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We work on the functional renormalization group analysis on a four-fermion model with the
CP and P violation in light of nonperturbative exploration of the infrared dynamics of quantum
chromodynamics (QCD) arising from the spontaneous CP violation models in a view of the Wilsonian
renormalization group. The fixed point structure reveals that in the large-Nc limit, the CP θ̄
parameter is induced and approaches π · (Nf/2) (with the number of flavors Nf ) toward the chiral
broken phase due to the criticality and the large anomalous dimensions of the U(1) axial violating
four-fermion couplings. This trend seems to be intact even going beyond the large-Nc leading, as
long as the infrared dynamics of QCD is governed by the scalar condensate of the quark bilinear
as desired. This gives an impact on modeling of the spontaneous CP violation scenarios: the
perturbatively irrelevant four-fermion interactions nonperturbatively get relevant in the chiral broken
phase, implying that the neutron electric dipole moment becomes too big, unless cancellations due
to extra CP and P violating contributions outside of QCD are present at a certain intermediate
infrared scale.

I. INTRODUCTION

CP violation originated from the θ parameter in quan-
tum chromodynamics (QCD) has currently been con-
strained by the neutron electric dipole moment (nEDM)
measurements [1, 2] to be vanishingly small, θ̄ < 10−11.
Here, θ̄ = θ − arg det(YuYd) is the physical CP viola-
tion angle with Yu and Yd the Yukawa matrices in the
flavor basis. Although θ̄ (or the QCD θ parameter), in
principle, can take an arbitrary value between 0 to 2π,
its measured value is mysteriously quite small. This is
the so-called strong CP problem which motivates us to
introduce Beyond the Standard Model (BSM).
Models such as the Nelson-Barr (NB) model and the

left-right symmetric model [3–12] based on spontaneous
CP violation have been studied for solving the strong
CP problem. In models of BSM physics with sponta-
neous CP violation, additional heavy quarks and heavy
scalars are introduced. CP violation is initially forbid-
den by imposing parity (P) invariance, which sets the
CP violating phases to zero at the level of the classical
action. A heavy scalar field associated with a U(1) axial
symmetry (denoted as U(1)A) is assumed to acquire a
nonzero, complex vacuum expectation value, leading to
spontaneous breaking of the U(1)A symmetry through
quantum effects. This spontaneous breaking of U(1)A also
induces spontaneous breaking of CP and P symmetries
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in the model.
Integrating out the heavy scalar (at the perturbative

loop level) radiatively generates CP- and P-violating
effective operators including the QCD θ term and the
weak CP-violation phase (i.e., the Kobayashi-Maskawa
phase) [3–12].1 The QCD θ parameter in the framework
of the SM is renormalization group (RG) invariant due
to its topological nature, while in the spontaneous CP-
violation scenarios, a CP-violation phase could vary under
RG transformations, associating with the RG evolution
of the CP and P violating effective operators. The pertur-
bative RG running of those CP and P violating operators
has so far been clarified down til the QCD intrinsic scale
(or the neutron mass scale) ∼ 1 GeV based on the SM
effective field theory approach [14–17].

The induced CP and P violating operators are typically
higher-dimensional operators, e.g., four-fermion operators
which are irrelevant in the perturbative arguments and
therefore suppressed in the low energy dynamics. However,
certain four-fermion operators play a crucial role in dy-
namical chiral symmetry breaking; see, e.g., Refs. [18–20].
The effective couplings associated with these operators
could be large, making these higher-dimensional terms
relevant in low-energy regimes. In such cases of strong
dynamics, the perturbative treatments fail, and nonper-
turbative techniques are necessary to accurately capture
the RG evolution of CP-violation phases.
In this Letter, we make a first step based on the func-

tional Renormalization Group (fRG) analysis on a four-

1 The Vafa-Witten’s theorem [13] is inapplicable to the scenario of
this type which leaves nonzero CP and P violation in the vacuum,
because of the presence of extra CP- and P-violating interactions
beyond the framework of QCD of the SM.
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fermion model with CP (and P) violation and one quark
flavor included. The model can capture the essential
features of the low-energy description below the QCD
intrinsic scale by integrating out QCD gluons from the
spontaneous CP violation scenarios, in a view of the Wilso-
nian RG. The extension to two- or three-quark flavor cases
is straightforwardly achievable, which is to deserve to an-
other publication.
We discuss the fixed point structure and find that in

the large-Nc limit, a finite value of θ̄ is induced and
can approach π/2 toward the chiral broken phase due
to the criticality and the large anomalous dimensions of
the U(1)A-violating four-fermion couplings. The large-
Nc subleading four-fermion term corrections seem to be
suppressed enough when the model is referred to the
underlying QCD theory, because those do not dominantly
participate in the dynamical chiral symmetry breaking
via the scalar condensate of the quark bilinear, which
governs the infrared (IR) dynamics of QCD [21]. Thus
the current conclusion would still be intact, and would
phenomenologically make an impact on modeling of the
spontaneous CP-violation scenarios: extra CP violating
contributions at scales blow the QCD intrinsic scale from
outside of the QCD sector would be necessary to be
present to cancel θ̄ = π · (Nf/2), otherwise the associated
EDMs (the quark EDM, the chromo EDM, hence the
nEDM) would all be dynamically amplified.

II. WILSONIAN RG VIEW OF SPONTANEOUS
CP-VIOLATION SCENARIOS

We begin by addressing the low-energy description of
the spontaneous CP-violation scenarios below the QCD
intrinsic scale in a view of the Wilsonian RG. Just as a
reference, we introduce an NB-like model which can share
the universal low-energy features with other spontaneous
CP-violation models. Instead of the original NB model [3–
7] or the minimal models [22], we consider a concise
version with one flavor quark and one complex scalar,
which still keeps the essential features of the NB-type
model. The introduced relevant part of the Lagrangian is
(see also Ref. [17]):

−LNB-like = m2
ϕ|ϕ|2 + yq(q̄LqRϕ+ q̄RqLϕ

∗) . (1)

Here, ϕ is a complex scalar field charged under the P and
U(1)A symmetry. This model is P and U(1)A invariant,
hence at this moment the CP violating phases vanish. The
scalar ϕ is assumed to develop nonzero complex vacuum
expectation value, which spontaneously breaks the U(1)A
symmetry as well as P.

In such a complex vacuum expectation value of ϕ, the P
and/or U(1)A breaking effective operators are generated.
Integrating ϕ out at the scalar mass scale k = mϕ, the
effective Lagrangian in the quark-gluon sector, up to mass
dimension 6, takes the following form [14, 15, 17]:

Leff(k ∼ mϕ)

= q̄i /Dq −mq(q̄e
iγ5θq/2q + h.c.)− 1

2
GµνG

µν

+ θG
g2s

32π2
GµνG̃

µν + Cq2 gs(q̄σµνG
µνγ5q)

+
1

3
C3 f

abcGaµνG
bρ
ν G̃

cρµ

+ Cq4 (q̄q)(q̄iγ5q) + Cq5 (q̄σ
µνq)(q̄iσµνγ5q)

+ C̃qq2 tr(q̄q q̄iγ5q) + C̃qq4 tr(q̄σµνq q̄iσµνγ5q) , (2)

where gs stands for the QCD gauge coupling; σµν =
i
4 [γµ, γν ] is the Lorentz generators in spinor space with the
Dirac’s gamma matrices γµ; Gµν = GaµνT

a is the QCD
gluon field strength with the gluon fields Aµ = AaµT

a

along with the SU(3)c generators T a; fabc denotes the
structure constant of the SU(3)c group. The introduced
coupling notation (in part) follows the literature [15].
At the scales k < mϕ, the induced CP and P violat-

ing operators (corresponding to terms except the mini-
mal quark-gluon gauge coupling and the gluon kinetic
term in the first line of Eq. (2)) logarithmically evolve in
RG [14, 15] down til the QCD intrinsic scale, ΛQCD. Those
operators are mixed via the RG evolution [14, 15, 17],
hence all those CP and P violating contributions are
potentially crucial.
By further integrating out the QCD gluon fields at

k ∼ ΛQCD, in viewpoint of the Wilsonian RG, we would
find the low-energy description of the NB-like model,
which is given by the following local quark interaction
terms up to dimension 6:

Leff(k ≲ ΛQCD) = −m(q̄eiγ5θ/2q + h.c.)

+
GS
2

(q̄q)2 +
GP
2

(q̄iγ5q)
2 + · · ·

+ C4 (q̄q)(q̄iγ5q) + C5 (q̄σ
µνq)(q̄iσµνγ5q)

+ C ′
2 tr(q̄q q̄iγ5q) + C ′

4 tr(q̄σ
µνq q̄iσµνγ5q) . (3)

Here and hereafter we omit the bar on θ. The GS and
GP terms are P invariant, which are generated from
the standard QCD gauge interaction among the quark
and gluon (corresponding to the minimal coupling q̄ /Aq
in the /D term of Eq.(2)). They are also induced from
the diagrams constructed from the even number of the
P-violating nonminimal quark-gluon coupling (Cq2) and

the four-fermion couplings (Cq4 , C
q
5 ,C̃

qq
2 , C̃qq4 ), involving

the standard minimal quark-gluon coupling (q̄ /Aq). The
discrepancy between GS and GP is generated from the
U(1)A violation, including the underlying QCD instanton
effect (i.e. the quantum anomaly), and the contributions

from the U(1)A breaking operators with Cq2 , C
q
4 , C

q
5 , C̃

qq
2 ,

and C̃qq4 ). The odd number of the P-violating nonminimal
quark-gluon coupling (Cq2 ) and the four-fermion couplings

(Cq4 , C
q
5 , C̃

qq
2 , C̃qq4 ), involving the standard minimal quark-

gluon coupling (q̄ /Aq), induces the other P and U(1)A
violating four-fermion interaction terms with the couplings
C4, C5, C

′
2, and C

′
4.

The ellipsis in the second line of Eq. (3) abbreviates
other P invariant four-fermion interaction terms such as
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the forms of the vector (γµ ⊗ γµ), axialvector (γµγ5 ⊗
γµγ5) , and tensor (σµν ⊗ σµν) types, which can also in a
similar way be induced from Eq. (2). We will comment
on potential contributions from those operators later, in
the next section.

The full fRG analysis, which describes matching of the
low-energy theory in Eq. (3) with the ultraviolet (UV)
theory including operators in Eq. (2), can straightfor-
wardly be done. In the present work, however, we shall
focus particularly on the running of the CP and P vio-
lating couplings due to the nonperturbative four-fermion
dynamics below the QCD intrinsic scale. The complete
full fRG study will be pursued in another publication.

III. FOUR-FERMION MODEL WITH CP
VIOLATION

Motivated by the NB-like models for the spontaneous
CP-violation scenario, we consider an effective-theory
approach. In this work, we study the following one-flavor
(Nf = 1) four-fermion theory as a toy model:

S =

∫
d4x

[
ψ̄
(
iγµ∂µ −meiθγ5/2

)
ψ

+
GS
2

(
ψ̄ψ
)2

+
GP
2

(
ψ̄iγ5ψ

)2
+ C4 (ψ̄ψ)(ψ̄iγ5ψ)

]
. (4)

Here ψ and ψ̄ are fermion fields with degrees of freedom
of SU(Nc) color symmetry. The first two four-fermion
operators in the second line of Eq. (4) are invariant under
the P transformation, while the last one breaks the P
invariance and consequently the CP invariance is broken.2

Thus, when C4 = 0, the theory is CP invariant. Besides,
for GS = GP and C4 = 0, the U(1)A invariance is restored.
In such a case, the phase θ becomes unphysical because
it is erased by the U(1)A rotation of the fermion fields.
In comparison with Eq. (3), the colored four-fermion

interaction terms (C ′
2 and C ′

4 terms in the last line) have
been discarded in Eq. (4). This is simply because those
color-nonsinglet channels will be irrelevant when the con-
finement phase of underlying QCD, or the bosonization
of the color singlet fermion-bilinear fields is taken into
account.
When the model is extended to multiple flavors cases

(e.g., two, or three flavors), the global non-Abelian chiral
symmetry can be reflected individually in the four-fermion
interactions in Eq. (4) in a way separated from the

2 Note here that the transformation laws under the P and C discrete
symmetries are

ψ̄ψ
P→ ψ̄ψ, ψ̄iγ5ψ

P→ −ψ̄iγ5ψ,

ψ̄ψ
C→ ψ̄ψ, ψ̄iγ5ψ

C→ ψ̄iγ5ψ.

Abelian U(1)A symmetry which is explicitly broken there
(due to GS − GP ̸= 0 and C4 ̸= 0): in the two-flavor
case, say, the GS and GP terms can be extended like
GS
[
(ψ̄ψ)2 + (ψ̄iγ5τ

aψ)2
]

+ GP
[
(ψ̄τaψ)2 + (ψ̄iγ5ψ)

2
]

with the SU(2)-doublet fermion field ψ and the Pauli
matrices τa (a = 1, 2, 3), which is individually chiral
SU(2) invariant for each of the GS and GP terms, but
breaks the U(1)A symmetry when GS ̸= GP . In that
sense, the discrepancy between GS and GP dictates
the U(1)A anomaly of underlying QCD. The dynamical
breaking of the chiral SU(2) symmetry is triggered even
solely through the strong GS and/or GP couplings like
in the Nambu-Jona-Lasinio dynamics, not essentially
due to the U(1)A anomaly (GS ̸= GP ). Therefore, we
shall generically define the chiral broken phase the case
when GS and/or GP reach the criticality, irrespective
to the presence of the U(1)A anomaly controlled by the
condition GS ̸= GP .

A. Functional Renormalization Group

To study the four-fermion model in the presence of
the mass term with CP phase (4), we employ the fRG
which is the formulation of the Wilsonian RG in realm
of quantum field theory. The Wilsonian coarse-graining
process is described by the functional differential equa-
tion for an effective action. In this work, we utilize the
Wetterich equation [23] in which the central object is the
cutoff-dependent one-particle irreducible effective action
Γk where k is the IR cutoff scale. See Refs. [24–37] for
a review on the fRG. The explicit form of the Wetterich
equation (or flow equation) for a fermionic theory is given
by

∂tΓk = −Tr
[(

Γ
(2)
k (p) +Rk(p)

)−1

∂tRk(p)
]
, (5)

where ∂t = k∂k is the derivative with respect to the
dimensionless scale t = log(k/Λ) with a UV cutoff scale
Λ. For this convention, the IR limit (k → 0) corresponds
to t→ −∞. In Eq. (5),

Γ
(2)
k (p) =

−→
δ

δψ̄(p)
Γk

←−
δ

δψ(p)
(6)

is the full two-point function (inverse full-propagator)
for the fermion fields ψ and ψ̄ in momentum space, “Tr”
denotes the trace acting on all spaces, e.g., momentum,
color, flavor etc., on which the fields ψ and ψ̄ are defined.
Rk(p) is the regulator function realizing the Wilsonian
coarse-graining process in the path-integral formalism. In
this work, we employ the Litim-type cutoff function [38]
for the fermion fields, i.e.,

Rk(p) = i/p

(√
k2

p2
− 1

)
Θ(k2 − p2) , (7)
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where Θ(x) is the step function: Θ(x) = 1 for x > 0,
while Θ(x) = 0 for x < 0. See Refs. [39–42] especially for
the treatment of fermionic theories in the fRG.
By solving the Wetterich equation (5) with the initial

condition ΓΛ = S in Eq. (4) at k = Λ, we obtain the
full effective action Γ = Γk=0 at k = 0. However, in
the general Wilsonian viewpoint, Γk is expressed as an
infinite series of effective operators, making it infeasible
to handle the effective action without approximations. In
this work, we make the following ansatz for the effective
action for the model (4) in Euclidean spacetimes:

Γk ≃
∫

d4x

[
ψ̄
(
γµ∂µ +meiθγ5/2

)
ψ

− GS
2

(
ψ̄ψ
)2 − GP

2

(
ψ̄iγ5ψ

)2 − C4 (ψ̄ψ)(ψ̄iγ5ψ)

]
. (8)

Our convention for the Euclidean signature is summarized
in Appendix A. The couplings (m, θ, GS , GP and C4)
are k-dependent parameters. Higher dimensional opera-
tors tend to be irrelevant in the IR regime due to their
larger canonical dimensions, so that we can ignore them.
However, four-fermion operators such as (ψ̄γµψ)

2 and
(ψ̄γµγ

5ψ)2 as well as (ψ̄σµνψ)
2 may give potentially the

same order contributions as of the four-fermion operators
in the effective action (8). Thus, the Fierz-complete ba-
sis should be considered; see Refs. [43–46]. Nonetheless,
these operators tend to be irrelevant even at a nontriv-

ial fixed point [47], so that we do not take into account
these four-fermion operators in this work. In the current
fermionic theory, the kinetic term does not receive quan-
tum effects from the four-fermion operators thanks to the
one-loop structure of the flow equation (5).

B. Flow equations

Applying the Wetterich equation (5) for the effective
action (8), we derive the flow equations for the five cou-
plings. We list the flow equations for couplings in the
effective action (8) within the large-Nc approximation.
The detailed derivation is presented in Appendix B. Here,
in order to discuss the fixed point structure and the flow
diagrams in the model in the following subsections, we
define the dimensionless couplings as

m̃ = mk−1, G̃S = GSk
2,

G̃P = GP k
2, C̃4 = C4k

2, (9)

while θ is already dimensionless.
In this work, we aim to discuss the basic properties of

our model. Although the fRG formalism allows us to take
into account the large-Nc subleading effects, it is expected
that the main contributions come from the large-Nc lead-
ing parts. Thus, we study the flow equations within the
large-Nc approximation in which the flow equations are
obtained as

∂tm̃ = −m̃− 4Nc

[
(G̃S + G̃P ) + 2C̃4 sin θ + (G̃S − G̃P ) cos θ

]
m̃M̃ , (10)

∂tθ = 8
[
(G̃S − G̃P ) sin θ − 2C̃4 cos θ

]
M̃ , (11)

∂tG̃S = 2G̃S − 8Nc

[
(G̃2

S + C̃2
4 )(1− m̃2) + 2m̃2(G̃2

S − C̃2
4 ) cos θ + 4m̃2G̃SC̃4 sin θ

]
Ĩ , (12)

∂tG̃P = 2G̃P − 8Nc

[
(G̃2

P + C̃2
4 )(1− m̃2)− 2m̃2(G̃2

P − C̃2
4 ) cos θ + 4m̃2G̃P C̃4 sin θ

]
Ĩ , (13)

∂tC̃4 = 2C̃4 − 8Nc

[
(G̃S + G̃P )C̃4(1− m̃2) + 2m̃2(G̃S − G̃P )C̃4 cos θ + 2m̃2(G̃SG̃P + C̃2

4 ) sin θ
]
Ĩ . (14)

Here we have defined the (dimensionless) threshold func-
tions as

M̃ =
1

k2

∫
d4p

(2π)4
p2(1 + rfk )∂tr

f
k (p/k)

(p2(1 + rfk )
2 +m2)2

=
1

2(4π)2
1

(1 + m̃2)2
, (15)

Ĩ =

∫
d4p

(2π)4
p2(1 + rfk )∂tr

f
k (p/k)

(p2(1 + rfk )
2 +m2)3

=
1

2(4π)2
1

(1 + m̃2)3
, (16)

where in the second equality we have used the Litim-type
cutoff function (7).
The beta function for the mass parameter is propor-

tional to the mass parameter itself, which reflects the
concept of technical naturalness [48, 49]. In the case
where both P and U(1)A symmetries are preserved, i.e.,

when G̃S = G̃P and C̃4 = 0, the beta function for θ
vanishes, making θ invariant under renormalization group
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(RG) transformations. Since the couplings G̃S and G̃P
are P -invariant, their beta functions can depend on G2

S

and G2
P . In contrast, C̃4 breaks P symmetry, so its beta

function must vary under P transformations and therefore
cannot contain a C̃2

4 term without another P breaking
effect, e.g., sin θ ̸= 0.

C. Fixed point structure

In this subsection, we study the fixed-point structure.
Thus, in the system, we solve ∂tm̃ = ∂tθ = ∂tG̃S =
∂tG̃P = ∂tC̃4 = 0 and find their solutions. We start with
the flow equation for θ. The fixed-point condition ∂tθ = 0
yields a relation as

tan θ∗ =
2C̃∗

4

G̃∗
S − G̃∗

P

. (17)

Inserting this into the other flow equations, the following
nontrivial fixed points are found:

(FP1) : m̃∗ = 0, G̃∗
S =

8π2

Nc
, G̃∗

P = 0, C̃∗
4 = 0,

(18)

(FP2) : m̃∗ = 0, G̃∗
S = 0, G̃∗

P =
8π2

Nc
, C̃∗

4 = 0,

(19)

(FP3) : m̃∗ = 0, G̃∗
S = G∗

P =
8π2

Nc
, C̃∗

4 = 0. (20)

In addition to these nontrivial fixed points, there is the
Gaussian (trivial) fixed point m̃∗ = G̃∗

S = G̃∗
P = C̃∗

4 = 0.
FP1 and FP2 are U(1)A-broken fixed points, while FP3
is U(1)A-symmetric one. For FP1 and FP2, from the
fixed point condition (17), tan θ∗ = 0, i.e. θ∗ = nπ with n
integers. In the case of FP1, the right-hand side of Eq. (17)
becomes an indeterminate form. This fact is consistent
with the unphysical nature of θ when the system becomes
U(1)A invariant at FP3.

Next, we analyze the critical exponents (scaling dimen-
sions). To this end, we linearize the flow equations. More
specifically, for a set of the flow equations ∂tg̃i = βi({g̃})
where {g̃} = {m̃, θ, G̃S , G̃P , C̃4}, we perform a Taylor ex-
pansion around a fixed point g∗i and take up to the linear
order of g̃ − g̃∗ such that

∂tg̃i ≃
∂βi({g̃})
∂g̃j

∣∣∣∣∣
g̃=g̃∗

(g̃j − g̃∗j ) ≡ −Tij(g̃j − g̃∗j ), (21)

where β({g∗}) = 0 by definition of the fixed point. The
solution to Eq. (21) is given by

g̃i = g∗i +
∑
j

cjV
j
i

(
k

Λ

)−ϑj

, (22)

where cj are undetermined constants of integration, Λ

is a reference scale and V ji are the right eigenvectors

of the stability matrix T with eigenvalues ϑi called the
critical exponents or the scaling dimensions, namely, ϑi =
−eig(T ). When we approximate eigenvectors as V ji ≈ δ

j
i ,

the critical exponents are approximately obtained from
the diagonal parts of T . Since at all the fixed points we
find m̃∗ = C̃∗

4 = 0, such an approximation is reasonable
and thus we have

ϑm = −∂βm
∂m̃

∣∣∣∣
g̃=g̃∗

= 1− Nc
8π2

(
(G̃∗

S + G̃∗
P )− (G̃∗

S − G̃∗
P ) cos θ

∗
)
, (23)

ϑC4 = −∂βC4

∂C̃4

∣∣∣∣
g̃=g̃∗

= −2 + Nc
4π2

(
G̃∗
S + G̃∗

P

)
, (24)

ϑθ = −
∂βθ
∂θ

∣∣∣∣
g̃=g̃∗

= − Nc
4π2

(
G̃∗
S − G̃∗

P

)
cos θ∗. (25)

We exhibit the critical exponents at the Gaussian fixed
point and FP3 for which the CP phase θ is unphysical.
At the Gaussian fixed point, the critical exponents are
identical with the canonical dimensions of couplings, i.e.,
we have V ji = δji and

ϑm = 1, ϑGS
= −2, ϑGP

= −2, ϑC4
= −2, (26)

while at FP3, we find

ϑm = 3, ϑGS
= 2, ϑGP

= 2, ϑC4 = 2. (27)

All four-fermion couplings becomes relevant at FP3. This
implies that a large anomalous dimension is induced by
quantum effects which cannot be captured by the pertur-
bative treatment. In particular, an important fact here is
that C̃4 becomes relevant at FP3 even if its fixed point
value is zero. We will see in the next subsection that C̃4

is driven by G̃S and G̃P and grows in the IR regime.
At the nontrivial fixed points (18) and (19), we obtain

eigenvalues such that we obtain, at FP1

ϑm = 3, ϑθ = −2, ϑGS
= 2, ϑGP

= −2, ϑC4
= 0,
(28)

and at FP2

ϑm = 1, ϑθ = 2, ϑGS
= −2, ϑGP

= 2, ϑC4
= 0.

(29)

Since the beta functions for m̃ and θ depend on G̃S − G̃P ,
their critical exponents are also highly dependent on the
differences of the fixed point values between G̃∗

S and

G̃∗
P . As aforementioned, in QCD, the U(1)A symmetry

is broken by the axial U(1) anomaly and thus G̃S ≠ G̃P .
When a QCD hadron model with the lightest two quark
flavors, which has a similar chiral and U(1)A breaking
setup, is referred to (say, [50–53]), GS > GP is ensured
due to the positiveness of the η meson mass square. In
this sense, FP1 (18) may be suitable as a low-energy
effective field theory of QCD.
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FIG. 1. Flow diagrams (Nc = 3) on G̃S-G̃P plane with C̃4 = 0 (left) and G̃S-C̃4 plane with G̃P = 0 (right) for m̃ = 0. The red
and purple points denotes the Gaussian fixed point and FP3 (20), respectively, while blue points show FP1 (18) and FP2 (18).
The dashed lines corresponds to the critical surface.

D. RG flow of parameters

We present the behavior of RG flows as solutions to
Eqs. (10)–(14) with Nc = 3. To begin with, let us examine
the case m̃ = 0, in which the flow equations for the four-
fermion couplings form a closed system. In Fig. 1, we
display flow diagrams on the G̃S-G̃P plane (with C̃4 = 0)

and on the G̃S-C̃4 plane (with G̃P = 0). The arrows
indicate the direction of RG flows from the UV to the
IR. At the fixed point FP3, both G̃S and G̃P become
relevant, meaning they are free parameters in this model.
For initial values of G̃S and G̃P that exceed the fixed-
point values G∗

S and G∗
P , the RG flows diverge in the

IR regime, suggesting dynamical breaking of the discrete
axial symmetry; see, e.g., Refs. [18–20]. Interestingly,
the right-hand panel of Fig. 1 shows that in this broken
phase, C̃4 tends to grow in the IR direction. This growth
is essential for generating a finite value of θ. Thus, even if
θ = 0 at an initial scale t = 0 (k = Λ), a finite value of C̃4

can drive θ to become finite at IR scales. In Fig. 2, as an
example, we present an RG flow solution to Eqs. (10)–(14).

with the initial conditions m̃ = 0.001, θ = 0, G̃S = 26.3,
G̃P = 20, and C̃4 = 1 at t = 0. The RG flow of m̃ does
not change from the initial value, so we do not show it.

Here, we explore the possibilities of achieving maximum
P/CP violation, specifically, θ = π/2 in the IR regime in

the current model. To see this, we set m̃ = 0 and G̃P = 0
for simplicity. Furthermore, we define m̃2

σ = 1/G̃S and

ρ = C̃4/G̃S whose flow equations read

∂tm̃
2
σ = −2m̃2

σ + 8Nc(1 + ρ2)Ĩ, (30)

∂tρ = 8Nc
ρ2

m̃2
σ

Ĩ. (31)

Note here that m̃2
σ corresponds to the mass parameter of

an emergent bosonic field (corresponding to sigma meson)
in the bosonization language [54, 55]. Thus, m2

σ = 0

corresponds to the critical value G̃S → ∞ at which the
curvature of the effective potential for the bosonic field
at the origin becomes zero. In the left-hand side panel of
Fig. 3, we show the RG flow as a solution of Eqs. (30) and
(31) with the initial condition m̃2

σ = 3/8π2 and ρ = 0.05.
In terms of the numerical treatment, the flow equation (30)
is convenient. We can solve the flow equation for m̃2

σ

beyond the critical scale, while the RG flow of ρ stops
at m̃2

σ = 0. Therefore, we cannot go beyond the critical
scale in the current setup.

In Fig. 3, we depict an example of the RG flow of m̃2
σ,

ρ and θ with the initial condition m̃2
σ = 3/8π2, ρ = 0.05

and θ = 0 at t = 0. The RG flow of m̃2
σ reaches zero

around t ≃ 3 which corresponds to the critical scale. Note
here that ρ is a dimensionless parameter, so it tends to
be a logarithmic running and does not change drastically
under the RG evolution.

We see from the right-hand side panel of Fig. 3 that a
finite value of θ with the solution for m̃2

σ and ρ is induced

and reaches π/2. Once θ reaches π/2, the effect of C̃4

in the flow equation (11) for θ is switched off because of
cos(π/2) = 0. This fact is important to ensure that θ
does not exceed π/2 and thus we can argue the P and CP
violation within 0 ≤ θ ≤ π/2 in case of Nf = 1. In other
words, the RG flow of θ does not behave as a limit cycle.
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FIG. 2. RG flow as a solution to Eqs. (10)–(14) with Nc = 3 and the initial condition m̃ = 0.001, θ = 0, G̃S = 26.3, GP = 20

and C̃4 = 1 at t = 0.
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FIG. 3. RG flow as a solution to Eqs. (30) and (31) with Nc = 3 and the initial condition m̃σ = 3/8π2 and ρ = 0.05 at t = 0.
The gray dashed line in the right-hand side panel indicates the value of π/2.

IV. SUMMARY

To summarize, the perturbatively irrelevant CP (and
P) violating four-quark operators can be relevant due
to the nonperturbatively yielded large anomalous dimen-
sions triggered by the criticality of the dynamical chiral
symmetry breaking. Consequently, the strong CP vio-
lation can be amplified in the chiral broken phase with
the presence of the U(1)A anomaly and the CP phase
approaches π · (Nf/2), even if it is tuned to vanish in
the (seemingly) perturbative regime of QCD at the scales
≳ 1 GeV. This trend has been clarified in the large Nc
limit by working on a four-fermion model, however, the
1/Nc subleading four-fermion term corrections seem to be
suppressed enough, because those do not dominantly par-
ticipate, in the dynamical chiral symmetry breaking via
the scalar condensate of the quark bilinear, which governs
the IR dynamics of QCD. Thus the current conclusion
would still be intact.

Our findings would phenomenologically make an impact
on modeling of the spontaneous CP violation scenarios:
extra CP violating contributions at scales blow the QCD

intrinsic scale from outside of the QCD sector would be
necessary to be present to cancel θ̄ = π ·(Nf/2), otherwise
the associated EDMs (the quark EDM, the chromo EDM,
hence the nEDM) would all be dynamically amplified.

In this work, we have investigated the RG flow of θ til
the critical scale of dynamical chiral symmetry breaking.
The further IR property of strong CP violation is, however,
of importance. The measurement of the nEDM is indeed
physics with the photon transfer energy (the applied
electric field strength) ∼ 10−6− 10−5 GeV [1, 2], which is
much less than the typical QCD scale ∼ 0.1−1 GeV. The
state-of-the-art theoretical estimates based on the lattice
QCD at the physical point [56] have been done for the
transfer momentum in a range ∼ 200−400 MeV, in which,
however, the measurement is irrespective to θ̄, hence does
not address its transfer momentum dependence, i.e., the
RG scale. In order to follow the RG flow below the scales
of the dynamical chiral symmetry breaking within the
framework of the fRG, we may need to employ some
techniques such as (dynamical) bosonization [57–63] and
the weak formulation [21, 64]. These approaches to the
CP-violating four-fermion model will be presented as our
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future works.
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Appendix A: Eulidean spacetime

In this appendix, we provide our convention for the conversion from the Minkowski signature to the Euclidean one.
The world line in Minkowski spacetime is given by

ds2 = dt2 − dx2 = gµνdx
µdxν , (A1)

where the metric is defined as gµν = gµν = diag(1,−1,−1,−1). Now, we introduce the coordinate vectors xEµ in
Euclidean spacetime as

t = x0 = −ixE0 = −iτ , xi = xEi . (A2)

Then, the norm becomes

xµx
µ = (x0)2 − (xi)2 = (−ixE0)

2 − (xEi)
2 = −(x2E0 + x2Ei) = −xEµxEµ . (A3)

In Euclidean spacetime, we do not have to take care about covariance and contravariance of vectors. Below, we
summarize quantities in Euclidean spacetime

a) Vector Vµ = {xµ, pµ, · · · }

V 0 = −iVE0 , V i = VEi . (A4)

Then we have

VµV
µ = −VEµVEµ . (A5)

b) Derivative operator ∂µ

∂µ =

(
∂

∂x0
,

∂

∂xi

)
=

(
∂

∂(−ixE0)
,

∂

∂xEi

)
=

(
i
∂

∂xE0
,

∂

∂xEi

)
= (i∂E0, ∂Ei) . (A6)

c) Gamma matrices γµ

γ0 = γE0 , γi = iγEi . (A7)

Then, the Clifford algebra {γµ, γν} = 2gµν in Minkowski spacetime becomes

{γ0, γ0} = {γE0, γE0} = 2 , {γi, γj} = {iγEi, iγEj} = −{γEi, γEj} = −2δij . (A8)

Thus, the Clifford algebra in Euclidean spacetime reads

{γEµ, γEν} = 2δµν = 2

1
1

1
1

 . (A9)



9

The hermitity of gamma matrices is

(γ0)† = γ0 =⇒ (γE0)
† = γE0 , (γi)† = −γi =⇒ (γEi)

† = γEi . (A10)

Thus, we have

(γEµ)
† = γEµ . (A11)

The chirality matrix γ5 is

γ5 = iγ0γ1γ2γ3 = iγE0iγE1iγE2iγE3 = γE0γE1γE2γE3 = γE5 . (A12)

d) Fields

– Scalar

ϕ(x) = ϕE(xE) . (A13)

– Spinor

ψ(x) = ψE(xE) , ψ̄(x) = ψ†γ0(x) = ψ†
EγE0(xE) = ψ̄E(xE) . (A14)

– Vector

A0(x) = −iAE0(xE) , Ai(x) = AEi(xE) . (A15)

Note that ψ̄γµψ is a vector; however, because of Eq. (A7), we have

ψ̄γ0ψ = ψ̄EγE0ψE , ψ̄γiψ = iψ̄EγEiψE , (A16)

which is different from Eqs. (A4) and (A15). The vector-type four-Fermion interaction becomes

(ψ̄γµψ)2 = (ψ̄γ0ψ)(ψ̄γ0ψ)− (ψ̄γiψ)(ψ̄γiψ)

= (ψ̄EγE0ψE)(ψ̄EγE0ψE)− (ψ̄EiγEiψE)(ψ̄EiγEiψE)

= (ψ̄EγE0ψE)(ψ̄EγE0ψE) + (ψ̄EγEiψE)(ψ̄EγEiψE)

= (ψ̄EγEµψE)
2 . (A17)

e) Fourier transformations

ϕE(xE) =

∫
d4pE
(2π)4

eipE ·xE ϕ̃E(pE) , (A18)

ψE(xE) =

∫
d4pE
(2π)4

eipE ·xE ψ̃E(pE) , (A19)

ψ̄E(x) =

∫
d4pE
(2π)4

e−ipE ·xE ¯̃
ψE(pE) . (A20)

Hereafter, we omit tildes on the Fourier modes.
In this convention for the Euclidean signature, the action for the spinor field reads

S =

∫
d4x

[
ψ̄(x) i/∂ψ(x)−mψ̄(x)ψ(x)− V (ψ̄, ψ)

]
= −i

∫
d4xE

[
−ψ̄E(xE) (γEµ∂Eµ)ψE(xE)−mψ̄E(xE)ψE(xE)− VE(ψ̄E , ψE)

]
= iSE , (A21)

where

SE =

∫
d4xE

[
ψ̄E(xE) (/∂Eµ)ψE(xE) +mψ̄E(xE)ψE(xE) + VE(ψ̄E , ψE)

]
. (A22)

In the main text and hereafter, we omit the subscript “E” denoting the Euclidean signature.
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Appendix B: Derivation of flow equations

The central method in this work is the Wetterich equation whose form is given by

∂tΓk =
1

2
STr

[(
Γ
(2)
k +Rk

)−1

∂tRk
]
=

1

2
∂̃tSTr log

[
Γ
(2)
k +Rk

]
, (B1)

where ∂̃t = (∂tRk) ∂
∂Rk

is the scale derivative acting only on the regulator function. In general, the Hessian Γ
(2)
k +Rk

is given as the supermatrix in superfield space. Namely, we can write in the form of

Γ
(2)
k (p) +Rk(p) =

−→
δ

δΦT (−p)
Γk

←−
δ

δΦ(p)
+Rk(p) =

(
MBB MBF

MFB MFF

)
, (B2)

where Φ = (ϕ, ψ, ψ̄T , · · · ) is the superfield. In what follows, we consider the case of the fermionic system.

1. Supermatrix, superdeterminant and supertrace

We summarize the useful formulas for supermatrix to evaluate the Wetterich equation. We begin by considering a
supermatrix in a form of

M =

(
MBB MBF

MFB MFF

)
. (B3)

Here, MBB andMFF are Grassmann-even elements, whileMBF andMFB are Grassmann-odd. We define the supertrace
for the supermatrix (B3) as

str M = tr MBB − tr MFF , (B4)

which satisfies

str (MN) = str (NM) . (B5)

With this definition, the superdeterminant is defined by

sdet M = exp(str ln M) , (B6)

such that

sdet (MN) = sdet M · sdet N . (B7)

Now, we deform M as

M =

(
MBB 0

MFB 1

)(
1 M−1

BBMBF

0 NFF

)
, (B8)

where we have defined

NFF =MFF −MFBM
−1
BBMBF . (B9)

From Eq. (B7), we have

sdet M = sdet

(
MBB 0

MFB 1

)
sdet

(
1 M−1

BBMBF

0 NFF

)
. (B10)

Here, using Eq. (B6) gives

sdet

(
MBB 0

MFB 1

)
= exp

{
str ln

[(
1 0

0 1

)
+

(
MBB − 1 0

MFB 1

)]}
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= exp

{
str

∞∑
n=1

(−)n−1

n

(
MBB − 1 0

MFB 1

)}

= exp

{
tr

∞∑
n=1

(−)n−1

n
(MBB − 1)n

}
= exp{tr ln MBB}
= det MBB . (B11)

In the same manner, we obtain

sdet

(
1 M−1

BBMBF

0 NFF

)
= exp{−tr ln NFF} = (det NFF)

−1 .

Note here that the minus sign arises from Eq. (B4). Finally, we arrive at

sdet M =
det MBB

det NFF
. (B12)

This implies that

log sdet M = log det MBB − log det(MFF −MFBM
−1
BBMBF)

= tr logMBB − tr log(MFF −MFBM
−1
BBMBF) . (B13)

Instead of Eq. (B8), the supermatrix (B3) can also be deformed as

M =

(
NBB MBFM

−1
FF

0 1

)(
1 0

MFB MFF

)
. (B14)

Here, we have defined

NBB =MBB −MBFM
−1
FFMFB (B15)

Then, the superdeterminant for M can be written in the form as

sdet M =
det NBB

det MFF
, (B16)

for which we have

log sdet M = log det (MBB −MBFM
−1
FFMFB)− log detMFF

= tr log(MBB −MBFM
−1
FFMFB)− tr logMFF . (B17)

2. General structure of flow equation

For the pure fermionic system, the supermatrix (B3) is

M ≡ G−1
k (p) =

−→
δ

δΦT (−p)
Γk

←−
δ

δΦ(p)
+Rk(p) =

(
0 0
0 MFF

)
. (B18)

Here, we have the fermionic part in the field basis Φ(p) =

(
ψ(p)

ψ̄T (−p)

)
and ΦT (−p) =

(
ψT (−p) ψ̄(p)

)
as

MFF =


−→
δ

δψT (−p)
G−1
k (p)

←−
δ

δψ(p)

−→
δ

δψT (−p)
G−1
k (p)

←−
δ

δψ̄T (−p)
−→
δ

δψ̄(p)
G−1
k (p)

←−
δ

δψ(p)

−→
δ

δψ̄(p)
G−1
k (p)

←−
δ

δψ̄T (−p)

 . (B19)
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We briefly summarize several techniques to derive the beta functions. For a given effective action Γk, we compute
the second-order functional derivative. Together with the regulator function, one schematically has

G−1
k (p)

∣∣∣
FF

= (Kk +Rk) + Vk = P−1
k + Vk , (B20)

where Kk is the field-independent part, while Vk includes the vertex terms depending on field variables. More specifically,
for an effective action, we obtain

Kk(p,−p) =


−→
δ

δψT (−p)
Γk

←−
δ

δψ(p)

−→
δ

δψT (−p)
Γk

←−
δ

δψ̄T (−p)
−→
δ

δψ̄(p)
Γk

←−
δ

δψ(p)

−→
δ

δψ̄T (p)
Γk

←−
δ

δψ̄T (−p)


∣∣∣∣∣
ψ=ψ̄=0

=

(
0 KT

k (p)
Kk(p) 0

)
(2π)4δ4(0) . (B21)

The regulator matrix is given by

Rk(p) =
(

0 Rfk(p)
T

Rfk(p) 0

)
(2π)4δ4(0) =

(
0 i/p

T
rfk (p/k)

i/prfk (p/k) 0

)
(2π)4δ4(0) . (B22)

There are many choices for the regulator rfk (p/k). In this work, we employ the Litim-type cutoff [38] given as

rfk (p/k) =

(√
k2

p2
− 1

)
Θ(k2 − p2) . (B23)

Then, Pk is just the regulated inverse-propagator such that

P−1
k (p,−p) =

(
0 (P−1

k )T

P−1
k 0

)
=

(
0 (Kk(p) +Rfk(p))

T

Kk(p) +Rfk(p) 0

)
(2π)4δ4(0) . (B24)

For the vertex matrix, we write

Vk =

(
V11 V12

V21 V22

)
. (B25)

Note here that V12 = −(V21)T .
Once we compute Eq. (B20), the regulated full propagator is obtained by the expansion in terms of the vertex

operator Vk such that

Gk(p)
∣∣∣
FF

=
(
Γ
(2)
k +Rk

)−1

= Pk − PkVkPk + PkVkPkVkPk + · · · . (B26)

Inserting this into flow equation (5) and using Eqs. (B24) and (B25), we have

∂tΓk =
1

2
∂̃tSTr log

[
G−1
k |FF

]
=

1

2
∂̃tSTr log

[
P−1
k + Vk

]
=

1

2
STr [Pk∂tRk]−

1

2
STr [PkVkPk∂tRk] +

1

2
STr [PkVkPkVkPk∂tRk] + · · ·

= −Tr
[
Pk∂tR

f
k

]
+

(
1

2
Tr
[
PkV21Pk∂tR

f
k

]
+

1

2
Tr
[
PTk V12P

T
k ∂t(R

f
k)
T
])

− Tr
[
(PkV21PkV21Pk − PkV22PTk V11Pk)∂tR

f
k

]
+ · · ·

= −Tr
[
Pk∂tR

f
k

]
+Tr

[
PkV21Pk∂tR

f
k

]
− Tr

[
(PkV21PkV21Pk − PkV22PTk V11Pk)∂tR

f
k

]
+ · · · . (B27)

Note that the minus sign in Eq. (B27) reflects the definition of the supertrace (B4). The first and second terms on the
left-hand side of Eq. (B27) correspond to the quantum corrections to the vacuum energy and the mass term. We are
interested especially in the third term which gives the quantum corrections to the four-Fermi interactions.
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3. Application to four-Fermion model

Here, based on the previous formulas, we show the explicit computation for deriving the flow equations in the
four-fermion model in Eq. (8). The truncated effective action in our work is given by

Γk =

∫
d4x

[
ψ̄
(
γµ∂µ +meiθγ5/2

)
ψ − GS

2

(
ψ̄ψ
)2 − GP

2

(
ψ̄iγ5ψ

)2 − C4 (ψ̄ψ)(ψ̄iγ5ψ)

]
. (B28)

In momentum space, the kinetic term is written in the form as∫
d4x ψ̄

(
γµ∂µ +meiθγ5/2

)
ψ =

∫
d4p

(2π)4
d4q

(2π)4

∫
d4x ei(p−q)·xψ̄(q)

(
iγµpµ +meiθγ5/2

)
ψ(p)

=

∫
d4p

(2π)4
ψ̄(p)

(
iγµpµ +meiθγ5/2

)
ψ(p), (B29)

from which the kinetic matrix Kk in momentum space is found to be

(Kk(p,−p))IJ =

 0
(
i/p−meiθγ5/2

)T
IJ(

i/p+meiθγ5/2
)
IJ

0

 (2π)4δ4(0) . (B30)

Together with the regulator matrix (B22), the regulated inverse propagator reads

(P−1
k (p,−p))IJ =

 0
(
i/p(1 + rfk )−meiθγ5/2

)T
IJ(

i/p(1 + rfk ) +meiθγ5/2
)
IJ

0

 (2π)4δ4(0) . (B31)

Its inverse form is

(Pk(p,−p))IJ =

 0

(
−i/p(1+rfk)+me

−iθγ5/2
)
IJ

p2(1+rfk)
2+m2(

−i/p(1+rfk)−me
−iθγ5/2

)T

IJ

p2(1+rfk)
2+m2

0

 (2π)4δ4(0) . (B32)

The vertex matrix (B25) is calculated as

(V11)IJ =

−→
δ

δψI(−p)
Γk

←−
δ

δψJ(p)

=
GS
2

[
ψ̄i,MδMI ψ̄NδNJ

]
+
GP
2

[
ψ̄M (iγ5)MI ψ̄N (iγ5)NJ

]
+ C4

[
ψ̄i,MδMI ψ̄N (iγ5)NJ

]
, (B33)

(V22)IJ =

−→
δ

δψ̄I(p)
Γk

←−
δ

δψ̄J(−p)

=
GS
2

[
δIMψMδJNψN

]
+
GP
2

[
(iγ5)IMψM (iγ5)JNψN

]
+ C4

[
δIMψM (iγ5)JNψN

]
, (B34)

(V21)IJ =

−→
δ

δψ̄I(p)
Γk

←−
δ

δψJ(p)

= −GS
[
δIJ ψ̄ψ

]
−GP

[
(iγ5)IJ ψ̄iγ5ψ

]
− C4

[
δIJ ψ̄iγ5ψ

]
− C4

[
ψ̄ψ(iγ5)IJ

]
−GS

[
δIMψM ψ̄NδNJ

]
−GP

[
(iγ5)IMψM ψ̄N (iγ5)NJ

]
− C4

[
δIMψM ψ̄N (iγ5)NJ

]
− C4

[
(iγ5)IMψM ψ̄NδNJ

]
,

(B35)

(V12)IJ =

−→
δ

δψI(−p)
Γk

←−
δ

δψ̄J(−p)
= − (V21)IJ . (B36)
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The large-Nc approximation corresponds to the following replacement: (V11)IJ → 0, (V22)IJ → 0,

(V21)IJ → (V LN
21 )IJ = −GP

[
δIJ ψ̄ψ

]
−GS

[
(iγ5)IJ ψ̄iγ5ψ

]
− C4

[
δIJ ψ̄iγ5ψ

]
− C4

[
ψ̄ψ(iγ5)IJ

]
, (B37)

(V12)IJ → −
[
(V LN

21 )
]T
IJ
. (B38)

a. Vacuum energy

First, we evaluate the vacuum energy part which is independent of field operators. From the first term on the
right-hand side of Eq. (B27), we obtain

∂tρk = − 1

Ω4
Tr
[
Pk∂tR

f
k

]
= −

∫
d4p

(2π)4
tr


(
−i/p(1 + rfk ) +me−iθγ5/2

)
IJ

p2(1 + rfk )
2 +m2

i(/p)JK∂tr
f
k (p/k)δ

color
αβ


= −4Nc

∫
d4p

(2π)4

[
p2(1 + rfk )

p2(1 + rfk )
2 +m2

∂tr
f
k (p/k)

]

= − 4Nc
(4π)2

∫ k2

0

dp2 p2
[

k2

k2 +m2

]
, (B39)

where Ω4 =
∫
d4x = (2π)4δ4(0) is the four-dimensional spacetime volume and tr δcolorαβ = δcolorαα = Nc. This contribution

however does not influence upon the spinor dynamics, so is irrelevant in the current work.

b. Mass term

From the second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (B27), we read off quantum corrections for the mass term with
the CP and P violating angle θ, such that

ψ̄∂t(me
iθγ5/2)ψ = ∂t(m cos(θ/2))ψ̄ψ + ∂t(m sin(θ/2))ψ̄iγ5ψ =

1

Ω4
Tr
[
Pk(V

LN
21 )Pk∂tR

f
k

]
=

∫
d4p

(2π)4
tr


(
−i/p(1 + rfk ) +me−iθγ5/2

)
IK

p2(1 + rfk )
2 +m2

(V LN
21 )KL

(
−i/p(1 + rfk ) +me−iθγ5/2

)
LM

p2(1 + rfk )
2 +m2

i(/p)MJ∂tr
f
k (p/k)


=

∫
d4p

(2π)4
∂tr

f
k (p/k)

(p2(1 + rfk )
2 +m2)2

tr
[(
−i/p(1 + rfk ) +me−iθγ5/2

)
IK

(V LN
21 )KL

(
−i/p(1 + rfk ) +me−iθγ5/2

)
LM

i(/p)MJ

]
= −

[
8NcGS cos

(
θ

2

)
+ 8NcC4 sin

(
θ

2

)]
mM(ψ̄ψ)−

[
8NcGP sin

(
θ

2

)
+ 8NcC4 cos

(
θ

2

)]
mM(ψ̄iγ5ψ) , (B40)

where we have defined the threshold function as

M =

∫
d4p

(2π)4
p2(1 + rfk )∂tr

f
k (p/k)

(p2(1 + rfk )
2 +m2)2

=
1

2(4π)2
k6

(k2 +m2)2
. (B41)

We can read off the flow equations as

∂t(m cos(θ/2)) = −8NcGSm cos

(
θ

2

)
M− 8NcC4m sin

(
θ

2

)
M , (B42)

∂t(m sin(θ/2)) = −8NcGPm sin

(
θ

2

)
M− 8NcC4m cos

(
θ

2

)
M , (B43)

from which we have the flow equations for m and θ as

∂tm = cos(θ/2)∂t(m cos(θ/2)) + sin(θ/2)∂t(m sin(θ/2))

= −4Nc [(GS +GP ) + 2C4 sin θ + (GS −GP ) cos θ]mM , (B44)
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∂tθ =
2

m
[− sin(θ/2)∂t(m cos(θ/2)) + cos(θ/2)∂t(m sin(θ/2))]

= 8Nc [(GS −GP ) sin θ − 2C4 cos θ]M . (B45)

Here we define the dimensionless couplings

m̃ = mk−1, G̃S = GSk
2, G̃P = GP k

2, C̃4 = C4k
2. (B46)

Then, the flow equations for m̃ and θ read

∂tm̃ = −m̃− 4Nc

[
(G̃S + G̃P ) + 2C̃4 sin θ + (G̃S − G̃P ) cos θ

]
m̃M̃ , (B47)

∂tθ = 8
[
(G̃S − G̃P ) sin θ − 2C̃4 cos θ

]
M̃ , (B48)

where the dimensionless threshold function is

M̃ =
1

k2

∫
d4p

(2π)4
p2(1 + rfk )∂tr

f
k (p/k)

(p2(1 + rfk )
2 +m2)2

=
1

2(4π)2
1

(1 + m̃2)2
. (B49)

c. Four-Fermion interactions

The third term on the right-hand side of Eq. (B27) corresponds to quantum corrections for the four-fermion
interactions which are obtained from the flow equation as

−∂tGS
2

(ψ̄ψ)2 − ∂tGP
2

(ψ̄iγ5ψ)2 − ∂tC4(ψ̄ψ)(ψ̄iγ
5ψ) = − 1

Ω4
Tr
[
PkV

LN
21 PkV

LN
21 Pk∂tR

f
k

]
. (B50)

We compute the right-hand side as

− 1

Ω4
Tr
[
PkV

LN
21 PkV

LN
21 Pk∂tR

f
k

]
= − 1

Ω4
Tr


(
−i/p(1 + rfk ) +me−iθγ5/2

)
p2(1 + rfk )

2 +m2
V21

(
−i/p(1 + rfk ) +me−iθγ5/2

)
p2(1 + rfk )

2 +m2
V21

(
−i/p(1 + rfk ) +me−iθγ5/2

)
p2(1 + rfk )

2 +m2
∂tR

f
k


= −

∫
d4p

(2π)4
p2(1 + rfk )∂tr

f
k (p/k)

(p2(1 + rfk )
2 +m2)3

[
−Nc

{
(4G2

S + 4C2
4 )(k

2 −m2)− 2m2(4G2
S − 4C2

4 ) cos θ − 16m2GSC4 sin θ
}
(ψ̄ψ)2

−Nc
{
(4G2

P + 4C2
4 )(k

2 −m2) + 2m2(4G2
P − 4C2

4 ) cos θ − 16m2GPC4 sin θ
}
(ψ̄iγ5ψ)2

− 4Nc
{
2(GS +GP )C4(k

2 −m2)− 4m2(GS −GP )C4 cos θ −m2(4GSGP + 4C2
4 ) sin θ

}
(ψ̄ψ)(ψ̄iγ5ψ)

]

=

[
4Nc

{
(G2

S + C2
4 )(k

2 −m2) + 2m2(G2
S − C2

4 ) cos θ + 4m2GSC4 sin θ
}]
I(ψ̄ψ)2

+

[
4Nc

{
(G2

P + C2
4 )(k

2 −m2)− 2m2(G2
P − C2

4 ) cos θ + 4m2GPC4 sin θ
}]
I(ψ̄iγ5ψ)2

+

[
8Nc

{
(GS +GP )C4(k

2 −m2) + 2m2(GS −GP )C4 cos θ + 2m2(GSGP + C2
4 ) sin θ

}]
I(ψ̄ψ)(ψ̄iγ5ψ), (B51)

where we have defined the threshold function

I =

∫
d4p

(2π)4
p2(1 + rfk )∂tr

f
k (p/k)

(p2(1 + rfk )
2 +m2)3

=
1

2(4π)2
k6

(k2 +m2)3
. (B52)

Then, we obtain the flow equations

−∂tGS
2

= 4Nc
{
(G2

S + C2
4 )(k

2 −m2) + 2m2(G2
S − C2

4 ) cos θ + 4m2GSC4 sin θ
}
I, (B53)
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−∂tGP
2

= 4Nc
{
(G2

P + C2
4 )(k

2 −m2)− 2m2(G2
P − C2

4 ) cos θ + 4m2GPC4 sin θ
}
I, (B54)

−∂tC4 = 8Nc
{
(GS +GP )C4(k

2 −m2) + 2m2(GS −GP )C4 cos θ + 2m2(GSGP + C2
4 ) sin θ

}
I. (B55)

For the dimensionless couplings (B46), we have

∂tG̃S = 2G̃S − 8Nc

[
(G̃2

S + C̃2
4 )(1− m̃2) + 2m̃2(G̃2

S − C̃2
4 ) cos θ + 4m̃2G̃SC̃4 sin θ

]
Ĩ , (B56)

∂tG̃P = 2G̃P − 8Nc

[
(G̃2

P + C̃2
4 )(1− m̃2)− 2m̃2(G̃2

P − C̃2
4 ) cos θ + 4m̃2G̃P C̃4 sin θ

]
Ĩ , (B57)

∂tC̃4 = 2C̃4 − 8Nc

[
(G̃S + G̃P )C̃4(1− m̃2) + 2m̃2(G̃S − G̃P )C̃4 cos θ + 2m̃2(G̃SG̃P + C̃2

4 ) sin θ
]
Ĩ , (B58)

with the dimensionless threshold function

Ĩ =

∫
d4p

(2π)4
p2(1 + rfk )∂tr

f
k (p/k)

(p2(1 + rfk )
2 +m2)3

=
1

2(4π)2
1

(1 + m̃2)3
. (B59)
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