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We study the boundary criticality enriched by boundary fermions, which ubiquitously emerge
in topological phases of matter, with a focus on topological insulators and topological supercon-
ductors. By employing dimensional regularization and bosonization techniques, we uncover several
unprecedented boundary universality classes. These include the boundary Gross-Neveu-Yukawa
critical point and the special Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) transition, both resulting from
the interplay between edge modes and bulk bosons. We present a comprehensive sketch of the
phase diagram that accommodates these boundary criticalities and delineate their critical expo-
nents. Additionally, we explore a 1+1D conformal defect decorated with fermions, where a defect
BKT transition is highlighted. We conclude with a discussion on potential experimental realizations
of these phenomena.

Introductions.— Boundary physics holds a pivotal role
across diverse fields, such as the quantum Hall effect with
boundary states in condensed matter physics [1–4] and
the AdS/CFT correspondence [5–7] involving quantum
field theory at the boundary of a gravitational system in
string theory [8–12]. For critical phenomena, the renor-
malization group (RG) flow leads to universality classes,
where the system exhibits scale invariance. In this con-
text, the presence of boundaries enriches the universal-
ity class, giving rise to unique boundary conformal field
theories (BCFTs) [13–15]. BCFT serves as a unified
framework for understanding boundary critical physics
across diverse physical systems. Hence, investigations
into BCFT hold a broad appeal and bear wide-ranging
applications across numerous research disciplines [16–24].

An important research field in condensed matter
physics that is closely related to boundaries is the sym-
metry protected topological state (SPT) [25–30]. The
distinct feature of SPT from a trivial state is the presence
of gapless boundary modes. A well-known example is the
topological insulator [31, 32], which is characterized by
gapless fermions on the boundary. Because the topologi-
cal insulator has been realized experimentally [33, 34], it
is practically important to investigate the interplay be-
tween BCFTs and the SPT. Notice that the notation of
SPT has recently been generalized to the realm of gap-
less phases of matter [35–37]. Nevertheless, the higher
dimensional cases involving weakly interacting fermionic
SPT states have not been fully explored yet, especially
in a theoretically controlled way.

In this paper, we study the boundary criticalities en-
riched by boundary gapless fermionic modes [38–43],
with an application to the topological insulators (TIs)
and topological superconductors (TSCs) protected by the
time-reversal symmetry. It is well-known that in the
presence of a boundary, the Wilson-Fisher (WF) fixed
point can be enriched into ordinary, extraordinary, or
special transition depending on the coupling strength at

the surface layer [44–49]. A new ingredient in our model
is that a gapless mode, a Dirac fermion or Majorana
fermion, resides on the boundary, and enriches the tran-
sition via a Yukawa coupling at the boundary. By im-
plementing a 4− ϵ RG calculation, we uncover a bound-
ary Gross-Neveu-Yukawa fixed point at the boundary of
TSCs. On the other hand, in the case of 2+1D TIs,
because the four-fermion interaction is marginal at its
1+1D edge, we include it nonperturbatively by bosoniza-
tion. In stark contrast to the boundary transition in
the O(N) model, we find an unconventional ordinary
transition enriched by Luttinger liquid with a continu-
ous boundary scaling dimension. Interestingly, this un-
conventional ordinary transition terminates at a Berezin-
skii–Kosterlitz–Thouless (BKT) like transition [50, 51],
which is termed as the special BKT transition. We also
extend our bosonization calculation to investigate the
1+1D conformal defect [52–54] decorated with fermions,
and find a parallel scenario, where a distinct conformal
defect with a continuous scaling dimension terminates
at a defect BKT transition. Finally, we briefly discuss
the experimental probes of various boundary criticalities,
and propose possible experimental realizations.

Boundary Ising criticality.— We briefly review the
boundary Ising critical theory. The field theory of an
Ising model in a d-dimensional Euclidean spacetime M
with a boundary ∂M is given by

Sb =

∫
M
ddx

[
1

2
(∂ϕ)2 +

λ

4!
ϕ4
]
+

∫
∂M

dd−1xhϕ2 , (1)

where ϕ denotes a real scalar field, (∂ϕ)2 =
∑d−1
µ=0(∂µϕ)

2

and λ is the coupling strength. The second term de-
notes a surface term, with h being a surface mass [55].
The bulk is at the WF fixed point, and in the RG cal-
culation, it does not receive corrections from the surface.
Hence, depending on the surface mass h, there are dis-
tinct boundary universality classes: the special transition
corresponds to vanishing surface mass h = 0 [56], and
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FIG. 1. (a) RG flow parametrized by λ̃ and g. λ̃ stands for 3λ/(4π)2. (b) Phase diagram of boundary criticality in TSCs as
functions of the bulk coupling and the boundary enhancement. BD(BO)/SD(SO)+gapless/gapped stands for bulk disordered
(bulk ordered)/surface disordered (surface ordered) with gapless/gapped boundary fermion. The multicritical point corresponds
to the boundary Gross-Neveu-Yukawa fixed point illustrated in (a).

the ordinary and extraordinary transition correspond, re-
spectively, to a disordered and ordered surface, together
with h→ +∞ and h→ −∞.

Boundary GNY criticality.— Our model starts by in-
troducing the fermion, ψ, on the boundary, coupling to
the surface order parameter,

SbGNY =

∫
ddx

[
1

2
(∂ϕ)2 +

λ

4!
ϕ4
]

+

∫
dd−1x

(
ψ̄ /∂ψ + gϕψ̄ψ + hϕ2

)
,

(2)

where g denotes the boundary Yukawa coupling, and ψ
denotes a two-component surface Majorana fermion of a
TSC or a two-component surface Dirac fermion of a TI.
We use the convention: ψ̄ = ψ†γ0 ,/∂ =

∑2
µ=0 ∂µγ

µ, and
γ0 = σz, γ

1 = −σy, γ2 = σx. Since we are interested in
the BCFT, the bulk is tuned to the WF critical point
with ϕ being the Ising order parameter field. When the
Ising field ϕ orders, it will break the time reversal sym-
metry and consequently gap out the edge mode ψ. In
general, the boson velocity vb and fermion velocity vf can
be different. However, it can be shown that there exists
a stable fixed point (vf/vb)∗ = 1, implying an emergent
Lorentz invariance at the boundary (see Supplemental
Material Sec. I). The emergent Lorentz symmetry allows
us to scale vf = vb = 1.

At the special transition h = 0, dimension regular-
ization with ϵ = 4 − d leads to the following the RG
equations (see Supplemental Material Sec. II),

dg

dl
=

ϵ

2
g − 2

3π2
g3 +

1

32π2
λg , (3)

dλ

dl
= ϵλ− 3

16π2
λ2 . (4)

Note that the second equation is exactly the 1-loop

RG equation for the bulk WF fixed point because the
bulk does not receive renormalization from the boundary.
The bulk coupling, however, renormalizes the boundary
Yukawa coupling. The RG equations have four types of
fixed points: a UV stable Gaussian fixed point, a WF
fixed point, which is unstable along g direction, a mixed
Yukawa fixed point with λ∗ = 0 and g2∗ = 3π2ϵ

4 [57], which
is unstable along λ direction, and an IR stable boundary
Gross-Neveu-Yukawa (GNY) fixed point with λ∗ = (4π)2ϵ

3
and g2∗ = π2ϵ. The RG flow is shown in Fig. 1 (a). At the
boundary GNY fixed point, the critical exponent for the
boundary order parameter and the boundary correlation
length are unchanged, i.e., ∆̃ϕ̂ = d−2

2 − ϵ
6 , 1

νbdy
= 2− ϵ

3 ,
but most interestingly, we obtain a new anomalous di-
mension of the fermion, ∆ψ = d−1

2 + ϵ
12 .

The above perturbative ϵ expansion is trustworthy for
small ϵ. We believe the boundary GNY fixed point can
be extrapolated to ϵ = 1 for a 2+1D bulk system with a
1+1D edge in the context of topological superconductiv-
ity. More precisely, it describes the special transition at a
spontaneous time reversal symmetry breaking transition
of a 2+1 dimensional topological superconductor. In this
case, the time reversal symmetry protects gapless edge
Majorana fermions, which are coupled to the boundary
order parameter via a boundary Yukawa coupling. When
the time reversal symmetry is spontaneously broken in
the bulk, the gapless edge fermion is no longer protected.
Based on the phase diagram of the boundary critical Ising
model, one can sketch the phase diagram enriched by the
edge mode, as shown in Fig. 1 (b). The phase diagram
is controlled under two parameters, the bulk coupling J
and the ratio between the surface coupling J1 and bulk
coupling κ ≡ J1/J , sometimes dubbed as the surface en-
hancement. Consider a weak bulk coupling J < Jc and a
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FIG. 2. Phase diagram for boundary criticality in TIs as a
function of the bulk coupling J and the boundary enhance-
ment κ. Note that the ordinary transition is also enriched by
gapless boundary fermions.

weak surface enhancement κ < κc, both bulk and surface
are disordered. As the bulk coupling increases to J > Jc,
the bulk and surface order simultaneously, and the or-
dinary transition emerges at J = Jc. At the ordinary
transition, thanks to the Dirichlet boundary condition,
the boson gradient ∂zϕ couples to the gapless boundary
fermions, and the coupling turns out to be irrelevant.
As a result, the fermion is a spectator at the ordinary
transition. On the other hand, for a large surface en-
hancement κ > κc, the critical value of the coupling at
the surface is less than that in the bulk. In this case,
starting from a weak bulk coupling J < Jc, as the bulk
coupling increases, the surface will order with the bulk
remaining disordered. At this surface transition point,
one can solely utilize the surface order parameter ϕ̂ and
edge Majorana mode ψ to construct an effective field the-
ory. The theory then flows to the celebrated fixed point
with an emergent N = 1 supersymmetry or tricritical
Ising critical point [58–62]. As the bulk coupling keeps
increasing and reaches the critical strength of the bulk,
an extraordinary phase transition takes place. Since the
fermion is gapped, it is not involved in the extraordinary
transition. Now, most interestingly, the ordinary transi-
tion and extraordinary transition merge at a multicritical
point, J = Jc and κ = κc, the special fixed point. As we
discussed above, the special fixed point decorated by the
edge fermions is described by the boundary GNY fixed
point.

Special BKT transition.— While the boundary GNY
fixed point can be realized in the transition in TSCs, for
2+1D TIs protected by time-reversal symmetry, a crucial
issue arises at its boundary, i.e., four-fermion interactions
are marginal and consequently should be considered [64].
To include the effect of four-fermion interactions, instead
of a 4−ϵ RG calculation, we analyze the boundary theory
directly in 1+1D by bosonization [65, 66]. More precisely,
there are two marginal four-fermion interactions respect-

ing time-reversal symmetry, the forward-scattering and
the two-particle backward-scattering interactions permit-
ted at half-filling [66]. The former can be lumped non-
perturbatively into the Luttinger parameter, while the
latter is presented by a vortex operator. The boundary
theory after bosonization is (see Supplemental Material
Sec. III)

Sf =

∫
d2x
[ 1

2K
(∂φ)2 + g1ϕ cos(

√
4πφ)

+ g2 cos
(√

16πφ
) ]

,

(5)

where φ (ϕ) denotes the bosonization field (the boundary
order parameter), K and g2 present the Luttinger param-
eter and the strength of two-particle backward scatter-
ing, respectively, and g1 is originated from the Yukawa
coupling between the fermion and boson.

Again, we consider the bulk boson is at the WF fixed
point. To proceed, we can hypothetically decouple the
bulk boson from the boundary fermion at the outermost
layer, i.e., g1 = 0. We expect this hypothetical bulk
system without the outermost boundary layer to be de-
scribed by the ordinary boundary universality class. We
then apply the conformal perturbation theory at this or-
dinary transition fixed point for g1 ̸= 0. Because the
boundary fermion will not affect the bulk RG flow, the
relevant RG equations, consisting of only boundary cou-
plings, yield

dK

dl
= −π2g21K

2 − 4π2g22K
2 ,

dg1
dl

= (2−∆ϕ̂ −K)g1 ,

dg2
dl

= (2− 4K)g2 ,

(6)

where ∆ϕ̂ = ∆ord is the scaling dimension of the bound-
ary order parameter for ordinary transition without
fermions. Without coupling to bulk bosons, i.e., g1 = 0,
the first and the third RG equations describe a BKT
transition at K = 1/2 for the boundary fermion [66, 67].
This can be understood as a conventional BKT tran-
sition: the repulsive four fermion interaction increases,
which reduces K from its noninteracting value K = 1,
then as the interaction strength exceeds a critical value,
K < 1/2, it triggers a run-away flow for g2 that condenses
a boundary order.

Interestingly, with a nontrivial coupling between the
gapless bulk boson and the boundary fermion, i.e., g1 ̸=
0, the second RG equation is the new input for the bound-
ary criticality. It indicates that whenK ≤ Kc ≡ 2−∆ord,
the coupling g1 becomes relevant. Hence, it is important
to compare these two critical couplings K = 1/2 and
Kc = 2−∆ord. A relatively accurate estimate of surface
scaling dimension at the ordinary transition from Monte
Carlo simulation is ∆ord ≈ 1.2626 [63]. Hence, using this
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Boundary universality class ∆ψ ∆̃ϕ̂ 1/νbdy

Boundary GNY (ϵ = 4− d) d−1
2

+ ϵ
12

d−2
2

− ϵ
6

2− ϵ
3

Special BKT (Kc = 2−∆ord) 1
2
+ 1

4

(
Kc +

1
Kc

− 2
)

Kc ξ ∝ e
b√

K−Kc

Defect BKT (K′
c = 2−∆defect) 1

2
+ 1

4

(
K′
c +

1
K′
c
− 2

)
K′
c ξ ∝ e

b′√
K−K′

c

TABLE I. Critical exponents at the boundary criticality in topological systems. The ∆ord (∆defect) denotes the scaling dimension
of the boundary (defect) order parameter. ∆̃ϕ̂ denotes the scaling dimension in the fermion enriched boundary transition.
∆ord = 1.2626 from Monte Carlo simulation [63] in d = 2 + 1, and ∆defect = 1 − ϵ

6
from a d = 4 − ϵ calculation [53]. b, b′ are

nonuniversal constants and d is the bulk dimension.

value, the critical strength is Kc ≈ 0.7374 > 1/2, indicat-
ing a different BKT transition that happens at a weaker
interaction strength. Actually, in the region K < Kc

where g1 is relevant, it is natural to ask whether the the-
ory flows to a gapped phase or a strongly coupled fixed
point. To capture the behavior at the strong coupling re-
gion precisely, we perform the RG calculation up to the
third order [68]. The higher order RG flow shows that it
flows to the massive phase instead of the strongly coupled
fixed point (see Supplemental Material Sec. IV).

We can clearly understand how the edge state enriches
the boundary criticality when the bulk is at the WF
fixed point: At a weak boundary interaction, K > Kc,
the presence of a Luttinger liquid at the edge renders
a continuous scaling dimension for the surface order pa-
rameter ∆̃ϕ̂ = K. Note that we use ∆̃ϕ̂ to denote the
scaling dimension of the boundary order parameter, i.e.,
cos(

√
4πφ), at the fermion enriched boundary transition.

This is an unconventional ordinary transition enriched
by the gapless edge state. As the interaction increases
to K = Kc, a BKT transition takes place, and subse-
quently, as it keeps increasing, i.e., K < Kc, the bound-
ary boson orders spontaneously and the edge fermion
is gapped out. Notice that for K < Kc, the theory is
described by the Ising extraordinary transition because
the edge state is gapped. Hence, K = Kc marks a
special transition separating the unconventional ordinary
transition and the Ising extraordinary transition, so we
term it special BKT transition. The critical exponents
at this special BKT transition are given by ∆̃ϕ̂ = Kc,

∆ψ = 1
2 + 1

4

(
Kc +

1
Kc

− 2
)
, and the correlation length

scales as ξ ∝ exp
[

b√
K−Kc

]
, where b is a nonuniversal

number, asK approaches the critical pointKc. With this
understanding, the phase diagram is sketched in Fig. 2.

Defect criticality in topological systems.— We extend
our calculation to topological phases with a 1+1D defect
[49, 52–54]. We briefly review the conformal defect in an
Ising theory. The action with an 1+1D mass defect in a
d dimensional critical Ising theory reads

Sd =

∫
M
ddx

[
1

2
(∂ϕ)2 +

λ

4!
ϕ4
]
+

∫
D
d2xhϕ2 , (7)

where h in the second term denotes the defect mass.
Instead of a codimensional one boundary described in
Eq. (1), it describes of a 1+1D defect, D, embedded in
a d dimensional Euclidean spacetime M. In 4 − ϵ regu-
larization, the RG equation for λ is the same as Eq. (4),
while the RG equation for h reads [53]

dh

dl
= ϵh− h2

π
− λh

16π2
, (8)

which reveals a nontrivial conformal defect at a stable
fixed point h∗ = 2πϵ

3 . At this fixed point, the scaling
dimension of the defect order parameter ∆defect =

d−2
2 +

h∗
π = 1− ϵ

6 .
We assume that a gapless fermion is located at the

defect, and couples to the defect order via a Yukawa
term, i.e., Sf =

∫
D d

2x
(
ψ̄ /∂ψ + gϕψ̄ψ

)
. The convention

of Dirac matrix is the same as in Eq. (2). We then employ
the bosonization technique to study the effect of a dec-
orated fermion on the conformal defect. The bosonized
action is the same as Eq. (5), in which a marginal four-
fermion interaction is included via a Luttinger parameter
K. The theory leads to the same RG equations as listed
in Eq. (6), except now ∆ϕ̂ = ∆defect. It implies a de-
fect BKT transition at K ′

c = 2−∆defect = 1− ϵ
6 , where

we use the result of the 4 − ϵ calculation for ∆defect in
the last equality. Crucially, the critical Luttinger pa-
rameter K ′

c is again greater than 1/2, i.e., K ′
c >

1
2 , for

ϵ ≤ 1, which in turn indicates that the critical interaction
strength for the defect BKT transition is weaker than the
critical strength for local interactions.

Hence, there is a parallel scenario for the fermion en-
riched conformal defect, in which the bulk is always
located at the WF fixed point: At weak interactions,
K > K ′

c, the conformal defect is enriched to have a con-
tinuous scaling dimension ∆̃ϕ̂ = K before a defect BKT
transition taking place at K = K ′

c. The critical expo-
nents at this defect BKT transition are summarized in
Table I. After the BKT transition, the Ising field orders
on the defect and the fermion opens up a gap. The defect
is then described by a normal universality class [53].

It is also direct to analyze the defect criticality in the
TSCs in the same fashion as the boundary case. No-
tice that the defect becomes an interface at 2+ 1D bulk.
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The special interface fixed point can be identified by di-
rectly performing the standard dimensional regulariza-
tion in the co-dimension one interface.

Concluding remarks.— Possible experimental probes
of the novel boundary criticality include scanning tunnel-
ing microscopy (STM) [69–71] and transport techniques
[72, 73]. Since the experimental realization of topolog-
ical superconductors remains less well understood, we
focus on topological insulators. The ordinary transi-
tion enriched by Luttinger liquid possesses an uncon-
ventional Yukawa term. This can be observed in a
transport experiment via a subleading correction δG to
the quantized conductance G0 [74–76], G = G0 − δG.
The subleading contribution respects the scaling law,
δG ∼ E2∆Yukawa−2 + E2∆−2, where the energy scale E
is given by the larger of either temperature or voltage,
and ∆Yukawa = ∆ord +K and ∆ = 4K. As ∆Yukawa < ∆
in the ordinary transition, the Yukawa scaling can be ex-
tracted from the leading term in δG. Moreover, regarding
the special BKT transition, a key feature distinct from
the conventional one is the critical Luttinger parameter,
Kc. This can be observed in differential tunneling con-
ductance using STM, dI

dV ∼ E2∆ψ−1. Finally, given that
boundary criticality is an interacting effect and involves
the breaking of time-reversal symmetry, possible material
candidates include topological Kondo insulators, such as
SmB6 [77–79], and magnetic topological insulators, such
as MnBi2Te4 [80, 81].

To conclude, we provide a comprehensive study of
boundary and defect criticality in topological phases.
We identify several novel boundary criticalities summa-
rized in Table I, and sketch the phase diagrams. The
fermion mode is treated as a perturbation to the origi-
nal fixed point. Hence, it remains an interesting future
question to see how the boundary criticality is modified
in the strong coupling region. Moreover, there still exist
many intriguing problems regarding the fermion-enriched
boundary criticality. For instance, it would be valuable to
investigate the higher-order boundary criticality, which
can be realized in the higher-order topological insula-
tors [82, 83]. Besides, the study of the boundary crit-
icality with N > 1 flavor boson would be important, as
some novel phase structures may take place for a general
value of N [49, 84, 85].
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Supplemental Material

I. MIXED YUKAWA FIXED POINT AND EMERGENT LORENTZ SYMMETRY

As a warm-up, we first consider a free scalar theory in the bulk coupled to a Dirac fermion in a codimension-
1 boundary. Such a theory can describe, for instance, the tricritical point in a 3+1D topological insulator. The
scalar field lives in a d-dimensional half-infinite Euclidean spacetime, M, spanned by x0 ≡ τ, x1, ..., xd−2 ∈ (−∞,∞)
and xd−1 ≡ y ∈ (0,∞). While the Dirac fermion lives on the boundary of this half-infinite spacetime, ∂M, with
τ, x1, ..., xd−2 ∈ (−∞,∞), and y = 0. Note that τ stands for the imaginary time. The Euclidean action is

S =

∫
M
ddx

1

2

(
(∂τϕ)

2 + v2B(∇ϕ)2
)
+

∫
∂M

dd−1x(ψ̄(γ0∂0 + vF γ · ∂)ψ − gϕψ̄ψ) , (S1)

where ϕ, ψ denotes the scalar field and the surface Dirac fermion with velocity vB and vF , respectively. g denotes the
Yukawa interaction strength, γ · ∂ =

∑d−2
i=1 γ

i∂i with {γµ, γν} = 2δµν , µ, ν = 0, ..., d− 2, and ψ̄ = ψ†γ0.
Since the theory preserves translation symmetry in x0,...,d−2 directions, we can work in the momentum space for

those coordinates (frequency space for τ), while in the real space for the y coordinate. Notice that the fermion is
localized on the surface, its free propagator is

Gψ(p) = i
γ0ω + vF γ · p
ω2 + v2Fp

2
, (S2)

where ω denotes the frequency. γ ·p =
∑d−2
i=1 γ

ipi with pi being the momentum in the xi coordinate, and p2 ≡
∑d−2
i=1 p

2
i .

For the bulk boson, (∂2τ +
∑
i v

2
B∂

2
i )Gϕ = 0, in the presence of a boundary at y = 0, the propagator can be derived

via the image method:

Gϕ(x− x′, y, y′) = b0

 1(
(x− x′)

2
+ (y − y′)

2
) d−2

2

+
λ(

(x− x′)
2
+ (y + y′)

2
) d−2

2

 . (S3)

b0 =
Γ( d−2

2 )

4πd/2
is a coefficient that is set to make the coefficient of the propagator in the momentum space unity.

Here x = (vBτ,x) is a shorthand notation for coordinates parallel to the boundary. λ is given by the boundary
condition: λ = −1 for Dirichlet boundary condition ϕ(x, y = 0) = 0 and λ = 1 for Neumann boundary condition
∂yϕ(x, y = 0) = 0. Here we will focus on the Neumann boundary condition λ = 1. After Fourier transformation for
coordinates parallel to the boundary, the free propagator becomes

Gϕ(p, y, y
′) =

e−
√
ω2+v2Bp2|y−y′| + e−

√
ω2+v2Bp2(y+y′)

2
√
ω2 + v2Bp

2
. (S4)

Since we are considering the surface criticality, we can restrict to y = 0. In this case, we define the free propagator
for boson at the surface as

Gϕ(p) = Gϕ(p, 0, 0) =
1√

ω2 + v2Bp
2
. (S5)

The scaling dimension of Yukawa coupling is given by [g] = 1
2 (d− 4). Hence, we will work at d = 4− ϵ, and in this

case, the boson self-interaction at the boundary
∫
∂M dd−1xϕ4 is irrelevant. To conduct the one-loop renormalization

group, we will consider the one-loop diagram for the self-energy of the boson and fermions respectively, and the
Yukawa vertex. We will first assume the Lorentz symmetry by vB = vF and set vB = 1 without loss of generality to
obtain a stable fixed point. And then we will show that at this stable fixed point the assumption is valid by calculating
the RG flow of vB and vF .

To simplify the notation, we will use the following shorthand notation

Gψ(p) = i
/p

p2
, Gϕ(p) =

1

|p|
, (S6)
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(a) (b) (c) (d)

Supplementary Figure S1. (a) Scalar one loop propagator correction; (b) Fermion one loop propagator correction; (c) One loop
vertex correction. The Black dashed line represents the projected boson. The Red dashed line represents the bulk boson. Balck
solid arrow represents the fermion.

where /p = γ0ω + γ · p, p2 = ω2 + p2 and |p| =
√
p2.

The self-energy for the boson is

Πϕ(q) = (−1)g2
∫

dd−1p

(2π)d−1

tr[i/pi(/p+ /q)]

p2(p+ q)2
= g2

25−2dπ2− d
2

cos
(
πd
2

)
Γ
(
d
2 − 1

)qd−3 . (S7)

Here we choose tr(γµγν) = 2δµν . There is no singularity at d = 4 − ϵ for ϕ and thus Zϕ should be finite. The
self-energy for the fermion is

Πψ(q) = g2
∫

dd−1p

(2π)d−1

(i/p)

p2|p− q|

= ig2
42−dπ

1−d
2 Γ

(
2− d

2

)
Γ(d− 2)

Γ
(
d− 3

2

) /q

q4−d
,

(S8)

and in d = 4− ϵ, the singular terms can be extracted,

Πψ(q) = i/qg
2

[
1

6π2ϵ
+

1

36π2

(
10− 3γ − 3 log

(
q2/π

))]
. (S9)

The one-loop vertex is given by:

Γ (k, q) = g3
∫

dd−1p

(2π)d−1

i(/p+ /k)i(/p+ /q)

(p+ k)2(p+ q)2|p|
≈ −g3 1

2π2ϵ
+ finite . (S10)

Z factors can then be extracted via this one-loop calculation:

Zψ = 1− g2
1

6π2ϵ
,

Zϕ = 1 + g2(O(1)) ,

Zg = 1 + g2
1

2π2ϵ
.

(S11)

The bare coupling is associated with renormalized coupling via

gbareZ
1/2
ϕ Zψ = gµϵ/2Zg . (S12)

This gives the beta function

β = − ϵ

2
g +

2

3π2
g3 +O

(
g4
)
. (S13)

For ϵ > 0, the Gaussian fixed point is unstable, and there is a stable nontrivial IR fixed point g2∗ = 3π2

4 ϵ.
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Let us now include the renormalization of velocity, i.e. we consider vF ̸= vB . Again, we calculate the contribution
of the three one-loop diagrams. The one-loop self-energy for bosons is

Πϕ(ν,p) = 2g2
∫
dd−2q

(2π)d

∫ ∞

−∞

dω

2π

ω(ω + ν) + v2Fqj(pj + qj)
(ω2 + v2Fq2) [(ω + ν)2 + v2F (p + q)2]

=
g2

2

∫ 1

0

dx

∫
dd−2q

(2π)d

[
v2Fq2 + x(1− x)

(
ν2 + v2Fp2

)
− x(1− x)ν2 + v2Fq2 − x(1− x)v2Fp2

[v2Fq2 + x(1− x) (ν2 + v2Fp2)]
3/2

]

=
2Γ( 52 − d)(d− 2)g2

(4π)
d−1
2 vd−2

F

∫ 1

0

dx
1

[x(1− x)(ν2 + v2Fp2)]
3
2−d

= − g2

8v2F

√
ν2 + v2Fp2 +O(ϵ) .

(S14)

The one-loop self-energy for fermions is

Πψ(ν,q) = ig2
∫

dpd−2

(2π)d−2

∫
dω

2π

ωγ0 + vFpjγj

(ω2 + v2Fp2)
√
(ω + ν)2 + v2B(p + q)2

=
ig2

2

∫
dpd−2

(2π)d−2

∫
dω

2π

∫ 1

0

dx
ωγ0 + vFpjγj

[(1− x)(ω2 + v2Fp2) + x((ω + ν)2 + v2B(p + q)2)]
3
2

.

(S15)

To proceed, let p +
xv2B

(1−x)v2F+xv2B
q → p, ω + xν → ω and rearrange the integral, we have

ig2

2

∫
dpd−2

(2π)d−2

∫
dω

2π

∫ 1

0

dx√
x

ωγ0 + vF pjγj

[(1− x)(ω2 + v2F p
2) + x((ω + ν)2 + v2B(p+ q)2)]

3
2

=
ig2

2

∫
dpd−2

(2π)d−2

∫
dω

2π

∫ 1

0

dx√
x

(ω − xν)γ0 + vF

(
pj − xv2B

(1−x)v2F+xv2B
qj

)
γj[

ω2 + x(1− x)ν2 + ((1− x)v2F + xv2B)p
2 +

x(1−x)v2Bv2F
((1−x)v2F+xv2B)

q2)
] 3

2

=
ig2

2π

∫
dpd−2

(2π)d−2

∫ 1

0

dx√
x

−xνγ0 + vF

(
pj − xv2B

(1−x)v2F+xv2B
qj

)
γj[

x(1− x)ν2 + ((1− x)v2F + xv2B)p
2 +

x(1−x)v2Bv2F
((1−x)v2F+xv2B)

q2)
]

=ig2
2Γ
(
2− d

2

)
(4π)

d
2

∫ 1

0

dx√
x

−xνγ0 + vF

(
− xv2B

(1−x)v2F+xv2B
qj

)
γj[

x(1−x)ν2

(1−x)v2F+xv2B
+

x(1−x)v2Bv2F
((1−x)v2F+xv2B)2

q2
]2− d

2

((1− x)v2F + xv2B)

=− ig2

ϵ


νγ0

(√
v2B − v2F − vF arctan(

√
v2B−v2F
vF

)
2π2(v2B − v2F )

3
2

−

qjγj

vF −
v2B arctan

√
v2
B

−v2
F

vF√
v2B−v2F


4π2vF (v2B − v2F )

+O(1)

=− ig2

4π2ϵ

νγ0
 2

(v2B − v2F )
−

2vF arctan

√
v2B−v2F
vF

(v2B − v2F )
3
2

+ qjγj

− 1

(v2B − v2F )
+
v2B arctan

√
v2B−v2F
vF

vF (v2B − v2F )
3
2

+O(1) .

(S16)

It is direct to verify that when vF = vB = 1, the result nicely coincides with Eq. (S10). Now, we can directly extract
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the Z factors:

Zϕ = 1 + g2O(1) ,

ZvB = Z
− 1

2

ϕ

(
1 + g2O(1)

)
,

Zψ = 1− g2

4π2ϵ

 2

(v2B − v2F )
−

2vF arctan

√
v2B−v2F
vF

(v2B − v2F )
3
2

+O(1) ,

ZvF = Z−1
ψ

1− g2

4π2ϵ

 1

(v2B − v2F )
−
v2B arctan

√
v2B−v2F
vF

vF (v2B − v2F )
3
2

+O(1)

 .

(S17)

Zϕ and ZvB are both finite, which means that the boson velocity does not receive the renormalization from the
boundary. With

vF,bare = ZvFZ
−1
ψ vF , (S18)

the beta function for vF can be evaluated as

βvF = − 3g2

8π2(v2B − v2F )
+
g2(2vF +

v2B
vF

) arctan

√
v2B−v2F
vF

8π2(v2B − v2F )
3
2

. (S19)

At the stable fixed point g2∗, the fixed point value of vF can be directly solved to be vB , which indicates an emergent
Lorentz symmetry. Therefore, it justifies our assumption.

Now setting vF = vB = 1, the boundary field ψ acquires an anomalous dimension,

η̂ψ = µ
∂

∂µ
logZ

1
2

ψ =
g2

12π2
=

ϵ

16
, (S20)

in the last step, we have substituted the fixed point value g2∗.

II. BOUNDARY GROSS-NEVEU-YUKAWA UNIVERSALITY CLASS

In this section, we generalize our previous calculation to include a self-interaction for the bulk scalar field. The
corresponding Euclidean action reads

S =

∫
ddx

(
1

2
(∂ϕ)2 +

1

4!
λϕ4

)
+

∫
dd−1x

(
ψ̄γµ∂µψ − gϕψ̄ψ

)
, (S21)

where γµ∂µ =
∑d−2
i=0 γ

i∂i and
∫
ddxϕ4 is the self-interaction for the bulk boson with strength given by λ. Notice that

we again assume the Lorentz symmetry, and will justify this assumption later.
The scaling dimensions are [λ] = 4− d, [g] = 2− d

2 . Hence, for d = 4, the boson self-interaction ϕ4 and the Yukawa
coupling are both tree-level marginal, which allows us to perform a RG calculation at d = 4− ϵ. For the same reason,
we neglect the surface

∫
∂M dd−1xϕ4. According to the previous study, while the boundary theory will not renormalize

from the bulk theory, the bulk theory can lead to nontrivial correction to the boundary theory. At one-loop level,
no Feynman graphs involved both Yukawa vertex and ϕ4 vertex exist. However, the ϕ4 vertex will contribute to the
self-energy of the boundary boson by the tadpole diagram which we denote Πϕ

4

ϕ and result in a surface anomalous
dimension,

Πϕ
4

ϕ (p) =
λ

2

∫
dd−1k

(2π)d−1

∫ ∞

0

dy
e−|p|y

|p|
1 + e−2|k|y

2|k|
e−|p|y

|p|

=
λ

8

∫
dd−1k

(2π)d−1

(
1

|p|3|k|
+

1

(|k|+ |p|)|k||p|2

)
=
λ

8

2π
d−1
2

Γ(d−1
2 )

∫
dk

(2π)d−1

(
|k|d−3

|p|3
+

|k|d−3

(|p|+ |k|)|p|2

)
.

(S22)
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The superscript indicates the contribution from the ϕ4 vertex. According to Veltman’s formula, the first term vanishes
and the second term is

λ

4

π
d−1
2

Γ(d−1
2 )(2π)d−1

1

p5−d

∫ 1

0

duu2−d(1− u)d−3 =
λ

4

Γ(3− d)Γ(d− 2)π
d−1
2

Γ(1)Γ(d−1
2 )(2π)d−1

1

p5−d
, (S23)

where we set u = |p|
|k|+|p| . Expanding as a series of ϵ, we arrive at

Gϕ
4

ϕ (p) = − λ

16π2|p|
1

ϵ
. (S24)

This modifies Zϕ

Zϕ = 1 +
λ

16π2

1

ϵ
. (S25)

Hence, the modified β function for Yukawa coupling g and the β function for λ, which gives the usual Wilson-Fisher
fixed point, are respectively given by:

βg = − ϵ

2
g +

2

3π2
g3 − 1

32π2
λg ,

βλ = −ϵλ+
3

(4π)2
λ2 .

(S26)

From the second equation, it is clear that the IR fixed point of λ is given by the usual Wilson-Fisher point λ∗ = (4π)2ϵ
3

by the bulk theory. Back to the first equation, we find a new fixed point for g at g2∗ = π2ϵ. We call this new fixed
point the boundary Gross-Neveu-Yukawa fixed point. It is a stable fixed point from the Jacobian

Mij =
∂βi
∂gj

, M =

[
−ϵ+ 3

8π2λ∗ 0
1

32π2 g∗ − ϵ
2 − 1

32π2λ∗ +
2
π2 g

2
∗

]
, (S27)

whose eigenvalues, i.e., 4
3ϵ, ϵ, are all positive, meaning that this fixed point is stable. At this new fixed point, the

fermion anomalous dimensions are

ηψ =
g2∗

12π2
=

ϵ

12
. (S28)

III. SPECIAL BKT PHASE TRANSITION

In this section, we consider the 3-dimensional Ising boundary criticality in the presence of boundary fermion. As
explained in the main text, our strategy is to perturb the ordinary fixed point by coupling with a boundary fermion.
After bosonization of the Yukawa coupling between the Ising field and the boundary fermion,

Sf =

∫
dxdτ

[
1

2K

(
1

vf
(∂τφ)

2 + vf (∂xφ)
2

)
+ gϕ cos(

√
4πφ)

]
(S29)

where ϕ denotes the Ising field with scaling dimension ∆ϕ̂, and φ denotes the bosonization field. K and g are the
Luttinger parameter and the Yukawa coupling, respectively, and the velocity of the fermion is vf . Without loss of
generality, we can rescale the bulk boson velocity to be vb = 1, the velocity ratio vf = vf/vb then enters into the RG
flow of velocity. The OPE of the vertex operator is now

: ϕV1(x) :: ϕV−1(0) :=

Cϕ(
x2 + v2fτ

2
)K

(x2 + τ2)
∆ϕ

[
1 + i

√
4π (x∂xφ(0) + τ∂τφ(0)) −4π

2

(
x2 (∂xφ)

2
+ τ2 (∂τφ)

2
+ 2xτ∂xφ∂τφ

)]
(S30)

where ∆ϕ̂ is the scaling dimension of the boundary boson ϕ, and b is the coefficient in the correlation function of the
boundary boson: Gϕ(x) =

Cϕ

x
2∆
ϕ̂
. For simplicity, we choose to renormalize the two-point function of ϕ, namely set
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Cϕ = 1. The consistent OPE coefficients can be derived from the standard conformal perturbation theory [86, 87].
We need not worry about the issue of normalization, since the results can be related by properly rescaling g. The
renormalized action takes the form of

δS =
g2

8

∫
dxdτ

∫
a2<x′2+τ ′2<a2(1+2dℓ)

dx′dτ ′

(x′2(∂φ(x))2 + τ ′2 (∂τφ(x))
2
) 4π(

x′2 + v2fτ
′2
)K

(x′2 + τ ′2)
∆ϕ


= dlg2

∫
dxdτ

[
2πvfA(vf )(∂φ(x))

2 +
2π

vf
B(vf ) (∂τφ(x))

2

]
,

(S31)

where the two functions A(vf ), B(vf ) are defined as

A (vf ) =
1

4vf

∫ 2π

0

dθ
cos2 θ(

cos2 θ + v2f sin
2 θ
)K , B (vf ) =

vf
4

∫ 2π

0

dθ
sin2 θ(

cos2 θ + v2f sin
2 θ
)K . (S32)

So we have the following RG equations

dK

dl
= −2π (A(vf ) +B(vf )) g

2K2 ,

dvf
dl

= 2π (A(vf )−B(vf )) g
2vfK ,

dg

dl
= (2−∆ϕ̂ −K)g .

(S33)

We can check the RG equations at vf = 1, and now A(vf = 1) = B(vf = 1) = π
4 . If we consider the boundary of

2 + 1d TIs, then ∆ϕ̂ = ∆ord, and we have:

dK

dl
= −π2g2K2 ,

dg

dl
= (2−∆ϕ̂ −K)g .

(S34)

Considering the two-particle backscattering term g2 cos(
√
16πφ), the RG equation yields

dK

dl
= −π2g2K2 − 4π2g22K

2 ,

dg

dl
= (2−∆ϕ̂ −K)g ,

dg2
dl

= (2− 4K)g2 .

(S35)

For the defect case, the coefficients of the projected boson propagator should be twice larger than the boundary case.
And as we mentioned before, it can be simply incorporated by redefining g without changing the physics.

IV. HIGHER ORDER SPECIAL BKT PHASE TRANSITION

In this section, we evaluate the RG flow of the special BKT phase transition up to the third order [68]. We start
with the action

S =

∫
d2x

[
1

2
(∂φ)2 +

g

K
ϕ cos(

√
Kφ)

]
+ Sbulk , (S36)

where Sbulk is the action of ϕ in the bulk. Notice here, we have redefined the field and coupling constant for simplicity
as compared to the action in the main text. We choose such a convention for the reason that the log divergence can
be absorbed into two independent renormalization factors Zg, Zφ.

gbare = Zgg , Kbare = Z−1
φ K . (S37)
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(a)

(b)

(c)

Supplementary Figure S2. (a) Feynman diagram for the zero-order vertex correction Γ(0) (gϕφ2 as example and up to three
loops). The red external line is the ϕ entry and black is the φ entry. The black solid vertex represents the dressed vertex. The
black solid internal line is the propagator of φ. (b) Feynman diagram for the second order self-energy Σ

(2)
φ (p). The dashed

line represents coshGφ − 1 and the wavy line represents sinGφ − Gφ. (c) Typical Feynman diagrams that contribute to the
log divergence in the third order of vertex correction Γ

(3)
g . Diagrams related by symmetry operations are neglected here. The

complete expressions of the diagrams are listed in Eq. (S47).

The propagator of
√
Kφ is

Gφ(x, a) = K

∫
d2p

(2π)2
eipy

p2 +m2
0

∣∣∣∣
y2=x2+a2

=
K

2π
K0

[
m0

(
x2 + a2

)1/2] ∼ K

4π
ln
(
x2 + a2

)
, (S38)

where m0 is the IR cutoff and a is the UV cutoff. In the case of a small IR cutoff, the propagator behaves logarithmi-
cally. K0(r) is the second-type modified Bessel function. Notice that the ϕ is not normalized by φ, we first trigger the
flow of the bulk to infrared and then consider its effect on the surface. The ϕ propagator is chosen to be 1

(x2+a2)2∆ϕ
.

Our strategy is to expand the vertex g
Kϕ cos(

√
Kφ) =

∑∞
n=0

g
Kϕ

(−1)n(
√
Kφ)2n

(2n)! and resum all the log-divergence up
the higher order of g. We first focus on the tree-level of g, which originates from the vertex correction illustrated in
Fig. S2 (a). After resummation, the correction is

gbare = a∆ϕ̂−2 exp

(
−1

2
Gφ(x)

)
g

∣∣∣∣
x=0

= aK/4π+∆ϕ̂−2g . (S39)

We proceed to the higher-order calculation of the RG. In the following calculation, we perturb near Kc = 2 − ∆ϕ̂

and define δ = K/4π − 2 + ∆ϕ̂. The log divergence in the 1PI diagrams for the φ propagator in Fig. S2 (b). The
self-energy of

√
Kφ takes the form

Σ(1)
φ (p) = 0 , (S40)

Σ(2)
φ (p) = −g

2
bare
K

∫
d2x

(
eipxGϕ(x) sinhGφ(x)−Gϕ(x) coshGφ(x)

)
∼ −1

2
(1 + 2δ log a)

∫
d2x

(
eipx − 1

)
eGφ(x)Gϕ(x)

= −1

4

1

4π(2−∆ϕ̂)
(1− 1

2−∆ϕ̂

δ + 2δ log a)g2
∫
dx

2πp2x3

(x2 + a2)2+δ

∼ g2p2

8(2−∆ϕ̂)

[
1−

(
1 +

1

2−∆ϕ̂

)
δ

]
log a .

(S41)



14

By requiring

Gφ(p)
−1 = Zφp

2 +Σφ(p) (S42)

is finite, we extract Zφ factor

Zφ = 1− g2

8(2−∆ϕ̂)
log a+

(3−∆ϕ̂)g
2δ

8(2−∆ϕ̂)
2
log a, (S43)

Using Eq. (S37), we have the beta function of δ

βδ = (1 + δ)
∂Zφ
∂ log a

= − g2

8(2−∆ϕ̂)
+

g2δ

8(2−∆ϕ̂)
. (S44)

We now implement the calculation of beta function of g up to O(g3). The higher-order diagrams that have the proper
log divergence are illustrated in Fig. S2 (c). They take the form of

Γ(1)
g (0) = gbare , (S45)

Γ(2)
g (0) = 0 , (S46)

Γ(3)
g (0) ∼ g3bare

K2

∫
d2xd2y[sinhGφ(x− y)(coshGφ(y)− 1) coshGφ(x)Gϕ(x) + sinhGφ(x− y) coshGφ(y)Gϕ(y)(coshGφ(x)− 1)

+ sinhGφ(x− y)Gϕ(x− y)(coshGφ(x)− 1)(coshGφ(y)− 1)]

− g3bare
K2

∫
d2xd2y [(coshGφ(x− y)− 1) sinhGφ(x)Gϕ(x) sinhGφ(y) + (coshGφ(x− y)− 1) sinhGφ(x) sinhGφ(y)Gϕ(y)

+ coshGφ(x− y)Gϕ(x− y) sinhGφ(x) sinhGφ(y)]

− 1

2

g3bare
K2

∫
d2xd2y[(coshGφ(x− y)− 1)(coshGφ(y)− 1) coshGφ(x)Gϕ(x)

+ (coshGφ(x− y)− 1)(coshGφ(x)− 1) coshGφ(y)Gϕ(y) +(coshGφ(x)− 1)(coshGφ(y)− 1) coshGφ(x− y)Gϕ(x− y)]

1

2

g3bare
K2

∫
d2xd2y [sinh I(x− y) sinh I(x)Gϕ(x) sinh I(y) + sinh I(x− y) sinh I(x) sinh I(y)Gϕ(y)

+ sinh I(x− y)Gϕ(x− y) sinh I(x) sinh I(y)]
(S47)

The summation of the terms that have the proper log divergence is

1

4

(gbare)
3

K2

∫
d2xd2yGϕ(x)e

Gφ(x)+Gφ(y)−Gφ(x+y) (S48)

where we have used the exchange symmetry x ↔ y and y ↔ −y in the integral. The integral is divided into three
parts:

Region 1 : |y|, |x| < ∆ , Region 2 : |x| < ∆, |y| > ∆ , Region 3 : |x| > ∆, |y| < ∆ . (S49)

We first perform the evaluation of the integral in the first region. In region I, we can approximate both Gφ(x), Gφ(y)
and Gφ(x+ y) into the log function, and directly work out the integral

J1 =
1

4

(gbare)
3

K2

∫
R1

d2xd2yGϕ(x)e
Gφ(x)+Gφ(y)−Gφ(x+y)

=
1

4

(gbare)
3

K2

∫
R1

d2xd2y

(
(x− y)2 + a2

)2−∆ϕ

(x2 + a2)
2
(y2 + a2)

2−∆ϕ

∼ 1

64
g3
(
log
( a
∆

)2
+ log2

( a
∆

)2)
.

(S50)
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Supplementary Figure S3. Flow pattern of the special BKT phase transition in from the higher order RG equation.

The integral at the second line cannot explicitly be worked out for general ∆ϕ̂, hence we would approximate ∆ϕ̂ ≈ 1
because the estimate of ∆ord from Monte Carlo simulation is ∆ord ≈ 1.2626. The contribution from region 2 is
identical to region 3, and we perform the Taylor expansion for small x, say Gφ(x+ y) = Gφ(y)+hG

′
φ(y)+

1
2h

2G′′
φ(y),

where h = 2xy cos θ + x2. The integrals are evaluated to be

J2 = J3 =
1

4

(gbare)
3

K2

∫
R2

d2xd2yGϕ(x)e
Gφ(x)+Gφ(y)−Gφ(x+y)

=
π

2

g3bare
K2

∫ ∆

0

d2xx2Gϕ(x)e
Gφ(x)

∫ ∞

∆

ydy

∫ 2π

0

dθ
(
−G′

φ(y) + 2y2 cos θ2G′
φ(y)

2 − 2y2 cos θ2G′′
φ(y)

)
∼ − 1

64
g3 log

(
a2

∆2

)∫ ∞

∆

dy
(
2yK ′

0(y)
2 − yK ′′

0 (y)
)

= − 1

64
g3 log

(
a2

∆2

)(
y2
(
K2

1 −K0K2(y)
)
+ yK1(y)

)∣∣∣∣∞
∆

∼ 1

64
g3 log

(
a2

∆2

)
(2 + 2 log (∆)) .

(S51)

Summing over contributions from all regions, the divergence is

J = J1 + J2 + J3 ∼ 5

32
g3 log a+

1

16
g3 log2 a . (S52)

Hence the Zg is

Zg = 1 +
5

32
g3 log a . (S53)

Finally, the higher order beta function for δ and g is

βδ = −g
2

8
+
g2δ

8
,

βg = −δg − 5

32(2−∆ϕ̂)
2
g3 .

(S54)

Recall that δ = K/4π − 2 +∆ϕ̂, by rescaling K/4π → K, g2/8 → g2, the flow pattern at the K − g plane is shown in
Fig. S3, at the strongly coupled region, the RG flows to K = 0, which corresponds to the gapped phase.
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