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We study the proposal that a d + 1 dimensional induced metric is constructed from a d dimen-
sional field theory using gradient flow. Applying the idea to the O(N) ¢* model and normalizing
the flow field, we have shown in the large N limit that the induced metric is finite and universal
in the sense that it does not depend on the details of the flow equation and the original field
theory except for the renormalized mass, which is the only relevant quantity in this limit. We
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1 Introduction

The AdS/CFT (or more generally Gravity/Gauge theory) correspondence[l] is a surpris-
ing but significant finding in field theories and string theories. The original correspondence
claims that a d dimensional conformal field theory is equivalent to some d 4+ 1 dimensional
super-gravity theory on an AdS background. After the first proposal, there appeared many
pieces of evidence which indicate that the correspondence is true, and applications to vari-
ous areas in physics, such as AdS/QCD or AdS/CMP, have been successfully investigated.
Even though the AdS/CFT correspondence might be explained by the closed string/open
string duality, the claimed equivalence is still mysterious and a deeper understanding on the
correspondence is necessary.

In a previous paper[2], two of the present authors and their collaborator tried to under-
stand the gravity/field theory correspondences from a different point of view, proposing an
alternative method to define a geometry from a field theory: A quantum field theory in d
dimensions is lifted to a d + 1 dimensional one using gradient flow[3H6], where the flow time
t, which represents the energy scale of the original d dimensional theory, is interpreted as an
additional coordinate. Then the induced metric is defined from this d + 1 dimensional field.
As the metric is derived from the original d dimensional theory together with its scale depen-
dence, the method proposed in the paper can be applied in principle to all field theories. As
a concrete example, the method was applied to the O(/N) non-linear sigma model (NLSM) in
two dimensions, and the vacuum expectation value (VEV) of the three dimensional induced
metric was shown to describe an AdS space in the massless limit ]

There are two key aspects in this proposal. First of all, the d + 1 dimensional induced
metric becomes classical in the large /V limit, and the quantum corrections can be calculated
order by order in the large N expansion. Secondly, in the example mentioned above, the three
dimensional induced metric, constructed from a product of three dimensional flow fields at
the same point, is free from UV divergences in the large N limit. Instead, if the original two
dimensional fields were used directly to define the two dimensional metric, it would badly
diverge. These two special properties allow us to infer that (the VEV of) the induced metric
describes a geometry.

In this paper, we further investigate this proposal, explicitly considering a more general
model, the O(N) invariant ¢* model in d dimensions, which can describe the free scalar model

as well as the NLSM as limiting cases. Furthermore, as a generalization of the proposal in

! There are also studies using a different method on the relation between O(N) vector models in d-dim
and (generalized) gravity theories in d+1 dim[7]. See also [§] for recent developments.



Ref. [2], we consider the case that parameters (mass and coupling) are different in the original
d dimensional theory and the flow equation, in order to see how the behavior of the flow field
depends on the choice. We also introduce a normalization of the flow field, to interpret the
gradient flow as a renormalization group (RG) transformation. Our normalization condition
for the flow field requires a rescaling factor which becomes unity in the NLSM limit, so
that the result in the previous paper[2] is unchanged. We then define the induced metric
from this normalized flow field. It turns out that the metric defined in this way leads to
the same geometry, irrespective of parameters in the flow equation as well as in the original
d dimensional theory. We show that the d + 1 dimensional space described by the metric
becomes AdS both in UV and IR limits as long as d > 2.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we first briefly summarize the proposal
in Ref. [2], together with a few modifications introduced in this paper. We explain some
properties of the d dimensional model in Sec. 3} and solve the flow equation in the large N
limit in Sec. [} We calculate the induced metric in Sec. [5] and the Einstein tensor in Sec. [0
showing that the space defined by the metric becomes AdS in both UV and IR limits. The
behavior of the Einstein tensor between two limits is also investigated in Sec. [6] We finally
give a summary of this paper in Sec. [7] In appendix[A] we show that a divergence of the flow
field appears for the ¢? theory in perturbation theory but it disappears non-perturbatively
in the large N limit. Some properties of the incomplete gamma function used in the main

text are given in appendix [B]

2 Proposal

In this section, we briefly summarize the proposal of Ref. [2] and explain some
modifications introduced in this paper.

In this paper we consider the large N scalar field p®(z) with the d dimensional space-time
coordinate  and the large N index a = 1,2,--- , N, whose action S describes the ¢* model
and will be explicitly given in the next section.

The d dimensional field ¢%(x) is extended to ¢®(t,x) in d+ 1 dimensions, using the
gradient flow equation as[3} [4]

65’
op*(z) ¢_>¢7

0 ., B
agb (t,[E) - (1)

with the initial condition ¢*(0,z) = ¢%(x), where the flow action S” in this paper can be
different from the action S in the original d dimensional theory. Since the length dimension of
tis 2 and t > 0, a new variable 7 = 2v/¢ is introduced. We then denote the d + 1 dimensional
coordinate as z = (1,2) € RY(=[0,00]) x R? and the flow field as ¢%(z).



In Ref. [2], a d 4+ 1 dimensional metric was defined as

N
Gu(2) = h) 0.9(2)0,6"(2), (2)
a=1

where h > 0 is a dimensionful constant. In this paper, however, we modify this definition
slightly to

N
Guw(z) = hz 0,0%(2)0,0%(2), (3)
a=1
where 0 is the normalized flow field defined by
a
() = 2 (4)

which is equivalent to a constant renormalization, as we will see later, and A is a constant
with the mass dimension —2. The average ($?(z)) in the above definition will be defined
in the next paragraph. The reason why we use o instead of ¢® to define the metric is as
follows. The RG transformation consists of two procedures: first UV modes are integrated
out and then the field is normalized for the RG flow to have a fixed point. Since the gradient
flow itself corresponds to the former procedure only, a field normalization is introduced as
in eq. . One may adopt a different field normalization, but eq. leads to interesting
results as will be seen in later sections. We call this condition the NLSM normalization, as
(0%(2)) =1 Vz.

The above §,,,(2) is an induced metric on a d + 1 dimensional manifold R* x R? from
some manifold in RY defined by o%(z), which becomes an N — 1 dimensional sphere after
the quantum average as (6%(z)) = 1. Here the expectation values of g, (and its correlations)

are defined as

@uu(z» = <§uv(2)>57 (5)

<gM1V1 (Zl) o 'gMnVn (Zn)> = <Q/A1V1 (Zl) T gunl/n (Zn»S» (6)

where (O)g is the expectation value of O(y) in d dimensions with the action S as

1
©)s = [P0 S, 2= [Dpes. (7)
Even though the composite operator §,,(z) contains a product of two local operators at

the same point 2, (G, (%)) is finite as long as 7 # 0 for the two dimensional NLSM in the
large N limit[2]. Although the finiteness of the flow field was proven for gauge theories[9]



and some scalar theories[I0] (see also the latest extension in [I1]), it is not guaranteed in
general. Indeed it was pointed out recently that the flow field of the ¢* model gives an
extra UV divergence in perturbation theory[12]. (The modified flow equation can avoid this
divergence.[13]) As shown later, however, the induced metric g, in eq. is free from
such UV divergences in the large N limit. In appendix [A] we explicitly demonstrate that a
divergence indeed appears in perturbation theory, but it disappears non-perturbatively in
the large N limit. On the other hand, if the d dimensional induced metric were defined from
the d dimensional field ¢, it would diverge badly, and hence a geometry could not be defined
from it.

Moreover, thanks to the large N factorization, quantum fluctuations of the metric g,

are suppressed in the large N limit. The n-point correlation function of g,, behaves as

n
. . . 1
(1) (o)) = TL G +0 (). )
i=1
showing that the induced metric g, becomes classical in the large N limit, and quantum
fluctuations are sub-leading and calculable in the large N expansion. This property allows
a geometrical interpretation of the metric g,,. In Sec. @, the VEV of the Einstein tensor is

calculated directly from (g,,), as in the classical theory.

3 Large N model

3.1 Model

In this paper, we consider the N component scalar ¢* model in d dimensions, defined by

the action

SG) = N [al |30k ato) + o) + 5 (P @

where ¢%(x) is an N component scalar field, ( - ) indicates an inner product of N component
vectors such that ¢?(z) = ¢(z) - p(z) = Zévzl ©%(z)¢®(z), p? is the bare scalar mass param-
eter, and wu is the bare coupling constant of the ¢?* interaction, whose canonical dimension
is 4 —d.

This model describes the free massive scalar at u = 0, while it is equivalent to the NLSM

in the u — oo limit, whose action is obtained from eq. @D as

S(\) = % A%z 0o (x) - Opo(x), o?(z) =1, (10)



with the replacement

olz) = Vap(x), A :uli_{go—(s%ﬂ. (11)

In addition, the flow time has to be also rescaled by A for the flow equation in this limit.

3.2 Calculation in the large N limait

The partition function is evaluated as[14]
Z(J) = / [Dy] e—S(u2,U)+(J,s0) — / [Dy] [Dp] 6 (p _ 902) e—S(u27u)+(J7s0)

— [ D)exp [-NSua(5. 1), (12)

where the effective action is given by

Se(B,.) :/ddx BBQ( )+6iz (m)} +%TrlnD[6] _ ﬁu DLy, (13)

with D[6](z,y) = {~V? + 2iB(z)}0D (z — y), and

(F.G) = / Ay F(2)G(x) (14)

for arbitrary functions F'(z) and G(x).
The large N limit corresponds to the saddle point, 2i3(x) = m?, determined by the saddle

point equation as

0Se (B, J) 6 5 2
i08(x) 2if(x)=m? “w m) + Z(m) 7 (13
where
1 d?p
= - > =
Z(m) /dp T 2 0, dp 2n) (16)

which is divergent at d > 1. We therefore introduce some regularization such as lattice,
dimensional or momentum cut-off regularization, but do not specify it unless necessary. In
this paper, sending the cut-off to infinity is called “the continuum limit”.

The two point function is then evaluated as

(O @)y) = st /

at u # oo, where m is regarded as the renormalized mass. Therefore ;2 must be tuned to

sz Y)
p P2 +m? (17)

keep m? finite in the continuum limit. The saddle point equation,

o= mz—%Z(m), (18)

says that u? — —oo in the continuum limit at d > 1 as long as u > 0.



In the NLSM limit © — oo, we have

a b - ab)‘
@) = % [T (19)
where
= Zm)= / dp Qjm (20)

Therefore A — 0 in the continuum limit at d > 1.

4  Flow equation and its solution in the large N limit

4.1  Flow equation

In this paper, we consider the flow equation, given by

0 a . 55(“’3‘7uf) - 2\ sa uf a 2
i i = e At e i

¢*(0,x) = ¢*(=),

where ,ufc and uy can be different from 12 and wu in the original d-dimensional theory. The
flow with py = p and uy = u is called gradient flow, as it is given by the gradient of the

original action.

4.2 The solution in the large N limait

In the large N limit, the solution has the following form in momentum space[15],

o(t,p) = F(t)e P hp(p). (22)

The flow equation in the large N limit leads to the equation for f(¢):

0y = =) = ZLP0ww. (23)
where
f2pt
o) = [dgs G0 = Zm) )

Using X (t) = f~2(t), the equation becomes

X(t) = 23X (1) + L6l (25)



so that the solution is given by

2t 1% uy ! —2ap3
X(@t) = e |1+ — [ dxlo(z)e” 7. (26)
0
Introducing my by the relation
u
Wy = mj— L 2my), (27)

the solution is further reduced as
2t} t P24m? pP 4l
X0 = =i+ e fon (G- G ) e
my — [y 3 Jo pe+m pe+m

_ _
= Zimy SO=G0+A0, (28)

where

(29)

At) = {Z(mf)—Z(m)}e%“?”—i-/dp(

P+ m? Q2tit _ g—2tp?
P2+ m2 2 ,u?c
In the case of the interacting flow with u; > 0, ,u?c negatively diverges (,u? — —00), as

Z(my) — +oo (the continuum limit at d > 1) or uy — +oo (the NLSM limit). Therefore

A(t) vanishes as

- miG(t) - Co(t)/2

lim  A() ~ _ +0 (u;‘l) (30)
Hjr—oo M
for t > 0.
For the flow with uy = 0, which we call “the free flow”, we simply have f(t) = o™ for
all ¢ > 0.
4.3 Two-point function
The two-point function of the flow field with uy > 0 is given by
5% Z(my) o~ (t+9)p? gip(z—y)
a(t, )" (s, = — d 31
In the continuum or NLSM limit, we have
A o—(t+8)p* gip(z—y)
(@t s.0) = ) , (32

~ p
N /Co(t)Co(s) p* +m?
which only depends on renormalized quantities my and m, but does not depend on bare

parameters, ,ufc, Uy, 12 and u. Note however that Z(m 7) diverges in the continuum limit for
d>1.



If we take the NLSM limit for the flow equation (uf — 0o0) but without taking the
continuum limit, the two-point function of o%(t,x) = \/Af¢®(t,x) with A\ =1/Z(my) is
given by

5a —(t+s)p ip(xfy)

N VGo®)Go(s) Co p*+m?
This two-point function is finite even in the continuum limit, as shown explicitly at d =
2[15], 16].

At uy = 0, on the other hand, we obtain

(0%(t, 2)0"(s,y)) = (33)

sab o~ (t+8) (0> +m}) Jip(z—y)

@t = 5 [ d ()

which is of course manifestly finite.

4.4 Normalized flow field

As mentioned before, to construct a RG transformation using the flow equation, which
is merely a kind of smearing procedure for UV fluctuations, we introduce a normalization
condition for the flow field.

There is no unique way to define the normalized flow field. In the standard block spin
transformation, for example, the normalization factor for the field is so chosen so that some
fixed point can appear for the defined RG transformation. In this paper, we propose the

following normalization for the flow field:

citg) = —2bT) (35)

(@2(t,2))
so that the normalized flow field is dimensionless and satisfies the non-linear constraint
(0?(t,x)) = 1. Because of this property, we may call it the NLSM normalization.
For the interacting flow (uy # 0), since

) _ Z(my) e M Golt)
W) = =78 [ = Zim) . (36)
we have
Ua(t,p) = C;O(t)e—pzt@a(p)’ (37)
which gives
5ab 1 e*(t+5)P2eip($*y)
a b _
0"t s0) = s [ (38)



This result is not only finite in the continuum limit but also independent of bare parameters
(,u?c, ug, u?,u) as well as the renormalized flow mass my even without taking the continuum
or NLSM limit.

For the free flow (uy = 0), we have

2 2

(@3t 7)) = / ap = Go(t)e T, (39)

which also leads to eq. .
We here conclude that the normalized flow field defined by eq. leads universally to
egs. (37) and , which do not depend on flow parameters as well as bare parameters 1 and

p2_|_m2

u in the original theory. The final result is universal and depends only on the renormalized
mass m in the original theory. Even the free massless flow equation (uy =m; = 0) gives
the same result as long as the normalized flow field is used. Note also that the flow field

in the NLSM automatically leads to eqgs. and without introducing the non-trivial

normalization factor.

5 Induced metric and geometry

5.1 Induced Metric

As proposed in Sec. [2] we define the symmetric 2nd-rank tensor field as

N
Gu(z) = b 0,0%2)0,0%(2), (40)
a=1

where p, v run from 0 to d, and h is a constant with mass dimension —2. We can interpret this
field as the induced metric on the d + 1 dimensional manifold R* x R? from some manifold
in R? defined by 0(2), which classically becomes the N — 1 dimensional sphere.

Using eq. , the VEV of g, is given by

gl2) = (Gu(2) = (9”(” 0 ) (41)

0 gi(7)
where
hr? d?log (o(t) h dlog p(t)
() = , A7) = gy SO0 42
9T =16 are 95 (7) Tod dt (42)
Explicitly (p(t) is evaluated as
d—2.,2m?t
me e
Gt) = Wr(l—d/mm?t). (43)

See appendix [B| for the definition and properties of the incomplete gamma function I'(a, x).

10



5.2  The metric in the IR limit

In the IR limit m7 > 1, we have

1
Olt) = T anie (44)
so that
hd ho;;
Grr(T) = 972 9ij(1) = 7__2] (45)

This result shows that g,,, the VEV of the induced metric g,,, describes a Euclidean AdS
space in d 4+ 1 dimensions at m7 > 1 for any d. Indeed, with a new variable u = /d/27, the

world line element is expressed as

hd
d82 = W(du2 + dxz) (46)

The condition that ds® > 0 with the Euclidean signature requires h > 0.

5.3  The metric in the UV limit

In the opposite limit m7 < 1, on the other hand, we obtain,

(1 (20)1/?

2m VT

d=1

log(2tm?)

Co(t) P

12

d=2 , (47)

2 (Qt)lfd/Z
WEPRISIER

d>3

which leads to

’

Grr(T) =~ h{ d=2 , (48)




4
zm d=1
mw T
gi(r) =~ hoyd L o (49)
72log(m?272)’
d—21

(a4 72 dz3

The VEV of the metric describes a Euclidean AdS space at d > 3, while a log correction
appears at d = 2.

6 Einstein Tensor

In this section, we consider the VEV of the Einstein tensor G,,,. As mentioned in Sec. ,
quantum corrections can be neglected in the large N limit as

. . 1
(Gt} = Gl ) + 0 (). (50
Therefore, the VEV of the Einstein tensor G, can be calculated from the VEV of the
induced metric, g,, = (Ju), in this limit.

6.1 Einstein tensor from g,

If the metric has the following simple form

B(T) 0
v - , 51
G (T) < 0 (5¢jA(T) ) (51)
then the Einstein tensor G, = R, — Rguw /2 becomes
G(r) = , 52
") ( G ) (52)
where
_d(d—1) A? _df(r)
GTT - Tﬁ; f == dr ) (53)
) (d—-1) [(d—4) A2 A AB
Gii % > 4B BT B (54)
From eq. , we have
h o _h oy o dY ()
A(T) Em Y(x), B(r)= 4m (m7) e (55)

12



with x = m?72 /2, where

md—Zew
Y(z) = % llog {Wm _ d/2,x)H —14 %log P —d/2.2).  (56)

After a little algebra, we obtain

— 1)m2 2
Grrl(r) = M(mT)2 {M} : (57)
8 dz xz=m272/2
(d—1)m? [(d —4)dlogY(x) d dY (z)
(1) = —0ij —qlog { ——— )
Gij(7) i d 2 dx + dx ©8 dx r=m?72 )2 (58)
so that G, =0 at d = 1.
Two scalar functions A;(m7) and Ag(m7), defined by
GTT(T) = _AT(mT)gTT(T)a Gij(T) = _Ad(mT)gij(T)v (59)
become
dlog Y (z)
d(d—1) dx
AT = - )
(mT) o Y () (60)
x=m272/2
d o (dY(x))
B OA(mT) 2 | dx dz
Ag(mr) = Ar(m7)+ 0A(mT), A(mr) Tlog V() 2 .(61)
dx x:m272/2
6.2 IR behaviors
For mt > 1, we have
(d—1) 2(d + 2)
A, ~ 1 ] 2
(m7) N + (m2r2)2 + (62)
A(mr)  (2d+4) 4 (63)
Ar(mT) d (m?72)%
Using the above results, we obtain
Gu(t) ~ —Agu(r), mr>1, (64)

where the cosmological constant is given by A = —(d — 1)/h. Therefore the space defined by
the metric g, is the Euclidean AdS, except for d = 1 where the space is flat (A = 0). This

is consistent with the result in the previous section.

13



6.3 UV limit

We next consider the behavior of G, in the UV limit (m7 < 1).
At d = 2, we have
IA(mT) L

“(L+1-2TL*>-T ~ 1
(Lt Vo N S T L (6)

Ar(mT) =~
where T' = m?72/2 and L = log(T) + . Therefore we obtain
Guv(T) = _A(mT)gul/<T>7 mT < 1, (66)

where the scalar function A(7) has a logarithmic singularity at mr = 0:

2.2
Almr) ~ —IOg(ﬂ}j T ) (67)
Similarly we obtain
Ar(mT) =~ —% 1-— %%Tl/2 4+ 8T — _25fT3/2 : (68)
oA(mr)  /m 12 (37 — 16) (97 —20), 55
ANmr) = 21 N T (69)
at d =3,
Ar(m7) =~ —% [1+T(2L +3)+T*(9L +3)] (70)
6A(mr) 1 ) )
) S T2 {T(2L +5) — T*(10+ 7L + 6L7)} (71)
at d =4, and
__dd—1) _ 0A(m7)
m Ar(mr) - = EE = (72)

for general d > 3. Therefore we have

d(d—1)
Ch(d—2)

Gu(t) ~ —Agu(7), A mr < 1, (73)

which shows that the space becomes Euclidean AdS in the UV limit (m7 < 1) at d > 3.

These results are also consistent with results in the previous section.

14



6.4 Behavior of the Finstein tensor from UV to IR

If we define the radius of the AdS space R as R?> = —1/A, we have

d—?2
Ry = TRIQR < Rfg (74)

at d > 3. The radius increases toward the infrared.

We show this behavior more explicitly at d = 3 and 4, using the formula given in egs.
and . In Fig. [I] hA;(m7) is plotted as a function of mr at d =3 (blue solid line)
and d =4 (red dashed line), where the horizontal axis is x = arctan(mr), together with
asymptotic behaviors at UV (z ~ 0) given in egs. and (70), and those at IR (z ~ 7/2)
given in eq. ([62)). Starting from hA;(0) = —6 in the UV limit, hA;(m7) increases toward the
IR limit with hA;(c0) = —2 at d = 3 and hA,;(c0) = —3 at d = 4.

Fig. 1 hA;(m7) as a function of m7 at d =3 (blue solid line) and d =4 (red dashed
line), where the horizontal axis is = arctan(mr), together with asymptotic behaviors at
UV (x ~0) and IR (x ~ 7/2).

Fig. | on the other hand, shows that dA(m7)/A;(m7), which represents the violation
of Ar(mt) = Ag(m7), as a function of m7 at d = 3 (blue solid line) and d = 4 (red dashed
line), where the horizontal axis is = = arctan(mr), together with asymptotic behaviors at
UV (z ~0) given in egs. and , and those at IR (z ~ 7/2) given in eq. . As
expected, dA(T)/A;(m7) becomes zero in both UV and IR limits, and the violation becomes
maximum at m7 ~ 0.66 (z ~ 0.58) or at m7 ~ 0.90 (z ~ 0.73), which is about 14% at d = 3
or 8% at d = 4, respectively.

15



Fig. 2 J6A(m7)/A;(m7) as a function of m7 at d = 3 (blue solid line) and d = 4 (red dashed
line), where the horizontal axis is = = arctan(mr), together with asymptotic behaviors at
UV (z ~0) and IR (z ~ 7/2).

7 Summary

In this paper, we apply the method in Ref. [2] to the O(N) invariant ¢* model, where
the d + 1 dimensional metric is defined from the d dimensional field theory through gradient
flow in the large N limit. As generalizations of the proposal of Ref. [2], we consider the case
where the action for the flow equation is different from the action of the original theory.
In addition, we have introduced the NLSM normalization for the flow field, with which the
normalized flow field only depends on the renormalized mass of the original d dimensional
theory. Using this normalized flow field, we define the d + 1 dimensional induced metric,
which is shown to describe a Euclidean AdS space in both UV and IR limits at d > 3.

The induced metric, and thus the geometry, from the flow field with the NLSM normal-
ization, depends only on the renormalized mass m in the original d dimensional ©* theory,
but neither bare parameters (12, u) separately nor flow parameters (u%,uf) at all. This
uniqueness of the induced geometry from the NLSM flow may be natural, since the O(N)
¢* theory becomes a free massive field theory in the large N limit, which does not depend
explicitly on the bare coupling constant u including the free and the NLSM limits. In this
sense, the large N scalar field theory in d dimensions corresponds to a d 4+ 1 dimensional
classical geometry in the large N limit, which becomes the Euclidean AdS in UV and IR
limits at d > 2. A posteriori, the NLSM normalization turns out to be an interesting choice

to define the RG transformation, as an AdS space emerges in both UV and IR limits.

16



Since the information about the renormalized coupling constant appears at the NLO in
the large N expansion of the d dimensional ¢* model, our next task is to obtain the solution
of the flow equation at NLO. Using the solution, we then evaluate quantum corrections to
the classical geometry such as the propagation of the induced metric g,, on the classical
background. It is interesting to see how the information about interactions in the large N
field theory appear in quantum corrections to the induced metric. Although it is rather

difficult to solve the flow equation at NLO[I5], we are currently working on this problem.
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A Divergence of the flow field in perturbation theory

In this appendix, we show that an extra divergence appears in the flow field of the A¢*

theory, if the bare action is employed for the flow equation, together with perturbation

theory in the coupling[12, [17]. Although this kind of divergence can be avoided by using the

renormalized flow equation such as the free flow equation in [12] [I8], it is relevant to our

flow action, which contains bare parameters of the original theory. We then discuss how this

divergence disappears non-perturbatively in the large N limit.

A.1  Renormalization in the original theory
For simplicity, we consider the model at d = 2,3 defined by

2

S = /ddif E@k@(fﬂ)'3k90(:c)+%902(x)+%g02(x)2 ,

where the renormalization is made by

2

weoo= Zymm?

=m? + om?, © = ZypRr, A= Z)\AR.

At d = 2,3, we have

) N +2

om” = — ARZ(m) + O(\g), Zp=1+00\F), Zy=1+00p).

6

Hereafter we neglect O()\%%) contributions. We then have

2+ m?

C@)y) = o / dp

A.2  Divergence in the flowed field

We now consider the flow equation, given by

‘a a A a a a
at O(\), where we take pp = pand Ay = A for simplicity.
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Setting ¢ = ¢g + A¢1, we obtain

¢5(t,x) = /dth(x—y)soa(y), (A6)
Kiz) = / dpeiPretEHm?) gy ) () (A7)

and
At 7) = / ds [ dy Kool = )of(s.0) [6m2+%¢%<s,y)] (4

The two-point function for the flow field is given by

("t 2)8 (s, y)) = (Gt 2)eh(s,y))

+ (At 2)oh(s,y)) + (PGt 2)AGE(s,y)) + O(N?), (A9)
where we have
(s+1t)(p*+m*)+ip(z—y)
O ) e — (A10)

Ootita)ofs.) = —bm* [t [ an iy (oo (@0n)dhe.0)

)\ t
- 5 [ an [ e K@ - a6 ien, adhis ). (A1)

The first term is evaluated as
_ 2., 2\, _
= —5%m? / L / Qs o= (=t (2 +m?)+ik(z—a1) / i (tr+8)(p*+m?)Fip(z1—y)
0 p2 + m2
= —5m2t<¢8(t,$)¢8(8,y)>, (Alz)

while the second one is

N 2 —2t1p—|—m
_ + / dt / dp S (B0 (t, 2) P (5, 1))

p? +m?
_ %Jﬂt)%(t,x)%(w» -
where
- o2t +m?) _
Al = /dp (p? + m?)? Y

is UV finite at d = 2, 3.
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We finally obtain

(0°(t,2)0"(s,9)) = (D4(t.2)¢5(s,9))

X 1—(15%—3)577124—M

T {J1(t) + J1(9)} |, (A15)

which shows that ¢, s dependent renormalization is needed to make the two-point function

for the flow field UV finite.

A.3  Relation to the large N result

We now consider this divergence from the result in the large N limit:

) —(t+s)p*+ip(z—y) AL
a t —
(0°(t,2)6"(5.0) w*/ —— (A10)
where
X(t) N - /d /d el
= e
x P —5—5— 2 m?
—2t(p*4+m?) _ 1
2tm? 2 U € 2
= 1+ 2t - = . Al
e + 2tém 5 /dp 2 m?)e + O(N\%) (A17)
Therefore, if the perturbative expansion is employed, we have
5abef(t+s)m2 e*(t+5)p2+ip($*y)
a t b ~
sab 5 ef(t+s)(p2+m2)+ip(xfy)
~ = [1—(t+s) m +_{J1()+J1(t)}}/dp P2 + m?2 ’
(A18)

which agrees with the result in eq. (A15) in the large N limit, after replacing A = u/N and
¢ — ¢/V/'N in eq. 1' This shows that the divergence which appeared in the perturbation
expansion disappears in the large N expansion where potentially divergent contributions are

summed up to an exponential form.

B Incomplete gamma function

The incomplete gamma function of the 2nd kind, I'(a, z), is defined by

[a,z) = / dye Yy* 1, (B1)
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whose asymptotic behaviors are given by

F(a,z) = T(a)e™™

@ _— B2
xkz_()F(k+l+a) , x—0, (B2)
= T(a
I(a,z) = z% e *IZF T — 00. (B3)
k=0
Other useful properties of I' are
[(a+1,x) al'(a,z) + z%~*, TI'(0,2) = —Ei(—z), x >0, (B4)
[(1/2,z) = y/merfe(v/z), T(l,z)=e"", (B5)
where erfc is a complementary error function defined by
fo(z) = — /Ood -’ fe(0) = 1 (B6)
erfc(x) = — ye ¥ | erfc(0) = 1,
VT Ja
and Ei(—z) is the exponential integral function defined by
Ei(—x) = —/ dy — (B7)
T Y
As v — 0T, we have
a (—I‘)n o n p2n+l
Ei(— = 1 fe( B
(2) = o+logla) + U el W;) Eres D

while as £ — oo

i(—x) = e_xoo (n— 1) erfe(x "(2n = DN
Ei(—z) nz_:l(‘l’)”’ fo(x) = \/_f”(HnZ 27y ) (B9)

Using the above formulae, we obtain the asymptotic behavior of I'(1 — d/2, 2m?t). As
t — 0o, we have

ra-2

2 . —om?t
2 2m’t) = (2td/2 d° Z

) eI (B10)
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while as t — 0,

P(1—

,2m2t)

\

S 24\k+1/2
k(2m?t)

-2 d=1
VT Z 2k+ 1)k! ’ ’
%)

(—2m?2t)¥
—y — log(2m?t) — Z AR d=2,
k=1
26—2m2t 5
W—Zﬁerfc(va t), d:3,
e—2m2t 9
507 + Ei(—2m*?t), d=4
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