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The utility of the non-relativistic large-charge effective field theory (eft)
for physical systems, and neutron matter in particular, relies on controlled
Schrödinger-symmetry breaking deformations due to scattering length and
effective-range effects in the two-body system. A recently-found exact
solution of the large-charge system is used to compute these effects for
two-point correlation functions of large-charge operators in perturbation
theory around the large-charge ground state. Notably, the leading effective-
range effects are found to enter at second order in the effective range, in
agreement with analogous calculations in the three-body system. The
Schrödinger-symmetry breaking deformations are used –together with input
from Quantum Monte Carlo simulations– to address the range of validity of
the eft with deformations both in general and in the special case of neutron
matter. In particular, it is found that nuclear reactions with up to six low-
energy neutrons in the final state can be described by the large-charge eft
with Schrödinger-symmetry breaking.
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1. Introduction

Recent work [1–4] has demonstrated that certain nuclear reactions with low-energy
neutrons in the final state can, in principle, be described by an eft whose leading order is
a nonrelativistic conformal field theory (nrcft) which describes fermions at unitarity. As
scale-invariant matter has no particle interpretation, a field in a nrcft which describes
nuclear matter may be referred to as an “unnucleus”, a non-relativistic analog of the
“unparticles” considered in Ref. [5]. As nuclear systems are not Schrödinger invariant, in
order to establish the utility of this eft, it is essential to consider deformations about the
unitary fixed point. The s-wave neutron-neutron scattering length is large, and therefore
the consequent Schrödinger-symmetry breaking effects should be small at sufficiently
small densities and/or momentum transfers. These effects have been computed in
Ref. [4] for systems with up to three neutrons in the final state, and it was found that they
are indeed small as expected. On the other hand, the neutron-neutron effective range
is of natural size, or larger, and therefore one expects that these effects will constitute
the dominant symmetry-breaking contribution. For reasons that remain mysterious,
the nominally-leading effective-range contributions in three-neutron systems are found
to vanish in conformal perturbation theory [4]. Quantification of the effective-range
corrections thus requires a more intricate perturbative calculation that has not yet been
done in the three-body sector.

Given the inherent complexity of the few-body wave functions, in systems with many
neutrons in the final state, it may prove more efficient to work in an eft which describes the
superfluid state of neutron matter [6, 7]. Recent work has shown that correlation functions
in this eft can be computed systematically in a large-charge expansion [8–13], where
the conformal dimension of operators is efficiently computed using the state-operator
correspondence [14]. Unfortunately, it is not immediately clear how to adapt the state-
operator correspondence to account for Schrödinger-symmetry breaking deformations.
This renders it challenging to compute the symmetry-breaking contributions to the
correlation functions. One of the aims of this work is to show how this can be done
systematically.1

The large-charge expansion [17, 18] is a powerful tool to analytically access strongly-
coupled conformal field theories (cfts) in a sector of large global charge. In very

1. The near-conformal dynamics due to a small dilaton mass in a linear realization of the large-charge eft has
been explored in both the relativistic [15] and non-relativistic [16] cases.
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recent work [19], the large-charge master field has been found which allows one to
systematically compute all Schrödinger-invariant n-point correlation functions with a
single large-charge insertion in the large-charge limit. This solution further allows the
simple computation of Schrödinger symmetry breaking corrections in the large-charge
eft due to finite scattering-length effects in the fundamental theory of fermions near
unitarity [19]. It is reassuring that at chargeQ = 3, these results are found to be consistent
with the results of Ref. [4] which are computed directly in conformal perturbation theory
with the three-body wavefunctions.

This work will consider deformations of Schrödinger symmetry due to effective-range
effects, and in addition will consider the general form of the scattering-length and
effective-range deformations in a perturbation theory around the large-charge ground
state. Perhaps not surprisingly, the nominally-leading effective-range corrections in
the large-charge eft are found to vanish, consistent with the Q = 3 result. Therefore,
second-order effects in the effective range are computed in perturbation theory.

It may appear that solving the equations of motion (eom) order-by-order in perturbation
theory around the Schrödinger-invariant point is a daunting task; time-translation
invariance is broken by the operator insertions, and Schrödinger invariance is explicitly
broken by the finite-range corrections. However, the task becomes manageable if
a coordinate transformation is applied that corresponds to a frame change in the
associated nrcft, i.e. in the undeformed system. For a Schrödinger-invariant system
this transformation shifts the insertions to times τ̃ = ±∞, preserving the form of the
Lagrange density but introducing a background harmonic potential (this is the basis of
the non-relativistic state-operator correspondence). In the case at hand, moreover, the
Schrödinger-breaking couplings become time-dependent. The resulting system in this
oscillator frame is non-autonomous, but the eom simplify, allowing one to find explicit
closed-form solutions, which are then transformed back to the initial flat frame. In this way
one finds an explicit expression for the correlation function, that in energy-momentum
space reads

ImG(E, 0) = C0 E
∆Q−5/2

[
1 + 𝒞𝒬

(
a
√
ME

)−1
+ 𝒞′′𝒬 r2

0ME

]
, (1.1)

where ∆Q is the conformal dimension of the lowest operator of charge Q, and 𝒞𝒬 and
𝒞′′𝒬 are known functions of the charge and of the Lagrange-density parameters. While
𝒞𝒬 has been computed in Ref. [19], a primary goal in what follows is to compute 𝒞′′𝒬 .

The large-charge eft in the Schrödinger limit is a nonrelativistic conformal field theory,
and therefore, a priori, can be applied only to systems at criticality. However, there is a
wide range of physical systems that may be profitably studied using the deformed theory,
as the eft describes all underlying non-relativistic many-body systems that experience
superfluidity (i.e. the spontaneous breaking of the particle number symmetry) and that
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are by some measure near criticality. This is, for example, the case with superfluid
atomic gases. Using Feshbach resonances, one can tune the underlying contact forces
arbitrarily close to unitarity, and have naturally vanishingly-small effective-range effects
and controllable three-body effects. A second example, which is not considered in
this paper, is a gas of anyons in 2 + 1 dimensions which is deformed away from the
Schrödinger limit [20].

Of special relevance here are few–body systems of neutrons. Such systems have
long been of interest to theorists due to the intriguing possibility of the existence of
pure-neutron nuclei2. Interest has ramped up recently due to new experimental efforts,
particularly at the Radioactive Ion Beam Factory at riken, using the Superconducting
Analyzer for Multi-particles from Radio Isotope beams (samurai) [23, 24]. In particular,
samurai is able to resolve the energies of the final state neutrons with unparalleled
precision. To date reactions with four neutrons in the final state have been studied [25],
and systems with six and more final-state neutrons are being explored [24]. The deformed
large-charge eft may provide a valuable tool for computing correlation functions of these
systems of low-energy neutrons in the final state of nuclear reactions; i.e. unnuclear
matter [1–4].

It is the primary goal of this paper to provide a quantitative answer to the question:
how close to unitarity must a system ofQ fermions be in order to be profitably described
using the deformed large-charge eft? A corollary of this question relevant to neutron
systems is: what is the range of values of Q for which the large-charge eft provides
a systematic, controllable, approximation scheme for describing neutron correlation
functions? From the perspective of the fundamental theory of fermions near unitarity,
the existence of the large-charge eft relies on the existence of a well-defined Fermi surface,
which in turn implicitly assumes a gas of fermions in the thermodynamic limit. Thus,
given the many-body nature of the large-charge eft, one should expect that the utility
of this eft in describing few-body systems of neutrons will depend critically on the
detailed numerical behavior of the perturbative expansion. In any event, answering these
questions clearly requires a systematic calculation of the leading symmetry-breaking
effects due to scattering length and effective-range effects.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the underlying eft of fermions near
unitarity is reviewed, and the nrcft is defined. Section 3 in turn reviews the superfluid
eft which describes fermions near unitarity in the far infrared where the sole active
degree of freedom (dof) is the Goldstone boson of spontaneously broken particle-number
symmetry. The symmetry-breaking operators in this eft are written down, and, via a
calculation of the energy density of the system, the coefficients of these operators are
shown to be determined by quantum Monte Carlo (mc) simulations of the near-unitary

2. See, for instance, Refs. [21, 22].
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Fermi gas. The large-charge eft in sectors of fixed chargeQ is then reviewed in Section 4.
Of special importance is the recently discovered master-field solution, which serves as
the Schrödinger-invariant Goldstone boson field about which perturbation theory is
constructed. Sections 5 and 6 develop perturbation theory to first- and second-order in
the effective range, respectively. In computing the large-charge correlation functions, even
in the symmetry limit, special attention must be paid to divergences that appear at the
boundary of Euclidean time. Section 7 considers various regularization schemes in order
to properly separate regularization artifacts from physics. While the leading scattering-
length corrections were obtained in Ref. [19], Section 8 recovers these corrections using
the new methodology. The final technical steps, continuation back to Minkowski space
and Fourier transformation of the correlation functions to energy-momentum space are
described in Section 9. Finally, in Section 10 an analysis of the validity of perturbation
theory is carried out generally and in the special case of neutron matter. Section 11
summarizes and concludes. In order to relieve the narrative of clutter, some essential
material has been organized into a series of appendices.

2. Fermions near unitarity: EFT definition

Consider a system of spin-1/2 fermions which interact via two-body contact forces. At
very low energies, where derivative interactions can be ignored, the Lagrange density
can be expressed as

ℒ = ψ†σ

[
i∂t +

−→∇ 2

2M

]
ψσ + 1

C0
s†s +ψ†↓ψ†↑s + s†ψ↑ψ↓ , (2.1)

where the field ψ†σ creates a fermion of spin σ =↑,↓, s is an auxiliary field, and C0 is a
bare low-energy constant. In what follows these fermions will be taken to be neutrons.
Consider neutron-neutron scattering. Below inelastic thresholds, the s-wave phase shift
is given by the effective-range expansion

k cot δ(k) = − 1
a
+ 1

2r0k
2 + v2k

4 + 𝒪(k6) , (2.2)

where k =
√
ME is the on-shell center-of-mass momentum, a is the scattering length, r0

is the effective range, and v2 is a shape parameter. In dimensional regularization with
the power-divergence subtraction scheme [26, 27] and renormalized at the scale µ, the
relation between the low-energy constant C0 and the scattering length is given by

C0(µ) = 4π
M

1
1/a − µ . (2.3)
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There is a non-trivial ultraviolet (uv) fixed point at C0 = C★, corresponding to a divergent
scattering length. There is also a trivial fixed point at C0 = 0, corresponding to free
particles (a = 0). Rescaling the couplings to Ĉ0 ≡ C0/C★, the beta-function for the
rescaled coupling is

β̂(Ĉ0) = µ
d

dµ
Ĉ0(µ) = −Ĉ0(µ)

(
Ĉ0(µ) − 1

)
, (2.4)

which has fixed points at Ĉ0 = 0 and 1, as shown in Fig. 1. The coupling is near the trivial
fixed point for µ < 1/|a|, and near the non-trivial fixed point for µ > 1/|a|.

! !

Ĉ0(µ)

<latexit sha1_base64="wlakF/Wa1gofhOhkQ7DC8nuoOfM=">AAAAAHicbVDLSsNAFJ34rPXRqEs3g0Wom5JIQZfFblxWsA9oQphMJ+3QmUmYh1BDv8SNC0Xc+inu/BunbRbaeuDC4Zx7ufeeOGNUac/7djY2t7Z3dkt75f2Dw6OKe3zSVamRmHRwylLZj5EijArS0VQz0s8kQTxmpBdPWnO/90ikoql40NOMhByNBE0oRtpKkVvJgzHSsDWLvFrAzWXkVr26twBcJ35BqqBAO3K/gmGKDSdCY4aUGvhepsMcSU0xI7NyYBTJEJ6gERlYKhAnKswXh8/ghVWGMEmlLaHhQv09kSOu1JTHtpMjPVar3lz8zxsYndyEORWZ0UTg5aLEMKhTOE8BDqkkWLOpJQhLam+FeIwkwtpmVbYh+Ksvr5PuVd1v1L37RrV5W8RRAmfgHNSAD65BE9yBNugADAx4Bq/gzXlyXpx352PZuuEUM6fgD5zPH4PhklY=</latexit>

�̂
(Ĉ

0
(µ

))

<latexit sha1_base64="dw2mB2mPtOl4iuZkD38ptkWk5+o=">AAAAAHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqEsRBovQbkoiBV0Wu3FZwbZCE8JkOmmHTh7M3AglZOXGX3HjQhG3foM7/8Zpm4W2Hrhw5px7mXuPnwiuwLK+jdLa+sbmVnm7srO7t39gHh71VJxKyro0FrG894ligkesCxwEu08kI6EvWN+ftGd+/4FJxePoDqYJc0MyinjAKQEteeZp5owJYMdnQPLa4tHOPavmhGm97plVq2HNgVeJXZAqKtDxzC9nGNM0ZBFQQZQa2FYCbkYkcCpYXnFSxRJCJ2TEBppGJGTKzeZn5PhcK0McxFJXBHiu/p7ISKjUNPR1Z0hgrJa9mfifN0ghuHIzHiUpsIguPgpSgSHGs0zwkEtGQUw1IVRyvSumYyIJBZ1cRYdgL5+8SnoXDbvZsG6b1dZ1EUcZnaAzVEM2ukQtdIM6qIsoekTP6BW9GU/Gi/FufCxaS0Yxc4z+wPj8AYfbl9w=</latexit>
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Figure 1 – The beta-function of Eq. (2.4) plotted as a function of Ĉ0(µ). The blue dots are
the renormalization group (rg) fixed points. The arrows indicate the direction of increasing
µ; the beta-function curve evolves from µ = 0 (the trivial fixed point) to µ = ∞ (the unitary
fixed point).

Expanding about the uv fixed point, the system of low-energy fermions is described
by a nrcft, defined by the Lagrange density

ℒCFT = ψ†σ

[
i∂t +

−→∇ 2

2M

]
ψσ + 1

C★
s†s +ψ†↓ψ†↑s + s†ψ↑ψ↓ . (2.5)

Consider now the inclusion of small Schrödinger-breaking effects in the fundamental
theory. Using Eq. (2.1) and Eq. (2.3) one can write

ℒ = ℒCFT + M

4πas
†s − M2r0

8π s†
(
i
←→
∂t +

−→∇ 2 +←−∇ 2

4M

)
s , (2.6)

where, in addition, effective-range corrections have been included [4, 28]. Note that the
field ψσ has conformal dimension 3/2 while the field s at unitarity has conformal dimen-
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sion 2 [14]. The scattering length corrections therefore enter via a relevant dimension-4
operator, and the effective-range corrections enter via an irrelevant dimension-6 operator.
Therefore, the operators are formally scale invariant if a−1 and r are assigned conformal
dimensions 1 and −1, respectively.

3. Superfluid EFT

3.1. Basics of the Euclidean EFT

Many neutrons at and near unitarity are superfluid and therefore are described in the
infrared (ir) by an eft of the Goldstone boson, θ(x), of spontaneously broken particle
number [6, 7]. In Euclidean space, the partition function is

Z =
∫
𝒟θ exp (−S) =

∫
𝒟θ exp

(
−

∫
dτd3xℒ

)
, (3.1)

where, at lo,

ℒLO = −c0M
3/2X5/2 , (3.2)

with

X = i∂τθ − (∂iθ)
2

2M . (3.3)

One readily checks that ℒLO is Schrödinger invariant and therefore defines a nrcft [6,
7]. The density and Hamiltonian density are given by, respectively,

ρ = −δℒ
δX

, ℋ = ℒ − ¤θ∂ℒ
∂ ¤θ , (3.4)

where ¤θ ≡ ∂τθ. The Euler–Lagrange equations take the form

∂τρ + 1
M
∂i (i∂iθρ) = 0 . (3.5)

At lo, one finds the solution3

θ = −i µ τ , X = µ , (3.6)

which describes the homogeneous ground state of the system.

3. From this equation forward, µ denotes the chemical potential.
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3.2. Symmetry breaking operators by matching

As the Goldstone field X carries conformal dimension 2, a spurion analysis gives the
leading symmetry-breaking operators in the superfluid eft,

ℒsb = −g1 a
−1MX2 − g2 a

−2M1/2X3/2 − h1 r0M
2X3 − h2 r

2
0M

5/2X7/2 + . . . , (3.7)

where the gi and the hi are dimensionless constants.4 Here it is assumed that the
scattering length and effective range effects are tuned independently; i.e., no mixed
operators are considered. The ordering of these operators within the large-charge eft
will be considered in detail below. Note that shape parameter corrections enter at 𝒪(r3

0)
and therefore will not be considered in this work. In the homogeneous ground state,
withM = 1, the grand-canonical potential is read off from the total Lagrange density as:

Ω(µ) = −c0µ
5/2 − g1a

−1µ2 − g2a
−2µ3/2 − h1r0µ

3 − h2r
2
0µ

7/2 + . . . . (3.8)

The constants gi and the hi are numbers of order unity which determine quantitatively
the leading effects of the deformation of Schrödinger symmetry due to finite a and
non-vanishing r0. As will be shown in the next section, these numbers have been
determined using quantum mc simulations.

3.3. Energy per particle

Using dimensional analysis to write down deformations away from unitarity, the energy-
per-particle E/N of the interacting Fermi gas in the near-Schrödinger limit can be written
at very-low densities as [29–31]

E/N =
3
5
k2
F

2M

(
ξ − ζ

kFa
− ζ2

k2
F
a2
+ . . . + ηkFr0 + η2 k

2
Fr

2
0 + . . .

)
. (3.9)

Here the various dimensionless universal parameters have been determined using
quantum mc simulations. From Ref. [29], ξ = 0.372(5) (Bertsch parameter) and η =
0.12(3). The quadratic range corrections have been studied in Ref. [32]; the average
of two determinations gives η2 = −0.03(2). From the simulation data in Ref. [33], it
is straightforward to extract ζ = −0.68(15) and ζ2 = 3.6(10). For the case of neutron
matter, at densities corresponding to interparticle separations greater than the pion
Compton wavelength, the energy-per-particle with the quantum mc determination of
the deformation away from unitarity is shown in Fig. 2.

It is straightforward to obtain Eq. (3.9) in the superfluid eft. The energy density can

4. Note that this is the Euclidean Lagrange density, while the constants have been defined with a plus sign in
Minkowski space. The parameters g1,2, defined in Ref. [19], differ by an overall sign.
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a-1, r corrections

a-1 corrections
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<latexit sha1_base64="9LDCZ6ZWohOL2B/5MR6OgxSNArY=">AAAAAHicbVDLSsNAFJ3UV62vqODGzWAR6sKSaEGXRTcuK9gHNLFMppN26MwkzEyEErPwV9y4UMStv+HOv3HaZqGtBy4czrmXe+8JYkaVdpxvq7C0vLK6VlwvbWxube/Yu3stFSUSkyaOWCQ7AVKEUUGammpGOrEkiAeMtIPR9cRvPxCpaCTu9DgmPkcDQUOKkTZSzz7w5DDyIKyknuQw5Nl9enqenfTsslN1poCLxM1JGeRo9Owvrx/hhBOhMUNKdV0n1n6KpKaYkazkJYrECI/QgHQNFYgT5afT+zN4bJQ+DCNpSmg4VX9PpIgrNeaB6eRID9W8NxH/87qJDi/9lIo40UTg2aIwYVBHcBIG7FNJsGZjQxCW1NwK8RBJhLWJrGRCcOdfXiSts6pbqzq3tXL9Ko+jCA7BEagAF1yAOrgBDdAEGDyCZ/AK3qwn68V6tz5mrQUrn9kHf2B9/gBFGJT4</latexit>
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<latexit sha1_base64="dyavVwfdX9R9/XDTmYvLMtdiX8k=">AAAAAHicbVBNS8NAEN34WetX1KOXxSLUS02koMeiCF6UCvYDmlA220m7dDcJu5tCCf0nXjwo4tV/4s1/47bNQVsfDDzem2FmXpBwprTjfFsrq2vrG5uFreL2zu7evn1w2FRxKik0aMxj2Q6IAs4iaGimObQTCUQEHFrB8Gbqt0YgFYujJz1OwBekH7GQUaKN1LXt2/MHD5czTwp8D83JWdcuORVnBrxM3JyUUI561/7yejFNBUSacqJUx3US7WdEakY5TIpeqiAhdEj60DE0IgKUn80un+BTo/RwGEtTkcYz9fdERoRSYxGYTkH0QC16U/E/r5Pq8MrPWJSkGiI6XxSmHOsYT2PAPSaBaj42hFDJzK2YDogkVJuwiiYEd/HlZdK8qLjVivNYLdWu8zgK6BidoDJy0SWqoTtURw1E0Qg9o1f0ZmXWi/VufcxbV6x85gj9gfX5A2l1kjg=</latexit>

Figure 2 – Energy per particle in neutron matter at low densities, as taken from Eq. (3.9).
The error bands are from propagation of the quantum mc uncertainties.

be obtained from the grand-canonical potential by the (Euclidean) Legendre transform,

Ω(µ) = ℰ(µ) + µρ . (3.10)

Note that while the density ρ is fixed in terms of kF, the chemical potential µ is shifted
away from the Fermi energy by the symmetry-breaking effects. That is,

ρ =
k3
F

3π2 = −δΩ(µ)
δµ

. (3.11)

One then finds Eq. (3.9) with

c0 =
25/2

15π2ξ3/2 = 0.168(3) , (3.12)

g1 =
2ζ

5π2ξ2 = −0.20(4) , g2 =

√
2

25π2ξ5/2
(
4ζ2 + 5ζ2ξ

)
= 0.58(6) , (3.13)

h1 =
4η

5π2ξ3 = 0.19(5) , h2 =
4
√

2
25π2ξ9/2

(
9η2 − 5η2ξ

)
= 0.38(15) . (3.14)

These values of the universal constants will be used below in the quantitative determina-
tion of the deformed correlation functions.
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4. Two-point function at large charge

This section briefly reviews the main developments of Ref. [19] as this provides the basis
of the perturbation theory that follows. In the large-charge eft, the charge-Q primary
operator of conformal dimension ∆ is

𝒪∆,Q = 𝒩X∆/2 exp (iQθ) , (4.1)

where𝒩 is a normalization constant. The two-point function which evolves superfluid
matter of charge Q and a priori unknown conformal dimension ∆ from source point x2
to source point x1 in the Schrödinger limit, is defined via the path integral

GQ(x1; x2) = GQ(τ1, x1; τ2, x2) =
∫
𝒟θ𝒪∆,Q(x2)𝒪∆,−Q(x1) e−

∫
d4xℒLO . (4.2)

Schrödinger symmetry completely constrains the two-point function to be of the form [34–
36]

GQ(x1, x2) = 𝒩2τ−∆12 exp

(
−QMx2

12
2τ12

)
, (4.3)

where τ12 ≡ τ1 − τ2, x12 ≡ x1 − x2. In the presence of sources, the eom acquires a source
term so that

∂τρ + 1
M
∂i (i∂iθρ) = Q

[
δ4(x − x2) − δ4(x − x1)

]
. (4.4)

The master-field solution to the eom and the saddle point location in the presence of
sources is given by [19, 37]

θs(τ, x|τ1, x1; τ2, x2) =
i

2γ log
(
τ1 − τ
τ − τ2

)
− i

4

[
(x − x2)2
(τ − τ2) −

(x − x1)2
(τ1 − τ)

]
, (4.5)

where the anomalous dimension γ is

γ =
µ

2 τ12 = 31/3ξ1/2Q1/3 . (4.6)

Now the two-point function evaluated at the master-field solution is

GQ(x1, x2) = lim
ϵ→0
𝒪∆,Q (τ2 + ϵ, x2) 𝒪∆,−Q (τ1 − ϵ, x1) exp


−
τ1−ϵ∫
τ2+ϵ

dτ
∫

d3xℒLO[θ]

������
θ=θs

,

(4.7)
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where the temporal boundaries have been shifted by ϵ. The existence of the ϵ→ 0 limit
provides a constraint that is used to compute the conformal dimension ∆ [19].

One finds at the saddle,

S [θs] = −31/3ξ1/2

4 Q4/3 log
(τ12
ϵ

)
. (4.8)

Substituting the saddle solution into the expression for the operators one then finds

GQ(x1; x2) ∼ ϵQγ−∆− 31/3ξ1/2
4 Q4/3

τ
−Qγ+ 31/3ξ1/2

4 Q4/3

12 e
−QMx2

12
2τ12 . (4.9)

Finally, absence of the divergence for ϵ→ 0 determines the conformal dimension

∆Q = Qγ − 31/3ξ1/2

4 Q4/3 =
34/3

4 ξ1/2Q4/3 , (4.10)

in agreement with the state-operator correspondence [9].
The goal of this paper is to perturbatively compute the leading symmetry-breaking

corrections to this correlation function, with

ℒ[θ] = ℒLO[θ] + ℒsb[θ] . (4.11)

Naively, the leading symmetry-breaking corrections are evaluated by computing the
symmetry-breaking action at the saddle-point solution. For instance, for the two-point
function, one expects

G(x1; x2) = GQ(x1; x2)e−Ssb[θs] . (4.12)

While in practice this gives the correct result for the scattering-length corrections [19], in
general this procedure fails, as there are non-vanishing boundary terms in the effective
action which must be included. A simple example of an action whose perturbative
expansion contains boundary terms is provided in Appendix D.

5. First-order range correction

5.1. Perturbative expansion defined

This section aims to describe the effect of a finite effective interaction range r0 on the
form of the two-point function. The approach is perturbative, and one begins with the
Lagrange density

ℒ = −c0X
5/2 − h1r0X

3 − h2r
2
0X

7/2 + · · · . (5.1)

First, the parametric range of validity of the approximation should be established. At the
saddle solution, Eq. (4.5), corresponding to the insertion of two operators at distance

12



τ12 in the temporal direction, the operator X ≡ X[θs] scales as X = 𝒪(µ) = 𝒪(γ/τ12).
Thus, the r0 term can be treated perturbatively as long as

r0
√
µ = r0

√
γ

τ12
≪ 1. (5.2)

A hierarchy with respect to Schrödinger-invariant corrections to Eq. (5.1) should also be
established. One may assume, for instance, that the leading effective-range corrections
are much larger than the first subleading correction in the large-charge expansion of the
pure Schrödinger system. It is known [7, 38] that this latter correction is suppressed by
1/γ2 with respect to the c0 term. Therefore, in addition one has

r0
√
µ = r0

√
γ

τ12
≫ 1
γ2 . (5.3)

Using the fact that γ = 𝒪(Q1/3), it then follows that the effective range in units of τ12
should satisfy

1
Q5/6 ≪

r0√
τ12
≪ 1
Q1/6 . (5.4)

It will be seen below that the first non-vanishing correction due to the effective range is
of order r2

0, and, therefore, by the same argument one has

1
Q
≪ r2

0
τ12
≪ 1
Q1/3 . (5.5)

Hence, formally, the perturbative expansion developed below treats the limit r0 → 0,
µ→∞with the product r0

√
µ ≡ κ held fixed and small.

An analogous analysis applies in consideration of the perturbation theory with a finite
scattering length a. In this case, a consistent hierarchy is

1
Q1/2 ≪

√
τ12

a
≪ Q1/6, (5.6)

where formally, the perturbative expansion treats the limit a → ∞, µ → ∞ with the
product a−1√µ held fixed and small. The leading symmetry-breaking corrections due to
a finite scattering length were obtained in Ref. [19], and a generalization of this solution
will be discussed below.
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5.2. EOM in the oscillator frame

The goal is to perturbatively compute the two-point function with Schrödinger-symmetry
breaking; i.e.

GQ(x1; x2) =
∫
𝒟θ𝒪∆,Q(x2)𝒪∆,−Q(x1) e−

∫
d4xℒ , (5.7)

with the Lagrange density given in Eq. (5.1). While this Lagrange density breaks scale
and conformal invariance, it preserves Galilean invariance (including translations and
rotations) since the symmetry-breaking operators commute with Galilean boosts. It
follows that the two-point function of primary operators must take the form [4, 36]

GQ(x1; x2) = f(τ12) exp

(
−Qx2

12
2τ12

)
, (5.8)

where f is an arbitrary function. Hence, the dependence on the spatial component of the
insertions is completely fixed in the deformed theory. Because of this, in the following
one can specialize to the simpler case where operator insertions are taken at x1 = x2 = 0
and τ1 = 1/ω, τ2 = −1/ω.

The strategy is then to compute the semiclassical field configurationθ(τ, x|−1/ω, 0; 1/ω, 0)
resulting from the insertions. This choice does not result in any loss of generality. Since
the deformed system retains Galilean invariance, the field configuration corresponding
to generic insertions may be obtained using a Galilean boost that maps (−1/ω, 0) into
(τ2, x2) and (1/ω, 0) into (τ1, x1) (see e.g. [8] for the transformation properties of θ):

θ(τ, x|τ2, x2; τ1, x1) = θ(τ + τ1+τ2
2 , x +ωτ x1−x2

2 + x1+x2
2 | − 1/ω, 0; 1/ω, 0)+

− iω2 (x1 − x2) ·
(
x − ωτ4 (x1 − x2)

)
. (5.9)

Even with the simplified source locations, the eom in the presence of symmetry
breaking is highly complex. A fruitful idea is to map the problem to a different frame
where the eom become tractable, and then revert to the original frame. As explained
above, the focus will be on the case x1 = x2 = 0, and τ1 = −1/ω and τ2 = 1/ω. This
choice is convenient because then one can transform to the oscillator frame, where the
insertions are at τ̃ = ±∞. The relevant change of variables is given in [19, 39]:

{
ωτ = tanh(ωτ̃)
x = x̃

cosh(ωτ̃)
,

{
ωτ̃ = arctanh(ωτ)
x̃ = x√

1−ω2τ2

, θ(τ, x) = θ̃(τ̃, x̃) − i4
(

x2

τ + 1/ω +
x2

τ − 1/ω
)
.

(5.10)

Consider the Lagrange density with the nominally leading effective-range corrections.
The X5/2 term is Schrödinger invariant, while the X3 term is not, and therefore in the
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ψ̃

P

r̃

ṽRlo

Rlo

Figure 3 – The angle ψ̃ identifies points P at distance r̃ from the center of the droplet
(dashed circle). ψ̃ = 0 is the center of the drop and ψ̃ = π/2 is the lo edge, where the
triangle degenerates into a segment.

oscillator frame the Lagrange density reads

ℒ̃ = c0X̃
5/2 + r0h1 cosh(ωτ̃)X̃3, (5.11)

where now
X̃ = i ∂τ̃θ̃ − ω

2x̃2

2 − 1
2 (∂iθ̃)

2. (5.12)

Note that the symmetry-breaking term has a time-dependent coupling (the Hamiltonian
system is non-autonomous).

The eom has the same form as for r0 = 0, since the Lagrangian depends on θ̃ only via
X̃:

i∂τ̃
δL̃

δX̃
− ∂i

(
∂iθ̃

δL̃

δX̃

)
= 0. (5.13)

Now consider isotropic solutions, depending only on x̃ = |x̃|, and introduce the variable

ṽ2 = 1 − ω
2

2µ x̃
2 = 1 − x̃2

R2
lo

, (5.14)

where Rlo is the size of the droplet at lo [7, 38], which is spanned by 0 < ṽ < 1, where
ṽ = 1 is the center and ṽ = 0 the border. In the following it will be convenient to rewrite
ṽ in terms of an angular variable ṽ = cos(ψ̃). The distance from the center of the droplet
is r̃ = |x̃| = Rlo sin(ψ̃), and it is apparent that ψ̃ = 0 is the center, and ψ̃ = π/2 is the
lo edge (see Fig. 3). As it will be necessary to integrate over the droplet, it is useful to
express the volume element in the various coordinates:

d3x̃ = dΩ r̃2 dr̃ = −R3
lo dΩ

√
1 − ṽ2ṽdṽ = R3

lo dΩ sin2(ψ̃) cos(ψ̃)dψ̃ , (5.15)

where dΩ is the measure over the two-sphere.
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It is convenient to express the 𝒪(r0) solution in the form

θ̃(τ̃, ṽ) = θ̃0(τ̃, ṽ) + µ
3/2

ω
r0θ̃1(τ̃, ṽ) (5.16)

and expand the eom to first order in µ1/2r0 ≪ 1. The problem has three dimensionful
quantities, r0, µ and ω, from which one obtains two dimensionless ones µ1/2r0 and µ/ω.

Recall that the leading-order solution is

θ̃0(τ, ṽ) = −iµτ̃ (5.17)

and the 𝒪(µ1/2r0) eom takes the simple form

3ṽ
ω2

∂2

∂τ̃2 θ̃1 + ṽ
(
1 − ṽ2

)
θ̃′′1 +

(
2 − 5ṽ2

)
θ̃′1 =

12h1i

5c0
ṽ4 sinh(ωτ̃), (5.18)

where θ̃′1 = ∂ṽθ̃1. This is a linear inhomogeneous partial differential equation (pde). The
standard approach is to look for a particular solution θ̃1,p and then solve the associated
homogeneous equation to find the general solution to the problem.

One can use separation of variables, observing that the inhomogeneity is proportional
to sinh(ωτ̃). It follows that

θ̃1,p(τ̃, ṽ) = ih1
c0

sinh(ωτ̃)B1(ṽ) (5.19)

which leads to an inhomogeneous ordinary differential equation (ode) for Bp1 (ṽ):

ṽ
(
1 − ṽ2

)
B′′1 +

(
2 − 5ṽ2

)
B′1 + 3ṽB1 =

12i
5 ṽ4. (5.20)

The source is an elementary function of ṽ, and therefore a standard variation of parame-
ters5 leads to

B1(ṽ) = − 2
15

(
ṽ3 + 6ṽ − 2

ṽ

)
. (5.21)

Now that the particular solution is in hand, one is left with solving the associated
homogeneous problem:

3ṽ
ω2

∂2

∂τ̃2 θ̃h + ṽ
(
1 − ṽ2

)
θ̃′′h +

(
2 − 5ṽ2

)
θ̃′h = 0. (5.22)

Again searching for a solution by separating the variables,

θ̃h(τ̃, ṽ) = A(ωτ̃)C(ṽ), (5.23)

5. This method is reviewed in Appendix C.
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the homogeneous equation becomes

¥A(ωτ̃)
A(ωτ̃) =

(
5ṽ2 − 2

)
C′(ṽ) + ṽ(ṽ2 − 1

)
C′′(ṽ)

3ṽC(ṽ) (5.24)

which admits the solution

A(ωτ̃) = c1e
λωτ̃ + c2e

−λωτ̃, (5.25)

C(ṽ) = k1

cos
(√

4 + 3λ2 arccos(ṽ)
)

ṽ
√

1 − ṽ2
+ k2

sin
(√

4 + 3λ2 arccos(ṽ)
)

ṽ
√

1 − ṽ2

=
k1 cos

(√
4 + 3λ2ψ̃

)
+ k2 sin

(√
4 + 3λ2ψ̃

)
sin(ψ̃) cos(ψ̃) ,

(5.26)

where the last step has implemented the change of variables described above.
Putting the two elements together leads to the general solution of the problem:

θ̃1(τ̃, ṽ) = −2h1i

15c0

(
ṽ3 + 6ṽ − 2

ṽ

)
sinh(ωτ̃) +

(
c1e

λωτ̃ + c2e
−λωτ̃

)

©­­
«
k1

cos
(√

4 + 3λ2ψ̃
)

sin(ψ̃) cos(ψ̃) + k2

sin
(√

4 + 3λ2ψ̃
)

sin(ψ̃) cos(ψ̃)
ª®®
¬
. (5.27)

The next step is the imposition of boundary conditions. First, note that the system
has opposite insertions at τ̃ = ±∞, which selects solutions that are odd under τ̃→ −τ̃,
fixing c1 = −c2 = 1/2 (for convenience). As for the dependence on ṽ, the coefficient of
the highest derivative term in the pde vanishes for ṽ = 0 and ṽ = 1. If follows that the
general solution is singular both in ṽ = 0 and ṽ = 1. For ψ̃ ∼ 0 (center of the droplet
ṽ = 1), one has

θ̃1(τ̃, ṽ) ∼
ψ̃→0

k1

ψ̃
sinh(λωτ̃) + regular. (5.28)

There is no physical reason to expect a singularity at the center of the droplet, and
therefore k1 = 0. At the edge, however, the situation is different. Already at lo, before any
perturbation is considered, the large-charge approximation is not strictly valid since the
charge density goes to zero [7]. So there is no reason to trust the solution at the droplet
edge and impose regularity. Instead, the remaining parameters are fixed by minimizing
the energy and then considering in detail the consequences of the (singular) behavior of X̃
around the lo edge ψ̃ = ψlo = π/2, in order to show that the corresponding corrections
are parametrically suppressed.
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At leading order in r0,

X̃(τ̃, ψ̃) = µ cos2(ψ̃) − r0µ
3/2h1
c0

B1(ṽ) cosh(ωτ̃) + r0µ
3/2k2λ

sin
(√

4 + 3λ2ψ̃
)

sin(ψ̃) cos(ψ̃) cosh(λωτ),
(5.29)

so that the Lagrange density at the saddle is

ℒ̃ = −c0µ
5/2 cos5(ψ̃) − h1r0µ

3 cos6(ψ̃) cosh(ωτ̃)

− 5
2c0r0µ

3 cos3(ψ̃)©­­
«
h1
c0
B1(ṽ) cosh(ωτ̃) + k2λ

sin
(√

4 + 3λ2ψ̃
)

sin(ψ̃) cos(ψ̃) cosh(λωτ̃)ª®®
¬
. (5.30)

The action now takes the form

S̃ =

∞∫
−∞

dτ̃
∫

d3x̃ ℒ̃ = 4πR3
lo

T∫
−T

dτ̃
π/2∫
0

sin2(ψ̃) cos(ψ̃)dψ̃ ℒ̃

= −5π2c0T

8
√

2
µ4

ω3

[
1 − h1r0

√
µ

(
31744
4725

sinh(ωT )
ωTc0

+ k2
256 sin(π2

√
4 + 3λ2)

3πλ2(4 − λ2)
sinh(λωT )

ωT

)]
,

(5.31)
which is minimized for k2 = 0. (Note that for arbitrary λ > 2, in the continuation back to
Minkowski space, the k2 term correspond to higher harmonics which incur an energy
cost.)

The final result is that the lowest-energy configuration at next-to-leading order (nlo)
in the effective range in the oscillator frame is

θ̃(τ̃, ṽ) = −iµτ̃ + ih1
c0

r0µ
3/2

ω
B1(ṽ) sinh(ωτ̃). (5.32)

5.3. Action at the saddle in the flat frame

The next step is to move to the flat frame. The transformations of θ and the kinematical
variables are given in Eq. (5.10), and

ṽ2 = 1 − r̃2

R2
lo
↦→ v2 = 1 − r2

R2
lo(1 −ω2τ2) (5.33)

sin(ψ̃) = r̃

Rlo
↦→ sin(ψ) = r

Rlo(1 −ω2τ2)1/2 . (5.34)
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The volume form is then

dτd3x = r2 drdτdΩ = −R3
lo(1 −ω2τ2)3/2

√
1 − v2vdvdτdΩ

= R3
lo(1 −ω2τ2)3/2 sin2(ψ) cos(ψ)dψdτdΩ . (5.35)

Finally, the solution in the flat frame is

θ(τ, v) = iµ

2ω log 1 −ωτ
1 +ωτ + i

(
1 − v2

)
µτ + ih1

c0
r0µ

3/2 τ√
1 −ω2τ2

B1(v) (5.36)

with the corresponding value of X,

X(τ, v) = v2µ

1 −ω2τ2 − r0
h1
c0

( µ

1 −ω2τ2

)3/2
B1(v). (5.37)

X diverges at the droplet edge due to the divergence in B1 which scales like 1/v. This
is, however, not an issue, as this divergence cancels out in the density. Expanding ρ to
leading order in r0, one sees that

ρ =
5
2c0X

3/2 + 3h1r0X
2

=
5
2c0

( µ

1 − τ2ω2

)3/2
v3 + r0h1

( µ

1 − τ2ω2

)2
(
−15

4 vB1(v) + 3v4
)
.

(5.38)

Hence, at the droplet edge, i.e. at v = 0,

ρ(v = 0) = −r0h1

( µ

1 − τ2ω2

)2
, (5.39)

which is regular.
The computation of the action at the saddle parallels what was done in the previous

section, giving the Lagrange density

ℒ = −c0
µ5/2 cos5(ψ)
(1 −ω2τ2)5/2

− r0h1

( µ

1 −ω2τ2

)3
(
cos6(ψ) + 5

2 cos3(ψ)B1(v)
)

(5.40)

and the action

S = −5π2c0µ
4

16
√

2ω3

1/ω∫
−1/ω

dτ
1 −ω2τ2 +

1984πµ9/2r0h1

945
√

2ω3

1/ω∫
−1/ω

dτ
(1 −ω2τ2)3/2

. (5.41)

The integrals over τ diverge. To regulate them, the integration bounds are restricted to

19



±1/ω ∓ ϵwhere finally one takes the ϵ→ 0 limit. The result is

S = −5π2c0µ
4

16
√

2ω4
log

(
2
ϵω

)
+ 1984π2µ9/2r0h1

945ω4
1

(ωϵ)1/2 + 𝒪(ϵ
1/2) . (5.42)

The leading term agrees with the results of [19], given in Eq. (4.8).
Now that the action at the saddle has been computed, it should be inserted into the

expression for the two-point function given in Eq. (4.7). However, the nlo correction in
r0 to the action at the saddle can be reabsorbed by a field redefinition and is therefore not
physical6. The final result is that there is no nlo correction in r0 to the two-point function.
It is interesting that the leading effective-range corrections are also found to vanish in
conformal perturbation theory in the three-body sector [4]. In Ref. [40] it was shown that
when computing the three-body binding energy in an eft of contact operators, there is a
discrete scale invariance which guarantees that the first-order effective-range correction
to the binding energy vanishes. Such a symmetry argument does not seem to be available
in the perturbation theory considered here and in Ref. [4].

5.4. Boundary effects

In the nlo calculation of the previous section, the fact that the size of the droplet changes
as the Schrödinger symmetry is deformed was neglected. Here it will be shown that the
shift in the boundary leads to corrections of order 𝒪(r7/3

0 ), which is higher order than
what is considered in this work. It is important to remark that in any case, close to the
lo edge, the solution that has been found diverges and does not respect the conditions
one expects to be satisfied in a perturbative expansion. For this reason one can at best
estimate the parametric dependence of the neglected terms. A similar situation arises
also in the case of pure Schrödinger dynamics at higher order, where the eft requires
the insertion of edge operators [7, 10]. In both cases, this near-edge dynamics leads to
new terms in the effective action at the saddle point, scaling with rational powers of the
expansion parameter (here r0

√
µ).

The boundary of the droplet is found by imposing X(τ,ψnlo) = 0. Explicitly:

X(τ,ψnlo) = µ

1 − τ2ω2 cos2(ψnlo) +
( µ

1 −ω2τ2

)3/2
r0
h1
c0
B1(ψnlo) = 0. (5.43)

As noted above, for ψ→ π/2 the function B1 diverges as

B1(ψ) ∼
ψ→π/2

4
15 cos(ψ) . (5.44)

6. The diverging integral can be regularized by analytic continuation, as is done in Section E. Then, the NLO term
vanishes. The coefficient in front of the log, on the other hand, is physical and appears as the residue of the
pole in a ratio of gamma functions.
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It follows that π/2 −ψnlo scales like r1/3
0 :

cos(ψnlo) =
(

4r0h1
√
µ

15c0
√

1 − τ2ω2

)1/3
⇒ ψnlo =

π

2 −
(

4r0h1
√
µ

15c0
√

1 − τ2ω2

)1/3
. (5.45)

From this expression one can estimate the error that is made in computing the action at
the saddle when integrating over ψ up to ψ = π/2, in contrast to ψnlo:

∆S ∝ µ
4

ω3

∫
dτ 1

1 −ω2τ2

π/2∫
ψnlo

sin2(ψ) cos(ψ)dψ cos5(ψ) ∝ µ
4

ω3

∫
dτ

(
r0
√
µ
)7/3

(1 −ω2τ2)1+7/6 .

(5.46)
Unsurprisingly, the integral over τ is divergent. However, as will be seen in the following,
after regularization, there remains a finite contribution to the action at the saddle. For the
moment, observe that such a contribution scales like r7/3

0 and is parametrically smaller
than the next-to-next-to-leading order (nnlo) term that one obtains by adding a new
term of order 𝒪(r2

0) to the action, and that will be computed in the next section.

5.5. Continuity equation and charge conservation

The solution to the eom has been computed in terms of the parameters r0,ω = 2/τ12 and
µ. However, while the first two parameters have well-defined physical meaning, in order
to compute correlation functions at fixed charge, it is necessary to express µ as function
of the inserted charge Q. To do so, consider the continuity equation

i
∂ρ

∂τ
− ∂

∂xi

(
∂θ

∂xi
ρ

)
= iQ(δ(τ + 1/ω) − δ(τ − 1/ω))δ(x). (5.47)

Integrating this equation over the droplet will fix the charge. However, extra care is
necessary for two reasons:

1. The position of the droplet edge varies over time (the Reynolds transport theorem);

2. The current ji = ∂iθρ is not zero at the droplet edge because, while the density ρ
vanishes, the term ∂iθ diverges.

Taking these issues into account, the integral form is

i
d

dτ

∫
D

d3x ρ − i
∫
∂D

ρv · dΣ −
∫
D

d3x ∂i(∂iθρ) = iQ(δ(τ + 1/ω) − δ(τ − 1/ω)), (5.48)

where v is the Eulerian velocity of the edge.
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In the radially-symmetric problem, the equation simplifies to

i
d

dτ

R(τ)∫
0

r2 dr ρ(r) − ir2ρ(r) ¤R(τ)��
r=R(τ) −

R(τ)∫
0

r2 dr
(
θ′′(r)ρ(r) + θ′(r)ρ(r) + 2

r
θ′(r)ρ′(r)

)

= i
Q

4π (δ(τ + 1/ω) − δ(τ − 1/ω)), (5.49)

where R(τ) = Rlo
(
1 −ω2τ2)1/2 is the lo edge.7 Evaluating each term on the nlo solution

gives

d
dτ

R(τ)∫
0

r2 dr ρ(r) = 5π
16
√

2

( µ
ω

)3
(δ(τ + 1/ω) − δ(τ − 1/ω)) −

√
2

6
h1r0
√
ω√

1 −ω2τ2

( µ
ω

)7/2
(5.50)

r2ρ(r) ¤R(τ)��
r=R(τ) = −

√
2

2
h1r0
√
ω√

1 −ω2τ2

( µ
ω

)7/2
, (5.51)

R(τ)∫
0

r2 dr
(
θ′′(r)ρ(r) + θ′(r)ρ(r) + 2

r
θ′(r)ρ′(r)

)
=

√
2

3 i
h1r0
√
ω√

1 −ω2τ2

( µ
ω

)7/2
. (5.52)

The 𝒪(r0) terms cancel among each other and no time-independent 𝒪(r0) term remains.
The continuity equation then reduces to

5c0π
2

4
√

2

( µ
ω

)3
= Q (5.53)

or, equivalently, using the Bertsch parameter,

( µ
ω

)3
= 3ξ3/2Q, (5.54)

in agreement with Eq. (4.6). This fixes the value of µ as a function of Q in agreement
with the result in [19], where this equation had been interpreted as charge conservation.

While this calculation has only computed the 𝒪(r0) term, the same cancellation must
occur at all orders. As discussed in the previous section, each power of r0 in the expression
of the density ρ is accompanied by powers of (1−ω2τ2). All of these terms have to cancel
separately on the left-hand side (lhs) of the differential form of the continuity equation
because there is no such τ dependence on the right-hand side (rhs). The conclusion is
that the expression of µ as function of Q is valid to all orders in r0.

7. For this argument it is sufficient to consider the edge at leading order. The NLO correction to the edge would
reflect into higher-order corrections.
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6. Second-order effective range correction

6.1. EOM in the oscillator frame

Consider now the solution of the eom for the action

L = −c0X
5/2 − h1rX

3 − h2 r
2X7/2. (6.1)

Following the same procedure as above, the solution at order 𝒪(r2
0) in the oscillator

frame can be written as

θ̃(τ̃, ṽ) = θ̃0(τ̃, ṽ) + µ
3/2

ω
r0θ̃1(τ̃, ṽ) + µ

2

ω
r2

0θ̃2(τ̃, ṽ). (6.2)

The key observation is that even though the eom is not separable, it becomes so order
by order and one can decompose

θ̃2(τ̃, ṽ) = i sinh(2ωτ̃)B2(ṽ), (6.3)

where, in analogy with the first-order case, only the term that survives after minimizing
the energy has been given. The second-order eom becomes

ṽ(1 − ṽ2)B′′2 (ṽ) + (2 − 5ṽ2)B′2(ṽ) + 12ṽB2(ṽ) = f2(ṽ), (6.4)

f2(ṽ) =
210c0h2ṽ

10 + 2h2
1
(
8 + 12ṽ2 + 22ṽ4 − 36ṽ6 + 9ṽ8 − 64ṽ10)

75c2
0ṽ

5
. (6.5)

This equation can be solved explicitly using variation of parameters since the associated
homogeneous equation is hypergeometric. It admits the solution

C2(ṽ) = k1
1 − 8ṽ2 + 8ṽ4

ṽ
√

1 − ṽ2
+ k2

(
1 − 2ṽ2

)
. (6.6)

The integration constant k1 is fixed to 0 by requiring the solution to be regular in the
center of the droplet ṽ = 1, so the associated solution just yields one term involving a
constant k2 that is fixed to zero by minimization of the energy. The final result is

B2(ψ̃) = B2
2
h2
c0
+ B1

2

(
h1
c0

)2
=

− 7
4800 sin(2ψ̃)

[
60ψ cos(4ψ̃) + 50 sin(2ψ̃) + 31 sin(4ψ̃) − 6 sin(6ψ̃)] h2

c0

+
[

384 cos(4ψ̃) − 26609 cos(2ψ̃) − 8728
36000 + 4

15 cos(2ψ̃) log(cos(ψ̃))
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− 7ψ cos(4ψ̃)
80 sin(2ψ̃) +

4
75 cos2(ψ̃) +

4
225 cos4(ψ̃)

] (
h1
c0

)2
. (6.7)

The inhomogeneous solution diverges at the boundary of the droplet v = 0 as

B2(v) −−−→
v→0

(
2h1
15c0

)2 1
v4 +

1
3

(
2h1
5c0

)2 1
v2 −

7π
320c2

0

h2
1 + c0h2

v
− 4

15

(
h1
c0

)2
log v. (6.8)

Recall that the nlo solution was understood to be valid only up to a distance 𝒪(r2/3
0 )

from v = 0, so the singularity in v = 0 is not a problem.

6.2. Action at the saddle in the flat frame

Reverting to the flat frame gives:

X =
µ

1 −ω2τ2 cos2(ψ) − h1
c0

( µ

1 −ω2τ2

)3/2
r0B1(ψ)

−
( µ

1 −ω2τ2

)2 r2
0

4

[
8h2
c0
(1 +ω2τ2)B(2)2 (ψ)

+
(
h1
c0

)2 (
8(1 +ω2τ2)B(1)2 (ψ) − τ2ω2 tan2(ψ)B′1(ψ)2

)]
. (6.9)

As expected, each order in r0 comes with an extra (1 − t2ω2)1/2 in the denominator. The
Lagrange density at the saddle is

ℒ = −c0

( µ

1 −ω2τ2

)5/2
L0 − r0

( µ

1 −ω2τ2

)3
h1L1 − r2

0

( µ

1 −ω2τ2

)7/2
(
h2

1
c0
L
(1)
2 + h2L

(2)
2

)

(6.10)
with

L0 = cos5(ψ), (6.11)

L1 =
5
2B1(ψ) cos3(ψ) − cos6(ψ), (6.12)

L
(1)
2 =

15
8 B1(ψ)2 cos(ψ) − 5(1 +ω2τ2)B(1)2 (ψ) cos3(ψ) − 3B1(ψ) cos4(ψ)

+ 5
8τ

2ω2B′1(ψ)2 cos(ψ) sin2(ψ),

(6.13)

L
(2)
2 = cos7(ψ) − 5(1 +ω2τ2)B(2)2 (ψ) cos3(ψ). (6.14)
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Now one proceeds as before to the action at the saddle point.8 The 𝒪(r2
0) term comprises

four corrections:

S |r2
0
= r2

0
µ5

ω3

1/ω∫
−1/ω

dτ
h2

1/c0
(
s2,1 + s2,2ω

2τ2) + h2
(
s2,3 + s2,4ω

2τ2)
(1 −ω2τ2)2

(6.15)

with

s2,1 =
13787π2

12800
√

2
+π

2 log(2)
6
√

2
, s2,2 =

48281π2

38400
√

2
+π

2 log(2)
6
√

2
, s2,3 = − 273π2

2500
√

2
, s2,4 = − 833π2

2560
√

2
.

(6.16)

Regularizing the integral over τ, one again finds a term that diverges as 1/ϵ and can
be reabsorbed in the definition of the operators, and a logarithmic divergence, whose
coefficient is the physical quantity of interest:

S |r2
0
=
r2

0µ
5

2ω4

(
(s2,1 − s2,2)

h2
1
c0
+ (s2,3 − s2,4)h2

)
log

(
2
ωϵ

)

=
r2

0µ
5

ω4

(
− 173π2

1920
√

2

h2
1
c0
+ 7π2

64
√

2
h2

)
log

(
2
ωϵ

)
. (6.17)

This is the final result for the correction of order 𝒪(r2
0) to the effective action and to the

two-point function. As expected, the numerical coefficients are of order one.

− 173π2

1920
√

2
≈ −0.629, 7π2

64
√

2
≈ 0.763. (6.18)

7. Regularization of the two-point function

This section considers the regularization of the two-point function at the temporal
boundary in some detail. The two-point function at 𝒪(r2

0) is

GQ(−1/ω, 1/ω) = 𝒪∆,Q(−1/ω)𝒪∆,−Q(1/ω)e−S . (7.1)

Each of the three factors on the right-hand side of this equation are divergent. The
mutual cancellation of the divergences will give the final result. The operator 𝒪∆,Q is
expressed in terms of θ by identifying its charge and operator dimension and is given
by Eq. (4.1). As all divergences should be accounted for, it is convenient to rewrite the
correlation function in the form of an integral over τ, expressing the insertions at the

8. The integration bounds for ψ are again 0 and π/2, up to higher-order corrections.
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boundary as integrals of total derivatives:

𝒪∆,Q(−1/ω)𝒪∆,−Q(1/ω) = 𝒩2(X(−1/ω)X(1/ω))∆/2eiQ(θ(1/ω)−θ(−1/ω)) (7.2)

= 𝒩2X(0)∆ exp
©­­
«

1/ω∫
−1/ω

dτ ∆2 |∂τlog X(τ)| + iQ∂τθ(τ)
ª®®
¬
. (7.3)

Above it was found that at nnlo,

S = Q4/3ω

1/ω∫
−1/ω

dτ
(
s0

1
1 −ω2τ2 + h1s1κ

1
(1 −ω2τ2)3/2

+ κ2

(1 −ω2τ2)2
(
h1
c0
(s2,1 + s2,2ω

2τ2) + h2(s2,3 + s2,4ω
2τ2)

))
, (7.4)

∂τθ = iγ
ω

1 −ω2τ2 + i
h1
c0
γω

B1(1)κ
(1 −ω2τ2)3/2 +

2iγω(1 −ω2τ2)B2(1)κ2

(1 −ω2τ2)2 (7.5)

∂τlog X =
2τω

1 −ω2τ2 −
h1
c0
γω2 τB1(1)κ
(1 −ω2τ2)3/2 + . . . , (7.6)

with s0 = 5π2
√

2c0/32, s1 = 1984π
√

2/1890 and the s2,i as defined in Eq. (6.16). Observe
that at each order the three terms have the same analytic structure in terms of poles and
branch cuts at the extrema of integration τ = ±1/ω.

All the integrals are divergent and require regularization. One possibility is to change
the boundaries of integration,

1∫
−1

dz 1
(1 − z2)n = lim

ϵ→0

1−ϵ∫
−1+ϵ

dz 1
(1 − z2)n . (7.7)

Another possibility is to analytically continue the power appearing in the denominator:

1∫
−1

dz 1
(1 − z2)n = lim

δ→0

1∫
−1

dz 1
(1 − z2)n+δ . (7.8)

The two regularizations are discussed in detail for these integrals and a generalization in
Appendix E.
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Leading order. Using the two regularization schemes, the leading-order result is

1∫
−1

dz s0Q
4/3 − γQ + ∆|z|
(1 − z2) = lim

ϵ→0
(−∆ +Qγ − s0Q

4/3) log ϵ − (−∆ +Qγ − s0Q
4/3) log 2

= lim
δ→0

−∆ +Qγ − s0Q
4/3

δ
+ (γQ − s0Q

4/3) log 2.
(7.9)

In both cases, the result is divergent unless

−∆ +Qγ − s0Q
4/3 = 0. (7.10)

This is, as already observed in [19], the Legendre transform relating ∆ to s0. The final
result is

GQ(−1/ω, 1/ω) ∝ (2γ)
∆

τ∆12
, (7.11)

as predicted by Schrödinger invariance.

Next-to-leading order. At nlo, in the δ regularization, the three contributions vanish
separately since for the S and θ part,

lim
δ→0

1∫
−1

dz 1
(1 − z2)3/2 = lim

δ→0

√
π
Γ (−1/2 − δ)
Γ (−δ) = 0. (7.12)

In the ϵ regularization, there remains a divergent contribution

lim
ϵ→0

1−ϵ∫
−1+ϵ

dz 1
(1 − z2)3/2 = lim

ϵ→0

√
2
ϵ

. (7.13)

This term is however constant in the sense that it does not depend on 1/τ12 = ω and can
be absorbed in the normalization of the operators in the two-point function.

As for the contribution from the integral of |∂τlog X|, this cancels with exp(∆XNLO(0)).
The regularization of the integral gives

lim
δ→0

1∫
−1

dz |z|
(1 − z2)3/2+δ = lim

δ→0

1
−1/2 − δ = −2, (7.14)
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and so the contribution to the two-point function is

X(0)∆nlo exp


∆

2

1/τ∫
−1/τ

dτ
��∂τlog(X)nlo

��

=

exp
[
−∆h1

c0
γκB1(1)

]
exp


lim
δ→0

©­
«
−∆h1

2c0
γκB1(1)

1∫
−1

dz 1
(1 − z2)3/2−δ

ª®
¬

= 1. (7.15)

The result is then that the nlo correction in r0 is identically zero.

Next-to-next-to-leading order. Using the same argument as above, one finds that
the X∆ contribution vanishes identically at nnlo. It is convenient to collect the remaining
nnlo terms in the form:

(
−2γQB2(1) +

(
h1
c0
s2,2 + h2s2,4

)) 1∫
−1

dz 1 + z2

(1 − z2)2

+
(
h1
c0
(s2,1 − s2,2) + h2(s2,3 − s2,4)

) 1∫
−1

dz 1
(1 − z2)2 . (7.16)

Both integrals need to be regularized, and one finds, respectively,

1∫
−1

dz 1 + z2

(1 − z2)2 = lim
δ→0

√
πΓ (−δ − 1)
Γ (−1/2 − δ) = −1

= lim
ϵ→0

(
1
ϵ

)
− 1

2

(7.17)

and
1∫
−1

dz 1
(1 − z2)2 = lim

δ→0

(
− 1

2δ

)
− 1

2 + log(2)

= lim
ϵ→0

(
1

2ϵ −
1
2 log(ϵ)

)
+ 1

2 log(2) − 1
4.

(7.18)

The 1/δ and log(ϵ) divergences come again with the same coefficient. Their cancellation
results in the 𝒪(κ2) correction to the Legendre transform in Eq. (7.10):

28



∆ = Qγ − s0Q
4/3 − κ

2Q4/3

2

(
h2

1
c0
(s2,1 − s2,2) + h2(s2,3 − s2,4)

)
. (7.19)

The coefficient in front of the integrals does not depend onω = 2/τ12, and all the other
(scheme-dependent) terms can be treated as constants to be absorbed in the normalization
of the operators. Note that the nnlo corrections to the insertions do not influence the
form or the value of the two-point function.

The final result is once more

GQ(−1/ω, 1/ω) ∝ 1
τ∆12

, (7.20)

as expected.

8. Leading-order solution for the scattering length

corrections

The same technique that was used to analyze the effective-range corrections can be used
to study the effect of the breaking of Schrödinger invariance due to a finite scattering
length9. In this case, the Lagrange density is

ℒ = −c0X
5/2 − g1a

−1X2 + 𝒪(a−2). (8.1)

In the oscillator frame,
ℒ̃ = −c0X̃

5/2 − g1
a cosh(ωτ̃) X̃

2. (8.2)

One can search for isotropic solutions of the form

θ̃(τ̃, ṽ) = −iµτ̃ + iµ
1/2

ω

g1
a
θ̃1(τ̃, ṽ). (8.3)

The nlo eom is then found to be

3ṽ ∂
2

∂τ̃2 θ̃1 +ω2ṽ(1 − ṽ2)θ̃′′1 + (2 − 5ṽ2)ω2θ̃′1 = − 8
5c0
ṽ2ω

d
dτ̃

1
cosh(ωτ̃) , (8.4)

which is the same as Eq. (5.18), but with a different rhs. This equation is inhomogeneous
and does not admit a solution by simple separation of variables. Consider, however, the

9. These effects were studied in Ref. [19]. Here it is shown that the results obtained in that paper are valid in the
presence of boundary terms.
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n 0 1 2 3

φ1,n −4/15 0 0 −2/4725

φ2,n 4/15 0 2/75 −26/945

Table 1 – First coefficients in the expansions of ϕ1,2

ansatz
θ̃1(τ̃, ṽ) = 1

ṽ
ϕ1(τ̃) + ṽϕ2(ṽ), (8.5)

which reduces the eom to a system of odes for ϕ1 and ϕ2:
{ ¥ϕ1(τ) +ω2ϕ1(τ) + 2

3ω
2ϕ2(τ) = 0,

¥ϕ2(τ) − 5
3ω

2ϕ2(τ) + 8ω2

15c0
sinh(ωτ)
cosh2(ωτ) = 0.

(8.6)

The associated homogeneous system is hypergeometric and can be solved explicitly, and
once again variation of parameters may be used to obtain

ϕ1(τ̃) = 2
5c0(3 +

√
15)
eωτ̃

(
(4 +
√

15)2F1

(
1, 3−√15

6
9−√15

6

���� −e−2ωτ̃
)
− 2F1

(
1, 3+√15

6
9+√15

6

���� −e−2ωτ̃
))

+
√

2
15c0

eiπ/4eωτ̃2F1

( 1−i
2 , 1
3−i

2

��� −e−2ωτ̃
)
+ c.c.,

(8.7)

ϕ2(τ̃) = − 4
15c0

eωτ̃
(
(3 +
√

15)2F1

(
1, 3−√15

6
9−√15

6

���� −e2ωτ̃
)
+ (3 − √15)2F1

(
1, 3+√15

6
9+√15

6

���� −e2ωτ̃
))

.

(8.8)

These explicit expressions are exact but complicated to use. A useful observation is that
ϕ1 and ϕ2 admit an expansion in hyperbolic sines of odd multiples ofωτ̃:

ϕ1 =
1
c0

∑
n=0

φ1,n sinh((2n + 1)ωτ), ϕ2 =
1
c0

∑
n=0

φ2,n sinh((2n + 1)ωτ). (8.9)

The first few coefficients are given in Table 1. With this observation, one reverts to the
flat frame in which each sinh((2n + 1)ωτ̃) turns into an odd power of (1 −ω2τ2) as in
Eq. (E.7). Following the same construction as in Appendix E, one concludes that all
of these terms do not contribute to the action at the saddle, in analogy to all the 𝒪(r0)
corrections of odd order. The final result is that the only correction at 𝒪(1/a) is due to
the evaluation of the nlo action on the lo solution in agreement with the result in [19]:

S |a−1 =
64 × 31/6√2π2ξ7/4g1

35aω1/2 Q7/2. (8.10)
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9. Minkowski-space correlation functions

9.1. General procedure

In order to make contact with phenomena, the position-space correlation functions
should be continued from Euclidean space back to Minkowski space, with the choice
of source points x1 = (t, x), x2 = (0, 0), and then, the resulting correlation function,
GQ(x1; x2) should be Fourier transformed to obtain the momentum-space correlation
function GQ(E, p), which is then relevant to the propagation of matter in spacetime [1,
3], as will be seen below.

9.2. Relevant deformations: the scattering length

On general grounds, one expects that the leading scattering length effects will take the
form

ImGQ(E, 0) = C0 E
∆Q−5/2

[
1 + 𝒞𝒬

a
√
ME

]
, (9.1)

where C0 is a normalization constant that can be absorbed into the definition of the X
field. In compact form, the symmetry-breaking action at the saddle point, Eq. (8.10), in
Euclidean space is

S |a−1 =
64π2g1γ

7/2

105 a−1τ
1/2
12 . (9.2)

As this contribution is independent of the regulator ϵ, it can be directly substituted into
Eq. (4.12), which is then expanded to leading order in a−1. Following the procedure
described above (using the Fourier transform given in Appendix B) and matching to
Eq. (9.1), one finds [19]

𝒞𝒬(Q) = −64π2g1γ
7/2

105
Γ
( 6

2 − ∆Q
)

Γ
( 5

2 − ∆Q
) tan π∆Q. (9.3)

It is noteworthy and promising that forQ ∼ 3 these 𝒪(a−1) corrections in the large-charge
eft are consistent with the range of values found in Ref. [4] working directly with the
three-body wavefunctions. To get a sense of the validity of perturbation theory it is
convenient to define the function

ImGQ(E, 0) ≡ ImGQ(E, 0)/ImGCFTQ (E, 0), (9.4)

where the cft superscript indicates the correlation function evaluated with 𝒞𝒬(Q) = 0.
This function is plotted in Fig. 4 vs a

√
ME to illustrate the validity of the perturbative
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expansion. Clearly perturbation theory works best at large scattering length and/or large
energies. Note that the growth of 𝒞𝒬(Q) with Q suggests that for fixed, large scattering
length, as Q is increased one must consider higher-energy propagation to remain in the
perturbative regime.
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Eq. (D.�). Following the same construction as in Appendix D, one concludes that all
of these terms do not contribute to the action at the saddle, in analogy to all the O(r0)
corrections of odd order. The final result is that the only correction at O(1/a) is due to
the evaluation of the ��� action on the �� solution in agreement with the result in [��]:

S
��
a�1 =

64 ⇥ 31/6
p

2⇡2⇠7/4g1

35a!1/2 Q7/2. (�.��)

9. Minkowski-space correlation functions

9.1. General procedure

In order to make contact with phenomena, the position-space correlation functions
should be continued from Euclidean space back to Minkowski space, with the choice
of source points x1 = (t, x), x2 = (0, 0), and then, the resulting correlation function,
GQ(x1; x2) should be Fourier transformed to obtain the momentum-space correlation
function GQ(E, p), which is then relevant to the propagation of matter in spacetime [�,
�], as will be seen below.

9.2. Relevant deformations: the scattering length

On general grounds, one expects that the leading scattering length effects will take the
form

Im GQ(E, 0) = C0 E�Q�5/2

"
1 + CQ

a
p

ME

#
, (�.�)

where C0 is a normalization constant that can be absorbed into the definition of the X

field. In compact form, the symmetry-breaking action at the saddle point, Eq. (�.��), in
Euclidean space is

S
��
a�1 =

64⇡2g1�
7/2

105 a�1⌧
1/2
12 . (�.�)

As this contribution is independent of ✏, it can be directly substituted into Eq. (�.��),
which is then expanded to leading order in a�1. Following the procedure described
above and matching to Eq. (�.�), one finds

CQ(Q) = �64⇡2g1�
7/2

105
�
� 6

2 � �Q

�
�
� 5

2 � �Q

� tan ⇡�Q (�.�)

This function is plotted in Fig. �. It is noteworthy and promising that, for Q ⇠ 3, these
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Figure 4 – Plot of the function ImGQ(E, 0) vs a
√
ME (a is assumed –without loss of

generality– to be negative). The solid, dashed, dotted blue curves correspond respectively
to Q = 3, 4, 5. The gray bands correspond to propagation of uncertainties in g1.

9.3. Irrelevant deformations: effective range

Here again on general grounds, one expects

ImGQ(E, 0) = C0 E
∆Q−5/2

[
1 + 𝒞′𝒬r0

√
ME

]
. (9.5)

However, as shown above, the leading effective-range corrections vanish and therefore

𝒞′𝒬 = 0 . (9.6)

Note that this parallels what occurs atQ = 3 in Ref. [4]. (One easily sees that perturbations
at all odd powers of the range are power divergent with no finite part.)

Hence, the subleading effective-range corrections should enter as

ImGQ(E, 0) = C0 E
∆Q−5/2

[
1 + 𝒞′′𝒬r2

0ME
]

. (9.7)
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In compact form, the symmetry-breaking action at the saddle point, Eq. (9.8), in Euclidean
space is

S |r2
0

= r2
0γ

5

(
−173

√
2π2

1920
h2

1
c0
+ 7
√

2π2

64 h2

)
τ−1

12 log
(τ12
ϵ

)
. (9.8)

It is convenient to define

α ≡ γ5

(
−173

√
2π2

1920
h2

1
c0
+ 7
√

2π2

64 h2

)
, (9.9)

where the values of h1,2 and c0 extracted from lattice mc data were given in Eq. (3.14).
Then, following the procedure outlined above, the conformal dimension in the presence
of the symmetry breaking is

∆ = ∆Q + r2
0ατ

−1
12 . (9.10)

It is not particularly surprising that the conformal dimension is spacetime dependent in
the absence of Schrödinger symmetry. This then leads to the solution

G(x1, x2) = GCFT (x1, x2)τ−r
2
0ατ

−1
12

12 . (9.11)

To leading order in α and keeping terms of order 𝒪(τ−1
12 log τ12),

G(x1, x2) = GCFT (x1, x2)
[
1 − r2

0ατ
−1
12 log (τ12λ)

]
, (9.12)

where λ is an arbitrary energy scale. As the sole momentum scale is r−1
0 , one expects

λ−1 ∝Mr2
0. The constant of proportionality will be chosen below to optimize perturbation

theory.
Now, continuing back to Minkowski space, choosing the source points x1 = (t, x),

x2 = (0, 0), and using the Fourier transform found in Appendix B gives

𝒞𝒬′′(Q,E) = γ5

(
−173

√
2π2

1920
h2

1
c0
+ 7
√

2π2

64 h2

)
Γ
( 3

2 − ∆Q
)

Γ
( 5

2 − ∆Q
)

×
[
ψ

(
3
2 − ∆Q

)
+ π tan π∆Q − log

(
Eλ−1

) ]
. (9.13)

Note that

ψ

(
3
2 − ∆Q

)
−−→
∆Q→∞

− 1
∆Q
+ 𝒪(∆−2

Q ) − π tan π∆Q + log
(
∆Q

)
. (9.14)
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Therefore, asymptotically, the harmonic contribution cancels, as is also the case with
the scattering length corrections in Eq. (9.3) [19]. The large logarithm can be removed
by now choosing λ−1 = ∆QMr2

0. Plotting ImGQ(E, 0) vs r0
√
ME in Fig. 5 indicates the

validity of the perturbative expansion. One sees that there is very little variation between
Q = 3 and Q = 6. Because effective-range effects enter as an irrelevant deformation,
perturbation theory works best for small effective ranges and/or small energies. Note
that the function 𝒞𝒬′′ varies more slowly with Q than 𝒞𝒬 (asymptotically as Q1/3 as
compared to Q11/6).
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Figure 4 – Plot of the function CQ(Q) vs Q. The band represents the uncertainty in the
parameter g1, determined by Monte Carlo simulations, as discussed in the text.

O(a�1) corrections in the large-charge EFT are consistent with the range of values found
in Ref. [�] working directly with the three-body wavefunctions. To get a sense of the
validity of perturbation theory it is convenient to define the function

Im GQ(E, 0) ⌘ Im GQ(E, 0)/Im GCFT
Q

(E, 0) (�.�)

where the CFT superscript indicates the correlation function evaluated with CQ(Q) = 0.
This function is plotted in Fig. � vs a

p
ME to get a sense of the validity of the perturbative

expansion. Clearly perturbation theory works best at large scattering length and/or large
energies. Note that the growth of CQ(Q) with Q suggests that for fixed, large scattering
length, as Q is increased one must consider higher-energy propagation.

9.3. Irrelevant deformations: effective range

Here again on general grounds, one expects

Im GQ(E, 0) = C0 E�Q�5/2
h
1 + C0Qr0

p
ME

i
. (�.�)

However, as shown above, the leading effective-range corrections vanish and therefore

C0Q = 0 . (�.�)
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Figure 5 – Plot of the function ImGQ(E, 0) vs r0
√
ME. The solid and dashed red curves cor-

responds to Q = 3 and Q = 6. The gray bands correspond to propagation of uncertainties in
h1,2.

10. Unnuclear matter

10.1. EFT of neutron matter

To this point, the eft of fermions near unitarity has been treated as generic. In this
section, the focus will be on the specific case of neutron matter. Following Ref. [41], the
values of the (unmeasured) neutron-neutron effective-range parameters are estimated
to be a = −18.5 fm and r0 = 2.7 fm. The neutrons have mass M = 939 MeV and the
lightest dof that is integrated out of the eft is the pion with mass Mπ = 140 MeV,
whose t-channel exchange in the neutron-neutron scattering amplitude gives rise to a
branch-point singularity in the complex k-plane atMπ/2. Hence r−1

0 ∼Mπ/2 formally

34



sets the high-momentum scale in EFT(π/), the eft of contact operators which describes
the interactions of neutrons and protons at very low momentum transfers where the
pion is integrated out of the eft. The branch-point singularity due to t-channel pion
exchange is in practice weak and therefore in most applications EFT(π/) extends toMπ.
While in EFT(π/) the low scale is at zero, the threshold for scattering, in the large-charge
eft the low scale is set by a−1 as the eft is an expansion about the unitary fixed point.
As one probes momenta k such that ka < 1 then a different eft is required, which is
an expansion about the non-interacting fixed point. Therefore, the large-charge eft of
neutron matter is formally valid for momenta in the range a−1 < k,kF < r−1

0 , and in
practice may be valid in the range a−1 < k,kF <Mπ. Translating to energy scales, this
corresponds to energies between 0.1 and 6 MeV and 0.1 and 21 MeV, respectively. The
hierarchy of scales is illustrated in Fig. 6.
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Abstract

We point out a redundancy in the operator structure of the pionless effec-

tive field theory, EFT(π/), which dramatically simplifies computations. This

redundancy is best exploited by using dibaryon fields as fundamental degrees

of freedom. In turn, this suggests a new power counting scheme which sums

range corrections to all orders. We explore this method with a few simple

observables: the deuteron charge form factor, np → dγ, and Compton scat-

tering from the deuteron. Unlike EFT(π/), the higher dimension operators

involving electroweak gauge fields are not renormalized by the s-wave strong

interactions, and therefore do not scale with inverse powers of the renormal-

ization scale. Thus, naive dimensional analysis of these operators is sufficient

to estimate their contribution to a given process.
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of freedom. In turn, this suggests a new power counting scheme which sums
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Figure 6 – Hierarchy of scales of the pionless EFT.

M⇡/2. Hence r�1
0 ⇠M⇡/2 formally sets the high momentum scale in EFT(⇡/), the EFT

of contact operators which describes the interactions of neutrons and protons at very
low momentum transfers where the pion is integrated out of the EFT. However, this
branch-point singularity is weak and therefore in most applications EFT(⇡/) extends to
M⇡/2. The low scale is set by a�1. Therefore, the large-charge EFT of neutron matter
is formally valid for momenta in the range a�1 < k, kF < r�1

0 , and in practice may be
valid in the range a�1 < k, kF < M⇡. Translating to energy scales, this corresponds to
energies between 0.1 and 6 MeV and 0.1 and 21 MeV, respectively. The hierarchy of scales
is illustrated in Fig. �.

11. Conclusion

With few exceptions, quantum field theories of nature tend to be far from conformal fixed
points, and in most exceptions that are relevant to experiment, require lattice field theory
simulations in order to extract physical observables. An interesting system in this regard
in the non-relativistic domain is the unitary Fermi gas, which is described by a �����.
This system is superfluid and remains superfluid in the presence of small deformations
away from the Schrödinger symmetry limit. In the symmetry limit the superfluid EFT
has subsectors of fixed charge which admit a large-charge expansion. This allows the
exact closed-form determination of correlation functions which encode the propagation
of conformal superfluid matter in space and time. In the nuclear physics context, where,
for instance, the unitary fermions are taken to be neutrons, this conformal superfluid
matter has been dubbed unnuclear matter, as it does not have a particle interpretation.
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0 ⇠M⇡/2 formally sets the high momentum scale in EFT(⇡/), the EFT

of contact operators which describes the interactions of neutrons and protons at very
low momentum transfers where the pion is integrated out of the EFT. However, this
branch-point singularity is weak and therefore in most applications EFT(⇡/) extends to
M⇡/2. The low scale is set by a�1. Therefore, the large-charge EFT of neutron matter
is formally valid for momenta in the range a�1 < k, kF < r�1

0 , and in practice may be
valid in the range a�1 < k, kF < M⇡. Translating to energy scales, this corresponds to
energies between 0.1 and 6 MeV and 0.1 and 21 MeV, respectively. The hierarchy of scales
is illustrated in Fig. �.

11. Conclusion

With few exceptions, quantum field theories of nature tend to be far from conformal fixed
points, and in most exceptions that are relevant to experiment, require lattice field theory
simulations in order to extract physical observables. An interesting system in this regard
in the non-relativistic domain is the unitary Fermi gas, which is described by a �����.
This system is superfluid and remains superfluid in the presence of small deformations
away from the Schrödinger symmetry limit. In the symmetry limit the superfluid EFT
has subsectors of fixed charge which admit a large-charge expansion. This allows the
exact closed-form determination of correlation functions which encode the propagation
of conformal superfluid matter in space and time. In the nuclear physics context, where,
for instance, the unitary fermions are taken to be neutrons, this conformal superfluid
matter has been dubbed unnuclear matter, as it does not have a particle interpretation.
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Abstract

We point out a redundancy in the operator structure of the pionless e�ec-

tive field theory, EFT(�/), which dramatically simplifies computations. This

redundancy is best exploited by using dibaryon fields as fundamental degrees

of freedom. In turn, this suggests a new power counting scheme which sums

range corrections to all orders. We explore this method with a few simple

observables: the deuteron charge form factor, np � d�, and Compton scat-

tering from the deuteron. Unlike EFT(�/), the higher dimension operators

involving electroweak gauge fields are not renormalized by the s-wave strong

interactions, and therefore do not scale with inverse powers of the renormal-

ization scale. Thus, naive dimensional analysis of these operators is su�cient

to estimate their contribution to a given process.
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M⇡/2. Hence r�1
0 ⇠M⇡/2 formally sets the high momentum scale in EFT(⇡/), the EFT

of contact operators which describes the interactions of neutrons and protons at very
low momentum transfers where the pion is integrated out of the EFT. However, this
branch-point singularity is weak and therefore in most applications EFT(⇡/) extends to
M⇡/2. The low scale is set by a�1. Therefore, the large-charge EFT of neutron matter
is formally valid for momenta in the range a�1 < k, kF < r�1

0 , and in practice may be
valid in the range a�1 < k, kF < M⇡. Translating to energy scales, this corresponds to
energies between 0.1 and 6 MeV and 0.1 and 21 MeV, respectively. The hierarchy of scales
is illustrated in Fig. �.

11. Conclusion

With few exceptions, quantum field theories of nature tend to be far from conformal fixed
points, and in most exceptions that are relevant to experiment, require lattice field theory
simulations in order to extract physical observables. An interesting system in this regard
in the non-relativistic domain is the unitary Fermi gas, which is described by a �����.
This system is superfluid and remains superfluid in the presence of small deformations
away from the Schrödinger symmetry limit. In the symmetry limit the superfluid EFT
has subsectors of fixed charge which admit a large-charge expansion. This allows the
exact closed-form determination of correlation functions which encode the propagation
of conformal superfluid matter in space and time. In the nuclear physics context, where,
for instance, the unitary fermions are taken to be neutrons, this conformal superfluid
matter has been dubbed unnuclear matter, as it does not have a particle interpretation.
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Abstract

We point out a redundancy in the operator structure of the pionless e�ec-

tive field theory, EFT(�/), which dramatically simplifies computations. This

redundancy is best exploited by using dibaryon fields as fundamental degrees

of freedom. In turn, this suggests a new power counting scheme which sums

range corrections to all orders. We explore this method with a few simple

observables: the deuteron charge form factor, np � d�, and Compton scat-

tering from the deuteron. Unlike EFT(�/), the higher dimension operators

involving electroweak gauge fields are not renormalized by the s-wave strong

interactions, and therefore do not scale with inverse powers of the renormal-

ization scale. Thus, naive dimensional analysis of these operators is su�cient

to estimate their contribution to a given process.
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Figure 6 – Hierarchy of scales of the pionless EFT.

M⇡/2. Hence r�1
0 ⇠M⇡/2 formally sets the high momentum scale in EFT(⇡/), the EFT

of contact operators which describes the interactions of neutrons and protons at very
low momentum transfers where the pion is integrated out of the EFT. However, this
branch-point singularity is weak and therefore in most applications EFT(⇡/) extends to
M⇡/2. The low scale is set by a�1. Therefore, the large-charge EFT of neutron matter
is formally valid for momenta in the range a�1 < k, kF < r�1

0 , and in practice may be
valid in the range a�1 < k, kF < M⇡. Translating to energy scales, this corresponds to
energies between 0.1 and 6 MeV and 0.1 and 21 MeV, respectively. The hierarchy of scales
is illustrated in Fig. �.

11. Conclusion

With few exceptions, quantum field theories of nature tend to be far from conformal fixed
points, and in most exceptions that are relevant to experiment, require lattice field theory
simulations in order to extract physical observables. An interesting system in this regard
in the non-relativistic domain is the unitary Fermi gas, which is described by a �����.
This system is superfluid and remains superfluid in the presence of small deformations
away from the Schrödinger symmetry limit. In the symmetry limit the superfluid EFT
has subsectors of fixed charge which admit a large-charge expansion. This allows the
exact closed-form determination of correlation functions which encode the propagation
of conformal superfluid matter in space and time. In the nuclear physics context, where,
for instance, the unitary fermions are taken to be neutrons, this conformal superfluid
matter has been dubbed unnuclear matter, as it does not have a particle interpretation.

Rev: (None) ((None)) �� (None)

Figure 6 – Hierarchy of scales of EFT(π/). The dotted regions denote the “effective” region
of validity of the eft. The arrow denotes a transition from the large-charge eft, which is
defined about the nontrivial unitary fixed point, to an eft description about the trivial, non-
interacting, fixed point.

10.2. Deformation and perturbative window

In neutron matter, both kinds of deformation should be considered and therefore,

ImG(E, 0) = C0 E
∆Q−5/2

[
1 + 𝒞𝒬

(
a
√
ME

)−1
+ 𝒞′′𝒬 r2

0ME
]

. (10.1)

Fig. 7 is a plot of ImGQ(E, 0) vs E (MeV) for Q = 3, 4, 5, 6. Note that the substantial
uncertainties in the coupling constants have not been propagated in this plot for clarity of
presentation. Perhaps the most interesting observation is that the scattering-length and
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effective-range deformations enter with opposite signs and there is therefore a partial
cancellation which implies that for each Q, there is an energy at which the Schrödinger
symmetry is restored. One sees that the energy window in which perturbation theory
is valid is rather narrow for each Q value. However, as discussed in the introduction,
for instance at samurai, there is excellent energy resolution of the final-state neutrons
which in principle allows one to focus on the regions of enhanced symmetry. The
fundamental obstacle from the theory side is the large uncertainties in the coupling
constants, particularly h2. However, it may be possible to improve these determinations
using quantum mc simulations of the energy density.
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Figure 7 – Plot of the function ImGQ(E, 0) vs E (MeV). The green curves corresponds to
Q = 3, 4, 5, 6. The blue dots denote the kinematical points at which the deformations cancel.

10.3. Three-body example

Following Ref. [1], consider the process

π− + 3H→ γ + nnn, (10.2)

which has been studied in Ref. [42], and whose theoretical predictions of the capture
rate, using the AV18 two-nucleon potential and the Urbana IX three-body force, can be
treated as “data” for the comparison with the predictions from the large-charge eft with
perturbative Schrödinger-symmetry breaking from scattering-length and effective-range
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effects. The formula, Eq. (1.1) is used to obtain the capture rate, which is shown in
Fig. 8. The dashed black curve follows from considering the case of free neutrons, whose
conformal dimension is that of the three-body primary operator with fields assigned
naive dimensions, giving 11/2. The black curve is the unitary fixed point with the
conformal dimension given by its well-known value for Q = 3: 4.27272 (p-wave) [4] 10.
As noted in Ref. [1], the proximity of this curve to the data is indicative of unnuclear
behavior of the three-neutron final state. While the effective-range corrections, given
by the red curve, appear controlled and perturbative, the scattering length corrections,
given by the blue curve, and the combined effect, given by the green curve, appear to
destroy this agreement. (Note that in all cases the gray bands arise from the uncertainties
in the Lagrange-density parameters.) However, note from Fig. 7, that the perturbative
window is not approached for Q = 3 until E ∼ 3 MeV, and indeed the green curve in
Fig. 8 does cross the solid black line at around E ∼ 6 MeV, indicating a perturbative
window. Therefore the energies probed by this data are too low to offer a meaningful
test of the perturbative expansion. (Note as well that at very low energies the blue
curve is negative, in violation of unitarity.) Presumably the perturbative window can
be extended to lower energies by considering 𝒪(1/a2) corrections. A more ambitious
proposal would be to sum 1/a corrections to all orders in the two-point function of the
large-charge operator about the unitarity fixed point. This would give an expression
for the two-point function along the entire rg trajectory connecting the interacting and
non-interacting fixed points [4].

11. Conclusion

With few exceptions, quantum field theories of nature tend to be far from conformal
fixed points, and in most exceptions that are relevant to experiment, require lattice field
theory simulations in order to extract physical observables. An interesting system in
this regard in the non-relativistic domain is the unitary Fermi gas, which is described
by a nrcft. This system is superfluid and remains superfluid in the presence of small
deformations away from the Schrödinger symmetry limit. In the symmetry limit the
superfluid eft has subsectors of fixed charge which admit a large-charge expansion. This
allows the exact closed-form determination of correlation functions which encode the
propagation of conformal superfluid matter in space and time. In the nuclear physics
context, where, for instance, the unitary fermions are taken to be neutrons, this conformal
superfluid matter has been dubbed unnuclear matter [1], as it does not have a particle
interpretation. Nuclear reactions with few-body systems of neutrons in the final state
offer a concrete experimental realization of unnuclear matter. Of course, describing a

10. Note that while the large-charge value of the conformal dimension at Q = 3, taken from Eq. (4.10), is only
about one half this value, subleading corrections in the Schrödinger limit, which involve new undetermined
constants [7], can be chosen to reproduce the Q = 3 value exactly. This is done in Appendix A.
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Figure 8 – Energy (center-of-mass) spectrum of three neutrons in the reaction 3H(π−,γ)3n.
The black circles give the calculations by Golak et al. in Ref. [42]. The various curves and
regions are explained in the main text.

few-body system of neutrons as an expansion whose leading order is a nrcft requires a
quantitative measure of the symmetry breaking due to scattering length, effective range
and other shape parameter effects which are clearly present in the two-neutron system
and explicitly break the Schrödinger symmetry. This has been done here. The main
conclusions of this study are:

• Schrödinger-symmetry breaking corrections to the large-charge two-point function
have been computed in perturbation theory around the large-charge ground state.
Closed-form expressions have been found for the Goldstone field perturbation by
making use of a coordinate transformation to the oscillator frame, which decouples
the temporal dependence.

• The Schrödinger-symmetry breaking corrections are determined by a priori unknown
Lagrange-density parameters. These parameters contribute to the energy density
of the superfluid matter, and have been computed using quantum mc simulations.
The predictive power of the large-charge eft relies on the accuracy with which these
parameters are determined.

• The 𝒪(r0) effective-range effects have been found to vanish in the large-charge eft,
as was found for the three-body case in Ref. [4]. The 𝒪(r2

0) effective-range effects
have been calculated, and together with the 𝒪(a−1) scattering-length effects calculated
in Ref. [19], provide the leading Schrödinger-symmetry breaking corrections to the
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large-charge two-point function. Critically, the two kinds of deformation enter with
opposite signs and therefore there is a partial cancellation.

• At fixed charge Q, the energy-dependent Schrödinger-symmetry breaking corrections
to the large-charge two-point function are found to be perturbative over a range of
(center-of-mass) energies of the Q-neutron system that decreases with increasing Q.
These results provide a guide to the energy regions that experimentalists could probe
which allow a controlled eft description.

As regards future work, it would be interesting to study higher-order terms including
the contributions from the droplet edge [10, 12], which are expected to scale with
fractional powers of the deformation parameters. One could furthermore consider the
perturbation theory relevant to Schrödinger-symmetry breaking for the large-charge
expansion in the case of two spatial dimensions. In addition, while the focus of this
paper has been on the large-charge two-point function, symmetry-breaking effects in
three- and higher-point functions may also be of interest experimentally.
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Figure 9 – Fit of DMC simulation data up to Q = 20, as described in the text. The solid
black line is leading order in the large-charge expansion, and the gray band is the nlo fit,
including the Casimir correction. The simulation data are as described in the text.

A. Improved conformal dimension

When considering applications of the large-charge eft at low-Q values, say Q = 3 − 6, it
is sensible to include higher-order corrections [7–9, 12, 19]. In the Schrödinger-symmetry
limit, the large-charge conformal dimension to nlo takes the form

∆Q(Q) =
34/3

4 ξ1/2Q4/3 − 32/3√2π2ξ cNLOQ
2/3 + 𝒪(Q5/9) + . . . + 1

3
√

3
logQ , (A.1)

where, in addition, the universal Casimir correction has been included [12]. The
coefficient of the nlo term may be fit to simulation data. Fig. 9 shows simulation data up
toQ = 22 from Green’s function mc (gfmc) [43], lattice mc [44], both diffusion mc (dmc) and
auxiliary field mc (afmc) [45], and a correlated Gaussian basis set expansion (ECG) [46].
Fitting to the afmc data over the range Q = 3 − 20 one finds cnlo = −0.053715(1). This fit
is illustrated in Fig. 9.
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B. Fourier transforms

The following Fourier transforms [1, 3] are useful:

∫
dt

∫
d3x θ(t) t−∆ exp

(
i
QMx2

2t

)
exp (iEt − ip · x)

= i∆−1
(

2π
QM

)3/2 (
p2

2QM − E
)∆−5/2

Γ

(
5
2 − ∆

)
, (B.1)

and
∫
dt

∫
d3x θ(t) t−∆ log (iλt) exp

(
i
QMx2

2t

)
exp (iEt − ip · x)

= i∆−1
(

2π
QM

)3/2 (
p2

2QM − E
)∆−5/2

Γ

(
5
2 − ∆

)

×
[
ψ

(
5
2 − ∆

)
− log

(
1
λ

(
p2

2QM − E
))]

. (B.2)

C. Variation of parameters

The differential equations studied in this paper reduce to (non-homogeneous) second-
order odes of the form

u′′(x) + p(x)u′(x) + q(x)u(x) = f(x). (C.1)

There is a general solution of this equation, which is obtained using the variation

of parameters [47]. Let u1(x) and u2(x) be independent solutions to the associated
homogeneous problem, i.e. the one with f(x) = 0:

u′′1,2(x) + p(x)u′1,2(x) + q(x)u1,2(x) = 0. (C.2)

Then the general solution to the non-homogeneous problem is

uG(x) = A(x)u1(x) + B(x)u2(x), (C.3)

where

A(x) = −
x∫

dξ u2(ξ)f(ξ)
W(ξ) B(x) =

x∫
dξ u1(ξ)f(ξ)

W(ξ) , (C.4)
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andW(x) is the Wronskian of u1(x) and u2(x):

W(x) = u1(x)u′2(x) − u′1(x)u2(x). (C.5)

D. The boundary term

In the usual case it is assumed that fields vanish at spatial and temporal infinity. One
consequence of this is that in perturbation theory, the solution at order n allows one
to compute the action at the saddle at order n + 1, since there are no boundary terms.
This is not the case for the action in the oscillator frame, because the couplings are
time-dependent and grow exponentially at τ̃ = ±∞.

As a simple example of such a system, consider the Lagrangian

L =
1
2
¤ϕ2 + r0 cosh(ωτ̃)F( ¤ϕ) (D.1)

for r0 ≪ 1.
The eom is

0 = ∂t
δL

δ ¤ϕ = ∂τ̃
[ ¤ϕ + r0 cosh(ωτ̃)F′( ¤ϕ)] (D.2)

= ¥ϕ + r0 cosh(ωτ̃) ¥ϕF′( ¤ϕ) + r0ω sinh(ωτ̃)F′( ¤ϕ). (D.3)

The solution may be written as
ϕ = ϕ0 + r0ϕ1, (D.4)

so the eom at first order takes the form

¥ϕ0 + r0 ¥ϕ1 + r0 cosh(ωτ̃) ¥ϕ0F
′( ¤ϕ0) + r0ω sinh(ωτ̃)F′( ¤ϕ0) = 0, (D.5)

and, order by order,

ϕ0 = Aτ̃ + B, ϕ1 = Cτ̃ +D − F
′(A)
ω

sinh(ωτ̃). (D.6)

Note that ϕ1 does not vanish at the boundary t = ±T .
The action at the saddle thus receives three contributions:

1. the lo action evaluated on the lo solution

2. the lo action evaluated on the nlo solution

3. the nlo action evaluated on the lo solution.

42



Contribution 2 does not vanish at the saddle due to a boundary contribution given by

ϕ1
δL

δ ¤ϕ

�����
T

−T
=

(
2CT − 2F′(A)

ω
sinh(ωT )A

)
. (D.7)

Explicitly, the action at the saddle at order 𝒪(r0) reads:

S[ϕ0 + r0ϕ1] =
T∫
−T

dτ̃ 1
2
¤ϕ2

0 + ¤ϕ0 ¤ϕ1r0 + cosh(ωt)F( ¤ϕ0)r0

=

T∫
−T

dt 1
2A

2 +A(C − cosh(ωt)F′(A))r0 + cosh(ωt)F(A)r0

= A2T +
[
2ACT − 2AF′(A)

ω
sinh(ωT )

]
r0 + 2F(A)

ω
sinh(ωT )r0,

(D.8)

which depends manifestly on the 𝒪(r0) value of the field ϕ1.

E. Structure of the solution to the bulk EFT

It is informative to consider the general structure of the solution to the eom, in the
presence of effective-range corrections and the corresponding expansion of the action at
the saddle. The Lagrange density in the oscillator frame takes the form

ℒ̃ = −c0X̃
5/2 + µ

ω

∑
k=1

hkr
k
0 X̃
(5+k)/2µk/2 coshk(ωτ̃). (E.1)

Consider a solution to the eom of the form

θ̃(τ̃, ṽ) = θ̃0(τ̃, ṽ) + µ
ω

∑
k=1
(r0µ

1/2)kθ̃k(τ̃, ṽ), (E.2)

which is an expansion around the solution θ̃0(τ̃, ṽ) = −iµτ of the undeformed Schrödinger
problem. The eom turns into a hierarchy for the θ̃k, where at each order there is an
inhomogeneous pde with a source of the form

fk(τ̃, ṽ) = φk(ṽ) d
dτ̃ coshk(ωτ̃), (E.3)
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where the φk depend on the solutions at order k′ < k:

Fk( ¥̃θk, θ̃′′k, θ̃′k |θ̃k′) = φk(ṽ)
d

dτ̃ coshk(ωτ̃), k′ < k, (E.4)

and where Fk is by construction linear in θ̃k.
Using the fact that the rhs can be decomposed into a sum of hyperbolic sine functions,

d coshk(ωτ̃)
dτ̃ =

ω

2k

⌊k/2⌋∑
l=0

(
k

l

)
(k − 2l) sinh((k − 2l)ωτ̃), (E.5)

the variables can be separated by writing

θ̃(τ̃, ṽ) =
⌊k/2⌋∑
l=0

sinh((k − 2l)ωτ̃)Bk,l(ṽ), (E.6)

so that the eom turn into a hierarchy of inhomogeneous ode for the functions Bk,l.
The transformation to the flat frame is obtained by using the identity

sinh(n arctanh(ωτ)) = 1
(1 −ω2τ2)n

⌊n/2⌋∑
k=0

(
n

2k + 1

)
(τω)2k+1 =

Pn(ωτ)
(1 −ω2τ2)n . (E.7)

In what follows one can rename
ωτ = z (E.8)

in order to disentangle the parametric dependence of all the terms. Then,

θk(z, v) =
⌊k/2⌋∑
l=0

Pk−2l(z)
(1 − z2)k/2−l

Bk,l(v), (E.9)

and it follows that Xk takes the form

Xk(τ, v) = µ
⌊k/2⌋∑
l=0

Qk,l(z2, v)
(1 − z2)k/2+1−l , (E.10)

where Q(z2, v) is a polynomial in z2.
The analytic structure in the τ plane around the points ±1/ω, that is z = ±1, is of

special interest as this determines which terms will contribute to the final result. In the
perturbative expansion of X, each term of order 𝒪(rk0 ) contains singularities that are
either poles if k is even, or branch cuts if k is odd. The same structure, with the roles of
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even and odd interchanged is found in the Lagrange density evaluated at the saddle,

ℒ = −c0
µ5/2L0

(1 − z2)5/2
− µ5/2 ∑

k

(r0
√
µ)k

⌊k/2⌋∑
l=0

Lk,l(z2, v)
(1 − z2)(k+5)/2−l . (E.11)

From Eq. (5.35) it is clear that the integration measure in terms of ψ is given by

dτd3x =
1
ω
R3

lo(1 − z2)3/2 sin2(ψ) cos(ψ)dψdzdΩ . (E.12)

It follows that the role of poles and branch cuts is again interchanged, and

S = −5π2c0µ
4

16
√

2ω4

1∫
−1

dz
1 − z2

− 8π
√

2µ4

ω4

∑
k

(r0
√
µ)k

⌊k/2⌋∑
l=0

1∫
−1

dz
(1 − z2)k/2+1−l

∫
sin2(ψ) cos(ψ)dψLk,l(z2, cos(ψ)). (E.13)

The integral over ψ gives a contribution that is a polynomial in z2, but it is still
necessary to regularize the integral over z. In general these integrals will take the form

I(n,m) =
1∫
−1

dz z2m

(1 − z2)n , (E.14)

where n is either integer (if k is even) or half-integer (if k is odd), andm = 0, 1, . . . , ⌊n⌋.
One possible way of regularizing the I(n,m) is to use analytic continuation in terms of

gamma functions:

I(n,m) = lim
δ→0

I(n + δ,m) = lim
δ→0

Γ (m + 1/2)Γ (1 − n − δ)
Γ (3/2 +m − n − δ) . (E.15)

The gamma function has no zeros, but it has simple poles at negative integers. It follows
that there are two possibilities:

• If n is half-integer (k is odd), the denominator has a pole for δ→ 0 and the integral
vanishes

I(Z + 1/2,m) = 0 . (E.16)
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• If n is an integer (k is even), the integral has a pole:

I(n + δ,m) = (−1)nΓ (m + 1/2)
Γ (3/2 +m − n)Γ (n)

1
δ
+ 𝒪(δ0). (E.17)

An alternative regularization is obtained by shifting the boundaries of integration:

I(n,m) = lim
ϵ→0

1−ϵ∫
−1+ϵ

dz z2m

(1 − z2)n . (E.18)

For n integer the integral has a logarithmic divergence in ϵ→ 0, whose coefficient is
precisely the same as the residue of the pole in δ→ 0:

1−ϵ∫
−1+ϵ

dz z2m

(1 − z2)n =
(−1)nΓ (m + 1/2)
Γ (3/2 +m − n)Γ (n) log(ϵ) + 𝒪

(
1

ϵn−m−1

)
+ 𝒪(ϵ0). (E.19)

The finite terms 𝒪(δ0) and 𝒪(ϵ0) are different. This scheme dependence is however
not a problem since it simply corresponds to different normalizations of the operators in
the two-point function. The only physically-relevant parameter is the coefficient of the
logarithm, which is determined unambiguously.

This structure holds for the bulk terms. However, there are contributions due to the fact
that the density decreases sharply at the droplet edge. There are thus boundary effects
that can lead to new corrections that scale differently. In the study of the nlo corrections
(Section 5), it was found that the size of the droplet is reduced by an amount proportional
to r2/3

0 , which translates into a correction of 𝒪(r7/3
0 ). The appearance of new fractional

powers (and logarithmic terms) has already been observed in conjunction with boundary
effects in the large-charge expansion in the undeformed Schrödinger-symmetric case [10,
12].

Up to this point the results have been expressed as functions of the parameter µ. In
Section 5.5 the relationship between µ and Qwas found to be independent of r0 at nlo
because of the cancellation of all the 𝒪(r0) terms. However, the same cancellation must
occur at all orders. Each power of r0 in the expression of the density ρ is accompanied by
powers of (1 −ω2τ2). All these terms have to cancel separately already on the lhs of the
differential form of the continuity equation (5.47), because there is no such τ dependence
on the rhs. The conclusion is therefore that the expression of µ as function of Q in
Eq. (5.54) is valid at all orders in r0: (µ/ω)3 = 3ξ3/2Q.
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