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ABSTRACT: We construct a (141)-dimension continuum model of 4-component fermions
incorporating the exceptional Lie group symmetry Gs. Four gapped and five gapless phases
are identified via the one-loop renormalization group analysis. The gapped phases are
controlled by four different stable SO(8) Gross-Neveu fixed points, among which three
exhibit an emergent triality, while the rest one possesses the self-triality, i.e., invariant
under the triality mapping. The gapless phases include three SO(7) critical ones, a Go
critical one, and a Luttinger liquid. Three SO(7) critical phases correspond to different
SO(T) Gross-Neveu fixed points connected by the triality relation similar to the gapped
SO(8) case. The Gy critical phase is controlled by an unstable fixed point described by
a direct product of the Ising and tricritical Ising conformal field theories with the central
charges ¢ = % and ¢ = %,
supersymmetry. In the lattice realization with a Hubbard-type interaction, the triality

respectively, while the latter one is known to possess spacetime

is broken into the duality between two SO(7) symmetries and the supersymmetric Go
critical phase exhibits the degeneracy between bosonic and fermionic states, which are

reminiscences of the continuum model.
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1 Introduction

Exceptional Lie groups play an essential role in the study of modern condensed matter
physics [1-4]. Eg, the largest exceptional Lie group, is employed to describe an exotic
quantum Hall state [5]. The Eg excitations are also observed in an anti-ferromagnetic Ising
spin chain [2]. On the other hand, the smallest exceptional Lie group Gy with rank-2
and 14 dimensional [6], which is the automorphism group of the non-associative algebra
octonion [7], has especially attracted many interests recently [8-11]. In particular, a lattice
model which has an explicit Go symmetry based on 4-component, such as spin—%, fermions
is constructed [9]. However, Gy symmetry is shown to be intrinsically strongly correlated,
that it cannot be realized in non-interacting systems [9], which makes it hard to study
analytically.

Inspired by Ref. [12], we investigate the coarse-grained version of the lattice G2 model [9]
in (141) spacetime dimension, where many powerful tools can be utilized to study strong
correlation systems. Through an one-loop renormalization group (RG) calculation, we
reveal the hidden SO(8) triality structure. The phase diagram is consistent with the



mean-field analysis in the lattice model [9]. Interestingly, we also find in the phase diagram
that one critical phase is described by the tricritical Ising (TCI) conformal field theory
(CFT) [13]. TCI CFT actually has spacetime supersymmetry [14, 15|, which is corre-
sponding to the degeneracy between bosonic and fermionic states in the lattice model [9].
Coset constructions based on G2 Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) models realizing exotic
non-Abelian statistics [8, 10, 11] can also emerge in our model. Moreover, our model also
exhibits the exotic phenomena of multiversality and unnecessary criticality [16, 17].

The rest part of this article is organized as follows: In Section 2, the models are
introduced both in the form of the lattice Hamiltonian and in the coarse-grained continuum
version. In Section 3, the one-loop RG analyses are perform to yield the RG flow patterns
and the corresponding gapped and critical phases. The embedding of the lattice model
in the phase diagram of the continuum model is presented in Section 4. Conclusions are
presented in Section 5.

2 The model Hamiltonians

2.1 The minimal G, symmetric lattice model

In a preceding work [9], we construct a minimal lattice model with the Gy symmetry
3

based on 4-component spin-3 fermions as briefly reviewed below. The 4-component spinor
Yo (i) defined on each site i with o = +3,£1 spans a local SO(8) algebra { Ny (i)} with
0<a,b<T7]9,18, 19] . Here each generator Ny;(7) is a fermion bilinear operator in the
particle-hole or particle-particle channel.

An SO(5), or, isomorphically, Sp(4) subalgebra of SO(8) is simply Lg = Ny =
%wT(z’)Fabd}(i) with 1 < a,b < 5, where I'y’s are the commutators among the five rank-2
anti-commuting I'-matrices, i.e., 'y = %[Fa,l“b] with {Tg, Ty} = 2045. The 10 generators
of Sp(4) unify both spin and spin-octupole operators based on the spin—% spinor . An
SO(7) subalgebra, denoted as SO(7)4 below, is an extension of Sp(4), defined as My (i) =
Ngp(i) with 0 < a,b < 6. It further includes, and hence, unifies the particle number
Mog (i) = 3(1(i)(i) — 2), and the pairing operators in the spin quintet channel Myq (i) =
%wT(i)FQRwT(i) with 1 < a < 5 where R is the charge conjugation matrix satisfying
RT = R~! = —R. Pairing operators are complex, and one complex operator is equivalent to
two real ones. The rest 7 operators denoted V(i) = Ny7(7) form a vector representation of
the SO(7) 4 defined above, unifying 5 spin quadrupole operators with N,7; = %wT(i)Faw(z’)
with 1 < a < 5 and 1 complex singlet pairing operator No; = (i) Ry(i). For details
please refer to appendix A.

The SO(7) 4 algebra defined above can be decomposed into a 14-dimensional G, part
spanning the Go subalgebra and a 7-vector T, belonging to the coset SO(7)4/G2 defined
as [9]

1

2 ) 1 . . .
gMab(Z) + écabchcd(z)y Ta(z) - ﬁcabchc(Z)a (21)

where Cypeq is the structure constant of the non-associative octonion algebra. Note that

Gap(i) =

G (1) satisfy 7 constraints CypcGap(i) = 0, where Cype = ieabcde £gCdetq is the dual tensor



of Cypeq.- Therefore, only 14 of them are linear independent. 7,(i) transform under the
vector representation of Ga [9, 20]. V(i) defined before also form a Ga vector represen-
tation [9, 20]. Inversely, the SO(7)4 generators can be represented by Gg(i) and T;(7)
as

1

—ClapeTe(1). 2.2

Ve (2) (2.2)
Another SO(7) algebra denoted as SO(7)p is constructed below sharing the same Go

subalgebra as in SO(7)4. Define operators T, (i) and V(i) as a “120° rotation” of T, (i)

and Vg ():

Mab(i) = Gab(i) +

2

To (i) + iV, (i) = €37 (Ty (i) + iVa(i)). (2.3)

The generators of SO(7)p are expressed as [9],

a(i) = Gap(i) +

LO

1
V3

and V(i) form an vector representation of SO(7)p. The Casimirs of these two SO(7)’s are

CabcTc,(Z.)a (24)

connected by the duality relations [9],

CA(Z) = Z Mab ZCabcd / ( )

0<a<b<6 abcd

7 My ()M, (i) = % > CaveaMap(i) Mea(i).

0<a<b<6 abed

(2.5)

A lattice model H = Hy + H C:Lt realizing the G2 symmetry has been constructed as
the intersection between SO(7)4 and SO(7)p symmetries [9],

Hy = —thop Z (¢l(l)¢0(]) + h~C-)a

wie (2.6)
Hg? = UZCA —1—1}203

where u and v are coupling constants. When v = 0, or, u = 0, the lattice model of (2.6)
restores the SO(7) 4, or, SO(7)p symmetry, respectively.

Besides the SO(7)4 and SO(7)p symmetries in the lattice model of (2.6), there exists
a third SO(7)as one sharing the same Gy sub-group, where M stands for Majorana. Its
generators M, (i) can be similarly defined through (2.4), with 7}, (i) and V substituted by
T (i) and V! defined by “—120° rotation”, i.e., T/ (i) +iV)' (i) = e_’%”(Ta(i) +iV4(i)). The
SO(T)p algebra can be naturally expressed in terms of Majorana fermions constructed
based on the 4-component spinor 1, (), i.e., Xm (i) with 0 < m < 7 (see appendix A for a
detailed definition). By straightforward calculations, we express M/, and V(i) as

ab(1) = ixXm (D)xn (1), V5" () = ixo (i) xm (1), (2.7)
where 1 < m < 7. As (ixm(i)xn(i))? is always equal to 1, the Casimir of SO(7)y; is
a c-number. Therefore, it is absent in the lattice Hamiltonian (2.6) where the on-site
Hubbard-type interactions are written in terms of Casimirs. Nevertheless, in the coarse-
grained continuum model, the SO(7)5; symmetry will emerge at low energy and fulfill the
SO(8) triality relation.



2.2 The coarse-grained continuum model in (141)D

In (14+1)D, the low energy effective theory of the free Hamiltonian Hy in (2.6) is the SO(8)1
WZW model [21] expressed in terms of Majorana fields Xﬁ/L with 0 < m < 7. These Majo-
rana fields x,, (i) defined above form the 8-dimensional vector representation of the SO(8)
symmetry. The disorder operators of the SO(8); WZW model build another two sets of
Majorana fermions spanning the 8-dimensional spinor and anti-spinor representations [21].
Hence, when the SO(8) symmetry is broken to SO(7), three different choices are possible
such that one of the three 8-dimensional representations is decomposed to 8 = 7® 1 under
the SO(7) while the other two remain 8-dimensional. If this residual SO(7) symmetry is
chosen to be SO(7)nr, then xo is the singlet invariant under SO(7)ys, and x1,2,.. 7 form
the 7-dimensional vector of SO(7)ys. The triality relation among the three 8-dimensional
SO(8) representations is inherited by that among SO(7) symmetries.

f})/ L, T f / L, and VaR/ Lin the coarse-grained model are defined

as fermion bilinears similar to their lattice cousins, with 1, (i) substituted by ¥r ,(z) and

The chiral currents G

Yr.5(%) for the right- and left-moving fermions, respectively. Note that Umklapp terms
Ghapbrbr and ¥l Yryg (spin indices omitted) are allowed, since Hy should be at half-
filling to maintain the Go symmetry. Any linear combination of T, and V, form a Gs
vector. Therefore, in terms of SO(7) 4 operators, the most general form of the G invariant
low energy effective Hamiltonian density reads

M =9 GRGL+tY TETI +y) VIV + % S (@HvE+VETE), (2.8)
a#b a a a

where g, t, y, and w are coupling constants. The SO(7)4 symmetry appears at w = 0,
t = 2g, and y arbitrary.

To explicitly reveal the triality relation, the Hamiltonian density (2.8) is rewritten in
an equivalent way as

MHine =g Y GRGL+tA) TITE +tp> TETE +ty > TYRTIE, (2.9)
a

a#b a a

with the relation

1 2
tAa=t—gy, tp=gy+ —w, ty=5y—

. 2.1
3 3 3 v (2.10)

w
B
[\

V6
3

The triality of the three SO(7) symmetries is already implied in the permutation of three
coupling constants t 4, tg, and ;.



3 Renormalization group flows and fixed planes

Based on the Ga current algebra [20], we perform the one-loop RG calculation in ap-
pendix B, yielding the following RG equations for the coupling constants defined in (2.8),

d

d—? —16¢° + 12 + ¢* + w?,

dt

5 = 169t + 2% + 2y — 2u?,

d (3.1)
d—'? = 16gy + 4ty + 2w?,

(11—1;) = 16gw — 4tw + dyw.

For illustrating of the triality explicitly, the RG equations (3.1) can be cast in terms of g
and t; with i € {4, B, M} in a more symmetric form as

dg 2 2 1
= =169 +§i:ti +ZZtitj,

i#] (3.2)
dt; tatpt
= 16gt; + 242 + 428
dl t;

An analytical solution to the RG equations (3.2) would be difficult, however, the
geometrical structure of the RG flows is rather clear. They exhibit fixed planes (not
necessarily the same as critical surfaces) in which the RG flows keep in-plane evolutions.
The fixed planes can be classified into two types, the SO(7) symmetric and the Gy critical,
respectively, as discussed below.

3.1 The SO(7) symmetric fixed planes

There exist three planes in which the Go symmetry is enlarged to the SO(7) 4, SO(7) B, and
SO(T)p symmetries, respectively. They are related to each other by the triality relation
as well as the RG flow patterns. The RG equations with SO(7) symmetry have been
investigated in literature [22, 23]. For the self-contentedness of this work, we summarize
the corresponding stable and critical quantum phases.

For an SO(7) plane, the coupling constants satisfy the following relation,

SO(7); symmetric fixed plane P; : t; =t = 49 — 2t;, (3.3)

where {i, j, k} are permutations of {A, B, M'}. Within these SO(7) fixed planes, the RG
equations can be solved analytically. The resulting fixed points (flows) characterize different
quantum phases and phase transitions.

Taking the plane of P4 as an example, the SO(7) 4 symmetry is explicit as seen from
the reduced interaction Hamiltonian density,

Ha=g> MEML+y> ViVE (3.4)
a#b a



The RG equations in the SO(7)4 symmetric plane P4 are reduced to

% = 209 + v*, i—?l/ = 24gy. (3.5)
The solutions to RG equations (3.5) can be classified in the following cases.

Case (I): The fully gapped SO(8) Gross-Neveu (GN) phases. There exists a stable
SO(8) GN [24] fixed flow characterized by the interaction paramter set of y = t = 2g — +00
and w = 0, or, equivalently, t4 = tp =ty = %g — +00. The Hamiltonian density along
this line is reduced to

Hom' = 9> MEME +2¢ VEVE =g NENE, (3.6)
a#b a ab
which describes the fully gapped SO(8) GN phase. This fixed flow is at the intersection of
three SO(7); fixed planes with ¢ € {A, B, M } and is invariant under the permutation of ;.
Therefore, it exhibits SO(8) self-triality.
Another SO(8) phase is also stable characterized by the fixed point of y = —t = —2g —

—oo0 and w = 0, or, equivalently, tg = tj = —%tA = —%g — —oo. Along this line, the
interaction Hamiltonian density is reduced to
SO(8 RasL Ry,L
W = Y Ml 20 VIV o)
aFb a

It is related to the previous SO(8) phase of (3.6) by the chiral transformation [21, 23] which
keeps the current of left-movers but change that of right-movers to {M% —VE}. Such a
phase is also fully gapped denoted as the SO(8)4 GN phase.

Case (II): The critcal SO(7) GN phase. This phase is controlled by the unstable
SO(7) GN fixed flow characterized by ¢ = 29 — +o0o0 and y = w = 0, or, equivalently,
tg =ty =0, tg4 = 29 — +oo. Along this flow, the interaction Hamiltonian density is
reduced to

Hon "t =g MM, (3.8)
a#b

In such a state, 7 Majorana modes are gapped out by the GN-type interaction while 1
Majorana mode remains gapless [23, 25]. It describes a critical phase with the SO(7)4
symmetry, sandwiched by two gapped SO(8) phases discussed previously. This critical
phase, denoted as the SO(7) 4 GN phase, has the central charge of ¢ = % attributed to the
gapless Majorana mode, yielding a phase transition in the Ising universality class. The two
gapped SO(8) phases are Ising dual to each other.

Case (III): The critical SO(8)y WZW phase. This phase is characterized by the un-
stable fixed point of g =t =y = w = 0, or, equivalently, g = t4 = tp = t)y = 0. Its
central charge ¢ = 4 corresponding to the free theory of 8 Majoranas, i.e., the SO(8);
WZW model. It controls the gapless Luttinger liquid phase. Apparently, this fixed point
also exhibits self-triality.

Due to the triality, RG flows and the stable phases of the SO(7)p and SO(7)as sym-
metric fixed planes should exhibit the same structure as the case of SO(7)4. Hence, three



SO(8); (i = A, B, M) gapped phases are related to each other by the triality. The phase
transitions between the gapped SO(8) GN phase and SO(8); GN phases are in the Ising
universality class with central charge ¢ = %, controlled by SO(7); GN fixed flows. The
three SO(7); GN points, as well as the three critical Ising phases are also related to each
other by the triality relation.

The schematic RG flows and the phase diagram on the SO(7)4 symmetric fixed plane
P, are shown in figure 1. By substituting the subscript A by B/M, the similar physics
appears on SO(7) g/p; symmetric fixed planes. The lattice model (2.6) with v = 0 possesses
the SO(7)4 symmetry. As varying u, its phase evolution is also marked in figure 1. In
appendix C, we provide a standard bosonization analysis [21-23, 26], which gives rise to
the same phase diagram.

SO(7)4 GN

50(8)4 GN \

g u-axis

Figure 1. The RG flows and phase diagram on the SO(7) 4 symmetric fixed plane. The horizontal
and vertical axes are labeled by g and y, respectively. Phase boundaries are marked by thick lines.
The SO(8) GN, SO(8)4 GN, and SO(7)4 GN fixed points (defined as g — +o0 points of the fixed
flows) are marked by brown, blue, and crimson dots, respectively. The yellow dot stands for the
free Majorana fixed point. “LL” denotes the Luttinger liquid phase. The transition between the
SO(8) GN phase and the SO(8) 4 GN phase is described by the critical SO(7) 4 GN phase in the
Ising universality class. Phase structures in the SO(7)p/s fixed planes can be obtained via the
triality mapping. The embedding of the u-axis in the lattice model phase diagram is colored in red.

3.2 The Gy critical fixed planes

Aside from the GN-type fixed flows discussed above, the RG equations (3.1) have an
unstable flow away from all the three SO(7) symmetric fixed planes. This G symmetric
fixed flow is characterized by ¢ — +00 and ¢t =y = w = 0, or, equivalently, g — +o00, t4 =
tp = tyr = 0, which exhibits the self-triality. The corresponding interaction Hamiltonian
density reads,

Hiz =9) GHGE. (3.9)
a#b

Interestingly, g — +o0o does not completely gap out the spectra, but results in a tricritical
Ising (TCI) phase [8, 13] with central charge ¢ = %. The emergent symmetry of this



critical phase is not only G, but also the N' = 1 spacetime supersymmetry inherited from
the TCI CFT [14, 15].

In the Majorana basis, (3.9) contains only 7 of the 8 Majorana modes, and the de-
coupled one yo remains gapless. Hence, the total central charge is ¢ = 1—70 + % = g. A
CFT with such a central charge has a parafermion representation [27-29], which may be
realized on the edge of certain fractional quantum Hall states [28, 29]. It remains an inter-
esting question whether some quantum Hall bilayer systems could host this model on the
edge through certain modifications such as edge reconstructions [30-32]. In addition, (3.9)
realizes the model proposed in Ref. [8] for topological superconducting edge states which
exhibit non-Abelian Fibonacci anyonic properties. The model of (2.8) could be viewed as
a generalization of their case.

9

Figure 2. The RG flows and phase diagram on the G critical fixed planes spanned by the G4
TCI fixed flow and the SO(7); critical GN fixed flow. The horizontal and vertical axes are labeled
by g and ¢y, respectively. The SO(7)y, G2 TCI, and free Majorana fixed points are denoted by
the indigo, green, and yellow dots, respectively. Phase structures in other G critical fixed planes
are similar. The embedding of the u = v line in the lattice model is colored in red.

The G TCI fixed flow is special. We can pick up any one GN-type fixed flow together
with the G2 TCI one to form a fixed plane. Consider the interaction Hamiltonian density
on such a plane. It can be rearranged as

G _ 5 ~ o~
/HcriQtical =9 Z GbeaLb +n Z Nﬁ)N(ﬁﬁ (310)
a#b a#b

where N, are the generators of the emergent symmetry on the GN fixed flow. For example,
for the SO(8) 4 GN fixed flow, {NE} = {ME —VE} and {N5} = {M% V.'} are generators
of the SO(8)4 symmetry. Since the emergent symmetry is enlarged including the Go
as a subgroup, the closure of Lie algebra ensures the RG flow to remain in-plane. The
corresponding fixed points (flows) and phases are the GN fixed flow controlling the gapped
or critical phase with emergent symmetry, the Gy TCI fixed flow controlling the Go TCI
phase, and the free Majorana fixed point contronlling the Luttinger liquid phase. As an
example, we choose the GN fixed flow as the SO(7)s critical one. Correspondingly the



fixed plane has t4 = tp = 0, on which the RG equations are reduced to

d dt
9 169 + 12, M —16gty + 263, (3.11)
di di
It indeed possesses the SO(7)s critical fixed flow of t4 = tp = 0 and tj; = 29 — +o0,
or, equivalently, ¢t = %y = —%w = %g — +400. Along the SO(7)y; critical flow, the

interaction Hamiltonian density is reduced to

s0(7 g 39 V3¢
HGN( =g Z GayGap + 2 za: Ty + o za: Vi) - N za: (T7VE +VITy)

a#b
= o> M (3.12)
a#b

The schematic RG flows and the phase diagram on this G5 critical fixed planes are shown
in figure 2. A complete list of fixed flows is given in table 1.

ta/g ts/g ta/g | Symmetry | Fixed plane
4/3  4/3  4/3 SO(8) Py, P, Py
8/3 —4/3 —4/3| SO(8)a P4

2 0 0 | SO(7)a Py
“4/3 8/3 —4/3| SO8)s Py

0 2 0 | SO(Ms Py
—4/3 —-4/3 8/3 SO8)p Py

0 0 2 | SO(Mu Py

0 0 0 Go SUSY Any

Table 1. Fixed flows (g # 0), the associated symmetries, and the corresponding fixed planes. P;
(i = A, B, M) represents the SO(7); symmetric fixed plane. The G5 TCI fixed flow has emergent
supersymmetry endowed by the TCI CFT. In the last row, “Any” means a plane spanned by the
Go TCI fixed flow and anyone of the GN fixed flows is a fixed plane.

3.3 Phase diagrams in fixed bodies

The transitions between the SO(8) GN phase and each of the SO(8); GN phase is revealed
by the Ising duality in the corresponding SO(7) fixed plane. Nevertheless, phase transitions
between any two of these three SO(8); GN phases are more involved, since different stable
GN fixed flows are not in the same fixed plane. To investigate this problem, we find the
following relation based on the RG equations (3.2),
% = 164t, (3.13)
with t = t4 + tg + tar. Hence, during the evolution ¢ = 0 is maintained. The fixed body
spanned by g and t = 0 includes all the three SO(8); GN fixed flows exhibiting the triality.
The phase diagram in fixed body # = 0 is shown in figure 3 (a), which exhibits the
D3 symmetry as a consequence of the triality among the three SO(8); phases. The Go



TCI fixed flow and the free Majorana fixed point also lie in this fixed body, as indicated in
table 1. The phase diagram shows that the transition between any two of the three SO(8);
GN phases is described by either the Luttinger liquid phase with central charge ¢ = 4, or,
the G TCI phase with central charge ¢ = g, both of which are actually multi-critical. This
coincides with the phenomenon of multiversality that the phase transitions between two
phases can have more than one universality classes [16, 17].

SO(8)p GN
SO(T)p GN
/
/ Gy TCI
/
\ /
cammm————y |
——— » - S~ ~ N
- ~ u=1
LL T~
SO(8)4 GN
SO(8)m GN SO(8)p GN
(a) (b)

Figure 3. The phase diagrams in the fixed bodies (a) t = t4 +tp +tpr = 0 and (b) t4 = tp.
The fixed flows are marked as arrows, and the critical surfaces are colored. In (a), SO(8)4 GN,
SO(8)p GN, SO(8)p GN, G2 TCI, and free Majorana fixed points are denoted by crimson, orange,
purple, green, and yellow dots, respectively. The transition between each two of the three gapped
SO(8); GN phases is through either the G3 TCI phase or the Luttinger liquid (LL) critical phase.
The triality relation is manifest in the D3 symmetry of the phase diagram. In (b), the SO(8) GN,
SO(7)am GN, SO(8)p GN, Gy TCI, and free Majorana fixed points are denoted by brown, indigo,
purple, green, and yellow dots, respectively. The transition between the SO(8) GN and the SO(8)xs
GN phases is through the critical SO(7)y; GN phase in the Ising universality class. The embedding
of the v = v axis in the lattice model phase diagram is shown in red, whose positive and negative
semi-axes are embedded in the Go TCI and the critical SO(7)y; GN phases, respectively.

The RG equations (3.2) also show that if any two of t4 = tp = t); are equal, this
relation is also maintained during the RG evolution. Hence, there exist another class of
three fixed bodies given by t4 = tp, tg = tyr, and ty; = t4, respectively, which are related
by triality. As an example, the phase diagram in the fixed body t 4 = tp is shown in figure 3
(b), in which the SO(7)s fixed plane Py spanned by three GN fixed flows is embedded.

4 Embedding of the lattice model

Neither triality nor the spacetime supersymmetry survives in the 1D lattice Hubbard-type
model of (2.6). It is natural to ask the reason behind such a loss. This is equivalent to
investigate the embedding of the lattice model phase diagram into that of the continuum
model. The phase diagram of the lattice Hamiltonian (2.6) is spanned by u- and v-axis,

~10 -



along which the SO(7)4 and SO(7)p symmetries are restored, respectively. Therefore, the
u/v-axis must be a straight line passing the origin point in the SO(7) 4 /B fixed plane Py/p
in the continuum model phase diagram.

A possible embedding of the u-axis is shown in figure 1. According to (3.3), in the pa-
rameter space of the continuum model (2.9), the u-axis of the lattice model (2.6) possessing
the SO(7) 4 symmetry is parameterized as

. k
u-axis : t4 = <2 — 2) g, tg = kg, ty = kg, (4.1)
where k is a constant to be determined. Based on the triality mapping, the v-axis pos-
sessing the SO(7)p symmetry is obtained by switching A and B and fixing M, hence, it is
parameterized as

k
v-axis: tqg = kg, tg = (2 — 2> g, tar = kg (4.2)
Therefore, the phase diagram of the lattice model (2.6) spanned by wu-axis and v-axis is
given by
k
Piai: ta+itp = 2—|—§ g, tym = kg. (4.3)

To determine the value of k, the u = v axis is checked in the lattice model phase
diagram. The lattice Hubbard type interaction (2.6) is invariant under the transformation
X0(7)HintX0(1) = Hing [9]. Hence, x(¢ cannot appear in the local interaction of Hi,. In
other words, o decouples from other Majorana modes, and hence, the system should be
gapless along the entire u = v axis. In Ppa, the u = v axis reads

u:v:tA:tB:<1+Z>g, ty = kg, (4.4)
which lies in the fixed body t4 = tp. To have both its positive and negative semi-axes
embedded in gapless phases, the only choice of k is k = —4.

The reasoning why the SO(7),s is absent in the lattice Hamiltonian (2.6) is presented
below. The equation of SO(7)ys fixed plane Py for the continuum Hamiltonian density is
given by t4 = tp = 4g—2tp;. However, the u-v plane (4.3) of Ppay with & = —4 substituted,
ie, tqa+tp =0 and tpy = —4g is incompatible with the SO(7), fixed plane Py, except
the trivial case of g =ty =tp =ty =0, i.e. uw=wv = 0. The triality among three SO(7)
symmetries in the continuum model is broken to the duality of SO(7) 4 and SO(7)p on the
lattice. This is a reminiscence of triality upon lattice regularization.

We need to figure out how the lattice Hamiltonian (2.6) with u = v > 0 and < 0
matches the G critical TCI fixed point and SO(7)as critical ones, respectively. For the
Go TCI fixed flow (3.9), the case of u = v > 0 of the lattice Hamiltonian should match
the case g > 0 of the continuum one. Thus the positive semi-axis of v = v should be
embedded in the G critical phase, and then naturally the negative semi-axis is embedded
in the SO(7)ys critical phase, as shown in figures 2 and 3 (b). Consequently, in the lattice
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Lattice model Continuum model

SO(8) GN
f G, TCI  SO(8) GN /’/
50(8)|GN "
vTCI
SO(7)5 GN e
» U
SO(8) GN SO(8)4 GN
Ising Ising
S0O(8)|GN /50(8)5 GN
SO(T)ar GN SO(7)4 GN u v »
S0(8)4 GN SO()4 GN |
(a) b)

Figure 4. (a) The lattice model phase diagram. There are totally three gapped phases, belonging
to SO(8)4 GN, SO(8)5 GN, and SO(8) GN phases in the continuum model. The phase transition
between SO(8) 4 GN and SO(8) 5 GN phases, marked as the green segment, is located at . = v > 0,
and described by G2 TCI phase in the continuum model. The phase transition between SO(8) 4
(SO(8)p) GN and SO(8) GN phases, represented by the blue (turquoise) segment, is located at
u = —7v (v = —7u) and belongs to the critical SO(7)4 (SO(7)p) GN phase in the continuum
model. Inside the SO(8) GN phase there is a branch cut colored in indigo, on which the system
becomes gapless. It is located at uw = v < 0 and described by the critical SO(7)y; GN phase in the
continuum model. (b) Embedding of the lattice model phase diagram into the continuum model
phase diagram. RG flows of the continuum model in body 49 — 2t4 — 2tg + tpr = 0 (not a fixed
body) spanned by SO(7) 4 and SO(7) g symmetric fixed planes (P4 and Pp) are shown in the right.
On each SO(7) symmetric fixed plane the RG flows are the same as figure 2 (a) ensured by the
triality. The phase boundaries are marked as thick segments. P4 and Pg, as well as RG flows on
them, are colored in crimson and orange, respectively. The lattice model phase diagram is shown
in the left part. The u/v-axis is embedded in Py,p as a straight line.

model interaction with v = v > 0 flows to the Go critical TCI fixed point, and that of
u=wv < 0 flows to the SO(7)ys critical fixed point.

The phase diagram of the lattice model Hamiltonian (2.6) is shown in figure 4 (a),
supplemented by a numerical integration of the RG equations on the embedded lattice
model phase diagram P, : t4 +tp = 0, tyr = —4g (see appendix D for details). The
Ising transition line between SO(8)4 (SO(8)p) GN phase and SO(8) GN phase is located
at u = —Tv (v = —Tu), which perfectly agrees with the mean-field analysis of the lattice
model [9]. The embedding of the lattice phase diagram is shown in figure 4 (b). The u-axis
possesses the SO(7) 4 symmetry. Compared to the phase diagram of the continuum model
shown in figure 1, the sign of g in the continuum Hamiltonian density follows that of w,
while that of y is opposite to u. Hence, the positive u-axis is embedded in the SO(8)4 GN
phase, and its negative axis is embedded in the SO(8) GN phase. By the triality mapping,
the positive v-axis is embedded in the SO(8)p GN phase, and the negative v-axis is also
in the SO(8) GN phase.

For the u = v axis, its negative semi-axis (u = v < 0) embedded in the critical SO(7)xs
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GN phase is a branch cut lying inside the gapped SO(8) GN phase. Its gaplessness is due
to the decoupled free Majorana o, which is consistent with the analysis of the u = v axis
in the lattice model [9]. This criticality sandwiched in the same phase is an example of the
unnecessary criticality [16, 17]. On the other hand, the positive u = v semi-axis, embedded
in the Gy critical phase, describes the transition between SO(8)4 GN and SO(8)p GN
phases in the lattice model. Such a transition on lattice inherits the universality class and
the central charge ¢ = 1—70 + % of the Gy TCI phase in the continuum.

The spacetime supersymmetry in the G5 TCI phase also has a reminiscence on the lat-
tice. For a CFT with A/ = 1 spacetime supersymmetry, the primary fields come in pairs.
Within each pair the two primary fields have scaling dimension differed by %, and hence
can be viewed as the supersymmetry partner of each other. For example, for the TCI CFT
described by (3.9), the stress-energy tensor for right-mover TH ~ abchfH Xfﬂx(ﬁl Xﬁl%ﬂ
with scaling dimension 2 has a supersymmetry partner Tﬁ ~ CachaR+1 Xll;%+1 X§+1 with scal-
ing dimension % [13] (this operator is also called € in CFT literature). Typically, a lattice
model with low energy effective theory governed by a supersymmetric CF'T exhibits quan-
tum mechanical supersymmetry [33, 34]. Similar to the supersymmetric CFT, in a lattice
model with A/ = 1 quantum mechanical supersymmetry, the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian
Hgusy also come in pairs, within which the two states have different fermion parity and re-
lated to each other by a supercharge operator Q satisfying Hyusy = @2. This phenomenon
particularly resembles the G2 invariant lattice model (2.6) when u = v, which exhibits the
degeneracy between bosonic and fermionic states on each site [9]. The “supercharge oper-
ator” switching bosonic and fermionic states on site i is just the Majorana operator xo(7).
However, this is not an authentic supersymmetry since Hlﬁg # (32, x0(7))?, and hence does
not satisfy the definition of the quantum mechanical supersymmetry. Nevertheless, this
degeneracy between on-site bosonic and fermionic states can still be viewed as the lattice
reminiscence of the spacetime supersymmetry in the continuum model.

5 Conclusions

In summary, we investigate the low energy effective theory of the minimal Gy symmetric
lattice model [9] in (14-1)D by an one-loop RG method. The SO(8) triality, which is absent
in the lattice model due to the on-site Hubbard-type interactions, emerges naturally in the
low energy effective theory as a triality mapping among three different SO(7) symmetries,
and consequently three gapped phases as well as three Ising critical phases. The phase
transitions between phases related by the triality relation are unified by either a Luttinger

liquid phase, or a G symmetric multi-critical phase. This G5 multi-critical phase is de-
2
and possesses emergent spacetime supersymmetry carried by the TCI CFT. When the

scribed by a direct product of Ising and TCI CFTs with central charge ¢ = % + % =

continuum model is regularized on a lattice, the triality among three SO(7) symmetries is
broken to the duality of two SO(7) symmetries [9], eliminating the third one. The space-
time supersymmetry is also degraded to a degeneracy pattern between the on-site bosonic
and fermionic states, instead of an authentic quantum mechanical supersymmetry. How-
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ever, these reminiscences in ultraviolet still imply clues of exotic structures in infrared, as
explored in the current work.
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A Fermion bilinears and majorana operators in the lattice model

Define four by four gamma matrices as

Fl — .0 _IiI 7 1_‘2’374 — 0_: 0_’ 7 P5 — 0 I ) (A‘l)
il 0 0 —0c I0

where I and & are two by two identity and Pauli matrices. These five gamma matrices
form an Sp(4) vector. The generators of Sp(4) are defined as I'® = —1[I'* T?], and the
charge conjugation operator is defined as R = I''T'®. Therefore, the femion bilinears on
each site 7, Ngp(i) with 0 < a,b < 7, spanning an SO(8) algebra reads

Nop(i) = —%@DT(i)F“b@Z)(i), 1<ab<s, (A.2)
Na(i) = GoH@T*0(0), 1<a<s (A3)
Nos(i) = 504 @)(0) — 1, (A4)
Noa() + iNas (i) = _,Sgn( W (MRt (i), 1<a<5, (A.5)
Nor(i) — iNgr(i) = 1sgn< Yt (i) R (i), (A.6)

where sgn(i) = +1 is staggered on two sublattices of the bipartite lattice. The Majorana
operators, transformed under the vector representation of SO(8), are defined as

xi(i) = e Oy, (i) + eSO ),

xa(i) = —e B Oy, (i) — e O ),
xs(i) = e Oy (i) + PO (0),
xa(i) = =SB Oy (i) — e OTYL ),

o (A7)

x5 (i) = e80Ty (i) + e OTYT L (0),
xo(i) = e Oy (i) + e OTYT L (0),
xr(i) = ey (i) + eSO YT (i)
xo(i) = € O g (3) - 80 W%*()

where x1(7) ~ x7(i) form a G2 vector while x((i) is a Go singlet. In fact, x1(z) ~ x7(%)
also form a vector of SO(7)s spanned by ixm (2)xn (i) with 1 < m,n < 7, which is absent
in the lattice model. The G2 weights of these Majorana fermions are given in table 2. As
a comparison, the weight of bosonic and fermionic states are also listed.
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Weight p Bosonic vector Fermionic vector Majorana vector
(% 3) vivl 4 [0) vhutol s |0) L0u +ix2)
(0.1) ehoiel 0T, 10) vl o M 5 10) 5(x6 —ix7)
(-%3) v,9t410) 7} w* 0T, 10 L(xs — ixs)
(% —2) vhely10) or, 10) 500 —ix)
(0,-1) 0) ¥1 o) 506 + ix7)
(7. ~3) vhul 10) 01 10) L + ixs)
0.0) | SO, + 0L )10} | 0y WlelT )0 X4
Weight p Bosonic singlet Fermlonlc smglet Majorana singlet
00) | @hels —lvl o) | 50" Fwlelel o) X

Table 2. Bosonic states, fermionic states, and Majorana operators classified by G5 weight. The +
signs in the (0,0) weight states are staggered on sublattices. The site label is omitted for clarity.

In this Majorana basis, the lattice Hamiltonian reads (constant term neglected)

Hy = (Z xo(1)xo(@ +1) + xa()xa (i + 1) + xa(1)x3(i + 1) + x6 () x6 (7 + 1))

7

(Z x2(D)x2(i + 1) + xa(@)xa(i + 1) + x5(D) x5 + 1) + x7(0)x7 (i + 1))

HE? =

int

acha+1( )Xb-f—l (i)Xc+1 (Z)

u—l—v

anbchaJrl( )Xb+1(8) Xet1(4) Xa+1 (), (A.8)

where the structure constant of octonions Cly,. is chosen as Cy31 = Cpse = Coes = Clog =
C54 = Coy3 = Cs65 = 1 with dual tensor Cijkl = %Eijklabccabc- When v = v, the interaction
Hamiltonian reads

Hﬁ? = *U Z Gap(i)® = 16 Z CabedXa+1 () Xp+1 (1) Xet1(4) Xdt1(4), (A.9)

from which it can be seen that only 7 out of 8 Majoranas, except for x¢(i), appear in this
Hamiltonian.
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B RG equations

The current algebras read (constant terms neglected since they do not contribute to the
RG equations)

1 2 2 2 2
GG ~ o (30G0i0) + 30GH W)~ S0Gi(w) - ShuGlw)  (B1)

1 1 1 1
+ ECbcamGr}zd(w) + gcdameﬁc(w) - gcbcdeﬁa(w) - GCdacmGﬁb(w)>

GE ()TE (w) ~ — <§5bch(w)—§5MTf(w)+1cabch§(w)>, (B.2)

3

GV w) ~ 2 (30 w) = 30w + 3 CunaVif () ) (B3
TEHAT W) ~ 2 (<G + O w)). (B.4)
TEV ) ~ (- S CanVw)). ®.5)
VIOV ) ~ o (<6l - JeCuTi(w)) (5.6

and for left-handed currents the current algebra is the same, except for z substituted by
z. The WZW level is irrelevant to the one-loop RG of interaction Hamiltonian density,
so it is simply dropped. Consider operator product expansions (OPE) showing up in the
calculation of one-loop RG as follows.

1.

1
|z —w[29

GE (2)GL(2)GEy (w) GLy(w) ~ (5 "y 50 GR> (a.aujlc-cﬂ) (B.7)

where shorthands 6§ - G and C - G are used to represent four d-terms and four C-terms in
(B.1) for simplicity. Consider (& - GF)(6 - GF) first.
(6-GM)(0-G") = (bacGhi + 00aGt. — 0aaGie = 8acGiig) (0acGiy + 06aGie = GadG — SacGira)
= —20,000cGEGL, — 26,400aGEGE, — 264.0,.GEGL, — 26,.004GE,GE,
—25b65acG de + 25ad5ch G + 25ac(5bdG de + 45cd5chabGab
= —2x4GEGL +0+4 x 1GEGE,
= 20GREGE (B.8)
where identities Gup = —Gpg, 0apGap = 0 and 0404, = 7 are employed in passsing to the
third equality. Then consider (C - GF)(C - GT).
(C-G*)(C - GF) = 4C10emGE, CaaenGEy + 4C 10em G Ty Caapn GE,
= 4 X 248,,,GE GE 4+ 4 < (=2Cemim + 4(0ebOmn — Sendom)) GEL,GE
—96G G —i-SCabch G +4G G —4x0
= 96GREGL +16GEGE +16GEGE,
= 128G Gab, (B.9)
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where identities ChunabCrined = —2Cabed + 4(0acObd — 0addbe) and Caperm Copen = 240,y are
employed in the second equality, and identities CupcdGed = 2Gap and Ggp = —Gyp, are
employed in the fourth equality. Then consider (6 - G®)(C - G¥) + (C - GF) (5 - GF).

6-GBYC-GF) + (C-GB)(5-GY) = 4C10emGE GE, + 4C)eam GEL,GE,
- 4Cdacmeach - 4CbcamecGana
= 4 % 4C.dGE GE,
= 32GEGL (B.10)

where identities d,5Cuped = 0 and CupedGeq = 2G4 are employed. In summary, the OPE
of G (2)GE (2)GE (w)GL (w) gives rise to

1 4 1 1
R L (=R L /- - . -
Gab(z)Gab(Z)ch(w)ch( ) 7|Z—w|29 <20+ 16 X 128+ 1 X32> G G
- ! T oloGlch (B.11)
Z—w
2.
1 1
TETE ) TE (W) T (0) ~ ——— T! —CopdTF
FOTHOT T ~ o (<G 2O (<6l + e CoT]
- \2—110]2((; GL, + 2TRT1) (B.12)

where identities CupcGpe = 0 and ClypeCupg = 60,4 are employed.

3.
VR VEHEVF )V (@) ~ —— (—Gfb - 1cabch) (—ng _ 1cadedL)
= — wp? NG NG
1
= e (GEGL +2TETE), (B.13)

where identities Cup.Gpe = 0 and CypCupg = 60,4 are employed.
4.

1 2 1
GI()GH() TR )T @) ~ o (30t = 30,1+ 3o

1
2 TE— *5aCTL ZCupeeTF

X
1 R
N m (6bCT 6‘1ch )(5170 5ach )
1
+ QCadeCabceTfTeL)
1
= ﬁgu X 2 TLITY — 4 x 2TRT) 4 240, T TY)
zZ—w
1
= |z_w|28TfT(f» (B.14)
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where identities 045005 = 7, 0apCabed = 0 and Clapem Capen = 240,y are employed. Since both
T, and V, forms G3 vector representations, the result above can be directly generalized to
the OPE below:

Gap(2)Gap()Ve (w)VEH (@) ~ 5 8VTV, (B.15)

GIA(2)GA(E) (V)T @) + TH@)VEA) ~ 8 (VTE + TEVE) (810
5.
TEETHEVE W) GHE) ~ o Conc ConaVEVE
_ ]z—1w|2?1) X 66,V EVE
=7 _leQVaRVaL. (B.17)
6.

(V¥ ()T (2) + T (=)Ve (2)) (Vi (w) Ty (@) + T (w) V) (w))
1

1 R 1 R L L
~ mQ <<_Gab + ﬁcabcTc ) <_Gab — ﬁCaded

1 1
) )
( \/g beVe \/g bdVd
1
= oar (265G — AT Ty + 4V, V), (B.18)

where identities Cup.Gpe = 0 and Cyp.Cupg = 60,4 are employed.
7.

T ()T (2) (Vi (w) T (@) + Ty (w) Vi (@)

1 1 1
~ e (0B + o) (- g0md)

1 1
< V3 VR
1 RmL Ry,L
=P (=2(V,*"Ty + T)'V))) (B.19)

where identities Cyp.Gpe = 0 and Cp.Copg = 69,4 are employed.
8.

VEVEE) (V) TE@) + T ) V@)
~ ; R i R _i L
ap (8- gttt (- g0e?)

1 1
- (g0 (et - 0wt
1
= o w|22 (VETE + TRVE), (B.20)
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where identities CupcGpe = 0 and CiypeCupg = 60,4 are employed.
Combine the results of OPE 1 ~ 8. The OPE of interaction Hamiltonian density reads

Hint (2, 2) Hint (w, W)

R ~L RnL
~ T an (16g° + %+ +w?) Y GRGEL + (16gt + 267 + 2° — 20°) Y TT)]
a,b a

a

1
+ (16gy + 4ty +20?) Y VAVE + (16gw — dtw + 4yw)E S (TRvE+ VaRTaL)> ,
a

(B.21)
which gives rise to the RG equations:
d
CT? —169° + 12 + ¢* + v?,
dt
5 = 169t + 22 + 2% — 2u?,
q (B.22)
d—?lJ = 16gy + 4ty + 2w,
d
d—llu = 16gw — 4tw + 4yw.

The RG equations can be solved analytically on SO(7) symmetric fixed planes. On the
SO(7)4 symmetric fixed plane, namely ¢t = 2¢g,w = 0, the RG equation have only two
independent variables, which can be chosen as y and x = g + % The RG equations are
reduced to

dy 6xy

- B.2
dz  5x2+9y?’ (B.23)

whose solution is (2% — y?)? + Cy® = 0, VC € R. This set of curves have asymptotic lines
y =2z, y = —x and y = 0, corresponding to the SO(8) GN fixed flow t = y = 2g,w = 0,
the SO(8) 4 GN fixed flow t = —y = 29, w = 0, and the SO(7) 4 GN fixed flow t = 2g,y =
w = 0, respectively. The plot of these solution curves are shown in figure 5, which looks
the same as figure 2 in the main text. According to the triality, the RG flows on the other
two SO(7) symmetric fixed planes are the same.

The RG equations can be also investigated in terms of g, ta, tp, tyr by employing
the relation between 7)., V., T/, V" and T,, V,. The OPE reads

/Hint (Z) E)Hint (w) 'lI))
b (1602 4+ 2+ tatn + ~tutar 4 ~tart Y GEGE
|z —w|? 9 A+B+M+2AB tBIM T Stamta b bGab
a?
+ (16gta + 265 +4tpta) Y TETE + (16gtp + 265 + dtata) Y TR

a a

+ (16gtar + 263, + 4t atp) ZT;’RT;/L> :

a
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Figure 5. RG flow on SO(7) symmetric fixed planes.

which gives rise to the RG equations in the main text:

% = 16g2+zi:t?+i2titj,

i7J (B.24)
dt; tatpt
— = 16gt; + 22512 + 4@7
dl t;

where i, j, k range in A, B, M. The RG flows on SO(7) fixed planes are the same as figure 5.

Except for fixed flows and fixed planes, the RG equations (B.24) also have fixed bod-
ies, i.e. three dimensional bodies in the parameter space in which RG flows keep inside
evolution. From (B.24), it is not hard to derive that

()= () ()

d
&(ti — tj) = <169 + 2t; + Qtj — 42 eijktk> (ti — tj). (B.26)
k

Therefore, both ). ¢; = 0 and ¢; = t; are solutions to the RG equations (B.24), and hence
define four fixed bodies in the parameter space: t4 +tg +tyy =0, t4 =tp, tp = tyr, and
tayr = ta. The intersections of these fixed bodies will give rise to some fixed planes.

C Bosonization of the interaction on SO(7) symmetric fixed planes

For simplicity, we use the interaction Hamiltonian density on SO(7)p; symmetric fixed
plane which is directly written in terms of Majorana operators defined in (A.7). Hamilto-
nian densities on the other two SO(7) symmetric fixed planes can be similarly solved via
triality relation.

Hu=g > (xixDlixexs) +329—ta) Y (ixdxm)ixgxn).  (C.1)
1<m,n<7 1<m<7



It can be rearranged into a Gross-Neveu form (up to a constant)
2

. 3tar .
=g | 5 i (3- 52 )ik ) (©2)

1<m<7

Therefore, when tj; = 2g, i.e. on the SO(7)y GN fixed flow, xo is decoupled in the

interaction and becomes massless, corresponding to an Ising phase transition with central

=1
charge ¢ = 3.

According to a standard bosonization dictionary
‘ ‘ 1 . . 1
iXIXT HIXOXD ~ —cos ATy, iXiXE — iXgXg ~ —cosVArls,  (C.3)

the Hamiltonian density above can be bosonized as

2

3t 3t
Hy = — J 3 E cos Var g, + (2 — M> cosViamps + <—1 + M> cos V4rmls
a) Y 4q 2 4q 2
b

(m

(C.4)

where in the second equality the derivative terms —2((9“(?)2 = (: cosV4m¢ :)? are dropped.

™
Consider g > 0 case where the interactions are always relevant. For all ¢;;, the local

minima of this bosonized Hamiltonian have ¢, o # % pinned. For o = %, the local minima

have (;5% pinned when tj; < 2¢, and 9% pinned when tp; > 2¢g. This also suggests that
ty = 2¢ is an Ising transition point with central charge ¢ = % When t); = %g or %g, the
bosonized Hamiltonian has SO(8) symmetries which is consistent with SO(8) and SO(8) s
fixed flows obtained from RG equations, respectively.

D RG for the lattice model

We numerically integrate the RG equations on the lattice model phase diagram Pp.; : ta+
tp =0, tpr = —4g. Since u(v) = 0 on the v(u)-axis, lattice model couplings v and v are
related to continuum model parameters as u = Cy(t4 — kg) and v = Cy(tp — kg). Co >0
is an undetermined constant related to the details of coarse-graining and cutoff, which is
irrelevant to our discussions. The initial values for RG equations are chosen as

g(0) =rpcosb, ta(0) = —4rgsinb, tp(0) = 4rgsiné, tpr(0) = —4rgcosf,  (D.1)
where 6 varies from 0 to 27 and rg > 0. Thus, the initial values of v and v are

u(0) = Ry cos (9 + %) , v(0) = Rpsin ((9 + Z) , (D.2)

where Ry = 2v/2Cyrg > 0. Therefore, u = v > 0 axis, positive v-axis, negative u-axis,
u = v < 0 axis, negative v-axis and positive u-axis are corresponding to 6 = 0, iw, %77, ,
2m and Z7. In numerics we find a critical 6. = (0.705 £ 0.002)7 for all ro > 0, such that

when 0 < 6 < 6., the RG flows are controlled by the SO(8)p GN fixed flow, suggesting
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the gapped SO(8)p GN phase; when 0. < § < 7 and 7 < 6 < 27 — 6., the RG flows
are controlled by the SO(8) GN fixed flow, suggesting the SO(8) GN phase; and when
2 — 0. < 0 < 2w, the RG flows are controlled by the SO(8)4 GN fixed point, suggesting
the SO(8) 4 GN phase. In numerics, we locate . by the sign change of t4 and ¢y, around
it which suggests a phase transition controlled by the SO(7)p GN fixed flow with central
charge ¢ = % The situation of § = 2w —6, is similar, where the phase transition is controlled
by the SO(7)4 GN fixed flow. When 6 = 0 and 6 = 7, the RG flows are controlled by the
Go TCI and the SO(7)a; GN fixed flows, suggesting phase transitions with central charges
c= g and ¢ = %, respectively. Note that

1

= tan (QC + %) N (D.3)

with a deviation in 6. (with respect to 27) less than 0.2%. This suggests that the equation
of the SO(7)p phase transition line is consistent with the predicted location u = —7v
based on a mean-field analysis. The acceptably small deviation of 0.2% arises from the
perturbative nature of the one-loop RG method. By a similar argument, the SO(7)4
transition line is v ~ —Tu.
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