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Abstract

In this paper we consider classical and quantum versions of the critical long-range O(N) model, for
which we study finite-size and finite-temperature effects, respectively, at large N . First, we consider the
classical (isotropic) model, which is conformally invariant at criticality, and we introduce one compact
spatial direction. We show that the finite size dynamically induces an effective mass and we compute the
one-point functions for bilinear primary operators with arbitrary spin and twist. Second, we study the
quantum model, mapped to a Euclidean anisotropic field theory, local in Euclidean time and long-range
in space, which we dub fractional Lifshitz field theory. We show that this model admits a fixed point
at zero temperature, where it displays anisotropic Lifshitz scaling, and show that at finite temperature
a thermal mass is induced. We then compute the one-point functions for an infinite family of bilinear
scaling operators.

In both the classical and quantum model, we find that, as previously noted for the short-range O(N)
model in [1], the large-N two-point function contains information about the one-point functions, not
only of the bilinear operators, but also of operators that appear in the operator product expansion of
two fundamental fields only at subleading order in 1/N , namely powers of the Hubbard-Stratonovich
intermediate field.
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1 Introduction

Quantum field theories in high energy physics are typically based on Lagrangians which only depend on the
fields and their first derivatives. Higher-order derivatives in time are excluded in order to preserve unitarity,
and then by Lorentz invariance higher-order derivatives in space are excluded as well. Fractional derivatives
of order less than one are instead excluded by locality, or the need of having a particle interpretation. Such
requirements might be dropped in Euclidean field theories, if the base space is interpreted as representing
only spatial directions and the theory itself as a model of classical equilibrium statistical physics. It is
within this perspective that we can frame the study of non-local models containing fractional derivatives,
also known as long-range models. Such models have been realized experimentally in recent years (see [2]
for a review), but have been studied from a theoretical standpoint since a long time because of several
interesting features: they can violate the Mermin-Wagner theorem and admit phase transitions even in
one dimension, as proved by Dyson for the long-range Ising model [3]; they typically lead to one-parameter
families of universality classes (as found for example by two-loop [4,5] and three-loop computations [6,7])
and tuning such parameter one can study, at fixed dimension, phenomena such as the crossover from a long-
range to a short-range universality class [8–11]; one can rigorously construct fixed points and trajectories of
the renormalization group in three dimensions [12–16]; and so on. Their realizations in the context of defect
or boundary field theories have also contributed to renewing theoretical interest in such models [17,18].

In this paper, we want to address some aspects of finite-size and finite-temperature effects, which in
general are very important (see for example [19]), in long-range models. In particular, we will study
the long-range O(N) model with one compact direction. This can be seen as a special case of finite-size
effects in the corresponding classical statistical model [20]. However, by far the most common motivation
for introducing only one compact direction is the fact that the quantum statistical mechanics of a d-
dimensional system at finite temperature T = 1/β can be described as a (d+1)-dimensional Euclidean field
theory with compact Euclidean time of length β, that is, on a spacetime S1

β ×Rd with Euclidean signature
(e.g. [21]). Such a description has two complementary limits: the β → ∞ limit describing a quantum
system at zero-temperature as a Euclidean field theory in d+1 dimensions, and the β → 0 limit describing
a classical system at equilibrium in d space dimensions. Therefore, in general with a given Euclidean
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field theory comes a choice of interpreting it as representing either a classical or a quantum statistical
system. However, this is not always the case, as the quantum interpretation is more constrained: for
example, unitarity implies that derivatives of order higher than two cannot be assigned to an imaginary-
time direction. Moreover, fractional derivatives should also be interpreted with care, as the reconstruction
of a quantum Hamiltonian from a Lagrangian containing fractional time derivatives poses some challenges,
and it might describe a system very different from that associated to the classical interpretation. We
stress this point because of our focus on long-range models, where the fact that finite-temperature and
finite-size cases are structurally different seems to be sometimes overlooked. As we will discuss below, the
finite-size classical system involves a compact direction among those appearing in the non-local kernel,
while the field theoretic description of the finite-temperature quantum system requires the introduction
of one extra compact direction with local interaction. This observation is not really new, but with few
exceptions [22, 23] it is often only left implicit in the details of numerical simulations [24, 25], and it has
not been explored much at an analytical level.

In order to clarify this point, let us consider a finite but continuous system1 with Hamiltonian:

H(Π, Q) =
1

2

∑
i∈Λ

Π2
i + U(Q) , U(Q) = −

∑
i,j∈Λ

JijQiQj +
∑
i∈Λ

V (Qi) , (1.1)

where Λ ⊂ Zd is a finite d-dimensional lattice, and Jij is not restricted to nearest neighbouring sites, but
rather assumed to be of the form:

Jij ∼
1

|i− j|d+2ζ
, 0 < ζ < 1 , (1.2)

with the case ζ = 1 being equivalent to the nearest-neighbour (or short-range) model.
In the classical canonical partition function, the configuration variables Q and their conjugate momenta

Π are independent variables (e.g. taking values in R), and expectation values in the canonical ensemble
are computed as integrals over phase space with the Boltzmann weight. When considering a Q-dependent
observable A(Q), the integral over Π factors out:

⟨A(Q)⟩class. ∝
∫

e−βU(Q)A(Q)
∏
i∈Λ

dQi . (1.3)

In the formal continuum limit Λ → Rd and Qi → ϕ(x) this becomes a Euclidean functional integral, and
β is absorbed into the definition of the couplings of the action βU(Q) → S[ϕ]:

S[ϕ] ∼ −
∫

ddxddy
ϕ(x)ϕ(y)

|x− y|d+2ζ
+

∫
ddxV (ϕ) . (1.4)

In the quantum case, Π and Q are instead replaced by non-commuting operators Π̂ and Q̂, and

expectation values computed as ⟨A(Q̂)⟩quant. ∝ Tr[A(Q)e−βĤ ]. Noticing that e−βĤ has the form of the

time evolution operator eıtĤ with imaginary time t = ıβ, one then proceeds using the Trotter formula to
split the interval [0, β] in n steps, and introducing resolutions of the identity in both the |Π⟩ and |Q⟩ bases
at each step, thus reducing again to commuting variables. Integrating over Π, one reaches:

⟨A(Q̂)⟩quant. ∝
∫

e−
1
2ϵ

∑
<k,l>

∑
i∈Λ(Qi,k−Qi,l)

2−ϵ
∑

k U(Qk)A(Q)
n∏

k=1

∏
i∈Λ

dQi,k , (1.5)

where ϵ = β/n and the lattice now includes a (Euclidean) time direction, with periodic boundary condi-
tion Qi,n+1 = Qi,1, along which the action is short-range (< k, l > denotes nearest-neighbours). In the

1See [26] for a similar story in the case of discrete spin systems.
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continuum limit, this becomes again a Euclidean field theory, but on a (d+1)-dimensional space, and with
an anisotropy in the (Euclidean) time direction, if ζ ̸= 1.2

The main point of this example is to highlight that given a model with long-range interactions in space,
its classical and quantum partition functions do not differ just in the number of dimensions, but also in
the structure of the action entering the path integral. Notice that this does not preclude the possibility of
interpreting as a finite-temperature quantum system the model (1.4) with a compactified direction: in fact,
for ζ ≤ 1 the model is reflection positive and the Osterwalder-Schrader theorem [28] grants the existence
of an underlying quantum system. However, the construction of the corresponding quantum Hamiltonian
can be very complicated and even include additional degrees of freedom. For example, it is known that an
action like (1.4) with d = 1 can be obtained from a spin-boson model, i.e. a single quantum spin coupled
to a dissipative bosonic bath, by a similar procedure as the one leading to (1.5) and by tracing out the
bosonic degrees of freedom (e.g. [29]).

In this paper, we will be interested in distinguishing and studying the same kind of long-range model
in two different regimes: as a classical statistical field theory with one compact spatial direction and as a
quantum statistical field theory at finite temperature (i.e. with compact Euclidean time). In other words,
we will consider a continuous version of the model (1.5), defined in general on S1

β × S1
L ×Rd−1, with long-

range interaction in the d spatial directions and standard local interaction in the imaginary-time direction,
i.e. the coordinate on S1

β (see equation (4.1) below for the explicit form of the action). However, we will
never consider explicitly the case with both β and L finite: we will start with the classical system at β → 0
and 0 < L < ∞ (i.e. a purely long-range model on S1

L × Rd−1), and then study the finite-temperature
quantum system at 0 < β ≤ ∞ and L → ∞ (i.e. a short-range in time and long-range in space model on
S1
β × Rd).
In both cases, we will focus on the critical model. As usual, this will correspond to tuning the non-

compactified version of the model (i.e. on Rd or Rd+1) to the infrared fixed point of the renormalization
group, where the model is scale invariant. In the isotropic case (the classical model), it is known that such
invariance is promoted to full conformal invariance [17], and as we review below, an interesting question
is what happens to the conformal structure of the theory once a spatial direction is compactified. In
the anisotropic case (the quantum model), the situation is more complicated, as the SO(d + 1) group
of rotations is broken to SO(d) even at zero temperature. The scaling invariance is in this case of the
Lifshitz type (see below), and at present it is not clear to us whether this will be enhanced to some form
of anisotropic conformal invariance (see [30] for examples of that).

Finite-size effects in CFTs. In general, a conformal field theory (CFT) in Rd is unambiguously defined
by its CFT data, that is, the spectrum of scaling dimensions of its primary operators and the set of all the
operator product expansion (OPE) coefficients. One-point functions vanish identically, two-point functions
are fixed up to normalization by the spin and scaling dimensions of the operators, and three-point functions
are fixed by the same data plus the OPE coefficients. For higher n-point functions no new data are needed,
as in principle they can be reconstructed by repeated use of the OPE. Things change when one or more
spatial directions are compactified. In fact, such compactifications obviously introduce a scale (the size L of
the compact direction) that breaks both scale and rotation invariance. Luckily, not all the beauty of CFT
is lost: if the system is still tuned to the same critical point corresponding to the CFT of the non-compact
case, we expect that the compactification will not affect small-distance3 properties, such as the OPE and
the short-scale divergence of the two-point functions (hence the scaling dimensions). As a consequence,
the reduction of n-point functions to lower correlators is still possible, at least for configurations of the n
points inside a ball of radius smaller than L. On the other hand, this reasoning does not apply to one-point

2Notice that such a construction goes through in a very similar fashion for any Hamiltonian of the form H(Π, Q) =
K(Π) + U(Q), with the only difference that if the integral in Π is not Gaussian then the result will not be Gaussian in
(Qi,k −Qi,l); but it will still be short-ranged in time. For a case with mixing terms, see for example the rotor model [27].

3Smaller than the smallest size of the compact directions.
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functions: since translations are preserved by toroidal compactifications, one-point functions have to be
constant, and thus do not admit a short-distance limit. Therefore, as a consequence of the broken scale
invariance, the one-point function of an operator O can acquire a non-vanishing value, proportional to
L−∆O , where ∆O is the scaling dimension of the operator. The non-vanishing coefficients of one-point
functions thus become new CFT data, that permeate through OPE to all the higher n-point functions.

Such aspects of finite-size/temperature effects in CFTs have been discussed in [1,31–35], and we follow
in particular the presentation of [1]. On S1

L×Rd−1, conformal symmetry constrains the one-point functions
to take the form:

⟨Oµ1···µJ ⟩ = bO
L∆O

(eµ1 · · · eµJ − traces) , (1.6)

where ∆O and J are the scaling dimension and spin (order of the symmetric traceless tensor representation
of SO(d)) of the operator O, and e is the unit vector in the compact direction. The L dependence in (1.6)
is fixed but the coefficient bO is not: it is the new CFT data we discussed above. The non-vanishing of
bO affects the OPE of the two-point functions, which otherwise would only include the identity operator.
Indeed, starting with a two-point function in direct space:

G(y,x) = ⟨ϕ(y,x)ϕ(0, 0)⟩ , y ∈ S1
L , x ∈ Rd−1 , (1.7)

and using the OPE for the two fields ϕ (which is convergent in the region x2 = y2 + x2 < L2, as argued
in [1]) one obtains:

G(y,x) =
∑

O∈ϕ×ϕ

fϕϕO
cO

|x|∆O−2∆ϕ−Jxµ1 · · ·xµJ ⟨O
µ1···µJ (0)⟩ , (1.8)

where fϕϕO is the OPE coefficient and cO is the normalization coefficient of the two-point function of O.
As the tensor structure in (1.6) is symmetric and traceless one can use [36,37]:

|x|−Jxµ1 · · ·xµJ (e
µ1 · · · eµJ − traces) = C

( d−2
2 )

J (η)
J !Γ(d−2

2 )

2JΓ(d−2
2 + J)

, (1.9)

where η = y/|x| and C
( d−2

2 )
J (η) is a Gegenbauer Polynomial and rewrite the OPE of the two-point function

as:

G(y,x) =
∑

O∈ϕ×ϕ

aO
L∆O

C
( d−2

2 )
J (η)|x|∆O−2∆ϕ , aO ≡

bOfϕϕO
cO

J !Γ(d−2
2 )

2JΓ(d−2
2 + J)

. (1.10)

Note that in the infinite-size case one can go through the same steps and write an OPE expansion for
the two-point function, but since only the term corresponding to the identity operator (with ∆O = 0) has
a non-vanishing expectation value in the limit L → ∞ one recovers the standard conformal form of the
two-point function.

In the finite-size case one can in principle read off the coefficients aO by expanding the two-point

function as a sum over terms of the form C
( d−2

2 )
J (η)|x|∆−2∆ϕ . Conversely, once the aO coefficients are

known one can reconstruct the two-point function. In practice, both of these reconstructions are typically
hard, as they require knowing exactly either the two-point function or the CFT data. However, they can
become useful in special circumstances in which either of these pieces of information is available, as in the
large-N limit that we will employ here.

The new data bO, for O in the OPE of two fundamental fields of the short-range O(N) model, have
been computed in [1,35] at leading and subleading order of the 1/N expansion. Here we will tackle similar
computations for the long-range case.
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Fractional Lifshitz field theories. As argued above, the quantum version of a long-range model, at
zero or non-zero temperature, is mapped to a Euclidean field theory with a strong anisotropy. That is,
it is not just the compactification of the Euclidean time direction that breaks rotation invariance: the
invariance is broken already by the local dynamics. The model that arises in such case (see our action
(4.1), as well as [22, 23]) is a kind of Lifshitz field theory, that is, the type of theory used as Landau free
energy of a Lifshitz point [38]. Lifshitz points are characterized by a distinctive phase diagram, including
a modulated phase, and an anisotropic scale invariance:

τ → Ωzτ, xi → Ωxi , (1.11)

where we denoted τ the Euclidean time and the exponent z is known as dynamic critical exponent, because
of the similarity with the scale invariance of dynamic critical phenomena [39]. Typical Lifshitz field theories
are scalar field theories whose kinetic term has two time derivatives4 and 2z spatial derivatives, with z
typically being an integer (most commonly z = 2). Our action will be of a similar form, but with non-
integer z = ζ, fixed by the corresponding classical long-range model (1.4), and thus we will call it fractional
Lifshitz field theory (FLFT).

Given that most of the literature on Lifshitz field theories is focused on actions with z = 2, or other
integer values, there are several open questions for our FLFT, even at zero temperature. For example,
as we mentioned above, we do not currently know whether at the interacting fixed point scale invariance
is enhanced to some form of anisotropic conformal invariance. Moreover, we do not know yet if at such
fixed point the dynamic critical exponent takes a value different from ζ,5 and we also do not know if above
some ζ∗ < 1 there is a crossover to the short-range universality class (ζ = 1), as in the isotropic long-range
model. We hope to address these questions in a separate paper (the last two require in particular to go
beyond the leading order of the large-N approximation, to which we stick in the present work), while here
we wish to use this model for a comparative study of some finite-temperature versus finite-size effects.

Plan of the paper. The paper is organised as follows. In section 2, we start by studying the case of a
generalized free field theory on S1

L×Rd−1, as a warm up. In the process we need to deal with higher twist
operators that are absent in the short-range case. We reproduce the results of [1] for the aO coefficients in
the expansion of the two-point function for operators with arbitrary spin and twist by a different technique.
In section 3, we study the long-range O(N) model with finite size. We prove the existence of a finite-size
mass and compute the coefficients bO for spinning operators with minimal twist. We also compute the
one-point functions for operators with arbitrary twist, and deduce their aO coefficients. In section 4, we
switch to the case of the quantum long-range model at finite temperature, described by a FLFT on S1

β×Rd.
We show that at zero temperature this model admits an interacting infrared fixed point. We then show
that a thermal mass is generated when putting the model on S1

β×Rd and we derive the one-point functions
for an infinite family of scaling operators at finite temperature.

In appendix A, we give some details on the computation of the zero temperature CFT data for bilinear
operators, that is the normalizations of the two-point functions and the OPE coefficients fϕϕJ .

2 Generalized free field theory

As a warm up, we first consider the case of a conformal generalized free field theory (GFFT), i.e. a massless
Gaussian theory with a non-local inverse covariance, also known as mean field theory [42] or fractional
Gaussian field [43]. It is worth discussing it in some detail because it is the simplest case of (non-local)
CFT, and because typical long-range models can be defined as perturbations of a GFFT.

4In the classical interpretation of Lifshitz points, “time” is actually one spatial direction of a spatially anisotropic classical
system [38]. However, an interpretation as time has also appeared in the context of quantum Lifshitz points [40] or of
Lorentz-violating quantum field theories [41].

5As a reminder, in the isotropic long-range model there is no anomalous dimension.
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We begin by recalling some basic facts in the non-compact case, viewed as a classical statistical field
theory at criticality, that is, the GFFT defined on Rd, with Euclidean signature. By definition this is a CFT
whose only non-vanishing connected n-point function is the two-point function, given by the covariance
C(x) of a Gaussian measure, which however has a non-canonical scaling exponent ∆ϕ > d/2− 1:

C(x) =
c(∆ϕ)

|x|2∆ϕ
, c(∆ϕ) =

Γ(∆ϕ)

2d−2∆ϕπd/2Γ(d2 −∆ϕ)
. (2.1)

Writing ∆ϕ = d/2− ζ, such GFFT can be obtained from a functional integral with the action:6

SGFFT[ϕ] =
1

2

∫
ddxϕ(x)(−∂2)ζϕ(x) , (2.2)

where ∂2 = ∂µ∂
µ is the Laplace operator. The fractional power of the Laplacian can be defined in many

equivalent ways [45], and in particular as the inverse of the operator displayed in (2.1), which has a kernel
of the same form, but with the replacement ∆ϕ → d − ∆ϕ, leading to the kinetic term of (1.4).7 The
easiest definition is of course in Fourier space, where (−∂2)ζ is defined as the multiplication operator (p2)ζ ,
which is the inverse of the Fourier transform of (2.1) (the coefficient c(∆ϕ) is chosen precisely to have a
unit coefficient in momentum space, C̃(p) = 1/(p2)ζ).

Since the theory is Gaussian, the scaling dimensions of local composite operators are simply given by
nϕ∆ϕ + n∂ , where nϕ is the number of ϕ fields and n∂ the number of derivatives. This is the same as in
the local free field theory, but the operator content is slightly different in the two cases: in the GFFT case,
objects like the energy-momentum tensor or the field equations are non-local, hence they do not appear
in the algebra of local operators. As a consequence, we cannot use the Schwinger-Dyson equation:

⟨ δS

δϕ(x0)
ϕ(x1) · · ·ϕ(xn)⟩ =

n∑
i=1

δ(x0 − xi)⟨
1,...,n∏
j ̸=i

ϕ(xj)⟩ , (2.3)

to conclude that insertions of (−∂2)ϕ in any n-point function (at separate points) vanish.8

Another consequence of Gaussianity is that in the OPE of two fundamental fields, ϕ× ϕ, only bilinear
operators in ϕ appear, that is, operators of the schematic form:

[ϕϕ]k,µ1···µJ
(x) = : ϕ(x)(∂2)k (∂µ1 ...∂µJ − traces)ϕ(x) : , (2.4)

where J ∈ 2N0, k ∈ N0, and the colon notation implies a renormalization of the composite operator
(normal ordering in this case). These operators have dimension:

∆k,J = 2∆ϕ + J + 2k . (2.5)

Introducing the twist τk,J = ∆k,J−J , we see that the operators with k = 0 are the minimal-twist operators,
also known as double-twist operators [47]. Once more, the appearance of the higher-twist operators, with

6We typically assume 0 < ζ < 1. The restriction to ζ < 1 is imposed to preserve reflection positivity (unitarity in
Lorentzian signature), but also because ζ > 1 would correspond to a strong short-range rather than long-range action, and
moreover the operator with ζ = 1 would in that case be a relevant perturbation. The restriction to ζ > 0 is instead chosen to
avoid a strong long-range action, with its associated unusual thermodynamic features [44].

7Notice that c(d − ∆ϕ) = c(d/2 + ζ) < 0 for 0 < ζ < 1, thus matching the minus sign in (1.4). Notice also that despite
such minus sign, the GFFT action is positive definite, as best understood in momentum space: this is because the position
space representation of the fractional Laplacian is singular and needs a subtraction, which is not written explicitly in (1.4)
(see footnote 18 of [46]).

8In fact it is straightforward to check that they do not vanish: using the fact that the theory is Gaussian we reduce
⟨[∂2ϕ](x0)ϕ(x1) · · ·ϕ(xn)⟩ to products of two-point functions, and we observe that ⟨[∂2ϕ](x0)ϕ(xi)⟩ = ∂2

x0
⟨ϕ(x0)ϕ(xi)⟩ ≠

δ(x0 − xi) for ∆ϕ ̸= d/2− 1.
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k > 0, marks a difference with respect to the local free theory. Another way to see this difference is by
using the conformal partial wave expansion [48–51] of the four-point function. A conformal four-point
function of identical scalars can be written as follows:

⟨ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)ϕ(x3)ϕ(x4)⟩ =⟨ϕ(x1)ϕ(x2)⟩⟨ϕ(x3)ϕ(x4)⟩+

+
∑
J

∫ d
2
+ı∞

d
2
−ı∞

dh

2πı

1

1− k(h, J)
µd
∆ϕ,J

(h, J)G
∆ϕ

h,J(xi) ,
(2.6)

where G
∆ϕ

h,J(xi) is the conformal block, µd
∆ϕ,J

(h, J) is a known function9 and k(h, J) is the eigenvalue of the

Bethe-Salpeter four-point kernel. In the case of a free theory, we have k(h, J) = 0 and one can close the

contour of integration of h on the right of the complex plane and pick the poles of µd
∆ϕ,J

(h, J)G
∆ϕ

h,J(xi) on

the right of d
2 . The location of such poles are the scaling dimensions of bilinear primaries and the residues

are their OPE coefficients with two ϕ. In [52] it is shown that for ∆ϕ > ∆SR = d−2
2 the location of poles

are at h = ∆k,J = 2∆ϕ + J + 2k, but in the limit ∆ϕ → ∆SR all the residues with k ≥ 1 go to zero, hence
those poles disappear.

As written in (2.4), the bilinear operators are in a schematic form because we have not taken into
account the primary constraint, ensuring that they transform appropriately under the full conformal group.
In the short-range case the precise form of bilinear primaries has been extensively studied [48, 53, 54] and
we review it in appendix A. However, as we already emphasized above, in that case k is forced to be zero
by the equation of motion. As a consequence, the operators with k > 0, relevant for the GFFT, have not
been studied as much in the literature, and to the best of our knowledge their general form is not known,
although a recurrence relation was derived in [55]. Below we give the explicit expressions for some primary
operators with k = 1 and k = 2:

[ϕϕ]1,0(x)

N1,0
=: ϕ∂2ϕ(x) : +

(
∆SR

∆ϕ
− 1

)
: ∂αϕ∂αϕ(x) : ,

[ϕϕ]2,0(x)

N2,0
=: ϕ∂2∂2ϕ(x) : +

(
4
(∆SR −∆ϕ − 1)

∆ϕ

)
: ∂αϕ∂α∂

2ϕ(x) :

+

(
(∆ϕ −∆SR + 1) (∆ϕ(∆ϕ + 4) + 2−∆SR)

∆ϕ(∆ϕ + 1) (∆ϕ −∆SR)

)
: ∂2ϕ∂2ϕ(x) :

+

(
2 (∆ϕ −∆SR) (∆ϕ −∆SR + 1)

∆ϕ(∆ϕ + 1)

)
: ∂α∂βϕ∂α∂βϕ(x) : ,

[ϕϕ]1,µ1µ2(x)ξ
µ1ξµ2

N1,2
=: ϕ∂2(ıξ · ∂)2ϕ(x) : +

(
(∆ϕ + 2)(∆ϕ + 3)

∆ϕ(∆ϕ + 1)

)
: ∂2ϕ(ıξ · ∂)2ϕ(x) :

+

(
2 (∆SR −∆ϕ)

∆ϕ

)
: ∂αϕ(ıξ · ∂)2∂αϕ(x) : −

(
2(∆ϕ + 3)

∆ϕ

)
: ϕ∂2(ıξ · ∂)ϕ(ıξ · ∂)ϕ(x) :

+

(
2(∆ϕ + 2) (∆ϕ −∆SR)

∆ϕ(∆ϕ + 1)

)
: ∂α(ıξ · ∂)ϕ∂α(ıξ · ∂)ϕ(x) : .

(2.7)

where we recall that ∆SR = d−2
2 is the scaling dimension of the field in the short-range case, ξ is a complex

vector with ξ2 = 0 and Nk,J is a normalization that we are free to fix at convenience.
We notice that for ∆ϕ = ∆SR only terms with at least one ∂2ϕ survive, but, as explained above, such

terms vanish in the short-range case due to the field equations. Also, we notice that the operators with

9µd
∆J

(h, J) is the Plancherel weight ρ(h, J) multiplied by the right normalization of three-point functions, necessary to
make them an orthonormal basis of the appropriate space of bilocal functions.
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k > 0 do not coincide with the trace part subtracted in the spinning operators. For example, from the
formulas of appendix A we have:

[ϕϕ]0,µν(x)

N0,2
= : ϕ∂µ∂νϕ(x) : −

∆ϕ + 1

∆ϕ
: ∂µϕ∂νϕ(x) : −

δµν
d

(
: ϕ∂2ϕ(x) : −

∆ϕ + 1

∆ϕ
: ∂αϕ∂αϕ(x) :

)
, (2.8)

and we see that the trace part is a different linear combination than the one appearing in [ϕϕ]1,0(x).

2.1 Propagator on S1
L × Rd−1

As anticipated in the introduction, we now place the model in a hyper-strip geometry with one compactified
dimension of length L and periodic boundary conditions. The propagator in momentum space is just:

C̃L(qn,p) =
1

(p2 + q2n)
ζ
, (2.9)

with qn = 2πn/L, n ∈ Z, and p ∈ Rd−1. The subscript L signifies that the covariance corresponds to
a compactified strip geometry, and in the non-compact case we recover the GFFT covariance, C∞ ≡ C.
In order to Fourier transform back to direct space, we will introduce a fictitious integration in q via
1 =

∫
dq δ(q − qn) and use the Poisson summation formula for distributions:

1

L

∑
n

δ(q − qn) =
1

2π

∑
m

eıLmq . (2.10)

Considering q as the first component of a d-dimensional continuous momentum p = (q,p), we get:

CL(y,x) =
1

L

+∞∑
n=−∞

∫
dd−1p

(2π)d−1

eıp·x+ıqny

(p2 + q2n)
ζ
=

+∞∑
m=−∞

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıp·xm

(p2)ζ
, (2.11)

where y ∈ S1
L, x ∈ Rd−1, and xm = (y + mL,x). At this stage we could proceed by using a Schwinger

parametrization for the denominator (as for example in [6]). However this does not generalize nicely to
the massive case of the next section, hence we evaluate here the two-point function in position space by a
different method.

We write the momentum space propagator as a Stieltjes transform (or Källén-Lehmann representation):

1

(p2)ζ
=

∫ +∞

0
ds

ρ(s)

p2 + s
, ρ(s) =

sin(πζ)

π
s−ζ . (2.12)

The Fourier transform in (2.11) is then reduced to the standard one for the short-range massive scalar free
propagator, and we thus obtain:

CL(y,x) =
sin(πζ)

(2π)d/2π

+∞∑
m=−∞

∫ +∞

0
ds s−ζ

( √
s

|xm|

)d/2−1

K d
2
−1(

√
s|xm|)

=
sin(πζ)

(2π)d/2π

+∞∑
m=−∞

1

|xm|d−2ζ

∫ +∞

0
ds s−ζ+d/4−1/2K d

2
−1(

√
s)

=
sin(πζ)Γ(1− ζ)Γ(d/2− ζ)

22ζπd/2π

+∞∑
m=−∞

1

|xm|d−2ζ

= c(∆ϕ)
+∞∑

m=−∞

1

|xm|2∆ϕ
,

(2.13)

where K d
2
−1(x) is the modified Bessel function of second kind. This might look like a useless exercise,

as we knew already the result of the Fourier transform in (2.11), but its usefulness lies in highlighting a
strategy that will be fruitful in the massive case.
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2.2 One-point functions of the minimal-twist operators

We are now interested in computing the one-point function of bilinear primary operators introduced in
(2.4). The most convenient way to deal with the tracelessness condition of higher-spin operators is by
means of the index-free formalism of [48,53]: define an operator Ok,J(x, ξ) by contracting each derivative
with a complex null vector ξ = (χ, ξ) such that ξ2 = −χ2 (see appendix A for more details). For now, we
will consider k = 0.

When computing in momentum space the one-point function of the primary operator defined in (A.1)

we just have to substitute
←
∂ → −ıp and

→
∂ → ıp. As a result, only the n = 0 term in the sum (A.2)

survives, the prefactor simplifies to one and we get:

⟨O0,J(x, ξ)⟩ ≡ ξµ1 · · · ξµJ ⟨[ϕaϕa]0,µ1···µJ (x)⟩

=
1

L

+∞∑
n=−∞

∫
dd−1p

(2π)d−1

(ıp · ξ + ıqnχ)
J

(p2 + q2n)
ζ

−
∫

ddp

(2π)d
(ıp · ξ)J

(p2)ζ
,

(2.14)

where the subtraction term comes from the normal ordering of the operator, as implemented before com-
pactifying one direction, and an ultraviolet regularization is implicitly assumed. As written, it is not
obvious that the normal ordering is sufficient in making the one-point function finite when we remove the
regularization. In order to see that indeed it is finite, it is convenient to use the Poisson formula, and
rewrite:

⟨O0,J(x, ξ)⟩ =
+∞∑

m=−∞

∫
ddp

(2π)d
(ıp · ξ + ıqχ)J eıLmq

(p2 + q2)ζ
−
∫

ddp

(2π)d
(ıp · ξ)J

(p2)ζ

=
∑
m̸=0

∫
ddp

(2π)d
(ıp · ξ + ıqχ)J eıLmq

(p2 + q2)ζ
.

(2.15)

The oscillating factor renders each term in the sum finite (as can be shown by deforming the contour of
integration of q in the complex plane), and the normal ordering removes the only term without oscillating
factor. Actually, the subtracted term vanishes for J > 0 in any regularization preserving rotation invari-
ance, such as a cutoff on p2 (via the insertion in the integrand of a cutoff function f(p2/Λ2) decaying
sufficiently fast at infinity): by symmetry reasons the resulting integral over p must be proportional to a
linear combination of products of J/2 Kronecker delta functions, which vanish when contracted with the
null vector ξ. The m ̸= 0 terms are instead not rotation invariant, due to the phase factor depending only
on one momentum component, and thus are non-vanishing.

Following an idea from [35], we define a generating function for these expectations:

∑
J≥0

⟨O0,J(x, ξ)⟩
J !

=
∑
m ̸=0

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıp·ξm

(p2)ζ
≡ C(0)(ξ) , (2.16)

where ξm = (χ+mL, ξ). We recognize that such a generating function is the two-point function, with the
m = 0 term subtracted, and evaluated at the null vector ξ, C(0)(ξ) = CL(ξ)−C(ξ). Therefore, it is enough
to use our previous results, evaluated at x = ξ and read off the coefficients of the one-point function from
the expansion in powers of χ.

Note that the general OPE formula for the two-point function in (1.10), when evaluated at a null ξ
(and subtracting the divergent contribution from the identity operator, ∆O = J = 0), becomes:

C(0)(ξ) =
∑

J∈2N0

1

L2∆ϕ+J

b
(free)
0,J fϕϕJ

c0,J
χJ . (2.17)
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On the other hand, using the general formula (1.6), and contracting with our null vector ξ, we find:

⟨O0,J(x, ξ)⟩ =
b
(free)
0,J

L2∆ϕ+J
χJ . (2.18)

Therefore, by comparison to (2.16), in our conventions it must be fϕϕJ/c0,J = 1/J !. In appendix A we
prove that this is indeed the case.

After subtracting the divergent m = 0 term (corresponding to the contribution from the identity
operator) from (2.13), and replacing x → ξ, we have:

C(0)(ξ) = c(∆ϕ)
∑
m̸=0

1

|Lm|2∆ϕ(1 + 2χ
mL)

∆ϕ
. (2.19)

Expanding in χ, and combining the terms with m > 0 and m < 0, the odd powers of χ cancel while
the even ones reconstitute a Riemann zeta function, which we denote ζR, to avoid confusion with our
long-range parameter:

C(0)(ξ) = c(∆ϕ)
∑

J∈2N0

χJ

LJ+2∆ϕ

Γ(J +∆ϕ)

J !Γ(∆ϕ)
2J+1ζR(J + 2∆ϕ) . (2.20)

From such expansion we can extract the one-point function coefficients:

b
(free)
0,J = c(∆ϕ)

Γ(J +∆ϕ)

Γ(∆ϕ)
2J+1ζR(J + 2∆ϕ) . (2.21)

Lastly, using the relation fϕϕJ/c0,J = 1/J ! we find:

a
(free)
0,J ≡ J !Γ(∆SR)

2JΓ(∆SR + J)

b
(free)
0,J fϕϕJ

c0,J
= c(∆ϕ)

2Γ(∆ϕ + J)Γ(∆SR)

Γ(∆ϕ)Γ(∆SR + J)
ζR(J + 2∆ϕ) , (2.22)

which matches with the result in [1], up to the different normalization of the two-point function c(∆ϕ).

2.3 One-point functions of higher-twist operators

As we already discussed, in the case of long-range models the OPE of ϕ × ϕ contains also higher-twist
operators, of the form (2.4) with k > 0. As we do not have a general formula for the primaries with
k > 0, we cannot explicitly compute their two-point functions, and the associated coefficient, or their OPE
coefficient. However, the precise distribution of derivatives is irrelevant for the tadpole computation, as
the derivatives acting on the left and right field ϕ in Fourier space both reduce to (plus or minus) the
same loop momentum. Therefore, we can implicitly define the normalization to be the one such that the
one-point function reduces to:10

⟨Ok,J(x, ξ)⟩ =
1

L

+∞∑
n=−∞

∫
dd−1p

(2π)d−1

(ıp · ξ + ıqnχ)
J

(p2 + q2n)
ζ

(p2 + q2n)
k −

∫
ddp

(2π)d
(ıx · ξ)J

(p2)ζ
(p2)k , (2.23)

which is finite, by the same argument used for k = 0, and again the subtraction is really needed only for
J = 0. As before, we will aim at a generating function for the corresponding coefficient ak,J , defined as in
(1.10), which is independent of the normalization of Ok,J .

10In the cases of the operators that we wrote in (2.7), the explicit normalizations are

N1,0 =
∆ϕ

∆SR
, N2,0 =

∆ϕ(∆ϕ + 1) (∆ϕ −∆SR)

2∆ϕ (∆2
SR +∆SR + 1)−∆2

SR (2∆SR + 1) +∆SR + 2
, N1,2 = −∆ϕ (∆ϕ + 1)

2∆SR
.
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We begin by defining a generating function of such one-point functions. That is, after using again the
Poisson formula, we write:

C(k)(χ, ξ) ≡
∑
J≥0

⟨Ok,J(x, ξ)⟩
J !

=
∑
m ̸=0

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıp·ξm

(p2)ζ
(p2)k

= (−∂2)kC(0)(x)|x=(χ,ξ)
,

(2.24)

which unsurprisingly is the result of applying k Laplacians to the (subtracted) covariance and evaluating
it at x = ξ. Then we can find an alternative representation of C(k)(χ, ξ) just by acting with k Laplacians
on (1.8) and evaluating at x = ξ, we find:

C(k)(χ, ξ) = (−1)k
∑

J∈2N0

χJ

J !

ak,J

L2∆ϕ+2k+J

2J+2kk!Γ(k + J +∆SR + 1)

(J +∆SR)Γ(∆SR)
. (2.25)

On the other hand, from the Fourier representation in (2.24) it is clear that C(k)(χ, ξ) corresponds to the
replacement ζ → ζ − k (i.e. ∆ϕ → ∆ϕ + k) in the subtracted covariance C(0)(χ, ξ), and thus we obtain:

C(k)(χ, ξ) = c(∆ϕ + k)
∑
m ̸=0

1

|ξm|2∆ϕ+2k
, (2.26)

which, after repeating the same steps as before, becomes:

C(k)(χ, ξ) = c(∆ϕ + k)
∑

J∈2N0

χJ

LJ+2k+2∆ϕ

Γ(J +∆ϕ + k)

J !Γ(∆ϕ + k)
2J+1ζR(J + 2∆ϕ + 2k) . (2.27)

Lastly, by comparison with (2.25), we extract the ak,J coefficients:

ak,J = c(∆ϕ)
2(J +∆SR)Γ(∆SR)Γ(∆ϕ + J + k)Γ(∆ϕ −∆SR + k)

k!Γ(∆ϕ)Γ(∆SR + J + k + 1)Γ(∆ϕ −∆SR)
ζR(J + 2k + 2∆ϕ) , (2.28)

that again match with the result in [1] up to the c(∆ϕ) factor.

3 Classical long-range O(N) model with a finite size

The long-range O(N) model is defined by the action:

S[ϕ] =

∫
Rd

ddx

(
1

2
ϕa(x)(−∂2)ζϕa(x) +

1

2
M2ζ

bareϕ
2(x) +

λ

4N
(ϕ2(x))2

)
, (3.1)

where a = 1, . . . , N , ϕ2(x) ≡
∑

a ϕa(x)
2, and Mbare is the bare mass, which we treat as a pure counterterm

because we are interested in the critical theory. It is convenient to introduce also the intermediate field
representation, by the usual Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation:

S[ϕ, σ] =

∫
ddx

(
1

2
ϕa(x)(−∂2)ζϕa(x) +

1

2
M2ζ

bareϕ
2(x) +N

σ(x)2

4λ
+

ı

2
σ(x)ϕ2(x)

)
. (3.2)

For any ζ ∈ (d/4, 1) one finds a non-trivial IR fixed point, most easily accessible in the large-N
expansion, or in the small-ϵ expansion where ζ = (d+ϵ)/4 [4]. Characteristic features of such fixed point are
the absence of anomalous dimension (that is, the two-point function scales as in the corresponding GFFT,
as proved rigorously in [15]), and ζ-dependent critical exponents. Such ζ-dependent fixed points are then
associated to a one-parameter family of universality classes, collectively called long-range universality class.
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An interesting crossover phenomenon actually occurs before reaching ζ = 1: there exists a ζ⋆ ∈ (d/4, 1)
such that for ζ > ζ⋆ the operator ϕa∂

2ϕa (i.e. the local kinetic term) becomes relevant at the IR fixed
point, thus destabilizing it and driving the system to the short-range universality class [8]. The value of
such crossover exponent for 2 ≤ d < 4 is ζ⋆ = 1 − ηSR/2, where ηSR is the anomalous dimension of the
short-range model.11 However, since ηSR = O(1/N) [56], at large N there is no crossover, and our analysis
will apply all the way to ζ = 1.

In the large-N limit, the propagator only receives mass corrections, via tadpoles, and we thus have the
following Schwinger-Dyson equation:

G̃(p)−1 = C̃(p)−1 +M2ζ
bare +

λ

2

∫
ddp′

(2π)d
G̃(p′) , (3.3)

where C̃(p) is as in the GFFT, and we defined ⟨ϕa(x)ϕa(0)⟩ = δabG(x) and G̃(p) the Fourier transform of
G(x). Since the tadpole is momentum-independent, the solution must be of the form G̃(p)−1 = C̃(p)−1 +
M2ζ . Tuning the model to criticality requires choosing a bare mass Mbare such that M = 0, which amounts
to canceling the tadpole contribution, hence we have:

M2ζ
bare = −λ

2

∫
ddp

(2π)d
1

(p2)ζ
≡ −λ

2
T . (3.4)

In the same limit, the connected four-point function is given by a sum of chains of bubble diagrams, with
full leading-order propagator on each edge, see Figure 1.

Figure 1: Chain of bubbles with n ≥ 1 vertices. The connected four-point function is given by
the sum of all such chains.

Therefore, the proper vertex in momentum space reads:

Γ(4)(p) =
2λ

1 + λB(p)
, (3.5)

where p is the total transferred momentum and we defined the bubble integral:

B(p) =

∫
ddq

(2π)d
1

q2ζ(p− q)2ζ
=

c(d/2− ζ)2

c(d− 2ζ)
|p|d−4ζ . (3.6)

We define the renormalized dimensionless coupling g at some renormalization group scale |p| = µ:

g = µ4∆ϕ−dΓ(4)(µ)/2 . (3.7)

It follows that the beta function is:12

β(g) = µ
dg

dµ
= −(d− 4∆ϕ)g +

c(∆ϕ)
2

c(2∆ϕ)
(d− 4∆ϕ)g

2 . (3.8)

Therefore, for ∆ϕ < d/4 (i.e. ζ > d/4) the beta function has a zero (i.e. a fixed point) at g⋆ =
c(2∆ϕ)/c(∆ϕ)

2. It is worth noticing that since we can trivially invert the relation between bare and
renormalized coupling to get:

µ4∆ϕ−dλ =
g

1− c(∆ϕ)2

c(2∆ϕ)
g
, (3.9)

11For d = 1 the upper limit is ζ⋆ = 1/2, beyond which there can be no spontaneous symmetry breaking [3].
12Notice that for d − 4∆ϕ = 4ζ − d = ϵ (i.e. for ζ = (d + ϵ)/4) the second term is finite (and positive) in the limit ϵ → 0,

because c(2∆ϕ) ∼ 1/Γ(ϵ/2), and we recover the standard one-loop result β(g) = −ϵg + 2g2/((4π)d/2Γ(d/2)) (see [6]).
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the fixed point corresponds to the limit λ → ∞.
Another well known large-N result for the short-range O(N) model, which generalizes straightforwardly

to the long-range case, is the fact that at the IR fixed point the composite operator ϕ2(x) (of dimension
∆0,0 = 2∆ϕ = d− 2ζ in the GFFT) is mapped to its shadow operator (of dimension ∆σ = d−∆0,0 = 2ζ),
which can be identified with the intermediate field σ(x). This is a particular realization of the general
result by Gubser and Klebanov [57] on large-N flows driven by a double-trace operator (in this case,
the (ϕ2)2 interaction). There are many other ways to see the same result, for example by means of the
conformal partial wave representation of the four-point function [46], or diagrammatically, as we will see
below.

The other bilinear primaries (2.4) remain instead in the spectrum. In addition, in the interacting
model we also have other operators, with more powers of σ or ϕ. Naively, at large N such operators are
suppressed in the OPE of ϕ× ϕ. However, the situation is more subtle: as argued in [1], in the expansion
(1.10) it can happen that for certain O’s while fϕϕO/

√
cO is suppressed, bO/

√
cO is boosted, thus resulting

in a finite contribution to aO even at large N . This in fact does happen for the operators σn(x) which
yield non-trivial contributions to the OPE, as we will discuss in 3.5.

Two-point functions of spinning operators. When evaluating at leading order in 1/N the two-point
functions of bilinear operators of the O(N) model, we need to sum chains of bubble diagrams, as for the
four-point function. We now show that for the spinning operators at the fixed point the sum over the
chain of bubbles reduces to the contribution of a single bubble, and thus their two-point functions (and
hence scaling dimensions) are the same as in the GFFT.

First, we check once again that the ϕ2 operator drops out of the CFT. The sum of bubbles becomes a
simple geometric sum in Fourier space, hence we have:

⟨[ϕaϕa]0(x1)[ϕaϕa]0(x2)⟩ =
∫

ddp

(2π)d
eıp·x12

B(p)

1 + λB(p)
. (3.10)

For λ → ∞ the result vanishes as expected. The two-point function of σ(x) is similar, but with the
replacement B(p) → λ in the numerator (it coincides with the Γ(4)(p) above), hence it remains finite in
the limit. We infer that ϕ2 is replaced by its shadow operator σ at the interacting fixed point.

For higher-spin operators we have instead to distinguish the first and last bubbles:

⟨[ϕaϕa]0,µ1···µJ (x1)[ϕaϕa]0,ν1···νJ (x2)⟩ =
∫

ddp

(2π)d
eıp·x12

(
Bµ1···µJ ,ν1···νJ −Bµ1···µJ

λ

1 + λB(p)
Bν1···νJ

)
,

(3.11)
where Bµ1···µJ ,ν1···νJ is the Fourier transform of the same two-point function in the free theory, i.e. the
diagram without internal vertices, while Bµ1···µJ is the Fourier transform of the two-point function of the
spin-J operator with the spin-0 one, also in the free theory. However, the latter vanishes: technically
because of orthogonality of the Gegenbauer polynomials [53], and conceptually because in a CFT the
two-point functions of primaries of different dimensions must vanish.

The explicit computation of these two-point functions is reported in appendix A.

3.1 Schwinger-Dyson equation in the hyper-strip geometry

We now place the model in a hyper-strip geometry with one finite dimension of length L and periodic
boundary conditions. The action is as in (3.1) with the replacement Rd → S1

L×Rd−1. Such setting has been
extensively studied in the short-range case, and in particular in the large-N limit (e.g. [1,31–33,35,58,59]).

Like in the short-range model, also in the long-range case the propagator will acquire a mass due to
the introduction of the compact direction, as we now show by reducing the Schwinger-Dyson equation to
a mass gap equation.
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At large N , the Schwinger-Dyson equation in momentum space is:

G̃(qn0 ,p0)
−1 = C̃L(qn0 ,p0)

−1 +M2ζ
bare +

λ

2

1

L

∑
n

∫
dd−1p

(2π)d−1
G̃(qn,p) . (3.12)

The inverse free propagator is C̃L(qn,p)
−1 = (p2 + q2n)

ζ as in the GFFT, M2ζ
bare is the bare mass (3.4),

and qn = 2πn/L, as before. As the tadpole term in (3.12) does not depend on the external momentum,

the full inverse two-point function is G̃(qn,p0)
−1 = (p2

0 + q2n)
ζ + M2ζ

L for some ML to be determined
self-consistently.

The self-consistent gap equation for the finite-size mass is:

M2ζ
L = M2ζ

bare +
λ

2

1

L

∑
n

∫
dd−1p

(2π)d−1

1

(p2 + q2n)
ζ +M2ζ

L

=
λ

2

−M2ζ
L

∫
ddp

(2π)d
1

((p2)ζ +M2ζ
L )(p2)ζ

+
∑
m̸=0

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıLmq

(p2)ζ +M2ζ
L


≡ λ

2
(T (ML)− T ) ,

(3.13)

where in the second equality we used the Poisson summation formula (2.10), we have introduced again a
d-dimensional momentum p = (q,p), and we have combined the m = 0 term with the explicit expression
of the bare mass. In the last step we have defined the subtracted tadpole T (ML)− T .

The first integral in the subtracted tadpole can be computed explicitly and we find:

T (ML)− T =
πMd−2ζ

L

(4π)d/2Γ(d/2)ζ sin
(
dπ
2ζ

) +
∑
m̸=0

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıLmq

(p2)ζ +M2ζ
L

. (3.14)

The second term is not manifestly UV convergent, but its convergence can be inferred from the con-
vergence of the ML = 0 case of the previous section (see (2.13) without the m = 0 term, evaluated at

xm = (Lm,0), giving b
(free)
0,0 ), as the inclusion of the mass does not make the UV behavior worse.13 Its

explicit evaluation is however rather complicated, and we will take a different route to the gap equation
below.

As we recalled above, at the IR fixed point the bare coupling λ flows to infinity, hence the mass gap
equation corresponds to finding the value of ML such that the subtracted tadpole (3.14) vanishes. We
emphasize that the subtraction is essential to the existence of a solution, as otherwise the tadpole would
seem positive, which of course is naive as it is in fact divergent: for d/4 < ζ < 1 and 2 < d < 4 (and for
1/4 < ζ < ζ⋆ = 1/2 if d = 1) the sine in the first term is negative, and thus a cancellation between the
two terms can occur.

We will come back to this equation below, from a different perspective, and prove that it admits a
solution.

3.2 Long-range two-point function with mass

The two-point function in direct space reads:

G(y,x) =
1

L

+∞∑
n=−∞

∫
dd−1p

(2π)d−1

eıp·x+ıyqn

(p2 + q2n)
ζ +M2ζ

L

. (3.15)

13We can also explicitly show its convergence deforming the contour of integration of q to a Hankel contour in the upper
(lower) complex plane for positive (negative) m.
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As before, we introduce 1 =
∫
dqδ(q − qn) and we use the Poisson summation formula to rewrite it as:

G(y,x) =

+∞∑
m=−∞

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıp·xm

(p2)ζ +M2ζ
L

, (3.16)

where p is a d-dimensional momentum and xm = (y +mL,x).

In order to proceed further, we rewrite again the momentum-space propagator G̃(p) =
(
(p2)ζ +M2ζ

L

)−1

as a Stieltjes transform. While such a rewriting was trivial in the massless case because the spectral density
had to be scaling invariant, it is slightly more involved in the presence of a mass. First, as the momentum-
space propagator is only a function of the squared momentum, we can define g(p2) = G̃(p), and we use
Cauchy’s theorem to write:

g(p2) =
1

2πı

∮
γ

g(z)

z − p2
dz , (3.17)

with γ a counterclockwise contour encircling z = p2. Then, we deform the contour to infinity, and in the
process we pick up poles and branch cuts of g(z). Now, for ζ ∈ (0, 1), the function g(z) = 1/(zζ +M2ζ

L )
has a branch cut on the negative axis, and no poles in the principal sheet.14 Therefore, the deformation
of the contour γ leads to a Hankel contour around the cut, which in turn leads to the standard formula
for the inversion of the Stieltjes transform ρ(s) = 1

2πı (g(−s− ıϵ)− g(−s+ ıϵ)), and we find:

G̃(p) =
1

(p2)ζ +M2ζ
L

=

∫ +∞

0
ds

ρ(s)

p2 + s
, ρ(s) =

sin(πζ)

π

sζ

s2ζ + 2M2ζ
L sζ cos(πζ) +M4ζ

L

. (3.18)

Going back to position space, and setting s = t2, we have:

G(y,x) =
2 sin(πζ)

(2π)d/2π

+∞∑
m=−∞

∫ +∞

0
dt

(
t

|xm|

)d/2−1

K d
2
−1(t|xm|) t1+2ζ

t4ζ + 2M2ζ
L t2ζ cos(πζ) +M4ζ

L

. (3.19)

Because of the mass, in this case we cannot factor out of the integral the x-dependence.
At this step one might worry that for ζ → 1 everything vanishes because of the sin(πζ) factor. This is

not the case because in this limit the denominator in the integrand becomes (t2 −M2
L)

2 and the integral
develops a singularity (this is the analogue of the Γ(1 − ζ) factor in the massless case of (2.13)). In fact
in the ζ → 1 limit we recover the short-range case (2.13), as it can be shown by using a variation of the
Plemelj–Sokhotski formula.

For later reference we write explicitly the case d = 3, in which the Bessel function takes a simple form:

G(y, x) =
sin(πζ)

2π2

+∞∑
m=−∞

∫ +∞

0
dt

e−t|xm|

|xm|
t1+2ζ

t4ζ + 2M2ζ
L t2ζ cos(πζ) +M4ζ

L

. (3.20)

3.3 Finite-size mass solution

The m ̸= 0 part of the subtracted tadpole (3.14) is the m ̸= 0 part of the two-point function, evaluated at
x = 0. Therefore, we can use the representation (3.20) to rewrite the mass gap equation in d = 3 as:

LML

4πζ sin
(
3π
2ζ

) − sin(πζ)

π2

∫ +∞

0
dt

t2ζ+1

t4ζ + 2 cos(πζ)t2ζ + 1
ln
(
1− e−LMLt

)
= 0 , (3.21)

which is more suitable for a numerical evaluation, having eliminated the sum in favor of a single integral
that is manifestly convergent. We find that the equation always admits a real positive solution, which we
plot as a function of ζ in Figure 2. The solution goes to zero at ζ = 3/4, where the IR fixed point merges
with the Gaussian one, and it goes to the short-range value (e.g. [59]) for ζ → 1.

14The poles are at z = M2
Le

ıπ(1+2k)
ζ , for integer k, and it can be seen that for 0 < ζ < 1 none of them is in the principal

sheet, which by definition corresponds to Arg(z) ∈ (−π, π).
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Figure 2: Numerical solutions for the mass gap equation as a function of ζ, at d = 3. The red
dot is the value of the short-range thermal mass and it is approached in the ζ → 1 limit as
expected.

3.4 One-point functions of the minimal-twist operators

The one-point functions of the minimal-twist operators in the hyper-strip geometry are defined similarly
to the GFFT case, except for the presence of the mass and the restriction to J > 0, as the ϕ2 operator is
not in the spectrum:

⟨O0,J(x, ξ)⟩ =
∑
m̸=0

∫
ddp

(2π)d
(ıp · ξ + ıqχ)J eıLmq

(p2 + q2)ζ +M2ζ
L

. (3.22)

Notice that the restriction to m ̸= 0 comes from the fact that the m = 0 term vanishes in any rotationally
invariant regularization, due to the contraction with ξ, and as before the other terms do not need any
subtraction.

As in the previous section, following [35], we can evaluate the subtracted two-point function at a null
vector ξ = (χ, ξ) and interpret it as the generating function of the one-point functions:

G(0)(χ, ξ) =
∑
J>0

⟨O0,J(x, ξ)⟩
J !

=
∑
m ̸=0

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıp·ξm

(p2)ζ +M2ζ
L

−M2ζ
L

∫
ddp

(2π)d
1

((p2)ζ +M2ζ
L )(p2)ζ

. (3.23)

Notice that in order to get an exponential in the last step we had to include a spurious J = 0 term, which
however we cancel with the last term, thanks to the mass gap equation imposing the vanishing of the
subtracted tadpole (3.14).

An alternative explanation for the J = 0 subtraction in (3.23) is obtained by considering the general
expansion of the two-point function in (1.10). As we know, at large N the spectrum of the ϕ × ϕ OPE
contains the identity operator (with ∆id = 0), the intermediate field (with ∆σ = 2ζ), and the bilinear
operators with ∆k,J = 2∆ϕ + J + 2k, the J = k = 0 operator being excluded.15 When setting x = ξ,
since |ξ| = 0 and the Gegenbauer polynomial is of order J , all the bilinear operators with k > 0 drop

15As discussed earlier in the text (and originally pointed out in [1]), one-point functions can have a positive scaling in N
that boosts operators whose OPE is suppressed in 1/N , thus introducing new operators in (1.10) even at large N . However,
such operators have larger scaling dimension (at fixed spin) than those we are considering here, so they do not affect this
argument.
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from the expansion, and so does also σ, since 2ζ > 2∆ϕ for ζ > d/4. Therefore, we should find only
the ∆0,J>0 contributions plus a divergent one from the identity operator. The latter corresponds to the
massless propagator in the non-compact case, but the m = 0 term we have removed in the first term of
(3.23) is the massive propagator. In order to get the right operator content of (1.10), we should thus add
back this massive propagator, and then subtract the massless one, which is precisely what the last term
in (3.23) does, since:∫

ddp

(2π)d
eıp·x

((p2)ζ +M2ζ
L

−
∫

ddp

(2π)d
eıp·x

(p2)ζ
= −M2ζ

L

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıp·x

((p2)ζ +M2ζ
L )(p2)ζ

, (3.24)

is a function of |x|, convergent at |x| = 0, and thus its value at x = ξ is the same as at x = 0.

Subsequently we can extract the bk,J coefficients from the formal series expansion in χ. In d = 3, we
have:

G(0)(χ, ξ) =
πM3−2ζ

L

4πζ sin
(
3π
2ζ

) +
sin(πζ)

2π2

∑
m̸=0

∫ +∞

0
dt

e−t|ξm|

|ξm|
t1+2ζ

t4ζ + 2M2ζ
L t2ζ cos(πζ) +M4ζ

L

, (3.25)

and the expansion in χ inside the integral takes the same form as in [35], but with t replacing the mass
of the short-range case. We thus get an integral representation for the one-point functions of the J > 0
spinning operators:16

b0,J =
sin(πζ)

2π2

J∑
n=0

2n−J+1(2J − n)!

n!(J − n)!

∫ +∞

0
dt LiJ+1−n

(
e−tLML

) t1+2ζ+n(LML)
n+2−2ζ

t4ζ + 2t2ζ cos(πζ) + 1
. (3.26)

Unfortunately the integral above can not be evaluated in terms of usual special functions and needs to be
evaluated numerically. We compare results to the short-range case by means of a plot in Figure 3.
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Figure 3: Plot of the ratio between b0,J for ζ = 0.8 and the corresponding short-range value.

16Again we can use fϕϕJ/c0,J = 1/J ! and easily compute a0,J from b0,J
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3.5 One-point functions of higher-twist operators

As in the GFFT, we define the one-point functions of the higher-twist bilinear operators with an implicit
choice of normalization such that:

⟨Ok,J(x, ξ)⟩ =
1

L

∑
n

∫
dd−1p

(2π)d−1

(ıp · ξ + ıqnχ)
J

(p2 + q2n)
ζ +M2ζ

L

(p2 + q2n)
k − counterterms . (3.27)

In order to make explicit the structure of divergences and related counterterms we make use again of the
Poisson formula, and we write:

⟨Ok,J(x, ξ)⟩ =
∑
m̸=0

∫
ddp

(2π)d
(ıp · ξ)J (p2)k eıLmq

(p2)ζ +M2ζ
L

+ δJ,0Ck , (3.28)

where:

Ck ≡
∫

ddp

(2π)d
(p2)k

(p2)ζ +M2ζ
L

−
⌊ d+2k−2ζ

2ζ
⌋∑

n=0

(−M2ζ
L )n

∫
ddp

(2π)d
(p2)k−(n+1)ζ . (3.29)

We have used again the fact that for J > 0 the m = 0 term vanishes in any rotationally invariant regular-
ization. For J = 0 we have subtracted instead the purely divergent parts of the m = 0 term. Alternatively,
we could drop such explicit subtractions and evaluate the m = 0 term by analytic continuation in k from
a region of convergence (i.e. −d/2 < k < −d/2+ ζ). It is however interesting, and actually useful, to keep
them explicit as we will see that they have a direct interpretation in terms of (1.10).

We are going to define again a generating function for these one-point functions, as:

G(k)(χ, ξ) ≡
∑
J≥0

⟨Ok,J(x, ξ)⟩
J !

=
∑
m̸=0

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıp·ξm

(p2)ζ +M2ζ
L

(p2)k + Ck

=
(
(−∂2)kG(x)− Lk(x)

)
x=ξ

,

(3.30)

where:

Lk(x) =

⌊ d+2k−2ζ
2ζ

⌋∑
n=0

(−M2ζ
L )n

∫
ddp

(2π)d
(p2)k−(n+1)ζ eıp·x

=

⌊ d+2k−2ζ
2ζ

⌋∑
n=0

(−M2ζ
L )n c(d/2 + k − (n+ 1)ζ)

|x|d+2k−2(n+1)ζ
.

(3.31)

The interpretation of Lk(x) is the following. When acting k times with a Laplacian on (1.10) and setting
x = ξ, we have a similar structure as in the GFFT from the bilinear operators and the identity operator.
In addition, we have other operators that at fixed k give vanishing contributions (see footnote 15), but
we also have operators that give new divergent contributions from some k on: these are operators O with
∆O − 2∆ϕ < 2k not even. For example, the intermediate field σ, having J = 0 and non-integer dimension
∆σ = 2ζ, gives vanishing contribution at k = 0, but a diverging one as soon as k ≥ 1 if d ≥ 2: indeed
∂2|x|∆σ−2∆ϕ = ∂2|x|4ζ−d = (4ζ − d)(4ζ − 2)|x|4ζ−d−2, and 4ζ − d − 2 < 0 for ζ < 1 and d ≥ 2. More in
general, we see by comparing (3.31) with (1.10), that the operators leading to singularities in (−∂2)kG(ξ)
have dimension ∆σn = 2nζ, and thus correspond to the composite fields σn:17

(−∂2)k
aσn

L2nζ
|x|2nζ−2∆ϕ =

aσn

L2nζ
(−4)k

Γ(nζ −∆ϕ + 1)Γ(d/2 + nζ −∆ϕ)

Γ(nζ −∆ϕ + 1− k)Γ(d/2 + nζ −∆ϕ − k)
|x|2nζ−2∆ϕ−2k . (3.32)

17It can be shown that spinning operators involving σ or higher powers of ϕ2 are subleading in the 1/N expansion (remember
that we compute bO at finite L, but fϕϕO and cO at infinite L). This explains why we only find contributions from σn, which
has aσn ∼ O(N0).
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Therefore, we need to subtract these dangerous terms from (−∂2)kG(x) before setting x = ξ, which is
what we are doing with Lk(x). Equivalently, we can introduce a regularization, subtract Lreg.

k (ξ), and then
remove the regulator, which is what we are doing with the subtractions of Ck.

The above discussion has an important consequence: evaluating (−∂2)kG(x) allows us to extract not
only the ak,J coefficients (from the finite part at x = ξ, as we did in the GFFT), but also the aσm coefficients
(from the divergent part). The latter is obtained straightforwardly by comparing (3.31) and (3.32):

aσn = (−1)n+k(LML)
2nζ c(∆ϕ + k − nζ)

4k
Γ(nζ −∆ϕ + 1− k)Γ(d/2 + nζ −∆ϕ − k)

Γ(nζ −∆ϕ + 1)Γ(d/2 + nζ −∆ϕ)

= (−1)n
(LML)

2nζ

4(n+1)ζπd/2

π

sin(π(∆ϕ − nζ))Γ(nζ −∆ϕ + 1)Γ(d/2 + nζ −∆ϕ)
.

(3.33)

Notice that any dependence on k has dropped out, and the result is valid for all n ≥ 1. In the limit ζ → 1
this yields the short-range result:

aSRσn = (LML)
2n c(∆SR)

Γ(1−∆SR)

4nΓ(n+ 1)Γ(n−∆SR + 1)
, (3.34)

which in d = 3 matches the result of [1]. However, notice that while in the short-range case in integer
dimensions there are degeneracies (essentially all operators have integer canonical dimension), this is not
the case for general ζ < 1, and therefore we can safely identify (3.33) with the one-point function coefficient
of σn.

Finally, we are ready to set x = ξ in (3.30) and extract the ak,J coefficients. This can be easily done
as we did in section (2.3), that is, by comparing the Taylor expansion of (3.30) in χ with equation (2.25)
and matching order by order the coefficients of the powers of χ. The reason is that equation (2.25) was
derived starting from (1.10) assuming that the dimension of operators appearing in the OPE of ϕ× ϕ are
∆k,J = 2∆ϕ + 2k + J , and this is also the case for the interacting large-N theory up to the σn operators

that we subtracted explicitly in (3.30). To this purpose it is convenient to write (p2)k

(p2)ζ+M2ζ
L

as a Stieltjes

transform:

p2k

(p2)ζ +M2ζ
L

=

∫ +∞

0
ds

ρ(s)

p2 + s
, ρ(s) =

sin(πζ)

π

sζ+k

s2ζ + 2M2ζ
L sζ cos(πζ) +M4ζ

L

. (3.35)

Then specializing to d = 3 we find:

G(k)(χ, ξ) =
sin(πζ)

2π2

∑
m ̸=0

∫ +∞

0
dt

e−t|xm|

|xm|
t1+2ζ+2k

t4ζ + 2M2ζ
L t2ζ cos(πζ) +M4ζ

L

+ Ck , (3.36)

where Ck contributes to the J = 0 term only, while the sum over m will contribute to any J . After
performing the small χ expansion we get:

G(k)(χ, ξ) =− 1

L3−2ζ+2k

(
sin(πζ)

π2

∫ +∞

0
dt ln

(
1− e−LMLt

) t1+2ζ+2k(LML)
2−2ζ+2k

t4ζ + 2t2ζ cos(πζ) + 1

)
+ Ck

+
∑
J>0

χJ

J !L3−2ζ+2k+J

(
sin(πζ)

2π2

J∑
n=0

2n−J+1(2J − n)!

n!(J − n)!

×
∫ +∞

0
dt LiJ+1−n

(
e−tLML

) t1+2ζ+n+2k(LML)
n+2−2ζ+2k

t4ζ + 2t2ζ cos(πζ) + 1

)
,

(3.37)

where the first line corresponds to spin-zero operator and the sum to all the spinning operators. Comparing
with (2.25) we finally find:

ak,0 =
− sin(πζ)

(2k + 1)!π2

∫ +∞

0
dt ln

(
1− e−tLML

) t1+2ζ+2k(LML)
2−2ζ+2k

t4ζ + 2t2ζ cos(πζ) + 1
+

(LML)
3−2ζ+2k

(2k + 1)!4πζ sin
(
π 2k+3

2ζ

) , (3.38)
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ak,J =
4−k−J(J + 1

2) sin(πζ)

π3/2Γ(J + k + 3
2)k!

J∑
n=0

2n(2J − n)!

n!(J − n)!

×
∫ +∞

0
dt LiJ+1−n

(
e−tLML

) t1+2ζ+n+2k(LML)
n+2−2ζ+2k

t4ζ + 2t2ζ cos(πζ) + 1
,

(3.39)

where we used the fact that Ck in d = 3 evaluates to:

Ck =
M3−2ζ+2k

L

4πζ sin
(
π 2k+3

2ζ

) . (3.40)

4 Quantum long-range O(N) model at finite temperature

The simplest example of an interacting fractional Lifshitz field theory (FLFT), of the type discussed in
the introduction is described by the action:

S[ϕ] =

∫
dτ

∫
ddx

(
1

2
ϕa(τ, x)(−∂2

τ )ϕa(τ, x) +
1

2
ϕa(τ, x)(−∂i∂i)

ζϕa(τ, x)

+
1

2
M2ζ

bareϕ
2(τ, x) +

λ

4N
(ϕ2(τ, x))2

)
,

(4.1)

where ∂τ is the ordinary derivative with respect to the Euclidean time τ , (−∂i∂i)
ζ is the fractional Laplacian

for the d spatial directions and, as before, a = 1, . . . , N , ϕ2(τ, x) ≡
∑

a ϕa(τ, x)
2, and Mbare is the bare

mass. As argued in the introduction, we can view this model, when defined on Rd+1 or S1
β × Rd, as

describing the quantum long-range O(N) model at zero or finite temperature, respectively. With the same
perspective, a similar model has been considered in [22,23], where it has been studied at finite N by other
means. Alternatively, one could view it as a classical anisotropic model with short-range interactions in one
direction (compact or not) and long-range interactions in the remaining (non-compact) ones (see also [60]
for a previous study of anisotropic long-range models).

We notice first of all that dimensional analysis of the quadratic part of the action implies that we have
the mass dimensions [x] = −1, [τ ] = −ζ, and therefore [ϕ] = ∆ϕ given by:

2∆ϕ + 2ζ − ζ − d = 0 ⇒ ∆ϕ =
d− ζ

2
. (4.2)

As a consequence, the quartic interaction in (4.1) is marginal (i.e. [λ] = 0) for 4∆ϕ = d + ζ, that is,
ζ = d/3. The model we are interested in has ζ < 1 and a relevant quartic interaction, therefore we will
concentrate on d = 2 and 2/3 < ζ < 1, but for now we keep d and ζ unspecified.

The action (4.1) is invariant under global O(N) transformations with ϕ transforming in the fundamental
representation. Moreover, it is clearly translation invariant, both in time and space, while for ζ ̸= 1 it has
rotation invariance only in space. We will be interested in the limiting cases in which it has also a scaling
symmetry, namely, the ultraviolet Gaussian fixed point and an infrared interacting fixed point. Due to the
anisotropic nature of the model we expect a Lifshitz type of scaling invariance, that is:

τ → Ωζτ, x → Ωx, ϕ(τ, x) → ϕ(Ωζτ,Ωx) = Ω−∆ϕϕ(τ, x) , (4.3)

for any constant Ω > 0. This symmetry is in general not promoted to a generalized form of conformal
invariance.18 The anisotropy and lack of conformal invariance imply that even at fixed points the correlators

18In the case ζ = 2, when formulated as a dynamic critical model (or stochastic partial differential equation problem), it
has been shown in [61] that there is a larger symmetry, namely the Schrödinger group (see [30] and references therein), but
only for the response function, not the correlator. This result has been generalized in [62] to the case ζ = 2/n, for n ∈ N, but
this does not include our interesting d = 2 case with ζ ∈ (2/3, 1).
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are much less restricted than in the isotropic case. One-point functions are still vanishing (for non-compact
spacetime), because of translation and scale invariance. However, for the two-point function we have:

⟨ϕ(τ, x)ϕ(0, 0)⟩ = |x|−2∆ϕfx

(
|τ |1/ζ

|x|

)
= |τ |−

2∆ϕ
ζ fτ

(
|x|

|τ |1/ζ

)
, (4.4)

where we have expressed it in two equivalent ways, and we expect the fx(u) and fτ (u) to be two functions
that are regular in zero and vanishing at infinity as u−2∆ϕ , but otherwise completely unconstrained.

Even if the fixed-point theories are not conformally invariant, we can still make use of the OPE,
although in this case we expect it to be only an asymptotic expansion (see for example [63]). Indeed,
assuming that a fixed-point Lifshitz field theory admits a basis in the space of operators consisting in
scaling operators Oi with dimensions ∆i, such that Oi(Ω

ζτ,Ωx) = Ω−∆iOi(τ, x), the OPE expansion
writes:

Oi1(τ1, x1)Oi2(τ2, x2) =
∑
k

fi1i2k(τ12, x12) Ok(τ2, x2) , (4.5)

where τ12 = τ1− τ2 and x12 = x1−x2, and the equality should be understood to be only in the asymptotic
sense. Applying a scaling transformation and the OPE in either order we have:

Oi1(Ω
ζτ1,Ωx1)Oi2(Ω

ζτ2,Ωx2) = Ω−∆i1
−∆i2Oi1(τ1, x1)Oi2(τ2, x2)

= Ω−∆i1
−∆i2

∑
k

fi1i2i(τ12, x12) Ok(τ2, x2) ,

Oi1(Ω
ζτ1,Ωx1)Oi2(Ω

ζτ2,Ωx2) =
∑
k

fi1i2k(Ω
ζτ12,Ωx12) Ok(Ω

ζτ2,Ωx2)

=
∑
k

fi1i2k(Ω
ζτ12,Ωx12)Ω

−∆kOk(τ2, x2) ,

(4.6)

hence the OPE coefficient is a scaling function fi1i2k(Ω
ζτ,Ωx) = Ω∆k−∆i1

−∆i2fi1i2k(τ, x), that is, we can
always write:

fijk(τ, x) = |τ |
∆k−∆i−∆j

ζ fijk

(
|x|

|τ |1/ζ

)
. (4.7)

This will be useful in the finite-temperature case (compact time), in order to relate the two-point function
to the one-point functions via the zero-temperature OPE coefficients.

We will first discuss the free theory as a warm up, and then move on to the interacting case.

4.1 The massless free fractional Lifshitz field theory at zero temperature

The action of the massless free FLFT at zero temperature is (we suppress the O(N) indices here as the N
fields are decoupled in this case):

S[ϕ] =

∫ +∞

−∞
dτ

∫
Rd

ddx

(
1

2
ϕ(τ, x)(−∂2

0)ϕ(τ, x) +
1

2
ϕ(τ, x)(−∂i∂i)

ζϕ(τ, x)

)
. (4.8)

It is trivial to check that this action is invariant under Lifshitz scaling (4.3). This implies that the two-
point function, or covariance C(τ, x) of the Gaussian measure, must have the form (4.4). Indeed, writing
the direct space covariance as a Fourier transform:

C(τ, x) =

∫
ddp

(2π)d

∫
dω

2π

eıp·x+ıωτ

(p2)ζ + ω2
, (4.9)
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the integral over ω can be performed easily, by deforming the contour and picking up a pole:

C(τ, x) =

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıp·x

e−|τ |(p2)ζ/2

2(p2)ζ/2
, (4.10)

where the integral is convergent for ζ < d. Simple rescalings reproduce (4.4) and, recalling that 2∆ϕ = d−ζ,
we have the limit cases:19

C(τ, 0) = |τ |−
2∆ϕ
ζ

∫
ddp

(2π)d
e−(p2)ζ/2

2(p2)ζ/2
=

Γ
(
d−ζ
ζ

)
(4π)d/2ζΓ

(
d
2

) |τ |− 2∆ϕ
ζ ,

C(0, x) =

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıp·x

1

2(p2)ζ/2
=

c(∆ϕ)

2
|x|−2∆ϕ ,

(4.11)

and we notice that C(0, x) is (half) the GFFT covariance of section 2, with the replacement ζ → ζ/2.

Bilinear operators. As the theory is Gaussian and massless, we expect again that in the (non-conformal)
OPE of two fundamental fields, ϕ×ϕ, only bilinear operators in ϕ appear, that is, operators of the schematic
form:

[ϕϕ]k,l,µ1···µJ
(τ, x) = : ϕ(τ, x)(∂τ )

k(∂i∂i)
l (∂i1 ...∂iJ − traces)ϕ(τ, x) : , (4.12)

whose scaling dimension is
∆k,l,J = 2∆ϕ + J + 2l + kζ . (4.13)

Notice that while we have the usual degeneracy for a fixed integer n such that J + 2l = 2n, the time
derivatives are in general (for non-rational ζ) unambiguously identifiable. On the other hand, lacking
special conformal transformations to select primary operators, the distribution of derivatives on the two
fields is rather arbitrary.

4.2 The massless free fractional Lifshitz field theory at finite temperature

The massless free FLFT at finite temperature is defined by the action:

S[ϕ] =

∫ β

0
dτ

∫
Rd

ddx

(
1

2
ϕ(τ, x)(−∂2

τ )ϕ(τ, x) +
1

2
ϕ(τ, x)(−∂i∂i)

ζϕ(τ, x)

)
. (4.14)

In this case, the covariance, or two-point function, is:

Cβ(τ, x) =
1

β

+∞∑
n=−∞

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıp·x+ıωnτ

p2ζ + ω2
n

, (4.15)

where ωn = 2πn/β and the subscript β tracks the inverse temperature. In this notation, the covariance at
zero temperature of the previous section is denoted C∞(τ, x). After using the Poisson summation formula,
Cβ becomes:

Cβ(τ, x) =

+∞∑
m=−∞

∫
ddp

(2π)d

∫
dω

(2π)

eıp·x+ıωτm

p2ζ + ω2
, (4.16)

19Keeping both τ and x different from zero, we can reduce to single integral representations in various ways. For instance, we
can use spherical coordinates in (4.10), perform the angular integral and remain with an integral over the radial part, involving
an hypergeometric function. Alternatively, and perhaps more interestingly, we can use again a spectral representation of the
integrand, that is, perform a Stieltjes transform with respect to p2 and then use the standard result for the short-range massive
propagator, to obtain:

C(τ, x) =

∫ +∞

0

ds

(2π)d/2+1

(√
s

|x|

) d−2
2

K d−2
2

(
√
s|x|) s−

ζ
2 Im

(
e

ıπ
2

ζ e−|τ |s
ζ
2 e

− ıπ
2

ζ
)

.
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where τm = τ + βm. Following the same steps as in the previous section we get the massless covariance
at finite temperature:

Cβ(τ, x) =
+∞∑

m=−∞

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıp·x

e−|τm|(p2)ζ/2

2(p2)ζ/2
, (4.17)

which becomes, after summing over m (restricting to the fundamental domain 0 ≤ τ < β):20

Cβ(τ, x) =

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıp·x

1

2(p2)ζ/2

e−τ(p2)
ζ
2 +

eτ(p
2)

ζ
2 + e−τ(p2)

ζ
2

eβ(p2)
ζ
2 − 1

 . (4.18)

The first term in parentheses is the m = 0 mode and reproduces the zero-temperature result. This is
the only surviving term in the β → ∞ limit. The second term captures the finite temperature effects.

As in the case of the GFFT at finite size, the two-point function can be seen as the generating function
for the one-point functions of scaling operators. For example if we set x = 0 and Taylor expand in τ in
(4.15) we find:

Cβ(τ, 0) =
∑
k≥0

(−1)kτ2k

(2k)!

(
1

β

+∞∑
n=−∞

∫
ddp

(2π)d
ω2k
n

p2ζ + ω2
n

)
, (4.19)

and the coefficient of τ2k is the one-point function of the bilinear scaling operator Ok(τ
′, x) =: ϕ∂2k

τ ϕ(τ ′, x) :
at finite temperature.21 As the integral in (4.19) is divergent, one needs to regularize it by an explicit
subtraction. This is fairly straightforward in this case: in order to cure all the ultraviolet divergences it is
enough to subtract the zero-temperature two-point function,

∑
k≥0

(−1)kτ2k

(2k)!
⟨Ok(τ

′, x)⟩ = Cβ(τ, 0)− C∞(τ, 0)

=
∑
k≥0

(−1)kτ2k

(2k)!

(
1

β

+∞∑
n=−∞

∫
ddp

(2π)d
ω2k
n

p2ζ + ω2
n

−
∫

dω

2π

∫
ddp

(2π)d
ω2k

p2ζ + ω2

)
,

(4.20)

which comes to subtracting the m = 0 mode after Poisson summation.
This subtraction can be understood directly from the representation (4.18), which we now rewrite in

d = 2 and at x = 0, with the change of variables t = p2:

Cβ(τ, 0) =
1

8π

∫ ∞

0
dt t−

ζ
2

(
e−τt

ζ
2 +

eτt
ζ
2 + e−τt

ζ
2

eβt
ζ
2 − 1

)
. (4.21)

A naive Taylor expansion of the integrand yields ultraviolet (large t) divergent terms at every order, coming
form the first term (the zero-temperature m = 0 mode):

1

8π

∫ ∞

0
dt
∑
k≥0

(−1)k

k!
τk t

ζ
2
(k−1) . (4.22)

However, once they are summed over k they reconstitute C∞(τ, 0) (compare to (4.11)):

1

8π

∫ ∞

0
dt t−

ζ
2 e−τt

ζ
2 = τ

−
2∆ϕ
ζ

Γ(2/ζ − 1)

4πζ
≡ τ

−
2∆ϕ
ζ d̃−2∆ϕ/ζ , (4.23)

20For 0 ≤ τ < β, we have
∑

m e−a|τ+βm| = e−aτ +
∑

m≥1 e
−aτ−aβm +

∑
m≥1 e

aτ−aβm = e−aτ + eaτ+e−aτ

eaβ−1
for any a with

positive real part.
21Operators with odd number of time derivatives vanish even at finite temperature, due to time-reversal symmetry.
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which is unsurprising as the divergence came from expanding in τ the m = 0 mode.
Subtracting these terms in the spectral representation and Taylor expanding the second term in τ we

identify the one-point functions of the scaling operators Ok:

(−1)k ⟨Ok(τ
′, x)⟩ = 1

4π

∫ ∞

0
dt

tζ(k−
1
2
)

eβt
ζ
2 − 1

=
Γ(2∆ϕ/ζ + 2k) Li2∆ϕ/ζ+2k(1)

2πζ β2∆ϕ/ζ+2k
≡ β

−
2∆ϕ
ζ

−2k
d2k . (4.24)

Observe that the counterterm part C∞(τ, 0) ∼ τ−2∆ϕ/ζ is non-analytic at τ = 0, that is, the two-point
function is:

Cβ(τ, 0) = τ
−

2∆ϕ
ζ d̃−2∆ϕ/ζ +

∑
k≥0

τ2k

(2k)!
β
−

2∆ϕ
ζ

−2k
d2k , (4.25)

and the subtraction is designed to take out the non-analytic piece of the two-point function, corresponding
to the identity operator’s contribution to the OPE.

4.3 The interacting fractional Lifshitz field theory at zero temperature

We now turn on the quartic interaction in the zero-temperature theory, that is, we consider the full model
(4.1) on Rd+1, and we are going to show that at large N the theory exhibits an interacting infrared fixed
point, much like its isotropic counterpart.

The Schwinger-Dyson equation at zero temperature relates the free covariance C̃−1(ω, p) = ω2 + (p2)ζ

and the full interacting propagator (two-point function). As the combinatorics is the same as in the usual
O(N) model, at large N we have the usual dominance of cactus diagrams, and thus the Schwinger-Dyson
equation reads:

G̃(ω0, p0)
−1 = C̃(ω0, p0)

−1 +M2ζ
bare +

λ

2

∫
ddp

(2π)d

∫
dω

2π
G̃(ω, p) , (4.26)

which as usual gives only a mass correction to the free propagator. Like in the isotropic case, we tune the
bare mass in order to cancel such mass correction and obtain a massless propagator G̃−1(ω, p) = ω2+(p2)ζ ,
that is, we impose the condition:

0 = M2ζ
bare +

λ

2

∫
ddp

(2π)d

∫
dω

2π

1

ω2 + (p2)ζ
≡ M2ζ

bare +
λ

2
T , (4.27)

where of course a ultraviolet regularization is implicit for the massless tadpole T = C(0, 0).
In order to show that the model exhibits an infrared fixed point in the large-N limit, we derive the

beta function of the quartic coupling. As usual in the vector large-N limit, the beta function is one-loop
exact and at one loop only the bubble graph contributes. We regularize the infrared by performing a
subtraction at a non-zero external momentum (ω0, 0) such that ω0 = µζ .22 The bubble integral with
massless propagator is then:

B =

∫
dω

2π

∫
ddq

(2π)d
1

(ω2 + (q2)ζ)((ω + ω0)2 + (q2)ζ)

=

∫
ddq

(2π)d
(q2)−ζ/2

4(q2)ζ + ω2
0

= − 2
1− d

ζ πω
d
ζ
−3

0

(4π)
d
2Γ(d2)ζ cos(

πd
2ζ )

,

(4.28)

where we integrated over ω by deforming the contour and using the residue theorem. In the weakly relevant

case ζ = d+ϵ
3 , this integral exhibits a pole B = µ−ϵ

2(4π)d/2Γ(d/2)ϵ
. The large-N proper vertex at the subtraction

point is:

Γ(4)(ω0, 0) =
2λ

1 + λB
, (4.29)

22Alternatively we can subtract at an external momentum (0, p) such that p2 = µ2. The computation in this case is slightly
more involved but leads to the same result, as expected.
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and defining the running coupling g = µ−ϵΓ(4)(ω0, 0)/2, we obtain the large-N beta function:

β(g) = µ∂µg = −ϵg +
g2

2(4π)d/2Γ(d/2)
. (4.30)

This beta function displays a non-trivial fixed point g⋆ = 2(4π)d/2Γ(d/2)ϵ, corresponding to a bare coupling
λ flowing to infinity.

4.4 The interacting fractional Lifshitz field theory at finite temperature

At last, we turn on also the temperature, that is, we compactify the Euclidean time direction and study
the full model (4.1) on S1

β × Rd, and we are going to discuss the thermal mass and one-point functions of
the scaling operators.

The model is tuned to the same fixed point, still at large N , but the compactification of time implies
that the tadpole is no longer canceled by the bare mass in (4.27), and therefore we have a solution of the

Schwinger-Dyson equation of the form G̃−1
β (ωn, p) = ω2

n+(p2)ζ+M2ζ
th , with ωn = 2πn/β and non-vanishing

thermal mass Mth. The thermal mass is fixed self-consistently by the mass gap equation:

M2ζ
th = M2ζ

bare +
λ

2

1

β

∑
n

∫
ddp

(2π)d
1

ω2
n + (p2)ζ +M2ζ

th

=
λ

2

(∑
m ̸=0

∫
ddp

(2π)d

∫
dω

2π

eıβmω

ω2 + (p2)ζ +M2ζ
th

−M2ζ
th

∫
ddp

(2π)d

∫
dω

2π

1

(ω2 + (p2)ζ +M2ζ
th )(ω

2 + (p2)ζ)

)

≡ λ

2
(T (Mth)− T ) ,

(4.31)

where in the second equality we used the Poisson summation formula (2.10), and we have combined the
m = 0 term with the explicit expression of the bare mass. In the last step we have defined the subtracted
thermal tadpole T (Mth)− T = Gβ(0, 0)− C∞(0, 0).

At the fixed point, the bare coupling λ diverges, and thus the mass gap equation becomes:

T (Mth)− T = 0 . (4.32)

We are going to show that it admits a unique non-vanishing solution for ζ ∈ (d/3, 1).
First, we write the two-point function at finite temperature in position space in the Fourier represen-

tation:

Gβ(τ, x) =
1

β

+∞∑
n=−∞

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıp·x+ıωnτ

p2ζ + ω2
n +M2ζ

th

=

+∞∑
m=−∞

∫
ddp

(2π)d

∫
dω

2π

eıp·x+ıωτm

p2ζ + ω2 +M2ζ
th

, (4.33)

with τm = τ + βm. The integral over ω is evaluated again by the residue theorem and restricting to the
fundamental domain τ ∈ [0, β) the sum over m is just a geometric series (see footnote 20), leading to:

Gβ(τ, x) =

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eıp·x

1

2
√
M2ζ

th + (p2)ζ

(
e−τ

√
M2ζ

th+(p2)ζ +
eτ

√
M2ζ

th+(p2)ζ + e−τ
√

M2ζ
th+(p2)ζ

eβ
√

M2ζ
th+(p2)ζ − 1

)
, (4.34)

where the first term in parentheses is the m = 0 term.
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Setting d = 2, taking τ = x = 0, and changing variables to p2 = t, we arrive at the following integral
form of the mass gap equation:

T (Mth)− T =
1

8π

∫ ∞

0
dt

 1√
M2ζ

th + tζ

1 +
2

eβ
√

M2ζ
th+tζ − 1

− 1√
tζ

 = 0 , (4.35)

that always admits a unique solution.23 We have plotted a numerical solution as a function of ζ in Figure 4.

•
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Figure 4: Numerical solutions for the thermal mass as a function of ζ in 2 + 1 dimensions. The
red dot is the value of the short-range thermal mass, and it is approached in the ζ → 1 limit,
while the solution goes to zero for ζ → 2/3.

Keeping τ ̸= 0, we obtain instead:

Gβ(τ, 0) =
1

8π

∫ ∞

0
dt

1√
M2ζ

th + tζ

e−τ
√

M2ζ
th+tζ +

eτ
√

M2ζ
th+tζ + e−τ

√
M2ζ

th+tζ

eβ
√

M2ζ
th+tζ − 1

 , (4.37)

and we are interested in its small τ expansion, which again we relate to the one-point function of the
bilinear scaling operator Ok(τ

′, x) =: ϕ∂2k
τ ϕ(τ ′, x) : at finite temperature:∑

k≥0

(−1)kτ2k

(2k)!
⟨Ok(τ

′, x)⟩ = Gβ(τ, 0)− counterterms . (4.38)

As in the isotropic case, the k = 0 operator will actually drop from this equation, as it is not in the
spectrum of the interacting fixed point, where it is replaced by the intermediate field σ. Moreover, as in
section 3.5, the counterterms will contain useful information about other operators in the spectrum.

23We rewrite the mass gap equation as f1(Mth) = f2(Mth) with:

f1(Mth) =

∫ ∞
0

dt
1√

M2ζ
th + tζ

(
2

eβ
√

M
2ζ
th

+tζ − 1

)
, f2(Mth) =

∫ ∞
0

dt

 1√
tζ

− 1√
M2ζ

th + tζ

 , (4.36)

and f2 is convergent for ζ > 2
3
as f2 ∼

∫∞
dt t−3ζ/2. We note that f1(0) > 0 and f1 is strictly decreasing with Mth while

f2(0) = 0 and f2 is strictly increasing with Mth.
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The need for counterterms comes from the first term in parentheses in (4.37), i.e. the m = 0 mode:
its naive Taylor expansion in τ exhibits ultraviolet divergent terms at each order. Such divergences are
renormalized by subtracting the beginning of the Taylor expansion in M2ζ up to the appropriate order:

1

8π

∫ ∞

0
dt
∑
q≥0

(−τ)q

q!

[
(M2ζ

th + tζ)
q−1
2 −

⌊ q
2
⌋∑

n=0

Γ( q+1
2 )

n!Γ( q+1
2 − n)

(M2ζ
th )

ntζ(
q−1
2

−n)

]
. (4.39)

The odd q = 2k+1 terms are entirely subtracted, since (M2ζ
th + tζ)k is a polynomial in M2ζ , while for even

q = 2k only the terms containing a power of t larger than −1 are subtracted:

1

8π

τ2k

(2k)!

∫ ∞

0
dt

[
(M2ζ

th + tζ)k−
1
2 −

k∑
n=0

Γ(k + 1
2)

n!Γ(k − n+ 1
2)
(M2ζ

th )
ntζ(k−n− 1

2
)

]
, (4.40)

resulting in an expression that is both ultraviolet (t → ∞) and infrared (t → 0) convergent for ζ > 2/3.
Indeed, convergence in the infrared is obvious term by term; convergence in the ultraviolet follows by noting
that the subtracted integrand behaves like t−

3
2
ζ at large t. Grouping the counterterms by their power in

Mth, we obtain the following small-τ expansion of the massive two-point function in finite temperature
(recall that 2∆ϕ = 2− ζ):

Gβ(τ, 0) = τ
−

2∆ϕ
ζ

 ∞∑
n=0

(τM ζ
th)

2nd̃−2∆ϕ/ζ+2n +
∑
k≥0

(τM ζ
th)

2k+
2∆ϕ
ζ

(2k)!
d
(βMζ

th)

2k

 , (4.41)

exhibiting the finite-temperature scaling behavior Gβ(τ, 0) = τ−2∆ϕ/ζ h
(
τM ζ

th

)
for a function h(u) that is

finite, but non-analytic, at u = 0. Taking into account the prefactor, the non-analytic part in τ of Gβ(τ, 0)
is the first term in parentheses in (4.41), while the second term gives the analytic part.

The coefficients of the non-analytic part of Gβ(τ, 0) are:

d̃−2∆ϕ/ζ+2n =

∫ ∞

0

dt

8π

∑
q≥2n

(−1)q

q!

Γ( q+1
2 )

n!Γ( q+1
2 − n)

tζ(
q−1
2

−n)

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

8π

1F2

(
1; 12 , n+ 1; t

ζ

4

)
4n tζ/2(n!)2

−
0F1

(
;n+ 3

2 ;
tζ

4

)
(2n+ 1)!

 ,

(4.42)

and, although each term at q fixed is ultraviolet divergent, performing the sum over q first we obtain
a convergent integral expression due to the alternating sign (the linear combination of hypergeometric

functions decays like t−ζ(n+1)/2e−tζ/2 for t → +∞).
The analytic part of G(τ, 0) comprises effects due to both the finite temperature and the presence of a

non-zero thermal mass:

d
(βMζ

th)

2k =

∫ ∞

0

dt

8π

[
(1 + tζ)k−

1
2 −

k∑
n=0

Γ(k + 1
2)

n!Γ(k − n+ 1
2)
tζ(k−n− 1

2
) +

2
(
1 + tζ

)k− 1
2

eβM
ζ
th

√
1+tζ − 1

]

=

∫ ∞

0

dt

8π

[
−

Γ
(
k + 1

2

)
2F1

(
1, 32 ; k + 2;−t−ζ

)
2
√
π (k + 1)! t3ζ/2

+
2
(
1 + tζ

)k− 1
2

eβM
ζ
th

√
1+tζ − 1

]
,

(4.43)

and we stress again that this is a convergent integral for ζ > 2/3.
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As in the CFT case, the coefficients of the small-τ expansion can be related to the one-point functions
of composite operators. Indeed, from (4.5) and (4.7), we have:

ϕ(τ, 0)ϕ(0, 0) =
∑
O

fϕϕO(0) |τ |
∆O−2∆ϕ

ζ O(0, 0) , (4.44)

where O runs over all the scaling operators in the theory. Taking the expectation value of (4.44), we
conclude that the two-point function is a generating function for the one-point functions of the operators
O having fϕϕO(0) ̸= 0. Notice that the operators in (4.44) are not primaries, as we do not have conformal
invariance here, hence they include also total derivatives of composite operators. However, the latter have
vanishing one-point functions even at finite temperature, due to translation invariance.

Seen from such an OPE perspective, we recognize that (4.41) is indexed by two classes of operators.

First, we have operators with momentum dimensions
∆O−2∆ϕ

ζ = 2k, i.e. ∆O = 2∆ϕ + 2kζ. These are

identified with the operators Ok(τ, x) =: ϕ∂2k
τ ϕ(τ, x) :. By consistency with (4.38), we must have that

with our choices of normalizations fϕϕO(0) = (−1)k/(2k)!, and thus we conclude that:

(−1)k ⟨Ok(τ
′, x)⟩ = M

2∆ϕ+2kζ
th d

(βMζ
th)

2k . (4.45)

Notice that the mass gap equation corresponds to d
(βMth)
0 = 0.

Second, we have a family of operators with momentum dimension
∆O−2∆ϕ

ζ = 2n− 2∆ϕ

ζ , i.e. ∆O = 2nζ.
As in the isotropic case, the intermediate field σ(x), which can be introduced as in (3.2), is identified with
the shadow of ϕ2(x) and has momentum dimension ∆σ = d + ζ − 2∆ϕ = 2ζ. Therefore, the second class
of operators contributing to the OPE of the two-point function correspond to composite σn operators:

fϕϕσn(0) ⟨σn(τ ′, x)⟩ = M2nζ
th d̃−2∆ϕ/ζ+2n . (4.46)

5 Conclusions

We have studied classical and quantum versions of the long-range O(N) model at large N , focusing on
the effects of having one compact spatial direction in the former or finite temperature in the latter. The
quantum model is mapped as usual to a Euclidean field theory with one extra (time) dimension, along
which the action is local, thus resulting in an anisotropic action, which at criticality has a Lifshitz scale
invariance, but no conformal invariance. This should be contrasted to the short-range case, where the
classical and quantum model are described by the same field theory, in d and d+1 dimensions, respectively,
and therefore they are both conformal at criticality. Therefore, in the long-range model also the finite-
size and finite-temperature compactifications are quite different: the finite-size geometry corresponds to
compactifying a direction along which the model has long-range interaction, while the finite temperature
corresponds to compactifying the local Euclidean time direction.

In both cases, the non-compact versions of the model exhibit an ultraviolet Gaussian fixed point and
an interacting infrared fixed point. Upon compactification, the fixed-point data (conformal data in the
classical case, or simply fixed-point data in the quantum one) of the non-compact theories needs to be
supplemented with the non-zero values of one-point functions of primary (respectively scaling) operators.

We have focused on the operators arising in the OPE of two fundamental fields. The corresponding
new data can be inferred from the small argument behaviour of the two-point function, and consequently
our main technical tool consists in finding suitable expansions of the latter. Our results are:

• for the free (ultraviolet) compactified theories, we obtained the one-point functions of bilinear oper-
ators. In the finite-size case we obtained such data for all the bilinear primaries, with arbitrary spin
and twist. In the finite-temperature case we computed this data only for scalar bilinears with time
derivatives.
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• in the case of the compactified interacting (infrared) theories, at large N , the effect of the interaction
is encoded in the appearance of a dynamically generated mass scale which we determined self-
consistently. We obtained the fixed-point data for the same set of bilinear operators as in the free
case. Moreover, in the interacting cases, a second infinite family of operators contributes to the OPE,
consisting in arbitrary powers of the Hubbard–Stratonovich intermediate field. We computed also
the one-point functions of such operators.

A natural extension of this work would be to consider other configurations of the background geometry,
for example considering the classical model with more or all directions compactified, or the quantum model
with compact spatial directions, either at zero or finite temperature.

Another important future direction would be the inclusion of subleading corrections in 1/N . In the
short-range case, the effect of next-to-leading corrections on the new finite-temperature data has been
studied in [35]. In the long-range case, we expect further complications. In the classical isotropic case, we
have seen that even in the leading-order we considered here, the non-standard propagator makes analytic
computations much harder, and certainly this will affect the loop integrals that are needed for subleading
orders. In the anisotropic (quantum) case, computations are harder even at zero temperature; in fact,
as we mentioned in the introduction, the fractional Lifshitz field theory we considered here has not been
studied much before, and there are several open directions even at zero temperature. In particular, it
would be interesting to determine the deviation of the dynamic critical exponent z, characterizing the
Lifshitz scaling at the fixed point, from its leading order value z = ζ, and to ascertain the existence of a
crossover (or transition) to isotropic short-range behavior above some critical value of ζ. Such aspects of
the zero-temperature FLFT require at least the next-to-leading order in 1/N , therefore we postpone them
to future work.
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A Minimal twist bilinear operators

The most general bilinear primary operator with spin J is generated by acting with a precise combination
of derivatives on the two fields. The combination is fixed by requiring that the operator is annihilated by
the generator of special conformal transformations. The result of imposing such constraint on minimal
twist operators was obtained in [48,53] (see also [54,64]), and it is most easily expressed by introducing a
complex polarization vector ξµ such that ξ2 = 0 with which to form a scalar:

O0,J(x, ξ) ≡ [ϕaϕa]0,µ1···µJ (x)ξ
µ1 · · · ξµJ =

1

N
: ϕa(x)fJ

(
ξ ·
←
∂, ξ ·

→
∂
)
ϕa(x) : , (A.1)

where the colon notation stands as usual for normal (or Wick) ordering (e.g. [65]), which serves to cancel
the divergence in the one-point function. The function fJ(u, v) is found to be

fJ(u, v) =
J ! Γ

(
ν(ζ)

)
4J Γ

(
ν(ζ) + J

) (u+ v)J Cν(ζ)

J

(
u− v

u+ v

)
=

J/2∑
n=0

γn,J (u+ v)2n (u− v)J−2n , (A.2)

with Cν(ζ)

J (z) being a Gegenbauer polynomial with ν(ζ) = d−2ζ−1
2 , and

γn,J = (−1)n
J !

2J Γ
(
ν(ζ) + J

) Γ (J + ν(ζ) − n
)

22n n!(J − 2n)!
. (A.3)

The normalization is chosen for convenience as in [53] (in particular it gives finite coefficients for J > 0
in d = 3).

A.1 Normalization of two-point functions

The two-point function at zero temperature can be computed in the free theory by applying the above
formula to the (formal) spin-0 case [53]

⟨O0,J(x1, ξ1)O0,J(x2, ξ2)⟩ =
2

N
C(x12)fJ

(
ξ1 ·

←
∂1, ξ1 ·

→
∂1

)
fJ

(
ξ2 ·

←
∂2, ξ2 ·

→
∂2

)
C(x12) . (A.4)

In order to extract the normalization constant c0,J in

⟨O0,J(x, ξ1)O0,J(0, ξ2)⟩ = c0,J

(
ξµ1
(
δµν − 2

xµxν

x2

)
ξν2
)J

(x2)d−2+J
, (A.5)

it is enough to choose ξ1 = ξ2 = ξ, in which case the Kronecker delta terms drop out. The derivatives can
be evaluated explicitly using the representation

C(x) =
Γ(d/2− ζ)

22ζπd/2Γ(ζ)

1

(x2)d/2−ζ
=

1

22ζπd/2Γ(ζ)

∫ +∞

0
dααd/2−ζ−1e−αx2

, (A.6)

and the differential formula
(ξ · ∂)ke−αx2

= (−2α ξ · x)ke−αx2
. (A.7)
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Noticing that ∂1C(x12) = −∂2C(x12) and remembering that J is even, we find

⟨O0,J(x, ξ)O0,J(0, ξ)⟩ =
2

N

(
1

22ζπd/2Γ(ζ)

)2 ∫ +∞

0
dα1 α

d/2−ζ−1
1

∫ +∞

0
dα2 α

d/2−ζ−1
2

× fJ(−2α1 ξ · x,−2α2 ξ · x)2e−(α1+α2)x2

=
2

N

(
1

22ζπd/2Γ(ζ)

J ! Γ
(
ν(ζ)

)
4J Γ

(
ν(ζ) + J

))2
(−2 ξ · x)2J

(x2)d−2ζ+2J

∫ +∞

0
dα1 α

d/2−ζ−1
1

∫ +∞

0
dα2 α

d/2−ζ−1
2

× (α1 + α2)
2J Cν(ζ)

J

(
α1 − α2

α1 + α2

)2

e−(α1+α2)

=
2

N

(
1

22ζπd/2Γ(ζ)

J ! Γ
(
ν(ζ)

)
4J Γ

(
ν(ζ) + J

))2
(−2 ξ · x)2J

(x2)d−2ζ+2J
22ζ+1−d

∫ +∞

0
ds sd−2ζ+2J−1 e−s

×
∫ +1

−1
dt (1− t2)ν

(ζ)− 1
2Cν(ζ)

J (t)2

=
2

N

Γ(d− 2ζ + 2J)

24ζπdΓ(ζ)2

(
J ! Γ

(
ν(ζ)

)
4J Γ (νζ + J)

)2

2J
π21−4ν(ζ)Γ(J + 2ν(ζ))

J !(J + ν(ζ))Γ(ν(ζ))2
(2 (ξ · x)2)J

(x2)d−2ζ+2J
,

(A.8)

where we used the change of variables α1 = s(1+t)/2, α2 = s(1−t)/2, and the orthogonality of Gegenbauer
polynomials ∫ +1

−1
dt (1− t2)α−1/2Cα

J (t)2 =
π21−2αΓ(J + 2α)

J !(J + α)Γ(α)2
. (A.9)

We thus find

c0,J =
2

N

Γ(d− 2ζ + 2J)

24ζπdΓ(ζ)2

(
J ! Γ

(
ν(ζ)

)
4J Γ

(
ν(ζ) + J

))2
π21−4ν(ζ)+JΓ(J + 2ν(ζ))

J !(J + ν(ζ))Γ(ν(ζ))2

=
2

N

π
1
2
−dJ !2−d−2ζ−J+2Γ(d+ J − 2ζ − 1)Γ

(
d
2 + J − ζ

)
Γ(ζ)2Γ

(
d
2 + J − ζ − 1

2

) .

(A.10)

This result agrees in the limit ζ = 1 with [54] up to the

(
J ! Γ(ν(1))

4J Γ(ν(1)+J)

)2

factor from the normalization

of [53].

A.2 OPE coefficient fϕϕJ

Now we compute the OPE coefficient between a spinning operator of the kind O0,J and two fundamental
fields. The functional form of the three-point function is constrained by conformal symmetry to be

⟨O0,J(x0, ξ)ϕi(x1)ϕj(x2)⟩ = δijfϕϕJ

(
ξ · x20
x220

− ξ · x10
x210

)J 1

(x202)
d
2
−ζ(x201)

d
2
−ζ

. (A.11)

We can compute the three-point function explicitly by Wick theorem as we did for the two-point function
and extract the OPE coefficient by comparing with (A.11). We have

⟨O0,J(x0, ξ)ϕi(x1)ϕi(x2)⟩ =
2

N

(
1

22ζπd/2Γ(ζ)

)2 ∫ +∞

0
dα1 α

d/2−ζ−1
1

∫ +∞

0
dα2 α

d/2−ζ−1
2

× fJ(−2α1 ξ · (x0 − x1),−2α2 ξ · (x0 − x2))e
−α1x2

01−α2x2
02 .

(A.12)
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Without loss of generality we can set x0 = 0 and we get to

⟨O0,J(0, ξ)ϕi(x1)ϕi(x2)⟩ =
2

N

J ! Γ(ν(ζ))

42ζ+JπdΓ(ζ)2Γ(ν(ζ) + J)

∫ +∞

0
dα1 α

d/2−ζ−1
1

∫ +∞

0
dα2 α

d/2−ζ−1
2

×
(
2α1

ξ · x1
x21

+ 2α2
ξ · x2
x22

)J

C
(ν(ζ))
J

2α1
ξ·x1

x2
1

+ 2α2
ξ·x2

x2
2

2α1
ξ·x1

x2
1

− 2α2
ξ·x2

x2
2

 e−α1−α2

(x21)
d/2−ζ(x22)

d/2−ζ
.

(A.13)

Considering the region x22 ≫ x21 the argument the argument of the Gegenbauer polynomials become 1 and
it is easy to extract

fϕϕJ =
2

N

J ! Γ(ν(ζ))

42ζ+JπdΓ(ζ)2Γ(ν(ζ) + J)
2JΓ

(
d

2
− ζ

)
Γ

(
d

2
− ζ + J

)
Γ(2ν(ζ) + J)

Γ(2ν(ζ))J !

=
2

N

Γ
(
d−1
2 − ζ

)
Γ
(
d
2 − ζ

)
Γ(d+ J − 2ζ − 1)Γ

(
d
2 + J − ζ

)
πd24ζ+JΓ(ζ)2Γ(d− 2ζ − 1)Γ

(
J + d−1

2 − ζ
) .

(A.14)

Now it is simple to check by a direct computation that in our conventions

fϕϕJ
c0,J

=
1

J !
. (A.15)
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