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Abstract

It is generally believed that in spatial dimension d > 1 the leading contribution to the entangle-
ment entropy S = —trpalog pa scales as the area of the boundary of subsystem A. The coefficient
of this “area law” is non-universal. However, in the neighbourhood of a quantum critical point S
is believed to possess subleading universal corrections. In the present work, we study the entan-
glement entropy in the quantum O(NN) model in 1 < d < 3. We use an expansion in € = 3 — d to
evaluate (7) the universal geometric correction to S for an infinite cylinder divided along a circular
boundary; (7) the universal correction to S due to a finite correlation length. Both corrections are
different at the Wilson-Fisher and Gaussian fixed points, and the € — 0 limit of the Wilson-Fisher
fixed point is distinct from the Gaussian fixed point. In addition, we compute the correlation length
correction to the Renyi entropy S,, = ﬁ logtrp'y in € and large-N expansions. For N — oo, this
correction generally scales as N2 rather than the naively expected N. Moreover, the Renyi entropy

has a phase transition as a function of n for d close to 3.
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I. INTRODUCTION

One of the most fascinating and counterintuitive properties of a quantum system is the
entanglement of its many-body wave-function. In recent years, there has been a lot of interest
in using entanglement as a theoretical probe of ground state correlations. It is hoped that
this viewpoint will be particularly fruitful in studying quantum critical points, which realize
some of the most non-classical, entangled states of matter.

A useful measure of entanglement is given by the entanglement entropy S, also known as
von-Neumann entropy. To compute S, we divide the system into two parts, A and B, and
determine the reduced density matrix ps = trpp, where p is the full density matrix of the
system. Then, the entanglement entropy,

SA: —trApAlogpA (1.1)

If the system is in a pure state, then the entanglement entropy is “mutual”, i.e. S4 = Sp.

One may ask how does the entanglement entropy behave near a quantum critical point.
This question has been addressed completely for one-dimensional critical points with dy-
namical critical exponent z = 1. Such critical points are described by 1 + 1 dimensional
conformal field theories (CFT’s). In these systems if A is chosen to be a segment of length
[ and B - its complement in the real line, the entanglement entropy is given by,!?

S = glogl/a (1.2)

where a is the short-distance cut-off and the constant ¢, known as the central charge, is
a fundamental property of the CFT. Moreover, if the system is perturbed away from the
critical point, the entanglement entropy becomes,

S = Ag log €/a (1.3)

where ¢ is the correlation length and A is the number of boundary points of the region A.
Here it is assumed that A and B are composed of intervals whose length is much larger than
&.

The study of entanglement entropy at quantum critical points in dimension d > 1 has
received much less attention. The leading contribution to S is believed to satisfy the “area

» 3
law”,

A
S=C ) (1.4)
where A is the length/area of the boundary between the regions A and B. Physically, the
area law implies that the entanglement in d > 1 is local to the boundary even at the critical
point. The coefficient C' entering the area law is sensitive to the short distance cut-off,
and is, therefore, non-universal. So, in contrast to the one-dimensional case, the leading
term (1.4) in the entanglement entropy in higher dimensions cannot be used to characterize
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FIG. 1: The cylindrical geometry considered in calculation of finite size correction to the entangle-
ment entropy.

various critical points.
However, one may subtract the leading non-universal area-law contribution to the entan-
glement entropy and consider,

AS=5-C % (1.5)
At least for Lorentz-invariant theories that we study here, it is generally believed that
if d = 2 and the boundary between the regions A and B is closed and smooth, AS is
universal. (Additional logarithmic divergences are believed to occur when the boundary
contains corners/endpoints.*®) In particular, precisely at the critical point, AS is just a
geometric constant. Moreover, AS is expected to remain universal when the theory is
perturbed away from the critical point by a finite correlation length &.

We note that the above considerations have only been verified by explicit field theoretic
calculations in free theories. These assertions were also confirmed in strongly coupled su-
persymmetric gauge theories using the AdS/CFT correspondence.®” Recently, Hsu et al.®
found universal corrections for a special class of quantum critical points in d = 2 which are
described by dimensional reduction to a classical d = 2 field theory. However, such criti-
cal points are non-generic, and unstable? in physical situations to quantum critical points
described by interacting field theories in 3 space-time dimensions.

In the present work, we compute the geometric and correlation length corrections to
the entanglement entropy in the simplest generic interacting CFT in d = 2 dimensions -
the O(N) model. We verify that these corrections are, indeed, universal. We perform our
calculations using expansions in ¢ = 3 — d and 1/N. Note that the universality of AS
formally extends to the range 2 < D < 4, where D = d + 1 is the space-time dimension.!

In the rest of this paper we consider the following geometry. We take two semi-infinite
regions A and B with a straight boundary at x = 0. The boundary extends along the
remaining d — 1 spatial directions, each taken to have a length L. For technical reasons, we
impose anti-periodic boundary conditions along each of these directions. We also consider
more general boundary conditions with a twist by an arbitrary phase ¢ in a theory of N/2
complex scalar fields. So in the physical case d = 2, our space is an infinite cylinder divided
into regions A and B along a circle of length L, see Fig. 1. In this geometry the entanglement

I'In D =4, S develops new singularities associated with the extrinsic curvature of the boundary.”



entropy at the critical point is given by,

Ld—l

S=C

+ (1.6)

ad—1

We explicitly compute the universal geometric constant v. To leading order in 4—¢ expansion

we obtain,
N 141 2
v = _6(N74€—8) <log ‘Ql(QP(T;Z), Z)’ — f—ﬂ — log n(z)) , D =4—e, Wilson-Fisher fixed point

(1.7)
Here 6; and 7 are Jacobi elliptic and Dedekind-eta functions. The sign of v depends on the
value of ¢: it is negative for ¢ = 7 (anti-periodic boundary conditions) and positive for
¢ — 0. Note that eq. (1.7) is only valid for ¢ > €'/2. For zero twist (periodic boundary
conditions), we hypothesize that to leading order,

Ne

BV log e (1.8)

V=
The result (1.7) should be compared to the corresponding value at the Gaussian fixed point
in 4 — ¢ dimensions,

: 2
v = N (log ‘Ql(M,z’)‘ _F_ log 77(2)) , D =4—¢, Gaussian fixed point (1.9)
6 27 4

We see that || is parametrically smaller at the Wilson-Fisher fixed point than at the Gaus-
sian fixed point. Thus, entanglement entropy distinguishes these two fixed points already
at leading order in € expansion.

If we perturb the system away from the critical point, we can take the limit L — oo and
obtain the general scaling relation,

Ld—l Ld—l

praul g1

S=C (1.10)
where r is a universal coefficient that we compute. In general, one has to make a specific
choice for the definition of the correlation length . In the O(N) model there is a very

L where m is the gap to the first excitation. Note that in the present

natural choice, £ = m~™
work we only consider the phase of the O(/N) model with unbroken symmetry. The value of
r to leading order in 4 — e expansion is found to be,

N

T T D = 4 — ¢, Wilson-Fisher fixed point (1.11)

As with the finite size correction, r is parametrically smaller at the Wilson-Fisher fixed point



than at the Gaussian fixed point where,?

N
24me’

D = 4 — ¢, Gaussian fixed point (1.12)

T =

In addition to the entanglement entropy, we study the Renyi entropy,

Sy = 1 in log trap’y (1.13)
The Renyi entropy always naturally appears in field-theoretic calculations as it is related
to the partition function of the theory on an n-sheeted Riemann surface. One then obtains
the entanglement entropy by taking the limit, S = lim, 1 S,. At least for n close to 1,
the Renyi entropy is believed to possess the same universal properties as the entanglement
entropy. In particular, the finite size and correlation length corrections are given by,

Ld—l

Ld—l Ld—l
Sn = Cn qd—1 + 7, gd_l (115)

where the non-universal coefficient C), of the leading area law term, as well as the universal
coefficients ~,, r, are now n dependent. We compute r, in 4 — € and large-N expansions.
A careful renormalization group analysis demonstrates that r, is parametrically enhanced
in both of these limits. In particular, ,, ~ O(1) in the 4 — ¢ expansion. However, the
enhancement is most striking in the large-N expansion where we find r,, ~ O(N?). Such
scaling is in contrast with the result r, ~ O(N) that one would obtain at each order in 1/N
for fixed correlation length &, implying that the limits £ — oo and N — oo do not commute.
As far as we know, this is the first violation of naive large-N counting in the O(N) model.
A common feature of the two expansions is that the leading term of r, behaves as r,, ~ n—1
for n — 1 and does not contribute to the entanglement entropy S. Hence, r ~ O(N) in the
large N limit and r ~ O(1) in the 4 — € expansion.

Another unusual phenomenon that we find in 4 — € expansion is non-analytic dependence

of the coefficients ~,,, r, on n. In fact, v, and r, will have a discontinuity at n = n*, where n*

3 N42
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and 7, for n < n* and n > n* is, however, universal. Thus, we have two universal branches
for v, and r,. We note that eqs. (1.14) and (1.15) are understood in the limit L — oo,
& — o0o. However, there appears a new divergent length-scale in the problem as n — n*,

is generally non-universal and lies in the range, 1 < n* <1 €. The n-dependence of 7,

and the limits n — n* and L — oo, & = 0o do not commute. In particular, if we fix the size
of our regions L or the correlation length £, the n-dependence of the Renyi entropy S,, will
be completely analytic. Moreover, due to the emergence of a new length-scale as n — n*,
in the crossover region S, is not entirely universal. We stress that any non-analyticity and
non-universality only occurs away from the point n = 1. In particular, the entanglement
entropy S = lim,,_,; S, is well defined and universal.



The non-analytic behaviour discussed above is also found to occur in the large-N expan-
sion in dimensions 2.74 < d < 3. The limited range of d suggests that this phenomenon
might be absent in the O(/N) model in the physically relevant case d = 2. Nevertheless,
we expect that such non-trivial n dependence will occur quite generically at other quantum
critical points.

This paper is organized as follows. In section II, we remind the reader of the replica trick,
which relates the entanglement entropy to the partition function on an n-sheeted Riemann
surface. In section III, we show that the coefficient of the correlation length correction to
the Renyi entropy r, is parametrically enhanced in both expansions we consider. Sections
IV and V are respectively devoted to the evaluation of correlation length and finite size
corrections in 4 — e expansion. In section VI we compute the coefficient r,, in the large-N
expansion. Some concluding remarks are given in section VII.

II. THE REPLICA TRICK

We consider the O(N) model in D = d + 1 space-time dimensions. The action for the
N-component real scalar field ¢ is given by ,

S = /ddxdT (%(@gf))z + %(Z)z + %(b‘l) (2.1)

We divide our space into two regions A and B with the boundary being a d — 1 dimensional
plane at x = 0. We will denote the coordinates along the boundary directions by x,. The
Renyi entropy S, may be calculated as,

Sy = —nlog— (2.2)

from which we obtain the entanglement entropy,
S =lim S, (2.3)
n—1

Here Z,, is the partition function of the theory on an n-sheeted Riemann surface. This
Riemann surface lies in the x = (7,x) plane and has a conical singularity at (7,x) = (0,0).
The surface is invariant under translations along the x, directions. We may use the following
metric for our space-time,

ds® = dr* + r*d0* + da’, (2.4)

where 7, 6 are the polar coordinates in the (7,x) plane. Concentrating on this plane, we see
that the metric is exactly the same as for the usual Euclidean plane; the only modification
is that the angular variable # has a period 0 ~ 6 + 27n.



III. PARAMETRIC ENHANCEMENT OF CORRELATION LENGTH CORREC-
TION

In this section, we show that the coefficient r,, of the correlation length correction to the
Renyi entropy, eq. (1.15), is parametrically enhanced in both expansions that we consider.
Moreover, we demonstrate that r,, can to leading order be extracted from the properties of
the theory at the critical point.

We start with the O(N) model perturbed away from the critical point ¢ = ¢. by a finite
t=t—t.> 0 (we drop the tilde below). To compute r,, we need to find the dependence of
the partition function Z, on the mass gap m = £~!. Here we assume that the dimensions
of the boundary L > &, so that we can take the limit L — oco. It is useful to differentiate,

g Zn 1 Do (62(2)) — Dy (4 )
dt log Z{L 2 (/n—sheotsd x<¢ (x)>n n/l—sheotd I<¢ (I»l (31)

_ Ll / (@) - (@) (3.2)

2
where we have used the fact that the contribution to the integral from each of the sheets is
the same (from here on, all integrals over d?z| are understood to be over n-sheets). Now,
recalling, m ~ t”, we may convert the derivative with respect to ¢ into a derivative with

respect to m,
I P [ Eait@ @ - (@@ (3.3)

dm ~ Z7 2v

The expression t({¢?(x)), — (¢*(x));) is renormalization group invariant.? Thus, we may
write,

t({(@*(@))n — (¢°(@))1) = m" fu(mr) (3.4)

where f,, is a universal function. The function f, is expected to decay exponentially for
mr > 1, and the integral in (3.3) converges for r — oo. The short-distance asymptotic
of f, is controlled by the critical point. From the scaling dimension of the operator ¢*(z),
[0*(z)] = D — v™!, we conclude,

d,

where d,, is a universal constant. So the integral in (3.3) converges for  — 0, provided that
v > D —23 In the O(N) model in both expansions we consider, ™' = D — 2+ vy, where

2 Two subtractions (constant and linear in ¢), in addition to the multiplicative renormalization, are needed
to render the operator ¢ finite. However, these subtractions cancel among the two expectation values in
(3.3).

3 Otherwise, a UV divergence appears which adds a piece analytic in ¢ to the entanglement entropy, in

addition to the singular contributions discussed below.



the correction vy is given to leading order by,

6e

= Nye Pt (3.6)
1 8['(D) 32
"= NDF(Q — D/2)I(D/2 —1)2T(D/2)’ (D =3) = 32N’ N — o0 (3.7

In particular, v; > 0 and v~! asymptotically approaches D — 2 from above in both limits.
With these remarks in mind, we integrate eq. (3.3) with respect to m,

g Z2(1) —log Z2(t = 0) = —— i) [ dwug,a) (39

This is as far as we can proceed in general - to make further progress one needs the function
fn(u). However, we have already noted that due to the fact, v=* — D — 2, the integral in
(3.8) is very close to diverging in both expansions. Hence, to leading order in € or 1/N, this
integral is saturated at short distances,

o dy, dy,
/0 duwfy(u) — ST 0D=2 n (3.9)
and 7
zn < _ﬂ-_n d—1
log i d,(mL) (3.10)

where we’ve dropped the constant contribution at the critical point £ = 0. So, the universal
coefficient 7, of the correlation length correction, eq. (1.15), is given by,

™

Ty A —mdn (3.11)
Thus, to leading order the problem is reduced to evaluating the coefficient d,, in (3.5). Since
this coefficient is a short distance property, we may work directly at the critical point. Note
in particular that in the large N limit, d,, ~ O(N), so our result for log g—? scales as N2,
This is in contrast to the linear in N behaviour that one would obtain at any finite order in
the 1/N expansion for a fixed correlation length &.

It turns out that the leading term (3.11) behaves as r, ~ (n — 1) for n — 1 in both
expansions and does not contribute to the entanglement entropy, eq. (2.3). Thus, the
correlation length correction to the entanglement entropy has the expected scaling r ~ O(N).
To proceed systematically beyond the leading order one needs to use renormalization group
(RG) technology that will be developed explicitly in the context of 4 — e expansion in section
IVCI.



IV. 4 —-¢ EXPANSION: CORRELATION LENGTH CORRECTION

In this section we compute the correlation length correction to the entanglement entropy
in 4 — € expansion. Recall that for the interacting O(N) model, v; = v~ — (D — 2) ~ O(e)
in D = 4 — e dimensions, hence the argument in section III can be applied. This is also true
for the non-interacting (Gaussian) fixed point for D = 4 — ¢, where v; = ¢, allowing us to
compare the predictions of our method to the exact calculations of Ref. 2. We first consider
the Gaussian fixed point and then proceed to the Wilson-Fisher fixed point.

A. Gaussian theory

Consider the Gaussian theory,
1 2 oo
L=2(0,0)" + =0 (4.1)
2 2
where, t = m?. We need to compute the expectation value,

(0% (2))n — (6°(2))1 (4.2)

at the critical point, ¢ = 0. To leading order we may work in D = 4. The massless propagator
on an n-sheeted Riemann-surface in D = 4 is known to be,'

sinh(n/n)

n(r,r', 0 = 4.
Gy, 6,21) 8m2nrr! sinh n(cosh(n/n) — cos(6/n)) (43)
where s )
e+t +a]
COShT} = T (44)
Hence,
N 1
2 2 _
(@ = (s = ez (22— 1) (4.5)
So comparing to egs. (3.4), (3.5), we obtain,
N 1 . .
d, = el el Gaussian fixed point, D =4 —¢ (4.6)

We can now use eq. (3.11) to compute the coefficient r,, of the correlation length correc-
tion. As noted above for the Gaussian theory, v; = €, so

N 1
= — 1+ — 4.7
" 48Te ( * n) (4.7)




and for the entanglement entropy proper,

N
24me

(4.8)

r=limr, =—
n—1
This can be compared to the exact result of Ref. 2,

I'(332) 1
Tn = N24(47T)(D_2)/2 (1 + 5) (49)

Eq. (4.9) is in agreement with our result (4.7) to leading order in ¢, which is all that the
discussion in section III guarantees.

B. Interacting theory

We now proceed to consider the interacting O(N) model, eq. (2.1). We again need to
compute the expectation value (4.2). Naively, one would expect that at leading order in e,
one can work with the mean-field approximation, u = 0, recovering the result (4.6). Then,
one would simply substitute (4.6) into eq. (3.11) and use the appropriate v1, eq. (3.6), for
the Wilson-Fisher fixed point. However, such reasoning turns out to be too simple minded,
as it neglects “boundary perturbations.” Indeed, our conical singularity will generally induce
local perturbations at » = 0. Of these, the term with the lowest engineering dimension is,

Cc

08 = §/dD_2xl ®*(r=0,2,) (4.10)
In the absence of the conical singularity this perturbation is known to be irrelevant in the
O(N) model as the scaling dimension [¢] = v — 2 < 0.!'! However, as we will now show,
the presence of the conical singularity will modify the renormalization group flow of the
coefficient c.

R R

X X

FIG. 2: Leading correction to the propagator 6G1* due to the boundary perturbation. Here and
below, a cross denotes an interaction vertex of c.

The engineering dimension of the coupling constant c is zero in any space-time dimension
D. We wish to compute the S-function, f(c). Let us perform perturbation theory in u and
¢ for the two-point function (¢ (x)ds(x’)) = dupG(x,x’). It is sufficient to work in D = 4
dimensions to compute the leading terms in 3(c). We use a mixed momentum/position p,
x| representation. To first order in ¢ and zeroth order in u, we have the simple diagram in

10
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FIG. 3: Corrections to the propagator, a) 6G%' and b) §G>°. Here and below, a dot denotes an
interaction vertex of wu.

FIG. 4: Corrections to the propagator JG!.

Fig. 2.
(51’0g(.f1}'||,$1|,pj_> = _CGn<xH7 07pJ_>GTL(07 xippl) (411>

where the superscripts on ¢ indicate the order in ¢ and u. Notice that the bare propagator
Gn(x,2'), eq. (4.3), remains finite as its arguments approach the conical singularity. In fact,

(0, 2) = %Gl(x) (4.12)

Also, Gn(x”,xﬁ,p 1) is just the two dimensional massive propagator (—V3 + p?)~! on an
n-sheeted Riemann surface. In particular, Gy, (z,0,p1) = ~Ko(p.|z|) (which implies that
the relation (4.12) is actually correct in any dimension). Thus, the correction (4.11) is finite.

We next consider the Hartree-Fock (first order in u) correction to the propagator, Fig. 3

a),
8"'G (), ), pL) = —(N + Q)U/dZyu Gy, pL)Guly)s 2, 0L (Guly, y) — Gily, y))

(4.13)
We have already evaluated G, (y,y) — G1(y,y) ~ y—12, eq. (4.5). Thus, the integral (4.13) has
]

11



an ultraviolet divergence in the region y — 0,

-

5071g($||a xhapl)

. % (” - %) Gn(2),0,p1)Gn(0, 2], p1) log(A) (4.14)

Notice that this divergence is local to the conical singularity and, as is evident from eq.

(4.11), can be canceled by an additive renormalization of the coupling constant c. Hence, the

perturbation (4.10) will be automatically induced by the presence of the conical singularity.
We also consider the second order contribution in ¢ to the propagator, Fig. 3 b),

52,09(1.”’ xhapl) = C2Gn($||> OapJ_)Gn(Oa x1|>pJ_)Gn(O> OapJ_) (415)

The quantity G, (0,0,p,) is UV singular,

i 1 1, vv 1
G,(0,0 = [ & G,(0,0 iYL — _— [ 42 ipryyL LY loo(A
( ) apJ_) / YL ( ) >yJ_)6 47r2n/ ylyie 27N Og( /pJ_)
(4.16)

SO
2
uv

c /
(52’0g(x||,$1|,pj_> = %Gn('xnv 07pJ_>GTL(07 x||7pJ_) log(A) (417)

The divergence of (4.17) is a manifestation of the well-known fact that the two-dimensional J-
function potential requires regularization. Again, from (4.11), we observe that the divergence
can be eliminated by a renormalization of the coefficient c.

Finally, we consider corrections which are bilinear in ¢ and u, Fig. 4. For ¢ - small, these
corrections are generally subleading compared to §%'G, Fig. 3 a). However, for n — 1,
§%1G vanishes, and the diagram in Fig. 4 c¢) becomes important. On the other hand, the
diagrams in Figs. 4 a,b) can be ignored to leading order for all n since they also vanish at
n = 1.* With this in mind, we only need to evaluate Fig. 4 c¢) at n = 1. We recognize, that
this is just the diagram corresponding to the usual multiplicative renormalization of the ¢?
operator. Explicitly,

3Gy, 2, pr) = (N+2)U0/d2y|| G1(93||,y||>m)G1(y||,!L"ﬂ,m)/dza Gilyy, z0)?

1
— 2
= (N+2)U0/d Y| Gl(!)fn,y||,m)Gl(y||,Dfﬂ,zu)imw?)yﬁ
N + 2)uc
A G (00,16 (0,2, ) o A (1.15)

4 Technically, these diagrams contain (log A)? divergences, and one needs to use a consistent regularization

method to evaluate them.
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We can now introduce counterterms to cancel the divergences considered above,

(N +2)u, 1 (N +2)u.c,
c=ct | o - +5

247 " n 872 2

) os(Aw)  (4.19)

where ¢, and u, are the renormalized coupling constants and y is the renormalization scale.
Note that the coefficient of the u,c, term has been only computed at n = 1. So,

(N +2)u, ( 1) (N +2)u,c, 2
=—F——1|n + +

(4.20)

cuw 247w n 872 21N

Note that the RG flow of u is not affected by the boundary perturbation or by the presence
of the conical singularity,

N+8 ,
ﬁ(ur) = —€eU, + WUT (421)
and we have the usual Wilson-Fisher fixed point v* = fv’i;.

B(cr) B(C)
c \ C
a) r ¢ & b

B(cr) B(cr)

S C

¢ o d) Cr

FIG. 5: B-function of the boundary coupling ¢, for a) Non-interacting theory (u = 0), b) Interacting
theory, n = 1, ¢) Interacting theory, n < n., d) Interacting theory, n > n..

We now discuss the RG flow of ¢, in detail. Let us start with the non-interacting theory,

u = 0, which corresponds to the well-studied problem of a particle in a two-dimensional

-function potential. Then, B(c,) = s-c?. As demonstrated in Fig. 5 a), the coupling

2mn T’

constant ¢, flows logarithmically to zero for ¢, > 0 and runs away to —oo for ¢, < 0,
signaling the formation of a bound state.

13



Next, consider turning on the interaction u, in the absence of conical singularity (n = 1).

Then, f(c,.) = —na(u,)cr + %, where 7, is just the usual anomalous dimension of the ¢?
operator, ([¢?] = D — 2 — 1),
(N + 2)u,
)= e 4.29
ml) = - (1.22)

The RG flow of ¢ is sketched in Fig. 5 b). We find two fixed-points: ¢ = 0 and ¢, =
—%—i;(?ﬂ'é). The first fixed point ¢ = 0 is stable, due to f'(¢, = 0) = —na(u*) > 0, which
implies that for ¢ - small, the perturbation (4.10) is irrelevant.'!

This conclusion can be
immediately reached by consideration of scaling dimensions at the interacting fixed point,
since [c] = D — 2 — [¢?] = ny < 0.

The second fixed point ¢, is unstable, and for ¢, < ¢, the RG flow runs away to ¢, = —ooc.
Naively, such a flow may be interpreted as a tendency of ¢ to condense in the vicinity of r = 0.
However, this would result in a condensate that is effectively D — 2 < 2 dimensional, which,
at least for N > 2 and t > 0, is prohibited by the Mermin-Wagner theorem. Exactly at
the critical point, long-range forces could, in principle, stabilize the condensate. However,
as we will discuss in section VI, large-N expansion suggests that no such condensation
occurs even at t = 0, and the flow actually terminates at a scale invariant fixed-point,
which is inaccessible in our perturbative expansion. However, this fixed point can likely be
interpreted in terms of a fluctuating “boundary” order parameter.

Finally, we proceed to the interacting case in the presence of a conical singularity. For

n<n.~1+ i%ige we again obtain two fixed points, Fig. 5 c),

N +2 N +2\? 2N +2
g | ———nex /| =——=) n2e - -1 4.23
=7 N—|—8n€ \/(N—|—8) n2e 3N+8( )e ( )

The fixed point ¢ is stable, while ¢ is unstable. In the limit n — 1, which is relevant for
the computation of entanglement entropy, ¢;” smoothly evolves to the ¢ = 0 stable fixed
point, which we obtained in the absence of the conical singularity. Moreover, for n — 1, we
expect the starting point of the RG flow ¢, — 0. Hence, for n close to 1 the RG flow will
terminate at the fixed point ¢;". Thus, the main effect of the conical singularity is to shift
¢ away from 0. The parametric magnitude of this shift depends on whether 1 —n > € or
1 —n| < e

2N +2

ot ~ \/5]\[7::__8(1_712)6’ l—n>ce (4.24)
27 2r N +8(n— 1)

a1y = F 1 4.25

Thus, for 1 —n > €, ¢;f ~ O(y/€): this is the regime in which the w,c, term in the S-function
(4.20) can be ignored. On the other hand, for [n — 1| < €, ¢f ~ (n — 1) < € and the u,c,
term in 5(c,) becomes important. Note that in both regimes, ¢ is parametrically small and
the perturbative expansion in ¢, is justified.
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For n > n., both fixed points disappear and the RG flow runs away to ¢, = —oo, Fig. 5
d). As discussed above for the case n = 1, large N analysis suggest that the flow is towards
another fixed point (which itself evolves as a function of n). Now there are two possibilities.
If as n increases from 1 to n., the initial value of ¢,, determined by the microscopic details
of the theory, satisfies ¢,.(n) > ¢ (n) then the run-off to the ¢, = —oo fixed point will occur
precisely at n = n* = n.. On the other hand, if the initial value of the coupling ¢,(n) < ¢, (n)
for n > n* where 1 < n* < n,, the runaway to ¢, = —oo will occur before n reaches n.. Note
that the value of n* is generally non-universal. In either case, the long-distance physics is
controlled by the ¢ fixed point for n < n* and the ¢, = —oo fixed point for n > n*. Thus,
the constants v, m,, eqs. (1.14), (1.15) will always have a discontinuity at some n = n*,
1 < n* <mn. Note that egs. (1.14), (1.15) are understood in the limit when the size of the
regions whose entanglement entropy we are computing and the correlation length & tend to
infinity. However, as n — n* a new divergent length scale emerges in the problem. In fact,
we can think of the point n = n*, ¢t = 0 as a multicritical point. Thus, the limits L, £ — oo
and n — n* do not commute. In particular, if we fix L or £, the dependence of the Renyi
entropy on n will be completely analytic. Moreover, the emergence of a new length-scale as
n — n* implies that the Renyi entropy in the cross-over region is not entirely universal.

a) b)

FIG. 6: Leading contributions to (¢?(z)), (denoted by a black square here and below): a) Mean-
field result, b) Correction due to the boundary perturbation.

Having discussed the non-trivial n-dependence of the Renyi entropy that occurs for n
away from 1, we come back to the range n < n. and concentrate on the ¢ fixed point. We
will from here on denote ¢ as ¢. Let us now compute the value of (¢?(x)) at this fixed
point. The leading correction to the mean-field result, Fig. 6 a), eq. (4.5), is given by the
diagram in Fig. 6 b),

Ne, 1
1673n2 r2

S0 () = —Ncr/dD_QyLGi(x,y) = (4.26)

Since to leading order we still have ¢t = m?, from eqs. (3.4) and (3.5),

Ao~ N|— (L 1 < (4.27)
n 4872 \ n? 1673n?2 ’
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and from eqs. (3.6), (3.11), the coefficient of the correlation length correction to the Renyi

entropy is,
(N + 8)

~ 6e(1—n)

As we see, in the regime 1 — n > ¢, taking the boundary perturbation into account only

d, (4.28)

rn =~

weakly modifies the mean-field result for d,,, eq. (4.6), by a term of order /e. Note that r,
is still strongly modified due to a different value of v.
However, in the regime |1 — n| < ¢,

g o NV £8) (n—1)?
"TO(N+2) 727r%

1 —n|<e (4.29)

_N(N+8)?n—1
"N T2 432re
Thus, for n — 1, the behavior of d,, at the Wilson-Fisher is drastically different from the
mean-field result, eq. (4.6). In particular, notice that to the present order in €, the correction

1 —n| < e (4.30)

due to the boundary perturbation precisely cancels the term linear in n — 1 coming from
eq. (4.5). The technical reason for this remarkable cancellation is as follows. For n — 1,
we expect ¢, ~ O(n — 1), and we can work just to first order in ¢. Then, in considering
the corrections to the propagator, we can drop the diagram in Fig. 3 b), keeping only Figs.
3 a) and 4 c¢). These diagrams are, essentially, Hartree-Fock corrections to the propagator,
and the “Hartree-Fock potential” at y is just (¢*(y))n — (¢*(y))1 ~ 1/yj. As a result, the
diagrams diverge for y; — 0. The S-function for the coupling constant c, vanishes precisely
when this divergence is absent, i.e. (¢?(y)), — (¢*(y))1 = 0.

The crucial consequence of eq. (4.29) is that to this order the correction to entanglement
entropy proper, r = lim,,_,; r, = 0. Thus,

r~0(1), D=4—c¢ (4.31)

We conclude that the correlation length dependent contribution to the entanglement entropy
at the Wilson-Fisher fixed point is parametrically smaller than at the Gaussian fixed point
in D =4—¢, eq. (4.8). As a result, we have to proceed to higher order in € to evaluate it.
This will be done in the next section.

Before we perform the higher order computation, let us ask how do the correlation func-
tions of the field ¢(x) behave as x approaches the conical singularity. This question is

connected to the effective boundary conditions on the field ¢ that are generated at the sin-
12

gularity. In accordance with the general theory of boundary critical phenomena,'* we expect
the field ¢ to satisfy the operator product expansion (OPE),
Slay,xr) ~r¢(0,21), =0 (4.32)

where ¢(0,x,) is an operator living on the conical singularity. The exponent « can be
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extracted from the two-point function G(z,2’). Combining the free propagator with the
boundary correction, eq. (4.11),

) —0 Cr
Gy, z),p1) = (H%log(w)) G (0, ], p1) (4.33)
from which we conclude,
C*
= 4.34
@ 2mn (4:34)

Note that from eq. (4.23) the exponent « is positive for n < 1, implying effective Dirichlet
boundary conditions on ¢(z) at the conical singularity. On the other hand, « is negative for
1 < n < n. and correlation functions of ¢(x) exhibit a power-law divergence as x| approaches
the origin.

C. Beyond the leading order in ¢
1. The inhomogeneous renormalization group equation

At leading order in €, our calculation has relied on the integral in eq. (3.8) being saturated
at short distances, u = mr — 0, allowing us to work directly at the critical point. However,
we saw that the coefficient d,, of the short-distance asymptotic of f,, eq. (3.5), behaved as
d, ~ (n —1)%/e for n — 1, giving no contribution to the entanglement entropy. We expect
that to next order in €, d, will acquire a term linear in n — 1, d,, ~ €(n — 1), which by
eq. (3.10) will give a contribution of O(1) to S. Notice that this is of the same order as
the contribution of the long distance, u — oo, part of the integral (3.8), which now has to
be taken into account. Thus, we need to compute the long distance part of f, to leading
order in € and the short distance part to subleading order. Although the separation between
short and long distance contributions is unambiguous to present order, it is convenient to
introduce a formalism that allows one to consistently treat the problem order by order in €.’
Let us define,

v =n [ b ([F@]), ~([F0],)) " (13

Here, we have introduced the usual renormalization of the ¢? operator,

ol = 2w, n-(2) (4.36)

We are considering ® at a finite momentum p in order to make ® well-defined even at the

> We note that the discussion below closely parallels the renormalization group technology used to calculate
the specific heat in the classical O(NN) model.
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critical point, ¢ = 0. We are actually interested in computing ® at p = 0 in the gapped
phase, t # 0, as from eq. (3.2),

0 Z 1
tr——log =" = —=t,®(p = 0)L"? 4.
or. 08 7, = —5t (P =0) (4.37)
As already observed in section III, although the integrand in (4.35) is finite, the integral
diverges logarithmically for || — 0 at each order in u. Thus, ®(p) requires an additive
renormalization,

D(p) = @p(p) + C(up, Cr, 1/ M)~ (4.38)

where C' is a renormalization constant. We will use dimensional regularization below, so
that C' is, in fact, just a function of u, and ¢,. Then ®, satisfies the inhomogeneous renor-
malization group equation,

(u% + Bn) o+ 8(6r) e — () (1 ¥ t%)) & = Blucou™  (439)
with
Bluner) = = (Bl e+ Bler) 3 = () + ) ) Clancr) (4.40)
where as usual,
ma(uy) = u% ) log % (4.41)

Note that B must be finite, as the left hand side of eq. (4.39) is finite. The solution to
(4.39) can be represented as a sum of the solution to the homogeneous RG equation and a

particular solution. In the scaling limit, ¢, — 0,
¢ —(e+n2)/(2+n2)
®,.(p=0)=Ap* (M—;) + Aps(uy, e )¢ (4.42)

where the coefficient of the particular solution A, satisfies,

(ﬁ@»% + Bler) o — () + e>) Al ) = Bluysc,) (4.43)

Hence, at the critical point,

1 1
B, =——B, (4.44)

Aps(ur, cr) = —
Ne + € 121

YT

where we recall our definition in section III, v; = v™! — (D — 2) and v = 2 + 7.
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Thus, from eq. (4.37),

Zn AS tr v\ D—2 Do
oz wom (*(5)) e

v
where we've dropped terms analytic in .. Note that the mass gap m is related to u <Z—g>
via a finite proportionality constant, which at leading order in € is just 1. So to leading

order,
A

r, A _2(1 = n_) (4.46)
Hence, we must compute A,. To do so, we perturbatively calculate ®,.(p = 0) and B(u,, ¢;).
A, can then be determined by matching the perturbative expansion with the solution to the
RG equation (4.42) a the critical point, where the corrections to scaling vanish. Notice that
we always need to compute B to one higher order in € than @, (p = 0) due to the factor v; in
the denominator of eq. (4.44). Moreover, since ®, is finite for ¢ — 0, while A,s = —B, /1y
behaves as 1/¢, to leading order A, = —A, s = B,/1;. Precisely this fact was utilized in
section III, and we identify to leading order B, = 27nd,,.

2.  Regularization

For the purpose of computing the entanglement entropy S we can work to linear order in
n— 1. Since the fixed point value ¢, ~ O(n—1), we also work to linear order in c¢. Therefore,
all diagrams that include an insertion of ¢ can be evaluated at n = 1. In addition, power
counting indicates that if we work to linear order in ¢, all diagrams will be finite for D < 4
(by contrast, higher order diagrams in ¢, such as Fig. 3 b) diverge even for D < 4). Thus,
we use dimensional regularization and minimal subtraction below. We remind the reader
that in dimensional regularization the bare coupling constant u = pu,Z,/Z*. We list below
the renormalization constants in the MS scheme to the order that they will be needed in
our calculation.

Zy (N +38) u,
72 = 1+ P (4.47)
Zy (N+2) u,  (N+2)(N+5) s u-\2 5(N+2)/u \2
— =1 - 4.4
Z + e 8r? + €2 (87r2> 4e (87‘(‘2) (4.48)
Correspondingly,
N 2
Buy) = —eur+7( ;T f)“" (4.49)
Uy 5 u,

As we saw, the boundary coupling constant ¢ will also require renormalization. To linear
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order in c,

A
c¢= D(u,) + ?20,, (4.51)

where we observe that the multiplicative renormalization of ¢ to zeroth order in (n—1) is just
Zy/Z. On the other hand, the additive renormalization, which behaves as D(u,) ~ (n — 1)
for n — 1, needs to be computed explicitly. So the S-function,

o) == (2) s)ge ~ mue (4.52)

3. Entanglement entropy to O(1)

To calculate the entanglement entropy to O(1) in €, we need to find the finite part of
O(p=0), eq. (4.35), at t # 0 to O(1) in u and the divergent part of ®(p), which determines
B, eq. (4.40), to O(u).

®(p) to O(1) in w is given by the two diagrams in Fig. 6. The diagram Fig. 6 a) is just
the mean field contribution computed in Ref. 2,

O(p=0)yr = N/dzm” (Gn(z,z) — Gi(x,x))

dD_2]{ZJ_
= N [ G [ (G2 k4 mt) 1)
m

o _ﬁ _ l / dD_2/€J_ 1
- \""n)) e tme
N 1I\NTI'(2—-—D/2

n) (4m)P/2-1

(4.53)

where GP=2(z, 2'; M?) is the two dimensional massive propagator on the n-sheeted Riemann
surface, and we have used the result proved in Ref. 2,

/ iy (GP=2(x, 05 M) — GP=*(z, 5 M?)) = —% (n - 1) = (4.54)

The diagram in Fig. 6 b) is the boundary correction,

_ re2-DnD/2) ,_
(51’0(1)(]) = O) = —NCT/dzl’” /dD 2yJ_G%(SL’”,yJ_) = —NCTW b4 (455)
Combining eqgs. (4.53), (4.55),
op=0)2Y _n ("L a N (L D pur — T Ciog(myp) ) i (4.56)
P=w= 27 &) \e 2 8T T g T ORI '

where we keep only terms linear in n — 1.
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Subtracting the pole, we obtain for the additive renormalization constant C, eq. (4.38),

o _N <” —l G ) ! (4.57)

127 812 ) €

and consequently from eq. (4.40),

o(1) n—1 Cr
B = = —N 4.
eC < o T 8%2) (4.58)

and

O(1) n—1 Cy 1 ¥ e
¢.(p=0) = =N (W + @> <§ log 4w — 5~ log(m/,u)) i (4.59)

In particular, at the critical point, by eq. (4.25),

¢ O —%”(n Y (4.60)
and
O*(p=0)=0(), B,=0(e (4.61)

Thus, in the minimal subtraction scheme ®}(p = 0) vanishes at the critical point to O(1)
in €. The fact that B, = 2mnd,, vanishes to O(1) in € has already been observed in section
IV B. Thus, from eqs. (4.42), (4.44),

A== (4.62)

We now proceed to evaluate B to O(e). To do this, we compute ®(p) at the critical
point. We first evaluate ([¢?],), — ([¢%],)1 and use it to determine the renormalization of
the coupling ¢ in dimensional regularization. We then perform the Fourier transform, eq.
(4.35), to find the subtraction constant C' and hence B. To leading order, we have the two
familiar diagrams in Fig. 6,

r(D/2-1)>3 1
(82(x))n — ($*(@)1 = N |J(D) - Crmém/lrw)_ %) | o2 (4.63)
where we've defined,
J(D
Gu(z,z) — Gi(x,2) = ré_z) (4.64)

Note that in dimensional regularization (¢*); = NG, (z,x) = 0 at the critical point. We will
show in section IV C4 that to linear order in n — 1,

[(D/2)?

J(D) = (n— 1)47TD/2(1 — D/2)T'(D)

(4.65)

21



In particular, J(D = 4) = —2— in agreement with eq. (4.5). We note that the diagrams

that contain the tadpole (4.64) can effectively be evaluated with n = 1. The computation
is simplest in position space, where one uses,

I'(D/2—-1
Gi(z,2') = 47TD§2| :C/ — M;_z (4.66)
a) b) C)

FIG. 7: Contributions to (¢?(z)), — (¢*(z))1 at order u. The counterterm &'c is denoted by a
circled cross here and below.

At order u, ([¢?]),, — ([#?])1 receives contributions from the diagrams in Fig. 7. Note that
the diagram c) is the renormalization of the coupling constant ¢y = ¢, + d'c + .... Taking
the multiplicative renormalization of the operator ¢? into account, we obtain,

Z rP=2 16xP2(D —3)[(4— D) D=3

(620 — (6201 & N<Zz 1 T(D/2-1)I(2-DJ/2) (N+2)u,,,u€>

r(D/2-1)3 r'(D/2—-1) {lc
J — ) — N 4.67
X( 1670724170 (D — 2)© 167072 (D —2) o= (467)
Performing minimal subtraction,
N+2)u, (n—1 ¢
slo— a . 4.
¢ € < 127 * 87T2) (4.68)

Notice that the coefficient of the multiplicative renormalization is precisely Z,/Z as expected.
We also obtain the additive renormalization constant, eq. (4.51),

(N +2)u,n—1
D(u,) = 4.
(ur) - 5 (4.69)
Hence, from eq. (4.52), to first order in u,
O(u) n—1 Cy
Bler) = (N+2)ur< 5t 87r2) (4.70)
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in agreement with the expression (4.20) obtained earlier using cut-off regularization.
By Fourier transforming eq. (4.67), we can compute ®(p) at the critical point to order
u. From the divergent part, we obtain the additive renormalization constant C' (4.38),

Clur, ;) = —N <1+NJ;2 “) ("_1+ & ) (4.71)

€ €2 82 127 872

which gives the O(u) correction to our previous result (4.57). Substituting into eq. (4.40),

O(u) n—1 Cr
B = —N 4.72
( 127 * 87r2) (4.72)

we obtain

Comparing the above result to eq. (4.58), we observe that B receives no additional contri-
butions at O(u). Thus, from eq. (4.62),

ory NN +8)(n—-1 ¢
A= Ge 27 82 (4.73)

which, upon determination of ¢ to order € would yield the entanglement entropy, eq. (4.46).

4. B(cy) to order u?

a) b) C) d) €)

FIG. 8: Contributions to (¢?(z)), — (¢*(x))1 at order u? (diagrams involving insertions of ¢, are
not shown). The counterterm for the coupling u is shown as a circled dot.

To complete our calculation, we need the value of the fixed point coupling ¢ to order
e. This requires the knowledge of S(c,) to order u®. As before, we will determine the
renormalization of ¢ by computing the expectation value ([¢?],), — ([¢*],)1. As explained in
section IV C2, we need to find only the additive renormalization of c. Hence, we ignore all
diagrams with vertices proportional to ¢,. At order u?, we obtain the graphs shown in Fig.

8.



Now we are faced with a new technical difficulty. Up to this point, to linear order in
n — 1, the conical singularity entered our calculations through the tadpole term G, (z,x) —
G1(x,z), whose form was fixed by dimensional analysis, eq. (4.64), up to an overall constant
J(D). Moreover, the renormalization constants only depended on J(D = 4), which could be
extracted from the explicit form of the propagator, eq. (4.3). However, at the present order,
we are faced with the diagram in Fig. 8 a), which requires the full position dependence of
the propagator G,,(x,z’). Yet, as far as we know, there is no simple expression for G,,(z, z’)
in arbitrary dimension, and even in D = 4 eq. (4.3) is rather awkward to work with.

To address this problem, we expand the propagator G, (z,z’) to linear order in n — 1
in terms of the usual propagators G1(z,z’), eq. (4.66). The simplest way to do this is to
consider the O(N) model in the presence of an arbitrary metric g,,,

S = / dPx+/det g (wamm + %¢2 + %(f)‘l) (4.74)
It is convenient to parameterize the n-sheeted Riemann surface using rescaled variables,
F=+vnr, o=0/n (4.75)
Then, the angular variable ¢ ~ ¢ + 27. We may also define,
T=rcosp, X=rsing (4.76)

The coordinates (7, %) form the usual two dimensional Euclidean plane and uniquely specify
each point on the Riemann surface. With this choice of variables, the metric (2.4) in the x|
plane becomes,

1 3
Gap = N0 + <E - n) Zop (4.77)

72
where o, run over 7, X. Note that we have chosen to rescale r in such a way that,

detg=1 (4.78)

Moreover, expanding ¢ in powers of n — 1, gag = dap + 09as,

-
§gas ~ (n — 1) <5aﬁ - M) (4.79)

We drop the tildes on variables 7, x in what follows. We can now obtain the usual Feynman
graph expansion for the theory (4.74), treating dg.s as a perturbation. Note that all the
integrals in the resulting expansion are over the usual D-dimensional Euclidean space. In
particular, note that the bare propagator becomes,

Gn(z,2") =~ Gi(z,2") + G, (x, o) (4.80)
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2Ya
0G(x, ') = (n—1) /dDy <5a5 _ 2‘%) 0aG1(x — y)0sGH (2" —y) (4.81)
Yi
By performing the integral, we immediately obtain eq. (4.65) for G, (z,x) — Gi(x, z).
Using the expansion (4.81) we compute the divergent part of the diagrams in Fig. 8
to linear order in n — 1. After accounting for the multiplicative renormalization of the ¢?

operator, eq. (4.48), we extract the additive renormalization of the coupling constant ¢, eq.
(4.51) to O(u?),

- n—=1((N+2u, (N+2)(N+5)u? T(N+2)u
D(Ur) - 127 ( . + 2 @ - TST{'2 (482)
and from eq. (4.52),
Tu- \n—1 Uy 5 u,
Hence,
G-Iy =T (1) ) (4.8)
T3 872 -3 N +38 '
and from eq. (4.73),
N
As=—5-(n—1 4.
27 (n=1) (4.85)

which by eq. (4.46) finally yields the coefficient of the correlation length correction to the

entanglement entropy,

N
_ 4
" T Taan (4.86)

V. 4 - EXPANSION: FINITE SIZE CORRECTION

In this section we compute the geometric corrections v, =, to the entanglement entropy
and the Renyi entropy, egs. (1.6), (1.14), at the critical point.

As before, we consider two semi-infinite regions A and B with a boundary at x = 0.
However, we now take the remaining D — 2 spatial directions to have a finite length L. In
order to avoid dealing with the zero mode, we use twisted boundary conditions along these
directions.

o(x + Lin;) = e¥ig(x) (5.1)

where n; are unit vectors along the boundary. If the fields ¢ are real, then ¢; = 0 or 7. On
the other hand, in an O(N) model with NV even, we can group our fields into N/2 complex
pairs - then, an arbitrary twist is allowed (however, this breaks the O(N) symmetry down
to U(1) x SU(N/2)). We note that when accessing D = 3 via 4 — € expansion, we will choose
all ¢;’s to be equal.

Thus, the boundary between regions A and B is a D — 2 dimensional torus. Since this
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manifold is smooth we expect the constants v, v, to be universal. Moreover, we don’t have
to take into account divergences which appear as D — 4 when the boundary has a finite

7

curvature,’ since this manifold is flat.

A. Gaussian theory

Let us begin with the free theory. We wish to compute,

Z, N
log n = —E(TT log(—a2)n —nlr 1Og(—82)1) (5.2)
N -, —,
o 3 [Tr“ log(—0f + k%), — nTry log(—0F + k‘i)l] (5.3)
kL
where k% = 2™t%i and n, are integers. We leave the regularization of eq. (5.3) implicit for
1 L

now (we will later use dimensional regularization). Eq. (5.3) involves the partition function
of the two-dimensional massive gaussian theory evaluated in Ref. 2,

Zn o 1 2 2 2 2 _ 1 1 2
log 1 2(Tr” log(—9 +m”) —nT'rlog(—9| +m°)1) = S\ log(m?) (5.4)
Thus,
Zn _ N 1 P2y 4 L\ 7 p2n-r
log Y (n n) EZlOg(kl) = N6 (n n) LGy (x,x) (5.5)
L

Here, GL(z, z) is the free propagator on an n-sheeted Riemann surface, which incorporates
the finite size effects in the transverse direction. Explicitly,

1
LD

GL(z,7) = —5=5 > GP=2(xy, af; K ) (F1-2) (5.6)
i

In particular, for n =1,

1
Gf(xvx/) = LD—2 Z/
kL

ko,” 1 ik ’

tk(z—2a')

5 € (5.7)
(2m)* kj + k1

justifying the last step in eq. (5.5).
An alternative representation for the propagator (5.6) on the torus can be obtained by
Poisson resumming &, which is equivalent to “periodizing” the infinite volume propagator,

GL(z,2') =Y ™G, (2 +1L,2") (5.8)
U

where [ is a vector of D — 2 integers in the plane parallel to the boundary. Note that when
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x =1/, only the [ = 0 term in eq. (5.8) is ultra-violet divergent and GL(z,r) — G,,(z,x) is
finite. Moreover, since the [ = 0 term, Gy(x, ) ~ AP~2 is L independent, it gives a non-
universal contribution to log(Z,/Z™), eq. (5.5), proportional to the area of the boundary.
Concentrating on the universal constant term,

Zy, m 1 D—2/~L
log 7 = —N— (n - —) L7 (Gy (z,x) — Gi(x,x)) (5.9)

n

where from eqs. (4.66), (5.8),

LP=2(GE0) - (o) = D2 Z; (5.10)

Here and below we abbreviate G¥(z, ) by G¥(0).
We can now explicitly evaluate the universal constant contribution 7, to the entanglement

entropy for D = 3 and D = 4.

N

= (1 + )10g(2|smg0/2|) D=3 (5.11)
N .

v = —Elog(2|sm¢/2\), D=3 (5.12)

For D = 4, we note that the sum

> = = @n)6P@) (5.13)
10
where GP=2(9) is the massless two-dimensional propagator (with the zero-mode removed) on

a torus with side-length 27. This propagator can be expressed in terms of the Jacobi-theta
function 61,

D9/ = 1 <p1+z<p2.‘_si§_ .
672(8) = —5 (108 [ (22220 - £ — o) (5.14)
where 7 is the Dedekind-eta function.
Thus,
N 1 9/ o
Yo = % (1 + E) GP=2(3), D=4 (5.15)
™ o,
v = TGD_2(90)7 D=4 (5.16)
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B. 4 — ¢ expansion

We now compute the universal finite size correction to leading order in 4 — € expansion.
The leading correction to the free theory behaviour comes from the boundary perturbation
(4.10), as at the fixed point ¢ ~ /e for 1 —n > € and ¢t ~ (n — 1) for |1 — n| < e. Thus,

Zn, Cr

-2 @ e =0 -

B Ne,
Zr 2

2

Ne,
LP2GE(r =¢+' = 0) = ——CLD_2G1L(1',:£)

2n
(5.17)
where in the last step we've used eqs. (4.12), (5.8). Again, subtracting the non-universal

"0 log

area law piece ~ LP72G1(0), and combining eq. (5.17) with the free theory result (5.9),

l%g%:—N(%(n—l)+&>LDﬂGﬂm—Gﬂm) (5.18)

n 2n

Now replacing ¢, by it’s fixed point value and taking D — 4,

*

m 1 c
n=N{ = (14 =)+ —2— ) GP(p, 5.19
Here we've set all the twists ; equal. For 1—n > €, eq. (4.24), the ¢* term gives a correction
of order /e to the free theory result. However, in the limit |1 — n| < €, eq. (4.25), the
correction due to the boundary perturbation cancels with the free theory result to leading
order in n — 1, leaving,

ns1 TN(N+8)n—1_,,
n ~ — G -
7 9N +2)

(0, ) (5.20)

This implies that at the Wilson-Fisher fixed point the universal finite size correction to the
entanglement entropy,
~ ~ O(e) (5.21)

parametrically smaller than at the Gaussian fixed point in D =4 —e.

C. Beyond the leading order in ¢

We now evaluate the universal finite size correction to the entanglement entropy v to
order €. As before, we only work to leading order in n — 1. To order u the partition function

28



a) b) C)

FIG. 9: Contributions to the partition function at order w.

receives contributions from the diagrams in Fig. 9. The diagram in Fig. 9 a) is given by,

% G 22)%#6 /dD:c (GE(z,2) — G (z,2)) x
[(Gr(z,2) = Gi(,2)) + (GY (z,2) — Gi(z,2))]

nl NN+ 2)up (GE(0) — G1(0)) Z/dzx (GE= (2,25 k7)) — GY =2 (w25 k7))

§%!log

2 4 n
NN +2)(n—Dup, 1
- 5 (GH(0) — G1(0)) Z 7 (5.22)

ki

where in the last step we’ve used eq. (4.54).
The diagram in Fig. 9 b) can be evaluated with n = 1 propagators,

t10g 22 = ML Ghio) — Go(0) [ @22, [P GHo )
N(N + 2)u,c,.puf 1
- LD o) - i) Y (529
ki

Finally, the diagram in Fig. 9 ¢) can be obtained from eq. (5.17) by substituting the
counterterm for ¢, eq. (4.68). Combining all the diagrams in Fig. 9 with the O(1) result,
eq. (5.18),

log g— —g (%”(n S cr) LP-2(GE(0) — Gy (0))
x [1- % (nL) Y @ - i (5.24)

€L
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Applying the usual technique for analytically continuing sums over D-dimensional vectors,

> @ = / h dsT(s)P~2 (5.25)

0

—

1

where

T(s) =Y e smter (5.26)

The function T'(s) has the following asymptotics,

1

T(s) — , s—0 5.27
)2 s (5.27)

T(s) = e, s— o0 (5.28)

Hence, for finite ¢ the integral in eq. (5.25) converges in the s — oo region. Moreover, the
s — 0 region contributes a pole for D — 4,

1 1 :
Z ke =5 + finite terms (5.29)

€1

As expected, this pole precisely cancels with the ¢ counterterms, so that the expression
(5.24) is finite. Moreover, setting ¢, to its fixed point value, eq. (4.84), the prefactor in eq.
(5.24) is already O(e), so that we can neglect the O(u) terms in the square brackets. Thus,

Zy _ Nme(n—1)

log s =~ g gy L HGHO) = Gi0) (5.30)
and
V= %Gl):z(% ) (5.31)

Note that the result (5.31) is of O(1) in N for N — oo, instead of the naively expected
O(N). It is not clear if this is an artifact of working to leading order in e.

The function GP=2(y, ¢) which determines the ¢ dependence of 7 is shown in Fig. 10.
We observe that v is a monotonically decreasing function of ¢ for 0 < ¢ < 7. In particular,

for ¢ =,
Ne

=———log?2 5.32
T TNt 8 (5.32)

Thus, v is negative for anti-periodic boundary conditions. On the other hand, for ¢ — 0,

Ne

~N———1 0 5.33
TGN ) 8 P (5.33)

suggesting that ~ is positive for periodic boundary conditions. Note that our expression
for v becomes invalid for ¢ sufficiently small. The value of ¢ where the breakdown of
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FIG. 10: The function GP=2(y, ) determining the dependence of v on the twist o, eq. (5.31).

direct perturbative expansion occurs can be estimated as follows. Let us separate out the
quasi-zero mode ¢q of the field ¢,

1 L 5
P(z) = m%@n)ewuﬂ + ¢(x) (5.34)

where <;~S(x) has the k| = % mode omitted. At the mean-field level, the effective action for ¢

is a two dimensional ¢* field theory, with an effective mass m2, ~ f—z and quartic coupling

usp ~ 75—z. We know that perturbative expansion in a 2D theory is valid for usp/ m% p <L

Thus, setting D = 4 and u = u*, we obtain,
O > € (5.35)

as the domain of validity of perturbation theory. For smaller values of ¢, the zero mode
must be treated separately and non-perturbatively. This result can be checked in the 1/N
expansion where one obtains a slightly stronger condition ¢? > elogy. Cutting off the
logarithmic divergence of (5.33) at the value of ¢ where perturbation theory breaks down,

we obtain,
Ne

12(N +38)

We conjecture that eq. (5.36) is the leading order result for the case of zero twist (periodic

- log e (5.36)

boundary conditions).
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VI. LARGE N LIMIT

In this section we compute the correlation length correction to the Renyi entropy S, eq.
(1.15), in the large N limit. Although we are mainly interested in the physical case D = 3,
we will keep the dimension of space-time arbitrary in our discussion in order to compare the
results of the large-N and 4 — € expansions.

When working in the large-N limit, it is more convenient to use the non-linear o-model
version of the O(N) model (2.1), where the quartic interaction is replaced by a local con-
straint ¢?(x) = é. Enforcing this constraint with the help of the Lagrange multiplier A(z),
the action takes the form,

1 1 1
S— / i (0,60 + Sine® = 1) (6.1)

2 2 g
Our discussion in section III is then directly transcribed into the present case with the
replacement, t — —( — L) $? — i)\. In particular, to determine the coefficient r, of

g 9e
the correlation length correction to leading order in 1/N, we need to find the behaviour of

(iA(x)) at the critical point.
We tune the O(N) model to criticality g = g.. At N = oo, the problem is reduced to
finding the saddle-point value of the Lagrange multiplier (iA(z)),, such that the gap equation,

= o (6.2)

is satisfied. Here G,,(z,2’) is the Green’s function of the operator —9% + (i\(z)), on the
n-sheeted Riemann surface. The quantity G,,(x, z) requires regularization; we will implicitly
use point splitting regularization. It is convenient to rewrite the gap equation as,

Gn(z,z) — Gi(z,2) =0 (6.3)

We note that at N = oo the scaling dimension of A\(z) is 2, so,

Qn

(iNx))p = (6.4)

r2

From (3.4), with the appropriate replacement ¢? — i\, t — g-* — ¢!, the constant a,, is
related to the constant d, (3.5) as

1 1 1
d, = =~ )a, .
b (gc g) a (6.5)

Now from the gap equation at finite m,

]_ ]_ de 1 1 1 D—2
No o= | e Grrae —32) = - /2 00
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and
N

B e

1—D/2)a, (6.7)

In particular in D = 3, d, = “a,. Thus, the problem of computing the entanglement

ir
entropy at N = oo reduces to finding the constants a,,.
We now need to find the Green’s function G,,. The main observation is that the angular

harmonics on an n-sheeted Riemann surface are ———e e/ where [ is an integer. Hence,
/ d"?ky 4, "N AD=2(,. 1 2
Gn(z,2") = / (27T)D_2e’ L@ = ) GD=2(p 4 ;|2 (6.8)

where the two-dimensional massive propagator on an n-sheeted Riemann surface is given
by,

GP=2(r ' 9 m? e!!0=0)/n 12
n (T>T> ym )_zl: 20N gl(rarvm) (69)
Here,
10 0 (1/n)*+ a, 9 TN ,
<—;§ (’I“E) +T+m qi(r,r'sm )—;5(7“—7“) (6.10)
We use spectral decomposition for g,
ailv'im®) = [ AB 6016 (0" (6.11)
where Lo (/n)?
n)° + a, o
(_;E ( ar) U ) b5 = Edue (6.12)
and ¢; p are normalized to
/drr@iE(r)(bl,E/(r) =0(F — FE') (6.13)

The constant a,, must be positive in order to avoid the presence of negative energy states,
which would render our saddle point unstable. Let us call the quantity i?/n*+ a, = . Eq.
(6.12) admits two linearly independent solutions,

o(r) = %JVWET) (6.14)

o(r) = %J—p(\/ﬁ?”) (6.15)

We recall that
J(x) ~ |z, =0 (6.16)

When working in free space (in the absence of conical singularity and potential (6.4)) one
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chooses only the solutions with a positive index |v| = ||, so that ¢g(r) is finite and differ-
entiable at » = 0. However, in the present problem there is no a prior:i physical reason why
the solutions (and hence the propagator) have to remain finite as r — 0.

In fact, a particle in a 1/r? potential is a famous problem known as conformal quantum
mechanics. Note that the potential (6.4) is highly singular and requires regularization at
short distances. Such regularization will automatically appear in the linear O(N) model,
which can be obtained from (6.1) by adding a term A\?/4u to the Lagrangian. In that case,
eq. (6.4) only holds for ur*™® > 1 and the saddle point value (i\) is modified at short
distances. We note that even after this regularization, the [ # 0 states still experience an
[2/r? centrifugal barrier and we must choose positive index solutions (6.14) for them. We
now concentrate on the [ = 0 sector. For simplicity, imagine cutting the 1/r? divergence
off at some radius r = ry and replacing it by a finite potential. Generally, the resulting
scattering states will approach the positive index solutions (6.14) for VErg — 0. However,
non-trivial behaviour can occur if the potential is close to developing a bound state. In that
case, for |v| < 1, one “dynamically” generates a length-scale ¢ and the scattering solutions
become linear combinations of (6.14) and (6.15) with coefficients (and, thus, the phase-shifts)
depending on v E¢. Since we are looking for a scale invariant solution to the gap equation,
we need £ — 00, i.e. the system is exactly at the threshold of bound state formation. At
this threshold, for v/Erg — 0 one obtains negative index solutions (6.15). Note, that this
behaviour is special to the range |v| < 1 and does not occur for |v| > 1. This fact could
be anticipated as the negative index solutions are square integrable at short distances for
|v| <1 but not for |v| > 1.

Thus, applying RG terminology to the simple quantum mechanics problem (6.12), we
conclude that there are two fixed points - one stable (6.14) and one unstable (6.15). However,
we are allowed to choose the unstable fixed point solutions as we are fine tuning both the
long and short distance parts of (i\) to solve the gap equation.

With these remarks in mind,

/ > 1 /
gi(r,r';m?) :/0 kdkayl(k‘r)Jyl(k‘T) (6.17)

where v = « for [ = 0 and v; = /I2/n? + a2 for |I| > 0, with a, = o®. The constant a can
be either positive or negative. We note that as discussed in Ref 13, o enters the operator
product expansion of the field ¢(x) as = approaches the conical singularity,

d(xy, 1) ~r*9(0,21), r—0 (6.18)

Combining eqs. (6.8),(6.9) and (6.17), and performing the integrals over k| , k we obtain

LB~ D)/2) D(D/2 =1+ 1) o/m
2mn (4 ) D12 D=2 > T2-D2 )" v (6.19)

Gupir=r0,x, =2) =

Since we are mostly interested in G,,(z = '), we have set r =7/, x; = 2/, in (6.19); we have
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left 8 # 0 as a regulator.

As an aside that will be of some interest later, we note that (6.19) is meaningful only for
a>—(D/2—1). For a« < —(D/2 — 1) one obtains an infrared divergence in the k,,k — 0
region of integrals (6.8),(6.17). We note that at &« = —(D/2 — 1), eq. (6.12) has a zero
energy solution, .

o(r) = Yo (6.20)
The solution (6.20) could, in principle, correspond to a saddle point with a non-zero ex-
pectation value (¢(z)). Note that the r dependence of (6.20) is consistent with the scaling
dimension [¢(z)] = D/2 — 1 in the N — oo limit. Alternatively, observe that the scaling
dimension of the “boundary” operator, [¢(0,z,)] =D/2—-14+a — 0as o — —(D/2—1),
indicating a tendency to condense. However, the infrared divergence of the propagator
(6.19) indicates that condensation of ¢(x) at the conical singularity is unstable to fluctua-
tions. This is not unexpected, as the condensate would be D — 2 < 2 dimensional. Such
a condensate certainly cannot exist for any g > ¢., as it would violate the Mermin-Wagner
theorem. Long range interactions could potentially stabilize the condensate exactly at the
critical point, however, the above discussion shows that this does not occur (at least in the
large-N limit).

We use contour integration to write (6.19) in a somewhat more convenient form,

Gur=1"0,z, =12)

_ 1 > v iR(icr)
= 4xDRT(2 — D/2)rD-2 ( ; d’/mU\/u2+a2(9) R(v) + 0(—a) n )
(6.21)
with
sy - Shlon= ) o
. I'(—iv+D/2—-1) T(iv+D/2-1)
Bly) = =06 =D) | F 5,35 b))~ Tw+2-DJ2) (6.23)
_ 27(3 — D) sin(mw(3 — D) /2) sinh(mv) 1 (6.24)

cosh? mv — sin®(7(3 — D) /2) IT(iv+2— D/2)|?

In particular, for D = 3, R(v) = wtanh(mr). We note that despite the presence of the
0(—a) term in eq. (6.21), G,(r =1',0,x, = 2/,) is analytic at @ = 0 as is evident from eq.
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(6.19). Thus, the gap equation (6.3) takes the form,

(Gn - Gl)‘

r=x'

1 > v
- - N I
2D/ (2 — D)0 [/0 dv ( o coth(mnvv? + a?) coth(m/)) R(v)

+ 9(—@)%R(z’a) ~0 (6.25)

The function R(v) is positive for real values of v. So the left-handside of the gap equation
goes to —oo as @ — oo and to 0o as @« — —(D /2 —1)". Hence, the gap equation always has
at least one solution, and more generally, an odd number of solutions. Numerically, we find
that the gap equation has a unique solution for all n for D < D,, D. ~ 3.74. For D > D,,
there are one or three solutions depending on the value of n, as we will discuss below.

As we are mainly interested in the entanglement entropy, let us consider the limit n — 1.
Then we expect @ — 0. The integral in (6.25) is non-analytic at @ = 0, due to singular
behaviour in the v — 0 region. Noting that R(v) ~ R'(0)v, as v — 0, we obtain to leading
order in «a,

(Gn - Gl)}x:x/ - (Gn - Gl)‘

~ 4mD/2r(§/(—O)D/2)rD—2 (% /Ooo w (#2042 B 1) B 9(_0‘)0‘)
R'(0) [(D/2 - 1)I(D/2)

1
— _lal — (- - _ a
dnmP/2T(2 — D /2)rP-2 ( 2 jof = 6( a)a) A7PPRT(D — 1)rP=2n

r=z',a=0

(6.26)

where the contributions from the integral and the 6 function have combined to produce a
result analytic in «. Now using eqs. (4.64), (4.65) for (G,, — Gl)‘

r=xz',a=0’

a%—%(n—l), n—1 (6.27)

Note that the exponent a controlling the OPE (6.18) of the field ¢(z) at the conical singu-
larity is positive for n < 1 and negative for n > 1. Now, from (6.27),

(D —2)

e e (029

a, =
Therefore, combining eqgs. (3.11) and (6.5), we find that
Qn,
rnocl—ocn—l, n—1 (6.29)

and the correlation length correction to the entanglement entropy proper vanishes at leading
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order in N,

r=Ilimr, =0 (6.30)
n—1
Thus, for all dimensions 2 < D < 4
r~ O(N) (6.31)

even though r,, ~ O(N?) for all n # 1.

So far we have concentrated on the solution to the gap equation in the n — 1 limit for
arbitrary dimension. However, we can also obtain an analytic solution for arbitrary n in the
limit D = 4 —e. Such a solution is useful for comparison to the results of the 4 — e expansion
presented in section IV.

When D = 4 —¢, the function R(v) = —2v'"T'(—1+¢). The divergence of the I" function
is not important here as it is just an overall factor in the gap equation (which anyway
cancels with I'(2 — D/2) in (6.21)). However, the integral (6.25) now diverges for v — oo
if ¢ = 0. Hence, for generic n and D = 4 — € the leading a-dependent contribution to the
gap equation comes from the region v > 1 and is of order, %az. This suggest that a will

172 However, for a very small (i.e. n — 1), we already know from

be at most of order e
the previous discussion that the leading contribution to the integral scales as || and comes
from the v — 0 region. Keeping these two contributions (one non-analytic in « and the
other analytic, but with a diverging coefficient) and setting o = 0 in the rest of the integral,

we reduce the gap equation to

00 2
1 v (— vy dyy cosh(m cgsh(ﬂy)
™ Jo v? 4 a? sinh (7 sinh(7v)
1 [e.e]
— —a2/ dvv 1 — 9( =0 (6.32)
2 v>1
2 o1/1
N (T ) (6.33)
n € 6 \n?

The quadratic has two solutions,

€ 1 2e
S Y A 6.34
ar =g kot g l-n?) (6.34)

and the corresponding values of d,,, eq. (6.7), are,

" 8x2 |6\ n2 2n2

N |1/1 €F (/€ + 2¢(1 — n?)
dt = = <— - 1) \/ ’ (6.35)
Eq. (6.35) is in agreement with the result of the 4 — € expansion, eq. (4.27), and we can
identify the a. saddle points with the ¢ fixed points. Moreover, we see that the predictions
of the large-N (6.34) and 4 — € expansion (4.34) for the OPE exponent « also agree. Note
that both saddle points (6.34) disappear for n > n, ~ 1 4+ 3¢/4. This coincides with the
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On
-0.16515
-0.26594
-0.32905
-0.36743

Uk W N3

TABLE I: Solution to the gap equation in the large-N limit for D = 3.

value of n at which runaway of RG flow is observed in the 4 — € expansion. However, as
we noted earlier, the gap equation always has an odd number of solutions. Thus, we have
missed a solution in our discussion above. This solution has a ~ —(D/2 — 1) — —1, i.e. «
is not small. Its existence is possible due to a cancellation of 1/e divergences between the
large v part of the integral and the #(—a) term in (6.25). Keeping these two contributions
to the gap equation, we obtain in the o — —(D/2 — 1) limit,

a? € 1
?_5a+D/2—1_0 (6.36)
So,
11
o= —1+§6+562 (6.37)

Egs. (6.34), (6.37) comprise the three solutions to the gap equation for 1 < n < n,., and
eq. (6.37) is the only solution for n > n.. We speculate that the runaway of the RG flow
observed in 4 — e expansion for n > n. is towards the fixed point (6.37). As we noted
above, the value « = —(D/2 — 1) corresponds to the would be condensation of the ¢ field
at the conical singularity. Thus, for ¢ — 0, the saddle-point (6.37) is proximate to such
condensation. This is consistent with our interpretation of the RG flow ¢ — —oco as the
tendency to formation of (¢(z)) # 0. However, the large-N analysis demonstrates that no
true spontaneous symmetry breaking at the conical singularity occurs for D < 4.

To our knowledge no such non-trivial n-dependence has been previously observed in any
theories. Still, in the large-N expansion such behaviour is only present for D > D, ~ 3.74
and its relevance to the physical case D = 3 is doubtful. Moreover, the non-analyticity
occurs away from n = 1 and, thus, is unimportant for computing the entanglement entropy
proper. Indeed, the behaviour of the theory for n — 1 (6.27) is found to evolve smoothly as
the dimension D increases from 2 to 4.

We now come back to the physical case D = 3, where the solution to the gap equation is

unique. The numerical solution for the first few integers n is listed in Table I. Then, from

(3.10) and (6.5),

312N? na?
n — - ) D= :
T8 no1 ’ (6.38)

The coefficient (6.38) can be, in principle, obtained numerically by performing classical
Monte-Carlo simulations of the O(/N) model in the spirit of Ref. 14.
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So far our large-N computation has been confined to the correlation length correction to
the Renyi entropy. At leading order the calculation was technically fairly simple, as utilizing
the discussion in section III, we could work at the critical point. In particular, the form of
the Lagrange multiplier (i\(r)) was fixed by scale invariance up to an overall constant. To
proceed beyond the leading order, as is required for the calculation of the correlation length
correction to the entanglement entropy proper, we would have to work in the gapped phase.
The Lagrange multiplier (iA(r)) would now be a non-trivial function of r with a length scale
determined by the correlation length ¢ = m~!. Similarly, if we wish to compute the finite
size correction v to the entanglement entropy, (iA(r)) will again vary non-trivially with a
length scale determined by the size L of the compact direction. In both cases, we have
to solve the gap equation for a whole function (iA(r)) rather than a single number a,. In
principle, this problem can be addressed numerically. It would be particularly interesting
to check whether v ~ O(1) for N — oo as suggested by the 4 — € expansion, eq. (5.31).

VII. CONCLUSION. FUTURE DIRECTIONS.

In the present work we have computed the universal finite size and correlation length
corrections to the entanglement entropy and the Renyi entropy for the O(N) model. The
evaluation of this entropy required a study of the O(N) field theory on a n-sheeted Riemann
surface for general n, and an understanding of the nature of the n — 1 limit. For n # 1,
there is a conical singularity at the origin of the Riemann surface and we have presented a
detailed analysis of the structure of the “boundary” excitations of the O(N) CFT at this
singularity. (A closely related CET with vortex boundary conditions was studied in Ref. 13
with a very different physical motivation.) In particular, we showed that in the context
of € = 4 — D expansion, the RG flow of the boundary coupling ¢ in Eq. (4.10) was the
key to a determination of the entanglement entropy. The RG flow of ¢ had two possible
structures shown in Figs. 5 ¢) and d). For n greater than a critical n., we had flow in
the infrared to ¢ = —oo as in Fig. 5 d). In contrast for n < n., we had three possible
fixed points, and the n — 1 limit was controlled by the non-zero fixed point ¢ = ¢, at
which all strong hyperscaling assumptions were obeyed. All our computations in the ¢ and
1/N expansions were consistent with this RG flow and fixed-point structure. One crucial
consequence of the boundary perturbation and the subtle limit n — 1 is that the finite size
and correlation length corrections to the entanglement entropy are different at the Wilson-
Fisher and Gaussian fixed points already at leading order in e expansion.

In this paper we have considered a geometry with a smooth, straight boundary between
regions A and B. One possible extension of our work is to consider boundaries with sharp
corners. In such geometries, it is expected that the entanglement entropy will contain a

458 Moreover, we have only studied the correlation

universal logarithmically divergent term.
length correction to the entanglement entropy in the symmetry unbroken region ¢t > 0. It
would be interesting to extend our treatment to the symmetry broken phase ¢ < 0.

While our paper was being completed, we learned of the numerical study of entanglement
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entropy in the d = 2 quantum Ising model in Ref. 15. At the quantum critical point the
authors of Ref. 15 find evidence for a finite size correction 7 as in Eq. (1.6) in the case when
the boundary between regions A and B is smooth. We note that the geometry studied in
Ref. 15 is an L x L torus divided into two equal cylinders rather than the infinite cylinder
cut in half that we have considered here. Thus, the two results cannot be compared directly.
Nevertheless, the value of v in Ref. 15 is found to be positive, as in our conjecture in Eq. (1.8)
for the case of periodic boundary conditions along the cylinder.
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