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There are two competing pictures for how the O(3) non-linear sigma model (NLSM) with a topo-
logical theta term renormalises to the ŝu(2)1 Wess-Zumino-Witten model. In the Affleck-Haldane
picture, an ‘extension field’ parametrises the correlated fluctuations of the couplings and extends the
target space from S2 to S3; recently, however, Zirnbauer has advanced a competing picture where
the extension field is frozen out and the infrared theory is more naturally thought of as a compact
free boson dual to ŝu(2)1. We show that the J1–J2 spin chain evinces a phase transition between
these pictures – corresponding to whether the dimer field that parametrises local singlet order is
part of a joint O(4) Néel-singlet order parameter or appears as a separate gapped mode. For the
O(3) NLSM itself, this analysis supports the Zirnbauer picture.

Introduction— The O(3) non-linear sigma model with
a topological theta term (which we refer to as O(3)θ for
brevity) in two-dimensional spacetime is specified by

Z =

∫
Dm̂ e−S , S = iΘ(θ) + γ

∫
dτdx (∂µm̂)2, (1)

where m̂ ∈ S2, and the topological theta term is

Θ(θ) =

∫
dτdx

θ

4π
m̂ · (∂τm̂× ∂xm̂). (2)

For generic θ ̸= π, O(3)θ is gapped, with exponentially-
decaying correlations and γ flowing to zero in the infrared
(known as ‘strong-coupling’) [1]. At θ = π, however,
the model is known to be massless [2–5], and is gen-
erally believed (though no rigorous proof is known) to
renormalise to the ŝu(2)1 Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW)
conformal field theory (CFT) [1, 6–14]. The standard
picture for how this happens is due to Affleck and Hal-
dane [9, 15], where, in the course of the renormalisation
semi-group (RG) flow, an ‘extension field’ parametrising
correlated fluctuations of the couplings appears, its mass
flows to zero, and the original target space S2 is thus
extended to S3.

In a recent pre-print [16], Zirnbauer has raised some
objections to this Affleck-Haldane picture: namely, that
the purported masslessness of the extension field is not
protected by any symmetry; its bare mass is infinite; and
there is no guarantee that the RG flow will induce the
Wess-Zumino (WZ) term required to offset the curvature
of S3 (a necessary condition for a fixed point [17, 18]).
In Zirnbauer’s alternative picture, the extension field is
an artefact of the early stages of the RG flow and is
frozen out in the infrared. In this picture, a fixed point
is reached when the target space flows, under Cauchy
deformations, from S2 to S1 × R.

Whilst this debate as to the nature of the RG flow
may, at first, appear to be of little physical consequence,
we show in this letter that a phase transition between
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FIG. 1. (a) Sketch of the J1–J2 spin chain, showing the
nearest neighbour J1 bonds (black, thick) and next-nearest-
neighbour J2 bonds (grey, thin). (b) Sketch of the phase
diagram for J1 > 0. A phase transition where the dimer
component of the joint-order parameter becomes gapped and
decouples from the magnetic components – corresponding to
a transition between the two pictures of the RG flow for the
O(3) NLSM – occurs at some J∗

2 /J1 < 0. The dimerisation
transition occurs at Jd

2 /J1 ≈ 0.24 [19, 20].

the Affleck-Haldane and Zirnbauer pictures occurs in the
J1–J2 chain,

Ĥ =
∑
i

(
J1Ŝi · Ŝi+1 + J2Ŝi · Ŝi+2

)
, (3)

where the Ŝi are spin-1/2 operators, at some critical fer-
romagnetic J∗

2 < 0, with antiferromagnetic J1 > 0. A
priori, since these interactions are not magnetically frus-
trated, a phase transition in this region is rather sur-
prising. However, the ferromagnetic second-neighbour
interactions suppress the formation of local spin singlets,
which form the emergent field that extends the target
space of the theory from S2 to S3 in the Affleck-Haldane
picture. We show that this field is massive for J2 < J∗

2 ,
which corresponds to the Zirnbauer picture. In particu-
lar, for O(3)π itself, this supports the Zirnbauer picture
over the Affleck-Haldane picture.

Renormalisation of the O(3) NLSM— Let us first sum-
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marise the competing pictures for how the RG flow takes
O(3)π → ŝu(2)1. Both pictures start as follows: ‘weak-
coupling’ (large γ) perturbation theory shows that γ de-
creases towards the infrared – that is, we flow towards
strong-coupling. But as we enter the strong-coupling
regime, θ and γ should no longer be thought of as ho-
mogeneous in spacetime and develop correlated fluctua-
tions, because the large variations in m̂ which occur in
this regime cannot be absorbed in a single RG step whilst
holding θ and γ constant [16].

As summarised in Ref. [16], this motivates the intro-
duction of an interpolating field α(τ, x) to account for
these correlated fluctuations, which leads to

Z =

∫
DαDm̂ sin2 α e−S[α,m̂],

S = iΘ(θ(α)) +

∫
dτdx

(
1

4π
(∂µα)

2 + γ(α)(∂µm̂)2

+M2 cos2 α

)
. (4)

From this point, the two competing pictures of the RG
flow diverge. In the ‘Affleck-Haldane’ picture [9], ŝu(2)1
is recovered as the massM2 flows to zero, the target space
is fully extended from S2 to S3, Ω = Θ(θ(α)) becomes
the Wess-Zumino (WZ) term, and the couplings depend
on the interpolating field as

γ(α) =
1

4π
sin2 α, θ(α) = 2α− sin 2α. (5)

Zirnbauer’s objection, however, is that the bare mass
is very large (a priori infinite), and proposes that the ap-
pearance of α is a transient effect of the non-perturbative
RG flow. In this picture, the fixed point is instead
reached when the target space geometry flows from S2

to the parallelisable S1 × R with a complex metric ten-
sor. Zirnbauer shows that this theory is dual to a free
boson compactified at the radius r = 1/

√
2, which is dual

to ŝu(2)1 [21].

MPS field theory for the J1–J2 chain— Rather than
just appearing as an artefact of the non-perturbative RG
flow of O(3)π, however, the theory (4) with the ‘inter-
polating field’ also arises directly as the field theory for
the J1–J2 spin chain in the MPS path integral formal-
ism [22, 23]. In that context, the field α has a physical,
microscopic origin as the dimer field measuring local sin-
glet order.

To briefly summarise the derivation of the MPS field
theory, the overcomplete basis used in the construction
of the path integral contains not only the spin-coherent
state vectors m̂i, but also fields αi which control the
entanglement on the bond (i− 1, i). These permit a mi-
croscopic construction of the O(4) joint-order parameter,

u = (u0,u) = (cosα, sinα m̂) ∈ S3, (6)

where (−1)i ⟨σi⟩ ∼ sinα m̂ is the Néel order, and

(−1)i⟨σ̂+
i σ̂

+
i+1+ σ̂−

i σ̂
−
i+1− σ̂+

i−1σ̂
+
i − σ̂−

i−1σ̂
−
i ⟩ ∼ cosα (7)

is the singlet order. The MPS field theory also explicitly
constructs the WZ term Ω = Θ(θ(α)), so one does not
need to rely on the RG flow to induce it. The low-energy
field theory, then (after rescaling x and τ such that the
‘light speed’ is unity), is

S = iΩ+

∫
dτdx

[
γ (∂µu)

2 + V (α)
]
, (8)

where the (bare) coupling and dimerisation potential are,
respectively,

γ =

(
J1 − 2J2
32J1

)1/2

, V (α) = − J2
γJ1

cos2 α. (9)

For antiferromagnetic J2 > 0, the dimerisation transition
occurs at Jd

2 /J1 ≈ 0.24 [19, 20], above which V (α) is
relevant and the system spontaneously forms long-range
dimer order (α = 0 or π); for small J2/J1, V (α) is irrel-
evant and we explicitly recover ŝu(2)1.

Transition at ferromagnetic J2— For J2 < 0, this is
precisely the ‘interpolating field’ theory that appears dur-
ing the renormalisation of O(3)π, and the J2 interactions
give some effective mass to the dimer field,

V (χ) ∼ M2
0χ

2, α = π/2 + χ, (10)

with the bare mass M2
0 = −J2/(γJ1). We expect that,

for J2 ≈ 0, this mass term is irrelevant and we have the
O(4) NLSM plus the WZ term. Indeed, as pointed out
by Senthil and Fisher [12], this O(4) model is the natural
theory for the Heisenberg chain (J2 = 0) as both the
dimer and Néel correlations decay with the same power-
law.
On the other hand, if Zirnbauer’s picture of the RG

flow of O(3)π is correct, we would expect this mass term
to be relevant below some critical J∗

2 /J1 < 0. But rather
than being a mere artefact of the RG, the fact that the
dimer component of the joint-order parameter decouples
from the magnetic components and appears as a sepa-
rate gapped mode is a physically-meaningful distinction
separating two phases.
If the dimer field is gapped, we can expand around

χ = 0, and the action reduces to

S ∼ iΩ
∣∣
χ=0

+

∫
dτdx

[
γm̂(∂µm̂)2 + γχ(∂µχ)

2

+M2χ2 − gχ2(∂µm̂)2 + . . .
]
, (11)

for some renormalised couplings. Using the same expan-
sion, the measure in the path integral simply becomes
Du = DαDm̂ sin2 α ∼ DχDm̂, and we have also retained
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the lowest order coupling between the dimer and mag-
netic sectors. The WZ term simply reduces to the theta
term (at θ = π),

iΩ
∣∣
χ=0

= iΘ(π). (12)

A relevant mass term, then, gives us O(3)π and an extra
massive boson corresponding to the gapped dimer field.

Renormalisation of the MPS field theory— Now, the
standard way of thinking about the RG flow of NLSMs is
to use real space, block spin transformations; momentum
space methods are confounded by the hard constraints
m̂(x)2 = 1, u(x)2 = 1.

Here, however, we will work in momentum space any-
way – we will assume that the topological term ensures
that m̂ is critical, and ask whether the phase where
the dimer field is gapped is perturbatively stable. This
means, of course, that we are not proving that O(3)π
renormalises to a critical theory, but it will allow us to
self-consistently distinguish between the two pictures.

The bare values of the couplings in Eq. (11) are

γm̂(0) = γχ(0) = g(0) = γ,

M2(0) = − J2
γJ1

> 0, (13)

and the bare propagator for χ is simply

= G(0)
χ (p) =

1

γχp2 +M2
. (14)

As mentioned above, we assume the correlations of m̂
are critical, with some scaling dimension ∆ > 0. Thus

⟨m̂(x) · m̂(x′)⟩ ∼ 1

|x− x′|2∆

⇒ Gm̂(p) = ⟨m̂(p) · m̂(−p)⟩ = C(∆)

|p|2−2∆
(15)

(we expect ∆ = 1/2, but we can leave it free), and so

= G∂m̂(p) = |p|2Gm̂(p) = C |p|2∆. (16)

To obtain the flow equations we need the corrections
to the propagator of the χ field,

Gχ(p) = + + · · · , (17)

which corrects the mass through the self-energy,

Σ = + · · · , (18)

and the vertex corrections, which are captured perturba-
tively by the expansion

= + + · · · . (19)

M2

g

FIG. 2. Sketch of the flow diagram from the RG equations
(21) & (24) of the decoupled MPS action (11). For sufficiently
large bare values of M2 (depending on g), we remain in the
phase where the dimer field is gapped (orange trajectories).
As the bare value of M2 is lowered, however, it will eventually
flow to zero and the joint order parameter will recouple in the
infrared (blue trajectories).

We begin with the vertex corrections. We have only
one diagram to consider, which we evaluate assuming
zero external momentum,

= (−g)2
∫

d2p

(2π)2
G(0)
χ (p)G∂m̂(−p)

= − 1

4π
g2(−1)∆Cγ−(1+∆)

χ M2∆B
− γχΛ2

M2

(1 + ∆, 0),

(20)

where B is the incomplete Beta function, and Λ is the
ultraviolet cutoff. Noting that the bare vertex strength
is−g (but g > 0), and treating this purely perturbatively,
we obtain the flow equation

dg

dl
:= −Λ

dg

dΛ
=

Cγ−1
χ Λ2+2∆

2π(γ−1
χ M2 + Λ2)

g2 =
C1g2

M2 + C2
, (21)

where we collect the other couplings and the cutoff depen-
dence into some other positive constants C1 and C2. We
observe that the strength of the vertex always increases
towards the infrared, which suggests a generic instability
for the joint order parameter to recouple – however, this
may be arrested by the flow of the mass M2.
We require also the corrections to the mass. The lowest

order term in the self-energy is given by

= −g

∫
d2p

(2π)2
G∂m̂(p) = −gC

2π

Λ2+2∆

2 + 2∆
. (22)

This self-energy is subtracted from the effective mass
term M2, and so contributes a term to the flow equa-
tion

−dΣ

dl
= Λ

dΣ

dΛ
= −CΛ2+2∆

2π
g ≡ −Ag, (23)



4

where we have again collected the constants and cutoff-
dependence into a single constant A > 0. Now, since M2

clearly has engineering dimension 2, the flow equation at
this order is

d(M2)

dl
= 2M2 −Ag. (24)

We sketch the flow diagram in Fig. 2. We observe that
the flow equations predict a transition at a finiteM2

∗ (and
thus finite J∗

2 /J1), between a phase with a joint-order
parameter, and a phase where the dimer component be-
comes gapped and decouples.

As mentioned, this corresponds to a transition between
the Affleck-Haldane and Zirnbauer pictures of the RG
flow to ŝu(2)1 – whereas Affleck and Haldane showed [9]
that a perturbatively small mass term is irrelevant, we
have shown that the phase where the dimer field is mas-
sive is stable for a sufficiently large (but finite) bare mass.
For O(3)π itself, where the bare mass is infinite, the
present analysis is in favour of the Zirnbauer picture.

Three ferromagnetically-coupled chains— This transi-
tion is, of course, somewhat subtle, in that the phases
differ only by the presence of a gapped boson, whilst the
critical content of both is the same. We can, however,
construct a simple example where a very similar (if not,
indeed, the same) transition does affect the CFT content.

Consider three antiferromagnetic S = 1/2 Heisenberg
chains, coupled ferromagnetically. That is,

Ĥ = J
∑
i,a

Ŝ
(a)
i · Ŝ(a)

i+1 − κ
∑
i,a ̸=b

Ŝ
(a)
i · Ŝ(b)

i , (25)

for J , κ > 0, and where a, b = 1, 2, 3 index the chains.
In the limit κ = 0, we trivially have three decoupled
chains with independent O(4) joint-order parameters,
and the infrared limit is described by (ŝu(2)1)

3 with cen-
tral charge c = 3. On the other hand, we expect that at
large κ/J the ferromagnetic interchain couplings will not
only again suppress the dimer components, but also lock
the magnetic components of the three chains together –
giving us a single O(3) Néel order parameter and thus
only a single copy of ŝu(2)1 in the infrared limit, with
c = 1.

Since the interchain couplings are ferromagnetic, we
expect that we will not need to account for entangle-
ment on the interchain bonds. We can therefore just
take three independent copies of the MPS ansatz from
Ref. [23] when constructing the field theory using the
MPS path integral, which gives the action

S = i
∑
a

Ω(a)+

∫
dτdx

[
γ
∑
a

(∂µu
(a))2− κ

γJ

∑
a ̸=b

u(a)·u(b)
]
.

(26)
If κ/J is large, we expect that we can expand around zero
entanglement (χ = 0), and that m̂(a) ≈ m̂(b) ≈ m̂. In

principle we should properly integrate out the modes as-
sociated to the difference in the magnetic order parame-
ters between the chains; but so long as χ remains massive
it should be reasonable just to treat this as a constraint
– again, our aim is to answer, self-consistently, the ques-
tion of whether the phase where the χ(a) are massive is
stable. Within these approximations, the action is

S ∼ 3iΘ(π) +

∫
dτdx

[
3γ (∂µm̂)

2
+

∑
a

γ(∂µχ
(a))2

+
∑
a

M2χ(a)2 −
∑
a

gχ(a)2 (∂µm̂)
2
+ . . .

]
,

(27)

where the boson masses M2 and the recoupling strength
g have the bare values

g(0) = γ =
1√
32

, M2(0) =
κ

γJ
. (28)

Starting from the massive dimer phase (large κ/J), we
will clearly obtain the same flow equations for the mass
and coupling, and thus this phase is stable for sufficiently
large (but finite) κ > κ∗. Below κ∗, this phase is unsta-
ble, and presumably we instead end up with three in-
dependent joint-order parameters (although this is not
contained in the action of Eq. (27), since two of the mag-
netic order parameters have been integrated out). Un-
like the single chain case, however, the central charge
changes from c = 1 to c = 3 across this transition as κ is
lowered [24].

Discussion and Conclusions— In this letter, we have
shown that the MPS field theory predicts a phase tran-
sition between two distinct critical antiferromagnetic
phases of the J1–J2 chain. The transition is driven by
adding ferromagnetic second-neighbour couplings J2 < 0
which do not compete magnetically with the nearest-
neighbour antiferromagnetic interactions J1 > 0, but de-
couple the joint Néel-dimer order parameter by gapping
the dimer field, and we have shown this mass term is
relevant below a finite J∗

2 /J1. We have also shown how
a similar (and, from a certain point of view, identical)
phase transition occurs in a model of three coupled spin
chains.
We have shown how these phases distinguish two differ-

ent pictures for the RG flow to ŝu(2)1, and elucidated the
physical differences between them, improving our under-
standing of one of the most well-studied and important
field theories. Further, the validity of the Zirnbauer pic-
ture may, according to Ref. [16], have implications for
the one-parameter renormalisability of NLSMs of other
topological classes [25], including the Pruisken model of
the integer quantum Hall transition [26–29].
In addition to detailing the critical phases of one of the

canonical models of quantum magnetism, and providing
strong evidence supporting the Zirnbauer picture for the
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RG flow of O(3)π, these results serve to demonstrate the
utility of the MPS path integral – this phase transition is
invisible to the standard spin-coherent state path integral
for the J1–J2 chain. By including entanglement directly
at the saddle-point level of the path integral, the MPS
field theory is, perhaps, uniquely well-placed to sleuth out
phase transitions involving a change in the entanglement
structure.
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