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Wilson-Fisher fixed points in presence of Dirac fermions
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Wilson-Fisher expansion near upper critical dimension has proven to be an invaluable conceptual
and computational tool in our understanding of the universal critical behavior in the φ4 field the-
ories that describe low-energy physics of the canonical models such as Ising, XY, and Heisenberg.
Here I review its application to a class of the Gross-Neveu-Yukawa (GNY) field theories, which
emerge as possible universal description of a number of quantum phase transitions in electronic
two-dimensional systems such as graphene and d-wave superconductors. GNY field theories may
be viewed as minimal modifications of the φ4 field theories in which the order parameter is coupled
to relativistic Dirac fermions through Yukawa term, and which still exhibit critical fixed points in
the suitably formulated Wilson-Fisher ǫ-expansion. I discuss the unified GNY field theory for a set
of different symmetry-breaking patterns, with focus on the semimetal-Néel-ordered-Mott insulator
quantum phase transition in the half-filled Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice, for which a
comparison between the state-of-the-art ǫ-expansion, quantumMonte Carlo, large-N, and functional
renormalization group calculations can be made.

I. INTRODUCTION

Critical behavior of the O(N) models for N = 1, 2, 3
in the physical three (d = 3) dimensions is an inher-
ently strong-coupling problem for which no obvious small
paramater exists. Anybody who tried some real-space
decimation procedure for two-dimensional Ising model,
for example, has certainly experienced a feeling of frus-
tration in having to terminate the generated series of
ever-further-neighbors-couplings in a more or less ad hoc
manner.1 The Wilson-Fisher (WF) expansion2 in powers
of the parameter ǫ = 4 − d was therefore a conceptual,
and as it turns out, even a computational breakthrough
par excellence. I can still recall my own sense of wonder
when I first learned of this approach as an uninitiated un-
dergraduate in the course on phase transitions. It seemed
to me to be a truly imaginative idea to take an integer
quantity such as dimension of space and consider it in a
mathematically consistent and apparently useful way as
a real number. At the same time, however, I could not
see how a procedure that relied on the parameter such
as ǫ being small could be expected to be sensible even
for its value as large as unity! Little did I know that I
would spend a fair part of my professional life wrestling
with precisely these two issues.

Today the significance of the WF ǫ-expansion around
the upper critical dimension for general studies of crit-
ical phenomena cannot be overstated. At the cost of
entertaining non-integer values of system’s dimensional-
ity d it allows one to directly follow the emergence of the
non-trivial critical WF fixed point as the upper critical
dimension is crossed from above, and to monitor for the
relevance of all couplings at the critical point with the
increase of ǫ. As long as the evolution of the WF fixed
point is smooth, one can hope to rely on perturbation
theory to extract the desired critical exponents in pow-
ers of ǫ. The unpleasant fact is that the series is certainly
not convergent, but it is thought to be asymptotic. The
first few terms often already provide a decent estimate
of the universal quantities in d = 3, and even in d = 2,

for the Ising model for example, where the exact On-
sager’s solution can be used for comparison. Elaborate
procedures3 for resummation of the series exist nowa-
days that yield the most accurate values of the critical
exponents for various values of the parameter N , when
the expansion is pushed to higher order, the sixth order
being the highest at the time of writing.4 Even for the
Ising model where a more accurate conformal bootstrap5

amounts to an essentially exact solution in d = 3, such a
resummed ǫ-expansion is still competitive in accuracy.

The success of the ǫ-expansion for the O(N) φ4 field
theories is rooted in the fact that there is a single self-
interaction coupling constant that becomes relevant at
the non-interacting Gaussian fixed point as the upper
critical dimension is crossed from above. One therefore
needs only to track the evolution of the WF fixed point
along a well defined line in the coupling space, and pro-
vided there are no other non-perturbative fixed points
along the same line6 the WF critical fixed point con-
tinues to exist at all values of ǫ. Such a smooth evo-
lution is no longer guaranteed when there is more than
one coupling in the theory. First, it is in principle possi-
ble that different couplings have their canonical dimen-
sions vanish in different physical dimensions, in which
case there would be no well-defined upper critical dimen-
sion around which to expand. Second, even if there is
an upper critical dimension in the problem in the stan-
dard sense, the number of fixed points below it may de-
pend on some fixed parameter of the system, such as
the number of the field’s components N , for instance.
An important early example of this was provided by the
original Ginzburg-Landau theory for the complex scalar
field, i. e. the superconducting order parameter, cou-
pled to the fluctuating electromagnetic gauge field, also
known as the scalar electrodynamics.7,8 In this canoni-
cal field theory9 both the self-interaction coupling and
the electromagnetic charge become relevant at the Gaus-
sian fixed point below the upper critical dimension of
d = 4, and for a number of complex fields n larger than
the critical value nc there is indeed a critical fixed point
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of the renormalization group (RG) flow, and the con-
comitant universal critical behavior. As n → nc+, how-
ever, this critical point is approached in the coupling
space by another, bicritical fixed point, until they co-
incide at n = nc. Both fixed points become complex for
n < nc, when there is no longer a real-valued critical
fixed point left, and only a runaway flow remains. In-
terestingly, the critical number of complex components
nc can itself be computed in the ǫ-expansion,10 and one
finds nc = 182.95(1−1.752ǫ+0.798ǫ2+0.362ǫ3)+O(ǫ4),
in the four-loop computation.11 The series is obviously
badly behaved, but using additional information about
the behavior of the scalar electrodynamics near d = 2 the
value of nc can be estimated to be around twelve, with
significant uncertainty in this number. The main point is
that the fixed-point structure of the RG flow in this case
depends crucially on the value of the parameter n, with
its critical value nc itself being rather strongly dependent
on ǫ, and consequently poorly known for ǫ = 1. For dif-
ferent values of n the RG flow at small and large values
of ǫ therefore may or may not be smoothly connected.

In this contribution I discuss a set of field theories
where the O(N) order parameter is also coupled to soft
modes such as the gauge field as in the above example of
scalar electrodynamics, except that the modes are being
fermionic instead bosonic. These field theories are be-
lieved to describe low-dimensional condensed matter sys-
tems which at low energies feature Dirac fermions, such
as graphene or d-wave superconductors. The electronic
Fermi surface collapses to a set of (Dirac) points, and
the energy spectrum of fermionic quasiparticles becomes
effectively relativistic, which facilitates a controlled field-
theoretic treatment of quantum phase transitions that
ensue with an increase of electron-electron interactions.
A paradigmatic example is provided by the standard
Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice at filling one-
half and at zero temperature. For weak on-site repul-
sive interaction U the electronic system is a paramagnetic
semimetal, and presumably in the same ground state as
in the real graphene layer. At high U , on the other hand,
the ground state is an antiferromagnetic Mott insulator,
with a finite value of the three-component Néel order
parameter. There is strong accumulated evidence that
there exists a single critical value of the interaction Uc,
so that for U > Uc Dirac fermions acquire a relativistic
mass-gap, and that the Néel order simultaneously devel-
ops. The resulting semimetal-insulator quantum critical
point should be described by a model closely related to
the Gross-Neveu model in 2+1 space-time dimensions.12

Variants with Ising (N = 1) and XY (N = 2) order
parameters also have realizations on the honeycomb lat-
tice with fermion-fermion interactions suitably modified
to include nearest- and the next-nearest-neighbor terms.

Gross-Neveu-like models in 2+1 dimensions can be
treated in 1/Nψ expansion, with Nψ as the number of
Dirac fermions. Alternatively, one can explicitly in-
clude the bosonic order parameter Yukawa-coupled to
the Dirac fermions so that the theory features two cou-

pling constants: the order-parameter self-interaction,
and the Yukawa coupling, both marginally irrelevant in
3+1 space-time dimensions in the infrared.13 A possible
advantage of this formulation is that one can attempt the
standard Wilson-Fisher expansion around the upper crit-
ical spatial dimension of three. The algebraic structure of
the RG β-functions is similar to those in the scalar elec-
trodynamics, with one important difference: fermionic
statistics of Dirac fermions reverses the signs of the anal-
ogous terms in the scalar electrodynamics, so that the
problematic collisions of the fixed points described above
are avoided. This allows one to push the ǫ-expansion to
higher orders and to try to extract some quantitative in-
formation about the quantum critical points in the Hub-
bard, and the Hubbard-like models on honeycomb lattice.
Some of these models can also be independently studied
by sign-problem-free quantum Monte Carlo calculations,
which can then be compared with the analytic results.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In sec.
2, I describe the construction of the GNY theory for
various order parameters on honeycomb lattice. In sec.
3 the WF ǫ-expansion for general GNY theory is dis-
cussed, and one-loop results for the critical exponents
are given. Sec. 4 gives a review of the higher-order re-
sults for the chiral-Heisenberg universality class, relevant
for the Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice, and
compares them with the results of other analytical and
numerical techniques. Further discussion and extensions
of the GNY theory to other patterns of symmetry break-
ing are provided in sec. 5. Summary is given in the final
sec. 6.

II. GNY FIELD THEORIES FOR GRAPHENE

The motion of non-interacting electrons on the
graphene’s honeycomb lattice can be described by the
simple tight-binding Hamiltonian

H0 = −t
∑

~R,i,σ

[

u†σ(~R)vσ(~R + ~δi) + h.c.
]

, (1)

with nearest-neighbor hopping amplitude t.14 Here, u
and v are the electron annihilation operators at the two
triangular sublattices of the honeycomb lattice, and the

sum runs over the sites ~R of the first triangular sublat-

tice with position vectors ~R1 = a
(√

3/2,−1/2
)

and ~R2 =
a (0, 1). The lattice spacing a is set to a = 1 and the three

nearest-neighbor vectors ~δi read ~δ1 =
(

1/(2
√

3), 1/2
)

,
~δ2 =

(

1/(2
√

3),−1/2
)

and ~δ3 =
(

−1/
√

3, 0
)

. σ = ±
labels the third projection of the electron spin.

The diagonalization of the Hamiltonian H0 yields the
spectrum with two degenerate energy bands with the

dispersion ǫ~k = ±t|∑3
i=1 exp(i~k · ~δi)|. At the corners

of the Brillouin zone, given by the two points ~K =
±(2π/

√
3, 2π/3), the two energy bands touch linearly

and isotropically, and give rise to two inequivalent Dirac
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points. Retaining only the Fourier modes near the Dirac
points, the continuum low-energy effective theory for H0

can be written down in terms of the free Dirac Lagrangian

Lψ = ψ†(x)(12 ⊗ 12⊗ (∂τ − iσ1∂1− iσ2∂2) +O(∂2))ψ(x),
(2)

where σi are the conventional Pauli matrices,
12 is a two-dimensional unit matrix, and the
eight-component Dirac field ΨT = (ΨT

+,Ψ
T
−),

with ψσ(x) =
∫

dDqeiqxψσ(q) given by ψ†
σ(q) =

[

u†σ(K + q), v†σ(K + q), iv†σ(−K + q),−iu†σ(−K + q)
]

.
The D = 2 + 1-energy-momentum vector q = (ω, ~q)
collects together the Matsubara frequency ω and the

wavevector ~q, K = (0, ~K), and τ represents the imag-
inary time. The reference frame is chosen so that

qx = ~q · ~K/| ~K| and qy = ( ~K × ~q) × ~K/| ~K|2.12 We have

also set the Fermi velocity vF = t
√

3/2 to unity.
With the above definition of the four-component Dirac

fermions it is evident that the leading term in the low-
energy Lagrangian is invariant under a global unitary
transformation

ψ(x) → (U ⊗ 12)ψ(x), (3)

with the unitary matrix U ∈ SU(4). The Lagrangian
is also symmetric under an arbitrary global change of
the phase of the Dirac field, which of course implies the
familiar particle number conservation. Hereafter I will for
the reasons of economy of presentation assume that the
particle-number U(1) symmetry is always preserved, and
will not consider possible superconducting states.15,16

The general relativistic “mass-term” which if simply
added by hand to Lψ would gap out the Dirac fermions
is then

Lφψ = φiψ
†(x)(Hi ⊗ σ3)ψ(x), (4)

where φi are real constants (“masses”) and Hi are ei-
ther the fifteen Hermitian generators of SU(4), when
i = 1, 2, ...15, or the unit matrix when i = 0. Summation
over the repeated index is assumed. When φi 6= 0 for
some i 6= 0, Lψ + Lφψ has the symmetry reduced from
SU(4) to U(1) × SO(4). The masses φi i = 1, 2, ...15
transform as the adjoint representation under SU(4),
whereas φ0 transforms as a scalar.

The preserved particle-number U(1) symmetry implies
that Lψ + Lφψ would describe the low-energy spectrum
of an insulator. We may further discern the following
broken symmetry states:

1) H = 12 ⊗ 12 corresponds to the quantum anomalous
Hall state,17 which violates only the time reversal sym-
metry, and otherwise preserves the entire SU(4),
2) H = 12 ⊗ σi, i = 1, 2, 3, correspond to the
charge-density-wave14 and the two Kekule bond-density-
waves,18 which break the valley-rotation (sometimes also
called “chiral”) SO(3) symmetry, but preserve the spin-
rotation SO(3) and the time reversal symmetry,

3) H = σi ⊗ 12, i = 1, 2, 3, correspond to the anomalous
spin-Hall state,19 which breaks the spin-rotation SO(3)
while preserving the valley-rotation SO(3) and the time
reversal, and finally
4) H = σi ⊗ σj , i, j = 1, 2, 3, correspond to the spin-
density-wave12 and the triplet versions of the two Kekule
bond-density-waves, which break both the valley-rotation
SO(3) and the spin-rotation SO(3) symmetry, as well as
the time reversal.

The antiunitary time reversal operator in the above
representation is given by T = (σ2 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ2)C, where
C stands formally for the complex conjugation. In terms
of the SO(4) ≃ SO(3) × SO(3) subgroup of the SU(4)
symmetry group, with the two SO(3) groups as the spin-
rotation and the valley-rotation symmetries, the above
matrices transform as (0, 0), (0, 1), (1, 0), and (1, 1) irre-
ducible representations, respectively.

The large SU(4) symmetry of the low-energy Dirac
Hamiltonian for electrons in graphene is an artifact of
the linearization of the energy dispersion, and the O(∂2)
term in Eq. (2) already reduces it. Explicitly, it reads

O(∂2) = 12 ⊗ σ3 ⊗ (σ1(∂21 − ∂22) − σ2∂1∂2), (5)

so the SU(4) symmetry is reduced to SO(3) ⊗ SO(2),
which are the spin-rotations, and the translation symme-
try in disguise,20 the latter generated by 12 ⊗ σ3. The
electron-electron interaction terms which derive from the
Coulomb repulsion can also be expected to respect only
the same reduced symmetry. One is therefore led to con-
sider the expectation values of the following fermion bi-
linears to be possibly dynamically generated at strong
interactions:

1) φcdw = 〈ψ†(x)(1⊗σ3⊗σ3)ψ(x)〉, which would preserve
the group SO(3) × SO(2), but break the discrete (Ising)
sublattice symmetry ψ → (12 ⊗ 12 ⊗ σ1)ψ, ∂2 → −∂2,
which exchanges the two triangular sublattices of the
honeycomb lattice. Generation of such a finite bilinear
average is favored, for example, by a sufficiently strong
nearest-neighbor repulsion.12

2) φkek,1 = 〈ψ†(x)(1 ⊗ σ1 ⊗ σ3)ψ(x)〉 and φkek,2 =
〈ψ(x)†(1 ⊗ σ2 ⊗ σ3)ψ(x)〉, which preserve spin-rotation
SO(3), but break the translation SO(2) subgroup of the
valley-rotation symmetry.18 This order parameter is dy-
namically induced by sufficiently strong nearest-neighbor
and next-nearest-neighbor repulsions, when they are of
comparable strength.21

3) φsdw,i = 〈ψ†(x)(σi ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ3)ψ(x)〉, which breaks the
spin-rotation SO(3), preserves translation SO(2), and
breaks sublattice symmetry. A finite vector Néel order

parameter ~φsdw is induced by sufficiently strong on-site
Hubbard repulsion.12

Note that the factor in the charge-density-wave mass-

matrix 1 ⊗ σ3 can be transformed as U1(1 ⊗ σ3)U †
1 =

σ3 ⊗ σ3, with some unitary U1 ∈ SU(4). Similarly,
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the factors in the two Kekule bond-density-wave mass-
matrices, 1 ⊗ σi, i = 1, 2, can be transformed as U2(1 ⊗
σi)U

†
2 = σi ⊗ σ3, with a different unitary transformation

U2 ∈ SU(4). Both transformations belong to the SU(4),
the group of symmetry of the Dirac Lagrangian Lψ. One
can therefore study all three above symmetry-breaking
quantum phase transitions which would be induced by
increasing different components of electron–electron in-
teractions by considering the single GNY field theory in
the following form:

L = Lψ + Lφψ +  Lφ, (6)

with

Lφψ = gφi(x)ψ†(x)(σi ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ3)ψ(x), (7)

and

Lφ =
1

2
((∂µφi(x))2 +m2φi(x)φi(x)) + λ(φi(x)φi(x))2,

(8)
by restricting the index i to take the values i = 1 (charge-
density-wave), i = 1, 2 (Kekule bond-density-wave), and
i = 1, 2, 3 (Néel). Index µ = 0, 1, 2 goes over imaginary
time and space dimensions. The tuning parameter for
the transition is m2 ∼ (Vc − V ), where V is the strength
of the interaction relevant to the particular phase tran-
sition, and Vc is its (non-universal) critical value. Cou-
pling λ is the order parameter’s self-interaction. The
form of the Yukawa coupling of the bosonic order param-
eter φi(x) to Dirac fermions implies that for a uniform
order parameter

〈φi(x)〉 = − g

m2
〈ψ†(x)(σi⊗σ3⊗σ3)ψ(x)〉+O(λ〈φjφjφi〉),

(9)
so that the system becomes a broken-symmetry Mott in-
sulator when V > Vc, i. e. when m2 < 0. Anticipating
some of the results that follow we have also set the ve-
locity of the bosonic order parameter to be the same as
the velocity of Dirac fermions, that is to unity.

III. ǫ - EXPANSION FOR GNY

By comparing the Dirac and the Yukawa terms in the
GNY field theory one finds that in terms of their canon-
ical dimensions

gφ ∼ L−1, (10)

where L is a length. Comparing the derivative and the
self-interaction terms, on the other hand,

λφ2 ∼ L−2. (11)

Eliminating the order parameter field yields therefore
that in terms of their canonical dimensions

λ ∼ g2. (12)

The canonical dimensions of the self-interaction λ and of
the square of the Yukawa coupling g are the same, and
λ ∼ g2 ∼ Ld−3, where d is the number of spatial dimen-
sions. In the physical case, d = 2, and they are both
infrared-relevant couplings at the Gaussian fixed point.
Extending d to real values and in particular following
Wilson and Fisher2 and assuming it to be near and be-
low d = 3 would thus bring both canonical dimensions
to be small and positive. This opens up the possibil-
ity for the ǫ-expansion for the GNY theory of the order
parameter coupled to the Dirac fermions.13

Standard one-loop computation then leads to the RG
flow,22

βλ =
dλ

d ln b
= ǫλ− 4Nψyλ− 4(N + 8)λ2 +Nψy

2, (13)

βy =
dy

d ln b
= ǫy − (2Nψ + 4 −N)y2, (14)

with the elimination of both the order parameter’s and
Dirac field’s modes in the momentum shell Λ/b < q < Λ,

with Λ ≪ | ~K| as the high-energy cutoff in the theory.
We left Nψ as the general number of Dirac fermions,
with Nψ = 2 in graphene, and N as the number of order
parameter components: N = 1, 2, 3, for Ising (charge-
density-wave), XY (Kekule), and Heisenberg (Néel) order
parameters, respectively. We have also redefined the cou-
pling constants as λ/(8π2Λǫ) → λ, and y = g2/(8π2Λǫ).

Since the one-loop function βy is independent of the
self-interaction λ, the Yukawa coupling y is equally rel-
evant at the standard O(N) WF fixed point at y = 0
and λ = ǫ/4(N + 8) as it is at the Gaussian fixed point
y = λ = 0. Starting anywhere at y > 0 and λ > 0 the
RG flow in the critical plane m2 = 0 is attracted to the
new critical fixed point where both y = y∗ = O(ǫ) and
λ = λ∗ = O(ǫ). At this fixed point and for Nψ = 2 the
order parameter’s anomalous dimension is

ηφ =
4ǫ

8 −N
, (15)

and thus of the order O(ǫ), in contrast to its O(ǫ2) value
at the standard WF fixed point.9 One may therefore
expect ηφ at semimetal-insulator quantum phase transi-
tions in graphene not to be particularly small, in contrast
to the usual O(N) universality classes.

The correlation-length critical exponent may also be
evaluated, and to the leading order it equals

ν =
1

2
+

3(4 +N)

(8 −N)(8 +N)
ǫ. (16)

The Lorentz invariance of the GNY theory implies that
the dynamical critical exponent is exactly

z = 1. (17)

The hyperscaling is expected to hold, and therefore the
remaining critical exponents are given by the usual scal-
ing laws.9
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The fermion propagator also acquires an anomalous
dimension; at the critical point it behaves as G−1

f ∼
(ω2 + k2)(1−ηψ)/2, with ηψ as the fermion’s anomalous
dimension.12 To the leading order in ǫ one finds it

ηψ =
3ǫ

2(8 −N)
, (18)

and thus to be comparable to the order parameter’s
anomalous dimension. The scaling implies that the
residue of the quasiparticle pole on the semimetallic side
vanishes as a power-law12

Z ∼ (m2)νηψ . (19)

Similarly, the velocity of the Dirac fermions scales as

vF ∼ (m2)ν(z−1). (20)

The Lorentz invariance of the GNY theory thus implies
that the Dirac velocity remains finite at the transition,
while the residue of the Dirac quasiparticle’s pole van-
ishes continuously as the critical point is approached from
the semimetal side.

The systematic expansion in ǫ has been pursued to
higher order,23–25 the highest at the moment of writing
being the fourth order in λ and y. For the “chiral-Ising”
(N = 1) and the “chiral-Heisenberg” (N = 3) GNY
theories, for example, the four-loop computation entails
summing up 31671 Feynman diagrams. Such a compu-
tationally intensive calculation is possible only because
of the recent breakthroughs in automatization of high-
order perturbative calculations designed for the standard
model of particles physics.25

IV. CHIRAL-HEISENBERG UNIVERSITY

CLASS

We focus next on the chiral-Heisenberg universality
class, i. e. the GNY theory with N = 3, which is sup-
posed to describe the quantum phase transition between
the Dirac semimetal and the Néel-ordered Mott insulator
in the canonical Hubbard model on honeycomb lattice,
at half-filling. The fourth-order ǫ-expansion yields the
critical exponents25

ν−1 = 2 − 1.527ǫ+ 0.4076ǫ2 − 0.8144ǫ3 + 2.001ǫ4, (21)

ηφ = 0.8ǫ+ 0.1593ǫ2 + 0.02381ǫ3 + 0.2103ǫ4, (22)

ηψ = 0.3ǫ− 0.0576ǫ2 − 0.1184ǫ3 + 0.04388ǫ4 (23)

ω = ǫ− 0.4830ǫ2 + 0.9863ǫ3 − 2.627ǫ4, (24)

where we included the leading-correction-to-scaling-
exponent ω as well.

One may immediately observe the usual poor conver-
gence properties of the series: for the physical value of
ǫ = 1 the ǫ3 terms become larger than the preceding
ǫ2 terms in three out of the four displayed series. Possi-
bly useful estimates may be obtained therefore by simply
terminating the series at the order O(ǫ2). This leads to
ν = 1.13, ηφ = 0.96, ηψ = 0.24, and ω = 0.52. (Ex-
panding ν and terminating again at the second order in ǫ
would, for example, lead to a similar value of ν = 1.07.)
The crudeness of the approximation notwithstanding, the
results are in the same ballpark as the results of the more
elaborate summation using Padé approximants; although
the series are probably too short to give stable results,
[3/1] Padé approximant for example yields ν = 1.2352,
ηφ = 0.9563, and ηψ = 0.1560.25

The Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice at
the filling one-half can also be studied directly by the
auxiliary-field quantum Monte Carlo method, as the cal-
culation does not suffer from the sign problem. Large-
scale calculations26–28 support the overall picture pro-
vided by the GNY theory: 1) there is a direct continuous
quantum phase transition between the semimetallic and
the insulating antiferromagnetic phases, 2) the Néel order
parameter scales the same way with the size of the system
and the deviation from the critical point as the fermion
single-particle gap, 3) the values of the critical exponents
are distinctly unconventional, with both the correlation
length exponent ν and the order-parameter’s anomalous
dimension ηφ close to unity, 4) the residue of the Dirac
quasiparticle pole is reduced continuously as the criti-
cal point is approached from the semimetallic side, while
the Fermi velocity remains finite. While in broad agree-
ment, different Monte Carlo calculations still mutually
disagree on the precise values of the critical exponents,
which also differ somewhat from the field-theoretic esti-
mates based on the GNY theory. For example, ref.28

finds ν = 1.02(1), ηψ = 0.20(2), whereas ref.27 finds
ν = 0.84(4), ηφ = 0.70(15), and ref.29 gives ν = 1.185(43)
and ηφ = 0.71(5). It is encouraging, on the other hand,
that the results seem to be independent of the details of
the microscopic model, and to depend only on the bro-
ken symmetry and the number of Dirac fermions, just
as the GNY field theory would imply. This way the
Hubbard model on the honeycomb and the staggered-
flux square lattice, which both feature two Dirac fermions
and the Néel-ordered phase, but have very different crit-
ical values of the interaction, for example, show numer-
ically identical finite-size scaling functions and the crit-
ical exponents.27 Even starting from an entirely differ-
ent single-particle Hamiltonian, such as d-wave Cooper-
paired electrons at half-filled square lattice, which lacks
particle-number U(1) symmetry but does have the same
number of Dirac fermions, seems to lead to the quantum
phase transition in the same chiral-Heisenberg universal-
ity class with an increase of Hubbard on-site repulsion
U : the values of the critical exponents are ν = 1.05(5),
ηφ = 0.75(4), ηψ = 0.23(4).30



6

V. DISCUSSION

While we have postulated Lorentz invariance of the
GNY field theory from the outset, and both the velocities
of the order parameter and the Dirac fermions have been
set to unity, one may also assume the two velocities to
be different. Within the ǫ-expansion they are then found
to flow to the same value in the infrared, both if their
difference is initially small22, or even large31. In fact, the
relativistic invariance in the GNY-like theories becomes
restored in the infrared under very general conditions,
with and without couplings of the order parameter and
the Dirac fermions to the fluctuating gauge-field, with
the gauge field having yet another different bare velocity,
in 3+1 dimensions and below it.31,32 It thus seems safe
to assume the breaking of relativistic invariance to be an
irrelevant perturbation at the critical point in the phys-
ical 2+1 dimensions. Similarly, the long-range ∼ 1/r
tail of the Coulomb interaction between electrons also
represents an irrelevant perturbation31,33, although the
detailed interplay between the Hubbard on-site interac-
tion U and the long-range part may be quite intricate.33

The effect of Coulomb interaction’s long-range tail on the
GNY criticality is similar as at the standard O(N) WF
quantum critical points without Dirac fermions.9,34,35

The Gross-Neveu model and in particular the chiral-
Heisenberg universality class has been studied also in the
large-Nψ limit.36–38 The correlation length critical expo-
nent and the order parameter anomalous dimensions have
been computed38 to the order O(1/N2

ψ); in 2 + 1 dimen-
sions and for Nψ = 2 one finds ν = 1.182 and ηφ = 1.184.
The fermion’s anomalous dimension is found to the order
O(1/N3

ψ), and for the same parameters ηψ = 0.105. Fi-
nally, the functional renormalization group has also been
brought to bear39: the most elaborate computation to
date yields ν = 1.26, ηφ = 1.032, and ηψ = 0.071.40

Within the last decade conformal bootstrap has led to
the most accurate values of the critical exponents for the
Ising model,5 and has become competitive with the high-
order ǫ-expansion for the XY and Heisenberg. It there-
fore seems natural to attempt to extend it to the GNY
field theories. While this has not been done at the time
of writing for the chiral-Heisenberg model, it has been
done for a close cousin of the chiral-Ising field theory,
which in the contex of graphene, for example, describes
the quantum phase transition into the quantum anoma-
lous Hall state.41 This GNY theory would correspond to
the Ising (N = 1) order parameter in Eq. (8) coupled to
the fermion bilinear as in

Lφψ = gφ(x)ψ†(x)(12 ⊗ 12 ⊗ σ3)ψ(x). (25)

Both this and the chiral-Ising theory describe the spon-
taneous symmetry breaking of the Ising sublattice sym-
metry, but with the order parameter coupled to differ-
ent fermion bilinears; a finite 〈ψ†(12 ⊗ 12 ⊗ σ3)ψ〉 would
violate the time reversal symmetry as well. It has been
argued41 that the two GNY Ising theories differ at higher
order in the 1/Nψ expansion, and therefore should not

be expected to have the identical critical behavior; on
the other hand, the actual difference in the exponents
could be expected to be small. Indeed, the exponents ex-
tracted from the four-loop ǫ-expansion for the chiral-Ising
model42 agree within their error bars with the bootstrap
values for the anomalous Hall transition, and even the
difference with the quantum Monte Carlo calculations43

is of the order of few percent.
Other quantum phase transitions have also been ad-

dressed within the framework of the GNY field theory.
The quantum phase transition from the Dirac semimetal
into the quantum spin Hall state on the honeycomb lat-
tice also exhibits breaking of spin-rotational symmetry,
but with the vector order parameter coupled to a differ-
ent Dirac bilinear ∼ ψ†(σi ⊗ σ3 ⊗ σ3)ψ.44 The transition
into the nematic state that breaks rotational symmetry
but remains gapless has also been studied, both numeri-
cally and analytically.45–47 Both phase transitions appear
to be continuous and to be described by an O(ǫ) fixed
point of the RG flow in the corresponding GNY theories.
Lattice models that circumvent the Nielsen-Ninomiya48

fermion-doubling theorem and display the transitions in-
volving a single two-component Dirac fermion, with or
without spin, have also been put forward49,50, and stud-
ied by Monte Carlo methods. They corroborate and ex-
tend further the physical picture implied by the GNY
field theory and discussed above. The GNY phase tran-
sitions in presence of quenched disorder51 or cubic terms
that could render the transition discontinuous have also
been addressed.52–55 Multicritical behavior in presence of
Dirac fermions has been studied as well.56,57 Surprisingly,
emergence of larger symmetries at the criticality induced
by Dirac fermions has been found within ǫ-expansion.58

Although not discussed here, one can also formulate
a GNY-type field theory for the transition into the s-
wave superconducting state59,60. Finally, GNY-like field
theories with fermions with quadratic instead of linear
Dirac energy dispersion have also been considered, and
their O(ǫ) fixed points identified.61,62

VI. SUMMARY

In conclusion, we reviewed the construction and the
applications of the Gross-Neveu-Yukawa field theories for
bosonic order parameters coupled to Dirac fermions, pri-
marily as they arise in the system of interacting electrons
on honeycomb lattice at the filling one half. These field
theories generically exhibit critical fixed points points
that are not of the standard O(N) variety, but which
nevertheless can be identified and systematically studied
using the time-honored expansion around the upper crit-
ical dimension proposed by Kenneth Wilson and Michael
Fisher more than fifty year ago. This extends the rel-
evance of the method of the ǫ-expansion to the domain
of quantum many-body systems and to the fundamental
electronic models such as the Hubbard model, where the
hope is that it could prove just as fertile as it has been
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in the classical statistical physics.
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