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ABSTRACT: In this work we explore the possibility of spontaneous breaking of global sym-
metries at all nonzero temperatures for conformal field theories (CFTs) in D = 4 space-time
dimensions. We show that such a symmetry-breaking indeed occurs in certain families of
non-supersymmetric large N gauge theories at a planar limit. We also show that this
phenomenon is accompanied by the system remaining in a persistent Brout-Englert-Higgs
(BEH) phase at any temperature. These analyses are motivated by the work done in [1, 2]
where symmetry-breaking was observed in all thermal states for certain CFT's in fractional
dimensions.

In our case, the theories demonstrating the above features have gauge groups which
are specific products of SO(N) in one family and SU(N) in the other. Working in a
perturbative regime at the N — oo limit, we show that the beta functions in these theories
yield circles of fixed points in the space of couplings. We explicitly check this structure
up to two loops and then present a proof of its survival under all loop corrections. We
show that under certain conditions, an interval on this circle of fixed points demonstrates
both the spontaneous breaking of a global symmetry as well as a persistent BEH phase
at all nonzero temperatures. The broken global symmetry is Zy in one family of theories
and U(1) in the other. The corresponding order parameters are expectation values of
the determinants of bifundamental scalar fields in these theories. We characterize these

symmetries as baryon-like symmetries in the respective models.
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1 Introduction

The study of the patterns of spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) and their potential

restoration plays a key role in understanding the phase structures of matter. From the

onset of such investigations it was noted that SSB is a low temperature property. As the

temperature is increased, various symmetries that were spontanously broken get restored

[3-9]. The generality of this phenomenon was first challenged in [10], and later followed up

by [11-18] as well as many explorations of interesting phenomenological implications for



the physics of the early universe [19-25]. However, these works typically involved either
UV-incomplete theories or models with imaginary or random chemical potentials. The
former prevents investigating whether the symmetries are restored beyond a UV scale,
while the latter requires the identification of concrete unitary theories which reproduce the
results. Some holographic constructions also explored the issue of symmetry restoration at
finite temperatures [26-36]. In such setups, non-restoration of global symmetries in QFTs
translates to the violation of the no-hair theorem for black holes in the dual theories of
gravity. However, in all the examples that were studied, either the relevant symmetries
are restored at some critical temperature or a metastable symmetry-broken phase exists at
high temperatures. So, the feasibility of a symmetry-broken phase which corresponds to
the true thermal vacuum up to arbitrarily high temperatures for a unitary UV-complete
theory has remained unresolved for several decades.

Recently, in [1, 2] it was shown that there exist UV complete systems consisting of fun-
damental scalar fields in which global continuous symmetries remain consistently broken at
arbitrarily high temperatures. The models examined there are Wilson-Fisher-like conformal
field theories (CFTs) in (4 —€) dimensions! symmetric under the group O(N1) x O(Ny). In
the regime 0 < € < 1 and Ny, No > 1 with N7 # N,, these models exhibit various patterns
of spontaneous breaking of the O(N;) and O(N3) symmetries in thermal states. Studying
CF'Ts enables one to extend results obtained for one temperature to all temperatures. The
reader is referred to [1] for a detailed exposition of the method and the results.

In this paper we venture to study this issue of persistent symmetry breaking in (34 1)-
dimensional large N gauge theories. This positions these theories nearer to realistic particle
physics systems than those considered in [1, 2]. Moreover, introducing gauge symmetries
allows for both asymptotically free theories as well as Banks-Zaks-like conformal field the-
ories [38-40]. In either of these cases, the UV completion of the theory is guaranteed. The
addition of the gauge particles also enriches the possible phase structures; in particular,
it allows the system to be in the Brout-Englert-Higgs (BEH) phase. We will discuss the
persistence of both the BEH phase and the associated spontaneous breaking of a global
symmetry in the N — oo (planar/ Veneziano [41]) limit of these models. We will show that
these two phenomena go hand in hand in these theories. We recall that in the standard
model of cosmology the electroweak BEH phase is supposed to be modified above a certain
temperature [42]. It will turn out that for obtaining the persistent phase behavior, we need
to consider systems which are invariant under a gauge group G of the following form:

2

i=1
where the G;’s are either SO(N,;) or SU(N,;) with two general ranks N.; and N.. We
will call the model where G; = SO(N,;) the real double bifundamental model, and the one
where G; = SU(N;) the complex double bifundamental model. As we will show in section

Tt was shown in [37] that some CFTs in fractional dimensions with finite number of degrees of freedom
contain operators of complex dimensions. This raises questions about the unitarity of such theories defined
in fractional dimensions.



4.1, there is a perturbative equivalence between these two models in the planar limit 2 .
From the structure of the above-mentioned gauge group, we can see that there are
two sectors (labeled by i) in these models. All the fields belonging to one of these two
sectors are invariant under the gauge transformations in the other sector. The matter
content in each sector comprises of Ny; flavors of massless fermions transforming in the
fundamental representation of G;, and N2 massless scalar fields ®; which transform in the
bifundamental representation of (G; x G;). We will work in the Veneziano limit where the
N,

NCZ and Nﬁ approach finite values as N;, Ny; — oo, and the different couplings in

the model also scale with appropriate powers of NLCI and NLCQ A more detailed description

ratios

of these models will be provided in section 2.2.

We will show that for each sector in these models, there is a global internal symmetry
which is Zs for G; = SO(N,;) and U(1) for G; = SU(N,;). We will call this a baryon
symmetry in the model since the corresponding order parameter is the expectation value of
a gauge invariant composite operator made of N.; number of scalar fields. It is one of these
baryon symmetries that will be spontaneously broken at arbitrary nonzero temperatures
in some parameter regimes. Along with this symmetry breaking, we will find the system
to exist in the BEH phase in any thermal state.

We will analyze this persistent symmetry breaking and the associated BEH phase by
first determining the fixed points in the RG flow of the 't Hooft couplings in the double
bifundamental models. For this, we will compute the 2-loop beta functions of the different
couplings in the limit N_, — oo. Searching for the corresponding fixed points will yield the
following result: In addition to discrete fixed points, there is a fixed circle in the space of
couplings for these 2-loop beta functions. We will also show that this fixed circle in fact
survives in the planar limit even when all higher loop corrections to the beta functions are
taken into account.?

Such fixed circles in large N theories were explored by the authors of [49]. Their
proof for the existence of exactly marginal interactions between two CFTs was based on
the structure of 1-loop beta functions of the corresponding couplings. Since the double
bifundamental models fall exactly in the class of systems that they considered, it is expected
that there would be a fixed circle for the 1-loop beta functions of the couplings. Here, we
take a step further and prove that the fixed circles in these models survive under all loop
corrections to the beta functions at the planar limit. To the best of our knowledge, such
a result has not been proved earlier for any four dimensional non-supersymmetric large N
gauge theory. Moreover, the proof does not rely on any connection to supersymmetric or
holographic setups.*

2In this paper, we use the term ‘planar limit’ to denote the strictly N = oo limit. This limit of QFT has
been explored in many other contexts (see e.g. [43-45]) which enjoy various interesting physical properties
that otherwise cannot be continuously obtained from a finite but arbitrarily large N.

3The RG flow of the different couplings will depend on the renormalization scheme[46-48]. In this paper,
we work with dimensional regularization and the modified minimal subtraction (MS) scheme. We expect
the existence of the conformal manifolds (with the topology of a circle) in the double bifundamental models
to persist under all sensible changes in the renormalization scheme.

“We refer the reader to the discussion in [50] for the status of the search for conformal manifolds in
non-SUSY theories anchored in SUSY ones.



To study the possibility of spontaneous breaking of the baryon symmetry and the
persistent BEH phase for points lying on this fixed circle, we will consider the thermal
effective potential of the scalar fields. We will first show that this effective potential is
bounded from below for all points on the fixed circle. Next, we will determine the parameter
regime in which the effective potential can have a minimum away from the origin in the
field space for a subset of points on the fixed circle. Such a minimum of the potential at a
nonzero field configuration implies both that the system is in a BEH phase and that the
thermal expectation value of the baryon operator does not vanish. The latter leads to the
spontaneous breaking of the baryon symmetry. Assuming N. < N, we will show that

there is an upper bound on the ratio r = lim %02 for spontaneous breaking of the
Ne1,Neg—roo et

baryon symmetry to be even possible at any point on the fixed circle. For each value of r
below this bound, we will identify the fixed points which demonstrate a symmetry-broken
phase at nonzero temperatures.

Before moving on, let us pause here to take a short detour. Enlarging the scope of the
theories under investigation to include gauge theories indeed adds more structure. It also
brings along with it a large number of subtleties and a considerable amount of small print.
Moreover, although our work deals with the spontaneous breaking of global symmetries in
gauge theories without gravity, there is evidence that a theory of quantum gravity cannot
have any global symmetry[51]. Thus, it is useful to summarize the nuances that arise in
the study of phases due to gauge symmetries. We will now discuss some of these nuances
and explain the terminology we will be using in this work.

Compact gauge symmetries are known to express themselves in several possible phases.
The Coulomb phase, the Brout-Englert-Higgs (BEH) phase and the confinement phase
manifest themselves in nature and are the building blocks of the present standard model.
The oblique confinement phase may have manifested itself in interesting condensed matter
systems and the conformal phase will also hopefully find its place in nature. There are order
parameters which distinguish each of them, but the language used to characterize phase
transitions corresponding to spontaneous breaking of global symmetries is not strictly ap-
propriate for the phases associated with gauge symmetries. There is no SSB of a gauge
symmetry [52]. Furthermore, it was shown [53, 54] that in a class of theories containing
bosons or fermions in a representation of the gauge group which is not trivial under the
center of the gauge group, there are no phase transitions. The quantitative properties of
the system may cross over from one appropriate effective description to another as param-

5 These cases

eters are changed, but there is no phase transition involved in the process.
include the standard model with its bosons and its quarks, each being in the fundamental
representation of the relevant group. Moreover, it was shown [53] that this also implies
that in the presence of temperature there is no phase transition, only a crossover. So
far, indeed, no experimental evidence has been found for such a transition. The predicted
crossover behavior could be validated in future experiments[55].

We return now to explain how this pertains to the type of models we discuss in this

5Had there been a deconfinement phase transition, the order parameter for that transition would not
have been of the zero form type.



work which contain bifundamental scalars and fundamental fermions. The constraints on
the phase diagram imposed by the presence of matter in the fundamental representation do
not prevent a priori a transition characterized by the spontaneous breaking of some global
symmetry. As we will see, this is indeed the case in the main examples we construct. An
additional feature is that we are considering fixed points in the RG flow of these models
at the planar limit. Thus, at this limit, the theories of our interest are conformal. The
lack of any intrinsic scale in such conformal theories guarantees that there will not be
any phase transition or crossover in them at any nonzero temperature. However, this
does not preclude the possibility of a transition (or a crossover) when one switches on the
temperature. Beyond this initial possible phase transition, the system persistently remains
in a single phase as the temperature is increased to arbitrarily high values.

Before relating the above general feature of CFTs to the large N fixed points of our
models, let us contrast this feature with the non-persistent behaviors of theories without
conformal symmetry. For instance, in an asymptotically free theory with adjoint scalars,
if the system is in a BEH phase at zero temperature, its non-persistent behavior (under
increase in temperature) could be to first pass through a phase transition to a confinement
phase and then to deconfine. It is also possible to study a non-persistent behavior by
deforming a CFT. For example, consider N' = 4 SUSY Yang Mills theory with a non-
abelian compact gauge group of rank N, in 4 dimensions. At the planar limit, one can
infer the structure of this CFT from AdS/CFT correspondence. If the world volume is R*,
then at T' = 0 there is an exact flat potential. This makes it possible to spontaneously break
the scale invariance by choosing an appropriate vacuum. For all the vacua of the theory
at T'= 0, we expect a phase transition from the system having O(1) degrees of freedom to
O(N?) degrees of freedom as soon as a temperature is turned on®. Now, the above CFT
can be deformed by taking the world volume to be S3 x S!. Then the flat direction is lifted
and the extra scale introduces the dimensionless parameter TR where R is the radius of
the sphere. From AdS/CFT correspondence, we know that this allows a transition from
O(1) to O(N2) degrees of freedom at a finite nonzero temperature determined by TR [56].

Let us now come back to the discussion of the phases of the large N fixed points in our
models. For all these fixed points, we will see that there is no flat direction of the potential
at T'= 0. This prevents the possibility of spontaneously breaking the scale invariance at
zero temperature. Moreover, the ground state does not demonstrate the breaking of the
afore-mentioned baryon symmetries in the model. However, for a subset of these large N
fixed points in certain parameter regimes, the system undergoes a transition to a phase
where one of the baryon symmetries is spontaneously broken as soon as a temperature is
switched on. This phase then survives up to arbitrarily high temperatures. This persistent
symmetry breaking is accompanied by the Higgsing of a subset of the gauge bosons. Thus,
the system can be qualitatively characterized to be in a BEH-like phase at all nonzero
temperatures. It will be called in this work “being in a persistent BEH phase” or simply
“being in the BEH phase”. We may lapse into less rigorous terminology but we trust the
reader will not be misled.

SWe expect this transition to happen even for large but finite N,.



Organization of the paper: As a precursor to all the analyses mentioned above, in
section 2 we begin by discussing some familiar examples of conformal QCDs and show ex-
plicitly that they fail to exhibit spontaneous breaking of some global symmetries at nonzero
temperatures. These examples help us to introduce the analytic techniques necessary for
studying the possibility of SSB in a thermal state. Moreover, they create the grounds for
introducing the double bifundamental models as their natural extensions later in the same
section.

In section 3, we first determine the perturbative fixed points of the planar beta func-
tions in the real double bifundamental model. We demonstrate that up to the 2-loop
contributions to these beta functions, there is a conformal manifold in the space of cou-
plings which has the topology of a circle. We then show that the thermal effective potential
of the scalar fields is stable at all points on this fixed circle. Later, we go on to identify
the conditions under which a subset of points on this fixed circle can show spontaneous
breaking of a baryon symmetry at any nonzero temperature. Moreover, we demonstrate
that such a symmetry breaking is always associated with the Higgsing of a subset of gauge
bosons in the model. This implies a persistent BEH phase for these fixed points.

In section 4, we study the complex double bifundamental model. We demonstrate a
planar equivalence between this model and the real double bifundamental model. This
allows us to extend most of the results of section 3 to this model. In particular, we find
that there is a fixed circle for the 2-loop planar beta functions of this theory. Just as
before, under certain conditions, a subset of points on this fixed circle demonstrates both
spontaneous breaking of a baryon symmetry as well as a persistent BEH phase at all
nonzero temperatures.

In section 5, we present a diagrammatic argument for the survival of the fixed circle
under all loop corrections to the beta functions in the planar limit. In the process, we also

prove an important feature of these planar beta functions, i.e., they are independent of the
Ne

o

In section 6, we conclude by summarizing our results and commenting on the possibility

ratio r =

of the survival of the fixed points under finite NV corrections to the beta functions.

In appendix A, we show that the Lagrangian of the bifundamental scalar QCD intro-
duced in section 2 is indeed invariant under the Z, transformation that we characterize as
the baryon symmetry in the model. We also show that this symmetry can be interpreted as
an automorphism of the set of classes of gauge-equivalent field configurations in the theory.
The analysis presented in this appendix can be generalized to show similar properties of
the baryon symmetries in the double bifundamental models.

In appendix B, we present a detailed review of the two-loop beta functions in a general
QCD with special emphasis on the case where the gauge group is semi-simple. We also
use these general expressions to compute the beta functions of the theories that serve as
precursors to the double bifundamental models.

In appendix C, we derive the two-loop beta functions of the real double bifundamental
model using the techniques reviewed in the previous appendix.

In appendix D, we analyze some constraints on the unitary fixed points of the planar
beta functions in the real double bifundamental model. During this analysis, we restrict our



attention to the 2-loop beta functions of the gauge couplings and the 1-loop beta functions
of the quartic scalar couplings.

In appendix E, we determine the minima of the thermal effective potential of the scalar
fields in the real double bifundamental model for the fixed points where a baryon symmetry
is broken.

In appendix F, we discuss the scaling of different planar diagrams in the double bifun-
damental models at the large N limit.

In appendix G, we derive some general expressions for the planar beta functions of the
double trace couplings in the double bifundamental models. These expressions relate these
beta functions to the corresponding wave function and vertex renormlizations.

In appendix H, we study the finite N corrections to the fixed points in the real double
bifundamental model by considering double expansions of the beta functions in powers of
% and the 't Hooft couplings.

2 Survey of gauge theories

In this section, we will first examine two simple variants of QCDs which contain scalars
along with fermions. The gauge groups in these two models are SO(N.) and SO(N,) x
SO(N,) respectively. The corresponding scalar fields transform in the fundamental and
the bifundamental representations of the gauge groups.” We will study the Banks-Zaks
fixed points of these models in the following subsection. There we will explicitly show that
for each of these fixed points, the minimum of the thermal effective potential of the scalar
fields lies at the origin of the field space. This implies a lack of thermal order in these
CFTs. Experience in working out these models will then guide us on how to extend them
to get theories with the dual phenomena of spontaneous breaking of a global symmetry
and the persistent BEH phase at all temperatures. We will discuss these extensions, viz.,
the double bifundamental models, in section 2.2.

2.1 Warm-up: QCD with fundamental scalars / Bifundamental scalar QCD
2.1.1 QCD with fundamental scalars

Let us begin by considering a QCD with the gauge group® SO(N,). The matter content
in this theory consists of Ny flavors of Majorana fermions (¢a), and N, flavors of scalar
fields (gbgp )),9 each of which transforms in the fundamental representation of the gauge
group. The scalar fields interact with each other via quartic interactions as given later in
(2.1).

To tame the UV divergences in the theory, we need to specify a scheme for regular-
ization and renormalization. For all the models we introduce in this paper including the

"For similar models with SU(N.) gauge symmetry, the Banks-Zaks fixed points were qualitatively argued
to not exhibit symmetry-breaking at nonzero temperatures in [1].

8The actual gauge group in this model is Spin(N.) which is a universal cover of SO(N.). We neglect
this technicality from now on to simplify the presentation.

9The superscripts in 1/)((;1) and qﬁEf) are the indices corresponding to the flavors of the fermion and the
scalar respectively. The subscripts denote the color indices.



one that we are currently discussing, we choose to work in the dimensional regularization
and the MS scheme. In this scheme, we take the renormalized masses of all the fields to
be zero.!?

The renormalized Lagrangian'! of this model in the above-mentioned scheme is

1 71— 1
Lvector = = JF PPN+ 500 (DuP)a + 5 (Do) (DHo?)

Z N a (2.1)
— TP P D p0) — FoP) pP) (D 3(0)

Here F;‘V is the coefficient of the generator T4 in the expansion of the field strength. We take
these generators to be normalized such that the second Dynkin index of the fundamental
representation of SO(N,) is %, ie., Tr [TATB] = %5,43-

The quartic terms in the potential of the above Lagrangian can be expressed in terms

of symmetric couplings )\gz;z;s) as follows:
\(Pars) 0~ ~
aZc'd ¢gp)¢l()Q)¢£r)¢é) _ h¢§p)¢§,”)¢§,‘”¢g‘” i f¢gp)¢gp)¢éq)¢l()q)’ (2.2)

where

AP g, lapqmaacabd + Sadbbe) + 67769 (6ubeq + Gaadhe) + 6709 (SapBed + Saclsa)

+ 81 [ 8796758 41,00 + 67" 39 SueOpq + 675 0T Suqdpe | -

(2.3)

Note that this model has a global O(Ng) symmetry which mixes the different flavors
of scalars. We will show that this flavor symmetry is unbroken at nonzero temperatures
for the fixed points in the RG flow of the model. We will also see that associated with this
is the absence of the BEH phase in all thermal states. To demonstrate these, let us work
in the Veneziano limit where N, Ny, Ny — oo , while the ratios N /N, are kept fixed at
finite values x . In this limit, the couplings in the model scale with N, and Ny as follows:

2 _ 167r2)\’ P 16772h’f_ 1672 f

-/~ = 24
Ne Ne NNy’ (24)

g
where g is the gauge coupling, and A\, h and f are the 't Hooft couplings. The beta functions
of these couplings are derived in appendix B.3. Here we provide the forms of the two-loop
beta function of the gauge coupling and the one-loop beta functions of the quartic couplings

19Setting the renormalized masses to zero at any energy scale in the MS scheme ensures that they remain
zero at all energy scales.

1YWe will suppress the gauge-fixing and ghost terms in the Lagrangians of the different models that will
be introduced in this paper.



in the Veneziano limit:

By = _22 —dxy — xs)\Q n 13z + 45 — 34)\3,
6 6
5 32
2 9 3)\2.%'5
Br =8f*+16(1 +x5)fh — 3f\+ 24h"x, + 9

To obtain the fixed points corresponding to these beta functions, let us first set 5y = 0
which gives us

22 —dxy — w5
= . (2.6)
13z + 4w — 34
For the validity of the perturbation theory at the fixed point, one must have
22 —
= Tf” _e, (2.7)

where € is a small positive number.
Solving 8, = B¢ = 0, we get the following values of the quartic couplings at the fixed

points:
b )\(3—01\/6—3955)’
16(1 + )
s (2.8)
f= ﬁA [\/2 — (142 + 0'2\/2 — (13 — 601v/6 — 32, )xs + 22 — 223 |,

where o1 and o9 can take the values 1 and —1. Note that for each of these fixed points, the

112

coupling h and f are real "~ only if =, is below a certain value z3'**. These upper bounds

on z, for the different fixed points are as follows '3:

0.84 when o1 =1,
max ~ (29)

B 0.073 when 01 = —1 .

Note that these upper bounds on x, are all less than 1. Therefore, for the unitary fixed
points in this theory, Ny < N.. In such a situation, as shown in several papers (see e.g.
[59]'1), the flavor symmetry is guaranteed to be preserved under certain conditions even
if the scalar fields get thermal expectation values. The pattern of such expectation values
would always result in a BEH phase with a residual SO(N, — Ns) gauge symmetry and no

2The reality of the couplings is necessary for the corresponding theory to be unitary.

13Here, let us remark that identical bounds on x, were already obtained for a model of QCD with
fundamental scalar equipped with the SU(N.) gauge group in [57] (see also [58] for similar bounds in models
where N, is finite). The similarity of these bounds in the model considered in [57] and the model that we
are presently discussing is a direct consequence of a planar equivalence between them. This perturbative
equivalence between the two models in the planar limit is similar to the one we discuss in section 4.1.

! The theories considered in this work were defined in (2 + 1) dimensions. Since the scalar fields, by
definition, are in the trivial representation of the spacetime symmetry, the arguments are equally applicable
to (3 + 1)-dimensional theories.



surviving Nambu-Goldstone bosons. These conditions are obeyed in the cases we discuss
and anyhow, as we will show below, the scalar fields actually have zero expectation value
in any thermal state. Hence, the flavor symmetry is preserved without the Higgsing of any
of the gauge fields.

To demonstrate this, we will look at the quadratic terms in the thermal effective

potential of the scalar fields at the temperature 6—1}1 These terms take the following form:

1 1 2\ (P9) (@)
VQuadratic (%) = §<M )ab QS((zp)gbb ) (210)
where M? is the thermal mass matrix of the scalar fields at the temperature 6_1}] The

contribution of 1-loop diagrams to this matrix was evaluated for general (3+1)-dimensional
gauge theories with scalar fields in [10]. For the model that we are considering currently,
the form of this 1-loop thermal mass matrix is

(MQ)S;Q) = ﬁ;—f [Affé‘ii” + % (TS’(S))L’? (T§g><s>)ij’] , (2.11)

where ng)(S ) are the generators of SO(N,) in the representation of the " flavor of scalar
fields. The components of these generators are

r (») ‘
(Tc(d)(s))ab = —%5“’(5@c5bd — Baabhe)- (2.12)

Substituting the expression of the symmetric coupling )\g;g;s) given in (2.3) and the values

of the generators given above, we get the following expression of the thermal mass matrix:

(M) = 706, (213)

a

where m?, is the thermal mass (squared) of the scalar fields, whose value is given by

mfh:%[é%{(acs—l—l—i-i)h—i-(l—i- 2 )f}+g(1—i)]. (2.14)

3 N, NN 2
In the N., Ny — oo limit it reduces to

3\

= 8(wa + DA+ 8F + . (2.15)

If mfh is positive, then the effective potential of the scalar fields must have a minimum
at the origin of the field space. In that case the expectation of the scalar fields would be
zero and the flavor symmetry of the scalar fields would be preserved in a thermal state.
This would also mean that the SO(N,) gauge symmetry remains unbroken in any thermal
state, and consequently, the system is never in the BEH phase. To determine whether
this is indeed the case, we need to check whether mtzh is positive at the fixed points for all
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zs < x?*. For this range of x4, the values of mgh at the different fixed points are shown
in figure 1.
01=1,0,=1 01=1,0=1
3B mn 3Bin” mn®
2n2A 222
4.2 3.0
4.0 28
38 26
36 24
34 22
3.2 20
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3 By 2 myy 2 3B 2 mip
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20
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2 2
3%;$th vs. xs for the different fixed points

Figure 1: Plots of

From these graphs, we can see that indeed mfh > 0 at each of the fixed points for
any value of zg < x7**. Hence, we can conclude that the flavor symmetry is not sponta-
neously broken and the system is not in a BEH-like phase for these fixed points at nonzero
temperatures.

2.1.2 Bifundamental scalar QCD

In the preceding analysis of the model of QCD with fundamental scalars, we found
that unitary fixed points could exist only when Ny < x7'**N, where z3'** < 1. We also
mentioned that in such a scenario, even if the scalar fields had nonzero thermal expectation
values (which they do not), the flavor symmetry would have been preserved along with the
Higgsing of some of the gauge fields. It is then natural to wonder whether this bound on
N, can be somehow lifted. Here we will show that it is indeed possible to lift the bound
by first gauging the SO(N,) part of the flavor symmetry and then taking N, = N..!°
In this case, a Zo transformation remains as a global symmetry. Unfortunately, we will
find that this symmetry remains unbroken in a thermal state for the Banks-Zaks-like fixed
points of the model. However, the discussion of this model will serve as a prelude to the
double bifundamental scalar QCDs that will be introduced in the following subsection. As
we will see, some of the large N fixed points in such double bifundamental models indeed
demonstrate symmetry breaking at nonzero temperatures along with a persistent BEH
phase.

With this motivation, let us now introduce the bifundamental scalar QCD model as
a generalization of the model of QCD with fundamental scalars that we discussed earlier.

15We also add a set of Majorana fermions which transform in the fundamental representation of this
SO(N.).

— 11 —



When the SO(Ns) part of the flavor symmetry in this model is gauged and Nj is set equal
to N¢, we end up with a theory whose gauge group is SO(N,) x SO(N.). Now, there is
an N, X N, matrix of massless real scalar fields which we will collectively denote by ®.
The components of the matrix ¢ will be denoted by ¢,;. These scalar fields transform
in the bifundamental representation of the gauge group, thus justifying the name given
to the model. In addition to the scalar fields, for each of the two SO(N,)’s there are Ny
flavors of massless Majorana fermions which transform in the fundamental representation
of that SO(N,) and are singlets under the other SO(N,). We will represent these two sets

of Majorana fermions by z,b((lp ) and Xz(p )16 The renormalized Lagrangian of this model is
given by
Loe 1 — — li(p YA (A 4 i_(P)(¢¢(p)) + f—(P)(lp ®)), + 1o (D (I))TDH(I)]
Bifund 1 a:1 a)p\ Lo 5¥a a 2Xz X )i 9 m
~hTr [@T<I><I>T<I>} ~ fTr [cb%] Tr [cb%] .
(2.16)

Here (Fl)ff; and (Fg)ffy are the field strengths of the gauge fields (Vl)ff’ and (Vg)fj which

correspond to the two SO(N,)’s. These gauge fields are anti-symmetric under the exchange
of color indices, i.e., (V1)2 = —(V1)b and (Va),/ = —(V2),. Thus, while summing over the
ab

components of (Fy, )%, as in the first term of the above Lagrangian, one should introduce

g
a factor of % to count only the independent components. We take the gauge couplings for

the two gauge fields to be the same (say, ¢)!”. The quartic terms involving the scalar fields
in the potential can be expressed in terms of symmetric couplings Ay; pj.ck,a1 as follows:

W%mwcm — WTr [@TM)T@} 4T [cb%] Tr [cb%] , (2.17)

where
Aai b ck,dl =4h [5ij5kl(5ac5bd + 0adObe) + 0ik0;1(0abOcd + OadObe) + i1k (dapded + 5ac5bd)]

+8f

0ij0k10abOcd + 0ik0510acObd + 5u5jk5ad5bc] .
(2.18)

In this model there is a U(Ny) flavor symmetry for each of the two sets of fermions,
1 and x. There is also a Zs symmetry which exchanges the gauge fields corresponding to
the two SO(N,)’s, along with a ¥® ¢« Y exchange and a transformation ® — &7 of
the scalar fields. In addition, there is another Zs symmetry that transforms the fields as

16 As before, the superscripts denote the flavor indices and subscripts denote the color indices.
"The equality of these two couplings is guaranteed to be preserved under RG flow due to the exchange
symmetry discussed below.
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follows!8:
gbai — _Qbai Vi S {L o 'Nc}a
VP = =PV pe L, Ng}, (2.19)
(V)2 — —(Vi)®, (V)b — —(Vi)!e ¥ b # a,

for a fixed value of a.! In appendix A, we have shown that the Lagrangian in (2.16)
is indeed invariant under these transformations. Note that such transformations for the
different values of a are all related by global SO(NN.) gauge transformations, and hence only
one of them should be considered as an independent global Zo symmetry. For specificity,
we can take this symmetry to be the Zo transformation corresponding to a = 1. It is
this Zo symmetry whose spontaneous breaking at nonzero temperatures (or the lack of it)
is of interest to us. One can consider the gauge invariant quantity ([det ®]) as an order
parameter for this symmetry?’. Since this order parameter is the expectation value of a
baryonic operator (the renormalized determinant of ®), we will call this symmetry the
baryon symmetry. The above-mentioned order parameter for this symmetry is related to
the determinant of the expectation values of the scalar fields as follows:

([det @]) = det(®) + quantum corrections . (2.20)

These quantum corrections are suppressed compared to the classical result det(®) due to
the smallness of the couplings in the perturbative regime. Now, if (®) # 0, then it can be

brought to the following diagonal form by an appropriate gauge transformation?!:

(®) o diag{+1,1,1,--- ,1}.

As a consequence, det(®) # 0 when (®) # 0. Hence, a nonzero expectation value of the field
® indicates a spontaneous breaking of the Zs symmetry. Another important consequence of
such an expectation value is that the SO(N.) x SO(N.) gauge symmetry would be broken
down to a smaller subgroup leading to the Higgsing of some of the gauge bosons and the
system existing in a BEH phase.

To explore the possibility of this dual phenomena for the fixed points in the model, let

8The form of these transformations as given in (2.19) would change under a gauge transformation. As
shown in appendix A, the proper way to interpret this Zs symmetry is to think of it as an automorphism
of a set of different equivalence classes of field configurations. The configurations in each class are related
by gauge transformations, whereas those belonging to different classes are gauge-inequivalent. Note that
the above interpretation is consistent with the existence of the gauge-invariant order parameter ([det ®])
for this symmetry .

90ne could equivalently consider reflection of the elements in a column of ® along with similar reflections
of the components of x® and (V2),. But such transformations are related to the reflection of the elements
in a row by the afore-mentioned exchange of the two SO(N.)’s.

20Note that det ® is a composite operator, and hence it has to be regulated and renormalized appropri-
ately. One can work with dimensional regularization and the MS scheme to preserve the gauge invariance
of the operator. We put square brackets on the two sides of det ® to indicate that we are talking about
such a renormalized operator.

21The argument for this is analogous to the one presented for the real double bifundamental model in
appendix E.
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us first study the RG flow of the couplings. For this, let us work in the N, — oo limit. In
this limit, we take the couplings in the model to scale with N, as follows:

1672\ ~  167%h ~  167%f
2
= h= = 2.21
g N N f NZ (2.21)
where A, h and f are the 't Hooft couplings.
The beta functions of these couplings in the planar limit are given by (see B.3)
21 —4dxy 5,  26z; —54 4
=N+ ——)
B 5 t—0x ;
32
By = 16h* — 6h\ + 5 (2.22)

%
B = 8f* 4+ 32fh + 24h* —6fA+ 75
Repeating the steps that were followed in case of the model of QCD with fundamental

scalars, first let us set 8y = 0 which gives us

21 — day

To ensure the validity of perturbation theory, we will work in the regime where x — 2741 —c
with 0 < € < 1. There are two unitary fixed points where the quartic couplings are given

by
~3-V6 2v/6 + 01/18v/6 — 39

A f= A (2.24)
16 16

h

with o = £1.

To determine whether the Zs symmetry is broken or not, we can again compute the

1-loop thermal mass matrix of the scalar fields at a temperature ﬁ It is given by

<M2>ai7bj — %—f [)\ai,bj,ck,ck + 692622:1 <T£(S)>ai,eu <T£(S)>eu,bj] , (2.25)

where Ag; pjck,qi are the symmetric couplings introduced in equations (2.18), and Ti(S)
and T3%(S) are the generators of the two SO(N,)’s in the representations corresponding to

the scalar fields. The components of these generators are given by
1 i 2 i
<Tcd(5)) = =59 (0acbd — daddbe), <Tkl(s)) = — 50 (Girdj — udjk).  (2.26)

ai,bj ai,bj

Substituting the values of the symmetric couplings and the generators, we get

(M2>ai7bj = m}0ij0ab (2.27)
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where
m?, = 16728 E (1 + 2]1\70)/1 + é(l + %)f + é(l - N%)A] . (2.28)

In the N, — oo limit, mfh reduces to

2 1, 1 2B\ 282\
m, = 16732 [§h+ o+ g)\} = % <12 +01/18V6 — 39) ~ % 12 +2.250 | .

(2.29)
From the above expression it is clear that mfh > (0. Consequently, the thermal expectation
value of the scalar field ® is zero for both the fixed points. Therefore, the baryon symmetry
remains unbroken and the persistent BEH phase is absent at all temperatures for these fixed
points.

2.2 Double bifundamental models

In the previous subsection we discussed the fixed points of the RG flows of two models,
viz., QCDs with additional fundamental and bifundamental scalars, where we saw that the
global symmetries remain unbroken and the gauge bosons do not get Higgsed at nonzero
temperatures. Now, we will consider two natural extensions®? of these models which in-
terestingly lead to fixed points in the large N limit where certain global symmetries are
spontaneously broken and the system is in a persistent BEH phase at all nonzero temper-
atures. The first extension will involve taking two copies of the bifundamental scalar QCD
model and introducing a quartic coupling between the scalar fields in the two copies. We
will call this model the real double bifundamental model. The second extension will be to
modify the gauge group by promoting the orthogonal groups to unitary groups. More-
over, the Majorana fermions will be promoted to Dirac fermions, and the real scalar fields
will be promoted to complex scalar fields. We will call this model the complex double

bifundamental model. Let us now discuss these models in more detail.

2.2.1 Introduction to the real double bifundamental model

The bifundamental scalar QCD that we introduced in the previous subsection was
symmetric under the gauge group SO(N.) x SO(N,). The matter content in that model
consisted of Ny flavors of two sets of Majorana fermions, each being a singlet under one
of the SO(N,)’s and transforming in the fundamental representation of the other, and real
scalar fields which transformed in the bifundamental representation of the gauge group.
Now, let us consider two copies of this model. The gauge group is then

G =] (SO(Ne) x SO(Nw)) (2.30)

i=1

where the two ranks N, and N are possibly unequal. For each of the two sectors (labeled
by i), the matter content is the same as before, viz., two sets of Majorana fermions (each

with Ny; flavors), (¢§p ))a and (Xgp ))ji, transforming in the fundamental representation

i

*2These extensions are partly motivated by the work [60].
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of one of the SO(N,;)’s, and an (N x N,;) matrix of scalar fields denoted by ®; which
transforms in the bifundamental representation of SO(N.;) x SO(N;). All the fields in
any one sector are invariant under the gauge transformations in the other sector.

Apart from the interactions between the matter fields within each sector that were
already present in the bifundamental scalar model, let us now introduce a double trace
interaction which couples the scalar fields in the two sectors. A schematic diagram for the
matter content of this theory and the interaction between the two sectors is provided in
figure 2. The renormalized Lagrangian of the model is given by

Lrop =5 3 (Fh (R + : Z (#7), () +3 5 (7). (Ped™)

i=1 a=1 — = Ji g

12
+§ZT1F
i=1

—olTr [@{@1} Tr [%T@Q} .

i=1

2 2
T ~ ~
<Du<1>l-> D‘“I)Z-] -3 T [@f@@?@i} S im [@?@i] Tr [@?@i]
i=1

(2.31)

where (Fjq ), is the field strength corresponding to the gauge field (Vi)

We will be studying this model in the Veneziano limit (N1, Neo — o0) where Npi

Nci
T, %—i — 7, and the different couplings scale as follows:

o 16m2); ~  16m%h; »  167%f; ~

g; N y 1 N ’fl NCQZ NG

1672¢
NclNc2 .

(2.32)

Here g; is the gauge coupling of the i*" sector and \;, h;, f; and ¢ are the ’t Hooft couplings.

1 (0D

Ncl Nc2
X1 X2

Figure 2: A schematic diagram of the field content of the double bifundamental models.
The symmetries in the model are essentially the same as those for the bifundamental

model, except now we have one set of symmetries for each sector. We will be interested
mainly in the Zs baryon symmetries for the two sectors. The action of the baryon symmetry
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in the #*" sector on the fields in that sector is as follows?:
¢, — T; Py,
P o TP Vpe {1, N, (2.33)

(V’il)u — 7;(‘/1‘1)”7;_17
where 7; is an N, X N,; diagonal matrix of the following form:
T; = diag{—1,1,--- ,1}. (2.34)

Here, the transformation has a nontrivial action only on the first row of the scalar field ®;,
the first component of the fermion %(p ) for each favor p, and the first row and first column
of the gauge field (V;1),. For each individual sector, this is just the transformation given in
(2.19) for the bifundamental scalar QCD with a = 1. As earlier, we can choose ([det ®;])
to be an order parameter for this symmetry. A nonzero thermal expectation value of ®;
would imply that this order parameter is nonzero and consequently, the baryon symmetry
is broken in a thermal state. As earlier, this would also mean that some of the gauge bosons
in the i*" sector are Higgsed leading to the system being in a persistent BEH phase.

In section 3, we will undertake a study of the fixed points in this model to see whether
these dual phenomena actually occur in a thermal state. There we will find that this model
has two very interesting properties in the Veneziano limit:

1. Considering up to two loop contributions to the planar beta functions, there is a
conformal manifold. It is topologically a circle in the space of the double trace
couplings. Later in section 5, we will show that this conformal manifold survives
even when all higher loop corrections to the planar beta functions are taken into
account.

2. When the ratio of the ranks N, and N is sufficiently away from 1, the baryon
symmetry corresponding to the sector with the smaller rank is spontaneously broken
in a thermal state for a subset of points on this conformal manifold. Moreover, at
these fixed points, the gauge symmetry in this sector is broken down from SO(N,;) x
SO(Ng) to just SO(N,;) in any thermal state. This leads to Higgsing of half of the
gauge bosons in this sector, and thus the system is in a persistent BEH phase.

We will defer further discussion of these features to section 3, and next introduce a
closely related model which shares many of the properties mentioned above.

23 Just as in case of the bifundamental scalar QCD, this Zs symmetry can be interpreted as an automor-
phism of a set of classes of gauge-equivalent configurations.
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2.2.2 Introduction to the complex double bifundamental model

In the preceding introduction to the real double bifundamental model we saw that the
gauge group in that model has the following structure:

2
G- G0 (2:35)

where G; = SO(N;). In addition, there is a discrete (Z3) global symmetry for each sector
which we claimed to be spontaneously broken in a thermal state at a subset of fixed points.
This should naturally lead to the following question: Is there any model where a continuous
global symmetry is similary broken at arbitrarily high temperatures?

To address this question, we will now extend the above-mentioned model by taking the
group G; to be the special unitary group SU(N.;). We will further promote the Majorana
fermions to Dirac fermions transforming in the fundamental representation of SU(N;), and
the real scalar fields to complex scalar fields transforming in the bifundamtal representation
of SU(N;) x SU(N;).?* The schematic diagram for the matter content in this model is
still the one shown in figure 2. The renormalized Lagrangian of the model is given by

Comn =~ 13- (R trep 113 (7), (9047), +130 (2), (p0),
i=1 a=1 i=1 ¢
g ; f ; r| &, & ;T | ®f i
—i—;T <DMcI>Z> D“@Z] ZhT[cp <I><I>} ;fT[CID @]T[@Zcb}
— 20Ty {@{@1} Tr [@5@4 .

(2.36)

The components (Fj, )4, are the coefficients of the generators of SU(N,;) in the expansion

v
of the field strength (H Fiq)uw corresponding to the gauge fields (Via),. As before, these
generators are normalised such that the corresponding second Dynkin index is %

Analogous to the previous model, we take the gauge couplings for the two SU(N,;)’s
in the i*" sector to be the same (say, g;). Therefore, there is a Z symmetry for each sector
(labeled by i) which exchanges the two sets of gauge fields in that sector, along with the
exchange of the 1/12(1) ) and XEP ) fields, and the transformation ®; — <I>;-r of the scalar fields.
In addition, due to the absence of mass terms of the fermions and Yukawa interactions
coupling the scalars to the fermions, there is a chiral symmetry of this Lagrangian. This
chiral symmetry leads to an SU(Ny,)r x SU(Ny,)r x U(1)y flavor symmetry for each kind
of fermion in the ™" sector. Moreover, there is a symmetry under charge conjugation of
each of these fermions. But the symmetries that we will mainly be interested in are two

U(1) baryon symmetries, one for each sector, which transform the fields in the respective

4In this representation, the scalar fields tranform as ®; — U;®; W' where U; x W; € SU(Ne;) X SU(Nes).
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sectors as follows 2°:

D; — (Ti)o®i,

P = (TP Vp e {1,-- , Np}, (2.38)
(Vi) = (T0)e(Vi)u(Ti);

where, for each 0 € [0,27), (T;)p is an N,; x N,; diagonal matrix of the following form:
(T)o = diag{e”, 1,--- ,1}. (2.39)

This transformation leaves the remaining fields in the i*" sector, as well as all the fields
in the other sector, unchanged. We can again take ([det ®;]) to be an order parameter for
the baryon symmetry in the i*" sector. As before, a nonzero expectation value of ®; in a
thermal states implies a nonzero value of this order parameter resulting in the spontaneous
breaking of the corresponding baryon symmetry and a persistent BEH phase.

To study the possibility of the above phenomena, we will look at the fixed points of this

. . . . . . . . . . N 'L
model in the Veneziano limit. As mentioned earlier, in this limit N1, Neo — 00, N—f — Ty

and %ﬁ — 7, while the quartic couplings scale exactly as given in (2.32).
The analysis of this model will be simplified by the fact that it is dual to the real

double bifundamental model in the Veneziano limit. We will discuss this planar equivalence

between the two models in section 4.1. As a consequence of this equivalence, there will be
a conformal manifold (a fixed circle) for this model in the planar limit. Moreover, when
the two ranks V. and N9 are sufficiently different, we will see that the baryon symmetry
corresponding to the smaller sector is spontaneously broken in a thermal state for some of
the fixed points on the manifold. For these fixed points, the gauge symmetry in the smaller
sector is broken down from SU(N;) x SU(N.) to SU(Ng;) in any thermal state, which
leads to the Higgsing of half of the gauge bosons in this sector. Thus the system remains
in a persistent BEH phase at all temperatures for these fixed points. In section 4, we will
discuss these features of the complex double bifundamental model in detail.

3 Real double bifundamental model

In this section we will restrict our attention to the real double bifundamental model.
First, in the following subsection, we will determine the weakly coupled fixed points in
this model by employing perturbation theory in the planar (Veneziano) limit that was
mentioned in the previous section. We will find that in this limit, the beta functions of

#5Let us note here that the transformations given in (2.38) can be reduced to the following simpler form
by an appropriate global gauge transformation:

®; — Ny P 5 O Neiy® e {1,-0 Ny} (2.37)

Furthermore, the above transformation of the fermionic fields can be undone by a corresponding U(1)v
transformation. This would leave us with a U(1)/Ne; transformation acting just on the scalar fields. We
choose to work with the transformation given in (2.38) rather than this simpler transformation to keep the
U(1) symmetry manifest in the Ng; — oo limit. As earlier, this U(1) symmetry can also be interpreted as
an automorphism of the set of classes of gauge-equivalent field configurations.
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the different couplings yield nontrivial fixed points which are analogous to the Banks-Zaks
fixed points in more familiar QCDs.

We will show that the planar 2-loop beta functions of the gauge couplings do not
depend on the quartic 't Hooft couplings. Hence, the values of the gauge couplings at the
fixed points can be determined independently. We will work in a regime where these gauge
couplings are small. For this, we will see that the ratios zy; = J]\\;—ﬁ need to be tuned as
follows:

Tfi — — €4, (3.1)

4
where 0 < ¢; < 1. Choosing the gauge couplings to be small, in turn, will allow us to
determine the fixed points of the beta functions of the quartic couplings perturbatively.
By studying the 1-loop contributions to these beta functions, we will find that instead of
a discrete set of fixed points, there is a conformal manifold (topologically, a circle) in the
space of couplings. Moreover, we will demonstrate that this degeneracy in the fixed points
survives even after the contributions of 2-loop diagrams to the beta functions are taken
into account.

Later, in subsection 3.2, we will analyze the thermal effective potential of the scalar
fields at the above-mentioned large N fixed points. We will demonstrate that this effective
potential is stable at all points on the fixed circle. We will also show that when the ratio r» =
%—Zf is below a certain bound, some of the points on the fixed circle demonstrate spontaneous
breaking of the baryon symmetry in the second sector at all nonzero temperatures. Along
with this, we will see that at these fixed points, the gauge symmetry in the second sector
gets broken down to SO(N,2) in any thermal state, and the system exists in a persistent
BEH phase.

3.1 Fixed points in the planar limit

The beta functions of the couplings in the real double bifundamental model are de-
termined up to the contributions of 2-loop diagrams in the appendix C. Here, we provide
their expressions at the leading order in the planar limit.

e Beta functions of the gauge couplings (up to 2-loops):

oy, = (R ey (P (3.2)

e 1-loop beta functions of the quartic couplings:
_ 3
By = 16h2 — 6h;\; + 1—6)\§ :
1-1 9
By O = 8f7 + 32fihi — 6\ + 24h7 + EA? +8¢2, (3.3)

ﬁé—loop _ C

8f1 + 8fa + 16h1 + 16ha — 3A — 3)\2] )
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e 2-loop corrections to the beta functions of the quartic couplings:

5T £; 13 1 i
BEIP — _96h? 4 40h? + (% - )A%hi+ (- %)A;” ,

BFIOP = —384h7 — 160k f; + 96A:h7 + 128X fi + 32X f2 + 320 ¢

oxs T 1
(3.4)
BT = (| —80 (h? + h%) +32) <f1 + 2h1) + 32 (fz + 2h2)
—21 + 10z, —21 + 10z,
Mg )i — )|
A 12 A 12

Note that in the expression of 512[;10010 given above, one of the terms has the coupling
Air. Here, 7/ denotes the complement of 7, i.e., 7/ = 2 when ¢ = 1, and 7 = 1 when

i=2.
3.1.1 Fixed points of the 2-loop beta functions of the gauge couplings and
1-loop beta functions of the quartic couplings

We will now determine the fixed points of the RG flow of the couplings where the two
sectors are coupled to each other, i.e., ( # 0. To determine these fixed points, let us first

set B, = 0. A nontrivial solution of this equation is

21 — dx g,

P97 4 133y (3.5)
As mentioned earlier, we can see that gauge couplings at the fixed point become small
while remaining positive when z¢; and x o approach the value % from below.

1-loop

Next, we set 3, = 0 resulting in

hi = (3i16\/€))\ (3.6)

Now, for convenience, let us define the following combinations of the quartic couplings:

_htf _hixh

fom = =573 hpm = = (3.7)
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In terms of these couplings, the 1-loop beta functions are as follows

BFP = Fun [32hm — 3001 = Xa)| +8[C% + (fy + hp) (fy + 8hp) | + 812 = 3\ + M)
+ 24R%, + %(A% +A3),
-loo 9
grloor — [16fp +32h, — 3(\ + )\2)] +32fphm = 3fp(\t = o) + A8hyhyn + = (0 = A3),

ﬁé_loop = [16fp + 32hp — 3()\1 + )\2)} .
(3.8)

In appendix D, we show that a unitary fixed point of the above beta functions with ¢ # 0
can exist only if 1 = 2o = xy which leads to the equality of the two gauge couplings:

21 — 4xy

M=dg=A=— 1
P —27 + 131

(3.9)

Moreover, as proved in the same appendix, at such a unitary fixed point, we must have

hy=hy=h= <%>)\7 (3.10)
or equivalently,
3-6
= (— = 3.11
hy ( v )A,hm 0. (3.11)

Plugging these solutions into the beta functions we get the following simpler expressions:

9
oo _g [@ F (fy+ ) (o + 3h,,)] P8P 6fA

ﬁ}ioop =fm [16 fp +32h, — GA} : (3.12)
glioor —¢ [16 o+ 32h, — 6 A} _

Now it turns out that for the fixed points with ¢ # 0, ﬁ};imp = ﬂé“lOOp = 0 degenerates into
a single equation:

“| &

16f, 4+ 32h, —6A =0 = f, = ~—\. (3.13)

Here we have substituted h,, by its value given above to obtain f, in terms of A\. Substituting
1-loop

these values of fp and hp in ﬂfp , We get
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Finally setting ﬂ}:OOp =0, we get

8(C2+ f2) = <18\/67_39>)\2 ) (3.15)
32

Therefore, we see that there is a circle of fixed points for the 1-loop beta functions of the

quartic couplings. In the following subsection, we will show that this fixed circle survives

even when the 2-loop contributions to the beta functions of the quartic couplings are taken

into account.

3.1.2 2-loop corrections to the fixed points of the quartic couplings

To analyze the corrections to the fixed points after including the 2-loop contributions
to the beta functions of the quartic couplings, we split these couplings as follows:

hi = ho + dh;,
fi = foi +0fi, (3.16)
C = CO + 64,

where hg, fo; and (o are solutions to the fixed point criteria arising from the 1-loop beta
functions. These quantites are O(\), and as derived in the previous subsection, they satisfy
the following conditions:

V6

4

hoz(?’_V6

18v6 — 39\ .,
3.17
T )A. (3.17)

))\, Jor + fo2 = ——A, 8<C02 + i(fm - f02)2) = < 2

The quantities dh;,df; and §¢ are corrections to these fixed point values due to 2-loop
contributions. They are O(A?).
Now, retaining terms up to O(\?) in the 1-loop beta functions, we have

3109 = B0 4 32Ro8h; — 6ASh,,
IB};IOOP = 18]10(;10013 + 16f015fl + 32f016hl + 32h06f2 — 6)\6f2 + 48hodh; + 16(06(,

gé-loop - gé(;loop + |8F01 + 8fo2 + 32hg — 6A|6C + (o |85 f1 + 83 f2 + 166k, + 166hs | .

(3.18)

The quantities ﬁ}l:OOp, ﬁ};wp and ﬂé(;kmp are the 1-loop beta functions with the couplings
ho, fo; and (y . They vanish because hg, fo; and (y constitute a fixed point of the 1-loop
beta functions.

Now, demanding that dh;, d f; and 6( correspond to the fixed point of the overall beta

functions (including 2-loop corrections) up to O(A3), we get the following equations:

rp 1 1
32ho0h; — 6ASh; = 96h — 40AR2 — (% - ;’)A?ho - <Z - %)Afﬁ (3.19)
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16 fo;0 fi + 32 f0;0h; + 32hod f; — 60 f; + 48hodh; + 16(p0¢

= 384h3 + 160hE foi — 96AhE — 128 \ho fo; — 32X f& — 32A¢3 (3.20)
ox 7 1
—oN2h — (22 SN2 23 3
9\ h() ( 3 2))\ fol 4<3 2£Cf>)\ s

8fo1 + 8fo2 + 32hg — 6A| ¢ + (o

86 f1 + 88 f2 + 165hy + 165h2]

(3.21)
—21+10
= (o | 160h§ — 128\hg — 32X <f01 + f02> - A?(M)] .
6
From (3.19), we get

93v/6 — 201 + 8(7 — 5/6

6h1 = 0hy = 0h = N2 V6 + 8 V) ) (3.22)
768v/6

To analyze the solutions of equations (3.20) and (3.21), let us introduce the following
combinations of the couplings:

fOp

ofp

(for + fo2)s fom =

(6f1+0f2), 6fm =

(for = fo2)s
(0f1 — df2).

N = N =

1
2 (3.23)

After substituting ho, fop, 6h and (¢3 + f3,) by their values, equations (3.20) and
(3.21) lead to the following equations:

—5784 4+ 5607v/6 + 8(51v/6 — 172)x
16 <C05C + foméfm) =-\3 V6 +8(51v/6 )2y , (3.24)
1536
2160 4 339v/6 + 561/6x
8 fomdfp = =X fom 1, (3.25)
288
2160 + 339v/6 + 561/6x
8Codfp = —A%(o Ll (3.26)
288
Note that the last two equations can be satisfied by setting
2160 + 339v/6 + 561/6
8fp=—N? i 2\?{0—4+ Vg ] . (3.27)

Therefore, we see that the 2-loop contributions to the beta functions do not impose any
additional constraint on (y and fy,,. From this, we can conclude that the fixed circle
survives even after accounting for the 2-loop terms in the planar beta functions. Moreover,
note that the LHS of (3.24) is proportional to 6(¢? + f2,). This means that this equation
gives the 2-loop correction to the radius of the fixed circle. In section 5, we will prove that
this fixed circle actually survives under all higher loop corrections in the planar limit.
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3.2 Analysis of symmetry breaking at finite temperature

In this subsection, we will analyze the pattern of symmetry breaking at finite temper-
ature for the large N fixed points in our model. We will begin by demonstrating that the
effective potential at any finite temperature is stable for all points on the fixed circle (at
least up to leading order in A\). Then we will compute the thermal masses of the fields
®, and P and identify the conditions under which some of the fixed points demonstrate
the dual phenomena of spontaneous breaking of a baryon symmetry and a persistent BEH
phase at nonzero temperatures. In what follows, we will truncate the values of the different
couplings on the fixed circle to their leading order.

3.2.1 Stability of the effective potential

The leading order terms in the thermal effective potential of the fields ®; and ®, are
O(X). At this order, there are only terms which are quadratic and quartic in the fields.
The quadratic terms lead to thermal masses of these fields which will be discussed in the
following subsection. Here we will consider only the quartic terms which would determine
whether the potential is stable (i.e., bounded from below) or not.? These terms are of the

following form:
Vauartic :ElTr {PF{PI} + E2TT [P2TP2] + J?l (TT {Pl} ) i + J?Z <Tr [P2] > ’ + QZTT {Pl} Tr {PQ} )
(3.28)

where p; and ps are symmetric matrices defined as follows:
pr=0T0), py=0le,. (3.29)

The first two terms in (3.28) are manifestly non-negative if #; > 0 and hy > 0. A sufficient
condition for the remaining terms to be non-negative is

f1>0, fo>0, and fifs > (% (3.30)

After rescaling the couplings by appropriate powers of N.; and N.o, these conditions can
be summarized as follows:

h1 > O, hg > 0, f1 > 0, fg > O, (flfg — C2) > 0. (3.31)

Let us now check whether these conditions are satisfied for the points on the fixed circle.
At these points, we have

3-6

V6
= (3.32)

m=h=h= (220 fo= 50t )= 500

26The coefficients of these quartic terms in the classical potential are O(\). The quantum corrections to
this classical potential are suppressed by higher powers of .
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and

g f2 = (B\/QE%)A{ (3.33)

where fo, = 5(fi — fo).

From the values of hy and ho we can conclude that they are positive since 3v6)

6 )~
0.034 > 0. To see that the bounds on f; and f; are satisfied, note that (3.33) imposes the
following constraint on the value of f,:

18v/6 — 39)A'

o< (5

(3.34)

From this we can conclude that

1 - 26 — V1 _
f1,z=fpifm2§A—< 8*{2 39))\: V6 168\/6 39)\z0.165)\>0. (3.35)

Finally, note that

fifs ==y + Fn)(fy = ) = C = f2 = (f2+ () = (63—2&5»2

~ 0.074\% > 0.
56

(3.36)

Therefore, we see that all the conditions sufficient for the non-negativity of the quartic
terms in the potential are satisfied at all points on the fixed circle. In fact, we have
proved a slightly stronger condition, i.e., these quartic terms are strictly positive-definite
for nonzero values of the field configurations. This means that as long as the thermal
masses are non-negative, the potential increases steadily when one moves away from the
origin along any direction in the field space. This is true even when either of the thermal

27 5

masses is zero ruling out the possibility of there being any flat direction“’ in such a scenario.

3.2.2 Thermal masses

Now, let us discuss the quadratic terms in the potential. These terms have the following
form:

1
VOIuadratic = 5 (M2>ai,bj ¢ai¢bj' (337)

As earlier, we can evaluate the contribution of 1-loop Feynman diagrams to the thermal
mass matrix M? by using the general expression derived in [10]. For the model that we
are presently considering, this expression is given by

(3€) = 2 [ s ST (1419) | (176), |- o9

=1 B=1 e,u

2"We refer the reader to [1, 2, 44, 61, 62] for examples of non-supersymmetric theories with such flat
directions in the planar limit.
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Here ﬁt}ll is the temperature. Ay; pj ok, are the symmetric couplings introduced in equations
(C.6), (C.7) and (C.8). TA(S) and T5%(S) are the generators of the two SO(N,1)’s in the
representations corresponding to the scalar fields in the model. Their explicit forms are
given in the equations (C.14) and (C.15). Similarly, T3!(S) and T32(S) are the generators
of the two SO(Ng2)’s and their forms can be obtained by a (1 <+ 2) exchange of the indices
in (C.14) and (C.15).

Using the explicit forms of the symmetric couplings and the generators, one can show
that the matrix M? takes the following form:

<M2) — (mgh,l]:NCIXNcl ONCIXNCQ ) . (339)

2
ON02 ><]Vcl mth721N02 XN02

where m2, ; and m? , are the 1-loop thermal masses (squared) of the 2 fields with the
following values:

167(25 2 1 2 Neo 3 1
2 th c
Mth,1 3 < Na ! Nc21 ! N C 8 N !
167(25 2 1 2 Nep 3 1
2 th c
m = 2+ >h —|—<1—|——)f + +—(1— >)\ .
th2 3 < Neo 2 NCQQ 2 Neo C 8 Neo 2

If either mch or mfhg is negative, then the minimum of the potential will be away from
the origin in the field space, and hence at least one of the order parameter ([det ®;])
or ([det ®9]) will be nonzero. This would indicate a spontaneous breaking of the baryon
symmetry and the Higgsing of some of the gauge bosons in the respective sector.

Thus, to determine whether these dual phenomena actually occur at any of the points
on the large N fixed circle, we need to compute the thermal masses at these points. The

values of the couplings at these fixed points are as follows:

21 — 4ay 3—6 fitfo V6
M=do=A=— "0 iy :h:( ))\, = — Y2\ (341
b 27 +13z," 1 7 16 Jo 2 g (34D
In addition, the double trace couplings ¢ and f,, = % are constrained to lie on the circle
CH+f2 = %) A2. Substituting the values of the above couplings in the expressions
of the thermal masses and taking the limit N, — oo, we get
1672852 | 3 1672852 | 3 ¢
mgh@:Tth Z)‘"i_fm"i_rgam%h,QZTth ZA—fm-i-; , (3.42)
where the parameter r is defined as follows:
NCZ
r= . 3.43
N, (3.43)



This parameter did not enter in the 2-loop planar beta functions of the couplings®®. How-
ever, as we can see now, it leaves its imprint in the effective potential of the scalar fields
through the thermal masses. There are constraints on the value of this parameter which
need to be satisfied to get a symmetry-broken phase at non-zero temperatures. Moreover,
even when the constraints on r are satisfied, only a subset of points on the fixed circle
demonstrate a symmetry-broken phase. We will next discuss these conditions on r and the
fixed points. In what follows, we will assume that r < 1, i.e., Nog > Ngo. The results that
we will get can be generalized to the case r > 1, i.e., Nop < Ngg, by a (1 <> 2) exchange of

indices everywhere.

3.2.3 Conditions for symmetry breaking

To analyze the conditions on the parameter r and the fixed points for breaking of the
baryon symmetry and a persistent BEH phase at nonzero temperatures, let us first consider

the following relation between the couplings f,, and ¢ at any point on the fixed circle:

o = i\/(m)v e (3.44)

256

This relation imposes the following bounds on the values of ¢ at these fixed points:

B 18\/6—39ASCS 18v6 -39 (3.45)
16 16
To avoid carrying along the factor of A throughout our analysis, let us define a normalized

version (z) of the coupling ¢ by stripping off the factor of A:
z2= . (3.46)

The above-mentioned bounds on ¢ then lead to the following bounds on the normalized
coupling z:
B 18\/5—39§Z§ 18v6 — 39 (3.47)
16 16
Now, by using equations (3.42) and (3.44), we can express the thermal masses of the

scalar fields in terms of the parameter r and the normalised coupling z as follows:

1672672 [3 18v/6 — 39
my = 735“1 At \/(7\/2_56 ) — 22+ rz|,
- (3.48)
16726852 |3 18v/6 — 39 z
m%h,Zthh)\ Z:F\/(T)—ZQ—F; .

281n section 5, we will show that this feature of the planar beta functions holds at all orders of the ’t
Hooft couplings.
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Note that the above expression of mfh | is positive-definite as can be seen from the following

inequalities:
1 — 1 —
+ (78\/6 39) — 2247z < <78\/6 39) + 72|
256 256
1 _
<(1+7) (M) (3.49)
256

Here, in the first line, we have used the relation |a + b] < |a] + |b|, and the fact that
%(%) — 22 </ <%>. In the second line, we have imposed the upper bound

on |z| given in (3.47). In the last line, we have used the fact that r < 1.
Now, let us see under what conditions mfh 5 can be negative. First note that when
z=0, mfh o s positive:

16726,% |3 18v/6 — 39
2 _ th |2 ( ) 0. 3.50

i 3 [4 i 256 ” (3:50)
We can also see that for any particular value of r, mfh , in either of the branches in (3.48)

is a continuous function of z. Therefore, for any fixed r, if mghQ has to be negative at

~ A/18v6-39 /18v/6—39
16 16

, ), then it must also pass through zero

some value of z in the range (
at some point (say, zp) in this interval. At this point we have

3 18v/6 — 39
4 256 r (3.51)

3 183 — 18
S (BIVE)
2r 256

1
= (1 —)2
(+’I“2 Zo+

For the existence of a real solution of this equation, the discriminant of the corresponding

quadratic polynomial must be non-negative, i.e.,

(2 o D) ()

2r 256

3.52
66 — 13 (8:52)
61 — 66

This puts an upper bound on the value of r for which a symmetry-broken phase can exist
for any of the points on the fixed circle.
Now, for every value of r lying below this upper bound, there are two solutions of the
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quadratic equation given above:

() () (o
2<1 - %) (3.53)
12+ \/<18\/5 — 183) r2 4 (18\/5 - 39)1

16(1 4 7’2>

=r

2
Since (183 — 18v/6) > 0, we have \/(%) - 4<1 + r%) <183T16&/6> < 3. Therefore, both

these solutions are negative. Hence, the value of z (or equivalently, ¢) for which mgh,z <0
is always negative®”.

Notice that when we went from the first line of equation (3.51) to its second line,
we blurred the distinction between the two branches of the linear equation. These two
branches correspond to the two possible signs of the coupling f,, as given in (3.44). For
a positive f,, one should choose the (—) sign in the first line of (3.51) . Similarly, for a
negative f,, one should choose the (+) sign in the same equation. Let us now see to which

of these branches the two solutions of the quadratic equation belong.

—12+\/ (18\/5—183> r2+ <18\/€—39>
16 <1+r2> ]

1272 + \/<18\/6 —39) — (183 - 15V/6) 7“2] 2

16(1 + r2)

Solution 1: zy = r[

In this case, we have

(3.54)

18v/6 — 39 5
()~
256

Note that both the terms in the numerator of the RHS of the above equation are non-
negative. Therefore, taking the positive square roots of both sides of this equation, we
get

V6 — )
=y

From the above equation we get

§_\/<M7—39>_23+2?0:0_ (3.56)

4 r

1202 4 \/ (18v6 - 39) — (183 — 18V/6) 702] R

16(1 + r2)

4 256

1/ 18v6—39
= A<

29This can also be seen more directly from (3.42) since fm < %/\ for all points on the fixed

circle.
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Therefore, we find that this solution always belongs to the branch where f,, > 0.

—12—\/(18\/5—183> r2+ <18\/€—39>
16 <1+r2> ]

12r% — \/<18\/5 ~39) — (183 - 18V6) r2] 2

16(1 +2)

Solution 2: zy = r[

In this case, we have

o 2_ (3.57)

<18\/€ - 39> ) [
VI 9 2
Now, the second term in the numerator of the RHS of the above equation is negative. So,
while taking the square root of both sides of the equation, one has to be careful about the
sign of the quantity within the brackets. To check this sign, let us look at the magnitude
of the expression within the root in the RHS. This expression can be re-cast as follows:

(18\/5 - 39) - (183 - 18\/6) 2 = (12/2)2 4 <18\/6 — 39— 144r2) (1+72).  (3.58)

Therefore this expression will have a magnitude less than (or equal to) (12r2)? (leading to
a positive sign of the quantity in brackets in the RHS of (3.57)) only if

1 _
(18\/6 _ 39— 14473) <0 = 1> w ~ 0.188. (3.59)

Thus, for 7”81\/2”) <r< 21/_56_\}5, we have

\/(18¢€_ 39) i _[127"2 - \/<18\/€— 39) — (183 - 18\/6>r2] 3 a @

256 o 16(1 +r2) 4 7’

and we can again conclude that the solution lies in the branch where f,, > 0.

For r < XY—=37— 18v/6—39

19 , we have
\/ 56—y 1202 — \/<18\/6— 39) — (183 - 18V6) 2 .
( 256 )_ZOZ_[ 16(1 + r2) ]:_(Z+7)’
(3.61)

and the solution lies in the branch where f,, < 0.

Let us summarize the above results:

e When w <rc< 21/_6(;}%, there are two fixed points on the same branch

(fm > 0) for which the thermal mass (squared) mgh’Q vanishes. The values of the
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normalized coupling z at these two fixed points are:

12+ \/(18\/6 - 183) r2 4 <18\/5 - 39) :

z(()l) =r ; ,
i 16<1 +r ) | .
o 12— \/(18\/6 - 183>r2 + <18\/5 - 39) :
° I 16<1 —|—7“2) |’

(2) (1)

where manifestly z;” < z5’ < 0.

e When r <
values of z at these fixed points are again given by the expressions in (3.62). However,
the fixed point with ( = z((]l))\ lies in the branch f,, > 0, whereas the one with
(= 262))\ lies in the branch f,, < 0.

18v/6—39
12

, again we have two fixed points for which mfh 5 vanishes. The

Now that we have identified the fixed points where mfhv2 = 0, it is possible to determine
the points at which it is negative. To apply the argument of continuity of mt2h72 as we move
along the fixed circle, we need to work in a particular branch. If there are two fixed points
where mfhg vanishes in that branch, then in the interval between these two points it will
be negative. On the other hand, if there is only one fixed point (say, at z = z) in that
branch where mgh’Q vanishes, then it will be negative for all values of z below zj.

Before enumerating all the fixed points where mgh,z < 0, let us briefly comment on the
points where the afore-mentioned branches meet. At these points, we have f,, = 0 and

z= aw where o = £1. From (3.48), we find that at these points:

16725, 18v/6 — 39

2 th

=—= A — . 3.63
Mth,2 3 [ 6r (3.63)
Therefore, Tnfh,2 > 0 at all values of r for the fixed point with ¢ = 1. For the fixed point
with o = —1, m2, , > 0 when r > Y0239 a0 q 12 < 0 when r < Y18Y0-39,

Thus, from the above analysis we can finally conclude that Tnfh,2 < 0 for the fixed
points satisfying any one of the following conditions:

re [VE SO e (PN 2(0N), and f > 0,

2. r € (0, 7W), e [zmin)\,zél))\), and f,, >0,

3. re (0, V18 39) ¢ € (ZminA, z((]))\), and f,, < 0.
(1) (2)

Here 25’ and z," are the values of the normalized coupling z defined in (3.62), and zmin
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is the lower bound on the value of z which was given in (3.47), i.e.,

18v6 — 39 (3.64)

Zmin = — 16

We provide graphical plots of these fixed points in figure 3.
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Figure 3: Fixed points in the real double bifundamental model for which m%h 5 < 0.

In appendix E we have shown that for all these fixed points, the thermal expectation
values of the scalar fields (up to gauge transformations) have the following forms:

Nep Mo \° (3.65)
d) =0, (Py) = — —E : diag{+1,1,1,--- ,1 3.65
< 1> ) < 2> 6471'2 h2 +f2 la‘g{ ) ’ }7

where ‘diag’ stands for a diagonal matrix with the corresponding diagonal entries given in
the brackets. Note that in the zero temperature limit, (®2) = 0 due to the vanishing of
mt2h72. This means that both the baryon symmetries are unbroken in the ground state.

For any nonzero temperature, the above forms of the thermal expectation values of
the scalar fields lead to the following consequences:

1. There are two gauge inequivalent vacua with the order parameter ([det ®3]) # 0.
This leads to the spontaneous breaking of the baryon symmetry in the second sector
at all nonzero temperatures.
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2. For either of the two vacua, the SO(N.2) x SO(N,.2) gauge symmetry in the second
sector is broken down to SO(N.2). To see this, let us consider a gauge transformation
01 x Og belonging to SO(N¢2) x SO(N,2) which leaves the thermal expectation values
given in (3.65) invariant, i.e.,

O1(92)0F = (®,). (3.66)
This relates O3 to Oy as follows:
Oy = (D) 7101 (®y). (3.67)

Thus, we see that the residual gauge symmetry is just SO(N.2). Consequently, half
of the generators in the second sector are broken. This, in turn, leads to half of
the gauge bosons in this sector getting Higgsed, and the system being in the Brout-
Englert-Higgs (BEH) phase at all nonzero temperatures.

Therefore, we find that the spontaneous breaking of the baryon symmetry and the
persistent BEH phase always occur together in this model as mentioned in section 1.

4 Complex double bifundamental model

In this section we will turn our attention to the complex double bifundamental model.
We will begin by demonstrating that this model is actually dual to the real double bifun-
damental model in the Veneziano limit. Therefore, in this limit, all the conclusions that
we arrived at in the last section are equally valid for the complex double bifundamental
model. In particular, we will see that for the planar beta functions in this model, there is
a fixed circle in the space of couplings. Just as before, by looking at the thermal masses
of the scalar fields we will determine the conditions under which a subset of these fixed
points demonstrate spontaneous breaking of the baryon symmetry and a persistent BEH
phase at nonzero temperatures.

4.1 Planar equivalence between the two double bifundamental models

Let us now demonstrate that the real and the complex double bifundamental models are
perturbatively equivalent in the Veneziano limt. This equivalence between the two models
rests on the procedure of orbifolding a parent theory to obtain an equivalent daughter
theory.?? 1In this case, a real double bifundamental model symmetric under the gauge

2
group G = [ SO(2N.;) x SO(2N,;) and with 2N; flavors of Majorana fermions in the

i=1
ith sector serves as the parent theory. On the other hand, the daughter theory is a complex

2
double bifundamental model symmetric under the gauge group G(©) = [] SU(N) x
i=1
SU(N,i) and with Ny; flavors of Dirac fermions in the i*™? sector.

The idea of orbifolding a parent theory is to first identify a discrete global symmetry
in it. One can then project all its fields to the components that are invariant under this

80This is a counterpart of string orbifold equivalence discussed in [63, 64].
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symmetry group. Operators composed of these projected fields are also invariant under
the discrete global symmetry and hence, are known as neutral operators. One can next
project the Lagrangian of the parent theory to its part containing such neutral operators
by simply removing the terms that are not invariant under the discrete symmetry. The
form of this truncated Lagrangian of the parent theory should be similar to the Lagrangian
of the daughter theory. Based on this similarity between the two Lagrangians, it can
be shown that in the planar limit there is a mapping between the couplings in the two
theories under which the correlators of neutral operators in the parent theory are equal
to the corresponding correlators in the daughter theory. In this precise sense, the two
theories are dual to each other in the planar limit. We will next show how this procedure
of orbifolding of the real double bifundamental model leads to its planar equivalence with
the complex double bifundamental model. Our arguments for this equivalence will closely
follow those given for similar dualities in [65, 66].3!

To demonstrate the planar equivalence between the two models, let us first express
the Majorana fermions in the real double bifundamental model in terms of Weyl spinors
as follows 32
( ()

wz@(@ﬁ) forp e {1,---, Np},
i —io? (%(Z;Nﬁ

—Ny;
vi

)>*
fOI‘pE {Nfz—i-l, ,QNfi},

)
io? (X,(pl),>* for p e {1,--- 7Nfi}a
= 7 (4.2)
_ig? (X(p—Nfi
iR

(p—Ny;i)
iR

)>*
fOI‘pG {Nfl—i-l, ,QNfi},

where the spinors with the subscript ‘L’ are left-handed, while those with the subscript ‘R’
are right-handed. Substituting the above expressions of the Majorana fermions in equation

31Gee also [67—-74] for discussions on the various aspects of the planar equivalence.
32From here onwards, we shall be working in the Weyl representation of the Clifford algebra.
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(2.31), we get the following form of the Lagrangian (after removing some total derivatives):

LrpB
- i szi o) (Fia )4 +zi1 (zb,(f’ﬁ);au <DW§?L)>% +zi (XZ(?L))LEM ( DﬂXz(,qL))ji
* Zzzz; (1/,(‘1)> Uﬂ( z(q})%) + ZZ (Xz R> U“( uXin)z) %grﬁ" (DM<I>,~)TDMI)Z.]

- i RETY [@% TP, ] i FR Ty [‘I%T‘I%} Tr [‘I%T‘I%} — olRTy [@{@1} Tr [@5@4,

7
1= =1

(4.3)

where 7 = (I, —?), and the dummy index ¢ runs over the values {1,---,Ny;} for the
fermions in the i*" sector. We have put a superscript R on the couplings to distinguish
them from the couplings in the dual complex double bifundamental model.

Now, note that the above Lagrangian is invariant under the following Zs transformation

of the fields®?:
(Via)u — Ji(Via)uJ'T

7
o — J0 L,

W9, ) = (—idl®, —iJa D) (4.4)
O ) = il =il
where
Ji =0y ®HNci><Nci - < O]JIVCiXNCi HNCiXNci) . (4.5)
TANei X Ne; ONcichi

To project the fields on to their neutral components, we demand the invariance of the fields
under the above transformations. This yields the following structure of the projected fields:

i —(C3 i P
(Vi) = (Egiiﬁ (;f;)“> b= (_@@; 3?) ’

(w g p)) a < (p))amvci B i(wz(p%)a, Va; €{l,--, Nei}, (46)

L >az+Nm < (
( 7q>]z+ch Z<X’ L> ’ <XZR>]'¢+NCZ —1<qu})%> Vi€ {1, Nei}.

Here (B#), and (C3)), are imaginary (N.; x N,;)-matrices which are anti-symmetric and

1

symmetric respectively. Similarly, ®;; and ®;5 are real (N, X N;)-matrices, but they do
not have any symmetry property under transposition.

33Here, the fields in both the sectors are transformed simultaneously.
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Let us now combine these projected fields to define a new set of fields:
(Vi) = \/5[(35?1% - i(@%)u]a ;= By +iDiz,

(@E,ql))a = ﬁ<w§?L>a_a <@E7q]){)a = \/§<¢§,q})g)a v a; € {1, e ,Nci}a (47)

Here, (91'04)# is an N X N Hermitian matrix. Therefore it can serve as a generator
of U(Ng;). Note that this is distinct from a generator of the group SU(N,;) in the complex
double bifundamental model (the daughter theory). However, the difference in the number
of generators between the two cases is suppressed by a factor of N% compared to the
total number of generators in either of them. Hence, this difference can be ignored while
computing correlators in the planar limit [70]. With this caveat, let us go on treating

(Via)u as a gauge field in the projected theory. The field strength corresponding to this
gauge field is given by

~ ~ ~ gl ~ ~
(Fio)r = 0y (Via)y — By (Via)y — % Via)us Vie)w | (4.8)

where glR is the gauge coupling in the i*" sector of the parent theory.
The Weyl fermions introduced above can be combined together to form Dirac fermions
as shown below:

3@ ~(a)
(\“I}Eq))al_ (‘I’Z-?L)ai ’<’7(q)>ﬁ£ (i((qL>] , (4.9)

AR, (),

Now writing the Lagrangian of the parent theory in terms of the gauge fields (Via)u,

the complex scalar fields <T>,~, and the Dirac fermions (\Tlgq), iﬁq)), we get

3 (@), (990), 3 (1), (05,
i=1 ' Lo Z Z

2
@j@@j@i] ~4Y fPm [cbjcbi] Tr [@j@,}
=1

roj. 1 T~ v
ﬁgDé) - - §TI‘ (-;Eioz);w(]:ia)u

2
+) Tr
=1
— 8CFTy [5{61} Tr [515562} :

2
<DM@>TDM@] Y R
=1

(4.10)
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where
. R . R
~ ~ Z " ~ ~ Z L~ ~
D,®; =0,%; — g3 (Vi) u®i + \g/%@i(viz)L,

T I Y9i 33 I
Du‘I’z(q) = au‘l'z(q) - \/ﬁ(Vil)p‘I’gq), (4.11)

- R
~ ~ ] i 3 ~
D = 9,3 - —\% (V)i

T

Finally, to obtain the Lagrangian of the daughter theory, we need to rescale the above
Lagrangian by a factor of I'"!, where I is the order of the discrete global symmetry group
in the parent theory. This is necessary to account for contribution of projectors on the
fields to the correlators of neutral operators in the parent theory[65, 66]. In our case, I' = 2
since the global symmetry group is Zs. To express this rescaled Lagrangian in terms of
canonically normalized fields, let us rescale the fields appearing in (4.10) as follows:

1~ l =
Vi), T = G @ = @) = L,
\/—( )M 7 \/5 1 Xz \/§XZ 7 \/5

In terms of these rescaled fields, the Lagrangian of the daughter theory takes the following

(Vi)

(4.12)

form:
2 2
Lamner == 5| BB | 413 (T7) (90) 130 (7)), (w5),
i=1 ! i=1 ! !
+ZT1« D,%)D, @] —4ZhRTr Y @’Tq>]
=1 =1
2
—SZERTrF;T&);}Tr[&);T&)‘] 16<RTr[ '“I)’}Tr[(l)gi)g],
- (4.13)
where
Flowr = 0 Vic)u = 0,(V'ia)ye = 19| (Via)s V'ia)s .
D,®; = 0,9 — igl (V'ir) i@} + ig ;(Via)], (414

DL (V) = 0,51 — igF (V) ¥,

D <5<V;(Q)) = M%;(Q) . Z‘gﬁ(vlﬂ)uj(v;(q)-
Note that if we expand the field strengths (]: ) W in terms of generators Tz’g normalized so
that the corresponding second Dynkin index is 2, then the Lagrangian given above has the

same structure as the Lagrangian of the complex double bifundamental model in (2.36). In

fact, the two Lagrangians are exactly identical if we impose the following relations between
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the couplings:
o = gt TE = 4R, O 8], 3 = 3" (415)

where we have now introduced the superscript ‘C’ to indicate that the couplings correspond
to the complex double bifundamental model. From (4.15), one can derive the relations
between the 't Hooft couplings®* in the two dual theories to be
C )‘R C R C R C R
N o= b =2 7 =2ff (O =2 (4.16)
As a consistency check, we provide the forms of the 2-loop beta functions of the gauge
couplings and the 1-loop beta functions of the quartic couplings in the complex double
bifundamental model at the Veneziano limit:

oo 21 — da 54+ 26z
riow = — (B g+ (2L oy,

B = 8(HE) —12XCRE 4 S (AP,

ne
oo 9 (4.17)
B = A(fF)? + 1617+ 12(hE) + 4(C7)? = 1207 7+ SO0,
2
B =P (4fF +8hT —6x).
i=1

These beta functions have been computed by methods analogous to those illustrated for
the real double bifundamental model in appendix C. One can compare these beta functions
to those of the real double bifundamental model given in (3.2) and (3.3), and see that they
are consistent with the relations given in (4.16).

From the planar equivalence between the two double bifundamental models, we can
obtain the unitary fixed points (with (¢ # 0) corresponding to the beta functions given

above. As earlier, for the existence of such unitary fixed points, the ratios zs; = ]]\\[,f * must

satisfy the condition that s = xyo = xy. When this condition is satisfied, the unitary
fixed points are all the points lying on the following manifold in the coupling space:

21 — 4 -
A=\ =aC= T 0 ¢ pC o= (73 \/6))\0,

—54 + 26, 1 (418)
C 4 fC _ '
L A N Gl P

where f¢ = @ As before, this conformal manifold has the topology of a circle. The
orbifold equivalence with the real double bifundamental model ensures that this fixed circle
would survive even after taking the 2-loop contributions to the planar beta functions into
account. In fact, in section 5, we will prove that this fixed circle survives under all loop

34Note that while defining the 't Hooft couplings in the parent theory, one has to take N.; — 2N,; in the
relations given in (2.32).
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corrections at the planar limit.

4.2 Analysis of thermal effective potential and symmetry breaking

Let us now discuss the thermal effective potential of the scalar fields in the complex
double bifundamental model for the fixed points given in (4.18). From here onwards, we
will drop the superscript ‘C’ over the couplings.

First we will check the stability of the potential at these fixed points. The quartic

terms in the potential (up to leading order in \) are

2 2
Viwartic = 3 B Tr [@}@@j@i} +3° FTr [@}@i] Tr [@I@i] + 20Ty {@{@1} Tr {@5%}.
=1 i=1
(4.19)

As in the case of the real double bifundamental model, the single trace interactions are

manifestly positive because

~ 167r2h_ 16772<3—\/6

R — 4.20
hi = - (g >>\>0. (4.20)

To ensure that the other terms are positive, we need to check the positivity of ﬁ, fg and
(]?1]?2 — E 2). But this is guaranteed by the relations in equation (4.16), and the positivity
of the corresponding quantities in the dual real double bifundamental model.?> Therefore,
we can conclude that the potential is stable for all points on the fixed circle.

Next, consider the quadratic terms in the potential which have the following form:

2
1
unadratic = 5 Z mgh,iTr |:(bj¢l:| 5 (421)

=1

where the thermal masses (squared) are3

1 1 1 1N, 1 1
-2 c2
3 1+ = +Nc1 fi+= C+4 1

2 2
b =167 By 6 6 Not

1 1 1 1N, 1 1
-2 cl
3 2 Nc2 2 C 4 2

2 2
Minz =167 By 6 6 Neo

In the Veneziano limit (N, — o0), we can drop all the subleading terms in NL” and

substitute the couplings by their values at the fixed points (given in (4.18)) to obtain

2 Jm | TC 2 3N fm | €
Mth1 = Bth [_ 9 + 5 5 | Mth2 = ﬁth [— Y + o | (4.23)
where r = lim Nez - Note that these thermal masses are equal to the corresponding

Ne

-

Nc1,Neag—00

35Gee the proof of this in section 3.2.1.
36These thermal masses are computed by methods analogous to those discussed in section 3.2.2.
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thermal masses in the dual real double bifundamental model (see (3.42)) under the mapping
between the couplings in the two models given in (4.16). This is actually a consequence of
the perturbative orbifold equivalence between the two models being valid in thermal states.
Since the proof of the perturbative planar (orbifold) equivalence [65] between the parent
and the daughter theories relies only on some combinatorics arising from the projection
under a discrete automorphism, it can be extended to the finite temperature case without
any major modification.?” This ensures the equality of the 1-loop planar diagrams [5, 10]
contributing to the thermal masses in the two theories.

The equality of the thermal masses in the two dual theories allows us to just use the
results obtained in section 3.2 to investigate the conditions under which one of the thermal
masses (squared) is negative. We quote these conditions below.

First, without any loss of generality, we assume that N,y < N, i.e., 7 < 1. Under this
assumption, on one hand, mth > 0 for all points on the fixed circle. On the other hand,
m2, 2 < 0 for the fixed points satisfying any one of the following conditions:

17”6[”8 616”’}(6 42 )\42'(()1))\) and f,, >0,

2. re (0, ¥—F— 18 =39, ¢ € [Azmin, 4z(() ))\) and f,, >0,

3. re (0, Y¥—F— 18 =39, ¢ € (Azmin, 4z(() ))\) and f, <O0.

(1) (2)

Here 2z’ and 2, are the values defined in (3.62), and zmi, is given in (3.64). For the

reader’s convenience, we provide these values once more below:

—12 + \/<18\/€ — 183> r2 4 <18\/€ - 39) :

A0 =y
‘ I 16(1 n 7"2> |
o 12— \/<18\/€ — 183> r2 4 <18\/€ - 39) : (4.24)
‘ I 16(1 n 7"2> |’
I 18v/6 — 39
min = 6

The graphical plots of these fixed points are similar to those given in figure 3. The only
difference is that the quantity z in those figures has to be now defined as z = ﬁ.

For all these fixed points, the thermal expectation values of the scalar fields (up to
gauge transformations) are as follows®®

<q) >:O <(b >: . Nc2 m%hﬂ ? dia {eie 1.1.--- 1} (425)
1 ) 2 647T2h2+f2 g s Ly ) )

37Tt would be interesting to see if the equivalence holds non-perturbatively for the double bifundamental
models. See [75-78] for the criteria for such non-perturbative planar equivalences between various models.

38The arguments for arriving at these expectation values are exactly analogous to those in appendix E
for the real double bifundamental model.
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where 6 € [0,27). Note that in the zero temperature limit, we again have (®2) = 0 and
both the baryon symmetries are unbroken. For any nonzero temperature, we have a circle
of gauge inequivalent vacua each of which develops a nonzero thermal expectation value
([det 5]y # 0. This leads to the spontaneous breaking of the baryon symmetry in the
second sector as in case of the real double bifundamental model. Moreover, the gauge
symmetry in this sector is broken down to SU(Ng2). This can be seen by checking that
a gauge transformation U; x Uy belonging to SU(N.2) x SU(N¢2) can leave the thermal
expectation values (®s) invariant only if

Uy = (0) LU (D). (4.26)

Thus, only one of the two unitary transformations is independent and the residual gauge
symmetry is SU(Ng2). As a result of this, half of the generators in the second sector are
broken, and accordingly, half of the gauge bosons in this sector get Higgsed. Therefore, we
find that just as in case of the real double bifundamental model, the spontaneous breaking
of the baryon symmetry and the persistent BEH phase are linked to each other in the

complex double bifundamental model.

5 Survival of the fixed circle at all orders in the planar limit

In the previous two sections, we saw that the 2-loop planar beta functions in the real
double bifundamental models yield conformal manifolds which have the topology of a circle.
This intriguing result raises the question of whether such conformal manifolds survive under
higher order contributions in the ’t Hooft couplings to the planar beta functions. In this
section we will show that it is indeed the case. This means that the double bifundamental
models belong to the list of interesting non-supersymmetric theories which have conformal
manifolds in the planar limit [1, 2, 44, 61].

We will first prove a lemma in the following subsection that the planar beta functions

Neo
Ncl

could have led to an asymmetry in the forms of the planar beta functions of the couplings in

in these models are independent of the ratio r = . This ratio is the only quantity that
the two sectors.? The above-mentioned lemma ensures the absence of such an asymmetry
in the planar limit.

While proving this lemma, we will illustrate the planar diagrams that contribute to
connected correlators in the ground state of these models. To extract the planar beta func-
tions from such correlators we work in dimensional regularization® and the MS scheme. In
this scheme, the contributions to the beta functions come from the coefficients of the O(%)
terms in such connected correlators, i.e., the residues of these correlators corresponding to
the pole at € = 0.

39 A difference in the values of Tr = %LI and xp2 = %LZ could also have led to an asymmetry between
the two sectors. But we have already shown that in such a scenario, there is no unitary fixed point with
¢ # 0. Therefore, we keep assuming that xy1 = xs2 in the Nei, Neo — oo limit.

“0Tn dimensional regularization, we take the theories to be defined in (4 — &) dimensions.
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One advantage of working with dimensional regularization is that all diagrams with
a massless tadpole*! vanish in this scheme[79]. The vanishing of such diagrams is not
essential to the arguments that we will propose as such tadpoles can at most contribute
to the renormalization of the masses %> and they do not affect the beta functions in any
mass-independent renormalization scheme. However, it simplifies the analysis slightly since
we have taken the renormalized masses of all the fields in the double bifundamental models
to be zero.

Before proceeding further, let us make a brief comment about our convention for
representing different diagrams in this section. The fields in the double bifundamental
models are matrices, and hence an appropriate convention for drawing the corresponding
Feynman diagrams would be 't Hooft’s double line notation. Indeed, we make use of
this notation while discussing the large N scaling of different diagrams in appendix F.
However, in this section, we will represent the propagators of the scalar fields by single
lines to avoid unnecessary clutter. We hope the reader will not be confused by this slightly
unconventional notation.

Now, without further ado, let us delve into the proof of the afore-mentioned lemma.
As we will see in section 5.2, the insights gained while proving this lemma will be essential
to the proof of the survival of the fixed circle in the planar limit.

NcQ
Nc1

5.1 Lemma: planar beta functions are independent of r =

In sections 3 and 4, we found that the two-loop planar beta functions in the double
Ne

o
feature of the planar beta functions actually persists at all orders in the ’t Hooft couplings.

bifundamental models are independent of the ratio r = Here, we will show that this

Before proceeding with the argument, we note that the interactions in the double
bifundamental models can be divided into two classes: single trace and double trace inter-
actions. The couplings corresponding to the former are the gauge couplings (g; and g2)*3
and the quartic couplings El and EQ, whereas those corresponding to the latter are the
quartic couplings fl, fg and Z .

Now, let us consider the double bifundamental model as two initially decoupled bifun-
damental scalar QCDs coupled through the double trace coupling E . Note that gis the
only coupling that mediates an interaction between the two bifundamental scalar QCDs.
Hence, if the theory starts with Z: 0 at any energy scale, it will be preserved along the RG
flow. In this case, as we saw already, each bifundamental scalar QCD’s large N planar beta
function would be determined solely by the corresponding 't Hooft couplings (A; o Ncigf,
hi o< Neihi, fi o< N2 fi).

“I'Here, by tadpole, we mean a subdiagram which has only one external vertex. It doesn’t matter how
this vertex is connected to the rest of the diagram. The loop integrals in such a subdiagram vanish in
dimensional regularization when all the propagators in such loops are massless.

42In fact, these tadpoles are responsible for the generation of the thermal masses of the scalar fields. In
a thermal state, the vanishing of such tadpoles is spoiled by the contributions of the Matsubara modes.

43Note that each gauge coupling also covers a corresponding ghost coupling. Furthermore, gauge fixing
terms do not affect the large N counting since they only affect gauge propagators which are normalized to
be O(1).
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Here, a question naturally arises: what happens to the structure of the beta functions
after a non-zero double trace interaction ( between the two sectors is turned on? Since
each decoupled sector could have an independent large N limit (i.e. N. # N¢2), one might

wonder whether the planar beta functions of the couplings would depend on the additional
Nc2
Ncl :

(¢ is defined with an appropriate normalization as NclNCQE .

parameter r = We will now argue that this is not the case when the 't Hooft coupling

To prove the r-independence of the planar beta functions, we will use the following
feature of the connected planar diagrams that contribute to such beta functions: Any double
trace vertex in such a diagram links two otherwise disconnected planar subdiagrams.** We
have provided an argument for this in appendix F by identifying the connected diagrams
that have dominant contributions in the large N limit. Here let us just explain what is
meant by the above statement. Consider a connected planar diagram with a double trace
vertex. If we remove this vertex from the diagram and join the pairs of legs with identical
colors that were initially attached to it, then we are still left with a planar diagram. But
according to the above statement, it is no longer a connected diagram. Rather, it has two
disconnected pieces each of which is a connected planar subdiagram.

Now, let us see how this feature of connected planar diagrams constrains the form
of the planar beta functions. Note that these beta functions receive contributions from
both vertex renormalizations and wave function renormalizations.*> Let us first discuss
why the wave function renormalizations do not lead to a dependence of the planar beta
functions on the ratio . The contributions to such wave function renormalizations come
from connected planar diagrams with two external legs. If such a planar diagram contains
a double trace vertex, then as we just argued, it can be decomposed into two disconnected
pieces. But one of these disconnected piece would always be a tadpole (eg. see the diagrams
in figure 4). As we mentioned earlier, such tadpoles contribute only to the renormalization
of masses of the attached propagator. But since all the propagators here are massless,
these diagrams simply vanish. Therefore, there is no planar diagram with a double trace
vertex which contributes to the wave function renormalizations. This means that in the
planar limit, these wave function renormalizations do not depend on the coupling ¢ which
connects the two sectors and they are just functions of the single trace couplings in the
respective sectors. Hence, their contributions to the beta functions do not generate any
r-dependence.

418ee e.g. [80] which discusses general large N scaling involving multi-trace vertices.
45We note that there is a scheme-independent way to understand the reason why tadpole diagrams do
not contribute to the wave function renormalization from their external momentum independence.
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(a) (b)

Figure 4: Examples of planar diagrams with 2 external legs and a massless tadpole: Here
we use red color for components in the first sector, and blue color for the same in the
second sector. In both the diagrams, the color indices of the two external propagators are
the same. The blobs comprise of single trace vertices and propagators belonging to the
respective sector. These blobs are massless tadpoles.

Now, let us turn our attention to the vertex renormalizations of the different couplings.
First, consider the single trace couplings \; and h;. We will show that, just like the wave
function renormalizations, the vertex renormalizations of these single trace couplings are
independent of the double trace couplings in the planar limit. This will, in turn, imply
that the planar beta functions of the single trace couplings are totally independent of the
double trace couplings*®. To prove this, let us work with a specific example, viz., the planar
vertex renormalization of the coupling h;. The structure of this vertex renormalization
can be understood from connected diagrams with 4 external legs of the scalar field ®;.
We take the color indices corresponding to these external legs to be (ai,bj,aj,bi) with
a # b and ¢ # j. Now, for these external legs, if there is a connected planar diagram
containing a double trace vertex, then by the arguments given above we can split it into
two disconnected pieces by removing this vertex and joining the residual legs with identical
colors. The only way to get such a diagram without generating a vanishing tadpole is to
let each of the disconnected pieces have a pair of external legs. But then the two external
legs for either of the two disconnected pieces would have different color indices which is
impossible given the structure of the interaction vertices. This means that there cannot
be any connected planar diagram with double trace vertices for the external legs that we
specified above. Consequently, the planar vertex renormalization of h; does not receive
any contribution from the double trace couplings. Similar arguments can be given to show
that the above property is shared by the vertex renormalizations of the other single trace
couplings. Together with the same feature of the wave function renormalizations, this
conclusively demonstrates that the planar beta functions of the single trace couplings are
independent of the double trace couplings. As a byproduct of this, we see that for a fixed
i, By, and By, depend only on A; and h; in the planar limit because there is no connected
planar graph involving the coupling ¢ which couples the two sectors. In other words, the
planar beta functions of the single trace couplings are only generated from the single trace
couplings in the same sector, which proves their r-independence.

Hence, what remains to be proven is the r-independence of the vertex renormalizations
for the double trace couplings f; and . To demonstrate this, let us first consider the planar
diagrams contributing to the vertex renormalizations of f; and fo which do not contain
any double trace vertex. An example of such a diagram is shown in figure 5.

46This statement is a well-known fact for such large N gauge theories (see for example, [49, 68]). Tt can
be generalized to cases involving multi-trace couplings.
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(ai) (ig) (b)

Figure 5: Example of a diagram containing only single trace vertices contributing to the
vertex renormalization of fi: The solid lines represent propagators of the scalar field ®4,
whereas the wavy lines represent propagators of the gauge field V5. The color indices for
the different propagators are indicated in brackets adjacent to the respective propagators.

we take the color indices on the two sides to be distinct, i.e., a # b, i # j. Each of the two
vertices contributes a factor of g o 2L Thus, the diagram scales as O(N%) in the large
1

Nei® ¢
Ncl limit.

Such a diagram can be generally expressed as a blob which contains only single trace
vertices and propagators belonging to a particular sector” and is connected to the external
legs as shown in figure 6.

(a) Diagrams in the first sector (b) Diagrams in the second sector

Figure 6: Diagrams without double trace vertices contributing to the vertex renormal-
izations of fi; and fo: In both the diagrams, the pair of external legs on the left have
the same color indices. Similarly, the pair of external legs on the right have the same
color indices. The blobs contain only single trace vertices and propagators belonging to a
particular sector.

We will denote the set of all such blobs in the i*" sector by B?. All diagrams in B?
scale as O(N%) in the large N; limit.*® Note that these diagrams do not contain the double
trace Coupliﬁé ¢ which mixes the two sectors. Hence, as earlier, their contributions do not
lead to an r-dependence in the planar vertex renormalizations of fi; and fo.

Now, let us determine the planar diagrams containing double trace vertices that con-
tribute to the vertex renormalizations of the double trace couplings. For this, recall our
observation that each double trace vertex in a connected planar diagram links two otherwise
disconnected planar subdiagrams. Note that if such a disconnected piece is not attached
to any of the external legs, then it is a massless tadpole which vanishes (eg. see figure 7).
Therefore, the only connected planar diagrams contributing to the vertex renormalizations

of the double trace couplings are linear chains of planar subdiagrams connected through

4"The blob can also contain counterterm vertices corresponding to the renormalization of the single trace
vertices and the wave function renormalization of the fields in the same sector.
48We refer the reader to appendix F for an analysis of the large N scaling of such diagrams.
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double trace vertices as shown in figure 8. Each of these subdiagrams contains only single
trace vertices and propagators belonging to a particular sector. It may also include coun-
terterm vertices corresponding to the wave function renormalization of the fields and the
renormalizations of the single trace vertices in the same sector.*” The vertices connecting
such subdiagrams can also be counterterm vertices corresponding to the double trace cou-
plings. A lower order term in the perturbative expansion of such counterterm vertices can
contribute to a higher order correction to the vertex renormalization.

Here, let us make an important observation: there are two classes of planar subdia-
grams in such a chain. One of them consists of the planar subdiagrams at the two ends,
each of which is attached to two external legs as well as a double trace vertex which con-
nects it to the rest of the diagram. It includes the case where the two external legs directly
connect to the double trace vertex. The other class consists of the planar subdiagrams
in the middle, each of which is connected to two double trace vertices on the two sides.
From now on, we will call these two classes of planar subdiagrams ‘external blobs’ and
‘internal blobs’ respectively. So there are four distinct types of blobs which we denote by
BE, B!, B¥ Bl. Here the superscript indicates whether the blob is external or internal,
and the subscript indicates the sector to which the corresponding propagators and vertices
belong. An important point to note here is that each internal blob in BiI contributes a
factor of O(Ngi) to the planar graph, whereas the contribution of each external blob is
O(1).5% From these scalings of the different blobs in the N, — oo limit along with the
property that f; only connects B} and B; while ¢ only connects B} and Bj, we can infer
that any planar graph contributing to the vertex renormalization of a double trace quartic
coupling does not generate an r-dependence. To illustrate this, let us consider the two
diagrams in figure 8. Both these diagrams contribute to the vertex renormalization of the
coupling f1. The diagram in figure 8a consists only of vertices belonging to the first sector.
In figure 8b, two of the vertices with the double trace coupling ]?1 are replaced by vertices
with the coupling Z . In addition, the BII blob in the middle is replaced by a Bé blob®!.

Since the double trace couplings fl and E scale as ﬁ x ]@1 and E x m, the replace-

ment of the two vertices leads to an additional factor of (%—03)2 in the diagram shown in

figure 8b compared to the one in figure 8a. However, this factor is exactly cancelled by the
replacement of the Bf blob by the B blob. Therefore, we can conclude that the scaling

of the two diagrams in the limit N.j, Noo — oo limit is exactly similar, and there is no

Neo
Ncl

diagrams contributing to the vertex renormalizations of the double trace quartic couplings.

relative factor of r = between them. Similar arguments can be applied to other planar
Consequently, all these planar vertex renormalizations are independent of r. Coupled with
the same feature of the wave function renormalizations, this proves the r-independence of
the planar beta functions of all the double trace quartic couplings. This completes our
proof of the lemma.

49 As we have already argued, such wave function and vertex renormalizations can depend only on the
single trace couplings in the respective sector.

®0See appendix F for a derivation of the ways in which different diagrams scale in the large N limit.

51Here, let us remark that the external blobs belonging to BE in such a diagram cannot be replaced by
blobs belonging to BZ without changing the external legs as well.
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Finally, we remark that one can extend this lemma to the case of a general weakly cou-
pled QFT which consists of two originally decoupled 3+1 dimensional QFTs, T7 and 715, de-
formed by an arbitrary number of quartic double trace scalar operators Tr[@l@l] Tr[<1>£<1>2]
where the scalar ®; belongs to the sector T;.

Figure 7: Example of a diagram with 4 external legs and a massless tadpole: The external
and internal blobs are characterized by filled or patterned color respectively. The color
indices in the two external propagators on each side are the same. The blobs stand for
connected diagrams with propagators and single trace vertices belonging to the first sector.
The vertices at which the external blobs connect to the lower internal blob and the vertex
connecting the two internal blobs correspond to the double trace coupling fl The internal
blob on the top is a massless tadpole.

(a) (b)

Figure 8: Examples of linear chains of blobs contributing to the vertex renormalization
of a double trace coupling (here f1).

5.2 Proof of the survival of the fixed circle in the planar limit

Let us now prove that the fixed circle survives at all orders of the 't Hooft couplings

in the planar limit. The fact that the planar beta functions are independent of the ratio

_ N¢
T = N_ci
are related to each other in the planar limit by the following exchanges:

ensures that the beta functions of the couplings A;, h; and f; in the two sectors

Al A2, hi < hg, fi & fo. (5.1)

Moreover, as we argued in the previous subsection, the planar beta functions of the single
trace couplings (A; and h;) do not receive contributions from the double trace couplings
(fi and ¢). This guarantees that the RG flows of the single trace couplings in one sector

do not depend on the couplings in the other sector.’®> Therefore, the planar beta functions

52The mixing of the two sectors can happen only when the double trace coupling ¢ contributes to the
beta functions.
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of these single trace couplings take the following forms:

Bri = Ba(Nis hi)s Bry, = Br(ha, Ni). (5.2)

As we have already seen from the 1-loop and 2-loop beta functions, there is a discrete set
of solutions of the equations 5y(A;, hi) = Br(hi, A;) = 0, and only one of these solutions
corresponds to unitary fixed points where the two sectors are coupled. At this solution,

the single trace couplings in the two sectors are equal, i.e., we have®3

AL =Ag = Ao, h1 = hy = hy. (5.3)

We assume that within the domain of validity of perturbation theory, this solution survives
at all orders in the 't Hooft couplings. Note that this is consistent with the identical forms
of the beta functions of the single trace couplings in the two sectors as shown in (5.2).

Next, we will determine the planar beta functions of the double trace couplings in the
subspace where \; and h; are fixed at their values given in (5.3). In appendix G, we have
shown how these planar beta functions can be expressed in terms of the corresponding wave
function and vertex renormalizations. In particular, we have argued there that these beta
functions depend only on the wave function and vertex renormalizations in a region where
A1 = A2 = A and hy = hg = h with (A, h) lying in the neighborhood of (Ao, ko). So hence-
forth, all our discussions will be restricted to such a region in the space of couplings. Let
us now look at the forms of the relevant planar vertex and wave function renormalizations
in the above-mentioned region.

First let us discuss the wave function renormalizations Zg, and Zg, of the scalar fields
®, and ®5. These are determined by demanding that the sums over the planar diagrams
of the form shown in figure 9 are free of divergences in the ¢ — 0 limit. As we discussed
in the previous subsection, these diagrams contain only propagators, single trace vertices
and the corresponding counterterm vertices. Since we are probing a region in the coupling
space where the single trace couplings in the two sectors are identical, the sums over such
diagrams are also the same for the two sectors. Thus, the wave function renormalizations
of the scalar fields in the two sectors are equal, i.e., we have

Zq:.l = Zq>2 = Zq;, (54)

where Zg is a function of \ and h.

o e

Figure 9: Blobs contributing to wave function renormalization for ®; and 5. Each blob is
made only of single trace couplings and propagators belonging to the corresponding sector.

Next, let us turn our attention to the vertex renormalizations of the double trace

53 Xo and ho receive corrections from higher loop diagrams to their magnitudes determined from the 2-loop
beta functions in the previous sections.
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couplings. To determine these vertex renormalizations, we will consider the contributions
of different planar diagrams with two external legs on each side as shown in figures 6 and
8.54 The diagrams in figure 6 contribute only to the vertex renormalizations of f; and fs.
They contain blobs comprising only of single trace vertices and propagators belonging to
a particular sector. In the previous subsection we denoted the set of all such blobs in the
ith sector by BY. All the diagrams in BY are O( ]\}2) in the large N,; limit. Let us denote
the sum over the diagrams in BY by C?. Since thecauantity CY receives contributions only

from the single trace couplings in the i*" sector and we are considering a region where
these single trace couplings are the same for the two sectors, the dependence of C’i0 on the
respective sector is solely determined by its overall scaling with N, i.e., we have

o_ C°
C; NT (5.5)
where C? is a function of A and h.%®

Now let us consider the class of diagrams shown in figure 8. These diagrams are linear
chains of blobs where the two adjacent blobs are connected by double trace vertices or
the corresponding counterterm vertices. Each of these blobs is a connected diagram made
of propagators and single trace vertices belonging to a single sector. It can also contain
counterterm vertices corresponding to the wave function renormalization of the scalar fields
and the renormalizations of the single trace vertices belonging to the same sector. There
are four distinct classes of such blobs: Bf, BF Bl and BY. Since each blob’s loop integrals
are independent of the other blobs, the total contribution of a given chain of blobs would be
the product of the contributions from the individual blobs. This factorization implies that
a building block of the planar vertex renormalizations is an infinite sum over all possible
planar diagrams within a given blob B;. Let us denote this sum by C}. Note that all the
components appearing in the diagrams contributing to C;* depend only on the single trace
couplings in the i*® sector. Since we are considering a region where the single trace 't Hooft
couplings A; and h; are the same in the two sectors, the dependence of the quantity C; on

the sector to which it belongs comes only from its overall scaling with N,;, i.e., we have®

cE=cF o =N (5.6)

Here we have used the fact that the external blob BZE consists of connected planar diagrams
with two external legs which scale like O(1) while the internal blob B! consists of closed
connected planar diagrams which scale like O(N, 622) as Ng; — co. We will call CZE d ‘building
blobs’ for obvious reasons.

Now, consider a geometric sum of linear chains of internal building blobs in a given
sector connected by the double trace coupling ﬁ in that sector (see figure 10). We denote

®"While considering the sum over such diagrams, we will ignore the contributions of the external legs.

551t also depends on the momenta of the external legs.

%Here CF and € depend on the values of A and h. C! also depends on the momentum flowing through
the linear chain, while C¥ depends on the momenta of the two external legs to which the external blob is
attached.
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these sums for the two sectors by D; and Ds. For convenience, we absorb the contri-
butions of the counterterms in the vertices corresponding to the double trace couplings.
Therefore, the coupling fl and fg in these sums are multiplied by the corresponding vertex
renormalizations Zy, and Zy,.

777777 77777 77777 77777 77777 777277
br777772 Vr77777 1777777 g 1777777
20277777 2IIII I ING 12777 2727777 N 2727777 Nr 7272277
D A AR A s )
1— 72277777 727772778277777777 AR s vy AR
71777777 RS ey R N s
7777777, Ay 7777777, T Ay
77772 77777 27777 77777 7777y 77777
Vor77
117777

Figure 10: Diagrammatic expansions of D; and Dy: The red blobs correspond to sector
1, while the blue blobs correspond to sector 2.

Based on this diagrammatic expansion, we can see that the quantity D; has the fol-
lowing value®”:

I 2 I 2 I
, o) - n ! N2C N=C
Li CZ E :|:OZZfoZCZi| 1 - ~c[ 1 CZ~ 20[ 1— 167T§ZC¥Z f,CI’
o _azfifi E —OszifiNci fili

(5.7)
where a is a normalization associated with the vertex factor of the couplings ﬁ and Z .
Its exact value is not essential to the arguments that will follow and hence we will leave
it unspecified. The only thing that we need to keep in mind is that this normalization is
the same for all the double trace couplings which follows from the way they appear in the
Lagrangians of the two double bifundamental models. We absorb the dimensionful factor
1 in the definition of a.. The energy scale fi is related to the renormalization scale u in the
MS scheme by ji? = MQEZ—: with vz being the Euler-Mascheroni constant. The quantity C!
has mass-dimension (—e) which can be verified by checking the dimension of the Feynman
diagrams appearing in the internal blobs. This leads to (aCT) being dimensionless.

Now that we have obtained the quantities D1 and D5, we can evaluate the contributions
of all planar diagrams with a fixed pair of external legs on the two sides.”® Such diagrams
are of two types. One class of diagrams do not involve double trace vertices as shown in
figure 6 and contribute to correlators where all the external legs correspond to fields be-
longing to the same sector. The other class comprises of diagrams where alternating linear
sequences of Di and Dy are coupled by the double trace vertex E (or the corresponding
counterterm vertex) internally and connected to an appropriate external building blob CZE

5THere let us make a brief comment about the symmetry factors of the different diagrams in this expansion
which will also hold for the expansions given in (5.8). The symmetry factors in these diagrams mostly arise
due to the invariance under exchanges of vertices and propagators within individual blobs. Such symmetry
factors are absorbed in the definition of the quantity C' and CF, and we need not worry about them
while connecting the different blobs via double trace vertices. The exceptions to the above statement are
diagrams where all the four legs emanating from a double trace vertex are identical. But the contributions
of such diagrams are suppressed by powers of %7 and hence they can be ignored in the planar limit.

ci

58The color indices for the two legs on each side are identical.
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at each end. Just as in case of the vertices with the coupling fi, we absorb the counterterm
vertices for ¢ by multiplying the vertex renormalization Z; to the vertices connecting D
and Dy. Now, summing over all such diagrams, we get

o ~ ~
i = ~T T (CE)Q{aZfI fi+ o223 fiDy
cl
+Z21+ aZfllel)%ZDQaZ( Z(ZngaZDgaZ)"> }
n=0
4) _ CY EN2 s 2,2 2
Loy = N2 +(C%)* S aZyp, fo+aZ3, f3 Do (5.8)
c2

+ 221+ OszQ.]?QDQ)2agD1ag< Z(ZgDzaZDlaZ)"> }

n=0

F%) — (CE)2 {(1 + aZfllel)(l + aZfQﬁDQ)aZ(&v(Z(ZCZDQOZZDNXZ)"> } ,

n=0

where I’Z(?) is the sum over planar diagrams when the pairs of external legs on the two sides
correspond to the fields ®; and ®;. The first term in the expression of I’ﬁ) or I’g;) is due
to the contributions of diagrams without double trace vertices. In the remaining terms,
the overall factor of (C¥)? comes from the two external building blobs at the two ends®.
The first two terms within the curly braces in the expression of Fﬁ) or I’%) correspond
to diagrams without any Z vertex. The other terms correspond to diagrams with different
numbers of insertions of the gvertex. Note that the total number of such insertions in
these diagrams must be even as the components on the two sides of such a vertex belong
to different sectors while the external legs at the two ends of these diagrams belong to the
same sector. The factor (1 + aZ fiﬁDi)z arises as a coefficient of these terms to include
diagrams where there is a chain of blobs appearing in the expansion of D; at either end, as
well as diagrams where the first (d)ouble trace vertex on either end corresponds to Z The
4
1

expansion in the expression of I'j; can be understood similarly.

Performing the sum over the geometric series appearing in (5.8) and using the expres-

®The CF at each end depends on the momenta of the external legs to which the corresponding external
blob is attached. Since the momenta at the two ends can be distinct, the values of CF at the two ends
can also be different. Nevertheless, to avoid unnecessary clutter, we use the shorthand notation (C’E)2 to
denote the product of the two CF’s. Note that this product can be taken to be the same while evaluating
the vertex renormalizations of all the double trace couplings by choosing the same set of momenta for
the external legs in all these cases. The vertex renormalizations are determined by demanding that the
expressions in (5.8) are free of divergences in the ¢ — 0 limit. The momentum-dependent pieces in these
expressions do not contribute to these vertex renormalizations.
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sions of D; given in (5.7), we get the following re-summed expressions:

4
NG Th)

1672 «

cY Zf1f1 - 167720401(Zf12f2f1f2 - Zg<—2)

4
N T

1672 «
CO

Zp, fo = 1672aC (Zy, Zy, 1 f2 — ZECP)

— (jE 2
1672 + ( ) {1 — 167T20401(Zf1f1 + Zf2f2) + (167‘(2040[)2(Zf12f2f1f2 — ZCQCQ) }7

NaNeaTl Z

— CjE 2
1672« +(C7) { 1 —1672aCl(Zys, f1 + Zy, f2) + (1672aCT)2(Zy Zy, 1 f2 — ZCZC?) }’

B2
1672 o (%) { 1 —16m2aCl(Zys, f1 + Zy, f2) + (1672aCT)2(Z4, Zy, f1 f2 — ZCZC?) }’

2 o~
where we have now switched to the 't Hooft couplings f; = 1];—;5 fi and ¢ =

(5.9)

Nc1Neo Z/

1672

To extract the vertex renormalizations in the MS scheme from the above expressions, we
need to demand that all O(sin) terms in these expressions vanish for n > 0. This would
render these quantities finite in the ¢ — 0 limit. To simplify the analysis of these vertex

renormalizations, let us introduce the following quantities:

=@ _ NeilNej @) - _ L T i
Uiy’ = g2 Lii» Ji=Zafin s €= 266 C0 = g0
Then the expressions in (5.9) can be rewritten as
—(4 — — = =2
£:_0+(CE)2 f1—16772a01(f1f2_C
o 1 — 1672aCT(F, + fo) + (1672aCT)2(F, Fy — C)
T4)
r

ﬂ:@+ww{ T, ~162%aC! (7, F, - ) }
1—16m2aCI(fy + fo) + (1672aCT)2(f f5 — ZQ) 7

el 1 — 1672aCT(F, + fo) + (1672aCT)2(F, Fy — )

We can make a further simplification by introducing

fi— 1
2

7p5¥52fpfpa ?mE Emefm,

(5.10)

(5.11)

(5.12)

and taking the sum and difference of the first two expressions in (5.11) as shown below:
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O R LT Tl PRI
1— 3271204(3’1?1, + (1677204(3’1)2(?12, — Tfn — Zz)

T -T% oy !
T2 (OB - m —————5 (" (5.13)
1—32r2aC!f, + (1672aCT)2(f, — fr, — )

T ¢
12 _ (CE 2 .
o { 1 — 3271204(}’1?]) + (1677204(3’1)2(?12; — 7371 - 22) }

Notice that demanding the third expression in (5.13) to be free of divergences in the ¢ — 0
limit automatically ensures that the second expression is also divergence-free if we take

Zf,, = Z¢, (5.14)
or equivalently, f,, = meZ Assuming this equality, we can rewrite the first and third
expressions in (5.13) as given below:

—(4)  —=(4
P§1)+Pg2) .

2 -

Zg fp— 16772aCI<ZJ%pf§ — Z3(fr + Cz))
1 - 32n2aC1 Z;, f, + (1672aCT)?2 (Zj%pf,? — Z(fh+ CQ)) H |

CO 4 (CE)Q{

!

(4)
12

=¢

°|

(CE)Z { Z }] )
1 - 32n2aC1 Z; f, + (1672aCT)2 (Z;pfg — Z2f2 + 42))

(5.15)
Zy, and Z; are determined by demanding that the quantities within brackets in the above
expressions are free of divergences in the € — 0 limit. Apart from depending on Z;, and
Z¢, these quantities are functions of A, h, f, and ( f2 4+ ¢?). Since Z 7, and Z are chosen
in the MS scheme such that they just cancel the overall divergences in these quantities,
they must also be functions of A, h, f, and (f2 + ¢?). So, to summarize, the planar vertex
renormalizations Zy,, Zy, and Z; depend on the different couplings as shown below:

pr = pr()" h’ fp’fsm + CQ)a me = ZC = ZC(Aa ha fpafsm + CQ) (516)

From the planar vertex and wave function renormalizations, we can now evaluate the
planar beta functions of the different double trace couplings. As derived in appendix G,
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these beta functions are given by

0 0
By :flznAaTRes Zy, —2Zs, :flzﬁAaTRes Zy, —2Zs |,
A 4 A A
0 0
B, = fQZﬁA%ReS Zp, — 273, | = ngﬁ;A%Res Zp, —27s |, (5.17)
A A
Be=C> K 9 Res|z.— 2y — 2 =¢> K 9 Res|z. -2z

Here, Res|- - -| indicates the residue of the quantity within the brackets at the ¢ = 0 pole.
kA runs over the couplings A, h, f1, fo and . The derivatives in the above expressions have
to be computed on the subspace h = hg and A = A\g. The second equality in each line of
(5.17) relies on the fact that Zg, = Zp, = Zg when \y = Ao = X and hy = hy = h.

Now, let us use differentiation by parts to rewrite the above expressions of 3, and 3y,
as

)

fiZy —2f1Ze

0
5f1 :< EA HA% — 1>R,GS
(5.18)

)

foZyp, —2f2Z

0
B, :<§/€A% - 1>Res

9

Fey On fi is trivial.

Here we have also used the fact that the action of the operator > k4
A
From these expressions, we can obtain the planar beta functions of f, = % and f,,, =

flng as given below:

prfp - 2pr<I>

)

B, :<Z/€A% - 1>Res
A (5.19)
fmem - 2fm2<1>

0
= KA — 1) Res
IBfm < Z A Ok A
A
Now, using differentiation by parts once more, we can rewrite the above expressions as

Zs — 270

)

0
ﬁfp = prA:mA—aKAReS
(5.20)
Zf,, —27%

0
Bt = fm E xa——Res
T Ok A

By comparing the expressions of 3¢, and ¢ in (5.20) and (5.17) respectively, and by using
the fact that Z; = Z., we get
_Jm

B, = Tﬁc- (5.21)

This means that the equations obtained by setting all the planar beta functions to zero

,55,



(with the condition ¢ # 0) are degenerate. The corresponding degenerate fixed points
satisfy the following two equations:

Zs —2Zg| =0,

0
fp AE I{A%RGS
(5.22)

Ze — 275 = 0.

Z /{AaiRes
A kA

Notice that the residues in the above equations are functions of A, h, f, and ( 2+ ).
Moreover, the operator ) 4 & A% acting on these residues takes the following form:

0 O pnd . 9 2 2y 9

Therefore, we can see that the two equations in (5.22) are essentially two functions of f,, and
(f2 + ¢?) set equal to zero.®’ From the analysis of 2-loop beta functions, we have already
seen that there are perturbatively reliable solutions of these equations. These solutions
correspond to the fixed circles in the double bifundamental models. Here we can see that
the entire effect of the higher loop corrections is to modify the location of the plane on
which the fixed circle lies®! and the radius of the circle?.

Thus, we have proved the survival of the fixed circles in the double bifundamental
models under all loop corrections in the planar limit. As a result, we can conclude that
all the points on this circle which demonstrate thermal order are genuine CFTs in this
limit. Therefore, the respective baryon symmetries in these theories remain broken up to
arbitrarily high temperatures and the systems exist in a persistent BEH phase.

6 Conclusion and discussion

In this paper we studied the possibility of spontaneous breaking of global symme-
tries at nonzero temperatures for large N conformal gauge theories in D = 4 space-time
dimensions. We started with some familiar QCD models, viz., QCDs with SO(N.) and
SO(N.) x SO(N,) gauge symmetries. The matter contents of these theories consist of Ma-
jorana fermions in the fundamental representation of the SO(N.)’s, and real scalar fields
transforming in the fundamental/bifundamental representation of the gauge group. By
analyzing the beta functions of the different couplings in the N, — oo limit, we determined
the Banks-Zaks-like fixed points in these models. We showed that the conformal theories
at these fixed points fail to demonstrate spontaneous breaking of certain global symmetries
(a flavor symmetry for the vector model and a Zs baryon symmetry for the bifundamental

model) at nonzero temperatures.

50The values of A and h in these equations are set to Ao and hg.

1This plane is determined by Ao, ko and the value of f, obtained by solving the equations in (5.22).

2The radius of the fixed circle is determined by the value of (f2 + ¢?) obtained by solving the equations
in (5.22).
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We then extended these models by taking two copies of the bifundamental scalar QCD
(with ranks N.; and N.2) and coupling them via a double trace interaction. We called this
the ‘real double bifundamental model’. Both by direct perturbative computations up to
2-loops as well as general diagrammatic arguments at all orders in the 't Hooft couplings,
we showed that this model has the following interesting property: Within the domain of
validity of perturbation theory, the planar beta functions of the different couplings yield a
conformal manifold with the topology of a circle.

Let us emphasize here that the proof of the existence of the conformal manifolds in the
double bifundamental models at the planar limit in section 5 is largely model-independent.
So it can be used to generate similar families of models with conformal manifolds. One such
family would be models where there are two similar large N QFTs T7 and 715, each having
a single matrix-valued scalar ®;, with only a double trace interaction between them®.
For example, when the gauge groups in each theory are products of SU(N)’s or SO(N)’s,
and the scalar fields are in either the adjoint, the symmetric, the anti-symmetric or the
bifundamental representations of the gauge groups, then Tr(<I>J{<I>1) Tr(CI%CI)g) can be such
a double trace interaction coupling the two theories. It would be interesting to investigate
other variants as well, for example, models with multiple double trace interactions between
two similar large N QFTs.

Let us now return back to the real double bifundamental model. For the fixed points
lying on the above-mentioned manifold, we explored the possibility of spontaneous breaking
of global symmetries at nonzero temperatures. We found that such a symmetry breaking
indeed occurs in certain parameter regimes. The relevant symmetries here are two Zs
baryon symmetries, one for each sector. We found that in the zero temperature limit, i.e.,
in the ground state, both these symmetries remain unbroken. Moreover, in this limit, the
effective potential of the scalar fields steadily increases as one moves away from the origin
in the field space along any direction. This is in contrast with the models discussed in [1, 2]
where, in the planar limit, a flat direction of the potential in the field space allowed for
nonzero vacuum expectation values of the fields which led to the spontaneous breaking of
scale invariance. This also made it possible to spontaneously break global O(N) symmetries
in these models even at zero temperature. Here nothing of that sort happens due to the
absence of such flat directions of the effective potential.

When a temperature is turned on, the scalar fields in this model pick up thermal
masses. If the square of any of these masses is negative, then the minimum of the thermal
effective potential® lies away from the origin in the field space which leads to nonzero
expectation values of the scalar fields. This, in turn, means that at least one of the
Zo baryon symmetries is broken in such a thermal state. Thus, to determine whether
these baryon symmetries are spontaneously broken at nonzero temperatures for the points
lying on the conformal manifold, one just needs to evaluate the thermal masses at these

63Here7 we assume that no other interaction between 77 and T» is generated along the RG flow. We
thank Ofer Aharony for suggestions on this issue.

54In computing the thermal effective potential we have included the microscopic fields. Due to the matter
content which does not permit a deconfining phase transition, we have no evidence for the existence of light
non-perturbative degrees of freedom to be included in the calculation of the potential.
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points. We analysed these thermal masses and made the following observations which
constitute the main results of the paper: When Nq.o < N.i, the baryon symmetry in the
first sector is always unbroken. On top of this, when the ratio r = N_ﬁ < 21/76767\}%’ then
the baryon symmetry in the second sector is spontaneously broken at all temperatures for
a certain subset of points on the conformal manifold. Along with this symmetry-breaking,
half of the gauge bosons in the second sector are Higgsed.%® Thus, the system exists in
a persistent Brout-Englert-Higgs (BEH) phase at all temperatures for such fized points.
Exactly analogous features hold when N. < Nea.

In addition to observing the above features in the real double bifundamental model,
we also studied a closely related model which we called the ‘complex double bifundamental
model’. This model again has two sectors each of which is symmetric under the gauge
group SU(N,;) x SU(N;). The matter content in each sector consists of Dirac fermions
transforming in the fundamental representation of the individual SU(N,;)’s in that sec-
tor, and a set of complex scalar fields transforming in the bifundamental representation
of SU(N,;) x SU(N,;). Here, the global symmetries of our interest are two U(1) baryon
symmetries, one for each sector. The analysis of the spontaneous breaking of these symme-
tries was considerably simplified by a perturbative planar equivalence between this model
and the real double bifundamental model with ranks 2N.; and 2N, in the two sectors.
This equivalence allowed us to extend all the features of the real double bifundamental
model discussed above to the complex double bifundamental model. Thus, this model
demonstrates both a conformal manifold in the planar limit as well as the spontaneous
breaking of one of the baryon symmetries at nonzero temperatures for a subset of points
on this manifold when the ranks of the two sectors are sufficiently different. Just like be-
fore, the breaking of the baryon symmetry is accompanied by a persistent BEH phase at
all temperatures.

Here, let us briefly comment on the fact that the persistence of thermal order in our
models®® does not contradict the standard results in the AdS/CMT literature predicting
symmetry-restoration in holographic CFTs [26-28]. In these works, symmetry breaking
was examined by analyzing charged scalar hairs on the AdS side. These hairs correspond
to order parameters which are expectation values of gauge invariant operators with O(1)
scaling dimensions in the dual CFT. In our case, the order parameter for the Zy or the U(1)
symmetry is the expectation value of the determinant of the scalar fields which has an O(N)
scaling dimension. Hence, these symmetries are baryon-like. In AdS/CFT correspondence,
the dual of such a baryon-like operator is interpreted as a wrapped Euclidean D-brane in
the AdS bulk which has a point-like intersection with the boundary [83-85]. In a given
supergravity background, the expectation value of such an operator can be obtained from
a regularized partition function evaluated by summing over all possible configurations of
the D-brane satisfying appropriate boundary conditions [86-88]. It would be interesting to

51t was pointed out in [81, 82] that in certain cases thermal perturbation theory is challenged by IR
problems. What we can add here is that for those gauge particles which gain a perturbative mass, the mass
is of order v/ AT which for weak coupling is larger than AT. This value shields perturbation theory from
the problems which could have been posed by those particles.

66We have not yet determined whether these models have holographic duals.
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see whether it is possible to violate the no-hair theorem for black holes by obtaining baryon
hairs in the bulk via the above prescription. Such baryon hairs would then correspond to
spontaneously broken baryonic symmetries in thermal states of the dual CFT.

Let us now end with a discussion on how the above-mentioned features of the double
bifundamental models may be affected when corrections due to finiteness of N.; and Ngo
are taken into account. To analyze this, we have studied how the fixed points for the real
double bifundamental model are modified by finite N.; corrections in appendix H. There
we have taken the two ranks to be of comparable magnitudes, say O(N) with N being a
large number. We have worked in a regime where % <t Hooft couplings. In this regime,
for each order in %, one can expand the corresponding terms in the beta functions about
the fixed points at the planar limit in powers of the 't Hooft couplings. Since we have the
explicit expressions of these beta functions only up to 2-loops, we have been able to study
the O(%) corrections to the beta functions only up to the first subleading terms in such
an expansion. This analysis shows that the degeneracy in the fixed points is not lifted if
the ratios w1 = ]]\\;—’;1 and z o = ]]\\;—g are tuned appropriately. Under such a fine-tuning, the
closed curve of fixed points remains on a plane in the space of couplings. However, when
the ranks of the two sectors are unequal, its shape is deformed away from the circular form
that we found in the planar limit. In addition to these observations, we have also looked
at the leading order terms in the expansion of the O<ﬁ> terms. For these terms, we have
found the degeneracy in the fixed points to again survive under appropriate fine-tuning
of 1 and zyy. It would be interesting to see if the above-mentioned features persist up
to all orders under suitable constraints on xy; and 2. One way to check this may be
to re-sum the series expansions of the beta functions in powers of the 't Hooft couplings
(as we have done in section 5 at the planar limit), and then systematically consider the
subleading terms in the %—expansion.67 Even if the degeneracy in the fixed points is lifted
at higher orders, there may be isolated fixed points which survive under finite N corrections
after such re-summations. It would be interesting to see if any of the large N fixed points
that demonstrate thermal order survive under such finite N corrections. We would like to

resolve this issue in the future.
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A Baryon symmetry in the bifundamental scalar QCD

In this appendix, we will show that the Zy transformation given in (2.19) is indeed a
global symmetry of the Lagrangian of the bifundamental scalar QCD. We will also show
that this symmetry can be interpreted as an automorphism of the set of equivalence classes
of field configurations, where each class comprises of gauge-equivalent configurations. The
analysis presented here can be extended in a straightforward way to derive similar results
for the baryon symmetries in the double bifundamental models.

Let us first show the invariance of the Lagrangian given in (2.16) under the afore-
mentioned Zso transformation. For the convenience of the reader, we provide the form of
this Lagrangian below®®:

Lgifund = — % 22: Tr[(Fa)W(Fa)W] + %E(p) (D) + %?“(@x“”) + %Tr (D,A))TD“(ID]
a=1
— hTr [@chcb%] — fTr [@Tﬂ Tr [@Tﬂ .
(A1)

Now, let us see how each term in the above Lagrangian transforms under the transforma-
tions given in (2.19). To be specific, we will set @ = 1 in these transformations. These

transformations can be written more compactly as

b — TO,
PP 5 TP vV pe {1, , Nt (A.2)
(Vi)p — T(Vl)uT_la

where 7T is an N, x N, diagonal matrix of the following form:
T = diag{—1,1,--- ,1}. (A.3)

The terms —3Tr | (Fy) 0 (Fo)* ] and %7(1’) (DxP) are clearly invariant as the Zs transfor-
mation acts trivially on the fields appearing in these terms. The quartic interaction terms
are also manifestly invariant as (®7®) remains unchanged under the transformation. So

we just need to check the invariance of the terms —3Tr [(Fl) o (F1)M 1, %E(p) (D)) and

%Here (Fu)uw is the field strength corresponding to the gauge field (Va), which is an imaginary-valued
anti-symmetric N, x N, matrix. Just like the scalar field ® and the gauge field (V4 ),, this field strength is
also an N. X N, matrix. We take the fermionic fields (1/)(’7) and X(P)) of each flavor to be column vectors
with N, components.
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1
5 Tr

T
<DH<I>) D"‘I)] . For this, we can first obtain the transformations of the field strength

(F1) and the covariant derivatives of ¥®) and @ as follows:
(F)w = T(F)w Tt Dyp® — TDw®,| D& — TD,o. (A.4)

From these transformations we can then derive the invariance of the above-mentioned terms
as shown below:

ST [ (B = 5T [T (B T = ST [P (R

2 2
S0 Wy = SPTTITWe) = S5V (), (A.5)

1 T 1 T 1 T

5Tr|(D,2) DWI)] = 5T | (Du0) T'TD'0| = STr | (D,0) D/@].

Here, we have used the fact that 7T = 77 = 7! This conclusively demonstrates the
invariance of the Lagrangian under the Zo transformation.

Now, let us show that this Z, transformation is an automporhism of a set of classes
of gauge-equivalent field configurations. For this, it is necessary and sufficient to demon-
strate that performing the Zs transformation over a gauge transformation is equivalent
to performing another gauge transformation over the Zy transformation. To prove this
statement, let us consider a gauge transformation O; x Oy € SO(N,.) x SO(N.) which
transforms the fields as follows:

P’ = 0,907,
(w(p))/ — 011/1(”), (X(p))’ — OQX(”) forpe{1,--- Nf}, (A.6)
(V) = Oa(Va),OL — é(auoa)og for o € {1,2}.

Now, if we act 7 on the above configurations, we get
T =T0,205 = (TO,T ) (T®)OF,
TWO) = TOw® = (TO,T (T,
TV, T~ =TO0: (Vi) 0T 7' - éfr(aﬂol)o{ 7!

— (TOT YT (V)T ) TOTT ) - é(au(frolfr—l))m{fr—l

— (TOT YT (V) T HTOT T - é(au(TOlTl)) (TO T,
(A7)

while (x(?)" and (Va),, are left invariant. In deriving the last line of the above equations
we have used the fact that 77 =7~ and Of = O;*.

From the above expressions we can clearly see that the overall transformation can be
obtained by first acting the Zs global transformation on the original fields and then perform-
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ing a gauge transformation by (7O;7 1) x 0.5 This means that the Zy transformation
maps two configurations related by a gauge transformation to two other configurations
which are also related by a gauge transformation. This completes the proof of the state-
ment that the Zs symmetry is an automorphism of the set of classes of gauge-equivalent
configurations in the model.

B Two-loop beta functions of QCD

In this appendix we will review the two-loop beta functions in a general QCD without
any Yukawa interaction. We will mainly follow the presentation of [90, 91] where the
authors employed dimensional regularization and the modified minimal subtraction (MS)
scheme. We refer the reader also to [92] for the detailed forms of such two-loop beta
functions.

Let us consider a general QCD Lagrangian (without Yukawa interaction) of the fol-

lowing form™:

L9 = — ZFAFA + 3 DubaDua+ il D — [ abeadadueda + mass torms,

(B.1)
where kK = % for Majorana fermions and x = 1 for Dirac fermions. F lfy is the field strength
corresponding to a gauge field VMA associated with an arbitrary compact semi-simple Lie
group G. {¢.} and {1;} are sets of scalars and fermions respectively, and we denote the
representation in which they transform under the gauge group by S and F' respectively.
We choose the scalars to be real and take the couplings Agpeq to be fully symmetric under
permutation of indices. Note that the indices a and j may contain both gauge and flavor

indicies. The matter and the gauge sectors are coupled through the covariant derivatives

Duta = Ouda — iV, (Ta(9)) o,

(B.2)
Dyiby = Oy — gV (Ta(F)) oo
where T4(S) and T4 (F') are the generators of the gauge group in the representations S and
F. Calculation of the beta functions in such a theory largely reduces to a determination
of various group theoretical quantities associated with the representations .S, F' and the
G, and different combinations of the quartic couplings Ageq. When G is not simple,
there are several subtleties in the evaluation of the group theoretical invariants because of
diagrammatic reasons. We will discuss these subtleties in the following subsections.

59The fact that this is a gauge transformation can be verifed by checking that 70:7 ~! is an orthogonal
matrix and det [7—017’71] =1.

" Just as in the main text, we suppress the gauge-fixing and ghost terms here as well. At the two-loop
level, ghost terms affect the beta functions of quartic couplings through wave function renormalization of
the gauge and scalar propagators. On the other hand, the beta functions are independent of the gauge
fixing term as they should be.
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B.1 Gauge couplings

The two-loop beta function for the gauge coupling ¢ in the general QCD Lagrangian
B.1 is as follows:

dg
dln p

3
= i | 5 €4~ )~ §:S)

By =

5
(B.3)

The first and second line in the above expression correspond to the one-loop and two-
loop contributions. The quantities Ca(R) and Sa2(R) are the quadratic Casimir and the
second Dynkin index respectively of the representation R (G corresponds to the adjoint
representation). Note that there is no contribution from the quartic couplings at this order.
Equation (B.3) is valid for any simple gauge group. For a general semi-simple gauge group
G =]]; G; with independent gauge coupling g; for each simple G;, one has to modify this
equation to obtain the beta function of g; by the following substitutions:

9°Ca(G) = g} C5(G),

g°Sa(R) — g S3(R)

9’[C2(@)? = ¢ [C5(G)]?
9°Ca(G)Sa(R) — g7 C5(G)S5(R)
¢°Cy(R)S2(R) — Zg g2C3(R)S5(R),

(B.4)

where C4(R) and Si(R) denote the quadratic Casimir and the Dynkin index of the repre-
sentation R corresponding to the simple Lie group G;. While employing these rules, one
should consider only the matter and the gauge fields that transform nontrivially under the
group Gj.

The above substitution rules can be understood diagrammatically (see figure 11) when
we decompose the semi-simple gauge field into the direct sum of simple gauge fields as
VATAS) = (VIATA(S), VATA(F) = (V)AT) (F).

— ~ ESEN
i N
’ \ /w\
/ \ ] \
AN NANANN \ ]
\ ! \ /
\ / ANNANNN AANANNANS
~ 7 N o -

Figure 11: Set of two-loop diagrams contributing to £, which is affected by substitution
rules for the semi-simple gauge group. We follow a standard convention where the solid
line, the dotted line and the wavy line correspond to the fermions, the scalars and the
gluons respectively.
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B.2 Quartic couplings

e One-loop

The contribution of one-loop diagrams to the beta function of the quartic coupling
)\abcd is

d)\abcd

1—loop
P dlnp

abed

471' A2 {Aade 39 Aabcd + 3g4Aabcd} 5 (B5)

where the group invariants Azb d> Agb cd» Aabed are defined as follows:

Aabcd Z Aabef)‘efcda Agbcd = Z CQ(k))‘abcd,

1 perm k=a,b,c,d (BG)
Aabcd - Z Z {Aac,efAef,bd + Aae,fdAeb,cf} with Aab,cd = <TA(S)>ac (TA(S)>bd.
perm

Here, ‘perm’ denotes all possible permutations of the indicies {a,b,c,d}. Ca(k) is the
quadratic Casimir of the representation in which the scalar k transforms under the gauge
group. The diagrammatic interpretation of each term is straightforward: Aibcd and Agped
come from one-particle irreducible vertices made of two quartic and two gauge interaction
vertices respectively, while Aabcd comes from the one-loop anomalous dimension of each
external scalar propagators (see the diagrams in figure 12). When the gauge group is semi-
simple, we need to do the following two substitutions in the expressions of the 1-loop beta

functions:

S Syi
92Aabcd - Z 912 (A )Zbcda
i

) o (B.7)
g Aab,cd — Zgi (A)(Zzb,cd’
i
where (A)¢, . and (A), , are given by
(Aipea = > C(k)A (N, = (T(S)) (T%(S)
abed 2 abed s ab,cd A ac A bvd (B8)
k=a,b,c,d
Based on the above substitution rules, we find it convenient to define
abcd Z { ac ef ef,bd + (A)tzle,fd(A)ib,cf}’ (BQ)
perm
Then the substitution rule for the last term in (B.5) is as follows:
g Aabcd — Zgz gj abcd (BlO)

7_]

e Two-loop
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(a) Agbcd (b) Aasbcd (c) Aabed

Figure 12: One-loop contributions to the running of quartic couplings with corresponding
group factors e.g. in the Landau gauge.

More complicated structures arise at the level of two-loop diagrams where 11 different

types of combinations contribute to the beta functions:

2 1 -3 —-—25 2
(4 abczlop Z A Aabed — Aabcd +ty9 2(2Aabcd Aagcd)

35 10 11 1—x
- g4 { [?CQ(G) - ?’%SQ( ) - ESQ(S):| Aabcd Aabcd Aabcd 2Aabcd}
161 32 7 15
+¢° { [702(@ = 5 rS2(F) - 552(5)} Aabed — EAgbcd + 27Agbcd}
(B.11)
Here the new group factors are defined as follows:
A2(k) = e Meder B —12A Acegh\
= 6 kcde \kedes abed — 4 = abe f N\cegh/\df gh s
Aabed = 3 F;n <CZ(S)>fg)‘abef)‘cdega Adbed = 3 pezrr:ns Aabe f Acdgh <TA(S))69 (TA(S)>fh7
A = Zcz Aabeds  Aqhed = Z Aabef{TA(S), TB(S)}ef{Ta(S), TB(S)}ea;
perms
Apea = Z Xabe FATA(S), TB(S)}eed Ta(S), T (S)}aps Ay = Y Colk) Aabea;
perms k
1
Alpea = 8fACEfBDE > ATa(S), Ts(S)Yar{ Te(S), To(S) bea-
perms
(B.12)

Here, <Cg(S))fg = (TA(S)TA(S)>fg, and f4PCs denote the structure constants of the

gauge group.
For the semi-simple gauge group G = [[; G;, the following additional substitution rules
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are necessary because of the internal gluon loops:
g°Co(R) — Y giC(R
g'Ca(@)Ca(R) — ZQ?C§(G)C§(R)a
4 4
g Ca(R1)S2(R2) — Zg C3(R1)S3(R2),

§'C2(R1)C(Ry) — ng ‘C5(R1)CY (Ry),

(B.13)
9652 (R)Aabcd — Z gf )abcd’
96C2 (G)Aabcd — Z gf )abcd’
QGCQ(R)Aade — Zggg] gk‘ (A)jljécda
i,J,k

6 6 '
9 Aeq — Zgi (A%)beas
7

where (A9)¢, . refers to the invariant A7, ; defined in (B. 12) for the simple factor G;. Note
that the substitution rules for gQAUL*ZCd7 gAY, s and g Aabcd can be obtained from the rule
already given in the second line of (B.7).

Next we outline the diagrammatic origin of the different group theoretical contributions

to the running of two-loop quartic couplings. For simplicity, we work in the Landau gauge.

-3
% Zk Az(k))‘abccl’ _Aabcd

This first contribution comes from the two-loop anomalous dimension of the scalar
propagators as shown in the figure 13a. The second contribution is a genuine 1-PI contri-

bution to the quartic vertex as shown in the figure 13b. No substitution rule is required
since there is no gluon propagator.

Figure 13: (quartic3) contributions to the two-loop beta function of quartic couplings.
——25 2
® 2Aab0dg ’ 6Aabcdg

These terms came from all possible insertions of a single gluon propagator to the
one-loop quartic 1-PI diagram in the figure 12a as shown in the figure 14. The required
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substitution rules are g?Agpca — >_; 97 (M) g a0d g2Ca(R) — >, g2CS(R) to take account
all possible gluon propagators.

Figure 14: (quartic? - gauge?) contributions to the two-loop beta function of quartic
couplings.

o —g" {[FC2(C) — FrS2(F) — 135(5)] Adpea — 305504}
This factor comes from the ¢g* contribution to the two-loop anomalous dimension of

the scalar propagator where the corresponding 8 feynman diagrams are given in the figure
1 of [90]. The required substitution rules are

' Co(G)Ca(R) — Z i C5(G)C5(R),

g'Ca(R1)S2(R2) — 29?02 R1)S3(R2),
g CQ(Rl)CQ R2 —> ng C2 Rl)Cg(RQ)

7]

to cover all possible gluons inside a scalar propagator together with all possible matter
contribution to the gluon propagator.

A T 4
A bcdg ) zAabcdg

The first term comes from the diagrams 15a ~ 15d in figure 15, and the second term
originates from 15e. The required substitution rules are to reflect the fact that each gluon

propagator has semi-simple indices corresponding to the simple factors {G;}.
o [[§C2G) — FhSa(F) — 152(5)] Aabead® —F AZpeat’®s 27 A% c00°

These three terms come solely from the cubic or quartic gauge interaction vertices.
The four Feynman diagrams shown in figure 16 generate these terms. The first diagram

16a generates Agpeq and one needs to use the substitution rules

9°S2(R) Agpea — ng (A)hea

because of the semi-simple index for the gluon lines and the corresponding one-loop inser-
tions. The second and the third diagrams (16b and 16¢) generate Agbcd and correspond
to addition of the gluon propagator in the figure 12c. Hence, all the gluons should belong
to the same node G;, which is reflected in the substitution rule g®A%, , — >~ ¢%(A49)¢, ..
Finally, the fourth diagram 16d generates all three group invariants. While extending
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Figure 15: (quartic - gauge?) contributions to the two-loop beta function of quartic cou-
plings.

Afbcd to the corresponding invariant for a semi-simple gauge group, one should use the
substitution rules for Agp.q and Cy(R) introduced earlier.

Ao

Figure 16: (gauge®) contributions to the two-loop beta function of quartic couplings.

B.3 QCD with fundamental scalars / Bifundamental scalar QCD

Let us now apply the formalism of B.1, B.2 to evaluate the two-loop beta function of

the gauge coupling and the one-loop beta functions of the quartic couplings for the two
models described in the section 2.1.

e QCD with fundamental scalars

The model of QCD with fundamental scalars is made of SO(N.) Yang-Mills gauge
fields with Ny flavors of massless Majorana fermions and NN, flavors of massless real scalars
transforming in the fundamental representation of the gauge group. Its renormalized La-
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grangian is

oA i— 1
EVector = - ZF[LAV ,u 4 + §wép) (lbw(p))a + 5 <Du¢(p))a<Dﬂ¢(p)>a

i (B.14)
— hpP g gD gD _ 3P p(p) o) ()

To evaluate the beta functions of the different couplings, we need to identify the symmetric
couplings and the generators of the gauge group in the representation of the scalar fields.
These are given in (2.3) and (2.12) respectively. In addition, we need the quadratic Casimirs
and the Dynkin indices of the different representations which are given below:

Co(F) = 2, cz<s>=NC4‘1 CaG) = 22, -
s(F) = sy(8) = 52 s(@) = N2

Now, using these, we can evaluate the 2-loop beta function of the gauge coupling from
(B.3), and the 1-loop beta function of the quartic couplings from (B.5). We provide the
forms of these beta functions below in terms of the 't Hooft couplings (A, h and f) defined
n (2.4):

22 —4dzy — 22 13 4z, — 34 23 drs — 136 68
ﬁ)\z—< Tf — Ty >A2+< xf + 4ag 23z + Bas >)\37

6 3N, 6 6N, ~ 3N2?
1-loop __ 96fh h2 32 3 2 3 3
2L 8r 48 [ —3) N2 (2=
Bn = Neg, T\, TR ) MY, AN\ 52 T e, )
2
tloop _ g2 (04 g W25 4 16, +16) + 242 A2 g 3
57 = 12 (5 +8) 10 (5 1000 +10) 200+ 13 (7 )
(B.16)

where z ¢4 = Ny s /N..
e Bifundamental scalar QCD

The bifundamental scalar QCD is made of SO(N.) x SO(N,.) semi-simple gauge group
with two sets of Majorana fermions, ) and x®), each of which consists of N + flavors
and transforms in the fundamental representation of one of the SO(N,)’s while remaining
a singlet under the other SO(V.). In addition, there is an N, x N, matrix of scalar fields
denoted by ® which transforms in the bifundamental representation of the gauge group.
The renormalized Lagrangian of this model is

2 .
Lnitna = = 1 S (Fa)fy (Fal ™ + S50 (By®)y + P (D) + 5T (Du@)TD%]
a=1
— hTr [@%@T@} — fTr [@ch] Tr [@ch] .
(B.17)

As explained in B.1 and B.2, for computing the beta functions of the different couplings,
we need to use (B.3), (B.5) with appropriate substitution rules to take into account the
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different internal gluon lines corresponds to the each simple gauge group. The diagrams
responsible for these rules are given in figure 11 for the two-loop 8y and figure 12 for the one-
loop Bf. The necessary ingredients to compute these beta functions are the symmetric
couplings and the generators given in (2.18) and (2.26) respectively, and the quadratic
Casimirs and the second Dynkin indices of the different representations. We provide these
quadratic Casimirs and Dynkin indices below:

N N.—1 . N.—1 _. N, -2

C3(F) = 4 , C3(9) = 4 , C3(G) = 5 (B.18)
18

o N o A, N, -2

S§(F) ==, S5(5) = =7, S5(G) = =5

where the superscript « distinguishes the two SO(N,)’s. Using these ingredients, we can
compute the beta functions for the case where the gauge couplings g; and g corresponding
to the two SO(N,.)’s are equal (say, g). We provide the forms of these beta functions below
in terms of the 't Hooft couplings (A, h and f) defined in (2.21):

21 —4 22 13z, —27 23x¢ — 128 68
5}\:_< xf_ >)\2+< L o L o >)\3’

6 3N, 6 6N 3N2
110op _ 96/ o (32 6 5 (3 3
= 416 ) +hA [ — =6+ X = — B.1
h N2 + N, + * N, * 16  4N.)’ (B.19)
2
Hoop _ g2 (64 n (3 s) romz e pa (O ) 4 20
B; f <N§+>+f Nc+ + + f N, + 16

N
where 5 = Vf
c

C Beta functions in the real double bifundamental model

In this appendix, we will derive the beta functions of the different couplings in the real
double bifundamental model up to the contributions of 2-loop diagrams. For this, we will
use the formalism discussed in appendix B.

C.1 Beta functions of the gauge couplings (up to 2-loops)

In this model the gauge group has the following structure:
G = (Gn X G12) X (G21 X G22) (Cl)

where each G, is an orthogonal group with rank N.;. We will denote all the scalars and
fermions in the i*" sector transforming nontrivially under the group G; = (Gy1 x Gi2) by
S; and F; respectively. We will also find it useful to denote all the scalars and the fermions
in the model collectively by S and F' respectively .
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The beta functions (up to 2-loops) of the gauge couplings are given by

dg;
ﬁgi_ i
? 11 7 4 7 %
=~y {gcm ) = 5 S5 (F) = 5S5(S)
gf 34 iy iy iy iy 1 iy iy
—(4@4 302 (G — (2051 (F) + 5 CF(G)) S5/ (F) — 503 (G)S(S)
4 gQCJP Sz)
7j=1p=1

(C.2)

In the above expression, Cy and S5 denote the quadratic Casimir and the second Dynkin
index of the corresponding representation. The super scripts (i) indicate the simple Lie
group G, corresponding to which these quantities are computed. The values of these
quadratic Casimirs and Dynkin indices are given by CJB (R;) = Czﬁ (R)(Sg and S%ﬂ (R;) =
S (R)6) where

Ny —1
4

Nyio i
Tfa SQﬁ(S) =

O (F) = , CP(8) ==, a(G) =

2 (C.3)

Sy’ (F) =

Substituting these values in the expressions of the beta functions of the gauge couplings,
we get

o 913 21Nci _44_4Nfz
Poc =~ 30amy2 6

(C.4)

g [ (27TNZ 128N, +136) — (13N — 23) Ny,
2(4m)* 6 '

From the above expression, one can obtain the beta functions of the rescaled couplings

A\ = ](\;”“;75 which are given below:

21 —4x g 22 27 —13x¢; 23xp; — 128 68
Y fi _ A3 L /i : C.5
O i { 6 3N, i 6 6N, @ 3N2 (G-5)

Nei®

Here xy; =

C.2 1-loop beta functions of the quartic couplings

Let us now evaluate the beta functions of the quartic couplings. To use the results
worked out for the 1-loop beta functions of these couplings in [91], we will introduce the
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following couplings which are symmetric under permutation of indices:
Aariy ,b171,¢1k1,d1l =4hy 5i1j1 Oky 1y (5(11 c10bydy t+ Oaydy 55161) + dirky 5j111 (5(11 b10cydy + Oaydy Oty 01)
+ 5i1115j1k1 (5alb1 501d1 + 5a101 5b1d1)

+ 8f1 5i1j15k1115a161501d1 + 5i1k15j1115a161561d1 + 5i1l15j1k15a1d15b161 )

(C.6)

>‘a2i2,b2j2762k27d2l2 :4?@ 5i2j25k2l2 (60202 6b2d2 + 5a2d2 617262) + 6i2k2 6j212 (5a2b2 6C2d2 + 6a2d2 61?202)
+ 5i2l2 6j2k2 (6021?2 502d2 + 5(12625b2d2)

+ 8]?2 6i2j26k2l26¢12b2602d2 + 6i2k26j2l25a2625b2d2 + 6i2l26j2k26¢12d26b202 >

(C.7)

Aa1i17b1j1,02k2,d212 = )\alil,c2k2,b1j17d2l2 = )‘a1i1,02k2,d212,b1j1
= >‘C2k2,a1i1,b1j1,d2l2 = )‘C2k27a1i17d2l27b1j1 = >‘C2k27d2l2,a1i1,b1j1 (C-8)

= 855@ b1 6i1j1 662d2 6k2l2 °

In terms of these couplings, the quartic potential of the scalar fields takes the following
form:

1
Vquartic = 1 Aarin,bij1,eikt,dils Pavis Py ji Perky @ity T Nasio,bojo,coks,dalo Pasis Pajo Peoks Pdals

+ )‘alil ,b171,c2k2,d2l2 ¢a1i1 ¢b1j1 ¢62k2 ¢d212 + )‘alil ,b2j2,c1k1,d2l2 ¢a1i1 ¢b2j2 ¢61k‘1 ¢d212

+ >‘a1i1 ,baja,caka,dily ¢a1 i1 ¢b2j2 ¢02 ko gbdlll + >‘a2i2 ,b171,c1k1,d2l2 ¢a2 12 ¢b1j1 Qscl k1 gbdglg

+ )‘021'2 ,b1j1,c2k2,d1l1 ¢a2i2 ¢b1j1 ¢02k2 ¢d111 + )‘021'2 ,b2j2,c1k1,d1l1 ¢a2i2 ¢b2j2 ¢01k‘1 ¢d111
(C.9)

where the summation over repeated indices is implicitly assumed.

The couplings h1 and fq, or equivalently the rescaled couplings h; = ]\17061721 and f1 =
N2
1672
functions of hy and fi, we will first evaluate the beta function of Ay 4, 11 c1k1,dity- The

appear in the expression of Ay i b1j1,c1k1,dili- Therefore, to determine the beta

beta functions of hy and fo can be then obtained by a (1 <+ 2) exchange in the indices.
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NclNc2<~ by

Similarly, we will also evaluate the beta function of the rescaled coupling ¢ = =55

evaluating the same for Ay i, b1 1 coko,dols-
. 1-loop 1-loop

C.2.1 Evaluation of ﬁh, and ﬁf_

1 1

The 1-loop beta function of the coupling A, i; b1 ji,ciki,dils» @5 derived in [91], is given
by

2
2 pl-loop (A2 . . _ E : 2 ASYiB
(477) ’8a1i1,b1j1761k17d1l1 _(A )a1l1,b1j1701k‘1,d111 3 Z 9i (A )a1i17b1j1761k17d1l1
i=1 f=1

2 2
2 2 18,5
+3 Z Z 9: 9; (A)alil,bljl,qkl,dlh
i,j=1B,y=1

(C.10)

where

1
2 _ §
(A )alil,bljl,clkl,dlll :g )\alil,bljl,eu,fv)\eu,fv,clkl,dlll7

perms

S\iB _ . ~iB
(A )a1i17b1j1761/€17d111 :402 (Sl))‘alil,bljl,clkl,dlll7
o 1 A .
iB,5v — i v
(A)alil,bljl,clkl,dlll :Z Z <(A)ali1,clkl;eu,fv(A)eu,fv;bljl,d1l1

perms

(C.11)

% .
+ (A)Zlil,eu;fv,dlll (A)izvbljl;clkl,fv> ’

with the quantity (A)w defined as follows:

ayi1,c1keu, fv

(N enpense =(THS)  (TF(S)) (C.12)

aiil,eu ciki, fv

Let us now briefly explain the notations used in the definition of the above objects. In
the first and third lines of (C.11), the sums are over all permutations of the indices
(ari1,b11,c1k1,dqly). In the second line, S; denotes the scalar fields in the first sector.
They transform in the bifundemental representation of SO(N.1) x SO(N¢1), and are in-
variant under the orthogonal transformations in the other sector. Therefore, the quadratic
Casimir C’;ﬂ (S1) has the following value:

0 (50) = oa (7). (C.13)

The quantities ij (S) in (C.12) are the generators of the representation in which the scalar
fields transform under the group G;g. For example, the generators T'8 can be chosen to
take the following values:

1

(Tcllldl (S)> . . T T 5 [601@ 6d1b1 - 561b16d1a1} 6i1j1’
a1i1,b1j1 2

11 11 11 (C.14)
(Tcldl (S)>a1i1,b2j2 B <Tcld1 (S))azi%bl]i - (Tcldl (S)>a2i27b2j2 =0,
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(Tkllzll(s)> = —% {51@@'1511]'1 - 5k1j15l1i1]5a1b17

a1i1,b1j1

(Ti2®) = (nEs) = (1) =0
a1i1,b2j2 a2i2,b1j1 aziz,baj2

Similarly, the generators 7?7 can be chosen by (1 <+ 2) exchange in the indices of the above

(C.15)

expressions.

Note that the generators Tclﬁh (S) are antisymmetric under the exchange of ¢; and d;.
Generators which are related by such exchanges of indices, therefore, should not be counted
as independent generators. Hence, while summing over the generators Tcllﬁdl(S) in (C.12),
one should introduce a factor of % to count only the independent ones.

Now that we have introduced all the ingredients that go into computation of the 1-loop
beta function of A4, i, by j1,e1k1,diln» We can evaluate the contributions of these terms to the
beta functions of hy and f;. These contributions are enumerated in table 1.

Table 1: Contribution of different terms to ﬁl P and ﬂl loop.

Contributing term Contribution to ﬁ 1-Toop Contribution to 51 Toop
(A2)a111 brjtserkr,dily lﬁh%(l + Ny ) 2 h1f1 24h3 + 82 (1 + N,1> + 16h1 f1 (2 + NLCl) +8¢2
2
2(AS)B 1
_3121 521 92Ny s erkrdaty —6A1hy (1 - —1> —6)\1f1<1 - N—1>
2 2 ;
2 ,2( A)5 3M3 4 A2
311221ﬁ;:1929] (A):zlzjl’ybljl cirki,dily 1_61(1_ N_(l> 1_61

Adding all the contributions we get

grleor — 9%631"01 v <16 v ;’;)@ - (6 - ]\il)hlAl + (13—6 - 4]361)A%, (C.16)
BrP =81+ chl)fl +32( 1cl)f1h1 ~(o- de)fm+24h% 9A61 + 8¢,

(C.17)

Similarly, we can obtain the 1-loop beta functions of hs and fs which are given below:

+§i)h§—( ch)hz)\2+<136 4N02))\ (C.18)

96hs fo
51 loop + <16
N

2 9)\% 2
)f2A2+24h2+f+8< .
(C.19)

61 loop <1 +
NCQ

Yo -

>f2+32<1+ —

Nc2
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C.2.2 Evaluation of ﬁl -loop

The 1-loop beta function of the coupling Ag i, b, j1.coko,dols> @ derived in [91], is given
by

2 2
2 1-loop /A2 2/ A S\iB
(47T) (ﬁ)a1i17b1j1702k2,d2l2 _(A )a1i17b1j1702k‘27d212 -3 Z Z g’l (A );1i1,b1j1702k2,d212
i—=1 B=1
e (C.20)
ZﬁJ’Y
+3 Z Z gl gj a1i1,51j1,02k2,d212
where
(AQ)a1i17b1j1762k27d212 Eg Z Aayiybijieu, fodeu, fo,caka,dala
perms
SriB B ) )
(A );1i17b1j1702k27d2l2 :2 (C;ﬁ(sl) + 056(52)>Aali1,b1j1,€2k2,d2[27 (C 21)
i3, 1 3 : '
(A)Zalljl,,ybl_]l,cgkg,dglg _Z Z <(A)Ztli1,czkg;eu,fv(A)iZ,fv;bljl,dglg
perms
i Jv
+ (A)aﬂhewfv,dﬂz (A)eu7b1j1;62k2,fv>'
with the quantity (A)f121 eakaieu,fo defined as follows:
(A)mh,czkg;eu,fv :(TA (S))alil,eu <TA (S))kafv- (022)

Here S5 denotes the scalar fields in the second sector. The rest of the notations are similar
to the ones introduced earlier.

The contributions of these terms to the 1-loop beta function of ¢ are given below in
table 2.

Table 2: Contribution of different terms to ﬁl loop.

Contributing term Contribution to 52‘1001’
2
L - e R
1= ct
2 2 5
A 1
PP ( )Zalihbl]’l,@kz,dzlz =3¢ Z >\i(1 - Nm>
i=1p=1 i=1
2 2 —
3 X 9-92-(14)“37-”5 j1,caka,dal 0
ij=1 Bir=1 J a111,0171,c2k2,d202

Adding all the contributions we get

61 loop C

)f +16<1+ .
2 2N,

cl

8<1+ >f1+8<1+ >h1+16(1+

h
N2 N2 2N62) 2
c2

(C.23)

P (F S (e AN
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C.3 2-loop beta functions of the quartic couplings

Let us now turn to the evaluation of 2-loop corrections to the beta functions of the
quartic couplings. The strategy is analogous to the one employed to determine the 1-loop
beta functions. We will determine the 2-loop corrections to the beta functions of hy and f;
by using the expressions of similar corrections to the beta function of Ay, b1 1k dils- AS
earlier, the 2-loop beta functions of he and fo can then be obtained by (1 <> 2) exchange of
the indices. Similarly, to determine the 2-loop beta function of ¢, we will use the expression

of the corrections to the beta function of Ay i\ b1 coka,dals-

C.3.1 Evaluation of ﬁ2 looP and ﬁ2 loop

The expression of the two loop beta function of the coupling A i, b1j1,ciki,dils 1S @s

follows:
4 p2-loop
(47T) ’8a1i17b1j1761k17d1l1

_ 2 G
_5 ZA (k))\alil,bljl,clkl,dlll - Aalihbljl,clkl,dlll

25 Zﬁ 2g\iB
+ Z Z ( a1117b1j1701k1,d111 —6(A )a1i17b1j1701k17d111

i=1 g=1
2 S~ 4135 5 11
4 i3 i3 i3 S\if
- Z Zgl |:§C§ (G) - gsé (F) 1252 (S)] (A )(leihbljl,clkl,dlll
i=1 B=1
2 2 5 1 A\
ASS\iB.gy A\iB.JY AN BTV
+ Z Z 9; QJ{ )alzl,b1]1701k17d1l1 + 5(’4 )a1i17b1j1,c1k1,d111 + §(A )alil,bljl,qkl,dlll
4,j=1py=1
22 161, 16 7
8 3 8.
+ Z Z g g, {|: (G) - ES; (F) - gsé (S)] (A)fnijlf:/bﬂl,clkl,dlll}
1,j= 1ﬁv 1
2 2
2 2 2/ 45\iB, 6 i3
Z Z gnggT A 3111]17b:§1701k1,d111 +27ZZ% Ag 2111,b1J1,C1k1,d1l1
i,5,r=1 B,7,p=1 i=1 =1

(C.24)
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The sum in the first term of the above expression runs over the values {aqi1, b1 71, c1k1,d1l1}.
The different quantities appearing in this expression are defined below:

1
2
A (k) = ¢ Akeu,fogukeufo.gu,
—3 1
Aa1i17b1j1701k1,d111 = Z Z )\a!il7b1jlveuva>\clk17eu79w7ht)\dlllyfvvnght’
perms
2513 1 iB
(A )alil,bljl,clk‘l,dlll - 8 Z Cy (5) fo w)\alil,b1j1,eu,fv)‘qkl,dlll,eu,gw’
perms 9
2g\iB3 _ 1 . . i3 iB
(A )a1i17b1j1701k17d1l1 ) Z Aavis bijrew folerhn dily.gw bt <TA () T (S) ’
perms g fo.ht

Gri i
(A )121611'17b1j1,c1k1,d111 = 4055(51)>‘a1i1,b1j1761k17d1l1’
(ASS) = 4C5(S1)CY (S1)Maris busn.crb il

a1i1,b1j1,c1k1,d1la

o 1 X ) X )
A ekt = 7 2o Aavivbuinenfol T4 (9), T8 ()Y ew ol T4 (9), T5 (5)Yex k.t

perms
TNiBY 1 if R i R
( )alil,bljl,clkl,dlll = Z Z )‘alil,bljl,eu,fv{TA (S)vTB (S)}Clkl,GU{TA (S)vTB (S)}dlll,fvv
perms
S\B,37s _ i8,J
(A )3111‘]17b71,§1761k17d1l1 - 4C§p(S1)(A)Z1l‘j17b1j1761k17d1l1’

i 1 i i i i
(Ag)aﬁlil,bljl,clkl,dlll = g(fiB)ACE(fiﬁ)BDE Z {TAﬁ(S)vTBﬁ(S)}alil,bljl {TCB(S)7TDB(S)}Clkl,dlll'

perms

(C.25)

Most of the notations in the above expressions have already been introduced in the eval-
uation of the 1-loop beta functions. The only new elements are the quantitiies ( fw)ACE .
These are the structure constants of the group G*2. For example, the structure constants

f11 are as follows:

(fu)m1n1,e1f17uwl —

N | —

[&m {Bnsur8ien = S dnner § + O {erunBnnen = Snyunderes }

- 671161 {5m1u15f11)1 - 6f1u15m101} - 5n1f1{561u15m1v1 - 5m1u166101 }] .
(C.26)

The other structure constants f;3 also have analogous forms.
With these ingredients, we can evaluate the contribution of each of the terms in (C.24)
to the 2-loop corrections (ﬁi;lOOp and B;JIOOP) in the beta functions of h; and f;. We provide

the forms of these contributions in tables 3 and 4 below.
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Table 3: Contribution of different terms to

2 loop

Contributing term

Contribution to BQ loop

% Xk: AQ(k)A"’ljl‘rbljlﬂilkl ydily

32(1+ 5 + N—2)111+64(N_2+NL4),11J‘12

+128(N2 5 ) B+ S

-3
_Aalil«,bljhclkl Jdaly

—64(2+ & +>h3 - 768(N—2 )
7384(N2 + N4 )h ft = 384h1C2

22 25.i .
22521942( )afn biji,e1kidily Al(l_ ){16(1+ Net >h2 ?lhlfl}
2
2983 1 2
761; [3219 (A g)(ll’hblﬂl crkidily /\1{24<1 )h’l + 96(]\/7 - Ngl)hlfl}
2 2
i3 i i
-3 S at[Bci©) - 387 - BsPs)] 3 (120 =202 - 32) (1- )
i=1p8=1
S
(A )aln biji.cikidily

SS 8,5y
JZ:II ; lgl 9i (A alll bigi,erkr,dily

2
1 2
) A

(-

2 2
5 A\iB.JY 2) 5 1 1 4\,
LD gJ( )alil,bljl,t:lkl,d]l] A 5(1 - N_cl)h’l + 5(N_2 - N_3)f1
ij=16y=1 2 3
1 2 2 2.2 A)‘ iB,57y iy 3 2\, y .
2 _Zlﬁzlgi gj( )a,lil,bljl,(:lk:l,dlll 1\ 2 T N + Nifl 1+ N—rzl — N—fl fl
i,j=18,y= : :

51 5 g i3 23
2% e[ - gspm - 1s(s)] o (1 ) (147 — 32200 - 32)
i,j v
”
(A)Zli7b1j1 cikidily
B,
Z Z@w p=1 922J,293(A5)Z”73b:§1 c1ky,dily 71—2/\‘;« ) < )

4,0,r= 1

2722;? 1‘]2(

)a111 bij1,c1k1,dily

27A3
1

oo
\_/
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Table 4: Contribution

of different terms to 52 loop,

Contributing term

Contribution to 62 Toop

5 X 2D is g crtr i 32(1+ 3 N—g)hlfl + 64(1%3 + 35 )2
+128<N2 + Nj >h1f1 ‘3 hi¢?

—192(2+ o, ) d - 192(1+ e 1i)h2f1

R b iserk i 1536 (3 + 5 ) f? - 128<Nz + &)1

2 1 2 3 2
256 + g ) 1 C — 128 (5l + i + —N;Nz)f1<

E 2S

=13

gi(A

2 2 )13
71 a1in,biji,crkidily

8 2
+ 55 ) £

(1= —){24h2 +3(1
+16(2+ N%ﬂ)mfl} +8(1- 35 ) rel?

2 2
—6 Z Z ( )(llllalel cikidily

i=1p5=1

24A1{3h%+ (1 ~ Ntz - %g)ff

H(a= st s+ 2= )

224s5zﬁ 5 qif 11 qifB
=2 2 61|50 (G) = 5857 (F) — 1555 (5)

i=1p=1

( )al'Ll biji,cikidily

=M (120 - 20z, - 30) (1- )

SS\iB.JY
Z Z glg] (A )a1i1,b1j1761k1,d111

i,j=1py=1
2 2
5 B,J 15 1 1 3
2 Zlﬁzlgzg7 (A)\);Lzlz']l’,ybljl,61k1,d1h A%{7<1 - er)hl + 5<1 Net + N_czl)fl}
i,j =
1 2 2 B3 2)3 1 1
2 21521‘% 9; (A al;?l,bljhclkl,dlh )\1 §<1 B Ncl)hl + 1( + )f
,J Y
. . 5 3
Z 32 gt (Lo (@) — 85 (F) — 1S] (S)] (147 322 — 322)
4,j=18,y=1
5.5
(A):llljl’ybljl ciki,dily

2.2 20 AS\iB:.JV.Tp
Z 1 Zd ~.o=19i 9597 (A )alil,b1j1,61k1-,d111
9,J,r=

6
27 Z Zﬁ 19 (A )alzl b1j1,c1k1,d1la

Summing up these contributions, we get
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2-loo 6 3 22 5
O™ = 96< Net N2)h 128(]\72 N3> i - (Ng1 N;l)hlf1

N§1h1< +8(5+Z\i1 NQ)hQ)\l 6(1_Nld>< N )hl)‘g

>h1f1)\1+6( )f1>\2

96< _ _
TN TN Nz T NG

1 4 19
Ny )(—3 2 ))\3,
12( N, tArn )M

3 10
s (e (o g it (e
C

—192(]\?2 +N4>f1 +24( N01>h%)\1+32(4—Ni N2>h1f1)\1
+9(1—Nd)h1A%+32(1—Nid+;2 N3>f1)\1
—256(%32+m)hlgz—64<]\%+Nié+@)f1§2+32<1— ]\;cz)AQg?.

(C.27)

The 2-loop corrections to the beta functions of he and fo can be obtained by (1 <> 2)

exchange of the indices in the above expressions.
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C.3.2 Evaluation of ﬁ2 loop

Let us now determine the 2-loop corrections to the beta function of . For this we
will have to consider such corrections to the beta function of the coupling Mg, i, b, ,coko,dolo
These corrections are given by

(47‘(‘)4,82_19013

a1i1,b1j1,c2k2,d2l2

_ 2 A3
_5 Z A (k)Aalil,bljl,C2k2,d2l2 - Aa1i1,b1j1,c2k2,d212

2
25 25 2g\i83
Z ( a1117b1j1702k2,d2l2 —6(A )a1i17b1j1702k27d2l2
2

a111,b171,c2k2,d2l2

2
3
- if 5 cif 1L i $iB
Z [ (@) = 355 (F) = 558 (9)| (A1,
2
+2

2
ASSiBY 5 i AiBijy L =\ iB.y
Z { )a1i1,b1j1762k27d2l2 + 2(A )a1i17b1j1702k2,d212 + 2(A )a1i17b1j1702k2,d2l2
J—lﬁ

161 _; 16 ; 7 i iB.j
Z { [ C ﬁ(G) B ?SZﬁ(F) B 5526(5)] (A)aﬁli]l7b1j1762k27d2l2}

1,j= 15

2
2 2 2 zﬁﬂ Tp ZZ 6 i3
Z Z 9i ngT a1117b1j1,02/€2,d2l2 +27 9i (A )a1117b1j1762/€2,d2l2
4,5,r=1p,y,p=1 i=1 g=1

(C.28)
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Here

1
2
A (k) = ¢ Akeu,fogukeufo.gu,
—_3 1
Aalz‘l,b1j1,czk2,d212 = 1 Z )‘a1i17b1j1,eu,fv)‘02k2,eu,nght)‘d2l27fv,9wvht’
perms
2513 1 iB
(A )alil,bljl,02k2,d212 - g Z C2 (S) fo w)\alil’bljl’eu’fv)\mk%dﬂ%eu’gw,
perms 9
‘ 1 . ‘

A29)B :—Z)\'b‘ Acoko.dol ht(TlﬁS> (TZBS)
( )alzl,bljl,cgkg,dﬂg 8 ol aity, ljlyeu,fv C2KR2,a2t2,Jw, A ( ) e, gw A ( ) fU,ht’

G . .
(A );€i17b1j1,02k27d212 = 2<C§B(Sl) + C;ﬁ(s2))>‘a1i1,blj1702k2,d2l2’

(ASS)IE0 2 (056(51)057(51) + 03'6(52)0?(52)) Nayiy by i1 caka,dala s

a1i1,b11,cok2,dals —

o 1 A , A ,
(A)\)Zaﬁlgl’?bljl,cgk‘g,dglg 1 Z Aalil,bljlveuva{Tzﬁ(S)’TJJBV(S)}EUJU{T;F(S)’TJJBV(S)}C2k2,d2l2’

perms
T8 _ 1 N T(S). TV (S T(S), T2 (S
( )a1i17b1j1762k‘27d212 T4 0121,171]176“71%{ A( ); B( )}C2k2ve“{ A( ); B( )}d2l2’fv’
perms
5YiB.3, _ /.
(4 )2111717Z]p'1762k27d2l2 - 2(C2rp(sl) + CQTP(SQ)) (A)Zall:]lf:/bljlyc2k2yd2l2’

i 1 i i i i
(A7) ot caadots = 5 i) “FFi0) P08 Y ATHS). T (S arin b ATE (S) TPy (9) Yok ot

perms

(C.29)

The contributions of the terms in the above expressions to the 2-loop corrections in the
beta function of ¢ are given in table 5.

,82,



Table 5: Contribution of different terms to 52 loop,

Contributing term

Contribution to 5?'100[’

§ 5 A2t okt (é [16(1+ & + S )n2+32( 5 + &) £2
i +64( Z + g Jhifi + j’;—%_c?]
—32¢ 2231{ 1+ & +N2>h2+6( 1v24>fi2
= T
R b cakadata 412 ( )h,jl + 12(2 o )Nfﬁ\lfcg
+12(1 + sz)Nﬁ’;@ NGt NaN Cﬂ

(AS)W

a141,b171,c2ko.dalo

2 2 2 1 1
Ql;ﬁgl ( )(1171 b1j1,c2k2,d2ls 8<Z)\z<l— Nci) (2+ Nci)hl+ (1+ N2>j1+ NCINCZC
2 2
0% B O oic (1= ) (o s (1)
2 2 y ; 2
— L L [FGC) 55 (F) — S (S) ~ zl{ (129 200y, - 32 (1 - NL)}

S$5\iB,
ZJX:I Z glg] (A );lijl?bljhczkmdzlz
Bir=1

2 2 2
5 AN 5 2 1
32 X 59 (AN by eahs data SIPIPS (1 - Nm)
i,7=18,y=1 i=1
1 2 22: )iﬂyj’Y lci 3 5 4 2 )\2
2 521 g ayi1,b1j1,c2k2,dz2l2 8 = Nei NZ )7
WJ= = =
Ld 161 B 16 if 7 i
22 o [Re(©) - ¥sP(r) - §57(9)] 0
4,J Y
iB.57
5 (2‘4)0,1;1 ,b1]1 coka,dals
15 2.2 20 AS\iB,
2 ;: pr gnggT(A ):llljlwb';’?l coka,dal2 0
2 2
2 Z: ( )Iull b1j1,c2k2,dz2l2 0

Adding these contributions we get
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(C.30)

where 7’ is the complement of 7, i.e., for i = 1,7 =2, and for : = 2, ¢/ = 1.
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D Constraints on the fixed points in the large N limit

In this appendix, we will discuss some constraints on the fixed points of the RG flow
of the couplings in the real double bifundamental model. For this, we will restrict our
attention to just the 2-loop planar beta functions of the gauge couplings and the 1-loop
planar beta functions of the quartic couplings. In the planar limit (N., Neo — 00), the
1-loop beta functions of the quartic couplings have the following forms:

i 3
BYIP = 167 — 6hi\; + TR
) 9

5é-loop = ([8f1 + 8f2 + 16hy + 16ho — 3A1 — 3\

Here A\; and \; are fixed by demanding 3y, = 8, = 0 which leads to the following nontrivial

solutions:

21 — 4z,

T 2T+ 13z (D-2)

i
In what follows, we will demonstrate the following constraints on unitary fixed points’!
of the above beta functions.

e Constraint 1: When 7y # 9, there is no unitary fixed point where the two sectors
are coupled, i.e.,  # 0.

e Constraint 2: When zy; = zy9, at any unitary fixed point with ¢ # 0, we must

have hy = ho = 371%/6)\, where A is the common value of the gauge couplings in the

two sectors.

D.1 Proof of constraint 1

When x4 # 252, from equation (D.2) we have A\; # Xa. In this case, by demanding
1-loop
that ﬁhi =0, we get

34 0;V/6
hi = ( 16 )A“ (B:3)
where o1 and o9 can be 1 or —1. Therefore,
ho— hi+hy  3(A1+ X)) + (011 + o222)V/6
p = = )
b= hi—hy  3(A1 — A2) + (01M1 — 02A2)V6
me9 32 '

"By a unitary fixed point we mean a fixed point where the couplings are real. The reality of the couplings
is a necessary condition for the unitarity of the theory.
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One can define similar linear combinations for the double trace couplings to simplify the
analyisis:
_fi—f

fpzfl";fz,fm: R (D.5)

The 1-loop beta functions of these couplings (along with () are as follows:

BFIP = Fin [32hm — 300 = Xa)| 48[+ (fy + hp) (fy + 3hp) | + 812 = 3\ + M)
+ 2407, + %(A% +23),
-loo 9
B = fn 165 + 32y = 30N + A0) | +32fphan = 3f (M = Ao) + 48hyhs + =5 (AF = 23),

ﬁé_loop = [16fp + 32hp — 3()\1 + )\2)} .

(D.6)
By setting ﬂé“lOOp = 0 and demanding that ¢ # 0, we get
3
fo= 2y + (1 + do) (D.7)
Similarly, setting 5}i°°p =0, we get
_ _9(\2_ 2
f = 48hphm — 55 (A1 — A3) (D.8)
32hy, — 3(A1 — A2)
Here, we have assumed that
32h,m —3(A\ — X2) # 0. (D.9)

From the value of h,, given in equation (D.4), we can see that this is equivalent to de-
manding

011 # O2)9. (D.10)

When o1 = o9, this holds true trivially because zy; # zf2. When 01 = —o79, this is true
because otherwise A\; and Ay would have opposite signs. This is not admissible because \;
is related to the gauge coupling by the relation

(D.11)

and hence both A\; and Ay must be positive. > Therefore, we can trust equation (D.8).

"Here the reality of g; is the crucial assumption which is a necessary condition for the unitarity of the
theory.
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Now, combining (D.7) with (D.8), we get
16hphm — 6hm (A1 + A2) — 6h,( A1 — X2) + %(A% - ) =o0. (D.12)
Substituting the values of h, and h,, (given in (D.4)) into the above equation, we get
(13 + 6v601)A? = (13 4 6v602) A3 (D.13)

When o1 = g9, we get )\% = A% = A; = )Xo since we have already shown that both \;
and Az must be positive. However, this cannot be true for x;; # x 2.

The other possibility is that 0; = —o9. For instance, consider the case 01 = —09 = 1.
Then we get

(13 + 6v6)\? = (13 — 6v/6) 2. (D.14)

Now the coefficient (13 + 61/6) > 0, whereas (13 — 6v/6) ~ —1.69694 < 0. Then the signs
of A2 and A2 are opposite. However, this is not consistent with the reality of A\; and \s.
Therefore, equation (D.14) cannot be satisfied. Similarly, we can rule out the existence
of any unitary fixed point with 07 = —o9 = —1. Thus, from the above analysis, we can

conclude that when xy; # w9, there is no unitary fixed point of the 1-loop beta functions
with ¢ # 0.

D.2 Proof of constraint 2

When x5 = 2p2 = x¢, from equation (D.2), we have A\j = Ay = A = ey s

—27+13:L‘f :
before the couplings for the single trace interactions are given by
3+ O’,‘\/g
_ LtV P D.1
h= () (0.15)
6 6 — 6
hy = + (o1 02)\/_)\, By = M)\. (D.16)

32
The 1-loop beta functions of the couplings corresponding to the double trace interactions
simplify in this case as follows:

9
ﬁ}pl P =32fmhm + 8[(2 + (fp +hp)(fp+ 3hp)] + 82 — 6f,A + 24R2, + E’\Q’
B =16, + 821y — 6A| + 82 fyhun + 48y hun, (D.17)

preP =¢ [16 fo + 32h, — GA} .

Let us focus on the last two beta functions given above. Setting them equal to zero and
searching for fixed points with ¢ # 0, we get

16f, = —32hy + 6X, 32fphy + 48hyhm = 0. (D.18)
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Substituting the value of f,, obtained from the first equation into the second one, we get

(12 — 16k, )hy = 0 = <18 — (01; Uz)ﬁ) (o1 — 03) = 0. (D.19)

The only way in which the above equation can be satisfied is if 01 = 09 = ¢. In this case,
we have

3
hy = +12\/_)\ o =0, f, = —i)\ (D-20)

1-loop __

Now, setting 5 =0, we get

8(C*+ fr)=—=5 [180\/_ +39| ) (D.21)

32

Note that the reality of the couplings f,, and { leads to the LHS of the above equation
being non-negative. The RHS of the same equation is, however, manifestly negative if
o = 1. Thus, the only admissible unitary fixed point is the one where ¢ = —1. Therefore,
we can conclude that when xy = xy,, at any unitary fixed point where the two sectors
are coupled, the couplings corresponding to the single trace interactions have the following
values:

il \/6))\. (D.22)

hl:h?z( 16

E Minima of the thermal effective potential

In this appendix, we will investigate the minima of the thermal effective potential of
the scalar fields in the real double bifundamental model. When both the thermal masses
(squared), mth ; and mth o, are positive, one can trivially conclude that the minimum lies
at the origin of the field space. On the other hand, if either mth,1 or mth,2 is negative,
the minima would lie away from the origin, and the baryon symmetry would be broken.
To analyze the location of the minima in such a situation, we would restrict our attention

N 2 ;
NCQ < 1, and Mij 1 > 0 while

to the fixed points discussed in section 3.2 for which r =
mt2h72 < 0.
First, let us employ gauge transformations to bring the matrices of the scalar fields to

the following diagonal forms:

®; = diag{di1, -+, din.. }- (E.1)
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The thermal effective potential (up to leading order in \) for such a configuration is

1 2 Ny 2 N
Vet 25 Z Z mt2h,i(¢iai)2 + Z Z (@bzal)
1=1 a;=1 i=1 a;=1 (E 2)
2 Nei Neg _ Ne1 Nea '
33N Filia) (@)* 20 YD (D100)* (D21,)?
=1 a;=1b;=1 a1=1bo=1

One can determine the saddle points of this potential by setting its partial derivatives with
respect to all the scalar fields equal to zero as shown below:

WVegp
8¢ia,

Ne;
= ¢zal mthz + 2h (szal) + 2};’ Z ¢zb + 2< Z ¢z’b/ = , (E?’)

b;=1

where 7 denotes the complement of 7. The above equation has the following possible

solutions:

Ne;
1 ~ ~
ia; =0 or §mfh,i+2hi(¢mi)2+2fiz d,)? +2¢ Z i, )" = 0. (E.4)

b;=1

Let us consider a saddle where n; of the N, diagonal entries of ®; are nonzero. In E.1,
we will show that for ny # 0, the solution corresponds to negative values of (¢14,)? which
is in conflict with the reality of ¢14,. So such a saddle point cannot correspond to a
minimum of the potential. Later in E.2, we will argue that the minima actually correspond
tony =0, ng = Neo.

E.1 Saddle points with n; # 0 correspond to imaginary field configurations

In this subsection we will prove that all the saddle points with ny # 0 correspond to
imaginary values of ¢1,,. For this, let us consider such a saddle where ¢, # 0 for the first
n; values of a;. The nonzero components of the scalar fields satisfy the following equations:

1 " _m N2
oM+ 20 (010, + 201 D (0167 +20 Y (¢,)* =0V ar € {1+ ),
b1=1 bo=1

- e (E.5)
lm%hg +2ha(0205)% + 2f2 D (S2s)> +20 Y (10)> =0 V ag € {1,--+ ,ma}.

2
ba=1 bi=1

Solving these equations, we get the following values of the squares of the fields after sub-
stituting the original couplings by the corresponding 't Hooft couplings:

($10,)% = — NZ (haNea + f2n2)m%h,1 B T<n2m%h,2 Y oare{l,-n)

“ 6472 | (hiNe1 + fin1)(haNea + fong) — (2ning A (E£6)
(620,)2 = — NZ (h1Ne1 + flnl)m%h,z - %”17”%}1,1 ¥ oaze {1, na)

2 6472 | (h1Ne1 + fin1)(haNea + fang) — (2ning T
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To prove that the nonzero values of (¢14,)? are negative, we will show that both the
numerator and the denominator of the quantity within the brackets in the first line of
(E.6) are positive. First, let us consider the denominator:

(hiNet + f1n1)(haNea + fang) — (*ning =h1haNei Nea + hi faNeana + ha f1 Neana

E.7
+ (fife — ¢Hnino. (E1)

Note that in section 3.2.1, we have already shown that h; > 0, f; > 0 and (f1f2 — ¢?) >0
for all points on the fixed circle. Therefore, all the terms in the above expression are
positive-definite which ensures the positivity of the denominator. Now, let us look at the
numerator:

2 2
(haNea + fana)mi, 1 — r¢nami, o
2

= h(Neg —n2) + Z—Sﬁt—hzm [3(25 — 2VB)AZ — 16(f + 1) <9 B \/6) )\] (E.8)

Here we have substituted the thermal masses by their values given in (3.42). Moreover we
have used the values of the different couplings and the equation of the fixed circle:

3—6 _fitfo V6 9 9 18v6 — 39\ 5 E.9
hl_hz_h_( 16 )A’fp: 2 _?A’CJrfm_( 256 )A’ (£9)
where f,, = % The equation of the fixed circle and the fact that r» < 1 further impose

the condition (f, + 7¢) < |fm| + [¢] < 7”1823M)A. This inequality, together with the
positivity of h and the fact that ny < N9, ensures that the numerator is positive as shown
below:

2
(haNez + fang)m, | — r¢namiy, 5 > Z—8>\26t_}12n2 [3(25 —2v6) — 21/18V6 — 39 (9 - JE)]

~ 6.32\23;%n2 > 0.
(E.10)

Therefore, we can conclude that
(¢1a1)2 <0 v ai € {15 e anl}, (Ell)

which implies that ¢4, is imaginary for these values of a;. This rules out the possibility
of any saddle point with n; # 0 being a minimum of the potential.

E.2 The minima correspond to the saddle points with n; = 0,19 = N

Let us now consider the saddle points with n; = 0. For these saddle points, ¢14, =0
for all a; € {1,---, N.1}, whereas the nonzero values of ¢9,, are as follows:

2 2
N62 Mh,2

_ v 1.+ . E.12
6472 hyNeg + fons €l ma) (E12)

(¢2a2 )2 =
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For these saddle points to be candidates for the minima of the potential, the above values
of (¢24,)? have to be positive. This can be verified by noting that for the fixed points under
consideration, we have m%h,2 < 0, hg > 0 and fo > 0. The values of potential at these
saddle points are

N2 m2 2
Vet = o2 [ (o)™ | (E.13)
ho

n1=0,n2 B 25671'2 (]X—C;) + f2

Due to the positivity of ho at the fixed points, we can see from the above expression that

the minima of the potential correspond to ny = No. Substituting ny by Neo in (E.12), we
get

2
Nep Mip0

- v 1,---, Nal. E.14
6471'2h2+f2 CLQG{, ) 2} ( )

(¢2a2 )2 =

Let us note here that there are 2Ve2 different field configurations that satisfy the above
equation. These configurations are as follows:

Neo Mo \3
B, =0, :(_ ¢ : ) diag{oy, -+ on. ), E.15
1 2 612+ fo iag{oy ON. ) (E.15)
where o1,--- ,0nN,, can be 1 or —1. However, many of these configurations are related to

each other by SO(N.2) x SO(N.2) gauge transformations. It can be shown that all these
configurations can be categorized into two equivalence classes. The configurations in each
class are related to each other by gauge transformations. One can go from one class to
the other by flipping the sign of just one of the diagonal entries. Thus, we can choose one
representative from each of these classes as follows:

_ Ne m%h,2
6472 hy + fo

1
¢ =0, Py = < ) 2d1ag{i15 L. ,1}’ (E16)
and treat these as two distinct minima unrelated by gauge transformations. Since we
are working in a perturbative regime where the 't Hooft couplings are small, the thermal
expectation values of the field ®; and ®5 would correspond to these minima at leading
order in perturbation theory.

F Large N scaling of planar diagrams

In this appendix we will discuss the scaling of different planar diagrams in the double
bifundamental models. For simplicity, we will restrict our attention to the complex double
bifundamental model. This would enable us to use 't Hooft’s large N expansion in terms of
oriented surfaces. The so(N;) valued gauge connections in the real double bifundamental
model generate both orientable and non-orientable diagrams. However, the large N scaling
of the planar diagrams are identical in both the double bifundamental models.

In the following analysis, we will take the two ranks N.; and N to be of comparable
magnitudes, say O(N), and then work in the limit N — oo. In this limit, we will look
at how different planar diagrams scale with N. In the process, we will demonstrate an
important feature of these diagrams, viz., any double trace vertex in such a diagram links
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two otherwise disconnected subdiagrams. As discussed in section 5, this feature plays
a crucial role in proving the survival of the fixed circles in these models under all loop
corrections at the planar limit. Throughout this appendix, we will be using 't Hooft’s
double line notation to represent the diagrams. As we are interested only in how different
diagrams scale with N where NN is the order of magnitude of the ranks in both the sectors,
we will not distinguish between the fields in the two sectors. Thus, unlike section 5, we will
not use different colors to show propagators and vertices belonging to different sectors.

F.1 Scaling of bubble diagrams

Let us begin our analysis by considering bubble diagrams, i.e., diagrams which have
no external legs. For convenience, we will temporarily rescale all the fields such that their
propagators scale as O(1/N). This would not affect the scaling of the bubble diagrams
due to the absence of any external leg in such diagrams. Under the above rescaling of the
fields, the single trace and double trace couplings scale as O(N) and O(1) respectively.

Now, let us first consider a bubble diagram with only single trace vertices. Each vertex
in such a diagram contributes a factor of N, while each propagator (an edge in the double
line notation) contributes a factor of % Moreover, each color loop (a face in the double
line notation) in the diagram contributes a factor of N. Therefore, the overall scaling of
the diagram is given by

NV—E+F — N2—2§ (Fl)

where V, E and F' are the number of vertices, edges and faces in the diagram respectively.

7. For a planar diagram, we have

g is the genus number corresponding to the diagram
g = 0. Hence such a diagram scales as N2.

Now let us extend our discussion to connected bubble diagrams with double trace
vertices. To be specific, let us consider a diagram with m double trace vertices. Each such

double trace vertex has the structure shown in figure 17.

<

Figure 17: Structure of a double trace vertex

To understand how this diagram scales with N, let us employ the following trick. Let
us remove all the double trace vertices from the diagram and join the pairs of legs with
identical colors attached to each such vertex. This would leave us with a set of disconnected
bubble diagrams which consist only of single trace vertices and propagators. Let the number
of such disconnected pieces be (m’ + 1). Here, m’ < m as the removal of each double trace
vertex can lead to at most two disconnected pieces. Now, as we saw earlier, each of the
disconnected pieces, comprising only of single trace vertices and propagators, scales as

"Departing from the usual convention, we put a tilde over ¢ to avoid any confusion with the gauge
couplings.
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N2-20 where §; is the genus number corresponding to that piece. Therefore, the overall
scaling of the disconnected diagram obtained by removing the double trace vertices is

NI -2 _ 22 g (F.2)

From this we can now estimate the scaling of the original diagram with the double trace
vertices. For this, we just need to recall that in our present convention, each double trace
coupling scales as O(1). Therefore, the removal of such vertices from the diagram, by itself,
does not lead to any change in the scaling of the diagram. However, while removing a double
trace vertex, we are also joining two pairs of propagators in the diagram. This leads to a
reduction in the overall number of propagators by 2m. Since each such propagator scales as
1/N in our convention, the above reduction in their number leads to an enhancement by a
factor of N?™. Therefore, comparing with the overall scaling of the disconnected diagram
as given in (F.2), we find that the original diagram scales as

N2 D)2 S Giam _ \p2-2(mm) -2 S (F.3)

From the above expression, we can see that the leading contributions come from diagrams
where m’ = m and g; = 0 for all the disconnected pieces. These are precisely the planar
diagrams with double trace vertices. Each double trace vertex in such a diagram connects
two disconnected planar subdiagrams. As we can see from (F.3), these planar diagrams
scale as N2, which is identical to the scaling of the planar diagrams with only single trace
vertices. Thus, our choice of scaling of the different couplings leads to a consistent large
N scaling of all planar bubble diagrams.

Next, we will determine the scaling of different diagrams that contribute to the wave
function and vertex renormalizations considered in section 5. Henceforth, we will revert
back to our previous convention of unrescaled fields where the corresponding propagators

are O(1).

F.2 Scaling of diagrams with 2 external legs

Let us first consider planar connected diagrams that contribute to the wave function
renormalizations of the scalar fields. Such a diagram has 2 external legs as show in figure

TQ%

Figure 18: Planar connected diagram with 2 external legs: Here, as well as in all subse-
quent diagrams, a shaded blob represents a planar connected component.

We can estimate the scaling of this diagram by first joining the two external legs and
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then summing over the color indices in this propagator. This leads to an enhancement by
a factor of N2 due to the introduction of two new color loops. The resulting diagram is
a planar bubble as shown in figure 19. As we have already argued, such a planar bubble
scales as N2. Therefore, taking into account the above-mentioned enhancement, we can
conclude that the original diagram in figure 18 scales as N°.

Figure 19: Bubble diagram obtained by joining the two external legs in figure 18.

F.3 Scaling of diagrams with 4 external legs

Now, let us look at planar connected diagrams with 4 external legs of the scalar fields.
We can have two different types of such diagrams:

1. Diagrams which contribute to the renormalization of the single trace vertices,
2. Diagrams which contribute to the renormalization of the double trace vertices.

We will derive the scaling of both these types of diagrams below.

F.3.1 Diagrams corresponding to vertex renormalizations of single trace cou-
plings

Any planar diagram which contributes to the renormalization of a single trace vertex

has the structure shown in figure 20.

Figure 20: Planar connected diagram contributing to renormalization of a single trace
vertex.
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Suppose such a diagram scales as N*. We can estimate the value of x by constructing
a bubble diagram via the following procedure: Take two identical copies of the diagram in
figure 20 and join the external legs with identical colors in these two copies as shown in
figure 21. While joining these legs, sum over corresponding color indices.

Figure 21: Bubble diagram obtained by joining the corresponding external legs of two
copies of the diagram in figure 20.

This procedure introduces 4 new color loops which leads to an enhancement by a factor
of N*. The planar bubble diagram at the end of the procedure scales as N2. Therefore,
we have the following equation:

2r4+4=2 = v =-1 (F.4)
Therefore, all planar connected diagrams of the kind shown in figure 20 scale as N 1.

F.3.2 Diagrams corresponding to vertex renormalizations of double trace cou-
plings

Planar diagrams which contribute to the renormalization of a double trace vertex are

of the form shown in figure 22.7

"Here let us remark that given the characterization of a planar diagram as a cell decomposition of a
sphere (i.e., a compactified plane) in terms of a ribbon graph where the external lines correspond to open
intervals in the boundaries of the faces, the only requirement for these external lines to represent a double
trace vertex is that for each pair of them with identical colors, the two lines must lie on the same boundary
of a common face. This implies that in addition to the diagrams shown in figure 22, there can be diagrams
where the two pairs of external lines do not share a common face. In particular, one of the pairs of external
lines in such a diagram may not be continuously connected to the infinity of the plane. An example of this
would be a ribbon graph version of the diagram shown in figure 5. Despite this subtle difference, the large
N scaling of such diagrams would be the same as the scaling of the diagrams shown in figure 22 since the
following arguments are equally applicable to them.
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K

Figure 22: Planar connected diagram contributing to renormalization of a double trace
vertex.

As in the case of the diagrams with 2 external legs, we can estimate the scaling of the
diagram in figure 22 by joining the pairs of external legs with identical colors and then
summing over the color indices. As a result, we obtain the bubble diagram shown in figure

000

Figure 23: Bubble diagram obtained by joining the external legs with identical colors in
figure 22.

The joining of the external legs introduces 4 new color loops leading to an enhancement
by a factor of N%. As we have already argued, the bubble diagram in figure 23 scales as
N2. Therefore, taking into account the above-mentioned enhancement, we can conclude
that the original diagram in figure 22 scales as N 2.

F.4 Comments

From the above analysis, we can draw the following two conclusions about connected
planar diagrams with 2 and 4 external legs:

1. All such diagrams with a particular set of external legs scale identically with N.

2. Since we have shown that these diagrams can be augmented by definite procedures to
construct planar bubble diagrams, the result that double trace vertices link otherwise
disconnected planar subdiagrams can be extended to these diagrams as well.

In section 5, we have repeatedly used these two features of the connected planar diagrams
to determine the structure of the planar beta functions of the different couplings.
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G General expressions for the planar beta functions of the double trace
couplings in the double bifundamental models

In this appendix, we will derive some general expressions for the planar beta functions
of the double trace couplings (f; and ) in terms of the corresponding wave function and
vertex renormalizations. For this, we will restrict our attention to the subspace where
the planar beta functions of the single trace couplings (\; and h;) vanish. As we have
shown in section 5, these beta functions (8, and ;) are independent of the double trace
couplings. Hence, their roots can be determined independently. There is a discrete set of
such roots out of which only one corresponds to unitary fixed points where the two sectors
are coupled”™. At this root, the single trace couplings in the two sectors are equal, i.e., we
have

M =X =Xo, hy=hs = ho. (G.1)

We will now derive the expressions for the beta functions of the double trace couplings on
the subspace defined by the above equation.

To derive these expressions, we will work in dimensional regularization and the MS
scheme. In this scheme, the renormalized double trace couplings are related to the corre-
sponding bare couplings as follows:

P =02,25%f, (P =225 Z5) (G.2)

Here i is an energy scale which is related to the renormalization scale y in the MS scheme
by 12 = MQ‘i—f where g is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. Zg, is the wave function
renormalization of the field ®;, and Zy, and Z; are the vertex renormalizations of the
respective couplings. The superscript B indicates the bare couplings. Since these bare
couplings are independent of u, they drop out once we differentiate the above equations
with respect to p, and we get

ﬁfiz—efi—fi(gmj%+j§;ﬁhjah L w2127,

(G.3)
2 9 2

fe=—eC—¢ By o+ D Bhya + 5@/—1 225 7
¢ <;A0Aj ]Zlhah Z ) |2:75!23),

where x4/ runs over the double trace couplings in the model. Recall that we are working
in the subspace where the planar beta functions ), and 3j, vanish in the ¢ — 0 limit.
Therefore, for small nonzero values of ¢, these beta functions are 8y, = —e\o, By, = —¢cho
on the subspace of our interest. In the neighborhood of this subspace, it is convenient to
switch to the following basis for the single trace couplings:

_)\1:|:)\2 hlih2

Noam = S22, by = 2 (G.4)

75Here7 let us remind the reader that we need to have xy; = zs2 for the existence of this root.
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2 2
In terms of this basis, the operator ( > ﬁkja%j + > ﬁhjaihj) on the above-mentioned
~ -

subspace is as follows

0 d
ZﬂAJ ax + Zﬂhj ah, f:“)\Oa)\p €hoa—hp- (G.5)

Thus, the equations in (G.3) can be rewritten as

B, = —efi— i~ eho 8‘1 cho e +Zﬁw ) (22,2,

5 (G.6)
fo=—e¢—¢( - Mgy - sho— + Zﬂm, ) n 224 Z5)].

Now, we can expand the wave function and vertex renormalizations in powers of % as

follows: ) ( )
fi
Ze =1 Zr=1 E G.7
g ! nz:l e” ’ ‘ i n=1 ( )

To satisfy the equations in (G.6) at each order in the g—expansion, we need the beta
functions to have the following forms:

Br. =By + 8. B =8 + 8. (G-8)

Solving the O(g) and O(1) terms in (G.6) we get

B = —fi, B = ¢, (G-9)
(0) 9 (1) (1)
By = fz<>\o o) +ho—+Zf€A B /) n =225,
(G.10)
0 _ 9 9 W _ L0 Q)
54 —C(AOW‘FhO——FzﬂA/aKA,) ZC —Z(I)1 _Z<b2 .

Finally, taking the ¢ — 0 limit, we get the following expressions of the planar beta
functions of the double trace couplings on the subspace A1 = Ao = Ag, h1 = ho = hg:

leFJA
_CEA:“AW

where k 4 runs over the values \p, hy,, f1, f2 and (. Note that the expressions in (G.11) do not
involve differentiation with respect to A, and h,,. Therefore, while evaluating these beta

Z(l —2Z( )

(G.11)

1 Zgl) _ ZSQ) ’

functions, we can restrict our attention to the wave function and vertex renormalizations
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in a region where \,, = h,,, = 0, or equivalently, \; = Ay = X and hy = hg = h with (A, h)
lying in the neighborhood of (Ao, hy). As discussed in section 5.2, this plays an important
role in proving the survival of the fixed circle under all loop corrections in the planar limit.

H Finite N corrections

In this appendix we will explore the fate of the fixed circle in the real double bifunda-
mental model when the corrections due to finiteness of N.; are taken into account. We will
assume that N, and Ng are of comparable magnitudes (say, O(N), where N is a large
number). As we have already seen in appendix D, the values of zf; and z o must be the
same (say, of) at the leading order in % for the existence of unitary fixed points where
the two sectors are coupled to each other. While considering finite N corrections to such a
fixed point, we will allow for a difference between z ¢y and z o at subleading orders in the

% expansion. So, we will take

T = Zx%) (H.1)
n=0

where :cgfz) is the O(ﬁ) term in the expansion of xy;. Here, xgcol) = xchQ) = x0p = % —€

with 0 < e < 1. The common value (Ag) of the gauge couplings in the two sectors for the
fixed points at the planar limit is determined by this small parameter €. This relation can
be used to express zp; as a perturbative expansion in Ag.

Therefore, we see that there are two small parameters in the problem: % and \g. We
will work in a regime where % < Ao. We will denote the n'® order term in the 1/N-
expansion of a coupling g which lies at a fixed point of the beta functions by ¢(™. For each
value of n, all the couplings have perturbative expansions in Ag. We will determine the
first few terms in such perturbative expansions for the O(1/N) and O(1/N?) corrections
to the couplings.

For later convenience, we find it useful to define the following quantities:

A A5 A A

)\Z(7n) = ? )\gg) = 9
2 H.2)
(n) (n) (n) (n) (n) (n) (n) n) (H.
B hy” + hy B hy” —hy m _ J1 + [ m _ J1 =
D - 2 9 m 2 9 fp - 2 9 fm - 2 .
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The Ag-expansion of these quantities for n = 0 are as follows:

A =20, A =0,

m

hO =0, b = hg = ( A2+ O3

768/6

- (5 - (B )i on

2160 + 339v/6 + 56+/6x0;
2304

V6 (L J;ﬁ?gl\/é> 224+ 0.

3— \/E)AO . [93\/6 — 201 + 8(7 — 5V/6)xqs

]A% +0(Xp)

(H.3)

Here we have substituted xos in the expression of hg and fq, by its leading order value in

the Ay expansion:

21
Tof = 1 + O()\Q) (H.4)

Note that the quantities fo,,, o are constrained to lie on a circle which is given by

18v/6 — 39 —5784 + 5607/6 + 8(51v/6 — 172) ¢
2 2\ _ 2 S 13 4
/186 -39\, |2583v/6—4336| 4 4
- ( 256 )AO B [ 4096 Ao + O0%).
(H.5)

We will now check whether the circle of fixed points satisfying the above constraints survives
when the finite N corrections are taken into account. In particular, we will focus on possible
fixed points where the two sectors are coupled, i.e., ¢ # 0.

H.1 Finite N corrections to the gauge couplings

First, let us look at the finite N corrections to the values of the gauge couplings. From
the form of the planar beta functions of the gauge couplings, we see that Ay satisfies an
equation of the following form at any fixed point:

21 — 4ag 27 — 1310
—\ <76 f) - (Tf> + Aoy + O(X) = 0. (H.6)

Here, we have included a contribution of the 3-loop diagrams to the planar beta functions of
the gauge couplings since it is necessary for determining the O(1/N) and O(1/N?) terms in
the values of the different couplings at the fixed points.”® Although we have not evaluated

"6There may be terms involving the coupling ho in such 3-loop contributions to the planar beta functions.

As we have already seen, the coupling ho = (3*1%/6)/\0 + O(Xo) at any fixed point. One can substitute this
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the coefficient Ag, we will see that most of the important conclusions in this appendix do
not rely on its exact value.

The value of Ao in the above expression is determined by zg;. One can invert this
relation to express xos as follows:

21 165 <2145 —96A

LT T 16 64

2 3 H.
- o+ )28+ 00x). (H7)

Now, we will determine the values of the O(1/N) and O(1/N?) corrections to the gauge
couplings. As we will see, these corrections take the form of perturbative expansions in
Ao where the leading order terms are independent of \g. For the O(1/N?) contributions
to the couplings, we will discuss only these leading order terms. However, for the O(1/N)
contributions, we will need to take into account the first subleading terms in the Ag-
expansion as they play a role in determining the leading order terms in the O(1/N?)
corrections. Moreover, we will allow the quantities xy:) to have a perturbative expansion
in Ay as shown below:

25 = (@50 + 21 + 0(A3). (H.8)

We will check if the coefficients in this expansion can be fine-tuned such that the degeneracy
in the fixed points survives at a given order.

Having provided a general outline of our strategy, let us now turn to the analysis of
the O(1/N) and O(1/N?) corrections to the gauge couplings at the fixed points.

H.1.1 O(1/N) terms in the gauge couplings

To study the O(1/N) corrections to the gauge couplings, we will assume that the
leading order term in )\il is independent of Ag. We will soon provide a consistency check for
this assumption. Keeping this assumption in mind, one can get the following perturbative
).

expansion for the beta function of )\2(1

(1)
_ ) [ 21 —4dxoy 2 Qxﬁ 22 ) o) 27 — 13z0f
B == Aok, < 3 Tl gty N T

1)
13z, 29
3 fi 34(1) 4
+ + +4A 4+ 0 N).

(H.9)

While writing the second last term in the above expansion, we have substituted xqs by %
as all higher order terms in z¢; lead to contributions at O(A\$/N) or a higher order in By

relation between ho and Ao to express the quartic terms in the planar beta function of Ao as AgAg.
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Now, setting 5A(1) = 0, we get the following value of AW at the fixed point:

i

16<11 + Nci(mgﬁi))o)

A = - 165N,
—55 (601 + 8N (13(2))o + 2(;55}})1>> + 2564 (11 + Nei(24))o)
y 9075 N, ] Ao
+O(\3/N).
(H.10)

Note that the leading order term in )\51) is independent of )y as mentioned earlier. We

will see that this feature is shared by the leading order terms in the O(1/N) and O(1/N?)
corrections to all the couplings.

H.1.2 O(1/N?) terms in the gauge couplings

The beta functions of the O(1/N?) correction to the gauge couplings can be similarly
expanded as follows:

21 —4 4 1) 2
i == (a0 (B ) o () 51+ e

M)
— (a2\® 2\ 27— Baor | oy (13T 29 (H.11)
(208 >< 2 N T T

+ 64002017 L O(A3/N?).
At the fixed point, we have

@ _ 16

= 1284, (11 + N, <(x<¥))0)2
‘ 1497375N2 “

fi

— 55 <319 + 601N ()0 + N2 (52(:@? )2 — 165;5532))

+ O(Xo/N?).
(H.12)

(1)

. A A
From the expressions of \; L -2

2
@ _ AP ) . .. . .
and A\p 7 = 5. These will be useful in determining the finite N corrections to the

quartic couplings as we will discuss below.

and )\Z(-Z) one can extract the expressions of )‘1()%1)% =

H.2 Finite N corrections to the quartic couplings

The analysis of the finite N corrections to the quartic couplings at the fixed points is
quite similar to the one for the gauge couplings presented above. We will first discuss the
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O(1/N) corrections and show that by tuning xgcll) and xgclz) appropriately, the degeneracy

in the fixed points can be preserved up to the first subleading order in Ag. We will then
look at the O(1/N?) corrections. There we will again see that the degeneracy in the fixed
points can be preserved up to the leading order in Ay by appropriately tuning the values

of x;zl) and x%)

H.2.1 O(1/N) terms in the quartic couplings
The beta functions of the O(1/N) corrections to the quartic couplings have the follow-

ing forms:
3 303,/ 1 1
_ _ 1 _2 1 _ 2 ik
B0 =(32ho — 6Xo)h ((Gho M)A = (1655 + 3hodo — =20 ( ot Nﬂ))
) 9.9\, (1) s 9 15 12 \(1) 3
+ ( — 288h2 + 80Agho + ZAO) i) + (40ho + Shodo - §A0>Ap +OMX/N),
(H.13)
3 3M3./ 1 1
_ B 1 _ 0 (1) _ 2 -0 —
ﬂhg) (32h0 6)\0)hm ((6h0 8)\0))\7” (16h0 + 3hoAo S )<Ncl N02>>

9 15
+ ( — 288h2 + 80Aoho + %Ag) hY + (40h3 + 5hodo — §>\3>>\,@}L> +O(N/N),
(H.14)

1
16V + 32h{) — 6A(D + (8ho + 3)\0)( Ly )

Beay =Co R

21
+ (12830 — 320n0 ) D) + (640 + 1280 + Ao ) A + 6420 £ + 64 fOMAg})]

+O(X3/N),
(H.15)
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9A
By =160+ A0) (G + fom (1) + (48ho + 32fo,) 1) + (5 = 6oy ) A

8
16 fop + 32ho — 6X0) £V + fom(32R() — 6A)
P m

(sho -+ 3rg) (Lt fom | Jow < Fom 4 g2 4 g0

n
n
+ ( — 1152h2 — 320h0 fop + 192Xk + 9AZ + 128X f0p> K

+ (9643 + 18R o - —AO + 128k fop + )\0 fop + 323, ) A0
(

+ ( = 160h% + 128X\oho + —AO + 64Aof0p> s

+ fom ( — 320hoh{Y) + 128Xl + 128 A1) + 64 fo, A + 22—1A0A§;>> +O(\3/N),

(H.16)
3 48ho + 32, )hD) 4 (20 g AD 4 (16 32hy — 6)g) f)
o =(48ho + Fop)hlD) + ( S fOp) + (16 fop + 32ho — 6X0) [,
1) 1) _ ar(D) Jop + Jom  fop — Jom
+ Fom(16 £ + 32k — 6A(D) 4 (8ho + 3)\0)( N N )

+ (= 115208 — 320R0 fop + 192X0h0 + 12830 fop + 9N ) (Y
96h2 + 128h. 187X + 22\ 532 39(p2 1 p2 2) | AW
+ o+ ofop + 0Ao + o OfOp_g o+ (f0p+f0m_<-0> m

21
+ fom< 320hoh{) + 128X0A + 128ho A0 + 64 fo, AV + 6420 £ + —AOA;”)

+ (= 160h3 + 1283 0ho + 640 fop + ZA%) D+ 0O3/N).
(H.17)

In the above expression of ﬂél), we have ignored terms of the form ¢(*) [ . ] where the dots
stand for a coefficient which is not suppressed by 1/N. This coefficient is identical to the
coefficient of (p in B¢,, and hence is set equal to zero at the fixed point.

Now, setting ﬂhg)l) and ﬂh&}) to zero, we get the following expressions for the O(1/N)
corrections to h, and hp,:
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) _(=3+V06)
P 330N,1 Neo

11(N01 + NCQ) + N Neo <($§c11))0 + (x;IQ))())]

Ao
— —72 _ _ LN
* 871200N, Noy [(55( 7200 + 2947v/6) — 8448(~3 + \/6)140)(]\7 |+ Neo)

+ NclNc2{ (55(—702 +281V6) — 768(—3 + \/g)A(]) <(x§c11>)0 N (w%’)o)

+2640(—3 + V/6) ((w%’)l + (33532))1> } +O(N2/N),
(H.18)
1 _(3+V6) | _ Wy W
h =smon g | Ve = Nea) + NarNea ((2))o = (230 )
Ao
T 71200V N,y [ — (55(=7290 + 2947V/6) — 8448(=3 + V/6) A ) (Nex — Neo)

- NclNc2{ (55(—702 +2811/6) — 768(—3 + \/E)A(]) <(x§c11>)0 B (x}lz’)o>

+2640(—3 + V/6) ((w}lf)l - (w}lz))l) } +O(\j/N),

(H.19)

Substituting these values of hz(,l) and h%) in the expression of 5.1 and then setting

Beay = 0, we get the following value of f,S”:

2
W= = (1) 1)
fp 55\/6N01Nc2 lll(Ncl + Nc2) + NclNc2 <(Cl7f1 )0 + (fo )0)
Ao
o | 11(101475 — 71 ’ s
71200 Voo [ (101475 — 7195V/6 + 1536V6 Ag) (Ne1 + Neo)

+ Nclch{ (110(720 —101V6) + 1536\/5/10) ((xg}l))o + (3:532))0) (H.20)

528076 <($§c11))1 + (xf)ﬁh) }]

32f0m

_ weJUm 2
165N, Noo + O(AG/N).

[— 11(N61 — Nc2) + NeiNeo <(x§”11))0 - (x;IQ))(])

Now substituting the values of h;,l), hS}) and fé” in the expression of FIop and then
P
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setting 5f,(,1) =0, we get

21+ 400) (Go¢™ + fom 511

- w (1) (1)
SO Ny | (et + Nea) - NeaNeo (@ + @)
% (1) (1)
55\/6NC1N62 lll(Ncl - Nc ) - NclNc2 (('Ifl )0 — (ij2 )0)
A3
* 1548800N,1 Nog [11 (5(8793@ — 5516) + 512(6v/6 — 13)Ao) (Ne1 + Neo)

+ NclNCQ{ (55(32 +567v/6) + 512(6v/6 — 13)Ao) ((w%’)o + <:c§3£>o) (H.21)

+55(416 — 192\/6)} (@ + (x%’h)]

fomAo

—_0m20 __111(101475 — 28315v/6 + 1536v/6A40)(Ney — N,
4356001 Neg ( V6 +1536v/640)(Neo — Ne1)

_|_

n NclNCQ{(79200 — 322306 + 1536v/64¢) ((;cg}l))o - (:CE}Z))O)

— 5280v/6((2{)1 = (=) } +ON/N).

The above expression gives the O(1/N) correction to the location of the fixed points along
the radial direction of fixed circle in the N — oo limit.
Finally, setting £ o) = 0, we get the following two constraints on the values of (x%))o

1
and (xgci))lz

1) Ly _ 1 1
@ = @ =11(5- ~ 5 )

(1) My _ 9 L L
(@) = @) = —5(437 - 55\/6)<Nc2 N )

(H.22)

The important point to note here is that after substituting the expressions of all the
quantities evaluated earlier, the coefficients of fy,, and fé%) in 8,1 vanish and one is
left with a quantity that vanishes under the above constraints. This means that when the
values of (x%))o and (x%))l are tuned to satisfy these constraints, no additional condition is
imposed on the coupling f,, and the degeneracy in the fixed points survivzals) up to O(N\g/N)

corrections to the couplings. Now, substituting these relations between x A

expressions of f,E” and 2(1 +4X) <§0C(1) + mef,(,%)), we get

and x;l) in the
2
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4
 55v6Ne
+ Ao

40946400N.1 Noo

flgl) = (11 + NCQ(.%'SCB))())

81675(165 — TV/6) Nz + 11<5(1662705 — 124871V6) + 144384\/6140) Na

+ 188N61N02{(39600 — 5555V/6 + 768v/6.40) (x' )o — 2640\/6(955}2))1}

+O(X/N),
(H.23)
21+ 400) (Go¢™ + fom &)
~ (13=6v6)X 1)
= T 140N, (11 + Nea (25 )0)
B R PP (5(8793\/6 — 5516) + 512(6/6 — 13)A0)
774400N (1.24)
+ (55(567V/6 + 32) + 512(6v/6 — 13) o ) Nea 23 o
_ _ @y | _ 3165 = 7V6) fomAo
1760(6v/6 — 13) Neg (245 )1] TN Nog (Ne1 — Nea)
+ O(\3/N).

The fact that hél), hfﬁ) and f,S” are independent of fy,, implies that even after taking the
O(1/N) corrections into account, the closed curve of fixed points still lies on a plane. When
N¢1 # Neo, the dependence of the quantity 2(1 + 4)\0)(f0mf,g) + ¢o¢W) on fo, indicates a
deformation of the shape of the closed curve away from its circular form in the planar limit.
When the two ranks are equal, i.e., N.y = Ngo, the quantity 2(1 + 4)\0)(f0mf,%) +¢o¢W) is
independent of fy,,, which means that the closed curve of fixed points remains a circle up
to this order.

To explore whether the above features survive at higher orders in Ag, one needs to
evaluate the contributions of the higher loop diagrams to the beta functions. For now, we
will assume that the degeneracy in the fixed points survives at O(1/N) up to all orders in
Ao and check whether the leading order contributions at O(1/N?) lift the degeneracy.
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H.2.2 O(1/N?) terms in the quartic couplings

The beta functions of the O(1/N?) corrections to the quartic couplings have the fol-
lowing forms:

3
By =(32ho — 620)h(?) + (ng - 6h0>A§,2> +16(h{V? + A1) +

3
16
hs) + ) nS —nl

Ncl * NcQ )

(A2 1 A(1)2y

y4 m

— 6(ADRM + ADRDY + (309 + 32h0)(

m

3o, A A A AR
)( +

_ 3 _ L2 4 12
+ (3ho — =% N N ) + (40X — 288ho) (hp + A0 )
9 15 9
+ <Zho = ng) (A9 4+ 202) + <§)\o +80h0 ) (AR + MDA ) + O3 /N?),
(H.25)

3 3
By =(32ho — 6X0)h?) + <§>\0 - 6h0)A§§> +32R0R) 4+ §A,<}>A5;>

pD 4 hD B
= 6(AEY + ADBEY ) (30 32m0) (H - B )

1)

32 <A,(,” a0 A =

_ 3% m _ (W)
+Bho — =) (P o ) + (800 — 576h0)h !
9 15 9
+ (ho = 7 20)AUAD + (520 + 8080 ) (MR + ADRD ) + 00F/N?),
(H.26)
Be) =Co [16 £ + 320 — 62D
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
. <8h,(, )+ 300 4 8pl) 4 3a) . 8hi + 320D —gplh) — 3A5n>)
Nei Nez (H.27)

~ 160 (h;,m + h;y?) + % (A,(,UQ + AS,W) 128 (Ag,”h}}) + A0 h;?)

+ 64<A§,1> JQREEPYCY f},P) +OO2/N?),
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By =16 <C0C(2) + mefﬁf)) + 8(1 + 4Xo) (fr(r}p + <(1)2) + 640 <COC(1) + mefﬁf%))
+ (16, + 3200 — 630) £2 + (82f, + 48ho ) 2 + (% Xo = 6fop ) AP
+24(n{2 + h{Y?) + 1% (A2 4 AD2) + fom (3202 — 622)

+ (32000 — 6A ) £V + (320 — 6AQ)) £ + 87V2

(Bt B 2+ S) + fop + fom) 8 + 337 + Shin’ +37))
Ncl

+ (8ho +3X0) (5" — £9)) + (fop — fom) (8L + 325 —8hly) — 3>\%)))
Nc2

45 21
+ (9ho — o+ Zfop) (A2 4+ A2 + (9620 — 1152h0 — 160 fop) (A2 + h(D?)

o+ 2(96h0 + 920 + 64fop) (ALRLY + ADRL) + 64(220 — 5ho) (A S + h{Y £1)
21
+2 (64ho + 7o+ 32f0p> (ALY -+ AV ) + 3200 517

21
+ me( — 320n{ B + 6470 £ 1+ 12800 R0 4 1283 pD) + 7A§>A§;>>

+O(\5/N?),
(H.28)
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B :<16fop + 32h¢ — 6)\0>f(2) + f0m<16f(2) I 32h1(,2) _ 6A§,2)>
(3250 190 ) + <—A<l o1§1)> > i

(Bt + o) 2+ fin)) + (fop + fom) (81 + 35
Ncl

 Bho+ 3 = ) + (fOp—f0m><8hS’+3Aé”—8h£%’—3A£P>>

Y+ 8hiy +3M))

+ 4(48)g — 5T6ho — 80 fop) (VR + <18h0 - —Ao + = fOp) AIAG
o+ 2(64%0 — 160h0) (B 10 + ) 1Y)
+2(96ho + 900 + 640p) (MDA + AR
21
+2 (64h0 + ZAO + 32fop> (A,(,l)f,(,}) + A%Pff’)

+ fom | 128 <>\§,1)h1(,1) + AWM hﬁ})) — 160 (h§}>2 +h?) + % (Ah2 + A,E}P)]

+ O(N3/N?).
(H.29)

In the above expression of (2, we have ignored terms of the forms ¢ [ . ] and ¢ [
because the dots correspond to coefficients of (p in B¢, and ﬁc(l) respectively, and these
coefficients have already been set to zero at the fixed point.

As earlier, by setting 5@2), ﬁhﬁi) and ﬁc(z) to zero, one can determine the values of

hg), hg) and f,§2>. Then by setting £ 2 to zero, one can find the O(1/N?) correction to
p

the quantity (14 4X,)(¢? + f2,). We will give the forms of these corrections shortly. But
first let us discuss the constraint following from setting ﬁ (2) to zero. Just like the O(1/N)

corrections, the coefficients of fo,,, fm M and fm in 5 () vanish, and no additional condition
is imposed on f,, up to the leading order term in the )\0 -expansion when ﬂ @ = 0. In fact,
2) 2)

this equation leads to a relation between the quantities x 1 and x 2 which is as follows:

@ _ @  6(7T1v6 —163)(Ney — Net) 1)
T = T NN, (11 + Noo@)o) + 003N, (H30)

Thus, when this relation is satisfied, the degeneracy in the fixed points survives at this

order. Now, imposing the above relation as well as the relation between x;ll) and x%)
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obtained earlier, we get

K2 — 1
P 1497375(36 — 13v6)N.a N2

<4235(8821 — 36061/6) -+ 46464(25v/6 — 62)A0>N .

+27225(32 — 13V6) c2<11+Nc2( ())0)

+ <55(148262 — 60519v/6) + 8448(25v/6 — 62)A0> NetNea(2$39)0

+ NC1N32{ <55(7865 — 3207\/6) + 384(25\/6 _ 62)A0> (nglz))%

+27225(25V/6 — 62)x (2)} +O0(N\o/N?),

1@ _ (13v/6 — 32)(N, — Nyo)

2 11 + Neo(2')
55(36—13\/_) NN, (72 )o

+O0(No/N?),

@ _ (165 — 7V/6)(Ne1 — Nea) 11 4 Noo(zD
Ty 5170]\701]\762 - Nea(@p o
V6 ) 1)
SR N TS 153640 (11 + N,
sosazs0ng | | 11T Nealega)o | 1536 o (11 Nea()o)

+55<—656+4125\/5+2( 101 + 120V/6) Nea (2 fg)) )}

+108900N%2 | + O(Ao/N?),
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2(Co¢® + fom F2) + (1+420) (F02 +¢02) + 83D (606D + fom £

_ 6v6—13
~ 9075NZ

+ L
145200N%

(11+ NCQ(xg}g)O)z

768

(( 2216+ 441V6) +

813~ 6v/6)40) (11 + Na(a)s )

5
(72(163—71\/_)—32(13 6v/6) Nea(29 1 )(11+Nc2( ())0>
+330(13 — 6V6) N2z }22] [ (165 = TV6) (N _NCZ)M]f(”
(1
72

752N.1 Nea

(165 — Tv/6)(N. )(11+Nc2 =) )

* 2585]\dec2

Jom + O()‘Z/NQ)

(H.34)

The last quantity is the O(1/N?) correction to (1+4\,)(¢%2+ f2) up to the first subleading
order in the Ag-expansion. When N, # N9, this quantity has terms which are dependent
on fo, and fy(,}) These terms provide the correction to the shape of the closed curve of
fixed points at O(1/N?). Notice that when N,.; = N, this quantity becomes independent
of fom and fy(,} ) which indicates that the circular form of the closed curve is preserved up
to this order.

To determine whether the degeneracy in the fixed points survives at higher orders in
Ao as well as to evaluate the higher order corrections to the couplings at the fixed points,
one needs to compute the contributions of the higher loop diagrams to the beta functions.
This lies beyond the scope of this paper.
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