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Abstract

The non-perturbative functional renormalization group equation depends on the choice of a
regulator function, whose main properties are a “coarse-graining scale” k and an overall dimen-
sionless amplitude a. In this paper we shall discuss the limit @ — 0 with % fixed. This limit
is closely related to the pseudo-regulator that reproduces the beta functions of the MS scheme,
that we studied in a previous paper. It is not suitable for precision calculations but it appears to
be useful to eliminate the spurious breaking of symmetries by the regulator, both for nonlinear
models and within the background field method.

1 Introduction

The Functional Renormalization Group (FRG) [1-4]] is a powerful tool to study Quantum
Field Theories (QFT) and their applications in statistical mechanics, condensed matter theory,
high energy physics [3]]. It describes a continuous interpolation between an UV action describ-
ing some microscopic physics and the Effective Action (EA) where all the quantum fluctuations
have been integrated out. The functional that provides this interpolation is called the Effective
Average Action (EAA) and is denoted I';[¢], where ¢ are the fields, & is a coarse-graining scale
and 'y = " is the EA. The EAA can be defined by a functional integral with a cutoff suppress-
ing the contribution of low-momentum modes, thus realizing Wilson’s idea of integrating out
high momentum modes first. The cutoff itself is implemented by adding to the action the term

ASil¢] = % / d'z 9Ry(=0%)¢ (1.1)

leading to the functional differential equation

k— == — +R k— . 1.2

dk 2 "\ ogeg T dk (1.2)

This provides a non-perturbative definition of RG that reduces to the perturbative one in the
appropriate domain [6-13]. In this context, comparison with the results of dimensional reg-
ularization become meaningful. In Ref. [14] we have discussed a two-parameter family of
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regulators Ry(a, €) that includes (for € = 0) a popular class of regulators used in the FRG lit-
erature. On the other hand, taking the limit ¢ — 0 and ¢ — 0 (in this order), it reproduces the
beta functions of MS . In this paper we shall discuss what happens when the limits are taken in
the opposite order (see Fig. [I). We next discuss the motivation for this study.
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Figure 1: Blue, continuous curve: a path that reproduces the beta functions of dimensional reg-
ularization. Red, dashed curve: the limit of vanishing regulator. For a more detailed discussion
see Sec.[3l

The notation I';[¢] emphasizes the important dependence of this functional on the scale £,
but I';, also depends on the shape of the cutoff function Ry. The notation I'[¢, Rx] would thus
be more appropriate, and could be replaced by a functional equation where the derivatives
with respect to k are replaced by functional derivatives with respect to Rj;. As mentioned
above, all the relevant physical information is contained in the EA and therefore a priori, all the
dependence on Ry is unphysical, including the dependence on k. However, there are situations
where & can be identified with a physical parameter that acts in the theory as an IR cutoff. In
these cases, the dependence on £ can assume a physical meaning.

Even though in such cases the dependence on k reproduces the dependence on physical
parameters, the dependence on the shape of [?; still remains unphysical. Thus any observable
must be independent of this shape. On the other hand, when one makes approximations, even
physical observables will exhibit some spurious dependence on the shape of the cutoff. We will
refer to this as “cutoff dependence”. ﬂ For example, in statistical physics, the position of a
fixed point is not universal, but the critical exponents are. Still, when one calculates the critical
exponents, one must use some approximation and the results always depend on the shape of
the regulator. In a specific calculation, one can then try to exploit this cutoff dependence to
optimize the cutoff, i.e. to find the cutoff that yields the best possible value for the observables.
This is, in practice, an important aspect of FRG studies [15-20].

“It is distinct from, but closely related to the “scheme dependence” of renormalized perturbation theory.



The main motivation for this study comes from another issue that arises in certain appli-
cations of the FRG. The central idea is simple and can be stated in great generality. Suppose
that the action at the microscopic level is invariant under certain transformations. Since the
symmetry reflects physical properties of the system, one would like to maintain it in the course
of the RG flow. E] However, for technical reasons, it may be difficult to construct a regulator
that has the symmetry, and in this case the EAA will not have it either. This will give rise to
unpleasant complications. Intuitively, we may try to minimize the breaking of the symmetry by
making the regulator as “small” as possible. Let us make this notion a bit more precise. For
dimensional reasons, we can write the regulator as Ry(z) = k*r,(y), where r, = ar; and r;
is a dimensionless function of the dimensionless variable y = z/ k2, that is assumed to satisfy
the normalization condition r1(0) = 1 and « is a positive real number. ﬁ In this paper we shall
mainly confine ourselves to the following regulator choice

Ri(2) = a(k* — 2)0(k* — 2), (1.3)

and be concerned with the limit a — 0, which we call the limit of vanishing cutoff. IZ] One
expects that in this limit the spurious effects due to the breaking of the symmetry by the regulator
can be removed, or at least minimized. It may seem that this limit is trivial, because for a = 0
there is no cutoff, and the right-hand-side (rhs) of the exact FRG equation vanishes, but we shall
see that some important physical information remains available even in the limit.

In order to better explain the problems arising from the use of vanishing regulators, and ways
to circumvent them, it is best to focus on simple and well-understood systems. In Sec. 2 we
consider the harmonic and anharmonic oscillator. Some of the features of vanishing regulators
appear already in these cases. In Sec. 3 we deal with the paradigm of statistical mechanical
systems, the Z,—invariant scalar field (representing the Ising universality class). We find that the
main features of the Wilson-Fisher (WF) fixed point remain accessible in the limit of vanishing
regulator, but the best approximation is obtained with the simplest truncation, that only involves
relevant couplings (the mass and the quartic coupling). There we also discuss the relation
between the vanishing-a limit of (1.3)) and the constant (momentum-independent) regulator, as
well as the subtleties concerning the application of vanishing regulators in an even number of
dimensions.

In Sec. 4 we address the O(N + 1) nonlinear sigma model, using a particular coordinate
system on the sphere S™V. This is an example of a system where the regulator breaks the sym-
metry of the theory (respecting only the subgroup O(/V)) but in the limit of vanishing regulators
the symmetry is seen to be restored. In Sec. 5 we discuss a similar problem that arises in ap-
plications of the background field method. It is generally the case that the regulator breaks the
symmetry of the classical action consisting of equal and opposite shifts of the background and
quantum fields. Also this symmetry is seen to be restored in the limit of vanishing regulators.
We conclude in Sec. 6 with a brief discussion of our results and some outlooks. Some auxiliary
formulas and analyses are provided in two appendices.

>Since the RG flow interpolates between a classical bare action and a renormalized EA, this is like saying that
the symmetry should be preserved under quantization.

®Consider a fixed shape function r, such that r(y) = 0 for y > 1. The limit a — oo is expected to completely
remove from the path integral all the fluctuations with momenta g2 < k2. This is often referred to as the sharp
cutoff limit. Numerically optimal results are usually obtained for a ~ 1.

"Thus, vanishing cutoff should not be misinterpreted as k — 0.



2  Quantum oscillators

In this section we shall consider a very simple application of the FRG equation as a tool to
compute the EA at k£ = 0. This will allow us to investigate the effect of the vanishing regulators
on the calculation of some physical observable. We shall consider first the simple harmonic
oscillator and then the anharmonic one.

The general bare action we are interested in reads

S = /dt<x+wx+i4). 2.1

In the Local Potential Approximation (LPA), which is the first term in a derivative expansion,

the EAA is approximated by
1
I, = / dt (5:'52 + Vk(a:)> : (2.2)

Using the regulator in Eq. (1.3) we get the following flow equation for the potential

karctan ( k, [—A=a

1 a < ak? V”) 1 —

oV = — /o ¢ arctan -9 . (2.3)
T 1—a

V(1 —a)(ak* + V) a

The second term on the rhs is equal to the first term evaluated at V;, = 0. This subtraction
is not ad hoc, and is actually always meant to be present in the FRG equation [21]], although
in most applications it is dropped since it only affects the ground-state energy. [°| This term is
due to the regularization of the functional measure of the path integral, which ensures complete
suppression of the functional integral in the £ — oo limit. As it is uniquely defined to reproduce
the Weyl ordering prescription, it gives rise to the conventional ground-state energies of the non-
gravitating quantum mechanical models [22,23]].
Expanding the potential into a Taylor series

1 A
Vi(w) = Ep + guia’ + 4—’!“1;4 o, (2.4)

the beta functions are

a arctan
a+@?2 1 —
koL E) = + k arctan 1/ a4 , (2.5a)
T VOi-a)(at+tap) V1

V1—ay/a @2
VIZOVARSE | arctan ( 1—a )

alp  1+@7 e
- 2.5b
" o (a Iy )3/2m ) ( )
—ar/a+o? a+507
kO, = . | h

43 (a+ 2)5/2{/1 — a ’

where @y, = wy/k.

8The correct counterpart of this term in applications to gravity, especially within the background-field formu-
lation, is still uncertain.



2.1 Harmonic oscillator

We start by addressing the computation of the vacuum energy of the harmonic oscillator.
When )\, = 0, Eq. (2.5b)) shows that wy, is independent of k, thus we shall simply write w;, = w.

The solution of (2.54) is
) — arctan < a:ﬂ)) k+/a arctan (. / 1%“)

W kVa+o? (dz, / ;;52 arctan (
2 m/1 —a /1 —a
(2.6)

This function is plotted in Fig. [2| for various values of a. First of all we see that £y = w/2
for any a. The a-independence of the result is just an example of a more general phenomenon:
while the k& dependence of any quantity along an RG trajectory is sensitive to the functional
form of Ry, the boundary values at £ — 400 and k£ — 0 are not.

The second point to notice is that the convergence of the flow towards the IR becomes
faster for decreasing a. This can be understood as follows. The regulator term is effective in
suppressing the propagation when it becomes comparable or larger than the kinetic term, i.e.
for R;(¢?) > ¢°. For the regulator (1.3), this happens when

€~

By =

a
1+a

< k= k2. (2.7)

Thus decreasing a has the same effect as decreasing keg.

Figure 2: The continuous curves are the RG trajectories (2.6) for the harmonic oscillator ground-
state energy L. for the regulator (1.3) and various values of a. From bottom to top: a — oo
(sharp cutoff, green), a = 1 (black), a = 1/10 (blue), a = 1/100 (red), a = 1/10000 (pink).
The dashed curve is the flow (2.12). The horizontal axis has been rescaled by the function
k = tan(mwx/2).

From this discussion, there seems to be no issue with the limit @ — 0. Some subtlety
appears however when we try to construct the RG trajectory from the ¢ — 0 limit of Eq. (2.53),



which reads I
kOLE), ~ —5\/5 + O(a) . (2.8)

This way of taking the limits is of course nonsensical, as the resulting beta functions would be
identically vanishing. The w independence is a consequence of the fact that the numerator of the
rhs of the FRG equation is already proportional to a. However, we obtain a nontrivial equation
if we rescale

wr=a?  E,=vVak, (2.9)
and then take the ¢ — 0 limit of Eq. (2.54). This leads to the finite result

k
NEET-

which is the same flow equation one would find with a constant (often called a “Callan-Symanzik™)
regulator

ko Ey = 1 ( ) + 0(Va) , (2.10)

R, = K~ (2.11)
The latter leads to the flow

:%(¢p:7ﬁ_k), (2.12)

which is plotted as the dashed curve in Fig.[2

The rescaling (2.9) is formulated as an “active” transformation of the couplings Ej and
wy, throught a factor y/a, while the RG coordinate k stays independent of a. Within the flow
equatlons of the dimensionless couplings E, = E, /k and @2, it is also possible to reinterpret it
as a “passive” transformation, in which the dimensionful couphngs E), and wy, are independent
of a, while the RG coordinate changes by k = k /+/a. This second interpretation is consistent
with the observation that keg — k& for a — 0 according to Eq. (2

2.2 Anharmonic oscillator

Next, we turn to the anharmonic oscillator with A\ # 0. We will consider only the first order
of the expansion in \. We see from (2.5¢) that at this order the beta function of \; is zero.
Therefore A\, = X at all scales. Expanding the vacuum energy parameter to first order in A

dE
Eszk‘ Mt SN 2.13)
A=0  dA Ix=0
and solving the flow equation with the initial condition that lim_,., I'x = S is the bare action
(2.1), we find that the first order correction to the energy is

dE 1 . arctan (<) [Zcu,/ o7 arctan <1/ ) + (a—1) (7r + arctan (%)2)]
d\ =0 32w? gﬂz(a — 1)w?
arctan < al}fz) (7T ~—5 + %=z arctan ( ;Zg))
- - S L (2.14)
8m2(a — 1)kw



On the other hand for the frequency we find to first order in A

~ 1—a 1—a
A 204/ ——5 arctan ( - LDQ) 9 1
w,? = W+ =1+ * i — —arctan (5) . (2.15)

4w (1 —a) T

dEy

The quantities =

and wy, given in (2.14H2.15)) are the solutions of the flow equations at arbi-

dEy

e = 0 and limy,_,oo wi, =

trary k. They interpolate between the initial conditions limy,_, o,

w and the corresponding parameters in the EA at £ = 0.

Also in this case, it is not possible to directly take the limit @ — 0 in the flow equations,
because then the beta functions simply vanish. However, having solved the flow equations one
can take the limits @ — 0 and £ — 0 in any order obtaining

A
§=w+ — 2.16
Wy =w +4w’ ( a)
w A
Ey=— . 2.1
0= 5 3 (2.16b)

One can take the limit a — 0 in the flow equations provided the potential is rescaled to:
Vi(z) = Va Vi(2) , (2.17a)
r=a"%. (2.17b)

Expanding around a = 0 the flow equation becomes

~ 1 k
V== —m—-1] . (2.18)

VE2+ VY

This is the flow equation of the potential for a constant regulator. Projecting the latter on a
polynomial truncation of the potential as in Eq. (2.4)), we deduce the beta functions

1 k
Ep=—|—-1 2.1
1 k
o 1 \ 2.19b
k
A, = LI (2.19¢)

8 (k2 +w2)?? "

Solving these equations one reobtaines (2.16).

3 The Ising universality class

In this section we shall consider the theory of a single, Z,-invariant scalar field ¢ in the LPA
a. |1 2
'y = /d T [g(aqb) +Vk(¢)} ) (3.1

7



While the FRG equation allows us to treat the potential as a whole, it will be instructive to

further expand

Ao
Vi(9) = 2% " (32)

The term n = 0 is the vacuum energy and can usually be ignored, but we shall need it later
in our discussion. Then, from the FRG equation we can derive infinitely many beta functions
Bon = k%222 For arbitrary regulator, and in any dimension, for the first few couplings this leads

ok
to
_ 1 Oy Ry,
bo = 2(47)d/? Qay> { P, + AJ ) (3.3a)
_ 1 O, Ry,
62 - _2(471_)(1/2)\46211/2 |:(Pk n )\2)2:| ) (33b)
— 1 2 O Ry, O Ry,
By = 2(dm) (6)\4Qd/2 lm} — A6Qay2 {m}) , (3.3¢)
__ 1 3 O, Ry,
o= s (0000 [+
@Rk atRk:
+30A4A6Qa/2 [—( Pt )\2)3] — AsQay2 {—( Pt MQD ; (3.3d)
where . N
Qn [W] = m/o dz Zn71W(Z) (3.4)

are momentum integrals (z = ¢?). These integrals can be evaluated in closed forms by using
the optimized regulator ((1.3)). The ) functionals are then given by hypergeometric functions

atR _ 1.2(n+1-0) 2a a—1
o () = ey B (r ) 69

These are plotted in Fig. |3[for d = 3 and d = 4. In particular, in the massless case and in the
limit of vanishing regulator we obtain

0 for £<n+1,
lim Q) % =<1 f =n-+1 (3.6)
lim @y, pr | = or =n , .
oo for £>n-+1.

Clearly, the beta functions will not be finite. ﬂ For this reason an additional regularizing device
is needed to make sense of vanishing regulators. In Ref. [14] we have discussed a family of
regulators depending on an additional parameter ¢ that, in the limit a« — 0 and ¢ — 0 (in this
order) reproduces the results of dimensional regularization. In the a-e plane the limit had to be
taken along a curve of the general form shown in Fig. [Il In this paper we shall instead try to
take the limits in the inverse order. In fact, we shall not even talk about the parameter € and try
to take the limit @ — 0 along the path € = 0 (red, dashed) in Fig. [1}

Note that these are infrared divergences: in the massive case all Q) functionals go to zero for a — 0.

8
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Figure 3: The functionals (3.5) with n = 3/2 (d = 3, left) and n = 2 (d = 4, right), with m = 0
(top line) and m = 0.25 (bottom line). In each figure ¢ = 1, 2, 3, 4, from bottom to top.

Returning to the beta functions @), we note that if we set A\, = 0, the beta functions of the
relevant couplings go to zero, those of the marginal couplings are independent of a and those
of the irrelevant couplings diverge in the limit of vanishing regulator. Given this rather singular
behavior, one may fear that all physical information gets lost in this limit. Actually, this is not
so, as we intend to show in d = 3, where the system is know to have a nontrivial fixed point.

3.1 The Wilson-Fisher fixed point: relevant couplings

In order to make our point it will be enough, as a first step, to consider a truncation that

contains only the relevant couplings (we are now in d = 3):

Defining the dimensionless variables
Aan = k-,

the beta functions are

- ~ a 35 l1—a ) -

ﬁ2f_2)\2_ N 22F1(2>§7§7_ ~>)\47
67'('2 CL+)\2> a+)\2

~ ~ 3 5 1—a

Ba ==+ — 32F1(37272a < )AZ
’7T2 G‘f‘)\g) CL+)\2

(3.7)

(3.8)

(3.9a)

(3.9b)



Expanding in Ao

~ ~ A arctan( \1/5“> arctan <V\1/g“> ~
=2 ——— -1l 4+=12a—-1- )
& * " 4r2(1—a) (1—a)a a(l—a) ’
(3.10a)
XZ 3.5 a—1
By = —A4+ s 2F1<2 3; §5T> : (3.10b)
The WF fixed point is now located at
23 (1 — _arcm’;(_ ?))
Ay = arctan(ﬂ) , (3.11a)
a? (2a —1- H“; ) +16(1 —a)2Fy (3,3;5;%4)
<, m2a?
Ay = 2F1( 372’ - ) . (3.11b)
If we expand the critical couplings around a = 0
< 2a
Ny ~ —=+o (a*?) | (3.12a)
167/ a
N~ 7;‘/_ +o(a¥?). (3.12b)

Thus the WF fixed point merges with the Gaussian fixed point. Note that since Ay = M2 is

linear in a for @ — 0 at the WF fixed point, the Q functional (3.5 does not go to zero and this

entails that the quantum contribution to the critical exponents will be nontrivial for a — 0.
Indeed, the position of the fixed point is not physically significant. If we consider the stabil-

ity matrix at the nontrivial fixed point
an—1 Vi—a
4azz«1(§:’)g;“—1)<1—t ( Ve )>

(1—a)a

on) |
— — — tan*l(m)
O\ 22a2 <2a\/51) +16(17a)2F1(%,3;g§a71)
i/ . ( ‘
0 1

we see that the component (1,2) of M goes to zero for @ — 0 and so the stability matrix
becomes diagonal. The eigenvalues of A/, that is minus the critical exponents 6;, are actually
independent of a, in particular v = (6;)~! = 0.6. We see that even though the WF fixed point
collapses towards the Gaussian one, it keeps its distinct character in the limit ¢« — 0 and a
different critical exponent v. In fact, the numerical value is not very bad, considering the drastic
approximation.

3.2 The Wilson-Fisher fixed point in the LPA

Let us now treat the potential as a whole [24]. Inserting (3.1]) in the FRGE we obtain the
“beta functional”
1 { Or Ry, }

at‘/k: (4 )d/QQd/Q P —I— V//

(3.13)

10



a=1]1539 | —0.656 | —3.180 | —5.912 | —8.796
a=0 1 -1 -3 ) —7

Table 1: The first few critical exponents at the Wilson-Fisher fixed, point computed in the local
potential approximation for the regulator ((1.3). We report the most common choice @ = 1 and
the limiting case of the vanishing regulator.

Using the regulator (1.3)), setting d = 3 and rescaling

k1/2 5

¢ = 7r_\/6¢ ) (3.14a)
K-

Vi(¢) = 50(9), (3.14b)

the beta function of the dimensionless potential v becomes

Bv = —3u + %m’ + - fv" N (1, ; g; ;—1——1}1”) . (3.15)
We look for even scaling solutions shooting from the origin with initial condition v”(0) and
v'(0) = 0. There are only two values of v”(0) which can be identified as fixed-point solutions:
v"”(0) = 0, that corresponds to the Gaussian fixed point, and some negative value that corre-
sponds to the WF fixed point. As in the preceding section, for decreasing values of a, the WF
fixed point moves towards the Gaussian one. We see that also in the functional treatment, the
WF fixed point collapses into the Gaussian one.

This is confirmed by shooting from infinity. The potential for the WF solution has the
following asymptotic behavior for large field

~ 1 2 2412 1 ~
v:A¢6+a( o a+3~ +8a+ a+~5_ a +O<A‘4¢‘16)).
150A¢*  31500A42¢%  8505000A3p12  67500A3p1

The free parameter A can be fixed as function of a by requiring Z, symmetry for vanishing
field [25]]. We find that in the limit a — 0, A tends to A ~ 0.0015.

The scaling exponents 6; are obtained by linearizing the flow equation around the fixed point
and calculating the spectrum of eigenperturbations. The analysis has to be done numerically.
For the Gaussian fixed point the spectrum is independent of a. Figure [] gives v of the WF
fixed point as a function of a for 107 < a < 10°. As expected, the best value is obtained
for a ~ 1, while in the limit of vanishing regulator v appears to approach v = 1. Besides the
correlation-length exponent v = (6;)~!, we also find positive eigenvalues, as reported in Tab.

19The asymptotic parameter is A = 0.001 for @ = 1 and it increases monotonically for a — 0.
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Figure 4. The dots represent the values of the critical exponent v as a function of a. For
comparison we have drawn the values of v for the sharp regulator and the constant (mass)

regulator, as well as the conformal-bootstrap value [26]. This figure extends Fig. 12 in Ref. [16]]
to low values of a.

For vanishing « all the scaling exponents are odd integers. This coincides with the spectrum
of the O(N') model in the limit of large N, which is known, and we have indeed checked, to be
independent of a [27,28].

3.3 Vanishing regulators and constant regulators

At this point it is relevant to recall that the critical exponent v = 1 is known to result also
from the LPA equations for a constant regulator [16]. Together with the findings of
Sec.[2] this observation points at a more general result which we detail in this section.

So far we have first solved the fixed point equations for generic a and then sent a — 0. On
the other hand, we are now going to argue that when the vanishing-regulator limit is taken on
the LPA beta functions, i.e. before integrating the flow, it results, in general non-even d, in the
flow equations of the constant regulator.

The first way of reaching this conclusion is based on a redefinition of the RG scale k, which
we have already introduced in Sec. 2] Suppose that in addition to the parameter a we also
introduce a parameter b rescaling the cutoff &

Ry(z) = a (bk* — 2) 0 (bk* — 2) . (3.16)

This rescaling can be motivated as follows. First of all, it should not change the scaling so-
lutions. Furthermore, as discussed in Sec. [2.1, we can define an “effective” cutoff scale k.g
as the momentum scale where the cutoff term I?;, becomes comparable to the kinetic term. If
we decrease a, the effective cutoff scale also decreases. It was suggested in Ref. [16] that the
decrease of a should be compensated by choosing b so that at some conventional scale zy < k2,
the regulator is normalized: Ry (z9) = k2. This fixes b = é + 7§, leading to the regulator

Ri(2) = (K* —a(z— %)) 0 (k> —a(z — 2)) - (3.17)
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Now we see that in the limit « — 0, the regulator becomes a constant as in Eq. (2.11)). The latter
leads to the dimensionless flow equation

s d_q

d . AW,
v = —dv + (5 - 1) ot (47)%/2T (£) sin (47) e

2

(3.18)

In d = 3 and after the rescaling v — v/(47) and ¢ — ¢/+/4x this takes the simple form

1-
Ov = —3v + 5(]51/ —V1+v", (3.19)

An alternative way of arguing that the a — 0 limit reduces the LPA flow equation for the
regulator (1.3)) to the constant regulator case is by performing an a-dependent rescaling
as in Sec. 2| Namely, by redefining

¢ =al¥D/g (3.202)

7 42400 1
v(9) = a®*0(¢) S AT A5 (3.20b)

in the flow equations for the regulator and then taking the @ — 0 limit at fixed ngS and 0, we
again find Eq. (3.18). For instance in d = 3 this rescaling entails that the prefactor a in (3.15)
goes away.

Both kind of arguments however are applicable only for non-exceptional d. In particular, the
momentum integral leading to Eq. is convergent for d < 2, and using analytic continua-
tion the result has a meromorphic structure with poles for even values of d. On the other hand,
if we try to directly take the limit @ — 0 with the regulator (1.3), and expand the () functionals
(3.5), with n = d/2, d even and 7 = 0, in a around a = 0, there appear terms with log a. As a
consequence, we expect that the vanishing regulator limit of the LPA flow equation will enjoy
special properties in even dimensions.

3.4 Beta functions in even dimensions

As we argued at the end of the previous section, in the case of even dimensions the limit of
vanishing regulators has a more intricate structure. Therefore, in this section we analyze these
special cases in more detail.

We start with d = 2, where the flow equation of the LPA reads

a 1+
o = —2 1 )
tv U+47r(1—a) Og(a+v”)

Defining . 3
v(¢) = ad(9) (3.21)
and simplifying a factor a from the flow equation, in the @ — 0 limit we are left with
~ ~ 1 1 ~ 11
00 = —20 — —loga — —log(1 + 0"). (3.22)
Am Am
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The potential must be shifted by a factor that contains log a, i.e. v — 0 — % log a , in order to
eliminate this divergent term for the limit a — 0 . We observe that the coefficient of the log a
term matches exactly the coefficient of the 1/e pole of the expansion of ford=2+e. B
The finite logarithmic contribution coincides with the one in Eq. (3.I8). Therefore, up to a
field-independent shift of the potential, in d = 2 the vanishing-regulator limit agrees with the
constant regulator.

We then turn to the LPA in d = 4. We first truncate the potential to a polynomial expansion
around vanishing fields as in Eq. (3.2). For continuity with the previous sections, we also turn
to the dimensionless couplings defined in Eq. (3.8). By considering the leading contributions to
the beta functions S, for vanishing a, we construct an ansatz based on the following scaling

Ao =a "Ny, (3.23a)
As = log(a)hs (3.23b)
Aop = a"2(loga)" Agn, 1> 2. (3.23¢)

Assuming the Aon couplings can be kept fixed in the @ — 0 limit, results in the following set of
beta functions

A A 1+ log(l + 5\2>
Ao = —2N\g + —— 24
A2 2 + 1672 log ) (3.24a)
i L |3 A, 1 (3.24b)
" Joga | 16721 + Ny 1672 | '
. A 15 A\ 1
O = 20 — A
£ 16T (1 4 \y)? T
A 1—|—10g<1—|—5\2> 1 ¥R
L s D Ak (3.240)
1672 loga 1672 (1 + \y)loga

and similar results for higher couplings. Notice that terms of order (log a)~! could be neglected
as sub-leading in all beta functions apart for the second one, where such term is in fact the
leading one.

In order to include the beta functions of all couplings in a functional treatment, we turn to the
task of including the definitions in a rescaling of the effective potential. It is impossible
to achieve this goal by a two-parameters rescaling of the kind studied in the previous sections.
However, Eq. trivially lends itself to a functional rescaling. Hence, we can treat the
first two couplings on a special footing, and embed the remaining ones in a functional which is
related to higher derivatives of v(¢).

First, to simplify notations, it is convenient to define

p=0"2, (3.25)
u(p) = v(9) . (3.26)

"'This correspondence between log a singularities of the flow equations for the regulator (1.3)) and 1/ poles of
(3.18) holds also in higher even dimensions.
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Next, we define

M

)= (p) == 50 (3.27)

So by construction f(0) = f/(0) = 0, while f™(0) o Ay(n41). The functional flow equation
for f can be obtained from the functional equation for u’ by

0.f(7) = O (p) — @—%ﬁ (3.28)

and then replacing u), through the definition (3.27). The identities 0, f(0) = 9, f,(0) = 0 also
follow from this definition. By the rescaling

a N

f(p) = logaf (») (3.29)
p=alogap, (3.30)

together with the previous definitions of 5\2 and 5\4, we recover the full tower of relations (3.23)).
By inserting the previous definitions in the flow equation for u/(p) one can deduce the following
functional flow equation

. N By 3 . . 5 4 1 pA2
@ﬂ@Zﬂﬂm+%ﬂm+mﬂfU 8 0"+ 5zt =~ a1 s
2

- >\4log<1+)\2> — 2)\410g< +)\2+)\4ﬁ>. 3.31)

This functional flow generates the leading terms in Eq. (3.24c)), and similar beta functions for the
higher-order couplings, upon truncating it to a polynomial ansatz regular at the origin. However,
we stress again that Eq. does not include Eqs. (3.24al3.24b)), which therefore have to be
supplemented to exhaust the LPA flow equations.

These flow equations are different from those of a constant regulator. Indeed, the latter are
formally UV divergent. More specifically, in ﬂQn the contribution linear in )\2n+2 corresponds to
a momentum integral with dimension 2 which is not regularized by the constant regulator (2.1T]).
Similar discrepancies arise in d = 6,8,.... The flow equation for the constant regulator in
d =4 — ereads

(2pv" + 0" + 1) [log(2pv” + 0" 4+ 1) — 1]
1672
2
—log(4m) — —} . (3.32)

€

O = —4v+2p +

20"+ + 1)
1672

The second line in this equation arises from the expansion of the sine in the denominator of
Eq. 1| It provides contributions to the A5, o term inside (35,,. Such terms would be absent
in the MS scheme. If we perform an ad hoc subtraction of the second line, the flow equation
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(3:32) leads to the following beta functions

~ _ M log (5\2 + 1)

=9 .

By Ay + = : (3.33a)
_ 22 X6 log <5\2 + 1)

By = 3~4 : : (3.33b)

1672 (AQ + 1) 167
5 5 155\3 5\8 10g (5\2 + 1) 155\ 5\
B = 2X6 — Y — + S (3.33c¢)
1672 (XQ + 1) 167 1672 ()\2 n 1)

A comparison with Eq. (3.24) immediately reveals several differences. Apart for the scaling
(classical) terms, the first two quantum terms are equal, up to the fact that the A\, dependence of
the A2,42 term has been washed away in Eq. by the a — 0 limit, and up to the crucial
log a dependence of Eq. (3.24b). However, all the additional quantum terms in Eq. are
absent in Eq. (3.24).

The peculiar simplicity which the Eqgs. (3.24) attain in the @ — 0 limit, together with the

1/ log a dependence of Eq. , raises the question as to whether these beta functions retain
enough physical information for being practically useful. As a first step towards addressing this
question, we limit ourselves to a simple observation. Namely, as long as the subleading loga-
rithmic a-dependence is retained in Eq. , the ¢*-theory beta function and other universal
physics is still present. For instance, we can study the WF fixed point in d = 4 — €. In order to
employ Eq. in this study, we need to prescribe that the e — 0 limit be taken before the
a — 0 one. This means in practice that the vanishing-regulator limit is taken on the d = 4 FRG
equations. Had we sent ¢ — 0 in d < 4, we would have found different equations for 5\% and
precisely the constant-regulator ones, as already mentioned in Sec.[3.3]

Within the simplest truncation corresponding to retaining only Ay and \4, where we add the
classical scaling term —e\4 to 34 to account for the shift of dimensionality, the WF fixed point
to first order in € is located at

o 1
Ay = &€ (1+loga) , (3.34)
o 1
Ay = §6W2€loga ) (3.35)

These fixed-point couplings have to be interpreted as small, even if they seemingly blow up
for a — 0, because the limit € — 0 has to be taken first. Notice that keeping the sub-leading
order-(log a)~! contribution to B, is essential for revealing the fixed point. By computing the
corresponding critical exponents, we find the universal one-loop result

91:2——, 92:—6. (336)

4 O(N + 1) symmetry in nonlinear models

As a first example of a symmetry that is broken by the regulator, we shall consider here the
two dimensional O(N + 1) nonlinear sigma model in a particular coordinate system. We start
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from the order-0? expansion of I';, for a O(N)-invariant multiplet of scalars
1 1
o] = [ o |0(0) + 320010000 + {500,000 @)

where the N fields ¢ are in the fundamental representation of O(N), and p = ¢“¢*/2 is the
corresponding local invariant. We further define the radial wave function renormalization
Zi(p) = Zi (p) + pYi (p) 4.2)

The beta functions for Z;, Z;, and Uy, are given in App.
If we make the assumptions

Zn 1 ( 1 >‘1
Z =—, Z === -2 , Uy=0, 4.3)
k(P) g,% k(P) g,% 7 P Kk
the EAA becomes
Zk ¢a¢b b
Iy[6] = / A== | 0 + D, 0" P . (4.4)
o= iy (1525 )

The tensor in parentheses is the metric of the /N-dimensional sphere of radius Z, Y ®, written
in a coordinate system that consists in projecting a point of the sphere orthogonally on the
equatorial plane. In this way the northern hemisphere is mapped to the domain ¢*¢* < 1/Zj.
The symmetry group is extended to O(N + 1).

A standard cutoff 7
AS(6) = 50 [ ouu(-a)er

k
breaks O(N + 1) invariance, while preserving O(N). Therefore, if we start at some scale k
with an EAA of the form (4.4), the flow will immediately generate O(N + 1)-violating terms,
and thus will take place in the larger theory space parameterized by (4.1).

This can be seen already by projecting the flow generated by the ansatz (4.4) on the local po-
tential, i.e. by considering Eq. (A.2). For nonvanishing a and for field-dependent wave function
renormalizations, the choice U, = 0 is not preserved by the RG flow. However, in the a — 0
limit it indeed becomes a consistent ansatz, as in 0,U}, the rhs behaves like a log a when a — 0.

Let us then inspect the flow of the wave function renormalizations. Inserting the previous
ansatz in the flow equation for Z,(p),["?|in the limit  — 0 we obtain

_ 2Z0gk 2k _ 1 Z(20igk + (mk — 2)gr) 2(N — 1) Zyp + 1)
gi(1=2Zvp) g2 (1—2Zp)° 4 (1 = 2Z;p)?
As the functional p dependence on both sides of the equation is comparable, this equation can
be algebraically solved for 0;g;. and 7, resulting in

(N -1)gp
Brg = —— 9k 45
tgk 47'[' + gz 9 ( a)
2N g2
= —Olog 7, = — Tk _ 4.5b
Mk i log Zj, Int g2 (4.5b)

2Note that now Zj(p = 0) = Z. /g2, so inside the formulae for the () functionals we must send Z, — Z/g?
and 7y — 1k + 20191/ G-
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These are the correct one-loop beta functions, augmented by RG resummations due to the de-
pendence of the regulator on Z; and g,. The same result can be derived by considering the flow
equation for Z(p). Thus, within the present truncation the nonlinearly realized O(N+1)/O(N)
symmetry is preserved by taking the limit a — 0. Essentially the same flow equations have been
obtained in Ref. [14]] with a pseudo-regulator reproducing the MS scheme.

The assumption U;, = 0, although justified by the observation that only a trivial potential is
compatible with the nonlinearly realized symmetry, can be easily relaxed as long as this explicit
symmetry-breaking term is treated as an external source. The simplest of such terms is a linear
coupling to the O(N + 1)/O(N) variation of ¢, i.e. " !

This ansatz, comprehending an arbitrary source [, was observed to be compatible with the
flow equation in the case of an MS pseudo regulator [14]. This linear term can also be used
to construct an exact FRG equation which manifestly preserves the full O(/N + 1) symmetry
for every regulator function R, see App. [B| For the present standard FRG implementation
and regularization scheme, the ansatz (4.6) is not compatible with the flow equation of the
potential, neither for a # 0 nor in the ¢ — 0 limit. Only by assuming that H be a function of
a vanshing faster than « itself, closure of the O(9?) RG flow on the ansatz is recovered.
To understand this phenomenon it is necessary to study how the modified master equation for
the O(N + 1)/O(N) symmetry behaves in the @ — 0 limit, which is the topic of Appendix
There we show how the construction of a nonvanishing potential term for the nonlinear sigma
model is indeed a complicated problem which requires the simultaneous solution of both the
flow equation and the modified master equation. As explained in Appendix [B} in solving this
problem the @ — 0 limit is of limited use.

5 Background field issues

When one splits the field into a classical background and a quantum fluctuation

¢=0¢p+p, (.1

the action, being a function of ¢, is invariant under the shift symmetry

5 ¢pte, (5.2a)

pr—=p—c. (5.2b)
This can be expressed by the identity

0S8 4S8

— = —=0. 53

565 0 o

On the other hand, the regulator only depends on the quantum field and is therefore not invari-
ant under the split symmetry. In particular in gauge theories, in order to preserve background

3The present result is obtained by setting o = 1 in the beta functions of Ref. [[14].
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FP | 6, 0, 05 04
FP | 6, 02 1 10.89 - - -
1 117 - 2 1235]07 | - -
2.11 | 0.82 3 1202]1431]0.60 | -
a=-—1/2 4 12101 1.69 | 1.08 | 0.39

oa=—2

Table 2: The nontrivial fixed-point solutions of Eq. with h = a¢?, and the corresponding
relevant critical exponents, for & = —1/2 (left panel) and @ = —2 (right panel). The entries
which are left blank correspond to irrelevant deformations. FP; is the Wilson-Fisher fixed
point, while FPs is a "deformed Gaussian" fixed point as it possesses two relevant directions.

gauge invariance, the cutoff is usually written as a function of the background covariant deriva-
tive: Ry(—D?). This effect can be mimicked in the scalar case by artificially introducing a
dependence of Rj, on ¢p. For example, Morris and collaborators considered regulators of the
general form [25]]

r(y) = (1 — h(¢p) — y)0(1 — h(dp) —y) . (5.4)

The EA then becomes a functional I';[p, ¢p], i.e. it has a separate dependence on these two
arguments. The breaking of the shift symmetry results in a modified Ward identity

82T 'SR
( b +—Rk> k

ol ol 1T ORy
dpdp dop

— - —=-Tr

6¢B (5(,0 B 2

. (5.5)

It has been shown that such background dependence in the regulator can either destroy physical
fixed points or create artificial ones [25]. On the other hand, when the FRG equation is
solved together with the Ward identity (5.5), the correct physical picture can be reconstructed.
While this can be achieved in the scalar case [25], it is much harder in the case of gauge the-
ories, and in particular for gravity [29]. It is therefore desirable to find other ways around this
obstacle. The form of the equation (5.5)) suggests that in the limit of vanishing regulator the
shift symmetry is restored. One would therefore expect that in this limit the aforementioned
pathologies should also disappear. In this section we will see how this actually happens in the
scalar theory.

We begin by briefly reviewing some results of Ref. [25]. We consider the same system as in
Sec. in d = 3, but we use the regulator (5.4). In a single-field approximation one identifies
¢B = . The corresponding flow equation for the potential reads

1_, (1—=h)?*?
O = —3v + 5901)/ + m

(1—h —%&hqtigbh’) 01— h). (5.6)
Two special cases for i have been considered. The first case is h = a@?. In this case, for o < 0
the Heaviside theta on the rhs of Eq. (5.6) is equal to one. Solving the fixed point equation, one
finds that the Gaussian fixed point becomes interacting and an increasing number of fake fixed
points appear, as « becomes more negative. For example, Tab. 2] presents the nontrivial fixed
points and the associated relevant critical exponents for two negative values of «. In both cases
FP, is the deformed Gaussian fixed point. For o > 0 because of the Heaviside theta function
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on the rhs of Eq. , v = A@" for ¢ > 1/y/a. The Gaussian fixed point is always absent, and
for a > 0.08 also the WF fixed point disappears.

The second case is h = av”. The Gaussian []z] and the WF fixed points always exist, but
when « is increased, new fixed points appear near the Gaussian one E] and move away from it
as a becomes bigger: for example, for & = 1 there is a spurious fixed point and for o = 2 there
are three of them.

In Ref. [25] the authors solve the anomalous Ward identity for shift symmetry and show
how to recover the physical results. Instead, we shall discuss here the effect of taking the limit
of vanishing regulator. To this end, we first introduce the parameter a in (5.4))

r(y) = a(l — h(¢p) —y)0(1 — h(¢p) —y) . (5.7)
Within a single-field LPA truncation this leads to the flow equation

(1—n)*? (1 —h—Lon+ 1on)

1
o =—3v + 5@1/4—9(1 — h)a

a(l —h) + "
35 (a—1)(1—h)
<2h (Lm @<1_h>+v~) | 68

Again, we discuss separately the two choices for the function h.

FrL

o 1 2 3 40

Figure 5: Spike plots with h = —2%? and with different values of a: a = 0.5 (blue), a = 0.4
(purple), a = 0.16 (red) and @ = 0.07 (orange). For each curve, the rightmost spike is the
deformed Gaussian fixed point, the leftmost one is the Wilson-Fisher fixed point. Decreasing a
further, both these fixed points move towards the origin. In the red and in the orange curves one
and two of the fake fixed points have disappeared correspondingly.

First case: h = a@?. Following Ref. [25] we start with a quadratically-field-dependent reg-
ulator. However we slightly depart from that reference in that we find it more convenient to

“Note that the Gaussian fixed point corresponds to the point (v(0),v’(0)) = (1/3,0) .
5In particular for o > 0.85 a first additional fixed point appears.
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portrait the landscape of fixed points by a different numerical method, a shooting from the ori-
gin. This consists in constructing numerical solutions for each possible value of the boundary
condition v”(0). The generic solutions however terminate at a finite value ¢ of the field which
corresponds to a movable singularity of the fixed-point equation. In this process one obtains a
plot of ¢ as a function of v”(0) (also known as spike plot). Sharp maxima in the latter variable
are in one-to-one correspondence with global fixed points. The result is presented in Fig. [3
We can see that decreasing a the spurious fixed points disappear and the physical fixed points
converge to the origin. This is the same phenomenon that we observed in Secs. and

At these fixed points, we compute the spectrum of critical exponents with the same method
used in Ref. [25], namely by shooting from infinity, as we did in Sec.[3.2] This means that we
first construct an asymptotic expansion of the fixed-point potential as well as of the eigenfunc-
tion of the linearized flow around the fixed point. For @ < 0 the Heaviside theta on the rhs of
equation (5.8)) is equal to one, and the potential has the following behavior at infinity

alal’? . a|al??(5254 — (3 + 2a)a?)

1504 191 F 31500.42|]

| aV=0 (21262542 — 0%(3780aA + 56704) + (16a° 1 24a + 30) o)
17010000 43| 3|

v o= A@S+

+0 (lg]7°) -

Shooting on A and on a corresponding asymptotic parameter for the perturbation, and by de-
manding Z, parity at the origin, we determine the location of the fixed point as well as the
quantized values of the critical exponents. In the a — 0 limit the latter become independent of
« and agree with the spectrum discussed in Sec. 3.2
For oo > 0, because of the Heaviside theta one the rhs of Eq. v=Ag° for g > 1/4/a.
2

1/
Therefore for ¢ < 1/y/a the potential as a function of § = (\/La — g?)) has the following

asymptotic behavior

A 64 N 154 ., N 2v2aal3/ 55 135000A* + a2 !?
a3 ab/? a? 7H5A 675003/2 A3

V=

56+0((57) )

Shooting from infinity and decreasing a we recover the Gaussian and the WF fixed points. In
particular, for & = 1/25 the Gaussian fixed point reappears for a < 1072, while for o = 1/9
the WF fixed point reappears for a < 0.35 and the Gaussian one for a < 4 - 1073, Also in this
case the critical exponents of the Gaussian and WF fixed points approach the values found for
vanishing a in Sec.[3.2]

Second case: h = av”. We then move on to consider a regulator which depends on the
second derivative of the effective potential, through a constant o« > 0. In this particular case
shooting from the origin is not convenient for technical reasons, therefore we shoot from large
field values.

This time v = A5 for ¢ > @, = (30Aa)~/* provided v” > 1/,/a. Below @, the potential
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can be expanded in § = ¢, — ¢ as follows

v =A(304a) "% — 6A (304a) "5 + 2%252 + F(5),

P 51605 <_25\/5A1/10a—17/10 125 53/4 4—1/20,,—53/20 s

88\/533/1%2/5 + 5984\4/5317/2%4/5

71875 A~ /5~ 18/5
246445056 32/5¢6/5

6%/° + 0(53/5)) .

Shooting on A and searching for values which correspond to a vanishing v’ (0) one can reveal
several spurious fixed points at nonvanishing o and a. More and more of them are generated
from the Gaussian fixed point for bigger and bigger values of ov. We find that decreasing a at
fixed @ > 0 reduces the number of spurious fixed points, and in the a — 0 limit all of them
disappear while the Gaussian and the WF fixed points merge. We verify that also in this case
the critical exponents tend to the values obtained in Sec. [3.2]for a — 0.

5.1 Ward Identity for the shift symmetry

Going beyond a single-field approximation, i.e. keeping both ¢ and ¢ as distinct, the LPA
truncation becomes

Cili.onl = [ o (500 + 5 @uom)* + Viou0m) ) 59

Using the regulator Ry, = ak? (1 —y— h(qZ;B)> 0(1 —y— h(ggB)) the modified Ward identity
(5.5) and the flow equation become

W a(l— Ry dd _ (1—a)1—h)
a¢v_a¢BU—cd§a(1—h)+8%v2F1 1’§7§+1’_a(1—h)+33~,v ’ (5.10)
d—2 .
B+ dv— 5 )<@8¢v+¢38¢33v>: 5.11)
a(l — h)4/? 1 1 ., dd . (1—a)(l-nh)
ol R+ oz \ TR0 @=L B L g g T T o )

where ¢; = ((4m)¥T (4 + 1)) ~!. We rescale all the quantities in the following way

-2)/4 5 bp = a(d72)/4$
1 .
5) = a™? 0(¢ h=ah. 5.13

5 = a 5, (5.12)

This set of definitions agrees with the one in Eq. (3.20). Here y depends on the choice of /: for
example v = 1 for both h = a¢% and h = av”. For the sake of generality we shall keep ~ free

16The mixing term 9, 50" ¢ is ruled out by the Zy x Zs symmetry on the arguments of the EAA.
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for the time being. Expanding for small @ and assuming 2 < d < 4, the Ward identity and the
flow equation become

0D — - @_LMB'+
’ 257 d(4m)dT (4) ’
d—2 .
00 +d o — ( 5 ) (@8@4—%%3@) =
DE-1) oo @R (o)
2 2oy B Sl !
(Un) 77 (1+0930) a7 (3) (8th+dh ¢Bh> + e

where the dots denote quantities that goes to zero fora — 0 .

From the modified Ward identity we see that to have a well defined vanishing-regulator limit we
must demand y > ¢ — 1. If v > 4 — 1, 956 = 0 0 : this implies that (¢, d5) = 0( + ¢p)
and so we recover the shift symmetry and the flow equation without background. If v = g -1,
the modified Ward identity gives

o 1
(P + o) — mh(@?) : (5.14)

>

27(@7 ¢EB) =

Inserting this result into the flow equation, we recover again the equation without background.

6 Discussion

We have discussed the effect of an overall suppression of the regulator with a constant
factor a, and in particular the limit @ — 0, that we called the limit of vanishing regulator. Let
us summarize the main results.

As is clearly seen already in the case of the quantum mechanical oscillator, decreasing a has
the effect of accelerating the flow, in the sense that already a small decrease of k leads very fast
to the effective action. Thereafter things remain nearly constant with k. However, the quantum-
mechanical study shows that in general different results are obtained depending on whether
the a — 0 limit is performed on the solutions of the flow equations, or on the beta functions
themselves, see Fig. 2] While the former way of taking the limit is rather straightforward,
obtaining meaningful results from the latter process requires a suitable a-dependent rescaling
of the couplings.

In the case of the Wilson-Fisher fixed point, we have first studied the first form of the
vanishing-regulator limit, by analysing the a dependence of the fixed-point solution. Decreasing
a has the effect of shifting the fixed points towards the Gaussian one, but the scaling exponents
remain distinct even in the limit ¢ — 0. Here we have limited our analysis to the leading order
of the derivative expansion.

In a polynomial approximation of the potential, the values of the scaling exponents become
progressively worse as one increases the order of the polynomial. This is in agreement with the
statement in Ref. [[16]] that the radius of convergence of the Taylor expansion of V' is proportional
to a. We have avoided this problem by also considering the functional treatment (LPA), but in
this case one gets the exponent ¥ = 1, which is worse than for any polynomial and coincides
with the upper boundary conjectured in [16].
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We have then analyzed the second form of the vanishing-regulator limit, taking it on the
LPA beta functional of scalar field theory, finding agreement with the first kind of limit as
far as the critical exponents are concerned, although the locations of the fixed point differ.
Despite some pre-existing arguments were suggesting that the limit of vanishing regulator might
generally reproduce the results of a constant (momentum independent) mass-like regulator, we
have observed that in the LPA this is the case only away from even dimensions. In the special
case of even integer d, singularities in the momentum integrals lead to a more intricate structure.
As a consequence, the vanishing-regulator limit remains different from the constant regulator
in d = 4. We expect this conclusion to hold also in higher even dimensions. It remains to be
seen whether these conclusions are robust against enlargements of the truncation. For instance,
at the second order of the derivative expansion, there might be a nontrivial interplay between
the momentum-derivatives of the regulator and the a — 0 limit, resulting in further differences
between the constant and the vanishing regulators.

For all these reasons, it will be quite interesting to systematically study the next order of the
derivative expansion, including a field-dependent wave function renormalization Z(¢). In this
paper, this level of approximation has been analyzed only for the two-dimensional nonlinear
sigma model, as in this case it is the first nontrivial order of the derivative expansion. It is also
known that in the case of quantum critical points the convergence of this expansion requires an
increasingly accurate tuning of a. Therefore it might be expected that the limit of vanishing
regulators cannot be of much use when one moves in that direction.

We should mention however, that the amplitude a is only one of an infinite series of free
parameters within the regulator Rj. In this work we have not allowed for such residual freedom,
having fixed the regulator to a piecewise linear form. Optimization criteria over the remaining
parameters might be essential to obtain accurate results in the vanishing-regulator limit. It might
also be possible to take advantage of these additional parameters, with their associated free
limiting behavior, to construct alternative flow equations resulting from the vanishing-regulator
limit. For instance, in the so-called LPA’ truncation, this kind of additional freedom allowed to
construct a one-parameter family of MS -like schemes within the FRG [14].

In spite of the poor results of the a — 0 limit of the LPA for the benchmark case of the
Wilson-Fisher fixed point, we think that this limit may be useful in simple approximations, in
problems where a symmetry is broken by the regulator. As a first example we have discussed
the O(N + 1)-nonlinear sigma model, in a formulation where the regulator breaks the global
symmetry to O(N). In this case we have shown that in the limit of vanishing regulator the beta
functions converge to those of the O(/N + 1)-symmetric theory.

We have then considered the shift symmetry arising in the background field treatment of a
scalar theory. When this symmetry is broken by the regulator, this can either generate unphysi-
cal fixed points or, what is worse, destroy a physical fixed point. We have verified that the Ward
identities of the shift symmetry are restored in the limit of vanishing regulator, and that all the
unphysical features of the flow disappear when a becomes sufficiently small.

The main motivation of this work was the hope that vanishing regulators, or perhaps just
“sufficiently small regulators”, may be useful in the application of the FRG to gauge theories
and gravity, where the background field method is almost always used. Our results suggest
that this may be possible, but that the usefulness of this idea may be restricted to the simplest
truncations.
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A Flow equations in the O(89?) derivative expansion

We introduce the following notations

1

Go = (Zulp)d® + Ru(¢®) + Ui(p)) (A.la)

G = (Zulp)a* + Rild®) + Uilp) + 2007 (p)) . (A.1b)

for the Goldstone-bosons and radial-mode propagators. The flow equations for U}, and Z,
which is defined in Eq. (4.2)), are

1
O = 5oy (Q4 [G1OR + (N = 1)Q4 [GodiRi]) (A2)
O Zy = _w% (Gi0:Ry,] — (N — 1)%@; (G301
~ \ 2
20\Z1) T2d+1 d+2)(d+4 ,
+ (47(T)d2 2y etam) + D (o, [Gean

2 (3U} + 2pU')’
(47T)d/2

+Qy. (IGO0 )| +

207}, (3UY + 2pU}")

(Qs [G3G10R] + Q. [G3GIORY) )

[(0+2) (Qu.. [G3GI0R + Qs [GGI0R]

(dm)ir2
Y,
+2Q4 [Gi’atRk]] (N — 1)# (QU,Q'Qg (G30uR) + dZ4Qu [G%&tRkD
2p(2})" [(d+2)(d+4) , y
+ (N —-1) (i) i { n (Q%+2 [GEGOO ] +Q [GSGoatRkD
Lo @arg] + v -2 £ (@ [GEGOR] + Q. [GRGHORY )
9 g+l oYttlk (47T)d/2 g oVoYtitk 441 ootk
2 Z/ U//
F(N—1) éﬂ’;d L (d+2) (Q%H [G2GHOR] + Qu [GgGg’é)tRkD . (A3)
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Using the regulator Ry, = aZy(k* — 2)0(k?* — z)[7| we have

Qu [GLOR] = —— (2 — )R ot (4,0, ) + 1 tsre (@0, )

['(n)
—aZ
Q" [GEG/atRk] = = % ((2 - nk)k2 Qn,€+2 (CZ, w, C) + Nk Qn+1,f+2 (CZ, w, C)) )
2
@n [GéGﬂatRk] = % ((2 - 771«)]{?2 qn,0+3 (a’v w, C) + Mk Gnt1,043 (a, W, C))

a2 Z,f L2(n—t-2)

[(n) (¢ +w/k2)™*

where

G=((z+Ry+w) ",

1 aZ k20
qn,@(gac‘-)vC):ﬁ i 1 2F1(€7n7n+1;

(aZy + w/k?)

and G can be GG or G; depending on the choice of ( and w, in particular

G=Gy if w="Uil), (A4)
¢ =Zk(p),
¢ = Z(p)
For the constant regulator (2.11]) one finds
n— F<€ B TL) —n n—¢
Qn [GORy] = K= 7, (2 — ) (0 (Zk+w/k)"

Qn [G'G'ORy) = —CQn [GPORy]
Qn [G'G"O Ry = 2C° Q, [G™PO,Ry] .

B Master equation for the nonlinear O (INV +1) model

In Sec. ] the use of a vanishing regulator for the two dimensional nonlinear O(N + 1) model
has been discussed. We have observed that a nonvanishing potential term of the form (4.6)) is not
preserved by the flow equation in the a — 0 limit. In this section we provide more details about
the contraints on a general local potential Uy (p, H). Here we show how the non-compatibility
of the ansatz (4.6) with the flow equation is encoded in the modified master equation for the
O(N + 1)/O(N) symmetry.

Our starting point is indeed the following modified master equation

5T T - o o\l 0T
5¢G5H+H¢G—Tr{{}%k (T + R) SHa) (B.1)

"We defined Z, = Zi(p = 0) .
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This identity, which differs from the standard master equation for a nonvanishing rhs, can be
derived for instance from a functional integral representation of ['y, in presence of a linear
source term of the form in the bare action, by performing a change of integration variable
corresponding to a O(N + 1)/O(NN) infinitesimal transformation. It is straightforward to prove
that this functional identity is compatible with the exact RG flow equation [30], meaning that
it defines an RG-invariant hypersurface in theory space. However, truncations of the theory
space often spoil this property, such that the truncated master equation becomes an additional
requirement on the RG flow, to be enforced at every k.

Whenever the regularization preserves the (unmodified) nonlinear O(N + 1)/O(N) sym-
metry, the one-loop regulator-dependent term on the rhs of Eq. vanishes identically. The
modified master equation then reduces to the standard master equation, which is a tree-level
identity. In this case the equation is straightforward to solve, independently from and prior to
the analysis of the RG flow equation. For an introduction to the role played by this identity
in the construction of a renormalized perturbation theory in two dimensions see for instance
Ref. [31]. Before analysing in details the shape that this constraint takes for vanishing a, one
can already apply its form of Eq. to the truncation we assumed in Sec. 4] There we took
U = 0 and H = 0. This combination trivially fulfills the modified master equation. It should
however be noted that Eq. represents the constraint of nonlinear O(N + 1)/O(N) sym-
metry only in the theory space of generic functionals of ¢® and H. If a nonvanishing H is
never introduced in the effective action, i.e. on the subspace where H = 0, there nevertheless
is a functional constraint encoding the nonlinear O(N + 1)/O(N) symmetry, and it can be ob-
tained from Eq. (B.I)) by replacing derivatives involving H with the expectation values of the
corresponding composite operators. The analysis of this kind of modified master equation is
therefore highly nontrivial and will not be addressed in this work.

We then address the constraints that Eq. (B.I]) imposes on a truncation similar to the one in
Eq. , but with an arbitrary nonvanishing Uy (p, H). E For this truncation Eq. becomes

Ry, (2)
) + 8pUk + QPaEUk .

1 o
8U8U+H_88U—/d~ B.2
pUk OgUL pUH k4ﬂ_0 ZZkz—FRk(z ( )

For the Litim regulator the loop integral is readily evaluated leading to
Uy OuUy + H ak? a 9k
S —— — =

GpﬁHUk a — g_IZZk <a . %Zk) Zk

| Zyk?* + 9,Ux + 2p02Uj,
X 10 .
: aZtk? + 0,Uk + 2p02U

47

(Z4k2 + 0,0 + 200205 )

(B.3)

The loop contribution to the modified master equation is a nonlinear function of derivatives of
Ui up to second order. Therefore solving this equation for Uy, is a difficult task. Even more
so, as this solution must be required to also obey the RG flow equation. As the LPA projection
breaks compatibility of the modified master equation with the RG flow equation, the latter is
an independent nonlinear second order partial differential equation for Uy. This illustrates the

8This general ansatz can be made compatible with the assumed linear H dependence of the bare action, by
requiring the linearity of the potential at the UV cutoff scale k = A.
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difficulty of dealing with modified Ward identities in the FRG framework. For a discussion of
these issues in the context of gauge theories, see for instance [32,[33]]

Can the limit @ — 0 be of any help in solving this complex problem? In addressing this
question we need to specify the behavior of the functions Uy, and Z, for a — 0. For definiteness,
we assume the scaling

U ~a, Zi ~ a, ¢~ al. (B.4)
Considering then Eq. (B.3), it is natural to assume
H~a, (B.5)

which allows the linear source term to be interpreted as being part of the potential. However,
inspection of the rhs of Eq. reveals that the leading behavior of the one-loop contribution
is in fact a log a. As a consequence we provide an ansatz encoded in the following definitions

H=aH , (B.6)
Ui(p, H) = aUi(p, H) — aloga Fy(p) — alog(—loga) Fi(p) . (B.7)

Notice that we choose an ansatz with Fy and [} independent of /. This might lead us to a
particular solution of the modified master equation. The modified master equation then can be
projected on three distinct equations, each showing a different small a asymptotic behavior. The
O(alog(a)), O(alog(—loga)) and O(a) terms in this equation respectively lead to

2,k D0

. (
Fy(p)U' "V (p, H) = @ i) ©8
k k
. Zpk? UV (p, H
Fp0 (. ) = -, L) (®)
k k
) ) 2 77(1,1) 7 k2
H 4 GO0 1T 1) = - 2R 00 ) (1 ( 4k )_1 .
dmge  Zi(p) Fi(p) + 2pFy (p)
(B.10)

Itis evident how the @ — 0 limit does not relief the nonlinearity of the modified master equation.
While the first two equations can be straightforwardly solved for Fy and F}, once U(p, H)
is known, the third equation is highly nontrivial. In fact, Eq. (B.8) can be replaced inside
Eq. to obtain a second order nonlinear partial differential equation for . While the
construction of the most general solution is a very complex task, which we expect in general
to be possible only by numerical methods, a particular solution can be found by assuming the

ansatz
~ A 1
Ulp, H) = £H, /Z— —2p+ Fy(p) . (B.11)
k

This leads to a first order ordinary differential equation for F5, which can be easily solved. The
determination of the corresponding Fj and F} results in the following particular solution

7 k?
Foa(p) = con + ';J'O, (B.12)
7 k> 2 k?
Fg(p) = Cy — Z:ﬂ_ P log(i—ﬁ) + 8_7T(1 — 2ka) 10g(1 — Qka) s (B13)
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where ¢y ; » are integration constants which can depend on k. Having an analytic formula for
a particular solution of the master equation, is of course a nice result, which is possible only
thanks to the simplifications brought by the @ — 0 limit. However, in itself this result is
of limited use, for two main reasons. First, in general there is no reason to expect that this
anstaz be closed under the RG flow. Given the compatibility of the flow equation with the
master equation, any particular solution is free to flow into the most general solution during an
infinitesimal RG step. Second, in the LPA case even this compatibility is lost. As a consequance,
the solution of Egs. (B.7), (B.12)), and will flow into a potential which does not fulfill
the modified master equation. Therefore, this solution would be useful only if accompanied
by a prescription for projecting the latter potential back onto a functional of the same form as
the particular solution itself. We do not explore possible prescriptions for this projection in this
work.
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