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ABSTRACT: Gradient Flow Exact Renormalization Group (GFERG) is a framework to
define the Wilson action via a gradient flow equation. We study the fixed point structure
of the GFERG equation associated with a general gradient flow equation for scalar field
theories and show that it is the same as that of the conventional Wilson-Polchinski (WP)
equation in general. Furthermore, we discuss that the GFERG equation has a similar RG
flow structure around a fixed point to the WP equation. We illustrate these results with
the O(NN) non-linear sigma model in 4 — € dimensions and the Wilson-Fisher fixed point.
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1 Introduction

Exact Renormalization Group (ERG) [1-5] (see Refs. [6-10] for reviews) is a fundamen-
tal and strong framework to study various properties of physical systems using a coarse-
graining procedure, namely, varying the energy scale.! It is helpful to investigate critical
phenomena and phase structures of various systems in relativistic quantum field theories
(QFTs), statistical physics, and condensed matter physics. In particular, it provides a good
understanding of the phase structure of the O(NV) linear sigma model [11-16]. Phase struc-
tures of strongly coupled theory such as Quantum Chromodynamics and non-perturbative
aspects of QFTs have also been investigated via this framework [17-27]. ERG is applied
to a field-theoretic approach for quantum gravity, studying non-trivial ultraviolet (UV)
fixed points and the continuum limit of gravitational field theories. The attempt to define
quantum gravity based on this approach is called the asymptotic safety scenario [28-30]
(see, e.g., Ref. [31] for a review).

On the other hand, the gradient flow has recently attracted much attention and is
proposed to construct composite operators without the contact divergences due to the
coarse-graining via the diffusion [32-35]. It is a one-parameter deformation of fields by

'ERG is also called Functional Renormalization Group or Non-perturbative Renormalization Group.



a diffusion equation (“gradient flow equation”). It is shown in Ref. [34] that in the pure
Yang-Mills theory, no additional renormalization is needed to keep the correlation functions
of the flowed gauge field UV finite in a gauge invariant way once the original theory
is renormalized. The gradient flow method is also applied to matter fermions coupled
to the gauge field [35], constructing the energy-momentum tensor on the lattice gauge
theory [36, 37], and supersymmetric models [38-40]. In addition to these properties, there
are some attempts to interpret the gradient flow as a renormalization group (RG) flow [41-
48].

Recent studies [45, 47] proposed a new framework to define a Wilson action based
on the coarse-graining of the gradient flow, called Gradient Flow Ezact Renormalization
Group (GFERG). In this framework, the Wilson action S-[¢] at an energy scale A = Age™ 7,
where A is the cutoff scale, is schematically given by the following path integral:

e~ [ D656 - ol (L.1)

where ©[¢'] is the solution to the gradient flow equation with the initial condition W‘T:o =
¢’ (details of the definition and calculation are shown in the following sections). In GFERG,
coarse-graining of the gradient flow is regarded as a “block spin transformation” via the
diffusion. A novel characteristics of the GFERG flow is preserving gauge symmetries, even
though it has effectively a UV cutoff [49, 50]. From this gauge invariance, GFERG is a
promising approach to study gauge theories or quantum gravity non-perturbatively.

Some scalar field theories share similar properties with gauge theories, such as gauge
redundancy, asymptotic freedom, or asymptotic safety, and have been studied as their toy
models. A famous example is the CPY ! model in two-dimensions [51]. This model has
U(1) gauge redundancy, asymptotic freedom, and topologically non-trivial configurations
like Yang-Mills theories. Another example is the non-linear sigma model in three dimen-
sions. This model is renormalizable at the non-perturbative level and has a non-trivial
UV completion characterized by the Wilson-Fisher (WF) fixed point [52]. Studying these
scalar field theories within GFERG should give us hints to discuss non-perturbative aspects
of gauge theories or quantum gravity.

However, GFERG for general scalar field theories have not been well studied. This is
because the GFERG equation, which is the differential equation for the 7-dependence of the
Wilson action S, is defined by the gradient flow equation and takes a different form for each
scalar field theory. The appropriate flow equation heavily depends on details of the theory,
such as its symmetry and interactions. For example, the gradient flow equation for the
linear sigma model with the quartic interaction is just given by the diffusion equation [53],
and the corresponding GFERG equation is shown [47] to be the Wilson-Polchinski (WP)
equation [4], which is a well-known ERG equation. On the other hand, the gradient flow
equation for the O(N) non-linear sigma model is proposed as the diffusion equation with
extra non-linear terms [54, 55]. The corresponding GFERG equation is no longer given
by the WP equation, which holds not only for this model but also for general scalar field
theories. It is important to study GFERG of these theories in order to get a deeper
understanding of them. This also helps us to understand properties of gauge theories or



asymptotically safe gravity. In particular, fixed points of the GFERG equations and RG
flow structure around them are of interest.

In this paper, we introduce the general GFERG equation based on a gradient flow
equation of a scalar field theory and study its fixed point structure. This GFERG equation
can be applied to a broad class of non-linear sigma models, whose gradient flow equation
is given by a polynomial of the fields, and has extra non-linear terms compared to the
WP equation. Then, we find that its fixed points appear in the 7 — oo limit and are the
same as the WP equation. Moreover, we discuss that the GFERG equation has a similar
RG flow structure around a fixed point to the WP equation due to the vanishing of the
extra non-linear terms. We also find that the relevant operators have the same scaling
dimensions as those in the WP equation, while the irrelevant operators are not the case.
This result means that the GFERG gives the correct critical exponents and renormalized
trajectories. Therefore, it gives the same predictions as the ordinary ERG for the behavior
in the low-energy region. We illustrate these results with the O(N) non-linear sigma model
in 4 — € dimensions and the WF fixed point.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we introduce a general gradient
flow equation for a scalar field theory and derive the GFERG equation based on this flow
equation following Ref. [47]. Then, we study the fixed points of the GFERG equation. We
also investigate the RG flow structure around the fixed points. In Section 3, we discuss
fixed points of the GFERG equation of the non-linear sigma model in 4 — ¢ dimensions,
as an example. Then, we illustrate the result in the previous section, focusing on the WF
fixed point. Section 4 is devoted to the summary and discussions. The notation used in
this paper is summarized in Appendix A. In Appendix B, we discuss fixed points of the
GFERG equation at finite flow time. We briefly review the RG flow structure around the

WF fixed point in the WP equation within the local potential approximation in Appendix
C.

2 GFERG for General Gradient Flow

In this section, we discuss GFERG for general gradient flow equation of scalar field the-
ories and show that it has the same fixed point structure as that of the WP equation.
We also compare scaling dimensions of operators between the GFERG equation and the
WP equation around the fixed points. Note that throughout this paper, we work on the
dimensionless framework i.e. the dimensionful variables are normalized by the energy scale
A.

2.1 GFERG Equation

Let us consider a general gradient flow equation defined by the following differential equa-
tion:

8t()0a(t7w) = Fa[gp](twr)’ Qpa(ov‘r) = ¢a(x)7 (2'1)

where ¢, is a real scalar field, and a labels all kinds of fields in the theory. Fy[p](7, x) is an
arbitrary functional of ¢,’s. The variables ¢t and = denote a fictitious time called the flow
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Figure 1. Plots of the cutoff functions.

time and the D-dimensional (Euclidean space) coordinate, respectively. The gradient flow
continuously deforms the fields ¢, defined on the D-dimensional Euclidean space along the
flow time ¢.

In this paper, we assume that F,[p] is expanded as a polynomial of ¢ like

Fulel(t, x) = 0rpalt, x)

o n
+ Z / faretn (e, .. Ty Ogyy e v o Onyy) H(paj(t,zj) (2.2)
j=1

N=Nmin L1ye-yTn

where the expansion coefficient fi'" " depends on z;’s and contains partial derivatives

with respect to them, and nyiy, is a positive integer larger than one.? For example, gradient
flow equations for the non-linear sigma model in two-dimensions are proposed as F, =
824,0(1 — (gpbaﬁgab)cpa for a,b = 1,...,N in Ref. [54], or as F, = 3@a + ©a0uPp0upy +
©a(pOupn)? /(1 = (pc)?) for a,b,c =1,...,N — 1 in Ref. [55]. In the O(N) linear sigma
model, the gradient flow equation is just given by the diffusion equation: F, = 5@a [53].

Following Ref. [47], it is straightforward to define the Wilson action associated with
Eq. (2.1) as

2
el — exp [/ }D($ _ y)5}
T,y 2

6¢a($)5¢a(y)
< [ 1D [ 8(0n(a) - D221 2 0%
| 1 52 ,
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where !, is the solution to the general flow equation Eq. (2.1) with the initial condition
0l (0,2) = ¢l (x) and Z, is the wave function renormalization factor depending on 7. The

2Note that the linear term is the same as the diffusion equation while the non-linear terms take general
forms in the above gradient flow equation. In principle, a more general linear term can be considered in
the GFERG framework as well. See Ref. [48] for such cases.



relation between the flow time ¢ of the gradient flow and 7 in the GFERG equation is given
by

t=e’" — 1. (2.4)
D(z — y) is defined by
D(xz —y) ::/ eip(x_y)@. (2.5)
» p
K(p) and k(p) are the cutoff function satisfying
K(0)=1, K(co)=0, k(0)=0, (2.6)

and we set K (p) = e ?* and k(p) = K(p)(1 — K(p)) in this paper. See Fig. 1 for plots of
their p-dependence.

Note that Eq. (2.3) is not invariant under target space diffeomorphism of the fields and
seems inapplicable for non-linear sigma models with a curved target space metric. Instead,
this expression should be interpreted as one for non-linear sigma models embedded in
higher-dimensional Euclidean space. This prescription is ensured by Nash’s embedding
theorem, which states that we can embed an arbitrary Riemann manifold into a Euclidean
space R™ of sufficiently large dimensions m with some constraints for the fields (coordinates
of the target space). Then the consistency under the diffeomorphism does not matter, and
the gradient flow equation is required to preserve the constraint instead.

By differentiating S; with respect to 7, we get the GFERG equation for S;. It is given
by

9 silgal _ 52
o7 exp[ / 2P Y )

< [ dPa' =" | “2F,[d](@) - DT_+%T+ 29, ) Gale’)
da (')

1 52 /
X exp | A(T 2/ D" —y)—= = esf[d’ﬂ}, 2.7
[ ( ) "yl 2 ( Y )6¢a(x//)5¢a(yl/) ( )
where 5 is the rescaled field defined as
b0 = \(T)da (2.8)
and A(7) is given by
A1) = e TP=2/27-1/2, (2.9)
Furthermore, using the relation
u(e) = du(w) + 2 [ Dl —y) (210)
Y 6da(y)
1 52 ~ 1 52
= exp )\2/ —D(x — y)H] ®a(x) exp [—)\2/ Dz —-y)—=——"—/|,
[ T,y 2 6¢a(x)5¢a(y) Y 2 5¢a(x)5¢a(y)
(2.11)



Eq. (2.7) can be written in a compact form:

9 jsetoa — [ gpy O {_ P _<D—2 i )2 ] Svlul
5.¢ —/d :Eéga(x) 2F[¢](x) 5t + 2,0, | P, ()€ , (2.12)

where the anomalous dimension 7, is defined as

__dlog Z;

o 2.1
n I (2.13)

More specifically, Eq. (2.12) can be written in the following form:

9 Sloal _ {[( 5 D+2_m> 9 } 5
5 ¢ —/p 20"+ — 5 ¢a(p)+pﬂap“¢a(p) 50a)

dk(p) 1 5 o5+ [a]
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X <<Z>an(mn) + ynp(x” - yn)mn(%)) }eST[‘z’“]. (2.14)
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+ P [4p2k(p) + 2p?

We have ignored ordering of §/d¢, and ¢, in the first and second lines because it only
changes the Wilson action S; by a field-independent constant.

In Ref. [47], the sigma model with a single scalar field is considered, where F'[p] is just
given by 82(,0. There, Z; is necessary from the renormalizability of correlation functions of
the flowed field ¢(t, z), that is, to keep the quantity

ZaCTE / o (Z(_p)} olt.p) - ~¢<t,pn>>s : (2.15)

UV-finite after performing the renormalization of the original theory with identification of
t = e?” — 1. The GFERG equation of this model becomes

0 s.6a) _ {[( > D+2nT> 9 ] 5
5.¢ = /p 2+ — 5 ¢>a(p)+puapu¢a(p) 56a)

1y, 2dk(p) LS S GRS
+ p2 |:4p k(p) + 2p de nTk(p):| 2 5¢a(p)5¢a(_p) }6 ) (216)

which is nothing but the WP equation. Comparing the general GFERG equation Eq. (2.14)
with this equation, we readily notice that the former has the extra non-linear terms ac-
companied with one or more factors of A\(7). We study their effect on the fixed points and
RG flow structure around the fixed points in the following sections.

2.2 Fixed Points

In this section, we study fixed points of the GFERG equation Eq. (2.14) for the general
gradient flow equation. Then, we show that the fixed points of the WP equation [4] appear
in the 7 — oo limit along the GFERG flow.



Let us consider the solution S; to the GFERG equation and the limiting value of S,
as 7 — oo. If S, converges in this limit to some finite action S*, it becomes 7-independent,
i.e., ;5" = 0. Therefore, S* satisfies

[l 222 o

2
tip [4p2k( )2 G kG )} ;5%( )fm(—p) }65*

dp?
b
-2 Y )\(oo)”l/ 6¢a { @10 (%l (z1) + D(xl—yl)m(yl)> X ...

Y1

(qban Tn) D(a:n - y@W) }es*, (2.17)

where 7 is the anomalous dimension at the fixed point theory S* defined as

n = lim n;. (2.18)

T—00

We should determine the value of A(co) to solve this equation concretely. Note that the
asymptotic behavior of Z. is given by

Zy ~el” (2.19)
as 7 — 0o. Then the asymptotic behavior of A\(7) is given by
A(7) ~ e T(P=24n)/2 (2.20)

from the definition of A\(7) (Eq. (2.9)). From this equation, we readily find that the signa-
ture of D — 2 4 n controls the convergence of A(co). In particular, A(co) vanishes when

D—2+n>0. (2.21)

It is indeed found that D — 2+ n should be positive from physical viewpoints. Because
the fixed point action S* is invariant under the GFERG flow, it should have the conformal
symmetry. There, the connected two-point function scales as

()OO cometea %~ (222)

According to the cluster decomposition principle, the two-point function factorizes into the
product of one-point functions when |z| goes to infinity. Therefore we get

(9(2)6(0)) connetea = (¢(2)0(0)) — {(#(2)) (#(0)) = 0 (Jz[ = o0). (2.23)

This fact requires that 7 should satisfy Eq. (2.21).
Then, we conclude that A\(co) = 0 and S* satisfies

o:/p{[(z +¥ ’Q)%@Hm%%@ﬂwf(

)
[4p2k( )+ 2p 2dk ];

o
5% )}e . (2.24)



which is nothing but the fixed point condition of the WP equation. Therefore, we find the
fixed points of the WP equation appear along the general GFERG flow as 7 — oc.

Here we give a comment on those fixed points. Because the GFERG flow depends on
the RG flow time, S; cannot stay at S* at finite flow time. In other words, even if the
Wilson action S, equals to S* at some finite time 7 = 7, &rSTL_:Tl is not zero because
of the extra non-linear terms proportional to powers of A(7) in the GFERG equation.
Therefore, the GFERG equation does not have the same fixed points as those of the WP
equation at a finite flow time, and they appear in the large flow time limit. Note that
the GFERG equation has no fixed point at the finite flow time. See Sec. B for a detailed
argument.

2.3 Flow Structure around Fixed Points

In the previous subsection, we have found that the fixed point action S* of the WP equation
appears in the 7 — oo limit along the GFERG flow. This means that there can be a solution
to the GFERG equation that flows into S* as 7 — oo.

In this subsection, we study the RG flow structure around a fixed point after a long
time. We investigate the time evolution of the GFERG equation after a long time 7 =
70 > 1 so that exp(—719(D —2+1n)/2) < 1. Let us consider perturbing S; from a fixed
point of the GFERG equation at 7 = 79 as

Srem = 5"+ 6c¢"04, (2.25)
A

where dc? is a small fluctuation around the fixed point (!60‘4‘ < 1) and Oy’s form a
complete set of operators (defined later). If we set 7 = 7’ + 79, the GFERG equation is

given by
0 siiga) _ 2, D+2 nr R 9
e = [+ 557 - 5 o+ ng e 55
1,2 2 dk(p) ]152} S+ (6]
T [4p W)+ 2 ) | S e ) S ¢
> / n—1 (5 A7 yeeny an 5
2 3oy [ s e (aten + [ Dot )

x <¢>an(asn) + /yn D(x,, — y")éqbaj(yn)> }esf[%]. (2.26)

Note that the asymptotic behavior of A(7/ 4+ 79) as 79 — oo is given by e~ (D=24m)/2)\,
where )\g is defined as Ao = exp(—79(D —2417)/2). Because both of Ay and dc? are
sufficiently small, the solution S, can be expanded in terms of \g and dc? as

Sp = 8"+ (6cMeM (7)) + Ay ¢4 (7)) O + (higher-order terms). (2.27)
A

Note that the leading contribution from A in the expansion should be proportional to
Apmin~! since Ao appears in Eq. (2.27) as A\g™» ! at the leading order. Substituting this



equation into the GFERG equation and focusing on the terms up to the linear order of ¢

and )\gmi“_l, we get
O, Z((SCAfA(T,) + )\gminflCA(T/))OA — RZ(éCAfA(T/) + )\gminfch(T/))OA
A A

AL o= (i =1)(D=24m)/2 [ (§%)  (2.28)

where
. D+2 0 )
(G
p a
dk(p) 5S* 8
TR [4p2k(p) = dp? ( )] dda(p) 5¢a(p)} (2.29)
and
. ) Alyeens@n )
H(S*) = —2¢~° / 50 (x){ a mn <¢a1(9€1> +/ D(21 — yl)w> X...
2 S T a Y1 a1
N 0 s
X <¢anmin (xnmin) + /ynmin D(xn[nin ynmin) 50a, (ynmin>> }e (2'30)

Comparing each term of O ()\gmi“_1> and O (CA) in the left and right hand sides of Eq. (2.28),
we get

> 6ct0EM ()0 = ZacAgA YRO4 (2.31)
A
> 0,¢M ()04 _Zg VRO + ¢ (min=D(D=240)/2 f (g, (2.32)
A

Because R is a time-independent operator on the functional space, O 4 can be taken as its
eigenoperator satisfying

ROA=2404 (A=1,2,..) (2.33)

with its eigenvalue x 4. Note that the index A is not summed in this equation. Since {O4}
forms a complete set on the functional space, H(S*) can be expanded as

H(S*) = h 04, (2.34)

where h? is an expansion coefficient. Substituting this expression into Eq. (2.35) and
Eq. (2.36), and focusing on the each coefficient of O4, we get

06 (7") = wal™(7), (2.35)
B CA(T!) = 2aCA(T) + 77 (i =D(D=240)/2p A, (2.36)

for each A =1,2,---. The solutions to these equations are given by
gA(r) = e"a7, (2.37)

efEAT/ — e*(”minfl)(D*2+77)7//2

— hA,
A+ (Mmin — 1)(D —2+1)/2

(2.38)



where we have used the initial conditions £4(0) = 1 and ¢4(0) = 0. Finally, we get
. eTAT _ o= (Mmin—1)(D—2+n)7'/2

A+ (Mmin — 1)(D —2+1n)/2

Sr=85"+>" (&:AeW’ + Apmin hA> Oa (2.39)
A

to the order of )\gmi“_l and dcA. Note that if x4 + (Nmin — 1)(D — 2+ 1n)/2 = 0, we have
e:DAT/ _ ef(nminfl)(D72+n)‘r’/2

= 7'e%AT 2.40
oAt (o =)D =2+7)/2 (2:40)

ZBA“F(nmin _1) (D—2+Tl)/2:0

Let us discuss scaling dimensions of operators at the fixed point. In the conventional
ERG formalism such as the WP equation, the scaling dimension d 4 of an operator O 4 can
be determined from the time-evolution of S; in the direction of @ 4. For example, let us
consider the WP equation, which corresponds to the case H(S*) =0, i.e., h4 = 0. There
S; is given by

S, =8%+ 250‘46“7/(9,4. (2.41)
A

za7’' the scaling dimension d4 is defined

Because the time-dependence has a simple form of e
as dg = x4.

On the other hand, in the case of the GFERG equation, the time-dependence of S,
in @4 is a linear combination of e”47 and e~ ("min=D(D=24+0)7"/2 (see Eq. (2.39)). There-
fore we should be careful about defining relevant or irrelevant operators and their scaling
dimensions in this case. Recall that whether an operator is relevant or irrelevant corre-
sponds to whether the amplitude of its coupling increases or not (i.e., its linearized flow
departs from/converges to the fixed point) as 7’ increases. Therefore, we find that an
operator with positive (negative) x4 should be called relevant (irrelevant) in GFERG like
the conventional ERG formalism.

Let us discuss the scaling dimensions of relevant operators from the viewpoint of ob-
servable quantities in experiments. They can be measured by tuning parameters so that
the system undergoes a phase transition. There, the observable quantities are determined
by the infrared (IR) behavior of the system, which is described by the renormalized trajec-
tory of the fixed point. Since the renormalized trajectory is defined by taking the IR limit
(10 — o0) with tuning the relevant (bare) couplings, one is led to consider the A\g — 0 limit
to define the scaling dimensions of relevant operators. Because the time-dependence of S
in the direction of O 4 in this limit is the same as the WP equation, we should define their
scaling dimensions d4 as d4 = x4 like the conventional ERG formalism.

As for irrelevant operators, their scaling dimensions should be determined as the con-
vergence speed to the fixed point when the theory sits on a critical surface. From Eq. (2.39),
we see that for a sufficiently large time 7/ >> 1, the coefficient of the (irrelevant) operator
Oy is given by

AT

_(nmin_l)(D_2+n)T//2
5 A {L‘ATI +>\nmin_1 € € h
ce O 2o+ (i — 1)(D—2+1)/2
o =™ min(lzal,(rmin—1)(D—2+n)/2) (7' >1). (2.42)

~10 -



Therefore, from the above argument, the scaling dimension d4 of the irrelevant operator
O 4 should be defined as d4 = — min(|z |, nmin(D — 2+ 7)).

Here we comment on the case where the expansion coefficient h* becomes zero. In
this case, time-dependence of S; in the direction of the corresponding operator is the same
as in the WP equation, i.e., e*A™ §¢A. Therefore, the scaling dimension of this operator is
given by x4 regardless of whether they are relevant or irrelevant. We will encounter this
case in the next section.

3 Example : Non-linear Sigma Model in 4 — ¢ Dimensions

In this section, we illustrate our results in Section 2 with the O(/N) non-linear sigma model
in 4 — € dimensions and the WF fixed point.

3.1 GFERG Equation

Lagrangian of the non-linear sigma model is given by

1
E = ﬁaygba@“gba, (31)
where ¢, (i =1,...,N) is a real scalar field constrained by
Paga = 1. (3.2)

Note that this constraint requires the physical degree of freedom to be N — 1. ¢? is a bare
coupling constant.

It is well-known that this model is defined non-perturbatively on the renormalized
trajectory of the WF fixed point [52]. The O(N) liner sigma model with the quartic
interaction also belongs to this WF universality class after the O(N) symmetry breaks
spontaneously down to O(N — 1) with a negative mass term. By setting D = 4 — ¢ and
solving the fixed point condition Eq. (2.24) of the WP equation with the e expansion [56],
we get the action Sjp at the WF fixed point up to O(e) as

2
ice = [ (5(~al + )00 0) = Froutmsntmintmn(on). 63

where the (dimensionless) couplings m? and A, are defined as *

9 €N+2 82

TN+ s T TN+ 8

(3.4)

If the O(N) symmetry is spontaneously broken, the theory contains one massive mode
and N — 1 Nambu-Goldstone (NG) modes. When we focus on a much lower energy scale
compared to the mass of the former, the massive particle becomes sufficiently heavy to
decouples from the NG modes. These remaining NG bosons correspond to the N — 1
physical degrees of freedom in the non-linear sigma model in the IR region.

3\* in Eq. (3.4) is different from that in Ref. [56] by a factor 2. There seems to be a typo in Ref. [56].

- 11 -



The gradient flow equation for this model is given in Ref. [54] as
Orpa = 00a — (06006)Pa (3.5)

with the initial condition ¢,(0,z) = ¢4(x) for a,b =1,..., N. An advantage of adopting
this flow equation is that in two-dimensions, correlation functions of the flowed field ¢, (t, =)
are UV-finite without additional wave function renormalization, i.e., Z; can be set to unity.
On the other hand, Z; cannot be omitted in the present case, which is obvious from the
following results in order for the WF fixed point to exist.

The Wilson action of this model can be defined in the same way as Eq. (2.3) via the
solution ¢}(t,z) to Eq. (3.5) with the initial condition ¢}(0,z) = ¢4(x). The GFERG
equation associated with this Wilson action is given by

2 50 :/{Kz +D2+2—”T>¢a< >+pu£¢a<p>] "y
+2A(T>2/ac5¢a<3«“>< /yD e >a <¢ /D""_ 36 ))
( +/yD 5% )>esf[¢’ﬂ. (3.6)

The terms in the third and the fourth lines of this equation are peculiar to GFERG, com-
pared to the WP equation. Note that this GFERG equation is invariant under the global
O(N) symmetry and expected to preserve the constraint gbg = const. in the correlation

functions.

3.2 Wilson-Fisher Fixed Point

Let us confirm that the GFERG equation Eq. (3.6) has the WF fixed point in the 7 — oo
limit. Since S§yp satisfies 0; Sy = 0 and the fixed point condition of the WP equation
Eq. (2.24), all we have to confirm is the vanishing of A\(co0). As was seen in Section 2.2,
the asymptotic behavior of A\(7) at the large flow time is controlled by the signature of the
quantity D — 2 4+ n. The anomalous dimension 7 can be explicitly calculated with the €
expansion at this fixed point [56] and is given to O(e?) by

n N+2 €

—= 3.7
2 (N+8)24 (37)
Then, we get
N+2
D -2 =2— —_— 3.8
+n 6+<N+8)26 (3.8)

to 0(62) in D =4 —e. Since € is small within the € expansion, this quantity is positive.
Recalling that A(7) behaves asymptotically as 7 — oo like

A(T) ~ exp (—%(D 24 n)), (3.9)
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we conclude that A(7) vanishes at 7 = co. Therefore, we readily find that the action S{p
at the WF fixed point satisfies the GFERG equation in the 7 — oo limit.

Let us see the relationship between the signature of D — 2 + 7 and the cluster decom-
position principle concretely from the two-point function of the WF fixed point action.
According to [56], the connected two-point function of ¢, is given to (9(62) by

(6 (D)o —p))omected — (pf)" (3.10)

in the momentum space. By performing the inverse Fourier transformation, we get

(Gu(@)n0)) o b (311)

in the position space. From this equation, we can explicitly confirm that D — 2417 > 0
follows from the cluster decomposition principle.

3.3 Perturbative Solution around WF Fixed Point

In this subsection, we solve Eq. (3.6) to O(e) around the WF fixed point and study the
flow structure around it. The solution to the general GFERG equation is already given in
Eq. (2.39). In the present case, D = 4 — € and nyi, = 3, and then S; is given to the linear
order in ¢, 6¢? and A2 by

S = G* ScAerat AQeIAT/_e_(z_Hn)T/hA O 3.12
= +2A: L A iy S A (3.12)

h# is defined in the same way as Eq. (2.34), where H(S*) is given by

) =27 [ iy (v [P0z

< (o) + [ Dzl (a0 + [P

Here we study contributions of some eigenoperators to S, concretely around the WF

fixed point. To this end, we must specify the eigenoperators {O4} of the linearized WP
equation around it. The Wilson action is decomposed around the fixed point as S, =
S* 4 6S5(7), and we use the local potential approximation (LPA), in which the fluctuation
05(7) takes the following form:

2
190 = [ sy eonn) + [V

Nmax (3.14)

where go,,(7) is the 7-dependent coupling of the 2n-point vertex and Npax is the truncation
level of the LPA larger than 2.
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By substituting Eq. (3.14) into the linearized WP equation with respect to 4.5, we can
write down the time evolution equation for g,(7) and calculate R explicitly. Then we get
a set of its eigenoperators O 4 by diagonalizing it. The detailed calculations are shown in
Appendix C and we just cite its results here; R has only one relevant operator

N +2
N +38

O1 = ¢a(2)? + O(e) with z1=2—¢ +0(e?), (3.15)

and the other local operators are all irrelevant. An example of the irrelevant operators is

A(N +2)

Oy = (¢a(2)*)? = = ¢a(2)’ + O(e) with z3 = —€+O(¢?). (3.16)

Note that this result does not depend on the truncation level Ny ax.

Then we can calculate the expansion coefficient h** for these operators and their con-
tributions to S;. Because the right hand side of Eq. (3.13) has one factor of the Laplacian
82, H(S*) is expanded with field operators with two or more derivatives. Thus as far as
O, is a linear combination of operators without derivatives like (¢q(7)?)", its expansion
coefficient h? of H(S*) is zero. Therefore, we find that their contributions to S, within
the LPA are given by

=5+ / [5016(2_6(N+2)/(N+8))T/(91 + 5626_“/02

emAT’ - 67(D72+77)T/

+ Scheram 1 )\2 RA)O4. (317
A;z < 0 TA+2—¢€ A ( )

Finally, let us discuss the scaling dimensions of the eigenoperators Q4 around the
fixed point. As we have seen in the previous paragraph, the expansion coefficient h* for
a linear combination of the field operators without derivatives like (¢, (z)?)" is zero in the
present case of the gradient flow equation Eq. (3.5). Thus, the time dependence of S; in
the direction of such operators is just given by e¥4! as seen from Eq. (3.17). Because this
time dependence agrees with the WP equation, we conclude that such operators have the
same scaling dimensions as the WP equation. For operators with derivatives, which appear
when one goes beyond the LPA, their expansion coefficients h* do not vanish in general.
In such a case, the non-linear terms in the gradient flow equation give a difference between
the GFERG equation and the WP equation. Therefore the scaling dimensions of those
operators are different from those of the WP equation. It should be noted that this result
highly depends on the form of the non-linear terms in the gradient flow equation.

4 Summary and Discussion

In this paper, we have discussed the GFERG for scalar field theories in general and inves-
tigated its fixed point structure. We have explicitly written down the GFERG equation
with an arbitrary gradient flow equation and then discussed its fixed point action. Re-
markably, the fixed points appear for a large flow time limit and are precisely the same
as those of the WP equation due to the vanishing of the terms involving A(7), originating
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from the non-linear terms in the gradient flow equation. Furthermore, we have calculated
the scaling dimensions of operators around the fixed points by solving the GFERG equa-
tion to the leading order of the deviations from the fixed points and Ag. We find that the
relevant operators around the fixed points of the GFERG equation have the same scaling
dimensions as those of the WP equation, while the irrelevant operators have different ones
generally. Therefore, critical exponents around the fixed points of the GFERG equation
are the same as those of the corresponding fixed points of the WP equation, resulting in
the same prediction for its low-energy physics.

We have illustrated these results with a concrete example, the O(NN) non-linear sigma
model in 4 — ¢ dimensions. In this model, the GFERG equation has the WF fixed point
for a large flow time, like the WP equation for the O(N) linear sigma model. Within
the leading order of the € expansion, the Wilson action around the fixed point contains a
relevant operator ¢2 with the scaling dimension 2 — ¢(N + 2)/(N + 8) and an irrelevant
operator (¢2)? — (4(N + 2)/N)¢? with the scaling dimension —e, which agree with those
around the fixed point in the WP equation (up to redefinition of the operators). These
results are consistent with the above general discussion.

There are some open questions to be considered. As stated above, irrelevant operators
in the GFERG equation have different scaling dimensions from those in the WP equation
in general. On the other hand, it is believed that different schemes provide the same scaling
dimensions within ERG by a field redefinition. Thus it seems that GFERG is not a kind
of ERG but an alternative framework to study the low-energy physics in the Wilsonian
sense. We, however, emphasize that GFERG gives the same prediction on the low-energy
renormalized theory as ERG. This is because they have the same renormalized trajectories
and critical exponents around the fixed points. This point will be confirmed by further
studies elsewhere.

As stated above, the Gaussian fixed point can arise in the GFERG equation of the
O(N) non-linear sigma model in addition to the WF one. This fact seems mysterious
because the O(N) non-linear sigma model belongs to the universality class characterized
by the WF fixed point rather than the Gaussian one. The existence of the Gaussian fixed
point seems extra. However, we should note that the action at the Gaussian fixed point
does not satisfy the constraint ¢2 = const., which is always respected by the GFERG flow.
Thus this Gaussian fixed point is only apparent and that the corresponding flow will never
converge to it whatever the initial condition of the GFERG equation is. In other words,
any initial points satisfying the condition ¢2 = 1 at 7 = 0 do not flow into the Gaussian
fixed point for 7 — oo.

We also comment on our discussion to obtain the fixed points of the GFERG equation
in Section 2.2. Although the vanishing of \(7) is essential there, we have an exceptional
case in which A(7) does not depend on the RG flow time (dA(7)/dr =0), i.e., n, =2 —D
holds for an arbitrary flow time 7. In particular, this equation requires 7, to be zero in
two-dimensions. This means that Z, is also time-independent constant, and we do not
need to perform the additional wave function renormalization for the fields ¢; to keep
their correlation functions UV finite. An example is the non-linear sigma model in two-
dimensions [54], with which the GFERG equation associated can have fixed points that
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are not covered by our argument.

As a possible future direction, it is interesting to consider gauge theories or gravity
within GFERG. Since the most plausible point of GFERG is its manifest gauge invari-
ance, it would help us to investigate their fixed point structures in a gauge invariant way.
However, the situation there is expected to be different from the case of scalar field the-
ories. The key point of our analysis is the vanishing of A\(7), and this quantity should
not vanish for gauge theories or gravity for a large flow time. Indeed, as was discussed in
the original paper [47], the counterpart of A(7) in the pure Yang-Mills theory is given by

—m(D-4)/2 7> 1 2, and becomes t-independent constant because Z, can be set to unity in
D = 4. Thus our present argument is not applied to them straightforwardly and we need

more detailed arguments for GFERG in these theories, which is left as future work.
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A Notation

In this paper, we use the following compact notation for integrals:

[ fon [ a

where p denotes a momentum. The Dirac’s delta function in real space is given by

5P (z) = / P, (A.2)
p

The Fourier transformation of ¢(x) is

/¢ e, wmzlﬁ@WW% (A.3)

The functional derivative with respect to the field in the momentum space ¢(p) is defined

0 :—/eip'z 0 (A4)

by the Fourier transformation as

5¢(p) 0¢(x)’
which satisfies the following normalization:
Ll A L Lo ) (A.5)
¢( ) z
The Laplacian 82 is defined as
D
o 0
=> S D (A.6)
/J/:
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B Comment on Fixed Points of GFERG Equation at Finite Time

In this section, we discuss fixed points of the general GFERG equation at the finite flow

time. Because 0,;5* = 0 is required at an arbitrary time, S* should satisfy

<<ba(aj) + /yD(:z: —y) (5¢j(y)>es* =0 (B.1)

in addition to the fixed point condition of the WP equation. The solution to this equation

can be found easily and given by

1 [ k(p)

* 1 _
s= Dl = y)ouloels) = = / B bu(p)nl ). (B.2)

The fixed point condition of the WP equation requires k(p) to satisfy

<4p2k(p) +2p? d;ﬂf) - mk‘(p)> ((kg)f - 1) =0 (B.3)

Because k(p) is given by K (p)(1 — K(p)) = e 7°(1 — e7°), it does not satisfy Eq. (B.3)
and therefore we have no fixed point at finite time.

C RG Flow Structure around Wilson-Fisher Fixed Point

In this section, we study the RG flow structure of the WP equation around the WF fixed
point using the local potential approximation.
Within this approximation, S, takes the following form:

Sy = 5" +65(r), (C.1)
where )
35(r) = [ sttt + [V
Mo o ' (3.14)
V=3 P (gu(@))”
n=2 :

Substituting these equations into the linearized WP equation, we get

N +2n
Orgon = (—2n+4+ (n —1)€)g2n + g2 922 + 4nm2gon + 4n(n — DAsgon—o  (C.2)

to O(e). For simplicity, let us define ¢, as

Xn(T) = <3év7r2>n_lgzm (C.3)

and Eq. (C.2) is rewritten in terms of them as

aTXn = anme (04)
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where

~

Rym = Apm + €Bpm, (05)
N +2
Apm = 2(2 - n)én,m +2 il n6n+1,ma (06)
. 2(N +5)
B = < N8 n 1> On,m N 8n(n 1)0n—1,m. (C.7)

Let us calculate eigenvalues of Rom by the perturbation theory with respect to e. The
left- and right-eigenvector of A, of the eigenvalue 2 is given by

vl =(1,0,...,0), (C.8)
U{% = (17 (v{%)n)a (Cg)
where
~ 1 N+2m-2
(of)n = [ — N (C.10)
m=2

for n > 2. Note that vf- vl = 1 and vl corresponds to the operator 1¢2. Then, the
eigenvalue of R, at O(e) is calculated as

olt . B .ok N +2
2462~ 2 —9_ ) C.11
te v?-v% N-|-86 ( )

Next, let us calculate the correction for the eigenvalue 0. The left- and right-eigenvector
of A, with the eigenvalue 0 is given by

N+2
(-2 "210... 1
vl ( ¥ ,1,0 ,0), (C.12)
vgh = (0,1, (v5)n), (C.13)
where
1 N+2m-—2
Ry __
(1)2)71_Hm_2 N (C.14)

for n > 3. Note that vf - v} = 1 and vl corresponds to the operator %(QBZ)Q — %gbg

Then, the correction to the eigenvalue 0 at O(e) is given by

R'B' L
04e2 "2 (C.15)
/UQ "U2

Finally, let us calculate the correction for the eigenvalue —2. The left- and right-
eigenvector of A, with the eigenvalue —2 is given by

B (N+2)(N+4) N+4
03:( e A 0o (C.16)
vl = (0,0,1, (v§),), (C.17)
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where

1 N+2m-2
R
= | | C.18
(v5)n m—-3 N (C.18)
m=4
for n > 4. Note that v& - v¥ = 1 and v{ corresponds to the operator %qﬁg —

M (¢2)? + & (#2)3. Then, the correction for the eigenvalue —2 at O(e) is

.B.gL N —26
By N,
Ty - Ty N +8

(C.19)
Note that these results hold for any number of the truncation level Ny,ay.
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