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It is at the heart of modern condensed matter physics to investigate the role of a topological
structure in anomalous transport phenomena. In particular, chiral anomaly turns out to be the
underlying mechanism for the negative longitudinal magnetoresistivity in a Weyl metal phase. Exis-
tence of a dissipationless current channel causes enhancement of electric currents along the direction
of a pair of Weyl points or applied magnetic fields (B). However, temperature (1) dependence of
the negative longitudinal magnetoresistivity has not been understood yet in the presence of dis-
order scattering since it is not clear at all how to introduce effects of disorder scattering into the
“topological-in-origin” transport coefficient at finite temperatures. The calculation based on the
Kubo formula of the current-current correlation function is simply not known for this anomalous
transport coefficient. Combining the renormalization group analysis with the Boltzmann transport
theory to encode the chiral anomaly, we reveal how disorder scattering renormalizes the distance
between a pair of Weyl points and such a renormalization effect modifies the topological-in-origin
transport coefficient at finite temperatures. As a result, we find breakdown of B/T scaling, given
by B/T'™ with 0 < n < 1. This breakdown may be regarded to be a fingerprint of the interplay
between disorder scattering and topological structure in a Weyl metal phase.
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Researches on the role of topological-in-origin terms in - 1
quantum phases and their transitions have been a driving +o(r)(r, 7))y (r, ) — ZFW(T’ T)E,,(r,T)
force for modern condensed matter physics, which cover 9
quantum spin chains [I] and deconfined quantum criti- +6(r >166 S Ems (7, T)F,y(;(r,r)H. (1)

cality [2} 3], quantum Hall effects and topological phases
of matter [4], Anderson localization for the classification
of topological phases and their phase transitions [5], and
so on. In particular, renormalization effects of such topo-
logical terms are responsible for novel universality classes
beyond the Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson paradigm of phase
transitions with symmetry breaking. However, it is quite
a nontrivial task to perform the renormalization group
analysis in the presence of the topological-in-origin term,

¥(r,7) is a four-component Dirac spinor to describe an
electron field of spin 1/2 in two orbitals. Its dynamics is
given by a Dirac theory, where v, with p = (7, 2,y, 2) is
a Dirac matrix to satisfy the Clifford algebra. A, (r, )
and F,, (r,7) = 0,A,(r,7)—0,A,(r, T) are an externally
applied electromagnetic field and its field strength ten-
sor, respectively. v(r) is a potential configuration, given
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even if it can be taken into account perturbatively for
the contribution of a bulk sometimes. Frequently, non-
perturbative effects should be introduced into the renor-
malization group analysis [6l [7], uncontrolled in this situ-
ation and thus, being under debates as an open question.

In this study we investigate disorder-driven renormal-
ization of a topological-in-origin term referred to as an
inhomogeneous f—term in three spatial dimensions [g],

randomly and described by the Gaussian probability dis-
2

tribution Plv(r)] = Nexp ( - fd?”r%) T is the

variance of the disorder distribution and N is a normal-

ization constant, determined by [~ duv(r)P[v(r)] = 1.

The last term is an inhomogeneous #—term, topological

in its origin and keeping chiral anomaly that the chiral

current is not conserved in the quantum level [9], given
by

2
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75 is chiral Dirac matrix to anticommute with v,. Here,
the problem is how the inhomogeneous §—term becomes
renormalized via the disorder scattering.

This problem can be cast into more physical terms. In-
troducing the chiral-anomaly equation into the effective
field theory and performing the integration-by-parts for
the chiral-current term with the 6(r) coefficient [I3], we
obtain

et [ e

/ dT/d3 (e, )
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cu(r,7) = 0,0(r) is referred to as chiral gauge field, re-
garded to be a background potential given by the inhomo-
geneous 6 coefficient. When the background chiral gauge
field serves a homogeneous potential, the resulting spec-
trum turns out to describe dynamics of Weyl electrons.
The right-handed helicity part shifts into the right hand
side and the left-handed helicity part does into the left
[I0H12]. Physically, this homogeneous chiral-gauge-field
potential is realized as ¢ = Vé(r) = ¢gB, applying a ho-
mogeneous magnetic field B into a gapless semiconductor
described above. The Dirac point separates into a pair
of Weyl points along the direction of the applied mag-
netic field and the distance of the pair of Weyl points is
proportional to the strength of the applied magnetic field
with a Lande—g factor. See the supplementary material.
As aresult, the previous mathematically defined problem
is actually how the background chiral gauge field, more
physically, the distance between a pair of Weyl points
becomes renormalized by random elastic scattering.

The renormalization effect of the distance between a
pair of Weyl points is measurable experimentally since
the information is encoded into the negative longitudi-
nal magnetoresistivity. This anomalous transport phe-
nomena in a Weyl metal phase has been well known for
more than thirty years [14] and experimentally confirmed
firstly in 2013 [I5]. The electrical resistivity measured
along the direction of the applied magnetic field becomes
smaller than that measured in other directions. More
quantitatively, the magnetoconductivity is enhanced in
the longitudinal setup, i.e., E || B, as follows

= O’D(]. -I—C{/[/.Bg)7

ln/Dz/Jr 7)D(r, T)

exp [ (r, 7)iyu[0, — ieA, (T,
(
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where E is an applied electric field [16]. op is the Drude
conductivity determined purely by disorder scattering.
In real experiments, quantum corrections by weak anti-
localization are introduced into the Drude conductivity
[I7]. Cw is a positive coeflicient, discussed later in more
detail. An essential point is that the enhancement of the
longitudinal magnetoconductivity is given by the square
of the distance between the pair of Weyl points. This lon-
gitudinal enhancement can be figured out in the following

way: There exists a dissipationless current channel as a
vacuum state, which connects the pair of Weyl points,
responsible for the chiral anomaly. As a result, electri-
cal currents are allowed to flow better along this direction
through this vacuum channel although the measured lon-
gitudinal magnetoconductivity does not result from such
dissipationless electrical currents [I4]. When the distance
between the pair of Weyl points is renormalized by ran-
dom elastic scattering, the positive coefficient Cy, would
evolve as a function of an energy scale, here, tempera-
ture. It is natural to expect finding a scaling theory for
the chiral-anomaly-driven enhanced longitudinal magne-
toconductivity.

The above discussion reminds us of a two-parameter
scaling theory for the Anderson localization in topolog-
ical phases of matter [I8], including the plateau-plateau
transition in the integer quantum Hall effect [6]. There,
the transport phenomenon of the Anderson localization
transition is determined by the “transverse” conductiv-
ity 04z and the Hall conductivity o,, where the latter
encodes the topological information of the integer quan-
tum Hall effect. The present situation is quite analogous
to that of the integer quantum Hall effect. o, in the
quantum Hall effect is identified with the Drude conduc-
tivity op, determined by disorder scattering directly. On
the other hand, o4, in the quantum Hall effect is anal-
ogous to the distance between the pair of Weyl points,
where the renormalization effect is introduced into the
temperature dependence of Cyy.

In this study we investigate the longitudinal magne-
toconductivity at finite temperatures and find a two-
parameter scaling theory, where renormalization effects
result from random elastic scattering. There is one dif-
ficult point in the calculation of the longitudinal magne-
toconductivity in a Weyl metal phase. It turns out that
a naive Kubo-formula calculation does not incorporate
the role of the chiral anomaly in the longitudinal mag-
netoconductivity [I9]. As a result, we fail to find the
B? enhancement of the longitudinal magnetoconductiv-
ity within the Kubo-formula calculation. In this respect
our strategy consists of a two-fold way: First, we per-
form the renormalization group analysis and find how
the distance between a pair of Weyl points evolves as a
function of an energy scale or temperature. Second, in-
troducing this information into the Boltzmann transport
theory with chiral anomaly, we reveal the longitudinal
negative magnetoconductivity as a function of both the
applied magnetic field and temperature, given by

or(B,T) ~ op(T)[1 + Cw (T)B?]. (5)

In particular, we find breakdown of B/T scaling

O'L(B,T)—O'D

Ao (B, T) = D

(T) 204n) (B \?
=Cwly (THW) ’

where 7 is a scaling exponent with 0 < 7 < 1 and Tj
is an energy scale. We claim that this breakdown may



be regarded to be a fingerprint of the interplay between
disorder scattering and topological structure in a Weyl
metal phase.

II. RENORMALIZATION FOR THE DISTANCE
BETWEEN A PAIR OF WEYL POINTS VIA
DISORDER-DRIVEN INTER-VALLEY
SCATTERING

A. Effective field theory for a Weyl metal phase
with disorder: Replica theory

We start from an effective Hamiltonian density for a
Weyl metal phase with time reversal symmetry breaking

i = (@) (v (-1V) + 98B -0 © oxa ) Vs (@).(7)

Yp(x) = (Ver(x), Y5 (x))T is a four-component Dirac-
spinor field in a two-component Weyl-spinor field with
right(R)-left(L) chirality, and vp is the velocity of such
fermions. B is an externally applied magnetic field with a
Lande—g factor gg, splitting the Dirac band into a pair of
Weyl bands (Fig. . a is a four-by-four matrix, given by
a = o ®o,, where o is a Pauli matrix. The subscript B
denotes “bare”, meaning that this effective Hamiltonian
density is defined at an ultraviolet (UV) scale.

We consider two types of random potentials, intro-
ducing “intra-valley scattering” @[J};(a:)VB(w)wB(w) and
“inter-valley scattering” ¥ (@)Up(x) (I2x2 ® 04)¢p(x)
into the effective Hamiltonian. Then, we obtain the fol-
lowing effective action

Splvp(x),vp(x )

/d x{z/JB

+Pp(x)7°

B(x),Up(z)]
708y + wpY ok + cpuy"y®) e ()
Vi(z WB(Q«") +9p(@)Up(x)yp(x)}  (8)

J

(OlYp(x), ¥z

fD?l_)B(-’f)DwB(z) [B(x), Yp(x)le

with Yp(z) = 1/113 (x)9°. Here, gamma matrices are given
in the Weyl representation, for example, Y = Inyo ® 0.

E(k;)

FIG. 1: A band structure of a Weyl metal phase, projected
on the plane of k; = ky = 0. Here, the direction of an applied
magnetic field is the z-axis. Each band has definite chirality:
—1 for the blue cone and +1 for the red cone. The orange
arrows represent intra-valley scattering while the purple arrow
stands for inter-valley scattering.

A magnetic field is generalized to be a chiral gauge field
ey = (cBo,cBr = gpBy). * means “space-time”, given
by «* = (1, ). See the supplementary material.

A physical observable in this system is measured as
follows

/DVB x)DUp(x) P[Vp(x), Up(x)]

—Spol[¥s () YE(@)] o= [ d*zds (@) Ve (@) +Us (@)]¢s ()

fD’(/_}B((L')D'(/]B( e~ Spol¥s ()¢ (@) e~ [ diedp () VOV () +Us (2)]¢ 5 (z)

e of the effective action is
Spolvp(z), ¥p(x [dizyp(z)(v°00 + wpy*o, +
03#7“75)1/13( ) Resortmg to the replica trick and
performing the average for disorder with the Gaus-
sian distribution function of Pp[Vp(x),Up(x)] =

[ dBPxVE(x) [ dBxU? (x)
Np exp [ B ra ) ot

where the free part

, the above expres-
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sion is reformulated as follows
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Here, Np is a normalization constant and I'gy(yy is a
variance for the disorder distribution. As a result, the

J
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effective interaction term induced by disorder scattering
is

@)y (1, 2)d5(r, 2 VR @)

B B
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The effective field theory is given by Sp[Y% (), v%(z)] =
Spol¥ (@), ¥ ()] + Spais[Vp (), ¥ (2), V5 (x), Y5 ()]

B. Renormalization group analysis: Role of
inter-valley scattering in the distance between a pair
of Weyl point

In order to perform the renormalization group analy-
sis within the dimensional regularization [9], we rewrite

J

SR [&aRu 1/"11;:}

r
/dT/dT’/ddiB%(

Ser[vh, ]

Sp%(x), % (x)], the effective bare action of bare
field variables in terms of Sg[%,1%], the effective
renormalized action of renormalized field variables with
Scr[%, %], counter terms of renormalized field vari-
ables
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where Sp[U%,v%] = SrUE, %] + SorWd, v&]. It is
straightforward to see how bare quantities are related
with renormalized ones, given by

Vi = (Z9)30%,  ve = Z5(29)  vr,
cBo = Zeo(Zg) ™ cro,
Tpy = Zrv(Zy) 2

Bk = Ze(Z3) ™ cris

Ty = Zru(Z3) " *Tru,

(13)

where Z3 = 1465, Z8 = 1468, Zoo = 1460, Ze = 140,
Zry =1+ drv, and Zry =1+ érp.

Dimensional analysis gives dim[I'] = 2 — d. In this
respect we perform the dimensional regularization in
d = 2 + ¢ where ¢, a “small” parameter to control the
present renormalization group analysis, will be analyt-
ically continued to € = 1 in the end. Performing the
standard procedure for the renormalization group analy-
sis, we find renormalization group equations, where both

Cryv,

(12)

vertex and self-energy corrections are introduced self-
consistently. See Fig. where all quantum corrections
are shown as Feynman’s diagrams up to the two-loop or-
der for self-energy corrections and the one-loop order for
vertex corrections. All details are shown in the supple-
mentary material. As a result, we find counter terms

with
w I'v+Ty 5F%/ + 12Ty I'y + 71—%
v 2me 4872¢ ’
5 :F%/fF?J . :FV+FU 5 :_FV+FU
7 T16m2e Y ore Y 2me
(14)

Inserting these divergent coefficients into equations
and performing derivatives with respect to an en-
ergy scale for renormalization given by In M, we find



FIG. 2: Feynman’s diagrams up to the two-loop order for
self-energy corrections and the one-loop order for vertex cor-
rections. The other diagrams disconnected to external lines or
including fermion loops vanish identically in the replica limit
of R — 0. Here, we show quantum corrections only due to
intra-valley scattering, represented by single-dashed lines. In
order to include inter-valley scattering, we just replace single-
dashed lines with double-dashed lines one by one according to
our Feynman rules. This replacement results in another Fock-
type diagram and three more diagrams each for rainbow-type,
crossed-type and vertex corrections.

renormalization group equations

drv - ar
amM Vo ?FV(FV +T'v)

+ brrv(Fv + FU)(CFPV + FU),
dl'y

= TI'y —arl'y(T r
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where positive numerical constants are given by
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Fig. [} shows renormalization group flows for phys-
ical parameters according to Eq. . In the plane of
(T'v, '), we find two stable fixed points corresponding to
two phases of a disordered Weyl metal state, and one un-
stable fixed point corresponding to the phase transition
point between two phases: (1) The stable fixed point of
(0,Ty) with I'y = 0 represents a clean Weyl metal phase,
protected for the case of weak disorder by the pseudogap
density of states of the Weyl metal state. (2) The stable
fixed point of (0,Ty) with I'y = DV o 1368
identified with a diffusive Weyl metal phase, analogous
to the diffusive Fermi-liquid fixed point of a conventional
metallic phase [20]. (3) The unstable fixed point of (0,T";)

_ 2 _
with [y = 2oV er—ibr

o ~ 2.09 denotes a critical point to
separate the diffusive Weyl metal phase from the clean
Weyl metal state, the existence of which originates from
the pseudogap density of states. Interestingly, all these
fixed points lie at the line of I'yy = 0, which means that
inter-valley scattering shows dominant effects over intra-
valley scattering for the low-energy physics in the disor-
dered Weyl metallic state. Naively, one may suspect that

their roles are similar because of the similarity of their
renormalization group equations. However, the magni-
tude of the one-loop correction for I'y; turns out to be
three times larger than that for Iy, and thus, the renor-
malization group flow of (I'y,I'y) is overwhelmed by I'ys.
As a result, there is no chance by which I'y has a non-
trivial fixed point value. Detailed analysis on this issue
is given in the supplementary material (Fig. .

In order to figure out how the distance between the pair
of Weyl points renormalizes as a function of an energy
scale, we focus on renormalization group equations for
I'pvandcg at 'y =0

al'y 9 3
A I'y — apI‘U + bI‘FU (16)
dck 2
TR [—1—acly +b.JIg]. (17)

It is straightforward to solve the first equation and find
an approximate solution for I'yy near each fixed point at
I'y = 0. Inserting such fixed-point solutions into the sec-
ond equation, we uncover how the distance between the
pair of Weyl points evolves as a function of temperature

er(T) = en(To) (?) Mn, (18)

where the energy scale M has been replaced with tem-
perature T'. Critical exponents of A¢, s, are found to be

)\C,fO = 14acly— bc]_—% =1 (19)
Aei = 14acly — bl =~ 1.34 (20)
Aejpz = 14 acls — bel's ~ 1.60. (21)

It turns out that the distance between a pair of Weyl
points increases to reach infinity, regarded to be beyond
the perturbative renormalization group analysis. How-
ever, the infinity should be considered as an artifact of
the continuum approximation. If the Brillouin zone is
taken into account in the effective field theory, there must
be a maximum of the distance within the Brillouin zone.
In this respect it is natural to modify the above scaling
solution as follows

A
T c, fn
0 ) , (22)

Ck(T) = Ck(To) <T—‘rT1\4

where T is a cutoff scale in the low-energy limit. It
is interesting to notice that disorder scattering changes
the temperature-dependent exponent of c¢g. Inter-valley
scattering gives rise to fast enhancement of the distance
between a pair of Weyl points at low temperatures. This
looks counter-intuitive, where anti-screening instead of
screening arises from inter-valley scattering.
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FIG. 3: Renormalization group flows for physical parame-
ters. In the plane of (I'v,I'v) (Left), there are two stable
fixed points and one unstable fixed point: (1) The stable
fixed point of (0,T9) with I'g = 0 represents a clean Weyl
metal phase, protected for the case of weak disorder by the
pseudogap density of states of the Weyl metal state. (2) The

stable fixed point of (0,T2) with I's = artyap—dn w ~ 13.68
is identified with a diffusive Weyl metal phase, analogous
to the diffusive Fermi-liquid fixed point of a conventional
metallic phase. (3) The unstable fixed point of (0,I'1) with

— /a2 —4b
Iy = ar%#“ ~ 2.09 denotes a critical point to separate

the diffusive Weyl metal phase from the clean Weyl metal
state, the existence of which originates from the pseudogap
density of states. In the plane of (I'y,cx) (Right), the renor-
malization group flow shows a run-away behavior for cg, im-
plying that the Weyl metallic state is stabilized even in the
presence of disorder scattering. This run-away flow should
stop at a certain energy scale if the Brillouin zone is taken
into account in the effective field theory.

TWO-PARAMETER SCALING THEORY
FOR THE LONGITUDINAL
MAGNETOCONDUCTIVITY OF A
DISORDERED WEYL METAL PHASE WITHIN
BOLTZMANN TRANSPORT THEORY

III1.

The question to address in this study is to find a scaling
theory for the longitudinal magnetoconductivity. As dis-
cussed in the introduction, not only the Drude conductiv-
ity but also the distance between a pair of Weyl points or
the spatial gradient of the inhomogeneous 0(r) coefficient
in the topological-in-origin E - B term should be taken
into account for the longitudinal magnetoconductivity in
the Weyl metal phase. This situation is analogous to
that of a plateau-plateau transition in the integer quan-
tum Hall effect: Not only the Drude conductivity but
also the Hall conductivity, a topological §—term, should
be considered on equal footing in order to describe such a
quantum phase transition involved with Anderson local-
ization. In this respect we call the scaling theory for the
longitudinal magnetoconductivity of a disordered Weyl
metal phase two-parameter scaling theory as the Ander-
son localization transition in the case of the quantum
Hall effect.

Previously, we found I'y(7) and ¢(T), based on
the perturbative renormalization group analysis, where

Ty (T) gives the Drude conductivity and ¢(7T") describe
the enhancement of the longitudinal magnetoconductiv-
ity. More precisely, we can address renormalization ef-
fects of the longitudinal magnetoconductivity based on
the Boltzmann transport theory for a Weyl metal phase
17, 211

anx(pa 7", t)
ot
- coll[nx(p; r, t)]

+ 7y Vrnx(pQ r,t) + Dy - Vp”x(l’? r,t)
(23)

Here, n,(p;r,t) is the distribution function at a chiral
Fermi surface denoted by x = %, where p is the relative
momentum of a particle-hole pair near the chiral Fermi
surface, and r and ¢ are the center of mass position and
time of the particle-hole pair.

7y and p, represent the change of position and mo-
mentum with respect to time, classically described and
given by the so called modified Drude model [22] 23]

Ty = vk + pp x BY,
py=E+ 2} x B. (24)
B represents a momentum-space magnetic field on the
chiral Fermi surface, resulting from a momentum-space
magnetic charge y enclosed by the chiral Fermi surface.
We would like to recall that the Berry curvature does
not appear on the “normal” Fermi surface that does not
enclose a band-touching point. As a result, we reproduce
the Drude model with BY. = 0. It is essential to realize
the following relation between the applied magnetic field
and the distance between the pair of Weyl points

B — g 'e(T). (25)
It is straightforward to solve these coupled equations, the
solution of which is

&}~ GY(T) v} + B x B + g7 (B} - v})e(D).

pY ~ GX(T) B+ g7 v} x e(T) + g7 (B - e(T))BY|,
(26)

where GY = (14 g~ 'B}. - c(T))_1 is a volume factor of
the modified phase space with a pair of momentum-space
magnetic charges x = £. They are well known the role
of anomalous electromagnetic-field-dependent terms in
anomalous transport phenomena: (1) The second term of
E x B}, in the first equation is responsible for the anoma-
lous Hall effect, the Hall effect without an applied mag-
netic field due to an emergent magnetic field referred to as
Berry curvature in the momentum space [24H26]. (2) The
third term of g=! (B%-vX)e(T) in the first equation gives
rise to the so called chiral magnetic effect that dissipa-
tionless electric currents are driven by applied magnetic
fields in the limit of vanishing applied electric fields, pro-
portional to the distance between the pair of Weyl points
or applied magnetic fields [27H32]. (3) The third term of
g ! (E . c(T))B}& in the second equation causes the gauge



anomaly for electrons on each chiral Fermi surface that
gauge or electric currents on each chiral Fermi surface are
not conserved [I4HI7, 21 28] 29, [33H40]. Of course, the
breakdown of the gauge symmetry should be cured when
total electric currents are considered, but chiral “elec-
tric” currents are still not conserved, referred to as chiral
anomaly.
The collision part is given by

. nx(p; r, t) - n;q(p)

Tintra (T)
_ nx(pa T, t) _ n—x(p; r, t) ] (27)

Tinter(T)

The first term describes the intra-valley scattering, and
the second represents the inter-valley scattering. In
this respect both scattering rates of 1/7iu(T) and
1/Tintra(T) correspond to T'v(T) and I'y(T), respec-
tively.

Considering homogeneity of the Weyl metal phase un-
der constant electric fields in the dc-limit, we are allowed
to solve Py - Vpn,(p) = ILou[ny(p)]. As a result, we
find a two-parameter scaling theory for the longitudinal
magnetoconductivity in a disordered Weyl metal phase

Icoll [5nx(p7 T, t)] =

or(B,T) = op(B,T)(1+ const.[c(B,T)]?), (28)

where op(B,T) is the Drude conductivity inversely pro-
portional to I'y (T') and ¢(B,T) is the distance between
a pair of Weyl points.

Rewriting the distance between the pair of Weyl points
as ¢(B,T) = Céf(T)B, we consider

or(B,T)—op(B,T)
O’D(B,T)
= Cw(T)B? (29)

Acp(B,T) =

for the universal scaling relation. More explicitly, in-

serting Cy (T) = Cw (To) (To/[T + TM])_”‘C’f" into the
above, we find

To“”"")AaL(B,T)_( b))
Cw (Tp) [T + T+ )’

where “anomalous dimensions” are given by 1y = 0,7, =
0.34 and 72 = 0.60, respectively, for each fixed point.

Fig. shows the longitudinal magnetoconductivity,
enhanced to be proportional to B2, the square of the dis-
tance between the pair of Weyl points, at each temper-
ature. Our renormalization group analysis confirms that
the distance between the pair of Weyl points is renormal-
ized to increase, lowering temperature, i.e., Cy (Th) <
Cw(Tr) with Ty > Tr. As a result, the degree of
enhancement becomes larger as temperature is reduced
(Left). Interestingly, these longitudinal transport coef-
ficients turn out to be collapsed into a single universal
curve, described by Eq. (Right).

Fig. shows the comparison between Cy (T') from
an experimental data of Biy_,Sb, with z = 3 ~ 4% and

T/To=1
T/To=2
T/To=3
T/To=4
T/To=5
T/To=6
T/To=7
T/To=8
T/To=9
T/Te=10

B ‘ ' ' ‘ BT

Ao (B;T)
Aa To 2 P/Cy(To)

FIG. 4: Scaling theory for the longitudinal magnetoconduc-
tivity. The longitudinal magnetoconductivity is enhanced to
be proportional to B2, the distance between the pair of Weyl
point as a result of the chiral anomaly. The distance between
the pair of Weyl points is renormalized to increase as temper-
ature is reduced, which makes the degree of enhancement be-
come larger (Left). These longitudinal transport coefficients
are collapsed into a single universal curve, described by Eq.
(30) (Right).

20r o ? Cw E
— fitting a/(T+T,)*? | |
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FIG. 5: Comparison between the theoretical prediction and
an experimental data of Bii_,Sb, with x = 3 ~ 4%. Black-
balls represent experimental data [8 [4I] and red line de-

notes the theoretical prediction, given by % =
Cw (To)T, 7
1 : Cw (T) _
———+——. Here, we obtain W = 1.7 %
(T+Tp) e f2 ’ Cw (To) Ty e 92

107K?*.2 and Tar = 149K with e s2 = 1.6 at the diffu-
sive fixed point.

that from our renormalization group analysis [§ 41]. Ex-
perimentally, the enhancement coefficient Cyy (T') can be
found from fitting the experimental data with Eq. (5) at
a given temperature, where the Drude part is replaced
with a transport coefficient of weak anti-localization cor-
rections and additional contributions, which have noth-
ing to do with Weyl points, are also introduced [15]. Re-
peating this fitting procedure for various temperatures,
we obtain the temperature dependence of Cy (T). The
comparison between the experimental Cy (T') and the
renormalization group analysis Eq. looks appealing.



IV. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

The original motivation of the present study is to re-
veal the existence of a topological phase transition from
a Weyl metal phase to a normal metal state as a func-
tion of the strength of disorder and temperature. Our
physical picture for this phase transition is as follows.
Disorder scattering, in particular, inter-valley scattering
is expected to kill the nature of the Weyl metallic phase
since it induces mixing of chirality. We recall that the
inter-valley scattering appears as an effective random-
mass term. If ¢(x)¢(z) has a nontrivial vacuum expec-
tation value, i.e., (¢(z)1(x)) # 0, expected to realize in
the case of sufficiently strong disorder, the chiral symme-
try breaks down even at the classical level and the chiral
anomaly loses the physical meaning. As a result, we spec-
ulate that the distance between the pair of Weyl points
renormalizes to vanish. A diffusive normal metallic state
would be realized in the case of sufficiently strong disor-
der. Since this phase transition is not involved with sym-
metry breaking, it is identified with a topological phase
transition.

This topological phase transition may be translated
into Peccei-Quinn symmetry breaking in the context of
dynamical generation of axions [42] [43]. In order to real-
ize the Peccei-Quinn symmetry breaking, there must be
a scalar field. When the scalar field does not have its
vacuum expectation value, any value of the —angle can
be canceled by the Peccei-Quinn transformation. On the
other hand, the Peccei-Quinn symmetry breaking occurs
when the scalar field has its vacuum expectation value.
As a result of the continuous symmetry breaking, there
exists a Goldstone boson field, referred to as an axion
field. When the Peccei-Quinn symmetry is exact and
thus, the axion field is massless, any value of the f—angle
can be still canceled by the Peccei-Quinn transformation.
However, there are instanton excitations, which do not
allow the Peccei-Quinn symmetry not to be exact, giving
rise to a mass term in the axion dynamics. Then, the
vacuum angle is fixed to be § = 0, minimizing the energy
of the system. In the present situation the correspond-
ing scalar field results from the Hubbard-Stratonovich
transformation of the random-mass term in the replica
effective field theory, conventionally referred to as Qgp,
where a and b denote the replica index. However, there
are two different aspects between the possible topological
phase transition and the Peccei-Quinn symmetry break-
ing in high energy physics: (1) The vacuum angle is given
by an inhomogeneous function of position while its gra-

J

dient identified with a chiral gauge field is a constant.
(2) There are no instanton-type excitations in the Weyl
metal phase. This direction of research would be an in-
teresting future task.

Unfortunately, the perturbative renormalization group
analysis fails to access such an unstable fixed point, iden-
tified with the quantum critical point of the topologi-
cal phase transition. In this respect the naming of the
two-parameter scaling theory is not satisfactory in our
opinion, basically motivated from the analogy with the
plateau-plateau transition in the integer quantum Hall
effect. However, it turns out that the longitudinal mag-
netoconductivity is governed by both parameters of the
Drude conductivity and the distance between the pair of
Weyl points, renormalized by inter-valley scattering, es-
sentially analogous to o4, and o, in the quantum Hall
effect, respectively. In this respect we may call what we
performed two-parameter scaling theory for the longitu-
dinal magnetoconductivity in a disordered Weyl metal
phase.

An unexpected result is breakdown of the B/T scaling
behavior near the diffusive fixed point although it is ful-
filled near the clean fixed point. Actually, we could ver-
ify this prediction, comparing the proposed formula Eq.
of the two-parameter scaling theory with Cy (T) in
the experimental data of Bii_,Sb, with z = 3 ~ 4%.
Here, we took into account modifying the original renor-
malization group analysis, introducing a cutoff scale into
the equation for the distance between the pair of Weyl
points as Eq. , in order to prohibit the divergence of
the length scale within the Brillouin zone. This break-
down may be regarded to be a fingerprint of the interplay
between disorder scattering and topological structure in
a Weyl metal phase.
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Appendix A: model hamiltonian

A minimal model for a Weyl metal state is given by

H= wT(w) (va (=V)—pu+gB-o® ngg)l/}(:c).



Y = (¢Yr,vr)T is a four-component Dirac-spinor field in a two-component Weyl-spinor field with right(R)-left(L)

chirality, and v is the velocity of such fermions. p is an electron chemical potential. B is an externally applied

magnetic field with a Lande—g factor g. « is a four-by-four matrix, given by o« = o ® 0, where o is a Pauli matrix.
First, we look into a band structure. This block-diagonal matrix can be diagonalized as

Hi = o},(|vk + gBlo. ® Py — |vk — gB|o. ® P — 1),

where P, = ((1) 8) andP_ = (8 (1)> are projection matrices, and ¢ = Utk is an eigenstate. The unitary matrix
varying with k is given by

C+ s S -y S S —wm—

cos sin =Fe cos sin =-e¢

U = 2 ® Py + 2 2 Q® P,
k (— sin C—*e”“r cos % ) * —sin %’e”’— cos 42

where (t (n+) is the polar (azimuthal) angle of k + 2B, respectively. If we draw a band structure along some
momentum-line, for example, k = (0,0, k.), then we obtain a pair of Weyl cones as shown in Fig.

Second, we consider two types of random potentials, say, “intra-valley scattering” and “inter-valley scattering”,
given by

V@)V (@)er() + ¥) (@)V(2)v(x) = ¢ @)V (2)y(z),
(@)U (2)0r (@) + Yh()U(2)vr (@) = v (@)U () (L2xz © 0.)¥(),

where V(x) and U(x) are disorder potentials for intra-valley scattering and inter-valley scattering, respectively.
Now, the effective action is

B
ST, V,U] = /0 dT/dswa(T,a:){aT +va- (—1V) —p+gB-o @ Ipxo + V(x) + U(x) Lax2 @ 0, }U(7, T),

where the corresponding free energy is given by F[V,U] = —T'In [ DI Dype5 W'Vl iy g given configuration of
random potentials. We represent this effective action in terms of gamma matrices in the Weyl representation
V=D ®0p, ¥ =1"(—) =01, @10y (k=1,2,3), ¥* =17"7'** = Lo @ 0.

Then, we reach the following expression

S, VU] = /d4w{¢ ) (7080 + 107 0 — 17° + €797 ) (@) + (@)1 °V (@)1 (2) + () U () (2) }

with an adjoint spinor-field ¢ = 11~%, where we introduced ¢ = gBy, (k = 1,2, 3) with “time-component” cy. “Space-
time” of z is ## = (7, ) and other four-vectors are defined, similarly. For example, four-momentum is p* = (p°, p)
with p® = —ww,,. Since the action has been formulated in the imaginary time, it is defined on the Euclidean geometry
as shown by p'p, = —w,? — p*.

Appendix B: effective field theory for renormalization group analysis
1. Disorder Average

We define the free part of the effective action as

Solth, v] = / d*z1p(x) (7000 + 1wy Ok — 1y° + ey y° ) ().

Then, a physical observable is measured as follows

[ DIDYO (1, ) Sold Wl g [ e (@) (V@) +U (@)1 (x)
[ DYDype=5olb vl [ diad(@)(x°V (@)+U())v (x)

(0(5v)) = [ DVDUPV.)
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This can be reformulated as

(©@.w) = [DVOUPV.UIL ] mzv.vJ)
J=0

Z[V,U,J] = / DIDpe—S0lbwl o= J dob@)(GV @H+U(@)(x)+] d'a (@)0(0(x) ().

where J(z) is a source field coupled to an operator O(¢, 1), locally.

In order to perform the averaging procedure for disorders, we resort to the replica trick of In Z = limp_,o < F;_l

5
(0@, v)) = lim DVDUP[VU}M

R[‘/;Uv‘]] -1
R ’

where the replicated partition function is

B R ~ R B R ~
2MV,U.9) = [ D3y exp [ =SS0 = 3 [ dte @) (V@) + U@)t@) + [ a3 06, w}

A( 2

with a replica index . In this technique a physical observable is given by

<(’)(1ﬁ,w)> = hm —/DVDUP [V, U] /Dz/JGDz/J“O(d)a )

<exp | - RO [t @ 6oV @)+ U@) )

In this study we take into account static-and Gaussian-distributed disorders, given by

[V (x) fd?’wUQ(w)]
oy oy |

P[V,U] = N exp {—

where N is a normalization factor. It is straightforward to perform the Gaussian integral for disorders, resulting in

R
(O, v)) = lim — /D¢Dz/)(9 (%, ™) exp [ ZSO P ] — Z Sais[1?, 10", ¢, ve] |,

R—0 R

b,c=1
where disorder-driven effective interactions are [Eq. ]
sastitt 350) =~ [Car [ [ @2 L 30 wp00t w2t )

- / dr / ar' [ d%g&b(n ), )P @) (7 ).

2. Renormalized perturbation theory
From now on, we focus on the case of a zero-chemical potential. We start from the following effective action
Sp = / A" 2 (2) (7200 + vy Ok + ey Y U ()
[ [ [ @2t w0t 0 o)
/ dr / dr' [ BBl ) (7, @) (7 @) (),

where summations on the replica indices are implied. The subscript B denotes “bare”, meaning that this effective
action is defined at an ultraviolet (UV) scale. Note that we have generalized dimensions to “d(space)+1(time)” for
dimensional regularization.
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Performing the dimensional analysis, where space and time coordinates have —1 in mass dimension, we observe

dim[¢] = dim[v] =0, dimfe,] =1, dim[I'y] =dim[I'y] =2—d.

2 )
In this respect we perform the renormalization group analysis in d + 1 = 3 + ¢ dimensions, where ¢ is a “small”
parameter. In the end of the calculation the dimensions are analytically continued to the physical dimensions (d+1 =
4) by setting ¢ = 1.

Taking into account quantum corrections, divergences would be generated. They can be absorbed into renormal-
ization constants by redefining fields and parameters. Rewriting the bare action in terms of renormalized fields and
couplings, we obtain

Sp = /ddﬂmﬁa}%(ﬂv) (Z5~ 00 + ZZZURZ’Yk@k + Zeocro" Y + Zecriy™ Y1 ) (2)
B B 7T N _
= [ [Car [t B a0t o0 (),
0 0
B B Zer T N _
- / dr / dr’ / A T (@)Ul (@) U ()Y (),
0 0
where such renormalized fields and parameters are given by

Yp = (Z;’)%z/)%, vp = ZfZ(ZQf)_lUR, cBo = Zeo(Z3) ™ cro,
ek = Ze(Z3) e, Ty = Zrv(Z3) *Trv, Ty = Zru(Z§) *Tru.

It is more elaborate to represent this theory by separating the renormalized part from counter terms that are to
absorb divergences in the following way [Eq. ],

Sp = Sr+ Scr,

Sr = /ddﬂﬂ/_)}lz(v%o + vp1Y" O + croY"Y’ + crEY Y0 ) UG
_ Cry - _
= [ar [ar [ et @ el i)~ [ ar [ar [ atet i ) )
Scr = /ddﬂxiz%((s%’oao + 05vR1Y Ok + ScocroV’Y’ + Secriy" ) U,

/dT/dT /dd 5FVFRV 2Y0U%) (VY YR) ’*/dT/dT /dd 5FUFRU = (YR - (V5YS)

WheI‘eZ;Z:l+($w, Zk—1+($k, Zc0:1+500, Zc:1+5c, Zry =1+ 6ry and Zry =1+ orp.

3. Feynman Rules

In the momentum and frequency space the effective action is written as
S Ta jay Ta 5\, a i Fi\/ b _0.,b ¢ 0 ,c F7U b b Tc 5(3) 5 5
4% 9] = pr (?+¢7 )wp N E 2 (Vp, Y Upy) (V537 Upy) + 9 (V1 ¥ps ) (Vps Vi) p1—p2,p3—p4ppd OpIpe >
P Pj

where Feynman rules are given in Fig. [6]
Since there is a chiral gauge field in the kinetic-energy part, the free propagator becomes a little bit complex.
Considering the following identity

P+ )Pp— )PP+ 420 =+ =2 )P+ P+ 2 7)) =(p+)°(p— ),
we obtain an electron Green function

P— ) P° ++2p- )
(p+c)(p—rc)?

Gp)=—(p+¢") " =-
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u.P_’_b.q — —5ab(qu(¢+¢’75)71 u.L»_@_)iq = (;ab(;pq((gipo,yo +5$pk’}’k _’_6‘:06070,},5 +5cck’}’k’75)
b, p1 c,p3 b, py ¢ p3
0y5(3) _ dryl 0 (3)
""" > Tvm, Q7 )6171 —p2,P3— p4ép§’p86p0p0 g =50 ey )(Sm —p2,P3— p45p1086p°p4
b, p> C, Py b,po C, P4

b, p1 C,p3 b, p]\ / p3
r (3) ST (3)
_ Ty _ druTy
2 5 (laxa ® Iaxa)dp, ) by p45p(1’p86p°p° 5 (Taxa ® laxa)dp’ p) oy p45p‘1’p85p0p0

FIG. 6: Feynman rules in the momentum and frequency space. A single-dashed line represents an intra-velly scattering while
a double-dashed line, an inter-valley scattering.

We introduces the following expression with a Feynman parameter for the renormalization group analysis

L )PP+ +2p- )
G(p) = — .
®) /0 ! [(p+(1— 2x)c)2 +4x(1l — 1:)02]2

For a future use, we rearrange it in terms of p as

() = /1d P°piv’ + p(po’ — ¢7° )+png( 2ciyiy )+P2if1i(P0)+f0(Po)7 B1)
0 [(P+(1—2$)) + Ao (po; )]

Ao(po;z) = 4a(l —x)c® — (po + co)” + dapoco,
filpo) = =7 0" — ¢7°)(poY° + £9°) + 2¢9° (poy° — ¢4°),
fopo) = —(0?° = ¢7°)*(p0° + ¢7°).

Alternatively, we obtain in terms of p’ = p + (1 — 2z)c

12,

) = / i Cip'“p, + Coup’ +C§{,p;p;—2kC{p§+Co7 (B2)
[P"* + Ao(po; )]
Cs
Coa = % ¢7 )
Cl =~ + ),

Cl = =" (= ¢7°)(h+ 47°) = 2(u — ') (s — £9°),
Co = —(h— ") (i + ¢7°),

where u = (pg,€) and é, = (2 — 1)e. We may use either of these expressions for convenience. Despite their
complicated form, they will not be involved much in actual integration procedures.
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Appendix C: self-energy corrections

1. Relevant Feynman’s diagrams

Within the replica trick, we are allowed to perform the perturbative analysis. The full Green function of G(p,q) =
<1/Jp¢q> is evaluated up to the I'2 order as follows

G(p,q)
- %h;/DWMWW%F*MﬁWQﬁZWPWWN%QWHM%H?W&%ﬂ%#EWgpwgm%%mﬁ

12

: 1 —So[v, a o b 7c 0 c\503)
,?Eloﬁ/p¢p¢e ol ]{w 1/’ + 573 2L3 (‘/’ d’ )( 1T Vpa¥ps )5 —P2,P3— p45p1p35p2p°

'y

7 b
+ﬁ (1/’51/’3)( P1 1/):04) p1 P2,P3— p45p?7085108p°
ij
0,,b .7 0 b 0.b" T (3)
8(L3)2 Z Ypa) (V5,7 V0¥ 1 05 ( P, Y Vo ¥ 7 wc )51)1 —p2,ps— p45p?p8§p8p25p1 — 40}~ 0000 Ol
p]pj
b’ (3)
8(L3)2 Sm 2 (Wpg) (D5, 0p, U, U, ) (0 o Vi ) s i o p45p?p85p81925p1 2} =} 009 Oyl
p]p
FVFU a,ja 7b 0.b ¢ 0,c b b 7l (3) ) ) 5(3 5 K
+4(L3)2 (wp,l/)q)( P wm psT ¢P4)(w w d} ) P1—p2,p3— P4 P8P8 P3P O pt —p ot —p, Cp 00 Cplopl |0

Pip;

where summations on the replica indices are implied. Feynman diagrams whose internal lines are not connected
to external lines always vanish due to the replica symmetry (all Green’s functions with different replica indices are
identical) and the replica limit (limg_o ). For details, we refer to Ref. [13].

We find self-energy corrections in the first-order (Flg. 7)),

2 (p) = Z’YOG p— %00 + -2 75 ZG P— 00 =2 (0) + 2 (0). (C1)

Likewise, we find self-energy corrections in the second order (Fig. .

- I r
2@ (p) = ﬁ ZVOG(p —)7'Gp—a—1D7"G(p — )7 5,00000 + (‘L/3)[2] Y’'G(p— )G(p — q = )G(p — 0)7°54000100
q,l

FUFV
(L?)2

+ Z Glp—g°G(p— q—D)7"Gp — 4)6,000000 + o5 (L3 )2 ZG 7)G(p —q—1)G(p — q)05000100, (C2)

29&(pw+2$a<pw+25&<p»+2$b(n

r3 F
(L?‘,/)Q > 7°G— 7 Glp — ¢ — DY G(p — 1)1 6,00000 + Ty Lly Z Y’G(p— )G(p — g — )7’ G(p — 1)d,00000
q,l

+%§Z§j$c@—w0@—q—n$G@—w%%%m+U%ﬁ}jc@—@cm—q—ncw—wawwm (C3)
q,l

q,l

SV + 20 (0) + 0V ) + 20 ()

FIG. 7: Self-energy corrections in the first-order. There are two Fock diagrams for intra- and inter-valley scattering, respectively.
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2. Evaluation of relevant diagrams

From now on, we evaluate self-energy diagrams one by one. Since there are two types of interactions, we have many
diagrams to evaluate, especially, in the two loop-order. Instead of struggling to evaluate them one by one, we’re going
to find integration formulae for products of Green functions and make a use of them for the same types of diagrams.

a. One-loop order: Fock diagrams

First, we evaluate the first-order Fock diagram
W (p) =Ty Lip)’ +Tuli(p),

where I7 (p) is given by
dd-i-lq ddq ddq
I = | ————276 —q) = — —-q)= [ —— —q).
1(p) / amii " (q0)G(p—q) / (zﬂ)dG(po,p q) / (27r>dG(po, q)
With Eq. (B2)), the Green function is given by

—Ciq°q, + C2aq"” + Cdiq, — Cidi + Co
2
(@ + Ao (po; )]

)

1
G(po,—q) = / dz
0

where ¢ = q + ¢,.
Dropping g’-odd terms, we have

dd/Ca,2+C”;/+C 1 d 1 .. (=4 Col'(==4
dx 2aq b4t +Co [T 2 e + (5 2) _y ( 247)d . (C4)
/2 2 2 2 02 0
+ Ao(po; )] 0 (4

Then, the self-energy is given by

1 4G, + 10 N(Z=d) ¢
E(l)(p):FV/ d (§C2 + 3 2b)(2)+ ol (454 )
0

(402 + 3CHITCSY) | Gl
2—d

dr)ia,s 4m)ia,T

2—d

(4m)2 A2 (dm)3A,T

1
+FU/ dx
0

where we have introduced a bar-notation: A = vYA4°. Since we perform dimensional regularization in d = 2 + ¢, the
term containing Cj gives only a finite value. A relevant part for renormalization is

d—2
T d 1 2—d\ [Ag\ %z
1 — LV 0~ k 0.5 k.5 -k k.5 0
M (p) ~ o d$[<2(pov — CakY" oV Y — ey )+§(_2cwk¢7 + 27"y ))F<2 )(M) ]
T d 1 2-d\ (A 7T
U 0, =~ k 0.5 k.5 ~ k k.5 — 0 :
v d d e — - ~(2¢, 2 r(=—=)(=2
el (2(1007 + eyt = 0™ — ™) + 5 (26"t + cwv)) < 5 >(4W) ]
I'y 0 0.5 L'y
= __7 - — o(1 C5
5z (P07 +e07™7”) = 5= L (p07° — co7*y) + O(1), (C5)
q q
. [ . - .
D TN Rt CEEN By o BOEERRLON "
P oip—q S p-q-1p—qi P Poip—qip—a-1%p—q% P %o poip—aF a1 %p—q% p

FIG. 8: Self-energy corrections in the second-order. There are two distinct types of diagrams, say, rainbow diagrams and
crossed diagrams. Diagrams in each type are distinguished by interaction vertices (two intra-valley scattering, one intra-valley
and one inter-valley scattering, and etc.). So, totally there are eight diagrams for the second-order self-energy corrections.



15

where ¢,x-terms vanish after the integration over x.
Based on this result, we find propagator counter terms in the following way

'y 'y w )
— 5z (P07 +0n*77) = 5= % (por® — c07°7°) + O(1) + (85p0° + 65y + Se0c0r®y° + Secky™°) = finite.
As a result, propagator counter terms up to the one-loop level are obtained as
FV FU k FV FU
wzi -, 5 :07 56 _—— 5C:0' CG
Y o7e + 2me ¥ 7 2 2re’ (C6)

b.  Two-loop order I: Rainbow diagrams

Next, we evaluate the rainbow diagrams

ST (p) = T3, (p)[My = My = %] + Ty T Is(p)[My = ~°, My = I4x4)
+TuTv I3, (p)[M1 = Luxa, Mo = °] + T3 I3, (p) [M1 = Ms = Lyx4],

where I3, is given by

d+1 d+1
) = [ rtzamtan) [ ot 2nS(o) MGl — )MaG(p — g — MG — )M

We may simplify this expression with I as
dd+1q 41
Br(o) = [ (2l G~ M| [ st w0 Gl — 0~ 1) [ MGl — )

dd
- / (amya MG P~ QML (p )Mo Glpo,p — @) M,

dd
= | G MG lp0. ~0) Ml (20) MG, ~) M.

where we used I1(po, —q) = I1(po).
Taking into account

1 ! 6y(1—y)
= d
((po — c0)? — (g +€))*((po + c0)? — (g — )’ / Y17+ Dotosy)]”

with ¢’ = g + ¢, and resorting to the representation of Eq. (B2)), we reach the following expression

e /1 dyy(1 )/‘ dq’ M1(7C§q/2q; + Cauq’? + C;{,q’q’ — qué + C’o)Mthz(fofq’Qq; + Cauq? + Cé“éqkql qu;c + Co) M
3r = Yoyl —y .
(2m)d [a" + Ao (po;y)]*

There are many even terms contributing to the integration. However, it turns out that we have to consider the product
of Cis only. This is because the divergent part of I; is canceled by the one-loop self-energy diagrams containing the
first-order counter term, so only the finite part of I; participates in the remaining calculation. In other words,
divergences may arise only by the ¢S-term in the g-integration. For now, we just assume it (we will be back to this
point later).

Keeping this term only, we have

1 d? 20,4 (MyCE My Iy Mo C2 M
Ise(p) = / dy6y( —y)/ qd(q)qu( G MM Co M)
(2) [ 2 +Ao(po;y)]
d+ 4)(d 2 (359)
_ a4 )é + / gyt =y) MC’3M211M203M1)

Then, the second-order self-energy correction for the rainbow diagrams is

[+ 4+ 2T [* ) vl —y)

(2 () =
ST T A YA

{F}‘}(”ﬁhvi) + 20y Ty (Y0 Iy °) + T (v iy |
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When performing the renormalization group analysis in the second order, we should include consistently one-loop
self-energy corrections made of a tree-level vertex and a one-loop propagator counter term, given by (Fig. E[)

dd+1
nM0e(p) = Ty / ﬁ%é(qo)woG(p — q)(045po° + 6Eper" + 8e0c07°Y® + ek )G (p — 9)7°
dd+1q
+Iy / EnH ———-216(q0) G (p — ) (85p07° + 6Epky* + Sc0cor* Y’ + Secry™V*)G(p — q)

. (d+4)(d + 2) (359) /01 =y 30yt [ = Dy 2div(I;)7° — Tydiv(ly)]yie°

8(4m) % A% (y)
d+4)(d+2)T'(%549) _ ,
U ( )é i / dy y [ — FV’yOdlv(Il)’yo — FUdlv(Il)]’yl

_ i 7 L) / dy y(u ) {Fz 'div(1y)y" + 20y Ty div(Iy)y'y° + Tgv div(ly)y
8(4m)2 0 AL (y)
1),84 1), 1),8, 1),
= SUU () + SU57 (0) + SUU ) + +3057 (),
where div(- - - ) means the divergent part of (---). If we add these to the rainbow diagrams, the divergent part of I; in
the rainbow diagrams is eliminated and only a finite part participates in the remaining computation (so the remark
of I is proved).
Writing it as fin(l1) = I — div(l;) = fl dz—CLC3) e obtain
g 1) =11 1) = Jo (47T)d/2Ag4—d)/27

: d+4)(d+2)(352) [t 1- , , , . , .
5@y d, _ (@ Q) (5 )/ dyy(H v) [F%Zﬁn(h)yz + 20y Ty 2y fin(1)y*A° + DE~ifin(1; )y
8(4m)2 0 Ay ()
o Y
An expansion about d = 2 + ¢ gives

(d+4)(d+2)T yd—y) [t Co@r(H) 1t Co)
" % /d /Od PREyR= T 167T26/0 d Ao(x)+o(l)'

As a result, the relevant part for renormalization is given as

1 [ Cola) [ Colx) [t Colx)
E(?),r 2(1),6#, — F2 1/ d 0 i oD T 0 z/ d 7.0 F2 z/ d 7 o).
" T=n) R A IAo@c)”* R S KRR S Wkl RS
The remaining calculation is fo dxx Co(z ( . A straightforward calculation gives

a1\ B (p-1 1. fa—-1\ 1. [(B-1
p070{11 < +1> ln(,@+1>}+C°70{21n<a+1>+21n(6+1>]
_ 2 _ _p2 _ _ _
+ck'yk{—(a+ﬂ)+1 2a 111(3_1_1)—#1 2ﬂ 1n<g+1>}+co'yofy5[1+(;ln<z+i>+§1n<g+i>}
1 -1 1 -1
+P0V0’75[— 5111 (Z+ 1) - 5111 (g—&—l)] + ey (-1),

where (a, ) = ab+ \/(a? = 1)(b*> — 1) and a = {3, b= 5.

q q q
----- LT B i N
P ip—q p—qi P p ip—q¢ p-qi P p ip—q p-q% D P oEp—q p—aq% P
. R . . - = ®- = = ®- =
Opv Oy v Oyu dyu

FIG. 9: One-loop self-energy diagrams containing the first-order propagator counter terms given in Eq. (C6)). Added to the
rainbow diagrams, these contributions cancel the divergent part of I; in the rainbow diagrams, leaving only a finite part of I

to participate in the remaining calculation.
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Dropping the complex logarithm terms, we have

1
: CO T : : 2p000 .
,yz/ e ( )71 ~ ’y’(*povof 0 6070757%71@%,)72
o Aolz) |

2poc
—dpoy’ + (2 —d) p0|20 ery® — deoy®y® + (d = 2)ery™y.
C

As a result, the self-energy correction from rainbow diagrams is

1
2@ (p) + 18w (p) = oo [F%(povo + cov°7®) + T4 (poy° + c07°7®) + 20y Ty (poy® — 007075)} +0(1), (C7)

where the result is depicted pictorially in Fig. [I0]

c.  Two-loop order II: Crossed diagrams

Last, we evaluate the crossed diagrams
S@e(p) = T Ise(p)[My = My = 4°] + Ty Ty se(p)[My = 2°, My = L4
APy I3e(p)[My = Lixa, My = 2°] + T Isc(p) [My = Mo = L],

where I3, is given by

ISc(p) =

dlq [ dl
= ] end (QT)dMlG(po,p = @) MxG(po,p — q — 1)M1G(po,p — 1) M>

- /ddq/ddlMG( ) MaG (po, —q — I)MyG(po, L + p) M
= (271_)(1 (27T)d 1 Po, —q 2G(Po, —q 1G(Po, p 2.
In this case the loop momenta of I and q are interwoven and this makes the analysis more complicated.
First, we perform the integration on q. Using Eq. (B2)), we have
/1 " /1 dy/ d'q —C3a"”qi + C2aq” + Cilaja; — Cia} + Co
0 0 (27T)d [q/2 + Ao(po,x)]Q
—C5(q" + V(g + 1) + Coal(q' +1)* + C3(ah + 1) (q) + 1) = Cilq; + 1) + Co

dd+1q 41
/ W%CS(QO) / W2ﬂ5(lo)M1G(p — @) M2G(p — q — )M1G(p — 1) M>

XM2 / 2 2
[(q +1) +Ao(p0;y)]
) _ Iy (Po7® + c07°7°)
‘.->~.~‘ \‘ + :.' 6LV “‘. — 87m2¢ PoY CoY Y
> & :
e ST » ’:’,}-:-‘-“’"-':::{:. '::'_'.'-,-.:):::,.::.:‘
S Syu = & ey + Syv ":{E‘: - 1;‘7/71;5 (o7 = c07°7°)
LTI
P LY _ Iy (poY° + coY°7®)
+ i e = §nze \POY oYY
S S : ® iy

FIG. 10: The result for the rainbow diagrams. Each rainbow diagram is added consistently by one-loop self-energy diagrams

made of a tree-level vertex and a one-loop propagator counter term.
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Denominators are combined as
1 B /1 " 62(1 — 2)
(@2 + Do(po;2))* [(@ +1)2 + Dolpos )] o [(@ + 202 + Av(po, Ly, 2)]

)

where Ay = 2(1 — 2)I2 + (1 — 2)Ao(po; ) + 2A0(po; y). Shifting ¢ — q' — 21 and renaming q’ as q, we have

dd 62(1— 2 ) i )
[t [ [a [ - e ) (~ Chla— (i — 1) + Caala — ) + CHla — i)y — =13) — Ciai — 21i) + o)
(2m) +A1]

XMz( —Ck(g+(1-2))° (Qk + (1= 2)l) + Coa(g+ (1= 2)1)* + C8 (a + (1 = 2)l) (@ + (1 = 2)l) — CF (ar + (1 — 2)l) + Co).

Despite this complex expression, we need to consider only a few terms for renormalization. This can be understood,
considering a simple integral

ddq (qQ)m _ F(S*d;Qm)F(g_'_m)
/(27r)d (@ + A" (4m)sT(HT (@) AT (C8)

Since we resort to the dimensional regularization in d = 2+¢, an integral for m smaller than 3 gives a finite value, and
it doesn’t participate in renormalization. The product of the ¢3-terms (i.e. ¢S-term) certainly gives renormalization
effects. Other than ¢S-term, even terms of ¢*12, ¢%1* and I® possibly contribute to renormalization after the l-integral
because there will be an equal number of momentum [ in the denominator and numerator (considering the dimension of
an integrand, this fact may be easily estimated, because any dimensionful constant in numerator lowers the superficial
degree of divergence of the integral). All of those come from the product of the Cs-terms, so the relevant part is

A diq (q—20)*(g — 2)Ma(q+ (1 — 2)1)* (g + (1 — 2)])
A d.’]?/o dy/o dZ6Z<1—Z)/(27T)d [q2+A1(p07l;x,y,z)}4

)

where ¢ = ¢7'(i = 1,2,3).
The numerator is arranged as
N = (—)"uRING (g — 212 (g + (1 - 2)1)° (¢ — 21) (¢ + (1 — 2)])
= (—1)%“[MQ]M2 [Dg(q2)3 + Dya(q*)? + D4bq 495 + D2aq* + D;%qiqj + Do} + (odd terms),
where the coefficients are given by
DG = ]-7
Dyo = (322 =32+ 1)1
DZ) = (1222 = 82)I'lV 4 (2 — 42)I'y7],
Doy = (324 — 623 + 422 — 2)(1%)?,
DE = (122% = 202° + 8221211 + (=425 4 622 — 22)1%1'47],
Dy = 2*(z—1)3(1%)%.

Now, the integral is easily performed to be

/ ddq (_1)%tr[M2]M2[D6(q2)3+D4a( ) +leq Q1Q]+D2aq +D2qu% +D0]
(

2m) (@2 + Ai(l;2,y,2)]"
_ (=niuielyy, {d(d+4)(d+2)F(22d> Dy, dd+2)T(45%) Diat+ 5t dU(%5) Do+ 5 T(%5%) Do
P 2-d 1-d —d s—d |
(4m)2 8T'(4) A,? 4T'(4) A,? 2T(4) A, r(4) A,?

Next, we perform the l-integral. Using My MsM; = My (since the matrices of My and My are either I.4 or 70),

we have
(—1)0rlre] /1 /1 1 dil | d(d+4)(d+2)M(%]?) Dy
Lelp) = ——— | da dy/ dzz(1—z /
’ (4m)= 0 0 0 ) (27T)d 8 A
L@ 2D Dao+ B A0 (%) Do+ B T35 Dy
4—d 4
4 AVER Al

M>G(pg, —l + p) M5 + (finite parts).

[\
>
Ll [}
w‘\

a
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Taking out z(1 — z) from Ay = z(1 — 2)I% + (1 — 2)Ao(z) + 2A¢(y) first, we find that the remaining integrals are
such a simple form:

d 2\n
T ——
+ L Ao(po; ) + 2= Ao(posy)] 2

11—z
el Ut O Ul pz)v + (= p)* (007’ — ¢°) + (L — pi) (i — p;)(—=2¢"977°) — (L — pi) fi (o) + fo(po)
~\2 2
[(I—p+¢)” + Ao(po;v)]
where the cases of n = 0,1, 2, 3 correspond to integrals for Dg, Dy, D2 and Dy, respectively. Such integrations result
inln+2524+2—-% —n—m)=T(3—d—m), where m = 1 stands for {* (the leading even-term) and m = 0 for
a constant term in the propagator. Within the dimensional regularization in d = 2 + ¢, only the integral of m =1
possibly gives a divergent factor of T'(2 — d). However, in the n = 0 case we already got F(%), and we need to

consider the constant (m = 0) term, which turns out to be important. We first compute this term.
The denominator is transformed as

/dv 1 /dv/ dw w(l —w)"5T(%54) /1 (354)
O P 2 ST p ) 4 M) (P —2) + Balpi v w)] 7

where Ay = w(l — w)(p — &,)? + 152 Ao(x) + T2 A0(y) + wAo(v). This suggests that we may use Eq. 1) with a
slight change. Then, the integral for m = 0 is

der Co(w,v) B y ww(l — %C( w,v)
/(27T)d [l’2+A2(w U)}ng % (2 4) / 4 / duno(l As(w,v)’

where Co(w,v) is same with that of Eq. (B2)) except for u = (po, (1 — w)p + wé,). Note Co(w = 1,v) = Cp(v) (the
original definition of Cp) and Agy(w =1 v) Ao( ).
This implies that we may take out a relevant part in the following way

/dv/ dww(l — w)~ Co(v)+ d Co(w,v)

)

vl

dv | dww(l

(w—1)+ O(w — 1)21

47'(' 2F Td AO(U) % Ag(w,’l)) w=1
AT(3—d

NER) /ldvco@)_ e /ldvd Colww)|

( Y r(54) Jo  Ao(v) (47T)%1"<2;d) dw Ag(w,v)|,_;

Note that F(—d) in the first term is canceled after the w-integral, but F( ) in the second term is not. Together

with F(2 d) originating from the g-integral, the first term contributes to a dlvergent part while the other higher-order

terms give only finite values. In short, the above analysis suggests that we should include fol dv 2‘;%2))

Now, we focus on the m = 1 case. Since [?> may arise from /2 (surely) and I3 (after momentum shift), we’re keeping
them. After the similar analysis as the above, we obtain

/ / ddl @r P(p— #°) = Pliv' + Ll (=2p*y7 — 2c'974°)
— ~ \2 2
+ 1 A0(@) + L Ao(w)]™ 7 [(L—p+ &) + Dolpo; v)]

/ d / w(l —w)" " 20(n + 554) / L (IP)" [P(p = %) = Pl + Ll (=2p'y7 — 2¢17779)]
v —d
L@)r(n+ 23%) (2m) (1 - w(p— &))" + Do(pia,y, 2, v,w)]“GTd
6-d) A7 (12" [12(p — ¢v® — wips — Gui)y) + Ll (2 1 i _ i VT — Opi~d — 9cindab
n+ / dv/ dww(d — w)" - dld( )PP = A — wlpi — Cui)y") + il (2(n + )w(p6_dcu)v p'y? —2¢iy770)]
(2m) (12 + As(p 2y, 2,0,w)]" T 2
where we have shifted I — I + w(p — &,) and kept only the leading even terms including shifted contributions from
(1%)™ and 121;.
After the l-integration, we reach the following expression
re-dr(¢+n+1)
(4m) 2T ()T (n + 254
Considering d =2+4e¢, Ag % is not involved in the w- and the v-integral. The effect of the v-integral is just to
remove C,;. The w-integral gives

r2—-d T'(¢+n+1)
(4m)5T(2) T(n+ 559)

)

/ d“/ duww(1 —w)"~ 2 AL 2(7’ 7" —wpi = Gy + (—2(n+1) (p -—ém>vi+2mi+2cm"v5))-

2 2(n+1)+d 1)
piy |

9 . .
B 2 (i 1 pminBY)
(p ¢y +d(pm +cv'y°) Py y
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where 2/(n + G%d) makes up for the difference due to additional w. Among the remaining Feynman parameters of
x,y and z, only z is effective since there are polynomials of z in the Ds.
The z-integrals for each n are performed as (from the first line, n = 0,1, 2, 3)

[EEEEE Ik

(1-2%" Td+2)°
dzz(1 1*32(1*2) 42l ey (42))°
/ z2(1 = z) =R T2 T(d+2)
L (1_2)(—1+3z<1—z)+%z“‘”)_ 48 [1(42)]°
O E R L)
/od (1 )th(l—z)% - Td+2)

As a result, we obtain

2—d _ d+2Y12
Igc(p) — F( 2 )F(2 d) [F(( 2 )

(4r)ir(d) T (—1)Ft(Mal pp (:7” o2 (pk7k+ck7k75)>M2

y (d+4)(d+2)d T (%2) N (d+2)d(2—d)T(H2 +1)d? +8
8 (%54 8 P(%5t+1) @
da-d)2-dT(H2+2)d*+8 (6-d)(d-d)(2-d) I (F2+3)
8 r(ezt+2) @ 8 r(53% +3)
2 d+4)(d+2)d 2+ dT (%2 d+2)d(2—d) 4+d T(E2+1)a?+38
_g( 1)ztr[M2]M2(pk,yk)M2 (d+4)(d+2) 6+ (63 ) +( + )8( )67;_ (sz ) d';
8 24 I(%%9) SEHIT(5F4+1)
CdA-d)2-d) 6+d T(*F+2)d?+8 (6-d)(d-d)(2-d) 8+d F(d;?+3>>
8 Sleer(Glty) @ 8 S 3T(5+3)
D(39r03 - d) [T(42))° !
()T (67d ) [L(52)] (d+4)(d+2)d( 1)4tr[Mz]M2[ deO U)]Mg
_ 1 546y —61lndm Ltr[My] 0 1 k 1 5467 —61lndr 0.5
- (8#252 + S12e >( 1) (poy”) + 1672 (pe") 8n2e? + S22 (cov”v°)
_ 1 1) 1tr[Ms] k. 5\ 1 1) Ltr[Ma] /1 C()(U>

where we have used the matrix identities:
tr[Mz]Mwo]M2 _ (_1)%tr[M2}707 ( l)ltr[Mg]M ,Yost2 _ _7075’
(=D)AL LR AL, =~k (—1) AR Ny FaB g, — (—1)FtIM] k5
Finally, the self-energy correction from the crossed diagrams is
£@<(p)
— 12 K 877ng 42t GZS;QilnM)(povo +cov"y°) + 16;261%7’“ - 16;26@@7’“75 - 87712 - /0 dviz((z))}

1 5+ 6y —61ndr 0 05 1 k 1 L[t Cov)
Iy T - d
v UK8w2e2 T >( por” +en*7) + g+ g™ + g Y Ao(v)

1 5+ 6y —61ndr 0 0 1 1 s 1t Colv
'yl — d
Hulv |:<87T2€2 + 4872e )(pw ™) + 1672 6pk7 16m2e FT T Sa2e 0 vAo(v

1 5+ 6y —6lndr 1 1 1 [t Cov)
1'\2 o 0 0 k.5 / d
+ UK&rZe? R RCR >( P0?’ +cn™”) + g+ g™+ g s o)
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FIG. 11: One-loop self-energy diagrams containing a vertex counter term. Added to the crossed diagrams, these contributions
cancel non-local divergences, arising in the crossed diagrams and leaving local divergences only.

When we take into account the vertex renormalization, we should introduce consistently self-energy corrections
made of a vertex counter term, given by (Fig.

S (p) = 6py Ty Li(p)Y° + SruTuli(p) = BUU (0) + SU5T (0) + S (0) + S5 ().

1 ~ (e 1 Col'(252 .
Recall Il = fO dx(g(pofyo — ¢’}/5) + %(QCQ;k’}/k + 2Ck’}/k'}/5)) Wr)d/g% + f[) dm(zlﬂ:/Z(Ti*l)/z m Eq "
0 0

Expanding I; about d = 2 + ¢ and inserting dry = gTVE + % and dry = —;—:g — % into the above expression,

which will be computed in the next section, we obtain

1 14+~ —Indn 1 [t Colx)
E(l),ép — 1'\2 o 0 0.5 / d
() v 42e? + 8m2e (P07 + c0v™7”) + 8m2¢e Jo on(x)

1 1+~ —Indn 0 05 1 /1 Co()
I'yly| — d
v U{ <47T2€2 + 8m2e >(po'y +e0n’r’) + 82 Jo on(x)

1 14+~ —1Indr 1 Loz
+Tva{—< + i >(—P0’70+0070’75) / d of )}
0

472e? 8m2e - 82 on(x)
1 1+~ —Indn 1 [t Colx)
Iy | — - por” 0~5) — / d o(1).
* U{ (47r252 * 8n2e )( P07 +c07™7’) 8m2e Jo on(x) +0(1)
Adding these contributions to the crossed diagrams, we finally obtain
£@e(p) £ 3000 () = T2 = = 2 ) (5 + €01°7%) + e — ek
v 8m2e2  48m2e )V 0 1672¢ 1672¢
1 1
rzl( - _ 0 0.5 k k.5
* UK 8n2e2 487r25)( R R T T
1 1
20Ty | — === — —=5= Jcor™® o). C9
+2Ty U[( T 487T2€)cw v Jgazebe| 00 (C9)

This result is depicted pictorially in Fig.
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Appendix D: vertex correction
1. Relevant Feynman diagrams

The vertex renormalization can be found from a four-point function of D(p,p’,¢q,q") = <wp1ﬁp/¢q1;q/>. Performing
the perturbative analysis up to the I'? order, we obtain

D(p,p’,q,4q)

— lim % / T T P N P ol et A AT R U R AR L L AR
R—0

. 1 o —So [, a j.a ,/.a,5.a FV aja  ja.j.a b 0.b 7¢c 0c (3)
lim 7/pr¢e ol ][wpwp’wqwq’ + ﬁ (wpwp’wqwq’)( Y wlh ps”Y p4)5p1—p27p3—p45p?p35p§p2

" R—OR
pj
I'y a,na a,7ja b b Tc c (3)
+2L3 (wpwp’wqwq’)( p1¥p2¥ps p4)6p17p2,p37p46p‘1’p36p8p2
pj
F2 — —_ _ —_ —./ !/ -/ /
Vv a,7a a0 b . 0,b 7c 0,c b0, 7 0. 5(3) (3)
+8(L3)2 Z (wpwp’wqwq/)( p1Y Vpa ¥ps Y ¢p4)( oY oy Y wpg)5171—pzms—p45p?1736p31725p17p’2,péfpﬁapﬁopéotspls%ﬁ;o
p;DP;
F2 - - —_ —_ —1./ 1 -7 /
U aja a.j.a b b c c b b c c (3) (3)
+ 8(L3)2 Z (wp Yy wq’) (¢p1 V> Vs ¢p4) (wp'l wp’z %g wpg)‘sprpz,prm 0p9pg 61781)2 5;7’1 —plh,ps—p) 6p'1°p'2° 5p'3°p21°
D;P
FVFU a,na .a,.a b 0.,b Jc¢ 0. c b b T e (3) (3)
+ 4(L3)2 (¢p¢p/¢q¢q/)(¢pﬂ p2 Vs 77[}104)(wpllq’bpédjpéwpf;)6171—Pz,PB—P45P(1)P36P3P2617/1*PQ»PQ*PZJPQOP;OCSP;OPZLO ’
p;P;

Among the first-order contributions, fully-connected diagrams give scattering elements (Fig. . The four-point
function and the scattering matrix element at the tree level are

MO (p,p;q) = M (p,p;q) + MY (9, p;q) = 20y (1° ©1°) + 2Ty (Lixa © Lixa)- (D1)

Among the second order contributions, only diagrams fully connected with the external lines survive in the replica
limit of R — 0 and give scattering matrix elements. Thus, the scattering matrix elements in the second order are

T T K — & ﬁ) (P07° + €07"7°) + TP — ﬁcw’“vs}
AT dvu s % — 2FVFU |:( _ ﬁ _ 48771%)007075 + ﬁpkyk}
R
+ F oy =T% K — g —4sizg) (=Po7" + €07"7°) + 1ermepr?* + —wizgcwkﬂ

FIG. 12: The result for the crossed diagrams. Each crossed diagram is added consistently by one-loop self-energy diagram made

of a tree-level vertex and a vertex-correction counter term. Note that there are simple poles for ¢k, resulting in renormalization

of ¢k, while the sign difference between I'v and 'y channels implies that their roles (I'v and ') are different. Also, one may

notice that non-local divergences of (7 — In4n) are canceled, which is the result of BPHZ theorem [9], and so the problematic
Co

term of fol dz 3% is.



given by (Fig.
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UVZG (p—0v OG(p+q—l)®75loo+ ZG — DG+ q—1) ® Lixadiog,
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= Myy + Myy + Myy + Myu,
where “ph”, “pp” and “ver” represent “particle-hole”, “particle-particle” and “vertex”, respectively.

2. Evaluation of relevant diagrams
a. Particle-hole channel

First, we evaluate the particle-hole diagrams (the first line in Fig.
M) = 9T Ly [My = My = ~°] + 20y Ty Lop [My = 7°, My = Liyd]
+20 Ty Ioph [M1 = Lisa, Mo = 4" + 20% Iopy [M1 = Mo = Iyx4],
where Iy, is given by (k=p —p' +q)

dd+1l
Igph = / (2 )d+1 QW(S(lo)MlG(p — l)M2 (24 MQG(p/ — - q)Ml

del
_ / My G(po,p — D)Ms @ MyG(ph — qo. 1 — L — q)M,

(2m)
% ,
= (271') MlG(po, —l)Mg ® MQG(pO —qo,—l — k)Ml
Using Eq. ., we have
i —l2lwi + P (por” = ¢7°) + Ll (=2¢"77%) = Li f{ (po) + fo(po)
fopn = / dx/ dy/ 2myi (1= (1= 20)e)” + Ao(po; )] Ma @ M
—(U+K)*(ly + ki) + (U +K)>((0h — 90)7° — £9°) + (i + ki) (4 + k) (=2¢v79°) — (i + kq) fi (P — g0) + fo(py — q0)

(14 k—(1-2y)e)” + Aolp) — q0;9)]°

a,p+q a,p'—q aptq a,p —q
q
----- )----- M -----
a,p a,p

FIG. 13: Tree-level vertex. There are two contributions from intra-valley and inter-valley scattering.
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FIG. 14: Vertex corrections in the second order. There are three distinct types of diagrams, say, particle-hole, particle-particle
and vertex diagrams. Diagrams in each type are distinguished by interaction vertices (two intra-valley scattering, one intra-
valley and one inter-valley scattering, and etc.). So, totally there are twelve diagrams for the second-order vertex corrections.

Despite this complicated expression, only the product of the [-cubic terms contributes to renormalization by the
same reason that we considered in Eq. (C8)). Keeping this term only, we obtain
I /1 d:z:/1 dy/ 'l P+ k)Li( + k) (Miy' My @ Myy? M)
2ph =
3 o Jo M) [(1 = (1= 22)e)” + Ao(@)]*[(1+ k — (1 —2y)¢)” + Ao(y)]”

1 1 1 d 2 27.(7]. M~ M. Mond M.
/dm/ dy/ dz6z(1_z)/ dldl (U4 k)11 + ki) (Myy 2@; i M))
0 0 0 (2m) (V% + Ay (ks 2,9, 2)]

)

where Ay = z(1 — z)(k + 2(y — x)c)2 + (1 —2)A¢(x) + 2A0(y) and ' =1+ zk — 2(1 — 2y)e — (1 — 2)(1 — 2x)ec.
Renaming momentum as I’ — I and keeping only a relevant term again, we reach the following expression
dit - (12)%11,
2m)? [12 + A"
d—

1 1 1 32
; ; o @d+4)(d+2) (2-d\ (A1) ?
(My~y* My ® Moy Ml)/o dz/o dy/O dzz(1 — 2) 39, T ) I

1 1 1
(M1’71M2®M27jM1)/ dx/ dy/ dz62(1 —z)/
0 0 0

I2ph

1 . .
= 7E(M1’7lM2 (024] MQ’Y’LMl) —+ O(].)

Thus, the scattering matrix element for the particle-hole diagrams is

MY =T iy TV ooy - TE (i 0y 1 oq) (D2)
ph e TE 2me i

b. Particle-particle channel

Next, we evaluate the particle-particle diagrams (the second line in Fig.

M) = 2TF I, [My = My = °] + 20y Ty Loy [My = 7°, Mo = Lixd]
+2T Ty Iopp[My = Lixa, My = A°] + 2% Lopp [M1 = Mo = Lyxa],
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where I, is given by (k=p +p')

de+1]
Ly = /(2 73 200 MG (p — )Ma © MLG(Y + )My

dil
= [ G MGlo0.p =DM @ MGl + D

d
= / (jﬂ_; MlG(po,—l)MQ®M1G(p6,l+k)M2

The analysis is quite similar with that of the particle-hole channel. Keeping only a relevant term, we have
ddl —12(1 + k)?li(zj + k) (Myv' My @ My~y7 My)
Iopy >~ dac dy 5 5 5
(1—22)¢)” + Ao(@)]*[(L+ k + (1 = 2y)e)” + Ao (y)]

d 2 271.(71. (M. iM M jM
_ _/ dm/ dy/ dz6z(1_z)/ dldl (L + k)25 (1 + ;) (Myy 2@ My )
’ ’ (2m) [ + Au (ks 2.y, 2)]

where Ay = z(1—2)(k+2(1—z—y)c ) +(1—-2)A0(x)+200(y) and I’ =1+ zk+2(1—2y)c— (1 —2)(1—2x)c. Note a

minus sign in front of the integral that essentially originates from the opposite sign in the loop-momentum of the two

propagators. Due to this sign difference, the contribution from the pp-diagram will cancel that of the ph-diagram.
The remaining calculation is the same as before. As a result, we reach the following expression

1 . .
+7(M1")/7'M2 X Ml’YZMQ) + O(l)

Topp = 4me

Thus, the scattering matrix elements for the particle-particle diagrams is

'yl ; ; I
(" @) + (v @) + O(), (D3)

ME = T (i)
PP 2me

c. Vertex channel

Lastly, we evaluate the vertex diagrams (the third line in Fig.

MO

ver

= 2% Loyer [M1 = My = 4°] + 2Ty Ty Layer [My = 4°, Mo = Ijy4]
+2T Dy Taper [My = Tisca, My = °] + 203 Toyer [My = My = Iyya),
where Io,¢, is given by

dé+1]
Lyer = / (2m)T+ ——MiG(p—)M2G(p+ q — 1) My @ M2050¢

dil
= [ MGl P~ DIMRG( + 0.+~ 1M © My

dl
= /(%) M, G(po, —1)M2G(po + qo, —1 + q) M1 @ Ms.

The analysis is also similar with the ph case except for the fact that “®” are not located between propagators.
Keeping only a relevant term, we have

/ dx/ dy/ ddl lz(l_ )QZi(lj_qJ‘Q)(Ml’YiMz’VjM1®]\/[22) i
—(1—22)e)" + Ao(@)]*[(L— g — (1~ 29)e)” + Ao(y)]

A1 1201 — \27.(]. — . @ J
/ dl"/ dy/ dz6z(1 — z / e M274M1 ®M2),
0 0 (2m)¢ [ + Av(g; 2.y, 2)]

I2’U6’I" =~

where Ay = 2(1 — 2)(g + 2(z — y)c)2 + (1 —2)A¢(xz) + 2zA0(y) and U =1 — zq — 2(1 — 2y)e — (1 — 2)(1 — 2z)e.
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Renaming momentum as I’ — I and keeping only a relevant term again, we reach the following expression

I (M Myy? My @ M. )/1 alav/1 dy /1 dz6z(1 z)/ il ()l
2uer — 2 2 - I —
! ! 0 0 (2m)d (2 + A1]4

(MwiMﬂiMl®M2)/Oldx/01dy/01dzz(1_Z)(d+4)(d+2)r<2—d> (A1)°’22

327 2 47
My Mov* My @ M.
_ iy Moary M 2_’_0(1).
4dme

Thus, the scattering matrix element for the vertex-diagrams is

NN

F2
M%:*ih%m%

1’\2
v (Taxa ® Laxa) — (Y’ ®+%) + 7U(I4x4 ® Lixa) + O(1), (D4)

where the result is depicted pictorially in Fig.

Appendix E: renormalization group equations

Combining Eq. (C5)), Eq. (C7) and Eq. (C9) in the following way

2(1)(1)) + (2(2)’T(p) + 21y (p)) + (2(2)’5(17) + »1).r (p)) + (propagator counterterms)
I'y 0 0.5 I'y 0 0.5
= —ZEQMV'+%77)“§*QMW'—%77)
F2
e (poy° + o7’y )

ory T

U
@W-MW7)+8ﬂ€@w”ww%ﬂ

+I7 - (00 + c0ry") + i’ — ey’
v 8w2a2 48w2 0 1672 16m2e

1 1
+I%/[( 8ﬂ2 2"48w2 > 201’ €0n™) + Je ey *16w2gck7kv5}

1
o T _ 0.5 k o1 §w 0 51@ k § 0.5 5 k.5
+2Ty (J{( SW Ry 48W2€) 0y + 1Pk |+ OW) + (07p0y” + 0pkn” + deocor ™y + Secky™ ),

+ + % = -2 (Y ®7) + TE2 (1% @ 1%) — 32 (v ® 7))
+ i + _ i i i FVFU
(V@) + % (77®Vv)+%J7®7)
sl > PL LEON L
+ + + = _W(y(’@yo)—s—waz;“@hm)

FIG. 15: The result for the vertex corrections in the second order. Note that the contribution from the particle- hole diagrams
(the first line) will be canceled to that of the particle-particle diagrams (the second line). A novel coupling term of ~%~% appears,
but not concerned here. As a result, vertex diagrams (the third line) participate in renormalization of intra-valley scattering
(T'v) and inter-valley scattering (I'v). Note the sign difference in the two factors, which results in the distinction between two

types of scatterings. That is, inter-valley scattering becomes relevant while intra-valley scattering irrelevant in the low-energy
physics.
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we find propagator counter terms in Eq.

5UJ_FV+FU_(FV+FU)2+F%/_P%] 6k__(FV+FU)2
YT 2w 872 4872 v 1672
S = I'v —T'y B (FV — FU)2 (Fv + FU)2 5. = F‘2/ — F2U
O o 8n2e 4872 ¢ 1672

Similarly, combining Eq.(D2)), Eq.(D3|) and Eq.(D4)) as follows

T r ) . )
MSB + M;SJ;) + Mgle)r + 4 x (SFVTV(’YO & ’)/0) + 4 x (5FU7U(I4><4 ® I4><4) +4 x %(’70’71 X ’yo’yl)

Iy i, vl o 4 0. Iy i Iy i, Ivlu o 0. Iy i
= —5. (1" ®Y)+ ——=("" @)~ 5 (@) + (1" @)+ ——= (" @) + 5 (' @)
2 I'yD 'yl I'?
—?‘;(W’O ®7°) + ng (Inxa ® Lixa) — ——2(1° ©~°) + #(MM ® I4x4) + O(1)
+20ry Ty (77 @ 4°) + 2600 Ty (Taxa ® Iuxa) + 2607 (°7' @ 4%97),
we find vertex counter terms in Eq.
5o — v To _ Tt v o Ivly
V= one T ore’ v 2 2me’ rr we
As a result, we obtain the renormalization factors:
w [ FV =+ FU 5F%/ =+ lzrer + 7F%J
Zy =~ exp_—?lnM—i— 1872 hrlM}7
Ty 4+ Ty)?
VAR (71 M}
v exp 162 nM|,
r I'y—T 5I'2, — 14Ty T 502
Zey ~ exp —%lnM—i— v 48V2U+ UlnM}7
] T T
r F2 _ F2
Ze ~ exp| — WIHM},
T
r T r
Zry =~ exp —%th},
] s
rI Tr
Zry =~ exp %IHM}, (E1)
] T

1R

where we have replaced % with a cut-off scale, In ﬁ, and approximated the renormalization factor as Z =1+ §
exp (9).

Recall the relations between the bare and renormalized quantities: I'y = Md_Q(Z;Zj)2(ZpV)_1FBV, I'y =
Md_Q(Ziz)Q(ZFU)_lrU, VR = Z;Z(Zg)_lvB Cro = M_lzg(zco)_cho, and cpp = M‘lZ:;(Zc)‘chk. Based on
these equations, it is straightforward to find the renormalization group equations

dInT'y daniZ dln Zpy
— d-2+42 -
a2 T dmar
dlnFU dan:Z danFU
a2 Omar T ama

dlnv dhlZ;L’ danJZ
dln M dinM  dlnM’

dlIlC() _ _1+dan;Z _dancO
dln M dln M dln M’
dlney dan;Z dln Z,

dmd T dmar  dwmar
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FIG. 16: Topography of the renormalization group equations for I'y and I'yy. At each point red, blue and black arrows denote
the direction in which I'v, I'y and (I'v,I'v) are heading as lowering the scale of the system. In the left figure, where only
one-loop corrections are included, there are two critical lines each for I'y (the red line) and I'v (the blue line). In the right
figure, where two-loop corrections are also included, there appears another critical line for I'y while the critical line for I'y
disappears. As a result, the direction of I'yy remains negative so there are two nonzero fixed points on the line of I'y = 0.

Substituting the results of (E1|) into Eq. (E2), we obtain the renormalization group equations [Eq]

dl'y _ |: Ty —|— FU " (Ty +Ty)(5Ty + 7FU)]
dln M 2472 ’
dl'y FV + FU) Ty +Ty)(Bry + Ty)
dinM U[ * 2472 ]
dv _ [ I'y -|- FU n Ty + FU)(FV + QFU):|
dln M 2472 ’
gt = |1 %" ]
deg _ Ck[—l—FVJrFU n (FVJFFU)(QF\/+FU):|
dln M 27 1272

We notice that I'yy and I'yy affect renormalization of the other parameters, but the reverse way is not the case. In
other words, I'y and I'y determine renormalization effects of all parameters, including themselves. In this respect we
focus first on the equations for I'yy and I'y:

dl'y 'y +Ty Ty +Ty)(BTy + Ty)
I'yv|1-— + ,

din M 2T 2472
dl'y . 3(Fv + FU) n (FV + FU)(5FV + 7FU)
dinM Y 21 2472

It turns out that despite their structural similarity of these equations the fates of two types of disorders are very
distinct as depicted in Fig. If we include one-loop corrections only (Left), there appear two critical lines each for
T'y and T'y. Over the red line 'y starts to increase and over the blue line I'yy does, too. However, the total gradient
is overwhelmed by that of I'y, i.e. almost upward. This means that the anti-screening of I'yy is much weaker than
that of T'yy. If we include two-loop corrections also that give rise to screening in both disorders (Right), there appears
another critical line for I';; while the critical line for I'y disappears, so I'y becomes irrelevant. As a result, we have
two nonzero fixed points on the line of I'y = 0 as shown in this figure and the first figure in Fig. [3]

This observation suggests that I';; has dominant effects over 'y, for the low-energy physics. Since we are interested
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FIG. 17: Evolution of ¢, with temperature (") near each fixed point. At the CFL (I' = I'g) (clean Fermi-liquid), the exponent
of cr is Ae,ro = 1 as the dimensional analysis suggests. On the other hand, at the phase transition point (I' = I'y) and DFL
(I' = I'z) (diffusive Fermi-liquid), the exponents of ¢, are changed to be Ac s1 ~ 1.34 and Ac,r2 ~ 1.60, respectively due to
additional contributions from nonzero values of T

in the renormalization of ¢y, we need to consider two equations at I'yy = O:

dl'y 9
dln M = FU |:1 — CLFFU + bFFU],

dck o 2
dinM C’“[* I =acly *chU}’

where the positive numerical constants are given by

3, 7 L, 1
— = —_— a = — = .
U7 g2 Pe ™ op7 Te T 1op2

—4/ a2 —4br ar—+ a? —4br
71—‘7 and F2 — - v r =

In the first equation for I'y, there are three fixed points: Ty = 0,T; = =& T or .
Two stable fixed points of I'y and I'y are identified as a clean Weyl metal state and a diffusive Weyl metal phase,
respectively. An unstable fixed point of I'; is identified as the phase transition point from the clean Weyl metal state
to the diffusive Weyl metal phase.

Let’s move on the second equation for ¢;. The formal solution is given by

InT InT InT
ck(T) = cx(Tp) exp {/ dlanac/ dln M FU(M)+bc/ din M T% (M),
In Tp InTo In Ty

where Tp is a UV cutoff. Inserting the solution of I'yy(M) into the above, we find that the distance between the pair
of Weyl points shows a power-law divergent behavior

() = (1) (1) (E3)

where Ac ry, is a critical exponent around each fixed point, given by

Aefo = L4+aclo—bTh =1,
Aefi = 1+acl'y —boI% ~1.34,
Aefo = 1+acls —beI'3 ~ 1.60.

Disorder scattering changes the temperature-dependent exponent of ¢ (see Fig. .
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