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We show that the functional renormalization group (FRG) allows for the calculation of the prob-
ability distribution function of the sum of strongly correlated random variables. On the example
of the three-dimensional Ising model at criticality and using the simplest implementation of the
FRG, we compute the probability distribution functions of the order parameter or equivalently its
logarithm, called the rate functions in large deviations theory. We compute the entire family of
universal scaling functions, obtained in the limit where the system size L and the correlation length
of the infinite system ξ∞ diverge, with the ratio ζ = L/ξ∞ held fixed. It compares very accurately
with numerical simulations.

In many different fields of research, mathematicians,
physicists and even specialists of quantitative finance
have paid considerable attention to the probability distri-
bution of the sums of random variables. Here the Central
Limit Theorem (CLT) plays a crucial role [1, 2]. It asserts
that, given a large number N of independent identically
distributed random variables σ̂i with zero mean and fi-
nite variance, their sum Ŝ =

∑
i σ̂i has fluctuations of

order
√
N , and the asymptotic probability distribution

function (PDF) of Ŝ/
√
N is a Gaussian law with finite

variance. Most importantly, this result is independent of
the probability law of the σ̂’s, and the normal distribu-
tion plays the role of an attractor for the addition of an
increasing number of random variables. The Gaussian
distribution is therefore said to be stable and this is the
most basic manifestation of what physicists call univer-
sality. The CLT has been generalized to the case where
either the mean or the variance of the σi-law diverges: In
this case, once it has been properly normalized, Ŝ is dis-
tributed according to one of the celebrated Lévy-stable
laws [3–5] that generalize the Gaussian law of the CLT.

The CLT can also be generalized to situations where
the σ̂i are correlated [2, 6]. If the correlation matrix
Gij decays sufficiently fast with a given “distance” rij
between σ̂i and σ̂j , such that

∑
iGij is finite in the limit

N → ∞, the correlations are said to be weak. Then,
the system behaves as if it were made of uncorrelated
finite size clusters of σ̂i and Ŝ still has fluctuations of
order

√
N . The CLT applies again, and the distribution

of Ŝ/
√
N is still Gaussian.

On the other hand, when
∑
iGij diverges as N →∞,

the fluctuations of Ŝ/
√
N also diverge and the σ̂i are said

to be strongly correlated. Such situations are encoun-
tered in many different contexts, from critical systems,
to out-of-equilibrium dynamics such as disease propaga-
tion, surface growth or turbulence. Our understanding
of stable laws is much scarcer in this case. Neverthe-
less, it is reasonable to assume that properly normalized,
Ŝ/f(N) should here again follow a stable law. Assum-
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FIG. 1. Different critical PDFs of the 3d Ising model as func-

tions of s̃ = L
d−2+η

2 s, obtained from Monte-Carlo simulations
with periodic boundary conditions with L = 128 for various
ζ = sgn(T − Tc)L/ξ∞(|T − Tc|), with ζ = −4 to 4 by step of
one (from bottom curve to top curve at the center).

ing universality, these laws, that are neither Gaussian
nor Lévy, should depend only on a small number of pa-
rameters, such as the dimension of the system and its
symmetries. These stable laws for strongly correlated
variables have been observed experimentally or estimated
numerically with relative ease [7–20]. On the theoretical
side, a few exact results have been obtained in some spe-
cific models [21–29]. In generic models, the connections
between CLT, stable laws and the fixed points of the
Renormalization Group (RG) have been identified [30–
32] since the early days of the Kadanoff-Wilson version
of the RG [33]. However, it appears that these connec-
tions have remained at the conceptual level and have not
been transformed into a set of techniques for calculat-
ing PDFs applicable to strongly correlated systems but
in isolated cases with ad hoc methods [34–40]. Further-
more, the connection between RG and CLTs raises two
paradoxes: 1) the PDF –being an observable– is RG-
scheme independent, whereas fixed points are not; 2) as
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discussed below, there is a family of critical rate func-
tions, indexed by a real number ζ, but only one RG fixed
point. We show here that the functional RG (FRG) in its
modern version [41, 42] is the right framework to solve
these paradoxes and compute quantitatively the PDF of
strongly correlated random variables.

Let us briefly review the concepts fleshed out above in
the context of the Ising model in the vicinity of its second
order phase transition, on which we will focus from now
on. The Hamiltonian of the ferromagnetic Ising model is
H = −J∑〈ij〉 σ̂iσ̂j with J > 0, σ̂i = ±1 and 〈ij〉 label

nearest neighbor sites on a hypercubic d-dimensional lat-
tice of linear size L with periodic boundary conditions. A
second order phase transition occurs in the Ising model at
some finite temperature Tc in d > 1 (we focus on the non-
mean-field case d < 4). At fixed temperature T & Tc and
for rij � a, a the lattice spacing, the correlation func-

tion of the spins behaves as Gij ∼ r−d+2−η
ij exp(−rij/ξ∞)

where η ≥ 0 is the anomalous dimension of the spin field,
and ξ∞ the correlation length of the infinite system (at
zero magnetic field), which diverges at the transition as
|t|−ν , t = T − Tc. The condition of weak correlations is
thus equivalent to the finiteness of ξ∞.

We are interested below in the PDF of the normalized
total spin defined as ŝ = L−d

∑
i σ̂i, the average of which

is the magnetization m = 〈ŝ〉. The fluctuations of ŝ are
measured by 〈ŝ2〉: 〈ŝ2〉 = L−d χ, defining the magnetic
susceptibility χ. For fixed T & Tc, χ ∼ ξ2−η

∞ indepen-
dent of L for L� ξ∞. This implies that the fluctuations
of Ŝ/

√
N are of order one: The system is weakly corre-

lated. A precise calculation of the PDF is obtained from
a saddle point approximation that becomes asymptoti-
cally exact when L→∞. As expected, it shows that the
CLT holds and that the PDF becomes indeed Gaussian
in this limit: P (ŝ = s) ∝ exp(−Ld2χ s

2) for T > Tc and

L→∞ (at fixed sLd/2)] [43].

The argument above collapses at Tc and fixed L,
where ξ∞ � L, because χ scales with L as: χ ∼∫ L

ddr r−d+2−η ∼ L2−η which diverges when L → ∞.

This implies that 〈ŝ2〉 ∼ L−d+2−η and that the fluctua-

tions of Ŝ/
√
N diverge as L

2−η
2 = N

2−η
2d . The spins are

strongly correlated and the standard CLT does no longer
hold: The saddle-point approximation fails and P has
no reason to be a Gaussian anymore. However, the scal-
ing of the fluctuations of ŝ suggest that P is a universal

function of the scaling variable s̃ = sL
d−2+η

2 [44].

It is rarely stressed that there is not only one PDF at
criticality, but an infinity corresponding to the inequiv-
alent ways to take the limit L → ∞ and T → T+

c , i.e.,
ξ∞ → ∞, see Fig. 1 [45]. Indeed, choose any sequence
TL > Tc converging to Tc, such that ζ = L/ξ∞(TL) is
constant. Then, for instance if ξ∞(TL) � L and from
the discussion above, 〈ŝ2〉 ∼ L−d χ ∼ L−d+2−ηζη−2.
Once again, and even though ξ∞(TL) is finite at any L,
the spins become more and more strongly correlated as
TL → Tc. Therefore the PDF must be non-trivial for all
values of ζ even in the limit ζ � 1 (i.e. ξ∞(TL)� L). In

this limit, we expect to recover some Gaussian-like fea-
tures for typical values of s because the system looks for
all TL > Tc as a collection of uncorrelated small blocks
of spins of sizes ξ∞(TL). However, some non-gaussianity
should remain in the tails of the PDF reminiscent of the
strong correlations present at criticality where χ is di-
verging.

Assuming scaling, the PDF must depend on ξ∞ and L
only through the ratio ζ, which we parametrize as

Pζ(ŝ = s) ≈ e−LdI(s,ξ∞,L) ≈ e−Iζ(s̃). (1)

This relation defines the rate function I(s, ξ∞, L), as
it is known in large deviations theory (also known as
the “constraint effective potential” in quantum field the-
ory [46–48]), as well as its scaling function Iζ(s̃). No-
tice that we could define as well a family of universal
critical PDFs when coming from the low temperature
phase, T → T−c . To tackle both cases at once, we define
ζ = sgn(t)L/ξ∞(|t|). We show in Fig. 1 some of these
PDFs obtained numerically (see below) in d = 3 with
periodic boundary conditions.

These probabilistic arguments do not allow for com-
puting Iζ(s̃). In the following we show that FRG yields a
general formalism for such calculations. Being interested
in universal PDFs, we replace the lattice Ising model by

a Z2-invariant field theory for which ŝ = L−d
∫
x
φ̂(x) and

thus:

P (ŝ = s) = N
∫
Dφ̂ δ (s− ŝ) exp(−H[φ̂]), (2)

with N a normalization factor. Noting that the delta-
function can be replaced by a infinitely peaked Gaussian,
δ(z) ∝ exp(−M2z2/2) with M2 → ∞, the PDF can be
interpreted as the partition function ZM of a system with

Hamiltonian HM [φ̂] = H[φ̂] + M2

2

(∫
x
(φ̂(x)− s)

)2

, that

is, P (s) ∝ limM→∞ZM . Remark that M = 0 corre-
sponds to the standard partition function Z of the model
(at finite size L).

For a critical theory, the computation of ZM is plagued
with the singularities induced by the long-distance/small-
wavenumber fluctuations. The modern version of the
FRG, tailored to deal with this difficulty [49–51], con-
sists in freezing out these modes in the partition function
while leaving unchanged the others and by gradually de-
creasing to zero the scale k that separates the low and
high wavenumber modes: This generates the RG flow of
partition functions or equivalently, of Hamiltonians.

A one-parameter family of models with partition func-
tions ZM,k[h] is thus built by changing the original

Hamiltonian HM into HM + ∆Hk − h.φ̂, where h is

a magnetic field (or source) and the dot in h.φ̂ im-
plies an integral over space or momentum: ZM,k[h] =∫
Dφ̂ exp(−HM − ∆Hk + h.φ̂). Here, ∆Hk is the term

designed to effectively freeze the low wavenumber fluc-

tuations φ̂(|q| < k) while leaving unchanged the high

wavenumber modes φ̂(|q| > k). It is chosen quadratic:
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FIG. 2. Normalized rate functions Iζ(s̃) of the 3d Ising model
obtained from FRG (full line) and MC simulations (symbols)
performed on the cubic lattice with periodic boundary condi-
tions for ζ = −4 to 4 (from bottom to top, same color code
as in Fig. 1). The normalization point s̃0 is the position of
the minimum of Iζ=0. The rate functions have been shifted
for better visibility.

∆Hk = 1/2 φ̂.Rk.φ̂ with Rk(x,y) such that (i) when k ∼
a−1, Rk∼a−1(|q|) is very large for all |q| which implies
that all fluctuations are frozen; and (ii) Rk=0(|q|) ≡ 0 so
that all fluctuations are integrated over and ZM,k=0[h] =
ZM [h]. Varying the scale k between a−1 and 0 in-
duces the RG flow of ZM,k[h], in which fluctuations of
wavenumbers |q| > k are progressively integrated over.

Actual calculations of ZM,k[h] require to perform ap-
proximations that are known to be controlled only when
working with the (slightly modified) Legendre transform
of logZM,k[h] with respect to h, ΓM,k[φ] [52–54], defined
as

ΓM,k[φ] = − lnZM,k[h] + h.φ− 1

2
φ.Rk.φ−

M2

2
{φ− s}2,

(3)

where {φ − s}2 ≡
(∫

x
(φ(x)− s)

)2
and φ(x) = 〈φ̂(x)〉 =

δZM,k
δh(x) . It can also be defined as (see Suppl. Mat. [55])

e−ΓM,k[φ] =

∫
Dφ̂ e−H[φ̂]− 1

2 (φ̂−φ).RM,k.(φ̂−φ)+
δΓM,k
δφ .(φ̂−φ),

(4)
where RM,k(x,y) = Rk(x,y) + M2, or in momentum
space RM,k(q) = Rk(q) + M2δq,0, with q = 2π

L n and

n ∈ Zd. Eq. (4) has the advantage of explicitly showing
that ΓM,k does not depend on s. Up to the replacement of
Rk by RM,k, ΓM,k is formally identical to the usual scale-
dependent effective action Γk introduced in FRG [42],
and indeed, Γk[φ] = ΓM=0,k[φ]. The exact RG equation
satisfied by ΓM,k[φ] is the usual Wetterich equation in
the presence of the regulator RM,k:

∂kΓM,k[φ] =
1

2

∫
x,y

∂kRM,k(x,y)
(

Γ
(2)
M,k +RM,k

)−1

(x,y),

(5)

where Γ
(2)
M,k = Γ

(2)
M,k[x,y;φ] =

δ2ΓM,k
δφ(x)δφ(y) .

Defining Γ̌k[φ] = limM→∞ ΓM,k[φ], the additional k-
independent term M2δq,0 completely freezes the zero-

momentum mode
∫
x
φ̂(x) in Γ̌k[φ], and we show in

[55] that when evaluated in constant field φ(x) = s,
L−dΓ̌k[s] = Ik(s) is a scale dependent rate function such
that P (s) ∝ limk→0 exp(−LdIk(s)). [In contrast, when
evaluated in a constant field φ(x) = m, the effective
action Γk[φ = m] is LdUk(m) where Uk(m) is the k-
dependent effective potential that becomes the true ef-
fective potential at k = 0. In particular, Γ[φ] = Γk=0[φ]
being the Legendre transform of lnZ[h], the effective po-
tential U(m) = Uk=0(m) is a convex function of m [42].
Note that both Γ and I are RG-scheme independent by
construction.] Our aim in the following is to compute
Γ̌k[φ = s] and to evaluate it at k = 0. For this purpose,
we now study the flow of Γ̌k comparing it with the better
known flow of Γk.

For ζ � 1 and a−1 � k � 1/L � 1/ξ∞, the regu-
lator Rk effectively freezes the zero-momentum mode in
Γk, which makes its flow identical to that of Γ̌k, up to
corrections of order (kL)−d. In this range of k, the sys-
tem is self-similar because both a and L play no role in
the flows. It follows that both Uk and Ik obey a scaling
form Ik(φ) ' Uk(φ) = kd Ũ∗(φk−(d−2+η)/2), where Ũ∗ is
k-independent, that is, it is the dimensionless fixed point
potential of the RG flow of Γk [42]. It is a non-convex
function that has the typical double well form, see below.

When k becomes of order 2π/L, the flows of Uk and Ik
start to differ significantly. On the one hand, the flow of
Uk becomes essentially that of a zero-dimensional system
(corresponding to the fluctuations of the zero-momentum
mode only), and limk→0 Uk(m) becomes convex with a
curvature at small m given by χ−1 ∝ L−2+η. On the
other hand, the flow of Ik(s) stops typically for k . 2π/L
because in this quantity the zero-momentum mode is
frozen by the M → ∞ term. In particular, this allows
for a non-convex shape of I(s) = Ik=0(s) and LdI(s) is

found to naturally be a function of s̃ = sL
d−2+η

2 .

The above picture is modified when ζ � 1 (T > Tc,
L � ξ∞), because the system size can no longer play
any significant role when ξ∞ � L. In particular, the
flows of Uk and Ik rapidly stop for k . 1/ξ∞ and it
makes no difference whether the zero mode is completely
frozen or not. Approaching criticality from the disor-
dered phase, we therefore find that Ik=0(s) ' Uk=0(m =
s). These functions are convex with positive curvature
χ−1 ∝ ξ−2+η

∞ at s = 0. Working at fixed ζ, we thus have
LdIk=0(s) ∝ ζ2−ηLd−2+ηs2 at small s. The PDF is there-
fore Gaussian at small s as in the CLT, which is expected
because the system looks like a collection of uncorrelated
clusters of spins of extension ξ∞. However, since the sus-
ceptibility diverges at T = Tc as ξ−2+η

∞ , the fluctuations
are anomalously large compared with the usual CLT be-

cause they are of order L−
d−2+η

2 instead of the standard
L−d/2. Varying ζ then generates a smooth family of rate
functions, the shapes of which depend on the competi-
tion between L and ξ∞ in the flow. Furthermore, Iζ(s̃)
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FIG. 3. Scaling rate function at ζ = 0 obtained from FRG
(blue) as a function of s̃, and fixed point potential obtained

with the same regulator as function of φ̃ = s̃. Both have
been normalized such that their minimum is −1 at 1. The
difference is only visible in the tail.

behaves as s̃
2d

d−2+η at large s̃, a behavior inherited from
Ũ∗ [55].

To compute in practice the rate function and find its
specific shape depending on ζ, it is necessary to solve
the flow equation Eq. (5). This cannot be done ex-
actly, and it is necessary to perform approximations.
Here, we focus on the simplest of such approximations
which nevertheless allows for a functional calculation of
the rate function, the so-called Local Potential Approx-
imation (LPA). It amounts to using the Ansatz Γ̌k[φ] =∫
x

(
1
2 (∂φ)2 + Ik(φ(x))

)
, and projecting the flow equation

onto this Ansatz. The corresponding LPA flow equation
is then closed for the scale-dependent rate function and
reads

∂kIk(s) =
1

2Ld

∑
q6=0

∂kRk(q)

q2 +Rk(q) + I ′′k (s)
, (6)

and we use the “exponential regulator” Rk(q) =

αk2e−q
2/k2

with α = 4.65 [55]. Note that at LPA the
anomalous dimension vanishes, η = 0, but since η � 1
for the three-dimensional Ising model, we expect the ap-
proximation to correctly capture the shape of the rate
function. The scaling functions Iζ(s̃) = Iζ,k=0(s̃) ob-
tained from integrating the LPA flow, Eq. (6), are shown
as solid lines in Fig. 2 for various ζ, see [55]. We have
verified that the resulting rate functions obey the ex-
pected scaling, are functions of s̃ and ζ only, and only
very weakly depend on the regulator function Rk [55].

In the same figure, we compare our FRG results to
the rate functions obtained from Monte-Carlo (MC)
simulations on the cubic lattice with periodic bound-
ary conditions, using a Wolff algorithm [60] with his-
togram reweighting [61], also used to generate Fig. 1, see
[55].Since lattice and field theory calculations use differ-
ent units, it requires rescalings of the x-axis (magnitude
of the total spin s) and y-axis (associated to the micro-
scopic length scales, since I(s) is a density) in the plot of

I(s), Fig. 2. Importantly, these model-dependent lengths
are independent of ζ, and should be determined from only
one value of ζ (we use ζ = 0). We find that to compare
the rate function obtained from MC for a given ζMC to
that obtained from LPA at ζLPA necessitates a rescaling
of ζLPA, with ζMC ' 0.9 ζLPA [55]. We attribute this to
errors in the computation of ξ∞ induced by LPA. With
this small caveat, we find a very good agreement between
simulations and FRG on the whole range of ζ ∈ [−4, 4].
Note that the rate functions become strictly convex for
ζ & 2.2.

It is interesting to note that Iζ=0 is very similar to
the fixed point potential, when properly normalized, see.
Fig. 3. This could explain why the fixed point of the
RG has long been thought to describe the critical PDFs
[34, 38, 40]. However, this cannot be true exactly because

the dependence of the fixed point effective potential Ũ∗

on the choice of regulator Rk cannot be normalized out.
This can be shown explicitly in the large N limit of the
critical O(N) model [62]. Reciprocally, our work con-
firms that RG is deeply related to probability theory since
computing a fixed point is actually almost synonymous
to computing the Iζ=0 but for the zero-mode which is
excluded in the rate function. This elucidates the long-
standing paradoxes arising from the confusion between
the fixed point potential Ũ∗ and Iζ=0 which, although
very closely related, are conceptually different.

Our work raises many questions and paves the way to
many applications that we want to briefly review below.
For instance, the method can be generalized to all pure
statistical systems at thermal equilibrium, with probably
very good results at least when the LPA is accurate, that
is, when η is small. The generalization to disordered
and/or out of equilibrium systems, where very little is
known about the computation of critical PDFs, certainly
requires to adapt the formalism. This should be fea-
sible since FRG already yields fairly accurate results for
such problems like the random field O(N) models [63–65],
reaction-diffusion models [66, 67] and the Kardar-Parisi-
Zhang equation [68–71] to mention just a few [42]. Also,
the coexistence region in the low-temperature phase is
highly non-trivial, scaling as a surface term, and necessi-
tates to go beyond LPA, which does not capture domain
walls. This could explain why our results do not agree
as well with MC simulations for large and negative ζ.
However, the LPA can be systematically improved via
a derivative expansion or the Blaizot-Mendez-Wschebor
approximation scheme [72, 73]. The study of the conver-
gence along the lines of [53, 54] for the rate function is
left for future work.
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(2000).

[14] S. T. Bramwell, P. C. W. Holdsworth, and J. F. Pinton,
Nature (London) 396, 552 (1998).

[15] S. T. Bramwell, K. Christensen, J. Y. Fortin, P. C. W.
Holdsworth, H. J. Jensen, S. Lise, J. M. López,
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIALS

I. DEFINITION OF THE EFFECTIVE ACTIONS
ΓM,k

We start from the M -dependent partition functions in
presence of a regulator Rk and a source h as defined in
the main text:

ZM,k[h] =

∫
Dφ̂ e−HM [φ̂]+h.φ̂− 1

2 φ̂.Rk.φ̂ (7)

where HM [φ̂] = H(φ̂) + M2

2 [
∫
x
(φ̂(x)− s)]2.

Using φ(x) =
δZM,k
δh(x) , we define the modified Legendre

transform

ΓM,k[φ] = − lnZM,k[h]+h.φ−1

2
φ.Rk.φ−

M2

2

[∫
x

(φ(x)− s)
]2

(8)
Note that

δΓM,k

δφ(x)
= h(x)−

∫
y

Rk(x,y)φ(y)−M2

∫
y

(φ(y)−s). (9)

which allows us to write

e−ΓM,k[φ] =

∫
Dφ̂ e−H(φ̂)+

δΓM,k
δφ .(φ̂−φ)− 1

2 (φ̂−φ).Rk.(φ̂−φ)×

e−
M2

2 [
∫
x
(φ̂(x)−φ(x))]2 .

(10)

Defining RM,k(x,y) = Rk(x,y) +M2, this equation can
be rewritten as:

e−ΓM,k[φ] =

∫
Dφ̂ e−H(φ̂)+

δΓM,k
δφ .(φ̂−φ)− 1

2 (φ̂−φ).RM,k.(φ̂−φ),

(11)
and therefore ΓM,k[φ] can be interpreted as the (mod-
ified) Gibbs free energy of a system of Hamiltonian H
instead of HM regularized by RM,k instead of Rk.

Note that although it is not explicit from its definition,
Eq.(8), ΓM,k[φ] is independent of s as can be checked
from Eq.(11) or by deriving Eq. (8) with respect to s.

When evaluated in a constant field φ(x) = s and at
k = 0,

δΓM,k=0

δφ(x)

∣∣∣∣
φ(x)=s

= h (12)

is a constant, by translation invariance, such that

〈φ̂(x)〉 = s. Thus,

e−ΓM,k=0[φ(x)=s] =

∫
Dφ̂ e−H(φ̂)−M2

2 [
∫
x
(φ̂−s)]2+h

∫
x
(φ̂−s),

(13)
and therefore

lim
M→∞

e−ΓM,k=0[φ(x)=s] ∝
∫
Dφ̂ δ

(
s− L−d

∫
x

φ̂

)
e−H(φ̂)

∝ P (s). (14)

This directly proves that limM→∞ ΓM,k=0[φ(x) = s] =

LdI(s). For finite k, it is convenient to define Γ̌k[φ] =
limM→∞ ΓM,k[φ], and we interpret L−dΓ̌k[φ(x) = s] =
Ik(s) as a scale-dependent rate function.

The similar construction at M = 0 gives rise to the
standard scale-dependent effective action Γk[φ] intro-
duced in the FRG [42].

Note that at k = 0, Γ[φ] = Γk=0[φ] is the (true) Leg-
endre transform of lnZM=0[h] (since the regulator Rk
identically vanishes in this limit) and is therefore a con-
vex functional. On the contrary, Γ̌[φ] = Γ̌k=0[φ] is not a
true Legendre transform even in this limit, due to the M
term in Eq. (8), and can therefore be non-convex.
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II. FLOW EQUATIONS OF THE EFFECTIVE
ACTIONS ΓM,k AND LOCAL POTENTIAL

APPROXIMATION

The initial condition of the flow corresponds to k = Λ,
for which limk→ΛRk(q) → ∞. A saddle-point analysis
gives

lim
k→Λ
ZM,k[h] ' e−HM [φ]+h.φ− 1

2φ.RΛ.φ, (15)

with φ[h] such that

δHM
δφ(x)

− h(x) +

∫
y

RΛ(x,y)φ(y) = 0. (16)

Performing the Legendre transform and using Eq. (8), we
obtain

lim
k→∞

ΓM,k[φ] = H[φ]. (17)

The effective actions ΓM,k obey the exact flow equation

∂kΓM,k[φ] =
1

2

∫
x,y

∂kRM,k(x,y)
(

Γ
(2)
M,k +RM,k

)−1

(x,y),

(18)
where

Γ
(2)
M,k = Γ

(2)
M,k[x,y;φ] =

δ2ΓM,k

δφ(x)δφ(y)
, (19)

as can be derived by using the standard properties of
Legendre transforms [42].

The Local Potential Approximation corresponds to the
approximation

ΓM,k[φ] =

∫
x

(
(∂φ)2

2
+ UM,k(φ(x)

)
, (20)

from which follows the inverse propagator in momentum
space and in constant field φ

Γ
(2)
M,k(q, φ) = q2 + U ′′M,k(φ). (21)

In this approximation, the only flowing quantity is UM,k,
and its flow equation reads

∂kUM,k(φ) =
1

2Ld

∑
q

∂kRk(q)

q2 +Rk(q) +M2δq,0 + U ′′M,k(φ)
.

(22)
In the limit M = 0, we recover the flow equation of
the effective potential Uk(m) (at finite size with periodic
boundary conditions [56])

∂kUk(m) =
1

2Ld

∑
q

∂kRk(q)

q2 +Rk(q) + U ′′k (m)
, (23)

while in the limit M →∞ the zero-momentum contribu-
tion is suppressed, and the equation for Ik reads

∂kIk(s) =
1

2Ld

∑
q6=0

∂kRk(q)

q2 +Rk(q) + I ′′k (s)
. (24)

In the thermodynamic limit L → ∞, the two sums con-
verge to the same integral, and we recover the equivalence
between the two quantities, Ik(s) = Uk(m = s).

To study the critical behavior, it is convenient to in-
troduce the dimensionless fields m̃ = k−(d−2)/2m and
s̃ = k−(d−2)/2s, and Ũk(φ̃) = k−dUk(φ̃k(d−2)/2) and

Ĩk(φ̃) = k−dIk(φ̃k(d−2)/2), as well as q̃ = q/k. Writing

the regulator as Rk(q) = k2R̃((q/k)2), the flows become

k∂kŨk =− dŨk +
d− 2

2
m̃Ũ ′k +

1

2(kL)d

∑
q̃

2R̃− q̃2R̃′

q̃2 + R̃+ Ũ ′′k
,

(25)

and

k∂k Ĩk =− dĨk +
d− 2

2
s̃Ĩ ′k +

1

2(kL)d

∑
q̃ 6=0

2R̃− q̃2R̃′

q̃2 + R̃+ Ĩ ′′k
.

(26)

In the thermodynamic limit, both flow equations be-
come the standard dimensionless LPA equation

k∂kŨk = −dŨk +
d− 2

2
m̃Ũ ′k +

1

2

∫
q̃

2R̃− q̃2R̃′

q̃2 + R̃+ Ũ ′′k
, (27)

and

k∂k Ĩk = −dĨk +
d− 2

2
s̃I ′k +

1

2

∫
q̃

2R̃− q̃2R̃′

q̃2 + R̃+ Ĩ ′′k
, (28)

and at criticality, the dimensionless effective poten-
tial reaches a fixed point as k → 0, that is,
limk→0 limL→∞ Ũk = limk→0 limL→∞ Ĩk = Ũ∗, with Ũ∗

the solution to

0 = −dŨ∗ +
d− 2

2
φ̃Ũ∗

′
+

1

2

∫
q̃

2R̃− q̃2R̃′

q̃2 + R̃+ Ũ∗′′
. (29)

At large field, the last term can be neglected in Eq. (29),

and Ũ∗ behaves as a power law:

Ũ∗ ∝ φ̃ 2d
d−2+η , (30)

with η = 0 at LPA.
At finite size L and at T = Tc, the flow equations (25)

and (26) are indistinguishable from Eqs. (27) and (28)

as long as kL � 1, and Ũk and Ĩk go to the same fixed
point solution Ũ∗: For a−1 � k � L−1, Ik(s) ' Uk(m =

s) ' kdŨ∗(k−(d−2)/2s), which corresponds to the correct
scaling (d− 2 + η)/2 with η = 0 at LPA.

However, for kL . 1, the flows of the UM,k differ signif-
icantly. In particular, the flow of the effective potential
is

∂kUk(m) ' 1

2Ld
∂kRk(0)

Rk(0) + U ′′k (m)
, (31)

which corresponds to the flow of a 0-dimensional the-
ory. Because Rk(0) → 0 as k → 0, U ′′k (m) cannot stay



8

−2 −1 0 1 2
s̃

0.0

0.1

0.2

0.3
P

(s
,T

c,
L

)

L = 32

L = 48

L = 64

L = 80

L = 96

L = 128

FIG. 4. Probability distribution at Tc obtained from Monte-
Carlo simulations for various sizes. The finite size effects are
very weak.

negative in the denominator: This induces a return to
convexity, as expected for a (true) Legendre transform.

On the other hand, the flow of the rate function stops
very quickly for k . 1/L since the contribution of the
finite momenta is negligible thanks to ∂kRk(q) in this
regime.

Finally, at large field φ, the flow of UM,k is barely mod-
ified by the finite size effects, and we recover the power-
law behavior of the effective potential and rate function,

UM,k=0 ∝ φ
2d

d−2+η (with η = 0 at LPA).

III. MONTE CARLO SIMULATIONS

The PDFs were estimated numerically using Monte-
Carlo simulations of the Ising model on the cubic lattice
with periodic boundary conditions, using Wolff’s algo-
rithm [60]. The correlation length can be estimated using
[57]

ξ∞,MC/a =
1.073√
T/J

(
1− Tc

T

)−ν
, (32)

with J/Tc ' 0.221654626 [58] and ν = 0.62997 [59]. To
compute the PDF for various L and fixed ζ, the temper-
ature is therefore chosen such that ξ∞,MC = L/ζ. We
performed simulations for linear sizes from L = 16 to
L = 128, with for each size at least 1.5 × 107 measure-
ments of the total spin and energy. The latter allows for
using histogram reweighting [61] to explore several val-
ues of ζ in one simulation. In practice, we performed
simulations for each L at ζ = −3, 0, 3.

The rate function is given by

I(s, ξ∞, L) =
−1

L3
lnP (s, ξ∞, L). (33)

At criticality, the scaling form is obtained from

Iζ(s̃) = L3I(s̃L−
d−2+η

2 , ξ∞, L) = − lnP (s̃L−
d−2+η

2 , ξ∞, L).
(34)

Therefore, when expressed in terms of s̃, the probability
distribution is expected to converge to a limit form, at
least for sizes large enough. This happens already for
moderate sizes, as finite size effects are very weak, as can
be seen from Fig. 4. To obtain such a figure, for each

length, the measured total spin is rescaled by L
d−2+η

2 ,
with η = 0.036298 [59], and the data are binned into
approximately 150 bins. Since the finite size effects are
small, when comparing to FRG, we use the data at L =
128.

It is important to realize that the universality of the
scaling functions Iζ(s̃) does not mean that all systems
of the same universality class share the same rate func-
tions, but only that they do so once the length and field
normalizations have been fixed. All rate functions of a
given universality class are therefore of the form αIζ(βs̃),
with α and β system-dependent numbers. Therefore, the
comparison between two rate functions obtained for in-
stance in the Ising model and from FRG, is made up to
two normalizations that can be chosen for instance such
that they coincide at one point. We stress that α and
β do not depend on ζ, and only have to be determined
once.

To determine β, associated with the magnitude of the
microscopic degrees of freedom, we impose that the rate
function at ζ = 0 has its (right) minimum at 1. For this,
we locate the position of the minimum, noted s̃0. It is
very weakly dependent on L, and we therefore use its
value at L = 128.

The amplitude α is associated with a length scale.
Note that we have chosen to shift the rate functions such
that they vanish at s = 0. This is always feasible by
changing the pre-factor of the PDF which is ultimately
determined by imposing that the PDF is normalized.
Therefore, it is possible to determine the amplitude α
by imposing that Iζ=0(1) = −1. Once the two ampli-
tudes have been determined, they are used to rescale the
total spin and rate functions for all values ζ.

IV. NUMERICAL INTEGRATION OF THE LPA
FLOW EQUATION

A. Numerical implementation

For the numerical integration of partial differential
equations, Eqs. (23) and (24), we use the Euler method
with RG time steps of 10−4 with l = ln(k/k∗) the RG
time (integration with Runge-Kutta of order 4 gives sim-
ilar results). Here k−1

∗ is a mesoscopic length scale for
which the system is self-similar, i.e. a scale much larger
than the lattice spacing and at which the effective po-
tential and rate function are described by the fixed point
potential. Length scales are measured in units of k−1

∗ .
The field dependence of functions U and I is discretized

on a grid of 200 points, with the position of the minimum
of the initial condition at roughly 1/4-1/5 of the grid. To
integrate the flow Eqs. (23) and (24) in practice, we run
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FIG. 5. Rate functions rescaled by Ld as a function of s̃ at ζ =
3 (top), ζ = 0 (middle) and ζ = −3 (bottom) obtained from

FRG with the “exponential regulator” Rk(q) = αk2e−q2/k2

and α = 4.65. For each value of ζ, the solid line shows the
results for L = 104 in units of a mesoscopic scale k−1

∗ at which
the system becomes scale invariant. Symbols are for L = 103

(circles) and 102 (squares). The rate functions have been
normalized as explained in the main text. This shows that the
rate function obeys the expected scaling form I(s, ξ∞, L) =
L−3Iζ(s̃).

the flow in terms of dimensionless quantities, i.e. inte-
grate Eq. (25), until min(kL, kξ∞) ' 4. Then we switch
to dimensionful quantities, i.e. integrate Eq. (22), and
run the flow until termination. For finite L, the sum
over discrete momenta can be very demanding numeri-
cally. Therefore, we do numerical integration over the
continuous variable q/k instead of sums over discrete mo-
menta until kL ' 40. By varying all parameters of our
numerical integration of the flows, we have checked that
our results are converged.

B. Determination of ζ

To compare the FRG results to the MC simulations,
it is necessary to compute ζ for various RG flow initial
conditions. At LPA, the correlation length in the disor-
dered phase and in the thermodynamic limit is obtained
from [42]

ξ2
∞,FRG = lim

L→∞

1

U ′′k=0(m = 0)
. (35)

In practice, we solve the flow of the effective potential
of an infinite system, Eq. (27) with M = 0, starting
from an initial condition which is the fixed point potential
Ũ∗ perturbed by a quadratic term δ, φ̃2/2. For δ = 0,
the system is critical, while it flows to the disordered
(ordered) phase for δ > 0 (δ < 0). For small δ, the
correlation length behaves as

ξ∞,FRG ≈ ξ+δ−νLPA , (36)

with νLPA ' 0.65, (instead of the “exact” ν = 0.62997
from conformal bootstrap [59]), and ξ+ is a non-universal
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FIG. 6. Rate functions at ζ = 0 obtained from FRG with

the “exponential regulator” Rk(q) = αk2e−q2/k2

with α =
0.75 (magenta), α = 2.5 (black), α = 4.65 (blue), the “Litim
regulator” Rk(q) = α(k2 − q2)θ(k2 − q2) with α = 1 (red)
and α = 2 (green), and the “Wetterich regulator” Rk(q) =
αq2/(exp(q2/k2)− 1) with α = 0.75 (gray), α = 6.05 (cyan).
The rate functions have been normalized as explained in the
main text. The different results are almost indistinguishable.
The inset is a zoom in the tail, showing the same data (with
symbols and dashed line) and the very weak spread induced
by the regulator dependence.

number. Note that νLPA and ξ+ depend slightly on the
regulator, which we take into the account to determine
ξ∞,FRG.

To compute the rate function for a given ζFRG ≥ 0, at
a given L, the procedure is the following. We first solve
the flow of the effective potential in the thermodynamic
limit, tuning δ such that the correlation length obtained
from the flow is equal to L/ζFRG. Then, we compute the
rate function by solving the flow (with finite L) for the
same initial condition (recall that for kL � 1, the flows
of Ik and Uk are identical, and that they have the same
initial condition). We have checked that our results obey
scaling, i.e. changing the couple (L, δ) at fixed ζLPA gives
the same solution, see Fig. 5. In our comparison with MC
simulations, we choose L = 10000. For negative ζFRG,
the initial condition is the value of δ (which is negative)
such that ξ∞,FRG(−δ) = L/|ζFRG|.

C. Regulator dependence

The results showed in the main text were obtained by
solving the LPA equations using the “exponential regu-

lator” Rk(q) = αk2e−q
2/k2

, where α = 4.65 is the op-
timized value at LPA for this regulator (i.e. the value
obtained from the Principle of Minimal Sensitivity, for
which the critical exponent ν varies the least when chang-
ing α, see [53] for details). The dependence of the rate
function on the regulator is very weak, as observed in
Fig. 6 for ζ = 0 and Fig. 7 for ζ = 4.
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FIG. 7. Rate functions at ζ = 4 obtained from FRG with the

“exponential regulator” Rk(q) = αk2e−q2/k2

with α = 0.75
(magenta), α = 4.65 (blue), and the “Wetterich regulator”
Rk(q) = αq2/(exp(q2/k2)−1) with α = 0.75 (gray), α = 6.05
(cyan). The rate functions have been normalized using the
normalization obtained for ζ = 0 with the same regulator
(see Fig. 6). The inset is a zoom in the tail, showing the same
data (with symbols and dashed line) and the weak spread
induced by the regulator dependence, see inset.

In Fig. 8, we show the regulator dependence of the fixed
point effective potential. While it is expected to depend
on the regulator, quite surprisingly, we observe that af-
ter normalization, the dependence is very weak. Note
that this weak dependence is not an artifact of the LPA,
since it can be shown in the large N limit of the O(N)
model, where the LPA is exact, that this dependence is
still present[62].

Let us remark that the regulator functions we use in
practice (see caption of Fig. 8) do not formally diverge at
the beginning of the flow. This implies in practice that
the initial condition of the flow is not strictly given by the
mean-field approximation (i.e. ΓM,k∼a−1 is not exactly
given by H). This is however irrelevant for the problem
studied here, since we are only interested in the universal
features of the PDF, which by definition are independent
of the microscopic details of the model: running the flow
of ΓM,k with initial conditions either given by H or ob-
tained with a finite regulator function yields the same

fixed point and scaling function Iζ(s̃).

D. Comparison with Monte-Carlo simulations

To compare our FRG calculations to the simulations,
we normalize the rate functions as explained above, i.e.
we impose that at ζ = 0 the rate function is −1 at 1.
We use the same normalization (obtained for ζ = 0) to
normalize the rate function for the other values of ζ.

We have observed that if we use ζFRG = ζMC, we
do not obtain a collapse of our FRG calculations with
the simulations. However, allowing for a global rescaling
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Ũ
∗ (
φ̃

)

2.00 2.02 2.04

16

18

FIG. 8. Fixed point potentials obtained from FRG with the

“exponential regulator” Rk(q) = αk2e−q2/k2

with α = 0.75
(magenta), α = 2.5 (black), α = 4.65 (blue), the “Litim
regulator” Rk(q) = α(k2 − q2)θ(k2 − q2) with α = 1 (red)
and α = 2 (green), and the “Wetterich regulator” Rk(q) =
αq2/(exp(q2/k2)− 1) with α = 0.75 (gray), α = 6.05 (cyan).

They have been normalized such that Ũ∗(φ̃0) = −1, with φ̃0

the position of the minimum. There is only a weak depen-
dence on the regulator after rescaling, only showing in the
tail, see inset.

ζFRG ' ζMC/0.9, we find a very good agreement be-
tween the two methods. We attribute that to the fact
that the LPA is not exact, and that therefore the corre-
lation length obtained from FRG is slightly off.
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