
Three-dimensional Abelian and non-Abelian gauge Higgs theories

Claudio Bonati
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Abstract

Gauge symmetries and Higgs mechanisms are key features of theories describing high-energy particle physics
and collective phenomena in statistical and condensed-matter physics. In this review we address the collec-
tive behavior of systems of multicomponent scalar fields interacting with gauge fields, which can be already
present in the underlying microscopic system or emerge only at criticality. The interplay between local gauge
and global symmetries determines the phase diagram, the nature of the Higgs phases, and the nature of
phase transitions between the high-temperature disordered and the low-temperature Higgs phases. However,
additional crucial features determine the universal properties of the critical behavior at continuous transi-
tions. Specifically, their nature also depends on the role played by the gauge modes at criticality. Effective
(Abelian or non-Abelian) gauge Higgs field theories emerge when gauge modes develop critical correlations.
On the other hand, a more standard critical behavior, which admits an effective description in terms of
Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson Φ4 theories, occurs when gauge-field modes are short ranged at the transition. In
the latter case, gauge fields only prevent non-gauge invariant correlation functions from becoming critical.
This review covers the recent progress made in the study of Higgs systems with Abelian and non-Abelian
gauge fields. We discuss the equilibrium thermodynamic properties of systems with a classical partition
function, focusing mainly on three-dimensional systems, and only briefly discussing two-dimensional mod-
els. However, by using the quantum-to-classical mapping, the results on the critical behavior for classical
systems in D = d+ 1 dimensions can be extended to quantum transitions in d dimensions.
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1. Plan of the review

1.1. Introduction

Gauge symmetries and Higgs mechanisms are key features of theories describing high-energy particle
physics [1–4] and collective phenomena in statistical and condensed-matter physics [2, 5–16]. The large-scale
properties of three-dimensional (3D) gauge models and the nature of their phase transitions are of interest
in several physical contexts. For instance, they are relevant for superconductivity [17–19], for topological
order and unconventional quantum transitions [16, 20, 21], and also in high-energy physics, to address
some aspects of the finite-temperature electroweak and strong-interaction transitions (or, most likely, sharp
crossovers) occurring in the early universe [22, 23], and the quark-gluon and chiral transitions in hadronic
matter [24, 25], presently studied in heavy-ion collisions [26]. In both high-energy and condensed-matter
contexts, it is crucial to have a solid understanding of the interplay between global and gauge symmetries,
and, in particular, of the role that local gauge symmetries play in determining the phase structure of a
model, the nature of its different phases and of its thermal and quantum transitions.

Many collective phenomena in condensed-matter physics are modelled by using effective Abelian Higgs
(AH) theories, which describe a d-dimensional system of degenerate N -component scalar fields minimally
coupled with an Abelian U(1) gauge field. We mention transitions in superconductors, see, e.g., Refs. [18, 19],
and in quantum SU(N) antiferromagnets, see, e.g., Refs. [20, 27–32], and some unconventional quantum
transitions characterized by the so-called deconfined quantum criticality, see, e.g., Refs. [33–40]. The phase
structure and universal features of AH models have been extensively studied, see, e.g., Refs. [18–21, 30–
32, 35, 41–93], paying particular attention to the role of the gauge fields and of the related topological
features, like monopoles and Berry phases, which cannot be captured by effective Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson
(LGW) theories [2, 5, 6, 94, 95] with gauge-invariant scalar order parameters, see, e.g., Refs. [20, 21, 33].

Various lattice AH models have been considered, using both compact and noncompact gauge fields,
with the purpose of identifying the possible universality classes of the continuous transitions occurring in
the presence of gauge invariance. These models provide examples of topological transitions, which are
driven by extended charged excitations with no local order parameter, and of transitions characterized by
a nontrivial interplay between long-range scalar fluctuations and nonlocal topological gauge modes. Most
of the literature focused so far on Abelian gauge models, but, recently, these studies have been extended
to non-Abelian Higgs (NAH) theories, in which multicomponent scalar fields are coupled with non-Abelian
gauge fields, see, e.g., Refs. [20, 96–99], formally similar to those used in the Standard Model of electroweak
interactions [1, 2], in which the interplay between gauge and global symmetries becomes even more complex.

From the theoretical point of view, the existence of continuous phase transitions that cannot be de-
scribed by the standard gauge-invariant LGW paradigm is related to the nonperturbative infrared behavior
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of strongly coupled gauge theories, and, in particular, to the existence of infrared stable charged fixed points
(FPs) of their renormalization-group (RG) flow, entailing also critical gauge-field correlations. At a funda-
mental level, the existence of these nontrivial transitions also provides a way to define gauge field theories
in a nonperturbative framework.

Over the past decade, researchers with different backgrounds, working in high-energy, statistical, and
condensed-matter physics, have made important steps forward in the theoretical understanding of the non-
perturbative physics of Higgs models in less than four dimensions. In light of this steady progress, a survey
of the field seems to be useful for two different reasons: First, one can present the state of the art in the field;
second, there is the possibility to collect and discuss in a unified fashion results that appeared in different
contexts. This will also promote a more efficient communication and interdisciplinary interactions among
researchers working in different areas.

To the best of our knowledge, a review on lower-dimensional, i.e., three-dimensional (3D) and two-
dimensional (2D), AH and NAH theories is still missing, and we would like to fill such gap. Of course, some
of the aspects we plan to cover have already been reviewed— emerging gauge fields and deconfined criticality
are obvious examples, see, e.g., Refs. [20, 21]. However, the existing reviews focus on specific issues and
do not report a general discussion of lower-dimensional lattice AH and NAH theories. In this review we
thoroughly examine the phenomenology of gauge systems, in particular their phase diagram and the nature
of the critical transitions observed when varying the gauge and global symmetries.

1.2. Plan

This review focuses on lower-dimensional AH and NAH theories, in which multicomponent scalar fields
are coupled with Abelian and non-Abelian gauge fields. We discuss these models in a statistical framework [2–
4, 10, 100], in which the partition function is defined as a sum over classical lattice configurations, thus
providing a regularization of the functional path integral and, possibly, paving the way for a nonperturbative
definition of the corresponding statistical field theory. The quantum-to-classical mapping allows us to apply
the classical results for the critical behavior (equivalently, continuum limit) in (d+1) dimensions to quantum
transitions of many-body systems in d dimensions, see, e.g., Refs. [14, 101]. In particular, since we consider
isotropic (d + 1)-dimensional statistical models, the results can be applied to the large class of continuous
quantum transitions characterized by a dynamic exponent z = 1, i.e., to transitions in which the critical
gap decays as the inverse of the spatial size [14, 101]. We mainly consider 3D classical systems, but we also
briefly discuss 2D systems.

The review covers the recent developments in the studies of lattice AH and NAH systems (LAH and
LNAH, respectively), addressing their phase diagram, the main features of their Higgs ordered phases [102–
105], where gauge correlations are gapped and nonlocal charged operators may condense, and the nature of
their phase transitions, paying particular attention to transitions characterized by a nontrivial interplay of
gauge and scalar modes. We will show that the standard effective LGW Φ4 field theory approach [2, 94, 95],
which is commonly applied to critical phenomena in statistical systems without gauge symmetries, is not
always able to describe transitions in gauge models. In some cases different effective approaches are needed
to correctly capture the nature of the critical behavior. We pay particular attention to the comparison
with the predictions of the corresponding AH and NAH field theories (AHFTs and NAHFTs, respectively),
to understand when, and how, the critical behavior of lattice systems is effectively described by the field-
theory model. If this is the case, the lattice model provides a way, the so-called continuum limit, to define
nonperturbatively the field theory.

In Secs. 2 and 3 we begin by discussing the possible types of critical behavior that emerge at continuous
transitions in the presence of gauge symmetries. This requires an extension of the standard LGW paradigm,
in particular when gauge modes play an active role at criticality. Secs. 4-6 focus on systems characterized
by an Abelian U(1) gauge invariance, i.e., the AHFTs and the corresponding LAH models. We consider
models with both noncompact and compact gauge fields, which turn out to present significantly different
features. Lattice models with discrete Abelian gauge symmetries are addressed in Sec. 7. Secs. 8 and 9
focus instead on field theories and lattice systems with non-Abelian gauge symmetries. Two-dimensional
models, with Abelian and non-Abelian gauge symmetries are discussed in Sec. 10. Finally, in Sec. 11 we
discuss the effects of perturbations explicitly breaking the gauge symmetry, an issue which is particularly
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relevant for systems in which the gauge symmetry effectively emerges at the transitions but which are not
gauge invariant at the microscopic level. A more detailed description of the content of the review follows.

• In Sec. 2 we introduce the main ideas at the basis of the modern understanding of phase transitions
and critical phenomena in statistical systems. In particular, we discuss the LGW approach in which
transitions have an effective description in terms of Φ4 field theories. Their RG flows, and in particular
the corresponding stable FPs, characterize the universal features of the critical behavior of systems
without gauge symmetries. We also discuss some notable examples, in which the LGW field-theoretical
approach is applied.

• In Sec. 3, we discuss the key features of the critical behavior of statistical systems with local gauge
symmetries. We argue that different types of critical behaviors may be realized. There are transitions
driven by scalar fields whose nature depends on the role played by the gauge modes, in particular
whether they develop or not critical correlations, and transitions driven by topological gauge modes
without local order parameters. The effective description of these different critical behaviors requires
different effective approaches, such as the standard gauge-invariant LGW approach when gauge fields
are not critical, or the more complex gauge field theory (GFT) approach with explicit gauge fields in
the presence of critical gauge correlations. This distinction is crucial to understand which statistical
field theory (SFT) is actually realized by the various continuous phase transitions occurring in the
presence of gauge symmetries.

• In Sec. 4 we focus on AHFTs, or scalar quantum electrodynamics (QED), which describe d-dimensional
systems of degenerate N -component scalar fields minimally coupled with Abelian U(1) gauge fields.
In particular, we consider systems with global SU(N) and SO(N) symmetry. We review the main
features of their RG flow, whose stable charged FP is expected to describe the critical behavior at
charged continuous transitions, when both scalar and gauge fields are critical.

• In Sec. 5 we analyze lattice models corresponding to the AHFTs discussed in Sec. 4, which are charac-
terized by the same global and local symmetries. We consider 3D LAH models in which a noncompact
Abelian gauge field is coupled with an N -component scalar field, providing a straightforward lattice
discretization of the AHFT. We review results for their phase diagrams, which present various phases,
including a Higgs phase, and for their critical behavior along the various transition lines. Different
critical behaviors occur, which can be described by using the different approaches outlined in Sec. 3.
In particular, the transitions separating the Coulomb and Higgs phases realize the critical continuum
limit associated with the RG flow of the AHFTs for a sufficiently large number of scalar components.

• In Sec. 6 we consider an alternative lattice discretization of the AHFT, based on a compact formulation
of the gauge variables. Its phase diagram and transitions show notable differences with respect to those
of the noncompact formulation considered in Sec. 5. In particular, the phase diagram also depends on
the charge of the scalar field. These LAH systems present transition lines in which the gauge modes
play different roles and require different effective descriptions. The relation with the AHFT turns out
to be less straightforward. The differences with the noncompact LAH models, discussed in Sec. 5, may
be related to the existence of topological objects. We close this section by discussing the nontrivial
relation between the LAH models with noncompact gauge fields and the compact LAH models with
higher-charge scalar fields.

• In Sec. 7 we discuss lattice Higgs systems characterized by discrete Abelian gauge symmetries. We
mainly discuss the 3D lattice Z2-gaugeN -vector models, obtained by minimally couplingN -component
real variables with Z2-gauge variables. They are paradigmatic models with different phases charac-
terized by the spontaneous breaking of the global O(N) symmetry and by the different topological
properties of the Z2-gauge correlations. In particular, the N = 1 model corresponds to the Z2-gauge
Higgs model, which is an interesting model showing (self-)duality and a nontrivial multicritical behav-
ior. Other models with discrete gauge symmetries are also briefly discussed.
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• In Sec. 8 we review NAHFTs, in which multiflavor scalar fields are coupled with non-Abelian gauge
fields. We discuss models with SU(Nc) and SO(Nc) gauge symmetries, with scalar fields transforming
in different representations of the gauge group, such as the fundamental and adjoint representations.
We outline the known features of their RG flow, whose stable infrared FPs are expected to describe
the critical behavior at some continuous phase transitions in statistical models.

• In Sec. 9 we consider LNAH models, which are lattice non-Abelian gauge theories with multicomponent
degenerate scalar fields. We present results for their phase diagram, paying particular attention to their
low-temperature Higgs phases. We discuss the interplay between non-Abelian gauge symmetries and
global symmetries, which crucially determines the properties of the various Higgs phases, and therefore
the nature of the phase transitions between the disordered and the Higgs phases. In particular we
consider SU(Nc) gauge theories with multicomponent scalar fields in the fundamental and adjoint
representations of the gauge group, two choices which lead to different Higgs phases. Some of the
transitions between the disordered and the Higgs phases are continuous and can be associated with
the charged FP of the corresponding NAHFT. We close this section by briefly discussing SO(Nc) gauge
theories with multiflavor scalar matter.

• In Sec. 10 we review results for the critical continuum limit of 2D LAH and LNAH models with
continuous global symmetries. They show that also the critical continuum limit of 2D LAH and
LNAH models in the zero-temperature limit arises from a nontrivial interplay between gauge and
global symmetries. The emerging results lead us to conjecture that the zero-temperature critical
behavior, and therefore the continuum limit, of 2D lattice gauge models with scalar fields belongs
to the zero-temperature universality classes associated with 2D field theories (σ models) defined on
symmetric spaces.

• In Sec. 11 we discuss the effects of perturbations that give rise to an explicit gauge-symmetry breaking
(GSB) in lattice gauge theories. This issue is discussed in LAH models with noncompact and compact
gauge fields in the presence of photon-mass terms. We argue that their effect is irrelevant at the
continuous transitions where gauge correlations are not critical, and the critical behavior can be
described by effective LGW theories with gauge-invariant order-parameter fields. On the other hand,
photon-mass terms are expected to be relevant at charged transitions where the gauge modes develop
critical correlations.

Finally, in Sec. 12 we report some concluding remarks and outlook. To make this review self-contained
some appendices have been added, with the aim of summarizing a few related topics required to fully
appreciate some details of the methodology adopted in the main text.

• In Appendix A we report an overview of the homogeneous scaling laws expected at generic continuous
phase transitions, as inferred from the RG theory of critical phenomena. We report the RG scaling
relations valid in the thermodynamic limit and in the finite-size scaling (FSS) limit, at critical and
multicritical points. We also briefly discuss FSS at first-order transitions.

• For reference, in Appendix B we report the presently most accurate estimates of the critical exponents
of the 3D Ising, XY, and O(3) vector (Heisenberg) universality classes, which are often referred to in
this review.

• In Appendix C we present some details on the mean-field analyses of the Higgs phases of LNAH
models with SU(Nc) gauge symmetry and Nf flavors in the fundamental representation.

We limit our review to low-dimensional Abelian and non-Abelian gauge Higgs models, in particular
to three-dimensional models. We do not discuss four-dimensional (4D) Abelian and non-Abelian gauge
Higgs models, which are particularly relevant for high-energy physics and are generally investigated by
using perturbative approaches. Beside the extensive studies of the Standard Model of the electroweak
interactions [1], based on a SU(2)⊗U(1) gauge model with a doublet of scalar fields, gauge theories with
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scalar fields have been investigated as possible extensions beyond the Standard Model, for example in
the context of the so-called technicolor or composite Higgs models, see, e.g., Refs. [106–110]. Note also
that 4D gauge theories with scalar fields are believed to be generally affected by the so-called triviality
problem, like the simpler 4D Φ4 field theories [2, 64, 95, 111], i.e., the impossibility of constructing a
corresponding 4D field theory beyond perturbation theory that is consistent (in the sense of satisfying all
usual physical requirements) on all energy scales for nonzero coupling (the renormalized coupling goes to
zero logarithmically when the ultraviolet cutoff is removed, so the 4D field theory turns out to eventually
describe free fields). Note, however, that in the framework of effective field theories [1] triviality is not a
relevant issue.

Another important issue that is not addressed in this review concerns the new features that may arise
when fermionic fields are added. This topic is quite interesting, since field-theoretical models with emerging
gauge symmetries in condensed-matter physics often involve fermionic excitations beside scalar modes,
see, e.g., Refs. [20, 96]. We believe that this issue may provide further interesting developments, that
would extend our present understanding of the phenomenology of the transitions in the presence of gauge
symmetries. However, 3D gauge Higgs models including fermionic fields have been much less studied so far,
so we prefer to restrict our review to gauge models with scalar matter only, for which there is already a
large amount of results.

In the following we report a list of the abbreviations and symbols used throughout this review (in
alphabetic order):

2D Two-dimensional LGW Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson
3D Three-dimensional LAH Lattice Abelian Higgs
4D Four-dimensional LNAH Lattice non-Abelian Higgs
AH Abelian Higgs MS Minimal subtraction
AHFT Abelian Higgs field theory MC Monte Carlo
BKT Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless MCP Multicritical point
CFT Conformal field theory NAH Non-Abelian Higgs
d Space dimensionality NAHFT Non-Abelian Higgs field theory
FSS Finite-size scaling QCD Quantum chromodynamics
FP Fixed Point QED Quantum electrodynamics
GFT Gauge fied theory QFT Quantum field theory
GSB Gauge symmetry breaking RG Renormalization-group
IXY Inverted XY SFT Statistical field theory
L Lattice size V Volume

2. Phase transitions, critical phenomena, and the Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson framework

2.1. Phase transitions and critical phenomena

Classical and quantum phase transitions are phenomena of great interest in modern physics, both
theoretically and experimentally. Classical phase transitions are generally driven by thermal fluctua-
tions [2, 5, 6, 94, 95, 112–117], while their quantum counterparts arise from quantum fluctuations in the
zero-temperature limit [14, 101, 117, 118]. Phase transitions separate different phases characterized by dis-
tinctive properties. In many cases they are associated with the spontaneous breaking of a global symmetry,
due to the condensation of an order parameter and the emergence of a corresponding ordering. Notable ex-
ceptions occur in the presence of gauge symmetries. In this case the transition may be driven by topological
excitations [12, 20, 119, 120], without a local order parameter and without breaking any global symmetry.

Phase transitions occur when the free-energy density, or the ground-state properties at quantum tran-
sitions, are singular in the thermodynamic limit [2, 6, 14, 94, 95, 101, 112–118, 121–127]. Depending on
the nature of the singularity, phase transitions are generally distinguished as first-order or continuous phase
transitions. They are continuous when the bulk properties change continuously at the transition point and
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the correlation functions are characterized by a length scale that diverges at criticality. They are of first
order when the thermodynamic or ground-state properties in the infinite-volume (thermodynamic) limit are
discontinuous across the transition point.

The basic concepts underlying our understanding of phase transitions were developed in a classical setting,
in several seminal works by Kadanoff, Fisher, Wilson, among others (see, e.g., Refs. [6, 94, 113, 114, 124, 125,
128–130]). Prototypical d-dimensional continuous transitions are characterized by one relevant parameter r,
which is associated with a perturbation of the critical theory that does not break the global symmetry. It is
defined so that the critical point corresponds to r = 0, the disordered phase to r > 0, and the ordered phase
to r < 0. At thermal transitions r corresponds to the reduced temperature, i.e., r ∼ T/Tc−1, where Tc is the
critical temperature. When approaching the critical point from the disordered phase, the length scale ξ of the
critical modes diverges as ξ ∼ r−ν , where ν is a universal length-scale critical exponent that is related to the
RG dimension yr = 1/ν of the parameter r. The description of the critical behavior at a phase transition
is generally supplemented with a second relevant parameter h—e.g., an external homogeneous magnetic
field in magnetic systems—coupled with the order parameter whose condensation drives the spontaneous
breaking of the symmetry. The parameter h corresponds to a RG perturbation that explicitly breaks the
global symmetry. This perturbation is relevant and therefore the correlation length ξ does not diverge when
h ̸= 0 (in particular, for r = 0 the length scale diverges as ξ ∼ |h|−1/yh when decreasing |h|, where yh is the
RG dimension of the parameter h). Therefore, the critical behavior occurs only for r = 0 and h = 0. This
critical behavior is crucial to define the continuum limit of statistical models, providing a nonperturbative
realization of a corresponding continuum SFT [2–4, 100, 131].

Paradigmatic examples of models undergoing finite-temperature continuous transitions are the N -vector
models, defined by the Hamiltonian

H = −J
∑
x,µ

sx · sx+µ̂ −
∑
x

h · sx, sx · sx = 1, (1)

on a cubic lattice, with the partition function Z =
∑

{s} e
−H/T . The one-component (N = 1) case corre-

sponds to the Ising model.
A summary of the most important scaling aspects of the RG theory of critical phenomena at classical

finite-temperature transitions, see, e.g., Refs. [2, 6, 8, 9, 94, 95, 113, 114, 124, 125, 127, 129, 130, 132–137], is
reported in Appendix A. The extension to quantum systems is based on the quantum-to-classical mapping,
which allows us to map a quantum system defined in a spatial volume Vs onto a classical one defined in a
box of volume Vc = Vs × LT , with LT = 1/T (in the appropriate units) [14, 101, 118, 138] and periodic or
antiperiodic boundary conditions for bosonic and fermionic excitations, respectively. Under the quantum-to-
classical mapping, the inverse temperature corresponds to the system size in the imaginary-time direction.
Thus, the universal zero-temperature critical behavior observed at a quantum transition in d dimensions is
analogous to the behavior of a corresponding D-dimensional classical system with D = d+ 1.1

In this review we discuss statistical systems undergoing classical transitions. However, many results on
the general features of the transitions and the corresponding critical behavior can be extended to quantum
transitions in a lower dimension by means of the quantum-to-classical mapping.

1It is important to remark that the quantum-to-classical mapping does not generally lead to standard classical isotropic
systems. In some instances one obtains complex-valued Boltzmann weights. Moreover, the corresponding classical systems are
generally anisotropic. If the dynamic exponent z that controls the scaling behavior of the energy gap [14, 101] is equal to 1, as
for Ising-like quantum transitions, the anisotropy is weak, as in the classical Ising model with direction-dependent couplings. In
these cases, a straightforward rescaling of the imaginary time allows one to recover space-time rotationally invariant (relativistic)
statistical field theories. Therefore, the critical behavior in isotropic (d+ 1)-dimensional classical statistical systems is directly
related with that in d-dimensional quantum systems only if the dynamic exponent satisfies z = 1. However, there are also
interesting quantum transitions with z ̸= 1, such as the superfluid-to-vacuum and Mott transitions in lattice particle systems
described by the Hubbard and Bose-Hubbard models [14, 139] (in this case, z = 2 when the transitions are driven by the
chemical potential). For continuous quantum transitions with z ̸= 1, the anisotropy is strong, i.e., correlations have different
exponents in the spatial and thermal directions. Indeed, in the case of quantum systems of size L, under a RG rescaling by a
factor b such that ξ → ξ/b and L → L/b, the additional length LT scales differently, as LT → LT /bz . However, RG theory also
applies to classical strongly anisotropic systems [140]. An even stronger anisotropy arises in first-order quantum transitions,
which may actually qualitatively depend on the spatial boundary conditions [117].
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2.2. The field-theoretical Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson approach to continuous phase transitions

The Landau paradigm [141, 142] for continuous phase transitions is based on the idea that a phase
transition is driven by the condensation of an order parameter, which characterizes the two phases separated
by the transition: it vanishes in the disordered phase, up to the critical point, then it takes a nonzero value
(in the limit h→ 0), giving rise to the spontaneous breaking of the symmetry.2

In the Landau description of continuous phase transitions, extended to incorporate the scaling and
universality hypotheses [94, 113, 128, 129, 144, 145], the most important assumptions are the following:

(i) The existence of an order parameter, which effectively describes the critical modes and signals the
spontaneous breaking of the global symmetry.

(ii) The scaling hypothesis, which assumes that the singular part of the thermodynamic observables and of
the correlation functions of the order parameter are scale invariant at criticality. Close to the critical
point, they satisfy scaling relations when expressed in terms of appropriately defined scaling fields.

(iii) The universality of the critical behavior, which is only determined by a few global properties of the
model, such as the space dimensionality, the nature and the symmetry of the order parameter, the
symmetry-breaking pattern, and the range of the effective interactions.

The RG theory of critical phenomena [94, 113, 145, 146] provides a general framework, in which these
properties naturally arise. It considers the RG flow in the Hamiltonian-parameter space. The critical
behavior is associated with a stable FP of the RG flow, where only a few RG perturbations are relevant.
The corresponding positive eigenvalues of the linearized theory around the FP are related to the critical
exponents ν, η, etc. In Appendix A we briefly review the key points of the RG theory, such as the
homogeneous scaling laws for the thermodynamic functions and for the correlation functions of the order-
parameter field.

In the RG framework, a quantitative description of many continuous phase transitions can be obtained
by considering effective LGW Φ4 field theories. The fundamental field is a multicomponent field Φ(x), which
can be thought as obtained by coarse-graining the order parameter. The dynamics of Φ(x) is specified by the
LGW Lagrangian, which is the most general fourth-order polynomial in Φ(x), which is invariant under the
global symmetry transformations of the system. Higher powers of Φ(x) are supposed to be irrelevant (this is
an exact result sufficiently close to four dimensions, which is assumed to be valid in three dimensions, too).
The LGW theory predicts the possible symmetry-breaking patterns at the transition. The corresponding
critical behaviors are controlled by the FPs of the RG flow in the space of the parameters of the quartic
scalar potential, which is determined by the corresponding β functions [2, 8, 95].

As already mentioned, the quantum-to-classical mapping allows us to extend the classical results to
the corresponding quantum transitions, since d-dimensional quantum transitions are described by (d + 1)-
dimensional statistical (quantum) field theories.

We now present more details for some specific LGW theories that will be particularly relevant in the
following.

2.2.1. O(N)-symmetric Φ4 theory

The simplest LGW model is the O(N)-symmetric Φ4 theory, defined by the Lagrangian density

LO(N) = ∂µΦ · ∂µΦ+ rΦ ·Φ+ u
(
Φ ·Φ

)2
, (2)

2Note, however, that the symmetry of the long-range behavior of the correlation functions at criticality does not necessarily
coincide with the actual global symmetry of the model. In some cases the critical modes show an effective enlargement of the
symmetry. If G is the symmetry group of the model, the critical behavior is invariant under a larger symmetry group G′, if the
operators responsible for the breaking G′ → G are irrelevant at the transition. For instance, this occurs in the 3D ZQ clock
models [143], which are invariant under ZQ transformations. For Q > 4 the critical behavior belongs to the XY universality
class with an enlarged U(1) global symmetry (see Sec. 3.5.2).
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whereΦ(x) is an N -component real field. It is associated with the so-called N -vector universality class, char-
acterized by an N -component vector order parameter and by the symmetry-breaking pattern O(N)→O(N−
1). Several continuous transitions belong to these universality classes, such as the finite-temperature tran-
sitions in the N -vector models with Hamiltonian (1). The Ising universality class corresponds to N = 1.
It is relevant for the liquid-vapor transition in simple fluids, for the Curie transition in uniaxial magnetic
systems, etc. The XY universality class (N = 2) describes the superfluid transition in 4He, the formation of
Bose-Einstein condensates in interacting bosonic gases, transitions in magnets with easy-plane anisotropy
and in superconductors. The Heisenberg universality class (N = 3) describes the Curie transition in isotropic
magnets. The O(4)-symmetric model is believed to be the effective critical theory for the hadronic finite-
temperature transition with two light quarks in the chiral limit. Moreover, the N -vector model for N → 0
describes the behavior of dilute homopolymers in a good solvent, in the limit of large polymerization. See,
e.g., Refs. [2, 95] for reviews on the O(N)-symmetric Φ4 field theories. In Appendix B we report accurate
estimates of the critical exponents for the 3D Ising, XY, and Heisenberg universality classes.

2.2.2. U(N)-symmetric Φ4 theory

We now discuss a straightforward generalization of the O(N) Φ4 theory, appropriate to describe tran-
sitions in U(N)-symmetric models driven by a complex N -dimensional vector order parameter. The corre-
sponding LGW theory is defined in terms of a complex N -component vector field Ψ(x). The most general
U(N)-symmetric LGW Lagrangian is

LU(N) = ∂µΨ̄ · ∂µΨ+ r Ψ̄ ·Ψ+ u
(
Ψ̄ ·Ψ

)2
. (3)

A remarkable property of this U(N)-invariant LGW Lagrangian is that it is symmetric under a larger O(2N)
symmetry group. This can be easily seen by noting that the Lagrangian (3) is equivalent to that of the
O(2N)-vector models, cf. Eq. (2), if the complex field component Ψa is rewritten as Ψa = Φa + iΦa+N ,
where Φa is a real (2N)-component vector. As one can easily check, U(N)-symmetric terms that break
the O(2N) symmetry require higher powers of the field Ψ. Indeed, the lowest-dimensional scalar operator
breaking the O(2N) symmetry is the dimension-six operator

∑
µ |Ψ̄ · ∂µΨ|2.

Therefore, the LGW theory predicts that the critical behavior of U(N)-symmetric systems, at phase
transitions driven by the condensation of a complex N -component order parameter, belong to the O(2N)
vector universality class, which implies an effective enlargement of the symmetry of the critical modes, from
U(N) to O(2N). The U(N)-symmetric RG perturbations breaking the O(2N) symmetry are irrelevant in
the critical limit, giving only rise to suppressed scaling corrections.

Note however that, although the critical modes show an effective enlarged O(2N) symmetry, and there-
fore they are associated with a O(2N)→O(2N − 1) symmetry-breaking pattern, there is no enlargement
of the symmetry within the low-temperature phase, which is only invariant under U(1)⊗U(N − 1) trans-
formations. This is crucial to determine the properties of the gapless Goldstone modes characterizing the
low-temperature phase. In particular, their number is significantly smaller than that associated with the
spontaneous symmetry breaking O(2N)→O(2N − 1), see, e.g., Ref. [2].

2.2.3. Generic Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson Φ4 theory with a single quadratic invariant

Beside O(N) and U(N) invariant models, there are physically interesting transitions that are described
by LGW Φ4 field theories that are characterized by more complex symmetries and symmetry-breaking
patterns, see, e.g., Refs. [2, 95, 130, 147–149]. The most general LGW Lagrangian for an N -component
order-parameter field Φi(x) (with i = 1, 2, ...N) can be written as

LLGW =
∑
i

(∂µΦi)
2 +

∑
i

riΦ
2
i +

∑
ijkl

uijkl ΦiΦjΦkΦl. (4)

The number of independent quadratic ri and quartic uijkl parameters crucially depends on the symmetry
group of the theory. An interesting class of models are those in which

∑
i Φ

2
i is the unique quadratic term

that is invariant under the symmetry group of the theory [2, 147]. In this case, all ri are equal, ri = r, and
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Figure 1: Possible phase diagrams in the T -g plane for the O(N1)⊕O(N2) LGW theory. The critical lines intersect at a
bicritical point (left), a tetracritical point (center), and at a first-order transition point (right), located at (Tmc, gmc). Here,
T is the temperature and g is a second relevant parameter. The thick line (“flop line”) represents first-order transitions. A
bicritical behavior (left) is characterized by the presence of a first-order line that starts at the MCP and separates the two
different ordered low-temperature phases. In the tetracritical case (center), there exists a mixed low-temperature phase in
which both types of ordering coexist and which is bounded by two critical lines meeting at the tetracritical point. The dashed
lines in the two leftmost figures show trajectories at fixed T = Tmc, going from one ordered phase to the other one across a
continuous transition at the MCP. It is also possible that the transition at the meeting point is of first order (right). In this case
the two first-order lines, which start at the intersection point and separate the disordered phase from the ordered phases, end
in tricritical points and then continue as critical lines. See Refs. [95, 172–176] for studies of the RG flow and scaling behavior
at MCPs, and also Appendix A.4 for a brief overview.

uijkl must satisfy the trace condition [147]
∑

i uiikl ∝ δkl, to avoid the generation of other quadratic invariant
terms under RG transformations. In these models, criticality is driven by tuning the single parameter r,
which may correspond to the reduced temperature. Therefore, these cases correspond to the prototypical
transitions outlined in Sec. 2.1. All field components become critical simultaneously and the two-point
function in the disordered phase is diagonal, that is, Gij(x,y) ≡ ⟨Φi(x)Φj(y)⟩ = δijG(x,y). LGW theories
with multiparameter quartic terms provide effective descriptions of complex phase transitions in several
physical contexts [95]. We mention anisotropic magnets (see, e.g., Refs. [130, 150]), disordered systems (see,
e.g., Refs. [151–154]), frustrated systems (see, e.g., Refs. [155–160]), spin and density wave models (see, e.g.,
Refs. [161–166]), LAH models in the strong gauge-coupling limit (see, e.g., Refs. [84, 167, 168]), multiflavor
scalar chromodynamics [97, 169], and also the finite-temperature chiral transition in hadronic matter with
Nf light flavors [25, 170, 171].

The RG flow in Φ4 theories, such as those with Lagrangian density (4), has generally several FPs. Among
them, the stable FP controls the critical behavior of the corresponding continuous transitions, and therefore
can be associated with their universality class. If there is no stable FP, the transitions in the corresponding
class of models are generally expected to be first order, unless the considered field-theoretical model misses
some relevant features of the transitions under investigation.

2.2.4. Multicritical O(N1)⊕O(N2) Φ4 theories

LGW theories (4) in which the symmetry allows several quadratic terms are also relevant phenomeno-
logically. In particular, they provide effective field-theoretical models describing the multicritical behaviors
that occur in the presence of competing orderings [172–174]. The main features of the critical behavior at
multicritical points (MCPs) are discussed in Appendix A.4.

As a paradigmatic example, one may consider multicritical LGW theories that describe the competition
of order parameters associated with two different global O(N1) and O(N2) symmetries. They can be obtained
by constructing the most general O(N1)⊕O(N2)-symmetric Φ4 theory with two order-parameter real vector
fields ϕ1(x) and ϕ2(x), with N1 and N2 components, respectively. Their Lagrangian density reads [95, 172–
175]

Lmc =

2∑
a=1

[
∂µϕa · ∂µϕa + ra ϕa · ϕa + va (ϕa · ϕa)

2
]
+ wϕ1 · ϕ1 ϕ2 · ϕ2. (5)
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The multicritical theory is characterized by two relevant quadratic operators, those proportional to r1 and
r2 in the Lagrangian (5). Therefore, in the microscopic model and in the absence of external fields breaking
the global O(N1)⊕O(N2) symmetry, there are two relevant parameters which should be tuned to approach
the MCP: beside the temperature T , there is a second relevant parameter that is referred to as g in Fig. 1.
The parameters r1 and r2 will be in general linear combinations of T − Tmc and of g − gmc, where Tmc and
gmc are the values of T and g at the MCP.

The phase diagram of the model (5) shows different disordered and ordered phases, separated by tran-
sition lines meeting in one point. A standard mean-field analysis of the model shows that, by varying the
quartic coupligs v1, v2, and w, one can obtain qualitatively different phase diagrams [172–174], as shown in
Fig. 1. The multicritical behavior of models associated with a multicritical LGW theory is again determined
by the RG flow in the space of the quartic parameters [95, 172–180]. Again, a multicritical universality class
is generally associated with a stable FP of such RG flow.

This issue has been addressed by using perturbative field-theoretical methods [172, 174, 175, 179], for
example by computing and analyzing high-order ε-expansion series [175], and numerical methods, see, e.g.,
Ref. [176, 178]. The predicted behavior crucially depends on the number N1 and N2 of components of the
competing order parameters. The RG flow of the multicritical O(N1)⊕O(N2) LGW theories for N1+N2 ≥ 4,
see, e.g., Refs. [95, 172–175, 178–180], shows that continuous MCPs are tetracritical (see the central panel
of Fig. 1), because the only stable FP is associated with a decoupled O(N1) and O(N2) critical behavior.
Therefore, when the phase diagram is characterized by three transition lines meeting in one point, the
competition of the O(N1) and O(N2) order parameters gives generally rise to first-order transitions close to
the meeting point, as shown in the right panel of Fig. 1 (unless an additional tuning of the model parameters
is performed). On the other hand, the competition of two Ising order parameters—N1 = N2 = 1 in this
case—(see also Sec. 7.4.3) can give rise to a phase diagram such as that shown in the left panel of Fig. 1. In
this case the multicritical behavior is controlled by the XY FP, thus, the global symmetry of the multicritical
modes at the MCP enlarges from Z2⊕Z2 to O(2). Finally, for N1+N2 = 3 the stable FP of the 3D RG flow
is the so-called biconical FP, which is believed to be associated with a tetracritical point [172–175, 179, 180].
No stable FP corresponding to a bicritical point (left panel of Fig. 1) exists, although the corresponding
bicritical O(3)-symmetric FP turns out to be very weakly unstable [175, 179].

We finally remark that a continuous MCP separates different ordered phases, see Fig. 1. For example,
assume that g is increased for fixed T = Tmc (see the dashed lines reported in the leftmost and central
panel of Fig. 1). The system is at the beginning in the low-g ordered phase, then undergoes a continuous
transition at the MCP, and finally is in the second ordered phase. Therefore, multicritical LGW theories can
describe continuous transitions between phases characterized by different orderings. Note, however, that the
multicritical behavior requires the tuning of an additional parameter. This observation clarifies when the
Landau paradigm— there are no continuous transitions between phases with different symmetry—holds.
Indeed, while it holds for generic transitions, it may be violated by an appropriate tuning of the parameters.

3. Phase transitions and critical phenomena in the presence of gauge symmetries

The description of the main features of phase transitions in the presence of gauge symmetries is more
complex than that outlined in the previous Section. First of all, while conventional transitions are always
related to the condensation of a local order parameter, in the presence of gauge fields, we may have transitions
without local order parameter (topological transitions). When an order parameter is present, we also need
to distinguish its behavior under gauge transformations: the order parameter may be gauge invariant as
well as not gauge invariant. Moreover, the role of gauge fields may differ. In some transitions, gauge fields
are only relevant to define the set of critical modes (the gauge-invariant ones), while in some other cases,
the phase transition is due to a nontrivial interplay between matter and gauge fields, so that gauge fields
determine the critical behavior and should be included in the corresponding effective field theory (these
transitions will be named charged transitions).

It is worth noting that the study of the critical behavior of gauge-symmetric models is also relevant
to understand the critical behavior of unconventional transitions in condensed-matter physics, in which
a gauge symmetry is supposed to emerge at criticality, see, e.g., Refs. [7, 12, 13, 15, 20, 21, 181, 182].
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Unconventional quantum transitions [20, 21, 183] are observed between topological phases [69, 184–186], in
the context of the integer and fractional quantum Hall effect [187–190]. We also mention transitions between
topologically-ordered and spin-ordered phases, between topologically-ordered and valence-bond-solid (VBS)
phases [27], and direct transitions between differently ordered phases, such as the Néel-to-VBS transition
of 2D quantum magnets [33, 191]. Deconfined quantum transitions that exhibit fractionalization of the
low-energy excitations, topological order, and long-range entanglement also admit an effective description
in terms of field theories with emergent gauge fields coupled with matter fields carrying fractional quantum
numbers of the microscopic global symmetry, see, e.g., Refs. [20, 21] for reviews. Studies of deconfined
transitions are reported in, e.g., Refs. [21, 31–34, 37–40, 72, 74, 80, 83, 191–203], and references therein.

3.1. Different types of critical scenarios in statistical models with gauge symmetries

As we have mentioned above, in the presence of gauge symmetries, the effective LGW approach dis-
cussed in Sec. 2 cannot be generically applied. Other approaches should also be used to obtain an effective
description of the critical behavior. The choice of the appropriate approach depends on the main features
of the mechanism driving the particular phase transition of the lattice gauge model under study.

In general, four classes of transitions may be distinguished in statistical systems with gauge symmetry,
each one admitting a different description:

• LGW transitions, in which only gauge-invariant correlations of the matter field are critical. They admit
a conventional effective LGW field-theoretical description in terms of a gauge-invariant order-parameter
field, which orders at the transition, driving the spontaneous breaking of the global symmetry. Gauge
fields do not display critical correlations. The gauge symmetry only prevents nongauge-invariant
observables from becoming critical.

• LGW× transitions, in which only matter fields develop critical correlations, similarly to LGW tran-
sitions. They also admit a LGW description, but in this case the order-parameter field is not gauge
invariant.3 Therefore, to distinguish them from standard LGW transitions, we add the superscript
×.4 In particular, systems with discrete gauge groups undergo LGW× transitions for sufficiently weak
gauge couplings.

• GFT transitions, in which the critical behavior is due to a nontrivial interplay of scalar and gauge
critical excitations. Therefore, their description requires an effective gauge field theory (GFT), with
dynamical gauge and matter fields. GFT transitions are observed in the presence of continuous Abelian
and non-Abelian gauge symmetries. They also occur in models that are locally invariant under discrete
groups when the gauge symmetry enlarges at criticality, so that the critical modes are invariant under
a continuous group.

• Topological transitions, driven by topological modes, in which one cannot identify a local order-
parameter field. A typical example is provided by the topological transition of the 3D lattice Z2-gauge
model [119].

We do not claim that the above classification is exhaustive, i.e., that all classical and quantum phase
transitions in the presence of gauge symmetries belong to one of these four classes. However, the above
classes of transitions cover all classical (thermal) phase transitions that we will discuss in this review,
and the corresponding quantum transitions related by the quantum-to-classical mapping. In the following
subsections we discuss the four possibilities in more detail, mentioning some examples. Other examples will
be found in the following sections.

3It is important to note that the gauge symmetry can never be broken [8, 43, 204, 205], despite the common use of referring
to the Higgs mechanism as a spontaneous gauge symmetry breaking. The statement that in some cases a nongauge invariant
order parameter is needed does not refer to the description of the thermodynamic phases, but to the definition of the effective
model which encodes the universal critical properties of the continuous phase transition. In LGW× transitions the critical
behavior of gauge-invariant quantities is the same as that of composite operators defined in terms of a nongauge invariant field,
which is considered the fundamental field in the effective LGW description. As it is not gauge invariant, the order-parameter
field can be identified in the gauge model only if an appropriate gauge fixing condition is added.

4Note that transitions with similar properties have been sometimes called LGW∗ transitions, see, e.g., Ref. [21].
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3.2. LGW transitions with a gauge-invariant order parameter

The first class of transitions, the LGW transitions, is characterized by the fact that only gauge-invariant
matter correlations are critical. Gauge fields have apparently only the role of hindering some scalar degrees
of freedom, those that are not gauge invariant, from becoming critical. It seems thus natural to assume that
the transition is driven by a gauge-invariant order parameter and that only gauge-invariant matter modes
are relevant at criticality. Although this assumption seems natural, it is important to stress that it is not
strictly necessary. There are indeed transitions (the LGW× transitions that we will discuss in Sec. 3.3) that
are analogous to the LGW transitions as only matter fields are critical, but that require a scalar nongauge
invariant order parameter. If the scalar order parameter is gauge invariant, the approach is the conventional
one. Once an order parameter has been identified, one considers the corresponding order-parameter field
and LGW Lagrangian. The critical behavior is then determined by studying the field-theoretical model
as outlined in Sec. 2.2. Note that the gauge fields do not appear in the effective description: the gauge
symmetry plays only a role in selecting the order-parameter field, which should be gauge invariant.

In the next subsections we present some examples of LGW transitions, which will be also useful for the
rest of the review. Other examples will be presented later in the review.

3.2.1. Three-dimensional CPN−1 models

The transition in the 3D lattice CPN−1 model, and also the transitions in LAH models (they are discussed
in Secs. 5 and 6) in the strong gauge-coupling (small-κ) regime, are examples of LGW transitions. In the
CPN−1 field theory the fundamental field is a complex N -component unit-length vector z(x), associated
with an element of the complex projective manifold CPN−1 [2]. The Lagrangian reads

LCP =
1

2g
Dµz ·Dµz, Dµ = ∂µ + iAµ, Aµ = iz̄ · ∂µz, (6)

where Aµ is a composite real gauge field. The model is characterized by a global U(N) symmetry z(x) →
Uz(x) with U ∈ U(N), and a local U(1) gauge symmetry z(x) → eiΛ(x)z(x).5

The corresponding simplest lattice formulation is

Z =
∑
{z}

e−HCP/T , HCP = −J
∑
x,µ

|z̄x · zx+µ̂|2, z̄x · zx = 1, (7)

where the sum is over the sites x of a cubic lattice, µ runs from 1 to 3, and µ̂ = 1̂, 2̂, . . . are unit vectors
along the lattice directions. An alternative formulation (gauge CPN−1 model) is obtained by introducing
link gauge variables λx,µ with |λx,µ| = 1, and defining [82, 206–208]6

Z =
∑
{z,λ}

e−Hλ/T , Hλ = −2NJ
∑
x,µ

Re (λx,µ z̄x · zx+µ̂), z̄x · zx = 1. (8)

The lattice CPN−1 models have a finite-temperature transition in 3D that admits a LGW description. The
order parameter is the gauge-invariant bilinear perator

Qab
x = z̄axz

b
x − 1

N
δab, (9)

which is a Hermitian and traceless N ×N matrix. Therefore, to study the nature of the transition, one may
construct an effective LGW theory in terms of a traceless Hermitian field Φab(x), which can be formally
obtained from the average of Qab

x over a large but finite lattice domain. The LGW field theory is obtained

5The CP1 field theory is equivalent to the O(3) non-linear σ model with the identification sa =
∑

ij z̄
iσa

ijz
j , where a = 1, 2, 3

and σa are the Pauli matrices. An analogous equivalence applies to the corresponding N = 2 lattice models (7) and (8).
6Since there is no kinetic term for the gauge fields, the link variables can be integrated out, obtaining Z =∑
{z,λ} exp(−Hλ) =

∑
{z}

∏
x,µ I0(2NJ |z̄x · zx+µ̂|), where I0(x) is a modified Bessel function (here we set T = 1).
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by considering the most general fourth-order polynomial in Φ consistent with the global U(N) symmetry,
i.e.,

L = Tr(∂µΦ)
2 + rTrΦ2 + wTrΦ3 + u (TrΦ2)2 + vTrΦ4. (10)

The stable FP of the RG flow of the LGW theory (10) is expected to control the critical behavior of the
continuous transitions in lattice CPN−1 models. In the absence of a stable FP, a first-order transition is
expected.7

For N = 2, the cubic term in Eq. (10) is absent, and the two quartic terms are equivalent. Therefore,
one recovers the O(3)-symmetric LGW theory, consistently with the equivalence between the CP1 and the
Heisenberg model, see footnote 5. For N ≥ 3, the cubic term is generically expected to be present. This is
usually considered as the indication that the phase transitions occurring in this class of systems are of first
order, as one can easily infer using mean-field arguments.8 Continuous transitions may still occur, but they
require a fine tuning of the microscopic parameters leading to the effective cancellation of the cubic term.9

Numerical simulations of the lattice gauge CPN−1 model (8) confirm the LGW predictions [82]. For
N ≥ 3 the transition is of first order, the first-order nature becoming stronger and stronger as N increases
[210].10 In the effective description the gauge group plays no role and thus one expects the same critical
behavior in any SU(N) invariant model that has a bilinear Hermitian order parameter, irrespective of the
nature of the gauge group. This conclusion is supported by the results of Ref. [214], which studied a
discretized gauge model with Hamiltonian still given by Eq. (8) but with a reduced ZQ gauge symmetry,
obtained by requiring the gauge fields to take only the values exp(2πin/Q) with n = 0, . . . Q− 1. For N = 2
the model undergoes an O(3) transition for any Q ≥ 3, as the CP1 model—this can be shown by explicitly
performing the summation over the gauge degrees of freedom—indicating that the nature of the gauge group
is not important.

The LGW prediction is apparently in contradiction with the results obtained by performing a standard
1/N expansion in the lattice model (8), as they predict a continuous transition [206–208]. It turns out that
these calculations are based on the incorrect assumption that the relevant large-N saddle-point solutions are
spatially homogeneous and that the gauge fields are ordered for all values of J [210]. While this assumption
is correct in the large-J phase, it does not hold for small values of J , because of the presence of topologically
nontrivial configurations, for instance those discussed in Ref. [215], which forbid the ordering of the gauge
fields.

Finally, it is interesting to note that an analysis within the 1/N -expansion framework indicates that the
CPN−1 field theory with Lagrangian (6) is equivalent [2, 64] to the Abelian Higgs field theory (AHFT),
or scalar electrodynamics, which will be presented in Sec. 3.4, whose RG flow has a stable charged FP for
large values of N , see Sec. 4. This result however does not apply to the lattice CPN−1 models. Indeed,
gauge fields can be integrated out in the lattice gauge CPN−1 models, obtaining a Hamiltonian that can be
written as a sum of local gauge-invariant scalar terms. Thus, gauge modes cannot be relevant for the critical

7The same effective description applies to antiferromagnetic CPN−1 models, i.e., to the model with Hamiltonian (7) and
J < 0 (in the Hamiltonian (8) the sign of J is irrelevant, and therefore the model is always ferromagnetic). In this case,
however, there is an additional Z2 symmetry related to translations of one site [209], which implies that the corresponding
effective LGW theory (the order-parameter field is related to a staggered gauge-invariant composite operator) must also be
invariant under Φ → −Φ. This implies the absence of the cubic term in the LGW theory (10), i.e., w = 0. For N = 3 this
LGW Hamiltonian is equivalent to that of the O(8) vector model, thus predicting a critical behavior belonging to the O(8)
vector universality class, with an effective enlargement of the symmetry group of the critical modes from SU(3) to O(8). This
prediction has been confirmed numerically [209]. The critical behavior for larger values of N is discussed in Refs. [167, 209].

8 The mean-field argument that predicts a first-order transition in the presence of a cubic term in the LGW Lagrangian is
strictly valid in four dimensions. The nature of the transition should not change sufficiently close to four dimensions, as long
as statistical fluctuations are small. In particular, it is usually assumed that the four-dimensional mean-field prediction also
applies in three dimensions.

9If this occurs, the critical behavior is controlled by the effective theory relevant for antiferromagnetic models, see footnote
7. For N = 3 continuous transitions would belong to the O(8) vector universality class [209].

10It should be noted that results for other models that are expected to behave as the CPN−1 model are less clear. In particular,
there is no general agreement that all models undergo a first-order transition for N = 3, see, e.g., Refs. [64, 82, 167, 209, 211–
213].
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behavior, as instead would be the case if the CPN−1 transition were effectively described by a gauge field
theory with dynamical gauge fields, as the AHFT presented in Sec. 3.4 below. A more detailed discussion
is presented in Secs. 5 and 6.

3.2.2. Three-dimensional RPN−1 models

RPN−1 models are the real analogues of the CPN−1 models. The fundamental field is a real N -vector
field sx satisfying sx · sx = 1.11 The standard RPN−1 Hamiltonian is

HRP = −J
∑
x,µ

(sx · sx+µ̂)
2. (11)

Equivalently, one can introduce a Z2 gauge field σx,µ associated with the links of the lattice, and define

Hσ = −J
∑
x,µ

σx,µ sx · sx+µ̂, σx,µ = ±1. (12)

Both models are invariant under SO(N) global transformations and the Z2 gauge transformations

sx → wxsx, σx,µ → wxσx,µwx+µ̂, wx = ±1. (13)

RPN−1 models are expected to describe the universal features of the isotropic-nematic transition in liquid
crystals [216]. They have been mostly investigated in two dimensions [217–223].

3D RPN−1 models undergo a finite-temperature transition. Since the gauge fields are not dynamical,
the transition is a LGW transition in terms of a gauge-invariant order parameter, which is identified with
the bilinear symmetric tensor

Rab
x = saxs

b
x − 1

N
δab. (14)

Therefore, the LGW field is a symmetric and traceless real tensor Φab(x), obtained by coarse-graining Rab
x ,

and the LGW Lagrangian [167, 168] is12

L = Tr(∂µΦ)
2 + rTrΦ2 + wTrΦ3 + u (TrΦ2)2 + vTrΦ4. (15)

For N = 2 the field Φab has only two independent components, the Φ3 term is absent, and the Lagrangian
(15) is equivalent to that of the standard XY vector model. Thus, continuous transitions should belong to
the XY universality class. In this case the field Φab is equivalent to an O(2) vector field. This implies that
the RG dimension of Rab

x coincides with the RG dimension of the vector field in the standard XY model.
For larger values of N , the LGW approach predicts [84] first-order transitions due to the presence of

the Φ3 term (see footnote 8 for a discussion of the relation between cubic terms in the LGW Lagrangian
and first-order transitions).

3.2.3. Finite-temperature transition of hadronic matter in the chiral limit

As another example where the LGW approach is expected to hold, we consider the finite-temperature
transition of hadronic matter in the chiral limit, which was analyzed by Pisarski and Wilczek [25] using the

11Formally, the model corresponds to fields that are defined on the real projective space, which is obtained starting from the
sphere SN−1 in N dimensions and identifying points that differ by a reflection, i.e., sx is identified with −sx. In the lattice
model, this identification is obtained by requiring the Hamiltonian to be invariant under local reflections of the spins.

12The LGW Lagrangian (15) is also relevant for the critical behavior of antiferromagnetic RPN−1 models, such as the lattice
models (11) with J < 0, at least for N ≤ 3. In this case, however, the effective theory is also invariant under Φ → −Φ, which
implies w = 0. For N = 3 the corresponding LGW Hamiltonian is equivalent to that of the O(5) vector theory, implying
an effective enlargement of the symmetry group, from O(3) to O(5), at the transition [224]. Numerical results confirm this
prediction. For N ≥ 4 there are discrepancies between the numerical results and the field-theoretical predictions obtained from
high-order perturbative analyses of the RG flow of the LGW theory. The origin of these differences is still an open problem,
see Ref. [168].
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LGW approach. The strong hadronic interactions are described by quantum chromodynamics (QCD), which
is a non-Abelian gauge theory with gauge group SU(3) and quark fields in the fundamental representation
of the gauge group. The thermodynamics of the system is characterized by a finite-temperature transition
at Tc ≃ 200 MeV, which separates a low-temperature confined hadronic phase, in which chiral symmetry is
broken, from a high-temperature phase with deconfined quarks and gluons (quark-gluon plasma), in which
chiral symmetry is restored [225–227]. Our present understanding of this finite-T transition is based on
the symmetry properties of the system. In the presence of Nf light quarks, and, in particular, in their
massless limit, the relevant symmetry is the chiral symmetry SU(Nf )L ⊗ SU(Nf )R, where L,R stand for
left and right quark components. Below Tc, this symmetry is spontaneously broken to SU(Nf )V , the group
of vector quark transformations, with a nonzero quark condensate ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩. The finite-T transition is therefore
characterized by the symmetry-breaking pattern SU(Nf )L ⊗ SU(Nf )R → SU(Nf )V .

13

Let us report here the main assumptions of the approach used by Pisarski and Wilczek to predict the
nature of the finite-T chiral transition [25, 149, 170, 171]:

(i) One assumes that the phase transition is continuous for vanishing quark masses. In this case the length
scale of the critical modes diverges approaching Tc, becoming eventually much larger than 1/Tc, which
is the size of the euclidean “temporal” dimension at Tc. Therefore, the asymptotic critical behavior
must be associated with a 3D universality class with the same symmetry-breaking pattern.

(ii) One assumes—this is the crucial unproved assumption in the approach—that gauge modes do not
become critical at the transition and that only gauge-invariant quark correlations are relevant at
criticality. In other words, one assumes that the finite-T transition is a LGW transition, according to
the classification given in Sec. 3.1.

(iii) To define the LGW theory, an order parameter should be specified. It is identified with the gauge-
invariant bilinear quark matrix ψ̄LiψRj , i, j = 1, . . . Nf . In the LGW framework one introduces a
complex-matrix field Ψij , which is obtained by coarse-graining the order parameter.

(iv) The LGW Lagrangian is obtained by considering the most general Lagrangian that is symmetric under
the global symmetry group of the original model [170, 171]:

LSU(Nf ) = LU(Nf ) + Ldet, (16)

LU(Nf ) = Tr(∂µΨ
†)(∂µΨ) + rTrΨ†Ψ+ u

(
TrΨ†Ψ

)2
+ vTr

(
Ψ†Ψ

)2
,

Ldet = w1

(
detΨ† + detΨ

)
+ w2

(
TrΨ†Ψ

) (
detΨ† + detΨ

)
+ w3

[
(detΨ†)2 + (detΨ)2

]
,

where LU(Nf ) is invariant under U(Nf )L ⊗ U(Nf )R transformations. The Lagrangian Ldet contains
terms involving the determinant of Ψij , which effectively takes into account the explicit breaking of the
U(1)A axial symmetry due to the anomaly (Eq. (16) reports all terms that are relevant for Nf = 2).
Nonvanishing quark masses can be accounted for by adding an external-field term Tr (HΨ+ h.c.).

The analysis of the RG flow of the model depends on the value of Nf . For Nf ≥ 4, a continuous finite-T
transition is only possible if there is a stable FP of the RG flow that lies in the parameter region in which
the symmetry-breaking pattern SU(Nf )L ⊗ SU(Nf )R → SU(Nf )V occurs. Since there is no FP associated
with this symmetry-breaking pattern, continuous transitions cannot occur (thus, contradicting the first
assumption leading to the LGW approach), and therefore first-order transitions are generally predicted. For
Nf = 3, the Lagrangian contains a cubic term (the term proportional to w1), and therefore the transition

13If the axial U(1)A symmetry is effectively restored at Tc, the symmetry-breaking pattern becomes U(Nf )L ⊗ U(Nf )R →
U(Nf )V . The restoration of this symmetry is not expected in QCD. However, semiclassical calculations in the high-temperature
phase [24] show that instanton effects are exponentially small for T ≫ Tc, implying that the effect of the breaking the
axial U(1)A symmetry becomes small in this limit. This scenario has been also confirmed by numerical studies, see, e.g.,
Refs. [228–230]. RG studies of the LGW theory appropriate to describe the finite-T transition with symmetry-breaking pattern
U(Nf )L ⊗U(Nf )R → U(Nf )V are reported in Refs. [171, 231].
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is expected to be of first order, too. For Nf = 1 the Lagrangian (16) with wi = 0 reduces to the O(2)
symmetric Φ4 theory, corresponding to the 3D XY universality class, and the term proportional to w1 plays
the role of an external field. Thus, no transitions are expected, but only a crossover.

Given the actual values of the quark masses [232], this approach is mainly of interest for systems with
two flavors, i.e., for Nf = 2, in which there are only the lightest quarks u and d, that are the building blocks
of ordinary hadronic matter, e.g., of the nucleons. The effective LGW theory contains two quadratic terms
(those proportional to r and w1), making the analysis more complex, see Refs. [149, 170, 171]. A detailed
analysis suggests that, if the transition is continuous in the chiral limit, it must belong to the 3D O(4) vector
universality class, as originally predicted in Ref. [25]. This result can also be understood by noting that the
symmetry-breaking pattern SU(2)L ⊗ SU(2)R → SU(2)V is equivalent to O(4)→O(3) (apart from discrete
groups), i.e., it is the same that characterizes transitions in the O(4) vector universality class.

We stress that these predictions are based on a number of assumptions, the main one being that the
colored gauge modes are effectively decoupled from the critical modes at the transition. If this assumption
is correct, then the effective LGW theory in terms of a gauge-invariant bilinear quark operator can provide
reliable predictions. See, e.g., Ref. [227] for a report on the lattice numerical results obtained for the chiral
transition.

3.3. LGW× transitions with a gauge-dependent order parameter

In Sec. 3.2 we discussed LGW transitions where only matter fields show a critical behavior and that admit
a conventional LGW description in terms of a scalar gauge-invariant order parameter. In this Section, we
discuss a second class of transitions, which we name LGW× transitions, which are also characterized by
the fact that only scalar modes have a critical dynamics, but that do not admit a local gauge-invariant
order-parameter field.

3D O(N)× (Ising× and XY× for N = 1 and 2, respectively) transitions are the simplest examples of this
type of unconventional transitions. They admit an effective description in terms of the O(N)-symmetric
Φ4 theory with Lagrangian (2) and can be observed, e.g., in the lattice N -vector model minimally coupled
with Z2-gauge variables [233, 234]. On a cubic lattice its partition function is given by

Z =
∑
{s,σ}

e−H/T , H = −JN
∑
x,µ

σx,µ sx · sx+µ̂ −K
∑

x,µ>ν

σx,µ σx+µ̂,ν σx+ν̂,µ σx,ν , (17)

where the site variables sx are unit-length N -component real vectors (i.e., sx ·sx = 1), and the link variables
σx,µ take the values ±1. The Hamiltonian parameterK plays the role of inverse gauge coupling. ForK → ∞
(small gauge-coupling limit) the variable σx,µ can be set equal to 1 (modulo gauge transformations) and the
standard O(N) vector model is recovered. For N = 1 the spin variables take the integer values sx = ±1, and
the model corresponds to the so-called Z2-gauge Higgs model [41, 119, 235]. As we shall discuss in Sec. 7,
O(N)× transitions are observed along the transition line that separates the spin disordered phase from the
spin ordered one, for sufficiently small values of the gauge coupling, i.e., for sufficiently large K.

In conventional N -vector systems with N ≥ 2 the spontaneous breaking of the O(N) symmetry at
the transition is driven by the condensation of the N -component fundamental vector field. However, in the
gauge system with Hamiltonian (17), as a consequence of the Z2-gauge symmetry, the local vector correlation
⟨sx · sy⟩ trivially vanishes for x ̸= y. Therefore, the spontaneous breaking of the O(N) symmetry can only
be observed by considering correlations of composite gauge-invariant operators, such as the gauge-invariant
bilinear operator Sab

x = saxs
b
x − δab/N , which transforms as a spin-two tensor under O(N) transformations.

A distinctive feature of the O(N)× transitions is that this bilinear operator, as well as all gauge-invariant
operators, have the same critical behavior as in the conventional N -vector model without gauge invariance.
The equivalent behavior of gauge-invariant correlations in O(N) and O(N)× transitions implies that gauge
modes do not drive the critical behavior. But, more importantly for the characterization of the effective
critical behavior, this result allows us to exclude that the composite gauge-invariant operator Sab

x can be
taken as the fundamental field in a LGW effective theory. Indeed, if one identifies the LGW field Φ with
the coarse-grained gauge-invariant spin-2 order parameter, the corresponding LGW theory turns out to be
that of the RPN−1 models, cf. Eq. (15), which would predict a different universality class with a different
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symmetry-breaking pattern [168], see also Sec. 7.2.2. On the contrary, we conclude that O(N) and O(N)×

transitions have the same effective description, which in turn implies that also O(N)× transitions admit a
LGW characterization in terms of a vector field Φ. The main issue here is the identification of the correct
fundamental vector field Φ. As shown in Refs. [233, 234] and Sec. 7.3, this problem can be solved by
identifying Φ as the coarse-grained analogue of the fundamental field sx after an appropriate gauge-fixing
procedure is considered. This implies that O(N)× transitions can still be described by the O(N)-symmetric
LGW theory (2), but with a gauge-dependent order-parameter field.

For N = 1 there is no global symmetry group, since the global Z2 symmetry of the ungauged model
has been turned into a local one. However, the global Z2 symmetry reemerges in the effective description
of the large-K transitions. Their critical features are the same as in the LGW theory associated with the
conventional Ising transitions. Therefore, we will name these transitions Ising× transitions.

It is interesting to remark that, most probably, our interpretation of the transition as due to the conden-
sation of a non-gauge-invariant local order parameter, is not the only one possible. Indeed, an alternative
interpretation is that LGW× transitions are also controlled by a gauge-invariant order parameter. However,
the order parameter is nonlocal, although it admits a local representation when some specific gauge-fixing
condition is considered. An explicit realization of this mechanism occurs in noncompact LAH models and
is discussed in Sec. 5.1.2.

LGW× transitions do not only occur in O(N)-symmetric models, but are expected in generic spin models
with more complex global symmetries, when they are coupled with discrete gauge variables. The discrete
nature of the gauge group appears to be a crucial property for the existence of LGW× transitions. Indeed,
if the gauge group is discrete it is possible that the pure spin FP remains stable in the presence of a small
gauge coupling. If this occurs, in the weak gauge-coupling limit, continuous transitions should be of LGW×

type.

3.4. GFT transitions described by effective field theories with gauge fields

LGW and LGW× transitions are both characterized by the fact that the critical behavior is completely
determined by the behavior of the scalar variables. Here we consider transitions in which both scalar and
gauge correlations are critical at the transition. In this case an appropriate effective field-theory description
of the critical behavior requires a gauge field theory (GFT) with the explicit inclusion of gauge fields.
Transitions of this type are observed in LAH models, as we shall discuss in Secs. 5 and 6. The corresponding
field theory description is provided by the Abelian Higgs field theory (AHFT), or scalar QED. In the AHFT
an N -component complex scalar field Φ(x) is minimally coupled with an electromagnetic field Aµ(x). The
AHFT Lagrangian reads [17]

LAH =
1

4g2
F 2
µν +DµΦ ·DµΦ+ r Φ̄ ·Φ+ u (Φ̄ ·Φ)2, Fµν ≡ ∂µAν − ∂νAµ, Dµ ≡ ∂µ + iAµ. (18)

Beside the Abelian U(1) gauge invariance, the theory has a global SU(N) symmetry, Φ → VΦ with V ∈
SU(N). Its RG flow will be discussed in Sec. 4. One expects that the stable charged FP of the RG flow of the
AHFT, i.e., a stable FP with a nonvanishing gauge coupling, is the FP that controls the universal features
of the charged critical transitions of lattice AH models, when both gauge and scalar fields are critical.

It is interesting to note that the effective description of GFT transitions requires non-gauge-invariant
fundamental fields, like LGW× transitions. Thus, the issues we have discussed in Sec. 3.3 occur also here. In
particular, vector correlations and gauge-field correlations are trivial in the gauge theory, because of gauge
invariance. However, in GFTs the solution of these problems is well known: A gauge fixing should be added
to the theory to be able to observe the critical correlations of the fundamental fields (this is a necessary step
for perturbative calculations).

As we shall review in the next sections, critical behaviors consistent with the charged universality classes
of the AHFT have been identified in lattice AH (LAH) models with noncompact gauge variables in the weak
gauge-coupling regime, see Sec. 5, along the transition line that separates the Coulomb and Higgs phases [87,
91], for N > N∗, with N∗ = 7(2). On the other hand, in the strong gauge-coupling regime, transitions
between the Coulomb and molecular phase have an effective LGW description. Charged universality classes
have been identified also in compact formulations, again in the weak gauge-coupling limit, see Sec. 6.
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It is interesting to note that in lattice gauge models the global symmetry group and the symmetry
breaking pattern do not completely characterize the nature of the phase transition. The properties of
the gauge modes are crucial to determine the critical behavior. Systems with global SU(N) symmetry,
symmetry-breaking pattern SU(N)→ SU(N − 1), and local U(1) gauge symmetry provide an example of
such behavior. If the gauge modes are not critical the transition is of LGW type. The corresponding Φ4

theory is given in Eq. (10), which predicts first-order transitions for N ≥ 3 and continuous transitions
belonging to the O(3) vector universality class for N = 2. On the other hand, if gauge modes are relevant,
the transitions are described by the AHFT (18): they can be continuous for N > N∗ ≈ 7, and of first order
in the opposite case, and in particular for N = 2. Therefore, in the two cases the expected behavior at the
transition is quite different.

3.5. Topological transitions in lattice gauge models

The first three types of transitions that we have discussed so far are all characterized by the spontaneous
breaking of a global symmetry. In gauge models there are however also transitions that are not associated
with a symmetry breaking and thus lie beyond the Landau paradigm. These transitions separate phases
that only differ in the topological order of the gauge excitations. The scalar degrees of freedom, if present,
play no role. Thus, they do not admit a LGW or LGW× description, nor can they be described using a
GFT with scalar matter, as in all these cases matter fields are critical. They therefore represent a novel
class of transitions that do not obey the standard paradigm, see, e.g., Refs. [20, 21, 92, 93, 183, 236, 237].

Topological phase transitions are characterized by the divergence of the length scale ξ of the critical
modes, as in more conventional cases. However, the absence of a local gauge-invariant order parameter
forces one to define the length scale ξ from the behavior of extended objects, for instance Wilson loops
in gauge theories. The presence of a divergent length allows one to define a universal critical exponent ν.
Other exponents that are typically considered in conventional transitions, such as η and β, are instead not
defined in the absence of a local order parameter. Topological transitions are also defined in the quantum
setting, where one can use ν and the dynamic exponent z (defined in terms of the size dependence of the
gap at the critical point) to characterize the critical behavior.14

Two important examples of models that undergo topological transitions are the inverted XY (IXY) model
and the lattice ZQ-gauge model, which are reviewed below.

3.5.1. The three-dimensional inverted XY model

The inverted XY model (IXY) is a gauge model with Hamiltonian

HIXY =
κ

2

∑
x,µ>ν

(∇µAx,ν −∇νAx,µ)
2, (19)

where the sum is over all lattice plaquettes, ∇µ is the forward lattice derivative, ∇µf(x) = f(x+ µ̂)− f(x),
and the field Ax,µ takes only values that are multiples of 2π, i.e., Ax,µ = 2πnx,µ, with nx,µ ∈ Z. The
Hamiltonian HIXY is invariant under the gauge transformations nx,µ → nx,µ +mx+µ̂ −mx, with mx ∈ Z.

The free energy of the IXY model is related by duality to that of the XY model with Villain action [42, 65],
which implies that the IXY model undergoes a transition (at κc = 0.076051(2) [65, 87] when setting the
temperature T = 1) belonging to the XY universality class, but with inverted high- and low-temperature
phases [42].

It is important to stress that the above identification of the universality classes is done using the duality
between the gauge and the spin system, and that duality only maps the free energy and the related thermal
observables. In particular, the magnetic sector present in the spin universality class has no counterpart in the

14We mention that topological transitions have also been associated with the breaking of higher-order symmetries, see, e.g.,
Refs. [238–242]. While conventional symmetries act on local objects defined on the entire system, higher-order symmetries
act on extended objects associated with lower-dimensional submanifolds. Topological transitions can be interpreted as due to
the spontaneous breaking of such generalized symmetries, somehow extending the Landau approach in which transitions are
related to the spontaneous breaking of global symmetries.
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gauge universality class. Viceversa, the charged sector that characterizes the IXY transition, see Secs. 5.1.2
and 5.2.2, is not present in the spin model. Thus, the XY FP that controls the behavior of the gauge model
differs from the FP that is relevant in the XY model. Indeed, they represent FPs obtained by performing RG
transformations on two different classes of Hamiltonians—those with local O(2) and global O(2) symmetry,
respectively. Therefore, it is more appropriate to distinguish the IXY or gauge XY universality class from
the spin XY universality class.15

3.5.2. Three-dimensional lattice ZQ gauge theories

The lattice ZQ gauge theories with Q ≥ 2 are paradigmatic models undergoing finite-temperature topo-
logical transitions [20], separating a high-temperature deconfined phase from a low-temperature confined
phase, that have been investigated in several works, see, e.g., Refs. [119, 243–249]. Their lattice Hamiltonian
reads16

HZQ
= −2K

∑
x,µ>ν

Re
(
λx,µ λx+µ̂,ν λ̄x+ν̂,µ λ̄x,ν

)
, λx,µ = exp

(
i
2πnx,µ
Q

)
, nx,µ ∈ 0, 1, . . . , Q− 1, (20)

where λx,µ are ZQ-group variables associated with the links of a cubic lattice.
Their critical behavior can be inferred by using duality. The ZQ lattice gauge model is dual to a specific

Q-state clock model [143], with ZQ spin variables exp(2πinx/Q) (where nx = 1, ..., Q) associated with the
lattice sites, and a Hamiltonian which is symmetric under global ZQ transformations. The 2-state clock
model is equivalent to the Ising model, while the 3-state clock model is equivalent to the 3-state Potts
model, which undergoes a first-order transition. The nature of the transitions for Q ≥ 4 can be inferred by
studying the RG flow of the LGW field theory associated with a ZQ-symmetric spin system [253]

LZQ
= |∂µφ|2 + r |φ|2 + u |φ|4 + v (φQ + φ̄Q), (21)

where φ(x) is a complex field. The Q-dependent potential has dimension Q and is therefore irrelevant for
Q > 4. In this case we can thus set v = 0, obtaining the standard U(1)-symmetric Φ4 theory for a complex
field. This implies an XY critical behavior and an effective enlargement of the symmetry of the critical
modes at the transition: While the theory is ZQ-symmetric, critical modes are U(1)-symmetric. For Q = 4,
the Q-dependent potential has dimension four and represents a cubic anisotropy. The stable FP of its RG
flow is again the XY FP with v = 0 [95, 130, 150, 175, 254, 255].17

Using duality, the results for models with global ZQ symmetry allow us to infer the nature of the
transitions in the ZQ gauge models. These arguments predict an Ising transition for Q = 2, a first-order
transition for Q = 3, and an XY transition for any Q > 4. For Q = 4 the Z4 gauge model has a transition
in the Ising universality class because its partition function can be written as that of two independent Z2

gauge models [92, 259] (this is analogous to what happens in the standard Z4 clock model, see footnote 17).
However, this result is specific of the gauge formulation with Hamiltonian (20). Generic discrete models
with Z4 gauge symmetry are instead expected to undergo transitions belonging to the XY universality class,
or, more precisely, to the IXY universality class.

15The IXY or gauge XY universality class is also sometimes referred to as XY∗ universality class in the literature, see, e.g.,
Ref. [20].

16It is interesting to observe that, by means of the Fortuin-Kasteleyn representation [250], the ZQ gauge theory can be
extended to any complex value of Q, see, e.g., Ref. [251]. Gauge models with real values of Q in the interval [0,1] have been
studied, e.g., in Refs.[251, 252].

17For Q = 4 the anisotropic interaction with coefficient v appearing in the Hamiltonian (21) gives only rise to scaling
corrections. However, due to the small absolute value of the corresponding RG dimension [150, 175, 254] yv = −0.108(6), these
scaling corrections decay slowly. Beside the stable FP with v = 0, the LGW model also admits an unstable FP on the line
w = u− 6v = 0, where the LGW Hamiltonian can be written as the sum of two identical LGW Hamiltonians with a real scalar
field, so that this FP corresponds to an Ising critical behavior. The parameter w corresponds to a relevant perturbation of the
decoupled Ising fixed point, with RG dimension yw = d− 2/νI = 0.17475(2), where [256] νI = 0.629971(4) is the Ising critical
exponent. The standard Z4 clock model can be exactly rewritten as a sum of two Ising models [257, 258]. Thus, it corresponds
to the LGW theory with w = 0 and hence it undergoes an Ising transition. Generic four-state clock models, however, undergo
XY transitions.
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For Q → ∞ we obtain the compact U(1) gauge theory in which the fields λx,µ are U(1) phases. This
model does not have finite-K transitions because of the presence of topological excitations (monopoles) that
keep the system always disordered [260]. The limit K → ∞, Q → ∞ at fixed K/Q2 is more interesting
[90]. In this case one obtains the IXY model defined in Sec. 3.5.1 with κ = K/Q2.18 The IXY model is the
relevant one for the behavior of the gauge model for Q ≥ 5 (and also for Q = 4 in the generic case): For
these values of Q transitions in the ZQ gauge model have the same critical behavior as the transition in the
IXY model. It is interesting to give a RG interpretation of these results, considering the large-Q ZQ gauge
model as a perturbed IXY model, in which the inverse charge 1/Q plays the role of perturbation parameter.
The IXY critical behavior of all ZQ gauge models with Q ≥ 4 indicates that the 1/Q perturbation of the
IXY critical behavior is irrelevant.

As already stressed above for the IXY model, the identification of the universality classes is done using
duality, that only maps the free energy and the related thermal observables. Thus, we distinguish the gauge
XY (a representative is the IXY transition) from the spin XY universality class and analogously, the gauge
Ising from the spin Ising universality class.

Finally, we mention that the Wilson loops WC , defined as the product of the link variables along a
closed contour C within a plane, provide a nonlocal order parameter for the topological transition of the
3D lattice ZQ gauge models [119]. Indeed, their asymptotic size dependence for large contours changes at
the transition, varying from the area law WC ∼ exp(−caAC), where AC is the area enclosed by the contour
C and ca > 0 is a constant, which is valid for small values of K, (this behavior can be easily checked in
the strong-coupling regime for K ≪ 1 [8, 262]), to the perimeter law Wc ∼ exp(−cpPC), where PC is the
perimeter of the contour C and cp > 0 is a constant, which is valid for large values of K. An analogous
behavior is observed in 2D quantum formulations of the Z2 gauge theory, see, e.g., Ref. [20].

3.5.3. Topological transitions in low-temperature Higgs phases

Topological transitions, such as those arising in 3D ZQ gauge theories, also occur in theories with a larger
gauge group if the reduced global symmetry of the low-temperature Higgs phase gives rise to an effective
breaking of the gauge group to a residual smaller subgroup and, in particular, to the ZQ group. Topological
transitions of this kind [20, 96, 98, 263] are realized in various lattice gauge systems, as we shall see in the
following. For example, we mention LAH models with compact gauge variables and higher-charge scalar
fields, see Sec. 6.1, and SU(Nc) gauge LNAH model with scalar matter in the adjoint representation, see
Sec. 9.4.

In this context, the relevant gauge symmetry is the residual gauge symmetry GR of the Higgs phase,
which is defined as the group of gauge transformations that leave invariant a representative scalar field in the
minimum-potential configuration. The representative scalar field is supposed to have been fixed to a specific
value by using both the global and the local gauge symmetry. Note that the group GR does not depend on
the chosen representative of the scalar field in the Higgs phase, and it is determined by the global symmetry
of the ordered phase. Therefore, it does not represent an additional characterization of the Higgs phase,
and, more importantly, it has a gauge-independent relevance. The gauge modes associated with the residual
gauge group GR may give rise to gauge-independent topological transitions, as supported by the numerical
results that we will present in the next sections. More precisely, topological transitions are possible if the
gauge theory with gauge group GR (and no scalar fields) has a topological transition, such as the ZQ gauge
model in three dimensions.

To refer to the residual gauge symmetry GR, we will usually speak of a formal breaking of the gauge
symmetry G with gauge-symmetry breaking pattern G→ GR, consistently with the common use of referring
to the Higgs mechanism as realizing a gauge symmetry breaking (for example, the Standard Model of the
electroweak interactions is often associated with the gauge symmetry breaking pattern SU(2)⊗ UY (1) →
Uem(1) [1]). However, we should stress that the gauge symmetry cannot be spontaneously broken in the

18This result implies that the critical value Kc(Q) for the Q-state gauge model scales as Kc(Q) ≃ κ
(c)
nc Q2 for large Q, where

κ
(c)
nc = 0.076051(2) is the critical coupling of the IXY model. Using the existing estimates [247, 261] of Kc(Q), Ref. [247]

obtained Kc(Q) ≃ wQ2 with w = 0.076053(4), in good agreement with the theoretical prediction, see also Ref. [90].
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standard sense of statistical mechanics (i.e., the system cannot be forced in one specific minimum, for
instance, by appropriately fixing the boundary conditions), as this is forbidden by well-known rigorous
arguments [8, 43, 204, 205]. Thus, to identify uniquely the scalar fields in the low-temperature phase and
the residual gauge symmetry, one can choose appropriate boundary conditions to fix the global symmetry,
but one should also add an appropriate complete gauge fixing to eliminate the gauge redundancy.

4. Abelian Higgs gauge field theories

Many collective phenomena in condensed-matter physics [7, 12] are described by effective 3D U(1) gauge
models in which scalar fields are coupled with an Abelian gauge field. We mention the transitions in super-
conductors [18, 19], in quantum SU(N) antiferromagnets [20, 27–32, 71, 72], and the unconventional quantum
transitions between the Néel and the valence-bond-solid phases in two-dimensional antiferromagnetic SU(2)
quantum systems [34–40, 264], which represent the paradigmatic models for the so-called deconfined quan-
tum criticality [33]. The phase structure and the universal features of the transitions in scalar gauge models
have been extensively studied [18–20, 27–93, 192–194, 196, 197, 202, 207, 210, 215, 264–276], and particular
attention has been paid to the role of the gauge fields and of the related topological features, like monopoles
and Berry phases, which cannot be captured by effective LGW theories with gauge-invariant scalar order
parameters [2, 14, 20, 33, 95].

In this section we introduce the Abelian Higgs (AH) field theory (AHFT), or scalar QED, which describes
a d-dimensional system of degenerate N -component scalar fields minimally coupled with an Abelian U(1)
gauge field. By properly choosing the Lagrangian potential of the scalar fields, we can define models with
different global symmetry: here we discuss SU(N) and SO(N) invariant models. We outline the known results
for the renormalization-group (RG) flow of the models and the corresponding FPs, which are expected to
describe the critical behavior of transitions in which both scalar and gauge field are critical (GFT transitions
in the classification of Sec. 3.1).

4.1. SU(N)-symmetric Abelian Higgs field theory

4.1.1. The model

The SU(N)-symmetric AHFT is obtained by minimally coupling an N -component complex scalar field
Φ(x) with an electromagnetic U(1) gauge field Aµ(x). The corresponding SFT (or Euclidean QFT) is
formally defined by the functional path integral

Z =

∫
[dΦ] [dA] e−S(Φ,A), S(Φ,A) =

∫
ddx [LAH(Φ,A) + Lgf(A)] , Lgf(A) =

1

2ζ
(∂µAµ)

2, (22)

where the gauge-invariant Lagrangian LAH is reported in Eq. (18). We have added here the Lorenz gauge-
fixing term Lgf , which is necessary to obtain a well-defined theory, see, e.g., Ref. [2]. As it stands here, the
AHFT is only formally defined in perturbation theory. To go beyond perturbation theory, one must consider
a nonperturbative regularization and show that the properly renormalized theory admits a finite limit when
the regularization is eliminated. If we use the lattice regularization, this is possible only if the lattice model
admits a continuous transition [2–4, 111, 131, 277].

The RG flow of the AHFT has been studied using the perturbative ε ≡ 4− d expansion [18, 54, 83, 278,
279] and the functional RG approach [81]. The analysis of the corresponding FPs allows one to determine the
nature of the transitions in this class of systems. In particular, if a stable FP exists, continuous transitions are
possible in systems with analogous features. The model has also been studied using the large-N expansion,
obtaining the expansion of some critical exponents for large N [18, 55, 64, 76, 207].

For N ≥ 2, the pattern of the spontaneous breaking of the global symmetry is

SU(N) → U(N − 1). (23)

The ordered phase is characterized by the condensation of the local gauge-invariant bilinear operator

Qab(x) = Φ̄a(x)Φb(x)− 1

N
δabΦ̄(x) ·Φ(x). (24)
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Its two-point correlation function
GQ(x,y) = ⟨TrQ(x)Q(y)⟩, (25)

approaches a constant nonvanishing value for large distances (in the presence of symmetry-breaking boundary
conditions) in the ordered phase, while at the critical point it behaves as

GQ(x,y) ∼ |x− y|−2yq , yq =
d− 2 + ηq

2
, (26)

where yq is RG dimension of the operator Q, and ηq is the usual critical exponent. The approach to the
critical point is controlled by the length-scale critical exponent ν, which can be defined from the power-law
divergence of the length scale ξ of the critical modes, i.e. ξ ∼ |r − rc|−ν , where r is the coefficient of the
quadratic term in Eq. (18) and rc its critical value.

4.1.2. Renormalization-group flow in the perturbative ε-expansion

The RG flow of the SU(N)-symmetric AHFT field theory has been determined close to four dimensions
in the ε-expansion framework. The RG scaling functions that are related with the diverging renormalization
constants have been determined perturbatively [perturbative calculations are usually performed using the
Lorenz gauge fixing as in Eq. (22)], in powers of ε ≡ 4 − d [18, 94]. In the perturbative calculations
dimensional regularization and the minimal-subtraction (MS) renormalization scheme are generally used,
see, e.g., Refs. [2, 95]. The corresponding MS β functions associated with the renormalized couplings α ≡ g2

and u have been computed to four loops [83]. The FPs of the RG flow are obtained from the common
zeroes of the β function. Their stability is controlled by the eigenvalues of the matrix Ωij = ∂giβj (where
gi indicates the Lagrangian couplings, and βi the corresponding β function) [2, 95]: a FP is stable if all
eigenvalues λi of Ω, computed at the FP, are positive.

Here we report the one-loop β functions [18]

βα ≡ µ
∂α

∂µ
= −εα+Nα2, βu ≡ µ

∂u

∂µ
= −εu+ (N + 4)u2 − 18uα+ 54α2. (27)

The normalizations of the renormalized couplings α and u have been chosen to simplify the formulas (they
can be easily inferred from the above expressions). The analysis of the one-loop β functions shows that a
stable FP exists for

N > N4 = 90 + 24
√
15 ≈ 183. (28)

It is given by

α∗ =
ε

N
, u∗ =

N + 18 +
√
N2 − 180N − 540

2N(N + 4)
ε. (29)

We refer to this FP as charged FP, because α∗ is nonzero, thus implying nontrivial critical correlations of
the gauge field.

The value N∗ above which the theory has a stable FP depends on the dimension d, thus, in the ε
expansion approach one defines a function N∗(d) such that a stable FP exists only for N > N∗(d), with
N∗(4) = N4. 3D AH models may undergo a charged continuous transition only if N > N∗(3). The critical
number of components N⋆(d) has been determined to four loops [83]:

N∗(4− ε) = N∗(4)
[
1− 1.752 ε+ 0.789 ε2 + 0.362 ε3 +O(ε4)

]
. (30)

The determination of N∗(3) from the asymptotic expansion (30) is quite difficult because of the large
coefficients. Moreover, the perturbative expansions for gauge theories are not Borel summable, because of
the presence of renormalons, see, e.g., Refs. [280–284], so it is not clear whether the resummation methods
[2] that are successfully used for Φ4 theories19 may provide reasonably accurate estimates. In spite of these

19The ε-expansion for Φ4 theories is conjectured to be Borel summable [2].
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difficulties, by means of a resummation method that makes the reasonable assumption that N∗(d) vanishes
linearly for d → 2 (this is suggested by the D = 2 + ε perturbative results of Refs. [285, 286]), Ref. [83]
obtained N∗(3) = 12(4) in three dimensions, which confirms the absence of a stable FP—and therefore, of
continuous transitions—for small values of N . The field-theoretical estimate is in reasonable agreement with
the estimate [87, 90] N∗(3) = 7(2) obtained by numerical analyses of the LAH models, see also Sec. 5.3.20

It is interesting to observe that, to all orders of perturbation theory, the β function of the gauge coupling
α can be expressed in terms of the anomalous dimension ηA of the scalar field in the Lorenz gauge [2, 53, 287]:

βα = α [d− 4 + ηA(α, u)], ηA(α, u) =
d logZA

d logµ
, (31)

where ZA is the MS renormalization constant associated with the gauge field. Therefore, at the charged FP
(α∗ ̸= 0) the FP condition βα = 0 implies the exact relation [19, 53]

ηA ≡ ηA(α
∗, u∗) = 4− d. (32)

In particular, ηA = 1 in three dimensions.
The RG flow also presents an uncharged O(2N)-symmetric FP with vanishing gauge coupling, with

α∗ = 0 and u∗ = u∗O(2N) = ε/(N +4). This FP exists for any N , including N = 1, and it is always unstable

against gauge fluctuations. Indeed, its stability matrix Ωij = ∂βi/∂gj has a negative eigenvalue λα that
satisfies the exact relation

λα = ∂βα/∂α|α=0 = −ε, (33)

to all orders in perturbation theory [84]. Therefore, the addition of U(1) gauge interactions is a relevant RG
perturbation of the ungauged O(2N)-vector theory, with RG dimension yα = −λα = 1 in three dimensions.
As a consequence, for small gauge couplings we always expect crossover effects with an apparent O(2N)
behavior [2, 11, 92, 137], independently of the existence of the stable charged FP, which is only relevant for
the eventual asymptotic behavior.

4.1.3. Role of the gauge fixing

As already mentioned above, the Lorenz gauge-fixing term Lgf in Eq. (22) is necessary to obtain a well-
defined functional path integral, and, in particular, a well-defined perturbative expansion, see, e.g., Ref. [2].
Appropriate Ward identities guarantee that the gauge-invariant observables do not depend on the parameter
ζ appearing in the gauge-fixing term Lgf . In particular, the MS perturbative β functions βα and βu, the
corresponding FPs, and the critical exponents are independent of ζ. However, as discussed in Sec. 5.1, and,
in more details, in Refs. [46–50, 91, 287], the gauge fixing plays an important role also in lattice AH models.
In particular, different behaviors are observed for positive values of ζ (in this case we speak of a soft Lorenz
gauge fixing) and in the limiting case ζ = 0 (hard Lorenz gauge fixing). For instance, only in the second
case the nonlocal gauge-invariant charge operators that condense in the low-temperature Higgs phase admit
a local field representation [91, 287]. To better understand the role of the gauge fixing in the lattice theory,
it is useful to discuss the RG flow of the Lorenz gauge parameter in the corresponding AHFT.

As a consequence of the Ward identities that follow from gauge invariance, which imply that the gauge-
fixing term Lgf in Eq. (22) does not renormalize, see, e.g., Ref. [2], the β function of the parameter ζ takes
the simple form

βζ ≡ µ
∂ζ

∂µ
= −ζ ηA(α, u). (34)

20A similar behavior has been observed [202] in quantum square-lattice SU(N) antiferromagnets at the transition between
the SU(N) Néel phase and the valence-bond solid phase. The numerical FSS analyses of the Rényi entanglement entropy
reported in Ref. [202] are apparently compatible with the CFT predictions appropriate for continuous transitions only for
N ≥ 8, leading to the conclusions that systems with N ≤ 7 undergo (weak) first-order transitions. The N -component AHFT
(22) is a candidate field theory for the critical behavior at these transitions, see, e.g., Refs. [27–30, 202]. If this is the case, then
the results of Ref. [202] confirm the absence of a FP for small values of N .
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Eq. (34) shows that the value ζ = 0 represents a FP of the RG flow in the theory with a Lorenz gauge fixing.
Moreover, since ηA > 0, this FP is unstable. If we start the RG flow from ζ > 0, then ζ increases towards
infinity, and the fluctuations of the nongauge-invariant modes are expected to become unbounded in this
limit: nongauge-invariant correlations are expected to become disordered on large scales as in the absence
of a gauge fixing. Therefore, we expect to be able to observe a critical behavior in the nongauge invariant
sector only for ζ = 0, i.e., in the presence of a hard Lorenz gauge fixing. This is confirmed by the numerical
results discussed in Refs. [91, 287].

4.1.4. Three-dimensional Abelian Higgs field theory in the large-N limit

The existence of a critical transition for finite values of ε, and in particular in three dimensions, and for
sufficiently large values of N is confirmed by nonperturbative (with respect to the couplings) computations
in the large-N limit [18, 55, 64, 76]. These calculations provide 1/N expansions of some critical exponents.
The correlation-length exponent ν and the exponent ηq defined in Eq. (26) are given by [18]:

ν = 1− 48

π2N
+O(N−2), (35)

ηq = 1− 32

π2N
+O(N−2). (36)

In the presence of a gauge fixing one can also consider correlation functions that are not gauge invariant.
For example, we may consider the correlation function GΦ(x,y) ≡ ⟨Φ̄(x) · Φ(y)⟩ of the Lagrangian field
Φ(x). The anomalous dimension of Φ(x) depends on the gauge-fixing parameter ζ and is given by [18, 76]

ηϕ = −20 + 8ζ

π2

1

N
+O(N−2). (37)

As already discussed in Sec. 4.1.3, only in the presence of a hard Lorenz gauge fixing (ζ = 0) nongauge
invariant correlations can become critical. In particular, as we shall see in Sec. 5.1.2, only in this case the
Higgs phase can be characterized by the condensation of the scalar field, reflecting the condensation of a
nonlocal gauge-invariant charged operator. For ζ = 0 we obtain

ηϕ = −20

π2

1

N
+O(N−2) for ζ = 0, (38)

which allows one to compute the RG dimension of Φ in the hard Lorenz gauge: yϕ = (1 + ηϕ)/2.

4.2. Abelian Higgs field theories with multiparameter scalar potentials

We can also consider AHFTs with more general scalar potentials [278, 279, 288], that are invariant under
a subgroup of SU(N), that is still large enough to ensure the presence of a single quadratic invariant term.
If this were not the case, the model would describe multicritical behaviors, as already discussed in Sec. 2.2.
In Secs. 4.2.1 and 4.2.2 we consider SO(N) invariant models. Further extensions are presented in Sec. 4.2.3.

4.2.1. SO(N)-symmetric Abelian Higgs field theories: Definition of the model

The simplest extension of the SU(N)-invariant AHFT is obtained by adding the quartic term |Φ ·Φ|2
to the Lagrangian (18). We obtain

LO =
1

4g2

∑
µν

F 2
µν +DµΦ ·DµΦ+ r Φ̄ ·Φ+ u (Φ̄ ·Φ)2 + v |Φ ·Φ|2, (39)

with u ≥ 0 and u+v ≥ 0, to guarantee the stability of the potential. For N = 1 the two quartic scalar terms
are equivalent, thus one recovers the standard one-component AHFT. For N > 1, the added term preserves
the gauge invariance, but it breaks the global SU(N) symmetry, making the theory invariant under SO(N)
transformations only. This symmetry group is large enough to guarantee that Φ̄ ·Φ is the only quadratic
invariant term allowed by the global and local symmetries.
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To determine the possible ordered phases of the model with N ≥ 2, one can use the mean-field ap-
proximation, since field fluctuations are only relevant along the transition lines. This amounts to analyzing
the minima of the scalar potential [288]. One finds two ordered phases, with different symmetry, depend-
ing on the sign of v. For v < 0, the ordered phase is invariant under SO(N − 1) transformations, so the
symmetry-breaking pattern at the transition is the same as that of the O(N) vector model,

SO(N) → SO(N − 1) for v < 0. (40)

For v > 0 the ordered phase is invariant under SO(N − 2) transformations, thus leading to the symmetry-
breaking pattern

SO(N) → SO(N − 2) for v > 0. (41)

Of course, for v = 0 the model is SU(N) invariant and thus the ordered phase is U(N − 1) invariant. The
symmetry-breaking pattern is given in Eq. (23).

The appropriate order parameters for the two different types of transitions are [288]

Rab(x) = ReQab(x), T ab(x) = ImQab(x), (42)

which transform under different representations of the SO(N) group. Here Qab is the bilinear operator
defined in Eq. (24).

As a final remark, it is important to note that the analysis of the possible phases and symmetry-breaking
patterns only relies on the structure of the scalar potential. Therefore, it applies to any lattice model with
SO(N) global invariance, independently of the presence or absence of gauge fields. Also the nature of the
transition plays no role.

4.2.2. SO(N)-symmetric Abelian Higgs field theories: Renormalization-group flow

To determine the possible charged transitions in SO(N) invariant models, one can study the RG flow in
the MS renormalization scheme close to four dimensions, as it was done for the SU(N) symmetric AHFT
in Sec. 4.1.2. The one-loop β functions associated with the renormalized couplings α, u, and v, are given
by [278, 279]

βα = −εα+Nα2, (43)

βu = −εu+ (N + 4)u2 + 4uv + 4v2 − 18uα+ 54α2,

βv = −εv +Nv2 + 6vu− 18vα.

The normalizations of the renormalized couplings α, u, v have been again chosen to simplify the formulas
(they can be easily inferred from the above expressions). For large values of N there is a stable FP, with
α∗ ≈ ε/N , u∗ ≈ ε/N , and v∗ ≈ ε/N . More precisely, a stable charged FP exists for N > N∗

o (d), where [279]

N∗
o (d) = N∗

o (4) +O(ε) with N∗
o (4) ≈ 210. (44)

Note that v∗ > 0, so this FP is only relevant for charged transitions characterized by the symmetry-breaking
pattern given in Eq. (41). There are no higher-order computations, that allow one to determine N∗

o (d) in d
dimensions and, in particular, for d = 3. However, by analogy with the SU(N)-symmetric case, one expects
N∗

o (d = 3) to be of order ten [288].
These results allow us to predict the critical behavior of the transitions in generic SO(N)-invariant AH

systems, when gauge fields are critical at the transition. If the symmetry-breaking pattern is the one given
in Eq. (40), so that the system is effectively described by the SO(N)-symmetric AHFT with v < 0, no
continuous transitions with critical gauge correlations are expected to occur. If, instead, the symmetry-
breaking pattern is the one obtained for v > 0, see Eq. (41), then the behavior depends on the number of
components of the scalar field. For N > N∗

o (d = 3), continuous charged transitions are possible, provided
the lattice system is effectively inside the attraction domain of the stable charged FP. For smaller values of
N , instead, transitions are of first order.
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The RG analysis reported above shows that SO(N)-symmetric AH systems may undergo charged con-
tinuous phase transitions for sufficiently large values of N . Critical exponents in the large-N limit can be
computed using the field-theoretical 1/N expansion. Ref. [278] computed the correlation-length exponent ν
in a more general non-Abelian gauge theory with local O(M) and global O(N) invariance, which is equivalent
to the SO(N)-symmetric AHFT for M = 2. Using the results of Ref. [278] for M = 2 one obtains

ν = 1− 176

3π2N
+O(N−2). (45)

4.2.3. Further extensions of the Abelian Higgs field theories

More general quartic scalar potential, with smaller global symmetry group, have also been considered.
For instance, one may consider the model with Lagrangian [279]

LP =
1

4g2
F 2
µν +DµΦ ·DµΦ+ r Φ̄ ·Φ+ u (Φ̄ ·Φ)2 + v |Φ ·Φ|2 + w

N∑
a=1

(Φ̄aΦa)2, (46)

which is invariant under the permutation group ofN elements PN . ForN = 2 the quartic potential appearing
in the Lagrangian (46) is the most general one that is gauge invariant and guarantees the uniqueness of the
quadratic Φ̄ ·Φ term. For N > 2 there are other quartic terms satisfying these conditions. For instance, one
can add

∑N
a=1 Φ̄

aΦaΦ̄a+1Φa+1 (with the identification ΦN+1 = Φ1), which is only invariant under global
ZN transformations.

A one-loop O(ε) analysis of the RG flow of the PN -symmetric AHFT (46) was reported in Ref. [279],
showing that, close to four dimensions, a stable FP is present only for N ≥ 5494.

4.3. Summary

The analysis of the RG flow in the SU(N) and SO(N) invariant AHFTs shows that a stable charged
FP exists for sufficiently large N values. The existence of these FPs implies that statistical lattice systems
with the same local and global symmetries may undergo continuous charged transitions, where both scalar
and gauge fields are critical. In particular, SU(N)-symmetric and O(N)-symmetric AHFTs provide the
effective description of charged continuous transitions characterized by the symmetry-breaking patterns
SU(N) → U(N − 1) and SO(N)→SO(N − 2), respectively. As we shall see, such transitions are indeed
observed in LAH models with noncompact gauge variables [87, 288], along the transition line separating the
Coulomb and Higgs phases. They are characterized by the condensation of the local gauge-invariant bilinear
tensor operators defined above and also of nonlocal charged vector operators [91, 93].

5. Lattice Abelian Higgs models with noncompact gauge variables

In this section we discuss the phase diagram and critical behavior of 3D lattice Abelian Higgs (LAH)
models in which a noncompact Abelian gauge field is coupled with an N -component scalar field. We
review results for a specific nearest-neighbor model, but the main features of the phase diagram and the
universal properties of the transitions are expected to be the same in a large class of lattice gauge models
characterized by a local U(1) gauge invariance. We first consider LAH models with global SU(N) symmetry,
then we discuss the SO(N)-symmetric case.

5.1. N -component SU(N)-invariant lattice Abelian Higgs model

5.1.1. Definition of the model

In LAH models defined on a 3D cubic lattice the fundamental fields areN -component unit-length complex
vectors zx (z̄x ·zx = 1) defined on the lattice sites x, and noncompact gauge variables Ax,µ ∈ R (µ = 1, 2, 3)
defined on the lattice links. The simplest nearest-neighbor lattice model is defined by [46, 48, 50, 66, 87]21

Z =

∫
[dAx,µdz̄xdzx]e

−H(A,z), H(A, z) =
κ

2

∑
x,µ>ν

F 2
x,µν − 2NJ

∑
x,µ

Re (λx,µ z̄x · zx+µ̂), (47)

21We set T = 1 and rescale the coupling J by a factor of N , to obtain a finite N → ∞ limit at fixed J , see, e.g., Ref. [64].
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where µ̂ is the unit spatial vector in the lattice direction µ, and

λx,µ = eiAx,µ , Fx,µν = ∆µAx,ν −∆νAx,µ, ∆µAx,ν = Ax+µ̂,ν −Ax,ν . (48)

The coupling κ > 0 plays the role of inverse (square) gauge coupling. The model is invariant under the
global transformations zx → V zx with V ∈ SU(N) and under the local transformations

zx → eiΛxzx, Ax,µ → Ax,µ + Λx − Λx+µ̂, Λx ∈ R. (49)

Model (47) can be seen as a particular, quite straightforward, lattice regularization of the AHFT defined by
the Lagrangian (18).

We should note that the partition function of the lattice gauge model (47) is not well defined. Indeed
it diverges, even on a finite lattice, because of the zero modes due to the gauge invariance of the model.
If periodic boundary conditions are used, this problem cannot be solved even when a maximal gauge fix-
ing [131, 289] is added. This is due to the invariance of the Hamiltonian H under the noncompact group of
transformations Ax,µ → Ax,µ + 2πnµ (where nµ ∈ Z depends on the direction µ but is independent of the
point x), which is also (at least partially) present in the gauge-fixed theory, making the partition function Z
ill-defined. In particular, the averages of functions of the noncompact gauge-invariant Polyakov operators,
i.e., the sums of the fields Ax,µ along nontrivial paths winding around the lattice, are ill-defined [87]. To
obtain a well-defined (rigorous) definition of the partition function of the finite-size gauge-fixed theory, with-
out breaking translation invariance, one may consider the so-called C∗ boundary conditions [87, 290, 291].
On a cubic lattice of size L, C∗ boundary conditions are defined by

Ax+Lν̂,µ = −Ax,µ, zx+Lν̂ = z̄x. (50)

These boundary conditions preserve the local gauge invariance of the Hamiltonian (47) provided Λx, defined
in Eq. (49), is antiperiodic. They break the SU(N) global symmetry—they are only invariant under O(N)
transformations—but, since the breaking only occurs on the boundaries, it is irrelevant for the bulk critical
behavior.

As we shall see, some properties of the model can be best analyzed by adding a Lorenz gauge fixing. It
is defined by requiring [287]

Lorenz gauge :
∑
µ

∆−
µAx,µ = 0, ∆−

µAx,ν = Ax,ν −Ax−µ̂,ν , (51)

for all lattice sites x. In the presence of C∗ boundary conditions, the above Lorenz gauge condition represents
a complete gauge fixing as it completely breaks gauge invariance and thus it makes gauge correlations well
defined. As demonstrated in Ref. [287], the lattice Lorenz gauge fixing (51) has an important property.
When computed in the Lorenz gauge, Fourier-transformed gauge correlations are also well defined in the
infinite-volume limit for any nonvanishing momentum, at variance with what happens in other gauges. For
instance, axial gauges suffer from the existence of an infinite two-dimensional family of quasizero modes for
L large. These zero modes give rise to spurious divergences, unrelated to the presence of long-range physical
correlations [287].

It is important to note that in the AHFT with action (22) gauge invariance is broken by adding Lgf ∼
ζ−1(∂µAµ)

2 to the gauge-invariant Lagrangian. In the lattice case, this corresponds to adding

1

2ζ

∑
x,µ

(∆−
µAx,µ)

2 (52)

to the lattice Hamiltonian, Eq. (47). We name this gauge-symmetry breaking a soft Lorenz gauge fixing.
The gauge fixing condition (51) (hard Lorenz gauge fixing) is straightforwardly recovered in the ζ → 0 limit.
As discussed in Ref. [287] soft gauge fixings are not appropriate for the nonperturbative analysis of the phase
behavior of the LAH model, as they suffer from the presence of propagating unphysical longitudinal modes,
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Figure 2: The κ-J phase diagram of the N -component LAH model (47), for N = 1 (left), and generic N ≥ 2 (right). For
N = 1, there are two phases, the Coulomb (C) and the Higgs (H) phase, characterized by the confinement and deconfinement
of charged gauge-invariant excitations, respectively. For N ≥ 2, the scalar field is disordered and gauge correlations are long
ranged in the small-J Coulomb (C) phase. For large J two phases occur, the molecular (M) and Higgs (H) ordered phases, in
which the global SU(N) symmetry is spontaneously broken. The two phases are distinguished by the behavior of the gauge
modes: the gauge field is long ranged in the M phase (small κ), while it is gapped in the H phase (large κ). Moreover, while
the C and M phases are confined phases, in the H phase charged gauge-invariant excitations are deconfined.

which may hide the physical signal. Similar conclusions are reached from the analysis of scalar correlation
functions, see Ref. [91], and in field theory, see Sec. 4.1.3.

We finally mention that in the one-component (N = 1) model one may integrate out the scalar field by
choosing the so-called unitary gauge, that fixes zx = 1 everywhere. This allows us to write the Hamiltonian
in terms of the gauge variables only, as

Hug =
κ

2

∑
x,µ>ν

F 2
x,µν − 2J

∑
x,µ

cosAx,µ. (53)

The unitary gauge fixing is not complete, indeed the Hamiltonian Hug is still invariant under gauge trans-
formations in which Λx is a multiple of 2π. As discussed in Sec. 3.5.3, this residual gauge symmetry can
induce topological transitions: The model (53) represents a soft version of the inverted XY (IXY) gauge
model defined in Sec. 3.5.1, which is obtained for J → ∞. Indeed, in this limit, we have cosAx,µ = 1, so
Ax,µ takes only values that are multiples of 2π, i.e., Ax,µ = 2πnx,µ with nx,µ ∈ Z.

The qualitative features of the phase diagram of the model depend on N , as sketched in Fig. 2. For
N = 1 there are only two phases, which differ in the topological properties of the gauge fields and in the
confinement properties of the charged nonlocal excitations. For N ≥ 2 the phase diagram is more complex,
due to the possibility of the spontaneous breaking of the global SU(N) symmetry. Note that a Higgs phase
is always present for large J and κ.

For N > 1 a line of topological transitions is also present. The mechanism underlying these transitions is
the one discussed in Sec. 3.5.3: in the broken-symmetry phase the minimum-energy configurations correspond
(in the infinite-volume limit and up to gauge transformations) to zx = zx+µ̂ and λx,µ = 1. They are still
invariant under gauge transformations in which Λx is a multiple of 2π, exactly for N = 1, so we expect
topological transitions analogous to the CH transitions for N = 1.

5.1.2. Order parameters

The critical behavior in LAH models can be characterized by using three different types of order param-
eters. To characterize the Higgs phase one can consider nonlocal charged operators— charges are deconfined
in the Higgs phase and confined in the other phases—or correlations of the gauge fields—they are gapped
in the Higgs phase, long-ranged in the other cases. For N ≥ 2, there are also transitions where the global
symmetry is spontaneously broken, which can be signaled by appropriate gauge-invariant bilinear operators
of the scalar fields.

The condensation of the charged excitations [46–50] can be monitored by looking at the correlation
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functions of the nonlocal gauge-invariant operator [91, 292]

Γx = zx exp
(
i
∑
y,µ

Eµ(y,x)Ay,µ

)
, (54)

where Eµ(y,x) = V (y+ µ̂,x)−V (y,x), and V (y,x) is the lattice Coulomb potential associated with a unit
charge located at x. Note that this operator cannot be defined for periodic boundary conditions, as V (y,x)
does not exist for these boundary conditions. A rigorous definition in a finite system is possible instead, if
C∗ boundary conditions are used.22 The operator Γx is invariant under local gauge transformations, but
transforms as Γx → eiφΓx under a global U(1) transformation zx → eiφzx, thus it behaves as a charged
gauge-invariant operator.23

The gauge-invariant nonlocal charged operator Γx simplifies in the Lorenz gauge (51). Indeed, since∑
y,µEµ(y,x)Ay,µ = −∑

y,µ V (y,x)∆−
µAy,µ = 0, we obtain Γx = zx and thus

GΓ(x,y) ≡ ⟨Γ̄x · Γy⟩ = Gz(x,y) ≡ ⟨z̄x · zy⟩ (Lorenz gauge). (55)

The Lorenz-gauge representation of the charged operator Γx in terms of the local scalar field zx allows us
to use the standard RG framework, which applies to local operators [6, 95, 113, 125, 135]. In particular,
we can predict the critical behavior of its correlation functions. We define a critical exponent ηΓ from the
critical-point relation

GΓ(x,y) ∼
1

|x− y|d−2+ηΓ
. (56)

In the Lorenz gauge ηΓ can be computed from the critical behavior of the correlation function of the local
field zx.

For N = 1, in the unitary gauge the nonlocal scalar operator Γx becomes

Γ̃x = exp
(
i
∑
y,µ

Eµ(y,x)Ay,µ

)
, (57)

which is invariant under gauge transformations in which Λx is a multiple of 2π, i.e., under the discrete
gauge transformations that are appropriate for the IXY model or its soft version (53). The operator Γ̃x

is well-defined also in the IXY model (it only depends on the gauge fields), and therefore it represents a
nonlocal order parameter for the topological IXY transition.

To determine the critical behavior of the gauge correlations, one can consider the gauge-invariant two-
point correlation function of Fx,µν . In the Lorenz gauge, it can be expressed in terms of the correlation
function

Cµν(x,y) = ⟨Ax,µAy,ν⟩ (58)

of the gauge field [91, 93, 287]. At a critical transition

Cµν(x,y) ∼
1

|x− y|d−2+ηA
, (59)

which defines the critical exponent ηA.

22The lattice Coulomb potential V (x,y) is the solution of the lattice Poisson equation
∑

µ ∆−
µ ∆µV (x,y) = −δx,y , where

the lattice derivatives act on the x variable. A consistent definition of Γx requires the use of boundary conditions for which
the lattice Poisson equation has a unique solution. C∗ boundary conditions, but not periodic boundary conditions, have this
property.

23We are using here C∗ boundary conditions, so zx → eiφzx, Ax,µ → Ax,µ is not a gauge transformation (it would be for
periodic boundary conditions). Indeed, if we define Λx = φ, Ax,µ transforms nontrivially on the boundaries due the fact that
Λx is antiperiodic.
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Finally, in SU(N) invariant models with N ≥ 2, to characterize the spontaneous breaking of the global
symmetry, one can consider the gauge-invariant composite operator

Qab
x = z̄axz

b
x − δab/N, (60)

which transforms in the adjoint representation of the SU(N) global symmetry group. Its critical properties
can be determined by studying the correlation function

GQ(x,y) = ⟨TrQxQy ⟩, (61)

which, at the critical point, scales as

GQ(x,y) ∼
1

|x− y|d−2+ηq
, (62)

with the critical exponent ηq.

5.2. Phase diagram and critical behavior of the one-component lattice Abelian Higgs model

5.2.1. The Coulomb and Higgs phases

As shown in the left panel of Fig. 2, the one-component LAH model presents only two phases: a Coulomb
(C) phase, in which gauge correlators are gapless, and a Higgs (H) phase in which gauge correlators are
gapped; see, e.g., Ref. [50]. They can also be characterized by the confinement/deconfinement of charged
gauge-invariant excitations [46, 47, 50], as we discuss below. The C and H phases are separated by a transition
line connecting the transition points occurring in the J → ∞ and κ → ∞ limits, where the noncompact
LAH model becomes equivalent to the 3D IXY model discussed in Sec. 3.5.1 and to the standard O(2)-vector
spin model, respectively. As discussed in Ref. [93] and reviewed below, the critical behavior along the whole
CH line is the same as that of the IXY model.

5.2.2. IXY critical behavior along the Coulomb-Higgs transition line

To characterize the behavior of the LAH model along the CH line, we first discuss the nature of the
transitions in the two limiting cases, J → ∞ and κ→ ∞.

For J → ∞ scalar fields obey the relation zx = λx,µ zx+µ̂. Iterating this condition along the sides of a
plaquette we obtain

λx,µ λx+µ̂,ν λ̄x+ν̂,µ λ̄x,ν = 1. (63)

By an appropriate gauge transformation, one can then set Ax,µ = 2πnx,µ, where nx,µ ∈ Z, thus obtaining
the IXY model, see Sec. 3.5.1. Therefore, for J → ∞ 3D LAH models undergo an IXY transition located
at κc(J → ∞) = 0.076051(2) [65, 87].

In the limit κ→ ∞, all plaquettes Fx,µν vanish. Thus, in infinite volume we can set Ax,µ = 0 everywhere
up to a gauge transformation, obtaining the XY model. Therefore, the one-component LAH model is
expected to undergo an XY transition at [293–295] Jc(κ → ∞) = 0.22708234(9) for κ → ∞ [this XY
transition is denoted by O(2) in Fig. 2]. Note that, as discussed in Sec. 3.5.1, the continuous transitions at
the two endpoints have a different nature and belong to two different universality classes, even if related by
duality [42, 65]. Indeed, the duality transformations only relate thermal quantities.

The behavior along the CH line has been discussed in Ref. [93], finding that continuous transitions along
the CH line belong to the same universality class as that of the IXY model, obtained for J → ∞. Note
that it is not possible to have finite-κ transitions with the same critical features as those of the spin XY
model obtained in the limit κ → ∞. Indeed, gauge interactions are a relevant perturbation of the spin XY
model. As discussed in Sec. 4.1.2, the uncharged O(2) FP associated with the spin XY universality class is
unstable with respect to a perturbation proportional to the gauge coupling [the corresponding eigenvalue of
the stability matrix is negative, see Eq. (33)].

The IXY behavior of the transitions is confirmed by the FSS behavior of the energy cumulants [65, 93],
see also Appendix A.3.2. Results for the third energy cumulant are shown in the left panel of Fig. 3. Data
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Figure 3: (Adapted from Ref. [93]) Scaling plot of the third energy cumulant, defined by C3 = −L−3⟨(H − ⟨H⟩)3⟩, for N = 1
(data across the CH line at fixed J = 1), N = 2 (data across the MH line at fixed J = 1), and N = 25 (data across the MH
line at fixed J = 0.4), from left to right. The FSS behavior of C3 is discussed in Appendix A.3.2, see Eq. (A.13). We plot
cBC3L3−3/ν versus cXX, where X = (κ − κc)L1/ν , setting ν = νXY ≈ 0.6717, where νXY is the XY value of the critical
exponents (see Appendix B for a list of estimates of νXY) and κc is the critical-point value. The nonuniversal constants cX
and cB are fixed by requiring the data to match the IXY curve (solid line). See Ref. [93] for details. The nice data collapse
confirms that all transitions belong to the IXY universality class.
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Figure 4: (Adapted from Ref. [93]). Scaling plot of the susceptibility χz = V −1
∑

x,y Gz(x,y), [Gz is defined in (55)] as

a function of the RG invariant ratio ξA/L, where ξA is the second-moment correlation length ξA defined in terms of the
correlation function Cµν(x,y) defined in Eq. (58) with µ = ν. All correlation functions are computed in the Lorenz gauge.
Results at fixed J = 1 for: a) N = 1 (CH line); b) N = 2 (MH line); c) N = 25 (MH line); see the phase diagram in Fig. 2. We
report χz/L2−ηz against ξA/L [see the FSS relation, Eq. (A.24)] using ηz = −0.74. All data approach the same curve, apart
from a multiplicative normalization and hence all systems belong to the same universality class.

nicely scale if the XY critical exponent νXY = 0.6717(1) is used. Moreover, the scaling curves match the
curve obtained for the IXY model, reported as a solid line in the left panel of Fig. 3. These results confirm
that all CH transitions belong to the IXY, or gauge XY, universality class.

Ref. [93] also studied the critical behavior of the charged operator Γx and of the gauge field Ax,µ. A nu-
merical analysis of the susceptibility χz = V −1

∑
x,y Gz(x,y) in the Lorenz gauge provides the estimate [93]

ηΓ = ηz = −0.74(4), yΓ =
d− 2 + ηΓ

2
= 0.13(2), (64)

where yΓ is the RG dimension that can be associated with the nonlocal operator Γx. A scaling plot is
reported in the left panel of Fig. 4.

The RG anomalous dimension ηA of the gauge field has been determined in Ref.[93], by performing a FSS
analysis of the gauge correlation function Cµν(x,y) defined in Eq. (58) in the Lorenz gauge. The numerical
FSS analyses [93] confirm the exact result ηA = 1 that can be proved in the IXY model.24

24This exact result follows from the correspondence between the zero-momentum Fx,µν correlation function in the IXY
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Note that the critical behavior of the charged scalar correlations along the CH line differs from that of
the scalar correlations in the XY model obtained for κ→ ∞, see Fig. 2. Indeed, charged scalar correlations
are characterized by the critical exponent ηΓ ≈ −0.7 along the CH line at finite κ, definitely different from
the XY value [95] ηz ≈ 0.038 obtained for the limiting model at κ = ∞. Obviously, in a finite volume the
Lorenz-gauge correlations of the field zx along the CH line converge to the scalar correlations of the XY
model for κ → ∞. However, this result does not imply that their asymptotic infinite-size behavior is the
same, since the κ→ ∞ and the L→ ∞ limits do not commute: as discussed in Sec. 4.1.2 the uncharged XY
FP, which controls the critical behavior for κ → ∞, is unstable with respect to gauge fluctuations, giving
rise to a nonanalytic crossover behavior.

It is worth noting that the CH transitions are driven by the condensation of the two local fields zx
and Ax,µ if one considers the LAH model in the Lorenz gauge. This allows us to reinterpret the IXY
transition as a conventional transition in a model without gauge invariance—the equivalence holds in the
Lorenz gauge—with local order parameters. However, the effective model requires an additional XY scalar
field: the topological properties of the IXY transition are now the result of the nontrivial interplay between
the field Ax,µ and the additional XY scalar field zx in the gauge-fixed N = 1 LAH model.

We finally remark that, since the RG flow of the AHFT in the ε-expansion does not show any evidence
of the existence of a stable charged FP for N = 1, see Sec. 4.1.2, the IXY critical behavior along the CH
transition line is apparently unrelated with the RG flow of the AHFT. However, as discussed above, the IXY
model has an effective description in terms of a model which appears to be equivalent to the AHFT in the
Lorenz gauge, with the same field content and global symmetries. To reconcile this interpretation of the IXY
transition with the results of Sec. 4.1.2, one may conjecture that, for N = 1, the 3D AHFT RG flow admits a
stable FP that is not smoothly connected with the large-N and ε-expansion regimes: as N or the dimension
d increases, the FP apparently disappears, so it cannot be identified in four dimensions or for large N . This
field-theoretical interpretation is also consistent with the exact result ηA = 1 for the IXY universality class,
since ηA = 1 holds at any charged FP of the 3D AHFT, see Eq. (32). An analogous conjecture has been
put forward for other statistical systems, for example, for some frustrated spin systems. In that case 3D
field-theoretical high-order perturbative analyses provided evidence of stable FPs not analytically connected
with those appearing close to four dimensions and in the large-N limit of the 3D theory [95, 160, 163]. Field-
theoretical approaches appropriate to describe the 3D critical behavior of N = 1 systems (superconductors)
were also discussed in Refs. [54, 60, 61, 297, 298].

5.3. Phase diagram and critical behavior of the multicomponent lattice Abelian Higgs model

5.3.1. The Coulomb, Molecular, and Higgs phases

The κ-J phase diagram of the LAH models for N ≥ 2 (see Refs. [87, 192, 268]) is sketched in the right
panel of Fig. 2. The model is invariant under SU(N) global transformations. Thus, transitions associated
with the breaking of the SU(N) symmetry and phases characterized by standard, i.e., nontopological, order
can be present.

The phase diagram is characterized by three different phases. For small J there is a Coulomb (C) phase,
which is SU(N) symmetric and in which the gauge field is gapless and charged scalar modes are confined.
For large J values there are two phases in which the SU(N) symmetry is broken. They are characterized
by the different behavior of the gauge and nonlocal charged modes. In the molecular (M) phase the gauge
field is long ranged and scalar charges are confined (as in the C phase), while in the Higgs (H) phase gauge
fields are gapped and charges are deconfined, as it occurs in the one-component model.

The existence of these three phases is consistent with the analysis of the model behavior for κ = 0,
J → ∞, and κ→ ∞. For κ = 0 the LAH model reduces to the lattice CPN−1 model defined in Eq. (8), which
undergoes a continuous O(3)-vector transition for N = 2 and discontinuous transitions for N ≥ 3 [82, 210].
For J → ∞ the model behaves as the one-component LAH model. Indeed, for J → ∞ the relation (63)
holds for any N , therefore the gauge field Ax,µ takes only values which are multiples of 2π in all cases. As

model and the helicity modulus Υ computed in the dual XY model [65], and from the fact that Υ scales as L−1 in the XY
model [296], see Ref. [93] for details.
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Figure 5: (Adapted from Ref. [87]). Numerical results for N = 2 across the CM line. (Left) Plot of ξQ/L, where ξQ is the
second-moment correlation length defined in terms of the correlation function (61) (the FSS behavior of ξQ/L is discussed in

Appendix A.3.3), as a function of (J − Jc)L1/ν (as a function of J in the inset), with Jc = 0.7099 and ν = νO(3) = 0.7117.
Data are obtained by varying J for fixed κ = 0.04. The good collapse of the data provides evidence that the transition belongs
to the O(3) universality class, as expected. (Right) Plot of the Binder parameter UQ of the operator Qab

x [defined in Eq. (60)]
as a function of the ratio ξQ/L (the expected FSS behavior is discussed in Appendix A.3.4); we report data obtained by
varying J for fixed κ = 0.04 and κ = 0. The excellent collapse of the data for κ = 0 and κ = 0.04 onto the same curve provides
a robust evidence that both transitions belong to the same O(3) universality class.

a consequence, for J → ∞ we have an IXY transition at κ = κc,IXY = 0.076051(2) [65, 87], independently
of N . For κ = ∞ all plaquettes vanish and the model reduces to the standard O(2N) vector model, up to a
gauge transformation (more precisely, partition function and gauge-invariant correlations are the same).25

The three phases of the multicomponent LAH model are separated by three different transition lines,
the CM, CH, and MH transition lines, which start from the transition points located at κ = 0, J = ∞ and
κ = ∞, and are expected to meet at one point, as shown in Fig. 2. In particular, the phase diagram in
the large-N limit is expected to have a simple shape [93]: The transition lines separating the C, M, and H
phases become straight lines: the MH line is given by κ = κc(J = ∞), while the CM and CH lines are given
by J = Jc(κ = 0) = Jc(κ→ ∞).

The three different transition lines can be characterized by using the order parameters defined in
Sec. 5.1.2. The CM transition line is uniquely determined by the spontaneous breaking of the global SU(N)
symmetry. The appropriate order parameter is the gauge-invariant composite operator defined in Eq. (60).
This order parameter is also relevant along the CH line, along which the global symmetry also breaks, but
not along the MH line, which is purely topological and separates two phases with broken global symmetry.

The Higgs phase is a phase in which charges deconfine and gauge fields are gapped. Thus, the nonlocal
gauge-invariant charged vector operator [91, 93, 287] Γx defined in Eq. (54) is critical along both the CH
and the MH line. Analogously, along these two lines also gauge correlation functions (for instance, the
correlation function defined in Eq. (58) computed in the Lorenz gauge) are critical.

The transitions along the CM, CH, and MH lines may be of first order or continuous and, in the latter
case, belong to universality classes that may depend on the number N of scalar components. The continuous
transitions are related to the stable (charged or uncharged) FP of the RG flow of the corresponding effective
theory, each one with its own attraction domain in the model parameter space.

5.3.2. The Coulomb-Molecular transition line

Along the small-κ CM line separating the C and M phases, see the right panel of Fig. 2, we expect the
transitions to have the same nature as the transition at κ = 0. For κ = 0, the LAH model reduces to the

25This equivalence allows us to estimate the value of the J where the CH line ends for κ = ∞: Jc(κ → ∞) = 0.23396363(6) for
N = 2 [299], and Jc(κ → ∞) = Jc,∞ + a1N−1 +O(N−2) in the large-N limit, with Jc,∞ = 0.252731... and a1 ≈ −0.234 [300].
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lattice formulation of the 3D CPN−1 model that has been extensively discussed in Sec. 3.2.1. Accordingly,
along the CM line only gauge-invariant scalar modes are expected to be relevant, giving rise to an uncharged
critical behavior. The critical features of the CM transitions can thus be discussed by using the same LGW
model appropriate for the 3D CPN−1 model, see Sec. 3.2.1.

As discussed in Sec. 3.2.1, for N ≥ 3 only first-order transitions are possible. Continuous transitions are
possible for N = 2. In this case they belong to the Heisenberg universality class. This is supported by the
FSS analyses of numerical results shown in Fig. 5.

5.3.3. The Coulomb-Higgs transition line

We now discuss the nature of the transitions along the large-κ line separating the Coulomb and Higgs
phases. Numerical studies show that they can be of first order or continuous, depending on the number
N of components of the scalar field [87, 192, 268]. In particular, Ref. [87] observed numerically continuous
transitions for N = 10, 15, 25 and first-order transitions for N = 4. These results indicate that the transitions
along the CH line can be continuous for N > N∗

L, and of first order in the opposite case, with N∗
L = 7(2).

At the continuous CH transitions scalar, charged, and gauge modes are all critical. As an example, in
Fig. 6 we report the results [87, 91] of FSS analyses of numerical data (see Appendix A.3 for a summary of
the relevant FSS relations used in the numerical analysis), that provide evidence of a continuous transition
for N = 25 with critical scalar modes. For instance, the left panel of Fig. 6 shows the scaling behavior of
the correlation length ξQ computed in terms of the correlation function defined in Eq. (61), while the right
panel shows the scaling behavior of the Binder parameter of the scalar field zx versus the RG invariant ratio
ξQ/L, computed in the Lorenz gauge (51), where the correlations of the local field zx equal those of the
nonlocal gauge-invariant charged operator Γx defined in Eq. (54), see Sec. 5.1.2. The excellent quality of
the collapse of the data confirms that the transition is continuous and that correlations of both Qx and Γx

are critical. Similar results have been obtained for the gauge-field correlation functions.
It is important to note that the choice of the hard Lorenz gauge fixing (51) turns out to be crucial to

observe the condensation of the scalar field zx. If, instead of imposing the Lorenz constraint (51), we add
the gauge-fixing term (52) to the Hamiltonian (soft Lorenz gauge fixing), then scalar-field correlations are
always short ranged and the gauge-field correlations show the typical Coulomb behavior, for any positive
value of the gauge parameter ζ, irrespective of the phase one is considering. As already noted in Sec. 4.1.3,
the hard Lorenz gauge fixing, which is obtained in the limit ζ → 0, is also singled out by the AHFT. Since
ζ = 0 is an unstable FP of the RG flow, see Eq. (34), if we start the RG flow from any finite ζ > 0, then ζ
increases towards infinity, so the nongauge-invariant modes become unbounded. The instability of the ζ = 0
FP, implies a nontrivial crossover behavior for small values of ζ, characterized by a length scale ξζ ∼ ζ−1.
This prediction has been verified numerically in Ref. [91] for the noncompact LAH model.

The simultaneous criticality of gauge, scalar, and charged correlations indicates that CH transitions
are charged transitions. Therefore, one expects them to be controlled by the stable charged FP of the
AHFT [87]. Thus, one may identify N∗

L with the number N∗ of scalar components above which the RG flow
of the N -component AHFT admits a stable FP in three dimensions,26 see Sec. 4.1.2. This conjecture has
been checked by comparing the numerical estimates of the critical exponents along the CH transition line
(obtained by numerical FSS analyses of MC data [87, 91]), with the 1/N results reported in Sec. 4.1.4 that
have been computed in the AHFT.

In Fig. 7 the numerical estimates of the exponent ν and ηq are compared with the 1/N expressions
reported in Sec. 4.1.4. The agreement is very good, thus providing a stringent check that the AHFT
provides the correct effective description of the continuous transitions along the CH line. The same check
has been performed for the exponent ηΓ, which has been determined by analyzing the susceptibility χz of
the scalar field zx computed in the Lorenz gauge (51). Ref. [91] estimated ηΓ for N = 25, which, in turn
provides an estimate of the RG dimension yΓ = (1 + ηΓ)/2 of Γx. The result yΓ = 0.4655(5) compares

26Only the relation N∗
L ≥ N∗ is rigorously true, since for N∗ ≤ N < N∗

L the phase transition in the lattice model could be
outside the attraction domain of the stable AHFT charged FP.
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Figure 6: Data for N = 25 obtained by varying J across the CH transition line, keeping κ = 0.4 fixed. (Left)(Adapted from
Ref. [87]) Plot of ξQ/L, where ξQ is the second-moment correlation length determined from the two-point correlation function

of Qab
x , defined in Eq. (60); in the main panel data are plotted versus of (J − Jc)L1/ν , with Jc = 0.2955 and ν = 0.802 (the

best-fit estimate), in the inset versus J . (Right) (Adapted from Ref. [91]) Plot of the Binder parameter Uz of the scalar field zx
computed in the Lorenz gauge as a function of the ratio ξQ/L, where ξQ is defined above (see Appendix A.3.4 for a discussion
of the expected FSS behavior). The excellent data collapse signals that both the gauge-invariant correlation function GQ and
the correlation function Gz (computed in the Lorenz gauge) are critical along the CH transition line.

satisfactorily with the large-N field-theory formula [18, 76]

yΓ =
1

2
− 10

π2

1

N
+O(N−2), (65)

obtained from Eq. (38), which reports ηϕ in the hard Lorenz gauge (in this case ηϕ = ηΓ). Indeed, for N = 25
the large-N formula (65) predicts yΓ ≈ 0.459. This result provides additional evidence of the charged nature
of the FP controlling the critical behavior along the CH transition line for sufficiently large N .

Finally, let us discuss the gauge-field correlations. As discussed in Sec. 4.1.2, AHFT predicts ηA = 1
at the charged FP. Numerical results along the CH line are in good agreement with this prediction. It is
interesting to observe that the result ηA = 1 also holds at IXY transitions, see Sec. 5.2.2. However, the IXY
value cannot be explained by using the AHFT result, since the AHFT is apparently only relevant for the
charged CH transitions and not for the topological IXY transition (see however the discussion reported at
the end of Sec. 5.2.2).

5.3.4. The Molecular-Higgs transition line

The MH line separates two ordered phases in which the SU(N) symmetry is broken to U(N − 1) [64].
MH transitions are characterized by the condensation of the charged nonlocal excitations and of the gauge
modes. As shown in Ref. [93] the critical behavior along the MH line is the same as that along the CH line in
the one-component LAH model, see Fig. 2. Therefore, along the MH line one expects IXY transitions. This
is confirmed by the analyses of the energy cumulants and of the charged correlation functions (computed in
the Lorenz gauge) reported in Ref. [93]. It is important to stress that the decoupling of the scalar modes
is not obvious, because of the presence of 2N − 2 massless Goldstone bosons related with the spontaneous
breaking of the SU(N) symmetry [64]. These massless excitations turn out not to play any role in the critical
behavior along the MH transitions.

As an example, in Fig. 3 we report a scaling plot of the third energy cumulant for N = 2 and N = 25.
Their FSS behavior is the same as that at the CH transitions in the N = 1 model, demonstrating that
the transitions belong to the IXY universality class for any N . Charged excitations deconfine at the MH
transitions. The RG dimension yΓ of the charged operator Γx, estimated from the critical behavior of the
vector variable zx in the Lorenz gauge (see Sec. 5.1.2), turns out [93] to be independent of N and perfectly
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Figure 7: (Adapted from Ref. [90]) Summary of the results for the correlation-length critical exponent ν and for the anomalous
dimension ηq of the operator Qab

x defined in Eq. (60). Results obtained in the noncompact (at CH transitions) and in the
compact (at DC-OD transitions) model (these results will be discussed in Sec. 6). Data from Refs. [86, 87, 90]. (Left) We
report the estimates of ν, the leading-order large-N estimate, Eq. (35) (LO large N), and an interpolation (NLO fit) obtained

by adding a 1/N2 correction term to Eq. (35): ν = 1− 48
π2N

+
10.5(5)

N2 . (Right) We report the estimates of ηq , the leading-order

large-N estimate, Eq. (36) (LO large N), and an interpolation (NLO fit) obtained by adding a 1/N2 correction term to Eq. (36):

ηq = 1− 32
π2N

+
7.0(5)

N2 .

consistent with the estimate (64) obtained along the CH line of the one-component LAH model, see Fig. 4.
Finally, also the critical behavior of the gauge correlations (again computed in the Lorenz gauge) is consistent
with an IXY critical behavior. For instance, one obtains ηA = 1 also along the MH line [93].

5.4. N -component SO(N)-invariant lattice Abelian Higgs model

The above results can be extended to SO(N)-symmetric LAH models, which are the lattice analogue of
the SO(N)-symmetric AHFT discussed in Sec. 4.2.1. A lattice SO(N)-invariant LAH model is specified by
the Hamiltonian [288, 301]

HO(A, z) =
κ

2

∑
x,µ>ν

F 2
x,µν − 2NJ

∑
x,µ

Re (λx,µz̄x · zx+µ̂) + v
∑
x

|zx · zx|2, (66)

where again we consider the unit-length constraint z̄x · zx = 1. One can easily check that, after relaxing
the unit-length constraint for the scalar field, this Hamiltonian corresponds to the formal continuum limit
of the SO(N)-symmetric AHFT with κ = g−2.

The phase diagrams at fixed values of v are analogous to that of the SU(N)-symmetric LAH model, see
the right panel of Fig. 2. The qualitative features of the three phases are the same, the only differences
being the symmetry of the two ordered phases and the nature of the transitions that depend on the specific
symmetry-breaking pattern. These two properties are determined by the specific form of the scalar potential
and, in particular, by the sign of the Hamiltonian parameter v. The critical behaviors along the various
transition lines have been investigated in Refs. [288, 301]. Here we summarize the main results.

The MH transitions are expected to always belong to the IXY universality class, as in SU(N)-invariant
LAH models. This is due to the fact that MH transitions are topological transitions driven by the gauge
modes, and scalar fields play no role at the transition, as discussed in Sec. 5.3.4. On the other hand, since
the symmetry of the ordered phases depends on the parameter v (the ordered phases are symmetric under
SO(N −2) and SO(N −1) transformations for v > 0 and v < 0, respectively), the nature of the CH and CM
transitions depends on the sign of v. Correspondingly, also the relevant order parameter at the transition
depends on the sign of the parameter. In particular, the transitions can be specified by the condensation of
the lattice bilinear operators Rab

L,x and T ab
L,x defined as their field-theoretical counterparts, see Eq. (42).
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The RG analysis of the SO(N)-symmetric AHFT, reported in Sec. 4.2.1, indicates that the LAH model
(66) may undergo charged continuous transitions along the CH line for a large number N of components.
Indeed, the continuous or first-order nature of the transitions is determined by the presence or absence
of a stable FP in corresponding AHFT. As discussed in Sec. 4.2.1, a FP exists only for N > N∗

o (d = 3).
Moreover, the attraction domain of the stable FP is limited to the parameter region v > 0, i.e., to systems in
which the ordered phase is SO(N − 2)-symmetric. Therefore, for N < N∗

o (d = 3) we expect only first-order
transitions along the CH line. For N > N∗

o (d = 3), if the Higgs phase is symmetric under SO(N − 1)
transformations, then the CH line is again a line of first-order transitions. Instead, if the Higgs phase shows
the spontaneous symmetry breaking SO(N)→SO(N − 2), i.e., v is positive, then the CH transitions can be
continuous, in the universality class associated with the stable charged FP of the SO(N)-symmetric AHFT.

Along the CM line gauge modes do not develop critical correlations, thus CM transitions admit a con-
ventional LGW effective description in terms of a gauge-invariant order parameter [288]. For negative v,
transitions are driven by the condensation of Rab

x , defined in Eq. (42). A straightforward LGW analysis
predicts first-order transitions for any N ≥ 3. For N = 2 continuous transitions in the XY universality class
are possible. For positive v, the critical behavior can be effectively described by the O(N)-symmetric LGW
theory for an antisymmetric rank-two tensor, which is the coarse-grained analogue of T ab

x defined in Eq. (42).
This allows us to predict that, for N = 2, continuous CM transitions belong to the Ising universality class
for all positive values of v. For N = 3, instead, one expects the existence of a tricritical value v∗ > 0, such
that the transition is of first order for v < v∗ and is continuous, in the Heisenberg universality class, for
v > v∗. The existence of a tricritical value is due to the first-order nature of the CM transitions in SU(3)
invariant AH models, i.e., for v = 0. The same behavior, with critical Heisenberg transitions for large values
of v, occurs also for N = 4. For N ≥ 5 transitions are always of first order. A numerical check of these
predictions is reported in Ref. [301].

6. Lattice Abelian Higgs models with compact U(1) gauge variables

In this section we consider an alternative lattice discretization of the AHFT (18) based on compact
gauge variables. In compact formulations there are topological features that are absent in noncompact
formulations, like the presence of monopole configurations and a nontrivial dependence on the charge Q of
the scalar field. As we shall see, these features give rise to notable differences with respect to the noncompact
lattice formulation considered in Sec. 5. In particular, the relation with the continuum AHFT (18) turns
out to be much less straightforward.

6.1. The compact formulation of lattice Abelian Higgs models

In the compact formulation on a cubic lattice the gauge fields are complex variables λx,µ satisfying
|λx,µ| = 1, i.e., elements of the U(1) group, associated with the lattice links. The compact LAH model with
N -component scalar fields zx of integer charge Q is defined by the partition function and lattice Hamiltonian

Z =
∑
{z,λ}

e−Hc , Hc = −2κ
∑

x,µ>ν

Re (λx,µ λx+µ̂,ν λ̄x+ν̂,µ λ̄x,ν)− 2NJ
∑
x,µ

Re (λQx,µ z̄x · zx+µ̂), (67)

where the two sums in Hc run over all plaquettes and links of the cubic lattice, respectively, and the site
variables satisfy the unit-length condition z̄x · zx = 1. The parameter κ ≥ 0 plays the role of inverse
(square) gauge coupling, as can be seen by taking the naive continuum limit in which the link variables are
close to one. The compact formulation is well defined for all boundary conditions, since the Hamiltonian
is bounded and the configuration space is compact. While in the noncompact case, the gauge group is the
noncompact additive group of real numbers, in the compact case the model is invariant under U(1) gauge
transformations. The nontrivial topology of the U(1) group allows one to define an integer charge Q and
consider scalar fields that transform under a charge-Q representation of the U(1) group. The charge-Q
model is invariant under the U(1) gauge transformations

zx → UQ
x zx, λx,µ = Uxλx,µŪx+µ̂, (68)
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Figure 8: Sketch of the κ-J phase diagram of the 3D one-component CLAH model, in which a compact U(1) gauge field is
coupled with a (unit-length) complex scalar field of charge Q ≥ 2. A confined phase (for small J or small κ) and a deconfined
phase (for large J and κ) are present, separated by a deconfinement transition line. For κ → ∞ and J → ∞ the model reduces
to the XY vector model and to the lattice ZQ gauge model with Wilson action, respectively.

where Ux is an x-dependent phase, and under the global transformation zx → V zx, where V ∈ SU(N).
Unlike what happens in noncompact formulations of LAH models, the integer charge Q cannot be

absorbed in the definition of the gauge field [302]. Therefore, it should be considered as an additional
independent Hamiltonian parameter. As we shall see, the phase diagram of compact LAH models crucially
depends on the charge Q. In particular, the κ-J phase diagram of models with Q = 1 differs from that of
models with Q ≥ 2. Moreover, as in the noncompact case, the behavior for N = 1 is qualitatively different
from that obtained for N ≥ 2.

For N = 1 the Hamiltonian (67) can also be rewritten in terms of the gauge fields only. Indeed, in the
unitary gauge we can set zx = 1 for all x, obtaining the unitary-gauge Hamiltonian

Hug = −2κ
∑

x,µ>ν

Re (λx,µ λx+µ̂,ν λ̄x+ν̂,µ λ̄x,ν)− 2J
∑
xµ

Re λQx,µ. (69)

The unitary gauge is not complete and leaves a residual invariance under local ZQ gauge transformations,
i.e., under the transformations λx,µ = Vxλx,µV̄x+µ̂, where Vx are complex numbers satisfying V Q

x = 1, i.e.,
elements of the ZQ group. For Q ≥ 2 topological transitions can be present, as discussed in Sec. 3.5.3, since
the model with Hamiltonian (69) is a soft version of the ZQ gauge theory defined in Sec. 3.5.2, which is
obtained in the limit J → ∞. Indeed, for J → ∞, we should have λQx,µ = 1 on all links, which implies that
the fields λx,µ are elements of the discrete ZQ group. For Q = 1 the limit is obviously trivial.

6.2. The compact lattice Abelian Higgs model with one-component scalar fields

The phase diagram of the one-component CLAH model with Q = 1 is trivial, as there is only one
thermodynamic phase [41]. On the other hand, models with any Q ≥ 2 show two different phases [41,
63, 92], as shown in Fig. 8. These two phases are distinguished by the confinement properties of the
charged excitations with q < Q. Indeed, the transition line separating these two phases is related with the
deconfinement transition of the charged degrees of freedom with q < Q, which can be probed by considering
the behavior of the unit-charge Wilson loops WC =

∏
ℓ∈C λℓ, where C is a closed lattice loop. For Q ≥ 2, the

unit-charge Wilson loops obey the area law in the confined phase and the perimeter law in the deconfined
phase. For Q = 1 the area law never holds, due to the screening of the charged scalar modes.

The deconfinement transition line for Q ≥ 2 is expected to connect the transition points of the models
obtained for J → ∞ and κ → ∞ [41, 63]. As already mentioned, for J → ∞ we obtain the ZQ gauge
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Figure 9: (From Ref. [92]) (Left) Plot of the third energy cumulant C3 (its expected finite-size behavior is discussed in
Appendix A.3.2) as a function of (κ − κc)L1/νI for N = 1 and Q = 2, at fixed J = 0.7. Here κc = 0.5880 and νI is the
Ising value νI = 0.629971 (see Appendix B for a collection of estimates of νI). The continuous curve is (up to nonuniversal
rescaling constants) the scaling curve for C3 in the Z2 gauge model (see Ref. [92] for a parametrization). Deviations can be
explained by the presence of scaling corrections that vanish as L−ωI for large L, where ωI = 0.83 is the universal leading
scaling-correction exponent for Ising systems. This is confirmed by the plot shown in the inset, where the combination
LωI

[
L3−3/νIC3(J,K,L)− C3(X)

]
is reported as a function of (κ − κc)L1/νI , where C3(X) (solid curve) is the properly

rescaled asymptotic curve computed in the Z2 gauge model. The collapse of the data onto a single curve indicates that the
observed scaling corrections are consistent with those expected at an Ising transition. (Right) Plot of the third energy cumulant
C3 as a function of (κ−κc)L1/νXY , for the model with N = 1 and Q = 4, at fixed J = 1. Here κc = 1.0205 and νXY is the XY
value νXY = 0.6717 (see Appendix B for estimates of νXY). The continuous curve is (up to nonuniversal rescaling constants)
the scaling curve for C3 in the IXY gauge model (see Ref. [92] for a parametrization).

model with Wilson action discussed in Sec. 3.5.2. For κ → ∞, we can set λx,µ = 1 on all links, and thus
we obtain the standard XY model. Given that the one-component model with charge Q is equivalent to
the gauge model with Hamiltonian (69), which is a ZQ gauge-invariant model, the finite-J deconfinement
transitions are expected to belong to the ZQ gauge universality class [92] (see, however, Ref. [63] for an
alternative picture based on a line of FPs, thus leading to continuously varying critical exponents). As
a consequence (see Sec. 3.5.2 for a discussion of the critical behavior of ZQ gauge-invariant models), the
continuous transitions must belong to the Ising gauge universality class and to the XY gauge universality
class for Q = 2 and Q ≥ 5, respectively. For Q = 3 we expect first-order transitions. For Q = 4 the Z4 gauge
theory that is obtained in the limit J → ∞ has an Ising gauge transition, but, as discussed in Sec. 3.5.2,
this is not the generic behavior expected for Z4 gauge invariant models. Generic Z4 gauge models should
have continuous transitions in the XY gauge universality class. For finite J we therefore expect XY gauge
transitions also for Q = 4.

Numerical FSS analyses of the energy cumulants [92] for Q = 2, 4, 6, see Fig. 9, fully support the above
predictions. It is worth mentioning that, for any value of the charge Q, there are significant crossover effects
for relatively large values of κ, due to the presence of the XY spin FP that controls the critical behavior in
the κ→ ∞ limit, which is unstable with respect to a nonzero gauge coupling α ≡ g2 ∼ 1/κ, see Sec. 4.1.2.27

6.3. The multicomponent compact lattice Abelian Higgs model

Multicomponent LAH models with compact gauge variables present a phase diagram that is more com-
plex than that of the one-component model, because of the presence of transitions where the SU(N) sym-
metry spontaneously breaks. The phase diagrams for any N ≥ 2 are sketched in the left and right panels of
Fig. 10, for Q = 1 and Q ≥ 2, respectively.

27The 3D RG dimension yα = 1 of the gauge coupling α ∼ κ−1 provides the crossover exponent, which corresponds to the
energy dimension of the gauge coupling α. Therefore, in the large-κ limit, the gauge field gives rise to an intrinsic crossover
scale ξα ∼ κ. If the correlation length ξ or the size of the system L satisfies ξ ≲ ξα or L ≲ ξα, significant crossover effects can
be observed, with an apparent spin XY behavior.
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Figure 10: Sketch of the phase diagram of the 3D LAH model (67) with charge Q = 1 (left panel) and Q ≥ 2 (right panel),
for generic N ≥ 2. For Q = 1 (left), the high-temperature (small J) and low-temperature (large J) phases are separated by a
single transition line, characterized by the spontaneous breaking of the SU(N) symmetry. For Q ≥ 2 (right), the phase diagram
presents three phases, the disordered-confined (DC), the ordered-deconfined (OD), and the ordered-confined (OC) phase. The
compact LAH model is equivalent to the CPN−1 model for κ = 0, to the O(2N) vector model for κ → ∞, and to the lattice
ZQ gauge model for J → ∞.

6.3.1. Phase diagram for Q = 1

As sketched in the left panel of Fig. 10, only two phases are present for Q = 1: a disordered phase for
small J and an ordered phase for large J . They are separated by a single transition line, characterized by
the breaking of the SU(N) symmetry, signaled by the condensation of the gauge-invariant bilinear operator
Qab

x , defined in Eq. (60). At the transition, gauge fields only prevent gauge-dependent correlations, such as
the vector correlations ⟨z̄x · zy⟩, from becoming critical (actually, due to gauge invariance ⟨z̄x · zy⟩ = δx,y).

For κ = 0, the model is equivalent to the gauge CPN−1 model, whose critical behavior has been discussed
in Sec. 3.2.1. A natural hypothesis, that is confirmed by a detailed numerical study [84], is that the critical
behavior does not depend on the value of κ. Thus, for any finite κ the Q = 1 model undergoes a LGW
transition with gauge-invariant order parameter, as the CPN−1 model. It follows, see Sec. 3.2.1, that
continuous transitions (in the Heisenberg universality class) are only possible for N = 2. For larger values
of N , we instead expect the transitions to be of first order. Note that the same critical behavior occurs in
noncompact LAH models along the CM line (see the right panel of Fig. 2), as discussed in Sec. 5.3.2.

In the limit κ→ ∞, the model reduces to an O(2N) vector model, which presents a continuous transition
at a finite value of J for any N . The corresponding FP is unstable with respect to a nonzero gauge coupling
α ∼ κ−1, see Sec. 4.1.2, but, as it occurs for the one-component compact LAH model discussed in Sec. 6.2,
its presence gives rise to significant crossover effects for large values of κ.

6.3.2. Phase diagram for Q ≥ 2

For Q ≥ 2 the phase diagram is more complex, see the right panel of Fig. 10, with three different
phases [41, 62, 63, 67, 70, 73, 75, 86]. They are characterized by the large-distance behavior of both scalar
and gauge observables. Beside the gauge-invariant bilinear order parameter Qab

x [see. Eq. (60)], one may
consider Wilson loops, which signal the confinement or deconfinement of external static sources with unit
charge.

As shown in the right panel of Fig. 10, for small J and any κ ≥ 0, there is a phase in which scalar-
field correlations are disordered and single-charge modes are confined (the Wilson loop obeys the area law).
For large values of J (low-temperature region) scalar correlations are ordered and the SU(N) symmetry is
broken. Two different phases occur here: static single-charge test particles are confined for small κ and
deconfined for large κ.

The three different phases are separated by three transition lines: the DC-OD transition line between the
disordered-confined (DC) and the ordered-deconfined (OD) phases, the DC-OC line between the disordered-
confined and ordered-confined (OC) phases, and the OC-OD line between the ordered-confined and ordered-
deconfined phases. They are expected to meet at one point in the center of the phase diagram. The transition
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Figure 11: (Adapted from Ref. [90]) (Left) Plot of UQ versus ξQ/L, where UQ and ξQ are the Binder parameter and the

second-moment correlation length defined in terms of the gauge-invariant operator Qab
x defined in Eq. (60). Results for the

compact and noncompact model with N = 25 and (compact model) Q = 2. Data are obtained in MC simulations varying
J across the DC-OD (compact) and CH (noncompact) line for κ = 1. The solid line is an extrapolation of the data for the
noncompact LAH model. Since UQ and ξQ/L are RG invariant quantities, the collapse of the data signals that the transitions
in the two models belong to the same universality class (see Appendix A.3.4 for a discussion of the FSS behavior). (Right)
Same plot as in the left panel for the compact model with Q = 3, fixing κ = 2.

lines have different features that depend on the number N of components and on the charge Q of the scalar
field.

The transitions along the DC-OC line are analogous to those occurring along the unique transition line
present for Q = 1, see Sec. 6.3.1, and along the CM line in noncompact models. In particular, they have
the same nature as in the 3D lattice CPN−1 model obtained for κ = 0. Therefore, continuous transitions
are only expected for N = 2, with a critical behavior belonging to the O(3) vector universality class.

In the limit J → ∞, the model (67) becomes equivalent to a ZQ gauge model with Wilson action [86],
as it occurs for N = 1, see Sec. 6.2. A natural hypothesis is that the transitions along the OC-OD line
belong to the universality class of the ZQ gauge model, as in the N = 1 compact LAH model, see Sec. 6.2.
This prediction has been verified numerically for Q = 2. Ref. [86] computed the energy cumulants, finding
that they have the same FSS behavior as in the Z2 gauge model. These results confirm that the OC-OD
transitions belong to the Ising gauge universality class for this value of Q.

The transitions along the large-κ DC-OD line have been investigated numerically in Ref. [86], which
focused on the compact model for N = 15 and 25 and two charge values, Q = 2 and Q = 3, and analyzed
the finite-size behavior of the correlation function of the operator Qab

x (some data are reported in Fig. 11).
The analysis shows that the continuous DC-OD transitions belong to the same universality as the transitions
along the CH line in the noncompact models discussed in Sec. 5.3.3, for all values of N and Q investigated.
Some results taken from Ref. [86] are reported in Fig. 11, which shows that the data for the compact and the
noncompact model have the same FSS behavior. Moreover, the estimated critical exponents computed in
the compact and in the noncompact model for the same value of N are consistent within errors, see Fig. 7.
Therefore, the stable charged FP point of the RG flow of the AHFT, see Sec. 4.1.2, which exists for N ≳ 7,
controls the continuous transitions in multicomponent LAH models with both noncompact and compact
gauge variables for large values of κ; more precisely, along the CH line in noncompact models and along the
DC-OD line in compact models with any charge Q satisfying Q ≥ 2.

6.3.3. Relation between the compact and the noncompact lattice Abelian Higgs models

The previous results show that noncompact and compact (Q ≥ 2) LAH models have similar phase
diagrams. For N ≥ 2, the compact DC-OC line and the noncompact CM line have the same nature, and
so have the compact DC-OD and noncompact CH line for any Q ≥ 2. The MH line and the OC-OD
line both correspond to topological transitions. These results may appear unexpected. Therefore, it is
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worth discussing the relation between the compact and noncompact models in more detail, to explain the
similarities of their phase diagram.

For this purpose, we note that the compact formulation of LAH models is equivalent to the noncompact
one in the limitQ→ ∞, κ→ ∞ at fixed κ/Q2. Indeed, if we rewrite the compact field λx,µ as λx,µ = eiAx,µ/Q

with Ax,µ ∈ [−πQ, πQ], the compact-field Hamiltonian (67) becomes

Hc = −2κ
∑

x,µ>ν

Re exp
[
− i

Q
(∆µ̂Ax,ν −∆ν̂Ax,µ)

]
− JN

∑
x,µ

2Re (z̄x · eiAx,µ zx+µ̂). (70)

For Q → ∞, the gauge real variables Ax,µ become unbounded, and the Hamiltonian becomes equivalent
to that of the noncompact formulation with κnc = 2κ/Q2, where κnc is the gauge coupling of the resulting
noncompact gauge-field Hamiltonian. Note that this equivalence trivially holds as long as the fluctuations of
Ax,µ on each plaquette are bounded and uncorrelated for Q→ ∞, i.e., for any point of the phase diagram.
In particular, in Sec. 3.5.2 it has already been discussed for the ZQ gauge model (the limiting model of
the compact LAH model for J → ∞), which is equivalent to the IXY model (the limiting model of the
noncompact LAH model for J → ∞) in the limit considered above.

The argument presented above shows that the compact model converges to the noncompact one as
Q, κ → ∞, at fixed κnc = 2κ/Q2. Therefore, also their phase diagrams must become identical for large
Q. As far as the nature of the critical lines, the numerical evidence reported in Sec. 6.3.2 shows that the
compactification of the model is an irrelevant perturbation of the noncompact model obtained for Q = ∞,
as already discussed for the IXY model in Sec. 3.5.2. Thus, the critical behavior should become identical
for Q→ ∞. In practice, it is not really required to take large values of Q to observe the same IXY critical
behavior, as in the noncompact model. As we have already mentioned, the behavior along the DC-OC and
DC-OD is the same as that on the corresponding CM and CH lines for any Q ≥ 2, while the behavior
along the OC-OD and MH lines is the same for any Q ≥ 4. Thus, differences only occur along the line
of topological transitions that end at J = ∞ for Q = 2 and 3. While in the noncompact model these
topological transitions belong to the IXY universality class, in the compact one the IXY critical behavior is
only observed for Q ≥ 4. For Q = 3 transitions are of first order, while for Q = 2 they belong to the Ising
gauge universality class.

6.3.4. Relevance of monopole configurations

In compact gauge models, the nontrivial topology of the gauge fields allows one to define topological
objects. Their role has been investigated in several studies, see, e.g., Refs. [66, 85, 89, 215, 303, 304], which
indicate that their presence may significantly affect the nature of the phase transitions and their critical
behavior. Refs. [85, 89] performed a numerical study to understand the role of monopole configurations,
which naturally emerge in LAH models with compact gauge fields, using the monopole definition of Ref. [305].

In lattice systems with periodic boundary conditions one can define monopoles and antimopoles using
the prescription proposed in Ref. [305]. This prescription starts from the noncompact lattice curl Θx,µν =
θx,µ + θx+µ̂,ν − θx,ν − θx+ν̂,µ associated with each plaquette, where θx,µ ∈ [−π, π) is the phase associated
with the compact lattice variable λx,µ, λx,µ = eiθx,µ . Note that Θx,µν is antisymmetric in µ and ν, so
this definition provides two different quantities that differ by a sign for each plaquette, depending on the
orientation. One can easily verify that, for any closed lattice surface S made of elementary plaquettes, the
naively defined outgoing magnetic flux across S vanishes, i.e.,

∑
P∈S Θx,µν = 0, where the sum extends to

all plaquettes in S, Θx,µν is associated with plaquette P = (x, µν), and the plaquette orientation is chosen in
such a way that the unit vector µ̂× ν̂ points outward with respect to the surface.28 To define a nontrivial net
number of monopoles (i.e., the difference between the number of monopoles and of antimonopoles) within
the surface S, one must isolate the singular contribution from the smooth background corresponding to

28These rules are a discrete version of the integration rules of a differential two-form on a two-dimensional surface, which
can be formalized using the formalism of lattice differential forms, see, e.g., Ref. [306].
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small values of |Θx,µν |. This can be done by defining

Nmono(S) =
∑
P∈S

M

(
Θx,µν

2π

)
, M(x) = x− ⌊x+ 1/2⌋ , (71)

where ⌊ ⌋ denotes the floor function. The function M(x) satisfies −1/2 ≤ M(x) < 1/2, M(x) = x for any
x in the interval [−1/2, 1/2); moreover, M(x) − x is always an integer. The fact that Nmono is an integer
number easily follows from these properties. Note that |Θx,µ| has to be larger than π on some plaquettes
for Nmono(S) to be nonvanishing.

A topic that has been investigated in the literature is whether the suppression of the monopole configura-
tions in the partition function changes the nature of the transition, or whether it gives rise to new universality
classes somehow related to those found in noncompact formulations, in which analogous monopole configu-
rations are absent. These issues have been addressed in Refs. [85, 89]. In the lattice CPN−1 model defined
by the Hamiltonian reported in Eq. (8), a finite density of monopoles is observed in the disordered low-J
phase up to the critical point, while in the low-temperature regime J > Jc only isolated pairs of monopoles
and anti-monopoles are typically present, whose number decreases rapidly with increasing J , since Θx,µν

approaches zero in the large-J limit. Thus, the monopole density is an appropriate order parameter of the
transition. As a consequence, by considering only monopole-free configurations, one is changing the nature
of the small-J phase, and therefore one expects a different critical behavior or even the absence of any
transition.

To define a monopole-free version of the CPN−1 model (MFCPN−1), one may change the configuration
space, considering only configurations for which Nmono(C) = 0 on any elementary lattice cube C [85, 89].
The numerical analyses of Refs. [85, 89] show that the MFCPN−1 models, as well as some extensions obtained
by relaxing the unit-length condition on the scalar fields, undergo finite-J transitions. However, the features
of these transitions are apparently unrelated with those of the transitions in the standard CPN−1 model.
In particular, there is no O(3) continuous transition for N = 2. Moreover, the numerical data definitely
exclude that the MFCPN−1 model has a transition associated with the AHFT for large values of N [85, 89].

Ref. [86] also studied the critical behavior of monopole-free “higher-charge” CPN−1 models, obtained by
setting κ = 0 in Eq. (67).29 The results show that, for Q ≥ 2 the monopole-free model has the same behavior
as the standard CPN−1 model. This means that in the compact LAH model the topological properties of the
gauge field are inessential for any Q ≥ 2, which is consistent with the fact that the compact and noncompact
model have analogous phase diagrams for Q ≥ 2, and in particular with the appearance (for N ≳ 7) of an
AHFT critical behavior both in the noncompact LAH model along the CH line and in the compact LAH
model with Q ≥ 2 along the DC-OD line, see the discussion in Sec. 6.3.2.

7. Lattice spin systems with discrete gauge symmetries

In this section we review the phase diagram and critical behavior of gauge spin systems with discrete gauge
group, focusing mainly on lattice Z2-gauge N -vector models, obtained by minimally coupling N -component
real fields with Z2-gauge fields [233]. As discussed in Sec. 3.3 they are paradigmatic models undergoing
LGW× phase transitions. They display different phases, characterized by the spontaneous breaking of the
global O(N) symmetry and by the different topological properties of the Z2-gauge correlations, see, e.g.,
Refs. [20, 41]. They are relevant in several different contexts, see, e.g., Refs. [307–319]. In particular, they are
relevant for transitions in nematic liquid crystal [313, 315, 316, 320–322] and for systems with fractionalized
quantum numbers, see, e.g., Refs. [309, 318].

29If we set κ = 0 in Eq. (67) we obtain a charge-Q CPN−1 model. In the absence of the monopole-free condition, this model
is equivalent to the standard Q = 1 CPN−1 model (it is enough to redefine the gauge fields). This equivalence does not hold

in the monopole-free version, as in this case it is not possible to replace λQ
x,µ with λx,µ, as the gauge fields also appear in the

monopole-free condition. Thus, we obtain a different monopole-free model for each Q.
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Figure 12: Sketch of the K-J phase diagram of the 3D Z2-gauge N -vector model with N ≥ 2. There are two spin-disordered
phases for small J : a small-K phase, in which both spin and Z2-gauge variables are disordered (we indicate it by DD), and a
large-K phase, in which the Z2-gauge variables order (we indicate it by DO). For large J there is a single phase, in which both
spins and gauge variables are ordered (we indicate it by O).

7.1. The Z2-gauge N -vector models

The Z2-gauge N -vector model is a lattice N -vector model with local Z2 gauge invariance. From the point
of view of the symmetries, it can be interpreted as an N -vector model, which is symmetric under O(N) =
Z2⊗SO(N) transformations, in which the Z2 symmetry is gauged, giving rise to a Z2-gauge theory coupled
with scalar vector fields. Its lattice Hamiltonian is reported in Eq. (17). It is invariant under global SO(N)
transformations sx → V sx with V ∈ SO(N), and local Z2 gauge transformations,

sx → wxsx, σx,ν → wxσx,νwx+ν̂ , wx = ±1. (72)

Due to the Z2 gauge invariance, the correlation function of the vector variables sx, Gs(x,y) = ⟨sx · sy⟩,
trivially vanishes for x ̸= y. For N ≥ 2, the spontaneous breaking of the global SO(N) symmetry is signaled
by the condensation of the gauge-invariant bilinear operator Rab

x ,

Rab
x = saxs

b
x − 1

N
δab, (73)

which is the analogue of the operator Qab
x defined in the LAH model, see Eq. (60). Its correlation function

GR(x,y) ≡ ⟨TrRxRy ⟩ (74)

orders at the transition. If the transition is continuous, at the critical point it behaves as

GR (x,y)|T=Tc
∼ |x− y|−2YR , (75)

where YR is the RG dimension of Rab
x , which may depend on the number N of components of the scalar

field and also on the specific transition line (as we shall see, this occurs for N = 2).

7.2. Phase diagram and critical behavior of Z2-gauge N -vector models with N ≥ 2

The phase diagram for N ≥ 2 is sketched in Fig. 12, see, e.g., Refs. [20, 41, 233]. Two spin-disordered
phases are present for small J : a small-K phase, in which both spin and Z2-gauge variables are disordered
(DD), and a large-K phase in which the Z2-gauge variables order (DO). For large J there is a single ordered
phase in which both spins and gauge variables order (O). These phases are separated by three transition
lines, which meet at one point, see Fig. 12.30 Note that in the ordered phase, once a representative of the

30An estimate of the intersection point (K⋆, J⋆) of the three lines for small values of N (N ≲ 5 say) is reported in Ref. [233]:
K⋆ ≈ 0.761− 0.003N ≈ 0.75, J⋆ ≈ 0.23.
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minimum energy configuration is chosen, i.e., sx = sx+µ̂ and wx,µ = 1 (up to gauge transformations and in
the thermodynamic limit), there is no residual gauge symmetry. Therefore, we do not expect the presence
of topological phases or transitions, see the discussion reported in Sec. 3.5.3.

In the following we review the existing theoretical and numerical results for the nature of the transitions
along the three transition lines. More details can be found in Refs. [233, 234].

7.2.1. Topological Z2-gauge transitions along the DD-DO transition line

For J = 0 the model reduces to the Z2 gauge model [119], reviewed in Sec. 3.5.2, for any N . Therefore,
there is a continuous topological phase transition [86, 323] at J = 0, KZ2

= 0.761413292(11), separating a
small-K confined phase from a large-K deconfined phase. The J = 0 critical point is the starting point of
a transition line, which separates two phases in which the spin variables are disordered. For J > 0 these
phases can no longer be characterized by the size behavior of the Wilson loops, which always obey the
perimeter law because of the screening of the charged fields. Nonetheless, they can still be distinguished by
the different topological properties of the gauge modes [20, 41]. In particular, the gauge field is disordered
for small K and ordered for large K. This result follows from the observation that, since the spin variables
are not critical for sufficiently small values of J , they can be integrated out. For the values of J for which the
strong-coupling expansion converges, one obtains an effective Z2 gauge theory with local couplings, which
is expected to have the same critical behavior as the model for J = 0.31

7.2.2. RPN−1-like transitions along the DD-O transition line

The transitions along the DD-O line have the same nature as the transition in the RPN−1 model obtained
for K = 0 [233]. As discussed in Sec. 3.2.2, the RPN−1 model undergoes a LGW transition, which may be
continuous only for N = 2—in this case it belongs to the XY universality class. For N ≥ 3 the transitions
are of first order.

The order parameter of the DD-O transitions is the bilinear operator Rab
x defined in Eq. (73). For N = 2,

if the transition is continuous, it behaves as an XY vector field, so its RG dimension YR coincides with the
RG dimension YV,XY = (1 + ηXY)/2 of the vector field in the standard XY model. Thus, at continuous
transitions along the DD-O line for N = 2, we have YR = YV,XY = 0.519088(22) (using the estimates of
ηXY reported in Appendix B). The transitions along the DD-O line for N = 2 have been also investigated
numerically [233], confirming that continuous transitions behave as predicted by the LGW approach, but
also observing that the continuous transitions turn into first-order ones for K = Ktri, with Ktri < K∗, i.e.,
before the intersection point (at K = K⋆) of the transition lines. Some numerical results are reported in
the left panel of Fig. 13.

7.2.3. O(N)× transitions along the DO-O transition line

The transitions along the DO-O line, at least for large enough values of K, belong to the O(N)×

universality class [21, 234, 324, 325].32 As the standard O(N) vector transitions, they are characterized
by the symmetry-breaking pattern SO(N)→O(N − 1). However, the vector field that is supposed to be
the order parameter of the transition is not gauge invariant. They are therefore LGW× transitions in the
classification of Sec. 3.1.

For K → ∞ the plaquette term in the Hamiltonian (17) converges to one. Therefore, in infinite volume,
we can set σx,µ = 1 modulo gauge transformations, obtaining the same partition function as that of the
standard N -vector model. It follows that the model undergoes a continuous transition at a finite Jc(K = ∞)
belonging to the O(N) vector universality class.33

As discussed in Sec. 7.1, the breaking of the SO(N) symmetry along the DO-O line is signaled by the
condensation of the operator Rab

x defined in Eq. (73). Along the DO-O line this operator, as well as all gauge-
invariant operators, have the same critical behavior as in the conventional N -vector model without gauge

31At leading order in J , one again obtains the Z2 gauge model [41, 119, 235, 313], with renormalized gauge coupling K+NJ4.
This implies Kc(J) = Kc(J = 0)−NJ4 +O(J6).

32Note that in these references the O(N)× universality class was denoted by the symbol O(N)∗.
33Estimates of the critical point of the standard N -vector models defined in Eq. (1)—therefore, of Jc(K = ∞)—can be found

in Refs. [209, 293, 295, 299, 300, 326, 327].
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Figure 13: (Adapted from Ref. [233]) Plot of the rescaled susceptibility χR versus ξR/L, where χR and the second-moment
correlation length ξR are defined in terms of two-point function GR(x,y) defined in Eq. (75). Results for N = 2. Left:
results for K = 0.5 (DD-O line); we set κv = 3 − 2YV,XY = 1.96182. Right: results for K = 1.0 (DO-O line); we set
κt = 3 − 2YT,XY = 0.5274. The nice data collapse shows that YV,XY and YT,XY are the correct scaling dimensions of the

operator Rab
x along the DD-O and DO-O transition lines, respectively.

invariance [233]. The equivalence of the gauge-invariant correlations in O(N) models and along the DO-O
line implies that the gauge modes do not drive the critical behavior for finite large values of K. Moreover,
these transitions have the same effective description as the conventional O(N) ones, although there is no
appropriate gauge-invariant order parameter. These transitions are therefore O(N)× transitions, according
to the classification reported in Sec. 3.1. Note that these transitions differ from the RPN−1 transitions that
occur along the DD-O line, which are also LGW transitions but with a different, gauge-invariant, order
parameter, see Sec. 7.2.2.

The existence of the DO-O O(N)× transition line implies the stability, against gauge fluctuations, of
the O(N) vector transition occurring for K → ∞. Note that this is only possible if the gauge group is
discrete and is related to the fact that the DO-O line separates two phases, in which the gauge variables
are topologically ordered. Indeed, gauge fluctuations are expected to be generally relevant in models with
continuous Abelian and non-Abelian gauge symmetries. In that case, gauge interactions destabilize the
vector critical behavior, leading to transitions of different nature, as discussed in Section 4.1.2.

In O(N)× transitions, the main issue is the identification of the non-gauge-invariant order parameter.
In noncompact models, local order parameters are identified by introducing an appropriate gauge fixing,
the Lorenz gauge, see Sec. 5 and, particular, Sec. 5.1.2. In the context of compact models, one can exploit
a stochastic gauge-fixing procedure [233, 234], as discussed below in Sec. 7.3. The introduction of this
peculiar gauge fixing allows one to identify the spin variable sx as the order parameter of the transition, as
in standard N -vector systems. Numerical results for N = 1, 2, 3 reported in Refs. [233, 234] fully confirm
this scenario. In the gauge-fixed theory, along the DO-O line the vector field sx behaves as in the standard
N -vector model.

Let us finally focus on the Z2-gauge XY (N = 2) model, which is the only case in which continuous
transitions may occur along all three transition lines. It is interesting to note that the continuous transitions
along the DD-O and DO-O lines are all expected to belong to the 3D XY universality class. However,
this does not imply that the critical behavior is the same, as the two transition lines have different effective
LGW descriptions. This is clearly demonstrated by the different critical behavior of the operator Rab

x defined
in Eq. (73). As discussed in Sec. 7.2.2, the bilinear operator Rab

x is the effective XY order parameter at
continuous DD-O transitions, so its RG dimensions is the same as that of the vector field in the XY model:
YR = YV,XY = (1 + ηXY)/2 ≈ 0.519. On the other hand, along the DO-O line, gauge-invariant quantities
behave as in the O(N) vector model. Therefore, the operator Rab

x behaves as a spin-two tensor operator at
a standard XY transition. It follows that its RG dimension equals the RG dimension YT,XY of the spin-2
operator in the XY model (numerical estimates of this quantity are reported in Refs. [175, 254, 328, 329]):
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YR = YT,XY = 1.23629(11). These predictions have been verified numerically in Ref. [233]. As an example,
some results are reported Fig. 13, which confirm the identification of the DO-O transitions as O(N)×

continuous transitions with a gauge-dependent vector order parameter, and of the DD-O as LGW transitions
with a gauge-invariant spin-two order parameter.

7.3. The stochastic gauge fixing

In noncompact LAH models the critical behavior of gauge and charged excitations can be determined
by studying local correlation functions in an appropriately gauge-fixed theory, see Sec. 5.1.2. Moreover, as
discussed in Refs. [91, 287] not all gauge fixings can be used: local gauge-dependent operators may be used
to uncover the critical behavior of charged excitations in the Lorenz gauge, but not, e.g., in the axial gauge.

By analogy, one expects that the identification of the vector order parameter of O(N)× transitions with
a local operator requires the introduction of a gauge fixing in the theory. A standard way of fixing the
gauge in compact models consists in setting the bond variables on a maximal lattice tree equal to the
identity [262, 289]. A particular case of this procedure is the axial gauge, in which all bonds in a given
lattice direction are set equal to the identity (paying attention to the boundary conditions and adding some
additional constraints on the boundaries). However, as discussed in Ref. [234], these gauge fixings do not
solve the problem, i.e., they do not allow one to identify the critical vector modes that characterize the
O(N)× universality class. As we already mentioned, this is not unexpected, as the axial gauge is also
not appropriate in noncompact gauge models [91, 287]. We also mention that Ref. [234] also considered a
Lorenz-like complete gauge fixing, again with no success.

To define a local O(N)× order parameter, a novel procedure, which is conceptually different from the
usual gauge-fixing strategies, was proposed in Refs. [233, 234]. It generalizes the variational approach that
is used in the context of lattice gauge theories and is usually called Landau gauge fixing.34 We review it
below, in the context of the Z2-gauge N -vector model.

The basic idea is to average non-gauge invariant quantities over all possible gauge transformations with a
properly chosen, not gauge-invariant, weight. This is achieved by introducing Z2 fields wx = ±1 defined on
the lattice sites, and an ancillary Hamiltonian Hw that generally depends on wx, sx, and σx,µ. If A(sx, σx,µ)
is a function of the fields, one defines its weighted average over the gauge transformations as

[A(sx, σx,µ)] =

∑
{w}A(ŝx, σ̂x,µ)e

−Hw∑
{w} e

−Hw
, ŝx = wxsx, σ̂x,µ = wxσx,µwx+µ̂, (76)

where ŝx and σ̂x,µ correspond to the fields obtained by performing a gauge transformation with gauge
function wx as in Eq. (72). The average [A(sx, σx,µ)] is then averaged over the fields sx and σx,µ using the
original Hamiltonian (17), i.e.,

⟨[A(sx, σx,µ)]⟩ =
∑

{s,σ}[A(sx, σx,µ)]e
−H∑

{s,σ} e
−H

. (77)

One can easily see that gauge-invariant observables are invariant under this gauge-fixing procedure. In this
approach, we can define the vector correlation function as

GV (x,y) = ⟨[sx · sy]⟩. (78)

The choice of the ancillary Hamiltonian Hw is a crucial point. To obtain critical vector correlations, one
would like to work in a gauge which maximizes the number of bonds with σx,µ = 1. Indeed, this implies

34In a lattice gauge theory with gauge fields Ux,µ, the Landau gauge is defined as the set of gauge fields that maximize∑
xµ Re Tr Ux,µ, see, e.g., Ref. [330]. This approach is numerically difficult to apply and, in general, it suffers from the so-

called Gribov problem [331, 332]: there may be several degenerate or quasidegenerate maxima. In the continuum limit, it goes
over to the gauge-fixing condition ∂µAµ = 0, that we have named Lorenz gauge, but which is also referred to as Landau gauge.
In continuum theories Landau gauge and Lorenz gauge are often used interchangeably, although the name “Landau gauge” is
often preferred for Euclidean field theories, “Lorenz gauge” for theories defined in Minkowski space. To be consistent with the
definitions of Sec. 5, we would call it Lorenz gauge.
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that the Hamiltonian for the gauge-transformed fields ŝx is almost ferromagnetic. Therefore, these fields
display the same critical behavior as vector fields in the O(N) model. With this idea in mind, an optimal
choice is provided by the simple Hamiltonian

Hw(γ) = −γ
∑
x,µ

σ̂x,µ = −γ
∑
x,µ

wxσx,µwx+µ̂, (79)

where γ is a positive number that should be large enough to ensure that the minima of Hw(γ) dominate in
the average over the gauge transformations. It is worth noting that the global theory including the quenched
stochastic gauge fixing is invariant under an extended set of local transformations with Z2-gauge parameter
vx = ±1 given by35

sx → vxsx, σx,µ → vxσx,µvx+µ̂, wx → vxwx. (80)

Thus, only observables that are invariant under this set of transformations, such as ŝx and σ̂x,µ, have
nonvanishing correlation functions and a nontrivial critical behavior.

The stochastic gauge-fixing procedure mimics what is done in random systems with quenched disorder,
for instance in spin glasses. The variables sx and σx,µ are the disorder variables and e−H/Z represents the
disorder distribution, while wx are the system variables that are distributed with Gibbs weight e−Hw/Zw at
fixed disorder. In the language of disordered systems, the average [·] therefore represents the thermal average
at fixed disorder, while ⟨·⟩ is the average over the different disorder realizations.36 This analogy allows one
to exploit known results for the properties of quenched random systems. In particular, the present procedure
is thermodynamically consistent and, when the low-temperature (large γ) phase is not a spin-glass phase,
it admits a local field-theory representation, see, Refs. [152, 333]. Thus, the standard RG machinery can be
applied to correlations computed in the gauge-fixed theory.

The resulting model with the added variables wx is a quenched random-bond Ising model [151, 334]
with a particular choice of bond distribution. Quenched random-bond Ising models have various phases—
disordered, ferromagnetic, and glassy phases—depending on the temperature (whose role is played here by
1/γ), the amount of randomness of the bond distribution, and its spatial correlations, see, e.g., Refs. [151,
334–348]. In particular, the present model is expected to undergo a quenched transition at γ = γc(J,K)
for any J and K. The transition separates a disordered phase for γ < γc(J,K) from a large-γ phase, which
a priori can be ferromagnetic or glassy. If J and K belong to the DO-O transition line, the large-γ phase
turns out to be ferromagnetic.37 Thus, the long-distance behavior of the variables wx is the same for all
γ > γc(J,K): The variables wx simply make uncorrelated short-range fluctuations around the minimum
configurations obtained for γ → ∞. It is thus natural to conjecture that γ is an irrelevant parameter, i.e.,
that the critical behavior of the gauge-fixed quantities is the same for any γ > γc(J,K) along the DO-O
transition line. In RG language, 1/γ represents an irrelevant perturbation of the γ = ∞ fixed point. The
irrelevance of γ is conjectured to be a general feature of the stochastic gauge fixing, which holds for any N
(the numerical analyses of Refs. [233, 234] confirm this conjecture). It is important to stress the significant
advantage of the stochastic gauge fixing with respect to traditional gauge-fixing approaches. As we can work
at fixed γ, there is no need to determine the minima or maxima of some gauge-fixing function, bypassing
the problem of the Gribov copies [331, 332].

35For N = 1 i.e., in the Z2-gauge Higgs model, one can fix this gauge invariance by working in the unitary gauge, sx = 1 for
all points x.

36To avoid confusion, note that symbols [·] and ⟨·⟩ have typically the opposite meaning in the random-system literature: the
former represents the disorder average and the latter the thermal average.

37Note that the two-point function of wx vanishes for non-coincident points, due to the generalized gauge invariance, Eq. (80).

The nature of the large-γ phase can be determined by considering correlation functions of the so-called overlap Ox = w
(1)
x w

(2)
x ,

where w
(1)
x and w

(2)
x represent two different configurations sampled with the same probability e−Hw/Zw, i.e. corresponding to

the same values of σx,µ and sx. Along the DO-O line, for γ > γc(J,K) the Binder cumulant of the overlap variable approaches
1, and the overlap susceptibility diverges linearly with the volume, indicating that the large-γ phase is a standard ferromagnetic
phase.
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Figure 14: (Adapted from Ref. [234]) FSS analyses (see Appendix A.3 for a discussion of the expected scaling behavior) of
MC data for the Z2-gauge N -vector model with N = 3, using the stochastic gauge fixing with parameter γ = 0.3. Simulations
at fixed K = 1 across the DO-O transition line. (Left) Plot of the vector Binder parameter UV defined in terms of sx, versus
ξV /L, where ξV is the second-moment correlation length computed by using the vector correlation function GV . Data collapse
on the N -vector (N = 3) universal curve (see Ref. [276] for a parametrization), showing that the vector degrees of freedom
behaves as at a standard O(3) transition. (Right) Plot of the vector susceptibility χV defined in terms of GV versus the
ratio ξV /L. The susceptibility is rescaled according to Eq. (A.24), using the exponent ηH = 0.03784 of the Heisenberg O(3)
universality class (see Appendix B for a list of estimates of ηH). The nice collapse of the data supports the O(3) nature of the
vector modes in the presence of a stochastic gauge fixing.

The ancillary Hamiltonian Hw given in Eq. (79) is simple and allows us to reinterpret the gauge-fixed
model as a quenched random-bond model. However, other choices may work as well. It is important to note
that the emerging critical behavior of the vector field is expected to be universal, i.e., independent of the
ancillary Hamiltonian Hw, provided that Hw has been properly chosen to make the spin-spin interactions
ferromagnetic. This is essentially due to the fact that the critical behavior of all gauge invariant quantities—
for instance, the spin-two operator Rab

x or the gauge-invariant energy—is independent of Hw: they all behave
as in the N -vector model. Therefore, along the DO-O line, GV (x−y) should also behave as in the N -vector
model, if it is critical.

The theoretical predictions have been confirmed numerically in Refs. [233, 234]. For both N = 2 and 3,
the stochastically gauge-fixed correlation function GV defined in Eq. (78), as well as other vector observables
like the vector Binder parameter, show the same critical behavior as in the N -vector model. Some data for
N = 3 are reported in Fig. 14.

We finally mention that the above ideas can be straightforwardly extended to lattice gauge models with
other discrete groups or with continuous compact gauge variables.

7.4. Phase diagram and critical behavior of the Z2-gauge Higgs model

We now focus on the phase diagram of the Z2-gauge Higgs model, i.e., of the lattice model (17) for
N = 1. In this case the spin variables take the integer values sx = ±1, as the link variables.

The model satisfies an exact duality relation [349]. If we redefine the Hamiltonian parameters as

(J ′,K ′) =

(
−1

2
ln tanhK ,−1

2
ln tanhJ

)
, (81)

the free-energy density F (J,K) = − T
Ld lnZ satisfies the relation

F (J ′,K ′) = F (J,K)− 3

2
ln[sinh(2J) sinh(2K)]. (82)

One can also define a self-dual line, requiring J ′ = J and K ′ = K, which can be parametrized by one of the
two equivalent equations

D(J,K) = J +
1

2
ln tanhK = 0, D′(J,K) = K +

1

2
ln tanhJ = 0. (83)

52



K

J

0 Kc

JIs

CEP

Z2

Z2

Figure 15: Sketch of the phase diagram of the 3D Z2 gauge Higgs model, see, e.g., Refs. [176, 351, 353]. The dashed line is the
self-dual line, the thick line is a finite stretch of the self-dual line corresponding to first-order transitions. The two lines labeled
“Z2” are related by duality, and correspond to Ising continuous transitions. They end at [J = JIs ≈ 0.221655,K = ∞] and at
[J = 0,K = KZ2

≈ 0.761413]. The three lines meet at a MCP [176, 351–353, 355, 356] at [K⋆ = 0.7525(1), J⋆ = 0.22578(5)].
The corresponding multicritical behavior turns out to be controlled by the multicritical XY FP [176, 356, 357]. The second
endpoint (CEP) of the first-order transition line, at [K ≈ 0.688, J ≈ 0.258], is expected to be an Ising critical endpoint.

7.4.1. The phase diagram of the three-dimensional Z2-gauge Higgs model

A sketch of the phase diagram is shown in Fig. 15. For K → ∞ an Ising transition occurs at [323]
JIs = 0.221654626(5). By duality, in the pure Z2 gauge model a transition occurs in the corresponding
point, J = 0 and Kc = − 1

2 ln tanhJIs = 0.761413292(11). Two Ising continuous transition lines, related
by the duality transformation (81), start from these points [41, 350] (the argument is analogous to that
discussed in Sec. 7.2.3) and intersect on the self-dual line [176, 351] at K⋆ = 0.7525(1), J⋆ = 0.22578(5).
Note that the transitions along both lines are Ising-like transitions and that in both cases there is no global
symmetry. Nonetheless, as we shall discuss, the two lines have different nature: the line that starts at J = 0
is a topological transition line, while the line that starts at K = ∞ is an Ising× line, i.e., it admits an Ising
order parameter that can only be identified once a proper gauge fixing is introduced. Note that, in the
absence of a gauge fixing, only the cumulants of the energy density (see Sec. Appendix A.3.2 for definitions)
can be used to characterize these transitions in a gauge-invariant way [176, 351] (note that the tensor Rab

defined in Eq. (73) trivially vanishes for N = 1).
Finally, numerical studies [352–354] have provided evidence of first-order transitions along the self-dual

line, in the relatively small interval starting from the MCP and ending at J⋆ ≈ 0.258 and κ⋆ ≈ 0.688. This
endpoint is expected to correspond to a continuous transition belonging to the Ising universality class (see
Ref. [351] for a numerical study).

Since the first-order transition line is limited to a finite interval along the self-dual line, only two ther-
modynamic phases exist, see Fig. 15. For small J and large K there is a topological deconfined phase.
The remaining part of the phase diagram corresponds to a single phase that extends from the disordered
small-J,K region to the whole large-J region. In particular, no phase transition occurs along the line K = 0,
where the model becomes trivial, as can be seen in the unitary gauge sx = 1. We may only distinguish
two different regimes: a Higgs-like regime in the large J and K region, and a confined regime in the small
J and K region (see, e.g., Ref. [358]). However, these two regions are connected by continuous paths in
the phase diagram, along which all local gauge-invariant operators (more precisely the gauge invariant op-
erators depending on a finite number of sx and σx,µ variables) are analytic functions of the Hamiltonian
parameters [41, 350].

7.4.2. Order parameters driving the Ising× transitions

Along the two transition lines that start at J = 0 and K = ∞ and are related by duality, thermal
observables behave as in the Ising universality class. However, as already discussed in Sec. 3.5.2, the
corresponding universality classes are different. Even if there is no Z2 global symmetry, the transitions
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along the line that starts at K = ∞ are Ising× transitions and admit, as we shall describe below, an
effective description in terms of a standard LGW theory with Z2 global invariance, once an appropriate
gauge fixing has been introduced. On the other hand, along the line that starts at J = 0, transitions are
topological as in the pure Z2 gauge model.38

To verify the Ising× critical behavior, Ref. [234] studied the Z2-gauge Higgs model with the stochastic
gauge fixing introduced in Sec. 7.3, using the ancillary Hamiltonian Hw defined in Eq. (79). Numerical FSS
analyses [234] along the large-K transition line show that the critical behavior of the correlation function
GV (x,y) defined in Eq. (78) is the same as in the standard Ising model, with the large-J , large-K region
corresponding to the magnetized phase. Therefore, as in multicomponent models the stochastic gauge fixing
allows us to identify the universal gauge-dependent spin correlations which characterize standard Ising
transitions. The same conclusions were reached in Ref. [366], in what was called Landau gauge (see footnote
34), which essentially corresponds to taking the limit γ → ∞ in the stochastic gauge fixing approach (but
note that the multiplicity of the minima, the so-called Gribov copies, could not be taken into account). The
same analysis, using the stochastic gauge fixing, was also performed along the small-J transition line. In
this case the correlation function GV (x,y) is not critical at the transition. As expected, these transitions
are not LGW× transitions.

In the stochastic gauge-fixed theory, the spin sx magnetizes along the Ising× transition line, i.e., there is
a ferromagnetic phase in the large-J , large-K Higgs phase. On the other hand, for small values of J , sx is
always disordered. This implies the presence of an additional transition line in the gauge-fixed theory,which
separates the single phase [41] in which the confining and the Higgs regime both occur. The line most
probably starts at the CEP, see Fig. 15, and necessarily ends on the K = 0 axis.39 This is confirmed by
numerical analyses [367], which observe continuous transitions in the small-K region, on the left of the
first-order transition line, see Fig. 15. This line, which separates the Higgs regime, in which the gauge-fixed
spin correlations (in the generalized unitary gauge they are equivalent to correlations of the ancillary fields)
magnetize, from the confined regime, is related to the specific form of the ancillary model and therefore
does not have a direct physical significance. However, it signals that the thermodynamic description does
not provide the full picture.

To distinguish the confinement/deconfinement properties of the model, several nonlocal order parameters
have been proposed, see, e.g., Refs.[20, 356, 359–365, 368]. Note that the size dependence of Wilson loops
does not provide a good order parameter. In the presence of dynamical matter fields transforming in the
fundamental representation, charge screening is present and Wilson loops always scale with the perimeter
law. Only for J = 0 does the transition at K = KZ2

separate regions characterized by the area law
and the perimeter law. A possible order parameter is the so-called Fredenhagen-Marcu [45, 369] order
parameter, which is defined by using a gauge-invariant two-point function built by joining two spins sx with
a staple-shaped string of gauge fields, normalized by the square root of a Wilson loop. The behavior of this
order parameter in the Z2-gauge Higgs model has been studied in Refs. [356, 370]. It correctly identifies
the confinement/deconfinement transition in the model and its Ising× universality class. A different order

38Note that the topological transitions along the transition line starting from the J = 0 critical point cannot be characterized
by the size behavior of the Wilson loops, at variance with what occurs in the 3D Z2 gauge model, see Sec. 3.5.2, because Wilson
loops satisfy the perimeter law for any J > 0, due to the screening of the site spin variables. A more general interpretation
of these topological transitions is discussed in Ref. [20] in a quantum setting, see also Refs. [359–365]. They correspond
to topological transitions between a small-K trivial phase and a large-K phase with topological order. These two phases
correspond to the confined and deconfined phases at J = 0, respectively. We also mention that these transitions are sometimes
referred to as Ising∗ transitions; see, e.g., Refs. [176, 324, 351, 353]. As discussed in Sec. 3.5.2, we name them Ising gauge
transitions.

39For K = 0 the gauge-fixed model is equivalent to the so-called ±J Ising model [151, 334–348], with spatially-independent
random links (it is immediate to verify it in the so-called unitary gauge sx = 1, see footnote 35). In the notation of Refs. [342–
344], the probability p of the random link variable Jxy (σx,µ in our model in the unitary gauge) is P (Jxy) = pδ(Jxy − 1) +
(1 − p)δ(Jxy + 1) with p = eJ/(eJ + e−J ). The temperature T in the ±J Ising model corresponds to T = γ−1, so the line
J = γ corresponds to the so-called Nishimori line [339]. Neglecting the small reentrance of the ferromagnetic-glassy transition
line—see Refs. [342–344] for a discussion of the phase diagram of the ±J Ising model—,the ancillary model has a large-γ
ferromagnetic phase only for J > 1/TN = JN = 0.5991(1) (TN is the Nishimori temperature). Moreover, in the ferromagnetic
phase the correlation function GV orders (note that the ancillary model has a ferromagnetic phase also close to the small-J
topological line, but here GV does not order). This implies that the transition line ends in K = 0, J = JN [367].
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parameter has been advocated in Ref. [371] (see also Ref. [368]), defined by using a properly normalized
correlator between a Wilson and ’t Hooft loop, and studied numerically in Ref. [370]. Another order
parameter, whose definition is strictly related with the strong-coupling surface formulation of the Z2-gauge
Higgs model (see, e.g., Refs. [351, 372]), has been proposed and numerically tested in Ref. [373]. The
possibility that the crossover between the confinement and the Higgs regime could induce superficial phase
transitions in quantum many-body systems has instead been investigated in Refs. [374, 375].

7.4.3. Multicritical behavior at the intersection point of the transition lines

The first-order and the two continuous Ising transition lines intersect in a multicritical point (MCP)
located along the self-dual line [176, 351, 353].40. Critical exponents have been numerically computed at
the MCP [176, 351, 355, 356], obtaining results consistent with a multicritical XY behavior.

The apparent XY nature of the multicritical behavior can be naturally explained [176] by assuming that
the effective description of the transition is provided by the multicritical Z2 ⊕Z2 LGW theory presented in
Sec. 2.2.4, describing the competition of two one-component (N1 = N2 = 1) scalar fields. This conjecture
is made plausible by the following arguments. The multicritical behavior arises from the competition of the
order parameters that characterize the critical behavior along the two Ising-like lines. As we have discussed
in the previous section, along the large-K transition line, we have Ising× transitions, with a scalar order
parameter. Thus, they admit a LGW description in terms of a scalar nongauge-invariant field ϕ1. The
transitions along the small-J line are instead topological transitions, characterized by an order parameter
that is a nonlocal function of the gauge degrees of freedom. Assuming that duality can be extended from
thermodynamic quantities to operators, Ref. [176] argued that the nonlocal order parameter is dual to a
local order parameter, since the topological transition line is mapped onto an Ising× transition line under
duality. Thus, as a working hypothesis, one may associate a scalar field ϕ2 with the topological Ising gauge
transitions, which locally interacts with the Ising× order-parameter field ϕ1. If this conjecture holds, the
multicritical behavior has an effective description in terms of a local Lagrangian for the two fields ϕ1 and
ϕ2. We thus obtain the LGW Lagrangian (5) discussed in Sec. 2.2.4 with N1 = N2 = 1.41

The multicritical model defined in Sec. 2.2.4 has been extensively studied [95, 172, 173, 175, 176, 254].
In particular, for N1 = N2 = 1 it admits a bicritical point (see the left panel of Fig. 1) with a critical
behavior controlled by a stable fixed point with enlarged O(2) global symmetry. The main conjecture
put forward in Ref. [176] is that this stable multicritical XY FP is the one that controls the multicritical
XY behavior in the Z2-gauge Higgs theory. In this scenario, the two relevant operators at the MCP are
the quadratic spin-2 and spin-0 field combinations, whose RG dimensions are [175, 254] y1 = 1.7639(11)
and [294] y2 = 1/νXY = 1.4888(2) respectively. The numerical estimates [176, 351, 355, 356] of y1 and y2
are in good agreement (errors are of the order of 1%) with the more accurate XY estimates reported above.
To give an idea of the accuracy of the multicritical XY scenario, in Fig. 16 we show the FSS behavior of
some particular third- and fourth-order energy cumulants using the XY critical exponent y2 = 1/νXY. The
agreement with the multicritical XY scenario is globally very good and strongly supports it. However, we
also note that the multicritical XY theory is based on some unproved assumptions, the main one being the
existence of a (dual) local order parameter for the topological transitions. We should also mention that this
assumption is still controversial: Refs. [351, 355, 373] consider it implausible, and interpret the agreement
between numerical results and XY estimates as a mere coincidence.

40See Appendix A.4 for a brief review of the main universal features of the scaling behavior close to a MCP
41We do not have sound arguments to argue that these considerations can also be applied to the Z2-gauge N -vector models

with N > 1, to determine the behavior at the intersection point of the three transition lines, see Fig. 12. Nevertheless, if, in
analogy with the Z2-gauge Higgs model, we assume that the competition of the Ising critical modes (DD-DO line) and the
N -vector critical modes (DO-O line) can somehow be represented by the competition of corresponding local order parameters,
we can use the multicritical LGW theory (5) with N1 = 1 and N2 = N > 1 to understand the behavior close to the intersection
point of the transition lines. Under this assumption, the results for the 3D RG flow of the multicritical O(N1)⊕O(N2) LGW
theory, outlined in Sec. 2.2.4, predict that the intersection point would generally correspond to a first-order transition for any
N > 1, with a phase diagram analogous to the one shown in the right panel of Fig. 1.
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Figure 16: (From Ref. [176]) FSS behavior of the third and fourth cumulant of an energy-like variable that scales with critical
exponent y2 when measured along the self-dual line (see Appendix A.4 for a discussion of FSS at MCPs). See Ref. [176] for
details. The nice collapse of the data when using the XY critical exponent y2 = 1/νXY provides an accurate check of the
conjectured multicritical XY behavior at the MCP point.

7.5. Other models with discrete symmetries

In Secs. 5 and 6 we discussed the phase diagram and critical properties of U(1) gauge theories with
global U(N) symmetry, while in this section we considered gauge models with discrete Z2 gauge symmetry
and O(N) global symmetry. We now present some additional models with discrete gauge and/or global
symmetry, in which the gauge and/or the scalar fields take only a discrete set of values. These models can
be considered as approximations of models with continuous groups. However, classical theorems by Jordan
and Turing [376] show that the only continuous groups of transformations that can be approximated with
arbitrary precision by using their discrete subgroups are the Abelian ones. Thus, in the compact case, the
only possibility is replacing the U(1) group with the cyclic finite group ZN . In the noncompact case, the
additive group R can be replaced by the discrete, but still infinite, additive group Z. As we shall see, in
some cases these discretized models undergo transitions that are analogous to those occurring in models with
continuous fields and symmetry groups, with an enlargement of the global and/or local gauge symmetry.

7.5.1. Compact models with ZN local symmetry

We consider a model with global Zq symmetry and local ZN gauge symmetry. We assume that q is an
integer multiple of N and we define p = q/N . The scalar fields are complex phases zx, which take q different
values, zx = exp(2πim/q) with m = 1, . . . q− 1, while gauge fields are complex phases λx,ν = exp(2πni/N ),
n = 0, . . . ,N − 1. The Hamiltonian and the partition function are given by

H = −2J
∑
x,µ

Re z̄x λx,µ zx+µ̂ − 2κ
∑

x,µ>ν

Reλx,µλx+µ̂,ν λ̄x+ν̂,µλ̄x,ν , Z =
∑
{z,λ}

e−H/T . (84)

In the following we conventionally set T = 1. For N = q = 2 this model is the Z2-gauge Higgs model
discussed in Sec. 7.4. Here we review the results of Ref. [253], where these models for p = q/N > 1 were
studied, obtaining the phase diagram reported in Fig. 17.

The nature of the different transition lines can be understood by looking at the critical behavior when
κ or J are zero or infinity. In the limit κ → ∞ all plaquettes approach one, and (in the thermodynamic
limit) one can set σx,µ = 1 on all links using a gauge transformation, thus obtaining the ferromagnetic Zq

clock model. The critical properties of this model have been discussed in Sec. 3.5.2. We summarize here
the conclusions: for q = 2 and 4 the Zq clock model undergoes a transition in the Ising universality class,
for q = 3 it undergoes a first-order transition, while for q ≥ 5 its critical behavior is the same as in the XY
model.
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Figure 17: Sketch of the phase diagram of the 3D model with Hamiltonian Eq. (84), for p = q/N > 1. For small J there are
two phases: a spin- and gauge-disordered phase (DD) for small κ (corresponding to the confined phase for J = 0) and a spin-
and gauge-ordered phase (DO) for large κ (corresponding to the deconfined phase for J = 0). For large J a single spin- and
gauge-ordered phase is present (O).

For J = 0, there are no scalar fields and one obtains the pure gauge ZN model with Wilson action, see
Eq. (20), whose critical properties have already been discussed in Sec. 3.5.2. We thus expect an Ising gauge
transition for N = 2 and 4, a discontinuous transition for N = 3, and XY gauge transitions for N ≥ 5.

For J → ∞ no transition is expected (fixing the global and local invariance we can set zx = λx,µ = 1 on
all links), while for κ = 0 one can show, using universality arguments, the transition to be a LGW transition
in the Zp universality class, see Ref. [253] for more details. Thus, no transition occurs for p = 1. The model
undergoes an Ising and XY transitions for p = 2 and p ≥ 5, respectively, and a first-order transition for
p = 3. An XY transition is also expected for p = 4. Indeed, in the latter case the model obtained for
κ = 0 is a generic model with Z4 global symmetry, and thus it should have an XY transition, as discussed in
Sec. 3.5.2 and, in particular, in footnote 17. The order parameter at these transitions is the gauge-invariant
operator sNx . This quantity transforms nontrivially only under the Zp subgroup of the global invariance
group, so the effective description is given by the LGW Lagrangian (21) with Q = p.

From the discussion of the limiting cases it follows that the phase diagram for p > 1 has the form sketched
in Fig. 17, while the phase diagram for p = 1 is qualitatively similar to the one reported in Fig. 15, with no
transition for κ = 0. It is reasonable to assume the transitions along the DD-O line to be analogous to those
occurring for κ = 0, while the transitions along the DD-DO are expected to be topological transitions as for
J = 0. Again, the case N = 4 should be discussed separately. Indeed, while the transition for J = 0 is an
Ising gauge transition, for J ̸= 0 we expect an XY gauge phase transition (see the discussion in Sec. 3.5.2
and, in particular, footnote 17).

The behavior along the DO-O line is similar to what is observed in the Z2-gauge N -vector model. Gauge
fluctuations, due to the discrete nature of the gauge group, are not able to destabilize the Zq critical behavior
observed for κ = ∞. The scalar field—the order parameter in Zq transitions—is not gauge invariant, so the
transition is of the LGW× type. We thus expect Ising× transitions for q = 2, discontinuous transitions for
q = 3, and XY× transitions for q ≥ 5. For q = 4 we expect an XY× transition if the gauge fluctuations are
strong enough to destabilize the decoupled Ising transition at κ = ∞, and an Ising× transition if this is not
the case.

These predictions have been confirmed in Ref. [253] by numerical simulations, studying the behavior of
the gauge-invariant correlation function

GN (x,y) = Re ⟨(z̄xzy)N ⟩ . (85)
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In particular, for q = 4 the transitions along the DO-O line are numerically compatible with an Ising×

behavior. Thus, gauge interactions do not destabilize the accidental symmetry that is present in the Z4

clock model at κ→ ∞.
It is interesting to note that the model with N = 2 and any p ≥ 5 has the same phase diagram and

critical behaviors as the Z2-gauge N -vector model with N = 2, which can be obtained by performing a naive
limit q → ∞ of the Hamiltonian (84).42 Thus, for p ≥ 5 we observe a symmetry enlargement of the global
symmetry along the DD-O and DO-O lines, while, for N ≥ 4, correlation functions display an enlarged
gauge symmetry along the topological DD-DO transition line.

7.5.2. Gauge symmetry enlargement

As we have already discussed several times, see, e.g., Sec. 7.5.1, at transitions of LGW and LGW× type,
gauge models may display an enlargement of the global symmetry. Analogously, at topological transitions,
one may observe an enlargement of the gauge symmetry—this occurs in ZQ gauge models, see Sec. 3.5.2.
The models we are now going to discuss have instead been investigated to understand whether there are
transitions showing a gauge-symmetry enlargement, which can be effectively described by a continuum
GFT. In the present context, one is looking for models with discrete gauge symmetry that undergo charged
transitions that are associated with the AHFT, with an enlarged U(1) gauge symmetry.

Charged transitions controlled by the AHFT occur in the N -component LAH model with noncompact
Abelian gauge field (along the CH line) and in the higher-charge (Q > 1) N -component LAH model with
compact Abelian gauge field (along the DC-OD line). In both cases the gauge group can be approximated
with arbitrary accuracy by considering discrete compact or noncompact subgroups and one can define models
that are only invariant under these discrete subgroups. The question is whether these discrete models also
have charged transitions as their continuous counterparts.

We begin discussing the discretized version [377] of the noncompact N -component LAH model with
Hamiltonian (47) defined in Sec. 5.1. The discretized model is defined in the same way, the only difference
being the set of values that the gauge field Ax,µ takes. In the discretized model, the gauge field takes only
the values 2πm/q, with m ∈ Z. The model is invariant under a restricted set of gauge transformations (we

indicate with Z(nc)
q the corresponding group)

zx → eiΛxzx, Ax,µ → Ax,µ + Λx − Λx+µ̂, Λx = 2πm/q, m ∈ Z. (86)

The original noncompact U(1) gauge theory is formally recovered in the limit q → ∞. Note that the gauge
group is discrete, but infinite. As already discussed in Sec. 5.1, a proper definition of the model requires the
introduction of C∗ boundary conditions.

The model is invariant under global SU(N) transformations as the usual LAH model, the order parameter
being the operator Qab

x defined in Eq. (60). Moreover, because of the smaller local gauge symmetry, it is

also invariant under an additional set of global transformations with R/Z(nc)
q = U(1)/Zq symmetry group.

A gauge-invariant order parameter associated with this symmetry is the operator Σ
i1···iq
x = zi1x · · · ziqx , where

zix denotes the i-th component of the complex N -vector zx. Note that this order parameter transforms
nontrivially under the global SU(N) symmetry—thus, it acquires a nonvanishing expectation value only if
both symmetries are broken—while the order parameter Qab

x is invariant under the U(1)/Zq symmetry, and
thus it is only sensitive to the breaking of the SU(N) symmetry. As a consequence, we expect the U(1)/Zq

symmetry to be spontaneously broken only in a phase in which the SU(N) symmetry is also broken.
Due to its larger global symmetry, the phase diagram of the discrete N -component LAH model is

significantly more complex than that of the N -component LAH with U(1) gauge symmetry. A sketch is
shown in Fig. 18. Using the same arguments presented in Sec. 6.2, it is possible to show (see Ref. [377] for
more details) that an IXY transition occurs both for J = ∞ (as in the noncompact U(1) gauge AH model)

42For N = 2 the correlation function GN (x,y) defined in Eq. (85) is equal to 2GR(x,y) [see Eq. (74)] for N = 2, if we
identify sx = (Re zx, Im zx) in Eq. (73). Therefore, for q → ∞ the function GN (x,y) is equivalent to GR(x,y) in the Z2-gauge
XY model.
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Figure 18: Sketch of the phase diagram of the 3D N -component LAH model with discrete gauge symmetry. In the noncompact
case the transition in A belongs to the XY universality class, while the transitions at points B and C belong to the IXY
universality class [377]. In the compact case the transition in A is in the XY universality class, while the transitions at points
B and C are in the ZQ and Zq universality class, respectively [214]. Both in the compact and in the noncompact case, we have
Jc(A), κc(C) → ∞ in the limit q → ∞.

and for J = 0. Moreover, the transition on the J = 0 axis occurs at κc(J = 0) = q2κc(J = ∞), where
κc(J = ∞) = 0.076051(2), so κc(J = 0) → ∞ for q → ∞. This should not come as a surprise, since we
should recover the phase diagram of the model with U(1) symmetry with no transition on the J = 0 line,
see Fig. 2, for q → ∞. Moreover, two transitions are present on the κ = 0 axis: a transition for J = JSU(N),
where the global SU(N) symmetry is spontaneously broken, and a transition at J = Jq, associated with
the spontaneous breaking of the U(1)/Zq symmetry. As discussed above, we expect the latter symmetry
to break in a phase in which the SU(N) symmetry is already broken, implying Jq > JSU(N) (therefore the
point A in Fig. 18 corresponds to J = Jq). Note that Jq → ∞ as q → ∞, since this transition is not present
in the phase diagram of the noncompact U(1) gauge model, see Fig. 2.

In Ref. [377] the phase diagram of theN -component Z(nc)
q gauge model has been numerically investigated,

studying in detail the critical behavior along the transition line M2M3 in Fig. 18. Indeed, for q → ∞, this
line corresponds to the CH line (see Fig. 2) of the noncompact U(1) gauge model, which is the line where
the AHFT critical behavior emerges if the number N of scalar components is large enough, as discussed in
Sec. 5.3.3. The numerical results show that, for N = 25 and q ≥ 5, the transitions along the line M2M3 are
continuous, and that their critical behavior is the same as along the CH line in the noncompact U(1) gauge
model. Thus, for q ≥ 5 and large values of N , the transitions along the line M2M3 are effectively associated
with the stable charged FP of the AHFT, with a corresponding enlargement of the gauge symmetry. On
the right of the intersection point M3 we instead have O(2N)× critical transitions.

A similar analysis [214] can be performed for the compact model defined in Sec. 6.3.2. One considers
the multicomponent LAH model with charge-Q scalar fields and Hamiltonian (67) and defines a discretized
version by requiring the gauge fields to take the values λx,µ = exp(i2πn/q), n = 0, . . . q − 1. Since λqx,µ = 1
and the theory is invariant under charge conjugation, it is sufficient to consider values of Q satisfying
1 ≤ Q ≤ q/2. The model is invariant under the local Zq transformations

zx → αQ
x zx, λx,µ → αxλx,µᾱx+µ̂, (87)

where αx ∈ Zq, and under the global transformation zx → V zx, where
43 V ∈ SU(N). As in the noncompact

Z(nc)
q model, also in the Zq gauge model there is an additional U(1)/Zq global symmetry.

43If q/Q = 2 the global symmetry is larger: the invariance group is O(2Nf ), see Ref. [214].
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The phase diagram of the N -component Zq-gauge model has been studied in Ref. [214]. For Q > 1 it
is the same as the phase diagram for the noncompact model reported in Fig. 18. Only the nature of some
transition lines differs. For J → ∞ and J = 0 the model is equivalent to a ZQ and Zq model, respectively,
so the transitions along the BM2 (the numerical results of Ref. [214] show that the behavior along M1M2 is
the same as along the BM1 line) and CM3 lines are expected to belong to the gauge ZQ and Zq universality
classes, respectively. The transitions along the AM1 line are instead expected to be in the XY universality

class, as in the Z(nc)
q model.

In Ref. [214] the universality class of the transitions along the lineM2M3 has been investigated for Q = 2
and N = 15. In the U(1) invariant model, recovered for q → ∞, these transitions are charged transitions
associated with the stable FP of the AHFT, see Sec. 6.3.2. On the other hand, only discontinuous transitions
were identified along the M2M3 line for values of q up to q = 10. Apparently, in the discretized model there
are no charged transitions. It is still an open issue to understand why the two apparently similar discretized
models, the compact and the noncompact model, behave differently. The origin may lie in the fact that in
the noncompact model the gauge group is discrete but still infinite, while in the compact case the gauge
group is discrete and finite.

8. Non-Abelian Higgs field theories

Non-Abelian gauge symmetries play a fundamental role in the construction of quantum and statistical
field theories that describe phenomena in various physical contexts. In high-energy physics they provide
the framework to formulate the fundamental theories of the strong and electroweak interactions, see, e.g.,
Refs. [1, 2, 378], while in condensed-matter physics they provide an effective description of classical and
quantum critical phenomena characterized by the emergence of non-Abelian gauge fields, see, e.g., Refs [16,
20, 96, 379, 380]. In the presence of low-energy modes associated with scalar fields, they give rise to the
non-Abelian Higgs mechanism [103–105], which, for instance, is one of the main features of the theory
of electroweak interactions [1, 2, 378]. The emerging Higgs phases in non-Abelian Higgs (NAH) theories
crucially depend on the interplay between local and global symmetries, and on the spontaneous breaking
patterns of the global symmetry, see, e.g., Refs. [33, 41, 62, 64, 65, 96–99, 262, 263, 278, 381–384].

Three-dimensional non-Abelian gauge models can be used to effectively describe the critical behavior of
3D statistical non-Abelian gauge models at finite-temperature phase transitions [385–394], and to investigate
some aspects of fundamental mechanisms, such as confinement [260, 381, 395, 396]. The peculiar critical
behaviors developed by 3D NAH models also provide additional possible scenarios for finite-temperature
continuous transitions in D = 3 + 1 non-Abelian gauge QFTs, in which temperature is related to the
(inverse) finite size along the fourth Euclidean direction in the corresponding path-integral formulation, see,
e.g., Refs. [23, 25, 26, 170, 171, 225, 226, 385–391, 397]. NAH theories have also been considered as effective
theories of phenomena involving emerging non-Abelian gauge fields interacting with scalar modes, see, e.g.,
Refs. [96, 379], which are meant to explain some aspects of the phenomenology of high-temperature cuprate
superconductors, see, e.g., Refs. [398–400].

In this section we introduce the NAH field theories (NAHFTs), i.e. field theories in which multiflavor
scalar fields are coupled with non-Abelian gauge fields. In particular, we discuss statistical field theories
with local SU(Nc) and SO(Nc) gauge symmetry, and scalar fields transforming according to different rep-
resentations of the gauge group (we consider the fundamental and the adjoint representation). We outline
the known features of their RG flow, whose stable infrared FPs are expected to describe the charged critical
behaviors of the corresponding statistical systems.

8.1. SU(Nc) gauge Higgs theory with scalar fields in the fundamental representation

8.1.1. The statistical field theory

We consider the NAHFT in which SU(Nc) gauge fields interact with Nf degenerate scalar fields in the
fundamental representation of the gauge group. The fundamental fields are a complex scalar field Φaf (x),
where a = 1, ..., Nc and f = 1, ..., Nf , and the gauge fields Ac

µ(x) where c = 1, ..., N2
c − 1, associated with

the Hermitean generators T c of the SU(Nc) algebra, normalized as Tr(T aT b) = 1
2δ

ab. The most general
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renormalizable Lagrangian that is invariant under local SU(Nc) color transformations and under global
U(Nf ) flavor transformations reads [99, 278]

LSU =
1

2g2
TrF2

µν +Tr [(DµΦ)
†(DµΦ)] + V (Φ), (88)

V (Φ) = rTrΦ†Φ+ u (TrΦ†Φ)2 + vTr (Φ†Φ)2,

where Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ − i[Aµ,Aν ] and Aµ =
∑

cA
c
µT

c, Dµ is the covariant derivative associated with
the fundamental representation, i.e., Dµ,ab = ∂µδab−i

∑
c T

c
F,abA

c
µ where T c

F are the N2
c −1 generators in the

fundamental representation of SU(Nc). The global U(Nf ) group acts as Φ(x) → Φ(x)W , with W ∈ U(Nf ),
while the local SU(Nc) gauge group acts as

Φ(x) → V (x)Φ(x), Aµ(x) → V (x)Aµ(x)V
†(x)− i

(
∂µV (x)

)
V †(x), V (x) ∈ SU(Nc). (89)

Since the group U(Nf ) is not simple, we may separately consider SU(Nf ) and U(1) transformations, that
correspond to Φaf → ∑

g V
fgΦag, V ∈ SU(Nf ), and Φaf → eiθΦaf , θ ∈ [0, 2π), respectively. For Nf < Nc

the U(1) symmetry is only apparent, as a generic U(1) global transformation of the field Φx can be reabsorbed
by composing an SU(Nf ) global transformation and an SU(Nc) local transformation, see Ref. [169] for details.
For Nf ≥ Nc, since the diagonal matrices e2πi/Nc are elements of the SU(Nc) group (they correspond to its
center), θ can be restricted to [0, 2π/Nc), and the global symmetry group is actually U(Nf )/ZNc .

For Nc = 2, because of the pseudoreality of the SU(2) gauge group, the NAHFT (88) with v = 0 turns
out to be invariant under transformations associated with a symmetry group that is larger than U(Nf ), i.e.
the Sp(Nf )/Z2 group [32, 97, 99, 169, 378, 383, 387]. In particular, it is invariant under Sp(2)/Z2 = SO(5)
transformations for Nf = 2 [97, 169]. Therefore, the Nc = 2 NAHFT (88) with v = 0 is stable under RG
transformations, defining a distinct theory characterized by the global symmetry Sp(Nf )/Z2.

We finally recall that the standard Faddeev-Popov quantization [401] of a non-Abelian gauge field theory
requires the addition of a gauge fixing. If we consider the Lorenz gauge fixing used in the AHFT defined
in Eq. (22), one should also introduce appropriate scalar fields with fermionic statistics (ghosts), see, e.g.,
Refs. [1, 2].

8.1.2. Higgs phases and breaking patterns of the global symmetry

The global symmetry of the Higgs phases, which is nontrivial only for Nf ≥ 2, can be studied by
performing an analysis of the minima of the scalar potential. We report here the main results. See Ref. [99]
for more details, and Appendix C for a sketch of the derivations in the corresponding lattice models. The
results of these analyses depend on the sign of v and, for v > 0, also on the number of colors Nc and flavors
Nf .

For v < 0 the Higgs phase is invariant under U(1)⊕U(Nf−1) transformations, leading to the spontaneous
symmetry breaking pattern

U(Nf ) → U(1)⊕U(Nf − 1). (90)

Note that the U(1) symmetry is not broken, so only the SU(Nf ) symmetry plays a role. The relevant
symmetry breaking pattern is therefore

SU(Nf ) → U(Nf − 1). (91)

For v > 0 one should distinguish three different cases. For Nf < Nc there is no symmetry breaking and
therefore no Higgs ordered phase. For Nf ≥ Nc we have instead

U(Nf ) → SU(Nf ) for Nf = Nc, (92)

U(Nf ) → SU(Nc)⊗U(Nf −Nc) for Nf > Nc. (93)

It is important to note that for Nf = Nc the Higgs phase is symmetric under SU(Nf ) transformations. In
this case transitions in the corresponding lattice models are only associated with the breaking of the U(1)
symmetry. On the other hand, for Nf > Nc, in the Higgs phase both the U(1) and the SU(Nf ) symmetry
are broken.
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8.1.3. Renormalization-group flow

A nonperturbative formulation of the NAHFT is provided by the continuum (critical) limit of correspond-
ing lattice models with the same local gauge and global symmetries, as it is done for the strong-interaction
theory, quantum chromodynamics (QCD) [3, 100]. For this purpose it is crucial that the corresponding
lattice discretizations has a continuous charged transition where the gauge fields play a relevant role. There-
fore, it is important to identify the universality classes of the charged transitions in this class of systems.
They must be related to the RG flow of the NAHFT, and in particular to its stable FPs.

The RG flow of the NAHFT (88) can be investigated perturbatively, in powers of ε ≡ 4 − d [94], using
dimensional regularization and the minimal-subtraction (MS) renormalization scheme, see, e.g., Ref. [2, 95].
The RG flow close to four dimensions is determined by the MS β functions associated with the Lagrangian
couplings α = g2, u, and v. At one-loop order, we have [99, 278]

βα ≡ µ
∂α

∂µ
= −εα+ (Nf − 22Nc)α

2, (94)

βu ≡ µ
∂u

∂µ
= −εu+ (NfNc + 4)u2 + 2(Nf +Nc)uv + 3v2 − 18 (N2

c − 1)

Nc
uα+

27(N2
c + 2)

N2
c

α2,

βv ≡ µ
∂v

∂µ
= −εv + (Nf +Nc)v

2 + 6uv − 18 (N2
c − 1)

Nc
vα+

27(N2
c − 4)

Nc
α2.

Some numerical factors have been reabsorbed in the normalizations of the renormalized couplings, in order
to simplify the previous expressions.

The analysis of the common zeroes of the β functions shows that the RG flow close to four dimensions
has a stable charged FP with a nonzero FP value of the gauge coupling α, for a sufficiently large number
of flavors; more precisely, for Nf > N∗

f , with, e.g., N
∗
f = 375.4 + O(ε) for Nc = 2, and N∗

f = 638.9 + O(ε)
for Nc = 3. The values of N∗

f are large in four dimensions, but they are expected to decrease significantly
in three dimensions for any Nc, as it also happens in the AHFT, where N∗

f varies from N∗
f ≈ 183 in four

dimensions to N∗
f ≈ 7 in three dimensions. In particular, for Nc = 2 numerical studies based on MC

simulations of lattice SU(2)-gauge Higgs models [402] indicate N∗
f = 25(4) in three dimensions, see Sec. 9.3.

We also mention that in the case of the SU(2)-gauge NAHFT (88) for v = 0, for which the global symmetry
enlarges to Sp(Nf )/Z2, a charged FP exists for Nf > N∗

f ≈ 359 + O(ε) [97]. This FP turns out to be
unstable in the full theory, i.e, with respect to nonzero values of the Lagrangian coupling v.

The stable charged FP of this class of NAHFTs is located in the positive v region for any Nc. This result
indicates that only transitions characterized by the U(Nf ) → SU(Nc) ⊗ U(Nf − Nc) symmetry-breaking
pattern may correspond to charged continuous transitions. Those characterized by the symmetry-breaking
pattern U(Nf ) → U(1)⊕U(Nf−1), corresponding to v < 0, instead cannot be charged continuous transitions.
As we have already discussed for the AH models, it is crucial to note that the FPs of the NAHFTs are relevant
for the existence of charged continuous transitions, i.e., of continuous transitions where both scalar and gauge
fields are critical. As discussed in Sec. 3.1, gauge models can also undergo other types of transitions that
admit different effective descriptions. Therefore, it is a priori possible to have further continuous transitions,
which may be LGW or topological transitions, also for Nf < N∗

f and for v < 0. Some examples will be
discussed in Sec. 9.

As it occurs in models with Abelian gauge symmetry, the uncharged FP with vanishing gauge coupling
α = 0 is unstable with respect to the gauge coupling, since its stability matrix Ωij = ∂βi/∂gj has a negative
eigenvalue [99]

λα = ∂βα/∂α|α=0 = −ε+O(ε2). (95)

This result suggests that also in three dimensions gauge fluctuations make the uncharged FP unstable, as
also confirmed by the numerical studies of 3D SU(2)-gauge LNAH models [99], see also Sec. 9. Note that
continuous transitions described by the uncharged FP of the NAHFT for α = 0 would be characterized by an
asymptotic critical behavior in which gauge-field correlations are not critical, thus they would correspond to
LGW× transitions, effectively described by a LGW theory with a gauge-dependent complex order-parameter
field Φaf (x) with a = 1, ..., Nc and f = 1, ..., Nf .
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An alternative approach to the study of the SU(Nc)-gauge NAHFT is provided by the 1/Nf expansion at
fixed Nc [278]. These computations confirm the existence of a charged critical behavior in three dimensions.
For example, a O(1/Nf ) computation of the length-scale critical exponent ν predicts [278]

ν = 1 +
a1
Nf

+O(N−2
f ), a1 = − 48Nc

π2Nf
, (96)

in the 3D SU(Nc)-gauge NAHFT with Lagrangian (88).

8.2. SO(Nc) gauge Higgs theory with scalar fields in the fundamental representation

The NAHFT with gauge group SO(Nc) and multiflavor scalar fields in the fundamental representation
is obtained by considering a real scalar field Φaf (x) (with a = 1, ..., Nc and f = 1, ..., Nf ) and the gauge
fields Ac

µ(x) associated with the generators T c of the SO(Nc) algebra. The most general renormalizable
Lagrangian is [157, 278, 384]

LSO =
1

2g2
TrF2

µν ++Tr [(DµΦ)
†(DµΦ)] + V (Φ), (97)

V (Φ) =
r

2
TrΦtΦ+ u(TrΦtΦ)2 + v

[
Tr (ΦtΦ)2 − (TrΦtΦ)2

]
,

where Fµν is the non-Abelian field strength of the gauge field Aµ =
∑

cA
c
µT

c, and Dµ is the covariant
derivative associated with the fundamental representation of SO(Nc). For any value of Nc and Nf , the
Lagrangian (97) is invariant under the local SO(Nc) gauge transformations,

Φ(x) → V (x)Φ(x), Aµ(x) → V (x)Aµ(x)V
t(x)−

(
∂µV (x)

)
V t(x), V (x) ∈ SO(Nc), (98)

and under the global O(Nf ) transformations, Φ(x) → Φ(x)W with W ∈ O(Nf ). For Nc = 2, we have
an Abelian O(2) gauge model with SO(Nf ) global symmetry, which is equivalent to the one discussed in
Sec. 4.2.1.44

The RG flow determined by the β functions associated with the Lagrangian quartic couplings provides
information on the nature of the transitions described by the continuum SO(Nc) gauge theory (97). In the
ε-expansion framework, the one-loop MS β functions are [98, 278, 384]

βα ≡ µ
∂α

∂µ
= −εα+

Nf − 22(Nc − 2)

12
α2, (99)

βu ≡ µ
∂u

∂µ
= −εu+

NcNf + 8

6
u2 +

(Nf − 1)(Nc − 1)

6
(v2 − 2uv)− 3

2
(Nc − 1)uα+

9

8
(Nc − 1)α2,

βv ≡ µ
∂v

∂µ
= −εv + Nc +Nf − 8

6
v2 + 2uv − 3

2
(Nc − 1)vα+

9

8
(Nc − 2)α2,

where the renormalized couplings α = g2, u, and v have been normalized to simplify the expressions.45

The RG flow of the theory does not have stable charged FPs with α > 0, unless Nf > N∗
f (d), where

N∗
f (d) is very large in four dimensions. Indeed, we find N∗

f (4) = 210.5 for Nc = 2, and N∗
f (4) ≈ 443.8, for

Nc = 3. The stable FPs always lie in the region u, v > 0. More precisely, one finds v∗ ≈ 6ε/Nf , u
∗ ≈ 6ε/Nf ,

and α∗ = 12ε/Nf for large values of Nf . Note that the existence of a critical theory for large values of Nf

is also confirmed by the analysis of the model using the large-Nf expansion [278].
The results reviewed above show that continuous transitions with the effective field-theory description

(97) are only possible for a large number of components. Again, we remind the reader that this result does
not exclude the presence of other types of continuous transitions (see Sec. 3.1) for small values of Nf .

44If we define Φf
A = (Φ1f + iΦ2f )/

√
2, uA = 4u− 2v, vA = 2v, rA = r, the Lagrangian (97) takes the form given in Eq. (39),

provided we indicate with ΦA the complex field and with rA, uA, and vA the Hamiltonian parameters of the AHFT. Note that
for v = 0 its global symmetry enlarges to U(Nf ), see Sec. 4.2.1.

45Because of the equivalence of the present model with Nc = 2 with the SO(N)-symmetric AHFT, their β functions are
related. If we redefine the couplings in Eq. (99) as α → 12α, u → 3(u+ v) and v → 6v, we obtain the β functions reported in
Eq. (43).
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8.3. SU(Nc) gauge Higgs theory with scalar fields in the adjoint representation

We now consider the SU(Nc) gauge NAHFT with scalar fields in the adjoint representation. As argued in
Ref. [96], 3D SU(2)-gauge theories with adjoint scalar fields with Nf = 1 or Nf = 4 are expected to describe
some aspects of the optimal doping criticality in cuprate superconductors, as emerging from experiments,
see, e.g., Refs. [398–400].

To define the model we consider real scalar fields Φaf (x) with a = 1, ..., N2
c − 1 (color index) and

f = 1, ..., Nf (flavor index), and N2
c −1 real gauge fields Ac

µ(x). The most general renormalizable Lagrangian
is

LSUadj =
1

2g2
TrF2

µν +Tr [(DµΦ)
†(DµΦ)] + V (Φ), (100)

V (Φ) =
r

2
TrΦtΦ+ u(TrΦtΦ)2 + v

[
Tr (ΦtΦ)2 − (TrΦtΦ)2

]
,

where Fµν is the field strength of the gauge fieldAµ ≡ ∑
cA

c
µT

c, andDµ is the covariant derivative associated

with the adjoint representation, i.e., ∂µ+i
∑

cA
c
µT

c
A and T abc

A = −ifabc are the Hermitian SU(Nc) generators

in the adjoint representation (fabc are the structure constants of the SU(Nc) group). The model is invariant
under left SU(Nc) local transformations and under right O(Nf ) global transformations.

For Nc = 2 the model is equivalent to the SO(3) gauge model (97) with Nf flavor, which allows one to
use the results reported in Sec. 8.2. For instance, the β functions of the SU(2) gauge theory with adjoint
scalar matter are [96]

βα = −εα+
Nf − 22

12
α2, (101)

βu = −εu+
3Nf + 8

6
u2 +

Nf − 1

3
(v2 − 2uv)− 3uα+

9

4
α2,

βv = −εv + Nf − 5

6
v2 + 2uv − 3vα+

9

8
α2.

They have a stable FP for sufficiently large Nf , more precisely for Nf > N∗ + O(ε) with N∗ ≈ 443.8. In
particular, in the large-Nf limit the stable FP of the β functions is located at α∗ ≈ 12ε/Nf , u

∗ ≈ 6ε/Nf ,
v∗ ≈ 6ε/Nf . Note that, also in this case, the stable large-Nf charged FP is located in the region v > 0.

9. Lattice non-Abelian Higgs models

In this section we consider 3D lattice non-Abelian Higgs (LNAH) models, i.e., 3D lattice non-Abelian
gauge models with multicomponent degenerate scalar fields, and review the known results regarding their
phase diagram, the main properties of their low-temperature Higgs phases, and the nature of their phase
transitions and critical behaviors. We mainly consider SU(Nc) gauge models with scalar fields transforming
in the fundamental and adjoint representations of the gauge group. We also briefly discuss SO(Nc) gauge
models with multicomponent scalar fields in the fundamental representation.

Like LAH theories, see Secs. 5 and 6, one of the main issues is the identification of the effective field-
theoretical description of the phase transitions present in LNAH models. Their phase diagrams exhibit
transitions of various types, as discussed in Sec. 3.1. There are transitions that admit a LGW description in
terms of a gauge-invariant order-parameter field—this is appropriate when gauge modes are not critical—
and GFT transitions with critical gauge modes, associated with the stable charged FPs of the NAHFTs
discussed in Sec. 8. Moreover, when scalar fields transform in the adjoint representation of the SU(Nc)
gauge group, also topological transitions appear, which are not associated with the breaking of the global
symmetry. Note that, to define nonperturbatively the NAHFT as the continuum limit of a lattice model,
it is crucial that the corresponding LNAH models, with analogous local and global symmetries, undergo
charged continuous transitions where both scalar and gauge modes develop a critical behavior.
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9.1. Lattice SU(Nc) gauge Higgs models with multiflavor scalar fields

We consider LNAH models with multiflavor scalar fields, which are invariant under SU(Nc) gauge trans-
formations and U(Nf ) global transformations. Scalar fields transform under the fundamental representation
of the local and global symmetry groups. The Hamiltonian can be straightforwardly obtained by taking a
lattice discretization of the Lagrangian (88), using the compact Wilson formulation in which gauge fields are
replaced by link variables taking values in the gauge group [100]. In the lattice model—for simplicity we
consider cubic lattices—the fundamental fields are complex matrices Φaf

x , with a = 1, ..., Nc (color index)
and f = 1, ..., Nf (flavor index), defined on the lattice sites, and SU(Nc) matrices Ux,µ, defined on the
lattice links. The partition function is

Z =
∑

{Φ,U}

e−βH , β = 1/T, H = HK(Φ, U) +HV (Φ) +HG(U). (102)

The Hamiltonian H is the sum of the scalar-field kinetic term HK , of the local scalar potential HV , and of
the pure-gauge Hamiltonian HG. As usual, we set the lattice spacing equal to one, so that all lengths are
measured in units of the lattice spacing. The kinetic term HK is given by

HK(Φ, U) = −JNf

∑
x,µ

ReTrΦ†
x Ux,µ Φx+µ̂ . (103)

In the following we set J = 1, so that energies are measured in units of J . The local scalar potential HV is
given by

HV (Φ) =
∑
x

V (Φx), V (Φ) =
r

2
TrΦ†Φ+

u

4

(
TrΦ†Φ

)2
+
v

4
Tr (Φ†Φ)2, (104)

where V (Φ) is the most general quartic polynomial that is symmetric under [U(Nf )⊗U(Nc)]/U(1) trans-
formations. Note that for Nf = 1 the two quartic terms in V (Φ) are equivalent. Finally, the pure-gauge
Hamiltonian HG(U) is the sum of plaquette terms [100],

HG(U) = − γ

Nc

∑
x,µ>ν

ReTrΠx,µν , Πx,µν = Ux,µ Ux+µ̂,ν U
†
x+ν̂,µ U

†
x,ν , (105)

where the parameter γ plays the role of inverse gauge coupling.
The Hamiltonian H is invariant under global U(Nf ) transformations that only act on the scalar field,

Φ → ΦW , W ∈ U(Nf ), and under local SU(Nc) gauge transformations

Φx → VxΦx, Ux,µ → VxUx,µV
†
x+µ̂, Vx ∈ SU(Nc). (106)

The lattice model (102) can be simplified by considering the fixed-length limit of the scalar field, i.e., by
requiring TrΦ†

xΦx = 1, which can be formally obtained by considering the limit u, r → ∞ keeping the ratio
r/u = −1 fixed. In the unit-length limit the lattice potential (104) reduces to

V (Φ) =
v

4
Tr (Φ†Φ)2, TrΦ†Φ = 1. (107)

The model in the unit-length limit is generally expected to have the same features as models with generic
r and u.

As already discussed in Sec. 8.1.2, phase transitions can be characterized by the breaking of the global
SU(Nf ) symmetry or by the breaking of the U(1) symmetry. The spontaneous breaking of the global SU(Nf )
symmetry is signaled by the condensation of the gauge-invariant bilinear operator

P fg
x =

∑
a

Φ̄af
x Φag

x − 1

Nf
δfg, GP (x,y) ≡ ⟨TrPxPy⟩. (108)
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The bilinear operator P fg
x is invariant under the U(1) global transformations and satisfies TrPx = 0 (because

of the unit-length constraint of Φx). To monitor the breaking of the U(1) global symmetry, one may consider
gauge-invariant operators that transform nontrivially under U(1) transformations. For example, for Nc = 2,
one may consider the bilinear operator

Y fg
x = ϵab Φaf

x Φbg
x , GY (x,y) ≡ ⟨TrY †

xYy⟩, (109)

where ϵab is the completely antisymmetric tensor in the color space, with ϵ12 = 1. Note that, if Nf > Nc = 2,
the composite operator Y fg

x transforms nontrivially under the SU(Nf ) group, therefore the U(1) symmetry
can be spontaneously broken only in phases characterized by a broken SU(Nf ) symmetry. Instead, for
Nf = Nc = 2, the operator Y fg

x can be rewritten as Y fg
x = ϵfg detΦx, and is therefore invariant under

SU(2) global transformations. If Nf = Nc, the U(1) symmetry can thus be broken irrespectively of the
breaking of the SU(Nf ) symmetry. Analogous results hold for generic values of Nc, see Refs. [99, 169].

9.2. Phase diagram and critical behaviors of lattice SU(Nc) gauge Higgs models

We now outline the main features of the phase diagram of the LNAH models (102), discussing the nature
of their phase transitions and critical behaviors. We mainly focus on the LNAH models subject to the
unit-length limit (107). Qualitatively similar phase diagrams are expected when relaxing the unit-length
constraint, i.e. for generic SU(Nc) gauge LNAH models defined by the Hamiltonian (102).

9.2.1. General considerations related to the low-temperature Higgs phases

For Nf = 1, the phase diagram of the SU(Nc) gauge LNAH models is trivial: there is a single thermody-
namic phase for any Nc [41, 43, 382], without transitions. In this case we may only distinguish two different
regimes: a confined regime for small values of βJ and βγ, and a Higgs regime for large βJ and βγ, which
are analytically connected. For γ = 0 it is easy to realize that no transitions are possible. Indeed, using
the gauge and global symmetry, we can set (unitary gauge) Φ = (1, 0, . . .), obtaining a model of decoupled
gauge fields. The same result holds for finite γ [41].

For Nf ≥ 2, as we have discussed in Sec. 8.1.2, there are various Higgs phases characterized by different
spontaneous breakings of the global symmetry [99]. For β → ∞, the symmetry of the ordered Higgs
phases can be determined by looking at the minima of the scalar potential. Thus, results analogous to those
presented in Sec. 8.1.2 are obtained. For Nf ≥ Nc there are two Higgs phases, one corresponding to negative
values of v for large β, and a second one corresponding to positive values of v. For Nf < Nc, there is instead
a single ordered phase in the negative-v region. Indeed, for large values of β the system is always disordered
for v > 0.

The transitions between the disordered phase and the negative-v Higgs phase are characterized by the
symmetry-breaking pattern U(Nf ) → U(1) ⊕ U(Nf − 1), cf. Eq. (90). On the basis of the RG flow of the
NAHFT close to four dimensions, see Sec. 8.1.3, these transitions are not expected to be charged continuous
transitions, because of the absence of a corresponding stable charged FP. However, LGW transitions are
still possible. Since the U(1) symmetry is not broken, the relevant symmetry-breaking pattern is SU(Nf ) →
U(Nf − 1), cf. Eq. (91), which is the symmetry-breaking pattern of the CPNf−1 transitions discussed in
Sec. 3.2.1. This is not unexpected, as the order parameter of the transition is the operator P ab

x , defined in
Eq. (108), which is a bilinear Hermitian traceless field as the CPNf−1 order parameter defined in Eq. (9).
Using the results presented in Sec. 3.2.1, we thus conclude that continuous transitions only occur for Nf =
2—they belong to the O(3) universality class. First-order transitions are expected for larger values of Nf .

For Nf ≥ Nc a second Higgs phase occurs, since the system orders for v > 0 when β is increased.
The nature of this phase depends on Nf and Nc. For Nf = Nc the global symmetry breaking pattern is
U(Nf ) → SU(Nf ), cf. Eq. (92). In this case the SU(Nf ) symmetry is not broken in the Higgs phase, so the
transition is only related to the breaking of the U(1) symmetry, the order parameter being detΦ, as discussed
in Sec. 8.1.2. Thus, the system can develop continuous LGW transitions belonging to the XY universality
class. No charged continuous transitions described by the corresponding NAHFT are expected, since charged
FPs exist only for Nf ≫ Nc (unless some new features emerge in three dimensions, as it occurs for the one-
component LAH model with noncompact gauge variables; see the discussion at the end of Sec. 5.2.2). Finally,
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Figure 19: Sketch of the phase diagram of 3D SU(2) gauge LNAH models with Nf scalar flavors in the fundamental represen-
tation, for Nf = Nc = 2 (left) and Nf > Nc = 2 (right) in the β-v plane for finite values of γ ≥ 0 (the qualitative behavior
should not depend on γ). Left (Nf = Nc = 2): there are two transition lines for v ̸= 0, intersecting at a MCP located at
(v = 0, β = βmc) with O(5) symmetry; continuous transitions belong to the O(3) and U(1) = SO(2) vector universality classes
for v < 0 and v > 0, respectively; first-order transitions are expected on the line (v = 0, β > βmc). Right (Nf > Nc = 2):

for v < 0 transitions are of first order (as in the CPNf−1 model); for v > 0 the nature of the transitions might depend on γ
for sufficiently large values of Nf ; in particular, for large values of Nf the system is expected to undergo charged continuous
transitions associated with the stable charged FP of the corresponding NAHFT; for v = 0 we have a first-order line ending at
the intersection of the transition lines (the transitions are expected to be of first order close to the intersection).

for Nf > Nc and v > 0 we have transitions with symmetry-breaking pattern U(Nf ) → SU(Nc)⊗U(Nf−Nc),
cf. Eq. (93). In this case, charged continuous transitions corresponding to the stable FP of the corresponding
NAHFT can be observed for Nf > N∗

f (3), where N
∗
f (3) is the (Nc-dependent) critical flavor number defined

in Sec. 8.1.3.46

9.2.2. Lattice SU(2) gauge Higgs models

We now focus on LNAH models with SU(2) gauge symmetry, which present some peculiar features that
are not present for Nc ≥ 3. The phase diagrams of multicomponent LNAH models with Nc = 2 are sketched
in Fig. 19 for a generic value of γ. For any Nf ≥ 2 there are two low-temperature Higgs phases separated
by a first-order transition line. Since the LNAH model (102) with v = 0 is invariant under a larger group
of transformations, the Sp(Nf )/Z2 group [97, 169], the first-order line always lies on the line v = 0. At the
intersection point of the three transition lines, the behavior can be critical only for Nf = 2, with a MCP
belonging to the Sp(N2)/Z2 = O(5) universality class (see Sec. 9.2.3 for a more extensive discussion). For
Nf ≥ 3, RG arguments based on a multicritical LGW theory predict the intersection point to correspond
to a first-order transition [97, 169].

The behavior along the transition lines that separate the disordered phase from the ordered Higgs phases
has been discussed in Sec. 9.2.1. For v < 0, continuous transitions are only possible for Nf = 2. They belong
to the CP1, i.e., vector O(3), universality class (this has been numerically checked for γ = 0 in Ref. [99]). For
larger values of Nf , transitions are always of first order. For v > 0, XY transitions are expected for Nf = 2
(numerical results confirm this prediction [99]). For larger values of Nf , we may have charged continuous
transitions associated with the stable charged FPs of the NAHFT, see Sec. 8.1.3. Numerical studies [99, 402]
for relatively large values of Nf confirm this scenario. Indeed, for a sufficiently large number Nf of flavors

46It is worth noting that a LGW field-theoretical description in terms of a gauge-invariant order-parameter field does not exist,
since the Higgs phase symmetry SU(Nc)⊗ U(Nf −Nc) depends on the number of colors. Therefore, any effective description
should somehow take into account some specific properties of the gauge interaction. In principle, this color-dependent symmetry
breaking may be realized in LGW× transitions with a gauge-dependent order-parameter field. However, the latter scenario is
quite unlikely in 3D systems, because gauge fluctuations are expected to be generally relevant at the uncharged FP of theories
with continuous gauge groups, see Sec. 8.1.3.
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the SU(2) gauge LNAH models undergo continuous transitions for finite (sufficiently large) values of γ,
with a critical behavior consistent with that predicted by the 3D SU(2) gauge Higgs field theory. This is
confirmed by the comparison of numerical lattice results and large-Nf field-theoretical predictions, see also
Sec. 9.3.

9.2.3. O(5) multicritical behavior of the two-flavor SU(2) gauge Higgs model

We now focus on a particular region of the phase diagram of SU(2) gauge LNAH models with Nf flavors.
We discuss the nature of the transition point that lies on the v = 0 axis, where the transition lines intersect,
see Fig. 19 (we discuss the behavior at fixed γ; in the full phase diagram, we have a γ dependent line of
such intersection points). Note that the global symmetry of the model enlarges to Sp(Nf )/Z2 for v = 0.

The behavior at the intersection point depends on Nf . For Nf > 2, the intersection point is expected to
be a first-order transition point, as predicted by an analysis based on the corresponding multicritical LGW
theory [97, 169].47 Therefore, we expect the three transition lines to be of first order close to the intersection.
More precisely, the discussion presented in Sec. 9.2.1 implies that for Nf < N∗

f (3) the transitions are of first
order for any value of v. On the other hand, for Nf > N∗

f (3), charged continuous transitions are possible
for v > 0. Even in this case, we however expect first-order transitions for any v < 0, and also for sufficiently
small positive values of v.

For Nf = 2, see the left panel of Fig. 19, it is possible to observe a multicritical behavior on the v = 0
line, arising from the competition of the O(3) order parameter, driving the negative-v transitions, and the
U(1), i.e., O(2), order parameter, associated with the positive-v transitions. Because of the exact symmetry
under Sp(2)/Z2=O(5) transformations of the model with v = 0, the multicritical behavior belongs to the
multicritical O(5) vector universality class. Correspondingly, at the MCP the two order-parameter operators
Px and Yx defined in Sec. 9.1 can be combined [97, 169] into a five-component real order parameter—the
magnetization—for O(5) vector systems [97, 169]. Note that all transitions are uncharged—gauge modes do
not play any role—and thus the multicritical behavior can be effectively described by the LGW multicritical
theory with O(2)⊕O(3) symmetry discussed in Sec. 2.2.4.

As discussed in Appendix A.4, the multicritical behavior is controlled by two relevant RG perturbations,
represented by two scaling fields u1 and u2 that are functions of the model parameters and have positive RG
dimensions y1 and y2. In the case of the O(5)-symmetric MCP we can identify u1 ≈ v and u2 ≈ 1− β/βmc,
whose RG dimensions are determined by the O(5) vector universality class [175, 178]. They are given by
y1 = y2,2 = 1.832(8) [175], where y2,2 is the RG scaling dimension of the coupling associated to the spin-two
perturbation of the O(5)-vector FP, and y2 = 1/νO(5) = 1.2818(10) (using the best available estimate [299]
νO(5) = 0.7802(6) for the length-scale exponent of the O(5) vector universality class).

It is important to remark that MCPs arising from the competition of O(3) and U(1) order parameters
do not generally belong to the O(5) vector universality class [175, 178]. Indeed, the analysis of the RG flow
of the O(3)⊕O(2) LGW theory (5) shows that the multicritical O(5) FP is unstable against the quartic
spin-4 perturbation, whose coupling has a positive RG scaling dimension [178], given by y4,4 = 0.23(2).48

Therefore, the observation of an O(5) multicritical behavior generally requires a further tuning of the model
parameters to decouple the spin-4 perturbation of the O(5) FP. In the case at hand, the O(5) symmetry
enlargement is guaranteed by the fact that the LNAH model for v = 0 is exactly invariant under the larger
group Sp(2)/Z2 =SO(5). The presence of the SU(2) gauge invariance thus provides a robust mechanism—no
fine tuning is needed— to obtain an O(5) multicritical behavior in O(3)⊕U(1) systems, effectively canceling
the spin-4 relevant perturbation of the O(5) FP [175, 178].49 It is also interesting to note that, by fixing

47We should also mention that the field-theory model with v = 0 admits a charged FP for large values of Nf . Thus, in this
case a charged multicritical behavior can also appear.

48The only stable FP in the O(3)⊕O(2) LGW theory is the decoupled FP [175, 403, 404] Therefore, if the system is in its
attraction domain, a decoupled critical behavior should be observed at the MCP, with a tetracritical phase diagram as that
show in the central panel of Fig. 1.

49It is worth mentioning that an effective O(5) symmetry enlargement at multicritical transitions driven by the competition
of O(3) and U(1) critical modes has been suggested, and apparently observed, in various physical contexts, e.g., in systems
with deconfined criticality [31, 203, 273, 405–409] and in high-Tc superconductors [178, 410–414].
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Figure 20: Sketches of the phase diagrams of 3D SU(Nc) gauge LNAH models with Nf scalar fields in the fundamental
representation, at fixed γ ≥ 0 expected for Nc ≥ 3, and Nf < Nc (left), Nf = Nc (middle), Nf > Nc (right).

β = βmc (βmc corresponds to the location of the MCP) and by varying v from v < 0 to v > 0, the system
goes from an O(3) ordered phase to a U(1) ordered phase across a continuous transition, the O(5) MCP.

9.2.4. Lattice SU(Nc) gauge Higgs models with Nc ≥ 3

We now discuss the possible phase diagrams of the SU(Nc) gauge LNAH model for Nc ≥ 3, see Fig. 20,
distinguishing three cases, Nf < Nc, Nf = Nc, and Nf > Nc.

For Nf < Nc, see the left panel of Fig. 20, as discussed in Sec. 9.2.1, there is a single negative-v Higgs
phase. Along the transition line, the system behaves as the CPNf−1 model, so continuous transitions are
only possible for Nf = 2, see Sec. 3.2.1. For Nf ≥ 3 the boundary of the Higgs phase is a first-order
transition line. For Nf = 2, the behavior along the boundary is the one reported in the left panel of Fig. 20,
see Refs. [97, 169]. For large β the boundary corresponds to a first-order transition line, then it turns into
a continuous O(3) transition line, with the presence of a tricritical point. Note that for Nc ≥ 3, the line
v = 0 does not play any role, and therefore the boundary does not lie on the line v = 0. It starts at v = 0
for β → ∞, then it lies in the v > 0 plane before bending and moving in the v < 0 half plane.

Possible phase diagrams for Nf = Nc and Nf > Nc are shown in the central and right panels of Fig. 20,
respectively. The behavior is qualitatively similar to that observed for Nc = 2. The only difference is the
absence of an enlarged symmetry for v = 0, so that the v = 0 axis does not play any particular role at finite
β. Therefore, the intersection point of the transition lines should be located in a generic point. Analogously,
the first-order transition line that separates the two low-temperature Higgs phases will be a generic line in
the β − v plane for each value of γ. Concerning the nature of transition lines, we may apply considerations
similar to those reported in Sec. 9.2.2 for Nc = 2, so we do not repeat them. See Ref. [99] for a more detailed
description.

9.3. Critical behaviors associated with the charged fixed point of the SU(Nc) gauge Higgs field theory

An important issue is the relation between the statistical lattice gauge model (102) and the corresponding
NAHFT (88), which is the field theory with the same field content and the same local and global symmetries.
In particular, one would like to identify the continuous transitions that can be described by the stable charged
FP of the RG flow of the continuum SU(Nc) gauge Higgs field theory, see Sec. 8.1.3. The analogous problem
for charged transitions in AH models has been discussed in Secs. 5 and 6.

As we have discussed in Sec. 8.1.3, the RG flow of the NAHFT (88) has a stable charged FP in the domain
v > 0—therefore, the symmetry-breaking pattern is given in Eq. (93)—for Nf > N∗

f (d). The presence of
a stable FP indicates that lattice models can undergo charged continuous transitions for sufficiently large
values of Nf . Phase transitions with symmetry-breaking pattern U(Nf ) → SU(Nc) ⊗ U(Nf − Nc) are
expected to occur along the surface separating the disordered phase from the positive-v Higgs phase (see the
right panel of Fig. 19). Moreover, since charged continuous transitions are characterized by the presence of
critical gauge fluctuations, they are expected to occur for sufficiently large values of γ (they are not expected
for small values of γ, given that for γ = 0 gauge fields can be integrated out).
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Figure 21: FSS behavior of the 3D SU(2) gauge LNAH model along the disorder-Higgs transition line. Results for Nf = 40,
v = 1, and γ = 1, varying the inverse temperature β. The left panel shows data for ξP /L, where ξP is the second-moment
correlation length computed from the correlation function GP defined in Eq. (108), versus X = (β − βc)L1/ν , using the best
estimates βc = 1.18625 and ν = 0.745. The excellent collapse of the data confirms that the transition is continuous. The inset
shows the same data versus β. The right panel shows the rescaled susceptibility χP associated with GP , which asymptotically
behaves as χP ≈ L2−ηP XP (ξP /L), see Eq. (A.24), with ηP = 0.87(1).

Refs. [99, 402] report a numerical study of the SU(2) gauge model (Nc = 2) aiming at identifying possible
charged transitions for large values of Nf . Continuous transitions are observed for Nf = 30, 40, and 60,
keeping v = 1 and γ = 1 fixed and varying β. Some numerical FSS results are shown in Fig. 21 for Nf = 40;
they clearly show that the transition is continuous. We also mention that the universal FSS associated with
the charged critical behavior for Nf = 40 and γ = 1, shown in Fig. 21, differs from that observed for the
same value of Nf (Nf = 40) in the limit γ → ∞ [99], confirming that gauge fluctuations are relevant along
the large-γ charged transition line.

To confirm that these large-Nf transitions have a critical behavior associated with the stable charged
FP of the NAHFT, one may compare the numerical estimates of the correlation-length exponent ν with the
field-theoretical 1/Nf result reported in Eq. (96). Such a comparison is reported in Fig. 22, which shows that
numerical data and large-Nf field-theoretical predictions are in nice agreement. In particular, the estimate
ν = 0.745(10) for Nf = 40 appears in reasonable agreement (the small difference can be interpreted as a
1/N2

f correction, see Ref. [402]) with the value ν ≈ 0.757 obtained from the O(N−1
f ) formula reported in

Eq. (96). The results of Refs. [99, 402] allow one to estimate N∗
f in three dimensions for Nc = 2. Since only

first-order transitions are observed for Nf = 20 for different values of v and γ, and continuous transitions
are found for Nf = 30, one may conclude that N∗

f = 25(4) [402]. Note that this value is significantly smaller
than N∗

f ≈ 375, the result in four dimensions. This difference is not surprising, since a similar difference
was observed for the AHFT, see Sec. 4.1.2.

The agreement between the NAHFT results and the lattice numerical estimates nicely supports the
conjecture that the continuous transitions observed in the lattice model can be associated with the stable
charged FP of the RG flow of the SU(2) gauge NAHFT formally defined by the Lagrangian (88) and its
corresponding functional path integral. We expect that analogous results hold for Nc ≥ 3, although larger
values of Nf are likely required to observe charged continuous transitions. We finally remark that the
existence of these 3D charged universality classes implies the existence of a well-defined nonperturbative
continuum limit of the SU(Nc) gauge NAHFTs, for a sufficiently large number of scalar components.

9.4. Lattice SU(Nc) gauge Higgs models with scalar fields in the adjoint representation

We now consider SU(Nc) gauge LNAHmodels with scalar fields transforming in the adjoint representation
of the gauge group. We discuss their phase diagram and the nature of their Higgs phases, which qualitatively
differ from what is observed in models in which the scalar fields transform in the fundamental representation.
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Figure 22: (Adapted from Ref. [402]) Numerical estimates of the critical exponent ν versus 1/Nf for the SU(2) gauge LNAH
model (102). For comparison we also report the O(1/Nf ) theoretical prediction, Eq. (96) (solid line) and a next-to-leading
interpolation including a 1/N2

f term, i.e. ν = 1 + a1/Nf + a2/N2
f (dashed line), with a2 ≈ −30.

9.4.1. Lattice Hamiltonian

To construct representatives of this class of models, we may consider lattice gauge models defined on
cubic lattices that are invariant under local SU(Nc) and global O(Nf ) transformations, with scalar fields
that transform under the adjoint representation of SU(Nc) and under the fundamental representation of the
O(Nf ) group.

The fundamental variables are real matrices Φaf
x , with a = 1, ..., N2

c − 1 (color index) and f = 1, ..., Nf

(flavor index), defined on the lattice sites, and gauge fields Ux,µ ∈ SU(Nc) associated with the lattice
links [100]. The Hamiltonian and the corresponding partition function are [98, 263, 385, 391–394]

H = HK(Φ, U) +HV (Φ) +HG(U), Z =
∑

{Φ,U}

e−βH , (110)

where the lattice Hamiltonian H is the sum of the scalar kinetic term HK , of the local scalar potential HV ,
and of the pure-gauge Hamiltonian HG. As usual, we set the lattice spacing equal to one, so all lengths are
measured in units of the lattice spacing. The scalar kinetic term HK is given by

HK(Φ, U) = −1

2
JNf

∑
x,µ

TrΦt
x Ũx,µ Φx+µ̂, (111)

where the matrix Ũab
x,µ is the adjoint representation of the original link variable Ux,µ. The matrix Ũab

x,µ is

explicitly given by Ũab
x,µ = 2Tr(U†

x,µT
aUx,µT

b ), where a, b = 1, ..., N2
c −1, and T a are the N2

c −1 generators

in the fundamental representation, with normalization TrT aT b = 1
2δ

ab. In the following we fix J = 1, so
that energies are measured in units of J . The scalar potential term HV is written as

HV (Φ) =
∑
x

V (Φx), V (Φ) =
r

2
TrΦtΦ+

u

4

(
TrΦtΦ

)2
+
v

4
Tr (ΦtΦ)2, (112)

which is the most general quartic potential invariant under O(Nf )⊗O(N2
c − 1) transformations. For v = 0,

the symmetry group of HV (Φ) is larger, namely, the O(M) group with M = Nf (N
2
c − 1). Finally, the

pure-gauge plaquette term reads

HG(U) = − γ

Nc

∑
x,µ>ν

ReTrΠx,µν , Πx,µν = Ux,µ Ux+µ̂,ν U
†
x+ν̂,µ U

†
x,ν , (113)

where the parameter γ plays the role of inverse gauge coupling.
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The model is invariant under global O(Nf ) transformations, Φaf
x → ∑

g O
fgΦag

x , and under local SU(Nc)
transformations

Ux,µ → VxUx,µV
†
x+µ̂, Φaf

x →
∑
b

Ṽ ab
x Φbf

x , (114)

where Vx is a SU(Nc) matrix and Ṽx is the corresponding matrix in the adjoint representation. The
Hamiltonian is also invariant under the transformations Ux,µ → z(xµ)Ux,µ, where z(xµ) is an element of
the gauge-group center ZNc that depends only on xµ (the µ-th component of the position vector). When
this symmetry is not spontaneously broken, Wilson loops obey the area law and color charges transforming
in the fundamental representation are confined.

One may again consider a simplified model, requiring the scalar fields to obey the fixed length constraint
TrΦt

xΦx = 2. Formally, this model can be obtained by taking the limit u, r → ∞ keeping the ratio r/u = −2
fixed. The corresponding lattice Hamiltonian reads

H = −Nf

2

∑
x,µ

TrΦt
x Ũx,µ Φx+µ̂ +

v

4

∑
x

Tr (Φt
xΦx)

2 − γ

Nc

∑
x,µ>ν

ReTrΠx,µν , TrΦt
xΦx = 2. (115)

Models with generic values of r and u are expected to have the same qualitative behavior as this simplified
model.

The critical properties of the scalar fields can be monitored by using the correlation function GP of the
gauge-invariant bilinear operator

P fg
x =

1

2

∑
a

Φaf
x Φag

x − 1

Nf
δfg, GP (x,y) ≡ ⟨TrPxPy⟩, (116)

which satisfies TrPx = 0 due to the fixed-length constraint. The bilinear scalar operator Px provides the
natural order parameter for the breaking of the global O(Nf ) symmetry.

9.4.2. Higgs phases and phase transitions

SU(Nc) gauge models with a single (Nf = 1) adjoint scalar field have been the subject of several studies,
see, e.g., Refs. [385, 415, 416], since they are the lattice analogues of the Georgi-Glashow model, in which
magnetic monopoles are responsible for confinement [260, 381, 395, 396]. The single-flavor adjoint model has
also been considered to describe some features of electron-doped cuprates [96]. Its phase diagram is trivial,
as it presents a single thermodynamic phase, with two continuously connected regimes, a high-temperature
disordered regime and a low-temperature Higgs-like regime [96, 415]. Indeed, the existence of a distinct
low-temperature Higgs phase requires the breaking of a global symmetry, which is only possible for Nf ≥ 2.
In the following we mostly focus on the multiflavor models, which present a complex phase diagram, with
several different phases and transition lines.

For Nf ≥ 2 the lattice models show different Higgs phases associated with different symmetry-breaking
patterns. The symmetries of the Higgs phases can be inferred by means of a mean-field analysis [96, 98, 263]—
critical fluctuations are only relevant along the transition lines. The symmetries of the Higgs phases are
indeed the symmetries of the minima of the local scalar potential V (Φ) = v

4 Tr (Φ
tΦ)2 in the fixed-length

limit TrΦtΦ = 2. In the following we summarize the main properties of these phases, which depend on the
number of colors Nc, of flavors Nf , and on the parameter v [96, 98, 263]. Moreover, their nature also depends
on the behavior of the gauge modes, which may undergo topological transitions due to the fluctuations of
variables associated with the gauge-group center ZNc

. Numerical studies for Nc = 2 and Nc = 3 have been
reported in Refs. [98, 263, 417].

Two qualitatively different phase diagrams are found, depending on the number of colors Nc and of
flavors Nf . For Nf ≤ N2

c − 1, independently of the specific value of Nc, there is a single Higgs phase that
lies in the half-space v < 0 for large values of β. Indeed, the mean-field analysis shows that for β → ∞ the
model orders only for v < 0. For v > 0, the system is disordered for β → ∞.

For any Nf and Nc satisfying Nf > N2
c − 1, instead, there are two different low-temperature Higgs

phases [96, 98, 263]. For β → ∞, they correspond to the minima of the lattice potential for v < 0 and
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v > 0, respectively, and thus we again refer to these two phases as the negative-v and positive-v phases,
respectively, although, this characterization does not hold for finite β. The two Higgs phases have different
global symmetries and also different residual gauge symmetries, as defined in Sec. 3.5.3. Some details can
be found in Refs. [96, 98], and in Sec. 9.4.3 for the specific case Nc = 2 and Nf = 4. In particular, the
positive-v Higgs phase has a residual ZNc

gauge symmetry, so topological ZNc
gauge transitions can occur

when varying the inverse gauge coupling γ, as discussed in Sec. 3.5.3.
The possible existence of topological transitions associated with the gauge-group center ZNc can also be

inferred by looking at the behavior of the model in the limit β → ∞ keeping κ ≡ βγ fixed, see Ref. [98]
for details. For v > 0 the relevant configurations, i.e., those that minimize the scalar potential and the
scalar kinetic energy HK , are characterized by Ũx,µ = 1, so Ux,µ = λx,µ ∈ ZNc

. Therefore, in this
limit the model (115) reduces to the lattice ZQ gauge theory with Q = Nc discussed in Sec. 3.5.2. In
three dimensions, this lattice discrete gauge model undergoes a transition at a finite value of the gauge
coupling K. For example,the lattice Z2 gauge theory [119] presents a small-K confined phase and a large-K
deconfined phase (which may carry topological order at the quantum level [20]), separated by a critical point
at Kc = 0.761413292(11) [86, 323]. If the ZNc

gauge transition persists for finite values of β, then, when
varying γ or κ, one may have different low-temperature Higgs phases, which have the same global symmetry
but differ in the large-scale behavior of the ZNc

modes.
These arguments indicate that there are two different positive-v Higgs phases, which differ for the behav-

ior of the topological modes associated with the gauge-group center ZNc [96, 263]. Some numerical evidence
of the existence of topological Z2 transitions in the SU(2) gauge LNAH models with four adjoint scalar fields
is presented in Ref. [98].

9.4.3. The adjoint SU(2) gauge Higgs model with four flavors

Let us now focus on the model with Nc = 2 and Nf = 4, which is expected to describe some aspects of
the optimal doping criticality in cuprate high-Tc superconductors [96]. Since Nf > N2

c − 1, there are several
Higgs phases characterized by different global and gauge symmetry-breaking patterns. For finite β the two
Higgs phases are divided by a transition line that ends at v = 0, β = ∞, which is expected to be generically
of first order, as it is the boundary of two different ordered phases.

In the negative-v region, the global symmetry-breaking pattern is O(4) → O(3) ⊕ Z2 and the gauge
symmetry-breaking pattern is SU(2) → U(1). Since the remnant gauge-invariance group of the Higgs phase
is U(1), and the three dimensional U(1) lattice gauge theory does not undergo phase transitions [260, 418],50

no topological transition is expected, so the gauge coupling should be irrelevant. Therefore, this suggests
that there is a single negative-v Higgs phase, irrespective of the value of γ (of course we cannot exclude the
existence of first-order transitions due to the greater complexity of the adjoint LNAH model). The transition
line separating the negative-v Higgs phase from the disordered phase is expected to have the same nature
as the transition in the 3D RP3 model (for v < 0 one can establish a correspondence between the behavior
of the SU(Nc) gauge model and the 3D RPNf−1 model [419]), which undergoes a first-order transition, see
Sec. 3.2.2.

The structure of the positive-v Higgs phase is more interesting. The global symmetry-breaking pattern
of the positive-v Higgs phase is O(4)→O(3). Thus, uncharged continuous transitions between the positive-v
Higgs phase and the disordered phase are expected to belong to the O(4) vector universality class, provided
that gauge modes are irrelevant. The gauge symmetry-breaking pattern along the disorder-Higgs transition
line is SU(2) → Z2, so the Higgs phase is invariant under the center of the gauge group, opening the
possibility of Z2 topological transitions controlled by the gauge coupling γ, as discussed in Sec. 3.5.3.

In the left panel of Fig. 23 we report a sketch of the phase diagram for γ = 0, based on the theoretical
expectations just discussed and the numerical simulations reported in Ref. [98]. Note that the negative-v
phase extends in the positive-v region for intermediate values of β. The transitions between the two low-
temperature phases and between the negative-v and the disordered phase are of first order, as expected.

50Confinement is present in the 3D U(1) gauge model also at weak coupling, see Refs. [260, 418], on the contrary of what
happens in four-dimensional models, see Ref. [306].
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Figure 23: Sketches of the phase diagram of 3D SU(2) gauge LNAH models with four scalar fields in the adjoint representa-
tion [98], at fixed γ = 0 (left) and at fixed v = 24 (right). Thick lines denote first-order transitions, while thin lines correspond
to continuous transitions. Left panel: the shaded point is a first-order intersection point; the filled black point that separates
first-order from continuous transitions occurs at v = v∗ with 6 < v∗ < 12. Right panel: the Z2-gauge transition line (dashed
line) starts at κc ≈ 0.761, β = ∞ and ends at a multicritical point (shaded point) at κ = κmc with 1 < κmc < 2. In each
Higgs phase we also report the gauge-symmetry-breaking pattern associated with the transition that divides the Higgs phase
from the disordered phase.

The nature of the transitions between the positive-v and the disordered phase depends instead on v, and
for large values of v, they become apparently continuous.

For larger values of γ it is possible to have topological transitions in the positive-v region. Indeed,
one may have two different positive-v Higgs phases, which differ for the behavior of the topological modes
associated with the gauge-group center Z2 [96, 263]. Numerical evidence of the existence of such topological
transitions in the Higgs phase has been reported in Ref. [98], looking at the scaling behavior of the energy
cumulants, as described in Appendix A.3.2.

To monitor the role played by the gauge fluctuations for v > 0, one may focus on the phase diagram
for a specific positive value of v > 0, as a function of κ = βγ and β, see the right panel of Fig. 23, where
a sketch of the phase diagram at fixed v = 24 is shown. The nature of the transition changes significantly
with increasing κ. While a continuous transition occurs for κ ≲ 1, for κ ≥ 2 transitions are of first order,
their strength decreasing with increasing κ. A natural hypothesis is that this abrupt change is due to the
different nature of the Higgs phase: Up to κ ≃ 1 the low-temperature phase is characterized by confined Z2

gauge excitations, while for κ ≥ 2 the Z2 gauge modes are deconfined. This requires the existence of the Z2

gauge transition line.
To summarize, the phase diagram shown in the right panel of Fig. 23 appears to be characterized by three

phases, a small-β disordered phase, and two large-β Higgs phases, which are distinguished by the behavior
of gauge-group center modes. These phases are separated by three transition lines: (i) a disordered-Higgs
transition line for small κ, which appears to be continuous; (ii) a disordered-Higgs transition line for large κ,
which is of first order; (iii) a continuous Z2 gauge transition line, which separates the two low-temperature
Higgs phases.

We also mention the numerical study of Ref. [417] on the confinement/deconfinement properties of the
different Higgs phases, looking at the behavior of the Polyakov loops. The disordered symmetric phase is
confining, so Wilson loops obey the area law, due to the fact that the adjoint scalar field cannot screen the
gauge fluctuations. On the other hand, in the Higgs phase, in which the topological Z2 gauge excitations
deconfine, Polyakov loops take a nonvanishing value.

As a final remark, we note that the identification of continuous transitions associated with the stable
charged FP of the RG flow of the adjoint NAHFT, see Sec.8.3, remains an open issue. We believe that
further numerical investigations of the phase diagram and of the critical behaviors of SU(Nc) gauge LNAH
models with adjoint scalar fields is needed to achieve a satisfactory characterization of their main features.
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9.5. Lattice SO(Nc) gauge models with multiflavor scalar fields

A lattice SO(Nc) gauge model with Nf degenerate scalar fields in the fundamental representation can
be derived by gauging the most general O(Nc)⊗O(Nf )-symmetric φ4 model defined on a cubic lattice. We
associate Nc × Nf real matrix variables φaf

x with each site x and SO(Nc) group elements Ox,µ with each
link. The lattice Hamiltonian [384] is

H = −J Nf

∑
x,µ

Tr
[
φt
xOx,µ φx+µ̂

]
+
∑
x

V (φx)−
γ

Nc

∑
x,µ>ν

Tr
[
Ox,µOx+µ̂,ν O

t
x+ν̂,µO

t
x,ν

]
, (117)

V (φx) = rTrφt
x φx + u (Trφt

x φx)
2 + v

[
Trφt

x φx φ
t
x φx − (Trφt

x φx)
2
]
. (118)

For any value of Nc and Nf , the lattice gauge theory is invariant under the local gauge transformation
φx → Gxφx and Ox,µ → GxOx,µG

t
x+µ̂ with Gx ∈ SO(Nc), and under the global transformation φx → φxW

and Ox,µ → Ox,µ with W ∈ O(Nf ).
One may again consider the unit-length limit of the scalar field, formally obtained by taking the limit

r, u → ∞ keeping r/u = −1 fixed, leading to the constraint Trφt
xφx = 1. In the one-flavor case, Nf = 1,

the phase diagram of the lattice SO(Nc) gauge model (117) is expected to show only one phase. This can
be easily verified for γ = 0, where the model becomes trivial in the unitary gauge, and cannot have any
phase transition. For Nc = 2 the gauge group is equivalent to the Abelian group U(1), and the model is
equivalent to LAHMs with compact gauge variables discussed in Sec. 6. New critical behaviors are expected
only in the non-Abelian case, Nc ≥ 3. The natural order parameter for the breaking of the SO(Nf ) global
symmetry is the gauge-invariant real traceless and symmetric bilinear operator

Rfg
x =

∑
a

φaf
x φag

x − δfg

Nf
, (119)

which is a rank-2 operator with respect to the global O(Nf ) symmetry group.
The field-theoretical ε-expansion analysis of the RG flow of the NAHFT (97) predicts the existence

of charged universality classes for a sufficiently large number Nf of components, controlled by the stable
charged FP appearing for positive values of v. No stable FPs emerge for v < 0, at least close to four
dimensions. Beside charged transitions statistical systems may also develop other critical behaviors described
by appropriate LGW field theories, in which the gauge correlations are not critical, as is the case in the
strong-coupling (γ → 0) gauge limit.

An analysis of the phase diagram of the model with v = 0 was reported in Ref. [384]. For Nf ≥ 2 the
phase diagram is characterized by two phases: a low-temperature phase in which the order parameter Rfg

x

defined in Eq. (119) condenses, and a high-temperature disordered phase. The two phases are separated
by a transition line, where the SO(Nf ) symmetry is broken. The gauge parameter γ, corresponding to the
inverse gauge coupling, is not expected to play any particular role, at least for sufficiently small values.
This scenario has been checked numerically for several values of γ. Along the disorder-order transition line
only the correlations of the gauge-invariant operator Rfg

x are critical, while gauge modes are not critical.
This is consistent with the predictions of the continuum gauge model (97): since stable FPs exist only for
Nf ≫ 1, one expects only uncharged transitions for small Nf . Since the gauge modes do not show critical
behaviors, one may predict the critical behavior by using an effective O(Nf )-invariant LGW theory based on
a gauge-invariant order parameter associated with the rank-two symmetric real traceless tensor Rab

x . This
analysis is reported in Sec. 3.2.2. It predicts first-order transitions for Nf ≥ 3 and continuous transitions
for Nf = 2, which belong to the XY universality class for any Nc ≥ 3.

Note that charged continuous transitions are possible for large values of Nf according to the RG flow
of the SO(Nc) gauge NAHFT, see Sec. 8.2, because of the presence of a stable large-Nf charged FP [157,
278, 384]. As it occurs in SU(Nc) gauge LNAH models with scalar fields in the fundamental representation,
continuous charged transitions are expected to appear for positive values of v, sufficiently large values of γ,
and a sufficiently large number Nf of components.
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10. Two-dimensional lattice Abelian and non-Abelian gauge Higgs models

In the previous sections we discussed 3D Abelian and non-Abelian Higgs models, to investigate the role
of the gauge and global symmetries in determining their main thermodynamic properties, such as the Higgs
phases, the nature of the phase transitions, and the continuum limits associated with their critical behaviors.
Analogous issues can be addressed in lower-dimensional models.

In two dimensions the phase diagram of lattice models with short-range interactions (such as the nearest-
neighbor models considered in the previous sections) and continuous global symmetries are generally char-
acterized by a single disordered phase. Indeed, according to the Mermin-Wagner theorem [420, 421], they
cannot have magnetized phases characterized by the condensation of an order parameter, and therefore they
do not undergo phase transitions driven by the spontaneous breaking of a continuous global symmetry.

However, in the zero-temperature limit they can develop an asymptotic critical behavior, whose universal
features are determined by the symmetries of the system and are generally associated with 2D nonlinear σ
models defined on symmetric spaces, see, e.g., Refs. [2, 95, 422]. The O(N) σ model with N ≥ 3 and the
CPN−1 model with N ≥ 2 are paradigmatic models that show this type of behavior. Indeed, the lattice
O(N) model behaves as the nonlinear σ model defined on the O(N)/O(N − 1) symmetric space, while the
CPN−1 lattice model is related to the nonlinear σ model defined on the U(N)/[U(1)×U(N − 1)] symmetric
space, see, e.g., Ref. [2]. In this type of models, the correlation functions in the thermodynamic limit are
characterized by a length scale ξ that diverges as T pec/T for T → 0, where p and c are universal coefficients
that only depend on the universality class and that can be determined in perturbation theory (the coefficient
c also depends on the normalization of T , which can be uniquely fixed perturbatively), see Appendix A.5
for details.

Systems with an Abelian O(2) global symmetry are peculiar in this respect, since they may undergo a
finite-temperature topological Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) transition [423–425], which separates
the high-T disordered phase from the low-temperature nonmagnetized spin-wave phase characterized by
correlation functions that decay algebraically.

In this section we discuss how the interplay of global and gauge symmetries determine the effective low-
energy field theory realized in the zero-temperature continuum limit (critical behavior) of 2D lattice gauge
models using the standard Wilson formulation of gauge variables [3, 100].

10.1. General conjecture for the zero-temperature continuum limit

In the case of models characterized by both global and gauge symmetries, the asymptotic zero-temperature
critical behavior (equivalently, continuum limit) is expected to arise from the interplay between the two dif-
ferent symmetries. For the purpose of understanding which features are relevant and which continuum
limits are effectively realized, several 2D lattice Abelian and non-Abelian gauge models have been investi-
gated [223, 419, 426–430]. The results of these analyses have led to the following general conjecture:

The zero-temperature critical behavior, and therefore the continuum limit, of 2D lattice gauge
models with scalar fields belongs to the universality class associated with a 2D theory defined
on a symmetric space [2, 422] with the same global symmetry.

2D field-theoretical models defined on symmetric spaces have been largely investigated, see, e.g., Ref. [2],
and several high-order perturbative computations, in particular of their β functions, have been reported in
the literature [2, 95, 278, 285, 422, 431–446]. The O(N) σ and the CPN−1 models are the simplest examples.
Other examples of lattice gauge models with critical behavior corresponding to a symmetric-space field theory
will be discussed in the following of this section.

10.2. Continuum limits of multiflavor lattice gauge theories

We now summarize the main results obtained for several 2D multiflavor lattice Abelian and non-Abelian
gauge models [419, 426–430]. They support the conjecture on the nature of their continuum limit presented
in Sec. 10.1. The analysis of the zero-temperature behavior requires the determination of the relevant low-
energy degrees of freedom, which correspond to the minimum configurations of the Hamiltonian, and of
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the residual global symmetry, which essentially determines the appropriate corresponding field-theoretical
σ model. These analyses are then supplemented by MC nonperturbative studies based on FSS analyses of
the numerical data.

10.2.1. Lattice U(1) gauge models

We first consider 2D lattice multiflavor Abelian U(1) gauge models with compact gauge variables and
N -component scalar fields. On a square lattice the Hamiltonian reads

H = −N
∑
x,µ

(z̄x · λx,µ zx+µ̂ + c.c.)− γ
∑

x,µ>ν

(
λx,µ λx+µ̂,ν λ̄x+ν̂,µ λ̄x,ν + c.c.

)
, (120)

where zx is a unit-length N -component complex vector, λx,µ are U(1) link variables, γ plays the role of
inverse gauge coupling, and µ̂ = 1̂, 2̂ are unit vectors along the lattice directions. As usual, the partition
function is defined as Z =

∑
{z,λ} e

−βH with β = 1/T .

For some particular values of γ the model (120) becomes equivalent to simpler well-known models. In
the limit γ → ∞, the gauge link variables are all equal to one modulo gauge transformations, so model (120)
becomes equivalent to the standard 2D O(2N)-symmetric vector model, whose properties are reviewed in
Appendix A.5. For γ = 0 the AH model (120) is a particular lattice formulation of the CPN−1 model [2, 206–
208, 441, 442].51 For both γ = 0 and γ = ∞, the lattice model shows a universal critical behavior for β → ∞.
In this limit, the correlation length ξ increases exponentially, ξ ∼ β−pecβ . Of course, the critical behaviors
for γ = 0 and γ → ∞ differ, belonging to the universality class of the 2D CPN−1 σ model for γ = 0 and to
that of the 2D O(2N) σ model for γ → ∞.

As in the 3D LAH models discussed in Sec. 6, the zero-temperature critical behavior can be investigated
by analyzing the correlations of the gauge-invariant bilinear Qab

x = z̄axz
b
x − δab/N . The FSS analyses of the

MC results reported in Ref. [426] show that the asymptotic behavior is independent of γ, and corresponds
to that found for γ = 0. Therefore, the zero-temperature critical behavior of the 2D lattice U(1) model
with an N -component complex scalar field belongs to the universality class of the 2D CPN−1 model, thus
corresponding to the symmetric space U(N)/[U(1)×U(N − 1)]. The independence of the critical behavior
on γ is related to the subleading behavior of the gauge modes.

10.2.2. Lattice SU(Nc) gauge models

We now consider 2D non-Abelian SU(Nc) models defined on square lattices, with multiflavor matter
fields in the fundamental and adjoint representations, analogous to those defined in Secs. 9.1 and 9.4.1 in
the unit-length limit, respectively.

The zero-temperature critical behavior of the SU(Nc) gauge model with Nf scalar fields in the fundamen-
tal representation was analyzed in Ref. [427] for the particular value v = 0 of the Hamiltonian parameter,
see Eq. (107). In this more symmetric case, the numerical results show that the asymptotic low-temperature
behavior belongs to the universality class of the 2D CPNf−1 field theory when Nc ≥ 3, and to that of the 2D
Sp(Nf ) field theory for Nc = 2. This suggests that their RG flows are associated with the coset SM/SU(Nc),
where SM is the M -dimensional sphere and M = 2NfNc, thus they are asymptotically controlled by the
2D SFTs associated with the symmetric spaces that have the same global symmetry, i.e., U(Nf ) for Nc ≥ 3
and Sp(Nf ) for Nc = 2.

SU(Nc) gauge models with Nf scalar fields in the adjoint representation were investigated in Ref. [419],
focusing on systems with Nf ≥ 3. For these models the zero-temperature critical behavior, and therefore
their continuum limit, depends on the sign of the parameter v appearing in the scalar potential, see Eq. (112).
For v ≤ 0 the lattice gauge model has the same continuum limit as the RPNf−1 model [217–221, 223], for any
value of Nc. For positive v instead, the critical behavior depends on both Nc and Nf . For Nf ≤ N2

c −1, there

512D CPN−1 models have been much studied in the literature, both analytically and numerically, because they provide
a theoretical laboratory to understand some of the mechanisms of quantum field theories of fundamental interactions. In
particular, they share some notable features with QCD, the theory of the hadronic strong interactions, such as the asymptotic
freedom and the so-called θ dependence related to topology, see, e.g., Refs. [435, 436, 440, 447–449].
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Figure 24: (Adapted from Ref. [427]) We show numerical results for the 2D SU(Nc) gauge LNAH models with Nc = 3 (left)

and Nc = 4 (right); Nf = 2 and γ = 0 in both cases. We plot the Binder parameter UP associated with the operator P fg
x ,

defined in Eq. (108), versus ξP /L, where ξP is the second-moment correlation length associated with the correlation function
GP , defined as in Eq. A.16. In both panels, with increasing L, data approach the solid line representing the universal scaling
curve of the 2D CP1 model (see Ref. [426] for a parameterization), associated with the symmetric space that has the same
global symmetry, thus supporting the conjecture reported in Sec. 10.1. As discussed in Sec. Appendix A.3.4), this comparison
does not involve any nonuniversal normalization.

is no continuum limit: correlation functions are always short ranged. On the other hand, for Nf > N2
c − 1

the system develops long-range correlations for T → 0. The corresponding continuum limit is the same as
that of the σ model defined on the symmetric space O(Nf )/O(q)⊗O(Nf − q) with q = N2

c − 1. Indeed, the
correlation functions of the bilinear operator P ab

x in the two models have the same critical behavior in the
zero-temperature continuum limit. In particular, for Nf = N2

c , the gauge model is equivalent to the O(Nf )
vector σ model. Numerical data support these predictions. Some of them are shown in Fig. 24. Again, these
results support the conjecture outlined in Sec. 10.1.

10.2.3. Lattice SO(Nc) gauge models

We finally consider 2D square-lattice models with non-Abelian SO(Nc) gauge symmetry and O(Nf )
global symmetry, which are defined by the same Hamiltonian reported in Eq. (117) in the unit-length limit.
Again for Nc = 2, these lattice gauge models are equivalent to the 2D Abelian U(1) gauge models discussed
in Sec. 10.2.1. Therefore, here we assume Nc ≥ 3. Analytical and numerical studies of their critical behavior
are reported in Refs. [428–430].

For Nf ≥ 3 the models show a zero-temperature critical behavior. By studying the minimum-energy
configurations, which are the relevant ones in the zero-temperature limit, and the structure of their fluc-
tuations, two different low-temperature regimes are identified. If the Hamiltonian parameter v is negative,
see Eq. (118), then the model shares the same low-temperature critical behavior as that of the 2D RPNf−1

models [217–221, 223]. Gauge degrees of freedom do not play any active role in the critical domain, and
indeed the low-temperature effective theory is independent of the number of colors Nc. For positive values
of v, the nature of the low-temperature regime depends on the number of colors and flavors. If Nf ≤ Nc

the configurations minimizing the Hamiltonian do not show any residual global symmetry, and no diverging
correlation length and critical behavior is present. If instead Nf > Nc, the minimizing configurations main-
tain a residual nontrivial global symmetry, and the low-temperature behavior is expected to be described by
the non-linear σ model defined on the real Grassmannian manifold SO(Nf )/[SO(Nc)×SO(Nf −Nc)]. This
identification was also supported by numerical results reported in Refs. [428, 430] for several values of Nf

and Nc. They show the emergence of a color-reflection symmetry in the critical domain, since the results
obtained using SO(Nc) and SO(Nf −Nc) groups, keeping fixed Nf , approach the same asymptotic curve in
the FSS limit [430].

We finally consider the model with Nf = 2, in which the global symmetry group is the Abelian O(2)
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group. Two-flavor SO(Nc)-gauge models behave differently, in that they undergo a finite-temperature
topological BKT transition [423–425, 450–455], between the high-temperature disordered phase and a low-
temperature spin-wave phase characterized by quasi-long range order with vanishing magnetization.52 The
FSS analyses of the MC results reported in Ref. [429] confirm the existence of the finite-temperature BKT
transitions.

11. Effects of perturbations breaking the local gauge symmetry

Gauge symmetries can emerge as low-energy effective symmetries of many-body systems [20, 21, 456, 457].
However, because of the presence of microscopic gauge-symmetry violations, it is crucial to understand the
effects of perturbations that explicitly break gauge invariance. One would like to understand whether, and
when, gauge-symmetry breaking (GSB) perturbations destabilize the emergent gauge model— consequently,
a gauge-invariant dynamics would be observed only if an appropriate tuning of the model parameters is
performed—, or whether, and when, GSB perturbations do not effectively change the low-energy dynamics—
in this case the gauge-symmetric theory would describe the asymptotic dynamics even in the presence of
some (possibly small) violations. This issue is also crucial in the context of analog quantum simulations, for
example when controllable atomic systems are engineered to effectively reproduce the dynamics of gauge-
symmetric theoretical models. Indeed, in the proposed artificial gauge-symmetry realizations [458–460], the
gauge symmetry in not exact and it is only expected to effectively emerge in the low-energy dynamics, see,
e.g., Refs [461–466] for some experimental results.

In this section we discuss GSB effects in LAH models with noncompact and compact gauge fields.
The gauge symmetry can be broken by adding different nongauge invariant terms to the gauge-invariant
LAH Hamiltonian. A first peculiar class of GSB terms is that of gauge fixings: they leave gauge-invariant
correlations invariant, without changing the physical gauge-invariant behavior of the model, although they
may allow one to observe gauge degrees of freedom that are relevant in the RG description of the critical
behavior, see, e.g., Secs. 5 and 6. Here we discuss GSB perturbations that also affect gauge-invariant
correlations. Specifically, we consider operators analogous to photon-mass terms, which break the gauge
invariance of LAH models introduced in Secs. 5 and 6, respectively. However, we expect the main features
of the results reviewed here to be valid also in the presence of more general GSB terms.

11.1. Gauge-symmetry breaking in lattice Abelian Higgs models with noncompact gauge fields

Let us consider the LAH model with noncompact gauge variables introduced in Sec. 5.1, in the presence
of a GSB perturbation obtained by adding a photon-mass term

Hm =
m2

2

∑
x,µ

A2
x,µ (121)

to the Hamiltonian (47). To understand the phase diagram of the combined model as a function of the
parameters J , κ, and m2, it is convenient to first discuss some specific subcases.

For κ = 0, the global Hamiltonian can be written as

H = −2NJ
∑
x,µ

Re
(
eiAx,µ z̄x · zx+µ̂

)
+
m2

2

∑
x,µ

A2
x,µ. (122)

For m2 → ∞, one has Ax,µ = 0, so one obtains a simple scalar Hamiltonian with enlarged O(2N) symmetry.
Indeed, if we set zax = σa

x + iσa+N
x , where σa

x is a real 2N -component vector, we obtain

H = −JN
∑
x,µ

σx · σx+µ̂. (123)

52We recall that BKT transitions are characterized by a finite critical temperature with an exponentially divergent correlation
length ξ: ξ behaves as ξ ∼ exp(c/

√
T − Tc) approaching the BKT critical temperature Tc from the high-temperature phase.

79



a)

κ = 0, N = 1

J

m20 ∞

∞

XY

XY

XY

b)

κ = 0, N ≥ 2

J

m20 ∞

∞

T
TV

D

CPN−1

CPN−1

O(2N)O(2N)

XY

XY

c)

XY

J = ∞

κ

m20 ∞

∞

IXY

d)

κ large

J

m20 ∞

∞

AH

O(2N)

O(2N)

e)

m2 small, N = 1

J

κ0 ∞

∞

XY

XY

XY

f)

m2 small, N ≥ 2

J

κ0 ∞

∞

CPN−1

CPN−1

O(2N)O(2N)

XY

XY

Figure 25: Sketch of the phase diagrams for the noncompact Higgs model with GSB perturbation (121). (Top panels) Phase
diagram for κ = 0 (it also holds for the compact model, with w replacing m2): (a) N = 1 and (b) N ≥ 2; scalar correlations are
disordered in the D phase, tensor correlations are ordered in the T and TV phase, while vector correlations are ordered only
in the TV phase. (Central panels) Phase diagram (c) for J = ∞ as a function of κ and m2, and (d) for κ large as a function
of J and m2. (Bottom panels) Phase diagrams for small m2: (e) N = 1, (f) N ≥ 2. Along each transition line we report the
expected corresponding universality class.
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This is the 2N -vector model defined in Eq. (1) (rescaling the coupling J by a factor N), which undergoes
a continuous transition at a finite value of J in the O(2N) universality class, see Sec. 2.2.1. Note that the
presence of an enlarged symmetry at the transition is a general property of U(N) invariant scalar models,
as discussed in Sec. 2.2.2.

For κ = 0 and J → ∞, the gauge fields are constrained to be multiples of 2π modulo gauge transforma-
tions, see Sec. 5.2.2, i.e.,

Ax,µ = 2πnx,µ +∇µϕx, (124)

where ϕx is a real scalar field and nx,µ is an integer-valued link variable. The GSB Hamiltonian (121)
becomes

Hm =
m2

2

∑
x,µ

(∇µϕx + 2πnx,µ)
2, (125)

where ϕx and nx,µ play the role of independent dynamic variables. This is the Villain formulation of the
XY model, so there must be an XY transition at a finite value of m2.

Taking into account the fact that for κ = 0 and m2 = 0 the LAH model reduces itself to a lattice CPN−1

model, see Sec. 3.2.1, and therefore there is a corresponding finite-temperature transition for N ≥ 2, and
no transition for N = 1, one arrives at the phase diagrams reported in the two upper panels of Fig. 25. For
N = 1 [phase diagram (a)] there is a single transition line, while for N ≥ 2 [phase diagram (b)], there are
three different transition lines intersecting in a single point. For small values of m2 the GSB perturbation
is not strong enough to induce long-range order in the vector correlations of zx, while the gauge invariant
spin-2 tensor operator in Eq. (60) is ordered, as for m2 = 0. We expect the CPN−1 behavior to extend along
the D-T transition line, which starts at m2 = 0, as shown in Ref. [467] for a general GSB perturbation of
the compact model, and verified numerically in Ref. [276]. In particular, for N = 2, continuous transitions
should belong to the O(3) universality class. The irrelevance of the GSB perturbation for small m2 is not
unexpected, since gauge modes do not play any active role at the CPN−1 transition. For large m2 values,
in the low-temperature phase also vector correlations become long ranged. A natural hypothesis is that the
critical behavior observed along the T-TV and D-TV transition lines, for finite values of J and m2, is the
same as that observed for J → ∞ and m2 → ∞, respectively. Thus, continuous transitions should belong to
the XY and O(2N) universality classes, respectively. The phase diagrams reported in the two upper panels
of Fig. 25 are supposed to hold also for small values of κ. On the other hand, for large values of κ, we expect
a different behavior.

Before discussing the large-κ behavior, let us consider the limit J → ∞ for generic κ and m2. Since
in this limit the gauge fields take the form (124), the effective Hamiltonian is equivalent to an IXY model
(discussed in Sec. 3.5.1) coupled with the Villain XY model (125). In panel (c) of Fig. 25 we show the
expected phase diagram, showing a transition line connecting the Villain XY model transition for κ = 0
with the transition of the IXY model on the m2 = 0 axis. Continuous transitions should belong to the XY
vector universality class for m2 ̸= 0. While there is an XY transition if m2 is varied for fixed small κ, no
transition occurs when κ is fixed to a large value. Thus, for large κ we expect a single transition line, see
panel (d) of Fig. 25, connecting the m2 = 0 transition to the O(2N) transition occurring for m2 → ∞. It
is natural to expect that continuous transitions along the whole line belong to the O(2N) universality class
for m2 > 0. In particular, the charged transitions that occur for m2 = 0 and N > N∗ should be unstable
with respect to the addition of the GSB term.

We finally consider the expected phase diagrams for fixed small values of m2, see panels (e) and (f) of
Fig. 25. They are qualitatively similar to the phase diagrams occurring for m2 = 0, see Fig. 2. However,
the nature of the phases, and therefore of the transitions, is different. The Coulomb phase is replaced by
a disordered phase, in which both scalar and gauge modes are gapped, while in the low-temperature phase
both scalar and gauge fields are ordered. Note that, in the latter phase, because of the absence of gauge
invariance, both the gauge-invariant tensor correlations and the non-gauge-invariant vector correlations are
long ranged for N ≥ 2. In the molecular phase (which is present only for N ≥ 2), the addition of the GSB
term changes the nature of the gauge excitations—the Coulomb phase is replaced by a gapped gauge-field
phase—but not that of the scalar modes: tensor correlations display long range order and vector correlations
are disordered, as in the gauge-invariant model. As for the transition lines, the small-κ transition line (which
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is only present for N ≥ 2) corresponds to CPN−1 transitions as for m2 = 0: the GSB term is an irrelevant
perturbation. On the other hand, the nature of the other two transitions changes. The topological IXY
transitions are now replaced by standard XY vector transitions, while the continuous charged transitions
that occur for large values of N become O(2N) vector transitions.

11.2. Gauge-symmetry breaking in lattice Abelian Higgs models with compact gauge fields

The effect of adding a GSB perturbation to the unit-charge (Q = 1) LAH model with compact gauge
variables, see Sec. 6.1, is discussed in Refs. [276, 467]. We consider a GSB term that is analogous to the
photon-mass term in the small gauge limit, i.e.,

Hm = −w
∑
x,µ

Re λx,µ. (126)

Since for Q = 1 the plaquette term proportional to κ, cf. Eq. (67), is irrelevant—the critical behavior is
the same for any finite κ, see Sec. 6.3.1—it is enough to discuss the behavior for κ = 0, considering the
simplified lattice model with Hamiltonian

H = −2NJ
∑
x,µ

Re (λx,µ z̄x · zx+µ̂)− w
∑
x,µ

Re λx,µ. (127)

The behavior of this combined model is analogous to the one presented in the noncompact case. Indeed, for
w → ∞, we can set λxµ = 1, and thus we obtain again the O(2N) vector model (123). On the other hand,
for J → ∞, λx,µ = 1 modulo gauge transformations, i.e., λx,µ = ei(ϕx−ϕx+µ̂). Substituting this expression
in the GSB term (126), we obtain the effective Hamiltonian

Hm = −w
∑
x,µ

cos(ϕx − ϕx+µ̂), (128)

which is the standard XY Hamiltonian. Thus, also in this case we obtain the phase diagrams reported in
the upper panels of Fig. 25, with m2 replaced by w.

We now present an argument—it rephrases a similar argument of Ref. [41]—that shows that the phase
behavior discussed above generally holds for generic GSB perturbations at transitions where gauge fields are
not critical. Indeed, let us consider the partition function of a generic model with a GSB perturbation that
only depends on the gauge fields:

Z =

∫
[dUx,µ] [dΦx] exp[−βH(Ux,µ,Φx)], H(Ux,µ,Φx) = HGI(Ux,µ,Φx) +HGSB(Ux,µ), (129)

where HGI is the gauge-invariant Hamiltonian, and HGSB is a generic Hamiltonian term breaking the gauge
symmetry, depending only on the link gauge variables Ux,µ. We now perform a change of variables on the
scalar and gauge fields that corresponds to a gauge transformation—thus Z, or any expectation value of
gauge-invariant operators, does not change. In particular, we redefine Ux,µ → VxUx,µV

†
x+µ. As HGI is gauge

invariant, the partition function becomes

Z =

∫
[dUx,µ][dΦx] exp

[
−βHGI(Ux,µ,Φx)− βHGSB(VxUx,µV

†
x+µ)

]
. (130)

The partition function does not depend on the set of variables Vx and thus we can integrate over them
without changing the partition function. We define a new Hamiltonian Ĥ so that

Ĥ = HGI + ĤGSB, ĤGSB(Ux,µ) = − ln

∫
[dVx] exp[−βHGSB(VxUx,µV

†
x+µ)]. (131)

The new Hamiltonian Ĥ is clearly gauge invariant, and equivalent to the original one, if we consider the
partition function and, more generally, any gauge-invariant correlation function. The Hamiltonian Ĥ con-
tains interactions between the gauge variables Ux,µ and Uy,ν at any distance |x − y|. However, if these
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interactions are exponentially suppressed for |x− y| → ∞, then Ĥ represents a gauge-invariant model with
effective short-range interactions. This is the general scenario that we expect to emerge when the gauge
fields are not critical. This can be verified by performing a strong-coupling expansion assuming βw small.
For example, in the case of the GSB perturbation (126), Ĥ can be written as a sum of lattice loops. In
the strong-coupling expansion, a lattice loop of length L is weighted by a factor that behaves as (βw)L for
βw → 0. For instance, the leading term is the plaquette, with a weight of order (βw)4, which renormalizes
the value of γ. The next term corresponds to the 2× 1 plaquette, with a coefficient proportional to (βw)6,
and so on. Couplings therefore scale as exp(−a|x− y|) with a ∼ − ln(βw), showing the short-range nature
of the interactions.

This argument proves that, for sufficiently small, but finite, values of the GSB parameter w, the partition
function and the gauge-invariant correlation functions can be computed in an equivalent gauge-invariant
theory, without GSB terms, with short-range interactions. Finally, to conclude the argument, let us note
that we are considering a model in which gauge fields do not play any role, i.e., the critical behavior is
independent of the gauge-field interactions, and therefore it is the same as in the original model with w = 0.
We conclude that the phase structure is independent of w for sufficiently small values. Note that the
argument does not rely on the Abelian nature of the theory and thus is should also hold in non-Abelian
gauge models.

We finally mention that the same arguments also apply to a different model without gauge fields. Indeed,
for κ = 0, one can integrate out the link variables λ, obtaining an effective Hamiltonian

Heff = −
∑
x,µ

ln I0 (2JN |ŵ + z̄x · zx+µ̂|) , (132)

with ŵ = w/(2JN). As it occurs in the CPN−1 model, we expect the Hamiltonian Heff to have the
same critical behavior as the Hamiltonian obtained by replacing the Bessel function I0(x) with its small-x
expansion. Since

|ŵ + z̄x · zx+µ̂|2 = ŵ2 + 2ŵRe (z̄x · zx+µ̂) + |z̄x · zx+µ̂|2, (133)

an equivalent compact model is

H = −N2J̃
∑
x,µ

|z̄x · zx+µ̂|2 + w̃
∑
x,µ

Re z̄x · zx+µ̂. (134)

The term proportional to J̃ is the standard formulation of the U(N)-invariant CPN−1 model without gauge
fields, see Eq. (7), while the second term is the O(2N) invariant vector model, which represents here the
GSB perturbation. The phase diagram of this model is similar to the one presented in panel (b) of Fig. 25,
with three different phases characterized by the different behavior of the scalar fields. The only qualitative
difference is the shape of the D-TV transition line that ends on the J = 0 axis at the critical point wc of
the O(2N) vector model.

12. Conclusions and outlook

We have reviewed the statistical properties of Abelian and non-Abelian Higgs theories, describing mul-
ticomponent scalar fields coupled with Abelian and non-Abelian gauge fields, mostly in three dimensions.
As remarked several times, the interplay between local gauge and global symmetries determines the nature
of the Higgs phases and of the phase transitions of these lattice gauge systems. Their nature also crucially
depends on the role played by gauge modes at criticality, whether they are critical at the transition or not.
In the latter case, their role is that of selecting the critical scalar modes, so that only critical correlations as-
sociated with gauge-invariant scalar modes can be observed. The topological properties of the gauge modes
can also give rise to topological transitions between Higgs phases with the same scalar global symmetry.
These transitions are related to the breaking pattern of the gauge symmetry in the Higgs phase. We discuss
examples with a residual ZQ gauge symmetry, leading to topological ZQ gauge transitions when varying the
gauge coupling.

83



The results reviewed here show that the possible critical behaviors observed in 3D lattice gauge Higgs
systems are quite varied, showing also features that cannot be explained by the standard LGW paradigm.
The continuous transitions of the statistical Abelian and non-Abelian gauge systems considered in this
review can be classified as follows (see Sec. 3.1): (i) LGW transitions with gauge-invariant order parameter
and noncritical gauge modes; (ii) LGW× transitions, where gauge modes are also not critical, but where
the effective order-parameter field is gauge dependent; (iii) GFT transitions, where gauge modes are critical
and that require an effective description that includes the gauge fields; (iv) topological transitions driven
only by topological gauge modes, without any local gauge-invariant scalar order parameter.

We have focused on the equilibrium thermodynamic behavior of classical statistical systems, whose parti-
tion function is defined as a path-integral functional, by integrating over continuum or lattice configurations.
However, the results for classical statistical systems in (d+1) dimensions also apply to quantum transitions
in d dimensions, using the quantum-to-classical mapping. Indeed, they are relevant for the d-dimensional
quantum transitions that can be related with classical thermal transitions in (d + 1)-dimensional isotropic
systems. In particular, this requires that the critical exponent z, associated with the vanishing gap ∆ ∼ ξ−z

at the quantum critical point, satisfies z = 1. However, further interesting developments may come from a
thorough analysis of quantum transitions in the presence of emerging gauge symmetries with z ̸= 1 [14, 101].
This issue definitely calls for further studies.

Another interesting issue is the critical dynamics of statistical systems with gauge symmetries. On one
side, one would like to understand if the presence of gauge symmetries gives rise to distinctive new features for
the different types of dynamics that are usually considered for standard statistical systems [114, 468, 469]. A
systematic study of the critical dynamics in the presence of gauge symmetries may provide further interesting
characterizations of the different types of transitions that we have outlined in Sec. 3.1. On the other side, it
would be interesting to understand whether it is possible to define dynamics that are not considered in the
standard classification of systems without gauge symmetries. As an example, one may consider the purely
relaxational dynamics with only dissipative couplings and no conservation laws, usually called dynamic model
A [468]. This dynamics can be realized by considering a relaxational stochastic Langevin dynamics, which
is also at the basis of the stochastic quantization of gauge theories [10, 470–474]. It would be interesting
to understand how the expected critical slowing down, signalled by the critical divergence of the relaxation
time τ of the critical modes (at criticality, τ ∼ ξz, where z is a dynamic critical exponent), depends on type
of transition, and how the nonperturbative results compare with the field-theoretical predictions that are
typically obtained in the presence of a gauge fixing. Some studies of the critical dynamics have been already
reported, see, e.g., Refs. [244, 248, 475–482], most of them addressing the dynamics at superconducting
phase transitions. However, a systematic analysis of dynamic phenomena is still missing.

We finally mention that new scenarios may arise from the inclusion of fermionic fields in AH and NAH
systems. This topic is relevant in condensed-matter physics as many field-theoretical models with emerging
gauge symmetries include both fermionic and scalar excitations, see, e.g., Refs. [20, 96, 237, 380, 483, 484].
The study of the corresponding lattice gauge systems may extend the phenomenology of phase transitions
in the presence of gauge symmetries. As for LAH and LNAH systems with only scalar matter, one key issue
would be that of identifying the 3D transitions where both matter and gauge fields are critical, allowing one
to define the continuum limit of the corresponding SFTs. The same issue is also important in lattice gauge
models with fermionic matter only. Some studies of the phase diagram and critical behavior of 3D models
including fermionic fields can be found in Refs. [76, 485–508].

Appendix A. Renormalization-group theory of critical phenomena

In this appendix we report an overview of the RG theory, which provides a general framework to explain
the observed scaling behavior at continuous phase transitions [2, 6, 8, 9, 11, 94, 95, 113, 114, 124, 125,
127, 129, 130, 132–137]. We present the RG scaling relations in the thermodynamic (infinite-volume) limit
and in the FSS limit and, in particular, we discuss the leading scaling behavior and the scaling corrections
characterizing the deviations from the asymptotic relations. We only consider classical transitions, generally
driven by thermal fluctuations; the extension to quantum transitions driven by quantum fluctuations is
discussed in Refs. [14, 101, 118, 138]. FSS behaviors also emerge at first-order transitions [115, 117]. These
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phenomena for classical and quantum transitions are discussed in Refs. [115, 117, 509, 510]. In the following
we do not discuss the critical dynamics at thermal and quantum transitions. Reviews can be found in
Refs. [101, 468, 469].

Appendix A.1. Universal power laws at the critical point

To fix the ideas, we consider a prototypical d-dimensional statistical system undergoing a continuous
transition. The behavior of the system is controlled by two relevant Hamiltonian parameters r and h, which
can be defined so as to vanish at the critical point. Thus, the critical point is located at r = h = 0. We also
assume the presence of a Z2-symmetry, as it occurs, e.g., in Ising transitions, which is unbroken in the phase
with r > 0 (paramagnetic phase in magnetic systems) and spontaneously broken in the (ferromagnetic)
phase with r < 0. The parameter r is associated with a RG perturbation that is invariant under the global
symmetry and is usually identified with the reduced temperature r ∼ T/Tc−1. The parameter h is assumed
to be odd with respect to the Z2-symmetry, thus it can be identified with an external homogeneous field
coupled with the order parameter driving the symmetry breaking.

In the thermodynamic limit, when approaching the critical point from the disordered phase keeping
h = 0, the length scale ξ of the critical modes diverges as ξ ∼ r−ν , where ν is a universal length-scale
critical exponent. Another universal critical exponent η is traditionally introduced to characterize the space
dependence at criticality of the two-point function of the order parameter: G(x1,x2) ∼ |x1 − x2|−(d−2+η)

for r = h = 0. The RG dimensions of the perturbations associated with r and h are related with the critical
exponents ν and η, as [95, 125]

yr = 1/ν, yh =
d+ 2− η

2
. (A.1)

Using scaling and hyperscaling arguments (see, e.g., Refs. [2, 95, 114]), the exponents associated with the
scaling behavior of other observables, like the magnetization or the critical equation of state, can be expressed
in terms of the two independent exponents ν and η. The corrections to the asymptotic power laws behave
as ξ−ω for ξ → ∞, where ω > 0 is another universal exponent characterizing the critical behavior [2, 95],
which is generally associated with the leading irrelevant RG perturbation.

Appendix A.2. Scaling laws in the thermodynamic limit

We consider the free-energy density of a statistical system,

F = −T

V
lnZ, Z =

∑
{φ}

e−βH , β = 1/T, V = Ld, (A.2)

where the summation is over all configurations {φ} of the system. According to the RG theory, F obeys
a general scaling law. Indeed, we can write F in terms of the nonlinear scaling fields associated with the
RG eigenoperators at the FP of the RG flow [95, 125]. Therefore, close to a continuous transition, the
free-energy density in the infinite-volume limit can be written in terms of scaling fields [125], as

F (r, h) = Freg(r, h
2) + Fsing(ur, uh, {vi}). (A.3)

Here Freg is a nonuniversal function, which is analytic at the critical point and must be even with respect
to the parameter h related to the odd perturbation (for a general symmetry group it should depend on a
combination of h that is invariant under the symmetry transformations). The singular contribution, Fsing,
bears the nonanalyticity of the critical behavior and its universal features. The arguments of Fsing are the
so-called nonlinear scaling fields [125]: they are analytic nonlinear functions of the model parameters, related
to the eigenoperators that diagonalize the RG flow close to the FP, and transform multiplicatively under
the RG flow. We have singled out the relevant scaling fields ur and uh that are associated with the model
parameters r and h, and have positive RG dimensions yr amd yh. The scaling fields {vi} (there is an infinite
number of them) are RG irrelevant, i.e., their RG dimensions yi are negative. They give rise to scaling
corrections to the asymptotic critical behavior in the infinite-volume limit. Assuming that they are ordered
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so that |y1| ≤ |y2|,≤ . . ., the RG dimension y1 < 0 generally determines the leading scaling corrections, thus
we identify ω = −y1.

In general, the nonlinear scaling fields depend on the control parameters r and h. Taking into account
the assumed Z2 symmetry and the respectively even and odd properties of r and h, close to the critical
point the relevant scaling fields ur and uh can be generally expanded as

ur = r + crr
2 +O(r3, h2r), uh = h+ chrh+O(h3, r2h), (A.4)

where cr and ch are nonuniversal constants. As for the irrelevant scaling fields vi, they are generally
nonvanishing at the critical point.

The singular part of the free energy (A.3) is expected to satisfy the homogeneous scaling law

Fsing

(
ur, uh, {vi}

)
= b−d Fsing(b

yrur, b
yhuh, {byivi}), (A.5)

where b is an arbitrary scale factor and yr and yh are given in Eq. (A.1). To obtain more explicit scaling

relations, one can fix the arbitrariness of the scale parameter b, setting b = u
−1/yr
r = u−ν

r , which diverges in
the critical limit r, h→ 0. The following asymptotic behavior of the free-energy density emerges:53

Fsing = udνr F(uh/u
yhν
r , {vi/uyiν

r }) = udνr

[
F0(uh/u

yhν
r ) + uων

r Fω(uh/u
yhν
r ) + · · ·

]
, (A.6)

where F0 and Fω are universal scaling functions, and we kept only the leading correction to scaling, which
is relatively suppressed as uων

r with ω = −y1. Note, however, that, since the scaling fields have arbitrary
normalization, the universality of the scaling functions F0 and Fω holds apart from a normalization of
each argument and an overall constant. By differentiating the free-energy density, one can straightforwardly
derive analogous scaling relations for other observables, such as the energy density and the magnetization. To
eventually obtain the scaling relations in terms of the external parameters r and h controlling the approach
to the critical point, one needs to expand the scaling fields as in Eq. (A.4). The subleading terms in these
expansions give rise to analytic scaling corrections.

Analogous scaling relations can be obtained for the correlation functions of local operators. For example,
the two-point correlation function of the local operator O(x), whose RG dimension is yo, is expected to
asymptotically behave as

GO(x,y) = ⟨O(x)O(y)⟩ ≈ ξ−2yoGO(x/ξ,y/ξ, h ξ
yh), ξ ∼ r−ν , (A.7)

when approaching the critical point from the disordered phase r > 0.

Appendix A.3. Finite-size scaling

The RG scaling relations reported in Appendix A.2 hold in the thermodynamic limit, which is well
defined for any r ̸= 0 or h ̸= 0, since the correlation length ξ is finite. Nonetheless, for practical purposes,
both experimentally and numerically, one typically has to face with systems of finite size L. Also in this
case, for large values of L, it is possible to observe a universal scaling behavior.

Finite-size effects in critical phenomena have been the object of many theoretical studies [95, 134–
136, 511, 512]. The FSS theory describes the critical behavior around a critical point, when the correlation
length ξ of the critical modes becomes comparable with the size L of the system. The FSS approach is one of
the most effective techniques to determine the universal features of continuous phase transitions, such as the
critical exponents. While infinite-volume methods require the condition ξ ≪ L to be satisfied, FSS methods
apply in the less demanding regime ξ ∼ L. The FSS theory provides the asymptotic scaling behavior when
both L, ξ → ∞, keeping their ratio ξ/L fixed. This regime presents universal features, shared by all systems
whose transition belongs to the same universality class.

53Note that the expansion (A.6) is only possible below the upper critical dimension [113]. Above it, the failure of this
expansion causes a breakdown of the hyperscaling relations, allowing one to recover the mean-field exponents.
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Appendix A.3.1. Free-energy density

In the FSS framework, the finite size of the system is taken into account by adding the length scale L
in the scaling laws [95, 101, 118, 125, 135, 136, 138, 513, 514]. In the following we focus for concreteness on
finite-size systems without boundaries, such as systems with periodic or antiperiodic boundary conditions.
In these cases the scaling laws, and in particular the corrections to the asymptotic scaling behavior, are
simpler. The corrections to the bulk scaling laws due to the presence of boundaries are discussed in, e.g.,
Refs. [101, 135, 136, 138, 514]. In the FSS limit the free-energy density can be written as

F (L, r, h) = Freg(r, h
2) + Fsing

(
L, ur, uh, {vi}), (A.8)

where Freg is again a nonuniversal analytic function, which is assumed to be independent of L, or, more
plausibly, to depend on L only through exponentially small corrections [135, 136, 138, 514]. According to
the RG theory, the singular part Fsing satisfies the homogeneous scaling law

Fsing(L, ur, uh, {vi}) = b−d Fsing(L/b, ur b
yr , uh b

yh , {vi byi}), (A.9)

where b is an arbitrary constant. To derive the FSS behavior, we fix b = L, thus obtaining

Fsing = L−dF
(
Lyrur, L

yhuh, {Lyivi}
)
. (A.10)

The arguments {Lyivi}, corresponding to the irrelevant scaling fields with yi < 0, vanish for L→ ∞. Thus,
provided that Fsing is finite and nonvanishing in this limit, and neglecting the analytic corrections arising
from the higher-order terms of the polynomial expansion of the scaling fields ur and uh, see Eq. (A.4), we
can expand the singular part of the free energy as

Fsing ≈ L−d
[
F0(W,Z) + v1L

−ω Fω(W,Z) + . . .
]
, W = Lyrr, Z = Lyhh, (A.11)

where we only retain the contribution of the dominant (least) irrelevant scaling field of RG dimension
y1 = −ω. The scaling behavior in the thermodynamic limit can be recovered from the FSS homogenous law
(A.9), by choosing b = u−ν

r and taking the limit L/b→ ∞. The scaling laws of several interesting quantities
can be obtained by taking derivatives of the free energy with respect of r and h, such as the energy density,
the specific heat, the magnetization, the magnetic susceptibility, etc...

The above scaling laws hold in generic systems. However, in some cases the scaling behavior is more
complex, due to the appearance of logarithmic terms [125]. They may be induced by the presence of marginal
RG perturbations, as it happens for the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-Thouless (BKT) transitions that occur in 2D
U(1)-symmetric systems [423, 454, 455, 515, 516], or by resonances between the RG eigenvalues, as it occurs
in 2D Ising transitions [125, 517], or in 3D O(N)-vector models in the large-N limit [518–520].

The FSS limit, which corresponds to taking r → 0, thus ξ → ∞, and L → ∞ at fixed ξ/L, definitely
differs from the critical limit in the thermodynamic limit, which is generally obtained by first taking the
large-L limit keeping r or ξ fixed, and then the critical limit r → 0 or, equivalently ξ → ∞. However,
assuming that the FSS and infinite-volume behavior asymptotically match, one may straightforwardly derive
the infinite-volume scaling behavior from the FSS relations, by taking the limit ξ/L→ 0.

We finally remark that, in numerical and experimental investigations of finite-size systems, the knowledge
of the leading asymptotic behavior may not be enough to estimate the critical parameters, because data are
generally available only for limited ranges of parameter values and system sizes, which are often relatively
small. Under these circumstances, the asymptotic FSS predictions may be affected by sizable scaling correc-
tions. Accurate estimates of the critical parameters thus require a robust control of the corrections to the
asymptotic scaling behavior. This is also important for a conclusive identification of the universality class
of a continuous transition, when there are no solid theoretical arguments to predict it. Moreover, an under-
standing of the finite-size effects is relevant for experiments, when relatively small systems are considered
(see, e.g., Ref. [521]), or in particle systems trapped by external (usually harmonic) forces, as in cold-atom
setups (see, e.g., Refs. [522–527]).
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Appendix A.3.2. Energy cumulants

As discussed in this review, statistical models with gauge symmetries also undergo topological transitions
characterized by the absence of a local order parameter, such as those belonging to the 3D ZQ gauge and
IXY universality classes (see Sec. 3.5), which are also found in LAH and LNAH models (see Secs. 5 and 6).
The numerical study of the critical properties at these topological transitions can be performed by analyzing
the scaling properties of the gauge-invariant energy cumulants, which are always gauge invariant and well
defined, see, e.g., Refs. [63, 86, 92, 176].

The gauge-invariant energy cumulants Ck are intensive quantities that can be defined by taking inverse-
temperature derivatives of the free-energy density, more precisely

Ck =
1

V

(
∂

∂β

)k

logZ(β), (A.12)

where Z is the partition function defined in Eq. (A.2).54 Note that C1 = −E where E = ⟨H⟩/V is the
energy density, and C2 is proportional to the specific heat.

At continuous transitions, the cumulant Ck is expected to show the FSS behavior (we assume h = 0 in
the following)

Ck(r, L) ≈ Lk/ν−d
[
Uk(W ) +O(L−ω))

]
+Bk(r), W = rLyr , (A.13)

where Bk(r) is a regular function—the so-called analytic background [86, 95]. Note that the relation Ck+1 =
∂Ck/∂β implies Uk+1(W ) ∼ −∂WUk(W ). Further properties of the scaling functions Uk+1 are derived in
Ref. [92].

As one can easily check, the first cumulant C1 = −E is dominated by the analytic background con-
tribution B1, due to the relation ν > 1/d > 0, which is generally satisfied at continuous transitions [95].
This makes the scaling behavior of the energy density subleading, and therefore rather difficult to observe
(this issue has been addressed in Refs. [528, 529]). Also the second cumulant C2, which is proportional to
the specific heat, is dominated by the analytic background when the specific-heat exponent α = 2ν − d is
negative. The singular scaling part is always the dominant term in the higher energy cumulants Ck, i.e., for
k ≥ 3. Taking into account that their numerical computation becomes harder and harder with increasing
k, due to significant cancellations which make their relative error quite large and increasing with k, optimal
results are obtained by focusing on C3 and C4.

Appendix A.3.3. The order-parameter correlation function

For vanishing magnetic field, h = 0, the leading scaling behavior of the two-point correlation function of
the order-parameter field ϕ(x) is given by

G(x, L, r) ≡ ⟨ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)⟩ ≈ L−2yϕ
[
G(x/L,W ) +O(L−ω)

]
, yϕ =

d− 2 + η

2
, W = Lyrr, (A.14)

where yϕ is the RG dimension of the field ϕ(x), x ≡ x1−x2 and we assumed translation invariance (i.e., the
absence the boundaries). The integral of G(x, L, r) over the whole finite volume Ld provides the magnetic
susceptibility

χ(L, r) = L2−η
[
X (W ) +O(L−ω)

]
+Bχ(r). (A.15)

The scaling function X is universal, apart from a multiplicative factor and a normalization of the argument.
The function Bχ is an analytic background term, see, e.g., Ref. [95].

The length scale associated with the critical modes can be obtained from the correlation function G.
For this purpose different definitions can be considered. In the infinite-volume limit, or if at least one of

54The cumulants Ck can be related to the energy central momenta Mk = ⟨ (H − ⟨H⟩)k ⟩, by C1 = −⟨H⟩/V , C2 = M2/V ,
C3 = −L−3M3, C4 = (M4 − 3M2

2 )/V , etc.
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the spatial dimensions is infinite, one may define a correlation length ξe from the large-distance exponential
decay of the two-point correlation function (A.14), i.e., G(x) ∼ exp(−|x|/ξe), provided the system is not at
a critical point. An alternative definition, particularly useful for the analysis of finite systems, relies on the
second moment of the order-parameter correlation function. More precisely, on a lattice one defines

ξ2 ≡ 1

4 sin2(pmin/2)

G̃(0)− G̃(p)

G̃(p)
, (A.16)

where pmin ≡ 2π/L, p is a vector with only one nonvanishing component equal to pmin, and G̃(p) is
the Fourier transform of G(x). This definition is particularly convenient when using periodic boundary
conditions, but it can also be used in other cases, at least as far as 2π/L is a legitimate lattice momentum.

Appendix A.3.4. Renormalization-group invariant quantities

Dimensionless RG invariant quantities are particularly useful for the investigation of the critical behavior.
Examples of such quantities are the ratio

Rξ ≡ ξ/L, (A.17)

where ξ is any length scale related to the critical modes, for example the one defined in Eq. (A.16), and the
so-called Binder parameter associated with the order-parameter field, defined as

U =
⟨µ2

2⟩
⟨µ2⟩2

, µ2 =
1

V 2

∑
x,y

ϕxϕy. (A.18)

In the FSS limit, at zero external field h, RG invariant quantities (we denote them generically with R)
behave as

R(L, r) ≈ R(W ) + L−ω Rω(W ) + . . . . (A.19)

The scaling function R(W ) is universal, apart from a normalization of the argument. In particular, the limit

lim
L→∞

R(L, 0) = R(0) (A.20)

is universal. It depends on the universality class but not on the microscopic details of the model. It also
depends on the shape of the finite lattice and on the boundary conditions.

The FSS behavior of the RG-invariant quantities R can be exploited to determine the critical point [95,
530]. Indeed, when the following inequalities hold

lim
r→0−

lim
L→∞

R(L, r) > lim
L→∞

R(L, 0) > lim
r→0+

lim
L→∞

R(L, r) (A.21)

(or the analogous ones with < replacing >), one can define rcross by requiring

R(L, rcross) = R(2L, rcross). (A.22)

The crossing point rcross converges to r = 0, with corrections that are typically suppressed as L−1/ν−ω.
We finally note that, if a RG invariant quantity Rm is monotonic with respect to the relevant parameter

r, as is generally the case for Rξ = ξ/L, one may write for a second generic RG invariant quantity Ri the
scaling relation

Ri(L, r) = R̂i(Rm) +O(L−ω), (A.23)

where R̂i depends on the universality class only, without any nonuniversal normalization of the argument.
This is true once the boundary conditions and the shape of the lattice have been fixed. The scaling rela-
tion (A.23) is particularly convenient to test universality-class predictions, since it allows one to compare
the results for different models without the need of tuning nonuniversal parameters. One may write the
FSS behavior of any other quantity in terms of Rξ. For example, the asymptotic FSS behavior of the
susceptibility χ defined in Eq. (A.15) can be rewritten as

χ(L, r) ≈ L2−ηX̂ (Rξ), (A.24)

where the FSS function X̂ is now expected to be universal apart from a multiplicative factor only.
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Appendix A.4. Scaling behavior at a multicritical point

We now briefly outline the FSS behavior at a multicritical point (MCP), see Fig. 1, which is generally
characterized by the presence of two relevant RG perturbations, which are both invariant under the global
symmetry of the model and which must be both tuned to approach the MCP. We indicate with r1 and r2
the corresponding Hamiltonian parameters, normalized so that r1 = r2 = 0 at the MCP. At a MCP, the
singular part of the free-energy density can be written as [95, 172–176]

Fsing(r1, r2, L) ≈ L−dF(u1L
y1 , u2L

y2), (A.25)

where u1 and u2 are the nonlinear scaling fields associated with the two relevant parameters r1 and r2 (they
are analytic functions of r1 and r2, that satisfy u1 ≈ r1 and u2 ≈ r2), y1 > 0 and y2 > 0 are the corresponding
RG dimensions (we assume y1 > y2), and we neglected corrections to the multicritical behavior due to the
irrelevant scaling fields.

In the infinite-volume limit and neglecting subleading corrections, we can rewrite the singular part of
the free-energy density as

Fsing(r1, r2) = |u2|d/y2F±(X), X ≡ u1|u2|−ϕ , ϕ ≡ y1/y2 > 1 , (A.26)

where the functions F±(X) apply to the parameter regions in which ±u2 > 0, respectively, and ϕ is the
so-called crossover exponent associated with the MCP. Close to the MCP, the transition lines follow the
equation X = u1|u2|−ϕ = const with a different constant for each transition line. Since ϕ > 1, they are
tangent to the line u1 = 0.

Appendix A.5. Two-dimensional spin models with continuous symmetry

According to the Mermin-Wagner theorem [420, 421], 2D statistical models with short-range interactions
and continuous symmetries cannot have low-temperature magnetized phases characterized by the condensa-
tion of an order parameter, and therefore they do not undergo phase transitions driven by the spontaneous
breaking of the global symmetry. Examples of such 2D models are the N -vector models defined by the
Hamiltonian (1) on a square lattice (setting the external magnetic field h to zero), the 2D CPN−1 and
RPN−1 models, defined Sec. 3.2.1 and Sec. 3.2.2, respectively. Their phase diagrams are generally charac-
terized by a single disordered phase with the notable exception of systems with Abelian O(2) symmetry.
They show a critical behavior only in the zero-temperature limit, with universal features that are determined
by the symmetries of the system. An effective description is provided by the 2D nonlinear σ models defined
on symmetric spaces, see, e.g., Refs. [2, 95].

These statistical systems are asymptotically free with a nonperturbatively generated mass gap. Such a
property is also present in QCD, the theory of strong interactions, and thus these 2D theories have often
been used as toy models to understand some of the nonperturbative mechanisms characterizing QCD, see,
e.g., Refs. [2, 95, 446, 449]. We mention that the 2D N -vector model is also important in condensed-matter
physics. For N = 3 it describes the zero-temperature behavior of the 2D spin-S Heisenberg quantum
antiferromagnet [439]. Indeed, at finite temperature T this quantum spin system is described by a (2+1)-
dimensional O(3) classical theory in which the Euclidean time direction has a finite extent 1/T . In the
critical limit the relation 1/T ≪ ξ is satisfied, therefore the system becomes effectively two-dimensional,
and thus its critical behavior is described by the 2D O(3)-vector model.

The long-distance critical behavior in the zero-temperature limit can be predicted by performing pertur-
bative computations in powers of T , see, e.g., Refs. [2, 95, 285, 431–446]. In particular, the T -dependence
of the correlation length ξ can be inferred from the perturbative expansion of the lattice β function, related
with the derivative of the correlation length ξ with respect to T ,

β(T ) =

(
1

ξ

dξ

dT

)−1

= −T 2
∑
n=0

βnT
n. (A.27)
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Indeed, one obtains, see, e.g., Refs. [2, 95],

ξ(T ) = ξ0 (β0T )
β1/β

2
0 exp

(
1

β0T

)
exp

[∫ T

0

dt

(
1

β(t)
+

1

β0t2
− β1
β2
0t

)]
, (A.28)

where ξ0 is a nonperturbative model-dependent constant (depending also on the actual definition of ξ). More
specifically, using the first known terms of the β functions, the asymptotic behavior of the length scale in
the zero-temperature limit is (see, e.g., Refs. [2, 95])

ξ(T ) ∼ B− 1
N−2 eB , B =

2π

(N − 2)T
, (A.29)

for N -vector models (with N ≥ 3), and [441]

ξ(T ) ∼ B− 2
N eB , B =

2π

T
, (A.30)

for lattice CPN−1 models (N ≥ 2).
The asymptotic behaviors (A.29) and (A.30) are quite difficult to observe because the neglected correc-

tions decay as inverse powers of ln ξ in the large-ξ limit. It is important to observe that these logarithmic
corrections are not present when considering RG invariant dimensionless quantities R(T ). In this case, scal-
ing corrections are proportional to negative integer powers of ξ, multiplied by powers of ln ξ (equivalently
powers of T ). In particular, for the N -vector and CPN−1 models we have

R(T ) = R∗ +O
[
T p/ξ(T )2

]
, (A.31)

where p is a model-dependent power. Therefore, apart from logarithmic corrections (due to T ∼ 1/ ln ξ),
the leading scaling-correction exponent is ω = 2. Such a behavior has been verified explicitly in the large-N
limit, see, e.g., Ref. [531].

We also mention that the nature of the asymptotic low-temperature behavior of the 2D RPN−1 models
has been long debated, see, e.g., Refs. [217–221, 223]. Refs. [219–221] reported arguments that support
the claim that RPN−1 and N -vector models belong to the same universality class, implying the irrelevance
of the Z2 gauge symmetry. They are essentially related to the fact that N -vector and RPN−1 have the
same asymptotic perturbative behavior. However, extensive numerical results for several variant RPN−1

models [223] show substantial differences in the nonperturbative scaling functions, which may be explained
by the nonperturbative relevance of the topological Z2 defects characterizing the RPN−1 models, giving rise
to distinct universality classes.

We finally mention that 2D systems with an Abelian O(2) global symmetry, such as the N = 2 XY vector
model and the RP1 model, are peculiar in this respect, since they can undergo a finite-temperature topo-
logical BKT transition [423–425], which separates the high-T disordered phase from the low-temperature
nonmagnetized phase characterized by spin waves and quasi-long range order with vanishing magnetiza-
tion. At BKT transitions the correlation length ξ scales as ξ ∼ exp(c/

√
T − Tc) approaching the BKT

critical temperature Tc from the high-temperature phase. The scaling behavior at BKT transitions has been
extensively discussed in the literature, see, e.g., Refs. [95, 171, 423–425, 450–454].

Appendix A.6. Finite-size scaling at first-order transitions

The behaviors emerging at first-order phase transitions are more complex than those observed at contin-
uous transitions, see, e.g., Refs.[115, 117]. Critical phenomena at continuous phase transitions are essentially
related with the presence of critical correlations, which decay as a power of the distance at the critical point,
and with a diverging length scale ξ. When approaching the critical point, the long-distance behavior, i.e.,
on distances of the order of the scale ξ, shows universal features that only depend on few global proper-
ties of the microscopic short-distance interactions. The behavior at first-order transitions is instead more
complex. Indeed, we typically observe the coexistence of different phases, with one or more phases that
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are ordered on all length scales, apart from some short-range local fluctuations. The presence of coexisting
phases gives rise to peculiar competing phenomena in the phase-coexistence region, such as metastability,
nucleation, droplet formation, coarsening, etc. [115, 532]. Moreover, the observed bulk behavior crucially
depends on the nature of the boundary conditions, at variance with what happens at continuous transitions,
where boundary conditions only affect some finite-size properties of the system, but are irrelevant in the
thermodynamic limit. The sensitivity to the boundary conditions represents one of the main qualitative
differences between continuous and first-order phase transitions [117].

First-order transitions are characterized by the discontinuity of thermodynamic quantities. In d-dimen-
sional finite systems these discontinuities are smeared out, but they still give rise to easily identifiable
properties. A nontrivial FSS behavior have been also established at first-order classical and quantum
transitions [115, 117, 509, 510, 533–540], generalizing the ideas that had been previously developed in
the context of critical transitions. For instance, the specific heat and the magnetic susceptibility show a
sharp maximum that diverges as a power of the volume and the same is true for the cumulants of the order
parameter in magnetic transitions.

To distinguish continuous from first-order transitions in numerical studies of systems with limited size,
one can exploit the substantial differences of their FSS behavior. A possible approach consists in considering
the large-L behavior of the specific heat or of the susceptibility of the order parameter, that should have a
maximum that diverges as Ld. [541–544] In practice, one should compute the maximum of the susceptibility
χA,max(L) of a local operator Ax for each value of L and then fit the results to a power law aLp. If one
obtains p ≈ d, the transition is of first order; otherwise, the transition is continuous, p being related to
standard critical exponents. If A is the energy density, then χA is the specific heat that diverges as Lα/ν

(if α is positive), while if A is the magnetization, then χA ∼ L2−η. This approach works nicely for strongly
discontinuous transitions. In the case of weakly discontinuous transition, however, the asymptotic behavior
χA ∼ Ld may set in for values of L that are much larger than those considered in the simulations. Thus, data
may show an effective scaling χA,max(L) ∼ Lp, with p significantly smaller than d, effectively mimicking
a continuous transition (the Potts model [545, 546] in two and three dimensions is a good example, see
Refs. [541–544]).

At order-disorder magnetic transitions, the Binder cumulant Um associated with the magnetization
usually provides a better indicator [540]. Indeed, it diverges at first-order transitions, while it is smooth
and finite at continuous transitions. Thus, the observation that Um,max(L) increases with L is an evidence
of the discontinuous nature of the transition, even if the maximum does not scale as Ld, as it should do
asymptotically. This idea have been exploited to determine the nature of the transitions in several models,
including systems with gauge symmetries, such as the LAH and LNAH model, see, e.g., Refs. [82, 87, 97, 99].

An extended review of the FSS behavior at thermal and quantum first-order transitions and of its
dependence on the boundary conditions can be found in Ref. [117].

Appendix B. Critical exponents of some O(N)-vector universality classes

In this appendix we report the presently most accurate estimates of the critical exponents for the most
common 3D N -vector universality classes, the Ising (N = 1), XY (N = 2), and Heisenberg (N = 3)
universality classes. An effective LGW model is the Φ4 field theory for an N -component real field, while
a lattice representative is the standard N -vector model defined by the Hamiltonian (1). The estimates are
reported in Tables B.1, B.2, and B.3 for N = 1, N = 2, and N = 3, respectively. A more complete list of
theoretical and experimental results can be found in Ref. [95] (at least up to 2002); those reported here are
the most accurate in the various approaches. We recall that the critical exponents controlling the asymptotic
exponents of other observables can be obtained from ν and η by using scaling and hyperscaling relations
(see, e.g., Refs. [2, 114]). Accurate estimates of the critical exponents of the O(N) vector universality classes
for N ≥ 4 can be found in Refs. [95, 299].
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3D Ising ν η ω Ref.
SFT 6-loop 3D expansion 0.6304(13) 0.0335(25) 0.799(11) [547]

6-loop ε expansion 0.6292(5) 0.0362(6) 0.820(7) [548]
Functional RG 0.63012(16) 0.0361(11) 0.832(14) [549]
CFT bootstrap 0.629971(4) 0.036298(2) 0.8297(2) [256]

Lattice High-T expansion 0.63012(16) 0.0364(2) 0.82(4) [550]
MC 0.63020(12) 0.0372(10) 0.82(3) [551]
MC 0.63002(10) 0.03627(10) 0.832(6) [552]

Table B.1: Estimates of the critical exponents of the 3D Ising universality class (characterized by a global Z2 symmetry). We
report the correlation-length exponent ν, the order-parameter exponent η, and the exponent ω associated with the leading scal-
ing corrections. We report: SFT results obtained by resumming high-order perturbative expansions (6-loop calculations in the
fixed-dimension scheme [547, 553–557] and in the ε-expansion scheme [548, 558–560]), by using functional RG approaches [549],
and the conformal field theory (CFT) bootstrap [256, 561] approach; results obtained in lattice models by resumming high-
temperature expansions [550] and in MC simulations [551, 552, 562, 563]. We note that there is an overall agreement among the
results obtained by the different approaches. Moreover, there is also a good agreement with experiments in physical systems
that undergo continuous transitions in the Ising universality class (liquid-vapor systems, binary systems, uniaxial magnetic
systems, Coulombic systems, etc.) see, e.g., Ref. [95] for a list of experimental results.

3D XY ν η ω Ref.
SFT 6-loop 3D expansion 0.6703(15) 0.035(3) 0.789(11) [547]

6-loop ε expansion 0.6690(10) 0.0380(6) 0.804(3) [548]
Functional RG 0.6716(6) 0.0380(13) 0.791(8) [549]
CFT bootstrap 0.67175(10) 0.038176(44) 0.794(8) [328]

Lattice High-T+MC 0.6717(1) 0.0381(2) 0.785(20) [294]
MC 0.6717(3) [564]
MC 0.67169(7) 0.03810(8) 0.789(4) [293]

Table B.2: Estimates of the critical exponents of the 3D XY universality class (characterized by a global O(2) symmetry).
We report the correlation-length exponent ν, the order-parameter exponent η, and the exponent ω associated with the leading
scaling corrections. We report: SFT results obtained by resumming high-order perturbative expansions [547, 548] (6-loop
calculations in the fixed-dimension and in the ε-expansion scheme), by using functional RG approaches [549] and the conformal
field theory (CFT) bootstrap [328] approach; results obtained in lattice models by combining high-temperature and MC
results [294] and in MC simulations [293, 564]. We also mention that experimental estimates in a microgravity environment
have been obtained for the 4He superfluid transition [565–567]. See Ref. [95] for a more complete list of theoretical and
experimental results.

3D O(3) ν η ω Ref.
SFT 6-loop 3D expansion 0.7073(35) 0.0355(25) 0.782(13) [547]

6-loop ε expansion 0.7059(20) 0.03663(12) 0.795(7) [548]
Functional RG 0.7114(9) 0.0376(13) 0.769(11) [549]
CFT bootstrap 0.7117(4) 0.03787(13) [568]

Lattice High-T+MC 0.7112(5) 0.0375(5) [569]
High-T+MC 0.7117(5) 0.0378(5) [254]
High-T+MC 0.7116(2) 0.0378(3) [570]
MC 0.71164(10) 0.03784(5) 0.759(2) [570]

Table B.3: Estimates of the critical exponents of the 3D Heisenberg universality class (characterized by a global O(3)
symmetry). We report the correlation-length exponent ν, the order-parameter exponent η, and the exponent ω associated with
the leading scaling corrections. We report: SFT results obtained by resumming high-order perturbative expansions [547, 548]
(6-loop calculations in the fixed-dimension and in the ε-expansion scheme), by using functional RG approaches [549], and the
conformal field theory (CFT) bootstrap [568] approach; results obtained in lattice models by combining high-temperature and
MC results [254, 569] and in MC simulations [570]. See Refs. [95, 570] for a more complete list of theoretical and experimental
results.
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Appendix C. Mean-field analysis of the low-temperature Higgs phases

In this appendix we present a mean-field analysis of the low-temperature Higgs phases of the LNAH
model with SU(Nc) gauge symmetry and Nf degenerate scalar flavors in the fundamental representation.
This model has been discussed in Sec. 9.1. For more details see Ref. [99]. This analysis allows one to
infer the symmetry properties of the low-temperature Higgs phases, which depend on the parameter v,
the number of colors Nc and of flavors Nf . It is worth noting that this discussion applies to generic
d-dimensional systems, therefore also to 4D space-time systems that may be relevant in the context of high-
energy physics. Analogous analyses can be performed for SU(Nc) theories with scalar matter in the adjoint
representation [96, 98, 263], and SO(Nc) gauge LNAH models [384].

The SU(Nc) gauge model has different Higgs phases, whose symmetry corresponds to the symmetry
of the minimum-energy configurations that dominate the partition function for β → ∞. As discussed in
Ref. [99] they are obtained by considering separately the minima of the scalar kinetic energy term (103) and
of the scalar potential V (Φ), defined in Eq. (104).

The kinetic term (103) is minimized by the condition Φx = Ux,µΦx+µ̂, which implies V (Φx) = V (Φx+µ̂).
It follows that minimum configurations are obtained by minimizing the potential energy on each lattice
site. Therefore, below we neglect the x dependence of the field. One can easily verify that the symmetry
properties of the minimum-potential configurations do not depend on r and u, and therefore we only report
explicit results for the unit-length limit in which TrΦ†Φ = 1.

To determine the minima of V (Φ), one may use the singular-value decomposition that allows one to
rewrite the field Φ as Φaf =

∑
bg C

abW bgF gf , where C ∈ U(Nc) and F ∈ U(Nf ) are unitary matrices,

and W is an Nc × Nf rectangular matrix. Its nondiagonal elements vanish (W ij = 0 for i ̸= j), while the
diagonal elements are real and nonnegative, W ii = wi > 0 (i = 1, ..., q), with q = Min[Nf , Nc]. Substituting
the above expression in V (Φ), one obtains

V (Φ) =
v

4
Tr (Φ†Φ)2 =

v

4

q∑
i=1

w4
i , TrΦ†Φ =

q∑
i=1

w2
i = 1. (C.1)

A straightforward minimization of the potential, subject to the unit-length constraint, gives two different
solutions, depending on the sign of v, which are:

w1 = 1 , w2 = ... = wq = 0, for v < 0; (C.2)

w1 = . . . = wq = 1/
√
q, for v > 0, where q = Min[Nf , Nc]. (C.3)

The solution (C.2) for v < 0 allows one to rewrite the field as

Φaf = sazf , (C.4)

where s and z are unit-length complex vectors with Nc and Nf components, respectively, satisfying s̄ ·s = 1
and z̄ · z = 1. Modulo gauge transformations, these solutions are invariant under U(1) ⊕ U(Nf − 1)
transformations, leading to the global-symmetry breaking pattern U(Nf ) → U(1)⊕U(Nf − 1).

As discussed in Sec. 9.2.1, the model has a global U(1) symmetry that is not broken, so the relevant
symmetry-breaking pattern is SU(Nf ) → U(Nf − 1), which is the same as for the CPNf−1 transition.
Thus, if the gauge dynamics is not relevant at the transition, for v < 0 we expect the non-Abelian gauge
model with U(Nf ) global symmetry and the CPNf−1 model to have the same critical behavior, for any
Nc. The correspondence between the two models can also be established by noting that the relevant order
parameter at the transition is the bilinear operator P fg

x defined in Eq. (108), which assumes the simple form
P fg
x = z̄fxz

g
x − δfg/Nf on the minimum configurations. It is thus equivalent to a local projector z̄fxz

g
x onto

a one-dimensional space. If we assume that the critical behavior of the gauge model is only determined by
the fluctuations that preserve the minimum-energy structure, the effective scalar model that describes the
critical fluctuations can be identified with the CPNf−1 model.

To exclude the possible presence of topological transitions, one should determine the gauge symmetry
breaking pattern, as discussed in Sec. 3.5.3. If we repeatedly apply the relation Φx = Ux,µΦx+µ̂ along a

94



plaquette, we obtain the equation Φx = Πx,µνΦx, where Πx,µν is the plaquette operator defined in Eq. (105).
For minimum configurations of type (C.2), using Eq. (C.4), we have sax =

∑
b Π

ab
x,µνs

b
x, i.e., the plaquette

Πx,µν has one unit eigenvalue. Thus, for β → ∞ there is still a residual SU(Nc−1) symmetry, independently
of the flavor number Nf . Since SU(Nc − 1) gauge models are always disordered, no topological transitions
are expected.

The solution (C.3) for v > 0 implies more complex symmetry-breaking patterns. In particular, we must
distinguish three different cases: Nf < Nc, Nf = Nc, and Nf > Nc. The minimum-potential configurations
take the form:

Φaf =
1√
q
δaf , for Nf < Nc; (C.5)

Φaf =
1√
q
δafϕ, ϕ ∈ U(1), for Nf = Nc. (C.6)

Φaf =
1√
Nc

F af , F ∈ U(Nf ), for Nf > Nc. (C.7)

If we substitute these expressions in the relation Φx = Πx,µνΦx that follows from the minimization of
the kinetic energy, one can verify that the plaquette Πx,µν has q unit eigenvalues. Thus, for Nf ≥ Nc,
Πx,µν = 1 and the gauge variables are gauge equivalent to the trivial configuration, i.e., Ux,µ = V †

xVx+µ̂

where Vx ∈ SU(Nc). These results allow us to exclude the presence of topological transitions, related to the
residual gauge symmetry in the Higgs phase, see Sec. 3.5.3. Indeed, for Nf ≥ Nc there is no residual gauge
symmetry, while for Nf < Nc, gauge modes are controlled by a residual SU(Nc − Nf ) gauge theory that
does not undergo finite-temperature transitions.

For Nf ≤ Nc the SU(Nf ) symmetry cannot be broken. Indeed, if we compute the bilinear operator
P fg
x defined in Eq. (108) on the minimum configurations, it vanishes trivially. Equivalently, any SU(Nf )

transformation leaves the minimum-potential configurations invariant. Thus, there is no global SU(Nf )
symmetry breaking. As discussed in Sec. 9.2.1, this implies that no transition is expected for Nf < Nc. For
Nf = Nc, as discussed in Sec. 9.2.1, the minimum configurations break the U(1) symmetry, and thus U(1)
transitions are possible.

For Nf > Nc, the minimum-potential configurations take the form (C.7). In the ordered phase the
relevant fluctuations are supposed to be those that preserve this structure. Therefore, the field Φaf

x can
be parameterized as in Eq. (C.7), with a site-dependent unitary matrix Fx. The link variable can be
expressed as Ux,µ = V †

xVx+µ̂ with Vx ∈ SU(Nc) as all plaquettes are equal to the identity. Substituting this
parametrization in the kinetic term (103) of the Hamiltonian, we obtain

HK = −Nf

Nc

∑
xµ

ReTr (F †
xV̂

†
xY V̂x+µ̂Fx+µ̂), (C.8)

where Y = INc
⊕0 is an Nf×Nf diagonal matrix in which the first Nc elements are one and the other Nf−Nc

elements are zero, and V̂ = V ⊕ INf−Nc
. This Hamiltonian is invariant under the global transformations

Fx → FxM , with M ∈ U(Nf ), and under the local transformations Fx → WxFx and V̂x → V̂xGx,

with Wx = W
(1)
x ⊕ W

(2)
x and Gx = W

(1)
x ⊕ INf−Nc

, where W
(1)
x ∈ SU(Nc), W

(2)
x ∈ U(Nf − Nc) (Fx

is unitary so that F †
xFx = INf

). Therefore the global symmetry of the effective model that describes the
critical fluctuations is SU(Nf )/[SU(Nc)⊗SU(Nf −Nc)], which corresponds to the global symmetry-breaking
pattern U(Nf ) → SU(Nc)⊗U(Nf −Nc), where we have also included the unbroken U(1) symmetry.
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