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Abstract

We study instability of the lowest dimension operator (i.e., the imaginary part
of its operator dimension) in the rank-Q traceless symmetric representation of
the O(N) Wilson-Fisher fixed point in D = 4 + ε. We find a new semi-classical
bounce solution, which gives an imaginary part to the operator dimension of
order O

(
ε−1/2 exp

[
−N+8

3ε F (εQ)
])

in the double-scaling limit where εQ ≤ N+8
6
√
3

is fixed. The form of F (εQ), normalised as F (0) = 1, is also computed. This
non-perturbative correction continues to give the leading effect even when Q is
finite, indicating the instability of operators for any values of Q. We also observe
a phase transition at εQ = N+8

6
√
3

associated with the condensation of bounces,
similar to the Gross-Witten-Wadia transition.

∗max.washton@gmail.com
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1 Introduction

Conformal field theories (CFTs) describe various interesting phenomena in physics even
when they lack unitarity. Even though it is impossible to realise them in a closed system
in an equilibrium, they can be realised in experiments as dynamical quantum phase
transitions of closed as well as open systems [1]. One famous example of non-unitary
CFTs is the Lee-Yang fixed point in two dimensions [2–4], which is also experimentally
realised in real-time dynamics [5, 6].

Another closely related example of a non-unitary CFT is the O(N) Wilson-Fisher
fixed point in 4 < D < 6. This model can either be studied at large-N or by using
the ε-expansion. For the latter, one can realise the fixed point as an infrared (IR) fixed
point of the Lagrangian with cubic interactions, or as a formal ultraviolet (UV) fixed
point of the Lagrangian with a quartic potential.

Non-unitary as it is, the model shows non-unitarity in a subtle way. Let us imagine
computing the operator dimension of φ, the scalar field in the fundamental represen-
tation. In the large-N expansion, the result is real and positive and hence compatible
with unitarity to all orders in 1/N . Only after we take the instanton corrections into
account, does the operator dimension gets an imaginary part of order O(e−N), meaning
that the theory is non-unitary [7].

The situation is the same in the ε-expansion. In D = 6 − ε, one can show that
all the coupling constants at the fixed point are real for large enough N > Ncrit, so
that the operator dimension is again real and positive to all orders in the perturbation
theory [8]. However, due to the cubic coupling, the vacuum at φ = 0 can tunnel off to
infinity, and hence the operator dimension gets a non-perturbative imaginary part of
order O(e−1/ε) [7]. In D = 4 + ε, likewise, the negative sign of the quartic coupling at
the fixed point is responsible for the non-perturbative imaginary part of the operator
dimension [9].

Even though this was an indirect evidence that the theory is non-unitary, one can
see its non-unitary nature more directly by going to the sector of large representations.
As an object of interest, we will take the lowest dimension operator OQ in the rank-
Q traceless symmetric representation, and we will denote its dimension as ∆(Q).1 In
particular, we are interested in the limit where Q→∞.

We will now review the generalities regarding such operators inD-dimensional O(N)
Wilson-Fisher fixed point, putting aside the issue of non-unitarity for the moment. We
denote the scalar fields in the fundamental representation as φa, and we will define ϕi ≡
(φa=2i−1 + iφa=2i) /

√
2 for later convenience. First of all, at large-Q, OQ are described by

an effective field theory (EFT) around a semi-classical saddle-point configuration [14,15]
(For more references see [16] and references therein.) of the form{

ϕ1 = a√
2
eiωt

ϕi = 0 (i 6= 1)
. (1.1)

1 For attempts to generalise this to other representations, see [10–13].
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The EFT, which we will not reproduce here, tells us that the leading order behaviour
of ∆(Q) becomes

∆(Q) = c0Q
D/(D−1) +O

(
Q(D−2)/(D−1)) . (1.2)

Since this is a semi-classical analysis, we could also have guessed this from the dimen-
sional analysis. Note that c0 is an unknown coefficient appearing in the Wilsonian
effective action, and hence we cannot determine it without using the UV data.

Second, we can combine the analysis with the ε-expansion or the large-N expansion,
where there is a nice double-scaling limit which fixes either εQ or Q/N [17–20]. This
computation can be done by noticing that a and ω above can be computed by using the
equation of motion (EOM) and the charge fixing constraint, and that this is a controlled
approximation at weak coupling.

If we take the D = 4 − ε case as an example, the energy of this configuration is of
the form 1

ε
F0(εQ), which, on the unit sphere, is nothing but ∆(Q) at leading order in ε

but fixed εQ. By doing the loop computations, we can see that the result is of the form

∆(Q) =
1

ε
F0(εQ) + F1(εQ) + εF2(εQ) + · · · (1.3)

and hence we find a double-scaling limit which fixes εQ. Furthermore, we find that

F0(εQ) =

{
εQ+O(εQ2) when εQ� 1

b1(εQ)D/(D−1) +O
(
(εQ)(D−2)/(D−1)

)
when εQ� 1

(1.4)

as expected from the weak-coupling intuition and from the EFT intuition at εQ � 1
and at εQ � 1, respectively. Here, b1 does not depend on Q nor ε, and is just a real
number which can be computed in principle. The same story goes for the large-N
expansion, where the double-scaling parameter is Q/N [17].

Let us now go back to the original model we are interested in, the O(N) Wilson-
Fisher fixed point in 4 < D < 6. The model also has a solvable limit around D = 4, 6
or at large-N , and hence the above double-scaling limit is still applicable. Let us for the
moment concentrate on the D = 4+ε case. There is a big difference which distinguishes
the current case from the unitary case – when εQ is bigger than λ0 ≡ N+8

6
√
3
, the real

saddle-point for φa ceases to exist, as discussed in [21,22].2 The energy of this complex
configuration therefore becomes complex as well.3 This can also be seen immediately
by plugging in −ε into ε in (1.4). All in all, it is now easy to see that our model is
non-unitary, since the operator dimension of OQ has a huge imaginary part at large-Q.

2 In fact, [21] saw this at large N and [22] did the same in D = 6− ε. However, the current discussion
is a trivial generalisation of those cases.

3 If we study the same model in D = 4 − ε, the point εQ = −λ0 renders the convergence radius of the
small εQ expansion to a finite value, |εQ| = λ0. The phenomenon that the perturbative expansion
breaks down at some finite value of εQ and is taken over by a different semi-classical description is
also observed in the multiparticle cross section of scalar theories [23–26].
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Having said that, what we are interested in in this paper is the regime where εQ ≤ λ0.
In this regime, the saddle-point configuration is real, and the operator dimension which
follows from it is also real to all orders in εQ and in ε. Furthermore, the result correctly
reproduces (up to the order where computations on both sides are done anyway, but
presumably to all orders) the Feynman diagram computation if we plug in some fixed
value of Q. On the other hand, we know that such a computation, even if it were done
to all orders, will not reproduce the non-perturbative imaginary part of the operator
dimension observed at finite Q, by definition. Nevertheless, it still should be visible
in the double-scaling limit as this non-perturbative correction gives the leading part in
the imaginary part of the operator dimension.

In this paper, by conducting a more careful saddle-point analysis of the O(N)
Wilson-Fisher fixed point in D = 4 + ε, we find this non-perturbative correction in
the double-scaling limit. We see that this is due to a time-dependent semi-classical
saddle in the Euclidean path-integral, called the bounce solution. By computing the
action of this bounce and conducting a one-loop computation around it, the leading
contribution to the imaginary part of ∆(Q) is computed as

Im ∆(Q) = ±
√

2(N + 8)

πε
fb(εQ) exp

(
−N + 8

3ε
F (εQ)

)
(1.5)

where F (εQ) is some function which satisfies F (0) = 1 and F (λ0) = 0, while f(εQ) is
also some function which satisfies f(0) = 1. These functions are computed in the main
text.

We find two interesting phenomena regarding this. First, the exponent −N+8
3ε
F (εQ)

is expected to persist even at finite Q, since further corrections in the double-scaling
limit will not interfere with this number even at finite Q. Therefore, we expect that
the leading imaginary part of the operator dimension at fixed Q is O

(
exp

(
−N+8

3ε

))
.

This correctly reproduces the non-perturbative imaginary part of ∆(Q) computed in a
conventional way in [9].

Second, F (εQ) is a decreasing function and hits zero at εQ = λ0. As we increase
εQ, the imaginary parts of ∆(Q) gets bigger and bigger, and eventually at εQ = λ0, it
becomes O(1). Therefore the dilute-gas approximation that we implicitly used is not to
be trusted anymore. This is the bounce version of the so-called instanton condensation,
observed, for example, in the Gross-Witten-Wadia model [27–33].4 In fact, as in the
Gross-Witten-Wadia transition, this condensation reflects the fact that the function
F0(εQ) shows a phase transition at εQ = λ0. This is in contrast to the D = 4 −
ε case, where the function F0(εQ) just shows a crossover at around εQ = λ0 and
correspondingly there are no non-perturbative saddles which show the condensation.

The rest of the paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we review the O(N)
Wilson-Fisher fixed point in 4 < D < 6 and its double-scaling limit which probes the
lowest operator dimension in rank-Q traceless symmetric representations. In Section
3, we compute the non-perturbative imaginary part of the operator dimension which

4 A similar phenomenon is also discussed in the context of the Mathieu equation [34,35].
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comes from the bounce when 0 < εQ < λ0. In Section 4, we look more closely at two
interesting points – at εQ = 0 we reproduce the size of the non-perturbative imaginary
part of the operator dimension at finite Q, and at εQ = λ0 we find the condensation
of bounces, indicating the breakdown of the dilute-gas approximation. Finally, we
summarise our results and give possible future directions in Section 5.

2 O(N) Wilson-Fisher fixed point in 4 < D < 6

2.1 The model

The model we are going to study is the O(N) Wilson-Fisher theory in 4 < D < 6.
Unlike its counterpart in 2 < D < 4, this model is peculiar in that it can never truly
be unitary. This model is usually studied at large-N or in the ε-expansion, and in this
paper we mostly consider the latter. For more through discussion of the model and its
beta functions, the readers are referred to [7, 8, 36].

2.1.1 4 + ε dimensions

In D = 4 + ε, the theory can be realised as a formal UV fixed point of the Lagrangian
with the quartic potential in D = 4 + ε,

L =
1

2
(∂φa)2 +

m2

2
(φaφa) +

g

4
(φaφa)2 (2.1)

Here, φa is in the fundamental representation of O(N). Additionally, m is the conformal
coupling, and is m = (D − 2)/2 on SD−1 ×R.

The beta function and the coupling constant at the fixed point of the Lagrangian
are readily available in the literature [21],

β(g) = εg +
N + 8

8π2
g2 +O(g3), g∗ = − 8π2ε

N + 8
+O(ε2) (2.2)

at leading order in ε, for any N .
The fact that g∗ is negative indicates that the theory is unstable as discussed in [21].

Therefore, non-perturbative corrections from instantons gives the coupling constant, as
well as to the operator dimensions, imaginary parts of order O(e−1/ε). However, the
perturbative part of the coupling constant stays real for all values of N ≥ 2.

2.1.2 6 − ε dimensions

In D = 6 − ε, the theory is realised as the IR fixed point of the Lagrangian with the
cubic potential,

L =
1

2
(∂φa)2 +

m2

2
(φaφa) +

1

2
(∂σ)2 +

m2

2
σ2 +

p

2
σφaφa +

q

6
σ3. (2.3)
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Here, φa is in the fundamental representation of O(N), while σ is a singlet under it.
The beta functions are known to be [21]

β(p) = − ε
2
p+

(N − 8)p3 − 12p2q + pq2

12(4π)3

β(q) = − ε
2
q +
−4Np3 +Np2q − 3q3

4(4π)3

. (2.4)

The coupling constants at the fixed point are real as long as N > Ncrit = 1038.3 . . . ,
where in the 1/N -expansion,

p∗ =

√
6ε(4π)3

N

(
1 +

22

N
+

726

N2
− 326180

N3
+ · · ·

)
+O

(
ε3/2
)

q∗ = 6

√
6ε(4π)3

N

(
1 +

162

N
+

68766

N2
+

41224420

N3
· · ·
)

+O
(
ε3/2
). (2.5)

Since the Lagrangian has the cubic potential, the perturbatively real coupling constants
at the fixed point get non-perturbatively corrected and obtain imaginary parts even
when N > Ncrit. On the other hand, when N < Ncrit, the perturbative part of the
coupling constant is already imaginary.

2.2 Partition function in the sector of fixed charge

We are interested in the lowest operator dimension of the traceless symmetric repre-
sentation of the O(N) model of degree Q. Since we are considering complex CFTs, by
lowest we mean that it has the smallest real parts. One easy way to compute this is to
use the state-operator correspondence and map the problem to the ground state energy
of this particular sector.

For simplicity, we take N to be an even number hereafter. We then package N
number of real fields φa into N/2 complex fields, ϕi ≡ (φa=2i−1 + iφa=2i) /

√
2. We

denote the charge rotating the field ϕi to be Q̂i, which is defined as

Q̂i ≡ i

∫
SD−1

d~x [∂0ϕ
∗
iϕi − ∂0ϕiϕ∗i ] . (2.6)

We also denote the charge densities by ρi. Looking for the lowest operator dimension
in the traceless symmetric representation of degree Q is equivalent to looking for the
lowest operator dimension in the sector where

∑N/2
i=1 Qi = Q. This is because the

states in asymmetric representations have more energy than the symmetric ones in our
case [10, 11,15].

To compute the ground state energy in such a sector, we use the (projected) canon-
ical partition function [17],

Z(β,Q) ≡ Tr
[
e−βHδ(Q̂−Q)

]
=

∫ π

−π

{
dθ

2π
eiθQ

}
Tr
[
e−βH−iθQ̂

]
. (2.7)
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Incidentally, this is a special case of the character decomposition, which should be used
for general representations other than the symmetric one.5 By taking β → ∞, we
extract the information about the ground state energy, which is nothing but the lowest
operator dimension in the rank-Q traceless symmetric representation

∆(Q) = − lim
β→∞

1

β
logZ(β,Q). (2.8)

Meanwhile, the integrand in (2.7) is nothing but the grand canonical partition func-
tion with imaginary chemical potential. This can be represented as a Euclidean path
integral

Tr
[
e−βH−i

∑
i θiQ̂i

]
=

∫
b.c.
Dϕ e−S[ϕ], (2.9)

where we impose the twisted boundary condition such that

ϕi(β, ~x) = eiθϕi(0, ~x). (2.10)

Additionally, the integral over θ is typically dominated by a saddle-point at large β.
This reduces the computation of (2.7) to the “Legendre transformation” of the the grand
canonical partition function with imaginary chemical potential.

One caveat, which is why we put “Legendre transformation” into the quotation
mark, is that the grand canonical partition function is not really a convex function for
4 < D < 6 where the theory is not unitary [37, 38].6 Indeed, this is related to the
fact that the value of the chemical potential, ω ≡ iθ/β, at the saddle-point develops
an imaginary part, as we explain later. When such is the case, a saddle-point in terms
of θ is always paired with its complex conjugate, and hence there will be two lowest
dimension operator (in the sense that the real part is the lowest) in the representation
in question.

2.3 Saddle-point equation and the double-scaling limit

2.3.1 Equation of motion and charge fixing constraint

Let us now evaluate (2.7) using the saddle-point approximation at large Q and small ε.
The saddle-point equation for (2.9) is nothing but the equation of motion, which is

∂µ∂µϕi = m2ϕi + 2g

N/2∑
i=1

|ϕj|2
ϕi. (2.11)

5 However, the technicality could be quite cumbersome. We thank Domenico Orlando for discussions.
6 Moreover, for free theories or for theories with moduli, the chemical potential gets fixed to the free
theory value and “Legendre transformation” becomes misnomer as well [39–43].
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Furthermore, we impose the charge fixing constraint,

Q = i

∫
SD−1

d~x

N/2∑
i=1

(∂0ϕ
∗
iϕi − ∂0ϕiϕ∗i )

 . (2.12)

This comes from the saddle-point equation of the θ-integral in (2.7), where the saddle-
point approximation is exact in the strict β →∞ limit we are interested in.

We now look for the lowest energy solution to this equation of motion (EOM) subject
to the charge fixing constraint. Such a solution is homogeneous in space and helical in
time. As discussed in [16,44,45], by using the symmetry of the problem we can set the
configuration to be {

ϕ1 = a√
2
eiωt

ϕi = 0 (i 6= 1)
. (2.13)

The EOM and the charge fixing constraint therefore reduce to

a2 = −ω
2 −m2

|g|
, Q = ωa2α(D), (2.14)

where α(D) is the area of the unit (D − 1)-dimensional sphere,

α(D) =
2πD/2

Γ(D/2)
. (2.15)

2.3.2 The double-scaling limit and the saddle-point

The coupled equations in (2.14) reduces to a cubic equation for ω,

ω3 −m2ω = − |g|Q
α(D)

≡ −γ. (2.16)

It is now apparent that there is a double-scaling limit which fixes gQ since the saddle-
point only depends on the combination gQ.

Let us first find all the solutions for (2.16), and then think about their physical
meaning later on. Since this is a cubic equation, there are three solutions ω±,n all of
which can be expressed analytically,

ω0 ≡ ω+ =
21/3

(
−9γ +

√
81γ2 − 12m6

)2/3
+ 2 · 31/3m2

62/3
(
−9γ +

√
81γ2 − 12m6

)1/3 (2.17)

= m

(
1− γ

2m3
− 3γ2

8m6
+O(γ3)

)
(2.18)
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ω− = −
eiπ/321/3

(
−9γ +

√
81γ2 − 12m6

)2/3
+ e−iπ/32 · 31/3m2

62/3
(
−9γ +

√
81γ2 − 12m6

)1/3 (2.19)

ωn = −
ei2π/321/3

(
−9γ +

√
81γ2 − 12m6

)2/3
− eiπ/32 · 31/3m2

62/3
(
−9γ +

√
81γ2 − 12m6

)1/3 (2.20)

When γ > 0, ωn is always real and negative. For the other two solutions, the situation
is more complex. We have that when 0 < γ < γ0, we have 0 < ω− < ω+, while when
γ > γ0, they are complex and not real anymore, with one being the complex conjugate
of the other, where

γ0 ≡
2m3

3
√

3
. (2.21)

When γ = γ0, ω± coincides with each other. This situation is parallel to what is
discussed in [21,22].

We now need to understand which of these three saddle-points are relevant for
computing the lowest operator dimension. We first rule out ωn for being the local
maximum of the action for any values of γ. Out of the remaining two, ω+ is the
physically relevant saddle-point – when γ < γ0, this gives the local minimum of the
action while ω− gives the local maximum. Furthermore, the configuration with ω+ has
the lowest energy than that with ω− when γ < γ0, which is another reason why we
favour ω+ over ω−. Meanwhile, when γ > γ0, ω± is complex conjugate to each other, so
both of them are physically relevant. Since the resulting operator dimensions are also
complex conjugate to each other, without loss of generality, we will only care about the
saddle-point at ω = ω+ hereafter. We will define ω0 ≡ ω+, and also denote the resulting
value for a as a0 as well.

2.3.3 The lowest operator dimension

The energy of the saddle-point configuration gives us the lowest operator dimension
in the rank-Q traceless symmetric representation. In our double-scaling limit, this is
schematically given by

∆(Q) =
1

ε
F0(εQ) + F1(εQ) + εF2(εQ) + · · ·+ (non-perturbative) (2.22)

We denote the perturbative part of this expression as ∆pert(Q).
For later reference, let us compute 1

ε
F0(εQ). We have

1

ε
F0(εQ) =

31/3α(D)

210/7 |g|
F̃0(εQ) (2.23)

9
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Figure 1: The shape of the function F̃0(γ) and its first derivative, F̃ ′0(γ). The blue line
indicates the real part, while the orange indicates the imaginary part. Left: The function
F̃0(γ), which is a smooth function in terms of γ. For simplicity, we have put m = 1 to the
expression. Right: The first derivative of F̃0(γ). We see that it develops a kink at γ = γ0,
indicating a second-order phase transition. We also see that the real part of F̃0(γ) is a concave
function for 0 < γ < γ0, while convex for γ > γ0.

where

F̃0(εQ) ≡
γ
(
A(γ)4/3 + 22/3 · 34/3m2A(γ)2/3 + 32/3 · 24/3m4

)
A(γ) + 22/3 · 31/3A(γ)1/3

(2.24)

and

A(γ) ≡ −9γ +
√

81γ2 − 12m6. (2.25)

We depicted the form of F̃0(γ) in Fig. 1. Importantly, this function shows a second-
order phase transition at γ = γ0. We also expect that this continues to be the case for
∆pert(Q) as well. This is to be contrasted with the D = 4− ε case discussed in [18,19],
where ∆pert(εQ) can be differentiated as many times as one wants for any εQ. This
phase transition will be discussed later on in Sec. 4.2 as well as its relation to the
condensation of bounces.

Since what we are mostly interested in is the regime where 0 < γ < γ0, let us also
compute ∆(Q) when εQ � 1. This is already computed in the literature [18, 19] – up
to one-loop, ∆(Q) can be expanded at small gQ as

∆pert(Q) = Q

[
m+

g

8π2
(Q− 1)

+
g2

(8π2)2

(
2Q2 +

(N − 22)(N + 6)Q

N + 8
+O(Q0)

)
+O(ε3)

]
.

(2.26)

Plugging in (2.2), we have

∆pert(Q) = Q

[(
1 +

ε

2

)
− ε(Q− 1)

N + 8

+
ε2

(N + 8)2

(
2Q2 +

(N − 22)(N + 6)Q

N + 8
+O(Q0)

)
+O(ε3)

]
.

(2.27)
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As we have already explained, this expression is real to all orders in ε and in εQ.

3 Non-perturbative instability from the bounce

3.1 Bounce solution in the Euclidean path integral

3.1.1 Equation of motion in the Euclidean signature

Even though ∆pert(Q) gives us the perturbative and dominant contribution to the op-
erator dimension, there is another solution that contributes to the Euclidean path
integral for the projected partition function. Such a solution must be a time-dependent
solution in the Euclidean signature, starting at ϕ(0, ~x) = (a0, 0, . . . , 0) and ending at
ϕ(β, ~x) = (a0e

iωEβ, 0, . . . , 0) (meaning, sharing the same boundary condition with the
lowest helical solution). Note that ωE here is the chemical potential in the Euclidean
signature, which is ωE = −iω while tE = it is the Euclidean time.

We now look for such a solution. To avoid various factors of i, we first study the
EOM for the Lorentzian signature and we will move to the Euclidean signature at the
very end. First of all, because of the charge conservation, the configuration of interest
is of the form ϕ(t, ~x) = (ϕ1(t, ~x), 0, . . . , 0). We now separate ϕ1 into radial and angular
variables,

ϕ1 =
a√
2
eiχ. (3.1)

We also set an ansatz that the solution of interest is homogeneous in space. After all
these, we can rewrite and simplify the EOM (2.11) as

ä = aχ̇2 −m2a− ga3, aχ̈+ 2ȧχ̇ = 0, (3.2)

where we denoted the time derivative in terms of a dot.
First of all, the second equation is nothing but the charge conservation. One can

see this by integrating it once, obtaining a2χ̇ = (const.), where this constant is set by
the boundary condition that the charge is Q, i.e.,

a2χ̇ =
Q

α(D)
. (3.3)

Note that this is consistent with (2.14).
Now plugging this back into the first equation, we obtain the differential equation

for a alone,

ä =
ρ2

a3
−m2a− ga3 ≡ −V ′(a) (3.4)

in the Lorentzian signature, where ρ ≡ Q/α(D). Integrating over a once, we get the
form of the potential

V (a) =
ρ2

2

1

a2
+
m2

2
a2 +

g

4
a4. (3.5)
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Examples of V (a) for various γ

Figure 2: Examples of the potential V (a). The axes are rescaled so that it only depends
on γ ≡ |g| ρ, i.e., the horizontal axis is a

√
|g|, while the vertical axis is |g|V (a). Left: An

example of V (a) when γ < γ0 ≡ 2m3

3
√
3
(blue). The concrete values are taken to be γ = 0.05

and m = 1.01. a0,1 are defined below (3.7), and the value of V (a0) is indicated by an orange
line. ã is irrelevant to the discussion but it is defined as the local maxima of the potential,
which is the value of a corresponding to ω = ω− in Sec. 2.3.2. Right: Example of V (a) from
γ < γ0 (red), passing γ = γ0 (blue) to γ > γ0 (green). The concrete values are taken to be
γ = γ0 − 0.35, γ = γ0, and γ = γ0 + 1, with m = 1.01. We can see that, as we increase γ, the
potential gets shallower and eventually loses its stationary point on the real axis when γ > γ0.
The marginal case where γ = γ0 has a stationary inflection point, whose value is denoted by
â, while the value of V (â) is indicated by an orange line.

We depict the form of the potential in Fig. 2. Noting that we are interested in the
region 0 < γ < γ0, there is one local minima and one local maxima of this potential,
corresponding to two time-independent solutions (with ω > 0) discussed in the previous
subsection. In fact, one can check that the local minima of V (a) is achieved when a = a0.

To get the EOM in the Euclidean signature, one can simply invert the sign of the
potential,

ä = V ′(a). (3.6)

Equivalently, by integrating both sides once, we get the conservation equation for en-
ergy, which is

ȧ2

2
− V (a) = −V (a0) (3.7)

It is now apparent that there is a solution that starts from a0 at tE = 0 and rolls down
−V (a), hitting a1 and eventually going back to a0 at tE = β →∞, where a1 was defined
by V (a1) = V (a0). This is the bounce solution which contributes to the Euclidean path
integral of the projected partition function, at β → ∞. We denote such a solution as
ab(tE). Even though the exact form will not be relevant later, we comment that there
is an analytic expression for ab(tE), which is a complicated function including elliptic
functions.
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3.1.2 Action of the bounce

Let us first rewrite the Euclidean action using the new variables a. As we only need
to know the classical value of the bounce action for the moment, we will truncate all
the fields other than the s-wave of a. The truncated Euclidean Lagrangian for a simply
becomes

LE[a] =
1

2
(∂a)2 + V (a). (3.8)

Although ab(tE) is defined in 0 ≤ tE ≤ β, for simplicity we shift its range to −β/2 ≤
tE ≤ β/2 without changing the physics. Moreover, as we take β → ∞, we think of
ab(tE) to be defined on the whole real line of tE. This means that the bounce solution
has the property

ab(tE)→ a0 (tE → ±∞). (3.9)

We also denote the time at which ab(tE) = a1 as t0E. Of course, the arbitrariness of t0E
is related to the zero mode of the bounce solution.

We can now compute the action of the bounce solution, Sb. We first deal with half
of the bounce, until tE = t0E, and then double it to get the final result, which becomes
(by using (3.7))

Sb = 2α(D)

∫ t0E

−∞
dtE (SE[ab]− SE[a0]) = 2α(D)

∫ a1

a0

da
√

2(V (a)− V (a0)), (3.10)

where α(D) comes from integrating over the spatial coordinate. For later convenience,
we redefine a ≡ b/

√
|g| (Remember that g < 0.), so that

V (b) =
1

|g|

[
γ2

2b2
+
m2b2

2
− b4

4

]
≡ 1

|g|
W (b), (3.11)

where, as already defined, γ ≡ −gρ. By using these, we have

Sb =
2
√

2α(D)

|g|

∫ b1

b0

db
√
W (b)−W (b0) ≡

2
√

2α(D)

|g|
sb(γ), (3.12)

where a0,1 ≡ b0,1/
√
|g|. We conduct the actual computation of this integral in the next

subsection.

3.2 Imaginary part of the operator dimension

Let us study the bounce action sb(γ) in more detail. First of all, although there is an
analytic expression for sb(γ), the expression is very complicated and we will not show
it here. We instead computed it numerically and showed it in Fig. 3.
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Figure 3: The bounce action sb as a function of γ = gρ. It is a decreasing function and it
hits zero when γ = γ0.

It is also easy to compute its value at some special values of γ. At γ = 0, the value
of the action is shown to be

sb(0) =

∫ √2m
0

db

√
m2b2

2
− b4

4
=

√
2

3
m3 (3.13)

On the other hand, since b0 = b1 at γ = γ0, we also immediately see that sb(γ0) = 0.
For later convenience, we will define a new object as

sb(γ) ≡
√

2

3
F (γ) (3.14)

so that F (0) = 1. In this notation, the action of the bounce becomes

Sb =
4α(D)

3 |g|
F (γ) (3.15)

Now that we have computed the action of the bounce, by using the dilute gas
approximation it is immediate to see that it contributes to the operator dimension at
charge Q, as

∆(Q) = ∆pert(Q) + iJb exp (−Sb) + · · · (3.16)

= ∆pert(Q) + iJb exp

(
−4α(D)

3 |g|
F (γ)

)
+ · · · . (3.17)

Here, Jb is a coefficient which comes from the one-loop determinant around the bounce,
and the imaginary number in front comes from a negative eigenvalue of the fluctuation
mode.
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Borrowing the preceding discussion given in Sec. 3.2.1 and in Sec. 3.2.2 to estimate
Jb, the final result for the imaginary part of the lowest operator dimension in the rank-Q
traceless symmetric representation becomes

Im ∆(Q) = ±fb(εQ)

√
2(N + 8)

πε
exp

(
−N + 8

3ε
F (εQ)

)
+ · · · , (3.18)

where fb(εQ) is normalised so that fb(0) = 1. Note that we have swapped the variable
of the function F from γ to λ ≡ εQ, so that now we have F (λ = λ0) = 0, where
λ0 ≡ N+8

6
√
3
. The result is indeed non-perturbative in ε as promised. Furthermore, if we

think about taking the large-N limit, it is non-perturbative in the 1/N -expansion as
well.

3.2.1 Analysis near εQ = 0

Let us compute Im ∆(Q) around εQ = 0. At γ = 0, the problem is nothing but
the computation of the decay rate of the quantum mechanics with an inverted quartic
double-well potential with action

S[a] = α(D)

[
1

2
(∂a)2 + V (a; γ = 0)

]
. (3.19)

One can redefine a ≡ x√
α(D)

to normalise the kinetic term, in which case we rewrite the

potential as

V (x; γ = 0) ≡ m2

2
x2 +

g

4α(D)
x4. (3.20)

The decay rate of the vacuum, which we denote ImEgs, is already computed in the
literature [46] and is known to be

i ImEgs = ±im

√
8α(D)

π |g|
exp

[
−4α(D)

3 |g|

]
× [1 +O(g)] . (3.21)

Hereafter we will not write the O(g) corrections explicitly anymore. Incidentally, the
exponent 4α(D)

3g
indeed matches Sb at γ = 0 as it should be. From this, we get

Jb(γ = 0) = ±m

√
8α(D)

π |g|
. (3.22)

Incidentally, Jb is in general a function of g and γ. Since the potential (3.11) depends
on g as an overall constant, we can see that

Jb(γ) ≡ Jb(0)fb(γ) = ±m

√
8α(D)

π |g|
× fb(γ) = O

(
|g|−1/2

)
(3.23)

where fb(γ) is some unknown function of γ of order unity, with fb(0) = 1. This gives
the final result that we presented in (3.18)
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3.2.2 Analysis near εQ = λ0

We can also compute Im ∆(Q) around εQ = λ0. As in (3.19), our truncated action is

S[a] = α(D)

[
1

2
(∂a)2 + V (a; γ)

]
. (3.24)

Let us now set γ ≡ γ0−δγ. If we define a new coordinate y by using b ≡
√

2
3

+y(δγ)1/2,
and furthermore set z ≡ y + 2−1/2 · 3−1/4, we have

W (z) = (const.)− 23/2 · 3−1/2z2
(
z − 33/4 · 2−1/2

)
× (δγ)3/2 +O((δγ)2) (3.25)

W0(z) ≡ −23/2 · 3−1/2z2
(
z − 33/4 · 2−1/2

)
≡ −1

2
p2z2(z − q2) (3.26)

In this scaling limit, the truncated action becomes (modulo an addition of an irrelevant
constant)

S[z] = α(D)

[
δγ

2 |g|
(∂z)2 +

(δγ)3/2

|g|
W0(z)

]
. (3.27)

Finally normalising the kinetic term, we get

S[x] =
1

2
(∂x)2 − p2 |g|1/2

2α(D)3/2
x2

(
x− q2

√
α(D)δγ

|g|

)
(3.28)

where x2 ≡ α(D)δγ
|g| z2.

The imaginary part of the ground state energy of such a system is also already
computed in the literature [46]. As the result is nothing but the imaginary part of the
operator dimension that we want, we get

i Im ∆(Q; γ0) = ±i (δγ)
7
8

√
C0

|g|
exp

[
−C1 (δγ)

5
4

|g|

]
, (3.29)

where C0,1 are some cumbersome constants irrelevant to the discussion. This result tells
us the behaviour of the function F (γ) and fb(γ) near the transition point, γ = γ0. The
fact that the exponent is a fractional power of δγ will be important in the next section.

4 Discussion

There are two special points of interest in the final result given in (3.18) – at εQ = 0
and at εQ = λ0. The former point is connected to the region where Q is fixed, while the
latter is connected to the region εQ > λ0, in which the complex saddle-point dominates.
In the middle, the exponents of the non-perturbative correction gets smaller and smaller,
and hence the imaginary part of the operator dimension grows as we increase εQ.
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4.1 εQ = 0 – Reproducing the finite-Q result

Even though our result was derived in the double-scaling limit in which Q is taken
to infinity, if we plug in finite Q into the final expression and sum all the relevant
contributions, the result should reproduce the finite-Q result. This means that εQ = 0
should be smoothly connected to the regime of finite-Q. For example, doing so will
reproduce the real part of the operator dimension of φa at finite-Q, computed using
Feynman diagrams.

For the non-perturbative contributions, taking Q to be finite means taking εQ to
be of order O(ε). Now, (3.13) and Fig. 3 means that F (εQ) = 1− κεQ+O((εQ)2) for
some positive value κ. Therefore, we get

Im ∆(Q) = ±
√

2(N + 8)

πε
exp

(
κQ(N + 8)

3

)
× exp

(
−N + 8

3ε

)
+ · · · (4.1)

where we have set fb(εQ) ≈ 1 as the correction to this is not important.
Comparing this to [9], we see that the result correctly reproduces the exponent of the

non-perturbative correction at Q = 1. The coefficient in front is, however, subject to
other corrections. For example, there could be other class of corrections whose exponent
is the same as above at εQ = 0, but net larger for εQ > 0. All in all, we believe that
only the exponent should be correctly reproduces at finite Q from the double-scaling
limit, which we succeeded in. However, as a general trend, we can imagine that the
coefficient gets bigger as we increase Q. It would be interesting to check this using
conventional analyses.

There is one additional comment regarding this. In [21], it was noted that the
behaviour of the exponent of the non-perturbative correction at Q = 1 and at large-N
is similar to that of Q/N at which the real saddle-point ceases to exist, as functions of
D. Incidentally, the latter is an analogue of λ0 in the D = 4+ε case. Since the former is
the value of the bounce action at Q/N = 0 and the latter is the value of Q/N at which
the bounce action vanishes, there is no wonder that these two are qualitatively similar.
It would be also interesting to conduct the similar computation as ours at large-N to
make this connection more concrete.

4.2 εQ = λ0 – Condensation of bounces

Even more surprising is the point at which εQ = λ0. Here, the bounce action vanishes
and the leading non-perturbative correction becomes of order one. It means that the
dilute-gas approximation we have used is no longer valid at εQ = λ0, and multi-bounce
corrections become equally important. This phenomenon is called the condensation
of bounces, and an analogous phenomenon is observed at the Gross-Witten-Wadia
transition point [27–32], called the condensation of instantons (where the instanton
action becomes zero at the transition point).

As discussed in [33,47,48], the condensation of bounces is closely related to the fact
that ∆(Q;λ) experiences a phase transition at λ = λ0 in the strict Q → ∞ limit (See
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Sec. 2.3.3). The argument is that such a condensation prohibits ∆(Q) from having a
phase transition at finite but large Q.7 As the non-perturbative correction can be as big
as the perturbative one when the condensation happens, they can conspire to smooth
out the phase transition to a crossover at finite but large Q.

This mechanism can be seen more concretely by using a new double-scaling limit.
This will mimic the similar double-scaling limit used in the context of matrix models
or topological strings [33, 47–50]. Let us first recall the form of ∆(Q, γ) near γ0, with
γ = γ0 − δγ,

∆(Q, γ) = ∆pert(Q, γ) + ∆np(Q, γ) (4.2)

∆pert(Q, γ) =
1

ε
F0(γ) + F1(γ) + εF2(γ) · · · (4.3)

∆np(Q, γ) = i (δγ)
7
8

√
C0

|g|
exp

[
−C1 (δγ)

5
4

|g|

]
+ (multi-bounce) (4.4)

Since we would like to fix the exponent of the non-perturbative correction, the new
double-scaling limit becomes which is to take γ → γ0 and Q→∞, while fixing

γ → γ0, Q→∞ ε(δγ)5/4 ≡ κ5/4 = (fixed). (4.5)

Incidentally, this double-scaling limit, with 5/4 being precisely the exponent, is also
seen in the double-scaling limit of the cubic matrix model. This is no surprise as the
form of the potential V (a) can be approximated by a cubic function when γ ≈ γ0, as
discussed in 3.2.2.

In this double-scaling limit, the reorganisation of expansions in terms of ε happens.
The new expansion parameter becomes ε4/5 as we have

1

ε
F0(ε, κ) =

1

ε

(
1

3
− κ√

3
ε4/5 − 2κ3/2

35/4
ε6/5 +

κ2

12
ε8/5 + · · ·

)
. (4.6)

We also have

∆np(ε, κ) ∝ iε1/5κ7/8 exp
(
−κ5/4

)
+ · · · , (4.7)

and this means that possible singularities physical quantities at κ = 0 due to κ3/2 in
(4.6) can get cancelled by the non-perturbative corrections, as they are of the same
order, O(ε1/5). We leave more detailed discussions of this new double-scaling limit,
detailed mechanism in which the phase transition becomes a crossover, or its possible
relation to matrix models to future work.

Before concluding the section, we point out the difference of the current situation
with that of the Wilson-Fisher fixed point in D = 4 − ε. In D = 4 − ε, the double
expansion is believed not to have non-perturbative corrections, so that there exists no

7 Since ∆(Q) is nothing but the ground state energy on a finite volume space, the general principle
prohibits it from having a phase transition at large but finite Q.
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phase transitions as we move from small εQ to large εQ. This is in spite of the fact
that the convenient description of the theory changes along the way also in D = 4− ε.
However, it would be interesting to check if there are really no analogous phenomena
in D = 4− ε.

5 Conclusions and Outlook

In this paper, we computed the lowest operator dimension in rank-Q traceless symmetric
representation of O(N) Wilson-Fisher fixed point in D = 4 + ε. In particular, we
computed, for the first time, the non-perturbative imaginary correction to the operator
dimension in the double-scaling limit where εQ is fixed. The correction was found by
noticing that there is a time-dependent saddle-point, called the bounce, in the Euclidean
path integral representation of the projected partition function. The result of the
leading non-perturbative correction turned out to be

i∆leading
np (Q) = ±ifb(εQ)

√
2(N + 8)

πε
exp

(
−N + 8

3ε
F (εQ)

)
. (5.1)

By using this result, we looked closely at two points of interest, εQ = 0 and εQ =
λ0. First, at εQ = 0, we saw that the exponent of the non-perturbative correction
reproduces the computation of [9] at Q = 1. This is interesting since it is the first
time where one can demonstrate that the small εQ expansion is connected to the finite
Q region, even in the presence of non-perturbative corrections. Note that in [43], the
computation in the double-scaling limit did not reproduce the result at finite Q, possibly
due to the instanton-like corrections. It would be also interesting to demonstrate the
connection between the small εQ limit and the finite Q region by finding the non-
perturbative corrections in their model.

Second, we found a second order phase transition at εQ = λ0 for ∆pert(Q) in the
strict Q→∞ limit. This is the point where the real solution to the saddle-point equa-
tion ceases to exist. Even though the model itself is very different, this was analogous to
Gross-Witten-Wadia phase transition in that the condensation of bounces occurs at the
transition point. We also computed how fast the bounce action vanishes near the tran-
sition point, and argued that they are responsible for cancelling the jumps in the n-th
derivatives of ∆pert(Q) in the strict Q→∞ limit. We also found a new double-scaling
limit which is suited for analysing near the transition, and pointed out its similarity to
matrix models.

There are number of interesting future directions which have not been mentioned in
this paper yet. First, one should try doing the same analysis in D = 6− ε or at large-N
in general 4 < D < 6. In particular, by doing the large-N expansion, one should be
able to compute the value of Q/N at the similar transition point as a function of D.
This will be a powerful check of our current result. It would be also interesting to
extend this to other models with a possible double-scaling structure, such as various
SUSY theories [20, 41, 43, 51–53] or Chern-Simons-matter theories [54, 55]. One could
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also look for other double-scaling limit in systems with boundaries or defects [56–65],
or with non-relativistic conformal symmetry [66–71]

Second, it is important to do the similar analysis at large εQ. Even though we saw
the divergence in the second derivative of ∆(Q) in terms of λ, the analysis is in fact
not complete unless we do the same analysis from large εQ. This region is more inter-
esting but complicated, firstly because the bounce solution will turn into an instanton
solution but in the complex plane, connecting two vacua which are complex conjugate
to each other. Secondly, there could be much bigger non-perturbative corrections of
order O(exp(−

√
εQ)) to the one-loop correction to the static saddle-point already.8 As

discussed in [75,76], this comes from the worldline instanton of the massive particle on
top of the saddle-point.9

Additionally, even though we found a phase transition, it does not tell us how the
degrees of freedom reorganises itself to give a large imaginary part of ∆(Q) there. It
is indeed an intriguing question where such a large imaginary part comes from in the
language of the ordinary perturbation theory.10 Answering this question might be one
step towards understanding the similar question in D = 4− ε, or more in general, the
exponentiation of multiparticle amplitudes [23–26].

Furthermore, the step next would be to study a different double-scaling limit which
zooms into the transition point. This analysis has been conducted already for the Gross-
Witten-Wadia model, where one sees that the singularity gets resolved, reflecting the
physics of large but finite N [77]. Through this analysis, we would be able to understand
more the relation between the double-scaling limit and the finite Q or finite ε physics.

It can also be an interesting challenge to look for or to disprove non-perturbative
corrections in D = 4 − ε. Usually, it is believed that there are no such corrections in
D = 4 − ε, since the leading singularity in the Borel plane in the ε-expansion lies in
the negative real axis [78]. However, in the double-scaling limit, we can think about a
bounce solution, which, this time, goes off to the complex plane and then comes back
to the real axis. These types of complex non-perturbative objects may or may not
contribute to the physical quantity as discussed in [79–82], and it would be interesting
to check either way.

Thinking about the resurgence structure of the current double expansion is also
interesting. In some cases, non-perturbative corrections can be reproduced from the
perturbative expansion [35, 83–86]. This might mean that by studying ∆pert carefully,
we might be able to extract information about the non-perturbative correction that

8 The square root in the exponent of the non-perturbative correction is something which is typical in
string theory or in matrix models, as opposed to ordinary QFTs. This might be hinting the connection
of the large charge expansion to matrix models or to string theory. This might have something to do
with the effective theory of long strings, as in [72–74]. We thank Domenico Orlando for discussions.

9 In [76] it is argued that the one-loop determinant is convergent around D = 4. This is indeed correct,
but there still exist non-perturbative corrections from the worldline instanton.

10 It could be that the non-perturbative imaginary part we computed in the present paper somehow
reorganises itself into the large imaginary part at large εQ. However, since the imaginary part at large
εQ comes from what was ∆pert at small εQ, it would be very mysterious and begs for more explanation
if this happens.
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we computed. What might be related is the concavity of the operator dimension as a
function of Q at small εQ. Such a concavity is conjectured to indicate some sickness of
the theory (e.g., non-unitarity) in relation to the weak gravity conjecture [87, 88] (For
a review of weak gravity conjecture in general see [89].) As discussed in [37, 38], this
inevitably leads to complex operator dimensions at large εQ. However, the theory of
resurgence might tell us how the sickness (in this the imaginary part in the operator
dimension) comes about already at small εQ.

More generally, this double-scaling limit can be thought of as an example where
a large particle number changes the qualitative behaviour of the system, even if it
is weakly-coupled. This phenomenon is in fact ubiquitous in physics. For example,
Gross-Witten-Wadia transition, which we already saw is similar to our transition, is
holographically dual to the string-Black Hole transition [90–93,93]. Now, this transition
can happen entirely at weak-coupling, but as we increase the temperature the excitation
level of a string increases, and after a certain temperature the state looks like a small
Black Hole. It would be therefore interesting to think about the connection between the
double-scaling limit of the large charge expansion, and the string-Black Hole transition.
More concretely, it would be nice to come up with a finite-temperature version of
our story, and to make parallel comparison of the semi-classical saddle with the semi-
classical gravity configuration governing the Horowitz-Polchinski solution.

It would also be interesting to think about the holographic dual of our transition
in a direct way. Our CFT picture is that there are Q weakly interacting particles, and
as we increase the particle number, at some threshold particle density the transition
happens and the state starts looking like a superfluid, homogeneously distributed on the
spatial slice. Therefore, a very qualitative holographic picture of the transition should
be that these Q particles near the boundary of the AdS space gets attracted more to
the centre of it, finally reaching some semi-classical object at the centre of AdS.11

Finally, as a distant goal, it might be worthwhile to understand the relation to
matrix models. First of all, at least superficially by comparing the series expansion,
we can see that the ’t Hooft expansion and our double-scaling expansion is parallel.
For example, in the case of ABJM theory [98], the rank of the gauge group N can be
identified with Q, whereas the level k can be with 1/ε. In this analogy, the large charge
regime Q� 1 and fixed ε corresponds to the M-theory regime.

In fact, the relation might be a little more than just being superficial. In the M -
theory regime, it is known that there is a description in terms of Fermi gases [99].
Here, k is proportional to the Planck constant of the Fermi gas system, whereas N
corresponds to the number of particles, which is somehow close enough to the charge.
Furthermore, the relation between the matrix model (or its Fermi gas picture) and
the large charge expansion is already pointed out in the context of N = 2 SQCD in
D = 4 [20, 100]. A similar phenomenon is also observed in the context of Wilson loops
in N = 4 SYM [65, 101]. It would be of great use if we can come up with the large

11Unfortunately, there is still no consensus as to what such a semi-classical object in gravity should look
like, although there are several proposals so far [94–97].
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charge effective action corresponding to the Fermi gas system, and even better, to the
M -theory regime of ABJM theory.

As another supporting evidence, we have also found in this paper that the new
double-scaling limit near the phase transition point is parallel between the large charge
expansion and the matrix model. The analogy will be more convincing if we study
the limit κ → ∞, which we leave for future work. This limit should be connected to
the regime of large Q and fixed εQ � 1, and it would be interesting to first check
this. Additionally, it would be interesting to check what the expansion parameters
are for both perturbative and non-perturbative parts. It was argued in the context of
the matrix model that the expansion parameter of the non-perturbative part is square
root of that of the perturbative part [102]. This is because the former comes from the
open string coupling while the latter, the closed string coupling. It would reinforce the
analogy and possibly help find the matrix model dual of our theory if we find the same
phenomena in our case as well.

Acknowledgement

The author thanks Ohad Mamroud and Adar Sharon for collaborations at early stages
of the work, as well as stimulating discussions and useful advice throughout. We are also
grateful to Ofer Aharony, Simeon Hellerman, Domenico Orlando and Susanne Reffert
for valuable discussions and the thorough reading of the manuscript. This work is
supported by the Foreign Postdoctoral Fellowship Program of the Israel Academy of
Sciences and Humanities, by Israel Science Foundation center for excellence grant (grant
number 2289/18), and by the German Research Foundation through a German-Israeli
Project Cooperation (DIP) grant “Holography and the Swampland”.

References

[1] Y. Ashida, Z. Gong and M. Ueda, Non-Hermitian physics, Adv. Phys. 69 (2021)
249 [2006.01837].

[2] C.-N. Yang and T.D. Lee, Statistical theory of equations of state and phase
transitions. 1. Theory of condensation, Phys. Rev. 87 (1952) 404.

[3] T.D. Lee and C.-N. Yang, Statistical theory of equations of state and phase
transitions. 2. Lattice gas and Ising model, Phys. Rev. 87 (1952) 410.

[4] J.L. Cardy, Conformal Invariance and the Yang-lee Edge Singularity in
Two-dimensions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 54 (1985) 1354.

[5] C. Flindt and J.P. Garrahan, Trajectory phase transitions, lee-yang zeros, and
high-order cumulants in full counting statistics, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110 (2013)
050601.

22

https://doi.org/10.1080/00018732.2021.1876991
https://doi.org/10.1080/00018732.2021.1876991
https://arxiv.org/abs/2006.01837
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.87.404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.87.410
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.54.1354
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.050601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.110.050601


[6] K. Brandner, V.F. Maisi, J.P. Pekola, J.P. Garrahan and C. Flindt,
Experimental determination of dynamical lee-yang zeros, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118
(2017) 180601.

[7] S. Giombi, R. Huang, I.R. Klebanov, S.S. Pufu and G. Tarnopolsky, The O(N)
Model in 4 < d < 6 : Instantons and complex CFTs, Phys. Rev. D 101 (2020)
045013 [1910.02462].

[8] L. Fei, S. Giombi and I.R. Klebanov, Critical O(N) models in 6− ε dimensions,
Phys. Rev. D 90 (2014) 025018 [1404.1094].

[9] A.J. McKane, D.J. Wallace and O.F. de Alcantara Bonfim, Non-perturbative
renormalisation using dimensional regularisation: applications to the ε
expansion, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and General 17 (1984) 1861.

[10] S. Hellerman, N. Kobayashi, S. Maeda and M. Watanabe, A Note on
Inhomogeneous Ground States at Large Global Charge, JHEP 10 (2019) 038
[1705.05825].

[11] S. Hellerman, N. Kobayashi, S. Maeda and M. Watanabe, Observables in
inhomogeneous ground states at large global charge, JHEP 08 (2021) 079
[1804.06495].

[12] D. Banerjee, S. Chandrasekharan, D. Orlando and S. Reffert, Conformal
dimensions in the large charge sectors at the O(4) Wilson-Fisher fixed point,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 123 (2019) 051603 [1902.09542].

[13] D. Banerjee and S. Chandrasekharan, Subleading conformal dimensions at the
O(4) Wilson-Fisher fixed point, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) L031507 [2111.01202].

[14] S. Hellerman, D. Orlando, S. Reffert and M. Watanabe, On the CFT Operator
Spectrum at Large Global Charge, JHEP 12 (2015) 071 [1505.01537].

[15] L. Alvarez-Gaume, O. Loukas, D. Orlando and S. Reffert, Compensating strong
coupling with large charge, JHEP 04 (2017) 059 [1610.04495].

[16] L.A. Gaumé, D. Orlando and S. Reffert, Selected topics in the large quantum
number expansion, Phys. Rept. 933 (2021) 2180 [2008.03308].

[17] L. Alvarez-Gaume, D. Orlando and S. Reffert, Large charge at large N, JHEP
12 (2019) 142 [1909.02571].

[18] G. Badel, G. Cuomo, A. Monin and R. Rattazzi, The Epsilon Expansion Meets
Semiclassics, JHEP 11 (2019) 110 [1909.01269].

[19] M. Watanabe, Accessing large global charge via the ε-expansion, JHEP 04
(2021) 264 [1909.01337].

23

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.180601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.118.180601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.045013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.101.045013
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.02462
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.025018
https://arxiv.org/abs/1404.1094
https://doi.org/10.1088/0305-4470/17/9/021
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2019)038
https://arxiv.org/abs/1705.05825
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2021)079
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.06495
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.123.051603
https://arxiv.org/abs/1902.09542
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.L031507
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.01202
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2015)071
https://arxiv.org/abs/1505.01537
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2017)059
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.04495
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physrep.2021.08.001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.03308
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2019)142
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2019)142
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.02571
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2019)110
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.01269
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)264
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)264
https://arxiv.org/abs/1909.01337


[20] A. Grassi, Z. Komargodski and L. Tizzano, Extremal correlators and random
matrix theory, JHEP 04 (2021) 214 [1908.10306].

[21] S. Giombi and J. Hyman, On the large charge sector in the critical O(N) model
at large N, JHEP 09 (2021) 184 [2011.11622].

[22] O. Antipin, J. Bersini, F. Sannino, Z.-W. Wang and C. Zhang, More on the
cubic versus quartic interaction equivalence in the O(N) model, Phys. Rev. D
104 (2021) 085002 [2107.02528].

[23] M.V. Libanov, V.A. Rubakov, D.T. Son and S.V. Troitsky, Exponentiation of
multiparticle amplitudes in scalar theories, Phys. Rev. D 50 (1994) 7553
[hep-ph/9407381].

[24] M.V. Libanov, D.T. Son and S.V. Troitsky, Exponentiation of multiparticle
amplitudes in scalar theories. 2. Universality of the exponent, Phys. Rev. D 52
(1995) 3679 [hep-ph/9503412].

[25] D.T. Son, Semiclassical approach for multiparticle production in scalar theories,
Nucl. Phys. B 477 (1996) 378 [hep-ph/9505338].

[26] F.L. Bezrukov, M.V. Libanov, D.T. Son and S.V. Troitsky, Singular classical
solutions and tree multiparticle cross-sections in scalar theories, in 10th
International Workshop on High-energy Physics and Quantum Field Theory
(NPI MSU 95), pp. 228–238, 9, 1995 [hep-ph/9512342].

[27] S.R. Wadia, A Study of U(N) Lattice Gauge Theory in 2-dimensions,
1212.2906.

[28] S.R. Wadia, N = Infinity Phase Transition in a Class of Exactly Soluble Model
Lattice Gauge Theories, Phys. Lett. B 93 (1980) 403.

[29] D.J. Gross and E. Witten, Possible Third Order Phase Transition in the Large
N Lattice Gauge Theory, Phys. Rev. D 21 (1980) 446.

[30] D.J. Gross and A. Matytsin, Instanton induced large N phase transitions in
two-dimensional and four-dimensional QCD, Nucl. Phys. B 429 (1994) 50
[hep-th/9404004].

[31] D.J. Gross and A. Matytsin, Some properties of large N two-dimensional
Yang-Mills theory, Nucl. Phys. B 437 (1995) 541 [hep-th/9410054].

[32] E. Witten, On quantum gauge theories in two-dimensions, Commun. Math.
Phys. 141 (1991) 153.

[33] M. Marino, Nonperturbative effects and nonperturbative definitions in matrix
models and topological strings, JHEP 12 (2008) 114 [0805.3033].

24

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)214
https://arxiv.org/abs/1908.10306
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2021)184
https://arxiv.org/abs/2011.11622
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.085002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.085002
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.02528
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.50.7553
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9407381
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.3679
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.52.3679
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9503412
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(96)00386-0
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9505338
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-ph/9512342
https://arxiv.org/abs/1212.2906
https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(80)90353-6
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.21.446
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0550-3213(94)80041-3
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9404004
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(94)00570-5
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9410054
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02100009
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02100009
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/12/114
https://arxiv.org/abs/0805.3033


[34] G. Başar and G.V. Dunne, Resurgence and the Nekrasov-Shatashvili limit:
connecting weak and strong coupling in the Mathieu and Lamé systems, JHEP
02 (2015) 160 [1501.05671].

[35] G.V. Dunne and M. Unsal, WKB and Resurgence in the Mathieu Equation,
1603.04924.

[36] L. Fei, S. Giombi, I.R. Klebanov and G. Tarnopolsky, Three loop analysis of the
critical O(N) models in 6-ε dimensions, Phys. Rev. D 91 (2015) 045011
[1411.1099].

[37] R. Moser, D. Orlando and S. Reffert, Convexity, large charge and the large-N
phase diagram of the ϕ4 theory, JHEP 02 (2022) 152 [2110.07617].

[38] D. Orlando, S. Reffert and T. Schmidt, Following the flow for large N and large
charge, Phys. Lett. B 825 (2022) 136881 [2110.07616].

[39] S. Hellerman, S. Maeda and M. Watanabe, Operator Dimensions from Moduli,
JHEP 10 (2017) 089 [1706.05743].

[40] S. Hellerman and S. Maeda, On the Large R-charge Expansion in N = 2
Superconformal Field Theories, JHEP 12 (2017) 135 [1710.07336].

[41] S. Hellerman, S. Maeda, D. Orlando, S. Reffert and M. Watanabe, Universal
correlation functions in rank 1 SCFTs, JHEP 12 (2019) 047 [1804.01535].

[42] S. Hellerman, S. Maeda, D. Orlando, S. Reffert and M. Watanabe, S-duality and
correlation functions at large R-charge, JHEP 04 (2021) 287 [2005.03021].

[43] A. Sharon and M. Watanabe, Transition of Large R-Charge Operators on a
Conformal Manifold, JHEP 01 (2021) 068 [2008.01106].

[44] L. Alvarez-Gaume, O. Loukas, D. Orlando and S. Reffert, Compensating strong
coupling with large charge, JHEP 04 (2017) 059 [1610.04495].

[45] O. Antipin, J. Bersini, F. Sannino, Z.-W. Wang and C. Zhang, Charging the
O(N) model, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 045011 [2003.13121].

[46] H.J.W. Müller-Kirsten, Introduction to Quantum Mechanics, WORLD
SCIENTIFIC (2006), 10.1142/6050,
[https://www.worldscientific.com/doi/pdf/10.1142/6050].

[47] A. Ahmed and G.V. Dunne, Transmutation of a Trans-series: The
Gross-Witten-Wadia Phase Transition, JHEP 11 (2017) 054 [1710.01812].

[48] A. Ahmed and G.V. Dunne, Non-perturbative large N trans-series for the
Gross–Witten–Wadia beta function, Phys. Lett. B 785 (2018) 342 [1808.05236].

25

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2015)160
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2015)160
https://arxiv.org/abs/1501.05671
https://arxiv.org/abs/1603.04924
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.91.045011
https://arxiv.org/abs/1411.1099
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2022)152
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.07617
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2022.136881
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.07616
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2017)089
https://arxiv.org/abs/1706.05743
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2017)135
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.07336
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2019)047
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.01535
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)287
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.03021
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2021)068
https://arxiv.org/abs/2008.01106
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2017)059
https://arxiv.org/abs/1610.04495
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.045011
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.13121
https://doi.org/10.1142/6050
https://arxiv.org/abs/https://www.worldscientific.com/doi/pdf/10.1142/6050
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2017)054
https://arxiv.org/abs/1710.01812
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2018.08.072
https://arxiv.org/abs/1808.05236


[49] M. Marino, R. Schiappa and M. Weiss, Multi-Instantons and Multi-Cuts, J.
Math. Phys. 50 (2009) 052301 [0809.2619].

[50] M. Marino, S. Pasquetti and P. Putrov, Large N duality beyond the genus
expansion, JHEP 07 (2010) 074 [0911.4692].

[51] A. Bourget, D. Rodriguez-Gomez and J.G. Russo, A limit for large R-charge
correlators in N = 2 theories, JHEP 05 (2018) 074 [1803.00580].

[52] S. Hellerman and D. Orlando, Large R-charge EFT correlators in N=2 SQCD,
2103.05642.

[53] S. Hellerman, On the exponentially small corrections to N = 2 superconformal
correlators at large R-charge, 2103.09312.

[54] M. Watanabe, Chern-Simons-matter theories at large baryon number, JHEP 10
(2021) 245 [1904.09815].

[55] G. Cuomo, L.V. Delacretaz and U. Mehta, Large Charge Sector of 3d
Parity-Violating CFTs, JHEP 05 (2021) 115 [2102.05046].

[56] C. Hoyos, A defect action for Wilson loops, JHEP 07 (2018) 045 [1803.09809].

[57] M. Beccaria, Double scaling limit of N = 2 chiral correlators with
Maldacena-Wilson loop, JHEP 02 (2019) 095 [1810.10483].

[58] M. Billò, F. Galvagno and A. Lerda, BPS wilson loops in generic conformal N
= 2 SU(N) SYM theories, JHEP 08 (2019) 108 [1906.07085].

[59] L. Bianchi, M. Billò, F. Galvagno and A. Lerda, Emitted Radiation and
Geometry, JHEP 01 (2020) 075 [1910.06332].

[60] F. Galvagno, Wilson loops as defects in N=2 conformal field theories, Ph.D.
thesis, Universita’ Di Torino, Turin U., 2020. 2005.04019.

[61] S. Giombi, J. Jiang and S. Komatsu, Giant Wilson loops and AdS2/dCFT1,
JHEP 11 (2020) 064 [2005.08890].

[62] G. Cuomo, M. Mezei and A. Raviv-Moshe, Boundary conformal field theory at
large charge, JHEP 10 (2021) 143 [2108.06579].

[63] G. Cuomo, Z. Komargodski, M. Mezei and A. Raviv-Moshe, Spin Impurities,
Wilson Lines and Semiclassics, 2202.00040.

[64] D. Rodriguez-Gomez, A Scaling Limit for Line and Surface Defects,
2202.03471.

[65] S. Giombi, S. Komatsu and B. Offertaler, Large Charges on the Wilson Line in
N = 4 SYM: II. Quantum Fluctuations, OPE, and Spectral Curve, 2202.07627.

26

https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3097755
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.3097755
https://arxiv.org/abs/0809.2619
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2010)074
https://arxiv.org/abs/0911.4692
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2018)074
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.00580
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.05642
https://arxiv.org/abs/2103.09312
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)245
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)245
https://arxiv.org/abs/1904.09815
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)115
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.05046
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2018)045
https://arxiv.org/abs/1803.09809
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)095
https://arxiv.org/abs/1810.10483
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2019)108
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.07085
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2020)075
https://arxiv.org/abs/1910.06332
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.04019
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2020)064
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.08890
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2021)143
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.06579
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.00040
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.03471
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.07627


[66] S.M. Kravec and S. Pal, Nonrelativistic Conformal Field Theories in the Large
Charge Sector, JHEP 02 (2019) 008 [1809.08188].

[67] S. Favrod, D. Orlando and S. Reffert, The large-charge expansion for
Schrödinger systems, JHEP 12 (2018) 052 [1809.06371].

[68] D. Orlando, V. Pellizzani and S. Reffert, Near-Schrödinger dynamics at large
charge, Phys. Rev. D 103 (2021) 105018 [2010.07942].

[69] S. Hellerman and I. Swanson, Droplet-Edge Operators in Nonrelativistic
Conformal Field Theories, 2010.07967.

[70] V. Pellizzani, Operator spectrum of nonrelativistic CFTs at large charge,
2107.12127.

[71] S. Hellerman, D. Orlando, V. Pellizzani, S. Reffert and I. Swanson,
Nonrelativistic CFTs at Large Charge: Casimir Energy and Logarithmic
Enhancements, 2111.12094.

[72] S. Hellerman and I. Swanson, String Theory of the Regge Intercept, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 114 (2015) 111601 [1312.0999].

[73] S. Hellerman, S. Maeda, J. Maltz and I. Swanson, Effective String Theory
Simplified, JHEP 09 (2014) 183 [1405.6197].

[74] O. Aharony and Z. Komargodski, The Effective Theory of Long Strings, JHEP
05 (2013) 118 [1302.6257].

[75] N. Dondi, I. Kalogerakis, D. Orlando and S. Reffert, Resurgence of the
large-charge expansion, JHEP 05 (2021) 035 [2102.12488].

[76] O. Antipin, J. Bersini, F. Sannino and M. Torres, The analytic structure of the
fixed charge expansion, 2202.13165.

[77] L. Alvarez-Gaume, P. Basu, M. Marino and S.R. Wadia, Blackhole/String
Transition for the Small Schwarzschild Blackhole of AdS(5)x S**5 and Critical
Unitary Matrix Models, Eur. Phys. J. C 48 (2006) 647 [hep-th/0605041].

[78] G.V. Dunne and M. Meynig, Instantons or renormalons? Remarks on φd=44
theory in the MS scheme, Phys. Rev. D 105 (2022) 025019 [2111.15554].

[79] A. Behtash, G.V. Dunne, T. Schäfer, T. Sulejmanpasic and M. Ünsal,
Complexified path integrals, exact saddles and supersymmetry, Phys. Rev. Lett.
116 (2016) 011601 [1510.00978].

[80] A. Behtash, G.V. Dunne, T. Schäfer, T. Sulejmanpasic and M. Ünsal, Toward
Picard–Lefschetz theory of path integrals, complex saddles and resurgence, Ann.
Math. Sci. Appl. 02 (2017) 95 [1510.03435].

27

https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2019)008
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.08188
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2018)052
https://arxiv.org/abs/1809.06371
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.103.105018
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.07942
https://arxiv.org/abs/2010.07967
https://arxiv.org/abs/2107.12127
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.12094
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.111601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.114.111601
https://arxiv.org/abs/1312.0999
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2014)183
https://arxiv.org/abs/1405.6197
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2013)118
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2013)118
https://arxiv.org/abs/1302.6257
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2021)035
https://arxiv.org/abs/2102.12488
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.13165
https://doi.org/10.1140/epjc/s10052-006-0049-x
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0605041
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.105.025019
https://arxiv.org/abs/2111.15554
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.011601
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.011601
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.00978
https://doi.org/10.4310/AMSA.2017.v2.n1.a3
https://doi.org/10.4310/AMSA.2017.v2.n1.a3
https://arxiv.org/abs/1510.03435


[81] P.V. Buividovich, G.V. Dunne and S.N. Valgushev, Complex Path Integrals and
Saddles in Two-Dimensional Gauge Theory, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116 (2016) 132001
[1512.09021].

[82] G.V. Dunne and M. Unsal, Deconstructing zero: resurgence, supersymmetry and
complex saddles, JHEP 12 (2016) 002 [1609.05770].

[83] G.V. Dunne and M. Ünsal, Generating nonperturbative physics from
perturbation theory, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) 041701 [1306.4405].

[84] G.V. Dunne and M. Unsal, Uniform WKB, Multi-instantons, and Resurgent
Trans-Series, Phys. Rev. D 89 (2014) 105009 [1401.5202].

[85] T. Misumi, M. Nitta and N. Sakai, Resurgence in sine-Gordon quantum
mechanics: Exact agreement between multi-instantons and uniform WKB, JHEP
09 (2015) 157 [1507.00408].

[86] I. Gahramanov and K. Tezgin, A resurgence analysis for cubic and quartic
anharmonic potentials, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 32 (2017) 1750033 [1608.08119].

[87] O. Aharony and E. Palti, Convexity of charged operators in CFTs and the weak
gravity conjecture, Phys. Rev. D 104 (2021) 126005 [2108.04594].

[88] O. Antipin, J. Bersini, F. Sannino, Z.-W. Wang and C. Zhang, More on the
weak gravity conjecture via convexity of charged operators, JHEP 12 (2021) 204
[2109.04946].

[89] D. Harlow, B. Heidenreich, M. Reece and T. Rudelius, The Weak Gravity
Conjecture: A Review, 2201.08380.

[90] L. Susskind, Some speculations about black hole entropy in string theory,
hep-th/9309145.

[91] G.T. Horowitz and J. Polchinski, A Correspondence principle for black holes and
strings, Phys. Rev. D 55 (1997) 6189 [hep-th/9612146].

[92] A. Sen, Extremal black holes and elementary string states, Mod. Phys. Lett. A
10 (1995) 2081 [hep-th/9504147].

[93] L. Alvarez-Gaume, C. Gomez, H. Liu and S. Wadia, Finite temperature effective
action, AdS(5) black holes, and 1/N expansion, Phys. Rev. D 71 (2005) 124023
[hep-th/0502227].

[94] O. Loukas, D. Orlando, S. Reffert and D. Sarkar, An AdS/EFT correspondence
at large charge, Nucl. Phys. B 934 (2018) 437 [1804.04151].

[95] A. de la Fuente and J. Zosso, The large charge expansion and AdS/CFT, JHEP
06 (2020) 178 [2005.06169].

28

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.132001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1512.09021
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2016)002
https://arxiv.org/abs/1609.05770
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.041701
https://arxiv.org/abs/1306.4405
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.89.105009
https://arxiv.org/abs/1401.5202
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2015)157
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP09(2015)157
https://arxiv.org/abs/1507.00408
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X17500336
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.08119
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.104.126005
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.04594
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2021)204
https://arxiv.org/abs/2109.04946
https://arxiv.org/abs/2201.08380
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9309145
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.55.6189
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9612146
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732395002234
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217732395002234
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9504147
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.71.124023
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0502227
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2018.07.020
https://arxiv.org/abs/1804.04151
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2020)178
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2020)178
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.06169


[96] H.-S. Liu, H. Lu and Y. Pang, Revisiting the AdS Boson Stars: the Mass-Charge
Relations, Phys. Rev. D 102 (2020) 126008 [2007.15017].

[97] S.-F. Guo, H.-S. Liu, H. Lü and Y. Pang, Large-charge limit of AdS boson stars
with mixed boundary conditions, JHEP 04 (2021) 220 [2101.00017].

[98] O. Aharony, O. Bergman, D.L. Jafferis and J. Maldacena, N=6 superconformal
Chern-Simons-matter theories, M2-branes and their gravity duals, JHEP 10
(2008) 091 [0806.1218].

[99] M. Marino and P. Putrov, ABJM theory as a Fermi gas, J. Stat. Mech. 1203
(2012) P03001 [1110.4066].

[100] A. Bissi, F. Fucito, A. Manenti, J.F. Morales and R. Savelli, OPE coefficients in
Argyres-Douglas theories, 2112.11899.

[101] S. Giombi, S. Komatsu and B. Offertaler, Large charges on the Wilson loop in N
= 4 SYM: matrix model and classical string, JHEP 03 (2022) 020 [2110.13126].

[102] I. Aniceto, R. Schiappa and M. Vonk, The Resurgence of Instantons in String
Theory, Commun. Num. Theor. Phys. 6 (2012) 339 [1106.5922].

29

https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.102.126008
https://arxiv.org/abs/2007.15017
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)220
https://arxiv.org/abs/2101.00017
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/10/091
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2008/10/091
https://arxiv.org/abs/0806.1218
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2012/03/P03001
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-5468/2012/03/P03001
https://arxiv.org/abs/1110.4066
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.11899
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2022)020
https://arxiv.org/abs/2110.13126
https://doi.org/10.4310/CNTP.2012.v6.n2.a3
https://arxiv.org/abs/1106.5922

	1 Introduction
	2 O(N) Wilson-Fisher fixed point in 4<D<6
	2.1 The model
	2.1.1 4+ dimensions
	2.1.2 6- dimensions

	2.2 Partition function in the sector of fixed charge
	2.3 Saddle-point equation and the double-scaling limit
	2.3.1 Equation of motion and charge fixing constraint
	2.3.2 The double-scaling limit and the saddle-point
	2.3.3 The lowest operator dimension


	3 Non-perturbative instability from the bounce
	3.1 Bounce solution in the Euclidean path integral
	3.1.1 Equation of motion in the Euclidean signature
	3.1.2 Action of the bounce

	3.2 Imaginary part of the operator dimension
	3.2.1 Analysis near Q=0
	3.2.2 Analysis near Q=_0


	4 Discussion
	4.1 Q=0 – Reproducing the finite-Q result
	4.2 Q=_0 – Condensation of bounces

	5 Conclusions and Outlook

