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Abstract

Typically, an interactive system evolves towards thermal equilibrium, with hydrody-
namics representing a universal framework for its late-time dynamics. Classification
of the dynamical fixed points (DFPs) of a driven Quantum Field Theory (with time
dependent coupling constants, masses, external background fields, etc.) is unknown.
We use holographic framework to analyze such fixed points in one example of strongly
coupled gauge theory, driven by homogeneous and isotropic expansion of the back-
ground metric — equivalently, a late-time dynamics of the corresponding QFT in
Friedmann-Lemaitre-Robertson-Walker Universe. We identify DFPs that are pertur-
batively stable, and those that are perturbatively unstable, computing the spectrum
of the quasinormal modes in the corresponding holographic dual. We further demon-
strate that a stable DFP can be unstable non-perturbatively, and explain the role of
the entanglement entropy density as a litmus test for a non-perturbative stability. Fi-
nally, we demonstrated that a driven evolution might not have a fixed point at all: the

entanglement entropy density of a system can grow without bounds.
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1 Introduction and summary

Thermodynamic equilibrium is an internal state of a system without the net macro-
scopic flow of matter or energy. This equilibrium state is characterized by few time-
independent, constant over the material sample, properties: the energy density &,
the pressure F,,, the entropy density s.,, the temperature T', etc. Isolated interacting
quantum systems typicall reach thermodynamic equilibrium at late times of their
dynamical evolution [3,4]:

lim 7, (7, ) = diag (Eeq, Pegs -+ Peg) (1.1)

T—00

where T}, are the component of the stress-energy tensor of the system at time 7 and
the spatial location &. Moreover, the approach to thermal equilibrium, whenever the
space-time gradients of the local thermodynamic observables are small compare to the
energy scale set by the local temperature, is universally governed by the hydrodynamics
[5]. For example, in the absence of conserved charges, given a time-like unit vector

u* = u*(7, x), the Landau frame stress-energy tensor decomposes as
™ =& ufu” + P A" +TH | T = —no —C A" (V- u) , (1.2)

where g, is the background metric, A" = g"+utu”, 0" is some symmetric transverse
traceless tensor of the first derivatives of u*, and € = £(7, @) is the local energy density.
The shear 1 and the bulk ( viscosities are functions of the local energy density, and can
be computed from the equilibrium two-point correlation functions of the stress-energy
tensor. The local pressure P = P,,(€) is determined by the equilibrium equation of
state, and the local entropy density s = s(£) and the temperature T' = T'(€) follow

from the basic laws of the equilibrium thermodynamics:
E+P=sT, d€ =T ds. (1.3)

The second law of thermodynamics postulates that the divergence of the entropy cur-

rent S is non-negative under physical processes

V-8 >0. (1.4)

!Some of the counterexamples are the integrable systems, Fermi-Pasta-Ulam-Tsingou problem [1],

and gravitational collapse in AdS [2].



There is no first-principle definition of S* far from equilibrium; in the hydrodynamic

approximation, i.e., to the first-order in the gradients of the local fluid velocity u*, [6.7]
St =sut— % T u, + O(0u) . (1.5)

Conservation of the stress-energy tensor (L.2]) then implies
TV-S=C¢ (V-u?+ gaﬂyaﬂ” +O(%), (1.6)

which is manifestly non-negative, provided the viscosities are positive. At thermal
equilibrium the divergence of the entropy current (IL4]) vanishes.

We can now provide a formal definition of a dynamical fixed point (DFP):

A Dynamical Fized Point is an internal state of a quantum field theory with spatially

homogeneous and time-independent one-point correlation functions of its stress en-

ergy tensor 7", and (possibly additional) set of gauge-invariant local operators {O;},
and

strictly positive divergence of the entropy current at late-times:

lim <V . S) >0
T—00

Note that apart from the requirement of the strictly non-zero entropy production
rate at late times, characteristics of a DFP coincide with that of the thermodynamic
equilibrium. The late-time entropy production can arise when a QFT is driven ex-
ternally by varying in time the coupling constants of the relevant operators, masses,
background fields (e.g., the space-time metric). In this paper we study DFPs of a QFT
in a cosmological background, the de Sitter background spacetime in particular.

DFP classification necessitates the assignment of the entropy current S* to a sys-
tem, defined for its arbitrary far-from-equilibrium configurations. From the QFT per-
spective, this is an unsolved problem — the progress can be made though for theories
with a dual holographic gravitational descriptions [8/9]. In variety of holographic mod-
els [I0HI2] it was rigorously proven that the comoving gravitational entropy density of
the apparent horizon, associated with some natural observer (the spatial slicing), can

not decrease with time,

dSAH )
76";7‘_’”’"9 >0. (1.7)



AH

It is natural to identify this gravitational entropy density s.i;oving

as the comoving

entropy density of a boundary QFT, Scomoving:
Scomom‘ng = Sfoljnovmg . (18)

If a(7) is a scale factor of the QFT background d-dimensional Friedmann-Lemaitre-
Robertson-Walker (FLRW) Universe

dsi = —dr* + a(1)? dz?, (1.9)
the comoving Scomeving and the physical s entropy densities are related as
Scomoving(T) = a(T)*™" s(7). (1.10)

Thus, is we define the entropy current as

SMZS(T) uﬂ’ ut = (LO? 70)7 (111)
we find that
1 d de1 1 d
S = - = e —— : > 1.12
V S a(T)d_l dT (a(T) 8(7—)) a(T)d_l dTScomomng(T) = 0, ( )

due to (). In [I3], the late-time, 7 — oo, limit of the physical entropy s(7), provided
this limit exists, was called the vacuum entanglement entropy (VEE) density

lim $(7) = Sent - (1.13)

T—00

H

Specializing to de Sitter Universe, i.e., a(7) = e”", we determine the late time entropy

production rate as

lim (vs) =(d—=1) H Sens - (1.14)

T—00
Due to (L7), the VEE is nonnegative; if it is strictly positive, as in [11,[12/[14], it
characterizes a DFP.

Note that an interacting conformal field theory driven by (L) can not have a
DFP. Indeed, a CFT,; dynamics in (L9) by a conformal transformation is equivalent
to a dynamics in Minkowski space-time. Furthermore, the entropy production rate
associated with the dynamics of the apparent horizon is invariant under the conformal
transformations [I1]. Since a closed interacting theory in Minkowski space-time is
expected to equilibrate,

lim V-8=0. (1.15)

T—00

As we explicitly demonstrate in the paper:

bt



A holographic non-conformal QFT can have several DFPs, depending on the

ratio of its mass-scale A and the Hubble constant H.

As in [12], distinct DFPs are characterized by a pattern of the spontaneous global
symmetry breaking — importantly, they have different vacuum entanglement

entropy densities.

e We present examples of DFPs that are perturbatively stable, and those that
are unstable to fluctuations of energy density and/or the global symmetry order

parametern.

Following (IL.T4]), when several DFPs are present given %, the one with the larger
Sent Would lead at late times to a larger comoving entropy production rate. In our
model, DFPs with the larger VEE density have spontaneous symmetry break-
in&. The symmetry preserving DFP is perturbatively stable to fluctuations of the
symmetry breaking order parameter — thus, to reach ”"more entropic” symmetry
broken DFP, one needs a large enough amplitude of the symmetry breaking fluc-
tuations. In other words, a perturbatively stable DFP can be non-perturbatively

unstable.

e We demonstrate that a DFP of a non-conformal QFT in de Sitter need not exist,
at least within controllable holographic framework: we identify % parameter
range where initially arbitrarily small amplitude symmetry breaking fluctuations
evolve the (initially smooth) dual gravitational geometry to a naked singularity.
The physical entropy density s growth without bounds, implying that the limit
(LI3) does not exist.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In the next section we introduce our
holographic model — it was been extensively studied in holography in the past [T4HIS].
While the model is a 'toy > model of the holographic correspondence, it has top-down
holographic cousins, i.e., [11L[12], that share some similarities with respect to DFPs.
The advantage of the model is that it allows for a relatively simple numerical simu-

lation, enabling the study of DFPs as late-time attractors of its dynamical evolution.

2This might have implications to cosmological model building: instabilities in late-time de Sitter
cosmology of a strongly coupled gauge theory can lead to observable imprints in the cosmic microwave

background.
3That a global symmetry broken DFP always has a larger s, is not true in general, see [12] for

a counterexample.



Numerical codes used present an adaptation of the codes deployed in [I7] and [14]. To
keep the discussion self-contained, we review the adapted codes in appendix [El Results
are presented in section [ with minimum of technical details: the holographic dictio-
nary of the model is covered in appendix [Al appendices Bl and [C] discuss symmetric
and symmetry-broken DFPs of the model, including the details necessary to compute
the spectra of linearized fluctuations; appendix [Dl contains the proof of (7)) for our
mode]@, as well as the explicit expression for VEE densities of the model DFPs. Finally,
conclusions and future directions are covered in section [l

The work reported here is heavily numerical. Convergence tests of the numeri-
cal simulations are discussed in appendix [E.5l Numerical construction of DFPs and
the computations of the spectra of the linearized fluctuations are done using Wolfram
Mathematica, while the evolution codes are implemented in FORTRAN. The fact that
perturbatively stable DFPs are attractors of the late-time dynamics, including the ap-
proach rate to a DFP (as set by the lowest quasinormal mode (QNM) frequency of the
linearized fluctuations), is a highly nontrivial cross check between the two numerical
platforms. Likewise, there is an excellent agreement between the growth rate of unsta-
ble (small amplitude) fluctuations in a simulation, with the corresponding frequency
of the unstable QNM of the DFP. Another nontrivial consistency check on numerics
is the high accuracy agreement between the two different expressions for the vacuum

entanglement entropy densities of various DFPs, see appendix [D.2l

2 Holographic model

We restrict our attention to a simple holographic toy model of a d = 2 + 1-dimensional

massive QF'T5 with the effective dual gravitational action?:

1
Sis=Scrr + S, +S; = 52 / dI4\/ —y [£CFT + L, + ﬁ,] , (2.1)
My

1 1
Lcrr = R+6, L, = —§(V¢)2+¢2, L;= —§(VX)2—2X2—9¢2 5 (2.2)
where we split the action into (a holographic dual to) a C' FT3 part Scpr; its deforma-

tion by a relevant operator Oy,

LPm} = =2 = Ny(Ay — d) (2.3)

41t would be nice to prove the relevant apparent horizon theorem in full generality, rather than on

case-by-case basis as done here, and in earlier work [T0HI2L[I4].
5We set the radius L of an asymptotic AdS,; geometry to unity.
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and a sector S; involving an irrelevant operator O,,
L*m? =+4=A(A, —d), (2.4)

along with its mixing with O, under the renormalization-group flow, represented by a
bulk interaction —g@?x?. We take bulk quantization so that the scaling dimension of
Oy is Ay = 2; the scaling dimension of O, is A, =4 . In order to have asymptotically
AdS, solutions, we assume that only the normalizable mode of O, is nonzero near the
boundary. The four dimensional gravitational constant s is related to the ultraviolet

(UV) conformal fixed point C'F'Ty central charge ¢ as
192

C =

- (2.5)
The gravitational action (2] has Zg’ x Zx discrete symmetry that acts as a parity
transformation on the scalar fields ¢ and x correspondingly. The discrete symmetry

¢ <> —¢ is explicitly broken by the relevant deformation of the CF'T,
Herr — Herr + A O¢ , (2.6)

with A being the deformation mass scale, while the xy < —yx symmetry is broken
spontaneously whenever O, # 0. We are interested in the holographic dynamics of
the boundary theory (2.1J), driven by the homogeneous and isotropic expansion of its
background metric

dsipg, = —dr* + "7 (da} + da3) | (2.7)

with a constant Hubble parameter H.
A generic state of the boundary field theory with a gravitational dual (2.]), homo-
geneous and isotropic in the spatial boundary coordinates @ = {x1, 22}, leads to a bulk

gravitational metric ansat
ds? = 2dr (dr — Adr) + ¥? dx?, (2.8)

with the warp factors A, ¥ as well as the bulk scalar ¢ and x depending only on {¢,r}.
We collect equations of motion obtained from (2I), within the bulk ansatz (2.§)), in
appendix [Al Appendix [A] explains how one extracts the QFT3 observables: the energy
density £(t), the pressure P(t), and the expectation values of the operators O,(t) and
O, (t) from the holographic bulk dynamics of the given initial state.

6We use the characteristic formulation of the holographic dynamics [19].
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Another important observable is the non-equilibrium entropy density s(7). This
physical entropy density should not to be confused with the comoving entropy density,

corresponding to the boundary QFT background space-time expansion (2.7):
Scomoving(T) = 62HT 3(7-) . (29)

A holographic characteristic formulation of the boundary dynamics (2.8) implies a
preferred spatial slicing (a preferred observer) — we associate the comoving non-
equilibrium entropy density with the comoving Bekenstein-Hawking entropy density
of the corresponding apparent horizon, see appendix [Dl As defined, the comoving en-
tropy density has the following properties:

= It can only grow with time (see [L0-12] and section [D.1l),

dScomoving
— = >0. 2.10
dr - ( )

» [t coincides with the thermal entropy density at equilibrium.

» In the adiabatic approximation, i.e., H < A, and for initial configurations close to
thermal equilibrium, the comoving entropy density production rate [5,20] is governed
by the hydrodynamics [21]:

qa
dr

¢

——= = (2H)? —~— 2.11
E+P ( >5+P’ (2.11)

In Scomoving ~ (V : u)2

where ( is the bulk viscosity of the boundary QFT, and we identified the homogeneous

and isotropic expansion of the background space-time (27]) with the locally static

hydrodynamic expansion u’ = (1,0, 0) with a nonzero expansion rate © = V,u' = 2H.
H

An initial state of a QFT, for a specified driving rate 7, will evolve according to

the gravitational dynamics as explained in appendix [Al The late-time HT — oo state
is a DFP provided the limit (T.I3]) exists.

3 Results

We choose
g=—100. (3.1)

All the results reported depend on the choice of this parameter in the effective action

(Z2).



Figure 1: The energy density & (the left panel) and the pressure P (the right panel)
of the ZJ-symmetric DFP (solid curves). The black/red dashed curves present the

(successive) perturbative in the limit % — 0 approximations to the observables.

3.1 Z}-symmetric DFP — DFP;

The effective action (Z.)) can be consistently truncated to a ZX-symmetric sector, i.e.,
setting
x(r,r)=0. (3.2)

This truncation has been studied extensively in [14]. In appendix [B.Il we present the
technical details, pertinent to the construction of the DFP, . This DFP exists for
A

= >0. (3.3)

The Zg’ symmetry is explicitly broken by A # 0, the results presented are invariant
under A <+ —A; we assume A > 0.

In figs. Il and 2] we present the results for the energy density &, the pressure P, the
expectation value of the operator Oy, and the VEE density of the DFP; , as one varies %
(the solid curves). In the limit % — 0 all the observables can be computed analytically
— see (B.I6) and (D.13). The red/black dashed curves represent the highest /next-to-
highest (computed) perturbative approximations to the given observable.

As explored in [14], DFP; is perturbatively stable under the strict truncation (B.2I).
In appendix [B.2l we study the spectrum of Z} symmetry breaking fluctuations about the
DFP, . The results are collected in fig.[3l In the limit % — 0 the spectrum of the QNMs

can be computed analytically — see (B.22)) for the &4 mode (the solid curve in the right

panel; the dashed curves represent the successive perturbative approximations). While

10
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Figure 2: The expectation value O, (the left panel) and the vacuum entanglement

entropy density Se,: (the right panel) of the ZX-symmetric DFP (solid curves). The

black/red dashed curves present the (successive) perturbative in the limit & — 0

approximations to the observables.

these linearized fluctuations are stable for small enough %, they all eventually become

unstable (solid curves, the left panel):

A .

o] >0 = 2> el = 055867(6)
A .

Im{[ws] >0 = 7> pie = 0.77919(5) ; (3.4)
A .

The red dots indicate the onset of the instability

Im [y, =0. (3.5)

A __ crit
ﬁ_pl,n

3.2 DFP with spontaneously broken ZJ symmetry — DFP,

The onset of the ZJ spontaneous symmetry breaking instability associated with the
QNM @,, about DFPy | see (B.3]), represent a coexistence point of DFP, and a new,
symmetry broken, dynamical fixed point DFP;". In appendix we collect the tech-
nical details, pertinent to the construction of the DFP;'. We present the results onl
for DFP}, henceforth denoted simply as DFP, .

"It is straightforward to construct higher-n dynamical fixed points — we leave the detailed analysis

for the future.
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Figure 3: Spectra @, = @©,(A/H) of ZY symmetry breaking fluctuations about the
DFP, . The red dots indicate the onset of the instability, see ([B.5). In the limit
% — 0, the @, spectra can be computed analytically. The right panel shows @, (the

solid curve), and the dashed curves are the successive perturbative approximations, see

B.22).
We constructed DFP,, for a fairy narrow range
A .
T € (~ 0.4886, pi";" = 0.55867(6)] . (3.6)

The upper bound is set by the onset of the instability due to wy, see (3.4]); and the
lower bound is due to the limitations of the numerical codes we used. We determined
that as H increases, the Kretschmann scalar evaluated at the apparent horizon grows
— it increases over the range (B.6]) by a factor of ~ 66, making the dual supergravity
approximation less reliable. There must exist an obstruction for a DFP, as % — 0:
in this limit the model is conformal. Note that the symmetry broken DFP exists
for H > ﬁ A — this is similar to the DFP of the cascading gauge theory with
spontaneously broken chiral symmetry, which also exists for H > H,,;, o< A [12].

In fig. @l we compare the energy density and the pressure of the DFP; (the blue
curves) and the DFP, (the red curves). While the stress-energy tensor of the model
is renormalization scheme dependent, see (A.IT]) and (A.12)), the comparison is mean-
ingful in a fixed scheme: notice that the DFP, has the lower energy density, and the
higher pressure.

In the left panel of fig. Bl we present the expectation value of the order parameter

O, for the spontancous breaking of Z symmetry in the DFP, . In the right panel

12
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Figure 4: The energy density £ (the left panel) and the pressure P (the right panel) of
Z5-symmetric DFP (the blue curves) and the symmetry broken DFP (the red curves).

DFP, exists only above certain critical value of the Hubble constant, see (B.6]).

we compare the VEE densities s, of the DFP; (the blue curve) and the DFP; (the
red curve). Note that whenever both exist, the VEE density of the DFP}, is the large
one — suggesting that it, rather than the DFP, , is the attractor of the late-time
dynamics. However, whenever the DFP; exists, see ([B.0), the symmetry preserving
dynamical fixed point ( DFPy ) is perturbatively stable, see fig. Bl This immediately
implies that the DFP, must be non-perturbatively unstable, if % is in the range (3.0).
Our numerical simulations confirm that this is indeed the case.

An interesting twist to the story is the fact that the DFP, is always perturbatively
unstable. The technical details are collected in appendix In fig. [6] we present the
spectrum of the unstable QNM in the DFP; as a function of the order parameter O,
(the left panel), and of £ (the right panel).

3.3 Dynamics of the holographic model with linearized 73 sector

Technical details used to develop the simulation code are collected in appendix [El The
simulations are done with time 7 measured in units of the Hubble time, see (A.4]). As a
warm-up, we present here the simulation results of our holographic model in the limit
when the backreaction of the symmetry breaking sector y, the £; Lagrangian of the
effective action (2.1)), is neglected. The remaining Lcpr 4+ L, sector is simulated fully

nonlineaIH, and the y-sector is evolved as a 'probe’.

8This was done originally in [14].
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Figure 5: The left panel: the expectation value of the Z) symmetry breaking order
parameter O,. The right panel: the vacuum entanglement entropies of the DFP; (the
blue curve) and the DFP, (the red curve).

We use initial conditions as described in appendix [E.3] with

A, =01,  A,=1, u| =-01. (3.7)

=0
Since y-dynamics is linear and in the probe approximation, the amplitude of the initial
profile A, is an irrelevant overall scale parameter. The initial value of () determines
the energy density of the initial holographic state, see (A.11l). We compare simulation

runs for two values of the parameter p;:

A
p=— = {ps- =055, p7 =057 }. (3.8)
Note that pi < p{’¢*, while p7” > pf’j" — thus we expect that simulations with p; = 0.55
would relax to the corresponding DFP, with

O, x e @it OF = —i 0.086582(6), (3.9)

while those with p; = 0.57 would highlight the corresponding DFP, perturbative in-
stability
O, o e @it OF = 4i0.113428, (3.10)

for t > 1. The values Wy and w; are extracted from the data files used to generate
fig. B

Figs. show that the DFP; is indeed the attractor of the late-time dynamics at
7H > 1 in the ZJ-symmetric sector, for both of the select values of p; in ([B.8). There

14



Figure 6: The DFP,, is perturbatively unstable. The left panel: @ of the unstable QNM

as a function of the symmetry breaking order parameter in the DFP;, . The right panel:

w as a function of % of DFP, .

are no instabilities in this sector, as established in [14]. The solid curves represent the
time-series of the corresponding observables (extracted from the FORTRAN simula-
tion code), and the dashed red lines indicate the attractor values of these observables
(extracted from the Wolfram Mathematica codes for DFPs).

Fig. [0 presents the evolution of the Z} symmetry breaking order parameter O, for
both of the select values of p; in ([B.8), in the probe approximation (the solid curves).
The late-time dynamics of the order parameter agrees with the QNM analysis (3.9)
and (B.10), represented by the dashed red lines.

3.4 DFP, or DFP, ?

In this section we present results of the simulations with initial conditions as described

in appendix [E.3] with
A =01, ul =-o01, (3.11)

t=0

and a set of amplitudes Afj) of the Z symmetry breaking initial conditions:

AW = { 0.1,05,0.564, 0.6, 0.9 }. (3.12)
=1 =3 =5

We perform simulations at

A .
= p; =0.5566 < p{y'. (3.13)

15
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Figure 7: Parameter £i(t), determining the energy density &£, see (A1), for & = p;
(the left panel) and for & = py (the right panel), see ([3.8). The dashed red lines

indicate the corresponding DFP; attractor values.

Note that at select value of pj both the DFP; and the DFP} exist:
» the DFP; is perturbatively stable;
m the DFP, is perturbatively unstable;

® however,
Sent(DFPy) > scni(DEPy) . (3.14)

Given above, we expect that there is a critical amplitude Ag”t, such that initial con-
figurations with A, < AZ™ evolve to the DFP, , while configurations with A, > A
would evolve to a naked singularity. A, > AZ"“ initial conditions can not evolve to the
DFP, , as it is unstable, neither can they evolve to the DFP, since a more entropic

configuration is available. This is indeed what we find, with
ATt~ AP (3.15)

In fig. [Tl we present the evolution of O, (the left panel) and O, (the right panel)
for select values of A,, see (B.12)). For small amplitudes, AE}’ and A[(f), the late-time
attractor remains the DFP — note in particular that for Aél) (the green curves), rather
quickly, the expectation value of O, decays to zero, restoring Z5 symmetry, while the
expectation value of O, approaches the corresponding attractor value of the DFP; (the
dashed red line). Initial configurations Ag4) and Ag5) result in uncontrollable growth
of the expectation values, more pronounced for Aé‘r’) (the blue curves). The fine-tuned
initial condition with A evolves (close) to the DFP, (the magenta curves).

In fig. 2 we extract the growth rate of O, (the left panel), and present the evo-
lution of the Kretschmann scalar K (E.32)), evaluated at the apparent horizon. Initial

16
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Figure 8: Oy4 expectation values for simulations with % = p; (the left panel) and for

L = p7 (the right panel), see (38). The dashed red lines indicate the corresponding

DFP, attractor values.

condition Agl) quickly approaches the decay rate set by the corresponding DFP; (the
red dashed line). Since the fine-tuned initial condition Aﬁf’) evolves to the DFP;, , the
late-time growth rate of O, is close to zero (the magenta curve). The Kretschmann
scalar Cqpy grows (apparently unboundedly) at late times for initial conditions with
Ay > A" — the growth is the faster, the larger is the initial amplitude of the Zj

symmetry breaking.

3.5 DFP does not always exist

Dynamics described in the previous section is an example when a DFP is absent for
certain initial states (those with A, > AZ™), but is an attractor for some other ini-
tial configurations (those with A, < AZ*). In this section we present results of the

simulations with initial conditions as described in appendix [E.3] with

A, =01, A,=001, pu =-01. (3.16)

t=0
We perform simulations at

A .
T =h= 0.57 > pfy. (3.17)

Note that at select value of p; only the DFP; exists, however, it is perturbatively
unstable to Zj symmetry breaking fluctuations. Thus we expect that, no matter how
small A, is, the configuration would evolve to a naked singularity, ¢.e., this is an

example when a DFP does not exist, no matter the initial state.
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Figure 9: Dynamical entropy density for simulations with % = p; (the left panel) and
for £ = p; (the right panel), see ([3:8). The dashed red lines indicate the corresponding

DFP; attractor values of the vacuum entanglement entropy density Se,;.

In fig. I3 we present the evolution of O, (the left panel) and Oy (the right panel).
Note that the benefit of the small amplitude A, in (3.106]) is that the Z3-symmetric
sector of the model approaches the DFP, (within several Hubble times ¢ ~ 1), while
the ZX-symmetry breaking sector effectively evolves as a probe till ¢ ~ 35. For yet
larger values of ¢, the nonlinear effects drive the evolution of the geometry to a naked
singularity. The red dashed line in the left panel presents the prediction for the growth
of O, on top of DFP; specified by ([B.I7), driven by the QNM with w4(p1). The red
dashed line in the right panel presents the expectation value of O, in DFP, specified
by B.17).

In fig. 14l we confirm that the instability of the DFP, , and the absence of any other
DFP at % = p1, results in unbounded growth of the entropy density s (the left panel)

and the Kretschmann scalar evaluated at the apparent horizon K45 at late times.

3.6 Dynamics of DFP,

In this section we present results of the simulation when the initial condition is, to a
very good approximation, the DFP;, — see appendix [E.4] for the technical details. We
choose the DFP, at (813]). Since the DFP, is perturbatively unstable, the numerical
noise introduced transcribing the input from Wolfram Mathematica to the simulation
code triggers the instability. The growth rate of the initial noise is controlled by the
unstable QNM of the DFP;, with Im[w(p})]. This is indeed what we find: in figs.
and [16] we present the evolution of Oy and O, (the solid curves). The dashed red lines

18

4mcH?



r T 045 1
-0.04 | 1

-0.06 [

L 0.10
-0.08 - b

-0.10 [

,InO,]
3t [ln OX]

[ 0.05
-0.12

-0.14 [

0.00 [

Figure 10: Dynamics of the Z symmetry breaking order parameter for simulations with
2 = py (the left panel) and for & = py (the right panel), see ([38). The dashed red

lines indicate the expected late-time asymptotes, as predicted from the QNM analysis,

see (3.9) and (B10).

indicate predictions of the corresponding values from the DFP, at (B.13)).

4 Conclusions

In this paper we proposed a formal concept of a dynamical fixed point (DFP) of a
macroscopic system: the main distinction from the thermal equilibrium is the condition
that the entropy current divergence of the system at late times is strictly positive. The
clear shortcoming (with respect to practical applications) is the necessity of the precise
definition of the entropy current of a system far-from-equilibrium. In strongly coupled
systems, which have a dual holographic description, the candidate entropy current can
be constructed from the gravitational entropy density of the apparent horizon.
There are multiple avenues for future studies:

» regarding the ’big questions’,

e We studied DFPs of a holographic system driven by the background space-time
expansion. Can one define interesting protocols for time-dependence of coupling

constants, masses, external magnetic fields of a holographic model, which result
in DFPs?

e What are the interesting plasma hydrodynamic flows that do not have thermal

equilibrium as a late-time attractor?
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Figure 11: Evolution of expectation values of O, (the left panel) and O, (the right
panel) for simulations at £ = p; (BI3), when both the DFP, and the DFP; exist.
Initial conditions for the amplitude of the Z§ symmetry breaking order parameter A,
see (E23), with A < At & A see [3IZ), evolve to the DFP, ; while those
with Afj) > Ag”t eventually evolve to a naked singularity. The fine-tuned A[(;’) initial

condition approaches the perturbatively unstable DFP, at late times.

e How universal are DFPs, and is there a universal replacement for hydrodynamics,

as a theory describing the approach to a DFP?

e Can DFPs be studied for theories at weak coupling? Are there phenomenological

applications to cosmology?

e Related to above, can examples of DFPs be constructed within kinetic theory?

m regarding the holographic toy model discussed here, and its generalizations,

e What are the properties of the DFP,, , triggered by the instabilities of the QNMs
with @,, for n > 47

e What is the landscape of DFPs of the model defined on compact spatial mani-
folds?

e What is the role of supersymmetry and the unboundedness of the scalar potentials

in the dual gravitation effective actionsH on DFPs?

9The work [22] could be a useful resource.
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Figure 12: The growth rate of the expectation value of O, (the left panel), and the
Kretschmann scalar K (E.32)), evaluated at the apparent horizon (the right panel)
for simulations at & = p; (BI3), when both the DFP; and the DFP, exist. The
small amplitude initial condition Aél) (the green curve) approaches the DFP, with the
appropriate decay rate, determined by the DFP, QNM with Im[w,(p})] (the dashed
red line). The fine-tuned initial condition AR (the magenta curve) approaches at late
times the DFP, — it has (close to) vanishing growth rate. Initial configurations with
A, > Ag”t result in uncontrollable growth of the Kretschmann scalar at the apparent

horizon (the black and the blue curves) at late times.

e Analysis of the cascading gauge theory in de Sitter space-time [12] is the analysis
of its DFPs. Whether these DFPs are stable or not, and when are they the

attractors of the late-time evolution remains to be analyzed.
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Figure 13: Evolution of expectation values of O, (the left panel) and O, (the right
panel) for a simulation at & = p; (BI7), when only the DFP; exists. Given that the
initial amplitude in the Z symmetry broken sector is small, see ([3.I0]), its evolution
is probe-like on the DFP; characterized by ([B.I7). At late times the nonlinearities in

the gravitational scalar sector grow without bounds.

A Holographic EOMs, the boundary asymptotics and the renor-

malization

Einstein equations from (2.1]) define the following evolution equations of motion:

1
0=(d X)) +dyY (In%) — 22 — ZE (¢2 — 2 — g¢2x2) ,
A%
0=(ds0) +did nB) + == ¢'+6(1-9x") ,
45 (A.1)
0= (dx) +dix (In%) + —= X' = x (2+9¢°) ,
d.% 1 1
0=A" =2 ¥+ odig ¢’ + 5dix X
together with the Hamiltonian constraint equation:
1
0=%"+-2((¢)+)) (A.2)
and the momentum constraint equation:
)
0=d>% —2A(d; %) — d% (4x?%)’
2 (A.3)

+ iz ((dy9)? + (dx)? + 24 (6 + ¢ — 2% — g¢*x?))
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Figure 14: The evolution of the entropy density s (the left panel), and the Kretschmann
scalar K (E.32)), evaluated at the apparent horizon (the right panel) for a simulation
at £ = p; (B17), when only the DFP; exists. Since the DFP, is unstable at (317,

both quantities grow without bounds at late times.

where ' = 0, and dy = 0. + A 0,. The constraint equations are preserved by the
evolution equations provided they are satisfied at a given time-like surface — which in
our case is the AdS boundary.

It is convenient to compactify the gravitational dual spatial domain, introducing a

new dimensionless radial coordinate x, and measuring time in Hubble units ¢:
r=—, t=Hr. (A.4)
Further introducing

Y(t,z) = H exp(t) o(t,x), A(t,r) = H* a(t,x), (A.5)

the H dependence drops out of (A.l) and (A.3):

/ / ), S0 g (.2 2 2.2
0=(deo) +deo (o) +20"+ o5+ =5 (67 = 2" = g™) .

, , d.o , 0

/ d.o N (A.6)
0= (dx)' +dix (no) + (7 + 1) X'+ 5 (24 997)
, 2, 20 (dio ! X'
= z = (=22 4q) - _

0 a + T a + 20 ( i + ) 972 d+¢ 072 d+X s
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see (BI3). The instability of the DFP, causes the noise introduced by the initial
conditions to grow at the rate predicted by the unstable quasinormal mode of the
DFP,, as Im [w(p})] (the dashed red line in the right panel).

and
_n g / 1 N2 AW
0=0"+—0'+20((¢)+K))
z? / 2
0=d%o+22% (dyo) +dyo (—2 (ac®) + 2) — (ac") (A7)
o o

+EU«@¢F+@MU2+ZN6+¢”—%?—mff)+®,

where now ' = 0, and dy = 0. — a 22 0,.

The general asymptotic boundary (x — 0) solution of the equations of motion,

given by
1 1, 9
a:;—ir)\(t)—gpl x4 O (2%)
1A -1 1, 1, :
=53 . M + 2>\(t) A —A(t)
1 1 1 A.8
- (,u(t) - Zp1p2(t) — pr)\(t) + épf) x40 (27) (A-8)
¢ =p1 x+pa(t) 2* + O (2%) ,
X =a(t) 2 + 0 (%)
with * = 0, is characterized by a single constant p;, and four dynamical variables

{p2(t)a Q4(t)> A(t)> :u(t)}'
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Figure 16: Evolution of O, with the initial configuration set as the DFP; at % = pi,
see ([BI3). The instability of the DFP, causes the noise introduced by the initial
conditions to grow at the rate predicted by the unstable quasinormal mode of the
DFP, as Im|[w(p})] (the dashed red line in the right panel).

Notice that the first equation in ([A.7) can be integrated to yield

L L as Lot (@ ey (a9)
212

o'(t,x) = —

where we used the asymptotes (A.8)), implying that, o(¢, x) is necessarily positive,
o (t,z) <0, (A.10)

for all values of . This fact will be important for the dynamical entropy growth
theorem, see appendix [Dl

The observables of interest, i.e., the energy density £(t), the pressure P(t), and the
expectation values of the operators O,(t) and O,(t) (dual to the bulk scalars ¢ and
X correspondingly) can be computed following the holographic renormalization of the
model [14]:

212 1
=5 EO =—4u(t)+ 3 p+ (01 o+ 202 1) | (A1)
2K2 1, 1 5 A 1o
s P(t) == 2p(t) — 3Pt 5]31(292(75) + A(t)p1) + (=61 p7 — 202 p1) | (A.12)
2 2
% Oy(t) = = pa(t) — A(t)p1 + p1 + (361 pi +662) (A.13)
2 2
T Out) =ai(t), (A14)
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where the terms in brackets, depending on arbitrary constants {di,ds}, encode the
renormalization scheme ambiguities. Independent of the renormalization scheme, these

expectation values satisfy the expected conformal Ward identity

—&E4+2P=—pH Oy. (A.15)
Furthermore, the conservation of the stress-energy tensor
%+2(€+P):O, (A.16)
is a consequence of the momentum constraint (A.3):
0:u+3u—%(p2+xp1). (A.17)

From now on we choose a scheme with §; = 0.

The remaining parameters {p;, A\(t)} have the following interpretation:

e p; is identified with the deformation mass scale A (2.0),

A
e \(t) is the residual radial coordinate diffecomorphism parameter [19],
r 1 1
—=— = —+ A\t A.19
L=t ., (A19)

which can be adjusted to keep the apparent horizon at a fixed location, which in

our case will be r = ra g = H, equivalently, x g = 1:

<aT + A(r,r) O, )Z(t,r) = H* (d+a(t, x) + oft, :1:)) =0. (A.20)
TAH TAH
To initialize evolution at t = 0, we provide the bulk scalar profiles,
Pt =0,2) =piz+ O (27) , x(t=02)=0 ("), (A.21)

along with the values of {py, u(t = 0)}, specifying the dual QFT; mass scale A (A.IS)
and the initial state energy density £(t = 0) (A.1I). The Hamiltonian constraint
equation in (A.7) is then used to determine an initial profile o(t = 0,z). Eqs. (A.6)
are then employed to evolve such data (A.21]) in time. The second constraint in ([A.7]),
representing the conservation of the boundary stress-energy tensor, is enforced requiring
that a dynamical variable p(t) in the asymptotic expansion of a, see (A.§)), evolves
following (A.17).

Details of the numerical implementation, specific choices of the initial conditions

(A.21]) used, and code convergence tests can be found in appendix [El
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B Zs-symmetric DFP and its fluctuations

B.1 Z-symmetric DFP

Z3-symmetric dynamical fixed point is the ¢ — oo (late-time) solution of ([AL6)-([A7)
with x(¢,z) = 0. Introducing

i (o.0,0)(t.0) = {70, G5y}, (B.1)
we find from (A.G)-(A.7)

1
0=F"+2F (), (B.2)
g 2F e Fp e L 24P(F) 20F - F)p -
0=p" =W+ W+ ¢ = - +24(z — 1)F
12F , 12p _ )
+ )p fI2K(.FSL’ F)?,
(B.3)
where
K =—Fp’ —12F2" +6F(2z ~ 1), (B4)
along with the algebraic equation for G:
2FK
g (B.5)

T P2 — 12(Fx—F)?
The late-time apparent horizon is located at x4z, such that, see (A20),

_ Gdo
0= 2d:c+a . (B.6)

TAH

Since o' < 0 (A.10), it is clear from (B.6)) that G(z4x) < 0. However, as G(x — 0) = 1,
see ([A.g)), this implies that G vanishes at certain x5 € (0,24x). Vanishing of G arises
from vanishing of K (B.4)), K (z5) = 0, making the bulk scalar equation (B.3)) ’singular’
at this point — note the factor K in the denominator of some terms. This ’singularity’
is spurious, and solutions {F,p, G} are in fact smooth for x € [0,z45]. To solve for a
dynamical fixed point (B.2)-(B.5), it is convenient to use the residual diffeomorphism
parameter A so that z, rather than x4y, is kept fixed (as one varies p;):

s =3 (B.7)
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Thus, we seek solutions of (B.2)-(B.A) subject to the following boundary conditions:

m in the UVY s.e., as o — 04,

1 1 1
F=14+Xx— gpf z? + (—ﬂAp% - 6291292) z® + O(I4)>

1
p=piT+p2®+ (—pi{’ — 2Ap2 + 2py + 2Ap; — )\2]?1) z? + 0(954) )

' 1 1 1 1 (B-8)
G=1+(-2+2))z+ (‘zpf + A7 - 2A) o’ + (—gAp% +5pi - §p1p2) 2
+ (—2—142911 - %pg - %Apf + ékzpf) at +0(2%)
» in the IR, i.e., , asyzé—at—>0+,
F=fi+ %fé((pé)2 +2) y+0(y?),
p=p— gpé y+0(y?), (B.9)
G =2+ (34 300°) 47+ O07),

For a fixed p;, alternatively the mass scale A ([A.IS]), the DFP gravitational dual is
characterized by {pe, A, f§, p§} — precisely the number of parameters needed to solve
the pair of the second order ODEs (B.2) and (B.3]). Notice that x is not an independent
parameter — from (A.I7) at the DFP i = 0 leading to

_Dn
12

The solutions for z € [0,1) are then extended for € (5, zan], solving (B2) and

(B3), with initial conditions (see (E3))
F= i+ 30+ (5-0) +O<(§—x)2) ,
p=si— i (3-7)+0 ((g)) , (B.11)
sl o) 1 o((-)

while monitoring the AH locator (B.6).

1% (p2 + Ap1) - (B.10)

0 Compare with (A.g).
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For a finite py, the data sets {po, A, f¢, pi} are found numerically, using the shooting
method developed in [23]. As originally presented in [14], equations (B.2)) and (B.3)

can be solved perturbatively in p;:

r(dr —1) ,  z(4r —1)(2322 —5x —5) T 5
F=1-— 49618
SRy 3456(x — 1)3 "1 ¥ 52308000z — 1) 018
— 46133z + 90552% — 274527 4 32252 — 645) pS v
v oo v g ) Pt $7787999600(z — 17
x (23953520827 — 2877672312° + 669489452° + 344369132* — 237245752°
+ 135120652 — 57611752 + 823025) p§ + O(pi?),
(B.12)
x 2?2z —1) 5  2*(875x® — 6472 + 9z 4+ 51)
P=7T—P— 73 Pi— s P
(1—2z) 9(z —1) 12960(z — 1)
2%(8223672° — 874077x* + 196890x° 4 1959022 + 17295 — 9265) 0
- - 1+ O(py),
32659200 (x — 1)
(B.13)
Bz —1)x , (Bxr—1)(1922 -2z —-5)x , z(3z —1)
=(1-32)(1-
G=I x)< Thaonh 1728(z — 1)3 DIt 522080(z — 1)
4 3 2 6 3z — 1)z 6
x (19372% — 11962° + 5422 — 204z + 129) pS + - (6281809

6270566400(z — 1)
— 53360342 — 3147452 + 12101802° — 63166522 + 420030z — 117575) p§) + O(p1"),

(B.14)
resulting in
1, 17 . 1833 . .
—p— PP ——p - — " T O
P2 =P1 = gPt 0Pl syt T O (B.15)
1, 5 , 43 4703 :

A=—1+ +

v 4l 10
247"~ 315671 T dmara0”’  soteassizl O
The choice of z4 in (B.7) is motivated so that A(p; = 0) = —1. Given (B.I3]), we can

compute perturbatively in p; one-point correlation functions of the stress energy-tensor
and Oy, (AII)-(A13):
& 1 5 43 6 4703 8

1

P — _ T O 10

¢ 78~ 152" T Saom?t ~ To006s60" T 3o0os7israott T O

1r L o b 4 43 4703 0

CIE - - 0 B.16
w5 ~ 1" s Tosocse0”  Soosstisraet T On). (B10)
10, 5 4 43 4703

o~ 27618”" ~ Go3s520”" T 100820062107 T O
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where c is the central charge (2.5).
The obtained data sets are used to generate figs. [Il and 2

B.2 Fluctuations about Z-symmetric DFP

The DFP of section Bl has an unbroken Zj symmetry. The fluctuations about it
decouple into sets, characterized by this symmetry:

» Fluctuations {0&, P, 60,} preserve Zj symmetry, and are stable. They have been
extensively studied in [14].

s Fluctuations 60, spontaneously break Zj symmetry. They end up being unstable,
provided % is sufficiently large.

The spectrum of Zj symmetry breaking fluctuations 6O, is represented by the
spectrum of the quasinormal modes of the gravitational scalar x in the holographic
DFP background (B.2)-(B.5). Introducing

x(x,t) = Hy(x) e ™, w= % , (B.17)
we obtain from the linearization of the third equation in (A.6) about (B.2)-(B.3):
2F G 2w 2 2) . 2(1'./7’@?) p?g QW 2

Ftg g+ g gf‘@‘@‘@)“@“)

The spectrum is determined solving for Hy, subject to the following asymptotics (with-

0:H()’+<

out the loss of generality we normalized the linearized fluctuations so that Hyy4 = 1,

see (A.14)):

m in the UV, i.e., as x — 0.,

Hy = z* (HO,4 +(4 —4X —id) z + O(x2)> ; (B.19)
~~
=1
m in the IR, i.e., as y = % —x — 04,
1 : 3HS (i (ps)? + 12(pg)?g — (10i) + 56
3 4(iw —2)

Note that there are two parameters characterizing a QNM: {w, Hg o} — precisely as
needed to solve a single second order ODE (B.IS).

For a finite p;, the spectrum is computed numerically, see fig. Bl We can also
compute the spectrum perturbatively in p, using (B.12)-(B.14),

On=—in+O(p}), neN>4, (B.21)
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e.g.,

on = —ifag (Lo L P+ B3 157 23\ a4 (9073
4= 197 %60 1607 ~ 52007 " 21600 ) 108864000

17 4 388879 4217 ) ( 7693913 4356421
_l’_

* 48007 - 1088640007 ~ 6480007 1097349120000 21772800007

2304000 )p1 +0(p )) ,

1815343 1621804901
g

B 406425600()g + 1097349120000
(B.22)

with n > 4 perturbative spectra readily obtained as well.

C DFP with spontaneously broken Z; symmetry and its fluc-

tuations

C.1 Z3-broken DFP

A dynamical fixed point with spontaneously broken ZJ symmetry is the ¢ — oo (late-
time) solution of ([A.G)-([A.7) with x(¢,x) # 0. Introducing

fim (o000 00) = {2, 99 o) gt | Rl
we find from (A.6)-(A7)
0=F"+ F (0P +(@)) (€2)

0=p"— 2 ¥ - Fplay—1) W)+ — (—2J”l“2(q’)2 _UAFY

K K K F
$ 2O T) (g g2 )+ 24— 1) F + g)ﬁ (C3)
N p(—=F2(¢)*a® +12(F'z — F)*)(¢°g — 1)

F2?K ’

0=¢q"— 2?2 (¢')° - —fq(pig *2) (¢")? + % <—2355L“2(p’)2 - 724:82](5?)2
+2(2f’x—f)(p2ng_p2+2q )+24($_1)]:'+%)q (C.4)

q(=F*2*(p)* + 12(F'z — F)*) (0?9 + 2)
Fu?K ’

+
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where
K = F(p*¢*g — p* +2¢%) — 12F'2* + 6F (22 — 1), (C.5)

along with the algebraic equation for G:

B 2F K
PP+ (¢)) - BF - PP

(C.6)

The location of the apparent horizon x g is given by the same expression as (B.G]).
As for the Z3-symmetric DFP in section Bl the vanishing of K (correspondingly G) at
€ (0,24p) renderes the equations for the bulk scalars (C.3)) and (C.4) singular at
xs. We use the residual diffeomorphism parameter \, see ([A.19)), to keep the location
of x4 fixed as in (B.1), as one varies p;.
We seek solutions of (C.2))-(C.6) subject to the following boundary conditions:
m in the UV, i.e., as x — 0.,

1 1
f:1+>\x—§pfx2+< 24)\])1 éplpg) 23+ Oz,

1
Zp‘i’ — 2)\]92 —+ 2p2 -+ 2)\])1 — >\2p1) :(,’3 —+ O(;LA) ,

p=p1T+Dp2 x2+<

5p2 80
p;g 4 10A2 + 1111 —20A+ 7) S+ 0ET),  (C7)

1 1 1 1
G=1+(-2+2\)z+ <—pr + A — ZA) * + <—§Ap% + gpf - §p1p2) ?

qg=q " +4q(1 - \) :B5+Q4(

1 1 1 1
+ (—ﬂpil - gpg - g)\p% + 6)\2]3%) zt + O(2°);

» inthe IR, ie, ,asy =3 —a — 04,
F= 3 =283 (03030 — 1) + 203 —2) w+ O?),
p="n} +< pi(a) —gpé) y+O(y%),
q=q +(9< g+9q0) y+0(y°),
g=2y+(g )g)—3(q(§)2+3) y*+O®y°).

For a fixed pi, alternatively the mass scale A (A8]), the DFP gravitational dual is

characterized by {p2,qus, A, f§, 5, ¢35} — precisely the number of parameters needed
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to solve three second order ODEs (C.2)-(C.4). Notice that u is not an independent
parameter — from (A.I7) at the DFP ;i = 0 leading to (B.10)).

The solutions for z € [0, 1) are then extended for = € (3, z4p], solving (C2)-(C4),
with initial conditions (see (C.8)))

3

p=p;+ (gpé(qé)zg - gpé) @ —af) +0 ((% - x) 2) ,
q=q;+ <g(p8)2q(§g+9q8) G —x) +0 ((% —:v)2> ,
g=2(5-+)+ (Suvra o -swres) (3-0) +o ((% - )) ,

while monitoring the AH locator (B.G).
The data sets {p1,p2, @, \, f§, 05, ¢5} are found numerically: ZJ-broken DFPs do

F= 3= 83 (300 — 1) + 203" —2) (1 - ) o ((1 ) ) ) |

not extend to p; — 0, making analytic perturbative analysis impossible. The obtained

data sets are used to generate figs. @l and [5l

C.2 Fluctuations about Z-broken DFP

Introducing
X =q(x) + Ho(x) e, ¢(t,x) = p(x) + Hy(x) e,
1 ot 1 i (C.10)
o(t,2) = = (F) + Hale) ), alta) = 5 (6(0) + Hyla) )

we obtain from the linearization of (AL6)-(A7) with respect to H;,

y / / / ’ R .
0:H6/+<2Z_‘*’+2}“+2 2 2) H 2q Hé+q—H§+(<2Z]: 2@)@

¢ T F g i g)hTTF G GF Gz
2 VRS / 2 1¥ali /
2p°g 4 )H0_4pqg HI+(2zqw_2q}") H2+(2p a9 49  2q

TG G2 Ga? GF P R I
4q
- 92172) Hs,

(C.11)
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H}— Hy

F g G2
2~/ 2 22 2 2~/A 2// 2 2 Feli
+(( “T__Z)w_ qg+7)H1+(zpw_ pf)H2+<pqg_pQ

2»/\ 2 / / 2 2 2, ’ 4
0=H£’+(g+§+%—;—§)Hg+£yg+£ P4y

GF G Ga? ' Ga? GF  F* G2 G2
2 2p
o ) o
(C.12)
" 1 / / 1 / / 1 N2 N2
0= Hy +5Fq Hy+5Fp Hﬁri((p) +(¢)?) H, (C.13)

where we kept Hj dependence to avoid cluttering the formulas, although H} and Hj
can be expressed algebraically through {Hy, Hy, Ho} and their first derivatives:

rFGq(G—1) T FGp' (G —1) 1 (_2g:c(g - 1) F

Hy = oM

M
2 _
1 (%ig]:@xq/ _¢F (g +2)(G 1)) H,

M z
pF(gPg—1)(G - 1) 1 (Gax(G —1)(F)?

a x ) B+ M( F?

+ igx(g — )@+ () - 2“‘””(%; DF o Cior+G+a—1)g — 200°

36> G0°(¢°9 —1) +2¢° + 8z — 12)

+ 2i0x + 4G + 22G — 4G — 4x) H) +

1 /(1 .
+M(§ngwxp

F4i(G -1 — 1) —

2x
2(2g — 1)+ 2¢% + 422 + 8z — 6 1 /1 ) ,
+ (p (q g ) gx X X )) H2+M(fo(29—1)((p)2+(q )2>
_ 1\ 2

_F@Pg - 1) + 267 +12G + 80— 12)\
27 3
(C.14)

N
—da + 20(G + 2))2?) H) — 22F2(iGq (a2 F — F)ox — 2¢F (pg +2)) Hy
— 22 F2(ip Gox(aF' — F) — 2p(¢Pg — 1)F) Hy + (=F*Gz*((p')? + (¢)?) — 4G2*(F')?
+AF 2 (iG'Q0 + 6i0 + 20° — G' — 2)F' — 4iF*2*0G — 20 F2(p* (1 — ¢*g) + 16ix

1
Hs = — (—2gq’f3x3 H) —2p/GFx® H| + (8FG(2 — i)z F' 4+ 4F*(G'x — 6G

+ 4a0? — 2¢° — 6G — 122 +6)) H2) )
(C.15)
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with
M=zF(G-1)—-FG+z—1), (C.16)

and
N = —4G2(F')® + 4F2*(iox — G'x + 5G + 2)(F')? — 2F2x(p*¢Pg + 4idox — p* + 2¢°
—4G'x 4+ 14G + 4z — 6)F' + F*2*(aF'G — FG + aF)((p')* + (¢)?)
+2F(p* (g — 1) + 2iwx + 2¢° — 26w + 6G + 22 — 6) .
(C.17)

We explicitly verified that (C.14)) and (C.15) are consistent, given (C.II)-(C.I3) and

the background equations (C.2)-(C.6).
The spectrum is determined solving for H;, (without the loss of generality we nor-

malized the linearized fluctuations so that Hy 4 = 1, see (A14)):
m in the UV, i.e., as x — 0,

HQ = 1’4 (HOA +(4 — 4H271Q4 — i — 4)\) T+ 0(1'2)) s (018)
~—

Hy = Hy o 2° 4+ ((2p) — iop1 — 2Ap1 — 2pa) Haq + (2 — i — 20\ Hy 5) 2° + O(a") , (C.19)

2
H2 = Hg’l x + (_%HLQ — g_llle’l) f173 + O(LLA) 3 (CQO)
® in the IR, i.e., as y = % —x — 0,
S 3 - LS S S S ~ S S
Ho = i+ e (5002066 — 1) + 266 — 000 — 1265 68

+ 2)) Hio —24f5p5a09 Hi o — (6618((198)29 + 2)&* + 12ig5((p§)*g + 2)@) H28,0) y
+0(y?),
(C.21)

Hy = Hiy+ =2 (—24fSPSQS9 Hso + <if§((p8)2(q8)2g — (p5)* +2(¢5)* — 6)w
123((q0)g — 1)) Hio — <6pa<<qa’>zg 1)+ 12ip3((a0)% — 1)@) H) y
+ O(y?),

(C.22)
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3
Af5(iw —3)

+ ( 0w*(((96)%9 — 1)(po)* + 2(a5)* — 6) + (20) 5 (((20)*g — 1)(P5)” + 2(q5)* — 8)&

Hy = Hj, + (aﬁf%«mfg+mfﬁp+mm«%fg—wuaaﬂm

FA(afs - D60 + 2 - 2)) Hio )+ O0P).
(C.23)
Note that there are 6 parameters characterizing a QNM:

{C:), Hl,2 3 H2,1 3 H(i() 3 Hf,O ; H;,O} ) (024)

precisely as needed to solve three second order ODE -(C13).
The unstable QNM is computed numerically, and is presented in fig. [6l

D Dynamical entropy and the entanglement entropy of a DFP

D.1 Dynamical entropy from the holographic dual

One of the advantages of the holographic formulation of a QFT dynamics is the natural
definition of its far-from-equilibrium entropy density. A gravitational geometry (2.8])
has an apparent horizon located at r = 4y, where [19]

T=TAH

Following [24,125] we associate the non-equilibrium entropy density s of the boundary

QFT with the Bekenstein-Hawking entropy density of the apparent horizon

Mrg = —= 32 (D.2)
K T=rAH
Using the holographic background equations of motion (A.])-([A.3) we find
2HT 9 2 2
dr 2 G+ 6—2x2 — g™,

Following [11] it is easy to prove that the comoving entropy production rate as defined
by is non-negative, i.e.,
d(€2HT8)
———2>0

— =0, (D.4)
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in holographic dynamics governed by ((AT)-(A3):
s In (AI0) we showed that 9,0 < 0, thus

9,x >0, (D.5)

for all times.
» Apparent horizon is defined as the innermost (with respect to the boundary) coor-

dinate location r = 74z, where d,X(7,7) vanishes. Notice from (A.S),

Hr,.2
d . X(r,r) = 2T +0O(r) > 0, r— 00. (D.6)
Thus, assuming the analyticity of the background geometry,
d.X(r,r) >0, r>TAn — (dyX) (7,7) >0. (D.7)
T=TAH

The first evolution equation in (A.Il), evaluated at the apparent horizon, i.e., when
d, > =0, reads

0= (d.%)

¥
— Z(¢2 +6 —2x* — g9°X°)

rEranto (D.8)
>0

r=rag+0

(¢* +6 — 2x* — g8*x?)

Y

given (D.7]).
» Combining (D)) and (D.8), we arrive from (D.3) to (D.4).

D.2 Entanglement entropy density of a DFP

Following [13], the entanglement entropy density of a dynamical fixed point s, is

simply the late-time limit of the non-equilibrium entropy density (IIEI):

o H> 2
Sent = lim s = T (]—"(1’))

T—00 /{2 €T

, (D.9)

T=TAH

where we used (CJ]) for the late-time limit of o (¢, z).
Alternatively, the DFP entanglement entropy density can be compute from (D.3))

o 2 (B (deg) 4 (de)?
T roso k2 2H €T 6246 — 2% — g2,

2 [y (F@NT (£390)"+ (2390)°
K? * x 2 +6— 2¢2 — gp2q?

(D.10)

T=TAH

HSee also [12,26].
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Figure 17: Comparison of the vacuum entanglement entropy density of the DFP, (the

left panel) and the DFP;, (the right panel) computed from (D.9) and (D.I0). See (D.11))
for the definition of d.,;.

An agreement of 55?) and sg?m is a highly nontrivial check on our numerics. In
fig. 7 we plot
Somt = S _ 1 (D.11)
ent — Sm ) :

ent

as a function of p; for the Z-symmetric DFP (the left panel) and for the symmetry-
broken DFP (the right panel).
Given an analytic solution of the gravitational dual to the ZJ-symmetric DFP in

the limit p; — 0, see (B12)-(BI4), we find from (B.G) the location of the apparent

horizon as

1 1 1 1801
e T T RS VI TC B B LML TE B TE R < 10/3) (D12
TAH EE R e R I v e R N (D-12)

Either from (D.9) or (D.I0) we compute

= 33040 ~ 2608 Y1~ so011° 6 O (p1) -
Trof? =~ 33000 PV " 508 P waona® . PV T iggeann® T O ()
(D.13)

E Numerical setup

We adapt the characteristic formulation of [I9] for the numerical solution of (AJ])-

(A.3).
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E.1 Field redefinitions and the code equations

We redefine the fields

{¢,X,U,&,d+¢,d+x,d+0} — {paQ>SaA>dpadQ>dS} (E]')
as follows

o(t,x) =x p1+z p(t,x),
x(t,x) = 2° q(t,x) ,

1
o(t,x) =—+s(t,z),
T

a:%dmﬁ—a@@+A@@, (£.2)

dug(t.x) =~ +x dp(ta)

d+X(t>$) = x3 dQ(t,Zlf) )
1 2 i
dio(t,x) =z ds(t,z) + 3 o(t,x)* —o(t,z) + o

Using ([A.8)), we find the asymptotic boundary expansion x — 0, for the new fields:

p=pt) 2+ 0@?),  q=qt) z+0(?),
dp = —p2(t) — ;iA(t) +p1 + O(x), dqg = —2q(t) + O(z) ,

2 2 2 E3
=)~ o+ 0@?), dﬁw@—%+%m@+%xw+a@,()

A=—\t)+ <,u(t) + % - % pa(t) — % A(t)) r+ O(2?) .

In new variables (E.2)), the equations of motion used to evolve the system take form:

4

2 T 1
laim +— 0 + Z(3Q+$q/)2 + Z(pl +p+xp’)2] s=J,
’ r 1 (E4)
Js{pap/aQ>q,} = _Z (3q + xq,)z - E(lp, +p +p1)2 )
/
|fin+$8 +S:| ds = Jgs ,
1+ s
s' 3 1 3s 3 (sz +1)(p1 + p)?
Jas t=- i = o | - E5
4s{p, ¢, 5,8} sx+1(2$ +16p1+x+2x2) 3 (E.5)
pi 1

2 2 2, 2
e —— 2)(1
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T 14 xs

{8 +xs’+s} p +{£C(p1+p+xp’)
1+ xs

:| dS:Jdp,

/

_r
16(sz + 1)

ms

2(sx+1) (E6)

8
Japp, 05 ¢, 8,8} = — (882x + pPx + 165 + ;) +

1
~ 16(sz + 1)
5 2+ 3xs + 225 p z(q'r + 3q
‘ z(1+ xs) 1+uzs
/

q
Jag{p. 4.4, s} = —(p1 + p)’ag — 162 (1 + sz)
q

2.2 2,2
" T6(1 3 s)a (245°%" + 3pia’ + 805z +56)

24 / 3 /

aix—i-g@x e 2(z%s — 1) gs_ |[PLTpEap dp — z°(xq" + 3q) do= Ty,
x (1 + xs)? 2

1

Talpth ) = o+ on = o )00 -

8p
<882p + 85%py + ppi + Pl — ﬁ) — (p1 +p)¢°z'yg,

:|dS:qu,

(8821’2 + pia® 4 165z + 8) (E.7)

(pr+p)(2s—=1) 2p+p1\ , 0 s’ , 8 ., 16s
_ _ _ > (s 2 it
2 yral LA CO R sl e Rt s
LSt (0 2 (et p)ep e - p) i
4 x 4x? 8x%(sx + 1)?
1
+ sz(q/x +3¢)*(1 + sz) (st —x + 1),
(E.8)
! 1
podp—PL PRI (0 oo oy o5 —24 -
2z 2 x
_ 1, I
g=dg+ |z 58 —-s+ A +s—1+% (¢ + 3q), (E.9)
o1 1
fr= AP+ Jpps = 3.
Numerical code is organized as follows.
e [Step 1]: assume that at a time step ¢ we have profiles
p(t,x), q(t,z), p'(t,z), ¢tz and
{p(t,2), q(t,2), p'(t,x), ¢'(t, )} (E.10)

s(br=0)=\t), sta=0)=-LL (E.11)



[Step 3]: we solve linear in ds equation (E.H]), subject to the boundary conditions

2

pi M pi
ds(t,z =0) = pu(t) — TR pa(t) + 1 A(t) . (E.12)

[Step 4]: we solve linear in dp equation ([E.G), subject to the boundary conditions

dp(t,x =0) = —po(t) — \(t) p1 + p1- (E.13)

[Step 5]: we solve linear in dq equation (E.T), subject to the boundary conditions

dq(t,z =0) = —2q(t) . (E.14)

[Step 6]: we solve linear in a equation (E.8)), subject to the boundary conditions

PO-A1)

_ 1y h
75 15 pa(t) . Alt,z=1)=a". (E.15)

A'(t,z =0) = pu(t) +

The value a” is determined from the stationarity of the apparent horizon at z = 1

as explained in the following subsection.

[StepT]: we use evolution equations (E.9)), along with (see (E.3)))
At) = —A(t,z=0), (E.16)
to compute
{p(t+dt,x), q(t +dt,x), ANt +dt), u(t+dt)} . (E.17)

After computing the radial coordinate derivatives {p'(t+dt, x), ¢ (t+dt, z)}, we
repeat [Step 1].

Notice that the first equation in ([A.G]) is redundant in our numerical procedure:
rather than propagating in time o, we compute it from the constraint (A.7) at each time
step; nonetheless, we monitor the consistency of that equation during the evolution.

Implementing the cod, we use spectral methods for the radial coordinate inte-
gration, [Step 2]- [Step 6]. Singularities of the equations at the boundary collocation
point x = 0 are resolved using the corresponding boundary conditions instead. We use

fourth-order Runge-Kutta method for the time evolution, [Step 7].

12Code implementation is similar to the one used in [10].
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E.2 Apparent horizon and the boundary condition for «

Our numerical implementation requires an independent computation of a" = A(t,z =
1) (see (E18)), given radial profiles {p,p’, q, ¢, s, s, dp,ds, dq} and the diffeomorphism
parameter \ at time ¢t. Following [19], this is done by enforcing the time-independent

location of the horizon. Apparent horizon is located as © = x4y such that, see (A.20]),

=0. (E.18)

T=TAH

<d+a(t, z) + ot x))

. N drag . . .
Assuming 45 = 1, 42 = 0, and using equations of motion (E.4)-(E.9) we compute

a” from
O (d+a(t, Tam) + a(t,xAH)) =0. (E.19)
rag=1
Denoting
{p". dp",q", dg", "} ={p,dp,q.dq, s} : (E.20)
(t,x=1)
we find
h\2 R 1. \2
O VO W (70 8 e ot
2T T @~ D0+ )+ 26

E.3 Initial conditions

To evolve (E.4)-(E.9) one has to provide data, at t = 0 as required by [Step 1], see
(E.I0). In particular, we need to specify A\g = A(t = 0). Once again, we follow [19].
Recall that both ¢ and y are left invariant under the reparametrization transfor-
mations:
1 1

- = -+ )\0 . (E22)
x xr

To maintain this invariance, we specify initial conditions for {p,q} (in Ag-invariant

way) in terms of two amplitudes {A4,, A,}:

p

x ]_ P1 AT

T
=A, — exp [— )
=0 P (1 +;’)\0)2 1 + l’)\o 1 + ZL’)\() (E23)

=Ay 3 exp[— ° } .
=0 (1 —l—l’)\o) 1 +ZL’)\0

q

We then proceed as follow:

13For this procedure the integration range over the radial coordinate x might exceed unity.
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e given {A,, A,} we set \g = 0 and perform [Step 2] (EI1) and [Step 3] (EI12);
e having enough data, we follow (E.2]) to compute the profile d o (t = 0, x);

e we find numerically the root z = x( of the equation

(d+a(t =0,2)+o(t =0, :L’)) =0; (E.24)
r=xg
e we set the trial value of \y as
1
Ao=——1 E.2
0 Zo ) ( 5)

which (apart from the numerical errors) would guarantee that the corresponding

location of the apparent horizon is now at = = 1;

e the trial value (E.28) is further adjusted repeatedly performing [Step 2] and
[Step 3] to achieve (E.24) at a high accuracy.

E.4 DFP with spontaneously broken Z, symmetry as an initial condition

Gravitational dual to a DFP with spontaneously broken Z, symmetry, see section [C]

can be introduced directly into a numerical code of section [E] as follows:

e We need to set up [Step 1] by providing the profiles for p.(t = 0, z), ¢.(t = 0, ).
We used the subscript . to differentiate these fields from the related profiles of
a DFP, see (CI), p(z) and ¢(z). Note that we relabeled the radial coordinate
used in section [C] as 2 — 2. The reason for this is that in the evolution code
the radial coordinate varies x € [0,1] (with the fixed location x = 1 for the
apparent horizon), while in computing the DFP, the radial coordinate varies as
z €[0,4) U(3,zap]. We remind the reader that the reason we are forced to
split the integration range in determining the DFP profiles in section [C] is due
to the fact that the corresponding equations (C.2))-(C.4)) have a coordinate (not
physical) singularity whenever a(t, z) vanishes: a(t,z = z5) = 0, 5 € (0,245).
As done in section [T} it is convenient to keep z, fixed (our choice is x, = §) while

to allow for a variation of x4y as one changes p;, correspondingly A in (2.0]).

e Radial coordinates used in sections [Cl and [El are related by a simple coordinate

diffeomorphism (A.19):

z 1
60=1———. E.26




e The gravitational scalars ¢ and y are invariant under the coordinate diffeomor-

phism (A9); thus, recall (E2),

T

=pz+z p.(0, ) :p(l—éx)’ x € [0,1],

¢

=0 E.27
) (B.27

=12° ¢.(0,2) = q<1_5x), € [0,1].

X

t=0

Given Wolfram Mathematica computed profiles p(z) and ¢(z), it is straightfor-

ward to use (E206) and (E27) to output the profiles p.(0,z) and ¢.(0,z) at
collocation points, suitable for FORTRAN code used in section [El

e The diffeomorphism parameters A.(t = 0) (used in section [El) and the correspond-

ing parameter A (used in section [C]) are related as

Ae(t=0)=A—34. (E.28)

e From (E.27),
p27c(t = 0) = P2 +p15 . (E29)

where again we used the subscript . to differentiate the corresponding parameters
used in sections [E] and [Cl

e To complete set up of [Step 1] we need p.(t = 0). Since the input is a DFP,

it =0)=0, (E.30)
thus, from (E.9)
1., 1 1 1
pe(t =0) = EAC Pit g5 P1P2e = 15 P (P2.c + Acp1) = 5P (p2 + Ap1) ,

(E.31)
where to arrive at the last equality we used (E.29)).

The manipulations described above necessarily introduce numerical noise — which

is important given that Z, spontaneously broken DFPs are perturbatively unstable.

E.5 Convergence tests

We performed self-convergence tests to verify the validity of the obtained numeri-

cal solutions. In particular, we study each configuration numerically under different
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Figure 18: Convergence of simulations performed at different collocation points N with
a DFP attractor at late times. Here, & = p7, see (3.13).
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Figure 19: Convergence of simulations performed at different collocation points N

without an attractor at late times. Here, % = 1, see (B17).

number of collocation points N = 60, 70,80. We monitored the convergence of the
residuals of the constraint equations to zero as well as each evolved field (and com-
puting self-convergence test by a suitable interpolation onto a finite difference grid).
Additionally, we confirmed convergence of the Kretschmann scalar I at the apparent

horizons, Kag = K(t, zag):

2
K(t,z) = Run R =z (X/ dig+ ¢’ d+X) + 22 <(X/ dyx)? + (¢f d+¢)2)

+ (¢*x%g — ¢* + 2x* — 6)2,
(E.32)
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where we used the equations of motion (A.6) and (A.7). As an illustration, figs. I8 and
display the expectation values O, (t) and ICan(t) for both the stable and unstable

configurations correspondingly. The fractional difference between the time series of the

observables (A.11l)-(A.14), e.g.,

o)

ov Y (E.33)

max
t

for the runs with N; = 70 and N, = 80 collocation points is ~ 1076 — 1075, both for
stable and unstable configurations. All the numerical runs reported in the body of the

paper are performed with N = 80 collocation points.
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