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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-N. limit, the CP @
parameter is induced and approaches 7 - (Nf/2) (with the number of flavors Ny) 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-N. 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 6 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, § < 10711
Here, § = 6 — argdet(Y,Yy) is the physical CP viola-
tion angle with Y, and Y; the Yukawa matrices in the
flavor basis. Although # (or the QCD 6 parameter), in
principle, can take an arbitrary value between 0 to 2,
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)4) is assumed to acquire a
nonzero, complex vacuum expectation value, leading to
spontaneous breaking of the U(1)4 symmetry through
quantum effects. This spontaneous breaking of U(1) 4 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 6 term and the
weak CP-violation phase (i.e., the Kobayashi-Maskawa
phase) [3-12].! The QCD 6 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-

I 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-N, limit, a finite value of @ is induced and
can approach 7/2 toward the chiral broken phase due
to the criticality and the large anomalous dimensions of
the U(1) 4-violating four-fermion couplings. The large-
N, 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 § = 7 - (N;/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]):

—LxBaike = M0 + yg(qLgrd + qrard®) . (1)

Here, ¢ is a complex scalar field charged under the P and
U(1)a symmetry. This model is P and U(1)4 invariant,
hence at this moment the CP violating phases vanish. The
scalar ¢ is assumed to develop nonzero complex vacuum
expectation value, which spontaneously breaks the U(1) 4
symmetry as well as P.

In such a complex vacuum expectation value of ¢, the P
and/or U(1) 4 breaking effective operators are generated.
Integrating ¢ out at the scalar mass scale k£ = mg, the
effective Lagrangian in the quark-gluon sector, up to mass
dimension 6, takes the following form [14, 15, 17]:

ﬁeff(k ~ m¢)
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+ C{ (39)(q@ivsq) + C2 (0" q)(Fio . y59)
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where gy stands for the QCD gauge coupling; o0, =
17,,,7»] is the Lorentz generators in spinor space with the
Dirac’s gamma matrices v,; G, = G, T is the QCD
gluon field strength with the gluon fields A, = AjT®
along with the SU(3). generators T¢%; f2¢ denotes the
structure constant of the SU(3). group. The introduced
coupling notation (in part) follows the literature [15].

At the scales k < mg, 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, Aqcp. 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 ~ Aqcp, 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:

Les(k < Agep) = —m(Ge™?q 4 h.c.)
Gs

_ Gp,_.
+ T(QQ)Q + 7(927561)2 +oe

+ C4 (49)(qivs9) + Cs (0" q) (i y59)
+ C4 tr(qq Givsq) + Cytr(go"” q Giopwysq) - (3)

Here and hereafter we omit the bar on §. The Gg 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 gAq
in the [P term of Eq.(2)). They are also induced from
the diagrams constructed from the even number of the
P-violating nonminimal quark-gluon coupling (C¥) and
the four-fermion couplings (C{, CZ ,5’5”, 52(’), involving
the standard minimal quark-gluon coupling (gAq). The
discrepancy between Gg and Gp is generated from the
U(1) 4 violation, including the underlying QCD instanton
effect (i.e. the quantum anomaly), and the contributions
from the U(1) 4 breaking operators with C, C?, CZ, C47,
and C29). The odd number of the P-violating nonminimal
quark-gluon coupling (C§) and the four-fermion couplings
(cq, cd, C%, C9), involving the standard minimal quark-
gluon coupling (GAq), induces the other P and U(1)4
violating four-fermion interaction terms with the couplings
04, 05, Cé, and O:l

The ellipsis in the second line of Eq. (3) abbreviates
other P invariant four-fermion interaction terms such as



the forms of the vector (v, ® v#), axialvector (y,vs ®
¥"v5) , and tensor (0, ® o) 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
(Ny = 1) four-fermion theory as a toy model:

S = /d4x [1[) (i’y“@u — meio%ﬂ) P

+ % ()" + % (Pirsw)” + Ci (ww(wmw] (@)
Here ¢ and 1 are fermion fields with degrees of freedom
of SU(N,.) 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.?
Thus, when C4 = 0, the theory is CP invariant. Besides,
for Gg = Gp and Cy = 0, the U(1) 4 invariance is restored.
In such a case, the phase # becomes unphysical because
it is erased by the U(1)4 rotation of the fermion fields.

In comparison with Eq. (3), the colored four-fermion
interaction terms (C4 and C} 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

Py S — iy,
G5 S iy,

B D i,
b Sy,

Abelian U(1) 4 symmetry which is explicitly broken there
(due to Gg — Gp # 0 and C4 # 0): in the two-flavor
case, say, the Gig and Gp terms can be extended like
Gs [(00)? + (Vinsm¥)?] + Gp [(b7"9)* + (Pivs)?]
with the SU(2)-doublet fermion field ¢ and the Pauli
matrices 7* (a = 1,2,3), which is individually chiral
SU(2) invariant for each of the Gg and Gp terms, but
breaks the U(1)4 symmetry when Gs # Gp. In that
sense, the discrepancy between Gg and Gp dictates
the U(1) 4 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)4 anomaly (Gs # Gp). Therefore, we
shall generically define the chiral broken phase the case
when Gg and/or Gp reach the criticality, irrespective
to the presence of the U(1)4 anomaly controlled by the
condition Gg # 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
Ty, 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

ory = -1 (fP )+ Ra) 0| . 6)

where 0; = kO is the derivative with respect to the
dimensionless scale t = log(k/A) with a UV cutoff scale
A. For this convention, the IR limit (kK — 0) corresponds
tot — —oo. In Eq. (5),

F 5
(2) __ Y r_ 9
T = 55 550 ©)

is the full two-point function (inverse full-propagator)
for the fermion fields ¥ and ) in momentum space, “Tr”
denotes the trace acting on all spaces, e.g., momentum,
color, flavor etc., on which the fields 1 and 1) are defined.
Ri(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.,

R( o k72_ 2,2
k(p) = ip p L) Ok —p7), (7)



where ©(z) is the step function: ©(z) = 1 for > 0,
while ©(z) = 0 for = < 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 I'y = S in Eq. (4) at k¥ = A, we obtain the
full effective action I' = I'y—g at £k = 0. However, in
the general Wilsonian viewpoint, 'y 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:

Iy ~ /d4m l@/} (’y“(% + mem%/z) P
) R () e’ (ww)(wz‘%w)]. (8)

Our convention for the Euclidean signature is summarized
in Appendix A. The couplings (m, 0, Gs, Gp and Cjy)
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 (@’yﬂw)Q and
(Vy,7°1p)? as well as (10,,,1)? 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-

J
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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-N. 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

Gs = Ggk?,
Cy = C4k?, (9)

m=mk™ 1,
Gp = Gpk?,

while 6 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- N, subleading effects, it is expected
that the main contributions come from the large-INV, lead-
ing parts. Thus, we study the flow equations within the
large- N, approximation in which the flow equations are
obtained as

oym = —m — 4N, {(és + ép) +2C, sinf + (és - ép) cos Thﬂ, (10)

00 =8 {(és —ép)Sin0—26'4C089:| Mv,

0,Gs = 2Gs — 8N, [(G*?S + CH(1 —m?) + 2m*(G% — C%) cos 0 + 4m*GsCy sin e}f, (12)
2:Gp = 2G'p — 8N, [(G% +CH(1 —m?) — 2m%(G% — CF) cos O + 412G pCy sin o}i, (13)
0,Cy = 2C4 — 8N, [(és + Gp)Cy(1 —m?) + 2m*(Gs — Gp)Cycosd + 2m*(GsGp + C?) sin a}i. (14)

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

—~ 1

- d*p p*(L+r)dr{(p/k)

k2 J (2m)* (P2(1 + )2 + m2)2
1 1
2(4m)? (L4 m?)?

= d*p p?(1+ D)o (p/k)
t= / (2m)* (p2(1+ 7])2 + m2)3

1 1
T 2(Am)2 (1 +m2)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) 4 symmetries are preserved, i.e.,
when Gg = Gp and Cy = 0, the beta function for 6
vanishes, making 6 invariant under renormalization group



(RG) transformations. Since the couplings G5 and Gp
are P-invariant, their beta functions can depend on G%
and G%. In contrast, C, breaks P symmetry, so its beta
function must vary under P transformations and therefore
cannot contain a C term without another P breaking
effect, e.g., sinf # 0.

C. Fixed point structure

In this subsection, we study the fixed-point structure.
Thus, in the system, we solve Oym = 0,0 = 0;Gs =
0;Gp = 0;C4y = 0 and find their solutions. We start with
the flow equation for §. The fixed-point condition 9;0 = 0
yields a relation as

2C;
G5 —Gp
Inserting this into the other flow equations, the following
nontrivial fixed points are found:

~ 2 ~ ~
(FP1): m* =0, Gg:SNi, Gp=0, C;=0,
) (18)
- - 872 -
(FP2): m* =0, G5=0, Gp=—— Ci=0,
(19)
- {712 -
(FP3): m* =0, Gf= *P:Ni, Ci=0. (20

In addition to these nontrivial fixed points, there is the
Gaussian (trivial) fixed point m* = G5 = G = C;f = 0.
FP1 and FP2 are U(1) 4-broken fixed points, while FP3
is U(1) o-symmetric one. For FP1 and FP2, from the
fixed point condition (17), tan8* = 0, i.e. 8* = nw 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 § when the system becomes
U(1) 4 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 9:g; = 8;({g})
where {g} = {m, 0, Gs,Gp, C~'4}, we perform a Taylor ex-
pansion around a fixed point ¢; and take up to the linear
order of g — g* such that

0,5, = 25:0))

94, (95 —g;) = -Ti;(g; — 3;), (21)

g=g*

where 3({g*}) = 0 by definition of the fixed point. The
solution to Eq. (21) is given by

) . i k —9;
Gi = g; +zj:Cij <A> ; (22)

where c; are undetermined constants of integration, A
is a reference scale and V/ are the right eigenvectors

of the stability matrix 7 with eigenvalues ¥; called the
critical exponents or the scaling dimensions, namely, ¥; =
—eig(T). When we approximate eigenvectors as V/ ~ 47,
the critical exponents are approximately obtained from
the diagonal parts of 7. Since at all the fixed points we
find m* = C§ = 0, such an approximation is reasonable
and thus we have

O —%ﬂ -
[ P
Nc Sy Yk vk v *
:]f—gggﬂ S-FGP)—(GS—‘GPV”SQ)’(Qm
9fca Ne (7 3
_ _9hc =-2+—= (Gy+G; 24
ves ICy |g=g~ * 472 ( s+ GP) ’ @
. 8/80 o NC Sk Yk *
T T

We exhibit the critical exponents at the Gaussian fixed
point and FP3 for which the CP phase 6 is unphysical.
At the Gaussian fixed point, the critical exponents are
identical with the canonical dimensions of couplings, i.e.,
we have V/ = §] and

I =1, VYgs=-2, Vg, =-2, V¢, =-2, (26)
while at FP3, we find
Im =3, Ygs=2, Vgpr=2, Yc,=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 C4 becomes relevant at FP3 even if its fixed point
value is zero. We will see in the next subsection that Cy
is driven by Gg and G p and grows in the IR regime.

At the nontrivial fixed points (18) and (19), we obtain
eigenvalues such that we obtain, at FP1

/lgm = 37 199 = _27 /ﬁGs = 2a 19Gp = _27 1904 = 07
(28)
and at FP2
Im=1, 9g=2 dg.=-2, Vg.=2 Jc,=0.
(29)

Since the beta functions for 7m and 6 depend on Gg — Gp,
their critical exponents are also highly dependent on the
differences of the fixed point values between G§ and
G%. As aforementioned, in QCD, the U(1)4 symmetry
is broken by the axial U(1) anomaly and thus Gg # Gp.
When a QCD hadron model with the lightest two quark
flavors, which has a similar chiral and U(1)4 breaking
setup, is referred to (say, [50-53]), Gs > Gp is ensured
due to the positiveness of the n 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 (N. = 3) on Gs-Gp plane with Cy = 0 (left) and G's-Cy plane with Gp = 0 (right) for 77 = 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
Egs. (10)—(14) with N. = 3. To begin with, let us examine
the case m = 0, in which the flow equations for the four-
fermion couplings form a closed system. In Fig. 1, we
display flow diagrams on the Gg-Gp plane (with Cy = 0)
and on the Gg-C, plane (with Gp = 0). The arrows
indicate the direction of RG flows from the UV to the
IR. At the fixed point FP3, both Gg and Gp become
relevant, meaning they are free parameters in this model.
For initial values of Gg and Gp that exceed the fixed-
point values G and G, 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, Cy tends to grow in the IR direction. This growth
is essential for generating a finite value of . Thus, even if
6 = 0 at an initial scale ¢ = 0 (k = A), a finite value of Cy
can drive 6 to become finite at IR scales. In Fig. 2, as an
example, we present an RG flow solution to Egs. (10)—(14).
with the initial conditions 7 = 0.001, § = 0, G's = 26.3,
Gp =20,and Cy =1 at t = 0. The RG flow of m 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, § = /2 in the IR regime in
the current model. To see this, we set m = 0 and Gp =0
for simplicity. Furthermore, we define m2 = 1/Gs and
p= C,y / G whose flow equations read

Oym? = —2m?2 + 8N, (1 + p*)I, (30)

Oip = 8N, -7 (31)

=TI
mg

Note here that m2 corresponds to the mass parameter of
an emergent bosonic field (corresponding to sigma meson)
in the bosonization language [54, 55]. Thus, m2 = 0
corresponds to the critical value Gg — oo 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 Egs. (30) and
(31) with the initial condition m?2 = 3/87% and p = 0.05.
In terms of the numerical treatment, the flow equation (30)
is convenient. We can solve the flow equation for m?2
beyond the critical scale, while the RG flow of p stops
at m2 = 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 m2,

p and 6 with the initial condition /2 = 3/872, p = 0.05
and § = 0 at t = 0. The RG flow of 2 reaches zero
around ¢t ~ 3 which corresponds to the critical scale. Note
here that p 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 6 with the solution for /2 and p is induced
and reaches 7/2. Once # reaches 7/2, the effect of Cy
in the flow equation (11) for € is switched off because of
cos(m/2) = 0. This fact is important to ensure that 6
does not exceed /2 and thus we can argue the P and CP
violation within 0 < § < /2 in case of Ny = 1. In other
words, the RG flow of # does not behave as a limit cycle.
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FIG. 3. RG flow as a solution to Egs. (30) and (31) with N, = 3 and the initial condition 7, = 3/872 and p = 0.05 at ¢t = 0.
The gray dashed line in the right-hand side panel indicates the value of 7 /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)4 anomaly and the CP phase
approaches 7 - (Ny/2), even if it is tuned to vanish in
the (seemingly) perturbative regime of QCD at the scales
2 1 GeV. This trend has been clarified in the large N,
limit by working on a four-fermion model, however, the
1/N, 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 § = 7-(Ny/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 6 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) ~ 1076 —107° 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 6, 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



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

ds? =de? —dz? = guvdatda”,

(A1)

where the metric is defined as g,, = ¢"¥ = diag(1,—1,—1,—-1). Now, we introduce the coordinate vectors g, in

Euclidean spacetime as
t=a = —1xgyg = —IiT,

Then, the norm becomes

ot = (1) = (2%)? = (—izpo)” — (vpi)* = —(2Fho + Thi) = —TBuTEu -

(A2)

' =xE;.

(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 V.= {x;up;u o}

VY= iV, Vi= Vi, (A4)
Then we have
V.Vt = -Vg,Ve,. (A5)
b) Derivative operator 0,
0 0 0 0 0
O = (g =) = [, = (li—, 2o— ) = (1050, ). A6
H (83:0 83ﬂ> <8(—’L$E0) 6$E1> <16$E0 8Z‘El> (Z £o E ) ( )
c) Gamma matrices v,
7’ =7go, v =ivmi . (A7)
Then, the Clifford algebra {v*,~7"} = 2¢"" in Minkowski spacetime becomes
{7,7°} = {780, YEO} = 2, {77} = {iven ive;} = —{vEi, 75} = =205 . (A8)
Thus, the Clifford algebra in Euclidean spacetime reads
1
1
{’YEM; 'YEV} = 26uu =2 1 (Ag)



The hermitity of gamma matrices is

()" =7" = (veo)" = 7E0, () === (ve)" =78 -
Thus, we have

+

(’VEH) =YEu -

The chirality matrix 7> is

7° = iy 2 = iyRoivE1iYE2IYES = YEOVEIVE2YES = VES -

d) Fields
— Scalar
¢(x) = pp(zg) .
— Spinor
Y(r) = Yp(@p), b(x) = ¢10(2) = Phrso(ee) = du(n) .
— Vector
A(z) = —iAgo(ep) , A'(z) = Api(zp) .

Note that 1y is a vector; however, because of Eq. (A7), we have
Py = YpyeetE VY'Y = ibpyEivE,

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

(Wpy*p)? = (P 9) (py°¥) — (by') (')
= (YeveovE) WETEWE) — (VEivEE) WYEITEYE)
= (Veve0vE) WEYEWE) + (WEVEE) YEVEVE)
= (VeVEVE)? .
e) Fourier transformations
4
op(zg) = / ?25)EjleipE-qu;E(pE) 7
4
VYe(rE) = / ?Q:ﬁleipE'rEﬂ;E(PE) ;
_ 44 . =
3e0) = [ e elo) -

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

= / ' [(a) P () — mib(a) () — V (i, )]
= fi/d‘le [—Ye(rr) (VErdp)VE(tE) — mYp(zE) Ye(tE) — VE(WE, ¥5)]

:ZSE7

where
Sg = /d4éEE [We(ze) (Peu)Ve(rE) + mp(zp) ve(rE) + Ve(¥E, ¥E)] .

In the main text and hereafter, we omit the subscript “E” denoting the Euclidean signature.

(A10)

(A11)

(A12)

(A13)

(A14)

(A15)

(A16)

(A17)

(A18)
(A19)

(A20)

(A21)

(A22)
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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

1 -1 1=
oLy = 5STr {(rﬁ? + Rk) aﬂzk} = 50iSTrlog [F,(f) + Rk} : (B1)

where 8, = (aﬂzk)%k is the scale derivative acting only on the regulator function. In general, the Hessian 1“,(62) + Ry
is given as the supermatrix in superfield space. Namely, we can write in the form of

5 5 Mgpp MgF
L'y + Ri(p) = ;
My My

% (p) + Ri(p) (B2)

~ 60T (—p) Fio(p)

where ® = (¢, 4,97, ---) 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
Mpp Mpr
M= . (B3)
Mg Mpp

Here, Mgg and My are Grassmann-even elements, while Mpr and Mppg 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 In M), (B6)
such that
sdet (MN) = sdet M - sdet N . (B7)
Now, we deform M as
Mgg 0\ (1 MgiMgprp
M= : (B8)
Mpg 1/ \0  Npp
where we have defined
Npp = Mpp — MppMgg Mpr . (B9)
From Eq. (B7), we have
Mpg 0 1 M]g];,MBF
sdet M = sdet sdet . (B10)
My 1 0  Ngrp

Here, using Eq. (B6) gives

MBB 0 10 MBB —-10
sdet = exp « str In +
Mrp 1 01 Myg 1



e (—)"_1 Mg —1 0
exp {Strnz_:l " ( Mg 1) }
exp {trz #(MBB — 1)”}

= exp{tr In Mpp}
= det MBB .

In the same manner, we obtain

1 Mgj Mgy
sdet = exp{ftr In NFF} = (det NFF)il .
0 Ner

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

det MBB

det M = ————.
sde detNFF

This implies that
logsdet M = logdet Mpp — log det(Mpp — MFBMgéMBF)
= tr IOg MBB — tr lOg(MFF — MFBM]g]_Dl,MBF) .

Instead of Eq. (B8), the supermatrix (B3) can also be deformed as
Npp MppMpp 1 0
M = .
0 1 Myp Mpr

Npp = Mgg — Mpp Mpy Mrg

Here, we have defined

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

det NBB

det M = ————
Sae det]\4];‘1:‘7

for which we have

log sdet M = log det (MBB — MBFMF_F%MFB) — 10g detMFF
=1tr IOg(MBB — MBFMFTFIMFB) —tr log MFF .

2. General structure of flow equation

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

e
M=0) = 5@3(_1,) gy H R0 = (0 1t

Here, we have the fermionic part in the field basis ®(p) = <¢f(1—))p)> and &7 (—p) = (z/JT(—p) &(p)) as
I v %
et Pae wren® Vs
FF = — —
ig,gl(p) ) i G (p) —re

11

(B11)

(B12)

(B13)

(B14)

(B15)

(B16)

(B17)

(B18)

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

g,;l(p)]FF = (K + Ri) + Vi = P + Vs, (B20)

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

r - 5 r 5
YT (—p) "ou(p)  SvT(—p)

59T (—p) 0  KZI(p)
Ki(p, —p) = = k \P)) (27)454(0) . B21
S B S [ 0 L R
—T - I'e— e
su(p) "ou(p)  6T(p) 69T (—p)
The regulator matrix is given by
0 Rf(P)T) 454 < 0 iﬁTTf(p/k) 454
Rp:< k om)46t(0) = | . k 2m)464(0) . B22
o= (i 0 ) @O = (g ) @ato) (B22)
There are many choices for the regulator r,’: (p/k). In this work, we employ the Litim-type cutoff [38] given as
Fip/k) = k2 1) Ok = 2 B23
i (p/k) = o (k" —p7). (B23)
Then, Py, is just the regulated inverse-propagator such that
_ 0 Wﬂﬁ ( 0 (m@+m@ﬁ) age
Pt (p, — (_ k = k 2m)45%(0) . B24
Cen = (o Ko R ; (27)'6°(0) (B24)

For the vertex matrix, we write

Vit Wi
Vi — n Viz) o (B25)
Vo1 Voo

Note here that Vip = —(Va1)7.
Once we compute Eq. (B20), the regulated full propagator is obtained by the expansion in terms of the vertex
operator Vj, such that

-1
Gun)| = (T +Re) = P = PVPe+ PIAPIPE + - (B26)
Inserting this into flow equation (5) and using Eqgs. (B24) and (B25), we have
1= 1~
Ok = 50i8Trlog [G; ' rr| = 50iSTrlog [P + Vi)
1 1 1
= 5STr [PrORy] — 5STr [PV PrORi] + 5STr [PV PV Pro R + -
f 1 f 1 T T A\NT
= =T [ROR]] + (5T [PV PoR]] + 5T [PIViaPLoy(R])T |
T [(PeVar PuVar Py — PiVaa PE VI P)ORE| + -+
- _Tr [PkatR,{] S Tr [Pkwlpk@Rﬂ Ty [(PkaPk.VmPk - Pk%QPEmlpk)ath] T (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

_ ; Gs ,- 2 Gp , -, 2 T,
Iy = /d4x [w (waﬂ + me 9%/2> b — TS (LW) - TP (wmw) - Cy (w«p)(z/n%zp)] ) (B28)
In momentum space, the kinetic term is written in the form as

/d4xz/; (’y“ﬁﬂ + meia%/z) Y= / (;1;2;1(;1:)14 /d49: P2 (g) (i’y”p# + meie”f5/2) P (p)

d4p T . i
= [ ) (74 me 1) o), (329)
from which the kinetic matrix £ in momentum space is found to be
, T
0 (ip — me?75/2)
(Ki(p,—p))1s = | ) 2m)'60). (B30)
(z]ﬁ + mele%ﬂ)” 0

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

0 (215(1 + 7’,{) — mei975/2>T
(Py (0, —p))1s = 7| (2m)16%(0) - (B31)
(iﬁ(l +ri) + mew%ﬂ)” 0

Its inverse form is

(*i¢(1+7“£)+me_"’9"’5/2)

0 p2(1+7‘£)2+m2 dcd

(Pilp, —p))1s = (it ofy—me-rs/2) (27)*6%(0) . (B32)
—1 Tk —me

p2(1+r£)2+m2 . 0

IJ

The vertex matrix (B25) is calculated as

5 5

V)i = 50 50, )
= % [@i,MCSMI?ZN(MJ} + % [";M(i’%)MI?ZN(i'YS)NJ} +Cy [@i,MCSMI?ZN(i%a)NJ} ) (B33)
r v
Vo2)ts = 55,00 53,(p)
Gg Gpr,. . .
== [51M1/JM5JN1/JN} + - [(lVS)IMwM(VYS)JNwN} +Cy [5IMwM(7/VS)JNwN} , (B34)
r %
Vv = 50 1 500 )
=—-Gs [&J@d’} -Gp [(i%)fﬂzi%ﬂ - Cy [&ﬂ[’i%iﬁ] —Cy [@?(i%)u}
- Gg [51M1/JM1ZN5NJ] -Gp [(Ws)fMiﬂMi/;N(i%)NJ} —Cy {5IMwM1EN(Z"75)NJ} —Cy {(i'YS)IMT/JM'J}N(SNJ} ,
(B35)
N
(V12)IJ Ip—= = (V21)IJ : (B36)
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The large- N, approximation corresponds to the following replacement: (Vi1)r; — 0, (Vag)rs — 0,

(Vor)rs = (Vo)1 = —Gp {&ﬂ[@} - Gs [(i'VB)IJiZ)Z"Y‘Bw} —Cy [51J7JJ7;757/1} —Cy [1[)1/1(1"75)1,1}, (B37)

(V12)[J [(‘/21 ):I 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

tr

/ dp (—z']b(l +rh)+ me_"975/2)
(

1 . color
Oupp = ——Tr [PkatR,{] - LLi(p) 10l (p/ k)OS

Qy 2m)4 p2(1+rf)2+m2
147 )
—4N, k9l (p/k
/ 1+rk) el )]
AN, (¥, [ K

where Q4 = [d*z = (27)*6%(0) is the four-dimensional spacetime volume and tr (53051“ = §%lr = N,. 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 6, such that

D (me /2y = 8,(m cos(0/2)) D + By (msin(0/2))din y = Q—Tr [Pk( NPy R] }

e [ g,

N ke LM () ar g Oy, (p/k)]

(2m)* p2(1+r))2+m? p2(1+ )2 + m2
_ [ dp deri (p/k) ‘ it ‘ s
a / (2m)* (p2(1 + ﬁ}:)z + m2)2tr K—zyﬂ(l * T’J;) +me /2)11{ (Vairer (‘W(l * r,{) +me /2) LM Z(ﬁ)M']}

— [SNCGS cos <Z) + 8N.C4 sin <§)] mM (Yrp) — {SNCGP sin (g) + 8N_.C4 cos (Z)} mM(l/_Ji"y5w), (B40)

where we have defined the threshold function as

B / d*p PP +rD)orl(p/k) 1 kS (B41)
=) e e e T 2P )
We can read off the flow equations as
Or(mcos(0/2)) = —8N.Ggm cos (Z) M — 8N .Cymsin ( ) M, (B42)
O¢(msin(0/2)) = —8N.G pm sin < ) M —8N.Cym cos (g) M, (B43)

from which we have the flow equations for m and 6 as

Opym = cos(0/2)0¢(m cos(0/2)) + sin(0/2)0(m sin(0/2))
= —4N.[(Gs + Gp) + 2Cysinf + (Gs — Gp) cos ) mM , (B44)
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00 = % [—sin(8/2)0:(m cos(6/2)) + cos(6/2)0:(m sin(6/2))]

=8N, [(Gs — Gp)sinh — 2C, cos ] M. (B45)

Here we define the dimensionless couplings
m=mk!, Ggs = Ggk?, Gp = Gpk?, Cy = C4k%. (B46)

Then, the flow equations for m and 6 read
Qi = —1m — 4N, [(G‘S +Gp) +20,5inf + (G — Gp) cos 9] M, (B47)
00 =8 {(G‘s — Gp)sind —2C cosf| M, (B43)

where the dimensionless threshold function is

oL [ d' Paror{p/k) 1 1
M= k2 / (2m)* (p2(1 + r{:)Q + m2)? - 2(4m)2 (1 +m2)? (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

%Gs, - ., 9Gp

S @) -

_ - 1
(i7°0)? = Cu () (i) = o Tr [PV BV P, R[] (B50)
We compute the right-hand side as

1
- o T [PVEY PV v
4

OR]

) [ (=B rf) +mem/2) (i) +me05/2) (—ig(1 4 r]) +memi070/2)
o

21 21
p2(1+r,{)2+m2 p2(1+r,’:)2+m2 p2(1+r£)2+m2

B 7/ d'p p*(1+r))or](p/k)
2m)* (p2(1 4 71)2 + m2)3
— N {(4G% +4C3) (K* — m?) + 2m* (4G — 4C3) cos § — 16m>G pCysin 0} (iy°1p)”

— N A{(4G% +4C3)(K* — m?) — 2m>(4G% — 4CF) cos 0 — 16m*GsCysinf} (Pop)?

— 4N, {2(Gs + Gp)Cu(k* —m?) — 4m*(Gs — Gp)Cycos — m*(4GsGp + 4C3) sin 0} (7,/;1/))(1/_11'751/))‘|

AN A{(GE + CF)(K* —m?) + 2m*(G% — C}) cos 0 + 4m*GsCysin b} | Z(¢n))?

+ [AN: {(GD + CT)(k* — m®) — 2m* (G — CF) cos 0 + 4m*G pCysin 0} | (hiy°)?

+ [8N: {(Gs + Gp)Cu(k* —m®) +2m*(Gs — Gp)Cycos b + 2m*(GsGp + C3)sin 0} | Z(Yo) (ir®ep), (B51)

where we have defined the threshold function

- / d'p PP r)ar{p/k) 1k (B52)
(2m)* (p2(1 + 7,’):)2 Fm2)3 2(4m)2 (k2 + m2)3
Then, we obtain the flow equations
—atgs = AN {(G% + C})(k* — m®) 4+ 2m*(G% — CF) cos 0 + 4m*GgCysinf} T, (B53)
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fafp = 4N {(G% + C})(k* —m?) — 2m* (G} — C3) cos 0 + 4m>GpCysinf} T, (B54)
—0,Cy = 8N, {(Gs + Gp)Cy(k* —m?) + 2m*(Gs — Gp)Cycosf + 2m*(GsGp + C3)sinf} T. (B55)
For the dimensionless couplings (B46), we have
9,Gs = 2Gg — 8N, [( + CH(1 —m?) + 2m2(G% — C?) cos § + 4m>GsCy sin O}f, (B56)
0:Gp = 2G'p — 8N, [(G‘% +CH(1 —m?) — 2m*(G% — C?) cos O + 4m>G pCy sin a}f, (B57)
9,Cy = 2C, — 8N, [(és +Gp)Cu(1 —m2) 4+ 2m*(Gg — Gp)Cycosb + 2m>(GsGp + C2)sinb| T, (B58)

with the dimensionless threshold function

z-f d'p P+ rfarfe/h) _ 1 1
@) (Rt )2+ m2)p 204m)? (L)

(B59)
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