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Abstract

In earlier papers a method was given for constructing from first principles a holo-
graphic bulk dual action in Euclidean AdS space for a Euclidean CFT on the boundary.
The starting point was an Exact RG for the boundary theory. The bulk action is obtained
from the evolution operator for this ERG followed by a field redefinition. This procedure
guarantees that the boundary correlators are all recovered correctly. In this paper we use
the same method in an attempt to construct a holographic dual action for the free O(NV)
model where the bulk is flat Euclidean space with a plane boundary wall. The scalar
cubic interaction is found to be local (in D = 3) but depends on the distance from the
boundary - which can be interpreted as a non constant background dilaton field. The spin
2 - scalar - scalar interaction is found to be non local - in contrast to the AdS case. A field
redefinition that makes the kinetic term quartic in derivatives can be done to mitigate
(but not eliminate) this non locality. It is shown that, in spite of the non locality, the
action can be obtained by gauge fixing an action that has the linearized gauge invariance
associated with general coordinate invariance. Boundary correlators (two point and three
point) are shown to be reproduced by bulk calculations - as expected in this approach to
holography.
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1 Introduction

The AdS/CFT correspondence [I], 2, 3], 4] is remarkable because it relates a quantum gravity
theory to a flat space field theory in one lower dimension. While there is ample evidence that
it is true in a number of cases, a proper understanding of why such a correspondence should
exist is missing.

The idea of holographic RG provided some insight into this correspondence [[7]-[21]]. A
suggestion for deriving holographic RG from Exact RG [[22]-[24]] was was made in [25], 26].

In [25], 26] a method was given for constructing a D+ 1 dimensional holographic dual action
in Euclidean space starting from an Exact RG equation (in the form given by Polchinski [27])
for a D-dimensional boundary theory of a free scalar field. The evolution operator for this
ERG is a functional integral with a non local D + 1 dimensional action. A field redefinition
maps this to a local action of a scalar field in Euclidean AdSp,; and thus explains the cor-
respondence for this special situation. This construction has been generalized to composite
(“single trace”) operators in the O(N) model, such as the composite scalar, vector current and
energy momentum tensor [28, 29]. The boundary theory is that of scalar, gauge field, and
graviton respectively. In [28] the cubic interaction for the scalar composite was worked out
and found, very surprisingly, to be local at the UV cutoff scale (eg Planck length scale) rather
than the much larger AdS radius scale as one might naively expect from an RG. This is also
true for the scalar-scalar-graviton interaction term [31]. This method thus potentially gives
a construction from first principles of a holographic bulk dual. The bulk dual has gravity as
one of the modes so it is a quantum gravity theory. The existence of this dual follows from
the exact RG equation albeit in the large N approximation. This then can be viewed as the
first steps towards a derivation of the AdS/CFT correspondence for this very special case and
provides a different way of thinking about the correspondence. The fact that the bulk theory is
local is not obvious from this construction and it is also not clear whether it is true in general.

A natural question that arises is - what is special about AdS space? Given that the bulk
theory has quantum gravity one would morally expect that the bulk metric should not be fixed
to be pure AdS. In which case holographic dualities should exist for other spaces too. Of course
if the boundary is at infinity it does make sense to specify and fix the asymptotic behaviour
of the metric. So one might argue that the only asymptotic behaviour that has holographic
properties is an asymptotically AdS space. In the boundary this implies a conformal field
theory - a field theory at its fixed point.

Now a fixed point theory can have a finite UV cutoff. It is obtained as a solution to an
exact RG (ERG) fixed point equation []. In the AdS bulk this would correspond to a boundary
that is at a finite distance rather than at asymptotic infinity. This is like quantum gravity in
a box. But in a finite box the notion of asymptotic behaviour is ambiguous. So this suggests
that other spaces might also have holographic properties.

So then one of the obvious questions that this construction raises is whether maps to spaces
other than AdS is possible in the ERG approach. This was partially answered in [30] where an
analogous map was made to de Sitter space - after an analytic continuation of the Euclidean
ERG “time”. This also made contact with earlier work on dS/CFT correspondence[[41]-[53]].
Flat space times are also of obvious interest and one can ask whether this approach can give
some insight into flat space holography which has been discussed a lot in the literature [33] 34}
35, [36]. In this paper we construct a map that takes the ERG evolution operator functional
integral to an action in flat space. As before the kinetic terms are local . The cubic term
in the action is, surprisingly enough, local for the scalar self interaction for the case D = 3.
However it depends on the distance from the boundary. But the graviton scalar interaction is
non local. This is in contrast to the situation in AdS where the same procedure gives local

1See [32] for a concrete example.



interactions in the above cases. One also finds that a field redefinition mitigates the non locality
of this interaction at the price of obtaining a kinetic term that is quartic in derivatives. This
is reminiscent of conformal gravity.

The other important question is whether this bulk flat space theory can be obtained by
gauge fixing a general coordinate invariant theory. A gauge invariant coupling of the spin 2
field to scalars is given that reduces on gauge fixing to the interaction obtained using the ERG
approach. To make the cubic scalar self coupling coordinate invariant one has to invoke a
dilaton coupling with a non constant expectation value for the dilaton field. Thus with this
assumption the bulk theory is consistent with general coordinate invariance.

The ERG approach always gives a holographic bulk action that reproduces the correlators
of the boundary theory. It can be mapped to actions in AdS or flat space. A relevant question
then is whether the bulk theory obtained is “interesting”. One property that makes a theory
interesting is locality. The AdS case seems to have this locality property for the cubic interac-
tions. The flat space example constructed here is not local. But it is instructive - it sheds some
light on the question of why AdS spaces are special. Furthermore, being dual to free theory
on the boundary, it may still be a well defined bulk theory of an interacting massless spin 2
particle.

It is not clear whether the correspondence derived here has any connection with earlier
approaches to this problem of flat space holography. For one, we are in Euclidean space.
The Minkowski structure was crucial in all the earlier works. Whether analytic continuation,
analogous to what happens in the dS/CFT correspondence, can be fruitful here is a question
for the future.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section [2] we give the zero dimensional case following
[30]. The map takes an ERG equation to a Euclidean harmonic oscillator. Since there are no
momenta or cutoff here, the connection to RG is formal. In Section [3] we give the field theory
version. In Section Ml we show how the two point function of the boundary theory is reproduced
from the bulk. The application of this to O(N) models is immediate and is given in Section
where some cubic interactions and correlators are evaluated. Gauge invariance is also discussed
in this section. Section [0l gives a summary and conclusion.

2 Zero Dimensions

For mathematical simplicity we first discuss the Polchinski ERG equation for a zero dimensional
theory. Here the boundary is zero dimensional. When the Euclidean RG time is added it
becomes a one dimensional theory and an imaginary time Schroedinger equation (i.e. a diffusion
equation) is obtained. There is no momentum and hence no cutoff in the boundary theory. So
the connection with ERG equation is purely formal. In the next section we will see that the
results are easily generalized to D dimensions.

2.1 ERG Equation

We reproduce a calculation from [29] where the ERG equation in zero dimensions is mapped
to a harmonic oscillator. The Euclidean ERG equation is
oV (z,7) 1. [0*°0(z,7)
RN ) o )
or 20 5
As mentioned above, this is of the form of a Polchinski ERG equation for S defined by

1

U = ¢~5. We change variables and define z = f(7)y with f? = —G and ¥ = ¢ 27, to find

o 1. f 1, .- f 0 o - 1 182
—(Ch—al 2 U+ (Ly=——ay=—)0 — =¥ + ——T 2.2

(2.1)



We impose the condition o = £ and the equation becomes

f
ov 1. . d® o =
a =l Gqee I g —alt 29
— —
=Wl

If we set the combination indicated by brackets to equal a constant, w?, one obtains a (Eu-
clidean) harmonic oscillator equationgr
o 1P ., -

o = 5l —whyt —ald (24)

—= = wg% (2.5)

2.2 Functional formalism

We now turn to the evolution operator for the ERG equation of the last section. This equation
looks like an imaginary time Schroedinger equation for a free particle with a time dependent
mass Mg(T) = ﬁ The evolution operators is the following Euclidean functional integral:

U(z,7) = /dxi /Jf(Tz) = 7 Dz eéf:i ﬁiQdT/‘I'(lUuTi) (2.6)
2(7)

= T

As before, let z(7) = f(7)y() with f2(7) = —G(7). Substitute this in (Z3).

S = %/dT (9% + (;)2@/2 + 2§yy)

1 s dnf., ., ) 1/ d dinf
—Q/df[y +(d7)y (dTQIHf)yH2 deT( dTy)

Thus, upto the boundary term, the action is

1 ) N &z .
S = 5/dT [y2 +el f(pe ! f)yz] (2.7)
Now choose
In f d2 —Inf 2
e (ﬁe ) = wp (2.8)
and we get
& 1 .2 2 9
S = 3 dr [v° + wiy”] (2.9)

which is the action for a Euclidean harmonic oscillator - or a Hamiltonian for a harmonic
oscillator B. And we define ¥ by absorbing the contribution from the boundary term:

2This equation can be interpreted as an equation for the canonical density matrix of a harmonic oscillator
in thermal equilibrium with inverse temperature 7.

3Related results were obtained in [38] [39]. These maps can be understood as canonical transformations in
Quantum Mechanics [40].



Dy e vl L LR ) g (g 1)

_ldinf),
)
e 2 U(f dy;

P(y,7) (r) =y U (ys,mi)

(2.10)

As mentioned in the last section, ¥ can be taken to be e il where S is a Hamiltonian

or Euclideanized Wilson action. Alternatively (depending on what G(7) is) it can also be V1]
- a generating functional or partition function.

—S|z;

_ , —3 [P regyldr g
T) = /dyl /y(Ti) _— Dy e 2 0 U (y;, 1) (2.11)
y(r) =y
The solutions to (2.8]) written as
21,1
2 2.12
d7'2 f wOf ( )
are of the form
f = A sech wo(T — 10) (2.13)
which means Mg(7) = —é = —zcosh’wo(T — 19) and G(7) can be taken to be
A2
G(1) = ——(tanh wo(T — 1) — 1) (2.14)
wo

(210) has a 7 independent action. In this case there are well known physical interpretations
for the Euclidean theory. The evolution operator, K (y, 7;y;,0), where

K(y,T;yz-,O):/ym) _ ., Dy ¢3 Jo P refy?lar (2.15)

- 2

y(r) =y

is the density operator of a QM harmonic oscillator in equilibrium at temperature specified by

B=r.
3 D dimensional Field Theory
It is a simple matter to generalize the above calculation to the D-dimensional case. The first

cosmetic step is to replace x of the boundary field theory by ¢ and then make it a function of
p, the D-dimensional Euclidean momentum. If we write

10l = 5 [ Gt @)Gw. ) o(=p) + 1.l

where G(p) is the regulated low energy propagator and Sy a[¢] is the interacting part of the
action, then Polchinski’s ERG equation is

0. 1 dPp . 520
57" =3 | 5O s (3.1)

where ¥ = ¢~ 5ral¢]



The evolution operator that replaces (2.6]) is:

~L T ar [ e L d(p,r)(—p,)
Do, Do(p, 2 (2m)D Gp.) Ui (p), i
/ Pilp /<b (p, n = ¢i(p) ¢(p, )e [9i(p), 7]

¢(p,7) = ¢(p)
(3.2)
Then in the bulk functional let ¢(p,7) = f(p, 7)y(p, 7). There is an abuse of notation here

- (A1), whereas ¢(p), y(p).

One obtains

/ / 4"p m)y(—p, 7 )+elnf(”T)(ddﬂe‘l“f(”’”)y(p,T)y(—p,f)] (3.3)
Now we choose 21 .
Ty =) (3.4
to obtain
Dy
S=z / /d T)Y(=p, ) + (> +m*)y(p, 7)y(=p, 7)] (3.5)

giving a D 41 dimensional free field theory in flat Euclidean space as promised. The boundary
term will be absorbed as in the zero dimensional case so that

Uly(p, 7). il = Y[yi(p), 7] = B (p,73)ya(p), 7] (3.6)

We have set y(p, Tl) yi(p). An analogous redefinition is there at ;.
Define p? = p? + m?. The function f has the form

f(p) = A(p,m) sech p(T — 7o) (3.7)

which means G(p, 7) = —A%sech®p(t — 1) and so G(p, 7) can be taken to be

Blnf(p d1n f(p,7;)
—e2h

2

G<p7 T) = _A p>

(tanh p(r — ) — 1) (3.8)

@I/—\

In order to interpret (Z1]) as an ERG equation G should represent a cutoff propagator.
This is possible if we interpret 7 — 79 = % Let us take 79 = 0 to begin with.

Gp. ) = AP (tanh(%) _1) (3.9)

Then 7 = 0 corresponds to A = oo and

G(p,0) = AQ_Q)Q (3.10)
p
Choose
Alp) = p2 /p (3.11)
to get
Gp, ) = [(;f) _ —é(tanh(i\/p/jm) _1) (3.12)

which is a cutoff low energy propagator.



When A = co we have ]
G(p.0) = — (3.13)

p2

as required. When A = 0 we have 7 = oo and G(p, 00) = 0 also as required for a low energy
propagator with a UV cutoff A.
The ERG equation (2.1]) reads :

oV Lo 1 [ 520
Y &Lt AL 1oy S S 3.14
or 0N 2/,, (p, )5¢>(p)5¢>(—p) (314

where G = = —A*5% aG
Thus to conclude the action (B.5]) describes a scalar field in flat space. The ERG evolution
operator for the boundary theory is:

—leTdD ) (p,7)y(—p,T 2 4m?2 T)y(—p,T
K(ys 71 9i,7) = /( s Dy e 37 dr [ o5 Bem)u(=pr)+ @ +m?)y(p,7)y(—p,7)] (3.15)
Ti)=Yi,Y(Tf

4 Two point Function

We will evaluate the boundary two point function through a bulk calculation. Since the bulk
simply implements an Exact RG we are guaranteed to get the right answer. Nevertheless we
outline the calculation for completeness.

We take 7, = 0 (i.e. A; = 00) and 74 = oo (i.e. Ay =0). So G; = 1% and Gy = 0. We set
m = 0 for simplicity so that p = p.

In terms of ¢:

We first consider the action with ¢ before the field redefinition. We write

%A[i“fiﬁ //Qﬂ; (o) o)

so that G(p, ) is the RG-time for a mode ¢(p).
The EOM is )
d*¢(p)

dG?

=0

So the solution is
¢(p, G(p)) = b(p)G(p) + c(p)

We impose boundary condition ¢; = ¢(p,7s) = <;5(p, Gy) = 0 and ¢(p, Gi) = ¢;. This fixes
c=0and b= ¢' . We add a perturbation f J(p)oi(—p) at the boundary. The boundary term
that comes from the variation of the action then obeys

do(—p, G)

O (P) ac

|e=c. = J(=p)¢i(p) (4.1)
So b(p) = J(p) and our solution becomes

o(p, G) = J(p)G(p)

Plugging this solution into the action gives

/@ ”GG ;/AMAﬁmmng/ﬂﬁgja



as expected.
In terms of y:
The equation of motion is
d?y
dr?

y(p,T) = a cosh(pt) + b sinh(pr)

+p?y =0

Boundary Condition:

fivi = ¢ = JGy, ffyf = <Z5f = JGf

From (B.7), GB:Q])a:—b:JTA
fp,7) = Alp) sech(pr)

A
yr = JE((sinh(pr) — cosh(pts)) =0, 74— 00

JA
yi=yp,7=0)=—
D
We also have from (4.T])
dy dy
Z_T:JZZ _T~:Ji
Y dr'" yili = dr'" /
On shell action is
1 dy(—p) / 1.J(p)A 1 [(J(p)A*J(-=p) 1
L = [P = 5 [ AT
/pQ dr p2 D 2/, P 2

where (B.11]) has been used.

5 Composite fields in O(/N) models

The O(N) model at the free fixed point is

\/N;%/ gﬁfDél(p)p%l(—p)

The composite operators considered in [30] are

olx) = Y ¢'(x)¢i(x)

Aed
J I J
o, = ¢ 0.9
O = Ouw

O, is the transverse and traceless (improved) energy momentum tensor.
The ERG equation for the action for these fields was worked out in [30] for the free part

and the cubic interactions were worked out in [31].

(5.1)



5.1 Kinetic term

The free part of the evolution operator for the ERG equation for the fundamental scalar (3.2)),
for the composite scalar, vector and graviton, found in [30] are (u =1, ..., D):

q,’Tf)—O'f (q) Tf 3 5
¢=Shslo] / Dai(g / Do(g,r)e 2T i@ D snled - (55)

(¢;mi)=0i(q)

u(a,7p)=0ur(q) T
e loms] — /Dam / ) Daij(Q,T)eféf”defqm K0T D =Sl (5.6)

(g,;m)=0pi(q)

, o (q,7p)=0%" (q) LTS o (q,7)8 v (a,7) )
o / Doi"(q / Dot (g, r)e 27 T LT Rw eSnlel (5.7)
g

By quz)_U# (q)
1 ((ﬁ% is the regulated one loop integral with low energy propagators for the fundamental
scalar i
I(q):/ d”p K(p+q)K(p)
2m)P (p+q)*p?

In position space I(z) = Ay(z)%. I,,I; are the corresponding regulated propagators for the
transverse vector and graviton respectively. When A — oo,

ols
ols
wlo

I(q) = (¢*)> 7% L= (> ©Lq) = ()

Transversality of the currents are assumed: /o, = 90y, = 0. Also o¥, = 0.

Now that the map is in place one can very easily take the results of [28 B0] and obtain the
bulk kinetic terms for the composite scalar, gauge field - dual to the conserved vector current,
and graviton - dual to the energy momentum tensor - by applying the following maps to the

actions given in (5.5)),(5.6]) and (5.7).

alp) = f@yp) (5.8)
o.(p) = f(P)yu(p) (5.9)
ow(P) = [(0)Yu(p) (5.10)

where f is given by [B1). A(p) in each case is fixed by (BI0). There is an issue involving
a simultaneous map for all three fields that was discussed and resolved in [30, 3T]. Those
comments apply here also but will not be spelt out.

1. Scalar

In D = 3, o(x) has dimension one. So in the UV limit

So
G.(p) = (5.11)

“Note that we will use the flipped ERG defined in [31] here.

10



We use (8.9) in the limit A — oo to fix A(p).

2
Ga(p, ) = 22 (L) — 1) (5.12)
D A
This requires A(p) = 1 in order to obtain (5.11]). Thus
Gs(p, 1) = —%(t(mh(pT) - 1) (5.13)
So from (3.7))
fs(p) = sech (p7) (5.14)

f(p) — 1 in the UV limit.

2. 0,(x) has dimension 2. So when A = o0,
Gu(p) =p = Alp) =p
Gu(p,7) = —p (tanh(pr) = 1), fu(p,7) = p sech(p7) (5.15)

ou(p) = pyu(p) = GP)yu(p) = yu(p) = Au(p)

where A, is the external background gauge field in the boundary theory. So y,(p) should
be identified with the source A4,(p) at A = co.

3. 0, (x) has dimension 3. So similarly,

Gilp) =p° = A(p) =p’ (5.16)
Gy(p,7) = —p*(tanh(pr) — 1) (5.17)
fi(p, 7) = p*sech pr (5.18)

0 (P) = Py () (5.19)

This gives a (unusual) relation between the boundary value of the bulk metric perturba-
tion y,, and the boundary energy momentum tensor.

The y,, Y, Will be identified with the gauge fixed transverse and traceless bulk fields. Thus
the bulk gauge field satisfies additionally the “holographic” gauge condition y, = 0 and metric
perturbation, y,, = 0 = y,,.

These actions are mapped to

5= %/000 dT/ (;lﬂfg 59 (=p) + "y (P)y(—p)] (5.20)
5= %/Ooo dT/(;Zﬂ—)pD[yp(p)y“(—p) + 2" (p)yu(—p)] (5.21)
5= % /OOO dr / (;i:fD [9" (D)9 (=) + P*Y"™ (P) Yy (—D)] (5.22)

respectively. We have chosen the parameter m = 0 so that there is the possibility of gauge
invariance - only then can these be interpreted as gauge fixed versions of the Euclidean Maxwell
action or linearized Einstein-Hilbert action respectively. When m # 0 the fields would be
massive and may be required for boundary operators that do not correspond to conserved
currents. Note that m does not correspond to any parameter in the CFT (unlike in the AdS
case). It is a parameter in the regularization scheme used in the RG.

11



5.2 Interactions
5.2.1 cubic scalar

The cubic interaction term in the evolution operator for the ERG equation for the scalar field
action was worked out in [31].

1
V<J7 UW) = \/—Nkl’lzk?) 5<7€1 + ko + ks)x
{ - %% [ /p A(p)A(p + k) A(p + ky + 1@)] s <(§s(</211,7t7)) Ci((lz,’tT)) 58(5233,7757))) }

We now map the action to AdS space by the substitution ¢ = fy. Thus the coefficient of
y(k1)y(k2)y(ks) becomes

SLEY I
\/Nkl’llkg + Ko + X
2 .d f(ki,7) flko,7) flks, T)
{ “3@ [/pA(p)A(p FR)AP R+ kQ)]reguzated,A<Gs<k1, ) G ks, 7) Gk, ﬂ)}

The time derivative of the loop momentum integral with a convenient regularization procedure
is calculated in [31] and is,

T it2e ki, ko, ks._,
T 2(71) Ky, (k) X 2(?2) 2Ky, (KaT) X 2(73) Ky (ksT)
upto a normalising factor with v; = % For each i we have
1 6*’%’//\
k; QK%(/{Zi/A) = (5.23)
Using (5.14) and (512) we get with A =1,
f kz SGCh(kiT) _ _kieki//\ (524)

G~ A(k) (tanh (kir) — 1)

All the k dependence cancels in the product of (5.23)) and (5:24])! So we get a local vertex here
just as in the AdS case.

Slyl = % / dr / Iy ke Tyl ) Ol Rt k) (525)

However there is an important difference. Here the cancellation happens only when D = 3
which is when v = % In the AdS case it happens for any D. Note also the dependence on 7
which is unusual. y(z) has scaling dimension one (in D = 3), so the factor of 77! makes for
the scale invariance of the interaction. € is a regulator D = 3 + e¢. The interaction seems to
vanish in D = 3. However the boundary correlation function generated by this interaction is
finite - see below [28].

The interaction term (5.25]) is not general coordinate invariant in D + 1 dimensions due to
the factor of % This factor is required for scale invariance. It can perhaps be understood as
arising from a dilaton coupling e® with

This would restore general coordinate invariance of the action.

12



5.2.2 Scalar Correlation function

The correlation function of three scalars in the boundary theory is

_ [ 4% !
(rth)otha)atha)) = [ Gty
16 [ 71+26ﬁ*%1 T@*%I 7-@*%1 e
:m/o dr v (T) Kg(lﬁ )(7_) Ki(ké )(7_) K§<k3 )
16 T(2e) a1
= W(k:1 k4 k) o (5.26)
When € — 0 we get 1

(o (ko (ke)o(ks))) ~ 7= (5:27)

We will now recover this from the bulk calculation in the semi classical approximation using
the Witten diagrams involving the cubic vertex (5:25)). The external fields y(k;, 7) are given by

Gs(k’i, T)
f(klv 7_)
Here J(k;) is a source for o(k;) in the boundary. Using (5.13) and (5.14]) we get

y(ki, ) = J(k:) (5.28)

e
y(kiv 7_) =
Plugging this into the action (5.25]) and doing the integral over 7 one obtains (when € — 0),
1
k1,ko.ks 1R2K3

and thus (5.27]).

5.2.3 scalar-scalar-spin 2

The interaction term in this case is ([31])

i ([ b+ ks ke ) ) (SRS LD T L G

For the loop integral in this, the computation is done in an appendix in [31], resulting in

) ) () K (

T

k

T

ks

Kikg x 7207 (
.

)”/KV,(kgT), (5.31)

Wherel/:2—§:%andl//:§

= % We take D = 3. We have already seen that (J;—S cancels
the v = % terms. That leaves the tensor term.

fi ks sech(ksT) 1

fi _ L ker 5.32
G, Alks) (tanh (kst) —1)  ks' (5:32)
We have used (EI6). On the other hand for v/ = 2,
k 174 —ksT
(_3) Ko (ks7) 7 S (1 + kyr) (5.33)
T T

13



Multiplying (£.32) and (5.33]) we get é(l + k37). Thus the scalar-scalar-spin 2 coupling is
non local:

1 1
3 [ [ Ryl O ) (1 )3+l ) (534)
k1,k2,ks3 3

The dimension of y,, () is one (in D = 3) and one can see that the interaction term is scale
invariant.

5.2.4 Scalar-scalar-spin 2 correlation

The boundary correlation function is given by (for the transverse traceless field)

N de Pubv
<<0’(k‘1)0(k32)0’u1/(k’3)>> ~ / (27T)Dp2(p+ k:1)2(p+k1 +k‘2)2

— k‘wk‘Qu/dT TQD_?’(ﬁ)%K%(k’lT) (@>%K%(l€27) (@>%Kg(k37)

T T T
ki + ko + 2ks
kiko(ky + ko + k3)?

We now recover this from a bulk calculation using the interaction term (5.34]).

Plug in the classical solution for y (5.28)) and (using (5.17), (EI8))

Yo (ks 7) = %W(kg) = ke " Ry (ks) (5.36)

into (5.34]), we get on doing the 7 integral

(5.35)

~ klﬂkQV

Fy + by + 2k
W[J,h,w]z/ 5y + Fs + ko )oy by — L F2 RS s () (5.37)

K1 ,ko, ks kiko (k1 + ko + k3)?

which reproduces (5.35]).

That concludes our discussion of the spin 2 and scalar correlation functions.

Regarding higher spins: we also do not expect an exact cancellation in all the higher spin
(spin greater than 2) scalar interactions where also K, with v > % are involved and thus they
will also be non local.

5.3 General Coordinate Invariance
5.3.1 Kinetic term for graviton

Consistency of massless spin 2 theories requires gauge invariance to get rid of the negative
norm states. Linearized gauge invariance takes the form: (A runs over 7 and the D boundary
directions «)

The quadratic part of the Einstein-Hilbert action with the above invariance is
1 ABM | Ly a v _Lya pm  limas

One can use this gauge invarance to choose the usual “holographic” gauge

oo =her =0 (5.40)



The equations of motion are:

59 _lhm
Shag 2

1 1 1 1 1
M MA,B MB,A
= 5#%%% + §5ABhCM% + éh%’ AB _ Sh N =S =0 (5.41)

Separating the 7 index and imposing the holographic gauge gives the following three equa-
tions:

5ha6 = éh M 55 h’y% M + 55 h'\/ﬂ,/fy + éh,y% — éhu ’ w éhu ’ L =0 (542)
08 1 1
— T8 BT 5.43
dh.g 27 2 =0 (5.43)
08 1 1
= _Qmmi + ah“fﬂ’lfy -0 (5.44)
Taking the trace of (5.42) gives:
1 o p 1 ar 1 v om
5(2_D)hoz,u+§(1_D)hoz,T+§(D_2)hu,’y:()
Using (5.44)) this simplifies to
1
5(1 - D)h, 7. =0 (5.45)
This has only the solution
' = co(p) + c1(p)7 (5.46)

where p is the momentum in the boundary directions. Since this couples to the trace of the
boundary energy momentum tensor, which is zero, h®, can be set to zero at 7 = 0 and also at
7 = oo, which sets ¢g, ¢; to zero. But one is not forced to do so. We leave it as zero for the
moment.

(5:43) then gives the constraint

a%hﬂéu =0 (5.47)

If h“é ., vanishes at 7 = 0 it is zero everywhere. In the gauge (5.40) we have a remaining
gauge invariance

5ha5 = a(aeg) (5.48)

where € is independent of 7. This can be used to set h“ﬁ’ , = 0 on one slice. So it is zero
everywhere. Thus we have a transverse and traceless metric perturbation in D + 1 dimensional
flat space with a boundary at 7 = 0. And the final equation for it is

hop, M3 =0 (5.49)

5.3.2 Non locality of spin 2 coupling to Scalar
The interaction term (5.34))

1 1
! / dr / Ky s VS (i ) (ks — (1 + ks?)S(k + B+ ks)  (5.50)
2 k1,k2,k3 k3

is non local because of the é factor. This suggests a field redefinition of the spin2 field:

Yy (k) = kihy, (k) (5.51)
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With this redefinition (5.19) gives

0 (1, p) = P°h,, (T, p) (5.52)

Since the Green function for the energy momentum tensor in the boundary theory is also ~ p?

we see that the bulk field hfw at the boundary, hfw(T = 0), can be identified with the boundary
background metric - the source for the energy momentum tensor - (which was not possible
with v,,).

Then (5.22) becomes

s=3 /OOO ar / (gﬂfDﬁ[h"W(pMZu(—p) + R (p)ht, (—p)] (5.53)

and (B.50) becomes

1
3 /dT / Ely(ky, m)kSy(ks, T)hfw(kg)(l + ks7)(k1 + ko + ks3) (5.54)
k1,k2,k3

hfw(x) is dimensionless as is usual in descriptions of the metric perturbation: h,, = d,, +
/@hi’w, where k has dimensions of length. (5.53]) is dimensionless and does not require the
dimensionful Newton’s constant G = . In the AdS case one would have had Rfds = ﬁ
In the present case, in flat space, there is no length scale corresponding to Rq4s.

(539) has the linearized gauge invariance in D + 1 dimensions given by (5.38]).

Clearly if we multiply the entire action by p#p, it continues to have the invariance. Thus

we can start with the four derivative action for hY,, given in momentum space by

1 1
S = [ 0p] = 3" parhlis 0P () + o A ()
p

1 1
—§poMhbﬁ(p)hbf4(—p) + §pAthb% (p)R"5(—p) (5.55)

and it is invariant under
Shiyn (p) = ip(ueny (5.56)

Gauge fixing it gives (B.53]). The reason for the tilde will become clear below.

(5.53)) is written partially in position space and partially in momentum space. We let M = p
be the directions along the boundary and M = 7 be the bulk direction. The invariance, (5.38]),
of (5.:39) in this notation is:

5hHV(T7 p) = Z.p(,uel/) <p7 T) (557)
. d
Ohu-(T,p) = ipue-(T,p) + EEH(T, P) (5.58)
d
- 9 _
Oher (T, p) e (7:p) (5.59)

5.3.3 Gauge invariance of scalar coupling

The minimal linearized coupling of the graviton perturbation to a scalar field is given by

Sp = % / [OM pOpo(1 + %5ABhAB) + O pOnd hMN] (5.60)
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and is invariant under

66 = eMoye (5.61)
We define gMN = §MN 1 hBMN o that to linear order hyy = —hM¥.

Writing M = (7, u) we get

S = % / dr /p [6(7,p)d(, —p) + P'Pud(T,p) (7, —p)]

w3 [ [ O ) 7)o, ) (5 )3 2 )

vy [ [ 6 o 3) =m0, )

+2i¢(7, p1)pou(7, p2) ™ (7, )]0 (p1 + P2 + ps) (5.63)
The invariance is (5.57), (5.58)),(E59) and
06 = o7, p) + e"ipd(7, p) (5.64)

Gauge fixing to the holographic gauge and using the tracelessness property we get

S = % / dr /p [6(7,p)d(T, —p) + P'Pud(T,p) (7, —p)]

1
5 [ [ padm ot p )6+ pe ) (5.65)
P1,p2,P3

Now consider the interaction term (5.54]). It can be identified with the gauge fixed S; in

(B.63)) if we let
hu(7,p) = (14 pT)h, (7, p) (5.66)

The question is can this be extended to a gauge invariant interaction with the scalar. It
turns out to be possible and the gauge invariant coupling is given below (Note that the trace
of the metric is chosen zero due to conformal invariance of the boundary theory):

1
Sir = /dT/ d(p1 + p2 + P3){ - épwéb(ﬂ P1)P2,0(T, p2)£1 + P3T)hbw(7', P3)
P1,P2,P3

/

~~

hp

N T i v v
+lpw¢(7', p1)ar¢(7', 102) [(1 +P37)hbu (73 P3) - ];—zhb“ (73 Ps)}

N J/

BT
1 1
+50,0(r, 210,07, 1) [(1+ pyr) ™ — 222 piur ] | (5.67)
. p3 ]
hTT

Gauge invariance of this action requires

5hﬂy = ip(ﬂEV) = (1 +p7‘)5hi’w
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Thus

Shb, (T, p) = ipuen)(T, p)ﬁ = ip(u€) (T, D) (5.68)
with
Eu(T,p) = el“i’p];) (5.69)
Similarly we define €,:
& (7,p) = e + — P (5.70)
’ 1+7p p(1+7p)

We let

b . ~
5h;ux(7—a p) = 1Putv)
Shh. = ipuér + 08,

ShY_ = 20.¢, (5.71)
Further if we let
huw(T,0) = (14 p7)h,(1,p) (5.72)
ipY
hue(T,p) = (L+pr)hl(7,p) — ?hﬁ’w(ﬂ p) (5.73)
b ity
her(T,p) = (L4 p7)hi (7,p) — 27%(7, p) (5.74)
one finds that
Shuw (T,p) = ipuen(T,p) (5.75)
0y (T,p) = ipue-(T,p) + Oreu(T, p) (5.76)
Oh.r(1,p) = 20,¢.(7,p) (5.77)
We further require
0o =€ 0;0+ 0,0 (5.78)

and we see that (0.67)) is the standard gauge invariant minimal coupling with hy;y. The bulk
field 1, obtained from ERG is related to it as indicated above.

Using (5.71]) we can set

p” b
B =—*L
M p(l + pT) W<T’ p)

to ensure the holographic gauge h,, = 0. Similarly
2ip¥

h,=———
p(1+ p7)

hy (7,p)
sets h., = 0.

After all this is done we can see that the gauge fixed S; (5.54]) can be obtained from the
gauge invariant Sy with hysx replaced by kS, given by (5.72),(E.73) and (5.74).

Thus we conclude that the interaction term can be obtained from a gauge invariant term
by gauge fixing.

The gauge transformation of the bulk ERG field h4,, also has a standard gauge transfor-
mation law (5.59) and so the kinetic term obtained through ERG (5.53)) is also obtainable by
gauge fixing from a standard gauge invariant kinetic term (5.55]).

The linearized gauge invariance ensures that at the linearized level the action we obtain is
consistent with general coordinate invariance.
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The interaction term has some non locality in the sense that a derivative expansion is not
possible about a constant background. Whether these theories are physically acceptable is not
clear at this point. The fact that they are dual in the large N limit, to a free scalar field theory
in the boundary, suggests that they should be acceptable.

6 Conclusion

In this paper we described an attempt to use the same method that was used in [25] 26] to
map the ERG equation to a holographic RG equation in AdS, to obtain a bulk space that is
flat. As in the AdS case our starting point is the ERG equation for the O(/N) model at the
Gaussian fixed point. The bulk fields dual to the composite scalar, spin 1 current and the
energy momentum tensor are a scalar, a vector and the spin 2 graviton. Local kinetic terms
(in flat space) for these fields were obtained by this method. The vector action is the gauge
fixed Maxwell action. Similarly the spin 2 field kinetic term is the gauge fixed Einstein-Hilbert
action. Two point functions are calculated and give the expected answers.

The cubic scalar self interaction and scalar-scalar-spin 2 interaction were also calculated
using this method. The scalar self interaction turns out to be local - but only in D = 3. This
is unlike the AdS case where it was local for all D [31]. There is also a dependence on 7 - the
distance from the boundary. This can possibly be interpreted as being due to a background
dilaton field. This would restore general coordinate invariance. The spin 2 interaction is found
to be non local - again unlike the AdS case where it was local [31]. A field redefinition renders
the locality milder. After the redefinition the graviton kinetic term has four derivatives -
reminiscent of conformal gravity.

The cubic correlators are calculated from the bulk using the semiclassical approximation
and found to agree with boundary results. Of course, the correlators calculated are guaranteed
to be correct because using this bulk action is equivalent to doing exact RG calculation.

There is a qualitative difference with AdS - the mass of the bulk scalar field is unrelated to
the scaling dimension of the boundary operator. In fact it is not a parameter in the CFT - it
arises from the cutoff function - so it is a parameter in the RG scheme.

The symmetries of the bulk theory need to be investigated. The bulk action is scale invariant
and has the Poincare symmetry of the boundary. The scalar-scalar graviton interaction term
is a gauge fixed version of some manifestly general coordinate invariant terms. Thus it has
the linearized gauge invariance required for consistency with general coordinate invariance.
However the bulk spin 2 field is not quite the usual metric perturbation. They are related by a
field redefiniton which is non analytic for zero boundary momentum - i.e. it cannot be written
as a derivative expansion around a constant metric perturbation.

Whether these theories are physically acceptable is not clear. But they are dual to a free
theory in the boundary which suggests that they should be acceptable.

The method described here is farly general and can be used to construct holographic duals
of known boundary theories. There is a lot of freedom and one can obtain different bulk theories
in different spaces for the same boundary theory. But what we learn is that generically they
result in non local bulk interaction terms. Thus one fact that emerges is that AdS spaces are
special in that they seem to give local interactions in the bulk.

Finally it would be interesting to see whether this has any connection with other approaches
[33, 34], 35 [36]. These approaches are designed for Minkowski space time - so a direct com-
parison is difficult. Another possibility is to consider the analytically continued ERG equation
giving evolution of a time slice in real time - this would be a holography for Minkowski space
time. This approach has been used for holographic dS/CFT correspondence [[41]-[53]] and in
the ERG context was discussed in [30].
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