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2D nonlinear σ-models with Hermitian symmetric target admit a θ-term, which couples the field
theory to the topological charge of its instanton gas. At the special coupling θ = π, by what is
nowadays attributed to a coupling-constant anomaly of Lieb-Schultz-Mattis type, such models have
a degenerate ground state. Yet, the details of their non-trivial infrared limit have remained open in
general. Here we suggest that non-perturbative renormalization group flow into the strong-coupling
regime induces strong fluctuations of the θ-parameter, with the consequence that the instanton
density is suppressed, the target-space topology effectively altered, and the target-space metric
driven off reality and into geometrostasis. Assuming this heuristic scenario and combining it with a
Cauchy process of target-space deformation, we present a detailed argument that the O(3) nonlinear
σ-model at θ = π, known to be the effective field theory for critical antiferromagnetic quantum spin
chains with large half-integer spin, renormalizes to the conformal field theory of a U(1) boson with
compactification radius r = 1/

√
2. A closely related scenario applies to Pruisken’s nonlinear σ-model

for the integer quantum Hall transition.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nonlinear σ-models are field theories of mappings into
a Riemannian symmetric space G/K. In their lower crit-
ical dimension of dc = 2, the case of interest here, they
have a dimensionless coupling and are scale-invariant in
the classical limit. Subject to regularization and renor-
malization as quantum field theories, they typically un-
dergo dynamical mass generation when the symmetry
group G is compact and non-Abelian. This scenario,
closely parallel to the one for Yang-Mills theories in four
dimensions, is known as the mass-gap conjecture.

Exceptions to the mass-gap rule are provided by 2D
nonlinear σ-models with a so-called θ-term. These mod-
els have a target space of Hermitian type (i.e., one from
U/U×U, Sp/U, or O/U), carrying a G-invariant and
closed two-form ω related to the metric tensor of the
Riemannian geometry of G/K. The existence of ω (rep-
resenting a Chern class) is accompanied by field configu-
rations with instantons. As the topological coupling, an
angle θ, is tuned through the symmetry-enhanced point
θ = π, the model undergoes a phase transition, which is
known in some cases to be of second order, i.e. with a
divergent correlation length and massless excitations.

A prominent example in the latter category is the so-
called O(3) nonlinear σ-model at θ = π (or SMπ for
short). Following the pioneering work of [1] and [2], this
model is known to be massless. One therefore expects
it to flow under the renormalization semigroup (RG) to
a fixed point with conformal symmetry describing the
physical observables in the infrared limit.

Given that scenario, one asks about the precise na-
ture of the RG-fixed point theory. The standard answer
[3] to that question is the Wess-Zumino-Novikov-Witten
(WZW) model for the group SU(2) [as the universal cover
of SO(3) ⊂ O(3)] with current-algebra level k = 1. Here
it should be noted that the surmised RG flow from SMπ

to the SU(2)k=1 WZW model implies a large degree of
symmetry enhancement, from the global O(3) symmetry
of the former to the infinite-dimensional affine symmetry
su(2)L × su(2)R of the latter. That mechanism of sym-
metry enhancement has been found to be very fragile.
The puzzle motivating the present paper can now be

stated as follows. Among the set of models with super-
space target, there exists a number of 2D nonlinear σ-
models at θ = π which defy the mass-gap paradigm by
remaining scale-invariant in the infrared. As effective
field theories, these models are meant to describe the
critical behavior at Anderson-type phase transitions be-
tween disordered free-fermion topological insulators and
superconductors in two dimensions. (In the language of
the Tenfold Way [4], they are referred to by their Car-
tan types as A, C, D, AII, DIII; a prominent example is
the Pruisken model for the integer quantum Hall transi-
tion.) None of them, however, is a plausible candidate for
a fixed point of the renormalization group flow. At the
same time, the mentioned scenario of symmetry enhance-
ment G → gL × gR is generically unstable with respect
to perturbations preserving criticality and the global G-
symmetry; by that token, it can be considered as ruled
out for these models [5, 6] (as well as many others [7]).
The puzzle then is this: it appears that the scenario of

symmetry enhancement G → gL × gR is the only mech-
anism (assuming the setting of a non-Abelian symmetry
group G) which is capable of stopping the RG flow to
produce an infrared fixed point [8]. If that was really
the case, how should we think about and analyze those
topological quantum phase transitions of Anderson type
in two dimensions? What are the renormalized field the-
ories describing their infrared physics? The severity of
the puzzle is highlighted by recent claims [9, 10] that the
principle of conformal symmetry is violated for them.
In view of that conundrum, we are intrigued by the

observation [11] that the conformal field theory of the
SU(2)1 WZW model has an equivalent description by a
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U(1) boson at compactification radius r = 1/
√
2 (using

string theory conventions) and with hidden SU(2) sym-
metry. This observation prompts two questions:

(i) Can one draw up a plausible scenario of renormal-
ization group flow from the O(3) nonlinear σ-model
at θ = π to that U(1)r=1/

√
2 boson model?

(ii) If so, does that scenario admit generalization to
the uncharted territory of super-target nonlinear
σ-models still looking for their RG-fixed points?

While we firmly believe the answer to be positive for
both questions, the present paper will address the first
one only. (As for the second one, let us announce that
the scenario to be developed here does extend to that of
[6], where a conformal field theory was proposed for the
infrared limit of the integer quantum Hall transition.)

To prove our answer to question (i), we would need
to carry out the full program of non-perturbative renor-
malization. While that is beyond our current abilities,
we shall offer a fairly detailed heuristic picture. In brief,
we suggest that the axis of the coarse-grained σ-model
field settles down, for any configuration of statistical rel-
evance, in some “easy plane” S1 ⊂ S2 (instead of roaming
throughout the suspension SU(2) ≡ S3 ⊃ S2), thereby
avoiding the fate of mass gap and exponential decay of
correlations. Small fluctuations around that easy plane
induce the fixed-point stiffness of its U(1) = S1 field.
In a little more detail, our heuristic picture goes as

follows. The RG flow into the strong-coupling regime
is expected to generate O(3)-orbit variations and hence
strong fluctuations of the θ-parameter. Consequently, by
the Fourier duality between θ and the topological den-
sity, instantons get suppressed on large length scales.
So, as the RG flow reaches the infrared, the target-space
topology is effectively altered from spherical (S2) to cylin-
drical (S1 × R), for any field configuration of statistical
significance. That change makes it possible to deform
the σ-model, by holomorphic continuation of its O(3)-
invariant geometry, to a nonlinear model with complex
metric structure on the target-space cylinder S1×R. The
latter features an R-valued Gaussian field, which can be
integrated out to produce an effective action for the S1-
valued field. In this way, assuming continued RG flow
to strong coupling, we actually arrive at the U(1)r=1/

√
2

conformal field theory with hidden SU(2) symmetry.
The contents of the present paper are as follows. In

Sect. II we define the O(3) nonlinear σ-model at θ = π
(abbreviated as SMπ). We mention its role as an effective
field theory for critical antiferromagnetic quantum spin
chains with large half-integer spin (IIA). We review the
reasons why SMπ is considered to be massless (II B). We
also review the SU(2)k=1 WZWmodel as the possible end
point of a renormalization-group trajectory starting at
SMπ (II C). In Sect. III we define the U(1)r=1/

√
2 confor-

mal field theory. We extend the U(1) = S1 target space
to a cylinder, S1 × R, introducing a real-valued field for
the second factor, in order to make SU(2) manifest as an

infinitesimal symmetry (IIIA). We compute the two-loop
RG beta function of the extended theory to demonstrate
perturbative one-parameter renormalizability (III B).
In a substantial section, IV, we develop a heuristic RG

scenario for SMπ. We review what is known from per-
turbative renormalization (IVA). Turning to real-space
non-perturbative renormalization (IVB), we show that a
good choice of averaging map for the Kadanoff block-spin
transformation gives a direct intuition for the workings
of perturbative RG (IVC). Armed with that insight, we
argue that the coupling “constants” of SMπ become fluc-
tuating variables on entry into the strong-coupling regime
(IVD). Our main hypothesis then is that fluctuations of
the θ-parameter act to suppress the topological density
(IVE). That serves as the justification for target-space
surgery and reconstruction (IVF), S2 → S1×R. In Sect.
V we exploit the proposed change of target-space topol-
ogy to carry out an exact deformation from SMπ to the
S1 × R extension of the U(1)r=1/

√
2 conformal field the-

ory. Sect. VI contains a summary and concise guide to
our main thread of thought. The issue of symmetry under
finite (as opposed to infinitesimal) O(3) transformations
is also addressed there.

II. O(3) NONLINEAR σ-MODEL

The O(3) nonlinear σ-model is a field-theoretical model
for a real three-component vector field, say

x 7→ m⃗(x) =
(
m1(x),m2(x),m3(x)

)
, (1)

constrained to be of unit length, m⃗ · m⃗ = 1. Thus m⃗(x)
takes values in the unit sphere S2 ⊂ R3. The model’s
name reflects its symmetry under global O(3) transfor-
mations; cf. below. The continuum version of the model
in two dimensions is given by a functional integral

Z
O(3)
β,θ =

∫
Dm e−Sβ,θ[m⃗] ,

Sβ,θ[m⃗] =

∫
Σ

d2x

(
β

8π
∂µm⃗ · ∂µm⃗+

iθ

2π
Ltop

)
,

Ltop = ϵµν 1
4m⃗ · (∂µm⃗× ∂νm⃗),

(2)

with (informally stated) path-integral measure

Dm =
∏

x
ωx (3)

where ω = 1
4ϵabcm

admb ∧ dmc normalized by
∫
S2 ω = 2π

is half the standard solid-angle two-form on S2.
The parameters of the theory are the metric coupling β

(inverse temperature, or spin stiffness) and the coupling
θ multiplying the topological density function Ltop. The
symbol ϵµν stands for the epsilon tensor expressing the
area two-form of the oriented two-dimensional space (or
space-time), Σ, and indices are raised, ∂µ = δµν∂ν , via
the metric tensor δµν of Σ. Note that the metric term
with coupling β is real-valued, while the θ-term takes
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values in the imaginary numbers. For a closed space(-
time) manifold Σ, the parameter θ has the mathematical
meaning of an angle as exp(−Sβ,θ) = exp(−Sβ,θ+2π) by
quantization of the topological charge,

q ≡ 1

2π

∫
Σ

d2xLtop ∈ Z. (4)

In the following we take Σ to be the Euclidean plane R2

with Euclidean metric δµν (although a better choice for
rigorous work would be Σ = S2).

The symmetry group O(3) of the model acts by global
transformations,

ma(x) 7→ Rabm
b(x), R ∈ O(3). (5)

These are symmetries of the action functional (and the
path-integral measure) when R ∈ SO(3). For R ∈ O(3)
with Det(R) = −1, the transformation (5) reverses the
sign of the solid-angle two-form ω and hence the sign of
the topological coupling θ; therefore, such R are symme-
tries only when combined with orientation reversal (also
known as a parity transformation) of Σ.

Our interest in the following is in the model for θ = π.
In that special case, orientation reversal of Σ (or sign
reversal θ → −θ) is a symmetry by the equivalence
θ ∼ θ + 2π due to quantization of the topological charge
(q ∈ Z) for Σ without boundary. This symmetry persists
under renormalization and thus constrains the possible
scenarios for the infrared limit of the theory.

A. Motivation: antiferromagnetic spin chains

There exist various motivations to study the O(3) non-
linear σ-model as a model of field theory and statistical
mechanics. Our primary motivation here is its justifica-
tion as an effective field theory (or continuum description
at long wavelengths) for anti-ferromagnetic (AF) quan-
tum spin chains with space translation symmetry. The
latter are 1D quantum systems with Hamiltonian

H = J
∑
n∈Z

3∑
a=1

SanS
a
n+1 (J > 0), (6)

acting on the direct-product Hilbert space ⊗nC2|S|+1 for
a chain of sites (labeled by the integers, n ∈ Z), each car-
rying the spin-|S| representation of the rotation group.
The spin operators San (a = 1, 2, 3) represent the Lie al-
gebra of rotation generators, i.e.,

[iSan, iS
b
n′ ] = δnn′fabc iScn , (7)

with fabc = −ϵabc the structure constants of Lie O(3).
Similar to Eqs. (2, 5) the Hamiltonian (6) is invariant
under global rotations San 7→ Rab S

b
n by R ∈ O(3).

It is a classic fact (see, e.g. [12]) that the action func-
tional (2) can be derived from the Hamiltonian (6) by
the path-integral method with spin-coherent states. The

derivation (by expansion in 1/|S|) is controlled in the
semiclassical limit of large spin |S|, and the result for the
couplings is

β = 2π|S| = θ. (8)

Thus one has θ = 0 (modulo 2π) for the case of integer
spin |S|, and θ = π (mod 2π) for |S| half-integer. Here it
should be noted that the spin-|S| representations for half-
integer |S| are projective (i.e. fail to be single-valued).
By Eq. (8), this anomalous feature is passed on to the
effective field theory at θ = π.

B. SMπ is massless

A brief review of pertinent spin-chain phenomenology
is as follows. For integer spin |S|, by what became known
as Haldane’s conjecture [13], the quantum spin chain (6)
is expected to have a unique ground state with a finite
energy gap for excitations and hence exponential decay
of spin-spin correlations. The prime motivation for that
conjecture came from field theory: in weak-coupling per-
turbation theory, the stiffness parameter β of the nonlin-
ear σ-model decreases under renormalization, which im-
plies that the spin chain is driven to an “atomic” limit.
If so, the O(3) global symmetry becomes trivially repre-
sented in the infrared limit, for θ/2π = |S| ∈ N.
In contrast, for translation-invariant chains with half-

integer spin (|S| ∈ N + 1/2) the low-energy behavior is
qualitatively different. According to the Lieb-Schultz-
Mattis theorem [14] and later work by Affleck and Lieb
[15], the ground state in that case acquires a degener-
acy which is at least two-fold in the limit of infinite
chain length. It is then natural to expect that these
spin chains, and hence the O(3) nonlinear σ-model at
θ = π [or SMπ for short], are gapless with algebraically
decaying correlations. Here a milestone was the work
of Polyakov and Wiegmann [1], who reformulated SMπ

as a Bethe-ansatz integrable interacting fermion model
with infinitely many flavors. For the latter, they com-
puted the free energy in an external field to demonstrate
that the model has scale invariance and hence gapless (or
massless) excitations. The massless scenario was later
underpinned by Zamolodchikov and Zamolodchikov [2].
These authors conjecturally attributed to SMπ an S-
matrix with factorized scattering and an emergent sym-
metry SU(2)L × SU(2)R in the infrared limit.
Taking the modern perspective of symmetry-protected

topological (SPT) phases, one may argue that the models
at θ = 0 and θ = 2π actually represent different SPT
phases, as can be seen by considering a space-time Σ
with boundary, or by coupling the model to a background
gauge field so as to exhibit an anomaly in the space of
coupling constants [16]. It follows that a phase transition
must occur somewhere in the interval 0 < θ < 2π; on the
symmetry grounds stated earlier, that transition is at
θ = π. In view of the results of [1, 2], the transition point



4

has massless excitations, and the O(3) global symmetry
is non-trivially represented in the infrared limit.

All this begs the question: what exactly happens to
SMπ under renormalization? This question has a widely
accepted answer, which we review in the next subsection.
(In the sequel, we shall offer another answer.)

C. SU(2)k=1 WZW model

Following [1, 2] and the work by Affleck and Haldane
[3], it is believed [16] that the O(3) nonlinear σ-model at
θ = π renormalizes to the Wess-Zumino-Novikov-Witten
(WZW) model for the group SU(2) with current-algebra
level k = 1. Operationally, that scenario can be suc-
cinctly described as follows. From weak-coupling pertur-
bation theory of the σ-model, we know that large val-
ues of β decrease under renormalization. As the strong-
coupling regime of small β is entered, the coupling “con-
stants” β and θ are expected to develop correlated fluc-
tuations and become spatially inhomogeneous (see Sect.
IVB). To account for these fluctuations, one may param-
eterize them in terms of an emergent dynamical field, say
x 7→ ψ(x) ∈ [0, π]. This prompts the idea of an interpo-
lating field theory where one evaluates the σ-model par-
tition function (2) in a background of variable couplings

β(x) ≡ β
(
ψ(x)

)
, θ(x) ≡ θ

(
ψ(x)

)
and then post-averages the outcome with a sine-Gordon
measure for ψ:

Z ′ =

∫ ∏
x

sin2 ψ(x) dψ(x) e−SSG[ψ]Z
O(3)
β(ψ),θ(ψ) ,

SSG =
k

4π

∫
Σ

d2x ∂µψ ∂µψ +M2

∫
Σ

d2x cos2 ψ .

(9)

From here, the WZW model (for SU(2) at level k ∈ N)
is obtained by setting M2 = 0 and

β(ψ(x)) = 2k sin2 ψ(x) ,

θ(ψ(x)) = 2k ψ(x)− k sin 2ψ(x).
(10)

Geometrically speaking, ψ is the radial variable for the
suspension of S2 into S3 ∼= SU(2). More explicitly, the
emerging WZW field x 7→ g(x) ∈ SU(2) is given by

g = 1 · cosψ + iσam
a sinψ. (11)

Thus the SU(2)k WZW model results from (9) in the
massless limit (M2 = 0). In the opposite extreme of
sending M2 → ∞, the field ψ(x) gets nailed down at the
zero ψ = π/2 of M2 cos2 ψ. In that limit, one retrieves
the O(3) nonlinear σ-model with θ = πk and β = 2k.

Let us now present an abridged version of the argument
[3] that leads from SMπ to SU(2)k=1 WZW:
(i) The renormalization-group fixed point of SMπ is ex-
pected to be a conformal field theory.

(ii) The global O(3) symmetry of the σ-model entails
three conserved Noether currents, ja (a = 1, 2, 3), which
surely persist under renormalization. Exploiting the
strong property of conformal symmetry at the RG-fixed
point, one makes an argument [17] that along with the
ja also the Hodge-dual currents must be conserved:

∂µj
µ
a = 0 ⇒ ∂µϵ

µ
νj
ν
a = 0 (a = 1, 2, 3), (12)

i.e., the conformal symmetry dictates that divergence-
free currents must also be rotation-free.
(iii) The conserved currents jµa and ϵµν j

ν
a (or rather, their

holomorphic and anti-holomorphic combinations) gener-
ate an su(2)L×su(2)R current algebra. Given the setting
with non-Abelian symmetry, this current algebra heav-
ily restricts the set of possible RG-fixed point theories,
and it is thought that such a current algebra is uniquely
realized by an SU(2) WZW model (with some level k).
(iv) Owing to an anomaly of the partition function’s sym-
metry under modular transformations, one expects [18]
that the current-algebra level can change only by steps
of two (k → k − 2) under renormalization.
(v) Among the discrete set of SU(2)k WZW models only
the one with level k = 1 is stable with respect to generic
perturbations preserving criticality.
This concludes our sketch of the argument suggest-

ing that SMπ renormalizes to the SU(2)1 WZW model.
It should be mentioned that Affleck [17] has outlined a
more direct derivation of SU(2)1 WZW for the extreme
quantum case of spin |S| = 1/2, by starting from the
1D Hubbard model at half-filling and using non-Abelian
bosonization of free fermions. In the present work, how-
ever, we consider the semiclassical limit of large |S|.
Now we have two critical questions about the scenario

outlined above. For one, how can it happen that the
mass of the field ψ, which is a non-Goldstone degree of
freedom (i.e. not low-energy protected by the global O(3)-
symmetry of the σ-model), renormalizes all the way from
M2 = ∞ for SMπ toM2 = 0 for SU(2)k=1 WZW? Affleck
and Haldane argue [3] that the mass term M2 cos2 ψ is
RG-irrelevant as an infinitesimal perturbation at the RG-
fixed point for k = 1, which is true. However, in order
for that irrelevance to take effect as a property of the
massless WZW model, the mass must first come down
from infinity to a small neighborhood of zero. What is
the agent driving such an extreme RG flow?

Our second question revolves around a number of other
nonlinear σ-models at θ = π, which are still looking
for their RG-fixed points. These include the field-theory
models that describe quantum phase transitions between
disordered free-fermion topological insulators and super-
conductors in two space dimensions (there exist five of
these, known as types A, C, D, AII, DIII in the symme-
try classification of [4]). Some others arise from the dis-
crete spin-chain setting by varying the symmetry group
and its representation on the on-site Hilbert space. Tra-
ditionally thought to be of first order [7], some phase
transitions in these generalized AF quantum spin chains
might actually have a divergent correlation length [19].
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For each of these, a scenario of Affleck-Haldane WZW-
type has been ruled out (see [6] for an in-depth discussion
of the case of the integer quantum Hall transition). So,
for many if not all of these models there remains the
puzzle of what happens to the field theory under renor-
malization to the infrared regime.

Spurred by all these questions, we do not take the
main-stream scenario as a foregone conclusion but turn
to an alternative description of the infrared limit of the
O(3) model at θ = π. Later on, we shall indicate how we
envisage generalizations of that alternative description.

III. U(1) BOSON AT RADIUS r = 1/
√
2

The SU(2)1 WZW model makes a number of predic-
tions about the infrared behavior of antiferromagnetic
quantum spin chains with half-integer spin |S| ≫ 1 or,
equivalently, about the O(3) nonlinear σ-model at θ = π.
To mention one of these, the spin-spin correlation func-
tion is predicted to fall off according to the universal law

(−1)n−n
′
⟨SanSbn′⟩ ∼ δab |n− n′|−1 (13)

(independent of |S|) in the limit of large separation n−n′.
That algebraic decay comes about because the alternat-
ing spin (−1)nSan of the quantum spin chain translates
to Trσag as the leading operator in the continuum field
theory, and the latter has scaling dimension 1/2.
A further remark is that the RG flow of the standard

scenario [3] implies a change of target-space topology:
the second homotopy group changes from π2(S

2) = Z for
the σ-model to π2(S

3) = 0 for the WZW model. The
triviality of π2(S

3) means that the WZW model does not
feature field configurations which are known as instan-
tons and do exist as a non-perturbative feature of impor-
tance in the O(3) nonlinear σ-model. To rationalize the
topology change, one may observe that topological exci-
tations such as instantons tend to disorder the system,
ultimately causing (exponential?) decay of correlations.
Therefore, if SMπ is to renormalize to a massless limit in
the infrared, then renormalization should somehow act
to suppress its instantons.

Now in the community of CFT experts, it is known
[11] that the SU(2)1 WZW model has an equivalent rep-
resentation as a free U(1) boson compactified at a certain

radius (r = 1/
√
2, using string theory conventions) which

makes for a hidden SU(2) symmetry. Taking the boson
field to be an angular variable ϕ ∼ ϕ+ 2π, we write the
free boson action as

S∗ =
1

4π

∫
Σ

d2x ∂µϕ∂µϕ . (14)

For an alternative expression, one could standardize the
prefactor in (14) to the value 1/(2π) and change the scale

of the angular field so that ϕ ∼ ϕ+ 2πr with r = 1/
√
2.

The model (14) is equivalent to the SU(2)1 WZW
model in that it has the same conformal charge (c = 1)

and houses the same su(2)L × su(2)R current algebra of
level k = 1. Indeed, splitting the angular field ϕ (with
equation of motion ∂z∂z̄ϕ = 0) into its holomorphic and
anti-holomorphic parts as

ϕ(z, z̄) =
1

2

(
ϕ(z) + ϕ̄(z̄)

)
, (15)

one has a triplet {J3, J+, J−} of currents of conformal
dimension (1, 0) which generate an su(2)L chiral current
algebra of level k = 1:

J3(z) = −i∂zϕ(z), J±(z) = :e±iϕ(z) : . (16)

(For the su(2)R factor, simply replace ϕ(z) by ϕ̄(z̄).)
Correlation functions in the two theories are also the

same. In particular, the fundamental vertex field e±iϕ(z,z̄)

has conformal dimension (1/4, 1/4), so that〈
eiϕ(z,z̄)e−iϕ(w,w̄)

〉
∼ |z − w|−1, (17)

which reproduces the scaling limit (13) predicted for the
spin-spin correlation function in the ground state of the
antiferromagnetic chain.
So, we are faced with an instance of the same critical

infrared physics being exhibited by two different models:
SU(2)k=1 WZW and U(1)r=1/

√
2 . Of course, a major

difference is that the SU(2) symmetry of the WZWmodel
is not manifest in the U(1) boson formulation. One might
therefore think that the latter is an accident which can
be safely ignored. We disagree! As a matter of fact, we
are going to argue that the U(1)r=1/

√
2 description points

us to a systematic phenomenon of which the present case
is just one example. Let us first show how SU(2) can be
made more explicit in the U(1) boson model.

A. Extending the U(1) boson theory

We imagine that the angular field ϕ in Eq. (14) param-
eterizes a circle S1 (the “equator”) in the target sphere
S2 of the O(3) nonlinear σ-model. For reasons to be ex-
plained presently, we remove from S2 two points, say the
north pole p and the south pole p′ = −p (as the antipode
of p), and we then identify the punctured sphere with the
normal bundle of S1 ⊂ S2:

S2 \ {p,−p} ∼= N (S1), (18)

which has the topology of a cylinder, N (S1) ∼= S1×R; in
particular, π2

(
N (S1)

)
= 0. To parameterize the cylinder

axis R, we introduce a real-valued field b, and we consider
the extended action functional

S =
β

8π

∫
Σ

d2x (∂µϕ∂µϕ+∇µb∇µb) (19)

with covariant derivative ∇µ = ∂µ + i ∂µϕ. We think of
this action as coming from the cylinder S1 ×R viewed as
a Riemannian manifold with complex (!) metric

g = dϕ2 + (db+ ib dϕ)2. (20)
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Since Det(g) = 1 in the chosen ϕ, b coordinate basis, the
functional integration measure of the extended theory de-
rives from the flat area two-form dϕ ∧ db on S1 × R. We
note that the factor multiplying the second summand
(which has been set to unity for convenience) of the met-
ric g is arbitrary as the free field b admits any change
of scale b(x) → r b(x). As a further remark, we are not
disturbed by the appearance of an imaginary term in g,
as the topological term of the O(3) nonlinear σ-model
as the parent theory is already imaginary. Along simi-
lar lines, we can draw inspiration from the WZW model,
where the Riemannian structure of SU(2) is deformed by
the appearance of an imaginary 2-form term introducing
torsion into the geometric operation of parallel transport.

One could still worry that the functional integral of the
theory (19) might not exist, as the metric tensor not only
fails to be real but also has one sign-indefinite diagonal
component: (

gϕϕ gϕb
gbϕ gbb

)
=

(
1− b2 ib
ib 1

)
. (21)

However, the functional integral does make perfect sense
as long as it is understood as a sequential integral: we
integrate over b first, then we do the ϕ-field integral. In-
deed, carrying out the Gaussian functional integral over
b (after isolating the zero mode, which needs separate
treatment) we obtain the reciprocal square root of a de-
terminant: ∫

Db e−(β/8π)
∫
d2x∇µb∇µb

∝ Det−1/2
(
− eiϕ∂µ e−2iϕ∂µ e

iϕ
)
,

(22)

which can be calculated exactly (e.g., by the method of
heat-kernel regularization) and contributes to the action
for the ϕ-field the term S∗ exhibited in Eq. (14). Thus the
effective action that results from Eq. (19) by integrating
out the b-field is

Seff =
β + 2

8π

∫
Σ

d2x ∂µϕ∂µϕ . (23)

We see that the coupling to the b-field enhances the stiff-
ness of the ϕ-field (instead of destabilizing it, as one
might have feared from the metric tensor component
gϕϕ = 1 − b2 becoming negative for large b). We also
see that Seff reduces to S∗ in the limit of β → 0.
In the next subsection, we are going to show that

two-loop perturbative renormalization of the theory (19)
sends the coupling β toward zero. Assuming this result
to remain qualitatively correct beyond two-loop order,
we arrive at the conclusion that (19) is an exact reformu-
lation of the U(1) boson theory (14) by extension. The
merit of our reformulation is that it makes the hidden
SU(2) symmetry of (14) explicit, as follows.

There exists an infinitesimal action of

su(2) ≡ Lie SU(2) = Lie SO(3) (24)

[actually, of the complexification sl2(C) = su(2)⊕ i su(2)]
on the cylinder S1×R with coordinates ϕ, b by three basic
vector fields indexed by σ3/2 and σ± = (σ1 ± iσ2)/2:

Lσ3/2 =
1

i

∂

∂ϕ
, Lσ− = e−iϕ 1

i

∂

∂b
,

Lσ+
= eiϕ

(
(1− b2)

1

i

∂

∂b
− 2b

∂

∂ϕ

)
.

(25)

It is easily verified that these first-order differential op-
erators satisfy sl2(C) Lie bracket relations,

[LA,LB ] = L[A,B] , (26)

and are Killing vector fields, i.e., their vector flows pre-
serve the metric tensor (20) and they have zero diver-
gence with respect to the area two-form dϕ∧db on S1×R.
Thus they generate global symmetries of the action func-
tional (19) and the functional integration measure. As a
result, any Ward identity due to SO(3) = SU(2)/Z2 as
an infinitesimal symmetry holds in the theory (19).
It should be noted, however, that the infinitesimal ac-

tion of SO(3) does note integrate to a finite group action.
The reason is that the cylinder S1 × R = N (S1 ⊂ S2) ∼=
S2 \ {p,−p} is not invariant under all SO(3) transforma-
tions. We will return to this issue in Sect. VI.

B. Ricci flow

From the literature [20] we know that the renormaliza-
tion group (RG) flow in two-loop approximation for a 2D
nonlinear Riemannian model with coupling β and metric
tensor gjl is given by

d

d ln a

(
β gjl

)
= −Ricjl −

1

2β
RjpqrR pqr

l +O(β−2), (27)

where Ri
jkl are the components of the Riemann curva-

ture tensor of the target space, Ricjl = Rk
jkl is the Ricci

tensor, and the RG flow parameter a is the short-distance
cutoff of the UV-regularized field theory. Assuming (rea-
sonably so) that this formula from perturbation theory
carries over to the case of a complex metric tensor gjl,
we proceed to apply it to the situation at hand.
To compute the curvature contractions in Eq. (27), we

first set up the Levi-Civita covariant derivative ∇ ≡ g∇
associated with the metric g. This is expressed as

∇ = d+ Γ, (28)

where Γ is the connection one-form (with components
that are known as Christoffel symbols). By the Koszul
formula of Riemannian geometry, the expression for Γ in
our target space coordinates ϕ, b is

Γ = dϕ
(
ib2(E b

b − E ϕ
ϕ ) + b(1− b2)E ϕ

b − bE b
ϕ

)
+ db

(
b(E b

b − E ϕ
ϕ ) + ib2E ϕ

b + iE b
ϕ

)
,

(29)
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where E ϕ
ϕ = ∂ϕ ⊗ dϕ, E ϕ

b = ∂b ⊗ dϕ, etc., are the basic
tangent space endomorphisms for our coordinate basis.
Now the Riemann curvature R follows from the Levi-
Civita covariant derivative as

R = ∇∧2 = dΓ + Γ ∧ Γ = 1
2R

i
jklE

j
i dx

k ∧ dxl

= dϕ ∧ db
(
ib (E ϕ

ϕ − E b
b )− (1− b2)E ϕ

b + E b
ϕ

)
.

(30)

Finally, computing the terms in Eq. (27) we find

1

2
RjpqrR pqr

l = Ricjl = gjl . (31)

It follows that the scalar curvature is constant and posi-
tive. Thus we conclude that our target space (S1 ×R, g)
with complex metric g behaves geometrically like a (lo-
cally) symmetric space. We shall explain in Sect. VB
why and how this striking feature comes about.

To summarize our findings, the field theory with ac-
tion (19) is one-parameter renormalizable up to two-loop
order, and its RG flow equation (27) simplifies to

dβ

d ln a
= −1− 1

β
+O(1/β2). (32)

We see that the two-loop approximation predicts an RG-
beta function zero at the unphysical value of β = −1 < 0.
For reasons spelled out at the end of Sect. VB, we expect
that higher-loop corrections preserve the one-parameter
renormalizability and stop the RG flow as the limit β → 0
of stability is reached.

In summary, the theory with action (19) for β → 0 is
a valid alternative to the SU(2)1 WZW model. Indeed,
it has all the required accolades including global O(3)
symmetry to qualify as an RG-fixed point theory for the
O(3) nonlinear σ-model at θ = π.

IV. HEURISTIC RG SCENARIO

Now in view of the tantalizing possibility of various
generalizations to long-standing open problems, we may
ask a more ambitious question: can we fortify the alter-
native (of Sect. III) for the RG-fixed point of SMπ by
giving a complete derivation, following the RG flow from
the UV cutoff scale all the way into the IR regime? Need-
less to say, that looks very hard and is definitely beyond
the scope of the present work. Also, to keep things in
perspective, let us recall that Affleck and Haldane did
not derive the SU(2)1 WZW model; they just made a
plausible case for it as reviewed in Sect. II C. With these
caveats in mind, let us offer the heuristics of the present
section.

A. Perturbative renormalization

For a direct treatment of the O(3) nonlinear σ-model
at θ = π, we need some better idea of what happens

under renormalization. We begin by summarizing what is
known about perturbative renormalization of the model.
(i) The θ-parameter does not renormalize in pertur-

bation theory. Indeed, the topological density Ltop in-
tegrates to a constant (the topological charge q, a.k.a.
the number of instantons), which vanishes for all field
configurations taken into account in perturbation theory.
(ii) Brézin, Zinn-Justin, and Guillou [21] showed that

the O(3) nonlinear σ-model (for θ = π) is renormalizable
to all orders in perturbation theory.
(iii) It should be understood that if a field-theoretical

model is renormalizable to all orders in perturbation the-
ory, it does not follow (not in any rigorous sense) that the
model is actually renormalizable outside of the perturba-
tive regime of weak coupling. In fact, perturbation theory
generates but an asymptotic expansion, and unless that
expansion is strongly asymptotic, it does not determine
the function which it is trying to reproduce.
(iv) For the O(N) nonlinear σ-model Wegner [22] and

Castilla & Chakravarty [23] computed the anomalous
scaling dimensions ys of high-gradient operators of the
sort (∂µm⃗ · ∂νm⃗)s by 2 + ϵ expansion and found the fol-
lowing result:

ys = d− 2s+
ϵs(s− 1)

N − 2
+O(ϵ2). (33)

One notices that the scaling dimensions (33) become pos-
itive for large s ∼ ϵ−1. This led to speculations, at the
time, that the nonlinear σ-model might be RG-unstable
with respect to perturbations by high-gradient opera-
tors, leading to a breakdown of one-parameter scaling.
Later, Brezin and Hikami [24] dismissed such specula-
tions as mathematically unfounded. Nonetheless, as an
afterthought to that old discussion, we find it worth re-
marking that results for critical exponents (of the transi-
tion in d = 3 to a symmetry-broken phase) from (2 + ϵ)-
expansion of the nonlinear σ-model tend to be numeri-
cally poor in comparison with those obtained by (4− ϵ)-
expansion of a symmetry-related linear model of Wilson-
Fisher or Ginzburg-Landau type. Therefore, and for fur-
ther reasons spelled out below, another take on the situ-
ation might be that one-parameter scaling holds just fine
(in agreement with numerical and experimental observa-
tions), but the 3D nonlinear σ-model is RG-unstable af-
ter all and flows to another fixed point (of Wilson-Fisher
type, or of nonlinear type with a different symmetry or-
bit) at the phase transition.
(v) Renormalizability of the nonlinear σ-model would

imply one-parameter scaling (as seen in numerics and
experiments), but the converse is not true.

B. Kadanoff block-spin transformation

What can we say beyond perturbation theory? Let
us begin with a quick word about the one-dimensional
situation: nonlinear σ-models in d = 1 are super-
renormalizable by the principle of infinite divisibility of
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Brownian motion and its heat kernel. This simplicity is
unique to one dimension and gives little (if any) insight
to what happens with nonlinear σ-models under renor-
malization in higher dimension.

Now for the model under consideration, momentum-
space RG methods are ruled out by the hard constraint
m⃗(x)2 = 1, which does not behave nicely under Fourier
transform m⃗(x) 7→

∑
x e

ikxm⃗(x). Hence we are left with
real-space renormalization (of the lattice-regularized field
theory) as the only viable RG scheme to use. The first
idea that might come to mind is renormalization by naive
decimation, i.e., by integration over some subset of the
spins to produce an effective action for the remaining
spins in the complementary subset. While that works
fine in d = 1, it is a bad idea in higher dimension. The
reason is that, similar to what happens for renormaliza-
tion by momentum-shell integration with a hard momen-
tum cutoff, decimation will generate long-range interac-
tions between the remaining spins, thereby thwarting the
whole renormalization approach.

So, for our nonlinear model in dimension d ≥ 2, we
are going to think about real-space renormalization by a
kind of Kadanoff block-spin transformation. To set the
stage, let us sketch briefly how one might implement the
Kadanoff block-spin scheme in the concrete situation at
hand. (i) One discretizes the 2D continuum field theory
(2) by placing the spins m⃗(x) on the sites of a square
lattice. The action functional then becomes a sum over
interactions of nearest-neighbor pairs:

Slatt =
1

8π

∑
x∈Z2

2∑
µ=1

(
m⃗(x+ eµ)− m⃗(x)

)2
,

m⃗(x) · m⃗(x) = β. (34)

Note that we have standardized the coupling (to 1/8π) by
re-interpreting the parameter β as the radius squared of
the target sphere. (We have also dropped the topological
term for now with the understanding that the field is be-
ing renormalized in a sector of fixed instanton number.)
(ii) One organizes the lattice sites into a super-lattice of
square blocks (b), each containing n2 sites:

{m⃗(x+ ie1 + je2)}1≤i,j≤n ≡ {m⃗b,1, . . . , m⃗b,n2}. (35)

(iii) One defines a suitable average over the spins in a
given block b:

M⃗b ≡ {m⃗b,1, . . . , m⃗b,n2} 7→ Av(M⃗b). (36)

(iv) One introduces collective variables m⃗b associated
with blocks by inserting

1 =
∏

blocks

∫
dm⃗b δ

(
m⃗b −Av(M⃗b)

)
(37)

in the functional integral. (Instead of the δ-distribution
one could also use a smooth bump function. The range
and measure for the m⃗b remain to be specified.) (v) Re-
versing the order of integration, one integrates over the

variables m⃗(x) on the original lattice to obtain a renor-
malized theory on the coarse-grained lattice of block vari-
ables m⃗b. (vi) One iterates the whole procedure.

C. Choice of averaging map

The success of such a renormalization scheme hinges on
a good choice of averaging map Av (and the prior ques-
tion of where to concentrate the block spins m⃗b.) So, how
should we choose that averaging map? Given the Rie-
mannian structure of the target sphere S2β with squared

radius β, one might try to place Av(M⃗b) right on S2β ,

assign Riemann normal coordinates (w.r.t. to Av(M⃗b) as
the reference point) to the site spins in the given block b,

and then determine Av(M⃗b) by requiring that these co-
ordinates add up to zero. While this would be a natural
choice in d = 1, we do not consider it a good choice in
higher dimension, for several reasons. For one, there is
again the risk of losing locality in the renormalized field
theory: similar to defects, badly placed block spins will
introduce an undue amount of strain into the combined
system of interacting site spins and block spins, and that
strain is likely to produce non-local stress among the ef-
fective system of block spins. For another reason, Rie-
mann normal coordinates are defined only locally (they
become ill-defined at the radius of injectivity of the expo-
nential map), and this creates an issue at strong coupling
where the whole target S2β is explored by large fluctua-
tions of the site spins in a single block.
A better choice of the map Av is suggested by the (per-

turbatively known) outcome of a renormalization group
transformation, as follows. Let us regard the sphere S2β
as a submanifold of the Euclidean vector space R3 and
take Av to be the arithmetic mean computed in R3:

Av(M⃗b) = Av
(
{m⃗b,1, . . . , m⃗b,n2}

)
=

1

n2

n2∑
i=1

m⃗b,i . (38)

We then define a field-dependent scale factor r(M⃗b) by

Av(M⃗b)
2 = r(M⃗b)β. (39)

By the convexity of the 3-ball bounded by S2β one has

r(M⃗b) ≤ 1. Thus, the arithmetic mean (38) always lies
inside the target sphere for the site spins (Fig. 1).
To calibrate our renormalization step, let us take a look

at the extreme weak-coupling limit (β → ∞). There,
separated by typical distances of order unity due to the

standardized weight function e−(∆m⃗)2/8π, all site spins
in a given block lie effectively in a single tangent plane
at a single point p of the target sphere S2β→∞ with in-

finite radius. Since the arithmetic average Av(M⃗b) lies
in the same tangent plane, the whole calculation admits
reduction to that very plane TpS

2
∞

∼= R2. We can guess
the result of the renormalization step of integrating over
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FIG. 1. (a) In the case of the sphere S2 as the target space,
the arithmetic mean (38) places the Kadanoff block spin in
the convex domain of the 3-ball bounded by S2. (b) For a
hyperboloid H2 as target space, the same arithmetic mean
still maps into a convex domain, now the 3-fold bounded by
H2. In the former case the stiffness parameter β (viewed as
the squared target radius) decreases, while in the latter case it
increases. In two dimensions, this predicts RG flow to strong
resp. weak coupling in the two cases, in qualitative agreement
with the formula (27) from perturbative RG.

the site spins: by the RG-fixed point property of the 2D
Gaussian free field, the renormalized action for the block
spins will be given by the block analog of Eq. (34), with
exactly the same pre-factor 1/8π.

As we go away from the weak-coupling limit, Friedan’s
formula (27) informs us that the stiffness parameter 1/8π
gets reduced under renormalization, since the curvature
of the target sphere S2

β (β < ∞) is positive. An equiv-
alent scheme, preferred for present purposes, is to keep
1/8π fixed and encode the effect of renormalization in a
shrinking squared radius β of the target sphere. Now,
even if we had no knowledge of (27), this outcome of a
shrinking radius would still be expected from Eq. (39)

and r(M⃗b) < 1 (assuming 1/8π fixed). Indeed, a shrink-
ing radius with reduction factor r < 1 is just what is
predicted by the choice of arithmetic mean (38) as the
Kadanoff block-averaging function. It should also be
clear that the reduction β → rβ by arithmetic averag-
ing simply reflects the positive target-sphere curvature,
which determines the perturbative RG flow by Eq. (27).

To appreciate the power of this observation, let us com-
ment on the general situation of a nonlinear σ-model
with target space G/K. There, to carry out the present
construction, we embed the symmetric space G/K as
a (co-)adjoint G-orbit into the Lie algebra of G and
take the arithmetic average in the vector space Lie(G).
As an example, consider the hyperbolic target space
H2
β

∼= SO(1, 2)/SO(2), realized as a two-dimensional

subspace of the (2 + 1)-dimensional Minkowski space

Lie SO(1, 2) ∼= R3 by the quadratic equation

(m0)2 − (m1)2 − (m2)2 = β,

(m0,m1,m2) ∈ R3, m0 > 0.
(40)

As before, the values of the arithmetic mean (38) lie in
a convex space, now the 3-fold bounded by H2

β . In the

present instance, this means that the scale factor r(M⃗b)
always exceeds unity (cf. Fig. 1). Thus the squared radius
β (or “invariant mass”, using the language of special rel-
ativity) is now predicted to grow under renormalization.
This is how it should be, given the formula (27) and the
fact that H2

β has constant negative curvature.

In summary, the arithmetic mean (38) provides us with
a geometric and very direct intuition for how renormal-
ization affects a 2D nonlinear σ-model: for a target space
of positive (resp. negative) curvature, it correctly pre-
dicts a shrinking (resp. expanding) target radius, hence
RG flow to strong (resp. weak) coupling. We take this
as convincing evidence that the arithmetic mean (38) is
a good averaging map to use in the Kadanoff block-spin
transformation given by Eq. (37).

D. What happens at strong coupling?

With that understanding in hand, we can finally de-
liver the punch line of the current section. In the weak-
coupling regime, we expect that one can renormalize the
lattice nonlinear σ-model (34) to another such model;
to that end, one replaces the δ-distribution in (37) by a
smooth bump distribution and constrains the block spins
m⃗b to vary in a target sphere with definite and opti-
mized [25] squared radius β′ < β. Not so for strong cou-
pling! Given the present picture, it looks quite unlikely
that one can avoid generating long-range renormalized
interactions with the stipulation that block spins are con-
strained to lie in a target sphere of fixed radius. Rather,
the radius should be allowed to fluctuate and become a
dynamical variable, thereby increasing the target-space
dimension from two to three – in line with the Affleck-
Haldane proposal of RG flow to the SU(2)1 WZW model
with a three-dimensional target space.

The key message then is this. Even though the O(3)
nonlinear σ-model is renormalizable by perturbation ex-
pansion about the Gaussian free field limit at weak cou-
pling, there exists no proof of renormalizability in the
strong-coupling regime; moreover, in view of the picture
presented here, it seems highly unlikely that such will
ever come about. Rather, one should accept that in the
course of renormalization to strong coupling the radius
of the target sphere becomes a dynamical field. (As a
corollary, one should not be surprised if the model ulti-
mately undergoes target-space reconstruction in the final
stretch of RG flow to the infrared limit.)

To add further substance to our key message, let us
mention the possibility of implementing the nonlinear
constraint m⃗(x)2 = 1 by integration over a Lagrange
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multiplier field x 7→ λ⃗(x). The resulting linearized the-
ory can be analyzed in the momentum representation
by functional RG [Flore]. By doing so, one still finds

that λ⃗ becomes dynamical, in keeping with the picture
above (2 → 3 d.o.f.). An alternative pursued in [26] is to
drop the nonlinear constraint m⃗(x)2 = 1 and, instead, let
the target sphere radius |m⃗(x)| fluctuate according to a
low-order polynomial U added as

∫
d2xU(|m⃗(x)|2) to the

bare Lagrangian. Such an approach is in full agreement
with the present scenario. (We should caution, however,
that the final conclusions of [26] are not the same as ours.)

To conclude this subsection, let us qualify the above
by putting it in the grand perspective. Recall that any
RG-generated spacetime fluctuations of the target-sphere
radius are fluctuations of a non-Goldstone (or massive)
field not related to the global symmetries of the O(3)
nonlinear σ-model. Therefore, we expect these to be a
transient (albeit very important) phenomenon of non-
perturbative renormalization. In other words, we expect
the field degrees of freedom to reconcentrate on a single
orbit of the O(3)-symmetry group as the RG flow arrives
in the far infrared; there, we are going to see no more
than massless field degrees of freedom – massless due to
the continuous O(3)-symmetry of the model.

E. What to do about the θ-term?

The discussion so far ignores the θ-term of the σ-model.
To incorporate it into our local RG picture, we first need
to clarify the interpretation of θ = π (mod 2π). Indeed,
the field-theory models at θ and θ + 2π are equivalent
only on a spacetime without boundary ; in the presence of
a boundary, the physics is verifiably different: the model
for θ+2π features an additional edge mode as compared
with that for θ. Now, real-space renormalization is a
locality-preserving procedure that processes block-type
(meaning local) information. How, then, should we go
about renormalizing the present theory with coupling-
constant anomaly θ = π + 2πZ?
Recall from Sect. IIA that we are studying SMπ pri-

marily as an effective field theory for antiferromagnetic
quantum spin chains in the semiclassical limit of large
spin |S|, where the bare θ-coupling is

θ = 2π|S|.

To appreciate the large value of θ ∼ |S|, notice that
the θ-term in (2) arises from the path-integral method
with spin-coherent states via the overlap between such
states. Relatedly, one may think of (θ/2π)

∫
Σ
d2xLtop

as the Berry phase incurred in the course of adiabatic
transport of a quantum spin |S| around a closed space-
time loop bounding Σ; that Berry phase grows linearly
with |S|.
Having argued that the target-sphere radius turns dy-

namical under renormalization into the strong-coupling
regime, we now face the question as to how the θ-term

extends away from fixed radius. Consider the extension

iθ

2π

∫
Σ

d2xLtop →

i

4π

∫
Σ

d2x f(|m⃗|2) ϵµν m⃗ · (∂µm⃗× ∂νm⃗) (41)

where m⃗(x) ∈ R3 and f is some profile function. To re-
produce the proper semiclassical behavior for large |m⃗| ∼
|S|, we require the asymptotic limit f(|m⃗|2) → |m⃗|−2 for
large |m⃗|. If we also insist on an analytic dependence
near m⃗ = 0, then a natural choice is

f(|m⃗|2) = (α+ |m⃗|2)−1 (42)

with some positive number α of order unity. [Inciden-
tally, one may observe that the Wess-Zumino-Witten
term given by (10) depends on the radial field ψ linearly
near ψ = π/2 and as a cubic power near ψ = 0, similar to
what we have in Eqs. (41, 42). We do not know whether
to attribute a deeper significance to that coincidence.]
As a side remark, the functional RG approach of [26]

takes f ≡ 1; we do not consider that an appropriate
choice of extension.

F. Target-space surgery

After a long excursion into non-perturbative renormal-
ization and what to expect from it, we return to the stage
of Sect. III to tie down some loose ends. Recall that the
phenomenological target space of the infrared (IR) theory
(19) is a cylinder S1 ×R, whereas the target space of the
UV theory is a sphere S2. To give further justification to
the proposed IR theory, we need to come up with a sce-
nario explaining the change of topology (S2 → S1 × R).
That scenario has to revolve around the θ-term.
Without the input from non-perturbative renormaliza-

tion, we might argue as follows. We observe that the UV
model (2) has instanton configurations [27, 28], where the
field m⃗ wraps around the target sphere. One speaks of
an “instanton gas” of lumps of topological charge density.
(The gas is actually a plasma of localized excitations car-
rying charges of both signs.) While such configurations
are invisible to perturbative renormalization where one
integrates out the short-wavelength modes, they do have
the non-perturbative effect of scrambling the field over
large scales. For θ ̸= π the scrambling effect presum-
ably helps with the generation of a mass gap, making all
correlations decay exponentially.
For θ ̸= 0 (mod 2π) the sum over instantons comes

with a phase factor eiθq, where q ∈ Z is the total topo-
logical charge; cf. Eq. (4). The presence of the phase fac-
tor causes cancelations in the sum. These cancelations
become maximal for θ = π, where eiθq = (−1)q. We are
thus led to surmise that the parameter value θ = π acts to
suppress the sectors with q ̸= 0; i.e., instantons do exist
on short scales, but on approaching the infrared limit the
instanton plasma (for θ = π) acquires local neutrality.
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To corroborate that surmise, let us now inject our
thoughts from the current section. We went to some
length to argue that non-perturbative renormalization at
strong coupling promotes the target-sphere radius tran-
siently to a dynamical field. Building on that strong-
coupling scenario, we expect that the θ-parameter ex-
hibits spacetime fluctuations that increase with decreas-
ing stiffness β. These RG-induced fluctuations of θ enter
the weight of the functional integral as a multiplicative
phase factor

exp

(
i

2π

∫
d2x θ(x)Ltop(x)

)
. (43)

By the Fourier principle that broad distribution of a vari-
able forces narrow distribution of the conjugate variable,
the increasing fluctuations of θ(x) will suppress the topo-
logical density Ltop(x). That is our main hypothesis.
By inspecting the expression for Ltop, say in spherical

polar coordinates with a polar angle −π/2 ≤ ξ ≤ +π/2
and an azimuthal angle 0 ≤ ϕ ≤ 2π,

Ltop = 1
2 ϵ

µν cos ξ ∂µξ ∂νϕ, (44)

we see that the topological density stays small if at least
one of ξ or ϕ exhibits small variation. Now for a fixed
field configuration we can always change to adapted co-
ordinates to arrange for ξ to be the variable that exhibits
restricted variation. The emerging picture then is that
(in a given field configuration of statistical relevance) the
field explores a tubular neighborhood of some equator
ξ = 0 while staying away from two polar cap regions
ξ ≥ π/2 − δ and ξ ≤ −π/2 + δ. Assuming this picture
to be qualitatively correct, we may excise from the tar-
get sphere S2 the two dark polar caps. Actually, for our
purposes it will be sufficient to remove two points (the
“north pole” p at ξ = π/2 and the “south pole” −p at
ξ = −π/2), thus replacing S2 by S2\{p,−p}. This step of
excision is a necessary prerequisite for the remaining part
of our treatment: we shall now Cauchy-deform the O(3)
nonlinear σ-model with modified target space S2\{p,−p}
to the field theory (19) with cylindrical target space.

V. CAUCHY DEFORMATION

A basic and well known result of complex analysis on
C is the Cauchy Integral Theorem. One formulation of
it is that line integrals admit contour deformation, i.e.∫

γ

f(z) dz =

∫
γ′
f(z) dz, (45)

if the two curves differ only by a boundary, γ′ = γ + ∂D
(one also says that γ′ is homologous to γ), and f is holo-
morphic on the connecting domain D. The equality (45)
carries over to the setting of Cn and, more generally, any
complex manifold. Here we adapt this “Cauchy princi-
ple” to our field-theory problem.

FIG. 2. (a) Orientation-preserving maps from Σ to S2 ac-
cumulate a large phase (θ/2π)

∫
Σ
d2xLtop, which is expected

to cause a large amount of cancelation by destructive inter-
ference. (b) In contrast, field configurations that undulate
in some equatorial strip of the target sphere by multiple ori-
entation reversals, typically are close to being phase-neutral.
Such configurations should dominate the infrared.

A. Cauchy principle (field theory version)

To motivate the field-theory generalization, let us con-
sider some field theory with target space X which is a
real submanifold of real dimension n of a complex n-
dimensional manifold C with local coordinates z1, . . . , zn.
Let C be equipped with a section of its canonical bundle,
i.e. a differential form

ω(C) = dz1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzn (46)

of degree n. Assume that X ⊂ C is orientable with vol-
ume form ω(X ) given by the restriction of ω(C).
Now imagine that the field theory is UV-regularized

by placing it on a lattice, say Zd, or even better, a finite
part Λ ⊂ Zd thereof. The field then becomes a map
Φ : Λ → X , or equivalently, a point of the product space
X |Λ| where |Λ| is the cardinality of the discrete set Λ. By
taking products, the lattice field space X |Λ| is embedded
into C|Λ| as a real subspace.
We now assume that the field-theory integrand e−S ex-

tends holomorphically to an open neighborhood of X |Λ|

inside C|Λ|. By the Cauchy principle, the functional in-
tegral then remains unchanged if we deform X to a ho-

mologous domain X̂ ⊂ C (hence X |Λ| to X̂ |Λ|) inside the
domain of holomorphicity:∫

X |Λ|
e−S

∏
x∈Λ

ω(C)
x =

∫
X̂ |Λ|

e−S
∏
x∈Λ

ω(C)
x , (47)

while keeping the integrand e−S
∏
ω
(C)
x the same.

It stands to reason that the stated Cauchy principle
continues to hold when the lattice regularization is re-
placed by another scheme of UV-regularization. In the
sequel, we shall apply it to the continuum field theory (2,
3) with unspecified UV-regularization.
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B. Cauchy deformation of S2 \ {p,−p}

We now pause for a moment to say where we are and
what we are going to do. Recall that our renormalization
group scenario is multi-stage: starting from perturbative
RG at weak coupling, we pass through a strong-coupling
regime with dynamical but transient target-radius field,
and we finally arrive at the infrared limit with only mass-
less degrees of freedom. In the present subsection, we
are going to jump over the middle stage, for which we
have nothing quantitative to offer beyond informed guess
work. More precisely, we will use only one piece of infor-
mation from the middle stage: the target-space surgery
S2 → S2 \ {p,−p}. Thus we now consider the model (2)
with m⃗(x)2 = 1 but modified target space S2 \{p,−p} to
show that it deforms exactly to the field theory (19).

Continuing our notation from the previous subsection,
we make the identification

X ≡ S2 \ {p,−p} (48)

and view the punctured two-sphere X as a real subspace
of dimension 2 of the complex 2-dimensional quadric

C = {(m1,m2,m3) ∈ C3 |
∑

a
(ma)2 = 1}. (49)

Introducing the combinationsm± := m1∓im2 and taking

m3 = ±
√
1−m+m− (50)

as dependent, we will regard the complex variables m±

as local complex coordinates for C [in either one of the
two coordinate charts with fixed sign in Eq. (50)]. The
real subspace X ⊂ C is singled out by demanding

m− = m+ (51)

and excluding m+ = 0 = m−. The usual solid-angle
two-form on X is given by restriction of

ω(C) =
dm1 ∧ dm2

m3
. (52)

It is clear that the functional integrand from (2, 3) is a
holomorphic functional of the field m⃗ with complexified
target space C. Thus the conditions for the applicability
of the Cauchy principle are satisfied, and we may deform
the punctured two-sphere X = S2 \ {p,−p} to a homol-
ogous target space inside the quadric C. For notational
convenience, we now assemble the components of m⃗ into
the matrix Q = iσam

a. Then, to fix our setting, we
identify the excised points ±p with Q = ±iσ3.
The deformation is implemented by a family of differ-

entiable maps fτ : X → C with real deformation pa-
rameter τ ≥ 0. Rather than defining fτ directly, we find
it technically convenient to specify how the local coordi-
nates m± transform under inverse pullback by fτ :

(f−1
τ )∗m+ = m+ cosh τ −

√
m+

m− sinh τ,

(f−1
τ )∗m− = m− cosh τ +

√
m−

m+
sinh τ.

(53)

We see that the expressions on the right-hand side are lo-
cally holomorphic in the complex variables m±. We also
note that the square root becomes single-valued upon re-
striction to X , where m− = m+. Furthermore, from the
requirement that fτ maps X into C (i.e. preserves the
defining constraint m⃗2 = 1), we deduce that

(f−1
τ )∗m3 = m3 cosh τ. (54)

Of course, fτ is ill-defined on the complex linesm+ = 0
and m− = 0. These intersect S2 ⊂ C in the two points
{p,−p}, which is why it was necessary to replace S2 by
the punctured space X = S2 \ {p,−p}. Altogether, we
conclude that we have a good one-parameter family of
maps fτ : X → C, giving us a family of deformed spaces
fτ (X ) all homologous to f0(X ) = X .
We now proceed to carry out the Cauchy deformation

by fτ (ultimately sending τ → ∞). In order to avoid
the unnecessary coordinate singularity at the equator
m+m− = 1 where the square root m3 = ±

√
1−m+m−

changes sign, we switch to spherical polar coordinates for
X by setting

m±∣∣
X = e∓iϕ cos ξ (55)

with polar angle ξ and azimuthal angle ϕ as in Sect. IVF
above. (The values ξ = ±π/2 of the former are excluded
by excision of the poles {p,−p}). By the transformation
(53), the basic functions ma (assembled into Q = iσam

a)
then pull back to

Qτ ≡ (f−1
τ )∗Q = iσ3 sin ξ cosh τ

+ iσ+e
−iϕ(cos ξ cosh τ + sinh τ) (56)

+ iσ−e
+iϕ(cos ξ cosh τ − sinh τ),

and the Fubini-Study metric of the two-sphere S2,

g = −1

2
Tr dQ2 = dϕ2 cos2 ξ + dξ2, (57)

τ -deforms to τg ≡ − 1
2Tr dQ

2
τ as

τg = dϕ2(1− sin2 ξ cosh2 τ)

+ dξ2 cosh2 τ + i sin ξ dξ dϕ sinh 2τ. (58)

Let us point out that τg (with its imaginary off-diagonal
component) has eigenvalues that are real and positive.
Indeed,

Det (τg) = cos2 ξ cosh2 τ > 0,

Tr (τg) = 1 + cos2 ξ cosh2 τ > 0.

We finally introduce the new variable b := sin ξ cosh τ
and take the limit τ → ∞. The range of b then ex-
pands to the full real axis, and the metric (58) converges
pointwise (not uniformly) to the metric (20). Dropping
the τ → ∞ remnant of the θ-term, which is zero due to
π2(X ) = 0, we conclude that the theory with action (19)
is equivalent to the original theory, Eq. (2). Note that
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we have reached that conclusion by making one (and only
one!) assumption: instantons are suppressed and we may
change the target-space topology from S2 to X .
Moreover, we now see why the target-space geometry

(20) has constant scalar curvature and thus behaves like
a locally symmetric space: being a Cauchy deformation
of X = S2 \ {p,−p}, the target space (S1 ×R, g) receives
its geometric structure by holomorphic continuation from
the Riemannian geometry of the symmetric space S2.
In Sect. III B we showed that Ricci flow lowers the

coupling β of the τ → ∞ deformed theory. Thus we know
that the RG beta function is negative for β large. Now
in view of the hidden symmetric-space geometry and the
resulting simplification of the RG flow [cf. Eq. (32)] there
is no reason for the RG beta function to change sign when
β becomes small. (Indeed, in that case there would be
a multiplicity of RG-fixed points begging for a physical
explanation that does not exist.) Thus by monotonicity,
we expect the coupling to renormalize all the way down to
β = 0+, where the RG flow definitely must stop to avoid
running into the instability of the theory for β < 0. Our
“derivation” of the U(1)r=1/

√
2 boson (as an RG-fixed

point theory for critical anti-ferromagnetic quantum spin
chains) is then completed by recalling that integration
over b yields the effective action (23) and hence, for β →
0, the fixed-point action (14).

It should be emphasized again that the present picture
is heuristic (and, sadly, any rigorous treatment will have
to involve the full apparatus of non-perturbative renor-
malization theory). Its merit is that it allows us to guess
the solution of several non-trivial problems that have so
far defied solution.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

Since our line of reasoning has been presented in peda-
gogical bits and pieces distributed over a number of sub-
sections, we shall now give a concise summary of our
main thread of thought. The starting premise is that
the O(3) nonlinear σ-model with semiclassical parame-
ter values θ = 2π|S| = β (S half-integer and large) is
a critical theory. To begin the search for its non-trivial
renormalization-group fixed point, we note that weak-
coupling perturbation theory takes β to smaller values,
eventually sending the field theory into a strong-coupling
regime where we lose analytical control.

What happens as we enter that analytically inacces-
sible regime? Here we take inspiration from real-space
renormalization by Kadanoff block-spin transformations
and also from a very plausible feature of the WZW sce-
nario: no longer constant in space, the couplings β and θ
start fluctuating as functions of a dynamical field, as in
Eq. (10). The rationale here is that large spatial varia-
tions of the nonlinear σ-model field in the strong-coupling
regime cannot be accounted for by RG transformations
onto a single orbit of the O(3)-symmetry group action;
rather, the coarse-grained field wants to spread over a

higher-dimensional target space foliated by such orbits.
(This effect is well known in space dimension d = 3
and higher, where one describes RG-fixed points not as
nonlinear σ-models but as fixed points of multi-orbit or
Wilson-Fisher type [29].)
The RG-induced fluctuations of θ enter the weight of

the functional integral as the multiplicative phase factor
(43), which tends to reduce the statistical weight by de-
structive interference. Our main conjecture then is that
the dynamical fluctuations of θ act to suppress the topo-
logical charge density Ltop, so that the instanton gas is ul-
timately driven to local charge neutrality in the infrared
limit. If so, the topology of (a single O(3)-orbit in) the
target space gets effectively altered to that of an equato-
rial strip or cylinder in S2:

S2 → N (S1 ⊂ S2) ∼= S1 × R.

How can we get from here to an RG-fixed point?
In order for the renormalization-group flow to stop,

the field theory must reach a point of “geometrostasis”
[8], i.e., the target-space geometry must flow to an RG-
stationary state where the (generalized) target-space cur-
vature vanishes. One can imagine two possibilities. For
one, you may embrace the WZW scenario (with its ex-
tended target space S3 including the dynamical field ψ) to
its full extent, hoping that RG transformations will some-
how induce the WZW-anomalous term that is needed to
offset (by torsion) the Riemannian curvature of S3. What
remains unexplained in that scenario is how the orbit-
fluctuation field ψ, which is non-Goldstone (i.e. not pro-
tected by any continuous symmetry of the O(3)-model),
escapes the fate of infrared death due to the persistence
of its mass terms. We are thus motivated to advocate
another possibility: the appearance of ψ is but a tran-
sient effect of renormalization at strong coupling — ψ is
actually massive and gets frozen out in the final stages
of the RG flow into the infrared fixed point.

In the latter scenario, geometrostasis is achieved by
evolution of the target-space geometry to the paralleliz-
able space S1×R of a cylinder with the complex (!) metric
tensor g of Eq. (20). To reach an RG-fixed point in this
scenario, we take the action functional of Eq. (19) and
send the coupling β → 0+. A painless “derivation” (skip-
ping all the hard work of renormalization) of the expres-
sion (19) is by Cauchy deformation of S2 \ {p,−p} ≡ X
to fτ→∞(X ) ∼= S1 × R, as demonstrated in Sect. VB.

We still need to address a final point that was left out
in the discussion of Sect. IIIA: the infinitesimal action of
SO(3) by the Killing vector fields (25) does not integrate
to a finite group action, as the excision points {p,−p} do
not remain fixed under a general SO(3) transformation.
Now by the Mermin-Wagner-Coleman principle, continu-
ous compact symmetries such as the SO(3)-symmetry of
SMπ cannot be spontaneously broken in two dimensions.
What should we then make of the apparent violation of
global symmetry under the connected Lie group SO(3)?

Our answer is that the global symmetry action by
SO(3) comes with a zero mode, and we have not yet taken
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care of it. At the infrared RG fixed point, this can be
done as follows. Given any reference point in the target
sphere, p ∈ S2, we have the τ -deformed target cylinder

Cp := fτ→∞
(
S2 \ {p,−p}

) ∼= S1 × R, (59)

which we equip with (local) coordinate functions

ϕ : Cp → R/2πZ, b : Cp → R. (60)

Composing these with the field map from spacetime Σ
into Cp, we define the partition function

Z(Cp) =

∫
Dϕ

∫
Db e−

∫
Σ
d2x∇µb∇µb,

∇b = db+ ib dϕ.

(61)

The partition function of the IR fixed-point theory then

is a “zero-mode integral”

ZIR
∗ :=

∫
G/H

dgH Z(g · Cp), (62)

where G = SO(3), H = SO(2) ⊂ SO(3) is the stabi-
lizer of Cp, and dgH denotes the G-invariant measure on
the symmetric space G/H (a.k.a. the solid-angle form ω
on S2). Thus we are suggesting that the infinite-volume
Gibbs state is an SO(3)-invariant integral (62) of ex-
tremal Gibbs states with partition function (61).
To conclude, we have developed a fairly detailed if

heuristic scenario as to how non-perturbative renormal-
ization might take the O(3) nonlinear σ-model at θ = π
to a fixed point with conformal symmetry. Far from be-
ing a mathematical proof, that scenario does satisfy a
number of non-trivial consistency checks. However, the
decisive physics question now is this: can our scenario
explain the (so far unexplained) criticality of some other
nonlinear σ-models at θ = π (as listed in Sect. I)? A
positive answer will be given in a follow-up paper, where
we are going to show that, in particular, the present sce-
nario directly leads to the proposal of [6] for the infrared
limit of Pruisken’s model for the integer quantum Hall
transition.
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