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I point out that Gross-Neveu theory with SO(3) isospin in three spacetime dimensions—proposed recently,
for instance, as an effective description of the Néel transition in certain spin-orbital liquids—also hosts quantum
criticality of a more exotic kind. The ordered phase breaks SO(3) spontaneously, but the SO(3)-Néel order
parameter vanishes. The fermionic bilinear order parameter is instead a biadjoint with respect to SO(3); unlike
its Néel cousin, it constitutes a Mott insulator. Furthermore, I show that the Néel and biadjoint order parameters
can be combined to transform as an adjoint under SU(3) symmetry; the symmetry is emergent at the critical
point separating the symmetric semimetal and the biadjoint insulator, but only if the flavor number is small
enough, suggesting order-parameter fluctuations and the interplay between different channels play a crucial role
in stabilizing the enlarged symmetry. In candidate SO(3) spin-orbital ligiuds, thermodynamic critical exponents
carry fingerprints of “spinons”. The existence of an independent universality class in addition to the Néel transition
opens the possibility of posing further constraints on spinon properties from thermodynamic measurements near

criticality alone.

Quantum critical phenomena beyond the Ginzburg-Landau
paradigm are a cornerstone of the modern theory of quan-
tum phase transitions [1]. Commonly, this entails degrees
of freedom beyond order-parameter excitations that become
soft at criticality; in a Fermi system, this role is played by
fermionic degrees of freedom that “live”” on the Fermi surface.
In d > 1 spatial dimensions, the Fermi surface generically
has co-dimension one, leading to an uncountable infinitude of
such modes and an effective theory that is usually intractable
analytically [2]. The situation improves drastically in Dirac
semimetals, where the Fermi surface consists of isolated points
in reciprocal space and the fermions disperse linearly close to
the Fermi points, leading to emergent Lorentz symmetry near
criticality. Quantum phase transitions in such materials are
described by Gross-Neveu theory in D := d + 1 spacetime di-
mensions (GNp for short); I shall mainly focus on quasi-planar
materials—of which graphene is arguably the most celebrated
exponent [3]—so D = 3 unless stated otherwise. However,
boiling down the effectiveness of GNj3 theory to its applica-
bility in Dirac semimetals, or even statistical physics short-
changes it somewhat. Among other things, GN3 (more gener-
ally, GNo<p<4) constitutes a particularly simple, and thereby
tractable, example of asymptotic safety [4], which is a highly
predictive candidate for the UV completion of the Standard
Model coupled to Einstein-Hilbert gravity [5]. There, quan-
tum fluctuations of the spacetime metric tensor offset the clas-
sical breaking of scale symmetry through dimensionful cou-
plings such as the Newton coupling, in analogy with how quan-
tum fluctuations enable the perturbatively non-renormalizable
Fermi coupling to reach scale invariance in GN3. Since these
fluctuations only become strong at planckian scales inacces-
sible to current accelerators, quantum criticality of the GNj
family is at the moment perhaps the only example of asymp-
totic safety with fermionic matter that can be observed in the
laboratory.

A significant recent application of Gross-Neveu quantum
criticality is furnished by a class of novel phases of matter

called spin-orbital liquids. In many regards, they behave like a
Dirac semimtal, albeit one made of spinons—fermionic quasi-
particles arising due to fractionalization of the electron’s spin-
orbital moment—rather than elementary electrons (as would
be the case in graphene) themselves. It is impossible to ex-
cite spinons in a coherent fashion: an experimentally feasible
protocol like flipping a magnetic moment excites a contin-
uum of spinons. What is comparatively feasible is to destabi-
lize a spin-orbital liquid in favor of a conventionally ordered
phase and detect the onset of said order. However, the expo-
nents which describe the non-analyticity of thermodynamic
observables close to criticality—called thermodynamic criti-
cal exponents—still carry “fingerpints” of the spinons. In ad-
dition to the afore-mentioned merits of GN,.p 4, this makes
the study of quantum criticality of the GN3 family a promis-
ing component of the toolkit towards the diagnostic of novel
phases of matter. The quantum phase transition to Néel order
in, e.g., spin-orbit coupled double perovskites like Ba YMoOg
[6, 7] has been proposed to be describable using GN3 theory
with SO(3) isospin [GN3-SO(3) theory for short] [8]; onset of
Néel order then corresponds to SSB of the SO(3) isospin sym-
metry by the condensation of the fermion bilinear i L, with
L, (a = 1...3) the generators of SO(3) in the fundamental
representation. A more thorough understanding of GN3-SO(3)
quantum criticality is hence worth pursuing.

GN3-SO(3) does have a more prominent cousin, GN3-
SU(2), which has been studied more extensively since it con-
cerns graphene’s putative antiferromagnetic quantum criti-
cal point [9-12]. A significant difference between SO(3) and
SU(2) is that SO(3) generators have a zero eigenvalue: when
W L,y condenses, the effective mass matrix of the fermions in-
herits this zero eigenvalue. The SO(3)-Néel transition is hence
a semimetal-to-semimetal transition, dubbed “metallic” quan-
tum criticality. By contrast, SU(2) generators have no vanish-
ing eigenvalue, and the Néel-ordered phase is a so-called Mott
insulator.

In this Letter, I shall focus on a further peculiarity of GN3-



SO(3): unlike SU(2) [or for that matter any SU(Ny)], it is pos-
sible to break SO(3) isospin symmetry at the level of fermion
bilinears without giving /L,¥ a vacuum expectation value
(vev); the resulting SSB phase will turn out to be a Mott in-
sulator, with an order parameter that behaves like a biadjoint
under SO(3). My main findings can be summarized as in Fig. 1.
For large enough flavor number, an effectively single-channel
description is valid. The transition to the SO(3)-biadjoint Mott
insulator [SO(3), for short] is governed by a distinct critical
fixed point, as is the Néel [=: SO(3);] transition. The SO(3),;
and SO(3); order parameters can be formally combined to an
adjoint under SU(3) for appropriate couplings, but the cor-
responding fixed point is then bicritical: SU(3) symmetry is
unstable. This changes at small flavor number. In this regime,
non-trivial interplay between fluctuations of different order
parameters stabilizes SU(3) symmetry. As a consequence, the
GN-SO(3), fixed point becomes unstable, and the SO(3), tran-
sition is governed by the GN-SU(3) fixed point instead. The
SU(3) and SO(3), Mott insulators feature the same fermionic
single-particle spectrum, but there are robust qualitative dif-
ferences, such as in the number of Nambu-Goldstone bosons;
in addition, the SO(3); susceptibility diverges with the same
power law as the SO(3); one at criticality due to the enlarged
symmetry.

The calculations supporting these conclusions will be per-
formed using renormalization group (RG) at one-loop. I pro-
vide the RG flow equations (“beta functions”) for all SO(3)-
compatible 4-Fermi interactions, a Fierz-complete basis for
which I have constructed. This is a technical challenge of inde-
pendent interest, and already relevant to the conventional Néel
channel [13] (¥ L,¥)? studied before in [8, 14], because it is
not closed under renormalization; the only non-abelian isospin
GN theory for which Fierz-complete beta functions have been
computed is GN,-SU(2) [15]. The present one should hence
be a welcome addition to this rather sparse “stamp collection”.

Theory space of GN3-SO(3). The Lie algebra of SO(3) is
characterized by its structure constants, [L,, Lp]| = i€gpcLe,
where g, is the Levi-Civita symbol. In the fundamental rep-
resentation, the L, act on a three-dimensional vector space.
Along with the identity 13 (usually not written out in products),
the SO(3) generators thus provide only 4 elements; R3*3 has
dimension 9. The five missing matrices may be taken tobe Q ,,
the independent components of the traceless symmetric com-
bination Q.5 = {La, Ly }/2—(2/3)04p wWhere {-, -} denotes the
anti-commutator. The Q5 ’s commutation relation with the L,
reads [Lg, Opc] = i(€abaQac+EacaQpa). Under an infinitesi-
mal isospin rotation d ¢, = i€, Lo (and h.c. for o= z/ﬁyo), a
fermion bilinear transforms as 6, (YOW) = i€, (¥ [La, OlY),
i.e.: the generators act on fermion bilinears in adjoint fashion.
The above commutation relations mean both (¢L,)? and
(lZQabtﬁ)2 are invariant under SO(3) rotations. Tensoring 13,
L, and Q,p with Lorentz-invariant quantities leads to [16]
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FIG. 1. Top row: Phase diagrams for interaction-induced transitions
from symmetric semimetal (SM) to Lorentz invariant SO(3) isospin-
broken phases in three-dimensional Gross-Neveu theory; insets show
the fermions’ single-particle spectrum, along with the number of
Nambu-Goldstone bosons (NGBs) where applicable. Bottom row:
Corresponding RG phase portraits, with fixed points [projected to
the (go1,g02) plane] denoted by solid circles and (projections of)
RG-invariant subspaces denoted by heavy dashed lines; flow lines are
schematic and not to scale. Left: Ny = 9. In this regime, the mean-field
picture is qualitatively valid. In addition to the usual Néel [:= SO(3);]
transition, there is a transition to an SO(3)-biadjoint Mott insulator
[:= SO(3),] governed by the finite- Nt descendant of the large- Nt fixed
point; the SU(3) symmetric subspace is IR-unstable. Right: Ny = 6.
While the stability of SO(3); remains unchanged, SU(3) symmetry
emerges for Ny < Nfo ~ 6.5 in the IR at a putative GN-SO(3),
transition. The fermions’ single-particle spectrum is qualitatively the
same, but robust qualitative differences in the SO(3), vis-a-vis SU(3)
scenarios include a distinct number of NGBs. There is a bicritical
fixed point (white) not adiabatically connected to any mean-field
limit; for 9 < Ny < 6, it collides first with GN-SO(3), and then
GN-SU(3), realizing thus a transfer of stability between the two fixed
points, before settling down between GN-SU(3) and GN-SO(3); to
form the phase boundary between the SO(3) and SU(3) phases.
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Two remarks are in order. (i) the Clifford algebra {y,,y,} =
26,v14, is meant to be taken in its irreducible representation.
In D = 3, this means d, = 2. This in turn means the ma-
trices [yu,7¥,»] which generate the spinorial part of Lorentz
transformations are ~ &,,,Y, and do not furnish indepen-
dent channels. Furthermore, the odd spacetime dimension and
the irreducibility of the representation as usual combine to
make ys = iygy1y2 ~ 1. (ii) I have instated a flavor index
i =1,...,N¢/3 with Ny € 3N, in physical cases (in other
words, Nr counts the number of two-component fermions). It
is distinct from the isospin index: the flavor structure is un-
touched by isospin rotations, and the theory as a whole is to



be symmetric under flavor rotations. Eq. (1) contains only the
flavor-singlet combinations; flavor non-singlet 4-Fermi opera-
tors are not generated.

The subspace within the GN3-SO(3) theory space satisfy-
ing g1 = g2 for r = 0,1 features an enhanced symmetry:
SU(3). This may be made manifest by gathering the (L)
and (Qgp) together into one set as (Ay) = (Ly/2,04) with

(Qa) = (Q23,Q13,Q12, 1(011 - 02), \/7§Q33)- The sugges-
tive notation is to be taken seriously: the A, obey Tr(AyAg) =
dop/2 and [Aq, Agl = ifapyAy, Where fop, are the SU(3)
structure constants [17], and are hence a bona fide represen-
tation of SU(3)’s Lie algebra, in agreement with results on
the SU(3) > SO(3) “missing label” problem in representation
theory [18].

The biadjoint Mott insulator. Before proceeding to the
renormalization of GN3-SO(3), let us pause to consider the
non-Néel isospin-broken phase characterized by (¢ L,) = 0,
WO a¥) # 0. (I shall focus only on Lorentz-invariant phases
henceforth.) In the limit Ny — oo, mean-field theory becomes
exact, and the effective potential for the order parameter (OP)
da = YQ sy near ¢4 = 0 reads

2
Vet (¢a) = |;pgAO|2 —Trln (4 +¢aQa4)
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the momentum integral appearing in the “trace-log” formula
has been cut off at p* = k7, and all dimensionful quan-
tities have been made dimensionless by rescaling with suit-
able powers of kyy; an overall factor of Ny in Vg has been
scaled out, to wit: Veg — Veg/N; (M) = eigs(paQ4) are
the eigenvalues of the mass matrix and particularly conve-
nient to compute in the frame ¢4 = (0,0, 0, ¢4, P5), such that
$aQa = 3 diag(¢s — ¢5/V3,—¢s — ¢5s/V3,2¢5/V3). A plot
of the effective potential in this frame is shown in Fig. 2 in
the symmetric vis-a-vis SSB phase. One finds that Veg(¢4) is
minimized for ¢4 = 0, |5 o< |g — ger| if 802 > ger = 72/2. The
fact that the vev points in the A = 5 direction is intuitive, since
05 = Ag is the only mass matrix that has no zero eigenvalue
[19]. Consequently, the fermions’ single-particle spectrum is
gapped out completely; from the perspective of the symmetric
semimetal, this is favorable to a partial gap opening, because
the reduction of density of states at the Fermi level is larger
this way. Henceforth, I shall call the usual SO(3)-Néel phase
(W L) # 0 the SO(3); phase; since every L, has one zero
eigenvalue, this is a semimetallic phase, but with only N¢/3
gapless fermionic modes. The phase (/O ay) # 01 shall call
SO(3), phase; it is a Mott insulator, which I shall refer to in
words as a biadjoint Mott insulator due to the way the OP
¢ = P40 4 transforms under SO(3).

Beta functions and fixed points.  The general algorithm de-
veloped by Gehring, Gies & Janssen [20] (=: GGJ) provides
a way to systematically derive the beta functions for a generic
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FIG. 2. Plot of the effective potential of the order parameter ¢ =
da0a for goa < goo,cr (left) and goo > go2,¢r (right) in the frame

(4) = (0,0,0,84.¢5) in units of Ver(¢"") ~ Ver((#)), where
¢™ = (0,0,0,1/4,1/4) is an arbitrarily chosen reference point. The
minimum is located at (0, £v) up to rotations in the (¢4, ¢5) plane
by nn/6 (n € Z); note that the corresponding operation on (Q4, QOs)
sends the matrix Q5 to one that is unitarily equivalent. The critical
value of the coupling gg2, ¢y can only be determined from an explicit
computation, see discussion below Eq. (2).

4-Fermi theory at one-loop. Applying this formalism [21] to
LGN;-so3) leads to beta functions for the dimensionless [22]
4-Fermi couplings, B¢ = gr¢ + A:';ﬂlfz (Nt)gr,6,8r,¢, With
coefficients A-. The determination of the A-coefficients con-
stitutes the major technical output of this work; I have tabulated
them in electronic form for download [23].

Including degeneracies and accounting for complex solu-
tions, there are 2® — 1 = 31 interacting fixed points 7, in
addition to the GauBian fixed point G: g,¢.. = 0. The latter
corresponds to the semimetallic (= deconfined, in QCD lan-
guage) phase, and has no relevant directions, since the canon-
ical dimension of 4-Fermi couplings is [g,¢] =2 - D = —-1.
Some general facts about the interacting fixed points Z can also
be proven independently of the matrix algebra appearing in the
4-Fermi Lagrangian, as was done by GGJ; these are: (T1) The

ray Q—j is closed under RG. (T2) All interacting fixed points
7 have at least one relevant direction given by the fixed-point
vector g,¢ . itself; the corresponding eigenvalue of the stability
matrix at 7 is +1. As such, this is an artefact of the one-loop
approximation; however, 1/v = —[g,¢] = D — 2 recovers the
D — 2 and D — 4 limits exactly [24, 25]. This a priori naive
approximation hence tends to do unreasonably well in practice
also at D = 3, cf,, e.g., [9, 10, 14]. (T3) If this is the unique
relevant direction, J is called a “critical” fixed point. I shall
notationally emphasize this by denoting such fixed points as
Q. (T4) The point lim,_,. AQ =: (+00)Q represents a stable
SSB phase of matter.

I shall proceed with the discussion of the pertinent fixed
points as follows: First, I shall restrict the beta functions to
the SU(3)-invariant subspace g,1 = g2 = g,v and consider
the fixed point that has at most one relevant direction within
this subspace and remains “close” to the r = 0 (i.e., Lorentz
scalar) subspace. I shall then consider whether perturbations



out of the SU(3) subspace [but preserving SO(3) symmetry]
are relevant or not. For analytical tractability, I shall expand
all quantities in powers of 1/Ny.

The SU(3) “critical” fixed point. The interacting fixed
point Qsy(3) that describes the dynamical generation of an
SU(3) breaking Lorentz scalar mass can be identified by its
large-Nr limit limpy; e 8r2,« = 0,002v. To second order in
1/N¢, the couplings are

Qsui): gra = (1 - Ny - SN{Z) 6r00av
+ (—%N;l + %N;Z) 5r16av
+ 8N;26,08,0 + O(N;). (3)

This fixed point has a unique relevant direction within the
SU(3)-invariant subspace. To study perturbations orthogonal
to this space, consider Bsg,, = Br2—Br1 Withg,1 = g,v, 82 =
grv+0g,v. The beta functions for the dimensionless dg,v have
the form B, = A, 8g,v+0(6%). The eigenvalues of A, at
gra = &ra.x|Qsys are the scaling dimensions of SU(3) breaking
perturbations that preserve SO(3). They are given by

Ay =1+ 2N+ 0N,
A_=-1+3N;"+26N7? + O(N;?). 4)

The eigenvalue A, corresponds to the irrelevant perturbation
primarily towards r = 1 (= Lorentz vector) channels. On the
other hand, A_ corresponds to a perturbation predominantly
within the Lorentz scalar subspace. For Ny — oo, it is negative:
SU(3) symmetry is not emergent at criticality. This is intu-
itive enough to understand, once embedded within the SO(3)
theory. In the strict large-N¢ limit, all channels decouple. As
a corollary of (T2), the number of relevant directions of an
interacting fixed point in this limit is then equal to the num-
ber of non-vanishing couplings. The fixed point Qsys) is, in
SO(3)-terms, the fixed point g,¢ « = 6,0(5¢1 +¢2) +O(1/Ny);
it is hence actually bicritical. In the regime of large but fi-
nite Ny, the two critical fixed points are instead Qso(3), and
Qs0(3),> characterized mathematically by their large- Ny behav-
ior limp; o0 g,g/,*|QSOW = §,00¢¢ . Physically, they are thus
(the finite-N¢ descendants of) the critical fixed points describ-
ing the interaction-induced transition to the Néel phase (€ = 1)
and the biadjoint Mott insulator (£ = 2) respectively. The phase
diagram [26] that emerges corresponds to the one shown in the
left panel of Fig. 1.

However, once Nt is decreased, the different channels begin
to interact non-trivially with each other, and the eigenvalues
for explicit SU(3)-breaking perturbations obtain corrections.
Whether A_ will be driven towards irrelevance, and whether A,
will remain positive, cannot be answered a priori, but can only
be decided by an explicit computation, the result of which is
Eq. (4). Thus, we arrive at the main result of this paper: for Ny <
Nt o, Qsuz) becomes stable with respect to SO(3)-invariant
breaking of SU(3) symmetry. In the above approximation, N¢ ~
2+v30 ~ 7.5 [27].

It is now worth asking, what erstwhile critical SU(3) non-
invariant fixed point(s) the flow is attracted from. The two nat-
ural candidates are precisely the Qso3), and Qso(3), discussed
above. It turns out, that Qso(3), obtains no further relevant di-
rections. Even at small Ny, it continues to govern the universal
behavior of the Néel transition. In fact, numerically solving the
beta functions shows that the fixed-point couplings g,¢,:|0gos),
forr # 0 or ¢ # 1 remain at least an order of magnitude smaller
than g,¢,+|go), - This makes it plausible that the leading ther-
modynamic critical exponents derived in [14] using a battery
of higher-order field theory methods but in an effectively one-
channel setting for the GN3-SO(3); transition should at most
receive corrections at the 10 % level once subleading channels
are included. On the other hand, Qso(3), develops a second rel-
evant direction. It ceases to describe the interaction-induced
transition from the symmetric semimetal to the biadjoint Mott
insulator phase. The flow towards (+00)Qs0(3), is instead re-
directed towards (+00)Qsy(3), leading to the phase diagram on
the right panel of Fig. 1. There are some technical curiosi-
ties concerning this exchange of fixed-point stability between
Qs03), and Qsy(3), which I wish to mention by way of closing
this paragraph: Qso3), and Qsy(s) live in different RG-closed
subspaces of the full GN3-SO(3) theory space. As a result,
they cannot collide with each other [28]. There is instead
a bicritical fixed point 8 not adiabatically connected to the
mean-field limit, which first collides with the critical Qso(3),
atan Ny = N, f”cr > Nt and exchanges stability with it, before
proceeding to do the same with Qsy) at Nf = Nro. When
the dust settles, (i) B remains bicritical and comes to lie in

the sector spanned by the rays GQsuy(3) and GQso@3), [i-e., it
separates the SO(3); phase from the SU(3) Mott insulator],
and (ii) Qso(3), and Qsy(3) have effectively exchanged stability
despite never entering each other’s RG-closed subspace [29].

Discussion. The single-particle fermion spectrum in the
SSB phase is not qualitatively different in the SU(3) vis-a-
vis SO(3); Mott insulator. In both cases, the mass matrix is
~ Qs = Ag, having no zero eigenvalue and thus leaving no
gapless fermions post SSB. However, there are sharp differ-
ences, already at the qualitative level, that manifest themselves
in other observables, of which I shall discuss two examples.
(i) Number of Nambu-Goldstone bosons (NGBs). If the sym-
metry is only SO(3), we need only consider the three gen-
erators L,. Among them, only L; and L, do not commute
with Qs (= Ag). Consequently, the biadjoint Mott insulator
(+00)@s0(3), has two NGBs, just like the SO(3); phase. On the
other hand, at (+00)Qsu3), the emergence of SU(3) symmetry
means every A, that fails to commute with Ag (= Qs) sup-
plies an NGB. Direct computation reveals there are hence four
NGBs in the SU(3) Mott insulator. (ii) Divergent susceptibili-
ties. The large-N¢ universality classes are characterized by one
of the SO(3), susceptibilities diverging near criticality, while
the other one remains finite. In the SU(3) transition, however,
both the SO(3); and SO(3), order parameters transform as
components of an adjoint vector under SU(3). Consequently,
in addition to a divergent SO(3), susceptibility, one will now



have a divergent SO(3); susceptibility at the transition to the
Mott insulator with spontaneously broken isospin symmetry.

Both examples constitute robust signatures that may be on
one hand expected to survive beyond the present approxima-
tion, and on the other be readily visible in appropriate experi-
ments.

Applications. A recent Letter [30] presented Quantum
Monte Carlo simulations of an Ny = 12 GN3-SO(3); tran-
sition. Interestingly, a further quantum phase transition from
the Néel semimetal phase to an SSB Mott insulator phase
was found. The latter phase was diagnosed to have vanishing
Néel order parameter and a spontaneously broken U(1) sym-
metry. Assuming the absence of a narrow coexistence phase
or a weak first-order transition, this would be a classically for-
bidden order-to-order quantum phase transition, and has been
suggested to be a candidate for a so-called deconfined quantum
critical point. The findings I have presented raise the intriguing
possibility of tuning an SO(3) Dirac system through a similar
interaction-induced Néel-to-SSB Mott insulator transition by
using the bicritical SU(3) fixed point instead.

Beyond numerical experiments, there are also candidate
materials that have been suggested to realize SO(3) quan-
tum spin-orbital liquid (= spinon semimetal) ground states
[6-8]. Critical exponents governing thermodynamic observ-
ables of quantum phase transitions from a spin-orbital lig-
uid phase to magnetically ordered phases provide insight into
the nature of the otherwise experimentally elusive spinons,
such as their isospin symmetry. The present findings suggest
one could do so in at least one “orthogonal” direction—viz.,
the biadjoint Mott insulator—in addition to the Néel phase.
There would hence be twice as many independent quantities
[i-e., ¥s0@),> YS0@3),5 VSO@3),» ¥50(3),] Which may be measured
in principle. Such combined measurements would allow one to
constrain the admissible isospin content of spinons in putative
quantum spin-orbital liquids more sharply than when consid-
ering the Néel transition in isolation. This prospect should
serve as motivation, on one hand, to identify lattice realiza-
tions of the gg, 4-Fermi interaction which would pave the way
forward to tuning candidate spin-orbital liquids to a biadjoint
Mott insulator phase in the laboratory; on the other hand, it
also calls for a more concerted theoretical attack on the critical
exponents for the GN3-SO(3), [or GN3-SU(3), as applicable]
universality class, perhaps along the lines of what was done
for GN3-SU(2) in [10, 11] or GN3-SO(3); in [14].
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