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A quantum system governed by a non-Hermitian Hamiltonian may exhibit zero temperature
phase transitions that are driven by interactions, just as its Hermitian counterpart, raising the
fundamental question how non-Hermiticity affects quantum criticality. In this context we consider a
non-Hermitian system consisting of an XY model with a complex-valued four-state clock interaction
that may or may not have parity-time-reversal (PT) symmetry. When the PT symmetry is broken,
and time-evolution becomes non-unitary, a scaling behavior similar to the Berezinskii-Kosterlitz-
Thouless phase transition ensues, but in a highly unconventional way, as the line of fixed points is
absent. From the analysis of the d-dimensional RG equations, we obtain that the unconventional
behavior in the PT broken regime follows from the collision of two fixed points in the d → 2
limit, leading to walking behavior or pseudocriticality. For d = 2 + 1 the near critical behavior is
characterized by a correlation length exponent ν = 3/8, a value smaller than the mean-field one.
These results are in sharp contrast with the PT-symmetric case where only one fixed point arises
for 2 < d < 4 and in d = 1 + 1 three lines of fixed points occur with a continuously varying critical
exponent ν.

The possibilities to access non-Hermitian systems [1–3]
experimentally significantly expanded in the past years,
with possible incarnations ranging from metamaterials
to ultracold atoms realizations [4–6], and more recently
including electronic systems having applications as sen-
sors [7–9]. While in any realistic physical system inter-
actions play an important role, from a theoretical per-
spective interacting non-Hermitian systems have been
little explored. Particularly pertinent is the question
how non-Hermiticity affects interaction-driven quantum
phase transitions and their universal physical properties
also in absence of PT symmetry, where time-evolution
becomes non-unitary [3, 10–13]. This motivates consid-
ering quantum field theoretic models, where the renor-
malization group (RG) provides the defining paradigm
for exploration of the phase structure. In this context it
is very important to establish how the critical behavior
depends on the spacetime dimensionality d = D + 1.

In order to address the questions above and under-
stand how the breaking of PT symmetry affects the phase
structure, we investigate an effective quantum field the-
ory Lagrangian consisting of an XY model with a non-
Hermitian, PT-symmetric clock interaction in d = D+ 1
spacetime dimensions. Its Hermitian counterpart arises
in several contexts both in high-energy physics [14, 15]
and condensed matter physics [16–21]. From an RG per-
spective the N -state clock interaction is an irrelevant op-
erator for N > 4 in spacetime dimensions 2 < d < 4,
so one expects a crossover behavior from the XY univer-
sality class to ZN symmetric models. In particular, the
case N = 4 corresponds in the strong coupling clock in-
teraction limit to two decoupled Ising regimes [19, 20].
Since the PT-symmetric clock model can be mapped into

its Hermitian counterpart, the fundamental question to
answer is how PT symmetry breaking changes the phase
structure of the system in d = D + 1 dimensions. In
particular, we would like to establish whether a well de-
fined phase transition occurs. Here we show that when
the PT symmetry is broken for 2 < d < 4 the RG flow is
characterized by two fixed points rather than only one in
the PT-symmetric case, and that near one of them com-
plex conjugated scaling dimensions emerge. This leads to
a phase transition in d = 2 + 1 dimensions, with a near
critical behavior characterized by a correlation length ex-
ponent ν = 3/8. As d → 2 the two fixed points collide,
leading to a so called ’walking’ behavior [22], sometimes
also referred to as pseudocriticality, a concept that has
been in focus in recent years both in high-energy and
condensed matter physics [22–36]. The resulting scaling
behavior for d→ 2 is similar to a Berenzinskii-Kosterlitz-
Thouless (BKT) one. However, the actual phase tran-
sition is not a BKT one, since the RG flow features a
fixed point rather than a line of fixed points. We ob-
tain that the flow lines walk around the fixed point on
RG-invariant surfaces.
Field theory — Let us consider a non-Hermitian the-

ory consisting of a U(1)-invariant Lagrangian with a ZN

anisotropy perturbation,

LNH = |∂µψ|2 +m2|ψ|2 + u

2
|ψ|4

− 1

2

[
(v + w)ψN + (v − w)ψ∗N

]
, (1)

where u, v, w > 0. The ZN anisotropic interaction is
irrelevant in the RG sense forN > 4 in case the spacetime
dimension lies in the interval 2 < d < 4. For w = 0
this expectation is corroborated by recent Monte Carlo
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simulations [20]. Our main focus here will be on the N =
4 case. For d = 2 a special treatment is required, which is
one of the main topics in the subsequent discussion. The
Hermitian model for N = 4 has been studied in different
contexts in the past decades. For example, it arises as
an effective theory emerging from breaking the SU(N)
symmetry in a non-Abelian Higgs model [14] and more
recently for N = 4 and d = 3 as theories describing the
transition to valence-bond solid phases [19].

The connection to the N -state clock model is easily es-
tablished after employing the following parametrization
of the scalar field, ψ = ρeiθ/

√
2, in which case the La-

grangian becomes,

LNH =
1

2
(∂µρ)

2 +
ρ2

2
(∂µθ)

2 +
m2

2
ρ2 +

u

8
ρ4

− ρN

2N/2
[v cos(Nθ) + iw sin(Nθ)] . (2)

In the representation above we see that this non-
Hermitian theory is PT-symmetric, where PθP−1 = −θ
and TiT−1 = −i. The amplitude ρ is both P- and T-
invariant.

Near criticality phase fluctuations are dominant, so
we can consider the amplitude field ρ as being essen-
tially frozen, and we can approximately write ρ2 = ρ20 =
−2m2/u for m2 < 0. In this case we obtain the effective
clock model,

Leff =
K

2
(∂µθ)

2 − zr cosNθ − izi sinNθ, (3)

where K = ρ20, zr = vρN0 /2
N/2, and zi = wρN0 /2

N/2. For
zi = 0 the model is well studied in the literature, one
seminal paper being the one by José et al. [16], where
the two-dimensional XY model with clock-type symme-
try breaking fields was considered.

Renormalization group analysis — A major difference
with respect to the theories discussed in Refs. [11] and
[12] lies in the fact that the scalar field θ is a periodic
field. Hence, for zi = 0 the Lagrangian above yields the
effective theory for an XY model with a N -fold clock
symmetry breaking field [16].

Within a path integral formalism we can perform a
shift of the field, θ → θ+ (i/N)arctanh(zi/zr) [11]. This
leads us to consider the following equivalent effective La-
grangian,

Leff =
K

2
(∂µθ)

2 − z̃ cosNθ, (4)

where z̃ =
√
z2r − z2i . When the PT-symmetry is broken,

we simply have z̃ → iz̃. Thus, we see that the couplings
zr and zi are not actually independent. This leads to the
non-renormalization of the ratio zr/zi, which ultimately
is what will lead to the walking behavior in the PT broken
regime.

We will follow a procedure similar to the one by José et
al. [16] in their analysis of the XY model in the presence
of symmetry breaking fields (the simplest case refers to
an external in-plane magnetic field). First, we note that
when z̃ = 0 the effective Lagrangian (4) for d = 2 is
exactly dual to a sine Gordon theory of the form [16, 37],

LSG =
1

8π2K
(∂µχ)

2 − z cosχ, (5)

corresponding to the field theory of a Coulomb gas of
point vortices [37]. Hence, defining the dimensionless
renormalized couplings y and κ associated respectively
to the bare couplings z and K, we obtain the usual RG
equations underlying the BKT transition [16, 38].
From now on we focus on the N = 4 and discuss

the clock model symmetry breaking perturbation for this
case. Let us define the dimensionless couplings yr and yi
associated to zr and zi, respectively. The RG equations
in d dimensions are given by [39],

dκ

dl
=

4

π2
(y2r − y2i )− κ2y2 + (d− 2)κ, (6)

dy

dl
= [d− f(d)κ] y. (7)

dyr
dl

=

[
d− 4f(d)

π2κ

]
yr, (8)

dyi
dl

=

[
d− 4f(d)

π2κ

]
yi, (9)

where f(d) = (d− 2)Γ(d/2− 1)/(2πd/2−2).
We note that ln(yr/yi) is an RG invariant, so we can

write yi = kyr, where k is a constant. We see that for
k = 1 we obviously recover when d = 2 the RG flow
equations corresponding to a BKT behavior. In the PT-
symmetric case (yr > yi or, equivalently, k < 1) and
d = 2 these equations are easily shown to be equivalent
to the ones obtained in Ref. [16]. This can be seen by
deriving the RG equation for ỹ =

√
y2r − y2i , which is

obtained directly from Eqs. (8) and (9) as,

dỹ

dl
=

[
d− 4f(d)

π2κ

]
ỹ, (10)

along with the corresponding d = 2 result, dỹ/dl = [2 −
4/(πκ)]ỹ.
If the PT symmetry is not broken we obtain for d = 3

and small ỹ the usual three-dimensional XY universality
class. This critical behavior is governed by the nontrivial
fixed point for ỹ = 0 shown in panel (a) of Fig. 1. Our RG
equations yield in this case the ϵ-expansion (ϵ = d − 2)
result ν = 1/(2

√
ϵ) + 1/8 + O(

√
ϵ), which reproduces for

ϵ = 1 one-loop value, ν ≈ 0.625 [40]. The RG flow for



3

0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

2.0

κ

y
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(b) d = 3 PT broken, y = 0

(c) d = 3 PT-symmetric (d) d = 3 PT broken

FIG. 1. RG flows for the non-Hermitian system associated to
the Lagrangian of Eq. (3). The RG flows shown here are for
d = 3. In all panels the red dot represents the fixed point.
Panels (a) and (b) represent planes featuring nontrivial fixed
points arising in panels (c) and (d). In the PT-symmetric case
of panel (c) the only fixed point governs the XY universality
class when the clock perturbation is small. In the broken
PT symmetry case [panel (d)], both planes of panels (a) and
(b) arise, with the fixed point of panel (b) being a highly
unstable repulsive spiral. In this case a weakly first-order
phase transition occurs.

nonzero and large ỹ exhibits a critical behavior where
the four-state clock interaction becomes very large, as
illustrated in panel (c) of Fig. 1. This situation is well
known to lead to two decoupled Ising models [16, 20].

When the PT-symmetry is broken the situation
changes considerably. Since in this case yr < yi, Eq. (6)
becomes,

dκ

dl
= − 4

π2
ỹ2 − κ2y2 + (d− 2)κ, (11)

while Eqs. (7) and (10) remain unchanged. The
first thing to note is that now we have two non-
trivial fixed points, namely, P1 = (κ1, y1, ỹ1) =
(d/f(d),

√
(d− 2)/κ1, 0) and P2 = (κ2, y2, ỹ2) =

(4f(d)/(π2d), 0, (π/2)
√

(d− 2)κ2). The fixed point P1 is
the same as shown in panel (a) of Fig. 1. The fixed point
P2, on the other hand, is highly unstable, corresponding
to the repulsive spiral shown in panel (b) of Fig. 1, with

the full flow diagram featuring both fixed points shown
in panel (d). Although the fixed point P1 is the same
as the one for ỹ = 0 of panel (c) in Fig. 1, P1 does not
govern the three-dimensional XY universality class as it
is the case in panel (c). Indeed, after linearization of the
RG equations in the PT broken regime, we obtain the
eigenvalues of the linear system, λ0 = d − f(d)κ2 and
λ± = [d− 2± i

√
(d− 2)(7d+ 2)]/2. The complex conju-

gated eigenvalues λ± are associated to the repulsive spiral
fixed point P2. The critical exponent ν is determined by
the eigenvalue λ0 as ν = 1/λ0. For d = 3 it yields ν = 3/8
(the ϵ-expansion practically yields the same result in this
case). We note that this is smaller than the mean-field
value 1/2, thus indicating that a near critical behavior,
or pseudocriticality, when the PT symmetry is broken.

When d→ 2 the fixed points P1 and P2 collide, repre-
senting a typical characteristic of walking behavior [22].
In Fig. 2 we compare the scaling behaviors of the PT-
symmetric with the PT broken case. In the PT-symmetric
case both dy/dl and dỹ/dl vanish for κ∗ = 2/π, leading
to three lines of fixed points, as ỹ2∗ = y2∗ provides one
more fixed line in addition to the two BKT ones de-
termined by the vanishing of both y and ỹ. In panels
(a) and (b) of Fig. 2 we illustrate the dual RG BKT
flows for the situations where ỹ = 0 and y = 0, respec-
tively. Overall, however, the phase transition is not a
BKT one in this case: the correlation length exhibits
a power-law with a continuously varying critical expo-
nent ν(y∗) [16]. Panel (c) of Fig. 2 shows a view of
the full RG flow diagram. In the PT broken regime a
BKT flow is still present for ỹ = 0, but the BKT flow
for y = 0 disappears, as it is illustrated in panel (d) of
Fig. 2. The resulting RG flow is better understood by
introducing the variables X = 2 − πκ, Y = 2y/

√
π, and

Ỹ = 2ỹ/
√
π, in which case we can rewrite the RG equa-

tions in the form, dX/dl ≈ Ỹ 2 + Y 2, dY/dl = XY , and

dỸ /dl ≈ −XỸ . We obtain that the family of hyper-

boloids, X2 − Y 2 + Ỹ 2 = c2 = const, are RG-invariants,
see Fig. 2-(e). At the critical point the constant c van-
ishes, thus defining the cone with apex at the fixed point
shown in Fig. 2-(f) as a separatrix. Using the hyperboloid
RG invariant one can proceed to approximately solve the
RG flow equations [39] to obtain the correlation length.
From the solution, X(l) = X(0) cos

(√
2cl
)
, the correla-

tion length ξ is obtained by demanding thatX(l∗) ∼ O(1)
for some scale l∗ such that ln(ξ/a) = l∗. This leads
to a BKT scaling, ξ−1 ∼ exp

(
−const/

√
K −Kc

)
, where

Kc = κ∗. The critical behavior is thus essentially gov-
erned by the BKT flow diagram of Fig. 2-(b). Strictly
speaking the phase transition is not exactly a BKT one
though. The flow lines do not stop at the fixed line that
exists for Ỹ = 0 when the latter is nonzero, no matter
how small. They follow parabolic trajectory around the
conical separatrix shown in Fig. 2-(f). In other words,
it is a BKT-like scaling occurring by means of a run-
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ning around the fixed point, with no fixed lines present.
In view of these results the PT broken regime evidences
a scaling behavior known as walking or pseudocritical,
which was studied in detail by Gorbenko et al. [22] (see
also Refs. [25, 28, 31, 41], a concept closely related to
’conformality loss’ [23, 24, 26, 29, 42]).

Conclusions and outlook — We have determined the
phase structure and critical behavior of a non-Hermitian
XY model with a four-state clock perturbation both
in 1+1 and 2+1 dimensions. Our RG analysis gives
information about both PT-symmetric and PT-broken
regimes, where the former phases are associated with real
energy eigenvalues giving rise to a unitary time-evolution
and the latter not. In view of the exact equivalence
of the PT-symmetric Lagrangian to a Hermitian clock
model, our RG analysis in this case essentially corrob-
orates existing numerical works for the Hermitian clock
model [17, 20, 21]. On the other hand, our RG anal-
ysis also gives access to the PT-broken regime and we
show that its phase structure and critical behavior are
very different from its PT-symmetric counterpart, as dis-
cussed in the main text. The main point we make here
is that the PT broken regime exhibits walking (or pseud-
ocritical) behavior in the sense defined in Ref. [22]. This
analysis paves the way to consider the role of danger-
ously irrelevant operators [43] in non-Hermitian systems,
which are pertinent for non-Hermitian deconfined quan-
tum critical points, where in a number of cases can be
qualified as pseudocritical [22, 24, 25, 28]. From an ex-
perimental point of view, we expect that the effective
theories investigated here may for instance be realized
using Josephson junction arrays with an asymmetric cur-
rent bias [44]. Other interesting experimental possibili-
ties arise when certain non-Hermitian conductance ma-
trices are interpreted as non-Hermitian Hamiltonians, as
recently discussed in Refs. [7, 8].

We thank Slava Rychkov for useful comments and dis-
cussions on the concept of walking. We acknowledge fi-
nancial support by the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft
(DFG, German Research Foundation), through SFB 1143
project A5 and the Würzburg-Dresden Cluster of Excel-
lence on Complexity and Topology in Quantum Matter-
ct.qmat (EXC 2147, Project Id No. 390858490).
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Derivation of the RG equations

Given the renormalized counterparts κ and y of K and
z, respectively, we obtain the usual RG equations associ-
ated to the BKT phase transition [16, 38],

dκ−1

dl
= y2, (12)
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(a) d = 2 PT symmetry can be
broken or not, ỹ = 0
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(b) d = 2 PT-symmetric, y = 0

(c) d = 2 PT-symmetric (d) d = 2 PT broken

(e) RG-invariant surfaces PT

broken
(f) Conical separatrix PT broken

FIG. 2. RG flows for the non-Hermitian system associated
to the Lagrangian of Eq. (3). The RG flows shown here are
for d = 2. In all panels the red dot represents the fixed
point κ∗ = 2/π and ỹ = y = 0. Panels (a) and (b) show
separately the BKT planes appearing in panel (c) for the PT-
symmetric case. Note that these planes are dual to each other
in the sense that the fixed line is for κ ≥ κ∗ in panel (a) and
for κ ≤ κ∗ in panel (b). When the PT symmetry is broken
only the BKT plane of panel (a) survives, causing the BKT
transition seems to dominate the critical behavior, as shown
in panel (d). Panel (e) shows the RG-invariant surfaces. In
panel (f) the conical separatrix with apex at the fixed point
is shown. In both panels (e) and (f) we have defined the

variables, X = 2− πκ, Y = 2y/
√
π, and Ỹ = 2ỹ/

√
π.



5

dy

dl
= (2− πκ)y. (13)

Switching on the n = 4 clock model perturbation mod-
ifies these RG equations considerably [16]. In order to ob-
tain the result, we simply disregard the periodicity of ϕ
in Eq. (4), which makes it equivalent to an ordinary sine-
Gordon theory, which is known to be exactly equivalent
to a Coulomb gas in d dimensions [37]. Note that in this
case we are not specializing to d = 2. The reason for this
will become clear below. Importantly, we have to adapt
the derivation as given in Ref. [45] such that it allows
for a non-Hermitian sine-Gordon interaction. Crucial in
this regard is the role played by the spatially dependent
dielectric constant,

ε(r) = 1 + Sdχ(r), (14)

where Sd = 2πd/2/Γ(d/2) is the surface area of the unit
sphere in d dimensions and the electric susceptibility of
the Coulomb gas is given by,

χ(r) = Sd

∫ r

a

dssd−1α(s)n(s). (15)

In the above expression α(r) represents the polarizability
and n(r) is the local average number of dipoles. It is in
this quantity that the couplings zr and zi appearing in
Eq. (3) of the main text will enter. Approximately (i.e.,
for small dipoles) we have,

n(r) ≈ (z2r − z2i )e
−U(r), (16)

where U(r) is the renormalized electric potential. From
the self-consistent analysis of U(r) the RG equations (8)
and (9) in the main text are obtained for the dimension-
less couplings yr and yi associated to zr and zi. Note
that for broken PT symmetry where zr < zi the den-
sity (16) becomes negative (in this sense n(r) is best
interpreted as a density imbalance), and the dielectric
constant ε(r) < 1, leading to an anti-screening in the
Coulomb gas.

Defining κ = 4/(π2κ̃) and ỹ as the dimensionless renor-
malized counterpart of z̃, we obtain using the results of
Refs. [45–47] the leading order RG equations in d dimen-
sions in the form,

dκ̃−1

dl
= ỹ2 + (d− 2)κ̃−1, (17)

dỹ

dl
= [d− f(d)κ̃] ỹ, (18)

where f(d) = (d−2)Γ(d/2−1)/(2πd/2−2) and l = ln(r/a)
is the RG logarithmic scale.

In order to obtain the full set of RG equations for d > 2
we have to surmount the technical difficulty imposed by
the fact that in this case we are not dealing with an

ensemble of point vortices any longer. In fact, for d = 3
the duality leads to an Abelian Higgs theory describing
an ensemble of vortex loops rather than a sine-Gordon
theory [48–50]. However, it has been argued in the past
[51, 52] that near d = 2 the RG equations for d > 2 simply
amount to a modification of Eq. (12) in which a term
−(d − 2)κ−1 is added to its right-hand side. Crucially,
we note that this term has a sign opposite to the similar
term appearing in Eq. (17) for the Coulomb gas case. The
latter leads to the well known result that the Coulomb gas
for d > 2 does not undergo a phase transition, reflecting
the absence of a fixed point and the runaway flow [45, 46].
Doing an ϵ-expansion (ϵ = d− 2) in the way just men-

tioned, which follows the prescription in Refs. [51, 52] has
the drawback that it yields a correlation length critical
exponent ν = 1/(2

√
ϵ)[1+O(

√
ϵ)], which does not deviate

from the mean-field theory value ν = 1/2 when ϵ = 1.
However, this can be improved in the following way. We
can argue that the RG equation in d dimensions for y has
the same form as the one for ỹ given in Eq. (18), i.e., we
do not perform the ϵ-expansion in the RG equation. This
would lead to the following RG equations in absence of
the symmetry breaking field,

dκ−1

dl
= y2 − (d− 2)κ−1, (19)

dy

dl
= [d− f(d)κ] y. (20)

Linearizing the above equations around the fixed point
with coordinates κ∗ = d/f(d) and y∗

√
(d− 2)/κ∗, we

find the eigenvalues a± = [2 − d ±
√

(d− 2)(9d− 2)]/2,
leading to 1/ν = a+. While setting d = 3 directly in this
expression yields exactly ν = 1/2, we have to remember
that the procedure assumes that near d = 2 we can still
use point vortices as a leading order approximation to
vortex loops. Hence, our expression for ν should also be
considered within the framework of an ϵ-expansion. As
a matter of fact, we obtain, ν = 1/(2

√
ϵ) + 1/8 +O(

√
ϵ),

which in turns yields ν ≈ 0.625 when we set ϵ = 1 at the
end. This result precisely agrees with the one-loop RG
result obtained from a Landau-Ginzburg-Wilson analysis
of a |ψ|4 theory. There are other approaches to improve
the strategy followed by Nelson and Fisher [51], like for
example dealing more directly with the scaling behavior
of vortex loops [53], which ultimately leads to the more
accurate result, ν ≈ 2/3 [40]. However, our approach has
the virtue of being technically simpler, as it relies more
on the original idea of Refs. [51, 52].
After the above preliminary discussion, we are now fi-

nally in position to write down the RG equations for the
Lagrangian of Eq. (4), which simply amounts to com-
bining the results of Eqs. (17) and (18) with those of
Eqs. (19) and (20) to obtain,

dκ

dl
=

4

π2
ỹ2 − κ2y2 + (d− 2)κ, (21)
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dỹ

dl
=

[
d− 4f(d)

π2κ

]
ỹ, (22)

while the flow equation for y is given by Eq. (20).

Aproximate analysis of the BKT-like scaling in the PT broken regime

RG equations for PT broken region in 1 + 1 dimensions are given by,

dκ

dl
= − 4

π2
ỹ2 − κ2y2,

dy

dl
= [2− πκ] y,

dỹ

dl
=

[
2− 4

πκ

]
ỹ. (23)

Let’s introduce the new variables,

X = 2− πκ, Y =
2√
π
y, Ỹ =

2√
π
ỹ. (24)

The RG equations become

dX

dl
= Ỹ 2 +

(
1− X

2

)2

Y 2 ≈ Ỹ 2 + Y 2,
dY

dl
= XY,

dỸ

dl
= 2

(
1− 1

1− X
2

)
Ỹ ≈ −XỸ . (25)

Thus, the family of hyperboloid

X2 − Y 2 + Ỹ 2 = c2 = const (26)

are RG invariants. For X2 + Ỹ 2 < Y 2, we parametrize the hyperboloid of two sheets by

X = c sinhu cos v, Y = c coshu, Ỹ = c sinhu sin v, u ∈ R2, v ∈ [0, π) . (27)

It is convenient to define new variable

X(l) ≈ X0 + X̃(l). (28)

and rewrite the Eqs. (25) in terms of X0 and X̃

dX̃

dl
≈ Ỹ 2 + Y 2,

dY

dl
≈ X0Y,

dỸ

dl
≈ −X0Ỹ . (29)

In this approximation, we can obtain a solution in closed form

u(l) = arccosh
(
eX0l

)
, v(l) = arcsin

(
e−2X0l

√
e−2X0l − 1

)
. (30)

In the large-distance limit, l goes to infinity. Therefore, if X0 is positive, then u(l) increases and v(l) goes to 0. As

a result X(l) and Y (l) also increas , until the RG trajectory leaves the perturbative regime and Ỹ (l) goes to 0. By
contrast, if X0 < 0 then u(l) goes to 0 and v(l) increases. In this case, our approximation does not work, since v is
limited by the interval [0, π).

For X2 + Ỹ 2 > Y 2, we parametrize the hyperboloid of one sheet by

X = c coshu cos v, Y = c sinhu, Ỹ = c coshu sin v, u ∈ R2, v ∈ [0, π) . (31)

The solution of Eqs. (29) is then

u(l) = arcsinh
(
eX0l

)
, v(l) = arcsin

(
e−2X0l√

X0(e−2X0l + 1)

)
. (32)

Therefore, if X0 > 0, then we have exactly the same behavior as in the previous case.
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Since the critical point is characterized by X = 0, Y = 0 and Ỹ = 0, the constant c2 has to vanish there. Thus, c2

controls the distance to the critical point, which we can capture in terms of the parameter K, according to

c2 = b (K −Kc) , (33)

where b is an unimportant prefactor. Using Eqs. (25), we can write

d2X

dl2
= 2Ỹ

dỸ

dl
+ 2Y

dY

dl
= −2X(−Y 2 + Ỹ 2) = −2X(c2 −X2) ≈ −2c2X, (34)

which can be satisfied by the next ansatz

X(l) = X(0) cos
(√

2cl
)
. (35)

We evaluate the left-hand side when X(l) is of order 1. This happens at a scale l = l∗ which is related to the
correlation length ξ = ael∗ . Equation

X(0) cos
(√

2cl∗

)
= 1 (36)

has a solution

l∗ =
1√

2b(K −Kc)
arccos [1/X(0)] , |X(0)| ⩾ 1 (37)

and finally

ξ−1 = a−1 exp

(
− 1√

2b(K −Kc)
arccos [1/X(0)]

)
. (38)
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