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Abstract

We study a non-relativistic limit of physics in AdS which retains
the curvature through a harmonic Newtonian potential. This limit
appears in a CFT dual through the spectrum of operators of large
dimension and correlation functions of those operators with appropri-
ate kinematics. In an additional flat spacetime limit, the spectrum
is determined by scattering phase shifts (proportional to anomalous
dimensions), and a CFT correlation function is proportional to the
S-matrix. In particular, we describe the effect of resonances on the
spectrum and correlation functions. As an example, we discuss the
Coulomb potential (describing solar systems and hydrogen atoms in
AdS) in detail.
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1 Introduction

In our efforts to understand quantum mechanical theories of gravity, we suf-
fer from a dearth of examples with complete non-perturbative descriptions.
Perhaps the only such models use the AdS/CFT correspondence, where the
definition is provided through ‘duality’ by an ordinary conformally invariant
quantum field theory (CFT). By now it is well-established that a CFT with
appropriate properties has a low-energy description as a weakly-coupled lo-
cal quantum field theory in AdS coupled to Einstein gravity [T}, 2] 3] 4]E|
But the relation between CFT and AdS degrees of freedom is understood
completely only in perturbation theory: we lack a complete independent
definition of the theory in terms of gravitational variables, since we do not
know how to translate the geometric language of fluctuating spacetime into
CFT terms. This is true not only in regimes where we expect quantum
gravitational effects to be very important (so spacetime itself may no longer
meaningfully exist), but also in more controlled settings with spacetimes
that are far from empty AdS but nonetheless weakly curved.

With this in mind, it is useful to have examples of gravitational systems
in AdS which are non-perturbative but nonetheless under good control: more
complicated than small fluctuations around empty spacetime, but simpler
than a generic QFT in a strongly-interacting regime or black holes (whose
microscopic description remains murky). In this paper we introduce a class
of such examples that will be recognisable from any first course in quantum
mechanics. Namely, we study non-relativistic interacting particles with the
novelty that we include effects arising from placing them in AdS.

To take a standard model of interacting non-relativistic particles and
place it in AdS, we need only make the small modification of adding a
background Newtonian gravitational potential to the Hamiltonian. For each
particle of mass m, we add

Vads = %mw27"2, (1.1)

where r is the distance from the origin in appropriate coordinates. The fre-
quency w of this harmonic potential is the inverse of the usual AdS length
L, with w = 7. The resulting models are amenable to solution using a myr-
iad of familiar analytic and numerical methods, including interesting cases

1Specifically, we require two properties. Firstly we have 't Hooft factorisation, so
connected correlation functions of ‘single-trace’ operators are suppressed by powers of the
central charge cr > 1, which controls the weak coupling. Secondly, we have a ‘large gap’
Agap > 1, defined by the minimal dimension of higher spin (s > 2) single-trace primary
operators, controlling the scale on which the QFT in AdS is local.



with strong interactions that cannot be treated using perturbation theory,
and have extremely well-understood non-perturbative properties. Accord-
ingly, they provide an excellent setting to explore the CFT description of
non-perturbative AdS physics.

The non-relativistic AdS models we study have a nice characterisation
in terms of their symmetries. If we take an ordinary non-relativistic theory
with Galilean symmetry and add the AdS gravitational potential , it
would at first sight appear that we have broken the translation and boost
symmetries. In fact, as might be anticipated from the maximal symmetry
of AdS, the full symmetry group is retained in a modified form. This is a
non-relativistic version of the statement that AdS acts a maximally sym-
metric ‘box’ [B]. In particular, the familiar decoupling of centre-of-mass
and relative motion (a consequence of boost symmetry) is retained. The
Galilean symmetries are deformed to become the creation/annihilation al-
gebra of the harmonic oscillator acting on the centre-of-mass wavefunction.
More precisely, an inénﬁ—Wigner contraction of the harmonic oscillator al-
gebra (the w — 0 limit) gives the Galilean symmetry algebra. This is the
non-relativistic analogue of the contraction of the AdS symmetry algebra
(in the L — oo limit) which gives the Poincaré algebra. In fact, the pas-
sage from these relativistic symmetry algebras (AdS and Poincaré) to the
non-relativistic groups (harmonic oscillator and Galilean respectively) can
similarly be described as contractions in a ¢ — oo limit. These four different
symmetry groups, the associated physics and the relations between them
are summarised in figure I Our paper fills in the bottom-left corner of this
diagram, and describes its connections to its neighbours.

Our goal is not only to describe non-relativistic systems in AdS, but
also to relate this physics to observables in a dual CFT. A prerequisite is
to identify which CFT operators can be dual to non-relativistic particles
in AdS. The non-relativistic AdS limit is self-consistent only if the rest-
energy mc? of the particles we study is large compared to the quantum fuw
of the harmonic oscillator. The ratio of these energies is (up to order one
corrections) the dimension A of the dual operator, which must therefore be
large:

mC2

d
A=—"—" 1+ 4+...>1. 1.2
p Tt (1.2)
The correction g (the first term from expanding the familiar AdS/CFT
relation L?m? = A(A — d)) can be thought of as coming from the ground
state energy ghw of the d-dimensional harmonic oscillator (1.1)). Another

way to state the condition A > 1 is that the Compton wavelength % must
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Figure 1: A sketch of relativistic and non-relativistic physics in AdS and flat
spacetime, the symmetries in each case, and the relations between them. The
top line represents relativistic physics by the worldlines (red and blue) of
a pair of interacting particles moving in AdS (left) and Minkowski (right)
spacetimes, which are related by the flat spacetime limit of large AdS length.
The bottom right represents Galilean-invariant non-relativistic dynamics.
This paper fills in the bottom left corner, namely non-relativistic dynamics
with a quadratic Newtonian potential & = %w2r2 arising from the ¢ — oo
limit of AdS. Each arrow represents an Inonii-Wigner contraction relating
the respective symmetry algebras. In particular, the arrow marked w — 0

is the non-relativistic flat spacetime limit discussed in section



be small compared to the AdS length L = £. More generally, if the operator
is dual to some composite object in AdS which may be much bigger than
its Compton wavelength (such as a black hole), then its size should also be
much smaller than L.

The paper has three main aims. Firstly, we describe properties and ob-
servables of non-relativistic physics in AdS, as defined by ordinary Galiliean-
invariant quantum mechanics the addition of the harmonic potential .
This includes a discussion of the w — 0 limit, which is pertinent for the
flat spacetime limit of AdS/CFT. Secondly, we identify correlation func-
tions of a dual CFT which are determined by this non-relativistic physics
(and its flat limit), and compute the corresponding bulk observables in var-
ious examples and limits. The final aim is to relate this to the data of a
CFT — the spectrum of primary operators and their OPE coefficients —
via the conformal block decomposition of correlation functions. This final
aspect splits into two distinct parts: the ‘S-channel” data corresponds to in-
teracting multi-particle states, while the ‘T-channel’ operators mediate the
interaction potential. These two sets of data are related by the conformal
bootstrap [6l [7]. In this paper we discuss only the S-channel data, and T-
channel exchanges will be considered in a companion paper [8], along with
a discussion of perturbation theory in non-relativistic AdS.

Summary

In we explain the details of the generalities discussed above,
including the definition of the non-relativistic AdS limit and the symmetries
in both classical and quantum models. We introduce the observables that
we study, which are directly related to correlation functions of a dual CFT.
Here and throughout, we focus on the simplest interesting example of two
particles interacting via a potential depending on their separation.

The centre-of-mass motion is determined by symmetry to be described
by a simple harmonic oscillator. In particular, the special conformal gener-
ators K; of the CF'T become the annihilation operators A; of the harmonic
oscillator (see (2.27)), so primary states of the CFT (annihilated by K;)
correspond to the centre-of-mass wavefunction in its ground state. The
non-trivial dynamics is all in the relative motion, which for two particles is
effectively a problem of a single particle moving in a potential coming from
both interactions and the AdS gravitational potential. In particular, the
masses m1, mo of two particles appear only in the combination p = %,
the reduced mass.

To translate CFT correlation functions to non-relativistic bulk observ-



ables, the key observation is that inserting a CFT operator on the plane
R? at a radius of order A~/ creates (via radial quantisation) a state on
the unit ball with a simple bulk description, namely a coherent state for
the AdS harmonic oscillator. By inserting several operators we can prepare
multi-particle states, and the overlap of two such states with an intermedi-
ate time-evolution (in either real or imaginary time) gives a CFT correlation
function which probes the interactions of these particles. For two particles,
this gives us a four-point function, schematically

<01020201> ~ <O/’6_TH|OJ> N (1.3)

where |a), |o@/) are coherent states and 7 gives an evolution in Euclidean
time; for real time evolution we give 7 an imaginary part. The precise
definition of the right hand side of is given in (2.41). The resulting
four-point function depends on 7 and an angle 6 relating the initial and final
coherent states, and has cross-ratios z,z of order A~!: the kinematics are
defined in .

In we describe the evaluation of our four-point function by
summing over a complete set of eigenstates for the Hamiltonian governing
relative motion. This sum over states corresponds precisely to the conformal
block decomposition into S-channel intermediate primary states. Descen-
dant states are absent due to a simplifying feature of the non-relativistic
limit: with judicious choice of kinematics, a state created by local insertions
of two (or more) operators has centre-of-mass wavefunction in the ground
state, which means it is a superposition of primary states.

The sum over states in the conformal block expansion is weighted by
the S-channel OPE coefficients. In the non-relativistic bulk theory, these
coefficients are determined by the asymptotic decay of the corresponding
normalised eigenfunction of the Hamiltonian.

We check these results by solving the free problem, with no interaction
potential. This is dual to ‘mean field theory’ (MFT), sometimes called a
generalised free theory. The S-channel intermediate states are double trace
operators [O010s3];,,, with a spectrum precisely matching the d-dimensional
harmonic oscillator. The non-relativistic limit of MFT OPE coefficients
(large Aj o with fixed I,n) gives the result expected from the decay of har-
monic oscillator wavefunctions, depending on the dimensions of the external
operators only as a power of the reduced mass u ~ AAIIJFAAQQ.

In we discuss the classical limit. Firstly, we describe direct
evaluation of the correlation function using Lagrangian methods, by finding
a classical solution and computing its on-shell action. Secondly, we deter-
mine the spectrum of states and OPE coefficients in the classical limit by




using the WKB approximation. Finally we discuss the relation between
these. This is more subtle than one might expect, since the on-shell en-
ergy and angular momentum of the classical solutions does not typically
correspond to a physical energy and angular momentum of any eigenstate.

In we turn our attention to the flat spacetime limit, where
we take w to be small while fixing the interaction potential V' (r). This is
interesting as an example of the flat spacetime limit of AdS/CFT, though
with the advantage that we have a far better non-perturbative understanding
of the bulk physics than is typical in QFT.

The spectrum in this limit divides into two regimes. There may be bound
states E' < 0 for an attractive potential, which are essentially unaffected by
the presence of a small AdS harmonic potential. More interestingly, we
have states with £ > 0 that would be scattering states in the absence of
the harmonic potential, but get resolved into a discrete spectrum separated
by small energy gaps AE ~ 2w. While this gap between states is always
the same in the flat limit, the precise spectrum depends on the interactions,
and is determined by the scattering phase shift § at the given energy and
angular momentum: ~y ~ —%(5, where 7y is the anomalous dimension, or the
energy shift relative to non-interacting particles. Note that this result is
leading order in the flat space (small w) limit, but not perturbative in the
interactions so 0 can be very large. It implies (but is stronger than) the
phase shift formula of [9], and we expect it to remain true for relativistic
elastic scattering. The same formula appeared for special kinematic regimes
in [10] [11].

Flat spacetime scattering physics is encoded not only by the spectrum
at small w, but is also directly accessible from a CFT correlation function.
For the most interesting correlator we take with Im7 = 7. The result
is essentially identical to a correlation function considered in [12] [13], and
has a nice physical interpretation shown in figure [l We prepare an initial
coherent state of well-separated particles which are stationary, but elevated
in the harmonic potential to give them some potential energy E. They then
are accelerated by this potential until they meet with kinetic energy E and
scatter, before travelling back out up the potential until stationary once
again. This takes total time 7. The overlap with a similar rotated coherent
state directly probes the scattering, and indeed the resulting correlation
function is proportional to the usual scattering amplitude.

The advantage of the non-relativistic limit here is that we know precisely
when the relationship between correlation function and scattering amplitude
will be valid. The only obstruction is that the initial states prepared by
operator insertions can sometimes fail to be the expected coherent states.



This happens if there is a sufficiently deeply bound state, and we try to
scatter at energies below an order one multiple of its binding energy: in
that case, the initial state ‘tunnels’ to be dominated instead by the bound
state.

One interesting non-perturbative phenomenon that is easy for us to study
is a long-lived resonance, which is of interest beyond the non-relativistic limit
(and we expect our results to remain valid more generally). For decay rates
I' slower than the AdS frequency w, these appear as ‘extra states’ on top of
the evenly spaced scattering states discussed above. As we vary the spin,
the location of the resonance would typically cross the Regge trajectories of
the scattering states, but the true Regge trajectories do not cross: instead,
the scattering trajectories have a characteristic reconnection when they en-
counter the resonance, illustrated in ﬁgure Shorter-lived resonances I' 2 w
do not give rise to sharp reconnections, but show up as an exponential de-
cay in our scattering correlation function if we add an additional real time
evolution of order I' 1.

In we apply the general ideas to the interesting example of the
Coulomb potential V(r) = —g in d = 3. This includes scattering physics,
which requires slight modifications since the long-ranged nature of the in-
teraction means the usual definition of scattering amplitude does not apply.
The harmonic potential acts as a natural infrared regulator, so the required
changes are minor and give us a nice regulated S-matrix and scattering
correlator (6.10). We also discuss the spectrum and correlation function in
the classical limit.

The bound states, scattering states and classical limit together give us
a complete picture of the spectrum, illustrated in figure 2l We have the
familiar bound states of the hydrogen atom (or classical Keplerian orbits) at
negative energy, and a spectrum encoding Rutherford scattering at positive
energies and sufficiently small spin. Going to larger spin, the effect of the
AdS potential becomes important, and the Regge trajectories interpolate
from hydrogen bound states to the linear trajectories of MFT as | — oo,
with the approach governed by perturbation theory (discussed in more detail
in the companion paper [g]).

We conclude in with a discussion of related ideas and open

questions.
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Figure 2: A sketch of the spectrum (Regge trajectories) of two non-
relativistic particles in AdS, interacting via a Coulomb potential V (r) = —£
with pug? > w. Energies E; ,, depend on spin [ (plotted as a continuous vari-
able, though physical states lie at integer [) and n = 0, 1,2,... labelling the
states in order of increasing energy. Various (overlapping) regions of the
diagram encode different interesting regimes. If [ is not too large, the spec-
trum is determined by flat spacetime physics: the phase shifts of Rutherford
scattering for £ > 0, and the spectrum of the hydrogen atom for £ < 0. The
leading n = 0 Regge trajectory intersects the [ = 0 axis at Ey g ~ —%,qu, the
binding energy of the hydrogen ground state (not shown on the plot). These
hydrogen bound states also describe classical Keplerian orbits for [ > 1, cir-
cular for small n and increasingly elliptical for larger n. At sufficiently large
l or n the spectrum approaches the linear Regge trajectories of MF'T, with
perturbative corrections controlled by the exchange of the stress tensor and
other conserved currents.
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2 Non-relativistic physics in AdS

2.1 The AdS gravitational potential
The metric global of AdSg,1 is given by

dr?

f(r)

where d23_, is the metric on the unit sphere S%71, and f(r) = 2—22 + 1 for
AdS length L. In the limit we study, the interesting dynamics will take place
in the region » < L close to the origin, so the spatial curvature is negligible.
Since we can disregard the spatial curvature, it will often be convenient to
use Cartesian spatial coordinates & = r(, where r = |Z] and O is a unit
vector describing a point on S%~!. The notation ~ indicates d-dimensional
vectors throughout.

However, we will keep the effects of the nontrivial g;; component, which
can be described by a quadratic Newtonian potential & ~ —%(gtt + c?):

ds* = =2 f(r)dt* + +r2dQ2 (2.1)

1
o = —w?r?, (2.2)
2

where we have replaced the AdS length L in favour of the AdS frequency
w = 7, which is the relevant scale for non-relativistic physics. This potential
is sourced by the cosmological constant A o —w?, which in Newtonian
language we might think of as a constant contribution to the mass density
p in the Poisson equation V2® = 47Gnp. If energies are non-relativistic
(E < mc?), this potential confines the dynamics to the flat space region
r < L.

The curvature of AdS leaves its mark in the non-relativistic limit through
the harmonic potential . We will later consider an additional flat
spacetime limit w — 0, relevant whenever the typical timescale for the
dynamics (such as the orbital period for a bound state or the duration of a

scattering process) is much shorter than the ‘cosmological time’ w™1.

2.2 Symmetries of non-relativistic particle motion in AdS

Since AdS introduces the gravitational potential , it would appear that
we have broken the translation and Galilean boost symmetries of Newtonian
dynamics. However, these symmetries are in fact still present in a slightly
modified form, along with the manifest symmetries under rotation and time-
translation. This should be expected from the maximal symmetry of AdS.

11



We give a more complete discussion of the symmetry algebra in the context
of the quantum theory in section here we illustrate its consequences for
the main system we study.

Namely, we consider the dynamics of two particles with masses m1 2 and
positions &1, F2, moving under a central potential V(|Z; — Z2|) along with
the gravitational potential . The non-relativistic Hamiltonian is

2 2

1
HNR—7+7+ mwr1+

1
— 2.
o T am; T2 —maw?r: + V(|71 — Ta]). (2.3)

2

Given any solution Z2(t) to the equations of motion for the two particles
we may construct a 2d-dimensional family of solutions by shifting & »(t) —

T1a(t)+ X (t ) where X () is any solution to the harmonic oscillator equation

X
of motlon 2

= —w?X. Together with rotations and time-translations, this
forms a 3(d + 1)(d + 2)-dimensional group of symmetries, a deformation of
the Gahlean group to AdS.

This symmetry implies that the decoupling between centre-of-mass and
relative motion familiar from Galilean symmetry remains true with the har-
monic potential. Write

mo mi

71 = T¥com — ————, T2 =ITcom + ——I,
my + msy m1 + ma (2.4)
o L L - miZ1 + maZa ’
with inverse r=I2—21, ITCOM— —
mi + ms

Then the dynamics of Zcom and & become independent. The centre-of-mass
Zcowm moves freely under the harmonic potential only, while Z behaves as a
particle with ‘reduced mass’ i given by the harmonic mean of m o,
m1ma
= (25)
moving under the gravitational potential along with the central force V (r).
With this change of variables, the Hamiltonian becomes

Hxr = Hcom + H (2.6)

2
Péom | 1

Heon = 57 COM__ e 2
COM 2(m1 + mz) 2(m1 + 7Tl2)w TCOM ( 7)
P 1

In particular, we may always use the symmetries to set Zcom = 0. This
is the classical non-relativistic version of choosing a primary state of the
two particles, as will become clearer later. This leaves rotations and time
translations as residual symmetries.

12



2.3 Euclidean scattering

Our ultimate aim is not just to describe non-relativistic physics in AdS, but
to relate it to observables in a dual CFT. The AdS gravitational potential
initially appears to pose a challenge to direct CF'T probes of non-relativistic
physics, since it confines particles with non-relativistic energies to lie close to
the centre of AdS, while simple CFT observables are sources at the bound-
ary. Here we describe how to circumvent this difficultly in the language of
classical particle dynamics, by considering evolution in Euclidean (or imagi-
nary) time tg = it. This dynamics directly determines a correlation function
in the dual CFT, in an appropriate limit. Later in the quantum theory, we
also describe this Euclidean time evolution as a mechanism to prepare initial
and final states of interest, allowing us to study real time dynamics for the
intermediate evolution.

To obtain non-relativistic classical equations of motion in Euclidean time,
we invert the potential:

2 =
MZ—; = Wi+ vV, (2.9)

)
The harmonic gravitational potential does not then confine the particles,
but rather accelerates them away from one another. We are interested in
‘Euclidean scattering solutions’ for which the particles become widely sepa-
rated at large positive and negative Euclidean times, interacting while they
are nearby; we take the interaction potential V(r) to decay at large r so it
becomes negligible at early and late times.

For such a solution, at sufficiently large |tg| the separation grows expo-
nentially, so the particle motion becomes radial (at approximately constant
angle), and we can write

1
T~ exp (wltp| — dwr) (2.10)
1

for some 7. We have chosen the origin of time so the solution is symmetric
under tg — —tg (along with a reflection of space). The prefactor is a length
scale in the non-relativistic quantum theory (restoring h, it is ﬁ/j7> the
width of the ground state wavefunction of the harmonic oscillator). The
constant 7 is the length of time the particles spend in the scattering region;
more precisely, they spend a time 74w ™! log(uwR?) within some distance R
which is large compared to a typical length-scale of interactions, but small
compared to the AdS length.

13



Now, at late times when the radius r in becomes of order L, our
non-relativistic approximation will break down: the particle will be accel-
erated to relativistic velocities by the inverted harmonic potential, and the
spatial curvature will become important. This time is large in the non-
relativistic limit, since a slowly moving particle takes much longer than an
AdS time to move an AdS distance away from the scattering, but only log-
arithmically large since the particles are exponentially accelerated by the
AdS potential. But in this regime, the particles will be sufficiently well-
separated that their interactions are negligible. They subsequently move
independently along radial geodesics in AdS, which we can determine sep-
arately for each particle. Parameterising each by proper length s; 2, these
geodesics are given (now using units where ¢ = 1 and w = 1) by

2
mi o
[T

Tio=e€"2, (tp)i2 =s12 — 3log (1+e*?) + 17+ Jlog (2.11)
and constant angle on S9~!. These solutions match (2.10) when s is large
and negative, after passing to the centre-of-mass and separation coordinates
).

Taking s12 — o0, these geodesics meet the boundary r — oo at Eu-

clidean times
mQ
1,2

n

(tp)12 = 37+ 3 log (2.12)

These points correspond to the location of operator insertions in the dual

CFT, relating our two-particle dynamics to a CFT four-point function,
which we now introduce.

2.4 The CFT correlation function

The above non-relativistic dynamics (with coordinates chosen to trivialise
centre-of-mass motion) motivates us to study the following family of four-
point functions of operators O 2 (and their conjugates 01,2 if they are not
Hermitian):

1
G(r.0) = 37( 0} (. 2) Of(72, ~V)O1 (-7, D)Os(-72. ) .,
m2
T2 = %T—i- 3 log ;’27 cosf = Q-
N = ¢ 2(A1mi+A272)
(2.13)

This is a correlator on the Euclidean cylinder R x S¢~1, with coordinates la-
belling the Euclidean time and an angle on S%~! (= is the antipodal point

14



to 2; 6 is the angle between incoming and outgoing directions). The normal-
isation constant N is a convenient convention which cancels a contribution
from the free relativistic part of the dynamics. The operator dimensions are
related to the masses of the dual particles as A ~ 7252 + O(1) (with the
order one quantum correction to be discussed in the next section).

Any four-point function can be written as in by an appropriate
conformal transformation, but it describes non-relativistic physics in the
kinematic regime of large operator dimensions Ajo > 1, with with 7, 0
held fixed in the limit.

We can also write this as a correlation function on the plane R? with
coordinates ¢, using the conformal map ¢ = e™(). Due to the symmetric
insertion of the operators, there is no overall conformal factor passing from
the cylinder to the plane, and we have

1 _ _, . _
G(r.60) = 37 (016 02(i2) 0% () O] (3, (2.14)
= )7/7?67597 o = —\/*567597 (2.15)
Gs= — 25, gy = medd

The conformally invariant cross-ratios z, zZ for the correlator of interest are
given by

_ 1 —(r+ih) DN T2 1 (r4if)
z= e <1+$m+m2 Le (2.16)

with zZ = z* (the complex conjugate of z). We have written an expansion in
the relevant limit of large m; 2, from which we see that the non-relativistic
limit corresponds to large A with cross-ratio scaling as A~!. For equal
masses m; = meo, we have a simple relation p = ﬁe*(ﬂrw) to the ‘ra-
dial’ coordinate of [I4] (and indeed we arrive at this from a very similar
configuration of operator insertions).

To compare our results with the CFT literature, it is also useful to
write the correlator in terms of a different function g of cross-ratios z, z, by
stripping off some conventional kinematic factors:

1 1 9 A1;A2 9 AS;A4
Y ) _
G(r,0) = Vo AEm <§4> (;‘*) g(z,2)
(yw) 2 (y34) 2 Y14 Y13
~ (pe)21TA2 oxp (2%677’ cos 0) 9(z,2). (2.17)

Here, yfj = |§; — 7;|%, and in the second line we have written the kinematic
factors in the relevant limit of large masses with 7,6 fixed.

15



A useful equivalent representation of the correlator G(7,6) is obtained
by decomposing into partial waves Gy(8) on S%'. This means expand-
ing in terms of Gegenbauer polynomials Cj(cos @), which are the spherical
harmonics depending only on latitude 6 (generalising the familiar Legendre
polynomials from the case d = 3):

o0

1 204+d—2
G(T,e)_Qd_ll; T Cilcos 0)Gu(), (2.18)

d
where Q41 = is the volume of the unit S%~!. See appendix |A| for a

212
I(9)
brief summary of these harmonics including our conventions.

An important example is the MFT or generalised free correlation func-
tion, the product of two-point functions <(91(92(9£(9D = ((91(’)D<(92(9;>.
The two-point function of operators on the cylinder separated by Euclidean
time tg and angle 6 is

<OTO> - 1 e~ tpg2heTiB cos, (2.19)
(2cosh(tg) — 2cos(0))

where the asymptotic formula is valid in the limit of large tg and A, with
Ae'F held fixed. From this and the definition (2.13]), we find the result

Gireo(T, ) = €267 050, (2.20)
The corresponding partial wave decomposition is

Gi(r)=2r2e T 7T 4 (2¢77), (2.21)

+4-1

as shown in appendix [A]

2.5 Symmetries in the quantum theory

We now begin our discussion of quantum non-relativistic dynamics in AdS
with a more thorough discussion of the symmetries. We have already seen
that AdS becomes a harmonic gravitational potential in the non-relativistic
limit; here, we will see that fact emerge in a rather abstract way, with the
harmonic oscillator algebra appearing as a contraction of the AdS symmetry
algebra.
The symmetry algebra of AdS;.1 is so(d, 2), with complexification spanned

by the dilatation D, momentum F;, special conformal transformations K,
and rotations M;; = —M;;. We have

D'=D, Ml=M; Kl=p, (2.22)
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with the real algebra of Killing vectors in AdSyy1 spanned by the anti-
Hermitian generators iD, iM;j, i(P; + K;) and (PZT - KZT) The names of
the generators come from their action as the conformal symmetries on the
boundary after passing to Euclidean AdS and mapping to the plane, which
we describe in a moment. The algebra is given by

[D,P]=P, [D Ki|=-K; [Ki Pj]=20;D—2iM,;, (2.23)

along with the so(d) algebra of rotations for M;;, and relations telling us that
P; and K transform like vectors and D as a scalar under those rotations.
The simplest of these generators is the dilatation D, which is the gener-
ator of time-translation in global coordinates: D = i0;. In other words, it is
our Hamiltonian. In the non-relativistic limit for particles of total mass M,
this will become the rest-energy Mc? plus the non-relativistic Hamiltonian:

D~ M+ HNR- (2.24)

This split is already enough to see the relevant reduction of the symmetry
algebra. If we neglect Hygr and M;; relative to the mass M, the algebra
(2.23]) reduces to

[HNR, P] = P;,  [Hxw, Ki| = —K;,  [Ki, Pj] =26 M. (2.25)

We can regard the mass M as a central element of the algebra (commuting
with all other elements), so the non-relativistic Hilbert space decomposes
into superselection sectors for different masses (eigenvalues of M). The
resulting algebra is the AdS analogue of the Galilean algebra (or more pre-
cisely, the Bargmann algebra including the central extension by mass M),
which is obtained by an analogous contraction of the Poincaré algebra: see
figure This is the Newton algebra N~ in the classification of [15], studied
further in [16] [I7] under the name of the Hooke algebra H_ (compare figure
1 of [16] to our figure []).

2The Bargmann algebra is itself a contraction of : the arrow from bottom left to
bottom right in figure (1| To obtain this, first restore units in by including a factor
of w on the right hand side in in each commutator (giving P;, K; units of momentum).
Then define P; = p; + iwe; and K; = p; — iwe;, so p; and ¢; generate translations and

Galilean boosts respectively. With these definitions is
[ci, HNR] = ipi, [pi, HNr] = —inCi, [ci,p;] = 10:; M, (2.26)

and if we set w = 0 this becomes the Bargmann algebra.
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The algebra (2.25) is in fact extremely familiarﬂ To see this, we define
rescaled generators A;, AZT- (for a fixed value of M) by

P=iV2M A!, K;=—ivV2M A;, (2.27)

so (2.25) becomes the algebra of creation and annihilation operators in the
d—dimensional harmonic oscillator:

[Hnr, Al = Al [Hyg, Ai] = —Ai,  [A;, Al =05 (2.28)

Thus we see the harmonic potential arise abstractly from the reduction of
the symmetry algebra.

We can make this a little more concrete by examining the Killing vector
corresponding to P; in the region r <« L where we have non-relativistic
dynamics. This is not so simple in global coordinates, but is easy to write
if we pass to Poincaré coordinates (¢, z) in Euclidean signature:

tg N 2 —

V1472 y_\/1+7'2 22

This change of coordinates extends into AdS the conformal map i = eteQ)
on the boundary (z — 0 or » — 00) from the plane to the cylinder. These
coordinates make manifest the symmetry under translations of g/, generated
by the momenta P, = —i 8‘;. To describe the action of P; on the non-
relativistic Hilbert space, we now re-express the Killing vector 8‘; in real-
time global coordinates, and approximate it in the vicinity of the origin

r1:

(2.29)

P ~ —ie”(0; — ix;0) (2.30)
~ ie " (ma;(t) — ipi(t)). (2.31)

For the second line we have written the Killing vector in terms of its action
on the wavefunction of a single particle of mass m, replacing the time-
translation by its leading-order action in the non-relativistic limit 0; ~ —im
coming from the rest energy. We have explicitly indicated t-dependence
in x and p to emphasise that these are Heisenberg picture operators. In
fact, this Heisenberg evolution cancels the explicit e~ factor, so P; is time-
independent when written in terms of Schrodinger picture operators x; =

3Looking at the commutators of P;, perhaps one might ask “Is this af which I see
before me?” [I8].
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x;(0), p; = pi(0). If we have many particles, P; acts simultaneously on all of
them, so its action on the Hilbert space will be a sum of terms for each
particle. But since it acts linearly in mZ and p, this is equivalent to saying
that it acts on the centre-of-mass wavefunction. From this, A;r in (2.27))
indeed becomes precisely the familiar creation operator of the harmonic
oscillator, for the centre-of-mass wavefunction.

From this, we can write the non-relativistic Hamiltonian as

Hxp = (AT A+ 3+ H, (2.32)

where H commutes with the whole symmetry algebra (with a similar split
for rotations M;;). We interpret the first term as the Harmonic oscillator
Hamiltonian for the centre of mass (including ground-state energy %w), and
H the Hamiltonian for the relative motion, as in (2.6)).

The Hilbert space factorises as HNr = Hrelative ® Hcowm, where Hceom
is the familiar irreducible representation of the harmonic oscillator algebra.
That is, it is spanned by a ground state |0)conm annihilated by the A;,
along with excited states with energies separated by integers (in units of
the ‘AdS energy’ hw) created by acting with AI on |[0)com. Since A; is
proportional to the special conformal generator K, putting the centre-of-
mass wavefunction in the ground state corresponds precisely to a primary
state of the CFT (defined as a state annihilated by K;). Acting with AZT
produces a tower of descendants.

We may therefore take the symmetries into account by restricting our
considerations to Helative, placing the centre-of-mass motion in its ground
state. In CFT language, we study dynamics in the subspace spanned by
primary states only. These fall into representations of the residual symmetry
group SO(d), which commutes with the relative Hamiltonian H. In the non-
relativistic limit this turns out to be rather convenient, since (as we will see in
the next section) we can create such superpositions of multi-particle primary
states from simple operator insertions at appropriate locations. This does
not hold more generally: beyond the non-relativistic limit, one would have
to smear the operators to remove descendants.

The conformal dimension A of a CFT primary state will be given by
the eigenvalue of the dilatation operator D in the oscillator vacuum. In the
non-relativistic limit this becomes A ~ M + g + E, where M is the total
mass (in units of hwc? to make it dimensionless), %l the ground-state energy
of the centre-of-mass, and E the eigenstate of the relative Hamiltonian H (in
units of fiw). For a single particle, Hyelative describes only internal degrees
of freedom with degenerate energy (for example, a representation of SO(d)

19



corresponding to the particle’s spin) so H = 0, and we have A ~ m + g.
The same result can be recovered from expanding the familiar AdS/CFT
relation between mass and conformal dimension for a field of any spin s (for
the formula at general spin see [19]) at large mass,

m? = AA—d)—s = A=24\/m? + s+ (2)° ~ m+4+0(m™"). (2.33)

2.6 Correlation functions as coherent state amplitudes

We would now like to make contact with CFT correlation functions such
as G(r,0) described in section To do that, we should first understand
the quantum states created by operator insertions in the Euclidean cylinder,
beginning with single-particle states.

As explained above, a primary state |Q) corresponds to the ground state
|0) of the harmonic oscillator. This state is created in the CEFT by inserting
an operator O at the origin in the y-plane, or in the distant Euclidean
past tg = —oo on the cylinder. To produce a state created by an operator
inserted at another point at Eulidean time ¢ at angle €, we can simply
apply the translation operator e 9" with an appropriate choice of ¢, up
to a conformal factor || accounting for the conformal map from plane to
cylinder:

0(—t, Q) = |72 FP|0) (5= e '20) (2.34)
~ ALEVEIME-AT gy (2.35)

In the second line, we have approximated the momentum operators as cre-
ation operators acting on the oscillator ground state. This is appropriate as
long as |§] < 1 or |tg| > 1, so that we remain within the non-relativistic
limit. This exponential of a creation operator acting on the ground state
gives a coherent state: a Gaussian wavefunction with the same width as the
ground state, but centre offset from the origin. It is an eigenstate of the
annihilation operators A, with eigenvalues v/2mjj.
As an explicit check of this, we may take the overlap of two such states
using o B
(0]e7 44T |0y = B4, (2.36)

The result is the non-relativistic limit of the conformal two-point function

given in (2.19).
Now we extend this to two particles, starting with the case when they do
not interact. For non-interacting particles, the states created by two oper-

ator insertions are simply the tensor product of two coherent states (2.35),
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with a factorised wavefunction. We would like to split this into dependence
on the centre-of-mass and separation of the particles. Fortunately, with a
judicious choice of operator insertions this is extremely simple. Without
interactions, the centre-of-mass special conformal operators K split as a
sum K; + Ko = —iy/2mydy — iy/2mads, where dj o are d-tuples of anni-
hilation operators acting only on a single particle. This means that any
tensor product of coherent states for each particle (created by acting with
V2 +V2ma T, o the two-particle ground state) is an eigenstate of K ,
with eigenvalues —2i(m171 + mag2). Hence, by choosing mi#i + maga = 0
the product state is annihilated by K , S0 it must be a superposition of pri-
mary states, with centre-of-mass wavefunction in the ground state. And
indeed, this choice is precisely the relation we found between the location
of operator insertions when we studied classical solutions with Zcom = 0 in
(12.13)).

This motivates us the consider states |¢(7in, Qin)) of the relative Hilbert
space defined by

‘01 (—Tin — 1 log m7§7 Qin) ) (—Tin — 1 log m7§7 _Qin)>
A a (2.37)
- (#) 2 (#) P e BrFAT y(niy, Oin)) ® [0)com-
1 2

The first line defines the state in CF'T by operator insertions, with arguments
denoting Euclidean times and angles on the cylinder R x S%~!, and —Q
means the antipodal point to €. The second line defines a state in the
non-relativistic Hilbert space, with the centre-of-mass wavefunction in the
ground state |0)com, and |9 (7in, Qin)) giving the relative wavefunction. We
will explain in a moment why the wavefunction must take this form, even
in the presence of interactions.

For non-interacting particles, we may find the wavefunction |¢(7in, Qin))
from the product of two copies of , after passing to the centre-of-mass
and separation coordinates. We find Gaussian coherent states in terms of
the separation variables:

% (Tin, Qn)) ~ ¥ 10), G = v2e ™y (non-interacting).  (2.38)

Here, @' are creation operators built from the separation variables (¥ =
X1 — g, etc), written as @ to distinguish from the centre-of-mass versions A
in section Similarly, |0) is the harmonic oscillator ground state for the
separation wavefunction.

We continue to use the same definition of [¢(Tin, Qin)) when we
include interactions between our particles. But for this definition to make
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sense, we must justify why the COM wavefunction must be in the ground
state. In other words, we must justify why the state in the left of
is annihilated by the centre-of-mass annihilation operators @. First, note
that this will hold for large negative 7y, as long as the potential decays
with distance: in that regime the particles will be well-separated so we are
justified in neglecting interactions. To extend this to finite values of 7, where
interactions become important, consider acting on the definition by
a Euclidean time evolution e="”. On the left-hand-side (defining a state
in terms of CFT operator insertions), this simply increases 7i,, mapping
Tin — Tin +7. On the right-hand-side (defining a state in the non-relativistic
Hilbert space), we use the non-relativistic decomposition of the dilatation
operator, D = A1 + Ag — % LA A H (with Ay o =mi2+ g) The term
e TATA acting on the centre-of-mass wavefunction leaves the ground state
|0)com invariant (and if there were any overlap with excited states it would
be suppressed, so any small corrections from interactions for large negative
Tin do not get amplified).

A corollary of this argument is an expression for the relative wavefunc-
tion [¢(7in, Qin)) including interactions. First, the expression as a coherent
state holds in the 73, — —oo limit, where interactions are negligible.
Secondly, from the action of e~ ™" we have the relation

eiTH|¢(Tin7 Qin)) = eigT’w(Tin + T, Qin)>- (239)
Combining these, we have the following expression:

|0 (Tin, Qin)) = lim e~ H =) (T47m) V267 uncal ), (2.40)
T—00
If we took H to be the free Hamiltonian a' - @ + %, the expression on the
right would be independent of 7. Our definition is self-consistent if this limit
exists for all 73, and approaches the free result for 7y — —o0.

The result is similar to the definition of a scattering state in flat
spacetime by evolving backward with the free Hamiltonian and forward with
the interacting Hamiltonian. The difference here is that we use Euclidean
time, since the particles do not become well-separated in real time in the
presence of the harmonic AdS potential.

Now we may write our Euclidean correlation function simply as
the overlap of two of these states:

G(T7 9) = <w(7—outu Qout) |¢(Tin7 Qin))y

(2.41)
T = Tin + Tout, COS 0 = Qin - Qout-
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More generally, we can write the same correlator including a time-evolution
operator as (¢(Tout, Qout)|€ 7 [ (Tin, Qin)), With 7 = 71y + Tout + 7. We can
also include evolution in real time by giving 7 an imaginary part. In par-
ticular, we can write a correlator as a matrix element of the time-evolution
operator et

G(T+it70) - <w(%,Qout)’€_th"¢(%,Qin)> (2'42)

with cos @ = Qi - Qoue. We will later use such a correlator with ¢ = T to
extract flat spacetime scattering amplitudes.

3 Quantum dynamics

In this section we describe how to evaluate the amplitude (2.41)) as a sum
over intermediate states, and relate this to the S-channel conformal block
decomposition of the dual CFT correlation function ([2.13)).

3.1 The correlator from the spectrum

We find the non-relativistic spectrum by diagonalising the Hamiltonian

p2 L

H= ﬂ—i—i,ur + V{(r) (3.1)
for some interaction potential satisfying V(r) — 0 as r — oo. Due to
the confining quadratic potential, the spectrum of the Hamiltonian will be
discrete, with states |l,m,n), satisfying H|l,m,n) = E;,|l,m,n). Using ro-
tational invariance, they are labelled by angular momentum [ = 0,1,2,...
(telling us that the states transform in the [-fold symmetric traceless repre-
sentation of SO(d)) and the ‘magnetic quantum number’ m (labelling states
within a representation of SO(d)). Finally, n = 0,1,2... labels the states
in order of increasing energy for given [ (that is, n labels the Regge trajec-
tories).

We can write these eigenstates as

1
Q;Z)l,m,n(l') = <£L’|l,m, n> = @le,n(r)yi,m(Q), (32)
r2
where Y] ,,, are harmonics on S9=1 satisfying V%d,lYl,m =—l(l+d—2)Y,
and ¢; , is an eigenfunction of the radial Hamiltonian, solving
1 I+ 933 (1+ %5
——¢"(r)+ ( 2 ) ( 2 ) + %,urz +V(r)| ¢(r) = Ep(r). (3.3)

20 2ur?
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The states are normalised as f lwl,m,n\zdda: = 1, or in terms of the radial
wavefunction [;° @, (r)|?dr = 1 (using normalisation of the harmonics,
Jsa-1 Yiml* = 1).

At the origin, the we demand that ¢ 95t (or ¥ o< rt), so the
coefficient of the independent solution to (¢ x r_l_%) vanishes. This
assumes that V is less singular than »~2 as 7 — 0. At large r, the solution
will decay as

A Ein
Grn(r) ~ ﬁ(,mj) 2 e_%’“"2, r — 00 (3.4)

for some dimensionless coefficient A, , which we take to be real and positive
to fix the phase, determined by normalisation of the wavefunction.

We can express the matrix element as a sum over a complete
set of these eigenstates. For this we need the overlap between the energy
eigenstates and the states [1)(7in, Qin)). For this, using the definition ([2.40))
we may use the wavefunction at large negative imaginary time. This is a
coherent state e%@' |0) with large |@|, a Gaussian of fixed width supported at

very large radius r ~ \/% |@|. In terms of angles on S?~1, the wavefunction

is supported in a small sector in the direction of @, so (for the purposes
of integrating against a fixed function in the |@| — oo limit) its angular
dependence can be approximated by a Jd-function:

d
@lealioy = (1) s vmaaie (35)
T
d 972 % . 1
~ (5)4 ( l 2) o VIRl -bals,  (3)
T puocr

In the second line, 6o denotes a delta-function on S4~! supported in the
direction of a.

We can choose coordinates on S% 1 so that , is aligned with the North
Pole, so that the only intermediate state for given n, ! is proportional to the
m = 0 ‘zonal’ harmonic Y] ;,—0 = Y;. This depends only on latitude 6 (angle
from the North pole), and is given by a Gegenbauer polynomial:

L
VN

for an appropriate normalisation constant N (see appendix . Using this
and the asymptotics of the radial wavefunction (3.4]), we find

(% T i (9
— as @] = oco. (3.8
)

Yi(0) Ci(cosf) (3.7)

(1, m = 0,n]e™ [0) ~ A, L)

VN
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From this we find the overlap between our Euclidean scattering states |4 (7, §2))
and an eigenstate in terms of the energy Fj, and the decay coefficient A;,,:

Ci(cost) _(k =D
VN

where 0 is the angle between (2 and the North pole.
Now by summing over a complete set of states at given [, we can extract
the partial waves of our correlation function (2.18]):

(n,1,m = 0¢b(r, Q) = 75 A, (3.9)

~ T2 ZA ~(Brn=g)T, (3.10)

We made use of the normalisation constant N; and the value of Cj(1) (see
appendix . These partial waves can be assembled into the correlation

function G(r,6) using (2.18]), as

d
T ZZQHCZ 2 Ci(cos 0) A7 e~ Frn=3)7, (3.11)
" n=01=0

G(r,

3.2 S-channel conformal block decomposition

Unsurprisingly, the sum over states we found in can be precisely
matched with the decomposition of the correlation function into S-channel
conformal blocks. Each term corresponds to a single conformal primary
state in the CFT, with an absence of descendant contributions as expected
from the discussion of section 2.6l

The S-channel conformal block decomposition is conventionally written
in terms of the correlation function g(z, z) defined in (2.17):

z) = Z Z fl2,n gAlyn,l(Z? 2) (312)

=0 n=0

The sum runs over conformal primary operators O;,, of dimensions A;,,
weighted by OPE coefficients f;, = fo,0,0,,- We have organised them
into Regge trajectories labelled by n = 0,1,2,..., defined so that O, is
the (n + 1)th lightest primary operator of spin [ (in the /-index symmetric
traceless representation of SO(d)) appearing in the OPE of O; and O;.

In appendix [B] we determine the S-channel blocks for external scalars in
the relevant limit of large Ay o, with internal dimension A = A1+ A2 +O(1)
and cross-ratios z,z of order A~!. We do this first in d = 2,4 by taking
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limits of closed form expressions in those cases, before verifying that the
result obeys the conformal Casimir equation in general dimension in the
appropriate limit. We find

A = 2
980(22) ~ Nag (22)7 G (£2 ) exp (55 (2 4+2)) . (3.13)

. . _ Al A+l
In our conventions, the blocks are normalised by ga;(z,2) ~ 2 2 Z 2 in

the limit 0 < z < zZ < 1 (as in [20], for example). This means that the
coefficients Ny are given byE|

d
JURRAC I (Ea)]

e W (3.14)

Translating the expansion ([3.12) to the correlator G in terms of variables
7,0 using (2.17)) and the appropriate limit of the blocks (3.13]), the S-channel
conformal block expansion becomes

G(r.0) ~ Y [, Nay Ci(cos ) (pe™) B 21782), (3.15)
I,n=0

The kinematic dependence of the terms precisely matches that of (3.11]),
so we can identify the eigenstates of the nonrelativistic Hamiltonian with
intermediate primary states of conformal dimension

A=A+ Ay + By, — & (3.16)

By matching coefficients, we read off the OPE coefficients in terms of the
fall-off (3.4) of the eigenstate wavefunctions:

r(4+1 _d
fl2,n _ (;l‘ )MEL,TL 2Al2,n . (3.17)

These squared OPE coefficients are manifestly positive, consistent with uni-
tarity.

4For comparison to other conventions, see [7]. Note that Nd,l here differs from /\fd,z
in that paper by a factor of (—1)!, because we define the coefficient of the blocks as f122p
rather than fi2;, fp21, and OPE coefficients change sign under odd permutation of indices.
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3.3 Free correlation function

We can check this against known results for the free correlation function,
where the intermediate states and OPE coeflicients are those of MFT.

The solution to the nonrelativistic Schrédinger equation with only the
harmonic potential (V' = 0) which decays at infinity can be written in terms
of a confluent hypergeometric function, as

o0 (4 +1+n) em2hr”

Palr) = nD(E 402 r

()5 P (—nyl + & ?),  (3.18)

with Fp,, = % + 2n + [. This obeys the appropriate boundary conditions
at r = 0 for nonnegative integer n, and we have chosen the coefficient to
normalise the state in that case. The primary states thus have energies

En7l:g+2n+l - An,l:A1+A2+2n+l, (3.19)
so the corresponding dimensions are precisely those of double-trace opera-
tors in MFT as expected. These wavefunctions ¢;, in can also be
obtained by taking an appropriate large dimension, small radius limit of
general expressions for relativistic wavefunctions in AdS (eigenvalues of the
AdS Laplacian), for example from equation (2.19) of [21].

From the asymptotics of the wavefunction we can extract the OPE co-
efficients:

9 2

d
. I (§ + l) 2n+l1 (3 20)
n,. — d . .
n!I'(§ +1+n)

n!l!F(% +1+n)

2
= fl,nN

This simple answer is a large A limit of the general expression for OPE
coefficients in MFT [22] 23], which we give here only to illustrate how com-
plicated it is:

(—1)"T(¢ = ADT(E — A)T(E + DI +n+ AL+ 1+ Ay)
(ANT(A)T(I+ DI (n+ DI +1+n)0(% —n — ADD(S —n — Ay)
y T(d—2n— A1 — AL+ 20+ Ay + Ay — DI(=2 + 1+ 1+ Ap + Ay)
D(d—n—A1 = A)T(2L 420+ A1+ Ay — DI(=2 + 1420+ Ay + Ay)

le,n :F

It is satisfying to start with this formula and see the dependence on Aj

collapsing to the simple reduced mass combination p ~ AAllJrAAQQ so familiar

from undergraduate mechanics!
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From this spectrum, we can explicitly construct the correlation function
by performing the sum over states ((3.10)):

e 2
G(ry=n2y — 2 Cnthr 3.21
) T;nlf(g—i—l—i—n) (3:21)

which indeed evaluates to the Bessel function (2.21]) giving the partial waves
of the free correlator (2.20]).

3.4 The S-channel resolvent

We have written our correlation function G(r,6) in as a sum over
physical intermediate states with energies £ = Ej,. For some purposes
(one example of which is given in section , an alternate expression for G
may be useful, where the discrete sum of energies Fj,, in is replaced
by a contour integral over complex E':

Gi(r) = 78 / AE p (B)e—mE-%) (3.22)
T 211

for an appropriate contour I'. The function R;(F), which we call an ‘S-

channel resolvent’, is a meromorphic function of F with simple poles only

at the energies I, of intermediate states, and corresponding residues pro-

portional to A12,n3

2
EE{%?n Ri(E) = —A],. (3.23)
Evaluating this integral as a sum over residues (with I" encircling contours
clockwise) recovers the sum over intermediate states labelled by n.

We will not make significant use of this representation in the following,
so we defer details to appendix [C} There, we discuss non-uniqueness of the
resolvent, several methods for constructing functions R;, and the relation to
the CFT ‘Euclidean inversion formula’ [20].

4 Classical dynamics

We now discuss classical non-relativistic dynamics in AdS. Firstly, we com-
pute the correlation function G(7,0) in terms of an on-shell action for clas-
sical particle motion in Euclidean time. Secondly, we find the spectrum of
states and OPE coefficients in the classical limit using the WKB approxi-
mation. Finally, we sketch how these are related, with G(7,6) obtained as
a certain saddle-point approximation to the sum over intermediate states.
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We note that we are considering a classical limit described by particles,
not fields, so our classical solutions extremise a ‘worldline’ action in terms
of particle trajectories rather than classical field configurations. This can
be thought of as a limit A — 0 where m is held fixed, rather than fixing the
Compton wavelength % This is suitable in circumstances where particle
number is small and typically conserved such as the non-relativistic limit in
which particle production is energetically suppressed. See [24] for a detailed
discussion of the worldline formalism of QFT in AdS.

There is a separate limit of non-relativistic classical fields in AdS (¢ — oo,
h — 0, m — 0 with % fixed), which is interesting but beyond the scope of
this paper. The example of a self-gravitating free scalar field was studied in
[25], and a field with quartic self-interaction in [26]. These works illustrate
our philosophy that many interesting problems in AdS have simpler non-
relativistic analogues that nonetheless retain the salient features of the full
problem.

4.1 Euclidean dynamics and CFT correlation functions

We now consider in more detail the ‘Euclidean scattering’ of two particles
in AdS interacting via a potential V' (r), as introduced in section After
fixing the centre-of-mass as discussed in section their non-relativistic
dynamics is governed by the Euclidean action

Sg = /th [%u(iﬂ +r2¢? +1?) + V(r)} , (4.1)

where ¢ is an anglular coordinate in the plane of motion. The dot denotes
differentiation with respect to Euclidean time tp = it. The rotational and
time-translation symmetries give rise to conserved angular momentum and
energy,

Jg = ur’o, E=-Liu(*+ r2g? — %) + V(r). (4.2)

We have defined a ‘Euclidean’ angular momentum Jg which is real for real
solutions in Euclidean time; it is related to ‘Lorentzian’ angular momentum !
by [ ~ iJg. We have defined F (with ‘Euclidean kinetic energy’ contributing
negatively) to match with the usual energy on continuation back to real time.
Using these conserved quantities, we obtain a first-order equation of motion,

J? K(r)?
1, :2_ 1 2 E _

The second equality defines the radial Euclidean momentum x(r) = pu|7|.
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The boundary conditions define a ‘time delay’ 7 and a ‘scattering angle’
0 by

r(ty) ~ \/1;7 exp (|ts] — 37),  tr — oo, (4.4)
$(00) — (—00) =0 . (4.5)

From the considerations of section , such a solution will correspond to a
saddle-point for the correlation function G(7,6): if we extrapolate the parti-
cle motion into the relativistic regime (where the interactions are neglected
so they follow geodesics), they meet the AdS boundary at the locations of
operator insertions.

Integrating the first-order equation of motion , we can express T
and 6 in terms of the conserved quantities ¥ and Jg:

0(E, Jp) = 2Jp / h rQZT) (4.6)
R T
r(E, JE):RILH;O [%/ K‘fr)—log (MRQ)]. (4.7)

The lower limit of integration rq is determined by the minimal separation of
the particles, the largest ro for which x(rg) = 0. We may think of R in the
expression for 7 as a ‘matching radius’, where we match the non-relativistic
regime (r < R) to the non-interacting regime (r > R): R is sufficiently
large that applies, though still much smaller than the AdS length. The
factors of two account for both the ingoing (tg < 0) and outgoing (tg > 0)
parts of the evolution.

These expressions identify the classical solutions corresponding to a cor-
relation function G(, ) by relating the kinematics 7,0 to conserved quanti-
ties F, Jg. The classical value of the correlator is obtained from the on-shell
action of this solution, roughly G ~ e 2. To properly account for the
complete action, in this case we add three different contributions. The most
obvious and interesting piece is the non-relativistic Euclidean action ,
up to some radius R as above. To this we must add an additional contribu-
tion coming from the rest-energy of the particles, their mass times elapsed
time. Finally, we must include the action from the early and late stages of
the scattering, where the interaction is weak but the non-relativistic limit
is inapplicable: this is given by the mass times arclength along the geodesic
particle worldlines.

We can write the interesting non-relativistic piece of the action as an
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integral by making use of conserved quantities, just as we did for 7 and 6:

R 2.2
P prrt+2uVir) —pE 1,
So(E, Jg) = 21%520 {/TO ) dr QMR . (4.8)

We have subtracted a term which grows as we take R — oo; this subtraction
appears naturally from the other contributions. The limit exists under the
very mild fall-off condition that @ is integrable.

To account for the complete action, we first consider the geodesic action
for r > R. For convenience, we repeat the equation for the geodesics:
m2

1,2
e (4.9)

rig =€t (tp)ia = s12 — 3log (1+€*12) + {7 + Jlog

In terms of the individual particle positions, the matching radius r = R

n
mi,2

by a geodesic is the mass times the arclength, which gives

corresponds to r1 2 =

R, so 512 = log <m‘f 2R>. The action contributed

Sgeodesics = 2(m1 + ma)logr. — 2my log (%R) — 2mgy log (%R) , (4.10)

where 7. is a cutoff radius much larger than the AdS length. We subtract
this cutoff term, interpreted as a renormalisation of the operators to have a
canonically normalised two-point function.

The last piece comes from the rest-energy, for which we need the time
tr at which we match to the geodesics:

2

1 T
(te)12 = 3 log(pR?) + = — —-

2
AT e (4.11)

The last term comes from expanding the geodesics as s — —oo to subleading
order: it is important to keep this term because it is finite in the non-
relativistic limit (it contributes an action independent of ¢, while the other
included terms give contributions proportional to ¢?). This term provides
the subtraction of %MR2 in (4.8]).
Adding up these pieces, the total regulated action for the whole scatter-
ing is
m? m3
S = (mq 4+ mo)T +my log71 + ma log72 + Sy, (4.12)

so the saddle-point for the relevant four-point function contributes e .

The first three terms give the classical limit of —log N, where N is the
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normalising factor in (2.13]), so assuming our classical solution provides the
dominant contribution to the correlator of interest, we find

G(r,0) ~ e 0. (4.13)

The map from conserved quantities F, Jg to kinematics 7, 6 is not guar-
anteed to be one-to-one. There may be several solutions for given 7,6, in
which case we should sum over saddle-points so the correlation function is
dominated by the minimal action Sy. First-order phase transitions between
different solutions are possible as 7, 8 are varied. There may also be no clas-
sical solutions for some 7,6, in which case the quantum theory is required
to compute the correlator (or perhaps a complex saddle-point solution).

The integrals for 7, 8 and Sy are not independent functions of F and Jg,
since they obey Hamilton-Jacobi relations. These relate the variations of
the on-shell action with respect to boundary conditions (here the kinematic
variables 7, 60) to the conserved quantities F, Jg:

89Sy aSy
S =B o=k (4.14)

This provides an alternative method to compute the non-relativistic action
So instead of the integral (4.8]) (or a consistency check).
For the free case V = 0, evaluating the integrals gives the following:

VE?+ T3
vo_F , O=tan"! (‘]E) Sy =—F, (4.15)

=1
T og B E

where we take a branch of tan~! so that 6 is continuous at E = 0. Inverting
the relation between kinematics 7, 6 and conserved quantities F, Jg, we find

E =2e¢""cosf, Jgp=2e "sinf — Sy=—2¢ " cosé. (4.16)

The Hamilton-Jacobi relations indeed hold, and e gives the free
correlator once again.

This classical non-relativistic limit is valid when 1 < |E| < p. The
lower limit avoids quantum corrections (since the energy is large in units
of hw, or the action is large compared to h), and the upper limit avoids
relativistic velocities. The lower limit may be modified by a sufficiently
strong interaction potential.
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4.2 Spectrum from the WKB approximation

We now describe the spectrum of states using the WKB approximation,
determining the spectrum of energies Fj ,, and associated coefficients A ,,.
Assume for simplicity of presentation that the classically allowed region

sur? + 2‘}1% + V(r) < E is a single interval r; < r < rg (generalised with

minor modifications). We write J2 —1 = (I+ %)(H— %) for the coefficient

of the angular momentum potential, so J = l+%; in the classical limit J >

1 we may neglect the i shift. The WKB solution to the time-independent

radial Schrédinger equation (3.3)) in that region is

o(r) ~ | /jé'L(Lr)cos </O k() — D , (4.17)

where k(r) = \/2,u (E — tur? — 25“2 — V(r)), (4.18)

with energies determined by the quantisation condition

70
/ k(r)dr = (n+ 3)r. (4.19)
1
This gives a normalised wavefunction when T is the classical period of the

"0 dr
T_2u/r1 et (4.20)

For r > ry, the WKB wavefunction is

O(r) ~ \/I(r) exp <_ / /-;(T’)d?“') : (4.21)

where k(1) = \/2,u (%/MQ + 2/{12“2 +V(r)— E) . (4.22)

motion,

By expanding this at large r, we obtain the fall-off coefficient A;,, defined
in (34):
e
Atn ~
R
2/ r(r)dr — uR* + Elog(uRQ)] .

To

(4.23)

R—o0

where I(E,J) = lim [

For the free case V = 0, we have E = £(r + r}) and J = prori. The
WKB quantisation condition gives back precisely the MFT spectrum. We
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have T' = 7 (the orbital period of the radial motion is half the full period

: : E-J E-J E+J E+J
of the harmonic oscillator) and I = (T) log( o ) + (%) log( ;; ),
reproducing the Stirling approximation of (3.20)).

4.3 From WKB spectrum to classical correlator

Now, we expect our result for the correlator G(7,6) to be obtained
from the sum over states using the WKB spectrum. This requires us
to write the sums over angular momentum and energy (I and n) as integrals,
which are evaluated in a saddle-point approximation.

To motivate how we might recover the classical correlator from
the classical OPE coefficients (4.23)), we first note that they are Legen-
dre transforms of one another. Specifically, the on-shell action Sy(7,6) is
the Legendre transform of the WKB integral I(F,iJg), after continuing to
imaginary angular momentum J = ¢.Jg. This follows from the identities

0 _ 0 .
@I(E,ZJE) = —T(E, JE), @I(E,ZJE) = —H(E, JE), (4.24)
I(E,iJg) + ET(E,Jg) + Jg0(E, Jg) = So(E, JE). (4.25)

These relations can be thought of as inverses to the Hamilton-Jacobi iden-
tities (4.14), which give the inverse Legendre transform from Sy(7,6) to
I(E,iJE).

Since the Legendre transform is the saddle-point approximation of a
Laplace transform, we expect to recover the correlation function from inte-
gral of the following form:

G(1,0) ~ / dE dJp e 1BIe)=Er=Jp0  o=50(7.0) (4.26)

The relations determine the location of a saddle-point, while
gives the value of the exponent at the saddle.

This observation is also useful for practical calculation of the classical
correlator under perturbations of the potential. To determine how Sy(7,0)
changes under perturbations of the potential, it appears that we must first
find the variations E and Jg that leave 7 and 6 unaltered. But we bypass
this step when writing Sy as a Legendre transform, since at the saddle-point,
I— E7T—Jg# is stationary to all variations of F, Jp. As a result, the variation
of Sy at fixed 7,6 is equal to the variation of I at fixed F, Jg:
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In particular, by perturbing around V = 0 we can write the first-order
correction to the free correlation function:
ee rV(r
5So(r,0) _2/ dr (r)
ro \/(r2 — %e‘T cos? &)(r2 + %6_7 sin? 2)

(4.28)

= [ Ve, rite) = /2 cos0 + coshir)).

In the second line we have written the result suggestively as an integral of
the potential evaluated on the free particle trajectory in Euclidean time. We
will compare this formula to the full quantum perturbation theory and to
T-channel conformal blocks in [§].

It still remains to find an integral representation of the correlator which
admits a saddle-point approximation of the form . Note that this is
not a straightforward matter of approximating the discrete sum over [,n as
an integral, since the saddle-point values of the conserved quantities (real
Jg or imaginary [ in particular) do not correspond to physical states (with
real [, E'). We here sketch an approach to the problem.

First, there is a standard trick to write the sum over angular momentum
[ € N as an integral, namely the Sommerfeld-Watson transform:

i d 2l+d-2
G(r,6) = 5 /F EHE 420 cosB)G(r). (4.29)
The contour I initially consists of clockwise circles surrounding each integer
[, so the residues of poles reproduces the sum over [ (using Cy(—z) =
(—1)!Cy(x) for I € N). We then hope to be able to deform I' to pass through
a saddle point. To write this, we must choose an analytic extension of the
integrand (C; and G) from integer [ to complex [. If we choose to extend
C} to complex [ as a hypergeometric function as in , then when we
take | = iJg with Jg > 1 it provides the factor e /=Y required for the
saddle-point approximation [27].

To extend G(7) to complex [, we may continue to use the sum over
solutions to the radial Schrédinger problem , with boundary conditions
o(r) ~ P asr = 0 (which defines a unique solution for Rel > —952)
and decay as r — 0o. To determine the coefficients Azn we normalise
states by [¢? =1, not using [ |$|? since that would fail to give analyticity
in [.

Next, we must replace the sum over n by an integral over energies. As
for the sum over [, this integral must be deformed away from the bound-
state values of the energies, since once [ is complex Ej,, will not be real.
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This occurs because the Hamiltonian is no longer Hermitian (even if [ + %
is imaginary and hence the angular potential is real, since the boundary
conditions break Hermiticity). We introduced one way to replace the sum
over energies as an integral (including a factor of e=#7) in section by
packaging the spectrum and OPE coefficients into the poles of a resolvent
function R;(E). If we construct R; from WKB solutions as explained in
appendix , it will be approximated by the WKB integral I, Rj(F) =~
e 1(E.J)  These ingredients construct an integral of the form .

Several details of this construction remain to be checked and fleshed out.
In particular, we must show that the defining contours of the I, ¥ integrals
can be deformed to pass through the saddle-points corresponding to the
classical solutions of section [£.1] and that these saddles are dominant. A
detailed analysis would also allow us to extract the prefactor of the classical
correlation function (and higher order quantum corrections), which could be
compared with a direct one-loop fluctuation determinant about the classical
Fuclidean solution. This would be an interesting exercise to carry out,
since this is a particularly clean and rigorously-defined example of a classical
saddle-point approximation to a quantum problem.

5 Flat spacetime limit

So far, we have been studying a non-relativistic limit which includes the
effects of the AdS curvature through the harmonic gravitational potential
d = %w2r2. In this section we take an additional flat spacetime limit. This
allows us to discuss physics with typical duration much smaller than the
cosmological time 1/w and its realisation in a dual CFT (in an appropriate
limit). For this section it is useful to reinstate w (previously set to unity),
so we can describe the relevant limit as w — 0 with the interaction potential
V(r) and energies of particles held fixed.

In this flat spacetime limit, the spectrum of the Hamiltonian can be
separated into two regimes. For F < 0 we have bound states, which are not
sensitive to the weak harmonic potential. For £ > 0, the w = 0 Hamiltonian
has a continuum of scattering states. In the presence of a small nonzero
harmonic confining potential, this continuum is resolved into a discrete but
closely spaced set of eigenstates, separated by energy gaps AFE = 2w. The
precise spectrum is determined by the flat space phase shifts. This will
give us direct access to flat spacetime scattering amplitudes from a CFT
correlation function.
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5.1 Scattering

We begin by considering the spectrum of states of positive energy, which we
write in terms of the wavenumber k:

E=—>0. (5.1)

In the flat limit w — 0 with k fixed, this regime will be controlled by the
physics of scattering off the potential V().

5.1.1 Review of scattering in quantum mechanics

We begin with a brief review of scattering in quantum mechanics (working
in arbitrary dimension to generalise from the familiar d = 3 case).

In the region where we can neglect the potential, we can write scattering
solutions to the Schrodinger equation consisting of an incoming plane wave
with momentum & (of magnitude k) plus a radial outgoing scattered wave
depending on the angle 0 relative to k:

1 - etkr
o) et () | - (5.2)

Yi(T) ~

rz

This defines the scattering amplitude fi(6), and the differential cross-section
%G =0

For a spherically symmetric potential, we may decompose this solution
into partial waves ¢ g(r) solving the radial time-independent Schrédinger
equation (([3.3)) with the quadratic potential neglected), as

1 =24+d—2 r
) = a T3 Ci(cos ) ¢l,f_(1 ) (5.3)
d—2 =0 r2

V(T

For the free problem the scattering amplitude vanishes, fi(6) = 0, so this
becomes the partial wave decomposition of a plane wave:

,l'l

gfgze)(r) = kd71 \/EJ%JFZ(]W’) (5.4)
2
27;1 d—1 s
~ ——cos (kr — (2 +1)3). (5.5)

2

In the second line we have expanded at kr > 1. A potential modifies
the relation between incoming and outgoing waves e**" for the asymptotic
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solution to the radial Schrodinger equation, which we can write in terms of
the phase shift §;(E):
2i sm.
d5(r) ~ — Pl cos (kr — (1 + G E + 6(E)). (5.6)

2

From these phase shifts, we can write the scattering amplitude by assembling
the partial waves, as

-1 oo
1 (27r>2 20+d—2

f’“(e)zﬂd_l ik d—2

Ci(cos0) <€2Ml(E) — 1) . (5.7)
1=0

We may alternatively express this expansion in terms of the S-matrix partial
waves S;(F), defined in terms of the phase shifts by

S)(E) = e¥u(E), (5.8)

For E > 0, the phase shift §;(E) is real so S;(E) has modulus one as de-
manded by unitarity (since scattering is purely elastic in non-relativistic
quantum mechanics). We fix the freedom to shift ¢; by an integer multiple
of m by demanding that it is a continuous function of energy, and goes to
zero as E — oo.

Finally, we relate this to the S-matrix SE’, j; more familiar from relativistic

scattering, defined as the overlap between an in-state with momentum k and
an out-state with momentum &'. Separating out the trivial forward scat-
tering and an energy conserving d-function, we can encode the interesting
information in the T-matrix TE’,E:

i =0 (k — k') — 2mid (B, — B )Ty, 1 (5.9)

BN

With spherical symmetry, we can write 17, » = T},(0), where k and k' have
equal magnitude k and angle 6 between them. This is related to the scat-
tering amplitude fx(0) by

F2(0) = e 1@DT (2m) 1k T T3(0). (5.10)

We were unable to find this relation for general dimension in the literature,
so for completeness have included a derivation in appendix The partial
wave decomposition of the T-matrix is given by

1 1 =2+d—2 2i5(B)
Ti(0) = 5 rr g > i Cy(cos ) (e 1). (5.11)
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We can also write the full S-matrix (including forward scattering) by
removing the subtracted —1 from the phase shift, giving the precise sense
in which Sj(F) is a partial wave decomposition of the S-matrix:

5(EE_EE’) 1 002l+d—2
Sy k= PR T 2 T3 Ci(cos6)S;(E) . (5.12)

Setting 6;(E) = 0 gives us forward scattering 0(9) (k — k') as we expect: the
. . . _ l+d—

sum over partial waves is a delta-function on S, ﬁ S0 220y (cos )

§ga-1(£2), and the factor uk?9=2 is a Jacobian to change to spherical coordi-

nates (E,2) with magnitude expressed in terms of energy.

5.1.2 Scattering states in AdS

With these preliminaries out the way, we now proceed to embed this scatter-
ing in AdS. To do this, we take the scattering solutions with the harmonic
potential neglected, and extrapolate them to the large r region where the
harmonic potential is important, but the interaction potential V (r) (as well
as the angular momentum barrier) can be ignored. Since in the flat space
limit we are taking % to be large, we may use the WKB approximation for
this extrapolationﬂ

In the classically allowed region r < ’/Tkw the WKB solution which

matches to the flat spacetime scattering asymptotics (up to overall normal-
isation) is

GLE(r) ~ 1/7:;'[;2‘;)(:05 (/Ork—(l+”l§1)g+5l(E)) , (5.13)
where K (r) = k? — p2w?r?. (5.14)

For r < w—ku (but still large enough to neglect the interaction potential), this
becomes cos(kr + §;(E)) to match (5.6). The coefficient is chosen for nor-
malisation, [ ¢ g(r)2dr = 1: in the w — 0 limit, this integral is dominated
by the region of this oscillating WKB solution, and can be straightforwardly
evaluated by approximating cos? ~ % by its average value over a wavelength.

Now, the spectrum is determined by matching to the decaying WKB
solution in the classically forbidden region r > #%, which fixes the phase at

®One could alternatively use the exact solution in terms of hypergeometric U functions
in the region where the potential is negligible, which gives the same results in the w — 0
limit but is less transparent.
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the turning point. Specifically, the argument of the cosine must be (n+ %)77
for integer n, so the energies Fj,, are solutions of

d 2
El,n =w <l + 5 + 2n — 6Z(El,n)> . (5.15)
T

In the limit we are considering (w — 0 with fixed V| E,l), we may treat the
phase shifts in as effectively constant, since §;(E) varies very little over
an energy change of order w. As a result, the phase shift is proportional to
the anomalous dimension, the difference 7;,, = A;, — (A1 + Ay + 2n + 1)
between the operator dimensions and the MFT spectrum:

2
Vin = LB, — (S 41+ 2n) ~ —;(ME), where E ~ w(4 +1+2n). (5.16)

Since §;(E) — 0 as E — oo for sufficiently rapidly decaying potentials, the
operator spectrum approaches that of MFT at very large n.

We summarise this result in figure [} showing how the Regge trajec-
tories of states with £ > 0 depend on the phase shift. These Regge tra-
jectories are approximately evenly spaced (with the dimensions of neigh-
bouring operators differing by two), but not linear; instead, their shape
encodes the [-dependence of the scattering phase shift. We emphasise that
while the anomalous dimensions are linear in the phase shifts, this is a non-
perturbative result: the anomalous dimensions need not be small, and may
vary rapidly with [.

With this constraint on the spectrum, we can match to the decaying
WKB solution in the region » > % and determine the asymptotic decay of

wp
the wavefunction as

E
—1)r 1 2 “
b1 (r) ~ (\/F)Te—guwz (/;:W) % (5.17)
From this, we read off the OPE coefficients as given in ({3.4)):

In

1 (E.\ "«
A? o~ 2 22 . 5.18
tn 7T<26w) ( )

We find that the OPE coefficient of a given operator is determined from its
energy only. Compared to the MFT OPE coefficient ( flz,n)MFT at the same

value of n, using (3.17)) we have

> (p AR
Jin ~ (f)mrT ¥ oM . (5.19)
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Figure 3: An illustration of the relation between the scattering phase shift
0;(F) and the spectrum Ej ,, in AdS. For an example potential, on the left we
plot —%51 as a function of [ for three different energies and on the right we
plot the AdS spectrum, with the free spectrum Ej,, = % + 2n + [ indicated
by the dashed straight lines. The shape of the Regge trajectories on the
right follows the plots of the phase shift on the left.
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We may also use the results of section [3.4] and appendix [C] to construct
a resolvent encoding the spectrum and OPE coefficients of the intermediate
bound states. We can compute this from the ratio of the coefficients of the
growing and decaying WKB solutions:

E
R|(E) = —% (22) cot (E—1-9) 2 +q(E)). (5.20)
This function has poles at bound state energies , with residues giving
the OPE coefficient _Al2,n from (using §'(E) < w™! to neglect a term
coming from the variation of the phase shift).

This analysis can be straightforwardly extended beyond the strict w — 0
limit, as long as the flat space scattering regime is cleanly separated from the
harmonic potential. In particular, one may scale the strength of the potential
while taking w — 0 (keeping its width much smaller than (uw)~'/2). In such
a case, the wavefunction ¢; g may have significant support in the scattering
regime, and & may vary significantly over energy ranges of order w or less
(these two conditions are equivalent, as we explain in section . In such
cases, the anomalous dimension is no longer simply proportional to the phase
shift ((5.15) remains valid, but not (5.16))), and the OPE coefficient is no
longer determined from the energy alone. Long-lived resonances provide an
interesting example where this is relevant, as discussed in section

5.1.3 A correlator for flat space scattering

Now we have determined the spectrum of states in the flat space limit,
we next assemble them into a correlation function. We will introduce a
simple correlation function which is proportional to the flat spacetime scat-
tering amplitude (under some mild kinematic restrictions). Essentially the
same correlation function was considered (not confined to the non-relativistic
limit) in [12] 13] and studied further in [2§], though in our non-relativistic
context we have the advantage of a full non-perturbative understanding of
its validity.

While it will not ultimately be of much interest, we first look at the Eu-
clidean correlation function we studied in section[3] For this, we compute the
sum over states in , assuming for now that the relevant intermediate
states are the scattering states we found in section

_Bin

1 (B, w o _d
Gy =t (l) e~ (Bun=4) (5.21)

T \ 2ew

42



We have expressed the coefficients in terms of the energies using ([5.18)), and
E;, is given by (5.16)). Now, if we take 7 < 0 and w|7| > 1, the function of
E, ,, appearing in the terms is narrowly peaked around a particular energy.

If we write
1 FE
T=——log | — (5.22)

El,n
1 Eln E T o
A2 e ;617 <]l3”> (5.23)
(Eyp—B)
~ LeBe D (5.24)
v

where in the second line we have expanded around the maximum at £, =
E, taking E;, — F of order vVwE. This window of energies will dominate
the sum in the w — 0 limit (unless bound states are important, as discussed
in section @

From @, the spectrum near this maximum consists of evenly spaced
energies with gaps 2w between them, since in the w — 0 limit we may treat
the phase shift as approximately constant over this range of energies. And
the spacing between states is much smaller than the width of the Gaussian,
so the sum over states ), is well-approximated by an integral i f dE,
giving

Gi(r = —Llog (£)) ~ <E> Tk (5.25)

This leading order result is not very interesting, since the dependence on
the potential through the phase shifts ¢;(F) has disappeared entirely. We
have simply recovered a limit of the free correlator, as can be checked from
our earlier result (it is independent of I, giving a delta-function on
S9=1 supported at @ = 0; this is resolved to a narrow Gaussian ~ e~ 250 by
corrections at large ). We could go to subleading order in the small w limit,
but this is technically involved, and mixes corrections from the harmonic
potential so does not give a clean signature of the flat spacetime physics.
Fortunately, we can instead consider a slightly modified correlator that does
give an extremely direct probe of the flat spacetime scattering, and has a
very direct physical interpretation as a scattering experiment in AdS.

The new correlator is constructed by inserting an additional real time

evolution by time 7, shifting 7 — 7 + % This means we are considering
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matrix elements of e7"c between initial and final states as in (2.40):

G (B, 0) = ((r, )] S5 |y(r, ), (5.26)
where 7= —5-log (%) , Q-9 = —cosb. (5.27)

This is the same as the matrix element giving G from ([2.41)), with 7 given

. . . i . .
an imaginary piece - and 6 — 7 — ¢ as explained momentarily.

We interpret G5 in terms of the following process, depicted in figure
Our initial state is well-approximated by a coherent state (as in (2.38)),

(7, )]

=TT
e 'w

[9(7,€2))

Figure 4: A cartoon interpreting the scattering correlation function
G (E, 0) defined in . The bottom and top pieces indicate Euclidean
hemispheres with local operator insertions, preparing initial and final states
[(7,9)), |¥(7,Q)). These states have coherent wavefunctions of zero av-
erage momentum on the times indicated by the dashed lines. The middle
section denotes evolution by real time Z. The particles are accelerated by
the AdS potential, scatter in the region S, and then decelerate back to rest.

The resulting correlator is proportional to the scattering amplitude.

W(r, Q) ~ Ty, @ =E 1. (5.28)

It’s intuitive that this should hold in the w — 0 limit since the wavefunction
is supported at a distance r ~ v2Ew?y (much greater than its width VW),
far from the potential V' (r) (though for low enough energies it can fail by
tunnelling into a bound state, see section. This state describes particles
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at rest, but elevated in the harmonic potential to have potential energy FE.
We then evolve in real time, so that the particles are accelerated by this po-
tential. After a time of around g, they arrive at the bottom of the harmonic
potential with kinetic energy E, and scatter with interaction potential V(7).
They then travel back out, decelerated by the harmonic potential until they
come to rest after total time ~ 7. We evaluate the overlap of this final
state wavefunction with another coherent state to determine the amplitude
to scatter through a given angle 6. Note that the angle between initial and
final states is m — 0, since forward scattering without any interaction would
take our initial state to the antipodal point on S%~!. From this description,
we expect the matrix element to be determined by the flat spacetime
scattering amplitude fi(6).

Let’s see how this expectation is realised by the sum over intermediate
states. The real time evolution multiplies the terms by a phase e Bin,
where £, is given by . Crucially, the equal energy spacing of 2w
ensures that the n-dependence drops out so this phase is approximately
constant across the energy window dominating the sum over states:

e~ w(Bni=g) o (—1)le2i(E), (5.29)
We immediately see S;(E) = 2101 (E) appearing, which gives the partial wave
decomposition of the scattering amplitude:

Gt () ~ (T) P eEs(E), (5.30)

The factor of (—1)! in (5.29) accounts for the extra sign in the definition of
cosf in , with = 0 corresponding to forward scattering (when in and
out states are at antipodal points).

Summing the partial waves, we find (for # away from zero) a result
proportional to the scattering amplitude:

E
e w

V8rtwE

For 6 close to zero we additionally have a forward scattering piece equal to
the free result (a narrowly-supported Gaussian as discussed above).
We can immediately interpret Gseat(E, 6) as a CFT four-point function,
using (2.13)) and setting wr = i7 — log (%), 0—m—0.
Gscat (B,0) = G (Z — Llog (£), 7 —0) (5.32)

w

[NIISW

Gscat(E,0) ~ —27i (dmwp) Tr(0). (5.31)
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Formally, we can think of this as a correlator on R? with operators inserted
on a common plane with complex coordinates (y,7), except we allow y and
g not to be related by complex conjugation due to the mix of Euclidean
kinematics (preparing the state) and Lorentzian kinematics (evolution by
time “T). The insertion points are

9 3 Y
y1 = ,/“m—E%e’@ ”), = %e ‘2, (5.33)
Y2 = %E;ei%’ g? = %ei(ﬂ-ig% (534)

2 2

with y34 related to these by inversion in the unit sphere (y1ys = 7194 =
y2ys = Y293 = 1). The conformal cross-ratios are given to leading order in
the non-relativistic limit by

Z ~ 6_2m%6i9, Z o~ %e‘ie, (5.35)
with the e=2™ indicating that we should include phases from encircling the
origin anticlockwise in the z coordinate, with no such monodromy in the z
coordinate.

These kinematics are closely related to the S-channel ‘double disconti-
nuity’ (dDisc) which appears in the Lorentzian inversion formula [20, 29].
In terms of cross-ratios, this involves similar configurations where z under-
goes a monodromy around the origin while Z does not, though in that case
z,Z are both real (corresponding to certain Lorentzian kinematics on the
plane). Nonetheless, we can similarly define dDisc from a Euclidean correla-
tor and two Lorentzian correlators in which z encircles the origin in opposite
directions:

dDisc G(E,0) = G (—1log (£),0) (5.36)
~10(5 - Llog(£).70) - 16 (- - L1og (£) 7 )
~ — (47 pw) 2 2;Ee% Tm Ty (6). (5.37)

Note that in terms of pure four-point functions the second two terms in-
volve extra phases e (A21782) which cancel with the normalisation factor
in (2.13). The result applies for all angles including 6 close to zero, since
the first term cancels the free piece concentrated at § = 0 (the ‘1’ in the
S-matrix). The analogy between the double discontinuity and Im7 in a
scattering amplitude was noted already in [20]: here this relationship is pre-
cisely true. From this perspective, there is a physical picture for why double-
trace operators with zero anomalous dimension (free two-particle states with
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A = A1+ Ay+2n) give vanishing contribution to the dDisc. They pick up a
simple phase (—1)! upon evolution by time T, corresponding to a half-period
of free motion in the harmonic AdS potential; they thus return to the same
state up to the antipodal map 6 — 7 — 6.

In some cases, it interesting to somewhat generalise Gycat to allow Lorentzian
evolution by times other than 7, and to go slightly beyond the strict flat
space limit to a context in which the phase shifts §;(F) vary significantly

over the Gaussian energy window. We discuss these in section [5.3

5.2 Bound states and low energies
5.2.1 Spectrum of bound states

We now discuss the states with £ < 0. The AdS potential has no important
effect on these states, so their spectrum is essentially the same as that of
bound states in the absence of the harmonic potential. Indeed, using first
order perturbation theory we can estimate the change in energy due the the
AdS potential to be $mw?(r?), which goes to zero as w — 0.

To determine the OPE coefficient corresponding to a bound state, we
extrapolate the flat spacetime bound state wavefunction to large r, where
the harmonic potential is important. Write

E,=—. (5.38)
For sufficiently large r that the interaction potential is negligible, the wave-

function can be approximated by a WKB solution with the harmonic po-
tential alone. The WKB solution that decays at infinity is given by

A 2
¢(T) ~ Ink )l exp <—ér\/lm _ QLSinh—l (fr))
1

(12w2r2 + K2 pw
(5.39)

for some dimensionless coefficient fll,n.
For r <« Miw, we can match this onto the decay of the flat spacetime
bound state wavefunction:

d(r) ~ Ap /e, r< . (5.40)
pw

The coefficient fll,n is fixed by normalisation of this wavefunction (the change
to the normalisation integral from the tails with r > M% is negligible), and

chosen to be real and positive. In particular, fllm has a finite non-zero limit
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ihn the flat limit w — 0. Expanding in the far asymptotic region r <« Z—g, we
ave

P(r) ~ ‘le,n

2
K _i 2 _;ﬁ 1 2
e 4pw (7/1’“]74) ® e 2er . 541
T ® ( )
Matching this with the asymptotic behaviour (3.4) that we found in the
previous section, we find

By 5

NE | [1Einl\ = -
A}, ~ 1B <| L |> A2, (5.42)

w 2ew

This determines (via (3.17)) the OPE coefficients of bound states in the flat
space limit.

This data can also be extracted by analytically continuing the S-matrix
to complex energy, where bound states give rise to poles at k = ix (since the
coefficient of e “**" = " in the asymptotic solution to the time-independent
Schrodinger equation vanishes). The residues of these poles are proportional
to the ‘Al,n‘Z,

_ o B 5 2

JRos SiB) = ( 2>;|Al,n| : (5.43)
which can be shown with the same methods used in appendix [C}| With this
result, one could encode the bound states in a resolvent R;(E) proportional
to S;(E), with an energy-dependent prefactor from . Note that this is
not what we would obtain from naive continuation of our scattering result
(5.20)): analytic continuation from E > 0 to £ < 0 does not commute with
the flat spacetime limit.

5.2.2 Bound states in correlation functions

Note that the OPE coefficient from (5.42)) grows extremely rapidly with the
binding energy |F| (faster than exponentially). This means that a suffi-
ciently tightly bound state can dominate the correlation functions we have

been considering. A given bound state contributes to the sum over states
for the Euclidean correlator (3.10) as

|E 5
2|E, E w
6y(T) > 4 2Bl (’ ’v”‘) Ay 2eTEn=5) (5.44)
w 2ew '
If we choose T' = —% log % so that the sum over scattering states is domi-

nated by energy E > 0 as in (5.22)), the coefficient in (5.44]) has a minimum
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as a function of Ej,, when |E;,| = E. For sufficiently negative Ej,, it be-

comes larger than the dominant coefficient (of order e%) for scattering states
(5.24). Thus, if the potential with spin [ has a bound state (so Ey; < 0), the
ground state dominates the sum for sufficiently small energy. Specifically,

E < W(e )|Ey;| = Gi(F) dominated by ground state. (5.45)

Here, W(e™1) a2 0.278 is the solution to 1+w+logw = 0 (W is the Lambert
product log function).

As a result, in the presence of bound states both the Euclidean and
Lorentzian correlators undergo a first-order phase transition as a function
of the kinematics, where the important intermediate states jump from scat-
tering states of the critical energy to the ground state. Our initial
and final states [¢(7,2)) are no longer simply coherent states supported far
away, since there is a large amplitude for the particles to ‘tunnel’ into the
ground state. To extract the properties of states at intermediate energies,
one must either subtract the dominant contributions from low-energy states,
or perhaps consider different correlation functions.

Essentially the same phenomenon was discussed in [13]. The advantage
of the non-relativistic limit is that we know the precise regime of validity
for our scattering formula non-perturbatively.

5.2.3 Low energies and Levinson’s theorem

We have so far considered states with fixed energy in the w — 0 limit: our
discussion has encompassed both scattering states (E > 0) and bound states
(E < 0), but was only valid in the regime |E| > w. To complete the picture,
we now briefly examine the intermediate regime, where E is of order w.

Generically, this has a simple answer: for energies E of order w, the
spectrum matches that of MFT, with energies F; ,, = g + 1+ 2(n —nyp(1)).
We have shifted the index n by the number of bound states ny(l) for the
potential at a given angular momentum [/, so that this applies for integers
n > ny(l). The exception to this generic situation occurs when the potential
V(r) has a marginally bound state.

We argue for this as follows. For small sufficiently small r, we may
ignore the harmonic potential and the energy, solving the Schrédinger equa-
tion with potential V'(r) at zero energy. At sufficiently large r, we may
ignore the interaction potential V(7). In the intermediate regime, only the

%2 potential from the angular momentum barrier is relevant, so the solution
]—4a=3

d-1 _
will be a combination of powers ¢(r) ~ ¢1 (T)l+ 2 4o (2) 2 where

a
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a is a characteristic length scale of the potential V', and the ratio between
coefficients ¢y o is generically of order unity. For r > a, where the harmonic
potential becomes relevant, the second term becomes negligible, so we are
effectively solving the Schrodinger problem for the harmonic oscillator with
the usual boundary condition ¢ o P+ as o 0, and we recover the har-
monic oscillator spectrum. This argument fails when ¢; = 0: that is, when
the potential V(r) has a marginally bound state with angular momentum
16

This result smoothly matches up with the scattering spectrum described
in section since the zero energy limit of the phase shift (in the absence of
a marginally bound state) is an integer multiple of 7, counting the number of
bound states: ¢;(0) = 7ny(l). This is Levinson’s theorem [30]. One usually
argues for this by placing the system in a box with a ‘hard wall’ at some
large radius R and counting states, arguing that states cannot appear or
disappear under deformations of the potential (see §7.8 of [31], for example).
Our context supplies a similar argument, but using the harmonic potential
of AdS instead of a hard wall. Since the spectrum approaches that of MFT
at large [, Levinson’s theorem is equivalent to the statement that Regge
trajectories are not created or destroyed as we vary [ or coupling constants.

5.3 Resonances and other generalisations

It is enlightening to go slightly beyond the strict flat space limit (w — 0
with fixed V). We continue to insist that we continue to have a separation
between the large r region where the harmonic potential is important and
the small r region where the interaction potential V' is important: this means
that the range of the potential V(r) must be much smaller than u% With
this condition, much of section [5.1.2| continues to apply. In particular, we
have a regime of scattering states with spectrum determined by ,

Ein d 2
CU 5T 0(Ea) =20,  neN (5.46)
T

w

However, if we no longer insist that V is fixed in the w — 0 limit, the phase
shift ¢;(F) may vary appreciably over narrow windows of energy with width
scaling with w.

S Another exception is the case [ = 0,d = 2, where the two solutions with the angular
momentum potential alone are ¢ ~ /r and ¢ ~ /rlogr: the more singular solution at
r — 0 is also the faster growing for large r. The argument must be slightly modified,
though the result remains true.
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First, suppose that 0;(E) changes significantly over an energy range of
order w or smaller. In this case, the perturbative solution to
(giving an anomalous dimension proportional to the phase shift) receives
large corrections: the spectrum is sensitive to details of the function §;(FE).
There is one physical situation where this occurs, namely when the poten-
tial V' admits a long-lived resonance of spin I. Near the energy Epr of the
resonance, the phase shift increases rapidly by 7 over an energy range I' (the
width of the resonance). The phase shift behaves as

0(B) = 6i(B) + 0 (B),
(R) 1 T (5.47)
tand, () ~ E By
where §;(E) varies more slowly. This resonant increase in the phase shift
gives a corresponding increase by 2 of the left hand side of , so there
is an extra state (relative to the phase shift ;) in this energy range. Such
a long-lived resonance gives rise to a characteristic signature in the Regge
trajectories, illustrated and described in figure [f

Such a long-lived resonance is essentially the only circumstance in which
the phase shift can vary significantly over an energy range of order w. In
particular, rapid decreases of the phase shift are excluded. We can see that
such a decrease is forbidden from the AdS scattering state spectrum, since
it would allow to have more than one solution for a given value of
n, indicating multi-valued Regge trajectories: a discontinuous creation or
destruction of states as we vary [. And indeed, a lower bound on ¢;(F) is
implied by causality. To understand this, recall that the derivative of the
phase shift can be interpreted as a time delay, At = 20;(E): if we send a
wavepacket into the potential V', At is the additional time taken for the
wavepacket to enter and leave the scattering region relative to V' = 0. This
can be negative, but not too negative: we can have a time advance, but at

most by the range of the interaction a divided by the velocity v = %:

At = —28(E) < %a < (5.48)

g~

By our assumption a < %“ (ensuring validity of the flat spacetime scatter-
ing approximation), the time advance should be much less than the AdS
time w™!. The result is that the left-hand-side of is an increasing
function of Ej ., so it has exactly one solution for each n within its regime
of validity. The scattering approximation breaks down for sufficiently small
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Figure 5: Regge trajectories of scattering states in the presence of a reso-
nance. The dashed red curve shows the energy Eg(() of the resonance. Far
from the resonance we have evenly-spaced Regge trajectories, determined
by the ‘background’ phase shift §(E). There is an additional physical state
with energy close to the resonance. Where the resonance crosses a ‘back-
ground’ Regge trajectory, the trajectories reconnect to avoid intersecting.
Close to such a reconnection (when EpR is close to a background Regge tra-
jectory of energy £ = w(g +1+2n+ %5)), for narrow resonances I' < w the
Regge trajectories are determined by the solutions to (E—E)(E—Eg) = %
These reconnections are the result of strong mixing between the resonance
and the background scattering state when |Er — E| < vVwD
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energy, where the discussion of section takes over and guarantees the
same result.

Now assuming |§/(F)| < w™!, our result that anomalous di-
mensions are proportional to the phase shift holds at leading order in the
flat spacetime limit. Nonetheless, there are corrections suppressed by a
factor of order wdj(E), which are nonlinear in the phase shift. Writing
Ey = w(% + 1+ 2n) for the MFT energy, we have

2w 4u?
E—FEy~ —751(E0) + ?51(E0)(5;<E0> + e (549)

Note that there are additional corrections coming from subleading effects in
matching the scattering region to the harmonic potential, though we expect
the correction presented here to be more important near a resonance.

The OPE coefficients also receive corrections from the variation of the
phase shift. This is simple to calculate from the residues of the resolvent
(15.20):

Elm

1 E .\
2 N
T+ 2w} (Ep ) (2&0) ‘ (5:50)

We can also understand this result from the normalisation of the scattering
wavefunction. The factor T + 26;(E) can be interpreted in terms of the
time spent by the particles either scattering or moving freely in the har-
monic potential, and hence how much probability density is concentrated
at different separations. The first term 7 is a half-period of the harmonic
potential, giving the time for the particles to escape from and return to the
scattering region. The second term 26;(E) is the time delay for scattering,
telling us how long the particles linger in the scattering region (or if it is
negative, how much less time they spend there due to being reflected by the
potential). For example, a long-lived resonance (I' < w) will have an OPE
coefficient suppressed by a factor of its lifetime I'™!, since its wavefunction
will be concentrated inside the potential, and the overlap with two-particle
scattering states is small, coming from the tail of the wavefunction.
Finally, we reexamine the scattering correlation functions (5.26]). These
are determined by a sum over states with energies in a window of width vVwFE
around the central energy F, so we will have interesting corrections if §;(E)
varies significantly over this window. In this context, it is also interesting
to slightly generalise, evolving by a real time 7 + ¢ for some ¢ < w L.
Writing this amplitude as a sum over intermediate scattering states, we

|Al,n
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have

(B, —B)?

1 E . . e Wb —it(Ey n—E) 2i5,(Ey
Gl(_alog(%)—i_zg—i_n)“zmel(17 )e”( l’)

n
By p—B)? .
N / ABin En D (B, B) 200 (Eiw)

27w

(5.51)
On the second line we assumed that §/(F) < w™!, so that we may approxi-
mate the sum over discrete energies with separation w by an integral. The
result is somewhat similar to the asymptotic late time wavefunction of a
scattering state with Gaussian energy distribution in flat space. The dif-
ference is the absence of a radius-dependent phase €*": all momenta are
concentrated by the harmonic potential instead of dispersing.

We mention two examples. First, if §;(E) is approximately linear over the
relevant energy window, it gives a Gaussian time dependence e~ 3wB(t-26/(E ))2;
the amplitude is maximal when ¢ is equal to the time delay 20;(E).

Second, a resonance with Er ~ F and w < ' <« VwE, contributes
an exponentially decaying term F@(t)e_%, convolved with a Gaussian time
window e~ 2Et of width (wE)_%. Shorter-lived resonances (I' > vwE) are
not clearly resolved, since our coherent state wavepackets are too broad.
For longer-lived resonances (I' < w), it is not valid to approximate their
contribution to the sum over states with an integral. They do not give rise
to an exponentially decaying correlator, since their lifetime is longer than
the AdS time. Instead, the resonance effectively becomes a single additional
stable bound state, as in figure [5| and surrounding discussion.

6 The Coulomb potential

We now apply these ideas to the example of the Coulomb potential in d = 3,
which is universal since it arises from the exchange of massless (or very light)

particles:

Vir)= —g. (6.1)

Apart from its familiarity and importance for atomic and gravitational
physics in the real world, this is also a useful example theoretically because
it is exactly solvable in the absence of the harmonic potential. This will al-
low us to establish a complete picture of the associated AdS spectrum in the
strongly-coupled limit dominated by the flat spacetime Coulomb physics.

54



This potential has a single free parameter, the coupling g with units
of velocity (after dividing by /). For gravity we have g = Gymims [32],
and for the electrostatic force we have g = —qi1qeac [33] where « is the fine
structure constant and ¢i 2 are charges. Our full non-relativistic problem
with the AdS potential is governed by a single dimensionless parameter

g= \fg- (6.2)

We can think of this as giving the relative strength of the harmonic and
Coulomb forces (for example, % G is the binding energy % pg? of the Coulomb
ground state in units of the harmonic oscillator energy w). Alternatively, we
can think of it as parameterising ‘how quantum’ the problem is: thgere are
no dimensionless parameters classically, and ¢ is proportional to A~ 2.

Here we will be mostly interested in the ‘strongly coupled’ regime g > 1,
which is largely determined by flat spacetime physics as in section [5 The
opposite regime ¢ < 1 is well-described by perturbation theory, discussed
more generally in [8]. We will also concentrate on the attractive case g > 0,
since a repulsive potential g < 0 is simpler: it simply excludes bound states,
while the other regimes are essentially the same as the attractive case.

For comparison, we can express the parameters in terms of dimensionless
CFT quantities. These are the two-point function c; of the mediating oper-
ator (a spin one current J for electrostatic interaction, and the stress tensor
T for gravitational interaction so cr is the central charge) and the charges
q (proportional to the three-point functions (OOT.J)). We have g ox L%,

cJ
R SN2 . 9 ) 5
SO § X CAJq . For grav1t we have g x %C SO § X %—f.

As a final general comment, note that we require ¢ < ¢ for the non-
relativistic limit to be applicable for the whole spectrum. Nonetheless, it
determines much of the spectrum even if g > cﬁ

SRS

6.1 Scattering

First we consider the regime of positive energies E of order ug? and [ of
order one where we are sensitive to scattering physics. This is essentially
an application of section though we must modify it slightly because the
Coulomb potential does not fall off sufficiently rapidly at large r: we do not

"For our universe taking w to be the Hubble parameter, the order of magnitude of cr
is the famous large number 10'?°. Large § (meaning that local gravitational attraction
overwhelms cosmological physics) corresponds to masses bigger than roughly 10~ 2%kg.

8For the Sun-Jupiter system 2 is around 107, though that is doubtless non-relativistic!
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have a well-defined phase shift as in since the phase of the asymptotic
partial waves grows logarithmically at large r. This is a symptom of the
infrared effects of massless particles in d = 3. But AdS acts as a very
natural and symmetric infrared regulator, and our considerations of section
[5.1] require only minor modification.

Like in section 5.1}, we start from the solution to the Schrodinger equation
neglecting the harmonic potential, valid for sufficiently small . We then
expand for kr > 1 (analogous to (5.6))), where we will match to a WKB
solution in the asymptotic region:

o(r) = e=* (hr) 1 L <z r14 %; 2 + 2; 2ikr>

271021 + 2)e~ 31 (6.3)

~ cos (X(r)—i-%),
\/P(Z—i’g‘+1)r(z+’i“+1)

where the phase is given by

x(r) = kr+ % log(2kr) + Imlog I’ (1 +1— z%) -5 (l + %) . (6.4)

Note the logr term: as noted above, this means that we cannot immediately
read off the phase shift and apply our earlier formulas.

Nonetheless, we can proceed as before with minor modifications. We can
solve in the region kr > 1 using WKB, but now must include the % potential
as a small perturbation, giving the contribution to the phase which is linear
in g but logarithmic in 7 in the matching region. We compute the WKB
phase relative to the classical turning point at r = rg ~ #% as follows:

70
x(ro) = x(r) ~ / VR — 2w 4 2y

k

Hw 1y
- K2 — 2022 4o | ar
/r ( k2 — plw?r?

k2 k
~ —r\/ k2 — p2w?r? 4 — cos™! <Lwr> + 19 cosh™! () +
2w ST

k k

~ 22 - Piog () (r< k). (6.5)

This can now be matched to the asymptotics of the exact solution (6.3)),
giving us the phase y = x(79) at the turning point as

x=3(E-1-3) +mmlogl (1+1-i%) + Elog (42) . (6.6)
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The logr term has been regulated by replacing r with the infrared length
scale g = % at which the particle is affected by the confining potential.

At this point we can determine the spectrum and correlation functions
using the general considerations of section with phase shift

5(E) = Imlog T (1 - z%) + % log (‘%) : (6.7)

or S-matrix

S)(E) = e20(F) = (%)% M’ (6.8)
L(l+1+4i%)
with the slight novelty that w enters in the ‘flat spacetime’ S-matrix to
provide an infrared energy scale. The Coulomb S-matrix is usually expressed
without the prefactor as a ratio of I'-functions only. We can think of our
additional prefactor as arising from an energy-dependent infrared cutoff,
since larger energies travel further before being affected by the confining
harmonic potential.
In particular, we may use this S-matrix to construct a scattering corre-
lation function as in from the sum of partial waves S;(E):

E

wew 29pi 2 r
Gscat(E,0) = 5E (8E) "+ Z:(2l+1)l’31(0059)F
=0

Now this sum over | does not converge in the usual sense since the terms
do not go to zero, but it does converge in the sense of distributions on 52,
giving

=z 20 gy T (1 — 592 igu_
Gscat(E,e):“Z (8E) "+ ﬂé‘M(gin?g) . (6.10)

for 6 away from zero[]

The divergence in the sum over [ is associated with the singular behaviour
of the correlator as 8 — 0. But in AdS, both the divergence of the sum
of partial waves and the singularity at § = 0 are artefacts of the leading
order flat space limit. In fact, our partial waves are accurate only for

9To show this, it is easier to check the inverse transform

zF(l_z) 1 1—2 z—1 _F(l+1_z)
§P(1+z)[1d$( 2 ) P@) = s (6.11)

which converges for Re z > 0, and continue to pure imaginary z = *4&.
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sufficiently small | < %, receiving corrections for larger [ which regulate the
sum. For an explicit illustration of such corrections, we will calculate the
anomalous dimensions for [ ~ % in . In turn, this smooths out the
singularity at = 0 into a finite (but parametrically high and narrow) peak.
This is necessary from the CFT point of view, since the correlation function
is guaranteed to be free of singularities for our kinematics.

6.2 Bound states

We now describe the regime with negative energies of order pug? and [ of
order one, which is governed by the bound states of the Coulomb potential.
These are familiar as the states of the hydrogen atom, with energies

2
ng
Eln:

R —m, n:0,1,27.... (612)

Like the scattering this will essentially be an application of previous work
in section though with minor modifications arising from the slow decay
of V.

We can compute the OPE coefficients corresponding to these states from
the decay of the wavefunction. The normalised radial wavefunctions of the
hydrogen atom are

n g/‘LF(Q + 21 + TL) —KT I+1
Oun(r) = (=1) \/n!F(2l +2)2(l+n+ 1)26 (26r) 1 Fy (=3 20 4 2; 267)

<with fo= O gf;n)

gr n+l+1 —xr
- 2 1).
\/n!(l +n+1)2T(2+ 20 +n) (2nr) € (k> 1)
(6.13)

As in section [5.2] we would like to match this to a WKB solution in the
region r ~ —=. We cannot directly apply the results of that section, since
we do not have purely exponential decay: contains additional powers
of . To account for this, we include an extra term in the WKB tunnelling
amplitude by expanding to leading order in g, as we did for the
scattering phase:

< d
20— P! () ~ Lrog (225) . (619)
K* 4+ wpr K K

where we have expanded for r < ﬁ Including this extra term we can write
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the wavefunction in the matching region (modifying (5.40))) as
- —(n+1+1)
o(r) ~ Ak (%E‘) (2 )L re 2 (6.15)
Hw

while leaving the relationship ([5.42)) between fll,n and A;, unaltered. By
comparing with (6.13)), we find our OPE coefficients:

|E] |

2042043 (| By, B
A2~ 9K (%) 1Znl (6.1
b4l 4+ n+1)20(24 20 +n) \ ¢ 2ew (6.16)

Exactly described in section the n = 0 bound states will dominate
our correlation functions when we go to sufficiently low energies. The special
features of the Coulomb potential are not significant enough to alter the
conclusions of that section. In particular, our scattering correlator described
in the previous section will be infected by a bound state at sufficiently low
energy:

k Wi(e=!
— < VWieT) —> G;(E) dominated by bound state. (6.17)
g [+1

6.3 Classical limit

We have so far discussed regimes of energy and angular momentum where the
spectrum is determined by familiar Coulomb physics: Rutherford scattering
and hydrogen bound states. To give a complete picture of the spectrum, we
need to understand what happens when the effects of the Coulomb potential
and harmonic potential cannot be so cleanly separated, which occurs in
particular for sufficiently large angular momentum. Fortunately, in this case
the physics is in a classical limit so we may apply the methods of section [}
using the WKB approximation to determine the spectrum, and an on-shell
action to determine correlation functions.

This becomes clearest if we recast the eigenvalue problem in a dimen-
sionless form, using rescaled radial coordinate x and energy E defined as
follows:

1
3 .
r= <Mi2) z, E= (ug%ﬂ)éE. (6.18)
The radial Schrodinger equation then becomes
1d?¢  1(1+1) (2?1 .
——— G3 | ————FE | ¢=0. 1
2 dz? 22 o+ 2 ¢=0 (6.19)
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From this form large ¢ is clearly a classical limit, since g—§ plays the role of
h. The classical approximation can only fail if the classically allowed region
includes very small values of z. This is avoided if [ is not too small (or for
any [ with a repulsive potential g < 0).

6.3.1 Classical spectrum

The spectrum in the classical limit is given by the WKB integral

Tl “ 1 x2 [2 1 a2
2<E+5—7—?)d$:(n+§)ﬂg 3, (620)
Zo

where | = (I + 1) g-% (with an order one shift in [ chosen so that the WKB
approximation gives the exact spectrum for the harmonic potential alone),
and xo 1 are the classical turning points where the integrand vanishes. Since
the integrand is a rational function of z and /q(z) for a quartic g(z),
with sufficient effort it could be evaluated in closed form in terms of elliptic
functions. This does not seem likely to be very enlightening, so we instead
simply explain various limits.

For small n the particle will sit near the minimum of the effective poten-

tial %2 — % + % at © = zmin(l). For these first few Regge trajectories, which
correspond classically to circular orbits, we can approximate the potential
as a quadratic around this minimum. Since the WKB approximation gives
the exact spectrum for quadratic potentials, we may use it to determine
energies even for small n. This gives us our spectrum implicitly in terms of
Tmin as follows:

A2 1 _
Eipn~g3w <xfmn o ) +/d+z3 (n+ %)w—l—---
min

(6.21)
3 A2 1
I~/ Tmin(1+20,) §3 — 3
For small z.,;, this approaches the hydrogen spectrum expanded for fixed n
. +1
and large [ + %, giving £, ~ pg? (—2(”1%)2 + (1152)3 + - ) For large xmin

it approaches the harmonic oscillator spectrum Ej,, = (2n + [ + %)w, with

leading order corrections giving the anomalous dimensions 7;, ~ —g \/g .
The same formula can be obtained from perturbation theory at large [,
discussed in [§].

At large angular momentum [ > 1, the classically allowed region is
pushed to large = and the Coulomb potential can be treated as a pertur-
bation to the free problem. Without the Coulomb potential, the energy
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and angular momentum are related to the classical turning points zg 1 by
A~ 2 2 A
E = xogxl, [ = xox1, and we can expand the WKB integral (6.20]) as

/“lvawf—lﬁﬂw2—$®cm%i/“' dz L.

7o z o V/(2f - 2?)(a? — ) (6.22)
I S v § B A N
= 4(1;1 370) +$1K( x%) +

Equating this with (n + %)wf]_% and solving for Fj ,,, the first term gives us
once again the MFT spectrum Ej,, = 2n+1+ %, and the second term gives
anomalous dimensions. After using identities for the elliptic K function to
simplify, we obtain

2, 1o’ (7ﬁ, (6.23)

Vin ~ —— K
7 l

which holds for large [ with the ratio 7 held fixed. This result is simply the
energy shift in first-order perturbation theory for small g, computed using
the WKB wavefunction. We will discuss perturbative anomalous dimensions
in more detail in the companion paper [§].

This expression simplifies further in the limits [ < n and n < I:

Hw

5Em~—947— (I>n), (6.24)

1 [pg2w n
~—— 1 16— . 2
- - og(ﬁl) (l<n) (6.25)

The first of these is identical to the result we already found for the first few
Regge trajectories, and remains valid for small n. The second matches with
the large | expansion of the phase shift , showing that our classical limit
has overlapping regime of validity with the scattering regime discussed in
section

Together, the three approximations described here (scattering, bound
states, and WKB) can be used to determine the entire spectrum for g > 1@

0The only tricky regime is when E and | are both of order one or smaller. In this
case, the WKB approximation becomes invalid for very small r of order i7 where we
have a Coulomb problem with negligible energy. However, while WKB is not valid for
this problem, the exact solution nonetheless matches precisely with a WKB solution for

152
pgr > 1 if we shift [ by % to write the angular potential as ”;:52) . With this small

adjustment, the WKB spectrum is parametrically accurate even in this regime.
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6.3.2 Classical correlation functions

Finally, we compute our Euclidean correlator G(7,60) in the classical limit
using methods described in section [ We will do this in two regimes: a ‘per-
turbative’ regime where the Coulomb potential provides a small correction
to the harmonic potential, and a ‘flat spacetime’ regime where the scattering
is dominated by the Coulomb potential.

First, for the perturbative regime we use , which gives us the per-
turbation to the free classical action:

1g* -
dSo(7,0) = —1/ ——e2 sec g K(— tan? g) (6.26)
w

In [8] we will find the same expression as the non-relativistic limit of a T-
channel conformal block in d = 3 from exchange of a conserved current such
as the stress tensor (or indeed any sufficiently light operator).

We can also evaluate the action in a limit where scattering occurs in a
region where the Coulomb potential dominates over the harmonic potential,
since the pure Coulomb problem is solvable. The orbits are hyperbolas,

poJb__cos(l) (6.27)
1y cos(¢) — cos (g)

with energy
2

g H 20
E=—""tan" 3. 6.28
2.J2 2 (6.28)
To relate this to the correlation function in AdS we use the methods
of section First, find the kinematic variables 7 and 6 as well as the
on-shell action Sy in terms of conserved quantities £ and Jg. Then, invert
the relation to find conserved quantities in terms of kinematics, so that we
have an action as a function of 7,0. We carry this out in appendix [E] with

the final result
32 cos g
1+4+log | ——= 4+ (6.29)

So(7,0) ~ 27T — ez
§6§w7

where the relevant small parameter for the expansion is ge%"”. Our Eu-
clidean correlation function G(7,6) is approximated by exp(—Sp) in the
regime Q% < e T & g (for @ of order one): the lower bound ensures
that the AdS potential is negligible in the scattering region, while the upper
bound ensures that quantum corrections are small.
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This result was obtained for purely Euclidean kinematics, but it is inter-
esting to analytically continue to the Lorentzian scattering kinematics given
2
in (5.32) (with E = ’;TL):

, E 2 4ik3 sin ¢
So(Z—Llog(£),m—0) ~—— — Z]f” [1+10g<zu28m2>]+

w wyg
(6.30)
This should be compared to the classical expansion (k < pg) of —log Ggcat,

computed in (6.10)).

7 Discussion and outlook

7.1 The T-channel

In this paper we described a novel limit that we expect to be a universal
sector of holographic theories. But we have not made any use of a powerful
tool for constraining and understanding CFTs, namely the conformal boot-
strap. We discussed how our correlation function can be decomposed into a
sum over intermediate ‘S-channel’ states, but crossing symmetry means that
the same result can also be written as a sum over ‘T-channel’ exchanges,
that is over operators appearing in the OPE of O;0; and of O50:.

We can think of the sum over these T-channel exchanges as building the
interaction potential V' (r), and the precise spectrum of light operators will
determine the form of that potential. For example, we expect the exchange
of the stress tensor 7' (and multi-trace operators [T ---T]) to build the New-
tonian Coulomb potential. This is a simple example of building a dynamical
spacetime from composite operators, so it is interesting to understand the
details as a concrete model of emergent spacetime.

We make the first steps in this direction in the companion paper [§].
Much of what we are able to say in that paper is constrained to weak in-
teractions, so we also discuss perturbation theory in non-relativistic AdS in
that paper, and compare to the results using the T-channel conformal block
decomposition. We address both the correlation functions G' (comparing
perturbative results to expressions for conformal blocks) and the spectrum
E;,, (comparing to anomalous dimensions from T-channel exchanges com-
puted using the Lorentzian inversion formula).
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7.2 Relativistic corrections and radiation

Our entire discussion has been in the strict relativistic limit, so an obvious
next direction is to incorporate relativistic corrections.

Most obviously these corrections must become important for large I or
n, since for these large orbits the particle velocity becomes large and the
spatial curvature of AdS also becomes relevant. Such corrections appear
even for very weak interactions, and necessarily depend on the details of
AdS spacetime. However, for strong interactions there can also be relativistic
corrections that become more important at small n and [ and are insensitive
to AdS, coming entirely from flat spacetime physics. Such examples are
the fine structure of the hydrogen atom, and the analogous post-Newtonian
corrections for gravity [34].

At least for perturbative interactions, we should be able to recover these
corrections from the T-channel conformal blocks and inversion formula using
the methods of [8] by going to higher order in the non-relativistic expansion.

In addition, we did not treat the fields mediating the interaction dy-
namically, including only the interaction potential that they generate and
neglecting propagating excitations. Including these means that each of our
S-channel states becomes a tower of states containing additional photons,
gravitons, or other light particles, with energy separations of order w. At
leading order in the non-relativistic limit these will typically be independent
(giving a tensor product of our non-relativistic states with a Hilbert space
describing free light excitations), but interactions between the particles and
the radiation field will mix these sectors. We expect the resulting corrections
to the energy spectrum to typically be suppressed by powers of c.

These mixing effects are simply the AdS version of radiative decays,
whereby excited states decay by emitting electromagnetic or gravitational
waves. Similarly to the resonances discussed in section the AdS poten-
tial resolves the spectrum of the full Hamiltonian to a discrete tower, but
the exact eigenstates will be a superposition over states containing differ-
ent numbers of radiation particles. This is similar for energy eigenstates of
black holes in AdS (sufficiently large so that their decay time is longer than
w™1), which really describe a superposition over many internal black hole mi-
crostates in equilibrium with their Hawking radiation. The non-relativistic
limit offers a simple context in which to understand the quantitative details
of this feature.

The mixing of states of different particle number will also show up for
scattering states in the flat space limit, where it will give rise to inelastic
scattering. This will clearly require a modification of the simple relation be-
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tween anomalous dimensions and phase shifts v ~ —%5 . The non-relativistic
limit offers a straightforward setting to investigate these effects.

7.3 Hidden symmetries and precession

Section [6] was a detailed discussion of the Coulomb potential in d = 3, chosen
partly because this is an exactly solvable problem when w — 0. The under-
lying reason for this is a hidden symmetry: the conserved Laplace-Runge-
Lenz vector enhances the usual SO(3) rotational symmetry to SO(4). We
expect Coulomb interactions to be ubiquitous in theories with local four-
dimensional bulk descriptions, so such an enhanced symmetry must emerge
in the appropriate regime of d = 3 holographic CFTs (without large com-
pact internal spaces). Can we understand the emergence of such a hidden
symmetry from a CFT perspective?

This symmetry shows up in the spectrum as a simple dependence of the
spectrum £, on the quantum numbers [, n, only through the combination
I + n (which labels representations of the enhanced symmetry) [35], and
hence we have degeneracies between states of different spin. Classically, the
symmetry results in closed orbits. These (the quantum degenerate spectrum
and closed classical orbits) are equivalent. If we add effects that break the
symmetry, we can relate the violation of the spectral degeneracies to the
precession of the orbits.

First, we briefly review how the period of classical orbits T is related
to the quantum spectrum for a one-dimensional problem. In a classical
regime, there are many states with approximately equal energy differences
AFE between them, and a classical state is a coherent superposition over
many such states. Under time evolution each picks up a phase e ", so
we return to the same state after a time T = % when the relative phases
between eigenstates cancels. This is the period of classical motion (as can
be verified directly from the WKB approximation).

Now consider a higher-dimensional problem of motion in a central poten-
tial. The radial motion for fixed [ reduces to a one-dimensional problem with
the same period T' = ﬁ given by energy spacings A, E = Ej 41 — Epp, at
fixed spin (the energy gaps between Regge trajectories). But classical states
are superpositions over many values of [ (for a localised wavefunction in the
angular directions), and evolution e =7 will typically give relative phases
between different spins. This is because classical orbits need not be closed:
they generically precess, going through an angle ® between periapsides. To
account for this, we evolve by e *1T+L® where L is a rotation in the axis
perpendicular to the plane of the orbit, and demand that phases cancel be-
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tween states with nearby values of | as well as n. This requires TAE — ®
to be an integer multiple of 27, where A\F = Ej 11, — E}, (the slope of the
Regge trajectories), so

27 AE

S =27

= AE’ AE

(7.1)

As an example, we can look at the near-circular (i.e., small n) classical
Coulomb orbits with spectrum given in (6.21)). As a function of the radius
r of the orbit, the angle ® is

2,3
& — 9, | TG (7.2)
dpw?r3 + g

This interpolates between ® = 27 for Keplerian orbits at small r, where
energies depend only on [ + n, and & = 7 for harmonic oscillator orbits at
large r, where energies depend on [ 4 2n. There is a factor of two because
harmonic orbits are ellipses with = 0 at the centre (rather than a focus as
for Kepler orbits), so they reach their minimum radius twice per orbit.

These considerations allow us to study precession via the quantum spec-
trum. A historically important example is the precession of the perihelion of
Mercury from general relativistic corrections. Since we expect this result to
be universal for a local gravitational theory in four dimensions, perhaps one
can bootstrap this famous result from a CFT with minimal assumptions? It
is also interesting to study examples where the symmetry is not broken by
relativistic corrections, such as N' = 8 supergravity [36], though inevitably
it must be broken at large spin by AdS curvature.

7.4 Top down examples

Our non-relativistic limit gives a plethora of new predictions for holographic
CFTs, so it would be interesting to realise these in known explicit examples
such as N/ = 4 Yang-Mills. The main challenge is that we require large
dimension operators A > 1, which excludes typical supergravity fields with
AdS scale masses. One candidate is an operator dual to an excited string
state, for which A scales as the ratio between AdS and string lengths.

Top down examples are not typically local only in AdS, but have large
internal spaces: AdSs x S° for N = 4, with the radius of S° the same order
as the AdS length. These compact directions must be accounted for, and
make a significant qualitative difference since there is no confining potential
in these internal directions. Additionally, we expect the interaction potential
relevant to the higher dimension (including the compact directions).
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7.5 de Sitter

There is a very similar description for non-relativistic physics in de Sitter
spacetime. The difference is that the de Sitter curvature becomes a negative
quadratic Newtonian potential: for each particle we add

1
Vas(r) = f§mH2r2, (7.3)

where H is the Hubble parameter. Like the AdS case we have been dis-
cussing, this is a deformation of ordinary quantum mechanics that retains
the Galilean symmetries in a modified form. This limit was recently used
for a toy model of static patch holography in [37].

The qualitative difference from AdS is that instead of a completely dis-
crete spectrum of states confined by the potential, we have an entirely con-
tinuous spectrum of ‘scattering states’. For any interaction potential and
initial state, the wavefunction eventually disperses exponentially rapidly to
large . This non-relativistic limit gives us an extremely simple demonstra-
tion of the effects of an exponentially expanding universe in a regime where
relativity is unnecessary, which is nonetheless parametrically accurate in the
regime of slow relative motion.

In particular, a state which would be bound in flat spacetime with energy
E < 0 becomes unstable in dS for arbitrarily small H. The bound state
decays by tunnelling to the point at which the energy E matches the de
Sitter potential —pH?r? (in the limit wH < |E|), sor = & %; for non-
relativistic binding energies |E| < uc?, we have r < 7 so the decay takes
place well inside the cosmological horizon. When wH < |E|, the lifetime of
the bound state can be computed simply from a WKB tunnelling amplitude,
scaling as exp(%) (a result which previously appeared in [38]). Note that
this is much smaller (by a square root) than the Boltzmann factor at the
de Sitter temperature Tyg = % so this decay is much faster than ionisation
by Hawking photons. Nonetheless, for the hydrogen atom in our universe
this factor is something like 61033, so we shouldn’t worry too much about
instability of matter due to A.
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A Spherical harmonics in general dimension

Spherical harmonics are eigenfunctions of the Laplacian on the unit %1
Vi1 Yim = —l(l —d+2)Yn, (A1)

where [ = 0,1,2,.... This value labels the representation of rotations SO(d)
under which the functions transform, while the values of m for any given
[ label a basis of this representation. The representation in question is the
l-fold symmetric tensor product, which is made manifest by writing Y7 ,,, as
harmonic homogeneous polynomial of degree [ restricted to the unit (d —1)-
sphere.

For each [, there is a unique spherical harmonic depending only on a
latitude 6, called the ‘zonal spherical harmonics’. These are polynomials of
cosf,

7 (g") — 1
TN
where Cj is the Gegenbauer polynomial of order | with paramater o« = %,
generalising the familiar Legendre polynomials for d = 3. Choosing use the
Wikipedia/Mathematica normalisation convention Cj(z) = GegenbauerC[1, 452 ],
we can write them as

Ci(cosb), (A.2)

l+d—3 o
C’l(x)—< z >2F1(—l,d+1—2;f121;12r) (A.3)

(except for d = 2, where a different normalisation is required). The constants
N are chosen to satisfy orthonormality when integrated on the unit S%1,

1
/S A Z(0)20(0) = Jg%j}%? / ldxu—x?)?cl(x)cl,(x) = 6. (AA4)

ntl
Here ), = ??Lfl 3 is the volume of the unit S™, and the normalisation
2
. —2  (l+d—3
constant is N} = 21(1%( +l )Qa-1.
The zonal harmonics form a complete basis for the functions of latitude
on S4-1:

1 =20+d—2

UGy d—2

a; Cj(cos 0) (A.5)
=0
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for any sufficiently nice function f. We call the coefficients a; the partial
waves of f. We compute them using the orthogonality conditions:

d—1

a; = (H_;_B)/S dQ2f(0)Cy(cos )

o, (A.6)

d—3
:l+d3/f )Ci(x 1—x)2d:z,

where x = cos 6 in the last line. We normalised the coefficients such that
if f(0) represents a d-function supported at the North pole § = 0, we have
a; = 1 for all [.

As an example we look at the partial wave decomposition of the free

correlator given in eq. :

Gireo(T,0) = €2 0. (A7)
The partial wave decomposition of this correlator can then be written as
Qg2 4=

. -
@ /—1 e 0i(x) (1- x2) dx . (A.8)

l

Gi(r) =

This integral can be performed using the Rodrigues formula for Cj,

_ (_1)ZF(@)F(Z+CZ—2) % dl %
o) = G T —yrt ) ) [0 ] ()
giving
_(=Der e, d o
6= srren [ & g [0 e

This integral can be done by using partial integration [ times and realizing
that the total derivative term created each time vanishes since the integrand
at every step is zero at the endpoints. This leaves an us with

2wl Lot _
Gi(r) = WQ(;:)/ 27T (1 — 22T 4y, (A.11)
i+ %) J-1

which is an integral representation of the Bessel I function:
d/2 4=2 —
Gi(r) =22 5T l+g_1(2e . (A.12)

This result is the partial amplitude quoted in (2.21])
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B S-channel conformal blocks

In this appendix we determine the S-channel conformal blocks in the non-
relativistic limit.

First, the conformal blocks admit simple closed-form expressions in even
dimensions. These are all in terms of the ‘lightcone block’

Bo(w) = oo Py (2H85=0 038581 i), (B.1)

which also appears as the lightcone (z — 0) limit of blocks in general di-
mension. For d = 2,4, these expressions are the following:

ka—i(2)ka+i1(2) + kavi(2)ka—i(2)
1+ (Sl,g

(ka—i-2(2)kati(Z) — kavi(2)ka-i1-2(2)) (d=4) (B.3)

gz, 2) = (d=2) (B.2)

2Z

2, 2) = —
gau(z,2) = —

For the non-relativistic limit, we are interested in small cross-ratios and
large dimension, which requires the limit of small x and large 8 and Aj > of
the same order as x~!. This is simple to compute by taking the limit term
by term in the hypergeometric series, which becomes an exponential:

kg(z) ~ o3 exp (Ww) . (B.4)
This holds as long as 8 doesn’t approach a negative integer as it becomes
large.

Using this in d = 2, we find

)
A (2)2 z)2 2
gai(z, 2) ~ (22)2(2)(,02) exp <A1€—1A2(Z + Z)> . (B.5)
In d = 2, the normalisation Ny; blow up and the Gegenbauer polynomials
C) go to zero, but their combination is well-defined, giving Ng;Ci(cosf) =
29F (=1, 1; % PCT%G) = 2Tj(cos #) where T; are Chebyshev polynomials (ex-
cept at [ = 0, where we get unity). This is precisely the spin-dependence of
the above, so we can write this as

w|>

2
ga (2, 2) ~ 2T(cos 0)(22) 2 exp (&(z + z)) , (B.6)

2+z

where cos 6 = .
2/ z2Z
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For d = 4, we first note that Ny; = 1, and the Gegenbauer polynomial
C] becomes a Chebyshev polynomial of the second kind,

o) (B)F ()
_ i 1 2 — (£
Cl(d_4)(cos 0) = U(cosf) = sm(( 10) _ ) T (Z)1 (B.7)
OG-
Using this, the above formula for the blocks becomes
a A3
Z) ~ (22 — Z) | . B.
sz i)~ U@ e (f 2 G+). B

These two examples lead to suggest a formula for general dimension d:

exp <A1A+3A2(z + 2)) . (B.9)

N>

ga1(z,2) ~ NgCi(cos0)(z2)

This has the correct expansion at small z,z. To confirm that this indeed
holds in general dimension we check that it obeys the Casimir differential
equation in the appropriate limit. This equation can be found in [7]. We
make an ansatz ga ;(z, Z) = Cj(cos 9)(22)%5}(27 Z), where g is of order one in
the appropriate limit (with corrections given by powers of the small param-
eter). To leading order, § obeys a first order equation with general solution

2
exp (ﬁ(z + 2)) times any function of 6 (the spin does not appear at

this order in the equation). The proposed formula is fixed uniquely by the
z,z — 0 expansion.

C The S-channel resolvent

In this appendix we expand on the resolvent R;(F) discussed in section .
This is a meromorphic function with poles at &/ = E;,, with residues —AIQn,
so that we have

Gi(r) = 7Tg/ = Ry(E)e"E~3%) (C.1)
r

271

for an appropriate contour I' encircling the poles clockwise. From the residue
theorem we recover (3.10). Depending on the asymptotic behaviour of Ry,
we may take I to be a contour running from the lower to upper half-plane,
passing to the left of all the poles, and going to infinity in an appropriate
direction.

Importantly, the poles and residues do not uniquely define R;(E), since
we have the freedom to add any entire analytic function of E. We will
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mention several ways to construct functions R;(E), but these will have am-
biguities and will not always give rise to the same function. It is not clear
whether there is any particular ‘preferred’ choice for R;(E).

C.1 Constructions of R;(F)
C.1.1 From the Schrodinger equation at general £ € C

One way to construct R;(E) is from the solutions to the time-independent
radial Schrodinger equation (3.3) for general E € C. Up to scaling, there
is a unique solution ¢; (r) with regular behaviour (¢, g(r) ~ r!) at r — 0.

We can write this as a linear combination of solutions qﬁgﬂ;)(r) with specified
behaviour as r — oo:

bLe(r) = Ao (1) + Aol ) (),
]. E 1 2 (02)
O (1) ~ —=(ur?)Tret (1 o).
B0
This defines gbl(_E) (r) uniquely, but not (ﬁl(_g (we can add any multiple of the

decaying solution <Z>l(;) without changing it). We insist only that our choice
depends analytically on F E From this, define

RI(E) = —b& (C.3)

The ambiguity in the definition of qbgz) corresponds precisely to the freedom
to add an entire function to R;(E). 7

This function will have the desired poles and residues. The presence
of poles for physical states is clear from , since the denominator Al(J;J)
vanishes precisely when the solution ¢; g with good boundary conditions at
r = 0 also decays at r — oo. The residues require a calculation.

Suppose we have a solution ¢; g at energy £ € C, and would like to
construct its variation under a small change in the energy dE. The linear

variation 0¢ = ¢ gysg — @1 E satisfies
(H— E)o¢p =0E¢ g, (C.4)

which can be solved in terms of the two independent unperturbed solutions
¢l(iE) by the method of variation of parameters. We can write the general

"This is always possible; for example we can define ¢§'§E) by its behaviour as r — +ico.
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solution as

8(r) = ay (r)d) 2 (r) + a_(r)g} ) (1),

- (C.5)
where d/ (1) = :F5E¢ZE (r)b1,e(r).

This solves the perturbed equation, since ¢l(j]:5) are linearly independent so-
lutions to the unperturbed equation. In particular, we use the fact that the
Wronskian qﬁE}(d)}B)’ — ¢’1(J;3) ((ﬁ??)’ is a constant independent of r; we can
evaluate this constant to be 2u using the asymptotics (C.2]).

Now, if the unperturbed energy corresponds to an eigenstate £ = Ej ,,
we have Agg =0,and ¢ p = Al(_E)¢l(_E) We are interested in computing the
variation §AH) = AI(E) s> Which is given by the asymptotic value a4 (o0)
of a;. Since qblHE) is a linearly independent solution to the unperturbed
Schrédinger equation, it will not have the required behaviour as r — 0, so
the boundary conditions for d¢ at » — 0 require that a4 (0) = 0. We can
thus compute §A(T) from an integral,

SAM) = _6E /O o1 (r)d) 3 (r)dr = —0EAC) /0 oy 5 (r)2dr.  (C.6)

From this we read off the residue:

Res R)(E) = — (/OOO ¢§;}(r)2dr>_l — A, (C.7)

E_)El,n

The second equality follows from the definition of the coefficients 4, ,,, which
gives us ¢y, = Al,n¢l(7;), and the normalisation [ qﬁlz’n =1.

Thus, we find that R;(F) has simple poles at the energies £ = Ej,, with
the claimed residues.

C.1.2 As matrix elements of the resolvent of H

An alternative construction of R;(F) begins with the matrix elements of
the resolvent (H — E)~! of the non-relativistic Hamiltonian between states
|9(Tin, Qin)) (after decomposing into partial waves). By inserting a complete
set of states, we can express this as a weighted sum over the poles,

e 7(El nfE)TO
T € ’

In— (C.8)
n=0 El,n —E

where 79 is a parameter depending on the choice of 7y, in the states |[¢(7in, Qin)).
This sum converges absolutely for all E' (away from poles), since the tail of
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the sum is determined by large energies where the potential becomes negli-
gible and we may use the free result, with coefficients decaying as (n!)~2

This is equivalent to an expression for R;(E) as a Laplace transform
of Gi(7), noticing that takes the form of a Bromwich integral for an
inverse Laplace transform:

vl

R™(E) =7~ / e F=D G (r)dr (C.9)

0
for Re £ < Ej, and extended analytically.

In this form, there is only a one-parameter ambiguity coming from the
choice of 79, and no choice is obviously more natural than any other (79 = 0
might look natural, but it depends on the precise conventions used in our
definitions). The poles and residues are manifest from the expression as a
sum over eigenstates.

C.2 Example: free particles

We illustrate the constructions above with the example of the free problem
(V =0).
First, we use the Schrodinger equation method. The solution to the
Schrodinger equation with regular behaviour at r = 0 is given by
2’“”

\[

and the solution decaying at infinity is

d1e(r) = (ur?)2 +41F1(% L l—|— Sipr 2, (C.10)

g2k’
T

where 1 F1 and U are confluent hypergeometric functions. Now, there is not
an immediately obvious choice for the growing solution. One possibility is
to take a solution that decays as r — 400 or as r — —ioco. We will take the
average of these (to give a real solution for real F), which can be written as

() = (ST U( + - Bl t 4, (C1D

ol

2

3

Sk

(+)( )= le —i(441+E)€?

e ()= 7¢ () AU 4 Bl e )

X

Nl=

2

3

AT Pl
+ 3t G (S + L+ Bl et ).

(C.12)

(&

X
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The confluent hypergeometric U function is defined with a branch cut along

the negative real axis; we have written the arguments with factors of e**"

to indicate whether it is to be evaluated above or below the branch cut.
Now, our solution ¢; g is a linear combination of gbl(jg with the appro-

priate behaviour ¢; g(r) ~ #(,mﬂ)%*% as 7 — 0. The ratio R;(E) of the
coefficients of gbl(iE) is fixed by setting the coeflicient of the more singular so-

lution to zero, using the expansion of the confluent hypergeometric U around
z =0,

I'b-1
Ula,b,z) ~ (Fm))zlb (Reb > 1). (C.13)
From this, we obtain
4 T2

As expected, this is a meromorphic function of F, with simple poles at
E=FLE,= g 4+ 1+ 2n for n =0,1,2,..., and the residues as required from
(13.20)).

An alternative expression is given by the sum with MFT spectrum
and OPE coefficients, or the integral using the partial wave amplitudes
(2.21). Either way, we obtain

9em0(E—5-1)

@+i-EB)r(2+1) 2

(70) — I o d 1l _E d_ . 2
R(E) = fra—2ilti+a—5.5+ke ™).

Note that (for any 1) this is different from our previous expression ((C.14]).

C.3 The Euclidean inversion formula

The idea of the resolvent R;(E) may sound familiar to CFT experts from the
conformal partial wave decomposition of correlation functions, used in both
the ‘Euclidean’ and ‘Lorentzian’ inversion formulas [20]. These formulas
uniquely define a similar function ¢(A,l) with poles at the locations of S-
channel operators and residues giving OPE coefficients. We might hope that
c(A,l) obtained from the inversion formulas becomes a resolvent R;(F) in
the non-relativistic limit. Unfortunately, there does not appear to be a nice
non-relativistic limit for ¢(A, 1) or the Euclidean inversion formula.

We can see this first by taking a non-relativistic limit of the FEuclidean
inversion formula, simply expanding the integrand in the non-relativistic
regime. The conformal partial wave is dominated by the ‘shadow block’,
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which is evaluated using the same methods as appendix [B] The result is a
formula like giving a Laplace transform of the partial waves G, but
with 70 — —oo (since it is an integral over all Euclidean cross-ratios). The
T — —oo region introduces dependence beyond the non-relativistic limit
(though we expect this to be independent of interactions). This indicates
that we may not recover a nice non-relativistic limit.

Indeed, we see this explicitly from the example of MFT. The function
c(A,1) is given by

(A1) :F(A — 1)F( AT (f — AT ( +D)I(d+1—-A) (C.15)
7 20(ANT(A)T (I + T(A = T(A +1 - 1) .
y F( A-H-‘rAl Ao )F( A+l— §1+A2 )F(l_A+§1+A2 )F(A-‘rl—d-‘gAH—Az )

F(d A"rl-iQ-Al —Ao )F( d—A+l—2A1+A2 )F(2d+l—A2—A1—A2 )1’\( A+l+d5A1—A2 ) ’

from equation (3.118) of [23] (up to a factor of 27 since we use a different
normalisation convention). It is relatively straightforward to take a non-
relativistic limit (writing A = Ay + Ag — % + E, and taking Ay — oo with
fixed [, ), and whenever the argument of a I'-function is going to negative
infinity, we rewrite it using the reflection formula I'(z) = snra— and
thereafter use Stirling’s formula. This gives us a candidate R;(E) by strip-
ping off a factor of ﬁf (% + l) ,uE_g relating fIQ,n to Al2,n as in , with
the following result:

R(E=%+1+2n)~
sin (7 (A1 — § +n)) sin (7 (A3 — 5 +
sin (7 (A1 — £)) sin (7 (Ag — 9)

l

3

n)) sin (7 (A1 +Ag — §+n))
) sm( (A1+A2—§+2n))

(C.16)

We have written the top line in terms of n instead of F, partly to simplify
the expression, and partly to emphasise that these factors simply give (—1)"
when evaluated on integers n where we have physical operators.

This result is similar to above, and in particular has the correct
residues at the poles £ = Ej ,,. But it has oscillatory factors that depend on
the fractional parts of Aj 2, and additional spurious poles when A —1 — % is
an integer. Presumably, these features arise from the region 7 — —o0 in the
inversion integral which goes beyond the non-relativistic limit as discussed
above.
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D Scattering amplitudes and the S-matrix

Non-relativistic potential scattering is usually expressed in terms of the scat-
tering amplitude f;(€2), defined by the asymptotic wavefunction of the scat-
tering in-states ¢;;n(1:):

. 1 T eikr
(2m)>2 ro2
where r = |#| and Q denotes the direction on S?~!. But in most other

situations (in particular for relativistic scattering in QFT) we use the S-
matrix, defined as the overlap between in- and out-states, here labelled by
incoming and outgoing momenta:

Sir = (W) (D.2)

This is a formal relation giving a distribution, understood to apply after
superposing in- and out-states, weighted by appropriate test functions.

In this appendix we explain how to relate these, in particular the result
(5.10f). This uses standard methods in scattering theory, though we were not
able to find the result in standard texts (particularly for general dimension)
so we include it here for convenience. We most closely follow [31].

The key tool we make use of is the Lippmann-Schwinger equation for
the in-state:

. 1 .
L R A I — g P D.3
) = 109) + g 9 (D3)
Here, |¢5) a plane wave with wavefunction ¢z(x) = ( 1) —eP'Tan eigenstate
2m)2

of momentum and of the free Hamiltonian Hy with eigenvalue Ej; = %. The
full Hamiltonian is H = Hy + V.

First, we relate this to the S-matrix by inserting a complete set of plane
waves, before considering the wavefunction of a superposition of in-states at
late times. The Lippmann-Schwinger relation becomes

. T-
= ¢ diq—L ¢4 D.4
) = lop) + [ a2 o), (D.4)
where '
Ty = {6alV ). (D5)
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Smearing with a test function g(p) and evolving by time ¢, we have

iR (1)) = / dp g(F)e= Ert pin) (D.6)
. T_, N *Z(Eﬁ*Eq')t
= / dqe™ P 6g) |9(@) + / d’p "”’gﬁe]gﬁie ] (D.7)

~ [t g ol - 2mi [ dlpotEs- BTz 0

In the last line we have taken a limit of ¢ — oo, where the integral over
energy FEj is dominated by the residue of the pole at Ez — ieH

Now, for very large ¢ the out states |¢3‘“> approach plane waves |¢g) (by
definition), so we can interpret the last line as an expression for an in-state
in terms of out-states. This means that the contents of the square brackets
equals [ ddpS’q;ﬁg(ﬁ), so we have

Sgp =0 (F— @) — 2mid (Ey — E))Tyy. (D-10)

The last step is to relate Tz 5 to the asymptotics of the in-state wave-
function. For this, we insert a complete set of position eigenstates in the
Lippmann-Schwinger equation:

UR@) = 65(@) + [ dy G (w)V ()@, (D.11)

where G is the Green’s function for the free Schrédinger operator,

1

+ —

ly). (D.12)
This is the solution to the free Schrodinger equatizon with delta-function
source ﬁ(kQ—VQ)G(x, y) = 6@ (z—y) (where E = ];—M), and purely outgoing
ikr)

boundary conditions (going as e*" at large r without terms e=%*7). It is a

function of r = |z—y| only, which we can write in terms of a Hankel function,

12 A more careful argument: we can write

—iEt _ —ik|E| . —iEt—ik|E|

Under weak conditions on f, the Riemann-Lebesgue lemma ensures that the first integral
goes to zero as t — 0o, while the second integral gives —2mi f(0).
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fixing the coefficient by integrating over a small ball:

d—2

Gt =g (5 ) HL G (D.13)
~ ! —e —id+)g \ﬁuk et (r — o0). (D.14)
(2m)2 P

For sufficiently rapidly decaylng V', we can use the asymptotlc form of G,
along with |Z — ] ~ 7 — Q-7+ O(r~!) where r = |z| and § is a unit vector
pointing in the direction of Z. From this we recover the asymptotic in-state
wavefunction

YI(T) ~ L [eiﬁ'f+ fp(Q)e:ﬂ, with (D.15)
(2m)2 rz
(@) = e DT VoS / dhye PV (3)pin (7). (D.16)

But the integral is simply the position space representation of Ty 5, with ¢
pointing in the direction of Z with magnitude p:

— ™ d+1 da=3 N =
Fo() = e DT (2m) 2 pp™e Ty q = psd. (D.17)
In particular, for d = 3 we have
Fp() = —(21)° 1Ty (D.18)

E The classical Coulomb correlation function

In this appendix we describe the evaluation of the on-shell classical action
for the Coulomb correlation function in section [6.3] giving the result for the

action in (6.10)).

First, we rewrite the problem in terms of dimensionless parameters:

J? 2 J
r="Ez E= —%uQ, €= LL; < 1, (E.1)
Ky 2J5 Ky
We are interested in the limit where € is small with « held fixed. Then the
on-shell Euclidean momentum becomes

2 1
/f—g’u\/vﬂ——z—i—e%?. (E.2)

xr T

79



To evaluate the integrals (4.6), (4.7) for kinematics 6, 7 and (4.8]) for

action Sy, we must must split them up into two pieces at x = &, with
1 < £ < e 1. For the ‘inner’ piece x < £ we expand the integrand in powers
of € with o of order one (so the harmonic potential term €222 is taken to
be small), and integrate term by term. For the ‘outer’ piece z > £ we take
y = ex to be of order one (neglecting Coulomb and angular momentum terms
relative to energy and harmonic potential) before expanding the integrand
and integrating. We can then combine the two, checking that the splitting
location £ drops out of the result. In particular, a term in the expanded
integrands which goes as % in the overlap region gives rise to a loge in the
result. It is most convenient for the inner integral to take the limit fixing
the turning point x = xg where x = 0 rather then u, and then substitute
back for u.
Explicitly, for the 8 integral , the inner contribution is

o _/E 2da
e IOxQ\/UQ—g—L—i—e?x?
x a2
. 2z _
— dcot ™ (V2mg + 1) — —mm !+ O(e2¢, 672
co ( o ) Tco—i—lg (e°6,677)

=2tan ' u — %571 + O(€%¢,672),

while the outer piece gives
o0 2edy
eout = 5 5 5 2 >
€ _2€ €
SRV (E.4)
€ 2
=25+ £ +0(°,677).
U U

Combining these, we get
1 2
0 = 0in + Oout = 2tan™ " u — —e+--- . (E.5)
u

We similarly split the 7 integral (4.7)),

2 2 26u?
WTin:€§+§<10g <§u )—1>+---
uoou u® +1 (E.6)

2 2
R R [ICIRDE
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where we have integrated up to the cutoff y = y. > 1. Combining these and
subtracting uR? = log(e~'Jgy?), this gives

u?Jg 2¢ 43
=—1 — — (1 — ] =2 E.
wr 0g< de > +u3 <og <e\/u2+1> ) " (1)

Finally, for the action integral (4.8) we get

9 2
Sm_JEgu—‘]<1+31 Su )
1

u

J J JE 2u (E-8)
Sout = 2o + L — Jg §+— 1—3log — .
€ 2€ €€
giving us
JE 2 3JE < 4U3 >
So=—u——log| — ) +---. E.9
0= %" U evu? +1 (E-9)

The next step is to invert these relations to express conserved quantities
E, Jg (or equivalently u,e) in terms of kinematics 7, 6. This is made slightly

trickier by the explicit appearence of Jg €3 in the expression for 7. To
eliminate this problem, exponentiate and eliminate Jg in favour of € to write

3 8¢  24¢2 43
R T (v L ) B
g BT P\l (E.10)

SO ge% will become the small parameter We re expandin in. Now it’s

simple to see the leading order results v = tan & 5 and € = ge2°” tan3 ¢ and
we can go to the next order in the expansion:
3
geng
u=tan? [ 1+ + .- E.11
2 < 8 cos? g ( )

~ 3 A 3 L Swr
gwmtaﬂzg ¢ [1 + 2962“’7 (2 +sec? 5 +log (;26:083)) + .- }

Finally, we can substitute these to find the action Sy (after writing Jp =

32 cos g o
1+ log + (E.12)
96§WT

as given in the main text as equation ((6.29)).

g %) in terms of T, 6:

2
So = %e_m - ge2
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