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Two-dimensional quantum systems with competing orders can feature a deconfined quantum
critical point, yielding a continuous phase transition that is incompatible with the Landau-Ginzburg-
Wilson scenario, predicting instead a first-order phase transition. This is caused by the LGW order
parameter breaking up into new elementary excitations at the critical point. Canonical candidates
for deconfined quantum criticality are quantum antiferromagnets with competing magnetic orders,
captured by the easy-plane CP1 model. A delicate issue however is that numerics indicates the
easy-plane CP1 antiferromagnet to exhibit a first-order transition. Here we show that an additional
topological Chern-Simons term in the action changes this picture completely in several ways. We find
that the topological easy-plane antiferromagnet undergoes a second-order transition with quantized
critical exponents. Further, a particle-vortex duality naturally maps the partition function of the
Chern-Simons easy-plane antiferromagnet into one of massless Dirac fermions.

Introduction — It is well known that some quan-
tum critical systems exhibit a phase structure evading
the traditional Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson (LGW) theory
of phase transitions [1–3]. Typical examples are two-
dimensional quantum systems with competing orders,
like for instance antiferromagnetic (AF) and valence-
bond solid (VBS) orders originating from general quan-
tum spin models with SU(2) symmetry [3, 4]. The LGW
scenario predicts a first-order phase transition for such a
system. However, the interplay between emergent instan-
ton excitations (i.e., spacetime magnetic monopoles) and
staggered Berry phases [4] causes the actual phase tran-
sition to become a second-order one, leading in this way
to a quantum critical point separating the AF and VBS
phases. For similar reasons discussed in studies of the de-
confinement transition in high-energy physics, this type
of critical point has been dubbed a “deconfined quan-
tum critical point” [1]. At such a critical point, order
parameters on both sides of the transition fall apart into
“elementary particles” called spinons and we speak of
spinon deconfinement.

A well studied effective theory in this context is the
quantum O(3) nonlinear sigma model (NLσM),

LNLσM =
1

2g
(∂µn)2 + . . . , (1)

where n2 = 1, supplemented by instanton-suppressing
terms, here symbolically represented by ellipses [1, 2, 5–
8]. Physically, the model is an effective theory of antifer-
romagnets capturing the long-distance interactions, and
the unit vector n is the direction of the magnetization.
When tuning the coupling constant g, the system un-
dergoes a quantum phase transition from an AF ordered
phase to a paramagnetic phase separated by a critical
coupling gc. By means of the Hopf map, n = z∗aσabzb,
where σ = (σx, σy, σz) is a Pauli matrix vector, the O(3)

NLσM is shown to be equivalent to the CP1 model,

LCP1 =
1

g

∑
a=1,2

|(∂µ − iaµ)za|2 + . . . , (2)

where the constraint |z1|2 + |z2|2 = 1 holds and the gauge
field is an auxiliary field given by aµ = (i/2)

∑
a(z∗a∂µza−

za∂µz
∗
a).

Although the gauge field aµ is an auxiliary field at the
level of field equations, it becomes dynamical when quan-
tum fluctuations of the spinon fields za are accounted
for, causing a Maxwell term to be generated in the low-
energy regime [9]. In this context it is also interesting
to consider generalizations with N complex fields, yield-
ing an O(2N) symmetric version, the CPN−1 model. It
has been recently demonstrated [10] that the large N
limit in a instanton-suppressed CPN−1 model implies a
second-order phase transition. The result agrees with the
standard field theory analysis of the large N limit [9, 11].
Nevertheless, lower values of N were shown numerically
to exhibit a first-order phase transition, specifically for
N = 4, 10, 15; though the N = 2 case remained inconclu-
sive [10, 12]. This result contrasts with the large N limit
without instanton suppression, where a first-order phase
transition occurs [13, 14].

A well-studied model since the early days of DC [1, 2,
6, 7] is the easy-plane CP1 model with Lagrangian,

Lep = LM + LCP1 +
K

2g2
(|z1|2 − |z2|2)2, (3)

which follows directly from the NLσM by adding the
easy-plane anisotropy term, Lanis = Kn2

z/2g
2, where

K > 0. Instanton suppression in the above Lagrangian
is achieved by means of a Maxwell term [2, 5],

LM =
1

2e2
(εµνλ∂νaλ)2. (4)
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An exact particle-vortex duality transformation of the
lattice Villain model version of Lep shows that the model
is self-dual [1, 2, 5, 12]. Partly on the basis of this self-
duality, it was originally argued [1, 2] that the easy-plane
CP1 model undergoes a second-order phase transition,
featuring therefore a deconfined quantum critical point.
However, it was later demonstrated numerically that the
phase transition is actually a first-order one [6, 7], a result
that is also corroborated by renormalization group (RG)
results [8].

Here we consider the topological easy-plane CP1 la-
grangian including a Chern-Simons (CS) term, i.e., L =
Lep + LCS, where,

LCS = i
κ

2
εµνλaµ∂νaλ, (5)

describes a CS Lagrangian in Euclidean spacetime. For
arbitrary real κ the CS action is invariant under any topo-
logically trivial gauge transformation, since the surface
term vanishes in this case. On the other hand, topologi-
cally nontrivial ones generate a surface term which does
not vanish. In this case one demands the invariance of
exp(−SCS), which forces κ to be quantized, κ = n/(2π),
where n ∈ Z is the CS level [15, 16].

The motivation for such a system is twofold. Firstly,
it is interesting to examine the case of the instanton sup-
pression by a topological term instead of a bare Maxwell
term. Secondly, a system with similar properties should
arise in the context of chiral spin liquids [17]. Moreover,
as we will elaborate later, this is of direct relevance to
bilayer quantum Hall systems that have been realized
experimentally.

This paper consists of three parts. First, we perform an
RG analysis of the CP1 CS action and show that the fixed
point structure implies a second-order phase transition
with critical exponents depending on the CS coupling
and, hence, forming a new universality class. We will see
that the scaling behavior of the topological theory cannot
be smoothly connected to the limit where κ→ 0. In the
second part of the paper we show that the dual model
features a CS term of the form,

L̃CS = − i

2κ
εµνλ(b1µ + b2µ)∂ν(b1λ + b2λ), (6)

with two gauge fields b1µ and b2µ. Finally, in the third
part we show that for κ = 1/(2π) the duality of the sec-
ond part actually corresponds to a bosonization duality
[18, 19] involving massless Dirac fermions [20].

Renormalization group analysis — Let us start by dis-
cussing the nature of the phase transition of the easy-
plane CP1 CS model by means of RG calculations. In
order to regularize the short distance behavior, we also
include the Maxwell term (4) in the Lagrangian L =
Lep + LCS, and consider a soft constraint version of the
model,

L = LM + LCS +
∑
a=1,2

[
|(∂µ − iaµ)za|2 +m2

0|za|2
]

+
u

2
(|z1|2 + |z2|2)2 +

K

2
(|z1|2 − |z2|2)2. (7)

Details of the RG calculations are presented in Supple-
mental Material (SM). There we show that the original
theory features two IR fixed points for the renormalized
dimensionless couplings û, K̂, and ê2. Importantly, e2

sets a UV scale for the renormalized dimensionless gauge
coupling ê2, in the sense that the IR stable fixed point
ê2
∗ is also reached when e2 → ∞ (see SM). One of the

fixed points is O(2) × O(2)-symmetric, while the sec-
ond one corresponds to an emergent O(4)-symmetry. In-
terestingly, the Abelian Higgs CS critical exponents do
not belong to the XY universality class, as they are κ-
dependent.

An important outcome of the RG analysis is that the
limit κ → 0 with e2 finite does not reduce to the RG
equations expected for a U(1)×U(1) Abelian Higgs model
[9]. This happens because the presence of the CS term
causes the one-loop gauge field bubble in the scalar field
vertex function to vanish at zero external momenta (see
SM for details on this point).

From the RG analysis it follows that the correlation
length critical exponents for the O(2)×O(2)- and O(4)-
symmetric IR fixed points are quantized and depend on
the level of the CS term. In particular, for a level 1
CS term this yields νO(2)×O(2) = 49/80 ≈ 0.613. This
value is nearly the same as the one-loop result ν = 5/8
of the XY universality class. For the O(4)-symmetric
criticality we obtain a larger value, νO(4) = 2/3, which is
independent of the CS level at the one-loop order.

The anomalous dimension ηN is defined by the criti-
cal magnetization correlation function at large distances,
〈n(x) · n(0)〉 ∼ 1/|x|1+ηN (n). For a level 1 CS term we

obtain, η
O(2)×O(2)
N = 59/49 ≈ 1.2 and η

O(4)
N = 164/147 ≈

1.12, for the O(2)×O(2) and O(4) symmetric cases, re-
spectively. This clearly shows that a new universality
class emerges.

At this point the following remark is in order. Typi-
cally, DC implies considerably larger anomalous dimen-
sions ηN as compared to the case of the LGW paradigm
of phase transitions. However, it is rather rare that
these values exceed unity. The leading order value in
the easy-plane case without a CS term is ηN = 1 (Gaus-
sian approximation) [1]. For the J −Q model the result
is ηN ≈ 0.35, but the easy-plane J −Q model is reported
to deliver a much larger value, ηN ≈ 0.91 [21]. On the
other hand, the theory considered here exhibits anoma-
lous dimensions ηN > 1. An example where this also
occurs is in a lattice boson model with an emergent Z2

gauge symmetry [22], where the anomalous dimension is
numerically calculated to be η ≈ 1.493.

Duality analysis — We start the discussion of the du-
ality transformation by changing to polar coordinates
za = ρae

iθa in the partition function of the easy-plane
CS CP1 model. After integrating ρ2 out and assuming a
strong anisotropy (K � g2), we obtain ρ2

1 ≈ ρ2
2 ≈ 1/2,

leading to an effective action depending only on the phase
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fields coupled to the gauge field,

Seff = SCS +
1

2g

∑
a=1,2

∫
d3x(∂µθa − aµ)2, (8)

where the CS action SCS corresponds to the Lagrangian
(5). The above effective action is equivalent to a two-
component CS superconductor in the London limit where
the amplitudes of the order parameter are constrained to
be equal.

The traditional way to perform a duality transforma-
tion is to carry it out on the lattice [23]. Nevertheless,
while it is a straightforward task to define a Maxwell term
on the lattice [24], fundamental difficulties arise when one
tries to define the CS term on the lattice. It is known
to be problematic to enforce the properties of a topo-
logical continuum field theory consistently on the lattice
[25–27], although recently considerable progress has been
made [28–30]. For these reasons, we will restrict ourselves
to performing the subsequent calculations directly in the
continuum.

Even though we are working directly in the continuum,
in order for the theory to be well-defined at the short
distances, we need to regularize it. So we include an ad-
ditional Maxwell term [31]. The first step of our duality
transformation introduces auxiliary fields hIµ, I = 1, 2,
such that,

S′eff =
∑
I=1,2

∫
d3x

[g
2
h2
Iµ − ihIµ(∂µθI − aµ)

]
(9)

+
1

2e2

∫
d3x(εµνλ∂νaλ)2 + i

κ

2

∫
d3xεµνλaµ∂νaλ.

To account for the periodicity of θI , the following de-
composition in terms of longitudinal phase fluctuations
and vortex gauge fields holds [23], ∂µθI = ∂µϕI + 2πvIµ,
where ϕI ∈ R and the vorticity,

wIµ = εµνλ∂νvIλ(x) =
∑
c

nIc

∮
LIc

dy(c)
µ δ3(x− y(c)),

(10)
with quanta nIc ∈ Z and the integral is over a path along
the c-th vortex loop LIc.

Integrating out both ϕI and aµ leads to the action,

S̃ =
∑
I=1,2

∫
d3x

(g
2
h2
Iµ + i2πvIµhIµ

)
(11)

+
1

2

∫
d3x

∫
d3x′Dµν(x− x′)(h1µ + h2µ)(h′1ν + h′2ν),

where h′Iµ denotes dependence on x′, and the propagator
in momentum space,

Dµν(p) =
e2

p2 + e4κ2

(
δµν − e2κεµνλ

pλ
p2

)
, (12)

is the Fourier transform of Dµν(x). Here, the longitudi-
nal contribution is absent due to the constraint ∂µhIµ = 0

which appears after integrating out fields ϕI . This also
leads to hIµ being expressed in terms of new auxiliary
fields bIµ as hIµ = εµνλ∂νbIλ.

As we are interested in the case of easy-plane CS CP1

model, we can send e2 → ∞ after performing explicitly
the calculations in Eq. (11) and obtain the following dual
Lagrangian,

Ldual =
∑
I=1,2

[g
2

(εµνλ∂νbIλ)2 + i2πwIµbIµ

]
− i

2κ
εµνλ(b1µ + b2µ)∂ν(b1λ + b2λ). (13)

One notices that the presence of the CS term in the orig-
inal model leads to the appearance of the mixed CS term
anticipated in Eq. (6). Thus, the dual action (63) fea-
tures gauge fields coupled to an ensemble of vortex loops
wIµ. The latter represent the worldlines of the particles
of the original model [24, 32].

As mentioned earlier in the context of the original the-
ory using a soft constraint, an IR stable fixed point for
the dimensionless renormalized gauge coupling is reached
as e2 → ∞. This result remains valid in the hard con-
straint case. In Eq. (63) 1/g assumes the role of e2 of
the original theory. Note that g = ĝ/Λ, where ĝ is di-
mensionless and Λ is a UV cutoff, so the theory with a
hard constraint reaches a UV nontrivial fixed point ĝ∗
as Λ → ∞, so g → 0. Thus, the duality establishes a
mapping between the UV and IR regimes of the theory.
Bosonization duality — Having obtained a bosonic

dual theory, we will show now that the theory of CS easy-
plane antiferromagnets is actually self-dual at criticality
and leads to the bosonization duality for massless Dirac
fermions. We proceed to show this by first integrating
out the fields bIµ in Eq. (63). This yields the dual action
in terms of vortex loop fields,

S̃ = 2π2

∫
d3x

∫
d3x′D̃µν(x− x′)(w1µ + w2µ)(w′1ν + w′2ν)

+
π

g

∫
d3x

∫
d3x′

(w1µ − w2µ)(w′1µ − w′2µ)

|x− x′|
, (14)

where as before we are using primes to denote the depen-

dence on x′ and D̃µν(x− x′) in momentum space reads,

D̃µν(p) =
gκ2

2 (g2κ2p2 + 4)

(
δµν − 2

εµνλpλ
κgp2

)
. (15)

Now, we will show that, similarly to the standard easy-
plane theory [5], the model considered here is self-dual
in the large distance regime g2p2 � 1. In this case the
vortices w1µ and w2µ balance, so we can write approxi-
mately, w1µ = w2µ ≡ wµ, so that (for details, see SM),

Sdual =

∫
d3x

(
2π2gκ2w2

µ + i2π2κvµwµ
)
. (16)

On the other hand, letting g → 0 in the initial Abelian
Higgs CS action (9) and integrating out h2µ yields aµ =
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∂µθ2. Subsequent integration of h1µ enforces θ1 = θ2 ≡ θ.
At the end, this yields,

S =

∫
d3x

(
2π2

e2
w2
µ + i2π2κvµwµ

)
, (17)

and therefore we obtain the duality for the partition func-
tion,

Zdual(e
2 =∞, g, κ) = Z(g′ = 0, e′2 = 1/(gκ2), κ). (18)

Underlying the above result is the duality relation be-
tween the couplings, ge2 = 1/κ2. For a level 1 CS term
the latter reduces to ge2 = (2π)2, which is the Dirac
quantization associated to particle-vortex duality. It is
interesting to note that Eq. (18) constitutes a topologi-
cal version of the ”frozen superconductor” regime in the
particle-vortex duality for the Abelian Higgs model in
2+1 dimensions derived by Peskin [24] and Dasgupta and
Halperin [33].

We are now ready to explore the critical dual theory
which, as was discussed above, is obtained by setting
g → 0 in the Lagrangian (16). This yields up to an
overall normalization the partition function,

Z̃crit =
∑
loops

exp

iπκ
2

∑
a,b

nanb

×
∮
La

dx(a)
µ

∮
Lb

dx(b)
ν εµνλ

(x(b) − x(a))λ
|x(b) − x(a)|3

]
, (19)

where we sum over all loops La and Lb, not excluding
a = b contributions, which will turn out to be a cru-
cial point [34, 35]. For a 6= b the double integral above

yields a contribution ei2π
2Nabκ, Nab ∈ Z, in virtue of the

Gauss linking number formula [36, 37]. Despite look-
ing at first sight singular, the a = b contributions are
actually finite and proportional to the so called writhe
of the (vortex) loop [38–40]. The latter can be conve-
niently written in terms of a suitable parametrization,
xµ(s), s ∈ [0, 1], by defining the unit vector, uµ(s, s′) =
(xµ(s) − xµ(s′))/|x(s) − x(s′)|, in which case the writhe
is recast as,

Wa =
1

4π

∫
La

ds

∫
La

ds′εµνλ
dxµ
ds

dxν
ds′

(xλ(s)− xλ(s′))

|x(s)− x(s′)|3

=
1

4π

∫
La

ds

∫
La

ds′εµνλuµ∂suν∂s′uλ. (20)

The result is reminiscent of the point-splitting regulariza-
tion employed to calculate expectation values of Wilson
loops [41]. This is in agreement with Ref. [31], where
it is shown that the point-splitting procedure yields the
topological invariant which coincides with the writhe in
theories containing a Maxwell term in addition to a CS
one when e2 →∞.

We now consider a specific case of a level 1 CS theory
in the original model corresponding to κ = 1/(2π). Con-
sequently, the dual partition function at criticality (19)

takes the form,

Z̃crit =
∑
loops

(−1)Nabeiπ
∑
a n

2
aWa . (21)

The contribution from the linking number formula gen-
erates weight factors (−1)n in the dual model, where
n is integer. This result is reminiscent of the lack of
gauge invariance of the partition function under topolog-
ically nontrivial gauge transformations in the dual model
[42, 43]. This result makes apparent that the considered
duality corresponds to a form of bosonization akin to the
one discussed by Polyakov for the CP1 model with a CS
term [34, 44]. This contribution is sometimes referred to
as the Polyakov spin factor [34, 35, 45–48]. Equation (21)
relates to the representation of the partition function of
a Dirac fermion in 2+1 Euclidean dimensions in terms
of loops [35, 46–48], with the difference that in our case
the parity anomaly factor implies that the fermions are
massless [15, 49–51].

As far as the writhe is concerned, it is worth to recall
that it arises quite naturally in the partition function of
Wilson fermions on an euclidean cubic spacetime lattice
[35]. However, the analysis of Ref. [35] and previous ones
[34, 45–48, 52] requires massive fermions.

It is remarkable that even if the analysis above does
not explicitly employ fermions, still a result that can only
follow from massless fermions is obtained. To elaborate
this point further we recall that a topologically nontriv-
ial gauge transformation γ, aµ → aγµ, in a continuous
deformation of the gauge field, leads to the subsequent
transformation of the fermion determinant det(/∂+ i/a)→
(−1)n det(/∂ + i/aγ), with n being the winding number
[43, 49–51]. Therefore, integrating over aµ requires to ac-
count for redundant gauge configurations and sum over
all possible winding numbers corresponding to different
topological sectors in the partition function.

To further substantiate our bosonization claim, we red-
erived this result using the flux attachment approach to
duality [19], which involves a path integral formalism cor-
responding to a “Fourier transform” for quantized fluxes.
In order for this to work in our case we have to attach
fluxes to both fermions and bosons. The end result is
that the dual Lagrangian (63) is the bosonized version
of massless Dirac fermions with half-quantized CS flux
attached. (The explicit derivation can be found in the
SM). Therefore, our derivation is consistent with the flux
attachment technique, but in contrast to it, does not as-
sume any conjectures as a starting point. Thus, our anal-
ysis provides yet a further check for these conjectures.
Final remarks — We have demonstrated through RG

analysis that the topological easy-plane CP1 model un-
dergoes a second-order phase transition. Following this
result, we established a dual theory, which at criticality
exhibits a parity anomaly. This occurs at the particular
value of a CS coupling κ that provides topological gauge
invariance. We relate that to massless Dirac fermions,
thereby establishing an explicit bosonization duality [18].
Since the theory we consider here possesses a U(1)×U(1)
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symmetry, our analysis subscribes into the so called be-
yond flavor bound scenario of duality [53, 54].

Additionally, let us consider these results within an
experimental context. The dual theory (63) with κ =
1/(2π) and gauge fields rescaled as bIµ → bIµ/(2π) fea-
tures a CS term as it occurs in the (1, 1, 1) quantum Hall
(QH) state associated to a bilayer QH system [55–57].
As mentioned, the initial model corresponds to a two-
component CS superconductor. Therefore, the duality
picture discussed here naturally connects the observed
resonant tunneling in bilayer QH ferromagnets [58] to a
Josephson-like effect in a system that is not supercon-
ducting [59–61]. Our analysis shows that such an exper-
imental setup represents the dual physical system to the
actual easy-plane CS antiferromagnet. They belong to
the same universality class so that the bilayer QH fer-
romagnet offers a controllable experimental system for a
deconfined critical point. Moreover, in view of the con-
nection to massless Dirac fermions established in this let-
ter, bilayer QH ferromagnets would in principle offer a

platform to experimentally explore the bosonization du-
ality in 2+1 dimensions. It would be interesting to check
whether experiments can reveal the critical behavior with
quantized exponents as we predict here.

Another system of interest where our approach may
(with appropriate modifications) be relevant is the
topological field theory for magic-angle graphene [62],
where a duality between superconductivity and insulat-
ing regimes occur.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

I. RENORMALIZATION GROUP ANALYSIS

First we consider the easy-plane CP1 model with a soft
constraint and without any additional gauge terms,

L =
∑
a=1,2

|(∂µ − iaµ)za|2 +
K

2
(|z1|2 − |z2|2)2

+ m2
0(|z1|2 + |z2|2) +

u

2
(|z1|2 + |z2|2)2. (22)

We define the couplings U = u + K and V = u − K
and derive the renormalized coupings at one-loop order,

Ur = U − (5U2 + V 2)I(m2), (23)

Vr = V − 2(V 2 + 2UV )I(m2), (24)

where,

I(m2) =

∫
p

1

(p2 +m2)2
=

md−4

(4π)d/2
Γ

(
2− d

2

)
, (25)

with m being the renormalized mass, and we have in-

troduced the notation
∫
p

=
∫

d3p
(2π)3 . Since the CS is

absent, we are generalizing the calculation to d dimen-
sions. We define the dimensionless renormalized cou-
plings by Û = md−4Ur and V̂ = md−4Vr, along with
the rescalings Û → Û/cd, V̂ → V̂ /cd, where cd =
(4 − d)(4π)−d/2Γ(2 − d/2), so that the RG β functions,

βÛ = mdÛ/dm and βV̂ = mdV̂ /dm are obtained,

βÛ = m
dÛ

dm
= −(4− d)Û + 5Û2 + V̂ 2, (26)

βV̂ = m
dV̂

dm
= −(4− d)V̂ + 2(V̂ 2 + 2Û V̂ ). (27)

We obtain three fixed points, namely, the Gaussian
fixed point, (ÛG, V̂G) = (0, 0), the XY fixed point,

(ÛXY, V̂XY) = (ε/5, 0), and the easy-plane anisotropy

fixed point, (Û∗, V̂∗) = (ε/6)(1, 1), where ε = 4− d. The

XY fixed point is stable for V̂ = 0, but becomes un-
stable for any small V̂ . Note that this fixed point actu-
ally corresponds Û = 2K̂, so this yields a fixed point

K̂∗ = ε/10 associated to the O(2) × O(2) symmetry.

The fixed point (Û∗, V̂∗) actually corresponds to vanish-

ing anisotropy, i.e., K̂ = 0, since Û∗ = V̂∗, implying
û∗ = ε/6. Hence, this fixed point governs the O(4) uni-
versality class. This fixed point becomes IR unstable
only in a region where K < 0, which would correspond
to easy-axis rather than easy-plane anisotropy.

Next, we consider the coupling to the gauge field aµ.
We include CS and Maxwell terms,

Lgauge =
1

2e2
(εµνλ∂νaλ)2 + i

κ

2
εµνλaµ∂νaλ. (28)

The gauge field propagator in the absence of interactions
is given in the Landau gauge by,

Dµν(p) =
1

p2 +M2

(
δµν −

pµpν
p2
−Mεµνλ

pλ
p2

)
, (29)

where M = e2κ, and where we used the rescaling aµ →
eaµ.

Since the CS term is defined in three spacetime di-
mensions, the renormalized couplings Ur and Vr will be
calculated for fixed dimensionality d = 3 [63]. This has
the drawback of making ε = 4−d as a control parameter
in principle unavailable to us (see section II for a more
thorough discussion on this point). Instead, we general-
ize the easy-plane model to a system featuring a global
O(N)×O(N) symmetry with N even and explicitly con-
sider the large N limit. This is achieved by considering
N/2 complex fields z1a and z2a (a = 1, . . . , N/2). In this
case the special case where the anisotropy is absent (i.e.,
K = 0) will correspond to an O(2N) global symmetry.

The coupling to a dynamical gauge field will cause Ur
and Vr to receive a contribution from the diagram at Fig.
1 through the square of the wave function renormaliza-
tion. This diagram is the only one giving a momentum
dependent contribution to the total self-energy at one-
loop. Its explicit expression is given by,

FIG. 1. Scalar field self-energy

Σ(p) = −e2

∫
d3k

(2π)3

(2pµ − kµ)(2pν − kν)

(p− k)2 +m2
Dµν(k)

= 4e2

{∫
d3k

(2π)3

(k · p)2

k2[(p− k)2 +m2](k2 +M2)

−
∫

d3k

(2π)3

1

[(p− k)2 +m2](k2 +M2)

}
. (30)

In the small external momentum |p| limit, we obtain,

Σ(p) = −2e2

3π

p2

|m|+ |M |
+ O(p4). (31)

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01014429
http://dx.doi.org/ 10.1103/PhysRevD.100.085005
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)90883-4
http://dx.doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)90883-4
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Another diagram contributing to both Ur and Vr is
shown in Fig. 2. However, the latter vanishes at zero
external momenta (see the Appendix A in Ref. [64]).

FIG. 2. One-loop photon diagram contributing to the cou-
plings Ur and Vr.

Therefore, we obtain the wave function renormaliza-
tion,

Z = 1 +
2

3π

e2

m+ e2|κ|
(32)

and dimensionless renormalized couplings,

Û = Z2

[
U

m
− (N + 8)U2 +NV 2

16πm2

]
≈
[
U

m
− e2

2πm|κ|
+

4e2U

3πm(m+ e2|κ|)

− (N + 8)U2 +NV 2

16πm2

]
, (33)

V̂ = Z2

[
V

m
− 2V 2 + (N + 2)UV

8πm2

]
≈
[
V

m
− e2

2πm|κ|
+

4e2V

3πm(m+ e2|κ|)

− 2V 2 + (N + 2)UV

8πm2

]
, (34)

where now the dimensionality is fixed to d = 3. We define
an additional dimensionless coupling, ê2 = e2

r/m, where
e2
r is the renormalized gauge coupling which is calculated

at one-loop order by considering the vacuum polarization
diagram of Fig. 3.

FIG. 3. Vacuum polarization diagram. The wiggles represent
the gauge field aµ. The continuous line can be either fermion
or boson propagators.

The new RG β functions are given by,

βÛ = −
[
1 +

4ê2

3π(1 + ê2|κ|)2

]
Û +

(N + 8)Û2 +NV̂ 2

16π
,

(35)

βV̂ = −

[
1 +

4ê2

3π(1 + ê2|κ|)2
− 2V̂ + (N + 2)Û

8π

]
V̂ ,

(36)
along with the β function,

βê2 = −ê2 +
Nê4

24π
. (37)

On the other hand, the non-renormalization of the CS
term [65] implies,

βκ =

(
Nê2

24π
− 1

)
κ. (38)

Therefore, at the charged fixed point an arbitrary value
of κ is allowed, leading to a critical behavior featuring
continuously varying critical exponents as a function of
κ. The vanishing of βê2 at the IR stable fixed point
(i.e., ê2

∗ 6= 0), automatically implies the vanishing of βκ
for arbitrary κ. Thus, the fixed point structure of the
β functions (35) and (36) at the IR stable fixed point
ê2
∗ = 24π/N is similar to the one of the β functions

for the charge neutral system given by Eqs. (26) and
(27). Plugging the fixed point e2

∗ into Eqs. (35) and (36)
we find that these β functions have two nontrivial fixed
points, namely,

(Û∗, V̂∗) =

(
16π[32N + (N + 12n)2]

(N + 8)(N + 12n)2
, 0

)
, (39)

corresponding to the O(N) × O(N) symmetry regime,
while the O(2N) symmetric case,

Û∗ = V̂∗ =
8π[32N + (N + 12n)2]

(N + 4)(N + 12n)2
, (40)

where we have assumed a level n CS term, κ = n/(2π).

An additional fixed point (Û1, V̂1) corresponding to a
regime where K > u is obtained for N > 4 (recall that
N is even), where,

Û1 =
8π[32N + (N + 12n)2]

(N2 + 8)(N + 12n)2
, (41)

V̂1 = (4−N)Û1. (42)

Note that for N = 2 the fixed point (Û1, V̂1) coincides
with the O(4) symmetric one.

The flow diagram in terms of the original couplings u
and K is shown in Fig. 4. Interestingly, we see that
the O(4) symmetric fixed point occurring for a vanish-
ing anisotropy is IR stable. This implies that for the
CS CP1 theory a deconfined critical point occurs in the
more symmetric case. The anisotropy fixed point is sta-
ble along the line û = K̂, corresponding to the case of a
scalar self-coupling interaction of the form, |z1|4 + |z2|4.

Hence, we arrive at two non-trivial fixed points that
govern second-order phase transitions. Clearly, a new
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FIG. 4. The RG flow for the β functions of the dimension-
less couplings û and K̂. The O(4) symmetric fixed point
corrsponding to vanishing anisotropy is IR stable, while the
anisotropy fixed point corresponding to an O(2) ×O(2) sym-

metry is stable along the line û = K̂.

universality class emerges, since the critical exponents
will depend on the CS level. For instance, for either the
O(2)×O(2) or O(4) symmetric fixed points, we obtain,

1

ν
= 2− (N + 2)Û∗

16π
+

2ê2
∗

3π(1 + ê2
∗|κ|)2

, (43)

where N = 2 and N = 4 correspond to the O(2) × O(2)
and O(4) symmetries, respectively.

Hence,

1

νO(2)×O(2)
=

8

5

[
1 +

1

(1 + 6n)2

]
, (44)

1

νO(4)
=

3

2
. (45)

Thus, for a level 1 CS term this yields νO(2)×O(2) =
49/80 ≈ 0.613. This is nearly the same as the one-loop
value ν = 5/8 of the XY universality class.

For the O(4) symmetric criticality we obtain a larger
correlation length critical exponent, νO(4) = 2/3, which
at this order is independent of the CS level. Interestingly,
the same value is obtained for the limit case of a neutral
system.

Finally, we would like to calculate the anomalous
dimension ηN of the critical magnetization correlation
function. Using the relation,

σaαβσ
a
γδ = 2δαδδβγ − δαβδγδ, (46)

we obtain that,

G(x) = 〈n(x) · n(0)〉 = 2〈z∗α(x)zβ(x)zα(0)z∗β(0)〉
− 〈|zα(x)|2|zβ(0)|2〉. (47)

Note that in the hard constraint case the second term in
the equation above is unity.

The calculation of ηN amounts to finding the anoma-
lous dimension of the operator z∗α(x)zβ(x) [66]. The
anomalous dimension of this operator is one of the eigen-
values occurring in the matrix,

Jη2K = −N Û∗
16π

JP K−

[
Û∗
8π
− 2ê2

∗
3π(1 + ê2

∗|κ|)2

]
JIK, (48)

where N = 2 corresponds to the O(2)×O(2) symmetric
case and N = 4 to the O(4) symmetric one. The matrix
elements of JP K and JIK are given by,

JIKαβ,γδ =
1

2
(δαγδβδ + δαδδβγ), (49)

JP Kαβ,γδ =
1

N
δαβδγδ, (50)

where the indices run from 1 to 4. The trace of Jη2K
yields η2δαβ , which corresponds to insertions of |zα|2.
In other words, we recover the formula for 1/ν via the
well known relation η2 = 1/ν − 2. The insertion of the
operator z∗α(x)zβ(x) with α 6= β corresponds to the zero
eigenvalue of JP K, and so we obtain,

η̃2 = − Û∗
8π

+
2ê2
∗

3π(1 + ê2
∗|κ|)2

, (51)

which is related to ηN by the formula ηN = 1 − 2η̃2. In
the O(2)×O(2) symmetric case we obtain,

η
O(2)×O(2)
N =

1

5

[
7− 48

(1 + 6n)2

]
, (52)

and similarly for O(4) symmetry,

η
O(4)
N =

4

3

[
1− 56

5(1 + 6n)2

]
. (53)

For a level 1 CS term we obtain, η
O(2)×O(2)
N = 59/49 ≈

1.2 and η
O(4)
N = 164/147 ≈ 1.12.
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II. CONTROLLING THE RG ANALYSIS

The advantage of the ε-expansion is that it allows for a
reliable expansion parameter in perturbation theory. Of
course, one then is ultimately interested in the ε = 1 case,
and several mathematical techniques have been used in
the past to show that the perturbation series actually
converge [66]. There is also the fixed dimension approach
by Parisi [63], but this typically applies to scalar field the-
ories without the coupling to a gauge field. The difficulty
can be seen in our case, where for N = 2, which is the
case we are interested in, the RG fixed point ê2

∗ = 12π
is too large. We cannot use the ε-expansion to obtain
ê2
∗ ∼ O(ε) in this case because the CS term imposes a

fixed dimension d = 3 from the outset. Furthermore,
thanks to the CS term the Feynman diagram of Fig. 2
vanishes. This diagram is a known obstruction towards
reaching a fixed point for the scalar couplings, since it
leads to a large contribution in the β functions, even
within the ε-expansion. Only for N sufficiently large the
theory can become critical for a nonzero gauge coupling
[9]. Hence, fixed dimensionality d = 3 is a desirable fea-
ture in our case.

Introducing a larger global symmetry group at fixed
dimension d = 3 provides a way to control the perturba-
tion expansion, since all fixed points behave as ∼ O(1/N)
for N large. However, let us give an additional argument
that even though we take N = 2 at the end, the results
for universal quantities can be relied upon.

The main source of difficulty for N = 2 is the fixed
point value for the gauge coupling, which is ê2

∗ = 12π in
this case. However, quite generally, the renormalization
of the gauge coupling follows from the self-energy of the
gauge field propagator, which is obtained from the vac-
uum polarization diagram of Fig. 3. This leads to the
effective Maxwell Lagrangian,

LM =
1

2e2
[1 + Π(0)] (εµνλ∂νaλ)2, (54)

where Π(0) = Ne2/(24πm) is the vacuum polarization
at p = 0. From this we read off the dimensionless renor-
malized gauge coupling,

ê2 =
e2m−1

1 + Π(0)
=

e2m−1

1 + Ne2

24πm

. (55)

Thus, the β function of Eq. (37) is easily obtained by
simple differentiation, βê2 = mdê2/dm without any need
of a series expansion. Furthermore, we note the follow-
ing two important facts. First, the result obtained in Eq.
(55) is the same as the one obtained within an 1/N ex-
pansion. Second, the fixed point follows from Eq. (55)
in two different ways, namely, either by directly letting
m→ 0, or by taking the limit where the bare (dimension-
ful) gauge coupling e2 → ∞. The latter limit highlights
the strong coupling character of the theory at d = 3.
Furthermore, this is the regime of interest to us in the
duality analysis.

As far as the couplings Û and V̂ are concerned, ê2

enters only via the wavefunction renormalization, since
the diagram of Fig. 2 vanishes. Since the CS mass also
depends on e2, the perturbative results in Eqs. (33) and
(34) are not jeopardized by the strong-coupling character
of the gauge coupling.

Finally, we could, somewhat artificially, make an ε-
expansion analysis in which we compute Feynman dia-
grams in d dimensions for the cases where εµνλ does not
play any role, while still keeping d = 3 in the diagram
of Fig. 2, since in this case εµνλ plays a crucial role. It
is worth to carry out this calculation as well, in order to
clearly show the need of the fixed dimension approach in
this case. In fact, we will show below that while fixed
points exist as before, they lead to unphysical values of
the critical exponent ν in the O(2)×O(2) invariant case.

Most of what we need for this calculation is already
available, since we have discussed the d-dimensional ex-
ample in absence of the gauge coupling earlier in the pre-
vious section. It remains to discuss the changes in the
diagram of Fig. 1. We have,

Σ(p) =
4e2md−4

(4π)d/2

(
1− 1

d

)
Γ

(
1− d

2

)
× 1− (m/M)d−2

1−M2/m2
p2 + O(p4), (56)

which upon expanding around d = 4 yields the wavefunc-
tion renormalization at one-loop order,

Z = 1 +
3ê2

8π2ε
. (57)

Hence, the β functions become for N = 2,

βÛ = −(ε+ 6ê2)Û + 5Û2 + V̂ 2, (58)

βV̂ = −(ε+ 6ê2)V̂ + 2(V̂ 2 + 2Û V̂ ), (59)

βê2 = −εê2 +
ê4

3
, (60)

βκ =

(
ê4

3
− ε
)
κ, (61)

where we have performed a rescaling similar to the one
described above Eqs. (26) and (27).

Now, if we consider the correlation length exponent for
the O(2)×O(2) case, we obtain to order ε,

νO(2)×O(2) =
1

2 + 8ε/3
≈ 1

2
− 2ε

3
, (62)

and we see after setting ε = 1 at the end that
νO(2)×O(2) < 0 and therefore unphysical. Even if one
does not completely adhere to the ε-expansion and use
Eq. (62) without making the expansion, a result smaller
than 1/2 is obtained after setting ε = 1. This is also
unphysical, since the critical exponent ν should be larger
than or equal to its mean-field value for a local field the-
ory of this type.
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III. SELF-DUALITY

Let us introduce a change of the variables for the gauge
fields, b+µ = (b1µ + b2µ)/2, b−µ = (b1µ − b2µ)/2. Then,
the Eq. (13) of the paper takes the form,

Ldual = g[(εµνλ∂νb+λ)2 + (εµνλ∂νb−λ)2]

+ i2π(w1µ + w2µ)b+µ + i2π(w1µ − w2µ)b−µ

− i

2κ
εµνλb+µ∂νb+λ. (63)

To integrate out the gauge fields, we need to find the

propagator D̃µν which is the inverse of the tensor,

Mµν = 2g
(
p2δµν − pµpν

)
+

2

α
pµpν +

4

κ
εµνλpλ, (64)

with a gauge fixing α. After a straightforward calculation

one obtains the propagator D̃µν in the momentum space,

D̃µν(p) =
1

2 (g2κ2p2 + 4)

(
δµν − 2

εµνλpλ
κgp2

)
, (65)

where the Landau gauge (α = 0) was used and we have
dropped a longitudinal part ∼ pµpν , since the zero diver-
gence constraint of the vortex loop variables causes such
a term to give a vanishing contribution. Therefore, the
effective action for vortex fields in the momentum space
is

Sdual = 2π2gκ2

∫
p

Dµν(p)(w1µ + w2µ)(p)(w1µ + w2µ)(−p)

+
π2

g

∫
p

(w1µ − w2µ)(p)(w1µ − w2µ)(−p)
p2

. (66)

And in the coordinate space one obtains,

Sdual = 2π2gκ2

∫
x

∫
x′
Dµν(x− x′)(w1µ + w2µ)(w′1µ + w′2µ)

+
π2

g

∫
x

∫
x′

(w1µ − w2µ)(w′1µ − w′2µ)

|x− x′|
. (67)

We perform explicit calculations with the propagator Eq.
(65), the first term in Eq. (66) becomes

2π2gκ2

∫
p

Dµν(p)(w1µ + w2µ)(p)(w1µ + w2µ)(−p)

= 2π2gκ2

(∫
p

(w1µ + w2µ)(p)(w1µ + w2µ)(−p)
2 (g2κ2p2 + 4)

−
∫
p

εµνλpλ(w1µ + w2µ)(p)(w1ν + w2ν)(−p)
κgp2(g2κ2p2 + 4)

)
, (68)

In the case of g2p2 � 1, the last line of the expression
simplifies. Let us take a closer look at the integral not

taking coefficients into account,∫
p

εµνλpλ(w1µ + w2µ)(p)(w1ν + w2ν)(−p)
p2

=

∫
p

εµνλpλ
p2

∫
x

∫
y

eip·(y−x)(w1µ + w2µ)(x)(w1ν + w2ν)(y)

=
i

4π

∫
p

∫
z

εµνλzλe
−ip·y

|z|3

×
∫
x

∫
y

eip·(y−x)(w1µ + w2µ)(x)(w1ν + w2ν)(y), (69)

where we used a Fourier transform and an exponential
representation of the δ-function. Further calculations
lead to

i

4π
εµνλ

∫
x

∫
y

(xλ − yλ)

|x− y|3
(w1µ + w2µ)(x)(w1ν + w2ν)(y)

= − i

4π

∫
x

∫
y

(xα − yα)

|x− y|3
∂α(v1β + v2β)(x)(w1β + w2β)(y)

= i

∫
d3x(v1β + v2β)(w1β + w2β). (70)

Finally, the Eq. (67) takes the form,

Sdual =
π

4g

∫
x

∫
x′
e−

2|x−x′|
gκ

(w1µ + w2µ)(x)(w1µ + w2µ)(x′)

|x− x′|

+
π2

g

∫
x

∫
x′

(w1µ − w2µ)(w′1µ − w′2µ)

|x− x′|

+
iπ2κ

2

∫
d3x(v1β + v2β)(w1β + w2β). (71)

IV. FLUX ATTACHMENT BOSONIZATION
DUALITY

In this section we conciser the bosonization duality
that we obtain in the scope of a duality web approach
[18, 19]. To do so, we first need to write down the field
theory for the dual bosonic system obtained in Eq. (13)
of the main body of the paper. To this end we intro-
duce complex scalar fields φI , I = 1, 2 yielding a second-
quantized representation for the ensemble of vortex loops
[23]. This yields the Lagrangian,

Ldual =
∑
I=1,2

[
|(∂µ − ibIµ)φI |2 +m2|φI |2 +

λ

2
|φI |4

]
− i

8π2κ
εµνλ(b1µ + b2µ)∂ν(b1λ + b2λ), (72)

where we have rescaled gauge fields bIµ → bIµ/(2π), thus
assigning a unit charge to both φ1 and φ2. Following the
technique employed in Ref. [19], we awoke the bosoniza-
tion conjectures,

ZfQED[A]e
1
2SCS [A] = ZbQED+flux[A], (73)

ZfQED+flux[A] = ZbQED[A]e−SCS [A], (74)
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where SCS [A] is the action for a level 1 CS term, Aµ is the
background field. The fermionic and bosonic partition
functions are, respectively,

ZfQED[A] =

∫
Dψ̄Dψe−SfQED[A],

SfQED[A] =

∫
d3xψ̄(/∂ − i/A)ψ, (75)

ZbQED[A] =

∫
Dφ∗Dφe−SbQED[A],

SbQED[A] =

∫
d3x

[
|(∂µ − iAµ)φ|2 +m2|φ|2 +

λ

2
|φ|4

]
,

(76)

while the flux attachment operates as follows,

ZfQED+flux[A] =

∫
DaµDψ̄Dψe

−SfQED+flux[A],

SfQED+flux[A] = SfQED[a]− 1

2
SCS [a]− SBF [a;A]

(77)

ZbQED+flux[A] =

∫
DaµDφ

∗Dφe−SbQED+flux[A],

SbQED+flux[A] = SbQED[a] + SCS [a] + SBF [a;A]

(78)

where the BF term is given by,

SBF [a;A] =
i

2π

∫
d3xaµεµνλ∂νAλ. (79)

Now that we have recalled the basic flux attachment
dualities (73) and (74), we can derive the duality de-

scribed in the main text by multiplying both these rela-
tions together,

ZfQED[A]e
1
2SCS [A]ZfQED+flux[A]

=ZbQED+flux[A]ZbQED[A]e−SCS[A] , (80)

After we promote the background field Aµ to a dynamical
field bµ, the left-hand side of the Eq. (80) takes the form,∫ ∏

I=1,2

DbIµDψ̄IDψIe
−S ,

S =

∫
d3x

∑
I=1,2

[
ψ̄I(/∂ − ib/I)ψI −

i

8π
bIµεµνλ∂νbIλ

]

− i

2π
b1µεµνλ∂νb2λ

}
.

(81)

Integrating out ψ2 generates a level 1/2 CS term with
a minus sign. We can integrate out the dynamical field
b2µ, which enforces b1µ = bµ. Eventually, we can write
down the left-hand side of the Eq. (80),∫

DbµDψ̄Dψe
−

∫
d3x

[
ψ̄(/∂−ib/)ψ+ i

8π bµεµνλ∂νbλ

]
, (82)

where we have set ψ1 ≡ ψ.
Now, let us write explicitly the right-hand side of the

Eq. (80), ∫ ∏
I=1,2

DbIµDφ
∗
IDφIe

−S ,

S =

∫
d3x

∑
I=1,2

[
|(∂µ − ibIµ)φI |2 + . . .

]
+

i

4π
εµνλ(b1µ + b2µ)∂ν(b1λ + b2λ)

}
,

(83)

where the ellipsis represent scalar field self-interactions.
This is precisely the time-reversal transformed version of
the dual Lagrangian (72) for κ = 1/(2π). Therefore, we
have obtained that our derivation is consistent with the
bosonization duality performed via flux attachments to
fermions and bosons.
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