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Anomaly non-renormalization, lattice QFT and universality of transport coefficients

Vieri Mastropietro
University of Milan, Department of Mathematics, via C. Saldini 50, 20129, Milan, Italy

Recently new methods have been introduced to investigate the non-renormalization properties of
the anomalies at a non perturbative level and in presence of a lattice. The issue is relevant in a
number of problems ranging from the anomaly-free construction of chiral lattice gauge theory with
large cut-off to the universality properties observed in transport coefficients in condensed matter
systems. A review of main results and future perspectives is presented.

I. INTRODUCTION

.

A. Anomalies and their non-renormalization

Anomalies are the violation of classical symmetries due
to quantum effects. A paradigmatic example happens in
QED4: the chiral current associated to massless Dirac
particles j5µ , conserved at a classical level, verifies [1], [2]

∂µj
5
µ =

α

4π
εµ,ν,ρ,σFµ,νFρ,σ (1)

where the equation has to be understood as an order by
order identity in the perturbation series for correlations.
A similar statement was established [3] in d = 2

∂µj
5
µ =

e

π
εµ,ν∂µAν (2)

A crucial anomaly property is its non-renormalization,
that is the fact that it is an universal quantity indepen-
dent on the interaction. The non-renormalization has the
effect that the anomaly can be exactly computed; this is
in sharp contrast with other physical quantities in QFT
which are expressed by series expansions and can be only
computed by truncation at some order. The validity of
the non-renormalization property follows from delicate
cancellations between graphs based on Lorentz and chi-
ral symmetries [2]. It also requires regularizations, like
the dimensional one, suitable only in a purely perturba-
tive context.
There are derivations of the non-renormalization

avoiding pertubative expansions, like the one in [4] , but
they essentially neglect higher orders, see [5], [6]. More
rigorous derivations have been given [7] under the as-
sumption that the gauge fields are classical smooth fields.
Topological explanations hold only with classical fields
[8].

B. Anomaly cancellation and universality of

transport

The anomaly non-renormalization is relevant in a num-
ber of problems ranging from the construction of chiral

lattice gauge theory to the universality properties ob-
served in transport coefficients.
One of the main features of the Standard Model of el-

ementary particles is its renormalizability [9], [10] , that
is the fact that infinities can be canceled by a choice of
the bare parameters appearing in the action and that
the resulting perturbative expansion is order by order fi-
nite. Such basic property, absent in early theories of weak
forces like the Fermi theory, is obtained, despite the bad
power counting behaviour of massive gauge propagators,
thanks to the Higgs mechanism. The Higgs, however, is
still not sufficient to get renormalizability in the case of
a chiral gauge theory due to the presence of anomalies.
The massive boson propagator is

1

k2 +M2
(δµν +

kµkν
M2

) (3)

and the second term, which is not decaying, produces a
non-renormalizable degree of divergence in d = 4; the
fermion-boson interaction have non-vanishing scaling di-
mension. In a non chiral gauge theory with non-vanishing
gauge boson mass, Ward Identities associated to the cur-
rent conservation kµĵµ = 0 , ĵµ the current in momentum
space, ensures that the non decaying part of the propa-
gator does not contribute to physical observables. The
effective scaling dimension is the same with or without a
boson mass, in particular the dimension of the fermion-
boson interaction is 0. There is a reduction of the degree
of divergence and, for instance, the transition in QED4

from a massless or a massive photon is soft; renormaliz-
ability is preserved.
This argument cannot be applied if the gauge field is

coupled to a chiral current, as in electroweak theory, so
that the theory remains non-renormalizable, unless the
anomalies cancel out. Remarkably it was shown in [11]
that the lowest order contributions to the anomaly vanish
if the following condition is verified

∑

i

Y Li −
∑

i

Y Ri = 0
∑

i

(Y Li )3 −
∑

i

(Y Ri )3 = 0 (4)

where i = ν, e, u, d runs over a single family, the quarks
have three colors and Y Li , Y

R
i are the hypercharges of the

L and R particles. The charges, that at a classical level
can take any value, are constrained by a purely quantum
effect, a fact providing a partial explanation to charge
quantization without reference to grand unification.
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The condition (4) is found from the lowest order com-
putation of the anomaly, but higher orders could require
extra conditions to vanish, impossible to satisfy; how-
ever the non-renormalization property ensures that such
higher order contributions are vanishing, hence renormal-
izability is preserved. It should be stressed however that
this is a purely perturbative statement as the series are
expected to be divergent and even not asymptotic, at
least if one considers the electroweak sector alone, due to
triviality of the scalar sector, see eg [12] .
The anomaly non-renormalization manifests itself also

in a physical context apparently far from high energy
physics, that is the universality phenomena observed in
Condensed Matter. While macroscopic properties of ma-
terials depend in general on all the microscopic details,
there is a class of systems where some transport prop-
erties are universal, in particular they do not depend
on the interaction between conduction electrons. A well
known example is the transverse, or Hall, conductivity of
two-dimensional insulating systems exposed to magnetic

fields, which is is equal to ne2

h , where e is the electric
charge, h is the Planck constant and n is an integer. An-
other example is the optical conductivity in Graphene
which is experimentally found equal to [13]

σ =
e2

h

π

2
(5)

In certain cases, as in Hall systems, universality has a
topological origin but in the case of Gr raphene, for in-
stance, such interpretation is not possible. The univer-
sality properties in transport coefficients have been re-
lated to the non renormalization of anomalies, see e.g.
[14]. Electrons in metals are non relativistic fermions,
described by the Schroedinger and not by the Dirac
equation; nevertheless the interaction with the lattice
can produce an emerging effective description in terms
of an Euclidean QFT models, in particular when the
Fermi surface is point-like. This happens in Hall sys-
tems or Graphene, where there is an emerging descrip-
tion in terms of massive or massless QED3 [15],[16], in
Weyl semimetals described by massless QED4 [17] and in
one dimensional metals described by QED2 [18]. Due to
this fact, for instance, the universality of Hall conductiv-
ity was connected to a non-renormalization properties of
the emerging QED3 description, see e.g. [19],[20]. Note
however that such explanations are based on cancella-
tions in series expansions due to exact continuum and
relativistic symmetries, which are violated by lattice ef-
fects and produce finite contributions unless extra can-
cellations occur. They are therefore not sufficient to fully
explain universality of transport, which is observed with
very high precision.

C. Effective lattice QFT and Condensed Matter

The Standard Model, at least if one considers the elec-
troweak sector only, has presumably a non-perturbative

meaning only as an effective (Euclidean ) QFT theory,
as it contains the Higgs particle which is affected by the
triviality problem, see e.g. [21],[22]. Therefore, it must
be defined with a finite cut-off, and it is expected to be
replaced by a more fundamental theory at very high en-
ergies. To be the effective QFT applicable to nature, one
needs that:

1. the effect of the ultraviolet cut-off is negligible at
the energy scales of the experiments;

2. gauge invariance and Ward Identities are valid with
finite cut-off;

3. the fermionic masses are vanishing or very small
with respect to the coupling in the same units.

The second requirement is not fulfilled by the mo-
mentum regularization typically used in Renormalization
Group (RG) analysis, like the ones in [23]-[25], based on
tree expansion [26], and in [27]-[29], using flow equations
[30]. Ward Identities in these analysis are recovered only
when cut-offs are removed, hence they are suitable only in
a perturbative context and not in an effective non pertur-
bative one. Non-perturbative constructions of QED [31]
removing the momentum cut-off assumed that fermion
masses are much greater than charges, so violating the
third requirement.
The use of a lattice cut-off has the merit of preserving

vector Ward Identites and is the more appropriate for
the construction of an effective QFT. A non-perturbative
control cannot however be achieved for any value of
the lattice step (otherwise the continuum limit could be
taken).
There is indeed an expected relation between the size

of the cut-off and the renormalizability properties. In the
case of a lattice version of the (non renormalizable) Fermi
theory one can achieve a non-perturbative control of the
theory (see below) for Ga2 smaller than 1, if a is the
lattice step and G the Fermi constant. Hence the range
of validity of a lattice Fermi theory is much smaller that
the energy scales of modern experiments. In contrast, an
effective theory for the electroweak gauge theory could be
defined with much higher cut-offs; being renormalizable
with scaling dimension of the boson fermion interaction
equal to zero, one expects in principle a nonperturbative
control for g2 log(aM)−1 smaller than 1, if g is the gauge
coupling in adimensional units and M is an energy scale
(for instance the mass of gauge bosons); that is a cut-off
exponentially high in the inverse coupling, fulfilling the
first requirement.
However, as discussed above, the renomalizability in

electroweak theory is based on the reduction of scaling
dimension due to the anomaly cancellation and the non-
renomalization. One needs the same properties in a non
perturbative context with a finite lattice. There has been
an extensive search for a nonperturbative regulator for
lattice chiral gauge theories, directly ensuring the validity
of chiral Ward Identites under the anomaly cancellation
condition, but this is a long standing unsolved problem
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[32]-[40] (see e.g. [41]- [43] for reviews), and best results,
regarding the U(1) sector, are only valid order by order
[37] or with a formal treatment of the thermodynamic
limit [38] .

In order to get the anomaly cancellation and the reduc-
tion of degree of divergence in lattice electroweak theory,
necessary to get high cut-off, one needs to establish the
cancellations of the anomaly based on the non renormal-
ization also when symmetries are only emerging and in
presence of a finite lattice. Remarkably, this is the same
kind of problem one encounters for understanding the
universality of transport coefficients, where lattice and
interaction are surely present, like in the conductivity
of graphene [44]-[48] or in Weyl semimetals [49]-[52]. It
should be stressed that the cancellation of the anomalies
or the universality of transport need to be really exact
and not approximate, either for theoretical or experimen-
tal consistence. Such problems cannot be faced in a per-
turbative scheme, due to the lack of convergence and the
complexity of the expansion in presence of a lattice, In-
deed, even if lattice effects are often irrelevant in the RG
sense, they produce finite contributions.

Recently new methods have been introduced allowing
finally to prove the non-renormalization and universality
of anomalies with a finite lattice and excluding nonper-
turbative effects, in several situations. This approach is
based on rigorous Renormalization Group (RG), allow-
ing to express quantities in terms of series converging in
a finite region of the parameters, uniformly in the vol-
ume, and to take into full account the irrelevant terms in
the RG sense. Non renormalization follows from the sub-
tle interplay of emerging and lattice Ward Identities and
non-perturbative decay bounds for the correlations. A
review of main results and perspectives is here provided

II. NON-COMPACT MASSIVE U(1) LATTICE

GAUGE THEORY WITH WILSON FERMIONS

A. Functional Integral formulation

We start our analysis from a lattice U(1) vector mas-
sive Gauge model. In d = 4 its generating functional
is

eW (J,J5,φ) =

∫
P (dA)

∫
P (dψ)eVc(ψ)+Ve(A+J,ψ)+B(ψ,J5,φ)

(6)

where Λ = [0, L]4 ∩ aZ4, µ = 0, 1, 2, 3 ψx, ψ̄x are Grass-
mann variables with antiperiodic boundary conditions,

γ0 =

(
0 I
I 0

)
γj =

(
0 iσj

−iσj 0

)
, γ5 =

(
I 0
0 −I

)

and σLµ = (σ0, iσ), σ
R
µ = (σ0,−iσ). The fermionic in-

tegration is

P (dψ) =
1

Nψ
[
∏

x

dψ̄xdψx]e
−S (7)

with eµ unit vectors and

S =
1

2a
a4

∑

x

[ψ̄xγµψx+eµa − ψ̄x+eµaγµψx + (8)

r(ψ̄xψx+eµa + ψ̄x+eµaψx − ψ̄xψx)]

and

Vc(ψ) = νa4
∑

x

ψ̄xψx (9)

is the mass counterterm. The fermionic propagator is
therefore given by

g(x− y) =

∫
P (dψ)ψxψ̄y =

1

L4

∑

k

eik(x−y)

−i 6 s(k) +M(k)

(10)
with

6 s(k) = a−1
∑

µ

γµ sinakµ M(k) = 2ra−1
∑

µ

sin2 kµa

(11)
and k = 2π

L (n + 1/2). It is also convenient to write ψ =

(ψ−
L , ψ

−
R) and ψ̄ = (ψ+

R , ψ
+
L ) where s = L,R denotes the

chirality.
If Aµ(x) : Λ → R the bosonic integration P (dA) has

propagator

gAµ,ν(x, y) =
1

L4

∑

k

eik(x−y)

|σ|2 +M2
(δµ,ν +

ξσ̄µσν
(1− ξ)|σ|2 +M2

)

(12)
with σµ(k) = i(eikµa − 1)a−1.
The interaction Ve is, if Gµ(A + J) =

a−1(eiea(Aµ(x)+Jµ(x)) − 1)

Ve =
1

2a
a4

∑

x

[ψ̄xγµG
+
µψx+eµa − ψ̄x+eµaγµG

−
µψx +(13)

r(ψ̄xG
+
µψx+eµa + ψ̄x+eµaG

−
µψx]

Finally the source term is B = (φ, ψ) + Z5(J
5
µ, j

5
µ) with

j5µ,x = Z5
∑

s

εsψ
+
x,sσ

s
µψ

+
x,s (14)

with εL = −εR = 1 is the chiral current.
Analogously is defined a lattice massive U(1) gauge

theory in d = 2; in this case ψ = (ψ−
+ , ψ

−
−), ψ̄ = (ψ+

− , ψ
+
+),

γ0 = σ1, γ1 = σ2, γ5 = σ3

σ1 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
σ2 =

(
0 −i
i 0

)
σ3 =

(
1 0
0 −1

)
(15)

Again s = ± denotes the chirality of the fermions.
From the generating function one can obtain the cor-

relations; in particular the 2-point function S(x, y) =
∂2

∂φ+
x ∂φ

−
y

W (J, J5, φ)|0, the vertex functions

Γµ(z;x, y) =
∂3W

∂Jµ,z∂φx∂φ̄y
|0 Γ5

µ(z, x, y) =
∂3W

∂J5
µ,z∂φx∂φ̄y

|0
(16)
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and the correlations

Πµ1,µ2,...,µN
(x1, x2, .., xn) =

∂nW

∂Jµ1,x1 ...∂Jµn,xn

|0

Π5
µ1,µ2,...,µN

(x1, x2, .., xn) =
∂nW

∂J5
µ1,x1

...∂Jµn,xn

|0(17)

We denote by Ŝ(k), Γ̂µ(p, k), Γ̂
5
µ(p, k),

Π̂µ1,µ2,...,µn
(p1, .., pn−1) and Π̂5

µ1,µ2,...,µn
(p1, ..pn−1)

the corresponding Fourier transforms.
The term proportional to r in (8) is the Wilson term,

necessary to get avoid extra spurious degrees of freedom,
that is extra poles in addition to k = 0 in the fermionic
propagator. Its presence breaks the chiral invariance of
the theory [53], ψ±

x,s → e±iasψ±
x,s; as a consequence, one

has to properly choose the mass counterterm ν to get an

interacting massless theory, that is such that that Ŝ(k)
is diverging for k = 0 in the L→ ∞ limit. Similarly the
breaking of chiral Ward Identities (see next subsection)
requires that the renormalization Z5 is chosen via the
request that the charge carried by the current and the
axial current is the same, see [5], in the L→ ∞ limit

lim
k,p→0

Γ̂µ(p, k)

Γ̂5
µ(p, k)

= γ5 (18)

Finally ξ is the gauge fixing parameter and M is the
boson mass. The lattice formulation of the vector model
(6) is non-compact, as the boson field is unbounded, but
is still well defined at a non perturbative level, even if in
the L→ ∞ limit, as shown below.

B. Ward Identities

Ward Identities (WI) associated to the total current
are valid with a lattice regularization. As the functional
intergral is well defined, we can perform safely the change
of variables, with Jacobian 1, ψx → ψxe

ieαx obtaining

W (J, J5, φ) =W (J + dα, J5, eieαφ)

and by differentiating with respect to the αx and the
external fields

−i
∑

µ

σµ(p)Γ̂µ(k, p) = e(Ŝ(k)− Ŝ(k + p))

∑

µ1

σµ1(p1 + ..pn−1)Π̂µ1,µ2,...,µn
(p1, .., pn−1) = 0(19)

which express the conservation of the total current.
If r = ν = 0 also the chiral WI are valid, obtained

via the change of variables ψx → ψxe
ieγ5αx ; replacing Jµ

with Jµ + γ5J̃
5
µ in the generating function one gets

∑

µ1

σµ1(p1 + ..pn−1)Π̃
5
µ1,µ2,...,µn

= 0 (20)

where Π̃5
µ1,µ2,...,µn

is the derivative with respect to J̃5
µ.

Similarly the WI for the chiral current ensures the non-
renormalization of the electric charge associated to the
total current and Z5 = 1.

In presence of the Wilson term r 6= 0 (20) is not ver-
ified; in particular one is interested in

∑
µ1
σµ1(p)Π

5
µ1,µ2

in d = 2 and
∑

µ1
σµ1 (p1 + p2)Π̃

5
µ1,µ2,µ3

(p1, p2) in d = 4
which are the only non vanishing cases in the continuum.

C. Independence on the ξ parameter

In the case M 6= 0 gauge invariance in the A fields is
broken; nevertheless the validity of WI ensures that the
expectations of gauge invariant observables

O(ψeieα(x), A+ dαx) = O(ψ,A) (21)

are independent on the gauge-fixing parameter ξ, that is

∂ξ

∫
P (dA)

∫
P (dψ)eVc(ψ)+Ve(A+J,ψ)O(ψ,A)∫

P (dA)
∫
P (dψ)eVc(ψ)+Ve(A+J,ψ)

= 0 (22)

This follows from the fact that, setting

Γ(J) =

∫
P (dA)

∫
[
∏

x

dψxdψ̄x]e
St(A+J,ψ)O(ψ,A+ J)

(23)
with St(A + J, ψ) = S(ψ) + Vc(ψ) + Ve(A + J, ψ), and

Gµ1,µ2,...,µn
= ∂nΓ

∂Jµ1,x1 ...∂Jµn,xn
|0 one has

∑

µ1

σµ1Ĝµ1,µ2,...,µn
= 0 (24)

Therefore

∂ξΓ(J) =
1

L4

∑

p

∂ξ(ĝ
A(p))−1

µ,ν (25)

∫
P (dA)Aµ,pAν,−p

∫ ∏
dψxdψ̄xe

St(A+J,ψ)O(ψ,A + J)

from which we get

∂ξΓ(J)|0 =
1

L4

∑

p

ĝAρ′,µ(p)∂ξ(ĝ
A)−1
µ,ν ĝ

A
ν,ρ(p)Ĝρ,ρ′ =

1

L4

∑

p

∂ξĝ
A
µ,ν(p)Ĝµ,ν = 0 (26)

as ∂ξ ĝ
A
µ,ν(p) is proportional to σ̄µσν . The same is true

for any derivative with respect to J .

The ξ-independence ensures that the averages of (21)
can be computed at ξ = 0, that is in absence of the non
decaying part of the propagator.
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D. Lattice chiral anomaly in the non-interacting

case

In the non-interacting case Ve = Vc = 0 then∑
µ1
σµ1 (p)Π̂

5,0
µ1,µ2

in d = 2 and
∑
µ1
σµ1(p1+p2)Π̂

5,0
µ1,µ2,µ3

in d = 4 have the same value in the continuum or with a
finite lattice, up to subleading terms in the momentum.
We show this using a strategy which can be general-

ized to the interacting case.We write the lattice fermionic
propagator (10) as

ĝ(k) =
χ(k)

−i 6 k + r(k) (27)

where χ(k) is s smooth compact support function vanish-
ing outside a circle of radius O(a−1) excluding the poles

of Ŝ(k) except k = 0 while |r(k)| ≤ C; the first term
corresponds to the propagator in the formal continuum
limit with a momentum regularization while the second
is an irrelevant term in the RG terminology, depending
on terms which are formally vanishing in the continuum
limit.
The decomposition (27) allows to write

Π̂5,0
µ1,µ2

(p) = Π̂5,0,a
µ1,µ2

(p) + Π̂5,0,b
µ1,µ2

(p)

Π̂5,0
µ1,µ2,µ3

(p1, p2) = Π̂5,0,a
µ1,µ2,µ3

(p1, p2) + Π̂5,0,b
µ1,µ2,µ3

(p1, p2)(28)

where the first term is obtained replacing all propagators

with χ(k)
−i6k and the second term is a rest, containing at

least an r(k) term. More explicitly we have in d = 2

Π̂5,0,a
µ,ν =

∫
dk

(2π)2
Tr
χ(k)

−i 6 kγµγ5
χ(k + p)

−i 6 k − i 6 pγν (29)

and in d = 4

Π̂5,0,a
µ,ρ,σ(p1, p2) = i

∫
dk

(2π)4
(30)

Tr
χ(k)

6 k γµγ5
χ(k + p)

6 k+ 6 p γν
χ(k + p2)

6 k+ 6 p2 γσ + [(p1, ν)
(−→ p2, σ)]

We use now two crucial facts

1. Π̂5,0,a
µ,ν (p) is not continuous in p while Π̂5,0,b

µ,ν (p) is

continuous; Π̂5,0,a
µ,ρ,σ(p1, p2) is continuous in p1, p2

while Π̂5,0,b
µ,ρ,σ(p1, p2) has continuous derivatives.

2. The WI for the current implies that
∑

ν σνΠ̂
5,0
µ,ν = 0

and
∑

ρ σρΠ̂
5,0
µ,ρ,σ =

∑
σ σσΠ̂

5,0
µ,ρ,σ = 0

The computation of Π̂5,0,a
µ,ν and Π̂5,0,a

µ,ρ,σ is done using the
identity

χ(k)

6 k 6 pχ(k + p)

6 k+ 6 p = [
χ(k)

6 k −χ(k + p)

6 k+ 6 p ]+
χ(k)

6 k C(k, p)
χ(k + p)

6 k+ 6 p
(31)

with

C(k, p) = 6 k(χ−1(k)− 1)− (6 k+ 6 p)(χ−1(k+p)− 1) (32)

The momentum cut-off violates gauge invariance, and the
correction is given by the second term in the r.h.s. of (32).

Let us start considering Π̂5,0,a
µ,ν in d = 2; setting ĵ0 =

ρ̂++ ρ̂−, ĵ1 = i(ρ̂+− ρ̂−), ĵ50 = ρ̂+ − ρ̂−, ĵ51 = i(ρ̂+ + ρ̂−)
so that ρ̂± the Fourier transform of ψ+

±,xψ
−
±,x and ĵµ =

iεµ,ν ĵν (ε0,1 = −ε1,0 = 1), one has to consider terms of
the form

< ρ̂ω,pρ̂ω,p >=

∫
dk

(2π)2
χ(k)

Dω(k)

χ(k + p)

Dω(k + p)
(33)

with Dω(k) = −ik0+ωk1 and ω = ±. By using (31) and

the fact that
∫

dk
(2π)2 [

χ(k)
6k − χ(k+p)

6k+ 6p ] = 0 we get

Dω(p) < ρ̂ω,pρ̂ω,p >=

∫
dk

(2π)2
1

Dω(k)

1

Dω(k + p)

[Dω(p)χ(k)(1 − χ(k + p))−Dω(k)(χ(k) − χ(k + p))](34)

By symmetry

∫
dk

(2π)2
1

Dω(k)2
χ(k)(1 − χ(k)) = 0 (35)

and looking to the second term we write

−
∫

dk

(2π)2|k|
−ik0 − ωk

|k|2 (p0k0 + p1k1)∂χ = −D−ω(p)×(36)

∫
dk

(2π)2
k20
|k|3 ∂χ = −D−ω(p)

π

(2π)2

∫
dρ∂χ =

D−ω(p)

4π

In conclusion Dω(p) < ρ̂ω,pρ̂ω,p >= D−ω(p)
4π , up to

O(ap2), pµΠ̂
5,0,a
µ,0 = p0 < (ρ̂+ − ρ̂−)(ρ̂+ + ρ̂−) > +ip1 <

(ρ̂+ + ρ̂−)(ρ̂+ + ρ̂−) >= iD+ < ρ̂+ρ̂+ > −iD− <

ρ̂−ρ̂− >= i(D− − D+) = −2i p12π and pµΠ
5,0,a
µ,1 = p0 <

(ρ̂+ − ρ̂−)i(ρ̂+ − ρ̂−) > +p1 < (ρ̂+ + ρ̂−)i(ρ̂+ − ρ̂−) >=
−D+ < ρ̂+ρ̂+ > −D− < ρ̂−ρ̂− >= −(D− +D+) = 2i p02π
so that

pµΠ̂
5,0,a
µ,ν = −i εµ,ν

2π
pµ (37)

Moreover pνΠ̂
5,0,a
0,ν = p0 < (ρ̂+ − ρ̂−)(ρ̂+ + ρ̂−) > +ip1 <

(ρ̂+ + ρ̂−)(ρ+ − ρ−) >= iD+ < ρ̂+ρ̂+ > −iD− <

ρ̂−ρ̂− >= i(D− − D+) = −2i p12π ; pνΠ̂
5,0,a
1,ν = ip0 <

ρ̂+ + ρ̂− : ρ̂+ + ρ̂− > −p1 < ρ̂+ + ρ̂− : ρ̂+ − ρ̂− >=
−D+ < ρ̂+ρ̂+ > −D− < ρ̂−ρ̂− >= −(D− +D+) = 2i p02π
so that

pνΠ̂
5,0,a
µ,ν = −i εν,µ

2π
pν +O(ap2) (38)

Note that the current and the axial current are not con-
served if we consider only the continuum part of the prop-
agator (27) with momentum cut-off. On the other hand,
from the lattice WI we get

iσνΠ̂
5,0
µ,ν =

εν,µ
2π

pν + iσνΠ
5,0,b
µ,ν (p) +O(ap2) (39)



6

We use the continuity of Π̂5,0,b
µ,ν (p) to conclude from (39)

that iΠ̂5,0,b
µ,ν (0) = − εν,µ

2π ; therefore so that iσµΠ̂
5,0
µ,ν

= iσµΠ̂
5,0,a
µ,ν + iσµΠ̂

5,0,a
µ,ν =

1

2π
(εµ,ν−εν,µ)+O(ap2) (40)

that is iσµΠ̂
5,0
µ,ν =

εν,µ
π +O(ap2).

We can follow a similar strategy also in d = 4. By
using (31) one obtains (see 3.6 of [55])

−i(p1,µ + p2,µ)Π̂
5,0,a
µ,ν,σ =

1

6π2
p1,αp2,βεαβνσ +O(ap̄2)

−ip1,νΠ̂5,0,a
µ,ν,σ =

1

6π2
p1,αp2,βεαβµσ +O(ap̄1) (41)

with p̄ = max(|p1|, |p2|). The WI for the current

p1,νΠ̂
5
µ,ν,σ = 0, that is

1

6π2
p1,αp2,βεαβµσ+p1,νΠ̂

5,0,b
µ,ν,σ(p1, p2)+O(ap̄

2) = 0 (42)

Using the continuous differentiability of Π̂5,0,b
µ,ν,σ(p1, p2) we

can expand in series and equating the coefficients

Π̂5,0,b
µ,ν,σ(0, 0) = 0 ,

∂Π̂5,0,v
µ,ν,σ

∂p2,β
(0, 0) = − 1

6π2
ενβµσ (43)

Similarly,
∂H̃5,0,b

µ,ν,σ

∂p1,β
(0, 0) = − 1

6π2 εσβµν so that expanding

pµ = p1µ + p2µ

−ipµΠ̂5,0
µ,ν,σ =

1

6π2
(p1,αp2,βεαβνσ − p1,αp2,µεσαµν (44)

−p1,µp2,βενβµσ) +O(ap̄2) =
1

2π2
p1,αp2,βεαβνσ +O(ap̄2)

The value of the anomalies with finite lattice is therefore
the same as in the continuum case up to subdominat
terms. The same property is true for the transport coef-
ficients; for instance the optical conductivity in graphene
is the same on the lattice or in the continuum description
[54].

E. Renormalization Group analysis

Let us consider now the interacting case. In order to
study the properties of anomalies, as well as other other
physical quantities, we need to express the correlations in
terms of expansions, which will be in general not power
series. Such series are obtained by a Renormalization
group analysis and are expected to be convergent at most
only in certain regions of the parameters. A case in which
a convergent expansion can be found is under the condi-
tion that e2/M2a2 is small, see [56],[57], [58].
We start considering W (J, J5, 0), r = 1,

(6) which can be rewritten more compactly as∫
P (dA)P (dψ)eV (ψ,A+J,J5). One can integrate out

the boson field reducing to a purely fermionic theory
∫
P (dA)P (dψ)eV (ψ,A+J,J5) =

∫
P (dψ)eV̄ (ψ,J,J5) (45)

with

V̄ =
∑

l,m

a4(l+m)
∑

x,y

Hl,m(x, y)

l∏

i=1

ψεixi

m∏

j=1

Jaiyi (46)

where ε = ±, a = 0, 5 and J0 = J . The kernelsHl,m(x, y)

are given by Truncated expectations ETA(eiε1eaAµ1 ; ...).
One can use a suitable representation of truncated ex-
pectations in terms of sum over trees, see [59]

ETA(eiε1eaAµ1 ; ...; eiεneaAµn ) =
∑

T

∏

i,j∈T
Vi,j

∫
dpT (s)e

−V (s)

(47)
with T are connected tree graphs on {1, 2, . . . , n},
the product

∏
{i,j}∈T runs over the edges of the tree

graph T ,
∫
dpT (s) = 1, V (s) convex combination

of V (Y ) =
∑
i,j∈Y Vi,j , Y subsets of X , Vi,j =

E(aAµi
(xi)aAµj

(xj)).By using that V (Y ) ≥ 0, V (s) ≥ 0
and

∑
T ≤ Cnn! we get for e/(Ma) small enough

||Hl,m|| ≤ Cl+m2(4−3l/2−m)N (48)

with ||Hl,m|| = 1
L4 a

4(l+m)
∑

x,y |Hl,m(x, y)|. Note that

by using (47) one is avoiding to expand in e, what is not
suitable for a non-perturbative analysis. We are then
reduced to a purely fermionic theory. The fermions are
however massless, so that a convergent expansion can
be obtained only by a multiscale Renormalization Group
analysis.

We introduce a partition of the unity
∑N+1

h=−∞ fh(k) =
1 with fh(k), h ≤ N , a smooth compact support cut-off
function non vanishing for 2h−1 ≤ |k|T ≤ 2h+1, with |k|T
the periodic norm in [−π/a, π/a]4 and 2N = 1/(10a). We
can write the propagator as sum of propagators living at
decreasing momentum scales. If ĝh(k) = fh(k)ĝ(k)

ĝ(k) =

N+1∑

h=−∞
ĝh(k) ĝ≤h(k) =

h∑

i=−∞
ĝi(k) (49)

E
T
N+1 V N+1

+

E
T
N+1

V (N+1)

V (N+1)

+

E
T
N+1

V (N+1)

V (N+1)

V (N+1) + ...

FIG. 1. Graphical representation of V N ; the first term repre-
sents ET

N+1(V
(N+1)), the second 1

2
E
T
N+1(V

(N+1);V (N+1)) and
so on.

By using the additivity property of Grassmann Gaus-
sian integrals, see e.g. [60], we can write, calling V̄ ≡
V N+1

∫
P (dψ)eV

N+1(ψ,J,J5) =

∫
P (dψ(≤N))eV

N (ψ(≤N),J,J5))

(50)



7

with eV
N (ψ(≤N),J,J5)) =

∫
P (dψN+1)eV

N+1(ψ,J,J5). Again
V N is expressed by the sum of fermionic truncated expec-
tations V N =

∑∞
n=0

1
n|ETN+1(V

N+1, ..., V N+1), and this

expansion can be conveniently represented in Fig.1. The
effective potential V N is sum over monomlals with l ψ
fields and m J-fields. One separates in V N the part con-
taining marginal or relevant terms from the rest and the
procedure can be iterated; after the integration of the
fields ψN , ψN−1, .., ψh+1 one obtains

∫
P (dψ)eV

N+1(ψ,J,J5) =

∫
P (dψ(≤h))eV

h(
√
Zhψ

(≤N),J,J5))

(51)

where P (dψ(≤h)) has propagator ĝ
h(k)
Zh

, with Zh the wave

function renormalization and the effective potential V h

is given by V h(
√
Zhψ

(≤h), J, J5) =

a4
∑

x

(2hνhψ̄xψx + ZJhJµψ̄xγµψx + Z5
hJ

5
µψ̄xγ5γµψx)

+

∗∑

l,m

a4(l+m)
∑

x,y

Hh
l,m(x, y)

l∏

i=1

∂qiψεixi

m∏

j=1

Jyi (52)

and
∑∗

is over the terms with negative dimension D < 0
where D = 4 − 3l/2 − ∑

i qi; the first line in (52) con-
tains the marginal or relevant terms and the second the
irrelevant terms.

v0

v

v′

hv N N + 1

FIG. 2. A Gallavotti-Nicolo’ tree

The effective potential V h is expressed as sum of trun-
cated expectations of V h+1 which also are sum of trun-
cated expectations of V h+2 and so on; therefore iterating
the graphical representation in Fig. 1 one obtains that
the kernels Hh

l,m can be written in terms of Gallavotti-

Nicolo’ trees [26] (see e.g. [60]), see Fig.2.
The tree expansion allows to write the kernels in

terms of the running running coupling constants (rcc)
νj , Z

J
j , Z

5
j with h ≤ j ≤ N and in e. Such se-

ries are indeed convergent, as follows by determinant
bounds for fermions and by a convenient representation
for fermionic truncated expectations [59] (see also e.g.

[60]) ETh (ψ̃(h)(P1); ...; ψ̃
(h)(Ps)) =

∑

T

∏

l∈T
g(h)(xl, yl)

∫
dPT (t) detG

h,T (t) (53)

where ψ(P ) are monomials in the fields ψ, T is Gh,T (t) is
a (n−s+1)×(n−s+1)matrix which is bonded by Gram
inequality, n the number of fields. Again avoiding the use
of Feynman graphs eliminate factorials in the bounds in
the bounds preventing convergence.
The running coupling constants remain small at any

iteration step, provided that the counterterm ν is prop-
erly chosen, and νh → 0, Zh → Z,ZJh → ZJ , Z5

h → Z5

as h → −∞; such limits are expressed by non trivial
series expansions depending on all lattice details. The
propagator can be written as

ĝh(k) =
fh(k)

−i 6 k + r̂h(k) (54)

with r̂h(k)/ĝh(k) = O(2h−N ): the single scale propaga-
tor is equal to the continuum propagator up to correction.
We can write Hh

n,m = Hh
a,n,m + Hh

b,n,m where Hh
a,n,m

includes only contributions from ZJh , Z
5
h terms and from

the leading part of the propagator fh(k)
−i6k and Hh

b,n,m are

the other terms. The outcome of the analysis is the fol-
lowing [55]

For e2

(Ma)2 ≤ e0, where e0 is constant and for a suitable

ν

||Hh
a,l,m|| ≤ Cl+m2Dh ||Hh

b,l,m|| ≤ Cl+m2Dh2θ(h−N)

(55)
with θ > 0, D = 4 − 3l/2−m; moreover |Z − 1|, |ZJ −
1|, |Z5 − 1| ≤ Ce2

The above result ensures that the expansions can be

used to get non-perturbative information if e2

(Ma)2 is

smaller than some numerical constant e0, independent
from L ; this is the typical condition appearing in non-
renormalizable theories like the Fermi theory of weak in-
teractions in d = 4 (whose convergence is a corollary of
the above result). The explicit value of e0 can be deduced
collecting all the numerical constants in the proof of con-
vergence, but no attempt to optimize it has been given.
The series so obtained are not power series in the cou-
pling e; the propagator at each scale gh have a non trivial
dependence on the coupling e, and the wave function or
vertex renormalization have a dependence on the scale.
Convergence ensures that physical quantities can be ob-
tained by lowest order in this expansion with a bound on
the remainder. Note the improvement in the estimate for
the Hh

b,l,m terms, which follows from the fact that only
irrelevant sense in the RG sense contribute. Of course,
the above expansion is not the only possible one and oth-
ers can be proposed; in particular one could decompose
the Aµ field in scales instead of integrating it out, and
hopefully convergence up to higher cut-off is found, see
below.
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F. Emergent symmetries and non-renormalization

of the anomaly

As a consequence of the above analysis one obtains

Ŝ(k) =
1

Z 6 k (1 + r1)

Gµ(k, p) =
ZZJ

Z2
ĝ(k)γµĝ(k + p)(1 + r2)

(56)

G5
µ(k, p) =

ZZ5

Z2
ĝ(k)γµγ5ĝ(k + p)(1 + r3)

where |r1| ≤ C(a|k|)θ, |r2|, |r3| ≤ C(|k|θ + |k + p|θ), see
Fig.3. The first term comes from the Hh

a,l,m and the

second from the Hh
b,l,m; the momentum dependence is

due to the factor 2θ(h−N) in the bound. The terms ri
are small at energies far from the cut-off, that is Lorentz
symmetry emerges at low energies. The fact that the
dominant term is identical to the free correlation with
renormalized parameters comes from the fact that all the
non-irrelevant terms are quadratic in the fermions.

= +

FIG. 3. Graphical representation of the seconf of (55); the dot
represent ZJ , the first term in the r.h.s. is the renormalized
vertex with two renormalized propagators, and the second
is the contributions of higher order terms with at least an
irrelevant term

The renormalization Z,ZJ depend on all the lattice
and interaction details; however combining the Ward
identities (19) we get the following identity

ZJ

Z
= 1 (57)

implying the non-renormalization of the electric charge.
This is a peculiarity of the lattice regularization; with
momentum regularization this would be not true.
We also choose Z5 so that ZJ/Z5 = 1, as required by

the definition of the axial current. This implies that

Z5ZJZJ

Z3
= 1 (58)

Let us consider now the three point correlation for the
chiral current, which can be written

Π5
µνσ =

N∑

h=−∞
Ĥh
a,0,3 +

N∑

h=−∞
Ĥh
b,0,3 (59)

where again the first term in the l.h.s. is given by
marginal terms and the dominant part of the propaga-
tors, hence is given by sum of triangle graphs

Ĥh
a,0,3(p1, p2) = i

∗∑

h1,h2,h3

Z5
h1

Zh1

ZJh2

Zh2

ZJh3

Zh3

∫
dk

(2π)4
(60)

Tr
fh1(k)

6 k γµγ5
fh2

6 k+ 6 pγν
fh3(k + p2)

6 k+ 6 p2 γσ + [(p1, ν)
(−→ p2, σ)]

where
∑∗

h1,h2,h3
means that at least one among h1.h2, h3

is equal to h. In contrast, the second term is given a
complicate series,contaning at least an irrelevant term,

see Fig.3. Ĥh
b,0,3 is not small as funtion of momenta;

however is more regular than Ĥh
a,0,3. By (55) we see

that Π5
µνσ is continuous as is bounded by

∑N
h=−∞ 2h;

moreover each derivatives produces an extra 2−h so that∑N
h=−∞ ∂Ĥh

b,0,3 is bounded by
∑N

h=−∞ 2θ(h−N) hence

Ĥh
b,0,3 has continuous derivatives. In addition Zh →

Z,ZJh → ZJ , Z5
h → Z5 exponentially fast ; performing

the sum over h1, h2, h3 in the first term reconstruct Π5,a.0
µνσ

in (30) so that, see Fig. 3

Π̂5
µ,ν,σ(p1, p2) =

Z5ZJZJ

Z3
Π̂5,0,a
µ,ν,σ(p1, p2) + Π̂5,0,b

µ,ν,σ(p1, p2)

(61)
We can proceed now exactly as we did in the on interact-

ing case in (41)-(43): even if Π̂5,0,b
µ,ν,σ is an all order expan-

sion,it is still differentiable in the momenta so that we
can expand up to first order in the momenta. Using (58)

and the fact that the first derivatives of Π̂5,0,b
µ,ν,σ(p1, p2) are

fixed by the WI for the current σνΠ̂
5
µ,ν,σ = 0 as in (43),

and using (41) we get the following result, see [61], [63].

= +

FIG. 4. Graphical representation of (61).

If e2 ≤ ε0(Ma)2 and for a suitable ν,Z5, if |p| =
max(|p1|, |p2|), θ > 0

−ipµΠ5
µ,ρ,σ =

1

2π2
εα,β,ρ,σp

1
αp

2
β +O(aθ|p|2+θ) (62)

The anomaly is therfore non-renormalized with a finite
lattice and in presence of interaction with a massive U(1)
gauge field.
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III. UNIVERSALITY OF TRANSPORT IN

CONDENSED MATTER

A. Weyl semimetals

Weyl semimetals are condensed matter systems with
an emerging QED4 description [17] subject to an in-
tense experimental study [51]. A basic model for a Weyl
semimetal can be expressed in terms of fermions hopping
on a lattice with suitable complex weights and a current-
current interaction; the generating function is

eW (J,J5,φ) =

∫
P (dψ)eV (ψ)+A(J)+νN+(ψ,φ)+(j5µ(J),J

5)

(63)
where ψ±

x = (ψ±
x,a, ψ

±
x,b), x = (x0, ~x) with x0 the imag-

inary time x0 ∈ (0, β) (antiperiodic boundary condi-
tions) and ~x ∈ Λ a square lattice with step 1, that is
~x ∈ [0, L]3∩Z. P (dψ) = DψeS0(ψ) has propagator ĝ(k) =

(
−ik0 + t1 sin k1 − it2 sin k2 η − cos k1 − cos k2 − cos k3
η − cos k1 − cos k2 − cos k3 −ik0 − (t1 sin k1 − it2 sin k2)

)−1

(64)
with η = 2 + ζ and t1, t2 > 0; moreover V is a density-
density interaction, if 1

β

∫
dx0

∑
~x∈Λ =

∫
dx

V = λ

∫
dxdy

∑

i,j

v(~x, ~y)δ(x0 − y0)ψ
+
x,iψ

−
x,iψ

+
y,iψ

−
y,i (65)

with v(~x, ~y) a short range interaction. A(J) is the source
term for the current, obtained from the fermionic ac-

tion S0(ψ) replacing ψ+
x ψx+ei with ψ+

x (e
Ji
x − 1)ψx+ei

and replacing ∂0 with A0. This choice ensures the va-
lidity of Ward Identities for the current. Finally N =∫
dx(ψ+

x,1ψ
−
x,1 − ψ+

x,2ψ
−
x,2) and ν is a counterterm neces-

sary to fix the chemical potential.
For −1 < ζ < 1 the denominator of ĝ(k) is vanishing in

correspondence only of two points (Weyl nodes, or Fermi
points) k = p±F , with p

±
F = (0, 0,± arccosζ). The relative

distance between the two nodes vanishes like
√
1− |ζ| as

|ζ| → 1−. In the vicinity of the Weyl nodes, k ≃ pωF , the

propagator can be approximated by, if vF =
√
1− ζ2

(−ik0v01σ1k1+v02σ2k2+ωvFσ3(k3−pωF,3)+O(|k−pωF |2)−1 ,
(66)

with v01 = t1, v
0
2 = t2. One has, depending if ω = ±, a

propagator approximately given by the propagator of L
or R massless Dirac fermions with an anisotropic velocity
and up to subleading corrections. Finally one introduces
a lattice current for the quasi-particle flow between the
Weyl nodes

ĵ5µ,p =
Z5
µ

L3

∑

k

ψ̂+
k+pw

5
µ(k, p)ψ̂

−
k (67)

with w5
µ(k, p) a suitable kernel ensuring that Ĵ5

µ,p reduces
to the chiral relativistic current at small momenta and

renormalization Zµ
5 so that the charge is the same as

the one carried by the current. Note in particular ĵ50,p
represents the difference of densities of electrons around
the Weyl points. Finally j5µ(J) is defined so that j5µ(0)
is equal to (67) and invariance under the transformation
ψ± → ψ±e±ieαx , Jµ → Jµ + dµα is valid.
Π5
µνρ is the derivative with respect to J5

µ, Jν , Jρ and
represents the quadratic response of the expectation of
the chiral 4-current j5µ with respect to the external fields.
In the non-interacting case one can proceed as in §2.4 ob-
taining that the time variation of the difference of den-
sities between Weyl nodes is 1

2π2

∫
dxE(t) · B(t) up to

an error term, collecting contributions involving a higher
number of derivatives on the vector potential, which is
subdominant for a vector potential slowly varying in
space. The quasi-particle flow is therefore proportional
to E(t) · B(t), with coefficient given by the value of the
chiral anomaly. It is important to predict if this value is
or not renormalized by interactions, in view of possible
comparison with experiments.
A multiscale analysis can be performed [55], [62]. The

fermionic propagator is written as ĝ(k) = ĝ≥h̄(k) +

ĝ≤h̄(k), where the scale h̄ is fixed by the condition that
vF (k3−p±F ) = O(|k3−p±F |2) in the support of fh̄ . In the
first region k3 has a quadratic scaling and in the second
the support decouples and ĝ≤h̄(k) is disconnected in two
regions around the 2 Fermi points with linear scaling:
therefore we can write ψ≤h̄ =

∑
ω=±1 ψ

≤h̄
ω and the RG

analysis is in terms of Dirac fermions with anisotropic ve-
locities. The value of the Weyl ponts is also modified in
presence of an interaction and one has to fix the chemi-
cal potential properly choosing the counterterm ν so that
their value is the same in the free and interacting case.
Even if the emerging theory is still described by mass-

less Dirac fermions, the deviation from a relativistic the-
ory is surely much more drastic as the one in the previous
section. First the velocity is anisotropic, and one veloc-
ity is much smaller than the others; moreover the two
Dirac cones are connected in the dispersion relation and
the interaction only involve the densities. The result of
the analysis is nevertheless that the chiral current corre-
lation can be written in a form similar as before, for λ
small uniformly in the Fermi velocity

Π̂5
µ,ν,σ(p1, p2) =

Z5
µZνZσ

Z3v1v2v3
Π5,a,0
µ,ν,σ(p1, p2) + H̃5

µ,ν,σ(p1, p2),

(68)
where the first term is given by the triangle graph with
momentum cut-off and velocities equal to 1 but computed
at p1 = (p1,0, v1p1,1, v2p1,2, v3p1,3),
p2 = (p2,0, v1p2,1, v2p2,2, v3p2,3); the second term is a

series of terms, which is again differentiable in the exter-
nal momenta. Note that v1, v2, v3 are non trivial func-
tions of the interaction λ. Ward Identities hold so that

Zµ = vµZ , (69)

with v0 := 1, and we impose Z5
µ = Zµ by a suitable choice

of Z5
µ. We use the WI to compute the first derivative of
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the correction term, so that [55], [62] the following result
is obtained.

For |λ| ≤ λ0, with λ0 a constant indendent on vF , for a

suitable ν.Z5 we get

pµΠ
5
µ,ρ,σ = − 1

2π2
εα,β,ρ,σp

1
αp

2
β +O(|p|2+θ) (70)

Despite the strong deviation from a relativistic theory
due to lattice and non-relativistic terms. the quadratic
response of the quasi-particle flow between the Weyl
nodes , simulating the chiral anomaly, is still perfectly
non-renormalized with short range interactions. This
is in contrast with other quadratic responses in Weyl
semimetals which show indeed interaction dependent cor-
rections [52]. Experiments in Weyl semimetals are still
not sufficiently precise to verify the non-renormalization.

B. Graphene

In Graphene the conduction electrons are described
by fermions hopping in a honeycomb lattice. If Λ is
a periodic triangular lattice with basis ~a1 = 1

2 (3,
√
3),

~a2 = 1
2 (3,−

√
3), the propagator is given by

ĝ(k) =

(
ik0 −v∗(~k)

−v(~k) ik0

)−1

(71)

where k = (k0, ~k) and k0 = 2π
β (n0 +

1
2 ) and ~k = n1

L
~b1 +

n2

L
~b2, where ~b1 = 2π

3 (1,
√
3), ~b2 = 2π

3 (1,−
√
3). Finally

v(~k) = t
∑3

i=1 e
i~k(~δi−~δ1) = t(1 + 2e−i3/2k1 cos

√
3
2 k2),t the

hopping parameter. If we take β, L → ∞, the limiting

propagator ĝ(k) becomes singular at k0 = 0 and ~k = ~p±F ,
where ~p ±

F = (2π3 ,± 2π
3
√
3
).

The asymptotic behavior of v(~k) close to the Fermi

points is given by v(~p±F + ~k′) ≃ 3/2t(ik′1 ± k′2). In par-
ticular, if ω = ±, the Fourier transform of the 2-point
Schwinger function close to the Fermi point ~pωF can be

rewritten in the form: ĝ(k0, ~p
ω
F + ~k′) =

(
−ik0 −v0F (−ik′1 + ωk′2) + rω

−v0F (ik′1 + ωk′2) + r∗ω −ik0

)−1

,

(72)

where v
(0)
F = 3/2t is the free Fermi velocity. Moreover,

|rω(~k′)| ≤ C
∣∣~k′|2, for small values of ~k′ and for some

positive constant C. Combining the two point function
around the two Fermi points we get the propagatot of
Dirac particles in d = 2 + 1 up to subdominant correc-
tions.
If Πi,j is the current-currenti correlation with compo-

nent i, j, with i and j equal to 1 or 2, the optical con-
ductivity is given by, in the U = 0 non interacting case,
in the L, β → ∞ limit

σi = lim
p0→0

lim
p→0

1

p0
Πi,i(p) =

e2

h

π

2
(73)

Note that Πi,i(p) is an even function Πi,i(p) = Πi,i(−p)
and Πi,i(0) = 0 ; hence σi is the derivative in p = 0
and the fact that is non vanishing is due to the fact that
Πi,i(p) is not differentiable. The derivation of (73) with
a finite lattice can be done by direct computation [54] or
proceeding as in §2.4 writing decomposing Πi,i(p) in a
non differentiable and differentiable part and using WI.
The same value is found in Dirac approximation, see [68].
The optical conductivity σi is independent from the

microscopic parameters in the non-interacting case, in
particular from the hopping parameters t. Experiments
show a value very close, up to experimental errors, to
e2

h
π
2 [13] ; this requires an explanation as interactions

are rather strong and their presence is known to modify
other quantities,like the Fermi velocity; which has been
measured and show a strong increase due to interactions
[67].
Graphene with short range interactions is described

by the Hubbard model on the honeycomb lattice. The
generating function of the correlation is

∫
P (dψ)eV (ψ)+B(J,ψ) (74)

wit, if ρx is the density

V =

∫
dxdyv(~x, ~y)δ(x0 − y0)ρxρy (75)

and B(J, ψ) =
∫
dx0

∑
xA0J0 + B1 with B1 the source

term for the current. Again exact WI holds and, af-
ter performing a similar RG analysis the interacting two
point functions is given by, ω = ±

1

Z

(
−ik0 −vF (−ik′1 + ωk′2)

−vF (ik′1 + ωk′2) −ik0

)−1 (
1+R(k′)

)
,

(76)

with k′ = (k0, ~k
′), and with Z and vF two real constants

such that

Z = 1 + aU2 +O(U3) , vF =
3

2
t+ bU +O(U3)

(77)
and |R(k′)| ≤ C|k′|θ. The effect of the interaction is
to renormalize the Fermi velocity; such renormalization
would be absent in a relativistic model. Moreover due
to symmetries the velocity is shifted in an isotropic way.
The scaling dimension is D = 3 − l − m hence as in
the previous case the quartic terms in the fermions are
irrelevant.
It is found that Πi,i(p) in the L, β → ∞ limit is con-

tinuous and non differentiable; by using the WI, i 6= 0

lim
p→0

lim
p0→0

Πii = 0 (78)

and by continuity

σi = lim
p0→0

lim
p→0

1

p0
(Πi,i(p)−Πi,i(0)) (79)
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As an outcome of the RG analysis we can decompose

Π̂i,i(p), as

Π̂lm(p) =
ZlZm
Z2

〈ĵp,l; ĵ−p,m〉0,vF + R̂lm(p)

where 〈·〉0,vF is the average associated to a non-
interacting system with Fermi velocity vF and is not
differentiable, while Rlm(p), expressed by an all order
expansion, is differentiable at p = 0. By the lattice WI
again we get relations between the bare parameters

Z0 = Z , Z1 = Z2 = vFZ . (80)

so that

Π̂lm(p) = v2F 〈̂p,l; ̂−p,m〉0,vF + R̂lm(p)

Note that Π̂lm(p) is even and

σi = − 2

3
√
3

lim
p0→0+

1

p0

[(
R̂ii(p0,~0)− R̂ii(0,~0)

)
(81)

+
(
v2F 〈ĵ(p0,~0),l; ĵ(−p0,~0),m〉

0,vF
− v2F 〈ĵ0,l; ĵ0,m〉0,vF

)]
.

Note that R̂ii is an even function and has continuous
derivatives; therefore the derivative vanishes at p = 0. In
contrast the first term is identical to the non interacting
one but with a different Fermi velocity; but as the free
conductivity is independent from vF , the final result is
indeed universal and the following result is proved, see
[58],[59]

For |U | ≤ U0, if U0 is a suitable constant

σlm =
e2

h

π

2
δlm .

while the Fermi velocity vF = 3/2t+ bU +O(U2).

The above result is in agreement with the observed
universality of the optical conductivity in Graphene and
with the increase of the velocity (for nearest neighbor in-
teraction b = 0.3707....). It is essential to keep all the
irrelevant terms due to the lattice to preserve universal-
ity.
Another manifestation of universality in planar con-

densed matter systems is in the Hall effect, appearing in
systems with an emerging description in terms of mas-
sive Dirac fermions. A combination of RG and Ward
Identities analogue to the one described above leads to
the proof that universality (quantization) persist even in
presence of short-ranged many body interaction [72],[73].

C. Massless bosons and higher cut-offs

The above results have been obtained with massive
gauge fields or short range interactions and up to cut-
offs of the order of the inverse coupling. It is of course

important to extend to the massless case and with larger
cut-offs.
The model (6) with M = 0 can be studied by a RG

analysis decomposing both the bosonic and fermionic
fields. The independence from ξ still holds from the valid-
ity of Ward Identities. In d = 3 this analysis was done in
[72] and it can be extended to the model (6) withM = 0.
It leads to an expansion in terms of a finite set of running
coupling constants, whose coefficients are finite and ver-
ify n! bounds at order n. The consistency of the method
relies on the fact that the running coupling constants are
small for any h. In d = 4 in addition to Zh, Z

A
h , eh, νh,

corresponding to the fermionic and bosonic wave function
renormalization, the effective charge and the fermionic
mass renormalization, one obtains also non-gauge invari-
ant running coupling constants: a boson mass 22hmh,
κh corresponding to quartic boson terms and Rh corre-
sponding to non transversal quadratic boson terms. The
presence of non gauge invariant couplings is related to
the breaking of gauge invariance in the intermediate RG
steps due to the momentum decomposition.
There is a basic difference in the analysis in the lattice

model (6) with M = 0 and in continuum QED model
with a momentum cut-off, as the one in [23] - [25] or
[27],[28]. In the case with momentum cut-off the WI are
violated at finite cutoff, and the flow ofmh, κh, Rh is con-
trolled introducing counterterms in the bare action. This
makes the momentum regularization probably non suit-
able for a nonperturbative approach as Ward Identities
are recovered only removing the ultraviolet cut-off. With
a lattice cutoff, instead, the Ward Identities are true with
a finite lattice step. Moreover, they can be used to con-
trol the flow of the non gauge invariant running coupling.
The idea, see §5 and [73] -[75] is to get information on

the rcc introducing a reference model. In the case of (6)
with M = 0, the reference model is (6) itself but with
boson propagator

gAµ,ν(x, y) =
1

L4

∑

k

χh(k)
eik(x−y)

|σ|2 +M2
(δµ,ν −

σ̄µσν
|σ|2 ) (82)

with χh(k) vanishing for |k| ≤ 2h. The model (6) and the
reference model can be analyzed by a similar RG analysis
for scales k ≥ h, and the rcc are the same. On the
other hand in the integration of the scales smaller than
h in the reference model one notes that the boson fields
disappear and the running coupling constamts essentially
stop flowing. In addition, WI are true for the reference
model, even in presence of a momentum cut-off for the
boson fields. The correlations of the reference model are
proportional to the rcc at scale h, hence the WI imply
replations between the rcc at scale h. One gets for the
reference model

Πµµ(p) = 22h(mh +Rµ) (83)

with Rµ = O(ε2h) if εh is the maximum of the rcc with
scales greater than h. From the WI

∑
µ σµΠµµ(p) = 0

one gets thatmh = O(ε2h); that is the photon mass 22hmh
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stays bounded and vanishes as h → −∞ without the
introduction of any counterterm. A similar argument can
be repeated for the other non-gauge invariant couplings
κh, Rh, while the flow of νh is controlled by a suitable
choice of the counterterm. Finally using the the vertex

WI of the reference model we get
√
ZAh eh = e(1+O(ε2h)).

Therefore the WI have the effect that the flow of eh is
driven by ZAh and by its flow equation one obtains, h =
N,N − 1, ,

e2h =
e2

1− log 2 e2

6π2 (1 +O(e2))h
(84)

Therefore one expects that a control of the running cou-
pling constants if Ne2 is smaller than some constant is
obtained, that is up to exponentially high cut-off. This
analysis is perturbative in the renormalized expansion; a
non perturbative result requires a further decomposition
of the boson fieds Aµ in small and large regions, see e.g.
[76], but in any case the control of the flow of the rcc is
an essential prerequisite.
When the boson is massive M 6= 0, the second term of

the boson propagator is not decaying. However using the
ξ-independence one can choose ξ = 0 so that the boson

propagator is
δµν

k2+M2 . One can distinguish two regions in

the multiscale integration, separated by a scale 2h̄ =M :
for scales greater than h̄ the theory has a renormalizable
behavior and one can repeat the same analysis sketched
above for the M = 0 case, while in the second region
the boson can be integrated out and the theory reduces
to a fermionic theory quartic in the fermions described
in §2, that is has a non-renormalizable behavior. One
therefore expects that an exponentially high cut-off can
be reached in the massive case M 6= 0. The argument at
the basis of the anomaly non-renormalization seen above
in §2.6 cannot however be applied with such exponen-
tially high cut-off; the decomposition (61) of the current
correlation in the non interacting part (with renormalized
parameters) and a differentiable contribution is not any-
more true, and similarly the decomposition (56) of the
2-point function in the free part (with renormalized pa-
rameters) and a subleading correction. The above decom-
position are indeed peculiar to a nonrenormalizable the-
ory. There are however examples in which the anomaly
non-renormalization holds also in renormalizable cases,
as in d = 2 model, as discussed below.
There are similarly open problems on the role of long

range interactions on universality properties in condensed
matter. For instance, in the case of Graphene the results
in §3.3 ensures the universality in the optical conductivity
in the case of short range interactions, but in several situ-
ations Graphene can be described with long range forces.
In this case the analysis in [72] , extending a previous
study in the continuum in [77], shows that the rcc corre-
sponding to the fermion-boson interaction is essentially
not flowing eh ∼ e in contrast with (84). A lowest order
computation of the conductivity is in [78], where univer-
sality is still recovered, while in [79] a 1/N expansion is

performed finding corrections which are nevertheless still
universal; a non-perturbative conclusions has not been
still reached. Similarly it would be interesting to con-
sider long range interactions in Weyl semimetals or Hall
insulators.

IV. ANOMALY CANCELLATION IN A CHIRAL

THEORY

A. A chiral lattice U(1) Gauge theory

One of the main application of the non-renormalization
of the anomalies is in the anomaly cancellation in a chiral
gauge theory, like the Standard Model. We consider a
lattice chiral gauge theory, given by 2N massless fermions
in four dimensions, labeled by an index i = 1, ..., 2N ; we
also define the indices i1 = 1, ..., N and i2 = N+1, ..., 2N .
As before the correlations are obtained as derivatives of
the generating function

eW (J,J5,φ) =

∫
P (dA)

∫
P (dψ)eV (ψ,A,J)+Vc(ψ)+B(J5,ψ)+(ψ,φ)

(85)
where the bosonic integration has propagator (12) and
the fermionic propagator has propagator (10). If V =
V1 + V2 we call O+

µ,i,s,x = 1
2ψ

+
i,s,xσ

s
µψ

−
i,s,x+eµa

and

O−
µ,i,s,x = − 1

2ψ
+
i,s,x+eµa

σsµψ
−
i,s,x, s = L,R, and we define

V1(A,ψ, J) = a4
∑

i,s,x

[O+
µ,i,s,xG

+
µ,i,s,x +O−

µ,i,s,xG
−
µ,i,s]

(86)
with G±

µ,i,s(x) = a−1(e∓iaYi(λbi,sAµ,x+Jµ,x) − 1) and
bi1,L = bi2,R = 1, bi1,R = bi2,L = 0. If Jµ = 0 V1
represents the interaction; note that only the L chiral-
ity of the i1 fermions and the R chirality of the i2 fields
interact with the boson field Aµ. Moreover

V2(A,ψ, J) =
r

2
a4

∑

i,x

[ψ+
i,L,xH

+
µ,i,xψ

−
i,R,x+eµa

+

ψ+
i,L,x+eµa

H−
µ,i,xψ

−
i,R,x +

ψ+
i,R,xH

+
µ,i,xψ

−
i,L,x+eµa

+ ψ+
i,R,x+eµa

H−
µ,i,xψ

−
i,L,x](87)

with H±
µ,i,x = a−1(e∓iaYiJµ,x −1). The mass counterterm

is Vc =
∑

i a
−1νia

4
∑

x(ψ
+
i,L,xψ

−
i,R,x + ψ+

i,R,xψ
−
i,L,x) and

B = a4
∑

µ,x

J5
µ,xj

5
µ,x j5µ,x =

∑

i,s

ε̃iεsYjZ
5
i,sψ

+
x,i,sσ

s
µψ

+
x,i,s

(88)
with ε̃i1 = −ε̃i2 = 1 and εL = −εR = 1.
The fermionic 2-point function is Si,s,s′(x, y) is the

derivative with respect to φ+i,s,x, φ
−
i,s′,y of W , the ver-

tex function Γµ,i,s(z, x, y) is the derivative respect to
Jµ,z, φ

+
i,s,yφ

−
i,s,y and the chiral vertex Γ5

µ,i,s(z, x, y) is the

derivative respect to J5
µ,z, φ

+
i,s,yφ

−
i,s,y . The three current

vector V V V and axial AV V correlations are

ΠV V Vµ,ν,ρ (z, y, x) =
∂3WΛ

∂Jµ,z∂Jν,y∂Jρ,x
|0 (89)
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and ΠAV Vµ,ν,ρ (z, y, x) =
∂3W

∂J5
µ,z∂Jν,y∂Jρ,x

|0. Again by perform-

ing the change of variables ψ±
i,s,x → ψ±

i,s,xe
±iYiαx we get

W (J, J5, φ) =W (J + dµα, J
5, eiY αφ) (90)

where J + dµα is a shorthand for Jµ,x + dµαx and eiY αφ
is a shorthand for e±iYiαxφ±i,s,x; by differentiating we get
the WI

∑

µ1

σµ1 (p1 + ..pn−1)Π̂
V V V
µ1,..,µn

(p1, ., pn−1) = 0

∑

µ

σµ(p)Γ̂
Λ
µ,i,s(k, p) = Yi(Ŝi,s,s(k)− Ŝi,s,s(k + p)) (91)

∑

ν

σν(p1)Π̂
AV V
µ,ν,ρ (p1, p2) =

∑

ρ

σρ(p2)Π̂
AV V
µ,ν,ρ (p1, p2) = 0

The mass counterterms νi has to be chosen so that the
2-point correlations are singular at k = 0, that is the
fermionic dressed mass is vanishing and the renormaliza-
tions Z5

i,s is chosen to ensure that

lim
k,p→0

Γ̂5
µ,i,s(p, k)

Γ̂5
µ,i,s(p, k)

= εs (92)

ensuring that the vector and axial part of the current of
each particle carry the same charge. The total current
coupled to Aµ is

jTµ =
∑

i1

Yi1ψ
+
i1,L,x

σLµψ
−
i1,L,x

+
∑

i2

Yi2ψ
+
i2,R,x

σRµ ψ
−
i2,R,x

(93)
and the axial and vector part of the current is

jT,Vµ =
1

2

∑

i

Yijµ,i,x jT,Aµ =
1

2

∑

i

Yiε̃ij
5
µ,i,x (94)

with ε̃i1 = −ε̃i2 = 1, jµ,i,x = ψ̄i,xγµψi,x, j
5
µ,i,x =

ψ̄i,xγ5γµψi,x and ψi,x = (ψ−
i,L,x, ψ

−
i,R,x), ψ̄i,x =

(ψ+
i,R,x, ψ

+
i,L,x). Note the chiral nature of the theory, as

in the current the fermion with different chirality have
different charges.
In the formal continuum limit the action reduces to∫
dx{Fµ,νFµ,ν+
∑

i1

[ψ+
i1,L,x

σLµ (∂µ + λYi1Aµ)ψ
−
i1,L,x

+ ψ+
i1,R,x

σRµ ∂µψ
−
i1,R,x

](95)

∑

i2

[ψ+
i2,R,x

σRµ (∂µ + λYi2Aµ)ψ
−
i2,R,x

+ ψ+
i2,L,x

σLµ∂µψ
−
i2,L,x

]}

Note that the R fermions of kind i1 and the L fermions
of kind i2 decouple and are fictitious, non interacting de-
grees of freedom, which are convenient to introduce in
view of the lattice regularization [32]. If N1 = N2 = 4
(85) is a lattice regularization of the U(1) sector of the
Standard Model with no Higgs and massless fermions;
in this case i1 = (ν1, e1, u1, d1) are the left handed com-
ponents and i2 = (ν2, e2, u2, d2) the right handed of the
leptons and quarks.

B. Anomaly cancellation

In the non-interacting case the anomaly is the sum of
the anomalies of the particles weighted by ε̃iYi,s, that is
up to O(aθ |p|2+θ) terms

−ipµΠAV V,0µ,ρ,σ =
1

2π2
εα,β,ρ,σp

1
αp

2
β [
∑

i1

Y 3
i1 −

∑

i2

Y 3
i2 ] (96)

which, under the anomaly cancellation condition
[
∑
i1
Y 3
i1

− ∑
i2
Y 3
i2
] = 0 is vanishing (p to subleading

terms. In the case of the U(1) sector of the Standard-
Model, this condition is verified. Indeed the physical
values Yν1 = Ye1 = −1, Yu1 = Yd1 = 1/3, Yν2 = 0,
Ye2 = −2, Yu2 = 4/3, Yd2 = −2/3 corresponding to the
electric charges e(0,−1, 2/3,−1/3)) verify the condition.
The issue is if the anomaly cancels under the same

condition in presence of interaction. Higher order correc-
tions could require other conditions to vanish, impossible
to verify. The interacting theory can be analyzed via a
multiscale analysis similar to the one for the vector model
in §2. One first integrate the Aµ field and then perform
a multiscale analysis for the Grassmann variables: after
integrating ψN , ..., ψh+1 one gets

eW (J,J5) =

∫
PZh

(dψ(≤h))eV
(h)(

√
Zhψ

(≤h),J,J5) (97)

with PZh
(dψ(≤h)) with propagator ĝ

(≤h)
i (k) =

χh(k)(
∑

µ

γ0γ̃
h
µa

−1i sin(kµa) + a−1γ̂h0
∑

µ

(1− cos kµa))
−1

(98)
with

γ̃h0 =

(
0 Zh,L,iI

Zh,R,iI 0

)
γ̃hj =

(
0 iZh,L,iσj

−iZh,R,iσj 0

)

(99)
and V (h)(

√
Zhψ, J, J

5) = RV h+

a4
∑

x

∑

i,s

[νh,s2
h
√
Zh,L,iZh,R,i(ψ

+
i,L,xψ

−
i,R,x + ψ+

i,R,xψ
−
i,L,x) +

+ZJi,s,hJµ,xψ
+
i,s,xσ

s
µψ

−
i′,s,x + εsε̃iZ

5
i,s,hJ

5
µ,xψ

+
i,s,xσ

s
µψ

−
i,s,x] (100)

and RV h is sum of monomials of l fields with 4−3/2l−q−
m < 0. The interaction produces a different wave func-
tion renormalizations depending on the type of particles
and on the chirality; again in the limit h → ∞ one gets
for a proper νi that νi,h → 0, Zi,s,h → Zi,s, Z

J
i,s,h → ZJi,s,

Z5
i,s,h → Z5

i,s with Zi,s, Z
J
i,s, Z

5
i,s depending on i, s and all

the lattice details. In particular the wave function and
the vertex renormalizations depend on the type of the
particle and from its chiraity.

The current correlations can be written as

Π̂AV Vµ,ρ,σ(p1, p2) = Π̂AV V,aµ,ρ,σ (p1, p2) + Π̂AV V,bµ,ρ,σ (p1, p2) (101)
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where Π̂AV V,bµ,ρ,σ (p1, p2) with continuous derivatives and

Π̂AV V,aµ,ρ,σ containing only the dominant part of the propa-
gator and marginal terms

∑

ji,s

∑

h1
h2,h3

ε̃jεsY
3
j

Z5
h1,j,s

ZH1,j,s

ZJh2,j,s

Zh2,j,s

ZJh3,j,s

Zh3,j,s
(102)

∫
dk

(2π)4
Tr
fh1(k)

iσsµkµ
iσsµ

fh2

iσsµ(kµ + pµ)
iσsν

fh3

iσsµ(kµ + p2µ)
(iσsρ)

Note the presence of the factors
Z5

h1,j,s

Zh1,j,s
and

ZJ
h,j,s

Zh,j,s
de-

pending on the particle amd chiral index. The two-

point and vertex correlations are given by Ŝi,s,s(k) =
1

Zi,s−iσs
µkµ

(1 + r1(k)), Γµ,i,s(k, p) =

ZZJi,s
Z2
i,s

1

−iσsµkµ
iσsµ

1

−iσsµ(kµ + pµ)
[1 + r2(p, k)] (103)

with r1 = O((a|k|)θ) and r2 = O(aθ(|k|θ + |k + p||θ) we
get

ZJi,s
Zi,s

= 1 (104)

By choosing Z5
i,s imposing ZJi,s/Z

5
i,s = 1 and using that

the limit is reached exponentially fast we get

Π̂AV Vµ,ρ,σ(p1, p2) = (
∑

i

ε̃iY
3
i )Π̂

5,0,a
µ,ρ,σ(p1, p2)+R̂

AV V,b
µ,ρ,σ (p1, p2)

(105)

with R̂AV V,bµ,ρ,σ (p1, p2) with continuous derivatives. Pro-
ceeding as in §2.6 using the WI (91) one proves therefore
the following, see [56],[80], [81].

For |λ| ≤ λ0(Ma), it is possible to find νi, Z5
i,s continu-

ous functions in λ such that the AVV correlation verifies

∑

µ

σµ(p1 + p2)Π̂
5
µ,ρ,σ(p1, p2) =

∑

µ,ν

εα,β,ρ,σ

1

2π2
p1αp

2
β [
∑

i1

Y 3
i1 −

∑

i2

Y 3
i2 ] + rρ,σ(p1, p2) (106)

with |r(p1, p2)| ≤ Caθ p̄2+θ, p̄ = max(|p1|, |p2|).

The vanishing of the anomaly holds therefore up to cut-
off of the order of the inverse coupling under the same
condition as in the continuum, up to subleading correc-
tions.
In order to increase the size of the cut-off one would

like to proceed as in §3.3, and for massive bosons one
needs the ξ invariance to ensure that the non decaying
part of the gauge propagator is not contributing, so that
there is a reduction of the degree of divergence. However
such invariance is based on the WI for the current asso-
ciated to the gauge field. This requires two sets of WI for
the total and chiral current, but the second are violated
by anomalies for generic values of the hypecharges. The

above result shows that, at least for cut-off of the order
of the inverse coupling the WI for the chiral current is
preserved, at least for the AV V correlation which is the
dominant one in the continuum limit. This is a prereq-
uisite condition for the construction of the U(1) sector
of the Standard Models up to exponentially high cut-off,
as an extension of this result should possibly ensure that
the contribution of the non decaying part of the boson is
vanishing or at least small at higher energy scales.

V. MASSIVE U(1) GAUGE THEORY IN d = 2

A. The lattice Sommerfield model

Let us consider now what happens in the d = 2 vec-
tor model (6), see [82]. In this case the dimension is
D = 2 − l/2 −m corresponding to a renormalizable de-
gree of divergence; however, if the contribution of the
non decaying part of the boson propagator vanishes one
passes from a renormalizable to a superrenormalizable
degree of divergence (as in d = 4 there is a reduction
from a non-renormalizable to a renormalizable behavior).
In d = 2, however, the theory can be constructed for val-
ues of the cut-off arbitrarily large. The reduction of the
degree of divergence appears in the fact that the bare
parameters can be chosen independent on the cut-off; in
absence of such reduction the theory is essentially equiv-
alent to the Thirring model and the bare wave function
renormalization would vanish with the cut-off. Note that
such a reduction does not appear in the exact solution of
the continuum version of this model [83] as a momentum
regularization is used violating WIs.
Using a lattice cut-off as in (6) the ξ independence al-

lows to choose ξ = 0. After the integration of the Aµ
field, one obtain a purely fermionic theory with a short
range interaction with range O(1/M). One has to dis-

tinguish two regimes distinguished by a scale 2h̄ = M .
In the integration of the scales higher than h̄ there is an
improvement in the bounds due to the non locality of the
interaction, similar to the one happening in the non-local
Thirring model [73]-[75], [84].

Hh
2,0 =

Hh
0,1

Hh
2,0

Hh
2,0

Hh
2,1

+ +

FIG. 5. Decomposition of Hh
2,0

The kernels with 2 or 4 fermionic fields are dimension-
ally marginal or relevant; however a suitable decomposi-
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tion of the kernelsHh
l,m, see Fig.5, allows to improve their

scaling dimension using the non locality of the interac-
tion, see [82]. This implies the irrelevance of all effective
interactions in the RG sense and establishes the reduc-
tion of the degree of freedom; the ultraviolet cut-off can
be removed with finite bare couplings.

In the integration of the scales smaller than h̄ the
non irrelevant part of the potential has the form
λ
∫
dxdyv(x − y)jµjµ; in contrast with the d = 4 case

the quartic coupling constant is marginal. However the
theory can be still controlled thanks to the vanishing of
the beta function, proved in [73].

The fact that in the second regime there are quartiic
marginal interactions causes a striking difference in the
chiral correlations with respect to the d = 4 case. The
chiral current correlation can be written as

Π̂5
µν = Π̂5,a

µν + R̂µν (107)

where Π̂5,a
µν contains no irrelevant terms and contains only

the dominant part of the propagator (the first term in

(27)) and R̂µν is the rest. As in the non-interacting case

Π̂5,a
µν is non continuous in p while R̂µν is continous. There

is however a crucial difference with respect to the d = 4
case; in that case the only marginal terms were bilinear in

the ψ and Π̂5,a
µν was only given by sum of triangle graphs.

In d = 2., in contrast, the marginal terms are quartic

interactions and Π̂5,a
µν is expressed by an infinite series of

terms.

One cannot therefore compute explicitly Π̂5,a
µν but has

to follow a different strategy. One introduces a reference
model

eWT (J+,J−,φ) =

∫
P (dψ(≤N)) (108)

eλ̃Z̃
2λ̃

∫
dxdyv(x−y)ρ+,xρ−,y+

∑
ω [Z̃+

∫
dxJ+

ω,xρω,x+Z̃
−

∫
dxJ−

x ωρω,x]

with ω = ±, x ∈ R2 is a continuum variable, P (dψ)
is the Grassmann integration with propagator 1

Z̃

χN

−i6k ,

χN (k) smooth cut-off function non vanishing in |k| ≤ 2N ,
v(x − y) a short range symmetric potential, v̂(0) = 1,
ρω = ψ+

ω ψ
−
ω . The model can be considered as the scaling

limit of the model (6) in d = 2 with a momentum cut-off.
A similar RG analysis can be done also for this model
[73]-[75], showing that there exists a suitable choice of

its parameters, actually Z̃±, Z̃, λ̃, such that the corre-
sponding running coupling constants tend as h → −∞
to the same limiting value than in the lattice model (6).
This implies that the 2-point and the vertex functions
of the two models coincide up to subdominant terms in
the momenta, and the current correlations coincide up
to terms continuos in p. The reference model is defined
in the continuum with a momentum cut-off; in contrast
with previous lattice models, it verifies the local chiral
symmetry ψ±

ω,x → e±iαωψ±
ω,x.

B. Anomaly non-renormalzation

We can indeed derive Ward Identies also for the model
(108) by the transformation ψ±

ω → e±iαω,xψ±
ω,x. One

obtains

Dω < ρ̂p,ωψ̂
+
k,ω′ ψ̂

−
k+p,ω′ > +∆N (k, p) =

δω,ω′

1

Z̃
[< ψ̂+

k,ω′ ψ̂
−
k,ω′ > − < ψ̂+

k+p,ω′ ψ̂
−
k+p,ω′ >(109)

where Dω = −ipo + ωp, ω = ±,

∆N =< δρ̂p,ωψ̂
+
k,ω′ ψ̂

−
k+p,ω′ > (110)

and δρ̂p,ω =
∫
dk

[(χ−1
N (k+p)−1)Dω(k+p)−(χ−1

N (k)−1)Dω(k)]ψ̂
+
k,ωψ̂

−
k+p,ω

The momentum cut-off produces the extra term ∆N

in the WI for the current and the current , which are
both violated. The above identity can be also derived in
perturbation theory by (31).
The correction term ∆N , which would be not present

neglecting the cut-off, is expressed by a complicate per-
turbative expansion; however using a detailed decompo-
sition of the correction term, [73]-[75], [84], in the limit
N → ∞ one gets

lim
N→∞

∆N (k, p) = τ v̂(p)D−ω(p) < ρ̂p,−ωψ̂
+
k,ω′ ψ̂

−
k+p,ω′ >

with τ = λ̃
4π . Note that τ is linear in λ̃; all higher order

corrections cancel. In the limit N → ∞ the following WI
holds for the model (109)

−i(1− τ v̂(p))pµΓ̃µ(k, p) =
Z̃+

Z̃
(S̃(k)− S̃(k + p)) (111)

and ipµΠ̃
5
µ,ν = Z̃+Z̃−

2πZ̃2

εµνpµ
(1+τ v̂(p))

ipνΠ̃
5
µ,ν =

Z̃+Z̃−

2πZ̃2

ενµpν
(1− τ v̂(p))

(112)

where Z5Π̃5
µ,ν is equal to Π̂5,a

µ,ν in (107).

The parameters Z̃±, λ̃, Z̃ are non trivial unknown func-
tions, depending on all the details of the regularizations.

However the Z̃, λ̃, Z̃± are chosen so that the vertex and
2-point functions of the lattice and continuum model are
the same; therefore the lattice WI (19) and the WI ob-
tained in the reference model (109) must be the same and
this implies a relation between such parameters

Z̃+

Z̃(1− τ)
= 1 (113)

In addition from the definition of Z5

Z̃+

Z̃(1− τ)
= Z5

Z̃−

Z̃(1 + τ)
= 1 (114)
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from which Z5 = (1 + τ) Z̃

Z̃−
and, up to O(p2) terms

ipµΠ̃
5
µ,ν =

(1 − τ)

2πZ5
εµνpµ ipνΠ̃

5
µ,ν =

(1 + τ)

2πZ5
ενµpν

(115)
We use now the above expressions in (107). The WI
imply

ipνΠ̂
5
µ,ν(p) =

(1 + τ)

2π
ενµpν + pνRµ,ν(p) = 0

so that R̂µ,ν(0) = −(1 + τ)ενµ/2π where we have used

that R̂µ,ν(p) is continuous. In conclusion

ipµΠ̂
5
µ,ν(p) =

1

2π
pµ[Π̃

5,a
µ,ν(p) + R̂µ,ν(p)] =

[(1 − τ)εµ,ν − (1 + τ)εν,µ]pµ/2π = 1/πεµ,νpν

that is all the dependence of the coupling disappears in
the anomaly, see [83]

If e2 ≤ e0 with e0 independent on L, a, for a suitable Z5,

the correlations are given by convergent expansions and,
in the a→ 0 limit

ipµΠ̂
5
µ,ν =

1

π
εν,µpµ +O(|p|1+θ) (116)

The uv cut-off can be removed in d = 2 U(1) model
with finite bare parameters in the continuum a→ 0 limit.
The fact that the bare parameters are finite follows from
the ξ-independence, and it is a consequence of the re-
duction of divergence degree from a renormalizable to a
superrenormalizable one. The arguments at the basis of
the anomaly non renormalization proof in d = 4 seen
in §2 does not hold: the 2-point and vertex functions in
presence of interaction are not equal to the free ones with
renormalized parameters. Despite this fact the anomaly
renormalization holds.
The above result is based on the validity of the Ward

Identities in the lattice model. One could consider also
the chiral model (85) in d = 2. In that case the anomaly
in the non-interacting case cancels under the condition∑

i1
Y 2
i1
−∑

i2
Y 2
i2
. It is therefore a natural question if the

anomaly cancels also with such a condition in presence
of interaction, and if the cancellation in the chiral WI
would ensure the reduction of the degree of divergence
and the possibility of taking the continuum limit a → 0
with finite bare parameters, as in the Sommerfield model.
This would provide the analogue of the construction of
the U(1) sector of the Standard Model with large cut-off
at a non perturbative level.

C. Luttinger liquids

One dimensional metals have typically an emerging de-
scription in terms of massless Dirac fermions with a quar-

tic ferminic interaction. In this case there is a different
form of universality; transport coefficients are function
of the microscopic parameter but they verify universal
Luttinger liquid relations. While such relations can be
checked in special solvable models, they indeed are valid
in a wide class of non solvable models; in particular the
following relation between Drude weightD, susceptibility
κ and Fermi velocity vF can be proved:

D

κ
= v2 . (117)

The validity of this identity was proved in [84]-[88] using
a similar strategy as in §5.1, 5.2; one performs an RG
analysis of the non relativistic model and use the prop-
erties of the reference model (107). The validity of such
relations is strictly connected to the non-renormalization
of τ present in the WI of the reference model.

Similar ideas have been used to establish the bulk-
edge correspondence in Hall insulators in presence of in-
teraction [89]. Even when at the edge of Hall insula-
tors there are fermions with both chiralities which inter-
act with short range potential, the conductivity is non-
renormalized.

VI. OUTLOOK

We have reviewed a new approach allowing to establish
non-renormalization properties of anomalies. In contrast
with previous studies, the lattice terms are fully taken
into account and the results are non-perturbative, being
based on convergent expansions By such methods it was
possible to establish the anomaly non-renormalization in
vector U(1) models and the anomaly cancellation in chi-
ral U(1) models with lattices of the order of the inverse
coupling in d = 3 + 1, and the non-renormalization for
any lattice in d = 1 + 1. They also allowed to prove
universality in transport coefficients in several materials
with short range interactions, including Weyl semimetals,
graphene and Luttinger liquids.

The cancellation of the anomalies with a finite lattice
is a natural starting point for the non-perturbative con-
struction of chiral gauge models like the electroweak the-
ory with high cut-off. Similarly the short range interac-
tion is a starting point for understanding the universal-
ity in transport with long range Coulomb interaction in
graphene or Hall insulators.
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