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We study long-range order in two dimensions where an order parameter is advected by linear laminar flows.

The linear laminar flows include three classes: rotational, shear, and elongational flows. Under these flows, we

analyze an ordered state of the O(N) scalar model in the large-N limit. We show that the stability of the ordered

state depends on the flow pattern; the shear and elongational flows stabilize but the rotational flow does not. We

discuss a physical interpretation of our results based on interaction representation in quantum mechanics. The

origin of the long-range order is interpreted from the advection of wavenumbers along the streamlines and its

stretching effect stabilizes the order.

Introduction.— Mermin–Wagner theorem shows that long-

range order (LRO) with spontaneous breaking of continuous

symmetry does not occur below two dimensions in equilib-

rium systems [1–3]. In contrast, some nonequilibrium sys-

tems can have the LROs even in two dimensions. The cele-

brated example is flocking motions of active matter such as

birds and bacteria [4–7]. This fact intrigues great interest in

the LROs in two dimensions [8–28]. In the polar flocking of

Vicsek-style models, the occurrence of the true 2D LRO has

been now established [29, 30] and interests shift to their ori-

gin. Indeed, recent studies have discussed the importance of

several factors such as the violations of the detailed balance,

the Galilean invariance, the motility, and a non-reciprocal in-

teraction [19, 23, 27, 28].

The nonequilibrium 2D LROs are not restricted to the active

matter and are found in other systems such as an O(N) scalar

model under a shear flow [31–35] and a two-temperature XY

model [36–38]. In the sheared model, the advection of the or-

der parameter by the external flow stabilizes the 2D LRO. The

two-temperature model has different temperatures along each

space direction. In this model, the order parameter fluctua-

tions have a long-range correlation even at a disordered state

and it stabilizes the ordered state [36, 38]. Thus, several dif-

ferent mechanisms of the 2D nonequilibrium LROs have been

found in the various systems including the active matter. How-

ever, it is unclear what is important for 2D LROs from a uni-

fied perspective and physical interpretation of the origin is still

an open problem.

In hydrodynamic or field-theoretical descriptions, the

Mermin–Wagner theorem is understood from a divergence of

a fluctuation in the thermodynamic limit. When the continu-

ous symmetry is spontaneously broken, a soft fluctuation gen-

erally appears [39–44]. This is called the Nambu–Goldstone

(NG) mode and causes the divergence of 2D equilibrium sys-

tems: 〈(π(x, t))2〉 ∼ log L where π(x, t) is the NG mode fluc-

tuation and L is the system size. Thus, the mean square of

the fluctuation diverges in L → ∞ and it breaks the LROs.

This is called the infrared (IR) divergence and appears in var-

ious low-dimensional systems [45]. In the hydrodynamics of

the polar flocking, the NG mode is the velocity fluctuation

perpendicular to the flocking direction and causes the IR di-

vergence in the liner theory [5–7]. However, it is suppressed

by the advective nonlinear interactions between the velocity

and the density fluctuations, and thus the flocking order is sta-

bilized. Furthermore, in the ordered state with the advection

by the shear flow, the NG mode has the fractional dispersion

relation ω ∼ k2/3 [33]. The fractional behavior leads to the

irrelevance of nonlinear interactions and suppresses the IR di-

vergence even in the linear theory [34]. The mechanisms of

the advection are different in the two systems but it suggests

the importance of the advection for the 2D LRO out of equi-

librium.

In this letter, we focus on a class where the order param-

eter is advected by stationary flows and argue the role of the

advection for the 2D LRO. Even if we restrict to this class, it

is unclear what effects of the advection stabilize the LRO, and

under what flows the LRO occurs in general. To tackle these

questions, we consider the stationary flow v(x) that is linear

in the coordinate x [46, 47]

v(x) = D · x with D =
(

0 S + A

S − A 0

)

. (1)

Here, D is the coefficient matrix, and S and A are non-

negative parameters characterizing the flow pattern. We call

this the linear laminar flow. It includes the following three

classes. For S = A, we have the shear flow v = (2S y, 0).

For S , A, the streamline is useful for understanding: (A −
S )x2 + (S + A)y2 = const. For S > A, we have a hyperbolic

flow which is called an elongational flow. For A > S with

S = 0 and S , 0, we have pure and elliptic rotational flows,

respectively. Figure 1 plots the streamlines at several S and A.

Onuki and Kawasaki studied the fluctuations of a critical fluid

under these flows in three dimensions and showed that critical

fluctuations are greatly affected [46–48].

We study an ordered state of an O(N) scalar model in two

dimensions where the order parameter is advected by Eq. (1).

In the ordered state, the O(N) symmetry is broken to O(N −1)

and the corresponding NG mode breaks the order in the 2D

equilibrium systems. We show that the shear and the elonga-

tional flows stabilize the ordered state but the rotational flow

does not in the large-N limit. We discuss that the origin of

the 2D LRO is the stretching effect of low-wavenumber fluc-

tuations by the advection. Our study provides a different per-
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FIG. 1. Streamlines of the linear laminar flow Eq. (1) at several S

and A. (a) rotational flow at S = 0.5 and A = 1.0. (b) elongational

flow at S = 1.0 and A = 0.0. (c) shear flow at S = A = 1.0.

spective on the origin of the 2D LROs from the flocking phe-

nomena.

Model.— We consider 1+2 dimensional O(N) scalar model

advected by the linear laminar flow Eq. (1)

∂

∂t
φa(t,x) + (D · x) · ∇φa(t,x) = −Γ δF

δφa
+ ηa(t,x), (2)

where φa(t,x) is N components real scalar field and a =

1, 2, ...,N, and Γ is the dissipation constant. ηa is the Gaussian

noise obeying 〈ηa(t,x)ηb(t′,y)〉 = 2TΓδabδ(t − t′)δ(x − y),

where T is the temperature. The free energy F is given by

F =

∫

dx
∑

a

[

1

2
(∇φa)2 +

r

2
(φa)2 +

g

4N
((φa)2)2

]

. (3)

This model including the advection has covariance under the

O(N) rotation.

Ordered state at zero temperature.— There are no fluctu-

ations at T = 0 and we have the ordered state even in 2D

equilibrium systems. The uniform stationary state at T = 0

is given by a minimum of Eq. (3) which is determined from

[r + (g/N)
∑

b(φb)2]φa = 0. For r < 0, we obtain the or-

dered state
∑

b(φb)2 = N(−r/g) ≡ Nφ2
0
. This only de-

termines the radius, and then we can write the solution as

φ̄a = (
√

Nφ0, 0, 0, ..., 0) without loss of generality. The first

component breaks O(N) symmetry but the remaining compo-

nents have O(N−1) symmetry. Consequently, the spontaneous

symmetry breaking of O(N) → O(N − 1) occurs. However,

this ordered state is broken by fluctuations at T > 0 in the

equilibrium system.

Fluctuations and a transition point at finite temperature.—

We consider the fluctuations σ(t,x) and πα(t,x) from the

ordered state: φa(t,x) = (
√

Nφ̄R + σ(t,x), πα(t,x)) where

α = 2, 3, ...,N. Here, φ̄R is the order parameter value including

the renormalization correction. From the leading-order calcu-

lation in the 1/N expansion, we obtain the order parameter

and the mean squares of the fluctuations in the stationary state

at t → ∞ [49]

φ̄2
R = −

1

g

(

r + gCππ

)

, (4)

〈σ(x)2〉 =
∫

dk

(2π)2

TΓ

k2 − (1/2Γ)k · D · ∇k − 2(r + gCππ)
,

(5)

Cππ =

∫

dk

(2π)2

T

Γk2 − (1/2)k · D · ∇k
, (6)

where k is the wavenumber,∇k = ∂/∂k and Cππ = 〈(πα(x))2〉.
Cππ gives the one-loop renormalization corrections from πα to

φ̄R and σ. In particular, the denominator of Eq. (5) at k → 0

corresponds to the renormalized ”mass” of σ: rR ≡ −2(r +

gCππ) [50]. πα is the NG mode and thus protected from mass

renormalization. We also note that the equal-time correlations

have the space-transnational symmetry [47] and then Eqs. (4)-

(6) do not depend on x.

The transition point r∗ is determined from the stability

of the ordered state. The stability is given as the non-

negativeness of the renormalized mass rR ≥ 0. Namely, we

have the condition for r

r ≤ −gCππ ≡ r∗. (7)

r∗ may diverge to −∞ due to the IR divergence of Cππ. In

fact, it logarithmically diverges in the 2D equilibrium. The

negative divergence of r∗ means that the ordered state does

not realize in any finite r. Consequently, the IR divergence of

Cππ determines the realization of the ordered state.

IR divergence of Cππ— To evaluate Eq. (6), we exponentiate

the denominator by introducing s-integral

Cππ = T

∫

dk

(2π)2

∫ ∞

0

ds exp

[

−s

(

Γk2 − 1

2
k · D · ∇k

)]

, (8)

and then use the operator decomposition [46, 51]

exp

[

−s

(

Γk2 − 1

2
k · D · ∇k

)]

= exp

[

−Γ
∫ s

0

dτq(τ/2)2
]

exp

[

s

2
(DT · k) · ∇k

]

, (9)

Here, q(τ) is the advected wavenumber defined as

q(τ) ≡ exp

[

τ(DT · k) · ∇k

]

· k = eτD
T · k, (10)

where the superscript T denotes transpose of a matrix. The de-

composition Eq. (9) corresponds to the interaction representa-

tion of a time evolution operator in quantum mechanics with
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the time variable s and the Hamiltonians H0 = (DT ·k) · ∇k/2
and HI = −Γk2 [51, 52]. Namely, we observe the diffusion

HI from the reference frame of the advection H0. By the de-

composition, the correlation Eq. (6) turns to

Cππ = T

∫

dk

(2π)2

∫ ∞

0

ds exp

[

−Γ
∫ s

0

dτq(τ/2)2
]

. (11)

Furthermore, by introducingMi(τ) ≡ e(τ/2)DT

, we write the

correlation function as

Cππ =
T

4π2

∫

dk

∫ ∞

0

ds exp

[

−kT · Γ
∫ s

0

dτMT
i Mi · k

]

,

(12)

where the subscript i = r, e, and s represents the rotational

(A > S ), the elongational (S > A), and the shear (S = A)

flows.

To estimate the IR divergence of Eq. (12), we have to dis-

tinguish the IR and the ultraviolet (UV) divergences. Apart

from the IR divergence, Cππ has the UV divergence which

comes from |k| → ∞ [53]. The UV divergence exists even in

three-dimensional equilibrium systems and is irrelevant to our

purpose. To regulate it, we introduce e−ǫk
2

with the infinitesi-

mal small parameter ǫ as Cππ = T
∫

dk/(2π)2
∫ ∞

0
ds exp[−kT ·

Γ(
∫ s

0
dτMT

i
Mi + ǫI) · k] where I is the 2× 2 unit matrix. By

exchanging the order of the k and s integrals, we perform the

Gaussian integral for k and obtain

Cππ =
T

4πΓ

∫ ∞

0

dsFi(s), (13)

Fi(s) ≡ det

(

∫ s

0

dτMT
i Mi + ǫI

)−1/2

. (14)

Then, the behavior of Eq. (13) is determined from that of

Fi(s), and thus comes from that ofMi(τ).

Let us see howMi(τ) changes in the flow patterns. For the

rotational flow A > S , it is calculated as [54]

Mr(τ) =

(

cos(τΩr/2) S−A
Ωr

sin(τΩr/2)
S+A
Ωr

sin(τΩr/2) cos(τΩr/2)

)

, (15)

where Ωr =
√

A2 − S 2. For the elongational flow S > A, the

frequencyΩr turns to the imaginary one iΩe = i
√

S 2 − A2 and

the trigonometric functions also turn to the hyperbolic func-

tions. Then, we get

Me(τ) =

(

cosh(τΩe/2) S−A
Ωe

sinh(τΩe/2)
S+A
Ωe

sinh(τΩe/2) cosh(τΩe/2)

)

. (16)

For the shear flow A = S , Ωr goes to zero andMr turns to

Ms(τ) =

(

1 0

τS 1

)

. (17)

Therefore, the behaviors of Mi(τ) significantly differ in the

flow patterns.

Whether Cππ has the IR divergence or not is given as the

convergence of the integral of Eq. (13). The convergence is

determined by the tail behaviors of Fi(s) in s → ∞ which are

calculated as [55]

Fr(s) ∼ s−1, Fe(s) ∼ e−sΩe/2, Fs(s) ∼ s−2. (18)

Therefore, the s-integrals of Fe(s) and Fs(s) converge whereas

that of Fr(s) logarithmically diverges due to the slowest tail.

Recalling Eqs. (13) and (7), we find that the ordered state is

stable even against the NG mode fluctuation under the shear

and elongational flows.

Phase diagram.— From Eqs. (13) and (7), we get the ex-

pression of the transition point r∗ = −gT/(4πΓ)
∫ ∞
0

dsFi(s).

By numerically performing s-integral, we obtain the phase

boundary r∗(S , A) in the (r, S , A) space. In Fig. 2-(a), we

present the resulting phase diagram in (r, S/A) space at A =

1. The green (white) region shows the ordered (disordered)

phase. We have set the parameters as g = Γ = T = 1 and

ǫ = 10−3. In the S/A > 1 region, r∗ monotonically increases

as S/A increase. In contrast, when we step into the S/A < 1

region, r∗ diverges to −∞ and the ordered phase disappears.

In Fig. 2 (b)-(d), we plot the onsets of the order parameter

below r∗. Figure 2-(b) shows the order parameter Eq. (4) as

a function of S/A at A = 1 and r = −1. The order parameter

jumps with a finite gap at S/A = 1; namely, it is the first-order

transition. However, it turns to the second order transition at

r = r∗ as shown in Fig. 2-(c). We can derive the onset behavior

φ̄R ∝ (S/A − 1)1/4 by expanding Fe(s) at s→ ∞ in δ = S/A −
1 [56]. Furthermore, Fig. 2-(d) plots the order parameter as a

function of r at S = 1.5 and A = 1, where the second-order

transition occurs. In Eq. (4), Cππ is independent of r and then

φ̄2
R

is linear in r for r < r∗ and zero at r = r∗. Therefore, we

have the onset behavior of Fig. 2-(d). In summary, the solid

and dotted boundaries of Fig. 2-(a) represent the second- and

first-order transitions, respectively. The critical exponents are

given as φ̄R ∝ |r− rc|1/2 on the solid line and φ̄R ∝ (S/A−1)1/4

at the endpoint.

Discussion.— We discuss the mechanism of how the IR di-

vergence is suppressed. The key to understanding is the ad-

vected wavenumber q(t). The infinite growth of q(t) at t→ ∞
masks the low-k behavior of the equilibrium.

We first note that the IR divergence of the equilibrium sys-

tem comes from the low-|k| behavior of the diffusion. The cor-

relation function Eq. (11) at S = A = 0 is of the equilibrium.

Then, q(τ/2) returns to k and the shoulder of the exponential

turns to −sΓk2 which is of the diffusion mode. Thus, we get

the familiar result Cππ = T/(2πΓ)
∫ ΛUV

2π/L
kdkk−2 ∼ log(LΛUV)

where k is |k| and ΛUV is the UV cutoff. Cππ diverges in the

limits L → ∞ and ΛUV → ∞, which are the IR and the UV

divergences, respectively. Therefore, the IR divergence comes

from the low-k behavior of diffusion.

Under the linear flows, k is replaced by q(τ/2). Then, the

behaviors of q(τ)2 in τ → ∞ determine the IR divergence of

Cππ. We note that the tail behaviors of Eq. (18) come from

q(τ)2 in τ → ∞. For the rotational flow A > S , q(τ/2)2

oscillates with the frequency Ωr in τ as seen from Eq. (15).

In contrast, for the elongational flow S > A, the hyperbolic
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FIG. 2. (a): Phase diagram in (r, S/A) space at A = 1. The ordered phase lies on the region S/A ≥ 1, corresponding shear and elongational

flow. (b), (c) and (d): Order parameter as a function of S/A in (b) and (c), and of r in (d). The crossing ways of (b), (c), and (d) to the boundary

are shown in Fig. (a).

functions of Eq. (16) gives the exponential growth q(τ/2)2 ∼
eτΩe in τ → ∞. For the shear flow S = A, we have q(τ/2)2 ∼
τ2 from Eq. (17) and it algebraically growth in τ. Therefore,

q(τ)2 diverges in τ → ∞ for the elongational and the shear

flows. These divergent growths mask the low-k behavior of

the diffusion and suppress the IR divergence.

We can also see the connection between the divergent

growth of q(t) and the suppression of the fluctuation from the

dynamics. The average motion of πα is given by [57]

〈πα(t,k)〉 = exp

[

−Γ
∫ t

0

dτq(τ)2
]

πα(t = 0, q(t)), (19)

where πα(t = 0, q(τ)) is the advected initial state: πα(t =

0, q(t)) = et(DT ·k)·∇kπα(t = 0,k). Therefore, the average of

πα(t,k) diffuses with q(τ) and the divergent growth of q(τ)2

means faster decay of the fluctuation.

The next question is what is the physical meaning of q(τ).

From the definition (10), it is the solution of the advection

motion described by ∂tq(t) = (DT ·k) · ∇kq(t), with the initial

value q(0) = k. Thus, q(τ) is the wavenumber advected by

the flow ṽ(k) = DT · k. Figure 3 shows the time evolution

of q(t). The magenta arrows plots q(t) at several times. The

dark- and light-blue lines are the streamlines of ṽ(k) and the

line passing through q(t = 0), respectively. Figure 3-(a) shows

q(t) under the rotational flow. The initial vector q(0) is just

rotated along the rotational flow and its magnitude oscillates

in time. Figure 3-(b) shows q(t) under the elongational flow.

q(0) is advected to the outgoing direction and its magnitude

is being stretched. Figure 3-(c) shows q(t) under the shear

flow. q(0) is stretched along the streamline as well. The flow

direction of ṽ(k) = DT · k is transposed from v(x) = D · x.

In conclusion, the shear and elongational flows stretch the

magnitude of the wavenumber and mask the low-wavenumber

behavior of the diffusion. The rotational flow periodically de-

forms the wavenumber and cannot suppress the IR divergence.

Concluding remarks.— In the flocking hydrodynamics, the

advective nonlinear interaction stabilizes the order [5–7, 19].

The mechanisms of the advection are different from our model

but its importance is common. Therefore, it is interesting to

study the relation to the self-advection of active matter. Of

particular interest is the relation between the stretching of the

advected wavenumber and the stretching of fluctuations by the

anomalous diffusion in the active matter [29]. It will lead to a

deep understanding of the origin of the 2D LROs from a more

FIG. 3. Time evolution of the advected wavenumber q(t). The ma-

genta arrows show q(t) at several times. The dark- and light-blue

lines show the stream-lines of ṽ(k) = DT · k and the line passing

through q(0), respectively. (a): q(t) under the rotational flow with

S = 0.1 and A = 1.0. (b): q(t)under the elongational flow with S = 1

and A = 0. (c): shows q(t) under the shear flow with S = A = 0.2.

The initial vectors of (a), (b), and (c) are q(0) = (0, 3.5), (0, 2.5), and

(2.5, 0), respectively.
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general perspective. However, we leave it as future work.

Fluctuations generally tend to be suppressed in the large-N

limit and become larger at finite N. However, we expect the

ordered state of our model is not broken even at finite N. We

note that the LRO under the shear flow at N = 2 has been es-

tablished by the finite size scaling analysis [34]. In addition,

the stretching effect of the elongational flow is much stronger

than the shear flow whereas the rotational flow cannot stabi-

lize even in the large-N limit. Therefore, our results will be

qualitatively valid at finite N.

We finally remark on relations to experiments. We ex-

pect our setup to be realized in synchronization transition of

a chemical oscillation reaction [58, 59]. In a uniform oscilla-

tion of the synchronization transition, U(1) phase symmetry is

spontaneously broken. A chemical reaction solution is a fluid

and then we can realize the steady flows. In particular, the

2D elongational flow has been recently realized in the exper-

iment [60]. Therefore, we expect that the uniform oscillation

under the rotational flow becomes inhomogeneous as the sys-

tem size increases whereas it sustains under the shear and the

elongational flows.
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CORRELATION FUNCTIONS IN THE 1/N EXPANSION

We derive Eqs. (4), (5) and (6). For later convenience, we recast the equation of motion Eq. (2) into the form

∂

∂t
φa = −Γ

[

χ̂−1
0 +

g

N

∑

b

(φb)2
]

φa + ηa, (S1)

χ−1
0 = x · D

T

Γ
· ∇ − ∇2 + r. (S2)

We consider the fluctuations σ(t,x) and πα(t,x) from φ̄R in the ordered state:

φa(t,x) = (
√

Nφ̄R + σ(t,x), πα(t,x)), (S3)

where α = 2, 3, ...,N. Substituting Eq. (S3) into Eq. (S1), we obtain

[

1

Γ

∂

∂t
+ χ−1

0 + 3gφ̄2
R +

g

N

(

∑

α

(πα)2 + σ2
)]

σ

+
√

Nφ̄R

[

r + gφ̄2
R +

g

N

(

∑

α

(πα)2 + 3σ2
)]

=
η1

Γ
, (S4)

[

1

Γ

∂

∂t
+ χ−1

0 + gφ̄2
R +

g

N

(

∑

α

(πα)2 + σ2 + 2
√

Nφ̄Rσ

)]

πβ =
ηβ

Γ
. (S5)

We calculate the correlation functions in 1/N expansion and thus counting N is important. We note that πα correlation yields

the factor N − 1 as

∑

α

〈(πα)2〉 = (N − 1)〈(πβ)2〉, (S6)

where πβ is an arbitrary component and equivalent to the other thanks to the O(N − 1) symmetry. In contrast, 〈σ2〉 is one

component and does not yield the factor N.

Then, for the leading order calculation, we can replace the nonlinear term by

1

N

(

∑

α

(πα)2 + σ2
)

∼ 〈(πβ)2〉, (S7)

≡ Cππ, (S8)

and obtain

[

1

Γ

∂

∂t
+ χ−1

0 + 3gφ̄2
R + gCππ

]

σ +
√

Nφ̄R

[

r + g

(

φ̄2
R + Cππ

)]

=
η1

Γ
, (S9)

[

1

Γ

∂

∂t
+ χ−1

0 + g

(

φ̄2
R +Cππ

)]

πβ =
ηβ

Γ
, (S10)

where we have discarded the sub-leading terms in 1/N.

We first derive Eq. (4) for φ̄R. Taking the noise average of Eq. (S9), we have

φ̄R

[

r + g

(

φ̄2
R +Cππ

)]

= 0. (S11)
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Therefore, we obtain Eq. (4) as φ̄R , 0. In addition, by Eq. (4), Eqs. (S9) and (S10) turn to

[

∂

∂t
+ x · D · ∇ − Γ

(

∇2 − 2r − 2gCππ

)]

σ(t,x) = η1(t,x), (S12)

[

∂

∂t
+ x · D · ∇ − Γ∇2

]

πβ(t,x) = ηβ(t,x). (S13)

We perform the Fourier transform on the space

[

∂

∂t
− k · D · ∇k + Γ

(

k2 + 2r + 2gCππ

)]

σ(t,k) = η1(t,k), (S14)

[

∂

∂t
− k · D · ∇k + Γk2

]

πβ(t,k) = ηβ(t,k). (S15)

By multiplying Eq. (S14) by σ(t,−k) and taking the noise average, we obtain

[

1

2

∂

∂t
− 1

2
k · D · ∇k + Γ

(

k2 + 2r + 2gCππ

)]

〈σ(t,k)σ(t,−k)〉 = T, (S16)

where we have used 〈η1(t,k)σ(t,−k)〉 = T . We can drop the time derivative term for the steady state at t → ∞, and get

〈σ(k)σ(−k)〉 = T

−(1/2)k · D · ∇k + Γ
(

k2 + 2r + 2gCππ

) , (S17)

By returning to the real space, we arrive at

〈σ(x)2〉 =
∫

dk

(2π)2

TΓ

k2 − (1/2Γ)k · D · ∇k − 2(r + gCππ)
. (S18)

We also obtain Cππ = 〈π(x)2〉 which is Eq. (6) by repeating the same calculation for Eq. (S15).

DERIVATION OF THE OPERATOR DECOMPOSITION EQ. (9)

We consider the time-evolution operator

UI(t) = etHI+tH0 e−tH0 , (S19)

which is in the interaction representation based on the reference frame of H0. H0 and HI are given by

H0 =
1

2
(DT · k) · ∇k, (S20)

HI = −Γk2. (S21)

The time derivative of UI(t) is calculated as follows

∂UI(t)

∂t
= etHI+tH0

(

HI + H0 − H0

)

e−tH0 , (S22)

= etHI+tH0 e−tH0

(

etH0 HIe
−tH0

)

, (S23)

= UI(t)HI(t). (S24)

where we have introduced HI(t) = etH0 HIe
−tH0 . We note that the order of UI(t) and HI(t) in r.h.s is opposite to that in usual

quantum mechanics. The formal solution of this equation is given by

UI(t) = T̃ exp

[

∫ t

0

dτHI(τ)

]

, (S25)

where T̃ is the anti time-ordered product:

T̃
[

HI(t1)H(t2)

]

=















HI(t1)H(t2) for t1 < t2,

HI(t2)H(t1) for t1 > t2.
(S26)
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We then calculate HI(t) as

HI(t) = −ΓetH0k2e−tH0 , (S27)

= −Γq(t/2)2. (S28)

Here, q(t/2) ≡ etH0ke−tH0 is the advected wavenumber and the factor 1/2 in the argument of q appears for consistency with the

definition Eq. (10). Because HI(t) is not the operator in the wavenumber space, we can drop T̃ in Eq. (S25). Therefore, from

Eqs. (S19), (S25) and (S28), we have

etHI+tH0 e−tH0 = exp

[

−Γ
∫ t

0

dτq(τ/2)2
]

. (S29)

By multiplying this by etH0 , we get Eq. (9).

AVERAGE MOTION OF THE FLUCTUATION πα

By taking the noise average of Eq. (S15), we have

[

∂

∂t
− k · D · ∇k + Γk2

]

〈πβ(t,k)〉 = 0, (S30)

and the solution is written as

〈πβ(t,k)〉 = exp

[

tk · D · ∇k − tΓk2
]

πβ(t = 0,k), (S31)

where πβ(t = 0,k) is the given initial state. We regard the exponential part as the time evolution operator and use the interaction

representation Eq. (9). Then, we get

〈πβ(t,k)〉 = exp

[

−Γ
∫ t

0

dτq(t)2
]

πβ(t = 0, q(τ)), (S32)

where πβ(t = 0, q(τ)) is the initial state in the interaction representation

πβ(t = 0, q(t)) = exp

[

tk · D · ∇k
]

πβ(t = 0,k). (S33)

We note that an arbitrary function of the wavenumber f (k) operated by etk·D·∇k is written as the function of the advected

wavenumber

exp

[

tk · D · ∇k
]

f (k) = f (q(t)). (S34)

CALCULATION OFMi(τ)

We derive Eqs. (15) . The eigenvalue λ± and the eigenvector e± ofDT are calculated as

λ± = ±
√

S 2 − A2, (S35)

e± =
1
√

2S

( √
S − A

±
√

S + A

)

, (S36)

The eigenvalues λ± are real for the elongational flow (S > A) and pure imaginary for the rotational flow (A > S ), respectively.

For the shear flow, they are zero and degenerate. From the eigenvectors, we have the diagonalizing matrix for S , A

P =
1
√

2S

(√
S − A

√
S − A√

S + A −
√

S + A

)

. (S37)
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FIG. S1. Fi(s) with several S and A. The blue, orange and green lines show Fi(s) with (S , A) = (1, 0), (1, 1) and (0.5, 1), respectively.

We then calculateMi(τ) = exp[τDT /2] as follows

exp

(

τ

2
DT

)

= PP−1 exp

(

τ

2
DT

)

PP−1, (S38)

= P

(

eτλ+/2 0

0 eτλ−/2

)

P−1, (S39)

=

(

cosh(τλ+/2) S−A
λ+

sinh(τλ+/2)
S+A
λ+

sinh(τλ+/2) cosh(τλ+/2),

)

. (S40)

where we have used λ+ = −λ−. By writing λ+ as iΩr, we get Eq. (15).

EXPLICIT EXPRESSIONS AND PLOTS OF Fi(s)

The explicit expressions of Fi(s) are calculated as

Fr(s) =

[

2S 2(cos(Ωrs) − 1) + Ω2
r A2s2

Ω4
r

+ 2ǫ

(

s +
sS 2

Ω2
r

− S 2 sin(Ωrs)

Ω3
r

)]−1/2

, (S41)

Fe(s) =

[

2S 2(cosh(Ωes) − 1) −Ω2
e A2s2

Ω4
e

+ 2ǫ

(

s − sS 2

Ω2
e

+
S 2 sinh(Ωes)

Ω3
e

)]−1/2

, (S42)

Fs(s) =

[

1

12
S 2s4 + s2 + ǫ

(

2s +
1

3
S 2s3

)]−1/2

. (S43)

Figure S1 plots Fi(s). The blue, orange and green lines show Fe(s), Fs(s) and Fr(s), respectively. Fr(s) has the slowest decay

among them.

We also argue the UV divergence which occurs in ǫ → 0. The leading term of Fi(s) in the limit s→ 0 and the integral of that

is calculated as

Fi(s) ∝ 1
√

2ǫs
, (S44)

∫ Λ0

0

dsFi(s) ∝
√

Λ0

2ǫ
. (S45)

where Λ0 is the upper limit for the asymptotic behavior of Fi(s). This behavior is common among the three flows. The integral

diverges in the limit ǫ → 0 and thus it is the UV one that we have regulated. In conclusion, the UV divergence appears from the

behavior in s→ 0.
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SCALING BEHAVIOR IN FIG. 2-(C)

We derive the scaling behavior φ̄R ∼ δ1/4 with δ ≡ S/A − 1 in Fig. 2-(c). From Eqs.(4) and (13), we see that the dependence

of φ̄R on S and A comes from the integral of Fi(s).

The asymptotic behavior of Fe(s) in s→ ∞ and its integral are calculated as

Fe(s) =
Ω2

e√
2S

e−sΩe/2, (S46)

∫ ∞

Λ1

dsFe(s) =

√
2Ωe

S
eΛ1Ωe/2, (S47)

where Λ1 is the cutoff for the asymptotic behavior. By expanding the integral in δ, we get the following in the leading order

∫ ∞

Λ1

dsFe(s) =

√
2

S
δ1/2. (S48)

Therefore, we have φ̄2
R
∼ δ1/2 and thus get the scaling behavior in Fig. 2-(c).


