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Functional Renormalization Group flows as diffusive Hamilton-Jacobi-type equations
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In this work, we suggest to identify the Functional Renormalization Group flow equations of
two-point functions as Hamilton-Jacobi(-Bellman)-type partial differential equations. This refor-
mulation and reinterpretation goes beyond recent developments that treat Renormalization Group
flow equations as conservation laws in field space and also allows to systematically understand and
handle the nonconservative contributions in flow equations numerically.

We demonstrate this novel approach by first applying it to a simple fermion-boson system in zero
spacetime dimensions — which itself presents as an interesting playground for method development.
Afterwards, we show, how the gained insights can be transferred to more realistic systems: One is the
bosonic Zsz-symmetric model in three Euclidean dimensions within a truncation that involves the
field-dependent effective potential and field-dependent wave-function renormalization. The other
example is the (1 4 1)-dimensional Gross-Neveu model within a truncation that involves a field-
dependent potential and a field-dependent fermion mass/Yukawa coupling at nonzero temperature,
chemical potential, and finite fermion number.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Within the last decades, the functional renormalization
group (FRG) has become a powerful tool for the study
of models from statistical physics and quantum field the-
ory (QFT). It was applied successfully to a wide range of
problems, such as the study of phase transitions and criti-
cal phenomena in the context of particle physics, gravity,
and condensed matter physics, see, e.g., Ref. [1] for a
review. A strength of the FRG is the possibility to ac-
cess and evolve theories in the full range of energy /length
scales: from high-energy/microphysical scales in the
ultraviolet (UV) to low energy/macrophysical scales in
the infrared (IR), while resolving field space in a single
nonperturbative framework without the need of explic-
itly solving complicated high-dimensional functional in-
tegrals.

A. Research issue

However, also the FRG has its own shortcomings and
practical limitations. One central problem is the issue
of truncations, which are usually necessary to make the
explicit solution of FRG flow equations, derived from
the central governing Wetterich equation, tangible. Still,
also within a given truncation, the FRG flow equa-
tions are often highly nonlinear coupled partial differen-
tial equations (PDEs) and/or ordinary differential equa-
tions (ODEs) and their solution is a priori an involved
task. Prime examples for such systems and common
truncations are low-energy effective theories (LEFTS)
for Quantum Chromodynamics (QCD) or systems from
solid state theory, both in their high-density regimes,
where the FRG is used to study — among other things
— the scale-dependence of the effective potential, field-
dependent wave-function renormalizations, and the flow
of field-dependent Yukawa couplings or fermion masses
(depending on the perspective). The question arises, how
reliable the results of such truncations and the numerical
solutions of the corresponding flow equations are, because
so far, there seems little consensus on the mathematical
structure of the problem and its numerical treatment.
One way to address this question is to compare the results

from the FRG to results obtained with other methods
or exact results from solvable models.! Solvable models
are rare or they are trivial, especially in the context of
QFTs. Another approach is to perform selfconvergence
tests, where the PDEs are solved with different discretiza-
tion schemes and resolutions. Hence, within this work,
we address different closely related topics:

1. We search for toy models that are simple enough
to be exactly solvable and rich enough to serve as
benchmark tests that mimic many complications
of FRG(-model) studies whose truncations involve
a field-dependent potential, field-dependent wave-
function renormalizations, and/or field-dependent
Yukawa couplings.

2. We aim at a reformulation of the FRG flow equa-
tions in a form that allows a better application of
numerical methods and algorithms and at the same
time provides deeper insights into the mathemati-
cal structure of the Wetterich equation and its trun-
cated field-dependent flow equations.

3. We want to explicitly find, modify, apply, and test
numeric schemes to solve the corresponding PDEs.

B. Scope, structure and conception of this work

During its conception and early stages?, this work

was primarily focused on zero-dimensional fermion-boson
models and their study within the FRG. The idea
was to construct and analyze such models as exactly
solvable testbeds for exploring the fermion-boson, i.e.
Grassmann-scalar, systems in zero dimensions with a fo-
cus on the development of numerical methods for cou-
pled flow equations. As the project developed, how-
ever, it became apparent that many of the challenges
and insights encountered in the zero-dimensional setting
pointed towards more general structural questions about
the FRG itself. This realization led us to broaden the

1 We use the term solvable model in the sense of a model, where the
expectation values, correlation functions, and vertex functions
can be calculated exactly or numerically to arbitrary precision
via some other method without approximations.

2 The present work started as an extension of the series [2-4] and
is mentioned in it as “Part IV: A fermion-boson model.” We
initially set out to study a zero-dimensional model with four
fermions and three scalars with a SU(2) symmetry. We soon
realized that such a model is already diagrammatically and in
terms of the resulting differential equations very involved to the
point of being ill-suited for a first study of Grassmann-valued
degrees of freedom in zero dimensions, see Section 3.3 of Ref. [5]
for a discussion. Hence, we decided to consider the simpler — in
a sense for our purposes minimal — model discussed in this work.
During the preparation of this manuscript, we decided against
structuring and framing this work as a direct extension of the
series [2—4] in form of a part IV in favor of a more independent
publication with a broader focus.



scope and structuring of the present work: before dis-
cussing our zero-dimensional fermion-boson model, we
first discuss the Wetterich equation and its functional
derivatives at a conceptual level. Building on this foun-
dation, we then return to the construction and treatment
of the zero-dimensional model, adapt suitable numerical
schemes based on our findings, and finally apply these
schemes to our zero-dimensional model as well as higher-
dimensional systems from statistical physics and QFT.

Concretely, we begin in Section II, by discussing the
Wetterich equation and its functional derivatives, with
a particular focus on the flow equation of the two-
point function in Section ITB. We demonstrate that the
flow equation of the two-point functions takes the form
of a functional (infinite-dimensional), viscous Hamilton-
Jacobi-Bellman (HJB) equation. This structure/form is
also present in the explicit PDEs derived from this equa-
tion — which in fact prompted us to make the identifi-
cation on the functional level. When working with the
flow equation for the two-point function as a HJB equa-
tion, the advective and diffusive nature of FRG flows be-
come directly apparent. Furthermore this form allows a
more rigorous treatment of nonconservative terms, which
arise in computational fluid dynamics (CFD) formula-
tions based on the flow equation of the one-point func-
tion, ¢f. Section IT A. Apart from practical implications
for numerical schemes for the derived PDEs the identi-
fication of a HJB structure opens questions of a more
general nature, such as the existence and uniqueness of
solutions, their stability, convergence, as well as the re-
lation of the FRG to other fields like optimal transport
theory, CFD, and infinite-dimensional stochastic optimal
control problems. We elaborate on some of this questions
and relations in Section I1C and Section IV D.

Following the general discussion of Section II, we
turn to the construction and introduction of the zero-
dimensional fermion-boson model in Section III. The pre-
sented model is both minimal and solvable, yet struc-
turally rich enough to be a suitable testing ground for the
following numerical developments. Its FRG formulation,
presented in Section IV, ties in directly into the concep-
tual observations of Section IT and extends on it using the
explicit zero-dimensional setting. It aligns with our pre-
vious works [2—4, 6] on purely bosonic, zero-dimensional
models with N € N scalar degrees of freedom, which are
also called vector models with or without O(N) symme-
try, see, e.g., Refs. [7—24].

In Section V we adapt and combine a numerical
scheme [25] developed for the solution of viscous HJB
equations with the finite volume methods [26] used in
our previous works [2—4, 6].

In Section VI, we apply this scheme to a set
of test(case)s constructed within the zero-dimensional
fermion-boson model. This model turned out to be
a rather rich setting to explore the interplay between
fermionic and bosonic fluctuations in a coupled system
of field-dependent, flowing couplings. Besides discussing
the convergence, stability, and accuracy of our numeri-

cal scheme we also discuss how a “sign-problem” — the
problem of probability distributions with “negative prob-
ability” — can manifest itself in FRG flow equations of
the model under consideration. The related nonanalytic
structures in field-space — i.e. Yang-Lee zeros — are also
discussed in the context of the construction of a reference
solution for the FRG flow.

Finally, in Section VII, we extend the discussion to
two higher-dimensional models in order to illustrate the
broader applicability of our approach. Of particular in-
terest for us are higher-dimensional models and LEFTs
of QCD in the high-density regime, where a good and
numerically stable resolution of the dynamics in field-
space, for example the field-dependent flow of Yukawa
couplings, wave-function renormalization, and the effec-
tive potential, are crucial [27, 28]. To this end, we investi-
gate the flow of field-dependent wave-function renormal-
izations in a Zs-symmetric scalar theory in Section VII A
in three dimensions and the Gross-Neveu-Yukawa model
in 1 4+ 1 dimensions at nonzero temperature and density
in Section VIIB. These examples show the applicability
of the formulation based on the two-point function/HJB
equations and the adapted numerical schemes to physi-
cally relevant systems.

In summary, the scope of this work is to connect con-
ceptual advances with concrete applications: beginning
with the identification of HJB structures in derivatives
of the Wetterich equation, moving to the construction
and analysis of a zero-dimensional fermion-boson model
as a testbed, and finally adapting and testing numerical
schemes both in the toy-model and in selected higher-
dimensional applications.

II. THE WETTERICH EQUATION AND ITS
FUNCTIONAL DERIVATIVES

In this section, we discuss the Wetterich equation and
its functional derivatives, which play a central role in the
FRG approach. The following discussion is focused on
the functional dependencies in the Wetterich equation
and their consequences and implications. This section
does not include a derivation of the Wetterich equation,
which can be found in the literature [29-34]. For a more
detailed discussion and introduction of the FRG, we refer
the interested reader to the nonexhaustive list of Refs. [1,
35-41].

The Wetterich equation for the renormalization group
(RG)-time-dependent effective average action (EAA)
['(t,®) is given by

OL(t,®) = (1)

= STr [(§ 8:R(1)) (TP (1, @) + R(t)) '],

= STr [(5 O R(t)) G(t, )] . (2)



The generic multi-field ®, collects the field content
of the theory under consideration, while RG-time

= —1In(k/A) € [0, 00) parametrizes the RG-scale k with
respect to a UV reference scale A. R(t) is a matrix-valued
regulator and STr denotes the supertrace in the conven-
tions of Appendix C of Ref. [42]. In Eq. (2), we have
introduced the notation G(t, ®) = (I¥ (¢, ®) + R(t))_1
for the inverse of the second functional derivative of the
effective action with respect to the fields ® — the full
scale-dependent propagator of the theory. At this point
we may note, that the right hand side (r.h.s.) of the Wet-
terich equation (1) is a functional of the second func-
tional derivative of the EAA with respect to the fields,
T (¢,®), and the regulator function R(t), motivating
the form

OL(t,®) = Fr(t,®)[TP]. (3)

The r.h.s. does notably not depend on the EAA T'(¢, ®) it-
self, but only on its functional derivatives in a highly non-
linear fashion. This is a well-known feature shared among
implementation of the RG and is a manifestation of the
fact, that the vacuum energy (zero-point function) does
not affect correlation functions and its absolute value is
not relevant® for the dynamics of the theory and its renor-
malization, c¢f. Refs. [43, 44]. At this point we can also
see the typical n,n + 2 problem posed within flow equa-
tions in the FRG: a flow equation for the n-th moment of
the EAA (here explicitly the zeroth moment) depend on
the r.h.s. on moments up to order n+2 (here explicitly on
the two-point function). This structure is rooted in the
inherently nonperturbative nature of the FRG which on
the level of Eq. (2) manifests itself by the appearance of
the full scale-dependent propagator G(¢, ®) on the r.h.s..

A. Functional flow equation for the one-point
function

Motivated by the fact, that the Wetterich equation (3)
for the EAA depends only on derivatives of the latter,
we consider the first functional derivative of Eq. (3) with

3 Note, _however, that in thermodynamic computations
lim; 0 I'(¢, ) acts as a grand potential and thus differences in
the zero-point functions are linked to the pressure.

respect to the field ®*:

TV (t, @) =

— % Fr(t,®)[T?] = (4)

=STr[(— 1 9,R(1)) G(t, @) TP (t, @) G(t,®)]. (5)

Equation (4) takes the form of a functional
flow/convection® equation for the one-point function
T (t,®) and diagrammatically reads

):o. (6)

This form of the Wetterich equation is central to the
works [2-6, 27, 28, 42, 45-60] considering (truncations of)
the Wetterich equation as conservative equations. Note,
that here and in the following, we absorb a minus sign
in the symbolic representation of the regulator insertion,
® = —1 ,R(t) in order to better visualize the relation
to CFD and HJB equations.

The highly nonlinear dependence of the propagator
G(t, ®) on the Hessian T'®) (¢, ®) of the EAA can manifest
in advective, diffusive, and most challengingly nonconser-
vative contributions to the flow of the one-point function.
Nonconservative contributions are very difficult to handle
in explicit numerical schemes, without a deeper under-
standing of the underlying mathematical structure. To
gain further insight into the nature of such contributions
and the Wetterich equation itself, we propose to consider
the second functional derivative of the Wetterich equa-
tion (1) with respect to the field ®.

(9)+ 55

B. Functional flow equation for the two-point
function

Taking another functional derivative of Eq. (4) using
the explicit form (5) yields the functional flow equation
for the two-point function:

4 For compactness and illustrative purposes, we opted for a very
compact notation for the functional derivatives and involved
signs and permutations, where we hide complexity in the im-
plicit field-space matrix notation and the supertrace STr. For a
complete derivation we refer the interested reader to App. C.2.4.
of Ref. [42].

5 In the following we use the term convection in the fluid-
dynamical sense as a phenomenon including both advection and
diffusion.



TP (1, @)+ STr [( - L 0R(1)) G(t,2) T (£, @) G(t, @) TP (¢, ) G(t, @)] = (7)

= STr [(— 3 8:R(t)) G(t,2) TW(t,®) G(t, @)]

which takes the form of a functional (infinite-
dimensional), viscous Hamilton-Jacobi-Bellman (HJB)
equation, see Refs. [25, 61-68] for a non-exhaustive list of
references on HJB equations, their widespread use, and
first applications to RG flow equations. Diagrammati-
cally Eq. (7) can be symbolized as

The scale-dependent two-point function T'?) (¢, ®) acts as
primitive variable and thus Eq. (7) may be formulated as

T (t,®) + Hp(t, ) [T, TO)] = 9)

= SR(tv CD) [f(2)’ f(4)] )

The tadpole diagram manifests as a nonlinear, viscous
diffusion term eg(t, @) [F(2), I‘(4)], where

G(t,®) (- L 0,R(t)) G(t, ®) (10)

acts as a nonlinear diffusion coefficient, while the bubble
diagrams manifest as a nonlinear advective/drift contri-
bution, encoded by the Hamiltonian H (¢, ®) [[?,T'®)].
The dependence on the primitive variable/the two-point
function remains highly nonlinear through the products
of propagators in the super-traces, while the higher mo-
ments of I'® — namely the three- and four-point func-
tions I'® and T'® appear only squared and linearly, re-
spectively. The n,n + 2 problem (in this subsection ex-
plicitly with n = 2) is therefore directly apparent. In the
present context it may be seen not as a technical obstacle,
but as a structural feature that invites reformulation and
reinterpretation. The HJB equation is nonconservative
but allows for a more rigorous classification of the flow
equation, even on functional level. Both CFD and HJB
formulations provide ways to work the n,n 4+ 2 problem

(

by providing frameworks on how to deal with the higher
derivatives, without the explicit need for a truncation
in the canonical vertex-expansion sense or ad-hoc ap-
proaches to compute the higher derivatives numerically,
which both can be very limited due to properties of T
like convexity (in the IR), phase transitions, and/or the
emergence of nonanalytic points. From the HJB perspec-
tive, entropy solutions — central in the conservative/CFD
formulations — may find a more natural and robust gener-
alization within the viscosity solution framework of HJB
theory [63, 69]. This could open new directions for both
the analysis and numerical treatment of FRG equations,
suggesting (numerical) approximation schemes and con-
cepts that are better aligned with the fundamental nature
of the FRG.

The classification of Eq. (7) in Eq. (9) as a functional
HJB equation is of central importance for this work and
might have even further reaching consequences beyond
the scope of this work.

For the remainder of this subsection, we outline the im-
pact of this identification and formulation on the present
work, while in the next Section IIC we elaborate and,
to some extent, speculate on further conceptual implica-
tions of identifying a functional HJB equation as govern-
ing equation of the FRG. In Section IV we will discover
a direct manifestation of Eq. (9) as a system of PDEs de-
scribing the zero-dimensional model of Section III, while
in Section VII PDEs of HJB-type arise in truncations of
higher-dimensional models and projections involving the
two-point function. Considering the PDEs as HJB equa-
tions allows us to combine at this point established finite
volume methods used in the CFD-based formulations of
the Wetterich equation with methods developed for HJIB
equations. We use a HJB-approach for nonconservative
contributions while maintaining a finite volume formula-
tion for conservative contributions. The reason for this
split is based a posteriori on our explicit numerical tests
in Section VI, and especially in Section VII, rather than
on conceptual arguments.

C. The FRG as an infinite dimensional stochastic
optimal control problem

An intriguing perspective for future research emerges
from the observation that the FRG flow equation (7)
for the two-point function manifests as a functional HJB
equation, which naturally decomposes into drift and dif-
fusion terms. Considering G(t, ®)(—3 9, R(t)) G(t,®) as



a diffusion coefficient of a McKean-Vlasov-type stochas-
tic process, it might be possible to interpret the FRG as
an infinite dimensional stochastic optimal control prob-
lem [63, 64, 69]. In this context, the nonlinear but in-
stantaneous dependence of the diffusion coefficient on the
evolving two-point function reflects the endogeneity of
the system, where noise and control are governed by the
current effective description, highlighting the semigroup
and nonperturbative nature of the FRG flow: all rele-
vant information is encoded in the present, not in explicit
memory of the past. Wilson’s RG approach of integrat-
ing out fluctuations momentum shell by momentum shell
might be interpreted as an implementation of Chapman-
Kolmogorov/Bellman’s principle in the stochastic opti-
mal control/dynamic programming framework.

In the context of the RG ideas in this/similar directions
are not new, c¢f. Refs. [67, 70, 71], but to our knowledge
an attempt of a formulation/strong link for/between the
FRG formulated in terms of the EAA governed by the
Wetterich equation (2) and stochastic optimal control has
not been made yet. Making such a link and studying con-
nections to optimal transport, dynamic programming,
and related concepts could yield a deeper understanding
of the mathematical structure of (functional) renormal-
ization group ((F)RG)® flows and inspire new conceptual
insights as well as more powerful numerical and analyti-
cal methods. Further work and remarks to this end are
beyond the scope of the present study, which ultimately
focuses on numerical methods, but we believe the con-
nections sketched above warrant closer examination in
future studies.

III. TESTBED: A ZERO-DIMENSIONAL
FERMION-BOSON MODEL

In this section, we introduce a toy model that is simple
enough to allow for a detailed comparison of numeric
calculations with analytical solutions, while being rich
enough to serve as a nontrivial test for RG dynamics in
field space with fermions. Furthermore, it allows us to
study the aforementioned mathematical structure of the
FRG flow equations in a concrete setting.

We consider a zero-dimensional QFT with a single
bosonic and two fermionic degrees of freedom, which are
coupled to each other. The (moment) generating func-
tion of the model under consideration reads

+oo N
Z(J,7,m) :N/ d¢/d9d9 x (11)
xexp (—S(¢,0,0)+Jp+70+07),
6 We use the abbreviation (F)RG in statements that apply both to

the functional renormalization group and to the nonperturbative
renormalization group in general.

6

where ¢ is the bosonic field, 8 and @ are the fermionic
fields, and J, 77, and 7 are the sources for the bosonic and
fermionic fields, respectively, and A is the normalization
factor. Of course, the term “field” is a bit misleading in
this context, because bosonic fields are simply real num-
bers, while the fermionic fields are two different ordinary
Grassmann numbers (6 and 6 are not complex conjugate
to each other). In our following discussion we will how-
ever maintain the term field even though mathematically
we are just discussing numbers. The Grassmann numbers
0 and 6 obey

> =6>=0, 004+66=0. (12)

with the usual conventions, see, e.g., the textbooks [44,
72, 73], for Berezin integration [72] over Grassmann-
variables, e.g.,

/d9a1:0, /deaea:1, 0, € {6,6}. (13)

The most general action, that is at least quadratic in the
fields, reads

S(4,0,0)=0H($)0+U(¢), (14)

where H(¢) and U(¢) are arbitrary functions of ¢ that
are supposed to be invariant under the transformation
¢ — —¢. This model shares some similarities with the
zero-dimensional supersymmetric model in Ref. [16] but
is in the present form and context novel to our knowledge.
We will also assume that H(¢) # 0 at least for some val-
ues of ¢ — otherwise the partition function would vanish
and the model would be trivial. Note that for constant
H(¢) fermions and bosons decouple and we are left with
a bosonic Zs-symmetric model. We studied such bosonic
Zo-symmetric models in detail in our previous works [2—
4] and we refer to these works for an in-depth discussion
of this limit/sector of the present model. To ensure con-
vergence of the integrals in the partition function (11)
and the related expectation values, cf. Section A 1, U(¢)
should asymptotically at least grow like ¢? and H(¢)
should not grow faster than polynomial. However, the
functions U(¢) and H(¢) do not need to be analytic. In
the following we denote H(¢) as a (generalized) Yukawa
coupling that can involve a mass term for the fermions as
well as couplings to the bosonic field.” The function U(¢)
is the (self-interaction) potential for the bosonic field. To
resolve the entire field-space ¢ one can introduce an ex-
plicit term in the potential which breaks ¢ — —¢ sym-
metry or work with nonzero sources J to sample different
values of ¢. For this work we practically choose to do the
latter. However, this is mentioned explicitly.

7 Note, that for the sake of simplicity and in contrast to Yukawa
couplings in higher spacetime dimensions our field-dependent
Yukawa coupling is supposed to be an even function of ¢. Fur-
thermore due to the field-dependency H(¢) does not act as a sim-
ple two-fermion-one-boson coupling like the name would canon-
ically suggest. Nonvanishing derivatives 8gH (¢) correspond to

two-fermion-n-boson couplings, cf. Eq. (34).



A. Expectation values and generating functions

Next, we turn to the calculation of expectation values
and generating functions for the model. We start with
the normalization factor, which is given by

N=%:[§d¢ﬂwwmp«—vw», (15)

in order to have Z(0,0,0) = 1, where we applied
the rules (13) for integration over Grassmann numbers
(Berezin integrals). The remaining ¢-integration may be
performed by hand for specific choices of H(¢) and U(¢).
Otherwise, the integral can be evaluated to preferred pre-
cision using standard methods for numerical integration.
Now, we study two classes of correlation functions.
First, we consider purely bosonic expectation values. The
expectation value of some function f(¢) is given by

U@»=N/ﬁd¢wawnm<—m@L (16)

where we already integrated out the fermionic fields. Sec-
ond, we consider expectation values involving fermionic
fields. Since there are only two fermionic fields, the only
nonvanishing type of expectation value is the product of
a function g(¢) times 66,

W@30) =N [~ asg@)ew (~U@). (1)

This also includes the fermionic two-point correlation
function®, for which g(¢) = 1. Again, the remaining
¢-integrations are easily calculated for specific choices of
H(¢) and U(¢) either analytically or numerically. Note,
that the expectation value of a single fermionic field as
well as higher-order fermionic expectation values van-
ish due to the Berezin integration, 4.e., the Grassmann-
nature of # and #. On the other hand, the functions f
and g can be arbitrary functions of ¢, however, expecta-
tion values that are odd in ¢ vanish for vanishing source
J — without the additional term —c ¢ in the potential.
Before we continue, let us mention that on the level
of the above integrals also functions with H(¢) < 0 for
some values of ¢ are allowed and may lead to negative
expectation values. From the perspective of a probabil-
ity distribution and partition function this seems to be
problematic and can be considered as a simple model for
the “sign-problem” in QFT and statistical physics, which
we will also analyze from the FRG perspective.
Furthermore, it is interesting to remark the following:
As long as one is solely interested in purely bosonic expec-
tation values, one may integrate out the fermionic fields

8 Again, we use the names from standard QFT even though the
term “two-point” does not really make sense in a model that
lives in a single spacetime point.

right from the start and obtain an effective action®

S(¢) =U(¢) —In (H(9)) (18)

for the bosonic field and a partition function

(o]
Z(J):/ do¢ exp(—S(¢)+J¢). (19)
—00
This is also standard in QFT problems, while it is usually
not possible to further evaluate the remaining ¢-integrals
because of the general spacetime dependence of the fields
and derivative-terms in the fermion determinant.
Introducing the Schwinger functional (in the present
context a simple function)

W(‘]:'F]an) = IHZ(J:fIﬂ?) ’ (20)

one can calculate connected correlation functions by
taking functional derivatives of W with respect to the
sources. Explicit expressions for the first few relevant
connected correlation functions can be found in App. A 1.

Since the FRG is formulated in terms of the EAA, we
are also interested in the vertex functions of the model.
Otherwise, direct comparison between the FRG and the
exact results is not possible. First, we introduce the ef-
fective action as the Legendre transform of the Schwinger
functional,

T(,9,9) = 7‘1}p{J</>+ﬁ19+1§77 —W(J,i,m)}. (21)
Jyiim

Here, ¢, ¥, and ¢ are the mean-fields. Then, the vertex
functions are defined as the functional derivatives of the
effective action with respect to the fields,

N Y X )

r&mn) (o 9, 9) = :
(,0,9) 5l o9 §om

;o (22)

which need to be evaluated at the physical point — here
o =0 =19 = ¥ — corresponding to the minimum of
the effective action and is in agreement with the expec-
tation values of (¢) = 0 = (§) = (#) in the absence of
explicit symmetry breaking terms. Explicit expressions
for the first few relevant vertex functions can be found in
App. A2.

B. Full field-dependence of the two-point vertex
functions

Factually, during our FRG calculations we will not only
obtain the vertex functions at the physical point, but we
even have to resolve the full field-dependence of the ver-
tex functions for solving the corresponding PDEs. Often-
times, the full field-dependence of the vertex functions is

9 This is only directly possible, where H(¢) > 0, while where
H(¢$) < 0 one may use In(|H(¢)|) + i



of minor interest, because the physical point is the only
relevant one, and it only becomes important with explicit
symmetry breaking terms etc.. However, we could also
compare the solution of the RG flows globally, at every
point in field space, to the exact results to benchmark
our methods.

In order to do so, we first need the relation between ¢
and J from the Legendre transformation (21),

o) = Z00 (23)
1 62(J,0,0)
T Z(J,0,00  oJ (@)

This quantity can be computed numerically for arbitrary
J from Eq. (11). (For J = 0 we recover the expectation
value of the bosonic field (¢) that vanishes for symmetric
U(¢) and H(¢).) The inversion of this dependence is
J(¢), which can be computed (numerically) from ¢(J).
However, from the Legendre transformation (21) we also
have

sp) = 2L, (24)

Hence, we also directly obtain the full field-dependence of
J as the field-dependent bosonic one-point vertex func-
tion. This already allows for a global comparison of the
FRG results to the exact results.

However, we can also go a step further and consider
the field-dependence of the two-point vertex functions.
For the bosonic one, we have

82T (0,0,0
% () :E;; ) _ (25)
B (52W(J,0,0)>‘1 B
§.J2 J=J(g)
B 1 §22(J,0,0)
~ \Z(J,0,0)  6J2
~ ( 1 6Z(J,0,0) )2) !
Z(J,0,0)  6&J I3

@

which reduces to Eq. (A5) at the physical point. It can
be calculated from the numerical solution of the RG flow
equations for all discretization points in field space di-
rectly. The reference values are obtained by calculating
the respective J(¢) with Eq. (24) and then evaluating
the r.h.s. of Eq. (25) numerically with Eq. (11).

Lastly, we find the full field-dependence of the
fermionic two-point function

59, 0°T(,0,0)

99 _
I (¢) sise (26)

- ()

J=J(p)

Again, we can calculate this quantity for all discretization
points in field space from the numeric solution of the PDE
of the RG flow equations and compare it to the reference
values. The latter are obtained the same way as for the
bosonic two-point vertex function. Note, that we directly
dropped vanishing terms in all of the above formulae for
the sake of the readability.

Finally, let us remark that one can use exactly the
same formulae to extract the exact field-dependent two-
point functions during the RG flow at nonzero regulator
to compare them to our numerical results or simply study
their scale-dependence. Here, one merely has to add the
regulator insertion (see next paragraphs and Eq. (29)) to
the classical action § in Eq. (11) and repeat the above
steps for finite RG time t.

Having these quantities at hand, we are now well
equipped to turn to the FRG approach and compare the
results of the FRG to the exact results of the toy model.

IV. THE FRG APPROACH TO THE
ZERO-DIMENSIONAL MODEL

In this section, we turn to the FRG formulation of
the toy model. Here, we shall however not repeat the
general derivation of the Wetterich equation, which was
presented numerous times in the literature. The same
applies to the above discussion on the flow-equation for
the two-point vertex function and its relation to the HJB
equation. Still, because we are working in the unconven-
tional context of zero spacetime dimensions, we discuss
the main differences to the standard approach. Let us
therefore summarize the fields in the field-space vector
® = (p,9,9)". Then, the FRG flow equation (1) reads

O (t, @) = (27)
= STv [(L8:R() (D) (1, @) + R(1) '],

where R(t) is the matrix-valued regulator function and
STr denotes the supertrace in the conventions of Ap-
pendix C of Ref. [42]. Furthermore, T (¢, ®) is the ma-
trix of second derivatives of the EAA with respect to the
fields. Remember, that the EAA is defined as a shift
of the scale-dependent effective action by the regulator
insertion,

D(t,®) = T(t, ) — AS(t, D), (28)

which both approach the full effective action Eq. (21) in
the limit ¢ — oco. The regulator insertion for our zero-
dimensional model is given by

AS(t,®) = Lry(t) > + D re(t) . (29)



The mathematical nature of the regulator is, where one
main difference to FRG in nonzero dimension arises. In
our zero-dimensional setup, the regulator shape functions
r,(t) and 7¢(r) are plain monotonically decreasing func-
tions of the RG time ¢ € [0, c0) with

roe(t =0) = A, Hm 7y e(t) =0, (30)
where A is the ultraviolet cutoff that is supposed to be
much larger'® than any other scales in the problem. In
general, regulator shape functions also depend on the mo-
mentum and in some setups even on the fields themselves,
see, e.g., Refs. [37, 40, 51, 74-76] for a general discussion.
In our zero-dimensional model, momenta do not exist
and we do not consider regulator insertions with addi-
tional field-dependencies beyond Eq. (29). Additionally,
the RG scale is usually of energy dimension, while in our
case it is dimensionless. One can simply think of the
regulator shape functions as scale-/RG-time-dependent
(dimensionless) mass terms for the fields — similar to
the Callan-Symanzik-type regulators in higher dimen-
sions [37, 77-83]. Otherwise and structurally, the FRG
flow equation is the same as in the higher-dimensional
case (within a truncation), especially with respect to
(w.r.t.) its structure as a PDE system in field space.
To be specific, we use

roe(t) = Ae Mt (31)

It is also possible to use other monotonically decreas-
ing functions, due to reparameterization invariance of the
FRG in zero dimensions. In fact, we use the same regula-
tor shape functions for fermions and bosons 7 (t) = r¢(t)
with v,y = 1. However, it is also possible to shift the
regulators against each other, which we also did during
testing by setting 7, = 1 and v # 1. Similar shifts
between the fermionic and bosonic RG-scale/-time have
recently gained some attention in FRG studies of LEFTs
of QCD, see, e.g., Ref. [28]. A shift of dynamics between
fermions and bosons is a priori difficult to motivate in the
present zero-dimensional study and after semi-successful
tests, we decided to keep the focus on other aspects of our
novel approach. Still, it might be an interesting aspect
from a numerics perspective for further studies beyond
the scope of this work.

Finally, let us remark that T'(¢,®) from the r.h.s. of
Eq. (28), as being the Legendre transform of the scale-
dependent Schwinger functional W(¢, J ), has to be a con-
vex function for all ¢, such that I'®? = T'® + R has to
be positive for finite ¢ and positive or zero for t — oo.
The former ensures invertibility in the Wetterich equa-
tion (27). For finite UV cutoff A this of course restricts
the space of admissible initial actions S(®) to those that
yield a convex I'(t,®) at ¢ = 0. During the flow, the

10 Actually one should send A — oo, which is not possible in prac-
tice for numerical calculations.

Wetterich equation is self-healing and always ensures con-
vexity of T'(t, ®) for t > 0, if it is convex at t = 0. How-
ever, also note that in contrast to higher-dimensional ex-
amples, where it is not always possible to enlarge the
UV cutoff trivially, this can indeed be done in our zero-
dimensional models, such that here, we do not have to
worry about this restriction in practice and simply suffi-
ciently enlarge A.

A. An exact truncation

Normally it is not possible to solve the Wetterich equa-
tion (1) exactly and one has to resort to truncation
schemes, such as the derivative, vertex or operator ex-
pansions. This is usually done by specifying a set of
relevant fields and interactions and then truncating the
EAA T'(t,®) at a certain order in the fields or deriva-
tives. Within this approximation, a particular subset
of these couplings/vertices is treated as scale-dependent.
Thereby one has to ensure, that I'(¢, ®) matches the clas-
sical action S(®) (or the one-loop correction to S) at the
ultraviolet cutoff scale A for A — oco. However, zero-
dimensional models are special in this respect, because
all possible interactions can be included in the EAA via
a simple ansatz. It is therefore theoretically possible to
solve the Wetterich equation exactly for the toy model.
The particular ansatz is of similar shape as the most gen-
eral form for the classical action (14),

D(t,®) =9 H(t, )0+ Ult, ). (32)

The difference is, that we promote the functions H(¢)
and U(¢) to scale-dependent functions H(t,¢) and
U(t, ) and exchange the fluctuating quantum fields ¢, 6,
6 from the (functional) integral (11) with mean-fields ¢,
9, 9 from the Legendre transformation (21). Note again
that reference values for H(t, ) and U(t, ) can be cal-
culated directly for all ¢ from Egs. (25), (26), and (28)
by adding the regulator insertion Eq. (29) to the classi-
cal action in Eq. (11) and repeating the steps from Sec-
tion III B.

In the next step, one would have to insert the ansatz
(32) into the Wetterich equation (1) and solve the PDE
with the initial condition ['(t = 0,®) = S(®). Of course,
this is a nontrivial task, because the Wetterich equation is
a nonlinear PDE in field space and especially the exact
inversion of the full matrix-valued and field-dependent
two-point function is rarely possible. In practice, one
projects the flow equation onto the couplings/vertices
contained in the truncation, here H(t, ) and U(t, p),
and then solves the resulting system of coupled PDEs
and/or ODEs. Usually, this is done by taking derivatives
of Eq. (1) with respect to the fields and then evaluating
the resulting expressions on a particular field configura-
tion. We will also follow this approach. However, due
to the momentum-independence of the model, we can
also extract the flow equations for H(t,¢) and U(t, )



directly from the Wetterich equation. Indeed, in zero
dimensions, it is possible to exactly invert the full two-
point function and afterwards to evaluate the trace on
the right hand side of the Wetterich equation exactly.
Both approaches are presented in detail in the Appen-
dices. B and C, respectively. Hence, a clear advantage
of this zero-dimensional model is that a truncation of
the Wetterich equation is not necessary but still possi-
ble, which allows for a direct comparison of the results of
the exact and truncated solutions as well as the numerical
solution to the exact results. Within this work, we solely
focus on the numerical solution of the exact flow equa-
tions without testing artificial truncations. This might
be subject of future work. (Nonetheless, first unsystem-
atic tests already suggest that significant truncation arti-
facts can be expected for most interesting test cases and
applications.) A surplus is that it also allows to easily
analyse the mathematical structure of the flow equations
as coupled PDEs.

B. FRG flow equations

Applying either the exact inversion approach, see Ap-
pendix B, or the common projection approach, see Ap-
pendix C, we obtain two coupled PDEs as RG flow equa-
tions for our model from the Wetterich equation (1).
These are the flow equation of the (scale-dependent) ef-
fective potential,

3tU=—(—%8trb)W+(—6trf)ﬁ: (33)

and the flow equation of the (scale-dependent) (general-
ized) Yukawa coupling

OH=—2(-1am) ﬁ 7 (0,H)* + (34)
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Here, we used the abbreviated form U =U(t, ),
H = H(t,p) as well as 7, = r,(t) and r¢ = r¢(¢t) and in-
troduced a common diagrammatic notation for the flow
equations in terms of Feynman diagrams: Regulator in-
sertions, —%Gtrb /f>» are represented by crossed circles,
bosonic/fermionic propagators,

by zigzag/solid blue/orange lines, respectively, and ver-
tices, ﬁf,H and 0,H, by dots. Solving this system of
PDEs with the initial conditions U(t = 0, ¢) = U(p) and
H(t = 0,9) = H(p) to t — oo is indeed mathemati-
cally equivalent to calculating the vertex functions from
the partition function.'' However, as is directly apparent
from the flow equations, the system is highly nonlinear
and a solution nontrivial, while the (numerical) calcula-
tion of the vertex functions from the partition function is
in contrast straightforward. In realistic QFTs in higher
dimensions, this is not the case and the direct calcula-
tion of expectation values and vertex functions from the
functional integral is challenging. In this case, solving
nonlinear PDE systems might be a reasonable alterna-
tive, which is why the FRG was developed in the first
place and why we are testing adequate numerical meth-
ods for the solution of the flow equations in this work.

1
T‘b+832U ?

C. Comments on the FRG flow equations and their
nonconservative form

Before we continue with specific solution methods for
the PDE system, we want to make some remarks on its
form.

1. The flow equations have almost exactly the same
structure as the flow equations in higher space-
time dimensions for systems of bosons and fermions
that are interacting via a local, field-dependent
Yukawa coupling and bosonic self-interactions. In
higher dimensions, however, considering solely
a field-dependent Yukawa coupling (all quark-
antiquark-n-boson scattering processes) and the
field-dependent bosonic potential (all n-boson scat-
terings) constitutes a truncation — the lowest or-
der in the derivative expansion.!? Still, working

1 Hereby, the vertex functions have to be extracted from U(t —
00, ) and H(t — oo, ¢) by calculating derivatives w.r.t. ¢ at the
minimum of the entire action, which is without explicit symmetry
breaking at o = 0 =9 = ¥.

12 Tn Ref. [28] referred to as self-consistent local potential approxi-
mation (scLPA) in the context of the quark-meson (QM) model.



within this truncation requires a nontrivial numer-
ical solution of the flow equations. Examples for
studies that work within this approximation are
Refs. [27, 28, 84]. Some of these face sever chal-
lenges in the solution of the PDE system, especially
in the presence of a chemical potential. At the end
of this work, we also apply our developments to a
particular higher-dimensional model — the Gross-
Neveu-Yukawa model — within this truncation to
demonstrate the applicability.

. The system is of first order in ¢- and up to second
order in ¢-derivatives. Since t serves as the evolu-
tion parameter its interpretation and denotation as
a time ¢ € [0,00) in the context of the PDE system
is rather natural and we call it the RG time. On
the other hand, this implies that ¢ € (—00,00) can
be seen as the spatial domain, which has, however,
to be mapped or truncated to a finite domain for
numerical purposes.

. It was already pointed out in previous works [2—
4, 6, 27, 45, 47, 51], that, as a consequence of the
latter, the bosonic contribution to Eq. (33) can in-
deed be interpreted as a (advection-)diffusion equa-
tion. The most simple way to see this is by taking

J
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another ¢-derivative of Eq. (33), see also Eq. (6),

_d
8,5U—d

LI am) mbm — (0r) 52 ] = (36)

— (% 8157“]3) m aiu +
TS p—

and define u(t,¢) = 0,U(t, ). The first term on
the right hand side of Eq. (36) is a nonlinear diffu-
sion term with a manifestly positive nonlinear dif-
fusion coefficient that itself is a function of ¢ and
O0,u. The fermionic contribution, however, is of
source type in the time evolution of u. However,
let us also recapitulate that using the ¢-derivative
without explicitly evaluating it, Eq. (36) can also
be seen as rewriting the flow equation for u in a
conservative form, which is a common technique in
the context of diffusion-advection equations, which
was leveraged in the previously mentioned works.

Another way of dealing with the flow equation for U
is to even go one derivative higher and work with
the flow of the field dependent mass (squared)'?
M(t, ) = O2U(t, ¢), as it was for example done in
Refs. [28, 56, 57]. Then, the flow equation for M
reads

_d 1 1 1 _
M = @( — (3 0im) oz 9o M + (Oere) (rit H)2 8¢H) = (37)
_ 1 1 2 1 1 2 1 2 1 2
= — (5 8t'l"b) W 8¢M + 2 (5 8t7’b) W (8¢M) + (aﬂ"f) W 8¥,H -2 (at’l”f) m (3¢H) .
[
The first line is again the conservative form of the general the same structure as the bosonic advection
flow equation for M, while the second line has the and diffusion terms. Overall, the clear advantage
structure of an advection-diffusion equation for M of this version is that none of the coefficients in
with nonlinear coefficients. Hereby, the first term front of derivatives of M and H contain denomina-
on the right hand side is a diffusion term with a tors that depend on spatial derivatives of M or H.
manifestly positive nonlinear diffusion coefficient, In particular, this is advantageous when the prop-
while the second term is interpreted as an advec- agators have to be evaluated close to their poles
tion term with a fluid velocity that depends itself or velocities on the level of the PDE have to be
on 0,M as well as the other prefactors. The terms calculated.
roportional to the derivatives of H enter as source

prob vauv 4. A similar interpretation can be given to the flow

terms in the evolution equation of M but have in

equation for the Yukawa coupling H(t,y), see
Eq. (34). There is also a diffusion term with man-
ifestly positive nonlinear diffusion coefficient, the

second term, which is the tadpole contribution in
FRG language. The first and third terms, which
correspond to the fermion self-energies, are inter-

13 Note, despite calling it a mass, M can be negative and is not
necessarily the mass of a particle in the sense of a physical inter-
pretation.



preted as advective contributions, since they de-
pend on the first derivative of H. Again, the veloc-
ity field is proportional to 0, H itself. However, the
flow equation for the Yukawa coupling — to the best
of our knowledge — cannot be rewritten in a mani-
festly conservative form. A similar observation was
made in Ref. [27], where the authors rewrote the
flow equation of a similar system into a conser-
vative part and nonconservative fluxes, which are
then treated separately in the numerics.

Playing the same trick as for the flow equation of
the potential and defining h(t, ) = 0, H (¢, ), such
that

d 2
oh =2 (2 (3 0mv) Gordzoy sm (38)

— (39mv) Gorozoy Oph +

1 1 2
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does indeed not lead to the desired conservative
form. As one can see, the problem here is that
the flux on the r.h.s. as well as the fluxes in the
first lines of Eqs. (36) and (37) still depend on H,
which is no longer the variable that is evolved in the
equation, but has to be reconstructed from h via
integration over the spatial domain or a constraint
equation. Hence, the problem formally turned into
an integro-differential equation, which prevents us
from directly applying techniques developed in pre-
vious works and is in general an involved numerical

J
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problem.

In our previous works and the works of colleagues,
where RG flow equations were already analyzed using
(computational) fluid dynamics, the respective PDEs
were studied in their conservative form (or forms that are
close to conservative forms). This drastically simplifies
the search for suitable numerical methods as well as their
applicability, because lots of numerical schemes are de-
signed for (hyperbolic/parabolic) conservation laws, e.g.,
finite volume methods, discontinuous Galerkin methods,
ete.. [85-88]. As already mentioned, for flow equations in-
volving field-dependent Yukawa couplings [27, 28, 84, 89],
this is not always possible and similar issues arise for flow
equations of field-dependent wave-function renormaliza-
tions in higher-dimensional systems [48, 56, 90-94]. Con-
sequently, we deemed it necessary to develop a new
understanding/interpretation of the respective RG flow
equation paired with adequate numerical methods based
on the resulting structural insights. In Section II B we al-
ready established the interpretation of the flow Eq. (7) as
a functional (infinite-dimensional), viscous HIB Eq. (9),
which is central for our practical developments in the
following. In the next Section IV D we will elaborate on
the practical implications of this structural insight and
introduce a suitable numerical scheme based on it.

D. FRG flow equations as coupled viscous
Hamilton-Jacobi systems

In order to explicitly introduce our new ideas for the
(numerical) solution of the FRG flow equations, let us
slightly rearrange Eqs. (34) and (37) in their primitive
form,

Byt 29,7 2 _ 10, 2 dyr 2

Oy M — 7”)“{){ (0p M) (TerHf)s (0,H) —7(Tb+Mb)2 8¢M + (TfoI 8 (39)
1 1 Ot o 2 3 Or 217

O H — o+ M e+ H (Tb:’})\/[ + rfllfq> (aLpH) G +Mb)2 8 (40)

and compare these equations to the standard form
of (nonautonomous) (viscous) Hamilton-Jacobi (HJ)-
(Bellman)-type problems introduced in Section II,

Ayu+ H(t, &, u, Vyu) = e Au. (41)

Clearly, the RG flow equations are each of rather similar
form, where the terms on the left hand side (Lh.s.) play
the role of the respective Hamiltonians and the terms on
the r.h.s. are the diffusion terms with more general diffu-

(

sion coefficients.!* HJ-(Bellman)-type problems appear
in many areas of physics, but also in the context of fi-
nance, optimal control/transport, and many other fields.
A first systematic concept of their solution (originally
in the absence of the diffusion term) was developed by

4 The rightmost diffusion-type-term o aiH in the PDE (39) for
M has negative coefficient. This is not a problem, because it
factually acts like a source in the evolution of M and does not
lead to instabilities. The same applies to the last term oc (O, H )2

on the L.h.s. of Eq. (39).



Crandall and Lions [95] in terms of so-called viscosity so-
lutions. This was generalized by Jensen [96] to the static
second-order nonlinear degenerate elliptic PDEs of the
form1®

F(z,u,Vu,Au) = 0. (42)

According to Barles [97] also parabolic/first-order evo-
lution equations like the viscous HJ equation (41) and
our RG flow equations can be considered as degenerate
elliptic for € > 0, which allows to find viscosity solutions.
Without going too much into the mathematical details,
which is beyond the scope of this work, let us briefly
try to sketch the notion of viscosity solutions and their
connection to weak and entropy solutions of conservation
laws.

First, we recapitulate the difference between a strong
and a weak solution of a PDE. A strong solution is a
function that satisfies the PDE pointwise, while a weak
solution is a function that satisfies the PDE in a dis-
tributional sense. A weak solution is a solution of the
integral form of the equation and is often obtained by
multiplying the PDE with a test function and integrating
over the domain. This allows to relax the requirements
on the differentiability of the solution and to consider a
larger class of functions, such as functions with nonana-
lytic structures. Since nonlinear PDEs in general tend to
form nonanalyticities in the solution, weak solutions are
often the only practically relevant solutions.

Second, weak solutions are not unique and one has to
impose additional conditions to obtain a unique solution.
One way to do this is to consider entropy solutions, which
are weak solutions that satisfy the entropy condition. It
ensures that entropy — ideally defined from physics con-
siderations — is non-decreasing. This implies that the
solution is stable under small perturbations. It further
singles out the correct physical solution for shocks via
the Rankine-Hugoniot condition. For conservation laws,
the entropy condition is often formulated in terms of the
entropy flux and the entropy production, which have to
satisfy certain inequalities [85, 86]. Though, usually it
is hard or not clear, how to find a suitable entropy for
a given conservation law and the entropy condition is
not always applicable. Still, decent numerical schemes
for conservation laws converge to the entropy solution,
even if the entropy is not known, because they usually
introduce a small amount of numerical diffusion. Con-
vergence, however, is only achieved for numerical schemes
that are based on the conservative form of the PDE.

Third, a viscosity solution is a concept that was devel-
oped to find a unique and stable solution to degenerate
elliptic PDEs and HJ-(Bellman)-type problems that are
in nonconservative form. They are defined in terms of
the comparison principle, which states that the solution

15 In fact, FRG flow equations in higher spacetime dimensions in
the fixed-point limit are of this type.
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is the largest subsolution and the smallest supersolution
of the PDE. In general, viscosity solutions do not have to
be smooth and can have nonanalyticities and singulari-
ties and can therefore be regarded as a generalization of
weak solutions.

The connection between these concepts is that both,
entropy and viscosity solutions, emerge as the unique
and physically meaningful solutions. Oftentimes this
is practically achieved with vanishing viscosity methods
(especially when an entropy is not known for conserva-
tion laws): One adds a small diffusion term to the PDE
by hand or via numerical diffusion of the discretization
scheme and then takes the limit of the diffusion coefficient
to zero and Ax — 0. For conservation laws, this is the
Lax-Friedrichs method, which is used to stabilize and sin-
gle out the correct numeric solution also for shocks. For
HJ-type problems, this is the vanishing viscosity method
of Crandall and Lions. In both cases, the underlying idea
is that the diffusion term regularizes the PDE and turns it
into a parabolic problem with a unique smoothened solu-
tion. Then, in one or the other way, the limit of the diffu-
sion coefficient to zero is taken, which defines the unique
solution of the original PDE. For some PDEs, such as
Burgers equation, there exists a formulation in terms of
a conservation law as well as a formulation in terms of a
HJ-type problem and entropy and viscosity solutions are
equivalent [98]. The same seems to be the case for the
flow equation for the effective potential alone. Maybe, re-
cent developments, see Ref. [99] and Refs. therein, might
even help to identify a suitable entropy for FRG prob-
lems.

However, it is important to note that for PDEs that
cannot be converted into a conservative form, such as
general HJ-type problems, the viscosity solution is only
unique in the sense that it is unique for a particular choice
of artificial diffusion. This implies that the numeric solu-
tion of a HJ-problem that is dominated by the advection
terms and has nonanalyticities in the solution depends
on the choice of the numeric scheme, e.g., the choice of
limiter functions. For the present FRG problems, how-
ever, there are always diffusive terms — the tadpole con-
tributions, which gives hope that the solution is unique
and stable. This is also expected, because the solution is
in general also obtainable from the path integral, which,
in the presence of sufficient regularization, should mean
that it exists and is unique.

Let us discuss this in more detail for the full FRG
problem. Here, of course, things are more involved, be-
cause we have a dynamical system with time-dependent
coefficients. However, what the FRG flow equations ac-
tually seem to do is very similar to the vanishing viscos-
ity method — but automatically and in a self-consistent
way. As long as and wherever the diffusion coefficients
are positive, the flow equations are parabolic and the so-
lution should be unique. However, for late times, where
Oyry ¢ and 1,5 both tend to zero, we have to distinguish
between two different scenarios:

1. Wherever the denominator of the diffusion coeffi-



cient does not approach its pole, the diffusion term
vanishes and the flow approaches its viscosity so-
lution. The reason is that also the coefficients in
front of the advective terms (first-derivative-square
terms in the Hamiltonian) approach zero and the
dynamic overall stops.

2. If the denominators in the diffusion coefficient as
well as in the prefactors of the advective terms ap-
proach their poles, there is in general a lot of dy-
namics and velocities are high. Even in the pres-
ence of diffusion we expect shocks to form, because
the number of propagators in advective terms is
larger than in the diffusion terms. However, the
presence of diffusion should ensure that the solu-
tion is unique and stable and converges against the
viscosity solution.

The interesting points in the solution of the FRG flow
equations are those points, where the behavior changes,
i.e., where M and H change their sign as a function of
¢ while the regulator r,/¢ approaches zero. Here, we
expect the solution to form nonanalyticities and singu-
larities. Another region, where we expect nonanalytic
behavior is, where the diffusion coefficient in Eq. (40)
vanishes for late times (positive M), while r + H ap-
proaches zero (negative H). However, also here, we ex-
pect a self-regulation of the system towards the correct
solution.
We close the present discussion with three remarks:

1. In general, nonanalytic behavior is also physically
totally expected, if one considers for example the
flow equation of the effective potential of a Zo-
model in its symmetry broken regime in nonzero
spacetime dimensions. Here, the IR potential con-
sists of a flat plateau and a steep slope starting at
the field-expectation value. For M = 8§,U this im-
plies that it takes negative values for small || and
positive values for large || during the flow and ap-
proaches the region with M = 0 (the plateau of the
potential) from below.

Another scenario, where nonanalytic behavior is to-
tally expected is in the presence of a chemical po-
tential that introduces an external shock into the
system.

2. The attentive reader might have noticed that our
analysis of the FRG flow equations in terms of
coupled HJ-type problems is based on the flow
equations for the field-dependent two-point func-
tions. Omne might therefore ask, if this structure
and analogy is more general. Indeed, as already
mentioned in Section IIB, for full field-dependent
FRG flow equations that are extracted from the
two-point vertex function (e.g., the field-dependent
wave-function renormalization), the same structure
can be found. The reason is rather simple: Dia-
grammatically one always has contributions from
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tadpole-type diagrams, which are proportional to
second derivatives of vertices and are therefore dif-
fusion type operators, and contributions from self-
energy diagrams, which are proportional to two
first derivatives of vertices and are therefore ad-
vective operators. We come back to this point in
Section VII in the context of applications to higher-
dimensional systems.

3. Before we turn to the explicit numerical scheme
let us return to the remark that the flow equa-
tion for the effective potential alone can also be
rewritten as a conservation law. Indeed, we experi-
enced that it is numerically advantageous in terms
of convergence and stability to treat the purely
bosonic contributions in the flow equation for the
field-dependent bosonic mass conservatively, while
the fermionic source-type contribution are handled
within the HJ framework that is also used for the
Yukawa coupling.

V. NUMERICAL SCHEME

Having reformulated the PDE system of the FRG flow
equations as a system of coupled viscous HJ-type prob-
lems, we can now think about suitable numerical methods
to solve these. Since we are not experts on the construc-
tion of numerical methods, we follow our own repeatedly
stated advise and search for and adapt well-tested meth-
ods from the literature.

Hence, we suggest to use a high-resolution semi-
discrete central scheme for (viscous) HJ equations that
was developed by Kurganov and Tadmor [25]. This
scheme shares some similarities with the semi-discrete
Monotonic Upstream-Centered Schemes for Conservation
Laws (MUSCL) that we previously used for the solution
of local potential approximation (LPA) flow equations in
their conservative formulation [2-6, 42, 47, 49] as well
the scheme presented in Appendix B of Ref. [100]. The
diffusive part of the former scheme is still used for the
conservative contributions to the flow equation of the
field-dependent boson mass in this work.

However, before we briefly present the scheme and all
necessary expressions for an implementation, we intro-
duce the following notation for partial derivatives:

up = Opu(t, x), (43)
Uy = pu(t, x), (44)
Upe = 02u(t, ). (45)

In their publication, Kurganov and Tadmor consider
problems of the form

ur + H(uz) = € Ugy (46)



with additional initial and boundary conditions. As al-
ready discussed at the end of the previous section, our
flow equations are more general, which calls for several
modifications of the original scheme. However, let us first
present the original scheme and then discuss the neces-
sary modifications afterwards.

A. Original semi-discrete scheme

Most of the finite-volume and finite-element schemes
for PDEs are based on a multi-step procedure: The
spatial domain is subdivided into cells and the solution
within each cell is approximated by a low-order poly-
nomial. This approximated solution is what is actually
evolved by the time stepper. Then, for each time step
the fluxes at the cell interfaces have to be computed. To
this end, it is necessary to reconstruct the solution at
the cell interfaces or some staggered grid. Usually, this
reconstruction involves a limiting procedure of the gra-
dients of the solution to avoid spurious oscillations. An-
other limiting procedure is applied to the fluxes, which
involves an estimation of the local wave speeds. Finally,
the fluxes are computed and the solution is updated. The
entire procedure is, however, strongly dependent on the
conservative form of the PDE.

Nevertheless, also the high-resolution semi-discrete
central scheme of Kurganov and Tadmor — in the
following Kurganov-Tadmor-Hamilton-Jacobi (KT-HJ)-
scheme — is based on the same concepts. First, one dis-

J

s — Au

(Au);_i_% = minmod(9 (AujJrE j+%>7 % (Au

Smaller values of 6 lead to more dissipative schemes,
while larger values of 6 lead to less dissipative schemes.
In particular, we use the minmod limiter with 8 = 1 for
this work as in the original publication, .e.,

minmod(z1, z2,...) = (53)
minj{z;}, ifVj:z; >0,
= ¢ max;{z;}, ifVj:z; <0,
0, otherwise.

j+2
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cretizes the solution on an equidistant grid
xz; =x0+jAx (47)

with 7 = 0,..., N, Zmin = Z0, Tmax = To + N Az, and
— Tmax—Tmin
Ag = Snaxgiui,

uj = u(zj,t). (48)

Here, zp,, is the left boundary of the spatial domain and
ZTmax the right boundary and in total there are N +1 grid
points. Additionally, one defines midpoints between the
grid points — the staggered grid,

ijr%:xj—i—%Ax, (49)

which is the analogue to the cell interfaces in the finite-
volume method. Instead of reconstructing the solution
itself on Tip1 using slope-limiters for u,, the KT-HJ-
scheme is based on the use of limiters on the level of
the second derivatives of the solution, u,,. Hence, using
the definition of the first-order forward and backward
differences

(Au)jir  ujpq —uy
AJJC = j+ix *) (50)

one can estimate the forward and backward reconstruc-
tion of the first derivatives by

!

o (B . (Au)y s (51)
o Az, 28w

Here, (Au); 41 is the limited second derivative of the
2

solution on the midpoints.

Additionally, we test the superbee and MUSCL'® lim-
iters [87, 101], for which Eq. (52) may be expressed As

(Au)), ;= (54)
Au; 1 —Au,; 1
=(Au; 3 —Au, 41 ¢< A j2>7
( J+3 ]+2) Auj+3 o AujJr%

with

¢superbee(r) = maX(O, min(]-v 2T)7 min(?, T)) ) (55)

16 The MUSCL limiter in the present context is sometimes also

called monotonized central (MC) limiter.



dmuscL(r) = max(0, min(2,2r, (1 +17)/2)). (56)

While the minmod limiter is the most dissipative one, the
superbee limiter is the least dissipative second-order ac-
curate limiter that is total variation diminishing. The
MUSCL limiter is a compromise in between the two,
which has the advantage of limiting symmetrically in and
opposed to the velocity direction. As an additional in-
gredient one needs a local estimate of the wave speeds.
This is given by

a; = max (|H' (ug ;)| [H (ug ;)I) (57)

where H’ is the derivative of the Hamiltonian with re-
spect to the first derivative of the solution — the canon-
ical momentum. This is rather intuitive to understand,
because the coefficient in front of a u, term can be con-
sidered as the velocity and the respective term as an ad-
vection term. Lastly, one needs a discretization of the
diffusion/Laplace operator. Since the remaining scheme
is of second order in Az it is natural to use
w _7’U,j+1727.l,j+7.l,j_1

(58)

The full semi-discrete scheme is then given by the follow-
ing equation,

HuS )+ H(u, ;) —aj (uf ; —u
’U,tJ _ ( 7_]) ( ,])2 J ( ] ,]) + (59)
(ujt1 —2u; +uj-1)

+ €

Az?

Here, however, we abstain from further details of its
derivation and refer to the original publication [25] for
any details. Before discussing our modifications let us
remark that there exists also a first-order accurate ver-
sion of the KT-HJ-scheme, which is also presented in
the original publication. Furthermore, note that due
to its semi-discrete nature, the scheme can be com-
bined with any time-stepping method. For this work,
we use the implicit time steppers in terms of the IDA!”
method in NDSolve [102] from Mathematica 14.2 [103]
with PrecisionGoal and AccuracyGoal of > 10 and
< 14. Time-stepping is not a focus of this work and
we refer the interested reader to the excellent Ref. [57]
discussing the issue in the context of FRG in detail. Let
us also remark at this point that we crosschecked our
implementation with the sample cases from the original
publication and found good agreement.

17 We use as options for IDA a MaxDifferenceOrder of 5 and Newton
as an ImplicitSolver with LinearSolverMethod Band and to-
tal BandWidth of 11 for the two component systems considered
in this work. To use such a sparse/band solver it is impera-
tive to implement the discretized PDE systems in ’point-major’
order ([...,uj1,uj2,...]) as opposed to ’component-major’ or-
der ([uo,1,...,unN,1,%0,2,---,unN,2]), ¢f. Section VB. The use
of a sparse/banded linear solver over a dense one significantly
increases the performance/decreases the runtime especially for
systems with a large number N of cells.
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B. Modifications of the KT-HJ scheme for FRG
flow equations

For this work, we consider the following modifications
of the original KT-HJ-scheme for the solution of the FRG
flow equations.

1. We allow for an additional dependence of the
Hamiltonian on the time ¢ and w itself,

H(uw) = H(tv u, um) y (60)
such that
Hluy;) = Htuug,), (61)

and the new estimate of the wave speeds is given
by

a; = max (|7—[/(t,uj,u;;j)|, M (t,uj,uy )]) - (62)

The reason, why we believe that this modification
is still valid, is that ¢ and u solely appear in pref-
actors of u2-terms in the Hamiltonian and there is
no other u,-dependence.

2. The same applies to the coefficient of the diffusion

terms, &,

e = ¢e(tu), (63)
or on a discrete level

e = g =c(tuy). (64)

3. In addition, we consider systems of f € N coupled
Hamilton-Jacobi-type PDEs, such that Eq. (46) is
replaced by

T+ Ht, T, i) = E(t,T) - Tpg - (65)
Hereby,

cup)h (66)

and

H(t, @, i) = : : (67)
Hy(t, 1, i)

and £(t,4) is matrix valued. On the discretized
level the diffusion term on the r.h.s. generalizes triv-
ially. A good — the best possible — estimate for the
local wave speed is very important for convergence
and numerical performance. We tested various ap-
proaches and have come to the conclusion that the
most promising approach is to estimate the local
velocities separately for each component of the sys-
tem by only studying the respective Hamiltonian
and its dependence on the first derivatives,

max THom(t, Ty W) , (68)

a; =
J,m,n _ .
uz,je{ﬁ;’jaﬁx,j} aummﬂn



where j labels the spatial grid point, m the com-
ponent of the Hamiltonian (67), and n the compo-
nent of the first derivative #,. (Another possible

J

Hom(t, 4,4

ag)  Hm (b, 05,10, ;) —
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approach can be found in Ref. [100].) Hence, the
advective term in Eq. (59) for the m-th field gen-
eralizes to

+
@mon (Uy o — Ug i)

Ut jm = —

where summation over n is implied.

Combining this adapted KT-HJ with a conservative
treatment for the bosonic contributions to the field-
dependent boson mass using the diffusion term of
the Kurganov-Tadmor (KT) scheme has proven to
be the most promising numerical implementation.
To be explicit, for Egs. (39) and (40) we have

My = 2t (0,H)?, (70)
Oy o1
H2 == rbiM rfiH (rb+})\4 + Tf+;{) (8¢H)2’ (71)

such that the velocities are

ai1 =0, (72)
1.2 =4 (rf—&t-?l (8 H) (73)
a21 =0, (74)

_ 1 1 [N O
a2,2 = 2 ro+M re+H (rb+M + rf+H) aﬂpH’ (75)

because the PDE (39) for M reads in semi-
conservative form

O M + 2o (0,H)? = (76)

1
5 0,
Oes ai H + 86; ( 30ty

= Gt Gt M)

For the conservative part, we use the discretization
of the diffusion term as in KT scheme [26], where

U =+ amQ(t7 u, uz) (77)

is discretized as follows

ug =+ az (Pry — Py, (78)

5 o (69)

(

Pj+% :% (Q(t, u;, uj+A1;uj) + Q(Luﬂ_l, uj+A1;uJ' )) )

Note, however, that also treating the entire coupled
PDE system as a pure diffusive HJ problem and
using solely the here presented KT-HJ scheme with
the spectral radius as an estimate for the a; lead
to satisfactory results for most problems.

C. Boundary conditions

Lastly, we have to provide boundary conditions for
the flow equations as well as their discretization. Oth-
erwise a PDE problem is ill posed. Within the nu-
merical schemes under consideration, spatial boundary
conditions are usually implemented via so-called ghost
cells/points, which are located outside the computational
domain. The number of ghost cells/points depends on
the order of the spatial discretization scheme and is two
for the KT-HJ scheme, because it is a second-order ac-
curate scheme. For a detailed discussion of this topic, we
refer to Ref. [2]. Here, we only provide a short version
that is used in the following.

In fact, our PDE problem is defined on R, such that
there are actually no spatial boundaries and the initial
condition suffices to have a well-posed problem. However,
to numerically solve the PDEs, we have to discretize the
spatial domain and therefore have to use a finite compu-
tational domain. Instead of mapping the infinite domain
to a finite one, we truncate the domain at some large
+¢max, Where we can assume that the solution does not
change anymore or the change is almost trivial due to
the shape of the PDEs and initial conditions. At this
artificial boundary, we simply use linear extrapolation'®
of the solution to ghost cells pn and @11 outside the
computational domain, e.g.,

UN4+1 =2UN —UN-1, (79)
18 Extrapolation using the asymptotics of the UV initial condition

can be a suitable improvement over linear extrapolation for cer-
tain problems.
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FIG. 1. Test 0: RG flow of M(t, ) (colored) and the exact IR reference solution (dashed, black).

UN+2 :3uN—2uN,1, (80)

where N is the last grid point of the computational do-
main, because the first computational grid point is de-
noted as y. This boundary condition is used for both
fields M and H.

However, due to the ¢ — —p symmetry of the entire
problem, we can restrict our computational domain to
© € [@min = 0, Ymax = ¢n]. In consequence, we have to
provide another boundary condition at ¢ = 0, which is

U—_o2 = U2, (81)

U—1 ="1u1,

without constraints on uq for both functions M and H.

VI. TESTS AND DISCUSSION IN ZERO
DIMENSIONS

Next, we turn to some explicit tests of the newly intro-
duced interpretation of the FRG problem as a HJ-type
system and the numerical KT-HJ scheme. In particu-
lar, we consider different test cases (initial conditions),
which challenge different aspects of the numerical scheme
or simulate various physical situations. Besides the ex-
plicit tests, we also discuss the modeled situations on a
qualitative level.

As a quantitative measure of the quality of the numer-
ical scheme we mainly use the L' and L norm/error be-
tween the numerical solution from the modified KT-HJ
scheme and the exact solution generated via Egs. (25)
and (26). (Note, however, that also the “exact” refer-
ence solution involves comparatively small numerical er-
ror, which we tried to minimize but could not completely



avoid due to a necessary interpolation of the discrete J-
p-data and the numerical integrations.) To be explicit,
the L' and L norm/error is defined as

J

Li(u) = % [UKT-HI j — Uexact,j| » (82)
j=0

Leo(u) = jefﬁ%ﬁ} [uKT-HI,j — Uexact,j] » (83)

where u € {M, H} and uxr.ns,; and Uexacs,; are the nu-
merical and exact solution at grid point j, respectively,
and J is the number of grid points included. We choose
J = |N/2|, where N is the number of grid points in the
computational domain [@Pmin = 0,¢Ymax]. The latter is
much larger than the region with nontrivial dynamics.
The reason that we do not use all grid points for bench-
marking is that we do not want to include possible nu-
merical errors from the artificial boundary conditions at
Ymax and focus on the ¢-values in the “physical” region.
For initial conditions for M and H that are nonlinear
for large |p| one finds some nonnegligible boundary ef-
fects close to Ymax. However, if .« is sufficiently large,
these errors do not propagate at all into the physical re-
gion. This is shown in plots that present the relative
error of the numerical solution to the exact solution as a
function of ¢ at some resolution N,

UKT-HJ,j — Uexact,j
R i) = . 84
N (uj) — (84)

Furthermore, for some of the tests, it turns out that the
Ly and L., norms are unsuited as error measures: If
the solution develops moving shocks/singularities a slight
offset in the position of the shock leads to a huge error
in the L1 and L., norm. Hence, it is more appropriate
to directly compare the numeric and the exact solution
by visual inspection.

A. Test 0: Decoupling

Let us turn to our first minimal test case, which serves
as a crosscheck with our previous works that where based
on the conservative form of the flow equations [2-4, 6].
To this end, we consider the purely bosonic Zs-symmetric
system. This can be achieved in our model by setting the
Yukawa coupling to a constant, without loss of generality
(w.lo.g.) H(¢) =1= H(t,p) = 1, and solely consider-
ing the potential for the bosonic field as being RG-time
dependent. In this test case we treat the flow equation
for M with the HJ scheme Eq. (59), instead of using the
KT conservative formulation of Eq. (78). We tested the
latter extensively in previous works [2, 3, 47]. As explicit
initial conditions of our test, we choose the test potentials
put forward in our previous works [2—4, 6], which where
developed as challenging test cases for the numerical so-
lution of the RG flow equations. In particular, these are
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FIG. 2. Test 0: Relative error (84) of the numerical solu-
tion to the exact solution as a function of ¢ for the UV
potentials (85)-(88) at a resolution of N = 4001 points for
Pmax = 10.

the following four UV initial potentials:
if o] < 2,
if2 <ol <3, (85)

+3(¢?—13), if3<|gl,

Un(¢) = — 2> + 4 ¢*, (86)

UHI(¢) — 3 ¢2 - % ¢4 + % ¢6 ) (87)
—(¢?)5, i [¢] < VB,

Urv(¢) = (88)

+20? =6, if VB<|g].

For a detailed discussion on their choice and the sim-
ulated dynamics and challenges, we refer to Ref. [2].
Here, let us simply present the corresponding RG flows
of M(t,¢) in Fig. 1. Already on a qualitative level, we
observe from these plots that the numerical solution from
the KT-HJ scheme, shown in red, is in very good agree-
ment with the exact IR reference solution, depicted as
dashed black lines. In particular, we stress that despite
the nontrivial shape of the initial conditions, the numer-
ical scheme was able to handle all test cases without any
problems like spurious oscillations or instabilities. The
final IR times ¢ = 50 corresponds to an IR cutoff of
r(t = 50) ~ 10~'7, which is sufficiently small to ensure
that all dynamics are frozen out, which is also confirmed
by the match with the exact IR reference solution. To get
a better quantitative understanding of the quality of the
numerical solution, we present the relative error of the
numerical solution to the exact solution as a function of ¢
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FIG. 3. Test 0: L' and L™ norm, see Eqs. (82) and (83), of the deviation between the numerical and the exact solution on the
computational domain as a function of the spatial resolution for the UV potentials (85)-(88).

in Fig. 2. One observes that the relative errors are always
below 1% and in most cases even significantly smaller at
a spatial resolution of Az = 0.0025. The p-region, where
the deviations of the numerical from the exact solution
are largest are always close to those points, where most of
the dynamics takes place, e.g., where shocks are smeared
out etc.. Even more interesting than the pointwise rel-
ative error at fixed resolution is the scaling of the error
with the resolution. This is shown in Fig. 3, where we
present the L' and L> norm of the deviation between
the numerical and the exact solution as a function of the
spatial resolution. For all test cases one finds that the er-
ror decreases with increasing resolution as should be the
case. Furthermore, the L., error is always larger than
the L error, which is expected, because the L., error is
the maximum error over all grid points, while the L; er-
ror is the average error over all grid points. Hence, there

are single grid points which have significantly larger error
than the average error, which is already seen from Figs. 1
and 2. Note that the error scaling is always polynomial.
However, it never perfectly matches the expected/ideal
Az? scaling. First, it is seldomly the case that one finds
perfect matching of the scaling exponent with the ex-
pected one, which explains Figs. 1b and lc, where the
exponent is close to 2 but not exactly 2. For the other
two test cases, Figs. la and 1d, the scaling is actually
closer to Az'. Also this is rather natural, because we
already imprinted nonanalytic structures in the initial
condition. In the vicinity of nonanalyticities it is rather
natural that the error scaling reduces to the one of a
first-order accurate scheme. Concerning Fig. 1d, we also
observe minimal ‘oscillations’ in the scaling. Here we are
not sure about the reason for this behavior. However,
we suspect that it is not caused by the numerical scheme



itself but by the approximation/discretization of the pole
in the initial condition. Furthermore, let us mention that
exchanging the slope limiters in the KT-HJ has no effect
on the results and the results are almost identical for the
superbee and MUSCL limiters. Hence, we conclude that
the KT-HJ scheme can be used instead of conservative
schemes suggested in Refs. [2] to handle field-dependent
flow equations for the second derivative of the effective
potential that come as a single PDE.

B. Test 1: Minimal test

So far, we have only considered the RG flow of the
effective potential U (t, @), respectively the bosonic mass
M(t, @) = 83,U(t, ©) in a purely bosonic Zy system. Con-
sequently, let us come to our first test case, where we
also include the fermionic degrees of freedom. Hence,
let use study the full PDE system Egs. (39) and (40)
for the effective potential U(t, @) and the Yukawa cou-
pling H(t,). This time and from now on, we deploy
Eq. (78) for the conservative part of the PDE for the
bosonic mass M (t, ), while all other terms as well as
the PDE for H (¢, ) are treated with the modified KT-
HJ scheme. We start with a rather simple test, which we
call the “minimal test” with the following initial condi-
tions:

U(¢) =¢?, (89)
H(¢) =204 (90)

Note, that all expectation values from Section A 1 in fact
boil down to the calculation of Gaussian moments, which
is easily seen from Egs. (15)—(17). In terms of an RG flow,
the problem is still nontrivial and corresponds to solv-
ing a complicated PDE system. The actual RG flows of
M(t,p), H(t, ), and also 0,U(t, ¢), which are obtained
via the KT-HJ scheme, are shown in Fig. 4.

1. Qualitative discussion

Qualitatively, one first observes perfect agreement of
the numerical solution with the exact reference solu-
tions at late RG times, which are depicted as dashed
black lines and obtained via the procedure outlined in
Section IIIB.'” However, let us also inspect the ac-
tual dynamics taking place during the RG flow: We
find that caused by the fermion-boson interaction the

19 The reason why we solely plot the exact reference solution of the
latest three times is that reference solutions for earlier RG times
require an excessively large domain in J-space for the Legendre
transformation and the formulae from Section IIIB because of
the large UV cutoff and there is little to learn from these curves.
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effective potential U(t, ) develops a nontrivial mini-
mum, which is directly seen from the zero-crossing in
its derivative 0,U (¢, ¢), see Fig. 4a at t = 9.8. At late
times, this Zs-symmetry breaking vanishes again — as
expected in zero spacetime dimensions — and the poten-
tial turns convex, which is easily seen from the positiv-
ity of M(t,p) = 02U(t,¢) in the IR. Note that both
phase transitions during the flow are of the second or-
der. The behavior of the Yukawa coupling H (¢, ¢) dur-
ing the RG flow is rather subdued in comparison. The
shape changes, while it is ultimately always positive,
which is expected. Still, let us stress that () + M (¢, @)
as well as r(t) + H(t,¢) always remain positive during
the entire flow, which is a necessary condition for the
well-posedness of the scale-dependent version of the ef-
fective action T'(¢, ¢, 9,9) in Eq. (21) being the Legendre
transform of the scale-dependent version of the Schwinger
functional W (¢, J,7,n) in Eq. (20).

Maybe, the most interesting aspect is that the fermions
dynamically acquire some mass during the flow, which
manifests as a constant offset in H(t,¢). Note, that
in contrast to nonzero spacetime dimensions a nonzero
fermion mass is not in contradiction with the Zo-
symmetry restoration in the IR, because here H(t, ) is
in general an even function of ¢. Before we turn to the
quantitative analysis, let us mention that the strength
of the symmetry breaking during the flow is controlled
by the prefactor in the initial condition for H(¢,¢) and
for too small values there is no symmetry breaking and
restoration at all, hence our choice of 20 in Eq. (90) to
facilitate a more interesting discussion. Note, however,
that the IR result is always in the symmetric phase.

2. Quantitative discussion

Again, let us first turn to the relative error of the nu-
merical solution to the exact solution as a function of ¢ in
Fig. 5 at constant Az = 0.0025 to get a first impression
of the quality of the numerical solution as well as the
position-dependence of the error. Overall we find that
due to the rather smooth dynamics of the RG flow the
relative error is very small for all ¢-values, below 0.1% in
fact. There are small spatial modulations in the relative
error and the largest error is again found in the vicinity
of the region in field space with the strongest dynamic
during RG flow. Note, that the relative error for H (¢, ¢)
is always smaller than the one of M (t, ). We speculate
that this is due to the fact that the PDE of H(¢, ) does
not depend on derivatives of M(¢, ) such that the ve-
locity estimates (68) are slightly more accurate. Next,
we turn to the scaling of the error with the resolution
in Fig. 6. For both L norms and for both fields M (t, ¢)
and H (t,¢) we find that the error decreases with increas-
ing resolution and the scaling is indeed almost Az? for
all limiters and rather large Axz. However, we observe
that there seems to be some saturation of the error for
Az < 0.01. We were not able to identify the cause/reason
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for this issue/limitation.

Still, we conclude that the numerical KT-HJ scheme
seems to be suited for treating our system of coupled RG
flow equations — at least for the rather smooth dynamics
of this minimal test case.

C. Test 2: First order phase transition and shock
development

In order to challenge the numerical scheme further, we
now consider another test case, where the Zs-symmetry
of the ground state is (spontaneously) broken and re-
stored dynamically during the RG flow. Here, however,
we trigger a first-order-like phase transition by choosing
the following initial conditions

U(¢) =¢, (91)

—24+4¢5, if ¢ <2,
H(¢) = (92)
254, if || > 2.

Again, the initial condition for the bosons is of Gaus-
sian type and the nontrivial dynamics is caused by the
boson-fermion-interactions. The reason we define H(¢)
in Eq. (92) as a piecewise function with some cusp at
@ = 2 is mainly due to the large-¢ behavior of the entire
system: In general, we argued that the only restriction
for H(¢) for large ¢ from the perspective of the (path)
integral (11) is that it should not grow faster than poly-
nomial. Also the PDE system, which is an initial value
problem on ¢ € R, is still well-defined for such func-
tions. However, inspecting Eq. (40) one finds that for
H(t,¢) which asymptotically grows faster than ¢? the
first term on the Lh.s. is not necessarily suppressed for
large ¢ — even at t = 0, such that initial conditions like
limg oo H(¢p) ~ ¢ would at least lead to large errors
from the artificial boundary conditions at @max. Since we
are not focused on the issue of boundary conditions and
correctly handling the asymptotic, but want to bench-
mark the numeric scheme, we decided to choose a piece-
wise function with some nonanalyticity as the initial con-
dition.

1. Qualitative discussion

First, we turn to a qualitative discussion of the RG
flows of M(t,¢) and H(t,¢) as well as the integrated
quantities, 0,U(t,¢) and the potential U(t,¢) itself.
Overall, especially from Figs. 7a and 7b, we observe that
the system exhibits a first-order-like phase transition dur-
ing the RG flow, while ultimately in the IR the symmetry
of the ground state is restored. However, it is much more
interesting to inspect the dynamics during the flow on
the level of M(t,¢) and H(t, ), the quantities that are
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FIG. 7. Test 2: RG flow for the initial conditions (91) and (92).

black dashed.

actually evolved by the PDEs, see Figs. 7c and 7d. Here,
we find that the contribution of H(t, ) causes the de-
velopment of a shock in the bosonic mass M (¢, ¢), which
is directly seen from the spike that forms at ¢ ~ 2 and
slightly moves to the right for increasing ¢. Ultimately,
this shock is smeared out a bit and freezes, but the rem-
nant is clearly visible in the first derivative of the effec-
tive potential d,U(t, ), see Fig. 7b, as well as in the
potential itself, see Fig. 7a. Also note that the Yukawa
coupling H(t,p) as well as M (t,¢) both get shifted to
values larger than zero in the IR. This is consistent with
the fact that they are both two-point functions, which
should be positive or zero in order to obtain a convex
IR effective action (EAA) and well-defined /non-singular
propagators. Again, we remark that r(t) + M(t, @) as
well as r(t) + H(t, ) are always positive during the en-
tire flow. Otherwise one would overshoot the pole of
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The exact reference solution for the last three times is shown

the propagators in the flow equations (34) and (37) and
[(t,,9,0) would not be well-defined in terms of a Leg-
endre transform of W (¢, J,n, 7).

Furthermore, we can compare our solutions to the ex-
act reference solution at late RG times, which are de-
picted as dashed black lines.?° Here, we find overall con-
vincing agreement between the numerical and the exact
solution. Only very close to the spike in M (¢, ) there are
deviations, which can, however, be reduced by increasing
the spatial resolution.

20 Again, we only show the last three exact curves, because lit-
tle new information is gained from also comparing the earlier
times, while the computation of the exact reference solutions
turns rather costly.



2. Quantitative discussion

This can be further analyzed on a more quantitative
level. First, we turn to the relative error of the numer-
ical solution to the exact solution as a function of ¢ in
Fig. 8 at constant Az = 0.0025. We find that the large-¢
numerical error is very small and the numerical solution
is comparable to the solution from the numerical eval-
uation of the expectation values. At small field values,
lp| < 2, in between the smeared shocks at ¢ ~ £2, we
find rather good agreement with the exact solution and
relative errors of approximately 1%. Only close to the
shock, the relative error increases up to almost 100%.
This might sound worrying, but one has to keep in mind
that the shock is a nonanalytic structure, which is hard
to resolve with a numerical scheme. Additionally, these
seemingly large errors can be traced back to a minimal
offset and difference in height of the shock position in the
numeric solution compared to the exact solution, as can
be seen in Fig. 7c. However, for very singular structures,
a minimal offset in the position can lead to large relative
errors, even though the numeric solution is very close to
the exact solution and satisfying for practical purposes.

Finally, we turn to the scaling of the error with the
resolution in Fig. 9. Here, we find that for small resolu-
tion, thus large Az, the error scaling is again polynomial.
However, the explicit errors are rather large for all lim-
iters — especially the L., error. Still, this is expected,
since it measures the maximum error over all grid points
and for low resolutions, the shock is not resolved and
its position is off. However, even for small Az we have
already mentioned that the slight offset of the shock po-
sition can still lead to rather large relative errors. For
the L1 norm, we find that the error is overall smaller, be-
cause it is the absolute deviation averaged over all grid
points. In general, we find for both error measures that
for rather large Ax they scale approximately like Az?.
However, for small Az one even finds scalings that are
worse than Az, which seems to be related to the resolu-
tion of the shock structure.

In general, we are satisfied with the performance of
the nonconservative scheme for such a challenging test,
which motivates us to further investigate the capabilities
of the KT-HJ scheme.

D. Test 3: A “mild” sign problem and
“shockingly” hard dynamics

As indicated in the introduction, this work is not only
about testing new numerical schemes for FRG flow equa-
tions but also about conceptual aspects of the Wetterich
equation. Therefore, we now turn to a test case, which is
not only extremely challenging for the numerics but also
an interesting realization of a sign problem, nonanalytic-
ities, phase transitions, and a prime example of Yang-Lee
zeros on the level of RG flows. To study this interesting
dynamics and “physical” situation we propose the initial
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conditions
U() =¢?, (93)
%¢2_%¢4+%¢67 1f|¢|§87
H(¢) = (94)
228 if 8 <g|.

Hence, U(¢) is again of the Gaussian type, while H(¢)
is of polynomial type with two dips at ¢ ~ +4.5, where
H(¢) even turns negative, see also the blue curves in
Fig. 11 (right column). The reason, why we choose H(¢)
as a piecewise function with a cusp at ¢ = 18 is the same
as explained below Eq. (92) and does only minimally af-
fect the actual dynamics in the interesting region |¢| < 7.
It simply avoids dealing with the large-¢ boundary con-
ditions in a more sophisticated way.

1. Discussion from the path-integral perspective

Before we turn to the discussion of this problem with
the RG flow equations, let us first analyze the exact ref-
erence solution on the level of the path integral, the (con-
nected) correlation functions and the vertex functions in
the presence of sources J, respectively.

To this end, we directly compute the Schwinger func-
tional W(J) = W(J,0,0) and its first and second deriva-
tives w.r.t. J from Egs. (20) and (11) and plot the results
in Figs. 10a—10c in blue (and red). We immediately ob-
serve that the Schwinger functional W(J) is smooth and
convex for small and large |J|, while there is a region
between J = £5.8(6) and J = £10.3(1) where W(J)
is nonconvex, which is also directly seen from 9;W(J)
and 92W(J). In this region W(J) even has poles and
gains an imaginary part. From a statistical physics per-
spective we identify these poles as Yang-Lee (YL) zeros
in the partition function (11), which are associated with
phase transitions, see Refs. [55, 90, 91, 104] for recent
works in the FRG context. Here, these phase transi-
tions are triggered by cranking up the external source
J and should realize as kinks and jumps in the bosonic
expectation values. Hence, at this point we already con-
clude that the fermionic degrees of freedom can indeed
cause nonanalytic structures and phase transitions even
in zero spacetime dimensions, which is not possible in
purely bosonic systems.

Next, we have to ask the question of how these struc-
tures in W(J) are reflected in I'(p, 9, ), the vertex func-
tions, and consequently the RG flow of M(t,¢) and
H(t,). We know, that the result of the Legendre
transformation (21) is a convex function, which after
Legendre-backtransformation again yields a convex W,
see Refs. [105, 106] for details. Let us therefore find
the convex W(J) directly via a Maxwell construction.
The corresponding results are depicted in ochre/gold in
Figs. 10a—10c. We start with the second derivative, see



Fig. 10c, and argue that it should never turn negative in
order to obtain a convex W(J). Hence, the region be-
tween the zeros in 92W(J) is replaced by 85 Wn(J) = 0.
On the level of the slope, 9;W(J), see Fig. 10b, this
corresponds to a constant slope, where we simply take
the value of 9;W(J) at J = £5.8(6) and J = £10.3(1)
and extrapolate (integrate 92Wy\(J)) to the left/right.
The points J = +8.1(3), where 9; Wy (J) jumps are ob-
tained via Wy(J) itself: It is simply the point, where
the two straight lines intersect. In summary, we find the
Maxwell construction Wyy(J), which contains (for posi-
tive J) three kinks and two straight lines. The latter are
the phase-coexistence regions and we denote the kinks as
phase transitions (PT) points.

From Wy (J) it is now straight forward to calcu-
late the Legendre transformation and to extract U(y),
u(p) = 0,U(p), M(p) = 92U () and H(yp) as explained
in Section III B. These are the IR reference solutions for
the RG flows with Eqs. (93) and (94) as initial condi-
tions. Inspecting Fig. 10d, where we plot u(y), M(p),
and H(p), we immediately recognize that this is prospec-
tive IR solution will present a very challenging problem
on the level of the FRG and PDE numerics: The IR so-
lution has poles as well as a flat region in between, which
is extremely hard to resolve and to flow into.?' As we
discuss in the next paragraphs, we find that on the level
of the PDEs this is caused by the H(t,¢) being negative
for some .

In fact, negative H(¢) is exactly what we denoted as
a sign problem in Section III. On the level of the (path)
integral (11), we have argued that a (partially) negative
H(¢) leads to (in parts) negative or oscillating proba-
bility distributions, ¢f. Eq. (16). Hence, already before
solving the actual RG flows (numerically), we claim that
some sign problems in QFTs might show up as challeng-
ing nonanalyticities on the level of the FRG flow equa-
tions. Similar arguments were already put forward in
Refs. [27, 28, 47, 55, 56], where it was seen that a chem-
ical potential causes external shocks in RG flows.

2. Discussion from the FRG perspective

Next, let us analyze the same problem within the
framework of the FRG and the RG flow equations (39)
and (40). The corresponding RG flows for M(t, ) and
H(t, ) are depicted in Fig. 11 for the three different lim-
iters. However, for the qualitative part of the discussion
we simply focus on the plots Figs. 11c and 11d. Since
the UV potential U(¢, ) is Gaussian, the RG flow for
M (t, @) starts with a constant function M (¢ = 0, ¢) = 2,
while the flow of H (¢, ) starts as a polynomial with two

21 Similar highly challenging problems are used as tests for fluid-
dynamic numerics. For example, the Sod’s shock tube prob-
lems [107] with suitable initial conditions can produce rarefaction
waves and approach vacuum solutions.
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dips below zero (blue curves). During the flow, we ob-
serve the following: First, the cusp at ¢ = +8 in H(¢, ¢)
causes a small bump in M(¢,¢) at the same position.
Both, the cusp and this bump are still visible in the final
solution even though they are smeared out and do not
significantly influence the other dynamics. The main dy-
namics takes place at p-values around the region, where
H(t,p) used to be negative in the UV. Here, the prop-
agator 1/(r + H) is closer to its pole than in other re-
gions, which causes a strong response in the flow of both,
M(t, ) and H(t,p). In fact, M(t,¢) is lowered in this
region and even turns negative for some . In turn, this
also causes the propagator 1/(r + M) to be closer to its
pole, fostering even faster dynamics. In particular, we
observe some strong advective dynamics, which pushes
M (t,¢) and H(t,¢) to the left and right of the negative
region, while the negative region itself flattens and ap-
proaches zero from below. Thereby, M (t, ¢) develops two
shocks/poles and H(t, ) develops two cusps, which we
immediately identify as the phase transition points from
the path-integral perspective, compare with the black-
dashed curves and Fig. 10d. Before we turn to some
comments on the quantitative performance, let us men-
tion the following interesting aspects: As becomes clear
from the final RG times, which correspond to regulator
values of r ~ 0.1, we were not able to flow arbitrarily deep
into the IR. The reason for this is that the propagators
1/(r+ M) and 1/(r + H) approach their poles for » — 0
in the flat region and the PDE system turns into an ex-
tremely stiff problem. Even with the advanced implicit
time-stepping algorithm, which is still stable, the number
of time-steps simply explodes and the computation time
becomes unfeasible, which is why we stopped after 600k
time steps. The reason, why it was possible to flow deeper
to the IR with the minmod limiter, see Figs. 11a and 11b,
is that it leads to more diffusive flows. By smearing out
the poles, M (¢, ) and H (t, ) do turn slightly positive in
the flat region instead of correctly approaching zero from
below, as it is the case for the MUSCL and Superbee lim-
iters. Still, as can be seen from the black dashed curves
in Figs. 11a and 11b, which correspond to the exact ref-
erence solutions at the respective latest three RG times
obtained from the formulae form Section III B, the FRG
results almost perfectly agree with the exact ones.??

In fact, this general behavior of M(t, ) approaching
zero from below is well-known from higher-dimensional
RG problems in their symmetry broken regimes. In the
present case, however, we can directly see that this is not
only related to condensation, but also to the presence of

22 We could have presented the same curves for the MUSCL and
Superbee limiters as well as for earlier RG times. However, for
earlier RG times we again face the problem of excessivily large
computational domains in the source field J to obtain ¢(J) in
the interesting region. Additionally, for late RG times, after
formation of the pole structures, one has to perform the Maxwell
constructuion from Section VID 1 for each RG step. Since new
insights are limited, we abstained from both endeavour.
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negative H(t,¢) and the associated sign problem. We
therefore conclude that sign problems on the level of the
path integral may indeed show up in RG flows as nonan-
alytic structures and may turn into stiff PDE problems.
This definitely questions the common lore that FRG ap-
proaches are not affected by sign problems and calls for
further investigations. On a conceptual level sign prob-
lems might be less apparent in the FRG but on a practi-
cal/numerical level they might present severe challenges.

Finally, we comment on the quantitative performance
of the KT-HJ scheme for this challenging problem. As
mentioned earlier and as it is visible in Fig. 11 it does not
really make sense to show relative or Ly and L., errors.
Even though the scheme is in general able to resolve and
propagate the shocks and cusps without spurious oscil-
lations, there are still small offsets in their positions. In
addition, M(t, ) and H (¢, p) will never exactly reach the

final solution, since we cannot flow all the way to r = 0.
Especially in the flat region, this would cause large devia-
tions. Hence, we abstain from a deeper quantitative anal-
ysis and are satisfied with the qualitative performance of
the scheme for this extremely challenging test case. To
this end, we solely compare the solutions at the latest
RG time to the exact reference solution in Fig. 12 for
different limiters.

Equipped with the insights from our zero-dimensional
toy model, we next turn to some higher-dimensional ex-
amples.
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VII. APPLICATIONS TO HIGHER
DIMENSIONAL MODELS

In this section, we turn to some explicit applications
of our developments to higher-dimensional systems. Note
that within this work we are not aiming at deeper insights
into the physics of these systems, but rather at demon-
strating the performance of the KT-HJ scheme and the
new formulation of the flow equations for more realistic
systems. We consider the following two setups:

1. First, we discuss a Zso-symmetric system of a sin-
gle real scalar field in three Euclidean dimensions.
In particular, we study the FRG flow of the effec-
tive potential and the wave-function renormaliza-
tion with full field dependence. Thereby, we use
two different types of regulators.

2. Second, we consider another Z,-symmetric system.
Here, however, we analyze the RG flow of the ef-
fective potential and field-dependent Yukawa cou-
pling in the Gross-Neveu-Yukawa model in 1 + 1
dimensions at nonzero temperature and chemical
potential.

A. Field-dependent wave-function renormalization
in the Zs-symmetric model

Let us turn to our first example — the Zs-symmetric
FRG flow of the effective potential and the wave-function
renormalization in three Euclidean dimensions. In terms
of a truncation, the EAA for the model is given by

Pyl = / Atz [Uyle) + Zilg] § (0,0) + O(0Y)], (95)
|

8tf§2)(qz, (11) =
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with the Zs-symmetric scale-dependent effective poten-
tial and wave-function renormalization,

Uile] = Ug[—] Zilo) = Zi[—]. (96)

We ignore terms, which are of higher order in the deriva-
tives of ¢(z), hence nonquadratic momentum depen-
dences. Furthermore, we define the RG time

t=-In(%), t €[0,00), (97)

>l

where A is the ultraviolet cutoff and k is the renormaliza-
tion group scale, which are both of dimension of energy.
For the moment, we keep d > 1 arbitrary and only specify
it later as d = 3.

1. Flow equations

The corresponding RG flow equations for the sec-
ond derivative of the effective potential M(t,0) =
aiUt[gaHLp(z):g and Z(t,0) = Z[o], where o is some
constant background field configuration are both di-
rectly extracted from the flow equation (98) of the full
momentum-dependent bosonic two-point function. The
latter is directly derived from the Wetterich equation (1)
by taking two functional derivatives with respect to the
field o, ¢f. Eq. (7). In momentum space, we again recover
a HJ-type flow equation, cf. Section II,

T / (% 5th(P1,P2)) Gi(p2,p3) f§4) (P3;pa,q1,92) Gi(pa, p1) +
p1 D4

yeeey

+ 2/ (38R (p1,p2)) Gi(p2, p3) TS (93, pas 1) Gi(pa, ps) T8 (ps, pe, 42) Gi(pss p1)
P1 D6

yeens

Here, we use the abbreviation

[ =l o
e e @O

and introduced the regulator

Ri(p1,p2) = (2m)* 6D (p1 +p2) R(t,pY) , (100)

R(t,p?) =p*r:(p?), (101)

where 7;(p?) is a suitable regulator shape function. In
particular, we use the Callan-Symanzik type regulator

k2

r(p®) = &5, (102)

S|



and the Litim/flat regulator,
re(p®) = (fjj -1) @(’;—z -1),

both without including any dependence on the field, the
couplings, or the wave-function renormalization. Let us
also note that due to momentum conservation,

f§2)(Q2’ q) = (2m)? 5D (g2 +aq1) f(z)(t’ Q).

Inserting the ansatz (95) in Eq. (98), evaluating the
equation on a constant background field configuration
p(x) = o, as well as evaluating the integrals, we find the
flow equation for T?)(¢,q;). By either evaluating this at
q1 = 0 or taking a derivative with respect to ¢7 and only
afterwards setting ¢; = 0, we find the flow equations for
M(t,o) and Z(t, o), respectively. The symbolic compu-
tation is a nontrivial task with some subtle details, which
we elaborate on in Appendix D. The final expressions for
the flow equations using the regulator shape functions
(102) and (103) are rather lengthy and are presented ex-
plicitly in Appendix D, see also Refs. [90, 91, 104]. How-
ever, note, that overall, we find the following structure of
the flow equations for both regulators,

(103)

(104)

MM + 41 (M) +#o M' Z' + 45 (Z')* = (105)
—Hy M" + #5 2",
and
WZ +F1 (M) +F#, M Z' +#5(Z')2 = (106)

:#5ZH’

where #; and #Z are coefficients, which depend on ¢, M,
and Z. Consequently, the structure is — as already antic-
ipated — similar to the one of Eqs. (39) and (40) and the
KT-HJ scheme is applicable. However, analogously to
the zero-dimensional case, we solely solve the flow equa-
tion for Z(¢,0) via the HJ approach, while we treat the
entire flow equation for M (t,0) as a conservation law,
see Egs. (D10) and (D12), and use the conservative KT
scheme Eq. (78).

2. Discussion

Next, let us turn to the discussion of the RG flows
and IR results for M(t,0) and Z(t,0). To this end, we
always fix the scales of the problem by setting A = 1 and
consider the UV initial conditions of the type

2 2

v -0.0) -4 (5-%)".

where we choose different oy in order to either end the
RG flow in the symmetric or symmetry broken phase.

(107)
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Furthermore, we set Z(t = 0,0) = 1. For each regulator
— Callan-Symanzik and Litim — we do the same analysis:
We take two different values for og, one, which ends the
flow in the symmetric phase and one, which ends the
flow in the symmetry broken phase, close to the phase
transition. Then we compute the RG flows of M (¢, o) and
Z(t, o) within two different truncations: First, we use the
LPA truncation, where we keep Z(t,0) = 1 fixed on the
r.h.s. of the flow equations. Still, we compute the flow of
Z(t, o) evaluated on the LPA solution for M (¢, o) without
feeding it back on the r.h.s. of the flow equations. Second,
we use the local potential approximation prime (LPA’)
truncation, where we take into account the full flow of
Z(t,o) on the r.h.s. of the flow equation for M(t,0) and
Z(t,o) itself. This allows us to study the impact of a
dynamic field-dependent wave-function renormalization.

Let us begin the discussion with the results for the
Litim regulator, which are shown in Figs. 13 and 14.
First, we discuss the IR results shown in Fig. 13. If the
flow ends in the symmetric phase, one can flow arbitrar-
ily close to k = 0. We simply stop the flow at ¢ = 20,
since no significant changes have occurred for some time
beforehand. In this case, we find a smooth convex ef-
fective potential with a single minimum at ¢ = 0 and a
positive mass function M (¢, o). The wave-function renor-
malization Z(t, o) is close to one and only shows a mild
field dependence. Deviations between LPA and LPA’ are
only marginal. Second, we consider the flow into the
symmetry-broken phase. Here, the system turns stiff at
t = 4.14 in LPA’ and while it is still possible to flow fur-
ther to the IR in LPA, see Fig. 13, where we stopped the
flow at t = 7. However, comparing the IR results of both
truncations in the broken phase at the same t;g = 4.14,
we find significant deviations. In particular, the position
of the IR minimum of the effective potential is moved to
slightly smaller field values. Even more important is the
deviation in the profile of the wave-function renormal-
ization. In LPA, Z(t,0) sticks to Z(¢,0) = 1 but shows
a strong peak in the flat region of the potential, while
it falls off very fast at field-values larger than the mini-
mum of the potential. In contrast, in LPA’ it develops a
nontrivial shape around o = 0, which we expect to turn
into a fully-fledged peak in the IR limit in even better
truncations. The peak close to the minimum is still visi-
ble but much smaller than in LPA. Still, it is interesting,
that the large-field behavior is almost the same in both
truncations and especially at the physical point — the
minimum itself — the effect of a dynamic wave-function
renormalization is only mild.

In order to get a better understanding of the actual dy-
namics, we show the full RG flows of M(t,0) and Z(¢,0)
in Fig. 14 in the symmetry-broken regime. Here, it should
also become clear that the reason for stopping the RG
flow at some finite ¢ is not related to the numeric scheme
but rather to the stiffness of the PDE problem itself. It
is even unclear to the authors whether the flow can be
extended to arbitrarily large ¢ in principle within a trun-
cation or if the ¢ — oo limit is only accessible for the
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untruncated Wetterich equation.

Next, let us briefly turn to the results for the Callan-
Symanzik regulator, which are shown in Figs. 15 and 16.
First, note that the explicit values for o are different
than for the Litim regulator, which implies that the crit-
ical point is regulator dependent. Next, instead of re-
peating the entire discussion, let us only highlight the
differences. For the Callan-Symanzik regulator we ob-
serve that the system is in general much stiffer than for
the Litim regulator and we cannot flow deep into the
IR in the symmetry-broken phase, independent of the
truncation. Apart from this, the results are qualitatively
similar to the ones for the Litim regulator and we again
find huge differences for the wave-function renormaliza-
tion in the flat region of the potential between LPA and
LPA’, while the effect of the wave-function renormaliza-
tion at the physical point and beyond as well as in the
symmetric phase is mild.

Let us conclude this section with the remark that we
have demonstrated the general applicability and stabil-
ity of our new numerical scheme to solve RG flows in-
volving field-dependent wave-function renormalizations.
We hope that this will pave the way for more advanced
studies of FRG flows including nontrivial momentum de-
pendencies in the future that go far beyond the limited
application and discussion presented here.

B. Gross-Neveu-Yukawa model

Within the next paragraphs, let us turn to our last
example of this work. We consider the Gross-Neveu-
Yukawa (GNY) model in 141 dimensions at nonzero tem-
perature T and fermion chemical potential u. The GNY
model is a well-known prototype QFT, which is used as
a toy model for various phenomena in particle physics,
condensed matter physics, and statistical physics, e.g.,
dimensional transmutation, asymptotic freedom, dynam-
ical (chiral) symmetry breaking/restoration, critical phe-
nomena, thermal and quantum phase transitions, phases
of spatially inhomogeneous condensation and so on. It
is the bosonized version of the Gross-Neveu (GN) model,
which describes the interactions of N species of relativis-
tic fermions via local scattering in the scalar channel.
Therefore, it is the perfect testing ground to apply our
new numerical scheme and to demonstrate the perfor-
mance for systems including field-dependent Yukawa cou-
plings. For details on the GN and GNY model, we refer
to the nonexhaustive list of Refs. [47, 108-132].

Let us start by providing the ansatz for the EAA of
the GNY model within a scLPA,

:/_ dm/OT dr w (Wuay—u’yo+mt[@])¢+
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FIG. 14. RG flows of M(t,0) = 92U(t,0) and Z(t,o) with the Litim regulator in the symmetry-broken regime in LPA and
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+ 5 (0u9)* + N Uly]] -

Hereby, ¢(7, z) describes the bosonic scalar field that is
generated from the four-fermion interaction via bosoniza-
tion. The fermionic fields (7, ) and (7, x) are two-
component spinors, which are defined in the Euclidean
spacetime and come in N species (sometimes called fla-
vors). Hence, the gamma matrices 7" are 2 X 2 matrices
with v € {0,1}. The bosons couple to the fermions via
the field- and scale-dependent fermion mass m;[¢]. In the
UV limit, this term is simply given by a Yukawa inter-
action hp ¢ that can be generated from the four-fermion
interaction via a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation.
In general, we work with zero bare fermion mass, hence
in the chiral limit. For the sake of the simplicity, we
choose hy =1 to set the scales of the model (the Yukawa
coupling has dimension energy). Additionally, we have

a kinetic term for the bosonic field as well as a scale-
dependent effective potential U [p], which are both multi-
plied by the number of fermions, N, because we are work-
ing in %—resealed quantities to better match the mean-
field (infinite-N) limit. Self-evidently, within a better
truncation, one would also include the (field-dependent)
wave-function renormalization for all fields or higher-
order derivative interactions, which is however, beyond
the scope of this work. The bosonic potential is initial-
ized in the UV with the mass term U [p] = 3 m3 ¢? that
is generated from the Hubbard-Stratonovich transforma-
tion. From the mean-field-renormalization procedure, we
obtain an initial mass [47]

(109)
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iy [arcoth( 1+(th)2) _ (1+(E§h)2)‘5],

which yields the typical m3 o ﬁ ~ In(A) behavior of
the asymptotically free four-fermion interaction. Here,
d is the dimensionality of the gamma matrices, which is
2 in our case. Indeed, in the limit N — oo, where only
fermionic quantum fluctuations are taken into account,
this reproduces a constant vacuum chiral condensate 3
and the limit A — oo can be taken to remove the cut-
off. Consequently, in the N — oo limit the renormalized
model has a unique phase diagram, whose dimensions are
set by h Xg. In the following all dimensionful quantites —
i.e. temperature T', chemical potential u, and chiral con-
densate o — are to be understood in units of kA Xg. Also
the position of the condensate ¥y in dimensionless field
space is conveniently chosen to be ¥y = 1.

Since we have already mentioned chiral symmetry
breaking /restoration and the vacuum (chiral) conden-
sate, let us briefly mention that the UV theory has a
Zo discrete chiral symmetry,
Y= =P Yeh (110)

Y= Yen ¥, o= —p,

and

Uilee] = Uil=¢], (111)

mfp] = —mu[—¢],
where 7¢, is the two-dimensional analog of the chiral
gamma matrix v°. This chiral symmetry can be spon-
taneously broken by the attractive fermionic quantum
fluctuations and at least in the N — oo limit one finds
a nonzero chiral condensate®® oq(u, T) # 0 for small val-
ues of the chemical potential y and temperature T —
ZO = 0'0(0,0) =1.

A long standing question is whether this condensate
is an artifact of the N — oo limit, because in 1 + 1 di-
mensions one would not expect condensation at nonzero
temperatures, if bosonic fluctuations are taken into ac-
count. In preceding works [5, 42, 47], we indeed showed
within the FRG framework in the LPA and also with
the inclusion of field-independent wave-function renor-
malization and Yukawa coupling that condensation is an
artifact of the N — oo limit and is only possible at T' = 0
in one spatial dimension. However, we also revealed that
the imprint of the fermions and the chemical potential
on the bosonic effective potential are still tremendous,
especially for small temperatures, and necessitate state
of the art numerics that can deal with nonanalyticities
like shock waves within the FRG flow equations.

Within this work, we are interested in extending the
truncation to the inclusion of a field-dependent Yukawa
coupling/fermion mass and to inspect their impact on

23 Within this work we ignore the possibility of spatially inhomo-
geneous chiral condensation and refer to Refs. [5, 133-136] for
further discussion and references.
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the dynamics in field-space during the RG flow. Hereby,
our strategy is as follows:

First, we recapitulate the RG flow equations for our
truncation without explicit derivation. Nevertheless,
we briefly discuss their general structure w.r.t. to our
new approach and compare it to the zero-dimensional
fermion-boson model from Section III. Second, we turn
to some explicit RG flows. Here, we will solve the flow
equations for a specific point in the u-T-phase diagram
and specific choice of N and compare the results for two
different approximations — LPA (constant Yukawa cou-
pling) and scLPA (field-dependent Yukawa coupling).

1. Flow equations

Let us start with the RG flow equations for the GNY
model. All details of their derivation as well as the cor-

responding results for the Matsubara sums can be found
in Refs. [42] and are not repeated here.

For their derivation we have used dimensionally re-
duced Litim regulators for the bosons and fermions that
solely regulate the spatial momenta and keep the Mat-
subara frequencies untouched. This ensures Silver-Blaze
symmetry and the correct pole structure of the propaga-
tors, but introduces deviations for the 7' — 0 limit. The
flow equation for the scale-dependent effective potential,
evaluated for a constant bosonic background field config-
uration p(z) = o, reads

1

U (t,o0) = — Ag + k2T —— +

n=—oo

(112)

o0
1
d+2
+Aady KT ) (o +ip)2+ B2



where d = 1 is the number of spatial dimensions,

Qg ot
A, = 0, = 113
d d(QT[)d ) d F(g) ) ( )
and
n = 21mln, n:27‘[T(n—|—%), (114)

are the Matsubara frequencies for bosons and fermions,
respectively. The bosonic and fermionic energies are
given by

E} =k +0°U E} =k +m?(t,0).

(t,o), (115)

From this, it is straightforward to derive the flow equa-
tion for the second derivative of the bosonic potential
M(t,o) = d2U(t,0),

oM = (116)

zgj(A * k2 (0, M) T Z

n=-—oo

1
+E§P) -

— Agd, k2 2[m 02m + (9,m)?] x

XTZ

n=—oo

[(vn, +1,u +Ef2]2+

oo

1
2 G T BT

n=—oo

+ Agdy k28 m? (9,m)? T

Similarly, one can derive the flow equation for the field-
dependent fermion mass [42, Eq. (E.110) — the sign of the
boson tadpole contribution is wrong in the reference],

om(t,o) = (117)
1
2 d+2
= Aq (@2m)k Tn_2_ EEE
— 244 % m (9,m)? k2 x
= 1 1
fe (T n;oo w2+ E2P (v +in? + B2

1
T
i Z W, +E2 vn+iu>2+E?]2> ’
where we did not indicate the ¢ and o dependence of the
fermion mass on the r.h.s..
Note that structurally as well as on the level of the
Feynman graphs, the RG flow equation of this example
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is identical to Egs. (33) and (34) — apart from the sym-
metry properties of the fermion mass. Again, we find
that the tadpole contributions in both equations corre-
spond to diffusion type operators on the PDE level with
complicated diffusion coefficients, while the self-energy
diagrams turn out to be of the advective type and can
be interpreted as Hamiltonians and therefore be treated
with the KT-HJ scheme. However, as before, we ex-
perienced slightly better numerical stability and conver-
gence when treating the bosonic contribution on the r.h.s.
of Eq. (116) with the conservative KT scheme Eq. (78)
and all other parts of the PDE system with the KT-HJ

scheme.

2. RG flows

Let us now turn to the RG flows of the GNY model.
Here, we shall focus on a single point in the u-T-phase
diagram, which is located at © = 0.6 and 7" = 0.00625.
This perfectly suffices to demonstrate the performance
of our numerical scheme and a detailed reanalysis of the
entire phase diagram with the present numerics is post-
poned to future work. Furthermore, w.l.o.g. we set the
number of fermionic flavors to N = 16. These parameters
turn out to be a challenging test case for our numerical
scheme due to the following reasons: We are working at
rather large chemical potential and small temperature.
Still, the chemical potential is not too large, such that in
the N — oo limit, the GNY model is in the phase of spon-
taneous discrete chiral symmetry breaking. For N = 16,
however, we expect the condensate to vaporize at nonzero
temperature, while the imprint of the fermions on the
dynamics of the bosonic effective potential (and field-
dependent fermion mass) is still significant. Furthermore,
exactly for these values there are reference solutions avail-
able from previous works [5, 42, 47], which we can use
for comparison. These solutions where obtained in LPA
with the KT scheme applied to u(t,o) = 0,U(¢,0).

Hence, let us start with the first test of our new setup.
For the start, we work in the LPA and with a constant
Yukawa coupling, i.e., m(t,oc) = o. However, in con-
trast to our previous work and reference solution, we
use the flow equation for M(t,0) = 02U(t,0), namely
Eq. (116), and apply the KT scheme to the conserva-
tive part, while the fermionic contributions are treated
with the KT-HJ scheme. The results for the RG flow of
M(t,o) and u(t,o) = 9,U(t,0) are shown in Figs. 17—
19 for three different flux limiters — minmod, muscl, and
superbee, which all show identical results.

We find perfect agreement of our new numerical
scheme with the reference solution, which is indicated by
the black dashed lines in the plots and which has been
computed with the KT scheme for w. This is a strong
cross-check and proves that the conservative KT scheme
can also be applied on the level of the field-dependent
mass M(t,0) = 92U (t, o) instead of u(t,o) = d,U(t, o).
The independence of the results from the flux limiter is
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FIG. 17. RG flow in the LPA of derivative of the effective
potential u(t,0) = d,U(t,0) and the boson mass M (t, o) =
92U (t,0) of the GNY model with the KT (black dashed) and
KT-HJ (blue to red) scheme. For the KT-HJ u(t, o) is gener-
ated by numerical integration of M (¢, o) in o-direction.

expected, since the limiters only enter the Hamilton part
of the PDE system with the fermion mass, which does
not evolve in LPA. Let us also briefly comment on the
dynamics during the RG flow: One starts with a Gaus-
sian potential in the UV, while at some intermediate RG
time the fermionic fluctuations induce a negative curva-
ture around the origin in field space, which signals spon-
taneous chiral symmetry breaking and a nontrivial min-
imum of the potential. This is also reflected in the zero-
crossing of u(t, o). At later RG times, where k ~ p, the
chemical potential enters from the origin in field space
and induces a shock wave in M(¢,0) that travels out-
wards to larger field values. Meanwhile, the bosonic fluc-
tuations work against the fermionic ones and push to
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FIG. 18. RG flow in the LPA of derivative of the effective
potential u(t,o) = d,U(t,0) and the boson mass M (t, o) =
92U (t,0) of the GNY model with the KT (black dashed) and
KT-HJ (blue to red) scheme. For the KT-HJ u(t, o) is gener-
ated by numerical integration of M (¢, o) in o-direction.

restore chiral symmetry. Finally, at the end of the flow,
chiral symmetry is restored and the field-dependent mass
M(t — o0, 0) is positive for all field values. The latter is
not visible in the plots due to the chosen scales, but was
checked in the data. Very similar dynamics was already
observed in Ref. [28] for LEFT for QCD.

Next, we turn to the scLPA, where we solve the full sys-
tem Eqgs. (116) and (117) including the field-dependent
fermion mass m(t, o). Here, of course, there are no longer
reference solutions available. The only way to cross-check
our results is to work at different resolutions and with
different flux limiters and to check the independence of
the results from these numerical details. The results
for the RG flow of m(t,0), M(t,0) = 92U(t,0), and
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FIG. 19. RG flow in the LPA of derivative of the effective
potential u(t,0) = d,U(t,0) and the boson mass M (t, o) =
92U (t,0) of the GNY model with the KT (black dashed) and
KT-HJ (blue to red) scheme. For the KT-HJ u(t, o) is gener-
ated by numerical integration of M (¢, o) in o-direction.

u(t,o) = 0,U(t, o) are shown in Figs. 20-22 for the three
different flux limiters — minmod, muscl, and superbee,
which all show identical results. However, note that the
computational time for the minmod and superbee lim-
iters increased so drastically while enlarging the number
of grid points that we solely show results for N = 1001,
while improving the resolution for the muscl limiter was
no problem at all. We speculate that this might be linked
to the fact that minmod and superbee are both on the ex-
treme ends (minimal and maximal diffusion respectively)
within the class of second-order accurate total variation
diminishing limiters and the problem at hand might re-
quire a medium amount of numerical diffusion for optimal
performance.
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Let us now turn to the explicit results. Basically, we
find almost the same dynamics for M (¢, 0) and u(t, o) as
in the LPA case with constant Yukawa coupling. Espe-
cially the final IR shape of M (t — o0, ) and u(t — 00, 0)
is almost identical to the LPA case. For direct compar-
ison, we plotted the LPA results as black dashed lines
in the plots. This behavior is not too surprising, if one
inspects the flow of the fermion mass m(t,o). Here, we
solely observe deviations from the linear behavior in the
region of small fields o < 1 — hence at field values smaller
than the intermediate minimum of the potential. An in-
teresting observation is that the fermion mass m(¢, o)
develops a cusp at the position, where the boson mass
jumps. Furthermore, it seems as if the fermion mass
m(t,o) tries to approach a constant function at small
fields that is given by the chemical potential. Indeed,
we found by studying RG flows at different p and even
lower T that the fermion mass m(t, o) at small fields ap-
proaches £p in the IR limit, which might be linked to
the Silver-Blaze property of the model. However, a more
detailed analysis of this behavior is postponed to future
work.

Instead, let us close our discussion by noting that sym-
metry restoration — even at small temperatures — seems
to be a robust feature of the GNY model in 1+ 1 dimen-
sions at finite N (non)zero chemical potential.

Additionally, we remark that our new interpretation
and numerical implementation of RG flow equations in
terms of HJ systems and conservation laws works per-
fectly fine for the inclusion of field-dependent Yukawa
couplings.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

In this work we set out to connect conceptual advances
in the understanding of the Wetterich equation with con-
crete progress on its numerical treatment. Starting from
the observation that the flow of two-point functions can
be interpreted as a viscous HJB equation, we emphasized
that this perspective not only clarifies the advective, dif-
fusive, and nonconservative contributions to FRG flows,
but also allows the systematic adaptation of established
numerical methods. The structures identified on a func-
tional level carried through a range of projected PDEs,
which initially prompted the identification on functional
level.

Our primary testbed has been the zero-dimensional
fermion-boson model, which proved to be structurally
extremely rich. In this setting we developed and bench-
marked the presented KT-HJ-hybrid scheme, combining
the novel insights with the stability and proven robust-
ness of finite volume methods. Using the KT-HJ scheme
to deal with — on the level of the CFD/finite volume
formulation — nonconservative contributions has proven
very promising. The scheme performed well in zero
spacetime dimensions and, within the scope of this work,
represents the most reliable approach we were able to
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FIG. 20. RG flow in the scLPA of derivative of the effec-
tive potential u(t,0) = d,U(t,0), the boson mass M(t,0) =
92U (t,0), and the fermion mass m(t, o) of the GNY model
with the KT-HJ (blue to red) scheme compared to the LPA
result from the KT scheme (black dashed). For the KT-HJ
u(t, o) is generated by numerical integration of M(¢, o) in o-
direction.
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FIG. 21. RG flow in the scLPA of derivative of the effec-
tive potential u(t,0) = d,U(t,0), the boson mass M(t,0) =
92U (t,0), and the fermion mass m(t, o) of the GNY model
with the KT-HJ (blue to red) scheme compared to the LPA
result from the KT scheme (black dashed). For the KT-HJ
u(t,o) is generated by numerical integration of M(¢, o) in o-
direction.
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FIG. 22. RG flow in the scLPA of derivative of the effec-
tive potential u(t,0) = d,U(t,0), the boson mass M(t,0) =
92U (t,0), and the fermion mass m(t, o) of the GNY model
with the KT-HJ (blue to red) scheme compared to the LPA
result from the KT scheme (black dashed). For the KT-HJ
u(t, o) is generated by numerical integration of M(¢, o) in o-
direction.
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construct on the basis of extensive numerical experimen-
tation. First applications to higher-dimensional models,
including a Zs-symmetric scalar theory in d = 3 and the
Gross-Neveu-Yukawa model in d = 1+1, further indicate
that the method can be successfully generalized to physi-
cally relevant systems. Extending these developments to
other models and deepening the analysis of the Z, and
Gross-Neveu-Yukawa systems are natural next steps, and
we expect them to provide new insights into both the
method as well as the models.

Despite the promising prospects of our developments,
they should be regarded as a first step rather than a
definitive solution. More advanced or specialized schemes
for HJB equations, possibly tailored to the specific non-
linear structures encountered in FRG flows, may lead
to even more stable and efficient numerical treatments.
Exploring these alternatives, and testing them in both
toy models and higher-dimensional theories, will be a
worthwhile and necessary direction for future work. We
made a similar conclusion and in a sense warnings in
our previous works [2—4, 6, 47] using adapted KT-finite-
volume-schemes for the numerical solution of conserva-
tive advection-diffusion-source/sink equations. In the
present context we feel obliged to stress this even more:
Conceptually we feel that it should be possible to treat
the PDE-system of this work numerically as coupled HJIB
equations without the need to split off parts as conser-
vative equations. The adapted KT-HJ-scheme for the
semi-discrete PDE-systems studied in this work is not
ideal for this, which prompted us to split off purely con-
servative parts. The coupling of PDEs, externally driven
discontinuities (e.g. by the chemical potential), or espe-
cially the approximation of velocities/wave speeds might
be responsible for that. Our hope is that some ideas and
aspects raised in this work will spark further numerical
developments. As with our testcases I-IV for the zero di-
mensional O(N) model (in this work test 0), we hope that
tests 1-3 for our zero dimensional fermion-boson model
will be used in the future to benchmark FRG numerics for
coupled systems of scale- and field-dependent couplings.
We would truly be delighted to see a numerical scheme
in future works, outperforming our developments made
here. Progress in pushing truncations to ever higher so-
phistication — often aided by powerful computer algebra
systems and significant human effort — can only translate
into genuine advances if numerical methods keep pace!
At present, we feel that this balance is not yet achieved.

Within the broader landscape of methods for quantum
field theory and statistical physics, the FRG both bene-
fits from and suffers under its inherently nonperturbative
character. When applied to genuinely nonperturbative
problems, truncations are a practical necessity, yet their
reliability is difficult to judge. Assessing the quality of a
truncation typically requires a posteriori knowledge, ac-
cumulated experience, and the study of apparent conver-
gence. Such an assessment, however, is only meaningful
if based on robust and appropriate numerical schemes
— particularly when the aim is to analyze systems on a



fundamental rather than an effective level.

Beyond the numerical aspects, the identification of
HJB structures in FRG flow equations may be key for
further theoretical developments. The notion of viscos-
ity solutions as physical solutions to (F)RG flow equa-
tions seems very natural and in the spirit of the under-
lying Wilson’s RG-approach. The interpretation of the
FRG as an infinite-dimensional stochastic optimal con-
trol problem might open up connections of the FRG to
fields and methods not explored so far. Given the ex-
treme complexity and practical challenges in solving the
explicit PDEs derived within the FRG, such structural
connections and the insights they provide may become
increasingly important for the future of the field.
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Appendix A: Correlation and vertex functions of the
zero-dimensional model

In this appendix we present explicit expressions for the
correlation and vertex functions at physical point — here
o =0 =19 = ¢ — of the zero-dimensional model intro-
duced in Section III. The relevant governing equations
were introduced in Section I1TA.

1. Connected correlation functions

In this subsection we provide expressions for the first
few relevant connected correlation functions based on the

42

Schwinger function (20).
For example, the connected two-point correlation func-
tion for the bosonic field is given by

_EW(,n,J) B
(62, = T 0 ) s

Here, we used the fact that the expectation value (¢) van-
ishes due to the symmetry of the action under ¢ — —¢
(without the additional term —c ¢ in the potential). Sim-
ilarly, we obtain the connected four-point correlation
function for the bosonic field in terms of usual expec-
tation values,

_ 8W(@i,n, J)

4
()0 =200

J=0,7=0,n=0
= (") —3(¢%)”.

Quantities like these serve as benchmark values for the
FRG calculations in this work. In addition, we use
the connected two-point correlation function for the
fermionic fields

0 _ 62W(ﬁ7777’])

(00)c () o7 = (09)

J=0,7=0,1=0

(A3)

and the connected four-point correlation function of
fermionic and bosonic fields

Wi, J)

<96¢2>c —W = (A4)

J=0,1=0,1=0

=(00¢%) — (00)(4%),

which can be seen as the expectation value of an inter-
action/scattering of a fermion-antifermion pair with two
bosons.

2. Vertex functions

In this subsection we provide expressions for the first
few relevant vertex functions based on the EAA (21), i.e.
its derivatives (22).

First, we consider the vertex function for two bosonic
fields, which is the inverse of the full propagator. In terms

of connected correlation functions, it reads
I = ()" (A5)

Analogously, we obtain the fermionic two-point vertex
function in terms of connected correlation functions,

% — 1% — —(fg).". (A6)



The other components of the full two-point function van-
ish. For the nonvanishing components of the four-point
vertex functions (up to permutations of the fields), we
find

Deeee = — (%) (6%)2" (A7)

D90 = (62 06). (60)% (67 (A8)

Note that these formulae are valid for arbitrary choices of
the functions H(¢) and U(¢) which obey the conditions
mentioned above.

Appendix B: Flow equations from exact inversion of
the full field-dependent two-point function

This appendix is devoted to the derivation of the flow
equation for the EAA with full field dependence and an
explicit calculation of the inverse of the full two-point
function as well as the trace on the right hand side of
the Wetterich equation. For the sake of clearness, we
recapitulate the Wetterich equation (1),

oL(t,®) = (B1)

— STr [(3 .R(t)) (TP(t, @) + R(t)) ']

Hence, as the first ingredient, we need the full two-point
function T (¢, ®) = T3 (¢, ®) + R(t), which has to be
inverted. From our (exact) ansatz and the matrix repre-
sentation of the regulator,

RYY ReY Rw? m 0 0
R=|R% R” R |[=10 0 r|, (B2
Rﬁw R{% R1§1§ 0 —Tf 0
we find for the single components in field space,
(T® 4+ R)™® = (B3)
J
100 ' B! 0
o10|l={0 0 F ')A+
001 0 —F ' 0
B! 0 0 0
+ 0 0 F*'|B+|-H
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= | @@ +RrR)"™ @@ +R)" @ +R)” | =
(T® +R)" (T® +R)" (T® 4+ R)"
ro+U"+9H"Y —JH  H'Y
= -9 H' 0 re+H | =
H' Y —(Tf—‘,-H) 0
B! 0 0
= 0 0o F '+
0 —F ' 0
0 —H' 0\ _ 0 0 H
+|-H 0 0|94+ 0 0 0 |9+
0 0 O H 0 0
H” 00\ _
+1 0 0099,
0 00

where we dropped the ¢ and ¢ arguments of all functions
for brevity and introduced
B l=r,+U", Fl=r+H. (B4)
We note that the matrix is antisymmetric in the purely
fermionic sector. Furthermore, in the last step, we sorted
the expression by powers of Grassmann numbers. This
structure is crucial for the inversion of the full two-point
function, because it allows us to use the most general
ansatz
(C® +R) " =A+BJI+C0O+DJ0. (B5)
Here, A, B, C, and D are matrices in field space that
depend on t and ¢. The simple reason, why this ansatz
is the most general one, is that a series in Grassmann
numbers terminates at the term, which is proportional to
the product of all involved Grassmann numbers. Now, in
order to determine A, B, C, and D, we use that
1+ (P4 R) (F® +R)". (B6)
We simply expand the right hand side of this equation
in powers of Grassmann numbers and compare the co-
efficients of the resulting series with the left hand side.

Writing out the product of the matrices, we explicitly
find

(B7)
0
0 A|d+ (B8)
0
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2BH'FH'B-BH"B 0 0
= 0 0 FH BH'F
0 —-FH BH'F 0

Combing the results in our ansatz (B5), we obtain the full inverse of the two-point function,

B0 0 0 0 -BHF\ 0 —BH'FO0
M@+R) " =(o0 -F|+[ 0o o o |d+|FEB 0 0o+
0F 0 FH'BO 0 0 0 0
2BH' FH B-BH'B 0 0 ~
- 0 0 FHBH F|99.
0 ~FH'BH'F 0

Note, that this inversion is exact and does not rely on any approximation! However, usually this exact inversion is not
possible. Next, we we can insert this result together with the derivative of the regulator into the Wetterich equation

OiT(t,®) = STr [(L 0, R()) (TP (¢, @) + R(t)) '] (B15)
Remember, that we also have to replace the left hand side with the derivative of the (exact) ansatz,
OT(t,®) =00, H(t,0) 9+ 0U(t, ). (B16)

Again, we compare coefficients of Grassmann numbers on both sides of the equation. For the term without Grassmann
numbers we find

$om, 0 0 B0 0
oU = STr 0 0 20re| [0 0 =F||=(%6m,)B—(0rr)F, (B17)
0 10w 0 0F 0

which has the well-known structure of a flow equation of the effective potential of a system with Yukawa-type inter-
actions between bosons and fermions. For the terms linear in ¢ or ¢ we find that there is no contribution on the
left hand side and the supertrace on the right hand side vanishes exactly. On the other hand, the coefficients of the
¥ ¥-term are nontrivial on both sides. Evaluating the supertrace, we find

%8,57"‘{, 0 0
OyH = STr 0 0 30| - (B18)
0 —iom 0
2BH' FH'B—-BH"B 0 0
0 0 FH'BH F| | =
0 ~FH' BH'F 0

=2(30yry) B> F (H')” — (3 0ir,) B2 H" +2 (3 0yr) BF? (H')?.

Also this equation has a well-known structure: It is the flow equation of a Yukawa-type interaction or the fermionic
mass term, respectively.

(

Appendix C: Flow equations via projections of the by
Wetterich equation

D(t,®) =Jd H(t, )0+ U(t, @), (C1)

In this appendix, we derive the flow equations for the we can directly project onto the scale-dependent effec-
effective potential and the Yukawa coupling from the  tive potential U(t, ) by evaluating the Wetterich equa-

Wetterich equation. Here, we resort to the standard pro- tion for ¥ = ¥ = 0. Thus, we need to evaluate all ob-
cedure of projecting the Wetterich equation onto vertices.  jects inside the supertrace on the r.h.s. for 4 = 94 = 0.
In our case, we have to project the Wetterich equation Here, it actually does not matter, if one first evaluates
onto the effective potential and the Yukawa coupling. Re- the two-point function for vanishing fermion fields and af-

capitulating that (exact) ansatz for the EAA was given terwards inverts the matrix or if one proceeds the other



way around.?* In any case, one finds exactly Eq. (33).
However, for the projection onto the Yukawa coupling
H(t, ), we first have to take derivatives with respect to

J

One obtains,

o = [ ST [(Lam) (0 + R) ]

89 80

J=9=0
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¥ and ¥ first and only afterwards set them to zero.

- (C2)

- [sn [(LoR) (0® + R) ' 172 (D@ 4 g) ' 1?%® (D@ 4 g) '] —

—STr[(Lo,R) (T® + R) ' T79®® (I 4 B) '] +

+STe[(J0,R) (09 + B) ™ T7%* (0@ 4 g) 7' 7% (1) + R) ']

For the full propagators (evaluated for 9 =19 = 0), we
can again directly invert the U- and ¥-independent part of
the full two-point function (B3) and for the derivative of
the regulator, we make use of the matrix representation
(B2). It remains to determine the three- and four-point
vertices in matrix representation and evaluated for van-
ishing fermion fields. In fact, these are

0 —H 0
e —-H 0 0], (C3)
0 0 0
0 0 H
r'e**—(0 0 0|, (C4)
H 0 0
i H" 00
e — o0 00 (C5)
0 00

Inserting these matrices into the supertraces of Eq. (C2)
and evaluating the traces, we find exactly Eq. (34).

Appendix D: Flow equations for the Z:-symmetric
model

In this appendix we include additional expressions re-
lated to Section VII A including the explicit expressions
for the FRG flow equations for the Zs-symmetric model
of the single scalar in three Euclidean dimensions.

The full propagator within our truncation — evaluated

24 In our zero-dimensional setup this is explicitly visible from
Egs. (B3) and (B15) where in both cases only the ¥- and ¥-
independent term survives.

—9=0

(

for o — from Eq. (95) is given by

Gi(p2,p1)| =(2m)* 69D (p2 +p1) G(t,0,p7), (D1)

p(z)=0

1
T U(t,0) + [Z(t,0) + ()] P
(D2)

G(t,o,p%)

In addition, the three- and four-point functions derived
from Eq. (95) read

=(3
T2 (3,92, 91)| 0y = (D3)

= (2m)4 6 (p3 + po + p1) X

x [U"(t,0) — Z'(t,0) (p3 - p2 + P2 - p1 +p1-D3)]
as well as
f(4)

t (p47p37p27p1)‘(p($)20 =

(D4)
=(2m)* 6D (py + p3 +pa + 1) [U"(t,0) — Z"(t,0) x

X [ps - (p3+p2+p1) +p3- (p2+p1) +p2 'Pl” .

Inserting these expressions into Eq. (98), we can evaluate
the integrals and find



TP (t,q) = / (3 0uR(t,p%)) [ —G3(t,0,p°) [U""(t,0) + Z"(t,0) (¢* +p*)] +

p

+ 2/ (% 8tR(t,p2)) G%(t,0,p?) G(t, 0,
P

By evaluating this at ¢ = 0, we arrive at the flow equation
for the boson mass function M (¢, o)

M = / (2 0:R) [— G [M" +Z"p*| + (D6)

+2/ (LouR) 68 [ + 2 1))

p

Here, we stopped indicating the dependences on t, o, and
p? for the sake of the readability.

For the wave-function renormalization, however, one
needs to expand the second contribution in Eq. (D5) up
to order ¢? and then take the derivative with respect
to ¢2. Lastly, one again evaluates the result at ¢ = 0
and arrives at the flow equation for the wave-function
renormalization Z(t, o)

07 = (D7)

:/(%&R) [—g2z"+

p

+2g2 (2gzl [(M,/+Z/p2)+ﬁzlp2]+

_|_g'(M//_|_Z/p2) [(M//+Z/p2)+%zlp2]+

—‘,—g(MH—I—Z/pQ)Q% pZ)} ,

where some propagators G are retained in the expres-
sion for which the p?-derivative is not taken yet, indi-
cated by the dot(s). Before we can evaluate these deriva-
tives and the remaining integrals, we need to specify
the regulator shape function. Explicit expressions for
Egs. (D6) and (D7) with Callan-Symanzik regulator and
Litim regulator are discussed in the following Appen-
dices D1 and D 2 respectively.

1. Callan-Symanzik regulator in three dimensions

Starting with the Callan-Symanzik regulator (102), we
find that the flow equation for M, Eq. (D6), or respec-
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(D5)
(0 +9)°) [U"(t,0) + Z'(t.0) [0 + (0 + ) -al] ]
[
tively for the potential U itself,
U = / (LoR)G, (D8)
P

still contains an UV divergence in three Euclidean dimen-
sions, since d3p oc dpp? and G o< 1/p? for large momenta,
while the Callan-Symanzik regulator does not contain
any momentum dependence and therefore does not reg-
ulate the UV. For the flow equation of the wave-function
renormalization Z, Eq. (D7), this problem does not oc-
cur, because of the higher powers of the propagators —
the integrand always falls off at least like 1/p?.

In any case, we used dimensional regularization with

1 _ 2 —-n
/p<p?+A>”<47r>%r<n>A S

for Eq. (D8) and take two derivatives with respect to o
to obtain the UV renormalized flow equation for M.

In total, we find the following flow equations for the ef-
fective potential and the wave-function renormalization,

M = (D10)
o [k? 1 M’ —— 7'
60{871 (x/k2+M Z3 * Ziﬂ
L I S T S S O
S8 (VK2 M Z: 2 \fIZy Al Z3
1 MZ 15 (2')?
— 3=+ Vk2+ M +
VE2+ M 73 2 Z3
Z//
—3VE2+ M 5} ,
72
07 = (D11)
k2 1 Z" 49 1 (Z")?
St \VEZ+ M Z5 24 VE2+ M Z3
7 1 Z'M 1 1 (M")?

12 3 3 +§ 5 I
VE2+M® 22 VE2+ M~ 22



2. Litim regulator in three dimensions

For the Litim regulator (103) the problem of UV di-
vergences is not present, since the regulator is local in
momentum space and therefore cuts off the UV diver-
gences via the regulator insertion 0;R. However, there
is another problem for the Litim regulator, which is that

J
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the regulator is not analytic in the momentum space.
Hence, especially the terms involving G and G have to be
treated with care. In Ref. [42, Appendix D] one of the
authors of this work provided several useful identities for
derivatives of the Litim regulator and corresponding inte-
grals, which we also use here. The final result for the flow
equations of the effective potential and the wave-function
renormalization is

O M = (D12)
o [k 1 1 1 M + k2 M + k2
= — 72 — o M/
80(8712[ Zl( M+ 22 M1k (Zl)kQarCCOt< (Zl)k2>> +
1 M +k? M + k? M + k? 1\
+2(Z—1)2(2+M—|—Zk2_3 (Z—l)kQarCCOt< (Z—l)k2>)Z}>_
7ﬁ2 1 IS S M + k2 . M + k? M4
s P71\ Mayzee T M\ Z-nrM NV ZoDRe
1 1 (M + K2) [(M + k?) — (Z — 1) K] M + k2 M+ k? -
_ T N (r
+Z—1(M+k2)2< (M + Zk2)? Z-ne et zoe)) M)
1 3(M+k*)+5(Z—1)k? M + k2 M+ k? o
+2(z_1)2( (M + Z12)2 Saure\ oyt zoore) )M T
1 15(M+k2)2+25(M+k2)(Z—1)k2+8[(Z—1)k2]2+
(Z—-1)° (M + Zk?)?
M + k? M + k2 o
— 15 m arCCOt( 7(2 — 1) k2>) (Z ) +
1 M + k? M + k2 M + k2
p P > BT SN D e M B R 7
+ (2—1)2( tuyze P (Z—l)k2arCCOt< (Z—l)k2>) }
07 = (D13)

k> 1 k 1
2887:2{ Z—l(M+Zk2 VM +k2V/Z =1

1 2
iz ((M+Zk2)

M + k?
arCCOt( (Z—W)) ZN +

- [48[(Z = D) KPP k2 + 147 (M + k*)® + 539 (M + k*)* (Z = 1) k* +

+ 581 (M? + k) [(Z — 1) k*)* +237[(Z — 1) k)% +

147 L a ccot( M+ k2 )) (Z')? +
_ r R
VM +k2V/Z -1 (Z-1)k?

N 1 1 k
Z—-1M+k2\(M+ZEk?>)*

[96 (M + k) (Z —

D) k* 42 (M + k?)® =38 (M + k%) (Z - 1) k* +



—26(M + k%) [(Z - 1)K —42[(Z — 1) K*]*] — 42

1 k
EEYRE (<M+Zk2>4

+11(M +E)[(Z - 1)K +3[(Z - D) EPP] +

Here, however, we have to be careful, when the wave-
function renormalization takes the value Z = 1, because
the flow equations contain terms like 1/(Z — 1). Never-
theless, by carefully taking the limit Z — 1, one actually
finds that the flow equations are well-defined and do not
have poles at Z = 1. In fact, they reduce to

%1211 oM = (D14)
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1 M + k2 ;o
T Z_larccot 7(2_1)]# Z"M" +

[16 (M + k)2 k* — 3(M + k?)* + 21 (M + k*)*(Z — 1) k* +

1

syl zone)) o0

LA D S VP ST V0T
6 | (M + k2)2 WENDE !
and
m oz = Ly (D15)
25197 T 6m (M + k2)°
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