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Abstract

We study the slightly broken higher-spin currents in various CFTs with U(1) gauge field,
including the tricritical QED, scalar QED, fermionic QED and QED-Gross-Neveu-Yukawa
theory. We calculate their anomalous dimension by making use of the classical non-
conservation equation and the equations of motion. We find a logarithmic asymptotic
behaviour (y, ~ 16/(N7?)logs) of the anomalous dimension at large spin s, which is dif-
ferent from other interacting CFTs without gauge fields and may indicate certain unique
features of gauge theories. We also study slightly broken higher-spin currents of the
SU(N); WZW model at d = 2+ ¢ dimensions by formulating them as the QED theory, and
we again find its anomalous dimension has a logarithmic asymptotic behaviour with
respect to spin. This result resolves the mystery regarding the mechanism of breaking
higher spin currents of Virasoro symmetry at d = 2+¢ dimensions, and may be applicable
to other interesting problems such as the 2 + € expansion of Ising CFT.
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1 Introduction

Conformal field theories (CFT) are a family of quantum field theories with fundamental im-
portance and wide applications in physics, which include quantum gravity as well as critical
phenomena in condensed matter physics. One interesting class of CFTs is critical gauge theo-
ries in 3d, which describes various exotic critical phases [1-3] and phase transitions [4-9] in
quantum matter systems. Theoretically, these critical gauge theories are not well understood
and pose challenges for modern CFT techniques such as the conformal bootstrap [10].

A wealth of physical properties of a CFT are determined by its operator spectrum labelled
by (A,s): A is the scaling dimension, and s is the Lorentz spin characterising how the operator
transforms under the Lorentz rotation symmetry SO(d). The spin-s (s > 1) operators J*1%
of a unitary CFT are known to satisfy the unitarity bound A; > d —2 +s, and the saturation of
the unitary bound implies the conservation of this operator 9 - J; = 9, J M2 =0, Fors =1
and s = 2 the conserved currents generally exist, corresponding to the conservation of the
global symmetry and stress tensor. In contrast, for s > 2 there are generically no conserved
currents except for special cases, namely free theories and 2d CFTs. The presence of conserved
higher-spin currents in these special cases is a consequence of integrability [11-14]. Once the
integrability is broken by an interaction, these higher-spin currents will acquire an anomalous
dimension

A, =d—2+s5+7,, 1.1

and subsequently a non-zero divergence,
0-J,=K,_;. (1.2)

These operators are called slightly broken higher-spin currents.

There are several motivations to study slightly broken higher-spin currents of interacting
CFTs. Firstly, their anomalous dimensions y, can serve as a measure of how interacting the
theory is. Analysis based on the analytical bootstrap of four-point correlator predicts y, to take
a general form [15-21],

vs =c1logs +cy + O(1/s), (1.3)

with ¢; , being theory dependent numerical constants. Specifically, for theories with a per-
turbation parameter A (e.g. A ~ 1/N or A ~ € in the large-N or 4 — € expansion) one has
12 ~ O(A). Perturbatively, by evaluating the loop diagrams, y; for O(N) vector model [22]
and Gross-Neveu-Yukawa theory [23] has been evaluated in the large-N limit up to the or-
der of 1/N?2. Recently, a method utilising the classical equation of motion has been devel-
oped [24-29] and been applied to a variety of theories, such as Wilson-Fisher theory, cu-
bic model, non-linear sigma models [24], Gross-Neveu-Yukawa model [26] and non-Abelian
Chern-Simons matter theories [25,29]. It was found that y, of the theories without gauge
fields (i.e. Wilson-Fisher and Gross-Neveu-Yukawa) converges to a finite large-s limit (c; = 0),
while non-Abelian gauge theories have a logarithmically growing piece and was interpreted
geometrically from the AdS/CFT correspondence [30].
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Slightly broken higher-spin currents could also be useful for the conformal bootstrap using
a recently proposed algorithm called hybrid bootstrap [31]. It has been observed that the
performance of numerical bootstrap is largely improved if combined with the information of
slightly broken higher-spin currents from analytical light-cone bootstrap. This also motivates
us to study the slightly broken higher-spin currents of 3d critical U(1) gauge theories, as it
may help to bootstrap these CFTs.

These slightly broken higher-spin currents are also of theoretical importance as they im-
pose strong constraints on interacting CFTs. For example, the divergence operator K,_; (1.2)
has to be a spin s —1 primary operator with scaling dimension A = d —1+s in the free theory
limit [32], and it becomes a descendent of J, in the interacting CFT. So the two different con-
formal multiplets of J; and K_; in the free theories recombine into one when the interaction
is turned on,

[Js ]int. = [Js ]free u [Ks—l ]free- 1.4)

In other words, the shorthening condition 9 - J; = 0 of the multiplet [J;] no longer hold in
the interacting theory, and [J,] becomes a long multiplet by absorbing the multiplet [K,_;] in
the free theory. This phenomenon is called conformal multiplet recombination [27, 33, 34],
and it happens in all the interacting CFTs that can be accessed perturbatively via traditional
renormalisation group. More interestingly, it was explicitly shown that one can define and
calculate d = 4—e O(N) Wilson-Fisher CFTs in a purely algebraic fashion using the conformal
multiplet recombination [27].

An intriguing question one may raise is, is it possible to use the idea of conformal multi-
plet recombination to perform perturbative calculations that the renormalisation group is not
applicable? One ideal target is 2d CFTs', which have conserved higher-spin currents due to
the Virasoro symmetry. One would expect slightly broken higher-spin currents once 2d CFTs
are perturbed, for example, to d = 2 + € dimensions. However, in 2d CFTs’ spectrum the di-
vergence operators K,_; are absent?, making it elusive whether or not the idea of conformal
multiplet recombination would work at all. In this paper, we resolve this mystery for 2d Wess-
Zumino-Witten (WZW) CFTs by reformulating them as gauge theories [36,37]. The solution,
as we will explain in the main text, is that K,_; is proportional to the gauge field strength,
which happens to decouple from the IR spectrum in 2d. We then manage to calculate the
leading order anomalous dimension of slightly broken higher-spin currents of SU(N); WZW
CFTs at 2 + € dimensions.

In this paper, we apply the method based on the equation of motion to various U(1) gauge
theories, including tricritical QED, scalar QED, fermionic QED, etc, and we find that the anoma-
lous dimension ¥, of the slightly broken higher-spin currents has similar logarithmic behaviour
to the non-Abelian gauge theories studied before. This paper is organised as the following. In
Section 2, we review the properties of the higher-spin currents in free theories, and the method
to calculate their anomalous dimensions by making use of the equations of motion. The main
result is also summarised in this section, and the details of the calculation are presented in
the remaining sections. Specifically, in Section 3 we study bosonic QEDs in 3d, including the
scalar QED and the tricritical QED, and in Section 4, we look at the fermionic QED and the
QED-Gross-Neveu-Yukawa theory. In Section 5, we study the QED (i.e. SU(N); WZW) in
(2 + €)-dimensions.

1See a recent attempt on the 2 + € Ising CFT [35].
2The statement is simply that in 2d CFTs’ spectrum, there is no global conformal primary (also called quasipri-
mary) with spin s — 1 and scaling dimension s + 1.
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2 Method and models

In this section we will introduce the slightly broken higher-spin currents in interacting the-
ories and discuss the method to calculate their anomalous dimensions by making use of the
classical equation of motion without calculating loop diagrams. This method was introduced
in Ref. [24-26], and to be self-contained we also present its technical details. We will also
review the models we study and present our main results.

2.1 The higher-spin currents in free field theory

To facilitate the description of higher-spin currents, we first introduce the index-free treatment
of symmetric tensors [24,38]. For a rank-l symmetric traceless tensor TH4 we can contract
it with an auxiliary polarisation vector z,,

Tl = Tll---lszll . 'ZAS. 2.1

By setting 2 to be null 22 = 0, T only selects out the symmetric traceless part of the tensor.
One can also go back to the full tensor by acting stripping operator on T;, which is a differential
operator in z-space

Z

d 1
A A
D" = (E — 1) azl 'i'zl“bazuaz}L - EZ aZM aZM' (22)

Acting this operator once restores an index. By acting DZA repeatedly one can restore the
uncontracted tensor
Z Z
T,..a, ©< D)Ll .- 'Dlz T;. (2.3)

“¥s can be expressed concisely

In this description, the conservation of a spin-s current J'’
as

a-J, =3g,D"J; =0. 2.4)

By solving this equation, one can construct explicitly the conserved currents in free theories.
For the free theory of N-flavour complex scalar field ¢!, ¢! transforms in the fundamental
representation of the SU(N) global symmetry. This theory is described by the Klein-Gordon
Lagrangian
2o = %éia%i (2.5)

and the scalar field satisfies the classical equation of motion
3%¢' =0, 3%p; =0, (2.6)

where i = 1,...,N and summation over repeated indices is implied. This free theory admits
an infinite series of conserved higher-spin currents in the form of s derivatives acting on the
scalar bilinear ¢;¢" — (trace) in the adjoint sector or ¢ @ in the singlet sector [24], i.e.

(js(B))ij(x) = PS(B)(éh é2)@51(?(1)(15i(Xz)|x1’2_>x — (trace),
js(B)(x) = PS(B)(él; é2)§151<(X1)€15k(3€2)|X1’2_)x R 2.7)

where 8 = z*3,. The trace substracted is %Séjs(B), and

PP(E,n) = Cut™n* ™, (2.8)
m=0
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is a homogeneous polynomial of degree s. By making use of the equations of motion Eq. (2.6),
the conservation equation Eq. (2.4) reduces to a differential equation of the polynomial PS(B)(E ,N)

d

(5-1)[E@%En+ Y ED]+ EEPYEm + 1Y, Em=0.  29)

Its solution can be expressed in terms of the order-s Gegenbauer polynomial C,

P®(E,m) = (& +nycl? (_g — n)

E+n
_ ﬁr(% +s— 1)F (d +s —3) S (_1)m€mns—m
2d-41 (432) i mi(s—m)IT(m+ 4 — (s —m+ 94 —1)

(2.10)

Note that this expression only holds for d # 3. For d = 3, it vanishes due to the improperly
chosen renormalisation factor, and one can use instead (it only differs from Eq. (2.10) by a
factor)

: 2s 3 2s
Pz, = WEH VT 2.+S(!\/€ Mkl o1

For the free theory of N-flavour fermionic field 1), v transforms in the fundamental rep-
resentation of a SU(N) global symmetry. This theory is described by the Dirac Lagrangian

Lo =~ @', (2.12)
and the scalar field satisfies the classical equation of motion
Y =0, Jpiy*=0. (2.13)

This free theory admits an infinite series of conserved higher-spin currents in the form of (s—1)
derivatives acting on the fermion bilinear 1) ;71" — (trace) in the adjoint sector or 1) WPk in
the singlet sector [25], i.e.

OAREINIE P(F)(a1,32)¢](x1)}’¢ (Xz)|x Ly (trace),
J(F)(x) = P(F)(al) 9z)¢](x1)m/) (x2)|x ox (2.14)
where
s—1
PO(E,n) =) CylF ™. (2.15)
k=0
The conservation asserts that PS(F) should satisfy
d
2 LPEYE M + RO, (Em) [+ P (6,m) + (PP (Em) =0. (2.16)
Its solution can be expressed in terms of the order-(s — 1) Gegenbauer polynomial,
POE M =€+ e (0
) c+m
\/_F +5s—1)I(d +s5—2) S 1)mEMps—i-m
(5 )I( ) < Z (=1D)"E"n (2.17)

24— 1F(d ! m'(s—l—m)'f‘(m+2)1“(s—m+2)
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2.2 Anomalous dimensions of the slightly broken higher-spin currents

Now let us turn on adiabatically an interaction characterised by some small expansion param-
eter A. For example, in the large-N limit, one can take A = 1/N. The previously conserved
currents will evolve into some higher-spin operators which are no longer conserved for general
A which we call ‘slightly broken higher-spin currents’ with scaling dimension

A, =d—2+s5+7,, (2.18)

where the anomalous dimension , is at least of order &(A). Correspondingly, the divergence
of the operators

d-J,=K,_, (2.19)
are generally non-zero and of order &(A). We reiterate that this equation describes the physics
of conformal multiplet recombination, namely the short multiplet of J, and the long multiplet
of K,_; in the free limit recombines into a long multiplet of J in the interacting theory. For
this equation to hold, a necessary condition is that K,_; is a primary operator with spin s —1
and scaling dimension A =d —1 +s.

The divergence operator K,_; can generally be fixed by making use of the equation of mo-
tion. For example, for a scalar field, the equation of motion usually takes the form 8%¢ = AV,
where V is some spin-0 and engineering dimension-(% + 1) operator. The expression for K;_;
can be obtained by substituting 32¢ by AV repeatedly in 3 - J,. As we will see later explicitly,
for s = 1 adjoint and s = 2 singlet sector, we have 2 - (J;)! j=0and d -J, =0, corresponding
to the conservation of the symmetry current and stress tensor.

Eq. (2.19) can be used to calculate the anomalous dimension. We write down the generic
form of the two-point correlator of the spin-s current

’ S
(z -2 —2—(Z.X))((zz 'X))
x248%

. /- S
(Z'Z/_z(zx?)f(zz X)) isk 1 cick
— siot——5i5t), (220

(J.00)d. (") = c6®)

>

()56 (x)) = ¢

where X = x — x’. For simplicity, we will discuss only the singlet sector in the following, and
the adjoint sector follows similarly. We take the divergence with respect to both x and x” and
then set z =2’ [24]

<k5—1(x)ks—l(x/)>|z’:z = a,uDga;DZv/ <js(x)js(x/)> o=z

1 d d
:_Xzs(‘H—5_2)[Y5(S+§_1)(S+d_3)

+r? (52 + (% —2)5 + % — 1)] (J,()J(x)). (2.21)

Note that the second line is proportional to v,. This results from the higher-spin current con-
servation at zero coupling. By evaluating both sides to the leading order, we can obtain the
expression for the anomalous dimension

_ 1 XZ (ks—l (X )ks—l (X/)> (leading order)
S (5 + % - 2) (5 + % - 1) (5 +d— 3) (js(x)js(x/»(leading order)

Y +0(2%). (2.22)

2.3 Models and summary of results

In this paper, we apply Eq. (2.22) to various gauge theories to calculate the anomalous dimen-
sion of the slightly broken higher-spin currents.

6
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We first discuss the tricritical QED and scalar QED in the large-N limit [39,40]. For scalar
fields, one can couple the free theory to a gauge field by replacing the derivatives in the free
Lagrangian (2.5) with covariant derivatives

- : 1
%,=D,¢D'¢' + @FWF‘“’, (2.23)
where Duqbi = (9, — iAH)qbi and Dqui = (a_u +. iAM)qu. This theory admits another relevant
operator, namely the quartic coupling %N(gbid)l)z. This term can be written equivalently in
terms of a Hubbard-Stratonovich field o,

N
L, =0p;p'— 4702. (2.24)

This theory flows a fixed point in the infrared corresponding to an interacting CFT called the
scalar QED. In the large-N limit, one can also tune A = 0 to get a different CFT called the
tricritical QED in the infrared.

As will be discussed in Section 3, the anomalous dimensions of slightly broken higher-spin
currents of these two theories in 3d are,

S

. 16 [ 1 2(1152—2)]
tricr.QED,ad _ Z _

s N2 i—1/2 3(4s2—1)
2(11s* 4 3s% — 1352 4+ 155 + 2)

i=1

s , Seven
tricr.QED,sg _ 16 Z 1 3(s2—1)(4s2—1)
’ Nm? |&i—-1/2 | 2(11s2—2) ’
= oo AN s odd
3(4s2—1)
S
scal.QED,ad _ 16 |:Z 1 _ 752 — 1:|
s Nm2|&i—1/2 4s2—1 |
i=1
14s* + 55 — 1652 + 195 + 2 even
, Sev
scal. QED,sg _ 16 2 1 2(s2—1)(4s2—1) 2.25)
s N2 i—1i_1/2 753 4+ 252 —5—2 odd )
= , s
s(4s2—1)

where ‘ad’ and ‘sg’ denote the currents in the adjoint and singlet sector. To the first order of
large-N expansion, in the limit s — 00, the asymptotic behaviour is

16 L trier.QED 1
~ e _1l 6 1
Ys 2 [logs y —2log2 { % scal.QED +0 ( ; ) s (2.26)

where y is the Euler Gamma constant. Note that the asymptotic behaviours are the same
for singlet and adjoint sector. We have also discussed the bosonic QEDs with Chern-Simons
terms. The results are included in Appendix B. Note yjil =0 and ngzz = 0, corresponding to
the conservation of SU(N) symmetry current and energy momentum tensor.

We can similarly define the QED5; and QED5-Gross-Neveu-Yukawa theories for fermion
fields® in the large-N limit [39-43]. One can couple the free fermionic theory to a gauge field
by replacing the derivatives in the free Lagrangian (2.12) with covariant derivatives

L, == Py, (2.27)

3The fermion flavor number is counted in the unit of 2-component fermions.
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where D,y = (9,—iA, ), and the irrelevant Maxwell term is omitted. We find the anomalous
dimensions of the slightly broken higher-spin currents of fermionic QED are exactly the same
as in tricritical QED, its bosonic counterpart.* The detailed calculation is enclosed in Section 4.

One can also couple the fermions mass to a critical bosonic field through a Gross-Neveu-
Yukawa interaction

Ly = ol (2.28)

Again, we find the anomalous dimensions of the slightly broken higher-spin currents of fermionic
QED with GNY interaction are exactly the same as in scalar QED. The detailed calculation is
enclosed in Section 4.

Another particularly interesting limit is the QED (i.e. SU(N); WZW CFT) in (2 + €)-
dimension, which is discussed in Section 5, and the anomalous dimensions in the adjoint
sector are calculated to be

s—1 2 2
omad _ ENML G0y oS 2.29
s N;i N) N N )’ (2.29)

where H,_; is the Harmonic number.

3 Bosonic QEDs in 3d large-N limit

In this section, we calculate the anomalous dimension of the tricritical QED and scalar QED in
the large-N limit, with Lagrangian defined in Egs. (2.23) and (2.24). In the large-N limit, the
scalar field bubble diagrams can be resummed to be an effective photon propagator. Ind < 4,
the Maxwell term is irrelevant and can be omitted. In other words, we take the e? — oo limit
to do the calculation from the beginning. A non-local gauge fixing described in Ref. [40,41] is
adopted. Similarly, in the scalar QED, the effective propagator of o is obtained by resumming
the bubble diagrams [44], and its mass term can be omitted. The scalar field propagator in
the large-N limit is the same as in free field theory. The Feynman rules altogether are listed
below:

, _ T(d-1
G'(x) = (¢ (x);(0)) o = 6;%ﬁ,

S A
DRY(x) = (AH(x)A"(0) oo = — N(d)sin% (d—2-0)86" +2055

N r(d—2)r(4)* x? ’
1 8(d—4)r(d—2)sinZ 1
o(x) = (0(x)0(0)) 0o N ST o (3.1
3.1 Tricritical QED currents
The equations of motion for ¢, ¢ and A that we will make use of are
0%¢p' =i(3,A")¢" +2iA%(3,¢") + O(A?), (3.2a)
3%p; =—ig;(3,A") —2i(3,¢,)A" + 0(A?), (3.2b)
0= i(3y, — 2 )b (x)P (x2)|_ + O(A). (3.20)

“#Similar coincidence has also been found between 3d O(N) Wilson-Fisher and Gross-Neveu-Yukawa theory [22,
23]. This coincidence is not an indication of any type of duality, and will no longer hold at the 1/N? order.
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We keep these equations to the leading order in A, as the correlation function of A is a small
quantity of order 1/N.

When the coupling to the gauge field is turned on, the slightly broken higher-spin currents
should be modified to be gauge invariant by replacing the partial derivative in Eq. (2.7) with
covariant derivative [25].

fs(B)(x) = PS(B) (D1, Dz)é(x1)¢)(x2)|

X1k (3.3)
where the polynomial PS(B)(§ ,m) is given in Eq. (2.10) and (2.11). Here we omit the flavour
index. This expression applies both to singlet and adjoint sector. To the leading order in 1/N,
we need only to expand the expression to the linear order in the gauge field. When acting a
power of D on ¢, one gets

n—1
D (x) = (8 —id)'p(x) =" (x)—i >, 8™AB" ¢ + 0(A2)
m=0
R e R 34

x'—x

Generalise this expression to a polynomial of D, one obtains J,(x) to the linear order of A

Ji(x) = P(81,8)¢ (x1)p(x2) +1Q(d1, 85, 85) (x1)ACxs)p ()], . =S ) +I D),

(3.5)
where P(E + 1) —P(En+ )
+x,m—P(E,n+
Q& x)= 2.0 p T (3.6)
We then calculate its divergence
R,_, =38,D!J.. (3.7)
The divergence of the A-independent part J S(P ) is
R =[My(81, 887 + My(81,8,)87 ] 6 (1) (x2), (3.8)
where
£ — "n pY
M, (&,n) = =2p, (&,m) + ==—Pg (&, 1) + nPg, (,1)
d 2
My, m) = 2pr e m - 20 = 1 (&,m) + EPL(E,m) (5.9)

We then substitute in the equations of motion Eq. (3.2a) and (3.2b). The divergence of the
A-dependent part J S(Q) can be calculated similarly. For this part, one can simply use the free
equation of motion 32¢ = 0. Combined together, the final result is gauge invariant, dependent
only on the field strength F,,, = J,A, — 3,A,.

k (A) (81’82’83)l¢(x1)¢(x2) v(xS) 5 (310)

X1,237X

where the differential operator

o N (81, 8,,85) =Ry (01,5, as)auzv +Ry(1, s, as)auzv +R3(01, 05, 83)8“ Y (3.11)
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and the polynomials

Ry(&,m, X)_§M1(€+X n)—;[d—zQ (n+ 2)Q: +nQ;, + xQ, ]

d—2
Rz(é,n,x)=—§Mz(€,n+x)—;[TQ+€Q’€—(n+x)Q;+xQ’X],
Ra(E,1,1) = — [V (& + 1.7) = M (.1 + 7))

—;[d_ Q+EQ; +nQ, —(E+n)Q, ] (3.12)

Especially, in 3d, for s = 1 adjoint, (K,)! ; =0, and for s = 2 singlet, due to the equation of mo-
tion (3.2¢) for A, K; = 6i(81“ — 82“ )b k.1 qb’Z(FW’gz” = 0, which corresponds to the conservation
of symmetry current and stress tensor.

3.1.1 Adjoint sector

We first calculate the anomalous dimension in the adjoint sector. To do this, we restore the
flavour index for the slightly broken higher-spin currents

(js)ij =P(3,, é2)@51',1 ¢§ +iQ(3y, 0y, éS)iqgj,l ¢;A3 — (trace) (3.13)
and its divergence
(&—1)1 9{(%}(31, 28 a3)1@5)',1 ¢£F,uv,3 — (trace) (3.14)

and then calculate their correlation function in the large-N limit and plug it into Eq. (2.22).

For the correlation of J;, the contribution of A-dependent piece is of higher order and thus
can be omitted, leaving only the A-independent part. In the adjoint sector, the only contribution
to the bilinear correlator is the direct contraction, thus

i ? A A A A I} i T/ /
((Js)lj(x)(l]s)kl(o» = P(al) aZ)P(al” 82’)<(¢1]¢12)(¢1k¢2l)> — (trace)
X1 2—>x,x12—>0
= P(8),3,)P(—05,—8)G*(x1)G' l(x2)|x oy — (trace). (3.15)

This expression can be evaluated by using the Schwinger parametrisation of the propaga-
tor [24]

da
Gi-(x)=5i.f ad/2—2g—ax®, (3.16)
J J 0 4md/2

When acting on the integrand, the hatted differential operators d can be replaced by —2ax,
due to the null condition 22 = 0 and subsequently d % = 0. Hence,

() (U (0) = (5i5% — 1 516%)

da, da, /22 /22
f J 4md)2 4nd/2p( 2a;%,—2a,%)P(2a,%, 2a1x)a/ / (ata)x (317)

Similar techniques can be used to evaluate the correlation function of K,_;

10
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((Ror) ()R, Y1 (0)) = =) (21, 8y, B5)H ) (—2y,—21, 85)

X ij(xl)Gil(xz)ng,pU(XS)|xl23_)x — (trace), (3.18)

where D, "7 (x) = (F*”(x)FP?(0)) oo
It is difficult to evaluate the Schwinger integral for Egs. (3.15) and (3.18) for general s, so
instead, we evaluate the expression for finite s in 3d up to s = 50 and then match it with an
analytic expression. Our final result is
S
Ytricr.QED,ad — 16 Z 1 2(1132 - 2) (319)

s Nm2 | &i—-1/2 3(4s2—1) |

3.1.2 Singlet sector

In the singlet sector, the higher-spin operator J; and its divergence K,_; are

J, = P(3,, é2)¢j,1 ¢,y + iQ(0,, 0, é3)l'<l5k,1€1512<1‘A\3,
Koy = Ay (81,02, 35)ihyc 1 05 Funs- (3.20)
Note that the correlators of J, and K,_; are no longer only contractions. To the leading order
of 1/N, we have to consider other possible contributions. Here we outline the process of
calculation and enclose the details in Appendix A.

For the correlation of J;, It can be shown that the s = 1 current drops out from the spectrum,
and for s > 2, the only contribution to its correlation function is still direct contraction. For
the correlation of K;, adding extra contribution is equivalent to making use of the equation of
motion (3.2¢) for A, which effectively remove the pieces proportional to J1. More specifically,
we rewrite the divergence in terms of the slightly broken higher-spin currents, the field strength
and their descendants.

s—2
K= Z[Jz][F], (3.21)
[=0

where [...] denotes the conformal family of the operator, and in J; we need only to keep the
A-independent piece. The correlation of K,_; in large-N limit can be written effectively as the

contraction of K,_; in which the terms proportional to J; are removed from K,_;.

Ry (0R,—1(0)) 0o = (Ko 1 (K1 (0))er, Koy = Ry —[J1[F1. (3.22)

Taking this extra contribution into account, we evaluate the anomalous dimension for finite
s and extrapolate an analytic expression in 3d. Our final result is

2(11s* 4+ 3s® — 1352 + 155 + 2)

, Seven
tricr.QED,sg — 16 Zs: 1 _ 3(32 o 1)(432 - 1) . (3.23)
s Nm2 [&i—1/2 2(11s2—-2)
i=1 m, S Odd
2 —

3.2 Scalar QED

In this section we consider the scalar QED, with Lagrangian defined in Egs. (2.23) and (2.24).
The modified equation of motion for ¢ are, to linear order of A and o

3%¢p' =i(3,A")¢" +2iA(3,¢") + ¢'o,
0%¢; =—i$;(9,A") —2i(3,9)A" + ¢;0. (3.24)

11
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and there is an additional equation of motion for o

0= ¢ro", (3.25)

Substitute the equation of motion (3.24) into the divergence Eq. (3.9), we get an extra
piece in the divergence K,_;.

I%s—l = J{(ﬁ;}(ab 82’ 83)i¢;(x1)q5(x2)FW(x3) + ‘%(U)(ah 82’ 83)i¢;(x1)¢(x2)a(x3) N s

1,2,37X
(3.26)
where
H(ey = M1(0) + 33, 05) + My(J;, 05 + 35). (3.27)

In the adjoint sector, the correlation of the higher-spin operator J; remains the same as the
tricritical QED, and the correlation of the divergence K,_; can be evaluated by direct contrac-
tion,

((Ks—l)ij(x)(ks—l)kl(()» = —9{(%)(31, 3, 33)9{&;(—52, —01, as)ij(Xl)Gil(Xz)ng’pa(Xs)

+H0) (91 Bor 83) H i) (=03, =01, 83)G* 1 (11)GT (x2)Do (x3) ., — (trace),  (3.28)

Substitute this into Eq. (2.22), we get the result for the anomalous dimension in 3d

16 [~ 1 752 —1
scal.QED,ad __ E _ . 3.29
s N2 (izli—l/Z 452 —1 (3.29)

In the singlet sector, for the correlation of the divergence K,_;, we need to take into account
the equation of motion (3.2¢) for A and (3.25) for o. We write K,_; in terms of J;, F, o and
their descendents

5—2 s—1
Ry =D 1 F1+ Y [0, (3.30)
1=0 1=0
remove the pieces proportional to J; and Jj,

K, =K =[N 1[F]1=[JF1-[)1]lo]-[Jollo] (3.3D
and calculate its correlator through direct contraction
<I%s—1(x)f<s—1(0)>oo = <I£<s—1(x)f<s—1(o))ct. (332)

The result for the anomalous dimension in 3d is

14s% 4+ 553 — 1652+ 19s + 2

s , Seven
scal.QED,sg _ 16 Z 1 _ 2(32 — 1)(432 — 1) (3.33)
s Nm2 [&i—1/2 7s3 4252 —s—2
i=1 , s odd
s(4s2—1)

4 Fermionic QEDs in 3d large-N limit
In this section we calculate the anomalous dimension of the QED; and QED5-Gross-Neveu-

Yukawa theory in the large-N limit, with Lagrangian defined in Egs. (2.27) and (2.28). The
effective photon propagator in the large-N limit comes from the resummation of the fermion

12
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bubble diagrams. The large-N fermion propagator is the same as in free field theory. The
Feynman rules of QED; are listed below:

, o (4
G'1(0) = (W (N (0))oo = 5;2755/)2 z,
_ ond _9_ wy xtx?”
D) = (AHCOA(O) oo = & 2 UZ2ROPTHATE 4
n(d—2)r(4) x

For QED3-Gross-Neveu-Yukawa theory there is one extra Feynman rule for the effective prop-
agator of o obtained by resumming the fermion bubble diagrams,

1 2d_1F(d—;1)sin %d 1

D)= {0 (oo = =iy 1 4.2)
4.1 QED,
The equations of motion for v and 1) to the linear order in A are
o =idy,
Qupy" = —i4,
8% = Syaet By + (A + 20416,
024 = L — (B,M— 2B, @3
where we have made use of the y-matrix identity
yhy? = 64" + ie‘“’ly,l. “4.4)
The gauge invariant slightly broken higher-spin currents are
JP )= PP D1, D) ()P ()] o (4.5)

where the polynomial pS(F)(g ,n) is given is Eq. (2.17). Similar to the bosonic case, we truncate
the expression to the linear order in the gauge field

Ji(0) = P31, 0,19 (x1)7) (x2) (x2) +1Q(1, &, E)P(x1)f P (x2)Alxa)] o

=JP (%) + 7D (x), (4.6)
where
Q(g,n,x):P(€+x,n);P(€,n+x)‘ “.7)
We then calculate its divergence
R,_, =38,D"J.. (4.8)

The divergence of the A-independent part J S(P ) is

K®) =[M(81,8,)02 + My(8y, 3,82 14 (1) 74 (x2)
+ [Nl(éb 32)31)L +N2(é1, 32)9§]¢(x1)mw(xz) 4.9)

13
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where the polynomials

d , 1

Mi(&,1) = SPg + 5 (E=n)Pge + 1P,
d_, 1

My(&,m) = 2 - 5(5— P, + &P,

d—2 , ,
Ni(&,n) = TP +&(P, —P;),
d—2 / /
No(8,m) = ——P+n(P;—P). (4.10)

We then substitute in the equations of motion of (4.3). The divergence of the A-dependent
part fs(Q) can be calculated similarly. For this part, one can simply use the free equation of
motion @1 = 0. Combined together, the final result is gauge invariant, dependent only on the
field strength F,,, = 9,A, — 3,A,,.

R, = [Rl(éla éz, 93)31M +R2(91, éz, 93)3; +R3(91, éz, é:3)33M:| i@l?FSWZvU)z
+R4(91’ 92’ 93)1,51F3Wzke“”’11/)2 +R5(él) éz, és)iﬂ;lstY“ZW)ﬂ 411

X1,237X

where the polynomials

2 1(d , , ,
R1(€,n,x)=—M1(§+x,n)——(—Q—(n+x)Qg+nQn+xQX),

X x\2

2 1(d , , ,
RE.m, 1) =~ My(En + 1) = - 5Q+EQL —(E+ 100, +1Q, ).

X x\2

1 1(d , , ,
RyEm, 1) = 2 O €+ 2,1 = MEm + 1)~ 50+ 84 +1Q; — (€ + 1), ).

X x \ 2

R4u(&,m, x) = —% (M1(&+ x,m)+My(E,n+ 1)),

Rs(E,m, x) = (M1(E + 2,1m) = Ma(E,m + 2)) + %(N1(€+x,n)—Nz(€,n +2))+ —€+Z+XQ'

(4.12)

Especially, for s = 1 adjoint, (Ko)ij =0, and for s = 2 singlet, K; = 6i1/3k’1y“1,b§FW’32” =0due
to the equation of motion for A, in 3d, which corresponds to the conservation of symmetry
current and stress tensor.

In the adjoint sector, the correlation of the higher-spin operator J, and the divergence K;_;
can be evaluated by direct contraction. Substitute the correlation functions into Eq. (2.22),
we get the result for the anomalous dimension in 3d

16 | < 1 211s2—2
QED, ad _ _Zz . 4.13
T N2 [;i—uz 3421 ] (4.13)

Note that this result is exactly the same as tricritical QED. Based on this, we conjecture that the
anomalous dimension of the tricritical QED and fermionic QED; in the singlet sector should
also be the same. We verify this coincidence up to s = 5 by calculating leading order diagrams
of the K,_; correlators

(-1 (x)K;-1(0)) = @ + @ (4.14)

14
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4.2 QED;-Gross-Neveu-Yukawa theory

In this section we further couple the fermions in QED to an auxiliary bosonic field through a
Gross-Neveu-Yukawa interaction. The modified equation of motion for v and ¢ are, to linear
order of Aand o

dy = ik — o,
8u1/;}/“ = _i'l/;A"' 'l/;O-)
8% = Z12€" M Fyh + i(GAM N + 2A"(E,9) — (@O,

o = éqﬁFW“e“M — ip(8,AF) — 2i(3, PIA" + (3 ). (4.15)

This modification results in an extra piece in the divergence

K,y = RO 4 (O, (4.16)
where I%Sf‘ D) is the divergence in QED given in the Eq. (4.11), and

K;(ElNY) =Rg(3y, 0y, 33)P103%5 +R5(81, 0y, é3)¢1(5503)2v}’16uw1¢2, (4.17)
the polynomials are

Re(&,m, x) = x [M1(E+ x,m) —My(&,m+ x)]+ N1(E + x,m) —No(&,m + 1),
R;7(&,m, x) =M1(E+ x,m) + My(E,m + x). (4.18)

In the adjoint sector, the correlation of the higher-spin operator J; is the same as in QED,
and the correlation of the divergence K,_; can be evaluated by direct contraction. Substitute
the correlation functions into Eq. (2.22), we get the result for the anomalous dimension in 3d

16 (< 1 752 —2
(QED—GNY,ad) _ _ ) 4.1
$ N2 (;i—l/Z 452—1) (4.19)

We note that this result is the same as scalar QED. We also expect y, in the singlet sector is the
same as that of scalar QED.

5 SU(N); WZW CFT in (2 + €¢)-dimensions

It is well known that starting from a Gaussian theory at the upper or lower critical dimen-
sions, one can perform dimensional continuation to obtain and to calculate interacting CFTs
perturbatively, which include: (1) d = 4—e dimensional Wilson-Fisher [45,46], Gross-Neveu-
Yukawa [47,48], critical gauge theories with bosonic and/or fermionic matter [49-53]; (2)
d = 2+ € dimensional non-linear sigma models with no topoloigcal terms® [54]; (3) d =2+¢
dimensional Gross-Neveu-Yukawa theory [55]. Conformal data such as scaling dimensions of
operators can be written as a series expansion of €, and the series is known to be a diver-
gent asymptotic series. One physical reason for the series expansion being divergent is that
d = 2,4 dimensions are the branch cut of the theory at which the Gaussian fixed point merges
with the interacting fixed point. This naturally brings a question: can we perturbatively de-
fine and calculate an interacting CFT starting from a non-Gaussian (but solvable) theory? An

>These non-linear sigma models are believed to describe the same fixed point as Wilson-Fisher bosons
with/without gauge fields.
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ideal starting point is the 2d CFT, in particular, the Ising CFT is believed to existin 2 < d < 4
dimensions [56,57].

Similar to free theories, 2d CFTs also have conserved higher-spin currents as a consequence
of the Virasoro symmetry. However, it remains a mystery about how these conserved higher-
spin currents are broken if the theory is continued to d = 2 + ¢ dimensions. The idea of
conformal multiplet recombination does not naively apply here. Specifically, the divergence
equation J - J; = K,_; requires a spin-(s — 1) operator K,_; with A =s+ 1. Such an operator,
however, does not exist in a generic 2d CFT’s spectrum (viz. minimal models, WZW models)
even if null operators are taken into account. On the other hand, there is no known way
to get around the conformal multiplet recombination, as one can rigorously show that J - J;
has to be a primary operator of the global conformal symmetry [32]. In this section, we will
provide a solution to this mystery for the SU(N ); WZW models, and it can be straightforwardly
generalised to other WZW models.

The idea is to consider a dual description of the SU(N); WZW CFT, namely a fermionic
QED with N Dirac fermions coupled to a U(1) gauge field. This is the only known description
that can be generalised into (2 + ¢)-dimensions. This QED, theory is also called the Schwinger
model. It can be exactly solved using the bosonisation technique. One important feature of
the exact solution is that the gauge field strength F,, as well as any operator proportional

to it will decouple from the IR spectrum®. As we have explicitly shown in previous sections,
in gauge theories higher-spin currents get broken by ‘eating’ the divergence operator K,_;
which is proportional to F,,. The absence of divergence operator can also be understood from
the fact that there exist no operator with spin-(s — 1) and scaling dimension A = s+ 1. So
the decoupling of F,, and its composite operators will make higher-spin currents conserved,
and also explains why the divergence operators are absent in the spectrum of SU(N); WZW
models. More importantly, these operators only decouple at 2d, they will re-enter the spectrum
at d = 2 + € dimensions making higher-spin currents slightly broken.
Concretely, the correlator of F,,, can be written as

I, 1,,—1I,,1
uptvo uoc+y
(F,uv(x)Fpa(o)) = C(G)N)%, (5.1)
where I,,(x) =6, — ZXZ;(V. F,,, decouples at 2d corresponds to C(e = 0,N) =0, and it is a

non-perturbative statement. To gain a more quantitative understanding, we can consider the
large-N limit, where the correlator of F,,, at arbitrary 2 < d < 4 and up to the order of 1/N 2
is,

Clemd ) _r(d)zinﬂ—; 1 I@sin% [Sw,(g)_nj N m] 1. ﬁ(i)
nr(¢2 N nr(%)z 2 2 d N2 N3
(5.2)
where 1(x) is the digamma function. The ¢(1/N?) correction is given by Ref. [58]. It is
consistent with the fact that they will decouple at 2d, namely (F,,,(x)F,,(0)) =0+ @0(1/N ).
In the regime 1/ N <€ e K 1,

C(e,N)=2e/N +2e%2/N? +0(1/N3). (5.3)
So in this regime we have
e Sh1 €
Il = =5~ +0(E) = SHo g + (), (5.4)

i=1

®Intuitively, it can be understood from the fact that U(1) gauge field is always linearly confined in 2d.
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where H,_; is the Harmonic number. It is tempting to conjecture that the same result holds
for the finite N. The indication is that, the @(1/N) correlator is of order @(e), while @(1/N?)
correlator is of order @(e?). It is possible that higher order 0(1/N*) (k > 2) correlator is
also of order @(e?) (or higher). It will be great to have a non-perturbative proof to justify this
conjecture.

6 Conclusion and discussion

In the previous sections, we have calculated the anomalous dimensions of various bosonic and
fermionic QEDs. We find these results have similar logarithmic asymptotic behaviours in the

large-s limit
t.
Ye= CO;\IIS logs +... (s = 00), (6.1

which is different from non-gauge interacting CFTs (i.e. Wilson-Fisher, Gross-Neveu-Yukawa),
y, = const./N +---. Results from light-cone bootstrap [15-17] provide an explanation for this
difference. For any primary (scalar) operator O in a unitary CFT, its twist family with scaling
dimensions, A = 2A, + 2n +s + 0(1/s), will always exist in the CFT’s operator spectrum.’
The slightly broken higher-spin currents of the Wilson-Fisher theory is just a twist family of ¢
, hence their y; = 2A4 —1+ 0(1/s) = const./N +---. In contrast, a gauge theory does not
have ¢ in its spectrum (since they are not gauge invariant), so its y, does not have to follow
the behavior y, = const./N +---.

However, we would like to emphasise that our results do not apply to the real large-s limit.
Since we perform the large-N expansion in the first place, the results apply only to the case
where N is still the leading parameter compared to s®. To compare gauge theories and non-
gauge theories in the large-s limit, we need to extend our results from the region where N is
the leading scale to the region where s is the leading scale. This region is not accessible by
our large-N expansion. There are several possibilities how v, would extend from the large-s
region to the large-N region. One possibility is the logarithmic divergence continues’; the
other possibility is that y, converges to a finite limit, for example, one possibility is

Yo~ Too(1—5"4N), 6.2)

where v, is an @(1/N°) constant.

One question to ask is whether the slightly broken spin-s current is still the spin-s operator
with the minimal twist in gauge theories!?. One candidate for the minimal twist is the twist
family of the SU(N) conserved current, which has lim,_,, 7; = 1. We can compare this with
v, of the slightly broken higher-spin currents. There are several possible scenarios: (1) Either
vs diverges logarithmically, or converges to a limit y o, > 1, then the minimal twist is 77; (2)
Y, converges to a limit v, < 1, hence the slightly broken higher-spin currents are the minimal
twist. Thanks to the lightcone bootstrap result [17], we know that y; as a function of s must be
convex. Thus, in either scenario, the minimal twist in the large-s limit T oo in = liMy_, 00 T min
converges slower than 1/N in the large N limit, namely

lim 7oy N = lim (hm '3 minN) — co. 6.3)
N—oo 7 7

N—-ooo \s—00

7Schematically, we can write these operators as 03°0"0.

8We conjecture that the limit could be written as 1 < logs < N, as in this case, the correction to the scaling
dimension y, < 1 is small.

“We would like to note that for the Wilson-Fisher theory, the large-N expansion result is identical to the light-
cone bootstrap result, although the former applies to the region where N is the leading scale while the latter is
valid for the region where s is the leading scale.

10The twist is defined as 7, = A —s—1.
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This is a crutial difference between gauge theories and interacting theories without gauge
theories, as the latter has limy_, o T oo minN = 0(1/N 9.

We have also discussed SU(N); WZW CFT at 2 + ¢ dimensions using its dual QED descrip-
tion. Specifically, we argue that the conservation of higher-spin currents of SU(N); WZW CFT
at 2d can be understood as a consequence of the gauge field strength being decoupled in the
IR. At d = 2 + € dimensions the gauge field strength re-enters the operator spectrum, and
breaks higher-spin currents through conformal multiplet recombination. It is worth empha-
sising that different from the conformal multiplet recombination in other previously known
cases, here the divergence operators (i.e. the operators being ‘eaten’) are not in the original
operator spectrum of the 2d theory. This new type of conformal multiplet recombination may
be present in the dimensional continuation of many other 2d CFTs, in particular the Ising CFT.
We will leave this to the future study.

At last, we would like to comment on the possible physical or experimental correspondence
of the anomalous dimensions of slightly broken higher-spin currents. An intriguing possibility
is that they may be related to the non-equilibrium properties of CFTs. The intuition behind
this is that in the presence of higher-spin symmetry, the system is known to be integrable. The
breaking of their conservation will spoil integrability, hence yielding non-equilibrium phenom-
ena like thermalisation or scrambling.
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A Calculation details for the singlet sector

In this appendix, we use tricritical QED as an example to demonstrate how we calculate the
singlet sector anomalous dimensions. In tricritical QED, the singlet sector higher-spin operator
J, and its divergence K;_; are

JAs = p(ély é2)(5]',1 ¢; + lQ(éla éZ) é3)i(5k’1¢]2<143’
R, = 9{&;(51, 05,05)iy 1 ¢12<FW,3- (A1)

Note that the correlators of J, and K,_; are no longer only contractions. To the leading order
of 1/N, we have to consider other possible Feynman diagrams. For the correlation of J,, we
can still omit the A-dependent piece, and

(Js()Js(0)) = (01, 8)P (01, 0 )(b1692)( @1 165 Neo|

= oo o> 2
(@) (b)

where a ring dot denotes that differential operators are acted on this point. The diagram
(b) vanishes identically for s > 2 due to the orthogonality between different spin currents
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(J,(x)J1(0)) = 0. For s = 1, the spin-1 singlet current is the gauge current that is removed
from the operator spectrum.
For the correlation of K,

(Ra (O 1(0) = s (81, B0, B)H Ty (B B B (b5 FE N Bua$bFETN|

(@ (b) (©)

Here diagram (a) corresponds to direct contraction. Diagram (c) vanishes identically due to
the orthogonality between slightly broken higher-spin currents and the field strength, namely
(J,(x)F*¥(0)) = 0. Taking into account diagram (b) is equivalent to making use of the equation
of motion for A, to the zeroth order of A

0=1i(,— azy)ék(x1)¢k(xz)|xl’2_>x +0(A), (A.4)

which effectively remove the pieces proportional to J;. To show this, we rewrite the divergence
in terms of the slightly broken higher-spin currents, the field strength and their descendents.

s—2

Koy =Y [LIIF], (A.5)

[=0

where [...] denotes the conformal family of the operator, and in J; we need only to keep the
A-independent piece. More explicitly, one can write the descendents in the form

s—1—1
IF1= D (agnd* " 'D1S,8™F,,2"
m=0

+bslmés_l_m_za“jlémFHv2v + Cslmés_l_m_zjléma“FHv) . (A6)

The coefficeents agjy,, bsim» Csim Can be determined by writing out J; explicitly and compare
the coeffecients with Eq. (3.11). In particular, due to the differential equation of P(&,n), the
coeffecient with [ = 1 can be determined explicitly.

= 2 mmpnSs—2—m
1 = m!(s —2—m)!(s —m)! % Dy (R1 —Ra)ly=o
d—2 1 N
5 dm +bm = T A S— p—" omDp; mER, + MR g=1,n=—1,4=0
= 1 mmps—3—m
Cm1 = ml(s —3—m)!(s —1—m)! al Dp k3lg=1,n=—1,4=0 (A7)

where the differential operator
_d—2 5 5
Dp = 5 (ag+an)+§ag +nan (A.8)

We then evaluate the diagrams in Eq. (A.3) using this form of K,_;.

s—2 s—2 5—2
(a) = <(Z[Jz][F]) (x) (Z[h/][ﬂ) (0)> =D AWIFD ) ASIFD(0)). (A9
ct. 0

[=0 I'=0 =
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where ‘ct.” means direct contraction. For diagram (b), we note that the bubbles are non-zero
only when [ = 1 due to the orthogonality between slightly broken higher-spin currents with

different spin
s—2
=0 ct.

With this result, the chain integral [59] in diagram (b) is evaluated to be

(b) = — (L IIFD ) (L ITF D (0)) . (A.11)

Therefore, the correlation of K,_; in large-N limit can be written effectively as the contraction

s—2
() 611 =) (A.10)
=0

of K,_; in which the terms proportional to J; removed from K.

<I%s—1(x)ks—l(0)>oo = <f<s—1(x)f<s—l(o))ct., Ia{s—l = IA{s—l - [Jl ][F] (A.lZ)

B Bosonic QEDs with Chern-Simons term

In this section we add an additional Chern-Simons term to the bosonic theories,

Les = Alrk "7 A,8,A;. (B.1)
T

We consider the limit of large CS-level k and finite A = k/N. This results in an extra factor in
front of the photon propagator [25]

(A COA™(0))es = 7755 (A ()A”(0) oo
11 (d=2-08" + 2055
1+ 2A28m2N x2 (B-2)

where (...)o, are correlators evaluated with the Feynman rules without Chern-Simons term.
and the equation of motion for the gauge field A is modified to
4r

— (O =091 x)¢ (ol o = 77 (B.3)

A"'WF 471'1

In the adjoint sector, we need only take the 1/(1+22) factor in Eq. (B.2) into account when
calculating the correlation of the piece proportional to F,,, in K,_;, and the result is modified
to

16 1 = 1 2(11s2—2)
tr.QED+CS,ad __ B.4

Ts TNRZ1+ A2 [21—1/2 3(4s2—1) (B.4)
in tricritical QED, and

S

/SCQED+CSad _ 16 1 Z L =1 1 2(11s*-2) B.5)
S Nm2 |1+ A2 i:11—1/2 3(4s2—1) 1+A2 3(4s2—1)

in scalar QED.

In the singlet sector, we also need to take into account the equation of motion for the gauge
field A (B.3) which relates the field strength to the gauge current. Substituting F with J,, we
get

s—2
Kooy =D 11 (B.6)
=0
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Its correlation function is

. . 1 r—{:W
(Rrka)es = 7755 2 <([Jz][Jl])(x)([Jl][m)(O)>

[#1 0o
— [ — \
+ m |:<([Jl][Jl])(X)([Jl][Jl])(O)> + <([J1][Jl])(x)([Jl][Jl])(0)> ] , (B.7)

1 A Aar T A A |
where the contraction J,,J,, is a shorthand notation for (P,,(0;, d5)¢ 1 ¢ 5)(P,(01/, O )1/ P o).
Plugging it into Eq. (2.22), we get the result for the anomalous dimension

16 1 = 1
Y;r.QED+CS,sg — |:Z

N2 1+22 | &i—1/2
2(11s%2—2) s odd
3(4s2—1)° (B.8)
2(11s* — s 4 8) 1 26=2)6-1) o
3(4s4—5s2+1) 1+A2(s+1)(4s2—1)
in tricritical QED, and
S
sc.QED+CS,sg: 16 1 Z 1
s N72 | 1+A2 & i—1/2
s =1 1 2(115°+3s*—25—3) s odd
3(4s2—1) 1+A2 3s(4s2—1) ’ (B.9)
s—2 1 201s*—s*48) 1 26-2)6-1) '

6(2s—1) 1+A23(4s*—5s2+1) (1+A2)2(s+1)(4s2—1)

in scalar QED.

References

[1] 1. Affleck and J. B. Marston, Large-N limit of the Heisenberg-Hubbard model:
Implications for high-T, superconductors, Phys. Rev. B 37, 3774 (1988),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.37.3774.

[2] M. Hermele, T. Senthil and M. P A. Fisher, Algebraic spin liquid as the mother of many
competing orders, Phys. Rev. B 72, 104404 (2005), doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.72.104404.

[3] M. Hermele, Y. Ran, P A. Lee and X.-G. Wen, Properties of an algebraic spin liquid on the
kagome lattice, Phys. Rev. B 77, 224413 (2008), d0i:10.1103/PhysRevB.77.224413.

[4] T. Senthil, A. Vishwanath, L. Balents, S. Sachdev and M. P A. Fisher, Deconfined quantum
critical points, Science 303, 1490 (2004), doi:10.1126/science.1091806.

[5] T Senthil, L. Balents, S. Sachdev, A. Vishwanath and M. P A. Fisher, Quantum criti-
cality beyond the Landau-Ginzgburg-Wilson paradigm, Phys. Rev. B 70, 144407 (2004),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.70.144407.

[6] J. K. Jain, S. A. Kivelson and N. Trivedi, Scaling theory of the fractional quantum Hall
effect, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 1993 (1990), doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.1993.

21


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.37.3774
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.72.104404
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.224413
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.1091806
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.70.144407
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.64.1993

SciPost Physics Submission

[7] W. Chen, M. P A. Fisher and Y.-S. Wu, Mott transition in an anyon gas, Phys. Rev. B 48,
13749 (1993), doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.48.13749.

[8] S. Kivelson, D.-H. Lee and S.-C. Zhang, Global phase diagram in the quantum Hall effect,
Phys. Rev. B 46, 2223 (1992), doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.46.2223.

[9] J.Y. Lee, C. Wang, M. P Zaletel, A. Vishwanath and Y.-C. He, Emergent multi-flavor QED4
at the plateau transition between fractional Chern insulators: Applications to graphene
heterostructures, Phys. Rev. X 8(3), 031015 (2018), doi:10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031015.

[10] D. Poland, S. Rychkov and A. Vichi, The conformal bootstrap: Theory, nu-
merical techniques, and applications, Rev. Mod. Phys. 91, 015002 (2019),
doi:10.1103/RevModPhys.91.015002.

[11] A. B. Zamolodchikov and A. B. Zamolodchikov, Relativistic factorized S-matrix in
two dimensions having O(N) isotopic symmetry, Nucl. Phys. B 133, 525 (1978),
doi:10.1016/0550-3213(78)90239-0.

[12] A. B. Zamolodchikov and A. B. Zamolodchikov, Factorized S-matrices in two dimensions
as the exact solutions of certain relativistic quantum field theory models, Annals of Physics
120, 253 (1979), doi:10.1016/0003-4916(79)90391-9.

[13] S. Parke, Absence of particle production and factorization of the S-matrix in 1+ 1 dimen-
sional models, Nucl. Phys. B 174, 166 (1980), doi:10.1016/0550-3213(80)90196-0.

[14] J. Maldacena and A. Zhiboedov, Constraining conformal field theories with a higher spin
symmetry, J. Phys. A 46, 214011 (2013), doi:10.1088/1751-8113/46/21/214011.

[15] A. L. Fitzpatrick, J. Kaplan, D. Poland and D. Simmons-Duffin, = The analytic
bootstrap and AdS superhorizon locality, J. High Energy Phys. 12, 004 (2013),
doi:10.1007/JHEP12(2013)004.

[16] S. Pal, J. Qiao and S. Rychkov, Twist accumulation in conformal field theory. a rigorous
approach to the lightcone bootstrap, arXiv:2212.04893 (2022).

[17] Z. Komargodski and A. Zhiboedov, Convexity and liberation at large spin, J. High Energy
Phys. 11, 140 (2013), doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2013)140.

[18] J. Maldacena and A. Zhiboedov, Constraining conformal field theories with a
slightly broken higher spin symmetry, Class. Quant. Grav. 30, 104003 (2013),
doi:10.1088,/0264-9381/30/10/104003.

[19] L. E Alday, Large spin perturbation theory for conformal field theories, Phys. Rev. Lett.
119, 111601 (2017), doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.111601.

[20] L. E Alday, Solving CFTs with weakly broken higher spin symmetry, J. High Energy Phys.
10, 161 (2017), doi:10.1007/JHEP10(2017)161.

[21] L. E Alday and A. Zhiboedov, Conformal bootstrap with slightly broken higher spin sym-
metry, J. High Energy Phys. 06, 091 (2016), doi:10.1007/JHEP06(2016)091.

[22] A. N. Manashov, E. D. Skvortsov and M. Strohmaier, Higher spin currents in
the critical O(N) vector model at 1/N?, J. High Energy Phys. 08, 106 (2017),
doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2017)106.

[23] A. N. Manashov and E. D. Skvortsov, Higher-spin currents in the Gross-Neveu model at
1/N2, J. High Energy Phys. 01, 132 (2017), doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2017)132.

22


https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.48.13749
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.46.2223
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.8.031015
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.91.015002
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(78)90239-0
https://doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(79)90391-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(80)90196-0
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/46/21/214011
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2013)004
https://arXiv.org/abs/2212.04893
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2013)140
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/30/10/104003
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.119.111601
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2017)161
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2016)091
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2017)106
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2017)132

SciPost Physics Submission

[24] S. Giombi and V. Kirilin, Anomalous dimensions in CFT with weakly broken higher spin
symmetry, J. High Energy Phys. 11, 068 (2016), doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2016)068.

[25] S. Giombi, V. Gurucharan, V. Kirilin, S. Prakash and E. Skvortsov, On the Higher-Spin
Spectrum in Large N Chern-Simons Vector Models, J. High Energy Phys. 01, 058 (2017),
doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2017)058.

[26] S. Giombi, V. Kirilin and E. Skvortsov, Notes on spinning operators in fermionic CFT, J.
High Energy Phys. 05, 041 (2017), doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2017)041.

[27] S. Rychkov and Z. M. Tan, The e-expansion from conformal field theory, J. Phys. A 48,
29FT01 (2015), doi:10.1088/1751-8113/48/29/29ft01.

[28] K. Nii, Classical equation of motion and anomalous dimensions at leading order, J. High
Energy Phys. 07, 107 (2016), doi:10.1007/JHEP07(2016)107.

[29] V. G. Charan and S. Prakash, On the higher spin spectrum of Chern-Simons theory
coupled to fermions in the large flavour limit, J. High Energy Phys. 2, 94 (2018),
doi:10.1007/JHEP02(2018)094.

[30] L. E Alday and J. Maldacena, Comments on operators with large spin, J. High Energy
Phys. 11, 019 (2007), doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2007/11/019.

[31] N. Su, The Hybrid Bootstrap, arXiv.org:2202.07607 (2022).

[32] J. Maldacena and A. Zhiboedov, Constraining conformal field theories with a
slightly broken higher spin symmetry, Classical Quant. Grav. 30, 104003 (2013),
doi:10.1088,/0264-9381/30,/10/104003.

[33] L. Girardello, M. Porrati and A. Zaffaroni, 3D interacting CFTs and generalized
Higgs phenomenon in higher spin theories on AdS, Phys. Lett. B 561, 289 (2003),
doi:10.1016/50370-2693(03)00492-1.

[34] R. G. Leigh and A. C. Petkou, Holography of the Script N = 1 higher-spin theory on AdS,,
J. High Energy Phys. 6, 011 (2003), doi:10.1088/1126-6708/2003/06/011.

[35] W. Li, On the € = d — 2 expansion of the Ising model, arXiv:2107.13679 (2021).

[36] Y.-C. He, J. Rong and N. Su, A roadmap for bootstrapping critical gauge theories: decou-
pling operators of conformal field theories in d > 2 dimensions, SciPost Phys. 11, 111
(2021), doi:10.21468/SciPostPhys.11.6.111.

[37] D. Delmastro, J. Gomis and M. Yu, Infrared phases of 2d QCD, arXiv:2108.02202 (2021).

[38] M. S. Costa, J. Penedones, D. Poland and S. Rychkov, Spinning conformal correlators, J.
High Energy Phys. 11, 071 (2011), doi:10.1007/JHEP11(2011)071.

[39] R. K. Kaul and S. Sachdev, Quantum criticality of U(1) gauge theories with fermionic
and bosonic matter in two spatial dimensions, Phys. Rev. B 77, 155105 (2008),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.77.155105.

[40] S.Benvenuti and H. Khachatryan, Easy-plane QED5’s in the large N limit, JHEP 2019(5),
214 (2019), doi:10.1007/JHEP05(2019)214.

[41] S. M. Chester and S. S. Pufu, Anomalous dimensions of scalar operators in QED5, J. High
Energy Phys. 08, 069 (2016), doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2016)069.

23


https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2016)068
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2017)058
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2017)041
https://doi.org/10.1088/1751-8113/48/29/29ft01
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2016)107
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2018)094
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/11/019
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.07607
https://doi.org/10.1088/0264-9381/30/10/104003
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-2693(03)00492-1
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/06/011
http://arXiv.org/abs/2107.13679
https://doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.11.6.111
https://arxiv.org/abs/2108.02202/
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2011)071
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.77.155105
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2019)214
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2016)069

SciPost Physics Submission

[42] J. Gracey, Electron mass anomalous dimension at O(1 /Nfz) in quantum electrodynamics,
Phys. Lett. B 317(3), 415 (1993), doi:10.1016/0370-2693(93)91017-H.

[43] R. Boyack, A. Rayyan and J. Maciejko, Deconfined criticality in the QED5 Gross-Neveu-
Yukawa model: The 1/N expansion revisited, Phys. Rev. B 99(19), 195135 (2019),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.99.195135.

[44] M. Moshe and J. Zinn-Justin, Quantum field theory in the large N limit: a review, Phys.
Rep. 385, 69 (2003), doi:10.1016/S0370-1573(03)00263-1.

[45] K. G. Wilson and M. E. Fisher, Critical exponents in 3.99 dimensions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 28,
240 (1972), doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.28.240.

[46] M. V. Kompaniets and E. Panzer, Minimally subtracted six-loop renormalization of
O(N)-symmetric ¢* theory and critical exponents, Phys. Rev. D 96, 036016 (2017),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.96.036016.

[47] D. J. Gross and A. Neveu, Dynamical symmetry breaking in asymptotically free field theo-
ries, Phys. Rev. D 10, 3235 (1974), do0i:10.1103/PhysRevD.10.3235.

[48] N. Zerf, L. N. Mihaila, P Marquard, I. E Herbut and M. M. Scherer, Four-loop crit-
ical exponents for the Gross-Neveu-Yukawa models, Phys. Rev. D 96, 096010 (2017),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.96.096010.

[49] B. 1. Halperin, T. C. Lubensky and S.-k. Ma, First-order phase transitions in
superconductors and smectic-A liquid crystals, = Phys. Rev. Lett. 32, 292 (1974),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.32.292.

[50] J. Braun, H. Gies, L. Janssen and D. Roscher, Phase structure of many-flavor QED5, Phys.
Rev. D 90(3), 036002 (2014), doi:10.1103/PhysRevD.90.036002.

[51] L. Di Pietro, Z. Komargodski, I. Shamir and E. Stamou, Quantum electrodynam-
ics in d = 3 from the € expansion, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116(13), 131601 (2016),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.131601.

[52] S. Giombi, I. R. Klebanov and G. Tarnopolsky, Conformal QEDy, f-theorem and the e
expansion, arXiv:1508.06354 (2015).

[53] N. Zerf, P Marquard, R. Boyack and J. Maciejko, Critical behavior of the
QED;-Gross-Neveu-Yukawa model at four loops, Phys. Rev. B 98, 165125 (2018),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevB.98.165125.

[54] E. Brézin and J. Zinn-Justin, Renormalization of the nonlinear o model in 2 + €
dimensions—application to the Heisenberg ferromagnets, Phys. Rev. Lett. 36, 691 (1976),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.36.691.

[55] N. A. Kivel, A. S. Stepanenko and A. N. Vasiliev, On calculation of (2 + €) RG functions in
the Gross-Neveu model from large N expansions of critical exponents, Nucl. Phys. B 424,
619 (1994), doi:10.1016/0550-3213(94)90411-1.

[56] S. El-Showk, M. Paulos, D. Poland, S. Rychkov, D. Simmons-Duffin and A. Vichi, Con-
formal field theories in fractional dimensions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 141601 (2014),
doi:10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.141601.

[57] A. Cappelli, L. Maffi and S. Okuda, Critical Ising model in varying dimension by conformal
bootstrap, J. High Energy Phys. 1, 161 (2019), doi:10.1007/JHEP01(2019)161.

24


https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(93)91017-H
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.99.195135
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0370-1573(03)00263-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.28.240
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.036016
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.10.3235
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.96.096010
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.32.292
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.90.036002
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.116.131601
https://arXiv.org/abs/1508.06354
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevB.98.165125
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.36.691
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(94)90411-1
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.112.141601
https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2019)161

SciPost Physics Submission

[58] S. Giombi, G. Tarnopolsky and I. R. Klebanov, On C; and Cy in conformal QED, J. High
Energy Phys. 8, 156 (2016), doi:10.1007/JHEP08(2016)156.

[59] J. Zinn-Justin, Quantum Field Theory and Critical Phenomena: Fifth Edition, International
Series of Monographs on Physics. OUP Oxford (2021).

25


https://doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2016)156

	Introduction
	Method and models
	The higher-spin currents in free field theory
	Anomalous dimensions of the slightly broken higher-spin currents
	Models and summary of results

	Bosonic QEDs in 3d large-N limit
	Tricritical QED currents
	Adjoint sector
	Singlet sector

	Scalar QED

	Fermionic QEDs in 3d large-N limit
	QED3
	QED3-Gross-Neveu-Yukawa theory

	SU(N)1 WZW CFT in 2+e-dimensions
	Conclusion and discussion
	Calculation details for the singlet sector
	Bosonic QEDs with Chern-Simons term
	References

