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We discuss the computation of the quantum effective action of strongly interacting field theories using
holographic duality and its use to determine quasiequilibrium parameters of first-order phase transitions
relevant for gravitational wave production. A particularly simple holographic model is introduced,
containing only the metric and a free massive scalar field. Despite the simplicity, the model contains a rich
phase diagram, including first-order phase transitions at nonzero temperature, due to various multitrace
deformations. We obtain the leading terms in the effective action from homogeneous black brane solutions
in the gravity dual and linearized perturbations around them. We then employ the effective action to
construct bubble and domain wall solutions in the field theory side and study their properties. In particular,
we show how the scaling of the effective action with the effective number of degrees of freedom of the
quantum field theory determines the corresponding scaling of gravitational wave parameters.
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I. INTRODUCTION

First-order phase transitions are of great interest espe-
cially for early-Universe cosmology, where bubble nucle-
ation could result in the production of an observable
gravitational wave signal at LISA [1,2], providing evidence
for beyond the Standard Model physics. If this new physics
is strongly coupled, computations of the parameters of the
phase transition relevant for gravitational wave production
with standard techniques (see, e.g., [3,4] for reviews) fail,
and the direct connection between the gravitational wave
signature and the masses and couplings of the underlying
field theory is lost.

Gravitational waves at strong coupling in SU(N) gauge
theories have been investigated using phenomenological
models of the free energy density [5-7]. A complemen-
tary approach is through holographic duality [8—10], but
analyses have so far had certain limitations. In [9,10]
only equilibrium properties were computed, with some

“F.R.Ares @sussex.ac.uk
Toscar.henriksson @ helsinki.fi
“mark.hindmarsh @helsinki.fi
§hoyoscarlos @uniovi.es
Iniko.jokela@helsinki.fi

Published by the American Physical Society under the terms of
the Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International license.
Further distribution of this work must maintain attribution to
the author(s) and the published article’s title, journal citation,
and DOI. Funded by SCOAP’.

2470-0010/2022/105(6)/066020(21)

066020-1

significant properties such as the bubble nucleation rates
left as free parameters. This was not the case in [8], where
the transition rate was computed (based on the results in
[11]), but some additional assumptions were made, either
by working in a quenched sector of the theory or by using
a phenomenological approach that does not strictly follow
from the holographic dictionary. In this work we will
try to partially improve the holographic approach and
present a derivation of the transition rate that does not
require these assumptions. Although our analysis is
motivated by its possible application to cosmological
transitions and thus limited to high temperature and zero
charge density, it can be straightforwardly generalized to
other setups.

In quantum field theories the dynamical evolution of the
phase transition can start to be addressed by finding the
quantum effective action of the theory, which in many
aspects is reminiscent of a Ginzburg-Landau effective
action. Bubble configurations are obtained from semi-
classical solutions to the effective action, and these can
be employed to compute key properties of the transition
such as the nucleation rate. Bubble production could take
place through quantum tunneling or thermal fluctuations,
the probabilities of which can be estimated from the action.
However, the dynamical evolution of the bubbles them-
selves requires further analysis, as at nonzero temperature
dissipation and drag will enter into play. We will not
attempt to describe the dynamical evolution of bubbles, but
this has been studied in some models [12—14].

Published by the American Physical Society
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In a weakly coupled theory, the effective action can
be computed by standard perturbative methods (see, how-
ever, [15] for a discussion of issues at nonzero temper-
ature). At strong coupling things are as always more
difficult. While lattice simulations provide one route of
attack (see, e.g., [16]), they are computationally expensive
and have great difficulty at nonzero charge density and
especially for real time evolution. A possible avenue is to
use gauge/gravity duality, or holography, which is well
suited both for strong coupling and to study the dynamical
evolution of the system at nonzero temperature.

In this paper, we consider the computation of the
effective action using holographic duality. This allows us
to study a strongly coupled quantum field theory (QFT)
(often a gauge theory in the large-N limit) through the lens
of a classical gravitational theory. We will consider only
zero charge density, so our focus is on configurations that
may be relevant for a cosmological phase transition, and
pick a simple model to illustrate our approach. An analysis
of the gravitational wave signal extracted in this model will
be presented elsewhere [17].

Our approach has some similarities with the effective
action approach used to describe the confinement-
deconfinement transition from holographic models
[11,18], in that we do not attempt to find gravity solutions
dual to bubble configurations, but construct the bubble
solutions directly in the field theory. However, we do not
make any additional phenomenological assumptions within
the holographic model. Our derivation of the effective
action follows directly from the usual rules of the duality.
We will truncate the effective action by keeping only terms
with two derivatives, but we show that higher-derivative
terms seem to be comparatively suppressed in the bubble
configurations we obtain.

The outline of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II we warm
up with a general discussion of the field theory (quantum)
effective action and show how to extract it from the gravity
dual. Then, in Sec. III, we introduce a particularly simple
“bottom-up” gravity theory which nonetheless displays an
interesting phase structure upon deforming it by single- and
multitrace operators. By finding a one-parameter family of
numerical black brane solutions and applying careful
holographic renormalization, we show how to extract the
effective potential and thereby produce the phase diagram.
Furthermore, by solving the linearized equations of motion
around the black brane solutions, we show how to derive
the (noncanonical) kinetic term as well as a subset of
higher-derivative terms. In Sec. IV we then use the effective
action to study the first-order phase transitions of this
theory, by finding the critical bubble solutions and comput-
ing their action, which sets the nucleation rate. We discuss
implications for early-Universe cosmology, including the
computations of the nucleation temperature and the tran-
sition rate, as well as their dependence on the number of
degrees of freedom N. We also briefly discuss domain walls

and compute their surface tension for the complete param-
eter space, allowing us to comment on the applicability of
the thin-wall approximation. Our conclusions and the
discussion of the extensions of our work appear in
Sec. V. The appendixes detail the holographic renormal-
ization, exact results at large temperatures, and also the
linearized fluctuation equations.

II. THE QUANTUM EFFECTIVE ACTION
FROM HOLOGRAPHY

Consider a theory with a scalar field ¥ whose action we
denote S[V]. The path integral in the presence of an external
source J is

Z[J] —/D‘Pexp [iS[‘I“]—i—i/d“xJ‘P} (1)

From the path integral one can obtain the closely related
generating functional for connected correlation functions

WIJ| = —ilog Z[J]. (2)

We define the effective action through a functional
Legendre transform,

i) =Wl - [ ), (3)

In this definition J should be understood as being a
functional of (¥), determined implicitly through the
relationship

—5— =¥, (4)

This is also the statement that (V) ,—sometimes referred to
as the classical field—corresponds to the expectation value
of W for a given source J. Separating the expectation value
of the field in the sourceless and sourced parts

y = (¥),-0 sy = (¥); — (¥)=o- (5)
the effective action can be recast as a functional of dy. The
effective action so defined is the generating functional of

one-point irreducible (1PI) connected correlation functions
I, (xy,...,x,;w); hence it can be expanded as

=1
Cly + 6y = ZE/d“xl...d“ann(xl, e X3 W)
n=0"""

X Gy (xy)...0p (x,). (6)

The 1PI connected correlators themselves admit, in prin-
ciple, an expansion around the trivial vacuum y = 0
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1
Lo(xp, e xsyw) =T (x, .00, x,50) + Zﬁ/d‘*yl

k>1
Xd4ykr‘n+k(xl’""xn’y17"’7yk;0)
<yr(yi) - w(ye). (7)

The full effective action is in general highly nonlocal, as
can be seen from this expansion. However, if there are no
gapless degrees of freedom, at sufficiently low energies one
expects that it can be written as an integral over a local
effective Lagrangian, and furthermore, that it can be
expanded for small derivatives,

Cly + dy] = / d*x {—V(w +6y)
1
- EZ(W + 6y )0,0p "oy + ... (8)

Here V(y + dy) and Z(y + Sy) are ordinary functions of
v + oy, and we have assumed that the sourceless state is
static and homogeneous at J =0, so that 8/4‘// = 0. The
function V(w + &) is known as the effective potential,
whose minimum determines the true ground state of the
theory.

If w coincides with the ground state, further expanding to
quadratic order in oy leads to

o+ 0w = [ dx|=v) =3 V')
- %Z(y/)aﬂéy/(?”éy/ + } . 9)

In order to extract the coefficients in the effective action we
compare the expansions in (6) and (9). Going to momentum
space and expanding the correlators I, around zero
frequency and vanishing spatial momenta (we omit the
dependence on y and factor out a Dirac delta imposing
momentum conservation),

0k) =T (0)+1 O | + (10)
S 20ki0kj| T
one can deduce that
Vi) = F0). Z(w) = Lo, (1)
S 6V Ok;0kj| o

We will be interested in constructing the effective action
up to (at least) second order in the derivative expansion;
that is, we want to compute V() and Z(y). We do this in
the framework of holographic duality, which lets us study a
strongly coupled quantum field theory by solving a
classical gravitational one. The essential relationship in
the holographic dictionary is the equivalence between the

renormalized on-shell gravitational action and the field
theory generating functional W[J]. Thus, if one can come
by a set of solutions to the gravitational field equations
corresponding to different sources J (meaning different
near-boundary falloffs for the fields of interest), one can
simply evaluate the gravitational action on these solutions
to find W[J] and then Legendre transform to obtain
r{(e),].

Of course, even the solution of classical field equations
for arbitrary boundary conditions can be extremely chal-
lenging. However, assuming unbroken translational sym-
metry in the field theory directions one can typically find
such solutions numerically for a large class of theories,
including the simple gravity plus scalar theories we focus
on later in the paper. This lets us compute I'[y] in the limit
of uniform fields and sources, i.e., the effective potential.

To access derivative terms in the effective action, we then
perturb away from these uniform solutions. The essential
insight is that from (11), the value of Z(y) at some
particular value of y is just given by the leading terms
in the low-momentum expansion of the two-point corre-
lators. This is readily done in holography by solving the
gravitational field equations linearized around a particular
background solution.

Note that, since we will be interested in the effective
action at some nonzero temperature, the Lorentz invariance
displayed in, for example, (9) will be broken. We will
mainly be interested in static field configurations and so
limit ourselves to computing the coefficient of the spatial
derivatives. Generalizing by including derivatives with
respect to time is straightforward.

Previous authors have discussed computing the field
theory effective action through holography [19-23]. Of
these, several make use of (fake) superpotential formula-
tions on the gravity side to derive analytical expressions for
the effective action. In simplifying limits such as close to
conformality these are very useful. In order to describe
thermal phase transitions, as our aim is here, further
(numerical) work is typically needed. Our approach is in
some sense more direct, employing numerics from the
outset; the effective potential analysis in Refs. [19,20] are
the closest in spirit.

A. Holographic duality

We now give a brief introduction to holographic duality
and argue that the approach we outlined for computing the
effective action in a derivative expansion is quite natural
and convenient in this setting.

Holographic duality relates a d-dimensional quantum
field theory with a D = (d + 1)-dimensional gravitational
theory in an (asymptotically) anti—de Sitter (AdS) spacetime
of radius L. The AdS behavior corresponds to a fixed point
in the UV of the QFT. If the space is AdS throughout, then
the dual is a conformal field theory (CFT), while asymp-
totically AdS spacetimes correspond to perturbations of the
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fixed point by some relevant operators. Well-understood
examples of this duality originate in string theory, where the
QFT is typically a gauge theory with some amount of
supersymmetry. To be able to suppress quantum and string
effects in the bulk, rendering the gravitational theory
classical, one must typically take the limit of many degrees
of freedom and strong coupling. If the dual QFT is a gauge
theory, the former can be realized as a large-N limit where N
is the rank of the group. In CFTs the number of degrees of
freedom can be associated with the central charge (in two
dimensions), conformal anomaly coefficients (in even
dimensions), or other quantities. We will refer to N as the
“number of colors,” even if the dual field theory is
not known.

In slightly more detail, the gravitational constant ox?
(whose inverse multiplies the 5D gravity action), made
dimensionless by dividing by the appropriate power of the
radius of curvature L, is related to the number of degrees of
freedom. When the dual field theory is a rank-N gauge
theory, in particular, we typically have a relation of the form

— x N2 (12)

Since we work in a bottom-up setting, the detailed form of
this relationship is not known. For simplicity, we will set
L3/k2 = N?, treating N as a free parameter related to the
number of degrees of freedom, while keeping in mind it is
not necessarily equal to the rank of some gauge group.

The field theory effective action we compute through
holography will also have this large prefactor N2. This is
important for bubble nucleation, since a large bubble action
exponentially suppresses the nucleation rate. We will
discuss this issue in detail in Sec. IV. For now, we only
note that we will explicitly add this factor of N? in (9),
writing it as

Cly-+av] =32 [ @ |=viu) = v/ op
- %Z(l//)aﬂéz//@”&// + } . (13)

Thus, in the rest of the paper, the quantities V() and Z ()
are O(1), while the full effective action is O(N?).

Through holographic duality, the operator ¥ is associ-
ated with a scalar field ¢ in a gravitational theory. The
gravitational theory admits classical solutions which are
asymptotically anti—de Sitter—near the boundary of these
spacetimes, the metric approaches the form

2

i = dvare +Sar. o (14)
- 12 um 2 s 0,

and the field ¢ will fall off as

2t (15)

where A, :‘%:i: V% + m?L2.

In a typical realization of holographic duality, the
operators dual to classical fields on the gravity side will
be some form of gauge-invariant single-trace operators,
meaning they contain a single trace over color indices.
A deformation of the theory consisting of introducing a
source for a scalar single-trace operator like W is realized in
the gravity dual by imposing a boundary condition such
that ¢_ is nonzero. One can also study deformations by
operators with two or more traces; due to large-N factori-
zation, such operators have a simple description on the
gravity side. These will prove useful for us in the next
section, as they provide “knobs” to turn in order to make
our simple gravity dual exhibit first-order phase transitions.

For relevant multitrace deformations to be possible, the
mass of the scalar field must be close to the Breitenlohner-
Freedman bound, in the range

e

In this range, the value of the mass allows for alternate
quantization, where the coefficient of the subleading falloff
¢, is fixed and identified as the source J of the dual
operator. In this case the leading falloff ¢_ is proportional
to the expectation value (W), of the operator.

Once in alternate quantization, multitrace deformations
are implemented by generalizing the boundary condition on
the scalar field [24], allowing ¢, to be given by an arbitrary
function of ¢_. More specifically, if we want to deform our
theory by some general multitrace deformation W(¥), we
should impose the boundary condition

_ SW((Y))

v =TSy (17)

where we recall that (¥) is proportional to ¢_. For
example, in the theory we discuss in the next section,
we show through careful holographic renormalization that
(W) = —4¢_/3. Then, deforming by, say, a double-trace
deformation W(¥) = f¥?/2 means imposing the boun-
dary condition

be =S¥ =3 fh (18)

The multitrace deformations we implement have a
straightforward effect on the field theory effective action;
a deformation by an n-trace operator ¥ simply adds a
term oy to the effective potential. For single-trace
deformations (n = 1) this is in fact a general result for
all field theories, following from the behavior of the
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Legendre transform under a shift. The fact that multitrace
deformations lead to simple polynomial contributions is, on
the other hand, only true in the large-N limit (see,
e.g., [21]).

III. CONCRETE EXAMPLE: CFT WITH
A DIMENSION-4/3 OPERATOR

We now apply the general ideas from the previous
section to study a remarkably simple gravitational theory
whose field theory dual enjoys a first-order phase transition
at nonzero temperature for a range of parameters. We work
in a bottom-up setting, meaning we select a simple gravity
theory capturing the features we are interested in. In this
case, besides gravity with a negative cosmological con-
stant, all we need is a scalar operator which can act as order
parameter for the phase transition. We thus take the
gravitational action to be

smw—ig/fx—Gm—a¢W¢—Pw» (19)

Here R is the scalar curvature, G is the metric of the five-
dimensional asymptotically AdS spacetime, ¢ is the scalar
field, and K% is the 5D gravitational constant. The potential
for the scalar field ¢ is taken to have the minimal form

12

P@) = =13+ e, (20)

with m>L? = —32/9 [25]. Through a constant rescaling of
the metric G and the parameter m, we reduce the L
dependence in the action to an overall factor of L3, which
combines with k5 into N2 as discussed around (12). The
value of m? is within the range of masses allowing two
possible quantizations—we will select the alternate quan-
tization, meaning that the dual operator has dimension
A =4/3. Choosing alternate quantization allows for
relevant multitrace deformations, which provides us
with useful knobs to turn (in addition to a single-trace
deformation and temperature) to arrive at a theory with a
first-order (thermal) phase transition. We will consider
deformations of the original dual CFT, with a scalar
operator ¥ and action Scgr, by single-, double-, and
triple-trace deformations,

f

SCFT g SCFT + /d4x <AT + )

P2 +g‘1’3). (21)

The choice of A = 4/3 for the operator is convenient as it
means that the triple-trace deformation is marginal. Thus,
the coupling ¢ is dimensionless, while A and f have
dimensions 8/3 and 4/3, respectively.

A. Finding background solutions

Since we want to study the field theory at nonzero
temperature, we search for black brane solutions of the
gravitational theory. A convenient ansatz is

ds* = —e=*n(r)de* + dr + rdx?,
h(r)

and ¢ = ¢(r). The equations of motion for our system can
then be written as follows:

(22)

2(r) 454/ (2 =0 (23)

W40 (243002 ) +5P@0) =0, (4

Wm+wp_wmwmi%jwwwmza 23)
The equations allow for an AdS solution. Near the

boundary of asymptotically AdS solutions, the fields fall
off as

¢ P
¢ = 4/3+ 8/3+""
4 @2
h=r T9.5 T 2+
¢2
X=xo+ 9 8/3+ (26)

We use standard numerical methods, implemented using
Mathematica’s NDSolve function, to look for hairy black
brane solutions. We begin by noting that (24) and (25)
involve only A(r) and ¢(r) [and not y(r)]. We solve these
two equations by expanding them in a power series near the
black brane horizon at r = ry, imposing that i(r) goes to
zero there and that ¢(r) is regular. The resulting near-
horizon series solution has two parameters that are not
fixed by the equations of motion; the horizon radius ry
and the value of the scalar at the horizon ¢(ry) = ¢y. For
each choice of ry and ¢y, we can numerically integrate the
two equations from the horizon to the AdS boundary to
obtain a solution for i(r) and ¢(r). We then plug the
solution for ¢(r) into (23) and solve it for y(r), imposing
xo =0 to recover the standard AdS metric near the
boundary.

Resulting black brane solutions will be dual to the field
theory at nonzero temperature. The temperature and
entropy density are set by the Hawking temperature and
horizon area of the black brane, given by

e p (ry) and 2xry,
e s = :

2
4 K5

T =

(27)
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We want to construct the field theory effective potential at
fixed temperature. Using the near-horizon expansion, the
above expression for the temperature can be seen to take the
form

AU P(py)ry

T=-
127

(28)
We see that given one of the free parameters, say ¢y, we
can tune the other one, ry, to set the temperature. We use
this to set 7 =1 for all our black brane solutions—all the
results we give will thus be in units of temperature. Note
that if we had fixed ry in some other way, say by setting
ry = 1 (fixing the entropy), we would have to rescale the
solutions such that they all have the same temperature
before Legendre transforming to get the effective potential.

Having fixed the temperature, we are left with a one-
parameter family of solutions, one for each ¢y. It is useful
for our purposes to parametrize the solutions by the
quantity y = —%qﬁ_, which as we show in Appendix A
equals the expectation value of the scalar operator in the
dual field theory. We visualize our family of solutions by
plotting the coefficients £, and ¢ from (26) as functions of
y in Fig. 1.

B. Effective potential

There are two, essentially equivalent, ways of construct-
ing the field theory effective potential. From (3) and (13)
we see that, for uniform fields and sources, the effective
potential can be written as

Vy) = -w(J) +w, (29)

where we defined w(J) = W[J]/(BV3N?) with V3 being
the volume along the spatial directions of the dual field
theory and f# = 1/T being the extent of the Euclidean time
direction. Note that we have also implicitly redefined y by

a factor of N> = x52 as compared with Sec. II, as is also

150 150
100 1 r100
504 r50
0 0 m
=~ =501 =50 €.
= —1001 100
~1501 F-150
—200 1 r—200
—9250 r—250
—-300 T T y —-300
—20 -10 0 10 20
w/T?
FIG. 1. The coefficients i, (lower blue curve) and ¢, (upper
red curve) from (26) as functions of y = —% _, all in units of
temperature.

done in Appendix A, see (A12). From the holographic
dictionary, we have BV3N?w(J) = Sy, where Sy is the
full on-shell gravitational action (including all counter-
terms). In Appendix A we go through the holographic
renormalization for our theory, which gives us expressions
for w, y, and J in terms of the coefficients in the asymptotic
expansion (26). The end result is (A23), which we
reproduce here for convenience,

_ hy(y)
2

7 / g
g (W) F Ay oy 3yt (30)

V(y)

From our family of black brane solutions we can extract the
functions &, (y) and ¢, (y) (which are plotted in Fig. 1),
allowing us to evaluate V(). Note that, as mentioned in
the previous section, the addition of single-, double-, and
triple-trace deformations give linear, quadratic, and cubic
contributions to the effective potential, respectively; this
should be true in general for a holographic theory in the
classical gravity limit.

As an alternative road to the effective potential, intro-
duced in [19], we note that (still assuming uniform fields
and sources)

= J(w). (31)

Since we can easily extract the curve J(y) from our family
of black brane solutions using the results obtained from
holographic renormalization in Appendix A, we can simply
integrate it (numerically) to obtain V(y) up to a constant.
And this constant can in fact be fixed by noting that the
effective potential at small y corresponds to the free energy
of pure AdS-Schwarzschild, which is easily obtained. We
have checked that these two approaches compute the
effective potential agree.

For the A = f = g = 0 theory, which we refer to as the
undeformed case, this procedure gives us the dash-dotted
blue curve in Fig. 2. As one might have expected from such
a simple gravity dual there are no exciting features, only a
convex potential with a single minimum. Since the gravity
theory is symmetric under ¢ - —¢, V(w) is an even
function. At small field values it goes as

Viy) = Vo + S2u? + Oy, (32)

As small y is equivalent to large temperatures, in this limit
the background approaches AdS-Schwarzschild. Then, V,,
can be seen to simply equal the free energy density of this
solution,

4
T
Vo = fads-sch = — > ~ —48.70. (33)
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""" /
...................... P i
0.00 - ---- Low — T approximation 0-00
w—"
—0.05 = T u T T T T —0.05
0.0 2.5 5.0 7.5 10.0 12.5 15.0 175 20.0
/T

FIG. 2. The quantum effective potential of the undeformed
theory (dash-dotted blue) and the kinetic term (solid red,
discussed in the next subsection).

Moreover, as we show in Appendix B, the coefficient V,
can be found exactly by computing the scalar two-point
function in an AdS-Schwarzschild spacetime; the result
being

917/6
27 r(1/6)°

~1.337, (34)

matching our numerical results well. The explicit temper-
ature dependence of the coefficients in the effective
potential follows from simple dimensional analysis:
Vo~T* and V,~T*3. Since V, >0, increasing the
temperature will tend to stabilize the trivial vacuum
yw = 0. Our strategy will be to introduce additional terms
that destabilize the trivial vacuum at zero temperature, in
such a way that we can produce a phase transition when V,
becomes dominant and the trivial vacuum becomes the
favored state at high temperature.

At large field values or small temperatures, the effective
potential grows as

V(l,,)Ngi|w|3 with 73 ~0.278, (35)

as shown by the dotted black line in Fig. 2. The cubic
behavior is dictated by the scale invariance of the theory at
zero temperature. The full potential cannot be well fitted by
a simple polynomial.

We now consider deforming the theory by single-,
double-, and triple-trace deformations. As discussed in
Sec. IT A, this will add to the undeformed effective potential
a term linear, quadratic, or cubic in y, respectively. We
want to consider fixing the theory, i.e., fixing all couplings,
and then tuning the temperature in order to look for a
thermal phase transition. Of course, by “tuning temper-
ature” we really mean tuning some dimensionless ratio of
temperature to some other scale; in our case, it is conven-
ient to define

T

P
AP+ [f P

(36)
which remains well defined when A or f (but not both) are
zero. In particular, we can just as well tune T by keeping T
fixed and tuning A and f together (keeping their dimen-
sionless ratio fixed), which is more convenient from a
holographic point of view.

Let us emphasize that all the nontrivial strongly coupled
physics is in some sense contained in the undeformed
effective potential of Fig. 2, which is given by the numeri-
cally determined functions 4, (y) and ¢, () in (30). The
polynomial contributions from single- and multitrace
deformations are on their own reminiscent of a weakly
coupled effective description, albeit with the notable differ-
ence that the “order parameter” yw has dimension-4/3,
meaning the usual y* term is irrelevant. We now describe
the effective potential and possible phase transitions that
result from turning on different combinations of couplings.

1. Single-trace deformation (f =g=0)

Adding a single-trace deformation simply shifts the
minimum of the undeformed potential around while still
keeping the potential convex, not leading to any phase
transition or other interesting features.

2. Double-trace deformation (A=g=0)

Adding a double-trace deformation is more interesting;
for f < —V,, it destabilizes the vacuum at y = 0, leading
to a double-well potential. The resulting theory thus has
a second-order thermal phase transition, breaking the
w <> —y symmetry as T crosses the critical value V, 34
from above. This case was studied in [26].

3. Triple-trace deformation (A=f=20)

Importantly, for large triple-trace deformations g > y3,
the potential becomes unbounded from below. Staying
below this value, we note that the resulting potential is no
longer convex (but still bounded) within the narrow range

0.2675 < g < 7 ~0.278. (37)

In particular g = 0.276 results in Fig. 3. But since the
triple-trace deformation is marginal, this is still a CFT and
thus has no phase transitions as a function of temperature.

4. Single- and triple-trace deformation
(f=0and A, g #0)

Within the interval (37), the now nonconvex potential
displays a first-order phase transition. The critical temper-
ature depends on g; for g = 0.276, it is T ~ 0.844. With this
value of g, we also display the potential for a few different
T around the transition in Fig. 4.
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FIG. 3. The quantum effective potential of the theory with a
triple-trace deformation, g = 0.276.
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FIG. 4. The effective potential for the theory with a single- and
triple-trace deformation, for a few different values of 7" around the
phase transition (at 7.~ 0.844). The temperature values are
T ~0.934, 0.881, 0.844, 0.802, and 0.757 from the top down.

5. Double- and triple-trace deformation
(A=0and f, g #0)

With g = 0, a negative double-trace deformation induces
a second-order phase transition. Any 0 < g < y3, however,
instead leads to a first-order transition. This can be seen by
considering the undeformed potential; for small y, it can be
expanded as in (32). Adding the quadratic and cubic
contributions from the double- and triple-trace deforma-
tions modifies this to be

1 g
Viy) =Vo+ E(VZ + v + 511/3 +O0(y*).  (38)
Assuming f > —V,, i.e., above the temperature 7 where
the second-order phase transition would set in, this cubic
potential has a minimum at y = 0, a maximum at

_Vats

p (39)

and then dips below V(0) =V at
3Vo+ f

v=-3 . (40)
If the small-yy expansion is valid out to this point, this
shows that the minimum at y = 0 has become metastable
leading to a first-order phase transition. But for any given
g # 0, the small-y expansion will in fact be valid as long as
f is close enough to —V,. This guarantees that as we lower
the temperature 7 we will always encounter a first-order
transition before the quadratic term goes negative and
causes a second-order transition. For g = 0.276, Fig. 5
shows the effective potential for a few different temper-
atures around the critical value of T = 6.72.

6. Single-, double- and triple-trace deformation

In the general case with all couplings nonzero, it is
convenient to define a dimensionless coupling

A
f
in addition to the already dimensionless g. We then fix the
theory by fixing A and g, and tune T to look for a phase
transition. The case Ay — —oo corresponds to the case
listed in Sec. III B 3 with a first-order transition within a
narrow region of g. The case Ay = 0 corresponds to the
case listed in Sec. I1I B 4 with a first-order transition for any
g, except for g = 0 which gives a second-order transition.
The full two-dimensional space of couplings interpolates
between these cases. Within some extended region the
theory will have a first-order phase transition.

Figure 6 shows a phase diagram of the theory with fixed
Ay as a function of T and ¢. Each of the colored
curves corresponds to a line of first-order transitions for
a certain fixed value of Af; each of these lines terminate in a

As (41)

—10

—20}

—30}

V(T)
T4

—40+F

—50F

—60F

—70L . . . . . . .
-10 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80

'Z/J/T4/3

FIG.5. The effective potential for the theory with a double- and
triple-trace deformation, for a few different values of 7" around the
phase transition (at 7.~ 6.72). The temperature values are
T ~8.926, 7.768, 6.724, 6.006, and 3.344 from the top down.
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FIG. 6. Phase diagram of the dual field theory as a function of T
and g, for various values of A, ranging from 0 to —co and with
N = 1. The curves take values of A; =0, -1, -4, —16,
—100, and —oco (top down).

_4
97

second-order critical point. Note that while we use the
labels “high-T phase” and “low-T phase,” these are not
distinct phases in the sense that one can move from one to
the other without any sharp transitions by tuning g. The
exception is Ay = 0, where the first-order line extends over
the whole allowed range of g, except for ¢ = 0 which
corresponds to a second-order phase transition.

C. Kinetic term

Having discussed the effective potential and the resulting
phase structure, we move on to the kinetic term, charac-
terized by the function Z(y) in (13). Note first of all that the
nonzero temperature breaks Lorentz invariance, so time and
spatial derivatives will not appear on equal footing. We are
mainly interested in studying static configurations, and so
restrict to finding the coefficient of the spatial derivatives;
this is what we mean by Z(y) in the following.

As discussed in Sec. II, we will determine this function
by computing the two-point correlator as a function of
the expectation value in a low-momentum expansion (at
zero frequency). Holographically, this is done by a linear-
ized fluctuation analysis around a given uniform back-
ground solution. We take advantage of the translational
symmetry by writing the fluctuations as plane waves and
use the rotational symmetry to align the momentum in the x
direction. Making the common gauge choice H,,, = 0 for
the metric fluctuation H,;y, we then have the ansatz

2
ds®> = —e 2 n(r)(1 4 ™ H,,(r))dt* + %
+7r2(1+ e H,(r))dx?
+ (1 + e™H  (r))(dy* + dz?)
4 2R H, () drdx, (42)

¢ = ¢(r) + e o(r). (43)

Here we have also used the fact that even in the presence of
the fluctuations there is an SO(2) rotational symmetry,
which restricts which metric components the scalar mode
can couple to.

Plugging in this ansatz into the equations of motion and
expanding to linear order, one quickly notes that H,,
decouples from the other modes. With a bit more work,
H,. can be eliminated, leaving us with three coupled
ordinary differential equations (ODEs), first order in
derivatives of H,, and second order in derivatives of H |
and ¢.

Next, one can show that the following linear combina-
tions of modes are invariant under residual gauge trans-
formations,

Zy(r) = o(r) = 38 (VHL (1), (44)

Zy(r) = —e‘zX(’)h(r)H,t(r)
—26‘2’((’) (W (r) = 2h(r)y (NH (r), (45)

and that they satisfy a set of two coupled second-order
linear ODEs, which we relegate to Appendix C due to their
unwieldiness. Near the AdS boundary, these two modes
decouple, and the solution asymptotes to

Zy %
Z¢(r) :W“rm—F ceey

z
Zu(r) =Zprt + =3+ .. (46)

From the holographic renormalization analysis in
Appendix A we see that this small perturbation on the
gravity side corresponds to perturbing the source (single-
trace coupling) of the dual scalar operator by

4
oA = Z;/f + gW”(l//)Zg, (47)
where we pick
f g : 4
W(y) = Elllz +§ll/3 with y = —545—- (48)

This perturbation then gives rise to a small change in the
scalar expectation value

4
5(P) = —§Z;. (49)
A generic solution to the linearized equations will source
not only the scalar mode Z, but also the operator dual to
Zy. To compute the scalar two-point function, we must

066020-9



FEANOR REUBEN ARES et al.

PHYS. REV. D 105, 066020 (2022)

then impose the boundary condition Z;, = 0. The two-
point function in momentum space is simply the ratio

_ o) (50)

(PY) SA

Since we are interested in the low-momentum limit of
the two-point function, we expand the gauge-invariant
modes as

Zi(r)= (r) k2Z ()—l—

plug this into the fluctuation equations, and solve order by
order in k?. Similarly expanding the coefficients in (46) as

with ie{¢.H}, (51

7zt =70 ez 4 (52)

L

we are able to write the two-point function as

A 4-0)
T3 ,40) 4 -(0)
Z + W”(l//)Z¢

(0.2
3(Z¢( ) +§W”(I/I)Z¢(0))

(YY) =

4. (53)

Now we use the fact that the part of the effective action
quadratic in ¢p—i.e., I'; in the notation of Sec. [I—equals
the inverse of this two-point function. This can be used to
derive the following expressions:

o 3Z+<> o

3Z Z 0)_Z—(O)Z+(2)
(B g 0 (54)

a1 —(0),2
4 (")

The first term, of order k°, should just equal the second
derivative of the effective potential. We can compare this
with the results from the previous subsection to check our
numerics; doing so we find excellent agreement. The
second term, at order k2, is what we are really interested
in, as it determines Z(y),

~(2) H0) _ —(0) +(2)
32,72y — 2,2,

—(0)\2
4 (2,

Z(y) =

(55)

Note that each Z(/i)“) here can be regarded as a function of y,
obtained by solving the fluctuation equations in the
gravitational background with w = —4 _. Importantly,
we note that Z(y) is independent of the multitrace
deformations specified by W (), meaning the kinetic term

will be the same for the entire class of theories we study.

The resulting Z(y) is shown in solid red in Fig. 2. It is an
even function, admitting an expansion similar to 32 for
small y (large temperatures). At large y (small temper-
atures) it goes as y~!/? (see the dashed black curve), which
is required by scale invariance to make the kinetic term
have dimension four.

D. Higher-derivative terms

It is straightforward to continue the work of the previous
subsection and compute the two-point function up to higher
order in k2. By the same reasoning as above, this should
provide information about higher-derivative terms in the
effective action. A complication arises though, since start-
ing at four derivatives, the number of independent terms
grows rapidly. Some of these terms involve several external
momenta, and require information from higher-order cor-
relation functions to determine. Computing these is beyond
the scope of this paper. We have, however, computed the
two-point function up to order k*, which lets us extract the
four-derivative term V2y'V?y. This allows us to verify that
this term is negligible in the context of bubble nucleation—
discussed in the next section—thus providing evidence that
the small derivative expansion is applicable there.

IV. BUBBLE NUCLEATION
AND N DEPENDENCE

One important motivation for going after the effective
action is to understand the phase structure and phase
transitions of a field theory. First-order phase transitions
proceed through bubble nucleation, which can be studied
by finding unstable classical solutions of the effective
action that interpolate between the two phases [27-29].
At an arbitrary temperature, the resulting equations of
motion should be solved in Euclidean space with the
appropriate periodicity imposed in the time direction,
leading in general to a partial differential equation.
Typically this is simplified into an ordinary differential
equation by focusing on the high- and low-temperature
limits, leading to two actions: a zero temperature action
with O(4) symmetry arising from purely quantum fluc-
tuation effects causing bubble nucleation [27,28] and a
nonzero temperature, and O(3) symmetric action arising
from both thermal and quantum fluctuations [29].

Note that while an O(3) symmetric typically exists
for any temperature, the O(4) solution only exists at
zero temperature, where O(4) is an exact symmetry.
Nonetheless, it is a good approximation to a true solution
as long as the length of the thermal circle is large (and thus
the temperature small) compared with the bubble radius.
Motivated by this, we study both O(3) and O(4) solutions.
We assume that the function multiplying the kinetic term in
the O(4) case is the same as in the static O(3) case, which
is what was computed in the previous section. This is a
reasonable assumption since the O(4) solution is expected
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to matter more at low temperatures, where the O(4)
symmetry is nearly restored.

After integrating along the angular direction in Euclidean
spacetime, the O(4) symmetric action is

Pow =208 [ apr? (320 () +viw). (59

while for the O(3) symmetric action we integrate along the
angular spatial directions and the Euclidean time circle

o =22 [“apr (3200 (42) 4. (57

Note that in each case p takes a different meaning: in the
O(4) symmetric configuration it is the radial direction in
full Euclidean four-dimensional spacetime, while in the
O(3) symmetric configuration p is the radial direction
along the three-dimensional space. As earlier, we pull our a
factor of N2, all other quantities then being of order N°.

To evaluate these integrals we first need to find the field
profiles w(p), by solving the equations of motion derived
from the effective action. For the O(4) symmetric bubble,
the equation of motion is

Py 3dy  19,Z(y) (d_‘/’)z _0Vw) _ 0. (58)
dp* pdp 2 Z(y) \dp Z(y) ’

while for the O(3) symmetric bubble it is
Py 2dy  19,Z(y) <d_‘/’)2 _oVw) _ 0. (59)
dp* pdp 2 Z(y) \dp Z(y)

These are solved with the well-known “shooting method”
with boundary conditions y(o0) = y/(c0) = 0 where the
initial minimum is shifted to always appear at V = 0. An
example of a bubble profile is shown in Fig. 7 which solves
the O(3) equation of motion (59).

How steeply the profile transitions from one phase to
another details the “thickness” of the bubble wall. Whether
the wall is in the thin, thick, or intermediate regime will
determine how important quantities will change when
considering the number of colors N of the theory, as
shown shortly.

In our holographic model, a complete picture of how the
bubble action depends upon the temperature is built up by
selecting a particular value of the triple-trace coupling g and
coupling ratio A, then varying the temperature T. There is
therefore one graph of the action for each parameter set
g, Ay, all of which appear similar in shape to Fig. 8.

Another aspect which must be taken into consideration is
the fact that we have used a small derivative (or low-
momentum) expansion for the effective action, truncated at
two derivatives. As it is not immediately clear whether the
higher-order terms will be negligible, we explored what

L ! !
0.8} i |
E\ 1P
w 0.6} i i
VY 0l i i
0. ) | | 1 ! .
0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14
pT

FIG. 7. Graph of an O(3) bubble solution with N =1 nor-
malized by the low-T phase value y; against the radius. The thick
dashed vertical black line in the middle denotes the radius of the
bubble p,, and the vertical dashed red lines encompass the bubble
thickness. The parameter values are g = 0.27, Af = 0 with the
bubble occurring at temperature 7 ~2.83, below the critical
temperature for this parameter set of T, ~ 3.08.

consequence including the term &>y &%y has on the bubble
action. As discussed in Sec. III D, this term in the effective
action can be obtained by computing the scalar two-point
function to order k* The importance of the effect can be
judged by the size of the ratio E;/E,, where E, is the
contribution to the energy from including the k* term and
E, is the contribution to the energy from including the k*
term, shown in Fig. 9. This is plotted against the scaled
temperature defined as (T —T,)/(T. —T,), where T, is
the dimensionless critical temperature, and T is the
dimensionless lower critical temperature at which the
metastable minimum disappears.

As can be seen in this figure E, is a negative contribution
with magnitude of less than 1% of the k> contribution, and

106
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FIG. 8. Graph of the O(3) bubble action against the temper-
ature T for triple-trace coupling g = 0.27, Ay =0, and with
N=1.
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FIG. 9. Graph of the ratio of k* and k? energy contributions in
the kinetic coefficient Z(¢) against the temperature 7" for triple-
trace couplings g = 0.20, 0.24, 0.26, and 0.2774 (top down on the
left), with Ay = 0. All curves are for value N = 1.

this remains valid in general. We therefore determine that
the higher-derivative terms can be safely ignored, at least
for the correction quadratic in the fields, and that the k2
term will probably give a very good approximation to the
true kinetic function Z(y).

The quantities important in the companion Letter [17] all
rely upon the characteristics of the action curve demon-
strated by Fig. 8, and, in particular, which action fulfills the
criterion

[(T) = min[[o3)(T), Tow@) (T)], (60)

as this could drastically change the temperature at which
the bubble nucleates and which region of thickness the
bubble is in. We therefore also perform the check of
calculating the O(3) and O(4) bubble actions for each
temperature value and comparing the sizes, with one
illustration of this seen in Fig. 10. The action obtained
from the O(3) bubble is consistently significantly lower
than from the O(4) bubble and thus will dominate the
calculation of the subsequent quantities.

0.20

0.15

—g=02
FO(3) g 0 0
Cow " g=0.24
—g=0.26
0.05 g
g =0.2774

0.00 H " " " "
0.001 0.005 0.010 0.050 0.100 0.500 1

(T = Tp)/(T. = Tv)

FIG. 10. Graph of the ratio of O(3) bubble action over O(4)
bubble action against the temperature 7 in units of the source A
for triple-trace couplings g = 0.20, 0.24, 0.26, and 0.2774
(bottom up on the left), with A, =0. All curves are for
value N = 1.

A. Phase transitions in the early Universe
and large-N scaling

Much recent effort—including that of our companion
Letter [17] and previous paper [9]—has gone into
modeling phase transitions in the early Universe using
holography, with the hope of finding models that lead to
observable gravitational wave signals. In this context, it is
important to understand the impact of the large-N limit
that holography usually involves. As mentioned in
Sec. IT' A, the (effective) action obtained from holography
scales as L3/k% ~ N?, meaning that in the strict large-N
limit bubble nucleation will not occur as the bubble
action becomes infinite. In practice we are of course
interested in N values which are finite, while still being
large enough to ignore finite-N corrections.

In cosmological applications, important quantities
which are determined from the effective action include
the nucleation temperature 7, the transition strength a,
and the transition rate f/H,. The nucleation temperature
is defined as the temperature at which bubble nucleation
will occur (specifically when the nucleation rate per unit
volume drops to one bubble per Hubble volume per
Hubble time). Through energy considerations (see [17])
this is found to always occur at '~ 150, and so
changing the scale of the action by changing N will
invariably alter the temperature at which bubbles are
nucleated. We demonstrate this in Fig. 11 for various
values of N up to N = 8, which is the value we take to
produce results in the companion Letter. (N~ 1 is of
course outside the plausible range of the large-N
expansion; here we are mainly interested in visualizing
the impact of changing N on the cosmological
parameters.)

It is very straightforward to numerically invert the
action curve to find out how the nucleation temperature
depends upon N. In Fig. 12 we show the nucleation
temperature dependence upon N for the same two sets of
parameters as in Fig. 11, demonstrating the change in
shape as the N scaling progresses from near the thin-wall
limit to the thick-wall limit. We note, in particular, that as
N — oo, the nucleation temperature always approaches
the lower critical temperature T, where the barrier
between the vacua in the effective potential vanishes
and the bubble action goes to zero.

The transition rate f/H, can be expressed as

p .. d
i =TT Dl (61)

where H, is the Hubble parameter evaluated at the
nucleation temperature. As the transition rate actively
involves a derivative with respect to I', the N? scaling of
the holographic action has a substantial effect. For
sufficiently large N, we have as already mentioned 7', ~
Ty placing us in the thick-wall limit. We observe that the
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FIG. 11. The solid red curves show a section of the graph of the O(3) bubble action against the temperature 7 for g = 0.27 and A =0
(left) and the complete graph for g = 0.01 and A; = O (right). As N is increased, the point where the action equals 150, which sets the
nucleation temperature, is pushed to the left. The legend applies for both plots.
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FIG. 12. Graph of the nucleation temperature 7, against N for triple-trace coupling g = 0.27 and Ay =0 (left) and g = 0.01 and

Ay = 0 (right) showing the effect of N scaling.

temperature dependence of the action in our model is
well fitted by a power law near T,

T~ N(T = Tp)", (62)

with a > 0. Using this and the fact that 7, occurs when
I'= 150, we get

N?(T,, — Ty)* ~ 150. (63)
Then, using this in Eq. (61), we find

Hﬂ ~T,N?a(T, — Ty)*" ~ T,N*a(150N-2)

n

~150°'T, aN**, (64)

implying that /H, ~ N> Thus, for sufficiently large
N, the transition rate diverges rendering the gravitational
wave signal unobservable.

However, for more moderate values of N it is possible
to instead sit close to the thin-wall limit, 7, ~T..

The quadratic divergence in this limit, T~N?(T,—T)72,
then leads in a similar way to /H, ~N~', decreasing
with N in accordance with lattice results for the surface
tension [30].

The above analytic results for the N scaling in the
thin- and thick-wall limit can be confirmed numerically,
as shown in Fig. 13. On the left, we see that as the
action at '~ 150 for N =1 begins close to the lower
critical temperature T, for g = 0.27, it is dominated by
the thick-wall N scaling result, always increasing the
transition rate with N. For ¢=0.01 on the right,
however, we see that the action at '~ 150 for N =1
begins in the thin-wall regime close to T, with f/H,
decreasing as N increases slightly; then as N increases
further it transitions through the intermediate and then
into the thick-wall regime where it again ends up
dominating and increasing the transition rate. In this
case there is an “optimal” N =~ 8 which minimizes the
transition rate (leading to easier to observe gravitational
wave signals), while still potentially being large enough
to avoid significant finite-N corrections.
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FIG. 13.
(right) showing the effect of N scaling.

B. Domain wall solutions

As a special case of the study of bubble nucleation, we
can also consider the limit 7 — T, often referred to as
the thin-wall limit since the bubble wall here becomes
small compared to the overall size of the bubble.
Precisely at 7' =T, there is no bubble nucleation (as
the bubble action diverges) but one can instead have
coexistence of the two phases, separated by a domain
wall with some particular surface tension. Determining
the surface tension is interesting both since it can be
related to the nucleation rate near 7, and since it
determines properties of possible mixed phases.
Domain walls in mixed phases have already been studied
using dynamical solutions of the Einstein equations
[12,31-35] and with an effective action phenomenologi-
cally derived from a holographic model [18]. Here, we
investigate the domain wall solutions using an effective
action which is rigorously derived in a gradient expan-
sion using the rules of holography.

The surface tension ¢ is calculated through the formula

o= [ as(32@) o007+ Vigl) ). (65

o

which represents the surface tension of a domain wall
extending along the x = 0 plane, with the domain wall field
profile here being related to the bubble field profile through
¢ =y —y,, at T, where y, is the value of the field at the
high-T" phase minimum. This integral can be performed by
finding the profile of the field ¢(x) numerically through the
equation of motion

A 10,Z(p) (dp\?  0pV(e)
a2 <$> " Z()

dx* 2 Z(¢)
We utilize Mathematica’s FindRoot function to first
locate the extrema in our effective potential and then the
NDSolveValue function with the shooting method. We

=0. (66)
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Graph of the transition rate /H, against N for triple-trace coupling g = 0.27 and Ay = 0 (left) and g = 0.01 and Ay =0

shoot from the local maximum to each of the minima,
providing an initial guess of the derivative of the field at the
local maximum and varying it until the solution reaches the
minimum and stays there for a sufficient distance.

It is interesting to compare the resulting solution to a
simple analytic approximate expression with Lagrangian
L =1(9,4)* — V(¢), which is exact when the potential is
an even quartic function. The domain wall solution to this
then takes the form of a hyperbolic tangent [18],

Prann(X) = 7b (1 + tanh (Z—w + 5) ) (67)

Here ¢, is the value of the field in the broken minimum, L,,
is the thickness of the wall, and ¢ is a parameter allowing
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FIG. 14. Profile of the difference between the field and its high-
T phase minimum ¢ = y — y, normalized by its maximum value
¢;, the thin-wall approximation to the profile, the difference
between the two, and the energy of the profile for g = 0.1,
Ay = 0. All curves are for value N = 1.
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FIG. 15. Field profile and thin-wall approximation, difference
between the two, and energy of the profile for g = 0.2774,
Ay = 0. All curves are for value N = 1.

for a shift in the domain wall. Once we have the field profile
from the numerical solver, we can use a fitting function
such as PYTHON’s curve_{fit to find the values of L,, and
which best approximate the actual solution.

In Fig. 14 we plot the analytic tanh solution over the
actual solution for parameter set g = 0.1, Ay = 0, along
with the difference between the two solutions in the form of
(¢(x) — Pann(x))/¢@; and the scaled energy density & in
units of the source A, where the energy density is given
through

£ =S ZPW) VIR + V). (6)

The effective potential for this parameter set has minima
which are close together, and the curve between the minima
is well approximated by a quartic function, which is also

0.003
gaé 0.002}
)
X o001}
—~
gc: 0. [
Q:)‘E T~
| 0001k
W o0}

~0.003 ‘ ‘

220 10 0 10 20
xT

seen in how closely the tanh approximation overlays the
actual field profile. As is evident from the middle plot of
Fig. 14, the difference between the approximate solution
and the actual solution for the scalar field is never greater
than 5 x 107, The difference in energy density £ between
actual and tanh-fit is similarly good, never increasing past
3 x 1073 (seen in Fig. 16).

In Fig. 15, however, for parameter set g = 0.2774,
Ay = 0, the minima of the effective potential are far away
from each other, and the curve between the minima is not
close to a simple quartic. Thus the tanh-fit performs
significantly worse here; the differences between the actual
and approximate solution are about 100 times larger than in
the previous case. Another interesting feature for this
parameter set in Fig. 15 is how skewed the energy density
is in the bottom plot. For domain walls taking a tanhlike
form we see a nicely symmetric energy distribution like in
Fig. 14, which again demonstrates how far the departure is
from this approximation. This departure is greatly pro-
nounced for &, with the difference in results off by tens of
percents (close to 30% difference where the effect is most
noticeable). This is again about 100 times larger than in the
previous case and is also seen in Fig. 16.

Once we have found how the field behaves between the
two minima, we can input it into Eq. (65) to be able to
calculate the surface tension. We produce a scan of this
quantity in Fig. 17, with the surface tension in units of the
source. Near the left-hand boundary where g is small and
the minima are close together, we see that the surface
tension is small and goes explicitly to zero at the boundary.
On the right-hand side, however, where ¢ is large and the
minima are far away from one another, the surface tension
reaches values over 100. In this area of parameter sets, the
values found effectively drop their dependences on Ay as
the minima are so far apart that the difference is negligible.
A note here is that, although the surface tension will scale
with N, it scales uniformly and so will not distort different
parts of the parameter space in different ways.

0.3

é 0.2}

W L

g 0.1
—~
E

g 0.
W

[ —0.1+

X o2

—-0.3 . >
—20 —10 0 10 20

T

FIG. 16. Plots of the difference between the actual energy density solution £ and the tanh approximation energy density solution &,
scaled by the maximum value of the actual energy density &y, for the cases g = 0.1, Ay = 0 on the left and g = 0.2774, Ay = 0 on the

right. Both curves are for value N = 1.
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FIG. 17. Scan of the domain wall surface tension ¢ in units of
the source, with N = 1.

V. DISCUSSION AND OUTLOOK

In this paper we discussed the computation of the
quantum effective action in a strongly coupled theory
using holographic duality. The effective action was com-
puted in a derivative expansion, and we focused on
extracting the effective potential and the (noncanonical)
two-derivative kinetic term. Higher-derivative terms can, in
principle, be included in a straightforward fashion; how-
ever, the number of possible terms grows quickly at higher
order, and higher-order correlation functions must be
computed, requiring considerably more effort.

Our methods for constructing the effective action are
general, applying to any holographic model. It is, however,
interesting to note a possible complication. One of the ways
to construct the effective potential was to integrate the
source J with respect to the field y, implying that J should
be a single-valued function of . We know that there is a
one-parameter family of solutions to the bulk theory,
meaning that one can construct a curve in the (y, J) plane,
but we know of no reason why the function J(y) is
guaranteed to be single valued, as it happens to be in the
simplified model.

As a concrete example of our approach we studied a
simple bottom-up gravity theory, with a scalar field whose
mass allows it to be identified with a dimension-4/3
operator in the dual field theory. Turning on a temperature
and deforming the putative dual CFT by single-, double-,
and triple-trace operators, we mapped out a surprisingly
rich phase diagram.

Our main motivation for computing the effective action
was to study first-order phase transitions mediated by
bubble nucleation. Thus we proceeded to find “bounce”
solutions to the equations of motion obtained from the
effective action and studied their properties. An interesting
application of this technology is to early-Universe cosmol-
ogy, where a first-order phase transition can give rise to
potentially observable gravitational waves. Our companion
Letter [17] will discuss this in more detail, including the

computation of all quasiequilibrium gravitational wave
parameters in our simple toy model.

Bubble nucleation is based on the idea of fluctuations,
quantum or thermal, which allow the system to overcome
the potential barrier between the false and true vacua. In the
gravity dual, such fluctuations are suppressed by the large
parameter L3/x%. For a holographic theory to make an
observable prediction in the case of gravitational waves
signals (for example), it is thus vital to set this parameter
(which is roughly dual to the degrees of freedom or N2 in a
gauge theory) to some finite value. With this in mind, we
briefly discussed the N dependence of our results. The main
takeaway is that, while indeed the transition rate always
diverges for L3/k2~N? large enough, there can, in
general, exist a range of N where the transition rate is
somewhat suppressed compared with the naive extrapola-
tion to N = 1.

As we elaborate on in more detail in the companion
Letter [17], the simple holographic model studied herein
leads, for most of the parameter range, to large transition
rates, implying difficult-to-observe gravitational wave sig-
nals. It would be interesting to explore more models in this
way and ideally isolate properties of the gravity dual
leading to observable signals.

In addition to cosmological applications, the framework
outlined here might also find uses in holographic models of
nuclear physics at nonzero charge density [36-38]. Here,
one would be concerned with, e.g., the possible first-order
transition between the nuclear and chirally restored quark
matter phases. If no other scalar condensation would occur
in this transition, the order parameter would simply be the
charge density, jumping from one nonzero value to another.
The corresponding source would then be the chemical
potential. However, since chiral symmetry will be restored,
a careful implementation of holographic renormalization is
crucial when identifying the source and the expectation
values of the dual operator and, therefore, also in the
computation of the effective action.

The chiral transition is particularly interesting in astro-
physical contexts. For example, to address the question if
the quark matter phase is realizable in stellar processes, one
needs to know the relevant timescales of the phase con-
version process. In addition to the pressure difference
between the phases, a key ingredient setting the timescale
is the surface tension [39], the computation of which we
have also discussed here. Indeed, the surface tension is
relevant for bubble nucleation of quark matter in super-
novae [40,41], neutron star mergers [42—44], and for a
possible quark-hadron mixed phase in the interior of
quiescent neutron stars [45,46].

Ideally, as with the equation of state, the surface tension
should be calculated from the underlying fundamental
theory, QCD. The density regimes, where two available
perturbative approaches, chiral effective theory and pertur-
bative QCD, are valid are far apart such that at a possible
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first-order transition at least one of them, very likely both,
cannot be trusted [47].

Previous estimates of the surface tension were either
performed in the framework of chiral models that lack the
nuclear matter ingredient or employed two different models
for nuclear and quark matter, which are glued together at
the phase transition, treating the surface tension as a free
parameter [48]. We desire a self-consistent framework where
both phases are available at once, (e.g., [37]) and so can
determine the surface tension by following standard com-
putations [27-29] extended to the context of deconfinement
phase transitions [49,50]. One of the major goal of our
program is to show how the quantum effective action is
obtained using gauge/gravity duality and then predicting the
surface tension and all other quasistationary parameters [17]
at the deconfinement phase transition. This goal is achieved
by extending our work to nonzero chemical potential.
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APPENDIX A: BOUNDARY ANALYSIS AND
HOLOGRAPHIC RENORMALIZATION

It is convenient to define the function

k(r) = rPe [k (r) = 2h(r) = 2rh(r)y' (r)], (A1)
since it can be shown using the equations of motion that it is
constant, k’'(r) = 0. Evaluating this function on the horizon
and on the AdS boundary gives the equality

128
rye VR (ry) = —4hy + 7¢_¢+, (A2)
where we have used the asymptotic solution (26). This can

be rewritten in terms of the temperature and entropy density
(27) as

2
K5 Ts

h P—
2 2

32
+—=¢_¢.. A3

—a (A3)

Turning now to the gravity action (19), we can use the
equations of motion to show that on shell it can be written
as a total derivative in the radial coordinate,

Sbu,k°“ﬂ‘f”K—12 / dxdr {—8,<\/5@>}

5

= —12/ d*x [x/@@] -

- (A4)

TH

Here we have integrated from the horizon ry to some cutoff
surface at a radius r,. As usual the on-shell action diverges
as the cutoff is taken to infinity, requiring renormalization
through the addition of counterterms defined on the cutoff
surface. In the present case, these are

K

+ c20p(r)? + c3p(r)?],

Ser = 12 / d4x\/77[co + C1¢(r)””6p¢(r)
5
(A5)

where y is the determinant of the induced metric y;; on the
cutoff surface, and the c¢;’s are constants to be fixed shortly.
Note that the cubic term only gives a finite contribution as
the cutoff is taken to infinity. Terms of even higher order
vanish at the boundary and are therefore not necessary to
include. We also include a Gibbons-Hawking term

1
Son = 5 / &x /7K, (A6)
5

where K is the trace of the extrinsic curvature K.

The complete gravity action including boundary terms is
then S¢ = Spu + Sou + Scr- Requiring that S is finite as
re — 00 imposes constraints on the counterterms,

Co = -3 and Cy = (26’1 - 1) (A7)

2
3
The finite result for the complete action on shell can then be
written in terms of the constants of the near-boundary

expansion as
on—shellﬂv h 28 4
3 <——2 + (ﬁ - §C1>¢—¢+ + C3¢3—>' (A8)

2
K3 2

Sc

Here we have also carried out the integration in the
Euclidean time direction, giving a factor of f=1/T,
and the three spatial directions, giving a formally infinite
volume factor which we denote by V. If we instead vary
our action—including the counterterms—with respect to
the scalar field ¢, we find the following:

1 4
5(/ISC :K—g/d4x{—§cl¢_5¢+
4
+ <§(1 - C1>¢+ + 3C3¢%>5¢_} (A9)

This variation should vanish on solutions, but there are
several possible ways to make that happen.
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1. Standard quantization

In the standard case, the leading falloff ¢_ is fixed. With
this choice, the dual CFT has a dimension-8/3 (single-
trace) operator . A geometry with boundary condition
¢_ = 0 is dual to an undeformed state of this CFT, and a
geometry obeying ¢p_ = A is dual to a state of the deformed
CFT SCFT d SCFT + AY.

Fixing ¢p_ means d6¢p_ = 0. To make the variation of the
action above vanish on solutions, we are forced to set
¢; = 0. The expectation value of the dual operator is then
given by

5;8¢c 4
K.'g 5/;5_0 = §¢+ + 3C‘3¢%.

(A10)

Note that the constant c3 of the finite counterterm is still
unfixed and that the expectation value depends on it. The
on-shell action becomes

on-she V h 28
i “% <——2+E¢_¢+ + c3¢i>. (Al1)

Sc
r 2

2. Alternate quantization

In the mass range (16), one can instead choose to fix the
subleading falloff ¢,—this is the choice we are mainly
interested in, since it also allows for multitrace deforma-
tions. With this choice, the dual CFT has a dimension-4/3
single-trace operator . A geometry with boundary con-
dition ¢, = 0 is dual to an undeformed state of this CFT,
and a geometry obeying ¢, = A is dual to a state of the
deformed CFT Scpr = Scpr + AW.

Fixing ¢, means ¢, = 0. To make the variation of the
action vanish on solutions, we are then forced to set ¢; = 1
and c3 = 0. Then the expectation value of the dual operator
is given by

6,S 4
_ 29%°C
= ——¢_. Al2
l// K5 5¢+ 3 ¢— ( )
The on-shell action becomes
on-shell /)7V3 I’l2 8
——-—==-= . Al

3. Double- and triple-trace deformation

We now consider deforming the alternate quantization
CFT by a double- and triple-trace deformation. This
requires the addition of a new, noncovariant counterterm
to the action. We thus define the full action to be
Sc = Sbuk + Scu + Scr + Sw, with

Sy =5 [ dxVGlw ) - W)l (A14)
5

and y given by (A12). As in the previous subsection, we set
¢y = 1. The on-shell action becomes

on-she: V h
S, _1;“&<__2

8 3
2 >~ ﬁfﬁ—fm + 3¢

+www—ww0, (AL3)

and its variation is

1 4
6¢SC = K—g/ d4x{—§¢_5¢+ + 3C3¢%5¢_

W) }

1 4 9
= K_§/ d4x{—§¢_5<¢+ —§C3¢% + Wl(‘l’)) }

(A16)

We can see that in this setup, the constant c3 simply shifts
the cubic term in W, so we will set c; = 0 and instead let

f g
W) =S +2u,

SLARE (A17)

giving

Oon-shel V h
5, _*:Hﬂ_3(__2

8 8 128
- ﬁ¢—¢+ + §f¢Z - W9¢3—>

Kg 2
(A18)
and
1 4 4 16
5(/)SC = K_g/ d4X{—§¢_5<¢+ —§f¢_ +?g¢%) }
(A19)

The variation now vanishes on solutions with the boundary
condition

4 16
by = §f¢— + 39453 =J, (A20)

with J a constant. This very general boundary condition
allows for a single-, double-, and triple-trace deformation of
the original CFT.

The field theory generating functional W[J] is equal to
the gravitational on-shell action. For uniform fields and
sources, we define w(J) =«2W[J]/(BV3); then we can
write
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hy(J)
2

8 40 256
~ 57U +ﬁf¢3(1) ~ 579 ().

243
(A21)

w(J) =—

Here we have used (A20), and we emphasize that in this
expression, /1, and ¢_ should be regarded as functions of J,
which we need to solve the full gravitational equations of
motion to determine.

To get an expression for the effective potential, we
substitute (A12), (A20), and (A21) into (29), giving

h
Vi) =)+ =20 T gy Ly i
(A22)

Note that all the nontrivial information is contained within
the coefficients h, and ¢_, which as we indicate should
now be regarded as functions of y = —‘3—‘ _; these must be
extracted from numerical solutions. Meanwhile, the multi-
trace deformations give simple polynomial contributions.
We can furthermore include also the possibility of a single-
trace deformation AW by shifting J/ — J — A in (A20)
before substituting it into (29), giving

hy(y)
2

7 f g
+o® Wy + Ay 2y 2y

V(y) = 7 3

(A23)

APPENDIX B: EXACT RESULT FOR
THE EFFECTIVE POTENTIAL AT
LARGE TEMPERATURES

As explained in Sec. II, the second derivative of the
effective action gives the inverse of the two-point function.
In the gravitational bulk, two-point functions can be
computed by a fluctuation analysis. For our particular
holographic model, we derived (54), which we reproduce
here,

+o (B1)

Here, the first term of order k° should equal the second
derivative of the effective potential.

In general we can only determine these terms numerically.
However, in the limit of small field values—or equivalently,
large temperatures—the background approaches pure AdS-
Schwarzschild, where it is possible to find an analytic
solution. In this background, the two gauge-invariant modes
in (44) decouple, and the equation for Z,, () with k = 0 takes
the form

(0)
3+ oy 32Z; (2)
- Z + N - 07
-2 ¢ (2) 92—z

23" (2) (B2)

where we have switched to the radial coordinate
z = ry/r. This can be solved in terms of hypergeometric
functions as

Z0(2) = ¢, 2%, F\[1/3,1/3,2/3, 2

+ 223, F[2/3,2/3,4/3,7Y].  (B3)
Regularity on the horizon z = 1 imposes
r2/3)3

o1 D(1/3)0(4/3)°

Expanding the result near the AdS boundary at z = 0, we
then find

+(0)
Z,

—0)
Zy

3/2,4/3
-0 TH (BS)
181(7/6)3

Plugging into (B1) and expressing the result in units of
temperature, where for AdS-Schwarzschild T = ry /7, this
provides the coefficient V, in the small-field (or high-T)
expansion of the effective potential (32). The result is

9ﬂl7/6
27 r(1/6)%

(B6)

which is what we quote in (34). This also agrees with the
analysis in [26].

APPENDIX C: GAUGE-INVARIANT
FLUCTUATION EQUATIONS

The gauge-invariant modes introduced in (44) satisfy the
two coupled linear second-order differential equations,

Zy(r)+AZy(r)+BZy(r)+ CZy(r) + DZy(r)=0 (Cl)

Zy(r)+EZy(r)+ FZy(r)+ GZy(r)+ HZy(r) =0, (C2)

with
1 rP(e)
A=1- 3n(r)’ (C3)
5 e r(3P(p) + 2rP()¢'(r)) (C4)

h(r)o(r) ’
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c_ _ArP0)P@) _6rd(NP(g) K
- 0

o(r) (r) r*h(r)
(1P () + 3P ($
B 3n(r) ’ (5)
_ PGP ($) +2rP(h)¢ (1)) (P(h) = h(r)¢/ (r)*)

6h(r)20(r) |

(C6)

E= rpéd’) (% - ﬁ) - % rgy(r)? + % (C7)
F=0. (C8)

Ge— k> + r*P(p)d'(r)>  12P(9) n 4
- 9r2h(r) o(r) r2
2P (r)* 4 ,
T—gqb(r)z, (C9)
e~ ()

H= W(G(r) — 18h(r))

x (12rh(r)P(p)¢'(r) + 0(r)P'(¢)).  (C10)
and where we defined
O(r) = h(r)(r*¢'(r)> +6) — r*P(¢). (C11)
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