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We consider a one-dimensional (1D) two-component atomic Fermi gas with contact interaction in
the even-wave channel (Yang-Gaudin model) and study the effect of an SU(2) symmetry breaking
near-resonant odd-wave interaction within one of the components. Starting from the microscopic
Hamiltonian, we derive an effective field theory for the spin degrees of freedom using the bosonization
technique. It is shown that at a critical value of the odd-wave interaction there is a first-order phase
transition from a phase with zero total spin and zero magnetization to the spin-segregated phase

where the magnetization locally differs from zero.

I. INTRODUCTION

Over the last decades there has been a tremen-
dous progress in the field of ultracold atomic quantum
gases [1-3]. Unprecedented degree of precision, tunabil-
ity, and control allows one to study an immense diversity
of physical systems that are of great interest from the
condensed matter physics perspective. Ultracold gases
of atomic fermions that are in two internal states can
be mapped onto spin-1/2 fermions treating the internal
energy states as pseudospin states. These gases serve as
an ideal platform for simulating a large variety of mag-
netically ordered phases, in particular, an itinerant fer-
romagnetic state.

Itinerant ferromagnetism of spin-1/2 fermions in con-
densed matter systems is a long-standing problem [4-6].
It has also been intensively studied in the context of ul-
tracold quantum gases (see Ref. [3] for a review). It
is believed that the Stoner criterion [7] (which requires
a strong repulsion between different spin components)
alone will not lead to the formation of an itinerant fer-
romagnetic state [8, 9]. Despite a vast amount of experi-
mental [9-13] and theoretical [8, 14-16] studies on itiner-
ant ferromagnetism, many aspects, such as the character
of the ferromagnetic phase transition remain disputable
[3]. Recent experimental advances in time-resolved spec-
troscopic techniques [12, 13] provide new prospects for
studying itinerant ferromagnetism in ultracold quantum
gases and renew the interest to this intriguing topic.

In the one-dimensional case, it has been realized long
ago that the Stoner criterion is not valid. According to
the Lieb-Mattis theorem [17, 18], in a one-dimensional
two-component Fermi gas with a contact repulsive inter-
action between different spin species, the ferromagnetic
state has a higher energy for any finite repulsion strength.
In the limit of infinitely strong repulsion all spin config-
urations are degenerate [19, 20]. Recently, it has been

shown that the itinerant ferromagnetic ground state can
be realized in a 1D two-component Fermi gas with an
infinite [21] or a very strong [22] contact interspecies re-
pulsion and an odd-wave attraction within one of the
components. These proposals are very promising as they
require regimes of the interactions that are reachable al-
ready with the present experimental facilities [23]. How-
ever, the regime of finite and moderate repulsion strength
has not been investigated. It is the purpose of this paper
to fill in this gap.

We use bosonization and renormalization group (RG)
techniques to study an effective field theory for a one-
dimensional two-component Fermi gas with a contact re-
pulsion between different components and an odd-wave
attractive interaction within one of the components. The
contact repulsive interaction is assumed to be in the weak
or intermediate regime and the odd-wave attraction in
the near resonant regime (precise definitions will be given
below). It is shown that at a critical value of the odd-
wave interaction there is a first-order phase transition
from a phase with zero total spin and zero magnetization
to the spin-segregated phase where the magnetization lo-
cally differs from zero.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section II we
specify the microscopic model and describe the interac-
tions between the particles. In Section III we derive an
effective field theory for the spin degrees of freedom using
the bosonization technique. The resulting field theory is
then studied using renormalization group analyzis in Sec-
tion IV, and in Section V we derive the phase transition
criterion. Finally, in Section VI we conclude.

II. INTERACTION BETWEEN PARTICLES
AND HAMILTONIAN OF THE SYSTEM

We begin with a brief description of the model. Con-
sider a two-component one-dimensional atomic Fermi gas



in free space at zero temperature. The total Hamiltonian
is H = Hy + H4, + H', which includes the free part Hy
and two types of the interaction. The interaction be-
tween different (pseudo)spin species, Hy |, is assumed to
be contact and repulsive, and it takes place in the even-
wave scattering channel. The term H’ describes the in-
traspecies attractive interaction in the odd-wave channel.
Let us now discuss both interactions in detail.

A. Even-wave interaction

In the absence of the odd-wave interaction, the model
reduces to the well-known Yang-Gaudin model with
Hamiltonian Hyq = Hy + Hy, which explicitly reads
(we use units in which A = 1, unless specified otherwise):
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Here ; is the field operator for a fermion in the
(pseudo)spin state 7 =7, ] and g is the even-wave inter-
action coupling constant. The model is exactly solvable
[24, 25] and it is well known that for any finite repulsion
(g > 0) the ground state has total spin S = 0. In the
limit of infinite repulsion strength g — +o0 all spin con-
figurations are degenerate [19]. Thus, in agreement with
the Lieb-Mattis theorem, the even-wave contact repul-
sion alone cannot lead to the ground state with nonzero
total spin [17, 18]. The situation changes if one takes
into account the interaction in the odd-wave scattering
channel. This interaction is momentum-dependent and
the Lieb-Mattis theorem no longer applies.

B. 0Odd-wave interaction

For ultracold fermions the background odd-wave in-
teraction is rather weak, since it is proportional to the
square of the relative momentum of colliding particles.
Nevertheless, the interaction strenght can be enhanced
using a Feshbach resonance. Just like p-wave interaction
in higher dimensions, odd-wave interaction in one dimen-
sion takes place in the spin-triplet state of colliding parti-
cles. However, under realistic conditions a Feshbach res-
onance is usually only present for one of the states out
of the triplet. For example, in the case of *°K atoms
there is a p-wave resonance at magnetic field 198.8 G
[26, 27], and it is present only between two atoms in the
|F =9/2,mp = —7/2) states. Therefore, in the presence
of the Feshbach resonance the odd-wave interaction, typ-
ically, is not SU(2)-invariant.

The case of 1D spin-polarized fermions with reso-
nant odd-wave interaction has been studied previously
by means of the asymptotic Bethe ansatz [28]. This
approach relies on the knowledge of the two-body scat-
tering phase shift (first derived in Ref. [29]) and does
not require an explicit form of the Hamiltonian. In

the two-component case that we are dealing with, the
asymptotic Bethe ansatz becomes cumbersome due to
the existence of both charge and spin excitations. For
this reason, we proceed differently and take into account
the resonant odd-wave interaction using the so-called
two-channel model that accurately captures microscopic
physics of the interaction. This model describes the Fes-
hbach resonant interaction as an interconversion between
pairs of fermionic atoms in the open channel and weakly
bound bosonic dimers in the closed channel [30-32].

Thus, keeping in mind the absence of SU(2) symme-
try, we now include an odd-wave interaction within one of
the components, say, between spin-T fermions. The cor-
responding two-channel Hamiltonian in the momentum
representation reads [33]
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Here &L 4 s the fermionic creation operator of an (open

channel) atom in the spin-1 state with mass m and mo-
mentum k. The bosonic operator l;g creates an odd-wave
(closed channel) dimer of spin-1 atoms with mass 2m and
a center of mass momentum g. We denote by A the atom-
dimer interconversion strength and the bare detuning of
a dimer by v. The latter is related to the dimer binding
energy and can be tuned by an external magnetic field.
The odd-wave interaction is momentum-dependent, and
we introduce an ultraviolet momentum cutoff A, above
which the interconversion strength A\ vanishes.

One can relate the bare parameters of the odd-wave in-
teraction (A and v) to the physical scattering parameters
by calculating diagrammatically the two-body scattering
amplitude [33]:
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where we restored h for clarity. Comparing Eq. (3) with
the general form of the 1D odd-wave scattering amplitude
at low collisional energy, f(k) = —ik/[1/l, + k% + ik],
where [, is the 1D odd-wave scattering length and ¢, is
the 1D effective range [29], we find:
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We see that the momentum cutoff A simply results in
the renormalization of the bare detuning v, similarly to
the case of s-wave Feshbach resonant scattering in 3D
[31, 34].

Attractive odd-wave interaction corresponds to I, < 0.
It follows from Eq. (4) that in this case the bare detuning
is necessarily positive and satisfies the condition
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Let us estimate the right hand side of inequality (5).
In the quasi-1D regime obtained by a tight harmonic
confinement in transverse directions with frequency w,
the 1D effective range can be written as &, = alai/i’),
where a; = y/h/mw, is the oscillator length and
is the 3D effective range [29]. Eq. (5) then becomes
v > (6A/maq)hiw, , where the right hand side can now
be easily estimated. Indeed, the 1D regime requires that
hw, > FEp and a; > R., where Ep is the Fermi en-
ergy and R, is the effective radius of the actual interac-
tion potential between atoms. The first condition gives
1/a; > kp, and hence we may put the momentum cut-
off to be A ~ 1/a, . Then, the second condition implies
that the ratio A/a; < 1, since the 3D effective range oy
is typically of the order of R_!. Therefore, for attractive
interactions the lower bound of the bare detuning v is of
the order of Er. As v approaches this lower bound one
enters the regime of resonant interactions, where |l,| is
very large. On the contrary, in the off-resonant regime,
where |l,| is small, the bare detuning is v > Ep. Then,
from Eq. (4) we have [, & —mA?/h?v.

C. Effective odd-wave interaction

In this subsection we integrate out the closed chan-
nel bosonic dimers and obtain an effective action for the
fermionic fields. The Euclidean action corresponding to
Hamiltonian (2) is
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where 7 = it is the imaginary time, x and Y are bosonic
complex fields, and we defined

O(va) = 1/JT (Zawa) - (laxiﬁr)l/% (7)

Integrating out the bosonic fields we obtain an effective
action that contains only the fermionic fields:

= )\2/d1d2 0(1)G(1 — 2)0(2), (8)

where 1 = (z,7) and 2 = (2/,7'). The bosonic propaga-
tor G(z,T) satisfies the equation

L o
<—8T + Rﬁw - 1/) G(x,7) = 0(x)d(7) (9)
and at zero temperature it reads

G(z,7) = —9(T)\/Zexp {—mj’Q - W} . (10)

We see that, since v is large and positive, the propagator
is strongly localized in the vicinity of z = 7 = 0.

III. BOSONIZATION PROCEDURE
A. Notations

We now focus on the low-energy scattering near the
Fermi points. In this subsection we briefly discuss the
notations that we are going to use. The fermionic field is
decomposed as

(e, T) = eikF‘”Rj(x,T) + e_ik”Lj(xJ), (11)

where j =1,/ is the spin index and kr = 7n/2 is the
single-component Fermi momentum, with n being the
total fermionic density. For the slow fields R;, L; we
employ the bosonization identity in the following form:
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where a is the short distance cut-off. In equation (12), @,
is the compact bosonic field and ©; is the corresponding
dual field. The latter is defined as

0nr) =~ [ "y (7). (13)

where 1I; is the canonical momentum conjugated to the
field ®;. Thus, one has the following equal time commu-
tation relations [®;(z, 7), —0,0; (2, 7)] = id(x—2’). For
later purposes we also introduce a canonical momentum
m; conjugated to the dual field ©;. It is defined as

mer) = - [ "y, (1) (14)

and satisfies the commutation relations
©,(x,7), =0y ®;(z',7)] = id(x — 2’). This will be
useful once we turn to bosonizing the odd-wave interac-
tion, as the latter acquires a very compact form in the
dual representation.

B. Even-wave interaction

We now proceed with constructing a low-energy theory
for our model. The bosonized form of Eq. (1) is well
known (see, e.g., Refs. [35, 36]):
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where the charge and spin bosonic fields are ®,, =
(@4 £ ®,)/+/2 and similarly for ©, ,. In order to lighten
our notations, we denoted the spacial derivative by a



prime. The charge (spin) velocity is wu,), and K,
is the corresponding Luttinger parameter. In the regime
of weak (v <« 1) and intermediate (y < 1) repulsion
strength they are given by

where v = mg/n = mg/2vF is the dimensionless coupling
constant, with vp being the Fermi velocity. For repulsive
interactions the cosine term in Eq. (15) is irrelevant in
the renormalization group sence and we omit it [37]. The
term Hs) comes from the spectrum nonlinearity in the

J

vicinity of the Fermi points and reads [36, 38]:
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where I' = /7 /2m2.

For later purposes we will need the Euclidean action
written in terms of the ©,, fields only. Omitting the
cosine term in Eq. (15), we first write the dual field
representation of the Hamiltonian density:

Uj u; K
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Then, the corresponding Euclidean Lagrangian is Lyg =
Hya — 2.;—, 0 19;m;, where dot denotes the imaginary
= 7,0(0,,0,). The latter
relation is obtained from 7; = OHvqg/ 8@j, which yields
a set of nonlinear equations. Solving these equations for
m; in terms of ©; to second order in I', we obtain:

time derivative, and 7, ,
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where we kept only the most relevant terms.

C. Odd-wave interaction

We now turn to bosonizing the effective action for the
odd-wave interaction. Substituting Eq. (11) into Eq. (7)
and keeping only the dominant term, we obtain
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Other terms contain spatial derivatives of R4+ and Ly.
For collisions taking place near the Fermi points such
terms are suppressed since they are proportional to a
small relative momentum of colliding particles. This can
be easily seen, e.g., by using the decomposition (11) in
Eq. (2). Therefore, we omit these terms and the effective
action (8) takes the following simple form:
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We then take into account that vertex operators multiply
according to

A2 B2
eteB = ATB e<AB+ > >0, (22)
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where : ... : denotes normal ordering and (...)o is the
Gaussian average with respect to the bosonized Hamil-
tonian of free fermions. For the ©; fields one has
—1. 224023712 4+42
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(23)
Note that we treat the even- and odd-wave interactions
on equal footing and consider both of them as perturba-
tions on top of free fermions. Therefore, in Eq. (23) the
Luttinger parameter is unity. Thus, the effective action
(21) becomes
g(r,t)

Mg\ 2
= <F> / AT dRdtdr 5>
T re+optc +a (24)

« - oVAT[O1(R+5.T+4) -0+ (R—5.,T-4)] .
where we switched to the coordinates r = z — 2/, R =
(x+2")/2,t=7—7",and T = (1 +7')/2. Note that the
cut-off a was cancelled. Due to the fact that G(r, t) differs
from zero only for fairly small » and ¢ [see Eq. (10)], we
can expand the argument of the normal-ordered exponent
in Taylor series.

Let us now discuss some general properties of the ac-
tion (24). Expansion of the ©4 fields and that of the
normal-ordered exponent will produce a number of terms.



To any order, any given term will obviously be a mono-
mial in the R and 7 derivatives of ©4+(R,T). Its co-
efficient is a numerical constant times a monomial in ¢
and r. The latter contributes to the integral over drdt.
Therefore, it is convenient to define
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where s, p are non-negative integers (not equal to zero

simultaneously), and 7 = v/(mv%) = 1/(nk), with di-
mensionless parameters

n=krlly| and &k =Ekp&,. (26)
The integral in Eq. (25) can be calculated exactly. It
converges for nk < 1 and does not depend on the cutoff a.
We leave the details to Appendix A. At this point it is
only important to observe that Z,,, < 0 for any s and p.
In other words, the overall coefficient in the action (24)

is negative. For later convenience we define

2 _
Mep " _ vit
T P = (mu)stp—2 Qs,ps

1+ (-1)%=
WI&p(nﬁ) > 0.

(27)
where o, =

In Eq. (27), Zs , is the integral over dzdy from Eq. (25),
and we took into account that A = 1/4/m2¢,, accord-
ing to Eq. (4). For nk < 1, i.e. not too close to the
resonance, we have
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for s # 0. In the case s = 0, the corresponding expression
for o is
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Written in terms of the spin and charge fields, the nor-
mal ordered exponent in Eq. (24) becomes
. eimzj:pya[ej (R+%’T+%)_®j (R_%’T_%)} : (30)
It is now straightforward to write down the contribution
from the odd-wave interaction to any desired order. Ex-
panding the fields and the exponentials, we keep only
the most relevant terms. These are the terms up to the
second order in ©, (including terms like ©,07 2) and to
the sixth order in ©,. For the sake of readability in the
main text we do not present them, but their explicit form
is given in Appendix B. There we also provide more de-
tailed calculations for the next section, where we obtain
the total bosonized action.

D. Total bosonized action

Combining Egs. (19) and (B1) - (B3), we arrive at
the Euclidean action S = [ dzdrL, where the total La-

grangian is £ = L, + EE,O) + L,s with
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The coefficients can be expressed in terms of u, o, K, o,
I', and o ;. For our purpose their explicit form is unim-
portant, but it can be found in Appendix C.

Linear terms in Egs. (B2) and (B1) are allowed by
symmetry and deserve comments. These are the so-called
topological f-terms. It is well known that in a quantum
problem such terms can play an important role. However,
we are dealing with the zero temperature case, in which
the quantum (1+1)-dimensional system under consider-
ation is formally equivalent to a 2-dimensional classical
field theory. For this reason we expect that in our case
these topological terms do not lead to any subtle effects.
Therefore, in the charge sector we take the linear term
into account by simply shifting the field as follows:

0,=06,+ib,T, B, = ¢,/ AL

This shift does not influence the commutation re-
lations and the integration measure in the partition

(34)

function. Its only effect is to bring ZEJO) to the form
(A5/2)©2% + (B5/2)©/2. After that the charge fields can
be integrated out using standard methods. This results
in the effective Lagrangian for the dual spin field ©,. We
then rewrite it in terms of the spin density ®, (for details
see Appendix C), and obtain the effective Lagrangian

A
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where for the coefficients to the leading order in nk < 1
one has
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The dimensionless parameter y is defined as

y=K, 7@ U (1 27) .37
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As can be seen from Eq. (36), for y < 2/7 =~ 0.286 we
have us > 0, uq < 0, and ug > 0 [39]. From Egs. (16)
and (37) we find that in order to be in this regime one

should have
4Kk 2y
n < 1 (1 71_2) . (38)

This condition can be easily satisfied. Thus, already at
the mean field level, the transition is of the first order.

IV. RENORMALIZATION GROUP ANALYSIS

Using Lagrangian (35), we write the Ginzburg-Landau
functional

S = /drdd{ 2<I>’2+Zun¢>’"}, (39)

with the coefficients given by Eq. (36). For the RG anal-
ysis we have generalized the theory to the d-dimensional
space. In order to gain insight into the role of the non-
linear terms, let us first look at their scaling behaviour.
By changing © = bZ, 7 = b*7, and @, (x,7) = WXP,(Z, T)

we ontain
Ab) = BXTIEA, up(b) = bRy, (40)
Up(b) = BXFTdF==ny  n =3 .6

Out of these quantities one can construct the following
dimensionless couplings that are independent of the ar-
bitrary rescaling exponents z and x:

g AU3 g A2 Uy
3= e = 33
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Then, using Egs. (40) and putting b ~ 1 + 46l, one im-

mediately finds that at the tree level the above nonlinear
couplings flow according to the RG equations

1
Ags = —5(1+d)93, Ags = —(1 +d)gu,
2 (42)
Ogs = —5(1+d)gs,  Oigo = —2(1 +d)gs
Let us note that at this level the combination gg/g5 =
Tugug/uj is invariant under the RG flow.
Using the momentum-shell RG approach in d = 1,

we obtain the following one-loop flow equations (for the

derivation see Appendix D):

0A ( —z+ 1)A,

Qg = (2x + 2 — Dug + 12G1 uy — 18 Go u,

Ouz = (3x + z — 2)uz + 10 Gy us — 36 Gauguy,

Oy = (4x + 2 — 3)ug + 15 Gy ug — 36 Go u3 — 60 Go uzus,
Ous = (bx + z — 4)us — 120 G ugus — 90 Gy uzug,
Qg = (6x + 2 — 5)ug — 100 Gy u? — 180 Go ugug,
where G = (A%/27)(Auz)~'/? and Go = G1/(2us). (1453

portantly, RG procedure also generates a term u®’,
whose coupling flows according to

Jur = (x + 2)ur + 3Gy us. (44)

Note that the above equation is decoupled from the rest
of the RG equations (43). For the u; term we define a
corresponding dimensionless coupling as

A1/4 Uy
fAusM

Unlike all other dimensionless couplings, g; is relevant.
It is more convenient to study the RG flow in terms of the
dimensionless couplings g,. Using Eqs. (41), (43), and
(44), one can show that the couplings obey the equations

g1 = (45)

B = g1 + g3 — 2104 + 163
191 = 1 27793 29194 3 9193,
Bugs = g5 + 205 — 2 gsga + 2 g8
193 = —93 7Tgs 5 9394 3 g3
15 15 27
Digs = =204 + 595 — 9395 — 1893 + ~-gag3, (46)
T T 4
45 81 3
0195 = —395 — 59693 — 5 9495 + §959§7

25
0196 = —4g6 — ?952, — 579496 + 99693,

with ¢1(0) = 0 and other initial conditions following
from Eq. (36):

93(0) 1A <%>2 P 2R3/
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The harmonic coupling us then flows according to
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(47)
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FIG. 1. RG flow in the vicinity of the Gaussian fixed point. Panel (a): RG flow in the intersection of the subspace {g1, g3} and
the hyperplane g4 = g5 = g¢ = 0. Black dot marks the Gaussian fixed point. Thin black lines indicate the eigenvectors of the
linearized flow and the red line shows possible initial conditions g1 (0) = 0, g3(0) > 0 [see Eq. (47)]. Panel (b): RG flow of g4,
gs, and gg as given by Eq. (46) [solid lines] and Eq. (50) [dotted lines] for typical values of x, v, and 1. The ratio A/muvr is 1.

We thus see that the Gaussian fixed point is unstable and
for any nonzero values of g3(0) and g5(0) [i.e. for n # 0,
see Eq. (47)], the system flows away in the direction
of g1. This happens despite the initial condition for g,
is strictly zero. A detailed analysis shows that for all

J

Let us now analyze the system of RG equations in the
vicinity of the Gaussian fixed point [40]. Eqgs. (46) can be
written in the matrix form as 9,9 = 3(g). The Jacobian
matrix for the system linearized near the origin is

1 =
2 5
~0(B1,B3,---,B6) | T 15
J = = -2 o
a(glag3a"'796) 0 -3
—4

(49
Then, the solution of the linearized system is g(l)
€7 g,. In components it reads

~

3 . 15 o
91(1) = 5~ 93(0) sinhl + — g5(0) e "sinh?1,
g3(1) = g3(0) ™" + 5 95(0) e~ sinh 1,
™

15
—~ g6(0) e 3 sinh 1,
2

94(l) = g4(0) ™' +
g5(1) = g5(0) e,
g6(1) = g(0) e~
Therefore, the system experiences a runaway flow, as
seen in Fig. 2. This situation is typical for the first order
phase transition [41, 42].

realistic initial conditions, given by Eq. (47), the flow is
such that g increases towards positive values, whereas
all other couplings tend to zero. For a typical initial
condition this is illustrated in Figs. 1 and 2.

V. PHASE TRANSITION CRITERION

In order to obtain the phase transition criterion, let us
consider the renormalized action that reads:

A.
S = /dxdT {@f, F 2872 Ly, @t 4 ud
+ur @) + uz®.® + u5¢;5},

where the coefficients u; = wu,;(l) are the solutions to
RG equations (43), and are related to the dimensionless
couplings g; via Egs. (41) and (45).

Before we proceed, let us make an important remark.
One should keep in mind that in the context of ultracold
atomic gases, magnetization is nothing else than the dif-
ference between the number of atoms in the (pseudo)spin-
1 and -| states. This means that the population of each
spin species is conserved. Restricting ourselves to the
case with no population imbalance, the total magnetiza-
tion is zero in all phases:

/dm ! (z) = 0. (52)

Therefore, the linear term in action (51) should be dis-
carded. Note that although condition (52) prohibits
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FIG. 2. A step-by-step RG flow in the intersection of the {g1, g3} subspace and the hyperplane defined by the values of g4(1),
g5(1), and ge(l) at a given I. The red dot represents the corresponding state of the system. Panel (a) shows the initial state of
the system, [ = 0 and all couplings g; having their initial values g; o, as given by Eq. (47). Here we take typical values k = 3,
v =0.3, n = 0.2, and put A/mvpr = 1 [the same as in Fig. 1 (b)]. In the consequent panels (b)—(f) the RG time [ increases,
and the hyperplane {g4(l), g5(1), g6 (1)} evolves according to the RG equations (46). This explains the variation of the flow lines
from one panel to another [most noticeble in (a) — (d)]. The red line shows the path travelled by the system as it flows from
the initial state at [ = 0 to the current state. After [ > 1, the couplings ga, g5, and gs are essentially zero, and in panels (d)—(f)
the flow lines in the {g1, g3} plane remain practically the same.

o,
~

phases with nonzero total magnetization, it still allows
the existence of spin configurations, where the magneti-

J

At sufficiently large RG times [, in order to find the
phase transition, one may simply minimize the renormal-
ized Hamiltonian density [16]. The latter follows from
Eq. (51) and reads

H= 20,2+ us®,® — |ua|® 4+ us®,” + e, (53)
where we omitted the kinetic term II,/2A. At [ = 0
coeflicients ug and us are ~ (77&)5/2, and they are negli-
gibly small for nx < 1 [see Eq. (36)]. At larger [ these
coeflicients become even smaller. For this reason, we can
neglect cubic and quintic terms in the Hamiltonian (53).
Thus, up to small corrections, the phase transition crite-

zation is different from zero locally. In other words, one
can have a system of domains.

rion is
(54)

In the region, where usug/u? < 1/2, the system is in
the phase with zero magnetization (®’), whereas for
usug/uj > 1/2 the ground state has (®') # 0.

Using Eq. (41) we express ug and ug in terms of the
dimensionless couplings g4 and gg, and equation (54) be-
comes ge(1)/g3(l) = w/2. Here g4(I) and gg(l) are the
solutions of RG equations (46). In the viscinity of the
Gaussian fixed point the RG flow is such that it is well



described by the linearized RG equations with the so-
lutions (50), as can be seen from Fig. 1(b). Thus, the
phase transition criterion (54) can be written as

96(0) 1 _ e
20) 150 ~ 2 (55)

where the bare couplings ¢4(0) and g6(0) are given by
Eq. (47), and we introduced the quantity

o TA? (2 — 7Ty) e !sinhl
" S ) s k) P12y

From Eqgs. (55) and (56) we see that the distance to the
phase transition is controlled by the parameter y, given
by Eq. (37).
At I = 0 the correction §(1) is zero and Eq. (55) reduces
to
(1-y/2)A-Ty/2) 1

(1-29)> 16 57

where we used Eq. (47) for g4(0) and g(0). Eq. (57)
is essentially the mean field phase transition criterion,
since it involves only the bare couplings. The roots of
Eq. (57) are y = (54 1/15)/4. Taking the minus sign we
have y, ~ 0.282. Thus, at the mean field level there is a
first order phase transition at y, = 0.282, which can be
the case at fairly weak coupling.

At finite values of [ and for y sufficiently close to yx,
one has 6(!) < 1. This is because A/mvr ~ 1 and the I-
dependent factor in Eq. (56) is bounded by 1/2. We then
look for the solution of Eq. (55) in the form y = y. + dy
and obtain

oy ~ 1074 (A/mup)?e~tsinhl ~ 1072, (58)

We see that the correction dy to the mean field critical
value y, = 0.282 is negligibly small. One may easily check
that in this case the correction §(I) is also negligible,
being of the order of 1072.

Thus, the phase transition criterion is given by
Eq. (57), and the RG corrections can be neglected. The
spontaneous magnetization in this case is

M= (D)) = £/ ua/|uyl. (59)
Importantly, there are two minima, and hence it is possi-
ble to have an instanton-like field configuration that tun-
nels from one minimum to another, creating a sequence
of domains (see, e.g., [43]).

As illustrated in Fig. 3, for y < y, =~ 0.282 the system
is in the phase with M = 0, whereas for y > y, the phase
with a nonzero M has a lower energy.

VI. DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS

To summarize, in this paper we considered a zero tem-
perature one-dimensional two-component Fermi gas with

3F b
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2r 11 (A) .
N« \V 4 N/
3
2 9 7 1
SD ****** M """"""""""""""""
s 0 . |
-1t 1
Y«
~2f ‘ ‘ BN
0.25 0.26 0.27 0.28 0.29 0.30
y

FIG. 3. Phase diagram as follows from Eq. (57). The red
line shows the ratio ge(0)/(mgs(0)?) versus the dimensionless
parameter y, given by Eq. (37). There is a critical value y. =
0.282, where g6(0)/(wg4(0)?) = 1/2 and the phase transition
occurs. For y < y«, the system is in the paramagnetic phase
and the magnetization M is zero, as illustrated schematically
on the inset (A). For y > y., the system enters the phase
with the nonzero (local) magnetization M, as shown on the
inset (B).

a weak/intermediate contact repulsive interaction in the
even-wave channel and an additional attractive odd-wave
interaction between particles in the spin-1 state. Using
bosonization technique we derived an effective field the-
ory for the spin degrees of freedom, described by the
Lagrangian (35).

In the regime of weak/intermediate even-wave repul-
sion (v < 1) and a near-resonant odd-wave attraction, we
have found a first order phase transition to a state with a
nonzero local magnetization. The distance to the phase
transition is controlled by the dimensionless parameter
y, given by Eq. (37). The phase transition occurs at the
critical value y, =~ 0.282. At smaller values the system is
in the phase with zero magnetization. At larger values,
in the region y > y,, the system enters the phase with a
nonzero local magnetization.

The phase with nonzero local magnetization deserves
comments. In the context of ultracold atoms, the spin-
1 and spin-] states of a fermion are, actually, two dis-
tinct atomic hyperfine states. Magnetization in this lan-
guage is then simply the difference between the popula-
tions of atoms in these states. In the absence of inelastic
collisions this difference remains constant. Thus, when
going through the phase transition, magnetization can
change only locally, whereas the total magnetization re-
mains zero. This is nothing else than the development of
domains. In each domain there are more atoms in one
hyperfine state than in the other. Therefore, locally, the
magnetization is different from zero.
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Appendix A: The integral in Eq. (25)

In this Appendix we calculate the integral of the form

B “+o0 +oo 22 xsypf%
Tsp :/ dm/ dye” 7_”y—K (K >0), (A1)
0 0 (22 + y2 + a?)
which is a slight generalization of the integral in Eq. (25). Using the well known identity
]. 1 Foo 2 2 2
- dqqX—te (@ +v*+a®)q A2
(22 +y2 +a2)" F(K)/o “ee ’ &
we write
~ 1 +oo 2 K—1 +oo 1 -~ 2 too (1+ ) 2
p= dge * g™~ / dyyP~2e "YW / dex®e \v % (A3)
“PT(K) /0 0 0
The integral over dx gives
—(s+1)/2
1 s+1 1
2 (3) (04) a0
Then, taking the limit ¢ — 0 and making a change of variables z = qy we obtain
N 1 /s+1\ [T s 1 oo —(s+1)/2
Top=5T dy e~V yitr=K / dze ¥ K71 (1 (/2 A5
syt (S5 [Ty s [ e ) (5)

In the integral over dz one recognizes the integral representation of the Tricomi hypergeometric function. Its general

form reads

1 oo
Ulo, By) = m/o dze V7207 (1 4 2)fmo

which is valid for Rey > 0 and Rea > 0. One has the following expression for U(

hypergeometric function 1 Fy (o, 8, y):

(A6)

a, B,y) in terms of the confluent

s FB-1) 15
=———"— 1 F —_ F(a— 1,2 — . A
U(avﬂvy) F(Oz—B—I—l) 1 1(aaﬁay)+ F(a) Y 1 1(a 6+ ) ﬁvy) ( 7)
In our case we have a = K and =1+ K — (s + 1)/2, which yields
1 [ 1
/ dze ¥ 2571 (14 2)” =R =U(K, 1—|—K—S+ ,Y)
L&) Jy 2 "
I (£ - K) s+1 1) e s+1 . s+1
:F(s;rl)lFl(K’l—'—K_ > 1F1( 5 1 B) Kal/)
Then, fS’p becomes
. 1. (s+1 (&) (K — =)
_ 1 _ 1) 2 7 ) 12
Is-,P 2F< 2 K) Js,p + or (K) Jspv (Ag)
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where we defined

oo o 1
I =/ dye "Vy2 P K By (K, 1+ K — St , y) ,
0

2
Js(zp):/ dyeﬂysterr;?KlFl(S"‘l,lK+S+1,y>.
» 2 2
The above integrals can be calculated in terms of the ordinary hypergeometric function o F; using [44]
+oo
/ dye My" \Fi(a, B,ky) =T(v+ DAV 1o F (a,v + 1, 8,k/N), (A11)
0

provided that Rev > —1 and Re A > |Rek|. In the case 0 < K < 1 both these conditions are satisfied for Js(}p) and
Js(?g with any relevant combination of non-negative integers s and p. Therefore, we finally obtain

J(l):I‘(f+p+1_K)D—(;D+§—K+1)2F1 ,f _ : S+17% ,
SP 2 2 2 v
3 1 3 11 (A12)
JO =T (s4p+2—ak) s r+i=2m) g (250 )02 o 250 1)
P 2 2 2 2 v
Putting K =1 and 7 = 1/(nk), we get
- 1 1 s 1
T,p==I s — 1) (gr)P*2T (p—l—f) oFy (1 p—|—f —(=s=1)+2;nk
2 2 2 272
1 1-—s s+1 1 (AL3)
- _ 1 s 1
+-T r r (nr)PT572(1 —nr) P 2Tz,
2 2 2
For nk <« 1 it behaves as
~ ip(s T .
Is,p ~ gr (2 +21)) ( 7)l(77h:) ) S #07 (A14)
50 (p—3) (ns)r=> s =0,

which leads to Egs. (27) and (28) in the main text.

Appendix B: Bosonized odd-wave interaction

In this Appendix we present the terms that we keep after expanding the 0, , fields and the normal-ordered exponent
in Eq. (30). In the charge sector these are the terms up to the second order in the fields:

6,65);;1)(1 = —1V 27T/€F040,1(';)p + WUEIOZO’QG?) + vaaz,o(")lpg. (Bl)
In the spin sector — up to the sixth order:
- . . _ . 273/2 . T -
6‘C£>dzi = —1V 271’]{3}7(10’1@0— +7TUF10é()’2®§ —|—7T’UF042,0@;2 + \g;nvg) 040’3290 TmZo3 a272@0_
F F
2 9y 2 /4 75/2 - 3 3 ) (B2)
- 0, — —— 0,  —— AS) @ O
6m2v?, 0,450 6m2vp 24,080 15v2m3v7, @059 + 90m*v ao 69 + 90miv aG ™o
Finally, we also keep the following terms that couple spin and charge:
o 3/2 o3/2 .
6£(dd = 271"01:'042 0@ @ + Ozo 2@ @ \[ﬂ-3 Qo, 32@ @2 fﬂ. 042,12'91)@;2. (BS)
mup mug

Appendix C: Effective Lagrangian for the spin fields

In this Appendix we integrate out the charge fields and obtain an effective Lagrangian for the spin degrees of
freedom, given by Eq. (35) in the main text.
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1. Total bosonized Lagrangian

Combining Eqs. (B1), (B2), and (B3) with Eq. (19), we arrive to the total Lagrangian £ = L, + ﬁff” + L, given
by Egs. (31) — (33) in the main text. The coefficients in the Lagrangian are given by

€, =, = V21kpag1 = (V2/m)kp\/n/k

a0 — Koo n 2mo02 4o V271820 5 e K, K,  mau . ™ ags . Tags
? a Up,o UF ’ 3 3m'U% ’ 4 8 Up Ug_ sz’l}%’ 57 15\/§m3v’;7 6~ 90m41}9F7
o o F2 Kp 7r2a40 . 7T3Oé60
B2 =g Koo t2mroae, BE= g " F Guaep B8 = goming
2 'K 2m3/2 K, K2 2m3/2
C = 2mopase, D= Tags E=Lle, V2Ila p UK K7 V2mlaes
’ VR 2 u, mug 2 u, ui muy
(C1)
After the shift ©, = ©, + 8,7, given by Eq. (34), the Lagrangian becomes
Ly =1ial0, + %63 + 52@{3 +agi0% — a0, — 170 4 — a2 105 + 405 + 150”6, (C2)
Abz,  BY -
0) _ 1242 2 A2
L) =1e)+ 167, (C3)
L,y =CO,0), + DO,0, +i ép{E9;2 - F@?,}, (C4)

where

K

al =Df, —cy = ——LB, af = A +2FB,, af =AS, af=AS, al=AI,  al=AZ

1 P up P 2 2 P 3 3 4 4 5 5 6 6 (05)
b] = BY — 2EB,, b]=B], b =DB].

Since primarily we are interested in the spin sector, we proceed with integrating out the charge fields.

2. Integration over the charge degrees of freedom

The partition function can be written as
z - /D@J e~ [ dzdrL, /Dép e~ J dszﬂ;O),f d:cd'rﬁ,m’ (06)

where the Lagrangian is given by Eqs. (C2) — (C4). The integral over DO, is Gaussian and, formally, can be calculated
exactly. We first write the action corresponding to Lg as

1 - A - 1 - _ -
SO — 5/dgch 0,(z,T) {B§ <a§ + BZ,aE) } 0,(x,7) = 3 /d1d2@p(1)GP 1(1-2)6,(2), (C7)

where d1 = dx1dm, d2 = dxodrs, and the Green’s function is

1 I 2?2 + (BY/AD)T? + a?
4m\/ASBY a? '

The action corresponding to £, i.e. terms that couple spin and charge, we write as

Gp(va) = -

Sy = / dzdr®, [—0@;; — D&, —id, (E@f - F@?,)} = / dzdr®,J,. (C9)
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Then, the integral over ’D(:),O takes the standard form and yields

/Dép exp{—; /d1d2ép(1)G;1(1 —~2)0,(2) + /dl(:)p(l)]g(l)} x exp {; /dldzj,,(l)(;pu — 2)Jg(2)}.

(C10)
Thus, integration over the charge degrees of freedom provides the following correction to S, :
1
65 = —3 /dld?jg(l) ,(1-2)7,(2) — Z&SJ, (C11)
where we kept only the most relevant terms:
Cc? C?
581 = -5 /d1d2 92,0,(1)G,(1—2)07,0,(2) = +7/d1d2 02,05 (1)G)(1 — 2) 0,,04(2),
D2 D2 ..
5Sy = —7/d1d2 92 0,(1)G,(1 —2) 02 0,(2) = +7/d1d2 0-0,(1)G,(1 —2)0,,0,(2),
E? 2 2
555 = +10- /d1d2 By, (90,05 (1)) (1 — 2) B, (0,,0,(2))
E2 (C12)
— -5 [ 12 (0,,0,(1))* Gy(1 - 2) (01,0,(2)).
F2 2 2
08y = +7 dld20;, (0-,0,(1))" G,(1 —2) 0y, (0-,0,(2))
F2 2 A 2
g [ 2 (0,0,(1))° Gol1 - 2) (0,8,(2))"
Using the results of subsection C 3, for the above terms we obtain:
2 D2
S = ¢ /deac 0? 88y = /dea?@
4Bp 4Ap
(C13)
58 Ez/dde"‘ 6S +F2/dd®4
3 = 4Ap Taxr 4 = 4Ap Tax

Therefore, combining the above corrections with Eq. (C2), the dual filed representation of the effective Lagrangian
for the spin degrees of freedom becomes:
ba

b4 b6

Lo =ia10, + 6;—2(4)3, + 202 +i —@3 46§ 290 - 55 e + %@2 + 290, (C14)
where we defined
a1 =aj, as=ag —m, be = b3 — @, az =3a3, a4 =4aj —A—g, by = 4b7 —A—g, as = 5ag, (C15)

ag = 6ag, bG = 6bg

Using Egs. (C1) and (C5) one can see that all quadratic terms have strictly positive coefficients, whereas all quartic
terms — strictly negative coefficients.

3. Derivation of Eq. (C13)
Here we show that

/d71d72d$1d172f(1'177'2)Gg(5171 — 29,71 — T2) f(w2, T2) ~ ~a2Bp drdz f*(z,7),

. 1 (C16)
/dTldTQde‘ld{,CQf(l'l,TQ)GP(ZL‘l — T2,T1 —Tg)f(l'Q,Tg) 2Ap /de:L‘f (.’t ’7')
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given that the Green’s function satisfies

(02 + (A5/B8)02) G (w,7) = —ﬁa%x ). (c17)
Going to the relative and the center of mass coordinates, we write the first integral as
/dethdxag Go(z,t) f(X + g,T—F %)f(X 5 T — /dtde” x,t) /deXf (X,T). (C18)

Rescaling y = /Bj /A5 brings the equation for G,(z,y) to

AyyGpla,y) = — 8 (x,y). (C19)

1
VAL By

Since G, only depends on r = /2% 4 y?, in polar coordinates we have

1 1 o)
2 — = = —-——
<8r + Tar) G,(r) = AGp(r) B 2 (C20)
Then, taking into account that
PG, (r,y) = L AG,(r) + 2 (83 - 18) (C21)

and the second term vanishes after the integration over the polar angle ¢, we write the integral [ dxdtGZ (z,t) in

polar coordinates and get
“+o0
/dtde” (x,t) =27 Bp/ rdr AGy(r)=— QBP' (C22)

which yields the first result stated in the beginning of the Appendix. The proof for the second one is identical.

4. Effective spin Lagrangian in the ®,-representation

Let us now rewrite the Lagrangian L, from Eq. (C14) in the ®-representation. We begin by writing the corre-
sponding Hamiltonian in the ©-representation (we omit the index o, since we do not have the charge fields anymore):

H(lo, ©') = (fl+i®n@) ‘6:9(1‘1@) , (C23)

where the expression for O in terms of [Ig follows from

L,
illg = Y = —ja; — a0 —ia30? + a40° + ias0* — a0°. (C24)
Since IIg = —®’, one can also rewrite the above relation as
. 1 . . . .
6 = 7{2' (@ — a1) — ia30? + as©® +iaz01 — a6@5}. (C25)
a2

Then, using Egs. (C23), (C24), and taking into account that ©' = —Ilg, the ®-representation for the Hamiltonian
can be formally written as
ba by

H= Sl — Tl +

bs
6

20 gs | Bage 40545 Do

6 C26
3 4 5 6 )‘@:@(@/) ’ (C26)

Hg+( 267 -

with © being expressed via ® using Eq. (C25). Now, solving Eq. (C25) for © in terms of @ by iterations, we get

: 2 3 2
. ) .as Qa4 — 2a .0a3 — dasaqsasz + asas
O=—0 +i3®? —i—— 2% =3 E 22 '
as as a3 a4

c27
. 14a§ — 21a2a4a§ + 6a§a5a3 + a% (3(1?1 — a2a6) o'5 ( )

i
9
az




The potential part of Hamiltonian (C26) becomes

15

i¢/2+£®/3+ 2a3 — azay o'y 5a3 — basasas + a3as ®' 1 14a3 — 21azaqa? + 6a3asas + 3a3a3 — adap &6 (C28)
2as 3a3 4a3 5al 6a3
The Lagrangian in the ®-representation is then
L(d, @) = (7—[ (Llg, &) — z'cbnq,) - (C29)
e =Tls ($)
where IIj is relates to d via
. OH
i = B, = bollg — byTl3 + beTl5. (C30)
The latter can be written as
Lo/ 3 5
H(b = E (Z(b + b4Hq> - b6Hq>) . (031)
Solving by iterations, we get
i by ;o babg —3b3 .,
The kinetic part of Hamiltonian (C26) then gives
bo o ba 4 bs g PP by .4 363 —babs s
—II — —1I —g = — — — ————". C33
g e T g et e = o 403 605 (C33)
Thus, using Eq. (C29) we finally arrive at the Lagrangian given by (35) in the main text:
. 1 . 1 as 2a3 — asay
LD,P)=—P? 4+ —P2 4 9343 = "¢/
(®, &) 20, * 2ay * 3a3 * 4a3
5a3 — bagasas + a3as o' & 14a3 — 21lasaqa3 + 6a3asas + 3a3a? — adag /6
5aj 6a3 (C34)
_ Ao Uz g : m

Appendix D: Momentum-shell RG

In this Appendix we present a detailed derivation of
the RG equations within the momentum-shell approach.
We begin by considering the action in Eq. (39) of the
main text:

S[9] = Sof®] + S [@)

6
Asg U2 p Z ’

n=3

(D1)

and expand the field into the slow and fast components as
® =& + &.. The slow component & has momentum
modes in the interval 0 < |k| < A/b, whereas the fast
component @ — in the interval A/b < |k| < A, where
A is the UV momentum cutoff and b = exp (6l) is the
scaling factor. In the Gaussian part of the action the

(

slow and fast components decouple: Sy[®] = So< + Sos.
For the interaction part we have S1[®« + ®~] = 51 +

S[®., D], where

6 n
S[®., 0] = /dmerun Z (Z) OTPOT. (D2)
n=3 p=1

Thus, the total action becomes S[®] = S. + Sp» + S.
Then, expanding the partition function to second order
in S, we obtain

Z= /D<I><e*5<*<s~>0>+%<§2>8>7 (D3)

where (52)5. = (S%)o> —(S)3- and (...)o> is the average
over the fast components & with the Gaussian action

Sos. In the above expression we omitted the constant
contribution In Z-..



1. First order correction

For the first order correction (S)os we need to calculate

Zzun( )o@

n=3 p=1

(D4)

We immediately see that for n = 3,4 we only need terms
with p = 2, and for n = 5,6 only terms with p = 2,4.
Other terms either vanish upon averaging or give con-
stant contribution independent of ®’_. Let us first con-
sider p = 2 and calculate the corresponding Green’s func-
tion G0> = <(I)/>2>0>I

T dw
Goe —
0> / / 2 Aw2 + ugk?’

In the above expression we used a short-hand no-

tation
dk / %
271' - o

A/b<|k|<A

(D5)

(D6)

Integrating over dw and taking into account that b ~
14 61, we get

1 A?

GO> = E (AU2)1/2

8l = Gyl (D7)

Consider now terms with p = 4. Using Wick’s theorem
one has (@) = 3GZ., which is ~ 6/%. Such terms do
not contribute to the RG equations, derived in the limit
3l — 0. Therefore, for the first order correction (S)o> we
only need terms with p = 2:

<§>0> = glél/d$d7{3U3¢/< + 6U4(I)I<2+

+ 10us 72 + 15us®’2 }.

(D8)

Note that a new term ~ ®’ has been generated. How-
ever, including it into the action does not lead to any new

J

wwa el = (2) G e { AN

Then, using Picard representation of the delta function, limps oo (M/2) exp(—M|7|) =

expression as
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terms coming from (S)o, as can be easily seen from
Eq. (D4). We will see later that this is also true for

&2
(5%)6>-
2. Second order correction

We now turn to the calculation of the second order
correction (S?)§. . Explicitly, it reads

()5, = [ dia: 5 ZZ( )( )W‘m (DY)

n,m=3 p=1g=1
x @77P(1)2T(2) (22(1)2Y(2))6s,

where d1d2 = dxidmdzadrs. Before doing any cal-
culations, we note that applying Wick’s theorem to
<<I>'£(1)<I>/q(2)>8> will in general produce a number of
terms of the form

/ d1d2 (@, (1)®L ()} &2 P(1) ¥779(2),  (D10)

where the exponent N depends on n, m, p, and ¢q. Obvi-
ously, not all such terms will contribute to the RG equa-
tions since we are only interested in those terms that are
linear in 6l. Therefore, in order to understand which

terms we do need, let us first consider the case of arbi-
trary N. We then write

N k‘2 ikjr—iw;T
oL (1)dL (2)) - D11
(@, (1)8L (), = l_I/kAkaz’ (D11)
where © = 1 — x9, T =71 — T2, and
“+oo
/ / d“’ﬂ (D12)
wj,k;

Since the momentum integral is over an infinitesimally
small region, we put k; ~ A everywhere except for the
exponent. A straightforward integration yields

Uo sinAm—sin%x N
e (D13)

0(7), we rewrite the above

1

(@L(1)2L(2))0> =

where we defined

I(z) = sin Az —sin A(1 — dl)z

X

(D15)

1 A N—1
Nr (zﬂ> YT

6(7’1 — TQ)IN(Scl — 1‘2), (D14)

(N+1)/2
2

We now proceed by looking at the properties of IV (x).



Consider an integral

&S] : . N
/_ da (smAx - sn;A(l - (5l)x> f()

— AN-1 /O:O ZT?\J[ (siny —sin(1 — §l)y)Nf (%) (D16)

~ FOANT {0, odd N,

7 Cn8IVN=1, even N.

In the above expression Cp is a numerical coefficient
(0 < Cy < 1) and in the limit of large A we approxi-
mated f(y/A) ~ f(0). We see that essentially IV (z) is
a representation of the delta function. In Eq. (D14) we
then put
IN(.’El —.’EQ) %’H'CNAN_l(slN_l(s((El —QCQ). (D17)
It follows immediately that for the calculation of
(®P(1)99(2))5- we only need p and g such that using
Wick’s theorem we get terms as in Eq. (D10), but with
N = 2. All other N will give either zero or a contribution
with higher powers of §l. The only way to get N = 2 is
by taking p = q = 2:

(@2(1)2%(2))5> = 2(2L (1)L (2))5>
A28l
g

—l‘g)(S(Tl —TQ), (D18)

where we used Eqs. (D14), (D17), and took into account
that Co = 1. Thus, the second order correction becomes

($7e. 72925l/dxd7 Z < >( )unum (D19)

n,m=3
x ®UFm= (g 7)),
where we defined
A2

Go=———p
P an(Au)'?

(D20)

Let us now recall that at the level of the first order
correction the term ~ @’ has been generated. We then
mentioned that including such term into the action does
not generate any additional terms under RG, even at the
second order level. At this point it is easy to understand
that this is indeed the case. Looking at Eq. (D9) we see
that, e.g., for n = 1 there appear terms containing

(2L (1)2Y(2))55-

Using Wick’s theorem, one can make only one con-
traction between points 1 and 2, obtaining a factor of
(®L (1)@ (2))o>, which vanishes after the integration
over d2 due to Eq. (D16). For m = 1 the reasoning
is identical.

(D21)
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Thus, all terms coming from the second order correc-
tion are already present in Eq. (D19). Explicitly they
are given by

(S%ye. = 2Q25l/dxd7' 9u3<I>’2 + 36uzu @7
+ (36uj + 60uzus) P2
+ (120uqus + 90uzug) P’
+ (100u2 + 180u4u6)<1>/§},

(D22)

where we did not include newly generated terms
300usu®” and 225u3®’® since they are beyond the ini-
tial expansion order of the GL functional (39).

3. Renormalized action and RG equations

We write the renormalized action as

A.
S[d.] = /dxd7{5¢>2< 4 Uz Ouzdl g
6

2
(D23)
+ (u1 + du101) D7 + Z Up, + (5un(51)<1>'"}
n=3
where du; follow from Egs. (D8) and (D22):
duy = 3G us,
Sug = 12G ug — 18Gou?,
dus = 10G1us — 36Gausuy,
3 1Us5 2 z 4 (D24)
5’[1,4 = 15Q1u6 — 36Q2u4 — 60Q2U3u5,
5U5 = —120g2'LL4U5 - 90g2U3u6,
Sug = —100Gou? — 180G u4us.
The quantities G; and Gy are defined in Eqgs. (D7) and

(D20), correspondingly. Making the rescaling z = bz,
7 =b*7, and @ (z,7) = XD (Z,7) we obtain the RG
equations:

A(b) = b =LA,

Up (b) = BT () 4w, 01),

Taking b ~ 1 + I, in the limit 6/ — 0 we obtain the RG
equations in the differential form:

D25
n=1,...,6. ( )

=(2x—z+ 1A,
8lu1 (x + 2)ur + 3G us,
Que = (2x + 2z — Dug + 12G; ug — 18 G u3,
Quz = Bx + 2 — 2)uz + 10G; us — 36 Gouzuy,
Qug = (dx + 2z — 3)ug + 15G1 ug — 36 Go ui — 60 Gs ugus,
Aus = (bx + 2z — 4)us — 120 Go ugus — 90 Go ugug,
Aug = (6x + 2 — 5)ug — 100 G uZ — 180 G uque.

(D26)
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