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Abstract

To gain a deeper understanding of the glassy phase in p-spin quantum
models, this paper examines the dynamics of the N -vector x ∈ RN through
the framework of renormalization group theory. First, we focus on pertur-
bation theory, which is more suitable than nonperturbative techniques due
to the specific temporal non-locality of the model after disorder integration.
We compute the one-loop β-function and explore the structure of its fixed
points. Next, we develop the nonperturbative renormalization group approach
based on the standard Wetterich-Morris formalism, using two approximation
schemes to address the model’s non-locality. We investigate the vertex expan-
sion in the symmetric phase and assess the reliability of the approximations
for the fixed-point solutions. Finally, we extend our analysis beyond the sym-
metric phase by using an expansion around the vacuum of the local potential.
Our numerical investigations particularly focus on the cases p = 2 and p = 3.
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1 Introduction
Over the past six decades, significant progress has been made in the understanding of
glassy systems [1–4]. Moreover, these developments span a broad range of disciplines,
lying at the intersection of physics, mathematics, economics and more recently, data
science [5–9]. Spin glass models are idealized representations of realistic metals
and alloys, replicating their glassy behavior in the low-temperature regime due to
randomly distributed impurities [10].

One of the most important features of the glassy phase is the complexity of its
energy landscape, which is characterized by an exponential number of metastable
states. Computationally, this means that finding the ground state of the landscape
becomes an NP-hard problem. Non-equilibrium effects at low temperatures also
mark the slow dynamics of the spin glass phase, and some solvable models, such
as the spherical Sherrington-Kirkpatrick model [11], exhibit this phenomenon. This
complex energy landscape arises from frustration—random impurities create effec-
tive couplings between spins that cannot all be satisfied simultaneously along a
closed loop, resulting in negative products of couplings along the loop. Moreover,
the disorder is quenched, meaning that the typical time evolution for the “spin” is
much longer than for the disorder (impurities’ configuration) [12].

Spin glass models can often be tackled using classical tools, mainly mean-field
techniques from statistical physics. This is justified in cases where the transition
temperature and corresponding energy scale are far from those of quantum fluc-
tuations [13–16]. Quantum transitions typically occur at zero temperature, where
quantum fluctuations disrupt long-range order. However, external parameters can be
tuned in spin glass systems such that the glassy transition temperature approaches
the scale of quantum energy fluctuations. This allows quantum fluctuations to influ-
ence dynamics through the complex energy landscape significantly. These effects are
particularly relevant to quantum annealing (as opposed to thermal annealing), which
explores how quantum particles escape metastable states via quantum tunnelling.

There are various approaches to studying quantum spin glasses. One common
approach is the quantum analogue of the Heisenberg model, where classical three-
dimensional spin vectors are replaced by Pauli operators coupled through a quenched
coupling constant – see for instance [15, 17, 18] and references therein. In this
approach, quantum fluctuations arise because of the non-commutativity between
the Ising term and some transverse magnetic field coupling. Another important
model is the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model, originally introduced in condensed
matter physics to describe the behavior of non-Fermi liquids [19–21]. The SYK
model has an intriguing connection with quantum gravity, though it is not a true
spin glass because "annealed = quenched" and is "maximally chaotic." A popular
alternative is the quantum spherical p-spin glass model, which describes a quantum
particle moving through an N -dimensional random energy landscape, considered for
instance in [13, 14], and is the model we focus on in this paper. Such a model is
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expected for instance to make contact with the low-temperature physics of some
alloy like LiHoxY1−xF4 [14, 22].

Three major approaches dominate the investigation of glassy behavior in spin
glass models. The first is the static approach, based on replica symmetry break-
ing [10]. The second is the dynamical approach, focused on dynamical transitions
and aging effects systems that have longer relaxation times than younger ones [12,
23]. Finally, the complexity and entropy crisis approach is based on the Thouless,
Anderson, and Palmer (TAP) equation [4, 5]. These approaches are considered
complementary, each providing insight into different aspects of the system. For ex-
ample, the p = 2 spherical spin glass behaves like a ferromagnet in disguise (no
replica symmetry breaking and no true spin glass phase) in the static approach,
while the dynamical approach reveals non-trivial out-of-equilibrium processes with
aging effects. In this paper, we consider a quantum dynamical process and focus on
the late-time effects of disorder on the quantum behavior of a particle.

A powerful tool for investigating the low-energy behavior of a system is the Wilso-
nian renormalization group (WRG). WRG constructs a series of effective Hamilto-
nians by successively eliminating high-energy degrees of freedom, while preserving
large-scale physical properties, such as fixed points and critical exponents. Although
WRG is not typically used in spin glass studies, which mainly rely on mean-field
theory, there are notable exceptions, including both perturbative and nonperturba-
tive approaches – see for instance [24–30]. See also [31, 32] for recent applications
to disorder systems, implying a formalism close enough to ours.

In this paper, we apply WRG to the quantum problem of a particle moving
through a rough landscape. We use both perturbative expansions and more sophis-
ticated nonperturbative approximations, focusing on the Wetterich-Morris frame-
work. Future works will delve into more advanced topics, including investigations
using the 2PI formalism [33, 34]. Besides, it is fully connected and mean field theory
is expected to provide a satisfactory result, our goal is not to compete with it, but
rather to propose a kind of alternative, a complementary vision of the nature of
glass transitions for example, adding a characterization to those already existing.
The proximity with models admitting an analytical solution is to be able to make a
precise comparison and to build reliable approximations of the RG, which can then
be used with a good degree of confidence to investigate problems more challenging
for analytical approaches. This is the case for example of problems involving "struc-
tured" disorders [35], in this specific case, of the detection of quantum signals for
instance.

This work moreover follows a recent bibliographical line [36–38] of the same
authors, aiming to consider RG as a tool to characterize the underlying physics of
quantum glassy systems. These past investigations considered the "2 + p"-quantum
spin glass models, mixing a matrix-like disorder materialized by a Wigner matrix
[39] with a tensor-like disorder as soon as p > 2. One of the originality of our work

4



was to consider a coarse-graining over the Wigner spectrum. The corresponding RG
flow was characterized by essentially three features:

1. Despite the absence of background space, the scaling behavior of the system
is reminiscent of a 4 dimensional (non-local) field theory in the deep infrared.

2. For intermediate scales, the canonical dimension depends on scale, and all the
explicit dependencies of the flow equation on the scaling parameter cannot be
removed.

3. Finite scale singularities appear for strong enough tensorial disorder.

The last point is reminiscent of phenomena observed for other disorder models in
the literature [31, 40, 41], and should be connected by the concept of Larkin scale.
From our investigations, the mechanism at the origin of these phenomena is the
following: As the disorder becomes strong enough some metastable states dominate
the flow, corresponding to interactions forbidden by the large N perturbation theory
from which the ansatz for the effective average action is done [40]. In [37], we
provided some numerical evidence confirming this assumption for a specific choice of
local interactions that couple replica, which is not expected from perturbation theory
and formal large N gap equation. Moreover, in [38], we provided some evidences
for the same mechanism for interactions breaking explicitly time reversal symmetry.
The physics underlying these observations is at this stage the following: The RG
we constructed indeed maps the system with the same system for a smaller variance
for the matrix like disorder. In case where the matrix like disorder dominates,
the system is close to a ferromagnet, and exhibit a second order phase transition
where a single component of the spins (the projection along the smaller eigenvalue
of the disorder) has a macroscopic occupation number below some finite critical
temperature [23, 36]. As the strength of the matrix like disorder go down, the
tensorial like disorder increases, and induces a glassy behavior whose singularities
are symptomatic.

In this paper, we focus on the p-spin model, and we consider a coarse-graining
over time. Coarse-graining over time has been considered for analogue quantum
mechanical systems in the past [42], and one of the mean difficulty in that case is
that all interactions are relevant, and relevance increases with the number of fields
involved in the coupling. This why we considered different approximation schemes
to improve the reliability of our conclusions. In particular, we also considered per-
turbation theory and a large N technique coming from tensorial field theory and
called effective vertex expansion [43–45], allowing us to keep into account all the
local sector in the infrared regime. Our conclusions are essentially the same as in
our previous work. Once again we observe finite (time scale) singularity as the dis-
order is large enough, and metastable states correspond to interactions forbidden
by perturbation theory. Taking into account some of them is the construction of
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the effective average action moreover cancel some of these divergences. Finally, note
that similar results were obtained for the counterpart classical system [46], quantum
fluctuation being replaced by thermal fluctuations in that case.

Outline. In detail, the paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we introduce
the model and conventions, especially the replica trick used to compute the quenched
disorder average. In Section 3, we introduce Litim’s regularization and outline the
general strategy for computing perturbative β-functions. In Section 4, we explicitly
compute and investigate the one-loop β-functions for low-rank models (p = 2, 3). In
Section 5, we explore nonperturbative aspects, focusing on the vertex expansion in
the symmetric phase and evaluating the robustness of the fixed-point solution for
large truncations. In Section 6, we extend the flow beyond the symmetric phase
using an expansion around the running vacuum of the local potential and including
interactions corresponding to metastable states along the flow, canceling finite scale
singularities we observed above. In section 7, we consider the same kind of improved
truncation in the symmetric phase, using vertex expansion. Finally, in Section 8,
we conclude and outline future research directions.

2 The model and conventions
In this section, we introduce the model and the conventions used throughout the
paper. Additionally, we present the standard replica trick to compute the quenched
average of the generating functional of connected correlation functions, which cor-
responds to the free energy.

2.1 Definition of the model path integral
We consider the dynamics of an N -dimensional (non-relativistic) quantum particle
moving through a rugged landscape represented by a rank-p Gaussian random ten-
sor, J . The components Ji1,··· ,ip of the Gaussian tensor are independent random
variables with zero mean, and their variance is defined as follows:

Ji1···ipJi′
1···i′

p
=
(

λp!
Np−1

) p∏
ℓ=1

δiℓi′
ℓ
. (2.1)

We use the notation X for the average. The classical variable x ∈ RN corresponds
to the classical position of the particle, which is described in the point of view of
quantum theory by the wave function Ψ(x, t), satisfying the Schrodinger equation:

iℏ
∂

∂t
Ψ(x, t) = ĤSG Ψ(x, t) . (2.2)
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The Hamiltonian ĤSG is furthermore assumed to be of the form:

ĤSG = p̂2

2m
+

∑
i1<i2···<ip

Ji1i2···ip x̂i1x̂i2 · · · x̂ip + V (x̂2) . (2.3)

Note that as for the Hamiltonian, we denoted the momentum and position compo-
nents operators with a hat notation, to distinguish them with their classical ana-
logue. In particular, they satisfy the non vanished canonical commutation relations
[p̂k, x̂j] = iℏδkj. The potential V (x2), depending only on the square length x2 of the
classical coordinate avoid large x configurations in the classical equation of motion:

m
d2xi

dt2 = − ∂

∂xi

 ∑
i1<i2···<ip

Ji1i2···ip xi1xi2 · · · xip + V (x2)

 . (2.4)

There are essentially two strategies to avoid large x configurations:

1. The hard constraint such that V (x2) := µ (x2 − N), where µ is some Lagrange
multiplier enforcing the spherical constraint:

x2(t) = N , (2.5)

along the dynamics (i.e. ∀ t).

2. The soft constraint, with a confining potential: V (x2) = 1
2µ1x

2 + µ2
4N

(x2)2 ,
such that for µ1 < 0 and µ2 > 0, there are two stables minima (see Figure 1)
and the constraint writes as:

x2
0(t) = −µ1

µ2
N , (2.6)

enforcing dynamically the spherical constraint.

In the rest of this manuscript, we mainly focus on the second approach, which
allows exploring a richer phase space than the first one. It is moreover closer to the
formalism used in recent papers in the WRG literature [46–48] aiming to investigate
classical p-spin dynamics – see also [49, 50] for a classical treatment of the late
time p = 2 spin dynamics with confining potential. Note that in our investigation,
we give up the Schrodinger formalism (2.2) and consider the Feynman path integral
approach. This framework is based on the definition of the partition function Z[J , L]
(see [51–53])

Z[J , L] :=
∫

[dx] e
i
ℏScl[x]+i

∫ ∞
−∞ dt

∑N
k=1 Lk(t)xk(t) , (2.7)

where the classical action Scl is:

Scl[x] :=
∫ +∞

−∞
dt

1
2 ẋ2 −

∑
i1<···<ip

Ji1i2···ip xi1(t) · · · xip(t) − V (x2(t))

 , (2.8)
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Figure 1: Typical shape of the potential (N = 1) for µ1 < 0 (on left) and µ1 > 0
(on right).

for:

V (x2) := N
ℓmax∑
ℓ=1

µℓ

(2ℓ)N ℓ
(x2)ℓ . (2.9)

Note that we use the notation “[dx]” for the path integral measure, to distinguish it
from the standard Lebesgue measure “dx”. As well known in quantum field theory
(QFT), the path integral (2.7) allows to compute vacuum-vacuum expectation value
of fields correlations at different times [53]:

⟨Ω|x̂i1(t1)x̂i2(t2) · · · x̂in(tn)|⟩ = (−i)n

Z[0]
∂nZ[J ]

∂Li1(t1)∂Li2(t2) · · · ∂Lin(tn)

∣∣∣∣∣
J=0

. (2.10)

We will mainly focus on the Euclidean version of the path integral, assuming Wick
rotation holds along the field configuration domain. This formally corresponds to the
transformation t → −iτ (imaginary time), and avoid the difficulty coming from the
mass pole ω2 = ±µ1 in the original theory, and the additional singularities coming
from Goldstone modes dynamics. Hence, the path integral we consider finally is the
following:

ZE[J , L] :=
∫

[dx] e− 1
ℏScl,E[x]+

∫ ∞
−∞ dt

∑N
k=1 Lk(t)xk(t) , (2.11)

with

Scl,E =
∫ +∞

−∞
dt

1
2 ẋ2 +

∑
i1<···<ip

Ji1i2···ip xi1(t) · · · xip(t) + V (x2(t))

 . (2.12)

As usual in QFT, the loop expansion of the path integral organizes as a power series
in ℏ, and the limit ℏ → 0 is identified with the classical limit. The next stage at

8



this step is to construct the averaging over disorder, that we will discuss in the next
section. Note finally that we keep m = 1 and this is not a crude limitation because
in the symmetric phase and for N → ∞, this parameter does not renormalizes [47].

2.2 Averaging over disorder and replica
Note that we are aiming to construct WRG, not for a given sample Ji1···ip but for
the quenched averaging. This is totally justified, in the large N limit, because of
the expected self averaging property of the functional self energy [4]:

lim
N→∞

WE[J , L] → WE[J , L] , with W [J , L] := ln ZE[J , L] . (2.13)

The standard trick to compute the average logarithm is the replica method [4, 5,
10], coming from the elementary observation that:

WE[J , L] = lim
n→0

Zn
E[J , L] − 1

n
. (2.14)

The interest is that we can explicitly construct the replicated partition function
Zn

E[J , L]:

Zn
E[J , L] :=

∫ n∏
α=1

[dxα] e− 1
ℏ
∑n

α=1 Scl[xα]+
∫ ∞

−∞ dt
∑N,n

k=1,α=1 Lk(t)xk,α(t) , (2.15)

where latin indices i, j, k · · · corresponds again to vector components and greek
indices α, β, δ · · · are for replica. Note that each replica corresponds to the same
sample J , and the average can be easily performed from (2.1). We get:

Zn
E[J , L] :=

∫ n∏
α=1

[dxα] e− 1
ℏScl[{x}]+

∫ ∞
−∞ dt

∑N,n
k=1,α=1 Lk(t)xk,α(t) (2.16)

where the classical averaged action reads in the large N limit:

Scl[{x}] : =
∫ +∞

−∞
dt

(
1
2
∑

α

ẋ2
α − λN

2

∫ +∞

−∞
dt′
∑
α,β

(
xα(t) · xβ(t′)

N

)p

+
∑

α

V (x2
α(t))

)
, (2.17)

the symbol {x} denoting both the replicated coordinates and xα · xβ :=
∑

i xiαxiβ

is the standard Euclidean scalar product. Finally, we essentially work in the Fourier
space, and we denote by ω the Fourier variable dual to time t. This formula is
formally valid, but the construction to the limit n → 0 is a difficult mathematical
problem, opening the possibility of a replica symmetry breaking [4]. We use a less
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debated formalism and more suitable for functional renormalization group applica-
tions, focusing on the cumulants of the random observable W [J , L] [25, 26]. We
then keep n finite, and consider different sources for the replica that break explicitly
the replica symmetry before averaging.

We also intend to investigate in the region of the full theory space where the
replica symmetry is broken and study the stability conditions of such an assumption.
To this end, we consider the averaged replicated free energy W(n)

E [L] defined as:

W(n)
E [L] := ln Zn

E[J , L] , (2.18)

where now, L := {Lα} is a set of n source fields, one per replica,

Zn
E[J , L] ≡

∫ n∏
α=1

[dxα] e− 1
ℏScl[{x}]+

∫ ∞
−∞ dt

∑N,n
k=1,α=1 Lk,α(t)xk,α(t). (2.19)

3 Perturbative renormalization theory
The WRG [51, 54, 55] is based on the idea that long range physics could be in
principle dependent on the microscopic details of the theory. Then, small wavelength
phenomena can be integrated out in large scale the partition, to provide effective
couplings for long wavelength degrees of freedom in such a way that long range
physics is again preserved. Despite its critical phenomena origin, the WRG is indeed
a powerful and general tool to investigate large scale regularities of physical systems.

This paper essentially focus on the effective average action (EAA) formalism due
to Wetterich and Morris [56, 57]. The reason of this choice is because we are aiming
to bring the gap with the nonperturbative framework we construct to extend the
results of this paper. Accordingly with [56], we add to the classical averaged action
S a scale depend on mass called regulator :

∆Sk[{x}] := 1
2

n∑
α=1

N∑
i=1

xiα(t)Rk(t − t′)xiα(t′) (3.1)

Note that for the purpose of this paper, the regulator is expected to be diagonal
in the replica space. The role of the regulator is to froze-out large scale degrees
of freedom (ω ≲ k), which acquires a large mass, whereas microscopic degrees of
freedom (ω ≳ k) essentially unaffected by the regulator are integrated out. More
precisely, we require that:

1. limk→0 Rk(t − t′) = 0, meaning that all the degrees of freedom are integrated
out as k → 0 (infrared (IR) limit).
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2. limk→∞ Rk(t − t′) → ∞, meaning that no fluctuation is integrated out in the
deep ultraviolet (UV) limit k → ∞.

Note that, the procedure is in some sense complementary to the original Wilson
point of view because the microscopic cut-off remains fixed as k moves toward long
time scales (k → 0). We essentially focus on the Litim regulator for simplicity, but
other choices can be also considered. Explicitly, in Fourier space, it reads [58]:

Rk(ω) = (k2 − ω2)θ(k2 − ω2) , (3.2)

where θ is the standard Heaviside step function. Finally, because we are ultimately
interested by the variation with respect to k, effective integrals, due to the shape
of the regulator kernel Rk are essentially concentrated in windows of momenta (fre-
quencies) around k, and no divergences are expected in the calculation. For this
reason in general, no UV cutoff is required at the end of the loop calculation.

The receipt to construct perturbative β functions is the following. First, we
construct the loop expansion of vertex functions Γ(2n)

k , corresponding to the 2n
order functional derivative of the 1PI generating functional Γk, defined as the slightly
modified Legendre transform of the averaged replicated free energy W(n)

E,k[L]:

Γk[M] + ∆Sk[M] =
n∑

α=1

∫
dt Lα(t) · Mα(t) − W(n)

E,k[L], (3.3)

where M := {Mα} is the set of classical fields (a N dimensional vector per replica),
defined as:

δ

δLiα

W(n)
E,k[L] = Miα , (3.4)

and where in W(n)
E,k[L], we included an index k due to the modification of the kinetic

action by ∆Sk.
Second, we take the derivative with respect to k, and rescale the couplings from

their own canonical dimension (fixed by power counting) and by the wave function
renormalization (which is equal 1 in the large N limit). Note that the definition for
Γk given by (3.3) ensures that Γk is a smooth interpolation between the classical
averaged action Scl[{x}] given by (2.17) as k → ∞ and the full effective action
Γ, including all the quantum fluctuation and corresponding to the true Legendre
transform of the W(n)

E [L] (without k).

Any vertex function Γ(2n)
k (with 2n external points) then expands in power series

in perturbation theory [51, 53, 59]:

Γ(2n)
k (ω1, · · · ω2n) =

∑
G∈G2n

1
s(G)AG(ω1, · · · ω2n) , (3.5)
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where G2n is the set of 1PI Feynman diagrams with 2n external points, labelling
the Feynman amplitudes AG, and the additional factor s(G) called symmetry factor,
depends on the dimension of the automorphism group of the graph1. A Feynman
graph is basically a set of edges and nodes or vertices, which materialize respectively
the bare propagator arising from Wick contractions and interactions involved in the
bare action. In this paper we adopt the same notation as in our previous work [36,
60], which accommodates the three main features of the effective field theory we
consider. Within this convention, Feynman graphs look as multi-graphs including
edges and hyper-edges [61]. Black nodes materialize fields, and there are two different
kinds of edges in such a Feynman graph:

• Solid edges, materializing latin indices contractions (i.e. scalar product be-
tween fields):

≡
N∑

i=1

xiα(t)xiα(t) . (3.6)

• Dashed edges, materializing Wick contractions between black nodes.

In addition, there are hyper-edges, linking an arbitrary number of nodes, and mate-
rialized by a surface with dashed-dotted boundary. All the fields into such a surface
have the same replica index, and are taken at the same time. For instance:

(t, α) (t′, β) ≡
∫

dt

∫
dt′
∑
α,β

(xα(t) · xβ(t′))2 . (3.7)

Such a typical Feynman graph is pictured on Figure 2 for the p = 2 model and with
4 external edges. We call external nodes the black points connected with external
edges. Furthermore, we define as follows the so called bubble:

Definition 1 We call bubble any global O(N) invariant set of dashed dotted cells,
hooked with solid edges, such that two arbitrary bubbles are linked by at least one
connected path made of cells and solid edge.

A relevant concept which is useful to discuss the large N limit is the notion of
face of the Feynman diagrams. We then have the following definition:

Definition 2 A face is a cycle made of an alternative sequence of dashed and solid
edges. A face can be closed or open see Figure 3 for illustration.

1If the coupling constant is cleverly normalized, s(G) equals the dimension of the automorphism
group.
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Figure 2: A typical Feynman diagram for p = 2, involving two non local vertices,
one local quartic vertex and four external points.

Note that a closed face shares a global factor
∑N

i=1 = N . Then, for the p = 2 theory,
if we denote respectively by V and F the numbers of quartic vertices (local or not)
and closed faces of some Feynman graph G, the amplitude scale with N as:

AG ∼ N−V +F . (3.8)

The leading order graphs are then those which optimize the number of created
faces, taking into account all the other constraints imposed for the configurations
of the internal dashed edges (not connected to external nodes). The leading order
graph structure is more transparent using loop-vertex representation (LVR) [62,
63], and for the quartic theory, the leading order graphs look as planar trees in that
representation [36].

4 Large time one-loop β-functions
In this section we derive one loop β-functions in the small p regime, typically for
p = 2 and p = 3. The reason why we choose this regime is: as p increases, the
effective behavior of low p vertices involves many loops, and becomes therefore
highly quantum regime. In contrast, for p small enough, the quantum to classical
limit is expected less sharp, because a view number of loops are required to construct
effective effects (each loop share a factor ℏ). In the computation, we then use ℏ as a
“small parameter" to construct the loop expansion, despite the fact that we finally
set ℏ = 1 at the end of the computation.
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Figure 3: Illustration of the concept of face, a closed face (red cycle) and an open
face (blue cycle).

4.1 The p = 2 model with quartic confinement
Let us begin by the case p = 2. The computation of the one-loop β function requires
two ingredients: The first one is the one loop self energy and the second is the one
loop 4-point vertex function Γ(4)

k . Let us recall that in perturbation theory, the self
energy Σ is defined as the (formal) sum of Feynman amplitudes indexed by 1PI
Feynman diagrams. The diagonal part of the bare propagator, moreover, writes in
Fourier space as2:

C(ω) := 1
ω2 + µ1 + Rk(ω) , (4.1)

that has no singularity as soon as the bare mass is positive. Graphically, the one
loop structure of self energy and 4-points vertex function is:

Σ = + + + + O(ℏ2) , (4.2)

2Note that bubble definition 3 assume a sum over replica, that we ignore in the following
construction, by considering only a single replica component.
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Γ(4)
k = + + +

+ + +

+ + +

+ + O(ℏ2) . (4.3)

In the large N limit, only diagrams which maximize the number of faces have to
be kept. For instance, one loop diagrams for Σ involve respectively one face or zero
face:

Σ = + + O(ℏ2, 1/N) , (4.4)

then, only the first one diagram have to be kept in the large N limit. In the same
way, we have for the 4 points function:

Γ(4)
k = + + + +O(ℏ2, 1/N2) .

(4.5)
Let us compute each Feynman diagram. For the first term on the right hand side
of equation (4.4), because of the Feynman rules and taking into account symmetry
factors we have:

= −4 ×
∫ +∞

−∞

dω

2π

( µ2

4N

)( N∑
i=1

1
)

1
ω2 + µ1 + Rk(ω)

= −µ2

π

(
k

k2 + µ1
+
∫ +∞

k

1
ω2 + µ1

)

= −µ2

π

(
k

k2 + µ1
+

π − 2 tan−1
(

k√
µ1

)
2√

µ1

)
. (4.6)

Note that the above expression is independent of the external frequencies, and then
only renormalizes the mass. For the second diagram, we get in the same way, taking
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into account the non local structure (in time and replica):

= 2λ

ω2 + µ1 + Rk(ω) = 2λ

ω2 + µ1
θ(ω2 − k2) + −2λ

k2 + µ1
θ(k2 − ω2)

= 2λ

µ1

(
1 − ω2

µ1
+ O(ω2)

)
θ(ω2 − k2) + 2λ

k2 + µ1
θ(k2 − ω2) , (4.7)

where ω designates here the external frequency. Because of the non local structure
of the interaction, this correction includes not only a finite shift of the mass, but
also a non trivial renormalization of the wave function. Indeed, for ω small enough,
the effective propagator reads:

Gk(ω) = 1
ω2 + µ1 + Rk(ω) − Σ(ω) (4.8)

≈ 1
Z

(1)
∞ ω2 + µeff

1,∞ + Rk(ω)
+ O(ω4) , (4.9)

where the one-loop wave function renormalization Z
(1)
∞ and the one loop effective

mass µeff
1,∞ are:

Z(1)
∞ := 1 + λ

πµ2
1

θ(ω2 − k2) (4.10)

µeff
1,∞ := µ1 + µ2

π

(
k

k2 + µ1
+

π − 2 tan−1
(

k√
µ1

)
2√

µ1

)
− 2λ

k2 + µ1
, (4.11)

where the subscript ∞ refers to the large N limit. Note that the wave function
renormalization takes an unconventional form, having a sharp dependency on the
regulator. As k ̸= 0 however, we can always set Z

(1)
∞ = 1, and the anomalous

dimension
η := 1

Z
(1)
∞

k
d

dk
Z(1)

∞ , (4.12)

The contribution vanishes at one loop. Note that we have discarded the correspond-
ing term in the mass shift. Now, let us proceed with the computation of the 4-point
diagrams. Setting the external frequencies to zero (and omitting the global factor
δ(0), which is common to all contributions), we obtain the following:

= − 1
2!4! × 23

( µ2

4N

)2
∫ +∞

−∞

dω

2π

(
N∑

i=1

1
)

1
(ω2 + µ1 + R1(ω))2

= −3µ2
2

Nπ

 k

(k2 + µ1)2 +
cot−1

(
k√
µ1

)
− k

√
µ1

k2+µ1

2µ
3/2
1

 , (4.13)
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= 4! × 23 ×
(

λµ2

8N2

)( N∑
i=1

1
)

1
(k2 + µ1)2

= 4! × λµ2

N

1
(k2 + µ1)2 , (4.14)

= −4! × 23

2

(
λ

2N

)2
(

N∑
i=1

1
)

δ(0)
(k2 + µ1)2

= −4! ×
(

λ2

N

)
δ(0)

(k2 + µ1)2 . (4.15)

Then Γ(4)
k splits in two contributions,

Γ(4)
k =: Γ(4)

k,L + Γ(4)
k,NL , (4.16)

the subscript L and NL meaning respectively “local” and “non-local” contributions.
Explicitly (we choose external indices to be equal):

Γ(4)
k,L := 6δ(0)

N

(
µ2 − µ2

2
2π

 k

(k2 + µ1)2 +
cot−1

(
k√
µ1

)
− k

√
µ1

k2+µ1

2µ
3/2
1

+ 4λµ2

(k2 + µ1)2

)
,

(4.17)

Γ(4)
k,NL = 12δ2(0)

N

(
λ − 2λ2

(k2 + µ1)2

)
. (4.18)

These equations define the effective couplings,

µeff
2,∞ := µ2 − µ2

2
2π

 k

(k2 + µ1)2 +
cot−1

(
k√
µ1

)
− k

√
µ1

k2+µ1

2µ
3/2
1

+ 4λµ2

(k2 + µ1)2 , (4.19)

λeff
∞ := λ − 2λ2

(k2 + µ1)2 . (4.20)

Equations (4.11), (4.19), and (4.20) define the effective couplings ’at scale k, and the
one-loop β-functions can be computed by taking the derivative with respect to k.
First, we focus on the critical regime, which is approached from above, i.e. µ1 → 0+,
and we define the dimensionless couplings as follows:

λeff
∞ := k4λ̄eff

∞ , µeff
2,∞ := k3µ̄eff

2,∞ , µeff
1,∞ := k2µ̄eff

1,∞ , (4.21)

then, because:
cot−1

(
k√
µ1

)
− k

√
µ1

k2+µ1

2µ
3/2
1

= 1
3k3 + O(µ1/k2) , (4.22)
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and:
π − 2 tan−1

(
k√
µ1

)
2√

µ1
= 1

k
+ O(µ1/k2) (4.23)

we get, for k small enough (deep IR):

˙̄µeff
1,∞ := −2µ̄eff

1,∞ − 2
π

µ̄eff
2,∞ + 4λ̄eff

∞ , (4.24)

˙̄µeff
2,∞ := −3µ̄eff

2,∞ + 4µ̄eff
2,∞

(
µ̄eff

2,∞

2π
− 4λ̄eff

∞

)
, (4.25)

˙̄λeff
∞ := −4λ̄eff

∞ + 8(λ̄eff
∞)2 , (4.26)

where the dot means derivative with respect to s := ln(k). In addition to the
Gaussian fixed point, these equations admits three non-Gaussian fixed points for
the values:

FP1 := (µ̄eff∗
2,1 , λ̄eff∗

1 ) =
(

11π

2 ,
1
2

)
, (4.27)

FP2 := (µ̄eff∗
2,3 , λ̄eff∗

2 ) =
(

3π

2 , 0
)

, (4.28)

FP3 := (µ̄eff∗
2,3 , λ̄eff∗

3 ) =
(

0,
1
2

)
, (4.29)

and the critical exponents3 are:

(θ1, θ2)FP1 = (−11, −4) , (4.30)
(θ1, θ2)FP2 = (4, −3) , (4.31)
(θ1, θ2)FP3 = (11, −4) . (4.32)

Fixed point FP1 looks as a pure IR attractor, whereas fixed point FP2 and FP3 look
as Wilson-Fisher critical fixed points, with one attractive and one repulsive direction.
Figure 4 summarize the fixed point structure of the deep IR renormalization group
flow (arrows being oriented toward UV scales). Note that the values we find are
large with respect to 1, and should invalidate the perturbative computation. We
improve the reliability of the fixed point in the next section using nonperturbative
vertex expansion at the leading order of the derivative expansion.

4.2 The p = 3 model with sextic confinement
Now, let us consider the case where p = 3, which is equivalent to the non local
sextic interactions, and we add a sextic local potential to the interactions. As in the

3The opposite values of the stability matrix.
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Figure 4: Fixed point structure of the renormalization group flow in the deep IR,
fixed points FP1, FP2 ans FP3 are respectively materialized by the red, purple and
orange points, the green point is the Gaussian fixed point. Coupling µ̄2 has been
rescaled by a factor 2π for convenience.
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previous section we will consider the leading orders in the loop expansion, taking
care that the disorder effect is of order ℏ−1. In the large N limit, the relevant
diagrams are the following:

Σ = + + , (4.33)

Γ(4)
k = + + +

+ + , (4.34)

Γ(6)
k = + + . (4.35)

Note that we discarded the one loop term of order µ3
2. All the loops involved in these

equations, for vanishing external momenta, have been computed in the previous
subsection, and we can reproduce exactly the same kind of analysis we done in our
previous work [36], considering the exact Wetterich-Morris flow equation:

Γ̇k = 1
2

∫ +∞

−∞

dω

2π

n∑
α=1

N∑
i=1

Ṙk(ω)Gk,ii(ω, −ω, α) , (4.36)

where the effective 2-points function Gk(ω, ω′) is defined as:

G−1
k,ij(ω, ω′, α) − Rk(ω)δijδ(ω + ω′) = δ2Γk

δMiα(ω)δMjα(ω′) . (4.37)

Note that the effective propagator in diagonal with respect to the replica indices,
and local in time. This assumption make sense in the vicinity of the Gaussian fixed
point, in the perturbative region, but could become wrong in some regions of the
phase space [36]. Taking the second derivative with respect to the classical field
Miα(ω), and assuming to be is the symmetric phase (odd vertex function vanish on
shell):

Γ̇(2)
k,i1i2

(ω1, ω2) = −
∫ +∞

−∞

dω

4π

N∑
i,j,j′=1

Ṙk(ω)G̃k,ij(ω, α)G̃k,ij′(ω, α)Γ(4)
k,jj′i1i2

(ω, −ω, ω1, ω2) ,

(4.38)
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where:
Gk,ij(ω, ω′, α) = G̃k,ij(ω, α)δ(ω + ω′) , (4.39)

and where we we omitted the replica indices for the 4-points function for simplicity.
Assuming to be close enough to the Gaussian fixed point, we may use of the local
approximation for Γ(4)

k , and we define the effective coupling u4 as:

Γ(4)
k,i1i2i3i4

(ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4) =: 2u4

N
δ

(
4∑

i=1

ωi

)
Wi1i2i3i4 , (4.40)

where:
Wi1i2i3i4 := δi1i2δi3i4 + δi1i3δi2i4 + δi1i4δi2i3 . (4.41)

Furthermore, close enough to the Gaussian fixed point and in the critical regime:

G̃k,ij(ω, α) ≈ δij

ω2 + Rk(ω) + O(u2) . (4.42)

Moreover,
Γ(2)

k,i1i2
(ω1, ω2) ≈ δ(ω1 + ω2)δij

(
u2(k) + ω2

1
)

(4.43)
and the flow equation becomes:

u̇2 = −k2u4

π

1
k4

∫ ∞

−∞
dω θ(k2 − ω2) = −2u4

π

1
k

. (4.44)

Defined dimensionless couplings as previously, ū2 := k−2u2 and ū4 := k−3u4, we get:

˙̄u2 = −2ū2 − 2ū4

π
. (4.45)

We will proceed in the same way for the other couplings, and we define the local
and non-local sextic couplings by:

Γ((6),L)
k,i1i2i3i4i5i6

(ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4, ω5, ω6) =: u6

6N2 δ

(
6∑

i=1

ωi

)
W

(L)
i1i2i3i4i5i6

, (4.46)

Γ((6),NL)
k,i1i2i3i4i5i6

(ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4, ω5, ω6) =: ũ6

6N2 W
(NL)
i1i2i3i4i5i6

(ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4, ω5, ω6) , (4.47)

where:
W

(L)
i1i2i3i4i5i6

=
∑

π

δiπ(1)iπ(2)δiπ(3)iπ(4)δiπ(5)iπ(6) , (4.48)

π is the set of the permutation on [6]∗ := {1, 2, · · · , 6} and

W
(NL)
i1i2i3i4i5i6

(ω1, ω2, ω3, ω4, ω5, ω6) =
∑

π

δiπ(1)iπ(2)δiπ(3)iπ(4)δiπ(5)iπ(6)

× δ
(
ωπ(1) + ωπ(3) + ωπ(5)

)
δ
(
ωπ(2) + ωπ(4) + ωπ(6)

)
. (4.49)
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By taking fourth and sextic functional derivations of the exact RG equation (4.36),
and identifying local and non-local interactions on both sides of the equations, we
deduce the corresponding coupling RG flow equations. It is suitable to introduce a
graphical notation, and the corresponding equations reads4:

u̇4 = − − + , (4.50)

u̇6 = + − , (4.51)

˙̃u6 = 0 , (4.52)

where bubbles represent effective vertices rather than perturbative vertices, dashed
edges represent effective propagator, and crossed circles are Ṙk insertions. The
computation of the loop integrals leads the equations5:

˙̄u4 = −3ū4 − 4ū6

π
− 2¯̃u6

π
+ 16ū2

4
π

, (4.53)

˙̄u6 = −4ū6 + 48 ū4ū6

π
+ 24 ū4 ¯̃u6

π
, (4.54)

˙̃̄u6 = −5¯̃u6 . (4.55)

In contrast with what we obtained for p = 2, the resulting flow equations have no
global fixed point because of the flow equation for ¯̃u6. The origin of this difference can
be traced from the fact that quartic interactions are the only ones whose flow depends
on their square. However, it may exist fixed trajectories, such that ˙̄u4 = ˙̄u6 = 0.
We find three such a trajectory. The first solution has a positive value for the sextic
coupling, and up to order 1 in ¯̃u6 it reads:

ū4∗ = 3π

16 − 8ũ6

15π
+ O(ũ2

6) , (4.56)

ū6∗ = −9ũ6

10 + O(ũ2
6) , (4.57)

4Once again, bubbles involve in principle a sum over replica index, which exists also on the left
hand side. We assume these additional factors are cancelled in the diagrammatic construction of
the flow equation, as we assumed it for perturbation theory.

5Factors π differ from the previous calculation because of our conventions for the definition of
effective couplings.
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with critical exponents:

θ1,∗ = −3 + 832ũ6

15π2 + O(ũ2
6) , (4.58)

θ2,∗ = −5 − 64ũ6

5π2 + O(ũ2
6) . (4.59)

The two directions are irrelevant, and asymptotically, the fixed point behaves as
an attractor. Note that ¯̃u6 must be negative, consistent with the hypothesis that
this interaction stems from the integration of the disorder tensor. The two other
solutions are characterized by the fact that the sextic coupling is negative, which
raises concerns about the stability of the path integral. We will return to and further
discuss this issue in the next section (subsection 5.2, remark 1). For the moment,
we consider these solutions formally, with the assumption that higher-order relevant
interactions, generated at later stages of the perturbative expansion, could enhance
the convergence of the integral. The two solutions are as follows (with + and −
labels distinguishing them):

ū4+ = −2ũ6

3π
+ O(ũ2

6) , (4.60)

ū6+ = 0 + O(ũ2
6) , (4.61)

ū4− = π

12 + 6ũ6

5π
+ O(ũ2

6) , (4.62)

ū6− = −5π2

144 − 3ũ6

5 + O(ũ2
6) , (4.63)

with critical exponents:

θ1+ = 4 − 64ũ6

π2 + O(ũ2
6) , (4.64)

θ2+ = 3 + 352ũ6

3π2 + O(ũ2
6) , (4.65)

θ1− = 2.75 − 4.42ũ6 + O(ũ2
6) , (4.66)

θ2− = −2.42 − 5.30ũ6 + O(ũ2
6) . (4.67)

The first fixed point has two relevant directions and appears to be a UV attractor.
The second fixed point resembles a Wilson-Fisher fixed point, with one relevant and
one irrelevant direction. However, at this stage, one may question the reliability of
this second fixed point, given the large values of the couplings, which seem sufficient
to invalidate perturbation theory. The same concern applies to the quartic coupling
at the first fixed point. Therefore, only the second fixed point, identified as a UV
attractor, appears to be a reliable prediction from perturbation theory—a conclusion
that we will confirm using nonperturbative methods in the next section.
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Figure 5: Behvaior of the RG flow near the Gaussian fixed point for vanishing
disorder (on left) and for a small disorder (on right). Blue curve is for ū4 and yellow
curve for ū6.

To conclude this preliminary discussion, let us comment on the results shown
in Figure 5, which illustrates the flow behavior for initial conditions close to the
Gaussian fixed point. We set ū4(0) = 10−10, ū6(0) = 10−7, and for the figure on
the right, ¯̃u6(0) = 10−7. As previously observed in classical spin glass dynamics
[47, 64] and in the case of 2 + p quantum spin glass [36], the presence of disorder
seems to generate finite-scale divergences, which is also noted in the literature for
similar problems. Clearly, discussing these divergences in a perturbative framework
is challenging, and we will close this section with that observation.

5 Derivative expansion in the symmetric phase
In this section, we construct nonperturbative approximate solutions for the exact
flow equation (4.36) within the symmetric phase. Recall that the symmetric phase
refers to the region of phase space where the expansion around the vacuum (with
zero field) is stable. The vertex expansion is the simplest approximation suitable
for constructing nonperturbative solutions in this phase. It involves expanding the
effective average action Γk as a power series in the field, consistent with the symme-
tries of the theory. For our purposes, each monomial is O(N)-invariant, but it can
be local, bilocal, trilocal, and so on. We will focus on the bilocal expansion, which
for p = 3 is the only contribution in the large N limit in the symmetric phase, as
the propagator is local, i.e., proportional to δ(ω + ω′) in Fourier space.

The vertex expansion generally assumes a derivative expansion, where at leading
order, the kinetic part of the classical action is given by [65, 66]:

Γk,kin =
∑

α

∫
dωMα(−ω)(Z(k)ω2 + u2(k))Mα(ω) + O(ω3) , (5.1)

where the fields share the same replica index. It is well known that for such an
O(N) theory, the field strength renormalization does not flow for large N in the
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symmetric phase, as we will explicitly show below—see also [36, 47]. Notice that
Z(k) acts like the classical mass m (see equation (2.4)).

The vertex expansion has a significant limitation in this context: power count-
ing makes interactions of arbitrarily high valence relevant, leading to a breakdown
in the approximation. Therefore, we expect the ordinary vertex expansion to be
inadequate, as it overlooks relevant effects. To address this issue, we consider an
improved version of the vertex expansion known as the Effective Vertex Expansion
(EVE) [64, 67]. This approach leverages exact relations between observables that
arise in the symmetric phase from perturbation theory to close the hierarchical flow
equations. We will explore this method in the final subsection of this part.

5.1 The p = 2 model
Let us start by the p = 2 model, meaning that the initial classical action involves
only non-local quartic interactions of type (3.7). Analytic insight can be found in
our previous work [36] Usually vertex expansion assumes to project systematically
the flow on the sub-space of the full phase space spanned by a finite set of local
interactions. In our case, the expansion involves local but also bi-local, tri-local and
so on [25, 26, 47], what we call a bubble expansion. Explicitly:

Γk,int =

 + + + · · ·


︸ ︷︷ ︸

Local

+

 + + + · · ·


︸ ︷︷ ︸

Bi-local

+
(

+ · · ·

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

Tri-local

+ · · · ,

where the subscript “int" means that this expansion concern monomial of degree
higher than 2. The large N limit reduces the type of bubbles that we have to
consider. Indeed, because of the symmetric phase assumption, the vertex function
we have to consider are those which can be constructed perturbatively, and the large
N limit reduces drastically the kind of bubble that we have to consider. We will
return precisely on this point in the subsection 5.3, but Figure 6 illustrates this point
at the one-loop order for sextic interactions. In particular, we show that the second
bi-local interaction in the second line of the previous expansion is not generated by
the leading order perturbation theory.

We will consider a sextic truncation, meaning that we stop the expansion for
vertices having a valence smaller than 6 with the sharp constraint:

Γ(2n)
k = 0 , n > 3 . (5.2)
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Figure 6: Relevant contributions for sextic interactions at the one loop order. Bub-
bles at the end of the arrows are the corresponding effective interactions.

The minimal truncation then writes as:

Γk,int = ︸ ︷︷ ︸
u4

+

︸ ︷︷ ︸
u6

+ ︸ ︷︷ ︸
ũ4

+ ︸ ︷︷ ︸
ũ6,1

+ ︸ ︷︷ ︸
ũ6,2

, (5.3)

where we indicated the coupling constant below each interaction, accordingly with
the definition of them provided in the subsection 4.2. In particular bubbles involving
n solid lines have a factor N−n+1. The relevant contributions for the couplings flow
equations are, graphically6

u̇2 = − − , (5.4)

u̇4 = − − + + , (5.5)

˙̃u4 = − − + , (5.6)

6To simplify the notations, we omitted the crossed circle materializing the regulator. The
reader has to keep in mind that, as soon as such a diagram is involved in a nonperturbative
equation one of the dashed edges has to involves a regulator insertion.
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and:

u̇6 = + + (5.7)

+ − − , (5.8)

˙̃u6,1 = + + (5.9)

− , (5.10)

˙̃u6,2 = − . (5.11)

Computing each diagram, we get, using dimensionless couplings:

˙̄u2 = −2ū2 − 2ū4

π

1
(1 + ū1)2 −

¯̃u4

π

1
(1 + ū1)2 , (5.12)

˙̄u4 = −3ū4 − 4
3π

¯̃u6,1

(1 + ū2)2 − 4
π

ū6

(1 + ū2)2 + 16
π

ū2
4

(1 + ū2)3 + 16
π

ū4 ¯̃u4

(1 + ū2)3 (5.13)

˙̃̄u4 = −4¯̃u4 − 4
3π

¯̃u6,1

(1 + ū2)2 − 2
π

¯̃u6,2

(1 + ū2)2 + 8
π

¯̃u2
4

(1 + ū2)3 , (5.14)

˙̄u6 = −4ū6 + 6
π

ū6 ¯̃u4

(1 + ū2)3 + 12
π

ū6ū4

(1 + ū2)3 + 4
π

¯̃u6,1ū4

(1 + ū2)3 + 4
π

¯̃u6,1 ¯̃u4

(1 + ū2)3

− 48
π

ū3
4

(1 + ū2)4 − 72
π

ū2
4 ¯̃u4

(1 + ū2)4 , (5.15)

˙̃̄u6,1 = −5¯̃u6,1 + 4
π

¯̃u6,1ū4

(1 + ū2)3 + 2
π

¯̃u6,1 ¯̃u4

(1 + ū2)3 + 6
π

¯̃u6,2ū4

(1 + ū2)3 − 72
π

ū4 ¯̃u2
4

(1 + ū2)4 , (5.16)

˙̃̄u6,2 = −6¯̃u6,2 + 6
π

¯̃u6,2 ¯̃u4

(1 + ū2)3 − 24
π

¯̃u3
4

(1 + ū2)4 . (5.17)

Let us start by investigating the fixed point solutions of these equations. We get

27



three formal fixed points,

NPFP1 = (ū2 = −0.20, ū4 = 0, ¯̃u4 ≈ 0.80) , (5.18)
NPFP2 = (ū2 = −0.16, ū4 = 0.35, ¯̃u4 = 0) , (5.19)
NPFP3 = (ū2 = 0.07, ū4 ≈ −1.19, ¯̃u4 ≈ 1.91) . . (5.20)

with critical exponents:

Θ1 = (−5, −5, 2.) (5.21)
Θ2 = (4, −3.68, 1.93) (5.22)
Θ3 = (5.33, −3.89, 1.81) . (5.23)

Including sextic interactions into the truncation, we get once again three fixed points;

NPFP1′ = (ū2 ≈ −0.14, ū4 = 0, ¯̃u4 ≈ 0.66, ū6 = 0, ¯̃u6,1 = 0, ¯̃u6,2 ≈ −1.01) , (5.24)
NPFP2′ = (ū2 ≈ −0.11, ū4 ≈ 0.27, ¯̃u4 = 0, ū6 ≈ −0.18, ¯̃u6,1 = 0, ¯̃u6,2 = 0) , (5.25)
NPFP3′ = (ū2 ≈ 3.77, ū4 ≈ −400.5, ¯̃u4 ≈ 261,

ū6 ≈ −34052.43, ¯̃u6,1 ≈ 307093.64, ¯̃u6,2 ≈ −184993.0) , (5.26)

and critical exponents are:

Θ′
1 = (6.39, −4.58, 4.30 − 1.52i, 4.30 + 1.52i, −4.39, 2) (5.27)

Θ′
2 = (6, 4.52, 4.42, 4., −3.12, 1.95) (5.28)

Θ′
3 = (37.8, 4.90 − 4.34i, 4.90 + 4.34i, 5.36, −4.82, 0.18) . (5.29)

The first and second fixed points, NPFP1′ and NPFP2′, are reminiscent of the fixed
points NPFP1 and NPFP2 obtained from the quartic truncation. These, in turn,
recall the fixed points FP1 and FP2 (see (4.30) and (4.31)) derived using pertur-
bation theory, especially FP2. However, the reliability of the third fixed point is
rather questionable, as its characteristics vary significantly across different trunca-
tions, unlike the first two fixed points, which remain consistent even up to orders 8
and 10. At this point, we conclude that there are two interacting fixed points:

Claim 1 We claim that there exists a one-dimensional stable manifold, spanned
by the single relevant direction of NPFP2′, and a two-dimensional stable manifold,
spanned by the two relevant directions of NPFP1′. These fixed points appear to be
multi-critical, with the number of relevant directions increasing with the order of
truncation.

5.2 The p = 3 model
Now, let us turn to the case p = 3. In this scenario, the non-local interaction is of
sixth order in the microscopic action. In the symmetric phase, and based on similar
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reasoning as before, non-local quartic interactions cannot be generated in the large
N limit. Therefore, the vertex expansion for the interaction part of the effective
average action, graphically, is:

Γk,int =

 + + + · · ·


︸ ︷︷ ︸

Local

+

 + + · · ·


︸ ︷︷ ︸

Bi-local

. (5.30)

Note that, in contrast to the case of p = 2, the multi-local expansion terminates
at the bi-local sector in the large N limit, with higher-order multi-local contri-
butions being subleading. The minimal truncation involves only sextic non-local
interactions. By restricting ourselves to a sextic truncation for the local part of
the effective action, we obtain exactly the flow equations previously encountered in
equations (4.50) and (4.51), which lead to:

˙̄u2 = −2ū2 − 2ū4

π

1
(1 + ū1)2 , (5.31)

˙̄u4 = −3ū4 − 4 ū6

π

1
(1 + ū1)2 − 2

¯̃u6

π

1
(1 + ū1)2 + 16ū2

4
π

1
(1 + ū1)3 , (5.32)

˙̄u6 = −4ū6 + 12
(1 + ū1)3

ū4ū6

π
+ 6

(1 + ū1)3
ū4 ¯̃u6

π
− 48

(1 + ū1)4
ū3

4
π

(5.33)

˙̃̄u6 = −5¯̃u6 . (5.34)

Remark 1 Note that convergence of the integral is not guaranteed in the sextic sec-
tor. However, it is important to keep in mind that this approximation neglects rele-
vant effects that could ultimately ensure convergence. Introducing octic couplings, for
instance—assuming they are positive—should, in principle, guarantee convergence.
However, this approximation again neglects higher-order contributions, which are
more relevant than the octic terms, leading to an unsolvable infinite hierarchy of in-
teractions. Moreover, it should be noted that in the real-time formalism—where we
apply a Wick rotation (see [36])—increasing the order of the local potential does not
improve the convergence of the path integral due to the global factor ii in front of the
classical action. This makes the definition of the path integral highly formal, even
though the flow equations remain the same as those written here. Ultimately, only
the Effective Vertex Expansion (EVE), which we will discuss in the next section,
addresses this problem more satisfactorily.

As in the perturbation theory in the previous section, we investigate the fixed
trajectories, such that ˙̄u2 = ˙̄u4 = ˙̄u6 = 0. There is only one fixed point which survives
in the deep IR i.e. for arbitrary large values of ¯̃u6, but unfortunately this solution
lies below the frontier ū2 = −1, arising because of the truncation in the symmetric
phase. Hence, no reliable solutions are found in the deep IR, and we return to this
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Figure 7: On the left: Behavior of the mass coupling ū2 for ¯̃u6(0) = 1 (blue curve,
tc := ln kc ≈ 0.47), ¯̃u6(0) = 0.8 (green curve, tc := ln kc ≈ 0.57) and ¯̃u6(0) = 0.001
(yellow curve). On the right, behavior of ˙̄u6 for ¯̃u6(0) = 1.

question using EVE in the next section. With this non-perturbative formalism we
can also return to this phenomenon of finite-scale divergence that we have observed
perturbatively. We show in figure 7 the behavior of typical trajectories, for initial
conditions: ū4(0) = ū6(0) = 0.1 and ū2(0) = 0.

The results confirm what we observed in perturbation theory and are consistent
with our conclusions from previous work [36]. The presence of sufficiently large dis-
order leads to a finite-scale singularity, preventing the flow from reaching long time
scales. In other words, beyond a certain characteristic time scale, the assumptions
used to construct the parameterization of the phase space (through the choice of the
ansatz for Γk) break down. These singularities may indicate an instability in the
theory space, associated with couplings that lie beyond the reach of perturbation
theory.

This phenomenon is related to critical phenomena, particularly ferromagnetism,
where flow singularities (such as at ū2 = −1 with the Litim regulator) can signal the
emergence of symmetry breaking. In this context, it is linked to non-zero magneti-
zation, which perturbation theory (based on the Gaussian measure) cannot predict.
In our previous work, we found indirect evidence suggesting that these operators,
which are "overlooked" by perturbation theory, might correspond to the emergence
of strong correlations between replicas. We will explore this further in the following
subsection.

Numerically, we find for these initial conditions that the critical value is ¯̃u6,c(0) ≈
0.269, below which the singularity at kc disappears. Note that the exact dependency
on the initial couplings is difficult to determine. It is not our goal in this paper to
reconstruct the phase space; instead, we focus on constructing non-perturbative
solutions, with plans to address this problem in the future. This step will indeed be
crucial, as it will allow for direct comparison with other analytical results to evaluate
the robustness of our approximations.

Finally, let us conclude this subsection with two important remarks. The first
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Figure 8: Behavior of the mass coupling ū2 for ¯̃u6(0) = 0.269 (blue curve), ¯̃u6(0) =
0.27 (yellow curve), ¯̃u6(0) = 0.275 (green curve) and ¯̃u6(0) = 0.29 (red curve).

concerns the nature of the singularities. In our previous work [36], we associated
these singularities with the appearance of finite correlations between the replicas,
which are of order 1/N according to perturbation theory. We maintain this interpre-
tation here, and we will establish it more precisely in subsection 5.4. In the context
of this article, the presence of singularities also has implications for time-translation
symmetry. Invariance under time translation imposes Ward identities, which cannot
be integrated along the flow (and therefore the symmetry cannot be preserved) in
the presence of singularities [47].

The second remark concerns the origin of these singularities. In Figure 8, we see
that the singularity near the critical value ¯̃u6,c(0) does not occur because the flow
reaches the singularity at ū2 = −1, which is associated with the “ferromagnetic”
transition. Instead, it arises in the positive regime. However, for higher values of
¯̃u6, the flow appears to be directed towards this singularity (see Figure 7). This
phenomenon reveals something about the global phase space and suggests the exis-
tence of regions where “glassy” and “ferromagnetic” phases are present. Moreover,
near the critical value, the singularity at kc is preceded by a sharp singularity of the
“cusp” type, as we can see for the blue, yellow, and green curves in Figure 8.

5.3 Leading order effective vertex expansion
Working in the symmetric phase, the EVE method exploits the exact relations be-
tween observables (Schwinger-Dyson equations) derived from the large N assump-
tion. This method was initially applied in the context of tensorial field theory—see
[67, 68] and references therein—where the exact relations between sextic and quartic
local observables in the symmetric phase allow for the closure of the flow equation
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hierarchy. This method is particularly relevant in our case, as high-valence inter-
actions are arbitrarily significant, as highlighted in our previous work [64] on out-
of-equilibrium classical spin glasses. We will begin by discussing the quartic sector
(p = 2) and then extend to the sextic case (p = 3) using the methods described in
[69].

Quartic theory. Let us start with the case p = 2, assuming that the confinement
potential is quartic. Due to the scaling of the quartic interaction, the Feynman
amplitude AG for the Feynman graph G scales as AG ∼ N1−(V −F +1) = N1−ω, and the
leading order graphs are those that maximize the number of faces F , while keeping
the number of vertices V and the number of external edges fixed. The structure of the
leading order graphs becomes clearer using the so-called loop vertex representation
(LVR) [47, 62, 63], which establishes a correspondence between vertices and edges on
one hand, and loops and vertices on the other. The precise construction is illustrated
in Figure 9 for a quartic theory involving only local O(N) vertices. Explicitly, for a
purely local O(N) model, the loop vertex representation maps as F : G → G ′, such
that F(V ) = E (the number of edges in G ′) and F(F ) = V (the number of vertices
in G ′). Then, for a vacuum graph:

ω = E − V + 1 ≥ 0, , (5.35)
The last inequality follows from the well-known fact that the left-hand side quan-

tity is equivalent to the number of spanning trees in graph theory. To distinguish
between the vertices in the LVR representation and the vertices in the original rep-
resentation, we typically refer to the former as loop vertices. Including the non-local
vertices that arise due to averaging over disorder does not change the power count-
ing in , but V now becomes a sum V = VL + VNL, where VL and VNL represent the
local and non-local vertices, respectively.

The mapping F assigns vertices to two different types of edges, depending on
whether the vertex is local or non-local. Let v be a vertex in G; if v is local, we
represent F(v) as a blue edge, and as a red edge if v is non-local. In Figure 9, we
considered a vacuum graph, and since any diagram can be derived from a vacuum
diagram by "cutting" a number of lines, we represent non-empty diagrams by a
vacuum diagram where some lines are marked with a "cilium" to indicate they are
open. Figure 10 provides an example. Due to the power counting in (5.3), it follows
that the leading order graphs are trees in the LVR [33, 36, 47], which is a well-known
property of O(N) vector models [51].

Any non-vacuum 1PI Feynman diagram can be derived from leading-order vac-
uum graphs by opening certain internal edges (in the original representation). Ad-
ditionally, these open lines must be placed on one of the leaves of the LVR tree
to ensure that the resulting graph remains 1PI. Figure 11 shows an example of
a sextic 1PI diagram. The diagram includes specific contributions, which we have
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F

Figure 9: Illustration of the LVR construction. Gray discs materialize loops (loop
vertices) and fat edges materialize vertices in the original representation.

F

Figure 10: Illustration of the map F for a non-vacuum Feynman graph with local
and non-local vertices. Red dotted edges are the positions we perform the cut.
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`h

Figure 11: An tree with 3 opened leaves corresponding to a 1PI diagram with 6
external edges. Σ(n) denote order n contributions to the self energy Σ.

highlighted with dotted black circles. These contributions represent the perturbative
expansions of the self-energy Σ involved in the Dyson series:

Gk = Ck + CkΣCk + CkΣCkΣCk + · · · = 1
C−1

k + Σ
. (5.36)

Here, Ck is the bare propagator (including the regulator), Gk is the effective propa-
gator, and Σ is the self-energy. These contributions can be re-summed by replacing
the bare propagators with effective propagators in the loop vertices, which we refer
to as effective loop vertices. The perturbative expansion can then be reorganized as
a sum over the number of effective loop vertices, with the corresponding diagrams
all sharing the same structure: three ’arms’ consisting of a succession of effective
loop vertices, all connected to the same central effective loop vertex v0. Once these
arms are summed, they correspond to the 4-point effective functions. It is immedi-
ately apparent that these functions can only be local or bi-local at leading order in
N (see the discussion in [70]). Therefore, in practice, there are only four possible
configurations for the 6-point functions, as illustrated in Figure 12.

Considering that the propagator is local, we find only three types of effective
vertices (labeled under each diagram in the figure). These are precisely the same
ones we previously considered in the truncations of subsection 5.1, and the only ones
we can construct at large N . We denote them as Γ(6)

k,L, Γ(6,1)
k,NL, and Γ(6,2)

k,NL, following
the notation for the couplings used in subsection 5.1. Their explicit expressions (for
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↓ ↓ ↓ ↓

Figure 12: The four relevant configurations for 6-points functions. We indicated the
corresponding effective vertices under each diagram, and we denoted the effective
propagators Gk with a gray disc, to distinguish them from the bare propagator
(dashed lines) in this context.

zero external momenta, with field indices omitted to simplify the notation) are:

Γ(6)
k,L = δ(0)

[
K1

∫ +∞

−∞

dω

2π
Tr G̃3

k(ω, α)
(

γ
(4)
k,L(ω)

)3
,

+ K ′
1

2π
Tr G̃3

k(0, α)
(

γ
(4)
k,L(0)

)2
γ

(4)
k,NL(0)

]
, (5.37)

Γ(6,1)
k,NL = K2

2π
δ2(0) Tr G̃3

k(0, α)
(

γ
(4)
k,NL(0)

)2
γ

(4)
k,L(0) , (5.38)

Γ(6,2)
k,NL = K3

2π
δ3(0) Tr G̃3

k(0, α)
(

γ
(4)
k,NL(0)

)3
, (5.39)

were K1, K ′
1, K2, K3 are numerical constants and γ

(4)
k,L(ω), Tr is the trace over field

indices, and γ
(4)
k,NL(ω) are even functions defined by (see the notations of subsection

4.2)

Γ(4)
k,i1i2i3i4L(ω, ω′, 0, 0) = δ(ω + ω′)γ(4)

k,L(ω)Wi1i2i3i4 (5.40)
Γ(4)

k,i1i2i3i4NL(ω, ω′, 0, 0) = δ(ω + ω′)δ(0)γ(4)
k,NL(ω)δi1i3δi2i4

+ δ(ω)δ(ω′)γ(4)
k,NL(0)(δi1i2δi3i4 + δi1i4δi2i3) . (5.41)

Because of the definition (4.40) for the coupling u4, we must have:

γ
(4)
k,L(0) = 2u4

N
. (5.42)

In the same way, defining the coupling ũ4 as:

Γ(4)
k,i1i2i3i4NL(0, 0, 0, 0) = 2ũ4

N
δ2(0)Wi1i2i3i4 , (5.43)
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such that, again:
γ

(4)
k,NL(0) = 2ũ4

N
. (5.44)

Then, the computation of the two contributions Γ(6,1)
k,NL and Γ(6,2)

k,NL is easy because
Gk(0, α) is given by the renormalization condition:

Gk(0, α) = 1
k2 + u2

. (5.45)

The computation of Γ(6)
k,L is more challenging. In [67], the authors demonstrated

that it can be consistent to approximate these integrals by replacing Gk with its
leading-order approximation in the derivative expansion, with the neglected terms
being irrelevant. However, in this case, power counting suggests that these effects
could be relevant, though still sub-dominant. Additionally, the ω dependence of
the effective vertices is harder to disregard for similar reasons: while the derivative
couplings are less relevant, their dimension remains positive. Here, we will adopt
the same drastic approximation that we employed in [64], specifically:

1. We replace the effective propagator Gk by its approximation given by the
derivative expansion to leading order.

2. We ignore the frequency dependence of the effective vertex, replacing γk,L(ω)
with γk,L(0).

This approximation captures the most relevant effects, however it should be comple-
mented by a specific study of corrections to higher orders of the derivative expansion
(also taking into account the frequency dependence of the vertices), we reserve this
study for further work. Note that quartic theory is perfect for assessing the robust-
ness of these approximations, since the path integral can be computed exactly in
the limit N → ∞ – see [36]. Explicitly:

Γ(6)
k,L = 8u2

4(k)
N2

δ(0)
2π

[
K1 u4

∫ +∞

−∞

dω

(ω2 + u2 + Rk(ω2))3 + K ′
1

ũ4

(k2 + u2)3

]
, (5.46)

Γ(6,1)
k,NL = 8ũ2

4u4

N2
K2

2π

δ2(0)
(k2 + u2)3 , (5.47)

Γ(6,2)
k,NL = 8ũ3

4
N2

K3

2π

δ3(0)
(k2 + u2)3 . (5.48)

Because of the definition of coupling u6 given by equations (4.46), and defining
couplings ũ6,1 and ũ6,2 as (assuming we set to zero external frequencies and all
external indices to be equals, namely i1 = i2 = · · · = i6 = 1):

Γ(6,1)
k,NL = 5!ũ6,1

N2 δ2(0) (5.49)

Γ(6,2)
k,NL = 5!ũ6,1

N2 δ3(0) . (5.50)
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Figure 13: Plots of the two functions F1 and F2.

The numerical constants can be computed using perturbation theory, from the one-
loop graphs, and we get finally:

ū6 = 12ū2
4

π

[
ū4

(
− 3 + 5ū2

ū2
2 (1 + ū2) 2 + 8

(ū2 + 1) 3 +
3 tan−1 (√ū2

)
ū

5/2
2

)
+ 12¯̃u4

(1 + ū2)3

]
,

(5.51)

¯̃u6,1 = 144¯̃u2
4ū4

π

1
(1 + ū2)3 , (5.52)

¯̃u6,2 = 48¯̃u3
4

π

1
(1 + ū2)3 . (5.53)

These expressions can thus be reported in the flow equations (5.12)-(5.14) for
u2, u4 and ũ, and then depend only on these three couplings. These three equations
can be solved numerically. The solution of the equation ˙̄u2 = 0 gives us ū4(ū2, ¯̃u4).
Inserting this relation into the third equation (5.14), and solving it ˙̃u4 = 0, we get
two solutions:

ũ4 = 0 , ũ4 = π (1 + ū2) 3

48ū2 + 2 . (5.54)

Plugging these solution into the remaining flow equation for u4, we obtain two
functions depending only on ū2, F1(ū2) and F2(ū2), as the figure 13 shows. The
first solution F1 has only one vanishing point for ū2 = 0, leading to ū4 = ¯̃u4 = 0,
which is nothing but the Gaussian fixed point solution. The second function has
two solutions for the equation F2(ū2) = 0,

sol1 = (ū2 ≈ −0.47, ū4 ≈ 0.44, ¯̃u4 ≈ −0.05) , (5.55)
sol2 = (ū2 ≈ 0.24, ū4 ≈ −1.53, ¯̃u4 ≈ 0.77) . (5.56)

The second solution has the wrong sign for the disorder coupling ¯̃u4 which has to
be negative; only the first fixed point is physically relevant. Computing the critical
exponents, we get:
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Figure 14: The contraction of some edge between two local bubbles

ΘEVE = (θ1 = 20.86, θ2 = −8.08, θ3 = 1.92) . (5.57)
The fixed point has two relevant and one irrelevant direction, spanning a stable

subspace of dimension 1, which we identify with the fixed point NPFP2′ discovered
from vertex expansion.

Sextic theory. For p = 3, the bare action include quartic and sextic local interac-
tions, and sextic bi-local interactions. The power counting is slightly modified, and
the amplitude of some vacuum Feynman graph G scale as AG ∼ N1−ω(G), with:

ω(G) = 1 + V4(G) + 2V6(G) − F (G) , (5.58)

where V2n is the number of vertices with valence 2n. The presence of sextic vertices
complicates the construction of graphs, which is always simpler in quartic theory
where the leading order graphs are planar trees. However, we can formally reduce
the sextic theory to a quartic theory by decomposing the quartic bubbles into the
sum of two sextic bubbles. The sum of two local bubbles is defined as follows:

Definition 3 Let C the local (bare) propagator, and (v1, , v2) two local bubbles. Let
n1 ∈ v1 and n2 ∈ v2 two black nodes in v1 and v2 and let ℓ := (n1, n2) some dashed
edge connecting n1 and n2. The sum v = v1♯n1n2v2 of the two bubbles is the local
bubble defined as the contraction of the edge ℓ, such that:

1. We delete the edge ℓ and the nodes n1, n2.

2. We connect the solid lines together.

3. We merge the dashed-dotted bubbles.

Figures 14 and 15 illustrate us the sum of some local bubbles and show in partic-
ular that any sextic bubble can be obtained as the sum of two quartic bubbles. The
benefit of this observation is that we can construct the leading order diagrams for a
local theory involving sextic interactions from the ones of a quartic theory. As we
recalled in the previous paragraph, the leading order vacuum diagrams for a quartic
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Figure 15: The sum of two quartic bubbles

k1 k2

Figure 16: Example of corner (the red arc between k1 and k2). It should be noticed
that such an arc corresponds to a dashed edge in the original representation. We
furthermore indicated the contracted corners with two bars. Note that the edges
are black because the graph involves a single kind of interaction.

theory are unrooted planar trees. Such a Feynman graph has two kinds of loop
vertices; the leafs are the simpler ones hooked to a single edge, but there are also
effective vertices hooked to more than one edge. We call them cornered loop vertices,
and we call corner the dotted edge k̂1k2 between two edges k1 and k2 (see Figure 16).
Let G be some leading order Feynman graph for the quartic theory, involving V (G)
vertices, and let G ′ its LVR. We then obtain a leading order Feynman graph with
V − n vertices (for some integer n < V ) by contracting n corners Cn := (c1, · · · , cn),
and we have the following statement:

Proposition 1 The contraction of a corner on the graph G does not change the
power counting ω(G).

Proof. The statement is obvious because the contracted corner cannot be on a leaf.
Then, the contraction does not change the number of faces F . Furthermore, the
number of quartic vertices decreases by 2, and the number of sextic vertices increases
by one. The total variation of the power counting is then δω = δV4 + 2δV6 − δF =
−2 + 2 − 0 = 0.

□

We denote by G/Cn the graph obtained by contracting the corners in Cn. It is
important to note that the corners in the set Cn cannot be arranged arbitrarily. For
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Figure 17: Example of the construction of leading order vacuum diagrams for sextic
theory.

instance, two corners ci, cj ∈ Cn cannot both be attached to the same quartic vertex,
as this configuration would generate an octic vertex.

Let ci ∈ Cn, and denote by vi and wi the two quartic vertices to which ci is
connected. At tree level G ′, ci is the corner between the two lines corresponding to
vertices vi and wi. We will mark the corner ci with two bars, as shown in Figure 16,
and color the two lines corresponding to vi and wi in blue. Figure 17 summarizes
the construction using an explicit example. Finally, non-vacuum 1PI diagrams can
be obtained from vacuum diagrams by removing the dashed lines from the leaves.

This construction applies to local bubbles, but the challenge is to generalize it for
diagrams involving non-local vertices. The method we propose here differs slightly
from the one presented in our previous work [36]. It is important to note that the
power counting in N does not depend on the number of local components in the
bubbles. In other words, we can substitute a non-local vertex for any local vertex
in a diagram without changing the power of N , as long as we preserve the position
of the solid lines (i.e., maintain the number of faces).

On the corresponding tree, we will indicate the quartic vertices in blue. Once
the corner between them is contracted, they will yield the local sextic interaction,
which we replace with a non-local vertex—see Figure 18.

Now, let us move on to the characterization of sextic 1PI diagrams. In the
previous section, we characterized sextic diagrams in the context of quartic theory.
After formally resumming the propagators along the corners, all these graphs consist
of three arms, each carrying a cilium at one end and connected at their other end to
a loop vertex (v0 in Figure 11). For diagrams involving sextic interactions, we need
to distinguish between two cases:

1. If v0 ∩ Cn = 0, no corner is contracted on v0, and the corresponding configura-
tion is pictured on the Figure 19a.
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Figure 18: A typical tree including red and blue edges, as well as contracted corners
and cilia. Such a tree is for a 1PI Feynman diagram with six external points.

2. If v0 ∩ Cn ̸= 0, one of the corners of v0 has to be contracted. The contraction
leads to a sextic vertex, and the three allowed configurations are pictured on
Figure 19b,c,d for the local case, and on Figure 19e,f,g when the central bare
vertex is non-local.

Then, graphically, the full 6-points local and non-local functions Γ(6)
k,L and Γ(6)

k,NL
are (remember that effective propagators remain locals and that contraction of non
local components with a local one gives a local bubble):

Γ(6)
k,L = + + + +

+ + + , (5.59)

41



and

Γ(6)
k,NL = . (5.60)

In particular, we confirm that the non-local vertex does not undergo renormalization.
As before, we can compute each diagram using the leading order of the derivative
expansion and the local approximation for vertices. This allows us to establish a
relationship between the bare local and non-local couplings, u6(0) and ũ6(0), and
the effective local coupling u6(k):

u6(0) = k4 ū6(k) − 24L3(ū2)ū3
4 + ¯̃u6(0)

(
12ū3

4L̃4(ū2) − 8ū2
4L̃3(ū2) + 3ū4L̃2(ū2)

)
1 − 12ū3

4L
3
2(ū2) + 8ū2

4L
2
2(ū2) − 3ū4L2(ū2)

,

(5.61)
where, using Litim regulator7:

L̃2 := 1
2π

1
(1 + ū2)2 , (5.62)

L̃3 := 1
2π

√
ū2(ū2(ū2(15ū2−73)−55)−15)

(ū2+1)4 + 15 tan−1 (√ū2
)

24ū
7/2
2

, (5.63)

L̃4 := 1
(2π)2

∫ 3∏
i=1

dωi G2
k(ω1)G2

k(ω2)G2
k(ω3)δ(ω1 + ω2 + ω3) , (5.64)

L2(ū2) := 1
2π

(
− 1 − ū2

ū2 (1 + ū2) 2 +
tan−1 (√ū2

)
ū

3/2
2

)
, (5.65)

L3(ū2) := 1
2π

− 3+5ū2
ū2

2(1+ū2)2 + 8
(ū2+1)3 + 3 tan−1(√

ū2)
ū

5/2
2

4 . (5.66)

Note that the integral L̃4 have to be computed numerically. The flow equation for
ū6 can be derived from the observation that u6(0) does not depends on k. Taking
the derivative of (5.61) with respect to k, we get:

˙̄u6 = (u6 + a)
( ˙̄u2∂ū2b + ˙̄u4∂ū4b

b
− 4
)

− ( ˙̄u2∂ū2a + ˙̄u4∂ū4a) + 5a , (5.67)

where a and b are two functions depending on ū2 and ū4, defined as:

a(ū2, ū4) := −24L3(ū2)ū3
4 + ¯̃u6(0)

(
12ū3

4L̃4(ū2) − 8ū2
4L̃3(ū2) + 3ū4L̃2(ū2)

)
, (5.68)

b(ū2, ū4) := 1 − 12ū3
4L

3
2(ū2) + 8ū2

4L
2
2(ū2) − 3ū4L2(ū2) . (5.69)

42



a b c d

e f g

Figure 19: The four allowed configurations for the sextic 1PI diagrams. As in the
previous section we materialized the effective propagators with a grey circle to avoid
confusion; we materialized the effective quartic local vertices in gray for the same
reason to distinguish them from the bare vertices on the figure.
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As before, let us begin by investigating the fixed trajectory solutions, focusing
on the deep IR regime. Since the non-local coupling does not renormalize, this
is equivalent to examining the limit ¯̃u6 → ∞. Following the same procedure to
find fixed-point solutions, we construct a function sol(ū2) from the two conditions
˙̄u2 = ˙̄u4 = 0, as shown in Figure 20. The figure indicates that a fixed-point solution
emerges when ¯̃u6 becomes sufficiently large (typically ¯̃u6 ∼ −30). Moreover, this
solution quickly converges to a finite value for ū2, given numerically by:

ū2,∞ ≈ 0.21 , (5.70)

where the subscript ∞ indicates the limit ¯̃u6 → ∞ (numerically, ¯̃u6 = 105; the figure
shows that the convergence is sufficiently fast). However, this fixed-point solution
has a poor critical exponent:

ΘEV E,6 = (θ1 = −∞, θ2 ≈ 1.41) , (5.71)

with eigenvectors converging toward (0, 1) and (−0.32, 0.95), corresponding to the
effective mass and quartic coupling directions, respectively. While the quartic direc-
tion is highly stable, the reliability of this result is limited, given the approximations
we have made and the important effects we have neglected, such as higher-order
derivative couplings, as previously discussed. Nevertheless, we will assume that the
physical conclusions are valid, leaving a deeper investigation of the missing relevant
effects for future work.

Remark 2 No fixed point is found in the negative mass region. Moreover, no
asymptotic fixed point with positive mass is found assuming the initial classical ac-
tion is quartic in the local sector, but surprisingly a novel fixed point is found in the
negative region,

ū2,∞ ≈ −0.74 , (5.72)
for critical exponents:

ΘEV E,60 = (θ1 = ∞, θ2 ≈ 1.42) , (5.73)

and eigen directions (0, 1) and (0.66, 0.75). Interestingly, the quartic coupling axis
becomes a very unstable direction is that case. Note however that this fixed point is
poorly reliable than the positive one, higher order interactions having a negative sign.
In contrast the positive fixed point we find in the sextic theory seems to be stable, the
sign of higher order effective local couplings being always positive (we tested it until
valence 10).

Next, let us examine the behavior of some RG trajectories and their dependence
on the disorder. Figure 21 illustrates the behavior of several trajectories with and

7As before, integrals are computed using local potential approximation.
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Figure 20: Behavior of the function sol for ¯̃u6 = −1 (blue curve), ¯̃u6 = −10 (yellow
curve), ¯̃u6 = −30 (green curve), ¯̃u6 = −100 (red curve) and ¯̃u6 = −1000 (purple
curve). Note that we rescaled the two last functions to keep them on the same
figure.

without disorder for the following initial conditions: ū2(0) = −0.3, ū4(0) = 0.1, and
ū6(0) = 1. From the initial conditions we investigated, we found a critical value of
¯̃u6,c(0) ∼ −0.7, below which the RG trajectory exhibits a finite-scale singularity at
approximately tc ≈ 1.25.

For sufficiently small values of ¯̃u6(0), the trajectories behave almost as if there
were no disorder. However, as we approach the critical value, the trajectory becomes
noticeably different after the critical scale tc, displaying angular points that signal
the onset of a singularity, as shown on the right side of Figure 21.

Finally, although it may appear that the singularity drives the flow toward the
region of negative masses (as seen on the left side of Figure 21), numerical evidence
suggests that for values of ¯̃u6(0) close to the critical value, the vertical asymptote is
actually oriented toward positive masses.

Investigating the behavior of the quartic theory (without local sextic coupling
in the initial action), for the same initial conditions, we recover essentially the same
behavior, for a critical ¯̃u6,c(0) ≈ −0.36, see Figure 22. Note that as before, near the
transitions, the trajectories exhibit angular points, announcing the divergence.

The previous conclusions appear to hold for any set of initial conditions. Con-
sider, for example, the positive quadrant of the (ū2, ū4) plane, with the initial con-
ditions ū2(0) = 0.01, ū4(0) = 0.1, and ū6(0) = 4. The results, summarized in
Figure 23, essentially mirror those obtained for the negative mass region, though
the critical value of ¯̃u6(0) is larger: ¯̃u6(0) ≈ −3.4. Similar behavior is observed in
the region where ū4 < 0, with a critical value for ¯̃u6(0) of the same order. These
results suggest the existence of a region around the Gaussian point, from which the
flow always becomes singular at a finite time, once the disorder reaches a critical
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Figure 21: On the left: behavior of the effective mass for ¯̃u6(0) = −0.8 (blue curve)
and for ¯̃u6 = 0 (yellow curve). On the right: Behavior of the quartic coupling for
¯̃u6(0) = −0.7 (blue curve) and for ¯̃u6 = 0 (yellow curve).
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Figure 22: In yellow: Behavior of the RG flow for the quartic theory (u6(0) = 0)
with the same initial conditions as before. In blue: behavior of the RG flow for
¯̃u6(0) = −0.37.
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Figure 23: On the left: Behavior of the quartic coupling for ¯̃u6(0) = 0 (red curve),
¯̃u6(0) = −1.8 (blue curve), ¯̃u6(0) = −2.8 (green curve) and ¯̃u6(0) = −3.3 (yellow
curve). On the right: Behavior of the effective mass for ¯̃u6(0) = −3.4.

value that depends on the initial conditions. Notably, in the continuous limit, this
critical value tends to zero, implying that the singular behavior of the flow appears
even with the presence of infinitesimal disorder. To summarize:

Claim 2 Our numerical investigations demonstrate that the presence of disorder
significantly affects the flow, leading to the emergence of singular behavior at a fi-
nite time. This occurs when the disorder reaches a critical value, though the exact
dependence of this critical value on the initial conditions has yet to be determined.

5.4 The 2PI formalism, a first look
As mentioned above and highlighted in our previous work [36], and following the
interpretation in [40], we view these finite-scale divergences as evidence that inter-
actions, which are forbidden in perturbation theory (i.e., in the symmetric phase),
are dynamically generated by the flow. In other words, these divergences indicate
that the flow reaches an unstable region of phase space where these interactions,
incompatible with perturbation theory, become relevant.

Moreover, we anticipate that once the RG flow is fully accounted for, these
divergences can be suppressed. In this section, we aim to evaluate the stability of
the phase space in relation to interactions whose flow is suppressed (at large N) by
perturbation theory. To do this, we will consider the following truncation of the
kinetic term:

Γk,kin = 1
2

∫
dt
∑

α

(
Ṁ 2

α(t) + u2(k)M 2
α(t) +

∑
β

qαβ Mα(t) · Mβ(t)
)

, (5.74)

and the inverse 2-point function reads, in the Fourier space:

G−1
k,αβ(ω) = (ω2 + u2(k) + Rk(ω))δαβ + qαβ(k) . (5.75)
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for simplicity, we assume qαβ(k) = −q(k) (the same value for all replica indices).
Reversing the matrix then become a simple issue, and we get:

Gk,αβ(ω) = ︸ ︷︷ ︸
δαβ

ω2+u2(k)+Rk(ω)

+ ︸ ︷︷ ︸
q

(ω2+u2(k)+Rk(ω))(ω2+u2(k)−nq+Rk(ω))

. (5.76)

The operator qαβ plays the role of an order parameter, and the 2PI formalism is gen-
erally more suitable to investigate this case [33, 71], see also the short presentation
given in [36]. However, it appears that in the large limit N , and in the limit where
the nonlocal source associated with the two-point function vanishes, the self energy
formally satisfies the same equation as that deduced from perturbation theory (see
Appendix A), replacing the two-point function by the ansatz (5.74).

u2 = + + + O(q) (5.77)

qαβ = −q =

α β

=: q2F (u2, q) . (5.78)

For a detailed derivation of this result in a closely related context, the reader can
refer to [36, 64] by the same authors. Note that the approximations here should
be understood in the sense of the Ginzburg-Landau approximation: we treat q as a
small parameter, so that an expansion around q = 0 is always justified. As we will
see below, this approximation is actually inadequate since the transition is of first
order. However, it will suffice for the purposes of this article. We plan to revisit this
formalism with more rigorous approximations in a forthcoming article.

We then assume that F (q) can be reliably approached by the first terms of its
expansion around zero:

F (u2, q) ≈ F (u2, 0) + qF ′(u2, 0) + O(q2) . (5.79)

But we have to take into account that the flow of u2 expands also in power of q,
namely:

u2(k) = u
(0)
2 (k) + qu

(1)
2 (k) + O(q2) , (5.80)

then,

−q = q2
(

F (u(0)
2 , 0) + q

(
F ′(u(0)

2 , 0) + u
(1)
2 (k) ∂

∂u2
F (u(0)

2 , 0)
))

+ O(q4) . (5.81)
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Let us compute u
(1)
2 (k). For simplicity, we will use the same graphical notation as

before, and we will introduce the following notation for q insertions in the expansion
of the crossed propagator:

= ︸ ︷︷ ︸
O(q)

+ ︸ ︷︷ ︸
O(q2)

+ O(q3) , (5.82)

where each square insertion corresponds to a factor q. Then:

qu
(1)
2 = + 2 + 2 , (5.83)

and we have also:

u
(1)
2 = − d

du
(0)
2

 + +

 = − d

du
(0)
2

u
(0)
2 = −1 . (5.84)

Computing F (u2, 0) and F ′(u2, 0), we get:

F (u2, 0) = −6ũ6(0)
∫

dω

2π
G4

k,0(ω2) , (5.85)

F ′(u2, 0) = −12nũ6(0)
∫

dω

2π
G5

k,0(ω2) , (5.86)

where Gk,0 is the local propagator, for q = 0. Finally the equation (5.81) fixing the
value for q can be rewritten as an equilibrium condition:

V ′(q) = 0 , (5.87)

where the function V (q) (a simplified version of the Ward-Luttinger functional) is,
at the leading order:

V (q) = q2

2 + q3

3 F (u(0)
2 , 0) + q4

4

(
F ′(u(0)

2 , 0) − ∂

∂u2
F (u(0)

2 , 0)
)

, (5.88)

or,

V (q) = q2

2 + q3

3 F (u(0)
2 , 0) + q4

4
n + 1

n
F ′(u(0)

2 , 0) . (5.89)

In this equation, the flow for coupling constants F (u(0)
2 , 0) and F ′(u(0)

2 , 0) can be
computed from the 1PI flow for u2 in the symmetric phase. The result is shown
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Figure 24: The evolution of the shape of the potential V (q) (on the left) along some
RG trajectory with non-vanishing disorder (on the right), for t = 0, t = 0.085 and
t = 0.111. The critical time scale is for tc = 0.113.

on Figure 24 for some trajectory computed using EVE with non vanishing disorder,
and we have the explicit formula:

F (u2, 0) ≡ f(ū2)
k7 =:

√
ū2 (ū2 (ū2 (15ū2 − 73) − 55) − 15) + 15 (1 + ū2) 4 tan−1 (√ū2

)
48πk7ū

7/2
2 (1 + ū2) 4

.

(5.90)
In Figure 24, we explicitly show the evolution of the potential V (q) along the singular
trajectory depicted on the left of Figure 21, for the initial condition ¯̃u6(0) = −1.
As suggested above, we observe that the presence of the singularity is accompanied
upstream by the emergence of a second stable vacuum at q ̸= 0, which becomes
progressively deeper as we approach the singularity. The vacuum at q = 0 also
remains stable up to the singularity, suggesting a first-order transition that cannot
be completely described within this formalism. To summarize:

Claim 3 We have evidence of a relationship between the singular flow behavior de-
scribed above and a potential first-order phase transition for the q parameter that
couples the replicas.

Remark 3 Note that correlations between replicas are not the only ones we have
’ignored’ in this treatment. Derivative interactions for local potentials could also
influence the results and may be as relevant as some effects considered in our study.
We will completely disregard them in this work and reserve their investigation for
future research, focusing, for instance, on the advanced method proposed by Blaizot,
Méndez, and Wschebor (BMW) in [72].
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6 Multi-local expansion around local potential so-
lution for p = 3

The finite (time) scale singularities we observed for the RG flow constructed from
the truncation inspired from large N perturbation theory are reminiscent to the so-
called Larkin scale singularities [25, 26, 41], and are usually interpreted as the signal
that some interaction forbidden by perturbation theory dominates the flow up to
this scale. This assumption seems to confirmed by the heuristic computation done
in section 5.4, and our investigation for the “2+p" model [36–38]. This section aims
to provide an additional argument in the sense of this hypothesis, by considering the
influence of these forgotten interactions on the flow. Our approximations will still
suffer, at this stage, from the shortcomings already mentioned above, in particular
concerning the highly unsatisfactory character of a truncation of local and non-
local interactions from a certain rank. Note that this shortcoming is probably less
important in our previous works cited above, where the truncations consider the
whole relevant sector. More advanced methods mentioned above will allow to further
refine the validity of our conclusions in future investigations.

6.1 Principles of the approximation
This section follows the construction in [37]. We will consider in the truncation
interactions which are not allowed by the large N perturbation theory, but expected
to correspond to metastable states. A first limitation of our approach, motivated by
the heuristic observations of section 5.4 as well as by the field theory of spin glasses
[23] is that we will assume that these metastable states only concern the 2-point
function. Thus, we will assume that it is the instabilities of the 2 point function
which induce the growth of other “deviant” interactions with respect to the theory
space reachable by perturbation theory.

We will essentially consider one kind of deviant interaction, based on the kinetic
effective action considered as before, equation (5.74), for qαβ = −q but taking u2 =
0. Another relevant piece for Γk is the local part, defining the local potential.
In the first part of this work, we assumed the validity of an expansion around
the vanishing classical field (symmetric phase), agreeing with the restriction to the
perturbative phase space. Here, we consider an expansion around the minimum of
the effective potential, which becomes a running coupling constant among the others.
This approach is quite standard in the local potential approximation formalism
and has been also considered in [25] for instance. Finally, the last piece of our
approximation will be a projection of the flow equation on a uniform solution; for
n = 2 (two replicas), we set:

M1(t) → M01 :=
√

2ρ1N

(
1

0⊥

)
, M2(t) → M02 =

√
2ρ2N

(
θ

e⊥

)
, (6.1)
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where θ depends on k, 0⊥ denotes the null vector in RN−1, 02
⊥ = 0, and e⊥ ∈ RN−1

such that:
e⊥ · e⊥ = 1 − θ2 , θ ∈ [−1, 1] . (6.2)

We will denote as e1 := (1, 0⊥)T and e1 := (θ, e⊥)T the two vectors along each
replica.

In these definitions, ρI is time independent, and different for the two replicas.
Ultimately in the flow equations we will set ρ1 = ρ2 = κ, where κ(k) is the running
minimum of the effective potential:

Uk(M 2)
N

= u4

2

(
M 2

2N
− κ

)2

+ u6

3

(
M 2

2N
− κ

)3

+ · · · , (6.3)

which is the same for all replicas. Let us recall at this stage that the replica
symmetry is nerveless explicitly broken by construction, the source fields being dif-
ferent. The non-local part of the effective action will depend on the nature of the
metastable state we choose to consider. If we focus on the truncation (5.74), we
then consider:

Γk,int =
∫

dt

(∑
α

Uk[M 2
α(t)]︸ ︷︷ ︸

Local

+1
2
∑
α,β

Vk(∥Mα(t)∥, ∥Mβ(t)∥, uαβ(t, t))︸ ︷︷ ︸
Coupling replica

+ 1
2

∫
dt′
∑
α,β

Wk(∥Mα(t)∥, ∥Mβ(t′)∥, uαβ(t, t′))︸ ︷︷ ︸
Non-local

)
, (6.4)

where:
uαβ(t, t′) := Mα(t)

∥Mα(t)∥ · Mβ(t′)
∥Mβ(t′)∥ , (6.5)

with in particular uαβ(t, t′) = θ as we project along the homogeneous solution (6.1).
We will simplify the construction of the approximation by considering only the

interactions which emerge linearly with q. Focusing only on the second cumulant
for correlations between replica and/or time, we have explicitly:

∫
dt
∑
α,β

Vk(∥Mα(t)∥, ∥Mβ(t)∥, uαβ(t, t)) = v(k)
∫

dt
∑
α,β

(Mα(t)·Mβ(t))2 ≡ ,

(6.6)
and (coupling constants are implied):

1
2

∫
dtdt′

∑
α,β

Wk(∥Mα(t)∥, ∥Mβ(t′)∥, uαβ(t, t′)) = . (6.7)
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Once we project potentials Vk and Wk along the uniform solutions, we get (a relation
which defines the coupling constants):

Vk(∥M0α(t)∥, ∥M0β(t)∥, uαβ) = 2Nv(k)
(

ρ2
1 + ρ2

2 + 2θ2ρ1ρ2

)
, (6.8)

and

Wk(∥M0α(t)∥, ∥M0β(t)∥, uαβ) = 2Nw(k)
(

ρ3
1 + ρ3

2 + 2θ3
√

ρ3
1ρ

3
2

)
. (6.9)

6.2 Flow equations for the first truncation
Deriving twice with respect to Mαi(t) and Mβj(t′), and projecting along M0α, we
get:

Γ(2)
k (t, t′) + Rk(|t − t′|)δijδ(t − t′) = Aδ(t − t′) + B (6.10)

where entries of the matrix A is8:

A := δαβδij

(
− d2

dt2 + ∂Uk

∂ρα

+ Rk

)
+
(

− q + 4v
√

ραρβ eα · eβ

)
δij + D , (6.11)

and:
B := 12w6,1ραρβ (eα · eβ)2δij , (6.12)

where moreover:

D = + 2ρα
∂2Uk

∂ρ2
α

δαβ(eα)i(eα)j + 4v

(∑
β′

ρβ′ (eβ′)i(eβ′)j

)
δαβ

+ 12βw
√

ρα

∑
β′

ρ
3/2
β′ (eβ′ · eα)(eβ′)i(eβ′)jδαβ . (6.13)

At this stage, it should be noticed that D has Frobenius norm of order one,

∥D∥ :=
√

Tr(DDT ) = O(1) , (6.14)

and in contrast A := A − D has norm of order N . Then, in the large N limit, we
can ignore the contribution of D in the flow equation.

Recalling that we define Fourier transform of some gentle function f(t) as:

f(t) := 1
β

∑
ω

f̃(ω)e−iωt , f̃(ω) :=
∫ β/2

−β/2
dt f(t)eiωt , (6.15)

8We will use a somewhat cavilier notation here, noting the matrix and its entries in the same
way.
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where frequencies are assumed to be quantified ω = 2πn/β, n ∈ N; the propagator
Gk(t, t′) is defined by the condition:

AG(t, t′) + B

∫
dt′′G(t′′, t′) = δ(t − t′) , (6.16)

which can be rewritten in the Fourier mode as:

Ã(ω2) G(ω, ω′) + Bβ G(0, ω′)δω,0 = β δω,−ω′ . (6.17)

where Ã is the Fourier transform of A, and for ω2 < k2, we have:

Ã(ω2 < k2) := δαβδij

(
k2 + ∂Uk

∂ρα

)
︸ ︷︷ ︸

:=C

+
(

− q + 4v
√

ραρβ eα · eβ

)
δij , (6.18)

or in the matrix form:

Ã(ω2 < k2) = δij

(
C + (−q + 4vρ1 ) −q + 4θv

√
ρ1ρ2

−q + 4θv
√

ρ1ρ2 C + (−q + 4vρ2 )

)
. (6.19)

After some straightforward algebraic manipulations, we get:

Gk(ω, ω′) = β
(

Ã−1(ω2)δω,−ω′ − (Ã(0) + βB)−1BβÃ−1(0)δω,0δω′,0

)
, (6.20)

and, before projecting along the symmetric solution ρ1 = ρ2 = κ,

Ã−1(ω2 < k2)
∣∣
ρi=κ

= δij

(k2 + 4vκ(1 − θ))(k2 − 2q + 4vκ(1 + θ)

×
(

k2 + (−q + 4vκ ) q − 4θvκ
q − 4θvκ k2 + (−q + 4vκ )

)
. (6.21)

The bilocal contributions in the right hand side of the flow equation can be identified
according to their power of β, i.e. they should be proportional to β2. However,
because β is assumed to be a large parameter, the expansion of the previous equation
is a little subtle. Indeed, if we take the limit β → ∞ naively, we conclude that
the left-hand side no longer depends on B, and hence on the non-local coupling.
However, a moment of reflection shows that Ã(0) = k2O(1); moreover B has a
dimension 3 regarding the power counting, B = k3B̄. Then,

Ã(0) + βB = Ã(0)
(

1 + βk

O(1)B̄

)
. (6.22)

The condition to expand the denominator in power of B is then B̄βk ≪ 1, which
can be translated as a condition for κ (see [37] for more details):

κ̄2 ≪ O(1) k−1

βw̄
. (6.23)
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From this condition, we then define two effective propagators, respectively for the
local and the non-local sector:

GL
k (ω, ω′) = β

(
Ã−1(ω2)δω,−ω′ − Ã−1(0)BβÃ−1(0)δω,0δω′,0

)
, (6.24)

and
GN.L

k (ω, ω′) = β3Ã−1(0)BÃ−1(0)BÃ−1(0)δω,0δω′,0 . (6.25)

Then, denoting as ΓL
k and Γ(N.L)

k respectively the local and non-local (bi-local) contri-
butions to Γk defined by the truncation (6.4), we have from the exact flow equation
(4.36) :

Γ̇L
k = 1

2

∫ +∞

−∞

dω

2π
TrṘk(ω)GL

k (ω, −ω) , (6.26)

Γ̇N.L
k = 1

2

∫ +∞

−∞

dω

2π
TrṘk(ω)GN.L

k,ii (ω, −ω) , (6.27)

where trace here are over field component indices and replica. The derivation of
the flow equations is quite standard from this step, and we sketch here only the
general strategy for the main steps (see also [37] for more details). Consider For the
non-local part of the equation, because the left hand side reads:

Γ̇N.L
k = Nβ2

(
ẇ(k)

(
ρ3

1 + ρ3
2 + 2θ3

√
ρ3

1ρ
3
2

)
+ w(k)

(
ρ3

1 + ρ3
2 + 6θ2θ̇

√
ρ3

1ρ
3
2

))
,

(6.28)

Then, setting ρ1 = ρ2 = κ, we obtain a first relation between ẇ and θ̇, explicitly:

ẇ(k)(1 + θ3) + 3w(k)θ2θ̇ = k5

(1 + 4(1 − θ)¯̄κv̄)3(−2q̄ + 4(θ + 1)κ̄v̄ + 1)3

× 1
π

(
288κ̄w2(θ4 − 4

(
θ2 − 1

)2
q̄3 + 6

(
θ2 − 1

)2
q̄2(4(θ + 1)κ̄v̄ + 1)

− 3
(
θ2 − 1

)2
q̄(4(θ + 1)κ̄v̄ + 1)2 + 64(θ − 1)2(θ(θ(θ(3θ + 4) + 6) + 2) + 1)κ̄3v̄3

+ 48
(
θ6 + θ4 − 4θ3 + θ2 + 1

)
κ̄2v̄2 + 12

(
(θ − 2)θ3 + 1

)
κ̄v̄ + 1

))
. (6.29)

Another independent relation between ẇ and θ̇ can be estimated by taking deriva-

55



tives with respect to √
ρ1 and √

ρ2 before setting ρ1 = ρ2 = κ, we have:

θ3ẇ + 3wθ2θ̇ = − k5

π (4(θ − 1)κ̄v̄ − 1)5 (2q̄ − 4(θ + 1)κ̄v̄ − 1)5

× 2304w̄2κ̄3
(

− 12288(θ − 1)3(θ + 1)2
(

θ
(

θ
(

θ2 + θ + 12
)

+ 8
)

+ 8
)

v̄7κ̄7

+ 1024(θ − 1)2v̄5
(

2(θ + 1)
(

θ(θ(θ(θ(10θ − 13) − 7) + 64) + 72)

+ (θ − 1)(θ(θ(θ(θ(3θ + 5) + 33) + 124) + 111) + 72)q̄ + 72
)

v̄

+ 3
((

θ2 + 1
)2

q̄(θ − 1)3 + θ(θ(θ(θ(θ(5θ + 8) + 21) + 14) + 13) + 2) + 1
)

ū4

)
κ̄6

− 256(θ − 1)v̄4
((

− 2(θ − 1)2(θ(θ(θ(θ(3(θ − 7)θ + 10) − 152) − 335) − 371) − 162)q̄2

+ 2(θ − 1)(θ(θ(θ(θ(θ(3θ(θ + 2) + 106) − 70) + 132) + 418) + 605) + 360)q̄

+ θ(θ(θ(θ(θ(3θ + 119) − 203) − 155) + 20) + 360) + 360
)

v̄

+ 15(θ − 1)
(

θ
(

θ
(

θ(θ + 1)
(

θ2 + θ + 8
)

+ 9
)

+ 2
)

+ 1
)(

2q̄ − 1
)

ū4

)
κ̄5

+ 128v̄3
(

15
(

2q̄ − 1
)(

q̄(θ + 1)5 − θ(θ(θ(3θ + 4) + 6) + 2) − 1
)

ū4(θ − 1)2

+ 2
(

(θ − 1)3
(

θ
(

θ
(

5θ3 + 3θ + 89
)

+ 160
)

+ 95
)

q̄3

− (θ − 1)2(θ(θ(3θ(θ(5(θ − 6)θ − 7) − 30) − 197) − 480) − 335)q̄2

+ (θ − 1)(θ(θ(θ(θ(3θ(5(θ − 3)θ + 58) − 92) − 50) − 135) + 265) + 360)q̄

− θ2
(

θ
(

θ
(

θ
(

5θ3 + 63θ − 83
)

+ 27
)

− 15
)

+ 105
)

+ 120
)

v̄
)

κ̄4

− 16v̄2
(

30
(

4q̄3(θ + 1)4 − 6q̄2(θ + 1)4 − θ(θ(θ(θ + 2) + 4) + 2)

+ 4(θ(θ + 1)(θ(θ + 2) + 3) + 1)q̄ − 1
)

ū4(θ − 1)2

+
(

4(θ − 1)3
(

θ
(

5(θ − 1)θ2 + θ + 53
)

+ 50
)

q̄4
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+ 4(θ − 1)2(θ(θ(θ(5θ(3θ + 16) + 72) + 98) + 313) + 310)q̄3

− 4(θ(θ(θ(θ(3θ(5θ(2θ − 13) + 19) + 13) + 390) − 495) − 315) + 515)q̄2

+ 4(θ(θ(θ(2θ(θ(5(θ − 22)θ + 57) − 33) + 307) − 340) − 105) + 360)q̄

+ 5θ2(θ(θ(θ(44θ − 27) + 24) − 61) + 56) − 360
)

v̄
)

κ̄3

+ 4v̄
(

2
(

4(θ − 1)3
(

θ(θ − 1)2 + 4
)

q̄5 + 4(θ − 1)2(θ(θ(5θ(2θ + 5) + 13) + 47) + 61)q̄4

+ 2(θ − 1)(θ(θ(θ(5θ(7θ + 40) + 219) − 143) − 50) + 315)q̄3

− 2(θ(θ(θ(θ(5θ(25θ + 34) + 73) − 524) + 137) + 290) − 345)q̄2

+ 5(θ(θ(θ(θ(17θ(2θ + 1) + 35) − 121) + 36) + 29) − 72)q̄

− θ2
(

θ
(

34θ3 + 50θ − 121
)

+ 38
)

+ 72
)

v̄

+ 15(θ − 1)
(

8(θ − 1)(θ + 1)3q̄4 − 16(θ − 1)(θ + 1)3q̄3 + 12(θ − 1)(θ + 1)3q̄2

+ (θ(θ(2 − θ(3θ + 8)) + 8) + 5)q̄ + θ((θ − 1)θ − 1) − 1
)

ū4

)
κ̄2 + 3ū4κ̄

+
(

− 10
(

q̄ − 1
)

q̄
(

2q̄ − 1
)(

2q̄
(

q̄ + 7
)

− 7
)

v̄θ5

−
(

2q̄ − 1
)(

3
(

4
(

q̄ − 1
)

q̄
(

2
(

q̄ − 1
)

q̄ + 1
)

+ 1
)

ū4

− 4
(

4q̄
(

2q̄
((

q̄ − 7
)

q̄ + 9
)

− 11
)

+ 11
)

v̄
)

θ4

− 3
(

2q̄ − 1
)(

4q̄
(

q̄
(

2
(

q̄ − 12
)

q̄ + 33
)

− 21
)

+ 21
)

v̄θ3

+ 8
(

q̄ − 1
)

q̄
(

2q̄ − 1
)(

13
(

2q̄ − 1
)

v̄ +
(

6
(

q̄ − 1
)

q̄ + 3
)

ū4

)
θ2

+ 2
(

q̄ − 1
)

q̄
(

2q̄ − 1
)(

22q̄2 − 86q̄ + 43
)

v̄θ − 8
(

2q̄ − 1
)(

4
(

q̄ − 1
)

q̄
((

q̄ − 1
)

q̄ + 3
)

+ 3
)

v̄

− 6q̄
(

2q̄
(

2q̄
(

q̄
(

2q̄ − 5
)

+ 5
)

− 5
)

+ 3
)

ū4

)
κ̄

+
(

2θ2
(

q̄ − 1
)

− q̄
)(

1 − 2q̄
)2(

θ2
(

4q̄2 − 2q̄ + 1
)

− 4
(

q̄ − 1
)

q̄
))

. (6.30)

Moreover, interestingly, setting q̄ → 0 and v̄ → 0, we get:

θ̇ = w̄ (576κ̄w̄ (24κ̄ū4 − 7) − 5π)
π

. (6.31)

Other relations between couplings can be derived in the same way. For the local
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part (equation (6.26)), we get the functional relation:

k
d

dk

[ 2∑
α=1

(
u4

2
(
ρ1 − κ

)2 + u6

3
(
ρ1 − κ

)3
)

+ v(k)
(

ρ2
1 + ρ2

2 + 2θ2ρ1ρ2

)
− q
(

ρ1 + ρ2 + 2θ
√

ρ1ρ2

)]
=

k

(
2 (−q̄ + ū6 (ρ̄1 − κ̄) 2 + ū4 (ρ̄1 − κ̄) + 2 (ρ̄1 + ρ̄2) v̄ + 1)

A(ρ̄1, ρ̄2)

− 12w̄

B(ρ̄1, ρ̄2)

(
16θ3ρ̄

3/2
1 ρ̄

3/2
2 v̄

(
q̄ + κ̄

(
ū4 − κ̄ū6

)
− 2ρ̄2v̄ − 1

)
+ 2ρ̄1ρ̄2

(
− 2θ2q̄

(
q̄ + κ̄

(
ū4 − κ̄ū6

)
− 1
)

+ ρ̄2

(
q̄
(

2κ̄ū6 − ū4 + 4θ2v̄
)

−
(

ū4 − 2κ̄ū6

)(
κ̄
(

ū4 − κ̄ū6

)
− 1
))

+ 4ρ̄2
2v̄
(

− 2κ̄ū6 + ū4 + 2θ2v̄
))

− 8θρ̄
5/2
1
√

ρ̄2v̄
(

q̄ + 2θ2ρ̄2

(
− 2κ̄ū6 + ū4 + 2v̄

))
+ 2ρ̄3

1

(
2θ2ρ̄2

(
q̄ū6 + 4v̄2

)
−
(

q̄ + κ̄
(

ū4 − κ̄ū6

)
− 1
)(

− 2κ̄ū6 + ū4 + 4v̄
)

+ ρ̄2
2ū6

(
ū4 − 2κ̄ū6

))
+ ρ̄2

1

(
2q̄
(

κ̄ū4 − κ̄2ū6 − ρ̄2
2ū6 + 2θ2ρ̄2

(
− 2κ̄ū6 + ū4 + 2v̄

)
− 1
)

+ 2q̄2 + ρ̄2
2

(
6κ̄2ū2

6 + 2ū6

(
1 − 3κ̄ū4

)
+ ū2

4

)
+
(

κ̄2ū6 − κ̄ū4 + 1
)

2

+ 8ρ̄3
2ū6v̄

)
+ ρ̄2

2

(
− 2q̄

(
κ̄2ū6 − κ̄ū4 + 4ρ̄2v̄ + 1

)
+ 2q̄2 +

(
κ̄2ū6 − κ̄ū4 + 4ρ̄2v̄ + 1

)
2
)

+ ρ̄4
1

(
ū6

(
− 2q̄ + ρ̄2

2ū6 + 2
)

+ 6κ̄2ū2
6 − 2κ̄ū6

(
3ū4 + 8v̄

)
+
(

ū4 + 4v̄
)

2
)

− 8θq̄
√

ρ̄1ρ̄
5/2
2 v̄ + ρ̄6

1ū
2
6 − 16θ3ρ̄

7/2
1 ρ̄

3/2
2 ū6v̄ + 2ρ̄5

1ū6

(
− 2κ̄ū6 + ū4 + 4v̄

)))
, (6.32)

where:

A(ρ̄1, ρ̄2) := π
((

− q̄ + ū6

(
ρ̄1 − κ̄

)
2 + ū4

(
ρ̄1 − κ̄

)
+ 4ρ̄1v̄ + 1

)
×
(

− q̄ +
(

ρ̄1 − κ̄
)(

ū6

(
ρ̄1 − κ̄

)
+ ū4

)
+ 4ρ̄2v̄ + 1

)
−
(

q̄ − 4θ
√

ρ̄1
√

ρ̄2v̄
)

2
)

,

(6.33)

and

B(ρ̄1, ρ̄2) := 4π
(

− 2q̄
((

κ̄ − ρ̄1

)(
ū6

(
κ̄ − ρ̄1

)
− ū4

)
− 4θ

√
ρ̄1
√

ρ̄2v̄ + 2ρ̄1v̄ + 2ρ̄2v̄ + 1
)

+ 4ρ̄2v̄
((

κ̄ − ρ̄1

)(
ū6

(
κ̄ − ρ̄1

)
− ū4

)
− 4
(

θ2 − 1
)

ρ̄1v̄ + 1
)

+
((

κ̄ − ρ̄1

)(
ū6

(
κ̄ − ρ̄1

)
− ū4

)
+ 1
)((

κ̄ − ρ̄1

)(
ū6

(
κ̄ − ρ̄1

)
− ū4

)
+ 4ρ̄1v̄ + 1

))
2

(6.34)
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All the remaining coupling constant flows can be derived from this equation
as follow. First, setting ρ1 = ρ2 = ρ in both sides, we obtain three independent
relations taking first, second and third derivatives with respect to ρ, before setting
ρ = κ. Finally, another relation can be obtained by taking derivative with respect
to √

ρ1 one time and derivative with respect to √
ρ2 one time, before setting ρ = κ.

Finally, deriving once time more with respect to √
ρ1 before setting ρ = κ provides

the last relation we need to extract all the flow equations. We summarized our
conclusions on Figures 25, 26 and 27 below, where we defined θ =: cos(η), for initial
conditions:

S := {κ̄(0) = 0.1, ū4(0) = 0.01, ū6(0) = 0.008} . (6.35)

For aligned replica configurations, we recover essentially the behavior we ob-
served in the rest of this paper. The disorder enforces finite scale singularities,
making contact with the notion of Larkin time. As explained many time in this
paper, we expect these singularities arises because interactions forbidden by pertur-
bation theory are associated with metastable states, which dominate the flow near
the singularity. This assumption was investigated in our previous work [37], and we
showed explicitly that taken into account such an interaction like q or v suppresses
the singularities for some trajectories. We recover essentially this result here, as
shown explicitly on Figure 25. Figures moreover shows the behavior of q and v,
reached a finite value reminiscent of a “stable equilibrium" for long times. There is
however another parameter, the cosine between replica θ, which plays a significant
role. As θ = 0 (aligned replica solutions), the overlap q between replica becomes
very huge, typically, for w̄(0) = −0.1, and η(0) = 0.001, we get q̄(0) ≃ −104 as
v̄(0) ≃ 1. Note that the crucial role of the coupling v, already pointed out in [37]
seems to indicate that the true order parameter is not only the 2-point function in
that case. In contrast, for η(0) = 0.9 for instance, convergence is improved, finite
scale singularities arise also for small disorder w̄(0) ≃ −10−5, but can be removed
for a large enough −q̄(0) ≥ 0.0975 (keeping v̄(0) = 0 in that case). Interestingly,
the effective angle η(k) reach a finite value, close to π/2 (but not equal to it). This
behavior, observed for different initial values seems to indicate the existence of a
fixed direction for the RG flow, favoring orthogonal configurations for long times.
This, physically agree with the intuition that, as the overlap is small, replica are
essentially independent, and the average cosine is almost zero. The disagreement
between the asymptotic value for η(k) and π/2 is interpreted at this stage as a
consequence of quantum fluctuations. Finally, note that, if we start close to π/2,
for η(0) = π/2 − 0.01 for instance, the flow converge for very larges values of w̄(0),
typically w̄(0) ∼ −10, and the initial value for q̄(0) is very small. For these initial
conditions, the critical value is w̄(0) ∼ −13, and the convergence is resorted for
−q̄(0) ≥ 0.0005.

To summary:

59



0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
-log(k)

-0.3

-0.2

-0.1

0.1

0.2
κ

0.02 0.04 0.06 0.08 0.10
-log(k)

-0.005

0.005

0.010

0.015

0.020

u4

Figure 25: Behavior of the RG flow for w̄(0) = −0.00001 for v̄(0) = 0, η(0) = 0.9
and q̄(0) = −0.097 (yellow curve) and q̄(0) = −0.099 (blue curve).
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Figure 26: Evolution of couplings q(k) and v(k).

• On Figure 25 we show the behavior of different couplings for η(0) = 0.9 just
above and below the critical value q̄c(0) ≈ −0.0975. At this stage, note that
1) the critical value depends weakly on the initial conditions, but divergences
can be recovered for higher values, revealing the complicate structure of the
phase space. We return on a numerical construction of it in a future work,
here we are aiming to prove a concept only.

• On Figure 26 we show the behavior of v(k) and q(k) for the non singular
trajectories showed on Figure 25. Couplings converge toward a finite value,
and we have to notice that the asymptotic value for q(k) is far enough from
the perturbation theory result of the section 5.4, pointing out maybe the non-
perturbative nature of the transition.

• On Figure 26 we show the behavior for convergent trajectories, illustrating the
fact that asymptotic averaging cosine is almost zero i.e. typically cos(η) ≈ 0.02
for the figure on left. We expect that the cosine does not vanishes exactly
because of quantum fluctuations.
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Figure 27: Evolution of the effective angle η(k). On left, for the initial conditions
considered above in Figure 25 for q̄ = −0.097 (blue dashed curve) and q̄(0) = −0.099
(yellow curve). On the right, behavior of η(k) for initial conditions η(0) = π/2−0.001
and q̄(0) = −0.0005. Dashed red curve is for the value π/2.
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Figure 28: Behavior of R(k) for the initial condition η(0) = 0.9 (on left) and for
η(0) = π/2 − 0.01 (on right).

To conclude, our hypothesis concerning the relationship between the intensity
of the overlapping and the vanishing of the mean cosine seems to be well veri-
fied by the initial conditions, but contradicted by the experiment concerning the
asymptotic values, since we find q(∞) ∼ −139.8 for η(0) = 0.9 (see Figure 26) and
q(∞) = −3430 for η(0) = π/2 − 0.01. Note that the notation ∞ here designates the
asymptotic value (the deep infrared). It should be noted, however, that these values
have no intrinsic meaning, but must be compared to the typical scale of fluctuations
in the IR, given by the mass scale. The effective mass of the fluctuations is of the
order of ∼ u4κ, and the relevant quantity is therefore the ratio R(k) := q(k)/(u4κ),
which is dimensionless. The results are reported in Figure 28, and support our hy-
pothesis: the asymptotic value of the ratio R(∞) is much smaller when the mean
of the cosine is small. Numerically we have cos(η(∞)) ≈ 0.6 for η(0) = 0.9 and
cos(η(∞)) ≈ 3.82 × 10−6 for η(0) = π/2 − 0.01.
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7 Enhanced vertex expansion and equilibrium er-
godicity breaking

In this part, we will study the flow in the symmetric phase through vertex expansion.
In the symmetric phase, the mean value of the field could be set as M = 0. Here
we take the case of p = 3 with local and bi-local 2-, 4-, and 6-point interaction.

In this section, we will consider the equivalent truncation we considered in the
previous section, but in the symmetric phase. The same truncation has been con-
sidered moreover in our previous work [37]. The kinetic action is assumed of the
form (5.74) with qαβ = −q, and we consider the sextic truncation:

Γk[{Mα}] = 1
2

∫
dt
∑
i,α,β

Mi,α(t)[(−∂2
t + p2

µ + u2)δαβ − q]Mi,β(t)

+
3∑

n=2

∫
dt
∑
µ,α

(2π)n−1u2n

(2n)!Nn−1

(∑
µ

M2
µ,α(t)

)n

+
∫

dt
∑
µ,α

(2π)v4,1

4N

∑
α,β

(∑
i

Mi,α(t)Mi,β

)2

+ (2π)ũ6

6!N2

∫
dtdt′

∑
α,β

(∑
µ

Mµ,α(t)Mµ,β(t′)
)3

, (7.1)

We recall the explicit expression of the effective 2-point function:

Gk,αβ(ω) = ︸ ︷︷ ︸
δαβ

ω2+u2(k)+Rk(ω)

+ ︸ ︷︷ ︸
q

(ω2+u2(k)+Rk(ω))(ω2+u2(k)−nq+Rk(ω))

, (7.2)

and we will denote respectively as G
(0)
k,αβ(ω) and G

(1)
k,αβ(ω) the two components. The

interaction part of the effective average action moreover reads, graphically:

Γk,int = + + + . (7.3)

Using the graphical conventions we defined in the previous section, we obtain the
flow equations:

u̇2 = + + + , (7.4)
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q̇′ = + (7.5)

u̇4 = + + + + +

+ + + , (7.6)

v̇4,1 = + + , (7.7)

ẇ6,1 = 0 , (7.8)

u̇6 = + +

+ + +

+ + +

+ + . (7.9)
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The computation of the different diagrams require the integral:

In,p :=
∫

dω

2π
Ṙk(ω)(G(0)

k )p(G(1)
k )n−p , (7.10)

which can be computed explicitly:

In,p(k, u2, q) = 1
2π

4k3

(k2 + u2)p(k2 + u2 − nq)n−p
, (7.11)

and the flow equations writes explicitly as:

˙̄u2 = −2ū2 − ū4(Ī2,2 + 2Ī2,1 + nĪ2,0) − 2v̄4,1

π

1
(1 + ū2)2 , (7.12)

˙̄q′ = −2q̄′ − v̄4,1(2Ī2,1 + nĪ2,0) (7.13)

˙̄u4 = − 3ū4 − 2¯̃u6

π

1
(1 + ū2)2 − 2ū6(Ī2,2 + 2Ī2,1 + nĪ2,0) + 32 v̄4,1ū4

π

1
(1 + ū2)3

+ 8ū2
4(Ī3,3 + 3Ī3,2 + nĪ3,1) . (7.14)

˙̄v4,1 = −3v̄4,1 − 2¯̃u6

π(1 + ū2)2

[
2q̄

(1 + ū2 + nq̄) + n(q̄)2

(1 + ū2 + nq̄)2

]
+

16v̄2
4,1

π

1
(1 + ū2)3

(7.15)

˙̄u6 = −4 ū6 + 6ū4ū6(Ī3,3 + 3Ī3,2 + nĪ3,1) + 6
π

ū4 ¯̃u6

(1 + ū2)3 + 12
π

v̄4,1ū6

(1 + ū2)3

− 24ū3
4(Ī4,4 + 4Ī4,3) − 144

π

ū2
4v̄4,1

(1 + ū2)4 , (7.16)

and:
˙̃̄u6 = −5¯̃u6 . (7.17)

where Īn,p(ū2, q̄) := In,p(1, ū2, q̄).
The results are summarized on the Figures 29 and 30. We considered the RG

flow for n = 2, and the initial conditions:

S0 := (ū2(0) = ū4(0) = ū6(0) = 0.1) , (7.18)

respectively for q̄(0) = 0 (blue curve for Figure 29), q̄(0) = 0.7 (yellow dashed curve
on left) and q̄(0) = 0.01 (yellow dashed curve on right for Figure 29). In all cases
we set v̄4,1(0) = 0. The results are again similar which what we obtained in the
previous section in the broken phase; they moreover are quite similar also with the
results obtained in [37] and the reader may consult this reference for an extended
discussion. The main features are the following:
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Figure 29: Behavior of the RG flow for q = 0 (blue curve) and q ̸= 0 (dashed curve).
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Figure 30: Behavior of q(k) and v4,1(k) for q(0) = 0.7.

1. A non-vanishing initial value for q cancel the finite scale singularity for some
(but not all) initial conditions for other couplings.

2. The coupling q converge toward a finite value (scaling regime) in the deep IR.

The last point evokes a phase transition, a convergence of the initial instability
towards a non-zero vacuum. Finally, it should be noted that there is indeed a
threshold from which the divergence disappears, when q(0) is large enough, but
that divergences can reappear for larger values. This seems to reveal part of the
complexity of the phase space, as well as the limits of our approximations, which
neglect a significant number of essential effects. This had also been observed in our
previous work. It should be noted at this stage that taking into account other effects,
dynamic rather than static ergodicity breaks, notably breaking the invariance by
translation in time are likely to play a role, either complementary or superimposed on
the effects that we have studied here. The reader is referred to our recent preliminary
work on this subject [38].

8 Conclusion and Outlooks
In this paper we investigated the behavior of the perturbative RG flow of a N -
dimensional quantum particle moving on a rugged landscape materialized with a
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Gaussian random tensor. This work follows [36–38], where we considered the RG
for a 2 + p quantum spin glass dynamics, from a coarse-graining over the matrix
like disorder spectrum, which becomes deterministic in the large N limit. The
corresponding field theory looks at a standard 4D field theory in the IR, and our
main results can be summarized as follows:

1. Finite scale singularities arises from the naive truncation scheme based on large
N perturbation theory arguments, as the rank p disorder is strong enough.

2. The effective potential for 2-points (or more) interactions forbidden by per-
turbation theory has a second stable minimum (adding from the vanishing
vacuum).

3. Taking into account such an interaction avoids finite scale singularities, seem-
ing to indicate that dynamics is dominated by meta-stables state for long range
physics.

In this paper, we considered a model with a unique disorder, of rank p, and
constructed a coarse-graining on the frequencies. This is a field theory in dimension
1, whose interactions are all relevant according to the dimensional analysis, which
complicates the construction of approximations [73], in particular for a non-local
theory [60]. However, and by different approximations, we were able to gather
evidence showing a strange similarity with the conclusions obtained in the previous
case, based on a coarse-graining on the Wigner spectrum. In particular, we were
able to observe in this case also the presence of singularities with a finite time
scale, also analogous to those usually associated with the Larkin scale [25, 26, 41].
Moreover, again, these singularities can be suppressed by interactions breaking time
translation symmetry for the 2-point functions, and/or imply correlations between
replica. These interactions forbidden by the large N perturbation theory correspond
to meta-stable states dominating the long time dynamics. Beyond the disturbing
similarity between the two approaches considered in our work, the results of this
article shed light on the underlying physics, and allow us to glimpse a numerical
reconstruction of the phase space of the system, by studying the phase transitions
along the trajectories. This reconstruction, however, does not yet elucidate the
different mechanisms at the origin of the appearance of its correlations, and in
particular the way in which the quantum tunneling effect competes with disorder.
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A Closed equations for self energy in a few words
Let us review shortly the derivation of the so-called closed equation for self energy
arising in the large N limit for O(N) models, including non-local vertices. A deriva-
tion was proposed in our previous work [36], we propose here another way. The
reader can also consult the references [46] on this topic.

Let us start by the case p = 2. We discussed the structure of leading order
vacuum graphs in subsection 5.3, and we recalled the standard result that they
look as planar (unrooted) trees in the LVR. A leading order contribution to the self
energy can be obtained by deleting one of the leaf, which can be hooked to a red of
blue edge. Two examples of typical rooted trees we obtain by this way are pictured
on Figure 32. As explained in section 5.3, the rooted trees hooked to the root vertex
v0 are components of the expansion series of the self energy Σ, and because the
corners are nothing but bare propagator edges C, what we reconstruct by summing
all the diagrams is nothing but the Dyson series for the effective 2-point function.
Then, formally, the two allowed configurations for the root lead to, graphically9:

Σ = + . (A.1)

For the case p = 3, and including local sextic interactions in the bare action, we
have to distinguish three cases, depending if the deleted leaf is hooked with a black,
blue or red edge root edge:

Σ =
{

· · · · · ·

}
+
{

· · · · · ·

}

+
{

· · · · · ·

}
, (A.2)

When the root edge is black, we recover the same situation as before and the
external edges are hooked to a quartic vertex. Where the rooted edge is red or blue,
the external edges are hooked to a sextic vertex, and a moment of reflection shows
that:

9We assume that signs and numerical factors are included in the diagrams.
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Figure 31: The two typical rooted trees for the quartic theory.

Σ = + + . (A.3)

For the case p = 3, and including local sextic interactions in the bare action, we
have to distinguish three cases, depending if the deleted leaf is hooked with a black,
blue or red edge root edge:

Σ =
{

· · · · · ·

}
+
{

· · · · · ·

}

+
{

· · · · · ·

}
, (A.4)

When the root edge is black, we recover the same situation as before and the
external edges are hooked to a quartic vertex. Where the rooted edge is red or blue,
the external edges are hooked to a sextic vertex, and a moment of reflection shows
that:
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Figure 32: The two typical rooted trees for the quartic theory.

Σ = + + . (A.5)
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