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The Vicsek simulation model of flocking together with its theoretical treatment by Toner and Tu
in 1995 were two foundational cornerstones of active matter physics. However, despite the field’s
tremendous progress, the actual universality class (UC) governing the scaling behavior of Viscek’s
“flocking” phase remains elusive. Here, we use nonperturbative, functional renormalization group
methods to analyze, numerically and analytically, a simplified version of the Toner-Tu model, and
uncover a novel UC with scaling exponents that agree remarkably well with the values obtained in
a recent simulation study by Mahault et al. [Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 218001 (2019)], in both two and
three spatial dimensions. We therefore believe that there is strong evidence that the UC uncovered
here describes Vicsek’s flocking phase.

Two papers in 1995 arguably led to the advent of active
matter physics, which has in many ways revolutionized
nonequilibrium, soft matter, and biological physics: Ref.
[1] studied the order-disorder transition of an active XY
model in two dimensions (2D) using a simulation model
now commonly known as the Vicsek model; inspired by
the appearance of an ordered (or “flocking”) phase in
2D (forbidden by the Mermin-Wagner-Hohenberg theo-
rem in thermal systems), Toner and Tu introduced a set
of hydrodynamic equations of motion (EOM) for generic
polar active fluids in Ref. [2], now known as the Toner-
Tu (TT) model, and investigated the scaling behavior
of such a flocking phase using a renormalization group
(RG) analysis. Intriguingly, controversies soon emerged
regarding these two landmark studies: the critical order-
disorder transition, the focus of Ref. [1], was found to
be pre-empted by a discontinuous phase transition [3];
the RG study performed in Ref. [2] was found to be in-
complete due to neglected nonlinearities in the original
analysis [4]. More recently, an extensive simulation study
[5] of Vicsek’s flocking phase has provided estimates for
the scaling exponents that deviate significantly from the
original predictions of Ref. [2]. As a result, the question
of what universality class (UC) actually describes Vic-
sek’s flocking phase remains open. Indeed, a solution has
been widely considered to be intractable using current
RG methodology due to its inherent complexity [4].

Here, we made a significant step forward in tackling the
above question using a functional renormalization group
(FRG) [11–18] analysis. Specifically, starting with a sim-
plified version of the general TT EOM, our FRG calcu-
lation leads to a set of scaling relations that enable us to
solve for the three scaling exponents: roughness exponent
(χ), dynamic exponent (z), and anisotropy exponent (ζ),
which characterize the UC of the flocking phase.

Using the rescaling convention,

(t, r⊥, x, δg, δρ) → (tezl, r⊥e
l, xeζl, δgeχl, δρeχl) , (1)

where, without loss of generality, the flocking direction is

Spatial dimension (d) χ z ζ

d = 2 :

this paper −0.325 1.325 0.975

Vicsek simulation [5] −0.31(2) 1.33(2) 0.95(2)

incompressible [6, 7] −0.23 1.1 0.67

TT 95 / Malthusian [8] −0.20 1.20 0.6

d = 3 :

this paper −0.65 1.65 0.95

Vicsek simulation [5] −0.62 1.77 1

TT 95 / incompressible [2, 9] −0.60 1.60 0.8

Malthusian [10] −0.45(2) 1.45(2) 0.73(1)

TABLE I. Comparison of the scaling exponents obtained here
[Eqs. (2)], from a simulation study of the Vicsek model [5],
from the Toner-Tu 1995 paper [2], and from dynamic renor-
malization group analyses of two closely related models: the
incompressible Toner-Tu model [6, 7, 9] and the Malthusian
version of the Toner-Tu model [8, 10].

chosen to be along the x-axis, these novel exponents are:

χ =
13(1− d)

40
, z =

27 + 13d

40
, ζ =

41− d

40
, (2)

for d < 11/3 where d is the spatial dimension. Remark-
ably, the values of these exponents agree very well with
the simulation results in both two and three dimensions
(falling within the given simulation errors, see Table I).
Therefore, we believe that the new UC uncovered here
describes the ordered phase of the Vicsek model.

Simplified Toner-Tu model.—We start with the cele-
brated TT EOM that describe generic compressible po-
lar active fluids, derived simply from considering the un-
derlying conservation law and symmetries of the system
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FIG. 1. Exponents, χ, z and ζ, obtained from our analytical results (2) (unbroken blue line) and our numeric RG calculation
(blue squares) show good agreement with the simulation results of Vicsek’s flocking phase (red stars) [5]. For comparison,
scaling exponents of the incompressible TT model (green dotted line for d > 2 [9] and green diamond for d = 2 [6, 7]) and those
of the Malthusian (or infinitely compressible) TT model (yellow dashed lines for d > 2 [10], yellow circle for d = 2 [8]) are also
shown. Note that the results from the Toner-Tu 1995 paper [2] coincide with the dotted green line and the yellow circle.

[2, 4, 19]:

∂tρ+∇ · g = 0 , (3)

∂tg + λ1(g · ∇)g + λ2g(∇ · g) + λ3

2
∇(|g|2) = −Ug

+ µ1∇2g + µ2∇(∇ · g) + µ3(g · ∇)2g

−∇P1 − g(g · ∇)P2 + h.o.t.+ f +Q , (4)

where ρ is the mass density field and g is the momen-
tum density field. Note that instead of using the velocity
density field as one of the two hydrodynamic variables
in the original formulation [2, 19], we have opted for the
momentum field. The physics of course remains the same
but this choice has the virtue of simplifying the continu-
ity equation (3) by rendering it linear. In the EOM of g
(4), all coefficients are generic functions of ρ and |g|, the
“pressure” terms P ’s are functions of ρ:

P1 =
∑

n≥1

κn(ρ− ρ0)
n , P2 =

∑

n≥1

νn(ρ− ρ0)
n , (5)

where ρ0 is the mean density, and the coefficients κn’s
and νn’s are themselves functions of |g|. Furthermore,
“h.o.t.” in Eq. (4) denotes higher order terms in spatial
derivatives (e.g., ∇4g, etc) that are irrelevant to our dis-
cussion, and the noise term f is Gaussian with vanishing
mean and statistics:

⟨fi(r, t)fj(r′, t′)⟩ = 2Dδijδ
d+1(t− t′, r− r′) . (6)

Finally, in addition to the usual terms, we have also in-
troduced the Lagrange multiplier Q in Eq. (4) to enforce
that the fluctuations in g along the flocking direction
vanish (Simplification 1). While physically motivated by
the fact that the gx mode is expected to be more “mas-
sive” due to the “potential” term U , we note that our
approximation here is more drastic than the conventional

nonlinear sigma constraint (as used, e.g., in the original
Toner-Tu treatment [4, 19]) because instead of constrain-
ing the fluctuations on the speed, we are constraining
fluctuations along the ordered direction.

Besides Simplification 1, we will reduce the complex-
ity further by ignoring all nonlinearities in the TT EOM
involving the density field (Simplification 2). This simpli-
fication is motivated by the successes in previous studies
of variants of the TT model where the density field is
neglected [6–10]. Here, the density and momentum fields
are of course still coupled at the linear level, which, as
we shall see, leads to novel emergent hydrodynamic be-
havior.

Linear Theory.—In the flocking phase, the mean mag-
nitude of the momentum field, g = |g|, is nonzero and we
are interested in the fluctuating fields around this flock-
ing state:

δρ = ρ− ρ0 , δg = g − g0x̂ , (7)

where hats denote normalized vectors. We now further
partition δg into three components that are more nat-
ural in our analysis: δg = δgx + δgL + δgT , where
δgx = x̂(x̂ · δg), δgL = q̂⊥(q̂⊥ · δg), where q⊥ denotes
the wavevector (in spatially transformed Fourier space)
perpendicular to the x-direction, i.e., q⊥ = q − qxx̂
and qx = x̂ · q. Namely, the three components of δg
correspond to its component along the flocking direc-
tion, along the direction of the wavevector (with the x-
component subtracted), and along the direction perpen-
dicular to both wavevector and flocking direction. Note
that Simplification 1 enforces that δgx = 0 here.

We now analyze the scaling behavior of the ordered
phase at the linear level, i.e., by first truncating the TT
EOM to linear order in δρ, δgL, and δgT . The propaga-
tors can thus be obtained by inverting the “dynamical
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matrix” constructed from the linear TT EOM [20]:

G(q̃) = GL(q̃) +GT (q̃) , (8)

GL(q̃) =
−iωqPL(q)

−iωq(−iωq + iλgqx + µL
x q

2
x + µL

⊥q
2
⊥) + κ1q2⊥

,

(9)

GT (q̃) =
PT (q)

−iωq + iλgqx + µxq2x + µ⊥q2⊥
, (10)

where we have defined q̃ = (ωq,q), PL,ij(q) = q̂⊥,iq̂⊥,j ,
and PT,ij(q) = δij−x̂ix̂j−q̂⊥,iq̂⊥,j is the projector trans-
verse to the x and the longitudinal direction. Further we
have defined λg = λ1g0, µ⊥ = µ1, µx = µ1 + µ3g

2
0 and

µL
⊥ = µ1 + µ2, which are all evaluated at δρ = δg = 0.

Since δgx = 0, G is perpendicular to x̂.

The equal-time correlation functions can then be ob-
tained in the usual way, giving,

⟨δgL(t, r)δgL(t, 0)⟩ = D

∫

q

e−iq·r PL(q)

µxq2x + µL
⊥q

2
⊥

, (11)

⟨δgT (t, r)δgT (t, 0)⟩ = D

∫

q

e−iq·r PT (q)

µxq2x + µ⊥q2⊥
, (12)

⟨δρ(t, r)δρ(t, 0)⟩ = D

κ1

∫

q

e−iq·r 1

µxq2x + µL
⊥q

2
⊥

, (13)

where
∫
q
=
∫
ddq/(2π)d. In particular, our linear analy-

sis identifies the following scaling exponents χlin
ρ = χlin =

(2− d)/2, zlin = 2, and ζ lin = 1, which, as expected, are
identical to those in previous works [2, 4, 19].

Nonlinear analysis using FRG.— Applying Simplifi-
cation 2 to eliminate all nonlinearities involving δρ, the
only nonlinearities left are terms involving the λ’s and U ,
which become independent of δρ. The standard power
counting method (e.g., see [21]) shows that below d = 4,

the leading order contributions of these nonlinearities
(i.e., the λ’s, which are no longer functions of δg, and
U = β|δg|2/2) can modify the scaling behavior and thus
have to be incorporated into the analysis. RG methods
provide a systematic way to accomplish this task and we
will use here the functional version of the renormalization
group based on the exact Wetterich equation [11–13]:

∂kΓk =
1

2
Tr

[(
Γ
(2)
k +Rk

)−1

∂kRk

]
, (14)

where Γk is the wavelength (k) dependent effective av-
erage action and Rk is a regulator that serves to control
the length scale (∼ 1/k) beyond which fluctuations are
averaged over. The exact flow equation (14) serves to
interpolate between the microscopic action ΓΛ (where all
model details are encoded) and the macroscopic effective
average action Γ0, from which the EOM for the averages
of the fields can be obtained. The trace is a sum over all
degrees of freedom, i.e., over all field indices, wavevectors

and frequencies, and Γ
(2)
k is the matrix containing the sec-

ond order functional derivatives of Γk with respect to the
fields. The boundary conditions for Γk described above
are enforced by requiring that RΛ ∼ ∞ and R0 = 0.
Otherwise, it can be chosen freely, and in principle Γ0

is independent of that choice. In practice, we typically
constrain the form of the microscopic action ΓΛ in or-
der to close the flow equations with a finite number of
coefficients, which are now also dependent on k.
To proceed with our NPRG analysis, we use the

Martin-Siggia-Rose-de Dominicis-Janssen formalism [18,
22–24], introducing the response fields ḡ⊥ and ρ̄, to ob-
tain a scalar action that describes our theory at the
microscopic scale Λ. Making all microscopic couplings
dependent on k (not written explicitly), we obtain an
Ansatz for the scale-dependent effective average action,

Γk[ḡ⊥,g⊥, ρ̄, ρ] =
∫

x̃

{
ρ̄ [∂tρ+∇⊥ · g⊥]−D|ḡ⊥|2 + ḡ⊥ · [γ∂tg⊥ + λ1g0∂xg⊥ + λ1(g⊥ · ∇⊥)g⊥ + λ2g⊥(∇⊥ · g⊥)

+
1

2
λ3∇⊥(|g⊥|2) +

1

2
β|g⊥|2g⊥ − µ1∇2

⊥g⊥ − µ1∂
2
xg⊥ − µ2∇⊥(∇⊥ · g⊥)− µ3g

2
0∂

2
xg + κ1∇ρ

]}
,

where we have defined g⊥ = δgL+δgT . We have also in-
troduced the coefficient γ to allow for the potential renor-
malization of the time-derivative term. Due to its linear
structure, the “density sector” (proportional to ρ̄) does
not get renormalized [25, 26], and therefore its coefficients
remain unity.

The last ingredient in the FRG formulation is the reg-

ulator, which we choose to be [27],

Rk(q̃, p̃) = Γ
(2)
k (q̃, p̃)

(
1

Θϵ(|q⊥| − k)
− 1

)
, (15)

where Θϵ is a smooth, nonzero function that approaches
the Heaviside function in the limit of ϵ → 0, which is
to be taken at the end of the calculation. Note that
the regulator effectively modifies the propagators with a
factor independent of frequency and wavenumber in x-
direction qx. With this property, we are able to evaluate
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all integrals in the trace of Eq. (14) analytically, except
the qx-integral. We further note that since the regulator
has the same structure as the propagator, even though it
is frequency dependent, causality is preserved [18].

RG fixed points.—With the regulator and ansatz de-
fined, we can now deduce the flow equations, for which
we rely on computer algebra due to the complexity of
the propagators and interaction terms. Further details
are given in Ref. [20].

Integrating the flow equations numerically, we always
find a nontrivial stable fixed point. The associated scal-
ing exponents are shown in Fig. 1 (blue squares). For
dimensions 11/3 <∼ d < 4, the scaling exponents agree
with those obtained by Toner and Tu in Refs. [2, 19]:

χTT =
3− 2d

5
, zTT =

2(d+ 1)

5
, ζTT =

d+ 1

5
. (16)

Intriguingly, below d ≈ 11/3, the values of the exponents
are found to agree with the new formula shown in Eq. (2),
until for d <∼ 2.4 when the RG flow seems to become di-
vergent. We hypothesize that the divergence is due to
our truncation/simplification of the scale-dependent av-
erage action, as we reason that the density-dependent
couplings could become more important in lower dimen-
sions and potentially stabilize the RG flow.

We interpret our findings as follows. The flocking
phase of our simplified TT model is generically described
by the TT UC for 11/3 < d < 4. Below d < 11/3, a
new stable RG fixed point, with scaling behavior given
by Eq. (2), emerges. And comparing the values of the
exponents obtained using Eq. (2) to a recent simulation
study [5] (red stars in Fig. 1), we believe that the UC
uncovered here describes the ordered phase of the Vicsek
model. Schematics of the RG flows illustrating the stabil-
ity exchange between the TT UC and the UC described
here are shown in Fig. 2 in terms of the anomalous di-
mensions η⊥ and ηx, defined as the graphical corrections
of µ⊥ and µx,

∂l logµ⊥ = z − 2 + η⊥ , (17)

∂l logµx = z − 2ζ + ηx . (18)

Analytical Treatment.—We will now go beyond our nu-
merical FRG calculation by using an analytical approach,
whose advantage is threefold: i) to obtain analytical ex-
pressions of the scaling exponents (2) beyond relying on
fitting the numerical results; ii) to understand why the
values of the exponents seem to be quantitatively accu-
rate in d = 2, 3, as compared to simulations, even with
drastic truncations/approximations adopted, and iii) to
verify the exchange of stability between the TT UC and
our new UC at d ≈ 11/3.

To make analytical process, we start by noting that
within the linear theory, the “compressibility” term
κ1∇⊥δρ and the advective term λg∂xδg ≡ λ1g0∂xδg are
expected to diverge as k → 0, on account of their scaling

0.2 0.0
x

0.1

0.0

0.1

0.2 d = 3.5

0.2 0.0
x

d = 3.83

0.2 0.0
x

d = 4.17

FIG. 2. Schematic flow diagram visualizing the locations and
stability of the Gaussian (yellow pentagon), the TT (blue
square) and the novel compressible fixed points (red circle)
in the (ηx, η⊥)-plane for dimensions below d′c = 11/3, in be-
tween d′c and dc = 4, and above dc. η⊥ and ηx are the graph-
ical corrections of µ⊥ and µx, respectively (17),(18)). The
black lines are the fixed point trajectories as d is increased.
The gray flow lines are fictitious and serve to illustrate the
stability of the fixed points, as verified by our numerical FRG
calculation.

dimensions based on both linear and nonlinear analy-
ses. We can therefore approximate the flow equations by
assuming the divergence of these terms (or more specif-
ically their dimensionless versions: κ̄1 = κ1γ/µ

2
⊥k

2 and
λ̄g = λg/

√
µ⊥µxk) [20]. Taking this limit, some of the

graphical corrections (for λ1, D and λg) vanish, while
others (λ2, λ3, µ⊥, and µL

⊥) become finite, but completely
independent of κ̄1 and λ̄g [20].
Unexpectedly, different behaviour is observed for the

graphical corrections of µx,

ηx =
2D

2(d− 2)µx

∂2

∂q2x

∫

h̃

PT,im(q)Vijn(q,h)Gna(h̃) (19)

×Gab(−h̃)Vbkm(q− h,−h)Gik(q̃− h̃)δ(|h⊥| − k)
∣∣∣
q̃=0

≡ Fx(λ̄1, λ̄2, λ̄3, ḡ0, κ̄1) ,

where
∫
h̃
ddhdωh/(2π)

(d+1) and Vijn is the three-point
momentum density vertex (shown in Ref. [20]). First,
contrarily to the other corrections, the limit of large κ̄1

and λ̄g does not commute with the integral over hx in
Eq. (19). If the limit is performed before the integral,
one would incorrectly conclude that this correction van-
ishes. Evaluated in the correct order however, we find
via numerical evaluation of Eq. (19) that, as both κ̄1 and
λ̄g diverge, and λ̄1, λ̄2 and λ̄3 approach a fixed point
value (marked by an asterisk), the function Fx behaves
asymptotically as

Fx(λ̄1, λ̄2, λ̄3, λ̄g, κ̄1) → F̄x

(
λ̄∗
1, λ̄

∗
2, λ̄

∗
3,

λ̄13
g

κ̄7
1

)
, (20)

where asterisks denote fixed point values and F̄x has
the asymptotic properties, F̄x(λ̄1, λ̄2, λ̄3, 0) = 0 and
limx→∞ F̄x(λ̄1, λ̄2, λ̄3, x) = ∞ [20]. The flow equations
therefore only allow a fixed point for two possible sce-
narios. Either κ̄1 tends to infinity fast enough such that
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λ̄13
g ≪ κ̄7

1, in which case Fx = ηx = 0 and the TT UC is

recovered, or κ̄1 and λ̄g diverge in such a way that the
ratio λ̄13

g /κ̄7
1 approaches a constant value, leading to the

new UC uncovered here. Specifically, since neither λ̄g nor
κ̄1 receive any graphical corrections in this limit, using
the standard rescaling, we can write down an effective
flow equation for λ̄κ = λ̄13

g /κ̄7
1:

∂lλ̄κ = [13(z − ζ)− 7(2z − 2)]λ̄κ , (21)

with precisely two fixed points: either λ̄κ = 0 or λ̄κ =
const. In the latter case, the exponents have to fulfill the
hyperscaling relation:

13(z − ζ)− 7(2z − 2) = 0 . (22)

Together with the scaling relations from the vanishing
graphical corrections for λ1 and D (also obtained in Refs
[2, 19]):

∂l log λ1 = z − 1 + χ = 0 , (23)

∂l logD = z − 2χ− ζ − (d− 1) = 0 , (24)

we can determine the analytical expressions of the ex-
ponents in Eq. (2). Further, our calculation here applies
below d ∼ 2.4, thus extending our numerical FRG results
to d=2.

Since the exponents are determined by the various scal-
ing relations and therefore independent of the exact lo-
cations of the fixed points, we believe them to be robust
against approximations. Indeed, exact exponents have
been claimed for diverse systems based on scaling rela-
tions [2, 9, 28–32]. Further testing the exactness of the
exponents (2), via simulation or numerical FRG meth-
ods, will thus be of great interest.

Finally, we can support the scenario regarding the ex-
change of stabilities between the TT UC and our novel
UC (Fig. 2) by expanding Eq. (21) around the TT fixed
point at λ̄κ = 0,

∂lδλκ = (11− 3d) δλκ , (25)

which clearly becomes unstable below d < d′c = 11/3.
Further supporting evidence is that the exponents of both
TT UC (16) and our UC (2) coincide at d = 11/3, as
expected from such an exchange of fixed point stabilities.

Summary & Outlook.—The Vicsek model together
with the Toner-Tu theoretical formulation of polar active
fluids helped propel active matter physics into a well-
known discipline of physics today, and along the way in-
spired diverse variations of flocking models that are found
to correspond to many novel UCs [6, 8–10, 26, 29, 31–41].
Ironically, the UC that governs Vicsek’s original flocking
phase has remained unknown, perhaps until now. Besides
potentially explaining the universal flocking behavior of
the Vicsek model, our nonperturbative, FRG calculation
may also refute the recent questioning of the stability of

the flocking phase [42, 43] in d = 2, 3, at least when the
active systems are deep enough in the ordered phase.

Going beyond, an immediate open question is: why
would Vicsek’s flocking phase correspond to the simpli-
fied TT model considered here? Another open question
is whether the ordered phase of the general TT model
(without imposing our simplifications) also corresponds
to the UC uncovered in this work. Finally, the RG has
traditionally been perceived as less of a quantitative tool
but more of a conceptual means to elucidating the under-
lying physics [44]; in contrast, our work shows that RG
methodology can quantify physical properties accurately,
thus demonstrating the power of the RG not readily ap-
preciated by many physicists. Indeed, FRG methodol-
ogy has already been used in several other disciplines of
physics to provide quantitatively accurate predictions of
both universal and nonuniversal quantities [17]. We be-
lieve that similar developments in active matter physics
will be very fruitful.
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ANSATZ FOR THE EFFECTIVE AVERAGE ACTION

As discussed in the main text (MT), Simplification 1 enforces that δgx = 0 via the Lagrange multiplier Q in the
EOM of the momentum density field g. In the presence of the background field g0 = g0x̂ and with the expansion
g− g0x̂ = g⊥ = δgL+ δgT , we can solve for Q by projecting the EOM [Eq. (3) and (4) in the MT] in the x-direction,
to obtain,

Q = x̂

{
1

2
λ3∂x

(
|δg⊥|2

)
+ ∂xP1 + g20∂xP2 + g0(g⊥ · ∇)P2 − (x̂ · f)

}
. (1)

The remaining EOM [Eq. (3) and (4) in the MT] can then be written as

∂tρ+∇⊥ · g⊥ = 0 , (2)

∂tg⊥ + λ1g0∂xg⊥ + λ1(g⊥ · ∇⊥)g⊥ + λ2g⊥(∇⊥ · g⊥) +
1

2
λ3∇⊥(|g⊥|2) + Ug⊥

= µ1∇2
⊥g⊥ + µ1∂

2
xg⊥ + µ2∇⊥(∇⊥ · g⊥) + µ3(g0∂x + g⊥ · ∇⊥)

2g⊥ −∇⊥P1 − g⊥(g0∂x + g⊥ · ∇⊥)P2 + f⊥ .
(3)

Simplification 2 now removes all nonlinearities coupling to the density, leading to,

∂tg⊥ + λ1g0∂xg⊥ + λ1(g⊥ · ∇⊥)g⊥ + λ2g⊥(∇⊥ · g⊥) +
1

2
λ3∇⊥(|g⊥|2) + Ug⊥

= µ1∇2
⊥g⊥ + µ1∂

2
xg⊥ + µ2∇⊥(∇⊥ · g⊥) + µ3(g0∂x + g⊥ · ∇⊥)

2g⊥ − κ1∇⊥δρ+ f⊥ . (4)

where all coefficients are now taken to be independent of δρ. As we show below, the linear scaling dimension of g⊥ is
χ = (2−d)/2, and therefore the nonlinearities with the largest scaling dimension become relevant at dc = 4. Retaining
only nonlinearities relevant just below d = 4, the potential term U becomes,

U

(
ρ0,

1

2
|g0 + g⊥|2

)
=

1

2
β|g⊥|2 , (5)

and the EOM subsequently read,

∂tg⊥ + λ1g0∂xg⊥ + λ1(g⊥ · ∇⊥)g⊥ + λ2g⊥(∇⊥ · g⊥) +
1

2
λ3∇⊥(|g⊥|2) +

1

2
β|g⊥|2g⊥

= µ1∇2
⊥g⊥ + µ1∂

2
xg⊥ + µ2∇⊥(∇⊥ · g⊥) + µ3g

2
0∂

2
xg⊥ − κ1∇⊥δρ+ f⊥ , (6)

where all couplings are now independent of g⊥ and δρ.
Applying the Martin-Siggia-Rose-de Dominicis-Janssen (MSRDJ) formalism to Eqns. (2) and (6), we obtain a

microscopic action ΓΛ, to which the Functional Renormalization Group (FRG) can be applied. By making all
couplings, λ1, λ3, λ2, β, κ1, µ1, µ2, µ3, and D dependent on the Renormalization group scale k (not written
explicitly), as well as introducing a k dependent factor γ for the time derivative term, we obtain an ansatz for the
scale-dependent effective average action,

Γk[ḡ⊥,g⊥, ρ̄, ρ] =
∫

x̃

{
ρ̄ [∂tρ+∇⊥ · g⊥]−D|ḡ⊥|2 + ḡ⊥ · [γ∂tg⊥ + λ1g0∂xg⊥ + λ1(g⊥ · ∇⊥)g⊥ + λ2g⊥(∇⊥ · g⊥)

+
1

2
λ3∇⊥(|g⊥|2) +

1

2
β|g⊥|2g⊥ − µ1∇2

⊥g⊥ − µ1∂
2
xg⊥ − µ2∇⊥(∇⊥ · g⊥)− µ3g

2
0∂

2
xg + κ1∇ρ

]}
,

where we now write δρ → ρ for ease of notation.
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LINEAR ANALYSIS

In principle, the linear analysis of the theory can be performed before taking the MSRDJ transformation, as
described in the MT, however, on a technical level we find it more convenient to perform the linear analysis after
the transformation. Namely, all response and correlation functions can be obtained by inverting the second-order

functional derivative Γ
(2)
k . Since the x-component has been eliminated, functional derivatives with respect to g⊥ only

act in the transverse subspace. Consequently,

δ

δg⊥,j(q̃)
g⊥,i(r̃) = δ⊥ije

iωqt−iq·r ,
δ

δḡ⊥,j(q̃)
ḡ⊥,i(r̃) = δ⊥ije

iωqt−iq·r ,
δ

δρ(q̃)
ρ(r̃) = eiωqt−iq·r ,

δ

δρ̄(q̃)
ρ̄(r̃) = eiωqt−iq·r ,

(7)
where, r̃ = (t, r), q̃ = (ωq,q) and δ⊥ij = δij − x̂ix̂j . Eq. (7) also defines our Fourier Conventions. The second-order
functional derivative of the effective action is therefore,

Γ(2)(q̃, h̃) =




−2Dδ⊥ G̃−1(q̃) 0 −K(q̃)

(G̃T )−1(−q̃) 0 −iq⊥ 0

0 iqT
⊥ 0 H̃−1(q̃)

−KT (−q̃) 0 H̃−1(−q̃) 0


 δ̃qh , (8)

with,

Γ(0,0,1,1)(q̃, h̃) = H̃−1(q̃)δ̃qh =− iωq δ̃qh , (9)

Γ(0,1,1,0)(q̃, h̃) = − iq⊥,iδ̃qh , (10)

Γ
(2,0,0,0)
ij (q̃, h̃) = − 2Dδ⊥ij δ̃qh , (11)

Γ
(1,1,0,0)
ij (q̃, h̃) = G̃−1

ij (q̃)δ̃qh =
(
−γiωqδ

⊥
ij + U + iλ1g0∂xδ

⊥
ij + µ1q

2δ⊥ij + µ2q⊥,iq⊥,j + µ3g0q
2
xδ

⊥
ij

)
δ̃qh , (12)

Γ
(1,0,0,1)
i (q̃, h̃) = −Ki(q̃)δ̃qh =iκ1q⊥,iδ̃qh , (13)

where qx = x̂ ·q, q⊥ = q− x̂qx and δ̃qh = (2π)d+1δd+1(q̃+ h̃). Even though U = 0 when evaluated at the steady state,
we temporarily reinstated it in Eq. (12), as a general function of an arbitrary background field g⊥ = const. This
has the advantage, that we can take derivatives with respect to g⊥ = |g⊥| which allows us to project the graphical
correction of β from the graphical correction of the two-point function.

The inverse of Eq. (8) is,

G(h̃, q̃) =
[
Γ(2)

]−1

(h̃, q̃) = δ̃qh×



0 GT (−q̃) 0 iGT (−q̃) · q⊥H̃(−q̃)

G(q̃) 2DG(q̃) ·GT (−q̃) G(q̃) ·K(q̃)H̃(q̃) 2iDG(q̃) ·GT (−q̃) · q⊥H̃(−q̃)

0 H̃(−q̃)KT (−q̃) ·GT (−q̃) 0 H(−q̃)

−iH̃(q̃)qT
⊥ ·G(q̃) −2iDH̃(q̃)qT

⊥ ·G(q̃) ·GT (−q̃) H(q̃) 2DH̃(q̃)qT
⊥ ·G(q̃) ·GT (−q̃) · q⊥H̃(−q̃)


 ,

(14)

where we have defined,

H−1(q̃) = H̃−1(q̃) + iqT · G̃(q̃) ·K(q̃) , (15)

G−1(q̃) = G̃−1(q̃) + iK(q̃)H̃(q̃)qT , (16)

which have the properties,

H̃(q̃)iqT = H(q̃)iqT · G̃(q̃) ·G−1(q̃) , (17)

KT (−q̃)GT (−q̃) = H̃−1(−q̃)H(−q̃)KT (−q̃) · G̃T (−q̃) , (18)

from which the identity Γ(2)(q̃, h̃) · G(h̃, p̃) = diag(δ⊥, δ⊥, 1, 1)δ̃q,−p can be checked straightforwardly.
It now remains to determine the functions G(q̃) and H(q̃) explicitly. Decomposing g⊥ = δgL + δgT , i.e., into the

longitudinal direction q̂⊥ (subscript L) and the transverse direction (subscript T ), we can write,

G−1(q̃) =

(
G̃−1

L 0

0 G̃−1
T PT (q)

)
+

1

−iωq

(
κ1q

2
⊥ 0

0 0

)
, (19)
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where PT,ij(q) = δij − x̂ix̂j − q̂⊥,iq̂⊥,j , PL,ij(q) = q̂⊥,iq̂⊥,j and,

G̃−1
LL = −γiωq + iλgqx + U + µL

x q
2
x + µL

⊥q
2
⊥ , (20)

G̃−1
TT = −γiωq + iλgqx + U + µxq

2
x + µ⊥q

2
⊥ , (21)

with λg = λ1g0, µ⊥ = µ1, µx = µ1 + µ3g
2
0 , µ

L
⊥ = µ1 + µ2, µ

L
x = µ1 + µ3g

2
0 . Note that µL

x = µx. There is no other
tensor structure we can write down that would make both couplings independent from one another. This will also be
reflected in the flow equations.

Eq. (19) can now be inverted,

G(q̃) = GL(q̃) +GT (q̃) , (22)

GL(q̃) = PL(q)GL(q̃) =
−iωqPL(q)

−iωq(−iγωq + iλgqx + U + µxq2x + µL
⊥q

2
⊥) + κ1q2⊥

, (23)

GT (q̃) = PT (q)GT (q̃) =
PT (q)

−γiωq + iλgqx + U + µxq2x + µ⊥q2⊥
, (24)

and the density propagator is,

H(q̃) =
−iγωq + iλgqx + U + µxq

2
x + µL

⊥q
2
⊥

−iωq(−iγωq + iλgqx + U + µxq2x + µL
⊥q

2
⊥) + κ1q2⊥

, (25)

which will however not actually appear explicitly in any of the diagrams, since there are no nonlinear density terms.
The correlation functions are given in terms of G and H̃ by the (g⊥,g⊥) and (ρ, ρ)-entries of Eq. (14), i.e.,

⟨g⊥(q̃)g⊥(p̃)⟩ = 2DG(q̃) ·GT (p̃)δ̃qp , (26)

⟨ρ(q̃)ρ(p̃)⟩ = 2D

ωqωp
qT ·GL(q̃) ·GL(p̃) · p δ̃qp . (27)

Integrating both expressions over frequencies, and setting U = U0 = 0 give the equal-time correlation functions,

⟨g⊥(t,q)g⊥(t,p)⟩ =
D

γ

( PL(q)

µxq2x + µL
⊥q

2
⊥

+
PT (q)

µxq2x + µ⊥q2⊥

)
(2π)dδd(q+ p) , (28)

⟨ρ(q̃)ρ(p̃)⟩ = D

κ1

1

µxq2x + µL
⊥q

2
⊥
(2π)dδd(q+ p) , (29)

which have the same scaling behavior as the general Toner-Tu model [1], such that we can infer χlin
ρ = χlin = (2−d)/2,

zlin = 2, and ζ lin = 1.

FLOW EQUATIONS

The flow equations can be derived from the Wetterich equation in the following form,

∂lΓk =
1

2
∂l′Tr log

(
Γ
(2)
k +Rk′

)∣∣∣
k′=k

, (30)

where the two flow parameters l = − log(k/Λ) and l′ = − log(k′/Λ) are considered independent and only set equal
after the differentiation, such that it only acts on the Regulator of our choice, i.e.,

Rk(q̃, p̃) = Γ
(2)
k (q̃, p̃)

(
1

Θϵ(|q⊥| − k)
− 1

)
, (31)

where Θϵ is a smooth, nonzero function that approaches the Heaviside function in the limit of ϵ → 0, which is to
be taken at the end of the calculation. Since the regulator has precisely the same frequency structure as the 2-point
function, causality is manifestly preserved.

The flow equations for all couplings can be obtained from the flow equation of the self-energy, which is obtained by
applying two functional derivatives to Eq. (30),

∂lΓ
(ab)
k =

1

2
∂l′Tr

[(
Γ
(2)
k +Rk′

)−1

Γ
(2;ab)
k −

(
Γ
(2)
k +Rk′

)−1

Γ
(2;a)
k

(
Γ
(2)
k +Rk′

)−1

Γ
(2;b)
k

]

k′=k

, (32)
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where a and b are multindices, denoting the respective field index, frequency and momentum of the corresponding
derivative.

Defining,

Fg =
1

V T
∂lΓ

(ḡ⊥g⊥)
k

∣∣∣
g⊥=const,ρ=0

=
1

V T

δ2∂lΓk

δḡ⊥(q̃)δg⊥(−q̃)

∣∣∣∣
g⊥=const,ρ=0

, (33)

Fρ =
1

V T
∂lΓ

(ḡ⊥ρ)
k

∣∣∣
g⊥=const,ρ=0

=
1

V T

δ2∂lΓk

δḡ⊥(q̃)δρ(−q̃)

∣∣∣∣
g⊥=const,ρ=0

, (34)

FD =
1

V T
∂lΓ

(ḡ⊥ḡ⊥)
k

∣∣∣
g⊥=const,ρ=0

=
1

V T

δ2∂lΓk

δḡ⊥(q̃)δḡ⊥(−q̃)

∣∣∣∣
g⊥=const,ρ=0

, (35)

where V T = (2π)d+1δd+1(0) is the spatiotemporal volume, we can get the flow equations of each coupling via,

∂lκ1 =

[
q⊥
iq2⊥

· Fρ

]

g⊥=0,q=0

, (36)

∂lλg = − i

d− 2

[
∂

∂qx
TrPT (q)Fg

]

g⊥=0,q=0

, (37)

∂lµ⊥ =
1

2(d− 2)

[
∂2

∂q2⊥
TrPT (q)Fg

]

g⊥=0,q=0

, (38)

∂lµx =
1

2(d− 2)

[
∂2

∂q2x
TrPT (q)Fg

]

g⊥=0,q=0

, (39)

∂lµ
L
⊥ =

1

2

[
∂2

∂q2⊥
TrPL(q)Fg

]

g⊥=0,q=0

, (40)

∂lλ1 = − i

g0(d− 2)

[
∂

∂qx
TrPT (q)Fg

]

g⊥=0,q=0

, (41)

∂lλ2 = − i

g0

[
∂

∂q⊥
q̂⊥ · Fg · x̂

]

g⊥=0,q=0

, (42)

∂lλ3 = − i

g0

[
∂

∂q⊥
x̂ · Fg · q̂⊥

]

g⊥=0,q=0

, (43)

∂lβ =
1

d− 2

[
∂2

∂g2⊥
TrPT (q)Fg

]

g⊥=0,q=0

, (44)

∂lγ =
i

d− 2

[
∂

∂ωq
TrPT (q)Fg

]

g⊥=0,q=0

, (45)

∂lD = − 1

2(d− 2)
[TrPT (q)FD]q=0 . (46)

Note, that we can also project the flow equation of µx via,

∂lµx =
1

2

[
∂2

∂q2x
TrPL(q)Fg

]

q=0

, (47)

which leads to exactly the same expression. This guarantees that µx = µL
x throughout the RG flow. Since there are

no density dependent nonlinearities Fρ = 0 and therefore κ1 has no graphical correction, ∂lκ1 = 0.
As per Eq. (32), to compute the F’s, the 3- and 4-point functions of Γk are also required, which are:

Γ
(1,3,0,0)
ijkl (q̃, h̃, k̃, l̃) = β(δklδij + δjlδik + δilδkj)δ̃qhkl ,

Γ
(1,2,0,0)
ijk (q̃, h̃, k̃) = [−iλ1(kjδik + hkδij)− iλ2(δikhj + δijkk)− iλ3(ki + hi)δjk] δ̃qhk . (48)
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GRAPHICAL NOTATION

To represent the nontrivial part of the flow equations, we now adopt a graphical notation,

q̃
i j = Gij(q̃) , (49)

i j = 2Dδij , (50)

i

j

k

l

= β(δklδij + δjlδik + δilδkj) , (51)

q, i
h, j

q− h, k
= iλ1(qjδik − hjδik + hkδij) + iλ2(δikhj + δijqk − δijhk) + iλ3qiδjk

≡ Vijk(q,h) , (52)

where tildes are only written in case of frequency dependence, wavevectors are omitted in case the vertex does not
depend on them, and vector indices are not written in case of contractions.

In this notation we can represent the F’s diagrammatically, justifying the term “graphical corrections”,

Fg(q̃) =
1

2
−

q̃ q̃
, (53)

Fρ(q̃) = 0 , (54)

FD(0) = −1

2
. (55)

Since there are no density-dependent nonlinearities, we obtain the same diagrams as for the incompressible limit.
However, each propagator now contains both the transverse and the longitudinal mode, which is linearly coupled to
the density, and each 3-vertex contains contributions from three different nonlinearities. Since the first diagram in
Eq. (53) is wavevector and frequency independent, we have omitted writing out the wavevectors and since we only
need the frequency and wavevector independent part of Eq. (55), we have set them to zero already.

As for usual, wavevectors must be “conserved” at each vertex and closed loops imply an integration over an internal
wavevector and frequency, which we name h̃ = (ωh,h). Our choice of regulator implies, that the h⊥-integral is
constrained to the Wilsonian momentum shell by a delta function

∂lΘ(|h⊥| − k′)|k=k′ = δ(|h⊥| − k)k . (56)

The hx and ωh integrals are unconstrained.

Hence, the graphical corrections can be written as

1

2
i j

= βDk

∫

h̃

δ(|h⊥| − k)

[
δij +

2

d− 1
(δij − x̂ix̂j)

] [
(d− 2)GT (h̃)GT (−h̃) +GL(h̃)GL(−h̃)

]
, (57)
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−
q̃, i q̃, j

=2Dk

∫

h̃

δ(|h⊥| − k) [λ1(qmδik − hmδik + hkδim) + λ2(qkδim − hkδim + hmδik) + λ3qiδmk]

× [λ1(qnδlj − hjδln) + λ2(qjδln − hnδlj) + λ3(ql − hl)δnj ]

×
[
PT,mn(h)GT (h̃)GT (−h̃) + PL,mn(h)GL(h̃)GL(−h̃)

]

×
[
PT,kl(q− h)GT (q̃− h̃) + PL,kl(q− h)GL(q̃− h̃)

]
, (58)

−
i j

=− 2D2k

∫

h̃

δ(|h⊥| − k) [i(λ1 − λ2)(hkδim − hmδik) + βg0 (δimx̂k + δmkx̂i + δikx̂m)]

× [i(λ1 − λ2)(hnδjl − hlδjn) + βg0 (δjnx̂l + δnlx̂j + δjlx̂n)]

×
[
PT,mn(h)GT (h̃)GT (−h̃) + PL,mn(h)GL(h̃)GL(−h̃)

]

×
[
PT,kl(h)GT (h̃)GT (−h̃) + PL,kl(h)GL(h̃)GL(−h̃)

]
, (59)

where ∫

h̃

=

∫ ∞

−∞

dωh

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dhx

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dd−1h⊥
(2π)d−1

. (60)

EVALUATION OF GRAPHICAL CORRECTIONS

We evaluate the frequency and angular integrals appearing in Eqns. (57)-(59) analytically through computer alge-
bra, as done in our previous analysis on the multicritical point of compressible polar active fluids [2]. The remaining
hx integral cannot be solved analytically in general and will be treated differently in the analytical and numerical
approaches. The projections [Eqns. (36)-(46)] are also calculated using computer algebra. For the frequency integra-
tion, Cauchy’s theorem can be applied straightforwardly as possible poles in the integrands are given by the poles of
the propagators,

ω
(1,2)
h =

1

2

[
λ1g0hx − i

(
µL
⊥h

2
⊥ + µxh

2
x + U

)]
± 1

2

√
4κ1h2

⊥ +
[
λ1g0hx − i

(
µL
⊥h

2
⊥ + µxh2

x + U
])2

, (61)

ω
(3)
h =

[
λ1g0hx − i

(
µ⊥h

2
⊥ + µxh

2
x + U

)]
, (62)

and the contour can be chosen such that they are always independent of external frequencies or wavevectors. Before
the angular integration, it is convenient to first carry out the expansion into small external wavenumbers. As a result,
the integrand will simply be a polynomial of the cosine z of the angle between q⊥ and h⊥, h⊥ · q⊥ = |h⊥||q⊥|z.
Using the Jacobian for d− 1 dimensional spherical coordinates,

∫
dd−1h⊥
(2π)d−1

=
Γ(d−1

2 )
√
πΓ(d−2

2 )

Sd−1

(2π)d−1

∫ ∞

0

dh⊥ hd−2
⊥

∫ 1

−1

dz(1− z2)
d−4
2 =

∫ ∞

0

dh⊥ hd−2
⊥

∫

z

, (63)

where,

Sd−1 =
2π

d−1
2

Γ
(
d−1
2

) , (64)

is the surface area of the d− 1 dimensional unit sphere, the integrals over monomials in z can be determined
∫

z

zn =
Γ(d−1

2 )
√
πΓ(d−2

2 )

∫ 1

−1

dz(1− z2)
d−4
2 zn =

Γ(d−1
2 )Γ( 1+n

2 )
√
πΓ(d+n−1

2 )
, (65)

for even n, otherwise the integral vanishes. The integral over the modulus h⊥ = |h⊥| is evaluated trivially via the
delta function.

Since the resulting expressions for the graphical corrections after the analytic integration are unfortunately very
complicated and not very illuminating, they are presented in the supplemental Mathematica Notebook “Supplemen-
talNotebook.nb”.
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DIMENSIONLESS COUPLINGS

As opposed to an RG analysis around a critical point of, e.g. the Ising model, the choice of dimensionless couplings
in the present problem is not immediately obvious. A naive rescaling with the running scale k as the only mass-scale
would correspond to a mean-field scaling of the density of χρ = (4 − d)/2, correct for the multicritical point where
κ1 = α0 = 0 [2], but incorrect for the flocking phase, where we know from the linear analysis that mean-field scaling
has to be χρ = χg = (2− d)/2. The correct rescaling therefore has to involve the non-fine-tuned mass scale κ1.

The correct rescaling for frequencies, wavevectors and fields can be deduced from the time-independent correlation
functions [Eqns. (28) and (29)],

q⊥ → kq̄⊥ , qx → k

√
µ⊥
µx

q̄x , ωq → µ⊥k2

γ
ω̄q , (66)

g →
√

kd−2DSd−1

γ
√
µ⊥µx

g̃ , ḡ →
√

kd+2Sd−1

√
µ3
⊥

Dγ
√
µx

˜̄g , ρ →
√

kd−2DSd−1

κ1
√
µ⊥µx

ρ̃ , ρ̄ →
√

kd+2κ1Sd−1

√
µ3
⊥

D
√
µx

˜̄ρ , (67)

where the factor Sd−1 was introduced for convenience, and implies the following dimensionless couplings,

κ̄1 =
κ1γ

µ2
⊥k

2
, λ̄g =

λg√
µ⊥µxk

, µ̄L
⊥ =

µL
⊥

µ⊥
, β̄ =

βkd−4DSd−1

γµ2
⊥

√
µ⊥
µx

, (68)

λ̄1 = λ1

√
kd−4DSd−1

γµ3
⊥

√
µ⊥
µx

, λ̄2 = λ2

√
kd−4DSd−1

γµ3
⊥

√
µ⊥
µx

, λ̄3 = λ3

√
kd−4DSd−1

γµ3
⊥

√
µ⊥
µx

. (69)

From Eqs. (66) and (67), we can also read off the scaling exponents,

ζ = 1 +
ηx − η⊥

2
, z = 2− η⊥ + ηγ , χ =

2(2− d+ ηD − ηγ)− η⊥ − ηx
4

, (70)

where the anomalous dimensions are defined as

∂lγ = ηγγ , (71)

∂lD = ηDD , (72)

∂lµ̄⊥ = η⊥µ⊥ , (73)

∂lµ̄x = ηxµx . (74)

The rescaled flow equations then read,

∂lκ̄1 = (2 + ηγ − 2η⊥)κ̄1 +
γ

µ2
⊥k

2
∂lκ1 , (75)

∂lλ̄g =

(
1− 1

2
η⊥ − 1

2
ηx

)
λ̄g +

1√
µ⊥µxk

∂lλg , (76)

∂lµ̄
L
⊥ = −η⊥µ̄

L
⊥ +

1

µ⊥
∂lµ

L
⊥ , (77)

∂lλ̄1 =
2(4− d+ ηD − ηγ)− 5η⊥ − ηx

4
λ̄1 +

√
kd−4DSd−1

γµ3
⊥

√
µ⊥
µx

∂lλ1 , (78)

∂lλ̄3 =
2(4− d+ ηD − ηγ)− 5η⊥ − ηx

4
λ̄3 +

√
kd−4DSd−1

γµ3
⊥

√
µ⊥
µx

∂lλ3 , (79)

∂lλ̄2 =
2(4− d+ ηD − ηγ)− 5η⊥ − ηx

4
λ̄2 +

√
kd−4DSd−1

γµ3
⊥

√
µ⊥
µx

∂lλ2 , (80)

∂lβ̄ =

(
4− d+ ηD − ηγ − 3

2
η⊥ − 1

2
ηx

)
β̄ +

kd−4DSd−1

γµ2
⊥

√
µ⊥
µx

∂lβ . (81)
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FIG. 1. RG flow in d = 3 for different initial conditions of κ̄1. Since the initial condition for λ̄g is fixed to λ̄g =
√
κ̄1 its initial

value, as well as the initial value of the ratio λ̄13
g /κ̄7

1 vary in this plot. One can clearly see, that the numerical evaluation breaks
down once κ̄1 ∼ exp(60) such that smaller initial values of κ̄1 enable longer RG-flows. However, if it is chosen too small, the
RG-flow becomes divergent, the reason for which lies beyond the scope of this paper.

NUMERICAL ANALYSIS

For the numerical analysis of the flow equations (75)-(81) no further approximations are made. For numerical
stability, we reparametrize the flow equations as κ̄1 → log κ̄1 and λ̄g → λ̄g/

√
κ̄1. Then, the expressions given in

“SupplementalNotebook.nb” are converted into C++ code where the flow equations are integrated using the GNU
Scientific Library’s [3] implementation of a fourth-order adaptive Runge-Kutta-Fehlberg (4,5) algorithm, where at
each RG “time-step”, the hx integral is solved using an adaptive quadrature routine, with the 15 point Gauss-
Kronrod rule for infinite boundary integrals provided by the same library. The relative and absolute error of the ODE
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solver are set to er = 10−11 and ea = 10−13 respectively and the integration errors to er = 10−12 and ea = 10−10.
This follows again closely the procedure chosen in [2]

The initial conditions of the flow are not important since we focus on the attractive fixed point, for which the initial
values of the couplings should be forgotten exponentially. We do however perform some optimization on the initial
value of log κ̄1, since the flow comes to a stop when machine precision reaches its limit once κ̄1 becomes too large.
Therefore, it must be chosen sufficiently small initially, but also not too small, since if κ1 ≪ 1 at the crossover to the
compressible fixed point, the RG-flow becomes unstable and diverges. Convergence to the compressible fixed point is
therefore numerically constrained to a relatively small window, especially when close to the upper critical dimension
dc = 4. This behavior is exemplified for the case d = 3 in Fig. 1. We approach this by testing different initial values
of log κ̄1 in a window from −140 to 20 in steps of 10 and choosing the initial conditions for which the RG-flow can be
maintained the longest for our final result.

As described in the main text, we find convergence to the compressible fixed point for 2.4 <∼ d < 11/3 (note
how η⊥ and ηx converge to 7/20 and 1/4 respectively in Fig. 1), convergence to the incompressible fixed point for
11/3 < d < 4 and convergence to the Gaussian fixed point for 4 < d. Since the values of the scaling exponents
from our analytic result for d = 2 (MT and below) match those from simulations very well, it is likely that the
failure of our numeric evaluation below d = 2.4 is a limitation of our truncation of the effective action. In fact,
removing, e.g., the β nonlinearity from our ansatz for the effective action pushes the dimension where the numerical
evaluation of the flow equation fails up to d ∼ 2.5, showing that this dimension is indeed truncation dependent. More
sophisticated truncations might be able to resolve the flow equations for smaller values of d. We conjecture that these
more sophisticated truncations would still be constrained by the same relations derived in our analytical approach,
i.e., we believe our analytical treatment is more general than what is obtained from our numerical FRG methods.

ANALYTICAL APPROACH

Since κ̄1 and λ̄g have positive scaling dimensions, it is expected that both diverge in the small k limit. And
it is typically expected that this behavior is not changed by graphical corrections. We therefore take the limit of
κ̄1, λ̄g → ∞.

Since there is no UV regulation in the hx integral, this limit does not commute with the integral in general.
Unfortunately, we are unable to resolve the hx integral analytically. To get an understanding of their asymptotic
behavior, we evaluate all graphical corrections at arbitrary but unequal constant values for the couplings,

λ̄1 = 4 , λ̄2 = 1 , λ̄3 = 2 , µ̄L
⊥ = 1 , (82)

and in d = 3 dimensions. The results that will follow are however independent of this particular choice (except for
very specific choices such as λ̄1 = λ̄2 where some graphical corrections vanish identically) and especially should also
be valid at any fixed point where these couplings become constant in terms of k. Then we set

κ̄1 =

(
Λ

k

)a

, λ̄g =

(
Λ

k

)b

, (83)

to assume that κ̄1 and λ̄g scale in a certain way with the RG scale k. Note however, that the graphical corrections
do not explicitly depend on k, such that the physical significance encoded here is only the relative scaling of κ̄1 and
λ̄g in the limit that both are large. We then set a and b to particular values and plot the graphical corrections as a
function of k in Fig. 2. We find that the asymptotic behavior of most of the graphical corrections is independent of
the choice of a and b as long as they are positive such that both κ̄1 and λ̄g grow large as k becomes smaller.

The couplings λ̄2, λ̄3, µ̄⊥, µ̄L
⊥ receive nonvanishing graphical corrections that become independent of a, b, κ̄1 and

λ̄g as is generally expected. Further, the graphical correction of the couplings λ1, D and γ will always vanish in this
limit which implies the hyperscaling relationships,

2(4− d+ ηD − ηγ)− 5η⊥ − ηx = 0 , ηD = 0 , ηγ = 0 , (84)

at any potential fixed point as we will discuss below.
Since the graphical correction of λ̄g vanishes also, we can identify b = 1 − η⊥ + ηx, i.e., there is no additional

anomalous scaling contribution to the ones we have already defined. Since κ̄1 receives no graphical correction at all
due to the absence of nonlinear density couplings, we can also identify a = 2− 2η⊥ + ηγ .

Finally, the most surprising graphical correction is received by µx, which also defines the anomalous dimension ηx.
There are three different scenarios depending on the ratio a/b. For a/b < 13/7, ηx diverges and therefore a fixed point
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FIG. 2. Dimensionless graphical corrections for all couplings (indicated by watermark) evaluated at the values given by Eq. (82)
and for different assumed scaling dimensions of κ̄1 and λ̄g (83). Note that this is not an RG flow. The graphical corrections
of most couplings in the large κ̄1 and λ̄g are independent of the relative scaling of the two large couplings. The coupling µx

however behaves qualitatively very differently compared to the other couplings, which has strong implications for possible fixed
point solutions. The black dashed line denotes the result obtained by taking the large κ̄1 and λ̄g limit before performing the
hx integration, which only fails for the graphical correction of µx.

where a/b < 13/7 cannot exist. For a/b > 13/7, the graphical correction of µx vanishes, i.e., ηx = 0 in this limit. A
fixed point where this is possible can exist and, together with Eqs. (84), implies the same scaling exponents,

ζTT =
d+ 1

5
, zTT =

2(d+ 1)

5
, χTT =

3− 2d

5
, (85)

as for the TT universality class. This also fixes the scaling dimension of κ1 and λg to a = (4d−6)/5 and b = (d+1)/5
such that the actual ratio in this case is fixed to a/b = (4d− 6)/(d+ 1)

There is however a different scenario in between those two cases. For exactly a/b = 13/7, ηx can take a constant
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value. Since the scaling exponents a and b arise from ηx though, this value cannot be arbitrary. To be self-consistent,
ηx has to fulfill the unprecedented hyperscaling relationship,

a

b
=

2− 2η⊥ + ηγ

1 + ηx−η⊥
2

=
2− 2η⊥ + ηγ

ζ
=

13

7
. (86)

Surprisingly, together with Eq. (84) all anomalous dimensions are then fixed to,

ηx =
11− 3d

8
, η⊥ =

53− 13d

40
, (87)

and imply the scaling exponents,

χ =
13(1− d)

40
, z =

27 + 13d

40
, ζ =

41− d

40
, (88)

i.e., the main results of this work.

STABILITY OF THE FIXED POINTS

For this scaling behavior to be realized the corresponding fixed point would also have to be stable. To assess the
stability of the fixed point we can write down effective flow equations for the large κ̄1 and λ̄g limit that are informed
by the previous analysis. We first try to find analytic expressions for the graphical corrections by commuting the
large κ̄1 and λ̄g limit with the hx integration and comparing with the result obtained from the numerical solution of
these integrals (Fig. 2). Where we obtain the same result, we assume the limit can be commuted with the integral
and we are able to solve the hx-integral analytically, leading to the much simpler flow equations,

∂lµ̄
L
⊥ = −η⊥µ̄

L
⊥ +

1

32(d2 − 1)(µ̄L
⊥)

3
2

[
(d+ 1)(λ̄1 + λ̄3)

2 + 2(4d2 − 13)(λ̄1 + λ̄3)λ̄2 − (8d2 − 31d+ 27)λ̄2
2 (89)

+(d− 2)(µ̄L
⊥)

3
2

(
2(4d− 7)λ̄2

1 + 4(d2 − 1)λ̄3λ̄2 + (d+ 1)(λ̄3 + 8λ̄2)λ̄1

)]
,

∂lλ̄1 =
2(4− d+ ηD − ηγ)− 5η⊥ − ηx

4
λ̄1 , (90)

∂lλ̄2 =
2(4− d+ ηD − ηγ)− 5η⊥ − ηx

4
λ̄2 −

β̄

32

(
(d− 2)λ̄1

d− 1
+ 4(d− 2)λ̄3 +

λ̄1 + λ̄3 + (8d− 15)λ̄2

(d− 1)(µ̄L
⊥)

3
2

)
, (91)

∂lλ̄3 =
2(4− d+ ηD − ηγ)− 5η⊥ − ηx

4
λ̄3 −

β̄

8

(
2(d− 2)λ̄1

d− 1
+ (d− 2)λ̄3 +

(d− 1)(λ̄1 + λ̄3) + (3− d)λ̄2

(d− 1)(µ̄L
⊥)

3
2

)
, (92)

∂lβ̄ =

(
4− d+ ηD − ηγ − 3

2
η⊥ − 1

2
ηx

)
β̄ − (d+ 1)

β̄2

8

(
1

(µ̄L
⊥)

3
2

+ (d− 2)

)
, (93)

ηD = 0 , (94)

ηγ = 0 , (95)

η⊥ =
(3− 6d+ 2d2)(µ̄L

⊥)
3
2 λ̄2

1 + (2d− 1)(λ̄1 + λ̄3)λ̄2 + (2d− 9)λ̄2
2

16(d2 − 1)(µ̄L
⊥)

3
2

, (96)

ηx = Fx(λ̄1, λ̄2, λ̄3, ḡ0, κ̄1) , (97)

where we wrote the graphical correction of µx as Fx, for which we don’t know the analytic expression but from our
previous analysis we know it has the property,

Fx(λ̄1, λ̄2, λ̄3, λ̄g, κ̄1) → F̄x

(
λ̄∗
1, λ̄

∗
2, λ̄

∗
3,

λ̄13
g

κ̄7
1

)
, (98)

in the limit of large κ̄1 and λ̄g and sufficiently close to a fixed point (indicated by the asterisk). F̄x has the asymptotic
properties, F̄x(λ

∗
1, λ̄

∗
2, λ̄

∗
3, 0) = 0 and limx→∞ F̄x(λ

∗
1, λ̄

∗
2, λ̄

∗
3, x) = ∞, as shown in Fig. 2.
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FIG. 3. Schematic flow diagram visualizing the locations and stabilities of the Gaussian (yellow pentagon), the TT (blue
square) and the novel compressible fixed points (red circle) in the (ηx, η⊥)-plane for dimensions above dc = 4, in between dc
and d′c = 11/3 and below d′c. η⊥ and ηx are the graphical corrections of µ⊥ and µx, respectively [Eqns. (73) and (74)]. The
black lines symbolize the fixed point trajectories as d is lowered. The gray flow lines are fictitious and serve to illustrate the
stability of the fixed points, as verified by our numerical FRG calculation.

In the limit of large κ̄1 and λ̄g, the flow equations therefore cease to depend on both of these couplings but only
depend on the specific combination λ̄κ = λ̄13

g /κ̄7
1, which is expected to have a fixed point at either λ̄κ = 0, where

ηx = 0, or at a finite fixed point value. We therefore combine Eqns. (75) and (76) into the additional effective flow
equation

∂lλ̄κ =

[
−1 +

15

2
η⊥ − 13

2
ηx − 7ηγ

]
λ̄κ = [13(z − ζ)− 7(2z − 2)]]λ̄κ . (99)

Since we do not have an analytic form for all of the flow equations, we cannot assess the stability of the new fixed
point via our analytical approach. However, we can assess the stability of the incompressible fixed point, for which
we know that λ̄κ = 0, i.e., using the exponents in Eq. (85), corresponding to ηγ = ηD = ηx = 0 and η⊥ = 2(4− d)/5,
Eq. (99) becomes,

∂lλ̄κ = (11− 3d)λ̄κ , (100)

suggesting that the fixed point is unstable against a perturbation of λ̄κ below a critical dimension d′c = 11/3. At
this dimension, the exponents of the incompressible fixed point coincide with those of the compressible fixed point
[Eqns. (85) and (88)], suggesting these fixed points collide at this critical dimension. Since fixed points usually
exchange stability upon collision, it is reasonable to assume that the compressible fixed point becomes stable below
d′c = 11/3, as observed in the previous numerical analysis of the flow equation. This is illustrated in Fig. 3.

This analysis confirms the result of the numerical evaluation of the flow equations.
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