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Results for β-functions and anomalous dimensions in general scalar fermion theories are
presented to three loops. Various constraints on the individual coefficients for each diagram
following from supersymmetry are analysed. The results are used to discuss potential fixed
points in the ε-expansion for scalar fermion theories, with arbitrary numbers of scalar fields,
and where there are just two scalar couplings and one Yukawa coupling. For different
examples the fixed points follow a similar pattern as the numbers of fermions is varied. For
diagrams with subdivergences there are extensive consistency constraints arising from the
existence of a perturbative a-function and these are analysed in detail. Further arbitrary
scheme variations which preserve the form of β functions and anomalous dimensions in
terms of 1PI diagrams are also discussed. The existence of linear and quadratic scheme
invariants is demonstrated and the consistency condition are shown to be expressible in
terms of these invariants.
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1 Introduction

Whatever the role of supersymmetry in the phenomenological description of the world at
accessible energies there is no doubt that supersymmetric quantum field theories in various
dimensions have enhanced our understanding of quantum field theories more generally.
This is especially true non perturbatively where the duality between different theories was
first developed and the existence of conformal fixed points in three and higher dimensions
is much better understood. However there are also constraints at the perturbative level
where supersymmetric non-renormalisation theorems have implications for β-functions and
related quantities even when there is no supersymmetry.

In this paper we explore these, and other, constraints for general scalar fermion the-
ories in four space-time dimensions at up to three loops. For pure scalar theories, this is
hardly state of the art as general three loop results for have been known for more than 30
years [1], and higher orders are available [2–5]. Nevertheless, the corresponding expressions
for general scalar fermion theories, allowing for arbitrary Yukawa couplings, have only been
obtained quite recently [6–8]. While field anomalous dimensions and Yukawa β-functions
were obtained, these depended on results already found for a variety of special cases. The
general β- and γ-functions are expressed in terms of contractions of generalised coupling
tensors with each term corresponding to a specific allowed Feynman diagram at each loop
order. The associated results for the quartic scalar β-function at three loops have not pre-
viously been fully determined [6]. Closing this gap would also represent a stepping stone
towards complete three-loop renormalisation group equations of any renormalisable QFT,
which is now feasible after recent advancements to general four-loop gauge and three-loop
Yukawa results [7–9]. Without gauge interactions, each term corresponds to a one particle
irreducible (1PI) diagram, whose numbers increase rapidly with each loop order. With the
quartic scalar coupling in standard regularisation schemes all one vertex reducible diagrams
(or snail diagrams) can be omitted so that the necessary diagrams are one vertex irredu-
cible (1VI). The unknown coefficients may be partially fixed with direct calculations, e.g.
[10–16] in our case. However, their number can be greatly reduced and literature results
cross-checked by applying more sophisticated constraints, which is the exercise undertaken
here.

To carry this out for general four-dimensional renormalisable scalar fermion theories, it
is natural to consider a basis with ns real scalars φa and essentially nf pseudo-real Majorana
fermions ψ where the couplings are just a symmetric 4 index real tensor λabcd and a Yukawa
coupling ya which is a symmetric nf × nf real matrix in the non spinorial fermion indices
(which are here suppressed) [6, 9]. The discussion in subsequent sections then concerns
the beta functions βλabcd, βya as well as associated anomalous dimensions γφab, and γψ.
These quantities completely determine β-functions when superrenormalisable couplings,
corresponding to operators with dimension three or less, are introduced, if background field
methods are used, or equivalently by applying the so called dummy field technique [17–
19]. The results here encompass those for Dirac fermions, the corresponding reduction is
described later.
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In terms of the numerical coefficients then for each fermion loop corresponding to a
trace over products of the Yukawa coupling matrices ya then for a four dimension four
component Majorana spinor Ψ then each such trace should have an additional factor 2.
Such spinors reduce in three dimensions to two two component real spinors corresponding
to inequivalent representations of the three dimensional Dirac algebra.

General theories of course can be restricted by imposing symmetries. With complex
fields, ns even, then we may take ya → (yi, ȳi) with yi, ȳi not necessarily square matrices
but related by hermitian conjugation. Imposing a U(1) symmetry where both scalar and
fermion fields carry a charge, so that all lines in any diagram are directed, the number of
diagrams is significantly reduced (for the three loop 1PI Yukawa vertex diagrams from 52
to 12) [20].

As a special case the U(1) symmetric theory encompasses the Wess-Zumino theory
with N = 1 supersymmetry and four supercharges [21]. In a superspace formalism, for
the renormalisable theory, there are complex chiral superfields Φi, Φ̄i, with an overall
U(1) symmetry and the general couplings are given by a symmetric 3 index tensor Y ijk

and its conjugate Ȳijk, which determine the scalar quartic couplings. There are then very
strong non-renormalisation theorems [22, 23] which ensure that the β-functions βY ijk, βȲ ijk
are determined just in terms of the anomalous dimensions γΦ, γΦ̄. Moreover, dedicated
literature for such supersymmetric QFT’s are available to high orders [24–29]. This yields
conditions on the β-functions and anomalous dimensions for an arbitrary scalar fermion
theory but these do not significantly reduce the number of independent terms [6].

In three dimensions there are scalar-fermion theories with just two supercharges [30].
In a superfield formalism the theory is described in terms of a real superfield Φa and for
current interest there are just real cubic couplings given by the symmetric three index Y abc.
Such theories can emerge at fixed points under RG flow [31–34] and may be relevant for
fixed point exponents in some condensed matter systems. For a single scalar field and a Z2
symmetry this is a supersymmetric version of the 3d Ising model. For several scalar fields
then extending the theory away from three dimensions it is possible to set up an epsilon
expansion determining potential fixed points and their associated critical exponents [35].
The 3d supersymmetric Ising model has been explored using the bootstrap [36–40], with
extensions to several fields in [39]. Of course extending supersymmetric theories away
from their natural integer dimension, even just in a perturbative expansion, is potentially
fraught with with problems. Various identities necessary for supersymmetry are no longer
valid. A discussion of the four dimensional N = 1 supersymmetry algebra extended away
from four dimensions was given in [41]. The minimal three dimensional supersymmetric
scalar-fermion theory would define an apparent four dimensional theory with N = 1

2 super-
symmetry1. These theories of course do not exist as well defined Lorentz invariant unitary
theories though there exists the possibility of considering such a theory away from three
dimensions where the full d-dimensional Lorentz symmetry is broken. For N = 1 four
dimensional theories an attempt was made in to extend the supersymmetry algebra away

1This is different from the N = 1
2 supersymmetry discussed in [42, 43] which involve non anti-commuting

θ′s or θ̄′s. The renormalisation of these theories was considered in [44–50]
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from four dimensions using a form of dimensional reduction. Dimensional regularisation
breaks supersymmetry but for N = 1 theories such anomalous contributions breaking su-
persymmetric Ward identities should be removable by an appropriate redefinition of the
couplings, or essentially a change of scheme. At one, two or three loops it is sufficient just
to ensure that fermion traces are appropriately normalised. We defer further discussion to
the conclusion.

In section 8 we make use of the three loop results to discuss possible fixed points in the
ε-expansion for fermion scalar theories. We consider generalisations of the Gross-Neveu,
Nambu Jona-Lasinio and Heisenberg theories which have ns = 1, 2, 3 scalar fields and have
O(ns) symmetry. For ns ≥ 4 there are theories with reduced symmetry H ⊂ O(ns) sym-
metry which have two scalar couplings and one Yukawa coupling. For a consistent RG
flow with the reduced set of couplings it is necessary to impose completeness relations on
the matrices defining the Yukawa couplings. For square matrices we identify six different
examples where these are satisfied. In each case the numbers of fermions nf can be arbitrar-
ily large. For vanishing Yukawa coupling these theories generally have just the O(ns) and
Gaussian fixed points though one example is equivalent to the scalar theory with hyper-
tetrahedral symmetry where there are two further fixed points with Sns+1×Z2 symmetry.
Assuming just lowest order β-functions the Yukawa β-function does not contain the scalar
couplings and is easily solved. For the scalar couplings there are then relations between
the fixed points for small and large nf . A similar pattern emerges in each example. Even
if there are four fixed points when nf = 0 these reduce to two except for very tiny or very
large nf . Generally there are two fixed points for low and large nf and for intermediate nf
either 0 or 4. These do not necessarily lead to scalar potentials which are bounded below,
the Gaussian fixed point becomes unstable when nf > 0, but there is a stable potential for
large nf related to the Gaussian fixed point as nf → 0. We also consider an example where
the Yukawa matrices are not square, corresponding to chiral fermions, and where there is
a U(r)×U(s) symmetry and ns = rs. The purely scalar theory may have four fixed points
for suitable r, s but with a non zero Yukawa coupling there is a similar pattern.

Further constraints relating the coefficients for the contributions of various diagrams
to β-functions and anomalous dimensions can be obtained from applying a perturbative
version of the a-theorem [1, 9, 20, 51, 52]. In general this relates certain combinations of
β and γ-function coefficients at a particular loop order to lower order contributions. In
the present context this provides relations for the coefficients of the three loop Yukawa
β-function and also γφ and γψ. Such conditions were analysed at length by Poole and
Thomsen [9], including also gauge couplings. We present their results here without any
explicit evaluation of lower order one and two loop contributions so that the structure of
the conditions is more apparent. We also consider the restriction to U(1) symmetry where
results are more tractable.

In the next four sections we list the diagrams for the scalar and fermion anomalous
dimensions and the Yukawa and quartic scalar β-functions for the general scalar fermion
theory at up to three loops. We also give the values for the corresponding coefficients,
143 at three loops, which are all consistent with the various relations obtained later. Of
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course at one and two loops results have been known for a long time, we list the coefficients
diagram by diagram. Our conventions match those in [9] and our numerical results at one
and two loops agree precisely once they are multiplied by the required factor to ensure
overall symmetry. Similarly the three loop results for the Yukawa β-function and also the
anomalous dimensions agree exactly with [8]. In the case of the quartic scalar β-function
the relations obtained here are used to provide complete results for all terms appearing
in the general expansion. For simplicity the Yukawa couplings are rescaled by 4π and
the scalar quartic couplings by 16π2. These coefficients all correspond to what would be
obtained in a MS scheme although no explicit calculation is undertaken here.

The results are simplified in section 6 where a U(1) symmetry is imposed which signi-
ficantly reduces the number of terms present in the expansions of the general β-functions
and anomalous dimensions. The U(1) restriction contains as a special case N = 1 super-
symmetry and the various necessary linear constraints are derived in section 7. We there
also consider also the example of what is here termed N = 1

2 supersymmetry where there
are a significant number of linear constraints which are all satisfied by the explicit results
listed earlier in sections 2,3,4,5.

Besides supersymmetry conditions there are also relations for the various coefficients
derived from the existence of a perturbative a-function. We list the conditions for the
genera scalar-fermion theory which are all derived from [9]. For the two loop anomalous
dimensions and the Yukawa β-function there are 4 relations whereas at three loops there are
42. At three loops it is necessary to also allow for 5 possible antisymmetric contributions
to the anomalous dimensions and 4 relations for these are obtained.

Section 8 contains our discussion of scalar fermion fixed points. For multiple scalars we
show there are theories which can be restricted to a single Yukawa coupling and two quartic
scalar couplings. As special cases these include the well known renormalisable Gross-Neveu
and Nambu Jona-Lasinio theories.

In general results for individual coefficients corresponding to particular diagrams are
scheme dependent. In section 10 scheme variations which preserve the structure in terms
of contributions from 1PI diagrams are considered. Coefficients corresponding to primitive
diagrams, which have no subdivergences, are individually invariant but this of course not
true in general. We demonstrate how scheme invariants can be formed and applied in
detail to the three loop Yukawa β-function. These can be linear or higher order in the
coefficients. The scheme invariance of the a-function relations is also verified.

Some further details are considered in various appendices. Appendix A describes a
basis for Majorana fermions relevant for reduction to three dimensions and their possible
extensions away from d = 3 with broken Lorentz invariance. In appendix B we outline
some tensorial calculations relevant for the fixed point discussion. Some figures elucidating
how the fixed points in scalar fermion theories vary with differing numbers of fermions are
given in appendix C. In appendix D we describe the derivation of the a-function relations
at two and three loops after restricting to U(1) symmetry, there is then one relation at two
loops and 12 at three. Finally in appendix E we discuss some general features of scheme
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changes which preserve the perturbative structure in terms of contributions corresponding
to 1PI diagrams.

2 Scalar Anomalous Dimension

The one and two loop 1PI and 1VI diagrams relevant for γφab = γφ
ba are just

1 2a 2b 2c
Figure 1. One and two loop diagrams giving contributions to the scalar field anomalous dimensions,
containing Yukawa and quartic scalar couplings. Fermion lines are solid, scalar lines are dashed.

while at three loops

3a 3b 3c 3d 3e

3f 3g 3h 3i

3j 3k 3l 3m

Figure 2. Three loop diagrams giving contributions to the scalar field anomalous dimensions,
containing Yukawa and quartic scalar couplings.

The corresponding expansions are then

γ
(1)ab
φ = γφ1 tr(yab) ,

γ
(2)ab
φ = γφ2a λ

acdeλbcde + γφ2b tr(yabcc) + γφ2c tr(yacbc) ,

γ
(3)ab
φ = γφ3a λ

acdeλdefgλbcfg + γφ3b λ
acdeλbcdf tr(yef ) + γφ3c S2 λ

acde tr(ybcde)

+ γφ3d tr(yabcd) tr(ycd) + γφ3e tr(yacbd) tr(ycd) + γφ3f tr(yabccdd)
+ γφ3g tr(yabcddc) + γφ3h tr(yaccbdd) + γφ3i tr(yabcdcd) + γφ3j S2 tr(yacbcdd)
+ γφ3k tr(yacdbdc) + γφ3l tr(yacbdcd) + γφ3m tr(yacdbcd) , (2.1)
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employing the abbreviation yabcd... = yaybycyd... and where S2 denotes the sum over two
terms necessary to ensure symmetry for a ↔ b so that γabφ = γbaφ for the three loop
expressions. For four dimensional Majorana fermions ya →

(
ya 0
0 ya

)
so that

tr(ya1ya2 . . . yap)
∣∣
Majorana =

(
1 + (−1)p

)
tr(ya1...ap) . (2.2)

The coefficients for the trace corresponding to a fermion loop then has an additional factor
two.

With this notation the results of calculation for the individual coefficients in the general
fermion scalar theory are [6–8, 53]

γφ1 = 1
2 , γφ2a = 1

12 , γφ2b = −3
4 , γφ2c = −1

2 ,

γφ3a = − 1
16 , γφ3b = − 5

32 , γφ3c = 5
8 , γφ3d = 1 , γφ3e = 9

16 ,

γφ3f = − 3
16 , γφ3g = 5

16 , γφ3h = 1
32 , γφ3i = −3

8 ,

γφ3j = 7
16 , γφ3k = 7

4 , γφ3l = −3
4 , γφ3m = 3

2ζ3 − 1 . (2.3)

At three loop order there is the further possibility of 1PI antisymmetric contributions
to the anomalous dimension [14, 53–55] which take the form [9]

υ
(3)ab
φ = υφ3c A2 λ

acde tr(ybcde) + υφ3j A2 tr(yacbcdd) , (2.4)

where now A2 tr(yacbcdd) = tr(yacbcdd) − tr(ybcacdd). Such terms can usually be neglected
but they play a role in terms of finding fixed points with vanishing energy momentum
tensor trace. In this context the results [8] are then

υφ3c = −5
8 , υφ3j = −3

4 . (2.5)

3 Fermion Anomalous Dimension

For γψ = γψ
T at one and two loops the 1PI, 1VI diagrams are just

1 2a 2b 2c

Figure 3. One and two loop diagrams giving contributions to the fermion field anomalous dimen-
sions, containing Yukawa and quartic scalar couplings.

and at three loops there are 16 1PI diagrams
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3a 3b 3c 3d 3e

3f 3g 3h 3i 3j

3k 3l 3m 3n 3o

3p

Figure 4. Three-loop diagrams giving contributions to the fermion field anomalous dimensions,
containing Yukawa and quartic scalar couplings.

Corresponding to figures 3 and 4 the contributions have the general form

γ
(1)
ψ = γψ1 y

aa ,

γ
(2)
ψ = γψ2a y

ab tr(yab) + γψ2b y
abba + γψ2c y

abab ,

γ
(3)
ψ = γψ3a λ

acdeλbcde yab + γψ3b λ
abcd yabcd + γψ3c y

ab tr(yac) tr(ybc)

+
(
γψ3d y

accb + γψ3e y
cabc + γψ3f S2 y

acbc) tr(yab) + γψ3g y
ab tr(yabcc) (3.1)

+ γψ3h y
ab tr(yacbc) + γψ3i y

abbcca + γψ3j y
abccba + γψ3k y

abacbc + γψ3l y
abcbca

+ γψ3m S2 y
abcbac + γψ3n S2 y

abbcac + γψ3o y
abccab + γψ3p y

abcabc . (3.2)

where here S2 y
acbc = yacbc+ycbca, S2 y

abcbac = yabcbac+ycabcba and similarly as necessary for
the symmetry γ(3)

ψ = γ
(3)T
ψ . In this case the coefficients in a MS scheme are then [6–8, 53]

γψ1 = 1
2 , γψ2a = −3

8 , γψ2b = −1
8 , γψ2c = 0 ,

γψ3a = −11
96 , γψ3b = 1 , γψ3c = − 3

32 , γψ3d = −1
8 ,

γψ3e = 9
32 , γψ3f = − 3

32 , γψ3g = 1 , γψ3h = 1
2 ,

γψ3i = − 5
32 , γψ3j = 1

16 , γψ3k = 1
2 , γψ3l = − 5

16 ,

γψ3m = 0 , γψ3n = 3
32 , γψ3o = 1

4 , γψ3p = 3
2ζ3 − 1 . (3.3)

For potential antisymmetric contributions

υ
(3)
ψ = υψ3f A2 y

acbc tr(yab) + υψ3m A2 y
abcbac + γψ3n A2 y

abbcac , (3.4)
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with A2 y
acbc tr(yab) = (yacbc − ycacb) tr(yab), A2 y

abcbac = yabcbac − yacbabc. In this case [8]

υψ3f = 7
16 , υψ3m = −3

8 , υψ3n = − 5
16 . (3.5)

4 Yukawa Couplings

The Yukawa coupling β-function can be decomposed as

βay = βaTy = β̃ay + γabφ yb + γψ y
a + ya γψ , (4.1)

where β̃ay is determined solely by the contributions of 1PI diagrams.

At one and two loops the relevant 1PI diagrams are

1 2a 2b 2c 2d 2e 2f

Figure 5. One and two loop Yukawa vertex diagrams.

where

β̃(1)a
y = βy1 y

bab ,

β̃(2)a
y = βy2a λ

abcdybcd + βy2b y
bac tr(ybc) + βy2c S2 y

baccb + βy2d S2 y
bacbc

+ βy2e y
bcacb + βy2f y

bcabc , (4.2)

with S2 y
baccb = ybaccb+ybccab, as necessary for symmetry. Old results, with our conventions,

give

βy1 = 2 , βy2a = −2 , βy2b = βy2c = −1 , βy2d = 0 , βy2e = −2 , βy2f = 2 . (4.3)

At three loops there are 52 distinct diagrams so we use the alphabet twice over as
labels
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3a 3b 3c 3d 3e 3f 3g

3h 3i 3j 3k 3l 3m 3n

3o 3p 3q 3r 3s 3t 3u

3v 3w 3x 3y 3z 3ã 3b̃

3c̃ 3d̃ 3ẽ 3f̃ 3g̃ 3h̃ 3ı̃

3̃ 3k̃ 3l̃ 3m̃ 3ñ 3õ 3p̃

3q̃ 3r̃ 3s̃ 3t̃ 3ũ 3ṽ 3w̃

3x̃ 3ỹ 3z̃

Figure 6. Three loop Yukawa vertex diagrams.

Joining the external lines to a single vertex the resulting vacuum diagrams can be either
planar or non planar. In the above list 3c, 3s, 3x, 3g̃, 3õ, 3p̃, 3r̃, 3s̃, 3ũ, 3ṽ, 3w̃, 3x̃, 3ỹ are non
planar
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With this diagrammatic decomposition the three loop Yukawa β-function is expanded
as

β̃(3)a
y = βy3a λ

bdefλcdef ybac + λabefλefcd
(
βy3b S2 y

bcd + βy3c y
cbd)

+ λacde tr(yeb)
(
βy3d y

cbd + βy3e S2 y
bcd)+ λbcde

(
βy3f y

bcade + βy3g S2 y
bacde)

+ λabcd
(
βy3h y

ebcde + βy3i y
beced + βy3j S2 y

beecd + βy3k S2 y
ebecd + βy3l S2 y

ebced)
+ βy3m y

bac tr(ybd) tr(ycd)
+
(
βy3n y

dbacd + βy3o y
bdadc + βy3p S2 y

baddc + βy3q S2 y
dabdc) tr(ybc)

+
(
βy3r S2 y

badcd + βy3s S2 y
dbadc + βy3t S2 y

dabcd) tr(ybc)
+ ybac

(
βy3u tr(ybcdd) + βy3v tr(ybdcd)

)
+
(
βy3w y

bcd + βy3x S2 y
bdc) tr(yabcd)

+ βy3y y
bccaddb + βy3z S2 y

baccddb + βy3ã S2 y
bacddcb + βy3b̃ S2 y

bcacddb

+ βy3c̃ S2 y
bcaddcb + βy3d̃ S2 y

bcadcdb + βy3ẽ S2 y
bacdcdb + βy3f̃ y

bcdadcb

+ βy3g̃ y
bcdacdb + βy3h̃ S2 y

bcbaddc + βy3ı̃ S2 y
baccdbd + βy3̃ S2 y

bacddbc

+ βy3k̃ S2 y
bacbddc + βy3l̃ S2 y

bacbdcd + βy3m̃ S2 y
bacdbdc + βy3ñ S2 y

badcdbc

+ βy3õ S2 y
bcabddc + βy3p̃ S2 y

bcaddbc + βy3q̃ S2 y
bcacdbd + βy3r̃ S2 y

bcadbdc

+ βy3s̃ S2 y
bcabdcd + βy3t̃ y

bcbadcd + βy3ũ y
bcdadbc + βy3ṽ S2 y

bacdbcd

+ βy3w̃ S2 y
bcdacbd + βy3x̃ S2 y

bcadbcd + βy3ỹ y
bcdabcd + βy3z̃ S2 y

bcadcbd , (4.4)

with [6–8, 53]

βy3a = −3
8 , βy3b = 1

2 , βy3c = 3
2 , βy3d = 3

2 , βy3e = 1
2 ,

βy3f = 2 , βy3g = 3 , βy3h = 5 , βy3i = 3 , βy3j = 1
2 ,

βy3k = −1 , βy3l = 2 , βy3m = −1
2 , βy3n = 2 , βy3o = −1 ,

βy3p = −1
2 , βy3q = 3

2 , βy3r = −3
2 , βy3s = −1

2 , βy3t = 25
16 ,

βy3u = 25
8 , βy3v = 5

4 , βy3w = 0 , βy3x = 2(3ζ3 − 2) , βy3y = −1
2 ,

βy3z = −1
2 , βy3ã = 7

16 , βy3b̃ = −1 , βy3c̃ = 2 , βy3d̃ = −1 ,

βy3ẽ = −1 , βy3f̃ = 4 , βy3g̃ = 6ζ3 − 5 , βy3h̃ = −3
2 , βy3ı̃ = −3

2 ,

βy3̃ = 1
2 , βy3k̃ = 3

2 , βy3l̃ = 2 , βy3m̃ = 1 , βy3ñ = −2
βy3õ = −1

2 , βy3p̃ = −3
2 , βy3q̃ = −3 , βy3r̃ = 3(2ζ3 − 1) , βy3s̃ = 1 ,

βy3t̃ = −2 , βy3ũ = −3 , βy3ṽ = 3(2ζ3 − 1) , βy3w̃ = 2(3ζ3 − 1) , βy3x̃ = 2(3ζ3 − 1) ,
βy3ỹ = 2 , βy3z̃ = −4 . (4.5)

Of the above two and three loop diagrams 2a, 2f , 3f , 3l, 3w̃, 3x̃, 3ỹ, 3z̃ do not have
subdivergences and are primitive.
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5 Scalar Quartic Couplings

The scalar quartic coupling is a symmetric 4 index tensor λabcd and the β-function has a
similar decomposition as for the Yukawa coupling in (4.1)

β abcdλ = β̃ abcdλ + γaeφ λ
ebcd + γbeφ λ

aecd + γceφ λ
abed + γdeφ λ

abce = β̃ abcdλ + S4 γ
ae
φ λ

ebcd (5.1)

with β̃ abcdλ given in terms of 1PI diagrams and S4 here denoting the sum over the four
terms, each term with unit weight, necessary to obtain a fully symmetric result.

At one and two loops the relevant diagrams are so that

1a 1b 2a 2b

2c 2d 2e 2f 2g

Figure 7. One and two loop diagrams relevant for the scalar quartic β-function.

β̃
(1)abcd
λ = βλ1a S3 λ

abefλcdef + βλ1b S3 tr(yabcd) ,

β̃
(2)abcd
λ = βλ2a S6 λ

abefλcfghλdegh + βλ2b S3 λ
abefλcdeg tr(yfg)

+ βλ2c S6 λ
abef tr(yefcd) + βλ2d S6 λ

abef tr(yecfd)
+ βλ2e S12 tr(yaeebcd) + βλ2f S12 tr(yaebcde) + βλ2g S6 tr(yeabecd) , (5.2)

with Sn denoting the sum over n terms necessary to achieve symmetrisation over all per-
mutations of a, b, c, d. Historic results, with our conventions, give

βλ1a = 1 , βλ1b = −4 , βλ2a = −1 , βλ2b = −1 ,
βλ2c = 0 , βλ2d = 2 , βλ2e = 2 , βλ2f = 4 , βλ2g = 4 . (5.3)

At three loops there are O(λ4, λ3y2, λ2, y4, λy6, y8) contributions to the scalar quartic
β-function. For our discussion it is convenient to isolate related sets of diagrams out of a
total of 62. The O(λ4) purely scalar contribution corresponds to the diagrams

so that

β̃
(3)abcd
λA = βλ3a S3 λ

abefλehijλghijλcdfg + βλ3b S12 λ
abefλceghλfgijλdhij

+ βλ3c S3 λ
abefλegijλfhijλcdgh + βλ3d S6 λ

abefλceghλghijλdfij

+ βλ3e S6 λ
afgeλbfghλceijλdhij + βλ3f λ

aefgλbehiλcfhjλdgij . (5.4)

For the purely scalar case the general three loop coefficients have been known long since

βλ3a = −3
8 , βλ3b = 2 , βλ3c = 1

2 , βλ3d = −1
2 , βλ3e = −1

2 , βλ3f = 12ζ3 . (5.5)

11



3a 3b 3c 3d 3e 3f

Figure 8. Three loop diagrams involving the quartic scalar coupling contributions to the scalar
β-function.

3g 3h 3i 3j

3k 3l 3m 3n 3o

Figure 9. Three loop diagrams involving fermion bubble contributions to the scalar β-function.

Diagrams involving two or one insertions of fermion bubbles into internal scalar propag-
ator lines in one or two loop diagrams are just

The corresponding contributions are then

β̃abcdλB = βλ3g S3 λ
abefλcdgh tr(yeg) tr(yfh) + βλ3h S3 λ

abefλcdeg tr(yfh) tr(yhg)
+ βλ3i S6 λ

abefλceghλdfgi tr(yhi) + βλ3j S12 λ
abefλceghλdghi tr(yfi)

+ βλ3k S12 λ
abef tr(yfg) tr(ygecd) + βλ3l S6 λ

abef tr(yfg) tr(ygced)
+ S12

(
βλ3m tr(yabcdef ) + βλ3n tr(yabcedf )

)
tr(yef )

+ βλ3o S6 tr(yabecdf ) tr(yef ) , (5.6)

with

βλ3g = −1
4 , βλ3h = −1

2 , βλ3i = 2 , βλ3j = −1
2 , βλ3k = 3 , βλ3l = 2 ,

βλ3m = −25
8 , βλ3n = −4 , βλ3o = −3 . (5.7)

There are further O(λ2) diagrams which are
which give

β̃abcdλC = S3 λ
abefλcdeg

(
βλ3p tr(yfghh) + βλ3q tr(yfhgh)

)
+ S12 λ

abefλcegh
(
βλ3r tr(ydfgh) + βλ3s tr(ydgfh)

)
+ S3 λ

abefλcdgh
(
βλ3t tr(yefgh) + βλ3u tr(yegfh)

)
+ S12 λ

aefgλbefh(βλ3v tr(ycdgh) + βλ3w tr(ycgdh)
)
. (5.8)

Diagrams with a single scalar vertex are

12



3p 3q 3r 3s

3t 3u 3v 3w
Figure 10. Three-loop O(λ2) diagrams contributing to the scalar β-function.

3x 3y 3z 3ã

3b̃ 3c̃ 3d̃ 3ẽ 3f̃

3g̃ 3h̃ 3ı̃ 3̃ 3k̃

Figure 11. Three-loop diagrams containing one scalar vertex and one fermion loop.

These correspond to

β̃abcdλD = βλ3x S12 λ
aefg tr(ybcdefg) + S6 λ

abef (βλ3y tr(ycggdef ) + βλ3z tr(ycdeggf )
)

+ S12 λ
abef (βλ3ã tr(ycdggef ) + βλ3b̃ tr(ycdgegf ) + βλ3c̃ tr(ycegdgf )

)
+ S12 λ

abef (βλ3d̃ tr(ycedggf ) + βλ3ẽ tr(ycegdgf )
)

+ βλ3f̃ S6 λ
abef tr(ycgegdf )

+ S6 λ
abef (βλ3g̃ tr(ycegdfg) + βλ3h̃ tr(ycdgefg) + βλ3ı̃ tr(ycdgefg)

)
+ βλ3̃ S4 λ

aefg tr(ybecfdg) + βλ3k̃ S24 λ
aefg tr(ybcedfg) . (5.9)

The remaining diagrams have no quartic scalar vertex. Those which involve two fer-
mion loops are just

3l̃ 3m̃ 3ñ

Figure 12. Double fermion loop diagrams without scalar vertex.

β̃abcdλE = S6
(
βλ3l̃ tr(yabef ) + βλ3m̃ tr(yaebf )

)
tr(ycdef ) + βλ3ñ S3 tr(yaebf ) tr(ycedf ) . (5.10)
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The final set of diagrams is then

3õ 3p̃ 3q̃ 3r̃ 3s̃

3t̃ 3ũ 3ṽ 3w̃ 3x̃ 3ỹ

3z̃ 3a′ 3b′ 3c′ 3d′ 3e′

3f ′ 3g′ 3h′ 3i′ 3j′

Figure 13. Three-loop diagrams containing only Yukawa couplings with a single fermion loop.

β̃abcdλF = βλ3õ S12 tr(yabcdeeff ) + βλ3p̃ S6 tr(yabeecdff ) + βλ3q̃ S12 tr(yaeebffcd)
+ S12

(
βλ3r̃ tr(yabcdeffe) + βλ3s̃ tr(yabcdefef )

)
+ S24

(
βλ3t̃ tr(yaffebecd) + βλ3ũ tr(yaeffbecd) + βλ3ṽ tr(yaebecffd)

)
+ βλ3w̃ S24 tr(yaefebfcd) + βλ3x̃ S6 tr(yaebecfdf ) + βλ3ỹ S12 tr(yabecefdf )
+ S12

(
βλ3z̃ tr(yaefbfecd) + βλ3a′ tr(yaefbefcd) + βλ3b′ tr(yabecfedf )

)
+ βλ3c′ S24 tr(yaffebced) + S12

(
βλ3d′ tr(yabecffde) + βλ3e′ tr(yaefebcfd)

)
+ S24

(
βλ3f ′ tr(yaefbfced) + βλ3g′ tr(yaefbecfd)

)
+ S6

(
βλ3h′ tr(yaefbcefd) + βλ3i′ tr(yaefbcfed)

)
+ βλ3j′ S3 tr(yaebfcedf ) . (5.11)

Of the quartic scalar diagrams 2g, 3f, 3h̃, 3ı̃, 3̃, 3k̃, 3b′, 3g′, 3h′, 3i′, 3j′ are primitive. The
diagrams 3f, 3l, 3s, 3u, 3w, 3d̃, 3ẽ, 3f̃ , 3g̃, 3̃, 3k̃, 3a′, 3b′, 3g′, 3i′, 3j′ are non planar.
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As explained subsequently the 62 individual coefficients can be determined so that

βλ3a = −3
8 , βλ3b = 2 , βλ3c = 1

2 , βλ3d = −1
2 ,

βλ3e = −1
2 , βλ3f = 12ζ3 , βλ3g = −1

4 , βλ3h = −1
2 ,

βλ3i = 2 , βλ3j = −1
2 , βλ3k = 3 , βλ3l = 2 ,

βλ3m = −25
8 , βλ3n = −4 , βλ3o = −3 , βλ3p = 25

8 ,

βλ3q = 5
4 , βλ3r = 2 , βλ3s = 2(3ζ3 − 2) , βλ3t = 2 ,

βλ3u = 3ζ3 − 1 , βλ3v = 3 , βλ3w = 1 , βλ3x = −10 ,
βλ3y = −1 , βλ3z = −3 , βλ3ã = −3 , βλ3b̃ = −2 ,
βλ3c̃ = −6 , βλ3d̃ = −4 , βλ3ẽ = −4 , βλ3f̃ = 4(3ζ3 − 2) ,
βλ3g̃ = 2(6ζ3 − 5) , βλ3h̃ = −2 , βλ3ı̃ = −10 , βλ3̃ = −24ζ3 ,

βλ3k̃ = −12ζ3 , βλ3l̃ = −8 , βλ3m̃ = −12 , βλ3ñ = −4
βλ3õ = 1 , βλ3p̃ = 1 , βλ3q̃ = 1 , βλ3r̃ = −7

8 ,

βλ3s̃ = 2 , βλ3t̃ = 2 , βλ3ũ = −4 , βλ3ṽ = 2 ,
βλ3w̃ = 2 , βλ3x̃ = 4 , βλ3ỹ = 4 , βy3z̃ = −8 ,
βλ3a′ = −2(6ζ3 − 5) , βλ3b′ = 0 , βλ3c′ = −1 , βλ3d′ = −1 ,
βλ3e′ = −6 , βλ3f ′ = −2 , βλ3g′ = −12ζ3 , βλ3h′ = −4 ,
βλ3i′ = −12ζ3 , βλ3j′ = −24ζ3 . (5.12)

This completes the expressions given in [6], which have been obtained using N = 1 SUSY
relations as well as explicit literature results for the SM [10–14] and Gross-Neveu type
models [15, 16]. In this paper also N = 1

2 SUSY conditions are considered, which are not
self-sufficient to obtain (5.12), but overcomplete the conditions [6] without inconsistencies.
Hence, literature results [15, 16] are cross-checked by the SUSY relations and explicit SM
computations.

6 Reduction to U(1) Symmetry

For complex fields with a U(1) symmetry the number of diagrams is significantly reduced2.
This restriction is achieved by taking φa = (ϕi, ϕ̄i), so that φaφ′a = ϕi ϕ̄

′i + ϕ̄i ϕ′i, and

1
24 λ

abcd φaφbφcφd → 1
4 λij

kl ϕ̄iϕ̄jϕkϕl , φaya → ϕi y
i ( 0 1

0 0 ) + ϕ̄i ȳi ( 0 0
1 0 ) . (6.1)

The scalar and fermion lines on each diagram then have arrows with the basic vertices
for the Yukawa couplings yi, ȳi represented by , and for the scalar quartic

coupling λij
kl by . The triangle graphs present for real couplings are no longer

allowed. With this prescription then for traces over the Yukawa couplings

tr(ya1a2a3...a2n)→


1
2
(
tr(ȳi1yi2 ȳi3 . . . yi2n) + tr(yi2n . . . yi2 ȳi1)

)
,

1
2
(
tr(yi1 ȳi2yi3 . . . ȳi2n) + tr(ȳi2n . . . ȳi2yi1)

)
.

(6.2)

2This example was considered in [20]
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In general then for the anomalous dimensions

γφ
ab =

(
γϕ i

j , γϕ j
i) , γψ =

(
γψ 0
0 γ̄ψ

)
, (6.3)

and for the β-functions from (4.1) and (5.1)

βy
i = β̃y

i + γψ y
i + yi γ̄ψ + yjγϕ j

i , βȳ i = β̃ȳ i + γ̄ψ ȳi + ȳi γψ + γϕ i
j ȳj ,

βλ ij
kl = β̃λ ij

kl + γϕ i
mλmj

kl + γϕ i
mλim

kl + λj
ml γϕm

k + λj
km γϕm

l , (6.4)

where γψ → γ̄ψ βy
i → βȳ i by taking yi ↔ ȳi, λij

kl → λkl
ij in each contribution. For

ȳi = (yi)†, λ klij = (λ ijkl)∗ then γψ = γψ
† and γϕ ji = (γϕ ij)∗. At one loop

γϕ i
j(1) = γφ1 tr(ȳi yj) , γψ

(1) = γψ1 y
iȳi , β̃y

i(1) = 0 ,

β̃λ ij
kl(1) = βλ1a

(
λij

mnλmn
kl + 2S2 λim

knλjn
ml)+ 1

2 βλ1b S2 tr(ȳi ykȳj yl) , (6.5)

where S2Xij
kl = Xij

kl +Xji
kl = Xij

kl +Xij
lk. At two loops

γϕ i
j(2) = 3 γφ2a λik

mnλmn
kj + 1

2 γφ2b
(
tr(ȳi ykȳk yj) + tr(ȳi yj ȳk yk)

)
,

γψ
(2) = γψ2a y

iȳj tr(ȳi yj) + γψ2b y
iȳj y

j ȳi ,

β̃y
i(2) = βy2a λjk

li yj ȳl y
k + βy2f y

j ȳk y
iȳj y

k ,

β̃λ ij
kl(2) = βλ2a

(
2λijmnλmpqkλnqpl + 2λipmqλjqnpλmnkl + S4 λip

qkλjq
mnλmn

pl

+ 2S4 λim
pnλjn

qkλpq
ml)

+ βλ2b
(
λij

mpλmq
kl + S4 λim

kpλjq
lm) tr(ȳp yq)

+ 1
2 βλ2c S4 λim

kn(tr(ȳj ylȳn ym) + tr(ȳj ymȳn yl)
)

+ βλ2d
(
λij

mn tr(ȳm ykȳn yl) + λmn
kl tr(ȳi ymȳj yn)

)
+ 1

2 βλ2e S4
(
tr(ȳm ykȳi ylȳj ym) + tr(ȳm ymȳi ykȳj yl)

)
+ 1

2 βλ2g S4 tr(ȳi ykȳm ylȳj ym) , (6.6)

with S4Xij
kl = Xij

kl +Xji
kl +Xij

lk +Xji
lk.

At three loops the results here reduce to 8 contributions for γφ

γϕ i
j(3) = γφ3a

(
λik

mnλmn
pqλpq

kj + 4λikmnλmlkpλnplj
)

+ γφ3b
(
λik

mnλmn
lj + 2λimlnλknmj

)
tr(ȳl yk)

+ γφ3c
(
λik

lm tr(ȳl yk ȳm yj) + tr(ȳi ylȳk ym)λlmkj
)

+ 1
2 γφ3d

(
tr(ȳi ykȳl yj) + tr(ȳi yj ȳl yk )

)
tr(ȳk yl)

+ 1
2 γφ3f

(
tr(ȳi ykȳk yl ȳl yj) + tr(ȳi yj ȳk ykȳl yl )

)
+ 1

2 γφ3g
(
tr(ȳi ykȳl yl ȳk yj) + tr(ȳi yj ȳk ylȳl yk)

)
+ γφ3h tr(ȳk ykȳi yl ȳl yj) + γφ3m tr(ȳk ylȳi ykȳl yj) . (6.7)
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and 9 for γψ

γψ
(3) = 3 γψ3a y

iȳj λim
klλkl

mj + γψ3b y
iȳk y

j ȳl λij
kl

+ γψ3c y
iȳj tr(yj ȳk) tr(ykȳi) +

(
γψ3d y

iȳk y
kȳj + γψ3e y

kȳj y
iȳk
)

tr(yj ȳi)
+ 1

2 γψ3g y
iȳj
(
tr(yj ȳk ykȳi) + tr(ykȳk yj ȳi)

)
+ γψ3i y

iȳj y
j ȳk y

kȳi + γψ3j y
iȳj y

kȳk y
j ȳi + γψ3p y

iȳj y
kȳi y

j ȳk , (6.8)

and 12 for β̃y

β̃y
i(3) = 2βy3b y

j ȳk y
l(λjmniλnlkm + λjm

knλnl
mi)+ βy3c y

j ȳk y
l λjl

mnλmn
ki

+ βy3d y
j ȳm y

kλjk
li tr(ymȳl) + βy3e

(
ykȳl y

m + ymȳl y
k)λjkli tr(yj ȳm)

+ βy3f y
kȳm y

iȳn y
l λkl

mn + βy3j
(
ykȳm y

mȳj y
l + ykȳj y

mȳmy
l)λklji

+ βy3l
(
ymȳj y

kȳm y
l + ykȳm y

lȳj y
m)λklji

+ βy3s
(
yj ȳl y

iȳk y
l + ylȳk y

iȳl y
j) tr(ykȳj) + 1

2 βy3w
(
yj ȳk y

l + ylȳk y
j) tr(ȳj ykȳl yi)

+ βy3õ
(
ykȳj y

j ȳl y
iȳk y

l + ykȳl y
iȳk y

j ȳj y
l)

+ βy3p̃
(
ykȳl y

j ȳj y
iȳk y

l + ykȳl y
iȳj y

j ȳk y
l)

+ βy3z̃
(
yj ȳk y

lȳj y
iȳl y

k + ykȳl y
iȳj y

lȳk y
j) . (6.9)

For the scalar quartic β-function at three loops the 1PI contributions are restricted
to 43 diagrams as 3n, 3q, 3b̃, 3c̃, 3ẽ, 3f̃ , 3s̃, 3t̃, 3ũ, 3ṽ, 3w̃, 3x̃, 3ỹ , 3z̃, 3e′, 3f ′, 3g′, 3i′, 3j′

are no longer present. There remain 7 primitive 3 loop diagrams.

There is one possible antisymmetric term at three loops

υϕ i
j(3) = υφ3c

(
λik

lm tr(ȳl ykȳm yj)− tr(ȳi ylȳk ym)λlmkj
)
. (6.10)

7 Supersymmetry Relations

Supersymmetry of course relates bosons and fermions. Imposing symmetry on the scalar
fermion theory leads to linear relations between the anomalous dimension and β-function
coefficients which we describe below.

7.1 N = 1 Supersymmetry

The Wess Zumino theory for scalars and fermions is a special case which can be obtained
by restricting the couplings of the theory with U(1) symmetry so that

yi → Y ijk = Y (ijk) , ȳi → Ȳijk = Ȳ(ijk) , λij
kl → ȲijmY

mkl . (7.1)

The usual non renormalisation theorems require

γψ
i
j = γϕj

i = γij , β̃Y
ijk = 0 , β̃λ ij

kl = 2 Ȳijm γmnY nkl . (7.2)

At one loop this just imposes

γS1 = γψ1 = γφ1 , 4βλ1a + βλ1b = 0 , βλ1a = 2 γS1 . (7.3)
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At two loops the necessary conditions are

γS2 = γψ2a + γψ2b = 3 γφ2a + γφ2b , βy2a + βy2f = 0 ,
2βλ2a + βλ2d = 0 , 4βλ2a + 2βλ2c + βλ2g = 0 , βλ2a + βλ2b + βλ2e = 0,
βλ2b = 2 γS2 . (7.4)

At three loops the conditions on the anomalous dimensions and Yukawa couplings are then

γS3A = γψ3c + γψ3i = γφ3a + γφ3f , γS3B = γψ3d = γφ3b + γφ3h ,

γS3C = 3 γψ3a + γψ3e + γψ3g + γψ3j = 2 γφ3b + γφ3d + γφ3g ,

γS3D = γψ3b + γψ3p = 4 γφ3a + 2 γφ3c + γφ3m ,

4βy3b + βy3f + 2βy3l + βy3w + 2βy3z̃ = 0 ,
βy3e + βy3j + βy3s + βy3õ = 0 , βy3c + βy3d + 2βy3p̃ = 0 , (7.5)

so that

γ
S(1)
φ = γS1 , γ

S(2)
φ = γS2 ,

γ
S(3)
φ = γS3A + γS3B + γS3C + γS3D ,

(7.6)

with

γS1 = 1
2 , γS2 = −1

2 , γS3A = −1
4 , γS3B = −1

8 , γS3C = 1 , γS3D = 3
2ζ3 . (7.7)

The contribution (6.10) to υ vanishes on reduction to supersymmetry as in (7.1).

The constraints arising from (7.2) leads at three loops 4 conditions relating β̃λ to the
anomalous dimensions

βλ3h = 2 γS3A , βλ3g = 2 γS3B , 3βλ3a + βλ3p = 2 γS3C , 2βλ3c + βλ3u = 2 γS3D , (7.8)

and 14 linear homogeneous relations for β̃λ

3βλ3a + βλ3i + βλ3m + βλ3p + βλ3r̃ = 0 ,
4βλ3b + 4βλ3d + 2βλ3r + βλ3ı̃ = 0 , βλ3b + 2βλ3j + βλ3k + βλ3ã + βλ3c′ = 0 ,
4βλ3c + 4βλ3e + 2βλ3t + 4βλ3v + 2βλ3h̃ + βλ3l̃ + βλ3h′ = 0 ,
2βλ3c + 2βλ3i + βλ3o + 2βλ3y = 0 , βλ3d + βλ3h + βλ3õ = 0 , 2βλ3j + βλ3q̃ = 0 ,
βλ3e + 2βλ3g + βλ3p̃ = 0 , 2βλ3e + βλ3i + βλ3v + βλ3z + βλ3d′ = 0 ,
βλ3b + βλ3i + βλ3d̃ = 0 , 8βλ3e + 8βλ3w + βλ3ñ = 0 , 4βλ3j + βλ3l = 0 ,
4βλ3b + 2βλ3s + βλ3x + βλ3a′ = 0 ,
4βλ3b + 4βλ3d + βλ3f + 2βλ3r + βλ3g̃ + 2βλ3k̃ + βλ3b′ = 0 . (7.9)

The last 5 relations involve contributions arising from non planar diagrams.
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7.2 N = 1
2 Supersymmetry

This is a special case of the general scalar fermion theory where of course the number of
real scalars matches the number of fermions with ya → Y abc a symmetric real tensor and
also λabcd → S3 Y

abeY cde. For this theory φ, ψ can be combined as a real superfield Φ and
in a perturbative expansion the diagrams reduce to those of a simple φ3 theory. Under
renormalisation as a four dimensional theory there is a β-function βY

abc and anomalous
dimension γΦ

ab. For this case, unlike for N = 1 supersymmetry, there are non trivial
divergent vertex graphs so that βY and γΦ are independent although the scalar β-function
βλ is determined in terms of these.

At lowest one loop order this gives

γΦ1 = γφ1 = γψ1 , βY 1 = 2βλ1a = βy1 = 4 γφ1 , 4βλ1a + βλ1b = 0 , (7.10)

where

γΦ
(1) = γΦ1 , β̃Y

(1) = βY 1 . (7.11)

The equality γφ1 = γψ1 is a reflection of the choice of normalisation of fermion traces in
the main body of results. Each fermion trace gives the contribution of a two component
real fermion propagating round the loop.

At two loops equality of γφ γψ and symmetry of βy requires

γΦ2A = 3 γφ2a + γφ2b = γψ2a + γψ2b , γΦ2B = 6 γφ2a + γφ2c = γψ2c ,

βY 2A = βy2b = βy2c , βY 2B = βy2a + βy2d = βy2e , βY 2C = βy2a + βy2f , (7.12)

where

γΦ
(2) = γΦ2A + γΦ2B ,

β̃Y
(2) = S3

(
βY 2A + βY 2B

)
+ βY 2C . (7.13)

Determining βλ in terms of βY and γφ imposes the restrictions

βλ2a = 2 γΦ2A = βY 2A = 1
2 βY 2B , 0 = γΦ2B = βY 2C ,

4βλ2a = 4βλ2b = −2βλ2d = −2βλ2e = −βλ2f = −βλ2g , βλ2c = 0 , (7.14)

which implies further constraints on the Yukawa β-functions

βy2a = −βy2f = 2βy2b − βy2d , βy2b = 2(γψ2a + γψ2b) . (7.15)

At three loops there are 9 propagator diagrams

γΦ
(3) = γΦ3A + γΦ3B + γΦ3C + γΦ3D S2

+ γΦ3E + γΦ3F + γΦ3G + γΦ3H

+ γΦ3I , (7.16)
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with S2 = + . Reducing general results requires

γΦ3A = γφ3a + γφ3f = γψ3c + γψ3i ,

γΦ3B = γφ3b + γφ3h = γψ3d ,

γΦ3C = 2 γφ3b + γφ3d + γφ3g = 3 γψ3a + γψ3e + γψ3g + γψ3j ,

γΦ3D = 2 γφ3a + 2γφ3b + γφ3j = γψ3f + γψ3n ,

γΦ3E = 2 γφ3b + γφ3e = γψ3o ,

γΦ3F = 2 γφ3a + γφ3i = 6 γψ3a + γψ3h + γψ3l ,

γΦ3G = 12 γφ3a + 4γφ3c + γφ3l = γψ3b + 2 γψ3m ,

γΦ3H = 4 γφ3a + γφ3k = γψ3b + γψ3k ,

γΦ3I = 4 γφ3a + 2γφ3c + γφ3m = γψ3b + γψ3p . (7.17)

For an antisymmetric contribution

υΦ
(3) = υ3D A2 = υΦ3D

(
−

)
, (7.18)

where from (2.4) and (3.4)

υ3D = υφ3j = −υψ3f + υψ3n . (7.19)

At three loops there are 17 1PI contributions to the symmetric β-function which are
expressible diagrammatically as

β̃Y
(3) = S3

(
βY 3A + βY 3B + βY 3C + βY 3D

+ βY 3E

)

+ S6

(
βY 3F + βY 3G + βY 3H

)

+ S3

(
βY 3I + βY 3J + βY 3K

)

+ S3

(
βY 3L + βY 3M

)
+ βY 3N

+ S3

(
βY 3O + βY 3P

)
+ βY 3Q , (7.20)

with S6 denoting the sum over six inequivalent permutations. Imposing symmetry on the
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general Yukawa β-function in this case requires 18 relations

βy3p − βy3y = 0 , βy3m − βy3z = 0 , 6βy3a + βy3v − βy3ẽ = 0 ,
βy3d − βy3n + βy3̃ = 0 , βy3e − βy3o + βy3h̃ = 0 , βy3e + βy3q − βy3c̃ = 0 ,
βy3j + βy3r − βy3b̃ = 0 ,
3βy3a − βy3t + βy3u − βy3ã = 0 , βy3b − βy3j − βy3r + βy3ı̃ = 0 ,
βy3g + βy3k − βy3f̃ + βy3l̃ = 0 , βy3g − βy3h − βy3g̃ + βy3ṽ = 0 ,
βy3h − βy3i + βy3d̃− βy3m̃ = 0 , 2βy3b − βy3f − 2βy3k + βy3q̃ − βy3t̃ = 0 ,
2βy3b + βy3g − βy3h + βy3l − βy3d̃ + βy3ñ = 0 ,
2βy3e − βy3j + 2βy3q − βy3c̃ − βy3k̃ = 0 ,
2βy3c − βy3k − βy3s̃ + βy3ũ = 0 , βy3g − βy3h − βy3g̃ + βy3ṽ = 0 ,
βy3c + βy3d − βy3e − βy3j − βy3s − βy3õ + 2βy3p̃ = 0 ,
2βy3b + 2βy3c − βy3f + βy3l + βy3x + βy3w̃ − 2βy3x̃ − βy3ỹ = 0 . (7.21)

Subject to (7.21)

βY 3A = βy3p , βY 3B = βy3m , βY 3C = 3βy3a + βy3u , βY 3D = βy3o , βY 3E = βy3n ,

βY 3F = βy3e + βy3q , βY 3G = βy3j + βy3r , βY 3H = βy3h + βy3d̃ ,

βY 3I = 2βy3b + βy3q̃ , βY 3J = βy3f̃ , βY 3K = 6βy3a + βy3v ,

βY 3L = βy3e + βy3j + βy3s + βy3õ , βY 3M = βy3k + βy3s̃ ,

βY 3N = 2βy3c + βy3i + 2βy3r̃ , βY 3O = βy3h + βy3g̃ ,

βY 3P = βy3f + 2βy3x̃ + βy3ỹ , βY 3Q = 4βy3b + βy3f + 2βy3l + βy3w + 2βy3z̃ . (7.22)

Explicit results for this N = 1
2 theory in the MS scheme are then

γΦ1 = 1
2 , γΦ2A = −1

2 , γΦ2B = 0 , γΦ3A = −1
4 , γΦ3B = −1

8 , γΦ3C = 1 ,
γΦ3D = 0 , γΦ3E = 1

4 , γΦ3F = −1
2 , γΦ3G = 1 , γΦ3H = 3

2 , γΦ3I = 3
2ζ3 , (7.23)

with υΦ3D = −3
4 and

βY 1 = 2 , βY 2A = −1 , βY 2B = −2 , βY 2C = 0 ,
β3A = −1

2 , βY 3B = −1
2 , βY 3C = 2 , βY 3D = −1 ,

βY 3E = 2 , βY 3F = 2 , βY 3G = −1 , β3H = 4 ,
βY 3I = −2 , βY 3J = 4 , βY 3K = −1 ,
βY 3N = 12ζ3 , βY 3O = 6ζ3 , β3P = 12ζ3 , βY 3L = βY 3M = βY 3Q = 0 . (7.24)

These results can be obtained directly from superspace calculations [56].
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Reducing the three loop scalar β-function to the N = 1
2 theory requires large numbers

of relations. For the anomalous dimension and the symmetric β function

βλ3h = 2 γΦ3A , βλ3g = 2 γΦ3B , 3βλ3a + βλ3p = 2 γΦ3C , 0 = γΦ3D ,

βλ3c = 2 γΦ3E = 1
2 γΦ3G , 6βλ3a + βλ3q = 2 γΦ3F ,

2βλ3c + βλ3t = 2 γΦ3H , 2βλ3c + βλ3u = 2 γΦ3I ,

βλ3d = 2βλ3g = βλ3h = βλ3j = 1
2(βλ3i + βλ3z) = 1

2(βλ3b + βλ3ã) = 1
4(2βλ3b + βλ3c̃)

= 1
2(6βλ3a + βλ3q) = βY 3A = β3B = 1

2 βY 3D = 1
2 βY 3G = 1

4 βY 3I = 1
2 βY 3K ,

3βλ3a + βλ3p = βλ3b = βλ3i = 2βλ3j + βλ3k = 2βλ3c + βλ3t + 1
2 βλ3h̃

= βY 3C = βY 3E = βY 3F = 1
2 βY 3H = 1

2 βY 3J ,

2βλ3c + βλ3y = 4βλ3c + βλ3b̃ = 4βλ3d + βλ3r = 0 ,

βλ3b + βλ3i + βλ3d̃ = 4βλ3j + βλ3l = βY 3L , 0 = 2βλ3b + βλ3ẽ = βY 3M ,

4βλ3b + βλ3f̃ = βY 3N ,

2βλ3b + βλ3s = 4βλ3c + 2βλ3u = 2βλ3b + 2βλ3d + βλ3r + 1
2 βλ3g̃ = βY 3O = 1

2 βY 3P ,

4βλ3b + 4βλ3d + 2βλ3r + βλ3ı̃ = βY 3Q . (7.25)

There are here 18 linear relations on the 3 loop βλ coefficients. There are also 33 additional
consistency equations. For those involving contributions from planar diagrams

4βλ3b + βλ3z̃ = 0 , βλ3b + βλ3i + βλ3ũ = 0 , 2βλ3i + βλ3n = 0 , 2βλ3j + βλ3q̃ = 0 ,
2βλ3d + 2βλ3j + βλ3t̃ = 0 , 4βλ3d + 4βλ3e + βλ3ỹ = 0 , βλ3d + βλ3h + βλ3õ = 0 ,
8βλ3e + βλ3x̃ = 0 , 2βλ3e + 2βλ3j + βλ3ṽ = 0 , βλ3e + 2βλ3g + βλ3p̃ = 0 ,
6βλ3a + 2βλ3d + βλ3q + βλ3s̃ = 0 , 3βλ3a + βλ3i + βλ3m + βλ3p + βλ3r̃ = 0 ,
4βλ3b + 4βλ3d + 2βλ3r + βλ3ı̃ = 0 , 4βλ3b + 4βλ3c + 2βλ3b̃ + βλ3e′ = 0 ,
4βλ3b + 4βλ3d + βλ3r + βλ3x + βλ3w̃ = 0 , 2βλ3b + 4βλ3e + 2βλ3v + βλ3c̃ + βλ3f ′ = 0 ,
βλ3b + 2βλ3j + βλ3k + βλ3ã + βλ3c′ = 0 , 2βλ3c + 2βλ3i + βλ3o + 2βλ3y = 0 ,
2βλ3e + βλ3i + βλ3v + βλ3z + βλ3d′ = 0 , 4βλ3v + βλ3m̃ = 0 ,
4βλ3c + 4βλ3e + 2βλ3t + 4βλ3v + 2βλ3h̃ + βλ3l̃ + βλ3h′ = 0 . (7.26)

For the relations which involve contributions from the non planar diagrams for the quartic
β-function,

βλ3b + βλ3i + βλ3d̃ = 0 , 2βλ3b + βλ3ẽ = 0 , 4βλ3j + βλ3l = 0 ,
2βλ3e + βλ3w = 0 , 8βλ3e + 8βλ3w + βλ3ñ = 0 ,

2βλ3f + βλ3̃ = 0 , 4βλ3b + βλ3f + βλ3f̃ + 2βλ3k̃ = 0 ,
4βλ3b + 2βλ3s + βλ3x + βλ3a′ = 0 ,
4βλ3b + 4βλ3d + βλ3f + 2βλ3r + βλ3g̃ + 2βλ3k̃ + βλ3b′ = 0 ,
4βλ3b + βλ3f + 2βλ3s + βλ3k̃ + βλ3g′ = 0 ,
8βλ3c + βλ3f + 4βλ3u + 2βλ3i′ = 0 , 2βλ3f + βλ3j′ = 0 . (7.27)
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The 14 homogeneous relations in (7.9) are contained in (7.26), (7.27). Combining (7.26),
(7.27) with (7.25) would apparently generate 51 conditions but 2 are redundant. Two of the
conditions in (7.26) imply βY 3L = βY 3Q = 0 and the relations in (7.25) 0 = 2βλ3b + βλ3ẽ
and βλ3b + βλ3i + βλ3d̃ = 4βλ3j + βλ3l can be omitted since they are all zero in (7.26).
There remain 49 independent equations.

The conditions βY 3A = β3B = 1
2 βY 3D = 1

2 βY 3G = 1
4 βY 3I = 1

2 βY 3K , β3C = βY 3E =
βY 3F = 1

2 βY 3H = 1
2 βY 3J , βY 3O = 1

2 βY 3P and β3L = βY 3M = βY 3Q = 0 impose 13 further
relations on the Yukawa β-functions from (7.22).

8 Special Cases and Fixed Points

To analyse the RG flow in scalar fermion theories, and potentially find fixed points in
an ε = 4 − d expansion, it is generally necessary to restrict to cases where the RG flow
is constrained to a small number of couplings. Here we describe various examples where
symmetries are imposed so that the RG flow is reduced to two scalar couplings and one
Yukawa coupling. Of course with minimal subtraction ε only appears at zeroth order in
a loop expansion so that various perturbative results listed here can easily be used in the
hunt for fixed points. Possible fixed points are first determined by using the one loop
contributions to the β-functions and are described in this section. Corresponding two and
three formulae which give ε2, ε3 contributions are obtained by restriction of the general
results and are presented in supplementary material.

At one loop the results obtained here for the general case give

βy
(1)a = 2 ybyayb + 1

2
(
ybyb ya + ya ybyb

)
+ 1

2 y
b tr(ybya) ,

βλ
(1)abcd = 3λef(abλcd)ef + 2λe(abc tr

(
yd)ye

)
− 12 tr

(
y(aybycyd)) ,

γφ
(1)ab = 1

2tr(yayb) , γψ
(1) = 1

2 y
aya , (8.1)

with {ya} symmetric and real.

For ns real scalars and nf pseudo real Majorana fermions the reduction to three coup-
lings is achieved by assuming

ya → y ta 1m , λabcd = λ
(
δabδcd + δacδbd + δadδbc

)
+ g habcd , (8.2)

with {ta} a set of real traceless n × n symmetric matrices and m is essentially arbitrary.
We assume3

tr
(
t(atbtctd)) = nαhabcd . (8.3)

3The corresponding scalar potential should be bounded below. The constraints on λ, g may be determ-
ined by the inequalities for any hermitian traceless n× n t

k+tr(t2)2 ≥ tr(t4) ≥ k−tr(t2)2 , k+ = (n− 1)3 + 1
n2(n− 1) , k− =

{
1
n
, n even
n2+3

n(n2−1) , n odd
.

For the potential to be bounded below it is possible for either g or λ to be negative so long as λ > 0,
3λ+ k+nα g > 0 or g > 0, 3λ+ k−nα g > 0.
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In general the symmetry group is given by

R−1yaR = R̃abyb for R ∈ Hf ⊂ O(nf ) , [R̃ab] ∈ Hs ⊂ O(ns) . (8.4)

and then habcd is an Hs invariant O(ns) symmetric tensor. Assuming (8.2) Hf ' H×O(m)
with H ⊂ O(n). For simplicity we take ta to be traceless and Hs ' H/Z2 with H simple.

At one loop a consistent RG flow is achieved by requiring for the Yukawa β-function
the conditions

tata = ns α1n , tr(tatb) = nα δab , tbtatb = β ta , (8.5)

where nf = nm and α > 0, and also for the scalar coupling it is necessary that

hef(abhcd)ef = A
(
δabδcd + δacδbd + δadδbc

)
+B habcd . (8.6)

The tensor habcd may be further decomposed as

habcd = dabcd + r
(
δabδcd + δacδbd + δadδbc

)
, r = 2ns α+ β

3(ns + 2) , (8.7)

for dabcd symmetric and traceless and (8.2) is alternatively expressed as

λabcd = λ̂
(
δabδcd + δacδbd + δadδbc

)
+ g dabcd , λ̂ = λ+ r g . (8.8)

With this definition (8.6) is equivalent to

def(abdcd)ef = a δ(abδcd) + b dabcd , (8.9)

where b = B − 4 r, a = 3(A+ rB)− (ns + 8)r2.

At higher loops the necessary constraints are such that the β-functions are reduced to
βy, βλ, βg and the anomalous dimension matrices have the form γφ δ

ab, γψ 1m × 1n.

Using
habcc = 1

3(2ns α+ β) δab , (8.10)

the lowest order results (8.1) are consistent with this form and give,

βy
(1) = (ns α+ 2β + ñf )y3 ,

βλ
(1) = (ns + 8)λ2 + 2

3(2ns α+ β)λ g + 4 ñf λ y2 + 3Ag2 ,

βg
(1) = 12λ g + 3B g2 + 4 ñf g y2 − 24 ñf y4 ,

γφ
(1) = ñf y

2 , γψ
(1) = 1

2 ns α y
2 , ñf = 1

2αnf . (8.11)

Alternatively

λ̂ = λ+ r g , βλ̂
(1) = (ns + 8)λ̂2 + a g2 + 4 ñf λ̂ y2 − 24 ñf r y4 ,

βg
(1) = 12 λ̂ g + 3 b g2 + 4 ñf g y2 − 24 ñf y4 . (8.12)
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For quadratic scalar operators then at lowest order the anomalous dimension for the
singlet σ = φ2 and the corresponding matrix for ρab = φaφb − 1

ns
δabφ2 are just

γσ
(1) = (ns + 2)λ̂+ 2 ñf y2 ,

γρ
(1)ab,cd = 2(λ̂+ ñf y

2)
(1

2(δacδbd + δadδbc − 1
ns
δabδcd

)
+ g dabcd . (8.13)

At higher orders, besides the symmetric traceless tensor dabcd, it is necessary to take
into account the mixed symmetry tensor wabcd defined by

2 tr
(
t(atb)t(ctd))− tr

(
tatctbtd

)
− tr

(
tatdtbtc

)
= nα

(
wabcd − s(δacδbd + δadδbc − 2 δabδcd)

)
,

(8.14)
which with

s = ns α− β
ns − 1 , (8.15)

satisfies wabcd = w(ab)(cd) = wcdab, wa(bcd) = 0 and is traceless on contraction of any pair
of indices. This contributes to γρab,cd at two and higher loops. The anomalous dimensions
are then dictated by the eigenvalues of dabcd and wabcd as 1

2(n− 1)(n+ 2)× 1
2(n− 1)(n+ 2)

symmetric matrices. There are discussed in appendix B. In general there are three eigenval-
ues as symmetric traceless tensors decompose into components belonging to representation
spaces of the reduced symmetry group H.

If a = 0 then in (8.7) dabcd = 0 and the g coupling is redundant. The scalar β-function
at one loop is given just by βλ̂(1) in (8.12) with g = 0. This restriction necessarily holds
for n = 2, 3 since, for any traceless t, tr(t4) = 1

2tr(t2)2. This translates into the condition
1
2(ns + 2)nα = 2ns α + β. In this case H = O(ns) and there are just two anomalous
dimensions for quadratic scalars γσ, γρ with

γσ
(1) = (ns + 2)λ̂+ 2 ñf y2 , γρ

(1) = 2(λ̂+ ñf y
2) . (8.16)

Two extreme examples of matrices satisfying (8.5) are given by

1, Symmetric. ta → sa where {sa} are a basis for symmetric traceless n× n real matrices
with n ≥ 2 satisfying the completeness condition (sa)αβ(sa)γδ = δαγ δβδ+δαδ δβγ− 2

n δαβ δγδ,
and tr(sasb) = 2 δab. {sa} are the generators corresponding to the coset Sl(n,R)/SO(n).

2, Diagonal. ta are traceless diagonal n× n real matrices with n ≥ 2. A basis is obtained
by taking (ta)αβ = eaα δαβ where eaα, α = 1, . . . , n form the vertices of a n− 1 dimensional
hypertetrahedron and satisfy

∑
α e

a
α = 0,

∑
α e

a
αe
b
α = δab with eaαe

a
β = δαβ − 1

n . In this
example the tensor wabcd in (8.14) vanishes.

For these cases we have

ya ns nf α β A B H

1. 1
2(n− 1)(n+ 2) nm 2

n
1
n(n− 2) 2

9n2 (n2 + 6) 1
9n(2n2 + 9n− 36) O(n)

2. n− 1 nm 1
n

1
n(n− 1) 1

3n2
1
n(n− 2) Sn+1

(8.17)
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For purely scalar theories these examples were described long ago in [57].

In general defining

Sαβγδ = (ta)(αβ(ta)γδ) − 2ns α
3(n+2)

(
δαβδγδ + δαγδβδ + δαδδβγ

)
,

Wαβγδ = (ta)αβ(ta)γδ − 1
2
(
(ta)αγ(ta)βδ + (ta)αδ(ta)βγ

)
+ ns α

n−1
(
δαβδγδ − 1

2(δαγδβδ + δαδδβγ)
)
, (8.18)

then positivity of SαβγδSαβγδ and WαβγδWαβγδ give the bounds( 2ns
n+2 −

1
2 n
)
α ≤ β ≤

(
n− ns

n−1
)
α , (8.19)

which entails ns ≤ 1
2(n − 1)(n + 2). This is of course saturated in case 1 and the upper

bound on β is saturated in case 2. With Oab = ta tb − 1
ns
δab tctc then since |tr(OabOab)| ≤

tr(ObaOab) we must have also the bounds

− (ns − 2)α ≤ β ≤ ns α . (8.20)

General results for fermion scalar theories can be restricted to ns real scalars and nf
Dirac fermions by taking

ya →
(

0 y ta

ȳ t̄a 0

)
1m , t̄a = (ta)† . (8.21)

with {ta} n× n matrices so that nf = nm. Assuming the Yukawa interaction satisfies

U−1ya U = R̃abyb for U ∈ Hf ⊂ U(nf )× U(nf ) , [R̃ab] ∈ Hs ⊂ O(ns) . (8.22)

To preserve the form (8.21) U =
(
U− 0
0 U+

)
with U± ∈ H × U(m) so that the symmetry

groups become Hf = H × H × U(m) with Hs = H/U(1). Here we require as previously
that {ta} are traceless so that it is necessary to take U± = U .

For each fermion trace the reduction of general results is obtained by taking

tr(ya1ya2 . . . ya2p)→ m (yȳ)n
(
tr(ta1 t̄a2 . . . t̄a2p) + tr(t̄a1ta2 . . . ta2p)

+ tr(t̄a2p . . . t̄a2ta1) + tr(ta2p . . . ta2 t̄a1)
)
,

tr(ya1ya2 . . . ya2p+1)→ 0 . (8.23)

The identities in (8.5) and also (8.3) become

ta t̄a = ns α1n , tr(ta t̄b) = nα δab , tb t̄atb = β ta , tr
(
t(at̄btct̄d)) = nαhabcd . (8.24)

As before α > 0 but the bounds in (8.19) are no longer valid although, as previously with
Oab = ta t̄b − 1

ns
δab tc t̄c, (8.20) remains. The results in (8.1) and (8.11) then remain valid

after taking nf → 4nf .

Various examples of matrices {ta} satisfying (8.24) are obtained from the generators
in the fundamental representation of classical Lie groups
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3, Unitary. ta, t̄a → λa where {λa} are hermitian traceless n× n matrices, n ≥ 2, forming
generators for SU(n), satisfying the completeness condition (λa)αβ(λa)γδ = 2(δαδδγβ −
1
n δα

βδγ
δ), and tr(λaλb) = 2 δab.

4, Antisymmetric. ta, −t̄a → aa where {aa} are antisymmetric n × n real matrices, n ≥
2, forming generators for SO(n), satisfying the completeness condition (aa)αβ(aa)γδ =
δαγ δβδ − δαδ δβγ , and tr(aaab) = −2 δab.

5, Symplectic. ta, t̄a → σa where {σa} are hermitian traceless n × n matrices, n =
2p, p ≥ 1, which are generators of Sp(n) so that for Jαβ, (J−1)αβ antisymmetric matrices
then J−1σaJ = −(σa)T or (σaJ)T = σaJ . The assumed completeness relation is then
(σa)αβ(σa)γδ = δα

δδγ
β + Jαγ (J−1)βδ and tr(σaσb) = 2 δab.

6, Symplectic′. ta, t̄a → σ̃a where {σ̃a} are hermitian traceless n×n matrices, n = 2p, p ≥
2, corresponding to generators belonging to the coset SU(n)/Sp(n). With J, J−1 antisym-
metric matrices as in case 4 J−1σ̃aJ = (σ̃a)T or (σ̃aJ)T = −σ̃aJ and the completeness
relation becomes (σ̃a)αβ(σ̃a)γδ = δα

δδγ
β − Jαγ (J−1)βδ − 2

n δα
βδγ

δ and tr(σ̃aσ̃b) = 2 δab.

For the different cases we have

ya ns nf α β A B H

3. n2 − 1 nm 2
n − 2

n
4

9n2 (n2 + 3) 4
9n(n2 − 9) SU(n)

4. 1
2n(n− 1) nm 2

n 1 2
9

1
9(2n− 1) SO(n)

5. 1
2n(n+ 1) nm 2

n −1 2
9

1
9(2n+ 1) Sp(n)

6. 1
2(n− 2)(n+ 1) nm 2

n − 1
n(n+ 2) 2

9n2 (n2 + 6) 1
9n(2n2 − 9n− 36) Sp(n)

(8.25)

For case 4 and n = 2, H reduces to Z2.

Beyond one loop there are further conditions necessary on ta, t̄a for each primitive
diagram. At two loops it is sufficient to require

tb t̄c ta t̄b tc = γ ta ,

tr
(
te t̄(a tb t̄|e| tc t̄d)) = nα

(
δ habcd + 1

3α(nsα− δ)
(
δabδcd + δacδbd + δadδbc

))
. (8.26)

In general
γ = ns α(2α+ δ)− (2α− β)δ − β2 . (8.27)
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For the different examples considered here results for a, b in (8.9) and also γ, δ are then

ya a b γ δ

1. (n−3)(n−2)(n+1)(n+4)(n+6)
6n(ns+2)2

2n4+11n3−71n2−90n+72
18n(ns+2)

1
n2 (n3+3n2−4n+4) 1− 2

n

2. 2(n−3)(n−2)
n(ns+2)2

n2−5n+2
n(ns+2)

1
n2 (n−1)2 1− 1

n

3. 4 (ns−3)(ns−8)
3(ns+2)2

4(n4−20n2+9)
9n(ns+2)

4
n2 (n2+1) − 2

n

4. 8 (ns−1)(ns−3)
3(ns+2)2

(n−5)(n+4)(2n−1)
9(ns+2) 3−n −1

5. 2(ns−1)(ns−3)
3(ns+2)2

(n−4)(n+5)(2n+1)
18(ns+2) 3+n 1

6. (n−6)(n−4)(n−1)(n+2)(n+3)
6n(ns+2)2

2n4−11n3−71n2+90n+72
18n(ns+2)

1
n2 (−n3+3n2+4n+4) −1− 2

n

(8.28)

The results for dabcddabcd = 1
2ns(ns + 2)a correspond in cases 3,4,5 to the evaluation of

the quartic Casimir for SU(n), SO(n), Sp(n) [58]. In general for a > 0 it is necessary to
restrict n > 3 except for case 6 when n > 6 is required.

For the characterisation of the different possibilities we may further define for cases
1,2,3,6 additional invariant tensors

tr
(
t(a t̄btc)

)
= nαdabc , (8.29)

where dabc is symmetric and traceless. These three index d-tensors are constrained by the
one and two loop identities

dacddbcd = αd δ
ab , dadedbefdcfd = βd d

abc , ddbfdefgdaghddhideic = γd d
abc , (8.30)

or diagrammatically

= αd , = βd , = γd , (8.31)

and at three loops there are two primitive diagrams and it is then necessary that

= δd , = εd . (8.32)

More general versions of these equations with more than one d-tensor were discussed
for various n in [59].

For the particular cases considered here

ta αd βd γd

1. 1
2n (n− 2)(n+ 4) 1

4n(n2 + 4n− 24) 1
8n2 (n− 4)(3n2 + 4n− 80)

2. 1
n (n− 2) 1

n(n− 3) 1
n2 (n2 − 6n+ 10)

3. 1
n (n2 − 4) 1

2n(n2 − 12) − 4
n2 (n2 − 10)

6. 1
2n (n− 4)(n+ 2) 1

4n(n2 − 4n− 24) − 1
8n2 (n+ 4)(3n2 − 4n− 80) , (8.33)
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and
ta δd εd

1. 1
n3
( 1

64n
6+ 9

64n
5+ 1

8n
4−11

2 n3+2n2+116n−256
) 1

n3
( 5

64n
5+ 7

16n
4−19

4 n3−n2+116n−264
)

2. 1
n3 (n3 − 9n2 + 29n− 32) 1

n3 (n3 − 9n2 + 29n− 33)

3. 1
8n3 (n2 − 8)(n4 − 8n2 + 256) − 1

2n3 (n4 − 68n2 + 528)

6. 1
n3
( 1

64n
6− 9

64n
5+ 1

8n
4+ 11

2 n3+2n2−116n−256
)
− 1
n3
(

5
64n

5− 7
16n

4−19
4 n3+n2+116n+264

)
.

(8.34)

The results for cases 2 and 3 were given previously in [60, 61] and [62].

The tensors dabc may be used to form symmetric traceless Yukawa couplings with
ns = n. The bounds (8.19) becomes − ns−2

2(ns+2) αd ≤ βd ≤ ns−2
ns−1 αd. The upper bound for

βd corresponds to the vanishing of Wαβγδ in (8.18) and holds exactly for case 2 in (8.33)
for any n. The lower bound for βd corresponds to the vanishing of Sαβγδ in (8.18) which
becomes in this case the condition

dabedcde + dadedbce + daceddbe = 2αd
ns+2

(
δabδcd + δadδbc + δacδdb

)
. (8.35)

This was analysed in [63] and corresponds there to the F4 family of related Lie groups.
There are solutions for ns = 5, 8, 14 which may be constructed in terms of hermitian trace-
less 3 × 3 matrices which are respectively real, complex, quaternionic. These correspond
to the different cases in (8.33) for n = 3, 3, 6. The remaining example where the bound
is saturated arises when ns = 26 which is connected to 3× 3 symmetric traceless matrices
of octonions with symmetry group F4. When (8.35) holds so that βd/αd = − ns−2

2(ns+2) then
γd/αd

2 = −ns2−10ns−16
2(ns+2)2 which is satisfied by the results in (8.33) for the relevant n.

For the N = 1
2 supersymmetric theory then taking Y abc → y dabc there is a single

coupling theory with a β-function where, with three loop results given here,

βy =
(3

2 αd + 2βd
)
y3 − 3

(1
2 αd

2 + αd βd + 2βd2
)
y5

+
(15

8 αd
3 + 9

4 αd
2βd + 27

2 αd βd
2 + 30βd3 + (9

2 αd + 30βd)γd ζ3 + 36 εd ζ3
)
y7

+ O(y9) . (8.36)

8.1 Fixed Points

Extending to 4 − ε dimensions the interactions become marginally relevant and the β-
functions in a MS scheme take the form

β̂y
a = −1

2 ε y
a + βy

a , β̂λ
abcd = −ε λabcd + βλ

abcd . (8.37)

There are then fixed points which can be analysed in terms of an ε expansion.

In the restricted theories described previously we consider first the case where there
are just two couplings y, λ. At lowest order from (8.11) and (8.12)

y∗
2 = 1

2 Y ε , λ∗± = 1
2(ns + 8)

(
1− 2Y ñf ±

√
Z
)
ε , (8.38)
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for
Y = 1

ns α+ 2β + ñf
, Z = 1 + 12

ns + 2
(
ns(ns + 10)α+ 4β

)
Y 2 ñf . (8.39)

For Z = 0 there is a bifurcation point. This requires β to be sufficiently negative but
with just the lower bound in (8.20) this is impossible and for non zero nf Z > 1 so that
λ∗− < 0 which leads to and unstable scalar potential. For nf = 0 the fixed points are just
λ∗+ = ε/(ns + 8), λ∗− = 0 which reproduce the fixed points for the purely scalar O(ns)
theory. The anomalous dimensions at the fixed point to lowest order are then just

γφ = 1
2 ñf Y ε , γψ = 1

4 ns αY ε . (8.40)

For just two couplings the stability matrix at a fixed point becomes

M =
(
∂λβ̂λ ∂λβy
∂yβλ ∂yβ̂y

) ∣∣∣∣
λ=λ∗,y=y∗

. (8.41)

At lowest order since ∂λβy = 0 the eigenvalues obtained from (8.1) and (8.11) are then
given by

κ± =
(
1,±
√
Z
)
ε . (8.42)

For nf Dirac fermions the results for fixed points remain unchanged except y2 → yȳ

and it is necessary to take in (8.38) and (8.39) nf → 4nf . The theories described in (8.17)
and (8.25) for n = 2 reduce to the case where there are just two couplings λ, y. For case
3 in (8.25) there is just a single scalar and this corresponds to the Gross Neveu model,
a fermionic generalisation of the Ising model. For case 1 in (8.17) then ns = 2 when
n = 2 and this is a renormalisable form of Nambu Jona Lasinio model which has complex
scalars and extends the XY model. Case 2 and case 3 are identical for n = 2, reflecting
SU(2) ' Sp(2) and this extends the Heisenberg theory for ns = 3. The lowest order results
are then given in terms of

results for Y Z

Ising, n=2 1
ñf+3 1 + 60 ñf

(ñf+3)2

XY, n=2 1
ñf+2 1 + 72 ñf

(ñf+2)2

Heisenberg, n=2 1
ñf+1 1 + 84 ñf

(ñf+1)2

. (8.43)

Of course these results are in accord in special cases with lowest order results already in
the literature [64–69].4 Results in [69] extend to four loops. There is an extensive literature
considering large nf [67]. From (8.38) and (8.39) to leading order

y∗
2 ∼ 1

2 ñf
ε , λ∗+ ∼ 6 r 1

ñf
ε , λ∗− ∼ −

1
ns + 8 ε . (8.44)

Since λ∗− < 0 this case is seemingly not relevant.
4The results in [69] correspond to those described here by taking λ → λ/4, y → 2y2, n → 1

2 ñf and
γφ/2 → γφ, γψ/2 → γψ, βy/4 → yβy, 4βλ → βλ. The results in [67] also relate to those here by taking
g2/(4π)2 → 3λ, g1/4π → y, N → 2ñf while (4π)2βg2/3→ βλ, 4πβg1 → βy .
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For theXY theory and ñf = 1 then, as is well known [31–33], there is a supersymmetric
fixed point with, at lowest order λ∗+ = y∗

2 = 1
6 ε, γφ∗ = γψ∗ = 1

6 ε, γσ∗ = ε, γρ∗ = 2
3 ε and

stability matrix eigenvalues (1, 3)ε. For the Ising case and ñf = 1
2 there is an apparent

N = 1 supersymmetric fixed point [31–34] with λ∗+ = y∗
2 = 1

7 ε, γφ∗ = γψ∗ = 1
14 ε,

γσ∗ = 4
7 ε and stability matrix eigenvalues (1, 13

7 )ε.

For three non zero couplings results are more involved. At lowest order from (8.11)
fixed points are determined by solving

0 = − 1
2 ε y + (ns α+ 2β + ñf )y3 ,

0 =
(
−ε+ 4 ñf y2)λ+ (ns + 8)λ2 + 2

3(2ns α+ β)λ g + 3Ag2 ,

0 =
(
−ε+ 4 ñf y2)g + 12λ g + 3B g2 − 24 ñf y4 , (8.45)

for the various choices of α, β and ns. The example of hermitian ya was considered in
[70] though our results differ in one term in βλ. For the purely scalar theories obtained
when nf = 0 there are no fixed points with both λ, g non zero for the theories discussed
here for allowed n except in case 4 when n = 4 and in case 2 for arbitrary n. This latter
case corresponds to the hypertetrahedral theory discussed in [71] and more recently in [72].
Besides the Gaussian fixed point with vanishing couplings there is of course always the
Heisenberg fixed point with, at lowest order,

λ∗H = 1
ns + 8 ε , gH∗ = 0 ,

(
κ1H , κ2H

)
=
(
1, 4−ns

ns+8

)
ε , (8.46)

which of course becomes unstable, in this approximation when ns > 4.

For a non zero Yukawa coupling it is trivial to solve (8.45) to determine y∗2 to O(ε).
Furthermore λ appears only linearly in the βg equation so that the fixed point equations
reduce to just finding the roots of a quartic polynomial f(g). In consequence there are gen-
erically four possible roots though of course these may be complex. Once y∗2 is eliminated
the equations (8.45) have a crucial symmetry under

ñf →
(ns α+ 2β)2

ñf
, ε→ −ε . (8.47)

This relates solutions for large and small ñf . Under this transformation it is easy to verify
from (8.38) and (8.39) that, since Y → ñfY/(ns α+ 2β), λ∗+ ↔ λ∗−.

When ñf is small the Yukawa interaction is weakly relevant. The Gaussian fixed point
is perturbed to give

g∗ ∼ −
6

(ns α+ 2β)2 ñf ε+ 108B
(ns α+ 2β)4 ñf

2 ε , λ∗ ∼
108A

(ns α+ 2β)4 ñf
2 ε , (8.48)

and starting from the O(ns) symmetric fixed point

g∗ ∼
6(ns + 8)

(ns − 4)(ns α+ 2β)2 ñf ε , λ∗ ∼
1

ns + 8 ε+
6
(
ns(ns + 12)α+ 8β

)
(ns − 4)(ns + 8)(ns α+ 2β)4 ñf ε .

(8.49)
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If there are additional fixed point solutions for ñf = 0, as in the special cases described
above, these disappear for very tiny non zero ñf .

When ñf is large a corresponding pattern related by (8.47) emerges. For λ, g both of
O(1) as nf → ∞, then since 4 ñf y∗2 → 2ε, it is easy to see that the fixed point equations
are, to leading order, of the same form as the purely scalar theory but with ε → −ε. For
ε > 0 this leads in general to a scalar potential which is not bounded below and in any
event there are no solutions except in the cases described above. For large nf there are
solutions with both g, λ small which have the form

y∗
2 ∼ 1

2 ñf
ε , g∗ ∼ 6 1

ñf
ε− 108B 1

ñf2
ε , λ∗ ∼ −108A 1

ñf2
ε , (8.50)

where the scalar potential is bounded below, and also for λ = O(1)

g∗ ∼ 6 ns + 8
ns − 4

1
ñf

ε , λ∗ ∼ −
1

ns + 8 ε . (8.51)

The second solution leads to instabilities so only (8.50) remains as a valid possibility.

For intermediate ñf the possible fixed points depend on n. For lowish n . 7 the
number of solutions drops to zero as ñf increases and then goes back to two (for case 2
this happens if n < 5 and for case 6 if n ≤ 14). For higher n the number of solutions jumps
from 2 to 4 with increasing ñf and then reverts to two which match on to (8.50) and (8.51)
for large ñf (for case 2 and case 4 if n = 4 there are four solutions for very large ñf and
very tiny ñf as the purely scalar theories have fixed point in these cases). The critical n
dividing the two cases is determined by d(nc) = 0 for d(n) = 4

9(2nsα+β)2−12(ns+8)A. For
d(n) < 0 as happens for n < nc then h(λ, g) = (ns+8)λ2 + 2

3(2nsα+β)λg+3Ag2 > 0. For
4 ñf y∗2 = ε, or nf = nsα+ 2β, the lowest order fixed point equations require h(λ∗, g∗) = 0.
This ensures that there can be no fixed point solutions for a finite region n . nc. Conversely
for n & nc h(λ, g) is no longer positive definite and there are solutions with g non zero. In
consequence for n ≈ nc and ñf ≈ nf,c = (nsα + 2β)|n=nc there are either 0 or 4 solutions
For the symmetric case nc = 6 and ñf,c = 8.5 For the other cases the results for (nc, nf,c)
are then 2. (4.37, 2.31), 3. (6.58, 12.24), 4. (7.37, 8.37), 5. (6.37, 5.37), 6. (14.11, 10.69).
The jumps are associated with bifurcation points which correspond to there being two
coincident roots of the polynomial f(g), or that its discriminant vanishes. The boundaries
of the regions where there jumps from 2 to 0 or 2 to 4 correspond to ñf linked by (8.47)
though the fixed point couplings have opposite signs. At the fixed points in general the
couplings do not give potentials which are bounded below except for one which matches
(8.50) when ñf is large. The positivity condition remains satisfied as ñf is reduced until
just above the upper bifurcation point.

Diagrams showing the structure of fixed point solutions outlined above are presented
in appendix C.

5For n = 6, ñf = 8 the fixed point solutions become y∗2 = 1
32ε, λ∗ = ± 1

24ε, g∗ = ∓ 1
4ε. In neither case

are the conditions for a stable potential satisfied.
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For the stability matrix eigenvalues the absence of g, λ contributions to the Yukawa
β-function at lowest order ensures that one eigenvalue is ε for any n, ñf and the remaining
eigenvalues are obtained from

M =
(
∂λβ̂λ ∂gβλ
∂λβg ∂gβ̂g

) ∣∣∣∣
λ=λ∗,g=g∗,y=y∗

. (8.52)

For ñf small from (8.48)

κ± ∼ −ε−
(
9B + nsα− β ±

√
(9B − 2nsα− β)2 + 648A

) 2 ñf
(ns α+ 2β)2 ε . (8.53)

Starting from (8.49) the eigenvalues are

κ1 ∼ −
ns − 4
ns + 8 ε+ O(ñf ) , κ2 ∼ ε+

6
(
ns(ns + 10)α+ 4β

)
(ns + 2)(nsα+ 2β)2 ñf ε . (8.54)

Otherwise for large ñf from the fixed point (8.50)

κ± ∼ ε+
(
9B + nsα− β ±

√
(9B − 2nsα− β)2 + 648A

) 2
ñf

ε . (8.55)

For the supersymmetric case using (8.36) there are possible fixed points in the ε ex-
pansion if 4βd + 3αd > 0. From the lower bound on βd this is satisfied whenever ns > 2.

8.2 U(1) Symmetry

A similar reduction is possible for complex scalar fields where there is at least an overall
U(1) symmetry. In this case we consider chiral fermions ψ and χ of opposite chirality which
need not be equal in number. Writing

yi = y 1mt
i , ȳi = ȳ 1mt̄i , t̄i = (ti)† , (8.56)

then ti, i = 1, . . . , n, need not be a square matrix but is assumed to be r × s. In this case
we assume

U−
−1ti U+ = Rij t

j , U− ∈ U(r) , U+ ∈ U(s) , [Rij ] ∈ H ⊂ U(n) . (8.57)

Corresponding to the previous discussion we assume, with a choice of normalisation
for ti,

ti t̄i = s1r , t̄i t
i = r 1s , tr(ti t̄j) = rs/n δi

j . (8.58)

Defining
tr
(
t̄(i t

k t̄j) t
l) = hij

kl , hik
jk = 1

2 rs(r + s)/n δij , (8.59)

the scalar coupling is assumed to have the form6

λij
kl = λ

(
δi
kδj

l + δi
lδj

k)+ g hij
kl . (8.60)

6The necessary conditions for a positive potential can be obtained from(
tr(t̄ t)

)2/min(r, s) ≤ tr(t̄ t t̄ t) ≤
(
tr(t̄ t)

)2
,

where t is a r × s complex matrix and t̄ its hermitian conjugate.
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As above we assume conditions are imposed so that β-functions determing the RG flow
are reduced to βy, βλ, βg with βȳ = (βy)∗ and the anomalous dimension matrices become
γϕ 1n, γψ1r, γχ1s with γϕ = γϕ̄. Quadratic operators are decomposed as

ϕiϕ̄
j = σ δi

j + ρi
j , ρi

i = 0 , ϕiϕj = (ϕ2)ij , (8.61)

and the corresponding anomalous dimension matrices are then of the general form

γσ δi
j , γρ i

j
k
l = γρ

(
δi
lδk

j − 1
nδi

jδk
l)+ γ′ρ dik

jl + γ′′ρwik
jl ,

γϕ2 ij
kl = γϕ2

1
2
(
δi
kδj

l + δi
lδj

k)+ γ′ϕ2 dij
kl , (8.62)

where

hij
kl = q

(
δi
kδj

l + δi
lδj

k)+ dij
kl , (n+ 1)q = 1

2 rs(r + s)/n ,
tr
(
t̄[i t

k t̄j] t
l) = p

(
δi
kδj

l − δilδjk
)

+ wij
kl , (n− 1)p = 1

2 rs(r − s)/n , (8.63)

so that both dij
kl and wij

kl are zero on contraction of up and down indices. Instead of
(8.60)

λij
kl = λ̂

(
δi
kδj

l + δi
lδj

k)+ g dij
kl , λ̂ = λ+ q g . (8.64)

The eigenvalues and corresponding degeneracies for the d and w tensors as they appear in
(8.62) are given in appendix B.

At one loop it is sufficient to impose the conditions

hij
mnhmn

kl = Ã
(
δi
kδj

l + δi
lδj

k)+ B̃ hij
kl ,

hm(i
n(khj)n

l)m = Ã′
(
δi
kδj

l + δi
lδj

k)+ B̃′ hij
kl . (8.65)

Hence

βy
(1) = 1

2
(
r + s+mrs/n

)
y2ȳ ,

βλ
(1) = 2(n+ 4)λ2 + 4(n+ 1)q λ g + (Ã+ 4Ã′)g2 + 2mrs/nλ yȳ ,

βg
(1) = 12λ g + (B̃ + 4B̃′)g2 + 2mrs/n g yȳ − 4m (yȳ)2 . (8.66)

A necessary condition is

hik
mnhmn

kj = (n+ 1)
(
Ã+ q B̃

)
δi
j =

(
2(n+ 1)(Ã′ + q B̃′)− (n+ 1)2q2)δij . (8.67)

Defining
ã = Ã+ q B̃ − 2q2 , dik

mndmn
kj = (n+ 1)ã δij , (8.68)

then the one loop scalar β-function can be alternatively expressed as

βλ̂
(1) = 2(n+ 4) λ̂2 + 3 ã g2 +mrs/n λ̂ yȳ − 4mq (yȳ)2 . (8.69)

For ã = 0 dij
kl = 0 and hij

kl = q(δikδj l + δi
lδj

k) so is no longer independent and the g
coupling is redundant.
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This framework encompasses a variety of theories discussed in the literature. As an
illustration we may consider {ta} to be a basis for r×s complex matrices where n = rs and
which satisfy (8.58). The scalar field symmetry group is H = U(r)×U(s)/U(1). Positivity
of the potential holds if

λ > 0 , 2λ+ g > 0 or g > 0 , 2λ+ g/min(r, s) > 0 . (8.70)

This example requires (8.65)

Ã = 1
2 , B̃ = 0 , Ã′ = 1

4 , B̃′ = 1
4(r + s) . (8.71)

In this case from (8.68) and (8.63)

ã = (r2−1)(s2−1)
2(n+1)2 , q = r+s

2(n+1) . (8.72)

For the purely scalar theory, without fermions, results for β-functions have been obtained
to five loops in [73] and more recently to six loops in [74, 75] and a bootstrap analysis has
been undertaken in [76].

The lowest order β-functions and anomalous dimensions are then, with n = rs,

βy
(1) =

(1
2(r + s+m)yȳ

)
y , βλ

(1) = 2(n+ 4)λ2 + 2(r + s)λ g + 3
2 g

2 + 2mλyȳ ,

βg
(1) = 12 g λ+ (r + s) g2 + 2mg yȳ − 4m (yȳ)2 ,

γϕ
(1) = 1

2myȳ , γψ
(1) = 1

2r yȳ , γχ
(1) = 1

2s yȳ , (8.73)

and in (8.62)

γσ
(1) = 2(n+ 1) λ̂+myȳ , γρ

(1) = γϕ2
(1) = 2 λ̂+myȳ ,

γ′ϕ2
(1) = γ′ρ

(1) = 2 g , γ′′ρ
(1) = 0 . (8.74)

Setting s = 1, r = n, so that ã = 0 and the d-tensor vanishes, the β-function reduces to

βλ̂
(1) = 2(n+ 4) λ̂2 + 2mλ̂ yȳ − 2m (yȳ)2 . (8.75)

For n = 1 this coincides with the the Nambu Jona-Lasinio extended XY model, with U(1)
symmetry when m = 1, so long as yȳ → 2 y2.

At higher orders further relations corresponding to primitive diagrams are necessary.
The primitive Yukawa diagrams 2a, 2f and scalar diagram 2g correspond to

tj t̄k t
l djl

ki = (n+ 1)ã ti , tj t̄k t
it̄j t

k = ti , tr
(
t̄(i t

mt̄j) t
(k t̄m t

l)) = 1
2
(
δi
kδj

l + δi
lδj

k) .
(8.76)

The two loop 1PI contributions to the Yukawa and scalar β-functions are, with ã, q as in
(8.72), then

β̃y
(2) =

(
−2(r + s) λ̂ yȳ − 2(n+ 1) ã g yȳ + 2 (yȳ)2) y ,

β̃λ̂
(2) = − 4(5n+ 11)λ̂3 − 6(n+ 7) ã g2λ̂− 4(n− 5)q ã g3 − 2(n+ 4)mλ̂2 yȳ − 3 ãm g2 yȳ

+ 8 q m λ̂ (yȳ)2 + 4 ãm g (yȳ)2 + 4
(
(r + s)q + 1

)
m (yȳ)3 ,

β̃g
(2) = − 12(n+ 7) g λ̂2 − 2(n− 5)q g2(12 λ̂+myȳ

)
− 2

(
n+ 4− 18(n− 1)q2)g3

− 12mg λ̂ yȳ + 8mλ̂ (yȳ)2 − 8 q mg (yȳ)2 + 4(r + s)m (yȳ)3 . (8.77)
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At two loops the anomalous dimensions are given by

γϕ
(2) = 1

2(n+ 1)
(
λ̂2 + 1

2 ã g
2)− 3

8 m (r + s) (yȳ)2 ,

γψ
(2) = − 1

8 r(s+ 3m) (yȳ)2 , γχ
(2) = −1

8 s(r + 3m) (yȳ)2 ,

γσ
(2) = − 6(n+ 1)

(
λ̂2 + 1

2 ã g
2)− 2(n+ 1)mλ̂ yȳ + 2 γϕ(2) ,

γϕ2
(2) = − 2(n+ 3) λ̂2 − 2 ã g2 − 2mλ̂ yȳ + 4 q m (yȳ)2 + 2 γϕ(2) ,

γ′ϕ2
(2) = − 8 λ̂ g − 2(n− 3)q g2 − 2mg yȳ + 4m (yȳ)2 ,

γρ
(2) = − 2(n+ 3) λ̂2 − n−3

n−1 ã g
2 − 2mλ̂ yȳ + 2 γϕ(2) ,

γ′ρ
(2) = − 8 λ̂ g − (n− 7)q g2 − 2mg yȳ , γ′′ρ

(2) = −1
2 (r − s) g2 . (8.78)

At three loops further relations are necessary. Corresponding to 3z̃

tj t̄k t
l t̄j t

it̄lt
k + tk t̄lt

it̄j t
l t̄k t

j = (r + s) ti . (8.79)

For just the quartic scalar coupling at three loops then corresponding to 3f there is the
relation

dm(i
nr dj)r

pq dps
m(k dnq

l)s = A(δikδj l + δi
lδj

k) + c̃ dij
kl ,

A = 1
8
(
n+ 4− 18 q2) ã , c̃ = −1

8 (5n+ 29) q + 2(5n− 1) q3 . (8.80)

For the purely scalar theory obtained by setting the Yukawa couplings to zero there
are non trivial fixed points which to lowest order have the form, for r, s > 1,

g∗± = n− 2
Drs ± 3

√
Rrs

ε , λ̂∗± = Drs ± (n+ 1)
√
Rrs

4(n+ 1)(Drs ± 3
√
Rrs)

ε , (8.81)

for
Drs = (n− 5)(r + s) , Rrs = r2 + s2 − 10 rs+ 24 . (8.82)

Since Rrs = (r − n+(s))(r − n−(s)) for n±(s) = 5s± 2
√

6
√
s2 − 1 then Rrs ≥ 0 and there

are real fixed points if r ≥ n+(s) or r ≤ n−(s). For r > s only the first case is relevant.
The corresponding stability matrix eigenvalues at the fixed points in (8.81) are then(

κ1±, κ2±
)

=
(
1,± (n−2)

√
Rrs

Drs±3
√
Rrs

)
ε . (8.83)

Integer solutions for the bifurcation points when Rrs = 0 can be obtained iteratively, for
r > s, by taking ri = 10 ri−1 − si−1, si = ri−1 starting from r1 = 5, s1 = 1. This scalar
theory with H = U(r)×U(s)/U(1) symmetry is an obvious extension of the bifundamental
theory with real scalars and O(m)×O(n)/Z2 symmetry discussed recently in [72, 77] which
contains earlier citations. Defining the invariants

||λ||2 = λij
klλkl

ij = 2n(n+ 1)
(
λ̂2 + 1

2 ã g
2) , |λ∗±| = λij

ij = n(n+ 1) λ̂ , (8.84)

then at the fixed point (8.81)

||λ∗±||2 = 1
24 n

(
ε2 − κ2±

2) , |λ∗±| = 1
4 n
(
ε+ κ2±

)
. (8.85)
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Clearly ||λ∗±||2 ≤ 1
24 n ε

2 in accord, of course, with the bound obtained by Hogervorst and
Toldo [78] extending the results in [77]. For any n there is also the Heisenberg fixed point
with O(2n) symmetry where

λ̂∗H = 1
2(n+ 4) ε g∗H = 0 , (8.86)

and (
κ1H , κ2H

)
=
(
1, 2−n

n+4

)
ε , ||λ∗H ||2 = n(n+1)

2(n+4)2 ε
2 , |λ∗H | = n(n+1)

2(n+4) ε . (8.87)

For n = 2 these results coincide with (8.81), (8.83) and (8.85).

For non zero Yukawa couplings the one loop β function requires

(yȳ)∗ = ε/(r + s+m) . (8.88)

After using (8.88) the equations determining λ∗, g∗ are then invariant under

m→ (r + s)2

m
, ε→ −ε , (8.89)

relating results for large and small m. At m = mc for mc = r + s there are no solutions if
2(n+ 4)λ2 + 2(r + s)λg + 3

2g
2 > 0 or

2n ≤ r2 + s2 < n+ 12 . (8.90)

This is rather restrictive. Taking r, s ≥ 2 and r ≤ s the only possibilities for (r, s) are just
(2, 2), (2, 3), (3, 3), (2, 4) (in the last case r2 + s2 = n+ 12). In these cases where Rrs < 0
there are two fixed points for small and large m but none over some interval centred on
r+ s, the interval shrinks to zero in the (2, 4) case where the bound in (8.90) is saturated.
Otherwise for Rrs < 0 there are again two fixed points for small and large m but four over
a region centred on r + s. If Rrs ≥ 0 there are four fixed points for any m.

At large m there is a fixed point which is the counterpart of the Gaussian fixed point
for small m and gives rise to a positive semi-definite potential and positive stability matrix
eigenvalues

g∗ ∼
4
m
ε− (r + s) 16

m2 ε , λ∗ ∼ −
24
m2 ε , κ± ∼ ε+

(
r + s± 4

) 6
m
ε . (8.91)

For s = 1 and r = n there is just one scalar coupling and at lowest order

λ̂∗± = 1
4(n+ 4)

(
− m− n− 1
m+ n+ 1 ±

√
Z̃
)
ε , Z̃ = (m− n− 1)2 + 16(n+ 4)m

(m+ n+ 1)2 . (8.92)

For n = 1 this is identical to the XY case as given by (8.38) and (8.43).
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9 Consistency Relations

The existence of an a-function requires consistency relations between the coefficients for in-
dividual non primitive graphs appearing in the β-functions and the anomalous dimensions.
The basic equation has the form, for couplings {gI} [20],

∂IA = TIJ B
J , (9.1)

where A is constructed from 1PI and 1VI vacuum diagrams, TIJ also from 1PI, 1VI vacuum
diagrams with two vertices identified and

BI = βI − (υg)I , (9.2)

with υ(g) corresponding to an element of the Lie algebra of the maximal symmetry group
of the Lagrangian kinetic term. In general for a vanishing trace of the energy momentum
tensor and hence conformal symmetry the requirement is that BI = 0. In (9.1) TIJ need
not be symmetric, although any antisymmetric part has further constraints. In (9.2) υ(g)
is necessarily present starting at 3 loops. There is a freedom in (9.1) where

A ∼ A+ gIJB
IBJ , TIJ ∼ TIJ + LB gIJ + ∂I(gJKBK)− ∂J(gIKBK) , (9.3)

for arbitrary symmetric gIJ . This does not preserve the symmetry of TIJ .

In the present context the lowest order contribution to TIJ is first present at two
loops for the Yukawa couplings, Tyy, and at three for the scalar quartic couplings, Tλλ. In
consequence (9.1) provides potential relations the Yukawa β-functions and fermion, scalar
anomalous dimensions at ` loops and the scalar coupling β-function at ` − 1 loops where
A involves `+ 2 loop diagrams. Eliminating A and TIJ ensures that the relations contain
non linear contributions involving the β-functions and anomalous dimensions at lower loop
order. The elimination of any particular contribution to A is possible when the relevant
diagram is not vertex transitive. If the diagram has n inequivalent vertices then (9.1) leads
to n independent equations in this case. For ` = 2, 3, and including also arbitrary gauge
couplings, the possible relations were exhaustively analysed by Poole and Thomsen [9]. At
this order the conditions relate contributions to the β-functions and anomalous dimensions
which have insertions of one loop triangles and one loop bubbles.

For ` = 2 there are 11 5-loop vacuum diagrams for A (3 are vertex transitive) and
9 possible 3 loop TIJ , all of which are symmetric, and (9.1) gives rise to 21 equations.
Nevertheless there are 4 conditions on the individual β-function coefficients which reduce
to the vanishing of

B1 = γφ1 βy2a − 3βλ1b γφ2a , B2 = 2 γφ1 βy2c + 2 γψ1 γφ2c − βy1 γφ2b ,

B3 = βy1
2 γψ2b − βy1γψ1

(
βy2c + γψ2c

)
− γψ1

2 (βy2d − βy2e
)
,

B4 = βy1
2 γψ2a − βy1(γψ1 βy2b + γφ1 γψ2c) + γφ1γψ1

(
βy2d − βy2e

)
, (9.4)

or inserting one loop results this gives the conditions

βy2a = −24 γφ2a , βy2c = 2 γφ2b − γφ2c , 4βy2c + βy2d − βy2e = 16 γψ2a − 4 γψ2c ,

βy2b + βy2c = 4 (γψ2a + γψ2b)− 2 γψ2c . (9.5)
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The non planar βy2f is not present since the associated vacuum graph obtained by joining
the external lines is vertex transitive.

For ` = 3 there are, for a general renormalisable fermion scalar theory 49 5 loop dia-
grams for A (6 are vertex transitive) and for Tyy there are 33 distinct contributions for Tyy
which are symmetric and 20 with no symmetry. (9.1) then generates 152 equations which
reduce to 42 conditions on the β-function, anomalous dimension coefficients. We consider
first relations for non planar contributions to the β-function and anomalous dimension
where there are 7 relations due to the vanishing of

C1 = βy3w̃ − βy3x̃ , C2 = βy1
(
βy3õ − βy3p̃

)
− γψ1

(
βy3s̃ − βy3ũ

)
,

C3 = βy1
(
βy3g̃ − βy3ṽ

)
+
(
βy2d − βy2e

)
βy2f ,

C4 = βy1 γψ3p + γψ1
(
βy3s̃ − βy3ṽ

)
− γψ2c βy2f ,

C5 = βy1 βy3õ + γψ1
(
βy3g̃ − βy3r̃

)
− βy2c βy2f ,

C6 = βy1 γφ3m − γφ1
(
βy3g̃ − βy3ũ

)
− γφ2c βy2f ,

C7 = βy1 βy3s − γφ1
(
βy3g̃ + βy3r̃ + βy3s̃ − βy3ũ − 2βy3ṽ

)
− βy2b βy2f . (9.6)

For the planar three loop contributions there are 35 conditions in total. For those corres-
ponding to contributions involving λ there are 14

D1 = γφ1 βy3f − 3 γφ2a βλ2g , D2 = γφ1 βy3l − 3 γφ2a βλ2g ,

D3 = γψ1 βy3e + γφ1 γψ3b − βy2a γψ2a ,

D4 = γψ1(βy3g − βy3k)− βy1 γψ3b + βy2a γψ2c ,

D5 = 2 γφ1(βy3b − βy3c)− 3 γφ2a(βλ2c − 2βλ2d) ,
D6 = 2(γφ1 γφ3a − βλ1a γφ3b) + 3 γφ2a βλ2b ,

D7 = βy1(βy3g − βy3h)− βy2a(βy2d − βy2e) ,
D8 = βy1 βy3d + γφ1(2βy3g − βy3h − βy3i)− βy2a βy2b ,

D9 = βy1 βy3j + γψ1(βy3h − βy3i)− βy2a βy2c ,

D10 = 2βy1 γφ3c − 2 γφ1 βy3h + 3βλ1b βy3a − βy2a(βy2b + 2 γφ2c) + 6 γφ2a βλ2f ,

D11 = γφ1(γψ1 βy3a − βy1 γψ3a)− γφ2a(γψ1 βy2b − βy1 γψ2a) ,
D12 = γφ1 γψ1(βy3h + βy3k) + 3 γφ2a

(
βy1 βλ2e − βλ1b βy2c − 2 γψ1 βλ2f

)
,

D13 = 2 γψ1(γφ1 βy3e − βλ1b γφ3b + 2 γφ1 γφ3c)− γφ1(γφ2b βy2a − 6 γφ2a βλ2e) ,
D14 = βy1(γφ1 βy3c + 2βλ1a γφ3c − βλ1b γφ3a)− γφ1 βλ1a βy3h

− 3βy1 γφ2a βλ2d − βλ1a(βy2a γφ2c − 3 γφ2a βλ2f ) . (9.7)

Of the remaining 21 there is one relation which has total loop order 4

D15 = βy1(βy3̃ − βy3k̃) + γψ1(βy3l̃− βy3ñ) , (9.8)
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and otherwise we have, for total loop order 5, 15 relations

D16 = βy1
2γφ3d − βy1 γφ1(2βy3t + γφ3i) + 2 γφ1

2 βy3ẽ − 2 γφ2c(βy1 γψ2a − γφ1 γψ2c
)
,

D17 = βy1
2γφ3e − βy1 γφ1(βy3n − βy3o + γφ3l) + 2 γφ1

2(βy3d̃− βy3q̃)
− γφ2c(βy1 βy2b − 2 γφ1 βy2d

)
,

D18 = βy1
2γφ3g − 2βy1 γφ1 βy3ã − βy1 γψ1 γφ3i + 2 γφ1 γψ1 βy3ẽ

− 2 γφ2c(βy1 γψ2b − γψ1 γψ2c
)
,

D19 = βy1
2γψ3e − βy1(γφ1γψ3l + γψ1 βy3t) + γφ1 γψ1 βy3ẽ

− γψ1 γψ2a(βy2d − βy2e) + γψ2c
(
γψ1 βy2b − 2βy1 γψ2a + 2 γφ1 γψ2c

)
,

D20 = βy1
2γψ3g − βy1 γψ1(βy3u + 2 γψ3h) + 2 γψ1

2 βy3v + 2βy2c
(
γψ1βy2b − βy1 γψ2a

)
,

D21 = βy1
2γψ3j − βy1 γψ1(βy3ã + γψ3l) + γψ1

2 βy3ẽ − γψ1
(
(βy2d − βy2e)γψ2b + βy2c γψ2c

)
,

D22 = βy1
2γψ3o + βy1 γψ1(βy3h̃− βy3̃ − 2 γψ3m) + γψ1

2(βy3m̃ + βy3ñ − βy3q̃ − βy3t̃
)

+ γψ2c
(
γψ1(βy2d + βy2e)− βy1 βy2c

)
,

D23 = βy1
2βy3p − βy1 γφ1(βy3h̃ + βy3ı̃) + βy1 γψ1(βy3n − βy3o)
− γφ1 γψ1

(
2βy3d̃ + βy3l̃− βy3ñ − 2βy3q̃

)
− βy2c

(
βy1βy2b − 2 γφ1 βy2d

)
,

D24 = βy1
2(βy3n − βy3q)− βy1 γφ1(2βy3d̃− βy3l̃− βy3ñ)
+ (βy2d − βy2e)

(
βy1 βy2b − 2 γφ1 βy2d

)
,

D25 = βy1
2βy3y − βy1 γψ1

(
2βy3b̃ + 2βy3h̃− βy3ı̃ − βy3̃

)
+ γψ1

2(2βy3d̃− βy3l̃− βy3m̃ − 2βy3ñ + βy3q̃ + βy3t̃
)

− βy2c
(
βy1 βy2c + γψ1(3βy2d − βy2e)

)
+ (3βy2d + βy2e)(βy1 γψ2b − γψ1 γψ2c) ,

D26 = βy1
2(βy3c̃ − βy3̃)− βy1 γψ1(βy3d̃ + βy3f̃ − βy3m̃ − βy3ñ)
+ (βy2d − βy2e)

(
βy1 βy2c − γψ1(βy2d + βy2e)

)
,

D27 = βy1
2(βy3u + 2 γφ3j)− 2βy1 γψ1(βy3v + 2 γφ3k + γφ3l)− 4βy1 γφ1 βy3̃

− 4 γφ1 γψ1
(
βy3f̃ − βy3m̃ − βy3ñ + βy3q̃

)
− 2βy2c

(
βy1(βy2b + 2 γφ2c)− 2 γφ1 βy2d

)
+ 4(βy2d + βy2e)

(
βy1 γψ2a − γψ1 βy2b − γφ1 γψ2c + γψ1 γφ2c

)
,

D28 = βy1
2(βy3ã + 2 γψ3n)− βy1 γψ1(βy3ẽ + 2βy3̃ + 2 γψ3k + 2 γψ3m)
− 2 γψ1

2(βy3l̃− βy3m̃ − βy3ñ + βy3t̃
)

+ βy1
(
− βy2c

2 + 2βy2d γψ2b − 2βy2c γψ2c
)

+ γψ1
(
− βy2c(βy2d − βy2e) + 2βy2e γψ2c

)
,

D29 = βy1
2(βy3t + 2 γψ3f )− 2βy1 γψ1 βy3n − βy1 γφ1 (βy3ẽ + 2 γψ3k + 2 γψ3m)

+ 2 γψ1γφ1(2βy3d̃− βy3l̃− βy3q̃)
− βy1

(
βy2b(βy2c + 2 γψ2c) + 2βy2d γψ2a

)
+ 2 γψ1 βy2b(βy2d + βy2e)

+ γφ1
(
6 γψ2c βy2d + βy2c(βy2d − βy2e)

)
,

D30 = βy1 γφ1
(
βy3b̃ + βy3̃

)
− βy1 γψ1

(
βy3n + βy3r

)
+ γφ1 γψ1

(
βy3d̃− βy3f̃ + βy3l̃− βy3ñ − βy3q̃ + βy3t̃

)
+ (βy2d + βy2e)

(
2βy1 γψ2a − γψ1 βy2b − γφ1(βy2c + 2 γψ2c)

)
, (9.9)
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and finally 5 with loop order six

D31 = βy1
3 γψ3c + βy1

2(γφ1(βy3t − γψ3h)− γψ1 βy3m
)

− βy1 γψ1 γφ1(2βy3n − βy3v) + βy1 γφ1
2(βy3b̃− βy3ẽ + βy3̃ − γψ3k

)
+ γφ1

2 γψ1
(
3βy3d̃− βy3m̃ − βy3ñ − 2βy3q̃ + βy3t̃

)
+ βy1

2 γψ2a γφ2c + βy1 γφ1
(
γψ2a βy2d − βy2b(βy2c + γψ2c)

)
− βy1 γψ1 γφ2c βy2b

+ γφ1
2(γψ2c(βy2d − βy2e)− 2βy2c βy2e

)
+ γφ1 γψ1 βy2b βy2e ,

D32 = βy1
3γφ3h + βy1

2γψ1 βy3u − βy1 γφ1 γψ1
(
2βy3b̃− βy3ı̃ + βy3̃

)
− 2βy1 γψ1

2(βy3v + γφ3k)
+ γφ1 γψ1

2(2βy3d̃− 2βy3f̃ − βy3l̃ + βy3m̃ − βy3q̃ + βy3t̃
)

− βy1 γφ1 βy2c
2 − βy1 γψ1

(
2βy2c(βy2b + γφ2c) + γψ2a(βy2d − βy2e)

)
+ γφ1 γψ1

(
γψ2c(βy2d − βy2e) + 2βy2c βy2e

)
+ γψ1

2(βy2b(βy2d − βy2e) + 2βy2e γφ2c
)
,

D33 = βy1
3 γψ3i + βy1

2γψ1 (βy3ã − βy3z − γψ3l) + βy1 γψ1
2(βy3b̃− βy3̃ − γψ3k)

+ γψ1
3(− βy3d̃ + βy3m̃ + βy3ñ − βy3t̃

)
− βy1 γψ1

(
βy2c

2 + βy2cγ2c + βy2d γψ2b − γψ2c
2)+ γψ1

2(βy2c βy2e + 2βy2d γψ2c
)
,

D34 = βy1
3 γψ3d + βy1

2(γψ1 βy3t + γφ1 βy3ã
)
− βy1 γφ1 γψ1

(
2βy3ẽ + βy3ı̃ + βy3̃ + 2 γψ3k

)
− γφ1 γψ1

2(3βy3l̃− βy3m̃ − 2βy3ñ − βy3q̃ + βy3t̃
)

− βy1 γφ1 βy2c
(
βy2c + γψ2c

)
− βy1 γψ1

(
βy2b(2βy2c + γψ2c) + γψ2a(3βy2d − βy2e)

)
+ γφ1 γψ1

(
βy2c(3βy2d − βy2e) + γψ2c(5βy2d − βy2e)

)
+ 2 γψ1

2 βy2b βy2d ,

D35 = βy1
3 γφ3f + βy1

2(γψ1(βy3u − γφ3i)− 2 γφ1 βy3z
)
− 2βy1 γψ1

2(βy3v + γφ3k
)

+ 2βy1 γφ1 γψ1
(
βy3ẽ + βy3ı̃ − βy3̃

)
− 2 γφ1 γψ1

2(βy3f̃ − βy3l̃ − βy3m̃ + βy3q̃
)

+ 2βy1 γψ1
(
γφ2c γψ2c + γψ2a(βy2d + βy2e)− βy2c(βy2b + γφ2c)

)
− 2 γφ1 γψ1 γψ2c

(
βy2d + βy2e

)
+ 2 γψ1

2(γφ2c βy2e − βy2b(βy2d + βy2e)
)
. (9.10)

To satisfy (9.1) with three loop β-functions it is necessary to include contributions to
υ as in in (2.4) and (3.4). The consistency relations require

2βy1 υφ3c = − 3βλ1b βy3a + βy2a βy2b ,

2βy1 υφ3j = − βy1 βy3u + γψ1 βy3v + 2βy2b βy2c ,

2βy1(βy1 υψ3n − γψ1 υψ3m) = − βy1(βy1 βy3ã − γψ1 βy3ẽ)
+ γψ1 βy2c(βy2d − βy2e) + βy1 βy2c

2 ,

2βy1(βy1 υψ3f − γφ1 υψ3m) = βy1(βy1 βy3t − γφ1 βy3ẽ)
+ γφ1 βy2c(βy2d − βy2e)− βy1 βy2b βy2c . (9.11)

Together with (7.19) these suffice to determine the results in (2.5) and (3.5).
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9.1 Supersymmetry Reduction

For the reduction as described in subsection 7.2 the consistency relations reduce to just
one at two loops given by the vanishing of

S0 = βY 1 γΦ2A − 2 γΦ1(βY 2A + γΦ2B) , (9.12)

and at three loops for planar contributions there are 7 relations obtained by setting to zero

S1 = βY 1(βY 3E − βY 3F )− γΦ1(βY 3H − βY 3J) ,
S2 = βY 1(2βY 3A − βY 3C − 2 γΦ3D + 4 γΦ3E) + 2 γΦ1(βY 3F − βY 3G + βY 3K − γΦ3G + 2 γΦ3H) ,
S3 = βY 1(βY 3A + γΦ3E)− γΦ1(βY 3D − βY 3E + βY 3F + βY 3G + γΦ3G)

− βY 2A(βY 2A + γΦ2B) + βY 2B γΦ2A ,

S4 = βY 1(γΦ3A + γΦ3B) + γΦ1(βY 3A − 2βY 3B + βY 3C − 2 γΦ3D + 2 γΦ3E − γΦ3F )
− γΦ2A(2βY 2A − γΦ2B) ,

S5 = βY 1
2 βY 3A − βY 1γΦ1(2βY 3D − βY 3F + βY 3G) + 2 γΦ1

2(βY 3I − βY 3J)
+ βY 2A(2 γΦ1βY 2B − βY 1βY 2A) ,

S6 = 2βY 1
2γΦ3B − βY 1γΦ1(2βY 3A − βY 3C + 2 γΦ3D) + 2 γΦ1

2(2βY 3D − βY 3K + γΦ3G)
− 2 γΦ1(βY 2A

2 + βY 2B γΦ2A) ,
S7 = βY 1

2 γΦ3C − 2βY 1γΦ1(β3C + γΦ3F ) + 4 γΦ1
2βY 3K − 4 γΦ1βY 2A γΦ2B = 0 , (9.13)

and for the non planar diagrams just 2

S8 = βY 1βY 3L − γΦ1(βY 3N − 2βY 3O)− 2βY 2C βY 2A ,

S9 = βY 1γΦ3I + γΦ1(βY 3M − βY 3O)− βY 2C γΦ2B . (9.14)

10 Scheme Variations for Scalar Fermion Theory to Three Loops

The coefficients appearing in the expansions of the β-functions and anomalous dimensions
for a general scalar fermion theory are in general dependent on the choice of regularisation
scheme. At ` loops possible scheme variations in γφ(`), γψ(`), β̃y

(`), β̃λ
(`) are determined in

terms of arbitrary parameters related to the expansions of γφ(`−1), γψ
(`−1), β̃y

(`−1), β̃λ
(`−1).

This depends on preserving the form of the functions β̃, γ in terms of contributions corres-
ponding to 1PI and 1VI diagrams. Labelling the coefficients α in the expansion at ` loops
by g, `, r, where here g = φ, ψ, y, λ, the general form of the variations for αg ≡ αg`r, with
α → γ for g = φ, ψ and α → β for g → y, λ, are shown in appendix E to involve a sum
over contributions

Xg′,g′′ = −Xg′′,g′ = αg′ εg′′ − εg′ αg′′ , g′ = g′`′r′ , g′′ = g′′`′′r′′ , (10.1)

where {εg} are arbitrary parameters, so that

δαg =
∑
g′,g′′

`′+`′′=`,g′′=g

Ngg
′g′′ Xg′,g′′ , (10.2)
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and Ngg
′g′′ = −Ngg

′′g′ are integer coefficients. Of course one loop coefficients are scheme
invariant and higher loops coefficients corresponding to primitive diagrams, which have a
different topology and do not lead to integrals which have subdivergences, are also scheme
invariant. Any eg such that for a given `∑

g, `′+`′′=`
egNgg

′g′′ = 0 , (10.3)

gives rise to a linear ` loop scheme invariant
∑
g e

gαg.

At two loops there are 10 possible X’s but only 7 appear in scheme variations as
Xφ1,λ1b, Xψ1,λ1a, Xy1,λ1a, are not present,

δγφ2a = δγψ2b = δβy2a = δβy2d = δβy2e = δβy2f = δβλ2a = δβλ2g = 0 ,
δγφ2b = 4Xψ1,φ1 , δγφ2c = 2Xy1,φ1 , δγψ2a = 2Xφ1,ψ1 , δγψ2c = 2Xy1,ψ1 ,

δβy2b = 2Xφ1,y1 , δβy2c = 2Xψ1,y1 , δβλ2b = 4Xφ1,λ1a , δβλ2c = 2Xλ1b,λ1a ,

δβλ2d = Xλ1b,λ1a , δβλ2e = 2Xψ1,λ1b , δβλ2f = Xy1,λ1b . (10.4)

The cases y2a, y2f, λ2g correspond to primitive diagrams and so the variation is necessarily
zero. Apart from those coefficients which are individually invariant there are four linear
scheme invariants.

At three loops the results for scheme variations separate into different groups. There
are six primitive three loop diagrams for the Yukawa β-function so that

δβy3f = δβy3l = δβy3w̃ = δβy3x̃ = δβy3ỹ = δβy3z̃ = 0 , (10.5)

and there are cases where the individual terms are scheme invariant

δγψ3j = δβy3f̃ = δβy3l̃ = δβy,3ñ = 0 . (10.6)

For those diagrams containing the non planar subgraph corresponding to βy2f the variations
are

δβy3s = 2Xφ1,y2f , δβy3õ = δβy3p̃ = 2Xψ1,y2f ,

δγφ3m = 2Xy2f,φ1 , δγψ3p = 2Xy2f,ψ1 , (10.7a)
δβy3g̃ = δβy3ṽ = Xy2f,y1 , δβy3r̃ = δβy3s̃ = δβy3ũ = Xy1,y2f . (10.7b)

There are evidently 3 linear invariants from (10.7a) and 4 more from (10.7b). Otherwise
for the variations of the anomalous dimension contributions arising from planar diagrams

δγφ3a = 6Xλ1a,φ2a , δγφ3b = 6Xφ1,φ2a , δγφ3c = 3Xλ1b,φ2a +Xy2a,φ1 ,

δγφ3d = 2Xφ1,φ2b + 4Xψ2a,φ1 , δγφ3f = 4Xψ1,φ2b , δγφ3g = 2Xψ1,φ2b + 4Xψ2b,φ1 ,

δγφ3h = 2Xψ1,φ2b , (10.8a)
δγφ3e = 2Xφ1,φ2c + 2Xy2b,φ1 , δγφ3i = 4Xψ2c,φ1 + 2Xy1,φ2b ,

δγφ3j = 4Xψ1,φ2c +Xy1,φ2b + 2Xy2c,φ1 , δγφ3k = 2Xy1,φ2c + 2Xy2e,φ1 ,

δγφ3l = 2Xy1,φ2c + 4Xy2d,φ1 , (10.8b)
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and

δγψ3a = 2Xφ2a,ψ1 , δγψ3b = 2Xy2a,ψ1 , δγψ3c = 4Xφ1,ψ2a ,

δγψ3d = 2Xψ1,ψ2a + 2Xφ1,ψ2b , δγψ3e = 2Xφ1,ψ2b + 2Xψ2a,ψ1 ,

δγψ3g = 4Xψ1,ψ2a + 2Xφ2b,ψ1 , δγψ3i = 4Xψ1,ψ2b , (10.9a)
δγψ3f = 2Xφ1,ψ2c +Xy1,ψ2a +Xy2b,ψ1 , δγψ3h = 2Xy1,ψ2a + 2Xφ2c,ψ1 ,

δγψ3k = 2Xy1,ψ2c + 2Xy2d,ψ1 , δγψ3l = 2Xψ2c,ψ1 + 2Xy1,ψ2b ,

δγψ3m = Xy1,ψ2c +Xy2e,ψ1 +Xy2d,ψ1 , δγψ3n = 2Xψ1,ψ2c +Xy1,ψ2b +Xy2c,ψ1 ,

δγψ3o = 2Xψ1,ψ2c + 2Xy2c,ψ1 . (10.9b)

The remaining scheme variations are then

δβy3b = δβy3c = Xλ1a,y2a , δβy3d = δβy3e = 2Xφ1,y2a , δβy3j = 2Xψ1,y2a ,

δβy3w = δβy3x = Xλ1b,y2a , (10.10a)
δβy3a = 2Xφ2a,y1 , δβy3g = δβy3h = Xy2a,y1 , δβy3i = δβy3k = Xy1,y2a ,

δβy3m = 4Xφ1,y2b , δβy3n = 2Xφ1,y2e +Xy2b,y1 , δβy3o = 2Xφ1,y2e +Xy1,y2b ,

δβy3p = 2Xφ1,y2c + 2Xψ1,y2b , δβy3q = 2Xφ1,y2d +Xy2b,y1 , δβy3r = 2Xφ1,y2d +Xy1,y2b ,

δβy3t = 2Xφ1,y2c + 2Xψ2a,y1 , δβy3u = 4Xψ1,y2b + 2Xφ2b,y1 ,

δβy3v = 2Xy1,y2b + 2Xφ2c,y1 , δβy3y = δβy3z = 4Xψ1,y2c ,

δβy3ã = 2Xψ1,y2c + 2Xψ2b,y1 , δβy3b̃ = 2Xψ1,y2e +Xy1,y2c , δβy3c̃ = 2Xψ1,y2e +Xy2c,y1 ,

δβy3d̃ = Xy1,y2e +Xy2d,y1 , δβy3ẽ = 2Xψ2c,y1 + 2Xy1,y2c ,

δβy3h̃ = δβy 3̃i = 2Xψ1,y2d +Xy1,y2c , δβy3j̃ = δβy3k̃ = 2Xψ1,y2d +Xy2c,y1 ,

δβy3m̃ = Xy1,y2d +Xy2e,y1 , δβy3q̃ = Xy1,y2e +Xy1,y2d , δβy3t̃ = 2Xy1,y2d . (10.10b)

Each variation is necessarily such that the number of fermion loops is conserved. The
variations in (10.7a), (10.8a), (10.9a) and (10.10a), apart from that for βy3x, correspond
to the restriction to the U(1) invariant case. The 21 variations in (10.8a), (10.9a) and
(10.10a) involve 14 different X’s and there are 7 linear invariants. The 40 variations in
(10.8b), (10.9b) and (10.10b) involve 23 different X’s but there are 18 linear invariants
since the equations are invariant under

δXφ1,ψ2c = δXψ1,y2b = ρ , δXφ1,y2c = δXψ1,φ2c = δXy1,ψ2a = −ρ , δXy1,φ2b = 2ρ .
(10.11)

Individual coefficients in the expansions to β or γ are scheme invariant, besides those
corresponding to primitive diagrams, when the associated vertex or propagator subgraphs
are a nested sequence all of the same form. Examples appear in (10.6). In this case
γψ1, γψ2b, γψ3j correspond to rainbow diagrams and βy1, βy2e, βy3f̃ correspond to vertex
ladder diagrams. For these cases there are exact all orders results [79, 80] obtained by
solving quadratic equations

γψ
∣∣
rainbow =

√
1 + y2 − 1 = 1

2 y
2 − 1

8 y
4 + 1

16 y
6 − 5

128 y
8 + . . . ,

βy/y
∣∣
ladder =

√
1 + 4 y2 − 1 = 2 y2 − 2 y4 + 4 y6 − 10 y8 + . . . . (10.12)
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Further sequences of nested diagrams are also associated with βy1, βy2d and βy3l̃ or βy,3ñ
so these are necessarily scheme invariant.

For the restriction to the U(1) theory discussed in section 6, the scheme variations
in (10.4), (10.8a), (10.9a), (10.10a) consistently restrict as they only involve the γ and β-
function coefficients relevant in that case. The sequence of nested diagrams for γψ

∣∣
rainbow

remains in this case. The scheme variations may be restricted to N = 1 and N = 1
2

supersymmetry. They are consistent with the various constraints obtained earlier so long
as all lower order conditions are imposed. For the latter case at two loops

δγΦ2B = 2XY 1,Φ1 , δβY 2A = 2XΦ1,Y 1 , δγΦ2A = δβY 2B = δβY 2C = 0 , (10.13)

and at three loops individual scheme invariant coefficients correspond to

δγΦ3C = δβY 3H = δβY 3J = δβY 3P = δβY 3Q = 0 , (10.14)

with βY 3P , βY 3Q arising from primitive diagrams while γΦ3C , along with γΦ1, γΦ2A, forms
part of a sequence of nested rainbow diagrams. For planar contributions

δγΦ3A = 2 δγΦ3B = 4XΦ1,Φ2A , δγΦ3D = 4XΦ1,Φ2B +XY 1,Φ2A + 2XY 2A,Φ1 ,

δγΦ3E = 2XΦ1,Φ2B + 2XY 2A,Φ1 , δγΦ3F = 4XΦ2B,Φ1 + 2XY 1,Φ2A ,

δγΦ3G = 2XY 1,Φ2B + 4XY 2B,Φ1 , δγΦ3H = 2XY 1,Φ2B + 2XY 2B,Φ1 ,

δβY 3A = δβY 3B = 4XΦ1,Y 2A , δβY 3C = 4XΦ1,Y 2A + 2XΦ2A,Y 1 ,

δβY 3D = δβY 3G = 2XΦ1,Y 2B +XY 1,Y 2A , δβY 3E = δβY 3F = 2XΦ1,Y 2B +XY 2A,Y 1 ,

δβY 3I = 2XY 1,Y 2B , δβY 3K = 2XY 1,Y 2A + 2XΦ2B,Y 1 , (10.15)

and for non planar

δγΦ3I = 2XY 2C,Φ1 , δβY 3L = 4XΦ1,Y 2C ,

δβY 3M = XY 1,Y 2C , δβY 3N = 2XY 1,Y 2C , δβY 3O = XY 2C,Y 1 . (10.16)

From (10.13) there is one linear invariant, γΦ2B + βY 2A. (10.15) contains 8 independent
X’s and 15 equations giving 7 linear invariants whereas in (10.16) 5 equations and 2 X’s
lead to 3 linear invariants.

These results may be used to verify the invariance of the consistency conditions ob-
tained in section 8. The variations are either identically zero, using the antisymmetry of
X, or lead to antisymmetrised products of three X’s,

Yg1,g2,g3 = αg1 Xg2,g3 + αg3 Xg1,g2 + αg2 Xg3,g1 , (10.17)

with gi = gi`iri. Given the definition of X in (10.1) necessarily Yg1,g2,g3 = 0 and, from the
antisymmetry of Xg1,g2 , there is the identity

αg1 Yg2,g3,g4 − αg2 Yg3,g4,g1 + αg3 Yg4,g1,g2 − αg4 Yg1,g2,g3 = 0 , (10.18)

and hence
αg1 Yg2,g3,g4 − αg2 Yg3,g4,g1 6⊃ Xg3,g4 . (10.19)

45



Apart from linear invariants there are also possible quadratic invariants

Qκ = κg1g2αg1αg2 , κg1g2 = κg2g1 , (10.20)

if κg1g2 is such that ∑
g κ

g1gNgg2g3 = F g1g2g3 = F [g1g2g3] , (10.21)

as then δQκ = 2
3
∑
g1,g2,g3 F

g1g2g3 Yg1,g2,g3 . Higher order invariants are also possible as
demonstrated later.

Applying this for (10.4) there are two quadratic invariants obtained from Yφ1,ψ1,y1 and
Yψ1,y1,λ1b. However as a consequence of (10.19)

γψ1Yφ1,λ1a,λ1b − βλ1aYφ1,ψ1,λ1b

= γψ1
(
γφ1Xλ1a,λ1b + βλ1bXφ1,λ1a

)
− βλ1a

(
γφ1Xψ1,λ1b + βλ1bXφ1,ψ1

)
, (10.22)

leads to a further cubic invariant. At the next order from (10.7a), (10.7b) there are three
possible Y ’s, Yφ1,ψ1,y2f , Yφ1,y1,y2f , Yψ1,y1,y2f , which would lead to three potential quadratic
invariants. Nevertheless these are not independent due to (10.18) and so there remain two
quadratic invariants for the non planar coefficients. From (10.8a), (10.9a) and (10.10a) we
can construct

Yφ1,ψ1,g , g = φ2a, φ2b, ψ2a, ψ2b, y2a ,
Yφ1,λ1a,g, Yψ1,λ1b,g, Yλ1a,λ1b,g , g = φ2a, y2a , (10.23)

which would appear to give 11 quadratic invariants. These are not independent due to the
identity

γψ1
(
γφ1Yλ1a,λ1b,g + βλ1b Yφ1,λ1a,g

)
− βλ1a

(
γφ1Yψ1,λ1b,g + βλ1bYφ1,ψ1,g

)
= αg

(
γψ1Yφ1,λ1a,λ1b − βλ1a Yφ1,ψ1,λ1b

)
, g = φ2a, y2a , αg = γφ2a, βy2a , (10.24)

so there remain 9 quadratic invariants when U(1) symmetry is imposed. In the general
case there are additional invariants flowing from (10.8b), (10.9b) and (10.10b).

Yφ1,ψ1,g , Yφ1,y1,g , Yψ1,y1,g , g = φ2c, ψ2c, y2b, y2c, y2d, y2e , (10.25a)
Yφ1,y1,g , Yψ1,y1,g , g = φ2a, φ2b, ψ2a, ψ2b, y2a . (10.25b)

These are not independent due to (10.18). In (10.25a) we may then reduce to two sets of 6
and in (10.25b) to one set of 5. Possibilities are further restricted by requiring results are
independent of ρ in (10.11) which leaves 16. There are then 11 independent Y ’s for which
there is no constraint, a possible basis is given by

Yφ1,y1,φ2a, Yφ1,y1,φ2c, Yφ1,y1,ψ2b, Yψ1,y1,ψ2c, Yφ1,y1,y2a, Yφ1,y1,y2b,

Yψ1,y1,y2c, Yφ1,ψ1,y2d, Yφ1,y1,y2d, Yφ1,ψ1,y2e, Yφ1,y1,y2e , (10.26)
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and 5 involving pairs of Y ’s formed from Yφ1,ψ1,g or Yψ1,y1,g, g = φ2c, y2b, Yφ1,ψ1,g or
Yφ1,y1,g, g = ψ2c, y2c, Yφ1,y1,g or Yψ1,y1,g, g = ψ2a, φ2b which are ρ invariant. To achieve
this (10.11) implies

− δYφ1,ψ1,φ2c = δYφ1,ψ1,y2b = −δYφ1,y1,ψ2a = γφ1 ρ , δYφ1,y1,φ2b = 2 γφ1 ρ ,

− δYφ1,ψ1,ψ2c = δYφ1,ψ1,y2c = −δYψ1,y1,ψ2a = γψ1 ρ , δYψ1,y1,φ2b = 2 γψ1 ρ ,

− δYφ1,y1,ψ2c = δYφ1,y1,y2c = δYψ1,y1,φ2c = −δYψ1,y1,y2b = βy1 ρ . (10.27)

In (10.15) YΦ1,Y 1,g, g = Φ2A, Φ2B, Y 2A, Y 2B, lead to four quadratic invariants and
from (10.16) YΦ1,Y 1,Y 2C to one more.

The various consistency conditions must be scheme invariant. We here check this by
reducing their variations to sums of Y ’s which then show how they can be expressed in
terms of quadratic invariants. At lowest order the variations of (9.4), using (10.4), are just

δB1 = 0 , δB2 = 4Yφ1,ψ1,y1 , δB3 = 0 , δB4 = 2βy1 Yφ1,ψ1,y1 , (10.28)

and for the non planar conditions (9.6) at the next order from (10.10a)

δC1 = δC2 = δC3 = 0 ,
δC4 = −δC5 = 2Yψ1,y1,y2f , δC6 = −δC7 = 2Yφ1,y1,y2f , (10.29)
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and for the variations of (9.7), (9.8), (9.9)

δD1 = δD2 = δD5 = δD7 = 0 , δD3 = −2Yφ1,ψ1,y2a , δD4 = δD9 = −2Yψ1,y1,y2a ,

δD6 = −12Yφ1,φ2a,λ1a , δD8 = −2Yφ1,y1,y2a , δD10 = 2Yφ1,y1,y2a + 6Yφ2a,y1,λ1b ,

δD11 = 2 γψ1Yφ1,φ2a,y1 − 2βy1Yφ1,φ2a,ψ1 , δD12 = −6 γφ2a Yψ1,y1,λ1b ,

δD13 = 12 γφ1 Yφ2a,ψ1,λ1b − 12βλ1b Yφ1,φ2a,ψ1 + 4B1Xφ1,ψ1 ,

δD14 = γφ1 Yy1,y2a,λ1a − 3 γφ2a Yy1,λ1a,λ1b

+ 6βy1 Yφ2a,λ1a,λ1b − 2βy1 Yφ1,y2a,λ1a + 2βy2a Yφ1,y1,λ1a −B1Xy1,λ1a ,

δD15 = 0 ,
δD16 = 4 γφ1

(
Yφ1,y1,y2c + Yφ1,ψ2c,y1

)
+ 2βy1

(
Yφ1,φ2b,y1 − 2Yφ1,ψ2a,y1

)
− 4 γφ2c Yφ1,ψ1,y1 − 2B2Xφ1,y1 ,

δD17 = −4 γφ1Yφ1,y1,y2d + 2βy1
(
Yφ1,φ2c,y1 + Yφ1,y1,y2b

)
,

δD18 = 4 γφ1Yψ1,y1,y2c + 4 γψ1Yφ1,ψ2c,y1 − 2βy1
(
2Yφ1,ψ2b,y1 + Yφ2b,ψ1,y1

)
− 2B2Xψ1,y1 ,

δD19 = 2 γφ1 Yψ1,ψ2c,y1 + 2 γψ1 Yφ1,y1,y2c + 2βy1 Yφ1,ψ2b,y1

− 2
(
γψ1(βy2d − βy2e) + 2βy1 γψ2c

)/
βy1 Yφ1,ψ1,y1 + 2

(
B3Xφ1,y1 +B4Xψ1,y1

)
/βy1 ,

δD20 = 4 γψ1
(
Yψ1,y1,y2b − Yφ2c,ψ1,y1

)
+ 2βy1

(
2Yψ1,ψ2a,y1 + Yφ2b,ψ1,y1

)
− 4βy2cYφ1,ψ1,y1 + 2B2Xψ1,y1 ,

δD21 = 2 γψ1
(
Yψ1,ψ2c,y1 + Yψ1,y1,y2c

)
,

δD22 = −2 γψ1
(
Yψ1,y1,y2d + Yψ1,y1,y2e

)
+ 2βy1

(
Yψ1,ψ2c,y1 + Yψ1,y1,y2c

)
,

δD23 = 4 γφ1Yψ1,y1,y2d − 2βy1
(
Yψ1,y1,y2b + Yφ1,y1,y2c

)
,

δD24 = 2βy1
(
Yφ1,y1,y2d − Yφ1,y1,y2e

)
, δD25 = 4 γψ1Yψ1,y1,y2e − 4βy1Yψ1,y1,y2c ,

δD26 = 2βy1
(
Yψ1,y1,y2d − Yψ1,y1,y2e

)
,

δD27 = −8βy1
(
Yφ1,ψ1,y2d + Yφ2c,ψ1,y1

)
− 8 γψ1Yφ1,y1,y2e + 4βy1

(
Yφ1,y1,y2c − Yψ1,y1,y2b

)
+ 8(2βy2d + βy2e)Yφ1,ψ1,y1 ,

δD28 = 4βy1Yψ1,ψ2c,y1 − 2 γψ1
(
Yψ1,y1,y2d + Yψ1,y1,y2e

)
,

δD29 = 2βy1
(
Yψ1,y1,y2b − Yφ1,y1,y2c + 2Yφ1,ψ2c,y1

)
− 2 γφ1

(
3Yψ1,y1,y2d + Yψ1,y1,y2e

)
+ 4 γψ1 Yφ1,y1,y2e − 4βy2d Yφ1,ψ1,y1 ,

δD30 = 2βy1
(
Yφ1,ψ1,y2d + Yφ1,φ1,y2e

)
+ 2 (βy2d + βy2e)Yφ1,ψ1,y1 ,

δD31 = 4βy1
2 Yψ1,ψ2b,y1 + 2βy1γψ1

(
Yψ1,ψ2c,y1 + Yψ1,y1,y2c

)
− 2 γψ1

2 Yψ1,y1,y2e + 4B3Xψ1,y1 ,

δD32 = −2βy1
2 Yφ2b,ψ1,y1 − 4βy1γψ1

(
Yφ1,ψ1,y2e + Yψ1,y1,y2b

)
− 2 γψ1 (βy2d − 3βy2e)Yφ1,ψ1,y1 − 2B2 βy1Xψ1,y1 ,

δD33 = −4βy1
2 Yφ2b,ψ1,y1 + 4βy1γψ1

(
Yφ1,ψ2c,y1 − Yψ1,y1,y2b

)
+ 8βy1γφ1 Yψ1,y1,y2c

− 4 γψ1
2 Yφ1,y1,y2e + 4 γψ1 (βy2d + βy2e)Yφ1,ψ1,y1 − 4B2 βy1Xψ1,y1 ,

δD34 = 2βy1
2 (Yφ1,ψ2b,y1 + Yψ1,ψ2a,y1

)
− 2βy1γφ1 Yψ1,y1,y2c − 2βy1γψ1 Yφ1,y1,y2c

− 2 γψ1(3βy2d − βy2e)Yφ1,ψ1,y1 + 2B3Xφ1,y1 + 2B4Xψ1,y1 ,

δD35 = 4βy1
2 Yφ1,ψ2a,y1 − 2βy1γφ1

(
Yφ1,y1,y2c + Yφ2c,ψ1,y1

)
+ 4βy1γψ1 Yφ1,y1,y2b

− 2γφ1
2 (2Yψ1,y1,y2d + Yψ1,y1,y2e

)
+ 4 γφ1γψ1 Yφ1,y1,y2e

+ 2
(
γφ1 βy2d + βy1 γφ2c

)
Yφ1,ψ1,y1 + 2B4Xφ1,y1 . (10.30)
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For the constraints obtained in the reduced N = 1
2 theory listed in sub section 9.1,

corresponding to a Φ3 interaction, then with (10.13), (10.15), (10.16),

δS0 = δS1 = δS2 = 0 , δS3 = −2YΦ1,Y 1,Y 2A , δS4 = −6YΦ1,Y 1,Φ2A

δS5 = −4βY 1 YΦ1,Y 1,Y 2A + 4 γΦ1 YΦ1,Y 1,Y 2B ,

δS6 = −4βY 1 YΦ1,Y 1,Φ2A + 8 γΦ1 YΦ1,Y 1,Φ2B + 4S0XΦ1,Y 1 ,

δS7 = 8 γΦ1
(
YΦ1,Y 1,Y 2A − YΦ1,Y 1,Φ2B

)
,

δS8 = −4YΦ1,Y 1,Y 2C , δS9 = 2YΦ1,Y 1,Y 2C . (10.31)

11 Conclusion

The detailed results given here for β-functions and anomalous dimensions correspond to a
MS regularisation scheme. As is well known attempting to extend supersymmetric theories
away from their natural dimension is fraught and generally inconsistent and affects any
variant of dimensional regularisation [81–84]. ForN = 1 supersymmetry and scalar fermion
theories, without gauge fields, there are manifestly supersymmetric regularisation schemes
and potential problems withMS arise only beyond three loops so long as the normalisation
of fermion traces is chosen appropriately. In [41] an extension of the N = 1 supersymmetry
algebra away from four dimensions, in a fashion analgous to dimensional reduction, is
described though how this applies in a perturbative context is not completely clear.

These issues become significantly more severe for what we term N = 1
2 symmetry

in this paper. Traces of three or more odd numbers of three dimensional Dirac gamma
matrices are potentially non zero due to the appearance of the three dimensional antisym-
metric symbol. This is not relevant for a fermion loop with three external scalars, due
to momentum conservation, but such contributions are present if a fermion loop has five
external scalar lines. Of course analogous problems with γ5 are present with perturbative
calculations using MS for chiral fermions. Such problems also arise in four dimensional
chiral gauge theories for loops with two external vector lines and two external scalars and
such loop diagrams contribute at four loops in 1PI contributions with two external vector
lines and also the Yukawa β-function [85]. In [85] it was shown how consistency with the
a-function helps resolve some analogous γ5 issues. In three dimensions similar potential
problems arising for five vertex fermion loops as sub graphs occur at four loops in the
Yukawa vertex renormalisation where the relevant diagrams are of the form

, (11.1)

together with various permutations of the internal vertices on the fermion loop. Such dia-
grams are primitive since there are no subdivergences when evaluated in four dimensions
with some prescription for the contraction of two three dimensional ε symbols. A procedure
for obtaining such contributions was described in [69]. However starting from four dimen-
sional Dirac or Majorana fermions contributions related to (11.1) are absent [86]. The four
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dimensional fermion splits into two three dimensional fermions whose Yukawa couplings
have the opposite sign, as shown here in appendix A.

In terms of the discussion of scheme changes and forming scheme invariants an altern-
ative though equivalent approach is obtained within the framework of the Hopf algebra
approach to Feynman diagrams [87–89]. The requirement of scheme invariance is identical
with finding linear sums of graphs such that the Hopf algebra coproduct is cocommutative.
A potentially interesting possibility is whether there is any extension of the Hopf algebraic
approach to deriving consistency conditions, such as those considered here in section 9,
which might avoid some of the rather tortuous analysis required here and in [9].

The results obtained here suggest that there are potentially many interesting fixed
points in scalar fermion theories once more than three scalar fields are allowed and the
condition that there is just a single Yukawa coupling is relaxed. Potentially finding a large
nf expansion for such theories may be tractable.

Acknowledgements

We are very grateful to Colin Poole for sharing with us many of the details of his calculations
with Anders Thomsen which appeared in [9]. HO is happy to acknowledge discussions with
Andy Stergiou which helped elucidate many issues.

50



A Majorana Fermions and Their Reduction

For a spinor field Ψ its conjugate Ψ̄ is defined by

Ψ̄ = Ψ†A , (A.1)

where A satisfies
AγµA−1 = −(γµ)† , A† = −A , (A.2)

with, for d = 4, the 4× 4 Dirac matrices here defined by

{γµ, γν} = 2 ηµν 1 , ηµν = diag.(−1, 1, 1, 1) . (A.3)

Taking γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3, then Aγ5A
−1 = −γ5

† and γ5
2 = 1. Under a reflection in the x1x2

plane, charge conjugation and time reversal

Ψ −→
R3

Ψr = RΨ
∣∣
x3→−x3 , Ψ̄ −→

R3
Ψ̄r = Ψ̄R−1∣∣

x3→−x3 ,

Ψ −→
C

Ψc = C Ψ̄T , Ψ̄ −→
C

Ψ̄c = −ΨTC−1 ,

Ψ −→
T

Ψt = T Ψ
∣∣
x0→−x0 , Ψ̄ −→

T
Ψ̄t = −Ψ̄T−1∣∣

x0→−x0 , (A.4)

where T is antilinear and

R−1γµR =

γµ, µ = 0, 1, 2
−γ3 µ = 3

, C−1γµC = −(γµ)T , T−1γµ∗ T =

γµ, µ = 1, 2, 3
−γ0 µ = 0

,

(A.5)
with C−1γ5C = γ5

T , T−1γ5
∗ T = γ5. In general

CT = −C , A∗C†A = −C−1 , A−1T †A = −T−1 , A−1R†A = R−1 . (A.6)

Using these results R, T can be given by

R = i γ3γ5 , T = C†Aγ0γ5 ⇒ TT ∗ = −1 , (A.7)

and Ψ −→
R32 R2Ψ = Ψ, Ψ −→

C2 − CC−1TΨ = Ψ, Ψ −→
T 2 TT ∗Ψ = −Ψ.

For a Majorana fermion
Ψ = Ψc , (A.8)

and for present purposes we consider the Lagrangian

LM = −i 1
2Ψ̄ γ · ∂Ψ− i 1

2Ψ̄MΨ− i 1
2Ψ̄Ya Ψφa , (A.9)

with bothM, Ya real, symmetric and [M, γµ] = [Ya, γµ] = 0. With the conventions (A.1)
and (A.2) LM † = LM .

For reduction to three dimensions a convenient basis is obtained by taking γµ → γ̃µ

with, adapting [86, 90, 91],

γ̃µ =
(
σ̃µ 0
0 −σ̃µ

)
, µ = 0, 1, 2 , σ̃µ = (iσ2, σ3,−σ1) , γ̃3 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
. (A.10)
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Here σ̃µ, −σ̃µ correspond to the two inequivalent two dimensional irreducible representa-
tions for the d = 3 Dirac algebra. σ̃µiσ2 = (−12, σ1, σ3) form a basis for symmetric 2 × 2
matrices. For the d = 4 representation defined by (A.10)

τ = γ̃0γ̃1γ̃2 =
(

1 0
0 −1

)
, γ̃5 = iγ̃0γ̃1γ̃2γ̃3 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
. (A.11)

and

A = γ̃0 =
(
iσ2 0
0 −iσ2

)
, R =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
,

C = i γ̃0γ̃3γ̃5 =
(
iσ2 0
0 iσ2

)
, T =

(
0 iσ2
iσ2 0

)
. (A.12)

The representation in (A.10) can be related to the more commonplace chiral repres-
entation by

U γ̃µ U−1 =
(

0 i σµ

i σ̄µ 0

)
, U γ̃5 U

−1 =
(
−1 0
0 1

)
, σµ = (1, σ) , σ̄µ = (1, −σ) , (A.13)

where
U = 1

2

(
σ3 − σ2 σ2 − σ3
σ3σ2 − 1 σ3σ2 − 1

)
, U−1 = 1

2

(
σ3 − σ2 σ2σ3 − 1
σ2 − σ3 σ2σ3 − 1

)
. (A.14)

With (A.10) the spinor field decomposes into two d = 3 two-component spinors as

Ψ =
(
ψ1
ψ2

)
, Ψ̄ = (ψ̄1,−ψ̄2) , ψ̄a = ψa

†iσ2 , ψ1 = ψ1
∗ , ψ2 = −ψ2

∗ . (A.15)

Using the decomposition (A.15), and takingM→ (m 0
0 m ) , Ya →

(
ya 0
0 ya

)
, (A.9) becomes,

LM = − i 1
2
∑
a=1,2 ψ̄a σ̃ · ∂ ψa − 1

2(ψ̄1∂3ψ2 + ψ̄2∂3ψ1)
− i 1

2(ψ̄1mψ1 − ψ̄2mψ2)− i 1
2(ψ̄1 y

aψ1 − ψ̄2 y
aψ2)φa . (A.16)

For zero mass, m = 0, this has a Z2 symmetry where ψ1 ↔ ψ2, φ
a → −φa. This ensures

the cancellation of fermion loops with odd numbers of Yukawa vertices. For a symmetry
h−1yah = ya, h−1σ̃µh = σ̃µ with h ∈ HM ⊂ O(nf ) then in general there is a symmetry
HM but this extends to (HM × HM ) o Z2 when d = 3. For a single scalar this becomes
(O(nf )×O(nf )) o Z2 when m = 0.

With conventions from (A.4)

(ψ1r, ψ2r) = (ψ1,−ψ2)
∣∣
x3→−x3 , (ψ̄1r, ψ̄2r) = (ψ̄1,−ψ̄2)

∣∣
x3→−x3 ,

(ψ1t, ψ2t) = (iσ2ψ2, iσ2ψ1)
∣∣
x0→−x0 , (ψ̄1t, ψ̄2t) = (−ψ̄2iσ2,−ψ̄1iσ2)

∣∣
x0→−x0 . (A.17)

Thus (A.16) is invariant under R3, T so long as the time reversal T transformation is
combined with ψ1 ↔ ψ2. However for a reflections R1 or R2, corresponding to x1 → −x1
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or x2 → −x2, then instead ψ̄1ψ1 ↔ −ψ̄2ψ2 and the individual mass terms are not invariant
by themselves under either R1 or R2, as expected for three dimensional spinors. The three
dimensional theory with just one two component spinor cannot have mass terms which
preserve T or R1 invariance [92].

If the Yukawa interaction is modified to

LY = 1
2 Ψ̄ γ̃3γ̃5 YaΨφa = −i 1

2(ψ̄1 y
aψ1 + ψ̄2 y

aψ2)φa , (A.18)

it is then necessary to include the four loop diagrams corresponding to (A.15). the sym-
metry for d = 3 is enhanced to a subgroup of O(2nf ), for ns = 1 the symmetry is O(2nf ).
This prescription allows for fermion loops with odd numbers of Yukawa vertices but is not
relevant up to three loops. By including contributions corresponding to diagrams of the
form (A.15) it was implicitly followed in [69] in their four loop calculation. Nevertheless
(A.18) breaks Lorentz invariance for d 6= 3 though O(2, 1) is preserved. Applying dimen-
sional regularisation, d = 4 − ε, the one loop counterterms necessary when starting from
(A.9) or equivalently (A.16) are, for a single scalar σ,

L(1)
ct = y2

(4π)2ε

(
i 1

2Ψ̄ γ · ∂Ψ− im Ψ̄Ψ + (∂σ)2 + 6m2σ2 − i y Ψ̄Ψσ + 1
3 y

2 σ4
)
. (A.19)

For the modified Yukawa interaction (A.18) the result becomes

L(1)
ct
∣∣
modified= y2

(4π)2ε

(
i 1

2Ψ̄ γ · ∂Ψ− i Ψ̄ γ3∂3 Ψ− im Ψ̄Ψ + 2
3
(
(∂σ)2 − (∂3σ)2)+ 4m2σ2

+ 1
2 y Ψ̄γ3γ5Ψσ + 1

12 y
2 σ4

)
. (A.20)

Besides breaking Lorentz invariance explicitly in the kinetic terms the counterterm has
different coefficients for the Yukawa and the quartic scalar terms. For a consistent flow
it would be necessary to allow for modified kinetic terms for the scalar and fermion fields
so that the propagation velocity is different in the 3-direction from the 1,2 directions,
bringing in two new parameters consistent with the breaking O(3, 1) to O(2, 1). Whether
the ε-expansion can be applied in this case is unclear.

An alternative possibilty, yet to be explored, is to take M →
(
m 0
0 M

)
and require

Λ � M � m for Λ some cutoff. This breaks Lorentz invariance more softly and should
lead to ψ2 being decoupled so as to generate an effective theory for ψ1. This non Lorentz
invariant theory can potentially be extended to N = 1

2 supersymmetry away from d = 3.

B Algebra of d and w Tensors

The tensors defined by (8.7) and (8.14) satisfy identities which allow determination of
eigenvalues,

dabef dcdef = 1
ns−1 a

(1
2ns(δ

acδbd + δadδbc)− δabδcd
)

+ ewabcd + b dabcd ,

dabef wcdef = wabef dcdef = f wabcd + h dabcd ,

wabef wcdef = 1
ns−1 a

′(1
2ns(δ

acδbd + δadδbc)− δabδcd
)

+ e′wabcd + b′ dabcd , (B.1)
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where a, b are as in (8.9). For consistency

e a′ = h a , f a′ = b′ a , f h = b′ e , ns
ns−1 a = f2 + e h− b f − e e′ . (B.2)

The relevant eigenvalue equations necessary for obtaining the anomalous dimensions
φ2 operators given general perturbative results are

dabcd vcd = µ vab , wabcd vcd = ν vab , (B.3)

for symmetric traceless vab. (B.1) then requires

µ2 = e ν + b µ+ ns
ns−1 a , µ ν = f ν + hµ , ν2 = e′ ν + b′ µ+ ns

ns−1 a
′ . (B.4)

As a consequence of (9) the last equation is redundant and then eliminating ν leads to a
cubic equation for µ whose solutions determine ν. There are thus three possibilities µi, νi.
The associated degeneracies are then determined by∑

i di = 1
2(ns − 1)(ns + 2) ,

∑
i di µi =

∑
i di νi = 0 . (B.5)

For the examples of interest here the coefficients appearing in (B.1), besides a, b which
are listed in (8.28), are given by

ya e f h a′ b′ e′

1. (n−3)(n+6)
27n

(n−3)(n+6)(ns−1)
9n(ns+2)

2n(ns+2)
3(ns−1)

3n(n−2)(n+1)(n+4)
(ns−1)(ns+2) 2n n3−5n2+14n+24

6(ns−1)

3. 2(n2−9)
27n

2(n2−9)(ns−1)
9n(ns+2)

4n(ns+2)
3(ns−1)

24n2(n2−4)
(ns−1)(ns+2) 4n 2n(ns+11)

3(ns−1)

4. 2(n+1)
27

(n−8)(n+1)2

9(ns+2)
8(ns+2)
3(n+1)

24(n−3)(n2−4)
(n+1)(ns+2) 4(n− 8) 4(ns+11)

3(n+1)

5. n−1
27

(n−1)2(n+8)
18(ns+2)

4(ns+2)
3(n−1)

6(n2−4)(n+3)
(n−1)(ns+2) 2(n+ 8) 2(ns+11)

3(n−1)

6. (n−6)(n+3)
27n

(n−6)(n+3)(ns−1)
9n(ns+2)

2n(ns+2)
3(ns−1)

3n(n−4)(n−1)(n+2)
(ns−1)(ns+2) 2n n3+5n2+14n−24

6(ns−1)

(B.6)
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Solving (B.4) and (B.5) gives

ya µ1 ν1 µ2 ν2 µ3 ν3

d1 d2 d3

1. (n−3)(n+1)(n+6)
6(ns+2)

n2(n+1)
2(ns−1)

(n−3)(n2−4)
3n(ns+2) −2(n2−4)

ns−1 − (n−1)(n+4)(n+6)
6n(ns+2)

(n−1)(n+4)
ns−1

1
2 (n−1)(n+2) 1

24 n(n−1)(n+1)(n+6) 1
12 n(n−3)(n+1)(n+2)

3. 2n(n2−9)
3(ns+2)

2n3

ns−1
2(n−3)(n−2)(n+1)

3n(ns+2) −4(n−2)(n+1)
ns−1 −2(n−1)(n+2)(n+3)

3n(ns+2)
4(n−1)(n+2)

ns−1

n2−1 1
4 n

2(n−1)(n+3) 1
4 n

2(n−3)(n+1)

4. n(n−3)(n+1)
3(ns+2)

2n(n−3)
n+1

(n−1)(n−8)
3(ns+2) −4(n−1)

n+1 −2(n+1)(n+2)
3(ns+2)

8(n+2)
n+1

1
2 (n−1)(n+2) 1

12 n(n−3)(n+1)(n+2) 1
24 n(n−3)(n−2)(n−1)

5. n(n−1)(n+3)
6(ns+2)

n(n+3)
n−1

(n−2)(n−1)
3(ns+2) −4(n−2)

n−1 − (n+1)(n+8)
6(ns+2)

2(n+1)
n−1

1
2 (n−2)(n+1) 1

24 n(n+1)(n+2)(n+3) 1
12 n(n−2)(n−1)(n+3)

6. (n−6)(n−1)(n+3)
6(ns+2)

n2(n−1)
2(ns−1)

(n−6)(n−4)(n+1)
6n(ns+2) − (n−4)(n+1)

ns−1 − (n2−4)(n+3)
3n(ns+2)

2(n2−4)
ns−1

1
2 (n−2)(n+1) 1

12 n(n−2)(n−1)(n+3) 1
24 n(n−6)(n−1)(n+1)

(B.7)

The results in (8.28) and (B.6) satisfy

{a, b, e, f, h, a′, b′, e′}1
∣∣
n→−n = {a,−b,−e,−f,−h, a′,−b′,−e′}5 ,

{a, b, e, f, h, a′, b′, e′}2
∣∣
n→−n = {a,−b,−e,−f,−h, a′,−b′,−e′}2 ,

{a, b, e, f, h, a′, b′, e′}3
∣∣
n→−n = {4a,−2b,−2e,−2f,−2h, 4a′,−2b′,−2e′}4 , (B.8)

which are a reflection of of SO(n) ' Sp(−n), SU(n) ' SU(−n) [63]. There are corres-
ponding relations for the eigenvalues and degeneracies in (B.6).

B.1 Results for U(1) case

Corresponding to subsection 8.2 a similar analysis can be applied. The basic equations
relevant in (8.62) are

dij
mndmn

kl = ã
(
δi
kδj

l + δi
lδj

k)+ b̃ dij
kl , ã = 1

2(1− 4q2) , b̃ = −4 q , (B.9)

and, with n = rs,

dim
jndnk

ml = 1
n−1 ã

(
n δi

lδk
j − δijδkl

)
+ b̂ dik

jl + ê wik
jl ,

dim
jnwnk

ml = wim
jndnk

ml = ĥ dik
jl + f̂ wik

jl ,

wim
jnwnk

ml = n+1
(n−1)2 ã

(
n δi

lδk
j − δijδkl

)
+ b̂′ dik

jl + ê′wik
jl , (B.10)

where

b̂ = n−3
4(n+1)(r + s) , ê = 1

4(r − s) , b̂′ = 1
4(r + s) , ê′ = n+3

4(n+1)(r − s) ,

f̂ = n−1
4(n+1)(r + s) , ĥ = n+1

4(n−1)(r − s) . (B.11)
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Eigenvalues and degeneracies are determined as before. From (B.9) there are two eigen-
values µ1, µ2 corresponding to eigenvectors vij = vji which are given, with their associated
degeneracies, by

µ1 d1 µ2 d2

(r−1)(s−1)
n+1

1
4rs(r + 1)(s+ 1) − (r+1)(s+1)

n+1
1
4rs(r − 1)(s− 1)

. (B.12)

From (B.10) with (B.11) there are three sets of eigenvalues µu, νu, u = 1, 2, 3, for eigen-
vectors vij , vii = 0 where diljkvkl = µ vi

j , wil
jkvk

l = ν vi
j

µ1 ν1 µ2 ν2 µ3 ν3
d1 d2 d3

s(r2−1)
2(n+1)

s(r2−1)
2(n−1)

r(s2−1)
2(n+1) − r(s2−1)

2(n−1) − r+s
2(n+1)

r−s
2(n−1)

s2 − 1 r2 − 1 (r2 − 1)(s2 − 1)

. (B.13)

The degeneracies correspond to expected representations of SU(r)×SU(s). Related results
are given in [76].

The results in (8.77) are obtained from

β̃λ̂
(2)∣∣

y=0 = − 4(n+ 11)λ̂3 − 6(n+ 7) ã g2λ̂− 2
(
b̃+ 4 b̂

)
ã g3 ,

β̃g
(2)∣∣

y=0 = − 12(n+ 7) g λ̂2 − 12
(
b̃+ 4 b̂

)
g2λ̂− 8 n−2

n−1 ã g
3 − 8

(
b̃ b̂+ b̂2 − ê ĥ

)
g3 . (B.14)

C Figures

For some of the cases listed in (8.17) and (8.25) we plot the fixed point values of

8 ||λ||2/ns , |λ|/ns , ||λ||2 = λabcdλabcd , |λ| = λaabb , (C.1)

respectively orange, blue, as functions of logm where m gives the number of fermions. The
log plots exhibit the symmetry following from (8.47). For the purely scalar theory, when
m = 0, 8 ||λ||2/ns ≤ 1 [77] and when this is satisfied |λ|/ns = 1

2 . These bounds are clearly
violated for a non zero number of fermions.

At the O(ns) or Heisenberg fixed point

||λH || = 3ns(ns+2)
(ns+8)2 , |λH | = ns(ns+2)

ns+8 . (C.2)

Of course λaabb < 0 is indicative of an unstable potential.

Corresponding results for U(r) × U(s) fixed points are given below where plots of
24||λ||2/rs and |λ|/rs are given for various representative r, s as functions ofm determining
the number of fermions. The intercepts at m = 0, and also for m → ∞, are determined
by results for the purely complex scalar U(r)× U(s) theory and are obtained from (8.83),
(8.85), (8.87). There are two or four fixed points according to whether Rrs < 0 or Rrs > 0.
For r = 5, s = 49 Rrs = 0 which is a bifurcation point and then 24||λ||2/rs = 1.
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Symmetric n = 4

Symmetric n=8 Diagonal n = 4

Diagonal  n = 6

Symmetric  n = 6

Antisymmetric n = 4

Antisymmetric n = 9 Unitary n = 4

Unitary n = 9
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r = s = 2, 24 ||λ*H ||2 /rs = 15
16 , |λ*H | /rs = 5

16 r = 2, s = 4, 24 ||λ*H ||2 /rs = 3
4 , |λ*H | /rs = 3

8

r = 2, s = 6, 24 ||λ*H ||2 /rs = 39
64 , |λ*H | /rs = 13

32 r = 2, s = 19, 24 ||λ*H ||2 /rs = 13
49 , |λ*H | /rs = 13

28
24 ||λ*+ ||2 /rs = 165

169 , |λ*+ | /rs = 15
52 ,

24 ||λ*− ||2 /rs = 352
361 , |λ*− | /rs = 4

19

r = 5, s = 49, 24 ||λ*H ||2 /rs = 328
6889 , |λ*H | /rs = 41

83 , 24 ||λ*± ||2 /rs = 1, |λ*± | /rs = 1
4
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For this case the eigenvalues κ of the stability matrix, taking ε = 1, as functions of m
are given by

The intercepts at m = 0 and m → ∞ are given by (8.87) and, when Rrs ≥ 0, (8.83). For
Rrs < 0 there is, as m → 0, one κ → 1 and two κ → −1, corresponding to the Gaussian
fixed point. For Rrs > 0 there are two further cases with κ→ 1.
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D U(1) Scalar Fermion Theory Consistency Equations

The derivation of consistency relations for the three loop Yukawa couplings can be illus-
trated by restricting to case when U(1) symmetry is imposed. The number of couplings
is significantly reduced but there remain non trivial relations which are a subset of the
general case7.

At lowest order

TIJ
(2) dgId′gJ = t2

(
tr(dyi d′ȳi) + tr(dȳi d′yi)

)
, (D.1)

and
A(3) = a3a

(
tr(ȳi yiȳj yj) + tr(yiȳi yj ȳj)

)
+ a3b tr(ȳi yj) tr(ȳj yi) . (D.2)

The consistency equations are then

a3a = 1
2 t2 γψ1 , a3b = 1

2 t2 γφ1 . (D.3)

At the next order

TIJ
(3) dgId′gJ

∣∣
dλ = t3λ dλijkl d′λklij

TIJ
(3) dgId′gJ

∣∣
dȳ = t3a1

(
tr(dȳi d′yi ȳj yj) + tr(dȳi yj ȳj d′yi)

)
+ t3a2

(
tr(dȳi d′yj ȳj yi) + tr(dȳi yiȳj d′yj)

)
+ t3a3

(
tr(dȳi yi d′ȳj yj) + tr(dȳi yj d′ȳj yi)

)
+ t3b1 tr(dȳi d′yj) tr(ȳj yi) + t3b2 tr(dȳi yj) tr(ȳj d′yi)

+ t3b3 tr(dȳi yj) tr(d′ȳj yi) , (D.4)

with TIJ
(3) dgId′gJ

∣∣
dy obtained by conjugation and the notation indicates which 3 loop

contribution in (D.2) each term corresponds to. At this order TIJ(3) is symmetric. Four
loop vacuum graphs give

A(4) = a4λ
(
λij

klλkl
mnλmn

ij + 4λijklλkminλlnjm
)

+ a4a λij
kl tr(ȳl ym)λkmij + a4b λij

kl tr(ȳk yiȳl yj)
+ a4c tr(ȳi yj) tr(ȳj yk) tr(ȳk yi) + a4d

(
tr(ȳi yi ȳj yj ȳk yk) + tr(yiȳi yj ȳj ykȳk)

)
+ a4e

(
tr(ȳi yi ȳj yk) + tr(yiȳi ykȳj)

)
tr(ȳk yj) + a4f tr(ȳi yj ȳk ykȳj yi)

+ a4g tr(ȳi yj ȳk yiȳj yk) . (D.5)

In this case there are 11 relations corresponding to the number of inequivalent vertices in
(D.5)

a4λ = 1
3 t3λ βλ1a , a4a = 3 t2 γφ2a = 2 t3λ γφ1 , a4b = t3λ βλ1b = 1

2 t2 βy2a ,

a4c = 1
3(t3b1 + t3b2 + t3b3) γφ1 , a4d = 1

3(t3a1 + t3a2 + t3a3) γψ1 ,

a4e = 1
2 t2 γφ2b + (t3b2 + t3b3) γψ1 = t2 γψ2a + (t3a2 + t3a3) γφ1 = t3a1 γφ1 + t3b1 γψ1 ,

a4f = t2 γψ2b + (t3a2 + t3a3) γψ1 = 2 t3a1 γψ1 , a4g = 1
3 t2 βy2f . (D.6)

7The consistency relations in this case were discussed less completely in [20]
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The O(β2) freedom in A at this order corresponds just to the variations

δa4c = ε2 γφ1
2 , δa4d = ε2 γψ1

2 , δa4e = 2 ε2 γφ1γψ1 , δa4f = 2 ε2 γψ1
2 , (D.7)

which is compatible with (D.6) if

δt3a1 = δt3a2 = δt3a3 = ε2 γψ1 , δt3b1 = δt3b2 = δt3b3 = ε2 γφ1 . (D.8)

There is one non trivial relation at this order from the a4a, a4b equations requiring the
vanishing of

U0 = γφ1 βy2a − 3βλ1b γφ2a , (D.9)

which is identical to B1 in (9.4).

At the next order we initially focus on contributions involving λ

TIJ
(4) dgId′gJ

∣∣
dλ = t4λ

(
dλijkl d′λklmn λmnij + d′λijkl dλklmn λmnij + 8 dλijkl d′λkmin λlnjm

)
+ t4a1

(
dλijkl d′λkmij + d′λijkl dλkmij

)
tr(ȳl ym)

+ t4a2 dλijkl
(
λkl

im tr(ȳm d′yj) + tr(d′ȳl ym)λkmij
)

+ t4a3 dλijkl
(
λkl

im tr(d′ȳm yj) + tr(ȳl d′ym)λkmij
)

+ t4b1 dλijkl
(
tr(ȳk yiȳl d′yj) + tr(ȳk yid′ȳl yj)

)
, (D.10)

and

TIJ
(4) dgId′gJ

∣∣
dȳ = t4a4 d′λijkl tr(dȳl ym)λkmij + t4a5 d′λijkl λklim tr(dȳm yj)

+ t4a6 tr(dȳi d′yj)λjmkl λklmi + t4b2 d′λijkl tr(dȳk yiȳl yj)
+ t4b3

(
tr(dȳi d′yk ȳj yl) + tr(dȳi ykȳj d′yl)

)
λkl

ij

+ t4b4 tr(dȳi yk d′ȳj yl)λklij , (D.11)

with

A(5)∣∣
λ

= aλ5a
(
λij

klλkl
mnλmn

pqλpq
ij + 8λijklλlmmnλmnpqλpqij

)
+ aλ5b

(
λij

klλkm
jnλln

pqλpq
im + λij

klλlm
inλkp

mqλnq
jp)+ aλ5c λik

lmλlm
kjλjn

pqλpq
ni

+ a5a
(
λij

mnλmn
pqλpq

jk + 4λijmnλmpjqλnqpk
)

tr(ȳk yi)
+ a5b

(
λij

mnλmn
kl + 2λ(i|m

nlλj)n
mk) tr(ȳk yi) tr(ȳl yj)

+ a5c λik
lmλlm

kj tr(ȳj yn) tr(ȳn yi)
+ a5d λik

lmλlm
kj (tr(ȳj yi ȳn yn) + tr(ȳj ynȳn yi)

)
+ a5e λij

mnλmn
kl tr(ȳk yi ȳl yj) + a5f λ(i|m

(k|nλj)n
l)m tr(ȳk yi ȳl yj)

+ a5g λij
kl (tr(ȳk ym) tr(ȳm yi ȳl yj) + tr(ȳk yi ȳl ym) tr(ȳm yj)

)
+ a5h λij

kl (tr(ȳm ymȳk yi ȳl yj) + tr(ȳm yi ȳk yj ȳl ym)
)

+ a5i λij
kl tr(ȳk ymȳl yi ȳm yj) . (D.12)

If TIJ is symmetric only if

t4a2 = t4a4 , t4a3 = t4a5 , t4b1 = t4b2 . (D.13)
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The associated consistency equations deriving from dλ variations in A(5) are then

aλ5a = 1
2 t4λ βλ1a , aλ5b = 2 t3λ βλ2a + 4 t4λ βλ1a , aλ5c = 3 t3λ γφ2a ,

a5a = t3λ βλ2b + 4 t4λ γφ1 = 2 t4λ γφ1 + t4a1 βλ1a , a5b = t4a1 γφ1 ,

a5c = (t4a1 + t4a2 + t4a3)γφ1 , a5d = t3λ γφ2b + (t4a2 + t4a3)γψ1 ,

a5e = t3λ βλ2d + t4λ βλ1b , a5f = 2 t3λ βλ2c + 4 t4λ βλ1b , a5g = t4a1 βλ1b + t4b1 γφ1 ,

a5h = 2 t3λ βλ2e + 2 t4b1 γψ1 , a5i = 2 t3λ βλ2g , (D.14)

and from dȳ variations

a5a = t2 γφ3a + (t4a4 + t4a5)βλ1a , a5b = 1
2 t2 γφ3b + 1

2(t4a4 + t4a5)γφ1 ,

a5c = 3 t3b2 γφ2a + (t4a5 + t4a6)γφ1 = 3 (t3b1 + t3b3) γφ2a + t4a4 γφ1 ,

a5d = 3 t2 γψ3a + 3(t3a2 + t3a3)γφ2a = 3 t3a1 γφ2a + t4a6 γψ1 ,

a5e = 1
2 t2 βy3c + 1

2 t4b2 βλ1a , a5f = 2 t2 βy3b + 2 t4b2 βλ1a ,

a5g = t2 βy3b + (t4b2 + t4b3)γφ1 = t2 βy3d + (t4b2 + t4b4)γφ1 = t3b1 βy2a + t4b2 γφ1

= t2(γφ3c − υφ3c) + t3b2 βy2a + t4a5 βλ1b = t2(γφ3c + υφ3c) + t3b3 βy2a + t4a4 βλ1b ,

a5h = t2 βy3j + (t4b3 + t4b4)γψ1 = t3a1 βy2a + t4b3 γψ1 = t2 γψ3b + (t3a2 + t3a3)βy2a ,

a5i = t2 βy3f = t2 βy3l . (D.15)

For the λ dependent contributions to A(5) there is an additional O(β2) freedom as well
as that corresponding to (D.7)

δaλ5a = ε3λ βλ1a
2 , δaλ5b = 8 ε3λ βλ1a

2 , δa5a = 8 ε3λ γφ1 βλ1a , δa5b = 4 ε3λ γφ1
2 ,

δa5c = 6 ε2 γφ1γφ2a + 4 ε3λ γφ1
2 , δa5d = 6 ε2 γψ1γφ2a , δa5e = 2 ε3λ βλ1a βλ1b ,

δa5f = 8 ε3λ βλ1a βλ1b , δa5g = ε2 γφ1 βy2a + 4 ε3λ γφ1 βλ1b , δa5h = 2 ε2 γψ1 βy2a .

(D.16)

Correspondingly in addition to (D.8) we need to take

δt4λ = 2 ε3λ βλ1a , δt4a1 = δt4a4 = δt4a5 = 4 ε3λ γφ1 , δt4b2 = 4 ε3λ βλ1b ,

δt4a2 = δt4a3 = δt4a6 = 3 ε2 γφ2a , δt4b1 = δt4b3 = δt4b4 = ε2 βy2a , (D.17)

to ensure (D.14) and (D.15) are invariant. These variations do not preserve (D.13) as
expected.

By eliminating the a5’s, t4’s from (D.14), and then the t3’s using (D.6) there remain
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10 necessary consistency relations which become

U1 = βy3f − βy3l , U2 = γφ1 βy3f − 3 γφ2a βλ2g ,

U3 = 2 γφ1(βy3b − βy3c)− 3(βλ2c − 2βλ2d) γφ2a ,

U4 = 2 (γφ1 γφ3a − βλ1a γφ3b) + 3βλ2b γφ2a ,

U5 = γψ1 βy3e + γφ1 γψ3b − βy2a γψ2a ,

U6 = γψ1(γψ1 βy3d − γφ1 βy3j)− βy2a(γψ1 γψ2a − γφ1 γψ2b) ,
U7 = 2 γψ1

(
2 γφ1 γφ3c − βλ1b γφ3b + γφ1 βy3e

)
− γφ1

(
βy2a γφ2b − 6 γφ2a βλ2e

)
,

U8 = γψ1
(
γφ1 γψ3b − 2 γψ1 γφ3c − 3βλ1b γψ3a + βy2a(γφ2b + γψ2a)− 3βλ2e γφ2a

)
− γφ1 βy2a γψ2b ,

U9 = γψ1
2(2 γφ1 βy3b − βλ1a βy3e + βy2a βλ2b − 3 γφ2a βλ2c

)
− βλ1a

(
βy2a(γψ1γψ2a − γφ1γψ2b) + 3 γψ1γφ2a βλ2e

)
, (D.18)

and
2 γψ1 γφ2a υφ3c + (γφ1 γψ3a − γφ2a γψ2a)βy2a = 0 . (D.19)

This result for υφ3c is equivalent to the one in (9.11) using B1 = U11 = 0. Substituting for
one and two loop coefficients the relations reduce to

βy3b = βy3l = 2 , βy3b − βy3b = 0 , βy3c − βy3b = βy3d − βy3j = 1 ,
βy3b + γψ3b = 3

2 , γφ3a − 2 γφ3b = 1
4 , γφ3b + 3 γψ3a = −1

2 ,

2 γφ3c − 24 γψ3a − γψ3b = 3 . (D.20)

There are 14 contributions to A(5) independent of λ which are

A(5)∣∣
y

= a5j tr(ȳi yj) tr(ȳj yk) tr(ȳk yl) tr(ȳl yi)

+ a5k
(
tr(ȳi ykȳj yl) + tr(ȳi ylȳj yk)

)
tr(ȳk yi) tr(ȳl yj)

+ a5l
(
tr(ȳi ykȳj yj) + tr(ȳi yj ȳj yk)

)
tr(ȳk yl) tr(ȳl yi)

+ a5m
(
tr(ȳi ylȳj yj ȳk yk) + tr(ȳi yj ȳj ykȳk yl)

)
tr(ȳl yi)

+ a5n
(
tr(ȳi yj ȳk ykȳj yl) + tr(ȳi ylȳj ykȳk yj)

)
tr(ȳl yi)

+ a5o tr(ȳi yj ȳj ylȳk yk) tr(ȳl yi) + a5p tr(ȳi yj ȳk ylȳj yk) tr(ȳl yi)
+ a5q

(
tr(ȳi yj ȳk yl) + tr(ȳi ylȳk yj)

)
tr(ȳj ykȳl yi)

+ a5r
(
tr(ȳi yiȳj yl) + tr(ȳi ykȳj yi)

) (
tr(ȳk yj ȳl yl) + tr(ȳl yj ȳk yl)

)
+ a5s

(
tr(ȳi yiȳj yj ȳk ykȳl yl) + tr(ȳi yj ȳj ykȳk ylȳl yi)

)
+ a5t

(
tr(ȳi yiȳj yj ȳk ylȳl yk) + tr(ȳi yj ȳj ykȳl ylȳk yi)

)
+ a5u

(
tr(ȳi yiȳj ykȳl ylȳk yj) + tr(ȳi yj ȳk ylȳl ykȳj yi)

)
+ a5v

(
tr(ȳi yiȳj ykȳl yj ȳk yl) + tr(ȳi yj ȳk ylȳj ykȳl yi)

)
+ a5w

(
tr(ȳi yj ȳk yiȳl ykȳj yl) + tr(ȳj ykȳl yiȳk yj ȳi yl)

)
. (D.21)
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The O(β2) freedom in (D.7), (D.16) extends to

δa5j = (ε3b1 + ε3b2 + 2 ε3b3)γφ1
2 , δa5k = 2 ε2 γφ1 γψ2a + (ε3a2 + 2 ε3a3)γφ1

2 ,

δa5l = ε2 γφ1 γφ2b + ε3a1 γφ1
2 + 2(ε3b1 + ε3b2 + 2 ε3b3)γφ1 γψ1 ,

δa5m = 2 ε2 γψ1 γψ2a + 2(ε3a1 + ε3a2 + 2 ε3a3)γφ1 γψ1 + ε3b1 γψ1
2 ,

δa5n = 2 ε2 (γφ1 γψ2b + γψ1 γψ2b) + 2(ε3a2 + 2 ε3a3)γφ1 γψ1 ,

δa5o = 4 ε3a1 γφ1 γψ1 + 2 ε3b1 γψ1
2 , δa5p = 2 ε2 γφ1 βy2f , δa5q = 1

4 ε3λ βλ1b
2 ,

δa5r = 2 ε2 γψ1 γφ2b + 2(ε3b2 + 2 ε3b3) γψ1
2 , δa5s = (ε3a1 + ε3a2 + 2 ε3a3)γψ1

2 ,

δa5t = 2 ε2 γψ1 γψ2b + (3 ε3a1 + 2 ε3a2 + 4 ε3a3)γψ1
2 ,

δa5u = 2 ε2 γψ1 γψ2b + (ε3a2 + 2 ε3a3)γψ1
2 , δa5v = 2 ε2 γψ1 βy2f . (D.22)

The contributions to the four loop T involving only the yȳ couplings can be obtained
by determining inequivalent pairs of vertices in (D.5). There are 36 possible contributions.
There are 36 equations resulting correspond to the number of inequivalent vertices in A(5)∣∣

y
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as given in (D.21).

a5j = 1
4(t4c1 + t4c2 + t4c3 + t4c4 + t4c5) γφ1 ,

a5k = 1
4 t2 γφ3d + 1

2(t3b2 + t3b3) γψ2a + 1
2 (t4e11 + t4e15) γφ1

= 1
2 t3b1 γψ2a + 1

2(t4e1 + t4e6 + t4e9) γφ1 ,

a5l = t2 γψ3c + (t4e2 + t4e3 + t4e4 + t4e5)γφ1 = t4c1 γψ1 + (t4e7 + t4e8 + t4e10) γφ1

= 1
2(t3b1 + t3b3)γφ2b + (t4c2 + t4c4)γψ1 + t4e12 γφ1

= 1
2 t3b2 γφ2b + (t4c3 + t4c5)γψ1 + (t4e13 + t4e14) γφ1 ,

a5m = 1
2 t2 γφ3f + (t4e11 + t4e12 + t4e14 + t4e15) γφ1 = t4d1 γφ1 + (t4e6 + t4e7 + t4e9) γψ1

= t3a2 γψ2a + (t4d3 + t4d5)γφ1 + (t4e4 + t4e5) γψ1

= (t3a1 + t3a3) γψ2a + (t4d2 + t4d4)γφ1 + t4e2 γψ1 ,

a5n = 1
2 t2 γφ3g + (t3b2 + t3b3)γψ2b + (t4e11 + t4e15) γψ1 = t3a1 γψ2a + t4e1 γψ1 + (t4f7 + t4f8) γφ1

= t2 γψ3e + (t3a2 + t3a3)γψ2a + (t4f2 + t4f4)γφ1

= t3b1 γψ2b + (t4e6 + t4e9) γψ1 + t4f3 γφ1 ,

a5o = t2 γψ3d + (t4e2 + t4e4)γψ1 + (t4f1 + t4f5) γφ1 = 2 t4e7 γψ1 + 2 t4f6 γφ1

= t2 γψ3h + 2(t4e12 + t4e14)γψ1 ,

a5p = t2 γφ3m + (t3b2 + t3b3)βy2f = t2 βy3s + (t4g1 + t4g3)γφ1

a5q = 1
8(t2 βy3w + t4a2 βλ1b) ,

a5r = 1
4 t2 γψ3g + 1

4 (t3a2 + t3a3) γφ2b + 1
2(t4e3 + t4e5) γψ1

= 1
4 t3a1 γφ2b + 1

2(t4e8 + t4e10 + t4e13) γψ1 ,

a5s = 1
4(t4d1 + t4d2 + t4d3 + t4d4 + t4d5) γψ1 ,

a5t = t2 γψ3i + (t4f1 + t4f2 + t4f4 + t4f5) γψ1 = (t4d1 + 2 t4f6 + t4f7 + t4f8) γψ1

= (t3a1 + t3a3) γψ2b + (t4d2 + t4d4 + t4f1) γψ1

= t3a2 γψ2b + (t4d3 + t4d5 + t4f3 + t4f5) γψ1 ,

a5u = 1
2 t2 γψ3j + 1

2(t3a2 + t3a3) γψ2b + 1
2(t4f2 + t4f4) γψ1

= 1
2 t3a1 γψ2b + 1

2(t4f3 + t4f7 + t4f8) γψ1 ,

a5v = t2 βy3õ + (t4g1 + t4g3) γψ1 = t2 βy3p̃ + (t4g2 + t4g3) γψ1

= t2 γψ3p + (t3a2 + t3a3)βy2f = t3a1 βy2f + t4g1 γψ1 ,

a5w = 1
4 t2 βy3z̃ . (D.23)

This leads to the non planar condition from the relations involving a5p, a5v

U10 = 2 γψ1(βy3s − γφ3m)− 2 γφ1(βyõ − γψ3p) + (γφ2b − 2 γψ2a)βy2f , (D.24)
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and just two other conditions

U11 = γφ1(γψ3j − 2 γψ3i) + γψ1(γψ3d + γψ3e + γφ3f − γφ3g − γφ3h) + (γφ2b − 2 γψ2a)γψ2b ,

U12 = 2 γφ1
2 γψ1 γψ3j − γφ1 γψ1

2(2 γψ3e + γφ3g) + γψ1
3γφ3d

− (2 γφ1 γψ2b − γψ1 γφ2b)(γφ1 γψ2b − γψ1 γψ2a) . (D.25)

The results obtained in (D.9), (D.18), (D.24), (D.25) are a subset of those obtained in
section 9 in the general case. We list some scheme variations which are not immediately
evident from previous results

δU6 = − 2 γψ1 Yφ1,ψ1,y2a , δU8 = −2 γψ1
(
Yφ1,ψ1,y2a + 3Yφ2a,ψ1,y1

)
,

δU9 = 2 γψ1
(
− γψ1 Yφ1,y2a,λ1a − βy2a Yφ1,ψ1,λ1a + 3 γφ2a Yψ1,λ1a,λ1b + U0Xψ1,λ1a

)
,

δU10 = − 8Yφ1,ψ1,y2f , δU11 = −8Yφ1,ψ1,ψ2b ,

δU12 = − 2 γψ1
2(2Yφ1,ψ1,ψ2a + Yφ1,φ2b,ψ1

)
. (D.26)

E Scheme Variations in General

The coordinates in quantum field theories are the couplings. Physical results should be
invariant under reparameterisations of the couplings or in this context changes of renor-
malisation scheme. Of course determining possible invariants is an exercise in differential
geometry. Under changes of scale there is a RG flow in the space of couplings determined
by a vector field, the β-function, and at any fixed point where the β-function vanishes the
scale dimensions of operators are determined by the eigenvalues of the anomalous dimension
matrix which, at a fixed point, is a two index tensor under reparameterisations.

In a perturbative context the possible reparameterisations of couplings are naturally
restricted to preserve the form of the β-function in terms of contributions corresponding to
1PI diagrams which are are superficially divergent. For an expansion in terms of diagrams
with increasing loop order there a usually a restricted set of possible vertices {Vv}, labelled
by v and edges {Ee} labelled by e. The various possible e correspond to the different
fields in the theory and each v to the different basic couplings. For nv lines meeting at
a particular vertex Vv there is then an associated coupling (Gv)i1...inv where ir an index
associated with the a diagram line or edge, e, connected to the vertex v. In a diagram with
a line e there is an associated two index link or propagator (P e)ij with i, j = 1, . . . ne. For
each coupling Gv there there is a symmetry group Gv ⊂ Snv generated by permutations of
those lines corresponding to identical particles. For convenience we may consider a basis
in which the couplings are real and (P e)ij is symmetric, otherwise for complex couplings
they form conjugate pairs. For simplicity we restrict to dimensionless couplings.

It is convenient to adopt a notation where for any set of {(Re)ij} and {(κe)ij}

(Gv ◦R)i1...inv = (Gv)j1...jnv (R1)j1i1 . . . (Rnv)jnv inv ,

(Gvκ)i1...inv =
∑
r (Gv)i1...ir−1j ir+1...inv (κr)jir . (E.1)
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Clearly (Gv◦R)◦R′ = Gv◦RR′, with RR′ = {ReR
′
e}, ((Gv κ)κ′)−((Gv κ′)κ) = (Gv [κ, κ′]).

For an overall symmetry G then Gv ◦ R = Gv, for each Re belonging to the appropriate
representation of G, and (P e)kl(Re)ki(Re)lj = (P e)ij . For a vacuum diagram there is
a corresponding amplitude formed by joining couplings for each vertex with appropriate
propagators

A(G,P ) = A(g) , gv = Gv ◦ P
1
2 , A(g) = A(g,1) , (E.2)

with G = {Gv}, P = {Pe} and Pe
1
2 is required to be symmetric. In general we require

A(G ◦ R,RTP R) = A(G,P ) , A(g ◦ R) = A(g) , R = {Re} , ReReT = 1e . (E.3)

Reparameterisations of relevance here are generated by

Dv,w(G,P ) =
∑

v
vv(G,P ) · ∂

∂Gv + 2
∑

e

(
P ewe(G,P )P e) · ∂

∂P e

=
∑

v
vv(G,P ) · ∂

∂Gv − 2
∑

e
we(G,P ) · ∂

∂P e−1 , (E.4)

where vv(G,P ), (we(G,P ))ij are determined in terms of sums of 1PI one and higher loop
vertex and propagator graphs with vertices mapped to the appropriate Gv and similarly
internal lines to P e. The 2 in (E.4) is introduced for later convenience. For a finite
transformation Gv → Gv′, P e → P e′ then

Gv′(G,P ) = exp
(
Dv,w(G,P )

)
Gv , P e′(G,P ) = exp

(
Dv,w(G,P )

)
P e . (E.5)

With this definition

Gv′(G,P ) = Gv + fv(G,P ) , P e′(G,P )−1 = P e−1 − 2 ce(G,P ) , (E.6)

where fv, ce can be expressed in terms of contributions from 1PI vertex and propagator
graphs. Following from (E.2) then

fv(G,P ) = fv(g) ◦ P−
1
2 , ce(G,P ) = P e− 1

2 ce(g)P e− 1
2 , (E.7)

and
gv′(G,P ) = Gv′(G,P ) ◦ P ′(G,P )

1
2 = gv′(g) ◦ R , (E.8)

where
gv′(g) =

(
gv + fv(g)

)
◦
(
1− 2 c(g)

)− 1
2 , (E.9)

with
Re =

(
1e − 2 ce(g)

) 1
2 P e− 1

2 P e′(G,P )
1
2 . (E.10)

From this definition
ReReT = 1e , (E.11)

The inverse of (E.8)

gv(g ′) =
(
gv′ + fv′(g ′)

)
◦
(
1− 2 c′(g′)

)− 1
2 , (E.12)

67



is obtained by taking

fv′(g ′) = − fv(g) ◦
(
1− c′(g ′)

) 1
2 ,

ce′(g ′) = 1e −
(
1e − 2 ce(g)

)−1 = −
(
1e − 2 ce(g)

)− 1
2 ce(g)

(
1e − ce(g)

)− 1
2 , (E.13)

from which it follows that fv′(g ′), ce′(g ′) are both expressible as expansions in g ′ in terms
of contributions corresponding to 1PI diagrams. For f, c infinitesimal the generator of
reparameterisations can be reduced, from (E.8), (E.11), to the form

Df,c(G,P ) = Df+(gc)(g) +D(gω)(g) , Dh(g) =
∑

v
hv(g) · ∂

∂gv , (E.14)

where
Re = 1e + ωe , ωeT = −ωe . (E.15)

Under a reparameterisation

A′(G′, P ′) = A(G,P ) ⇒ A′(g ′) = A(g) , (E.16)

is consistent with (E.2).

The essential RG functions β̃v(G,P ), γe(G,P ) are formed from contributions corres-
ponding to 1PI diagrams, with γe(G,P ) symmetric. Corresponding to (E.3)

β̃v(G ◦ R,RTP R) = β̃v(G,P ) ◦ R , γe(G ◦ R,RTP R) = ReTγe(G,P )Re . (E.17)

Reduction to the coupling g, determined as in (E.2), is achieved by taking

β̃v(G,P ) = β̃v(g) ◦ P−
1
2 , γe(G,P ) = P e− 1

2γe(g)P e− 1
2 , (E.18)

and then β̃v(g), γe(g) are expressible just in terms of 1PI contributions. RG flow is then
generated by

Dβ̃,γ(G,P ) , (E.19)

where
Dβ̃,γ(G,P )A(g) = Dβ(g)A(g) , βv(g) = β̃v(g) + (gvγ(g)) , (E.20)

where we make use of

Dβ̃, γ(G,P )P e 1
2 = P e 1

2 (γe + ωe) = (γe − ωe)P e 1
2 , for some ωe = −ωeT . (E.21)

and
D(gω)(g)A(g) = 0 . (E.22)

In (E.20) the β-function βv(g) then has the standard form in terms of 1PI contributions
and from (E.3)

Under a reparameterisation as in (E.6)

β̃v′(G′, P ′) = Dβ̃,γ(G,P )Gv′(G,P ) ,
γe′(G′, P ′) = −Dβ̃,γ(G,P )P e′(G,P )−1 = γe(G,P ) +Dβ̃,γ(G,P ) ce(G,P ) . (E.23)
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Defining

β̃v′(G′, P ′) ◦ P ′
1
2 = β̃v′(g′) ◦ R , P e′ 12γe′(G′, P ′) ◦ P e′ 12 = ReTγe′(g′)Re , (E.24)

then reduces, with R given by (E.10), for β̃(g), γ(g) to

β̃v′(g′) =
(
β̃v(g) +Dβ(g) fv(g)−

(
fv(g)γ(g)

))
◦ (1− 2 c(g))−

1
2 ,

γe′(g′) = (1− 2 ce(g))−
1
2
(
γe(g) +Dβ(g) ce(g)−

{
γe(g), ce(g)

})
(1− 2 ce(g))−

1
2 , (E.25)

To achieve (E.25) we make use of

D(gω)(g) fv(g) = (fv(g)ω) , D(gω)(g) ce(g) =
[
ce(g), ω

]
. (E.26)

The expressions obtained in (E.25) ensure that β̃v′(g′), γe′(g′) expanded in terms of g′ as
in (E.8) are expressible in terms of 1PI contributions and furthermore

βv′(g′) = β̃v′(g′) +
(
gv′γ(g′)

)
= Dβ(g) gv′ + (gv′Ω) , Ω = −ΩT , (E.27)

where

Ωe = (1− 2 ce(g))−
1
2
(
[ce(g), γe(g)] + Ω̂e)(1− 2 ce(g))−

1
2 ,

Dβ(g)(1− 2 ce(g))−
1
2 (1− 2 ce(g))

1
2 = (1− 2 ce(g))−1(Dβ(g) ce(g)− Ω̂e) . (E.28)

From (E.23)

Dβ̃′,γ′(G,P ) = exp
(
−Dv,w(G,P )

)
Dβ̃,γ(G,P ) exp

(
Dv,w(G,P )

)
, (E.29)

or

β̃v′(G,P ) = exp
(
−Lv,w(G,P )

)
β̃v(G,P ) , γe′(G,P ) = exp

(
−Lv,w(G,P )

)
γe(G,P ) ,

(E.30)

with, to lowest order,

δβ̃v(G,P ) = −Lv,w(G,P ) β̃v(G,P ) = Dβ̃,γ(G,P ) vv(G,P )−Dv,w(G,P ) β̃v(G,P ) ,
δγe(G,P ) = −Lv,w(G,P ) γe(G,P ) = Dβ̃,γ(G,P )we(G,P )−Dv,w(G,P ) γe(G,P ) .

(E.31)

For application here we set up a basis of 1PI vertex and propagator graphs so that

vv(G,P ) =
∑
`,r

εv`r Spv`rG
v`r(G,P ) , we(G,P ) =

∑
`,r

εe`r Spe`rG
e`r(G,P ) . (E.32)

In the expansion of vv(G,P ) the sum is over contributions Gv`r(G,P ) corresponding to
particular `, ` = 1, 2, . . . , loop 1PI vertex graphs Gv`r, with the same external lines as v,
and labelled by r. In each case Spv`r denotes the sum over the pv`r permutations of the
external lines of Gv`r necessary to ensure the symmetry under external line permutations
satisfied by Gv. Similarly Ge`r(G,P ) corresponds to a 1PI propagator graph Ge`r, the
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associated permutations over external lines are Spe`r with pe`r = 1, 2 according to whether
G e`r is symmetric or not. Inserting vertex of propagator graphs generates an algebra which
arises from

S pv′`′r′ G
v′`′r′(G,P ) · ∂

∂G
S pg`rG

g`r(G,P ) =
∑
s

Nv′`′r′, g`r
gLs S pgLsG

gLs(G,P ) ,

−S pe′`′r′ G
e′`′r′(G,P ) · ∂

∂P−1 S pg`rG
g`r(G,P ) =

∑
s

N e′ `′r′, g`r
gLs S pgLsG

gLs(G,P ) ,

g ∈ {v, e} , L = `′ + ` . (E.33)

In general Ng′`′r′, g`r
gLs are integers.

Just as in (E.32) there is a similar expansion

β̃v(G,P ) =
∑
`,r

βv`r Spv`rG
v`r(G,P ) , γe(G,P ) =

∑
`,r

γe`r Spe`rG
e`r(G,P ) . (E.34)

The results in (E.31) then ensure

δαgLs =
∑

g′r′`′,r`
`′+`=L

ng′ N
g′ `′r′, g`r
gLs Xg′ `′r′, g`r , αvLs = βvLs , αeLs = γeLs , nv′ = 1, ne′ = 2 ,

Xg′ `′r′, g`r = αg′ `′r′ εg`r − εg′ `′r′ αg`r . (E.35)

This is then equivalent to (10.1) and (10.2) used in section 10.

70



References

[1] I. Jack and H. Osborn, “Analogs of the c-theorem for four-dimensional renormalisable field
theories,” Nucl. Phys. B 343 (1990) 647–688.

[2] I. Jack and C. Poole, “Scheme invariants in φ4 theory in four dimensions,” Phys. Rev. D 98
(2018), no. 6 065011, 1806.08598.

[3] D. I. Kazakov, O. V. Tarasov, and A. A. Vladimirov, “Calculation of Critical Exponents by
Quantum Field Theory Methods,” Sov. Phys. JETP 50 (1979) 521.

[4] T. Steudtner, “General scalar renormalisation group equations at three-loop order,”
2007.06591.

[5] A. Bednyakov and A. Pikelner, “Six-loop beta functions in general scalar theory,” JHEP 04
(2021) 233, 2102.12832.

[6] T. Steudtner, “Towards general scalar-Yukawa renormalisation group equations at three-loop
order,” JHEP 05 (2021) 060, 2101.05823.

[7] A. Bednyakov and A. Pikelner, “Four-Loop Gauge and Three-Loop Yukawa Beta Functions
in a General Renormalizable Theory,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 127 (2021), no. 4 041801,
2105.09918.

[8] J. Davies, F. Herren, and A. E. Thomsen, “General gauge-Yukawa-quartic β-functions at
4-3-2-loop order,” JHEP 01 (2022) 051, 2110.05496.

[9] C. Poole and A. E. Thomsen, “Constraints on 3- and 4-loop β-functions in a general
four-dimensional Quantum Field Theory,” JHEP 09 (2019) 055, 1906.04625.

[10] K. Chetyrkin and M. Zoller, “Three-loop β-functions for top-Yukawa and the Higgs
self-interaction in the standard model,” JHEP 06 (2012) 033, 1205.2892.

[11] A. Bednyakov, A. Pikelner, and V. Velizhanin, “Higgs self-coupling beta-function in the
Standard Model at three loops,” Nucl. Phys. B 875 (2013) 552–565, 1303.4364.

[12] K. Chetyrkin and M. Zoller, “β-function for the Higgs self-interaction in the Standard Model
at three-loop level,” JHEP 04 (2013) 091, 1303.2890. [Erratum: JHEP 09, 155 (2013)].

[13] A. Bednyakov, A. Pikelner, and V. Velizhanin, “Three-loop Higgs self-coupling beta-function
in the Standard Model with complex Yukawa matrices,” Nucl. Phys. B 879 (2014) 256–267,
1310.3806.

[14] A. Bednyakov, A. Pikelner, and V. Velizhanin, “Three-loop SM beta-functions for matrix
Yukawa couplings,” Phys. Lett. B 737 (2014) 129–134, 1406.7171.

[15] N. Zerf, L. N. Mihaila, P. Marquard, I. F. Herbut, and M. M. Scherer, “Four-loop critical
exponents for the Gross-Neveu-Yukawa models,” Phys. Rev. D 96 (2017), no. 9 096010,
1709.05057.

[16] L. N. Mihaila, N. Zerf, B. Ihrig, I. F. Herbut, and M. M. Scherer, “Gross-Neveu-Yukawa
model at three loops and Ising critical behavior of Dirac systems,” Phys. Rev. B 96 (2017),
no. 16 165133, 1703.08801.

[17] S. P. Martin and M. T. Vaughn, “Two-loop renormalization group equations for soft
supersymmetry-breaking couplings,” Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994) 2282, hep-ph/9311340.
[Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 78, 039903 (2008)].

71

http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1806.08598
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2007.06591
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2102.12832
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2101.05823
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2105.09918
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2110.05496
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1906.04625
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1205.2892
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1303.4364
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1303.2890
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1310.3806
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1406.7171
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1709.05057
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1703.08801
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-ph/9311340


[18] M. Luo, H. Wang, and Y. Xiao, “Two-loop renormalization group equations in general gauge
field theories,” Phys. Rev. D 67 (2003) 065019, hep-ph/0211440.

[19] I. Schienbein, F. Staub, T. Steudtner, and K. Svirina, “Revisiting RGEs for general gauge
theories,” Nucl. Phys. B 939 (2019) 1–48, 1809.06797.

[20] I. Jack and H. Osborn, “Constraints on RG Flow for four dimensional quantum field
theories,” Nucl. Phys. B 883 (2014) 425–500, 1312.0428.

[21] J. Wess and B. Zumino, “A Lagrangian Model Invariant Under Supergauge
Transformations,” Phys. Lett. B 49 (1974) 52.

[22] A. Salam and J. Strathdee, “On Superfields and Fermi-Bose Symmetry,” Phys. Rev. D 11
(1975) 1521–1535.

[23] M. T. Grisaru, W. Siegel, and M. Rocek, “Improved Methods for Supergraphs,” Nucl. Phys.
B 159 (1979) 429.

[24] I. Jack, D. R. T. Jones, and C. G. North, “N=1 supersymmetry and the three loop
anomalous dimension for the chiral superfield,” Nucl. Phys. B 473 (1996) 308–322,
hep-ph/9603386.

[25] A. Parkes, “Three-Loop Finiteness Conditions in N = 1 Super-Yang-Mills,” Phys. Lett. B
156 (1985) 73–79.

[26] L. F. Abbott and M. T. Grisaru, “The Three Loop Beta Function for the Wess-Zumino
Model,” Nucl. Phys. B 169 (1980) 415–429.

[27] A. Sen and M. K. Sundaresan, “The Four Loop Beta Function for the Wess-Zumino Model,”
Phys. Lett. B 101 (1981) 61–63.

[28] L. V. Avdeev, S. G. Gorishnii, A. Y. Kamenshchik, and S. A. Larin, “Four Loop Beta
Function in the Wess-Zumino Model,” Phys. Lett. B 117 (1982) 321–323.

[29] J. A. Gracey, “Five loop renormalization of the Wess-Zumino model,” Phys. Rev. D 105
(2022), no. 2 025004, 2108.13133.

[30] S. J. Gates, M. T. Grisaru, M. Rocek, and W. Siegel, Superspace Or One Thousand and One
Lessons in Supersymmetry, vol. 58 of Frontiers in Physics. Benjamin/Cummings, 1983.

[31] S. Thomas, “Emergent Supersymmetry,”. Seminar at KITP, 2005.

[32] T. Grover, D. N. Sheng, and A. Vishwanath, “Emergent Space-Time Supersymmetry at the
Boundary of a Topological Phase,” Science 344 (2014), no. 6181 280–283, 1301.7449.

[33] L. Fei, S. Giombi, I. R. Klebanov, and G. Tarnopolsky, “Yukawa CFTs and Emergent
Supersymmetry,” PTEP 2016 (2016), no. 12 12C105, 1607.05316.

[34] H. Gies, T. Hellwig, A. Wipf, and O. Zanusso, “A functional perspective on emergent
supersymmetry,” JHEP 12 (2017) 132, 1705.08312.

[35] P. Liendo and J. Rong, “Seeking SUSY fixed points in the 4 − ε expansion,” JHEP 12
(2021) 033, 2107.14515.

[36] D. Bashkirov, “Bootstrapping the N = 1 SCFT in three dimensions,” 1310.8255.

[37] J. Rong and N. Su, “Bootstrapping the minimal N = 1 superconformal field theory in three
dimensions,” JHEP 06 (2021) 154, 1807.04434.

[38] A. Atanasov, A. Hillman, and D. Poland, “Bootstrapping the Minimal 3D SCFT,” JHEP 11
(2018) 140, 1807.05702.

72

http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-ph/0211440
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1809.06797
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1312.0428
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-ph/9603386
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2108.13133
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1301.7449
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1607.05316
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1705.08312
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2107.14515
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1310.8255
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1807.04434
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1807.05702


[39] J. Rong and N. Su, “Bootstrapping the N = 1 Wess-Zumino models in three dimensions,”
JHEP 06 (2021) 153, 1910.08578.

[40] A. Atanasov, A. Hillman, D. Poland, J. Rong, and N. Su, “Precision Bootstrap for the
N = 1 Super-Ising Model,” 2201.02206.

[41] N. Bobev, S. El-Showk, D. Mazac, and M. F. Paulos, “Bootstrapping SCFTs with Four
Supercharges,” JHEP 08 (2015) 142, 1503.02081.

[42] N. Seiberg, “Noncommutative superspace, N = 1/2 supersymmetry, field theory and string
theory,” JHEP 06 (2003) 010, hep-th/0305248.

[43] T. Araki, K. Ito, and A. Ohtsuka, “Supersymmetric gauge theories on noncommutative
superspace,” Phys. Lett. B 573 (2003) 209–216, hep-th/0307076.

[44] M. T. Grisaru, S. Penati, and A. Romagnoni, “Two loop renormalization for
nonanticommutative N = 1/2 supersymmetric WZ model,” JHEP 08 (2003) 003,
hep-th/0307099.

[45] R. Britto and B. Feng, “N=1/2 Wess-Zumino model is renormalizable,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 91
(2003) 201601, hep-th/0307165.

[46] A. Romagnoni, “Renormalizability of N = 1/2 Wess-Zumino model in superspace,” JHEP 10
(2003) 016, hep-th/0307209.

[47] O. Lunin and S.-J. Rey, “Renormalizability of non(anti)commutative gauge theories with
N = 1/2 supersymmetry,” JHEP 09 (2003) 045, hep-th/0307275.

[48] I. Jack, D. R. T. Jones, and L. A. Worthy, “One-loop renormalisation of N = 1/2
supersymmetric gauge theory,” Phys. Lett. B 611 (2005) 199–206, hep-th/0412009.

[49] I. Jack, D. R. T. Jones, and L. A. Worthy, “One-loop renormalisation of N = 1/2
supersymmetric gauge theory with a superpotential,” Phys. Rev. D 75 (2007) 045014,
hep-th/0701096.

[50] I. Jack, D. R. T. Jones, and R. Purdy, “The Non-anticommutative supersymmetric
Wess-Zumino model,” JHEP 02 (2009) 019, 0808.0400.

[51] H. Osborn, “Derivation of a Four-dimensional c Theorem,” Phys. Lett. B 222 (1989) 97–102.

[52] H. Osborn, “Weyl consistency conditions and a local renormalisation group equation for
general renormalisable field theories,” Nucl. Phys. B 363 (1991) 486–526.

[53] F. Herren, L. Mihaila, and M. Steinhauser, “Gauge and Yukawa coupling beta functions of
two-Higgs-doublet models to three-loop order,” Phys. Rev. D 97 (2018), no. 1 015016,
1712.06614. [Erratum: Phys.Rev.D 101, 079903 (2020)].

[54] I. Jack and H. Osborn, “Scheme Dependence and Multiple Couplings,” 1606.02571.

[55] F. Herren and A. E. Thomsen, “On ambiguities and divergences in perturbative
renormalization group functions,” JHEP 06 (2021) 116, 2104.07037.

[56] I. Jack, “Unpublished calculations.” , 2021.

[57] R. G. Priest and T. C. Lubensky, “Critical properties of two tensor models with application
to the percolation problem,” Phys. Rev. B13 (1976) 4159–4171.

[58] T. van Ritbergen, J. A. M. Vermaseren, and S. A. Larin, “The Four loop beta function in
quantum chromodynamics,” Phys. Lett. B400 (1997) 379–384, hep-ph/9701390.

73

http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1910.08578
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2201.02206
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1503.02081
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-th/0305248
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-th/0307076
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-th/0307099
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-th/0307165
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-th/0307209
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-th/0307275
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-th/0412009
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-th/0701096
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/0808.0400
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1712.06614
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1606.02571
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2104.07037
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-ph/9701390


[59] P. Liendo and J. Rong, “Seeking SUSY fixed points in the 4 − ε expansion,” JHEP 12
(2021) 033, 2107.14515.

[60] O. F. de Alcantara Bonfim, J. E. Kirkham, and A. J. McKane, “Critical Exponents to Order
ε3 for φ3 Models of Critical Phenomena in 6− ε dimensions,” J. Phys. A13 (1980) L247.
[Erratum: J. Phys. A13, 3785 (1980)].

[61] O. de Alcantara Bonfim, J. Kirkham, and A. McKane, “Critical Exponents for the
Percolation Problem and the Yang-Lee Edge Singularity,” J. Phys. A14 (1981) 2391.

[62] J. A. Gracey, “Four loop renormalization of φ3 theory in six dimensions,” Phys. Rev. D92
(2015), no. 2 025012, 1506.03357.

[63] P. Cvitanović, Group Theory: Birdtracks, Lie’s, and Exceptional Groups. Princeton
University Press, 2008.

[64] J. Zinn-Justin, “Four fermion interaction near four-dimensions,” Nucl. Phys. B367 (1991)
105–122.

[65] B. Rosenstein, H.-L. Yu, and A. Kovner, “Critical exponents of new universality classes,”
Phys. Lett. B 314 (1993) 381–386.

[66] M. Moshe and J. Zinn-Justin, “Quantum field theory in the large N limit: A Review,” Phys.
Rept. 385 (2003) 69–228, hep-th/0306133.

[67] L. Fei, S. Giombi, I. R. Klebanov, and G. Tarnopolsky, “Yukawa CFTs and Emergent
Supersymmetry,” PTEP 2016 (2016) 12C105, 1607.05316.

[68] L. N. Mihaila, N. Zerf, B. Ihrig, I. F. Herbut, and M. M. Scherer, “Gross-Neveu-Yukawa
model at three loops and Ising critical behavior of Dirac systems,” Phys. Rev. B96 (2017)
165133, 1703.08801.

[69] N. Zerf, L. N. Mihaila, P. Marquard, I. F. Herbut, and M. M. Scherer, “Four-loop critical
exponents for the Gross-Neveu-Yukawa models,” Phys. Rev. D96 (2017) 096010,
1709.05057.

[70] Y. Ji and A. N. Manashov, “On operator mixing in fermionic CFTs in non-integer
dimensions,” Phys. Rev. D98 (2018) 105001, 1809.00021.

[71] R. K. P. Zia and D. J. Wallace, “Critical Behaviour of the Continuous N Component Potts
Model,” J. Phys. A8 (1975) 1495–1507.

[72] H. Osborn and A. Stergiou, “Seeking fixed points in multiple coupling scalar theories in the ε
expansion,” JHEP 05 (2018) 051, 1707.06165.

[73] P. Calabrese and P. Parruccini, “Five loop epsilon expansion for U(n)×U(m) models: Finite
temperature phase transition in light QCD,” JHEP 05 (2004) 018, hep-ph/0403140.

[74] L. T. Adzhemyan, E. V. Ivanova, M. V. Kompaniets, A. Kudlis, and A. I. Sokolov, “Six-loop
ε expansion of three-dimensional U(n)× U(m) models,” Nucl. Phys. B 975 (2022) 115680,
2104.12195.

[75] A. Bednyakov and A. Pikelner, “Six-loop beta functions in general scalar theory,” JHEP 04
(2021) 233, 2102.12832.

[76] S. R. Kousvos and A. Stergiou, “CFTs with U(m)× U(n) Global Symmetry in 3D and the
Chiral Phase Transition of QCD,” 2209.02837.

[77] S. Rychkov and A. Stergiou, “General Properties of Multiscalar RG Flows in d = 4− ε,”
SciPost Phys. 6 (2019), no. 1 008, 1810.10541.

74

http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2107.14515
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1506.03357
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-th/0306133
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1607.05316
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1703.08801
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1709.05057
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1809.00021
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1707.06165
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-ph/0403140
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2104.12195
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2102.12832
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2209.02837
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1810.10541


[78] M. Hogervorst and C. Toldo, “Bounds on multiscalar CFTs in the ε expansion,” JHEP 04
(2021) 068, 2010.16222.

[79] R. Delbourgo, A. C. Kalloniatis, and G. Thompson, “Dimensional renormalization: Ladders
to rainbows,” Phys. Rev. D 54 (1996) 5373–5376, hep-th/9605107.

[80] D. J. Broadhurst and D. Kreimer, “Exact solutions of Dyson-Schwinger equations for
iterated one loop integrals and propagator coupling duality,” Nucl. Phys. B600 (2001)
403–422, hep-th/0012146.

[81] W. Siegel, “Inconsistency of Supersymmetric Dimensional Regularization,” Phys. Lett. B 94
(1980) 37–40.

[82] L. V. Avdeev, G. A. Chochia, and A. A. Vladimirov, “On the Scope of Supersymmetric
Dimensional Regularization,” Phys. Lett. B 105 (1981) 272–274.

[83] L. V. Avdeev and A. A. Vladimirov, “Dimensional Regularization and Supersymmetry,”
Nucl. Phys. B 219 (1983) 262–276.

[84] D. Stockinger, “Regularization of supersymmetric theories: Recent progress,”
hep-ph/0602005.

[85] C. Poole and A. E. Thomsen, “Weyl Consistency Conditions and γ5,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 123
(2019), no. 4 041602, 1901.02749.

[86] R. Boyack, A. Rayyan, and J. Maciejko, “Deconfined criticality in the QED3
Gross-Neveu-Yukawa model: The 1/N expansion revisited,” Phys. Rev. B 99 (2019), no. 19
195135, 1812.02720.

[87] A. Connes and D. Kreimer, “Renormalization in quantum field theory and the
Riemann-Hilbert problem. 1. The Hopf algebra structure of graphs and the main theorem,”
Commun. Math. Phys. 210 (2000) 249–273, hep-th/9912092.

[88] A. Connes and D. Kreimer, “Renormalization in quantum field theory and the
Riemann-Hilbert problem. 2. The beta function, diffeomorphisms and the renormalization
group,” Commun. Math. Phys. 216 (2001) 215–241, hep-th/0003188.

[89] E. Panzer, Feynman integrals and hyperlogarithms. PhD thesis, Humboldt U., 2015.
1506.07243.

[90] K.-i. Kubota and H. Terao, “Dynamical symmetry breaking in QED3 from the Wilson RG
point of view,” Prog. Theor. Phys. 105 (2001) 809–825, hep-ph/0101073.

[91] R. S. Erramilli, L. V. Iliesiu, P. Kravchuk, A. Liu, D. Poland, and D. Simmons-Duffin, “The
Gross-Neveu-Yukawa Archipelago,” 2210.02492.

[92] E. Witten, “Fermion Path Integrals And Topological Phases,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 88 (2016),
no. 3 035001, 1508.04715.

75

http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2010.16222
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-th/9605107
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-th/0012146
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-ph/0602005
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1901.02749
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1812.02720
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-th/9912092
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-th/0003188
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1506.07243
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/hep-ph/0101073
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/2210.02492
http://xxx.lanl.gov/abs/1508.04715

	1 Introduction
	2 Scalar Anomalous Dimension
	3 Fermion Anomalous Dimension
	4 Yukawa Couplings
	5 Scalar Quartic Couplings
	6 Reduction to U(1) Symmetry
	7 Supersymmetry Relations
	7.1 N=1 Supersymmetry
	7.2 N=1/2 Supersymmetry

	8 Special Cases and Fixed Points
	8.1 Fixed Points
	8.2 U(1) Symmetry

	9 Consistency Relations
	9.1 Supersymmetry Reduction

	10 Scheme Variations for Scalar Fermion Theory to Three Loops
	11 Conclusion
	A Majorana Fermions and Their Reduction
	B Algebra of d and w Tensors
	B.1 Results for U(1) case

	C Figures
	D U(1) Scalar Fermion Theory Consistency Equations
	E Scheme Variations in General

