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Faculté des Sciences et Techniques (ICMPA-UNESCO Chair)
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In this paper, we consider a renormalization group perspective on the quantum dynamics of a
particle moving in the Euclidean RN space through the complex landscape provided by a disordered
Hamiltonian of type “2+ p”. We focus on the large N limit, where the coarse-graining procedure is
unconventional: it is based on the Wigner spectrum of the rank-2 disorder. The main consequence
of this choice is that canonical dimensions depend on the scale, and the flow equations fail to
become autonomous, preventing the existence of global fixed points. One of the main features
of the underlying renormalization group flow is the existence of finite-scale singularities for initial
conditions sufficiently close to the Gaussian region and for rank-p disorder intensity large enough.
Using the Luttinger-Ward formalism, we show that these finite-scale singularities hide (and should
be resolved by) a phase transition that breaks time-translation invariance.

I. INTRODUCTION

Equilibrium and out-of-equilibrium glassy systems are
essentially characterized by the complexity of their en-
ergy landscape. Classically, and below the critical tem-
perature, the system is trapped in a very large number
of metastable states for a long time [1–3, 5]. Usually,
the transition toward a glassy regime can be character-
ized using different signatures, such as replica symmetry
breaking, weak ergodicity breaking, or complexity singu-
larity. However, there is no indication as to which one of
these approaches is the best.

More concerning is that the computational frameworks
underlying these indicators predict different critical tem-
peratures. For this reason, they can be viewed as incom-
plete methods, capturing some aspects but not all of the
physics of the transition [2]. Moreover, it is important to
note that despite their quantitative disagreements, these
methods remain debated mathematically, especially re-
garding the construction of the n → 0 limit, possibly
leading to the replica replica symmetry breaking [1, 3, 6].

For historical and analytical reasons, the renormaliza-
tion group (RG) is not one of the main topics for studying
glassy systems; its relevance accounts for only a small
percentage of publications about spin glass and glassy
physics. The reason underlying this phenomenon likely
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stems from the origins of RG, which emerged from critical
phenomena and was motivated primarily by the break-
down of mean-field theory for weakly connected spins
in low dimensions. In contrast, spin glass systems are
generally highly connected, for which mean-field theory
works well. However, the fact that mean-field theory re-
mains a good approximation does not disqualify the RG.
The question is not whether one method works better
than another but whether we can derive reliable infor-
mation from it. In this respect, RG can—and in fact al-
ready has—provided a significant framework for studying
glassy systems [5, 9–17] (the list is far from exhaustive).
This paper follows a series [18–20], and our main goal
is to develop reliable approximations for models that are
easy to benchmark with standard tools, with the aim of
investigating more complex systems where other methods
become difficult to track.

In this paper, we consider a specific class of glassy sys-
tems as a suitable formalism to investigate quantum ef-
fects in spin glasses. In general spin glass systems, the
transition temperatures Tc are large enough that the en-
ergy scale kBTc obscures quantum effects. However, this
may not be the case for certain values of experimentally
controlled extra-parameters, such as pressure or magnetic
fields, on which the critical temperature depends. As
soon as the critical temperature becomes small enough,
quantum effects are expected to play a significant role in
understanding the transition—this is the topic of quan-
tum spin glasses. One of the main relevant effects that
could explain a quantitative difference between the quan-
tum and classical cases is the influence of tunneling ef-
fects.

In the literature, there are different mathematical ap-
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proaches to understanding the quantum nature of glassy
systems. The most natural one is the disordered version
of the so-called quantum Heisenberg model, where Ising
spins in the Hamiltonian are quantized using Pauli ma-
trices [26]. Other aspects of quantum properties can be
addressed from different perspectives. For instance, the
standard classical spherical p-spin model can be viewed
as a classical particle moving on anN -dimensional hyper-
sphere under the influence of a random potential. Quan-
tization can be constructed by imposing Heisenberg com-
mutation relations between conjugate classical variables
or, as we propose in this paper, using Feynman’s path
integral formalism [24, 25]. More precisely, the model we
consider is not spherically constrained; instead, the hard
spherical constraint usually imposed by a Dirac delta
function is replaced by a “gentle” polynomial potential
that avoids classical large-spin configurations.

In a series of papers [18–20], we investigated this quan-
tum version of the classical p-spin models through the
lens of the functional renormalization group (FRG), fo-
cusing on the Wetterich formalism [27–29]. We consid-
ered two types of spin glasses and adopted two different
strategies. On one hand, the 2 + p quantum spin glass
involves two types of disorder: an N × N matrix-like
disorder represented by a random matrix and a rank-p
random tensor.

This model was studied classically, and its fully replica
symmetry-breaking solution was constructed in [7]. In
[18, 19], focusing on the large N limit, we constructed an
RG approach based on coarse-graining over the Wigner
spectrum, with four key observations:

1. The canonical dimensions for couplings depend on
the scale, but the theory behaves as a standard 4D
non-local field theory in the deep infrared (IR).

2. Finite-scale singularities appear in the RG flow
near the Gaussian fixed point for sufficiently large
rank-p disorder.

3. A second non-vanishing minimum appears for the
Luttinger-Ward functional associated with the 2-
point correlation qαβ between replicas for divergent
trajectories, suggesting a first-order phase transi-
tion.

4. Divergences are canceled in some regions of the full
phase space as truncations are “enhanced” by local
interactions coupling different replicas.

The last point was the main focus of our previous work
[19]. On the other hand, we considered the p-spin quan-
tum spin glass from a more conservative perspective. In
[20], we constructed a coarse-graining over time (frequen-
cies), which differs from the Wigner spectrum case and
corresponds to an outer scale of the field theory. The
resulting formalism is that of the RG for a standard field
theory in dimension 1, where interactions can be local or
non-local. Field theories in dimension 1 are inherently
pathological since all interactions are relevant, making

the construction of approximate solutions more difficult.
Nevertheless, we obtained similar results through differ-
ent approximations, which lends a certain robustness to
these findings. Quite surprisingly, these results agreed
with those obtained by coarse-graining over the Wigner
spectrum in [19]. In particular, we again observed the
presence of a singularity at a finite (time) scale, which
seems to induce a state of phase coexistence between a
state with no correlation between replicas and a state
involving correlations (but without magnetization). Fi-
nally, incorporating operators that couple the replicas
removes the singularities in certain regions of the phase
space.

This mechanism resembles observations in other con-
texts (see, for example, [14, 15, 30, 31]) and could have
been expected. However, the fact that both approaches
(time v.s. Wigner coarse-graining) yield similar results
may seem mysterious and invites deeper reflection on the
role of time. Another question concerns the possibility
that other correlations, absent in perturbation theory,
may play a role in other regions of the phase space. In our
previous work, we primarily considered local correlations
between replicas, but this does not completely define the
phase space, as suggested by the persistence of some di-
vergences. In this note, we investigate the possibility
of phase transitions to regimes where time-translation
invariance is broken, with or without correlations be-
tween replicas. In this paper, we focus on a “2+p” type
model, building a coarse-graining on the Wigner spec-
trum, reserving a more detailed global analysis for future
work. Time translation invariance characterizing equilib-
rium dynamics generally does not hold for glassy systems,
signaling that the system is not able to equilibrate even
at long times. These effects occur also in classical spin
glasses, and are in particular responsible of aging effects
[5, 24, 25].

Outline. The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec-
tion II, we introduce the model, conventions, and basic
definitions. In Section III, we consider the 1PI formalism
(non-perturbative RG) and the canonical scaling along
the Wigner spectrum, and investigate approximate so-
lutions. In Section IV, we examine the Luttinger-Ward
(LW) functional for the 2-point function, including op-
erators that explicitly break time-translation symmetry.
By investigating the behavior of the LW functional just
above and below the critical value for the rank-p disorder,
we show that finite-scale singularities “hide” a first-order
phase transition toward a phase without time-translation
symmetry.

Remark 1 For the reader, let us note that although we
focus primarily on the case p = 3 in this paper, as in
[18], the formalism generalizes trivially to the disorder of
larger rank. The price to pay is the additional complex-
ity of the flow equations. Our primary goal in this first
series of articles is to demonstrate a concept, so we limit
ourselves to the first non-trivial case.
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II. THE MODEL

The model we focus on is a slightly modified version of
the quantum spin glass model considered in [24, 25]. We
consider a quantum particle moving in Euclidean space
RN . The wave function ψ(x, t), for x ∈ RN , satisfies the
Schrödinger equation:

−ℏ
d

dt
ψ(x, t) = Ĥ(x, t)ψ(x, t) , (1)

where the quantum Hamiltonian Ĥ(x, t) is:

Ĥ(x, t) := − ℏ2

2m0

∂2

∂x2
+ U(x2) + VJ,K(x) , (2)

where t ∈ [−β/2, β/2], U is some polynomial function

with argument the single O(N) invariant x2 :=
∑N

i=1 x
2
i ,

and:

VJ,K(x) :=
1

2

∑
i,j

Kijxixj +
∑

i1≤···≤ip

Ji1···ipxi1 · · ·xip .

(3)
In this equationK and J are quenched random couplings,
K is a Wigner matrix [8] of size N and variance σ2, and
J is a Gaussian random tensor with zero mean and vari-
ance:

Ji1···ipJi′1···i′p =

(
κ2p!

Np−1

) p∏
ℓ=1

δiℓi′ℓ . (4)

We use the notation X for the average over rank p dis-
order distribution. The most celebrated theorem of ran-
dom matrix theory states that eigenvalues λµ ∈ R of the
Wigner matrix K in the large N limit are distributed
accordingly with the so-called Wigner semicircle:

µW (λ) :=

√
4σ2 − λ2

2πσ2
. (5)

This result, for the computation we have done in this pa-
per, means that for gentle enough function f(x), discrete
sums can be replaced by integrals:

1

N

N∑
µ=1

f(λµ) →
ˆ +2σ

−2σ

dλµW (λ)f(λ). (6)

The positive real number κ2 measures the magnitude of
the disorder and is expected to be smaller than the vari-
ance σ2 of matrix-like disorder. In this limit, the system
can be expected to behave almost like the quantum p = 2
model, which is exactly solvable [5]. The solution resem-
bles what is obtained for the classical problem: a second-
order phase transition occurs at sufficiently low tempera-
tures, where the component µ = −2σ of the projection xµ
along the eigenvector corresponding to the eigenvalue λµ
has a macroscopic occupation number, (x−2σ)

2 ∼ O(N).

If σ2 ≫ κ2, the effects of the disorder are expected to
superpose onto a background field that essentially corre-
sponds to the low-temperature 2-spin glass phase. The
coarse-graining we construct implicitly assumes this limit
and provides a first approximation of the RG flow around
the corresponding low-temperature vacuum, as described
in our previous work [18].
This work focuses exclusively on the high-temperature

symmetric phase, assuming that the potential’s concavity
remains unchanged.

The quantization can be done using standard path in-
tegral approaches for a given realization of the disorder’s
K and J . Physically, it corresponds to the partition func-
tion of a quantum particle in contact with a thermal bath
at temperature β−1:

Zβ [K,J,L] =

ˆ
[Dx(t)] e− 1

ℏScl[x(t)]+
1
ℏ
´
dt

∑N
k=1 Lk(t)xk(t) ,

(7)
where [Dx(t)] denotes the path integral “measure”, L =
(L1, · · · , LN ) is the source field and where the classical
action Scl[x(t)] is:

Scl[x(t)] :=

ˆ β/2

−β/2

dt

(
1

2
ẋ2 + VJ,K(x) + U(x2)

)
, (8)

provided with periodic boundary conditions x(t) = x(t+
β). In this paper, we essentially focus on the limit,
β → ∞ i.e. for vanishing temperature. Note that in
the large N limit and the symmetric phase the physi-
cal mass does not renormalize, and we set m0 = 1. As
is usual in quantum field theory, the partition function
allows computing time ordered vacuum-vacuum expec-
tation value of field correlations at different times [32]
⟨0|T x̂i1(t1)x̂i2(t2) · · · x̂in(tn)|0⟩, where the hat means
quantum operator.

Let us discuss the averaging process before the Func-
tional Renormalization Group (FRG) analysis. The
construction of the disorder averaging in the quenched
regime is a technically challenging and still debated topic
in physics and mathematics. The most popular method
remains the replica method, which involves averaging
over the disorder for n copies of the original system. Typ-
ically, this method assumes an analytic continuation to
construct the limit n→ 0, which allows for the possibility
of replica symmetry breaking.
In the FRG literature, however, a different approach is

often preferred, where the replica symmetry is explicitly
broken from the outset by choosing different sources Lα,
with 0 ≤ α ≤ n, for each replica. Moreover, in the large
N limit, the random spectrum of the matrix K converges
to the deterministic Wigner semicircle. This convergence
makes it advantageous to exploit the underlying O(N)
invariance of the problem (the probability measures for
J and K are expected to be O(N)-invariant) and work in
the eigenbasis of K, thereby avoiding the need to average
over the matrix-like disorder. Schematically [19]:

Zβ [K,J,L] → Z̃β [µW , J,L] , (9)
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where, on the right-hand side, we assume that discrete
sums are replaced everywhere by integrals in the com-
putation of Feynman diagrams for perturbation theory.
Finally, we will consider the averaging:

Z̄β [µW , {Lα}] :=
n∏

α=1

Z̃β [µW , J,Lα] . (10)

This is this averaged functional, for an arbitrary value
of n, which is generally considered in the FRG literature
[2], aiming to focus on the cumulant of the random large

N free energy ln Z̃β [µW , J,L]. The classical action for
the averaged replicated theory is:

Scl[{xα}] :=
∑
α

Scl[xα(t), J = 0,K]

− κ2N

2ℏ

ˆ +β/2

−β/2

dt dt′
∑
α,β

(
xα(t) · xβ(t

′)

N

)p

. (11)

In the rest of this paper, we set ℏ = 1 everywhere. More-
over, we consider only the case p = 3 for explicit calcu-
lations.

III. 1PI FORMALISM AND FINITE SCALE
SINGULARITIES

A. Wetterich formalism

This section introduces the one-particle irreducible
(1PI) Wetterich formalism for the averaged theory we
considered just above (10). In the Gauge where the
matrix-like disorder is diagonal, the kinetic kernel is, in
the Fourier space:

K = ω2 + λµ + 2U ′(0) =: ω2 + p2µ +m2 , (12)

where p2µ := λµ + 2σ, m2 := 2U ′(0) − 2σ. In the large

N limit, p2µ becomes positive definite and looks as a gen-
eralized momentum. This is along the spectrum of this
momentum that we will perform the coarse-graining. The
standard strategy [27] is to add some regulator ∆Sk to
the classical action Scl (8), suppressing infrared degrees
of freedom from long-range physics. In this paper, we
consider the following:

∆Sk[{xα}] :=
1

2

n∑
α=1

N∑
µ=1

ˆ
dt xαµ(t)Rk(p

2
µ)xαi(t) . (13)

In this paper, we will focus on the slightly modified Litim
regulator, Rk(p

2) := f(k)(k2−p2)θ(k2−p2). The regula-
tor is designed such that k ∈ [0, 4σ] interpolates between
the classical action Scl in the deep ultraviolet (k → 4σ),
and the effective action Γ i.e. the Legendre transform
of the replicated free energy ln Z̄β in the deep infrared
(k → 0). For the function f(k) we choose as in [18]:

f(k) :=
4σ

4σ − k2
. (14)

The interpolation can be converted as a differential equa-
tion describing the trajectory of the system on the action
space, and in the 1PI formalism is the Wetterich equation
[27]:

Γ̇k =
1

2
Tr

{
Ṙk

(
Γ
(2)
k +Rk

)−1}
. (15)

where Γ
(2)
k is the second-order functional derivative of Γk,

the dot means derivative with respect to t := ln(k/4σ)
and the trace involves a sum over momenta and frequen-
cies as well as the replica indices. The precise definition
of the functional Γk is the following:

Γk[{Mα}] + ln Z̄β [µW , {Lα}] =
n∑

α=1

ˆ
dtLα(t) ·Mα(t)

−∆Sk[{Mα}] , (16)

the classical field Mα is defined as:

Mα(t) :=
δ

δLα(t)
ln Z̄β [µW , {Lα}] . (17)

The flow equation (15) operates in the infinite-
dimensional theory space. While it is formally ex-
act, solving it exactly is impossible. To extract non-
perturbative information about the flow, approxima-
tions—commonly referred to as truncations—are em-
ployed. These take the form of a suitable ansatz for Γk.
Since we focus on the symmetric phase, Γk should be

expanded as a power series in the field. One way to cir-
cumvent the technical difficulty of inverting the n×n ma-

trix Γ
(2)
k , while aligning with our proposal to focus on the

cumulants of the random distribution ln Z̃β[µW , J,L], is
to expand Γk[Mα] in terms of an increasing number of
free replica sums and local components [14, 21, 31].

Γk[{Mα}] =
ˆ
dt

∑
α

γk,1,1[{Mα(t)}]

+
1

2

ˆ
dtdt′

∑
α

γk,2,1[{Mα(t)}, {Mα(t
′)}]

+
1

2

ˆ
dt

∑
α,β

γk,1,2[{Mα(t)}, {Mβ(t)}]

+
1

4

ˆ
dtdt′

∑
α,β

γk,2,2[{Mα(t)}, {Mβ(t
′)}]

+
1

3!

ˆ
dtdt′dt′′

∑
α

γk,3,1[{Mα(t)}, {Mα(t
′)}, {Mα(t

′′)}]

+ · · · . (18)

Each multi-local component γk,m,n involves m different
replicas and n local components. We denote the corre-
sponding component in the expansion of Γk as Γk,m,n.
For standard local field theory, the expansion terminates
at γk,1,1, which is expanded as a power series in the clas-
sical field in the symmetric phase. In this case, the ex-
pansion takes the form of a sum of products of fields at
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Figure 1. A typical octic interaction contributing to Γk,3,2

(on left) and a typical sextic contribution (on right).

the same time, and the various terms in the flow equa-
tions, expanded in powers of the classical field, can be
indexed by effective Feynman graphs.

In contrast, to account for non-localities and free
replica sums, the flow equations are now indexed by hy-
pergraphs [33] instead of ordinary graphs. A typical
monomial in the expansion of Γk,m,n involves 2P fields,m
local clusters where the fields interact at the same time,
and n clusters sharing the same replica index. Such a
vertex can be represented as shown in Figure 1, which il-
lustrates the rule for an octic interaction contributing to
Γk,3,2. The rule is as follows: 1) Fields are represented
by nodes, connected pairwise by solid heavy lines that
represent scalar products (contraction of Latin indices).
2) Fields sharing the same replica index are represented
by nodes of the same color. 3) Fields interacting at the
same time are enclosed within a dash-dotted closed path.
Thus, the octic vertex v3,2, depicted in Figure 1, is ex-
plicitly written as:

v3,2 :=

ˆ 3∏
ℓ=1

dtℓ
∑
α,β

Mα(t1) ·Mα(t1)×Mα(t2) ·Mβ(t2)

×Mβ(t2) ·Mβ(t3)×Mβ(t3) ·Mβ(t3) , (19)

the dot corresponding to the Euclidean scalar product

x · y :=
∑N

i=1 xiyi.
This approximation generalizes the standard local po-

tential approximation, corresponding to the component
Γk,1,n. Here, we allow the existence of multiple local
clusters, but we do not take into account derivative in-
teractions within these clusters. The flow equations for
the different couplings are then obtained from the exact
flow equation (15) and the ansatz for Γk, by identifying
on the right and left-hand sides the components having
the same number of local components, free replica sums
and field involved on each of these components.

B. Canonical dimensions and flow equations

This section takes up in the context of this article many
results derived in [18, 19], to which the reader can refer.

The bare theory reads (p = 3):

Γk=2
√
σ[{Mα}] =

ˆ
dt

∑
µ,α

Mαµ(t)

(
− d2

dt2
+ p2µ

)
Mαµ(t)

Figure 2. Hypergraphs contributing to the non-local 2-points
function renormalization (on left) and on the quartic disorder
renormalization (on right). Both do not create enough closed
paths (faces) and are next to leading (O(1/N)).

+ + + + · · ·+ .

The bare propagator is local in time (i.e. proportional to
δ(t−t′)) and diagonal in the replica space. Moreover, the
existence of the large N limit imposes that interactions
involving 2P fields must scale as N−P+1. Hence, in the
large N limit, the theory space connected to the Gaus-
sian region (i.e. where the perturbation theory holds)
from the RG flow is highly constrained. In particular,
we find that the non-local interaction coming from the
averaging over disorder does not renormalizes and that
the self-energy remains a local function, diagonal in the
replica space, the non-local correction being next to lead-
ing order comparing to local contributions (see Figure 2).
For the same reason, no anomalous dimension is expected
at the leading order [18].
Hence, assuming to work in the symmetric phase, per-

turbation theory invites to consider the following trun-
cation:

Γk[{Mα}] =
1

2

ˆ
dt

∑
µ,α

Mµ,α(t)(−∂2t + p2µ + µ1)Mµ,α(t)

+

∞∑
n=2

ˆ
dt

∑
µ,α

(2π)n−1u2n
(2n)!Nn−1

(∑
µ

M2
µ,α(t)

)n

+
(2π)ũ6
6!N2

ˆ
dtdt′

∑
α,β

(∑
µ

Mµ,α(t)Mµ,β(t
′)

)3

,

(20)

which also defines coupling constants. The flow equations
for the coupling constants involve effective loops, inte-
grating over both the frequencies (in the limit β → ∞)
and the generalized momentum p2 distributed according
to Wigner’s law. In an ordinary field theory, this type of
integral behaves as a power of k, which can be eliminated
in favor of an appropriate scaling of the couplings which
then become dimensionless. Here, the integral depends
non-trivially on k, and a simple power-law scaling is no
longer sufficient to eliminate the dependence on the IR
cut-off k of the loop integrals. An additional complica-
tion comes from the fact that this integral also depends
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non-trivially on the mass. In this paper, we will focus
on a regime where the mass is small enough to be ne-
glected (which we will verify in our simulations). Under
these conditions, each integral receives the contribution
(see [18] for more details)

Ω(k) := k3
ˆ
dp2

ρ(p2)Ṙk(p
2)

(p2 +Rk(p2))3/2
=

8k5

3π
√
4− k2

, (21)

and the dimensionless local couplings are defined as:

ū2n = u2n
1

k2

(
Ω(k)

k3

)n−1

, (22)

where ρ(p2) is the generalized momenta distribution de-
rived from the Wigner law µW (5). This rescaling adds a
linear term in the flow equation, corresponding usually to
the canonical dimension, and which in this case depends
on the scale. Except for this change, the derivation of
the flow equations is fairly standard (see again [18]), and
we find [? ] for u2 ≪ k2 and k small enough:

˙̄u2 ≈ −2ū2 −
ū4
18
, (23)

˙̄u4 ≈ −dim4ū4 −
¯̃u6
15π

− ū6
30

+
ū24
6
, (24)

˙̄u6 ≈ −dim6 ū6 +
144ū4ū6

5
+

8ū4 ¯̃u6
5π

− 5ū34
9
, (25)

Remark that to compute the flow equations before, we
neglected some numerical factors whose are numerically
of order 1 for k small enough. For instance, the contri-
bution of order u24 in the flow equation for the quartic
coupling involves the additional factor:

R(k) := k2Ω−1(k)

ˆ
dp2

ρ(p2)Ṙk(p
2)

(p2 +Rk(p2))5/2
, (26)

whose behavior is shown on Figure 3. For the typical
scale where singularities discussed in this paper occur,
k ≈ 0.36 and k ≈ 0.16, we find respectively R(k) ≈ 0.986
and R(k) ≈ 0.997. Numerically, omitting this factor only
changes only qualitatively our conclusions, and we took
them into account for the numerical investigations of this
paper.

The derivation of the flow equation for the non-local
sextic coupling follows the same strategy. The dimension
of the coupling is deduced from its contributions in the
local sector, and we get (see again reference [18]):

˙̃̄u6 = −dim6,n.l(k)¯̃u6 . (27)

where for σ2 = 1:

dim2n(k) := (n− 1)
k2

k2 − 4
+ 2(2− n) , (28)

0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
k

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

R(k)

Figure 3. Behavior of the factor R(k).

2 4 6 8 10
-log(k)

-0.0018

-0.0017

-0.0016

-0.0015

-0.0014

-0.0013

u4

-0.5 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0
-log(k)

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

u4

Figure 4. On the top: Behavior of the RG trajectories for
a small enough value of κ2, initial conditions being for t0 ≈
−0.693 (k0 = 1.999). On the bottom, RG trajectories for
disorder larger than some critical value |¯̃u6(t0)| > |¯̃u6,c(t0)|.

and for the non-local coupling:

dim6,n.l =
k
(
k2 − 8

)√
4− k2 + 4

(
8− 3k2

)
sin−1

(
k
2

)
(k2 − 4)

(
k
√
4− k2 − 4 sin−1

(
k
2

)) .

(29)
Because of the scale dependency of the canonical

dimensions and the fact that the non-local sextic in-
teraction does not renormalizes, no global interacting
fixed point are expected. Figure 4 illustrates the main
point we wanted to emphasize in this section. Suffi-
ciently close to the Gaussian fixed point, when the dis-
order |ũ6| is large enough, the trajectories show the
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Figure 5. Numerical reconstruction of the region of the phase
space where finite scale singularities occur. The divergent
trajectories are in the black region, which we constructed by
setting a fairly low threshold (trajectories that do not diverge
generally converge fairly quickly).

appearance of a finite scale singularity reminiscent of
the so-called Larkin length [31, 34, 35]. Moreover,
the critical value of the coupling ũ6(t0) as well as the
scale at which the singularity appears seems to depend
rather weakly on the initial conditions, see [18] and
Figure 5 (the code used to reproduce this figure can
be found in https://github.com/IxandraAchitouv/
TimeTransInvSymBreakHidden.). Note that we focused
on a particular regime, our objective in this article being
essentially to prove a concept.

IV. LANDAU APPROXIMATION AND PHASE
TRANSITION

The Landau approximation usually work in the vicin-
ity of the phase transition, assuming that some param-
eter characterizing the different phase is small enough
to expand the thermodynamic functional. We assume
that the role of the order parameter is held by the two-
point function. This makes it natural to consider the
2-particles irreducible (2PI) formalism and not the tradi-
tional 1PI, what is usually the case in the field theory of
glassy systems [5]. The most general 2-points interaction
breaking the time translation symmetry reads:

vk,1,1 :=
1

2

ˆ
dtdt′

∑
α

γ(−t,−t′)Mα(t) ·Mα(t
′)

=
1

2β2

∑
ω,ω′

γ̃αα′(ω, ω′)M̃α(ω) · M̃α′(ω′) . (30)

Note that the interaction (30) is not necessary diagonal
in the replica space, and we will consider separately to
cases:

γ̃αα′(ω, ω′) = γ̃(ω, ω′)δαα′ (31)

or

γ̃αα′(ω, ω′) = γ̃(ω, ω′)δ⊥αα′ , (32)

where: δ⊥αα′ := 1−δαα′ avoids back reaction on the order
zero 1PI flow for mass.

Remark 2 We define Fourier transform of some func-
tion f(t) as:

f(t) :=
1

β

∑
ω

f̃(ω)e−iωt , f̃(ω) :=

ˆ β/2

−β/2

dt f(t)eiωt .

(33)

A. 2-particles irreducible construction

The understanding of the full momenta dependency of
the coupling γ(ω, ω′) requires more advanced methods
than those used in this paper. Because we focus on the
vertex expansion at the leading order of the derivative
expansion, we can expand the kernel in the power of fre-
quencies:

γ̃(ω, ω′) =: ∆ + δ1 × (ω1 + ω2) + · · · , (34)

where δ1 := ∂ω1
γ(0, 0). From the power counting, ∆ has

canonical dimension 1 for all k, and δ1 has dimension
zero, higher order derivative contributions have negative
dimensions. We can expect that a good enough approxi-
mation near the transition can be obtained by consider-
ing the most relevant operators. Notice that good enough
does not mean ideal, and this is indeed a weakness of this
analysis, which we will improve in our future works.
Another source of non-locality for long-time physics

could be the following:

γ̃(ω, ω′) = qβ(δω0 + δω′0) . (35)

Such an interaction can be generated by some rank one
annealed disorder, provided that q < 0. We will study
these two limits in the following. Note that these approx-
imations are by no means exhaustive. For example, we
could still consider a term of the form ∝ β2δ0ωδ0ω′ , which
could be provided by an additional rank 1 random po-
tential. Such a term however exhibits a somewhat patho-
logical behavior in the continuous limit. It can notably
be shown that the back-reaction of the mass term does
not cause symmetry breaking as we will observe for the
other interactions that we consider here.

Within the 2PI formalism, the fundamental quantity
is the replicated 2PI effective action Γk[{Mα}, {Gα}],

https://github.com/IxandraAchitouv/TimeTransInvSymBreakHidden
https://github.com/IxandraAchitouv/TimeTransInvSymBreakHidden
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depending on the 1-points functions Mα and on the 2-
points functions G and defined as [36, 37]:

Γk[{Mα}, G] =
1

2
Tr lnG−1 +

1

2
TrG−1

0 G+Φ[G] (36)

where Tr has the same meaning as in the Wetterich equa-
tion (15) and the bare propagator G0 (diagonal in the
replica space) is defined as:

G0(ω
2, p2) := ω2 + p2 +m2 +Rk(p

2) . (37)

The last piece in the definition (36), Φ[G] is the so-called
Luttinger-Ward functional and expands in term of 2PI
diagrams, which in particular determines the gap equa-
tion:

Σ = −2
δΦ[G]

δG
, (38)

where Σ is the standard self energy. The solution of this
equation is noting but the so-called Dyson equation:

G−1
k = G−1

0 − Σ . (39)

In the large N limit, the functional Φ can be computed
exactly [22, 37], graphically, and for a sextic theory:

Φ[G] = + + , (40)

where the dotted edges with gray discs are propaga-
tor G, the notation meaning that graphs are computed
as Feynman amplitude, replacing the bare propagator
with G. The 2PI formalism can easily make in con-
tact with the standard 1PI [36]. Indeed, denoting as
fk := Γk[{Mα}, Gk] the effective action on shell i.e.
for G = Gk, and because Γk[{Mα}] depends on k only
though G0, we get:

ḟk =
1

2
Tr ṘkGk , (41)

which is formally equivalent to (15). This equivalence
can be verified for self energy, as well as for higher or-
der 1PI correlations (see [36] for more details). In the
following, we will assume that infinitesimal fluctuations
of the 2PI sources can induce correlations breaking the
time-translation invariance, and we will assume that the
self energy decomposes as:

Σ(ω, ω′) =ΣNδ(ω + ω′)

−∆− δ1 × (ω1 + ω2)− qβ2δω0δω′0 , (42)

where ΣN is the self energy in the normal phase, where
time translation symmetry works, and satisfies the nor-
mal phase gap equation:

ΣN = + + (43)

where blank discs materialize the on-shell effective prop-
agator Gk,N in the normal phase

G−1
k,N = ω2 + p2 +m2 +Rk(p

2)− ΣN . (44)

This relation is the gap equation for ∆ = δ1 = q = 0.
As these parameters are non-zero, they induce a back
reaction on the effective mass, that we will consider later.
Let us notice that in the following, the continuum limit
is assumed.

B. Landau expansion

a. q = 0. To begin, consider the case q = 0, for the
case where γ̃α,β is diagonal in the replica space, corre-
sponding to a purely dynamical ergodicity-breaking [23].
From the gap equation (38), we find:

γ̃(ω1, ω2) = + + 2×

+ + 2× + 2×

+ 2× + + O(γ3) . (45)

where the cross means a γ insertion. The diagrams in-
volved in the expansion (34) can be computed using stan-
dard perturbation theory, and we get:

= −u4∆
3

ˆ
dp2ρ(p2)

×
ˆ
dωGk,N (ω)Gk,N (ω + ω1 + ω2) , (46)

where ω1, ω2 are the external momenta. Note that we
omitted the p2 dependency of the propagator to simplify
the notations. We will do the same throughout the rest,
indicating the integrations but omitting the indices, the
structure of the graphs removing any ambiguity. Ex-
panding in power of them, we identify contributions to
∆ and δ1, the later vanishing because Gk,N is expected
to be symmetric, we then get:

= −u4∆
3

ˆ
dp2ρ(p2)(I2,0 +O(ω2

1 , ω
2
2 , ω1ω2)) ,
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where:

Im,n :=

ˆ
dωGm

k,N (ω)ω2n

=: C(n,m)(p2 +Rk(p
2) + u2)

−n+m− 1
2 , (47)

where the numerical factor depending on n,m is:

C(n,m) :=
Γ
(
n+ 1

2

)
Γ
(
m− n− 1

2

)
Γ(m)

. (48)

Note that we compute the on-shell propagator from the
1PI truncation in the symmetric phase, but the flow for
u2 is assumed to be computed including order γ2 cor-
rections. For the second diagram, we get in the same
way:

=
u4
3

ˆ
dp2ρ(p2)

[(
(∆2I2,0 − δ21I2,2)I1,0

− δ21I1,2I2,0
)
+ δ1∆I2,0I1,0(ω1 + ω2)

]
+O(ω2

1 , ω
2
2 , ω1ω2) . (49)

In the same way:

= −u6∆
15

L1

ˆ
dp2ρ(p2)

×
ˆ
dωGk,N (ω)Gk,N (ω + ω1 + ω2) , (50)

and:

=
u6
15
L1

ˆ
dp2ρ(p2)

[(
(∆2I2,0 − δ21I2,2)I1,0

− δ21I1,2I2,0
)
+ δ1∆I2,0I1,0(ω1 + ω2)

]
+O(ω2

1 , ω
2
2 , ω1ω2) . (51)

where

Ln :=

ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2

ˆ
dωGn

k,N (ω) =

ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2In,0 .

(52)

=
u6
15

ˆ
ρ(p2)ρ(q2)dp2dq2

ˆ
dωdω′dω”

Gk,N (ω)Gk,N (ω′)Gk,N (ω”)
[
Gk,N (ω + ω′ + ω”)

(
∆2 − δ21(ω + ω′)2

+∆δ1(ω1 + ω2)
)]

+O(ω2
1 , ω

2
2 , ω1ω2) .

For simplifying expressions below, we define (we make
the dependency over-generalized momenta explicit here
for convenience for the reader):

K(p2, q2) :=

ˆ
dωdω′dω”Gk,N (ω, p2)Gk,N (ω′, p2)

×Gk,N (ω”, q2)Gk,N (ω + ω′ + ω”, q2) .
(53)

For the non-local contributions, we get also:

= − ũ6
15

(∆ + δ1(ω1 + ω2))

×
ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2J2,1,0 + O(ω2

1 , ω
2
2 , ω1ω2) ,

(54)

=
ũ6
15

ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2

[
∆2I1,0J2,1,0

− δ21(I1,1J2,1,0 + I1,0J2,1,1) + ∆δ1I1,0J2,1,0(ω1 + ω2)
]

+ O(ω2
1 , ω

2
2 , ω1ω2) , (55)

where we defined Jm,n,p as:

Jm,n,p :=

ˆ
dωGm

k,N (ω)Gn
k,N (ω)ω2p , (56)

the generalized momenta of the m and n propagators are
assumed to be different. Moreover, in the equation (55),
the notations have to be understood as follow: Jm,n,p

depends on two generalized momenta, and any function
being on left (resp. on right) is contracted with the gen-
eralized momenta on the m (resp. n) propagators.
For the last diagram, we get finally:

=
ũ6
15

[
∆2Tr J2

1,1,0 − 2δ21Tr(J1,1,1J1,1,0)

+ ∆δ1(ω1 + ω2)TrJ
2
1,1,0

]
+ O(ω2

1 , ω
2
2 , ω1ω2) , (57)

where here traces means integration over generalized mo-
menta – see also Appendix A. Moreover, let us notice
that in all these equations, couplings u4, u6 and ũ6 are
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assumed to be the dimensioned bare couplings. Further-
more, ũ6 ≤ 0.

Computing the integrals involved in these expressions,
we find two equations of the form:

∆ = a1∆+ a2∆
2 + a3δ

2
1 + · · · (58)

δ1 = b1δ1 + b2∆δ1 + · · · . (59)

where the coefficients ai and bi depend in particular on
the mass u2. At this order, we then get δ1 = 0, the
state equation for ∆ can be rewritten as an equilibrium
condition U ′(∆) = 0, with, getting until order 3:

U(∆) :=
1

2
(1− a1)∆

2 − 1

3
a2∆

3 +O(∆4) . (60)

Note that this construction only makes sense because we
assume γ to be independent (in the sense of functions)
of the other terms involved in the construction of Σ. An-
other way to discuss the stability of solutions would have
been to consider the sign changes of the initial equation
of state. It is furthermore easy to check that ∆ has to
be positive (for instance, using the formal Dyson formula
and discrete Fourier transform). Explicitly we have:

a1 := −
(
u4
3

+
2u6
15

L1

)
L2 (61)

− 2ũ6
15

ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2J2,1,0

a2 :=

(
u4
3

+
2u6
15

L1

)
Tr I2,0I1,0 +

ũ6
15

TrJ2
1,1,0

+
2ũ6
15

ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2I1,0J2,1,0

+
u6
15

ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2K(p2, q2) . (62)

Appendix A provides some explicit formulas.
b. q ̸= 0. Now, let us move to the different regime,

for ∆ = δ1 = 0 but q ̸= 0. In that case, quartic interac-
tion does not contribute, and the expansion has to go at
order q3. The relevant diagrams are:

γ̃(ω1, ω2) = + 2× . (63)

Computing each diagrams, we get:

= − ũ6
15
q2
ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2Gk,N (0, p2)

×
ˆ
dωGk,N (ω, p2)Gk,N (ω, q2)Gk,N (0, q2) ,

(64)

and:

=
ũ6
15
q3
ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2G2

k,N (0, p2)

×
ˆ
dωGk,N (ω, p2)Gk,N (ω, q2)(p2, q2)Gk,N (0, q2) .

(65)

Finally, the 2PI potential looks as:

V (q) :=
1

2
q2 +

1

3
c1q

3 +
1

4
c2q

4 +O(q5) , (66)

where:

c1 :=
ũ6
15

ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2Gk,N (0, p2)

× J1,1,0(p
2, q2)Gk,N (0, q2) , (67)

c2 :=− 2ũ6
15

ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2G2

k,N (0, p2)

× J1,1,0(p
2, q2)Gk,N (0, q2) . (68)

Note that no back reaction is expected for the 1PI mass
flow.
c. Including replica correlations. Now, consider the

second case, where the time translation symmetry break-
ing includes correlations between replica (see (32)). In
that case, the expressions simplify, because only the non-
local sextic interaction, the only one coupling different
replica, contributes. For approximations (34) and (35),
the expansions takes the same form as in (63), and we
get respectively:

Ũ(∆) :=
1

2
∆2 +

1

3
ã1∆

3 +
1

4
ã2∆

4 +O(∆5) (69)

Ṽ (q) :=:=
1

2
q2 +

1

3
b̃1q

3 +
1

4
b̃2q

4 +O(q5) (70)

with:

ã1 :=
ũ6
15

TrJ2
1,1,0 (71)

ã2 :=− 2(n− 1)ũ6
15

Tr (J2
1,1,0I1,0) , (72)

and:

b̃1 :=
ũ6
15

ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2Gk,N (0, p2)

× J1,1,0(p
2, q2)Gk,N (0, q2) (73)

b̃2 :=− 2ũ6
15

ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2G2

k,N (0, p2)

× J1,1,0(p
2, q2)Gk,N (0, q2) . (74)
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d. Numerical investigations. As we explained ear-
lier, at order zero in γ, the RG flow can be computed
using the 1PI formalism described in Section III. Figure
4 shows the finite-scale singularity phenomena observed
around the Gaussian region for sufficiently strong disor-
der. For the numerical simulations that follow, we use
the same initial conditions as in Figure 4, namely:

S0 := ū2(k0) = 0, ū4(k0) = 0, ū6 = 1, , (75)

where k0 = 1.999 is the UV scale. Note that the choice
to focus on a specific trajectory does not limit the gener-
ality of the results. Furthermore, our goal in this paper is
to highlight a specific phenomenon. The initial bar cou-
plings can be computed using the explicit formulas (22)
and (27).

We consider two values for the initial disorder:
¯̃u6(k0) = −103 and ¯̃u6(k0) = −10. The first value corre-
sponds to the singular trajectory on the right of Figure
4, while the second corresponds to the singularity-free
trajectory on the left. For the bare couplings, these
initial conditions correspond to ũ6(k0) = −3.72 and
ũ6(k0) = −0.0372, respectively. The results are sum-
marized in Figures 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10.

We present the potential for different values of the RG
time t := − ln k. The singularity occurs for tc ≈ 1.83.
The potentials at the top correspond to ũ6(k0) = −3.72,
while those at the bottom correspond to ũ6(k0) =
−0.0372. All the solutions are computed for n = 2, ex-
cept for Figures 8 and 10. The conclusions are as follows:
1) Phase transitions are observed for all the potentials,
except for V (q) due to the back-reaction of the mass flow.
2) The phase transition is first order for couplings that
are not diagonal in the replica space and second order for
diagonal couplings. 3) Similar conclusions are observed
for higher values of n. Increasing n brings the non-zero
minimum closer to the origin. These results should be
compared with the analytical insights provided in [24]
and [25].

At this stage, two criticisms can be raised. First, be-
yond the rudimentary construction method of the RG
approximation, we have considered these perturbations
separately. It is clear that they are not independent, and
we reserve a more comprehensive study of these effects,
based on more advanced methods, for future work. Sec-
ond, one might question the specific form of the couplings
we considered. As we have explained, other combinations
could have been chosen. However, our goal here was not
to find the most optimal form but to provide arguments
in favor of a mechanism, which is further supported by
analytical insights [24, 25].

C. Replica correlations without time symmetry
breaking

In this section, we summarize the results obtained in
[18, 19] concerning the appearance of first-order phase
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Δ
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0.00010
U(Δ)

1 2 3 4 5
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U(Δ)

Figure 6. On the top: behavior of the potential U(∆) for k =
0.36 (blue curve), k = 0.32 (yellow curve), k = 0.31 (green
curve). On the bottom: k = 1.64 (blue curve), k = 0.36
(yellow curve), k = 0.13 (green curve).
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Figure 7. Behavior of the potential V (q) for k = 0.36 (blue
curve), k = 0.32 (yellow curve), k = 0.31 (green curve). On
the bottom: k = 1.64 (blue curve), k = 0.36 (yellow curve),
k = 0.13 (green curve).
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q
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Figure 8. Behavior of the potential Ṽ (q) for n = 3, for k =
0.36 (blue curve), k = 0.32 (yellow curve), k = 0.31 (green
curve). The second minimum is reaches for q ≈ 0.0005. On
the bottom: k = 1.64 (blue curve), k = 0.36 (yellow curve),
k = 0.13 (green curve).

transitions for interactions coupling replicas and corre-
sponding to an equilibrium ergodicity-breaking. We also
illustrate here numerically the fact already conjectured
in [19] that these metastable states do not appear along
all divergent trajectories, and therefore do not systemat-
ically allow to cancellation of these divergences.

We consider a self-energy of the form:

Σαβ(ω, ω
′) = ΣNδαβδ(ω + ω′)−Qδ⊥αβδ(ω + ω′) , (76)

where δ⊥αβ := 1− δαβ cancel the back reaction of Q one,
the zero order 1PI flow for u2. The Landau expansion
leads to the potential:

U(Q) =
1

2
Q2 − 1

3
r1Q

3 − 1

4
r2Q

4 +O(Q5) , (77)

where:

r1 :=− ũ6
15

ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2 J2,2,0 , (78)

r2 :=
2(n− 1)ũ6

15

ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2 J3,2,0 . (79)

Figure 11 summarizes our conclusions. For the two
figures on the top, initial conditions are for S0 and
again k0 = 1.999. The two figures at the top and in
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˜
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Figure 9. Behavior of the potential Ũ(∆) for k = 0.36 (blue
curve), k = 0.32 (yellow curve), k = 0.31 (green curve). On
the bottom: k = 1.64 (blue curve), k = 0.36 (yellow curve),
k = 0.13 (green curve).
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-0.00001
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5.×10-6

0.00001
U
˜
(Δ)

Figure 10. Behavior of Ũ(∆) for k = 0.31 and n = 3 (blue
curve), n = 4 (yellow curve) and n = 5 (green curve).

the middle correspond to the initial condition S0, with
¯̃u6(k0) = −103 and ¯̃u6(k0) = −10, respectively. We re-
cover the result obtained in our previous work [18, 19]:
metastable states appear for some trajectories exhibiting
a finite-scale singularity. Taking into account the corre-
sponding interactions, which are forbidden in perturba-
tion theory, cancels this divergence.
The bottom figure compares the behavior of the po-

tential Ṽ (q) and U(Q) for som value of k, and shows
explicitly that phase transition for time translation sym-
metry breaking appears before the one for Q. This order
however depend on the region of the phase space. In some
regions the order can be reversed, or one may happens



13

-0.001 0.001 0.002 0.003 0.004
Q

5.×10-6

0.000010

0.000015

U(Q)

1 2 3 4 5
Δ

5

10

15

20

U(Δ)

0.001 0.002 0.003 0.004
{q, Q}

1.×10-6

2.×10-6

3.×10-6

4.×10-6

{V(q), U(Q)}

Figure 11. Behavior of the potential U(Q) along RG trajecto-
ries for n = 2. On the top for ũ6(k0) = −3.72, blue, yellow and
green curves are respectively for k = 0.36, 0.323 and k = 0.31.
On the middle for ũ6(k0) = −0.0372, blue, yellow and green
curves are respectively for k = 1.64, 0.36 and k = 0.13. On
the top we show the behavior of potentials U(Q) (blue curve)

and Ṽ (q) (dashed curve) for n = 2, at k ≈ 0.321.

but not the other.

To conclude, note that similar results are obtained for
n > 2, with the tendency that the larger n is, closer to

the origin is the metastable minima.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

We have assumed that the flow singularities hide a
phase transition involving interactions forbidden by per-
turbation theory. In this paper, we have provided evi-
dence that finite-scale singularities in the ultraviolet flow
(i.e., far enough from the mass scale k2f(k) ≫ u2) can
conceal a phase transition that breaks time-translation
symmetry. In our previous work [19], we already men-
tioned that these singularities induce a first-order phase
transition involving local correlations between replicas
but without breaking any symmetry — see Section IVC.
Considering these additional interactions appears to re-
solve these singularities, at least in some regions of the
phase space.
The same mechanism seems to occur here: along

the singular trajectories, the potential associated with
the couplings ∆, derived from the Luttinger-Ward func-
tional, shows the emergence of a stable non-zero vac-
uum. In this case, however, the transition turns out to
be continuous (second order) for diagonal couplings in
the replica space. This latter point, seemingly related to
the continuous nature of the broken symmetry, strength-
ens our conclusions by a priori validating a Landau-type
expansion of the potential. First-order phase transitions
are nevertheless recovered for perturbations that are not
diagonal in the replica space.
These findings will be expanded and developed in a

forthcoming work based entirely on the 2PI formalism.
The goal is to address the current analysis’s limitations
and reconstruct the system’s complete phase space as a
benchmark for RG methods in this context.
Finally, it is worth noting that: (1) time-translation

symmetry breaking has been considered in other quan-
tum disordered models using different approaches [38];
and (2) a typical scenario where time-translation sym-
metry is broken is the so-called wave function collapse
[39], which arises due to the irreversible nature of quan-
tum measurement. As explained in our previous works
[18–20], this line of research ultimately aims to tackle
the challenging issue of structured disorders [4], which is
highly relevant for addressing practical quantum infor-
mation problems.
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Appendix A: Explicit form of the traces

Let us provide some explicit formulas for the traces in-
volved in the expressions of the potentials. For clarity, we
include here the explicit dependency on the generalized
momenta for the effective 2-point functions.

ˆ
ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2 J2,1,0

=

ˆ 4

0

ρ(p2)dp2ρ(q2)dq2
ˆ
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k(ω, p
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2)dω , (A1)
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ˆ 4
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