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Abstract

This paper studies generic surface defects for multiscalar critical models using a perturbative ǫ
expansion in 4 − ǫ dimensions. The beta functions of the defect couplings for a generic multiscalar
bulk with quartic interactions are computed at first non-trivial order in ǫ. Specific bulks of interest
are then considered: O(N), hypercubic, hypertetrahdral, and biconical O(m)×O(n). In each case, we
compute fixed points for the defect couplings and determine the remaining bulk symmetry. Expanding
beyond the O(N) model, we find a greater variety of patterns of symmetry breaking.
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1 Introduction

Studying systems with defects or boundaries is interesting for a variety of reasons and has a long
history. Introducing defects to conformal field theories (CFTs) gives rise to a new type of CFTs, called
defect CFTs (dCFTs) that realise conformal symmetry in a smaller dimension, given by that of the
defect [1, 2]. More precisely, if one starts with a d-dimensional CFT and introduces a p-dimensional
defect, the conformal group SO(d+1, 1) will be broken down to the subgroup SO(p+1, 1)×SO(d− p).
Such systems provide a new framework to investigate properties of quantum field theories (QFT). From
a more practical point of view, defects can describe numerous physical situations, such as impurities or
localised perturbations. For experimental realisations of such systems, see for example [3–9].

A model of particular interest, and one of the most thoroughly studied class of CFTs, is the O(N)
model. Although it is not exactly solvable, numerous approximation methods can be used to study it,
such as the ǫ expansion [10], the 1/N expansion [11, 12], and the conformal bootstrap [13–15]. Going
beyond the O(N) model, the ǫ expansion can be used to study a wide range of CFTs that are reached as
endpoints of renormalisation group (RG) flows triggered by operators that break the O(N) symmetry.
Then, it is possible to investigate RG fixed points for various global symmetries by generalising to quartic
multiscalar models [16–19]. The next logical step is to study RG flows and CFTs that emerge when
these fixed points are deformed by defects.

In the case of the three-dimensional O(N) model, research on defects and boundaries dates back
many years [1, 20–23] and recent renewed interest has uncovered new universality classes for surface
defects [24–27].

For multiscalar models, introducing defects can lead to various fixed points breaking the bulk sym-
metry in many ways. The case of a line defect perturbing a quartic multiscalar model was studied in [28].
For a O(N) bulk, a line defect can only break the bulk symmetry to O(N−1), while for more complicated
bulk symmetries, such as hypercubic, different patterns of symmetry breaking emerged. This also has
experimental applications beyond theoretical interest. For example, in dimension three, the Heisenberg
and hypercubic models are almost indistinguishable due to nearly identical critical exponents [16]. As
a line defect would break the bulk symmetries in different ways, these two models could then be distin-
guished without having to measure critical exponents. The case of an interface (defect of co-dimension
one) was thoroughly studied in [29, 30], and such defects can break the bulk symmetry in many ways,
leading to a vast space of interface CFTs. More recently, defects with continuously adjustable dimension
p = 2 + δ were considered in [31], while line and surface defects for the long-range O(N) model were
considered in [32]. The case of a surface defect for the O(N) model was studied in [33–35]. It was found
that the bulk symmetry is broken to O(l)×O(N − l) with l ≤ N at leading order in ǫ. However, other
bulk symmetries were not considered. In this paper, we will go beyond the O(N) model and study a
surface defect for a generic multiscalar model, generalising the work of [33–35]. Our defect will take the
general form

Sdefect =

∫

dx1dx2
hij
2
φiφj , i, j = 1, . . . , N , (1.1)

where φi are scalar fields and hij are defect couplings. This surface defect will be added to (4 − ǫ)-
dimensional bulk CFTs with different global symmetry groups tuned to criticality. We will then compute
fixed points both analytically and numerically for different values of N and study the possible symmetry-
breaking patterns. We will see that depending on the bulk symmetry, we can have a larger variety of
symmetry-breaking patterns than for the O(N) bulk.

The rest of this paper is organised as follows. In section 2, we present the model in more detail and
compute the defect beta functions at one loop for a generic multiscalar bulk using minimal subtraction.
In section 3, we classify surface defect fixed points. We start by using group theory methods to simplify
the beta functions and derive properties of fixed points for a generic bulk. We then study various global
bulk symmetries in more detail: free, O(N), hypercubic, hypertetrahedral, and biconical O(m) × O(n)
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bulks. In each case, we compute fixed points analytically or numerically for small N , determine the
remaining symmetry, and study stability at the fixed points.

2 Model and beta functions

We will study a multiscalar model with quartic interactions in a d-dimensional bulk and quadratic defects
localised on a surface. It is a generalisation of the models studied in [33–35] and is given by the following
action

S =

∫

ddx

[

1

2
∂µφi∂

µφi +
1

4!
λijklφiφjφkφl

]

+
hij
2

∫

dx1dx2 φiφj , (2.1)

where the indices take value from 1 to N , and a summation over repeated indices is implicit. The
couplings λijkl and hij are fully symmetric thus corresponding in general to

(

N+3
4

)

and
(

N+1
2

)

couplings,
respectively. In dimension four, both the bulk and surface interactions are marginal. In the following,
we will thus set d = 4− ǫ to allow for a perturbative treatment. Recall that the propagator of the free
theory is given by

〈φi(x)φj(y)〉 = δij

∫

ddp

(2π)d
eip·(x−y)

p2
= δij

Cφ

|x− y|d−2
, Cφ =

Γ
(

d−2
2

)

4π
d
2

. (2.2)

The theory in the bulk is not modified by the surface defect, and the beta functions for the bulk
couplings are given at one loop by [36]

βijkl = −ǫλijkl + (λijmnλmnkl + λikmnλmnjl + λilmnλmnkm) , (2.3)

where the bulk couplings have been rescaled as λijkl → (4π)2λijkl.
Following the method of [33], we will compute the beta functions of the defect couplings to lowest

order by requiring finiteness of the one-point function of φiφj in the presence of the defect.
To lowest order, there are three graphs contributing to the one-point function 〈φiφj(x)〉. They are

represented in Fig. 1.

⊗

A0

⊗

A1

⊗

B0

Figure 1: Diagrams A0, A1, B0 that contribute to the one-point function 〈φiφj(x)〉 at lowest order. The
crossed circle represents the operator φiφj while the black vertices represent insertion of bulk and defect
couplings. The surface where the defect is localised is represented by the dashed line. Black vertices on
the dashed line are thus defect couplings.

The renormalised one-point function 〈[φiφj](x)〉 is then given by

〈[φiφj ](x)〉 =
1

Zijkl
(hklA0 + hkmhmlA1 + λklmnhmnB0) , (2.4)

with Zijkl the wave function renormalisation factor

φiφj(x) = Zijkl[φkφl](x) , Zijkl =
1

2
(δikδjl + δilδjk)−

λijkl
(4π)2ǫ

, (2.5)
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which is the same as for the bulk theory without defect [37].
The amplitudes A0, A1 and B0 have been computed in [33,34] and are given by

A0 = − 1

16π3x2
+O(ǫ) , (2.6)

A1 =
1

32π4x2ǫ
+O(1) , (2.7)

B0 =
1

(4π)28π3x2ǫ
+O(1) . (2.8)

Following the method of [33], we now substitute the bare couplings by the renormalised ones as

λijkl,B = µǫ
(

λijkl,R +O(λ2)
)

, (2.9)

hij,B = µǫ (hij,R + δhij) , (2.10)

where µ is an arbitrary mass scale that renders the renormalised couplings dimensionless. In the fol-
lowing, we will omit the subscripts B and R. Substituting in (2.4) and requiring that the renormalised
one-point function 〈[φiφj ](x)〉 must be finite we find

δhij =
1

2πǫ
hikhkj +

1

(4π)2ǫ
λijklhkl . (2.11)

Finally, defining βij = µ∂µhij, we obtain

βij = −ǫhij + hikhkj + λijklhkl , (2.12)

where we have rescaled the couplings as λijkl → (4π)2λijkl and hij → (2π)hij . The renormalised one-
point function of the operator φiφj is then given by

〈[φiφj](x)〉 = − hij
8π2x2

, (2.13)

where we have also rescaled the couplings as hij → (2π)hij .

3 Classification of fixed points

Fixed points related by a O(N) transformation are equivalent up to a redefinition of the fields. Therefore,
we can diagonalise hij without loss of generality. We call its eigenvalues h1, . . . , hN . Moreover, following
the decomposition of [19], the bulk coupling can be written as

λijkl =
d0
3

(δijδkl + δikδjl + δilδjk)

+
1

6
(δijd2,kl + δkld2,ij + δikd2,jl + δjld2,ik + δild2,jk + δjkd2,il)

+ d4,ijkl , (3.1)

where d2,ij and dijkl are symmetric traceless tensors.
Plugging this into (2.12), the beta functions become

βi = h2i +

(

2

3
d0 +

5

6
d2,ii − ǫ

)

hi +

(

d0
3

+
1

6
d2,ii

)

Tr(h) + d4,iikkhk , (3.2)

where the index i is not summed.
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In all generality, this system of N equations is too complicated to solve, and we have to specify either
a bulk or a defect symmetry. However, we can make the following remark. For bulks where d2,ii and
d4,iikk are equal for all i = 1, . . . , N , the beta functions (3.2) will be the same for all i. This means that
all hi satisfy the same quadratic equation and can thus take only two values. The fixed points will then
be given by taking l couplings equal to some value hl and N − l couplings equal to some other value
hN−l. If we started with a bulk symmetry GN , such fixed points will break it to Gl ×GN−l. We will see
below that this is the case for the O(N) and hypercubic bulks.

3.1 O(N)-invariant surface defect

While keeping the bulk generic, we can look at the simple case hi = h for all i = 1, . . . , N . The
surface defect is then O(N)-invariant and does not break the bulk symmetry. Plugging this in (3.2) the
fixed-point equation becomes

h

(

h+
(N + 2)

3
d0 − ǫ

)

= 0 , (3.3)

which gives one non-trivial fixed point

h = ǫ− (N + 2)

3
d0 . (3.4)

The critical exponent for the non-trivial fixed point is given by ω = ǫ− (N+2)
3 d0, while for the trivial

fixed point, it is ω0 = (N+2)
3 d0 − ǫ. Therefore, if d0 <

3
N+2ǫ, the non-trivial defect is stable, and the

trivial defect is unstable, while for d0 >
3

N+2ǫ, the trivial defect is stable, and the non-trivial defect is

unstable. When d0 =
3

N+2ǫ, only the trivial fixed point exists, and it is marginal.
We will see below that for a O(N) bulk and a hypercubic bulk at one loop, we are in the case

d0 <
3

N+2ǫ, where the non-trivial defect is stable.
Finally, the renormalised one-point function of φiφj is given by

〈[φiφj ](x)〉 =
(N + 2)d0 − 3ǫ

24π2x2
δij . (3.5)

3.2 Free bulk

We will now keep the defect generic and specify a bulk symmetry. Let us start with the simple case of
a free bulk. The beta functions (2.12) simplify to

βi = hi(hi − ǫ) . (3.6)

The equations βi = 0 have 2N solutions falling into N+1 equivalence classes, breaking the bulk symmetry
in different ways. The first solution is the trivial defect hi = 0 for all i = 1, . . . , N , which does not break
the O(N) bulk symmetry. The other N equivalence classes are obtained by taking 0 < l ≤ N couplings
non-zero and equal to hl = ǫ while the remaining N − l couplings are set to zero. This will break the
O(N) symmetry of the bulk to O(l)×O(N − l).

The stability matrix is diagonal and has one eigenvalue of multiplicity l, ωl = ǫ and one eigenvalue
of multiplicity N − l, ωN−l = −ǫ. Therefore, the only stable fixed point is the one where all surface
couplings are non-zero while the trivial surface defect is fully unstable.

3.3 O(N) bulk

The case of an interacting O(N) bulk was studied in [33–35], but let us check here that we recover their
result.
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The interacting O(N) bulk corresponds to λijkl = λ
3 (δijδkl + δikδjl + δilδjk). Therefore d0 = λ,

d2,ij = 0 and d4,ijkl = 0.
At the bulk fixed point we have at one loop λ = 3ǫ

N+8 and the fixed-point equations become

0 = h2i − ǫ
N + 6

N + 8
hi + ǫ

Tr(h)

N + 8
, (3.7)

which is equivalent to equation (2.10) of [34].
These equations can only be solved by taking l couplings equal to hl and N − l couplings equal to

hN−l, breaking the O(N) symmetry to O(l) × O(N − l)1. More precisely the fixed points are given by
the pair (hl+, hN−l,−) where

hl± =
N + 3− l ±

√

9− l(N − l)

N + 8
ǫ+O(ǫ2) . (3.8)

For l = 0, N , we obtain the trivial solution and the solution with all couplings equal (3.4) with h = 6ǫ
N+8 ,

which is stable as d0 =
3ǫ

N+8 <
3ǫ

N+2 .

3.4 Hypercubic bulk

The hypercubic model has symmetry BN = Z
N
2 ⋊ SN , where SN is the group of permutations of N

objects. It has two quadratic couplings given by

λijkl = λ (δijδkl + δikδjl + δilδjk) + gdijkl , (3.9)

where dijkl = δijkl − 1
N+2 (δijδkl + δikδjl + δilδjk) and δijkl is a generalisation of the Kronecker delta to

four indices.
We therefore have d0 = 3λ, d2,ij = 0 and d4,ijkl = gdijkl. At the non-trivial fixed point λ = 2ǫ N−1

3N(N+2)

and g = ǫN−4
3N . Substituting into (3.2), we obtain

βi = h2i − 2ǫ
N + 1

3N
hi + ǫ

Tr(h)

3N
. (3.10)

These equations have the same form as for the O(N) bulk and will be solved by taking l couplings
equal to hl and N − l couplings equal to hN−l.

The fixed points are then given by solutions of the following system

0 = h2l − 2ǫ
N + 1

3N
hl +

ǫ

3N
(lhl + (N − l)hN−l) ,

0 = h2N−l − 2ǫ
N + 1

3N
hN−l +

ǫ

3N
(lhl + (N − l)hN−l) . (3.11)

At first order in ǫ, there are two non-trivial solutions

hl,+ =
ǫ

6N

(

2 + 3N − 2l +
√

(N + 2)2 − 4l(N − l)
)

,

hN−l,− =
ǫ

6N

(

2 +N + 2l −
√

(N + 2)2 − 4l(N − l)
)

, (3.12)

and

hl,− =
ǫ

6N

(

2 + 3N − 2l −
√

(N + 2)2 − 4l(N − l)
)

,

1This can also be interpreted as the original matrix hij of surface defects having one eigenvalue of multiplicity l and one

eigenvalue of multiplicity N − l.
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hN−l,+ =
ǫ

6N

(

2 +N + 2l +
√

(N + 2)2 − 4l(N − l)
)

. (3.13)

Notice that substituting l → N − l into the second solution gives the first solution. Thus, we can
consider only the first solution.

These fixed points break the bulk symmetry BN to Bl × BN−l. If l = 0 or l = N , we recover the
O(N)-invariant defect with the non-trivial fixed point located at h = ǫN+2

3N .
At the fixed point (3.12), the one-point function of φ2i is given by

〈[φ2l ](x)〉 =
2l − 2− 3N −

√

(N + 2)2 − 4l(N − l)

48πx2
ǫ ,

〈[φ2N−l](x)〉 =
−(2 +N + 2l) +

√

(N + 2)2 − 4l(N − l)

48πx2
ǫ . (3.14)

Stability matrix The critical exponents are given by the eigenvalues of the stability matrix Sij =
∂βi

∂hj
,

which can be expressed as

Sii = 2hi −
2N + 1

3N
ǫ ,

Sij =
ǫ

3N
, i 6= j . (3.15)

Due to the symmetric nature of the stability matrix, it is possible to compute its eigenvalues for all
N . For l 6= 0, N , we find two eigenvalues of multiplicity one, ω±, one eigenvalue of multiplicity l − 1,
ωl−1 and one eigenvalue of multiplicity N − l− 1, ωN−l−1. If l = 1, ωl−1 does not exist and if l = N − 1,
ωN−l−1 does not exist.

At the fixed point (3.12) and at first order in ǫ, the critical exponents are given by

ω± =
ǫ

6N

(

N ±
√

N2 + 4b(N − 2l + b)
)

,

ωl−1 = −ωN−l−1 =
N − 2l + b

3N
ǫ , (3.16)

where b =
√

(N + 2)2 − 4l(N − l).
We have ω+ > 0, ω− < 0, ωl−1 > 0 and ωN−l−1 < 0. Therefore, we always have at least one negative

critical exponent: the fixed points are unstable.
Let us now look at the O(N)-invariant defect (obtained by setting l = N in (3.12)). In this case, we

have an eigenvalue of multiplicity N − 1, ωN−1 =
2ǫ
3N and an eigenvalue of multiplicity one, ω1 =

N+2
3N ǫ.

They are both positive: the fixed point is stable.
Let us finally look at the trivial fixed point (obtained by setting l = 0 in (3.12)). We now have an

eigenvalue of multiplicity N − 1, ωN−1 = −2(N+1)ǫ
3N and an eigenvalue of multiplicity one, ω1 = −N+2

3N ǫ.
They are both negative: the trivial fixed point is unstable.

We conclude that the only stable fixed point is the one with all defect couplings equal to h = ǫN+2
3N ,

which does not break the hypercubic bulk symmetry.

3.5 Hypertetrahedral bulk

We now consider a bulk with hypertetrahedral symmetry TN = SN+1×Z2. To do so we introduce N +1
vectors (eN )αi , α = 1, . . . , N + 1,2 satisfying

∑

α

(eN )αi = 0 ,
∑

α

(eN )αi (eN )αj = δij , (eN )αi (eN )βi = δαβ − 1

N + 1
. (3.17)

2These vectors point to the N + 1 vertices of an N-dimensional hypertetrahedron.
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We use the conventions of [28] to define these vectors recursively. For N = 1 we set

(e1)
1
1 = −(e1)

2
1 = − 1√

2
, (3.18)

and for N > 1

(eN )αi = (eN−1)
α
i , i = 1, . . . , N − 1 , α = 1, . . . , N ,

(eN )αN = − 1
√

N(N + 1)
, α = 1, . . . , N ,

(eN )N+1
i =

√

N

N + 1
δNi . (3.19)

The hypertetrahedral model is obtained by taking d0 = 3λ, d2,ii = 0 and d4,ijkl = gdijkl with

dijkl =
∑

α

(eN )αi (eN )αj (eN )αk (eN )αl − N

(N + 1)(N + 2)
(δijδkl + δikδjl + δilδjk) . (3.20)

The beta functions then become:

βi =h
2
i +

(

2λ− 2N

(N + 1)(N + 2)
g − ǫ

)

hi +

(

λ− N

(N + 1)(N + 2)
g

)

Tr(h)

+ g
∑

α

∑

k

(eN )αi (eN )αi (eN )αk (eN )αkhk . (3.21)

It is possible to use the recursive definition of the eN vectors to rewrite the beta functions more
explicitly. Defining CN,i(h) =

∑

α

∑

k(eN )αi (eN )αi (eN )αk (eN )αkhk, we have

CN,i(h) =
i2 − i+ 1

i(i+ 1)
hi +

1

i(i+ 1)

i−1
∑

k=1

hk +

N
∑

k=i+1

hk
k(k + 1)

. (3.22)

There are two bulk fixed points with hypertetrahedral symmetry, referred to as TN− and TN+ and
given by

λ− =
2(N + 1)

3(N + 2)(N + 3)
ǫ , g− =

N + 1

3(N + 3)
ǫ , (3.23)

and

λ+ =
(N − 1)(N − 2)

3(N + 2)(N2 − 5N + 8)
ǫ , g+ =

(N − 4)(N + 1)

3(N2 − 5N + 8)
ǫ . (3.24)

At the TN− fixed point we then have

βi− = h2i− − ǫ
3N + 7

3(N + 3)
hi− +

ǫ

3(N + 3)
Tr(h−) + ǫ

N + 1

3(N + 3)
CN,i(h−) . (3.25)

And at the TN+ fixed point we have

βi+ =h2i+ − ǫ
3N2 − 15N + 22

3(N2 − 5N + 8)
hi+ +

ǫ

3(N2 − 5N + 8)
Tr(h+) + ǫ

(N − 4)(N + 1)

3(N2 − 5N + 8)
CN,i(h+) . (3.26)

These equations are too complicated to solve for generic N . Instead, we will look at some small
values of N . The case with only one defect coupling can nevertheless be studied for generic N . Using
(3.4) we have

h = ǫ
N + 7

3(N + 3)
, (3.27)

with critical exponent

ω = ǫ
N + 7

3(N + 3)
> 0 . (3.28)

The fixed point with only one surface coupling is thus stable for all values of N .
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N = 4 Let us now look at N = 4 as T4− is the first non-trivial tetrahedral fixed point. Using (3.22),
we obtain the following fixed-point equations

0 = 6h1(42h1 − 31ǫ) + 22ǫh2 + 17ǫh3 + 15ǫh4 ,

0 = 22ǫh1 + 6h2(42h2 − 31ǫ) + 17ǫh3 + 15ǫh4 ,

0 = 17ǫh1 + 17ǫh2 + h3(252h3 − 181ǫ) + 15ǫh4 ,

0 = 5ǫh1 + 5ǫh2 + 5ǫh3 + h4(84h4 − 59ǫ) . (3.29)

Contrary to the O(N) and hypercubic bulks where all hi satisfied the same quadratic equation,
here h3 and h4 satisfies a different equation than h1 and h2, which will allow for a greater variety of
symmetry-breaking patterns. These equations admit eleven non-trivial and non-equivalent solutions.
One has all hi equal, two have three of the hi equal, four have two of the hi equal and four have all hi
different3.

The solution with all hi equal does not break the bulk symmetry, while the solution with three
hi equal breaks the bulk symmetry to T3 × Z2 = B3 × Z2. The remaining four solutions break the
symmetry even further. The solution with two couplings equal has symmetry T2 × Z

2
2 = D6 × Z

2
2 where

D6 is the dihedral group of degree 6 (the group of symmetries of a regular hexagon). The solution with
all couplings different has only a Z

3
2 symmetry remaining (we can still independently flip the sign of each

field). In general a solution with l couplings equal and the remaining N − l couplings all different will
have symmetry Tl × Z

N−l
2

4.
The summary of the results can be found in Table 1, where we also specify the number of unstable

directions for each fixed point. We omit the trivial fixed point, which is unstable in all directions. The
only stable fixed point is the one with all hi equal and does not break the T4 bulk symmetry.

No. of fixed points Symmetry No. of unstable directions

1 T4 0
1 T3 × Z2 1
1 T3 × Z2 3
1 T2 × Z

2
2 1

2 T2 × Z
2
2 2

1 T2 × Z
2
2 3

1 Z
4
2 1

2 Z
4
2 2

1 Z
4
2 3

Table 1: Properties of fixed points for N = 4. The trivial fixed point was omitted and we list only
non-equivalent fixed points.

N = 5 For N = 5, the two bulk fixed points merge into one. Plugging its value as well as the explicit
expression of the eαi vectors into the beta function for hi we obtain 32 fixed points: one is the trivial
fixed point, one has all hi equal, two have four hi equal, four have three hi equal, eight have two hi
equal and sixteen have all hi different. Among the sixteen solutions with all hi different only eight
are non-equivalent. We summarise these results as well as the corresponding symmetry and number of
unstable directions in Table 2.

3We found four more solutions with all hi different but they are equivalent to the other four solutions up to a relabelling

of the fields.
4This can also be interpreted as the matrix hij of surface defect couplings having one eigenvalue of multiplicity l and

N − l eigenvalues of multiplicity one.
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No. of fixed points Symmetry No. of unstable directions

1 T5 0
1 T4 × Z2 1
1 T4 × Z2 4
1 T3 × Z

2
2 1

1 T3 × Z
2
2 2

1 T3 × Z
2
2 3

1 T3 × Z
2
2 4

1 T2 × Z
3
2 1

3 T2 × Z
3
2 2

3 T2 × Z
3
2 3

1 T2 × Z
3
2 4

1 Z
5
2 1

3 Z
5
2 2

3 Z
5
2 3

1 Z
5
2 4

Table 2: Properties of fixed points for N = 5. The trivial fixed point was omitted and we list only
non-equivalent fixed points.

N = 6 For N = 6, the fixed points T6− and T6+ are different. For both of them, we can solve the
beta functions and again obtain, apart from the trivial fixed point, 2N−l solutions with l hi equal for
0 ≤ l ≤ N . As before, the 2N = 64 solutions with all hi different can be grouped into 2N−1 = 32 pairs
of non-equivalent fixed points.

From this small N analysis, we see that surface defects can break the hypertetrahedral symmetry
in more ways than for the O(N) and hypercubic bulks. Indeed, a TN symmetry will not be broken to
Tl × TN−l. Instead, it will be broken down to Tl × Z

N−l
2 with l ≤ N . We expect this behaviour to

generalise to higher values of N .

3.6 O(m)× O(n) biconical model

The O(m)×O(n) biconical model has m fields transforming under O(m) and n fields transforming under
O(n). It is given by the action

S =

∫

ddx

(

1

2
∂µφi∂

µφi +
1

2
∂µψj∂

µψj +
λ1
8

(

φ2
)2

+
λ2
8

(

ψ2
)2

+
g

4
φ2ψ2

)

, (3.30)

where φi , i = 1, . . . ,m are the m fields transforming under O(m) and ψj , j = 1, . . . , n are the n fields
transforming under O(n).

This model does not fall into the class of models described by (2.1) and (3.1) but can be treated
in a similar manner [17]. Fixed points have been computed for generic values of m and n but have
complicated expressions. In the case m = n, they are given by

λ1 = λ2 =
n

2(n2 + 8)
ǫ , g = − n− 4

2(n2 + 8)
ǫ . (3.31)

We can then add a surface defect to the action

Sdefect =

∫

dx1dx2
h1,i
2
φ2i +

∫

dx1dx2
h2,j
2
ψ2
j . (3.32)

The beta functions are computed similarly to section 2 and we obtain

β1,i = −ǫh1,i + h21,i + λ1 (Tr(h1) + 2h1,i) + gTr(h2) ,
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β2,j = −ǫh2,j + h22,j + λ2 (Tr(h2) + 2h2,j) + gTr(h1) . (3.33)

Similarly to what happened for the O(N) model and the hypercubic model, the couplings h1,i all respect
the same quadratic equation and all h2,i couplings respect the same quadratic equation. Therefore these
equations are solved by taking l of the h1,i couplings equal to h1,l and m− l equal to h1,m−l and taking
k of the h2,j couplings equal to h2,k and n− k equal to h2,n−k, with 0 ≤ l ≤ m and 0 ≤ k ≤ n. It means
that the original O(m)×O(n) symmetry will be broken to (O(l)×O(m− l))× (O(k)×O(n− k)).

At first order in ǫ, the system of equations becomes

0 = h21,l + h1,l ((l + 2)λ1 − ǫ) + λ1(m− l)h1,m−l + g (kh2,k + (n− k)h2,n−k) ,

0 = h21,m−l + h1,m−l ((m− l + 2)λ1 − ǫ) + λ1lh1,l + g (kh2,k + (n− k)h2,n−k) ,

0 = h22,k + h2,k ((k + 2)λ2 − ǫ) + λ2(n− k)h2,n−k + g (lh2,l + (m− l)h2,m−l) ,

0 = h22,n−k + h2,n−k ((n− k + 2)λ2 − ǫ) + λ2kh2,k + g (lh1,l + (m− l)h1,m−l) . (3.34)

It is possible to solve these equations in all generality, but the fixed points are complicated functions
of m and n, which we will not give here.

Let us look instead at a simpler case: n = m and only two surface defect couplings h1,i = h1 for all
i = 1, . . . m, h2,j = h2 for all j = 1, . . . n. The beta functions become

β1 = h21 −
n2 − 2n+ 16

2(n2 + 8)
ǫh1 −

n(n− 4)

2(n2 + 8)
ǫh2 ,

β2 = h22 −
n2 − 2n+ 16

2(n2 + 8)
ǫh2 −

n(n− 4)

2(n2 + 8)
ǫh1 . (3.35)

There are three solutions besides the trivial one given by

h1,1 = h2,1 =
n2 − 3n+ 8

n2 + 8
ǫ , (3.36)

and

h1,± =
n+ 8±

√
2n3 + 9n2 − 48n + 64

2(n2 + 8)
ǫ , h2,± =

n+ 8∓
√
2n3 + 9n2 − 48n+ 64

2(n2 + 8)
ǫ . (3.37)

We can then compute the stability matrix and critical exponents. For the trivial fixed point the
critical exponents are − n+8

n2+8
ǫ and −n2−3n+8

n2+8
ǫ which are both negative for all values of n. Therefore, the

trivial defect fixed point is unstable. For the solution of (3.36), the critical exponents are given by

~ω1 =

(

n2 − 3n + 8

n2 + 8
ǫ ,

2n2 − 7n+ 8

n2 + 8
ǫ

)

, (3.38)

which are both positive. Therefore, the fixed point (3.36) is stable. For the two solutions of (3.37), the
critical exponents are given by

ω± =
−n(n− 4)±

√
n4 + 52n2 − 192n + 256

2(n2 + 8)
ǫ . (3.39)

ω+ is positive for all values of n while ω− is negative for all values of n. Therefore, the two fixed points
of (3.37) always have one stable direction and one unstable direction.
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4 Conclusion

While line defects and interfaces have been studied for generic critical multiscalar models in [28] and [30],
respectively, surface defects had only been considered for the O(N) model [33–35]. In this paper, we
filled this gap and studied surface defects for generic multiscalar models.

This study can be done in a more systematic way than for line defects and interfaces. Indeed,
as the surface defect is given by a symmetric matrix hij , fixed points are characterised only by its
eigenvalues. We were thus able to restrict our study to a diagonal defect matrix, which simplified
greatly the computations.

Moreover, the remaining symmetry at the defect fixed point depends only on the number of different
eigenvalues of hij and their multiplicity. In general, for a bulk symmetry GN an eigenvalue of multiplicity
1 < l < N will give a smaller copy Gl of the bulk symmetry while an eigenvalue of multiplicity one
will just give a Z2 symmetry (the action is always symmetric when flipping the sign of a single field).
More precisely, in the case of the O(N) model and the hypercubic model, we found fixed points where
hij had an eigenvalue of multiplicity l and an eigenvalue of multiplicity N − l for 0 ≤ l ≤ N breaking
the bulk symmetries to O(l)×O(N − l) and Bl ×BN−l respectively. For the hypertetrahedral bulk, the
surface defect matrix hij had at the fixed point one eigenvalue of multiplicity l and N − l eigenvalues of
multiplicity one, giving a Tl ×Z

N−l
2 symmetry. We expect other bulk critical models to undergo similar

patterns of symmetry breaking. However, due to the quadratic nature of the surface defect there will
always be at least a Z

N
2 symmetry.

We also studied the stability of defect fixed points, and for all the bulks we considered, the only
stable defect was the one with one non-zero eigenvalue of multiplicity N , which does not break the bulk
symmetry.

Our results show that going beyond the O(N) model, surface defects can lead to a greater variety of
symmetry breakings even though these are more constrained than in the case of interfaces. Of course,
these results are perturbative in ǫ and pushing the computations to higher loops could uncover new
patterns of symmetry breaking. Analytic bootstrap methods could also be used to study the spectrum
and operator product expansions of surface defects CFTs [38]. For example, generalising the methods
of [39–41] to surface defects would be an interesting extension of our work. Another possible extension
of our work would be to study multiple surface defects and the resulting effective field theory, as recently
discussed for boundaries in [42,43].
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