂_Λ) [ Λ^{4−2l}J_0(Λx) ] . (VI.92)

On the other hand, summing over l = 0, 1, 2, · · · and using the binomial theorem ∑ q (_p q ) z^q = (1 + z)^p, we can show that the total ambiguity cancel (see Table I)

Im ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩_a = 0. (VI.93)

As in the case of the condensate, the singularities on the negative real axis of the Borel plane (t < 0) are relevant to the cancellation of the imaginary ambiguities for a < Λ.

VII. C P^{N−1} SIGMA MODEL

It is straightforward to apply our computations above to the C P^{N−1} sigma model L = 1 g^2 [_N∑ a=1 |D_iϕ^a|^2 + D ( |ϕ^a|^2 − 1 ) ] , (VII.94)

where D is a Lagrange multiplier, D_iϕ^a = (∂_i + iA_i)ϕ^a is the covariant derivative and A_i is an auxiliary U(1) gauge field. Here we compute the cancellation of the imaginary ambiguities following Sec. IV B.

Integrating out the complex scalar fields ϕ^a with the ansatz A_μ = 0 and D = const., we obtain the same effective potential as (III.20), whose minimum is given by

⟨D⟩ = Λ^2 = μ^2e^{− 4πλμ} , (VII.95)

where λ_μ = g^2_μN is the ’t Hooft coupling renormalized at μ. Like the O(N) sigma model, the theory is asymptotically free, and the mass gap at large N is identical to that in the O(N) model in Eq. (III.21).

In addition to the condensate of the auxiliary field ⟨δD^2⟩, we can consider the condensate of field strength, which takes the form ⟨ F^2_{μν} ⟩ = − 8π N ∫ d^2p (2π)^2 p^2 √ p^2 p^2 + 4Λ^2 1 s_p + O(N^{−2}), (VII.96) with s_p = 4 arcsinh(p/2Λ). We can explicitly perform the integral to obtain the exact expression in the large-N limit ⟨ F^2_{μν} ⟩ ã = 2 N Λ^4 [ 4Chin (s_ã 2 ) − Chin(s_ã) ] , (VII.97)

where ã is the UV cutoff, and Chin(x) is the entire function defined by the integral in (III.30).

On the other hand, the transseries expression with an IR cufoff a > Λ takes the form ⟨ F^2_{μν} ⟩ ã,a = − 1 2N ∞∑ l=0 Λ^{2l} ∫_∞ 0 dt Λ^t [ ã^{2ηl(t)} − a^{2ηl(t)} ]P̃_l(t) η_l(t) , (VII.98)

where P̃_l(t) and η_l(t) are given by

P̃_l(t) = (−1)^l Γ(l + 1)

Γ(t + 2l + 1) Γ(t + l + 1) , η_l(t) = 2 − l − t 2 . (VII.99)

For a > Λ, there is no singularity on the positive real axis on the Borel plane and hence the exact expression (VII.97) can be obtained by an analytic continuation to a → 0.

If we consider the continuation of the transseries to the region where a < Λ, the Borel resummation should be modified as ⟨ F^2_{μν} ⟩ ã,a = − 1 2N ∞∑ l=0 Λ^{2l} ∫_∞ −∞ dt Λ^t [ ã^{2ηl(t)}θ(t) − a^{2ηl(t)}θ(−t) ]P_l(t) η_l(t) (VII.100)

In this case, the terms with l = 0, 1, 3, 4 have imaginary ambiguities associated with the poles at

t = 4 − 2l (l = 0, 1, 3, 4). (VII.101)

The term with l = 2 also has an ambiguity since it contains log λ_ã and log λ_a. Although each term has an imaginary ambiguities, ⟨ F^2_{μν} ⟩ has no imaginary part due to the cancellation

Im ⟨ F^2_{μν} ⟩ ã,a = ±π N [ ( ãe^{− 2πλ}ã )_4 − 4 ( ãe^{− 2πλ}ã )_2

Λ^2 + 6Λ^4 − 4 ( ãe^{− 2πλ}ã )_{−2} Λ^6 + ( ãe^{− 2πλ}ã )_{−4} Λ^8 ] = 0.

We next look at the compactified model on R × S^1 with the Z_N symmetric twisted boundary conditions. We first take the circumference of the compactified dimension L small LΛ ≪ 1 but fixed in the large N limit NLΛ ≫ 1. This conventional large-N limit is different from the Abelian large N limit NLΛ ≪ 1 where the monopole-instantons can be computed [91]. We impose the twisted boundary conditions on the field as

ϕ^a(x_1 + nL, x_2) = e^{inLma} ϕ^a(x_1, x_2), with n ∈ R and m^a = 2πa/(NL), (VII.102) where the coordinates of R and S^1 are denoted by x_1 and x_2, respectively. We set the periodic boundary conditions for the auxiliary field D and the gauge field. The effective action for the auxiliary field D is given as

V_{eff} (D) = 1 2L N∑ a=1 ∑ n∈Z ∫ R dp_2 2π log [ (k^a_n)^2 + p^2 + D ] − D 2g^2

, (VII.103)

where the Matsubara frequency is given as k^a_n = 2πn/L + m^a. At large N, we obtain the same effective action as R^2 :

V_{eff} (D) = N 2 1 NL ∑ n∈Z ∫ R dp_2 2π log [( 2πn NL )_2

+ p^2 + D ] − D 2g^2 → N 2 ∫ R^2

d^2p (2π)^2 log ( p^2 + D ) − D 2g^2

. (VII.104)

This is a consequence of the volume independence at large N [65]. Therefore the gap equation is unchanged, and we obtain the same mass gap as before in Eq. (III.21).

To compute the condensate, we need to write the momentum integral in (VII.96) as ⟨ F^2_{μν} ⟩ = − 8π NL ∑ n∈Z ∫_ã a dp_2 2π p^2 √ p^2 p^2 + 4Λ^2 1 s_p + O(N^{−2}), (VII.105)

with p = √ (2πn/L)^2 + p^2. We still need the momentum cutoff a due to the IR divergence in the semiclassical expansion. To compute the imaginary ambiguities for small L, we only need to look at the zero Matsubara mode, because the nonzero Matsubara mode acts as a large momentum cutoff for and eliminates the pole in the momentum integral. Following Sec. IV B, we can compute the imaginary ambiguities as Im ⟨ δD^2 ⟩_{R×S}1 ã,a (VII.106) = ±π L [ 2 ( ãe^{− 2πλ}ã )_3 + 2 ( ãe^{− 2πλ}ã ) Λ^2 − 2 ( ãe^{− 2πλ}ã )_{−1} Λ^4 − 2 ( ãe^{− 2πλ}ã )_{−3} Λ^6 ] θ(Λ − a), for the condensate in the O(N) sigma model while Im ⟨ F^2_{μν} ⟩_{R×S}1 ã,a (VII.107) = ±π NL [ 2 ( ãe^{− 2πλ}ã )_3 − 6 ( ãe^{− 2πλ}ã ) Λ^2 + 6 ( ãe^{− 2πλ}ã )_{−1} Λ^4 − 2 ( ãe^{− 2πλ}ã )_{−3} Λ^6 ] θ(Λ − a),

for the condensate in C P^{N−1} model. They both vanish but have a different structure than the case of R^2 . The first term in Eq. (VII.107) is computed in Ref. [67] and they agree.

In the calculation above, we have assumed that the only zero mode is relevant to the imaginary ambiguity. However, we have to take into account the contributions of the higher Matsubara modes to see how the results in the compact and non-compact cases are related. For that purpose, it is convenient to consider the imaginary ambiguity of the correlation functions. For the two point function of the fluctuations of the auxiliary field, it is convenient to use the Poisson resummation formula ∑ n∈Z f(2πn/L) = ∑ ν∈Z 1 L ∫ dp 2π e^{ipνL}f(p). (VII.108) The two point function of the auxiliary field δD in the compactified case is given by ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩_a = 8π ∑ ν∈Z ∫_∞ a d^2p (2π)^2 e^{ip(x+νL)} √ p^2 (p^2 + 4Λ^2) s_p + O(N^{−1}), (VII.109)

where we have fixed the position of the first operator δD(x) at (x_1, x_2) = (x, 0) for simplicity. From the ambiguity of the two point function on R^2 in (VI.88), we obtain the ambiguity of the O(Λ^l) term for a < Λ as Im⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩_a | |_l = ±π ∑ ν∈Z [ G_l(x + νL) − 4H_l(x + νL) ] , (VII.110)

where the functions G_l and H_l are defined in (VI.90). By using the Poisson resummation formula, the summation over the integer ν can be rewritten back into the Kaluza Klein momentum number n. For example, G_0 = −H_1 = Λ^4J_0(Λx) can be rewritten as π ∑ ν∈Z G_0(x + νL) = −π ∑ ν∈Z H_1(x + νL) =

Λ^3 R ∑ n∈Z e^{−i n}R^x √ 1 −^{n2}_{R2Λ2} θ ( Λ^2 − n^2 R^2 ) , (VII.111)

where R = L/2π is the compactification radius. The higher order terms can also be determined by using the recursion relation (VI.91) as

Im ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩_a | l = ±π ∑ n∈Z Λ^{2l}P_l(Λ∂_Λ) Λ^{3−2l} R e^{−i n}R^x √ 1 −^{n2}_{R2 Λ2} θ ( Λ^2 − n^2 R^2 ) , (VII.112)

where P_l(t) is the polynomial given in Eq. (VI.85). The step function θ(Λ^2 − n^2/R^2) in the the imaginary ambiguity (VII.112) implies that Stokes phenomena occur every time one of Kaluza Klein masses (Matsubara frequencies) n/R becomes smaller than the scale Λ. In particular, the ambiguity of the perturbative part (l = 0) changes from O(Λ^3/R) to O(Λ^4) due to the infinitely many Stokes phenomena which occur as the compactification radius R is varied from zero to infinity

Im ⟨δD(x)δD(0)⟩_a | |_{l=0} = ±

Λ^3/R for R < Λ^{−1} Λ^4 + · · · for R → ∞

. (VII.113)

This explains the discrepancy between the imaginary ambiguities in the models on R^2 and R × S^1 with the Z_n twisted boundary condition [67].

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

We have studied the resurgence structure of the condensate and two-point function in the O(N) sigma model at large N using the semi-classical expansion. We have deduced the semi-classical ansatz in Eq. (IV.40) from the exact solution at large N by using an expansion in powers of Λ^2/p^2 and a small-coupling λ_p expansion before performing the momentum integral. The expansion suffers from the renormalon and IR divergences, both of which are typical in the semiclassical expansion in QFT.

In order to circumvent the IR problem, we have introduced the IR cutoff a in the momentum integral. The imaginary ambiguities arise when the cutoff is small, a < Λ. We have identified the known renormalon ambiguity of the condensate at the leading order Λ^0 in the semiclassical expansion (IV.46), and show that it is cancelled only after computing up to order Λ^8, rather than Λ^4 as previously thought. We have also examined the result in Eq. (IV.65) of the semiclassical ansatz comparing it to the exact solution. We find that the result of the semiclassical ansatz can be understood in terms of the transseries expansion of the exact result at large N. To understand the behavior as a function of the IR cutoff a, we have first taken the transseries expansion of the condensate in powers of Λ^2/a^2 and λ_a. Their coefficients c_{(2l,n)} at order Λ^{2l}/a^{2l−4} and λ^n_a can be analytically continued in λ_a to the region a < Λ where λ_a < 0, which reproduces the result of the semiclassical ansatz. In this way, the imaginary ambiguity at order Λ^8/a^4 can be understood as coming from the Borel resummation of the IR contribution. We have also found that the limit of a → 0 of the result of the semiclassical ansatz can be taken if we first make an analytic continuation to a ≫ Λ and then sum over l (the Borel resummation) and over n of the transseries to obtain an analytic function, which leads to the correct a → 0 limit. With this procedure we have been able to recover the exact result at large N.

We have computed the cancellation of the renormalon in the semiclassical expansion in other models, such as the O(N) and C P^{N−1} models on R × S^1 at large N. They turn out to be more complicated as multiple nonperturbative sectors give rise to imaginary ambiguities. In particular, we found that there exist infinitely many Stokes phenomena which occur as the compactification radius R is varied from zero to infinity. It is important to further investigate these models in the future.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work is supported by the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science, and Technology (MEXT)-Supported Program for the Strategic Research Foundation at Private Universities “Topological Science” (Grant No. S1511006) and by the Japan Society for the Promotion of Science (JSPS) Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (KAKENHI) Grant Number (18H01217). This work is also supported in part by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Numbers 18K03627, 21K03558 (T. F.) and 19K03817 (T. M.).

Appendix A: Generic structure of Borel transform for condensate

In this appendix, we derive the Borel transforms for the condensate (II.13)

⟨O(0)^2⟩|_{a,ã} = ∫ |a|<|p|<|ã| d^dp (2π)^d

Δ(p) = ∞∑ l=0 ∫ |a|<|p|<|ã| d^dp (2π)^d p^{[Δ]} ( Λ p )_{β0σl} f_l(λ^′_p), where λ^′_p = 2π/(β_0 log^p_Λ ). By the change of variable,

p = Λ ( μ Λ )_υ , ( υ = λ^′_μ λ^′_p = log p/Λ log μ/Λ ) , (A.1)

the condensate (A.1) can be rewritten as

⟨O(0)^2⟩|_{ã,a} = C Λ^{2[O]} ∞∑ l=0 ∫_{υã} υ_a dυ ( Λ μ )_{el υ} f_l(λ^′_μ/υ) with C = d log^μ_Λ (4π)^d2 Γ(d/2 + 1)

, (A.2)

where

e_l = β_0σ_l − 2[O], υ_p = log p/Λ log μ/Λ

. (A.3)

To rewrite (A.2) into a Borel resummed form, let us decompose the integral as ∫_{υã} υ_a dυ ( Λ μ )_{el υ} f_l(λ^′_μ/υ) = ∫_∞ υ_a dυ ( Λ μ )_{el υ} f_l(λ^′_μ/υ) − ∫_∞ υ_ã dυ ( Λ μ )_{el υ} f_l(λ^′_μ/υ). (A.4)

Then, by change of variables υ = t/e_l + υ_a and υ = t/e_l + υ_ã, we obtain

Λ^{2[O]} ∫_{υã} υ_a dυ ( Λ μ )_{el υ} f_l(λ^′_μ/υ) = μ^{2[O]} ( Λ μ )_{β0σl} ∫_∞ 0 dt ( Λ μ )_t B_l(t), (A.5)

with

B_l(t) = 1 e_l [( μ a )_{el} f_l ( e_lλ^′_μ t + e_lυ_a ) − (μ ã )_{el} f_l ( e_lλ^′_μ t + e_lυ_ã )] . (A.6)

Appendix B: Perturbative expansions

In this appendix, we explicitly calculate the expansion coefficients c_{(2l,n)}. Defining c_{(2l,n)} = c_{(2l,n)}(ã) − c_{(2l,n)}(a), we have

c_{(0,n)}(p) = ∫ dp 2p^3t^n_p (4π)^{n+1} = ã^4 (8π)^{n+1}

Γ(n + 1, 2t_p) (B.1)

c_{(2,n)}(p) = ∫ dp 4p^2 ( t^n_p − nt^{n−1}_p ) (4π)^{n+1} = 2p^2t^n_p (4π)^{n+1}

(B.2)

c_{(4,n)}(p) = ∫ dp 2 ( −2t^n_p − nt^{n−1}_p + 2 (n)_2 t^{n−2}_p ) (4π)^{n+1} p = 2t^{n+1}_p (4π)^{n+1} (n + 1) + t^n_p − 2nt^{n−1}_p (4π)^{n+1}

(B.3)

c_{(6,n)}(p) = ∫ dp 4 ( 6t^n_p + 5nt^{n−1}_p − 3 (n)_2 t^{n−2}_p − 2 (n)_3 t^{n−3}_p ) 3 (4π)^{n+1} p^3 = 2 ( −6t^n_p + nt^{n−1}_p + 2 (n)_2 t^{n−2}_p ) 3 (4π)^{n+1} p^2

(B.4)

c_{(8,n)}(p) = ∫ dp −60t^n_p − 59nt^{n−1}_p + 11 (n)_2 t^{n−2}_p + 20 (n)_3 t^{n−3}_p + 4 (n)_4 t^{n−4}_p 3 (4π)^{n+1} p^5 = (−1)^{n+1} ã^4 (8π)^{n+1}

Γ(n + 1, −2t_p) +

33t^n_p + 13nt^{n−1} − 12 (n)_2 t^{n−2}_p − 4 (n)_3 t^{n−3}_p 6 (4π)^{n+1} p^4

, (B.5)

where t_p = log (ã^2/p^2) and (n)_k = n (n − 1) (n − 2) . . . (n − k + 1) is the falling factorial. To compute the integrals, we have used the property of the incomplete Gamma function

Γ(n + 1, z) = nΓ(n, z) + z^ne^{−z}. (B.6)

To sum C_{2l} = ∑_∞ n=0 λ^{n+1}c_{(2l,n)}, we set x = λt_p/4π and use ∞∑ n=0 x^{n+1} n + 1

= − log(1 − x) and d^k dx^k x^n = (n)_k x^{n−k}. (B.7)

We find that they are equivalent to the ones computed in Sec. IV C, as they should, up to a constant for C_4.

Appendix C: Power series expansion in Λ^2

In this appendix, we show the transseries expansion of the condensate. We first expand the variable u_ã in powers of Λ^2/ã^2 as

u_ã = −4 ∞∑ k=1 1 k (_∞ ∑ l=1 (2l − 3)!! l!2 ( −2Λ^2

ã^2 )_l)k . (C.1)

Summation over l is convergent when 2Λ/ã < 1, and the sum over k is also convergent when √ 1 + (4Λ^2/ã^2) < 2.

We can expand the function F (s_ã) around F (8π/λ(ã)) in powers of u_ã = s_ã − 8π/λ(ã) as

F (s_ã) − F ( 8π λ_ã ) = ∫ 8π_{λã +uã} 8π λã ds e^s − 2 + e^{−s} s (C.2)

= ∞∑ m=1 (u_ã)^m m [ ã^4 Λ^4 m−1∑ n=0 (−1)^n (m − n − 1)! ( λ_ã 8π )_n + 2 ( − λ_ã 8π )_m − Λ^4 ã^4 m−1∑ n=0 (−1)^m (m − n − 1)! ( λ_ã 8π )_n] .

The radius of convergence is given by |u_ã| < 8π/λ_ã. Therefore we can obtain the transseries expansion of the condensate using the power series expansion (C.2) together with the Borel resummed transseries expansion of F (8π/λ_ã) in (V.74).

To find the power series expansion in a/Λ of the function F (s_a) for the IR contribution of the condensate, we first expand F (s_a) in powers of s_a and then s_a in powers of a/Λ as

F (s_a) = ∫_{sa} 0 ds [ e^s − 1 s + e^{−s} − 1 s ] = ∞∑ k=1 1 (2k)!k s^{2k}_a (C.3)

= ∞∑ k=1 1 (2k)!k {_∞ ∑ m=1 4(−1)^{m−1} m ( a 2Λ + ∞∑ l=1 (−1)^{l−1}(2l − 3)!! l!2^l ( a 2Λ )_{2l} )_m}_k ,

where the sum over m is convergent if a < 2Λ, the sum over l is convergent if √ 1 + a^2/(2Λ)^2 + a/(2Λ) < 2.

[1] J. Ecalle, “Les Fonctions Resurgentes,” Vol. I - III (Publ. Math. Orsay, 1981). [2] F. Pham, “Vanishing homologies and the n variable saddle point method,” Proc. Symp. Pure Math 2 (1983), no. 40 319-333.

[3] M. V. Berry and C. J. Howls, “Hyperasymptotics for integrals with saddles,” Proceedings of the Royal Society of London A, Mathematical, Physical and Engineering Sciences 434 (1991), no. 1892 657-675.

[4] C. J. Howls, “hyperasymptotics for multidimensional integrals, exact remainder terms and the global connection problem,” Proc. R. Soc. London, 453 (1997) 2271.

[5] E. Delabaere and C. J. Howls, “Global asymptotics for multiple integrals with boundaries,” Duke Math. J. 112 (04, 2002) 199-264.

[6] O. Costin, “Asymptotics and Borel Summability,” Chapman Hall, 2008.

[7] D. Sauzin, “Resurgent functions and splitting problems,” RIMS Kokyuroku 1493 (31/05/2006) 48- 117 (June, 2007) [arXiv:0706.0137].

[8] D. Sauzin, “Introduction to 1-summability and resurgence, ” arXiv:1405.0356 [math.DS]. [9] M. Mariño, “Lectures on non-perturbative effects in large N gauge theories, matrix models and strings,” Fortsch. Phys. 62, 455-540 (2014) [arXiv:1206.6272 [hep-th]].

[10] D. Dorigoni, “An Introduction to Resurgence, Trans-Series and Alien Calculus,” Annals Phys. 409, 167914 (2019) [arXiv:1411.3585 [hep-th]].

[11] I. Aniceto, G. Basar and R. Schiappa, “A Primer on Resurgent Transseries and Their Asymptotics,” Phys. Rept. 809, 1-135 (2019) [arXiv:1802.10441 [hep-th]].

[12] C. M. Bender and T. T. Wu, “Anharmonic oscillator,” Phys. Rev. 184, 1231-1260 (1969) doi:10.1103/PhysRev.184.1231 [13] C. M. Bender and T. Wu, “Anharmonic oscillator. 2: A Study of perturbation theory in large order,” Phys. Rev. D 7, 1620-1636 (1973) doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.7.1620 [14] E. Brezin, J.-C. Le Guillou, and J. Zinn-Justin, “Perturbation Theory at Large Order. 2. Role of the Vacuum Instability”, Phys. Rev. D 15 (1977) 1558-1564.

[15] L. N. Lipatov, “Divergence of the Perturbation Theory Series and the Quasiclassical Theory”, Sov.

Phys. JETP 45 (1977) 216-223. [Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz.72,411(1977)].

[16] E. B. Bogomolny, “Calculation Of Instanton - Anti-instanton Contributions In Quantum Mechanics,” Phys. Lett. B 91, 431 (1980).

[17] J. Zinn-Justin, “Multi - Instanton Contributions in Quantum Mechanics,” Nucl. Phys. B 192, 125 (1981).

[18] J. Zinn-Justin, “Multi - Instanton Contributions in Quantum Mechanics. 2.,” Nucl. Phys. B 218 (1983) 333.

[19] J. Zinn-Justin, “Instantons in Quantum Mechanics: Numerical Evidence for a Conjecture,” J. Math.

Phys. 25 (1984) 549.

[20] H. Aoyama and H. Kikuchi, “A New valley method for instanton deformation,” Nucl. Phys. B 369, 219 (1992).

[21] H. Aoyama and S. Wada, “Bounce in valley: Study of the extended structures from thick wall to thin wall vacuum bubbles,” Phys. Lett. B 349, 279 (1995) [hep-th/9408156].

[22] H. Aoyama, T. Harano, M. Sato and S. Wada, “Valley instanton versus constrained instanton,” Nucl. Phys. B 466, 127 (1996) [hep-th/9512064].

[23] H. Aoyama, H. Kikuchi, I. Okouchi, M. Sato and S. Wada, “Valleys in quantum mechanics,” Phys.

Lett. B 424, 93 (1998) [quant-ph/9710064].

[24] H. Aoyama, H. Kikuchi, I. Okouchi, M. Sato and S. Wada, “Valley views: Instantons, large order behaviors, and supersymmetry,” Nucl. Phys. B 553, 644 (1999) [hep-th/9808034].

[25] J. Zinn-Justin and U. D. Jentschura, “Multi-instantons and exact results I: Conjectures, WKB expansions, and instanton interactions,” Annals Phys. 313, 197 (2004) [quant-ph/0501136].

[26] J. Zinn-Justin and U. D. Jentschura, “Multi-instantons and exact results II: Specific cases, higherorder effects, and numerical calculations,” Annals Phys. 313, 269 (2004) [quant-ph/0501137].

[27] U. D. Jentschura, A. Surzhykov and J. Zinn-Justin, “Multi-instantons and exact results. III: Unification of even and odd anharmonic oscillators,” Annals Phys. 325, 1135 (2010).

[28] U. D. Jentschura and J. Zinn-Justin, “Multi-instantons and exact results. IV: Path integral formalism,” Annals Phys. 326, 2186 (2011).

[29] U. D. Jentschura and J. Zinn-Justin, “Instantons in quantum mechanics and resurgent expansions,” Phys. Lett. B 596, 138-144 (2004) [arXiv:hep-ph/0405279 [hep-ph]].

[30] G. Basar, G. V. Dunne and M. Ünsal, “Resurgence theory, ghost-instantons, and analytic continuation of path integrals,” JHEP 1310, 041 (2013) [arXiv:1308.1108 [hep-th]].

[31] G. V. Dunne and M. Ünsal, “Generating Non-perturbative Physics from Perturbation Theory,” Phys.

Rev. D 89, 041701 (2014) [arXiv:1306.4405 [hep-th]].

[32] G. V. Dunne and M. Ünsal, “Uniform WKB, Multi-instantons, and Resurgent Trans-Series,” Phys.

Rev. D 89, 105009 (2014) [arXiv:1401.5202 [hep-th]].

[33] T. Misumi, M. Nitta and N. Sakai, “Resurgence in sine-Gordon quantum mechanics: Exact agreement between multi-instantons and uniform WKB,” JHEP 1509, 157 (2015) [arXiv:1507.00408 [hep-th]].

[34] I. Gahramanov and K. Tezgin, “A remark on the Dunne-Unsal relation in exact semi-classics,” Phys.

Rev. D 93, no. 6, 065037 (2016) [arXiv:1512.08466 [hep-th]].

[35] G. V. Dunne and M. Unsal, “WKB and Resurgence in the Mathieu Equation,” pages 249-298, in ”Resurgence, Physics and Numbers”, F. Fauvet et al (Eds), Edizioni Della Normale (2017), arXiv:1603.04924 [math-ph].

[36] A. Behtash, G. V. Dunne, T. Schafer, T. Sulejmanpasic and M. Unsal, “Complexified path integrals, exact saddles and supersymmetry,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 116, no. 1, 011601 (2016) [arXiv:1510.00978 [hep-th]].

[37] A. Behtash, G. V. Dunne, T. Schäfer, T. Sulejmanpasic and M. Ünsal, Ann. Math. Sci. Appl. 02, 95-212 (2017) [arXiv:1510.03435 [hep-th]].

[38] T. Fujimori, S. Kamata, T. Misumi, M. Nitta and N. Sakai, “Nonperturbative contributions from complexified solutions in C P^{N−1} models,” Phys. Rev. D 94, no. 10, 105002 (2016) [arXiv:1607.04205 [hep-th]].

[39] T. Sulejmanpasic and M. Ünsal, “Aspects of perturbation theory in quantum mechanics: The BenderWu Mathematica ® package,” Comput. Phys. Commun. 228, 273-289 (2018) [arXiv:1608.08256 [hep-th]].

[40] G. V. Dunne and M. Unsal, “Deconstructing zero: resurgence, supersymmetry and complex saddles,” JHEP 1612 (2016) 002 [arXiv:1609.05770 [hep-th]].

[41] C. Kozçaz, T. Sulejmanpasic, Y. Tanizaki and M. Ünsal, “Cheshire Cat resurgence, Selfresurgence and Quasi-Exact Solvable Systems,” Commun. Math. Phys. 364, no.3, 835-878 (2018) [arXiv:1609.06198 [hep-th]].

[42] M. Serone, G. Spada and G. Villadoro, “Instantons from Perturbation Theory,” Phys. Rev. D 96, no.2, 021701 (2017) [arXiv:1612.04376 [hep-th]].

[43] G. Basar, G. V. Dunne and M. Unsal, “Quantum Geometry of Resurgent Perturbative/Nonperturbative Relations,” JHEP 05, 087 (2017) [arXiv:1701.06572 [hep-th]].

[44] T. Fujimori, S. Kamata, T. Misumi, M. Nitta and N. Sakai, “Exact Resurgent Trans-series and Multi- Bion Contributions to All Orders,” Phys. Rev. D 95, no. 10, 105001 (2017) arXiv:1702.00589 [hep-th].

[45] M. Serone, G. Spada and G. Villadoro, “The Power of Perturbation Theory,” JHEP 05, 056 (2017) [arXiv:1702.04148 [hep-th]].

[46] A. Behtash, “More on Homological Supersymmetric Quantum Mechanics,” Phys. Rev. D 97, no.6, 065002 (2018) [arXiv:1703.00511 [hep-th]].

[47] O. Costin and G. V. Dunne, “Convergence from Divergence,” J. Phys. A 51, no.4, 04 (2018) [arXiv:1705.09687 [hep-th]].

[48] G. Alvarez and H. J. Silverstone, “A new method to sum divergent power series: educated match,” J. Phys. Comm. 1, no.2, 025005 (2017) [arXiv:1706.00329 [math-ph]].

[49] T. Fujimori, S. Kamata, T. Misumi, M. Nitta and N. Sakai, “Resurgence Structure to All Orders of Multi-bions in Deformed SUSY Quantum Mechanics,” PTEP 2017, no. 8, 083B02 (2017).

[50] N. Sueishi, “1/ϵ problem in resurgence,” PTEP 2021, no.1, 013B01 (2021) [arXiv:1912.03518 [hepth]].

[51] K. Ito, M. Marino and H. Shu, “TBA equations and resurgent Quantum Mechanics,” JHEP 01, 228 (2019) [arXiv:1811.04812 [hep-th]].

[52] A. Behtash, G. V. Dunne, T. Schaefer, T. Sulejmanpasic and M. Ünsal, “Critical Points at Infinity, Non-Gaussian Saddles, and Bions,” JHEP 06, 068 (2018) [arXiv:1803.11533 [hep-th]].

[53] C. Pazarbasi and D. Van Den Bleeken, “Renormalons in quantum mechanics,” JHEP 08, 096 (2019) [arXiv:1906.07198 [hep-th]].

[54] N. Sueishi, S. Kamata, T. Misumi and M. Ünsal, “On exact-WKB analysis, resurgent structure, and quantization conditions,” JHEP 12, 114 (2020) [arXiv:2008.00379 [hep-th]].

[55] G. V. Dunne and M. Ünsal, “Resurgence and Trans-series in Quantum Field Theory: The CP(N-1) Model,” JHEP 1211, 170 (2012) [arXiv:1210.2423 [hep-th]].

[56] G. V. Dunne and M. Ünsal, “Continuity and Resurgence: towards a continuum definition of the

CP(N-1) model,” Phys. Rev. D 87, 025015 (2013) [arXiv:1210.3646 [hep-th]].

[57] T. Misumi, M. Nitta and N. Sakai, “Neutral bions in the C P^{N−1} model,” JHEP 1406, 164 (2014) [arXiv:1404.7225 [hep-th]].

[58] T. Misumi, M. Nitta and N. Sakai, “Classifying bions in Grassmann sigma models and nonAbelian gauge theories by D-branes,” PTEP 2015, 033B02 (2015) [arXiv:1409.3444 [hep-th]].

[59] T. Misumi, M. Nitta and N. Sakai, “Neutral bions in the C P^{N−1} model for resurgence,” J. Phys.

Conf. Ser. 597, no. 1, 012060 (2015) [arXiv:1412.0861 [hep-th]].

[60] M. Nitta, “Fractional instantons and bions in the O(N) model with twisted boundary conditions,” JHEP 1503, 108 (2015) [arXiv:1412.7681 [hep-th]].

[61] M. Nitta, “Fractional instantons and bions in the principal chiral model on R^2 × S^1 with twisted boundary conditions,” JHEP 1508, 063 (2015) [arXiv:1503.06336 [hep-th]].

[62] A. Behtash, T. Sulejmanpasic, T. Schafer and M. Unsal, “Hidden topological angles and Lefschetz thimbles,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 115, no. 4, 041601 (2015) [arXiv:1502.06624 [hep-th]].

[63] G. V. Dunne and M. Unsal, “Resurgence and Dynamics of O(N) and Grassmannian Sigma Models,” JHEP 1509, 199 (2015) [arXiv:1505.07803 [hep-th]].

[64] T. Misumi, M. Nitta and N. Sakai, “Non-BPS exact solutions and their relation to bions in C P^{N−1} models,” JHEP 1605, 057 (2016) [arXiv:1604.00839 [hep-th]].

[65] T. Sulejmanpasic, “Global symmetries, volume independence and continuity,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, no. 1, 011601 (2017) [arXiv:1610.04009 [hep-th]].

[66] T. Fujimori, S. Kamata, T. Misumi, M. Nitta and N. Sakai, “Bion nonperturbative contributions versus infrared renormalons in two-dimensional C P^{N−1} models,” JHEP 1902, 190 (2019).

[67] K. Ishikawa, O. Morikawa, A. Nakayama, K. Shibata, H. Suzuki and H. Takaura, “Infrared renormalon in the supersymmetric C P^{N−1} model on R × S^1,” PTEP 2020, no.2, 023B10 (2020) [arXiv:1908.00373 [hep-th]].

[68] M. Yamazaki and K. Yonekura, “Confinement as Analytic Continuation Beyond Infinity,” Phys.

Rev. Res. 2, no.1, 013383 (2020) [arXiv:1911.06327 [hep-th]].

[69] K. Ishikawa, O. Morikawa, K. Shibata and H. Suzuki, “Vacuum energy of the supersymmetric C P^{N−1} model on R × S^1 in the 1/N expansion,” PTEP 2020, no.6, 063B02 (2020) [arXiv:2001.07302 [hepth]].

[70] O. Morikawa and H. Takaura, “Identification of perturbative ambiguity canceled against bion,” Phys.

Lett. B 807, 135570 (2020) [arXiv:2003.04759 [hep-th]].

[71] F. David, “Nonperturbative Effects and Infrared Renormalons Within the 1/N Expansion of the O(N) Nonlinear σ Model,” Nucl. Phys. B 209, 433-460 (1982) [72] F. David, “On the Ambiguity of Composite Operators, IR Renormalons and the Status of the Operator Product Expansion,” Nucl. Phys. B 234, 237-251 (1984) [73] F. David, “The Operator Product Expansion and Renormalons: A Comment,” Nucl. Phys. B 263,

637-648 (1986) [74] V. A. Novikov, M. A. Shifman, A. I. Vainshtein and V. I. Zakharov, “Two-Dimensional Sigma Models: Modeling Nonperturbative Effects of Quantum Chromodynamics,” Phys. Rept. 116, 103 (1984) [75] M. Beneke, V. M. Braun and N. Kivel, “The Operator product expansion, nonperturbative couplings and the Landau pole: Lessons from the O(N) sigma model,” Phys. Lett. B 443, 308-316 (1998) [arXiv:hep-ph/9809287 [hep-ph]].

[76] D. Volin, “From the mass gap in O(N) to the non-Borel-summability in O(3) and O(4) sigmamodels,” Phys. Rev. D 81, 105008 (2010) [arXiv:0904.2744 [hep-th]].

[77] M. Mariño and T. Reis, “Renormalons in integrable field theories,” JHEP 04, 160 (2020) [arXiv:1909.12134 [hep-th]].

[78] M. C. Abbott, Z. Bajnok, J. Balog and Á. Hegedús, “From perturbative to non-perturbative in the O (4) sigma model,” Phys. Lett. B 818, 136369 (2021) [arXiv:2011.09897 [hep-th]].

[79] L. Di Pietro, M. Mariño, G. Sberveglieri and M. Serone, “Resurgence and 1/N Expansion in Integrable Field Theories,” JHEP 10, 166 (2021) [arXiv:2108.02647 [hep-th]].

[80] D. Schubring, C. H. Sheu and M. Shifman, “Treating divergent perturbation theory: Lessons from exactly solvable 2D models at large N,” Phys. Rev. D 104, no.8, 085016 (2021) [arXiv:2107.11017 [hep-th]].

[81] M. Marino, R. Miravitllas and T. Reis, “New renormalons from analytic trans-series,” [arXiv:2111.11951 [hep-th]].

[82] Z. Bajnok, J. Balog and I. Vona, “Analytic resurgence in the O(4) model,” [arXiv:2111.15390 [hepth]].

[83] Z. Bajnok, J. Balog, A. Hegedus and I. Vona, “Instanton effects vs resurgence in the O(3) sigma model,” [arXiv:2112.11741 [hep-th]].

[84] A. Cherman, D. Dorigoni, G. V. Dunne and M. Ünsal, “Resurgence in QFT: Unitons, Fractons and Renormalons in the Principal Chiral Model,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 021601 (2014) [arXiv:1308.0127 [hep-th]].

[85] A. Cherman, D. Dorigoni and M. Unsal, “Decoding perturbation theory using resurgence: Stokes phenomena, new saddle points and Lefschetz thimbles,” JHEP 1510, 056 (2015) [arXiv:1403.1277 [hep-th]].

[86] S. Demulder, D. Dorigoni and D. C. Thompson, “Resurgence in η-deformed Principal Chiral Models,” JHEP 1607, 088 (2016) [arXiv:1604.07851 [hep-th]].

[87] K. Okuyama and K. Sakai, “Resurgence analysis of 2d Yang-Mills theory on a torus,” JHEP 08, 065 (2018) [arXiv:1806.00189 [hep-th]].

[88] G. ’t Hooft, “Can We Make Sense Out of Quantum Chromodynamics?,” Subnucl. Ser. 15, 943 (1979) PRINT-77-0723 (UTRECHT).

[89] M. Beneke, “Renormalons,” Phys. Rept. 317, 1-142 (1999) [arXiv:hep-ph/9807443 [hep-ph]]. [90] M. Mariño, “Instantons and Large N: An Introduction to Non-Perturbative Methods in Quantum Field Theory,” Cambridge University Press.

[91] E. Poppitz, T. Schäfer and M. Ünsal, “Universal mechanism of (semi-classical) deconfinement and theta-dependence for all simple groups,” JHEP 03, 087 (2013) [arXiv:1212.1238 [hep-th]].