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We investigate the scaling behavior of Nambu-Goldstone (NG) modes in the ordered phase of the
Vicsek model, introducing a phenomenological equation of motion (EOM) incorporating a previously
overlooked non-linear term. This term arises from the interaction between velocity fields and density
fluctuations, leading to new scaling behaviors. We derive exact scaling exponents in two dimensions,
which reproduce the isotropic scaling behavior reported in a prior numerical simulation.

Introduction.— When a continuous symmetry is bro-
ken spontaneously, there emerge soft modes known as
Nambu-Goldstone (NG) modes [1, 2]. It is known that
continuous symmetry is not broken in the equilibrium
state of two-dimensional models with short-range inter-
actions since strong fluctuation along the NG mode de-
stroys the long-range order. This principle is widely rec-
ognized as the Hohenberg-Mermin-Wagner (HMW) the-
orem [3, 4].

The HMW theorem does not hold out of equilibrium.
Several out-of-equilibrium systems show continuous sym-
metry breaking even in d = 2 [5–13]. A prototypical ex-
ample is the Vicsek model [5]. The model consists of XY
spins moving at a constant speed in their orientation di-
rection, which mimics the flocking behavior of active mat-
ter such as birds and bacteria [5, 14]. Numerical simula-
tions in d = 2 revealed that the model undergoes a con-
tinuous symmetry breaking from the disordered phase,
where the mean velocity of the spins vanishes, ⟨v⟩ = 0,
to the ordered phase, where ⟨v⟩ ≠ 0 [5].

In 1995, Toner and Tu proposed a hydrodynamic the-
ory to model the flocking behavior of active matter, such
as the Vicsek model [15]. Their theory (TT95) success-
fully explained the existence of the ordered phase of the
Vicsek model in d = 2. Furthermore, they derived the
exact scaling behavior of the NG modes in d = 2, us-
ing an elegant argument combining a pseudo-Galilean
transformation and perturbative renormalization group
methods [15]. Moreover, a recent more detailed investi-
gation has shown that their results also become exact in
d > 2, if the system can be considered as incompressible
fluids [16]. However, for compressible fluids, subsequent
re-analysis of the hydrodynamic theory by Toner, one of
the authors of TT95, pointed out that several additional
terms were missing in the original theory [17]. These
terms hinder the exact calculations of the scaling expo-
nents even in d = 2. Consequently, the applicability of
TT95 to compressible fluids, like the Vicsek model, re-
mains uncertain [17].

Numerical studies of the Vicsek model for moderate
system size N ∼ 106 reported results consistent with
TT95 [18, 19]. However, a recent extensive numerical
simulation for larger system size N ∼ 109 uncovered

scaling behaviors that is distinct from the predictions of
TT95. Notably, the simulation indicates almost isotropic
scaling in the ordered phase [20], while TT95 predicts
anisotropic scaling [15]. Similar isotropic scaling was ob-
served in a recent experiment of Janus colloidal particles
in an AC electric field [21].

Here, we reconcile the above discrepancy between the
theory and numerical simulation. We introduce a sim-
ple phenomenological equation of motion (EOM) for the
NG modes that dominate the scaling behavior in the or-
dered phase [1, 2]. A critical insight is that the symme-
try of NG modes differs from the velocity field due to
the hybridization of the velocity field and density fluc-
tuations. Consequently, our EOM incorporates an addi-
tional non-linear term that was overlooked in previous
studies. We calculate the exact scaling exponents of the
EOM in d = 2. The new scaling exponents obtained by
this work confirm the isotropic scaling observed in the
recent numerical simulation of the Vicsek model [20].

Previous works.— Here, we briefly summarize previ-
ous theoretical and numerical studies. We first discuss
the minimal hydrodynamic theory introduced and inves-
tigated in Ref. [22]:

∂v

∂t
+ λ(v · ∇)v = ∇2v − δF [v]

δv
+ ξ, (1)

where ξ denotes the thermal white noise,
and F denotes the standard quartic potential
F [v] = a(v · v)/2 + b(v · v)2/4 with b > 0. Here,
a > 0 and a < 0 represent the disordered and ordered
phases, respectively [23]. When the advection λ is zero
and in d = 2, Eq. (1) reduces to the standard Langevin
equation for the XY model and only shows a quasi-long-
range order, which disappears in the thermodynamic
limit [24, 25]. With advection λ ̸= 0, on the contrary,
the model exhibits the true long-range order [22] [26].
A significant benefit of the minimal model (1) is that
the analysis in TT95 becomes exact for this model.
Numerical results of (1) in the ordered phase indeed well
agree with TT95 [22].

Compared to the full hydrodynamic theory by Toner
and Tu [15], the minimal model (1) neglects the effects
of the density fluctuations δρ, which appear through the
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pressure-gradient forces such as ∇P and v(v ·∇)P . Here,
the pressure P depends on both δρ and v. Due to this
complexity, the renormalization group calculations of the
full hydrodynamic theory are extremely challenging, and
exact scaling exponents are yet to be known even in
d = 2 [17]. In this work, instead, we propose a simple
phenomenological EOM for the NG modes, which can be
treated exactly in d = 2, as we will see below.
New phenomenological EOM.— When the rotational

symmetry is broken in a d-dimensional model, the num-
ber of the corresponding NG modes is d − 1 [1, 2].
Let {uµ(x, t)}µ=1,··· ,d−1 represent magnitudes of the NG
modes. We shall assume that the dynamics of uµ is de-
scribed by the following phenomenological EOM:

u̇µ = ∇2uµ + fnl[uµ] + ξµ, (2)

where fnl denotes (unknown) non-linear terms, and ξµ
denotes the white noise of zero mean and variance

⟨ξµ(x, t)ξν(x′, t′)⟩ = 2Tδµνδ(x− x′)δ(t− t′). (3)

Let us first consider the linear model with fnl = 0. To
investigate the large spatio-temporal scaling behavior, we
apply the following scaling transformations [15, 27]:

x⊥ → lx⊥, x∥ → lζx∥, t → lzt, uµ → lχuµ, (4)

where and hereafter the subscripts ∥ and ⊥ denote
components of any vector parallel and perpendicular
to the mean velocity ⟨v⟩, respectively. Using (3),
we find the scaling dimension of the noise as ξµ →
l−(z+ζ+d−1)/2ξµ [27]. Then, the EOM reduces to

lχ−zu̇µ = lχ−2∇2
⊥uµ + lχ−2ζ∂2

∥uµ + l−(z+ζ+d−1)/2ξµ.

(5)

Requiring that the all terms have the same scaling di-
mension, we get the following scaling relations:

χ− z = χ− 2 (6)

χ− z = χ− 2ζ (7)

χ− z = −z + ζ + d− 1

2
, (8)

leading to [15, 27]

z = 2, ζ = 1, χ =
2− d

2
. (9)

For d < 2, the fluctuation
〈
δu2
〉
∼ l2χ diverges in the

limit l → ∞, implying that the fluctuations of the NG
modes destroy the long-range order. Therefore, the lower
critical dimension for continuous symmetry breaking is
dlow = 2. The result is consistent with the HMW theo-
rem [3, 4, 28].

Next, we investigate the effects of the non-linear terms.
The analysis can be simplified in d = 2 because there is

only one NG mode uµ = u. Above the lower critical di-
mension, u ∼ lχ, ∂⊥ ∼ l−1, and ∂∥ ∼ l−ζ vanish in the
thermodynamic limit l → ∞, enabling the expansion of
the non-linear term fnl by u and its spatial derivatives,
∂⊥or∥u, ∂

2
⊥or∥u, · · · . Since the restoring force of the NG

mode should vanish for spatially uniform deformations,
each term in fnl should involve at least one spatial deriva-
tive ∂⊥or∥ [29]. Therefore, fnl can be expanded as

fnl[u, ∂⊥or∥u, ∂
2
⊥or∥u, · · · ] = c1u∂⊥u+ c2u∂∥u

+O
(
u2∂⊥or∥u, u(∂⊥or∥u)

2, u∂2
⊥or∥u

)
,

(10)

where c1 and c2 are constants. The higher-order terms
have smaller scaling dimensions and are irrelevant for
l ≫ 1. In summary, the EOM in d = 2 reduces to

u̇ ≈ (∂2
⊥ + ∂2

∥)u+ c1u∂⊥u+ c2u∂∥u+ ξ. (11)

Below, we shall argue that the non-linear terms stabilize
the long-range order and enable the continuous symmetry
breaking in d = 2.

Exact exponents in two dimensions.— For the min-
imal hydrodynamic theory (1), the NG mode is identi-
fied with the velocity component orthogonal to the or-
der parameter u = v⊥. In this case, the EOM must re-
main invariant under the transformation x⊥ → −x⊥ and
v⊥ → −v⊥, necessitating c2 = 0 [30]. This specific case,
(11) with c2 = 0, has been well investigated in previous
studies [15, 30]. For completeness, we will briefly outline
the derivation of the scaling exponents. First, note that
the non-linear term can be rewritten as a total derivative
with respect to ∂⊥ as c1u∂⊥u = ∂⊥(c1u

2/2). A pertur-
bative calculation of this term generates terms such as
∂⊥(some function), which only affect the scaling dimen-
sions of terms involving ∂⊥. Therefore, the scaling di-
mensions u̇ ∼ lχ−z, ∂2

∥u ∼ lχ−2ζ , and ξ ∼ l−(z+ζ+d−1)/2

remain unchanged. Requiring that those three terms
have the same scaling dimension, we get the scaling re-
lations (7), and (8) for d = 2. Next, note that (11) with
c2 = 0 is invariant under the pseudo-Galilean transfor-
mation: u → u+ U , x⊥ → x⊥ + c1Ut, which implies the
following scaling relation [15, 31]:

1 = χ+ z. (12)

Using (7), (8), and (12), we get [30]

z =
2(1 + d)

5
, ζ =

d+ 1

5
, χ =

3− 2d

5
, (13)

which are consistent with TT95 [15]. Note that the scal-
ing relations have been proven only in d = 2, and it is not
clear if the exponents (13) become exact in d > 2. Re-
markably, a recent detailed investigation has established
that the exponents (13) become exact for incompressible
fluids ∇ · v = 0 in d > 2 [16]. The scaling behaviors (13)
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TABLE I. Scaling exponents. Data are taken from Ref [20].

d = 2 d = 3
Vicsek TT95 This work Vicsek TT95 This work

χ -0.31(2) -0.2 -0.33 -0.62 -0.6 -0.67
ζ 0.95(2) 0.6 1 1 0.8 1
z 1.33(2) 1.2 1.33 1.77 1.6 1.67
α 0.84(1) 0.8 0.83 0.79(2) 0.77 0.78

imply
〈
δv2⊥

〉
∼ l2χ → 0 in d = 2, meaning that the non-

linear term stabilizes the long-range order in d = 2 [15].
The exponents (13) well agree with a numerical simula-
tion of the minimal model (1) in d = 2 [22].
Let us turn to the Vicsek model. It is crucial to note

that the velocity field generally couples to the density
fluctuations [17], and hence, the NG mode is not identi-
cal to v⊥. In other words, there is no reason to assume
c2 = 0. Below, we calculate the scaling exponents for the
case c2 ̸= 0. In (11), the non-linear terms proportional to
ci can be rewritten as the total derivatives with respect to
∂∥ and ∂⊥, meaning that the perturbative renormaliza-
tion group calculations yield no corrections to the scaling
of u̇ and ξ [15, 20, 30]. Requiring u̇ ∼ ξ, we get (8) for
d = 2 [20]. This scaling relation is often referred to as
the hyperscaling and has been confirmed in the recent
numerical simulation of the Vicsek model [20]. Note also
that (11) is invariant under the pseudo-Galilean transfor-
mation: u → u+U , x⊥ → x⊥+c1Ut, and x∥ → x∥+c2Ut,
which implies the following scaling relations [15, 31]

1 = χ+ z, (14)

ζ = χ+ z. (15)

Using (8), (14), and (15), we can determine the scaling
exponents:

z =
d+ 2

3
, ζ = 1, χ =

1− d

3
. (16)

The results are consistent with our previous heuristic
scaling argument [32]. Given that (11) is the most general
form of EOM taking into account the lowest order non-
linear terms, we conclude that (16) are the exact scaling
exponents of the Vicsek model in d = 2. In d > 2, it
is unclear if the EOM satisfies the scaling relations (8),
(14), and (15), and we can not rule out the possibility
that some corrections appear to the exponents (16).

Comparison with numerical simulation.— In Ta-
ble I, we compare the numerical results of the Vicsek
model [20], TT95 [15], and our theoretical predictions
(16). Overall, our results show better agreement with
numerical results than that of TT95. In particular, we
get an almost perfect agreement for d = 2. For d = 3,
there are small discrepancies between the numerical and
theoretical results. We expect that further theoreti-
cal [15, 30, 31, 33–35], and numerical studies [20, 36] will

⟂
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FIG. 1. Correlation functions. Markers denote the numerical
results of the Vicsek model in d = 2 for L = 8000, taken from
Fig.1 (a) in Ref. [20]. The dashed and dotted lines represent
theoretical predictions.

lead to more accurate estimates of the scaling exponents
in d = 3.
Another important physical quantity is the correlation

function C(x) = ⟨v⊥(x) · v⊥(0)⟩. The scaling behaviors
x⊥ ∼ l, x∥ ∼ lζ , and v⊥ ∼ u ∼ lχ lead to

C(x) ∼ l2χC(l−1x⊥, l
−ζx∥) ∼ |x⊥|2χ ∼ x

2χ/ζ
∥ . (17)

In the Fourier space, it leads to [15, 31, 37]:

C̃(q) =

∫
dxeiq·xC(x)

∼ l2χ+ζ+d−1C̃(lq⊥, l
ζq∥) ∼ |q⊥|−z ∼ q

−z/ζ
∥ . (18)

To precisely calculate C̃(q), one should perform a numer-
ical simulation for a sufficiently large linear system size L
because the minimal wave vector q∗ scales as q∗ ∼ 2π/L.
The best numerical result for the Vicsek model has been
obtained in d = 2 for L = 8000 in Ref. [20]. In Fig. 1, we
compare the numerical result, our theoretical prediction,
and that of TT95 [15, 37]. Our theory shows a better
agreement with the numerical results than TT95.
In the ordered phase of the Vicsek model, the density

fluctuations are significantly enhanced due to the NG
modes. This phenomenon is referred to as the giant num-
ber fluctuations (GNF) [38]. The GNF is popularly stud-
ied in numerical and experimental studies [20, 21, 38]. So,
we here derive the scaling exponent α that characterizes
the strength of the GNF. To be more precise, we shall
observe the number fluctuations in a box of linear size l:

〈
δN2

〉
=

〈(∫
[0,l]d

dxδρ(x)

)2〉

= ld
∫
[0,l]d

dx ⟨δρ(x)δρ(0)⟩ . (19)
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We assume that the density fluctuations are domi-
nated by the NG modes, δρ ∼ u, and the correlation
function Cρ(x) = ⟨δρ(x)δρ(0)⟩ satisfies Cρ(x⊥, x∥) =

l2χCρ(l
−1x⊥, l

−ζx∥). Then, the scaling analysis leads to∫
dxCρ(x) ∼ l2χ+ζ+d−1 ∼ lz. Substituting this into (19),

we get 〈
δN2

〉
∼ ld+z ∼ (N/ρ)2α, (20)

where ρ = N/ld denotes the mean-density, and we have
introduced the exponent [15, 37]

α =
1

2
+

z

2d
. (21)

The central limit theorem predicts α = 1/2. In the or-
dered phase of the Vicsek model, one has α > 1/2: the
fluctuations grow much faster than the naive expecta-
tion of the central limit theorem [38]. This anomalous
enhancement of the density fluctuations is the signature
of the GNF [38]. In Table I, we compare the numeri-
cal result [20, 38], our theoretical prediction, and that of
TT95 [15]. In d = 2, our theory shows a better agree-
ment with the numerical result than that of TT95. In
d = 3, the predictions of the two theories are so close
that we can not judge which theory is more precise from
the current numerical data. Extensive numerical simula-
tions for larger system sizes are required to elucidate this
point.

Summary.— In summary, we have investigated the
NG modes of the Vicsek model in the ordered phase. We
derived a phenomenological EOM of the NG modes and
investigated its scaling behavior. Our essential observa-
tion is that the NG modes should not be simply identi-
fied with the vertical components of the velocity field but
should depend both on the velocity field and the density
fluctuations. As a consequence, the EOM has an addi-
tional non-linear term overlooked in the previous studies,
which leads to a new scaling behavior. We calculated the
exponents that characterize the scaling of the NG modes.
In particular, the pseudo-Galilean invariance allows us to
calculate the exact scaling exponents in d = 2. We found
that our results agree well with a recent numerical simu-
lation of the Vicsek model in d = 2.

Although we derived the EOM by a phenomeno-
logical argument, the resultant EOM incorporates all
the relevant non-linear terms, making it quite univer-
sal. Therefore, we expect that the EOM can be ap-
plied to other two-dimensional systems that exhibit long-
range order, as well as the Vicsek model. For instance,
two-dimensional long-range orders have been reported
by recent experiments with bacteria and Janus parti-
cles [14, 21]. It is an important future work to check if
these systems follow the scaling laws found in this work.

After we completed the previous version of the
manuscript (arXiv:2401.01603), P. Jentsch and C. F. Lee
submitted a preprint addressing the same prob-
lem of the scaling exponents of the Vicsek model

(arXiv:2402.01316). They introduced and investigated
a simplified version of the Toner-Tu hydrodynamic the-
ory [15, 17, 37]. Their renormalization group calcu-
lations for the simplified hydrodynamic theory predict
weak anisotropy: ζ = 0.975 in d = 2. It remains an in-
triguing question whether similar calculations for the full
hydrodynamic theory can reproduce the isotropic scaling
behavior ζ = 1.

We thank H. Tasaki for his careful reading of the
manuscript and constructive comments. We also thank
H. Nakano, Y. Kuroda, and D. Nishiguchi for helpful
discussions. This work was supported by KAKENHI
23K13031.
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