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Phase separation in ordered polar active fluids: A new Universality class

Maxx Miller!:[] and John Toner![]
! Department of Physics and Institute for Fundamental Science, University of Oregon, Eugene, OR 97403

We show that phase separation in ordered polar active fluids belongs to a new universality class.
This describes large collections of self-propelled entities (“flocks”), all spontaneously moving in the
same direction, in which attractive interactions (which can be caused by, e.g., autochemotaxis) cause
phase separation: the system spontaneously separates into a high density band and a low density
band, moving parallel to each other, and to the direction of mean flock motion, at different speeds.
The upper critical dimension for this transition is d. = 5, in contrast to the well-known d. = 4 of
equilibrium phase separation. We obtain the large-distance, long-time scaling laws of the velocity
and density fluctuations, which are characterized by universal critical correlation length and order
parameter exponents v, v and (3 respectively. We calculate these to O(¢) in a d = 5 — € expansion.

I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most important ideas in Condensed Mat-
ter Physics is the concept of “universality”, which asserts
that it is only the symmetries and conservation laws de-
scribing a given phase of matter, or the transitions be-
tween different states, that determine the long-distance,
long-time properties of those phases and transitions[I 2].
The microscopic details of the system in question do not
affect these long-distance, long-time properties.

More recently, it has been realized that non-
equilibrium systems and phase transitions can belong to
different universality classes than their equilibrium coun-
terparts. A dramatic demonstration of this difference is
provided by the phenomenon of “flocking”, in which a
large collection of self-propelled entities, which could be
macroscopic living creatures[3], microorganisms, or even
intra-cellular components[4], spontaneously all move in
the same direction. Synthetic examples of such “flocks”
also abound[5].

A more technical term for such a “flock” is a “polar
ordered active fluid”: “polar” because a particular di-
rection is picked out (namely, the direction of the mean
flock velocity vector < v >), “ordered” because this di-
rection is the same throughout an arbitrarily large flock
(i.e., the flock has “long-ranged order”), “active” because
the “boids” are self-propelled, which consumes energy lo-
cally, and “fluid”, because we assume that translational
symmetry is not broken: we are considering flying fluids,
not flying crystals.

We consider flocks without momentum conservation
(i.e., 7dry” flocks). As a result, the only conservation
law in ours system is boid number: boids are not be-
ing born and dying “on the wing”. Both “Malthusian”
flocks[6], in which boid number is not conserved, and
“wet” flocks[7, ], exhibit very different hydrodynamic
behavior, which we will not discuss further here.

The underlying symmetries of the dynamics of flock-
ing are the same as those of ferromagnetism: rotation
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invariance. Likewise, the nature of the symmetry break-
ing is the same: by spontaneously choosing a direction
to move, a flock is breaking the underlying rotation in-
variance of the dynamics, in precisely the same way that
a ferromagnet spontaneously breaks the underlying rota-
tion invariance of the spin dynamics.

Despite these similarities, the fundamentally non-
equilibrium nature of flocking makes it very different
from ferromagnetism. In particular, flocks can sponta-
neously break rotation invariance even in spatial dimen-
sion d = 2 [9, [10], and exhibits “anomalous hydrody-
namics” [I0HI2] even in spatial dimensions d > 2. By
“anomalous hydrodynamics”, we mean that the long-
wavelength, long-time behavior of these systems can not
be accurately described by a linear theory; instead, non-
linear interactions between fluctuations must be taken
into account, even to get the correct scaling laws. In-
deed, it is the anomalous hydrodynamics in d = 2 that
makes the existence of long-ranged order possible [T0HI2].

Recently[I3], 4] it has been realized that flocks can
also exhibit another phenomenon familiar from equilib-
rium physics: phase separation. This occurs when the
individual components of the flock attract each other,
and is characterized by the separation of a large flock
into one high density band, and one low density band,
both moving parallel to each other at different speeds, as
illustrated in figure

One mechanism for such attraction is “autochemo-
taxis”, in which every member of the flock (which we’ll
call “boids”) emits a “chemo-attractant”; i.e., a sub-
stance to which they themselves are attracted. The
chemo-attractant then diffuses, and decays with a finite
lifetime. The boids “flock” - that is, follow their neigh-
bors, but with a bias in the direction of the gradient of
the chemo-attractant concentration.

Of course, many other mechanisms besides autochemo-
taxis can generate attractions between the boids. Any
such mechanism could lead to the phase separation in a
polar ordered active fluid considered in [I3] [14] and here.

The treatment of this phase separation in [I3] [14] re-
vealed a phase diagram qualitatively identical to that
found for equilibrium phase separation, as illustrated in
figure Here the vertical axis M could be any experi-
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FIG. 1. The “band” structure of the instability at interme-
diate times. The density is only modulated along one of the
directions (which we call y, and which is indicated in the fig-
ure) perpendicular to the direction Z of mean flock motion.

mentally tunable parameter that decreases with increas-
ing strength of the attractive interactions. Increasing the
strength of the autochemotaxis in an autochemotactic
system, for example, which could be accomplished by in-
creasing the strength of the boids’ response to the chem-
ical signal, or its emission rate, or the chemo-attractant
lifetime, would accomplish this.

The horizontal axis is the number density of boids per
unit volume (or area, in a two dimensional system).

This “phase diagram” ( figure[2)) is to be interpreted as
follows. For all M above the “binodal” parabola, which
is the upper parabola in [2| the system can only be in
the uniform state, which is stable. For values of M be-
tween the two parabolae (the blue and orange curves in
ﬁgure - that is, for Mpinodal > M > Mpinodal both the
two phase state, and the homogeneous, one phase state,
are stable. Finally, for M < Mgpinodal, only the phase
separated state is stable.

The strong similarity between these results and equilib-
rium liquid-vapor phase separation is apparent from this
phase diagram, which is identical to that for an equi-
librium liquid-vapor system, with M playing the role
of temperature. Recall that M can be increased (de-
creased) experimentally by decreasing (increasing) the
strength of the chemotaxis, or, more generally, by tuning
the strength of whatever attractive interactions in the
flock reduce the inverse compressibility.

Note there is an important difference between these re-
sults and equilibrium liquid-vapor phase separation. In
equilibrium systems, a homogeneous density state is only
meta-stable in the region between the binodal and spin-
odal curves. The homogeneous state exists at a local
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FIG. 2. Phase diagram of flock phase separation. The solid
blue and dashed orange curves are the binodal and spinodal
lines respectively. Note that those expressions are only valid
close to the critical point. In the orange filled region under the
spinodal line, which is labeled “unstable”, only the two-phase
state is stable. In the blue region between the spinodal and
binodal lines, both the two phase state, and the homogeneous,
one phase state, are stable. The analysis we perform in this
paper is done close to the critical point, where our assumption
that density variations are small is valid.

minimum in the free energy; the global minimum is the
phase separated state. In contrast, since flocks are non-
equilibrium systems, there is no criterion that we know
of analogous to the equilibrium global minimization prin-
ciple to decide which of the two locally stable states is
“preferred”. Instead, all we can determine is the local
stability of each phase between the binodal and spinodal
curves. Between these two curves, both states are locally
stable. We therefore refer to this region as the bistable
region.

The treatment of this phase separation in [13] [14] is en-
tirely “mean-field”: that is, it ignores fluctuations in the
local density and velocity. Fluctuations in the density
are well-known[I], 2] to radically change the scaling be-
havior of the density near the critical point in equilibrium
systems. In active polar ordered flocks, fluctuations are
even more important, because, in addition to the density
field, which has large fluctuations because it is becoming
“soft” near (and at) the critical point, the local veloc-
ity field of the flock (or, more precisely, its components
perpendicular to the mean velocity (v)) are Goldstone
modes, and so have large fluctuations themselves.

Hence, to understand the true behavior of the system
near the critical point in figure [2| and the shape of the
phase boundaries themselves there, we therefore clearly
must include the effect of fluctuations. We do so in this
paper, by performing a dynamical RG analysis of the
hydrodynamic theory of active polar ordered fluids near
the critical point.

We find that this critical point belongs to a completely
different universality class than the equilibrium liquid-
vapor critical point. Indeed, even the upper critical di-



mension drc of the active polar ordered fluids critical
point, defined in the usual way as the spatial dimension
below which fluctuations change the scaling behavior of
the transition, is different: it is dpc = 5. In contrast, for
equilibrium phase separation, the upper critical dimen-
sion is dr,c = 4.

We have calculated a number of universal exponents
characterizing the scaling behavior near the critical point
using the dynamical RG in an € = 5 — d expansion. The
first of these is the usual exponent S giving the width
dp of the binodal and spinodal curves in figure 2l Those
widths both scale as a power law in the distance M. — M
from the critical point:

6poc |[M — Mcg|?. (L.1)
We find
1 e 2
=—-—= . 1.2
B=5—c+0@) (12)

In addition, we have calculated the correlation length
exponent v. Or, to be more precise, we find two cor-
relation length exponents v, | for the divergences of the
correlation lengths £, | perpendicular and parallel to the
direction of mean flock motion, respectively. These are
defined by

Elv” XX |M — ]\4C|VL'H . (13)
We find
_ 1 € 2
VJ_—§+E+O(€)7 (14)
and
=1+ % +O(e). (L5)

In addition to this anisotropy in correlation lengths,
which does not occur for equilibrium phase separation,
the interpretation of the correlation lengths in phase sep-
arating flocks is also different. In equilibrium phase sepa-
ration, the correlation length is the length scale on which
density correlations decay exponentially; that is

Cpp(r) = (6p(r + R)Ip(R)) o e™7/* (1.6)

where dp(r,t) = p(r,t) — p. is the departure of the local
number density of flockers p(r,t) at position r and time
t from its mean value p,.

In contrast, in phase separating flocks, the correlation
lengths £, || are the length scales at which the density-
density correlation function C,,(r) crosses over from one
power law decay to another. That is
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FIG. 3. Plots of the realspace scaling of the natural log of the
correlation functions In Cy, () and In Cy,(rL).

for points separated in the direction perpendicular to
the direction ”(||)” of mean flock motion, and
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for points separated along the direction of mean flock
motion. This behavior is illustrated in figure .

Our e-expansion results for the critical “roughness ex-
ponents” Xﬁ-,\l in spatial dimensions d = 5 — € are

Xi:—2+§+0@% (1.9)

x| =—4+e+O() (1.10)

In 5 — € dimensions, the non-critical roughness expo-
nents are given by

_3—d__1+§
XL—*Z = 5

X|=3—-d=-2+c¢

(L11)
(1.12)

ezxactly. However, once the spatial dimension goes below
d = 4 (which is obviously true for all physically relevant

cases), the exact results ([.11)) and ([.12)) cease to hold.
The x’s that apply then are simply those of the ordered



state of a polar active fluid (i.e., a "flock”) in that partic-
ular dimension of space. These exponents are known only
from simulation,[I5] and are given in three dimensions by

The remainder of this paper is organized as follows.
In section , we present the hydrodynamic theory of
phase separating flocks near the critical point. We solve
the linearized version of this theory in section . In
section , we analyse the full model, including non-
linearities, using the dynamical renormalization group
(DRG), and thereby show that this linear theory breaks
down for spatial dimensions d < 5, in contrast to equi-
librium phase separation, for which this breakdown only
occurs for d < 4. We use the DRG results of section
to find the fixed point that controls the new uni-

J

OV + /\1(V . V)V + Ao
U], pv - VP,
dhp+V-(vp)=V-1,

V-v)v+ V(v =

—~

The significance of these terms is as follows:

The terms involving the parameters \; are analogs of
the convective derivative of the coarse grained velocity
field from the Navier-Stokes equations. If our system re-
spected Galilean invariance, we would have \; = 1 and
A2,3 = 0. However, because our flock is on a frictional
substrate, which provides a special reference frame, we
have neither Galilean invariance nor momentum conser-
vation.

The U(|v|, p) term, which is similar in form to a dissi-
pative term, clearly therefore also breaks both Galilean
invariance and momentum conservation. However, be-
cause our system is active U(]v|, p) need not be negative
for all |v|; indeed, if we are to model a system in which
the steady state is a moving flock, we must take it to have
the form illustrated in figure [4] In earlier literature, the
special choice U(|v],p) = A — u|v|? is often made. This
is by no means necessary, however.

The P; term is perfectly analogous to the isotropic
pressure in the Navier-Stokes equations. The P, term
is an “anisotropic pressure”, and is allowed because our
system breaks rotation invariance locally, which means
that there is no reason that the response to density gra-
dients along the local velocity v should be the same as
that to gradients perpendicular to v. Note that this term
also breaks Galilean invariance.

The velocity diffusion constants D and Dy are precise
analogs of the bulk and shear viscosities, respectively, in
the Navier-Stokes equations. The diffusion constant Dy
is an anisotropic viscosity which has no analog in the

V], p) = V(v - VP (v, p)) + DuV(V - v) + DrV2v + Dy(v - V)>v + £

versality class of phase separating flocks, and determine
the critical exponents 3, v, |, and xq | to linear order

in € =5 —d. Section summarizes our results.

II. HYDRODYNAMICS

Our hydrodynamic model of a generic polar active fluid
near the critical point for phase separation is the Toner-
Tu theory of flocks [4} [T0HI2, [16], with a few small but im-
portant modifications. The most crucial difference is that
we consider the case in which the inverse compressibility
(defined precisely below) of the flock is tuned through
zero to negative values.

The theory is a continuum model for two fields: the
number density of boids p(r,t), and the boid velocity
field v(r, ). The equations of motion for these fields are:

(IL.1)
(11.2)
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FIG. 4. A plot of U(|v],p) for fixed p. The effect of this
term is to maintain a non-zero speed, vg, of the flock. Boids
will accelerate if their speed is below v and decelerate if their
speed is larger than vg.

Vo

Navier-Stokes equation, because it violates Galilean in-
variance. Since we lack Galilean invariance here, it is al-
lowed in our problem. All of these viscosities have the ef-
fect of suppressing fluctuations of the velocity away from
spatial uniformity.

The quantities 1’:)172(|V|7 p), U(|V|, p), 1)377“727 and /\172,3
are in general functions of |v| and p. They can not depend
of the direction of v due to rotation invariance.

We will expand these parameters in powers of



dp(r,t) = p(r,t) — p., where dp(r) = p(r,t) — p. is the
departure of the local number density of flockers p(r,t)
at position r and time ¢ from its ”critical” value p., and
O|v(r,t)| = |v(r,t)] — v is likewise the departure of the
local speed of the flockers |v(r,t)| at position r and time
t from its mean value vy.

Particularly crucial is the expansion of the isotropic
pressure Pj(p,|v]). This can be written

Pi=P+ pﬁap +uspd — KV2%p.  (IL3)

This expansion differs from that considered in reference
[I7] in a few details, because our interest here is in the
critical point, whereas [17] dealt with the ordered phase.
These differences are:

1) We do not have a quadratic term (i.e., a §p? term)
in the isotropic pressure Pj, because we are expanding
around the critical point at which that term vanishes.
Reference [I7] had such a term, because it was studying
flocks away from the critical point. In [I4], it was shown
that the special density around which the expansion of
the pressure lacks this quadratic term is the critical den-
sity of the phase separation.

Thus, our leading order non-linearity in density is
O(6p3).
2) We will explicitly consider the limit in which the co-
efficient m of the linear term in P; vanishes; that is, the
limit m — 0, which was not considered in [17].

3) The term KV V?2§p was not considered in [I7], be-
cause this term is negligible at long wavelengths in the
ordered phase, since it scales in Fourier space like ¢3 dp,
while the 1,0,V dp scales like g.q, 6p. Since the im-
portant regime of wavevectors in the ordered phase is
Qe ~ qf_ with ¢ < 1, the v, term dominates through-
out the dominant regime of wavevector. Near the critical
point, however, as we show in this paper, the dominant
regime of wavevector has ¢, ~ ¢3 (to one loop order), and
so the v, and K terms are both of order ¢3 dp. Hence
the K term should be kept.

Maxx: I've just checked, and I think that the net effect
of adding this term is to change the coefficient of ¢1 in
our expression for a(q,w) (which I've renamed p(q,w))
from Dy, D,y to Dr1 D, + K. Please check and see
if you agree with that statement. If so, please make the
necessary changes throughout the paper (I have already
attempted to do so, and found very few places where
they were needed, but that could just be because I'm
sloppy!).

As shown in ref [T4], the coefficient m of the linear term
in this expression can be driven from positive to negative
values by increasing autochemotaxis[I4], as well as a va-
riety of other mechanisms. Here we will simply treat m
as an experimentally tunable parameter that plays a role
closely analogous to that of temperature in the liquid-gas
phase diagram.

The noise terms f and f, are assumed to be Gaussian

white noise with the correlations:
(file,t) f5(' 1)) = A§;0%(r —x')5(t — ') (IL4)
(Foi(x, ) foj (&' ) = Ap6356%r —x/)s(t — ') (IL5)

In reference [I4], the noises were set to zero. In a
real system, they will always be non-zero. This causes
fluctuations, which, as we’ll show below, invalidate, for
all spatial dimensions d < 5, the “linear” or, equivalently,
“mean-field”, approach used in reference [14].

We begin by expanding these equations of motion
about a homogeneous moving flock state at the critical
density. In a homogeneous state, both of our fields are
constants, so we have

p(r,t) = pe,
vV =0yl .

Note that the direction of v is completely arbitrary, due
to the rotation invariance of our model. We will hence-
forth choose our coordinate system so that the z-axis is
the direction of the spontaneous velocity.

Inserting these constant anséitze (I1.6)) and , into
our equations of motion and ([1.2), it is clear that
all terms involving spatial or temporal derivatives vanish.
It is easy to see that this implies that the density equation
is automatically satisfied. The velocity equation
reduces to

U(vo, pe) =0. (I1.8)
This is a scalar algebraic equation for the unknowns p,
and vg. We clearly need one more condition. This can
be obtained by fixing p. to be the value of p at which
the expansion of the isotropic pressure P; takes the form
; that is, that there is no term quadratic in Jp.

With these values of p. and 79 in hand, we can then in
principle use to determine the steady-state speed
vg. We will also assume that the solution of is
unique, which it clearly will be if U(vg, p¢,19) looks like
figure [

We now expand our equations of motion about this
steady state solution. That is, we will write

p(r,t) = pe+dp(r,t), (IL9)
v(r,t) = vo& + dv(r,t) = (vo + dv.(r, ))& + v (r,t),
(I1.10)

and then expand our equations of motion to cubic order
in the fluctuation dp(r,t) of the density, and quadratic
order in the fluctuation év(r,t) of v(r,¢). The DRG anal-
ysis that we will perform in section shows that this
order is sufficient to obtain the universal scaling laws of
the transition.

The expansion process of linearization begins by ex-
panding all of the |v| and p dependent parameters in the
equations of motion. One also needs to eliminate the
“fast” mode dv,. This process is done explicitly in ex-
cruciating detail in reference [14]. The only differences



between our analysis here and that done in reference [14]
are the differences in the starting model discussed above.

J

The result is the following closed set of equations of mo-
tion for dp and v :

OV + 0,0,V + A (v V1)V = —g10p0;v1 — gav10,0p — V1 (;n@ + U5P3—KV25P) +DpVi(Vi-vy)

+ DpV3iv, + D,0%*v, +v,0,V16p+v:0,V . 5p+£f,

(IL.11)

06p+ pcV 1 v +V L - (VL6p) +0,0:0p = Dpe82bp + D1t V3 6p + DypyOy (V1 - T1) + $0:020p + w20 (6p%)

+ Lo, (152 + YV F,

2’1)0

where we’ve defined A = Ay (pe, vo).

Strictly speaking, the coefficient 7 of the V - (v dp)
term in the equation of motion for §pis v =1 at
this point. We have introduced =y because this coefficient
will not remain equal to 1 upon renormalization, as we
will see when we perform the DRG in section [[V]

(IL.12)

III. LINEAR ANALYSIS

As a first step towards understanding the effect of fluc-
tuations, we will solve these equations of motion to linear
order. Our goal is to solve for v in terms of the forces
f and f,. Once we have these solutions, we can obtain
the correlations of the fields dp and v from the known

correlations (I1.4]) and (I1.5) of the forces.

To linear order, the equations of motion read:

8(;,7;' = VyOp V1 — ?VL&)—#KVLV?&/) ’ DBRVJ_(V . VJ_) + DTVQLVJ_ + Dza:zVJ_

=+ anavaap-FVtatVL(Sp—FfL 5 (IIII)
0dp 9 )
i = Dot Y300+ Dypadidp = 0,000p — peVi VL + Dypu0n(V1 Vi) + 600a0p +V f,, (1112)

where all coefficients can be written in terms of the orig-
inal model parameters.

We then proceed by Fourier transforming these equa-
tions of motion, using the following convention for
Fourier transforms:

fla,w) = / [ s, (I1L.3)

|:_ i(w - 'quw) + Dplfﬁ_ + Dp:rqz - ¢WQw:| 0p=—ip.q. -V +iq- fm

{ — iw 4 ivyqy + Drqt + qui] vi+Dpqi(gL-vy) = { —i <p+in> + vw — VacQz:| qQiép+ fi.
C

We decouple these by projecting (I11.6)) perpendicular

(

where ft = [dt and [ = dir. The inverse transform is
then given by

Flrt) = / / Flaw)ei@r=en,

where, here and throughout this paper, we will use the

shorthand notation fw = g—: and fq =/ %.

The Fourier transformed equations of motion are:

(IT1.4)

(I1L.5)

(I11.6)

[
to and along q . That is, we write

V| =vrg, + v, (I11.7)



with the “transverse” components v, by definition, per-
pendicular to q; . That is

vy gL =0, (I11.8)
and the single “longitudinal” component
vy = VL (11L.9)
lq.|

is the projection of v onto q; .
We preform a similar decomposition of the noise £ :

£ =frq +1r, (I11.10)
with
fr-Gg. =0, (II1.11)
and
g = (I11.12)
lq.|

These expressions can also be conveniently rewritten in
terms of the “transverse” and “longitudinal” projection

J

{ - i(w - Up%c) + Fp(q) - ¢w%c] 0p = —ipcqivr +1q - fp »
. (m 9
—i(w—vygz) +Tr(a)|vL = | =i ;+qu_ + VW — Ve |qLOp + fL,

|~ o= vun) + Trla)|ve = fr.

Here we’ve defined

I'r(q) = Drg? + D.g?,
'y = D, ¢ +D.¢2,
DLL = DT+DB;

T,= = D,1¢* + Dyud?>. (I11.22)

Because vy decouples from vy, and dp, we can imme-
diately read off the solution for the field v in terms of
the forces fr:

vr(q,w) = Grr(q,w)fr (I11.23)

where we’ve defined the “transverse propagator”

1
77:((*) - UUQm) + FT(q) .

Gr(q,w) = (IT1.24)

We can simplify the remaining equations for dp and vy,
considerably by restricting our attention to the regime of

operators[I§]:

a4;a;
Lij(qu) = -, (I11.13)
a7
Pi(qu) =65 — L, (I11.14)

Where(%:lifi:j and i # x # j, and(%:Ooth—
erwise. The tensor 635- projects any vector perpendicular
to the direction of mean flock motion Z, while Pfj-(q 1)
projects any vector simultaneously perpendicular to both
Z and the projection q, of q perpendicular to . The
tensor Lilj(q 1) simply projects any vector along q.

In terms of these operators,

vri = Poy, (
UL‘Z‘J_ :Lj_jvj_ (
fri = P fi, (
fL@i = Lifi-. (

This split decouples dp and vy, from the d—2 transverse
modes v, as can be seen by projecting equation
and in the transverse and longitudinal directions,
which gives:

(I11.19)
(I11.20)

(IT1.21)

(

wavevector q and frequency w that dominates the fluctu-
ations near the critical point; i.e., at small values of the
parameter m in the expansion of the isotropic pres-
sure. As we will show below, in this regime, w ~ g, ~ qi,
and ¢ is very small (specifically, of order y/m). In this
limit, the meqfc and ¢wq, terms in re clearly
both of order ¢, and, hence, negligible, for small ¢,
relative to the D, 1q% term. We'll therefore drop those
D, and ¢ terms.

Likewise, the D,q? term in is also of order qj‘_,
and hence negligible relative to the D, ¢* term. We'll
therefore drop the D,q¢? term in as well.

With these simplifications, the longitudinal velocity vy,
and density dp equations of motion can be rewritten in

matrix form:
M ((5,0) (iq . fp> ’
vrL fL

where we’ve defined the matrix

(I11.25)



[~i(w = vp0x) + Dpo?]

M(q,w) =

The solution to this linear system of equations is

Gpp GPL 1

G=M""'=
Grp, Grr

with the determinant given by

Det[M] = p(q,w) + ir(q,w) +mg? (I1.28)

where we’ve defined I've changed b to k everywhere, be-
cause b is already being used for the RG rescaling factor.

J

plg,w) = —w? + (v + vp)wee + (DLJ_DPJ-"‘KPC)le_ - Upvvqgm

H(qa UJ) = |:('UpDLJ_ + UvaJ_ - Pch)QI - (DLJ_ + DpJ_ - pcl/t)w (ﬁ_ .

Note that at the critical point m = 0, p and « are both

of order ¢1 if w $\/Dr1D,1¢% and ¢, < ,/%qi,

and both much greater than order ¢? if either w or g, are
much greater than those limits. We will see in a moment
that the fluctuations in both velocity and density are

. 1 .
proportional to P e Hence, the regime

Dy D,y
ws DLLDpLQi s e S /=%
VpUy

dominates the fluctuations. We will use this fact later to
help us assess the relative importance of various terms in
our model, and thereby eliminate many of them.

Note also that pu(q,w) and k(q,w) are both indepen-
dent of m; we will make much use of this fact in the RG
analysis of section [[V]

(I11.31)

Det|M A m .
etlM] | _ {z(m—i-in) + VpQy — Vtw} g1 [—i(w —vpqe) + Dpj_qi]

1PcqL

|:Z(Z+in> + VeQy — Vtw:| ql [77;(("} - Uvq.r) + DLJ_ qf_}

(

clearly:
dp iq-f
=G P I11.26
(r)=e(%r) oo
where we’ve defined the propagator matrix:
[71.(0‘) - vvq$) + DLL qi] —ipeqL
, (1IL.27)

(

And having gone greek with one of a and b, I've also done
so with the other, replacing a with u everywhere. If you
have a better choice of names for these (one that doesn’t
use letters already taken, that is), then feel free to change
the names to those.)

(IT1.29)

(I11.30)

(

Using ( [[IL.26)) and ( [III.27]), we can summarize our

solutions for the velocity and density fields in terms of
the noises:

vr(q,w) = Grr(q,w)fr(q,w) + Gr,(q, w)iq - f,(q,w),
(111.32)

vri(q,w) = Gr(q,w) P (G1) fi(q,w) (IT1.33)

and, most importantly, the solution for dp(q,w):

dp(q,w) = Gor(q,w) fr(q,w) + Gppl(q,w)iq - fr(q,w)
(111.34)

= Gﬂj (q7 w)fj (q7 w) + GPP(q’ w)iq -1 (q7 w)
(III.35)



v; = [Grr(q,w)Li; + Grr(q,w)

where we’ve defined

Gij (q, w) = GLL(q, w)Li + GTT(CLUJ)PZ? (11138)
and
1 1
. q; q;
G’ =iGp,—2
Y ke qi
m 2 .
p(a,w) +ik(q,w) + mgt |

<vi (qa w)vj(_qa _w>> =

+ Gr(q,w)Gr(—

+Grp(q,w)Gr,(—q

Using the noise correlations ( [II.4) and ( [IL.5) in this

Cij(q,w) = (v

where we’ve defined

A
CT(q, w) =

[(w = v0g2)? + Tr(q)?]
w2—2vwz+v2m+D2
c<q,>z< pte + tote + Doudl

(1(q, w) +mg? )? + k2(q,w)

Note that, since, in the dominant regime of wavevector

Pz{{]f’t + iGLp(qa W)LzJ_;qlfpj (q7 w) = GZ] (qa

{GLL((L w)Grr(—q,

i (q,w)v5 (',

(

where we’ve defined

€1

L
q; 1Pcq;
L Gor(quw) = ———=
qL

Gpj(q,CU) = Det[M]

(I11.36)

Combining our solutions and for vy, and

v, and using the projection operators [[II.13] and [[T[.14]
introduced earlier, we can obtain the solution for the ve-

locity field:

w) fj + Gli(a,w) f7 (I11.37)

(

We can now autocorrelate our fields with themselves
and cross-correlate them with each other. Doing so for
the velocity fields gives:

~w) L LY

qQ, _w)PitPj% <fk(q7 W)f[(—q, —W)>

s —w) L Ljigh (fL(q,w) ff (—aq, —w)) (I11.40)
[
expression, along with the identities
PypPp=P; , LyLy=L; (I11.41)

obeyed by the projection operators, and using our ear-

lier results (LI1.24)) and (IIL.27) for the propagators

GLL(_qa _w)’ GLP(qvw)a and GT(qvw)v we obtain

= Cr(q,w)Ljj + Cr(q,w) P (I11.42)
(I1L.43)
2.2, .2 2 2 2, .2 2
(quwa e qL) A, (IIL.44)
(N’(q,w) + mQL) + K (qaw)

and frequency, w ~ ¢, ~ ¢3, the A term in ([1L.44) is



ql
(12 (q,w)+r2(qw))’
that is,

(near the critical point m = 0) of order

while the A, term is of order W’W;

Cij(q,w) = (vi(q,w)v;(d,

Cop(a,w) = Gpr(q,w)Gpr(—q

pch

—w){|fr(a
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smaller by a factor of g3 . Hence, this term is negligible,
and we shall henceforth drop it.
This leaves us with

((u(q, w)

+mq?)? + k%(q,

Once again power counting in the dominant regime of
wavevector and frequency w ~ ¢, ~ g2, we see that the
A term in is of order ¢2 /(1*(q,w) + £*(q,w)),
while the A, term is of order ¢} /(y*(q,w) + k2(q,w));
that is, smaller by a factor of ¢5. Hence, this term is
also negligible, and we shall henceforth drop it as well.
This means that the noise f, in the density equation has
dropped out of the problem.

Note that all of the correlation functions we’ve just
found are controlled entirely by the model parameters
Dr,Dri, Dy, vy, Vp, pe, Va, Vi, and A. We will exploit
this fact in our Renormalization Group (RG) treatment
in the next section, where will assess the importance of
the non-linear terms in the equations of motion by choos-

J

[

i 1%
Qﬂ- d—1

dd 1QL
Qﬂ_d 1

> [

We can now tease out the dependence of this correlation
function on r , x, and ¢ by rescaling variables of integra-
tion from w and ¢, to new variables of integration 2 and
Q. defined by

Cp(r,1) = /

2
c

_ 2 _ DT(]i
w=Dr¢iQ , g = Qz, (I11.50)
/UuUp
where we’ve defined
Dr = \/DLJ_DPJ_ + Kpe. (11151)
Making these changes of variable in our expressions

w)

[
27ru

w')) = Crq,w)Li; + Cr(q,w) P; . (I11.45)
[
;W) + Gpp(q, w)Gpp(—a, —w)(| fo(q,w)[?) (IIL.46)
w* — 20,wq, + vvqm + DquL
) o ( (n(q,w) +mq?)? + K2(q,w) ) B (ILL.47)

(

ing our RG rescaling factors to keep all of the above pa-
rameters fixed upon rescaling.

With the above results and

for the spatiotemporally Fourier transformed correlation
functions in hand, we can now Fourier transform back
to real space and time to obtain the position and time
dependent correlation functions. We will focus here on
the critical correlation functions; that is, those when the
linear coefficient m in the expansion for the isotropic
pressure P; vanishes; that is, when m = 0.

In this limit, the density-density correlation function
Cop(r,t) = (0p(r,t)dp(0,0)) in real space r and time ¢ is
given by:

dw
2 Cpplg,w)ellar D (I11.48)

1(QL-rL+qaTz— wt)q

111.49
7qJ_7qI)+K’ ( an_aqw) ( )

(

[[T1.29( and [II1.30| for (g, q,w) and k(gs,qu,w) gives

gz a1, w) = D3ql (2, Qy) (I11.52)
#(grs a1, w) = D7qlo(Q,Qy), (I11.53)

where we’ve defined
a(Q2, ) = —0°+60Q, — Q2 +1, (I11.54)
0(Q:,0) ==2Q, —T9Q, (I11.55)



_pA

dd—qu_
Cﬂp(r’t) - D2
T

(27)d-1

< dQa

/_00271'

/

Dt
Vo Ts
Now making one further change of variables

where a = is a non-universal microscopic length.

L.
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with the dimensionless parameters

0= /24, |2 (I1L.56)
Uy Uy
g = WeDrit+vDps = pet) (I1L.57)
D, /v,0,
Dy, +D,, —
y = PritDpr = pet) (IIL.58)

Dy

Note that © is bounded below by 2, while = and 7" can
take on any positive value.

With the change of variables , our expression
for the real space density-density correlation
function becomes

®© 10 eilarritacaqtre—2Dralt)

2 2 (oﬂ(czm Q) + 02(Qa. Q)) |

(I11.59)

(

gives

_ T t
Cop(rr,rat) = [rof dfpp< 5 ||2) (I11.61)
Q. Iroe?" r
q = |7, (I11.60) . .
r| where we’ve defined the scaling function
J
f (’LL 7_): p%A/dd—lQL /oc dQ, /oo @ e’i(QL'f‘L"FQzllQiu—QT)Qi (IH 62)
PR D% | (2m)d-t J_ 2w J_o 2w '

Note that if define a "roughness exponent” yx,, an
”anisotropy exponent” (, and a ”dynamical scaling ex-
ponent” z, via the definition

g
[P ] frol?

Tz

Cop(ry,ry,t) = |m|2X”fpp< ) ,  (IIL.63)

then equation ([I1.61)) implies that the linear theory pre-
dicts that x, = X, ., ¢ = Gy and z = 2z, with

lin ?

2 ) Clin = Ziin = 2. (11164)
We will show in the next section that, while the scaling
form (I11.63)) continues to hold for spatial dimensions d <
5, the true values of the exponents x,, ¢, and z are all
changed by non-linearities in that range of dimension.

@1 (202 + 2.

IV. NONLINEAR REGIME: RG ANALYSIS

A. Identifying the relevant vertex, and

determining the critical dimension

Now we wish to go beyond the linear theory presented
in the last section, and include the effects of the non-
linear terms in the full equations of motion (II.11f) and
. We'll do so using a dynamical renormalization
group (hereafter DRG) analysis. Readers interested in
a more complete and pedagogical discussion of the DRG
are referred to [19] for the details of this general approach,
including the use of Feynman graphs in it.

First we decompose the Fourier modes v, (q,w) and
p(q,w) into rapidly varying parts v7(q,w) and p~(q,w)
and slowly varying parts v(q,w) and p<(q,w) in the
equations of motion (IT.11)) and ([I.12). The rapidly
varying part is supported in the momentum shell —oco <




ke < 00, Ab™! < k; < A, where d¢ is an infinitesimal
and A is the ultraviolet cutoff. The slowly varying part
is supported in —oo < k, < 00, 0 < k; < b~tA, where
b is an arbitrary rescaling factor that we will ultimately
take to be b = 1 + d¢, with d¢ differential. We separate
the noise f in exactly the same way.

The DRG procedure then consists of two steps. In step
1, we eliminate v (q,w) and p~(q,w) from (II.11]) and
. We do this by solving iteratively for v7(q,w)
and p~(q,w). This solution is a perturbative expansion
in vi(q,w) and p~(q,w), as well as the fast components
f~ of the noise. As usual, the perturbation theory can be
represented by Feynman graphs. We substitute these so-
lutions into and and average over the short
wavelength components f~(q,w) of the noise f, which
gives a closed EOM for v (q,w).

In Step 2, we rescaling the real space fields v (r, t) and
p=(r,t), time t, and coordinates r, and r, as follows:

dp = bXedp' t="bt

r, =br|
(IV.1)

The rescaling of r restores the ultraviolet cutoff back to
A. The velocity and density rescaling exponents x and
Xp, the “dynamical” exponent z, and the “anistropy” ex-
ponent (, are all, at this point, completely arbitrary. We
will show below that, as usual in RG calculations, there is
a particular choice of all of these expoenents that makes
it particularly simple to determine which non-linearities
are important.

After these two RG steps, we reorganize the resultant
EOMs so that they have the same form as (IL.11) and
(11.12), but with various coefficients renormalized.

We focus first on the coefficients that control the size
of the fluctuations in the linear theory. Upon performing
the two steps on our equation of motion and
(1I.12)), and the aforementioned reorganization (which
amounts to multiplying the EOM by a power of b chosen
to restore the coefficient of 9;v, and 0;9p in and

(I1.12) to unity), we find:

v, = bV,

re = borl .

vl = b*~%(v, + graphs),
v, = b*~¢(v, + graphs),
" =b""2(Dp, + graphs),
b =0 >(D, + graphs),

D = b°~*(Dr + graphs),,
v; = 0¥~ X"Y(i; + graphs)
v, = b~ (i, + graphs) ,
p,c = bZ+X_Xp_1pc
A" = p*~ 24+ (A 4 graphs)
Al = b=2(A, + graphs),
D), = b*"*(D, + graphs),, (IV.2)

where “graphs” denote the “graphical” corrections com-
ing from the first, perturbative step of the RG.

Now we’ll make the convenient choice of the rescaling
exponents X, X,, z, and ¢ mentioned above. Our choice
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will be to choose them so that we keep the parameters
listed in fixed. Doing so means we keep the size of
the fluctuations fixed, since, as we showed in the previous
section, that size, at least in the linear approximation,
is controlled entirely by the set of parameters listed in
(IV.2)).

This means that we can determine whether any of the
non-linear terms in equations and be-
come more important as we renormalize simply by asking
whether their coefficients grow or shrink upon renormal-
ization.

We will simplify the argument further by assuming
that the bare values of those non-linear coefficients are so
small that the ”graphs” in equation lin rescale are neg-
ligible. Once we neglect those corrections, keeping the
parameters in lin rescale fixed can obviously be achieved
simply by choosing the rescaling exponents ¥, x,, 2, and
¢ so as to make the exponents of the rescaling factor b
in lin rescale vanish. Doing so for v, and v, clearly leads
to z = (. Keeping Dy, and D, fixed requires z = 2.
Keeping v fixed implies x, = x+1, while keeping A fixed
requires z — 2y — ( —d 4+ 1 = 0. To summarize, keep-
ing these six parameters fixed requires the simultaneous
conditions
z=( , z=2 , z—2x—C—d+1=0.

(IV.3)
These four simultaneous linear equations for the four un-
known exponents can be easily solved, with the result:

Xp=x+1 ,

1-d 3-d

X= %5 Xp= B

z:C:2’ 2

(IV.4)
It is straightforward to check that this choice of expo-
nents will keep all of the other parameters listed in (IV.2))

fixed, except for D, and A,, whose recursion relations,
with the choice (IV.4) become

/
A,
D =

b=%(A, + graphs),

b=2(D, + graphs) . (IV.5)

The recursion relation for A, shows that it is irrele-
vant, as we’d already concluded in our linear analysis of
section [[TIl

The fact that D, will flow to zero upon renormaliza-
tion is more problematic. Since the fluctuations of the
transverse velocity v diverge as D, — 0, D, is a "dan-
gerously irrelevant” variable in the renormalization group
sense. That is, it is not adequate to simply set it to zero,
rather, we must keep track of how fast it scales to zero.
More precisely, the effect of the dangerous irrelevance of
D, is only to raise the critical dimension of the velocity-
dependent non-linearities A, g1, g2, v, and 2PTCO to d = 4;
hence, they all remain irrelevant near d = 5, as does
the wo non-linearity. Therefore, the only relevant non-
linearity near d = 5 is udp®. This tremendously simplifies
our analysis.

The nonlinear terms in the equations of motion (II.11])
and ([I.12)) scale as:
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u' = b3X¢ 21 (y + graphs) = 5°~¢(u 4 graphs), (IV.6)
N = 0¥\ 4 graphs) = bG~9/2()\ 4+ graphs), (Iv.7)
g, = 0*+*7¢(g; + graphs) = bC~D/2(g, + graphs), (IV.8)
gh = bXeF#C(gy + graphs) = bC~D/2 (g, + graphs), (Iv.9)
wh = b *C (wy + graphs) = bG~D/2(wy + graphs), (IV.10)
<vaco>/ = pPX X (;;0 + graphs) = p~-(1+d)/2 (2pv°0 + graphs)7 (IV.11)
v = bX*+* 71y 4 graphs) = bG~9/2(y + graphs), (IV.12)

where the second equality in each case comes from using
the exponents [[V.4]in the first equality in each case.

We see from these relations that, as lower spatial di-
mension d from very high values, all of the non-linearities
are irrelevant, until we reach the “upper critical dimen-
sion” d. = 5. At and near this point - that is, ford = 5—¢
with € < 1, u - and only u, is relevant. All other non-
linearities are irrelevant, and can hence be ignored in a
5 — e-expansion, to which we will turn in the next section.

We'll see later that we’ll also need the scaling behavior
of the “mass” m:

!/
(m) = pXemxta—l (m + gmphs) =b? <m + gmphs)
Pe Pe Pe

(IV.13)

where in the second equality we have again used the val-
ues [[V:4] of the exponents.

B. b5-c-expansion

We demonstrated in the last subsection that the
upper critical dimension for our problem is d. = 5, and
that only the u vertex is relevant near five dimensions. To
proceed further, we need to actually evaluate the graphi-
cal corrections. In this section, we do a full RG treatment
accurate to linear order in e.

The basic rules for the graphical representation are il-
lustrated in Fig.

The u vertex can be represented graphically by the
Feynman graph shown in figure @ The only one loop
graphs that can be made from this vertex are the two
shown in figures and . Since the first graph gen-
erates a term in the equation of motion for v, that is

(

proportional to 0;dp, it represents a renormalization of
the mass m, since m is the coefficient of precisely such
M\
\/

FIG. 5. Rules of graphical representation of propagators,
fields, and correlation functions: (a) = Gij(k), Gpj, Gpp; (b)
= vz‘L(k)? (c) = Cij(k), Cpj, Cpp.

/5:0((:11, wl)

— 6p(q27 w2)

B qu \5/)((13, ws)

FIG. 6. Graphical representation of the u vertex. The
incoming leg on the left labelled v; tells us that this represents
a term in the v; equation of motion. The tick mark on that
leg represents the g; in the ug;6p® term, and each of the three
outgoing legs represents one of those dp’s. See[19] for a more
detailed description of the Feynman graph representation of
equations of motion, and their use in perturbation theory and
the DRG.

v;(q,w)

a term in that EOM. Likewise, the graph in figure is
clearly a renormalization of u itself.

None of the parameters other than m and w receive
any graphical corrections at one loop order.

We’ll now evaluate these one loop graphical correc-
tions, starting with figure . This generates an extra
term in the equation of motion for v; given by



op(p, 2) ip(—p, =)

+

0 (e ) 5p(—q,—w)

FIG. 7. Graphical correction to m from one u vertices. This
graph can be made a total of 3 different ways.

op(p, ) op(—p, —2)

N

dp(qs,ws) dp(az,w2)

FIG. 8. Graphical correction to u from two u verticies. This
graph can be made a total of 18 different ways.

5[&@1} = FT{ — 3uiq;dp(q, w) /: Cpp(p,Q)}7

where FT{z(q,w)} denotes a Fourier transform of z(q, w)
back to real space and time; i.e., FT{z(q,w)} = z(r,1),
and the ”>” superscript implies that the integral over p
is over the the region b™'A < |p, | < A, —00 < p, <00,
which is the region over which we average out the degrees
of freedom in each step of our RG.

Since only the ratio % appears in the equation of mo-

tion, it is completely arbitrary how much of this renor-

o (1P, Q) +mp? )%+ £2(p, Q)
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(IV.14)

s

(

The form of this generated term is exactly the same
as that of the term already present in the equation

c

of motion ([I.11f). Hence, this can be interpreted as a

graphical correction § % to % given by

> 2

Pl

(IV.15)

(

malization we attribute to a renormalization of m and p,
individually. We will henceforth make the entirely arbi-
trary choice of attributing all of it to renormalization of



m; that is, we’ll treat p. as a constant.
Because we are interested in the behavior around the
critical point, which occurs at small m, we will expand

(IV.15) to linear order in m.(It is straightforward to show
J

Jal
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that higher order terms in m only change the critical
exponents we find here at O(e?), which is beyond the
order to which we are working.) This expansion in m
gives

2u(p, Q)ptm

m >
) {} = 3upLA/ { - +O(m?) (IV.16)
Pec p.o L12(P, Q) + r2(p, Q) (,uQ(p, Q) + k%(p, Q))2
[
Making the same change of variables (IIL.50) that we variables of integration w and P, defined via:
made earlier when evaluating the space-time density cor- )
relation function - that is, replacing €2 and p, with new Q=DrpPw , po= Drqi - (IV.17)
VUsUp
we can rewrite this as
3upPA (1 [T 1 2 ~ 1
5 {m} P2 (2/ —6L(6,5,7) - —TZ/ —1,(6,5,7) + (’)(mQ)) : (IV.18)
Pe VUl \ Dy Jp P Dy Jo, P1
[
where we’ve defined the two dimensionless, O(1) integrals
J
1 P,
o.=m=[ [ nesT)= [P [ E e
(P, @) + 02(Py, @) 277 Py, @)+ 0%(P,,w))

Very fortunately, it proves to be unnecessary to evalu-
ate these integrals in order to calculate the critical ex-
ponents to O(e). It is sufficient for our purposes to
know that I;(6,=,7) and I5(©, =, 7) are finite and pos-
itive for some range of the three dimensionless parame-
ters ©, =, and 7. One can show that both I(0,=,7)
and IQ(Q,H,T) are finite provided that o(P,,w) and
0(Py,w) do not vanish at the same point in the (P, w)
plane. It is straightforward to show that this leads to the
condition
OET > =2 4+712, (IV.20)
which is easily satisfied (indeed, since © is always greater
than 2, this condition is always satisfied when = = 7).
The integral I; (0, =Z,7) is clearly positive definite, since
the integrand is. We have established that there is some
range of ©, =, and 7" in which I,(6, 5, 7T) is positive by
brute force numerical integration for a few specific sets
of values of the dimensionless parameters @, =, and 1.
Note also that, since we will be choosing our arbitrary
RG rescaling exponents to keep the parameters iof the

(IV.19)

(

linear theory fixed, and since @, =, and 1" depend only
on the parameters of the linear theory, @, =, and 1
will themselves be constant under the RG. Hence, so will
Il(@, :, T) and IQ(@, ._,,T).

The integrals over p, in , on the other hand,
can be readily evaluated, especially in the limit

b=1+4d¢,

with df¢ differential. Recalling that the superscript “>”
on the integral over p, implies that p, lies in the thin
shell b™'A < |p, | < A, and taking the limit of df < 1, it
is easy to see that

(IV.21)

> > 1
/ — = Kq_ A3l / = Ky A0
pJ_ pJ_
(IV.22)
where we’ve defined
Sa—1
Kyq= BT (IV.23)

with Sg_1 the surface area of a unit d — 1-dimensional
ball.



Summarizing these results, the graphical corrections
J

om
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dm to m at one loop order are given by:

/Uy D2

with I;(©, 2,7) and I5(0, Z,7) given by ([V.19). Keep
in mind that both of these integrals are constant under
the RG.

m' = bXe XTE (i 4 gm) = pemx gy

. 3Kd,1up§A (Ad_?’ll(@,E,T) . 2mAd_SIQ(9,E,T)

3K _1up> A
+ d—1UpP,

Di + O(mz)) e, (IV.24)

Using this result for the term “graphs” in equation
(IV.13) gives us the complete RG recursion relation for
m:

N

The RG now proceeds by iterating this process. The
result can be summarized by a differential recursion re-
lation in the following (by now very standard) manner:
as already mentioned, we choose b = 1 + d¢ with d¢ dif-
ferential. Instead of keeping track of the number n of
iterations of the renormalization group, we introduce a
“renormalization group time” ¢ defined as £ = ndf. Then

<Ad311(97E,T) _2mATPL(8,5,7)

+ O(m2)> dé} .
(IV.25)

Di Dr

(

applying the recursion relation after a renormal-
ization group time ¢, we must evaluate all of the pa-
rameters on the right hand side at RG time ¢; the re-
sult m’ = m(¢ + df). Hence, after expanding the right
hand side of to linear order in df, we can rewrite

(IV.26]) as

Subtracting m(¢) from both sides of this expression and

J

3 d—3 d—5

D7 D3
(IV.26)

dividing by df gives us the differential recursion relation

2mAd75IQ

— =W —x+z-1m+

dm 3Kg qupi Ad=3[,
dl NG

We now turn to the graphical corrections to u, which arise
from the graph shown in figure|8] This graph generates a

J

5 [6] = —FT(1800) | Conlp.DG,(—p ~ i)} 0,1,
P,

Because this is of precisely the same form as the u term

B 2
D2 DI >+O(m ).

(IV.27)

(

correction to the right hand side of the spatially Fourier
transformed equation of motion (II.11)) for v; of the form

(IV.28)

(

already present in the equation of motion we can



identify this as a contribution 6[u] to u given by

d[u] = 18u? / >Q Cop(P, Q)G o (—p, —Q)(ip1) . (IV.29)

We can simplify this expression somewhat by noting, as
we'll show a posteriori, that both m and u are of O(e).
Hence, this correction to u is already of O(€?); keeping
the dependence of C,, and G, on m will only add cor-
rections of O(e?), which are negligible at the order to
which we are working. A slightly more elaborate argu-
ment shows that keeping those m terms in C,, and G,
only changes the critical exponents to O(e?), which is
again higher order than that to which we are working.
Therefore, we can drop the dependence on m of C, and

G,y in ([IV.29)). Doing so, and using our earlier expres-
sions A7 and [[TT.36] for C,, and G, gives

>

4
5u] = —18u2pPA / pLup. ) (IV.30)

pa (2 (P, Q)+ £*(p,Q))? |

du
de

To completely close these recursion relations, we need to
determine the rescaling exponents x. X,, and z. These
are, of course, arbitrary. However, to make the analy-
sis simple, it is very convenient to chose those exponents
so as to keep the parameters of the linear theory (aside
from m) fixed, because then we can treat the unknown
integrals I1 and I as constants. To determine the choice
of those exponents that accomplishes this we turn to the
recursion relations for the linear parameters, and
note that, to one loop order, there are no graphical cor-
rections to any of the linear parameters (aside from m).
Hence, to one loop order, the choice of exponents that
keeps those linear parameters fixed is the same as the
choice we made in the previous subsection, in which we
ignored those graphical corrections altogether; that is,

r=(=2, (IV.33)
1—
x = Td , (IV.34)
3-d
Xo = "5 (IV.35)

With these choices, our recursion relations for m and u
become

- =0Bxp—x+z-1u—
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The alert reader will recognize the integral on the right
hand side as that which already appeared in our expres-
sion for the linear in m term in the renormal-
ization of m. Indeed, making the change of variables

(IV.17)), we quickly find

_ 18u2p§Kd,1Ad*512
\/Us0,D%

S[u) = de. (IV.31)

Using this result for the ”graphs” in the first equality of
our general RG recursion relation for u, and con-
verting that recursion relation into a differential equation
as we did the recursion relation for m, we find

u2 < 18Kd,1pgAAd7512 )

\/Us0,D%

(IV.32)
[
dm 3K qupiA A3 2mAdTS T,
— = 2m+ 5— — 1
dal Vo Up Dz D7,
(IV..36)
d 18K 1p2 AN
W e —u? d-1Pe2 2 (IV.37)
dl VUV, D1

where we remind the reader that we’ve defined e = 5 —d.
The flows implied by these equations, which are illus-
trated in figure @D, are extremely similar in form to
those for equilibrium phase separation (that is, the equi-
librium Ising model), but with e being 5 —d for our prob-
lem, while it is 4 — d for the equilibrium problem.

The fixed points of these recursion relations can be de-
termined by setting dd—’? =0= %7 which leads to two
equations for the two unknowns (m*,u*), where the su-
perscript * denotes the fixed point values. Aside from
the trivial Gaussian fixed point (m*,u*) = (0,0), which
is doubly unstable for ¢ > 0 - that is, for d < 5, and
hence does not control the transition, there is a singly
stable analog of the familiar Wilson-Fisher fixed point at

A2D2T
mt = — (12;;1> €, (IV.38)
. VUuU, DA~
ut = <1sp§ o A (1V.39)



FIG. 9. Renormalization group flows of the parameters m and
u on the u — m manifold of parameter space. The Gaussian
fixed point is located at the origin and is marked by a green
square. The linear fixed point is located a small v and m and
is marked by a pink five pointed star.

This is the ”critical fixed point”, which controls the tran-
sition for d < 5. Linearizing the recursion relations
(IV.37) around this fixed point by taking

m(f) =m* + dm(¢), (IV.40)
u(l) = u* 4 du(f) (IV.41)
gives
Kq_1p3ANTS]
dom _ o SKa1peBN P s 4 0su, (1V.42)
al VU0, Dy

3 A Ad—5
DU e 36Kd*1”CAA4 L2 5, (IV.43)
at /U U, D7
where the constant
Ky qups AANG3T
o, = SBa-1up L4 0(e). (IV.44)

/U0, D2

Inserting the fixed point value ([V.38) of u into these
recursion relations, we see that massive cancellations oc-
cur; in particular, the unevaluated integral I cancels
out. This leaves the recursion relations in the very simple
form:

ds 1
TZL = (2— 3)0m + Cudu, (IV.45)
dj—; = —¢du. (IV.46)

Seeking solutions to this linearized system of an expo-
nential form; i.e.,
om(l)\ _ g xe
(5u(€)> = Se

where S is a constant eigenvector, and A a constant
growth rate (which should not be confused with the pa-
rameter A in our original equations of motion!), we see

(IV.47)
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that there are two eigenvalues for A:

A = —e (IV.48)

1
)\25)%:2—*6

. (IV..49)

We identify )¢, which is the only positive eigenvalue, as
the “thermal” eigenvalue. We use this term in the usual
RG sense, which is that it determines the dependence
of the correlation length on the departure of the control
parameter (which is usually temperature in equilibrium
problems, hence the term ”thermal eigenvalue”).

We can see this by the following completely standard
RG analysis:

Note that, as usual for a system of coupled linear
ODE’s, the general solution of our linearized recursion
relations is

(5:5(?)) = a(mo)81e™ " + c(mo)82e™,  (IV.50)
where 81 o are the unit eigenvectors associated with the
two eigenvalues A; o respectively, and the scalar constants
a(mg) and ¢(my) are determined by the initial (i.e., bare)
parameters of the model, and hence, in particular, the
bare value mg of m.

The unit eigenvectors are given to leading order in €
by by:

(IV.51)

1 <—Cu>
§] = —— ,
Va2 \ 2

e (0).

These eigenvectors are depicted in figure [9] as the blue
lines emanating from the linear fixed point.

Now it is easy to see that, in order for the initial param-
eters of our system to be such that the system flows un-
der renormalization into the critical fixed point
and ([V.39), we clearly must have dm({ — oo0) — 0,
du(f — oo) — 0, which can clearly only occur at a value
of mg such that ¢(mg) = 0, so that the exponentially
growing part of the general solution IV.57: vanishes.
We'll call this special value of mg m., that is, we’ll define
m. by the condition ¢(m.) = 0. It clearly then follows
by analyticity that, for mg near vm,,

(IV.52)

c(mg) = A(mg — m¢) (IV.53)
with A a constant. This implies that, if A > 0, ¢(my)
will be positive for my > m.. As a result, as RG time
¢ — o0, the renormalized m(¢) will go to large, posi-
tive values (since the exponentially growing ¢ term in
will inevitably eventually dominate over the ex-
ponentially decaying a term. This clearly corresponds to
the non-phase separated region, in which the state of uni-
form density is stable. Likewise, if mg < m., (continuing
for now to assume A > 0), ¢(mg) will be negative. As
a result, as RG time ¢ — oo, the renormalized m(¢) will



go to large, negative values. This clearly corresponds to
the phase separated region, in which the state of uniform
density is unstable.

Hence, m, clearly corresponds to the critical value of
m at which the critical point occurs.

Recognizing this, we can now use the expansion
to obtain the behavior of the correlation length near the
critical point by the following very standard RG argu-
ment

Starting with any mg near m., we run the renormal-
ization group until we reach a value £*(mg) of ¢ at which
the renormalized 0m(€*) takes on some particular ”O(1)”
reference value which we’ll call dm,. By ”"O(1)”, which
is literally meaningless in this context, since dm is a di-
mensionful quantity, what we really mean is a value small
enough that the linearized recursion relations ([V.45)
and , and, therefore, their solution (IV.57)), re-
main valid, but as big as it can be consistent with that
requirement.

For myg close to m., therefore, the value of £* required
to reach such a large ém(¢*) will clearly be large, since
the coefficient ¢(mg) of the exponentially growing part
of the solution of our linearized recursion rela-
tions is small in that case. It follows that, by the time
¢ reaches £*, the exponentially decaying a term in the
solution (IV.57) will have become negligible, so that

Sm(*) = c(mg)e™’” = dm,. (IV.54)
where in the last equality we have applied our condition
on ¢* that it make dm(£*) = dm,. It is clearly straight-
forward to solve (IV.54)) for ¢*; we’ll instead solve it for
e’", which, as we'll see in a moment, proves to be the
more useful quantity:

o 6mr . —vy
e = 0.8 |m0 - mC‘ 5

c(mo)

(IV.55)

where we’ve defined the ”correlation length exponent”

11
V= — =t = +0O?).

=3 =3%1 (IV.56)

Note that, in the limit m. — myg, all of our starting
systems have been mapped onto the same point

du(*)\ [ 0

om(e*)) — \om, )’
since the exponentially decaying part of the solution
(IV.57) will have vanished in this limit. Hence, all of
these systems are mapped onto the same model, and,
hence, onto a model with the same correlation lengths in
the perpendicular and parallel direction.

Note that this does not imply that all of these sys-
tems have the same correlation lengths. On the contrary,
since each of them will have to have been renormalized
for a different, strongly mg — m.-dependent RG time as
implied by , they will have very different correla-
tion lengths. Indeed, since, on every time step, we rescale

(IV.57)
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lengths in the | -directions by a factor of b = 1+d/, while
directions in the ||-direction are rescaled (at the one loop
order to which we’ve worked here) by a factor of b2, the
actual correlation lengths in the L and || directions ) |

are related to those at the ”reference point (gu(f )) by

m(f*)
€1(mo) = b EL(6m,) = " &L (Omy) o [mo — me| ™,
(IV.58)
§(mo) = b & (0m,) = e’ §(6m,) o [mo — me| 72
= |mo—mg| .
(IV.59)

Here n* = ¢*/d{ is the number of RG steps required to
reach £*, and we’ve used the fact that, for d¢ differential

and (* = ndl finite, b* = (1 + d0*)" = (¥ )" =
e = e We've also used our earlier expression
(IV.55) for e’ , and defined

Z/” = QI/L . (IVGO)

Since everything in our expressions for these
two correlation lengths is independent of the bare mg ex-
cept for the terms explicitly displayed, which arise from
the singular mg-dependence of the RG time ¢*, that ex-
plicitly displayed dependence is the entire dependence of
the correlation lengths on mg. Thus we have

—v
|~

£1(mo) o< |mo —mel|™" , §j(mo) o [mo —me

(Iv.61)
with the universal critical exponents v, || given by
1 1 € 9 € 9
= —_— = - —_— - 1 . .
vy " 2—|—12+(9(e) y Y —|—6+(9(e)
(IV.62)

Note that the 2 to 1 ratio of the exponents v to vy
will not persist to higher order in €; it is an artifact of
the fact that the anisotropy exponent ¢ = 2 up to and
including linear order in e. At O(e?) and higher, there
will be graphical corrections to, e.g., Dr1 ,1 and various
other parameters of the linear model, which will in turn
make ¢ # 2. The general form of will continue
to hold at higher order in €, but the relation between v
and v will become

Z/” = CI/J_ (IV63)

with ¢ given by

(=2+0(). (IV.64)

We can obtain the critical exponent S, which gives
the shape of the phase boundary in figure , by a
similar argument. Because we rescale density by a factor
of bXr on each RG time step, the density difference dp
between the two coexisting densities in figure at some



mgy < m. can be related to the corresponding difference
at a megative reference value dm,. via

Ap(6mg; £ = 0) = e“Xe Ap(6m,.) . (IV.65)

(IV.66)

As we argued for the correlation length, so here the quan-
tity Ap(dm,.) will be independent of our starting value
dmg. Hence, all of the dependence of Ap on mg comes
again from the factor ef~Xe = (e"*)xp . The relation

(IV.55) relating e’ to mg continues to hold, so we have

5p o< |mg — me|? (IV.67)
with
B=—-vixp- (IV.68)

This relation is exact. We can use it to generate an e-
expansion for 8 by using our earlier expansion (V.62 for
v, along with our earlier argument that x, is unchanged

from its linear value (IV.35|) to first order in ¢, in (IV.68)|)

to obtain
o)) (5 + o)

- (;+€+O )) (-1+5+0@)
1
2

1
B = —vx,= <2+12+

% +0(e).

(IV.69)

V. DISCUSSION AND SUMMARY

We have shown that phase separation in polar ordered
active fluids (" flocks” )belongs to a new universality class,
radically different from that of equilibrium phase sepa-
ration. Even the critical dimension of the problem is
different: flocks have a critical dimension of five, while
for equilibrium phase separation, the critical dimension
is four.

The well-informed reader will have noticed that, to
leading order in €, our results for the thermal eigenvalue
At and the order parameter exponent ([ are identical,
when expressed in terms of € = d. — d, to those for the
equilibrium problem. The only difference, at this order,
is that d. is larger by 1 for the flocking problem that in
equilibrium.

One might therefore bet tempted to speculate that this
property holds to all orders; that is, that Af°ck(d) =
Aeauil(g — 1), However, such a speculation is almost cer-
tainly incorrect. There is, in fact, at least one known
problem in which, as in ours, the critical dimension dif-
fers from that for equilibrium phase separation by 1, and
the exponents, to leading order in €, are the same as those
of the equilibrium short-ranged Ising model. That prob-
lem is the Ising model with dipolar interactions[20, 21],
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for which d. = 3. For that problem, a second order in
e calculation[21] finds different results from the second
order in € calculation for the short-ranged problem. This
problem has many features in common with ours, includ-
ing a two to one anisotropy of scaling at the linear level,
and the fact that correlations do not decay exponentially
even beyond the correlation length. Hence, we strongly
suspect that our problem does not map on to the equi-
librium problem in one lower dimension.

Our e-expansion results are, of course, not expected to
be accurate for the physically relevant cases of d = 3 (e =
2) or d = 2 (e = 3). The significance of our calculation,
and, in particular, our demonstration of the existence of
a non-Gaussian fixed point in d = 5 — ¢, is that he shows
the existence of a critical point in a new universality class
for phase separation in flocks.

What can we say about the exponents in d = 3 and
d = 27 One thing that we know is that, at higher loop
order, linear coefficients like the diffusion constants Dy, |
and so on will get graphical corrections. This will make
the anisotropy exponent ( differ from 2, although it will
remain universal. Thus we will continue to have two
correlation lengths, one along (||). and one perpendic-
ular to (L) the direction of mean flock motion. These
will diverge as the control parameter mg, defined via the
pressure expansion , approaches its critical value
me, according to

£1(mo) o |mg —mel|™" ,  §j(mo) x [mg —me|™1,
(V.1)
with the universal critical exponents v || obeying
v =L, (V.2)
with
(=2+0(). (V.3)

This e-expansion obviously tells us nothing quantiative
about the universal anisotropy exponent ¢ in d = 2 or
d = 3, other than that it does not equal 2.

One very big remaining open question is: what is the
lower critical dimension dpc, below which the critical
point disappears, for our problem? For equilibrium phase
separation, that lower critical dimension is one. The
7d — d — 1”7 argument described above would then sug-
gest that dpc = 2 for our problem. But, as discussed
earlier, we do not believe that argument, so the question
of the lower critical dimension remains open. Thus, we
cannot unambiguously claim that our new universality
class persists down to the physically relevant spatial di-
mensions d = 2,3. This is a question that will have to
be answered by experiment. What we can be quite confi-
dent of in light of our work is that, if such a critical point
does exist, it will certainly belong to a universality class
very different from that of equilibrium phase separation.
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