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Hyperuniformity, whereby the static structure factor (or density correlator) obeys S(q) ∼ qς with
ς > 0, emerges at criticality in systems having multiple absorbing states, such as periodically sheared
suspensions. These lie in the conserved directed percolation (C-DP) universality class, for which
analytic results for ς are lacking. Specifically, ς appears inaccessible within an exact ‘interfacial
mapping’ that yields other C-DP exponents via functional renormalization group (FRG). Here,
using Doi-Peliti field theory for interacting particles and perturbative RG about a Gaussian model,
we find ς = 0+ and ς = 2ϵ/9 + O(ϵ2) in dimension d > 4 and d = 4 − ϵ respectively. The latter
disproves a previously conjectured scaling relation for ς. We show how hyperuniformity emerges
from anticorrelation of strongly fluctuating active and passive densities. Our calculations also yield
the remaining C-DP exponents without recourse to functional RG methods.

Any configuration that a system can enter, but not es-
cape from, is called an absorbing state. For example, ex-
periments on non-Brownian particles of number density
ρ supended in a fluid, subject to slow periodic shearing of
fixed amplitude, show that at large ρ particles collide and
are randomly displaced each cycle: there is always a fi-
nite density, ρA, of ‘active’ particles. In contrast, below a
critical density, ρ = ρc, particles ‘randomly organize’ into
a non-colliding, stroboscopically static, disordered state
in which all particles are passive: ρ ≡ ρA + ρP = ρP
[1–3]. At ρ = ρc, this passive state takes infinitely long
to appear, and acquires infinitely long-range correlations
as is generic at a second order phase transition.

Remarkably, these spatial correlations are hyperuni-
form [4]: avoidance of collisions requires density fluctua-
tions to vanish at low wavenumbers q, rather than diverge
as in equilibrium criticality. In dimensions d = 2, 3, the
static structure factor at criticality vanishes as a power
law: ⟨ρqρ−q⟩ ≡ S(q) ∼ qς with ς > 0 [5, 6]. (Scaling
arguments then give S(0) ∼ ξ−ς at large but finite cor-
relation length ξ.) These phenomena are not limited to
sheared colloids, but generic for systems in which a non-
conserved scalar order parameter (ρA), is coupled locally
to a conserved density (ρ), such that there are multi-
ple absorbing states (ρA = 0) of different frozen density
patterns. This scenario defines the Conserved Directed
Percolation, or C-DP, universality class [7, 8].

The C-DP class includes not only random organiza-
tion [9] but several different-looking models, including
the Manna model of sandpiles [10], and the quenched
Edwards-Wilkinson model (q-EW) of interfacial growth.
The q-EW correspondence uses an exact mapping [11, 12]
in which the interfacial height is the time-integrated ac-
tive particle density, u(t) =

∫ t

0
ρA(s)ds, while the ran-

dom field evaluated at height u gives ρP . (Both freeze
at the depinning transition.) functional renormalization
group (FRG) methods applied to q-EW [13] have al-
lowed calculation to order ϵ = 4 − d of the C-DP ex-
ponents β = 1 − ϵ/9, ν⊥ = 1

2 + ϵ/12 and z = 2 − 2ϵ/9

[11, 12], describing the vanishing of the order parameter
(ρA ∼ (ρ − ρc)

β), and the divergences of the correlation
length (ξ ∼ (ρ− ρc)

−ν⊥) and time (T ∼ ξz).

However, the exact q-EWmapping offers no clear route
to calculating S(q) = ⟨ρqρ−q⟩ and its hyperuniformity
exponent ς. In this Letter we find ς by instead using a
perturbative RG (not FRG) for a Doi-Peliti field theory
of interacting particles [14]. This calculation encounters
an ambiguity concerning the scaling dimensions of ac-
tive and passive particle field operators, which can be
resolved by demanding that the critical fluctuations are
indeed hyperuniform, rather than divergent. Imposing
this, we also confirm the three known exponent values
reported above; this gives a powerful check on our meth-
ods. Our new result, ς = 2ϵ/9, disproves a conjectured
scaling relation due to Hexner and Levine [5] which, if
true, would have offered a shorter and more elegant path
to finding ς analytically. The Hexner-Levine conjecture
reads, in our notation, ς = d− 2β/ν⊥ = ϵ/9 +O(ϵ2).

En route to these results, we examine our interacting
particle theory at Gaussian level, applicable for d > 4.
Surprisingly, we also find a type of hyperuniformity here,
albeit of a singular form that can be viewed as an expo-
nent of ς = 0+. This resolves uncertainty [15, 16] over
whether hyperuniformity persists for long-range models
and/or in high dimensions where the Gaussian theory
should hold. The Gaussian theory lays bare a signifi-
cant feature of C-DP (hinted at in [5]): the fluctuations
of ρA and ρP are not separately hyperuniform even as
those of ρ = ρA + ρP become so. This requires near-
perfect anticorrelation between the two particle types,
which our Gaussian results expose, and our RG results
further illuminate. Notably also, we find that the conser-
vative noise associated with diffusion of ρA, while often
considered subdominant for C-DP problems [9, 12, 17],
is needed to make sense of the critical hyperuniformity
found at Gaussian level.

Our calculations therefore (i) unveil the true character
of the C-DP transition, with hyperuniformity emerging
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from cancellation of large active and passive fluctuations;
(ii) compute the previously elusive hyperuniformity expo-
nent as ς = 0+ for d > 4 and ς = 2ϵ/9 for d < 4; (iii) dis-
prove the Hexner-Levine conjecture that ς = d− 2β/ν⊥;
(iv) show that conservative noise is required to fully un-
derstand the C-DP class; and (v) show that FRG is not
necessarily required to compute its exponents.

Field Theory: We consider a lattice model comprising
A particles that hop with diffusivity D and non-hopping
P particles. The on-site reaction A + P → 2A has rate
κ, causing passive particles to awaken on encounter with
active ones; the reaction A→ P has rate µ so that active
particles decay to passivity without collisions. Follow-
ing established procedures [14, 18] we write the master
equation for the model using annihilation operators a, p
and creation operators a† = ã + 1, p† = p̃ + 1 for A and
P particles respectively, where site- and time-indices are
suppressed to ease notation. Via a coherent-state path
integral and the continuum limit, we arrive at a Doi-Peliti
action A =

∫
A ddx dt with action density [14, 19]

A = −ã(∂t −D∇2)a− p̃∂tp+ µ(p̃a− ãa) (1)

+κ(ã2ap+ ãap− ãap̃p− ap̃p)

At mean-field level, this gives the expected equations of
motion, ρ̇A = −µρA + κρP ρA and ρ̇ = 0 [19].

Gaussian Model: Next we expand (1) about the mean
field solution and shift a = a0 + ǎ and p = p0 + p̌. Here
a0 and p0 are the mean densities of a set of Poisson-
distributed active and passive particles initialized in the
distant past [19]. At Gaussian (linear) level, these den-
sities remain unchanged under time evolution; conse-
quently, a0 = ρ − ρc,g and p0 = ρc,g = µ/κ, where ρc,g
is the bare (Gaussian) value of the critical density. In
particular, a0 = 0 identifies the critical point. (Crucially,
this feature of the Gaussian model will change below for
the nonlinear theory.) The quadratic action density is
thereby found as −ã(∂t−D∇2)ǎ− p̃(∂t+κa0)p̌+κa0ãp̌+
κa0p0(ã

2 − ãp̃). Propagators can be read off from here,
but in Doi-Peliti theory there is a nontrivial relation be-
tween terms in the action and the physical densities and
noises [14, 18]. This means that calculating static density
correlators Sαβ(q) for α, β ∈ A,P requires a tree-level
computation; see [19]. The results are

SAA = a0 +
κa0p0

Dq2 + κa0
; SPP = p0 ; SAP =

−κa0p0
Dq2 + κa0

giving for the combined density-density correlator

⟨ρqρ−q⟩ ≡ S(q) = SAA + 2SAP + SPP (2)

= a0 +
p0Dq2

Dq2+κa0
= a0 + p0

q2ξ2

1+q2ξ2 (3)

The critical point is at a0 ∝ ξ−2 → 0. This implies
vanishing of S(0), and hence hyperuniformity, so long
as the q → 0 limit is taken first, whereas for finite q,
S(q) approaches a constant, p0, as a0 → 0. Therefore

FIG. 1. (a) Plot of structure factors S(q), SAA(q), SPP (q) vs
q for a0 = 0.01, p0 = κ = D = 1 (giving ξ = 10) showing
at low q the cancellation-induced suppression of total density
fluctuations. Blue line (horizontal) passive; red (decreasing)
active; black (increasing) total density. (b) Sample of spatial
density statistics for the Gaussian model in d = 1. Parameters
as for (a); bold black line is the total density.

at criticality S(q) is zero at the origin but p0 elsewhere,
which can be formally viewed as S(q) ∼ qς with exponent
ς = 0+. (Note, however, that this order of limits reverses
the one used in RG to access the critical scaling.)
Fig. 1 shows structure factors, and sampled density

profiles (in d = 1 for simplicity), at small a0. While the
Gaussian model does not enforce positivity of ρA and ρP ,
it strikingly demonstrates how hyperuniformity emerges
by anticorrelation of passive and active particles. This
must be so, because the SAA,PP (0) correlators found
above each remain finite at criticality (a0 → 0), where
the full density has S(0) = 0. We show later that enforc-
ing positivity of the cancelling densities requires strong
non-Gaussianity only for d < 4.
A further aspect of the Gaussian theory is exposed by

using a Cole-Hopf transformation [18] to find the equiva-
lent Langevin equations, from which the same structure
factors can alternatively be derived (see [19]):

∂ρA
∂t

= D∇2ρA + κa0(ρ− ρA − p0)

+
√

2µa0η +
√

2Da0∇ ·Ξ (4)

∂ρ

∂t
= D∇2ρA +

√
2Da0∇ ·Ξ (5)

Here η and Ξ are unit white Gaussian noises, arising
respectively from reactions and diffusion. From these
equations one finds that without the diffusive noise Ξ,
the a0 term in (3) is absent: hyperuniformity (now with
ς = 2) then also arises at ξ < ∞, that is, away from
criticality.
Thus, neglecting diffusive noise alters the Gaussian-

level predictions dramatically, although it is often consid-
ered subdominant for C-DP [9, 12, 17]. The exponent ς =
2 throughout the active phase matches results for parti-
cles with C-DP-like interactions that conserve centre of
mass [20]. Notably, without noise, (5) has an equivalent
conservation law, as follows. The ‘mass-moment’ density
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field p = ρr obeys ṗα = −(∇βJβ)rα = −∇β(Jβrα) + Jα.
For Ξ = 0 only, the current J = −D∇ρA in (5) is
of pure gradient form, so that ṗα = −∇βΣβα with
Σ = Jr + IDρA where I is the unit tensor. Hence the
mass-moment

∫
pdr in a local region is conserved unless

there are currents Σ across its boundary [21]. We focus
below on cases without this additional conservation law.

RG Analysis: The Gaussian Model breaks down below
the upper critical dimension which, after earlier doubt
[22], was found via the q-EW mapping as dc = 4 [11].
Our RG analysis starts from the action (1) working to
one loop, and finds exponents to order ϵ. This follows
broadly standard lines [14, 23], with two nonstandard
features, summarized below and detailed in [19].

The first nonstandard feature of the perturbative field
theory is that classification of 1-particle reducible and ir-
reducible diagrams requires particular care [19]. In multi-
species reaction-diffusion systems, transmutation vertices
such as τp in Fig. 2(a) are often present. Naively inter-
preting them as interaction vertices rules out loop correc-
tions with transmutations outside the loop, and therefore
misses out corrections to vertices that have zero bare
value and that cannot be generated by usual tree-level
expansions [24]; see Fig. 2(b). Moreover, by viewing
transmutations as part of the propagators in the bilin-
ear theory when necessary, we can identify several sym-
metries in pairs of interaction vertices, thereby reducing
the number of independent coupling constants. Using
particle conservation, these symmetries can be derived
independently and non-perturbatively [19].

Carefully implementing such protocols, we find that
certain combinations of vertices, equal and opposite at
bare level, remain so under RG flow. Three independent
coupling constants remain, denoted u, v, w, controlling
respectively the combinations λ1σ3, λ2σ4 and λ2

2α2τp/ϵ
2
p

of the six vertices shown in Fig. 2(a). (Here ϵp is the mass
term in the passive propagator, controlling the distance
from criticality.) Constructing the RG flow equations to
one loop, the fixed-point values of these couplings are
found as u∗ = v∗ = −2ϵ/9 and w∗ = 2ϵ/3 [19]. This is
enough to determine two critical exponents, via z = 2+u∗

and 1/ν⊥ = 2 − w∗/2, whose order-ϵ values agree with
those from the q-EW mapping [11].

The second nonstandard feature of our RG calculations
is an ambiguity in the scaling dimensions of the fields
ǎ, ã, p̌, p̃. (This must be resolved in order to find the re-
maining exponents β and ς.) The ambiguity shows up
even at the level of bare dimensions, as we now describe.
Under length rescaling x → x/ζ we define [u] = y for
variable u if u→ uζy; thus [x] = −1, [q] = 1. From (1) it
then follows that [p̃p̌] = [p̃]+ [p̌] = d; likewise for a. Den-
sity conservation also requires [ǎ] = [p̌]. In some models
with a single absorbing state, a ‘rapidity reversal’ sym-
metry [8] in a certain species such as the passive fields,
p̃(x, t) ↔ −p̌(x,−t), requires [p̌] = [p̃] = d/2; together
these considerations would also imply [ǎ] = [ã] = d/2.

FIG. 2. (a) Vertices whose renormalization defines the three
independent coupling constants of the theory (see text); their
symmetric counterparts α1, σ1,2, λ1 replace the left wavy lines
with a straight one. Straight lines are active fields, wavy lines
passive ones, and time proceeds leftwards so that, e.g., τp rep-
resents conversion of a passive to an active particle at a rate
τp (whose bare value is κa0). (b)(i) An example of additional
loop diagram contributing at O(ϵ) despite the transmutation
arising outside the loop [24], since its equivalent tree-level
correction, shown in (b)(ii), cannot be generated by usual
tree-level expansion. For details see [19].

However, for C-DP no rapidity-reversal symmetry is ap-
parent in (1), creating a technical impasse. This does not
affect ν⊥ and z above, because the calculations used to
find those involved only the field products ãǎ and p̃p̌. Un-
der RG, these acquire anomalous dimensions such that
[ãǎ] = d+ 2ϵ/9 and [p̃p̌] = d− ϵ/9 [19].
To find the remaining exponents β and ς we need the

dimensions of each field separately. Below we use results
given in [19] to show that only one choice (the same as
would arise from rapidity reversal in passive particles) is
consistent with hyperuniformity, with all other choices
giving divergent rather than zero low-q fluctuations at
criticality. It is, of course, not unusual for physical knowl-
edge concerning a critical point to resolve ambiguities in
an RG calculation, but intriguing that here the require-
ment of hyperuniformity itself is sufficient to do so.
To see how this works, let us consider S(q). In direct

counterpart to (3) we find at one loop level, after removal
of terms that vanish or cancel without any assumption
concerning the field dimensions, an expression that mir-
rors the form of (2) for the Gaussian case [19]:

S(q) = a0⟨ǎã⟩+ ⟨ǎǎ⟩+ ⟨ǎp̌⟩+ ⟨p̌ǎ⟩+ ⟨p̌p̌⟩+ p0⟨p̌p̃⟩ (6)

Here all the correlators are equal-time, with q arguments
suppressed for clarity. The first two terms represent the
active-active density correlator, the next two the active-
passive cross correlations, and the final term the passive-
passive density correlator. Our RG approach gives no
information on amplitude ratios for these terms, so that
any cancellations among them cannot be directly estab-
lished at that level (unlike the Gaussian case). However,
their q dependences at criticality are directly set by the
scaling dimensions of the four fields, ǎ, ã, p̌, p̃, and this
will be enough for us.
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From the anomalous dimensions reported above for
[ǎã], [p̌p̃], we observe that at criticality (ξ →∞) the first
of the six terms in (6) scales as S1 ∼ a0q

2ϵ/9 and the last
as S6 ∼ p0q

−ϵ/9. Note that, as mentioned previously, the
shift a0 no longer vanishes at criticality as it does in the
Gaussian limit. Moreover a0 cannot be written as a com-
bination of the u, v, w effective coupling constants, nor of
the particle field operators, arising in the action (1) or
its shifted counterpart [19]. This means that a0 cannot
acquire an anomalous dimension under the RG flow: it
merely acts as a non-universal amplitude. (The same is
true of p0, as can separately be confirmed by requiring β
to match the q-EW result.) Accordingly, for the system
to be hyperuniform rather than divergently fluctuating at
low q, S6 must be cancelled by some combination of the
terms S2,3,4,5. This requirement alone fixes the anoma-
lous dimensions of the fields as ηǎ = ηp̌ = ηp̃ = −ϵ/18
and ηã = 5ϵ/18: only then can all negative powers of q
cancel in (6) [19].

Although the terms involved are now divergent rather
than finite at q → 0, this cancellation resembles the
one found (albeit via a different order of limits) for
the Gaussian model in (2,3) and Fig. 1. As found
there, strongly fluctuating active and passive quantities
must cross-correlate such that their sum is hyperuniform.
Moreover, since every term Si>1 in (6) involve just two
fields, each has a pure scaling behavior ξ0q−ϵ/9Fi(qξ)
with Fi(s) regular at large s [14]. Hyperuniformity then

requires
∑6

i=2 Fi(∞) = 0, and whatever remains after
this cancellation vanishes at criticality where ξ → ∞.
(This reasoning would not hold if the individual Si were,
like S, correlators of sums of fields [25].) Accordingly,
given that a0 is not singular as detailed above, the hype-
runiformity exponent governing S(q) at the critical point
can be read off from S1 as ς = 2ϵ/9.

As we have emphasised, the critical regime exhibits hy-
peruniformity of the total density ρ, but not of the active
and passive densities separately. Instead, the correlators
for these each diverge as q−ϵ/9, confirming a previously
known value of 2 − ϵ/9 [11] for the exponent η⊥ defined
via SAA ∼= q−2+η⊥ [8]. The anomalous dimensions de-
termined above also imply β = 1 − ϵ/9 [19]. Indeed, an
alternative way of fixing those dimensions is to impose
this value of β, already known from the q-EW mapping
[11]; hyperuniformity with ς = 2ϵ/9 then follows. (A fur-
ther route to this answer would be to ansatz an emergent
rapidity reversal symmetry.)

Discussion: The near perfect cancellation of active and
passive density fluctuations on approach to criticality is
remarkable since the mean density of active particles it-
self vanishes at the critical point. One may ask: how can
fluctuations among a vanishingly small density of active
particles perfectly cancel those of a nonvanishing density
of passive particles whose fluctuations are either finite
(in d > 4, where SPP = p0) or even divergent (in d < 4,
where SPP ∼ q−ϵ/9)?

The Gaussian case is again instructive. Here, the ideal-
gas-like structure factor for passive particles, SPP = p0,
implies that in a cube of side λ such that the passive par-
ticle number has mean NP (λ) = p0λ

d ≫ 1, its standard
deviation obeys σP (λ)

2 ∼ p0λ
d. To cancel the (Gaussian)

fluctuations in passive density requires active particles to
have the same standard deviation σA(λ) = σP (λ), but
now with a mean of only NA(λ) = a0λ

d. This can be
done, with near-Gaussian fluctuations and without cre-
ating negative ρA locally, only if σA(λ) ≲ NA(λ). This

requires p
1/2
0 λd/2 ≲ a0λ

d, where a−1
0 ∼ ξ2, and hence

λ ≳ ξ4/d. (Both lengths are here measured in micro-
scopic units.) Hence near-Gaussian fluctuations of the
minority active particles can cancel the majority passive
fluctuations at scales λ ≳ ξ (which is where hyperunifor-
mity sets in at Gaussian level, see (3)), but only if d > 4.
In lower dimensions this is not possible. This gives new
insight into C-DP’s upper critical dimension, dc = 4.
In d < 4, the mean number of active particles in a box

of size λ now varies as NA(λ) ∼ λdρA ∼ λdξ−β/ν⊥ ∼
λ4−ϵξ−2+5ϵ/9, whereas the variance must obey σA(λ)

2 =
σP (λ)

2 ∼ SPP (λ
−1)λd, giving σA(λ) ∼ λ2−4ϵ/9. (This

estimate follows from the usual relation between com-
pressibility and structure factor, now applied to a sub-
system of size q−1 = λ.) Requiring NA(λ) ≳ σA(λ) as
before yields λ2−5ϵ/9 ≳ ξ2−5ϵ/9 and hence λ ≳ ξ. This
marginal outcome can be extended beyond order ϵ by use
of the scaling relation 2−η⊥−d = −β/ν⊥ [8]. It confirms
that in d < 4 significantly non-Gaussian fluctuations of
ρA are needed to avoid negative values: the standard de-
viation in active particle number is of order its mean in
a correlation-length sized box. Without proving that the
argument extends across a cascade of shorter scales, as
our RG results say it must, we think this makes ‘hyper-
uniformity by cancellation’ less mysterious.
A second striking feature of our central result, ς =

2ϵ/9, is that it disproves a previous analytical prediction
for the hyperuniformity exponent of the C-DP class. This
prediction was conjectured by Hexner and Levine [5] via
a proposed scaling law

ς = 2− η⊥ = ϵ/9 +O(ϵ2) (7)

(Their notation has ς ≡ λ − d.) It is not without prece-
dent for a closed-form prediction for a critical exponent
to fail close to d = 4, and thus be disproved in general,
despite being usefully accurate in lower dimensions [26].
In fact though, our predictions using ς = 2ϵ/9 (namely
ς = (0.22, 0.44, 0.66) in d = (3, 2, 1)) are almost as close
to the numerical results of [5], ς = (0.24, 0.45, 0.43)) as
are the predictions from (7), even if the η⊥(d) values de-
rived from numerical observations are used there. (The
latter procedure gives ς = (0.26, 0.46, 0.58).) Certainly
our ς = 2ϵ/9 lies closer to the data than the O(ϵ) expan-
sion of (7), which yields ς = (0.11, 0.22, 0.33).

A further notable feature of our work concerns the
C-DP exponents (β, ν⊥ and z) previously found via the
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mapping to q-EW, whose treatment to order ϵ required
FRG methods [13]. On this basis one might have guessed
that FRG was an essential tool to address the C-DP class;
yet we have calculated all its exponents without FRG
here. Clearly, for two physically distinct models within
the same universality class (reaction-diffusion and inter-
facial depinning), FRG may be needed for one and not
the other. More generally, studying more than one model
in a class may allow the full set of exponents to be found
sooner. Indeed for C-DP, we are not sure whether the
exponent ς could ever be calculated in the q-EW setting.
This could be especially challenging if the subleading
(conserved) noise term is essential to avoid an unwanted
conservation law, as we found it to be at Gaussian level.

In summary, the hyperuniformity exponent ς describes
a signature elements of the C-DP universality class, man-
ifested in the physics of random organization for dilute
colloids [1–3], in similar transitions at high density in col-
loids and granular media [27–29], and in other reaction-
diffusion processes with many absorbing states. Our cal-
culation of this exponent to order ϵ = 4−d has shed light
on many aspects of C-DP physics, including: the role of
conservative noise; a form of hyperuniformity in d > 4;
and the way hyperuniformity emerges via near-perfect
anticorrelation of active and passive densities that are
not separately hyperuniform but have finite (for d > 4)
or divergent (for d < 4) fluctuations. We believe these
to be significant advances towards a more complete un-
derstanding of C-DP physics, and hope they will drive
further numerical and experimental investigations of this
important class of problems.
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I. DERIVATION OF THE DOI-PELITI ACTION

In this Section we briefly show how the Doi-Peliti action can be derived from a master equation which describes
the reaction processes A + P → 2A with rate κ, A → P with rate µ, and diffusion for active particles. Passive
particles remain stationary. Letting ni denote the number of active particles at position i and mj the number of
passive particles at position j, the master equation is

∂tP (n,m, t) =µ
∑

i

(
(ni + 1)P (n+ 1i,m− 1i, t)− niP (n,m, t)

)

+ κ
∑

i

(
(ni − 1)(mi + 1)P (n− 1i,m+ 1i, t)− nimiP (n,m, t)

)

+ diffusion

(1)
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Here n and m are shorthands for the collections of all ni and mj respectively, and where 1i is used to add or subtract
a single particle at position i. Here and below, we do not write out the standard term for the diffusive hopping of
(active) particles [1].

Next, we introduce states |n,m⟩ as well as ladder operators a†i and ai for active particles and p†j and pj for passive

particles with commutation relation cid
†
j − c†idj = δijδcd, (c, d ∈ {a, p}). The ladder operators act on the states

by increasing particle numbers, a†i |n,m⟩ = |n + 1i,m⟩, or decreasing them, ai|n,m⟩ = ni|n − 1i,m⟩. Now, the
master equation above can be second-quantized into a Schroedinger-like equation for the system state |M(t)⟩ =∑

n,m P (n,m, t)|n,m⟩:

∂t|M(t)⟩ =
∑

i

(
µ(p†iai − a†iai) + κ(a†2i aipi − a†iaip

†
ipi) + diffusion

)
|M(t)⟩ (2)

=
∑

i

(
µ(p̃i − ãi)ai + κ(ã2i aipi + ãiaipi − ãiaip̃ipi − aip̃ipi) + diffusion

)
|M(t)⟩ (3)

where in the last line, we have applied the ‘Doi-shifts’ a† = ã+ 1, p† = p̃+ 1.
Using the coherent-state path integral representation [1], we now write down the corresponding Doi-Peliti action

density (Eq.1 of the main text)

A = −ã(∂t −D∆+ µ)a− p̃∂tp+ µp̃a+ κ(ã2ap+ ãap− ãap̃p− ap̃p) (4)

with diffusion constant D. All operators are now defined in continuous space (and time) rather than on a lattice.
One common point of confusion in Doi-Peliti field theory is that the annihilation fields a and p are not equal to the

active and passive particle density fields ρA and ρP . Although their first moments agree, ⟨a⟩ = ⟨ρA⟩ and ⟨p⟩ = ⟨ρP ⟩,
their higher moments do not. For instance, ⟨ρA(x, t)ρA(y, t)⟩ = ⟨a(x, t)a(y, t)⟩+ ⟨a(x, t)ã(y, t)a(y, t)⟩. Calculating the
structure factor hence requires evaluating several observables in terms of the Doi-Peliti fields.

Finally, we follow the established convention representing terms in the action and in the calculations of observables
by Feynman diagrams. In Doi-Peliti field theory, Feynman diagrams are drawn according to the following rules:

• Each annihilation field a (or p) in the calculation of observable O is represented as a left end point of a leg.

• Each creation field ã (or p̃) in the calculation of observable O is represented as a right end point of a leg.

• Each interaction vertex in the action ãkalp̃mpn is represented by a node with l active propagators and n passive
propagators coming from the right, and k active propagators and m passive propagators going out from the left.

• Time flows from right to left, and hence the left-right order of lines must be obeyed in order to respect time
ordering.

We draw active fields as straight red lines and passive fields as blue wavy lines.

II. INITIALIZING THE SYSTEM – SHIFTING THE ANNIHILATION FIELDS

In order to study hyperuniformity, we need to initialize the system with active and passive densities close to the
critical point. In Doi-Peliti field theory, this can be efficiently achieved by shifting the annihilation fields, as will be
explained in the following.

Focusing only on active particles for now, an a0-Poisson distribution at site i can be initialized at time t0 with the
help of creation operators:

|M(t0)⟩ = e−a0

∞∑

l=0

al0
l!
|li, 0⟩ = e−a0

∞∑

l=0

al0a
†l
i

l!
|0, 0⟩ (5)

This initialization can be applied at every position and in order to shorten the notation, we drop the subscript i.
If the expectation of an observable O is evaluated at time t1 > t0, the initialization can be compactly written as

an additional term that is added to the action:〈
O(t1)e−a0

∞∑

l=0

al0a
†l(t0)
l!

〉
=

∫
D[ã, a]O(t1)eA+a0(a

†(t0)−1) (6)

=

∫
D[ã, a]O(t1)eA+a0ã(t0) (7)
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This additional term can be absorbed in the action by shifting the annihilation field by a0 from time t0 onwards,
a = ǎ + a0Θ(t − t0): −ã∂ta is replaced by −ã∂tǎ − a0ãδ(t − t0). After applying integration of the action density in
time, the second term cancels with the extra a0ã(t0) created by the initialization.

Finally, we push back the initialization time t0 → −∞ which makes the Heaviside function Θ(t− t0) obsolete. The
same procedure can be used for initializing the passive particles with a spatially uniform p0-Poisson distribution.

We use the annihilation field shifts in our theory and choose p0 = µ/κ, eliminating µ from the action density:

A = −ã(∂t −D∇2)ǎ− p̃(∂t + κa0)p̌+ κa0ãp̌+ κa0p0(ã
2 − ãp̃)

+ κp0(ã
2 − ãp̃)ǎ+ κa0(ã

2 − ãp̃)p̌+ κ(ã− p̃)ǎp̌+ κ(ã2 − ãp̃)ǎp̌ (8)

We introduce new names for all coupling constants in order to organize them systematically according to topology.
The passive-to-active transmutation coupling will be denoted by τp and the passive mass by ϵp. The active-to-passive
transmutation coupling τa has zero bare value as does the active bare mass ϵa. We represent interaction vertices as
amputated Feynman diagrams (shown with their bare values):

α1 = κp0a0 σ1 = κp0 σ2 = κa0 λ1 = κ
χ1 = κ

α2 = −κa0p0 σ3 = −κp0 σ4 = −κa0 λ2 = −κ
χ2 = −κ

(9)

In Subsection VD on renormalization, other interaction vertices with coupling constants of zero bare value are
important in establishing symmetries. Although they don’t appear in the bare action (8), we list them here to
complete the overview of interaction vertices and names for couplings constants:

α3 = 0 σ5 = 0 σ6 = 0

(10)

There are also another 4 vertices of the λ type:

λ3 = 0 λ4 = 0 λ5 = 0 λ6 = 0

(11)

The λ5 and λ6 are generated at zero-loop level via transmutations. In contrast λ3 and λ4 are generated only at one
loop level. Furthermore, our choice of p0 = µ/κ implies that the two source terms have zero bare value, and likewise
emerge at one loop:

×γ1 = 0 ×γ2 = 0
(12)

Finally, there are also another 7 interaction vertices of the χ type. However, all χ type vertices turn out to be
irrelevant, in the usual RG sense, in dimensions d > 2; see Subsection VA.

III. MEAN-FIELD APPROXIMATION

We start with the mean-field approximation, where we assume that active and passive particle densities, ρA and
ρP = ρ−ρA, are spatially uniform and fluctuations are absent. The equations of motion derived in this approximation
are deterministic and can be found by minimising the action (4) with respect to the Doi-shifted creation fields.
We identify the active particle annihilation field that minimises the action with the mean-field density ρA and the
minimising passive particle annihilation field with ρP . This gives

∂ρA
∂t

= −µρA + κ(ρ− ρA)ρA (13)

∂ρ

∂t
= 0 (14)
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The total density of active and passive particles ρ(x, t) = ρA(x, t) + ρP (x, t) does not evolve and acts as a control
parameter of the system. When ρ is larger than a critical value ρc = µ/κ, there are two stationary solutions to
the mean-field equations, an unstable one where ρA = 0 (the absorbing state), and the other stable solution with
ρA = (ρ− ρc)

1 > 0, ρP = ρc. At mean-field level, this says that the system stays in the active phase indefinitely. As
the total density is decreased below the critical value ρc, the only one stable solution is ρA = 0, and the system is in
the absorbing phase. Thereby the well-known mean-field critical exponent β = 1 [2] is confirmed.

IV. GAUSSIAN APPROXIMATION

For the Gaussian approximation, active and passive particle densities are assumed to be close to their mean-
field values, ignoring all terms quadratic or higher in their perturbations. In contrast to the mean-field approximation
above, active particles diffuse in the Gaussian approximation. To implement this field-theoretically, we need two steps:
one, finding the Gaussian part of the action, and two, translating physical observables into diagrams constructed out
of the Gaussian action.

In the Gaussian approximation, only terms at or below quadratic order are considered, i.e. only the first column of
interaction vertices in Eq. (9) above, called noise vertices, remain in the action:

AG = −ã(∂t −D∇2)ǎ− p̃(∂t + κa0)p̌+ κa0ãp̌+ κa0p0(ã
2 − ãp̃) (15)

Using this action, we observe that the mean densities a0 + ⟨ǎ⟩ = ⟨ρA⟩ and p0 + ⟨p̌⟩ = ⟨ρP ⟩ remain conserved
under time evolution in the Gaussian approximation. However, the system relaxes into a state where densities are
Gaussian distributed with mean a0 and p0 respectively. Therefore it is safe to naively interpret such shifts as density
perturbations. Given that the bare mass term of the passive particles equals κa0, the initial density a0 also indicates
the distance away from criticality in the Gaussian approximation.

A. Calculation of the structure factor

In the Gaussian theory, observables are calculated using action (15) which only allows for tree-level Feynman
diagrams. Using the covariance in spatial Fourier space and real temporal space between active particle densities as
an example, this physical observable is calculated in Doi-Peliti field theory as

⟨ρAρ′A⟩ = ⟨a†aa′†a′⟩ = ⟨aa′†a′⟩ = ⟨aã′a′⟩+ ⟨aa′⟩
= a20 + a0 ⟨ǎ⟩+ a0 ⟨ǎ′⟩+ ⟨ǎǎ′⟩+ a0 ⟨ǎã′⟩+ ⟨ǎã′ǎ′⟩

(16)

where a prime indicates that the field has arguments (−q, t′), whereas without the prime the field has arguments
(q, t). Then,

Cov[ρA, ρ
′
A] = a0 ⟨ǎã′⟩+ ⟨ǎǎ′⟩ − ⟨ǎ⟩ ⟨ǎ′⟩+ ⟨ǎã′ǎ′⟩ (17)

In the Gaussian approximation, the third and fourth terms give zero contributions due to the lack of source terms,
such as ã, in the action. Aside from the prefactor a0, the first term equals the propagator, which can be read off from
the action in Fourier space

a0 ⟨ǎã⟩ = a0
1

−iω +Dq2
(18)

The second term ⟨aa′⟩ can be calculated in Fourier space as the sum of two terms represented by the following two
Feynman diagrams:

t′

κp0a0

t

=̂

∫
2κp0a0e

−iω(t−t′)

(−iω +Dq2)(iω +Dq2)
dω (19)

where the factor 2 is the symmetry factor, and

−κp0a0

t

t′

=̂− κp0a0

∫
e−iωt−iω′t′κa0δ(ω + ω′)

(−iω +Dq2)(−iω′ +Dq2)(−iω′ + κa0)
dωdω′ (20)
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which should then be symmetrized between ω ←→ ω′. Adding these contributions together and applying the inverse
Fourier transform integral in time gives the active-active covariance function

Cov[ρA, ρ
′
A]Gaussian = a0

(
e−Dq2|t−t′| + κp0

Dq2e−Dq2|t−t′| − κa0e
−κa0|t−t′|

(Dq2 + κa0)(Dq2 − κa0)

)
(21)

The structure factor is an equal-time covariance, and hence we take t = t′ (dropping the prime on the second ρA)
to obtain

Cov[ρA, ρA] = a0 + p0
κa0

Dq2 + κa0
(22)

Similarly the passive-passive covariance equals

Cov[ρP , ρ
′
P ] = p0 ⟨p̌p̃′⟩+ ⟨p̌p̌′⟩ − ⟨p̌⟩ ⟨p̌′⟩+ ⟨p̌p̃′p̌′⟩ (23)

Since there is no tree-level diagram that represents a two-point passive-passive noise vertex, the only contributing
part is the passive propagator multiplied by p0, and hence we directly obtain

Cov[ρP , ρ
′
P ] = p0e

−κa0|t−t′| (24)

Finally, the active-passive covariance has contributions from the transmutation vertex (viewed as part of the bilinear
propagators) and the active-passive noise vertex. Adding all contributions together, we eventually arrive at the total
density covariance

Cov[ρ, ρ′] = a0e
−Dq2|t−t′|

(
1− Dq2κp0

(Dq2 + κa0)(Dq2 − κa0)

)
+ p0e

−κa0|t−t′|
(

(Dq2)2

(Dq2)2 − (κa0)2

)
(25)

Taking t = t′ gives the structure factor,

S(q) = a0 + p0
Dq2

Dq2 + κa0
= a0 + p0

(qξ)2

1 + (qξ)2
(26)

where ξ =
√

D/(κa0) is the correlation length (confirming critical exponent ν = 1/2). Eq. (26) also confirms the
mean-field critical exponent η = 2 and Eq. (25) confirmed the dynamic mean-field exponent z = 2. Here, S(0) tends
to 0 on approaching criticality but S(q ̸= 0) tends to p0 ̸= 0. These results confirm Eqs.(2,3) of the main text and
the resulting discontinuous hyperuniformity with ‘exponent’ ς = 0+.

B. Cole-Hopf Transformation

It is non-trivial to derive the noise in the Langevin equations corresponding to the Gaussian approximation. In fact,
naively using a response-field formalism yields imaginary noise in most reaction-diffusion systems, including C-DP
[3]. This is because, in Doi-Peliti field theory, annihilation fields are not exactly density fields. Hence, we turn to
a Cole-Hopf transformation of the Doi-Peliti action [4] in order to obtain an action in terms of active and passive
particle density fields, α and π, and their response fields α̃ and π̃, where

a = exp(−α̃)α, a† = exp(α̃) (27)

p = exp(−π̃)π, p† = exp(π̃) (28)

Again performing a shift α→ α+ α0 and π → π+ π0 and keeping only the quadratic parts, the Cole-Hopf action for
C-DP is at Gaussian level

AG,CH = −α̃∂tα+D(−∇α̃∇α+ (∇α̃2)α0)− π̃∂tπ + κ(α̃− π̃)α0π + µ(α̃− π̃)2α0 (29)

There are two advantages of this transformation. Firstly, since α and π are particle density fields, fluctuations
in densities can be written neatly as ⟨αα⟩, in comparison to (17). Therefore calculations of correlation functions at
tree-level become easier. Secondly, it is now possible to use a response-field formalism [1] to derive the corresponding
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noise in the Langevin equations: the quadratic terms in the creation fields, D(∇α̃)2α0 and µ(α̃− π̃)2α0, now represent
noise. Starting with the second term, since

e
∫
dtddxµα0(α̃−π̃)2 ∝

∫
dη e

∫
dtddx (α̃−π̃)η−η2/(4µα0) (30)

we derive that at the level of the Gaussian approximation, there is a birth-and-death noise of variance 2µα0. This
noise cancels between active and passive evolution equations, and therefore does not show up in total density Langevin
equation. For the first term, notice that

e
∫
dtddxDα0(∇α̃)2 ∝

∫
dΞ e

∫
dtddxΞ·∇α̃−Ξ2/(4Dα0) (31)

Using integration by parts, this term is equivalent to having a diffusional noise in the form of ∇ · Ξ, where Ξ is a
Gaussian white noise with variance 2Dα0. The Langevin equations in the Gaussian theory then read

∂ρA
∂t

= D∇2ρA + κα0(ρ− ρA − π0) +
√
2µα0η +

√
2Dα0∇ ·Ξ (32a)

∂ρ

∂t
= D∇2ρA +

√
2Dα0∇ ·Ξ (32b)

The density fields ρA and ρP = ρ − ρA in these Langevin equations are the same as the α and π fields in the Cole-
Hopf-transformed and Gaussianized action (29), i.e. all their moments agree. This confirms Eqs.(4,5) of the main
text.

V. PERTURBATIVE RG ANALYSIS

We follow the standard procedure for perturbative RG analysis: coarse-graining, rescaling fields and calculating
1-loop corrections for dimensions d = dc − ϵ just below the upper critical dimension dc = 4. Subsequently, beta
equations for effective coupling constants are solved to give the RG fixed point, which then gives rise to several
independent critical exponents.

A. Rescaling Fields

We consider a rescaling of magnitude ζ in space coordinates x and wavenumbers in Fourier space q,

x→ x

ζ
(33)

q → ζq (34)

A shorthand representation for this rescaling can be written as [x] = −1, meaning length scales as inverse length scale
to the power of −1. Typically, it should then be possible to find the scaling dimensions of the fields by dimension
counting. However, rescaling of the fields is non-trivial in the C-DP model: creation and annihilation operators do
not necessarily scale equally. This introduces two extra degrees of freedom that remain in question. For now, we
assume that creation and annihilation fields have the same scalings at bare level. The reason for this assumption
will become clearer in later discussions of the structure factor and the order parameter exponent. In this case
[ǎ] = [ã] = [p̌] = [p̃] = d/2. The mass term in the passive propagator −iω + κa0 := −iω + ϵp, determining distance
from criticality, then has dimension [ϵp] = 2. The coupling constants also scale according to

[τp] = [αi] = 2 (35)

[λi] = [σi] = 2− d

2
(36)

[χi] = 2− d (37)

Therefore simply from looking at the scaling dimensions of the coupling constants, it can be concluded that the C-DP
model has an upper critical dimension of 4, above which χ, λ and σ vertices become irrelevant, and our results for
the Gaussian approximation hold. Below 4 dimensions, λ and σ vertices become relevant.
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B. Counting Loops

In d = 4 − ϵ dimensions, we perform perturbative renormalization in 1-loop order. Due to the relatively large
number of interaction vertices, a careful enumeration of all relevant 1-loop corrections is required. Here we use Euler’s
theorem for a connected planar graph

V − E + L = 1 (38)

where V , E, L represent the number of vertices, edges and loops respectively.
Consider loops constructed by the interaction vertices αi, σi and λi. We first require the number of additional

outgoing legs to match the number of additional incoming legs. Noting that an α interaction vertex introduces two
extra outgoing legs, a σ interaction vertex introduces two extra outgoing legs and one extra incoming leg, and a λ
interaction vertex introduces one extra outgoing leg and two extra incoming legs, we obtain (in an obvious notation)

2#α+#σ = #λ (39)

One can be more precise about the number of additional active and passive propagators (diagrammatically straight,
red or wavy, blue legs), but this turns out to be unnecessary for the enumeration of all possible loops. Now after these
connect up to form a 1-loop correction to some interaction vertex (with vertex number V0 and edge number E0), the
extra number of graph vertices is simply the number of interaction vertices added, or

V = #α+#σ +#λ+ V0 (40)

The additional interaction vertices also contribute to extra edges, but as they connect up each contribution needs
to be halved, therefore

E = #α+
3

2
#σ +

3

2
#λ+ E0 (41)

Substituting the expressions above into (38), we find that #σ+#λ = 2. Combined with equation (39), this says that
each 1-loop correction must either be constructed by one σ and one λ interaction vertex, or two λ and one α vertex.
There are tens of these loops, but most of their corrections cancel eventually; we will show those that will contribute
in next Subsection.

C. Loops contributing to corrections of α, λ and σ vertices

Loops formed by one σ and one λ vertex that give non-zero contributions to the beta equations are shown below.
The following diagrams only show the loop and not the external legs. (To see its correction to an interaction vertex
simply attach external legs accordingly.) Here, each node that can be connected to external legs is marked with a
black dot. As an example,we give below the loops constructed by a λ and a σ vertex:

Also as an example, we now present how the third loop shown above corrects a σ3 vertex, or

σ3

. The only
way to attach this at one-loop order is shown below (since the other way to attach external outgoing legs requires
the passive-passive noise vertex which has zero bare value and hence is not of 1-loop order). This is evaluated at
vanishing external wavenumbers and frequencies:

=̂λ2σ3σ4

∫

q

ddq

(Dq2 + κa0)2
= λ2σ3σ4

(κa0)
d/2−2

Dd/2

Γ(2− d
2 )

2dπd/2
(42)

where in the second equality we use dimensional regularization [1] to deal with the divergence of loop integrals.

Similarly, we list next the loops constructed by two λ vertices and one α vertex which have non-cancelling contri-
butions
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Again as an example, we show how the the first loop corrects the σ4 vertex, or

σ4

, with vanishing external
wavenumbers and frequencies. The only way to attach this at one-loop order is as follows

=̂λ2
2α2σ4τp

∫

q

1

2Dq2(Dq2 + κa0)2(κa0 −Dq2)
+

1

4(κa0)2(Dq2 + κa0)(Dq2 − κa0)

=
1

4

λ2
2α2σ4τp

ϵ2p

(κa0)
d/2−2

Dd/2

Γ(2− d/2)

2dπd/2
(43)

Note that there is no contribution from this type of loop in the corrections to αi and σ1, σ3 vertices.

D. Symmetries between Coupling Constants

At bare level, there are ten interaction vertices (Eq. (9)) and ten interaction coupling constants in the Doi-Peliti
action. However, many of them arise from shifts in the creation and annihilation fields and they are further linked
because they originate from the gain and loss parts of a master equation. In particular, all particle reactions modelled
by the master equation conserve the total particle number. (There is no extinction, coagulation nor branching present
in the system.) Hence, not only do we expect that the number of relevant couplings can be reduced via relations
(or symmetries) between them which must be preserved in the RG flow, but also that other couplings that emerge
in the RG flow must obey these symmetries as well. There are two ways to derive the field theoretic symmetries:
in the bottom-up approach we start from the master equation and trace particle number conservation through the
various transformations until we reach the coupling constants. In the field-theory-intrinsic approach, we consider the
loop expansions of all couplings and try to spot which symmetries are maintained in the RG flow. We outline both
approaches in the following, starting with the former.

In the second-quantized version of the master equation, the key observations are that (i) gain and loss terms
contain equal numbers of annihilation operators and (ii) that the loss component will always contain an equal number
of creation and annihilation operators while the gain will have equal numbers of them if and only if particle numbers are
conserved. (For coagulation or extinction processes, the gain term contains fewer creation than annihilation operators,
whereas for branching processes, the gain term contains more creation than annihilation operators.) Furthermore,
if the particle-number-conserving reaction contains a single change in particle type (single active to passive or vice
versa), as is the case for our C-DP action, then loss and gain terms differ only in one creation operator while other
potentially appearing creation operators are the same in both terms. This implies that the action must only contain
terms that together have the factor p† − a†. This requirement remains true in the field theory as operators are
essentially replaced by their corresponding fields.

The factor p† − a† is present in the bare action and can be seen by undoing the Doi-shift. In the RG flow, new
couplings that appear must still obey this symmetry, i.e. in combination with other couplings they must maintain the
factor p†− a† in the interaction couplings. The couplings that group together in this way attach to vertices that have
identical annihilation field legs (number and types) and the same number but not necessarily same type of Doi-shifted
creation field legs. Since our theory only has two particle types, for vertices that only have a single creation field
leg, coupling groups are pairs and maintaining this factor becomes straightforward, implying λ1 = −λ2 and ϵp = τp
throughout the RG flow. Similarly straightforward is the symmetry between the other, emergent couplings with one
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creation-field leg:

λ1 = − λ2 (44a)

λ3 = − λ4 (44b)

λ5 = − λ6 (44c)

ϵp = τp (44d)

ϵa = τa (44e)

γ1 = − γ2 (44f)

However, vertices that contain more than one creation-field leg will not have such a straightforward symmetry. In the
RG flow, α3 for example emerges and is grouped with α1 and α2 since they have all zero annihilation field legs and
two creation field legs. The coupling α3 could undo the (p† − a†) factor between the bare α1 and α2. Undoing the
Doi-shift and factorizing p† − a† gives

α1ã
2 + α2ãp̃+ α3p̃

2 = (45)

=α1(a
† − 1)2 + α2(a

† − 1)(p† − 1) + α3(p
† − 1)2

=(p† − a†)(α3p
† − α1a

† − 2α3 + 2α1) + a†p†(α1 + α2 + α3) + p†(−2α1 − α2) + a†(−2α3 − α2) + (α1 + α2 + α3)

The final (operator-free) term ,and the a†p† term, already require the symmetry α1 +α2 +α3 = 0. Once this relation
is inserted, the p† and a† terms factorize as well:

p†(−2α1 − α2) + a†(−2α3 − α2)
∣∣∣
α1=−(α2+α3)

= (p† − a†)(2α3 + α2) (46)

In conclusion, the required factor can only be maintained if and only if the relation α1 = −(α2 + α3) is preserved in
the RG flow. An alternative derivation is to look at the Doi-shifted creation fields: the factor (p† − a†) is Doi-shifted
into (p̃ − ã). In the α-vertices example in equation (45), the quadratic form has a factor of (p̃ − ã) if and only if
α1 + α2 + α3 = 0.

Similar relations are true for σ vertices and χ vertices (although the latter are irrelevant):

α1 = − (α2 + α3) (47a)

σ1 = − (σ3 + σ5) (47b)

σ2 = − (σ4 + σ6) (47c)

χ1 = − (χ2 + χ3) (47d)

Finally, we express the action density A in terms of the running couplings on the right hand side of Eq. (44) and (47),
i.e., we make use of the symmetries, and we see that all interactions appear with a factor p† − a†:

A = −ã(∂t −D∇2)ǎ− p̃∂tp̌+ (p† − a†)
(
ã(α2 + σ3ǎ+ σ4p̌+ χ2ǎp̌) + (p̃+ ã)(α3 + σ5ǎ+ σ6p̌+ χ3ǎp̌)

+ γ2 − τpp̌− τaǎ+ λ2ǎp̌+ λ4ǎǎ+ λ6p̌p̌
)

(48)

If any of the symmetries (44) and (47) were violated, the factor p† − a† in the nonlinear terms would not emerge.
The above line of argument uses a microscopic conservation law on total particle number to constrain the nonlin-

earities to all orders. However, (44) and (47) can alternatively be found entirely at field-theoretic level by analyzing
the loop expansions of the couplings. In expectation of these symmetries, we only confirm them by this route to
one-loop order, shown below with the example of α1 = −(α2 + α3). In this context it is important to be mindful of
what constitutes a 1-particle irreducible (1-PI) loop diagram that should be considered as part of the corrections to
an interaction vertex. The common interpretation of 1-PI loop diagrams is that we do not consider any further correc-
tions outside the loop, including further loops and transmutations; this is because usually such corrections either are
higher order in ϵ or are already generated in tree-level expansions. However, under scrutiny we find a number of loops

corrections which would not appear in a tree-level expansion but are still of order O(ϵ). An example is .
This would not appear in usual tree-level corrections because this corresponds to the tree-level equivalent correction
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of , which includes a vertex
α3

that has zero bare value. Therefore, though this has a transmutation outside

the loop, it would still be a 1-PI diagram, i.e. it is necessary to include the correction of the α3 vertex as part of the
loop corrections to α2. While the tree-level transmutation introduces a factor of

ϵp
−iω+ϵp

, at vanishing frequencies this

tends to unity and hence the effective coupling constant is now α2 + α3. Note that although we can similarly draw

a correction such as , this would already be considered as part of the effective coupling constant α2 + α3, and

therefore would not be considered additionally here.
The above conclusions at one loop are confirmed by the microscopic symmetry arguments given above which

establish that α1 = −(α2 + α3) throughout the RG flow. However, the loop analysis just presented adds something
more: we can now identify the 1-loop effective coupling constants as α1 and α2+α3, and not some other combination
(such as α2 and α1 + α3). Doing so, we now calculate vertex functions in terms of α1 and α2 + α3

Γα1
= α1 + 2λ1σ1α2

(κa0)
d/2−2

Dd/2

Γ(2− d
2 )

2dπd/2
+ . . . (49)

Γα2+α3
= α2 + 2λ2σ1α2

(κa0)
d/2−2

Dd/2

Γ(2− d
2 )

2dπd/2
+ λ1σ3α2

(κa0)
d/2−2

Dd/2

Γ(2− d
2 )

2dπd/2
+ λ2σ3α2

(κa0)
d/2−2

Dd/2

Γ(2− d
2 )

2dπd/2
+ . . .

= α2 + 2λ2σ1α2
(κa0)

d/2−2

Dd/2

Γ(2− d
2 )

2dπd/2
+ . . .

(50)

Here, the prefactors of 2 (underlined) arise from the symmetry factor 2 introduced by the vertex σ1. The dots
indicate that there are further terms, including of one loop order, in the perturbative expansion. In the second line,
we note that interaction vertices λ1 and λ2 remain equal and opposite throughout the RG flow since they have the
exact same loop corrections: for each loop correction contributing to λ1, we can replace the external outgoing straight
leg with a wavy one, which represents a one-to-one correspondence to a loop correction contributing to λ2. We then
see that the corrections to the vertex functions of α1 and α2 + α3 are exactly opposite, and since the two quantities
have opposite values at bare level, they will likewise remain opposite in the RG flow.

Using exactly the same field-theoretic arguments, we can deduce similar symmetries for the σ vertices, namely
between σ1 and σ3+σ5, and between σ2 and σ4+σ6. Such considerations do not affect loop corrections to any further
quantities. In particular, the above arguments seem to give extra loop corrections to the λ vertices, represented

diagrammatically as (again the node marked is connected to external legs): this is because while the

equivalent tree-level diagram is absent, the loop itself is still of order O(ϵ) and should be included. However,

we note that this loop correction is proportional to a factor of
ϵp

−iω+Dq2 . In the scaling regime where qξ ≫ 1, its
contribution vanishes and therefore does not change the beta equations for λ vertices.

Note: We thank Marius Bothe and Gunnar Pruessner for valuable discussions and insights that eventually led to
the results presented in this subsection.

E. Beta Equations

Following standard procedures [1], we first define the Z-factors indicating RG flow of fields and coupling constants

DR = ZDD, ǎR = Z
1/2
ǎ ǎ, ãR = Z

1/2
ã ã, p̌R = Z

1/2
p̌ p̌, p̃R = Z

1/2
p̃ p̃ (51)

αR = Zααζ
−2, λR = A

1/2
d Zλλζ

(d−4)/2, σR = A
1/2
d Zσσζ

(d−4)/2 (52)

with Ad :=
Γ(3− d/2)

2d−1πd/2
(a constant arising from angular integrals) (53)

Then define the vertex functions where there are k outgoing active propagators, l incoming active propagators, m
outgoing passive propagators, n incoming passive propagators to be Γ(k,l,m,n). We start with the field renormalizations.
The active propagator is corrected by the following loop diagrams:

R =̂ + + (54)
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This corresponds to the corrections to vertex functions

Γ(1,1,0,0)(q, ω) = iω +Dq2 + λ1σ3

∫

k

1

Dk2 + κa0 + iω
+ λ1λ2α2

∫

k

1

(D(q − k)2 + κa0)(D(q − k)2 + κa0 + iω)
(55)

Performing a shift by q in the second integral reveals the fact that neither of the corrections is q-dependent.
Similarly, the passive propagator is corrected by:

R =̂ + + + + (56)

+ + (57)

corresponding to

Γ(0,0,1,1)(q, ω) = iω + κa0 + λ2σ4

∫

k

1

Dk2 + κa0 + iω
+ 2λ2

2α1

∫

k

1

(Dk2 + κa0 + iω)(2Dk2)

+ λ1λ2α2

∫

k

1

(Dk2 + κa0)(iω +D(q + k)2 + κa0)
+ λ2

2τpα2

∫

k

1

2Dk2(Dk2 + κa0)(Dk2 + κa0 + iω)

+ λ2
2τpα2

∫

k

1

(Dk2 + κa0)(iω + 2κa0)(D(q + k)2 + κa0 + iω)

+ λ2
2τpα2

∫

k

1

(κa0 −Dk2)(2Dk2)(Dk2 + κa0 + iω)
+

1

(Dk2 − κa0)(Dk2 + κa0)(iω + 2κa0)
(58)

The Z-factors for the fields are given by

Z
1/2
ǎ Z

1/2
ã =

∂Γ(1,1,0,0)(q, ω)

∂iω
= 1− λ1σ3

Dd/2

Adζ
−ϵ

ϵ
(59)

Z
1/2
p̌ Z

1/2
p̃ =

∂Γ(0,0,1,1)(q, ω)

∂iω
= 1− λ2σ4

Dd/2

Adζ
−ϵ

ϵ
− 1

2

λ2
2α2τp
ϵ2p

1

Dd/2

Adζ
−ϵ

ϵ
(60)

Then from ∂Γ(1,1,0,0)(q, ω)/∂q2 and ∂Γ(0,0,1,1)(q, ω)/∂ϵp we obtain

Z
1/2
ǎ Z

1/2
ã ZD = 1 (61)

Z
1/2
p̌ Z

1/2
p̃ Zϵp = 1− λ2σ4

Dd/2

Adζ
−ϵ

ϵ
− λ2

2α2τp
ϵ2p

1

Dd/2

Adζ
−ϵ

ϵ
(62)

Hence, we have found the Z-factors for the diffusion constant D, ZD = 1 + λ1σ3

Dd/2

Adζ
−ϵ

ϵ , and the true distance to the

critical point ϵp, Zϵp = 1 − λ2
2α2τp

2ϵ2pD
d/2

Adζ
−ϵ

ϵ . The scalings of these give rise to the dynamic exponent z and correlation

length exponent ν⊥ respectively.

We identify the effective coupling constants

uR =
λ1σ3

Dd/2
Adζ

−ϵZλ1
Zσ3

(63)

vR =
λ2σ4

Dd/2
Adζ

−ϵZλ2Zσ4 (64)

wR =
λ2
2α2τp

ϵ2pD
d/2

Adζ
−ϵ

Z2
λ2
Zα2

Zϵp

(65)

RG fixed points are found by setting the beta equations for the effective coupling constants (63)-(65) equal to zero.
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To demonstrate this, we use uR as an example. The λ1 vertex is corrected by all the five [λσ] loops and all the
three [λλα] loops, giving the following relation

Zλ1Z
1/2
ã Z

1/2
ǎ Z

1/2
p̌ = 1 +

λ1σ3

Dd/2

Adζ
−ϵ

ϵ
+

λ2σ4

Dd/2

Adζ
−ϵ

ϵ
(66)

Similarly, the σ3 vertex is corrected by all the five [λσ] loops and none of the three [λλα] loops, therefore giving

Zσ3Z
1/2
ã Z

1/2
p̃ Z

1/2
ǎ = 1 + 2

λ1σ3

Dd/2

Adζ
−ϵ

ϵ
+

λ2σ4

Dd/2

Adζ
−ϵ

ϵ
(67)

From these Z-factors we obtain the flow functions

γλ1
= ζ

∂

∂ζ

∣∣∣∣
0

lnZλ1
= −2 + d

2
− uR − vR −

1

2
(γã + γa + γp) (68)

γσ3
= ζ

∂

∂ζ

∣∣∣∣
0

lnZσ3
= −2 + d

2
− 2uR − vR −

1

2
(γã + γp̃ + γa) (69)

γD = ζ
∂

∂ζ

∣∣∣∣
0

lnZD = −uR (70)

Therefore the renormalization group beta function for the effective coupling constant uR reads

βu = ζ
∂

∂ζ

∣∣∣∣
0

uR = uR(γλ1 + γσ3 −
d

2
γD) = uR

[
−ϵ− 3uR − 3vR −

1

2
wR +O(ϵ2)

]
(71)

Notice that there is no need to settle degrees of freedom in field renormalization at this point, since they always show
up in pairs of (ã, ǎ) and (p̃, p̌) in the beta functions of effective coupling constants. Applying similar methods to the
remaining couplings, we have

γσ4
= −2 + d

2
− 2uR − vR +

wR

2
− 1

2
(γã + γp̃ + γp) (72)

γα2
= −2− 2uR − vR −

1

2
(γã + γp̃) (73)

Substituting these in (63)-(65) we find

3uR + 3vR +
1

2
wR = −ϵ (74)

2uR + 4vR +
1

2
wR = −ϵ (75)

4uR + 5vR +
3

2
wR = −ϵ (76)

Solving these linear equations gives uR = vR = −2ϵ/9 and wR = 2ϵ/3. These results tell us the scaling dimensions for
the diffusion constantD and order parameter ϵp, from which we can derive the dynamic exponent z = 2+uR = 2−2ϵ/9
and the correlation length exponent 1/ν⊥ = 2 − 1/2wR = 2 − ϵ/3. These match to order ϵ the results found via the
mapping onto the quenched Edwards-Wilkinson model (q-EW) via functional RG [5]. Since the beta functions are
linear and of full rank, there is only one fixed point.

There are two further things to note. Firstly, these results give us the sum of anomalous dimensions of the
annihilation and creation of fields [ãǎ] = d + 2ϵ/9, [p̃p̌] = d − ϵ/9. They do not give the dimensions of ã, ǎ, p̃, p̌
separately; these will be discussed in the next Section. Secondly, the shifts of the annihilation fields (a0 and p0) cannot
be expressed as any combination of the effective coupling constants uR, vR and wR. Since all universal behaviour to
order O(ϵ) should be defined by these RG fixed point values, we deduce that these shifts are non-universal. This is
not surprising: as previously explained, they describe initialization of the system in the far past.

VI. CANCELLATIONS IN THE STRUCTURE FACTOR

The structure factor for the total density consists of three parts: the active covariance (17), the passive covariance
(23) and the active-passive covariance. The active-passive covariance is calculated as follows

Cov[ρA, ρ
′
P ] = Θ(t− t′) (⟨ǎp̃′p̌′⟩+ p0⟨ǎp̃′⟩) + Θ(t′ − t) (⟨p̌′ãǎ⟩+ a0⟨p̌′ã⟩) + ⟨ǎp̌′⟩ − ⟨ǎ⟩⟨p̌′⟩ (77)

While the complete form for the structure factor is lengthy, we can make the following observations:
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• Terms that involve transmutations, such as ⟨ǎp̃⟩, vanish in the equal-time limit. Physically this is because the
insertion of an active/passive density cannot instantaneously affect the density of the other species.

• Observables that involve three field operators such as ⟨ǎãǎ⟩ also vanish. This is because diagrams that contribute
to these are disconnected, which, though allowed in Doi-Peliti field theory, give contributions that contain pre-
factors of negative powers of ξ hence giving zero contributions.

• Terms in the form of ⟨ǎ⟩⟨ǎ⟩ cancel eventually due to conservation of total density.

Hence, the contributing parts can be gathered to give

S(q) = a0 ⟨ǎã⟩+ ⟨ǎǎ⟩+ ⟨ǎp̌⟩+ ⟨p̌ǎ⟩+ ⟨p̌p̌⟩+ p0 ⟨p̌p̃⟩ (78)

In the Gaussian approximation, every term in (78) has a q0Fi(qξ) scaling behaviour. Amplitudes of all terms except
for the first cancel exactly at low q, and hence approaching criticality S(0) = a0 tends to 0. Hyperuniformity emerges
in a discontinuous sense here, with the hyperuniformity exponent ς = 0+.

Below 4 dimensions, we expect a broadly similar cancellation to occur for all terms except the first in (78). Note
that RG already tells us that the final term should scale as q−ϵ/9. In addition, conservation of total particle density
implies that active and passive fluctuations must scale alike, i.e., the anomalous dimensions for active and passive
annihilation fields must match: [ǎ] = [p̌]. Hence the terms S2,3,4,5 should all have the same scaling behaviour. Using
the emergence of hyperuniformity at criticality as a constraint, it is necessary for these terms to cancel with the final
q-divergent term. This means their scalings are the same as the final ⟨p̌p̃⟩ term, implying [ǎ] = [p̌] = [p̃], and that
their summed amplitudes cancel in the scaling limit qξ ≫ 1. We can therefore use the field renormalization results
[ǎã] = d+ 2ϵ/9 and [p̌p̃] = d− ϵ/9 to derive

[ǎ] = [p̌] = [p̃] =
d

2
− ϵ

18
[ã] =

d

2
+

5ϵ

18
(79)

Then using the following scaling relation [2, 5]

β = ν⊥(d/2 + ηǎ) (80)

we retrieve the order parameter exponent to be β = 1− ϵ/9, matching with results found in the q-EW mapping [5].
Since each term in (78) has a pure scaling behaviour, we can now rewrite the structure factor in the following form

S(q) = q2ϵ/9F1(qξ) + q−ϵ/9
6∑

i=2

Fi(qξ) := q2ϵ/9F1(qξ) + q−ϵ/9G(qξ) (81)

The requirement that the system is hyperuniform at criticality (qξ ≫1) implies that G(∞) = 0. Further, since away
from criticality (ξ <∞) S(0) must be finite, G(s) needs to vanish at small s. If a power law (as expected by general
scaling arguments), it must vanish faster than sϵ/9, so as to cancel out the divergence at small q. However, this
leaves a positive power of ξ, which implies a diverging amplitude, on approach to criticality, of S(0 < q ≪ ξ−1).
Therefore, we conclude that for the emergence of hyperuniformity, G(s) must be strictly zero at small but finite s.
The simplest way this could happen is for G to vanish everywhere, as would arise by exact cancellation of the five
amplitude functions in (81). In any case, assuming hyperuniformity does emerge at criticality, as is known to be the
case for C-DP, its exponent ς is found from the scaling of the first term, i.e., ς = 2ϵ

9 + O(ϵ2). This completes the
argument, outlined in the paragraphs following Eq.6 of the main text, for this value of the hyperuniformity exponent.
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