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ABSTRACT: We analyze the dynamical response functions of strongly interacting
quantum critical states described by conformal field theories (CFTs). We construct a
self-consistent holographic model that incorporates the relevant scalar operator driving
the quantum critical phase transition. Focusing on the finite temperature dynamical
conductivity o(w,T"), we study its dependence on our model parameters, notably the
scaling dimension of the relevant operator. It is found that the conductivity is well-
approximated by a simple ansatz proposed in [1] for a wide range of parameters. We
further dissect the conductivity at large frequencies w > T using the operator prod-
uct expansion, and show how it reveals the spectrum of our model CFT. Our results
provide a physically-constrained framework to study the analytic continuation of quan-
tum Monte Carlo data, as we illustrate using the O(2) Wilson-Fisher CFT. Finally,
we comment on the variation of the conductivity as we tune away from the quantum
critical point, setting the stage for a comprehensive analysis of the phase diagram near
the transition.
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Figure 1: Phase diagram near a quantum critical point (QCP). The physics in the
shaded region (“fan”) is dominated by the thermally excited theory of the QCP. The
transition is driven by a relevant operator with coupling A and scaling dimension A =
d — 1/v, where d is the spacetime dimension, and v the “correlation length” critical
exponent. This paper mainly focus on the A=0 line (dotted); for detuning effects see
section 5.4 and fig. 8.

1 Introduction

A quantum critical (QC) system can be broadly defined as a quantum many-body
system with a gapless energy spectrum, and generically taken to be interacting. Some
of the best understood instances are described by conformal field theories (CFTs).
A canonical example of a CFT is the QC phase transition at zero temperature in the
quantum Ising model in 1+1 or 2+1 spacetime dimensions [2], which results from tuning
the transverse magnetic field across a critical value. QC systems essentially come in
two flavors: QC phase transitions or QC phases. The former fundamentally necessitate
tuning, such as the QC point in the quantum Ising model which results from tuning the
transverse magnetic field across a critical value. In contrast, a QC phase exists without
fine-tuning. A simple example is a two-component Dirac fermion in 241 dimensions.
A mass term breaks time-reversal symmetry and is thus forbidden if we demand that
the symmetry be preserved. (One could turn on a chemical potential to obtain a metal
but this is not the type of tuning we are referring to, as we shall see). In contrast, the
mass term ¢? of the scalar ¢*-theory, describing the QC Ising transition, is invariant
under all the symmetries of the theory and thus needs to be fine-tuned to reach the
quantum phase transition point.



An important challenge in the study of CFTs/QC systems is to understand their
real-time dynamics [3], especially at finite temperature [4]. In the linear response
regime, important examples are the frequency-dependent conductivity o(w) and dy-
namical shear viscosity n(w). Because the corresponding theories are strongly interact-
ing, perturbative QFT methods are of limited use in analyzing the dynamics. At the
same time, nonperturbative quantum Monte Carlo simulations suffer from the perennial
problem of analytically continuing Fuclidean data to real time. In contrast, holography
yields real-time results for strongly interacting systems lacking quasiparticles. However,
in the context where the duality is best understood, these CFTs correspond to large- N
gauge theories [5]. It is thus important to identify which of their dynamical properties
are generic, and which are special to the holographic regime.

Progress in applying holography and general non-perturbative CFT methods to
these questions was recently made in [1, 6-13]. For instance, new sum rules for the
dynamical conductivity of (conformal) QC systems were first discovered using holog-
raphy [8-10], and subsequently proved for a large class of CFTs [1], including the
Wilson-Fisher CFTs. Further, references [1, 11] constructed holographic models which
allowed comparison with the quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) results for the dynamical
conductivity in the O(2) Wilson-Fisher fixed-point theory. In particular, ref. [1] recog-
nized that the relevant scalar operator that needs to be tuned to reach the QC phase
transition plays an important role in determining the dynamics. Hence the holographic
studies in [1] incorporated this operator in an essential way. However, a shortcoming
of their construction was that the dual of the relevant operator in the boundary theory
was not incorporated as a dynamical field in the bulk gravity theory. Our primary goal
in this paper then is to construct a new holographic model where the relevant boundary
operator is incorporated in a self-consistent way. The key feature, which distinguishes
our holographic model from previous models, is that it incorporates a natural bulk
interaction which ensures that the relevant operator acquires a thermal expectation
value. Further, as shown in figure 2, it allows us to easily study the dynamical con-
ductivity o(w) for a wide range of conformal dimensions A and of the two holographic
parameters, a; and ap (which are proportional to the OPE coefficients, Crro and
Cj0, respectively — see further explanation in section 3). Our model also provides a
holographic framework where we can examine the response functions as we tune away
from the quantum critical point. Although we focus on the dynamical conductivity in
2+1 dimensions, our analysis can be extended to treat other response functions, such
as the shear viscosity n(w), in arbitrary dimensions.

The paper is organized as follows: in section 2, based on general CFT consider-
ations, we present the key ingredients that a holographic model will need to describe
QC response functions. In section 3, we present our holographic model and focus on
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Figure 2: A demonstration of the holographic model: real part of the conduc-
tivity as a function of frequency for various values of the scaling dimension of the scalar
operator A with ayas = 0.1 (left), and for various choices of ajan with A = 1.5 (right).
Note that «aq, as are proportional to the OPE coefficients Crro, Cj 0, respectively, of
the boundary CFT (see Table 1).

evaluating the dynamical conductivity. We then analyze in detail the large-frequency
asymptotics of the conductivity in section 4, and compare the results with those pre-
dicted by the operator product expansion (OPE). We conclude in section 5 with a brief
discussion of our results and we also make some preliminary comments on the behaviour
of the boundary theory when we detuned away from the QCP. This paves the way for
the holographic study of observables in the entire phase diagram surrounding a QCP.
We have four appendices to discuss certain technical details: Appendix A provides the
details of calculating various vacuum correlators in the boundary CFT, which are used
in section 4. Appendix B describes some of the details for the calculation of the dynam-
ical conductivity o(w) made in section 3.1. In appendix C, we consider the bulk scalar
profile and conductivity for special cases of the conformal dimension of the relevant
operator. Appendix D extends the high frequency expansion of the conductivity in
section 4.1 to second order in the oy expansion.

2 Required ingredients: CFT analysis

In our holographic study, we will be mainly concerned with canonical QC phase tran-
sitions described by CFTs. These are realized by tuning a (single) coupling A to a
specific value, which will be zero here:

S = Scpr + /\/ddl’ O(x), (2.1)



where the local scalar operator O is relevant, i.e., its scaling dimension satisfies A < d.
Unitarity also requires that A > (d —2)/2. At this point, it may be useful to recall the
action of the p* QFT in d =2+ 1:

SZ/thMwW¢+Mw@ﬂ+A/fxww, (2.2)

where ¢,(z) is a real Ns-component vector. For all N, the RG fixed point at finite
interaction u corresponds to a non-trivial CE'T, often called the O(N,) Wilson-Fisher
(quantum critical) fixed point. For the case of a single real scalar, Ny = 1, this critical
point corresponds to the Ising CFT. The relevant scalar O ~ ¢-¢ here is the mass
operator, and A the corresponding coupling that needs to be tuned to zero to reach the
QCP. In general, O is an important operator in the spectrum, and it is not surprising
that it plays a key role in determining the quantum dynamics of various observables.
In our holographic model, we must include a scalar field ¢ in the bulk gravity theory
to be dual to O in the boundary theory.
At finite temperature, O typically acquires an expectation value:

(OVp = BT*, (2.3)

where B is a pure number determined by CFT data (scaling dimensions and OPE
coefficients). Of course, the expectation value (2.3) vanishes at zero temperature since,
by definition, O is not sourced at the QCP. That is, at A = 0, the vacuum of the
corresponding CF'T contains no scales and so the expectation value of all operators
must vanish. The Wilson-Fisher CFT described above provides a simple example with
this behaviour, with the mass operator O ~ - acquiring an expectation value as
shown in eq. (2.3) at finite 7" [1]. However, not all CE'Ts describe QCPs (by the present
definition), since in some cases there is no relevant scalar that is invariant under the
full symmetry group of the CFT. An elementray example is the free Dirac fermion
CFT, where the mass operator breaks time-reversal symmetry. As a consequence, it
does not acquire a thermal expectation value, i.e., (¢1))r = 0. Symmetry requirements
alone are sufficient to set the mass to zero, so that the Dirac CFT does not need to be
fine-tuned, unlike (2.2), and the theory describes a quantum critical phase not a point.
Typical holographic theories that have been studied up to this point do not exhibit
the behaviour shown in eq. (2.3). Rather, at finite temperature, only the stress tensor
acquires a nonvanishing expectation value in these models. Hence, a key ingredient of
our holographic model will be a natural mechanism which ensures that eq. (2.3) holds.

Finally, the large-frequency /momentum structure of two-point correlation func-
tions is determined by the OPE of the corresponding operators [14]. For example,



the conductivity is determined by the current-current correlator and hence the large-
frequency structure is given by the JJ OPE. In this context, the first non-trivial oper-
ator in the JJ OPE is the relevant scalar O [1]. Hence to study the conductivity, we
first need to introduce a bulk gauge field in our holographic model to match the current
in the boundary theory. Further, we will need include appropriate bulk interactions
to realize the property that the OPE coefficient corresponding to the fusion JJ — O
is non-zero in the boundary theory. Alternatively, the vacuum three-point function
(JJO) must be non-zero, as will be illustrated in section 4.

3 Holographic model

Here we describe an explicit holographic model with all of the ingredients described in
the previous section. We will be focusing our attention on three-dimensional CFTs and
so in the bulk, we begin with four-dimensional Einstein gravity coupled to a negative
cosmological constant,

1

So= 573
202

diy/ =g <R + %) | (3.1)
Here, /¢, is the Planck length, which is related to Newton’s gravitational constant by
2 = 8n@G. The vacuum solution is then simply the anti-de Sitter (AdS) geometry with
the curvature scale L. The ratio of these two scales determines the central charge of
the boundary CFT, e.g., see [15]: Cr = % ’;7—22. Another useful solution, which will set
the background geometry for our calculations, is the planar black hole:

r? L%dr?
ds?* = — (— dt® + dx® + dy? 2
S L2 ( f(T) + T + Y ) + TQf(T) ) (3 )
with f(r) =1 — ;—é The position of the event horizon is r = ry and taking ry — 0

yields the familiar Poincaré patch of AdS space. According to the usual AdS/CFT
correspondence, this solution (3.2) is dual to the CFT at finite temperature (and zero
chemical potential), where the temperature is given by

o 37"0
C 4mL?

(3.3)

It will simplify our calculations to change to a dimensionless radial coordinate u = ro /7,
with which the metric becomes

7“8 L2du?

2_ _To (_ 2 2 2
ds —L2u2( f(u)dt® + dx —|—dy)+u2f(u),

(3.4)



Bulk coupling | Bulk operator | CFT correlator (7T'=0) | Observable
L*/ R (Too Tho) Cr
1/g Fo F* (Ju ) Ooo
m?L? ®? (00) A

o ¢ CpeaC® (T, Tps O) Crro
Qo ¢ Fop 9 (JuJ, O) Crjo

Table 1: The five dimensionless parameters which characterize the bulk gravity theory
and the dual correlators in the boundary CFT which they control — see appendix A.!

where f(u) =1 —u3. In these coordinates, u — 0 corresponds to the asymptotic AdS
boundary and v = 1 is the black hole horizon.

To ensure that the boundary CFT also contains a (conserved) current J, and a
scalar operator O with conformal dimension A, we introduce the following bulk actions
for a (massless) gauge field A, and a scalar field ¢ with mass m?L? = A(A — 3):2

1
S¢ = _2_62 d433'\/ —g |:(Va¢)2 + m2¢2 - 2051 L2¢ CYabch’ade] ) (35)
p
1
Sa = —p d4$\/ —g <1 + 042¢> FabFab7 (36)
g4

where F;, is the field strength of A,, and Cy.q is the Weyl curvature tensor. The
scalar action (3.5) is normalized with a factor of 1/ 612) to ensure that the scalar field
¢ is dimensionless, which will be convenient in the following calculations. The gauge
field A, has the usual dimension of inverse length and so the Maxwell coupling g4 is
dimensionless. The scaling dimension A is taken to be above the unitary bound for
2+1 dimensional CETs, A, = 1/2. We further note that in the range 1/2 < A < 3/2,
the theory will contain at least one other relevant scalar, which can be tought of as O2.
In this regime, the CFT dual thus describes a multricritical point instead of a simple
critical point; we refer the reader to Section 4.3 for further details.

If we supplement eq. (3.1) with the free actions in eqs. (3.5) and (3.6), i.e., with
a; = 0 = ag, a thermal state (with vanishing chemical potential) in the boundary
CFT is still described by the above black hole solution (3.4). In particular, ¢ and
A, would both vanish in the bulk solution. However, a key ingredient, which we
wanted to include in our holographic model, is that the scalar operator should acquire

'Note that the normalization of two-point function (O0) is also fixed by Cp oc L?/£2.
2Latin (Greek) indices are used to indicate Lorentz vector or tensor quantities in the bulk (bound-

ary).



a nonvanishing thermal expectation value. Therefore the dual scalar ¢ must be sourced
to have a nontrivial profile in the black hole background. The latter is engineered
by adding the new interaction in eq. (3.5) which couples the scalar field to the Weyl
curvature. The Weyl curvature vanishes in the vacuum AdS geometry since the latter is
conformally flat and hence the vacuum of the boundary CFT remains stable. However,
CapeaC®? provides a nontrivial source for the scalar in the black hole background
(3.4) and as desired then, (O)r # 0 in the CFT. We show in appendix A that the
(dimensionless) coupling «; is related to the CFT parameter controlling the vacuum
three-point function (I'TO).

Lastly, as described above, the three-point function (JJQO) must be nonvanishing
in the vacuum of the boundary theory. The simplest way to accomplish the latter
is to add the ¢ F? interaction in eq. (3.6). The (dimensionless) coupling as is then
dual to the CFT parameter which controls the desired three-point function. The four
dimensionless couplings which characterize the bulk gravitational theory and their role
in the dual boundary CFT are summarized in table 1.

Now in principle, one would want to solve the full nonlinear equations of the total
action to solve for a new black hole solution in which the scalar field has a nontrivial
profile. However, in the present paper, we only approach this problem to leading
order in a perturbative approach. In particular, we will construct the background
perturbatively in the amplitude of the scalar field and in fact, we only perform the
present calculations to leading order in this expansion. Alternatively, since the bulk
scalar is sourced by the interaction in eq. (3.5), one can think that we are working to
leading order in a small a; expansion.

Hence to leading order, the background geometry is given by eq. (3.4). Then from
eq. (3.5), the scalar field equation becomes

(V? —m?) ¢ + ay L? CapeaC**™ = 0. (3.7)

Because the black hole background (3.4) is translation invariant in the boundary direc-
tions, CupegC?? only depends on u. Hence we can solve eq. (3.7) with a simple ansatz
¢ = ¢(u), in which case the above equation reduces to

ut 8, <(1 — 0) 0u9(v) ) — AA = 3) 6(u) + 120008 = 0., (3.8)

u2



This equation has an exact solution:*

o (u) —2F1<§ ? 23A ,U> (¢1 — darga(u)) u
A oA (3.9)
+2F1<1—§ 1- 3 72— ? > (o + 4arha(u)) u R

where ¢y and ¢; are integration constants and oF;(21, 22; 23; 24) denotes the standard
hypergeometric function. Further, ga(u) and ha(u) are given by

QA(U):/U dyQFl(l_%’l_%7 —22y) y'-
0 D(A,y) 1—y’ 310
u? F. (A A.24 A ( )
hA(u):/ iy’ 1(3»37?’3/) ys
0 D(A,y) l—y
where
DA =(A—3),F(1-22- 20 28 ) p (2228
’ ’ i 5303 (311)
A A 2A A A 2A '
AsFill——1——:2— —: F =1
+ 2 1( 37 37 3 7y>2 1(37 +3, 3 ,y)

Given the definitions in eq. (3.10), we have ga(0) = ha(0) = 0 at the AdS boundary.
The above solution has the expected asymptotic behaviour for v — 0 with

d(u) = o u® 2 (1 + O(u3)) + ¢y ut <1 + O(u3)> : (3.12)

Note that since we are using the dimensionless radial coordinate u here, both of the coef-
ficients, ¢y and ¢;, are also dimensionless. Recall the first term is the non-normalizable
mode, and the coefficient ¢ corresponds to the coupling A which deforms the boundary
theory as in eq. (2.1). We set ¢y = 0 since we want to study the behaviour of the critical
theory (to compare to [1]).* Further the second term in eq. (3.12) corresponds to the

3The above representation of the solution is only valid for A < 6. In particular, the integral
defining ga (u) in eq. (3.10) diverges for A > 6 — see further comments in appendix C. Further, the
two independent solutions presented in eq. (3.9) are actually identical for A = 3/2. For this special
case, it is straighforward to find the second solution, which contains additional logarithmic factors —
see appendix C. However, we note that the conductivity is still a smooth function of A at this special
value and so where results are presented for A = 3/2 in the following, we have actually evaluated our
expressions with a nearby value of the conformal dimension, i.e., A = 1.50001.

4This choice corresponds to the tuning needed to reach a QC phase transition discussed in section 2.
In section 5, we provide some preliminary remarks on tuning away from the critical point by choosing
instead a nonvanishing value of ¢g, but leave this situation for detailed study in [16].



normalizable mode, and the corresponding coefficient ¢, is dual to the expecation value
(O). To fix this integration constant ¢, we demand that the scalar field be regular
at the horizon. As u — 1, the solution (3.9) has a (potential) logarithmic divergence
which is eliminated by setting

o1 =0 x4 (QA(l) - WLW%(U) . (3.13)

Note that ga(1) and ha(l) are both finite and can be determined by numerically
evaluating the integrals in eq. (3.10).

Figure 3 shows the resulting scalar profiles for A = 1.5 and 4, in comparison to
a simple power law ¢(u) = ¢, u?, as used in [1]. The value of the coefficient ¢; in
the power-law profile was chosen to match that in the holographic solution so that the
two profiles exactly agree as w — 0. Then we find that for relevant operators (i.e.,
A < 3), the scalar profile produced by eq. (3.9) is larger than the power-law profile in
the vicinity of the horizon (i.e., u — 1). Further, the relative separation of the two
profiles is increased as A is decreased (below 3). In contrast, for irrelevant operators
(i.e., A > 3), the solution (3.9) is smaller than the power-law profile near the horizon.
When the scalar operator is marginal (i.e., A = 3), in fact, the exact solution and the
simple power-law are identical, so that ¢(u) = ¢;u® as shown in appendix C.1.

10fF ~ TR
0.8- 4
330.6:
1 S o4t

0.2

Figure 3: The scalar profile ¢(u) for A = 1.5 (left) and A = 4 (right). The solid
black line is the exact solution, while the dashed blue line is the power-law profile
#(u) = ¢y u®, as used in [1]. To compare the two profiles, ¢; is fixed to 1 so that the
two profiles match to leading order as u — 0.

Hence to leading order in our perturbative expansion, our background is the black

hole metric (3.4) with scalar field solution (3.9) with ¢ set as in eq. (3.13) and ¢y = 0.
As mentioned above, ¢, is dual to the expectation value of the operator and using the

— 10 —



usual holographic dictionary, we find

(O)p = Z—é(%) (2A —3) ¢y Cp TA, (3.14)

where ¢; o< oy is given in eq. (3.13). We note that for a fixed dimension, the ex-
pectation value above can be positive or negative depending on the sign of ¢; o a;.
Our holographic calculation recovers the expected form given in eq. (2.3). Recall
our perturbative framework assumes that the amplitude of the bulk scalar is small
([{O)r|/T* < Cr), which is equivalent to |¢;| < 1 or |oy| < 1.

The above expression may appear to vanish when A = d/2 = 3/2, however, as
noted in footnote 3, our scalar field solution eq. 3.9 breaks down at this point. Hence
the scalar profile and any subsequent calculations must be reconsidered for this par-
ticular value of the conformal dimension, as discussed in appendix C — the resulting
expectation value (O)r is given in eq. C.18.

3.1 Holographic conductivity

Next we examine the charge response, in particular the frequency-dependent conduc-
tivity, of the boundary theory in our holographic model. Note that in our perturbative
approach, the scalar profile is directly proportional to the coupling oy and further the
scalar modifies the charge response through the ¢ F? interaction in eq. (3.6), which in
turn is controlled by as. Therefore we will find that the charge response only depends
on the product aqas, not on their separate values. Thus, for example, the normalized
dynamical conductivity o(w)/ow is only a function of two parameters, A and a;ay, as
illustrated in figure 2.

Given the gauge field action in eq. (3.6), we can consider the stretched horizon
method of [17, 18]. The natural conserved current to consider charge diffusion is then

-Q 1 a C
j* = 4_19 [byc] (1 + ozggb(u)) Foelyq (3.15)

where n, is the outward-pointing radial unit vector. The charge density then satisfies
the diffusion equation [17]

Oijt = D 0,0;5" (3.16)
where the charge diffusion constant D is given by [7, 13]
3 ! du
D=——(1 1 _— 1
g (1 aa(t) [ i (317)
The value of the scalar field at the horizon is given by
r(2—-22
(1) = o x 8 EUa(1) (5(8/3) = (1 - A/3)) (3.18)
3

- 11 -



where ¢(z) = I"(x)/T'(z) is the digamma function.

Figure 4 shows the diffusion constant as a function of the scaling dimension A of
the scalar operator (while holding the combination a;ay fixed). For relevant operators
(i.e., A < 3), the diffusion constant calculated from the exact solution is larger than
for the pure power-law ¢;u®, while for irrelevant scalars (i.e., A > 3), the ratio of the
two results is reversed. As expected, the two curves cross at A = 3 where the two
scalar profiles are identical.

0.31}
030F
— 0.20}
O 0.8
0.27}
0.26}

05 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 05 10 15 20 25 30 35 40
A A

Figure 4: On the left, we have the diffusion as a function of scaling dimension A with
a1 = 0.1. The solid black line is the diffusion constant for the holographic model
while for comparison, the dashed blue line is the diffusion calculated using the power-
law profile ¢(u) = ¢, u” (and with the coefficient ¢; chosen to match to holographic
solution for each A). On the right we have the DC conductivity oy/0~ as a function
of the scaling dimension A with aiyas = 0.1. The solid black line is for the holographic
model while the dashed blue line is found using ¢(u) = ¢; u™.

The conductivity at zero frequency is given by [7, 19

_ 1+ (0%)] ¢(1)

3.19
93 (3.19)

0o
Of course, the results shown in figure 4 are readily understood in terms of the behaviour
of the scalar profiles illustrated in figure 3. That is, we found that the profile produced
by our holographic model is smaller (larger) than the simple power-law profile near the
horizon for A < 3 (A > 3). Note that oy is finite in our holographic model, even in
the absence of momentum dissipation. This phenomenon is possible for systems where
momentum and current are distinct, like in CFTs [4]. However, in general “small-N”

SImplicitly, we have set (e¢*)?/h = 1 here, where e* is the charge of the quantum charge carriers —
see [1]. Recall that oo, = o(w/T — 00) = 1/g7 in our holographic model.

- 12 —



CFTs like the Wilson-Fisher QCPs with a finite symmetry group (2.2), it is expected
that o(w < T') will show a weak logarithmic divergence log(7/w) that arises from
the phenomenon of long-time tails of hydrodynamics [11, 20]. This is tantamount to
saying that current-current correlations decay more slowly at long-times because of
current conservation. It was shown [21] that these long-time tails can be recovered in
holography by including quantum corrections in the bulk, i.e., they are suppressed by
a factor of 1/Cr.
The frequency-dependent conductivity is given by [7]

_ AnT 0,4
C 3igiw A, ’

u—0

o(w) (3.20)
where the temperature 7" is given in eq. (3.3) and A, (u,w) is the Fourier transform of
(the y-component of) the gauge field. The latter profile is determined by numerically
solving the gauge field equations of motion resulting from eq. (3.6), with appropriate
boundary conditions at the event horizon — see details in appendix B.

We plot the resulting o(w) as a function of real and Euclidean frequency in figures
5 and 6 for various values of the scaling dimension A. In each case, we compare the
conductivity calculated with our holographic model to that calculated with a simple
power-law profile for the bulk scalar ¢(u) = ¢u®, as in [1]. The two results are nearly
in agreement. In particular, in figure 5, we adjust the amplitude of the scalar profile
with A = 1.5 to fit to conductivity for Euclidean frequencies to the quantum Monte
Carlo data of [1, 11] and we see that the two results agree almost exactly for Euclidean
frequencies €2 > 27T — see further discussion in section 5. The largest discrepancies in
all of these comparisons appear at the origin w = 0, where the conductivity probes the
holographic background near the event horizon. As noted above, the conductivity oy
in our holographic model is higher (lower) than for the power-law profile when A < 3

(A > 3).

4 Asymptotic expansion of conductivity & OPEs

The asymptotic expansion of the conductivity for frequencies which are large compared
to the temperature is useful for many reasons. First, it reveals important properties
about the operators with low scaling dimensions. It also allows us to establish non-
trivial sum rules,; e.g., [1, 8, 9]. Further, it plays a role in the comparison of holographic
response functions with Euclidean data for the conductivity, as the latter is available
from Monte Carlo simulations for frequencies exceeding 277, e.g., [1, 11]. In this sec-
tion, we first obtain the expansion in our holographic model directly from the equation
of motion for the gauge field dual to the current. Then we re-derive the expansion

— 13 —
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Figure 5: Plots of the conductivity for Euclidean (left) and real (right) frequencies for
A = 1.5 with ¢,y fit to the quantum Monte Carlo data for the O(2) Wilson-Fisher
CFT [1, 11] (see also [12]). The solid black line represents the conductivity using the
scalar profile given in eq. (3.9) with ¢;ay = 0.589, while the dashed blue line represents

the value for the conductivity using the simple power-law profile ¢(u) = ¢; u® with
leOéQ = 0.611.
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Figure 6: Plots of the conductivity for Euclidean (left) and real (right) frequencies
for A = 4. The solid black line represents the conductivity found using the scalar
profile given in eq. (3.9) while the dashed blue line represents the conductivity found

using the simple power-law profile ¢(u) = ¢, u”. Both plots were generated using with
10 = 0.1.

by using the operator product expansion (OPE) of the boundary CET. This analysis

reveals fundamental properties of our model, and the corresponding dynamical charge
response.
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4.1 High frequency expansion

We now compute the conductivity at frequencies much greater than the temperature.
Working in Euclidean frequencies, this corresponds to evaluating o(w = i€,) with
Q,>T.

In the following, we will calculate the high frequency asymptotics perturbatively
in the dimensionless coupling a. Recall that this coupling controls the strength of the
¢ F? interaction in eq. (3.6), which determines how the scalar operator in the boundary
modifies the conductivity. In this approach, it is convenient to first change coordinates
from w to z, where dz/du = 1/f(u). The boundary, v = 0, corresponds to z = 0,
however, the horizon v = 1 is stretched to z = oo in these new coordinates. With this
coordinate choice, the equation determining the gauge field profile — see eq. (B.4) —

. a28z¢
1+ Oéggb

where we have introduced the rescaled (dimensionless) Euclidean frequency

becomes

[0 —w?] A, = d.A,, (4.1)

o 30,
 4aT

(4.2)

Now in our perturbative approach, we expand the gauge profile as A, = A + s AJ) +
a22A(yz>+- --. Similarly, expanding the gauge equation (4.1), the zeroth order component
satisfies [02 — w?] ALY = 0, and the solution (which is regular or “in-falling” at the
horizon) is
© _ ,-w
A =e . (4.3)

Next at first order in as, eq. (4.1) yields
2 2 1 —toz
(02 — w?] A = we ™ 0.6 (4.4)
This equation can be solved with the use of the following Green’s function
1 -
G(z2, %) = —6<sinh(mz)6_mz 03— 2)+ 2 z) , (4.5)

where [0? — w0?]G(z,2) = §(z — Z) and G(z, Z) vanishes at z — 0 and at z — oco. The
solution to eq. (4.4) is then given by

A;”:/O dz G(z,2)we % 0:¢ . (4.6)

5Qur notation £, alludes to Matsubara frequencies that arise in finite temperature quantum field
theory. In this case, these frequencies would be discrete multiples of 27T, however, §2,, can be thought
of as a continuous variable in the following.
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To calculate the conductivity, we must evaluate

o(ém) = —%8uAy‘Z:0 =1+ ozg/ dz e 0,6 + O(a3). (4.7)
0

O

Substituting the power series for ¢(z) = > ¢, 2% into eq. (4.7) yields
]

J(im) - F(Oég + 1) 9
o =1 —|-0622€:Wc[+0(0[2> . (48)

The first few terms in the near boundary expansion (i.e., v — 0) of the scalar field
profile (3.9) are

qblA A+3 120[1

o(u) = pru® + L B 06T A)UG + O(u?™0). (4.9)

Given this result,” we obtain the first few terms for the conductivity at o > 1:

o(iw) ) dral(A+1)  draAT(A +4) 12001 a0T(7) 1
0w @uE 12 AP (A-6)(A 32w (mA+6> '
(4.10)

If we recall that ¢; < a; in eq. (3.13), we see explicitly here that in this expansion, the
normalized conductivity is only a function of the two model parameters, A and ajas,
as well as the frequency to = 3Q,,/(47T).

One can easily extend the above analysis to second order in the coupling ay —
see appendix D. Here we note that at that expansion order, the leading correction to
the high-frequency expansion (4.10) is proportional to (¢ia0)?/w?2 and therefore the
leading 1/t® term above remains unchanged. The fact that the leading term above
is exact can be anticipated by the arguments in the next section which determine the
coefficient of this contribution from the OPE.

4.2 OPE analysis

To gain a deeper physical insight into the asymptotic expansion (4.10), we now recon-
struct it using the OPE and the CFT data corresponding to our holographic model.
Here, we focus on the first two terms. The leading term o, = 1/g7 is simply the
ground state conductivity, which obtains from the vacuum current-current correlator
(appendix A.1). The second term is nontrivial as it arises because the relevant operator
O, the CFT operator dual to ¢, appears in the JJ OPE and acquires an expectation
value at 7'>0 [1].

TAs well as using u =z (1 — 325 4+ 5254 --+).
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First, let us recall the OPE of two (conserved) currents in the CFT written in
momentum space [1]

. CvJJO ]uu(q)

A—1

lim J#(Q)Jy(p - q> = — 004 I,uu(q) 5(3)(19)

q>p q

Op) +--- (4.11)

where p, q are Euclidean 3-momenta. 1,,(q) = 6,, — q‘;# is the tensorial structure
satisfying the conformal symmetries and the Ward identity arising from current con-
servation, i.e., ¢*1,,(q) = 0. Above, we have only included the contributions from the
identity and from the scalar O with dimension A. The ellipsis denotes the appear-
ance of higher dimension operators in the OPE, e.g., the stress tensor [1].* To obtain
the asymptotic expansion of the finite temperature conductivity, we take the thermal
expectation value of eq. (4.11) setting 4 = x = v and g = (€2,,,0,0) with Q,, > 0:

(@)
<Jz(Qn)Jx(_Qn)>T = _Qn <Uoo + CJJO <QZT + - ) (412)
where we have used (O(p))r = 6®)(p)(O)r. Further, to connect this result to the
expansion (4.10), we recall that the conductivity can be evaluated with the Kubo
formula 1

o(i€d,) = _Q_n (o () Jo (=) T - (4.13)

Now, recall that for our holographic model, o, = 1/¢2 and (O)y = BT*, where B
is given in eq. (3.14). We can use the results in appendix A to derive the value of the
OPE coefficient Cj ;o for the boundary CFT. In particular, inserting (the p =z = v
component of) eq. (4.11) in a vacuum correlator with O(—p) yields

(@0 = O(-P)).,, = —1H% (OEIO(p). (1.14)

which is understood to be in the limit |g| > |p|. Our notation above emphasizes that
this is the singular part, as the full three-point function also contains terms regular in
Ip| as |p| — 0, but these are not relevant for the OPE. Now comparing this expression
with the holographic result in eq. (A.19), we find that the JJO OPE coefficient in our
model is

ay 2 T(A+1)

Ciio 2 12 52A—3)’ (4.15)

8Implicitly, we are assuming that O is a relevant operator with A < 3 for the stress tensor to
appear as a higher dimension operator.
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which is proportional to ap, as advertised previously.” Substituting this expression into
eq. (4.12) then yields

/2 T

Using the expression for (O)7 in (3.14), as well as Cp = 23 ’;7—22, we find

o(i€2,)

(e 9]

QWT)A - (4.17)

=1+ ¢ral'(A+1) (39

which matches precisely with the first two terms of eq. (4.10), if we recall the definition
the rescaled frequency tv in eq. (4.2).

At this point, let us observe that generically we expect the stress tensor will appear
in the JJ OPE (4.11) and so there would be additional contributions to the asymptotic
expansion (4.8), beginning at the order 1/w3. Of course, the latter would in fact be
the dominant frequency-dependent contribution when A > 3. It is an ‘exceptional’
feature of our holographic model that the vacuum correlator (JJT') vanishes and such
contributions are not present in the asymptotic expansion above. In fact, if the same
holographic model was studied for d = 4, we would find that (JJT') is nonvanishing
and additional terms appear in the analog of eq. (4.11). Alternatively, the holographic
model could be extended to include a new bulk interaction CopegF®*F, as in [7, 11].

4.3 Fingerprints of large-N factorization

We first consider the higher order terms in the high frequency expansion of the conduc-
tivity given in eq. (4.10), which is valid to linear order in our ay expansion. As shown
in eq. (4.8), the expansion of the scalar field controls the high frequency expansion of
conductivity and the powers in the high frequency expansion matches the powers of z
in the expansion of ¢(u). Hence, examining eq. (4.9) and the translation between the
u and z coordinates — see footnote 7 — we conclude that that beyond 1/m?, the only
powers of 1/to which will appear in the expansion of conductivity (4.10) will be A + 3¢
and 3+ 3¢ with / =1,2,---.

First, let us consider the sequence of terms with 1/w®¢ ~ (T/$,)*¢ where A, =
A + 3. These contributions should arise from the thermal expectation value of a local
operator with conformal dimension A,, which appears in the JJ OPE in eq. (4.11). If
O is a primary operator, one might naively think that these higher dimension operators
are descendants of O. For example, the operator 9,0*°O would have dimension A + 3.

9 Again, the pole at A = 3/2 in eq. (4.15) signals that our calculations have to be reconsidered for
this special value of the conformal dimension — see appendix C.
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However, it cannot contribute the term proportional to (T/€,)?*3 in the asymptotic
expansion because its thermal expectation value vanishes by symmetry. Indeed, (O)r is
space- and time-independent. The natural interpretation is that this asymptotic term
arises from the composite operator : OT),, :, obtained by “composing” O and the stress
tensor. In a general CFT, such a “composition” (reminiscent of free theories) is not
well-defined and thus one cannot interpret the result as a well-defined local operator.
However, in the large-N limit (or alternatively, the limit of large central charge Cr)
implicit in our holographic model, such a composition is natural because of the large- N
factorization arising in such theories [22]. Similarly, one can attach a string of ¢ stress
tensors to O to obtain an operator with scaling dimension A, = A + 3¢ for higher
values of /. We note that these operators have non-zero thermal expectation values
and that in our model, their OPE coefficients with two currents are determined by as.
By the same token, the same composition explains the presence of terms with powers
A), = 3 + 3¢, as these will correspond to strings of (1 + ) stress tensors.

In appendix D, we find that at second order in the coupling as, the asymptotic
expansion of the conductivity acquires a new term proportional to (T/9,,)?2. Following
the above discussion, it is natural to interpret this contribuation as arising from the
composite operator : 0% :. Usually these composite operators are irrelevant, however, we
observe then that when the original conformal dimension lies in the range % <A< %,
then the conformal dimension of this new operator is A’ = 2A < 3. That is, in this
regime, our holographic model has at least two relevant scalar operators, and hence it
describes a quantum multicritical point, rather than a simple critical point. It would
be interesting to further study the interplay of these two operators in the dynamics
of the multicritical point using the holographic techniques established for so-called
“multi-trace” operators, e.g., [23-26]

5 Discussion

To recap, ref. [1] recognized the important role of the relevant operator at a quantum
critical phase transition in determining the dynamics of the corresponding QCP. They
also took some steps to investigating this question in a holographic framework. A short-
coming of their construction was that the dual of the relevant operator in the boundary
theory was not incorporated as a dynamical field in the bulk gravity theory. Of course,
it is well understood that including a bulk scalar field ¢ with the appropriate mass,
i.e., m*L? = A(A — 3) will introduce a scalar operator O with conformal dimension A
in the boundary theory, e.g., see [27]. However, for the present purposes, a weakness
of holographic theories studied up to this point is that the corresponding operator will
not acquire a nonvanishing expectation value at finite temperature. Hence the key
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innovation of our holographic model was to include a natural mechanism which ensures
that (O)r # 0, as in eq. (2.3). That is, the bulk scalar is sourced to have a nontrivial
profile in the dual black hole background, which then allows us to study the dynamical
conductivity in a self-consistent holographic model. However, let us add the nontrivial
observation that the conductivity obtained using our model is well-approximated by
the simple Ansatz of [1] for a wide range of parameters, as illustrated in figures 5 and
6. We examine this point in more detail below. Further, we will also discuss below
(section 5.4) how our holographic model provides a starting point to examine the re-
sponse functions as a function of the relevant coupling A — see eq. (2.1) — as we tune
away from the QCP.

In section 2, we motivated the construction of our holographic model with a discus-
sion of QC phase transitions which involve a relevant operator, with A < 3. However,
our holographic analysis easily extends to considering irrelevant boundary operators,
with A > 3, as well. In the latter case, the results may be interesting to better under-
stand the dynamical response of certain QC phases (where there is no relevant scalar
operator whose coupling needs to be fine-tuned). In this case, we could consider O to
be the leading irrelevant operator controlling RG flows down to this critical phase. The
stress tensor would be the minimal dimension operator which acquires a thermal expec-
tation value and hence one would also want to include the ClpqF* F°® bulk interaction
considered in [7]. This would ensure, e.g., that the stress tensor produces the leading
contribution in the high-frequency expansion (4.10) proportional to 1/1w3 'Y whereas
that coming from the irrelevant operator is higher order being proportional to 1/m%.
However, this contribution could still be significant when O is nearly marginal, i.e.,
when A is only slightly larger than 3.

5.1 Minimality and related models

Again, the key new feature of our holographic model is that the scalar operator O in
the boundary theory acquires a nonvanishing thermal expectation value, as in eq. (2.3).
This feature was engineered by adding the new interaction in eq. (3.5) which couples
the dual scalar field ¢ to the Weyl curvature of the bulk geometry. This choice was
motivated by the observation that the Weyl curvature vanishes in the vacuum AdS
geometry but is nonvanishing in the black hole geometry (3.4). Hence the resulting
equation (3.7) for the bulk scalar has no source in the AdS vacuum and the relevant
solution is just ¢ = 0. However, the equation has a nonvanishing source in the black

10We note that in certain CFTs, supersymmetry will forbid this 1/w? contribution coming from the
stress tensor [28].
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hole geometry and ¢ acquires a nontrivial profile in this background. As desired then,
(O)r # 0 in the boundary theory.

As noted before, previous holographic models did not reproduce this simple phys-
ical behaviour in the boundary theory. Certainly, one could imagine more complex
approaches to produce the same physics and so one might think of our approach as
providing the minimal holographic model with this feature. One simple modification
would be to introduce an interaction with higher powers of the Weyl curvature, how-
ever, the behaviour found in our model would not be modified in an essential way. For
example, with a ¢ C™ interaction (with n > 2), the leading term in the high-frequency
expansion would still be proportional to 1/t and in fact, it would still be given by
exactly the same expression as in eq. (4.10) if there are no other changes to the holo-
graphic action. The effect of this new interaction would only appear at higher orders.
In particular, the 1/m% term in eq. (4.10) would be replaced by a new contribution
proportional to 1/t03". One defining feature of the boundary CFT which would be
modified is that the three-point correlator (T'7°0O) would vanish with this new bulk
interaction. However, this then indicates that in general there is no direct connec-
tion between the CF'T parameter controlling this three-point function and the thermal
expectation value (O)r.

5.2 Perturbative bulk expansion

Next we discuss the perturbative nature of our calculations, however, let us first com-
ment on the fact that we are using a higher curvature interaction in the scalar action
(3.5) to generate (O)r # 0. Similar higher curvature interactions will generically ap-
pear in string theoretic models, e.g., as o’ corrections in the low-energy effective action
[29]. However, rather than constructing explicit top-down holographic models, our ap-
proach here is to examine simple toy holographic models involving higher curvature
interactions in the bulk gravity theory. Our perspective is that if there are interesting
universal properties which hold for all CFTs, then they should also appear in the holo-
graphic CFTs defined by these toy models as well. This approach has been successfully
applied before, e.g., in the discovery of the F-theorem [30, 31] and more recently, in
uncovering universal behaviour in the corner entanglement entropy for d = 3 CFTs
(32, 33].

We also stress that we are only working perturbatively in the dimensionless cou-
pling a; for our new interaction. Higher curvature actions are typically regarded as
problematic because generically they lead to “unstable” higher derivative equations
of motion. However, these issues are essentially overcome when treating the higher
curvature (or more generally, higher derivative) interactions as providing “small” per-
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turbative corrections to a second-order theory [34]. Hence our perturbative approach
evades this problem.

At the outset, we said that our construction of the holographic background was
perturbative in the amplitude of the bulk scalar. As indicated by eq. (3.13), this is
equivalent to a perturbative expansion in terms of the dimensionless coupling a4, which
controls the strength of the C? source in the scalar wave equation (3.7). In terms of the
boundary theory, we can characterize this approach as considering the regime where
the thermal expectation value of O is much smaller than the thermal energy density,
i.e., |{O)p|/T? < e/ T3, where e = (Tyo)r.

In fact, we only carried out our analysis to linear order in a; and so the holographic
background consisted of the unmodified black hole geometry along with the scalar field
profile given in egs. (3.4) and (3.9), respectively. The next step in extending our
perturbative construction would be to include the contributions of the scalar action
(3.5) in the gravitational equations of motion. The back-reaction of the scalar would
then produce O(a?) perturbations in the black hole metric. Evaluating the conductivity
would then extend the analysis in appendix B by considering the gauge field equation
of motion in this modified metric. As a result, one would then find contributions in the
conductivity proportional to ajas. Hence we may conclude that the full conductivity
o(w) in our holographic model depends independently on the three parameters, A,
a1 and ap. That is, finding that the charge response in section 3.1 was a function of
only A and the product ajas was an artifact of only carrying out our perturbative
construction to first order. Working beyond first order also suggests the possibility of
obtaining bounds on the holographic couplings a; and asy from the boundary theory, in
analogy to the bounds found in, e.g., [7, 35]. However, we leave all of these interesting
research directions for future work.

5.3 Monte Carlo data and analytic continuation

We are building on the holographic studies in [1, 11] and our construction is a next step
in developing holography as a useful tool in studying the real-time dynamics of QCPs.
One of the successes of these previous works was using quantum Monte Carlo (QMC)
to study the dynamical conductivity of the O(2) Wilson-Fisher fixed-point theory and
fitting the numerical results for imaginary frequencies with a holographic model. Fur-
ther the holographic results are easily analytically continued to real frequencies, which
is not possible for the QMC data, which only provides o(i€,,) for the discrete Mat-
subara frequencies €2, = 27nT with n = 1,2,3,---. For this fixed-point theory, the
conformal dimension of the relevant operator is very close to A = 3/2 [36, 37]. Figure
5 show the results of fitting the QMC data with our holographic model with A = 3/2
and compares it to the results in [1], which used a simple power-law profile for the bulk
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scalar. Both the conductivity fit for imaginary frequencies and the analytic continua-
tion to real frequencies are almost identical for the two holographic models. Hence in
this case, the two approaches do not differ in any essential way.

T o =g | 18 sw=¢t |
5110, o =9 E L 16p o =9

g 1' 085 ¢(u) = sourced | ] § 14- #(u) = sourced |
106\ N i ]
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Figure 7: Conductivity for Euclidean (left) and real (right) frequencies for A = 1.5
with ¢jas fit to the quantum Monte Carlo data [1, 11]. The fit yields ¢jan =
0.611, 0.581 and 0.589 for the profiles proportional to ¢ u®, 6, and that given by
our model eq. (3.9), respectively.

However, the power-law profile considered in [1] is a more or less adhoc choice and
we would like to emphasize the importance of developing a self-consistent holographic
model for potential future studies. To illustrate this point, we show the result of fitting
the QMC data with holographic models constructed in the same spirit as [1] with a
new simple scalar profile:

b= prud (14 2u® —3u'?) . (5.1)

As shown figure 7, the model with this new profile fits the QMC data for imaginary
frequencies essentially as well as that with the u® profile or our holographic model.
However, as the figure also shows, evaluating the conductivity for real frequencies with
the new profile yields rather different behaviour for w < 47T. In particular, the scalar
profile in eq. (5.1) was designed to yield oy = 0.

Let us consider the fit for the imaginary-frequency conductivity in more detail. As
noted above, the QMC studies only yield o(i€2,) for the discrete Matsubara frequencies
Q, = 2mnT with n = 1,2,3,---. In particular, the first data point appears at €2, =
27T or at tv = 3/2, in terms of the dimensionless frequency introduced in eq. (4.2).
Now examining eq. (4.7), we see that the contribution of the scalar profile to o(ito)
is suppressed near the horizon by the exponential factor in the integral. Roughly, we
can say that o(ito) only probes to holographic background up to z ~ 5~. Hence we

2t
might conclude that the fit to all of the QMC data points is only probing the bulk
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geometry up to z ~ 1/3 or u ~ 0.3 in our holographic model.!* On the other hand, the
analytic continuation of the conductivity to real frequencies clearly relies much more
on the detailed structure of the holographic model, including the near horizon region.
Hence it is not difficult to engineer scalar field profiles which provide a good fit to
the QMC data but yield disparate (and even peculiar) results for the real-frequency
conductivity. For example, beyond the example given in eq. (5.1), one can easily
construct examples where the conductivity seems to be vortex-like rather than particle-
like, in the sense discussed in [7], i.e., with 09 < 0. However, this simply illustrates
the hazards of applying holography in an unprincipled manner, and we conclude that
the most constrained and most reliable approach is focus on constructing self-consistent
holographic models.

It might be interesting to extend this comparison to the QMC data by including
the contribution of the (JJT') coupling, i.e., one would extend the gauge field action
(3.6) to include an additional interaction proportional to CopeaF®F, as in [7]. As
noted above, this new coupling would modify the high-frequency expansion (4.10) of
the conductivity by introducing a new contribution proportional to 1/to3. Including
these contributions may improve the fit to the QMC data. However, a priori, it is not
clear if extending the calculations to higher orders in the «; expansion will produce
equally important modifications of the conductivity. Of course, our model can be easily
adapted with other conformal QCPs, such as the Ising CFT in d = 2+1. It is likely that
the stress tensor contributions will become more important as the conformal dimension
of O moves closer to 3.

5.4 Tuning away from criticality

Throughout the main text, we were considering a critical boundary theory which re-
quired setting the coefficient of the non-normalizable mode in eq. (3.12) to zero. As
was commented above, this coefficient ¢ is dual to the coupling to the scalar operator
O in the boundary theory, as in eq. (2.1). More precisely, we have

3_A ArT\3A
() e () - 52)

Hence setting ¢y = 0 corresponds to the tuning needed to reach a QC phase transition
as discussed in section 2. However, our holographic model then also provides a starting
point to examine the response functions as a function of the relevant coupling A as we
tune away from the QCP. To study the off-critical behaviour of the boundary theory,
we simply need to extend our analysis to scalar profiles (3.9) having nonvanishing ¢y.

HUNote that z = % log[l("{ﬁj;)f] + % [tan—l(m\%l) B %]



As in the main text, we would still calculate perturbatively in the amplitude of the
scalar field and so our analysis would be limited to the regime where |¢g| ~ |\|/T?2 <
1. We must also assume that O is a relevant operator, i.e., A < 3. For A > 3, the
non-normalizable mode of the bulk scalar diverges asymptotically, e.g., see eq. (3.12),
and as a result, the back-reaction of the scalar field cannot be controlled for ¢y # 0. In
order for ¢ to be regular at the black hole horizon, the coefficient ¢; must be chosen as

F2-2)r(3)
— %o 5

. X )
o Fa-5rE)

$1 = 61 (5.3)

where ¢1 |- is the value given in eq. (3.13). Hence as might be expected, the boundary
theory responds linearly to the introduction of a small coupling A. For example, the
shift in the expectation value of the scalar operator becomes'?

= —ca Op T3\, (5.4)

crit

(O)r = (O)r]

where <O>T’crit is given by eq. (3.14) and ca is a numerical coefficient depending only
on the conformal dimension.

1.5F -4 AL
F| ¢o =+09 | | i ¢o =+09 | 1
1'45 $o =+03 | ] 3 14- ¢2 =+0.3
b8 1.35 $o =+00 |3 N i do =+00 | ]
= 128 ¢o =-03 | ] é 1.2~ ¢o =-03 |
G ; ¢o =-0.9 E N L ¢o =-0.9
= 11: ) L
>10 - g0 2
0.9- =
E‘\\\‘\\\‘\\\‘\\\‘\\\‘\\\‘E 0'8:\\\‘\\\‘\\\‘\\\‘\\\‘\\\I
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 0 2 4 6 8 10 12
O/2xT w/2nT

Figure 8: Detuning from the QCP — Conductivity at Euclidean (left) and real
(right) frequencies at various detuning strengths ¢p o< A. We fixed A = 2.5 and
10 = 0.1.

Given the new scalar profile, it is straightforward to again evaluate the dynamical
conductivity, as described in appendix B. Figure 8 shows the response of the conduc-
tivity to variations of ¢y. One might note the similarity of the plot for imaginary
frequencies to the QMC results, shown in figure 6(a) of [11] and also in [38]. The

12We also expect that (O)7—¢ # 0 away from the QCP, however, our perturbative analysis does not
capture this contribution which would be nonanalytic in the coupling .
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extension of the analysis of the high-frequency expansion given in section 4.1 is also
straightforward. In particular, turning on both coefficients in the near-boundary ex-
pansion (3.12) of the bulk scalar, the leading terms in the asymptotic expansion of the
conductivity take the form

o (i€2,) A
o = 1 + ()] b(A) QZ*A

a(A)oy TR + a(A))NT?A3
0

+ a9

Y. (55)

With A = 0, the second term proportional to s is precisely the 1/t0® term in eq. (4.10).
Hence we see that tuning away from criticality introduces a small shift in the 1/Q%
contribution but it also generates a new term proportional to 1/93~% which is com-
pletely independent of the temperature. We plan to investigate the off-critical response
further in [16], with the goal of shedding light on the response functions in the entire
phase diagram near a quantum critical point.
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A Vacuum correlation functions

In this appendix, we provide some of the details of calculating various vacuum cor-
relators in our holographic model, which are used in section 4. In order to calculate
correlation functions, we will be working with Euclidean time, i.e., the time coordinate
for Euclidean spacetime is given by the Wick rotation tg = —it.

A.1 Two-point functions

To evaluate the two-point correlation functions, we begin with the ‘free part’ of the
Euclidean bulk action

_ 4 L p_ 2 2 2,2 L ab
S_/d :z:\/g[%%( R L2+(Va¢) +m¢>+4gZFabF } : (A.1)
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i.e., the Euclidean version of egs. (3.1), (3.5) and (3.6) with a; = 0 = ap. We will be
working with Poincaré coordinates in the AdS vacuum

L2
d82 = Gab dﬂfadflfb == ; (d22 + 5;11/ dw“dz”) ) (AQ)

where d,,, is the three-dimensional Euclidean metric on R3. As in the main text, we will
use Latin indices (a,b) to refer to bulk directions and Greek indices (p, ) to refer to
boundary directions. Also, points in the AdS bulk will have no special emphasis x but
points on the boundary will denoted in bold x. Of course, the asymptotic boundary
is reached with z — 0. As usual [27], the two-point functions, (O(p) O(—p)) and
(Ju(p)J,(—p)), will be calculated from the boundary term arising in evaluating the
free on-shell action.

Using the scalar equation of motion (V? —m?)¢ = 0 and Stokes’ theorem, the
scalar terms in the action (A.1) reduce to the boundary term

1

Sscalar - _ﬁ
V4

d*r\/997 ¢ 0,9 _ (A.3)
where z = € is a UV regulator surface. In order to evaluate this on-shell action (A.3),
we write the bulk solutions as
6es) = [ g e Kale k) (k) (A
z,x)= [ —=e z .
Y (27T>3 A Y 0
where ¢o(k) of the Fourier transform of the boundary profile of the scalar field and
k-xz =6,k = Qtg + kv + kYy. This expression also uses the bulk-boundary
propagator:
a2 Kazsa(lk|2)
€2 K32 kle)

where we have introduced a UV cutoff €, and where Ka_3/2(|k|2) is modified Bessel

KA(Z,k) =€ (A5)

function of the second kind. The expression for the action (A.3) then becomes

Go(k)do(—k).

(A.6)
The expansion of this expression is divergent as € — 0, but all of the divergent terms

s gL (5" Kacaakl2) 0: | ()" KaaallK]2)
scalar —

-~ 222 | (2m)® e26-022 Kz 30(]k|e)?

Z—€

are analytic in k and can be removed by adding local counterterms [27, 39]. After
evaluating the remaining expression and using

2
6 S scalar

ORI = =50k aon( )

(A7)
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we find

ook -5

p

N L2T(3/2—A) [|k|\***
~+ea-9 gy ()

(A.8)

where the ellipsis represents the (power law) divergent terms which are removed by
local counterterms. Note that in all of the momentum space correlation functions that
we write, there is an implicit (27)363)(3", k™) factor from conservation of momentum.
Instead of writing this factor repeatedly, we write the correlation functions to explicitly
have momentum conservation and we drop the d-function term. As already commented
in the main text and is clear from the above expression, A=d/2=3/2 and indeed any
half-integer value of A, are special cases [40].

Similarly, we can evaluate the free gauge action (A.1) on-shell using the equation
of motion V, (F ab) = 0 and Stokes’ theorem to find

1 zZ 17
Seauge = “3p d*x\/997g" A, 0, A, - (A.9)

=€

Implicitly, we have chosen the standard gauge where A, = 0 and V#A, = 0. Then we
write the bulk gauge field as

Az, x) = / (Z:; e G (2, k)AL (K) (A.10)

where the bulk-boundary gauge propagators are given by

Gu(z,k)=e ™= [,(k),  with I, =26, — % (A.11)
Now using
() Ju(—)) = — o S (A12)
pAmImy AL SAY '
we find
(Tu(k) Ty (—k)) = — /ﬂ 577G (2 k) 0.Con (2 k)| = k) (A13)
e T @) Capt T EEeARE) T g '

The above equation shows that o, = 1/g3.
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A.2 Calculation of (JJO)

We are interested in calculating (JJO) for our holographic model where we have added
the interaction

Sint 492/d41'\/_¢FabFab (A14)

Of course, this (vacuum) correlator vanishes for the boundary theory dual the free bulk
action (A.1). However, with the above interaction, (JJO) is given by a single process
— see figure 9.1 To calculate the three-point function at this tree-level order, we only

JH
Oa

Jy

Figure 9: Witten diagram illustrating the tree-level process contributing to (JJO).
need evaluate eq. (A.14) on-shell. Hence we substitute eqgs. (A.4) and (A.10) to find

3 3 3
Sing = /@4v”/dkdpdq“””“mKMaqwam

(A.15)
X g g’uyaaGup<Z7k>a[bGy}U(Zap)Ag<p)A8(k>?
and then the correlation function is given by
4] o o
(Ju(P1) ] (P2)O(P3)) = — Sint - (A.16)

6o (p3) 5145(191) dAG(p2)

With the propagators Ka and G, given in egs. (A.5) and (A.11), a straightforward
calculation then yields

o [ |y D2 K p g o(|pylz)e(PilHPD
J J, O = —— d
e T
PPy DouDa . (P Po)P1uboy
x mmu(y— _ PP )—@-pwu+mmu,
[ He ! 2k D2 |? p11%[po? b !

(A.17)

13Let us emphasize that we are only considering the classical theory in the bulk, i.e., the “planar”
limit of the boundary theory. In principle, quantum processes in the bulk would modify this result
but these corrections should be suppressed in the regime where we are studying the theory.
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where again we have an implicit d-function on the right-hand side imposing 22:1 p, =
0. To apply this result in section 4, we choose p; = q, p, = p—q and p; = —p
where g = (2,0,0) and p = (€2,0,0); we also assume Q,Q > 0. Now in the limit that
lg| > |p|, the (z,z)-component of eq. (A.17) reduces to

Qs 02 |p|A—3/2

<Jx<q)Jm(p - q)O(_p)> - Q_ZF(A — 3/2)2A—3/2

/dzz3/2KA_3/2(]p\z) e 297

(A.18)
After performing the remaining z-integral [41], we find
w28 (PP A )

 m ly T(A+1)

g_z ﬁ QA(ZA —_ 3)QA_1 <O(p)0(—p)> )

where we have used eq. (A.8) to relate the final result to the two-point function of the
scalar operator. Our notation here indicates that we are calculating the singular or
nonanalytic part of the three-point function. In particular, it also contains contribu-
tions which are analytic in |p| as |p| — 0 [40], but these will not contribute to the
OPE in section 4.2. We note that our result A.19 appears to be problematic for half-
integer conformal dimensions, i.e., A = % + n with n is a non-negative integer. Extra
care is required in these special cases [40]. We refrain from describing the necessary
calculations here, however, we refer the interested reader to appendix C.3 for further
discussion on A = 3/2.

A.3 Calculation of (I'TO)

Again, the (T'TO) correlator vanishes for the boundary theory dual the free bulk action
(A.1). However, we included the interaction

2

L a0C
Ssource = _Oélé_Q d4x\/§¢0abcdc bed <A20)
P
in our holographic action, which has the effect of generating a nonvanishing three-point
function. Again, there is a single (classical) process contributing to (I'T'O), shown in
figure 10. Of course, the boundary stress tensor is dual to metric perturbations around
the AdS vacuum (A.2). Following [39], we normalize the perturbations with

L2
Jav(2: &) = —5 0y + hap (2, ), (A.21)
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Figure 10: Witten diagram illustrating the tree-level process contributing to (T'T°O).

where we recall that we are working in Euclidean time. Choosing the standard gauge
where h,,, = 0 and 6°#0,h,, = 0, we may write the on-shell metric perturbations as

L* [ &’k
h,(z,x ek®elklz(1 4 |k k A.22
o) = [ 25 (1 + Iklz) 1, (K) (A.22)
where the polarization tensor is transverse and traceless, i.e., k*h,, (k) = 0 = 6*"h (k).
In order to evaluate the on-shell action, it is convenient to use the expansion of the
Weyl tensor in terms of the metric perturbations given in [39]. Then the source action
(A.20) evaluates to

d3k d3p d3q iz
Ssource - O-/12_62 d4l‘\/_/ p+k+q)KAf3/2(|q|Z) ¢0(q)

< }wwﬂ+MMW&+&meWM@) (A.23)

4z

- ey (kP00 10p) ~ 1000 - 10(p) - )]

where Ry(z) = e (1 + |k|2), Ri(z) = 0.Ri(z) and the polarization tensors are
contracted with the flat boundary metric, i.e., tr(h°(k) - h%(p)) = 6767 hS (k)hS,(p).

The desired boundary correlator would then be given by the variation

) 5 5 .
6¢0(p3) 5hl0w(p1) (5h80<p2) source -

Analogously to our calculation of the (J, J, O) correlation function, we let p;, = gq,
Py = p—q and p; = —p where ¢ = (£2,0,0) and p = (£2,0,0). Further, we consider
the limit |q| > |p|, which yields

<Tuu(p1)Tpcr (p2)O(p3)) = — (A.24)

iy L2000 p|A-3/2 -
(L@ Tap ~ 0O(p)) =~ it s [ 27 Kaapallple)
p

(A.25)
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This equation is of the same form as eq. (A.18) and so we perform the final z integral
in the same way. The final three-point function can be expressed in terms of (QO)
using eq. (A.8) to yield

T(A +3)

i = 0 T~ 3gas (OPIOCP) . (A26)

(Tey(@)Toy(p — 9)O(—p))

where as before we focus on the singular (non-analytic) part in |p|. As for the (JJO)
correlator, we note that this result is valid for scaling dimensions different from A =
% + n, where n is a non-negative integer.

B Holographic dynamical conductivity

Here, we describe some of the details for the calculation of the dynamical conductivity
o(w) in section 3.1. In particular, we must solve the the equations of motion for the
gauge field resulting from eq. (3.6),

Vo [(1+ a2¢)F*] =0.. (B.1)

Following [7], we choose the standard gauge where A, =0 and V#A, = 0 and expand
A, in momentum space

d3q iq-x
A (u, t,x,y) = /We T A, (u,q), (B.2)
where in real time, as usual, ¢ - © = —wt + ¢*x + ¢y. We can calculate the transverse

component A, (setting ¢¥ = 0) in order to find the conductivity, which is then given

by
AT O0,A,

T 3igw A,

o(w)

Recall that the temperature 7" is given in eq. (3.3).

(B.3)

u—0

Now we wish to solve for A,(u,q), the radial profile of the gauge field, in the
background given by the black hole metric (3.4) and the scalar profile (3.9), with ¢; set
as in eq. (3.13) and ¢y = 0. Since we are only interested in the frequency dependence,
we consider the Fourier transform of eq. (B.1) inserting the above momentum and then
take the limit ¢* — 0,

Da (Xl(u) (u) 8uAy> + (;—“T)z );1(5? A,=0, (B.4)
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where X;(u) = 1+ ay¢(u) using the notation of [7], and f(u) =1 — u3. We solve this
equation numerically with ¢(u) given in eq. (3.9). However, we must first determine
the boundary conditions at the horizon (i.e., u = 1): We take the ansatz

Ay(u,q) = (1 —u)" F(u), (B.5)

where F'(u) is assumed to be regular at u = 1. To alleviate the notation, we leave the q
dependence of F' implicit. Without any loss of generality, we set F'(1) = 1. Substituting
into eq. (B.4) and taking the limit « — 1, we find

-1 3X1(1)

Ty (16b°7*T* + w?) = 0. (B.6)

(1—u)

In order for F'(u) to be regular we require that

w
L B.
b= (B.7)

Now looking at the next-to-leading order term in eq. (B.4), we find

3(iw — 20T) X, (1) (4rTF'(1) — iw) + 6inTwX! (1)
{272

=0. (B.8)
Following [13], we may write the desired boundary condition for F'(1) as

1 Xi{(1)
F'(1)=—=b|1+—=_121 . B.9

(1) [ +1+2bX1(1)] (B9)
With this condition and the choice of b fixed above, we now have the two boundary
conditions needed to solve eq. (B.4) for the profile A,(u,q) and then evaluate the
corresponding conductivity (B.3). We note that these calculations can also be carried
out for imaginary frequencies by setting w — i€2,.

C Scalar profile for special A

In this appendix, we consider the scalar profile and conductivity for some special values
of A, the conformal dimension of the operator O dual to ¢. In particular, we show
that the profile takes a simple power-law form when A = 3, the marginal case. We also
consider the solution for A = 6, which sits on boundary of the values where eq. (3.9)
is no longer valid, 7.e., A > 6. We also comment on A = 3n for integer n > 2. Finally,
we examine the case A = 3/2 where eq. (3.9) also fails because the two independent
solutions given there are actually identical.
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C.l1 A=3

When the scaling dimension of the scalar operator is A = 3, the bulk scalar field is
massless. In this case, the scalar wave equation (3.8) reduces to

1 — 3
u au(( “ )26“¢(“)> +12au8 = 0. (C.1)
u
The solution for latter has a simple closed form:
4 daq —
(u) = —% (1—u) 4+ + % log(1 — u?) (C.2)

where ¢; and ¢y are integration constants. For ¢(u) to have the desired boundary
conditions, i.e., ¢ ~ u? near the asymptotic boundary u — 0 and regularity at the
horizon, we must choose ¢; = 4a;/3 and ¢o = 4ay. With this choice, the solution
reduces to o
¢(u) = Tl u?, (C.3)
Hence, we see that the scalar field has a simple power law profile for the case A = 3,
which is precisely the scalar field profile used in [1].
Substituting A = 3 into the high frequency expansion of the conductivity (4.8), we

find

P TS E R GRS

The first two terms of the series match the asymptotic expansion obtained using a

O'(Zm) 8oy (rg 72001 crg (i) (C 4)
E— 9 .

WKB analyis in [13]. Here the two series of higher order terms discussed in section 4.3
have collapsed to a single series because the conformal weight of the scalar operator O
matches that of the stress tensor. However, we should recall that we expect in a typical
three-dimensional CFT the stress tensor will appear in the JJ OPE (4.11) and so there
would be additional contributions to the asymptotic expansion (4.8), beginning at the
order 1/mw3 — see sections 4.2 and 4.3.

C2 A=6

The point where the scalar operator has scaling dimension A = 6 is a special case
because it sits on the border line of where the solution given in eq. (3.9) is no longer
valid, i.e., A > 6. This situation is also distinguished by the fact that the source
term in the bulk scalar equation (3.7) and the normalizable mode (3.12) have precisely
the same asymptotic decay, i.e., u® = u® — see comments below. We will see in the

following that this leads to additional logarithmic factors appearing in the radial profile
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of the scalar.'® Substituting A = 6 into eq. (3.8) yields

o (U5 u?) ,6(u)

" ) — 18 ¢(u) + 120qu’ = 0. (C.5)
and we find the general solution to be

2 —ud 4+ (2 —u3)log (1 —u?)
Plu) = w0 + 3u’

C2

B 4§z1 [(2 — u’)(log(1 ;3“3) —2Lib(W?) s (C6)
B 6(2u® + (2 — u?)log(1 — u?)) log

where Lis(2) is the dilogarithm. In the near-boundary limit © — 0, the non-normalizable
mode dominates with ¢(u) — 5—3 (01 + % 62) + ---. For this model to accurately repre-
sent a QCP, this term must vanish. Thus we set ¢; = —%cg to eliminate this boundary
divergence. Further, there is a potential logarithmic divergence as we approach the
black hole horizon, i.e., v — 1. In order to remove this singularity at the horizon, we
must set ¢y = 4a;. With these choices, the solution reduces to

2(2 — u?)

6(2u® + (2 — u?)log(1 — u?))

u3

logu|. (C.7)

The leading two terms in the near-boundary expansion for ¢(u) are given by

2
d(u—0) = —% u® (18 logu + 1) + O(u’ log u) . (C.8)
Surprisingly, we see that the leading asymptotic behaviour has a puzzling logarithmic
enhancement with u% logu. However, given this scalar profile (C.8), it is straightforward
to determine the high frequency expansion of the conductivity following the analysis
in section 4. To leading order, we find
o(ito) 161 180vE — 451 + log(2)

. =1+ 3 ) + - (C.9)

where vg is Euler’s constant. Hence there is a logarithmic enhancement in the expected
1/t contribution. We leave the interesting question of connecting this result to the
OPE analysis in section 4.2 for future study. However, we note again that for typical

14We explicitly verified that if the power of the source term in eq. (3.7) is replaced by u?, analogous
logarithmic factors appear for A = 3. Further, with the u? source term, the particular solution diverges
for A > 3 in analogy to the divergences discussed below for A > 6.
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three-dimensional CFTs, this contribution would still be dominated by a 1/w? term
coming from the appearance of the stress tensor in the JJ OPE; our model does not
contain such a contribution.

The two previous cases A = 3,6 are part of a more general trend valid for A =
dn = 3n, with integer n > 0. With such a choice of scalar dimension, the equation of
motion for the scalar admits a “simple” solution. For instance, for A = 9 we find using
the methods described above

o(u) = % [us (u® —27u® 4 36 + 54 (u® — 2) log u)

—6 (u6 — 6u3 + 6) (Lig (u3) + 3logu log (1 — ug)) ] , (C.10)

where Liy(z) is the dilogarithm, which also appeared for the A = 6 case. The small-u
expansion reads:
aq

Blu) = S + %u9(18010gu+43) +O(u'?logu) . (C.11)

This will lead to the first subleading term in the asymptotic conductivity to go as
(T/€,)8, irrespective of the fact that the scalar has A = 9. This contribution comes
from the particular solution of eq. (3.8) rather than the homogeneous solution, i.e., it
is driven by the source term in the scalar field equation. Analogous behaviour will also
hold for A = 12,15, --.

We now discuss the general scalar profile eq. (3.9) for general irrelevant scalar
operators of large A. When the scalar field solution was introduced, we noted that
if the boundary operator became too irrelevant, i.e., for A > 6, the profile given in
eq. (3.9) was no longer valid. In particular, the function ga(u) in eq. (3.10) diverges for
these values of the conformal dimension. To better understand the physical significance
of this divergence, we can introduce a UV cut-off surface at u = ¢ < 1. With this cut-
off, ga(u) becomes

/u3dy2F1(1—%,1—%; —2By) yos (€.12)
3 D(A,y) l—y- '

ga(u) =

Now applying the usual boundary conditions, we would set ¢y = 0 and ¢; would be
fixed as in eq. (3.13). However, for that latter quantity, one finds

61 ~ da; ga(l) = 1o ( ; )AG (C.13)
PERMIMY T AT 6)2A —3) \4xT5 ) ‘

where we have written the dominant contribution in terms of §, the physical short-
distance cut-off in the boundary theory, using ¢ = %”Té . For example then, the expec-
tation value (O)r in eq. (3.14) diverges in the limit that the cut-off is removed, i.e.,
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0 — 0. Therefore the holographic solution only really makes sense with a finite UV
cut-off in this regime.

One might contrast the above treatment with the fact that eqs. (C.7) and (C.10)
provide perfectly finite solutions for A = 6 and 9, respectively. In fact, finite solutions
can be generated for general A > 6 by simply shifting the lower endpoint of the integral
defining ga(u) in eq. (3.10). Here, we would hold the endpoint fixed at some finite value
of y, rather than tying it to the UV cut-off surface as in eq. (C.12), which amounts to
shifting ¢; by a (divergent) constant. While this procedure yields a finite solution, it
obscures the physical interpretation the holographic model by concealing the divergence
in the expectation value (O)r. We leave this point for ulterior study.

C.3 A=3/2

As noted previously, the scalar field solution (3.9) breaks down at A = d/2 = 3/2
because the two independent solutions appearing there reduce to the same function.
With A = 3/2, the scalar wave equation (3.8) becomes

u48u ((1—u3>au¢(u>> +§¢(u)+12a1u620. (014)

u2
The general solution of this equation can be written as

d(u) =2 u®” K (u®) (¢1 — 4oy Gz jo(u))

] C.15
+ 232K (1 —u®) (o + day hyja(u)) ( |

where K(k*) = F(p = 3,k) is the complete elliptical integral of the first kind. As
our notation above suggests, there is a simple relationship between K (u®) and the hy-

pergeometric function appearing in eq. (3.9) for A = 3/2: %K(UB) = 2F1(%, % i1 ;u3).
11,

Further we can write 2K (1 — u®) ~ logu 2F (5, 3;1;u?®) + -+, were the ellipsis de-

notes terms polynomial in u?. The functions gs/»(u) and hs/s(u) provide the particular
solution of eq. (C.14) with

3
- - [ K(l—-y
93/2(U) = g/ d!/\/??g
0 D(y)
w3 (C.16)
=~ [ ay i
0 D(y)
where
D(y) = K(y)E(1 —y) + E(y)K(1 —y) — K(y)K(1—y). (C.17)
Above, %E(kQ) = 2F1(—%, % ; 1;k2) is the complete elliptical integral of the second

kind. In order for the dual boundary theory to be conformal, we set ¢y = 0 which
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removes the logarithmic divergence as v — 0 coming from K(1 — u?®). Approaching
the black hole horizon with v — 1, the functions gs/»(u), iLg/Q(U) and K(1 —u?) are
all finite, but K(u?) is logarithmically divergent. Therefore regularity at the horizon
requires ¢; = 4ay Gsy2(1).'

The result for (O)7 given in eq. (3.14) is no longer valid in this special case, e.g.,
substituting A = 3/2 there yields a vanishing expectation value. Rather in this special
case, one has to revisit the holographic renormalization procedure to evaluate the scalar
expectation value — see, e.g., [42]:

L? /1y \3/2 T
O =5 (15) 1 =-
26129 <L2> 183

Given the profile of the bulk scalar, the conductivity is calculated as described in

7/2

¢ Cp T2 (C.18)

section 3.1 and appendix B and the results differ little from those for nearby values

of A. Hence, e.g., o(w) remains a smooth function of the conformal dimension in the

vicinity of A = 3/2. We can also use the above profile to evaluate the high-frequency

expansion of the conductivity as in section 4. Here we need the Taylor expansion of
¢(u) near the asymptotic boundary:

d(u) = pyu®? + }lgzﬁl u¥? — g oy ub + O(u'?). (C.19)

We note that this expansion precisely matches that given in eq. (4.9) upon substituting

A = 3/2. Then from eq. (4.7), the first few terms in the expansion of the conductivity
for to > 1 are

o(ito) 14 3V pran 945y oz 1280 anan

Ooo 4 (2w)3/2 256 (2t0)9/2 3 (2mw)8

Again, the results here precisely matches the expansion in eq. (4.10) upon substituting

A = 3/2. Let us add that an interesting feature that appears at A = 3/2 is that

when we move away from the critical point in the boundary theory by turning on ¢,

(C.20)

the leading term in this expansion is enhanced by a logarithmic factor similar to that
in eq. (C.9). This extra logarithmic factor arises because with nonvanishing ¢q, the
boundary expansion (C.19) of the bulk scalar contains a new term proportional to
b0 u®/?logu. As commented before, special care is required in evaluating the two- and
three-point functions when A = 3/2 [40].

D O(a) corrections to conductivity

We saw in section 4.1 that to first order in aw, the leading correction in the high
frequency expansion (4.10) of the conductivity appeared at order 1/1w?. Here we extend

15Numerically, we find g3/2(1) = 0.8225.
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the perturbative analysis presented in that section to order a. to see how the expansion
will be modified at this order. At this order, eq. (4.1) yields

(0. — ] AP = 9,40 ¢ 0.6 — 0.A 0.6 (D.1)

Using the Green’s function in eq. (4.5), we then find
Ag) = /0 dz G(Z, 2) (agAZ(/O) (b ag¢ — agA;l) 62¢) (D2)

and taking the limit where we approach the asymptotic boundary, i.e., z — 0, the
derivative of this expression yields

0.A7| = /0 dz e ™ (e ™ ¢ 9z + 0:AL 9:9) (D.3)

where we have used the leading order solution (4.3) above.

We only wish to identify the leading correction that this makes to the high frequency
expansion (4.10). For simplicity, we will substitute the profile: ¢ ~ ¢; 22. Note that
we are using 2z rather than u® here, but these two profiles only differ at order 2 —
see footnote 7. We note en passant that our analysis thus applies to the simple ansatz
of [1]. With this scalar profile, we find

O ¢1m<g£0A)A+ 2
) ¢ (AT(2A) — 22 T(A +1)?) (D-4)
0. A, ‘2:0 - (210)28
Eq. (4.7) then yields
O'(’Lm) o (blOég F(A —+ 1) (¢1@2)2 (A F(QA) — 2A F(A + 1)2)
=Lt Gro)s T +0(a3), (D.5)

as the first three contributions in the as-expansion. Of course, the first two terms
precisely match those found in eq. (4.10). We might note that the new O(a.) correction
implies that the existence of a new primary operator with conformal dimension 2A.
By the reasoning considered in section 4.3, : O?: is the obvious candidate. As a further
comment, we observe that the coefficient of the 1/10?? term vanishes for A ~ 2.58. It
would be interesting to better understand the physical significance of this vanishing.
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