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A new scaling regime characterized by a z = 1 dynamical critical exponent has been reported
in several numerical simulations of the one-dimensional Kardar-Parisi-Zhang and noisy Burgers
equations. This scaling was found to emerge in the tensionless limit for the interface and in the
inviscid limit for the fluid. Based on functional renormalization group, the origin of this scaling
has been elucidated. It was shown to be controlled by a yet unpredicted fixed point of the one-
dimensional Burgers-KPZ equation, termed inviscid Burgers fixed point. The associated universal
properties, including the scaling function, were calculated. Here, we generalize this analysis to the
multi-dimensional Burgers-KPZ equation. We show that the inviscid-Burgers fixed point exists in
all dimensions d, and that it controls the large momentum behavior of the correlation functions in
the inviscid limit. It turns out that it yields in all d the same super-universal value z = 1 for the
dynamical exponent.

I. INTRODUCTION

The Kardar-Parisi-Zhang (KPZ) universality class is
impressive by its broadness, which keeps extending. Be-
yond the realm of stochastically growing interfaces – for
which the KPZ equation was originally derived [1] – the
KPZ scaling has been both unveiled theoretically and
observed experimentally in many quantum systems rang-
ing from integrable systems, such as Heisenberg quantum
spin chains [2, 3], to driven-dissipative systems, such as
exciton-polariton condensates [4]. It has also emerged
in quantum information in the scaling of entanglement
growth [5] or in Anderson localization in the scaling of
wave-packets density fluctuations [6]. This broadness was
first recognized for classical systems [7, 8], since the KPZ
equation maps to the noisy Burgers equation for ran-
domly stirred fluid [9], as well as to the model of directed
polymers in random media [10]. All of these problems are
whole research fields in themselves, and a lot of efforts
have been devoted to understanding the rich physics of
each.

The hallmark of the KPZ universality class in dimen-
sion d = 1 is the superdiffusive scaling z = 3/2 [1],
which was first reported for the noisy Burgers equation
in [11, 12]. This scaling differs from the diffusive equi-
librium one z = 2, which corresponds to the scaling of
the linear Edwards-Wilkinson (EW) equation [13]. In
the KPZ equation, the noise source is microscopic, in the
sense that it predominantly acts at small scales. In this
case, one is interested in the large-distance long-time be-
havior of the interface. In contrast, in the context of
the Burgers equation, one rather considers a large-scale
stochastic forcing, and the regime of interest is the in-
ertial range, which corresponds to the small-scale short-
time behavior. In this regime, the system is characterized
by a kinetic energy spectrum E(k) ∼ k−2, and strong in-
termittency effects [14]. Intermittency effects are usually
evidenced through static equal-time statistics. In partic-
ular, a prominent example are the structure functions,

whose scaling reflects a characteristic bi-fractal distribu-
tion of anomalous exponents [15].

The temporal properties are much less discussed. In
this respect, a pioneering work was carried out in Ref. [16]
using the mapping from the noisy Burgers equation to
the disordered problem of directed polymers, and apply-
ing the replica method to compute averages over the dis-
order. It led to a solution obtained from a variational
ansatz featuring a z = 1 dynamical exponent, which
was interpreted as a convective scaling associated with
the formation of celular patterns. This variational so-
lution is expected to become exact in the limit of in-
finite dimension d → ∞ and infinite Reynolds number
(inviscid limit). Whereas this result was obtained in the
case of a large-scale forcing, a similar z = 1 dynami-
cal exponent was also uncovered in different simulations
of Burgers [17, 18] or KPZ [19] equations with short-
scale microscopic noise in d = 1 and in the inviscid
(respectively, tensionless) limit. The same scaling was
found in a strongly interacting one-dimensional quantum
bosonic system [20]. Using functional renormalization
group (FRG) [21], this scaling was shown to result from
the existence of a yet unpredicted fixed point of the KPZ
equation, termed the inviscid Burgers fixed point.

In this work, we show that the inviscid Burgers fixed
point exists in all dimensions, and independently of the
scale of the forcing, as long as the latter remains Gaus-
sian. This bridges the result of [16] valid for d → ∞
and large-scale forcing with the ones of [17, 19–21] ob-
tained for d = 1 and small-scale noise. This fixed point
controls the large momentum behavior (UV scales, short
distances) of the correlation functions in the limit ν → 0,
and it yields a z = 1 dynamical exponent in all dimen-
sions. In fact, a similar z = 1 scaling was also unveiled in
the large-momentum behavior of correlation functions in
Navier-Stokes turbulence [22, 23], and was related in this
context to the random sweeping effect, that is, the sweep-
ing of small-scale velocities by the large scale eddies of the
turbulent flow. We show in this paper that this common
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scaling is ultimately rooted in the Galilean invariance
and the existence of a non-Gaussian fixed point. Our
derivation of the z = 1 dynamical exponent in the multi-
dimensional Burgers-KPZ equation stems from FRG, and
deeply exploits the Ward identities associated with the
symmetries of the underlying dynamics.

The remaining of the paper is organized as follows.
We construct in Sec. IIA an appropriate action for the
d-dimensional Burgers equation, and discuss its symme-
tries and the associated Ward identities in Sec. II B. We
introduce in Sec. III the FRG formalism, and elucidate
in Sec. IV, based on a simple approximation, the fixed-
point structure of the Burgers-KPZ equation, showing
in particular the existence of the invisicd Burgers fixed
point in all d. In Sec. V, we show that the flow equa-
tion for the two-point velocity correlation function can
be closed in the large momentum p limit, and this closure
is asymptotically exact for p → ∞. We finally present
the fixed-point solution of this flow equation and show
that it features the z = 1 dynamical exponent in all d.

II. FIELD THEORY FORMULATION OF THE
STOCHASTIC BURGERS-KPZ EQUATION

A. Action for the d-dimensional Burgers equation

The Burgers equation [9] is a simplified version of the
Navier-Stokes equations for a potential flow – which sat-
isfies ∇×v = 0 – without pressure terms, and stirred by
a stochastic force f . It reads as

∂tv + v · ∇v = ν∇2v + f , (1)

with ν the kinematic viscosity of the fluid. The random
force is chosen to be Gaussian distributed with zero mean
and covariance〈

fα(t,x)fβ(t
′,x′)

〉
= 2δ(t− t′)Nαβ(x− x′) , (2)

where N is centered around a large scale L to generate
turbulence. Since the velocity is irrotational, one can
define a scalar function h such that v = −λ∇h with λ
a real parameter. The dynamics of this field, interpreted
as the height of an interface, is then given by the KPZ
equation

∂th = ν∇2h+
λ

2
(∇h)2 + η . (3)

In the original KPZ equation [1], η is a Gaussian noise of
zero mean and covariance〈

η(t,x)η(t′,x′)
〉
= 2Dδ(t− t′)δd(x− x′) . (4)

Through the mapping to the Burgers equation, one ob-
tains that the stochastic forcing is related to the KPZ
noise as f = −λ∇η. Thus, the covariance (4) corresponds
for the Burgers equation to f being the thermal noise –
implying in particular that it acts at small scales.

In order to apply renormalization group techniques,
one can cast the stochastic equation into a path inte-
gral formulation which encompasses all the trajectories
emanating from different noise realizations, following the
Martin-Siggia-Rose-Janssen-de Dominicis formalism [24–
26]. For the one-dimensional Burgers equation, this is
straightforward and one obtains [21]

Z[j, j̄] =

∫
DvDv̄e−S[v,v̄]+

∫
t,x

{jv+j̄v̄} ,

S[v, v̄] =
∫
t,x

{
v̄
[
∂tv + v∂xv − ν∂2

xv
]
−D

(
∂xv̄
)2}

, (5)

where D = Dλ2, and the conservative form of the noise
term is inherited from the mapping with the KPZ equa-
tion.
In higher dimension d, one should further impose the

irrotationality constraint. In the seminal work of Forster-
Nelson-Stephen [12], the one-dimensional Burgers equa-
tion is formally continued to arbitrary dimension by using
the identity v ·∇v = 1

2∇v2−v×(∇×v) and deleting the
last term. However, in practice, only the one-dimensional
case is studied in Ref. [12]. Since the FRG calculations
presented in the following involve arbitrary n-point cor-
relation functions, the irrotationality constraint must be
explicitly encoded in the action. This can be simply
achieved by introducing another response field w̄ which
acts as a Lagrange multiplier for this constraint. This
procedure is similar to the one used to impose incom-
pressibility in the Navier-Stokes action [27, 28]. Further-
more, one can check from the KPZ mapping that the
response velocity field v̄ should also be irrotational. We
hence introduce another response field w to impose this
constraint. However, it turns out that the action result-
ing from adding these two auxiliary Lagrange multipliers
is ill-defined as its Hessian is not invertible, which im-
plies that the propagator does not exist, preventing any
field-theoretical calculation. This is due to the presence
of zero modes, which originate in the fact that the w̄
and w fields are coupled only through their transverse
parts. To fix their longitudinal parts and thereby remove
the zero modes, one can introduce the additional scalar
Lagrange multiplier fields θ, θ̄. Thus, we obtain the fol-
lowing action for the Burgers-KPZ equation

Z[J ] =

∫
DΦ e−S[Φ]+

∫
t,x

JΦ (6)

S[Φ] =
∫
t,x

{
v̄ ·
[
∂tv + (v · ∇)v − ν∇2v

]
−D(∇ · v̄)2

+ v̄ · (∇×w) + w̄ · (∇× v) + θ̄∇ ·w + w̄ · ∇θ
}
.

(7)

Here and in the following, Φ denotes the multiplet of
fields (v, v̄,w, w̄, θ, θ̄), J the multiplet of associated
sources (j, j̄,L, L̄,K, K̄), and summation over all fields
is implicit in the notation JΦ. Note that, in the pres-
ence of a large-scale forcing (2) instead of the KPZ-
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inherited noise term, the latter can be simply replaced
with

∫
t,x,x′ v̄α(t,x)Nαβ(x− x′)v̄β(t,x

′).

Let us note that we have conveniently used vectorial
product and mixed product notations, which are appro-
priate in d = 3 (or d = 2). However, this can be extended
to arbitrary dimensions by expressing any product of the
form c · (a × b) in an anti-symmetrized form, such as
cαβ(aαbβ − bαaβ) where c is now a rank-two tensor. For
dimensions higher than d = 3, it requires to introduce
supplementary constraints to keep the Hessian of the ac-
tion invertible. We show in Appendix A how this can be
achieved without changing the discussion below. For sim-
plicity, we keep using the notation of (7) in the following,
and also express vectorial products using the Levi-Civita
tensor ϵαβγ , bearing in mind that they can be replaced by
anti-symmetric products in arbitrary dimensions d > 1.
All the results presented in the following are thus valid
in any d.

B. Extended symmetries and Ward identities

In order to constrain the FRG approximations, we are
interested not only in symmetries in the strict sense, but
also in extended symmetries. Extended symmetries are
transformations that do not leave the action invariant,
but induce a variation linear in the fields. These ex-
tended symmetries allow one to derive exact identities
on correlation functions, under the form of Ward iden-
tities, which are typically more constraining than their
non-extended counter-parts. The Ward identities follow
from the requirement that the symmetry transformations
do not affect the measure of the path integral (6) [28, 29].
This leads to functional identities satisfied by W = lnZ,
the generating functional of connected correlation func-
tions. Equivalently, Ward identities can be derived for
the Legendre transform of W, which is called the effec-
tive action and denoted Γ. The effective action is the
generating functional of one-particle irreducible correla-
tion functions, also termed vertex functions. It is defined
by

Γ[Ψ] = sup
J

[∫
t,x

JΨ−W[J ]

]
(8)

where Ψ ≡ ⟨Φ⟩J are the expectation values of the fields in
the presence of the sources J . Since the FRG is primarily
formulated in terms of vertex functions, we express in the
following the Ward identities on the effective action.

The Burgers action (7) possesses three extended sym-
metries, in close analogy with the Navier-Stokes ac-
tion [28, 29], that we now expound. Note that the form of
these extended symmetries is independent of the precise
profile of the noise as long as it is Gaussian and white in
time. As a consequence, all the Ward identities derived
in the following for n-point vertices (n > 2) hold both for
a short-scale noise and for a large-scale forcing.

1. Fully-gauged shift symmetries of the auxiliary fields.

The four transformations

φ(t,x) → φ(t,x) + εφ(t,x), φ ∈ {w, w̄, θ, θ̄} ,

where εφ is either a scalar or a vectorial infinitesimal field,
are extended symmetries of the Burgers action. Indeed,
as the terms involving the auxiliary fields are quadratic,
their variation under a shift is automatically at most lin-
ear. They yield the functional Ward identities

δΓ[Ψ]

δΨi
=

δS[Ψ]

δΨi
, Ψi ∈

{
⟨w⟩J , ⟨w̄⟩J , ⟨θ⟩J , ⟨θ̄⟩J

}
.

(9)
Note that the corresponding global (non-infinitesimal)
constant shifts are exact symmetries of the action, and
the associated Ward identities have the same form as (9),
but integrated over space and time. Thus, the identi-
ties (9), which are local both in space and time, are more
constraining. The identities (9) imply that the full de-
pendence of Γ on the mean values of the auxiliary fields
w, w̄, θ, θ̄ is known explicitly and keeps the bare form
determined by the action. This means that this whole
sector is not renormalized, and hence we use in the fol-
lowing the same notation for the fields φ ∈ {w, w̄, θ, θ̄}
and their averages ⟨φ⟩J . In particular, these fields do
not enter any n-point vertex function with n > 2. As a
consequence, these vertex functions only involve velocity
or response velocity fields, so that we set the notation

Γ(m,n)
α1...αm+n

(t1,x1; . . . ; tm+n,xm+n) ≡
δm+nΓ

δuα1
(t1,x1) . . . δūαm+n

(tm+n,xm+n)

∣∣∣
u,ū=0

, (10)

where the first m fields are average velocities u = ⟨v⟩J
and the n last are average response velocities ū = ⟨v̄⟩J .
Because of translational invariance in space and time,
their Fourier transforms take the form

Γ(m,n)
α1...αm+n

(ω1,q1; · · · ;ωm+n,qm+n) =

(2π)d+1δ

(
m+n∑
ℓ=1

ωℓ

)
δd

(
m+n∑
ℓ=1

qℓ

)
× Γ̄(m,n)

α1...αm+n
(ω1,q1; · · · ;ωm+n−1,qm+n−1) , (11)

where the last frequency and momentum of Γ̄(m,n) are
implicit as they are fixed by the conservation of the total
frequency and momentum.

2. Time-gauged shift symmetry of the response field.

The transformation{
v̄α(t,x) → v̄α(t,x) + ε̄α(t)

w̄α(t,x) → w̄α(t,x) + ϵαβγ ε̄β(t)vγ(t,x)− ε̄α(t)θ(t,x) ,
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where ε̄ is a vectorial infinitesimal time-dependent shift
is an extended symmetry of the Burgers action. It leads
to the functional Ward identity∫

x

(
δΓ

δūα
− ϵαβγ

δΓ

δw̄β
uγ − θ

δΓ

δw̄α

)
=∫

x

(∂tuα + ϵαβγ∂βwγ) . (12)

Taking m functional derivatives of this identity with re-
spect to u and n with respect to ū, and evaluating them
at vanishing fields, one obtains an identity for Γ(m,n+1)

from the first term in the left-hand-side. Because of the
integration over space, this yields in Fourier space that
one of the momentum associated with a response field is
zero, and one finds that the corresponding vertex van-
ishes:

Γ̄
(m,n+1)
α1···αm+n+1(ω1,p1;ω2,p2; . . . , ωk>m, 0;︸ ︷︷ ︸

ū

. . .) = 0 , (13)

for any m,n except the lowest ones, which are given by:

Γ̄(1,1)
α1α (ω1, 0) = iω1δαα1

,

Γ̄(2,1)
α1α2α(ω1,p;ω2,−p) = δαα2

ipα1
− δαα1

ipα2
,

where the identity (9) was used in the second expression.

3. Time-gauged Galilean symmetry.

The transformation{
vα(t,x) → vα(t,x)− ∂tεα(t) + εβ(t)∂βvα(t,x)

φ(t,x) → φ(t,x) + εβ(t)∂βφ(t,x), φ ∈ {v̄,w, w̄, θ, θ̄}

where ε is a vectorial infinitesimal time-dependent func-
tion is an extended symmetry of the Burgers action. This
reduces to the standard Galilean symmetry when ε is lin-
ear in t. This yields the functional identity

−
∫
x

∂2
t ūα =

∫
x

∂t
δΓ

δuα
+

∑
φ∈{u,ū,
w,w̄,θ,θ̄}

∫
x

∂αφ
δΓ

δφ
. (14)

Taking functional derivatives of this identity with respect
to velocity and response velocity fields and evaluating
them at zero fields provides exact relations for vertex
functions with a zero momentum associated with a ve-
locity field. In Fourier space, they read as

Γ̄(m+1,n)
αα1...αm+n

(ω, 0;︸ ︷︷ ︸
u

ω1,p1; . . . ;ωm+n,pm+n) =

−
m+n−1∑

j=1

pjα
ω

[
Γ̄(m,n)
α1...αm+n

(ω1,p1; . . . ;ωj + ω,pj ; . . .)−

Γ̄(m,n)
α1...αm+n

(ω1,p1; . . . ;ωj ,pj ; . . .)
]
, (15)

for any m,n ≥ 1 except the lowest one:

Γ̄(1,1)
αα1

(ω, 0) = iωδαα1
. (16)

As an example, these identities consist in two non-trivial
relations for the 3-point vertex functions, which are

Γ̄(2,1)
αα1α2

(ω, 0;ω1,p1) =

− p1α
ω

[
Γ̄(1,1)
α1α2

(ω1 + ω,p1)− Γ̄(1,1)
α1α2

(ω1,p1)
]
, (17)

Γ̄(1,2)
αα1α2

(ω, 0;ω1,p1) =

− p1α
ω

[
Γ̄(0,2)
α1α2

(ω1 + ω,p1)− Γ̄(0,2)
α1α2

(ω1,p1)
]
, (18)

since any Γ(m,0) vanishes for causality reasons [30], and
Galilean invariance provides no constraint on Γ(0,3).

III. FUNCTIONAL RENORMALIZATION
GROUP FORMALISM FOR THE BURGERS-KPZ

EQUATION

A. The Wetterich equation

We briefly set the basis of the FRG formalism, referring
the reader to comprehensive introductions, such as [31–
34], for more details. The path integral (6) encompasses
the integration over all realizations of the fluctuating
fields Φ, which evolve according to the stochastic equa-
tion (1) with different realizations of the noise, and over
all scales (or all modes) of these fields. The idea of the
functional renormalization group is based on the Wilso-
nian RG. Instead of integrating over all scales simulta-
neously, one integrates up to a certain RG scale κ−1 (or,
in momentum space, κ) and derives the evolution of the
theory with the change of the RG scale. From the tech-
nical point of view, this is achieved in FRG through the
introduction of a scale-dependent ‘weight’ exp(−∆Sκ) in
the functional integral to suppress fluctuations below the
RG scale κ:

Zκ =

∫
DΦexp

(
−S[Φ]−∆Sκ[Φ] +

∫
t,x

JΦ

)
, (19)

where ∆Sκ[Φ] ≡ 1
2

∫
t,x,x′ Φ(t,x)Rκ(|x−x′|)Φ(t,x′). The

kernel Rκ is called ‘regulator’ and must satisfy the fol-
lowing properties (in Fourier space):

1. Rκ(p)
κ→∞−→ ∞: all fluctuations are frozen;

2. Rκ(p)
κ→0−→ 0: all fluctuations are averaged over;

3. Rκ(p)
|p|≪κ∼ κ2: the contribution of the ‘slow’

modes is suppressed;

4. Rκ(p)
|p|≫κ−→ 0: ‘fast’ modes are unaltered

and averaged over.
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The central object within the FRG formalism is the effec-
tive average action Γκ, defined as the following modified
Legendre transform of Wκ = lnZκ

Γκ[Ψ] + ∆Sκ[Ψ] = sup
J

[∫
t,x

JΨ−Wκ[J ]

]
, (20)

where as before Ψ ≡ ⟨Φ⟩J . In the large-κ limit, the
microscopic action Γ∞ ≡ S is recovered since all the
fluctuations are frozen, while in the small-κ limit, the full
effective action Γ0 ≡ Γ, encompassing all the fluctuations
at all scales, is obtained [33, 34]. For the Burgers-KPZ
equation, the macroscopic scale is set by the size of the
system, or by the integral scale if the forcing acts at large
scales. This scale can be denoted by L (or kL = L−1

for momentum), and it embodies the scale beyond which
(i.e. for κ ≲ kL) the RG flow essentially stops, because
fluctuations are negligible or inexistent beyond this scale.
The microscopic (momentum) scale, denoted Λ, defines
the maximal momentum accessible in the system – Λ−1

can be thought of as the scale at which the continuous
fluid description is valid.

The evolution of Γκ with the RG scale in between these
two limits is given by the exact Wetterich equation [35–
37]

∂κΓκ =
1

2
tr

∫
ω,q

∂κRκ Gκ, (21)

where the trace means summation over all fields, and

Gκ ≡
(
Γ(2)
κ +Rκ

)−1

(22)

is the propagator matrix, where the Hessian

Γ(2)
κ (t1,x1; t2,x2) ≡

δ2Γ

δΨ(t1,x1)δΨ(t2,x2)

∣∣∣∣
Ψ=0

(23)

is the matrix of two-point vertex functions. Their exact
flow can be obtained by taking functional derivatives of
(21), yielding in Fourier space:

∂sΓ̄
(2)
κ,AB(ϖ,p) =

1

2
tr

[
∂̃s

∫
ω,q

Ḡκ(ω,q) (24)

·
{
Γ̄
(4)
κ,AB(ϖ,p,−ϖ,−p, ω,q)− Γ̄

(3)
κ,A(ϖ,p, ω,q)

· Ḡκ(ϖ + ω,p+ q) · Γ̄(3)
κ,B(−ϖ,−p, ϖ + ω,p+ q)

}]
,

where the operator ∂̃s only acts on the regulators, i.e.
∂̃s ≡ ∂sRκ,AB

∂
∂Rκ,AB

, with s = ln(κ/Λ) the RG ‘time’.

The 3- and 4-point vertices Γ̄
(3)
κ,A and Γ̄

(4)
κ,AB are written

as 6 × 6 matrices, the remaining fields being fixed to
the external ones (labeled by the indices A and B from
the set Ψ). The summation is carried over the implicit
field indices (matrix product), and integration over the
internal frequency and momentum (ω,q).

B. Structure of the propagator matrix

One can infer from the set of Ward identities (9) the
general form of the effective average action as

Γκ[u, ū,w, w̄, θ, θ̄] = Γ̃κ[u, ū]+ (25)∫
t,x

{
ū · (∇×w) + w̄ · (∇× u) + θ̄∇ ·w + w̄ · ∇θ

}
,

where the explicit part of Γκ containing the auxiliary
fields is not renormalized. One can then deduce from it
the general form of the Hessian of Γκ, and of the prop-
agator matrix Gκ, which are both given in Appendix B.
Since the auxiliary-field sector does not renormalize, the
RG procedure of progressive integration of fluctuation
modes only needs to be carried out on the velocity and
response velocity fields. Thus, one can choose a reg-
ulator matrix Rκ with only three non-zero elements
Rκ,uū = Rκ,ūu ≡ Mκ and Rκ,ūū ≡ Nκ. Moreover,
since the auxiliary fields do not enter any n > 2 vertex
function, they completely decouple from the flow equa-
tions (24). One can thus focus on the sole velocity and
response velocity sector and consider the reduced vertex
functions (10), and the reduced propagator matrix Ḡκ

given by (see Appendix B)

Ḡκ(ω,p) ≡

uβ ūβ( )
uα Ḡ

(2,0)
κ,αβ(ω,p) Ḡ

(1,1)
κ,αβ(ω,p)

ūα Ḡ
(1,1)
κ,αβ(−ω,p) 0

(26)

where

Ḡ
(1,1)
κ,αβ(ω,p) ≡

1

Γ̄
(1,1)
κ,∥ (ω,p) +Mκ(p)

P
∥
αβ(p), (27)

Ḡ
(2,0)
κ,αβ(ω,p) ≡

−(Γ̄
(0,2)
κ,∥ (ω,p) +Nκ(p))∣∣∣Γ̄(1,1)

κ,∥ (ω,p) +Mκ(p)
∣∣∣2 P ∥

αβ(p) , (28)

with the longitudinal projector

P
∥
αβ(p) =

pαpβ
p2

. (29)

The reduced propagator matrix is purely longitudinal for
the Burgers-KPZ equation as a consequence of irrotation-
ality, whereas it is purely transverse for the Navier-Stokes
equation as a consequence of incompressibility [23, 27].
The exact flow equations (24) can be projected onto

the reduced (u, ū) sector. The different terms involved
in these flow equations can be written as diagrams, rep-
resenting the field u by a line carrying an ingoing-into-a-
vertex arrow and the response field ū by a line carrying
an outgoing-of-a-vertex arrow. Performing the matrix
products and the trace for A = B = ū leads to the exact

flow equation for Γ
(0,2)
κ represented diagrammatically on

Fig. 1 (without the combinatorial factors).
Similarly, performing the matrix products and the

trace in (24) for A = u and B = ū leads to the exact
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(a)

•

∂sΓ
(0,2)
κ = ∂̃s

{
+

(b)

−

(c)

•

•

−

(d)

−

(e)

−

(f)

• }

FIG. 1. Diagammatic representation of the flow equation of

Γ
(0,2)
κ , which is given by the component A = B = ū of the

exact flow equation (24).

flow equation for Γ
(1,1)
κ represented diagrammatically on

Fig. 2.

(a)

•

∂sΓ
(1,1)
κ = ∂̃s

{
+

(b)

−

(c)

•

−

(d)

−

(e)

}

FIG. 2. Diagammatic representation of the flow equation of

Γ
(1,1)
κ , which is given by the component A = u, B = ū of the

exact flow equation (24).

These flow equations are exact, but they are not closed
in the sense that they involve higher-order 3- and 4-point
vertices. We first solve them in Sec. IV within a sim-
ple approximation, in order to determine the fixed-point
structure of the Burgers-KPZ equation. We then stress
in Sec. V that in the inviscid limit, the regime of inter-
est is the large momentum regime, and we show that the
FRG flow equations can be closed exactly in the limit of
large momentum thanks to the set of Ward identities (13)
and (15).

IV. FIXED POINT STRUCTURE OF THE
BURGERS-KPZ EQUATION

The FRG flow equations are exact but they are func-
tional partial differential equations which cannot be
solved exactly in most cases (see, however, [38]). Sev-
eral approximation schemes to exploit them have been
developed and thoroughly studied. We refer the readers
to Refs. [31, 33, 34] for a detailed account of the stan-
dard approximations. In this section, we use a very sim-
ple approximation, which consists in keeping the bare
form of the action, but with effective flowing parameters,
which means that the original parameters D and ν of the
Burgers-KPZ action (7) are promoted to κ-dependent ef-
fective parameters Dκ and νκ. This amounts to defining

the following ansatz for Γ̃κ defined in Eq. (25):

Γ̃κ[u, ū] =

∫
t,x

{
ū ·
[
∂tu+ λκ(u · ∇)u− νκ∇2u

]
−Dκ(∇ · ū)2

}
, (30)

where we also introduced a parameter λκ since the cor-
responding term could in principle be renormalized.
Despite its simplicity, it was shown that this ansatz en-

ables one to capture the KPZ strong-coupling fixed point
in all dimensions d [39], and also the inviscid Burgers
fixed point in d = 1 [21]. It is thus sufficient to provide
a qualitative picture of the phase diagram. Of course,
in order to obtain quantitative estimates of the critical
exponents and scaling functions, one needs to resort to
improved levels of approximation, such as the ones intro-
duced in [40–42].
The advantage of the approximation (30) is that it

leads to very simple flow equations. They are obtained
by projecting the exact flow equations (24) onto the re-
duced functional space defined by the ansatz (30). In
particular, the associated two-point vertex functions are
simply given by

Γ̄
(1,1)
κ,∥ (ω,q) = iω + νκq

2 , Γ̄
(0,2)
κ,∥ (ω,q) = −2q2Dκ ,

(31)
and the only non-vanishing n-point vertex function with
n > 2 is the one present in the original action which reads
as

Γ̄
(2,1)
κ,αβγ(ω1,q1, ω2,q2) = −iλκ(q

β
1 δαγ + qα2 δβγ) . (32)

One can show that the Galilean invariance (through the
Ward identity (17)) imposes that λκ is not renormalized,
i.e. λκ ≡ λ = 1 at all scales [41, 43]. The flows of νκ and
Dκ can be obtained as

∂sDκ = − 1

4d
∂pα

∂pα
∂sΓ̄

(0,2)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)

∣∣∣
ϖ=0,p=0

∂sνκ =
1

2d
∂pα

∂pα
ℜe
[
∂sΓ̄

(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)

∣∣∣
ϖ=0,p=0

]
. (33)

The calculation is detailed in Appendix C.
In order to study the fixed points, one introduces di-

mensionless quantities, denoted with a hat symbol. Mo-
menta are measured in units of κ, eg q̂ = q/κ, and fre-
quencies in units of κ2νκ, eg ω̂ = ω/(κ2νκ). One defines
the two anomalous dimensions

ηνκ = −∂s ln νκ , ηDκ = −∂s lnDκ , (34)

where s ≡ ln(κ/Λ) and ∂s = κ∂κ. The critical roughness
and dynamical exponents χ and z are obtained from the
fixed-point values of these anomalous dimensions as [42]

z = 2− ην∗ , χ =
1

2
(2− d+ ηD∗ − ην∗ ) . (35)

The dimensionless effective coupling is defined as ĝκ =
κd−2λ2Dκ/ν

3
κ. Its flow equation is thus given by

∂sĝκ = ĝκ
(
d− 2− ηDκ + 3ηνκ

)
. (36)
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FIG. 3. FRG flows of w̃κ in d = 2 and in d = 3: plain lines are
IR flows from s = 0 (κ = Λ) towards an IR stable fixed point
(KPZ and EW) reached as s → −∞ (κ → 0); dashed lines
are UV flows from a large negative value of s∗(d) towards an
UV fixed point (IB and EW or RT) reached as s = 0 (κ = Λ).

In fact, in order to study the inviscid Burgers fixed point,
which corresponds to ĝ∗ → ∞, it is convenient to change
variables to ŵκ = ĝκ/(1+ ĝκ), whose flow equation reads
as

∂sŵκ = ŵκ(1− ŵκ)
(
d− 2− ηDκ + 3ηνκ

)
. (37)

Let us discuss the solutions of the fixed-point equation
∂sŵκ = 0. There are three ways to satisfy this equation:
ŵ∗ = 0, ŵ∗ = 1, or (d − 2 − ηD∗ + 3ην∗ ) = 0. This last
equation yields, using the definition (35) of the critical
exponents, the identity z+χ = 2 valid in any d. There are
two such solutions with 0 < ŵ∗ < 1 and z+χ = 2, which
are the KPZ fixed point and the roughening transition
(RT) fixed point. In contrast, this relation is not imposed
neither for ŵEW

∗ = 0, which is the EW fixed point, nor for
ŵIB

∗ = 1, which is the IB fixed point (although Galilean
symmetry is preserved at both these fixed points). In
most cases, the actual fixed-point values of the anomalous
dimensions ην∗ and ηD∗ cannot be read off from the fixed
point equation for ŵκ alone, but one has to solve the full
set of equations (37), (C4).

We numerically solved these equations for dimensions
0 ≤ d ≤ 6. Note that in the numerics we absorbed
the factor vd = (2d−1πd/2Γ(d/2))−1 coming from the d-
dimensional angular integration into the coupling, defin-
ing g̃κ ≡ ĝκvd and w̃κ = g̃κ/(1 + g̃κ). The plots are
displayed using either w̃ or g̃ for clarity purpose. In
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FIG. 4. Flow diagram of the Burgers-KPZ equation: IR and
UV fixed point values of g̃∗ as a function of the dimension d.
The arrows indicate IR flows.

each dimension, we first integrated the flow from s = 0
(κ = Λ) with different initial conditions ŵΛ towards the
IR s → −∞ (κ → 0) until a fixed point was reached,
stopping at a value that we denote s∗(d). This is always
the KPZ fixed point for d ≤ 2. In d > 2, this is either the
KPZ fixed point, when ŵΛ > ŵc

Λ, or the EW fixed point,
when ŵΛ < wc

Λ, where ŵc
Λ is the critical value for the

roughening transition. We refer to this flow from small
scales to large scales as the IR flow.
We then ran the flow backwards, starting at s∗(d) from

initial conditions ŵs∗(d) ≲ ŵKPZ
∗ and ŵs∗(d) ≳ ŵKPZ

∗ and
letting s → 0, in order to evidence the UV stable fixed
points. We refer to this flow from large scales to small
scales as the UV flow. We found, as UV fixed points, the
IB and EW fixed points for d ≤ 2, and the IB and RT
fixed points for d > 2. We show in Fig. 3 the IR and UV
flows in d = 2 as an illustration of the d ≤ 2 case, and in
d = 3 as an illustration of the d > 2 case.
To summarize, there are four fixed points:

• EW fixed point: ŵEW
∗ = 0,

IR stable for d > 2, and UV stable for d ≤ 2.

• IB fixed point: ŵIB
∗ = 1, always UV stable.

• KPZ fixed point: 0 < ŵKPZ
∗ < 1, always IR stable.

• RT fixed point: 0 < ŵRT
∗ < 1, always UV stable

when it exists, ie for d > 2.

The complete flow diagram as a function of the dimension
is displayed in Fig. 4.
The values of the critical exponents are trivially de-

termined for the EW fixed point in all d because ην∗ =
ηD∗ = 0 for ŵEW

∗ = 0 (see (C4)) and thus z = 2 and
χ = (2 − d)/2 from (35). They are also determined for
the KPZ fixed point in d = 1 since the accidental time re-
versal symmetry imposes ην∗ = ηD∗ ≡ η∗ [40], which yields
η∗ = 1/2, and thus z = 3/2 and χ = 1/2. In all other
cases, the values of ην∗ and ηD∗ are to be calculated from
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FIG. 5. Sketch of the fixed-point structure of the Burgers-
KPZ equation in d ≤ 2 and in d > 2. The fixed points are
represented by the dots, the red-shaded area represents the
region which controls the IR modes, while the blue-shaded
area represents the region which controls the UV modes. The
crossover regions correspond to scales κ around κIR intro-
duced in the text.

the numerical solution of the full equations (37), (C4). At
the simple level of approximation presented in this sec-
tion, the estimates of the exponents are poor. Obtaining
accurate estimates requires much richer approximations
[40–42]. However, it is worth emphasizing that the sim-
ple one used here already encompasses the two strong-
coupling KPZ and IB fixed points in all dimensions. In
contrast, the pertubative RG equations, even resummed
to all orders of perturbation theory, only contain the EW
and RT fixed points [44]. The perturbative RG flow just
runs away to infinity for d ≥ 2 and completely fails to
capture the strong-coupling fixed points.

We show in the next section that the dynamical expo-
nent at the IB fixed point can be determined using an-
other approach to solve the FRG equations, which yields
the exact result z = 1.

V. EXACT FLOW EQUATIONS IN THE
LARGE-MOMENTUM LIMIT

A. Relevance of the IB fixed point

We showed in the previous section that the IB fixed
point exists in all dimensions and that it is always UV
stable (IR unstable). Thus, this fixed point controls UV
(large momentum) modes. Let us explain why the asso-
ciated behavior is observable in the inviscid limit.

The fixed point structure of the Burgers-KPZ equa-
tion is schematically depicted in Fig. 5. The RG flow
tends in the IR to the KPZ fixed point, for any initial
condition gΛ in d ≤ 2, or for any gΛ > gcΛ in d > 2.
Within the simple approximation (30), one simply has
gcΛ = Λ2−dĝRT∗ , but this does not hold in general when
the effective average action is not constrained to keep the
form of the bare action. In any dimension, the KPZ fixed
point ĝKPZ

∗ is fully (or locally) IR attractive. Let us de-
fine g∗ ≡ ĝKPZ

∗ Λ2−d, which corresponds to the value of
the microscopic coupling gΛ for which the system would
already be at the IR fixed point, and thus all modes p
are controlled by this fixed point [45]. If gΛ ̸= g∗, then
ĝκ renormalizes, and one can consider that it reaches the
vicinity of the IR fixed point for a RG time sIR such that

ĝsIR = αĝ∗ (if gΛ > g∗) or ĝsIR = ĝ∗/α (if gΛ < g∗) where
α > 1 is of order one, e.g. α = 2. The larger |gΛ − g∗|
is, the longer the time |sIR|, or equivalently the smaller
κIR = ΛesIR . Thus, if a mode p is such that p ≲ κIR, the
corresponding ĝp is closed to ĝ∗ and it is controlled by
the IR fixed point. This corresponds to the red-shaded
area in Fig. 5. In contrast, the large momentum modes
p ≳ κIR are controlled by the associated UV fixed point,
which is the IB fixed point for any gΛ > g∗ (and other-
wise the EW (d ≤ 2) or the RT (d > 2) fixed point). The
larger |gΛ−g∗| is, the smaller the RG scale κIR which de-
lineates IR and UV modes, and thus the larger the extent
of the UV modes exhibiting the IB scaling. This situa-
tion is favored by the limit ν → 0, since gΛ = λ2D/ν3.
This explains why this scaling arises in the inviscid limit.
We now show that this scaling is z = 1, by focusing on
the large p behavior of the FRG flow equations.

B. Closure at large momentum

In this section, we aim at calculating the dynamical
exponent at the IB fixed point. As explained in the pre-
vious section, this amounts to studying the large mo-
mentum |p| ≳ κIR behavior of the flow equations, where
κIR → 0 as ν → 0. An approximation scheme [46–48]
turns out to be particularly appropriate to study this
large momentum limit. It consists in an expansion of the
vertices entering a given flow equation in powers of the
internal loop momentum. This expansion is fully justified
by the presence of the (scale derivative of the) regulator
∂sRκ(q) in the loop integral. Indeed, the general prop-
erty 3- of the regulator implies that the integral over the
internal momentum q is cut to values |q| ≲ κ. Thus, in
the limit of large external momentum p ≫ κ, one has
|q| ≪ |p|. Because analyticity of the vertices is guaran-
teed at all scale κ by construction [34], one can Taylor
expand them in powers of |q|, since q is compared to p
and |q|/|p| → 0. This expansion becomes exact in the
limit of infinite p [46–48]. Let us stress that this analysis
holds at or in the vicinity of a fixed point of the FRG flow
equations. This ensures that, in the large |p| limit, only
the ratio |q|/|p| → 0 can appear, and not independent
occurences of |q|/κ.
It was realized that, in the context of turbulence, this

approximation scheme leads to exact results for generic
n-point correlation functions in the limit of large mo-
mentum. Their derivation is grounded in the existence
of extended symmetries and the related Ward identities,
which allows one to close the corresponding flow equa-
tions in the large-momentum limit. This closure was first
achieved for the incompressible Navier-Stokes equation in
three, and then two dimensions [22, 23, 27, 49, 50], and it
was recently extended for the one-dimensional Burgers-
KPZ equation [21]. We now show that it can be general-
ized to the d-dimensional Burgers equation as well.
The derivation is strictly analogous to Refs. [21, 27],

with the main difference that the transverse projectors
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(for Navier-Stokes equation) are replaced with longitudi-
nal ones (for Burgers equation). We report this deriva-
tion for the two-point functions in Appendix D for com-
pleteness. We emphasize that it can also be applied to
arbitrary n-point correlation function, following the same
proof as in [23]. We here only discuss the result for the
two-point connected correlation function of the velocity

Cκ(ϖ,p) ≡ G
(2,0)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p), whose flow equation is derived

in Appendix D and given by (D8). Fourier transforming
this equation back in time delay, one obtains

∂κCκ(t,p) =
1

d
p2Cκ(t,p)

∫
ω

cos(ωt)− 1

ω2
∂̃s

∫
q

Cκ(ω,q) .

(38)
Note that this flow equation is identical to the one ob-
tained for the Navier-Stokes equation, apart from the 1/d
pre-factor which arises because the longitudinal rather
than the transverse part of the correlation function mat-
ters. In fact, Appendix D shows that the only ingredi-
ents entering the derivation of this equation are the Ward
identities associated with the response-shift and Galilean
time-gauged symmetries. Thus, any system sharing these
basic symmetries will display similar flow equations, lead-
ing in turn to a z = 1 dynamical exponent at large mo-
mentum (as shown below). This z = 1 is thus purely the
imprint of the Galilean and shift symmetries in a scaling
regime.

C. Solution at the fixed point

We showed in Sec. IV that the FRG flow always reaches
an IR fixed point. At this fixed point, the (dimension-

less) term ∂̃s
∫
q̂
Ĉκ(ω̂, q̂) becomes a simple κ-independent

function Ĵ(ω̂). Hence, the flow equation (38) becomes
linear, and can be solved analytically in both limits of
large and small time-delays t where the remaining in-
tegral over ω can be simplified (we refer the interested
reader to [21, 23] for the details of the calculation). The
solution reads as

C(t,p) = C(0,p)×

{
exp

(
−µ0(pt)

2
)
, t ≪ τc

exp
(
−µ∞p2|t|

)
, t ≫ τc

(39)

where µ0, µ∞ are non-universal constants and τc is a
characteristic time scale. This solution shows that the
short-time behavior of the correlation function is a scal-
ing form with the variable pt1/z ≡ pt, which proves that
the associated dynamical exponent is z = 1. The large
momentum and short time regime of the Burgers equa-
tion, thus exhibits the z = 1 dynamical exponent, inde-
pendently of the dimension d, and independently of the
range of the forcing, as long as it is Gaussian and white
in time. This regime arises for small ν, and it extends as
ν → 0.
The solution (39) also predicts a crossover to another

regime, with z = 2, at large time delays. This crossover
was also predicted for the Navier-Stokes equation and

for the one-dimensional Burgers equation. It turns out
that it is challenging to observe this regime in numerical
simulations, since the short-time Gaussian decay rapidly
leads to noise-level signal, which prevents from resolving
the long-time behavior [51]. A hint of this crossover ap-
pears in the simulation of the one-dimensional Burgers
equation of Ref. [17] as a lack of collapse of the data at
large time when the scaling variable pt is used. There is
one case, reported in Ref. [52], where it has been unam-
biguously observed, which is the case of passive scalars
transported by a turbulent Gaussian velocity field with
finite time correlations (generalization of the Kraichnan
model). We expect that this large-time regime is also
difficult to observe in simulations of the Burgers-KPZ
equation in d > 1.

VI. CONCLUSION AND OUTLOOK

In this work, we have proposed an action for the d-
dimensional Burgers-KPZ equation which properly en-
forces the irrotationality of the flow, through the intro-
duction of auxiliary response fields imposing dynamically
the corresponding constraints, and preventing the ap-
pearance of unphysical zero modes. We have shown that
this action possesses extended symmetries which play
a similar role to the ones of the Navier-Stokes action.
In the latter case, these symmetries were exploited to
achieve the exact closure of the flow equations for any
n-point correlation functions in the limit of large mo-
mentum. We have thus transposed this closure to the
d-dimensional Burgers equation. The resulting flow equa-
tion for the two-point correlation function of the velocity
can be solved exactly at the fixed point and the solution
shows that it features at short times a scaling regime with
the dynamical exponent z = 1. This scaling is deeply
rooted in the Galilean and shift extended symmetries of
the system, together with the existence of a non-Gaussian
fixed point of the FRG equations. As a consequence, it
is super-universal, in the sense that it does not depend
on the dimension d, and it does not depend either on
the scale of the stirring force/noise. It thus fully bridges
the result of [16] in d → ∞ with large-scale forcing and
of [21] in d = 1 with small-scale noise.
The z = 1 scaling describes the temporal behavior at

large momentum of the velocity correlation function. It
gives no information on the equal-time statistics, in par-
ticular on the structure functions, since the solution (39)
becomes trivial at equal time delays t = 0. In contrast
with the large momentum z = 1 regime, the equal-time
properties are sensitive to both the dimension and the
scale of the forcing. For a large-scale forcing, the multi-
dimensional Burgers equation leads to turbulence with
strong intermittency, and it would be very interesting
to calculate the corresponding structure functions using
FRG. For a small-scale noise, the behavior of the system
is controlled by the KPZ fixed point, and calculating the
associated universal scaling functions in all d would also
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be very desirable and is work in progress.
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Appendix A: Burgers-KPZ action for arbitrary dimensions

In this appendix, the action presented in Eq. (7) is generalized for arbitrary dimensions. As mentioned in Sec. IIA,
in any dimension, the rotational of a vector does not correspond to a (pseudo-)vector, but must be viewed as a rank-
two antisymmetric tensor. This leads to the fact that the action given by Eq. (7) must be slightly modified. As shown
here, once these modifications are implemented, the results of the three-dimensional case generalize to arbitrary d. In
particular, once the equations of motion of the auxiliary fields (necessary to impose the irrotationality of the velocity
and response velocity fields) are imposed, the velocity and response velocity sector is decoupled from the rest, the
only imprint resulting from these constraints being a longitudinal projector in the reduced propagator.

Firstly, the case d = 1 has already been discussed in Sec. II A. The case d = 2 is a trivial particular case of the
d = 3 one since in d = 2, the wβ and w̄β fields only have non-zero components with β = 3, and obviously only depend
on the x1 and x2 coordinates, so the divergence condition becomes trivial. That is, the action given by Eq. (7) also
applies to the case d = 2 except for the fact that the terms ∝ θ or ∝ θ̄ can be omitted.

We proceed to analyze the nontrivial case corresponding to d > 3. In such a case, the term for imposing the
irrotationality of the velocity field must be replaced by (and similarly for the response velocity field):

w̄ · (∇× v) → 1

2
w̄αβ(∂αvβ − ∂βvα) = w̄αβ∂αvβ . (A1)

As in the three-dimensional case, when d > 3, it is necessary to cancel the longitudinal components of the field w̄. In
d = 3, this is achieved by introducing a (pseudo-)scalar Lagrange multiplier θ. For generic dimension, it is necessary
to introduce an antisymmetric tensor of rank d− 3, thereby including in the density of the action a term of type

w̄αβϵαβγµ1µ2...∂γθµ1µ2... (A2)

where ϵαβγµ1µ2... is the completely antisymmetric pseudo-tensor of rank d existing in dimension d. This expression
naturally reduces to the term included in (7) in d = 3 but is valid in generic dimension. One proceeds similarly for
the w field.

The problem that arises at this point is that the included terms do not involve the longitudinal components of the
θ and θ̄ fields which, in constrast with the three-dimensional case, appear for higher dimensions. The solution to this
difficulty is to iterate the procedure of imposing the cancellation of the longitudinal components by new Lagrange
multipliers in the same way as described for the w and w̄ fields. For example, in dimension d = 4 the θ and θ̄ fields
are vectors. In such a case it is sufficient to add to the density of the action a term of type

χ̄∂αθα (A3)

(and a similar one for θ̄). In general dimension d, this iterative procedure stops after adding d− 1 pairs of Lagrange
multipliers, the last pair being scalars.

Since all the added auxiliary fields enter through quadratic terms in the action, they lead to similar extended
symmetries (fully gauged shifts) as in d = 3. It follows that the auxiliary field sector is not renormalized, or otherwise
stated that the effective action Γ keeps the same form as the bare action S in this sector. Moreover, we have checked
that in any dimension, this procedure respects the extended shift and Galilean symmetries, and that the Hessian of
the action is invertible, resulting in a well-defined propagator. Finally, once the equations of motion of the auxiliary
fields are employed, one can restrict to the reduced velocity and response velocity sector. The only remnant of the
irrotationality constraints is the longitudinal projector in the reduced propagator.
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Appendix B: General structure of the propagator matrix

In this section, the derivation is presented in the more intuitive d = 3 notation, but it can be generalized for
arbitrary d following the procedure described in Appendix A. Most importantly, one obtains that the general form of
the reduced propagator matrix in the (u, ū) sector is given by (B1), (B2) in any d > 1.

The general form of the Hessian of the effective average action Γκ can be inferred from its general structure given
by (25). One obtains

Γ̄(2)
κ (ω,p) =

uβ ūβ wβ w̄β θ θ̄


uα 0 Γ̄

(1,1)
κ,αβ(−ω,p) 0 iϵαγβpγ 0 0

ūα Γ̄
(1,1)
κ,αβ(ω,p) Γ̄

(0,2)
κ,αβ(ω,p) iϵαγβpγ 0 0 0

wα 0 iϵαγβpγ 0 0 0 −ipα
w̄α iϵαγβpγ 0 0 0 ipα 0
θ 0 0 0 −ipβ 0 0
θ̄ 0 0 ipβ 0 0 0

using the general notation (10) and (11) for the vertex functions. The regulator matrix is chosen as

Rκ(ω,p) =

uβ ūβ wβ w̄β θ θ̄


uα 0 Mκ(p) 0 0 0 0
ūα Mκ(p) Nκ(p) 0 0 0 0
wα 0 0 0 0 0 0
w̄α 0 0 0 0 0 0
θ 0 0 0 0 0 0
θ̄ 0 0 0 0 0 0

P
∥
αβ

The propagator is defined as the inverse of the matrix Γ̄
(2)
κ +Rκ, which is given by

Ḡκ(ω,p) =

uβ ūβ wβ w̄β θ θ̄



uα Ḡ
(2,0)
κ,αβ(ω,p) Ḡ

(1,1)
κ,αβ(ω,p) 0

iϵαγβpγ
p2

0 0

ūα Ḡ
(1,1)
κ,αβ(−ω,p) 0

iϵαγβpγ
p2

0 0 0

wα 0
iϵαγβpγ

p2
− 1

p2
Γ̄
(0,2)
κ,⊥ (ω,p)P⊥

αβ − 1

p2
Γ̄
(1,1)
κ,⊥ (ω,p)P⊥

αβ 0 − ipα
p2

w̄α
iϵαγβpγ

p2
0 − 1

p2
Γ̄
(1,1)
κ,⊥ (−ω,p)P⊥

αβ 0
ipα
p2

0

θ 0 0 0 − ipβ
p2

0 0

θ̄ 0 0
ipβ
p2

0 0 0

where

Ḡ
(1,1)
κ,αβ(ω,p) ≡

1

Γ̄
(1,1)
κ,∥ (ω,p) +Mκ(p)

P
∥
αβ(p), (B1)

Ḡ
(2,0)
κ,αβ(ω,p) ≡

−(Γ̄
(0,2)
κ,∥ (ω,p) +Nκ(p))∣∣∣Γ̄(1,1)

κ,∥ (ω,p) +Mκ(p)
∣∣∣2 P ∥

αβ(p) , (B2)

with the longitudinal and transverse projectors defined as

P
∥
αβ(p) =

pαpβ
p2

, P⊥
αβ(p) = δαβ − pαpβ

p2
. (B3)
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Appendix C: Flow equations within the approximation (30)

The flow equations for νκ and Dκ can be obtained following the definitions (33) from the flows of Γ
(1,1)
κ,∥ and Γ

(0,2)
κ,∥ ,

given by the exact equations (24). Within the simple approximation corresponding to the ansatz (30), only the vertex

Γ
(2,1)
κ is non-zero, such that only the diagrams (c) of Fig. 2 and 1 contribute. They are given by

[
∂sΓ̄

(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)

]
(c)

=− ∂̃s

[
P

∥
αβ(p)

∫
ω,q

Γ̄
(2,1)
κ,αij(ϖ,p, ω,q)Ḡ

(1,1)
κ,jk (ω +ϖ,p+ q)Γ̄

(2,1)
κ,klβ(ω +ϖ,p+ q,−ω,−q) Ḡ

(2,0)
κ,li (ω,q)

]
[
∂sΓ̄

(0,2)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)

]
(c)

= −1

2
∂̃s

[
P

∥
αβ(p)

∫
ω,q

Γ̄
(2,1)
κ,ijα(ω,q,−ω −ϖ,−p− q)Ḡ

(2,0)
κ,jk (ω +ϖ,p+ q)

× Γ̄
(2,1)
κ,klβ(ω +ϖ,p+ q,−ω,−q) Ḡ

(2,0)
κ,li (ω,q)

]
. (C1)

One then replaces the propagators Ḡ
(2,0)
κ and Ḡ

(1,1)
κ with their explicit expressions (B1) and (B2), and inserts the

simplified expressions (31) and (32) for the vertex functions Γ̄
(1,1)
κ , Γ̄

(0,2)
κ , and Γ̄

(2,1)
κ . Applying the ∂̃s derivative, and

the ∂2
pα

derivative, one obtains

∂sνκ =
λ2
κ

d

∫
dω

2π

ddq

(2π)d
y(

ℓ2κ(y) + ω2
)3×{

2∂sMκ(y)
[
kκ(y)

(
(d− 1)ℓ2κ(y)− (1 + d)ω2

)
+ 2y∂ykκ(y)

(
ℓ2κ(y)− ω2

)]
+ ∂sNκ(y)

[
− ℓκ(y)

(
ℓ2κ(y) + ω2

)
+ 2y∂yℓκ(y)

(
ℓ2κ(y)− ω2

)]}
,

∂sDκ = −λ2
κ

∫
dω

2π

ddq

(2π)d
y2kκ(y)(

ℓ2κ(y) + ω2
)3 [4kκ(y)ℓκ(y)∂sMκ(y) +

(
ℓ2κ(y) + ω2

)
∂sNκ(y)

]
,

where y ≡ q2, ℓκ(y) ≡ yνκ + Mκ(y), kκ(y) ≡ Dκ − 1
2Nκ(y). We assumed the cut-off functions Mκ, Nκ to depend

only on y = q2, and we omitted terms which are odd in ω since they vanish upon integration. The frequency integrals
can be explicitly carried out, yielding

∂sνκ =
λ2
κ

4d

∫
ddq

(2π)d
y

ℓ3κ(y)

[(
(d− 2)kκ(y) + 2y∂ykκ(y)

)
∂sMκ(y) +

(
− ℓκ(y) + y∂yℓκ(y)

)
∂sNκ(y)

]
,

∂sDκ = −λ2
κ

4

∫
ddq

(2π)d
y2kκ(y)

ℓ4κ(y)

[
3kκ(y)∂sMκ(y) + ℓκ(y)∂sNκ(y)

]
.

We then introduce dimensionless variables, and write the cut-off functions in the form Mκ(y) = νκy m̂(ŷ) and
Nκ(y) = −2Dκ n̂(ŷ) with ŷ = y/κ2, such that one has

∂sMκ(y) = −νκy
(
ηνκm̂(ŷ) + 2ŷ m̂′(ŷ)

)
≡ −νκy sM(ŷ)

∂sNκ(y) = 2Dκ

(
ηDκ n̂(ŷ) + 2ŷ n̂′(ŷ)

)
≡ 2DκsN (ŷ) . (C2)

The dimensionless flows of the running anomalous dimensions, defined as ηνκ = −∂s ln νκ and ηDκ = −∂s lnDκ, are
given by

ηνκ = ĝκ
vd
8d

∫ ∞

0

dŷ
ŷd/2−2

(1 + m̂(ŷ))3

[
sM(ŷ)

(
(d− 2)(1 + n̂(ŷ)) + 2ŷn̂′(ŷ)

)
− 2sN (ŷ) ŷm̂′(ŷ)

]
,

ηDκ = −ĝκ
vd
8

∫ ∞

0

dŷ
ŷd/2−2(

1 + m̂(ŷ)
)4 [(1 + n̂(ŷ))

(
3(1 + n̂(ŷ))sM(ŷ)− 2(1 + m̂(ŷ))sN (ŷ)

)]
, (C3)
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with n̂′(ŷ) ≡ ∂ŷn̂(ŷ) and m̂′(ŷ) ≡ ∂ŷm̂(ŷ), and where we defined vd = (2d−1πd/2Γ(d/2))−1. Solving this linear system
for ηνκ and ηDκ then yields

ηνκ =
Iν
0 − ID

DIν
0 + ID

0 Iν
D

1− ID
D − Iν

ν − ID
ν Iν

D + ID
DIν

ν

,

ηDκ =
ID
0 − Iν

ν ID
0 + Iν

0 ID
ν

1− ID
D − Iν

ν − ID
ν Iν

D + ID
DIν

ν

, (C4)

where

Iν
0 ≡ ĝκ

vd
4d

∫ ∞

0

dŷŷd/2−1 (d− 2)(1 + n̂(ŷ))m̂′(ŷ)

(1 + m̂(ŷ))3
,

Iν
ν ≡ ĝκ

vd
8d

∫ ∞

0

dŷŷd/2−2 [(d− 2)(1 + n̂(ŷ)) + 2ŷn̂′(ŷ)] m̂(ŷ)

(1 + m̂(ŷ))3
,

Iν
D ≡ −ĝκ

vd
4d

∫ ∞

0

dŷŷd/2−1 n̂(ŷ)m̂′(ŷ)

(1 + m̂(ŷ))3
,

ID
0 ≡ −ĝκ

vd
4

∫ ∞

0

dŷŷd/2−1 (1 + n̂(ŷ))

(1 + m̂(ŷ))4

[
3(1 + n̂(ŷ))m̂′(ŷ)− 2(1 + m̂(ŷ))n̂′(ŷ)

]
,

ID
ν ≡ −ĝκ

3vd
8

∫ ∞

0

dŷŷd/2−2 (1 + n̂(ŷ))2m̂(ŷ)

(1 + m̂(ŷ))4
,

ID
D ≡ ĝκ

vd
4

∫ ∞

0

dŷŷd/2−2 (1 + n̂(ŷ))n̂(ŷ)

(1 + m̂(ŷ))3
.

It is clear that the integrals Iν
0 , Iν

ν , Iν
D, ID

0 , ID
ν , ID

D strongly depend on the choice of the cutoff functions m̂(y) and
n̂(y). Since with this simple approximation we are only aiming at a qualitative picture of the phase diagram, we
conveniently choose the regulator m̂(y) = n̂(y) = (1/y − 1)θ(1 − y), which allows one to analytically perform the
momentum integrals. Defining g̃κ = vd ĝκ One obtains

ηνκ = −
(d+ 2)g̃κ

(
d3 − d(g̃κ + 4) + g̃κ

)
2d5 + 8d4 + d3(8− 3g̃κ)− 2d2g̃κ + dg̃κ(g̃κ + 8)− g̃2κ

,

ηDκ =
(d+ 2)g̃κ

(
d3 + 2d2 + g̃κ(d− 1)

)
2d5 + 8d4 + d3(8− 3g̃κ)− 2d2g̃κ + dg̃κ(g̃κ + 8)− g̃2κ

. (C5)

Appendix D: Calculation of the FRG flow equations in the large momentum limit

We consider the exact flow equations for the two-point functions Γ̄
(1,1)
κ (ϖ,p) and Γ̄

(0,2)
κ (ϖ,p), given by (24), and

represented diagrammatically in Fig. 1 and 2. These equations can be closed (expressed in terms of two-point functions
only) in the limit of large momentum p = |p|, using the Ward identities. Indeed, as explained in Sec. V, in the large-p
limit, one can set q = 0 in all the vertices, where q is the internal momentum, circulating in the loop. If this
momentum is carried by a ū leg (represented by an outgoing arrow), then the corresponding vertex is zero because of
the Ward identity (13), and the whole diagram vanishes. This occurs for the diagrams (b), (d) and (e) both in Fig. 1
and in Fig. 2, which can hence be neglected in the large p limit.

To evaluate the remaining diagrams, one first distribute the ∂̃s operator. This yields either a ∂̃sḠ
(2,0)
κ,ij (Q) or a

∂̃sḠ
(1,1)
κ,ij (Q), where Q = ±q or Q = ±(p + q). When Q = ±(p + q), one can change variables in the integrals to

q′ = ∓(p + q) (and ω′ = ∓(ϖ + ω)) such that it is always the momentum q which is cutoff in the loop. After this
operation, some terms turn out to vanish again because of (13) since the q momentum appears to be carried by a ū
leg. For the remaining non-zero terms, the q = 0 momentum is carried by a u leg (represented by an ingoing arrow).

In fact, the corresponding diagrams always have the ∂̃ operator acting on a line with a black dot (Ḡ(2,0) line). The
vertices in these diagrams can be expressed in terms of two-point functions using the Ward identity (15) related to
the extended Galilean symmetry, as we detail below.
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1. Flow equation of Γ
(1,1)

κ,∥ (ϖ,p) in the large p limit

The diagram (a) of Fig. 2 can be expressed as

[
∂sΓ̄

(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ, p)

]
(a)

=
1

2
P

∥
αβ(p)

∫
ω,q

Γ̄
(3,1)
κ,ijαβ(ω,q,−ω,−q, ϖ,p) ∂̃sḠ

(2,0)
κ,ji (ω,q)

p→∞
=

1

2
P

∥
αβ(p)

∫
ω,q

Γ̄
(3,1)
κ,ijαβ(ω, 0,−ω, 0, ϖ,p) ∂̃sḠ

(2,0)
κ,ji (ω,q)

=
1

2

p2

d

∫
ω

1

ω2

[
Γ̄
(1,1)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p)− 2Γ̄

(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p) + Γ̄

(1,1)
κ,∥ (−ω +ϖ,p)

]
∂̃s

∫
q

Ḡ
(2,0)
κ,∥ (ω,q) , (D1)

where the large p limit is taken in the second line, and the identity (15) is used twice to obtain the third line. The
non-zero contribution of diagram (c) can be written as

[
∂sΓ̄

(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)

]
(c)

=− P
∥
αβ(p)

∫
ω,q

Γ̄
(2,1)
κ,αij(ϖ,p, ω,q)Ḡ

(1,1)
κ,jk (ω +ϖ,p+ q)Γ̄

(2,1)
κ,klβ(ω +ϖ,p+ q,−ω,−q) ∂̃sḠ

(2,0)
κ,li (ω,q)

p→∞
= −p2

d

∫
ω

 Γ̄(1,1)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p)− Γ̄

(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)

ω

2

Ḡ
(1,1)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p) ∂̃s

∫
q

Ḡ
(2,0)
κ,∥ (ω,q) , (D2)

where the three-point vertices in the first line are evaluated in their large p limit (setting q = 0) and expressed using
the identity (15). Summing up the two contributions (D1) and (D2), one obtains

∂sΓ̄
(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p) =

p2

d

∫
ω

{
−

 Γ̄(1,1)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p)− Γ̄

(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)

ω

2

Ḡ
(1,1)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p)

+
1

2ω2

[
Γ̄
(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ + ω,p)− 2Γ̄

(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p) + Γ̄

(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ − ω,p)

]}
× ∂̃s

∫
q

Ḡ
(2,0)
κ,∥ (ω,q) . (D3)

2. Flow equation of Γ
(0,2)

κ,∥ (ϖ,p) in the large p limit

Similarly, the diagram (a) of Fig. 1 can be expressed, in the large p limit and using twice (15), as

[
∂sΓ̄

(0,2)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)

]
(a)

=
1

2
P

∥
αβ(p)

∫
ω

Γ̄
(2,2)
κ,ijαβ(ω,q,−ω,−q, ϖ,p)

∫
ω,q

∂̃sḠ
(2,0)
κ,ji (ω,q)

p→∞
=

1

2

p2

d

∫
ω

1

ω2

[
Γ̄
(0,2)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p)− 2Γ̄

(0,2)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p) + Γ̄

(0,2)
κ,∥ (−ω +ϖ,p)

]
∂̃s

∫
q

Ḡ
(2,0)
κ,∥ (ω,q) . (D4)

The expression for the diagram (c) is obtained using (15) for the two vertices, and reads as

[
∂sΓ̄

(0,2)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)

]
(c)

= −P
∥
αβ(p)

∫
ω,q

Γ̄
(2,1)
κ,ijα(ω,q,−ω −ϖ,−p− q)Ḡ

(2,0)
κ,jk (ω +ϖ,p+ q)

× Γ̄
(2,1)
κ,klβ(ω +ϖ,p+ q,−ω,−q) ∂̃sḠ

(2,0)
κ,li (ω,q)

p→∞
= −p2

d

∫
ω

1

ω2

(
Γ̄
(1,1)
κ,∥ (−ϖ,p)− Γ̄

(1,1)
κ,∥ (−ϖ − ω,p)

)
×
(
Γ̄
(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)− Γ̄(1,1)

κ (ϖ + ω,p)
)
Ḡ

(2,0)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p) ∂̃s

∫
q

Ḡ
(2,0)
κ,∥ (ω,q) . (D5)
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Finally, the expression for the diagram (f) is obtained in the same way yielding[
∂sΓ̄

(0,2)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)

]
(f)

= −P
∥
αβ(p)

∫
ω,q

Γ̄
(1,2)
κ,ijα(ω,q,−ω −ϖ,−p− q)Ḡ

(1,1)
κ,jk (ω +ϖ,p+ q)

× Γ̄
(2,1)
κ,klβ(ω +ϖ,p+ q,−ω,−q) ∂̃sḠ

(2,0)
κ,li (ω,q) + c.c.

p→∞
= −p2

d

∫
ω

 Γ̄(0,2)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p)− Γ̄

(0,2)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)

ω

×

 Γ̄(1,1)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p)− Γ̄

(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)

ω


× Ḡ

(1,1)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p) ∂̃s

∫
q

Ḡ
(2,0)
κ,∥ (ω,q) + c.c. , (D6)

where c.c. denotes the complex conjugate. Adding the three contributions (D4), (D5) and (D6) finally leads to

∂sΓ̄
(0,2)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p) =

p2

d

∫
ω

{
−

∣∣∣∣∣ Γ̄
(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)− Γ̄

(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ + ω,p)

ω

∣∣∣∣∣
2

Ḡ
(2,0)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p)

− 2

 Γ̄(0,2)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p)− Γ̄

(0,2)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)

ω

×ℜ


 Γ̄(1,1)

κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p)− Γ̄
(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p)

ω

 Ḡ
(1,1)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p)


+

1

2ω2

[
Γ̄
(0,2)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p)− 2Γ̄

(0,2)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p) + Γ̄

(0,2)
κ,∥ (−ω +ϖ,p)

]}
× ∂̃s

∫
q

Ḡ
(2,0)
κ,∥ (ω,q). (D7)

The two flow equations (D3) and (D7) for the two-point functions are thus closed in the limit of large p. However,
they still bare a complicated nonlinear form. It turns out that they endow a much simpler form when expressed for

the correlation functions Ḡ
(2,0)
κ and Ḡ

(1,1)
κ rather than for the vertex functions Γ̄

(0,2)
κ and Γ̄

(1,1)
κ [23, 27]. Indeed, using

the definitions (B1) and (B2), one can calculate the flow equations for Ḡ
(2,0)
κ and Ḡ

(1,1)
κ from (D3) and (D7), and

one finds, using parity and after some algebra

∂sḠ
(2,0)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p) =

p2

d

∫
ω

1

2ω2

[
Ḡ

(2,0)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p)− 2Ḡ

(2,0)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p) + Ḡ

(2,0)
κ,∥ (−ω +ϖ,p)

]
∂̃s

∫
q

Ḡ
(2,0)
κ,∥ (ω,q) (D8)

∂sḠ
(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p) =

p2

d

∫
ω

1

2ω2

[
Ḡ

(1,1)
κ,∥ (ω +ϖ,p)− 2Ḡ

(1,1)
κ,∥ (ϖ,p) + Ḡ

(1,1)
κ,∥ (−ω +ϖ,p)

]
∂̃s

∫
q

Ḡ
(2,0)
κ,∥ (ω,q) . (D9)
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Introduction to the Functional Renormalization Group,
Lecture Notes in Physics, Vol. 798 (Springer, Berlin,
2010).

[33] B. Delamotte, An Introduction to the nonperturbative
renormalization group, Lect. Notes Phys. 852, 49 (2012).

[34] N. Dupuis, L. Canet, A. Eichhorn, W. Metzner,
J. Pawlowski, M. Tissier, and N. Wschebor, The nonper-
turbative functional renormalization group and its appli-
cations, Physics Reports 910, 1 (2021), the nonpertur-
bative functional renormalization group and its applica-
tions.

[35] C. Wetterich, Exact evolution equation for the effective
potential, Phys. Lett. B 301, 90 (1993).

[36] U. Ellwanger, Flow equations and BRS invariance for
Yang-Mills theories, Physics Letters B 335, 364 (1994).

[37] T. R. Morris, The exact renormalization group and ap-
proximate solutions, International Journal of Modern
Physics A 09, 2411 (1994).

[38] F. Benitez and N. Wschebor, Branching and annihilating
random walks: Exact results at low branching rate, Phys.
Rev. E 87, 052132 (2013).

[39] L. Canet, H. Chaté, B. Delamotte, I. Dornic, and M. A.
Muñoz, Nonperturbative fixed point in a nonequilibrium
phase transition, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 100601 (2005).
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