arXiv:2107.12127v3 [hep-th] 31 Jul 2022

Operator spectrum of nonrelativistic CFTs at large charge

Vito Pellizzani*

Albert FEinstein Center for Fundamental Physics,

Institute for Theoretical Physics,

University of Bern, Switzerland

(Dated: August 2, 2022)

We extend and clarify the large-charge expansion of the conformal dimension Ag of the lowest
operator of charge @) in nonrelativistic conformal field theories using the state-operator correspon-

dence.

The latter requires coupling the theory to an external harmonic trap that confines the

particles to a spherical cloud, at the edge of which the effective theory breaks down and leads to
divergences. Only recently has this issue been overcome by constructing appropriate counterterms
at the edge of the cloud [arXiv:2010.07967]. In this paper, we extend these results by systematically
analyzing the degree of divergence of operators in the effective action and show that there always
exist appropriate edge counterterms that make the final contributions to Ag finite. On the other
side of the correspondence, this also provides new corrections to the Thomas-Fermi approximation
of the unitary Fermi gas, and we comment on their relevance for ultracold atom physics.

I. INTRODUCTION

The large-charge approach to strongly coupled systems
with global symmetries is a systematic way of deriving
the spectrum of charged operators in an expansion in
inverse powers of the charge, as first discussed in [2]
(see [3] for a recent review), as well as certain correla-
tion functions [4-6]. Sequels of this approach include the
large-charge expansion in nonrelativistic conformal field
theories (NRCFTs) [I, 7-10], the O(N) model at large
charge [11], its double-scaling large-N limit [12, 13] and
the study of nonperturbative corrections thereof using
resurgence techniques [14], the large R-charge limit [15—
21] and the e-expansion at large charge [22-27], among
others. In most cases, the state-operator correspondence
turns out to be extremely powerful.

In this paper, we are concerned with NRCFTs where the
correspondence maps the spectrum of conformal dimen-
sions of (positively charged) local operators to the energy
spectrum of states in an external spherical harmonic trap
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and vice-versa [28-30]. In particular, we focus on the
conformal dimension Ag of the lowest operator of fixed
charge @ > 1, which can be accessed via the ground-
state energy Ej of the trapped system with @Q particles
confined to a spherical cloud. The argument is presented
for general spatial dimension d in dimensionless units i =
m = w = 1, in which case we simply have Ag = Ej.

In order to derive the large-charge expansion of the
ground-state energy, we construct the effective field the-
ory (EFT) for the Goldstone boson x associated with the
broken U(1) (i.e. particle number) symmetry with appro-
priate dilaton dressing rules that guarantee conformal in-
variance. To leading order, this description corresponds
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to the usual Thomas-Fermi approximation, and the first
subleading corrections were found by Son and Wingate
in a small momentum expansion for the nonlinear sigma
model (NLsM) [31]. While the power counting they used
in this work might seem somewhat arbitrary, it is in fact
best understood from a large-charge perspective [9] (see
also [8]). However, this effective theory is known to break
down close to the edge of the cloud, where the particle
density falls off and gives rise to divergences even at the
classical level [7, 9, 31]. Building upon the recent work
[1], we classify all types of edge divergences and explain
how to restore tree-level consistency by constructing ap-
propriate counterterms in a procedure that we refer to as
d.-layer regularization. We show that, in general,
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plus quantum corrections starting at @°. The first line is
analogous to the relativistic case, while the second and
third lines are new structures arising from edge effects.
Note that some of the b;’s contain a log Q-factor when d
is even, e.g.

AS™) = e1QF + e2V/QlogQ + 3/ Q

f (3)
+c4QF — 0.29416 + . . .,

where the last term is the model-independent one-loop
Casimir energy calculated in [7], and further corrections
scale with negative powers of Q). Equation (3) was first
derived in [1], based on [7 ()] although we shall clarify
the origin of the Qz and Q6 terms. Similarly, we show
that

Ag:3) = 1Q7 + Q% + ¢3Q5
+eaQF +e5Q7 +c6Q’ +
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and we argue that one should expect the presence of a
universal log Q-term associated with the Casimir energy,
which will be computed in an upcoming publication [32].
Son & Wingate [31] derived the first two terms of Eq. (4)
and anticipated the presence of a divergent term that
would scale like Q% after d.-layer regularization. In this
paper, we renormalize it for the first time and extend the
expansion down to Q.

Moreover, the description of the system in terms of
the dilaton mode allows us to explore the near-conformal
regime of the theory by introducing a small dilaton mass
me @ la Coleman [33], as was done in [7] based on the
general expectation detailed in [34, 35] that a dilatonlike
mode appears near a smooth quantum phase transition.
We overcome the issues faced in [7] related to boundary
divergences and find that the signature of this mass defor-
mation is an additional v/@ log @ and \/@Q-contributions
in d = 3, while the structure of the expansion is unaf-
fected in d = 2. Note that, while the concept of con-
formal dimension becomes (softly) ill-defined in this sce-
nario, the corrections induced by the dilaton mass to the
ground-state energy of the trapped system are interest-
ing per se. In this work, one can therefore think of Ag as
the latter energy, which exactly corresponds to the con-
formal dimension of the lowest operator of charge @ only
when m, = 0.

Finally, let us comment on the relevance for ultracold
atom physics, as trapped gases can be realized experi-
mentally (see e.g. the beautiful reviews [36, 37] and ref-
erences therein). Typically, this is achieved for cold and
dilute atomic Fermi gases whose interaction strength is
dominated by the s-wave scattering and can be tuned us-
ing Feshbach resonances. Correspondingly, the value and
even the sign of the dimensionless scattering parameter
kFlaS—where kr is the Fermi wave-vector and ag the s-
wave scattering length—can be changed. In the Bardeen-
Cooper-Schrieffer (BCs) regime ﬁ < —1, the interac-
tion is weakly attractive and fermions form Cooper pairs,
while for kF% > 1, the attraction is strong and binds
pairs of fermions with opposite spin together. The lat-
ter system is effectively described by a weakly interacting
bosonic gas of such molecules (also called dimers), i.e. a
Bose-Einstein condensate (BEC) [37]. Both regimes are
known to exhibit superfluidity and no phase transition
occurs in between, indicating a smooth crossover that
preserves superfluidity for all values of kras. This is par-
ticularly relevant for the crossover region kFlaS e [-1,1],
centered around the resonant case Wlas = 0 known as
the unitary limit, where the system is strongly interact-
ing and an expansion in kras is inappropriate. While a
complete description of the crossover is still lacking, the
emergent scale invariance at unitarity allows for an EFT
description of the cold Fermi gas with a large number
of trapped particles, as initiated by Son & Wingate [31]
and completed in the present work from a linear sigma
model (LSM) perspective, where the only massless, low-
energy degree of freedom x corresponds to the phase of
the condensate. As already mentioned, this EFT goes

beyond the Thomas-Fermi approximation, yielding cor-
rections e.g. to the ground-state energy, Eq. (4), or the
doubly integrated density n(z3) = [[ daidzs p(Z) mea-
sured experimentally in [38] (where p(Z) is the charge
density):
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Here, 1 is the chemical potential and g, ¢ 1, C2 are Wilso-
nian parameters. The latter is associated with the sim-
plest subleading operator in the EFT; without it, only
the first line above matters, which can be written as
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cal radius of the cloud, thus matching the known expres-
sion [37]. Further corrections can readily be computed. It
would also be interesting to investigate to what extent the
somewhat naive breaking of conformal invariance caused
by the introduction of a small dilaton mass mentioned
earlier allows for the exploration of the crossover region
(e.g. in the spirit of [39]).

Another interesting direction for future research in ul-
tracold atom physics concerns BEC, for which the Gross-
Pitaevskii theory predicts that the ground-state energy
be given by [36]

Ey = /dgac [%(aia(f))Q + Ao (D)a(F)? + 27as - a()*]

where a(Z) is the radial mode of the condensate wave-
function ® (¢, ¥) = a(Z)e " and y is the chemical poten-
tial. The first term in this expression is called quantum
pressure and is neglected in the Thomas-Fermi approxi-
mation. However, it becomes important close to the edge
of the cloud, in a region sometimes called effective sur-
face thickness in this context. Upon approximating the
potential by a linear ramp in this region, the authors of
[40] (based on [41]) found schematically

Eo = Q% + daQ¥ logQ + dsQ% + ...,  (5)

where we did not keep track of as for simplicity. It would
therefore be interesting to understand how much this re-
sult could be improved by including edge counterterms
similar to the ones presented in the present work.
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This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. IT A and
II B, we review the construction of the leading-order ef-
fective action from the LSM perspective using the dilaton
dressing, following [7]. We then discuss in Sec. II C how
to adapt the previous dilaton dressing as we approach
the edge of the cloud, as first discussed in [1], and we



give the recipe for the construction of edge counterterms
in Sec. II D, based on the same reference. The core of our
work is presented in Sec. ITE, where we analyze the possi-
ble diverging behaviors of operators due to boundary ef-
fects and show that the previously constructed countert-
erms always match. This allows to complete the large-
charge expansion of Ag in any dimension up to terms
that scale with negative powers of ), in which case quan-
tum corrections have to be taken into account. We make
some general observations and comment on quantum cor-
rections in Sec. ITF, and finally work out the d = 2 and
d = 3 cases in Sec. IIT A and Sec. III B, respectively, in-
cluding the aforementioned dilaton mass deformation.

II. EFFECTIVE ACTION
A. Dilaton dressing and radial mode

Working in a sector of fixed charge spontaneously
breaks the associated global symmetry, as well as con-
formal invariance. Describing the EFT in terms of the
Goldstone mode that accounts for the breaking of con-
formal invariance, namely the dilaton o, turns out to
be convenient even though it may actually be massive
(see e.g. [12] for a discussion on gapped Goldstone
bosons). A simple construction is due to Coleman [33],
who pointed out that it is possible to promote Lorentz
invariance of a given theory to a full conformal invari-
ance by dressing the operators with an appropriate fac-
tor involving the dilaton. The very same game can be
played with nonrelativistic theories [7, 43|, where the
nonrelativistic conformal symmetry group is usually re-
ferred to as the Schridinger group. Scale transformation
(t,Z) — (e*7t,e"¥)—where z = 1 in the relativistic case
and z = 2 in the nonrelativistic one—acts on the dilaton
as

d -2
o(t, @) — o(t, @) + 7—‘_;} ,

where the dimensionful parameter f can be regarded as
the (inverse) decay constant of the dilaton [44].

If one considers a theory featuring a global U(1) sym-
metry, as is the case of the Schrédinger group, one may
first construct the most general EFT for the Goldstone
mode x invariant under Galilean or Lorentz symmetry
that nonlinearly realizes the U(1) symmetry, and then
appropriately dress the operators with the dilaton o so
as to make them marginal. Note that in general, these
two fields can then be conveniently recast as

(6)
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and we shall therefore refer to a = || = %e_f“ as the
radial mode. Of course, this construction would require

an infinite number of Wilsonian coefficients, but one can
then organize them in a large-charge expansion and trun-

cate to any desired order. While this provides an explicit
recipe for the construction of the large-charge LsM of the
effective theory (which essentially works in the same way
for the relativistic [3, 45] and the nonrelativistic cases
[7]), it should be pointed out that the radial mode be-
comes massive under spontaneous breaking of the U(1)
symmetry and thus decouples below the energy scale as-
sociated with the charge. Upon integrating it out, one
would recover an equivalent large-charge effective action
for the Goldstone x alone in the form of a NLsM, which
can be obtained using different methods, e.g. the coset
construction [4, 9]. In this paper, we shall use the LSM
description in view of including a small dilaton mass de-
formation.

B. Leading-order Lagrangian

As mentioned in the introduction, we aim to compute
the conformal dimension of the lowest operator at large
charge using the nonrelativistic state-operator correspon-
dence. Accordingly, we consider the theory coupled to an
external trapping potential,

Ag(r) = =72, (8)

which restricts the support of the (classical) theory to
a ball of finite radius, i.e., a cloud—or droplet—of par-
ticles at the edge of which the particle density rapidly
falls off to zero. Unlike in the relativistic case where the
state-operator correspondence is realized on a fixed back-
ground, the cloud is a dynamical object whose boundary
undergoes quantum fluctuations. It is a very reasonable
question to wonder whether short-distance physics causes
any trouble close to the edge, and the answer is known
to be positive [7, 9, 31]. This issue is already present
at the classical level, and a sharp cutoff procedure was
discussed in these references, where the so-called J.-layer
is removed at the edge in order to regularize the the-
ory. More recently, a thorough discussion of the possible
counterterms located at the edge of the droplet has been
carried out in [1]. We aim at translating and extending
these results into the language of the LSM at large charge.

The building block of a generic Galilean invariant the-
ory for the Goldstone mode x in the trap is the operator

U=x—A(r)— %(@'X)Qa 9)

where the presence of Ag(r) requires some notion of gen-
eral coordinate invariance, as discussed in [31]. As we
shall see later, derivatives of this operator, as well as
other operators featuring more derivatives of the Gold-
stone mode x contribute to the effective action but, for
now, let us focus on the power series in U,

L(x) = —ko + i knU™, (10)

n=1



where the k;’s are Wilsonian coefficients. Promoting such
a Galilean-invariant Lagrangian to a fully Schrédinger-
invariant one is now an easy task with the dilaton dress-
ing. Since the dimension of the radial mode a = %e‘f"

is [a] = £ and [U] = 2, we simply have

L(x,a)= —koa®td 4 a2t Z Ky - <£4) . (1)
ad

n=1

In the superfluid ground state, the vacuum expectation
value (VEV) of the Goldstone mode is (x) = u - t, where
w is the chemical potential. The U(1) and conformal
symmetries are spontaneously broken, and the equation

of motion for a imposes that the ratio % is necessarily

ad
a constant. Correspondingly, their VEV are of the form

r

~<U>:u(1—£). (12)

From the form of the action, Eq. (11), one readily sees

. 4
that a acquires a mass m2 ~ (a)@ ~ pu. Moreover, the

ground-state charge density p o (a)? is supported on the
interval r € [0, R] where R, = /21 defines the radius
of the cloud, i.e. the classical turning point, and sets an
infrared (IR) length-scale. Upon integrating the charge
density over this region, one finds that the total charge
is
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Q~ p’. (13)

If one associates an ultraviolet (UV) length-scale R, =
\/% with the mass of the radial mode, the effective theory

description is under perturbative control when there is a
separation of scales,

Ra > 71> R, (14)

which amounts to requiring that the controlling parame-
ter g—"l = i ~ Q‘é be small. This, in turn, is guaranteed
by the large-charge condition @ > 1.

The drawback of keeping track of the massive mode a
in the low-energy description is that we technically have
to account for series of operators, as in Eq. (11), that give
the same contribution to observables to leading-order.
Roughly speaking, integrating the radial mode out in
Eq. (11) gives a single leading-order term U'*% in the
NLSM, and trading ai for U is therefore unseen at the
level of the NLsM. The minimal Lagrangian that cap-
tures all the above properties is given by

d
Lro(x,a) = C%GQU - mgaﬂév (15)

where we renamed and rescaled the Wilsonian coefficients
for future convenience. Correspondingly, the ground-
state energy—and therefore, the conformal dimension of
the lowest operator of charge @ in the system without

trap—is given by

d
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cordance with the NLSM results [9]. The advantage of
this description, however, is that it allows for a rather
straightforward analysis of the subleading corrections to
Eq. (16), as discussed in Sec. ITE.

In order to further simplify the argument, we intro-
duce the dimensionless coordinate z = 1 — %% =1- %,
which measures the distance from the classical bound-
ary of the cloud. Since spherical symmetry is preserved
by the superfluid ground state, it will be convenient to
express every VEV as a function of z. Useful properties
are

QT (16)

is a constant, in ac-

2(1—2)
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where primes refer to derivatives with respect to z and
f, g are spherically invariant functions. Note that spatial

derivatives of operators a priori make their contributions
to the conformal dimension Ag parametrically smaller

d !
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d
2

1
/ dz(1— 2" f(2),
0

due to the division by u ~ Qé.

At this stage, let us point out that Eq. (15) in d = 3
corresponds to the Thomas-Fermi approximation of the
unitary Fermi gas, and yields, among others, the known
expression for the doubly integrated density mentioned
in the introduction and measured experimentally in [38],

5 (18)

namely
n(xz) = // dzqdas p(Z)
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where the z;’s take values in the cloud. At the end of
this paper, we discuss corrections to this expression.

C. Dressing rules

The presence of the dilaton field, via the radial mode
a(t,z) = %e’f"(t*f), allows for the dressing of opera-
tors to marginality, as discussed in the previous section.
At the same time, the breakdown of the effective theory
near the edge of the cloud is associated with the vanish-
ing of the particle density and, hence, the vanishing of a
[7, 9, 31]. From a large-charge perspective, this indicates



that the dressing rule based on powers of a is only ap-
propriate when edge effects are negligible, i.e. in the bulk
of the cloud (to be defined later). As we approach the
boundary, the dressed theory fails to describe the system,
and another nonvanishing, nonsingular operator needs to
take over as the new appropriate dressing rule [1].
Concretely, a generic dressing operator can involve
powers of a and its derivatives (9;a)?, so we consider

2
Db,c = [a%(aia)%] d-(btc)+2c , (19)

where b, ¢ can be any positive numbers for now, and the
overall power is chosen such that its dimension is fixed:

[D,e] = 2. (20)

Indeed, note that [a?] = d and [(9;a)?] = d + 2. It is
straightforward to see that the dressing rule associated
with Dy, . for an operator O with dimension O] is

d+2-[0]

Odressed =0- ,Db,c 2 . (21)

So how do we fix b and ¢ in the bulk and at the edge?
Since the dressing operator has the same dimension for
any pair (b, ¢), the selection criteria are rather simple [1].
To leading-order in p, the VEV of the dressing operator
scales like

1—

d-(bf§)+2c, (22)

(Dp,c) ~ ulfd-(bfs)wc -z
since (a) ~ (u-2)% and (9;(a))? ~ p*= - 2*=". In the
bulk of the cloud, z is of order 1 and the dressing rule
is associated with the operator D; . that has the highest
p-scaling, i.e. ¢ = 0. This yields the natural dressing rule
used in the previous section, namely

Dbulk = a%. (23)

At the edge, however, the dressing operator is required
to be nonvanishing (unlike Dyyx), and nonsingular. In
short, its leading-order dependence on p in the ground
state should feature neither positive nor negative powers
of z, i.e. it is a constant. This happens when d- (b+¢) =
4c¢, and we get

l

Dedge = [ i72(9,0) } . (24)

This operator is proportional to * which is

equivalent to the edge dressing rule orlglnally discussed
in [1] upon trading a for U at the level of the NLSM.

D. Jé.-layer and edge counterterms

In order to account for the lack of control at the droplet
edge, one can effectively cut off a small layer close the
classical boundary of the cloud, as discussed in [7, 9,

31]. Following [1], this regularization prescription can
be made slightly more precise in terms of the dressing
operators we have just found. Indeed, we eventually want
to renormalize the theory by introducing counterterms in
the region where Dyyi, ~ Deage and beyond which Degge
is the only appropriate dressing operator. This condition
is equivalent to

(0;a)? ~ ait? (25)

2

which, in the ground state, is satisfied when z ~ =3,
and we thus define the J.-layer,

€

1

5.= -5 ~O (Q*%) : (26)
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for an arbitrary constant e ~ O(1). We thereby define
the bulk of the cloud as the region covered by the interval
0c S z <1, in agreement with the literature.

In order to construct a counterterm at the edge, we
use Eq. (24) to dress to marginality an operator O of
dimension [O] together with an operator-valued Dirac 6-
function 0(Dpyir) of dimension —2 [1]:

d+4

Oedge =0- 5(Dbulk

edge

dtra-[0] (27)
] 3
Given that the VEV (a) = v(z) of the radial mode is of
the form [cf. Eq. (12)]

4

)-D
_(953 [%*

- [1 + subleading], (28)

v(2) = Vhom - 21

where vpom, is the superfluid ground-state solution of
Eq. (15) in the homogeneous case (i.e. without trap),
the Dirac §-function becomes

S(vt) = <f ) ; - 55). (29)
v Uhom

This shows that, in the ground state, counterterms are
indeed located at z = 0, that is, at the classical edge.

The renormalization procedure thus consists in (1) reg-
ularizing the divergent integrals of operators dressed in
the bulk by removing the d.-layer from the domain of in-
tegration, and (2) introducing edge counterterms whose
coefficients get renormalized so as to absorb the result-
ing e-dependence. After the first step, the regulator e
appears in logarithms and denominators, and thus serves
as a diagnosis of divergences. However, the limit e — 0 is
not implicitly understood at any point, since no physical
quantity depends on it.

At this stage, it is worth mentioning that edge coun-
terterms have already been discussed in the literature in
the context of effective open strings [46] and, while this
construction is very clear from an effective point of view,
it would be interesting to put it on a more formal basis.



E. Subleading operators

We now make a simple argument that allows to push
the large-charge expansion of Ag beyond all known re-
sults so far. From a Wilsonian perspective, the effective
action contains infinitely many operators. However, in a
large-charge regime, there is a way in which we can orga-
nize them. The action Eq. (15) provides the leading-order
contribution to the conformal dimension Ag, Eq. (16),

which is of order Qd%l. Operators with more deriva-
tives yield corrections to Aq that are parametrically sup-
pressed by inverse powers of the charge. If one truncates
the large-charge expansion of Ag to a desired order in @),
the task is to identify the operators that survive in the
action. In turn, this means we have to understand how
a generic operator contributes to Ag.

To do so, let us consider an operator O with dimension
[O], which we dress to marginality in the bulk as

Opute = O - i (4+2-[0D) (30)

If the latter appears in the Hamiltonian density, its con-
tribution to Ag is then obtained by integrating its VEV
over the volume of the cloud. Spherical invariance being
preserved by the superfluid ground state, this computa-

d+1_ [O]-2u[0]
d 2d

d+1 _ [0]—2u[0]
2d

AQ EREOs

Q .
: log c3d/2 if
Q% —([0]+42[0]—6u[O]—2)/(6d)

tion simplifies if the VEV is expressed as a function of the
dimensionless coordinate z, in which case it turns into
an integration over z € [0, 1]—as indicated in Eq. (17)—
which may need to be regularized upon removing the d,-
layer. More specifically, let ©[O] and z[O] be such that
the VEV of the operator O to leading-order in p takes the
form

(0) ~ 101 22101 1 (subleading). (31)

The dressed operator in the bulk, Eq. (30), then has a
VEV that scales to leading order in y as

d+2—-[0O
u[0]4 42719

<Obulk> ~ L _Zz[(’)]+d+22—[o] (32)
It is now straightforward to analyze the leading contri-

bution of this operator to Ag. Indeed, if

d+2—-|0

Z[Obulk] = Z[O] + f[] < -1, (33)
a divergence occurs when integrating over z € [0,1]. In
particular, a logarithmic divergence appears if z[Opyix] =
—1. We thus regularize these divergences by removing
the d.-layer and, accounting for the factor of /ﬁ ~\Q

from the measure [cf. Eq. (17)], we find

if [0] <d+4+22[0]
(O] = d+ 4+ 22[0] (34)

c([O]—2z[0]—d—4)/2

The last two cases are e-dependent and thus need to be
renormalized using edge counterterms.

We address this issue in the following, but let us first
answer a natural question: now that we have identified all
possible (classical) leading contributions to the conformal
dimension Ag, what sort of operator can O actually be?
As dictated by general coordinate invariance [31], one
possibility is given by

Z=V2Ay— d—12 (V2x)?, (35)

whose VEV is (Z) = d, but any other operator with more
derivatives of x actually has a vanishing VEV. Therefore,
O is a composite operator made out of integer powers of
U, (0;U)?, a, (0;a)® and Z. As already mentioned, the
massive radial mode a would have to be integrated out
and one can thus effectively trade U for ai—and like-
wise for 0;U and 0,a—without changing the low-energy
description. This is convenient because if U only appears
in the Lagrangian density as given in Eq. (15), then there
is no need to worry about Legendre transforming O: it
simply enters the Hamiltonian density H = %X—E with
the opposite sign. Finally, we can strip off powers of a as

if [0] > d+4+2:[0].

they will be restored appropriately upon dressing O in
the bulk [cf. Eq. (30)]. Hence, we only need to consider
operators of the form

o = (9;a)>m 2", (36)
with m, n two positive integers and [O(™™)] = (d+2)m+
4n, plOmm] = =2, z[Omm)] = 9=4m. The corre-

sponding bulk operator is then given by

Ol()zz,kn) = (8la)2mzn . a%((d+2)(17m)74n)

Y e

and its leading contribution to A is classified as follows:

d+1—2(m+n)
d

if 6m+4n<d+4

Q7 3d ~3d
6% (6m+4n—d—4)

if 6m+4n >d+4.

(38)
Notice that there are infinitely many operators contribut-
ing to the same power of @) in the last category, as it



is independent of m. This remains true at the level of
the NLsM. For instance, the set of operators (9;a)?™
with m > 2 in d = 2 all give Q%-contributions after o.-
regularization, but they have not yet appeared in the
literature so far. The same holds for (9;a)*™Z with
m > 1in d = 2, yielding Q% contributions, and similarly
in d = 3 where sets of equally contributing operators give
terms of order Q9 Qs Qg etc. In Sec. III, we illustrate
this by including one operator of each set.

Note that these terms, however, appear with different
powers of € and can thus be distinguished and compen-
sated for by a single edge counterterm. In order to iden-
tify the latter, we repeat the same analysis as before and
remark that the only candidates to be dressed at the edge
are of the form Z" (with n a positive integer), since pow-
ers of @ and (9;a)? are appropriately incorporated by the
dressing rule Eq. (27), which reads in this case

d+4(1—n)
6

=7". 6(a%) : [a%_Q

(9:a)?] (39)

n

edge
After integrating the VEV of the latter over the volume
of the cloud, the contribution to Ag turns out to be

2n

Ag 3 Q 5 — 3, (40)

which matches exactly the regulator-dependent part (i.e.
the last two categories) of Eq. (38). This analysis of
divergences and counterterms thus provides us with a
simple way of constructing the effective action that de-
scribes Ag to a given order in Q). In Sec. III, we carry
out this derivation in d = 2 and d = 3 up to corrections
that scale with negative powers of the charge, but we first
make some general observations.

F. Properties

Equation of motion (EOM). Consider the leading-order
Lagrangian Eq. (15). The EOM with respect to the radial
mode a then simply reads (v(2)/Uhom)d = z in the su-
perfluid ground state, where vy, = (2;10%1 /g)% is the
ground-state solution in the homogeneous case, i.e. when
the trap is turned off. As we complement the Lagrangian
with operators of the form Eq. (37) and the correspond-
ing counterterms, Eq. (39), the EOM gets more and more
complicated, although it can always be put in the form

4
a
(LZ)) = z[1+ B(z,v,v',v")] (41)
Vhom

in the ground state. In the bulk, B(z,v,v’,v"”) < 1 and
one can solve this equation order by order in an expansion
in ﬁ For instance, adding the first subleading operator

(’)éil(,? to the Lagrangian yields

v(2) %7 1 d o (4—d)+(3d—4)z
Vhom = 16 Cap u2z3

(42)

Chemical potential. The chemical potential can then
be expressed as a function of the charge @ by inverting

= Ao o(Z
Q- /d p(@), (43)

where p = ¢ a1 v(z)? is the ground-state charge density.

Using Eq. (42) and removing the d.-layer to regularize
the divergent part, we find

o= (1) rro()].

| g 2I'(d) ‘
47T0d%1 [0%11—‘(%)] ’ (45)

as first discussed in [7]. Therefore,

where

¢

n=CQt [1+0 (@ 5))]. (46)

It is tempting to give an explicit expression for the cor-
rection in the square bracket based on the solution found
above for v(z), but some remarks are in order. Pushing
the expansion further in Eq. (42), one would actually face

terms of the form % (k € N), which all become of

order one close to the edge (i.e. where z ~ 6. ~ pu~3),

and contribute to the Q’%—correction in the chemical
potential, which makes it hard to express it in closed
form. A reasonable choice, though, is to limit ourselves
from now on to linear order in the Wilsonian coefficients
of subleading operators, since this does not change the
nature of the expansion, but merely its coeflicients. Simi-
larly, the operator — —(9(2 ) also ends up contributing to
the next-to-leading order 1n the chemical potential for ex-
actly the same reason, and so does any operator Ol(mml}co),
although we will not need to consider m > 2. With this,

( ) 1 { C1
8Cd+1].—‘ (%) Qd?’tf Td
3d% cog 1 _dia
o).
+-32 Cd+161% +
Counterterms contributions would allow us to renormal-
ize this expression and get rid of the e-dependence, but

p=CQ7 |1+

(47)




for practical purposes, we shall do this and fix the renor-
malized coefficients such that they cancel all divergences
only at the very end of the computation of Ag. This is
because the latter coefficients are only fixed up to a finite
piece which we will not keep track of. Renormalizing u at
this stage would therefore just clutter the computations.

Structure of the expansion. We now elaborate on the
structure of the expansion of Ag by first noting that the

contribution of (’)l()zll’kn) is itself an expansion. Indeed, us-

ing the leading-order solution v(z) ~ (u-2)% (corrections
do not change the argument) and Eq. (17), we have

d
[ il i [, o2t
cloud 0 Z3m+2n—1—§

(48)
The integral on the right-hand side either converges and
corresponds to the first case of Eq. (38), or needs to be
regularized by setting the lower bound to d., yielding the
last two cases of this classification. In the latter situation,
however, the upper bound of the integral always gives a
finite result, thus continuing the expansion in Q*% start-
ing at Qd%l. For concreteness, consider

Opuii s (49)
a3
in d = 3. We obtain
L(1- o)k
[ o~ [l 0228
cloud Se 22
2 3
=1+——-——=+0 Oc
T Ve, (V&)
2¢ 1 3¢5 4 _1
_36%@23 \/EQ9+7T+O(Q 9)7

where 7 comes from the upper bound, and the rest is an
expansion in . whose dependence on € is cured by the
counterterms. All in all, the expansion of Ag reads

Nop=QF [a1 +a2Q7 1 +azQ }
+ QU (b +b2QH + beQ 7+ ] 0
+QF {01+C2Q_%+C3Q_%+”'} e

The first line is completely analogous to the relativistic
case, while the rest is specific to NRCFT. The last line
arises when p is replaced by @, according to Eq. (46).
When d is even, it can be absorbed in the second line,
where some of the b;’s contain log Q-terms [see Eq. (38)].

Casimir energy. The leading quantum correction is
due to the one-loop Casimir energy [l]|, given by the
Coleman-Weinberg formula applied to the spectrum of
excited states, Eq. (54) below. It is model-independent
and a priori enters the expansion of Ag at order QV.
However, it was shown in the relativistic case that the
Casimir energy in odd spatial dimensions is divergent

and yields instead a universal Q° log Q-term after renor-
malization [6]. This is hinted at by the presence of a
classical Q%-contribution that serves as a counterterm for
this divergence, and the same phenomenon is thus to be
expected in NRCFT when d is odd. This is the object of
a future publication [32].

Dilaton mass. In addition to the operators discussed
in the previous section, we now include a small dilaton
mass deformation, as originally proposed by Coleman in
[33] in the relativistic case and studied in the context of
NRCFTs at large charge in [7]. In the latter case, this
potential is of the form

2 2 d+42
vo=(755) 1o |0 -2 2 toxtsa) -1

d+2
(51)
where m, < f ~4 is a small dilaton mass, as can be seen
1,2 2

from the fact that, to quadratic order, Uc ~ 5m;o=.
Adding this term to the Lagrangian softly breaks confor-
mal invariance and should trigger some signature in the
ground-state energy of the trapped system.

Nonlinear sigma model. If one is not interested in such
a deformation, it might be more natural to work with
the NLSM, where the radial mode is integrated out. Upon
trading ai for U, the bulk operators, Eq. (37), become

Oéz}cn) = (61U)2mzn . U%+1—(3m+2n)

() (F) e

and edge counterterms, Eq. (39), read

d4+4(1—n)
3

— 7" §(U) - (9,U) (53)

n
edge
Collective excitations. As a final comment, let us men-
tion that the energy spectrum of collective excitations
above the ground state (see e.g. [47] in d = 3, or [9]),

E(n,l)_\/%(n—l-l—l-d—l)—l-l, (54)

can be given corrections, as initiated in [7], thanks to the
renormalization procedure discussed here. Similarly, the
spectrum of spinning operators at large charge described
in [10] can be refined. We leave this for future work.

III. EXAMPLES

We are now going to see this machinery in action
through two examples, so let us repeat the recipe. We are
interested in the conformal dimension of the lowest op-
erator of charge () > 1 in the theory without trap, Ag,
which is given by the ground-state energy of the trapped
system. After choosing at which order in () we want to
truncate the expansion of Ag (in what follows, we go
up to Q°), we construct the Lagrangian density by com-



plementing Eq. (15) with subleading operators, Eq. (37),
based on the classification given in Eq. (38). We also
include the corresponding counterterms, Eq. (39), and
we account for the small dilaton mass deformation intro-
duced above.

We then compute the ground-state energy density and
we integrate it over the volume of the cloud, regularizing
the integrals when needed. We also express the chemical
potential ;v as a function of the charge @) to write Ag
as an expansion in powers of the charge and, finally, we
renormalize the couplings of the counterterms so as to
absorb any dependence on the regulator e. We do this
for both d = 2 and d = 3.

A. The d =2 case

Typically, NRCFTs in two spatial dimensions are rele-
vant for the description of anyons [29, 48], which them-
selves are at the origin of the Aharonov-Bohm effect
[19] and whose existence has very recently been proven
in the context of the fractional quantum Hall effect
[50, 51]. Based on the previous discussion, we include

the subleading operators Obrrzk" of Eq. (37) for (m,n) €
{(1,0),(0,1),(2,0),(1,1)}, as well as the counterterms
Z044e and Z ., constructed in Eq. (39). The Lagrangian
thus reads

where the Wilsonian parameters of subleading operators
1 cl,cl, etc. are labeled according to the order at

Wthh they enter the expansion of Ag in the end, and
they are normalized so as to slightly simplify the expres-
sion of the ground-state energy density Hy. Indeed, using

(x) =p-t, (a) =v(z) and Eq. (17), we get
g cyms
Ho = c%v2,u(1 —2)+ 41)4 - 126f2 [4log(fv) + 1]
=22 e, G027y
ol S R e O
H e
(55)

The VEV v(z) is the solution of the EOM (cf. Eq. (41))

(M)Q 4B, (56)

Vhom

with vpem = | /2uc%/§, and B(z,v,v',v") is given by

m2 1 L (1—2p" =7
B(z,v,v",v") = 72007 3; »
2
60/1/ (1=2) 2 (1= 2)(w" =) — vt
c;u z ot v2
Cé (1—2) (v —20") — v
+ 6
cg e v

in the bulk. Referring to the previous section, we find
that the chemical potential is related to the charge as

11 jcs 30191
+@&{?+s > 64}“9(@ ﬂ’

/g/(2mc%). Note that the dilaton mass m,
2

modifies the expression of the chemical potential only
beyond next-to-leading order. We are now in position
to integrate Eq. (55), removing the d.-layer when nec-
essary. Working linearly in the Wilsonian coefficients of
subleading operators, we find

n=¢/Q

where ( =

(d=2) _ 2. s 4 7r§03m
Ag —3CQ2+ lGCCg 87 VQlogQ
kgen. \/— ) % 1
- — ren. 5 _
2cs Q (2” Cg) Ci™ - QF —0.29416,
(57)

up to corrections scaling with negative powers of (). The
last term is universal and given by the Casimir energy

found in [7], while the renormalized couplings are
K" =K1+ c1loge — lé + (finite)
3 38T 90 ’
o 2 (58)
1 Y3 .
K™ =K1+ - — —c1 | = + (finite),
5 o 24ys 8 ¢

where v = g/c 3. Note that we have absorbed the contri-
bution of ¢, , which is finite, as well as a finite correction
We thus see that
the effect of the small dilaton mass deformation is a mere
shift in the coefficients of the /@Q log Q and \/Q-terms.
Let us mention that anyons are not invariant under
parity and it would thus be interesting to extend this
study to the case of parity-violating theories (cf. [9] for
suggestions), in the spirit of [52] in the relativistic case.

due to m, into the finite part of ATE"

B. The d =3 case

As mentioned in the introduction, the case of NR-
CFTs in three spatial dimensions is relevant for the de-
scription of the unitary Fermi gas. In order to build



the large-charge EFT, we again use the leading-order
Lagrangian Eq. (15), to which we add Coleman’s po-
tential Eq. (51), the operators given in Eq. (37) with
(mvn) € {(17 0)7 (07 1)7 (27 0)7 (17 1)7 (07 2)} and the edge
counterterms, Eq. (39), constructed from Z° Z!  and
Z2. We thus consider the following Lagrangian density:

35 w 9cam? 110
_ 2 & E
E—c%a U— Ea"* W ?log(fa)‘Fl
Cc2 Clg Cs (9:a)* c1 (H:a)?
_3(9.a)2 - B850 _ g(la) __3(za)
P S S Iy S

(omr) 7
a’ (0;a)? 7

where § = ¢ (1 +3c%m§f%/(1()g)). The ground-state

energy density then reads

Moreover, the VEV of the radial mode v(z) satisfies the
equation of motion Eq. (41) with vpem = (2uc%/g)% and

3m2 1 2z 2(1 -z’ =3
B Iy o 3
(20,0, v") 202z v? QC%Iqu v
B T I Y
3capz vi capz v
cs(l—2) v (1= 2) (600" — 50') — 9uv/
+ 3 10 2
capPz vF v
1 (1—2z)(6vv" — 8v'%) — 9uv/
+ 2 i1
GC%M z v

in the bulk. Consequently, the chemical potential reads

27csg 1 7
S b0,
+ 320% e% } + Q ‘|

1 9 1 C%
S [—Q—{T
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Proceeding as before, we finally find

LY
— 3 4 27cz WSCCE 5
A(d_g) = — 3 3 3 . Z
Q 1697+ 15 Cos + ; Q
3
342 % l{gen .
_ 9 . 5
2157.‘-1401%6 ¢ Q
V2rmi ey 512f4 34
512 \/é 0gQ + | log 7T2<302é 5
3
) 933,750,167 15 1
_ 3\/57-‘—Ck7ienv . Qi _ [76?‘| <3K£en. ) Q§
3 3 3
2 5 3 3
Vo 3 o — ﬁc;—i—ﬁcl 7
2 |16y 0 4 5 279
(60)

where v = 183/ ca is a convenient parameter to express
the renormalized couplings, which are given by

ren /y% cg 3

RS = s ——806—%+(ﬁmte)

ren. __ 9 :

R =R [8\/’_7 8 % 3 + (finite)

o ger Poses L1 .
R :m—i—[ﬁﬁ—Tﬁ—yscé}z+(ﬁnlte)

The dilaton mass deformation m,, is responsible for the
presence of the /Qlog@ and /Q-terms, which is the
signature of the soft breaking of conformal invariance.
Moreover, there is a mixed Q°-contribution that serves as
a counterterm for the divergent one-loop Casimir energy,
and a universal Q°log Q-term is expected to arise as a
consequence of it. This will be computed in an upcoming
article [32].

Among the many quantities that can be given correc-
tions based on this construction (cf. also [31]), let us
come back to the doubly integrated density mentioned
in the introduction, whose leading-order expression is
given in Eq. (18). We solve the equation of motion as in
Eq. (42), but we only account for the corrections caused
c2 for simplicity. We then integrate the charge density

p(z) = cav(2)? over 1 and 22 to obtain

5

) 2Cg,u 2 2
nag) = 278 (241 (oA
5 g 20

450% 5 1

X

1+
2 2 3
320%# (1 ;,23) (1 1,23)

(62)
This expression is valid for x5 € [0, R;v/1 — 0] and can
in principle improve the fitting to experimental data.

)



IV. CONCLUSION

Via the nonrelativistic state-operator map, charged op-
erators correspond to finite density states in a harmonic
trap. In this work, we investigated the class of NRCFTs
whose large-charge sector is effectively described by a su-
perfluid state in the trap, which is particularly relevant
for the case of the unitary Fermi gas. Specifically, we
exploited this effective description to extend all known
results about the expansion of the conformal dimension
of the lightest charged operator, up to quantum correc-
tions entering at order Q°, see Eq. (50), thereby uncover-
ing a rich structure of logarithmic contributions. This is
based on the recent treatment of divergences at the edge
of the physical cloud of trapped particles [1], which we
reviewed and extended. We also accounted for a small
dilaton mass deformation in order to explore the near-
conformal regime, and illustrated the full procedure in
the d = 2 and d = 3 cases, see Sec. III.
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Whenever we found it appropriate, we commented on
the connections with the ultracold atom literature (cf. in
particular the introduction) and computed some new cor-
rections, as in Eq. (62) for the doubly integrated density.
This fruitful direction of research remains to be explored
systematically. See also [31, 39].

Let us finally mention the seminal works [53, 54| paving
the way toward a gravity /NRCFT correspondence (see also
[55] for a recent proposal). It would be fascinating to un-
derstand whether the large-charge sector of certain NR-
CFTs can be described in a dual picture and how this
would relate to the effective construction used here.
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