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ABSTRACT: This paper is designed to be a practical tool for constructing and investigating
two-point correlation functions in defect conformal field theory, directly in physical space,
between any two bulk primaries or between a bulk primary and a defect primary, with
arbitrary spin. Although geometrically elegant and ultimately a more powerful approach,
the embedding space formalism gets rather cumbersome when dealing with mixed symmetry
tensors, especially in the projection to physical space. The results in this paper provide an
alternative method for studying two-point correlation functions for a generic d-dimensional
conformal field theory with a flat p-dimensional defect and d — p = g co-dimensions. We
tabulate some examples of correlation functions involving a conserved current, an energy
momentum tensor and a Maxwell field strength, while analysing the constraints arising
from conservation and the equations of motion. A method for obtaining bulk-to-defect
correlators is also explained. Some explicit examples are considered: free scalar theory on
RP x (RY/Z2) and a free four dimensional Maxwell theory on a wedge.
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1 Introduction

Our interest is to improve fundamental understanding of defect conformal field theory
(dCFT). Such an improvement has a host of possible applications. Conformal field theories
with defects and boundaries describe physical systems at a phase transition, for example
water inside a container at the end-point of the liquid-gas critical line, or an antiferromag-
netic spin system with disorder at the Néel-dimer transition. Topological defects may exist
astrophysically, as relics from phase transitions in the early universe. Thus an improved
understanding of dCFT has experimental applications both in condensed matter and cos-
mology. There are more fundamental theoretical reasons to pursue such a study as well,
associated with D-branes in string theory and twist defects for computing entanglement
entropy in a quantum information context. In this work, we study symmetry constraints
on two-point correlation functions in dCFT.

Given substantial existing work [1-5] using conformal symmetry to constrain correlation
functions in dCFT, one may legitimately ask why do more? Our answer is largely personal,
that in attempting to investigate some specific examples of dCFT correlation functions in-
volving tensors with mixed symmetries, for example a Maxwell field strength and a stress
tensor, we found the embedding space formalism employed by refs. [1-5] challenging to
work with. The embedding space formalism requires an initial step of constructing a corre-
lation function as a polynomial in embedding space, and a second step, which is not always
necessary, of projecting the polynomial to a tensorial object in physical space.

The polynomials in embedding space are simpler objects than their tensorial physical space
counter-parts. In many situations, it may be enough to work with these polynomials, in
which case the embedding space formalism remains a superior approach to ours. An old
idea, it was originally developed in the context of CFT without boundaries or defects [6—
9]. The conformal group on R¢ with d > 2 is the orthogonal group O(d + 1,1) and its
action is not linear. However, we know that SO(d + 1, 1) acts naturally (and linearly) on
RALI - This fact can be exploited by embedding the spacetime into R%T5! and looking
at the linearised action of the conformal group on this embedding space. The uplift sim-
plifies the constraints on the n point correlation functions arising from conformal symmetry.

Sometimes one would like access to the physical space correlation functions as well, how-
ever. In our case, we wanted to use Feynman diagrams to investigate the effect of small
interactions on the structure of correlation functions of free dCFT’s. As perturbation the-
ory in CFT is typically performed in physical space, it is often more convenient to have a
presentation of the conformal symmetry constraints on the physical space correlation func-
tions. (It is possible to lift the perturbative results to embedding space, contracting the

tensor structures with polarization vectors.)

To refer to “the” embedding space formalism is already inaccurate, as there are at least
two distinct variants of the formalism for mixed symmetry tensors, refs. [4] and [5]. The



ingredients that make up the polynomial are different in the two cases. Ref. [4] reproduces
the antisymmetry of the correlation function through the use of Grassman variables. This
approach has the advantage of producing simpler polynomials, but the disadvantage of
making the projection to physical space more difficult to implement. Ref. [5], in contrast,
encodes the antisymmetry of the correlators directly into bosonic building blocks for the
polynomials. While the projection to physical space is then as straightforward as in the
fully symmetric case, the building blocks themselves are more involved. A further issue for
us in both cases was that the projection procedure depends on whether the indices in the
resultant tensors are tangent or perpendicular to the defect.

The aim of this paper is to introduce a formalism where bulk correlation functions can be
written directly in physical space in a uniform way where parallel and perpendicular indices
are treated on the same footing. As such, we follow in the footsteps of McAvity and Osborn
[10] who developed a similar but simpler formalism for dealing with correlation functions
of boundary CFT. We hope that the formalism we present may be helpful to others.

The work is organised as follows. Section 2 begins with a brief review of conformal maps to
establish notation and conventions. The second half of section 2 presents our method for
writing down dCFT correlation functions directly in physical space, extending the boundary
CFT formalism of ref. [10]. Section 3 uses the formalism to present several specific examples
of two-point correlation functions involving a scalar operator O, a conserved current .J,,
a stress tensor 7}, and a Maxwell field (in four dimensions) F},,. These tensorial objects
are specified by symmetry constraints typically up to several functions of two invariant
cross ratios. In section 4, we investigate the limit where one of the operators in these
bulk two-point functions approaches the defect and hence derive the independent tensor
structures required for writing any bulk-to-defect two point correlation function. These
are specified up to a handful of constants and we also present several examples. Sections
5 looks at two specific examples of dCFT, a free scalar on RP x (R?/Z3), a free Maxwell
field on R? x (R?/Zy) for N = 2 and 4 and also a free Maxwell field on R x (R3/Zs). As
supplemental material, we have provided a Mathematica notebook [11] that defines some of
the tensor structures we introduce and computes the (F,, (z)Fy,(z')) correlation function.

2 Conformal Field Theory with a Flat Defect

Our principal interest is in formulating the conformal symmetry constraints on the corre-
lation functions of local operators in defect conformal field theory. We begin with a brief
review of conformal maps preserving the defect and their action on the local operators.

In the presence of a flat p-dimensional defect on a d-dimensional spacetime [1], the conformal
symmetry is broken to a subgroup, SO(p+1,1) x SO(q), where ¢ = d—p is the codimension.
Splitting spacetime into R = RP x RY, the defect is given by D = {(x,0) € M|x € RP}.
Any points away from the defect (where y # 0 with (x,3) € R%) we call the bulk space B.
Likewise, it is also convenient to split the index notation. We use Greek indices which run



from 1, ...,d, Latin indices a, b, ¢ which run from 1, ..., p, and Latin indices 4, j, k which run
fromp+1,...,d or from 1,...,q.

Now, we look at the conformal maps that preserve the defect. A conformal map ¢ preserves
the defect if ¢(p) € D for all p € D. In the case of a flat defect defined above, the connected
component of the conformal transformations on R% which preserves the defect is given by,

t(X7y) = (X+aa y): I'q(X, y) = (Xv Rq : y)a b( y) _ <X+bl‘2 Y ) (2 1)
rp(x,y) = (Ry-x,y),  o(x,y) = (o%,0y), ’ Q) "Qz) )
where z = (x,9), a € RP, R, € SO(p), Ry € SO(q), 0 € Ryp, b € RP and Q(z) =

14+2b-x+b%z2. The full symmetry group is SO(p+1,1) x SO(q) and we will call a theory
respecting this symmetry a defect CFT.

With a single bulk point, we are not able to form any conformal invariants (cross-ratios)
and so the one point function is fixed up to a constant by conformal symmetry [1]. Given
two bulk points z = (x,y) and 2’ = (x’,3'), we can construct two independent cross-ratios
&a: B x B — R, under the defect conformal maps (2.1),

2

!
o S Yy 2 N2 _ 2 2
1= §2 = ) S —(:I)—l'), y|_ Yy + .+ yg (22)
Aly|ly'| lylly'| =i a

(The defining property of a cross-ratio is &, (z, z') = &(¢p(z), #(2’)).) Certain formulae are

more simply expressed using particular rational combinations of £&; and &. In particular,

; : 2_ _& _1-4
we will have occasion to use u® = D and &3 = e

For the special case ¢ = 1 we only have one independent cross-ratio since &5 — 1. Further-
&

more we have, u? — v? = and & — 0. The simplification in the case ¢ = 1 is part of

T o+t
a more general phenomenagxl)erhen we consider higher point functions. As discussed in [2, 4],
given n bulk points, we can construct the analog of & and & for any pair of these points,
giving n(n — 1) cross ratios in general. However, if p or ¢ is too small compared to n, some
of these cross ratios will not be independent, as happens when n = 2 and ¢ = 1. More
generally, there will be fewer independent cross ratios if ¢ < n or p+2 < n. For a lengthier
and more detailed discussion of these cross ratios, including when some of the operators

live on the defect, see [2].

2.1 O(d) Vectors, Bi-vectors and Rank-2 Tensors

The action of the defect conformal group (2.1) on the correlation function must obey a
Ward identity when the theory is a dCFT. The identity states that for any conformal

transformation ¢ we have the equality,

{(¢-On)(x)(¢-0,) () = (O1(x)0,(2')), (2.3)

where ¢- is the action of the conformal group on primary fields. Recall that a primary field
is defined by the transformation property,

(¢~ 01)(9(2)) := 2,%(2)G/ [Ry(2)]Os (2) ,



Independent Tensor Structures

Co-Dimension | Cross-Ratio Vector ; Bi-Vector 2-Tensor ;
at x at x at x at x
q>2 €1, & =0, 20 | =Y E0 | Lo The | Ouws T | 8ap. TUs
g=2 €1, & =D =@ | =W =@ | 1, " Sas
g=1 & 2% o Lo B 0as

Table 1. List of independent tensor structures used to construct two-point correlation function
between any two bulk primaries with arbitrary spin. The definition of the cross-ratios, vectors,
bi-vectors and rank-2 tensors can be found in (2.2), (2.4), (2.6) and (2.8) respectively.

where (Ry)l(z) = %

indices that indicate the representation of O(d) under which O transforms. Lastly, G is a

and A is the scaling dimension of Q. The I, J are generalised
matrix acting on the representation space of O(d).

Hence, (2.3) provides constraints on the correlation function arising from the defect con-
formal group. In table 1, we list a set of independent tensor structures that can be used to
construct correlation functions satisfying the Ward identity.

Using the cross-ratios (2.2), we can define two structures Z() and 2 which enable us to
satisfy the Ward indentity for primary vectors. The structures Z(®) can be viewed as O(d)
vectors at a point z; they transform as El(fl) — (R¢)Z(:U)E,(ja) under the defect conformal
group. Along with Z(%), we can define two vectors Z'(™) which transforms as an O(d) vector

at /. A choice of these are given explicitly in Cartesian coordinates as

=(1) no_ M& _ M _ —(1 no_ ly'| 961 _ 2|y'| ’
B (x,2') =  oer = 2 Ny, _#( Nz, a') = & o gz S M
/ , (2.4)
=2 (g x/):M@:@_n =) (g, /):Ma& P _ '
o L Ozt & W g & O/t & N
where,
0 p=a, 0 0 =a,
ny, = {yk . n;l:{y; . (2.5)
m n =K, m H=K,

and s, =, — xL With 2@ and = in hand, we can construct bi-vectors, which trans-
form as an O(d) vector at x and 2/, by taking the product 2@z Similarly, we can
form rank-2 O(d) tensors at z by taking the product Z(®=(®)

product =/(M=/(m),

and ones at 2’ by taking the

We can also take further derivatives of the vectors (2.4). Since R4 depends on x or 2/, we

/

can only take the derivative w.r.t.  of 2’ and w.r.t. 2’ of Z. Two derivatives w.r.t. the

same point results in an object which will not transform correctly. These derivatives yield



two additional bi-vectors:

0
AN =/(1) _ / —=(1
I,uzz(xa'r ) - _251’y|axu‘—'u( ) - _2‘£l|y |6[E’“H(V )7 (263)
o _ 0 _
j;iu(xax/) = 52’1/‘83;“ ‘:':/(2) - fZ’y/|W:EE)7 (26b)
where 1, = 0, — 25:25”, is the rotation matrix corresponding to the inversion map [12],
L = (Rinv) o (z — 2') and
(5~—yjy,§ =ij,v=7
T,y =09 v P g (2.7)
0 otherwise.

The last two independent rank-2 tensors come from contracting two bivectors over the
indices which transform at the same point. The contractions between 7’ and I or J' gives
a new rank-2 tensor at = and a second at z’:

Oi7 — NN =i v=]
{ i M J j;:/u(x,):{

0 otherwise
The number of primes on J indicates how many times the point z’ is implicated in its

/. o
Oij —mny p=1i,v=j

T () = (2.8)

0 otherwise

transformation properties: no primes means a rank-2 tensor at x, one prime a bivector at
x and 2/, and two primes a rank-2 tensor at x’.

We now demonstrate by explicit computation that the set of tensor structures in table 1 is
closed under index contraction. We consider only contractions of indices associated with the
point x since the same relations will hold for 2’ under the replacement 2 — =/, 7 — J".
The contractions involving vectors and rank-2 tensors at x are

=W=u _ L 7. =y _ _ 82 =)
m w2’ pv 26 ’
=2)=2)pn _ 53 =v _ =(2)
EEC =2, Tuw=7" =57, (2.9)
TuaT) = Tpw
=z - L& e
The contractions involving the bi-vectors are,
IMVE(UV — X;Iu j/ia(j/)ya _ j‘m/ + ELQ)E(VQ)’
IMV‘E(2)V = _(53511(1) + 62552))7 \7,;0[]3 - jpu + ELQ)Eyl)v
T,E0r =z, Tl = Tha 2, (210)
. 2&1 jl/j/ _ !/
1 nYva poo
NS —" ) o
pv &Y Lol = 0y

where X}, = fg(EL(l) - E;fz)).



The structures in table 1 are independent in the sense that they cannot be written as a
product of lower rank tensor structures. In this language, 2M=(m) is not an independent
bi-vector even though it is a necessary ingredient in constructing the correlation function
of two vector operators. The independent structures are closed under contraction, as seen
from (2.9) and (2.10). No new ones can be formed through derivatives or contractions.

For a parity even theory, we expect that this set of structures is suficient to construct the
correlation function between any two bulk operators of arbitrary spin.! For bulk operators
with I; and I» indices, we construct all possible terms with I; and I indices using the
independent structures in table 1. We then symmetrize or antisymmetrize over the indices
and remove traces, as required in order to obtain an object with the right transformation
properties under the O(d) x O(d) group acting on the two operators.

Indeed, not counting the Kronecker delta function used to remove traces, the number eight
of independent structures here is the same as the number of structures used to construct
correlation function polynomials in embedding space in [1|. Moreover, one can see schemati-
cally that the monomial building blocks in embedding space project down to elements which
have the same spin as our structures in real space. Therefore, the number of independent
terms in any correlation function that we construct must match ref. [1]. We only consider
up to rank-2 tensors in this work. However, counting the total number of structures in
selected correlators such as (S,,,0), (SuwpVa), (SupaO), for symmetric, traceless S, we
can match the number obtained from embedding space.? We also match the number, six, of
independent structures in the correlator (F),, Vy) for an antisymmetric operator Fj,, (pers.
comm. M. Meineri).

q=1,2: When g = 1, we reduce to bCFT. Here E® = 2@ = 7 = 7/ = 7" = 0.
Similarly, ¢ = 2 is also a special case because we find that 7, 7' and J” are not independent.
In this case the following identities hold,

1
T, =-tzoze g, =2z0=0 g _Lzeze (g

& & & "
2.2 Comment about one and higher point functions

The main purpose of this work is to investigate two point functions, but we would like to
make a couple of remarks about one point and higher point functions before passing to the
main order of business. Curiously, although we found the tensor 7, through the existence
of cross ratios, this structure exists independently of them, and is important for allowing
nonzero one-point functions in dCFT. If we have an operator Oy in a representation of O(d)

'For parity odd theories, we must add some Levi-Civita tensors e/t Hd ¢ % and 1% to the
construction.
2Eq. (3.19) in of ref. [1] is missing a couple of factors. The correct version should be (pers. comm.

E. Lauria)
min(J1,J2) 2

T (-w- [2E)) (|24 +)




such that we can also construct something out of the 7, and d,, structures in the same
representation, then O is allowed to have a nonzero one point function. Importantly, 7,
does not exist for ¢ = 1 which forbids anything except for scalars developing a nonzero
expectation value in bCFT [10]. More generally in dCFT, we see that vectors and anti-
symmetric two-forms are also forbidden from having a nonzero expectation value.

Having gone through the exercise of constructing two-point correlation functions, the pro-
cedure in broad outline is clear for n-point functions as well. Given n bulk points, for each
pair (z,,xs) we can construct & and &, type cross-ratios, calling them f;r’s) and {ér’s) re-
spectively. Since a total of n(n —1)/2 unique pairs can be formed, we have naively n(n —1)
independent cross ratios. For p and ¢ to small compared to n, some of these won’t be
independent (see the discussion immediately preceeding Sec. 2.1).

Given our set of independent cross ratios, we can then construct tensor structures analogous
to those in figure 1. Fixing a point x,, we can form (n — 1) distinct pairs involving z;.
Taking derivatives with respect to z, of both ém) and §§T’s) gives us 2(n — 1) independent
vectors at the given point z,. Repeating this procedure for all the n points gives a total
of 2n(n — 1) vectors, EE})(T’S) an EEE)(T’S). By further taking the derivative of (V%) and
2@(5) with respect to x5, we can form a bi-vector of type I and type J'. Let us call them
I ,(];8) and ,,7,;(;’8) respectively. Consequently, at each pair we have 2 independent bi-vectors
and hence a total of n(n —1)/2 bi-vectors of type I and J’ each. Finally, for each point z,
we can construct the independent rank-2 tensor J, namely J,Eg).

We then assemble from these constituents objects with the correct O(d) transformation
properties — by appropriately antisymmetrizing, symmetrizing, and removing traces. Al-
though we do not check the closure of this set of independent tensor structures under
contraction (as done for the two-point case in (2.9) and (2.10)), we do find a correspon-
dence with the embedding space results in [4]. In particular, the number of vectors matches
their Kc%) and Réé), the number of bi-vectors matches their Sc(é’j ) and gg;j ) and finally the
number of rank-2 tensors matches their H(ﬁi’j ).

3 Bulk-Bulk Two Point Functions

As a warm-up, the two point correlator between two bulk scalar primaries of dimension A
and A’ is well known to have the form?

B ‘y/’A—A’

<O($)O/(37/>> = Tf(fl,&), (3.1)

where f(&1,&2) is an arbitrary function of the cross-ratios. In what follows, we will inves-
tigate correlation functions involving a scalar field O, a conserved current J*, and stress
tensor 7" and (in the particular case of four dimensions) a Maxwell field strength F*”.
Also, when counting the number of PDE constraints arising from conservation or equations

3Note we can use (2.2) to write |y| = ﬁ.



Correlators # of functions Conservation
q>2|qg=2|qgq=1|q¢>2|qg=2|qg=1
<JMO> 2 2 1 1 1 1
(T ) 5 4 2 2 5 1
<T#1/O> 4 4 1 9 92 1
<TMyJa> 12 8 2 10 ] 3
(TywTap) 19 10 3 12 8 2
# of functions EoM
Correlators, d = 4 py S S i e S —
<F#VO> 1 1 0 2 ) 0
(FluvFap) 10 5 2 6 4 1

Table 2. This table contains a list of bulk-bulk correlators which we consider in section 3 and the
number of independent structures appearing in the correlators, dependent on the co-dimension gq.
It also denotes the number of PDE constraints arising from conservation of current 0*.J,, = 0 and
stress tensor 0T}, = 0, everywhere in the bulk. Correlators involving a Maxwell field strength
F,, are also considered, specifically when d = 4, and we list the number of PDE constraints arising
from the bulk equation of motion 0*F},, = 0.

of motion (see table 2), we use the argument that taking the divergence reduces the spin of
the correlator by 1 and hence the number of independent structures present in the resulting
correlator is equal to the number of PDE constraints. For example taking the divergence of
(T, O) we see the resulting correlator is of the form (V,0) and hence 2 independent PDE

constraints are expected.

3.1 (JO)

The two point correlator between a bulk vector operator V), of dimension A and a scalar
primary O of dimension A’ is fixed up to two functions of two cross ratios:

1

= WA (fl(ﬁb&)El(}) + f2(§1,§2)5ﬁ)) . (3.2)

(Vu(2)O(2"))

In the special case that V# = J" is a conserved current (with dimension A = d—1), we have
the constraint 9, (J*(z)O(z’)) = 0, satisfied everywhere in the bulk. Current conservation
leads to the following relation between the functions f; and fa:

2
(2061 + (d = &) o + oL {110 — gty )
+ 26 (2 —q- 512> fo—&&3 <f2(170) - 2f2(071)> =0. (3.3)
2

where the identities (A.1) were used in the derivation.



q = 1: In the codimension one case, the structure 23 is absent and the cross ratios
& — 1 and &3 — 0 degenerate. The constraint (3.3) reduces to,

((d=2)+2(d-1&)fr +26(1 + El)d? =0
which has the simple solution
fil&) = cgi‘g(l +§1)—% _cgldyd

where ¢ is an integration constant. This result matches the bCFT result in [12] with
appropriate rescaling.

3.2 (JJ)

The two point correlator between two identical vector fields of dimension A depends on five
arbitrary functions of two cross ratios:

(Vo (z)V, () = ;<ﬁ“”“l+f42“2+ﬁ@ V=) 4 =@)=1))

+ f4IMV + f5‘-7,L/w>7

The tensor structure of f3 appears in a symmetric combination because the operators in the
correlation function are assumed to be identical. (Conversely, if the operators were distinct,

the coefficients of HEL ):f,@) nd ”(2)":,(1) should be independent.)

Reflection positivity places bounds on the bulk-bulk functions appearing in the correla-
tor between identical operators. The reflection plane is taken to be a hypersurface that
intersects the defect at right angles, which fixes €& = 1. The positivity demands that,

FlEn) 20, (it f)(En1) >0, Qx+ﬁ)@hnzo. (3.5

If V# = J* is a conserved current, then A = d—1 and 9,,(J*(x)J"(z")) = 0. This divergence
Oy (JH(x)J" (x")) is the correlation function of a scalar with a vector, and we just saw that
it depends generically on two functions of two cross ratios. Thus, conservation will lead to
two constraints on the five f;. Using the identities (A.1) and (A.2), we find

2
ELH 6 f™) — (@(d+ 1) + 260~ 1) fi + a8 (2000 - )

‘ (3.6)
<53d 2 ( gz (q— 1))) 3+ 2636 0 — 2616565 10V = 0,
and
&fi+ &g (21877 - 1) + (g (d—1) 26 (53 + (- 1))) f2
& &
51f“” @&ﬁm”—Gxd—n+a&@—1w—;)ﬁ—2ﬁ&ﬁm) (3.7)

26

—268 A e (H0 - 210) + ( c

@) fi=o

~10 -



q

—_/
—
—

1: Here we only have one PDE because (3.7) was obtained by setting the coefficient
'(2) to zero, which does not exist when ¢ = 1. The PDE constraint for ¢ = 1 is,

o ( Ldfi | dfs _

Notice that this only involves f; and f4 since the other tensor structures are zero when g = 1.
The PDE constraint matches the bCFT result in [12] under appropriate identification.

q =2: For this case we take f5 — 0 since J' is not independent (2.11).

3.3 (TO)

The two point correlator of a symmetric rank-2 tensor S with dimension A and a scalar of
dimension A’ is given by,

A=A
(S (2)O(2")) = % <f15( JEM + LE@ED + fsg&)Eg) + faTuw + f55;w>' (3.8)

S

We need the correlator to be traceless to consider the energy momentum tensor. Taking
the trace of the above equation, we obtain a constraint on f5,

fom <f1+f2§3 f3&3 f4(q—1)>'

_l’_

w2d | &d  26d d (39)

Now we can write the two point correlator between the energy momentum tensor and a
scalar,

. 1d—A' i 5 o 51,
Buto0w) = I |1 () - D) 4 g (5= - )

—(1)=(2) |, w3 g1
s (“W =) T 2£1d> e <‘7’“’ d 5“”)]'

This gives a total of 4 structures matching the number obtained from the embedding space

(3.10)

theory [1]. Imposing conservation of T' and using the identities (A.4), we obtain two PDE
constraints on fi, ..., f1,

(26100 -0) - Ea+2)a- 1) 5+ - s - e + XL,
) 2
- ?f;’fél’o) + <§Z’l(d+ 1)(d—2)— & ( +q-— 1)) (3.11)

+§1§3< —d (10 +f30 1)> +2(q — D& fsr — 28 < 7 >f410 0,

4We use round brackets on indices to denote symmetrisation and square brackets for antisymmetrisation
(including a factor of ). We use | to separate indices that are being (anti)symmetrised when not next to
each other.

— 11 —



and,

& 268 L0) _ & 1
-2~ 250 + (e -6 (2 - g+ )>f2

e (2<d— 1) 0D _ f10 ) <53 _e -8 (1 PN )) 5 (3.12)

52
512 (1L0) %(2 —d)f"Y 1 &dfy — €16 <f4§170) +2 (;1 - 1) fiovl)) =0

q = 1: For this case fa,...,fs vanish, £ — 1 and £ — 0, while the second PDE (3.12)
(obtained by setting coefficients of Z(?) to zero) does not exist. So, the constraint reduces

to,

268 dfy
S =@+ 2h

This is simply solved to give,

1+4
re=c(¢) T = A =—at

which matches the result from [12| with the appropriate rescaling.

q = 2: Here, J is not independent and so we set fy = 0.

3.4 (1J)
The two point correlator between a symmetric rank-2 tensor S of dimension A and a vector
V of dimension A’ is given by,

A=A’
(Sutale) = L= (0,720 + b2 + =L, + GuZ T,

+ > fomZ B :g”), (3.13)

n>m,r
where we restrict the sum over n to avoid double counting and so fi,nr has 6 independent
components. There are 14 structures here, but tracelessness of S, removes two, constrain-

ing h1 and ho,

1 f f12183 | f221€
=g <gl(q —1)+ 11; - 12251 LA ZZ N F2§3) : (3.14a)
1 Sz f12283 | f22283 Gi G
h2——g <g2(q_1)+ 22 + & —1152—1;252‘1‘2&—52) - (3.14Db)

The embedding space result [1] also involves 12 structures.

If the rank-2 tensor S, is actually the stress tensor T}, and the vector V, a conserved
current J,,, then we should furthermore set A = d, A’ = d—1 and impose the conservation
conditions. Conservation of J* gives four PDE constraints while the conservation of T#”
gives six constraints. (We simply count the structures needed to write down (S, (2)O(z'))
and (V,(x)V,(2')), respectively and where S is traceless.) In total, there are 12 functions
and 10 PDE relations, which we will spare the reader.
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q=1: Here2® =@ 7 and J’ all vanish and the number of structure reduces to 2. The
conservation of T gives two ODE constraints while the conservation of J, gives one ODE
constraint. Since there are only 2 functions but 3 constraints, the system is overdetermined,
and one might guess the correlation function vanishes. However, some of the constraints
are degenerate, and the correlation function is fixed up to a constant (see p 14 of [13]).

q = 2: Here J and J' are not independent and the number of structures reduces to 8.
The conservation of J# now gives three PDE constraints while the conservation of TH” gives
five PDE constraints. This is a system with 8 functions and 8 PDE relations. It would be
interesting to see if the system can be solved.

3.5 (IT)

The two point correlator between symmetric rank-2 tensors S and S’ is given by (B.1).
There is a total of 36 independent components. Demanding that S, is traceless gives 5
constraints and then demanding S l/w is traceless gives a further 4 constraints. This is a total
of 9 constraints for 36 structures, hence reducing the number of independent structures to
27 and so matching the number predicted by the embedding formalism. For (T'T) we need
to further impose symmetry associated with identical operators alongside tracelessness.
Symmetrising gives the two point correlation function of T',

10 9
(T () Tap(a')) = id [Z Fal€1. T o+ > gm(€1.€2)S50 5
n=1 m=1

+ Mbuas + 2 (G BN + 8asZDED) + s (002 PZ + 60= =) (3.15)
:0)5(2)))

i M

+hy (5 JEWEP 1+ D) 4 6,5 EPED +

+ H (jw/(saﬁ + 5#’/‘7(;/5) :| )

where 7 5™ 5 can be found in (B.2) and (B.3) and the functions hq,..., hs and H

uviaB? S uvia
satisfy the following relations,
2fi 4 (1 & 4¢ 3 4¢ 1
hy = — d1+d;(“2+2§> Q—d;’(l 25’) S—d;’(1+2>f4 (3.16a)
[ & 2¢ 28 263 &f £
+ 422 5232f6+£ 23d2f7 & 23d2f8 51523d?f9 + §2d120 ) <( -+ 52)
$ 4¢3 4¢3 2(¢—1) 2(¢—1)& 2((1 —1)&s

£2d292 €2d293 + g € d? 94 + u2d? g5 + §2d2 ge £1d2
-1 4
+(qd2) 8+d2<(q_1)_£3)99)

2¢
ho :—@fé 4&)’f4—];il—§ilf -I—;gdfs 195, (3.16b)
462 42 &3 f7 $ 291 495 294 q-—1
7f3—|—7f4—af - +€7df9_7+£27d—£17_ d — 96, (3.16¢)
Efz—ki&))f _£_§f9+£73f10_£+@_q—1 209 (3.16d)

w2d  &d”? T d 6d  &d  d T a4
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and,
2 g5 &3 &3 q—1 4

H=—-"g — 2 - > =22 g, — — —go. 1
79 24 E2de]<er£1st]7 g 98— 799 (3.17)

There are also additional constraints from conservation of T'. This gives twelve PDE con-

straints and so we have a system with 19 functions and 12 PDE relations.

2) = 2/@) = 0 and the independent structures reduce down to 5 with

g =1: In this case Z(
2 constraints coming from tracelessness. This leaves a total of 3 independent structures
appearing in (T (x)T**(x')). Conservation of T* gives two ODE constraints and so we
have a system of 3 functions with 2 ODE relations, reducing the number of independent

functions to 1, as discussed long ago in [12].

q =2: In this case J, J’, and J” are not independent and so we set all the g,, = 0 and
H = 0, leaving us with 14 structures. Furthermore, the traceless constraints also reduce
down to four and hence (T"(x)T*?(x')) has 10 independent structures. These are given
by the T structures in (B.2) via (3.15) subject to (3.16) with g,, = H = 0. (The S™
structures vanish.) Conservation of TH” gives eight PDE constraints, and so we have a
system of 10 functions with 8 relations.

3.6 Constraints from Maxwell’s Equation in d =4 on (FO) and (FF)

(FO)

The correlation function between a Maxwell field strength and a scalar is given by,
ly' >

<Fuu(x)0($/)> = (s2)2

Imposing the equation of motion 9, F"* = 0 and using the identity on (A.3), we obtain two
PDE constraints for f,

=(1)=(2)  =(1)=(2
F (== - ==). (3.18)

(—353 + 26 (Z’ +q- 1)) [+ &g (F00 - 2700) o, (3.19)
and,
(26102~ ) + & — 26) f + fﬁfﬂﬁ) — &8OV = 0. (3:20)
The PDEs can be solved to find,?
&6
(1-8)"7 (-1+(a+&)?)T

where ¢ is an integration constant, p = d — ¢ and the solution is valid for p = 1,¢q = 3

f(£17£2) =

: (3.21)

and p = 2,q = 2. The combination —1 + (2&; + &)? in the denominator of the expression
diverges at the defect and goes to zero in the coincident limit. (For the case ¢ = 1, =@
vanishes and the (F'O) correlator is automatically zero.)

5 Although we don’t know what to make of it, it is interesting to note that one can impose a massless
free field equation on the scalar field as well, provided ¢ = 3 and A’ = 1.
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(FF)

The correlation function between two Maxwell field strength tensors is given by,

4 [ h —(1 (1
(Fool@) Fosl)) = (o |y el + =1,

=), =) =0 =0 4 fEDEOOO
+f3(_[,, Wie=g TS 1 )+f4~ + 55, =)

v ™ [v #][ “la 0] 399
fGJ T, (1)j ()j =/(1) (3:22)
5 JulaJuis) T f7~ V][ﬁ“a] "+ fs ( w~ D +E Ei is=a) )
+IoZl Ts=a) + f10~7[u|[afﬁ1vl]
Reflection positivity demands that,
2(f1 + fi0)(&1,1) =20, 2(f1 + 2f10 + f5)(&1,1) >0, (fl + f2> (&1,1) >0
(3.23)
+
(fl + fio + f2 f7> (£1,1) >0
q=3: When ¢ = 3 we find that,
/ r —(2)
T Tvig) = 5 S VAP (3.24)

and the number of independent structures reduces to nine.

q = 2: When ¢ = 2 we can set fg, ..., fiop to zero due to (2.11). So, focusing on the
p = q = 2 case and applying the equation of motion gives four PDE constraints for fi, ..., f5,

25%§2f1(1’0) — 2{152§3f1(0’ 28 +28) fo + =5 51 (1 0 §2§3f2(071)

% (3.25)
+( ;%%@>ﬁ—a@(gmﬂogmdza
— 2636 f0 — 26,3 1Ok tofo + (63— &0 — 26) f3 + 251 LA _ gy 0D
2, o) _ (3.26)
(52 - €3> fa— §1§3f4 ) 4+ 261 €3f4 0,
2QQAW)%ﬁﬁyliﬁu+£ﬁf 2626, f$0) 4 2616565 13O + 26165 1
&1 (1 0)2 0,1) (3:27)
_4(52 §3>f5—§153<f5’ —2fs >:07
265 fo+ 2165 fz— 2£%£2f§1’°) - 2515%f3£0’1) 16 —fa— 25152f(1 04 2§1§2€3f(0 2
53 f { (3.28)

26— ) fs — 51 L0 4 e, 10D —

~15 —



q=1: When ¢ =1, only f; and f5 are present with the usual simplifications and there is
only one ODE constraint,

267 <f1 f2> = 4f>. (3.29)

We may make this ODE look simpler by changing basis fo — v2g2 and by changing variables
from & — v. This results in the ODE,

d
el — 2gs.
Udv(f1+92) 92

Since the coefficient of the derivative terms are equal, we may change basis again to f; —
g1 — g2, which simplifies the ODE further,

v dgy

g2 = 2 do (3.30)

A free Maxwell theory in the bulk has only one independent structure for ¢ = 1.

4 Bulk-Defect Two Point Functions

One reason to study bulk-defect two point functions is the fact that any bulk primary
operator can be expressed as a sum over operators on the defect — the defect OPE. The
defect OPE of any bulk primary Oy(z) with dimension Ap can be written as,

ZZ‘ ’Ao Dl(a Y glj) ¢¢)¢J( X), (4.1)

where gﬁ 7 is a defect primary with dimension A and D‘I] is a parallel derivative operator

depending on the bulk-to-defect coefficients c é; and the two point coefficient ¢ 4 of ng In

particular, if the bulk-to-defect coefficients between © and some ¢ are Vanishlng, then ¢

cannot appear in defect OPE of O. To derive the contribution of a particular ¢x to the

defect OPE, we simply take the product with (4.1) and calculate the correlation function,
™

1 A A . 0¢ 7zn)IK

727 x')) = (O (z x')) = A A’
= 1(65(x)dx (X)) = (O1(2)dx (X)) 120 Bs (52 + [y2)2

(4.2)

where 7(,,) are the appropriate tensor structures. By matching the expansion on both sides
as y — 0, one can in principle determine the DIJ , although our interest is not in these
operators.® Instead, we focus on the precise form of bulk-defect two point functions and
the tensor structures 7En).

4.1 Tensor Structures for the Defect Limit

A defect of our formalism, which is not shared by the embedding space method, is that in
the absence of a cross ratio, we do not have a procedure for constructing relevant tensor

6See [10] for the ¢ = 1 case and [1] for ¢ > 1.
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Independent Tensor Structures for Bulk-to-Defect ‘

Vectors . 2-Tensor
; Bivector ;
at T at x at 7 at X
spit=a | i | (m.a) | (usi) (ab) [ () | () | ()
=P 0 X Zwe | T | T b | 6w | 0O 0 | 6

Table 3. List of independent tensor structures used to construct bulk-to-defect two point correlation
functions. The definition of these structures can be found in (4.5) where we use a hat on the bulk
tensor structure to indicate it being evaluated at y' = 0. For a bulk-to-defect two point correlation
function, the tensor structures at x can have bulk Lorentz spin while the structures at x’ can either
have parallel and/or orthogonal spin. Likewise, a bivector at (x,x’) will have one bulk spin and
one parallel or orthogonal spin. Hence we separate the spin combinations in this table.

quantities. We saw this issue in the case of the one-point function, which must be con-
structed out of products of the rank-2 tensor J,,,,. We found the tensor 7, in the process
of constraining the two-point functions. The structure J,,, occurs in the contraction of 7},
with itself, and the bivector J/ia in turn arises as a mixed derivative of the cross ratio &s.
Despite the fact that there is no cross ratio for the one-point function, having found 7.,

we are free to use it in the construction of one-point functions.

The situation in the case of bulk-to-defect two point functions is similar. We have no cross
ratio, but again there is a workaround. We can study the defect limit of bulk-bulk two point
functions. From this procedure, we recover all of the relevant tensor structures necessary for
constructing a general bulk-to-defect two-point function from scratch and the independent
structures are given in table 3. We make this claim because there is a one-to-one match of

the structures we find here to the structures required in embedding space [1].

Here we analyse the limit where ¢ = 0. An immediate issue is that the cross ratio & and
several of the tensor structures have an ill behaved ¢/ — 0 limit. We remedy this problem
by taking various linear combinations of the cross ratios and multiplying by appropriate
powers of & and &. A basis with well defined limit as v’ — 0 is,

—(1 &2 2 §2 2 7 7
{:ﬁ g gﬂﬁ )} & {Xén gz:/os )} v ATwor Tpat s 0wy T} & {0ap, Tapt . (4.3)
1
for vectors at z and z’, bivectors, and rank two tensors at x and z’ respectively and
where &, == &(E — W), Tuo 1= L — BV XL, Tlo = Tho — E0X, and J"ap =
;’/B + Egl)E’B(l). In fact, several of these structures simply vanish or are not independent
in the defect limit as 3’ — 0,

&
&

where A represents the choices of spin (a,b), (a,i) and (¢,a). As in the one-point function

=2 o, ?E;@—w, Xo—=0, JW—=0, Ti—Tu, Ji—0, Jj—6; (44)
1

case, Jyu is not affected by the limit. Not counting the Kronecker delta’s, the remaining
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structures reduce to,

2548
dab — o= u=a,

2Jy| — — s%+yl?
:( ) o 52+||y||225a u=a, Iub y'=0 - _2|2y‘ni52b = ;
TH o ly'=0 2|y — s?+y| o
<S2+\y|2 —1)n; p=ri, (4.5)

0 w=a

!/ . . _ 9

X’L y'=0 - T4, IMJ y'=0 - .

5ij —nin; H=1.

We represent the bulk-to-defect tensor structures (see table 3) with a hat, e.g. é,(}) =
E,(})|y/:0 etc. Similar to the bulk tensor structures (see (2.9) and (2.10)), the set of inde-
pendent bulk-to-defect tensor structures are also closed under contraction. Leaving out the
trivial contractions involving the §’s we have,

T

ﬁ‘(l)&(l)u — A//f'lz -1 jMVI P Iy,“

g ! ’ S

=Mz — =M1k Z:Hfl% b= dabs

= ) i ) T, Ii=07 (4.6)

X1TH TH Ky [Z4)

=TT =00 g e s
27 _ 7, WLy = 0y = XX = I
ST =Ll =0, L L 2(1)2(1)
Loy :6’W_:# 5 = Jw

We believe we have found all the relevant structures from which to construct the bulk-to-
defect correlation function between operators of arbitrary spin. Indeed, in embedding space,
ref. [1] construct these same bulk-to-defect two point functions from the five monomials
Q%p, i =0,...,4. In our language, Q% maps to f#a, QLp to )21»’, Q% to és)7 3 to
fm-, and Q‘}B p to Juw. Given this mapping, we can see from a combinatorial point of view
that exactly the same set of two-point functions should arise in both cases. In appendix
C, we write a selection of bulk two point functions using the basis (4.3) in order to explore
certain special cases where the bulk-to-defect coefficient can be obtained from the functions

appearing in the bulk correlator.

4.2 (VO)

The two point correlation function between any bulk vector and any defect scalar is given
by,
Ax')) = VO &)
(Vu(2)O()) = VO (4.7)
s25y]
where” s = x — x’ and s? = s% + [y|?.

Conserved Current: When 9,V#(z) = 0, then we get the constraints A = d — 1 and
A=d— g = p. The first constraint is required for a bulk conserved current while the second
implies if the dimension of the defect scalar A # p then ¢4, = 0 when V' is conserved.
In particular, the defect OPE of a bulk conserved current J,(x) can only have scalars of
dimension p. This reduces to the bCFT result when ¢ = 1 and hence p =d — 1.

"We continue to use this convention throughout this section.
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Bulk Limit: We consider the special case where the defect OPE of a bulk operator
O(x',y') expanded around y — 0 has a finite leading order contribution from only one
defect scalar primary O, i.e. O(x,0) = O(x). For such a case, we can obtain ¢y & through
the function f; present in the bulk-bulk correlator (V,(z)O(z’)) in (3.2). The relation is
simply the boundary condition,
lim (461)% f1(61,&) = ¢y lim &8¢, fo(6r, &) = finite. (4.8)
£1—o0 &1—0
Note the limit £ — 0o needs to exist independent of &, since & has an undefined limit

as ¥ — 0. That the structure {¢; 15,?) vanishes in the defect limit places a finiteness
constraint on fs.

4.3 (VV)

The two point correlation function between any bulk vector and any defect vector with
parallel spin is given by,

N

() vy
<Vu(l’)Va(X )> - SQAW’A—AI‘MI . (49)
Conserved Current: When J,V#(z) = 0, we simply get one condition A = d — 1
independent of A. If V is a conserved defect current and hence has A = p—1, the only way
to satisfy the Ward identity 8a‘7“(x) = 0 is to set ¢;,y; = 0. In other words, a conserved
defect current cannot appear in the defect OPE of any bulk vector.

Bulk Limit: If there exists a V such that V/(x/,0) = V,(x) we have the following
boundary conditions on the functions appearing in (C.2),

li = finit li =cy0

611—I>noo 98(51762) nie, 611—I>noo 95(§I,§2> Cyvrs (410)
where s € {1,2,3,4,6}. To reiterate, finiteness of the basis (4.3) as ¥/ — 0 enables us to
put a finiteness condition on the bulk correlation functions directly, for this type of special
case.

The two point correlation function between a bulk vector and a defect vector with orthogonal
spin can also be obtained from (C.2):8

P 1 (1) < .
(Vi)W (x')) = W (CVW':'/(L)X]{ + CQ/WIMJ') (4.11)

Conserved Current: When 0,V# = 0, we get the constraints A = d — 1 and CVW(A -
p) = CQ/W((] — 1), reducing to one independent coefficient. In particular when A = p and

q # 1, we have CQ/W = 0. When ¢ = 1, the CQ/W term vanishes since d;; — n;n; — 0, and

conservation states c;,3, = 0 unless A= p =d — 1; as expected, this is the same condition
as for (JO). Conversely, we see when A = A =d —1 and ¢ # 1, the Ward identity simply

/

reduces to Cyv = oy

8This result corrects a typo in (2.38) of [1].
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Bulk Limit: If V/(x/,0) = W;(x’), we have the following boundary conditions on the
functions appearing in (C.2),

glli_{noo 91(&1,82) = ey glli_{noo 9r(&1,&2) = finite, (95 + 96) (&1, 62) = Cr (4.12)

lim
£1—o0
where r € {2,3,4}. An example can be found in section 5.1.

4.4 (SO)

The correlation function between a bulk symmetric and traceless tensor with a defect scalar
is given by,

(S (2)O(K)) = T {050 <:g>:9> _ d5“”> +ds <.7W - d5“”>] (4.13)

Energy Momentum Tensor: When S, =T}, and hence 9,7} = 0 everywhere in the
bulk, we obtain the usual constraint A = d and also the relation,

~

%(g — 1) = - (3(1 —d) +p> Cs0; (4.14)

and so we only have one independent coefficient. Similar to the <VV) case we just consid-
ered, when ¢ = 1, the structure multiplying c;, o is absent and A = d (otherwise cg45 = 0)
meaning that the defect OPE of T},, can only have scalars with dimension d (i.e. the bCFT

result). Likewise, when A =d and q # 1 the Ward identity simply reduces to cgs = c’S o

Bulk Limit: When O(x/,0) = O(x'), we have the following boundary conditions on the
functions appearing in (C.3),

. o . _ oo : _
5115%0 91(81,&2) = ¢, &lgﬂm gn(&1,€2) = finite, fllgnoo 94(81,82) = Cgpy  (4.15)
where n € {2,3}. We will see a counter example in section 5.1.

4.5 (FV)
The correlation function between a bulk anti-symmetric tensor and a parallel spin defect

vector is given by,

N 2C v N
Ny % =(1)
(Fu(2)Vo(x')) = 752A|y’A7AH[M 7,4 (4.16)

We observe that for a point-like defect p = 1 in four dimensions, where we additionally
assume V; = J, is a conserved charge, we can interpret J; as the insertion of a charge on
the defect. Then the correlation function

1

<FitJt> ~ W

reduces to the statement of Coulomb’s Law.

—90 —



Equation of Motion: When 9, F} = 0 in the bulk (i.e. when the Maxwell field is free),
we get the constraints A = d — 2 and A = p — 1 and hence the defect vector has to be a
conserved current meaning that the defect OPE of F},, which is free in the bulk can only
contain defect vectors which are conserved. Furthermore, for a Maxwell theory we have
A = d/2 and we find that the equation of motion can only be applied when d = 4. When
V is a conserved current for any F),,,, we obtain the simple condition A= p—1.

A

Bulk Limit: When V/(x/,0) = V,(x) we have the following boundary conditions on the
functions appearing in (C.4),

élligﬂoo gm (&1, &2) = finite, glligﬂoo 93(&1,&2) = ey (4.17)
where m € {1,2,4,5,6}.

4.6 (FF)

The correlation function between a bulk anti-symmetric tensor and a defect anti-symmetric
orthogonal tensor is given by,

(Fuv (2) 35 (x)) =

/ o= pral)7
o (ME0)T,, - 2T, )] (4.18)
Equation of Motion: When 9, F/’ = 0 in the bulk, we obtain the condition A =d — 2

and the relation,

pp(B = p) = =22~ @)cpp, (4.19)
leaving only one independent coefficient. When ¢ = 2 and A # p we see that c’F 5= 0
and also the structure involving ¢z vanishes. Hence the correlation function is zero. If
instead A = p and g # 2, we see that ¢,z = 0. In the special case when both ¢ = 2
and A = p = d— 2 = A the relation is automatically satisfied and we seem to have two

independent coefficients. However, since for ¢ = 2 the structures corresponding to ¢,z
/

FF°
Ward identity simply reduces to c% 5= 2¢cpp-

vanishes, we only have ¢ Finally, when A=A=d-2, irrespective of ¢ and p, the

A~

Bulk Limit: When F;(x’,0) = Fj;(x’), we have the following boundary conditions on
the functions appearing in (C.5),

. . . 7 .
lim g, = finite, lim (gl + 91 T 912) = Cpps glhgloo(gQ +g3) = C/Fﬁ'? (4.20)

&1—00 £1—00 2

where m € {3,4,5,6,9,10,11}. An example can be found in section 5.3.

Here are some more correlators which we list without further analysis,

<axwme=&£$@ﬁm, (4.21a)

wmw%@w=@ﬁﬁAA@m—?), (4211)

where S;; is a traceless and symmetric defect tensor.
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5 Free Field Defect CFT

We will now focus on specific examples of free theories symmetric under the restricted
conformal group (2.1). The purpose of looking at a free theory is mostly to study a simple
example which has a defect symmetry allowing us to verify the general results in sections
3 and 4.

5.1 Free Scalar Theory on R? x (R?/Zy)

The parent theory is N massless scalar fields in d dimensions with the free propagator (ig*—)a,

where A = g — 1. We then take an orbifold, where we identify directions normal to the
defect y ~ —y. The spacetime becomes RP x (R?/Zs), and we are faced with a choice what
to do to ¢4 under the orbifold action. Two natural choices are to send ¢4 — £¢p4. The

method of images then produces the propagator

1 A
<¢A(x)¢3($/)> = 5AB ((82)A + (§2)A> R (5.1)
where §2 = (x — x')? + (y +9')? and A = £1. In the codimension one case, these choices

correspond to more familiar Neumann and Dirichlet boundary conditions. In fact, let-
ting A € R be arbitrary, the correlators have the appropriate symmetry for a dCFT with a
p-dimensional defect.” However, we will see shortly that A > 0 violates an energy condition.

This theory exhibits a global O(N) symmetry giving rise to the bulk conserved current,
TP = 10,67 — P0,0", (5.2)

and from translation invariance (in the bulk) we have an improved energy-momentum ten-

sor,

d—2
A(d—1)

which has a non-zero one point function respecting the conformal symmetry given by,

1
Ty = 0upadyd™ — 500”6 400" — (8,0, — 0,,050%) 0%, (5.3)

MW d(d—-2) g—1
(T () = TRy d—1) |:\7;w - d(;;w:| . (5.4)

Curiously, positive A is not consistent with the Average Null Energy Condition (ANEC)
when ¢ > 1. The ANEC states that the integral of the tangential-tangential component of
the stress-tensor along a light-like trajectory must be positive. Appropriately Wick rotating
our result to Lorentzian signature, that integral in this case is proportional to A [14]. Of
course in the codimension one case, (T},,) itself vanishes and there is no such constraint.
The ANEC was proven to hold assuming a R4 space-time [15, 16], and it is not clear
that the theorem should hold in this more general orbifolded context.

9 At least perturbatively, one can access more general values of A by including degrees of freedom on the
boundary that interact with the scalar [13].
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Using (5.1) we find that the two point correlator between the conserved current respects
the defect conformal symmetry,

2
UABIEP ) = s ( HEDED + HEPE + (a4 SPE)
(5.5)
4 f4I;w 4 f5~7llw> (5AC(5BD 5ADéBC)
where,
fi= o= —fs = —20(d - () (1 )+ - 1>) |

fi=(@=2) (1+A@)E) (1+202)2), (5.6)
fs = =2A(d = 2) (1+ @) (@),
It can be shown that these functions satisfy the conservation PDEs (3.6) and (3.7).

Defect Limit: ¢y’ — 0

If we change the basis to the one corresponding to (C.2), the functions g; are given by,
g1 = (d=2) (1= A@) (@2 = (1 +du?) - () (-1 4+ 2%)),

g1 = —M(d = 2)(?)? (du? +27(u)?) |
:(d—2)(1+>\ %*1)(1“ %) (5.7)

Y w3,

1\3\&

g6 = —2\(d — 2) (1 F )i
g2 = g3 =0.

We see that the g;’s are all finite as & — 0. This implies the existence of a defect primary
Wi(x) such that the bulk-to-defect coefficients for (JMWi) are given by (4.12),

Co = oy = (d—=2)(1 =A%) (5.8)

The Ward identity is also automatically satisfied by setting A =d—1. So, we see that
for this free theory J/15(x,0) is a defect primary. Furthermore, reflection positivity (3.5)
demands that C;/W > 0 and hence we have a bound on A, that |A| < 1.

For this theory, ¢? = ¢4¢* is a bulk scalar primary. The one point and two point functions
of $? obey the defect conformal symmetry and are given by,

(0 = G 59)
and
(@6 @) = g [N 2N (1 2. (5.10)
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From this we can read off the scaling dimension of ¢? to be Ay = d—2. Using that ¢?is a
primary, we can then look at its two point correlation function with the energy-momentum
tensor. This two point function is consistent with conformal symmetry and is given by,

T (@)@ = L [ (2zm 0w 4 o (zeze)  dwds
v = 24 |9\ S 2 ) T2\ ==y d
s :;L ‘ 512 (5.11)
=1)=(2) prs3 _a-
+g3 <2H(u =) + fld > + 94 (j;w d 5,uzz> :|a
where,
d(d—2)?, 5.4 d 2

It can be checked that these functions satisfy the conservation PDEs (3.11) and (3.12) for
(T'O). This correlator provides a counter example to the relations on (4.15) since g4 diverges.
This is due to the presence of the identity in the defect OPE of ¢? whose contribution to
the OPE is singular as y — 0. Note that the two point correlator with a single J4Z will
always be zero since the AB indices are antisymmetric.

5.2 Free Maxwell Theory on a Wedge

Next, we consider a free U(1) gauge theory in four dimensions with a two dimensional
orbifold defect. The orbifold in this case is obtained by identifying the transverse R? under
rotations by 2m/N for N > 2 an integer. We parametrise the space R? x (R?/Zy) by
r = (X,91,y2). In the unorbifolded space, the free propagator in Feynman gauge is

(A, () Ay () = 222 (5.13)

We obtain the propagator on the orbifolded space by using the method of images. The sum
is complicated to evaluate for general values of N for arbitrary points  and x’. General re-
sults for the sum looking at special points exist for the free scalar and spinor field theory on
a wedge [17, 18|, but not to our knowledge for the Maxwell field. We will content ourselves
by showing this Maxwell theory on a wedge is a (4,2) defect CFT in just two examples,
N =2and N =4.

Unlike the scalar case, the Maxwell field has a space-time index on which the rotation acts
in a nontrivial fashion. Like the scalar case, we have to decide further if the rotation gives
an extra +1 phase when acting on the Maxwell field (the analog of absolute and relative
boundary conditions in the ¢ = 1 case). The action of the rotation on the space-time
index is straightforward to work out in polar coordinates, & = (x,r,60). The extra phase we
incorporate by introducing real parameters A and X. In fact, we will see that the correlator
has the correct dCFT form for general A and A" and not just for the special values +1.
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Wedge with N =2

When N = 2, we are working with a special case, R? x (R2/Zs), of the orbifold used for
the scalar theory above. The propagator on the wedge is given by,

0 M
A _ Ypv nv
GW(JJ,x') == 4+ A

5 5 (5.14)

where M, = diag{l,1,—1,—1}. The correlation function (F'F') is now specified by the

functions,

4
fr =AU+ A, Ji= -8\l + Szu ,
fo = =8¢y, 16AuE, 3 (5.15)
f3= 8)\u6£2, fs=— & )

on (3.22). The free Maxwell theory has a bulk stress tensor, Ty, (z) = Fj," F,,, — (s‘fT"FaﬁFo‘ﬁ,

which has a non-zero one point function,

A 1
(Tl = =25 (T = o) (5.16)

As for the scalar, this result is consistent with the ANEC only for A < 0.

Wedge with N =4
The propagator in this case on R? x (R?/Z,) is given by the matrix,

1 A N N
0 FrE+E+x 0 0
4 s s -
i - ) G
0 0 52 52 S?F 52
N A1 A

where s2 =82+ (y1 —v5)? + (y2 + y1)? and 2 = s? + (y1 +v5)* + (y2 — y})%. We also define
new functions of the cross ratios, f?jf = %(52 +4/1—¢3) and u3 = ﬁ Calculating (F'F)
17763

we find that it again matches the general result on (3.22) with the functions fi, ..., f5 given
by,

fr =41+ M’ + Nl + Nul), fo=—f3+ Shu! + Nh(uf +u?)?
f2 = =8(Mu’ + Nul&f + Nuley), 2 & T Gy
fs=—fo+ Ngui +u?)?, fs = ?32 — 2N g&o(uf +ul)’.

where,

C2(662+ 666 +63) +1
B (26 + &)3 ’
E(&1 + &) (462 + 4616 — 263 + 3)

"= £1(63 — 1)(261 + &2)? ‘ (5:19)

(5.19a)
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The stress tensor one point function takes the usual form

A+ 8N 1

e (] (5.20
Yy

Consistency with the ANEC would require the weaker constraint A + 8\ < 0, which elimi-

nates the particular choice A = —1 and \ = 1.

Although we don’t explicitly calculate (F'F") for more general N, we expect this wedge the-
ory to obey the conformal constraints for any positive integer N. The particular functions
fi,., f5 in (5.15) and (5.18) for the wedge case above can also be shown to satisfy the four
PDE constraints in section 3.6.

(T (@) Tpo (2'))
Given (for any N) a free Maxwell theory on a wedge that is conformal, the connected

correlation function between two energy momentum tensors can be written using just the
functions fi, ..., f5 appearing in (F'F'). The result is (D.2).

5.3 Maxwell Theory on a R x (R3/Z)

Another way to generalise the propagator (5.14) is to set p = 1 and ¢ = 3. In doing so, we
arrive at

M,

2

- 1)
2 _ Yy
GMV_ST—i_)\

(5.21)

where M, = diag{1,—1,—1,—1} and our spacetime points are z = (1,1, ¥2,y3). Cal-
culating the correlator (F'F'), we find that it respects conformal symmetry and is given by
(3.22), where the functions are,

fi =41+ M), fo = 162’ (1 — u?&ré3),
fo=f1=—f3 = -8 ub&, fr=—fs = 16 u’y, (5.22)
f5=1/fo=0, fio = =8 u.

Note that since ¢ = 3, we used (3.24) to remove fy leaving us with only nine independent
structures instead of ten. In this case (T),,(x)) = 0 and so there is no constraint on A from
the ANEC.

Defect Limit: 3’ — 0

If we change the basis to the one corresponding to (C.5), the functions g; are given by,

7 = 16 u?,
g1 = 2(1+)\u4)’ I 4 9
A 5 gs = 8 u*(2u” — 1),
g2 = 4[1 4+ A" (1 — 2u?)], 6
6 g10 = 16u”, (5.23)
g4 = —8\u’, 4
912 = —8Au )
93 =95=96 =0,
g9 = g1 = 0.
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We see that the g;’s are finite as & — oo. This implies the existence of a defect primary

F}j(x) such that the bulk-to-defect coefficients for (F,, F;;) are given by (4.20),
cpp=2(1+ ), op =41+ N). (5.24)

The Ward identity (4.19) is also satisfied as it reduces to ¢, . = 2cpz when A" =2, p =1

and ¢ = 3 . So, for this theory Fj;(x,0) is a defect primary. Reflection positivity demands
that both ¢z and C;p are greater than zero, placing a lower bound A > —1.

6 Conclusion and Further Discussion

In this paper we provide the necessary tensor structures, in configuration space, required
to construct bulk two-point correlation functions for a conformal field theory with a flat
defect. In doing so, we find the appropriate tensor structures required for constructing any
one-point and bulk-to-defect two point function as well. We further examine the conser-
vation constraints on correlators involving a conserved current and the stress tensor. We
also looked at the free field constraints on correlators involving a Maxwell field. These
constraints are summarized in figure 2.

While we did not provide detailed constructions, we believe, based on the discussion in sec-
tion 2.2, that it is straightforward to extend our result to higher point correlation functions.
One simply duplicates the tensor structures in figure 1 for each pair of points and uses these
as building blocks for the multi-point functions. It would be interesting to explore these
higher point cases further, and as a starting point to check that the relevant structures form
a complete set, which we did in the two-point case but not in general.

Given the generally large number of undetermined functions required to specify our two-
point functions, the particularly harsh constraints on a couple of our correlation functions
call out for further analysis. In analyzing (F),,(z)O(z')), we found that applying a free
field constraint to F},, meant that the correlation function was determined up to a constant
for theories with d = 4 and ¢ = 2 or 3. We would like to find an example where such a
correlation function can be calculated and the result is nontrivial, i.e. not zero. We also
found that in codimension ¢ = 2 and for (T}, (z)Jx(z’)) where T}, (z) is the stress tensor
and Jy(z') a conserved current, the correlation function is fixed up to eight functions of two
cross ratios that furthermore satisfied eight partial differential equations. In other words,
if the correlation function is specified along a particular slice in cross ratio space, it should
generically be defined everywhere through the conservation equations.

A couple of other results are worthy of remark. We analyzed the constraints of reflection
positivity on the (J,(x).J,(2")) and (Fj,,(x)F»,(z’)) correlation functions, finding (3.5) and
(3.23). (The structure of the (T}, (z)Thp(z')) correlator is complicated enough that we
leave an analysis of reflection postivity of this structure for the future.) We also found that
some of our orbifold theories failed to satisfy the ANEC. As the ANEC was proven only for

_97 -



Lorentz invariant theories [15, 16], the result is intriguing but not in violation of the theorem.

We have a particular interest in defect theories that are free in the bulk and have inter-
actions confined to the defect. In this set, perhaps the simplest are theories with only a
free scalar in the bulk, one example of which we looked at in section 5. The subset of
such free scalar theories appears to be very constrained [19, 20|, with essentially only the
codimension g = 1 case leading to defect theories which are not “trivial”.

Equally if not more interesting are defect theories with a free Maxwell field in the bulk.
Considerable research has been conducted on a codimension ¢ = 1 theory with a free photon
in the bulk and charged fermionic matter on the boundary. This theory is sometimes called
mixed dimensional or reduced QED and has been used as an “ultra-relativistic limit” of
graphene (see for example [21]). In section 5, we looked at a ¢ = 2 and ¢ = 3 “wedge”
theory as a prelude to looking at higher codimension theories with charged matter on the
defect. Literature suggests that the ¢ = 2 theory with charged matter on the defect is
problematic [22, 23] because the effective photon propagator experienced by the matter has
a logarithm in it and requires a scale to be well defined. We would like to explore what
happens in dimensional regularization, moving slightly away from the ¢ = 2 limit whether
conformal defect constraints can be applied. The ¢ = 3 case is also very interesting, for
example in the study of Wilson and 't Hooft lines.
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A Useful Identities for (JO), (JJ), (TO), and (FO)

Here we list some identities used in deriving the constraints arising from the conservation

equations.
(JO)
=) 2y
On (s2)d1 |~ _@(251@ — 1)+ &d), (A.la)
=) 2y
Oy (s2)d-1 = @(53@ —1) = 26(&3/62 +q—1)). (A.1b)
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(JJ)

/ T 2y’ -
8FLE/V(2) = 27y (251/52%:/) ’ On <(52)d—1> - y (251/‘52 —(d—1)) :( ),
(A.2)
=(1 29 Il
,=m =Wy, 9, < ) =0
(FO)
2 _(1)=(2 2|yl & =
Oy <S4:E;):z(4)) = |38 +2G 5 9~ 1)) e
(A.3)
+EaR-0) +a -2,
(TO)
1 e ol 2|yl & -
9, <2d (:w:gn_w)) = 2 [(251@- Q) 2(d+2)(d - 1>) =)
()]
o (L (zuze _ W\ _ 2] [ (2686 o
B\ g2d v &d 2(d+1) I & v
1
+ <§3d — 46 (53 =i q>> E(VQ)]a
gn (L (=z@ W&\ _ 2 |
g2d \ T(p Tv) 261d 52(d+1) I

+ <§Z(d+ 1)(d—2) — & <§3 tq- 1)) =

1
(e st P
2
1 —1 _ —
o (g (72 - ) = 2 Teaa- >:,}>+52d=3],

B Tensor Structures for (T7)

The correlation function between two different symmetric rank-2 tensors is given by,

A=A
(@) Sae) = LI

=(m)m(n) =/(r) =1(s)
+ f2[Iuaj1£5 + Iyﬂjlﬁa + L/a !iﬁ + Iuﬂj/ia] + Z fnmrs—'(u =) (o —B)

(fll ,u|(a]5 + hjul/ af t+ h//jllgfsuu + H(s;u/(saﬁ

n>m;s>r
=(m) =/(r) =(m) 71 =/(r) " 1 =/(r)=/(s)
—+ fmT“—‘(u -[l/)(oz‘—'ﬁ) + Fmr‘_‘(ﬂ ‘-71/)(04‘_',8) + Gjul/jaﬁ + g hrs‘—'(a =B) 5MV (Bl)
+ Z gmnEE ‘:1/ + Zg, ’_‘/(T H/ S)jpy + Z hnZ m)E,(j)L)(SaB
n>m s>r n>m

! !
+f ~7<u<a|~7u>|ﬁ>> :
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where we use the summation convention except when explicitly restricting the sums so that

fmnrs has 9 components, gmn, g, Rmn and hl,

36 structures.

each have 3 components. This is a total of

The tensor structures appearing on the correlation function between two stress tensors

(3.15) are the following,

(1) @) _ =0 =/(2) =@ =)
Tiviap = el wiap = 424 @) + 450 (=g
) (D =) N _ =()=1)=@ ~f(2) =(2)=(2)=/(1)=/(1)
Livias = 42 1) Bp) wap = B EWEDESY + EPEPEMELY,
C) N 1C) =/(2) ® _ :(1):(1):'(1):'(2) == (2>~/(1)~'(1)
Livias = 420 1) @Bp) wiap = 255 B0 5, Bg) 25,5,
G =)zl H’(l) ©)  _ o=@)=2)=z/(1)=(2) :(1)_(2):/(2):’(2)
wmiag = EESED Thvas = 250750 50 By 25,5 Ea” 557
6) _ =@2)= (2)~/(2)~/(2) 10) _ =)= =(1)=(2)
pial T TR mia3 “(kTv) T(a TH)
(4) _ :(1) 1 =(2) 2) ~/(1
pviaB — “Yp(al Vlﬂ)’ (5) _:(1 ( " = 1)4(1)
08 = =p 20 Top + T
§2 5 =42l 7 =D piap
priaf T Xa“ﬁ) (O] :(2 =70+ 7, ~/<2)~/(2)
(3) 2) (2) uviafS —v n—=q =g >
SW B _4“ j)(a B) ’ (7 (1) (2) —1(1)=/(2)
s AL (o), Suiap = 22, 50y Jap + 2TwE (o Zp)'
viaB — Hul(alY)(8) 8
: /(U/)aﬁ ‘7#’/‘7 B8

C Taking the Defect Limit

of (VO), (VV'), (SO), (FV') and (FF)

(B.2)

(B.3)

Here we list some of the bulk-bulk correlation functions used for obtaining the bulk-defect

correlations function. The only difference here compared to section 3 is the choice of overall

normalisation and the tensor structure basis as mentioned in section 4.

(Vo)

The correlation function between any vector (no need to be conserved) and a scalar is given

by,

(Vu(2)O(2")) =

(vv7)

y[A 4

( =1 )+92§15(2)> .

The correlation function between any two distinct vectors is given by,

v =g

’AA

§2~ 2)=/(2) £2 (1) =(2)
=, +g :
& e

EQ X, + g5Tua + gﬁj,i,,)

<91~( )X/ + g2

&
Jrg451
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(50)

The correlation function between any symmetric, traceless tensor and a scalar is given by,

A'—A S ~ 5
(S (2)0(z")) = |y|7A, {91 (EELI)EI(}) _ uu > + g <52 @2)=(2) _ o 5253)

52 2d 2d
( | 4 é:(l):(ﬁ + 5MV§2§3 +€1 Ty — q_€115 (©3)
95\ e~ T agg )T\ I T T ) |
(FV')
The correlation function between any antisymmetric tensor and a vector is given by,
A=A 2
y - £ =(1)=(2)= -
<F,ul/(x)vo/[(x/)> = | ‘2 A/ <g QHE) V])X/ %:E}i):g):gm +293:[(;)Iy}a
§2-(2) —(1) 7 §2(2) 7
+g4£ S Lija + 955 T+ 96 ¢, =l e |-
(FF)
The correlation function between any two different antisymmetric tensors is given by,
F ! (! L'N Tl =7 &
(B (@) Fop(a’)) = (28 |9 ulattuis 9251, LY
& (1) —/(2) §2(2) £ _(2) ®)
T3 2= Lua=s + g =l 'L ) + 95 350 L=
g 2 & . (C.5)
2=()=(2) pr =(2) | 97 71 1 =(1) / =) 71 =(2)
96 §3~[u 0 XaZg) 5 T + 985, sy +99g SAVAIEEN

§2 (2 &2~ (2 -
+9105 “Eu)j [BX/ +911g [()\mezg])+912k7[/“[a‘2y]\5] )

D (TT) in the Free Maxwell Theory for d =4, ¢ =2

Given that the two point correlation function of the field strength F),, obeys the defect
conformal symmetry (3 22),

='/(1)

(Fu(2) Fap(a') )2 Filpadg) V]+f2'_'u M][a“ﬁ]
(D.1)
) =@, =@ /(1 ~/(2 =(1)=(2)=/(1)=/(2)
+fs (_[V eZs LSy ) + BED L ER + R B =0,
and given the bulk Maxwell energy momentum tensor 7}, (z) = Fj, 7F — ”" aﬁF we

find the two point correlation function of 7}, is given by (3.15),

<T;w( ) |:Zgn 51752 v a/j + hlfs,uufsaﬁ
+ hy ((» =V + 8asZPED) + s (0ZPF + 00p=PER) (DY)

+ ha (B (SO + ZVZD) + 605(EDED + ZDED)) ]
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where,

—(d- 2>f1+f2+§3f4+53(2 53)f3+252( 53>f1f2

Gu? ' 282 2
2 2
+ 283 <2§§3 - 1> Jifa+ 2€§2f2f4 — 483 (2% ) Jifs — £ru g32f f3— £f3f4,
1
=& (fg - )f% & (2 ?’) 3+ (d=3 =) fif2 &1 fa
w3 <§3 - 1) ifs — & <1 4 53) [ A S + 206
2¢ 2¢ 462
35253 263 8
6 ff3+§ff §€f3f57
— & (2 + 1) e ( . ?”) B @Rt (d—3— ) hfs
+ & < 23 ) fifs +& <:2 563 > fofa+ % + %f4f5 — 285 f1f3
2522f2f3 - Sggfgf fa— 5532f3f5,
_Sp G arn eenfire (2 1) it S g
22 £4 2/1J2 2C3J1./4 3 5 1J5 2&”225
2535 fafs +(d =348 — &&) fifs + & <u12 23 ) fafs
- &3 (1 2553 ) f3fa—& <4£§ + 512> f3/5,
g5 =2(d —4+28) 5 + 523 f2+ 46515 — 46 fifs — 263 <§3 2) fafs
8¢3
— 8&&3fafs + €f3f5,
w= 2 oa— a2t 168 - 18ns 20 (5 - 2
+ 885 fafa + 522f3f5,
g — gf?;ff, $2(d— 4+ 266) ]~ AGRTs —AGDSs — 2 fofs A6 fafs

AL fofs + AGaEsfafs + by (1 + i) fsfs.

2
e ézf;? A1y — 2absfofi - %§3f2f5 + 53 Sufs + 2625 fo

+2(d—3— &) fofs + 263 <1 + 22) f3fs,
&

9= =5 3+ 26083 [T + A5 1 f5 + 265 o fu +

+2(d—3— &) fsfa+ 26 ( 23 ul > f3f5,

282

= 38283

&1

fafs + 28 fofs
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2
g0 =& f3 + 2552 S +Gf+ (4= d)ff =26 — &) fifs + (d — 4+ 268) ofa
1

s @Z’ - uﬂ) fofs + & (;gj + 1) fufs + (ﬁj - ;) fafs

and the functions hy, ..., hy are obtained from the traceless condition (3.16).
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