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A quantum spin impurity coupled to a critical free field (the Bose-Kondo model) can be repre-

sented as a 0+1D field theory with long-range-in-time interactions that decay as |t− t′|−(2−δ). This
theory is a simpler analogue of nonlinear sigma models with topological Wess-Zumino-Witten terms
in higher dimensions. In this note we show that the RG flows for the impurity problem exhibit an
annihilation between two nontrivial RG fixed points at a critical value δc of the interaction exponent.
The calculation is controlled at large spin S. This clarifies the phase diagram of the Bose-Kondo
model and shows that it serves as a toy model for phenomena involving fixed-point annihilation and
“quasiuniversality” in higher dimensions.

The annihilation of a stable with an unstable fixed
point is a generic possibility in renomalization group
(RG) flows when a parameter such as the spatial dimen-
sionality, which does not flow, is varied [1–7]. When this
happens it leads to an interesting regime just beyond
the annihilation point. No physical fixed point exists in
this regime (though “annihilation” really means that the
real fixed points disappear into the complex plane, where
they may correspond to nonunitary conformal field the-
ories [8]). Nevertheless the RG flows become very slow.
This can yield particles with anomalously small masses,
or weakly first-order phase transitions with extremely
long correlation lengths [1] that show quasiuniversal [4, 9]
behaviour below this scale.

One generic class of examples includes field theories
with cubic terms that have continuous transitions in low
dimensions, which become first order (as predicted by
mean-field theory) in high dimensions. These include the
Potts model [3] (which also undergoes annilation in 2D
as a function of the number of states [1, 2, 10–12]) as well
as Landau theories for order parameters on complex or
real projective space [13, 14].

This note is motivated by a fixed point annihilation
phenomenon that was proposed to resolve debates about
Monte Carlo results for deconfined criticality [15] in
2+1D antiferromagnets [9, 16]. In Refs. [17, 18] this
was put in terms of a dimensional hierarchy of nonlinear
sigma models in d spacetime dimensions with SO(d+ 2)
global symmetry [19]. These sigma models have a topo-
logical Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) term in the action.
The case d = 2 is the well-known WZW theory with a
conformal fixed point [20], and d = 3 is an effective field
theory for various competing order parameters in 2+1D
magnets [21, 22]. It was argued that fixed point annihi-
lation occurs between two and three dimensions.

Unfortunately, this example of fixed point annihila-
tion, like the others mentioned above, requires an integer-
valued parameter (here d) to be treated as continuously
variable. An annihilation that takes place at a noninte-
ger critical dimensionality may be useful conceptually for
understanding nearby values of d, but it cannot be real-
ized physically (and there may be ambiguities in defining

the continuous d theory). It would be instructive to have
a toy model that retained basic features of the WZW
example, without the unphysical feature of noninteger d.

Here we show that the simplest member of the “WZW”
hierarchy, in d = 1, provides such a model if we augment
it with a long-ranged interaction. This is a model of a
spin impurity in a gapless environment [23–27], and was
suggested as a model for fixed point annihilation in [18].
We find that many key features of the higher-dimensional
example are retained (fixed point annihilation, quasiuni-
versality, emergent symmetry). But since the fixed point
annihilation occurs in d = 1 the model is accessible to
numerical simulations and perhaps to experiment. The
model is analytically tractable at large spin.

The d = 1 theory without a long-range interaction is
simply the quantum mechanics of a spin-S (or more gen-
erally a rotor), described using the spin path integral with
its well-known Berry phase term [28]. The version with
a power-law interaction ∼ 1/|t− t′|2−δ describes a spin
with a retarded interaction, physically representing an in-
teraction with a gapless zero-temperature bath that has
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FIG. 1. Fixed points and flows as a function of the exponent
δ in the memory kernel K ∼ 1/|t− t′|2−δ. h is the dimension-
less coupling of the 1D nonlinear sigma model. h = 0 is the
ordered fixed point and h =∞ (not shown) is a noninteract-
ing spin with 2S + 1 degenerate ground states. hs,u = Sgs,u
label the branches of stable and unstable fixed points.
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been integrated out. This is known as the “Bose-Kondo”
model [23–27, 29–39]. It falls into the larger family of
quantum impurity models describing a local quantum-
mechanical degree of freedom interacting with a bath of
critical fluctuations [26, 27, 40–42].

We study the model in a large spin limit that allows the
RG equation to be obtained to all orders in the coupling.
Using the background field method, the calculation is a
simple extension (to include the Berry phase term) of the
analysis by Kosterlitz of the long-range classical Heisen-
berg model in one dimension [43]. The beta function
shows an interesting structure, with two nontrivial fixed
points that annihilate with each other when the interac-
tion power law 2− δ is varied through a critical value.
The flows as a function of δ are qualitatively like those
suggested for the WZW model as a function of ε (in 2+ ε
dimensions) [17, 18], except in the behaviour of one of
the nontrivial fixed points (the stable one) when δ → 0.

Model. We consider a Euclidean action for a spin of
size S with a long-ranged temporal interaction:

S =
1

2g

∫
dtdt′K(t− t′)

(
~n(t)− ~n(t′)

)2 − iS Ω[~n]. (1)

Here ~n = (n1, n2, n3), with ~n2 = 1, is the field appearing
in the coherent states path integral. This is a formulation
of the SO(3)-symmetric Bose-Kondo model, in which the
spin is coupled to a local magnetization ~m (associated
with additional “bulk” degrees of freedom) via a Hamil-

tonian Hint = J ~S.~m [23–27]. If ~m has SO(3)-invariant
autocorrelations obeying Wick’s theorem, then integrat-
ing ~m out yields (1) with g−1 ∝ J2S2 and with a kernel
K(t− t′) that is proportional to the autocorrelator of ~m.
We assume this to be a power law at large τ = t− t′,
K(t− t′) ∝ |t− t′|−(2−δ) with −1 < δ < 1. For conve-
nience we normalize K as

K(τ) =
CΛδ

|τ |2−δ
, C =

(1− δ)
4Γ(δ) sin(πδ/2)

. (2)

The constant C is chosen so that the Fourier transform
of K(τ) has a simple normalization (App. A) [43], and a
power of the UV cutoff frequency Λ is included in K(τ)
so that g is dimensionless. Finally, the Berry phase term
Ω[~n] is the solid angle on the sphere traced out by the
trajectory, written in terms of an extension of the field
~n(t) to a field ~n(t, u) defined on a strip with u ∈ [0, 1]
as [28]:

Ω[~n] =
1

2

∫ 1

0

du

∫
dtεµν~n.(∂µ~n× ∂ν~n) (3)

or more simply as Ω[~n] =
∫

dt(1− sinψ)φ̇ in the coordi-
nates ~n = (cosψ cosφ, cosψ sinφ, sinψ).

Before calculating the beta function, let us ask what
we can expect from stability considerations.

The action (1) has two trivial fixed points, at g = 0 and
at g = ∞. That at g = 0 is a perfectly ordered state,
with no local fluctuations in ~n(t). The fixed point at

g =∞ describes a quantum spin with 2S + 1 degenerate
ground states.

By counting dimensions we see that when δ is nega-
tive the ordered fixed point at g = 0 is unstable and the
g =∞ fixed point is stable. The simplest expectation
(confirmed in the large S calculation below) is that in
this δ < 0 regime the model flows, for any positive g, to
g =∞. On the other hand when δ is positive the ordered
fixed point becomes stable, so the model is in a stable or-
dered phase for small enough g. At the same time the
g =∞ fixed point becomes unstable.

The flows for infinitesimal g are similar to those in
a classical 1D model without the Berry phase term, be-
cause the Berry phase term in the action is subleading
in the limit g → 0. As in the classical model, the change
in stability of the ordered fixed point is accompanied by
the appearance of a nontrivial unstable fixed point, rep-
resenting a phase transition, at a coupling gu that is of
order δ for small positive δ [43].

However the Berry phase term plays a role for non-
infinitesimal g. In particular, the g = ∞ fixed point is
unstable for δ > 0, unlike a simple classical disordered
fixed point. The simplest consistent hypothesis is there-
fore that for sufficiently small positive δ there is another
nontrivial fixed point gs, with gs > gu, which is sta-
ble. This fixed point governs a stable large-g phase with
power-law correlations. [Heuristically, the Berry phase
term has prevented ~n(t) from being trivially disordered
at large g, leading instead to a stable “critical phase”.] At
small δ, with S fixed, this stable fixed point can be stud-
ied by perturbative RG in the strength of the impurity-
spin coupling [26].

What happens to these fixed points as δ is increased?
A simple guess (in analogy to the higher-dimensional
problem) is that at some critical value δc they merge
and annihilate, meaning that for a sufficiently long range
interaction the model is always in the ordered phase
(Fig. 1). We will confirm this directly when S is large.

RG results. At large S the interesting regime is where
the coupling g and the exponent δ are both of order 1/S,
so we will write

h = g S, δ̃ = δ S. (4)

This scaling of the coupling ensures that the two terms
in the action are of comparable size in the limit of large
S. (If this is not the case, then one of the two terms
dominates the action for the “fast” modes that we inte-
grate out in the RG step, leading to a more trivial RG
equation.) The spin size S itself is quantised and does
not flow, but it serves as a large parameter that justi-
fies a one-loop calculation [20]. This calculation can be
done with the background field method [43, 44] and is
described in App. A.

Our basic result is the RG equation

dh

dτ
=

1

S

(
−δ̃ h+

2

π

h2

1 + h2

)
+O

(
1

S2

)
, (5)
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where the RG time τ is the logarithm of a physical
timescale. The topology of the associated flows is shown
in Fig. 1.

The value

δc =
1

πS
(6)

for the interaction exponent separates two regimes. For
larger δ, all flows lead to the ordered phase as noted
above, but for 0 < δ < δc there is stable nontrivial phase
(governed by the fixed point at gs), separated by a
second-order phase transition (governed by gu) from the
ordered phase. The RG eigenvalue of the coupling at gu,s

is yg = ±δ
√

1− π2δ̃2, with the + sign for gu.
The scaling dimension of the field ~n is x1 = δ/2 at both

nontrivial fixed points, so that the spin autocorrelator de-
cays as |t− t′|−δ. This exponent value is expected to be
exact, as for other long range models, since the two local
operators appearing in the long-range term renormalize
independently when t− t′ is large [33, 43, 45–47]. Below
we will also need the scaling dimension xk of the sym-

metric k-index tensor X
(k)
a1,...,ak that is obtained as the

traceless part of the operator na1
. . . nak . At one-loop

order this obeys [48] (App. A)

xk =
k(k + 1)

2
x1. (7)

We conjecture that the topology of the flows found
here at large S applies for all values of the spin, including
S = 1/2. It would be interesting to study this numeri-
cally. The partition function for the spin has a Monte-
Carlo-sign-free diagrammatic formulation, with propaga-
tors of ~m represented as arcs connecting points t, t′ on the
spin’s worldline [49], and the model may also be studied
with numerical RG [50, 51].

Let us return to the analogy with higher-dimensional
models for deconfined criticality and competing orders.
In the WZW hierarchy, two key features are (1) quasiuni-
versality in the regime just beyond the fixed point annihi-
lation (ε & εc in 2+ε dimensions); and (2) the emergence
of the full symmetry of the sigma model from a smaller
microscopic symmetry group, thanks to the irrelevance
of operators analogous to X(k) for large enough k. We
examine analogues of these phenomena in the present
system.

Quasiuniversality. The quasiuniversality phenomenon
will occur in this 1D model when δ & δc. The spin will
ultimately be ordered even if the bare coupling h is large,
but this will not be apparent until a timescale ξ that di-
verges exponentially with (δ − δc)−1/2, because the flows
spend a large amount of RG time close to h = 1 [1, 2].

At small δ − δc we can continue to classify operators
as relevant or irrelevant, and the long RG time spent
close to h = 1 means that irrelevant perturbations, which
will be present in a generic microscopic model with the
appropriate symmetry, become exponentially small in
(δ − δc)−1/2 [9]. This exponential suppression of differ-
ences between bare models underlies quasiuniversality.

For example, we will have approximate universality in
the functional form of the spin autocorrelator 〈~n(t).~n(0)〉,
despite the fact that it is not a power law for δ > δc.

In fact, a simplifying feature of RG for the long-
range model is that the flow of the renormalized coupling
h(τ) — obtained from running the RG up to a physical
timescale Λ−1eτ — can be plotted simply by plotting the
spin autocorrelator, at least within the present large S
approximation. This is because the RG equation (5) can
be expressed in terms of the running scaling dimension
x(h) of the sigma model field ~n, as ḣ = (−δ + 2x(h))h
(see App. A, Eq. A15). RG for the correlator then gives:

〈~n(t).~n(0)〉 =
h(0)

(Λt)δ h(ln Λt)
. (8)

It would be interesting to use the correlator (8) to obtain
a proxy for the beta function from Monte Carlo simula-
tions in the quasiuniversal regime.

As an aside, a curious feature of the model is that the
two point function (8) tends to a constant at large times
both in the ordered (h→ 0) phase, which is stable for
δ > 0, and also in the free spin (h→∞) phase that exists
for δ < 0. However the two fixed points are different.

One concrete way to see the difference is in connected
two-point functions G(k)(t) of operators with higher spin,
k > 2S. For a completely free spin, nonvanishing opera-
tors only exist with spin k ≤ 2S. However, in the micro-
scopic theory of a spin coupled to a bath we can construct
nonvanishing operators with any spin k, as discussed in
App. A. Let G(k)(t) be a connected 2-point function for
such operators. In the free spin phase limt→∞G(k)(t) is
nonzero for k ≤ 2S and vanishes for k > 2S (because the
spin and bath decouple at the governing IR fixed point,
see App. A). In contrast, in the ordered phase we ex-
pect that limt→∞G(k)(t) is nonzero for all k, because the
corresponding continuum operators X(k), defined above,
have nonvanishing long-distance correlations at the or-
dered fixed point. (Correlation functions at the ordered
fixed point are simple since only the zero mode of ~n(t)
needs to be averaged over.)

Emergent symmetry. We can construct a simple toy
model for the emergent symmetries [SO(4) in 1+1D or
SO(5) in 2+1D] that arise in various higher-dimensional
microscopic models for which the WZW sigma models
serve as effective field theories [9, 21, 22, 52–57]. In
these examples, the N -component sigma model field ~n
is viewed as the concatenation of two separate fields,

~n = (~ΦA, ~ΦB). ~ΦA and ~ΦB are not related by micro-
scopic symmetry, but may be related by an emergent
SO(N) symmetry at a critical point. In 2+1D, for ex-

ample, ~ΦA and ~ΦB could be the Néel and VBS order
parameters, with the critical point of interest separating
Néel and VBS phases.

Here we take ΦA = nz and ~ΦB = (nx, ny). That is, we
think of Eq. 1 as an effective field theory for a phase tran-
sition in an anisotropic microscopic Hamiltonian, with
only O(2) = Z2 n U(1) symmetry, which is promoted to
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emergent SO(3) at a critical point. The critical point lies
at the boundary of a phase with easy-axis order for nz.

For concreteness, consider simple O(2)-invariant
Hamiltonians for spin-1/2 and spin-1. Nontriv-
ial examples require at least two anisotropic cou-
plings in the microscopic Hamiltonian, as will
be clear below. For a spin-1 we could consider
single-ion anisotropy and an anisotropic bath cou-
pling: Haniso = J (Sxmx + Symy + γSzmz)−∆S2

z .
For a spin-1/2 the S2

z term trivializes, but we
could consider a local anisotropy for the bath,
H ′aniso = J (Sxmx + Symy + γSzmz)−∆m2

z. We
assume that δ ≤ δc, and that J is small enough that the
isotropic models (∆ = 0, γ = 1) flow to the fixed point at
gs, which is stable in the absence of anisotropy (Fig. 1).

Microscopic O(2) symmetry allows the perturbations

δS =
∫

dt
(
uX

(2)
33 + vX

(4)
3333 + . . .

)
to the continuum ac-

tion. Here X
(2)
33 ∝ n2

z − (n2
x + n2

y)/2 is the leading

anisotropy which will drive the transition, and X
(4)
3333 is

a subleading anisotropy. The scaling dimension formula
Eq. 7 is reliable only at large S, but it suggests that for
small spin there is a range of positive δ where X(2) is the
only relevant anisotropy, X(4) and higher anisotropies
being irrelevant. We assume δ is in this range.

Then, the SO(3)-invariant fixed point governs a phase
transition line in the (∆/J, γ) plane. One point on this
line, at (0, 1), has microscopic SO(3) symmetry, but at
other points on the line SO(3) emerges only in the IR.
One adjacent phase is the easy-axis phase, where Z2 is
broken. The nature of the other phase will depend on
the spin. For spin-1/2 it is likely a power-law phase [23]
in which the the easy-plane order parameter dominates.

It may be interesting to check for symmetry enhance-
ment starting from other microscopic symmetry groups.
For example S4 (tetrahedral) symmetry allows the per-

turbation X
(3)
123. We may argue that the field theory with

this symmetry breaking, and with S = 1, is an effective
theory for a long-range 4-state Potts model in which the
partition sum is weighted by (−1) for each domain wall.

Conclusions. The impurity model can be seen as
the simplest member of a dimensional hierarchy of sigma
models with topological terms [19]. We have argued that
some interesting features of the RG flows in higher di-
mensions are also present in 0+1D, giving a rich phase
diagram for the Bose-Kondo model. The model yields
an example of fixed point annihilation that is tractable
both analytically and in simulations, and also shows
analogues of phenomena from higher-dimensional “non-
Landau” phase transitions. It would be interesting to ex-
amine other variations — for example models in large N
limits, with other symmetric spaces for the target space,
or with coupling to fermions — and to explore physical
realizations of the tunable interaction exponent δ (per-
haps via bosonic bath whose hopping parameters varied
with distance from the impurity). Finally it would also
be interesting to look for the annihilation phenomenon
in models relevant to impurities in critical magnets in

which the bath is not Gaussian [29], or settings where
the impurity arises as a self-consistent description of an
interacting many-body system [38].

Related work: The impurity in the large S limit has
also been analyzed recently in two other papers, Ref. [58]
and Ref. [59], with results for the beta function consistent
with those above. In addition, these papers make inter-
esting connections with Wilson lines and line defects in
conformal field theory. Quantum Monte Carlo results for
spin-1/2 are now also available [60], and are consistent
with the phase diagram obtained here.

Acknowledgements: I am grateful to D. Bernard, X.
Cao, M. Metlitski, and T. Senthil for useful discussions,
and to D. Bernard also for comments on the draft. I
thank the authors of Ref. [58] for correspondence. I ac-
knowledge support from a Royal Society University Re-
search Fellowship during part of this work.

Appendix A: RG calculation

We integrate out fast fluctuations of the field ~n(t)
around a slowly varying background ~ns(t). In order to
determine the flow of the coupling, it is sufficient to take
~ns(t) to lie in the XY plane,

~ns(t) = (cosφs(t), sinφs(t), 0) . (A1)

Here we are exploiting the fact that the renormalization
of the coupling in a given RG step is independent of the
slow field configuration [61]. We can also take ~ns(t) to

be a state of uniform twist, φ̈s = 0, which simplifies the
expansion in the fast modes slightly. We may parame-
terize these with fields φf , χf , with frequencies |ω| in the
range [Λ/b,Λ], with b = e∆τ , as

~n =
(√

1− χ2
f (cos(φs + φf ), sin(φs + φf )) , χf

)
. (A2)

We then expand the action to quadratic order in the fast
modes. Taking the state ~ns of uniform twist, the linear
terms in φf , χf vanish and

Ω[~n] ' Ω[~ns]−
∫

dtχf∂tφf , (A3)

(~n− ~n′)2 ' (χf − χ′f )2 + (φf − φ′f )2

+ (~ns − ~n′s)2
(

1− 1

2

[
χ2
f + χ′2f + (φf − φ′f )2

] )
.

Let us rescale (φf , χf )→ (φf , χf )/
√
S. We also drop the

subscripts on the fields, since from now on it is implied
that ~n = ~ns and (φ, χ) = (φf , χf ). Suppressing the in-
tegral measures and the time arguments, and writing ~n
and ~n′ for ~n(t) and ~n(t′) etc., the action is

S = Sf + Sfs (A4)

with

Sf =

∫∫
K

2h

[
(φ− φ′)2 + (χ− χ′)2

]
+ i

∫
dt χφ̇ (A5)
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and

Sfs = S

(∫∫
K × (1−R)

2h
(~n− ~n′)2 − iΩ[~n]

)
. (A6)

The term R is

R =
1

2S

[
χ2 + χ′2 + (φ− φ′)2

]
. (A7)

We may integrate out the fast fields using a cumulant
expansion (see e.g. [62])〈

e−Sfs
〉

= e−〈Sfs〉+..., (A8)

where the average is taken using the action Sf . The
simplification is that at large S we can keep only the
leading term in the cumulant expansion, because the part
of Sfs that depends on the fast fields is of order 1/S.1

The required average is

〈R〉 =
1

S

[〈
χ2
〉

+
〈
φ2
〉
− 〈φφ′〉

]
→ 1

S

[〈
χ2
〉

+
〈
φ2
〉]
.

We have dropped the two-point function of the fast field φ
at distinct points: since this is oscillatory and decaying,
it does not contribute to renormalizing the coupling of
the power law interaction.

Therefore integrating out the fast fields effects the
change 1/h→ (1− 〈R〉)/h. After rescaling our temporal
coordinate in order to restore the UV cutoff to the initial
value Λ we have the RG transformation

h(τ + ∆τ) ' e−δ∆τh(τ)(1 + 〈R〉). (A9)

It remains to find
〈
φ2
〉

and
〈
χ2
〉
. With the nor-

malisation of K(t) in Eq. 2 of the main text (where Γ
is the Gamma function) the Fourier transform satisfies

2(K̃(0)− K̃(ω)) = Λδ|ω|1−δ, and in frequency space

Sf =
1

2

∫
dω

2π
Ψ(ω)T

(
γ−1|ω|1−δ ω
−ω γ−1|ω|1−δ

)
Ψ(−ω)

with Ψ = (χ, φ)T and γ = Λ−δh, so that

〈Ψi(ω)Ψj(ω
′)〉 =

2πδ(ω + ω′)

|ω|1−δ(1 + γ2|ω|2δ)

×
(

γ γ2ω|ω|δ−1

−γ2ω|ω|δ−1 γ

)
ij

.

Therefore〈
χ2
〉

=
〈
φ2
〉

= 2

∫ Λ

Λ/b

dω

2π

1

ω1−δ
γ

1 + γ2ω2δ
(A10)

= 2h

∫ 1

e−∆τ

dv

2π

1

v1−δ
1

1 + h2v2δ
. (A11)

1 The leading part of the long-range coupling in Sfs, of the form
S ×K(n− n′)2, is of order S0 (in order to avoid exponential sup-
pression of the Boltzmann weight), so the nontrivial correction
term in the exponent, coming from R, is of order 1/S.

We are free to take any value of ∆τ so long as ∆τ/S � 1
[44], but it is simplest to see the result if we take ∆τ
infinitesimal, in which case〈

χ2
〉

=
〈
φ2
〉

=
∆τ

π

h

1 + h2
. (A12)

Therefore from (A9)

dh

dτ
= −δh+

2

πS

h2

1 + h2
, (A13)

as stated in the main text.
Next, consider the renormalization of operators. The

running scaling dimension x1(h) of ~n is determined
by [44]

〈~n(t)〉fast ' e
−x1(h)∆τ ~ns(t). (A14)

It is convenient to take ~ns = (1, 0, 0), so that
~n '

(
1− 1

2S

〈
χ2
〉
− 1

2S

〈
φ2
〉
, 0, 0

)
, and

x1(h) =
1

πS

h

1 + h2
. (A15)

At a nontrivial fixed point (h 6= 0,∞) this is x1 = δ/2,

because (A13) has the form ḣ = (−δ + 2x(h))h.
The operator n transforms in the spin-1 represen-

tation of SO(3). We can make spin-k operators

X
(k)
a1,...,ak = na1

. . . nak − (. . .), where the (. . .) represents
terms subtracted to make X(k) traceless. The ratio be-
tween the running scaling dimension xk of X(k) and that
of n is the same as in the O(3) nonlinear sigma model in
2 + ε dimensions [48]:

xk(h) =
k(k + 1)

2
x1(h). (A16)

For example, consider the renormalization of

X
(2)
ab = nanb − δab/3. It is sufficient to consider a

single component to extract the scaling dimension:〈
X

(2)
11

〉
fast

= e−x2(h)∆τ (X(2)
s )11. (A17)

Again take ns = (1, 0, 0). Then the equation above is〈
n2

1

〉
fast
− 1

3
= (1− x2(h)∆τ)

2

3
. (A18)

Since (from the expansion of ~n above Eq. A15)〈
nk1
〉

fast
= 1− k x1(h)∆τ, (A19)

Eq. A18 gives x2(h) = 3x1(h). We can proceed similarly
for general k. The combinatorial factors depend only
on group theory so they are the same as for the model
in 2 + ε dimensions [48]. The result is valid in the limit
where S � k (see Eq. A19, where the second term, which
was assumed small, is of order k/S). It also would be
interesting to examine the separate regime k ∼ S.
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Finally we discuss correlators G(k)(t) of higher-spin op-
erators with k > 2S. In the text we suggested that the
t→∞ limit of such corrrelators distinguished the free
spin phase (which exists at δ ≤ 0) from the ordered phase
which exists for δ > 0.

First let us clarify the meaning of such operators in
the microscopic theory of a spin coupled to a bath. For a
free spin-S (without a coupling to a bath), nonvanishing
operators exist only in representations of SO(3) with spin
k ≤ 2S. Taking the case S = 1/2 as an example, we
have Pauli operators σ̂a which transform in the spin-1
representation, but no spin-2 operators.

However, in the model of a spin coupled to a
local bath magnetization m̂a, operators with arbi-
trary spin can be written down. For example,
Ôab = 1

2 (m̂aσ̂b + m̂bσ̂a)− 1
3δabm̂.σ̂ transforms in the

spin-2 representation and is nonzero (in contrast to the
analogous operator with m̂ replaced by σ̂, which vanishes
by the Pauli anticommutation relations).

Alternately, we can write higher spin operators entirely
in terms of the spin degree of freedom, by using prod-
ucts of Heisenberg picture operators σ̂a(t) at distinct but
nearby times. For fixed ∆t, an operator such as (we make
the time argument explicit)

Ô′ab(0) ≡ σ̂a(∆t)σ̂b(0) + σ̂b(∆t)σ̂a(0)

2
− δabσ̂(∆t).σ̂(0)

3
(A20)

is still a local operator from the point of the RG.
This operator has the same symmetry as Ôab above,

so we expect it to coarse-grain to the same contin-
uum operator. This can be seen easily at small

∆t, when σ̂a(∆t) ' e∆tĤint(0)σ̂a(0)e−∆tĤint(0) is approx-
imately σ̂a(∆t) ' σ̂a(0) + iJ∆t εabc σ̂b(0)m̂c(0). Substi-

tuting into (A20) gives Ô′ab(0) ' −J∆t Ôab(0). Physi-
cally, the need to separate the two σ̂ insertions in time is
because the spin is only able to absorb 2 successive units
of angular momentum if it has time to exchange angular
momentum with the bath in between.

On grounds of symmetry, we identify these microscopic
spin-k operators (up to normalization, and subleading
terms) with the operators X(k) in the coarse-grained the-

ory, e.g. X
(2)
ab = nanb − 1

3δabn
2. Below we use G(k)(t) to

represent the two-point function of any nonvanishing mi-
croscopic operator with the right symmetry.

In the ordered phase (at δ > 0), G(k)(t → ∞) will
be nonzero for all k, with a magnitude that is reduced
by fluctuations (since the bare value of h is nonzero), cf.
Eq. A17.

In the free spin phase for δ ≤ 0, h flows to infinity
and the spin decouples from the bath in the IR. In this
phase, G(k)(∞) = 0 for k > 2S. The presence of the bath
means that G(k)(t) is not strictly zero for finite t. For
simplicity, consider δ < 0 (for δ = 0 there are logarith-
mic corrections): then we expect G(k)(t) ∼ t−(2−δ)(k−2S)

at large t. The corresponding spin-k operator in the
decoupled spin/bath fixed point theory is made from a
spin-2S operator acting on the spin (whose autocorre-
lator is time-independent), and a spin k − 2S operator
(m̂a1

. . . m̂ak−2S
− . . .) whose autocorrelator is given by

Wick’s theorem.
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