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Abstract

We study a class of interface conformal field theories obtained by taking a large N CFT
and turning on a relevant double-trace deformation over half space. At low energies, this
leads to a conformal interface separating two CFTs which are related by RG flow. We set up
the large N expansion of these models by employing a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation
over half space, and use this approach to compute some of the defect CFT data. We also
calculate the free energy of the theory in the case of spherical interface, which encodes
a conformal anomaly coefficient for even dimensional interface, and the analog of the g-
function for odd-dimensional interface. These models have a dual description in terms of a
gravitational theory in AdS where a bulk scalar field satisfies different boundary conditions
on each half of the AdS boundary. We review this construction and show that the results
of the large N expansion on the CFT side are in precise agreement with the holographic
predictions.
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1 Introduction and Summary

Conformal interfaces are codimension one defects separating two conformal field theories

(CFTs). They constitute an interesting class of defect CFTs (for an introduction to defect

CFT see [1,2]), and they have been extensively studied in a variety of different contexts, see

for instance [3–10]. Of special interest among conformal interfaces are renormalization group

(RG) interfaces, which separate two CFTs that are related by an RG flow [11–13]. They may

be constructed by starting with a CFT and introducing a relevant deformation on half space,

such that upon RG flow one gets an “IR CFT” over one half space, and an “UV CFT” (the

original CFT) over the other half space. A simple example of such an object is a free field

theory with a mass deformation turned on over half space. This results in a free scalar with

Dirichlet boundary conditions, and the boundary can be thought of as an interface between

the free scalar and the empty theory. RG interfaces have been extensively studied in two

dimensions [11–18]. In this paper, we study RG interfaces in higher dimensions, which are

relatively less well studied [19–21].

In the case of a d-dimensional CFT with a large N expansion, a well-known example of

RG flow is obtained by turning on a relevant double-trace deformation [22–30]

S = SCFT + λ

∫
ddx O2 (1.1)

where O is a single-trace operator in the original CFT with scaling dimension ∆ < d/2. This

relevant perturbation triggers an RG flow to an IR CFT in which the operator O has scaling

dimension d − ∆ + O(1/N), while the scaling dimensions and OPE coefficients involving

all single trace operators other than O receive corrections to subleading order in the large

N expansion. The CFT data in the IR may be computed in the 1/N expansion using the

standard Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation.

To obtain a double-trace RG interface, one simply turns on the double-trace deformation
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only over half of the space

S = SCFT + λ

∫
z>0

ddxO2 , (1.2)

where z denotes the coordinate transverse to the plane at z = 0 separating the left and right

halves. Upon RG flow, one then finds that the local CFT data (the scaling dimensions and

the “bulk” OPE coefficients) are that of the IR CFT for z > 0, and that of the UV CFT for

z < 0. At z = 0, one has a conformal interface separating the two CFTs. Then, in addition

to the local “bulk” data, one also has a spectrum of defect operators living on the interface,

as well as new “bulk-defect” OPE data. In Section 2, we set up the large N expansion

of the system by using a Hubbard-Stratonovich transformation, and compute some of the

defect CFT data, including certain one-point and two-point correlation functions. For the

case where the interface is spherical, we also compute the free energy of the theory, to the

first non-trivial order in the 1/N expansion. For an even-dimensional interface, this free

energy can be used to extract one of the conformal anomaly coefficients associated with

the interface, while for an odd-dimensional interface it encodes an analog of the g-function

studied in 2d CFTs [31,32].

Well-known examples of CFTs like the critical O(N) vector model and the Gross-Neveu

model can be thought of as arising from a double-trace deformation (1.1) of free scalar and

free fermion models respectively (in this case, the “single trace” operator O corresponds to

the bilinears ϕiϕi or ψ̄iψ
i). When the deformation is turned on over half space, one then

gets an RG interface separating “free” and “critical” scalar or fermionic vector models. In

Section 4 we apply our general large N results to these specific examples, and check them

against the prediction of the epsilon expansion (the RG interface between the free scalar and

the Wilson-Fisher fixed point was studied in d = 4− ϵ in [20]).

The holographic description of a double-trace deformation is well-known [22, 23]: it cor-

responds to a change in boundary conditions for the bulk scalar field in AdS which is dual to

the single trace operator O. The dimension ∆ of a CFT operator corresponding to an AdS

scalar field φ with mass m is given by the relation m2 = ∆(∆ − d) (we set the AdS radius

to one). The two solutions to this equation correspond to the possible boundary behaviors

φ ∼ z∆± as z → 0 (here z denotes the holographic AdS coordinate in the usual Poincare met-

ric ds2 = (dz2+dxµdxµ)/z2). In the range d/2−1 < ∆ < d/2 (or −d2/4 < m2 < −d2/4+1),

both behaviors lead to possible unitary boundary conditions for the scalar field: the choice

φ ∼ z∆ corresponds to the UV CFT (where O has dimension ∆ < d/2), while the choice

φ ∼ zd−∆ corresponds to the IR CFT, where the dual operator has dimension d−∆. Note

that both the UV and IR CFT are described by the same dual theory in AdS, the only
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difference is in the choice of boundary conditions for a bulk scalar field.

The above dictionary has a natural generalization to the case of the double-trace inter-

face defined by (1.2). As discussed in [21], one should divide the boundary of AdSd+1 in two

regions (corresponding to the UV and IR CFTs), and impose “inhomogeneous” boundary

conditions on the scalar field dual to O: namely, one imposes φ ∼ z∆ asymptotics as we

approach one of the boundary regions, and φ ∼ zd−∆ as we approach the other region.1 In

practice, this can be conveniently done using Janus coordinates [4], as reviewed in Section 5

(see Figure 1 for a sketch of the setup). Note that the geometry in the bulk remains that of

pure AdS, and the pattern of conformal symmetry breaking SO(d+1, 1) → SO(d, 1) associ-

ated with the interface is realized in the bulk just via the choice of inhomogenous boundary

conditions on the scalar field (there is no backreaction on the classical geometry). In [21],

this holographic setup was used to compute the free energy and some of the defect CFT data

of the interface CFT. We review these calculations below and show that they reproduce, as

expected, the results of Section 2 obtained directly on the CFT side. We show that the agree-

ment between CFT and AdS calculations essentially follows from certain identities satisfied

by the scalar Green’s function with the inhomogeneous boundary conditions (generalizing

similar arguments in [28, 30, 33]), and discuss in detail various examples of one-, two-, and

three-point functions.

An explicit realization of this holographic setup is provided by the scalar and fermionic

vector models mentioned above. In this case, the dual is expected to be the Vasiliev higher

spin gravity in AdS (see [34, 35] for reviews of the higher spin/vector model duality), with

inhomogeneous boundary conditions imposed on the bulk scalar field dual to the ϕiϕi or ψ̄iψ
i

operators. In addition to the conformal symmetry breaking, which leads to the protected

displacement operator, in this case one also expects a tower of protected higher spin operators

on the interface, as we discuss briefly in Section 4. It would be interesting to further study

properties of the RG interface in the dual higher spin gravity theories.

The rest of this paper is organized as follows: in Section 2, we set up the large N

expansion of the double-trace RG interface introducting the Hubbard-Stratonovich auxiliary

field, and compute some of the correlation functions and defect CFT data of the theory. In

Section 3, we use the large N approach to compute the free energy for a spherical interface,

1This is an example of a “mixed boundary value problem”, but to avoid confusion with the notion of
mixed boundary conditions [23,28] (which are imposed over the full boundary and describe the double-trace
deformation (1.1) along the flow), we will refer to the present case as inhomogeneous boundary conditions.
Of course, one may in principle also study the half-space deformation (1.2) along the flow, by imposing the
mixed boundary conditions of [23] over half of the boundary, and ordinary boundary conditions over the
other half.
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to the first subleading order at large N . In Section 4, we discuss various explicit examples

involving free fields on one side of the interface, apply our general large N results to these

models, and make some cross-checks using the Wilson-Fisher epsilon expansion. In Section

5, we review the holographic description of the double-trace interfaces, and then in Section 6

we discuss the agreement between the CFT and holographic calculations. Several technical

details and calculations are collected in the Appendices.

2 Large N Setup

We start by describing the setup for double trace RG interfaces in a general large N CFT,

and then calculate the two-point functions in the presence of the interface. These two-point

functions were obtained in [21] by doing a bulk AdS calculation, but here we derive them

from a purely CFT calculation.

Consider a CFT in d dimensions with a sensible large N limit which contains a single

trace operator O with scaling dimension ∆ < d/2. Then we can define an RG interface in

flat space (x, z) placed at z = 0 by the following action

S = S0 + λ

∫
Rd
+

O2 (2.1)

where Rd
+ = {(x, z) : z > 0} and S0 is the action of the original CFT (this will be referred

to as the UV CFT below). We will use the convention that the right half space is z > 0 and

left half space is z < 0. The partition function in the presence of a source for the operator

O is

Z[J ] =

∫
[Dϕ]e

−S0[ϕ]−λ
∫
Rd+

O2 +
∫
Rd JO

= Z0⟨e
−λ

∫
Rd+

O2 +
∫
Rd JO

⟩0
(2.2)

where ⟨. . . ⟩0 denotes the expectation value in the UV theory with J = 0 and λ = 0.

We proceed as in [24, 36] and perform a large N expansion by introducing a Hubbard-

Stratonovich auxiliary field σ

Z[J ]

Z0

=

∫
[Dσ]⟨e

−
∫
Rd+

ddx
(
σO−σ2

4λ

)
+
∫
Rd ddxJO

⟩0
(2.3)
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Since O is a single trace operator and we have a large N CFT, the higher point correlation

functions of O factorize at large N into products of two-point functions:

⟨e−
∫
(σθ(z)−J)O⟩0 = e

1
2

∫
ddx1ddx2(θ(z1)σ−J)(x1)(θ(z2)σ−J)(x2)⟨O(x1)O(x2)⟩0 +O(1/N). (2.4)

where θ(z) is the Heaviside step function. The two-point function of O in the undeformed

theory has the following normalization

G12 ≡ ⟨O(x1)O(x2)⟩0 =
CO

x2∆12
. (2.5)

At this point it is more convenient to work in the folded picture, taking z → −z for the

unperturbed (left) side, which turns the interface into a boundary of the product theory

CFTUV×CFTIR. We may now express the action as an integral over Rd
+ by reflecting points

on the “left” side of the interface using R(x, z) = (x,−z), and we denote JRi ≡ J(Rxi).
The partition function is Gaussian upon shifting σ, which gives the following result after

integrating out σ

Z[J ]

Z0

= e−
1
2
log det(G12+

δ(x12)
2λ

) exp

[
1

2

∫
Rd
+

ddx1d
dx2

(
J1G12J2 + 2J1G1,R2JR2 + JR1GR1R2JR2

−
∫
Rd
+

ddx3d
dx4 (J1G13 + JR1GR1,3)

(
G34 +

δ(x34)

2λ

)−1

+

(G42J2 +G4,R2JR2)

)]
(2.6)

where
(
G(x− x3) +

δ(x−x3)
2λ

)−1

+
is the inverse of G(x− x3) +

δ(x−x3)
2λ

over positive half space:

∫
Rd
+

ddx

(
G(x1 − x) +

δ(x1 − x)

2λ

)−1

+

(
G(x− x2) +

δ(x− x2)

2λ

)
= δ(x1 − x2) if z1, z2 > 0.

(2.7)

We may then take the functional derivative of (2.6) with respect to J and take IR limit

λ → ∞. The functional derivative with respect to JR and J bring down factors of O and

σ/2λ respectively (this is because O on the right side is identified with σ/(2λ), as follows

from how the auxiliary field was introduced in (2.3)). This gives us the following two-point

functions for O and σ (using the “L” subscript to denote points on the left half of space in
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the unfolded theory):

⟨σ(x1)σ(x2)⟩ = −G−1
+ (x1 − x2)

⟨σ(x1)O(xL2)⟩ =
∫
Rd
+

ddx3G
−1
+ (x1 − x3)G(x3 − xL2)

= −
∫
Rd
+

ddx3⟨σ(x1)σ(x2)⟩ ⟨O(xL2)O(x3)⟩0

⟨O(xL1)O(xL2)⟩ = ⟨O(xL1)O(xL2)⟩0

+

∫
Rd
+

ddx3d
dx4⟨O(xL1)O(x3)⟩0⟨σ(x3)σ(x4)⟩⟨O(x4)O(xL2)⟩0

(2.8)

where here and below a correlation function with no subscript ⟨. . . ⟩ is understood to be a

correlation function in the interface theory in the IR limit. Note that when the operator O

appears in correlation functions, it is always inserted on the right side of the interface (the

UV theory side), while σ plays the role of O on the right side (the IR theory side). Let us

note that the above results may also be obtained in a quicker way by taking the IR limit

directly in the action by dropping the quadratic term σ2/(2λ), and using the action

S = S0 +

∫
Rd
+

ddx σO (2.9)

to develop the 1/N expansion. This approach is well-known in the study of double-trace

deformations (see e.g. [30]), and it works essentially the same way in our case where the

perturbation is only on half-space. The action yields an “induced” propagator for σ, given

by the first line of (2.8), and correlation functions may be computed in the 1/N expansion

by treating the second term in (2.9) as an interaction. One can readily obtain the second

and third line of (2.8) proceeding this way.

Using (2.8), we can explicitly calculate the two-point functions involving O and σ in the

presence of an interface. The two-point function of σ can be found by inverting −G(x1−x2)

on positive half space:∫
Rd
+

ddx⟨O(x1)O(x)⟩0⟨σ(x)σ(x2)⟩ = −δ(x1 − x2), x1, x2 ∈ Rd
+. (2.10)

One can perform the inversion using the methods in [37]. The details of the calculation are
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given in Appendix (A.1), and here we quote the result:

⟨σ(x1)σ(x2)⟩ ≡
h(ξ12)

(4z1z2)d−∆
=

C̃σ

(4z1z2)d−∆
ξ
− d

2
12 2F1

(
d

2
,−d

2
+ ∆, 1− d

2
+ ∆,− 1

ξ12

)
(2.11)

where we introduced

ξ12 =
(x1 − x2)

2

4z1z2
, C̃σ =

Γ(∆) sinπ
(
∆− d

2

)
Γ
(
d
2

)
COπd+1Γ

(
∆− d

2

) . (2.12)

This result can then be used to find the two-point function of O and σ:

⟨O(xL1)σ(x2)⟩ = −
∫
Rd
+

ddx⟨O(xL1)O(x)⟩0⟨σ(x)σ(x2)⟩

=
1

(−2zL1)∆(2z2)d−∆

Γ(d
2
) sinπ(d

2
−∆)

πd/2+1(−ξ12)d/2

(2.13)

The details of the integral are given in (A.2). Finally, the two-point function of O is then

⟨O(xL1)O(xL2)⟩ = ⟨O(xL1)O(xL2)⟩0 −
∫
Rd
+

ddx⟨O(xL1)O(x)⟩0⟨σ(x)O(xL2)⟩

=
1

(4z1z2)∆
COΓ

(
d
2

)
Γ(∆)Γ

(
d
2
+ 1−∆

)
ξ

d
2
2F1

(
d

2
,
d

2
−∆, 1 +

d

2
−∆,− 1

ξ12

)
.

(2.14)

The integral was performed using the techniques described in (A.3). Note that this is the

same as the σ two-point function upon sending ∆ → d−∆ and CO → Cσ, where Cσ is the

normalization of ⟨σσ⟩ in the theory without the interface (i.e. if the double trace deformation

were defined on whole space, see for instance [30]):

Cσ = − π−dΓ(∆)Γ(d−∆)

COΓ
(
d
2
−∆

)
Γ
(
∆− d

2

) . (2.15)

All of the three two-point functions in (2.8) are in agreement with what was obtained from

AdS calculation in [21], as reviewed in Section 5 below.

2.1 Interface CFT data

Having obtained the basic two-point functions, we now extract various pieces of interface

CFT data. In the presence of a defect, there is a larger set of CFT data due to local
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excitations Φ̂ on the defect which couple to bulk operators Φ (see [1] for a review). For scalar

operators, the bulk-to-defect two-point function is constrained by conformal symmetry to

take the form

⟨Φ∆(x1, z1)Φ̂∆̂(x2)⟩ =
NΦµΦΦ̂

|2z1|∆−∆̂|x12|2∆̂
. (2.16)

where NΦ is the normalization of Φ in the UV theory on whole space. Taking Φ̂ to be the

identity operator on the defect, we see that bulk operators can have a one-point function

⟨Φ∆(x1, z1)⟩ =

√
NΦaΦ,L

(−2z1)∆
, z1 < 0

=

√
NΦaΦ,R

(2z1)∆
, z1 > 0.

(2.17)

We will work for notational convenience in the folded theory CFTUV × CFTIR so that we

may treat the interface as a boundary, and we use the notation

ξ̃ =

ξ12|z1→−z1 = −(1 + ξ12) ξ12 < 0

ξ12 ξ12 > 0
. (2.18)

Two-point functions in the bulk may be decomposed into bulk and boundary channel con-

formal blocks as [37,38]

⟨Φ1(x)Φ2(x
′)⟩ = ξ̃−(∆1+∆2)/2

(2z)∆1(2z′)∆2

√
NΦ1NΦ2

[
δ12 +

∑
k

λ12kakfbulk(∆12,∆k; ξ̃)

]

=
1

(2z)∆1(2z′)∆2

√
NΦ1NΦ2

[
a1a2 +

∑
l

µ1lµ2lfbdy(∆̂l; ξ̃)

] (2.19)

where the bulk and boundary conformal blocks are

fbulk(∆12,∆k; ξ̃) = ξ̃∆k/2
2F1

(
∆k +∆12

2
,
∆k −∆12

2
;∆k + 1− d

2
;−ξ̃

)
fbdy(∆̂l, ξ̃) = ξ̃−∆̂l

2F1

(
∆̂l, ∆̂l + 1− d

2
; 2∆̂l + 2− d;−1

ξ̃

)
.

(2.20)

9



One can obtain the classical spectrum of single-trace operators on the interface by expanding

either ⟨σσ⟩ or ⟨OO⟩ in large ξ̃, which gives

∆̂l =
d

2
+ l, l = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (2.21)

The OPE coefficients for bulk-to-defect correlation functions between interface operators and

O and σ were found to be at leading order in 1/N [21]

µ2
σ∆̂d/2+l

=
Γ(l + 1)Γ

(
d
2
+ l
)
Γ
(
d
2
+ l −∆+ 1

)
(2l)!Γ

(
d
2
−∆+ 1

)
Γ(d−∆)Γ

(
−d

2
+ l +∆+ 1

)
µ2
O∆̂d/2+l

= µ2
σ∆̂d/2+l

∣∣∣∣
∆→d−∆

=
Γ(l + 1)Γ

(
d
2
+ l
)
Γ
(
−d

2
+ l +∆+ 1

)
(2l)!Γ(∆)Γ

(
−d

2
+∆+ 1

)
Γ
(
d
2
+ l −∆+ 1

) .
(2.22)

The large ξ̃ expansion of ⟨Oσ⟩ also gives an expression for µO∆̂l
µσ∆̂l

. We must be careful

about the expression for ⟨Oσ⟩ since we are in the folded theory:

⟨ O√
CO

(x1)
σ√
Cσ

(x2)⟩folded =

√
2
π
Γ
(
d
2

)√
(d− 2∆)Γ(∆) csc

(
1
2
π(d− 2∆)

)
Γ(d−∆)

(1 + ξ̃12)
−d/2

(2z1)∆(2z2)d−∆

=
1

(2z1)∆(2z2)d−∆

[
aOaσ +

∑
l

µOlµσlfbdy(∆̂l, ξ̃)

]
(2.23)

Expanding (2.23) in large ξ̃ again gives us a spectrum of defect operators with dimension
d
2
+ l, and the OPE coefficients at leading order in 1/N are [21]

µO∆̂d/2+l
µσ∆̂d/2+l

= (−1)l

√
sin
(
1
2
π(d− 2∆)

)√
(d− 2∆)Γ(∆)Γ(d−∆)

2
1
2
−2lΓ

(
d
2
+ l
)

Γ
(
l + 1

2

)
= (−1)l

√
µ2
O∆̂d/2+l

µ2
σ∆̂d/2+l

.

(2.24)

Taking the coincident point limit of the O two-point function, we obtain the one-point

function of O2 on the unperturbed side:

⟨O2(xL)⟩ = −
COΓ

(
d
2

)
Γ(∆ + 1)Γ

(
d
2
−∆

)
(2zL)2∆

. (2.25)
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Similarly, the coincident point limit of the σ two-point function gives the one-point function

of σ2 on the perturbed side:

⟨σ2(xR)⟩ =
(d− 2∆)Γ

(
d
2

)
Γ(∆) sin

(
1
2
π(d− 2∆)

)
2πd+1CO(∆− d)Γ

(
∆− d

2

)
(2zR)2(d−∆)

. (2.26)

Below we will compute further examples of one-point functions in the interface CFT, working

directly with the action (2.9) in the IR limit, and to leading order in 1/N .

2.1.1 ⟨Φ⟩

We start by considering the one-point function coefficient for a single-trace operator Φ which

is not O or σ. When Φ is placed on the unperturbed (“left”) side of the interface (at a point

xL = (xL,−zL), zL > 0), we have

⟨Φ(xL,−zL)⟩ =
√
NΦaΦ,L

(2zL)∆Φ

=
1

2

∫
Rd
+

ddx1d
dx2⟨Φ(xL)O(x1)O(x2)⟩0⟨σ(x1)σ(x2)⟩

=
CΦOOC̃σ

2

∫ ∞

0

dz1dz2

∫
dd−1x1d

d−1x2
1

(4z1z2)d−∆

×
ξ
− d

2
12 2F1

(
d
2
,−d

2
+∆, 1− d

2
+∆,− 1

ξ12

)
((x1 − xL)2 + (z1 + zL)2)

∆Φ

2 ((x2 − xL)2 + (z2 + zL)2)
∆Φ

2 ((x2 − x1)2 + (z2 − z1)2)
∆−∆Φ

2

.

(2.27)

One may extract the coefficient aΦ,L more easily by multiplying both sides by z∆Φ−d
L , inte-

grating out (xL, zL), and dividing by the regularized volume of hyperbolic space at the end.

We discuss the details of the calculation in Appendix (B) and here just quote the result:

√
NΦaΦ,L = −

CσCΦOOπ
d∆ΦΓ

(
d
2
−∆

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+∆+ 1

)2
Γ (∆Φ − d) Γ

(
1
2
(d− 2∆ +∆Φ)

)
2Γ
(
d
2
−∆+ 1

)
Γ(d−∆)Γ

(
∆− d

2

)
Γ
(
∆Φ

2
+ 1
)
2Γ
(
−d+∆+ ∆Φ

2
+ 1
) .

(2.28)

We also consider the one-point function coefficient of Φ when it is placed on the perturbed

(“right”) side of the interface (at a point xR = (xR, zR), zR > 0). Starting from the action

11



(2.9) and working perturbatively in 1/N , we have

⟨Φ(xR)⟩ =
1

2

∫
Rd
+

ddx1d
dx2⟨Φ(xR)O(x1)O(x2)⟩0⟨σ(x1)σ(x2)⟩. (2.29)

To obtain aΦ,R, we can exchange the roles of σ and O by taking ∆ → d−∆, Cσ → CO, and

CΦOO → CΦσσ. The result is

√
NΦaΦ,R =

COCΦσσπ
d∆ΦΓ

(
d
2
−∆+ 1

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+∆+ ∆Φ

2

)
Γ (∆Φ − d)

2Γ(∆)Γ
(
∆Φ

2
+ 1
)
2Γ
(
−∆+ ∆Φ

2
+ 1
) . (2.30)

We can also express aΦ,R in terms of CΦOO rather than CΦσσ, using the following expression

given in [39]

CIR
Φσσ =

CUV
ΦOO

πdC2
O

Γ(∆)2Γ
(
d−∆− ∆Φ

2

)
Γ
(
d
2
−∆+ ∆Φ

2

)
Γ
(
d
2
−∆

)2
Γ
(
∆− ∆Φ

2

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+∆+ ∆Φ

2

) . (2.31)

Plugging this into (2.30) gives

√
NΦaΦ,R =

CΦOO∆ΦΓ(∆)Γ
(
d
2
−∆+ 1

)
Γ
(
d−∆− ∆Φ

2

)
Γ (∆Φ − d) Γ

(
1
2
(d− 2∆ +∆Φ)

)
2COΓ

(
d
2
−∆

)2
Γ
(
∆− ∆Φ

2

)
Γ
(
∆Φ

2
+ 1
)
2Γ
(
−∆+ ∆Φ

2
+ 1
) .

(2.32)

2.1.2 ⟨O⟩ and ⟨σ⟩

We now consider the one-point function coefficient of O when it is inserted on the unper-

turbed side of the interface. We have

⟨O(xL)⟩ =
1

2

∫
ddx1d

dx2⟨O(xL)O(x1)O(x2)⟩0⟨σ(x1)σ(x2)⟩

+
1

8

∫
ddx1d

dx2d
dx3d

dx4⟨O(x1)O(x2)O(x3)O(x4)O(xL)⟩0⟨σ(x1)σ(x2)⟩⟨σ(x3)σ(x4)⟩+ . . .

=
1

2

∫
ddx1d

dx2⟨O(xL)O(x1)O(x2)⟩0⟨σ(x1)σ(x2)⟩

− 1

2

∫
ddx1d

dx2d
dx3⟨O(x1)O(x2)O(x3)⟩0⟨O(xL)σ(x1)⟩⟨σ(x2)σ(x3)⟩+ . . . .

(2.33)

The first term has the same structure as ⟨Φ(xL)⟩, while the integrals over x2 and x3 in the

second term have the same structure as ⟨Φ(xR)⟩. We can therefore use our results in (2.28)

12



and (2.32) to write

⟨O(xL,−zL)⟩√
CO

=

√
NΦaΦ,L

(2zL)∆

∣∣∣ ∆Φ→∆
CΦOO→COOO

−
∫ ∞

0

dz1

∫
dd−1x1

√
NΦaΦ,R

(2z1)∆

∣∣∣ ∆Φ→∆
CΦOO→COOO

π− d
2
−1Γ

(
d
2

)
sin
(
1
2
π(d− 2∆)

)
z
∆− d

2
1 z

1
2
(d−2∆)

L(
(zL + z1)

2 + (x1 − xL)2
)d/2


(2.34)

where zL is a positive quantity. The integral over x1 is easily evaluated, and we get

⟨O(xL,−zL)⟩ =
COOOCσ

(2zL)∆
πd+1∆csc

(
πd
2

)
Γ
(
d− 3∆

2

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+∆+ 1

)
Γ
(
∆
2
+ 1
)2

Γ(d−∆+ 1)2Γ
(
∆−d
2

) . (2.35)

We can obtain the σ one-point function by exchanging the roles of O and σ, sending ∆ →
d−∆, Cσ → CO, and COOO → Cσσσ:

⟨σ(xR, zR)⟩ =
CσσσCO

(2zR)d−∆

πd+1(d−∆) csc
(
πd
2

)
Γ
(
d
2
−∆+ 1

)
Γ
(
3∆
2
− d

2

)
Γ
(
−∆

2

)
Γ(∆ + 1)2Γ

(
1
2
(d−∆+ 2)

)2 . (2.36)

Using the following result from [30], we can rephrase the sigma one-point function in terms

of UV data:

Cσσσ = −COOO

C3
O

π− 3d
2
−1Γ(∆)3 sin

(
1
2
π(d− 3∆)

)
Γ
(
1
2
(d− 3∆ + 2)

)
Γ
(
d− 3∆

2

)
Γ
(
d−∆
2

)3
Γ
(
∆
2

)3
Γ
(
d
2
−∆

)3 .

(2.37)

We have

⟨σ(xR, zR)⟩ = − COOO

C2
O(2zR)

d−∆

2∆−2(d− 2∆) csc
(
πd
2

)
sin
(
π∆
2

)
Γ
(
∆+1
2

)
Γ
(
d− 3∆

2

)
Γ
(
d−∆
2

)
(d−∆)π(d+1)/2Γ

(
∆
2
+ 1
)
Γ
(
d
2
−∆

)2 .

(2.38)

We could also determine ⟨σ⟩ directly from a diagrammatic computation. Namely,

⟨σ(xR)⟩ = −1

2

∫
ddx1d

dx2d
dx3⟨O(x1)O(x2)O(x3)⟩0⟨σ(xR)σ(x1)⟩⟨σ(x2)σ(x3)⟩+ . . .

= −
∫ ∞

0

dz1

∫
dd−1x1

√
NΦaΦ,R

(2z1)∆

∣∣∣ ∆Φ→∆
CΦOO→COOO

C̃σ

(4z1zR)d−∆
ξ
− d

2
1 2F1

(
d

2
,−d

2
+ ∆, 1− d

2
+ ∆,− 1

ξ1

)
(2.39)
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where we used the fact that the integral over x1 and x2 has the same structure as (2.29) and

defined ξ1 = (x1 − xR)
2/(4z1zR). Because the z1-dependence of the integrand is z−d

1 , this

is equivalent to an integral over Hd in which the integrand is only a function of hyperbolic

distance ξ1. We can thus use hyperbolic ball coordinates and set one point at the center

of the ball (x = 0, z = 1). We also write the hypergeometric function in its Mellin-Barnes

integral representation, which gives

⟨σ(xR)⟩ =
C̃σ

(2zR)d−∆

√
NΦaΦ,R

∣∣∣ ∆Φ→∆
CΦOO→COOO

πd/2(d− 2∆)

Γ
(
d
2

)2
×
∫ ∞

−∞

ds

2πi

Γ(−s)Γ
(
d
2
+ s
)
Γ
(
−d

2
+ s+∆

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+ s+∆+ 1

) ∫ 1

0

du u−2s−1
(
1− u2

)s− d
2

=
C̃σ

(2zR)d−∆

√
NΦaΦ,R

∣∣∣ ∆Φ→∆
CΦOO→COOO

π
d
2
−1(d− 2∆) sin

(
πd
2

)
2Γ
(
d
2

)
×
∫ ∞

−∞

ds

2πi

Γ(−s)2Γ
(
−d

2
+ s+ 1

)
Γ
(
d
2
+ s
)
Γ
(
−d

2
+ s+∆

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+ s+∆+ 1

) .

(2.40)

Using Barnes’ second lemma to perform the s integral and plugging in the expression for
√
NΦaΦ,R, we obtain

⟨σ(xR)⟩ = − COOO

C2
O(2zR)

d−∆

π− d
2
− 1

22∆−2(d− 2∆) csc
(
πd
2

)
sin
(
π∆
2

)
Γ
(
∆+1
2

)
Γ
(
d− 3∆

2

)
Γ
(
d−∆
2

)
(d−∆)Γ

(
∆
2
+ 1
)
Γ
(
d
2
−∆

)2
(2.41)

which matches (2.38).

3 Free energy

In this section, we calculate the free energy associated with our interface. In two dimensions,

this is related to the “boundary entropy” or the g−function [31] (the exact relation between

the free energy we define and the boundary g−function is spelled out below). The g−
function in two dimensions was originally proposed in [31], and later proved in [32, 40], to

decrease under RG flows localized on the defect. There are several similar proposals for RG

monotones for codimension one defects in higher dimensions [41–50]. In particular, in [46],

it was proved that in d = 3 CFT in the presence of a boundary, the coefficients of the Euler

density term in the boundary trace anomaly (called b−anomaly coefficient) decreases under

a boundary RG flow (by the folding trick, the same result applies to the interface case).

Here, we will first calculate the free energy of the CFT in the presence of the interface, and
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then show that this free energy can be used to extract the analog of the g-function in even

d (odd-dimensional interface), or the trace anomaly coefficient in odd d (even dimensional

interface). In the case of d = 3, we will then check that the value of the b-anomaly coefficient

we obtain is consistent with a simple RG flow in the example of vector O(N) model.

The free energy of the large N CFT in the presence of the interface can be written as

F = F0,UV + Fσ +O(
1

N
) (3.1)

where F0,UV is the free energy of the UV CFT, and Fσ denotes the contribution of the one-

loop determinant arising from the path-integral over the auxiliary field σ. Explicitly, we

have2

Fσ ≡ F − F0,UV = − log

(
Z

Z0,UV

)
=

1

2
tr log (G12) (3.2)

where G12 is the two-point function of the O operator in the UV CFT, which defines the

non-local “kinetic term” for σ. Since the auxiliary field σ is supported over half space (Rd
+),

the determinant of the non-local operator G12 is to be computed over half space. For a CFT

defined on the round sphere Sd, with the interface located on the Sd−1 equator, this means

that the determinant is computed on the hemisphere. In practice, instead of working on the

hemisphere, we find it more convenient to conformally map the problem to Hd, as explained

in the next section.

3.1 Large N calculation on Hd

As mentioned above, it turns out to be easier to compute the σ determinant on the hyperbolic

space rather than on the hemishpere. Therefore, we proceed by first doing a conformal

transformation to the hyperbolic space (with the interface located on its spherical boundary),

and compute the determinant on this space.

For our original theory on a flat space, one can clearly map half of the space to Hd by a

Weyl transformation, as

ds2 = dz2 + dx2 = z2(
dz2 + dx2

z2
) = z2ds2Hd . (3.3)

where z > 0 denotes the half space where the σ field is supported. The two-point function

2Along the flow, one has Fσ = 1
2 tr log

(
G12 +

δ(x12)
4λ

)
, but here we are interested in the IR limit, so we

directly drop the λ-dependent term.
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of σ on this Hd can be obtained from the flat space result (2.11) by applying the Weyl

transformation:

⟨σ(x1)σ(x2)⟩ = 4∆−dh(ξ)

→ h(ξ) ≡
4∆−dΓ(∆) sinπ

(
∆− d

2

)
Γ
(
d
2

)
COπd+1Γ

(
∆− d

2

)
ξ

d
2

2F1

(
d

2
,−d

2
+ ∆, 1− d

2
+ ∆,−1

ξ

)
,

(3.4)

where ξ is the cross ratio defined in (2.12) and we redefine h to absorb the factor of 4∆−d.

For the calculation of the free energy, we should consider the hyperbolic ball coordinates

of Hd, with spherical Sd−1 boundary:

ds2 = dη2 + sinh2 ηds2Sd−1 0 ≤ η <∞ . (3.5)

Of course, this metric is Weyl equivalent to the hemisphere, since

dη2 + sinh2 ηds2Sd−1 =
1

cos2 θ

(
dθ2 + sin2 θds2Sd−1

)
, tanh η = sin θ (3.6)

In these coordinates of Hd, the two-point function of σ takes the same form (3.4) in terms

of the cross ratio ξ. If we place one of the σ operators at the center of hyperbolic space

η = 0, then the cross-ratio can just be expressed in terms of the η coordinate of the second

insertion

ξ = sinh2 η

2
. (3.7)

To compute the determinant, note that the two-point function of σ is simply the inverse

of the operator G12 (with the operator inversion defined on half space only). Therefore, we

can find the relevant eigenvalues by decomposing the σ two point function into eigenfunc-

tions of the Laplacian on the hyperbolic space. We can expand the two-point function into

eigenfunctions as follows

h(ξ) =
∑
l

∫
dνh(ν)D(ν, l)Φν,l(x1)Φ

∗
ν,l(x2). (3.8)

If we choose the coordinates x1, x2 as above, then only the l = 0 term of the above sum

survives and we get 3

h(ξ = sinh2 η

2
) =

∫
dνh(ν)D(ν, 0)Φν,0(η). (3.9)

3This is because only the l = 0 eigenfunction is non-zero at the center of the hyperbolic space.
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The required eigenfunction and degeneracies D(ν, 0) are given by [51,52]

Φν,0(η) = 2F1

(
iν +

d− 1

2
,−iν + d− 1

2
,
d

2
,− sinh2 η

2

)
D(ν, 0) =

2
∣∣Γ (iν + d−1

2

)∣∣2
(4π)d/2Γ(d/2) |Γ (iν)|2

.

(3.10)

These eigenfunctions satisfy the following orthogonality relation∫
dη(sinh η)d−1Φν,0(η)Φ

∗
ν′,0(η) =

Γ
(
d
2

)
2πd/2

δ(ν − ν ′)

D(ν, 0)
. (3.11)

Using that, we can get the mode decomposition coefficients as

h(ν) =
(4π)

d
2

Γ
(
d
2

) ∫ ∞

0

dξ (ξ(1 + ξ))
d
2
−1 h(ξ)2F1

(
iν +

d− 1

2
,−iν + d− 1

2
,
d

2
,−ξ

)
(3.12)

To compute the integral, we express both hypergeometric functions in terms of a contour

integral, and then perform the integral over ξ

h(ν) = − 22∆−dΓ(∆)

COπ
d
2Γ
(
∆− d

2

)2
Γ
(
d
2
−∆

) ∣∣Γ (iν + d−1
2

)∣∣2
∫
ds1ds2
(2πi)2

×

Γ(s1)Γ(s2)
∣∣Γ (iν + d−1

2
− s1

)∣∣2
Γ
(
d
2
− s1

) Γ
(
d
2
− s2

)
Γ
(
∆− d

2
− s2

)
Γ
(
1 + ∆− d

2
− s2

) ∫ ∞

0

dξ (ξ(1 + ξ))
d
2
−1 ξs2−

d
2
−s1

= − 22∆−dΓ(∆)

COπ
d
2Γ
(
∆− d

2

)2
Γ
(
d
2
−∆

) ∣∣Γ (iν + d−1
2

)∣∣2 Γ (1− d
2

) ∫ ds1ds2
(2πi)2

×
Γ(s1)Γ(s2)

∣∣Γ (iν + d−1
2

− s1
)∣∣2 Γ (d

2
− s2

)
Γ
(
2∆−d

2
− s2

)
Γ
(
2−d
2

+ s1 − s2
)
Γ (s2 − s1)

Γ
(
d
2
− s1

)
Γ
(
1 + ∆− d

2
− s2

) .

(3.13)

We can now repeatedly use Barnes second lemma to do the integral over s1 and s2

h(ν) = −
22∆−dΓ(∆)

∣∣Γ (iν + 1
2

)∣∣2
COπ

d
2Γ
(
d
2
−∆

) ∣∣Γ (iν + 1−d
2

+∆
)∣∣2 . (3.14)

Using this mode expansion, the contribution of the σ operator to the free energy of the
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system is then given by

Fσ = −vol(Hd)

2

∫
dνD(ν, 0) log(h(ν))

=
vol(Hd)

(4π)d/2Γ(d/2)

∫ ∞

0

dν

∣∣Γ (iν + d−1
2

)∣∣2
|Γ (iν)|2

log

(∣∣Γ (iν + 1−d
2

+∆
)∣∣2∣∣Γ (iν + 1

2

)∣∣2
) (3.15)

It is easier to compute the derivative of this with respect to ∆

∂Fσ

∂∆
=

vol(Hd)

2(4π)d/2Γ(d/2)

∫ ∞

−∞
dν

∣∣Γ (iν + d−1
2

)∣∣2
|Γ (iν)|2

(
ψ(0)

(
1− d

2
+ ∆+ iν

)
+ c.c.

)
(3.16)

Closing the contour in the lower-half plane and performing the integral by summing up the

residues, we get

∂Fσ

∂∆
= −

vol(Hd)(d− 2∆)Γ(∆)Γ(d−∆)
(
sin
(
πd
2

)
cos π

(
d
2
−∆

)
+ cos

(
πd
2

)
sinπ

(
d
2
−∆

))
4(4π)d/2Γ

(
d
2
+ 1
)
sin
(
πd
2

)
= −

(d− 2∆)Γ(∆)Γ(d−∆)
(
sin
(
πd
2

)
cosπ

(
d
2
−∆

)
+ cos

(
πd
2

)
sin π

(
d
2
−∆

))
4Γ (d+ 1) sin

(
πd
2

)
cos
(
πd
2

)
= −(d− 2∆)Γ(∆) sin(π(d−∆))Γ(d−∆)

2Γ(d+ 1) sin(πd)
.

(3.17)

We know that for ∆ = d/2 we have Fσ = 0. So we may compute the free energy as

Fσ(∆) =
1

Γ(d+ 1) sin(πd)

∫ ∆− d
2

0

du u Γ

(
d

2
+ u

)
Γ

(
d

2
− u

)
sin π

(
d

2
− u

)
. (3.18)

This is our final result for the contribution of the σ determinant to the free energy of our

large N interface CFT.

In order to write the free energy of the interface CFT in a more symmetric form, we

make the following observation. On one hand, the free energy can be written as

F = F0,UV + Fσ(∆) +O(1/N) . (3.19)

On the other hand, sending ∆ → d − ∆ leaves the full interface theory invariant while
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swapping the roles of the UV and IR theory,4 giving

F = F0,IR + Fσ(d−∆) +O(1/N) (3.20)

where F0,IR is the free energy of the IR limit of the double-trace deformed theory on the full

sphere. Therefore, we can write the free energy as

F =
1

2
(F0,UV + F0,IR) + log(g) +O(1/N) (3.21)

where we defined

log(g) =
1

2
(Fσ(∆) + Fσ(d−∆)) =

1

2

∫ ∆− d
2

0

du
u cos(πu)Γ

(
d
2
− u
)
Γ
(
d
2
+ u
)

cos
(
πd
2

)
Γ(d+ 1)

. (3.22)

The result (3.21), (3.22) precisely agrees with that obtained in [21] from the holographic AdS

calculation. The setup for the AdS calculation of the free energy and correlation functions

is reviewed in detail in Section 5.

In the case of even d, i.e. an odd-dimensional interface, the first term in (3.21) is log-

arithmically divergent (containing a 1/ϵ pole in dimensional regularization) and gives an

average of the conformal anomalies of the UV and IR CFTs,5 while the log(g) term is finite.

In d = 2, the latter gives the g-function of the interface, and in higher even d it gives its

natural generalization. For example, from (3.22) one gets

log(g)|d=2 = −π
4

∫ 1−∆

0

du u2 cot(πu) log(g)|d=4 =
π

48

∫ 2−∆

0

du u2(1−u2) cot(πu) . . .

(3.24)

On the other hand, in odd d (even-dimensional interface) the first term in (3.21) is finite and

gives the average of the F -coefficient [36] of the UV and IR CFTs, while the log(g) term is

logarithmically UV divergent and encodes the interface anomaly coefficient associated with

the Euler density (the b-anomaly coefficient in the case d = 3). From (3.22), we find for

4This is essentially because at largeN , according to (2.9), the IR theory can be thought of as the Legendre
transform of the UV theory, and vice-versa. This is also transparent in the holographic dual description of
the double-trace deformation [22].

5Explicitly, one has

1

2
(F0,UV + F0,IR)

∣∣∣
d=2n−ϵ

=
(−1)

d
2

2ϵ
(aUV + aIR) + . . . , (3.23)

where aUV and aIR are the a-anomaly coefficients of the UV and IR CFTs.
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example

log(g)|d=3−ϵ =
(3− 2∆)2(4(∆− 3)∆ + 7)

384ϵ
+O(ϵ0) ,

log(g)|d=5−ϵ =
(5− 2∆)2(4(∆− 5)∆(4(∆− 5)∆ + 35) + 277)

46080ϵ
+O(ϵ0) .

(3.25)

As usual, the 1/ϵ pole in dimensional regularization corresponds to a logarithmic UV diver-

gence, so that the coefficient of the pole is directly related to the interface anomaly coefficient.

The relation to the interface trace anomaly is spelled out in more detail in the next section

in the case of d = 3.

Let us finally comment on an observation relating our results to the change in free en-

ergy on the full sphere due to a double-trace deformation, which will serve as a non-trivial

consistency check. From the equality of (3.19) and (3.20), one can deduce that

F0,IR − F0,UV = Fσ(∆)− Fσ(d−∆). (3.26)

The left-hand side of this equation is the change of the free energy under a double-trace

deformation for the CFT defined on the full sphere. The result is well-known and has been

computed in [24,29]. On the right-hand side, we have a difference of determinants computed

on the half sphere, or hyberbolic space. Plugging in the result (3.18), we find

Fσ(∆)− Fσ(d−∆) = − 1

sin
(
πd
2

)
Γ(d+ 1)

∫ ∆−d/2

0

du u sin(πu)Γ

(
d

2
− u

)
Γ

(
d

2
+ u

)
.

(3.27)

This indeed agrees with the well-known leading order result for F0,IR−F0,UV under a double-

trace flow [24,29].

3.2 Extracting the b-anomaly coefficient in d = 3

We now explain in more detail how the interface free energy can be used to extract the trace

anomaly coefficients, focusing on the three dimensional case. For convenience, we will work

in the folded picture, such that we have a boundary conformal field theory. We will follow a

similar discussion in [50] where free energy on hyperbolic space was used to calculate trace

anomaly coefficients. In the presence of a boundary, the trace anomaly of a 3d BCFT on a

general curved space takes the following form [46,47,53]

⟨T µ
µ⟩d=3 =

δ(z)

4π

(
bR̂+ d1trK̂

2
)

(3.28)
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where R̂ is the defect Ricci scalar and K̂ij is the traceless part of the defect extrinsic curva-

ture. More explicitly,

K̂ij = Kij −
1

2
γijK =⇒ trK̂2 = trK2 − 1

2
K2 (3.29)

where γij is the metric induced on the interface. We consider the folded interface theory

mapped to hyperbolic space, H3. The boundary is a two-sphere, say of radius R. Then the

Ricci scalar is 2/R2 while the extrinsic curvature is Kij =
1
2
γijK, meaning K̂ = 0. Thus we

have

⟨T µ
µ⟩d=3 =

δ(z)

2πR2
b. (3.30)

We can determine b by using the relationship between the stress tensor and the variation of

the free energy under Weyl rescaling gµν → e2αgµν , which is given by

δWF = −1

2

∫
d3x

√
gδgµν⟨T µ

ν⟩ = −α
∫
d3x

√
g⟨T µ

µ⟩ = −2αb. (3.31)

We can obtain an additional expression for δWF using (3.18). First we rewrite the free

energy in terms of the volume of hyperbolic space, introduce a length scale R, and regulate

using a radial cutoff, so vol(H3) = −2π log(R/ϵ):

Fσ = −vol(H3)

12π

∫ ∆−d/2

0

du u
Γ(3

2
+ u)

Γ(u− 1
2
)

=
(3− 2∆)2(4(∆− 3)∆ + 7)

384
log(R/ϵ).

(3.32)

We then compute δWF by taking the variation of the above expression under Weyl rescaling,

i.e. R → eαR. Note that the part of the free energy from the UV CFT on whole space, F0,

should not contribute to this (there are no bulk conformal anomalies for a 3d theory). So

we have

δWF = δWFα =
1

384
(3− 2∆)2(4(∆− 3)∆ + 7)α. (3.33)

Comparing (3.31) and (3.33) we arrive at

b = − 1

768
(3− 2∆)2(4(∆− 3)∆ + 7). (3.34)

As expected, this is the same (up to an overall factor of −1/2) as the coefficient of the 1/ϵ

pole in dimensional regularization, see eq. (3.25).

We may specify to the O(N) or GN model examples by respectively taking ∆ = d− 2 or
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∆ = d− 1. We then find bO(N) = bGN = 1
768

. We study these specific models in detail in the

next section.

Let us now look at a simple example of a RG flow triggered by a relevant operator

on the interface. For instance, for the RG interface in the O(N) model, we have the free

vector model on one side and the critical O(N) model on the other side. We may add a ϕ2

deformation on the interface under which we expect the system to flow to two decoupled

theories: a theory of N free scalar fields with Dirichlet boundary condition on one side and

a critical O(N) model with Dirichlet boundary condition (ordinary transition) on the other

side. The b− coefficients for these two decoupled theories are as follows [50]:

bN free-Dirichlet = −N

96
, bcritical O(N) = 0 . (3.35)

So we have bRG interface > bN free- Dirichlet + bcriticalO(N) which is consistent with the b−theorem.

4 Specific models with free fields on one side of the

interface

In this section we discuss the case where the UV theory on one side of the interface is a free

theory. We first make general arguments about the spectrum of operators on the interface,

regardless of whether the interacting side is strongly or weakly coupled, which is mostly a

review of the discussion in [20]. We then proceed to discuss interfaces for several specific

models with a weakly coupled IR fixed point on half space. When we have a free theory on

one side of the interface, the fields obey free equations of motion, which imposes constraints

on the interface spectrum. In particular, we expect to have protected operators on the

interface. This is similar to what happens in the case of free field theory with interactions

localized on the boundary as explained in [54]. Below we review and adapt the arguments

from [54] for why there should be protected operators on the interface.

First let’s look at a free scalar field ϕ on the free side of the interface. It has the following

decomposition in terms of interface operators

ϕ(x, z) =
∑
Φ̂

µϕΦ̂

(2z)∆−∆̂
D∆̂(z2∂2)Φ̂(x), D∆̂(z2∂2) =

∞∑
m=0

1

m!

1

(∆̂ + 3−d
2
)m

(
−1

4
z2∂2

)m

(4.1)

where the where µϕΦ̂ is the bulk-defect OPE coefficient and the differential operator D∆̂ can

be fixed using conformal invariance as was done in [37]. The symbol (x)m is the Pochhammer
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symbol defined by (x)m = Γ(x+m)/Γ(x). Applying the bulk equation of motion ∂µ∂
µϕ = 0

to this OPE, one finds

∂µ∂
µϕ =

∑
Φ̂

µϕΦ̂

(2z)∆−∆̂

∞∑
m=0

1

m!

1

(∆̂ + 3−d
2
)m

(
(−1

4
z2)m(∂2)m+1Φ̂(x)

+ (2m−∆+ ∆̂)(2m− 1−∆+ ∆̂)(−1
4
∂2)m(z2)m−1Φ̂(x)

)
=
∑
Φ̂

µϕΦ̂

(2z)∆−∆̂

∞∑
m=0

1

m!

1

(∆̂ + 3−d
2
)m

(
1− (2m+ 2−∆+ ∆̂)(2m+ 1−∆+ ∆̂)

4(m+ 1)(m+ ∆̂ + 3−d
2
)

)
×
(
−1

4
z2∂2

)m

Φ̂(x).

(4.2)

We must set this to 0 for z < 0 because we have a free theory on the left side of the interface.

Plugging in ∆ = d/2 − 1, this fixes ∆̂ = d/2 − 1 or d/2. So only primaries with scaling

dimension equal to one of these two values can appear in the interface OPE of the bulk scalar.

Let’s call these operators ϕ̂ and ∂̂ϕ respectively. Moreover, these operators have protected

dimension because this argument is independent of whether or not we have interactions on

the right side of the interface.

The argument above also fixes the two point function of the scalar ϕ on the free side

with any other operator on the free or interacting side, up to a constant. We now show how

this works. We start by looking at the two-point function of the scalar ϕ with itself with

both insertions on the free side. Using (2.19), we may write this two-point function in the

interface channel. It involves following two terms

⟨ϕ(xL1)ϕ(xL2)⟩ =
Nϕ

(4zL1zL2)
d
2
−1

[
µ2
ϕϕ̂

2

(
1

ξ
d
2
−1

+
1

(1 + ξ)
d
2
−1

)
+

2µ2

ϕ∂̂ϕ

d− 2

(
1

ξ
d
2
−1

− 1

(1 + ξ)
d
2
−1

)]
.

(4.3)

Above we used that the boundary channel conformal block simplifies for interface operators

with dimensions d/2 − 1 and d/2. In the short distance limit, we expect the two point

function to be Nϕ/(x
2
12)

d/2−1 which sets

µ2
ϕϕ̂

2
+

2µ2

ϕ∂̂ϕ

d− 2
= 1. (4.4)
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Using this relation the above two-point function is

⟨ϕ(xL1)ϕ(xL2)⟩ =
Nϕ

(4zL1zL2)
d
2
−1

[
1

ξ
d
2
−1

+
µ2
ϕϕ̂

− 1

(1 + ξ)
d
2
−1

]
. (4.5)

Next we look at the two-point function of ϕ with an arbitrary operator Φ other than ϕ, but

still inserted on the free side of interface. We can use the same reasoning as above, and the

only thing that changes is that in the short distance limit, we expect the two point function

to vanish. This sets
µϕϕ̂µΦϕ̂

2
+

2µϕ∂̂ϕµΦ∂̂ϕ

d− 2
= 0. (4.6)

This fixes the two point function

⟨ϕ(xL1)Φ(xL2)⟩ =
√

NϕNΦ

(2zL1)
d
2
−1(2zL2)∆Φ

µϕϕ̂µΦϕ̂

(1 + ξ)
d
2
−1
. (4.7)

Finally, we consider the two-point function of ϕ with Φ when Φ is inserted on the interacting

side. In this case, we have to look at the short distance limit of the correlator in the folded

picture, i.e. when z1 → −z1. In the folded picture we have a tensor product of the free and

interacting CFT, and ϕ and Φ belong to different CFTs, so their two-point function should

not have any short-distance singularity. This sets to zero the coefficient of (1 + ξ)1−
d
2

µϕϕ̂µΦϕ̂

2
−

2µϕ∂̂ϕµΦ∂̂ϕ

d− 2
= 0. (4.8)

This fixes the corresponding two-point function

⟨ϕ(xL1)Φ(xR2)⟩ =
√

NϕNΦ

(2zL1)
d
2
−1(2zR2)∆Φ

µϕϕ̂µΦϕ̂

ξ
d
2
−1

. (4.9)

In this last case, when Φ is inserted on the interacting side, the final result also applies to

the case when the operator Φ is the field ϕ inserted on the interacting side.

In addition to the protected interface operators appearing in the bulk-interface OPE of a

scalar, there are also protected operators that appear in the interface OPE of bulk conserved

currents. The simplest such operator is the displacement operator which is present in every

defect CFT (see for instance [1]). It may be defined by its appearance in the divergence of

stress tensor

∂µT
µi = 0, ∂µT

µz = D(x)δ(z) (4.10)
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where i is a direction parallel to the interface. This defines the displacement operator, and

since the stress tensor is conserved and protected, the displacement operator must also have

protected dimensions equal to d. Since we have a free theory on the left side, there is an

infinite tower of higher spin currents Jµ1...µs that are exactly conserved (see [35] for a review).

These currents are bilinear in the scalar ϕ and contain s derivatives, and hence have scaling

dimension d − 2 + s. These give rise to higher-spin “cousins” of the displacement operator

defined analogously as above

∂µJ
µ1...µs−2z = Dµ1...µs−2(x)δ(z). (4.11)

Note that the current in the above equation must be located on the free side of the inter-

face. Since the current is conserved and protected, this equation defines protected operator

Dµ1...µs−2 . Different µ′s could be either equal to i or y and correspondingly we have protected

operators on the interface for all transverse spin between 0 and s− 2.

In the rest of this section, we study specific examples where we have free scalars or

fermions on the left side, and a weakly interacting CFT on the right. We study various

models including the O(N) model with quartic interaction at the Wilson-Fisher fixed point,

and the Gross-Neveu/Gross-Neveu-Yukawa models. All these models are parametrized by

the number of fields N , and at large N the corresponding interface models must match our

predictions from the large N analysis of general double-trace interfaces. So we will use these

models as a way to check our general results in the large N analysis developed in the previous

sections.

4.1 O(N) model

We begin by considering the interface in the context of the O(N) vector model, with N

free scalars ϕi perturbed on half space by a quartic interaction (ϕiϕi)2, which flows to a

Wilson-Fisher fixed point. The study of this interface was initiated in [20] using conformal

bootstrap techniques. The action is given by

S =

∫
ddx

(
1

2
(∂µϕ

i)2 + θ(z)
λ

4
(ϕiϕi)2

)
. (4.12)

At d = 4− ϵ there is a perturbative fixed point at coupling

λ∗ =
8π2

N + 8
ϵ+O(ϵ2). (4.13)
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We can perform a consistency check of our large N results by checking if they agree with

the results in [20] in overlapping regimes of validity. In particular, we do it for the one-

point function coefficients of ⟨O2(xL)⟩ and ⟨σ2(xR)⟩ given in (2.25) and (2.26). By taking

∆ → d− 2 for these results and expanding in d = 4− ϵ, we have

⟨O2(xL)⟩√
2CO

d=4−ϵ−−−→ 1

(2zL)2∆

(
− ϵ

4
√
2

)
⟨σ2(xR)⟩√

2Cσ

d=4−ϵ−−−→ 1

(2zR)2(d−∆)

(
ϵ

4
√
2

)
.

(4.14)

This matches the large N limit of the perturbative results given in [20] for the critical O(N)

model. Namely, their (ϕiϕi)2 one-point function coefficients are given by6

aϕ4,R = −aϕ4,L =

√
2N(N + 2)

8(N + 8)
ϵ

Large N−−−−→ ϵ

4
√
2
. (4.15)

In [20], the one-point function of ϕ2 inserted on the free side of the interface was also

computed. However, it appears to disagree with the large N one-point function of O in Eq.

(2.35). Setting ∆ = d − 2 in the large N expression for fixed d, we get a vanishing result,

while the result in [20] has the behavior (for unit-normalized operator) aϕ2 ∼ ϵ2/
√
N , which

does not vanish at the leading order at large N . This likely indicates that a subtle order

of limits issue is at play, or possibly a problem with the regularization scheme. We leave

further investigation of this disagreement for future work.

4.1.1 Two-point function from equations of motion

Next, we look at the two-point function of the field ϕi in the O(N) model. When one or both

of the fields are inserted on the free side, we already discussed the result in (4.9) and (4.5).

So here we look at the two-point function when both ϕ fields are inserted on the interacting

side. Again by conformal invariance, it must take the following form

⟨ϕi(xR1)ϕ
j(x2R)⟩ = δij

Gϕ(ξ)

(zR1zR2)∆ϕ
. (4.16)

Just like in (3.1), it will be convenient to map the right half space (where the interaction is

present) to the hyperbolic space. The two-point function on hyperbolic space is obtained by

a Weyl transformation from (4.16) and is given by δijGϕ. We will determine the function

6Comparing our notation to that of [20], we have aϕ4,R = aIRϕ4 and aϕ4,L = aUV
ϕ4 .
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Gϕ(ξ) order by order in ϵ

Gϕ(ξ) = G0(ξ) + ϵG1(ξ) + ϵ2G2(ξ) +O(ϵ3) . (4.17)

We will fix this function by using the equations of motion for the field ϕ. This is reminiscent

of what was done in [50] for the case of boundary conformal field theory, and the calculation

here is very similar to what was done in that case. The field ϕ in hyperbolic space satisfies

the following equation of motion(
∇2 +

d(d− 2)

4

)
ϕi = λ∗ϕ

i(ϕkϕk) , (4.18)

where ∇2 is the scalar Laplacian on hyperbolic space and the other term comes from the

conformal mass for the field ϕ on hyperbolic space. This will enforce a differential equation

for the function Gϕ(ξ) and will allow us to fix the function upto some constants.

For the rest of this subsection, we work in a normalization such that at short distances,

i.e. in limit ξ → 0, the function Gϕ = ξ−∆ϕ . This is a particular choice of normalization for

the field ϕ. In this normalization, the fixed point value of the coupling is λ∗ = ϵ/(2(N +8)).

The normalization choice immediately fixes

G0(ξ) =
1

ξ
. (4.19)

To get to the next order, we will apply the differential operator to the two-point function(
∇2 +

d(d− 2)

4

)
Gϕ(ξ)

(
δijGϕ(ξ)

)
≡ D(2)

(
δijGϕ(ξ)

)
= λ∗⟨ϕi(ϕkϕk)(xR1)ϕ

j(xR2)⟩ , (4.20)

where we defined

D(2) =

(
ξ(ξ + 1)∂2ξ + d(ξ + 1

2
)∂ξ +

d(d− 2)

4

)
. (4.21)

Since we have a factor of λ∗ on the term on the right hand side, we should calculate the

correlator on the RHS in the free theory. But since the one-point functions in the free

theory vanish, the RHS is just zero. Expanding the differential operator into powers of ϵ

as D(2) = D
(2)
0 + ϵD

(2)
1 , we get the following equation for the first order correction to the

two-point function

D
(2)
0 G1(ξ) = −D(2)

1 G0(ξ) . (4.22)

27



This equation can be solved to give

G1(ξ) =
c1
ξ
+

c2
1 + ξ

+
log ξ

2ξ
. (4.23)

Fixing the normalization as we fixed above sets c1 = 0, so we have fixed the two-point

function to order ϵ upto one undetermined constant, c2. To go to next order in ϵ, we have to

apply the differential operator to both the fields ϕi and ϕj in the two-point function. Doing

that gives the following fourth-order differential equation[
ξ(1 + ξ)

(
ξ(1 + ξ)∂4ξ + (d+ 2)(1 + 2ξ)∂3ξ

)
+

(d(d+ 2) + (8 + 6d(d+ 2))ξ(1 + ξ))

4
∂2ξ

+
d3(1 + 2ξ)

4
∂ξ +

d2(d− 2)2

16

]
Gϕ(ξ) ≡ D(4)Gϕ(ξ) = 2λ2∗(N + 2)G3

ϕ.

(4.24)

Again expanding this operator into powers of ϵ as D(4) = D
(4)
0 + ϵD

(4)
1 + ϵ2D

(4)
2 , we get

following differential equation for the second order correction

D
(4)
0 G2(ξ) =

(N + 2)

2(N + 8)2
(G0(ξ))

3 −D
(4)
1 G1(ξ)−D

(4)
2 G0(ξ) . (4.25)

This can be solved to give the following result

G2(ξ) =
d1
ξ

+
d2

1 + ξ
+
d3 log ξ

1 + ξ
+
d4 log(1 + ξ)

ξ
+
c2
2

log(1 + ξ)

(1 + ξ)
− N + 2

4(N + 8)2
log ξ

ξ
+

log2(ξ)

8ξ
.

(4.26)

Fixing the normalization of ϕ sets d1 = 0. Note that c2 above is the constant that appeared

in the second order correction to the Green’s function. So now we have four undetermined

constants, namely c2, d2, d3 and d4. Next we will relate these coefficients to the interface

CFT data by expanding the two-point function in the bulk and interface channels.

Let us start with the bulk channel, so we look at the correlator in the ξ → 0 limit. The

first operator that appears in the bulk OPE is the ϕ2 operator and using (2.19) 7, we can

write its contribution as follows

Gϕ(ξ) = ξ−∆ϕ + λϕ;ϕ;ϕ2aϕ2ξ
1
2
(∆ϕ2−2∆ϕ) + higher orders in ξ

= ξ−∆ϕ + ϵ(λϕ;ϕ;ϕ2aϕ2)(1) + ϵ2

(
(λϕ;ϕ;ϕ2aϕ2)(2) + (λϕ;ϕ;ϕ2aϕ2)(1)

(
γ
(1)

ϕ2

2
− γ

(1)
ϕ

)
log ξ

)
,

(4.27)

7Note that in this normalization we have Nϕ = 22∆ϕ .
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where the superscripts indicate the order of perturbation theory in ϵ we are working at.

Comparing this expansion to what we found above using the equations of motions gives us

the following relations between CFT data and the undetermined coefficients

c2 = (λϕ;ϕ;ϕ2aϕ2)(1), d2 = (λϕ;ϕ;ϕ2aϕ2)(2) . (4.28)

We may then use the following bulk CFT data for the Wilson-Fisher CFT, which can be

found in the literature (see e.g. [55])

γ
(2)
ϕ =

N + 2

4(N + 8)2
, γ

(1)

ϕ2 =
N + 2

N + 8
, γ

(1)
ϕ = 0 , (4.29)

and this fixes the coefficient of log ξ in the bulk OPE limit

d3 =
(λϕ;ϕ;ϕ2aϕ2)(1)(N + 2)

2(N + 8)
=
c2(N + 2)

2(N + 8)
. (4.30)

Next we look at the interface channel. Recall from (2.19) that the two-point function

must have following decomposition in the interface channel

Gϕ(ξ) =
∑
l

µ2
ϕlfbdy(∆̂l; ξ) . (4.31)

The interface channel blocks are eigenfunctions of the second-order and fourth-order differ-

ential operators with eigenvalues

D(2)fbdy(∆̂l; ξ) =
(d− 2∆̂l)(d− 2− 2∆̂l)

4
fbdy(∆̂l; ξ),

D(4)fbdy(∆̂l; ξ) =
(d− 2∆̂l)

2(d− 2− 2∆̂l)
2

16
fbdy(∆̂l; ξ) .

(4.32)

Plugging in this decomposition into the differential equation in (4.20) tells us that to order

ϵ, we have ∑
l

µ2
ϕl(d− 2∆̂l)(d− 2− 2∆̂l)

4
fbdy(∆̂l; ξ) = 0 . (4.33)

So to order ϵ, we only have two operators in the interface OPE of ϕ, namely ϕ̂ and ∂̂ϕ with

dimension d/2− 1 and d/2. At next order, plugging in the interface channel decomposition
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in (4.24), we get

∑
l

µ2
ϕl(d− 2∆̂l)

2(d− 2− 2∆̂l)
2

16
fbdy(∆̂l; ξ) =

(N + 2)ϵ2

2(N + 8)2ξ3
. (4.34)

The fact that the right hand side is proportional to 1/ξ3 tells us that the leading two

operators with dimensions d/2 − 1 and d/2 are protected to this order. This agrees with

what we found in the previous subsection while analyzing the two-point function of ϕ on

the free side: that the operators ϕ̂ and ∂̂ϕ are protected operators. The above equation

also fixed the bulk-interface OPE coefficient of the next operator with scaling dimension 3,

µ2
ϕ3 =

(N+2)ϵ2

8(N+8)2
.

The fact that the operator with dimension d/2−1 is protected also constrains the log ξ/ξ

terms that can appear in (4.26) in the limit ξ → ∞. This constrains the coefficients as

follows

d3 + d4 =
(N + 2)

4(N + 8)2
=⇒ d4 =

(N + 2)

4(N + 8)2
− c2(N + 2)

2(N + 8)
. (4.35)

As a result, we have fixed the two-point function of the field ϕ on the interacting side up

to two coefficients, namely c2 and d2, which are both related respectively to the order ϵ and

ϵ2 pieces in the bulk-one point function of ϕ2. In fact, we expect to have c2 = 0 since, as

pointed out in [20], the one-point functions coefficient aϕ2 should start at O(ϵ2), since we

have to bring down two interaction terms to compute the leading order diagram.

4.1.2 Free energy

To compute the free energy in both the O(N) model and other models, we make repeated

use of the following integral

I1(∆, d) =

∫
ddx1d

dx2
√
gx1

√
gx2

1

(4ξ12)∆

= vol(Hd)Ωd−1

∫ ∞

0

dη(sinh(η))d−1 1

(4 sinh2(η/2))∆

= πd− 3
22d−2∆ sin

(
πd
2

)
Γ
(
1
2
− d

2

)
Γ
(
d
2
−∆

)
Γ(−d+∆+ 1).

(4.36)

where in the second line we used hyperbolic coordinates (3.5) and fixed one of the points

to be at the center as in (3.7). The integral (4.36) corresponds to a generalized free scalar

propagator with no boundary condition imposed at the interface. For the O(N) interface
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described by (4.12), the free energy of the theory is given by

FO(N) = NFs + F
O(N)
int (4.37)

where NFs is the free energy of the N free scalars on Sd and F
O(N)
int is the contribution from

the interaction. We can directly use perturbation theory to compute the contribution of the

interaction term to the free energy. To leading order in ϵ, it is given by

F
O(N)
int = −λ

2

32

∫
ddxdd

√
gx1

√
gx2⟨ϕ4(x1)ϕ

4(x2)⟩

= −λ
2N(N + 2)

4

∫
ddx1d

dx2
√
gx1

√
gx2Gϕ(x1, x2)

4

(4.38)

where the two-point function on the hyperbolic space takes the form

Gϕ =
Γ
(
d
2
− 1
)

4π
d
2 (4ξ)d/2−1

. (4.39)

Thus the free energy contribution from the interaction is given by

F
O(N)
int = − N(N + 2)ϵ2

16π4(N + 8)2
I1(2d− 4, 4− ϵ)

=
N(N + 2)

1152(N + 8)2
ϵ2 +O(ϵ3)

Large N−−−−→ ϵ2

1152
+O(ϵ3)

(4.40)

To compare to the large N O(N) model near four dimensions, we specify (3.18) to ∆ = d−2

and d = 4− ϵ, which gives

Fσ(∆ = d− 2) =
1

Γ(d+ 1) sin(πd)

∫ d
2
−2

0

du u Γ

(
d

2
+ u

)
Γ

(
d

2
− u

)
sinπ

(
d

2
− u

)
d=4−ϵ
=

ϵ2

1152
+

13ϵ3

13824
+O(ϵ4),

(4.41)

which is indeed consistent with the epsilon expansion result (4.40) to the leading order.

4.2 Gross-Neveu model

We now consider Nf Dirac fermions (denoting N = Nf tr1), which are free on one side of the

interface and have a four-fermi interaction on the other side, corresponding to a Gross-Neveu
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(GN) model

S =

∫
ddx

(
ψ̄iγ

µ∂µψ
i +

g θ(z)

2
(ψ̄iψ

i)2
)
. (4.42)

This model has a fixed point in d = 2 + ϵ dimensions at the coupling

g∗ =
2π

N − 2
ϵ. (4.43)

4.2.1 Free energy

The free energy of the theory is given by

FGN = NFf + FGN
int . (4.44)

where Ff is the free energy of a single free fermion component on Sd, computed in [56], and

FGN
int is the contribution from the four-fermi interaction. We compute FGN

int to leading order

in perturbation theory

FGN
int = −g

2

8

∫
ddx1d

dx2
√
gx1

√
gx2⟨(ψ̄iψ

i)2(x1)(ψ̄iψ
i)2(x2)⟩

= − N(N − 1)ϵ2

16(N − 2)2π2

∫
ddx1d

dx2
√
gx1

√
gx2

1

(4ξ)2(d−1)

= − (N − 1)Nϵ2

16π2(N − 2)2
I1(2d− 2, 2 + ϵ)

= −N(N − 1)ϵ2

96(N − 2)2
+O(ϵ3)

Large N−−−−→ − ϵ2

96
+O(ϵ3).

(4.45)

In comparison, the contribution to the large N free energy for the Gross-Neveu model is

given by plugging in ∆ = d− 1 to (3.18) and specifying d = 2+ ϵ. In the limit of small ϵ, it

indeed agrees with the epsilon expansion result derived above:

Fσ(∆ = d− 1) =
1

Γ(d+ 1) sin(πd)

∫ d
2
−1

0

du u Γ

(
d

2
+ u

)
Γ

(
d

2
− u

)
sinπ

(
d

2
− u

)
d→2+ϵ
= − ϵ2

96
+
ϵ3

64
+O(ϵ4).

(4.46)
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4.3 Gross-Neveu-Yukawa model

Let us now consider an interface betweenNf free fermions and a Gross-Neveu-Yukawa (GNY)

model, which has the following action

S =

∫
ddx

(
ψ̄iγ

µ∂µψ
i + θ(z)

(
1

2
(∂µs)

2 + g1sψ̄iψ
i +

g2
24
s4
))

. (4.47)

Since the scalar field s only lives in the half space z > 0, we will assume Dirichlet boundary

conditions for that field at z = 0.

The interacting GNY model on the right side of the interface has perturbative IR fixed

points in d = 4− ϵ at the following values of the couplings [57, 58]

(g∗1)
2 =

(4π)2

N + 6
ϵ

g∗2 =
(4π)2

(
−2N + 3 +

√
4N2 + 132N + 9

)
3(4N + 6)

ϵ.

(4.48)

4.3.1 Free energy

The free energy of the theory is given by

FGNY = NFf + FD
s + FGNY

int (4.49)

where, as in the Gross-Neveu model, the first termNFf is the contribution fromNf free Dirac

fermions and the last term FGNY
int is the contribution from the interaction terms. However,

now we have an additional term FD
s , which is the contribution from a single free scalar on

a hemisphere with Dirichlet boundary conditions, which arises from the scalar still being

present on half space when the couplings are sent to zero. We may use perturbation theory

to compute the interface contribution to free energy at d = 4 − ϵ. Because the scalar field

has Dirichlet boundary conditions, we require an additional integral beyond (4.36), which

we denote I2:

I2(∆1,∆2, d) ≡
∫
ddx1d

dx2
√
gx1

√
gx2

1

(4ξ12)∆1

1

(4(ξ12 + 1))∆2

= vol(Hd)Ωd−1

∫ ∞

0

dη(sinh(η))d−1 1

(4 sinh2(η/2))∆1(4 cosh2(η/2))∆2

=
π

d−1
2

+ d
2 2d−2∆1−2∆2Γ

(
1−d
2

)
Γ
(
d
2
−∆1

)
Γ (−d+∆1 +∆2 + 1)

Γ
(
d
2

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+∆2 + 1

) .

(4.50)
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Thus, the free energy contribution to from the interaction is, to leading order,

FGNY
int = −g

2
1

2

∫
ddx1d

dx2
√
gx1

√
gx2⟨sψ̄iψ

i(x1)sψ̄iψ
i(x2)⟩

= − Nϵ

2(N + 6)π4

∫
ddx1d

dx2
√
gx1

√
gx2

1

(4ξ)d−1

(
1

(4ξ)
d
2
−1

− 1

(4(1 + ξ))
d
2
−1

)
= − Nϵ

2π4(N + 6)

(
I1(

3d
2
− 2, 4− ϵ)− I2(d− 1, d

2
− 1, 4− ϵ)

)
=

Nϵ

96(N + 2)

Large N−−−−→ ϵ

96

(4.51)

Note that the contribution from the I2 integral is actually zero due to the Γ(0) in the

denominator of (4.50), so computing the FGNY
int with the Dirichlet propagator for σ yields

the same result as using the σ propagator with no boundary condition.

To see how this provides a check of the large N result Fσ(∆), note that the IR fixed point

of the GNY model is expected to be equivalent to the CFT at the UV fixed point of the GN

model [57]. In other words, we expect the following to be true

FGNY |g∗1 ,g∗2 = FGN |g∗ = NfFf + Fσ(∆ = d− 1) +O(1/N) (4.52)

and by comparing the above equation to (4.49), we see that FGNY
int should be related to Fσ

as

FGNY
int = Fσ(∆ = d− 1)− FD

s . (4.53)

We first obtain Fσ by plugging in ∆ = d− 1 and d = 4− ϵ into (3.18):

Fσ(∆ = d− 1) =
1

Γ(d+ 1) sin(πd)

∫ 1− ϵ
2

0

du u Γ

(
d

2
+ u

)
Γ

(
d

2
− u

)
sin π

(
d

2
− u

)
d→4−ϵ
=

1

180ϵ
+

240 log(A)− 480ζ ′(−3)− 180ζ(3)
π2 − 29− 16γ

2880
+ 0.00727ϵ+O(ϵ2)

(4.54)

where A is Glaisher’s constant and γ is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. To obtain FD
s , note

that the free energy of the scalar on the whole sphere, Fs, is given by summing over Dirichlet

and Neumann modes:

Fs = FD
s + FN

s = − 1

sin(πd/2)Γ(1 + d)

∫ 1

0

du u sin(πu)Γ

(
d

2
+ u

)
Γ

(
d

2
− u

)
(4.55)
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where Fs is given in [56]. On the other hand, the change in free energy flowing from Neumann

to Dirichlet boundary conditions is given by [50]

FN
s − FD

s = − 1

sin(π(d−1)
2

)Γ(d)

∫ 1
2

0

du u sin(πu)Γ

(
d− 1

2
+ u

)
Γ

(
d− 1

2
− u

)
. (4.56)

So the free energy contribution from the scalar on the hemisphere with Dirichlet boundary

conditions is just

FD
s =

1

2
(Fs − (FN

s − FD
s ))

d→4−ϵ
=

1

180ϵ
+

240 log(A)− 480ζ ′(−3)− 29− 16γ

2880
− ζ(3)

16π2
− 0.003149ϵ+O(ϵ2).

(4.57)

Then, according to (4.53), we find that the contribution from the GNY interaction term at

large N , specified to d = 4− ϵ should be

FGNY
int = Fσ(∆ = d− 1)− FD

s =
ϵ

96
+O(ϵ2), (4.58)

in agreement with the epsilon expansion result.

4.4 Cubic O(N) model

We now consider the cubic O(N) scalar theory given by

S =

∫
ddx

(
1

2
(∂µϕ

i)2 + θ(z)

(
1

2
(∂µs)

2 +
g1
2
sϕiϕi +

g2
6
s3
))

. (4.59)

For N > Ncrit, the interacting model has unitary IR stable perturbative fixed points at

d = 6− ϵ. At leading order in large N , the couplings at the fixed point are given by [59]

g∗1 =

√
6ϵ(4π)3

N

g∗2 = 6g∗1.

(4.60)

4.4.1 Free energy

The free energy of the theory is given by

Fcubic O(N) = NFs + FD
s + F

cubic O(N)
int (4.61)
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Using ordinary perturbation theory at d = 6 − ϵ, we compute the contribution to the free

energy from the interaction term, which gives

F
cubic O(N)
int = −g

2
1

8

∫
ddx1d

dx2⟨sϕiϕi(x1)sϕ
iϕi(x2)⟩

= − 3ϵ

2π6

∫
ddx1d

dx2
√
gx1

√
gx2

1

(4ξ)d−2

(
1

(4ξ)
d
2
−1

− 1

(4(1 + ξ))
d
2
−1

)
= − 3ϵ

2π6

(
I1(

3d
2
− 3, 6− ϵ)− I2(d− 2, d

2
− 1, 6− ϵ)

)
= − ϵ

960
+O(ϵ2).

(4.62)

Though we imposed Dirichlet boundary conditions on σ, we again find that the contribution

from the I2 integral is zero due to the Γ(0) in the denominator of (4.50).

To provide a check of the large N result Fσ(∆), note that the IR fixed point of the cubic

O(N) model is equivalent to the CFT at the UV fixed point of the O(N) model [59]. Thus,

we expect

Fcubic O(N)|g∗1 ,g∗2 = FO(N)|λ∗ = NFs + Fσ(∆ = d− 2) +O(1/N) (4.63)

and by comparing this to (4.61), we see F
cubic O(N)
int can be expressed in terms of Fσ as

FGNY
int = Fσ(∆ = d− 2)− FD

s . (4.64)

We first obtain Fσ by plugging in ∆ = d− 2 and d = 6− ϵ to (3.18):

Fσ(∆ = d− 2) =
1

Γ(d+ 1) sin(πd)

∫ 1− ϵ
2

0

du u Γ

(
d

2
+ u

)
Γ

(
d

2
− u

)
sin π

(
d

2
− u

)
d→6−ϵ
= − 1

1512ϵ
+

−378 log(A)− 378ζ ′(−5) + 47 + 30γ

45360
+
ζ(5)

64π4
+

ζ(3)

192π2

− 0.000835423ϵ+O(ϵ2).

(4.65)

The free energy contribution from a free scalar on the hemisphere with Dirichlet boundary

conditions was found in (4.3), and in d = 6− ϵ it is given by

FD
s =

d=6−ϵ
− 1

1512ϵ
+

−378 log(A)− 378ζ ′(−5) + 47 + 30γ

45360
+
ζ(5)

64π4
+

ζ(3)

192π2

+ 0.000206243817ϵ+O(ϵ2).

(4.66)
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Thus, we have

δF cubic O(N) = Fσ(∆ = d− 2)− FD
s = − ϵ

960
+O(ϵ2), (4.67)

again in agreement with the epsilon expansion result.

5 Holographic setup

In this section we review the holographic dual of the large N double trace interface discussed

in [21]. This is essentially a generalization of the well-known dictionary [22] relating double-

trace deformations to alternate boundary conditions in AdS. A schematic summary of the

setup is shown in Figure 1. In the next section we will then apply these results to show

equivalence between AdS and CFT calculations of various correlation functions.

Following [21], it is convenient to use the following Janus coordinates for the Hd+1 bulk8

ds2Hd+1 =
dw2

4w2(1− w)2
+

ds2
Hd

4w(1− w)
, w ∈ (0, 1) (5.1)

where Hd+1 is foliated by Hd slices, and the two Hd boundary slices at w = 0 and w = 1 are

expected to respectively correspond, upon Weyl rescaling, to the half-spaces where the UV

and IR CFTs live. The interface is at the boundary of Hd (this is the common boundary of

the two halves of the Hd+1 boundary). We denote X = (w, x) ∈ Hd+1 where x ∈ Hd can

be written in Poincare coordinates as in (3.3). We will use the notation ⟨. . . ⟩Hd to denote

correlation functions in the Weyl-rescaled CFTs, i.e. ⟨O(x)O(x′)⟩Hd = z∆(z′)∆⟨O(x)O(x′)⟩.
In the absence of the interface, the bulk scalar field φ dual to the operator O has the

standard bulk propagator G∆(X,X
′) on a pure AdS background, satisfying the equation

(−∇2
Hd+1 +m2)G∆(X,X

′) = δ(X,X ′) (5.2)

and with the following homogeneous boundary conditions (∼ (w′)∆/2 or (1 − w′)∆/2)9 in

terms of Janus coordinates as w′ → 0 and w′ → 1:

G∆(X;w′, x′) =

− 1
d−2∆

K∆(X;x′)(4w′)
∆
2 +O(w′∆+2

2 ) w′ → 0

− 1
d−2∆

K∆(X;x′)(4(1− w′))
∆
2 +O((1− w′)(

∆+2
2 ) w′ → 1

. (5.3)

8An alternative, perhaps more familiar, form of the metric is obtained by setting w = 1
2 (1 + tanh(ρ)),

which gives ds2Hd+1 = dρ2 + cosh2 ρ ds2Hd , where −∞ < ρ < ∞ and the two Hd boundaries are at ρ = ±∞.
9These boundary conditions describe the “UV CFT” where O has scaling dimension ∆. The case of

homogeneous boundary conditions with ∆ → d−∆ would describe the double-trace deformation turned on
over the full space.
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UV theory
on Hd (w = 0)

IR theory
on Hd (w = 1)

Hd+1

UV CFT
on Rd

−

IR CFT
on Rd

+

Figure 1: Schematic depiction of the holographic setup describing the double-trace interfaces.
The boundary of Hd+1 is divided into two Hd regions, which correspond to the (Weyl-
rescaled) left and right halves of the interface CFT. The bulk scalar field φ dual to the
operator O has inhomogeneous boundary conditions corresponding to dual dimension ∆
near the left (black) boundary, and to dual dimension d−∆ near the right (red) boundary.
The two Hd regions are joined through their common boundary, which corresponds to the
interface on the CFT side.

Above, K∆ is the standard scalar bulk-to-boundary propagator, given in Janus coordinates

by

K∆(w, x;x
′) =


C∆

(√
w(1− w)

2(w + ξ)

)∆

, w′ = 0

C∆

( √
w(1− w)

2(1− w + ξ)

)∆

, w′ = 1

(5.4)

where the normalization constant is

C∆ =
Γ(∆)

πd/2Γ
(
∆− d

2

) . (5.5)

In these conventions for the bulk-to-boundary propagator, the two-point function of the dual

CFT operator (in the absence of the interface) is given by ⟨O(x1)O(x2)⟩0 = (2∆− d)C∆/x2∆12
[22,60]. This means that in these conventions, we can identify CO = (2∆− d)C∆, where CO

is the two-point normalization constant defined in (2.5).

In the presence of the double trace interface, one should instead impose inhomogeneous

boundary conditions on the bulk scalar field, corresponding to dual dimension ∆ or d −∆

in the left and right half of the boundary, respectively. The corresponding Green’s function,
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denoted G̃ below, satisfies the usual equation

(−∇2
Hd+1 +m2)G̃(X,X ′) = δ(X,X ′) (5.6)

but now with different asymptotics (either ∼ (w′)∆/2 or ∼ (1 − w′)(d−∆)/2) as one point of

the propagator is sent towards the w′ = 0 or w′ = 1 Hd slice:

G̃(X;w′, x′)

=

− 1
d−2∆

K̃w′=0(X;x′)(4w′)
∆
2 + 0 · (w′)

d−∆
2 +O((w′)

∆+2
2 ), w′ → 0

0 · (1− w′)
∆
2 + 1

d−2∆
K̃w′=1(X;x′)(4(1− w′))

d−∆
2 +O((1− w′)

d−∆+2
2 ), w′ → 1

.

(5.7)

Above, the bulk-to-boundary propagators10 K̃w′=0(w, x;x
′) and K̃w′=1(w, x;x

′) depend on

whether the boundary insertion is at w′ = 0 or w′ = 1:

K̃w′=0(w, x;x
′) =

sin π(∆− d
2
)

π

Γ(d
2
)

πd/2

[4w(1− w)]
∆
2

4∆(1− w)∆−d/2
(1 + ξ)−

d
2 2F1

(
1,
d

2
, 1 + d

2
−∆;

1− w

1 + ξ

)

K̃w′=1(w, x;x
′) =

sin π(d
2
−∆)

π

Γ(d
2
)

πd/2

[4w(1− w)]
d−∆
2

4d−∆wd/2−∆
(1 + ξ)−

d
2 2F1

(
1, d

2
,∆− d

2
+ 1;

w

1 + ξ

)
.

(5.8)

Note that we can go from K̃w′=0(w, x;x
′) to K̃w′=1(w, x;x

′) by taking w → 1 − w and

∆ → d−∆. The bulk propagator G̃(X;X ′) solved for in [21] takes a complicated form that

we include in Appendix C. The asymptotics of K̃w′=0 and K̃w′=1 as we take w → 0, 1 are

related to the various two-point functions involving the operators O (of dimension ∆) and

σ (of dimension d−∆) in the dual CFT. For example, the w → 0 limit of K̃w′=0 is given by

lim
w→0

K̃wL=0(xL;w, x) = −(4w)∆/2Γ(
d
2
) sin(π(d−2∆)

2
)

π
d
2
+1(ξ + 1)d/2

2F1

(
1,
d

2
;
d

2
−∆+ 1;

1

ξ + 1

)
+O(w∆/2+1)

= −(4w)∆/2Γ(
d
2
) sin(π(d−2∆)

2
)

π
d
2
+1(ξ)d/2

2F1

(
d

2
,
d

2
−∆;

d

2
−∆+ 1;−1

ξ

)
+O(w∆/2+1)

= (4w)∆/2 z
∆
1 z

∆
2 ⟨O(x1)O(x2)⟩
2∆− d

+O(w∆/2+1)

(5.9)

10In the notation of [21], K̃w′=0(w, x;x
′) corresponds to “K−+

L (w, x;x′)” and K̃w′=1(w, x;x
′) corresponds

to “K−+
R (w, x;x′)”.
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where we applied a hypergeometric identity11 in the second line. To get the last line, we

recall that the normalization conventions we are using on the AdS side correspond to the

choice CO = (2∆− d)C∆, as explained below (5.5). The rest of the asymptotics are obtained

in a similar way:

K̃wL=0(xL;w, x)

=

 1
2∆−d

⟨O(xL)O(x)⟩Hd(4w)
∆
2 + δ(x− x′)(4w)

d−∆
2 +O(w

∆+2
2 ), w → 0

0 · (1− w)
∆
2 − ⟨σ(x)O(xL)⟩foldedHd (4(1− w))

d−∆
2 +O((1− w)

d−∆+2
2 ), w → 1

K̃wR=1(w, x;xR)

=

⟨O(x)σ(xR)⟩foldedHd (4w)
∆
2 + 0 · w

d−∆
2 +O(w

∆+2
2 ), w → 0

δ(x− x′)(4(1− w))
∆
2 − (2∆− d)⟨σ(x)σ(xR)⟩Hd(4(1− w))

d−∆
2 +O((1− w)

d−∆+2
2 ), w → 1

.

(5.10)

One can see that the two-point functions defined by the above limits of the bulk-boundary

propagator (5.8) indeed agree with those computed in Section 2 using the large N expansion

on the CFT side. In the expressions above, we introduced the “folded” superscript to denote

correlators that differ as a function of ξ when going from the folded to the unfolded theory,

so it is only necessary to include when the corresponding flat space correlation function

contains operators on opposite sides of the interface. For example, in the UV theory we have

⟨O(x1, z1)O(x2, z2)⟩0,Hd = CO(4ξ)
−∆, sign(z1z2) = 1

⟨O(x1, z1)O(x2, z2)⟩folded0,Hd = CO(−4ξ)−∆

∣∣∣∣
z1→−z1

= CO(4(1 + ξ))−∆, sign(z1z2) = −1.

(5.11)

For comparison with K̃, we also write the asymptotics of the standard bulk-to-boundary

propagator K∆:

K∆(w, x;w
′, x′)

=

 1
2∆−d

⟨O(x′)O(x)⟩0,Hd(4w)
∆
2 + δ(x− x′)(4w)

d−∆
2 +O(w

∆+2
2 ), w′ = 0, w → 0

1
2∆−d

⟨O(x′)O(x)⟩folded
0,Hd (4(1− w))

∆
2 + 0 · (1− w)

d−∆
2 +O((1− w)

∆+2
2 ), w′ = 0, w → 1.

(5.12)

11
2F1(a, b, c, z) = (1− z)−b

2F1(c− a, b, c, z
z−1 )
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With an explicit expression for the bulk propagator at coincident points G̃(X;X), one can

compute the one-loop correction to the free energy on the sphere. This is calculated in [21]

as

(F − F0,UV) + (F − F0,IR)

2
= − log

det(−∇2
Hd+1 +m2)

[
det(−∇2

Hd+1 +m2)
]
w→1−w
∆→d−∆

det
(
−∇2

Hd+1 +m2
)
0,UV

det
(
−∇2

Hd+1 +m2
)
0,IR

− 1
2

∂

∂m2

[
(F − F0,UV) + (F − F0,IR)

2

]
=

1

2

∫
dd+1X

√
gHd+1

[
G̃∆(X;X) + G̃d−∆(X;X)

−G∆(X;X)−Gd−∆(X;X)

]
(5.13)

where, as in Section 3.1, we explicitly write the “UV” subscript to distinguish the UV and IR

theories on the full sphere. As discussed in Section 3.1, the above AdS calculation matches

our large N CFT result in Eq. (3.21).

6 Equivalence of CFT and AdS calculations

In this section, we will show there is a manifest equivalence between calculations of correlation

functions in the Hd+1 bulk and those in the interface CFT. As in the simpler case of a

double-trace deformation over the whole space [28,30,33], the equivalence follows from certain

identities involving the bulk two-point functions and bulk-to-boundary propagators discussed

in the previous section. We begin by describing the identities, then proceed to apply them to

the explicit examples of one-point and three-point functions to show the equivalence of AdS

and CFT calculations. The extension to general correlation functions should follow along

similar lines.

6.1 Identity for G̃−G∆

As pointed out in [21], the difference G̃ − G∆ can be expressed as a convolution on the

boundary between K∆ and a function proportional to K̃w=1:

G̃(w1, x1;w2, x2)−G∆(w1, x1;w2, x2) =
1

d− 2∆

∫
Hd(w′=1)

ddx′K∆(w1, x1;x
′)K̃w′=1(w2, x2;x

′).

(6.1)

This identity is depicted diagrammatically in Figure 2. To prove the identity, one can notice

that each side of (6.1) satisfies the scalar equation of motion in the Hd+1 bulk (this is
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G̃∆

(w1, x1) (w2, x2)
− G∆

(w1, x1) (w2, x2)
=

1

d− 2∆

∫
ddx′ K̃w=1

K∆

x′

(w1, x1) (w2, x2)

Figure 2: Diagrammatic representation of (6.1)

immediate to see), and has the same boundary conditions. To see the matching boundary

conditions, we can take w2 → 0 using the asymptotic expressions given in (5.7), (5.3), (5.10),

and (5.12), which gives

w2 → 0:

LHS(6.1) → w
∆/2
2

1

d− 2∆

(
−K̃w2=0(w1, x1;x2) +K∆(w1, x1;x2)

)
(6.2)

+ w
(d−∆)/2
2 · 0 + . . .

RHS(6.1) → w
∆/2
2

1

d− 2∆

∫
Hd(w′=1)

ddx′
√
gK∆(w1, x1;x

′)⟨σ(x′)O(x2)⟩Hd (6.3)

+ w
(d−∆)/2
2 · 0 + . . .

where one only needs the vanishing w
(d−∆)/2
2 asymptotics to specify boundary conditions.

Similarly, taking w2 → 1 gives12

w2 → 1:

LHS(6.1) → (1− w2)
∆/2 1

d− 2∆
K∆(w1, x1;x2) (6.4)

+ (1− w2)
(d−∆)/2 1

d− 2∆
K̃w2=1(w1, x1;x2) + . . .

RHS(6.1) → (1− w2)
∆/2 1

d− 2∆
K∆(w1, x1;x2) (6.5)

(1− w2)
(d−∆)/2

∫
Hd(w′=1)

ddx′
√
gK∆(w1, x1;x

′)⟨σ(x2)σ(x′)⟩Hd + . . .

where one only needs the (1 − w2)
∆/2 asymptotics to specify boundary conditions. Clearly

there are matching boundary conditions for each side of (6.1), verifying the validity of the

12Again, when we write bulk results in terms of CFT correlators, we specialize to the normalization choice
CO = (2∆− d)C∆, which follows from our bulk-to-boundary propagator conventions.
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expression. In addition, by matching the coefficients of w
∆/2
2 as w2 → 0 and (1− w2)

(d−∆)/2

as w2 → 1, we arrive at two identities relating K̃ to a convolution on the boundary between

K∆ and a CFT correlator:

K̃w2=0(w1, x1;x2) = Kw2=0
∆ (w1, x1;x2)−

∫
Hd(w′=1)

ddx′
√
gKw′=1

∆ (w1, x1;x
′)⟨σ(x′)O(x2)⟩Hd

(6.6)

K̃w2=1(w1, x1;x2) = (d− 2∆)

∫
Hd(w′=1)

ddx′
√
gKw′=1

∆ (w1, x1;x
′)⟨σ(x′)σ(x2)⟩Hd . (6.7)

These identities are depicted diagrammatically in Figure 3 and 4. In Appendix (D) we

perform explicit calculations to verify these identities.

K̃w=0

x2

(w1, x1)
=

K∆

x2

(w1, x1)
−
∫

ddx1
K∆

〈Oσ〉

x2 x′

(w1, x1)

Figure 3: Diagrammatic representation of (6.6)

K̃w=1 x2

(w1, x1)
= (d− 2∆)

∫
ddx′

K∆

〈σσ〉

x′

x2

(w1, x1)

Figure 4: Diagrammatic representation of (6.7)

The identities (6.1), (6.6), and (6.7) are generalizations of those that appear in [30], which

considers a CFT on the whole space perturbed by a double-trace operator.
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6.2 One-point functions

6.2.1 ⟨Φ⟩

We now discuss the holographic computation of one-point functions for various operators.

In Section 2.1 we considered the one-point function coefficients of Φ, an operator other than

O or σ, when inserted on either the UV or IR side of the interface. In the Hd+1 bulk, the

(Weyl-rescaled) one-point function for Φ inserted on the IR (“right”) side of the interface is

given to leading order by a one-loop tadpole Witten diagram

⟨Φ(xR)⟩Hd =
K∆Φ

G̃

Φ +
∑
hi ̸=∆

K∆Φ

Ghi

Φ

= −
∫
Hd+1

dd+1XKwR=1
∆Φ

(X;xR)

(
λΦOOG̃(X;X) +

∑
hi ̸=∆

λΦhihi
Ghi

(X;X)

)

= −λΦOO

∫
Hd+1

dd+1XKwR=1
∆Φ

(X;xR)
(
G̃(X;X)−G∆(X;X)

)
−
∫
Hd+1

dd+1XKwR=1
∆Φ

(X;xR)

(
λΦOOG∆(X;X) +

∑
hi ̸=∆

λΦhihi
Ghi

(X;X)

)

(6.8)

where hi labels all fields in the bulk with homogeneous boundary conditions. Note that the

term in the last line is just ⟨Φ⟩0,Hd , the one-point function of a scalar in the UV theory on

whole space, which is zero by conformal invariance. Then we may apply the identities (6.1)

and (6.7) to the other term, which puts the bulk computation in a form closer to the CFT

calculation:

⟨Φ(xR)⟩Hd = −
∫
Hd(w′=1)

ddx1d
dx2⟨σ(x1)σ(x2)⟩Hd

× λΦOO

∫
Hd+1

dd+1XKwR=1
∆Φ

(X;xR)K
w1=1
∆ (X;x1)K

w2=1
∆ (X;x2).

(6.9)

The integral in the last line is just the Witten diagram for propagators with homogeneous

bulk boundary conditions, so it corresponds to a (Weyl-rescaled) three-point function in the
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UV theory on full space:

− 2λUV
ΦOO

∫
Hd+1

dd+1XKwR=1
∆Φ

(X;xR)K
w1=1
∆ (X;x1)K

w2=1
∆ (X;x2)

= ⟨Φ(xR)O(x1)O(x2)⟩0,Hd

(6.10)

The equivalence with the CFT calculation is clear (see eq. (2.29), and recall we need to

perform a Weyl rescaling since we are working with Hd at the boundary) :

⟨Φ(xR)⟩Hd =
1

2

∫
ddx1d

dx2
zd1z

d
2

(z1z2)
d−∆⟨σ(x1)σ(x2)⟩z∆Φ

R (z1z2)
∆⟨Φ(xR)O(x1)O(x2)⟩0

= z∆Φ
R

1

2

∫
Rd
+

ddx1d
dx2⟨σ(x1)σ(x2)⟩⟨Φ(xR)O(x1)O(x2)⟩0.

(6.11)

When Φ is placed on the unperturbed (“left”) side of the interface (at a point xL = (xL,−zL),
zL > 0), we have

⟨Φ(xL)⟩ =
1

2

∫
Rd
+

ddx1d
dx2⟨Φ(xL)O(x1)O(x2)⟩0⟨σ(x1)σ(x2)⟩. (6.12)

In this case, the corresponding tadpole Witten diagram is the same as (6.8) after replacing

Kw=1
∆Φ

with Kw=0
∆Φ

. We can show the equivalence with the CFT calculation by applying the

same identities that we used for the ⟨Φ(xR)⟩ case.
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6.2.2 ⟨O⟩ and ⟨σ⟩

In the bulk, the tadpole Witten diagram that corresponds to the O one-point function is

⟨O(xL)⟩Hd =
K̃w=0

G̃

O +
∑
hi ̸=∆

K̃w=0

Ghi

O

= −
∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK̃w=0(X;xL)

(
3λOOOG̃(X;X) +

∑
hi ̸=∆

λOhihi
Ghi

(X;X)

)

= −3λOOO

∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK̃w=0(X;xL)
(
G̃(X;X)−G∆(X;X)

)
−
∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK∆(X;xL)

(
3λOOOG∆(X;X) +

∑
hi ̸=∆

λOhihi
Ghi

(X;X)

)

+

∫
Hd

ddx1⟨σ(x1)O(xL)⟩
∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK∆(X;x1)

(
3λOOOG∆(X;X) +

∑
hi ̸=∆

λOhihi
Ghi

(X;X)

)
(6.13)

where we applied the identity (6.6). Note that the last two lines produce ⟨O⟩0 upon integrat-

ing over the bulk, which is zero by conformal invariance. Then after applying the identities

(6.1) and (6.7), we have

⟨O(xL)⟩Hd

= −3λOOO

[ ∫
Hd

ddx1d
dx2⟨σ(x1)σ(x2)⟩Hd

∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK∆(X;xL)K∆(X;x1)K∆(X;x2)

−
∫
Hd

ddx1d
dx2d

dx3⟨σ(x1)O(xL)⟩Hd⟨σ(x2)σ(x3)⟩Hd

∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK∆(X;x1)K∆(X;x2)K∆(X;x3)

]
(6.14)
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The integral in the last line is just the Witten diagram for propagators with homogeneous

boundary conditions and relates to the corresponding CFT three-point function by

− 6λUV
OOO

∫
Hd+1

dd+1XKw1=1
∆ (X;x1)K

w2=1
∆ (X;x2)K

w2=1
∆ (X;x3)

= ⟨O(x1)O(x2)O(x3)⟩0,Hd

(6.15)

This puts the bulk computation in an equivalent form as the CFT calculation, see eq. (2.33)

(recall again that we are working in conventions where CO ≡ (2∆ − d)C∆, as explained

above).

The tadpole Witten diagram corresponding to the σ one-point function to leading order

at large N is13

(d− 2∆)⟨σ(xR)⟩Hd =
K̃w=1

G̃

σ +
∑
hi ̸=∆

K̃w=1

Ghi

σ

= −
∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK̃w=1(X;xR)

(
3λOOOG̃(X;X) +

∑
hi ̸=∆

λσhihi
Ghi

(X;X)

)

= (2∆− d)

∫
Hd+1

dd+1X

∫
ddx1K∆(X;x1)⟨σ(x1)σ(xR)⟩Hd

×

[
3λOOOG∆(X;X) +

∑
hi ̸=∆

λσhihi
Ghi

(X;X) +
3λOOO

d− 2∆

∫
ddx2K̃w=1(X;x2)K∆(X;x2)

]

= (2∆− d)3λOOO

∫
ddx1d

dx2d
dx3⟨σ(xR)σ(x1)⟩⟨σ(x2)σ(x3)⟩

×
∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK∆(X;x1)K∆(X;x2)K∆(X;x3)

(6.16)

13There is a factor of d − 2∆ on the LHS because of the differing normalizations between the field σ
defined on the CFT side (whose two-point function in the absence of the interface has a normalization given
by Cσ in (2.15)), and the operator Od−∆ dual to the bulk scalar field with d − ∆ boundary conditions,
whose two-point function obtained from the bulk has the normalization (in the absence of the interface)

⟨Od−∆(x1)Od−∆(x2)⟩ = (d − 2∆)Cd−∆/x
2(d−∆)
12 , see [21, 22]. The two operators are related by Od−∆ =

(d− 2∆)σ.
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where, as before, we applied the identities (6.1) and (6.7) and used the fact that ⟨O⟩0 vanishes.
After replacing the 3-point Witten diagram of homogeneous bulk-to-boundary propagators

with its CFT equivalent (6.15), this again matches the CFT calculation in eq. (2.39).

6.3 Three-point functions

We also discuss equivalence of the three point functions ⟨ΦΦO⟩, ⟨ΦOO⟩, and ⟨OOO⟩ in AdS

and CFT. From the CFT perspective, the three-point function ⟨ΦΦO⟩ takes the form

⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)O(xL)⟩ = ⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)O(xL)⟩0

+

∫
Rd
+

ddx′1d
dx′2⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)O(x′1)⟩0⟨O(xL)O(x′2)⟩0⟨σ(x′1)σ(x′2)⟩

= ⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)O(xL)⟩0 −
∫
Rd
+

ddx′1⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)O(x′1)⟩0⟨σ(x′1)O(xL)⟩.

(6.17)

In AdS, the three-point function is given by the Witten diagram

⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)O(xL)⟩Hd =
K̃w=0

K∆Φ

K∆Φ

O

Φ

Φ

= −2λΦΦO

∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK∆Φ
(X;x1)K∆Φ

(X;x2)K̃wL=0(X;xL)

= −2λΦΦO

[ ∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK∆Φ
(X;x1)K∆Φ

(X;x2)K∆(X;xL)

−
∫
Hd

⟨O(xL)σ(x′)⟩Hd

∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK∆Φ
(X;x1)K∆Φ

(X;x2)K
wL=0
∆ (X;xL)

]

(6.18)

where we used identity (6.6) in the last equality. The remaining integrals over the AdS bulk

are standard Witten diagrams corresponding to (Weyl-rescaled) three-point functions in the

48



UV theory in the expected way

− 2λUV
ΦΦO

∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK∆Φ
(X;x1)K∆Φ

(X;x2)K∆(X;xR)

= ⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)O(xR)⟩0,Hd

(6.19)

The CFT calculation for ⟨ΦΦσ⟩ is given by

⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)σ(xR)⟩ = −
∫
Rd
+

ddx′⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)O(x′)⟩0⟨σ(x′)σ(xR)⟩ (6.20)

The Witten diagram is given by

(d− 2∆)⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)σ(xR)⟩Hd =
K̃w=1

K∆Φ

K∆Φ

σ

Φ

Φ

= −2λΦΦO

∫
Hd+1

K∆Φ
(X;x1)K∆Φ

(X;x2)K̃wR=1(X;xR)

= (2∆− d)

∫
Hd(w′=1)

ddx′⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)O(x′)⟩0,Hd⟨σ(x′)σ(xR)⟩Hd

(6.21)

where we used the relation between the UV CFT three point function and Witten diagram

in the homogeneous theory given in (6.19). The CFT calculation for ⟨ΦOO⟩ is given by

⟨Φ(x1)O(xL2)O(xL3)⟩ = ⟨Φ(x1)O(xL2)O(xL3)⟩0

+
1

2

∫
Rd
+

ddx′1d
dx′2⟨Φ(x1)O(xL2)O(xL3)O(x′1)O(x′2)⟩0⟨σ(x′1)σ(x′2)⟩

+
1

4!

∫
Rd
+

ddx′1 . . . d
dx′4⟨Φ(x1)O(xL2)O(xL3)O(x′1) . . . O(x′4)⟩0⟨σ(x′1)σ(x′2)σ(x′3)σ(x′4)⟩.

(6.22)

49



After Wick contractions and using the definition of ⟨Oσ⟩, we have

⟨Φ(x1)O(xL2)O(xL3)⟩ = ⟨Φ(x1)O(xL2)O(xL3)⟩0

−
∫
Rd
+

ddx′1 [⟨Φ(x1)O(xL2)O(x′1)⟩0⟨σ(x′1)O(xL3)⟩+ (L2 ↔ L3)]

+

∫
Rd
+

ddx′1d
dx′2⟨Φ(x1)O(x′1)O(x′2)⟩0⟨σ(x′1)O(xL2)⟩⟨σ(x′2)O(xL3)⟩.

(6.23)

The corresponding Witten diagram is

⟨Φ(x1)O(xL2)O(xL3)⟩Hd =

K̃w=0

K̃w=0

K∆Φ

O

O

Φ

= −2λΦOO

∫
Hd+1

dd+1XKw1=0
∆Φ

(X;x1)K̃wL2=0(X;xL2)K̃wL3=0(X;xL3)

=

[
⟨Φ(x1)O(xL2)O(xL3)⟩0,Hd

−
∫
Rd
+

ddx′1
[
⟨Φ(x1)O(xL2)O(x′1)⟩0,Hd⟨σ(x′1)O(xL3)⟩Hd + (L2 ↔ L3)

]
+

∫
Rd
+

ddx′1d
dx′2⟨Φ(x1)O(x′1)O(x′2)⟩0,Hd⟨σ(x′1)O(xL2)⟩Hd⟨σ(x′2)O(xL3)⟩Hd

]
.

(6.24)

The CFT calculation for ⟨Φσσ⟩ is given by

⟨Φ(x1)σ(xR2)σ(xR3)⟩ =
∫
Rd
+

ddx′1d
dx′2⟨Φ(x1)O(x′1)O(x′2)⟩0⟨σ(xR2)σ(x

′
1)⟩⟨σ(xR3)σ(x

′
2)⟩

(6.25)
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while the corresponding Witten diagram is given by

(2∆− d)2⟨Φ(x1)σ(xR2)σ(xR3)⟩Hd =

K̃w=1

K̃w=1

K∆Φ

σ

σ

Φ

= −2λΦOO

∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK∆Φ
(X;x1)K̃wL2=0(X;xL2)K̃wL3=0(X;xL3)

= (2∆− d)2
∫
Hd

ddx′1d
dx′2⟨Φ(x1)O(x′1)O(x′2)⟩0,Hd⟨σ(xR2)σ(x

′
1)⟩Hd⟨σ(xR3)σ(x

′
2)⟩Hd .

(6.26)

The CFT calculation for ⟨OOO⟩ involves several Wick contractions, and the final result at

leading order in large N is given by

⟨O(xL1)O(xL2)O(xL3⟩ = ⟨O(xL1)O(xL2)O(xL3)⟩0

−

[∫
Rd
+

ddx′1⟨O(xL1)O(xL2)O(x′1)⟩0⟨O(xL3)σ(x′1)⟩+ (L3 ↔ L1) + (L3 ↔ L2)

]

+

[ ∫
Rd
+

ddx′1d
dx′2⟨O(xL3)O(x′1)O(x′2)⟩0⟨O(xL1)σ(x′1)⟩⟨O(xL2)σ(x′1)⟩

+ (L3 ↔ L1) + (L3 ↔ L2)

]
−
∫
Rd
+

ddx′1d
dx′2d

dx′3⟨O(x′1)O(x′2)O(x′3)⟩0⟨O(xL1)σ(x′1)⟩⟨O(xL2)σ(x′2)⟩⟨O(xL3)σ(x′3)⟩.

(6.27)
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The corresponding Witten diagram is

⟨O(xL1)O(xL2)O(xL3)⟩Hd =

K̃w=0

K̃w=0

K̃w=0

O

O

O

= −6λOOO

∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK̃wL1=0(X;xL1)K̃wL2=0(X;xL2)K̃wL3=0(X;xL3)

(6.28)

which, through straightforwardly applying identity (6.6), can be seen to agree with the CFT

calculation. Finally, the CFT computation of ⟨σσσ⟩ is given by

⟨σ(xR1)σ(xR2)σ(xR3)⟩ =

= −
∫
Rd
+

ddx′1d
dx′2d

dx′3⟨O(x′1)O(x′2)O(x′3)⟩0⟨σ(xR1)σ(x
′
1)⟩⟨σ(xR2)σ(x

′
2)⟩σ(xR3)σ(x

′
3)⟩

(6.29)

and the corresponding Witten diagram is

(d− 2∆)3⟨σ(xR1)σ(xR2)σ(xR3)⟩Hd =

K̃w=1

K̃w=1

K̃w=1

σ

σ

σ

= −6λOOO

∫
Hd+1

dd+1XK̃wR1=1(X;xR1)K̃wR2=1(X;xR2)K̃wR3=1(X;xR3)

= (2∆− d)3
∫
Hd

ddx′1d
dx′2d

dx′3⟨O(x′1)O(x′2)O(x′3)⟩0,Hd⟨σ(xR1)σ(x
′
1)⟩Hd

× ⟨σ(xR2)σ(x
′
2)⟩Hd⟨σ(xR3)σ(x

′
3)⟩Hd

(6.30)

which agrees with the CFT calculation.
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A Two Point functions

A.1 ⟨σσ⟩

In this section we compute the sigma two-point function by inverting on half space the

two-point function of O from the UV theory on whole space. We have∫ ∞

0

dz

∫
dd−1x⟨O(x1)O(x)⟩0⟨σ(x)σ(x2)⟩ = −δd(x1 − x2) (A.1)

where the correlation functions are constrained by conformal symmetry to take the form

⟨O(x)O(x′)⟩0 =
CO

(x− x′)2∆
≡ g(ξ)

(4zz′)∆
, ⟨σ(x)σ(x′)⟩ = h(ξ)

(4zz′)d−∆
. (A.2)

We perform the inversion using the boundary CFT methods in [37, 50], which we review

here. We would like to restate the inversion problem A.1 in terms of a single variable, so we

first introduce another integral over coordinates parallel to the interface
∫
dd−1x, giving∫

dd−1x1

∫ ∞

0

dz

∫
dd−1x

g(ξ1)

(4zz1)∆
h(ξ2)

(4zz2)d−∆
= −δ(z1 − z2) (A.3)

where we defined

ξi =
(x− xi)

2 + (z − zi)
2

4zzi
, ρi =

(z − zi)
2

4zzi
. (A.4)

The act of integrating out
∫
dd−1x corresponds to an integral transform, which has an inverse.

We call this transform the “hat transform” and define it as follows

f̂(ρ1) ≡
1

(4zz1)(d−1)/2

∫
dd−1xf(ξ1)

=
π(d−1)/2

Γ(d−1
2
)

∫
du u(d−3)/2f(u+ ρ1)

(A.5)
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The inverse of the hat transform is given by

f(ξ1) =
1

π(d−1)/2Γ(1−d
2
)

∫ ∞

0

dρ1 ρ
−(d+1)/2
1 f̂(ρ1 + ξ1) (A.6)

and this will be important for obtaining ⟨σσ⟩. The integrals over x1 and x produce the hat

transforms of g(ξ1) and h(ξ), so we have∫ ∞

0

dz

2z
ĝ(ρ1)ĥ(ρ2) = −2z1δ(z1 − z2). (A.7)

We can then use a change of variables to rewrite the inversion problem in Eq. A.7 over

positive z as a convolution over the real line, which has a simple Fourier transform. Using

the variables

z1 = e2θ1 , z2 = e2θ2 , z = e2θ (A.8)

Eq. A.7 becomes ∫ ∞

−∞
dθĝ(sinh2(θ1 − θ))ĥ(sinh2(θ − θ2)) = −δ(θ1 − θ2). (A.9)

Then Fourier transforming, we find that the Fourier transforms of ĥ and ĝ are related by∫
dθ12dθe

ikθ12 ĝ(sinh2(θ12 − θ))ĥ(sinh2(θ)) = −1

˜̂
h(k) = − 1

˜̂g(k)
.

(A.10)

We can straightforwardly compute ˜̂g(k) by applying the two integral transforms to g(ξ):

g(ξ) =
CO

ξ∆

ĝ(ρ) =
COπ

d−1
2 ρ

1
2
(d−2∆−1)Γ

(
1−d
2

+∆
)

Γ(∆)

˜̂g(k) =
COπ

d−1
2 Γ (d− 2∆)Γ

(
1−d
2

+∆
)

2d−2∆Γ(∆)

(
Γ
(
1−d+2∆

2
− ik

2

)
Γ
(
1+d−2∆

2
− ik

2

) + c.c.

)
.

(A.11)
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Then
˜̂
h(k) is

˜̂
h(k) =

−2d−2∆−1Γ(∆)

COπ
d−3
2 Γ (d− 2∆)Γ

(
1−d
2

+∆
)
Γ
(
1−d+2∆−ik

2

)
Γ
(
1−d+2∆+ik

2

)
sin π

(
1−d+2∆

2

)
cosh

(
πk
2

) .
(A.12)

Now we can work backwards to obtain the expression for h(ξ) through an inverse Fourier

transform followed by an inverse hat transform. The inverse Fourier transform can be com-

puted by summing over residues of k. We have

−
π

3
2
− d

2 2d−2∆−1Γ(∆) sec
(
1
2
π(d− 2∆)

)
COΓ(d− 2∆)Γ

(
−d

2
+∆+ 1

2

) ∫ ∞

−∞

dk

2π
e−ikθ sech

(
πk
2

)
Γ
(−d−ik+1

2
+∆

)
Γ
(−d+ik+1

2
+∆

)
= −

2π− d
2
−1e−θΓ(∆) sin

(
1
2
π(d− 2∆)

)
2F1

(
1, 1

2
(d− 2∆ + 2);−d

2
+∆+ 1; e−2θ

)
COΓ

(
∆− d

2

)
(A.13)

After applying the hypergeometric identity14

2F1(a, b; a− b+ 1; z) = (z + 1)−a
2F1

(
a

2
,
a+ 1

2
; a− b+ 1;

4z

(z + 1)2

)
, |z| < 1 (A.14)

we have

ĥ(θ) = −
2π− d

2
−1eθΓ(∆) sin

(
1
2
π(d− 2∆)

)
2F1

(
1
2
, 1;−d

2
+∆+ 1; sech2(θ)

)
CO (e2θ + 1)Γ

(
∆− d

2

)
ĥ(ρ) =

Γ(∆) sinπ
(
∆− d

2

)
COπ

d
2
+1Γ

(
∆− d

2

)√
1 + ρ

2F1

(
1

2
, 1, 1− d

2
+ ∆,

1

1 + ρ

) (A.15)

14We are temporarily assuming θ > 0, so e−2θ < 1 and the identity is valid. We actually made this
assumption when closing the contour in the lower half k-plane in Eq. A.13, which converges for θ > 0.
If we instead consider θ < 0 and close the contour in the upper half plane of k, the result contains a
hypergeometric function with the same arguments, except for the last argument which is e2θ instead of e−2θ.
Thus, the identity A.14 still applies, and in fact the final answer for ĥ(θ) is the same function for θ > 0 and
θ < 0.
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We now rewrite the hypergeometric function as a sum, apply the inverse hat transform, and

perform the sum

h(ξ) =
(d− 2∆)Γ(∆) sinπ

(
d−2∆

2

)
2πd+1COΓ

(
1
2
− d

2

) ∞∑
n=0

Γ
(
n+ 1

2

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+ n+∆+ 1

) ∫ ∞

0

dρρ−
d+1
2 (1 + ρ+ ξ)−n− 1

2

=
Γ(∆) sinπ

(
∆− d

2

)
Γ
(
d
2

)
COπd+1Γ

(
∆− d

2

)
ξ

d
2

2F1

(
d

2
,−d

2
+ ∆, 1− d

2
+ ∆,−1

ξ

)
.

(A.16)

In the last line we used we used a hypergeometric identity15. The full result for the σ

propagator at leading order in large N is thus

⟨σ(x)σ(x′)⟩ = h(ξ)

(4zz′)d−∆

=
1

(4zz′)d−∆

Γ(∆) sinπ
(
∆− d

2

)
Γ
(
d
2

)
COπd+1Γ

(
∆− d

2

)
ξ

d
2

2F1

(
d

2
,−d

2
+ ∆, 1− d

2
+ ∆,−1

ξ

)
.

(A.17)

A.2 ⟨Oσ⟩

In this section we derive the correlator ⟨O(x1)σ(x2)⟩, where x1 ∈ Rd
− and x2 ∈ Rd

+ are on

opposite sides of the interface. We will work in the folded theory for convenience, taking

z1 → −z1 and ξ1 → −(1+ ξ1). We can perform similar manipulations as in Appendix (A.1).

The definition of ⟨O(x1)σ(x2)⟩folded is

⟨O(x1)σ(x2)⟩folded = −
∫ ∞

0

dz

∫
dd−1x⟨O(x1)O(x)⟩0,folded⟨σ(x)σ(x2)⟩ (A.18)

The correlators ⟨Oσ⟩folded and ⟨OO⟩folded are constrained by conformal symmetry to take the

form

⟨O(x)σ(x′)⟩folded ≡ k(ξ)

(2z)∆(2z′)d−∆
, ⟨O(x)O(x′)⟩0,folded ≡ gf (ξ)

(4zz′)∆
=

CO

(4zz′)∆
1

(1 + ξ)∆

(A.19)

15
2F1(a, b; c; z) = (1− z)−b

2F1

(
b, c− a; c; z

z−1

)
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while ⟨σσ⟩ was just derived in A.17. Plugging this into A.18 and integrating both sides by∫
dd−1x1 gives∫

dd−1x1
k(ξ12)

(2z1)∆(2z2)d−∆
= −

∫
dd−1x1

∫ ∞

0

dz

∫
dd−1x

gf (ξ1)

(4z1z)∆
h(ξ2)

(4zz2)d−∆

k̂(ρ12) = −
∫ ∞

0

dz

2z
ĝf (ρ1)ĥ(ρ2).

(A.20)

where

ρ12 =
(z1 − z2)

2

4z1z2
, ρ1 =

(z1 − z)2

4z1z
, ρ2 =

(z2 − z)2

4z2z
. (A.21)

Using the same change of variables as before

z1 = e2θ1 z2 = e2θ2 , (A.22)

we have

k̂(sinh2 θ12) = −
∫ ∞

−∞
dθ ĝf (sinh

2(θ12 − θ))ĥ(sinh2(θ)). (A.23)

The Fourier transform over θ12 of this convolution is just

˜̂
k(k) = −

∫
dθ12e

ikθ12

∫
dθ ĝf (sinh

2(θ12 − θ))ĥ(sinh2(θ))

= −˜̂gf (k)
˜̂
h(k).

(A.24)

While
˜̂
h(k) is given in A.12, we still need to compute ˜̂gf (k) by applying a hat transform and

Fourier transform. We have

gf (ξ) =
1

(1 + ξ)∆

ĝf (ρ) =
COπ

d−1
2 Γ

(
−d

2
+∆+ 1

2

)
Γ(∆)

(ρ+ 1)
1
2
(d−2∆−1)

˜̂gf (k) =
Coπd/2Γ

(
1
2
(−d− ik + 1) + ∆

)
Γ
(
1
2
(−d+ ik + 1) + ∆

)
Γ(∆)Γ

(
−d

2
+∆+ 1

)
(A.25)
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In the last line we used the following result∫ ∞

−∞
dθ eikθ(cosh2(θ))

d−2∆−1
2 =

2 2F1

(
1, 1

2
(d+ ik − 2∆ + 1); 1

2
(−d+ ik + 3) + ∆;−1

)
−d+ 2∆+ ik + 1

−
2 2F1

(
1, 1

2
(d− ik − 2∆ + 1); 1

2
(−d− ik + 3) + ∆;−1

)
d− 2∆ + ik − 1

=
22∆−dΓ

(
−d

2
− ik

2
+∆+ 1

2

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+ ik

2
+∆+ 1

2

)
Γ(−d+ 2∆+ 1)

(A.26)

where we applied the hypergeometric identity

2F1(a, b; c; z) =
(−z)−aΓ(c)Γ(b− a) 2F1

(
a, a− c+ 1; a− b+ 1; 1

z

)
Γ(b)Γ(c− a)

+
(−z)−bΓ(c)Γ(a− b) 2F1

(
b, b− c+ 1;−a+ b+ 1; 1

z

)
Γ(a)Γ(c− b)

(A.27)

to the second hypergeometric function in the first line of A.26. Plugging the results for ˜̂gf

and
˜̂
h into A.24, we have simply

˜̂
k(k) = sinπ(d

2
−∆)sech

(
πk
2

)
. (A.28)

It is then straightforward to compute the inverse Fourier transform and inverse hat transform:

k̂(ρ) =
sin
(
1
2
π(d− 2∆)

)
π
√
ρ+ 1

k(ξ) =
Γ
(
d
2

)
sin π

(
d
2
−∆

)
πd/2+1(1 + ξ)

d
2

.

(A.29)

So the final result for the ⟨Oσ⟩ correlator is given by

⟨O(x1)σ(x2)⟩folded =
Γ
(
d
2

)
sin π

(
d
2
−∆

)
πd/2+1(2z1)∆(2z2)d−∆(1 + ξ12)

d
2

⟨O(x1)σ(x2)⟩ =
Γ
(
d
2

)
sin π

(
d
2
−∆

)
πd/2+1(−2z1)∆(2z2)d−∆(−ξ12)

d
2

(A.30)

A.3 ⟨OO⟩

Starting from the Oσ two point function we now look at deriving the ⟨O(x1)O(x2)⟩ correlator
on the UV side of the interface. Again, we use the folded theory for convenience and take
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z1 → −z1, z2 → −z2:

⟨O(x1)O(x2)⟩folded =
CO

(x12)2∆
−
∫
ddx⟨O(x1)σ(x)⟩folded⟨O(x)O(x2)⟩folded (A.31)

Since ⟨OO⟩ is constrained by conformal symmetry, the second term of A.31 must take the

form
l(ξ)

(2z1)∆(2z2)∆
= −

∫
ddx

k(ξ1)

(2z1)∆(2z)d−∆

gf (ξ2)

(4zz2)∆
(A.32)

where k(ξ) and gf (ξ) are defined in A.19. We find l(ξ) the exact same way we found k(ξ) in

A.2, so we need not repeat all the steps. We have

˜̂
l(k) = −˜̂g(k)

˜̂
k(k)

= −
COπ

d/2sech
(
πk
2

)
sin
(
1
2
π(d− 2∆)

)
Γ
(
1
2
(−d− ik + 1) + ∆

)
Γ
(
1
2
(−d+ ik + 1) + ∆

)
Γ(∆)Γ

(
−d

2
+∆+ 1

)
(A.33)

where we plugged in ˜̂g(k) and
˜̂
k(k) from A.25 and A.29. We can perform the inverse Fourier

transform by summing over residues16

l̂(ρ) = −
COπ

d−1
2 Γ

(
∆+ 1−d

2

)
Γ (∆) ρ∆+ 1−d

2

+
COπ

d/2

Γ(∆)Γ(1 + d
2
−∆)ρ1/2

2F1

(
1

2
,
d

2
−∆;

d

2
−∆+ 1;−1

ρ

)
(A.34)

where we applied hypergeometric identities A.14 and

2F1(a, b; c; z) = (1− z)−a
2F1

(
a, c− b; c;

z

z − 1

)
(A.35)

to simplify the expression. Then applying the inverse hat transform gives

l(ξ) = −CO

ξ∆
+
COΓ

(
d
2

)
2F1

(
d
2
, 1
2
(d− 2∆); 1

2
(d− 2∆ + 2);−1

ξ

)
Γ(∆)Γ

(
d
2
−∆+ 1

)
ξd/2

(A.36)

16Note that the comment in footnote 14 also applies here.
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where, to evaluate the second term, we rewrote the hypergeometric as a sum, performed the

integral, and then performed the sum. Thus, our final expression for ⟨OO⟩ is

⟨O(x1)O(x2)⟩ =
1

(4z1z2)∆
COΓ

(
d
2

)
Γ(∆)Γ

(
d
2
+ 1−∆

)
ξ

d
2
12

2F1

(
d

2
,
d

2
−∆, 1 +

d

2
−∆,−1

ξ

)
. (A.37)

So it is related to the σ two point function up to a change of ∆ → d−∆ and change of the

coefficient CO → Cσ along with the reflection z1,2 → −z1,2.

B Details of ⟨Φ⟩ calculation

In this appendix, we extract the coefficient of the one-point function of Φ on the free (left) side

of the interface, aΦ,L by multiplying the first and second line of (2.27) by z∆Φ−d
L , integrating

out (xL, zL), and dividing by the regularized volume of hyperbolic space at the end. We

have

√
NΦaΦ,L

2∆Φ
vol(Hd) =

CΦOOC̃σ

2

∫ ∞

0

dzL

zd−∆Φ
L

∫
dd−1xL(. . . )

=
CΦOOC̃σ

2

π
d−1
2 2∆Φ−2dΓ

(
−d

2
+∆Φ + 1

2

)
Γ
(
∆Φ

2

)
2

∫ ∞

0

dz1dz2
zd1z

d
2

∫
dd−1x1d

d−1x2

× 2F1

(
d
2
, 2∆−d

2
; 2∆+2−d

2
;− 1

ξ12

)∫ 1

0

dα
(
α− α2

)∆Φ
2

−1

×
∫ ∞

αz1+(1−α)z2

dzL
(z1z2)

∆Φ/2

(zL − (αz1 + (1− α)z2))
d−∆Φ (z2L + α(1− α)x212)

∆Φ+(1−d)/2
.

(B.1)

The integral over zL produces a hypergeometric function which may be written as a Mellin-

Barnes integral, after which we may integrate out the Feynman parameter, which gives

√
NΦaΦ,L

2∆Φ
vol(Hd) =

CΦOOC̃σ

2

πd/22−d−∆ΦΓ (−d+∆Φ + 1)

Γ
(
∆Φ

2

)
2

∫ ∞

−∞

ds

2πi

Γ(−s)Γ
(
s+ ∆Φ

2

)
2

Γ
(
−d

2
+ s+∆Φ + 1

)
×
∫ ∞

0

dz1dz2
zd1z

d
2

∫
dd−1x1d

d−1x2 2F1

(
d

2
,∆− d

2
;−d

2
+ ∆+ 1;− 1

ξ12

)
ξ

1
2
(−d+∆Φ−2∆+2s)

12 .

(B.2)

This leaves us with a double integral over hyperbolic space with an integrand that depends

only on the hyperbolic distance ξ12. We can integrate over this distance using hyperbolic

ball coordinates by setting one point at the center of the ball (x = 0, z = 1), where the
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hyperbolic ball coordinates are defined as

ds2 =
4

(1− u2)2
(du2 + u2dΩ2

d−1). (B.3)

Here the chordal distance is given by ξ12 =
u2

1−u2 . The expression then becomes

√
NΦaΦ,L

2∆Φ
vol(Hd) =

CΦOOC̃σ

2

πd/2
(
∆− d

2

)
2−∆ΦΓ (−d+∆Φ + 1)

Γ
(
d
2

)
Γ
(
∆Φ

2

)
2

vol(Hd)

×
∫ ∞

−∞

dsdt

(2πi)2
Γ(−s)Γ

(
s+ ∆Φ

2

)
2

Γ
(
−d

2
+ s+∆Φ + 1

) Γ(−t)Γ (d2 + t
)
Γ
(
−d

2
+ t+∆

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+ t+∆+ 1

)
×
∫
dd−1Ω

∫ 1

0

du u∆Φ−2∆+2s−2t−1
(
1− u2

)− d
2
−∆Φ

2
+∆−s+t

√
NΦaΦ,L

2∆Φ
=
CΦOOC̃σ

2

πd
(
∆− d

2

)
2−∆ΦΓ (−d+∆Φ + 1)

Γ
(
1− d

2

)
Γ
(
d
2

)2
Γ
(
∆Φ

2

)
2

∫ ∞

−∞

ds

(2πi)

Γ(−s)Γ
(
s+ ∆Φ

2

)
2

Γ
(
−d

2
+ s+∆Φ + 1

)
×
∫ ∞

−∞

dt

(2πi)

Γ(−t)Γ
(
d
2
+ t
)
Γ
(
2∆−d

2
+ t
)
Γ
(
s− t+ ∆Φ−2∆

2

)
Γ
(
2+2∆−∆Φ−d

2
− s+ t
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Γ
(
−d

2
+ t+∆+ 1

) .

(B.4)

The t-integral is in the appropriate form to apply Barnes’ second lemma, and after applying

this we have

√
NΦaΦ,L

2∆Φ
=
CΦOOC̃σ

2

πd2−∆ΦΓ
(
−d

2
+∆+ 1

)
Γ (−d+∆Φ + 1)

Γ
(
d
2

)
Γ(−d+∆+ 1)Γ

(
∆Φ

2

)
2

∫ ∞

−∞

ds

(2πi)

×
Γ(−s)Γ

(
s+ ∆Φ

2

)
Γ
(
−d

2
− s+∆− ∆Φ

2
+ 1
)
Γ
(
−d

2
+ s+ ∆Φ

2

)
Γ
(
d
2
+ s−∆+ ∆Φ

2

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+ s+∆Φ + 1

) .

(B.5)

The s-integral can also be performed using Barnes’ second lemma. This gives the final result

√
NΦaΦ,L =

C̃σCΦOOπ
d∆ΦΓ

(
−d

2
+∆+ 1

)2
Γ
(
d
2
−∆+ ∆Φ

2

)
Γ (∆Φ − d)

2Γ
(
d
2

)
Γ
(
∆Φ

2
+ 1
)
2Γ
(
−d+∆+ ∆Φ

2
+ 1
)

= −
CσCΦOOπ

d2−∆Φ−1∆ΦΓ
(
d
2
−∆

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+∆+ 1

)2
Γ (∆Φ − d) Γ

(
1
2
(d− 2∆ +∆Φ)

)
Γ
(
d
2
−∆+ 1

)
Γ(d−∆)Γ

(
∆− d

2

)
Γ
(
∆Φ

2
+ 1
)
2Γ
(
−d+∆+ ∆Φ

2
+ 1
)

(B.6)

where in the last line we expressed the result in terms of the normalization Cσ of ⟨σσ⟩ on

whole space.
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C Green’s functions in AdS with inhomogeneous bound-

ary conditions

The scalar propagator given inhomogeneous boundary conditions on Hd+1 was computed

in [21]. For w1 < w2, it is given by17

G̃(X1, X2) =
2π− d

2
−1 csc

(
1
2
π(d− 2∆)

)
(d− 2∆)Γ

(
d
2

) (1− w2)
∆/2w

∆/2
2 (1− w1)

d− 3∆
2 w

d−∆
2

1

×
∫ ∞

0

dν ν sinh(2πν)Γ

(
1

2
(d− 2iν − 1)

)
Γ

(
1

2
(d+ 2iν − 1)

)
× 2F1

(
1

2
− iν, iν +

1

2
;−d

2
+ ∆+ 1;w1

)
× 2F1

(
1

2
(d− 2∆− 2iν + 1),

1

2
(d− 2∆ + 2iν + 1);

1

2
(d− 2∆ + 2); 1− w2

)
× 2F1

(
1

2
(d− 2iν − 1),

1

2
(d+ 2iν − 1);

d

2
;−ξ12

)
(C.1)

where X1, X2 ∈ Hd+1, ξ is defined in the same way as before ξ = (x−x′)2

4zz′
, and Hd is described

by the following Poincare metric

ds2Hd =
dz2 + dx2

z2
. (C.2)

Note that Eq. (C.1) is not symmetric under w1 ↔ w2, but under both w1 ↔ w2 and

∆ → d−∆. The standard holographic propagator with homogeneous ∆ boundary conditions

17This corresponds to “G−+(X1, X2)” in the notation of [21].
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is given by

G∆(X1, X2) =
2π−d/2 csc

(
1
2
π(d− 2∆)

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+∆+ 1

)
(d−∆)Γ
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d
2
−∆+ 1

) (1− w1)
d− 3∆

2 w
d−∆
2

1 (1− w2)
d−∆
2 w

d−∆
2

2

×
∫ ∞

0

dν
ν sinh(πν)Γ

(
1
2
(d− 2iν − 1)

)
Γ
(
1
2
(d+ 2iν − 1)

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+∆− iν + 1

2

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+∆+ iν + 1

2
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1

2
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2
+ ∆+ 1;w1

)
× 2F1

(
−d
2
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2
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2
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(
1

2
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1

2
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d

2
;−ξ12

)
(C.3)

D Explicit calculation for K̃w=1 and K̃w=0 identities

D.1 K̃w=0 identity

To explicitly verify the identity relating K̃w=0 to the standard bulk-to-boundary propagator

K∆, we start with the following ansatz and solve for A1 and A2:

K̃(w1, x1;w2 = 0, x2) = A1K∆(w1, x1;w2 = 0, x2)

+ A2

∫
Hd(w=1)

ddx
√
gK∆(w1, x1;w = 1, x)⟨σ(x)O(x2)⟩Hd(w=w2=1).

(D.1)

We will simplify this expression in the same way we manipulated the K̃w=1 identity, starting

by integrating both sides by
∫
dd−1x1. Since the integral is over the Hd slice at w = 1, we

should fold the CFT correlator to Rd
+ before Weyl rescaling:

⟨σ(x)O(x2)⟩folded = ⟨σ(x)O(x2)⟩
∣∣∣∣

z2→−z2

= −
2−dπ− d

2
−1Γ

(
d
2

)
sin
(

π(d−2∆)
2

)
(2z)d−∆(2z2)∆

(ξ2 + 1)−d/2

⟨σ(x)O(x2)⟩Hd(w=w2=1) = zd−∆z∆2 ⟨σ(x)O(x2)⟩folded
= 2−dπ− d

2
−1Γ

(
d
2

)
sin
(
1
2
π(d− 2∆)

)
(ξ2 + 1) −d/2.

(D.2)
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The proposed identity is then

(1− w1)
d−∆
2 w

∆
2
1 (1 + ξ12)

−d/2
2F1

(
1,
d

2
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d

2
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1
2
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d
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)
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∆/2w
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1 (ξ12 + w1)

−∆

+ A2
2−dπ−d/2Γ(∆)

Γ
(
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∆
2 w

∆
2
1

∫
Hd(w=1)

dd−1xdz z−d (ξ1 + 1− w1)
−∆ (ξ2 + 1) −d/2.

(D.3)

Integrating over
∫
dd−1x1 gives

(1− w1)
1
2
(d−2∆)

2F1

(
1
2
, 1; d

2
−∆+ 1; 1−w1

ρ12+1

)
√
ρ12 + 1

= −A1

√
π csc

(
1
2
π(d− 2∆)

)
Γ
(
−d

2
+∆+ 1

2

)
Γ
(
∆− d

2

) (ρ12 + w1)
1
2
(d−2∆−1)

+ A2

Γ
(
−d

2
+∆+ 1

2

)
2
√
πΓ
(
∆− d

2

) ∫ ∞

0

dz

z

(ρ1 + 1− w1)
1
2
(d−2∆−1)

√
ρ2 + 1

.

(D.4)

Again using the change of variables z = e2θ, z1 = e2θ1 , z2 = e2θ2 , we have

(1− w1)
1
2
(d−2∆)sech (θ12) 2F1

(
1

2
, 1;

1

2
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2
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(2dθ)
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sinh2 (θ − θ12) + 1− w1

) 1
2
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sinh2(θ) + 1
.

(D.5)

We expand the LHS and the first term on the RHS about w1 = 1, then Fourier transform and

sum over infinite powers of w1. For the convolution on the RHS, we expand one factor about

w1 = 0, Fourier transform, and sum at the end. The Fourier transforms of the functions in
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the convolution are∫ ∞

−∞
dθ eikθ

(
sinh2 (θ) + 1− w1

) 1
2
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=
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(D.6)

and ∫ ∞

−∞
dθ eikθ

1√
sinh2(θ) + 1

= 2πsech

(
πk

2

)
. (D.7)

Note that we simplified the Fourier transform of
(
sinh2 (θ) + 1− w1

) 1
2
(d−2∆−1)

using the

hypergeometric identity18

2F1(a, b; c; z) =
Γ(c)(1− z)−a−b+cΓ(a+ b− c) 2F1(c− a, c− b;−a− b+ c+ 1; 1− z)

Γ(a)Γ(b)

+
Γ(c)Γ(−a− b+ c) 2F1(a, b; a+ b− c+ 1; 1− z)

Γ(c− a)Γ(c− b)
.

(D.8)

18valid for c− a− b ̸∈ Z
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Plugging these results into the original expression, we have
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(D.9)

which is true for A1 = 1, A2 = −1. Thus, we have shown the identity holds and takes the

form

K̃(w1, x1;w2 = 0, x2) = K∆(w1, x1;w2 = 0, x2)

−
∫
Hd(w=1)

ddx
√
gK∆(w1, x1;w = 1, x)⟨σ(x)O(x2)⟩Hd(w=w2=1).

(D.10)

D.2 K̃w=1 identity

To explicitly verify the identity relating K̃w=1 to the standard bulk-to-boundary propagator

K∆, we start with the following ansatz and solve for A:

K̃(w1, x1;w2 = 1, x2) = A

∫
Hd(w=1)

ddx
√
gK∆(w1, x1;w = 1, x)(zz2)

d−∆⟨σ(x)σ(x2)⟩

w
∆/2
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(
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2
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2
+ 1; 1

ξ2+1

)
.

(D.11)

where A is a constant to be solved for. We can simplify the expression using the same

technique from [37] that we used to derive the two-point functions: first we integrate both
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sides by
∫
dd−1x1, which allows us to integrate

∫
dd−1x on the RHS:

(1− w1)
d
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2F1

(
1
2
, 1;−d

2
+∆+ 1; w1

ρ12+1

)
√
ρ12 + 1

= −A
π− d

2
− 1

2Γ(∆)Γ
(
−d

2
+∆+ 1

2

)
2COΓ

(
∆− d

2

)2
×
∫ ∞

0

dz

z

(ρ1 − w1 + 1)
1
2
(d−2∆−1)

2F1

(
1
2
, 1;−d

2
+∆+ 1; 1

ρ2+1

)
√
ρ2 + 1

(D.12)

where ρi =
(z−zi)

2

4zzi
. Then we perform a change of variables z = e2θ, z1 = e2θ1 , z2 = e2θ2 , which

turns the RHS into a convolution of two functions of θ over the real line:

(1− w1)
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This motivates us to Fourier transform both sides. The Fourier transform of the hypergeo-

metric factor on the RHS integrand was already computed during the derivation of ⟨σσ⟩ so
it is just (A.12) with a different prefactor:∫ ∞

−∞
dθeikθ

1√
cosh2(θ)
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) . (D.14)

The Fourier transform of the other factor in the RHS integrand can be computed by ex-

panding about w1 = 0, integrating term by term, and summing over powers of w1 at the

end:∫ ∞

−∞
dθeikθ

(
sinh2 (θ)− w1 + 1

) 1
2
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=
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(D.15)

67



The Fourier transform of the LHS can be found in a similar way, which leads to the expression

πsech

(
πk

2

)
2F1

(
−d− ik + 1
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(D.16)

This is true for

A = −
πd/2COΓ

(
∆− d

2

)
Γ(∆)

≡ −CO

C∆
. (D.17)

Thus, we have shown the identity is correct and takes the form

K̃(w1, x1;w2 = 1, x2)

= −CO

C∆

∫
Hd(w=1)

ddx
√
gK∆(w1, x1;w = 1, x)(zz2)

d−∆⟨σ(x)σ(x2)⟩.
(D.18)
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