Frozen deconfined quantum criticality
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There is a number of contradictory findings with regard to whether the theory describing
easy-plane quantum antiferromagnets undergoes a second-order phase transition. The traditional
Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson approach suggests a first-order phase transition, as there are two different
competing order parameters. On the other hand, it is known that the theory has the property of
self-duality which has been connected to the existence of a deconfined quantum critical point. The
latter regime suggests that order parameters are not the elementary building blocks of the theory,
but rather consist of fractionalized particles that are confined in both phases of the transition and
only appear — deconfine — at the critical point. Nevertheless, numerical Monte Carlo simulations disagree with the claim of deconfined quantum criticality in the system, indicating instead a
first-order phase transition. Here these contradictions are resolved by demonstrating via a duality
transformation that a new critical regime exists analogous to the zero temperature limit of a certain
classical statistical mechanics system. Because of this analogy, we dub this critical regime “frozen”.
A renormalization group analysis bolsters this claim, allowing us to go beyond it and align previous
numerical predictions of the first-order phase transition with the deconfined criticality in a consistent
framework.

Introduction — Quantum antiferromagnets that possess a global SU (2) symmetry and an emergent U (1)
gauge symmetry can give rise to exotic phases of matter, like spin liquids and valence-bond solid states [1, 2].
An interesting scenario occurs when at low temperatures
the system features a quantum critical point at a value
gc of some effective coupling constant. For instance, such
a quantum critical point can separate the magnetically
ordered (Néel) state, which breaks the SU (2) symmetry, from a dimerized paramagnetic state breaking the
lattice symmetries. The latter finds a paradigmatic realization in the valence-bond solid (VBS) phase [2, 3]. An
effective field theory formulation with an emergent U (1)
gauge symmetry is achieved in this context by rewriting
the unit vector field n representing the direction of the
magnetization in terms of a doublet of complex fields, za
(a = 1, 2), n = za∗ σ ab zb , where |z1 |2 +|z2 |2 = 1 and σ is a
vector of Pauli matrices and summation over repeated indices is implied. A global O(3) symmetry becomes henceforth a global O(4) one under this mapping. It also makes
the U (1) symmetry manifest, since n is invariant under
the local gauge transformation za (x) → eiθ(x) za (x). This
map, which is also referred to as a CP1 representation,
leads to a lattice gauge theory of quantum antiferromagnets. Under some very precise circumstances the magnetization falls apart in such a theory, liberating more
elementary modes — spinon fields za . This regime leads
to a special type of universal behavior, governed by the
so called deconfined quantum criticality (DQC) [4, 5].
A salient property of the DQC paradigm is that it describes a universality class that cannot be derived from a
Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson type of approach. In the latter
a transition between phases breaking different symmetries (competing orders), be it at zero or finite temper-

ature, is a first-order one, which implies that the theory should not feature a critical point. Within the DQC
theory, on the other hand, a second-order phase transition is predicted to occur. Furthermore, DQC predicts a large anomalous dimension ηN for the correlator
G(x) = hn(x) · n(0)i at the critical point [4, 5], this result being a consequence of the composite field character
of n underlying the CP1 representation. This prediction
has been confirmed by multiple computer simulations on
a number of specific lattice models proposed to describe
DQC [6–9].
A paradigmatic model argued to exhibit DQC features
an easy-plane anisotropy that reduces the global O(4)
symmetry to an Abelian one, namely, U (1) × U (1) [4, 5].
This model has the advantage to be analytically tractable
to a certain extent and has been demonstrated to be selfdual [10]. Interestingly, from the symmetry point of view,
this model can also describe the phase transition in twocomponent superconductors [11]. Unfortunately, computer simulations [12, 13] have failed in the past to find
evidence of a second-order phase transition in this case.
Nevertheless, it has been recently suggested in the context of bosonization dualities that DQC can be achieved
in this self-dual model [14].
Here we address and solve the long-standing contradictions regarding the nature of this phase transition.
By purely analytical means, we show that the easy-plane
CP1 model features DQC in a specific regime. If one regards the lattice theory as a classical statistical mechanics model, the coupling constant g plays a role identical
to the temperature. We demonstrate that the deconfined
quantum critical point is obtained for g → 0. For this
reason, we dub the DQC regime “frozen”. At first, the
criticality will be argued by means of exact duality trans-
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formations on a lattice, along the lines of Peskin [15] and,
later, by Dasgupta and Halperin [16] in their study of superconducting phase transitions. Then, our analysis will
be further corroborated by renormalization group (RG)
results which allow the calculation of critical exponents.
The RG flow shows that our results encapsulate both the
earlier Monte Carlo simulations identifying two types of
XY transitions in two-component superconductors [17],
and the Monte Carlo simulations of Refs. [12, 13] that
obtained the first-order phase transition in a regime when
the two XY critical points coalesce.
Duality — The natural starting point to investigate
DQC lies in quantum antiferromagnetic systems, whose
behavior can be described in terms of two spinon fields
zI , I = 1, 2, via the CP1 representation of the nonlinear
σ model [18],
S=−


1 X ∗
1 X
zIi zIj eiaij + c.c. + 2
(µνλ ∆ν ajλ )2 ,
g
2e j
hiji,I

(1)
with a local constraint |z1j |2 + |z2j |2 = 1. The first
term in S describes nearest-neighbor hopping of the
CP1 fields on a square lattice and aij is an emergent
gauge field. The second term represents a Maxwell Lagrangian in the lattice. The so called deep easy-plane
limit fixes the spinon amplitudes to be equal, which leads
to |z1 |2 = |z2 |2 = 1/2 due to the initial constraint. In this
way the action takes the form,
S=−

1 X
1 X
cos (θIi − θIj − aij )+ 2
(µνλ ∆ν ajλ )2 ,
2g
2e j
hiji,I

(2)
where θIi arise from the polar representation
of the
√
spinons zIj = ρI eiθIj with ρI = 1/ 2. We recognize
the theory as a gauged version of a two-component XY
model. When interpreting this Euclidean action as a classical statistical physics Hamiltonian, the coupling constant g plays a role analogous to the temperature. The
action (2) can be well approximated in the form of a
U (1) × U (1) lattice Villain system [10],

X
X
1
1
S=
(∆µ θIj − 2πnIjµ − ajµ )2
2 j
g
I=1,2

1
2
+ 2 (µνλ ∆ν ajλ ) ,
(3)
e
where ∆µ is the lattice derivative, nIjµ are integer-valued
lattice fields and θIj ∈ [−π, π]. The Villain approximation captures well the critical properties of the system
and leads to a number of exact duality transformations
[19].
In the spirit of Refs. [15, 16, 20, 21], we now show
through duality transformations that the model features
a deconfined quantum critical point in the “zero temperature limit” g → 0.
In order to obtain the dual theory, we use the Poisson
summation formula [15, 22] to introduce a new integer-

valued field,
X

2

1

e 2g (∆µ θIj −2πnIjµ −ajµ )

{nIjµ }

∼

X

g

2

e 2 NIjµ +iNIjµ (∆µ θIj −ajµ ) ,

(4)

{NIjµ }

which allows us to integrate out θIj to obtain the constraints ∆µ NIjµ = 0. Thus, after the constraints are
solved by NIjµ = µνλ ∆ν MIjλ and ajµ is integrated out,
we obtain the dual action in the form [5, 17],

i
X  X hg
Se =
(µνλ ∆ν bIjλ )2 − 2πimIjµ bIjµ

2
j
I=1,2

e2
+
(b1jµ + b2jµ )2 ,
(5)
2
where we have used the Poisson formula once more to
promote the integer-valued fields MIjµ to real-valued
fields bIjµ and the constraints ∆µ mIjµ = 0 hold. Physically the fields mIjµ represent vortices and the zero divergence constraints imply that all vortex lines form loops
[19].
Since we can interpret g as a temperature, let us take
the “zero temperature limit” g → 0 mentioned in the
Introduction. The duality achieves this in a very precise
way, as it inverts couplings. Thus, setting g = 0 in the
dual action (5) and integrating out bIjµ implies m1jµ =
m2jµ ≡ mjµ , which leads to the partition function,


2 X
X
2π
m2  .
(6)
Z=
δ∆µ mjµ ,0 exp − 2
e j,µ jµ
{mjµ }

Using the integral representation of the Kronecker delta
and the Poisson formula, we finally obtain a partition
function corresponding to the Villain action for the XY
model,


2 X
X Z π Y dθi
e
Z=
exp − 2
(∆µ θj − 2πnjµ )2  ,
8π j
−π i 2π
{njµ }

(7)
where now 4π 2 /e2 plays the role of the temperature T 0
of the XY model. Since at criticality the Villain action
accurately describes the XY model phase transition, the
point (g, e2 ) = (0, e2c /(4π 2 )) = (0, 1/Tc0 ) corresponds to
the critical point of the XY model. Therefore, the frozen
DQC of the original action becomes a critical XY system
where the gauge coupling is identified with the inverted
temperature. Dasgupta and Halperin named this type of
critical behavior an ”inverted XY ” transition [16].
Field theory and renormalization group — Having
shown the existence of the frozen DQC in the U (1)×U (1)
lattice theory, we consider the effective field theory associated to the dual lattice action (5). The subsequent RG
analysis will allow us to obtain a more detailed picture of
the critical behavior as well as establish the result in the
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context of previous studies [11–13, 17]. It is clear that
the corresponding Lagrangian has to feature two complex
scalar fields and two gauge fields. The simplest way to
infer the field theory is by smearing the Kronecker delta
constraints in Eq. (5), adding a term for integer lattice
vortex fields, 0 (m21jµ + m22jµ )/2 [15, 16, 23]. Physically,
0 represents the vortex core energy [19]. Subsequent
application of the Poisson formula then yields,

P
P n 2
Se = j e2 (b1jµ + b2jµ )2 + I=1,2 g2 (µνλ ∆ν bIjλ )2
io
+ 210 (∆µ ϕIj − 2πlIjµ − 2πbIjµ )2 ,
(8)

1/[1 + Π(0, mr )], where Π(0, mr ) is the vacuum polarization at zero momentum. The latter is given at oneloop order by Π(0, mr ) = ee2 /(24πmr ). Defining the dimensionless coupling f = ee2r /mr , one gets a β function,
βf ≡ mr df /dmr = −f + f 2 /(24π), which has an infrared
(IR) stable fixed point at f∗ = 24π. This result is obtained for the limit mr → 0, as the mass is inverse to the
correlation length that is divergent at criticality. The IR
fixed point f∗ is alternatively reached when the
p bare coupling ee2 → ∞. From the definition, ee2 = 2π/g, it is
clear that this is equivalent to g → 0, therefore, corroborating the claim of an existence of the critical point at
the “zero temperature” limit.

where lIjµ are new integer fields and ϕIj are new phase
variables. Using Eq. (8) as a guide, we can infer the
continuum field theory Lagrangian in imaginary time,

X 1
e=
L
(µνλ ∂ν bIλ )2 + |(∂µ − ie
e bIµ )φI |2
2
I=1,2

M2
(b1µ + b2µ )2 + m2 (|φ1 |2 + |φ2 |2 )
2
u
+ (|φ1 |4 + |φ2 |4 ) + v|φ1 |2 |φ2 |2 ,
2

+

(9)

wherepwe have introduced a dual bare gauge coupling
ee = 2π/g and M 2 = e2 /g. Note that for v = u the
above Lagrangian has a global O(4) symmetry, and the
v = 0 case corresponds to the deep easy-plane limit. The
O(4) symmetric point does not follow directly from the
lattice action (8), which exhibits only a U (1)×U (1) symmetry inherited from the original model (3). The latter
symmetry follows from assuming a large anisotropy term
K(|z1 |2 − |z2 |2 )2 in the CP1 model, such that the local
constraint |z1 |2 +|z2 |2 = 1 is fulfilled for equal amplitudes
of the complex fields [5]. On the other hand, the K = 0
case leads to a global O(4) symmetry. The effective Lagrangian (8) captures this latter feature as well and so
has at least this symmetry aspect that is more general
than the dual lattice action. Note that even if we insist
on having v = 0 from the very beginning, the interaction ∼ |φ1 |2 |φ2 |2 is generated by fluctuations due to the
gauge field mass term M 2 (b1µ + b2µ )2 /2, which leads to
a mixing of the scalar field amplitudes, and so the O(4)
symmetry is allowed to appear. It was argued in Ref.
[14] that the O(4) symmetry is an emergent feature of
the easy-plane model. Our continuum dual field theory
Lagrangian (9) is consistent with that.
Since the vacuum polarization is transverse due to the
current conservation and the mass term M 2 (b1µ +b2µ )2 /2
being longitudinal, it follows that the renormalization of
M 2 is entirely determined by the wave function renormalization Zb of the gauge fields bIµ [24]. Note that
both gauge fields have the same wave function renormalization. The gauge coupling ee2 also gets renormalized
via the vacuum polarization. Therefore, we have the
renormalized quantities Mr2 = Zb M 2 and ee2r = Zb ee2 .
Using the renormalized mass mr of the scalar fields
as a scaling variable [25], we obtain that Zb (mr ) =

FIG. 1. Gauge field bubble diagram contributing to the coupling ur . External lines represent either φ1 or φ2 . The wiggle
represents either b1µ or b2µ .

A typical problem spoiling the existence of a quantum
critical point in a Higgs model in 2+1 dimensions [26, 27]
has its origin at the one-loop Feynman diagram shown in
Fig. 1. For a massless vector field this diagram diverges
if the external momenta are set to zero. In this case a
nonzero external momentum is used as RG running scale
[28]. Since in our case the gauge field is massive, there
is no problem to keep using the external zero momentum for the diagram of Fig. 1. Thus, the two-vertex
diagram associated to the interaction ee2 |φ1 |2 b21µ yields
−e
e4 /(4πMr ). This term together with the pure scalar
contributions to ur , including the scalar field wave function renormalization, yields the one-loop expression for
the dimensionless renormalized coupling û = ur /mr ,
û =

u
4e
e2 u
5u2 + v 2
ee4
+
−
−
,
mr
3πmr (mr + Mr )
8πm2r
4πmr Mr
(10)

along with the dimensionless renormalized coupling v̂ =
vr /mr ,
v̂ =

v
4e
e2 u
v 2 + 2uv
+
−
.
mr
3πmr (mr + Mr )
4πm2r

(11)

Now, we derive the RG β functions that will also clarify
why the diagram of Fig. 1 does not spoil criticality like
in the usual Higgs model in 2+1 dimensions [26, 27]. A
crucial point is that there is only one mr factor arising
in the denominator of the last term of Eq. (10). This
implies that in obtaining the β function βû = mr dû/dmr ,
applying mr d/dmr to the last term of (10) just causes
to repeat it with a sign change, so this contribution is
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entirely absorbed into the linear term −û appearing in
βû . Thus, there will be no term ∼ f 2 appearing in βû ,
a result in stark contrast with what is typically found
in Higgs electrodynamics [26–28]. More explicitly, we
obtain from Eqs. (10) and (11),


5û2 + v̂ 2
4f r2
û +
βû = − 1 +
,
(12)
2
3π(1 + r)
8π

βv̂ = − 1 +


v̂ + 2û
4f r2
−
v̂,
3π(1 + r)2
4π

(13)

where r = mr /Mr , which in turn satisfies the RG equation,


dr
3
f
mr
=
−
r.
(14)
dmr
2 24π
In Eqs. (12) and (13) we have only kept terms consistent
with the one-loop order.
Near the IR fixed point f = f∗ we can linearize Eq.
(14), mr dr/dmr ≈ r/2, which implies the scaling relation
1/2
Mr ∼ mr = ξ −1/2 , where ξ is the correlation length.
As the criticality is reached for mr → 0, the definition of
r leads to fixed points for Eqs. (10) and (11) obtained for
r = 0. Besides the trivial, Gaussian fixed point (û, v̂) =
(0, 0), we have the XY fixed point (û, v̂) = (8π/5, 0), and
the O(4) symmetric fixed point (û, v̂) = (4π/3, 4π/3).
The latter is IR stable in the region 0 < v̂ ≤ û, while the
XY fixed point is IR stable along the line v̂ = 0, which
is the situation corresponding to the easy-plane regime.
The flow diagram exhibiting the mentioned fixed point
structure is shown in Fig. 2. From the figure we also
note that for v̂ > û there is a runaway flow towards
negative û, which causes interactions of the form |zα |6 to
become relevant and a first-order phase transition ensues.
Therefore, the one-loop RG analysis for the dual field
theory not only confirms the result that followed from our
duality transformation in the lattice, but also exhibits
a runaway flow regime underlying the first-order phase
transition observed in numerical simulations [12, 13].
From the one-loop RG analysis we obtain ν O(2)×O(2) ≈
0.625 for the correlation length critical exponent associated to the O(2) × O(2) fixed point. This corresponds to
the value expected for the XY universality class. On the
other hand, the emergent O(4) symmetry yields the oneloop value ν O(4) = 2/3. The signature feature of DQC is
the large value of the anomalous dimension of the critical correlation functions for either the magnetic or VBS
order parameters. We now calculate the anomalous dimension for the latter using the dual model.
The correlation function associated to the VBS order parameter is the gauge invariant correlation function CVBS (x) = hφ∗1 (x)φ2 (x)φ2 (0)φ∗1 (0)i. The anomalous
dimension ηe is defined via the large distance behavior
C(x) ∼ 1/|x|1+eη at the critical point. In order to obtain
it, we first calculate the anomalous dimension η12 associated to the insertion of the operator φ∗1 (x)φ2 (x) [24] that

G

XY

FIG. 2. RG flow for the β functions (12) and (13). The XY
fixed point (red dot) is stable along the line v̂ = 0. This
fixed point corresponds to the easy-plane regime. The O(4)
symmetric fixed point (blue dot) is IR stable along the dashed
red line v̂ = û starting at the Gaussian fixed point (green dot).
The XY fixed point becomes unstable for any finite v̂. For
v̂ > û (i.e., above the dashed red line) there is a runaway flow
characteristic of first-order phase transitions (shaded wedge
in the flow diagram)

breaks the emergent O(4) symmetry, but not the U (1)
symmetry. We have the relation, ηe = 1 − 2η12 . At oneloop order we obtain η12 = −û∗ /(8π), where û∗ can be
either the U (1) or the O(4) symmetric fixed point. This
yields ηeU (1) = 7/5 = 1.4 and ηeO(4) = 4/3 for the U (1)
and O(4) symmetric cases, respectively. The result for
the U (1) symmetric case shows that we are dealing with
a modified XY universality class, akin to the so called
XY∗ one discussed in Ref. [29], where an anomalous dimension η = 1.493 is numerically obtained for a lattice
boson model exhibiting fractionalized excitations.
In order to show that this type of critical behavior indeed holds to all orders in perturbation theory, we evoke
the relation between the scaling behavior of the vacuum
polarization and the current correlation function. Since
the current is conserved due to gauge invariance, it does
not have an anomalous dimension for zero momentum
and mr 6= 0. The same result holds for the vacuum
polarization, and therefore dimensional analysis implies
Π(0, mr ) ∼ m−1
to all orders. This means that we
r
can write βf = (γb − 1)f , where γb = mr d ln Zb /dmr ,
and thus at the nontrivial fixed point γb = 1 [28],
which is a result essentially following from gauge invariance upon application of the Ward identities. This
will also reflect in the RG equation of r, now written as
mr dr/dmr = (−γb + 3/2)r, and therefore the critical be1/2
havior Mr ∼ mr will be valid to all orders. Thereby, the
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critical exponents can be accurately calculated to higher
orders by resummation methods [30].
Discussion and conclusion — Summarizing our findings, we have revisited the DQC paradigm for the easyplane antiferromagnet using duality transformations and
RG analysis. We have identified two different quantum
critical regimes. The first one is given by an inverted XY
universality class, which is associated to the deep easyplane limit. The second one follows from an emergent
O(4) symmetry in the effective field theory. Moreover,
our RG analysis exhibits the typical runaway flow behavior that is characteristic of a first-order transition, as
it can be seen from Fig. 2.
The duality discussed here closely parallels the one described by Dasgupta and Halperin [16], where the gauge
coupling corresponds via the duality transformation to
an inverted temperature axis. Hence, the interpretation
of the coupling constant g as a temperature allows us
to use the duality to map the low-temperature regime

into the high-temperature one. In this way, in the quantum problem the weak-coupling regime is mapped into
the strong-coupling one and vice-versa [19], which implies that one can access the non-perturbative behavior
(i.e., the strong-coupling regime) of the system.
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