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Defects in conformal field theory (CFT) are of significant theoretical and experimental importance. The pres-
ence of defects theoretically enriches the structure of the CFT, but at the same time, it makes it more challenging
to study, especially in dimensions higher than two. Here, we demonstrate that the recently-developed theoretical
scheme, fuzzy (non-commutative) sphere regularization, provides a powerful lens through which one can dissect
the defect of 3D CFTs in a transparent way. As a notable example, we study the magnetic line defect of 3D
Ising CFT and clearly demonstrate that it flows to a conformal defect fixed point. We have identified 6 low-lying
defect primary operators, including the displacement operator, and accurately extract their scaling dimensions
through the state-operator correspondence. Moreover, we also compute one-point bulk correlators and two-point
bulk-defect correlators, which show great agreement with predictions of defect conformal symmetry, and from
which we extract various bulk-defect operator product expansion coefficients. Our work demonstrates that the
fuzzy sphere offers a powerful tool for exploring the rich physics in 3D defect CFTs.

Defects, as well as their special case–boundaries, are fun-
damental elements that inevitably exist in nearly all realis-
tic physical systems. Historically, research on defects has
played a pivotal role in shaping modern theoretical physics.
This includes contributions to the theory of the renormaliza-
tion group (RG) [1], studies of topological phases [2–4], in-
vestigations into the confinement of gauge theories [5, 6], ex-
plorations of quantum gravity [7], and advancements in the
understanding of quantum entanglement [8, 9]. An impor-
tant instance to study defects is in the context of conformal
field theory (CFT) [10, 11], where one considers the situa-
tion of deforming a CFT with interactions living on a sub-
dimensional defect. The defect may trigger an RG flow to-
wards a non-trivial infrared (IR) fixed point, which can still
have an emergent conformal symmetry defined on the space-
time dimensions of the defect [12–17]. The theory describing
such a conformal defect is called a defect CFT (dCFT) (see
Refs. [18, 19] for recent discussions). Understanding dCFTs
is an important step in comprehending CFTs in nature, as most
experimental realizations of CFTs necessarily accompany de-
fects (and boundaries). Moreover, dCFTs have a non-trivial
interplay with the bulk CFTs, and knowledge of the former
will advance the understanding of the latter. For example, the
two-point correlators of bulk operators in dCFT constrain and
encode the conformal data of the bulk CFT [20], similar to the
well-known story of four-point correlators of a bulk CFT.

dCFTs are typically richer and more intricate than their bulk
CFT counterparts. On one hand, for a given bulk CFT, there
exist multiple (even potentially infinite) distinct dCFTs, and
their classification remains an open challenge. On the other
hand, breaking of the full conformal symmetry group into a
subgroup renders the study of dCFTs more challenging, as
the space-time conformal symmetry becomes less restrictive,
making modern approaches like the conformal bootstrap pro-
gram [21] less powerful [20, 22–25]. Notably, most of the
well-established results concerning dCFTs are confined to 2D
CFTs, including the seminal results on the boundary oper-
ator contents [13] and RG flow [26], thanks to the special

integrability property of 2D CFTs. In comparison, higher-
dimensional CFTs pose greater difficulties, and the knowledge
of dCFTs in dimensions beyond two is rather limited. Cur-
rent studies of dCFTs mainly revolve around perturbative RG
computations [27–34] and Monte Carlo simulations of lattice
models [18, 35–37]. An important progress made recently is
the non-perturbative proof of RG monotonic g-theorem in 3D
and higher dimensions [38, 39], generalizing the original re-
sult in 2D [26, 40, 41].

In the context of dCFTs, many important questions remain
to be answered, ranging from basic inquiries such as the ex-
istence of conformal defect fixed points to more advanced
queries concerning the infrared properties of dCFTs, includ-
ing their conformal data such as critical exponents. The cen-
tral aim of this paper is to develop an efficient tool for the non-
perturbative analysis of 3D dCFTs. Specifically, we extend
the success of the recently proposed fuzzy sphere regulariza-
tion [42] from bulk CFTs [42–45] to the realm of dCFTs. As
a concrete example, we explore the properties of the 3D Ising
CFT in the presence of a magnetic line defect [32–36, 46–
49]. We directly demonstrate that this line defect indeed flows
to an attractive conformal fixed point, and we identify 6 low-
lying defect primary operators with their scaling dimensions
extracted through the state-operator correspondence. Further-
more, we study the one-point bulk primary correlators and the
two-point bulk-defect correlators, both of which are fixed by
conformal invariance, up to a set of operator product expan-
sion (OPE) coefficients. As far as we know, most of conformal
data of dCFT reported here have never been studied before. In
this context, our paper not only presents a comprehensive set
of results concerning the magnetic line defect in the 3D Ising
CFT, but also lays the foundation for further exploration of 3D
dCFTs using the fuzzy sphere regularization technique.
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RESULTS

Conformal defect and radial quantization

We consider a 3D CFT deformed by a p-dimensional defect,
described by the Hamiltonian

HCFT + h

∫
dprO(r). (1)

Examples include the line defect (p = 1, see Fig. 1(a)) and the
plane defect (p = 2). If the defect is not screened in the IR,
the system will flow into a non-trivial fixed point that breaks
the original conformal symmetry SO(4, 1) of HCFT . Fur-
thermore, if the non-trivial fixed point is still conformal, such
a defect is called a conformal defect described by a dCFT. For
such a dCFT, the original conformal group is broken down to
a smaller subgroup SO(p+1, 1)×SO(3−p) [17–19], where
SO(p + 1, 1) is the conformal symmetry of the defect, and
SO(3 − p) is the rotation symmetry around the defect that
acts as a global symmetry on the defect.

A dCFT possesses a richer structure compared to its bulk
counterpart. Firstly, there is a set of operators living on the
defect, forming representations of the defect conformal group
SO(p + 1, 1). Furthermore, there are non-trivial correlators
between bulk operators and defect operators. (Hereafter, we
follow the usual convention and denote the defect operator
with a hat Ô, while the bulk operator is represented asO with-
out a hat.) The simplest example is that the bulk primary op-
erator gets a non-vanishing one-point correlator, which is in
sharp contrast to the bulk CFT [17–19]:

⟨O1(x)⟩ =
aO1

|x⊥|∆1
. (2)

Here, |x⊥| is the perpendicular distance from the bulk opera-
tor to the defect, ∆1 is the scaling dimension of O1, and aO1

is an operator-dependent universal number (we consider the

(a)

(c)

Weyl transformation

Line defect (b)

FIG. 1. Schematic plot of the defect in 3D. Through a Weyl trans-
formation, (a) Euclidean flat space-time R3 is mapped to (b) the
cylinder manifold S2 × R. The line defect before and after the
Weyl transformation are shown by the colored line. (c) The 0 + 1-D
impurities (cyan point) located at the north and south pole on two-
dimensional sphere S2 in the radial quantization, where the flux at
the center represents the magnetic monopole defined in the fuzzy
sphere model.

case of O1 to be a Lorentz scalar). Moreover, we can con-
sider a bulk-defect two-point (scalar-scalar) correlator defined
as [17–19]:

⟨O1(x)Ô2(0)⟩ =
bO1Ô2

|x⊥|∆1−∆̂2 |x|2∆̂2

, (3)

where bO1Ô2
is the bulk-defect OPE coefficient. Interestingly,

the bulk two-point correlator already becomes non-trivial, and
its functional form cannot be completely fixed by the confor-
mal symmetry.

Similar to the bulk CFT, we consider the radial quantization
of a dCFT. Specifically, we first foliate the Euclidean space R3

using spheres S2 with their origins situated on the defect, as
illustrated in Fig. 1(a). Next, we can perform a Weyl transfor-
mation to map R3 to a cylinder S2×R, and the p-dimensional
defect transforms into a defect intersecting the cylinder. For
instance, as shown in Fig. 1, the Weyl transformation maps a
line defect (p = 1) in R3 to 0 + 1D point impurities located
at the north and south poles of the sphere S2, forming two
continuous line cuts along the time direction from τ = −∞
to τ = ∞. Similarly, a plane defect (p = 2) in R3 will be
mapped to a 1 + 1D defect with its spatial component located
on the equator of the sphere S2.

Akin to the state-operator correspondence in bulk CFT [51,
52], we have a one-to-one correspondence between the defect
operators and the eigenstates of the dCFT quantum Hamilto-
nian on S2 ×R, where energy gaps of these states are propor-
tional to the scaling dimensions ∆̂n of the defect operators:

En − E0 =
v

R
∆̂n. (4)

Here, E0 denotes the ground state energy of the defect Hamil-
tonian, R represents the sphere radius, and v is a model-
dependent non-universal velocity that corresponds to the ar-
bitrary normalization of the Hamiltonian. Notably, this veloc-

(a)

(b) (c)

FIG. 2. Defect induced attractive fixed point. (a) Schematic plot of
the RG diagram. (b) The scaling dimension of displacement operator
∆D̂ as a function of defect strength hd. Different colored symbols
represent the results based on various system sizes. (c) Finite-size
extrapolation of ∆D̂ for various hd [50]. A sufficient large hd gives
almost identical ∆D̂ ≈ 2, supporting an attractive RG fixed point at
hd = ∞. Different colored symbols represent the results based on
various defect strength hd.
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ity v is identical to the velocity of the bulk CFT Hamiltonian
(further discussions see Supplementary Note 2 [50]).

The state-operator correspondence offers distinct advan-
tages for studying CFTs. Firstly, it provides direct access
to information regarding whether the conformal symmetry
emerges in the IR. Secondly, it enables an efficient extrac-
tion of various conformal data, such as scaling dimensions and
OPE coefficients of primaries. The key step involves studying
a quantum Hamiltonian on the sphere geometry. However,
for 3D CFTs, this was challenging as no regular lattice could
fit S2. Recently, this fundamental obstacle was overcome
through a scheme called “fuzzy sphere regularization” [42],
and its superior capabilities have been convincingly demon-
strated [42–45]. Below we discuss how to adapt the fuzzy
sphere regularization scheme to solve dCFTs. We will focus
on the case of magnetic line defect of the 3D Ising CFT, but
the generalizations to other cases should be straightforward.

Magnetic line defect on the fuzzy sphere

The fuzzy sphere regularization [42] considers a quantum
mechanical model describing fermions moving on a sphere
with a 4πs magnetic monopole at the center. The model is
generically described by a Hamiltonian H = Hkin + Hint,
where Hkin represents the kinetic energy of fermions, and its
eigenstates form quantized Landau levels described by the
monopole Harmonics Y (s)

n+s,m(θ, φ) [53]. Here, n = 0, 1, · · ·
denotes the Landau level index, and (θ, φ) are the spherical
coordinates. We consider the limit where Hkin is much larger
than the interaction Hint, allowing us to project the system
onto the lowest Landau level (i.e. n = 0), resulting in a fuzzy
sphere [54].

The 3D Ising transition on the fuzzy sphere can be realized
by two-flavor fermions ψ† = (ψ†

↑, ψ
†
↓) with interactions that

mimic a 2+1D transverse Ising model on the sphere,

H0 =

∫
R4dΩadΩb U(Ωab)(n

0(Ωa)n
0(Ωb)− nz(Ωa)n

z(Ωb))

− h

∫
R2dΩnx(Ω). (5)

Here we are using the spherical coordinate Ω = (θ, ϕ) and
R is the sphere radius. The density operators are defined as
nα(Ω) = ψ†(Ω)σaψ(Ω), where σx,y,z are the Pauli ma-
trices and σ0 is the identity matrix. U(Ωab) encodes the
Ising density-density interaction as U(Ωab) = g0

R2 δ(Ωab) +
g1
R4∇2δ(Ωab). One can tune the transverse field h to realize
a phase transition which falls into the 2+1D Ising universality
class [42]. In the following, we set U(Ωab) and h the same as
the bulk Ising CFT that has been identified in [42].

To study the magnetic line defect of 3D Ising CFT, we add
0+1D point-like magnetic impurities located at sphere’s north
and south pole, modeled by a Hamiltonian term,

Hd = 2πhd(n
z(θ = 0, φ = 0)) + nz(θ = π, φ = 0)), (6)

TABLE I. Scaling dimensions of primary operators in the magnetic
line defect of 3D Ising CFT, determined through the state-operator
correspondence on the fuzzy sphere. Please see a detailed analysis of
errors and finite-size extrapolation in Supplementary Note 2-3 [50].

Lz = 0 Lz = 1

ϕ̂ ϕ̂′ ϕ̂′′ D̂ ϕ̂1 ϕ̂′
1

1.63(6) 3.12(10) 4.06(18) 2.05(7) 3.58(7) 4.64(14)

where hd controls the strength of the magnetic impurities.
This type of defect can be artificially realized in experiments
[55, 56]. Crucially, the defect term Hd breaks the Ising Z2

symmetry, causing the σ field (of the 3D Ising CFT) to be
turned on at the defect. This σ deformation is relevant on the
line defect (∆σ ≈ 0.518 < 1 [21]), driving the system to
flow to a nontrivial fixed point, conjectured to be a conformal
defect. This fixed point is expected to be an attractive fixed
point [32–34], implying that regardless of the strength of hd,
the defect will flow to the same conformal defect fixed point
(see Fig. 2(a)). Next we will provide compelling numerical
evidence to support this conjecture.

Emergent conformal symmetry and operator spectrum

The energy spectrum of the defect Hamiltonian (H0 +Hd)
is expected to be proportional to the defect operators’ scaling
dimensions, up to a non-universal velocity in Eq. (4). Here we
determine the velocity using the bulk CFT Hamiltonian (H0)
by setting the σ state to have ∆σ = 0.518149 [21]. The defect
term Hd breaks the sphere rotation SO(3) down to SO(2), so
each eigenstate has a well defined SO(2) quantum number
Lz . Akin to the stress tensor of the bulk CFT, there exists a
special primary operator in dCFT due to the broken of trans-
lation symmetry, dubbed the displacement operator D̂ [17–
19], which has Lz = ±1 and a protected scaling dimension
∆D̂ = 2. Fig. 2(b-c) depicts ∆D̂ via the state-operator corre-
spondence (Eq. (4)) for various defect strength hd and system
sizes. It clearly shows that the obtained ∆D̂ are very close
to 2, for different defect strengths hd, which indicates an at-
tractive conformal fixed point at hd = ∞ (see Supplementary
Note 3 and 6[50]). In what follows, we present the represen-
tative results for hd = 300 and we ensure the conclusions are
insensitive to the choice of hd.

We further establish the emergent conformal symmetry by
confirming that the excitation spectra form representations of
SO(2, 1). The generators of SO(2, 1) are the dilation D,
translation P , and special conformal transformation K. It is
important to note that P and K do not have any Lorentz in-
dex due to the triviality of the Lorentz symmetry, i.e., SO(1).
For each primary operator, we have descendants generated by
the translation, PnÔ, whose scaling dimension is ∆PnÔ =
∆Ô + n, and its SO(2) quantum number Lz remains un-
changed. Fig. 3 displays our numerical data of the low-lying
energy spectrum, clearly exhibiting the emergent conformal
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symmetry, i.e., approximate integer spacing between each pri-
mary and its descendants. These observations firmly establish
that the magnetic line defect of the 3D Ising CFT flows to a
conformal defect with a conformal symmetry of SO(2, 1).

From our numerical data, we can identify five low-lying
defect primary operators in addition to D̂, as listed in Tab.
I. Notably, all these operators are found to be irrelevant (i.e.,
∆ > 1), which is consistent with the observation of an at-
tractive defect fixed point. Our lowest-lying operator ϕ̂ has
Lz = 0 and ∆ϕ̂ ≈ 1.63(6). This value is in good agreement
with Monte Carlo simulations, e.g. 1.60(5) [36], 1.52(6) [36],
and 1.40(3) [35], as well as with the perturbative ε-expansion
computation of ∼ 1.55(14) Ref. [34]. The second low-
lying operator in the Lz = 0 sector has ∆ϕ̂′ = 3.12(10),
which significantly deviates from the ε-expansion value of
∆ ≈ 4.33 + O(ε2) (it was called ŝ+ in [34]). This suggests
a large sub-leading correction in the ε-expansion. All other
primary operators identified in our studyhave not been com-
puted by any other methods. It is essential to mention that the
scaling dimensions in Tab. I are obtained by the finite-size ex-
trapolating (see details in Supplementary Note 2 [50]), and the
data at finite N is already very close to the extrapolated value
(The finite-size extrapolation improve the results by around
2%). One can also improve the accuracy by making use of
conformal perturbation [57].

Additionally, to verify the physics of dCFT presented here
is independent of the specific value hd, we directly study the
spectrum at hd = ∞ (see Supplementary Note 6 [50]). Com-
paring it with the results at hd = 300, we found them to be
consistent with each other. This result indicates that the large
hd regime shares the same dCFT and also supports that the
fixed point of dCFT indeed resides at hd = ∞.

(a) (b)

FIG. 3. Conformal tower of defect primaries. Defect primary
fields and their descendants with global symmetry (a) Lz = 0 and
(b) Lz = 1. The grey horizon lines stand for extrapolated values
for primaries and their integer-spaced descendants. Different col-
ored symbols represent the results based on various system sizes.
By increasing system size N all of the scaling dimensions approach
the theoretical values consistently, supporting an emergent confor-
mal symmetry in the thermodynamic limit.

(a) (b)

FIG. 4. Correlators involving defect. The angle dependence of
(a) correlator Gσ(θ) and (b) Gσϕ̂(θ), for system sizes ranging from
N = 12 to 36. The dashed lines correspond to theoretical correlator
in Eq. (7) with bσÔ2

and ∆Ô2
from the N = 36 curves. The insets

are finite-size scaling analysis by setting θ = π/2, respectively giv-
ing one-point OPE coefficient aσ ≈ 1.37(1) and bulk-defect OPE
coefficient bσϕ̂ ≈ 0.68(1).

Correlators and OPE coefficients

Using Weyl transformation, we can map the bulk-defect
correlators in Eq. (2), Eq. (3) in R3 to the correlators on cylin-
der S2 × R (see Supplementary Note 1 [50]),

GO1Ô2
≡ ⟨1̂|O1(τ = 0, θ)|Ô2⟩

⟨1|O1(τ = 0, θ)|O1⟩
=

bO1Ô2

(sin θ)∆1−∆̂2

. (7)

The bulk operator O1 is positioned at a point that has an angle
θ with respect to the north pole. In the denominator, we use
the states of the bulk CFT, while in the numerator, we use the
states of the dCFT. The one-point bulk correlator corresponds
to taking |Ô2⟩ to be the ground state of the defect, i.e., |1̂⟩.

In the fuzzy sphere model, we can use the spin operators
nz and nx to approximate the bulk CFT primary operators σ
and ϵ [43, 44]. For example, the correlator between the bulk
primary σ and a defect primary operator Ô2 is computed by,

GσÔ2
≡ ⟨1̂|nz(τ = 0, θ)|Ô2⟩

⟨1|nz(τ = 0, θ)|σ⟩
=

bσÔ2

(sin θ)∆σ−∆̂2

+O(N−1/2).

(8)
Here, ∆σ ≈ 0.518149, and the first-order correction
O(N−1/2) comes from the descendant operator ∂µσ con-
tained in nz . Fig. 4 illustrates the one-point bulk correlator
Gσ(θ) and bulk-defect correlator Gσϕ̂(θ) for different system
sizes N = 12− 36. Both correlators agree perfectly with the
CFT prediction Eq.(7), except for the small θ regime. It is
worth noting that the one-point correlator Gσ(θ) is divergent
at θ = 0, π and reaches a minimum at θ = π/2. In contrast,
the bulk-defect correlator Gσϕ̂(θ) has an opposite behavior
(because ∆σ −∆ϕ̂ < 0); it vanishes at θ = 0, π and reaches a
maximum at θ = π/2. These behaviors are nicely reproduced
in our data, which is highly nontrivial because computation-
ally the only difference for the two correlators is the choice of
|Ô2⟩ in Eq. (8).

We can further extract the bulk-defect OPE coefficients
from GO1Ô2

(θ = π/2) = bO1Ô2
, and the results are sum-
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TABLE II. Bulk-to-defect OPE coefficients magnetic line defect of
3D Ising CFT. CD̂ is computed by Eq. (9) using σ and ϵ.

aσ bσϕ̂ aϵ bϵϕ̂ CD̂ by σ CD̂ by ϵ

1.37(1) 0.68(1) 1.31(19) 1.63(4) 0.27(1) 0.30(8)

marized in Tab. II. None of these OPE coefficients was com-
puted non-perturbatively before. There are perturbative com-
putations for aσ and aϵ [34] from ε expansion, giving a2σ ≈
3.476 + O(ε2) (i.e. aσ ≈ 1.86) and aϵ ≈ 1.83 + O(ε2).
Our estimates are aσ = 1.37(1) and aϵ = 1.31(19), it will
be interesting to compute higher order corrections in the ε-
expansion. Moreover, using the Ward identity of any bulk
operator (O) [19], we can extract Zamolodchikov norm

√
2CD̂ =

2

π

∆OGO(θ = π/2)

GOD̂(θ = π/2)
. (9)

The estimates using σ and ϵ gives CD̂ = 0.27(1) and CD̂ =
0.30(8), respectively.

SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We have outlined a systematic procedure to study defect
conformal field theory (dCFT) using the recently-proposed
fuzzy sphere regularization scheme. As a concrete applica-
tion, we investigated the magnetic line defect of 3D Ising
CFT and provided clear evidence that it flows to a conformal
defect. Crucially, we accurately computed a number of con-
formal data of this dCFT, including defect primaries’ scaling
dimensions and bulk-defect OPE coefficients. As far as we
know, most of the conformal data of dCFT reported here have
never been studied in a microscopic model before, thus this
conformal information paves the way for exploring the rich
physics in 3D Ising CFTs.

Looking forward, the current setup can be readily applied
to the study of various types of defects in distinct 3D CFTs,
potentially resolving numerous open questions and offering
insights into defects in CFTs. For example, the plane defect
(p = 2 in Eq. 1), which may resemble surface critical phe-
nomena, is interesting to investigate. It is also highly desired
to study 3D dCFTs in a broad universality class (e.g. Wilson-
Fisher O(N) critical point). Moreover, the results of current
work provide a necessary input in the study of infrared data
for the dCFT within the numerical conformal bootstrap [20–
22]. Taking it further would potentially be very interesting to
study the dCFT in holography and string theory.

METHODS

The model H0 + Hd for the magnetic line defect of 3D
Ising CFT is a continuous model with fully local interac-
tion in the spatial space. In practice, we consider the second

quantization form of this model by the projecting H0 + Hd

to the lowest Landau level (fuzzy sphere), using ψa(Ω) =
1√
N

∑s
m=−s cm,aY

(s)
s,m(Ω) (we are using a slightly different

convention compared to Ref. [42]). Here N = 2s + 1 play-
ing the role of system size N ∼ R2, and we simply replace
R2 with N during the projection. This lowest Landau level
projection leads to a second quantized Hamiltonian defined by
fermionic operators cm,a, and similar models have been exten-
sively studied in the context of the quantum Hall effect [58].
Numerically, this model can be simulated using various tech-
niques such as exact diagonalization and density matrix renor-
malization group (DMRG) [59, 60]. We perform DMRG cal-
culations with bond dimensions up to D = 5000, and for the
largest system size N = 36, the maximum truncation errors
for the ground state and the tenth excited state are 1.37×10−9

and 1.96×10−8, respectively. We explicitly impose two U(1)
symmetries, i.e., fermion number and SO(2) angular momen-
tum.
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In this supplementary material, we will show more details to support the discussion in the main text. In Supplementary Note
1, we discuss the defect CFT correlators on the cylinder S2 × R. In Supplementary Note 2, we present an error analysis of
the scaling dimensions of defect primaries. In Supplementary Note 3, we provide in-depth analysis of the attractive fixed point
induced by the line defect. In Supplementary Note 4, we show the operator product expansion (OPE) related to the primary
ϵ. In Supplementary Note 5 we present the computation of Zamolodchikov norm regarding to the displacement operator. In
Supplementary Note 6, we discuss the physics of defect CFT in the limit of hd → ∞.

Supplementary Note 1: Bulk to defect correlators

In this section, we present the correlators of primary operators in the dCFT on the cylinder S2 ×R by using the state-operator
correspondence. As discussed in the main text, by introducing of a flat p-dimensional defect breaks the global conformal
symmetry SO(4, 1) into SO(p + 1, 1) × SO(3 − p). Making use of state-operator correspondence, the bulk-defect (scalar-

scalar) correlator ⟨O1(x)Ô2(0)⟩ =
bO1Ô2

|x⊥|∆1−∆̂2 |x|2∆̂2
can be mapped to

⟨1̂|O1(x)|Ô2⟩ =
bO1Ô2

|x⊥|∆1−∆̂2 |x|2∆̂2

(1)

where |1̂⟩ is the vacuum state of the dCFT.
Next, we apply the Weyl transformation τ = R ln r to map the coordinates (r, θ, φ) in R3 to (τ, θ, φ) in S2 × R, where R is

the radius of S2. Under the Weyl transformation, the operator transforms as:

ϕ(r, θ, φ) → ϕ(τ, θ, φ) = Λ(r, θ, φ)∆/2ϕ(r, θ, φ), (2)

where Λ = R−2e
2τ
R represents the scale factor of this transformation. Substituting this into the correlator and setting τ = 0, we

get:

⟨1̂|O1(τ = 0, θ, φ)|Ô2⟩ = ⟨1̂|Λ(r, θ, φ)∆1/2O1(r, θ, φ)|Ô2⟩
∣∣
r=1

= R−∆1
bO1Ô2

| sin θ|∆1−∆̂2

(3)

On the hand, we have ⟨1|O1(τ = 0, θ, φ)|O1⟩ = R−∆1 for the bulk CFT, so we finally have,

GO1Ô2
≡ ⟨1̂|O1(τ = 0, θ, φ)|Ô2⟩

⟨1|O1(τ = 0, θ, φ)|O1⟩
=

bO1Ô2

(sin θ)∆1−∆̂2

(4)

Lastly, it is noting that, for the flat line defect (d = 1) breaking the symmetry into SO(2, 1)× SO(2), the defect operator can
have a non-trivial SO(2) quantum number Lz = m. For such a defect operator, we have,

GO1Ô2
≡ e−imφ⟨1̂|O1(τ = 0, θ, φ)|Ô2, Lz = m⟩

⟨1|O1(τ = 0, θ, φ)|O1⟩
=

bO1Ô2

(sin θ)∆1−∆̂2

, (5)

where the bulk operator O1 is still a Lorentz scalar.

Supplementary Note 2: Error analysis

Scaling dimension

In this section, we provide a detailed analysis of the scaling dimensions of primaries and offer a way to estimate the error
of the obtained numerical data. In general, in this work, we use two different methods to obtain the scaling dimensions of the
defect primaries, which gives consistent results.

These three methods are described as below.

1. Since the scaling dimension of the displacement operator is expected to be ∆D̂ = 2, we can set the dimension of the
displacement operator to ∆D̂ = 2 and rescale the energy spectrum. The obtained results of low-lying defect primaries are
shown in the first line of Supplementary Table I.
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Supplementary Table I. The scaling dimensions of primaries in sector Lz = 0, 1. The first two lines correspond to method 1-2 in size N = 36.

Lz = 0 Lz = 1

ϕ̂ ϕ̂′ ϕ̂′′ D̂ ϕ̂1 ϕ̂′
1

∆Method 1
Ô

(N = 36) 1.59 3.05 4.06 2 3.55 4.52

∆Method 2
Ô

(N = 36) 1.57 3.02 4.02 1.98 3.51 4.53

2. We assume that the presence of defect does not affect the velocity of spectra, so we let vdef = vbulk. So we determine the
scaling dimensions ∆Ô through

EÔ − E1̂ =
∆Ô

R
vbulk,

where vbulk is determined by the bulk Ising CFT [42]. That is, after extracting the velocity vbulk, the scaling dimensions of
the dCFT is

∆Ô =
EÔ − E1̂

vbulk
R =

EÔ − E1̂

Eσ − E0
∆σ,

where ∆σ = 0.518149 is for bulk primary σ field. The results obtained in this way are displayed in the second line of
Supplementary Table I. The consistency of methods 1 and 2 is strong evidence of vdef = vbulk. Throughout this article, we
employ this method to compute the scaling dimensions.

The summary of the scaling dimensions obtained by the above two methods is shown in Supplementary Table I.
Furthermore, to estimate the scaling dimensions in the thermodynamic limit, we apply a finite-size extrapolation analysis

based on method 2. Generally, we fit the scaling dimensions of primaries (obtained on finite-size N ) using the following form
(see section C):

∆Method 2
Ô

(N) ≈ ∆Ô +
b

R∆ϕ̂−1
+

c

R∆ϕ̂′−1
+ higher order corrections (6)

where b, c are non-universal parameters, R ∼
√
N . The finite-size scaling for several typical primaries are shown in Supple-

mentary Figure 2. The scaling dimension in the thermodynamic limit ∆Ô can be extracted in this way.
At last, the relative error is estimated through the following comparison. The numerical error of the fitting process in Sup-

plementary Eq. (6) is δ∆Ô, which is determined by comparing the different fitting processes using various finite system sizes
(five large system sizes are always included). We also compare different methods to determine the relative errors, e.g. difference
between ∆Ô and ∆Method 1

Ô
(N = 36),∆Method 2

Ô
(N = 36) as the relative error. Finally, we use the maximum value of these

estimates as the relative error:

δ∆Ô =Max{δ∆Ô, |∆Ô −∆Method 1
Ô

(N = 36)|, |∆Ô −∆Method 2
Ô

(N = 36)|}. (7)

We think this error represents the maximal relative error of the obtained scaling dimensionsin our numerical calculations.
Finally, the numerical estimation based on the finite-size extrapolation and corresponding error bars are presented in the Table

I in the main text.

OPE coefficients

In this subsection, we delve into the finite size correction and error estimation of the OPE coefficients. Generally, the finite
size correction arises from the descendants and higher primary operators. For instance, considering σ, the higher contributions
involve ∂µσ, (□σ, ∂µ∂νσ), (∂µ□σ, ∂µ∂ν∂ρσ), σ′, and so on. The corresponding bulk-defect OPE is given by:

GσÔ(θ) =
⟨1̂|nz|Ô⟩
⟨σ|nz|1⟩

≈
bσÔ

(sin θ)∆σ−∆Ô

(
1 +

c

R
+

c′

R2
+
c′′

R3
+O(1/R4.180−0.518)

)
. (8)

Similarly, for the higher correction from ∂µϵ, Tµν , (□ϵ, ∂µ∂νϵ), ϵ′, and so on, we have:

GϵÔ(θ) =
⟨1̂|nx|Ô⟩ − δÔ1̂⟨1̂|nx|1̂⟩

⟨ϵ|nx|1⟩
≈

bϵÔ
(sin θ)∆ϵ−∆Ô

(
1 +

c

R
+

c′

R3−1.413
+
c′′

R2
+O(1/R3.830−1.413)

)
. (9)
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Regarding the error bar estimation, we perform the finite size extrapolation using the first two powers to obtain the OPE
coefficients bOÔn

. We compare various fitting processes by considering different finite system sizes used in the finite-size
extrapolations (the five largest system sizes are always included). By comparing the extrapolated OPE coefficients obtained by
different fitting processes, we calculate the standard value and corresponding error bar.

Supplementary Note 3: Attractive fixed point

In this section, we aim to demonstrate numerically that the Ising CFT with a line defect possesses an attractive fixed point
under the flow of hd.

Firstly, we ensure that, under the magnetic line defect the low-energy excitation spectrum is gapless. This can be examined
through the scaling analysis, as illustrated in Supplementary Figure 1.

Second, we examine how the scaling dimensions of primaries converge to the same values for various hd. Finite size correc-
tions arise from irrelevant operators with scaling dimensions ∆Ô > 1. Among these operators, the lowest two primaries are ϕ̂
and ϕ̂′. Consequently, the finite size correction to the scaling dimension can be approximated as follows up to the first order
perturbation:

∆Ô(N) ≈ ∆Ô +
b

R∆ϕ̂−1
+

c

R∆ϕ̂′−1
+ higher order corrections. (10)

By employing this relation and setting Ô = ϕ̂, ϕ̂′, we obtain two consistency equations which give the scaling dimensions
∆ϕ̂,∆ϕ̂′ . For example, we obtain for hd = 300:

∆ϕ̂ ≈ 1.63 and ∆ϕ̂′ ≈ 3.12. (11)

One may wonder how the second-order perturbation influences the extrapolated data. We also try to do the finite-size extrapola-
tion using the scaling function by involving the leading second order perturbation

∆Ô(N) ≈ ∆Ô +
b

R∆ϕ̂−1
+

c

R2(∆ϕ̂−1)
+ higher order corrections. (12)

Using Supplementary Supplementary Eq. (12), we obtain for hd = 300:

∆ϕ̂ ≈ 1.62 and ∆ϕ̂′ ≈ 3.08, (13)

which is almost the same as those obtained in Supplementary Eq. (11). So we conclude that higher-order corrections do not
change the extrapolated scaling dimensions qualitatively.

Subsequently, by applying this approach to various values of hd ranging from 1 to 1000, we observe that the scaling dimen-
sions of ϕ̂ and ϕ̂′ are insensitive to hd. We examine the displacement operator D̂ in the Lz = 1 sector. The exact value is

0. 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
0.

0.5

1.

1.5

2.

1/ N

E
n-
E
0

(a) Lz=0

0. 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
0.

0.5

1.

1.5

2.

1/ N

E
n-
E
0

(b) Lz=1

Supplementary Figure 1. Energy gap scaling. The finite-size scaling of energy gap En − E0 for the first 10 states in sector (a)Lz = 0 and
(b)Lz = 1. System sizes from N = 8 to N = 15 (ED) and N = 16 to N = 36 (DMRG with D = 5000). Here we set hd = 300.
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1.57 (hd=1.) 2.696 (hd=5.)

2.918 (hd=10) 3.088 (hd=100)

3.119 (hd=300) 3.122 (hd=1000)

0.0 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4
1.5

2.0

2.5

3.0

3.5

1/ N

(b) ϕ

'

1.577 (hd=1.) 1.889 (hd=5.)

1.984 (hd=10) 2.044 (hd=100)

2.054 (hd=300) 2.048 (hd=1000)
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1

Supplementary Figure 2. Finite-size correction of scaling dimensions for the lower primaries: (a) ϕ̂, (b) ϕ̂′, (c) D̂, and (d) ϕ̂1, are determined
using Supplementary Eq. (10). For different values of hd, each primary converges to the same value, indicating the nature of an attractive fixed
point.

∆D̂ = 2, and the numerical results closely match 2 with very high precision. These findings, the scaling dimensions insensitive
to the defect strength hd, provide compelling evidence for the existence of an attractive fixed point in the presence of a line
defect. All the results are presented in Supplementary Figure 2.

Finally, we can further consider the limit of hd → ∞, as shown in Sec. F. In this limit, we demonstrate that the whole spectra
is almost the same with the large hd regime. This indicates that the attractive fixed point is realized in the large hd limit.

Supplementary Note 4: Numerical results of correlators of ϵ

In the main text, we have shown the correlators and OPE coefficients related to σ (Fig. 4 and related discussion). In this
section, we present the correlators and OPE coefficients related to the bulk operator ϵ. Following the method described in the
main text and in Supplementary References [43], we approximate it using the operator nx(Ω). The one-point and bulk-defect
OPE are given by:

Gϵ(θ) =
⟨1̂|nx|1̂⟩ − ⟨1|nx|1⟩

⟨ϵ|nx|1⟩
≈ aϵ

(sin θ)∆ϵ
+O(1/R)

GϵÔ(θ) =
⟨1̂|nx|Ô⟩
⟨ϵ|nx|1⟩

≈
bϵÔ

(sin θ)∆ϵ−∆Ô
+O(1/R)

(14)
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Supplementary Figure 3. Correlators related to ϵ (a-b) The one-point correlator aϵ and its finite-size extrapolation. The result is aϵ ≈ 1.31.
(c-d) The bulk-defect correlator Gϵϕ̂(θ) with a resulting coefficient of bϵϕ̂ ≈ 1.63. The dashed lines correspond to the theoretical correlator in
Supplementary Eq. (14) with bϵÔ and ∆Ô from the N = 36 curves. The system size ranges from N = 8 to N = 36(D = 5000).
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Please note that the operator nx includes an identity component that should be subtracted. Since ∆ϵ ≈ 1.413 > 0, Gϵ(θ) should
diverge at θ = 0, π. This behavior is also observed in Supplementary Figure 3(a). We calculated Gϵ(θ) and extracted the OPE
coefficient using aϵ = Gϵ(π/2). To perform the finite-size extrapolation, we need to consider the finite-size correction given by:

Gϵ(θ) ≈
1

(sin θ)∆ϵ−∆Ô

(
bϵÔ +

b∂ϵÔ
R

+
bTµνÔ

R3−1.413
+O(1/R2)

)
(15)

where the first pole 1/R comes from ∂ϵ and the second pole comes from Tµν . After the finite-size extrapolation, we find
aϵ ≈ 1.31.

Next, we consider the bulk-defect OPE. Since the lowest primary in dCFT is ∆ϕ̂ ≈ 1.64 > ∆ϵ, the correlator GϵÔ(θ) is zero
at θ = 0, π. We present the result for Gϵϕ̂ in Supplementary Figure 3(c), and the finite-size correction follows the same analysis
as described above, yielding bϵϕ̂ ≈ 1.63.

Supplementary Note 5: Ward identity regarding to the displacement operator

In dCFT, the displacement operator is related to the stress tensor in the bulk CFT, ∂µTµν(x⊥, x∥) = δ(x⊥)D̂ν(x∥). The
stress-tensor has a canonical normalization through the Ward-identity, so the normalization of D̂ is also fixed. Therefore, the
two-point correlator of displacement operator will not be normalized to 1, instead, it is

⟨D̂i(x)D̂j(0)⟩ = CD̂

δij
x4
, (16)

where the normalization factor CD̂ is the Zamolodchikov norm [19] or central charge. For this canonically normalized displace-
ment operator, its bulk-defect OPE coefficients are constrained by the Ward identity [19]:

∆OaO =
π

2
bOD̂, (17)

where O is a bulk scalar primary operator. bOD̂ is a bulk-defect OPE coefficient defined by the two-point correlator in R3,

⟨O(x)D̂i(0)⟩ = bOD̂

x⊥,i

|x⊥|∆−1|x|4
. (18)

In our fuzzy sphere computation, we can directly use the state of displacement operator to compute the correlators involving
the displacement operator. Specifically, we have state with well defined SO(2) ∼= U(1) quantum number Lz ,

|D̂, Lz = ±1⟩ = 1√
2CD̂

(D̂1(τ = −∞)± iD̂2(τ = −∞))|1̂⟩. (19)

The numerical factor 1/
√
2CD̂ is chosen such that ⟨D̂, Lz = 1|D̂, Lz = 1⟩ = ⟨D̂, Lz = −1|D̂, Lz = −1⟩ = 1. On the cylinder

S2 × R, we have

⟨1̂|O(τ = 0, θ, φ)|D̂, Lz = 1⟩ =
bOD̂√
2CD̂

eiφ

R∆(sin θ)∆−1
(20)

Therefore, we can extract CD̂ using

√
2CD̂ =

2

π

∆OGO(θ = π/2)

GOD̂(θ = π/2)
, (21)

where,

GOD̂ ≡ e−iφ⟨1̂|O(τ = 0, θ, φ)|D̂, Lz = 1⟩
⟨1|O(τ = 0, θ, φ)|O⟩

, (22)

The results are depicted in Supplementary Figure 4(c). For comparison, we calculate the results by setting O = σ and O = ϵ,
yielding CD̂ = 0.27(1) for O = σ and CD̂ = 0.30(8) for O = ϵ.
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Supplementary Figure 4. Correlators between the displacement operator and bulk operator: (a) O = σ and (b) O = ϵ. The dashed lines cor-
respond to the theoretical correlator in Supplementary Eq. (14) with bϵD̂ and ∆D̂ from the N = 36 curves. (c) The extracted Zamolodchikov
norm from Supplementary Eq. (21). The red circles represent the results obtained when O = σ, while the yellow triangles correspond to the
results when O = ϵ.

Supplementary Note 6: In the limit of hd → ∞

In this section, we will consider whether the system remains at the dCFT fixed point when the defect strength hd tends to
infinity. First, we consider the defect term

Hd = 2πhd [n
z(θ = 0, φ = 0) + nz(θ = π, φ = 0)]

= 2π
∑
l

[Yl,0(θ = 0, φ = 0) + Yl,0(θ = π, φ = 0)]nzl,0

=
∑
m1

[Cm1(θ = 0) + Cm1(θ = π)] ĉ†m1
σz ĉm1

(23)

where Cm1
(θ) is

Cm1(θ) =
1

2
hdπ

∑
l

(−1)3s+m1+lPl(cos θ)(2l + 1)

(
s s l

s −s 0

)(
s s l

m1 −m1 0

)
(24)

The Legendre polynomial Pl(x) have special values Pl(1) = 1 and Pl(−1) = (−1)l, substituting into the last equation and
using the orthogonal relation of 3j−symbol, we have

Cm1
(θ = 0) =

1

2
hdδm1,−s Cm1

(θ = π) =
1

2
hdδm1,s. (25)

Thus, the defect term has a simplified form in orbital space (see also [62])

Hd =
1

2
hd

(
ĉ†sσ

z ĉs + ĉ†−sσ
z ĉ−s

)
. (26)

In orbital space, the defect term only acts on the m = ±s orbitals. This implies that if the defect strength hd is sufficiently large,
we can fix the spins of the m = ±s orbitals to ↓ in numerical computations and then optimize the other orbitals. This approach
brings two advantages: firstly, it reduces the number of orbitals, which can enhance computational efficiency; secondly, it avoids
numerical difficulties arising from excessively large hd.

Using the method described in Supple. Mat. Sec. B, we similarly computed the spectra forN ranging from 8 to 36 at hd = ∞
and plotted them in Supplementary Figure 5. We can observe that the system still exhibits conformal symmetry, indicating it
remains at the fixed point of dCFT. Additionally, we list the scaling dimensions of several lower primary fields in Supplementary
Table II. A comparison with the finite hd = 300 case mentioned in the main text reveals consistency within the error range. This
indicates that the choice of hd = 300 in the main text is sufficiently large. Combining this observation with the discussion in
the main text, we can confidently assert the existence of an attractive dCFT fixed point at hd = ∞ for the 3D Ising critical point
under the imposition of the magnetic field line.
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Supplementary Figure 5. Conformal tower of defect primaries in hd → ∞. Defect primary fields and their descendants with global symmetry
(a) Lz = 0 and (b) Lz = 1. The grey horizon lines stand for the theoretical expectation for descendants. Different colored symbols
represent the results based on various system sizes. By increasing system size N all of the scaling dimensions approach the theoretical values
consistently, supporting an emergent conformal symmetry in the thermodynamic limit.

Supplementary Table II. The scaling dimensions of primary fields under infinite and finite defect strengths, are determined through the state-
operator correspondence on the fuzzy sphere. Please see a detailed analysis of errors and finite-size extrapolation in Supple. Mat. Sec. B-C.

Lz = 0 Lz = 1

ϕ̂ ϕ̂′ ϕ̂′′ D̂ ϕ̂1 ϕ̂′
1

hd = ∞ 1.63(4) 3.12(9) 4.04(3) 2.05(7) 3.58(7) 4.62(8)

hd = 300 1.63(6) 3.12(10) 4.06(18) 2.05(7) 3.58(7) 4.64(14)
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