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ABSTRACT: Classical gravity coupled to a CFT, (matter) is considered. The effect of the
quantum dynamics of matter on gravity is studied around maximally symmetric spaces
(flat, de Sitter and Anti de Sitter). The structure of the graviton propagator is modified and
non-trivial poles appear due to matter quantum effects. The position and residues of such
poles are mapped as a function of the relevant parameters, the central charge of the CFTy,
the two R? couplings of gravity as well as the curvature of the background space-time. The
instabilities induced are determined. Such instabilities can be important in cosmology as
they trigger the departure from de Sitter space and in some regions of parameters are more
important than the well-known scalar instabilities. It is also determined when the presence
of such instabilities is unreliable if the associated scales are larger than the “species” cutoff

of the gravitational theory.
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1. Introduction

The interplay between semiclassical gravity and the quantum effects of Quantum Field

Theory (QFT) is a topic of research that has been in the spotlight for several decades.

The most important area of applicability motivating these issues arises from cosmology.



In cosmology, we treat gravity as semiclassical' and we couple it with QFTs. The class of
semiclassical metrics relevant in this case is cosmological metrics, with the most prominent
example being the maximally symmetric cosmological metric, i.e., de Sitter.

Other contexts also are relevant, like semiclassical effective actions of string theory
with asymptotically AdS or flat asymptotics. In this context, quantum effects in gravity
and matter seem to go hand in hand as they are controlled by the same underlying pa-
rameter, the string coupling constant. However, we understand that there are two types
of quantum effects associated with string loops or the o’ expansion, although their sepa-
ration is “duality-frame” dependent. There are however limits, (known as double scaling
limits) in which gravitational quantum effects can be made subleading to “matter” quan-
tum effects. In the context of holography, relevant for AdS or asymptotically AdS spaces
typically (bulk) gravity and matter are treated semiclassically, but subleading corrections
in N involve quantum effects in both sectors.

The case of QFTs on de Sitter space is an especially hot issue, as we believe that
our universe has been near de Sitter at least twice during its history. Defining a QFT
on de Sitter space and, in particular, answering questions about QFT backreaction on
the geometry is a subtle issue. Perturbative field quantization (and renormalization) on
fixed classical curved space-times is text-book material [1]. However, answering concrete
questions about the observable effects of quantum fields backreacting on classical geometry
is not straightforward. This concerns particularly theories which are gapless in the infrared,
due to the presence of infrared divergences (and in most cases strong IR dynamics).

It is well known that in classical GR, both de Sitter space and Flat Minkowski space
are non-linearly stable?, [3]-[7]. However, in the presence of quantum effects from matter,
instabilities can appear. For the case of flat space this was established in [8]-[18].

In (quasi) de Sitter space, there are several other issues arising when one considers
QFTs. In [19]-[23] a divergence of scalar correlators was observed at large times. This
was addressed in [24, 25, 26] using a stochastic approach. The case of interacting massive
scalar fields has been treated thoroughly more recently in [27, 28]. A systematic approach
to compute corrections in the massless case is lacking and the problem remains still open.

The accumulation of long wavelength fluctuations in an expanding universe is another
issue that has been studied, starting with references [29, 30]. Their analysis was extended
further in [31]. Another issue concerned the fact that the two-point function of a massless
scalar in de Sitter space had to break de Sitter symmetry, due to the presence of a zero
mode, [32, 33]. This issue is of a different nature and is more similar to the fact that in two
dimensions, a massless scalar is IR singular. The resolution of this issue may be therefore
similar: massless scalars are not good acceptable fields on de Sitter space® as argued in

[34].

!Exceptions exist where gravity is treated in perturbation theory, [36] or where the curvature is very
strong and a more fundamental theory (an example is string theory) can take over.

*Famously, AdS is not non-linearly stable, [2] , (and citations to it) even at the level of classical gravity.
The instability is towards the formation of black holes.

3We shall later conclude in this paper that in all the theories we examine and which are all gapless,
there is no breaking of de Sitter invariance, and the de Sitter invariant vacuum is chosen.



The expectation that QFTs in de Sitter space render the manifold unstable at the
non-linear level has been entertained for a long time [35]-[43]. In particular, destabilizing
effects were most important from massless particles, and a gravity 2-loop computation in
[36] suggested such an instability. Similar calculations with massless scalars implied similar
effects, [29, 30], see however [44].

The topic of quantum effects has been revived after cosmological (CMB) data became
precise, and in [45, 46, 47] it was argued that large time-dependent logs from quantum ef-
fects of quantum fields, could give large corrections to inflationary observables. A different
approach in [48], provided different results. Therefore, the question of the consequences
of the secular terms (growing with time) which arise in perturbation theory of a massless
scalar field in the cosmological patch of de Sitter remains controversial. Do these contribu-
tions indicate an instability of de Sitter space against quantum perturbations? Or is this
conclusion an artefact of finite orders in perturbation theory, which is expected to disap-
pear once an appropriate resummation is performed (as is the case for infra-red effects in
thermal perturbation theory)? A review of these developments and additional references
can be found in [49]. Furthermore, the persistent difficulty of constructing de Sitter vacua
in string theory, see [50] for a review, has led to the conjecture that de Sitter space cannot
be attained in a weakly curved/coupled quantum theory of gravity [51].

There is another issue where de Sitter instabilities induced by quantum dynamics
can be important: they trigger an exit from the inflationary regime that is an important
ingredient of any inflationary model. Indeed, scalar instabilities triggered by coupling
gravity to a CFTy, provided an exit from inflation, [52, 53, 54] induced by the conformal
anomaly, [55]. However, this exit was not good enough and the model was modified to
what is now called the Starobinsky model, where inflation is triggered by a (rather large)
R? term. This is a very successful model when compared to current data [56]. In that
model also the exit from inflation is triggered by the unstable scalar mode, which in this
context is the scalaron of R? gravity.

So far the quantum effects studied and the backreaction on de Sitter and Minkowski
spaces used weakly-coupled QFTs. The holographic gauge/gravity duality provides a way
to tackle non-perturbative (large-N) four-dimensional quantum field theories by mapping
them to higher-dimensional semiclassical General Relativity. Moreover, one controls the
dynamics of holographic QFTs even when the manifold they are defined upon is curved.
Holography has been applied to cosmological issues already in several works, [57, 58, 54],
[59]-[73]. Ome important arena where this technique can provide important information
is when four-dimensional gravity (described by Einstein General Relativity or its higher-
derivative extensions) is coupled to a strongly coupled QFT. Among the issues that may
arise are for example the stability under small (metric and matter) perturbations as well
as the non-perturbative stability of cosmological backgrounds.

The holographic approach allows for recasting these questions in terms of a classical
higher-dimensional gravity theory, which via holography captures the effects of the QFT,
coupled to a classical four-dimensional gravitational theory. To be more specific, the holo-
graphic setup consists of two coupled sectors:



1. The holographic sector describes the strongly coupled (holographic) CFT, whose dual
is living in a higher-dimensional space-time (the bulk) with metric Ggp.

(0)

2. The four-dimensional gravity sector is defined in terms of a metric g,s. This metric
plays the role of a boundary condition for G,;, and it has no bulk dynamics. From
the CFT point of view, it corresponds to the source of the field theory stress tensor.

The action describing classical 4d gravity coupled to the holographic QFT has the form:

S = Sgrav[ggg] + Sbulk[gab7 . ] (1.1)

The first term can be taken to be the usual Einstein-Hilbert action plus eventually higher
curvature terms, and it has the effect of making gg? dynamical. The second term describes
the higher-dimensional holographic dual of the QFT, and the dots represent bulk fields
other than the metric. Both terms are treated classically, but the bulk action encodes
holographically the full quantum dynamics of the dual field theory. The two sectors are
coupled by the requirement that on the conformal boundary G, asymptotes to g( ). “In-
tegrating out” the CFT consists g)l) evaluating Spyix[Gap, - - -] on shell. This results in an

effective gravitational action for gz alone,

SertlgSo] = Serav[950] + Spu™* 950, -] (1.2)

(0)

The second term in (1.2) is now a functional of the boundary value gz, i.e. the four-
dimensional metric. Varying the effective action results in the semi-classical Einstein equa-
tion :

Evo = (Tuwo)oFT (1.3)

where E,, is the variation of the first term in (1.1) (i.e. the Einstein tensor if Sgray is
purely GR) and (T,,,)cpr is obtained by varying Sg"lkShe” with respect to gfﬁ).

In a previous work [72], some of the authors have used the setup described above to
address the issue of non-perturbative existence of 4d de Sitter space coupled to a (gap-less)
holographic field theory. For this, the attention was limited to boundary metrics 9527) of

maximal symmetry. In this case, the effective action (1.2) takes the form of an effective

f(R) theory,
Sutlg) = [ @t/ 5(R (1.4)

(0)

where R is the Ricci scalar of g,¢. It was shown in [72] that such a theory generically still
admits de Sitter solutions (albeit with a smaller cosmological constant than that of the
“bare” 4d gravity) after the full quantum effects of the field theory are taken into account.

The results of [72] suggest that, at least in the holographic context, IR effects from
a QFT do not always destroy de Sitter space-time. However, that analysis could only
be applied to constant curvature 4d space-times. Therefore, it says nothing about the
stability of the solutions under non-homogeneous perturbations. The form (1.4) of the
effective action is only good for obtaining maximally symmetric solutions, and it would
be misleading to expand it in perturbations around one such background. Rather, to



study small perturbations of a holographic QFT coupled to gravity one has to go back to
the original theory (1.1) and study its perturbation spectrum. This has been considered
already in [58], albeit in a slightly different context (Randall-Sundrum cosmology), and
more recently in [74] for the case of a two derivative gravitational action coupled to a
holographic CFT around de Sitter space. In [74], beyond the scalar instabilities that have
been known for several decades, [53], a spin-2 instability was found for small enough de
Sitter curvatures.

Our goal in this paper is to extend previous results on the stability of maximally
symmetric spacetimes due to quantum effects in several ways:

e We consider not only de Sitter but also flat space and Anti-de Sitter space.

e We consider a classical gravitational theory with all couplings necessary for renormal-
ization which are relevant at low energies. This implies that we have a cosmological
constant and Einstein terms as well as the two independent R? terms with (finite)
dimensionless renormalized couplings «, 3.

e In our case, the only non-trivial (i.e. in which the CFT degrees of freedom participate)
quadratic action for the fluctuations is that in the spin-2 sector. We analyze not only
the possible tachyonic poles that are responsible for the instabilities but also the
presence of negative residues that signal the presence of ghosts

e Moreover, we investigate when such tachyons or ghosts are below the effective UV
cutoff for the classical gravitational theory, which is given by the so-called species
cutoff, [75].

e Although we use holographic techniques to solve our problems, our results apply to
all four-dimensional CFTs. The reason is that our results depend only on the two-
point function of the energy-momentum tensor of the CFT. For a CFT around a
mazimally symmetric space, and given a coordinate system and an invariant state,
such a two-point function is universal up to an overall multiplicative constant that is
the central charge ¢ of the CFT.

e Our results do not apply to non-conformal theories. However, as in the case of
reference [72], if we consider a QFTy as a flow between CF Ty and CFTrg, then our
results relevant to CFTyy, CFTR, provide bounds on the results relevant to QFT}.
This is expected to be valid for generic QF T, although special cases may need further
analysis. The analysis for general QFTs will be done in a future publication.

e Our results on ghost instabilities are independent of the choice of coordinates on the
maximally symmetric space in which the CFT lives.

e In the case of de Sitter, the presence of tachyonic instabilities may depend on the
choice of coordinates. We have performed the analysis in global, cosmological and
static coordinates, and found that the conditions for the absence of tachyonic insta-
bilities are the same in all three cases.



Concretely, we consider general perturbations around maximally symmetric four-dimensional

space-times in a holographic setup, given by (1.1), where the matter content is a four-
dimensional holographic conformal field theory. The coupling to gravity is entirely de-
scribed by the exact one-point correlation function of the CF'T stress-energy tensor, as in
equation (1.3). This stress-tensor is obtained on a boundary of AdSs from a holographic
calculation and has the correct conformal Weyl anomaly (see [55] for a review of the con-
formal quantum anomaly, and [82] for the holographic CFT stress-tensor).

The perturbation analysis is obtained by fluctuating the bulk and boundary metrics
and then writing the linearized version of the effective Einstein equation (1.3) for the
four-dimensional metric gi,og). We perform this analysis around maximally symmetric 4d
space-times of positive curvature (dS), negative curvature? (AdS) and vanishing curvature
(Minkowski).

In this work, we pursue two main objectives:

1. We first obtain analytic spectral equations (in terms of transcendental functions) for
the boundary metric fluctuations of the 4d gravity+ holographic CFT system, around
a general maximally symmetric background;

2. We then perform a full numerical analysis of the spectrum in momentum space, (de-
fined by the eigenvalue of the Laplacian on the corresponding maximally symmetric
space-time) and determine criteria for the presence of instabilities of both tachyonic
and ghostlike type. This way, we obtain a detailed map of the stable and unstable
regions of parameter space.

Our approach is similar in spirit to other works in the context of weakly coupled
field theory: a similar analysis was performed with a matter content given by quantum
corrections of free massless scalar CFT [53], for homogeneous time-dependent metric per-
turbations around de Sitter. A similar perturbation analysis around flat space was carried
out for a free scalar coupled to higher-derivative gravity in [15].

Here, we use the holographic setup to perform a full parameter-space analysis of the
gravity+CFT system, and we establish stable and unstable regions of parameter space
around background solutions with zero, negative and positive constant curvature. Specifi-
cally, the parameters of the model are:

e The boundary gravity renormalized couplings A, G, «, 3, corresponding to local co-
(0)

variant functions of g,» of dimension up to four, which we define as follows:

A 1 o} 15} 1
A o 2 eor Y Jiop2 L0 wo _ —p2| (1.
s VI Tema VIR g VIR GV {R“"’R 3R] (1.5)

Here A is the 4d cosmological constant, G is 4d Newton’s constant, R, is the Ricci

tensor of gﬁf? and R the corresponding Ricci scalar and «, 8 two dimensionless pa-

rameters.

4The case of negative curvature is special. It corresponds to foliating AdSs by AdS, slices, which leads
to a geometry with two connected boundaries, which is dual to two copies of the CFTs with an interface
between them (see e.g. [83] and the recent discussion in [84]). One has then different options on how to
couple dynamical gravity to the system, the most general case being a bi-gravity theory with each metric
coupled to one of the CFTs. Here, we discuss the special cases in which only one metric is dynamical.



e The parameter N, counting the degrees of freedom of the CFT. This can be traded
for the central charge of the CFT.

e The value R of the curvature of the background solution. This is not an independent
parameter, as it is determined by the other parameters via the background solution.
However, it is convenient to use this as an independent parameter instead of e.g. the
4d cosmological constant.

e An extra parameter is the renormalization scale i of the CF'T, which arises from the
conformal anomaly. Since this is universal, its only effect is to shift the parameter g3
so that it enters only in the combination:

N2
Bo = B — — log (4,u2GN2) i (1.6)

Although the QFT we couple to gravity is a holographic CFTy, it is important to
stress that our result holds for any generic CFT coupled to gravity: as we shall observe
below, the spectral properties of the system are determined by the stress-tensor 2-point
function, which for a CFT in any conformally flat space-time is completely fixed by the
central charge®. Therefore, although the method we use to compute the fluctuation spectra
is specific to a large-N holographic CFT, to obtain the result for a generic CFT it is enough
to trade the parameter N with the appropriate central charge.

1.1 Cutoffs in effective gravity theories

In order to have semiclassical 4d gravity, we require that the 4d curvature R is small
compared to the cutoff of the theory. Typically, this is assumed to be the Planck scale or,
in the case of string theory, the string scale, but it may be different from both in other
possible realizations.

However, as argued in [75], if the matter theory has many degrees of freedom, the
perturbativity condition imposes a lower cutoff (the so-called “species scale”) than the
Planck scale. For example if, like in our case, the matter theory has O(N?) degrees of
freedom®, and the original cutoff was the Planck scale, then the species cutoff Mpecies is

M - MPlanck N 1
species — .
N vVGN

(1.7)

One reason for this is that the bare Planck scale receives corrections that are O(NZ2A?)
where A is the overall cutoff of the gravity+QFT. For N > 1, Mp ~ NA and then solving
for A we obtain (1.7). Another reason may be that one would like to keep perturbativity,
which implies that the QFT corrections to Mp (which are of order NA) should be small:

. .. . M
demanding NA < Mp again implies that A < =F.

5In general such a two-point function depends on initial conditions or equivalently, the initial state. We
assume that we use the maximal symmetry invariant state. In de Sitter, this is the Bunch-Davies vacuum.

SFor a general CFTy, a measure of the number of degrees of freedom is the central charge a. One can
always replace everywhere in the paper N2 — 4qa as explained later on in section 2.3.



However, both arguments have loopholes.

e The corrections to the Planck mass, being quadratic in the cutoff are very difficult
to calculate in a theory, preserving diffeomorphism invariance. The e-expansion is not well
suited for this calculation as was extensively argued in [76]. The only reliable calculations
of the coefficients of the O(N?A?) corrections to the Planck mass have been done in many
ground-states of string theory at the one-loop level, [77]-[81]. In such cases, the coefficients
can be either positive or negative depending on the type of matter fields that are integrated
out. Moreover,the duality frame matters, in the sense that on-shell equivalent states give
different one-loop corrections to the Planck scale. In short, generic coefficients are of order
one, but fine-tuning is possible (like in susy theories where such corrections may vanish
depending on the amount of supersymmetry.

e The original argument for the species cutoff has another loophole: the cutoff A should
be a physical scale, ie. a scale associated with a relevant coupling constant of the theory.
If for example, we have gravity and a CF'T as in our examples, the CFT has no intrinsic
cutoff. We need to introduce one to renormalize the combined CFT+gravity theory, but
we can then remove it by keeping the renormalized couplings finite. In that case, the
renormalized Planck scale is completely independent of N.

e There is no reason why one should require that matter corrections are perturbative,
especially if such corrections can be computed beyond perturbations theory, a fact that
may happen in holographic or supersymmetric theories.

The conclusion of the above discussion is that although assuming the validity of the
species cutoff is a rather conservative approach, there may be many cases where the cutoff
may be different and in particular much higher than the species cutoff. Our results will be
presented at all scales, and one can then apply the relevant cutoff before concluding.

Generically, the effective action of gravity may contain higher derivative terms before
adding the effects of the CFT. These terms can be schematically written as

00
SQTCW = MglanckR + dRQ + Z (_Lan+2 (18)

n=1

The bar over the coefficients indicates they are bare coefficients that arose from integrating
out the high-energy degrees of freedom of the gravitational sector. However, these bare
coefficients will be renormalized by the CFT4. To do this we must introduce an arbitrary
cutoff A in the CFTy, perform our quantum calculations and write the effective corrections
to the bare gravitational couplings. All such corrections will be controlled by the number
of degrees of freedom (N?) of the CFT, as well as the cutoff scale.

5Ml%1anck ~ N2A2 ) o ~ N2 1Og A2 3 56% ~ N2A72n (19)

We now add counterterms to remove the divergent contributions as A — oo, and we then
take A — 0o obtaining

S = MR+ aR? + > a,R"? + Wepr(R) (1.10)

n=1



where now MI% « are renormalized couplings (independent of N), a,>1 are unaffected

lanck?
by renormalization, and Wepr(R) are the renormalized CFTy contributions to the gravi-
tational action.

Typically the size of a,, is controlled by the original bare ]\_41;2, | as

lanc

1

~ T2
n
MPlanck

an, (1.11)
As long as Mpianck < Mplanck the higher curvature terms beyond the quadratic ones can
be neglected, and this is what we shall assume in this paper.

Moreover, as Wepr ~ N2, it is clear that our results will not depend separately on
M3, and N2 but only on the combination % which is the species scale.

The same considerations about the cut-off apply to the analysis of fluctuations and in
particular of instabilities. In effective field theory, any mode with a mass of the order or
above the cutoff is outside the reach of the theory. In particular, it is only when the ghost
or tachyon mass is well below the EFT cut-off that one can unambiguously conclude that
the theory truly has stability issues.

Indeed, as it is well known (and as we review in a simple example in Appendix A), an
EFT originating from an otherwise healthy UV theory may display some unstable modes
as an artefact of the low-energy expansion. In this case, the unstable modes will have
masses of the order of the EFT cut-off (the scale of the fields that have been integrated
out). Turning this around, we can say that one cannot conclude anything about the actual
stability or instability of an EFT based on the occurrence of ghosts or tachyons whose
mass scale is at or above the EFT cut-off: one would have to know the UV completion to
reach a definite conclusion. For the same reason, within EFT one cannot reach any definite
conclusion about the stability of space-times whose curvature scale (H or ) is at or larger
than the cut-off.

Throughout this work, we shall encounter many instabilities (tensor and scalar ghosts
and tachyons). Whether they are physical, depends on whether they are above or below the
cutoff of the effective theory. We may take the attitude that the cut-off is the one in (1.7)
but other cutoffs can be in principle envisaged as we can freely choose our renormalized
parameters.

An important point is the following. It seems that our previous argument indicates
that the condition on tachyons and ghosts depends on the combination Mpecies = %.
This in turn implies that for scales well below this cutoff, the CFTy corrections should be
negligible. This argument is correct for local contributions to the dynamics of fluctuations.
However, as we shall later see, most of the relevant contributions are non-local due to
massless modes being integrated out. Such non-local contributions, due to logs can become
large, and therefore the question of instabilities is non-trivial.

We devote the rest of this introduction to an extended summary of these techniques
as well as a discussion of the results obtained in this work. Although they stem from
a holographic calculation, we insist that they are valid for a generic CFT, and describe
the results mostly in the language of the field theory side. We leave the details of the
holographic approach to the rest of the paper.

~10 -



1.2 Summary and results

The setup studied here consists of higher curvature gravity coupled to a Conformal Field
Theory (CFT). For the gravitational part, we consider the Einstein-Hilbert action with a
cosmological constant plus quadratic curvature term:

Sgrav = SEH + 52 (112)

_ 4
SeH = 16G/d 21/ —gO (R — 2A) (1.13)

where

and

o 4./ 2, B 4./ (0 wo 1o
Sy = 384n d*x OR 47T/d T g R, R 3R (1.14)

(0)

Here, g,v is the 4d space-time metric, g9 its determinant and R its curvature. The
parameters G, A, «, 5 are the (finite) renormalized parameters which already contain the
contributions of the CFT7

Coupling to a large-N CFT is implemented via holography: we identify the 4d space-
time with the conformal boundary of AdSs bulk manifold, and gg)y) with the leading term
in the Fefferman-Graham expansion of the 5d bulk metric:

2d,0

2
dspr = L 402

+ [ © 1+ 0(p )] dzide”  p— 0 (1.15)

where p — 0 corresponds to the AdS boundary and L is the AdS length. This way, one can
obtain 4d maximally symmetric metrics g° whose Ricci curvature R satisfies the relation:

A= ! (R GN2R2> : (1.16)

4 487

The Ricci curvature R of the maximally symmetric background space-time can be positive,
negative or vanishing. It is convenient to parametrize it in the various cases as follows:

12H?2, de Sitter,
R=1¢0, Minkowski (1.17)

—12x2, Anti de Sitter

The parameter IV, characterizing the number of degrees of freedom of the CFT, is related

to the bulk Planck scale M and bulk AdS length L by N? oc (ML)3. The first term in
equation (1.16) is the contribution from the vacuum Einstein equation, and the second
term is the CF'T contribution.

"These parameters are defined so that they are finite in an appropriate scaling limit after removing the
UV cut-off. The detailed procedure is described in section 2.

- 11 -



To conclude, the independent parameters of the theory are the curvature of the back-
ground space® R, the four-dimensional Newton constant G, the two R? couplings a and
Beosr, where Beg is defined in (1.6) and the number of colors? N of the holographic CFTy.
It will be convenient to express quantities in terms of the following “reduced” parameters:

~ yes 3 W/Beff
o = ma eff — N2

Our goal is to determine, as a function of the parameters of the model, the spectrum

(1.18)

of gravitational fluctuations of the boundary metric around any maximally symmetric 4d
boundary metric QTW. We use this information to determine the perturbative stability of
the system.

The perturbed boundary metric is taken to be:

guu C,UJ/ + 5(21/ (119)

In an appropriate gauge, the boundary perturbation can be written as

8¢y = Vo + h) (1.20)
(0)

where 1) is a scalar degree of freedom, and hys is a tensor perturbation which is transverse
and traceless with respect to the boundary metric. The scalar is a pure boundary mode!”
whereas the four-dimensional gravity tensor modes couple to tensor perturbations in the
bulk.

The metric perturbations are coupled to the CFT via the bulk dynamics: the bound-
ary field hO(JOUz (z) is the leading term in a near-boundary expansion of the perturbation of
the bulk metric.

Spectral functions

The spectral analysis around the holographic background is tightly connected to the holo-
graphic two-point function of the boundary stress tensor. When working at linear order
in fluctuations both in the bulk and on the boundary, all one needs is the structure of the
effective action (1.2) at quadratic order as a function of the boundary metric perturbation

5¢h:

1
s = [ atagach,omesct, - 5 [ o [ atyscta)u @I (0)crr i, (v)
(1.21)

These two terms correspond to the quadratic order approximation of each of the two terms
n (1.2): Ogray is the local kinetic operator of the quadratic term in the 4d gravity action

8Even if R is not a parameter in the action, we can trade A for R using (1.16). Although the relation
between A and R is not one-to-one, by scanning over all values of A we can obtain any value of R.

9In fact, one should take the central charge as a parameter for the CFT. We shall use N as a proxy for
the central charge

0The scalar mode couples to the trace of the stress-energy tensor of the CFT,. Since this theory is
conformally invariant, the two-point function of the trace vanishes. Therefore the non-trivial action for the
scalar mode is generated by the boundary R? terms as well as the conformal anomaly of the CFTy, [53]. If
the theory is instead a QFT, extra contributions are expected for the dynamics of the scalar mode.
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Sgrav in (1.12); (T*™T*?)cpr is the holographic two-point function of the stress tensor,
which is by definition:
0 0

<Tﬂu(x>Tpo'<y)>CFT = _mécgg(y) Sl(;);Ll;She” (122)

The stress tensor two-point function contains both local and non-local contributions.

The local contributions simply renormalize the coefficients of local terms which are already
present in Ogray. The non-local contributions are genuine new effects of the CF'T which
one cannot find in a local gravity theory.

Equation (1.21) shows that by computing the holographic two-point function we have
access to the full propagator, which we denote by F~1, of the boundary metric fluctuations:
the inverse propagator is

FHYPO — OHVpO <TMVTPU>CFT (123)

grav

and the spectrum of the system are the solutions of the integrodifferential equation
b
FHP75¢,, = 0. (1.24)

The linear equation (1.24) can be recast into two separate scalar spectral equations
for the scalar and tensor modes defined in (1.20), by going to the appropriate “momentum
space” of the boundary coordinate. This is done by decomposing the modes in eigen-
functions of the d’Alembert operator V2 of the background boundary metric (,: in the
positive, zero and negative curvature case we take the fluctuation to satisfy

—H? (v? - %) dp(z) dS

R
<V2 _ 7«12) Sp(x) = —k%5¢p Minkowski (1.25)

2 (v = 9) dp(x) AdS

where dp(z) stands for either 1) or hf?), r is the spin of the perturbation (r = 0 for ¢ and
r = 2 for hﬁf’}), H is the Hubble parameter in the case of positive curvature boundary (de
Sitter) and x is the inverse AdS length in the case of negative curvature boundary, as in
(1.17). For flat space, this is the usual Fourier decomposition where k? = k*k,. In both
curved cases, v is a dimensionless eigenvalue measuring the invariant “momentum” in units
of the background curvature.

The values of v (or k? in the flat case) are determined by the spectral equation (1.24),
which in momentum space becomes a transcendental equation for v2 (or k?) of the form:

Fv)=0 (1.26)

where the precise form of the function F depends both on the nature of the mode (scalar
or tensor) and the background curvature and the parameters in the action.

Before proceeding further with the results, we discuss here two ingredients that affect
the results.
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(a) The coordinate system used on the maximally symmetric space (AdS, dS, flat) on
which the CFTy is defined. It is a well-known fact that quantum field theory data, like
correlation functions, do depend crucially on the coordinate system. In flat space, we use
only Minkowski coordinates. In AdS, we use both Poincaré and global coordinates. In dS,
we examine global coordinates, Poincaré coordinates and static patch coordinates.

(b) The state on which the two-point function of the energy-momentum tensor is
calculated. In flat space, we choose the (unique) Poincaré invariant vacuum. In global AdS
and Poincaré AdS, similarly, we choose the AdS invariant vacuum. In Global coordinates
dS as well as Poincaré coordinates dS we choose again the unique dS Invariant state that
in the latter case is known as the Bunch-Davis vacuum. In dS with static coordinates,
we choose the dS-invariant vacuum corresponding to outgoing boundary conditions at the
cosmological horizon.

Overall the correlator we compute is the Lorentzian retarded correlator. This is defined
for real eigenvalues of the Laplacian on (AdS, dS, flat) space. In the space-like case, this
correlator is similar to the Euclidean correlator. Its analytic continuation to the complex
plane is unique. In the time-like case, extra imaginary parts arise from the logarithmic
branch cut of the correlator, but these do not affect the analytic continuation.

The expressions obtained can be found below:

Scalar mode In this case, the inverse propagator is a polynomial in v (or k?), because
it results from a quadratic action which is local on the boundary. The expression of the
inverse propagator is given by

e Minkowski

3 4
k) = - k- — 1.2
]:scala’l‘( ) 167G ( O[G) ( 7)
e de Sitter and Anti-de Sitter
1 _ GN2R 4 N’R R [, 9
Focalar V) = —gp (0GB - 124 = } {Ga " Gra 12 <“ - 4>}

(1.28)
This is the ”physical” scalar inverse propagator. For the details, see section 4.

Tensor modes For tensor modes, the non-local contribution from the CFT stress-tensor
correlator in (1.23) gives rise to non-polynomial expressions for the inverse propagators:

e Minkowski

N? 2r k2 [1 9,2\ TDeff
. = g2 2y —1 N2k?) — 1.2
]:tensor,Mlnk(k) 6472 { GN?2 + 2 |:2 TE 0og (G k ) N2 :|} ( 9)
e de Sitter
N2H? (4, 9 21 2ra 1 1
ensor = - 7 1- Y 2—=
Fiensoras(v) = <” 4) { aNiEz T NT T ) (” 4) [
1 1 T Boft
27172 e
2log(GNH)—2—|—2H<V—2>—|— NQ]}. (1.30)
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where H is the harmonic number function defined in (5.34). The expression (1.30)
with o = 0 was already obtained in [74]!!. In this work, we rederive it in our setup and
generalise it to negative and zero curvature and arbitrary values of the a parameter.

e Anti-de Sitter
In this case, there are two connected boundaries, corresponding to two - a priori
independent - copies of the CFT. Therefore, one has freedom in how to couple 4d
gravity to the system. Here, we discuss two concrete cases:
a) Dynamical gravity on one side: In this case only one of the two CFTs is
coupled to dynamical gravity, and the metric on the second boundary is frozen.

— N2x? s 9 27 1
Fremsor.aas (V) = g <,, N 4) {1 TNz (Gx2 " a> "

1 7 Pe 1
—5( 2 _1/4) [ N2ﬁ + log (GN2X2) - §+

A (—;—u> +H(—;+l/>}}. (1.31)

b) Symmetric boundary conditions: In this case, there is effectively a single

boundary (see [84] for a recent discussion), and there is again a single dynamical
gravity theory coupled to a single 4d CFT on AdS. This leads to the following spectral

density:
s = g () {14 3 (g +e)
—%(vg —1/4) [Wﬁf +1log (GN*x*) — %
+H <u - ;) +H (—u - ;) - CO;V} } . (1.32)
Stability

Instabilities of the system are encoded in the properties of the zeros of F. We perform
a full analysis of all parameter space, which we summarize below. As a byproduct, by
setting N = 0 we obtain the pure gravity spectral functions and study the corresponding
zeros, which give indications about the stability of quadratic gravity around any constant
curvature background.

When discussing the gravity + CF'T system, we always compare the results with those
of pure gravity theories with the appropriate renormalized parameters. This allows us to
identify the new effects (if any) which arise specifically from the coupling to the CFT. For
a CFT with parameter N, the comparison should be made by choosing the pure gravity
parameters « and § such that o« = &/7 and § = Beﬁ“/ 7, in terms of the quantities defined in
(1.18): these are the quantities which are expected to be of order unity after renormalization
of the local terms by the CFT is taken into account.

Depending on the curvature, there are different criteria for instabilities. On any back-
ground, instabilities can be of two types:

"n [74] B was fixed but the renormalization scale u (called E in that paper) was allowed to vary.
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e Tachyonic instabilities correspond to modes which grow exponentially in time and
are related to the position of the root v in the complex plane. Specifically, a root v
of F(v) is tachyon-stable in the following cases:

|Re(v)| <3 dS
k2 <0 Minkowski = tachyon-stable (1.33)

Re(v) #0 AdS

In all other cases, the mode is tachyonic.

Since they were derived requiring a bounded late-time behaviour for the modes, one
may worry that the bounds (1.33) depend on the coordinates chosen on the slice, and
in particular on the choice of the time coordinate. In space-times endowed with a
global time-like killing vector, there is a preferred choice of time coordinate and the
bounds (1.33) for Minkowski and AdS translate into the usual ones, i.e. respectively
positive mass squared and validity of the BF bound (the latter can be obtained
equivalently both in global AdS coordinates or in Poincaré coordinates, although

global time and Poincaré time do not coincide).

In dS, however, things may be more subtle. We have derived the tachyon-stability
criterion for the three more widely used local coordinate systems in de Sitter, namely
global coordinates, Poincaré coordinates and static patch coordinates. In all three
cases the condition one obtains is the same bound (1.33). This analysis relies on
tracking the time-dependence of eigenfunctions of the D’Alembertian in different
coordinate systems and can be found -in the case of scalar modes- in section 4.3. In
the case of tensor modes, after decomposing them further into irreducible tensors of
the fixed time-slice symmetry group, one finds the same conditions as for scalars, as

can be seen from the analysis in Appendix G.

e Ghost instabilities correspond to a mode with eigenvalue 3 (or k3) developing a
“wrong sign” kinetic term, and are related to the value of the residue of F at the
pole:

ResF1(13) <0 dS

ResF~1(k3) <0 Minkowski = ghost-stable (1.34)

ResF~1(13) >0 AdS

The sign conventions are discussed in section 6. In the case of ghosts, the stability
criterion only depends on the sign of the residue and not on the choice of coordinates.

A heavy ghost can be tolerated if its mass is above the cut-off of the theory because in
this case it cannot be described in the context of effective theory (and it may become
healthy in the UV-completion).

~16 —



In this work, we compare ghost masses with two cut-offs: the 4d Planck scale G~1/2
(the ultimate cut-off in the semiclassical approach) and the species cutoff scale,

Mspecies
Mspecies = (GNZ)_1/2 5 (135)

which can be argued to be the true cut-off of a gravity theory coupled to N? degrees
of freedom [75]. Moreover, it seems that the latter is the natural scale in which
to measure boundary curvature R in the present set-up: it always appears in the

binati
compination , R R
GN'R~ ——5 ~ —
MPN Mspecies

An unstable mode can be a ghost, a tachyon, or both. In what follows we summarize
our results in the scalar and tensor sector and for zero, positive and negative background
curvature. One important point to which we have to pay attention is whether the unstable
mode is within the limits of effective field theory, i.e. whether it is light in Planck units (in
the case of pure gravity) or light in units of the species scale (1.7) (in the case of gravity
coupled to the CFT).

Stability in the scalar sector
For the scalar mode, it is straightforward to read off the conditions (1.33-1.34) from equa-
tions (1.27-1.28): this leads to the following conclusions:

e In Minkowski space, the scalar spectral function (1.27) is the same in pure gravity
and in the presence of the CF'T and does not depend on N as the conformal anomaly
of the CFT is not relevant. The scalar mode is never a ghost, and it is tachyonic
if « > 0. This agrees with previous analysis (e.g. [15]). The tachyonic mode is
within the bounds of the theory if its mass is below the cut-off, which in terms of
the “reduced” & parameter defined in (1.18) requires & > 1 (the same condition as
in pure gravity, since o = &).

e In de Sitter space, scalar tachyon-stability requires:
1 GN?H?
— <1 — 2) <0. (1.36)

For consistency, GN2H? < 1 and therefore the second factor is always positive in
effective field theory. Therefore, tachyon stability implies a < 0.

Moreover, the scalar mode is a ghost if:

1\ GN2H?
(m ) GNTHT . (1.37)

N2 T 3) T1on

ie. when a > 1. For pure gravity, (1.36) with N = 0 is the same condition (a < 0)
as for Minkowski space. In pure de Sitter gravity, the scalar can also be a ghost, if «
is very large (at least of order 1/(GH?) > 1). This mode is light in Planck units if
la| > 1.
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In the presence of the CFT, the tachyon stability condition is modified by the second
term proportional to N2 in (1.36). However, note that this term is small if we insist
the curvature is below the species cutoff, which requires GN2H? < 1. If this is the
case, the tachyon-stability condition is not affected much by the CFT in the context
of low-energy EFT!2. The scalar mode is below the species cut-off if |&| > 1 (the same
condition as for pure gravity). Finally, both with and without the CFT the time-scale
7 of the tachyonic instability is roughly the inverse tachyon mass, 7 ~ /G|a|. In
effective field theory (GH? < 1) this is much faster than the de Sitter Hubble rate
H~! (i.e. the tachyon instability is very strong) unless |a| > (GH?)~!. Therefore,
for @ in the interval

lxax (1.38)

1
GH?2N?
we have a strong instability (faster than one Hubble time) within effective field theory.
This condition also applies to pure gravity, if we set N =1 and & = a.

e The discussion is similar for Anti-de Sitter. Scalar tachyon-stability requires:

9 4 GN?y?
o= > 0. ,
4 aGy? <1 + 2 ) = (1.39)

and the scalar mode is a ghost if

_<7ra 1) GN?\?

— + - 1. 1.40
N2 * 2 127 ” (1.40)
Like before, to be in the effective field theory we must require that GN?x? < 1.
The condition for the scalar modes (whether a tachyon or a ghost) to be within the
bounds of effective field theory is |a| > 1.

Stability in the tensor sector
Unlike the case of the scalar, exploring the roots of the tensor spectral function can only
be done numerically, except in some corners where analytic approximations for the tran-
scendental functions can be used (in particular the large eigenvalue limit v — 00). Below
we give the broad features of the stability results in the three cases (zero, positive and
negative curvature). More details can be found in the main body of the paper.

In each case, we emphasize what happens for two special parameter values:

(a) N = 0 which corresponds to pure gravity with higher curvature terms;

(b) @ = Besr = 0, which corresponds to setting the (renormalized) local quadratic
curvature terms to zero. This gives a measure of the truly non-local contributions from the
CFT.

e Minkowski

!2A notable case in which this condition is violated is the Starobinsky realization of de Sitter (or more
generally, inflation), in which the cosmological constant term is absent and the de Sitter curvature is fixed
to GN2H? = 4rx [52, 53]. In this case, the tachyon stability condition is reversed to a > 0. We comment
on this case in Appendix C.
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— In the special case of pure gravity (N = 0), for 5 # 0 (and independently of «)
the quadratic Ricci tensor term always generates a ghost, whose mass is, [85],

2 4

mghost = BiG (141)

For B < 0 this is also a tachyon. This mode is light compared to the cut-off
G~Y2 when |B] > 1. Therefore, the gravity theory is a good and stable effective
theory only if 8 is positive and § < 1.

— In the presence of the CFT, the spectral function is (1.29) and its non-trivial
roots are the solutions of a transcendental equation of the type Xlog X = a,
where X is proportional to k? and a is a real constant. The analysis can be
done semi-analytically and it leads to the conclusion that for any value of & and
Best Minkowski space always contains two tachyonic tensor modes. The theory
becomes eventually tachyon-stable only in the extreme limit Bef — +00. In
this limit, one always finds a light ghost (light compared to the “species” scale
(GN?)~1/2) as in the pure gravity case. All in all, the masses of the unstable
tensor modes are above the species cut-off for O(1) values of Seg (this includes
the special case o = g = 0), while Minkowski space is unstable within EFT iff
|Bet| > 1 and independently of a.

e de Sitter

— In the special case of pure higher curvature gravity (N = 0), there are always two
tensor modes, one of which is the massless graviton, and the other is massive.
The massive mode is tachyonic if the following condition is violated:

; <a G;) <1 (1.42)

Because GH? < 1, the condition (1.42) is violated if 3 < 0 for o and 3 of order
unity (this matches the Minkowski result).

Whether or not (1.42) holds, either mode is necessarily a ghost. If f — 2a <
2(GH?*)!, the ghost is the massless spin-2 mode, otherwise it is the massive

mode. For O(1) values of @ and f3, the ghost is the massive mode, and its mass
is of order O(M,). One can have a light ghost only if @ > (GH?)™! > 1 (in
which case the ghost is the massless graviton) or if |5| > 1 (in this case which
one is the ghost depends on the sign of 3). All in all, in pure gravity the theory
is stable and ghost-free within EFT (i.e. below the cut-off M,) if a and 3 are
both O(1).

— We now turn to the case of gravity coupled to the CFT. In de Sitter, the presence
of tachyonic tensor modes depends on the curvature, on N and the parameters
a and 5Cg. The dS curvature H always enters in the combination GN2H?, i.e.
the natural scale to which the curvature is compared is the “species” scale (1.7).
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For a de Sitter background, the presence or absence of tachyonic instabilities is
illustrated in figure 7. For a fixed value of G N2H?, tachyon-stability corresponds
to values of Beg larger than a certain critical value, which is typically of order
unity. For fixed Bef, there are two regimes, depending on the value of a: for
small &, and into negative values, the theory is tachyon-stable for GN2H? larger
than a certain critical value (generically of order unity); for large and positive
@ there are also intermediate regions of stability: the theory goes from unstable
at small GN?H?, to stable as GN2H? increases, to again unstable, and finally
to stable at large GN?H?. In the specific case & = Beff = 0 there is a critical
value for GN2H? below which de Sitter space is tachyon-unstable, as it was
also shown in [74]. The critical value corresponds to GN2H? ~ 0.32. For small
curvatures, and for & of order unity, the tachyon pole is generically located
around the cut-off scale, unless one takes | Beﬁ" > 1.

For any values of the parameters, there are tensor ghosts (tachyonic or not).
However, generically, these ghosts are heavy (in units of the “species” cut-off
(GN?)~1/2) or they occur for curvatures of the order of the cut-off.

— In the special case a = Bt = 0, like in the generic case above, for any curvature
(including zero-curvature flat space-time), the mass of the ghost is always larger
but comparable to the species scale.

e Anti-de Sitter.

— In the special case of pure gravity (N = 0), the situation is similar to the one
in de Sitter. There are two tensor modes, one of them massless and the other
massive. For generic O(1) parameters « and 3, the massive mode is a tachyon
for § < 0 (up to small corrections). One of the two tensor modes is always a
ghost, and it is light only when o and/or g are very large. Therefore, as in de
Sitter, for O(1) values of the parameters, the theory does not have instabilities
within EFT. This is what happens in top-down string theory [86]. On the other
hand, this analysis means that one has to be careful in taking o and S too
large. This is standard practice to obtain a qualitatively different behaviour
from FEinstein AdS gravity. This is common in phenomenological holographic
models and some examples with commentary are [87, 88].

— In the presence of the CF'T, as in de Sitter, tensor modes can be tachyonic or not
depending on the parameters &, Beff. The situation is represented in figure 19.
For fixed AdS curvature, there are tachyonic modes for large and negative values
of Beff up to a certain critical value (which depends on & for large curvatures
but is independent of & for small curvatures) above which the theory is tachyon-
stable. The critical value is generically O(1). For a fixed Bef there are different
possibilities: the theory may be tachyon-stable (Beﬁr large and positive, a 2 0 ),
or be tachyon-stable only above a certain curvature (Beff large and negative) or
cross from tachyon-stability to instability to stability again for Bott ~ O(1) and
a < 0. Unless | Beﬁ“ > 1, the tachyonic modes are above the species cut-off.
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— The special case @ = Beg = 0. Here, AdS space-time is tachyon-stable for any
curvature below the species cut-off.

Finally, we note that until now it was the scalar instability in de Sitter (or near de
Sitter) that was employed as a mechanism for exiting inflation. However, our results show
that, depending on the parameters, the “fastest” instability may be in the scalar or the
tensor sector. It should be stressed though that if the fastest instability is the spin-2 one,
this is a disaster for cosmology. The reason is that this instability generates large transverse
variations of the background metric destroying fast its homogeneity and therefore the main
principle of cosmology. Consequently, for cosmology, spin-2 instabilities must be avoided.

Up to specific details which may vary depending on the parameters, the general fea-
tures of the spectra discussed above can be summarised as follows:

Pure gravity:
e Minkowski:

— scalar tachyon if a > 0

— if B # 0, two tensor modes: one massless graviton and one massive ghost (tachy-

onic or not).

e dS and AdS

— scalar tachyon if a > 0 if GN?H? < 1.
— scalar (light) ghost if a > 1/(GH?).

— If B # 0, two tensor modes, one massless and one massive. One of them is
necessarily a ghost.

In all these cases, these ghosts/tachyons are below the cutoff M, only if |a| > 1 and/or
18] > 1.
Gravity coupled to the CFT:

- The bounds on the ghost/tachyon regions vary, and there may be more massive tensor
modes in the spectrum (in particular in AdS).

- The cut-off is now lowered to the species scale, M,/ VN

- The presence of light ghosts/tachyons still requires the effective coefficients of the R?
and R, R* to be large |G| > 1 and/or |Beg| > 1.

1.3 Discussion

Our findings show that there are whole regions of parameter space where the holographic
matter + gravity theory suffers from both scalar and tensor instabilities, for all signs of
the curvature. In particular, the unstable region contains the whole of flat space except
eventually in the limit where we decouple the CFT.
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Even though ghosts and tachyons seem ubiquitous, as we argued earlier, only when
the unstable modes are lighter than our EFT cut-off (1.7) do they signal an unequivocal
instability. From our analysis, it emerges that, at small curvatures (compared to the cut-
off), if the renormalized coefficients of the local quadratic curvature terms, (1.18), are O(1),
unstable modes generically have masses above the UV cut-off M,,/N. On the other hand,
the presence of light ghosts or tachyons requires very large values of the parameters (1.18).

It turns out that, for large values of the higher curvature parameters (1.18), one also
finds light ghosts in pure quadratic-curvature gravity (in dS, AdS or Minkowski) without
the CF'T. Based on our analysis of parameter space, we can make the following statement:

Within the validity of EFT, for parameter values for which pure gravity shows no patholo-
gies, neither does the gravity+CFT system.

In other words, for background curvatures below the cut-off, light unstable modes in the
gravity + CFT system are due essentially to (effective) large local higher curvature terms
which would result in the same instabilities in the pure gravity with the same parameters.
It should be remembered though, that in pure gravity the cutoff is taken to be the Planck
scale while in the gravity+CFT system, the cutoff is taken to be the (renormalized) species
cutoff in (1.35).

Note that if we insist instead on taking the EFT cut-off to be the Planck scale (rather
than the species scale) even in the presence of the CFT, this conclusion changes, and we are

led to the fact that coupling a healthy CFT to gravity does introduce instabilities within
EFT. This is another indication that the correct cut-off is indeed M, /v/N.

From the holographic standpoint, in the case of a CFT coupled to gravity, the scalar
modes are the simplest since they do not propagate in the bulk, the only dynamical scalars
are boundary degrees of freedom whose dynamics are determined by the R? terms and the
conformal anomaly [58]. Therefore, any scalar instabilities can be simply traced purely to
a local boundary gravity action.

The unstable scalar is a pure-gauge mode in Einstein gravity, but it becomes dynamical
thanks to the higher curvature terms and the conformal anomaly, and depending on the
coefficients, it may become tachyonic and/or ghost-like. In this context, scalar instabilities
were studied in 4-dimensional higher-curvature gravity around flat space in [8]. Around de
Sitter, scalar instabilities were investigated in [53] in the (original) Starobinsky model [52],
and here we recover the results obtained in the linearized version of Vilenkin’s analysis.
It is worth mentioning that this model falls outside of the EFT description: indeed, in
[52, 53] the 4d cosmological constant is set to zero, which fixes the dS curvature to satisfy
GN?H? = 4. The value of H is above the species cut-off 1/(v/GN) (although for large N
it may still be sub-Planckian). In this case, the no-tachyon condition in the scalar sector
is a > 0, (see equation (1.36). However for phenomenological reasons, it is rather desirable
to have a scalar tachyon in order to leave the de Sitter solution in the early universe, and
one should choose o < 0.

Similar considerations can be made if we want to make a comparison with what goes
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nowadays under the name of the Starobinsky model for inflation'? |

S =— / V=g <16;GR — dR2> . (1.43)

This may be thought of as a simplified version of the anomaly-driven realization of de Sitter
in [52, 53] in which one neglects the non-local contribution from the conformal anomaly
~ R?log R. For this model, one does not need a CFT, but pure higher curvature gravity
is enough. The model (1.43) does not admit de Sitter solutions since the absence of the
logarithmic term pushes this solution to infinite curvature. However, it admits quasi-de
Sitter slowly-rolling FRW solutions (in an appropriately defined Einstein frame) for & < 0,
i.e. precisely where one expects a scalar tachyonic instability (see equation (1.36) for large
curvature): it is this tachyon that eventually pushes the solution away from the near-de
Sitter geometry, thus ending inflation. This is the choice made in phenomenological models
of inflation, where the parameter

a = 384mé ~ —5.95 x 1011

to reproduce the amplitude of the primordial perturbation spectrum. For & < 0, the scalar
mode is not a ghost in pure R + R? gravity, as can be seen by setting N = 0 in (1.37).
More details about how our results compare to these models can be found in Appendix C.

A general discussion of higher-derivative gravity including the tensor modes can be
found in [85], where it was pointed out that the R, R*” term gives rise to a tensor ghost
around flat space. Here, we also extend this discussion to de Sitter and AdS.

In the holographic context of gravity coupled to a large-N CFT, instabilities were
already found in certain corners of parameter space by [74], and we agree with their results.
A general analysis of the gravitational spectrum around de Sitter space was also performed
in [58] for a specific value of the dS Hubble parameter (namely GN2H? = 4r) for which
the (renormalized) cosmological term is zero (this case however, is outside of the range of
EFT since R ~ H?> > M species)- As we mentioned above, here we find that these tensor
instabilities are either outside of the EFT validity, or they require large effective values of
the higher curvature coefficients which would make the pure gravity theory pathological as
well. A more detailed comparison with [74] and [58] appears in appendix L.

When there are light tensor tachyons or ghosts, it is interesting to ask which direction in
solution space the instability leads to. The scalar instability contains a homogeneous mode
which can be understood as an instability of the de Sitter solution towards a more general
FRW. These are the instabilities of the type considered in [53]. However, non-homogeneous
scalar instabilities and tensor instabilities break FRW.

A related question is whether this analysis around maximally symmetric space-times
persists in more realistic cosmological solutions such as FRW. The same holographic setup
used here can in principle be applied to FRW boundary metrics, by generalizing the bulk
solution along the lines of [60, 61, 63, 89].

%4 in equation (1.43) is related to our o as & = 52—
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This paper is organized as follows. The setup of our work is presented in section 2,
where we start from a theory of gravity in AdSs and obtain the boundary action with
higher curvature terms induced on a regularized boundary.

Metric perturbations are set up in section 3 for the bulk perspective, and in section
4 for the boundary theory. Section 4 also studies the dynamics of the pure boundary
scalar perturbation. The five remaining degrees of freedom for metric perturbations are
contained in a transverse-traceless tensor studied in section 5, where its equation of motion
is obtained. In section 6 we discuss tensor instabilities in pure gravity with quadratic
curvature terms. Tensor instability in the general case of the CFT coupled to gravity is
studied in section 7 for flat space-time, in section 8 for positive curvatures and in section
9 for negative curvatures.

The appendix contains some of the technical details of this paper. We briefly review
here the different sections. In appendix A, we provide an explicit example of effective field
theory which develops instabilities (ghosts and tachyons) due to the IR expansion. We also
find that the mass of these unstable modes is always above the EFT cut-off. Appendix
B reviews the computation of the counterterms for the bulk renormalization procedure
[82]. In appendix C, we relate our setup to Starobinsky’s inflation [52]. The geometry
of AdS-slicing coordinates is reviewed in appendix D where we map them to the more
usual global coordinates of AdS. We also remark that AdS-slicing coordinates are global
in the sense that they cover the whole AdS manifold. Appendix E relates the bulk radial
equation of spin-2 perturbation to a Schrodinger problem, which allows us to study the
normalizability of its solutions. In appendix F, we compute the decay rate of Minkowski
space-time in terms of the mass of a tachyonic pole. Appendices G and H derive the
criteria (1.33) for the spin-2 modes in dS and AdS respectively. appendix I studies the
asymptotic behaviour of associated Legendre functions which enter into the solution for
spin-2 perturbations in AdS-slicing coordinates of AdS. Appendix J computes the quadratic
terms of the boundary action, which enter into the definition of the two-point functions for
metric perturbations. Appendix K proves that one can discard an unphysical scalar mode
appearing in the quadratic action, by showing that this mode is constrained. Appendix
L compares our results to previous papers which have used a similar setup. We find the
values of our parameters which reduce our setup to their case. Finally, appendix M provides
supplementary material concerning the poles of the spin-2 propagators in curved space.

The arXiv webpage of this paper contains supplementary material, including 5 ani-
mated gifs showing the poles of the spin-2 propagator for different choices of parameters
(GN?R, & and Beg). These gifs and their associated parameters are presented in the
“animated_gifs.pdf” ancillary file.

2. The theory

We use the following notation for the various metrics:
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symbol

name

relation/definition

gab

5d bulk metric

Fefferman-Graham
coordinates (2.19)

Ywo

Fefferman-Graham slice metric

defined in (2.19)

95

4d space-time metric

leading term of (2.21)

Ywo

induced metric on
the regulated boundary

related to g(,(uU) as (2.20)

Guo

background 4d
space-time metric

maximally symmmetric
background of g(o) (4.1)

0Cuwo

slice metric perturbation

defined in (3.2)

5¢?

wo

6(we evaluated
on the boundary

defined in (4.1),
gauge fixed in (4.3)

2.1 Setup

We consider a semi-classical theory of gravity in four dimensions, described by a 4d metric

(0)

Jwe, including quadratic curvature terms and coupled to a 4d Conformal Field Theory
(CFT). The total action is

S = Sgrav + SCFT-

The first term, Sgray, is the gravity action:

which includes the Einstein-Hilbert plus the cosmological constant term

R-squared couplings.

S grav —

SEH + Soz + S,Ba

14
)

= 4er/aO (R —
SEH 16G/dl‘ g O(R —2A),

as well as two quadratic curvature terms:

S, = 38‘1‘m d*z \F R?,
Sp d*x \/7 (R“’"Rw— R2>

Here, G is the Newton constant, A the cosmological constant, o and S are the dimensionless

(2.1)

(2.2)

(2.3)

(2.4)

(2.5)

The second term Scpr in (2.1) is the quantum effective action of a CFT in a background

(0)

(0)

metric gue, and it is a functional of the background metric gup .

The action (2.1) is meant to be the renormalized action, in which all the divergences

have been renormalized. The parameters G, A, o, 8 are therefore to be interpreted as finite,

physical parameters left after the renormalization procedure (which will be described in

detail in subsection 2.2 and reference [72]).

M1 our notation, the curvature tensors are understood to be those built from the metric 95,027 unless

otherwise specified explicitly.
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Variation of the action with respect to the boundary metric yields the following Einstein

equation:
Ry — %Rgg@ + Al + 87G <(°‘)ng (%) Hw) = 87T ). (2.6)
where
(@, = % {vwvoR — RRyy — <DR - iR2> ggﬁ)} , (2.7)
W®H,, = 32% {; <RMR“A - éRZ + ;DR> 99 — 2R, oA R™ — ORys
% (2RRus + vwng)} . (2.8)

In Eq. (2.6), the right-hand side is the renormalized CFT stress-energy tensor expectation

value,
2 0Scrr

- /;9(0) 59(0)w0 ’

Before we present the computation of the CF'T stress tensor, we comment on the terms

(Tooor) (2.9)

which are explicit on the left-hand side of (2.6). It is important to remark that (®) H,,, is
traceless. Furthermore, (@) H,_, is also traceless if the boundary has a constant curvature.
For convenience, in the following, we define the tensor

167G 65
E,,=— o 5q00 (2.10)
We then write Einstein’s equations as:
E.s =0. (2.11)

From now on, we shall assume the CFT is a large-IN theory which has a holographic
description in terms of a (semiclassical) five-dimensional gravity dual. We shall review
how the renormalized stress tensor (2.9) is computed in this context [82], and how the
renormalized parameters of the effective gravity theory arise. However, as we shall argue,
our results do not depend on this assumption. Below we present the main results and give
more details in appendix B.

2.2 Constructing the renormalized action

To arrive at (2.1) we replace the CFT contribution with its dual description, namely an
Einstein-Hilbert theory on a 5-dimensional manifold M (the bulk, on which the metric
will be denoted by G) together with covariant boundary terms on the boundary, OM.
However, this is divergent and to regulate the divergences we move the boundary dM to
the regulated boundary M, which is inside M and this also defines the regulated bulk
space M. ~ is the induced metric on the regulated boundary.

The bare regularized gravity dual action is:

Sreg = Spuik + S(g)rav. (2.12)
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The first term is the usual Einstein-Hilbert action with a boundary oMk,
St = — M [ / PBrVG(RIG) — 2M5) - 2 / d%ﬁx} | (2.13)
e oM.

where M is the 5-dimensional Planck mass, v is the determinant of the induced metric on

15

OM. and K is the corresponding extrinsic curvature °. The second term in (2.12) is a

boundary term which depends only on intrinsic tensors on O M.,

Serav = Stw + S + 58, (2.14)
where
I / o /F(RI] — 249), (2.15)
167 GO
a R? term

g0 /d4 V7 (R[)? 2.1
vy z/y (R[Y])”, (2.16)

and an additional term proportional to the 4-dimensional Weyl anomaly'® [55]

0
8= o [ o (BB RO - § (R)?). .17

This action looks similar to (2.5), and depends on a set of bare parameters o, 8%, A and
G°. Below we shall relate these bare parameters to the physical ones (a, 3, A and G) in
the renormalized action (2.1).

We also define a length L associated with the bulk cosmological constant,

6
As = —75. (2.18)
We consider asymptotically AdS solutions, for which the ansatz for the full metric is written
using Fefferman-Graham coordinates [90], given by

dp* 1

ds® = GudXdX" = LQ4—p2 + —Guo(x, p)dx¥dx?, (2.19)
P p

where L and x? have the dimension of a length and p is dimensionless. This coordinate

system is the one of an asymptotically AdS space with a conformal boundary located at

p — 0. We define the regulated boundary dM, as the hypersurface p = ¢, on which the

induced metric is:

T (62) = <o, ). (220)

The metric g, is determined by solving the bulk Einstein equation order by order in p as

(0)

p — 0, starting with an arbitrary metric g,z to lowest order [82]:

guo (2, 0) = 90 + pglZ) + p*gL) + Guop® log p + O(p%). (2.21)

15Geometrical tensors follow the same conventions as Wald’s book General Relativity
18Tn our notation, the Latin letters will denote the bulk coordinates, and the Greek indices such as w, o
denote 4-dimensional slice coordinates.

_97



The leading term in this expansion, gu(ff,), is identified with the metric of the dual field

theory side. The terms g\ and ., are given by!7:

L? R
9 == (Rwa - 6955?) : (2.22)
L4 y 1 5 2 15
Juo = 7= 42 WKO " — = wVo wo T 5 wo - i 2.2
g 16{}2 AR™ = 2VL Vo R+ VER SRR +<6R (2.23)

loon, 1 2\ (0)
cVR— SRR >gw

These expressions are found by solving the bulk Einstein equation in a near-boundary
expansion [82]. Note that, comparing Eqgs. (2.8) and (2.23), we can write:

(B)H = _nga- (224)

wao 27T

Unlike 9&20) and oo, gﬁjf,) is not fully determined from gS?, except for its trace, which is

given by!'® [82]:
e [o] = | (o). (225)

Divergences of Spuik, which arise when we remove the regulator and take e — 0, are
made explicit when Sy is written in terms of gﬁﬂ,). The method to obtain these divergences

is briefly reviewed in appendix B, resulting in:

M 0 6 1 KA Lo 0
Sbulk = L/d x\/ﬁ{—GQ—FSIOgE(R Rm\—gR >}+O(€ ) (2.26)

The first term in curly brackets contains all the divergent terms of Spuk. These can also be
written covariantly in a series expansion involving curvature tensors of the induced metric
on the boundary.

M3 L2
Spulk = T /d%\ﬁ{—G - TRM‘*‘

+ 2 (5 +10m ) (ROGIRab] - 5 R+ (227)

where ... indicates higher curvature invariants. The explicit € dependence in (2.27) reflects
the conformal anomaly.

The quadratic curvature term in (2.26) can be shifted by a finite amount by redefining
the cut-off. This scheme dependence is made explicit by introducing as an extra parameter,
a scale p, and defining the divergent part of the action Sg;, as follows:

M, 6 1 1
L= 0)J = - wo T p2
Saiv = . /d 21/ g { 5+ log(v/euL) (R Roo 3R )} (2.28)

"Recall that all the geometrical tensors are built from the metric gf,oa) unless otherwise stated

BAs in [82], when matrix components are not written, it means that both matrix multiplication and
trace operations are done using the metric g(O).
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We now turn to the bare “boundary” gravitational action (2.14). It is also divergent
in the limit ¢ — 0. This can be made manifest by expressing it in terms of curvature
tensors of gg(),) using the expansion (2.21) and the expressions (2.22-2.23). The result for

the Einstein-Hilbert part is

1
o _ 4 o 0
St = ~ g | doVARN] - 200), (2.29)
B 2A0 1 AoL?
_ 167TG0/ 21/ { <1+ . >R+
2 2
+LZ <2 + A°4L ) <RWRW - ;R2> + 0(6)}, (2.30)

while S? and Sg are finite. Note that additional finite quadratic terms appear when we
expand S% g in powers of e.
(0)

Therefore, the full boundary action Sgrav written in terms of g5, including all divergent

and finite terms, has the form:

2A 1 Ao L?
0o _ _70 0
e = — 16WGO/ 21/g© { 41 (1+ : )R}+
1 L2 AoL?
e e I K Rl G PR
Y

ao/d4x gOR? + O(e). (2.31)

The renormalisation procedure we adopt consists in taking the limit ¢ — 0 by choosing
appropriately the bare parameters (A, G°, a¥ and 8°) as a function of the cut-off, such
that the quantity

Sgrav = S + Saiv (232)

grav
remains finite!® in the limit e — 0.

We write the resulting finite action in terms of new physical parameters (A, G, a and
B), each corresponding to the one boundary term:

1 AL\, 487GOM3
A MY o ), 239
€GO
G=—7 (2.34)
AO 2
1+ &
a=a, (2.35)
212 A°L?
B ="+ 167 M3L3 log(v/eLu) — Yo (1 +— ) : (2.36)

9This is different from the standard holographic renormalization procedure [82], in which the bare
parameters (A°, G°, a” and °) are independent on the cut-off and a counterterm action (whose coefficients
are completely fixed) is introduced to cancel all divergences coming from Spuik (2.27). This leaves only finite
quadratic curvature terms in the renormalized action and no Einstein-Hilbert term.
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and we take e — 0 together with appropriate limits of (Ag, Go, o and fp) so that the left
hand sides are finite.
Finally, combining (2.12) and (2.32) we write the renormalized action as

S = lg% [Sbulk - Sdiv] + Sgrava (237)

= ScrT + Sgrav, (2.38)

i.e. equation (2.1). The bulk contribution inside the square brackets is interpreted as the
renormalized effective action of the CFT.

2.3 The induced stress tensor

The renormalized stress tensor is defined by

. |1 2 dScrr 2 4ScrT
Tio) = lim | == — . 2.39
i) = iy [e Nl ] /q® 6g0wa (2.39)
It can be shown that this definition leads to
29
2 OSbutk _ M3 (Koo — K uo). (2.40)

\/Ty 5,}/wa

As shown in [82] the divergent pieces of (2.40) cancel the ones of the Sg;,. We are then left
with the renormalized stress tensor given by 2°

20M3 . 2 1 2
(Tuo) = —=7— {2 2log(uL) — 115 - 209 + (92) = 79T [(g@) } T

+ig(0) (Tr {9(2)})2 - %Q(Q)TT [9(2)}} : (241)

wo

where gu(i,), gfﬁ,) and §,, are the terms of the Fefferman-Graham expansion (2.21), the

expressions for 95.)20) and g, in terms of ggp are given in Eqs. (2.22,2.23). go(ﬁ,) must be
obtained from solving the bulk dynamics. The stress-tensor expectation value in (2.41) is
to be inserted into the right-hand side of the Einstein equation (2.6).

Even if the stress-tensor is not fully constrained by the boundary data, its trace is

known using (2.25). It gives

ML)3 1
g(O)UJU <Two'> — ( 1 ) (ngRwo' o 3R2) . (242)

In a generic CFT with a 5d gravity dual, the parameter M3 L3 is large, and proportional
to the central charge?' a:

(ML)3 = 5.3 (2.43)

20For a notational simplification, there is no difference in subscript and superscript in Fefferman-Graham
metric expansion.
21Recall that in holographic CFTs, the two central charges a and ¢ are equal, up to 1 /N 2 corrections
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When the CFT is a large-N gauge theory in 4d, then a oc N2 For example, in N = 4

SYM we have, in the large-N limit:
N2

. 2.44
0= (2.44)
In what follows we assume, for definiteness, the N’ = 4 relation (2.44), and set:
N2
ML = —. 2.45
52 (2.45)

This will allow us to replace M3L? with N? and write all equations which pertain to the
field theory side purely in terms of 4d parameters. Readers can keep in mind that, for any
other CFT (even for those that are not large-N) they can substitute

N? = 4a.

2.4 Background solutions

In this section, we discuss the background (i.e. homogeneous) solutions of the equations of
motion for the 5d theory (2.12). We take these solutions to be the AdSs metric with three

different maximally symmetric slicings,
dst = L*du® + a*(u)(ueda®da”, (2.46)

where a(u) is a dimensionless scale factor and the slice metric (., is a u-independent
maximally symmetric 4d metric. This results in three possible coordinate systems for AdSs,
that correspond to the dual CFT on three distinct four-dimensional maximally symmetric
metrics: AdSy, dS4 and My.

e ( being the Minkowski metric. In this case
a(u) = e, (2.47)
where u > 0 and the AdS boundary is located at u — +oc.
e ( being the de Sitter metric with Hubble curvature H, in which case
a(u) = LH sinhu, (2.48)

where ©v € R. w = 0 is a horizon. From now on, we take u positive. Therefore,
u — 400 is the AdS5 boundary. The curvature of dS is given by

R =12H? (2.49)

1 in which case

e ( being the Anti-de Sitter metric with radius y—
a(u) = Ly coshu. (2.50)

In this case, there are two asymptotic boundaries, located at u = +oco. These two
boundaries are connected. More details for the geometry of AdS-slicing coordinates
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are given in appendix D. In the field theory interpretation, these correspond to
two independent copies of the CFT on AdS, that interact via their common AdSy
boundary??. It is a matter of choice whether only one or both are coupled to dy-
namical metric perturbations, as we shall discuss in section 5.3. Since there is no
horizon at uw = 0, we shall observe that both sides are reachable by the bulk metric
perturbations. The boundary curvature is related to x by:

R=—12% (2.51)

The bulk metric (2.46) can also be written in Fefferman-Graham coordinates as

dp*> 1
ds? = L~ + =~ f(p)ds3. 2.52
e+ o)t (252)

where ds? = (,odz*dz® and the function f for each different slicing is then given by

space-time | ds? p f(p)
My ds%at P = 6_2u 1
2 e—2u ? 1 2.53
dSq dsgs p= (%) e’ fas(p) =1 - D=y 4 (L) 4p2 (2.53)
H 2
A, | arhs | 7= () 00 | fuus(o) = 1= B2+ () 7

In these coordinates, p > 0 and the AdSs boundary is located at p = 0. In de Sitter
slicing, we are free to choose a sign of u (here we took positive u) because of the horizon
u = 0 which separates the two sides of the bulk. However, in AdS slicing where there is
no such horizon, the bulk AdSs needs two different Fefferman-Graham patches such that
p — 0 is the AdS5 boundary u — 4oo. Hence the sign(u) in the expression for p in
AdS-slicing.?3

The background solutions (2.52) are then related to the general Fefferman-Graham
expansion (2.19) by

Jwo (7, p)‘background = f(p)Cuo (2.54)

from which every term of the expansion (2.21) are fixed. In particular, we can read off the

corresponding boundary theory metric go(f? as the leading term as p — O:

g9 = (o (2.55)

and it is either the Minkowski metric or the de Sitter metric with Hubble scale H, or the

anti-de Sitter metric with AdS length x . We denote the background curvature R[(] = R,
12H?, de Sitter,

R=1X0, Minkowski (2.56)

—12x2,  Anti de Sitter

22 A conformal rescaling of such a setup corresponds to an interface between two copies of the same CFT
in flat space, see the extended discussion in [70].

#3The global embedding of dS and AdS slices in AdS; is discussed in detail in [91] for dS, and in [84] for
AdS.
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For a maximally symmetric background, the trace of the Einstein equation (2.6) gives

1 /- GN?R?
A:4(R— e ) (2.57)

where N was defined in (2.42). Note that, for each value of the boundary parameters A
and G, there are either two values of the curvature R satisfying equation (2.57), or there
are none. On the other hand, by scanning all values of A, we can obtain any value of R.
Therefore, it is convenient to trade A for R: in what follows we shall replace A in terms of
R using (2.57) in all equations. This leaves GN2R as the only dimensionless background
curvature parameter.

Equation (2.57) does not depend on « or 3 since they multiply tensors that are traceless
when evaluated on the background metric (., with constant curvature.

The maximally symmetric backgrounds were discussed in detail (for holographic CFTs
and holographic RG flows on de Sitter) in [72]. We now move to the perturbations around
these background solutions. These are described by turning on perturbations in both
the bulk and the boundary metric and solving the corresponding Einstein’s equation and
boundary conditions. This will be the subject of the next section.

3. Bulk metric perturbations

Equation (2.54) holds for the unperturbed, background metric. In this section, we study
perturbations of the bulk metric, by adopting the same gauge invariant decomposition of
metric perturbations as in [58].

In a perturbed geometry, the bulk metric reads

ds? = (Gap + 0Gap)dXdXP. (3.1)

Using (2.46), one can relate the slice component perturbations to actual perturbations of
the slice metric d(,,, defined as

0Gpe = a2(u)6Cwm (3.2)

such that the full metric can now be written as
dSEQ) = (Guu + 5guu)du2 + 2(Guo + 0Gue)dud X7 + aQ(u)(Ewa + 0Cuo ) dz*dz?. (3.3)

Even if a 5 x 5 symmetric matrix contains 15 independent elements, only 10 degrees
of freedom are invariant under the gauge transformation

0Gab — 0Gay +2V\0Ey). (3.4)

One can construct these 10 invariant quantities by decomposing the perturbation G, into
transverse and traceless elements for the slice covariant derivative V built with Cwo as
follows [58]:

0Guu = A, (3.5)

6Gus = By + V4B, (3.6)
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5Cwa = hyo + 2@(0.;)(0) + éwal/} + @(wag)(ﬁ, (37)

where B,, x, are transverse and h,, is transverse-traceless:
@UXO' =0= Qtwhwa, (38)

V¥R = 0. (3.9)

As it is well known (and rederived in [58] in the present context), the only propagating
degree of freedom in the bulk of AdS with pure gravity is the tensor (transverse-traceless)
perturbation h,, which contains 5 degrees of freedom. On top of this, there exists a scalar
mode which has purely boundary dynamics, and that will be discussed in the next section.
Therefore, here we set to zero all components of the perturbation except for the tensor
mode.

The next step is to obtain the equation of motion for this tensor mode. The bulk
Einstein equation is:

4
RalG] = _ﬁgab- (3.10)
When linearized with respect to hy., the above equation yields:

(L2V9? + 2)a?(u)hye = 0, (3.11)

where the differential operator into parenthesis is known as the Lichnerowicz operator for
AdS. This operator can be decomposed into the (u, %) slicing coordinates (2.46). Equation
(3.11) then takes the following form
I\ 2
- (5)
a

This equation will be specialized to different slicings and solved in section 5.

2 a
o, + 4gau +2

+ L2a2@2} e = 0. (3.12)

Tensor perturbations hy, can be expanded in a similar way as in (2.19):
hwo = h{) + phG) + p* ) + p*log phus + O (). (3.13)

We shall now linearize the boundary Einstein field equation (2.6) and obtain an equa-
tion which involves the various terms in the near-boundary expansion (3.13). To this end,
we need to relate perturbations of the metric g, defined in (2.19) to the slice perturbations
hwe defined in (3.7). We introduce the following notation, for any tensor A of the slice
metric:

(6,A)(] = lim AL+~ AL

e—0 £

(3.14)

We identify term by term the expansion (2.21) with the expansion of the bulk metric (2.46)
close to the boundary p — 0 where p(u) is given in table 2.53. The result for both AdS
and dS is given by

ongl) = hi3, (3.152)
LR
o9y = hiy — = -hD, (3.15b)
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wo 24 wo 48 wo
Snfwo = - (3.15d)

2 2p\ 2
5pg® = p@ — LR o) (LR) 1©) (3.15¢)

The quantities (2 and & can be written in terms of h(®) and of boundary curvature
tensors: as is summarized in appendix B, 95)20) and g, are obtained in terms of ¢(® by
solving perturbatively the bulk Einstein equation for small p [82]. By varying the solution

for g and § given in (B.6, B.7) with respect to hf?}, we obtain using (3.15):

2
0 =2 (v - §) i (3.16)
4 4
hwo— - _27;[/ 6h(ﬁ)Hwo' = _% <v2 - ]6%> <v2 - §> h((;.100)'7 (317)

where the laplacian operator V2 is constructed with the Fefferman-Graham metric gfﬂ,).

On the contrary, we need to solve (3.11) in the whole bulk (with appropriate conditions in
the interior) to find hfﬁ. We postpone this to section 5.

Using the equations above, all linearized quantities can be expressed purely in terms
of hﬁﬂl and hfﬁ;, which for now are independent.

The variation of the holographic stress-tensor (2.41) in the presence of a perturbation
0hy, is given by:

NZ
2m2LA

L?R\* .
Oh {Tio) = ongle - (24> o9l + (1 = 2108(uL))ondu | (3.18)

where 5hg£4(2, (5th002 and 0p G have to be written using equations (3.15a-3.15d) and (3.16-

3.17).

We now turn to the linearization of the left-hand side of Einstein’s equation (2.6), in
which the cosmological constant can be replaced by a function of the background curvature
R using (2.57). Note that the CFT stress-tensor also contributes to the value of A through
the trace of the background Einstein equation (2.57). By moving all the CFT contributions
(i.e. those proportional to N) to the right-hand-side of the linearized Einstein equation,
we find

<—V2 + ?) hS) + 87Go,(\WH,,, + WH,,) = 87G5, (Tus) ", (3.19)
where 1
(Tuo)" = (To) — Zgu(uqr) <T[f> . (3.20)

The curvature squared terms (a)Hw(, and (8 )ng are then linearized with respect to the
tensor perturbation. Then, equation (3.19) is written as a sum of contributions from the
Fefferman-Graham terms hﬁfﬁl, hff‘g and hyg:

L‘R 3T 1 7o R TN
4 =z2) <22 - _ = 2 _ (0) 1-91 L - —
hoe T 54 {GN2R i 4N2}<V 6>h“”+( O8(L) + Bz ) o = 0
(3.21)
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where A is to expressed in terms of o) using (3.17).

Equation (3.21) is a linear equation relating hﬁjﬂ to hfﬂ}. As usual in holography

however, th‘} is determined by hﬁf’} by solving the bulk equation and imposing a regularity

condition in the interior. This makes thﬁZ into a (non-local) linear functional of thQ.
Therefore, all in all, equation (3.21) takes the form of a dynamical equation for hfuocl, of the

form:
Free (V2 R)RS) = 0. (3.22)
Determining the explicit form of the functional F will be the goal of section 5. Here we
conclude by the remark that equation (3.22) can also be obtained by varying the quadratic
part of the action (2.1) evaluated on-shell: indeed, as shown in appendix J, once it is

evaluated on the solution of the linear bulk equation, the quadratic part of the action (2.1)
is equal to the boundary expression:

2
SRO] = % / da \JChO {hﬁjﬁ) v <7f2 b1 2log(,uL)> oot
T

RL* s R 3m 1 7o 0)
o (V - 6> (GNQR 1 4]\72> "w} : (3.23)

Using (3.17) for h and the determination of AY) in terms of h(®) from the bulk solution,
this expression can be written again as a quadratic functional of h(0):

SR = / d'z/g©® / Ay \/ 9O RO (1) F,ppor (V2, R) [, y] RO W) (3.24)

where F is the same functional which gives the equation of motion (3.22), as it is clear by
varying (3.24) with respect to RO The quantity Funwe is the inverse propagator of the

induced boundary gravity tensor fluctuations h&og):

F = = = 5% 3.25
" = g ) g0 y) SO () 5h 0 ) 3:29)

Using the definition (2.38) in the quadratic action,
S =@ +59. (3.26)

the right-hand side of equation (3.25) can be seen as the sum of two contributions, one
from Sgray and one from Scpr.

As Sgray is local (it is quadratic in the boundary curvature), the first contribution is a
local 4-derivative differential operator,

2
1 1 52582,
V9O () /g (y) 0nOroh0we

The part coming from the CFT is by definition the renormalized stress tensor correlator
of the CF'T:

= 6(2,9)Oppo (V2 R). (3.27)

2
1 1 5252),
V9O (x) /9O (y) hOmr§hO)we

= _<Tuu(x)Twa(y)>CFT- (3.28)

— 36 —



Therefore, the full inverse graviton propagator (3.25) has the form :
Frvwe = (z, 3/>OHVPU(V27 R) - <THV(x)TwU(y)>CFT- (3.29)

The non-local part is fully contained in the term A(*) in equation (3.23), and to determine
it one has to solve the bulk radial equations.

We make a final comment on the appearance of the bulk AdS radius L in equation
(3.23). As L is not a parameter of the 4d theory (only M L is, see equation (2.43), this quan-
tity should not enter the full spectral operator F,,,,-. This is indeed the case: as will become
obvious with the explicit computations in section 5, there is a similar logarithmic contribu-
tion to (3.23) coming from h(®*), which will effectively replace log L — —2log(2iv/GN).
These terms come from the variation of Weyl anomaly in the CFT, which has the form of
the term with coefficient 8 in the gravitational action (see equation (2.5)). This implies
that effectively g and p will always appear in the combination:

N2
Bett = 8 — — log(44°GN?). (3.30)

4. The boundary scalar perturbation

In this section, we focus on scalar perturbations®*. In the special case of pure Einstein-
Hilbert gravity, the scalar mode is not dynamical because it is constrained by the non-
diagonal components of Einstein’s equations. But this perturbation is rendered dynamical
by the higher curvature terms in the 4d gravitational action.?”

In the present setup, where gravity lives on the boundary of AdSs, the scalar mode
exists only on the boundary because only tensor perturbations are dynamical in the bulk

(see e.g. [58]) as the trace of the energy-momentum tensor has trivial dynamics in a CFT.

4.1 Gauge fixing

To study the dynamics of this boundary scalar mode, we define boundary metric pertur-
bations:
ds? = g0da¥da” = (Coo + 0C°, )da* da”, (4.1)

wo
where (., is the background metric (flat, dS or AdS) defined in 2.4 and 6¢%, is a pertur-
bation which, unlike the general perturbation in equation (3.3), depends only on the slice
coordinates x*.
The decomposition (3.7) still applies, and the boundary gauge transformations are:

5C£JU - 5(01.))0 + 2@(0.750')' (42)
One can do a gauge transformation to eliminate the transverse and longitudinal vector
components, by choosing &, in (3.4) to be:

1

§8U<Z>. (4.3)

24 Here by scalar we mean with respect to the slice isometry group.

50'2 —Xo —

25If the QFT is not conformal, then the coupling of the QFT to gravity will also contribute to the scalar
dynamics via the two-point function of the trace of the energy-momentum tensor.
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Keeping only the scalar mode, one is left with:
6C%, =1 o (4.4)

Equation (4.4) is the definition of the scalar perturbation, and we study its dynamics in
the following subsections.
4.2 Scalar equation of motion

The classical equations of motion for ¢ are obtained by linearizing the Einstein equation
(2.6), which we rewrite here for convenience:

167G 6S[g(?]
O — Ewo_ g(o) = — 45
[g"] 40 5900 (4.5)
= Ry — %Rgfu(? + Mg 4+ 87G(“WH,, +PH, ) —87G (T,s), (4.6)

where quadratic curvature terms (O‘)ng, (6)Hw0 are defined in (2.7) (2.8) and the CFT
stress tensor is given in (2.41). The equation of motion for ¢ is obtained by linearizing
Es[g9] around E,,[¢]. Linear and quadratic curvature terms are linearized using the
definitions (4.1-4.4). However, to obtain the CFT stress tensor, one needs to solve the
bulk equations. Nevertheless, its trace (2.42) and its divergence (which is zero) are fully
constrained by the boundary geometrical tensors. Hence, one can take a shortcut and
perturb the trace of Einstein’s equation. It will then be convenient to define the trace of
the generalized Einstein tensor (4.5) as

E[g0] = g% E,,[¢?]. (4.7)

Then, the full, non-linear, traced Einstein equation is given by

N? 1
0=E[¢g®] = —R+4A — %DR — C’;W <R“’"RW — 3R2> , (4.8)

where O is the Laplacian operator V2 applied to a scalar quantity. Equation (4.8) only
contains scalar geometric quantities of the boundary. When evaluated on the background
metric ¢, equation (4.8) reduces to (2.57).

The linearization of geometrical quantities which appear in (4.8) for an arbitrary per-
turbation (4.1) around ( are given by

=y

SR=—(30+R) v, 0 (R Rus) = 50R. (4.9)

2
We observe that these linearized scalar quantities depend on 1 only, due to h(®) being
traceless. This leads to the linearized version of equation (4.8):

oG GN2R
—0

4 24m

1+ (30+ R)y = 0. (4.10)
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Equation (4.10) is a linear local equation for ¢ (z). However, this equation is misleading,
as only one of the two modes appearing in this equation is propagating. The correct
computation of the scalar propagator comes from varying the action as in (4.5). In appendix
K, we carefully derive the propagator of the single scalar propagating mode.
_ GN2R] ™ 1
Fl= 647G |aGR — 12 + 5 ] : (4.11)

4 N2R
s =
o+ Ga 6ma

Both the position of the pole and the sign of the residue depend on the parameters of the
model: there are regions in parameter space where the scalar can be a ghost or a tachyon,
[52, 53]. In our scheme, there is no (scheme-dependent) (IR contribution to the conformal
anomaly, and therefore the kinetic term for this mode originates in the R? term of the
gravity action.

There is also a second mode that is not propagating?®, as we show in Appendix K.
It should be however stressed that the mode, although non-propagating, can affect the
dynamics as a non-propagating mode, if boundary conditions are non-trivial, [20, 21]. In
more general situations such a mode may become propagating. We expect this to happen
if the quantum theory we couple gravity to is a QFT rather than a CFT. In such a case, the
two-point function of the trace of the energy-momentum tensor contributes non-trivially
to scalar modes, and a novel analysis needs to be done in the scalar sector. Another such
example can be found in [99].

We now focus on the propagating scalar mode. We first discuss under which condition
the scalar is ghostlike.

In any background, the scalar mode is a ghost if the residue of the pole has the “wrong”
sign, the “right” sign being that of the pole of the massless spin-2 pole in pure gravity,
which in our conventions is:

1 1
= 3321G——. (4.12)
V2

masslessspin2

ol

Therefore, the scalar mode is a ghost if the residue of (4.11) is positive, i.e:

1\ GN?R
<7ra ) ——— >1 = scalar mode is a ghost. (4.13)

N2 T 32) T1on

This condition is valid both for positive and negative R. In sections 8 and 9, we shall see
that this inequality also appears in the context of the tensor sector, but not exactly for the
same reasons.

It is useful to compare the equation of motion (4.10) to other discussions in the liter-
ature. If either R = 0 or N = 0, the equation of motion (4.10) agrees with the R + R?
modified gravity analysis of [85]. The first case, N = 0, corresponds to pure gravity with
no CFT; the second case, R = 0, corresponds to flat space, in which the boundary scalar
mode decouples even in the presence of the CFT.

26This was discussed in [8] for flat space with quadratic curvature terms only.
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Neglecting the unphysical solution in (4.10), we are left with a single scalar mode
satisfying a massive Klein-Gordon equation:

4 [GN2R

Oy = —
v Ga | 24m

_ 1} . (4.14)

4.3 Scalar tachyonic instabilities

We define a mode to be tachyonic if the associated wavefunction in coordinate space grows
exponentially at late times. To carry out the analysis we have to specify the background,
upon which the form of the mode solutions of equation (4.14) depends.

Minkowski
We label modes by the eigenvalue of the D’Alembertian operator,

Oy = —k21. (4.15)

Then, equation (4.14) translates, for R = 0, to:

4

K= —.
Ga

(4.16)

The theory is tachyon-stable if the invariant four-momentum k2 is timelike or null, k2 < 0.
In any other case, the solution to (4.15) will contain solutions which are real exponentials
in time, and will generically diverge as t — 4-00.

From equation (4.16) we conclude that:

a>0 = scalar mode is tachyonic. (4.17)
Note that for o = 0, the scalar mode is decoupled (at quadratic order).

anti-de Sitter

It is useful to parametrize the eigenvalues in terms of a complex “ total momentum eigen-
value” 12 as follows:

R{, 9
Oeb — _9 4.1
v=-3(»-) (118)
Equation (4.14) then translates into

, 9 48 <1_GN2R)

V17 Gak 2 (4.19)

In AdS, a free massive scalar ¢ satisfying O¢ = m?¢ is tachyonic if it violates the BF
bound, [93], which in 4 space-time dimensions means

9
m?x? < 7 (4.20)
where x is the AdS length. Comparing with equation (4.18) with R = —12x?, violation of
the BF bound is equivalent to:
v? < 0. (4.21)
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Using (4.19) we then conclude:

9 4 GN?x?
1 W <1 + 27rX ) <0 = scalar mode is tachyonic. (4.22)

e For o = 0 the scalar mode decouples as in the other cases.

e For pure gravity, in the absence of the CFT (N? = 0), the tachyonic condition (4.22)

becomes
16

aGx?

In particular, this cannot be satisfied for o < 0 (this is the opposite compared to the

(4.23)

de Sitter case, as we shall see below).

de Sitter.

Since de Sitter has no global time-like killing vector, there may not be a universal (coordinate-
independent) definition of what a tachyon is. We use the practical criterion that, in a
given coordinate system, a tachyon is a mode whose amplitude diverges exponentially at
late times. We establish this criterion in the three most widely used cases, i.e. Poincaré co-
ordinates (covering the expanding (or cosmological) patch), global coordinates, and static
coordinates (covering the static patch).

We use the same parametrization (4.18) of the D’Alembertian eigenvalues, where now
R =12H?

Cosmological patch (Poincaré) coordinates.

In cosmological (Poincaré) coordinates, the de Sitter metric is given by

1 _
dsZS = angdx‘“d:r” = —dt® + My, da¥da’ R =12H?, (4.24)
where 7 = % is the conformal time. 7 — 0 or ¢ — 400 is the future boundary of

dS, ZT. 7 — 400 or t = —o0 is a past horizon that touches the past boundary of
dS, Z~ at one point.

The solutions of Eq. (4.18) are given in terms of Bessel functions (see for example
[74]): .

¥ = (Hr)2 Jy, (1p)~eEV=3/2) 1 to0 (1 0) (4.25)
where p = /d;;p'p’ is the norm of the 3-dimensional Fourier momentum in the spatial
directions. At the far past horizon (7 — 400) one should impose infalling boundary
conditions for the bulk wave-function, i.e. a Hankel function. This correspond both

to the retarded correlator in the holographic calculation, and to picking the Bunch-
Davis vacuum.

Both solutions (4.25) are bounded as 7 — 0 if :

IRe(v)| < 3/2. (4.26)
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Defining a tachyon as a mode which grows exponentially in time, equation (4.19)
then translates into the statement?7:
1 <1 GN?*H?

a 2

) >0 = scalar mode is tachyonic. (4.27)
a

By inserting equation (4.19) into the exponent of (4.25), we obtain the “decay rate”
I" of de Sitter due to the tachyon instability:

9 Am GN2H?\ 3
\/4 oA <1 27 ) a 2] ’ (428)

which is real and positive if we are in the tachyonic regime (4.27).

I'=H

We now discuss a few special cases.

— As in flat space, if a = 0, the scalar mode is non-propagating.

— The special case GN2H? = 4r corresponds to a vanishing 4d cosmological con-
stant A = 0 (by equation (2.57)). This is the case studied in [58]. We find, in
agreement with that work, that scalar tachyonic instabilities occur for o < 0.
This also includes the homogeneous scalar mode from the original Starobinsky
model [52, 53].

— In the absence of the CFT, i.e. for N2 = 0, de Sitter is tachyon-unstable in
the scalar sector for a > 0. This is the opposite sign compared to the previous
paragraph case. There is no contradiction here, since (2.57) shows that de Sitter
is not a solution when both A and N? vanish.

Global de Sitter coordinates

In global coordinates, the de Sitter metric reads:
dsig = H? (—=dT? + cosh? TdQ?) (4.29)

where —0co < T < 400 and d? is the metric on the unit 3-sphere. As their name
suggests, these coordinates cover the entirety of dS space. T — —oo is the past dS
boundary, Z~ and T — +o0 is the future dS boundary, Z7.

At late times T' — oo, this metric looks like the metric (4.24) with ¢ — HT', except
for the fact that Euclidean 3-space is replaced by a sphere. Therefore, the solutions
of the D’Alembert equation at late times will again take the form (4.25), with p?
now appropriately quantized. Consequently, the condition that the solution diverges
at late time is the same in global coordinates as in cosmological coordinates, namely
(4.26), leading again to (4.27).

The difference with respect to the cosmological patch is that now one is free to chose
any solution at the past boundary, and this defines different quantum states in de
Sitter. Our calculation translates into selecting a dS-invariant state.

*"In an expanding background such a mode is still ok to have around as long as the growth rate is much
smaller than the Hubble time, i.e. |Re(v)| — 3/2| < 1. In this case one can say that de Sitter space is
unstable but long-lived.
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Static Patch coordinates

The static patch of de Sitter is described by the metric:

dr?

ds® = —(1 — H*>rH)di* + ———
= P T

+ r2dQ3 (4.30)
where 0 < 7 < H~! and d©? is the metric on the unit 2-sphere. This metric contains
only a single point from each of the Z*,7~.

This metric has a (cosmological) horizon at r, = H~!, where one should impose
infalling?® or normalizable boundary conditions for the wave-function, in addition to
regularity at the origin r = 0.

The calculation of the spectrum of the de Sitter D’Alembertian with these boundary
condition results in obtaining the static patch quasi-normal modes, with time de-

pendence e~ The spectrum of quasi-normal frequencies for a scalar field of mass
m? = —H?(v? — 3/2) can be found for example in [100], and reads:
. 3
wp = —iH <l +2n + 3 + l/> ) (4.31)

where [ and n are non-negative integers. Stability requires all the quasi-normal
frequencies to lie in the lower complex plane (so that the time dependence e—iwt
is exponentially damped at late times). The most stringent requirement occurs for
[ =0,n =0, and it translates into |Re(v)| < 3/2, i.e. the same condition (4.26) we
found in cosmological and global coordinates.

This establishes the validity of the the condition (4.27) about the tachyonic (in)stability
of scalar modes in the static patch of de Sitter as well.

5. The spin-two spectral equations

We now move to tensor perturbations hﬂ?} defined in (3.25). The linearized Einstein equa-

tion (3.21) contains h) | which can only be specified by solving the perturbation equations

in the bulk. This section is devoted to expressing A(*) in terms of the boundary pertur-
bation h(?) by solving the bulk tensor equation (3.11). This has to be done separately for
each slice geometry (flat, positive and negative curvature). We treat each case in a separate

subsection.

5.1 Flat-slicing

The bulk equation of motion for the tensor mode (3.11) simplifies significantly in flat slicing

coordinates. First, one can write the bulk metric as a conformally flat space by defining

the usual Poincaré coordinate Z as

N
I
™

:
N

(5.1)

28This way, the holographic correlator is fixed to be the retarded one
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The perturbed bulk metric (3.3) in which we only keep the propagating tensor hy, is then
written as

1
ds3 = —5[L*AZ" + (Nug + huo)d2da”]. (5.2)

The bulk equation of motion (3.11) describes the dynamics of a massless graviton in AdS.
In flat slicing coordinates (5.2), we can insert a = e* into (3.12), which boils down to the

massless scalar equation

Osheo = 0, (5.3)

where Oy is the AdS scalar Laplacian in Poincaré coordinates (2.47), given by
L?05 = Z%(0% + L*n™0,0)\) — 320y. (5.4)
Now the strategy is to search for separable solutions, which we write as
hoo(Z,2) = F(Z, k)R (z, k), (5.5)
where h(9) solves the eigenvalue equation parametrized by k? as
07 9;h5) = —k*h{5) = (m2)?h(3), (5.6)

and (mz)? can be a complex number in general.
The second equation is an ordinary differential equation for F(Z, k),

(2205 — 3207 — K*L*Z*) F(Z,k) = 0. (5.7)

Note that, ultimately, we want to write an equation for the boundary tensor perturbation
of the form (3.22) in Fourier space, with V2 replaced by —k2. The solution will be the
physical mass? of a propagating 4d mode. As the solutions of this equation may be complex,
we must allow for complex values of k% beyond the usual choices of timelike (k? < 0) and
spacelike (kK > 0) momentum one obtains for real wavenumbers. With this caveat, it is
now convenient to write (5.7) as:

2d2

d
2
— —y" =3
Vg Y

21 F@) =0 = LkZ. 5.8
Vi, (y) =0, y (5.8)

where we define k, for any complex k? outside of the negative real axis, as the complex
root of k? with positive real part?® and with a slight abuse of notation, we have replaced
F(Z,k) by F(y).

We now solve the equations for 2(*) (5.6) and for F' (5.8). First, the solution of (5.6)
are the Fourier modes :

RO () = e¥i7e = itk g e RY = \/R2 4 K2 (5.9)

29This prescription is enough to identify tachyonic modes, for which Re(k) # 0. Instead, real negative k>

corresponds to non-tachyonic propagating particles, and as usual, their propagator needs a further prescrip-
tion. We use the analytic continuation of the results to purely imaginary values of k, which corresponds to
taking the retarded stress tensor 2-point function .
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For a non-negative eigenvalue k%, modes with |k| < |k| will necessarily feature an
imaginary part in w and one of the two solutions in (5.9) will diverge with time. This is
the usual tachyon instability for flat space, which occurs for massive Klein-Gordon equa-
tions with negative mass square, and more generally it persists also for a complex mass.
Therefore, the condition that a mode characterised by k? is non-tachyonic is:

Re(k) = 0. (5.10)

where, as above, we have defined k as the complex root of k? with positive real part3C.

Equation (5.8) is solved by modified Bessel functions,

F(y) = y* (M Ka(y) + Aala(y)). (5.11)

We must impose that the solution (5.11) is regular at the horizon Z — +oo. This
requires Ay = 0 because in this limit I2(y) ~ exp[kLZ] and by definition Re(k) > 0. The
remaining solution Ks(y) is a vanishing exponential at Z — +oc.

We fix the remaining parameter A; by choosing the normalization at the AdS; bound-
ary Z = 0 so that:

F(Z=0)=1. (5.12)

This way, the solution (5.5) for the bulk tensor perturbation hy.(x, Z) coincides at Z =0
with the boundary tensor mode hﬁﬂl defined in the FG expansion (3.13). For this reason,
the leading term BS{Z of hye in (5.5) is identified as the Fourier mode of the leading term
in the Fefferman-Graham expansion (3.13) which was defined as hﬁ?ﬁ. We drop the tilde
from now on.

For small y, the Bessel function Ky behaves as:

Ka2) =y 5 {7 = 1+ 207 = e + sl + 0 (5.13)
y—0 2 4
where g is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. Then, equation (5.12) fixes \; = 1/2 in (5.11).
Having completely fixed F(Z, k), we can read-off hfa and hy, from its near-boundary
expansion, (5.13) and (5.5) and compare with the corresponding terms in equation (3.13),
recalling that Z = /p . We find:

2
= - () e (5.14a)
kL\" [3 kL
@ _ (FL) 2 FEAL O
8= (42)' 2o (82 2 s
4
BM:—% <I‘:2L> h). (5.14c)

The terms hfﬁ% and }Alw,.i agree with the perturbative solutions of the bulk Einstein equation
(B.5) that are given in appendix B by (B.6) and (B.7). To perform this comparison and

30This is simply a convention since the equation has a symmetry in k — —k.
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check that they agree, it is enough to linearize go(fﬁ) (B.6) and g.x (B.7) with respect to the
transverse traceless perturbation hff?.
The linearization of the stress tensor (2.41) around a flat background for the tensor

perturbation is given by3!:

N2

On (L) = 2724

[hﬂj‘,g +(1—2logul) BM} . (5.15)

We can use the bulk solutions (5.14) into (5.15), to obtain the perturbed stress-tensor
in terms of A" alone:

N2 (E\*[1 k
on <Tum> = Py (2> [4 —vE — log <2M>] hﬁf’@- (5-16)

As a final step, inserting the expressions (5.14) in (3.21) we obtain the linearized
Einstein equation specialized to a flat background, in the form of an equation for h(®)

alone:
N2
o2 Quar (F)A) = 0, (5.17)
where
Q) = {- vz + 2 |7 - 108 (5-) - 335 - (5.1)

From (5.18), as anticipated in Section 3, we can observe that the contributions from the
renormalization scale p coming from the CFT and the quadratic curvature term propor-
tional to 8 combine into the parameter feg given in equation (3.30). For convenience, we

also define 5
= T PDeff
et = N2 (5.19)
The spectral equation (5.17) is then written as
2 k(1 5
at(k) = ——=—+ = |5 — 2y — log (GN?K?) — Begt| ¢ - 2
Qnalh) = {~ gz + 5 |5 ~ 20— 0 (6N ~ s} (5.20)

The quantity multiplying 2(?) in (5.17) is the inverse propagator (3.25) for a flat space-
time. Its expression is given by32:

NZ

Felh) =G

k?Qgat (k). (5.21)

Non-trivial solutions (h&ooz # 0) to the equation of motion (5.17) correspond to the prop-
agating momentum modes k of the boundary perturbation h(®) and are found by solving
the spectral equation

k?Qgar (k) = 0. (5.22)

31The term h® does not contribute in (5.15) because it always appears in the CET stress tensor (2.41)
multiplied by ¢ [¢], which vanishes on a flat background.
32For the overall coefficient in this expression, see Appendix J.
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Solutions of this equation are the poles of the propagator fﬂ_alt. An obvious solution to that
equation is the massless mode k%2 = 0 which is present in pure Einstein-Hilbert gravity.
“Exotic” Modes with k? # 0 satisfy:

_ GN??

1
47

1 -
<2 — 2vg — log (GN?k?) — [3eff> : (5.23)
The only solutions which are non-tachyonic are those for which k% < 0. The absence of
tachyon-instabilities of flat space is then equivalent to the absence of solutions & to (5.23)
with a non-zero real part. We study the existence of such unstable solutions in section 7.

5.2 dS-slicing

We now consider the CFT on de Sitter and we turn to equation (3.12) applied to dS slicing
coordinates (2.48). As a result, we obtain

sinh? u

H™2V2 -2
{aﬁ + 4 coth ud, + V} hwo = 0. (5.24)

The operator inside curly brackets is similar to the expression of the Laplace operator of
AdS5 acting on scalars, in which case the numerator of the last term would be replaced by
the 4-dimensional slice scalar Laplacian.

Similarly to the flat slicing case (5.5), we search for separable solutions of the form:

hyo(x,u) = F(u, Z/)iNL‘(dOU)(x, V). (5.25)
This results in two equations: the first one is an eigenvalue problem on the slice, which we
write as: 0
(¥ 2HRO) — _ g (ﬂ _ 4) 7O) = (1mg)2h ). (5.26)
The second equation is an ODE in the radial direction:
d? d v -2
— +4cothu— — ——54 3 F = 0. 2
{du2+ cothu— sinh2u} (u,v) =0 (5.27)

The information about tachyonic instabilities is contained in the value of v. As shown
in Appendix G, and as it is pointed out in [58, 74], modes with

IRe(v)| > 3/2 (5.28)

are tachyonic because (5.26) contains a solution which diverges with time (see appendix G
for the details).

In pure 4d gravity, the only propagating mode would be the transverse-traceless gravi-
ton, which is a zero eigenvalue for the Lichnerowicz operator of de Sitter (the left-hand
side of equation (5.26) and corresponds to v = +3/2.

Turning on the CFT matter content and the quadratic curvature terms will allow for
modes with different values of v. These will be determined by solving the boundary spectral
equation, which we derive below.
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As in the flat case, to obtain the boundary spectral equation we have to solve the
radial equation (5.27). The most general solution of (5.27) is a linear combination of two
hypergeometric functions given by

1 3\ 1 1
F(u,v) = C+tanhu”_%2F1 [2 <u— 2) 5 <1/ - 2> ;14 v;tanh? u} +

3 1 3 1 1
+C_tanhu " 2, F} [2 <—1/ - 2) 5 <—u - 2) ;1 — v;tanh? u] , (5.29)

where C'y are integration constants. This solution may have a singularity at the horizon
u = 0, depending on the real part of v. As we show in appendix E, requiring the solution
(5.29) to be normalizable at u = 0 gives the following constraints :

e If Re(v) > 0, we need to set C_ = 0 for normalizability at u = 0.
e If Re(v) < 0, we need to set C = 0 for normalizability at u = 0.
e If Re(r) = 0, both solutions oscillate at the horizon u = 0.

Since the problem (5.27) is symmetric in v <> —v, we can choose Re(r) > 0 without loss
of generality. In this case, the most general regular solution at v = 0 is the one with
C_ = 0. The case where v is imaginary lies in the stable region (5.28) and needs a further
prescription (e.g. infalling boundary conditions). We shall define the spectral function by
analytic continuation to purely imaginary v.

We fix the normalization of F' by imposing that in the UV, at u — +o00:

F(u,v) ST 1. (5.30)

This condition ensures that 715,03 defined in (5.25) identifies with the leading term hffll of
the Feffeman-Graham expansion (3.13). From now on, we drop the tilde on h(©) although
it only represents a single mode v (5.26).

Using Gauss’ hypergeometric theorem

L(e)l'(c—a—10)
I'(c—a)l(c—b)’

o Iy fa,bie;1] = (5.31)

valid for Re(c) > Re(a+b), the boundary condition (5.30) fixes the value of the integration

constant to 5

LTy yrrt
T I(1+v)

The near-boundary expansion of F'(u, v) can be obtained using a hypergeometric trans-

(5.32)

formation (page 49 of [94]). It allows us to transform F'(u,v) into a power series of e~

instead of tanh?u (hypergeometric functions are defined as a power series of their last
argument). The first few terms of the result are given by

F(u,v) =1—e 2 (1/2 - Z) — el <1/2 — Z) {1—|—
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+ (zﬂ — 1) [—u - Z +H <u - ;)] } + O(e™ ), (5.33)

where H is the harmonic number function defined in terms of the Euler Gamma function,

I' as )
IM(z+1)

H(z) = —=2 "7
@) =T+

The terms in (5.33) are enough to read all of the Fefferman-Graham expansion (3.13) using

+ 8- (5.34)

the relation between positive u and p in tabular 2.53:

LH\? 9
@) _ _p0) (L2 2 _ Y
he hw0_< 5 ) <1/ 4> (5.35a)
L\* 9 1 LH 3 1
) _ _p(0) (L4 2 _ Y 2 _ 1 LAy 9 1
hed hwg< 5 ) <1/ 4> {1+<V 4> {log< 5 > 4+H<y 2)}}
(5.35b)

(0) 4
~ o wo LH 2 9 2 1
o2 (1) (2 9) (12 1), 150

As we already discussed for the flat slicing, A2 and h can be found using an inde-
pendent method discussed in appendix B. This method consists in solving perturbatively
the bulk Einstein equation at small values of the Fefferman-Graham coordinate p for an
arbitrary boundary metric ¢(°). The solution for ¢(® and g, given in (B.6) and (B.7), can
be linearized with respect to h(®) to obtain the same result as (5.35a) and (5.35¢) using
the formulae (3.15). However, this alternative method does not determine A(*) in terms of
R but only its trace and divergence.

Inserting (5.35b)-(5.35¢) into the linearized Einstein equation for the tensor mode
(3.21), we find the equation of motion of the boundary spin-2 perturbation in momentum
space given by

N2H*

9
o2 <V2 - 4> Qas(v)h{Y) =0, (5.36)

where

B 2 o1, 1 gy 1 .
st(V):l—W+2OZ—2<V —4> |:10g(GNH)—2+2H(V—1/2)+/Beff 5

Re(v) > 0, (5.37)

where, as in flat space, we have combined the contributions from p and g into a single
parameter Seg defined via equations (3.30) and (5.19). We have also defined the parameter
« as
T
N2’

From now on, we shall always refer to the new quadratic curvature coefficients & and

Q

a

(5.38)

Boff, except in subsection 6 where we set N = 0 in which case these new quantities become
ill-defined.
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The inverse spin-2 propagator defined in (3.25) is then given by

N2H4

(ﬂ — Z) Qas(v), Re(v) > 0. (5.39)

The overall coefficient of (5.39) is obtained in appendix J. The expression for Q4g given in
(5.37) is only valid for positive real parts of v because we chose C_ = 0 for normalizability of
the bulk solution (5.29) at u = 0. By symmetry of the bulk equation (5.27) in v <» —v, and
in v <> v*, the propagator Fys(v) must also obey the same symmetries. The combination
of these two symmetries implies that both the real and imaginary axes of v are axes of
symmetry for Fqs. As a consequence, the inverse propagator for Re(r) < 0 is obtained by
replacing v — —v in (5.37).

Each value of v € C solving equation (5.36) is a pole of the 2-point function Fgg and
corresponds to a propagating mode. The positions and residues of these poles depend on
the Hubble rate H of the boundary metric (., (2.46), the quadratic curvature coefficient
& (5.38, 2.4), the scheme-dependent quadratic curvature coefficient Beg (5.19, 2.5) and the
colour number N2,

The existence of tachyonic modes |Re(v)| > 3/2 will be studied in section 8.

5.3 AdS-slicing

Deriving the analogous spin-2 spectral equation (5.36) for AdS slicing follows the same steps
as in the previous subsection, with the difference that now there are two UV boundaries,
located at u — +o00, corresponding to two CFTs, [84].

The equation of motion for bulk metric perturbations (3.11) in AdS slicing (2.50) is

—2v72 2)
{aﬁ + 4tanh ud, + xv2+} hwo = 0, (5.40)
cosh” u

which is the analogue of equation (5.24). As it was done for dS slicing, we search for
separable solutions of the form:

ho = F(u, v)h%) (2, v). (5.41)

[ea

We then separate equation (5.40) into an eigenvalue problem on the slice,
(V2 +2x?)hl) = <,,2 - i) h{) = (m2)*h), (5.42)

and a radial equation,

d? d 1/2 o %
—— +4tanhu— F =0. 5.43
du? +atanhu U * cosh? u (u,v) ( )

Before solving the radial equation, we first comment on the role the eigenvalues v
play in the tachyonic instability. Note that the massless graviton is associated with the
eigenvalue v = £3/2. Unlike de Sitter, where the eigenvalue for a massless spin-2 graviton
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separates between tachyonic and non-tachyonic modes, in AdS, some negative masses are
non-tachyonic because they are allowed by the BF bound [93]. Thus, in AdS, the massless
graviton does not saturate the stability bound.

For general complex v, we study the stability of metric perturbations in the Poincaré
patch of AdS in appendix H. To obtain a condition on the value of v in the complex plane,
we study the existence of normalizable tachyonic modes of AdS, for an arbitrary v. As a
result, such normalizable tachyonic modes exist if and only if

v? < 0. (5.44)

When 22 is real, this statement reduces to the usual BF bound. Furthermore, we find that
any complex v with a non-zero real part is not tachyonic.
The most general solution of equation (5.43) is given by associated Legendre functions

F(u,v) = (coshu) 2 </\1P371/2(tanh u) + )\ngfl/Q(tanh u)) : (5.45)

Since AdS-slicing coordinates (2.50) do not contain a horizon at u = 0, tensor per-
turbations h(u,v) can propagate in the whole bulk, between the two UV boundaries at
u — £o0o. As a consequence, we are left with a choice of boundary conditions that we
did not have for dS-slicing (in which case we imposed normalizability at the horizon). In
AdS-slicing coordinates, different linear combinations of the two independent bulk solu-
tions (5.45) correspond to different combinations of sources coupled to the CFT on each
boundary. In our case, the boundary source is hSJOL}, the boundary metric perturbation.
Therefore, generically, this setup corresponds to a bimetric theory.

One possible choice is that only the boundary metric at v — —oo is chosen to be
dynamical. Then, one should impose that on the other boundary, at u — +oo, the source
term of boundary metric perturbation vanishes. Another possibility to have a single dy-
namical metric is to identify the two boundaries, which corresponds to imposing a Zso
symmetry u — —u on the solution. We consider each of these cases in the following two
subsections.

The discussion above is relevant for a holographic CFT. For a generic CFT on AdSy,
the two-point function of the energy-momentum tensor depends on boundary conditions.
For the simplest boundary conditions, Neumann or Dirichlet, the two-point function of the
energy-momentum tensor can be calculated by mapping it to flat space by a conformal
transformation and then using the method of images. We shall not pursue this further in
the present paper.

5.3.1 Dynamical gravity on one side

We choose to turn off leading (i.e. source-like) metric perturbations on the boundary at
u — 400. This corresponds to the boundary conditions:

2o —0,
F(u,v) = (5.46)
2 \1 cos(mv) — 2Xg sin(rv) = 1,
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such that (9 (5.41) coincides with the leading term h(®) of the Fefferman-Graham expan-
sion (3.13) at the u — —oo side of the AdSs boundary. These conditions fix the coefficients
in (5.45) as

Ao =0, (5.47)
7r
= — 4
At 4 cos(mv)’ (5.48)

valid for v #£ n + %, n € Z. In the case where v = n + %, we still have the requirement that
Ao = 0 but A1 is unconstrained.

The case of v = n + 1/2 is special because it corresponds to the spectrum of nor-
malizable modes in AdS5, which can be seen from the asymptotic behaviour of Legendre
functions in (I.21). Since A; diverges in the limit ¥ — n 4 1/2, this discrete series of
modes correspond to poles of the stress-tensor propagator or zeros of the propagator for
tensor metric perturbations. Therefore, they cannot be the solution of the spin-2 spectral
equation. As a consequence, we can ignore them for the rest of the paper.

The unique solution (5.45) which satisfies the boundary conditions (5.46) can then be
expanded near the dynamical boundary v — —oc. This expansion is given by

=i (e e () 3

+%H <u - ;) + %’H <—u - ;) )] } +0(e™), (5.49)

where H is again the harmonic-number function defined in (5.34). To read-off the Fefferman-
Graham terms of the spin-2 perturbation from (5.49), we need to replace u by the Fefferman-
Graham coordinate given in 2.53 by

L 2
e = (X) p. (5.50)
2
Then, each term of the Fefferman-Graham expansion (3.13) can be identified from (5.49)
as )
L
B = po) <2X> <y2 - i) (5.51a)

i1 (5 (-2 () b (2)
*%+%H <§”) *%H (;Vﬂ} (5.51b)

) (0) 4
hwe = —h% <L2X) <V2 = Z) <V2 = i) . (5.51c)

The relation between the expansion of hyq(p, ) and Opgwe(p, %) is given by (3.15). If
we compare with the de Sitter slicing case (5.35), the analytic continuation H? — —x?
does not hold for h'%) given in AdS by (5.51b) and in dS by (5.35b). The only difference
between the two resides in the combination of harmonic functions H. For AdS (5.51b),
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the combination is symmetric in v <+ —v, which is not the case in de Sitter because the
singularity at the horizon forced us to pick a sign for Re(r) and break the Zy symmetry in
v for the bulk solution (5.29).

Inserting the relations (5.51) into the linearized Einstein equation for the tensor per-
turbation (3.21), we obtain the spectral equation h(®):

N2y 9
o ;2 <u2 - 4) Qu()hf) =o, (5.52)
where )
T _ ~
Qur) =1+2 <GNQXQ + 04) - 5(’/2 —1/4) [Beﬂ
s oo 1 1 1
+log(GNx)—§—|-”H 5TV +H —5 vl (5.53)

We have used @ defined in (5.38) and By defined in (5.19). The inverse propagator for
tensor perturbations is then given by33:

N, 9

= 6471‘2 <V —4> Q(_)(V) (554)

5.3.2 Symmetric boundary conditions

Fe

As an alternative way to couple AdS boundary gravity to the holographic sector, here we
impose that the bulk tensor perturbation h,g has equal sources h(® on both boundaries
u — Fo0. This is implemented by the boundary condition:

2o =1,
F(u,v) — (5.55)
e A\ cos(mv) — 2\gsin(mv) = 1.
s
As for the previous boundary conditions, the case where v = n+ 1/2 where n is an integer
leaves A1 unconstrained. However, we need to distinguish between the two following cases

o If n is odd, A2 = 1/2 solves (5.55) and A; is unconstrained. This constant can
therefore be set to an arbitrary value while (5.55) still holds.

e If n is even, there is no solution for (5.55). Such modes are then forbidden in the
symmetric case.

If v is not a half-integer then the integration constants are given by

No = % (5.56)
Al = % (tan(m/) + Cos(17rl/)> . (5.57)

One can observe from (5.57) that the limit ¥ — n + 1/2 can possibly make A;(v) diverge.
As already discussed in the asymmetric case 5.3.1, these modes are the discrete spectrum
of normalizable modes in AdS5;. We again discuss the two cases :

33The overall coefficient is determined in Appendix J
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o If v — n+1/2 with n even, then A\ () diverges. This limit corresponds to a pole of the
stress-tensor correlator. Therefore, half-integer v with even n, which are forbidden
as discussed below (5.55), cannot be a solution to the spectral equation.

o If v — n+1/2 with n odd, then A;(v) — 0. As areminder, A\; (v = n+1/2) can be set
to an arbitrary value when n is odd. We can therefore extend A\; by continuity to half
integers with odd n. Then, the solution (5.57) for A\ (v) is continuous at v = n+1/2,
n odd, and we can include these half integers into our analysis while working with

(5.57).

The solution for F'(u,v) given by (5.56) and (5.57) is then symmetric under u <> —u. Its
behaviour near both sides of the boundary v — 400 is obtained in appendix I, and the
result is given by equation (1.26). We observe that the terms of the Fefferman-Graham

expansion are all identical to (5.51) except h&? which now reads:

9 1 1 L
) — _pO(,2_Z “ (2 X
i) =-n (2= 5) ez (- 7) (2o () +

—%+’H(u—1/2)+7-l(—u—1/2)— T )] (5.58)

cos v

Inserting the bulk data (5.58) into the equation of motion (3.21) we obtain our final
result for the spectral equation in AdS with symmetric boundary conditions:

N2y? 9
2 <y2 - 4) Qsym(¥)hY) =0, (5.59)

where

1 ~
stm(y) =1+2 (C;]\;Tw—i_d) - 5(1/2 - 1/4) [/Beff""

COsS TV

+log(GN2X2)—%+7—[(u—1/2)+7—[(—u—1/2)— i } (5.60)

This expression is similar to the one obtained in the asymmetric case (5.53), except for
the last term 7/ cos(mv). This term becomes negligible if v is far from the real axis, as it
decreases exponentially with the imaginary part of v.

The inverse propagator for an AdS space-time with symmetric sources is then:

N2t /5 9
fsym: 647T2 (V _4> stm(u)- (561)

5.4 Identifying ghosts from poles in the propagator

Ghost instabilities are determined from the residue of the poles of the propagator. Whether
a mode is a ghost is determined by the sign of the residue of the pole in v?: if it has the
same sign as for the massless graviton in Einstein GR theory (on the same background),
then the mode is healthy, otherwise, it is a ghost.
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It is convenient to identify the residue from the derivative of F(v) with respect to the
real part of v: indeed using the holomorphic property of F on the complex half-plane with

positive real part, we have:

OF
/ . _
F'(a+ib) = D0 Hﬁ). (5.62)

By symmetry of F(v) under v <> —v, and by subtracting the Taylor expansion of F close
to a pole 1y with the expansion close to —1q, one finds:

1 140 1
— = ———— +0O(1). 5.63
F(v) v=wo F(vp) v2 — v} +00) (5:63)

Therefore, the residue of the pole in v? can be obtained as:
S T (1]
Res[F (1) = Fn) (5.64)

In pure gravity, the sign of the residue of the massless spin-2 pole in de Sitter is negative
in our conventions. Therefore, ghosts are defined to be poles with a residue which is not
real and negative. It can be real and positive, or even complex. If F'(1y) = 0, then vy is
a higher order pole. In AdS, however, the massless spin-2 pole of Einstein-Hilbert gravity
has a positive residue.

In flat space, v has to be replaced by k in equation (5.64). The residue of a pole kg in
the k? plane is related to Fj,, (ko) as

ko

Res[]:ﬂ;lt](k%) = Flk)’

(5.65)

In Einstein-Hilbert gravity, our conventions lead to a negative residue of the massless spin-2
pole. Positive and complex residues (5.65) will then be associated with ghost-like poles.

6. Tensor instabilities in pure gravity

Before we discuss the instabilities arising from tensor modes in the gravity coupled to the
holographic CF'T, we pause here to give a brief overview of the tensor instabilities in pure
gravity with higher curvature terms, described by the action (2.2).

The spectral functions in pure gravity can be obtained simply by taking N = 0 in the
expressions obtained in the previous section®!, namely equations (5.20-5.21) for flat space,

(5.37-5.39) for de Sitter and (5.53-5.54) or (5.60-5.61) for Anti-de Sitter.

Minkowski
In the flat case, setting the N = 0 in Fpat (5.21) leads to:
2 B
= —— =+ =k"5. 1
7 fat N=0 647 {G *3 (6.1)

3 Even if the N — 0 limit cannot be treated in holography, taking N = 0 in our setup is a quick way
to decouple the bulk gravity theory from the boundary, and retrieve the results one would have obtained
in a 4d modified gravity theory with Einstein-Hilbert plus quadratic curvature terms a and 8 given by the
action (2.2).
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The propagator is then a sum of two simple poles given by

1 1
Fiut = —321G { - } ) (6.2)
t N el

Therefore, the poles of the 2-point functions are the massless solutions k? = 0 and
an additional massive solution,

4
55

If 3 is negative, the 4-momentum corresponding to this solution is space-like, which

k2 = (6.3)

implies a tachyonic instability. Thus, when the CFT is removed, flat space is then
tachyon-unstable for strictly negative 8 and tachyon-stable for positive 5. As § — 0
the massive mode decouples and one recovers Einstein gravity. These results agree
with [15] concerning the stability of flat space with a quadratic curvature action.
Such perturbations around Minkowski space were first derived in [85].

Note that, in our conventions, the residue of the massless mode is negative. As we
have seen above, the massive pole could be tachyonic or not depending on the sign of
6. However, it always corresponds to a ghost because its residue is positive for any
B. This pole is the usual ghost of quadratic gravity theories [85, §].

Note that, when the mass of the ghost is above the cut-off (which for pure gravity
is the 4d Planck scale G~/2) our results are not trustworthy in the context of a
low-energy effective field theory of gravity. This is the case for |3] < 1.

In conclusion, in pure gravity, flat space-time is tachyon-stable when 5 > 0 and
ghost-unstable for any (3, with the caveat that for || small or of order unity the mass
of the ghost is above the cutoff for the analysis to be trusted.

(anti-)de Sitter

First, we remark that (as shown in Appendix G), the criterion for tachyonic stability
in de Sitter in the tensor sector can be reduced to the one in the scalar sector (it
applies to the spatially transverse traceless tensors). Therefore, one can repeat the
analysis we performed for the scalar mode in section 4.3, where we found that the
condition for tachyonic stability is the same in global, cosmological and static dS
coordinates, namely |Re(v)| < 3/2.

For de Sitter, the pure gravity spectral function is obtained by setting N = 0 in
(5.39), which gives:

H* 9 2 B 1
Fas) \ =0 ~Gan <”2 - 4> {GH2 “204g (”2 - 4> } SN

One simply needs to replace H> — —x? to obtain the result for AdS, so we treat

positive and negative curvature together.

The propagator can then be written as a sum of two poles,

64w [ 2 -1 1 1
—1 oy _
IR H iy {ﬂ—z At <G;{2-a>}' v

ol
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The first pole is the massless graviton, which is the only propagating mode that
remains for g = 0. If 5 # 0, the second pole is located at

oL 4f 1
V—4+5<a GH2>' (6.6)

This equation shows that the 3 — +occ limit (while keeping o and GH? fixed) always

makes a solution converge to v = j:%. In the opposite limit # — 0 this massive mode
disappears and only the massless graviton remains.

Note that if 5 = 0, the factor in curly braces in (6.4) vanishes for:

1
O[_G’HT

(6.7)

Therefore, in the 5 = 0 case, and for any value of «, there exists a special value of
the curvature scale H such that the tensor mode has a vanishing quadratic kinetic
term and therefore it is strongly coupled?®. In other words, the theory is strongly
coupled for 5 =0 and o and H related by (6.7).

From (6.4) we observe that zeros of F correspond to real v2. The de Sitter tachyon-
stability condition (5.28) becomes v? < 9/4, while the anti-de Sitter condition (5.44)
becomes v? > 0. In pure gravity, these conditions translate to

2 1
3 <a - GH2> <1 = dS tachyon stable, (6.8)
and anti-de Sitter is tachyon-stable if
4 a+ L > 2 = AdS tachyon stable (6.9)

We now turn to ghost instabilities, starting with de Sitter. When the prefactor in the
square brackets of (6.5) is positive, then the massless pole located at v? = 9/4 has the
same sign as the massless pole in pure gravity (o = 8 = 0) and therefore it is not a ghost,
whereas the massive pole represents a ghost. On the contrary, if the prefactor in square
brackets is negative, then the massless pole is ghost-like and the massive pole becomes
ghost-free. All in all, the higher derivative pure gravity theory always has a ghost, be it
the massless graviton or the massive mode.

For AdS the conclusions are opposite: in our conventions, the massless graviton in
pure Einstein gravity has positive residue in AdS, as can be seen by setting a = = 0 and
replacing H? — —x? in (6.5).

6.1 When are tensor ghosts light?

The discussion above holds if we take the spectral functions at face value. However, these
conclusions can be trusted only when the poles lie within the validity of effective field

35Tn such cases, there is a possibility of a Vainshtein-like mechanism operating. We do not know whether
this has been investigated in this context.
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theory, i.e. when the masses of the unstable modes are below the cut-off, which in pure
gravity can be taken to be the Planck scale M, = (87G)~'/2. For the same reasons, all the
expressions above make sense in effective field theory if the curvature is sub-Planckian, i.e.
if GH? < 1.

We shall verify when the unstable mode mass is sub-Planckian in the various cases.

e Flat space. By equation (6.3), the modulus of the massive pole in Planck units is
roughly G|m?| = 4/|B|. Therefore, we conclude that:

|IB|>1 = flat space gravity has a light tensor ghost. (6.10)
If in addition 8 < 0, this is also a light tachyon.

e de Sitter. In this case, we have to distinguish two situations, depending on the sign
of the prefactor in (6.5):

1. If —2a < —2/(GH?), then the massless mode is a ghost, and it is by definition
below the cut-off. Since GH? < 1, this requires either 3 very large and negative,
or « very large and positive.

2. B—2a > —2/(GH?) then the massive mode is a ghost. This is the most “natural”
situation, as it does not require extreme values of o and 8. By equation (6.6)

the modulus of its mass squared in Planck units is:

4
G’mghost’ = —2GH2 + B (aGH2 B 1) : (611)

The ghost is sub-Planckian when the second term on the left-hand side is smaller
than unity (since the first term GH? is always small in effective theory). For o
not too large, this is the case if |5| > 1:

a~O0(1), |B|>1= de Sitter gravity has a light tensor ghost.  (6.12)

All in all, we observe that for large |3|, there is always a light ghost in de Sitter (it
may be massive, massless, or tachyonic).

e anti-de Sitter. For AdS, the situation is the same as for de Sitter (with H> — —x?),
except that the role of points 1 and 2 above are exchanged:

1. If B — 2a > 2/(Gx?) then the massless pole is a ghost. Note that this is the
generic situation for O(1) values of a and 3, since the right-hand side of that
inequality is a small number.

2. If instead B — 2o < 2/(Gx?), then the ghost is the massive mode. Its mass in
Planck units is, in modulus:

4
Glmgnost| = 26X = 5 (aGX* + 1) (6.13)

36Recall that the mass is H?(v? — 9/4).
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For the ghost to be sub-Planckian this again requires § > 1, but now this must
be accompanied by a fine-tuning o ~ /2 > 1 to ensure the ghost is the massive
mode.

We conclude that generically, AdS higher-curvature gravity has a light tensor ghost,
unless 3 — 2a < 2/(Gx?) < 1.

7. Poles of the Minkowski spin-two propagator and stability

In this section, we analyse the flat-space spectral function found in section 5.1 and deter-
mine for which values of the parameters flat space-time are unstable under tensor pertur-
bations.

All the information about the tachyonic instability is contained in the location of the
poles of the propagator, i.e. the zeros of the spectral function (5.21). As we have explained
in section 5.1, in our conventions, a zero of (5.21) at a value k with a non-zero real part
corresponds to a tachyonic mode®’.

Ghost instabilities are determined by computing the residue of these poles. In partic-
ular, a pole is not a ghost if its residue is negative, as is the case for the massless pole of
the propagator in pure gravity (6.2).

The spectral equation for non-trivial modes on Minkowski is given in equation (5.23),
which we rewrite here for convenience:

GN?E* [1

|3~ 2E - log (GN?k?) — Best| - (7.1)

1=

As in our conventions we are taking Re(k) > 0, we can use the identity
log(k?) = 2logk. (7.2)
Equation (5.23) can then be written in the simpler form:
Xlog X = —a, (7.3)
where X and a are defined as:

1 - ~
X = GN?k? exp {—2 +2vg + Beff} ;A= Ae~3+2vE+Bert (7.4)

The new variable X contains all information about tachyonic instabilities, the same
way that k& did. The stability condition (5.10) translates into

X <0. (7.5)

Our problem is now simply to solve (7.3) for X, which is a W (—a) Lambert’s function,
containing two branches. As a result, one or at most two solutions exist for a complex X.
To determine this, we write

X = ze' (7.6)

37Recall that, in terms of momenta of Fourier modes, k represents the square root of k% = —(k:o)2 + k2
with positive real part.
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and inject this expression into (7.3). Then (7.3) is equivalent to the two real equations
xf =asinf , fcotf = —logx (7.7)

The stability condition (7.5) translates into § = £7. If a solution for any other value
for 0 exists, it corresponds to a tachyonic mode.

e First, we study the existence of purely real tachyonic solutions k2 > 0, for which
6 = 0. This is the case which was considered in [58]. If 0 < a < e~ !, equation (7.3)
has two solutions (one with a larger mass than the other), which merge at a = e~
If on the other hand a > e™!, there is no solution with § = 0. Using this property,
we can write a condition on Beg such that flat space has two tachyonic modes with

k% > 0:
Best < Bé?ferge = —log (47re%+273) = Two tachyonic modes. (7.8)

When (7.8) is an equality, we observe a double pole located at X = e~!. In k? space,
this double pole is located at
GN%k* = 4n. (7.9)

e We now consider the general case 6 % 0. The imaginary and real parts of equation
(7.3) give (7.7), that can be rewritten as

logx = —6f cot 6, (7.10a)

—0cot __ sin ¢

e =0

The number of solutions of (7.10b) depends on the values of a. Since #cotf < 1 and

Sigg < 1 for 6 # 0, we can conclude that solutions of (7.10b) with 6 # 0 exist only in the
range:

(7.10b)

a>e b (7.11)

These solutions are tachyonic as long as they do not move to the negative real axis ¢ = +.
This occurs as Beff — 4o00: in this limit, the instability approaches the imaginary axis,
corresponding to k? < 0. This was already noted in [58], and can be shown as follows: The
two extremal values # = +7 can be reached only if we take a — +o0o. Indeed, using the
fact that the left-hand side of (7.10b) is bounded:

)e—f’cow‘ <1, (7.12)
then asin /60 must also be bounded as a — +o00. Therefore,

0 — =+m. (7.13)

a—o0

The limit a — +oo is reached by taking feg — +00. From the definitions (3.30-5.19),
one way of obtaining this limit is by setting N = 0 which corresponds to decoupling the
CFT as we have discussed in subsection 6. The pure gravity case for flat space was also
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studied in [15], and the analysis we have presented here agrees with the conclusion of that
work: in pure gravity, flat space is tachyon-stable for positive 5 and tachyon-unstable for
negative .

To summarize, there are 2 real tachyonic poles when 0 < a < e™!.

They merge at
a = e~ ! and they become complex at a > e 1.

The complex poles of the spin-2 propagator can be found numerically, and are shown in
figure 25 for some illustrative values of Bu. Each snapshot corresponds to a different Beg.
Poles correspond to the intersections of the blue lines (zeros of the real part of the inverse
propagator) and of the orange lines (zeros of the imaginary part). The massless pole is not
shown in this Figure, it is always located at k = 0 for any value of the parameters & and
Beff- ~

In figure 25, we start at large and negative values of f.g in the upper-left panel®®.
Of the two tachyonic solutions, only the lighter one close to the origin is visible in the
upper-left panel, while the heavier one is far away along the real axis. As Beff is increased,
the heavier solution comes closer to the lighter solution as shown in snapshot (b). Then,
they merge in snapshot (c¢) where a = e, i.e where fBeg is chosen such that (7.8) is an
equality. The complex instability continues to travel along the fixed orange curve and then
becomes closer to the imaginary axis as Bef is increased.

We now turn to the analysis of ghosts. In the a < e~! regime, there are two tachyonic
modes, the heavier one is a ghost and the lighter is not. The mass of the ghost is always
comparable to GN? in this regime.

When Beff is increased, after the merging at a = e~! has occurred in snapshot (c) of
Figure 25, the tachyonic complex ghost pole moves on the complex plane and approaches
towards the imaginary axis as Beff becomes large and positive. The ghost becomes lighter
and lighter in units of GN?Z.

In the large-fe regime, the ghost sticks to the imaginary axis where its residue becomes
real and positive. More precisely, the imaginary part of the residue becomes smaller and
smaller compared to the real part.

In the limit B — 400, the mass squared of the spin-2 mode (m2)? defined in (5.6)
becomes negative. This limit can be taken in (5.23) to obtain the value

GNY(mg)?  ~ T

i —. (7.14)
|Beff“>+oo /Bcff

This equation agrees with what is seen in Figure 25.

In Figures 1 and 2 we show the behaviour, respectively, of the real part and the complex
modulus of the spin-2 poles. As it is shown in appendix F, the real part of k corresponds
to the typical inverse time scale of the tachyonic instability. From these figures, one can
follow the trajectory of the poles as a function of Be. As one can observe, for O(1) values
of Bugr, the poles are above the (species) cut-off, therefore they are outside of the regime
of our EFT analysis. It is only for Beft very large and positive or very large and negative

38Solutions of (7.3) are always a pair of complex conjugates due to the symmetry under § — —@, which
is explicit in equations (7.10a,7.10b). This, and the fact that we chose the square root with Re(k) > 0, are
the reasons why we only display the top-right quarter of the complex plane in Figure 25.
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Figure 1: In this plot, we show the real part of the two tachyonic spin-2 poles in flat space (which
also gives the inverse time scale of the Minkowski space spin-2 tachyonic instability, see app. F)
in units of the species cutoff, as a function of Beﬁ- Red and green markers correspond respectively
to the ghost-like (lighter) tachyon and a non-ghostly (heavier) tachyon. Purple markers correspond
to two complex conjugate ghost-like tachyonic poles. The blue vertical line is the value of Beﬁ
which saturates (7.8), where these two poles merge and move to the complex plane as two complex
congugate poles as /S’eﬁ is further increased. Large (positive and negative) values of Beff correspond
to a long-lived tachyon. For comparison, the black curve corresponds to the case of pure gravity
with § = Beﬁ/w, where the tachyonic pole is given by equation (6.3). For this curve, the vertical
axis is log(G2 Re(k)) while the horizontal azis is 7f3.

that at least one pole becomes lighter than the cut-off scale. However, this is the same
regime in which even pure gravity (black curves in figures 1 and 2) has a light instability
(although in the case of pure gravity, large positive 3 corresponds to a ghost which is not
also a tachyon, unlike in the presence of the CFT). In any regime where pure gravity does
not have light unstable modes, adding the CFT does not make the effective field theory
unstable.

The behaviour of the complex solutions for X right after the merging can be described
analytically by performing an expansion for small § in (7.10):

2
logz = —1—1—934—(’)(93), (7.15a)
92
x [logaz <1 — 2) — 6% + (’)(93)} = —a. (7.15Db)
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Figure 2: In this plot, we show the modulus of the mass of the spin-2 tachyonic poles in flat
space, defined in (5.0), in units of the species scale (1.7), as a function of Beﬁ' Red and green
markers correspond respectively to the light ghost-like tachyon and the heavy non-ghostly tachyon.
The tachyon exists for large and negative Beﬁ but its mass is too large to appear in the window.
Purple markers correspond to two complex conjugate ghost-like tachyonic poles. The black curves
correspond to the massive ghost in pure gravity with 5 = Beﬁc/m the solid line is the ghost-like
tachyon (B < 0), and the dashed line is the non-tachyonic ghost (8 > 0) The blue vertical line
1s the value of Beﬁ which saturates (7.8), where these two poles merge and move to the complex
plane as two complex conjugate poles as Beﬁ 1s further increased. The black horizontal line marks
the species cut-off (or the Planck scale cut-off for pure gravity). For this curve, the vertical axis

is log(G'2 Re(k)) while the horizontal azis is wf3. There are unstable modes lighter than, the species
cutoff only for large values of |Beg].

We can therefore eliminate x to find a solution for 6 given by

6? ~ 2(ae — 1). (7.16)

The two complex branches of X then start at a = e~ . The solution for X = ze® is then

02 3
z = e IHFHOE),

(7.17)
and

0~ ++/2(ae —1). (7.18)
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8. Poles of the dS spin-two propagator and stability

We now consider the positive curvature case and study the stability under tensor pertur-
bations of 4d gravity plus a holographic CFT on de Sitter space-time. Both tachyonic and
ghost instabilities will be determined numerically, but we also provide analytical insight
into these results.

Tachyonic instability is identified by studying the location of zeros of the de Sitter
tensor inverse propagator (5.39) in the complex v domain: such instability is characterized
by the condition Re(rv) > 3/2 (5.28).

Whether or not the mode is a ghost is determined by the sign of the residue of the
pole, as explained in subsection 5.4

8.1 Numerial results for two typical sets of parameters

Before performing a full analysis in the parameter space spanned by (GN2H?2, &, Beg), in
this subsection we present, as an illustrative example, the results for two distinct sets of
parameters which give different results but are typical cases of the more general behaviour
of the system. For each of these two sets of parameters, we fix (GN2H?, &) and solve
numerically the equation (5.36) for several values of Ber.

The first example, shown in Figure 26 is an example of the small curvature regime. For
instance, we observe that in this figure, the theory is tachyon-unstable from the snapshot
(a) to snapshot (e) because one (or two) solutions are tachyonic (Re(v) > 3/2). The two
tachyons merge in snapshot (c) to form a double pole, where Fq(v) vanishes®.

After the merging, the double pole separates into two complex conjugate solutions.
We only display positive imaginary parts in this Figure. In snapshot (f) the tachyon with
complex v enters the stability region |Re(r)| < 3/2 because its real part decreases as fBeg
is increased. Therefore, the theory is tachyon-stable from snapshot (f) to snapshot (i) and
will continue to be stable for even larger values of Beofr. As Beff is increased, the pole which
became tachyon-stable in (f) goes to the imaginary axis and then forms a double pole at
the intersection of the real and imaginary axes.

When a tachyon is present, it is important to determine the time scale of the instability,
which is fixed by the value of v in the same way for both scalars and tensors (see appendix
G for details). For a tachyonic mode with Re(r) > 3/2, the solution of (4.25) which

dominates at large ¢t behaves as*’:

). . —Hit(3/2—v)
0 o © . (8.1)

The characteristic rate I' of the exponential divergence in (8.1) is therefore given by
I' = H(|Re(v)| — 3/2). (8.2)

We now turn to the analysis of ghost instabilities. The sign of the residue of each
pole is obtained by computing numerically F'(v) and applying the formula (5.64). The

39Theories with a double pole have been recently discussed in [95].
“OFor Re(r) < —3/2, there would be a sign flip v — —v in (8.1).
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resulting sign is encoded in the colour of each dot in Figure 26. Green dots correspond
to negative residues, indicating a ghost-free pole. Red dots correspond to ghosts with
positive residue, and purple dots correspond to complex residues. One can observe that
from Figure 26, a ghost (either positive or complex residue) is always present, for any value
of Beg. For generic values of Beff, the mass of the ghost defined by (5.26) is large compared
to the Hubble rate H. For large values of feg (both positive and negative), the ghost pole
approaches v = 1/2, matching the N = 0 case (6.5) in the limit 8 — co.

5 -
X| | X tachyon
X .
| X tachyonic ghost
4 A ,' X complex pole and residue
Il X massless graviton
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4 pure grav. safe
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Figure 3: In this plot, we show the real part of the spin-2 poles in de Sitter with the same parameters
as in Figure 26. The real part also gives the inverse time scale, or strength, (8.2) of the dS tachyonic
instability, in units of the species cutoff, as a function of Beﬁ- Red and green markers correspond
respectively to the ghost-like (lighter) tachyon and a non-ghostly (heavier) tachyon. Purple markers
correspond to two complex conjugate ghost-like poles. For comparison, the blue dashed line and
the yellow line correspond to the case of pure gravity with § = Beﬁ/ﬁ (6.4). For pure gravity
curves, the horizontal axis is wf3. The grey vertical line is the value of /Beﬁ" which saturates (8.11),
(corresponding to snapshot (c) of Figure 26), where two poles merge and move to the complex
plane as two complex conjugate poles as Beﬁ is further increased. Each pole above the green line
at Re(v) = 3/2, is tachyonic. The complex pole crosses this green line around Beﬁ ~ 9.3, it then
becomes non-tachyonic for larger values of Beﬁ-

The divergence rate I" is computed numerically as a function of Befr, and the results are
shown in Figure 3 for the set of parameters we have used in Figure 26. Figure 3 shows in
green the tachyonic pole, in red the tachyonic ghost, in purple the complex pole and in grey
the massless pole which is neither a ghost nor a tachyon. The two poles of pure gravity,
are also shown for comparison. The massive pole (6.6) is a blue dashed curve, while the
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massless pole is an orange line. As Beff is increased, the tachyonic rate I' (8.2) decreases,
down to the point where the spin-2 mode becomes tachyon-stable around Seg ~ 9.3. The
pure gravity massive pole for large and negative 8 coincides with the ghost pole for large and
negative feg if we set feg = 73, i.e N = 1 in the definition of Seg (5.19). Large and positive
Beft also agree with the pure gravity result, even if this is not visible from this figure. One
would need to look at much higher values of Seg (a few thousand) to see that the complex
pole goes to the real axis, as it is shown in snapshots (g,h,i) of Figure 26. In this case,
both the massive pole of pure gravity and the ghost asymptote at v = 1/2, as expected
by a naive S — +oo limit of (5.39). For very large and negative S the massless pole
3 — 2~ —628.3

GNZH? -
In the presence of the CFT, however, we find numerically that the massless pole is a ghost

becomes a ghost. According to (6.5), one would need to have fog <

for Beff < —624.2. This critical value of Beff corresponds to the merging of the ghost with
the massless pole which were both present in snapshot (a) of Figure 26.

The results of Figure 3 are compatible with the paper [74] because they have a = 0
and study the GN2H? << 1 regime where they also find a complex pole, which is also
present in flat space (see Figure 2). In this paper, the authors have found an approximate
value of B at which the complex pole crosses the massless line displayed in orange. Larger
values of ,éeﬁ then correspond to an absence of tachyonic instabilities. However, the pole
is still complex up to Beg &~ 5026.43 where it becomes a real ghost.

Figure 4 shows the modulus of the mass squared of the tensor modes in de Sitter,
plotted in units of the species scale (1.7). This figure is a numerical evaluation for the
same parameters as the ones chosen in Figures 26 and 3. As in Figure 3, the green, red and
blue curves are respectively the tachyonic, the ghost and the massive mode of pure gravity.
The modulus of the ghost mass agrees with the pure gravity massive mode for large values
of |Beg|. For generic values, both the ghost and the tachyon lie above the species cutoff.
The complex pole, which appears for Seg > —4.1838, goes beyond the species scale for
large and positive values of Beﬂr.

Our second example corresponds to GN2H? of order unity (rather than GN?H? < 1
as was the case in figure 26). Specifically, we take GN?H? = /4 and & = 10. The spin-2
poles of de Sitter in this case are shown in Figure 27. For large and negative values of
Begr we find a different behaviour than in Figure 26: in the present case there is only one
tachyon, and it is not a ghost. However, the massless pole at ¥ = 3/2 is now a ghost. As
Bef is increased, the tachyon becomes lighter and lighter from snapshot (a) to (c). It stays
on the positive real axis (another difference from Figure 26).

Snapshots (a-f) correspond to a tachyon-unstable theory because the heaviest solution
has a real part larger than 3/2. The tachyon merges with the massless graviton in snapshot
(g) and becomes a ghost when Bef is increased. This ghost then moves towards v = 1/2 for
large and positive values of Beﬁr in snapshot (i). This matches the decoupling limit N = 0,
as can be seen from (6.5). For large and negative Beff, the massless pole v? = 9/4 is a
ghost whereas the v = 1/4 is not. For large and positive Befr, the respective signs of their
residues are switched. This is what is observed by comparing snapshots (a) and (i), where
the red and green poles are interchanged.

The characteristic rate of the tachyonic instability is plotted in Figure 5 as a function
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Figure 4: In this plot, we show, for the same parameters as in Figure 26, the complex modulus of the
mass of the spin-2 tachyonic poles in de Sitter, defined in (5.26), in units of the species scale (1.7),
as a function of Beﬁ- Red and green markers correspond respectively to the light ghost-like tachyon
and the heavy non-ghostly tachyon. Purple markers correspond to two complexr conjugate ghost-like
poles. The species scale is shown by a horizontal solid black line. For comparison, different curves
show the poles in pure gravity with g = Beﬁ/ﬂ: the dashed blue and black curves are respectively
tachyonic and non-tachyonic ghosts. The orange curve is safe. For pure gravity curves, the vertical
azris s 1og(G%|m|2 + 1) while the horizontal axis is wf3. The grey vertical line is the value of Beﬁ
which saturates (8.11), (corresponding to snapshot (¢) of Figure 26), where these two poles merge
and move to the complex plane as two complex conjugate poles as Bej_‘f is further increased. The
black horizontal line marks the species cut-off (or the Planck scale cut-off for pure gravity). There
are unstable modes lighter than the species cutoff only for large values of |Beﬁ|

of Beg. This figure is obtained with the same parameters as Figure 27. Compared with 3,
in Figure 5 there is no merging between two unstable massive poles (which is denoted by
a grey vertical line in Figure 3). Here instead, we have a single tachyon moving along the
real axis as Beff is increased, it merges with the massless pole at v = 3/2 to form a safe
massless pole and a ghost. The grey vertical line in Figure 5 marks the value of Beg for
above which the theory becomes tachyon-stable. This corresponds to the value in snapshot
(g) of Figure 27.

Figure 6 shows the modulus of the mass squared of the tensor modes in de Sitter,
plotted in units of the species scale (1.7). This figure is a numerical evaluation for the
same parameters as the one chosen in Figures 27 and 5. As in Figure 5, the green, red and
blue curves are respectively the tachyonic, the ghost and the massive mode of pure gravity.
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Figure 5: In this plot, we show the real part of the spin-2 poles in de Sitter, with the same parameters
as in Figure 27. The real part also gives the inverse time scale (or strength) of the dS tachyonic
instability (8.2), in units of the species cutoff, as a function of Beﬁ- Grey markers correspond to
safe poles (one for large and negative Beﬁ disappearing around ~ —100, the other is massless for
56]5» > 11.7415), while red and green markers correspond respectively to the non-ghostly tachyonic
pole and the light ghost pole. For comparison, different curves show the case of pure gravity with
8= Beﬁ/w (6.6): the solid blue line is a non-ghostly tachyon, the solid yellow line is non-ghostly-
non-tachyonic, and the black dashed line is a non-tachyonic ghost. There is a gap at —90 < Beff <0
for pure gravity because the massive pole (6.6) is purely imaginary in this interval. In the presence
of the CFT, the safe pole disappears into negative (i.e not allowed) values of Re(v). For pure
gravity curves, the horizontal axis is wf3. The vertical grey line is the value of Beﬁ' corresponding to
the transition from tachyonic to non-tachyonic (8.14), where the tachyon merges with the massless
ghost at v = 3/2. This value is also displayed in snapshot (g) of Figure 27.

The modulus of the ghost mass agrees with the pure gravity massive mode for large values
of |Beg\. For generic values, both the ghost and the tachyon lie above the species cutoff.
One can observe in this Figure that the massless pole is a ghost for Beg < 12, whether the
CFT is present or not. More precisely, the massless pole is a ghost for 74 < 12 in pure
gravity (6.4), whereas the actual value in the presence of the CFT is Bof < 11.7415 as one
can observe in snapshot (g) of Figure 27.

Qualitatively, the cases displayed in Figures 26 and 27 (which, we remind the reader,
correspond to small GN2H? and O(1) GN?H? respectively) have a different behaviour
as a function of By in the first case, a complex tachyonic ghost becomes non-tachyonic
through the complex plane when Bef is increased; in the second case, a real tachyonic pole
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Figure 6: In this plot, obtained with the same parameters as in Figures 27 and 5, we show the
complex modulus of the mass of the spin-2 tachyonic poles in de Sitter, defined in (5.26), in units
of the species scale (1.7), as a function of Beﬁ. Grey markers correspond to safe poles (one for
large and negative Beﬁ disappearing around ~ —100, the other is massless for Beﬁ > 11.7415),
while red and green markers correspond respectively to the non-ghostly tachyonic pole and the light
ghost pole. The species scale is shown by a horizontal solid black line. For comparison, different
curves correspond to the pure gravity modes with 5 = Beﬁ/ﬂ: the blue curve is tachyonic, the black
dashed curve is a non-tachyonic ghost, and the orange curve is safe. For pure gravity curves, the
vertical azis is log(G2|m|? 4 1) while the horizontal axis is ©3. The vertical grey line is the value
of Beﬁ corresponding to snapshot (g) of Figure 27), where the tachyonic pole becormes massless, and
therefore stops being tachyonic.

becomes tachyon-stable on the real axis as Bef is increased. We chose to present only two
different cases because they are paradigmatic of what happens in the whole parameter
space. We span more values of GN?H? and « in appendix M. As a result, any point
choice of (GN2H?,&) space should be similar to one of these two cases discussed above.
The ArXiv webpage of this paper contains ancillary files, including animated gifs. Each
snapshot of these gifs corresponds to a different value of SBeg for fixed (GN?H?, &).

In the next subsection, we present an analytic approximation which explains these two
different behaviours.

Our findings indicate that once we stay below the species cutoff, qualitatively the
behaviour is similar to the case without the CFT if we rescale the parameters of the
effective gravity theory with a factor of N?. We also find that a richer set of phenomena
can happen above the cutoff, but we cannot trust our description. In previous works, [58],
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the analysis was done for situations that were in the general area of the cutoff or above.

8.2 Analytic results for tensor tachyonic modes in dS at large |v|

In this subsection, we provide approximate analytical results for the location of the tachy-
onic poles in the tensor propagator (5.39) on de Sitter. These analytics provide a better
understanding of the qualitative picture presented in the previous subsection

We focus on the “non-trivial” poles, i.e. away from the massless graviton pole v = 9/4.
Therefore, we look for the zeros of Qgs(v) defined in (5.37). There is no simple analytic
expression to this function for an arbitrary location in the complex plane. However, it
can be approximated by a logarithm when |v| is large. This occurs in particular for small
curvature, as it was the case in Figure 26: indeed, with GN?H? < 1, and finite & and Beﬁ‘,
solving Qgs(v) = 0 requires cancelling the large value of % against a large value of
lv], as it is argued in [74].

With these considerations, in the rest of this subsection, we develop an analytic ap-
proximation for the poles in the limit of large |v|. In this limit, we can use the Stirling
formula

H(z) = logz+ye+ 01, (8.3)

|z| =00

where g is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. The large v expansion of (5.37) is then given
by

2T

ar 1 2 772 -1
Qas = 1—W—|—2a—? Bott — 3 +log (GNH?) 4 2logv — 2y + O([v|™1)| . (8.4)
We have 2log(v) = log(v?), since we have chosen Re(r) > 0 in (5.29), insofar as the
branch-cut of the log function in (8.3) is on the negative real axis. The equation of motion

(5.36) then takes a similar form to the one of flat space (7.3),
Xlog X = —a, (8.5)

where now X and a depend on the curvature and are given by:

|
X =12GN?H?%exp {593 -5+ 27,;} , (8.6)

0 =2GN2H? [2 (ﬁ _ d) - 1} exp {Beﬁ - % n 27E} . (8.7)

We can observe that there are similar definitions for X and a in flat space-time (7.4).
However, a can now be negative using specific combinations of & and the curvature.

Equations (8.5,8.6,8.7) hold for large |v| and any curvature. In particular, they can be
used to understand the flat space limit: indeed, by comparing the eigenvalue equations for
de Sitter (5.26) to the one for Minkowski (5.6), we observe that the flat limit can be taken
by defining

VPH? — k2 (8.8)
H2-0
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where the limit is taken by sending || — oo so that k? is kept finite. In this limit, &
becomes negligible and we find:
k2—v2H?

Fas 50 Fhiat- (8.9)

which coincides with the result we have obtained by the direct flat space calculation,
equation (7.3). We have therefore shown that the dS propagator matches continuously
onto the flat space propagator when we take the curvature to zero.

The de Sitter tachyon-stability condition (5.28) also becomes the flat space condition
(5.10) in this limit. Indeed, taking the flat space limit of de Sitter condition |Re(v)| < 3/2
we obtain

3H

i.e. the flat space tachyon-stability condition.

We now turn to arbitrary curvatures, but still, search for solutions satisfying |v| > 1.
This allows us to use equation (8.5) to better understand the results we have found in the
two typical examples in the last subsection. We keep GN2H? and @& finite, so X (8.6) and
a (8.7) differ from their flat space analogs (7.4). In particular, a can be negative for finite
curvature, unlike in flat space where a > 0.

When looking for solutions of (8.5), one can distinguish three cases:

e If a < 0, the unique solution X of (8.5) is real.

e [f0<a< e_l, there are two real solutions, one degenerate solution if a = e 1.

e If 7! < a, there are two complex conjugate solutions.

The second and third items describe Figure 26. Snapshots (a) and (b) correspond to
0<a<el As Beﬁ" increases, a increases up to e~! where the two solutions merge in
snapshot (c). Using the definition of @ in (8.7), one can obtain approximately the critical
value at the merging:

freree = —% — 2y5 — log (2GN?H?) —log |2 (g — &) — 1] (8.11)
Applying this formula to the parameters of Figure 26, we find 5;}1@“@;6 = —4.18386, which
corresponds to snapshot (¢). After the merging, the complex solution travels in the complex
plane up to crossing the green stability line. The value of et chosen to plot snapshot (h)
corresponds to equation (8.19) obtained in the small H approximation.

We now consider the case a < 0, which corresponds to a single real tachyonic solution.

From equation (8.7), a < 0 is equivalent to

™ ~

| =

It is intriguing that the inequality (8.12) turns out to be the same as the condition for the
scalar mode to be a ghost (4.13).
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Equation (8.12) holds in every snapshot of Figure 27, in which & and GN2H? are fixed.
Therefore in all these snapshots, we have a < 0. Even if we are not in the large-|v| regime,
it is a remarkable fact the analysis above still gives an accurate qualitative description of
the results: we have a single real tachyon which moves along the real axis towards the
massless pole.

If the transition from tachyonic to non-tachyonic does indeed happen on the real axis,
then it must be at v = 3/2. If this is the case, it is sufficient to evaluate Qqg(v) at v = 3/2
to obtain a stability condition for the other parameters as follows. Using H(1) = 1 in
(5.37), we obtain

Qas(3/2) = —% —log (GN?H?) -2

TP —d] . (8.13)

The transition between stability and instability corresponds to Qqs(3/2) = 0, in which case
we obtain

. 1
e = 2 — log (GN?H?) +2 (a (8.14)

T

- GN2H2> '
If the parameters of the theory satisfy (8.14), then v = 3/2 is a double pole of the tensor
two-point function. But if B > Bgflfa“less, then the theory is tachyon-stable. Evaluating
(8.14) for the parameters taken in Figure 27 gives the value chosen to plot snapshot (c). It
is clear from this snapshot that the solution which was unstable in snapshot (b) crosses the
stability line. Therefore, the assumption made for (8.14) that the transition would happen
on the real axis is verified numerically for this particular set of parameters.

In the a < 0 case, we were able to derive an exact formula for tachyonic stability as a
function of Beg in (8.14). This was obtained assuming that the tachyonic solution would
cross the point v = 3/2. However, in the case of a > 0, the tachyonic solution is complex
and can cross the stability line with a generic imaginary part, as was shown in Figure 26.

If we make the further assumption that a > 1, it is possible to perform an additional
approximation to find X. As argued also in [74] in the case o = 0, a solution of equation
(8.5) for large and positive a can be found using the ansatz

a
X ~ =——— . 8.15
a—s+oo  log(—a) (8.15)

Injecting this ansatz in the original equation (8.5), we then find

XlogX = —a [1 - W} ol (8.16)

logl(IO(g(—)a))
og(—a
solution X (8.15) since log(—a) = +im + loga. The complex square root of the slowly

which is a “slow” convergence as — 0. We then have an imaginary part in the

converging solution (8.15) is then

VX =i\ [— [il ”]Jro

1
- —_ . 8.17
oga 2loga <10g3/2a> ( )
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The branch with a positive real part has been taken because the real part of v is assumed to
be positive in the bulk radial solution (5.33). Then, replacing a and X by their definitions
(8.6,8.7), one gets the approximate solution for v

2 (ol —&— §)'

2 2
v GN-H X

{Beff - % + 27 + log [AGN?H? (GNgHQ 0 %)]}

, /2

+i+ — — . (8.18)
/Bteff 2+27E+10g [4GN H ( N2H2 _a_ﬁ)]

For a = 0, the solution (8.18) reduces to the results of [74] derived for small curvature.

The stability condition (5.28) is then

1 919 T -1 472 T _ 1 1/3
Beﬁc>ﬁeﬂc_f—2'yE log [4GNH (GN?HQ_Q_QHJF[Q <GNQHQ_a_2>} .
(8.19)
Applying this result to the case where o = 0 and GN?H? = 0.01, we obtain that stability
is reached for feg > 7.94268 which is chosen for snapshot (f) in Figure 26.
The approximation used to arrive at (8.18) cannot hold for large negative values of Beff:
in this case there are two real tachyonic solutions, which cannot be described by (8.18).
This is due to the fact that the large a approximation, equivalent to (8.15), cannot not
hold for large negative values /Beﬁ‘ because a is proportional to ePert

8.3 Tachyonic and ghost-like instabilities for dS in parameter space

After having addressed the qualitative features of the spectrum in the previous sections, we
now present a full numerical scan of parameter space, identify the stability and instability
regions (concerning ghosts and tachyons) and determine the characteristic scale of the
instability. We do this first for tachyonic instabilities, then we move on to investigate ghost
instabilities.

Figure 7 shows the distinction between tachyon-stable and tachyon-unstable regions,
as a function of the parameters (GN2?H?, ,Beff) In this figure, the critical value for Beost
is given as a function of the curvature for several values of &. Each curve corresponds to a
different &. For a given &, the region below the curve is unstable because it corresponds to
lower values of Beg, which are tachyonic. The region above the curve is stable because it
corresponds to higher values of Beﬁ‘, for which the tachyon has entered the stability region
|Re(v)| < 3/2 exactly at the critical value.

On each curve of figure 7, there is a regime (which roughly corresponds to small
curvatures, and corresponds to the left part of the figure) in which the critical value of Beﬂr
decreases with increasing curvature, regardless of the value of &. For larger curvatures, one
may observe a different regime: for large enough & we observe that Be starts increasing
with the curvature to then decrease again. This behaviour sets in approximatively at & =~ 0.
The larger & is, the higher the increase in the critical value of Befr.

From the large-|v| approximation, we expect that the small curvature regime (left part
of the figure) contains a complex tachyon, whereas the eventual bump on the right part of
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Figure 7: Spin-2 tachyonic instability of de Sitter space depending on Beﬁ and GN?H?2, for different
values of a. Dotted lines with large dots, are the boundaries between the stable and unstable regions
and have been computed numerically. Above each curve, we are in a non-tachyonic regime (Re(v) <
3/2), while the region below is tachyonic (Re(v) > 3/2). The dotted lines with small dots are given
by the exact formula (8.14) assuming that there is only one tachyon and it is located on the real
axis. There is one such line for each positive & but they are always very close to the exact boundary.
The dashed lines are given by the large |v| and large a approximation (8.19).

the figure should contain a single tachyonic pole on the real axis. The boundary between
these two regions should correspond to the value of the curvature when a = 0, i.e. where
(8.12) is an equality.

We have checked how well the analytic large-|v| approximation matches the numerical
results: in the region where a > 0 (left part of Figure 7), the analytic approximation (8.19)
is represented by dashed lines. On the right, where a < 0, the approximation (8.14) is
represented by dotted lines. The two analytic regimes are separated by a critical value of
the curvature given by the value that saturates (8.12). For curvatures above this value,
there is a single tachyonic pole located on the real axis. This critical curvature exists only
for @ > —1/2. For @ < —1/2, the large-|v| approximation (8.19) extends to all curvatures
and leads to a monotonic behaviour of Bgﬁ?“cal as a function of the curvature.

The analytical approximations do not exactly match the numerical results, especially
the dashed lines when curvatures are not small. However, we can observe in Figure 7 that

/.



large curvatures are very well described by the exact formula (8.14), where (8.12) holds. In
the large-|v| regime, a single tachyonic pole is located on the real axis, and we have assumed
that it would stay on the real axis even for v = 3/2 while entering the stability zone. This
hypothesis seems to be confirmed by the numerics because dotted lines (approximation)
coincide with the large circles (numerics).

Mass of the spin-2 tachyonic pole crossing Re(v) = 1.5 in dS,4
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Figure 8: Mass of the spin-2 tachyonic instability of de Sitter space when it crosses the Re(v) = 3/2
line, for a given set of parameters (&, GN?H?) while varying Beg- The mass is plotted in units of
the species scale (1.7). Each coloured curve is a different choice of &.

Figure 8 shows the mass of the spin-2 tachyonic instability of de Sitter for the value
of Beg at which it stops being tachyonic (Re(v) = 3/2). The mass is plotted as a function
of the curvature for different values of &. The remaining parameter is then Seg, which
is then fixed by the Re(r) = 3/2 requirement. At this transition between tachyonic and
non-tachyonic, we measure the mass numerically and report it on the figure. We observe in
this figure that the mass is below the cutoff for small curvatures. The mass starts to move
above the cutoff at curvatures around GN?H? ~ 107222 for & = 10 and GN2H? ~ 107225
for @ = —10. The value of & does not play an important role in the regime of such small
curvatures because we are close to the flat space case in which the spin-2 pole locations do
not depend on &. The tachyonic pole eventually goes back beyond the species cutoff for
large curvatures if & is not too negative. For example, for & = —2/3, the mass goes beyond
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Figure 9: Spin-2 tachyonic instability of de Sitter space depending on Beﬁ and the curvature H, for
different values of &. Markers are placed on the boundary Re(v) = 3/2 between the tachyonic and
non-tachyonic regions which have been computed numerically. Each colour corresponds to a given
value of &. For each coloured curve, we are in a tachyonic regime (Re(v) > 3/2) below the markers,
while the region above is non-tachyonic (Re(v) < 3/2).

the cutoff at GN?H? ~ 10'? which is itself above the species cutoff at GN2H? = 1. It
is then possible to identify the points of Figure 7 which are above the species scale. This
additional information is shown in Figure 9, which is similar to Figure 7, except that
triangles correspond to poles with mass below the species cutoff whereas large dots have a
mass larger than the cutoff.

Figure 10 is a different representation of the critical value of Beff which separates the
tachyon-stable from the tachyon-unstable regime: in this figure, the colour code corresponds
to the critical value of Beff which separates between tachyon-stable and tachyon-unstable in
the (&, GN2H?) parameter space. It also compares the value of e obtained numerically
with the analytical approximations (8.14) and (8.19). Each row of this figure gives a
different window for (&, GN2H?). The top row gives a more extensive view while the
bottom row is a zoom on a space where the analytics are supposed to break down. The
right panels correspond to the analytical approximations (8.19 - 8.14) with a larger number
of pixels than the numerics given on the left panels.

The apparent discontinuity in the right panels comes from a junction between approx-
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Figure 10: Values of Beﬁ such that de Sitter space goes from tachyonic-unstable to tachyonic-stable
for the spin-2 mode, plotted in the (&, GN*H?) plane. For each pizel, values of Beﬁ lower than the
given colour corresponds to instability, and higher values correspond to stability. The white vertical
line on the top row panels is the separation between curvatures above and below the species cutoff
(1.7). The right panels are obtained using large-|v| analytical approximations, while the left panels
are numerical results. As it was done for Figure 7, approzimations are split into two regimes: if
the inequality (8.12) holds, then (8.14) is used. Otherwise, (8.19) is used. The bottom panels are
zoomed on a smaller parameter space, where the analytical approximation is supposed to break down
around a =~ 0 (8.7), which corresponds to the contour of the area on the top right of each panel.

imation (8.14) for real-axis tachyon and (8.19) for complex tachyon. Around this junction,
the large-|v| approximation is not valid anymore. The discontinuity which is visible on
both panels on the right is an artefact of the large-|v| approximation and is absent from
the numerics in the middle panels. Instead of a discontinuity, one can observe a valley of
values for Beff which are lower than expected by the analytics. This behaviour could also
be observed in Figure 7 at the minima of Beg.

Figure 7 separates tachyonic from non-tachyonic regions, but it does not contain any
information on the location of the poles, which encodes the characteristic scale of the tensor
tachyonic instability. In what follows, we investigate this scale numerically.

The instabilities of the tensor sector are studied in Figure 11. The colour coding
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Figure 11: Regions and inverse time-scale of the tachyonic instability (defined in (8.2) for the
spin-2 sector in the de Sitter case. The colour code of each of the figures above gives the value of
the real part of v at the zero of the inverse propagator (5.39) for a given value of Beﬁ~ The black
vertical line separates curvatures which are below the species cutoff defined in (1.7) from curvatures
which are above. The unstable region (5.28) is delimited by the red lines where Re(v) = 3/2. The
pink lines are placed at Re(v) = 5/2, where the inverse time scale of the tachyonic instability (8.2)

has the value I' = H. As Beg increases, the stability region becomes larger.

corresponds to the real part of v for the tachyonic modes*'. This is the quantity that
controls the divergence rate of the mode, via equation (8.2). The red line Re(v) = 3/2
separates tachyon-unstable from tachyon-stable regions. The four different sub-figures of
Figure 11 show, using a colour code, the size of Re(v) as a function of two of the parameters
(&, GN?H?), for fixed values of Besi. The four sub-figures correspond to different values
of Ber. We observe that there are two tachyonic regions, one for low enough values of
log(GN?H?), the other for large values of both & and log(GN2H?). As B increases,
these two regions move out in parameter space. In this figure, the word “stable” refers
exclusively to the absence of tachyonic instabilities: we remind the reader that there are
always ghost-like spin-2 poles at all points in parameter space. We shall come back to these

11t should be remembered that v controls the mode mass in units of the dS Hubble scale.
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modes at the end of this section.
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Figure 12: |Mass|? (5.26) of the de Sitter spin-2 lightest tachyonic pole in units of the species
scale (1.7), plotted in the (&, GN?>H?) plane. The red line separates the tachyonic region from the
non-tachyonic region obtained from Figure 11. The green curve corresponds to the species scale
GN?|m|?> = 1. The vertical white line separates curvatures that are below the species scale (on
the left) from curvatures which are above (on the right). In the two first panels, the mass of the
tachyonic pole is always larger than the species scale. The two bottom panels show that a larger Beﬁ
allows for some tachyonic poles under the species scale but only for small curvatures or large &. In
the last panel, the small curvature region is entirely below the species cutoff.

Figure 12 shows the mass squared (5.26) of the lightest spin-2 tachyonic pole in units
of the species scale (1.7). The red curves obtained from the previous Figure 11 delimit the
tachyonic regions in the plane (&, GN2H?). Whereas the green curve corresponds to the
species scale GN?|mgy|? = 1. The darker regions which are delimited by the green curve are
then below the species cutoff. Each panel of Figure 12 corresponds to a different value of
Beﬁ. Negative values, such as Beﬁr = —3 plotted in panel (a) contain a large tachyonic region,
but the tachyon is always above the cutoff. When feg is increased, the non-tachyonic region
becomes larger. The small areas in panel (b) where the pole is below the cutoff are included
in the non-tachyonic regions. Therefore, the tachyon is always above the cutoff in panel
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(b) too. For larger values of Befr, such as Beg = 10 in panel (c), we finally observe some
overlap between the tachyonic and light (below the cutoff) regions. It means that around
Beﬁ ~ 10 and above, de Sitter can contain a tachyon which lies below the effective cutoff of
the species scale. Increasing Beff even more, such as in panel (d), the light tachyonic regions
increase in size, the small curvature tachyon is then always below the cutoff, whereas the
larger curvatures necessitate a large & to get a light tachyon.

It seems from Figure 12, that around Befi = 10 and above, the small curvature region
goes below the cutoff. This can be understood from inserting equation (8.15) into |ms|? ~
GN?H?|v|? < 1, which would correspond to the relation between Beff, & and the curvature
such that the complex pole (with Re(r) = 3/2) is below the cutoff. For small curvatures
(GN?H? << 1), this relation is

Bep > BRI = /1672 — 1 — log(47) + % — 2yp ~ 9.34. (8.20)
If the inequality (8.20) holds, the small curvature region lies below the species cutoff. This
value agrees with panel (d) of Figure 12, where we observe that small curvatures are below
the cutoff. However, in panel (c), Bef = 10 > 9.34 so small curvatures should lie below the
cutoff. However, we observe that this is not the case. The value obtained in (8.20) does not
only rely on a small curvature approximation but also on the validity of the ansatz (8.15) for
large a, which converges rather slowly with first corrections given in (8.16). In particular,
for feg = 859 ~ 9.34 and GN2H? = 1072, the log(log(—a))/log(—a) correction term in
(8.16) is approximatively equal to 0.2. This error propagates into the value obtained for

B:gedes, which could explain why the left of the panel (b) disagrees with (8.20). Moreover,
the correction term in (8.16), does not go to zero when GN2H? — 0 but converges to a
finite value around 0.2 for Beg = Bzgedes. The only way to make this error vanish is the
Beff — 400 limit.

Figure 13 shows the analysis of the instabilities in the scalar sector. Plotting this

figure does not require a numerical approach, since the scalar propagator (4.11) is directly
written as a pole for the Laplacian operator 0. Formulae (4.13) and (4.19) are used to plot
the criterion for tachyonic and ghost-like instabilities respectively. In this case (unlike for
the tensor) we can display both ghost-like and tachyonic instabilities on the same figure
because there is only one pole in the scalar case (4.11). On the left subfigure, we plot the
real part of v as a function of the different parameters (in the scalar sector, the equation of
motion does not depend on Beﬁ). Tachyonic regions are delimited by red lines and ghost-
like regions by blue lines. On the right subfigure, we plot the effective mass of the scalar

mode in units of the species scale (GN?)~1/2

, see equation (1.7).

From figure 13 we see that the scalar ghost is below the species scale (1.7) for large
enough values of &. For reasonable values of GN2H? (below or comparable to the species
scale), this ghost is also a tachyon. Therefore, we focus on tachyonic stability for the scalar
mode in the following.

In Figure 14 we compare the “strength” of the tensor tachyonic instability with that
of the scalar tachyonic instability. By strength, we mean the inverse time scale associated

with the instability, defined by I" in (8.2). The decay rate I' of the scalar sector is given
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Figure 13: Regions of instabilities for the spin-0 sector in the de Sitter case. The colour code
on the left panel indicates the real part of the solution v of the scalar sector plotted in the (&,
GN?H?) plane. Tachyonic regions (4.27) are delimited by red lines. They correspond to regions
where Re(v) > 3/2. The blue line delimits the region given by (4.13) where the scalar solution
becomes a ghost. A white vertical line separates curvatures which are above (on the right) and below
(on the left) the species scale (1.7). The green curve corresponds to the species scale GN?|m|* = 1
On the right panel, we compare the mass of the scalar solution with the cutoff of the theory, given
by the species scale. For most of the ghost regions, the ghost is very massive compared to the cutoff.
For a = 0, the kinetic term of the scalar mode vanishes. The tachyon is also heavier than the
species cutoff, except in the top left region for small curvatures and large a.

in (4.28), while it is computed numerically for the tensor sector in Figure 11. For fixed
Beﬁ, the regions in the (o, GN2H?) plane where the tensor instability is stronger than the
scalar one are coloured in green; in blue regions, the scalar tachyon instability is stronger;
in white regions, there are no tachyonic instabilities.

It is interesting to compare our results with those obtained by Vilenkin in [53] for the
(original) Starobinsky model. In this work, the renormalized cosmological constant was
chosen to vanish, i.e. A = 0 in our equation (2.57). This choice corresponds to the red
vertical line in the four subfigures of Figure 14. In [53], the value of B was irrelevant as this
work concerned only the scalar mode. Vilenkin found that the scalar mode was unstable
for large negative &. According to our results in Figure 14, in his case, the scalar instability
was indeed the strongest instability for small values of Ber. However, our results extend also
to other regions. We observe that for small values of Begr and large and negative values of
@, for sufficiently small GN2H?, the tensor tachyonic instability dominates over the scalar
one. There are other regions in which the spin-2 instability is the strongest. Moreover,
there are smaller regions (in white) which are tachyon-stable. These regions grow in size
as Bef becomes large and positive, and shrink as Seg becomes large and negative.

As we have mentioned, in the regions denoted “stable” in Figure 11, all tensor modes
are non-tachyonic. However, even in those regions, as we have seen in subsection 8.1, there
is always one ghost pole*?. Its residue can be positive or complex. This was already seen

42Except for some fine-tuned values of the parameters for which two poles merge to form a double pole.
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Figure 14: Regions of parameter space in de Sitter, for several values of Beﬁ; showing whether
the strength of the tensor tachyonic instability is larger or smaller than the strength of the scalar
tachyonic instability. In green regions, the tensor tachyon instability dominates. In blue regions,
the scalar tachyon instability dominates. In white regions, there are no tachyonic instabilities (if
there is one, its mass is above the cutoff). In this figure, we only consider tachyonic poles which
are below the species cutoff. The vertical black line separates curvatures which are below (left) and
above (right) the species cutoff. The red line in the plots corresponds to the value of the curvature
chosen in [53], which can be obtained by setting the renormalized cosmological constant A to zero,
as it was done in (2.57). At this fized curvature, the scalar instability dominates over the tensorial
instability for negative &. The last panel shows the region which is tachyonic for large values of Beﬁ
and small curvatures (see (d) of Figure 12). Increasing Beﬁ will make this region disappear from
the selected window because it will move to even smaller curvatures.

in the two examples given by Figures 26 and 27.

One important question is whether the ghost pole is above or below the UV cutoff scale
(1.7): if the ghost mass is below the cutoff, then it must be regarded as a true instability
of the low energy effective theory. The results of this analysis are shown in Figure 15,
in which the colour code represents the mass squared for the spin-2 ghost in units of the
species cutoff (1.7). The green line separates the regions where the ghost mass is below the
cutoff (darker colours) from the regions where it is above (lighter colours). In this figure,
we observe that the ghost becomes lighter and lighter as B becomes large and positive,
as well as when the parameter GN?H? decreases. In conclusion, de Sitter space-time is
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Figure 15: This figure indicates the modulus of the mass squared defined in (5.26), for the ghost
pole of the spin-2 propagator (5.39) in units of the species cutoff defined in (1.7), in the de Sitter
case. The parameter space is spanned by the dimensionless curvature on the horizontal axis and
the R? parameter & on the vertical axis. The vertical white line separates curvatures that are above
and below the species cutoff. The green line is the boundary of the region where the ghost mass is
below the cutoff, which corresponds to darker areas.

generally ghost-unstable for large and positive Bef, whereas generic values of Bo are ghost-
unstable only in the top-right corner of Figure 15, corresponding to large curvatures and /or
large .

9. Poles of the AdS spin-two propagator and stability

We now turn to the negative curvature case, and repeat the same analysis as in the previous
for AdS. First, we study two paradigmatic regions of parameters. Then, we provide ana-
lytical approximations to understand these two examples. Finally, we study numerically
the stability of the system of gravity plus holographic CFT in AdS.

A new feature we find in this case is the presence of an infinite tower of stable solutions
which only exists in AdS-slicing. These solutions are found near the poles of the stress-
tensor two-point function, which in AdS appear in an infinite discrete set.
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9.1 Results for two typical sets of parameters

In this subsection, we focus on two examples (with small and large curvature, respectively),
solve the spectral equation (5.52) for tensor modes numerically and follow the evolution of
the solutions as we change the parameters. In the following, when it is not specified, it will
be understood that we are using the single-boundary condition (5.46), which leads to the
inverse propagator F(_) given in (5.54).

Recall that in the negative curvature case, a tachyon corresponds to a pole on the
imaginary axis, see section 5.3 and in particular equation (5.44).

The results of our first example are shown in Figure 39. In this case, we choose a
small value of GN2y? (i.e. the AdS curvature in species-scale units) and & = 0. As we
can observe from figure 39, large and negative values of feg always display two tachyons
lying on the imaginary axis, with opposite signs for their residues: snapshot (b) shows
that the lightest tachyon is also a ghost whereas the heavy tachyon is not. These two
tachyon-unstable solutions merge for a value of Befi close to —4.18, snapshot (c).

For larger values of Bef, there are no imaginary solutions and the theory is tachyon-
stable. Following snapshots from (d) up to (g), a complex solution moves closer and closer
to the real axis when Beg is increased. This solution merges with the lightest stable pole
(close to v = 3/2) and forms a double pole in snapshot (h). If we continue to increase Beg,
two single poles appear. First, a pole stays close to the massless v = 3/2, with a negative
residue. A second pole moves towards v = 1/2 with a positive residue. The cloud of stable
poles denoted by green points on the real axis is an infinite series of poles lying close to every
half-integer: these half-integers are not poles, but zeros of the propagator, corresponding to
poles of the stress-tensor two-point function, for which the inverse propagator F_y defined
in (5.54), diverges. These can be traced back to poles in the harmonic number H appearing
in Q) given in (5.53).

The mass of every pole in the snapshots of Figure 39 (except the infinite series of safe
poles on the real axis) is plotted in Figure 16. By plotting the masses in units of the
species scale, this figure allows us to see directly which pole is above or below the cutoff
given by GN?|m|? = 1. As a result, for generic values of Best, the tachyon, the ghost and
the complex ghost are all above the cutoff. Whereas large values of | Beff\ have a ghost-like
pole lying below the cutoff, as is also the case for the pure gravity massive pole shown in
dashed lines. This figure shows that the two tachyons (the ghost shown in red and the
ghost-free in green) merge to form a pair of complex conjugate poles (non-tachyonic). This
merging happens at masses that are much above the species cutoff.

Our second example is displayed in Figure 40. In this case, we take the AdS curvature
to be of the order of the species scale, specifically GN2y? = m/4. We observe a very
different approach to stability as (e is increased: we have a single tachyon on the imaginary
axis, which we observe entering the region shown in snapshot (d), and moves from large
imaginary values to small imaginary values until it reaches the origin ¥ = 0 in snapshot
(g). As we further increase 385, the mode becomes stable because the pole moves off the
imaginary axes. The tachyon-safe solution converges to v = 1/2 when Bef is increased to
high positive values.
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Figure 16: In this plot, obtained with the same parameters as in Figure 39, we show the modulus
of the mass of the spin-2 tachyonic poles in AdS, defined in (5.42), in units of the species scale
(1.7), as a function of Beﬁ. Red and green markers correspond respectively to the light ghost-like
tachyon and the heavy non-ghostly tachyon. Purple markers correspond to the complex conjugate
pair of poles, which also have a complexr residue. The species scale is shown by a horizontal solid
black line. Black and blue curves correspond to the pure gravity modes with 8 = B@ﬁ/ﬂ" the blue
line is tachyonic and the black line is non-tachyonic, both are non-ghostly. The vertical grey line is
the value of ﬁeﬁ at which the two tachyonic poles merge and move off the imaginary axis as ﬁeﬁv 18
further increased. This merging is displayed in snapshot (¢) of Figure 39.

It is important to remark that a pole with negative residue (corresponding to a ghost)
is present for all values of Bg. For large and negative Beft, it is close to v = 1 /2, whereas
for large and positive values of Beff, it approaches v = 3/2. This can be understood using
equation (6.5) which is valid for asymptotically large values of Beff since it was derived for
N = 0. One can observe that two poles are present in this formula. For large and negative
Befr, the massless v = 3/2 poles are healthy residue and the v = 1/2 is a ghost. This is
verified in snapshot (a) where the lightest pole is a ghost, and the first pole after v = 3/2
is safe. For large and positive Be the sign of their residue switch. This is observed in the
last snapshot where the v = 1/2 pole is safe whereas the massless v = 3/2 is a ghost.

Figure 17 shows the mass of the poles that are found in Figure 40. The mass of the
poles which are obtained in the presence of the CFT is shown in coloured dots, while the

poles which were already present in pure gravity are shown using coloured curves. In this
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Figure 17: In this plot, obtained with the same parameters as in Figure 40, we show the modulus of
the mass of the spin-2 tachyonic poles in AdS, defined in (5.42), in units of the species scale (1.7),
as a function of Beﬁ- Grey markers show the mass of the lightest safe mode. Red and green markers
correspond respectively to the light non-tachyonic ghost and the heavy non-ghostly tachyon. The
species scale is shown by a horizontal solid black line. The black, blue and orange curves correspond
to the pure gravity modes with § = Beﬁ/w: the blue line is tachyonic, the black dashed line is
the non-tachyonic ghost, and the orange line is safe. For pure gravity curves, the vertical axis is
log(G% |m|? + 1) while the horizontal axis is 3. The vertical green line is the value of Beﬁ at which
the tachyonic pole forms a double zero at v = 0 and becomes real (non-ghostly) as Beﬁ 1s further
increased. This double zero is displayed in snapshot (g) of Figure 40, where the transition between
tachyonic and non-tachyonic happens. For larger values of Beﬁ; the pole becomes safe. In pure
gravity, the tachyonic pole becomes stable at w3 = 96, which is slightly different from the value with
the CET given by the vertical green line, where the tachyonic pole stops being tachyonic, crosses the
origin at v = 0 and becomes the lightest safe pole. Larger values of Beﬁ coincide with pure gravity.

plot, we observe that all poles are above the species cutoff except a safe (non-tachyonic,
non-ghost) pole for large and negative values of Be (as in pure gravity) which is massless
in the Beff — —oo limit. This pole becomes massive when Beff is increased, while the ghost
(in red) moves below the species cutoff. For large and positive values of Befts only the ghost
is below the cutoff. Its mass goes to zero in the Beff — +oo limit. This analysis holds in
the pure gravity case. Indeed, the only regime where the CFT plays a role is for generic
values of B, where most of the poles have a mass higher than the species cutoff and must
therefore be discarded from the EFT analysis.

Qualitatively, the two cases displayed in Figures 39 and 40 represent quite different
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behaviours when Beff is varied. We have chosen to discuss only these two cases because
they turn out to be paradigmatic of what happens in the whole parameter space. More
cases are shown in appendix M, where each point in (GN?x?, a) space corresponds to a
set of snapshots. Each example turns out to have the same behaviour as either one of
the two cases already discussed. The ArXiv webpage of this paper contains ancillary files,
including animated gifs. Each snapshot of these gifs corresponds to a different value of Beg
for fixed (GN?x2, ).

In the following subsection, we present an analytical argument which explains why
these two cases are typical of what happens more generally, and how we can distinguish
between these two types of behaviour.

9.2 Analytic results for tensor tachyonic modes in AdS in the large-|v| regime

Tachyonic modes in AdS correspond to purely imaginary v. In this section, we provide an
analytical approximation which allows us to better understand the two examples given in
the previous subsection. This approximation is the limit for large |v|, in which case the
pole mass is much larger than the AdS curvature scale (but it may still lie below the species
cut-off).

Interestingly, as was the case in dS, we shall observe that the approximation for large
|v| turns out to be still valid for poles with values of |v| which may even be close to 1. We
shall observe that the two cases studied in the previous subsection are paradigmatic: the
whole parameter space may be separated into two regions, in which the behaviour of the
poles is similar to the one shown in Figures 39 and 40, respectively.

In the large-|v| regime, we can use Stirling’s approximation (8.3) to replace the har-
monic number H with a simpler log function. The validity of the large-|v| approximation
will be checked afterwards, by comparing the analytical predictions with numerical evalu-
ations of the inverse propagator.

Using Stirling formula (8.3), equation (5.52) becomes

T - v? [ 1 9 9
Qv) =1+2 <GN2X2+04> ) [ﬁeﬁ—2+log(GN X°) +
+log(v) + log(—v) — 2yp + O(Jv|™1)] . (9.1)

One can already see the difference with the de Sitter case (8.4): the log is split in a sum
which is symmetric in v +» —v. If we write v = [v|e’8(*) then

Quv) =1+2 (GJ\;;XQ + d> - V; [Beg - % +log (|V|*GN?*\*) +
+2iarg(v) — imsign(arg(v)) — 2vg + O(Jv| )] - (9.2)
We now apply (9.2) it to tachyonic modes,
v =iz, x real (9.3)
The complex phases cancel in (9.2). Then, the equation of motion (5.52) can be written as

XlogX = —a, (9.4)
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where

~ 1
X = 22GN?*x? exp {Beff -3+ 271;} : (9.5)
— 2.2 m ~ 3 1

This is similar to the corresponding equations we found in the de Sitter case, (8.5), (8.6)
and (8.7), up to a few sign flips.

The large x regime described by equations (9.4), (9.5) and (9.6) is valid both for
the asymmetric condition in the bulk (5.46), and for the symmetric boundary condition
(5.55). To see why this regime is independent of boundary conditions, we observe that
the difference between Q_) (5.53) for single-boundary condition (5.46) and Qgsym for the
symmetric case (5.55) vanishes exponentially with x.

Similarly to the large |v| regime for de Sitter space-time, to discuss equation (9.4) we
distinguish three cases :

e If 0 < a < e~! there are two tachyonic solutions (z real).

e If a > e~!, no real solution for x, the theory is then tachyonic-stable. Therefore,
large z solutions are always stable when a > e~!. This is equivalent to

n pmerge 1 T -
Bett > Bog & = —5 = 2vp —log (2GN?*x?) — log [2 <GN2X2 + a> + 1] . (9.7)

which is similar to (8.11) in de Sitter. However, the physics of the poles is different:
in de Sitter, Bmerge does not correspond to a transition from instability to stability,
but rather to the merging of two real solutions which then move off the real axis.
In AdS on the other hand, (9.7) indicates the critical value at which solutions leave
the imaginary axis, and therefore it represents a stability condition, valid for large =
and a > 0. This condition is valid in the example of Figure 39, where the transition
between tachyonic and non-tachyonic behaviour occurs around the value of Befi chosen

for the snapshot (c) for which B = B:flferge (9.7).

o If a < 0, there is a single tachyonic solution x, whose value decreases when a is
increased. In terms of the parameters, the condition a < 0 is equivalent to

T 1

s < —a— . 9.8

GN2y2 479 (98)
The condition (9.8) for having only one solution v = iz is analogous to equation
(8.12) in de Sitter, which in that case was the condition for having a single v on the
real axis. However, unlike in dS, in the AdS case, this equation also gives information
about the number of tachyons. If (9.8) is verified, we have one tachyon, and if it is
not, then we have either none or two tachyons depending on the value of Beg through
inequality (9.7).
Interestingly the condition (9.8), like the analogous inequality for de Sitter (8.12),

turns out to be the same as the condition (4.13) for the scalar to be a ghost*3.

43We do not know whether there is a deep reason for this.
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If we select the parameters such that (9.8) is verified, and if the tachyonic pole stays
on the imaginary axis even for small values of x where the approximation above breaks
down, then this pole should cross the origin 2 = 0 (and becomes stable) as Begr is
increased. This corresponds to the usual BF bound, which is respected for positive
v2. Increasing Beﬁ‘ increases a, such that the unique solution for x decreases. At some
point, x eventually crosses the origin at x = 0 and the pole becomes non-tachyonic.
Therefore, the tachyon-stability condition for negative a corresponds to

~ ~ 1
ﬁeﬂ' Z /BEHF = 5 —log (GN2X2) — 27—[(—1/2) —8 |:1 +2 <G’]\;T2X2 +d):| s (99)

where BEHF corresponds to the value for which we have Q(_)(O) = 0. The stability
condition (9.9) is different from (9.7) because it applies to the a < 0 case. In the
large-x approximation, the tachyon stays on the imaginary axis as we vary a. If this
statement continues to hold for small  down to x = 0 where this solution becomes
non-tachyonic, then the formula (9.9) would give an exact stability condition. This
is indeed what happens in the example of Figure 40: the formula (9.9) describes
exactly the transition and gives an accurate condition for the onset of the tachyonic
instability, as we chose Suf = NEHF in snapshot (g) where the theory is at the transition
from tachyon-unstable to tachyon-stable.

Large-|v| solutions exist as long as a term in Qy(v) (5.53) (or Qsym(v)) (5.60) is
large and positive, which is the case for example when B.g is large and negative or when
GN?y? is small. In the small curvature regime (or in the large and negative Best regime), the
cancellation in the spectral equation can be done using the v dependent terms H(—1/2+v).
This includes two types of solutions. First, large-|v| type of solutions were studied in this
subsection. Second, v can be close to a pole of the harmonic number . All these poles
are located on the real axis, for each half-integer. This second type of solution, which was
not present in dS, will be studied in the next subsection. Before that, we first comment on

the flat space limit of the AdS spin-2 propagator.

Flat space limit of the AdS spin-2 propagator In the limit of vanishing curvatures
GN?x? — 0, the curvature-dependent term of the propagator (5.53 or 5.60 depending on
IR conditions) diverges, as it was the case in de Sitter. Indeed, the term GNLQXQ in Q
(5.53), must be cancelled by the harmonic numbers H(—1/2 + v). This can be done by
taking |v| large as it was done for de Sitter [74]. However, in AdS, the bulk normalizable
modes are present in the inverse-propagator in the form of poles of the harmonic number
H(-1/2 —v).

In the flat space limiting procedure, we exclude real-valued v because they would go to
non-tachyonic poles in flat space. To see why we first ask that the flat space limit should be
taken such that the eigenvalues of both Laplacians (the AdS, Laplacian and the Minkowski
Laplacian) match. This requires

2.2 2
~  — . .1
7% o k (9.10)
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We then directly observe that real-valued v corresponds to k? < 0, which was excluded from
the flat space propagator in (5.21). We can therefore ignore real-valued v and therefore
avoid the poles of the harmonic number located on the real axis.

Inserting the large-|v| limit into the asymmetric 2-point function of AdS (5.52) or the
symmetric one (5.59) leads in both cases to

N2k2 { 2

) 7o 642 | GNZRZ

k2 [~ 1
5 Bett — 3+ log ([V[?*GN?x?) + 2iarg(v) — imsign(arg(v)) — 27E] } . (9.11)

Comparing this with the flat space propagator (5.21), we find that

./."(,)<V Flat- (9.12)
The terms involving the complex phase Arg(v) in (9.11) coincide with the expression of
the Minkowski propagator in this limit only if we require

xv ~ sign(Im(v))ik. (9.13)

If v is imaginary, we recover the purely tachyonic modes where k is real, and therefore
k? > 0. On the other hand, when v is real, this constraint is ill-defined because v? > 0
corresponds to k% < 0. In Minkowski space, we have defined the propagator away from the
real axis which contains all the healthy propagating modes.

9.3 Infinite series of stable solutions

As one can observe in Figure 40, there is an infinite set of massive solutions on the real
axis. It is also remarkable that these poles are not displayed in every snapshot, and this
is due to the lack of numerical precision when these poles are too close to a half-integer.
There is a pole for every blue circle near each half-integer. In Figure 39, these poles can
also be seen (albeit less clearly) for some regions on the real axis. These poles are present
for every half-integer but most of them are too close to a pole at half-integers to be resolved
by the numerics.

Numerically, one finds that the solutions on the real axis are near each half-integer
v =n+1/2, where H(—v — 1/2) has poles. To understand this feature is then instructive
to expand the harmonic-number function close to its poles:

H(e—n) = —% M — 1)+ O(e). (9.14)

Using this expression in equation (5.52), the result for n > 1 is:

2.4

.F(_)(n +1/24¢) = 647?'(2 [ale_l + ag + (’)(e)] , (9.15)
where 1
ay = —5(71 —Dnn+1)(n+2), (9.16)
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2n+1 s 1
= —_—— =2 )12 =55 t+a - —
ag al{(n—l)(n+2) n(n + )[ (GN2X2+Q>+2 n]—F
1 -
—5 + Begt + log (GN2X2) + 2?—[(71)} ) (9.17)
In the vicinity of half integer v = n+1/2+¢, with e << 1, solutions to the spectral equation

(5.52) are then given approximately by choosing € small but finite and approximately given
by

ai
~——. 9.18
ex -2 (9,19
A zero of F(_)(v) is then found at
1
VQEH+§+6. (9.19)

Neglecting O(e) terms in (9.15), it is then possible to conclude from (9.18) that there
is always a solution near a half-integer value of v as long as a;/ag < 1. If a1 /ag turns out
to be of order 1 or larger, then (9.18) cannot be trusted. Since we have a formula both for
a; and ag in (9.17), we can check the value for e for every n. The value of €(n) is plotted
by the green curve in the left panels of Figure 18. The green curves are continuous (not a
discrete set of values) because n is replaced by Re(v) — 1/2 in this plot. It turns out that
most of the €(n) are small. There are some values of n however, for which €(n) is large.
These values of n which correspond to a large € are centred around a particular value for
which €1 ~ 0, where we observe a sign flip of €. This region of the real axis is displayed
in Figure 18.

In Figure 18, we observe a small part of the real axis centred to the point where
¢ 1 ~ 0. The green lines in this figure show the expected value of €(n) (9.18) which can
be compared to the size of the blue circles. The radius of these circles roughly corresponds
to the distance between a half-integer and the closest pole of the propagator. The actual
pole of the propagator found numerically, is the intersection between the blue circles and
the real axis, where green dots are placed. The green line predicts well the size of the
blue circles everywhere, except where it is above 1, as one could have expected. The place
where € is supposed to diverge according to (9.18) corresponds to the place in Figure 18
where the unique open blue curve crosses the real axis. The exact place where it crosses
lies exactly at a half-integer, and this half-integer corresponds to a value of n for which
€(n) is maximum.

It turns out that the breakdown of the small € expansion, roughly at e~ ' ~ 0, cor-
responds to the middle of the cloud of solutions in Figure 39 where the open blue curve
crosses the real axis and e changes sign. This region of large values for € is the same as
in Figure 39 where the numerics can find these zeros. Large values of ¢ make these blue
circles large enough to be resolved by the numerics.

This analysis shows that there is always a solution near a half-integer v = n + 1/2.
The small € expansion is valid for every n, except in an interval where these solutions are
not close enough (e ~ 1) to a half-integer. In this region where the approximation cannot

~ 9] —



Im(v)
o

(3¢ 6
200000
150000 F
_27 100000 F
50000
-4l - ‘

12 14 16 18 2™

100000
Re( V) 150000 f

(@) Begr = 3.4453 (b) Bey = 3.4453

Foo 0o

150000
-2f 1 100000F
50000

-4t ‘ ! N 12 14 16 18
12 14 16 18  -sooo;
Re(v) -100000}

(c) Begy = 3.3150 (d) Bey = 3.3150

Figure 18: Zeros of the AdS spin-2 inverse correlators F(_y and Fgym, for a small region in the
complex plane of v (5.42), where the e-approxzimation (9.14) is expected to break down. Parameters
are chosen as GN%x? = 0.01 and & = 0. The left-hand side snapshots show zeros of the real part
(blue) and zeros of the imaginary part (yellow) of F(_y (top plot) and Fyy (bottom plot). The green
curve shows the value of €(n) given by (9.18), it should give an estimate for the size of the blue
circles. The approzimation breaks down exactly at n = 15 since we have chosen Beﬂ to make the
circle of the radius diverge evactly there. This is done using (9.18) by solving e+ = 0 for n = 15.
The right-hand side shows the real part of F(_y which has a positive slope everywhere it crosses the
real axis. Each intersection with the real axis is then a ghost-free pole of the tensor propagator.

be trusted, the numerics in Figure 18 confirm the existence of such solutions even if € is

not small.

We shall now investigate whether solutions corresponding to (9.19) are ghost-like. For
this purpose, we need to expand the inverse propagator F(_y (5.54) close to a solution of
the form (9.19), such that

uzn—l—l/Q—ﬂ—l—g, (9.20)
ag

where € is a book-keeping parameter defined in order to expand F(_y close to a given zero.
When € = 0, we sit exactly at the zero of the inverse propagator found perturbatively in
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(9.15). The expansion of F(_) near the zero at ¢ = 0 then reads

1 a N2y? a(z) 9
3 - r — — Vet . 21

) (n 2 ap €> 6472 ale O (9:21)
As a reminder of what was done in the dS case (5.63), the residue of the pole of .7-(: 1) near

o in the v? plane is given by

res[]-"(_)](l/o) S Fo A= (9.22)

Therefore, applying this formula to (9.21), we find that the residue of a pole lying close to
a half-integer is given by

6472 a 1 a

Res[f(:l) ([n +1/2 - al/a0]2)] = —N2X4a—% <n +g - aé) . (9.23)
Since a; < 0 the residue (9.23) is positive for the whole tower of massive particles close to
half integers. They have the same sign as the massless graviton in AdS with pure gravity.
The argument that the residue is positive near the real axis is verified numerically in Figure
18. This Figure shows some poles of the tensor propagators J(_y and Fsym on the real
axis near the region where the e¢ expansion breaks down. This figure also confirms that e
changes sign where the open blue curve (not the circles) crosses the real axis. This crossing

happens at the position of the half-integer for which we have ¢! ~ 0.
For the symmetric boundary condition, the propagator Fyym (5.59) can also be ex-
panded in € as in (9.18) but with an additional term on the right-hand-side coming from
the piece in (5.59). Using

T
cos TV

s

) oTe) (9.24)

Ccos TV €

we obtain new expressions for ap and a; defined in (9.15) for asymmetric boundary condi-
tions. For symmetric boundary conditions, we define

F. — N2X4 sym _—1 sym
sym(N+1/2+€) = i [a?™e™! +agd™ 4+ O(e)] . (9.25)
In the case of n odd,

aP™ =0, (9.26)

which does not allow for a solution near odd half integers. However, if n is even, then

aP™ = 2ay, (9.27)
which allows for a solution near an even half-integer, but where € is approximatively twice
as big as in the asymmetric case (9.18).

As a consequence, we do not find a linear solution near n + % if n is odd for the
symmetric boundary condition. This perturbative result is confirmed numerically in the
bottom part of Figure 18, where only even integers present a blue circle, which is twice the
size of the same circles in the asymmetric case (top panels of Figure 18).
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Spin-2 tachyon-stability of AdS,
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Figure 19: Tachyonic regions of the spin-2 AdS perturbations. Tachyonic regions correspond to the
existence of a solution v to the spectral equation (5.52) such that Re(v) =0 (5.44). Several values
of & are taken and stability is plotted in the space of (Be]’j‘: GN?x?). Dashed lines are the analytical
predictions obtained from the large |v| and large a approzimation (9.7). Lines made of small squares
are obtained assuming that the tachyonic pole stays on the imaginary axis and becomes stable at the
origin (9.9). Large dots are numerical results.

9.4 Tachyons and ghosts in parameter space for the AdS case

We first discuss the tensor sector. The regions of parameter space where tachyonic tensor
modes occur in AdS can be read-off from Figure 19, which was obtained by solving the
spectral equation numerically. This figure is the negative-curvature analogue of Figure 7.

Figure 19 shows the value of Beﬁ‘ at which the tachyonic pole becomes non-tachyonic,
for a given set of parameters (GN?x?,&). When Bef is above the curve shown in this figure,
the theory is tachyon-free. As we have seen in the two typical examples in Figures 39,40,
the would-be tachyonic pole leaves the imaginary axis at a particular value of Beff and never
goes back to the imaginary axis as Bef goes to +o00. Therefore, the critical value of Beft
shown in Figure 19 is the border in parameter space between tachyonic and non-tachyonic
theories. The dashed coloured lines correspond to the large-|v| analytical approximation
obtained in section 9.2 for the case a > 0 (9.7), whereas the dotted lines correspond to the
case a < 0 (9.9).

For large & the interpolating curves are monotonic in the curvature, and as & decreases
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Mass of the spin-2 tachyonic poles merging in AdS,
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Figure 20: Mass of the spin-2 tachyonic pole of AdS space-time for the value of /Beﬁ given by Figure
19. This value of ﬁeﬁc corresponds to the merging of two tachyons on the imaginary axis Re(v) =0,
creating a complex pole, which is non-tachyonic (Re(v) # 0). The mass is plotted in units of the
species scale (1.7). Each colored curve is a different choice of a.

they start displaying a maximum. From the large-|v| approximation we expect there to be
a critical curvature, given by equation (9.8), above which a is negative. This is where we
decide to start the dotted lines. In the a < 0 case, the large-|v| approximation suggests
that there is only one single tachyon on the imaginary axis. We then make the further
hypothesis that the transition from tachyon-instability to tachyon-stability occurs at the
origin v = 0, where the large-|v| approximation cannot be valid. However, this hypothesis
is verified numerically since the dotted lines agree perfectly with the numerics. An example
of such transition was already shown in snapshot (g) of Figure 40.

Figure 20 shows the mass of the spin-2 tachyonic pole of AdS corresponding to the
circles of Figure 19, at the value of Beﬂ corresponding to the transition between tachyonic
and non-tachyonic regimes. Therefore, the mass plotted in this figure corresponds to a
tachyonic pole, lying on the imaginary axis, which is about to merge with another tachyon
and leave the imaginary axis for larger values of B¢. According to this figure, the transition
between tachyonic and non-tachyonic regimes appears to happen always above the species
scale, except for large and negative values of &, for which the masses are below the species

scale in a small interval of curvatures.
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Figure 21: Regions of tachyon-stability of the spin-2 mode in the AdS case. The colour code of each
of the subfigures above gives the minimum value of the real part of v among all the spin-2 poles, at
a fizxed value of Beﬁ Different panels correspond to different values of ﬂeﬁ The vertical white line
separates curvatures that are above and below the species cutoff. The red line separates tachyonic
regions with Re(v) = 0 as shown in appendiz H, from the tachyon-safe regions with Re(v) # 0. The
first panel takes the value corresponding to the zero-curvature limit of (9.7). Increasing Beﬁ moves
the tachyonic regions to lower values of & and larger values of GN?x>2.

Figure 21 shows the occurrence of tachyon-instability in the tensor sector for a few
fixed values of Beg, with additional information shown about the value of the real part
of the pole which is closest to the imaginary axis (recall that a tachyon corresponds to
a purely imaginary v.) In the first panel (a) the value of B corresponds to the critical
value separating tachyon-stability and instability in the zero-curvature limit of equation
(9.7). As fBeg increases above this value (panels (b), (¢) and (d)) the small curvature region
becomes tachyon-stable as expected from equation (9.7), and the size of the tachyon-stable

region increases.

The region marked “stable” in Figure 21 are such only concerning tachyonic instabil-
ities: even in these regions there is always one ghost-like tensor mode. The mass of the
ghost (in units of the species scale) is represented by the colour code in Figure 23. Lighter
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Figure 22: The would-be tachyonic spin-2 mode in AdS. The colour code of each of the subfigures
above represents the mass (5.42) of this pole in units of the species scale (1.7), at a fived value of
Beff' The different panels correspond to different values of Be]’j‘- The first panel takes the value for
Beﬁ corresponding to the zero-curvature limit of (9.7), for which asymptotically small curvatures
are critical between tachyon-stable and tachyon-unstable. The tachyonic region on the bottom right
corner of each panel is delimited by the red line. The cut-off at GN?|m|?> = 1 corresponds to the
green line, which separates masses which are above the cutoff (bright colours) from masses which
are below the cutoff (darker colours). The first panel presents a discontinuity in the bottom half
(tachyonic region) because the bottom-right corner has only 1 heavy tachyonic pole (as in Fig. 17)
while the bottom-left corner has a second tachyonic pole, which is lighter and ghost-like (as in Fig.
16).

colours correspond to heavier ghosts. The green lines indicate the boundary of the region
beyond which the ghost is heavier than the species cut-off, and therefore is outside of the
regime of validity of effective field theory.

For small values of Beﬁ, the ghost mass is always above the species scale except in a
small region for negative values of & (panels (a) and (b)). As Begt is increased to large and
positive values, the ghost becomes lighter and lighter. Ghost masses that are below the
species scale appear for small curvatures in the last two panels of Figure 23. Increasing
Bet even more than 100 will not change the result since the ghost stabilizes at v = 3/2.
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Figure 23: This figure displays the modulus of the mass of the ghost tensor pole in AdS, in units of
the species scale (1.7). The colour coding shows the mass of the ghost in units of the species scale
in a log scale. Fach panel of this figure corresponds to one particular value of 3615‘ The green line
shows where the mass is equal to the species cutoff GN?|/m|? = 1. Darker colours are below the
cutoff.

We now turn to the scalar sector which has a single excited mode given by the solution
of equation (4.19). Therefore, the graphical representation of ghost-like and tachyon-like
instabilities can be given in a single figure. Figure 24 shows the mass of the scalar solution
(4.19) in units of the AdSy scale x~! (left panel) and in units of the species scale (right
panel). In the scalar sector, only & and the curvature are relevant parameters since Best
does not enter the scalar spectral equation. The red lines separate tachyon-unstable from
tachyon-stable regions and correspond to the points where equation (4.22) is saturated.
The blue lines separate the regions in which the scalar mode is a ghost from those in which
the scalar is healthy, as prescribed by equation (4.13).
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Appendices
A. Ghosts and tachyons in Effective Field Theory

It is well known that, when starting from a healthy UV theory, ghosts and/or tachyons can
appear in effective field theories as an artefact of integrating out some degrees of freedom
and performing the low-energy expansion. In these cases, the mass of the unstable mode
is always of the order of, or above the cut-off (the mass of the states which were integrated
out).

We give an example of this phenomenon in a simple model based on free scalar fields.

A.1 A simple model

Consider two massive scalars coupled to each other.

1
L == [(0¢1)* — mipl] + 3 [(02)? — m3p3] + gp192 (A1)

N | =

This action can be diagonalized by an orthogonal transformation

w1 =cosf o +sinf p_ | = —sinf pi +cosb p_ (A.2)
with 5
mi —my

and the action becomes

1 1
L= [(0p4)* =miglh]+5 [(0p-)* —miel]  2mi = mi b/ (md — m3)2 + 4g2
(A.4)
When
g < mimsg (A.5)

the theory contains two non-interacting scalars with positive kinetic terms and with m3. >
0. Of course if mgy > m; 2 is unstable to decay (convert) to o1, but ¢4+ are stable. This
is a typical example that will cause oscillations like in the case of neutrinos. ¢y are the
eigenstates of the Hamiltonian. So we have in terms of one-particle states, for example

[o1(p = 0,8)) = cos ™ o) + sin ™ o) (A.6)
A.2 EFT
We now assume mgy > m; and we integrate out*? 2 . The two equations of motion are
(O +mpr =gz . (O+m3)p2 =gp (A7)
We solve for o
pa = g(O+m3) o1 (A.8)

44We do this by solving the classical equation of motion, but since the theory is Gaussian this is the same
as performing the path integral over ¢o.
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and substitute in the equation for ¢y
@ +m)pr = > (@ +m3)
which is obtained from the effective action

1 -
Lo = =51 [(O+ m?) — g*(O+m3)" '] ¢

Leg is completely equivalent to L and the effective propagator is

D1 O+ m3 _ Ry N R_
I @O+md)(O+mid)—¢2 O+m2  O+m?

= (p191)

with

£(m? —m3) + /(m? —m3)? + 4¢2
2,/(m3 —m3)? + 4¢?

Ry =

Both residues are positive.
Similarly

e
D_i_m%r D—I—m% = \P2¥2

A.3 The IR expansion

(A.9)

(A.10)

(A.11)

(A.12)

(A.13)

We shall now evaluate the EFT by taking a low-energy approximation to our integrating-

out procedure. We expand (A.8) in the IR

_ 9 (28,8
()02—m% m% m% #1

Substituting in (A.7) we obtain

2 2
U U
(D—I—m%)cp1:g2<1—2+4+“-><p1 =
ms ms o ms

9 g g9’

= [m§—2+ <1+4>D—6D2+O(D3)] ©1=0

m m m
2 2 2

Stopping our expansion at that order, we can write the relevant action as

1 2 2 2
Lig = 5%l [m% - ‘% + <1 + 94) - QGDQ} ¥1
my my my

with propagator

1 1 R_ Ry
DI - 2 2 2 _D 2 ] ~ 9
m%—%+(1+9—4)m—9—6m2 +mZ +my
my my my
with
~ 2 m% 4 2 4 212 2(0 2,002 2
mi=5 M2t j:\/(m +9%)? + 4g*(mim; — g°)
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(A.16)

(A.17)

(A.18)
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4
~ my

Ry = (A.20)
V(M3 + ¢2)2 + 4g2(mim? — ¢?)
Using mg>>m; and (A.5) we can simplify the expressions above as

4 2 4 2 o7
\/(m2 +g2)2 +4g2(m2m3 — g2) ~m5 + g° + 2g = (A.21)

2

~2 2 ~2 mg 5

m- ~mj , m+:—g—2 , Ry~=F1 (A.22)

The pole associated m_ has the correct positive residue and the correct position corre-
sponding to the slightly corrected light state (1, The extra pole at m is ghost-like and

tachyonic with a mass scale

6
2 mg

m% =22 > 12 5 2 (A.23)

4

2

9>~ mi
that is above the cutoff of the theory that is the mass of the heavier state.

This simple example shows that integrating out degrees of freedom in an IR expansion
of the EFT may generically create ghosts and tachyons, even if the underlying UV theory
is perfectly healthy. However, these ghosts/tachyons always have masses above the cutoff
scale.

In conclusion, in the context of EFT, only unstable modes whose masses are paramet-
rically smaller than the UV cut-off can be considered as giving rise to true instabilities of
the theory. Conversely, one cannot reach any conclusion about the stability of the theory
based on the presence of ghosts or tachyons whose mass is at or above the cut-off.

B. Renormalized action

In this appendix we briefly review the results of [82] in d = 4 for the computation of
divergent terms of the bulk action (2.13) evaluated on-shell. These divergences are then
cancelled by the bare gravity action defined in (2.14).
The Gibbons-Hawking term of Spu contains the extrinsic curvature which is defined
by
K = GV, ny, (B.1)

where n is the unit vector normal to the boundary which points to the exterior. The
induced metric and normal vector n® on the p = € boundary are given by

1

Yoo (€, ) = nga(e, x) (B.2)
o_ 0% _ 26 50 (B.3)
V chacpadp p=¢ L

The bulk action (2.13) evaluated on-shell can then be written in terms of go5(p, x) as

p2 2

1 a | [T
Shulk = 167rGNL/d T [/6 dp—— \f"' 7 ( 2d+/g + 4p0p\/39) . (B.4)
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This action can be written as a power series of € by inserting the expansion of the
metric (2.21) into (B.4). Furthermore, the first few terms of (2.21) are obtained in terms

of g&‘? by solving perturbatively the bulk Einstein field equation [82]

L?Ryp[G] + dGop = 0. (B.5)
The linear term is then given by
L? R
@ _ _ R _ (0) B.6
Jwo d—2 ( wo 2(d_1)gwo) ’ ( )

where, in our notation Ry, = Ruwe[g(?)]. However, only the trace and the divergence of g(*
are constrained by the near-boundary reconstruction of the bulk. We shall obtain ¢(¥ and
its perturbation starting from the AdSs bulk in section 5. The log-term ¢ is given by

L4 1., 1

1 2
Juwo = s {QRMC,)\R“ — ngvaR +V?Ryo — =RR.,, + (=R

1
- 2p - KA\ ,(0)
. (B = £V R = SRaR™)g

wo
(B.7)
which is traceless. Inserting (2.21) into the bulk action (B.4) gives a power series in e,
given in d = 4 by

1 / - _
Shulk = 167GnL /d4x g (6 2a(O) te 1a(2) — log 66L(4)) +0(), (B.8)
where
a(o) = 2(1 - d) = —6, (B.g)
4—d)(d—-1
“2) = ( d)_( 5 )Trg(” =0, (B.10)
L (Tr(g@)2 22 LY (o Lo
a) = 5((Tr(¢7))" = Tr((g™)7) = =5 | B Ruo — 3B ). (B.11)
The divergent piece of the bulk action
Sbulk = Saiv + O(€”) (B.12)
is then given by
Sai —1/d4x i | 672 + ~loge (R Ry — 2 B2 (B.13)

Inverting perturbatively series for /g and R, [g] in powers of € allows one to express /9(0)
and R, = Rw[g(o)} covariantly in a power series of curvature tensors of the induced metric
Ywo- These useful formulae are given by

€ 62 c
Vo) =€V [1 — 5 Trg(e) + g(Tl"gé) + (Trg(2))?) + 0(63)] ; (B.14)
2
R= R0l -5 (R DR - gREP) + OB (B15)

Using these expansions into (B.13) allows us to obtain the covariant counterterms written
in the main text (2.27).
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C. Comparison with the Starobinsky model

In this appendix, we relate our analysis to the Starobinksy R+ R? model of inflation which
is one of the most favoured single-field inflationary models by CMB observations [56].
This model is obtained from the original Starobinsky model of anomaly-driven inflation
without a cosmological constant [52, 53], by neglecting the non-local anomaly terms and
keeping only the local R? term. This can be justified when the coefficient @ of the R? term
dominates. In our setup, this amounts to ignoring the CFT contribution (setting N = 0)
as well as setting 3 = 0, and keeping only the aeR? pure gravity term.

Dropping the non-local terms pushes the de Sitter solution to infinite curvature: in
equation (2.57) with A = 0, the de Sitter solution is the non-trivial one with R = 487/GN?,
and in the limit N — 0 the curvature diverges. However, by writing the model as a
scalar-tensor theory and performing a Weyl transformation to the Einstein frame, one
obtains a single-field inflationary model with a quasi-de Sitter solution with a finite Hubble
parameter.

The action for the simplified R? Starobinsky model is

S——/ddxH{R—&RQ}. (C.1)
167G
Identifying this action to the R? action of our model (2.4) gives the relation between & and
o:

«
A= — C.2
7 384n (C.2)
The favoured observational value is
o~ —5.95 x 1011 (C.3)

obtained from the amplitude of the power spectrum of primordial curvature fluctuations
[96].

As mentioned above, the model (C.1) corresponds to the H — oo limit of our analysis.
We can still compare our results with the full model (including the CFT) [53, 52] with the
same value of « as the one favoured by data. In this case, the curvature is fixed to

GN?H? = 4. (C.4)

The large R? term (2.4) makes the scalaron 9 light and tachyonic as we see below. Notice
that this model, due to (C.4), falls outside of the regime of effective field theory.

Scalar sector in Starobinsky inflation We first discuss the scalar mode (scalaron),
which is the one that, in the pure R + R? model, can be identified with the inflaton and in
the presence of the CFT makes de Sitter unstable.

Indeed, by inserting (C.4) into the condition (4.27), we conclude that o < 0 is in the
tachyonic regime. The characteristic decay rate I' of the scalaron instability can be read
off by substituting (C.4) into (4.28):

3 9 1
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where & = 3, which agrees with the value found in [53] close to the de Sitter solution.
For a long-lived de Sitter, we need |&| ~ |a|/N > 1, which also implies |«| > 1. This
model then matches qualitatively the features of the pure R + R? model, with an unstable

de Sitter replaced by a slowly-rolling FRW space-time.

Tensor sector in Starobinsky inflation As explained above, our more general setup
can retrieve the R+R? model (C.1) by setting N = 3 = 0. In this case, the only propagating
tensor mode is the massless graviton v = 3/2 as one can see from equation (6.4) applied
to 8 = 0. Therefore, there is no ghost or tachyonic spin-2 mode in the Starobinsky model.

We now turn on S # 0 while keeping |&| > 1. Now the tensor sector acquires an
additional propagating mode. In such a regime, the R? term of the action dominates over
the CFT. Therefore, the spin-2 propagator with the CFT (5.39) can be approximated by
the pure (modified) gravity propagator (6.4). This propagator contains the usual massless
pole and a massive one.

The massless pole is a ghost if

1 -
5 2a¢+ B <0, = massless ghost (C.6)
7r

otherwise, the massive pole is a ghost. The second case holds for large and negative & and
generic values of 8. In addition to ghost-like instabilities, the massive pole is a tachyon if

3 (d - 1> <1l. = tachyonic (C.7)
Jé] 4

Thus, large and negative & are associated with tachyonic spin-2 perturbations for positive
and generic values of 8.

However, the massive mode lies below the species scale when |5 > |a| > 1. If § is
positive, the spin-2 pole is tachyonic and ghost-like. If 5 is negative, the spin-2 pole is only
ghost-like.

If we decide to take the CFT contribution into account, one must refer to Figure 14
instead of equation (C.7). This figure shows which sector (scalar or tensor) represents
the strongest tachyonic instability. The vertical red line is for A = 0 as is the case in
Starobinsky’s model. This figure shows that negative & are associated with scalar tachyonic
instability, which is convenient for an inflationary scenario. However, small curvatures can
be associated with tensor tachyonic instabilities dominating the usual scalaron.

D. AdS slicing coordinates

In this appendix, we describe the AdS;,1 metric in AdSy slice coordinates.
Lorentzian AdSy.1 is the hyperboloid

napXAXB = —L% (D.1)

where A, B = —1,...,d+1 and nap = diag(—1,—1,1,...,1). global AdS;; coordinates are
obtained by choosing
X! = Lcostcoshp, (D.2a)
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XY= —Lsintcoshp, (D.2b)
XH = LO¥ sinh p, (D.2¢)

where =1, ...,d and
0 =1 (D.3)

AdS slicing is obtained by choosing u as a radial coordinate crossing Lorentzian AdSy
slices. Global coordinates can be chosen to describe the d—dimensional slice. The AdS
slicing coordinates are then given by

X! = LcoshucosT coshr, (D.4a)
XY= —LcoshusinT coshr, (D.4Db)
X' = Ln'coshusinhr, (D.4c)
X% = Lsinhu, (D.4d)
where 4,5 =1,...,d —1 and
0n'n! = 1. (D.5)

Using this coordinate system, we can reach the infinity of the embedding space X4 either
by taking u — +o00 or 7 — +00. Therefore, the boundary of the hyperboloid has two pieces
(both infinities for ) which are connected by the common boundary r — +oco of the slice
AdSy.

To obtain a map between these two coordinate systems, we first rewrite (X#)? using
both (D.2) and (D.4). It gives the relation

sinh? p = cosh? usinh? r + sinh? u. (D.6)

This can be rewritten as )
sinh p = (cosh? wcosh®r —1)2. (D.7)

For all w and r we have coshucoshr > 1 (global AdS is ill-defined when p = 0), so we can
use the formula v22 — 1 = sinh(Arccoshz). Therefore we obtain

t=r (D.8a)

cosh p = coshu coshr. (D.8b)

07 = sinh u(cosh? u cosh? r — 1)_% (D.8c¢)

Q' = cosh usinh r(cosh? u cosh? r — 1)*%ni (D.8&d)

The inverse transformation can be obtained using

cosh p
hr = D.9
cosuT cosh u (D-9)
and the expression for X¢ in the two sets of coordinates which gives
sinh u = Q%sinh p, (D.10)
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coshu = /1 + (Qsinh p)?, (D.11)

so that we can replace each u and r into every equation in (D.4). The transformation from
AdS slicing to global AdS is then

u = Arcsinh (Qd sinh p) , (D.12b)

_1
coshr = cosh p <1 + (94 sinh p)2> ’ (D.12c¢)
ni = Q (1 - (Qd)Q) ? (D.12d)

One can easily check that ;;n'n/ =1 is still true using (D.3). Indeed,

L 0T 5, 0RY — (QF)?
(5ijnn]:1_](9d)2: i 1_(Qd)2 =1. (D.13)

We can also choose a parametrisation of the (d — 1)-sphere Q* and specifically pick Q¢ to
be the polar axis (so that it is parametrized by only one angle 6 € [0, 7]):

Q4 = cos,
Q! = sinfcos o1,

: D.14
Q' = sinfsin ;... sin ;1 cos ;, ( )

Q4=1 = sinfsin ;... sin(pg_2).

where ¢; € [0,27[. Now the change of coordinates from AdS slicing to global AdS is written

as
T=t (D.15a)
u = Arcsinh (cos @ sinh p) , (D.15b)
_1
coshr = cosh p (1 + (cos @ sinh p)2) 2 (D.15c¢)
v — D.1
" T sing (D-15d)
The induced metric in AdS slicing is given by
ds* = L* {du® + (coshu)?dsj} = Gapdz®da?, (D.16)

where dsg is the metric of unit AdSjy.
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E. Schrodinger problem in the bulk

In this appendix, we write the bulk radial equation for the spin-2 perturbation (3.12) as
a Schrodinger equation for each slicing (flat, de Sitter and anti-de Sitter). This procedure
gives a physical interpretation for bulk solutions with different values of the slice momentum
v (in dS and AdS) and k (in Minkowski) which is identified to the energy of this Schrodinger
problem.

Moreover, the Schrodinger problem provides a norm which we can use to check the
normalizability of the solutions. In particular, we want to check the normalizability of
solutions near the horizon v = 0 in de Sitter slicing coordinates.

The easiest way to write the bulk equation for the spin-2 modes (3.12) as a Schrodinger
equation is to write the background metric (2.46)

dsi. i = L*du® + a*Cuoda® dz” (E.1)
into conformal coordinates
=a? [€2dr2 + Cwoda?da?] (E.2)

where £ is the radius of the slice metric (,,, which we write here in order to keep r dimen-
sionless like u. To find such a coordinate r, we need to solve

dr® = L*a2du?, (E.3)

where the conformal factors we consider are a = Ly coshu (2.50) in AdS slicing, a =
LH sinhu (2.47) in dS slicing and a = e~ (2.48) in flat slicing. We just need to find
the appropriate conformal coordinate r, compute a(r) and transform the bulk equation of
motion (3.11) into a Schrodinger equation in this new coordinate.

AdS slicing
For AdS slicing (2.50), £ = x~ !, we find

tan (%) = tanh (%) . (E.4)

The conformal boundary of AdSs located at u — +oo corresponds to r = +7. From (E.4),
we obtain

1 (E:5)

cosr’

sinhu = tanr
coshu =

Using (E.5), it is then possible to write equation (5.43) in terms of the conformal coordinate
r. The equation is

2
{8,2, + (d — 1) tanrd, + v — (d;1> }F =0. (E.6)

Defining the rescaled field ¥ as
UV=az2 F (E.7)

- 108 —



the equation becomes a Schrodinger problem

{—Cii + V(r)} U = EV, (E.8)

V(r)= <d;1> [1 + (dJ;) tan? r] : (E.9)

- (1Y) e

where

dS slicing

For dS slicing (2.48), ¢ = H~! and the conformal coordinate 7 is a solution of (E.3), which
for positive u is given by

e" = tanh (;) . (E.11)

The limit © — 400 which goes to the conformal boundary of AdSs then corresponds to
taking r — 4-00. The horizon at v = 0 then corresponds to r = —oc.

The following steps are identical to the ones done in AdS-slicing. Instead of (E.5), we
have the following relations

: _ 1
sinh u - sinhr (E.12)
coshu = —cothr.

The bulk radial equation of motion for spin-2 perturbations (5.27) is then written in terms
of the conformal coordinate r as

2
{83 — (d—1)cothrd, — v+ (Cl;1> } F=0. (E.13)

Using the same redefinition as in (E.7) with @ = LH sinhu, we find the Schrodinger
d—1
equation (E.9,E.10) satisfied by ¥ = a 2 F. The potential and energy are respectively

V(r) = <d21> [—1 + <d;1> coth? r] : (E.14)

E5u2—<d;1>2. (E.15)

given by

The scalar product associated with this Schrodinger problem is defined as
()= [ drp(r). (E.16)

The two linearly independent solutions obtained in (5.29) should be normalizable according
to the norm associated with the scalar product (E.16). The asymptotic behaviour of the
Schrodinger field near v = 0 for d = 4 is given by

U(u) = (sinhw)2 F(u) ~ u*”. (E.17)

u—0
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The normalizable condition near the horizon at v = 0 for the Schrodinger field ¥ for d = 4
is then

o = (), 000) = [ arwf ~ [ B < (©.19

This integral converges on the horizon v = 0 if Re(r) > 0 for the “C_” solution in (5.29),
which has a negative sign exponent in (E.18). Conversely, it converges if Re(v) < 0 for
the “C4” solution. In conclusion, the sign of Re(r) determines which solution Cy is
normalizable. In section 5.2, we decide to take a positive real part of v and therefore need
to choose C_ = 0 which is not normalizable because the norm (E.18) diverges near the
horizon u = 0.

F. Flat space tachyonic time scale

In this appendix, we study the time dependence of a tachyonic perturbation using the
formalism of Green functions. We show that a tachyonic pole of the Minkowski propagator
is associated with a runaway in the retarded Green function of the perturbation.

Both the scalar (4.15) and the tensor (5.6) perturbations are decomposed into eigen-
modes of the Minkowski Laplacian operator 92. Then, a single mode ¢ perturbation
associated with the eigenvalue k2 is a solution of the Klein-Gordon equation

(0% —m*)p(x) =0, (F.1)

where z stands for the 4-dimensional coordinate vector x = (¢, ). Equation (F.1) can be
separated into 3 different cases. First, we study the case m? > 0, which corresponds to the
usual Klein-Gordon equation for a positive mass squared. Second, we study the m? < 0

2

case. Finally, we study the case where m* is complex but away from the real axis. We

shall observe that the retarded Green function contains a runaway in the two last cases,
and obtain the characteristic time of this runaway.

The spectral equation for (F.1) is obtained by performing a Fourier transform over the
four space-time coordinates:

o(t,x) = /d4xe_ik'xf(w,k) = /dtd3zce kativt 5, k). (F.2)

The spectral equation is then
(W —k*—m*)p =0 (F.3)

The most general solution of (F.3) is given by
¢ = a(k)i(w — Ey) + B(k)o(w + Ej), (F.4)
where we have defined E}, as one of the square roots of
E? =Kk? +m? (F.5)

We can choose arbitrarily one of the two square roots. Taking one or the other would
simply exchange a(k) and B(k) in the solution (F.4). We specify which square root is
chosen for each following subsection (m? positive, negative or complex).
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The Green function G associated to equation (F.1) is defined as
(0% —m?)G(z) = d(x) (F.6)
The most general solution for G is then given by
G(x) = p(x) + Gp(x), (F.7)

where §(x) is a Dirac distribution centered at = = 0, ¢ is the homogeneous solution (F.4)
and G), is a particular solution. This particular solution can be obtained via the inverse
4-dimensional Fourier transform of (F.6). The result is

Bk . [do o, 1
_ —ik.x W . F.
Gy(2) / (271')36 o’ W E? (F-8)

Positive mass squared

In that case, Ej is real, and we choose it to be the positive square root of (F.5). The
integral over w is evaluated using the residue theorem, and the contour can be chosen
arbitrarily (one can choose either the retarded, advanced or the Feynman prescription).
For example, the retarded prescription circles the two poles Fj, = tw for positive t. The

result is then . ( )
GR(t > 0,2) = / G =, (F.9)

This is the usual retarded Green function of the Klein-Gordon operator. Its time depen-

dence appears only in a sine function and therefore does not contain a runaway. Another
prescription would have given another combination of complex exponentials with positive
and negative signs. Therefore, all the different prescriptions are safe. For example, the
Feynman prescription would have given

Pk ) ez’Ek\ﬂ
GF(x) =i —ik.x . F.10
p(@)=1i / (2n)3° 28, (F.10)

Negative mass squared m? = —p°

In that case, it is necessary to separate the values of |k| into two distinct regimes.

e When |k| > pu, then Ej is real and we choose the positive square root of (F.5) as we
did in the last subsection.

e When |k| < p, then Ej is purely imaginary, and we choose the positive imaginary
square root of (F.5).

We can then write the integral (F.8) as a sum of two integrals :

_ d3k d3k —ik.x diweiwt 1
Gp(x) = [/k|<u n ) +/|k|2u (%)3] e 0’ (F.11)
= Gi(z) + Ga(2) (F.12)
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The first term of G, (), for which E}, is imaginary, is called G1. The second term, for which
Ej is real, is called G3. The G integral has poles on the real axis of w. The prescription for
the contour can be chosen similarly as in the previous case with positive mass squared. In
particular, the retarded prescription gives (F.8) with a UV cutoff at |k| = . G, however,
has poles on the imaginary axis of w. Therefore, the path along the real axis does not
encounter any poles. As a consequence, the contour prescription is fixed. The residue

theorem then gives
Bk . tEklt]
Gi(z) = z/ e ik . (F.13)
|k|<p (271')3 2Ek

In this case, we already observe the absence of a runaway, because i Fi, < 0, so the integrand

of (F.13) decreases exponentially with time. However, G breaks the causality of G, because
it is not zero for negative times, and this cannot be cancelled by Ga.

Following the same idea as in [97], we remark that an acausality can be traded with
a runaway by changing the prescription of the Green function. To retrieve causality and
build a retarded propagator, we now add the homogeneous solution ¢ (F.4) to G,. First,
we choose the Feynman prescription for Gy (F.10), such that the integrand of G2 coincides
with the one of (F.13) at |k| = k, where Ej, = 0. The most general Green function (F.7) is
then given by

A3k Bk ) eiEk|t\ ) )
G .Z‘) — / +/ e—zk:.w . +alk ezEkt +B(k e—zEkt
( [ kl<p 2T Sy (27)3 2E), (k) )

— —ik.x | : ket Kl k —iEt F.14
/11{3 (27r)3€ i 2B, + a(k)e'™ " + B(k)e ( )

The retarded Green function corresponding to GR(t < 0) = 0 is obtained by setting
a(k) =0, (F.15a)
Blk) = — (F.15b)

T 2B

The result for positive t is given by

Pk psin(Eyt)
R _ ik.x ) F.1
GR(t > 0,a) /R e = (F.16)

Again, this integral can be written as a sum of two integrals as G = G+ G}, where GY is
the same as (F.9) with a UV cutoff at |k| = k, and G is different because Ej, = i\/u? — k2
is purely imaginary. More explicitly,

Pk g sin(Egt

Gt >0,z) = —/ ﬁe_’k"”w. (F.17)
|k|<p (27[') Ey,

Since the integrand only depends on the modulus of k, we define k = |k| and r = |z| as

new variables for our integral which is now written as

G?(t >0,7) = —42/ dkaSm sr sinh(ty/ p i ). (F.18)
™ Jo

sr k2 — g2
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For r = 0, we have

1 e inh 2 _ g2
GR(t> 0.1 = 0) = — L [" g2 SmhUV I — k)

47[‘2 0 /H2 _ k2

1 1]
=—13 dEk\/ﬂ sinh(Eyt) (F.19)
0

For small times, it is easy to expand the sinh in (F.19) and integrate over Ej. The result

is
2
GR(t~ 0%, r =0) = —L—t + O(#2 F.20
The large-time asymptotic behaviour of (F.19) is obtained by remarking that the integral

is proportional to the Struve function denoted Lq(ut). As a result,

1
GR(t>0,r =0) = —gng(m. (F.21)

This function behaves as the modified Bessel K7 for large arguments. Therefore, we have

et

GR(t>0,r=0)

pt—r—+o0 (Iut)3/2 (F22)

This diverges exponentially with time, where p is the inverse time scale.

Complex m?

2

In this subsection, we assume m* is complex, and we write its real and imaginary parts as

m?* = a+ib (F.23)

First, we relate E;, (F.5) to the real and imaginary parts of m?. We define the real and
imaginary parts of Ej, as A and B respectively. We find that

1
T =2 2

A j:2<a+ Q +b), (F.24)

b
B=— F.25
2A7 ( )

where

a=a+ k> (F.26)

As in the previous cases, we choose arbitrarily one of the two square roots for Fr. We pick
the sign in (F.24) such that B > 0. This is always possible since the case b = 0 was already
studied in the previous two subsections. Therefore, the sign to pick in (F.24) should be
the same sign as b such that we have B > 0.

The two poles £E), of G, (F.8) are now located on the complex plane, away from the
real axis. Therefore, the contour prescription is fixed, as in the negative mass squared case.
We then obtain the particular solution

. dSk —ik.x eiEk‘tl
Gp(z) = Z/R3 (271_)36 T (F.27)
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This does not contain a runaway since Im(E}y) > 0. However, the retarded Green function
is obtained the same way as in (F.14), by adding the homogenous solution to G,. By fixing
a and S to the same values as in (F.15), we obtain the retarded Green function

Pk . . sin(Ext)

R ik.x k

t S F.2
G*(t>0,x) /3 @ )36 B, (F.28)

and GR(t < 0) = 0. This retarded Green function now contains a runaway, coming from
the imaginary part of Ey. We would need to perform the integral over k to obtain the
exact time dependence of this runaway. However, we can observe directly that the strongest
runaway for large times will come from the largest imaginary part of Fj, B, which was
chosen to be positive. In order to maximize B (F.25) for a fixed a and b, the only possibility
is to minimize @, and therefore take k? = 0. Therefore, the strongest runaway comes from
the homogeneous mode k = 0. In this case, E? = m?. sin(Ejt) diverges exponentially
with time, and the inverse time scale is given by

|b]
a+ Va2 + b2

Figure 1 shows the inverse time scale of the runaway corresponding to the worst possible

B= (F.29)

mode k = 0, as a function of the parameters of the theory in flat space. The inverse time
scale corresponds to the real part of k. Indeed, for k? = 0, we have

Ej, = £m. (F.30)

If k is the square root of k2 with the positive real part, then we have to take the + branch
of (F.30) and it follows that
B =TIm(m). (F.31)

In the main text, we are searching for poles of the propagator for the Laplacian eigenvalue
defined by (5.6), where k2 = —m?2. Therefore, the strength of a tachyonic pole where
k% > 0 is then given by

B = Re(k). (F.32)

G. Tachyonic tensor eigenmodes in de Sitter

In this appendix, we determine which tensor perturbations are tachyonic. Since these
perturbations are decomposed into eigenmodes of the covariant de Sitter Laplacian, we
study the tachyon nature of the spin-two perturbation for a single eigenvalue v € C defined
in (5.26). We then obtain a criterion on the value of v.

The perturbed expanding Poincaré coordinates of d-dimensional de Sitter are given by

ds2g = g0 da¥dz® = [(Hr) 200 + 5(30] da®da?. (G.1)

The equation of motion for metric perturbations follows from the linearization of the
Einstein equation (2.6). One can substitute the cosmological constant using the back-
ground equation (2.57). The Einstein equation is then a sum of linear curvature terms,
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quadratic curvature terms and matter content in the stress tensor. The Lichnerowicz oper-
ator L[5¢%],s is defined by the variation of the linear curvature terms with respect to 6¢%,
by
1 d(d—1
L6 o =6 (RW — iRgfff,) _ =l 5 ) ggf,)> : (G.2)
If we restrict to the transverse traceless perturbations h&og (4.4), then it takes the very

simple form

Lh9,, = <H2 - ;v2> hso, (G.3)

where we recognize the last term of (5.24). The eigenvalue problem (5.26) for h(g)qg is then
just written in terms of the Lichnerowicz operator as
(d—1)?

—2H2L[h ) = — <,,2 - ) h).

4 wao (G'4)

In order to write this equation as a set of scalar equations acting on each component of
hgg, we define the new metric perturbation v,, = (H r)zhﬁ? such that the metric (G.1) is
now written

dsis = (HT) (Mo + Yuo)dz“da’. (G.5)
We now define a differential operator acting on the new metric perturbation v,3 as
_ 27 [ 7
D[Yuo = —272L [7} (G.6)
T lwo
Equation (G.4) is then written as

Dlyler = - (=5 ) @1

We now try to write an explicit formula for D[] in terms of 7. A direct computation
using Poincaré coordinates (G.1) gives

D[fﬂwa = H_QD'YMU - 2d'70(w52) + 47—8(0.)70)0 + 277w07007 (G8)

where O is the de Sitter Laplacian acting on scalars. Derivatives with respect to 7 are now
labelled with the index 0. The expression (G.8) shows us that different components of vy
are coupled to each other in equation (G.7). The strategy is now to further decompose
(G.7) into 3 equations; a scalar equation for g9, a vector equation for 7p; and a tensor
equation for -;; 45 This splitting is done by using

D[yloo = {H 20 — 2(d + 1) + 470 } Y00, (G.9a)
D[’Y]Oi = {HiZD —d+ 27’8[)} Yoi + 27000, (G.9b)
D[’y]ij = H72D%’j + 47’8(1"}/]')0 + 2(52']"}/()0. (GQC)

4Index i and j will refer to the spatial coordinates of the d-dimensional metric.
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These three equations are still coupled because 7y contributes to D[v]o;, and 7p, con-
tributes to D[y];j. Furthermore, these components are also related to each other through
the transverse-traceless property of h,,. Indeed, the tracelessness condition (3.8) gives

7“ Yoo = 0, (G.10)

and transversality conditions (3.9) give

T

7 =0. A1

Yow +

After taking these constraints into account, 7., only propagates 5 degrees of freedom. We
now solve equations (G.9). To do that, we first give the scalar Laplacian of the de Sitter
background (G.1) as

H7?0=7(=0§ + 02) + 7(d — 2)0,. (G.12)

The first step is to diagonalize the (d — 1)-dimensional euclidean Laplacian §%/9;0; = 9?
using a Fourier transform 46. In Fourier space, the scalar de Sitter Laplacian acting on a
Fourier mode 7, is given by 47

H™?0=—72 (8§ + k*) + (d — 2)700, (G.13)
where the momentum squared is defined as
k* = 5,k (G.14)

Scalar equation

The only equation in (G.9) which involves only one component of the perturbation 7,z
is the scalar equation (G.9a). The solution to the eigen-problem (G.7) is then any linear
combination of the solutions 7}/(% written as

Foo = (k) 5 Juy (k) ~ (k1) 3527, (G.15)

T—0

where A\ are integration constants, they do not depend on 7. We also defined k = Vv k2.

Since we are only interested in the eventual divergence of Jog for large time (H1 = e~ 21t —
0), then (G.15) shows that this scalar quantity is unstable if
3+d
|Re(v)| > — (G.16)

The exact solution (G.15) for 4po can then be used to find an exact solution for 5g; (G.9b).

—iktyt ~
Y Yoo

474 slight abuse of notation allows us to write the scalar Laplacian in momentum space the same way as

46The convention of the Fourier transform is chosen to be 7,0 = f (2;{)%6

we write it in real space.
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Vector equation

Instead of solving (G.9b), which is an inhomogeneous equation for ~p; coupled to ygg, we can
use the transversality constraint (G.11). We split 7, into a transverse and a longitudinal
component. In Fourier space (of the 3-dimensional spatial coordinates)

Yoi = b;i + kib, (G.17)

such that
kib; = 0, (G.18)

then transversality (G.11) fixes the longitudinal part in terms of 799 which we already
solved. It gives

ik’h = <—80 + f_) Y00- (Glg)

We already know the solution (G.15) for 4g9. Therefore, b is given by a linear combination
of the two independent solutions b* given by

e 14d [d—3 _ d
ikb™ = (k1) ™2 [2 (kT)d(kT)] Jy (kT), (G.20)
which for large time evaluates to
d—
’Lk’bi NO <23 — l/> (kT)%diu- (G21)
T—

The transverse part of (G.9b) in Fourier space is obtained by applying the transverse
projection operator given by

kik;\ .
b = <5z’j - k2]> oj- (G.22)

This projection is applied to the ”0i” component of equation (G.7) to obtain

—1)? -
{H‘2D+u2— (d4)—d+2780}bi =0. (G.23)

Again, this equation is solved using Bessel functions as any linear combination of the two
independent solutions bf given by

bE = (k)5 Ty (k7). (G.24)

To conclude on the vector perturbation, both longitudinal and transverse parts of ~y; are

unstable if

Re(v)| > % (G.25)

By comparing with the result from the scalar component, the scalar instability criterion
(G.16) is stronger than the vector result (G.25). A scalar instability implies a vector
instability.
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Tensor equation
As we did for the vector perturbation, we decompose 7;; into

Yij = eij + k:ikjcp + Qk(iVj) + (51']'\11, (G.26)
such that
0Y6i; = kiVi =0 (G.27)
and
/{1923 = 0. (G.28)

Every quantity defined in (G.26) can be expressed as a projection of 7;;, where the projector
is a function of k;, as it was the case for the vector transverse projection in (G.22). We
now search for a solution for each quantity in (G.26).
First, the tracelessness constraint (G.10) written in terms of the decomposition (G.26)
is
Yoo = (d — 1) + k. (G.29)

The spatial components of the transversality constraint (G.12) are given by
d . ) d 2
k; - — b—1V —ik“p| + [0y — — bi—ajVi:O. (G.30)
T T
The longitudinal part of equation (G.30) is
d , 9
— =0y | b—i(V+kp)| =0, (G.31)
-
and the transverse part is obtained using the same projection as in (G.22):
o (d
—ik°V; + = — 0y | b = 0. (G.32)

The three constraints in momentum space (G.29,G.31,G.32) are solved algebraicaly for ¢,
W and V; in terms of the known solutions vgg, b and b;. The result is

1 d ~
v fwri (2-a)d]. (G330)
9 1 - ) d ~
*/{321}1 = (80 - f_) Z)l (G.33C)

From the solutions for g (G.15), for b (G.21) and b; (G.24), one can observe that each of
—1

these three perturbations scales for large time as ~ 7 2 *¥. We now solve the transverse-

traceless part of the eigenproblem (G.7) which is simply given by

{D—i—y2— <d;1>2}9@:0 (G.34)
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Therefore, the solution to the spatial tensor part of (G.7) (which is also a Bessel equation)
is

) + 7. LESS

Oij = A (k') (kT) 2 Jx (k7). (G.35)

We therefore find that the instability conditions on 60;;, ¢, ¥ and V; all read

Re(v)| > % (G-36)

which is weaker than the vector criterion (G.25). Therefore, the existence of an instability
relies only on the tensor component ~;;. The criterion (G.36) was also derived in [74] but
using a different decomposition which made all 5 degrees of freedom equally unstable.

H. Tachyonic tensor eigenmodes in anti de Sitter

In this appendix, we derive a criterion on the eigenvalue v which determines if a given
mode is tachyonic or not. All the steps done in the previous appendix G can be adapted
to AdS in Poincaré coordinates by changing the metric (G.5) to

dsys = (x2)"2(dz% — dt? + dx®) + hapdz®dz”, (H.1)

= [(02) 2 + i) dada” (H.2)

where  is a (d-2)-dimensional vector, and we define 7., = diag(+1, —1,+1,...,+1). Greek
indices w, o are for the full set of d-dimensional coordinates. We also use the index ”0”
for the time coordinate ¢, and roman letters such as i, for (¢,x). As we did for de Sitter
slicing, the eigenproblem (5.42) is studied using the rescaled perturbation

Voo = (Xz)2hw. (H.3)

Similarly to de Sitter (G.7), we define a differential operator from the left-hand side of the
eigenproblem (5.42). It is written as

DYwe = 22 (X *V? 4 2) (Vo2 2), (H.4)

And the eigen-problem (5.42) is then written as

mezlﬂ—(ff>1%m (11.5)

Doing the same computation which resulted in (G.8), we obtain

D[Y])wo = DVwo + 2d5(zwfyg)z — 420 Y0)z + 2NwoVzz- (H.6)

We are now going to solve this equation in momentum space as we did for de Sitter because
it allows us to solve ordinary differential equations. The scalar AdS Laplacian appearing
in (H.6) in Poincaré coordinates is given by

X 20 =2%0% - 07 +02) — (d —2)20, (H.7)
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In de Sitter, we diagonalized the (d — 1)-dimensional Laplacian 87 using Fourier modes.
However, in AdS, the Laplacian we want to diagonalize is the (d—1)-dimensional Minkowski
space Laplacian as

(_ag + 83:)%00 = [_(k0)2 =+ kQ] Ywo = _k2'7wo~ (HS)

which can contain complex eigenvalues k? if the Laplacian is not self-adjoint. In particular,
if we assume self-adjointness of the spatial part 92 but allow for solutions which diverge
with time, the imaginary part of k? will be contained in (k°)2. A frequency squared (k°)?
has two square roots k°. Its imaginary part is then responsible for an exponentially growing
solution of (H.8) corresponding to one of the two square roots k’. Using (H.8), the scalar
Laplacian of AdS in Poincaré coordinates is given by

X 20 = 22(0? — k?) — (d — 2)20.. (H.9)

We then decompose v, into as we did for de Sitter. We had seen that it was enough to solve
the eigenproblem (5.42) for 3 quantities o, b; and 6;; defined in (G.17) for the transverse
vector and (G.26) for the tensorial decomposition. All the other quantities (namely b, ¢,
U and V) are constrained by the transverse-traceless properties of hy, (3.8,3.9), so they
cannot represent new instabilities. In Poincaré AdS (H.2), the constraints read

7 Yo = 0, (H.10)
T g
gﬁ Voo = Yow- (H.11)
It is therefore enough to study three equations obtained from (H.5). They are given by:

e the zz component of (H.5)

—1\2
{X_2D -2 (dQ> +2(d+1)— 4zaz} Y2z =0, (H.12a)

e the transverse part of the 0i component of (H.5)

d—1)\?
{XQD—V2+ <2> —I—d—2zaz}bi =0, (H.12Db)

e and the transverse-traceless part of the ij component of (H.5)

-2 2 d—1)?
x O—v"+ 5 0;; = 0. (H.12¢)

Since all these equations are solved by (modified) Bessel functions, we can bring them to
the same form. We define the spin s = 0,1 or 2 perturbation Z, being either equal to g
for s =0, b; for s = 1 or 6;; for s = 2. A rescaled function ) is also defined as

Ys(w, k') = e Y Z (w, kY, (H.13)
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with the radial coordinate w = logz. A direct computation using (H.9) into equations
(H.12) shows that each 1), satisfies the same Schrodinger equation

[_;i? - k%ﬂ Yy = —121hg (H.14)
! d+3
ns = —5— =& (H.15)
The most general solution of (H.14) is
s = A3 Ly (ke), (H.16)

where k is the square root of k? with positive real part. We now study its solutions
depending on the sign of Re(k).

e If Re(k) = 0, this corresponds to timelike k2 < 0 modes which possess real frequencies
kY. These modes do not diverge with time and are timelike. They are therefore stable.
The solution (H.16) is then evaluated at an imaginary argument, which gives Bessel

functions (not modified)

s = AT T (|kle®). (H.17)

The timelike solution which is regular at z — 0 is given by one of these two Bessel
functions depending on the sign of the real part of v. In conclusion, timelike solutions
allow any eigenvalue v € C.

e We now turn to complex k?, with |Arg(k?)| < m which are necessarily unstable. For
example, k2 > 0 corresponds to a tachyonic mode. Since k? contains two square
roots, we take the k with a positive real part. The linear combination of (H.16)
solutions which is regular at the horizon z — +o00 is the Bessel K, :

w [m
Vs = A Ky (ke )Z_j_oo T exp {—ke"}. (H.18)

As one could already observe from (H.1), the radial coordinate of AdS is not time but z.
Furthermore, the eigenproblem (5.42) defines a momentum v which is dual to z in AdS.
In dS, the value of v was fixing the characteristic time of the instability. In AdS, however,
the boundary does not correspond to infinite time. In order to address stability in AdS,
we turn to a viewpoint similar to the BF bound analysis [93]. The stability condition is
following: For a given v € C, AdS is unstable if there exist a regular solution 1, with
Re(k) # 0.

To address the stability of a given v, we then need to look if there is a s solution
(H.18) which is regular at w — —oo, since (H.18) is already exponentially decreasing at
w — +00.

o If Re(v) > 0, the leading behavior is then

™ 2VkVem"
K, (ke") ~ . H.1
(ke®) w——oo 2sin(nv) I'(1 —v) e (H.19)

- 121 —



o If Re(v) <0

T 27VE e
K, (ke") ~ . H.2
(ke )w—>—oo 2sin(nv) I'(1 4+ v) e (H.20)

o If Re(v) =0, or v =iu for p € R, the solution is a combination of plane waves:

balke®) = zllu [(’;) R e <’;>M (1 — w)eww] o (H21)

We therefore find plane-wave normalizable vs(w) for imaginary v and spacelike (k% >
0) modes. We conclude that v = iu allows for a regular solution with non-zero Re(k).
These modes are unstable eigenvalues of the operator D[v] defined for AdS slicing in (H.4).

To conclude, the only possibility for a spacelike k? > 0 mode to be regular both at the
AdS boundary w — —oo and the horizon w — +o00 is to have Re(r) = 0. It agrees with
the usual BF bound v? < 0 [93] in the limit where v? is real. Indeed, the usual BF bound
analysis was done for real mass squared, which is the eigenvalue of the scalar Laplacian. By
looking at the equation for ;; (H.12c), we can observe that the mass squared is identified

2 _ (d-1)?
to v° — —

I. Asymptotic behaviour of Legendre functions

This appendix is devoted to the asymptotic behaviour of associated Legendre functions of
argument x €| — 1, 1], which enter into the solution of tensor modes in the bulk with AdSs
slicing. This appendix allows us to relate boundary conditions (see 5.3.1 and 5.3.2) to the
value of constants of integrations Aq, Az in (5.45).

In the AdS-slicing case (5.3), the bulk equation of motion for tensor perturbations
(5.40) can be written as a Legendre function for the holographic coordinate w (5.43). Its
solutions are given by the linear combination

F(u,v) = (coshu) ™2 </\1P371/2(tanh u) + Angil/z(tanh u)) : (I.1)
In the single-boundary case 5.3.1, it is easy to fix the integration constants of (I.1) because
Legendre functions are defined as hypergeometric series in tanh v and Ay (coshu) 2P? | /2(tanh w)
is the only solution which vanishes at u — +o00. Therefore, imposing F'(u,v) — 0 at

u — 400 sets Ag = 0 and one can obtain the expansion of the remaining solution using the
usual expression for associated Legendre functions in terms of hypergeometric series :

%
1 1422 1—-=x
Ph(x) = F |- 11— py —— —1,1]. 1.2
V(x) F(l—,u)(l—:n) 21<V5V+7 K 92 >>'T€[ 7] ( )
The formula (I1.2) is applied to (I.1) for
x = tanhu. (1.3)
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The formula (I.2) is convenient for an expansion close to x — 1 using the definition of the
hypergeometric series (from now we use the short notation F' =, F} )

o (@) (b)n 2"

F(a,b;c;x) = Z o, (1.4)
n=0 n ’
where
(a)p =ala+1)...(a+n—1). (I.5)

Using (1.2) into (I.2) gives

(1= 22)P2  (x) =2 (1 - ”””)2 <y2 - j) <,,2 - i) Lo -2, (16)

Therefore, the only contribution to F'(z = 1) comes from Ql%_l /2 which is fixed to zero

by the boundary condition (5.46). However, for other boundary conditions, we may need
to expand (I.1) close to x = —1. The hypergeometric transformation adapted to the limit
p — 2. This transformation is given on page 49 of [94], or (15.3.12) of Abramowitz and
Stegun - Hypergeometric functions. We reproduce it here for consistency :

()T (a+b—p) = (@—wWald—Wn 0 nm
TaT® 2 g, Y

F(a,bja+b—py) =

()T +b— i) X (@a(b)n
FW—NW@—M)E%MW+N)

—p(n+1) =P +p+1)+d(a+n) + (b +n)], (L.7)

(1= )" [log(1 )

valid for |1 —y| < 1 and |Arg(1 — y)| < . This is the case because we take

1—=z
= 1.8
y 5 (1.8)

Therefore, the small parameter of our expansion at u — —oo is going to be

1
1—y= ;xqau. (.9)
Applying (I.7) to
1
a = 5 — U, (110)
1

we obtain
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X [log<1;$> —§+H<V—;) —i—?—[(—u—;)] }+O((1+x)3) (I1.12)

We now compute the expansions of Qﬁ 4 /2(30) near the two boundaries. The first one can
be obtained using the formula from page 170 of [94]

2
Py (=) = cos(m(v + p)) P}/ (z) — —sin(n(v + 1))@y (2), (L.13)
valid for 0 < z < 1. Isolate Q) (x) and take pu = 2:

Qd_1 () = [sin(rv) P2y (@) = P2y ()| (114)

 2cos(mv)

The expansion in powers of (1 —z) for the second term is simply given by (I.12) evaluated
at —z. The first term is (1.6). The result is

(1= 2?)Q2 () = —2{1+ (VQ- j) (1;”) -1 (1;90)2 ( - Z) (V2_ i)

X [wtan(m/) + log (T) - g +H <1/ - ;) +H <—1/ - ;)] } +0 ((1—2)*). (115)

The last expansion we need is Qi_l /2(33) close to x = —1. This can be obtained using
another formula from page 170 of [94]:
Qy(—z) = —cos(m(v + p))Qy(z) — g sin(m(v + p)) B} (x) (1.16)

valid for 0 < z < 1. Therefore, for —1 < x < 0, we can use
Qy(x) = —cos(m(v + p))Qy(—x) — g sin(m (v + ) P} (—x) (L17)

where the first term expansion is given by (I.15) evaluated at —x and the second term is
given by (1.6) evaluated at —x too. The result is given by

(1-— m2)QZ_1/2(:c) = 2sin(nv) {1 + <,,2 - Z) (1 J; m) _

% <1 ; $>2 <u2 — i) <y2 — i) |:7[' tan(rv) — 7 cot(mv)+

log<1;x> —2+’H(u—;> +H<—V—;>]}+O((l+x)3). (1.18)

Finally, the two different expansions for F'(z) are given by

1—2\2

2 Y .
2)\2{1 (V 4)( 2 ) 2

- 124 -



X [ﬂ'tan(wu)—klog(l;x) —%—H’-L <u—;> +H (—u—;ﬂ}JrO((l—x)?’) (I1.19)
P(z) = <4A1‘;OSW —2)\2sin7w> {1+ <,,2 - i) (1;:”) -
(5 (D) () (5] Sl en(- )

+C;TS>\;V (1;”5>2 (1/2 - Z) (1/2 — i) +0((1-2)*) (1.20)

The limits of F(z) on both direction are

2\ when u — +o00
Fu) — I.21
(u) { % COS(T(‘I/) — 29 sin(ﬂ‘l/) when u — —00 ( )

In order to read out the vacuum expectation value term h¥ from the Fefferman-Graham
expansion (3.13), we first take the coordinate transformation (I.3) to obtain

1+
Tx = (] — e*2u) 4 O(eF), (L.22)
And the Fefferman-Graham coordinate p* is related to u by
I\ 2
et = <2X> P (1.23)

In terms of u, the expansions of I’ near each boundary is then given by

Flu) = 2\ (V2 — i) <u2 ~ i) +
2 {1 + (:ﬂ - Z) e U <1/2 — i) [1+
5 (,,2 - i) <7rtan(7r1/) N <1/ - ;) Y <—u - ;)ﬂ } (1.24)

Flu) = <4A1 cos(m) — 2 sin(m)> {1 + (,,2 _ Z) 2

et <1/2—i> {1+; (zﬂ—i) <2u—§—|—7—[<u—;> +’H<—1/—;>>}}+
Ao cos(mv)ett <y2 — i) <u2 — i) (1.25)

Replacing in (1.24, 1.25) the integration constants A\; and A2 by boundary conditions
(5.46) gives the result (5.49). In the case of symmetric boundary conditions (5.55), the
bulk radial solution is given by

9 9
Fym(u) = 1+ eT <V2 - 4> — eFhu (V2 - 4> [1+

L E e T )|

From this solution, one can then identify equations (5.41) with (3.13) to obtain all the
terms in (5.51).
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J. Quadratic action for tensor modes

In this appendix, we obtain the quadratic terms of the boundary action (2.1) for tensor
perturbations. The scalar case is subtle and we discuss it separately in the next appendix.
We start from the action (2.38):

aG o
167TG/\/ {R 2A+—R2+46G (R Rw—3R2>} (J.1)

Doing an expansion in the metric with respect to a spin-2 TT perturbation h((ucz as

S[Q(O)] = SCFT 9

989 = oo + €hY), (J.2)

where € is a book-keeping parameter. A Taylor expansion of the action (J.1) in € is written
as

Sloo) = SI0) + SV + S5V + 0. (1.3

The linear order SM) is already given by the generalized Einstein tensor computed in (4.6).
This has to be evaluated on the background metric (., and the general metric perturbation
is specialized to the TT mode h(?), so §g(0w = (0«7 We recall here the definition (4.5)
of the generalized Einstein tensor:

Slo) =~ / SO B, [g®). (7.4)

Taking the second derivative of the action (J.1) is equivalent to taking the first derivative
of E[g(?)] with respect to e. We give some useful linearization formulae in the following.
First, we rewrite the generalized Einstein tensor where we replace A by its expression (2.57)
which comes from the trace of the background Einstein equation (4.6). The result is

Boo = Guo +87G(IH, + B H —(T,,)7), (J.5)
where R
and
T _ 1= .
<Tw0> - <Twcr> - ZCwo <T,$> . (J?)

The linearization of each term in (J.5) is given by

- V2 R

Y A PO

651G ( o+ 12) 10 (J.8)
2
@ _ B (VE RN, '

o e = 507 ( 3 " 12) e (J:9)

2

(8 _8 12 Ry i _ B o

o Hug = 350 (2 Moo = 3 Bhao + 5 e 2 L4 (J.10)
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where fzag is defined in (3.13). And the linearization of the CFT stress tensor depends on
the background choice (flat, dS or AdS). Since 9, (T,) is only given for a single Laplacian
mode, we first need to specify the background geometry and then decompose the action
(J.1) into a complete basis of Laplacian eigenvalues.

Therefore, the quadratic part of the action is

_ 1 - V2 R aGR h
(2) _ 4 (0)wo (0) wo T
SOl =163 /d x\ﬁh {(-2 + 12) (1 -5 ) W) — 4GB — 87G (To) }

(J.11)
Replacing the stress tensor by its expression in terms of the expansion 2™, we obtain

_ N2 - - N
SO = 5 [ dtay/h O {hY + (B + 1~ 21og(uL) ) ot

RI* (_, R 3 Ta 1 0
24<V ‘a) (azvm‘w‘4> W}' (7.12)

Flat space quadratic action The quadratic action given in (J.11) is applied to zero
curvature. It gives

v2
2

1

S ) = dzhOwe { G5

0
Moo~ T

- 7 o T
e hee — 871G, (Toue) } (J.13)

Since the last term is only known in momentum space (5.16), we first apply a usual Fourier
transform to the metric perturbation

4
L) _ / (;i ];4 efik‘zﬁg)gy
T

(J.14)

in order to write the quadratic action (J.13) as
1 d*k - k2 - 4GS > - \T
@ = — (Owo( 2 ROy - 22 _ T
SO = —1—= / R { S h k) = i huo (k) = 837G, (T ) (k)}
(J.15)
Using (5.16) and the fact that the trace anomaly is zero on a flat background, we obtain
the result

ik - -
@y = (O)wo () 7,(0)
SO = [ b (k) s (1), (1.16)
where
_ NZ 2r k2 [1 9 oy 2

Frar(k) = @k’ {_GN2 + 5 [2 — 2vg — log (GN k ) — /Beﬁ‘:| } (J.17)

If we add a source to the action (J.16) as

d*k - = -
(2) = O)wo(_ (0) _

ST = / Gy (R (RO () Faaa (k) = Juo () } (7.18)

then the classical solution which cancels the functional derivative of the quadratic action
(J.18) with respect to (97 can be written as

BO)(z) = / B2 ()G — 2), (J.19)
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where

B d4k efik.a:
G(z) = / B (J.20)

Curved space-time quadratic action The spin-2 perturbation is decomposed into a
basis of tensor (transverse-traceless) eigenmodes 6, (x) as

hO) () = / V8o (v, 2)R(0). (7.21)
where R R
2 _ _ 2 _ g
(V=)o = —15 (u 1) Owo (J.22)

where eigenvectors 6, of different eigenvalues are orthogonal, and normalized such that

/ A0\ [0 (0, 0)0u (1) = 0 (11— ). (7.23)

This orthogonality relation allows us to write
[ v won @) = [ dud (- v) i) = ) (1.24)

which tells that £ is the scalar product between the eigenvector and h(g)g. In momentum
space (J.21), h* can be written explicetly in terms of h(®) if we specialize to a specific
boundary geometry.

e For AdS with single-sided boundary conditions, we use (5.51b) to replace h(*) and
write the action (J.12) only in terms of h("). Using the orthogonality (J.23), we

obtain
SAg) = / dvh(v)*F(y(v), (J.25)
where )
Foy= 2;::2 (u2 - Z) Qu(v) (J.26)
and
Q) =1+ 35 (g o) = 502 = 1/ [
+log (GNQXQ)—;+H<—;—Z/> +’H<—;—|—y>]. (J.27)

e For de Sitter, we replace h(¥) using (5.35b) into (J.12). The result is

N2H4 9
Fas(v) = < 2

7\ 4> Qas(v), Re(v) > 0. (7.28)

where

_ 2m - 1/, 1 2772 1 3
st(V)Zl_(?]\f?fI?+2a_2<y —4) [log(GN H)—§+2H(V—1/2)+5eﬁ ;

Re(v) > 0, (3.29)
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K. Dynamics of scalar modes

As we have shown in section 4, the trace of the linearized Einstein equation results in
(4.10), which is of fourth order in derivatives and therefore propagates two scalar modes.
However, that equation is not the whole story because 1 also gets constrained from off-
diagonal components of Einstein equation (2.6). To obtain the full set of equations, we
need to know how go(jlo} depends on 1 to linear order.

Since 1 does not propagate in the bulk, one way to proceed is to perform a diffeo-
morphism in the bulk as shown in [98, 82]. This is will give the full set of equations of
motion for 7. In order to obtain constraints on the variation of go(j? under a conformal
transformation v, we solve order by order in the Fefferman-Graham expansion, a particular
class of bulk diffeomorphisms which evaluate at ¢ on the boundary p = e. In [98], such a

diffeomorphism is defined as

27 =2 +a°.

{ p=pe V@ ~ p(1 —y(z)), (K.1)

Under p — p and 2% — 7, the slice metric transforms as

9uo (T, P) = Guo (T, p) + Yuo (T, p), (K.2)

where ¢, (x, p) is given by
VYo = V(1 — pdp)gue + QV?wag). (K.3)

The covariant derivative V¥ is the one compatible with g, (z, p). The bulk diffeomorphism
Ywo(z, p) admits the Fefferman-Graham expansion

Yuo(z,p) = g’ + o) + p* Y + p? log pihus + O(p%), (K.4)

where we have already used the leading order O(p") of (K.3), which gives wgg?. One
can already observe that ¢ in (K.1) is indeed the same scalar variation as in (4.4) because
requiring that (K.1) preserves the tensorial structure of the Fefferman-Graham metric (such
that cross-terms dz“dp vanish), one can relate the near-boundary expansion of a? with the
one of g, [98]. The two first terms are enough in our case, they read

2

2
W () = PO (w) — P g0 () + O(°), (K.5)

(0)

where indices are now raised and lowered using the boundary metric gop. Inserting (K.5)
into (K.3) then leads to the result

wwa = wggg (KG)
2
V) = 2Vt (K1)

Pi) = —(gly) +gw)+— Vg2 — Vi g5} + 200V (K8)
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Q;wa - _wgwa (Kg)

One can check the above formulae for gﬁ?, gﬁ?} and §,, starting with the solutions (B.6)

and (B.7) and linearize them with . However, the variation (K.8) can only be obtained
from the bulk diffeomorphism (K.5). Substituting all of these variation formulae into the
CFT stress-tensor we obtain that it transforms under (K.1) as

(Tuo) [(1+9)g O] ~(Tuo) [90] = —v <TW>—47Z2L4 {wgw - 2 0V 02) — Vi { g0 |
+29%) Voy 00| +2(g@ 9 @)y — %gggTr [ (2 )wm} n 29( )Ty [9(2)} Tr [Qb(z)}
5 (v o] + 2me [0 | (K.10)

We now restrict to a variation around (A)dS background with constant R. The back-
ground values of gLEJQa)' and ggf.) are then given by table (2.53). The stress-tensor variation
(K.10) then evaluates to the much simpler expression given by

. N?R

(Two) [(1 + w)a — (Two) [C] = -9 <Twa> T 192% 2( Cwa ), (K.11)

where now, all geometrical quantities such as R and V,, are built with the background
metric (,,. The first term corresponds to the classical scaling law for the stress tensor
under a Weyl transformation. However, the second term of (K.11) brings a correction
coming from the conformal anomaly of the quantum vacuum expectation value (T,,,). We
now have all the ingredients to linearize the Einstein equation (2.6) under a conformal
transformation ). One can use the conformal variation of the Ricci tensor

Rsol (1))~ RolQ) = —5 (GurD +29,05) ¥ (K.12)

Using (K.11) and linearizing all other terms with (K.12), we obtain the following equation

{C_WUD - vwao' + Aéwo' + % <f + D> 5&)0‘ - vwaa' O
GN’R _
- 2 [ chr (Cwalj - Vwaa)] } ¢ =0. (K.13)

Inserting the value of A (2.57) allows us to write (K.13) in a simple, factorized form given

by
R\ - Ga GN’R
{(D+4> Cwa—vwaa} [1+4 sy } Y =0. (K.14)

Taking the trace of (K.14) gives back equation (4.10). The factor in curly braces is respon-

sible for the solution we are now trying to discard.
The squared brackets in (K.14) are absorbed into an auxiliary field ¥ defined by

Gay GNzR} b (K.15)

U=|14—0-—
[+4 247
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As we show in the next subsection, ¥ is non-propagating and it can be consistently
set to zero in the absence of sources. This does not occur in the case of conformal matter
considered here. As a consequence, the equation of motion for the physical ¢ is

4 247

Guo GN?R
bl

1+ =0 (K.16)

K.1 Constrained scalar mode

This subsection is devoted to showing that the only propagating mode for v is the solution
to the equation ¥ = 0 as it is defined in (K.15). First, we observe that imposing flat space
(R =0) in (K.14) reduces to the case studied in [8]. More precisely, our equation (K.14)
for R = 0 is their equation (8) for K3 = 1g5-. We are going to follow their arguments and
generalize them to space-time with non-zero curvature.

In flat space, equation (K.14) reduces to

(ana - &uaa)qj - 07 (K.l?)
where
W =1+ %Dw (K.18)

If there is an additional matter content with stress-tensor 6., then (K.17) becomes:
(DN — 0w0y)V = 8TG6yb,0, (K.19)

where ,, means the linearization operator with respect to the conformal scalar 1, as in the
left-hand-side of (K.11). The scalar ¥ does not propagate because it is constrained by the
“00” and “0¢” components of Einstein’s equation as we now show. The “00” component of
this equation is given by

—5119,0, = 87Gybo. (K.20)

Thus, ¥ solves a static equation, similar to an electric potential in classical E&M. If we
demand that ¥ vanishes as |Z| — oo, then W is completely fixed by equation (K.20).

To see even more explicitly that ¥ is non-propagating, it is enough to look at the
solutions in the absence of sources: from the i # j and 0i components of (K.17) we obtain:

0;0;¥ = 0, 000;¥ =0 (K.21)
which implies that ¥ is the sum of separate linear functions of the spatial coordinates
with time-independent coefficients, plus an arbitrary function of time only. Demanding

that U vanishes at spatial infinity forces us to set all the coefficients to zero, showing that
W = 0 is the only physical solution.
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In de Sitter, WV defined in (K.15) is solution to the equation (K.14) rewritten as

{ (u + f) Coo — vwaa} U =0. (K.22)

As in the flat space-time case, we show that W solves a static equation and can be
consistently set to zero. If there was an additional matter content with a stress-tensor ¢,,,,
the linearized Einstein equation for ¢ would read

R
{ <D + 4> Cuo — Vwag} U = 87TG(5¢90JU. (K23)
The “00” component of this equation written in Poincaré coordinates is given by
{=0? =3 (77100 + 77%) } ¥ = 87 G000 (K.24)

We see that the second order time derivative is absent and we are left with a non-
propagating equation. We now set the source to zero on the right hand side. In this
case, the two terms of the previous equation must separately vanish, as one can see using
the w = 0,0 = i components of (K.22):

Qo +71)9W =0, (K.25)

The most general solution is
U= f(r)+ 7 Az). (K.26)

Inserting the above expression in (K.24) (with the right hand side set to zero) gives the
two equations

—V24A =0, (Do+7Hf=0. (K.27)

The equation for f is solved by f = cnst/7, so that we can include this as a constant term
in A and just write U as

wo A g2y (K.28)

T

Finally, inserting this result in the w = i,0 = j component of (K.22), we obtain
8;0;A =0, (K.29)
which is solved by A = a + b'z;. Therefore, the most general solution of (K.22) is
U =7"Y(a+ bx;). (K.30)
Demanding that field configurations vanish at spatial infinity, we arrive at the same

conclusion as in flat space, that W is constraint to vanish.

2

By a similar computation as in dS, where 72 is replaced by —z2, the conclusion that

U is constrained to vanish for AdS.
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L. Comparison with previous results for a dS boundary

In this appendix, we map our parameters (&, Beoft, GN 2R) and compare some of our results
to previous papers which have used a similar setup.

The first study of de Sitter stability with a non-perturbative CFT obtained holo-
graphically was done in [58]. This paper corresponds to the particular case where the
(renormalized) cosmological constant is zero. So the only contribution to the background
curvature comes from the CFT. We also compare our results to the more recent paper [74],
which also studies the stability of de Sitter with a holographic CFT. In their study, the R?
coefficient « is set to zero.

In our paper, stability conditions rely on the poles of the propagator of metric per-
turbations and on the residue of these poles. The variable of these propagators is the
eigenvalue 2 of the laplacian operator. Thus, we must compare our definition of v (and k
for flat space) to the ones of previous papers. First, the definition of [74] for v is the same
as ours (5.26). In addition, the radial part of the bulk equation of motion (5.27) coincides
with eq. (49) of [74]. Since one must choose the sign of Re(v) (see discussion below (5.29)),
their solution corresponds to taking Re(r) < 0, which is equivalent to C; = 0 in our case.
As discussed already in the paper, negative real parts of v are obtained by taking v — —v
in (5.37).

To compare with the second paper [58], we relate v to their eigenvalue labeled by p as

H?V?h) = (2= p(p+3))h). (L.1)
Comparing this equation with (5.26) leads to

p=*4v— g (L.2)

Similarly with the choice of Re(r) positive or negative, the normalizability of the bulk
solution depends on the choice of p in (L.2). In [58], they choose Re(p) > —3/2. Therefore,
one needs to use the replacement p = —v — 3/2 to retrieve the results of [74] which has
negative real parts for v and p = v — 3/2 to compare with our results for which v has
positive real parts.

We now compare the spin-2 equation of motions in these different papers. In [74], the
equation of motion is given by

9
(u2 - 4> Qo(v) =0, (L3)
where
8GN2H? 9 1 2F
where F must be related to our parameter 5. On the other hand, the inverse propagator
F(p) in eq. (3.82) of [58] is given by

41 R?

Gz (0% +3p+6) + 28up(p + 1)(p + 2)(p + 3) — danp(p + 3), (L.5)

Fr(p,B) = ¥(p) +
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V(p)=plp+1)(p+2)(p+3)[p/2+5/2) +¥(p/2+2) — ¥(2) — (1))
+pt +2p° —B5p? — 10p— 6, (L.6)

where ay and Sy must be related to the parameters o and 8 from our setup (2.4), (2.5).
Using (L.2), we obtain an algebraic relation between Q¢ (v) and F(p) given by

7 — GN2H?
Fy(p) = WQC(V)’ (L.7)
if the parameters of [58] and [74] are related by

an =0, (L.8)
GN?H? = 4, (L.9)

H 3
1 — | = —. L.10
og (E) Pr+ 7 (L.10)

First, (L.8) is due to the absence of a R? term in the boundary action of [74]. This addi-
tional term is proportional to ay in [58]. Second, (L.9) is explained by the absence of a
cosmological constant in the Einstein-Hilbert action of [58], which fixes the dimensionless
curvature GN?H? to 47 since the CFT is the only contribution to the background curva-
ture. This is equivalent to setting A = 0 in (2.57), leading to (1..9). Before, we compare
our results with these two previous papers. In our case, the curvature is not fixed (as in
[74]), and the coefficient of the R? term is also arbitrary (as in [58]).

We now compare our inverse propagator Fqs(v) (5.39) with Fg(p) (L.7), which obey
the algebraic relation

—2Fas(v) = Fu(p), (L.11)
valid under the following conditions
&= ag, (L.12)
GN?H? = 4x, (L.13)
~ 1
Bet = 5 + 20 — log(167). (L.14)

Our results agree with [58] if we set the curvature as in (L.13). Their analysis is similar
to the one done in the discussion of Figure 27, which corresponds to the special case where
the massless spin-2 pole is a ghost. Our results also agree with [74] for a« = 0. For instance,
their final result is the obtention of (8.19) for a = 0, which tells the value of g from which
the spin-2 sector is non-tachyonic. However, they do not discuss the presence of ghosts and
whether their tachyon is above or below the species cutoff.

M. Snapshots for the spin-2 propagator

In this appendix, we provide snapshots for the poles of the tensor propagator in the v € C
plane, for a wide range of parameters (&, Ber, GN2R).

M.1 Minkowski
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Figure 25: These snapshots show the poles of the spin-2 propagator in Minkowski space-time, for
selected values of the parameter Beff- The poles correspond to zeros of the real (blue curve) and
imaginary (orange curve) parts of Faa:(k) (5.21).and are denoted by coloured dots. A green dot
indicates a negative residue (ghost-free), while a red dot corresponds to a positive residue (ghost). A
purple dot is for complex residue (also a ghost). As Befj‘ is increased going from upper left to lower
right, two tachyons located on the real axis for negative merge in snapshot (c) to form a second order
pole. The merging happens at Begy = B:}jfrge (7.8). For Beg > ngfrge there is a complex conjugate

pair, which moves to the origin for large and positive Beg.

M.2 de Sitter

In the main text, we have given two examples of parameters (&, GN2H?) for which we find
numerically the poles of the tensor propagator in de Sitter space-time in Figure 26 (small
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curvature, zero &) and in Figure 27 (generic curvature, negative &). These two examples
give different behaviours when Beff is varied. One could question if these two examples are
paradigmatic or if another choice of (&, GN?H?) would lead to different results. In the
following table, we give the links to snapshots for 9 different regimes.

GN2H?
- <<1 ~T >>1
[0
—a>>1 Fig. 28 Fig. 29 Fig. 30
lal <1 Fig. 26 Fig. 35, Fig. 36 Fig. 37, Fig. 38
a>>1 Fig. 34, Fig. 33 Fig. 32 Fig. 31

a (8.7) is either positive if “Fig” is written in green, or negative if it is written in
red. |Blue boxes correspond to regimes where the sign of ¢ must be determined by the
inequality (8.12) :

1
a<0 &= ——0 _ <a+-= (M.1)

The conclusion is that a given point in the (&, GN2H?) plane corresponds either to
the behaviour of

e Type A: Figure 26, where two tachyons merge on the real axis and form a pair of
complex conjugate poles when B is increased.

e Type B: Figure 27, where all the poles are real valued v? for any value of Beft (no
complex pole).

In general, for a given point in the (&, GN?H?) plane, a positive a is type A and a
negative a is type B as predicted by the large-|v| approximation (8.5). However, this is not
necessarily true for large GN?H? and a close to zero, where the large-|v| analysis breaks

down.
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Figure 26: Zeros of the real (blue curve) and imaginary (orange curve) parts of the de Sitter tensor
propagator Fus(v) (5.36) for different values of Beff; and o = 0, GN?H? = 0.01. Solutions are
therefore given by the intersection of blue and orange lines. Small values of Beﬁ; have two tachyons
on the real axis. They merge in snapshot (c¢) where Beﬂ is given by (8.11). This merging forms a
double zero because the first derivative of Fgqs vanishes. The instability crosses the green stability
line Re(v) = 3/2 at another critical value of Beg (8.19).
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Figure 27: Zeros of the real (blue curve) and imaginary (orange curve) parts of the inverse spin-2
propagator of de Sitter ]-'d_sl(y) (5.36) for different values of Beﬁ) with fized & = 10 and GN?H? =
/4. Solutions are therefore given by the intersection of blue and orange lines. The tachyon, which
was outside the window, arrives from snapshot (e) and merges at the critical value (8.14) in snapshot
(g9). Increasing Beﬁ to large and positive values makes the ghost pole converge at v =1/2.
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Figure 28: de Sitter, @ = —1000, GN2H? = 0.01.
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Figure 29: dS, & = —1000, GN2?H? = 2r.
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Figure 33: dS, @ = 1000, GN2H? = 0.01.
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Figure 34: dS, & = 100, GN2H? = 0.001.
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Figure 35: dS, a = —1, GN2H? = 2r.
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Figure 37: dS, & = —1, GN2H? = 1000.
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Figure 38: dS, & =0, GN2H? = 1000.
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M.3 Anti-de Sitter

As we did for dS in the previous subsection, we provide snapshots for some examples of
parameters (&, GN2H?) while varying fe. They are summarized in the following table.

) GN*x* <<1 ~ >> 1

(0%
—a>>1 Fig. 47, Fig. 46 Fig. 45 Fig. 44
G < 2 Fio. 39 Fig. 48, Fig. 49 | Fig. 50, Fig. 51
a>>1 Fio. 41 Fio. 42 Fig. 44

a (9.6) is either positive if “Fig” is written in green, or negative if it is written in
red. Blue boxes correspond to regimes where the sign of @ must be determined by the
inequality (9.8) :

T 1
1< &= ——=<—|a+= M.2
GN2x? < 2) (-2

The conclusion is that a given point in the (&, GN?x?) plane corresponds either to the
behaviour of

e Type A: Figure 39, where two tachyons merge on the imaginary axis and form a
pair of complex conjugate poles when [Beg is increased.

e Type B: Figure 40, where all the poles are real valued v? for any value of Beff (no

complex pole).
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Figure 39: Zeros of the real (blue curve) and imaginary (orange curve) parts of the AdS spin-2
inverse correlator ]-"(__)1 (v) (5.52) for o = 0, GN?x? = 0.01. Each panel is obtained for a different

value of Beﬁ' The colour of a pole represents the sign of its residue. Green is for positive, red
for negative and purple for complex residue. Two tachyons on the imaginary axis merge around
the value of /S’eﬁ given in equation (9.7), shown in snapshot (c¢). This merging is a second-order
pole because Flg vanishes. The two complex conjugate poles move to the complex plane as Beﬁ 18
increased. Two poles in (g) merge in snapshot (h), where they form a massless second-order pole.
Higher values of Beg (i) have a massless ghost and a v = 1/2 stable pole.
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Figure 40: Zeros of the real (blue curve) and imaginary (orange curve) parts of the AdS spin-2
inverse correlator .F(_)l(u) (5.36) for different values of Begy, with fived = —10 and GN?x? = 7 /4.
The colour of a pole represents the sign of its residue. Green is for positive, red for negative and
purple for complex residue From negative values of Beﬁ; up to some critical value in snapshot (g),
there is one tachyon which cannot be seen in snapshot (a) because it is outside the window and
moves towards the origin. Snapshot (g) shows the transition from tachyonic instability to tachyonic
stability, where the origin is a double pole.
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Figure 41: AdS, & = 1000, GN2x2 = 0.01.
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Figure 47: AdS, & = —100, GN?x? = 0.001.
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