
Analytic framework for self-dual criticality in Zk gauge theory with matter

Zhengyan Darius Shi∗ and Arkya Chatterjee†

Department of Physics, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, Cambridge, Massachusetts 02139, USA
(Dated: July 10, 2024)

We study the putative multicritical point in 2+1D Zk gauge theory where the Higgs and con-
finement transitions meet. The presence of an e-m duality symmetry at this critical point forces
anyons with nontrivial braiding to close their gaps simultaneously, giving rise to a critical theory
that mixes strong interactions with mutual statistics. An effective U(1) × U(1) gauge theory with a
mutual Chern-Simons term at level k is proposed to describe the vicinity of the multicritical point
for k ≥ 4. We argue analytically that monopoles are irrelevant in the IR CFT and compute the
scaling dimensions of the leading duality-symmetric/anti-symmetric operators. In the large k limit,
these scaling dimensions approach 3− ν−1

XY as 1/k2, where νXY is the correlation length exponent of
the 3D XY model.

Introduction: The classification and characterization
of continuous quantum phase transitions is one of the cen-
tral goals in equilibrium many-body physics. In recent
decades, an increasing number of phase transitions have
been discovered that challenge the conventional Landau
classification based on symmetry-breaking (see [1] and
references therein). A particularly interesting example is
the transition between phases with the same symmetry-
breaking pattern but distinct topological orders [2–6].
Conceptually, topological transitions have the potential
to probe the interplay between nontrivial braiding statis-
tics and strong interactions, a special feature that is not
shared by other non-Landau critical points. Moreover,
in light of the recent discovery of fractional quantum
anomalous Hall phases in tunable 2D materials [7–11],
some classes of topological transitions may even be ex-
perimentally accessible in the near future, providing fur-
ther motivation for a systematic understanding of their
theoretical structure.

The simplest scenario for topological quantum criti-
cality involves the condensation of an Abelian order-n
boson (see [12] and references therein). These transi-
tions belong to the same universality class as that of
an n-state Potts/clock model [13, 14], as exemplified
e.g. by the Higgs and confinement transitions of Zk gauge
theory. Much more mysterious is the situation where
the microscopic Hamiltonian enjoys an additional anyon-
permuting symmetry (APS) that exchanges condensable
anyons with mutual statistics [15–18]. Imposing such a
symmetry forces the gaps of multiple anyons to close si-
multaneously despite their non-trivial braiding, leading
to a distinct universality class.

In this letter, we develop a theoretical framework for a
class of APS-enriched topological phase transitions: Zk

gauge theory with scalar matter enriched by a Z2 dual-
ity symmetry that exchanges the e and m excitations.
Away from the self-dual submanifold, the transition out
of the deconfined phase belongs to the Z∗

k universality

∗ zdshi@mit.edu
† achatt@mit.edu

class [19–21].1 However, the transition that preserves
self-duality is more challenging. Although a series of re-
cent numerical works have established the continuity of
the self-dual transition for k = 2 and extracted certain
critical exponents [22–25], an analytical understanding
is lacking. Here, we propose a continuum field theory
description for the self-dual critical point and its neigh-
boring phases at all k ≥ 4. The field theory involves two
complex scalar fields coupled to two U(1) gauge fields
with a mutual Chern-Simons term at level k. Approach-
ing from the topologically ordered phase, we show that
for k ≥ kc (where kc = 4 to leading order in a large N ex-
pansion), all symmetry-allowed monopole operators are
irrelevant at the self-dual critical point. Using RG, we
further demonstrate that anomalous dimensions induced
by the gauge fluctuations are O(k−2) in the large k limit.
In what follows, we go through these arguments in detail.
Phase diagram and an effective Lagrangian: We be-

gin with a brief review of Zk gauge theory coupled to mat-
ter carrying the fundamental representation, which real-
izes Zk topological order (TO) in its deconfined phase.
A simple lattice construction of the theory arises from
gauging a Zk clock model on the square lattice and fix-
ing to unitary gauge,2

Hk = −
∑
v∈V

Âv −
∑
p∈P

B̂p −
∑
ℓ∈L

(
hx X̂ℓ + hz Ẑℓ

)
+H.c.

(1)
where V, P, L are the sets of all vertices, plaquettes, and
links of the lattice, and

Âv = , B̂p = . (2)

1 By Z∗
k, we mean the Zk universality class with physical operators

restricted to be Zk singlets. The transition for k = 3 is known
to be first order (see e.g. [21]) and will be not considered here.

2 For k = 4, there is an exact mapping between the standard Z4

clock model and two copies of Ising models, which changes the
phase diagram upon gauging [26, 27]. To avoid this fine-tuned
case, the Z4 symmetric Hamiltonian prior to gauging should be
perturbed away from the Zk clock model.
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FIG. 1. A proposed schematic phase diagram of Zk gauge
theory coupled to matter. The Zk toric code limit is realized
at (hx, hz) = (0, 0). The self-dual multicritical point is labeled
with a star. A first-order transition on the self-dual line is
found in the case of k = 2, but may not exist for k ≥ 4.

In (1), the hx and hz couplings capture the strength of
gauge and matter fluctuations. In the 2-dimensional hx-
hz phase diagram (see Fig. 1), the region with hx, hz ≪ 1
realizes the deconfined phase with Zk TO. The k2 anyons
of this TO are generated by order k anyons, e and m,
which have trivial self-statistics and a mutual braiding
phase of eiθe,m = e2πi/k. The general theory of topo-
logical orders tells us that the condensation of a La-
grangian condensable algebra (LCA) trivializes the anyon
content [28, 29]. For Abelian TOs, an LCA is essentially
a composite anyon A = ⊕a na a, where n1 = 1 and the
simple anyons a with na ̸= 0 must have trivial self and
mutual statistics. For Zk TO, two of the LCAs are the
so-called electric and magnetic LCAs,

Ae = ⊕k−1
j=0 ej , Am = ⊕k−1

j=0 mj , (3)

whose condensations drive transitions out of the decon-
fined phase via the Higgs and the confinement transi-
tions, respectively. These two condensation pathways
are colloquially referred to as “e condensation” and “m
condensation” respectively. The regions in the phase di-
agram past the Higgs and the confinement transitions
are smoothly connected, following the classic argument
in Ref. [19].

Zk TO has an anyon permutation symmetry generated
by the exchange of e and m – this is commonly referred
to as the e-m duality symmetry. Since Ae and Am are
interchanged under the e-m duality, if/when the Higgs
and confinement transitions meet at a multi-critical point
(MCP), they must do so on the self-dual hx = hz line,
where the strengths of the matter and gauge fluctuations
are equal. This e-m duality is also present in the lattice
model (1), where it acts as

Ûem = T̂(
êx
2 +

êy
2

) ∏
ℓ∈L|

Ĥℓ

∏
ℓ∈L−

Ĥ†
ℓ . (4)

Here, Ĥ is the Zk Hadamard operator which satisfies

Ĥ(X̂, Ẑ)Ĥ† = (Ẑ, X̂†), L| is the set of vertical links and

L− the set of horizontal ones, and T̂a⃗ is an a⃗-translation

operator. The action of Ûem on the Hamiltonian (1) in-
terchanges the values of hx and hz, so we identify it with
the continuum e-m APS of Zk TO.
Numerical studies [22–25, 30, 31] have provided evi-

dence that for k = 2, the Higgs and confinement transi-
tions indeed meet at a MCP on the self-dual line. In this
work we consider the possibility that the phase diagram
for k ≥ 4 also has this self-dual MCP. The topologi-
cal order of the system is completely trivialized once the
system goes through any of these transitions. We post-
pone a discussion of the first order line until subsequent
sections.
The primary character in our story is a (Euclidean) La-

grangian description of the phase diagram in the vicinity
of the self-dual MCP:

L =
∑
α

(
|(i∇µ − aµα)ϕα|2 + rα|ϕα|2

)
+
∑
α

vα|ϕα|4 + u |ϕe|2|ϕm|2 + . . .

− ik

2π
aedam +

∑
qe,qm,n

c
(n)
(qe,qm) M

(n)
(qe,qm) +H.c. ,

(5)

where . . . refers to higher powers of ϕα, and M(n)
(qe,qm)

are gauge-invariant monopole annihilation operators car-
rying magnetic charges qα ∈ Z/2 corresponding to the
gauge fields aα. The monopole operators ensure that the
potential U(1) 0-form global symmetries associated with
the monopole number conservations for each gauge field
are explicitly broken, in contrast to closely related models
in the spin liquid literature [32].
Setting re, rm > 0 gaps out the scalar fields which can

then be integrated out. The remaining terms of the La-
grangian (5) include the mutual Chern-Simons term and
the monopole creation and annihilation operators. Since
the latter are local gauge invariant operators, their inclu-
sion cannot (perturbatively) change the Zk TO encoded
by the mutual Chern-Simons term. Setting rm/e < 0
with re/m > 0 drives a Higgs transition for the gauge field
am/e . This kills the Chern-Simons term and the prolifer-
ation of monopoles leads to a trivial gapped phase. With-
out the inclusion of monopole terms, we would have a su-
perfluid phase associated with the spontaneous breaking
of the U(1) number conservation of the am/e monopoles.
At rm/e = 0 with re/m > 0 , the Chern-Simons term
Higgses am/e from U(1) down to Zk; as a result, these
critical theories belongs to the Z∗

k universality class, in
agreement with the existing literature [19–21]. Finally,
setting re, rm < 0 gaps out both gauge fields ae, am, lead-
ing to a gapped phase with trivial TO. Therefore, we
conclude that the effective Lagrangian in (5) correctly
describes the neighborhood of the self-dual MCP.
Analytic theory of self-dual criticality: We now focus

on the phase transition with rα = 0, ve = vm, c
(n)
(qe,qm) =



3

c
(n)
(qm,qe)

, and determine its universal low energy prop-

erties. Our analysis will proceed in three steps: (1)
freeze the gauge fluctuations and show that the O(2) ×
O(2)⋊Z2-symmetric matter sector in (5) is stable against
Zk×Zk⋊Z2-symmetric perturbations (allowed in the UV
Hamiltonian) for all k ≥ 4; (2) include gauge fluctuations
and show that all self-dual monopoles in the Lagrangian
are irrelevant at the MCP; (3) compute the anomalous
dimensions generated by the matter-gauge interactions
and show that they are k−2 suppressed in the large k
limit. We now explain these steps, relegating some tech-
nical details to the appendices.

In the first step, we turn off gauge fluctuations and
study the scalar field Lagrangian. In addition to the
terms already present in (5), the Zk gauge structure in
the UV model allows for Zk × Zk ⋊ Z2-symmetric per-
turbations where Zk × Zk acts on the scalar fields as
ϕα → e2πinα/kϕα and Z2 exchanges ϕe with ϕm. In-
cluding all symmetry-allowed terms gives a general La-
grangian of the form

Lmat =
∑
α

(
|∇ϕα|2 + r|ϕα|2

)
+ v

∑
α

|ϕα|4

+ u |ϕe|2|ϕm|2 + w
∑
α

ϕk
α +H.c.+ . . .

(6)

where . . . denote terms with higher powers of ϕα that
will be irrelevant in the infrared (IR) limit. Let us tem-
porarily neglect the w coupling and analyze the remain-
ing Lagrangian which contains two competing interaction
terms u and v. The general problem of interacting CFTs
with O(2)×O(2)⋊ Z2 symmetry has been studied with
high-order perturbative expansions as well as conformal
bootstrap. The simplest stable fixed point is a decou-
pled pair of XY models with u = 0, v ̸= 0 [33, 34]. The
nature of additional stable fixed points with u, v ̸= 0 is
under debate. While only a single such fixed point is
identified in the ϵ-expansion, conformal bootstrap finds
two additional kinks in the allowed parameter space [35–
37], with predictions for critical exponents that disagree
with the ϵ-expansion. In this work, we take the con-
servative approach and assume that the matter sector is
close to the stable decoupled XY fixed point. Relative
to this fixed point, the scaling dimension of the w cou-
pling is equivalent to the scaling dimension of a k-fold
anisotropy term in a single XY model, which is negative
for all k ≥ 4 [38]. Therefore, with gauge fluctuations
frozen, terms that break O(2) × O(2) down to Zk × Zk

are irrelevant and the MCP is captured by two copies of
XY models. This theory can be consistently coupled to
U(1) gauge fields, resulting in the proposed Lagrangian
in (5). For k = 2, the complex operators ϕ2

e and ϕ2
m

are strongly relevant and the U(1) × U(1) gauge theory
breaks down. It becomes more convenient to describe the
MCP in terms of two real scalar fields φe, φm coupled to
a pair of Z2 gauge fields. With the Z2 gauge fields frozen,
this theory flows to the XY model with an emergent O(2)
symmetry that rotates the vector (φe, φm) [39–42]. The

effects of Z2 gauge fluctuations are difficult to control an-
alytically, and will not be discussed further in this work.
The preceding scaling analysis provides additional in-

sight into the possibility of spontaneous duality symme-
try breaking when we exit the deconfined phase along
the self-dual line (i.e. re = rm = r < 0). For k = 2
(and neglecting gauge fluctuations), the leading irrele-
vant operator takes the form w(φ2

e −φ2
m)2. When r < 0,

the inclusion of this term with w < 0 favors a ground
state with φ2

e ̸= φ2
m, thereby spontaneously breaking the

duality symmetry. This argument suggests that duality
SSB can occur in some open region of the k = 2 phase
diagram, although the region could disappear when w
is tuned from negative to positive by additional micro-
scopic interactions that preserve the Z2 gauge structure.
The situation is drastically different for k ≥ 4, where the
leading irrelevant operators enter the Lagrangian as

L = Lfixed−pt + u |ϕe|2|ϕm|2 +w
∑
α

ϕk
α +H.c.+ . . . (7)

For infinitesimal u and w, the mean-field ground state
of the above Lagrangian always preserves duality sym-
metry, independent of the sign of u and the phase of w.
This observation leads to the conjecture that duality SSB
is generically absent for k ≥ 4. We caution that the qual-
itative picture above is heuristic as it neglects the effects
of gauge fluctuations. Nevertheless, the dichotomy be-
tween the k = 2 and k ≥ 4 cases may be more robust
and invites more careful numerical studies in the future.
Starting with the decoupled XY model in the matter

sector, we can gauge the global U(1)×U(1) symmetry and
study the effects of fluctuations. Since U(1) monopoles
are local operators in 2+1D, it is important to calcu-
late their scaling dimensions and assess their effects on
the monopole-free critical point. This calculation is not
analytically tractable for a general interacting conformal
field theory. To make progress, we pass to a large-N
generalization of the original Lagrangian

L =
∑

α=e,m

N∑
i=1

[
|(i∇− aα)ϕi,α|2 + r|ϕi,α|2

]
+

v

N

∑
α=e,m

(
N∑
i=1

|ϕi,α|2
)2

− ik

2π
aedam ,

(8)

and consider the limit where N, k → ∞ with the ra-
tio κ = k/N held fixed [43–51]. The most general

monopole operator M(n)
(qe,qm) in this theory carries mag-

netic charge (qe, qm) relative to the gauge fields ae, am
where qe, qm ∈ Z/2. From the state-operator corre-
spondence, the lowest scaling dimension within a fixed
flux sector is given by the ground state energy of the
radially quantized Hamiltonian with 4πqe/m fluxes of
ae/m threaded through the spatial sphere [52]. As usual,
it is convenient to first compute the partition function
Z(qe,qm)(β,N, κ) = e−βF(qe,qm)(β,N,κ) at large N , where



4

the free energy F(qe,qm)(β,N, κ) admits a series expan-
sion in 1/N :

F(qe,qm)(β,N, κ) =

∞∑
m=0

N1−mF
(m)
(qe,qm)(β, κ) . (9)

The minimal monopole scaling dimension in the (qe, qm)
sector is then given by the ground state energy

∆(qe,qm)(N,κ) = lim
β→∞

F(qe,qm)(β,N, κ) . (10)

To argue for the irrelevance of monopoles, we can re-
strict to the sectors (1/2, 0) and (0, 1/2). Monopoles
with higher charge will appear in the operator prod-
uct expansion of these minimal monopoles and generally
have higher scaling dimensions. Since duality exchanges
(1/2, 0) and (0, 1/2), these two sectors are degenerate and
it suffices to consider (1/2, 0) without loss of generality.
Let us now determine the free energy function

F(q,0)(β,N, κ) in the large N limit and restrict to q = 1/2
in the end. As in the standard treatment of critical O(N)
models, the quartic interactions proportional to v can
be decoupled by a pair of Hubbard-Stratanovich fields
µe, µm, thereby transforming the Lagrangian to3

L =
∑
α,i

|(i∇− aα)ϕα,i|2 +
(
1

4
+ µα

)
|ϕα|2 −

ik

2π
aedam .

(11)
The transformed Lagrangian is quadratic in ϕα. There-
fore, the scalar fields can be integrated out, generating
an effective action for aα, µα:

Seff

N
=
∑
α

tr log

[
(i∇− aα)

2 +
1

4
+ µα

]
− iκ

2π

∫
aedam .

(12)
We now consider a general ansatz for aα, µα consistent
with the flux assignment:

āα,0 = −iλα , dāe = q sin θdθ ∧ dϕ , dām = 0 . (13)

In Appendix A1 a, we solve the saddle point equa-
tions and numerically determine the scaling dimension

∆
(0)
(q,0)(κ) in the (q, 0) sector as a function of κ. As

shown in Fig. 2, for N = 1, ∆
(0)
(q,0)(κ) exceeds the ir-

relevance threshold ∆c = 3 when κ ≥ 4 with arbitrary
q. Furthermore, at large κ, the numerical results agree
with an asymptotically exact analytic solution (see Ap-
pendix A 1 a)

µm(κ) ≈ κq , λm ≈ −√
κq , ∆

(0)
(q,0)(κ) ≈

4

3
(κq)3/2 .

(14)
Going beyond the saddle point, one can compute sublead-
ing corrections to the scaling dimensions by integrating

3 The factor of 1/4 is fixed by conformal invariance on S2 × S1
β .
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Large κ asymptotics

Numerical solution

Threshold ∆c = 3

FIG. 2. Saddle point solution for the minimal scaling dimen-
sion ∆(q,0)(N = 1, κ) as a function of κ = k in the (q, 0) flux
sector with q = 1/2, 1, 3/2. Dotted curves are numerical solu-
tions while smooth curves are analytic solutions valid in the
κ → ∞ limit.

over quadratic fluctuations of aα, µα. In Appendix A 2 a,
we show that in the large κ limit, these corrections do
not change the asymptotic scaling ∆(q,0)(κ) ∼ κ3/2, al-
though the prefactor can be modified. The elementary

monopoles M(n)
(q,0)(κ) are therefore guaranteed to be ir-

relevant in the large κ limit for any q.
Composite monopoles that appear in the OPE of

M(n1)
(qe,0)

and M(n2)
(0,qm) generally have even higher scaling

dimensions. As a sanity check, we analyze the lowest
scaling dimension in the (q, q) sector and show that it is
given by a simple formula

∆(q,q)(N,κ) = 2∆q,SQED3(N,κ) +O(N−1) , (15)

where ∆q,SQED3(N,κ) is the scaling dimension of a
charge-q monopole in scalar QED3 with a self-Chern-
Simons term at level k = Nκ (see Appendix A 2b).
Using existing results for scalar QED3 in Ref. [50], we
verify that ∆(q,q)(N,κ) > ∆(q,0)(N,κ), confirming our
intuition.
The observation that monopoles are irrelevant brings

us to the final step: analyze the RG flow in the monopole-
free gauge theory and compute anomalous dimensions
induced by the gauge-matter interaction

Lint = −
∑
α

aαJα +
∑
α

a2α|ϕα|2 , (16)

with Je, Jm representing the U(1) currents associated
with the matter fields ϕe, ϕm. To make analytic state-
ments about this interacting CFT, we again pass to the
generalized Lagrangian in (8) with N flavors of ϕα and
Chern-Simons level k = Nκ. Anomalous dimensions in
this theory can be computed order by order in the 1/N
expansion with κ = k/N fixed. In Appendix B, we carry
out this computation up to O(N−1) for the leading du-
ality symmetric/anti-symmetric operators σ± (which are



5

identified with |ϕe|2 ± |ϕm|2 for k ≥ 4):

∆σ± = 2− 16

3π2N
+

64

3π2N
[
1 + 64κ2

π2

]
− 64

π2N
[
1 + 64κ2

π2

]2 ± 642κ2

2π4N
[
1 + 64κ2

π2

]2 .

(17)

The κ → 0 limit recovers well-known results for the criti-
cal CPN−1 model in Refs. [53–58]. In the opposite κ → ∞
limit, we recover the critical exponents of the critical
O(2N) model up to corrections that are 1/κ2 suppressed.
This latter statement in fact holds in the large k limit
independent of N . The basic reason is that the gauge
propagator which carries a factor of 1/k is off-diagonal
in duality-space while the interaction vertices are diag-
onal. This structure ensures that within a large k ex-
pansion, any irreducible Feynman diagram with a single
gauge propagator vanishes identically and all anomalous
dimensions are at least 1/k2 suppressed. Importantly,
the Chern-Simons level k cannot be renormalized due to
gauge invariance, which we verify explicitly at O(N−1)
in Appendix B 3.

Discussion: In summary, we proposed an effective
field theory for 2+1D Zk≥4 gauge theory with matter
in the vicinity of its self-dual MCP. The critical La-
grangian (5) features two scalar fields coupled to two
U(1) gauge fields with a mutual Chern-Simons term at
level k. At the MCP, we establish within a large N ex-
pansion that all U(1) × U(1) monopoles are irrelevant
for k ≥ 4 and compute scaling dimensions ∆σ± for the
leading duality symmetric/anti-symmetric operators σ±.
The U(1)×U(1) gauge structure breaks down for k = 2,
where the existence of a useful Lagrangian description is
still an important open question.

One concrete prediction of our theory is that ∆σ+ and

∆σ− approach 3−ν−1
XY as 1/k2 in the large k limit, where

νXY is the correlation length exponent of the 3D XY
model. The exponents ∆σ± directly map to xS/A in
the Monte Carlo numerics of Ref. [23] for k = 2, which
can hopefully be generalized to higher k in the future.
Besides Monte Carlo, it would be interesting to realize
emergent Zk gauge theories in quantum Hall multi-layers,
which can be studied using the recently proposed fuzzy
sphere regularization [59]. While Zk TO has been con-
structed in quantum Hall bilayers [60–62], a microscopic
Hamiltonian that captures the entire phase diagram in
Fig. 1 remains a challenge.
Looking further afield, the self-dual MCP of Zk gauge

theory with matter is only the simplest realization of
APS-enriched topological quantum criticality. General-
izations of this, involving non-Abelian boson condensa-
tion, are largely unexplored. For the class of TOs with a
Chern-Simons theory description, some non-Abelian bo-
son condensation transitions can be captured by a Chern-
Simons-Higgs Lagrangian [63]. A wealth of analytic tools
have been developed for this special class of theories [64–
68]. In order to study interesting APS-enriched tran-
sitions more broadly, however, it may be necessary to
develop a framework that incorporates the braiding and
symmetry data of the TO without requiring a field theory
description. We leave such explorations to future studies.
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expansion of M(qe,0) ×M(0,qm) and will likely have a higher scaling dimension, this result provides strong evidence
that all monopoles allowed in the self-dual Lagrangian are in fact irrelevant for all k ≥ 4.
Before going into the detailed computations, let us first write down the action for the self-dual theory at arbitrary

N, k, quantized on a spatial sphere S2:
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N∑
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1

4
+ µα)|ϕi,α|2 −

ik

2π

∫
d3xaedam . (A1)

Since the action is quadratic in the matter field ϕ, we can integrate out ϕ to get an effective action for ae, am and the
Hubbard-Stratanovich fields µe, µm:

Seff = N

{∑
α

tr log

[
(i∇− aα)
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4
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]
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2π
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}
, (A2)
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Now to compute the scaling dimension of a general monopole with charge (qe, qm) where qe, qm ∈ Z/2, we thread 4πqe
flux of ae and 4πqm flux of am through the spatial S2. This flux configuration defines a static background on top of
which the dynamical gauge fields can fluctuate. By evaluating this path integral in a large N expansion, we obtain
the thermal partition function

Z(qe,qm)(β,N, κ = k/N) = e−βF(qe,qm)(β,N,κ) , F(qe,qm)(β,N, κ) = NF
(0)
(qe,qm)(β, κ) + F

(1)
(qe,qm)(β, κ) +O(N−1) . (A3)

In general, Z(qe,qm) does not resolve the individual energy eigenvalues, which correspond to scaling dimensions of
different monopoles in the same flux sector (qe, qm). However, for the purposes of this work, we will only be interested
in the ground state (i.e. the operator with the lowest scaling dimension). The ground state energy can be extracted
by taking the β → ∞ limit of the free energy:

∆(qe,qm)(N,κ) = lim
β→∞

F(qe,qm)(β,N, κ) . (A4)

In the next two sections, we consider the leading order free energy F
(0)
(qe,qm) and the subleading corrections F

(1)
(qe,qm) in

order. As we will see, F
(0)
(qe,qm) can be evaluated efficiently for arbitrary κ, while F

(1)
(qe,qm) requires a more complicated

numerical summation. In the special case where qe = qm = q, we derive an exact relationship between F
(1)
(q,q) and the

corresponding subleading scaling dimension of a charge-q monopole in SQED3 with a self Chern-Simons term, which
has been evaluated before. Numerical solution of the more general case is left for future work.

1. Leading order: saddle point analysis

The leading order free energy F
(0)
(qe,qm) can be determined by solving the saddle point equations in the flux sector

(qe, qm). The most general static saddle point ansatz consistent with this flux configuration can be written as

āα,0(θ, ϕ) = −iλα , dāα(θ, ϕ) = qα sin θdθ ∧ dϕ , µ̄α(θ, ϕ) = µα . (A5)

In this static background, the mutual Chern-Simons term can be evaluated as

ik

2π

∫
S2×S1

β

aedam =
ik

2π

∫
S2×D2

β

fe ∧ fm =
ik

2π
(

∫
S2

fe)(

∫
D2

β

fm) +
ik

2π
(

∫
S2

fm)(

∫
D2

β

fe) = 2kβ(qeλm + qmλe) . (A6)

Under this ansatz, the free energy functional simplifies to

F(qe,qm)(β,N, κ) = N

{
1

β

∑
α

tr log

[
−(∇− iāα)

2 +
1

4
+ µα

]
− 2κ(qeλm + qmλe)

}
. (A7)

This extremization problem can be solved for each choice of qe, qm. We now specialize to (qe, qm) = (q, 0) and
(qe, qm) = (q, q). The more general case contains no additional conceptual subtlety.

a. Leading order scaling dimension of M(q,0)

We first consider the flux configuration (qe, qm) = (q, 0). In the static background defined by (A5), the free energy
functional simplifies to

F(q,0)(β,N, κ) = N

{
1

β

∑
α

tr log

[
−(∇− iāα)

2 +
1

4
+ µα

]
− 2κλmq

}
. (A8)

For fixed λα, µα, the operator inside the trace-log can be diagonalized explicitly for each Matsubara frequency ωn =
2πn/β. Since the structure is different for α = e,m, we state the results separately. In the e sector, the scalar field
sees a strength-q monopole and the eigenfunctions are monopole harmonics:[

−(∇− iāe)
2 +

1

4
+ µe

]
Yq,l,m(θ, ϕ)e−iωnτ =

[
(ωn − iλe)

2 + El,q(µe)
2
]
Yq,l,m(θ, ϕ)e−iωnτ , (A9)
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where l is the total angular momentum, m is the azimuthal angular momentum, and El,q(µ) is the dispersion:

El,q(µ) =
√
(l + 1/2)2 − q2 + µ , l = q, q + 1, . . . , m = −l, −l + 1, . . . , l . (A10)

On the other hand, for the m sector, the scalar field sees no monopole and the eigenfunctions are regular spherical
harmonics: [

−(∇− iām)2 +
1

4
+ µm

]
Y0,l,m(θ, ϕ)e−iωnτ =

[
(ωn − iλm)2 + El,0(µm)2

]
Y0,l,m(θ, ϕ)e−iωnτ . (A11)

Given these explicit spectra, the functional trace can be written as a sum over eigenvalues:

tr log

[
−(∇− iāe)

2 +
1

4
+ µe

]
=
∑
ωn

∑
l≥q

dl log
[
(ωn − iλe)

2 + El,q(µe)
2
]
,

tr log

[
−(∇− iām)2 +

1

4
+ µm

]
=
∑
ωn

∑
l≥0

dl log
[
(ωn − iλm)2 + El,0(µm)2

]
,

(A12)

where dl = 2l + 1 is the degeneracy at fixed angular momentum l. For both e and m sectors, the sum over ωn is UV
divergent. To regularize it, we add and subtract a divergent piece as follows:∑

ωn

log
[
(ωn − iλ)2 + E2

]
=
∑
ωn

log

[
(ωn − iλ)2 + E2

(ωn − iλ)2

]
+
∑
ωn

log(ωn − iλ)
2

(A13)

The first sum is now convergent and can be evaluated explicitly. The second sum is divergent, but can be rewritten
as ∑

n∈Z
log(ωn − iλ)

2
= − d

ds

∑
n∈Z

(ωn − iλ)−2s

∣∣∣∣
s=0

. (A14)

For sufficiently large s, the sum over n is convergent and equal to the Hurwitz zeta function ζ(s, a) with a = −iβλ
2π .

Therefore, we can regularize the second term by analytically continuing −dζ(s,a)
ds to s = 0. The final regularized result

is given by ∑
ωn

log
[
(ωn − iλ)2 + E2

]
= log (2 coshβE − 2 coshβλ) . (A15)

Therefore, the full saddle point free energy functional can be written as a sum over the two sectors F
(0)
(q,0)(β, κ) =

F
(0)
(q,0),e(β, κ) + F

(0)
(q,0),m(β, κ) where

F
(0)
(q,0),e(β, κ) =

1

β

∑
l≥q

dl log [2 coshβEl,q(µe)− 2 coshβλe] ,

F
(0)
(q,0),m(β, κ) =

1

β

∑
l≥0

dl log [2 coshβEl,0(µm)− 2 coshβλm]− 2κλmq .

(A16)

In the e sector, the saddle point free energy is identical to the saddle point free energy for a strength-q monopole in
scalar QED3 with no Chern-Simons term. As we know from Ref. [50], the stable saddle point solution is λe = µe = 0

with a contribution to the scaling dimension ∆
(0)
q,SQED3(κ = 0) ≈ 0.12.

The m sector is much more nontrivial. The first term is the Casimir energy of a free particle of mass µm on the
sphere at a chemical potential λm. However, unlike the critical O(N) model where λm = µm = 0, the presence of an
additional κ-dependent term shifts the saddle point solutions for λm, µm and modifies the leading free energy, which
we now calculate. The exact saddle point equations take the following form

δF
(0)
(q,0),m

δλm
=
∑
l≥0

−2dl sinhβλm

2 coshβEl,0(µm)− 2 coshβλm
− 2κq = 0 ,

δF
(0)
(q,0),m

δµm
=
∑
l≥0

sinhβEl,0(µm)

2 coshβEl,0(µm)− 2 coshβλm

dl
El,0(µm)

= 0 .

(A17)
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In the large β limit, up to errors that are exponentially suppressed in β, we can make the following approximation

2 coshβx ≈ eβ|x| , 2 sinhβx ≈ sgn(x)eβ|x| . (A18)

Using this approximation, the saddle point equations simplify to

2κq sgn(λm) =
∑
l≥0

dl

1− eβEl,0(µm)−β|λm| ,
∑
l≥0

1

1− eβ|λm|−βEl,0(µm)

dl
2El,0(µm)

= 0 . (A19)

For κ > 0, following related works in Ref. [50], the solution with minimal free energy corresponds to taking λm ≈
−E0,0(µm). This means we can set sgn(λm) = −1 and obtain an explicit solution for λm in terms of µm (valid up to
errors that are exponentially suppressed in β):

2κq =
1

eβλm+E0,0(µm) − 1
→ λm = −E0,0(µm)− 1

β
log

2κq

1 + 2κq
. (A20)

Plugging this solution into the saddle point equation for µm, we get

κq

E0,0(µm)
+
∑
l≥1

dl
2El,0(µm)

= 0 . (A21)

The sum over l is again UV divergent and can be regularized using the Hurwitz zeta function. After regularization,
we obtain a convergent equation

κq

E0,0(µm)
+
∑
l≥1

(
dl

2El,0(µm)
− 1

)
= 0 . (A22)

We were not able to obtain a closed form solution for µm as a function of κ. However, for each κ, one can solve the
equation numerically, and plug it back into the free energy to obtain:

F
(0)
(q,0),m(β, κ) ≈ 1

β

∑
l≥0

dl log
[
eβEl,0(µm)

]
+

1

β

∑
l≥0

dl log
[
1− e−βλm−βEl,0(µm)

]
+ 2κq

[
E0,0(µm) +

1

β
log

2κq

1 + 2κq

]
=
∑
l≥0

dlEl,0(µm) + 2κqE0,0(µm) +O(β−1) .

(A23)
The sum over l can again be regularized by evaluating the divergent piece via zeta-function regularization:

2 lim
s→0

∑
l≥0

(l + 1/2)
[
(l + 1/2)1−2s + (1/2− s)(l + 1/2)−1−2sµm

]
= 2ζ(−2, 1/2) + µmζ(0, 1/2) = 0 . (A24)

The remaining convergent sum can be evaluated numerically. After taking a β → ∞ limit, we recover the leading
contribution to the monopole scaling dimension

∆
(0)
(q,0)(κ) = ∆

(0)
q,SQED3(κ = 0) + ∆(0)

q,m(κ) , (A25)

where

∆(0)
q,m(κ) = 2κqE0,0(µm) + 2

∑
l≥0

(l + 1/2)

{[
(l + 1/2)2 + µm

]1/2 − (l + 1/2)− 1

2
(l + 1/2)−1µm

}
. (A26)

This equation can then be used to generate the plot in Fig. 2.
Further analytic progress can be made in the large κ limit. In this limit, the saddle point equation can be approx-

imated as an integral

κq√
µm

≈
∫ ∞

1

dl

(
1− l + 1/2√

(l + 1/2)2 + µm

)
=

1

2
(
√
9 + 4µm − 3) . (A27)

Therefore, in the large κ limit, the leading order solution for µm, λm is given by

µm(κ) = κq , λm ≈ −E0,0(µm) ≈ −√
κq . (A28)
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Using this solution, we can evaluate F
(0)
(q,0),m(β, κ) using ζ-regularization:

F
(0)
(q,0),m(β, κ) ≈ 2(κq)3/2 + 2

∫ ∞

0

dl(l + 1/2)

{[
(l + 1/2)2 + κq

]1/2 − (l + 1/2)− κq

2(l + 1/2)

}
= 2(κq)3/2 +

1 + 6κq − (1 + 4κq)3/2

12
≈ 4

3
(κq)3/2 .

(A29)

b. Leading order scaling dimension of M(q,q)

Now let us consider a duality-symmetric flux configuration (qe, qm) = (q, q). Assuming that the duality symmetry
is unbroken at the critical point, the saddle point ansatz also needs to respect the duality symmetry and takes the
form āe,0 = ām,0 = ā, µ̄e = µ̄m = µ, where

ā0(θ, ϕ) = −iλ , dā(θ, ϕ) = q sin θdθ ∧ dϕ . (A30)

With this ansatz, the saddle point action simplifies tremendously and becomes identical to the saddle point action for
scalar QED3 with 2N flavors of scalar fields and a self Chern-Simons term at level 2k = 2κN :

Ssaddle = 2N

{
tr log

[
(i∇− ā)2 +

1

4
+ µ

]
− 2κλq

]
. (A31)

Therefore, the strength (q, q) monopole in the self-dual theory with fixed κ has the same leading order scaling dimension
as the strength-q monopole in the theory of 2N complex scalars coupled to a self Chern-Simons term at level 2k. This
relation is summarized by a simple equation:

∆
(0)
(q,q)(κ) = 2∆

(0)
q,SQED3(κ) . (A32)

2. Subleading order: quadratic fluctuations around the saddle point

Having finished the saddle point analysis, we move on to the subleading corrections given by quadratic fluctuations of
the gauge and matter fields around the saddle point. To that end, we expand the original fields as aα → āα+aα, µα →
µ̄α + iσα where āα, µ̄α are the saddle point solutions. After integrating over the scalar field, the effective action for
aα, σα takes the form

S = N
∑

α=e,m

tr log

[
−(∇− iāα − iaα)

2 +
1

4
+ µ̄α + iσα

]
− ik

2π

∫
d3x(āe + ae)d(ām + am) . (A33)

Now let us define the matter field kernel G−1
α = −(∇− iāα)

2 + 1
4 + µ̄α. Expanding the trace log terms to quadratic

order, we find that the matter field contribution to the quadratic action takes the form

S2,ϕ =
∑

α=e,m

S2,α , (A34)

where

S2,α = N tr log
[
G−1

α + iDµaα,µ + iaα,µD
µ + a2α + iσα

]
−N tr logG−1

α

= N tr log
[
1 + iGαD

µaα,µ + iGαaα,µD
µ +Gαa

2
α + iGασα

]
≈ N trGαa

2
α +

N

2
tr(GαD

µaα,µ +Gαaα,µD
µ +Gασα)(GαD

νaα,ν +Gαaα,νD
ν +Gασα) .

(A35)

After some simple algebra, one can write the quadratic action more compactly as

S2,α =
N

2

∑
α

∫
[aα,µ(x), σα(x)]

(
Kµν

α (x, y) Kµσ
α (x, y)

Kσν
α (x, y) Kσσ

α (x, y)

)(
aα,ν(y)
σα(y)

)
, (A36)
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where the kernels are given by

Kµν
α (x, y) =

[
Dµ

α,xGα(y, x)
] [
Dν

α,yGα(x, y)
]
−Gα(x, y)

[
Dµ

α,xD
ν
α,yGα(y, x)

]
+
[
Dµ

α,xGα(x, y)
] [
Dν

α,yGα(y, x)
]
−Gα(y, x)

[
Dµ

α,xD
ν
α,yGα(x, y)

]
+ 2Gα(x, y)g

µνδ(x− y) ,

Kσν
α (x, y) = Gα(x, y)D

ν
α,yGα(y, x)−Gα(y, x)D

ν
α,yGα(x, y) ,

Kσσ
α (x, y) = Gα(x, y)Gα(y, x) ,

(A37)
with Dµ

α,x denoting the covariant derivative ∂µ
x − iāµα(x) defined at the α-sector saddle point. Combining the matter

field quadratic action with the mutual Chern-Simons term

S2,CS = − ik

2π

∫
d3xaedam , (A38)

we can write the full quadratic action as

S =
N

2

∫
[ae, am, σe, σm]K[ae, am, σe, σm]T , (A39)

where the extended kernel can be expressed in terms of the previously defined subkernels:

K(qe,qm) =

Kµν
e KCS Kµσ

e 0
KCS Kµν

m 0 Kµσ
m

Kσν
e 0 Kσσ

e 0
0 Kσν

m 0 Kσσ
m

 . (A40)

Due to the block structure of K(qe,qm), we can further simplify its determinant to

detK(qe,qm) = det

(
Kσσ

e 0
0 Kσσ

m

)
· det

[(
Kµν

e KCS

KCS Kµν
m

)
−
(
Kµσ

e 0
0 Kµσ

m

)(
(Kσσ

e )−1 0
0 (Kσσ

m )−1

)(
Kσν

e 0
0 Kσν

m

)]
= detKσσ

e · detKσσ
m · det

(
Kµν

e −Kµσ
e (Kσσ

e )−1Kσν
e KCS

KCS Kµν
m −Kµσ

m (Kσσ
m )−1Kσν

m

)
.

(A41)

From here, one can obtain a formal expression for the subleading free energy

F
(1)
(qe,qm)(β, κ) =

1

β
log det

K(qe,qm)(β, κ)

K(0,0)(β, κ)
→ ∆

(1)
(qe,qm)(κ) = lim

β→∞
F

(1)
(qe,qm)(β, κ) , (A42)

where a factor of K(0,0)(β, κ) is added to regularize the determinant. In the following two sections, we make some
general analytic remarks about the functional determinant. For theM(q,0) monopole, we will argue that the expression

for ∆
(1)
(q,0) simplifies dramatically in the large κ limit and scales as κ3/2. For the M(q,q) monopole, we will prove that

the quadratic fluctuation correction ∆
(1)
(q,q)(κ) is twice as large as the quadratic fluctuation correction ∆

(1)
q,SQED3(κ)

for a strength-q monopole in scalar QED3 with self-Chern-Simons level k = Nκ. The precise numerical evaluation of

∆
(1)
(qe,qm)(κ) for general qe, qm, κ is orthogonal to the conceptual theme of this work and will be deferred to the future.

a. Subleading scaling dimension of M(q,0)

The goal of this section is to understand the structure of ∆
(1)
(q,0)(κ) at large κ and show that it scales as κ3/2 in the

κ → ∞ limit. For that purposes, we first recall the saddle point solution:

λe = µe = 0 , λm ≈ −√
µm ∼ √

κ . (A43)

From this solution, we immediately see that all components of the kernel that involve the e sector do not depend on
κ. On the other hand, the Chern-Simons kernel KCS is proportional to κ. As a result, the off-diagonal KCS blocks in
(A41) dominate over the diagonal blocks and the functional determinant simplifies to

detK(q,0) ≈ detKσσ
e,q · detKσσ

m,q · detK2
CS (A44)
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which immediately implies that

∆
(1)
(q,0)(κ) ≈ lim

β→∞
1

β

[
log

detK(q,0)

detK(0,0)

]
= lim

β→∞
1

β

[
log

detKσσ
e,q · detKσσ

m,q · detK2
CS

detKσσ
e,q=0 · detKσσ

m,q=0 · detK2
CS

]
. (A45)

Since KCS is independent of q and the scalar kernel for q = 0 is independent of the flavor index α = e,m, the above
expression further reduces to

∆
(1)
(q,0)(κ) ≈ lim

β→∞
1

β

[
tr log

(
Kσσ

e,q

Kσσ
0

)
+ tr log

(
Kσσ

m,q

Kσσ
0

)]
, (A46)

where Kσσ
0 ≡ Kσσ

e,q=0 = Kσσ
m,q=0. Let us now estimate these two terms in turn. The first step is to derive some

explicit formulae for the saddle point Green’s function of each matter field. Using the spectra computed before, we
can expand the matter propagators in monopole harmonics:

Ge(τ, τ
′, θ, θ′, ϕ, ϕ′) =

1

β

∑
n

∑
l≥q,m

e−iωn(τ−τ ′)

ω2
n + El,q(0)2

Yq,l,m(θ, ϕ)Y ∗
q,l,m(θ′, ϕ′) ,

Gm(τ, τ ′, θ, θ′, ϕ, ϕ′) =
1

β

∑
n

∑
l≥0,m

e−iωn(τ−τ ′)

(ωn − iλm)2 + El,0(µm)2
Y0,l,m(θ, ϕ)Y ∗

0,l,m(θ′, ϕ′) .

(A47)

The Matsubara sums can be evaluated exactly using the Poisson resummation formula

1

β

∑
n

e−iωn(τ−τ ′)

(ωn − ia)2 + b2
=

ea(τ−τ ′)

2b

[
e−b|τ−τ ′| +

e−b(τ−τ ′)

eβ(b−a) − 1
+

eb(τ−τ ′)

eβ(b+a) − 1

]
. (A48)

After plugging in the saddle point values for λe, µe, expressing λm in terms of µm (which is a numerically determined
function of κ), and dropping terms that are exponentially suppressed in β, the matter field propagators reduce to

Ge(τ, τ
′, θ, θ′, ϕ, ϕ′) =

∑
l≥q,m

1

2El,q(0)

[
e−El,q(0)|τ−τ ′| + e−El,q(0)(τ−τ ′+β) + e−El,q(0)(−τ+τ ′+β)

]
Yq,l,m(θ, ϕ)Y ∗

q,l,m(θ′, ϕ′) ,

Gm(τ, τ ′, θ, θ′, ϕ, ϕ′) =
eλm(τ−τ ′)

2E0,0(µm)

[
e−E0,0(µm)|τ−τ ′| + e−E0,0(µm)(τ−τ ′+β) +

eE0,0(µm)(τ−τ ′)

eβ(E0,0(µm)+λm) − 1

]
Y0,0,m(θ, ϕ)Y ∗

0,0,m(θ′, ϕ′)

+
∑

l≥1,m

eλm(τ−τ ′)

2El,0(µm)
e−El,0(µm)|τ−τ ′|Y0,l,m(θ, ϕ)Y ∗

0,l,m(θ′, ϕ′) .

(A49)

Calculations in the e sector

First, we consider the e sector, where λe = µe = 0 but q ̸= 0. Here, we will need the monopole harmonics summation
identity

l∑
m=−l

Yqlm(θ, ϕ)Y ∗
qlm(θ′, ϕ′) = e−2iqΘFq,l(γ) , (A50)

where

Fq,l(γ) =

√
2l + 1

4π
Yq,l,−q(γ, 0) , eiΘ cos(γ/2) = cos(θ/2) cos(θ′/2) + e−i(ϕ−ϕ′) sin(θ/2) sin(θ′/2) (A51)

Using these identities and taking the β = ∞ limit, we find

Ge(x, x
′) =

∑
l≥q,m

Yqlm(θ, ϕ)Y ∗
qlm(θ′, ϕ′)

2El,q(0)
e−El,q(0)|τ−τ ′| =

∑
l≥q

e−2iqΘFq,l(γ)
e−El,q(0)|τ−τ ′|

2El,q(0)
(A52)
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From here, we can compute the Fourier representation of the kernel

Kσσ
e,l (ωn) =

4π

2l + 1

∫
dτ sin θdθdϕeiωnτ

l∑
m=−l

Y ∗
lm(x)Kσσ

e (x, x′)Ylm(x′)

∣∣∣∣
x′=0

=
4π · 2π
2l + 1

∑
l1,l2≥q

∫
dτeiωnτ

e−El1,q(0)|τ |−El2,q(0)|τ |

4El1,q(0)El2,q,0(0)

[∫
dθ sin θF0,l(θ)Fq,l1(θ)Fq,l2(θ)

]

=
8π2

2l + 1

∑
l1,l2≥q

El1,q(0) + El2,q(0)

2El1,q(0)El2,q(0)
{
ω2 + [El1,q(0) + El2,q(0)]

2
} ∫ dθ sin θF0,l(θ)Fq,l1(θ)Fq,l2(θ) .

(A53)

Now let us recall the more general triple product identity for Jacobi polynomials:∫
dθ sin θF0,l(θ)Fq,l1(θ)Fq,l2(θ) =

(2l + 1)(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)

32π3

(
l l1 l2
0 −q q

)2

. (A54)

Using this triple product identity, Kσσ
e,l (ωn) can be represented as a convergent sum:

Kσσ
e,l (ωn) =

∑
l1,l2≥q

(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)

8πEl1,q(0)El2,q(0)

El1,q(0) + El2,q(0)

ω2 + [El1,q(0) + El2,q(0)]
2

(
l l1 l2
0 −q q

)2

. (A55)

When q = 0, we recover the analytic answer:

Kσσ
e,l (ωn) →

1

2π

∑
l1,l2≥0

l1 + l2 + 1

ω2 + (l1 + l2 + 1)2

(
l l1 l2
0 0 0

)2

=

∣∣∣∣∣ Γ
(
l+1+iω

2

)
4Γ
(
l+2+iω

2

) ∣∣∣∣∣
2

. (A56)

For general q, the sum needs to be done numerically. However, note that the answer does not depend on κ. Therefore,
the contribution will be an O(1) term that competes with terms that we have already dropped.

Calculations in the m sector

Finally, we treat the m sector, where q = 0 and λm, µm ̸= 0:

Gm(x, x′) = eλ(τ−τ ′)
∑
l,m

Ylm(θ, ϕ)Y ∗
lm(θ′, ϕ′)

2El,0(µ)

(
e−El,0(µ)|τ−τ ′| +

e−El,0(µ)(τ−τ ′)

eβEl,0(µ)−βλ − 1
+

eEl,0(µ)(τ−τ ′)

eβEl,0(µ)+βλ − 1

)

= eλ(τ−τ ′)
∑
l

2l + 1

8π · El,0(µ)
Pl(cos γ)

(
e−El,0(µ)|τ−τ ′| +

e−El,0(µ)(τ−τ ′)

eβEl,0(µ)−βλ − 1
+

eEl,0(µ)(τ−τ ′)

eβEl,0(µ)+βλ − 1

)
.

(A57)

Plugging in the saddle point solution

λ = −El,0(µ) + β−1 log
1 + 2κq

2κq
, (A58)

we can obtain the m-sector scalar Green’s function to exponential accuracy in β:

Gm(x, x′) ≈ eλ(τ−τ ′)

[∑
l

2l + 1

8π · El,0(µ)
Pl(cos γ)e

−El,0(µ)|τ−τ ′| +
1

8π · E0,0(µ)

eE0,0(µ)(τ−τ ′)

1+2κq
2κq − 1

]
= eλ(τ−τ ′)

[
Gm,CP(x, x

′) + eE0,0(µ)(τ−τ ′)Gm,NCP(x, x
′)
]
,

(A59)

where we defined the CP-invariant/non-CP-invariant kernels Gm,CP/Gm,NCP:

Gm,CP(x, x
′) =

∑
l

2l + 1

8πEl,0(µ)
Pl(cos γ)e

−El,0(µ)|τ−τ ′| , Gm,NCP(x, x
′) =

2κq

8πE0,0(µ)
. (A60)
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Note that both kernels are invariant under x ↔ x′. However, the NCP kernel is multiplied by an extra phase factor
which is not invariant under CP. From here, it follows that

Kσσ
m (x, x′) = Gm(x, x′)Gm(x′, x)

= Gm,CP(x, x
′)2 +Gm,NCP(x, x

′)2 +Gm,NCP(x, x
′)Gm,CP(x

′, x)
[
eE0,0(µ)(τ−τ ′) + e−E0,0(µ)(τ−τ ′)

]
.
(A61)

The term that that contains only NCP kernels is just a constant. Upon taking the Fourier transform, we get a linear
divergence in β which does not contribute to the scaling dimension. The other two terms are more interesting. Let
us first evaluate the CP-invariant term

K
(CP)
m,l (ω) =

4π

2l + 1

∫
d3x

√
geiω(τ−τ ′)

l∑
m=−l

Y ∗
lm(x)Kσσ

m,CP(x, x
′)Ylm(x′)

∣∣∣∣
x′=0

=
4π · 2π
2l + 1

∫
dτ sin θdθeiωτKσσ

m,CP(τ, θ, ϕ, 0)F0,l(θ)

=
∑
l1,l2

8π2

4(2l + 1)El1,0(µ)El2,0(µ)

∫
dτeiωτeiωτ−El1,0(µ)|τ |−El2,0(µ)|τ |

[∫
dθ sin θF0,l(θ)F0,l1(θ)F0,l2(θ)

]
.

(A62)
The integral over τ is straightforward:∫ ∞

−∞
dτeiωτe−El1,0(µ)|τ |−El2,0(µ)|τ | = 2

El1,0(µ) + El2,0(µ)

ω2 + [El1,0(µ) + El2,0(µ)]
2 . (A63)

The integral over θ can again be done using the triple product identity in (A54) and the final answer is

K
(CP)
m,l (ω) =

∑
l1,l2

4π2(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)

32π3El1,0(µ)El2,0(µ)

El1,0(µ) + El2,0(µ)

ω2 + [El1,0(µ) + El2,0(µ)]
2

(
l l1 l2
0 0 0

)2

=
∑
l1,l2

(2l1 + 1)(2l2 + 1)

8πEl1,0(µ)El2,0(µ)

El1,0(µ) + El2,0(µ)

ω2 + [El1,0(µ) + El2,0(µ)]
2

(
l l1 l2
0 0 0

)2

.

(A64)

The situation is simpler for the non-CP preserving kernel:

K
(NCP)
m,l (ω) =

∫
dτ sin θdθdϕeiωτ2 cosh [E0,0(µ)τ ]Gm,NCP(τ, 0)Gm,CP(τ, 0)Pl(cos θ)

=
κq

2E0,0(µ)

∫
dτ sin θdθeiωτ2 cosh [E0,0(µ)τ ]Pl(cos θ)

∑
l1

2l1 + 1

8πEl1,0(µ)
Pl1(cos θ)e

−El1,0(µ)|τ |
(A65)

Now let us recall the simpler angular integral∫
sin θdθPl1(cos θ)Pl2(cos θ) =

2

2l1 + 1
δl1l2 , (A66)

and the temporal integration∫ ∞

0

dτeiωτ · 2 cosh [E0,0(µ)τ ] e
−El,0(µ)|τ | =

{
2πδ(ω) l = 0

2
(

E0,0(µ)+El,0(µ)

ω2+[E0,0(µ)+El,0(µ)]
2 +

El,0(µ)−E0,0(µ)

ω2+[El,0(µ)−E0,0(µ)]
2

)
l ≥ 1

. (A67)

Plugging these formulae into K
(NCP)
m,l (ω) and throwing away the δ-function contributions, we find that

K
(NCP)
m,l (ω) =

κq(2l + 1)

16πE0,0(µ)El,0(µ)
· 2

2l + 1
· 2
{

E0,0(µ) + El,0(µ)

ω2 + [E0,0(µ) + El,0(µ)]
2 +

El,0(µ)− E0,0(µ)

ω2 + [El,0(µ)− E0,0(µ)]
2

}

=
κq

4πE0,0(µ)El,0(µ)

{
E0,0(µ) + El,0(µ)

ω2 + [E0,0(µ) + El,0(µ)]
2 +

El,0(µ)− E0,0(µ)

ω2 + [El,0(µ)− E0,0(µ)]
2

}
.

(A68)
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Finally, we plug these kernels back into the scaling dimension

∆
(1)
(q,0)(κ) =

∫
dω

2π

∞∑
l=0

(2l + 1) log
K

(CP)
m,l (ω) +K

(NCP)
m,l (ω)

Kσσ
0,l (ω)

+O(κ0) . (A69)

Numerically, we verified that the integrand has the following scaling:

log
K

(CP)
m,l (ω) +K

(NCP)
m,l (ω)

Kσσ
0,l (ω)

=

{
O(µ1/2) l, ω ≲

√
µ

O(µ0) l, ω ≫ √
µ

. (A70)

Therefore, the summation over l and the integral over ω are dominated by the region where l, ω ≲
√
µ, which gives a

contribution that scales as µ3/2. In the large κ limit, the m sector therefore dominates over the e sector and we can
estimate the total scaling dimension as

∆
(1)
(q,0)(κ) = C0µ

3/2 + subleading = C0(κq)
3/2 + subleading , (A71)

where C0 is an undetermined numerical constant. Combining this result with the saddle point answer, we see that

∆(q,0)(N,κ) →κ≫1 (κq)3/2
[
4

3
N + C0 +O(N−1)

]
. (A72)

Generically, 4
3N + C0 ̸= 0 and quadratic fluctuations preserve the κ3/2 scaling in the large κ limit as promised.

b. Subleading scaling dimension of M(q,q)

The subleading corrections for the balanced monopole M(q,q) is much simpler because the e and m sectors share
a common saddle point solution. As a result, for every q, we can write down a single matter field propagator

Gq =
[
−(∇− iā)2 + 1

4 + µ̄
]−1

and the matter field contribution to the quadratic action takes the form

S2,ϕ =
∑

α=e,m

S2,α , S2,α =
N

2

∑
α

∫
[aα,µ(x), σα(x)]

(
Kµν

q (x, y) Kµσ
q (x, y)

Kσν
q (x, y) Kσσ

q (x, y)

)(
aα,ν(y)
σα(y)

)
. (A73)

The mutual Chern-Simons term is already quadratic and hence retains its bare form

S2,CS = − ik

2π

∫
aedam . (A74)

Now observe that the matter kernel is completely independent of α, and the mutual Chern-Simons term is proportional
to the Pauli-Z matrix. This means that the total quadratic action can be diagonalized in α-space via a simple rotation
a± = (ae ± am)/

√
2, σ± = (σe ±σm)/

√
2. The matter action is left invariant is left invariant while the mutual Chern-

Simons term transforms to

S2,CS = − ik

2π

∫
d3x

1

2
(a+ + a−)d(a+ − a−) = − ik

4π

∫
d3x(a+da+ − a−da−) . (A75)

Therefore, the total quadratic action takes the simple form

S2 = S2,+ + S2,− (A76)

where

S2,± =
N

2

∫
[a±,µ(x), σ±(x)]

(
Kµν

q (x, y) Kµσ
q (x, y)

Kσν
q (x, y) Kσσ

q (x, y)

)(
a±,ν(y)
σ±(y)

)
− (±)

ik

4π

∫
d3xa±da± . (A77)

This last expression makes it clear that S2,± is exactly equal to the quadratic fluctuation action for large N scalar
QED3 with self Chern-Simons level ±k. Since the path integral over + and − fields are decoupled, the subleading
corrections to the monopole scaling dimension in the self-dual theory are related to the scalar QED3 answer via

∆
(1)
(q,q)(κ) = ∆

(1)
q,SQED3(κ) + ∆

(1)
q,SQED3(−κ) = 2∆

(1)
q,SQED3(κ) . (A78)
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Combining this result with the saddle point answer, we reach the simple conclusion that the total scaling dimension
is

∆(q,q)(N,κ) = N∆(0)
q,q(κ) + ∆

(1)
(q,q)(κ) +O(N−1)

= 2N∆
(0)
q,SQED3(κ) + 2∆

(1)
q,SQED3(κ) +O(N−1)

= 2∆q,SQED3(N,κ) +O(N−1) .

(A79)

This is the simple relation (15) quoted in the main text. From here, we can directly import the results for scalar
QED3, which are detailed in Ref. [50].

Appendix B: RG analysis of the critical theory

In this appendix, we perform a renormalization group analysis of the critical theory described by (16) in the large
N, k limit, holding κ = k/N fixed. We begin with the large N generalization of the critical Lagrangian:

L =
∑

α=e,m

N∑
i=1

[∣∣∣∣(∇− i
aα√
N

)
ϕi,α

∣∣∣∣2 + r|ϕi,α|2
]
+

v

N

∑
α=e,m

(
N∑
i=1

|ϕi,α|2
)2

+
iκ

2π
aedam (B1)

As is standard in the analysis of large-N vector models, we introduce Hubbard-Stratanovich fields σα to decouple the
quartic interactions. After appropriately rescaling the interactions, we can recast the large N effective Lagrangian as
a non-linear sigma model

L =
1

g

∑
α=e,m

[
N∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣(∇− i
aα√
N

)
ϕi,α

∣∣∣∣2 − iv
σα√
N

(
N∑
i=1

|ϕi,α|2 − 1

)]
+

iκ

2π
aedam , (B2)

where at the saddle point, σ̄ = −ir is a constant that satisfies the UV-regulated equation

1

g
=

∫
ddp

(2π)d
1

p2 + r
. (B3)

The critical point of interest to us is identified with the value g = gc where r = 0. A systematic large N expansion
can be performed around this critical point.

1. Leading order in the large N expansion

At O(N0), the only effect of interactions is to generate a singular self-energy for the HS field σα and the gauge fields
aα. The momentum-independent part of these corrections can be cancelled by a counterterm, and the momentum-
dependent parts are captured by the two diagrams in Fig. 3. Using Feynman parameters and dimensional regulariza-

α β α, µ β, ν

FIG. 3. Feynman diagrams that contribute to the self energy of σα and aα at leading order in the large N expansion.

tion, the self energy for σα and aµα can be evaluated:

Πσ,αβ(q) = −v2δαβ

∫
ddp

(2π)d
Gα(p)Gα(p− q) = −v2δαβ

∫ 1

0

dx

∫
ddp

(2π)d
1

[x(p− q)2 + (1− x)p2]
2

= − v2

(2π)3
· 4πδαβ

∫ 1

0

dx lim
d→3

∫ ∞

0

ld−1dl

[l2 + x(1− x)q2]
2 = −v2

8q
δαβ ,

Πµν
αβ(q) = −δαβ

q

16
(gµν − qµqν/q2) .

(B4)
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Since these self-energies are independent of N , they must be exactly resummed to generate a new effective Lagrangian

Leff =
1

g

∑
α=e,m

[
N∑
i=1

∣∣∣∣(∇− i
aα√
N

)
ϕi,α

∣∣∣∣2 − iv
σα√
N

(
N∑
i=1

|ϕi,α|2 − 1

)]
+

1

2
σα
(
G−1

σ

)
αβ

σβ +
1

2
aαµ(G

−1
a )µναβa

β
ν , (B5)

with

(G−1
σ )αβ(q) =

v2

8q
δαβ , (G−1

a )µναβ(q) = σx
αβ

iκ

2π
ϵµλν(iqλ) +

q

16
δαβ(g

µν − qµqν/q2) . (B6)

Before proceeding further, we need to fix a gauge to make the gauge field propagator Ga well-defined. Following the
Fadeev-Popov procedure, we define a family of gauges parametrized by ξ so that the kernel gets deformed to

(G−1
a )µναβ(ξ, q) = σx

αβ

iκ

2π
ϵµλν(iqλ) +

q

16
δαβ

[
gµν − (1− ξ−1)qµqν/q2

]
. (B7)

In the rotated basis a± = (ae ± am)/
√
2, the kernel becomes diagonal

(G−1
a )µν± (ξ, q) =

±iκ

2π
Lµν +

1

16q

[
(L2)µν + ξ−1qµqν

]
, Lµν = ϵµλν(iqλ) . (B8)

A general kernel of the form ALµν +Bq−1
[
(L2)µν + ξ−1qµqν

]
can be inverted by the ansatz

Gµν
a,±(ξ, q) = CLµν +Dq−1

[
(L2)µν + f(ξ)qµqν

]
, AD +BC = AC +BD −BDξ−1f(ξ) = 0 , q2(AC +BD) = 1 .

(B9)
The explicit solution for arbitrary A,B is given by

C =
Aq−2

A2 −B2
, D =

−Bq−2

A2 −B2
, f(ξ) = ξ

[
1− A2

B2

]
. (B10)

For calculational convenience, we will choose the generalized Feynman gauge ξ∗ =
[
1− A2

B2

]−1

so that f(ξ∗) = 1.

After plugging in A = ± iκ
2π , B = 1/16, we find the gauge propagator

Gµν
a,±(ξ∗, q) = ±C(κ)

Lµν

q2
+D(κ)

gµν

q
, C(κ) = − 128iκ

π
[
1 + 64κ2

π2

] , D(κ) =
16

1 + 64κ2

π2

. (B11)

Rotating back to the original basis and dropping the ξ∗ label, we obtain the propagators

Gµν
a,αα(q) =

1

2

[
Gµν

a,+(q) +Gµν
a,−(q)

]
= D(κ)

gµν
q

,

Gµν
a,em(q) =

1

2

[
Gµν

a,+(q)−Gµν
a,−(q)

]
= C(κ)

Lµν

q2
.

(B12)

With these explicit gauge-fixed propagators, we can infer the Feynman rules in Fig. 4 and compute 1/N corrections.

α, µ β, ν α β α β= Gµν
a,αβ(q) = Gσ,αβ(q) = Gφ,αβ(q)

q q q

α, µ

α

α

q
p

p − q

= (2p − q)µ α

α

α

= iv√
N

α, µ

α, ν

α

α

= − 2
N gµν

FIG. 4. Feynman rules for the critical theory within a generalized Feynman gauge defined in (B11).
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2. Subleading order in the large N expansion: renormalization of σα (equivalently |ϕα|2)

We first consider the renormalization of σα. At O(N−1), the total self-energy Πσ,αβ(q) can be decomposed into

Πσ,αβ(q) =
∑
i

Π
(i)
σ,αβ(q) , (B13)

where i labels all the diagrams that depend on external momentum, as shown in Fig. 5. By power counting, we

(a)

2

(b)

1

(c)

2
(g)

2
(f)

2

(e)

1

(d)

2

FIG. 5. Diagrams contributing to the self energy Πσ,αβ . The number below each diagram indicates the symmetry factors.

see that the integrands in diagrams (c) and (f) scale as p−10, while the total number of momentum integrals is 3d.
For d = 3, since there is no divergent subdiagram, the integral is UV-convergent and cannot generate logarithmic
singularities. Moreover, the index structure of the interaction vertices in Fig. 4 imply that diagrams (a), (b), (c), (d),
(e) can only generate singularities proportional to δαβ , while diagram (g) can generate a diagonal term as well as an
off-diagonal term proportional to σx

αβ .
We first evaluate the diagonal terms. We will use dimensional regularization at d = 3− ϵ and trade each factor of

1/ϵ with − log q where q is the external momentum. For example, diagram (a) can be evaluated as

Π(a)
σ,αα(q) = 2 · v

4

N

∫
ddp

(2π)d

∫
ddq1
(2π)d

Gϕ,αα(p)
2Gϕ,αα(p− q)Gϕ,αα(p− q1)Gσ,αα(q1)

=
2v4

N

∫
ddp

(2π)d
1

p4(p− q)2

∫
ddq1
(2π)d

8

v2q1

[
1 +

2q1 · p− p2

q21
+

(2q1 · p− p2)2

q41
+ . . .

]
=

16v2

N

∫
ddp

(2π)d
1

p2(p− q)2
1

4π2

∫ π

0

dθ sin θ

∫ ∞

0

dq1 q
d−4
1 (4 cos2 θ − 1) + non-log

=
16v2

N
· 1

8q
· 1

4π2
· 2

3ϵ
= −v2

8q
· 8

3π2N
log q .

(B14)

Using a similar trick and replacing σ-propagators with gauge propagators, we find that

Π(d)
σ,αα(q) = −v2

8q
· − 5

3π2N
D(κ) log q . (B15)

Next, we turn to the vertex corrections in diagrams (b) and (e). For (b), it is convenient to write the loop integral in
a symmetric fashion:

Π(b)
σ,αα(q) =

v4

N

∫
ddp1
(2π)d

ddp2
(2π)d

Gϕ,αα(p1)Gϕ,αα(p1 − q)Gϕ,αα(p2)Gϕ,αα(p2 − q)Gσ,αα(p1 − p2)

=
8v2

N

∫
ddp1
(2π)d

ddp2
(2π)d

|p1 − p2|
p21(p1 − q)2p22(p2 − q)2

.

(B16)

The integral is superficially convergent in the integration region where p1, p2 → ∞ with p1/p2 fixed. However, there
are divergences coming from the integration region where |p2| ≪ |p1| or |p1| ≪ |p2|. These divergences can be
interpreted as vertex corrections dressing the left/right vertex in diagram (b). Due to the symmetry between p1, p2,
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these divergences are identical and we simply need to compute the integral in one region and multiply by 2. Without
loss of generality, let us work in the regime |p2| ≪ |p1|:

Π(b)
σ,αα(q) ≈ 2 · 8v

2

N

∫
ddp1
(2π)d

ddp2
(2π)d

p1
p21(p1 − q)2

1

p22(p2 − q)2
=

16v2

N

1

8q

∫
ddp1
(2π)d

p1
p21(p1 − q)2

+ non-log

≈ 2v2

Nq
· 4π

8π3
·
∫

pd−4
1 dp1 =

v2

π2Nqϵ
= −v2

8q
· 8

π2N
log q .

(B17)

Using a similar trick, one can easily calculate diagram (e)

Π(e)
σ,αα = −v2

8q
· −1

π2N
D(κ) log q . (B18)

Finally, we come to diagram (g). We first consider the diagonal case, where the integral can be represented as

Π(g)
σ,αα(q) = 2 · −v2

N

∫
ddp1
(2π)d

Gϕ,αα(p1)Gϕ,αα(p1 − q) · (−2)gµν

∫
ddq1
(2π)d

Gµµ1
a,αα(q1)G

νν1
a,αα(q1 − q)∫

ddp

(2π)d
(2p− q1)

µ1(2p− q − q1)
ν1Gϕ,αα(p)Gϕ,αα(p− q)Gϕ,αα(p− q1)

=
v2

2Nq
D(κ)2gµν

∫
ddq1
(2π)d

∫
ddp

(2π)d
gµµ1gνν1

q21

(2p− q1)
µ1(2p− q1)

ν1

p4(p− q1)2
+ non-log

=
D(κ)2v2

2Nq

∫
ddp

(2π)d
1

p4
I(p) + non-log

(B19)

with I(p) representing a one-loop integral:

I(p) =

∫
ddq1
(2π)d

(q1 − 2p)2

q21(q1 − p)2
. (B20)

This one-loop integral can be done by Feynman parameters:

I(p) =

∫ 1

0

dx

∫
ddl

(2π)d
(l + xp− 2p)2

[l2 + x(1− x)p2]
2 =

1

4π2

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ π

0

dθ sin θ

∫ ∞

0

dl
ld−1

[
l2 + 2(x− 2)lp cos θ + (x− 2)2p2

]
[l2 + x(1− x)p2]

2

=
1

2π2

∫ 1

0

dx

∫ ∞

0

dl
ld−1

[l2 + x(1− x)p2]
2

[
l2 + (x− 2)2p2

]
=

p

2π2

∫ 1

0

dx

[
−3π

√
x(1− x)

4
+

π(x− 2)2

4
√

x(1− x)

]
=

p

4
.

(B21)
Plugging this answer back into the integral over p, we find

Π(g)
σ,αα(q) =

D(κ)2v2

2Nq

1

2π2

∫
dp

pd−1

p4
p

4
=

D(κ)2v2

16π2Nqϵ
= −v2

8q
· D(κ)2

2π2N
log q . (B22)

Next, we come to the off-diagonal contribution. After plugging in the off-diagonal gauge field propagators in (B11),
we can simplify the integral to

Π(g)
σ,em(q) = 2 · −v2

N

∫
ddp1
(2π)d

Gϕ,ee(p1)Gϕ,ee(p1 − q) · (−2)gµν

∫
ddq1
(2π)d

Gν1ν
a,me(q1 − q)Gµµ1

a,em(q1)∫
ddp

(2π)d
(2p− q1)µ1

(2p− q − q1)ν1
Gϕ,mm(p)Gϕ,mm(p− q)Gϕ,mm(p− q1)

≈ v2

2Nq
gµν

∫
ddp

(2π)d
1

p4

∫
ddq1
(2π)d

C(κ)2
Lν1νLµµ1

q41

(q1 − 2p)µ1
(q1 − 2p)ν1

(p− q1)2

=
v2C(κ)2

2Nq

∫
ddp

(2π)d
1

p4
J(p) ,

(B23)

where

J(p) =

∫
ddq1
(2π)d

q21g
µ1ν1 − qµ1

1 qν1
1

q41

(q1 − 2p)µ1
(q1 − 2p)ν1

(p− q1)2
. (B24)
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To do this integral, let us invoke the generalized Feynman parameters trick

1

AmBn
=

∫ ∞

0

λm−1dλ

[λA+B]
m+n . (B25)

Applying this trick with A = q21 , B = (q1 − p)2,m = 2, n = 1, d = 3, we obtain

J(p) = 4

∫
d3q1
(2π)3
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1
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(
l1 +

p
λ+1

)µ1
(
l1 +

p
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(λ+ 1)l21 +

λ
λ+1p

2
]3

=
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0
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3πλ

16p
√
λ(λ+ 1)2

=
p

8
.

(B26)

Plugging J(p) back into Π
(g)
em(q), we find that

Π(g)
σ,em(q) =

v2C(κ)2

2Nq

1

2π2

∫
dp

p2
p

8
= −v2

8q

C(κ)2

4π2N
log q . (B27)

Putting all the terms together, we obtain the final answer

Πσ,ee/mm(q) = −v2

8q
log q

(
8

3π2N
− 5D(κ)

3π2N
+

8

π2N
− D(κ)

π2N
+

D(κ)2

2π2N

)
= −v2

8q
log q · 16 + 48− 16D(κ) + 3D(κ)2

6π2N
,

Πσ,em/me(q) = −v2

8q
log q · C(κ)2

4π2N
.

(B28)
After diagonalizing this matrix and plugging in the explicit expressions for C(κ) and D(κ), we find that

Πσ,±±(q) = −v2

8q
log q

[
32

3π2N
− 128

3π2N
[
1 + 64κ2

π2

] + 128

π2N
[
1 + 64κ2

π2

]2 ∓ 642κ2

π4N
[
1 + 64κ2

π2

]2
]
. (B29)

In an RG interpretation, anomalous dimensions for σ± enter the self energies via

Πσ,±±(q) ∼ −v2

8q
q−2ησ± ∼ −v2

8q
(1− 2ησ± log q + . . .) . (B30)

Using this definition, we can extract the anomalous dimensions

ησ±(κ) = − 16

3π2N
+

64

3π2N
[
1 + 64κ2

π2

] − 64

π2N
[
1 + 64κ2

π2

]2 ± 642κ2

2π4N
[
1 + 64κ2

π2

]2 . (B31)

From here, the correlation length exponent immediately follows:

ν−1 = d−∆σ+
= 1− ησ+

. (B32)

As a sanity check, note that when κ = 0, the e,m sectors completely decouple and we recover the O(N−1) anomalous

dimensions in the CPN−1 model

ησ±(κ) = − 48

π2N
. (B33)

In the opposite limit, we see that all corrections to the scaling dimension vanish as κ → ∞

ησ±(κ) ≈ − 16

3π2N
+

1

3Nκ2
± 1

2Nκ2
+O(κ−4) . (B34)

This result is in agreement with our general argument (valid for all N) that anomalous dimensions are suppressed by
a factor of k−2 in the large k limit.
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3. Subleading order in the large N expansion: renormalization of the Chern-Simons level k

In the previous calculation, the Chern-Simons level k is held fixed throughout the calculation. This is justified
because the presence of monopoles in the effective Lagrangian guarantees that the Chern-Simons level is quantized,
even though the monopoles are irrelevant in the RG sense. Here, we verify that this is indeed the case at O(N−1).

To see that, we can draw all 1PI self energy diagrams for the gauge fields and label their contributions as Π
(i),µν
αβ .

The non-vanishing diagrams have internal structures that are identical to the ones in Fig. 5, except the external scalar
lines are replaced by gauge field lines. To renormalize the Chern-Simons level, we need to find a diagram that mixes
e,m sectors. The only such diagram is given by (g) with external lines replaced by gauge field lines. However, this
diagram contains a subdiagram which is the three-point function of the current operator in a free scalar field theory,
which vanishes identically. Therefore, there is no RG flow for k at O(N−1). It is an interesting future direction to
search for the leading non-vanishing diagram at higher order that renormalizes k.

4. Subleading order in the large N expansion: renormalization of the scalar field

Finally, we include here the O(N−1) anomalous dimensions for the scalar field ϕα. Although these anomalous
dimensions are gauge-dependent, they are useful as intermediate steps in the calculation of anomalous dimensions for
gauge-invariant operators such as the quartic operators |ϕα|4 and |ϕe|2|ϕm|2. We leave these evaluations to future
work.

As shown in Fig. 6, there are only two momentum-dependent corrections to the scalar field self energy Πϕ,αβ . The

α β α β

FIG. 6. Diagrams that contribute to the non-gauge-invariant renormalization of ϕα.

total contribution of these diagrams is given by

ηϕα =
4

3π2N
− 5

6π2N
D(κ) =

4

3π2N
− 40

3π2N
[
1 + 64κ2

π2

] . (B35)

Combining this result with the result for ν−1, we can also infer the exponent γ that controls the divergence of the
boson susceptibility as the critical point is approached

γ = ν(2− ηϕα) =
2− ηϕα

1− ησ+

. (B36)
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