arXiv:2407.07856v1 [hep-th] 10 Jul 2024

RG Interfaces from Double-Trace Deformations

Simone Giombi®, Elizabeth Helfenberger®, and Himanshu Khanchandani®

@ Department of Physics, Princeton University, Princeton, NJ 08544, USA

b Center for Cosmology and Particle Physics, New York University, New York, NY 10003, USA

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 CF'T's 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 CFT's 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 NV expansion, a well-known example of

RG flow is obtained by turning on a relevant double-trace deformation [22-30]
S = SCFT -+ )\/ddl' 0O? (11)

where O is a single-trace operator in the original CFT with scaling dimension A < d/2. This
relevant perturbation triggers an RG flow to an IR CF'T in which the operator O has scaling
dimension d — A + 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



only over half of the space

S = SCFT—F)\/ ddl’Oz, (1.2)

2>0

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 ¢’¢’ or ¥;1"). 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 — € 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 A of a CF'T operator corresponding to an AdS
scalar field p with mass m is given by the relation m? = A(A — d) (we set the AdS radius
to one). The two solutions to this equation correspond to the possible boundary behaviors
@ ~ 22% as 2 — 0 (here z denotes the holographic AdS coordinate in the usual Poincare met-
ric ds? = (dz? +dz*dx*)/2?). In the range d/2—1 < A < d/2 (or —d?/4 < m* < —d?/4+1),
both behaviors lead to possible unitary boundary conditions for the scalar field: the choice
¢ ~ 2% corresponds to the UV CFT (where O has dimension A < d/2), while the choice
@~ 204
that both the UV and IR CFT are described by the same dual theory in AdS, the only

corresponds to the IR CFT, where the dual operator has dimension d — A. Note



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 AdS,; 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 ¢ ~ 22

d—A

asymptotics as we
approach one of the boundary regions, and ¢ ~ z as we approach the other region.! 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 CF'T. We review these calculations below and show that they reproduce, as
expected, the results of Section 2 obtained directly on the CF'T side. We show that the agree-
ment between CF'T 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 ¢'¢* or ;)"
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,

IThis 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.



to the first subleading order at large V. 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 CF'T calculation.

Consider a CFT in d dimensions with a sensible large N limit which contains a single
trace operator O with scaling dimension A < d/2. Then we can define an RG interface in

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

S:&+A/ 0? (2.1)
R4
+
where RY = {(x,2) : 2 > 0} and Sy 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] _ /[D(b]e_SO[QS]_)\flRiO + fRd JO

(2.2)
7/\‘[&1 02 + fJRd JO

= Zo<€ >0

where (...)o denotes the expectation value in the UV theory with J = 0 and A = 0.
We proceed as in [24,36] and perform a large N expansion by introducing a Hubbard-

Stratonovich auxiliary field o

0

L (o0 thatter0y

Zo (2.3)



Since O is a single trace operator and we have a large N CF'T, the higher point correlation

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

(e~ [0 =N0Y | — o3 [ dlmrdea(O(z)r =) (@1)(0(z2)0 =) (2) (OO0 | O(1/N). (2.4)

where 6(z) is the Heaviside step function. The two-point function of O in the undeformed

theory has the following normalization
G12 = <O(ZL’1)O(ZL’2)>0 = A" (25)

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
CFTyy x CFTir. We may now express the action as an integral over Ri by reflecting points
on the “left” side of the interface using R(x, z) = (x,—z), and we denote Jr; = J(Rz;).
The partition function is Gaussian upon shifting o, which gives the following result after

integrating out o

M _ e_%logdet(Gm-f-a(;;\Q))eXp 1/
Z 2

)

) d?zyd%my (J1G12J2 + 2J1G1r2Jr2 + JR1IGRIR2IR2

4

5(5554)
2\

-1
) (Gaad2 + G4,R2JR2)):|

d®w3d®zy (J1G13 + JriGRi13) (G34 +
+

d
+

(2.6)

-1
where (G(x —x3) + M) is the inverse of G(x — 23) + 2222 over positive half space:
J’_

/
(2.7)

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

dx (G(gc1 — )+ 5(.7512_;95)) +1 (G(g; — x9) + 5(:1;2_—;52)) =0(x) —x9)  if 21,20 > 0.

d
+

A — oo. The functional derivative with respect to Jz and J bring down factors of O and
0/2\ respectively (this is because O on the right side is identified with o/(2)), as follows
from how the auxiliary field was introduced in (2.3)). This gives us the following two-point

functions for O and o (using the “L” subscript to denote points on the left half of space in



the unfolded theory):

(0(z1)0(x2)) = =G (21 — 2)
<O'<CC'1)O(CL’L2)> = /Rd dde‘gG_i__l(ZL‘l — $3)G(ZE3 — JZLQ)
=~ [ dsalotao(en) (OOl
RS (2.8)
(O(21)O(212)) = (O(2£1)O(212))0

+/R d"w3d"24(0(21)O(x3))o{0 (23) (24))(O(24)O(L2) o

d
+

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 o 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 ¢2/(2)), and using the action

S =25 +/ d’r ¢O (2.9)
rd
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 o, 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 ¢ in the
presence of an interface. The two-point function of ¢ can be found by inverting —G(z1 — x2)

on positive half space:

/R d?2(O(21)0(2))o(o(z)o(22)) = —0(x1 — 23), 1,79 € RYL. (2.10)

d
+

One can perform the inversion using the methods in [37]. The details of the calculation are



given in Appendix (A.1), and here we quote the result:

hée) G,

(42122)d_A N (42122)d A

(o(21)o(2) e, (‘f ENNS T YN _i) (2.11)

27 92 2 €12

where we introduced

(g —x)? . T(A)sinm (A-9)T (%)
o= — Co = Cor T (A1) (2.12)

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

(O(zr1)o(zs)) = —/Rd d"z(0(211)0(@))o(0 (2)0 (z2))

1 I’(;—i) sinw(;—i —A)
(2o S @) 8 w61

(2.13)

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

(O(211)0(z12)) = (O(2£1)O(21L2))0 —/ d*z(O(211)0(x))o (0 (2)O(zL2))

RS
_ 1 Col' (%) dQF(ilil—Al d_A_i)
(4z122)2 D(A)D (¢+1-A)¢: 272 §12
(2.14)

The integral was performed using the techniques described in (A.3). Note that this is the
same as the o two-point function upon sending A — d — A and Cp — C,, where C, is the
normalization of (co) in the theory without the interface (i.e. if the double trace deformation
were defined on whole space, see for instance [30]):

“T(A)L(d - A)

-G ] =1

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



excitations ® on the defect which couple to bulk operators ® (see [1] for a review). For scalar
operators, the bulk-to-defect two-point function is constrained by conformal symmetry to

take the form Iy
2 Hod
PA(X1,21)Pi(x2)) = il —. 2.16

where N3 is the normalization of ® in the UV theory on whole space. Taking ® to be the

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

_ \/JQ@CL@,L

(—QZl)A , 21 <0

(Pa(x1,21))

(2.17)
_ \W;GQ,R

(QZl)A , 21> 0.

We will work for notational convenience in the folded theory CFTyy x CFTir so that we

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

i §i2lsi 2y = —(1 4+ &12) §12<0 (2.18)

§12 €12 > 0

Two-point functions in the bulk may be decomposed into bulk and boundary channel con-
formal blocks as [37,38]

) £ (B1+A2)/2 B
(@1(2)P2(2")) = (22951 (22752 Na, Na, | 612 + ; A2k four (D12, Ag; €)
- (2.19)
1 N~
= 2295 (225e N Na, |aras + zl: parpian foay (A €)
where the bulk and boundary conformal blocks are
s A+ A Ay —A d -
fou (D12, Ag; €) = 3/, Fy ( £ 5 2 =k 5 12§Ak+1—§;—f)
(2.20)

A~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ d . 1
oay (A, €) = €251y (Az,Az +1-— Q;QAl +2—d, —g) .



One can obtain the classical spectrum of single-trace operators on the interface by expanding
either (o) or (OO) in large ¢, which gives

Al:g+l, =0,1,2,.... (2.21)

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

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

) B Fi+1)r(¢+)r(¢+1-A+1)
Aot @I (& A+ ) T(d— AT (<4 +1+A+1)

I

/'I’OAd/Q_H = :LLO-Ad/Q_H AsdoA (222)
P+ 8+ (-¢+1+A+1)

T R)TAT (S A+ )T (E+1-A+1)

The large & expansion of (Oa) also gives an expression for ip4 p, A,- We must be careful

about the expression for (Oc) since we are in the folded theory:

0 (1T Vi) (14 &)

VG, e e = \J(d = 20)T(A) ese (n(d — 20)) T(d — A) (22122227
= (QZl)A(;zz)d—A oy + ZMOlﬂalfbdy(Ahg)
l
(2.23)

Expanding (2.23) in large ¢ again gives us a spectrum of defect operators with dimension
4 +1, and the OPE coefficients at leading order in 1/N are [21]

) ) o \/sin (%ﬂ'(d — QA)) 93 -2T (%z i l)
rosgmdtrsn = N SO T+ (2.24)

(1 2 2
o ( 1) \/’uOAd/zﬂ'uUAd/zH'

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

function of O? on the unperturbed side:

Col (5)

<O2(J;L)> = _F(A + 1) (g A) (QZL)QA'

(2.25)

10



Similarly, the coincident point limit of the o two-point function gives the one-point function

of 02 on the perturbed side:

L(A)sin (57( —2A))
AT (A _g) 22r)?

(d—2A)T (§)

2.26
274100 (A (2.26)

(o*(zR)) =

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 ()

We start by considering the one-point function coefficient for a single-trace operator ® which
is not O or . When @ is placed on the unperturbed (“left”) side of the interface (at a point

xp = (Xp,—21), 21 > 0), we have

\/Ncb&cb,L

(o)
1
- 5/(1 ddﬁL'lddZL'Q<q)<xL)O(fL’1)O(ZL’2)>O<0‘(gj1)g(x2)>
R+
_ Coo0Cs [ e ald 1
- 2 /0 ledZ?/d xd X2(4Z12’2)d—A

_d
§12” 2 F1 <g7—g+A’1 +A f12>

Agp Ag AY
((x1—=x0)?+ (z1+20)%) 2 ((x0—x1)2+ (20 +210)%) 2 ((xg —%x1)2+ (20 — 21))" 2

(P(xr, —21)) =

X

(2.27)

One may extract the coefficient ag ; more easily by multiplying both sides by ZA‘P d, inte-
grating out (X, z1), 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:

CUOq)O()?TdAcpr (g — A) T (—

+A+1)°T (Mg —d)T (L (d—2A + Ag))
2P (4 —A+1)I(d— |

A-DT (82 +1)20 (—d+ A+ 42 +1)
(2.28)

vV Nqﬂ@,L ==

ol

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

(“right”) side of the interface (at a point zr = (Xg, zr), 2g > 0). Starting from the action

11



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

(P(zR)) = %/Rd A1 dzo (D (25)0(21)O(22))o (o (1) (22)). (2.29)

To obtain ag r, we can exchange the roles of o and O by taking A = d — A, C; = Cp, and
Cos00 — Cpee. The result is

 CoCoeomANel ($ = A+ 1) T (-4 + A+ 22)T (Mg — d)
VNatar = OD(A)T (B2 + 1) 20 (A + 82 1 1) '

(2.30)

We can also express ag g in terms of Cyop rather than Cg,,, using the following expression
given in [39]
IR __ Cg(‘)/o F<A>2F (d —A- Aq}) r (g —A+ Aq))
P mICHT (2 AT (A—20)T (4 + A+ 22)

(2.31)

Plugging this into (2.30) gives

D(A—22)D (52 +1)T (A + 42 +1)

(2.32)

2.1.2 (O) and (o)

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 = 5 [ Endas(0E0w)0G oo e)o(e2)
/ddl’lddl’gddl’gddl’4<O(ZEl)O($2)0($3)0($4)O($L)>0<U(I1)O’(l’2)><0'(I'3)O'($4)> + ...
d*z1d? o (O(x)O(71)O(9))o (0 (21) 0 (22))

e / A1 dwod?w3(O(21)O(22)O(23))o(O(xr) o (21)) (o (z2) o (23)) + . . ..

(2.33)

The first term has the same structure as (®(z,)), while the integrals over x5 and x5 in the

second term have the same structure as (®(zg)). We can therefore use our results in (2.28)

12



and (2.32) to write

<O(XL7_ZL)> _ \/JQ@CL@,L’
VCO (22L)A C@;Ao@:C'Aooo

_d Lleq_
/ d /dd 1y, YNoto. T8I0 (4) sin (3m(d — 24)) 2 22
1 Ap—A p
= Ca00"+Coo0 ((zo+20)" + (1 — x1)?) "
(2.34)

where zy, is a positive quantity. The integral over x; is easily evaluated, and we get

CoooC, T Acsc (%d) r (d - %) r (_g LA+ 1)
G2 TS+ T - A+ 12T (55)

(O(xp,—2z1)) = (2.35)

We can obtain the ¢ one-point function by exchanging the roles of O and o, sending A —
d— A, Ca — Co, and COOO — Caggi

(o, )y = SaooCo T d = Mese (T (5~ A+ T (5
Ry <R)) = (QZR)d—A r (_%) P(A + 1)2F (%(d A+ 2))2

(IS

)

(2.36)

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

3d

Cooo ™ 2 'T(A)sin (3m(d — 3A)) T (3(d —3A+2)) T (d—32)T (d*_)?’.

CUO’O' = - 2 2
o r($)°'r(¢-a)°
(2.37)
We have
Cooo  2°7%(d —2A) esc (5) sin () T (871 T (d — 22) T (%52)
(0(XR, 2R)) = — 3 d—A A d 2 '
C322n) (@~ AR DRE (3 1 )T (4 A)

We could also determine (o) directly from a diagrammatic computation. Namely,

(o(zR)) = ! /ddxlddl'gdd[lfg<O($1)O($2)O($3)>0<U(ZL‘R)U<ZL‘1)><O’($2)O’($3)> +...
/ dzl/ddl 1\/N;am G gggFl(il BN 1—C—l+A—i)

(22,)A cho“’jc%oo(‘lzlzR)d’A ! 27 92 ’ 2 g
(2.39)

13



where we used the fact that the integral over x; and x9 has the same structure as (2.29) and
defined & = (z; — wg)?/(4212r). Because the z;-dependence of the integrand is 27 this
is equivalent to an integral over H¢ in which the integrand is only a function of hyperbolic
distance &;. 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

Co T2 (d — 2A)
(o(ar)) = 5 VNaaag e
(QZR)d . C@()Aoq):CAooo r (%l)z

oo _ d _d 1
X/ d_;r( s)F(2d+s)F( 2+5+A)/ duu_zs_l(l—uz)#%
27i I(-4+s+A+1) 0

(2.40)

2ZR d x VNoag R‘ Ap—A or (9)

Cs00—=Cooo
X/OOEF(—S)F(—§+S+1)F( I+5)T(—4+5+A4)
oo 27T I(—4+s+A+1) '

Using Barnes’ second lemma to perform the s integral and plugging in the expression for
\/JQ@G@J& we obtain

d_1

(o(zR)) = — Cooo ™ 272287%(d — 2A) csc (%) sin (Z£
" C%(QZR)d_A (d—A) (

I
+
—_
— [~

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 CF'T 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
1

F:F07UV+FU+O(N)

(3.1)

where Fj yy is the free energy of the UV CFT, and F, denotes the contribution of the one-
loop determinant arising from the path-integral over the auxiliary field o. Explicitly, we

have?

1
F,=F — Foyv = —log ( ) = —trlog (G12) (3.2)

Zo,uv 2

where (G5 is the two-point function of the O operator in the UV CFT, which defines the
non-local “kinetic term” for o. Since the auxiliary field o is supported over half space (R%),
the determinant of the non-local operator Gy, is to be computed over half space. For a CFT
defined on the round sphere S?, with the interface located on the S?~! 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 H¢, as explained

in the next section.

3.1 Large N calculation on H,

As mentioned above, it turns out to be easier to compute the o 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 H¢ by a
Weyl transformation, as

dz? + dx?

ds* = dz* + dx* = 2*( —) = Z2dsj. (3.3)

z

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

2Along the flow, one has F, = %tr log (G12 + 5(32)), but here we are interested in the IR limit, so we

directly drop the A-dependent term.
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of o on this H? can be obtained from the flat space result (2.11) by applying the Weyl

transformation:

(o(@1)a(r2)) = 477N(€)
_ 48 T(A)sinT (A - 9)
Y= Com™1I (A —4)¢

r(9) d d d 1 (3.4)
Fil-,—=+A1—--+4+A —
% 241 (27 9 + A, 9 + A, 5) )
where ¢ is the cross ratio defined in (2.12) and we redefine h to absorb the factor of 42~

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

of H?, with spherical S?~! boundary:
ds* = dn* + sinh® nds%. 0<n< . (3.5)
Of course, this metric is Weyl equivalent to the hemisphere, since

. 1 . :
dn® + sinh® ndsz._, = o0 (d6* + sin® Odsga-1 ) | tanh 7 = sin 6 (3.6)
In these coordinates of H? the two-point function of o takes the same form (3.4) in terms
of the cross ratio . If we place one of the o operators at the center of hyperbolic space
1 = 0, then the cross-ratio can just be expressed in terms of the 1 coordinate of the second

insertion

€ = sinh® g (3.7)

To compute the determinant, note that the two-point function of ¢ is simply the inverse
of the operator G (with the operator inversion defined on half space only). Therefore, we
can find the relevant eigenvalues by decomposing the o 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(g) => / dvh(v)D(v, 1)@, (1)@} (22). (3.8)
l

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

survives and we get ?

h(¢ = sinh? g) - / dvh(v)D(v,0)®,0(n). (3.9)

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

d—1 d—1 d
®,0(n) =211 <il/ + 5 —iv + 5 sinh? g)
3.10
D(v,0) Q‘F(w""%)‘Q (3.10)
v, = .
(4m) 20 (d/2) T (iv)[?

These eigenfunctions satisfy the following orthogonality relation

/dn(sinh ﬁ)dil‘by,o(n)@;,o(n) = ;T(f/z 62/(; 01/)’) (3.11)

Using that, we can get the mode decomposition coefficients as

(4m)?

"

M\Q_

/md§<§(1+g)) T h(E)aFy (iw%’_w Q-1 d
0

+ T’ﬁ’_f) (3.12)

To compute the integral, we express both hypergeometric functions in terms of a contour
integral, and then perform the integral over £

N 22A-dP(A) dsids

h(v) ComiT (A —9)°T (4 = A) [T (v + 42)|° / 2mi)?

D(su)D(s2) [0 (i + %5 = 1) " T (§ = 52) T (A — § — 50)
e e A JCIRR

_ 22A_dF<A) /d81d82

C Com T (A—9PT(—A) [T (iw+ )P T (1—-4) J (2mi)?

y [(s1)T(s2) |F (Z'V + % — 81)|2F (g — 82) r (% — 52) r (Q%d + 5, — 32) [ (sg — s1)
F($—s1)D(1+A—§—s) '

d—1
2

(3.13)
We can now repeatedly use Barnes second lemma to do the integral over s; and s
222~ (A) | (iv + 1) |
h(v) = —— (AL (i +3)] 5. (3.14)
Com2D (4 — A) T (iv + 52 + A)|

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

F, = —V01(2H ) /dl/D(l/, 0) log(h(v))

vol(H?) /OOdV‘F(iV—i-d%IH 10g<’F (iv + ¢ +A)| )

~ (4m)PT(d[2) Jy T (iv) 0 (v +H

(3.15)

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

OF,  vol(HY) > v+ S (g (1-d .
OB~ 2@ d)2) /Oodl/ T (i) (1/1 ( 5 +A+w) +c.c.> (3.16)

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

residues, we get

V]9

—4))

_ 2 2

oA A(4m)d2T (

OF, vol(H?)(d — 2A)T(A)T(d — A) (sin (Z2) cos 7 (£ — A) + cos (Z2) sin (
)T (5 +
(d —2M)T(A)(d — A) (sin (Z) cosm (4 — A) + cos (52) sin7 (£ — A))

(d —2A)T(A)sin(m(d — A)I'(d — A
2I'(d + 1) sin(wd)

(3.17)

We know that for A = d/2 we have F, = 0. So we may compute the free energy as

FA8) = 1 1:)lsin(7rd) /OA_gdu T <g —|—u) r (g —u) sin (g —u) . (3.18)

This is our final result for the contribution of the ¢ determinant to the free energy of our
large N interface CF'T.

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=Fyuv+ F,(A)+O(1/N). (3.19)

On the other hand, sending A — d — A leaves the full interface theory invariant while
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swapping the roles of the UV and IR theory,* giving
F=Fm+ F,(d—A)+ O(1/N) (3.20)

where [ g 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 = L (Fov + Fom) + log(g) + O(1/N) (3.21)

where we defined

(FU(A)+FU(d—A)):1/Agdu Leos W“F( mUANCRSON (3.22)

log(g) = 5 o5 (22 5) Fd+1)

1
2

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/e pole in dimensional regularization) and gives an
average of the conformal anomalies of the UV and IR CFTs,”> 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

2—A

T du u?(1—u?) cot(mu)

1-A
log(g)|a=2 = _Z/ du u? cot(mu) log(g)|4g=4 =
0

™

48
(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 large N, 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 (-1)2
3 (Fo,uv + Fo1r) P v (apv +arr)+ ..., (3.23)

where ayy and ajg are the a-anomaly coefficients of the UV and IR CFTs.
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example
(3 —2A)%(4(A —-3)A+7) 0
334 +O),
(5 —2A)%(4(A — 5)A(4(A — 5)A + 35) + 277)
46080€

log(g)]a=3-c =
(3.25)

log(g)d=5— = +0(%) .

As usual, the 1/¢e 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
Fomr — Fouv = Fo(A) — F,(d — A). (3.26)

The left-hand side of this equation is the change of the free energy under a double-trace
deformation for the CF'T 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

1 A—d/2 ‘ d d
Fo(A) = F,(d—A) = o () T{d+ 1) /0 du usin(mu)l (5 — u) r (5 + u) :
(3.27)
This indeed agrees with the well-known leading order result for F{ g — Fy yv 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 BCF'T on a
general curved space takes the following form [46,47,53]

6(2)

d=3 > -2
Ty = 22 (bR +ditrK ) (3.28)
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where R is the defect Ricci scalar and f(ij is the traceless part of the defect extrinsic curva-

ture. More explicitly,

. 1 - 1
where ;; 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/ R? while the extrinsic curvature is K;; = %%jK , meaning K = 0. Thus we

have

i),
- 2TR2

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

()=

(3.30)

the free energy under Weyl rescaling g,,, — €**g,,,, which is given by

1
S = -5 / &*x\/90 G, (TH) = —x / d*x\/g(T",) = —2ab. (3.31)

We can obtain an additional expression for 6" F 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(H?) = —27log(R/€):

B _VOI(HS) A=d/2 ’ uF(% + u)
ke = 127 /0 d D(u-—3) (3.32)
(3 —2A)%(4(A = 3)A+T7)

= T log(R/¢).

We then compute §" F' by taking the variation of the above expression under Weyl rescaling,
i.,e. R — e*R. Note that the part of the free energy from the UV CFT on whole space, Fy,
should not contribute to this (there are no bulk conformal anomalies for a 3d theory). So

we have

1
MWE=6"F, = @(3 —2A)2(4(A = 3)A + T)a. (3.33)

Comparing (3.31) and (3.33) we arrive at

1

b= "7

(3 —2A)2(4(A —=3)A+T). (3.34)

As expected, this is the same (up to an overall factor of —1/2) as the coefficient of the 1/e
pole in dimensional regularization, see eq. (3.25).

We may specify to the O(N) or GN model examples by respectively taking A = d —2 or
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A =d—1. We then find bo(n) = ban = %. 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 ¢?
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]:

N

- beritica =0. 3.35
967 tical O(N) ( )

bN free-Dirichlet —

So we have brq interface > ONfree- Dirichlet T Deriticalo(v) 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 ¢ on the free side of the interface. It has the following

decomposition in terms of interface operators

Hod Al 2a2\G A 292 . ( 1L, 2)m
X, 2) = ————D=(z°07)P(x), D=(z°0°) = ——— [ —=270
o) = L R DB, D) = 3 Lo (3
(4.1)
where the where /14 is the bulk-defect OPE coefficient and the differential operator DA can

be fixed using conformal invariance as was done in [37]. The symbol (z),, is the Pochhammer
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symbol defined by (z),, = I'(x +m)/I'(z). Applying the bulk equation of motion d,0"¢ =0
to this OPE, one finds

o= s Y s (1O

| 8=d
+@2m—-A+A)2m—1—-A+ A)(—%Bg)m(f)m_lcﬁ(x))

—Z | Mgh ii 1 <1_(2m+2—A+A)(2m+1—A+A)>
(22)A-2 2= m! (A ) A(m+1)(m + A + 59)

X (izQBQ)mQA)(X).

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

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

+ 45

(4.2)

dimension equal to one of these two values can appear in the interface OPE of the bulk scalar.
Let’s call these operators é and 5(5 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 ¢ 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 ¢ 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

N [0 1 Mg (11
(p(zr1)p(7L2)) = _(4ZL12L2>%71 [ 2 (531 t (1+ £)§1> + d—2 f%*l (1+ f)%*l '
(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 N/ (22,)%?~! which sets

ILL ~ —
90 906 _ q (4.4)
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Using this relation the above two-point function is

N, 1 pe,—1

(¢(zr1)o(zL2)) = 2 i | e 20 | (4.5)
(4zr1212)2 7 | &2 (1+¢)2

Next we look at the two-point function of ¢ with an arbitrary operator ® other than ¢, 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
Hoslas M55t a55 _
2 d—2

0. (4.6)

This fixes the two point function

N, ¢>N o Hpgilad

2r1)P(xr2)) = 7 41
()bl = Yt e

(4.7)

Finally, we consider the two-point function of ¢ with ® when @ 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 z; — —z;. In the folded picture we have a tensor product of the free and
interacting CFT, and ¢ and ® belong to different CFTs, so their two-point function should

not have any short-distance singularity. This sets to zero the coefficient of (1 + & )1’%

Poohas  2Hoatans _
2 d—2

0. (4.8)
This fixes the corresponding two-point function

NoNo — Byglieg

(2211)7 7} (22m)2 €371

(O(x01)P(vR2)) = (4.9)
In this last case, when @ is inserted on the interacting side, the final result also applies to
the case when the operator ® is the field ¢ 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

9,T" =0, 9,T" = D(x)d(2) (4.10)
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where 7 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 J#1#s that are exactly conserved (see [35] for a review).
These currents are bilinear in the scalar ¢ 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
Oy JHHem2% = DHL-Ha=2(x)6(2). (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
D#-#s=2 - Different p'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 NV 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 ¢' perturbed on half space by a quartic interaction (¢'¢")?, 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
a, (1 i\2 A iine
S=[d% 5(8,@) + Q(Z)Z(qb o). (4.12)

At d = 4 — e there is a perturbative fixed point at coupling

872
A\, = 2. 4.1
v oge T o) (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 (O?(xr)) and (0%(zgr)) given in (2.25) and (2.26). By taking

A — d — 2 for these results and expanding in d = 4 — €, we have

(O @1)) a1 (€
V2Co ' (2zL)2A( 4@)
(0*(@n)) t1e 1 ‘
V2C, " (22p)22) (4\/§> '

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

(4.14)

model. Namely, their (¢'¢")? one-point function coefficients are given by

QN(N + 2) . Large N €
8(N +38) 42

Apr p = —Qpt [, = (4.15)

In [20], the one-point function of ¢* 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 A = 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) agz ~ €2/v/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 ¢* 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 ¢ fields are inserted on the interacting

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

Gy(§)

(2112121%2)%s '

(0" (2r1)d (22r)) = 0V (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 69G4. We will determine the function

6Comparing our notation to that of [20], we have ag p = aéf and aga g, = ag}/.
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G4(&) order by order in €
G4(€) = Go(€) + €G1(§) + €Ga(&) + O(€°). (4.17)

We will fix this function by using the equations of motion for the field ¢. 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 ¢ in hyperbolic space satisfies

the following equation of motion

<v2 " M) & = Mo (8 ). (4.15)
where V2 is the scalar Laplacian on hyperbolic space and the other term comes from the
conformal mass for the field ¢ on hyperbolic space. This will enforce a differential equation
for the function G(§) 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 & — 0, the function G = £~2¢. This is a particular choice of normalization for
the field ¢. In this normalization, the fixed point value of the coupling is A\, = ¢/(2(N +38)).
The normalization choice immediately fixes

Go(€) = % (4.19)

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

(w + M) Go(£) (39G4(€)) = D (69G(€)) = Ml0'(6°0") (2m) @ (12) . (4.20)

where we defined

D® = (5(5 +1)0F + d(€ + )0 + @) : (4.21)

Since we have a factor of A\, 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 e
as D?) = D(()Q) + €D§2), we get the following equation for the first order correction to the
two-point function

DPG1(&) = =D Go(€) . (4.22)
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This equation can be solved to give

_a Co log &
Gl(g)—€+1+€+ 2%

(4.23)

Fixing the normalization as we fixed above sets ¢; = 0, so we have fixed the two-point
function to order € upto one undetermined constant, co. To go to next order in €, we have to
apply the differential operator to both the fields ¢* and ¢’ in the two-point function. Doing

that gives the following fourth-order differential equation

(d(d+2)+ (8 +6d(d+2)E(1+€))

E1+€) (E(1+ )0 + (d+2)(1+26)3) + 1 %
dB(1+28), | d(d—2)? (424
et | Gel€) = DWG,(€) = 2X2(N +2)G5.

Again expanding this operator into powers of ¢ as DW = D[()4) + €D§4) + 62D§4), we get

following differential equation for the second order correction

s 2)2 (Go(&)* — DIVG1(€) — DSVGo(€) . (4.25)

DGy (€) = 2N+ 8)2

This can be solved to give the following result

Cdi | dy | dslog€ dilog(14+&)  cplog(1+&) N +2 log{  log’(¢)
G2(5)_§+1+§ 1+¢ + ¢ 2 (1+¢6)  4(N+8)2 ¢ + 8¢

(4.26)

Fixing the normalization of ¢ sets d; = 0. Note that ¢, above is the constant that appeared

in the second order correction to the Green’s function. So now we have four undetermined
constants, namely co,dy,d3 and dy. 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 ¢ — 0 limit. The
first operator that appears in the bulk OPE is the ¢? operator and using (2.19) 7, we can

write its contribution as follows

Gy(&) = £8 4 )\¢;¢;¢2a¢2£%(A¢2_2A¢) + higher orders in &

M
— ’Y ’
= &% 4 e(Ngigpage) D + € ((%;@&%2)(2) + (Aogigzage) ( - 7é1)> log 5) ’

2
(4.27)

"Note that in this normalization we have Ny = 9284
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where the superscripts indicate the order of perturbation theory in € 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

2= (Appeage),  d2 = (Nggeae)? . (4.28)

We may then use the following bulk CFT data for the Wilson-Fisher CF'T, which can be
found in the literature (see e.g. [55])

N +2 N +2
(2) + W_ 22wy (4.29)

EaTi R
and this fixes the coefficient of log ¢ in the bulk OPE limit

 (Agppra ) (N 4 2) (N +2)
ds = ¢¢¢2(;f+8) T 2N +8) (430)

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

must have following decomposition in the interface channel
Go(§) = Zﬂilfbdy(AU £). (4.31)
!

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

ential operators with eigenvalues

(d—2A))(d —2—2A))

D® fiay(As:€) = 1 foay (Ar: ),
A (d—2A)%(d—2—-2A)? - )
D fay(As; ) = : 16 = foay (B €).

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

€, we have
12,(d —2A)(d — 2 — 2A) A
y tald =220k = foay(Bi3€) = 0. (4.33)

l

So to order €, we only have two operators in the interface OPE of ¢, namely ¢ and 5(\;5 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

p2(d = 20)2(d—2-2A)2 . (N+2)e
) 16 Joay(As;§) = SN 18 (4.34)

l

The fact that the right hand side is proportional to 1/£* 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 ¢ on
the free side: that the operators gB and 555 are protected operators. The above equation

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

2 _ (N+2)e?
He3 = 8(N+8)%"

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

terms that can appear in (4.26) in the limit £ — oo. This constrains the coefficients as

follows
(N +2) . (N+2)  a(N+2)

dy+dy = T2 _ _ .
3T M= AN 1)y PTAN T8 2N 18

(4.35)

As a result, we have fixed the two-point function of the field ¢ on the interacting side up
to two coefficients, namely ¢o and dy, which are both related respectively to the order ¢ and
€2 pieces in the bulk-one point function of ¢2. In fact, we expect to have ¢, = 0 since, as
pointed out in [20], the one-point functions coefficient a2 should start at O(e?), 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

1
L(A,d) = / ddxlddxz\/g—m/@@
= vol(H)y_, /0 dn(sinh(n))?! 4sinh21(n/2))A (4.36)

(
d=320-28 gjn (sd) 1 (1 — &) T (4 — A)T(—d + A +1).

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

Fony = NF, + FOM) (4.37)

int
where NFj is the free energy of the N free scalars on S? and Figt(N) 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 €, it is given by

RO = <20 [ et 606 )

~AN(N +2)

(4.38)
- T/ddxlddl?v g$1v9$2G¢($1,I2)4

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

_ G-y

Thus the free energy contribution from the interaction is given by

FO(N) B N(N =+ 2)62
N T T ]
1674(N + 8)
N(N + 2) 2 Large N €
UV T 2 3y Lavse N
5oy +8p2¢ T o) 1152

[1(2d — 4,4 — ¢)
(4.40)

+ O(€)

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

wer () (i)

+0(e),

and d = 4 — ¢, which gives

Nl

1
Fo(A=d=-2)= ['(d + 1) sin(7d) /o

ded_c €2 13¢3
= +
1152 13824

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

4.2 Gross-Neveu model

We now consider Ny Dirac fermions (denoting N = Nytrl), 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
5= [ ate (o + L5 ).
This model has a fixed point in d = 2 4 € dimensions at the coupling

2

4.2.1 Free energy

The free energy of the theory is given by

Fgy = NF; + FGN.

int

(4.42)

(4.43)

(4.44)

where F} is the free energy of a single free fermion component on S¢, computed in [56], and

FGN

int

in perturbation theory

RGN =~ [ it 53 (Bl ) 5 (2)

N(N —1)e

W/ddxlddx2\/971@<4g) 2(d—1)

(N —1)N¢?

or v — gl =22+

N(N — 1)6 3\ Large N €
go(v — 2z Ol o6 7O

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

to leading order

(4.45)

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

given by plugging in A = d — 1 to (3.18) and specifying d = 2 + e. In the limit of small ¢, it

indeed agrees with the epsilon expansion result derived above:

d
1 Eh d d :
F,(A=d-1)= F(d+1)sin(7rd)/0 duuF<§+u>F(§—u> sm7r<2

ds2te €€ 0
= o6 e O
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4.3 Gross-Neveu-Yukawa model

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

model, which has the following action
_ ) 1 -
S = / dy <wﬁﬂauw +0(2) <§(8#5)2 + st + %s‘*)) . (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 — € at the following values of the couplings [57, 58]

. 47)?
(i) = U

N +6 (4.48)

. (4m)? (=2N + 3+ V4AN? + 132N +9) ‘
92 = 3(4N + 6) “
4.3.1 Free energy
The free energy of the theory is given by
Fony = NFy+ FP + FgN” (4.49)

where, as in the Gross-Neveu model, the first term N F is the contribution from Ny free Dirac

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

now we have an additional term FP

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 — €. Because the scalar field
has Dirichlet boundary conditions, we require an additional integral beyond (4.36), which

we denote Is:

_ d,. d 1 !
L(AL, Ao, d) = /d x1d $2@\/g_“(4§12)A1 (4(&12 + 1))22

:VOI(Hd)Qd1/ dn(sinh(n))**
0

1
(45inh*(n/2)) (4cosh®(n/2))22  (4:50)

d—1 ,d
WT+§2d_2A1_2A2F (17d
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Thus, the free energy contribution to from the interaction is, to leading order,

FENVY = / 0, Ay G G0 () 00 ()

Ne 1 1
= ——————— [ d%1d*%\/Gr,\/Tas — - .
2N+ 6) / ‘/g_\/g_<4£) (( 49270 (4(1+ )2 1) (4.51)
:_%(11(%1—2,4—6)—12(61—1,%—1,4—6))
. Ne Large N €
96(N + 2) 96

Note that the contribution from the I, integral is actually zero due to the I'(0) in the
FGNY

int

denominator of (4.50), so computing the with the Dirichlet propagator for ¢ yields
the same result as using the o propagator with no boundary condition.

To see how this provides a check of the large N result F,,(A), note that the IR fixed point
of the GNY model is expected to be equivalent to the CF'T at the UV fixed point of the GN

model [57]. In other words, we expect the following to be true
Fonylgrgs = Fanlg = NpFy + Fo(A = d = 1) + O(1/N) (4.52)

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

int

as
FONY — F (A=d—1)—FP (4.53)

int

We first obtain F, by plugging in A =d — 1 and d = 4 — € into (3.18):

FU(A:d—l):F(dJrl;Sin(ﬂd) /Ol_gduur(gm)r(g—u) sinw(%—u)

dpae 1 240 log(A) — 480¢'(—3) — B%B) 29 16
~ 180e 2880

+0.00727¢ + O(€?)
(4.54)

where A is Glaisher’s constant and « is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. To obtain F'”| note
that the free energy of the scalar on the whole sphere, F, is given by summing over Dirichlet

and Neumann modes:

_sin(wd/Z;F(l — /0 " wsin(ru)T (g + u> r (g - u) (4.55)

F,=FP+FN =
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where Fy is given in [56]. On the other hand, the change in free energy flowing from Neumann

to Dirichlet boundary conditions is given by [50]

1 2 . d—1 d—1
FN - FP = — D) /0 du usin(mu)l’ (T + u) r (T — u) . (4.56)

sin(=5

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

conditions is just

FP = L(F, — (FY - FP))
2 (4.57)
avae 1 240log(A) —480¢'(—3) =29 — 16y ((3) '

—0.00314 2.
180 5330 Ton2 — 0-003149¢ + O(<7)

Then, according to (4.53), we find that the contribution from the GNY interaction term at
large N, specified to d = 4 — € should be

FONY — F(A=d—1)—FP = 9—66 +0(&), (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= / i (%(6,@’)2 +0(2) (%((9“3)2 + Lsgigi 4 %253)) | (4.59)

For N > N,.;, the interacting model has unitary IR stable perturbative fixed points at
d =6 — €. At leading order in large N, the couplings at the fixed point are given by [59]

. [6e(4m)3
b N (4.60)
92 = 6g7.
4.4.1 Free energy
The free energy of the theory is given by
Feubic o) = NF, + FP 4 Foibic 00V (4.61)
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Using ordinary perturbation theory at d = 6 — ¢, we compute the contribution to the free

energy from the interaction term, which gives

. 2 . . . .
B 00 = < [ (566 (01)50'6 ()

3€ 1 1 L
= —— dd dd 1 2 d - g
e T ((45)21 (401 +€))21> (4.62)
B _23_7:6 (1(F =3,6-¢) = h(d=2,5-1,6-0)
- _% + O(€%)

Though we imposed Dirichlet boundary conditions on ¢, we again find that the contribution
from the I, integral is zero due to the I'(0) in the denominator of (4.50).

To provide a check of the large N result F,(A), 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

Fubic O(N)lgt,95 — FO(N)|)\* = NF, + FU(A =d— 2) + O(l/N) (463)

Fcubic O(N)

and by comparing this to (4.61), we see F} ; can be expressed in terms of F, as

FSNY — F (A=d—2)—FP. (4.64)

int

We first obtain F,, by plugging in A =d —2 and d = 6 — € to (3.18):

1 =3 d d . (d
F,(A=d-2)= F(d+1)sin(7rd)/0 duuT <§+u) r (§—u> sinm <§ —u)
i 1 —378log(A) —378(C'(=5) +47+30y  ((5) | ((3)

5126 T 45360 64t | 19272
— 0.000835423¢ + O(€?).

(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 — € it is given by

go o L 7318 log(A) — 378¢'(—5) + 47 + 30y N ¢(5)  ¢(3)
* d=6-e 1512¢ 45360 647t 19272 (4.66)
+0.000206243817¢ + O(€?).
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Thus, we have

SFePicOWN) — (A =d—2)—FP = 960 " O(e%), (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 H4! bulk®

dw? dS?‘{d

0w  mi-w)y YOV (5.1)

2
dSHd-H =

where H%*! is foliated by H? slices, and the two H? 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 H? (this is the common boundary of
the two halves of the H**! boundary). We denote X = (w,z) € H*! where x € H? can
be written in Poincare coordinates as in (3.3). We will use the notation (...)ya to denote
correlation functions in the Weyl-rescaled CFTs, i.e. (O(x)O(2'))ga = 22(2")2(O(2)O(2)).
In the absence of the interface, the bulk scalar field ¢ dual to the operator O has the
standard bulk propagator Ga(X, X’) on a pure AdS background, satisfying the equation

(=VZ41 +mH)GA(X, X') = §(X, X') (5.2)

and with the following homogeneous boundary conditions (~ (w')?/2 or (1 — w')?/?)? in

terms of Janus coordinates as w’ — 0 and w’ — 1:

A+2

A
1 / AN / /
, —Sa Ka(X; ) (4w') 2 + 0w’ 27) w =0
Ga(Xyw'al)={ 7% N e . (53)
—raala(X;2) (41 -w')2 +O0(1—-w') 27) w' —1

8An alternative, perhaps more familiar, form of the metric is obtained by setting w = (1 + tanh(p)),
which gives dsfqu,Jrl =dp® + cosh? pds%[d, where —00 < p < 0o and the two H? boundaries are at p = +o0.

9These boundary conditions describe the “UV CFT” where O has scaling dimension A. The case of
homogeneous boundary conditions with A — d — A would describe the double-trace deformation turned on
over the full space.
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UV theory IR theory

on HY (w = 0) on H? (w=1)
UV CFT IR CFT
on R? on R%

Figure 1: Schematic depiction of the holographic setup describing the double-trace interfaces.
The boundary of H4! is divided into two H? regions, which correspond to the (Weyl-
rescaled) left and right halves of the interface CFT. The bulk scalar field ¢ dual to the
operator O has inhomogeneous boundary conditions corresponding to dual dimension A
near the left (black) boundary, and to dual dimension d — A near the right (red) boundary.
The two H? regions are joined through their common boundary, which corresponds to the
interface on the CFT side.

Above, KA is the standard scalar bulk-to-boundary propagator, given in Janus coordinates
by
-\
w(l —w
Crl Y———=| , w=0
] ( 2(w + ) )

Ka(w,z;2") = o) A
Ca (m) , w =1

_ s
T

(5.4)

where the normalization constant is

Ca

(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(z1)O(22))o = (2A — d)Ca /225
[22,60]. This means that in these conventions, we can identify Co = (2A — d)Ca, where Cp
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 A or d — A

in the left and right half of the boundary, respectively. The corresponding Green’s function,
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denoted G below, satisfies the usual equation
(=VZu +m?)G(X, X)) = §(X, X') (5.6)

but now with different asymptotics (either ~ (w')*/2 or ~ (1 — w')(4=*)/2) as one point of

the propagator is sent towards the w’ = 0 or w’ = 1 H? slice:

G(X;w' 2")
1 7 ’ , A , d—A , A+2 ,
) Kw=o(Xs @) (4w') 2 +0- (w') 2 +O((w') 27), w' — 0
- A ~ d=A d—A+2 .
0-(1—w)2 + Fx K (X;2)41—w') 2 +0(1—w') 2 ), v —1
(5.7)

Above, the bulk-to-boundary propagators'® K, _o(w,z;2’) and K,—(w, ;') depend on

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

~ o sinm(A— DY) [w(l —w)]?

K 1) = 146y 5m (L3114 a2y
w/:()(w,.r,ﬂ?)— T /2 4A(1_w)A_d/2( +§) 2471 757 +§_ ’1——f—§
N o osinm($— A)T(4) [4w(1 - w)]% _d J d w
Kw,zl(w7$;x): - 7Td/2 4d—Awd/2—A (1+€> 22F1 175’A_§+1’1——i—§ .
(5.8)

Note that we can go from K—o(w,z;2') to Kuy—(w,z;2') by taking w — 1 — w and
A — d — A. The bulk propagator G(X; X’) solved for in [21] takes a complicated form that
we include in Appendix C. The asymptotics of Ky—o and K, —; as we take w — 0,1 are
related to the various two-point functions involving the operators O (of dimension A) and

o (of dimension d — A) in the dual CFT. For example, the w — 0 limit of K,/ is given by

i (%) sin(TU=24)) d d 1
: . _ a2t s 2 aa : A/2+1
lim Koy —o (5w, ) = —(4w) i 1 1) 21 (172,2 A+1’§—|—1) + O(w )
I'(4) sin(Z4=28)) d d d 1
('UJ) W%+1(£)d/2 1<272 "9 + L §>+O(w )
A LA
_ (4w)A/2Z1 29 <20A(331)d0(332)> + O(wA/2+1)

(5.9)

10T the notation of [21], Ku—o(w, x;2") corresponds to “K; ¥ (w,z;2')” and K- (w, x;2") corresponds
to “Kp ™t (w,z;2')".
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where we applied a hypergeometric identity!! 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 Cp = (2A — d)Ca, as explained below (5.5). The rest of the asymptotics are obtained

in a similar way:

f(wL:o@L;w’I)

_ {2A1d<0<xL>o<x>>Hd<4w>% 3 —2)(4w) T + O D), w0
= A d-A d—A42
0-(1=w)2 = (o(x)0(x) (41 —w)) 2 +O0((1-w) 2 ), w—1
KwR:l(waxamR)
[(O@o )i w)? + 0w + 0w D), w0
= A d—A d—A+2 :
(o — )41 - w)) — (28 — d){o(@oEa)ped(1 - )T +0((1 - ) 2H), w1

(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 £ 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, 21>O(X27 22>>0,Hd = Co(4§>_A7 Sigl’l(ZlZQ) =1
(O(x1, 21)0 (%2, 22)) 058 = Cop(—48) ™ =Co(4(1+¢€))7%,  sign(z12) = —1.

Z1——21

(5.11)

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

propagator Ka:

Ka(w,z;w', ")

(0@ o a(4w) 7 +8(a — ) (dw) T + O T ), W = 0,0 — 0
- A d—A A+2
ﬁ(O(w’)O(az)}é‘?ﬁid(él(l —w)2 +0-(1—w) 2 +0((1-w) 2 ), w=0w—1

(5.12)

112F1(a,b,C,Z):(1*2)7b2F1(C*(l,b,C = )

7 z—1
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With an explicit expression for the bulk propagator at coincident points é(X ; X)), one can
compute the one-loop correction to the free energy on the sphere. This is calculated in [21]

as

(NI

det(—VZ.41 +m?) [det(=VZ 1 +m?)]wotw
A—d—A

det (=V%,.41 +m?)

(F — Fouv) + (F — Foir)
2

= —log

det (=V2.1 +m?)

0,UV 0,IR

0 [(F—Fyuv)+ (F—Fym)
om?2 2

1 N -
:| = §/dd+1X\/ng+1 [GA(X§X)+Gd—A(X;X)

— GA(X;X) = Ga-a(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 H%' 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 G — Ga

As pointed out in [21], the difference G — Ga can be expressed as a convolution on the

boundary between K and a function proportional to Kyor:

g 1
G(wy, x1; W, 3) — Ga(wy, T1; W, T2) = o

/ d' K (wy, x1;2") ~w/:1(w2,x2; ).
Hé(w'=1)

(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 H*! bulk (this is
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_ 1 d_./
/

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 wy — 0 using the asymptotic expressions given in (5.7), (5.3), (5.10),
and (5.12), which gives

wp — 0:

LHS(6.1) — sz/2d —12A <—[~(w2:0(w1,x1; xg) + Ka(wy,xq; xg)) (6.2)
IR

RHS(6.1) — wQA/Zd_12A /Hd(w/:l) d®r'\JgK a(wy, z1; 2" ) {o(2)O(22)) ga (6.3)
+uy™ V04

where one only needs the vanishing w2 asymptotics to specify boundary conditions.

Similarly, taking w, — 1 gives!?

wy — 1:
1
LHS(6.1) — (1 — wg)A/Qd_ 2AKA(IU1,$1;ZE2) (6.4)
1 -
+(1— wg)(d_A)/zd oA wo=1 (W1, T1;T2) + . ..
1
RHS(6.1) — (1 — wy)?/? Ka(wy, x1; 22) (6.5)
d—2A
(1— wg)(d_A)/z/ A%’ \JgK A (wy, 215 2" ) {0 (22)0 (7)) gra + . ..
Hi(w'=1)

where one only needs the (1 — wg)A/ 2 asymptotics to specify boundary conditions. Clearly

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

12 Again, when we write bulk results in terms of CFT correlators, we specialize to the normalization choice
Co = (2A — d)Ca, which follows from our bulk-to-boundary propagator conventions.
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expression. In addition, by matching the coefficients of wj /% as wy — 0 and (1 — wy) @272

as wy — 1, we arrive at two identities relating K to a convolution on the boundary between

KA and a CFT correlator:

f(wFo(wl,xl;xg) = KZ2:0(w1, T1;%9) — / ddx'\/ﬁKZ/:l(wl,xl; 2 ){o(2")O(x2)) pa
Hi(w'=1)

f(wz:l(wl,xl;xg) = (d— 2A)/d ddl’,\/gKZ/:l(wl,Il;$/)<U(ZL'/)O'<$2>>H¢1. (6.7)
He(w'=1)

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

perform explicit calculations to verify these identities.

) T2
.}b .:b d

Figure 3: Diagrammatic representation of (6.6)

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 ()

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 ®, an operator other than
O or o, when inserted on either the UV or IR side of the interface. In the H9*! bulk, the
(Weyl-rescaled) one-point function for @ inserted on the IR (“right”) side of the interface is

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

() s = ‘ » Y ‘ »
hit A

= —/d X dd—HXKlAUg:l(X;.TR) <)\¢,Ooé(X;X) + Z A@hihiGhi(X;X))
Hd+ h;#A

(6.8)

— Naoo /H AR () (GOGX) - Ga(X3 X))

_ /d dd+1XKxgzl(X;$R> ()\@OoGA(X;X> + Z A@hihiGhi(X;X>>
HH hi#A

where h; labels all fields in the bulk with homogeneous boundary conditions. Note that the
term in the last line is just (®)q g, 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:

(P(zR))ga = —/ ddIEldd{E2<U(I’1)J($2)>Hd

Hé(w=1) (6.9)

X Ao00 / AT XK X ap) KT (X o) K2 (XG5 a).
Hd+1

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:

S [ AR (X KE T () K (Xi)
pon (6.10)

= (®(2r)O(1)O(22)o s

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 H¢ at the boundary) :

(®(zR)) e = %/%(2122)d_A<U($1)0(x2)>Z§¢(2122)A<@($R)O($1)O($2)>o

(6.11)
= z}%CP% /Ri ddxldd.fQ(U(iEl)O'(Q?g»<<D($R)O($1)O(l‘2)>0.

When @ is placed on the unperturbed (“left”) side of the interface (at a point x;, = (xr, —zr),

zr, > 0), we have

1

(O(xy)) = §/Rd d?z1d%o (®(2)O(21)O(22) Vo (o (21) o (22)). (6.12)

In this case, the corresponding tadpole Witten diagram is the same as (6.8) after replacing
KX:)I with Kg’:o. We can show the equivalence with the CF'T calculation by applying the

same identities that we used for the (®(zg)) case.
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6.2.2 (O) and (o)

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

o @ @

= —/ dd+1XKw O(X ZL‘L) 3/\000G(X X Z )\Othh (X X)
Hd+1 hi£A

— “3\ooo / A X Ky o(X; 1) (é(X;X) - GA(X;X))
Hd+1

— /d dd+1XKA(X;ZUL) (3)\000GA(X;X) + Z AOhihiGhi(XSX)>
g+ hitA

+/ ddl‘1<0($1)0(9§L)>/ dd+1XKA(X;IL"1) (3)\000GA(X;X) + Z )\OhihiGhi(X§X)>
Hd Hd+1 hi£A
(6.13)

where we applied the identity (6.6). Note that the last two lines produce (O) 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)) e

= —SAOOO{/IN ddw1ddwz<0($1)0($2)>fld/

Hd+1

—/Hd ddasldda:Qdd:rg<0(x1)0(96L)>Hd(0($2)U($3)>Hd/

Hd+1

A XKN(X;20) KA (X 210)Ka (X5 29)

A X KA (X2 Ka (X3 29) Ka (X 23)

(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 CF'T three-point function by

0N [ XA (X K (X K (X
Ht (6.15)
= (O(21)O(22)O(3)) 0 e

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 Cp = (2A — d)Ca, as explained

above).

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

at large N is'?

(d—2A)(0(2R)) e = @ oo+ Y @ o
hi#A

= / d A X Kyt (X 2R) <3AOOOG(X;X) + ) )\JhihiGhi(X;X)>
H+ hiA

_ (2A - d) /H iy / A K a (X 20 (0(21)0 (20) e

3\ ~
X [3)\000GA(X; X) + Z )\ghihiGhi (X; X) + d—% / ddeszl(X; xg)KA(X; :L‘Q)]
hit A

= (QA—d)SAOOO/ddxlddxgddxg<a(x3)a(x1)><0(m2)a(m3))
x/ A" X KA (X 2) KA (X 20) KA (X 203)

(6.16)

BThere is a factor of d — 2A on the LHS because of the differing normalizations between the field o
defined on the CFT side (whose two-point function in the absence of the interface has a normalization given
by C, in (2.15)), and the operator O4_a dual to the bulk scalar field with d — A boundary conditions,
whose two-point function obtained from the bulk has the normalization (in the absence of the interface)
(Og—a(x1)O4-na(z2)) = (d — 2A)Cd,A/xf;d7A), see [21,22]. The two operators are related by Og_a =
(d—2A)o.
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where, as before, we applied the identities (6.1) and (6.7) and used the fact that (O), 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 (#®0), (POO), and (OOO) in AdS

and CFT. From the CFT perspective, the three-point function (#®O) takes the form
(@(21)P(22)O(2L)) = (P(21)P(22)O (L))o

+/R d'zd*wy(D(1) D (22)O(x7))o(O(x1)O(2h))olo ()0 (x5))

d
+

= <‘1>(3?1)‘I>(932)0(93L)>o—/ d'7' (P(21)(22)O(}))o{o (2})O (1))

R
(6.17)

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

)

Ka,
K,
(®(21)®(22)O (1)) pra = i
0 (6.18)

= —2)\@@0/(1 dd—HXKAq)(X;Z’l)KAq)(X;lQ)f(wL:()(X;QTL)
Hd+1

— —2/\4@0{/ AT X KA (X5 20) K ag (X 20) Ka (X5 21)
Hd+1

—/Hd<0(xL)a(x’)>Hd/ A X K, (X5 20) Kag (X5 20) KXE=0(X 5 2p)

Hd+1

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
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UV theory in the expected way

o [ XK, (X Ky (X 02) Ka (X )

(6.19)
= (®(21)®(22)O(xR))o,1a
The CFT calculation for (¢®o) is given by
(®(x1)P(x2)0(xR)) = —/Rd d"z' (@ (21)®(22)O0(a"))o(0(a")o(xr)) (6.20)
The Witten diagram is given by
(d = 28)(®(x1)P(x2)0(2R)) e =
(6.21)

= —2Xe30 KAq)(X;xl)KA¢(X;J:2)KwR:1<X;xR)

Hd+1

—ea-dq [ oy T @ED@)OE sl Noten)

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 (POO) is given by

21)O(212)O(213)) = (P(21)O0(72)O(wL3))0
/R 21)O0(212)O(213)O (1) O(25) oo (2 ) o (25)) (6.22)

_|_

+m~

/ d' .. d"w (D(21)O(22)O(23)O(x)) ... O(x))olo (2)) o (x5) o (x5) o (x})).
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After Wick contractions and using the definition of (Oc), we have

(@(21)O(212)O(213)) = (P(21)O(212)O(7L3))0

- / 4 [(® (1) O(215)0(2)) o o (24) O s)) + (L2 & L3)]

d
+

+/R d7d"wy(P(21)O0 (7)) O(w3) o (0 (1) O(w12)) (o (25) O(13)).

d
4
(6.23)
The corresponding Witten diagram is
(@(21)O0(212)O0(w13)) ga =
. N (6.24)

_ —2>\q>00/d A X KX 20) Ky =0(X; 2 12) Ky =0 (X 2L3)
Hd+1
- {<<1><x1>0<m>0<m>>o,m

- [ @t [(@@)0(i2)Oh oo (@) Ol s + (12 o 13)]

+

+/R d'2 d"wy (@ (21)O(1)O (7))o, a0 (1) O(wL2)) a0 (25)O(wLs)) e | -

d
+

The CFT calculation for (®oo) is given by

(®(21)0(xR2)o(2R3)) =/ d'zd"wy(D(21)O0(21)O0(a)))o (0 (2 re) o (7)) {0 (2 Rs) o (25))

d
R+

(6.25)
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while the corresponding Witten diagram is given by

(2A — d)*(®(21)0(Tro)o(TR3)) pa = @

(6.26)

= —2)\q>00 / dd—HXKAq) (X, xl)KwLQZO(X; ILQ)KwLBZQ(X; l’Lg)
Hd+1

= (2A — d)2 /Hd dd?ﬂﬁddfz<‘I)(951)O(9511)O(9512)>0,Hd<U(1'R2)U(37/1)>Hd<0(33'R3)U(37/2)>Hd-

The CFT calculation for (OOO) involves several Wick contractions, and the final result at

leading order in large N is given by

(O(r21)O(212)O(73) = (O(211)O(222)O(213))0

_ [ /R i 45,0 (211)0(212) O ()0 (O(w 1) () + (L3 4> L1) + (L3 > L2)
+ / 4%} (015 O(5)O(4))o (O 11)o (2O 12)o ()

+ (L3 ¢ L) + (L3 & L2)

- /R dx d* o daly (O(24) O (24) O (24))o (O (w11)o () ) (O (2 2) o (25) (O 13) 0 ().

d
+

(6.27)
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The corresponding Witten diagram is

)

(O(x£1)O(212)O(xL3)) e = O A
v (6.28)

)

= —GAooo/d A X Koy —0(X5 201) Ky —0(X; 2102) Ky ymo (X5 213)
HA+1

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

calculation. Finally, the CFT computation of (coo) is given by

(0(zr1)o(wr2)o(zRs)) =
= - /Rd dzyd*ayd a5 (0(21)O(25) O(5))o (o (w ri)o (1)) (o (wra)o (25)) 0 (w ra) o (23))
(6.29)
and the corresponding Witten diagram is
(d = 2A)%(o(zp)o(2r2)o(TRs)) a =
(6.30)

Hd+

A=) [ a0 0O s (o)l
x (o (e2)o (7)) ol (s ) () s

which agrees with the CFT calculation.
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A Two Point functions

A1 (oo)

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

/ d- / d15(0(21)0(2)olo (2)0 () = —64 (1 — ) (A1)
0
where the correlation functions are constrained by conformal symmetry to take the form

O@OWN = 0 = 55 (ool = s (A2)

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 [ d?~'x, giving

/ " /O°° dz/ dd_lx(fz(il))A (455)% = -z (A3)

where we defined

. (X — Xi)2 + (Z — Zi)2 B (Z — Zi)2
§Z - 42’22 9 p’L -

(A4)

4zz;

The act of integrating out [ d*~'x corresponds to an integral transform, which has an inverse.

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

A 1
fp1) = W/dd_le(&)
(d=1)/2 (A.5)

- NED) /d“ w2 f(u + py)
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The inverse of the hat transform is given by

f(&) = 1 / dpr py VP f (o + &) (A.6)

x@-D20 (=) f,
and this will be important for obtaining (co). The integrals over x; and x produce the hat

transforms of g(&;) and h(§), so we have

/0 T b)) = 221021 — ). (A7)

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

= = p=e¥ (A.8)

Eq. A.7 becomes

/ h dO(sinh?(0; — 0))h(sinh®(0 — 65)) = —5(0; — 05). (A.9)

—00

Then Fourier transforming, we find that the Fourier transforms of h and g are related by

/ df15dfe™2 g (sinh® (015 — 0))h(sinh®(9)) = ~1
(A.10)

C
9(&) = g—f
A Cow%p%(d—m—l)r (1%d + A)
9(p) = T(A) (A-11)
(k) = Com @ T'(d—2A)T (554 + A) [T (=422 — k) e
9 24—2AT(A) N CZ=Err i
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Then ;L(/f) is

B _2d—2A—1P(A)
Com™@ T (d — 2A) T (554 + A) T (A28t 1 (Lodd284ik) i r (1=E28) coshy (k)

(A12)

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

o>

()

transform followed by an inverse hat transform. The inverse Fourier transform can be com-
puted by summing over residues of k. We have

3_d
T2 2

29728717 (A) sec (37(d — 24)) /°° dk g sech (%)
Col'(d —2A) (=2 + A+ 1) 2T (FEEEL | A)T (ZEEE 1 A)

275 Le~T(A) sin (3m(d—2A)) oFy (1,3(d —2A +2); —§ + A+ 1;¢7%)

N[

Col' (A = 5)
(A.13)
After applying the hypergeometric identity'4
—a a a+ 1 4z
we have
h(0) = 275 1T (A) sin (3m(d — 2A)) oF (3,1;—2 + A + 1;sech®(0))
B Co (e +1)T (A - g) (A.15)
R I'(A)sinm (A —4) 1 d 1 '
h‘(p): d 2F1 _7171__+A7—
Cor T (A—8)yTap \27 27 Ty

14We are temporarily assuming 6 > 0, so e=2? < 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 8 > 0.
If we instead consider # < 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 €2? instead of e=2?.
Thus, the identity A.14 still applies, and in fact the final answer for fz(@) is the same function for 8 > 0 and
6 <0.
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We now rewrite the hypergeometric function as a sum, apply the inverse hat transform, and

perform the sum

(d —28)T(A)si

inm (£22) & n+3) o a1
h = doo~ 2 (1 —nT3
(€) 2110l (3 — 9) ;F ——+n+A+1)/ pp = (1 pHe)
I(A)sinm (A—9)T (%) d d 1
= ( 2d 22 (—,——+A 1— —+A,——).
Com™1T (A — 4) &2 2 £

(A.16)

In the last line we used we used a hypergeometric identity'®. The full result for the o

propagator at leading order in large N is thus

ny ()
<O’($>O’(JI >> - (4ZZI)d_A

1 D(A)sinm (A-2)T (%) d d d 1
Fls—c+A1—-+A—2).
% 2471 (27 9 + A, 9 + A, é-)
(A.17)

A.2 (Oo)

In this section we derive the correlator (O(z1)o(zs)), where z; € R% and 25 € R% are on
opposite sides of the interface. We will work in the folded theory for convenience, taking
21 — —zp and § — —(1+&;). We can perform similar manipulations as in Appendix (A.1).
The definition of (O(z1)0(22))toldea 18

(O(21)0(22)) e = — / T / 0 13(0(21)0(2) Yo oaea (0 (2) () (A.18)

The correlators (O0)go1ged and (OO )o14eq are constrained by conformal symmetry to take the

form
x)o (2’ = k(E) 20(2' _ g95(§) _ Co 1
(O(x)0(2))toldea = (22)5(22)d & (O(2)O(2))0,fo1dea = S (EGE
(A.19)

BoFi(a,byc;2) = (1—2)""oF (b7 c—a;c ﬁ)
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while (oco) was just derived in A.17. Plugging this into A.18 and integrating both sides by

[ d*'x; gives

/ " x (2z1)k / % / / - Z;il (422(5)262 4 (A.20)

k(ﬂu) /0 Q—Qf(l)l)il(ﬂz)

e (5~ 2)° (= 2 (= 2
Z1 — %9 21— 2 o — Z
_ _ _ A21
P12 Az P1 Azz P2 Azyz ( )
Using the same change of variables as before
2 =¥ gy = (A.22)
we have .
k(sinh?05) = — / df §¢(sinh®(f1 — 0))h(sinh?(6)). (A.23)
The Fourier transform over 6,5 of this convolution is just
/?:(k;) = — / df 96012 / df §s(sinh®(f15 — )R (sinh?(6))
(A.24)

— — 35 (k)h(k).

While l:z(k:) is given in A.12, we still need to compute éf(k) by applying a hat transform and

Fourier transform. We have

1
gr(§) = D
S (—d 1 )
gf(p) _ COTI' F£(§ + A+ 2) (p + 1)§(d—2A—1) <A25)

)
5 Com®?T (3(—d — ik +1) + A) T (3(=d + ik + 1) + A)
) TA (-2 +A+1)
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In the last line we used the following result

2,F (1, 3(d+ik —2A + 1); 3 (—d + ik + 3) + A; —1)

iko 2 d—24-1
/_Oodee (cosh2(8)) =5 = — e
2,F (1,5(d — ik —2A + 1); 5(—d — ik + 3) + A; —1)
B d—2A +ik — 1
PO (4 E AT YT (44 E+8+Y)
- [(—d+2A+1)
(A.26)
where we applied the hypergeometric identity
JFi(a b 2) = (—=2)"L(c)L(b—a) o F (a,a—c+ 1;a — b+ 15 2)

L) (c—a) (A.27)

(—2)7'T(c)T(a —b) 21 (b,b—c+ 1;—a+b+1; 1)

* T(a)T(c — )

to the second hypergeometric function in the first line of A.26. Plugging the results for g;

and h into A.24, we have simply

k(k) = sin (2 — A)sech (%) (A.28)

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

by = 2lamd 2
T v (A.29)

So the final result for the (Oc) correlator is given by

B I'(¢)sin7 (4 - A)
(O(21)0(72))fo1ded = T/2H1(220)8 (229) -3 (1 + £1,)
B I'(¢)sin7 (4 —A)
(O(x1)o(x2)) = 721 (—22)A (22,) - (_512)3

d
2

(A.30)

A3 (00)
Starting from the Oc two point function we now look at deriving the (O(z1)O(x2)) correlator

on the UV side of the interface. Again, we use the folded theory for convenience and take
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21 — —Z1, %9 — —Z9:

% _/dd$<0(xl)‘7(@)folded(O(x)O(@)}folded (A.31)

(9612

(O(21)O(22)) folded =

Since (OO) is constrained by conformal symmetry, the second term of A.31 must take the
1(§) / d k(&) 9¢(&)

———=— | d A.32

(221)(222)2 T 221)2(22) 78 (d229)8 (4.32)

where k(&) and g7(§) are defined in A.19. We find () the exact same way we found k(§) in
A.2, so we need not repeat all the steps. We have

form

(k) = —3(k)k(k)

Con?sech (%) sin ( 7(d —2A) ) r %

(
NGVINE

2

—d—ik+1)+ A)T (3(—d+ik+1)+A)
44 A+1)
(A.33)

where we plugged in (k) and I:C(k‘) from A.25 and A.29. We can perform the inverse Fourier

transform by summing over residues'®

A Coma I (A + 151 Com* 1d d 1
l(p) =— ( 1_(12)4— Od 122F1<—,——A;——A+1;——)
r (A) pA"' 2 F(A)F(l +35 - A)p / 22 2 P
(A.34)
where we applied hypergeometric identities A.14 and
oFi(a,bye;2) = (1 —2)7 % F (a, c—b;c %) (A.35)
” —

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

c, Col'(5) 2F <27§(d—2A);%(d—2A+2);—%)

&) = et T(A)T (4 — A+ 1) ¢4

(A.36)

16Note that the comment in footnote !4 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
1 Col (4)

d d d 1
OO = s e (5:5-81+5-8F) (aan

So it is related to the o two point function up to a change of A — d — A and change of the

coefficient Cp — C, along with the reflection z; 9 — —2; .

B Details of (®) calculation

In this appendix, we extract the coefficient of the one-point function of ® on the free (left) side
of the interface, ag ;, by multiplying the first and second line of (2.27) by zLA‘P_d, integrating
out (xr,zz), and dividing by the regularized volume of hyperbolic space at the end. We

have

dd
R1%9

~ d—1 _ o0
_ C‘bOOCO' T2 28e—2dT (— + Aq; + %) / dz1dzo /dd_lxldd_lx2
0

d 2A—d. 2A+2—d 1 ! 2y S2-1
XQFl 21 9 ; 5 ,—é_— dOé(Oé—Oé)
12/ Jo

) Ay /2
X / dZL (21Z2>

z1+(1—a)z2 (zp — (az1 + (1 — Oé)ZQ))d_Aq) (zj% + a(l — Q{)x%2)A<§+(1_d)/2‘

The integral over z;, produces a hypergeometric function which may be written as a Mellin-

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

VARTOL ol(HY) = CoooCy /2274720 (—d + Ay + 1) /OO ds T(=s)l(s+5)7
28e 2 NESE _oo 2miD (=2 4+ 54+ Ag +1)
> dzdz a1 a1 d d d 1 L(—dtAp—2A+25)
d d FiloA———=+A+1;,—— ) & .
X/o pr / X1 a7 Xa 2l | 5, 5’ 2"‘ + 1 &) 5"

(B.2)

This leaves us with a double integral over hyperbolic space with an integrand that depends
only on the hyperbolic distance £15. 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

4

“ e

du® +u*dQ3 ). (B.3)

Here the chordal distance is given by &5 = % The expression then becomes

C@ooégﬂ'd/Q (A—g)Q_ F( d+A¢+1)

\/;Q@a@,L dy 4
y /°° dsdt T(=s)l'(s+52)* (=t (§+6)T (=5+t+4)
(2mi)? T (—§+s+ Qg +1 (—¢+t+A+1)

/dd IQ/ du uA@ 2A+2s—2t— (1 ’LL2

\/;Q ap Cq;ooo s (A g) 2-Re (—d + Acp + 1) /OO ds F(—S)F (3 + %) 2
200 9 r(1-94)r o (21T (=4 + 54+ Ag +1)
o o s T
_ oo (271) T

(B.4)

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

this we have

VNsas  CoooCo 2721 (=5 + A+ 1) T (=d + Ap + 1) /°° ds
202 FT(d+a+0r(5)2 ) (2
F(—s)D(s+82) D (-¢—s+A—-22 4+ D (-4+s+82)0 (45— A+22)

* I'(—2+s+Ap+1)

(B.5)
The s-integral can also be performed using Barnes’ second lemma. This gives the final result

CoCaoomAgl (=4 + A+1)°T (¢ = A+ 52)T (Ag — d)
oT (O T (42 +1)20 (~d+ A+ 52 +1)
CrCpoom2 24 1Al (£ = A)T (=4 + A+ 1) T (Ag —d) T (3 (d — 2A + Ag))

vV Nq>aq>,L =

T —A+1)Td-AT(A-HT (82 +1)20 (—d+ A+ 42 +1)
(B.6)

where in the last line we expressed the result in terms of the normalization C, of (oo) 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 H%*!' was computed

in [21]. For w; < ws, it is given by'’

~ _ 275 L esc (37(d —2A))
G, Xo) = (d—2A)T (2)

xAwmume%WF<;d—%y—U)F(;d+%y—m>

1 1 d
X oF} <——iV,iV+—;_—+A+1;U)1)

3A  4=A
2

(1 —wg)A/2w2A/2(1 —wl)d_ wy 2

2 2" 2
1 : 1 : 1
1 , 1 : d

X oF) (i(d_ 2iv — 1),§(d—|—2w— 1);5;—512)

(C.1)

where X, Xy, € H¥! ¢ is defined in the same way as before ¢ = (z=2) and H? is described

4zz!

by the following Poincare metric

dz? + dx>

2 _
dSHd = Z2

(C.2)

Note that Eq. (C.1) is not symmetric under w; < ws, but under both w; < wsy and
A — d—A. The standard holographic propagator with homogeneous A boundary conditions

"This corresponds to “G~F (X1, X2)” in the notation of [21].

62



is given by

2r Y2 cse (m(d —2A)) T (-2 + A +1) gosa d=n PRI SN
@-ar@rE-arny G me G
> wsinh(mv)l' (3(d — 2iv — 1)) T (5(d + 2iv — 1))
></ dv d 1 d 1
0 F(—¢4+A—iwv+ D (-¢+A+iv+3)

GA(XD XZ) =

1 1 d
X 2F1 <§—ZI/,ZI/—|—§,—§+A+1,’U)1)
27 2 2
1
2

d 1 d 1 d
X 2F1 <—§—|—A—’LV+_,__+A+ZV+_,_§+A+1,1—U}2)

1 d
X oF) <§(d— 2iv — 1), =(d + 2iv — 1); 5; —512>

(C.3)

D Explicit calculation for f(w:l and f(wzo identities

D.1 K, identity

To explicitly verify the identity relating K, to the standard bulk-to-boundary propagator

KA, we start with the following ansatz and solve for A; and As:

K(wy, r1;we = 0,9) = A1 Ka(wy, 715w = 0, 29)
+ Ag/d ddx\/ﬁKA(wl,xl;w = 1,2)(0(2)O0(72)) Ha(uw=ws=1)-
Ha(w=1)
(D.1)
We will simplify this expression in the same way we manipulated the K,,_; identity, starting

by integrating both sides by [ d?'x;. Since the integral is over the H? slice at w = 1, we
should fold the CFT correlator to R% before Weyl rescaling:

2475711 (4) sin ( Z428)
(0(2)O(22))fo1dea = {(o(7)O(72)) = - (22>d(_i (2z2§A ) (& + 1)~

Z29—>—22

(0(2)O(22)) Ha(wews=1) = 278280 (2)O(9) Y tolded
= 2702717 () sin (Ln(d — 24)) (& + 1) 92,
(D.2)
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The proposed identity is then

e—a = d d 1—w
1— 2 (1 2 p (1,22 — AT !
( wy) 2w (1+ &) 211\ 1505 + T e

7D (A) esc (37(d — 24)) AJ2
_ _Al 2 (1 w )A/2w (512 + wl) —-A

r(g)ra-s) '
2-4n 2D (A A &

+ AT d( )(1 —wy) 2w / d'xdz 27 (G +1—wy) R (& +1) Y

r (A — 5) Ha(w=1)

(D.3)

1

A, v ese (3m(d —24)) 1; (—4+A+3) (pr1a + wy) 3@22-D) (D.4)
rA-4

f ) P e
0

“oyml (A - 9) 2 Vo2 +1

+A

Again using the change of variables z = €??, z; = %1, z, = 2?2, we have

1 11
(1 — wl)i(d*QA)SeCh (912) 2F1 (57 1, §(d —2A + 2), (1 — wl)sech2 (912))
VT esc (%W(d - QA)) I (_% +A+ %) 2 Ld—2A-1)
=—4A D(A— 1) (cosh? (012) + wy) 2 (D.5)
r(—=¢+A+1 oo inh? (0 — 0 1— 1(d-2Aa-1)
B / (2ap) S0 = P2) 1 =) .
2/l (A-35) Jow sinh?(6) + 1

We expand the LHS and the first term on the RHS about w; = 1, then Fourier transform and
sum over infinite powers of w;. For the convolution on the RHS, we expand one factor about

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

/ d6 ¢*” (sinh® () + 1 — w2227V
_ 22A—dr (fdfik;rl+2A) r (*d+ik;1+2A) fdfik;rl+2A fdJrik;»lJrQA "
I(—d+2A+1) R N !
_ 22A d COSh(Tk)F<—d—ik;—l—&-?A)F(—d—l—ik;—l—&—?A) fdfik;rl+2A fd+2ik+1 - o
sin(TU2AND(—d + 2A + 1) ~4 4+ A+1
w(d—2A
W‘WCSC( = )>(1—w1)2 Lik+1) —Li(k+1)
— d d 1 2F1 d 1-— w1
P(E-A+1)T(-5+A+3) s A+l
(D.6)
and
/ do e*? = 2msech <7> . (D.7)
—o0 sinh?(6) + 1

1(d_oA_
Note that we simplified the Fourier transform of (sinh®(6) + 1 1)2(d A7 using the

hypergeometric identity'®

L(c)(1—2)" " T(a+b—c)oFi(c—a,c—b;—a—b+c+1;1—2)
o Fi(a, b;c; 2) = T'(a)L(b)
Fel'(—a—b+c)oFi(a,bja+b—c+1;1 - 2)
* I'(c—a)l'(c—b) '
(D.8)

18valid for c —a — b € 7Z

65



Plugging these results into the original expression, we have
1 ik ik 1
:72 2t3

resresa-uin (T )
2

r (gl A+ 1) T (fdfik+1+2A) T (7d+ik+1+2A) - ( —d—ik+142A  —d+ik+142A ’1 o )
2471 1

2 2 2 2
F(-3+A+1) 4P A+

1—'11}1)

1 ik ik 1
T UL

d
4 _A41

N r (%l —A 4 1) r (*d*ik;1+2A) T (7d+ik;1+2A) 2F1 7d7ik;rl+2A fd+ik;1+2A - o ‘|
F(-3+A+1) —d A+

(D.9)

which is true for A; = 1, A, = —1. Thus, we have shown the identity holds and takes the
form

K(wy, z1;we = 0,29) = Ka(wy, x1;we = 0, 22)

] (D.10)
- / g, e = 1) {0(@)0() iy
Hi(w=1)

D.2 f(wzl identity

To explicitly verify the identity relating K,—; to the standard bulk-to-boundary propagator

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

K(wy, z1;wy = 1,29) = A/ Ao\ /gK A (wr, 215w = 1,2)(222)" 2o (2) 0 (22))
Hi(w=1)

—d ﬁ 2

A/2 (d—A)/2 —d/2 d d LW (2m)~I'(A)
1-— 1+ 1,5 A—2+1,; =—A—
v (1 =) (L4 &) %A ( ? ? L+ 512> CoT' (A - %)2

x (1= wl)wl)A/Q/dd‘lxdz TG —w 1) A G+ ) R (LEA- {4 g

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 [ d*'x;, which allows us to integrate [ d*~'x on the RHS:

(1—1,(]1) 2F1(2,1,— +A—|—1

; p12+1> B _Aﬂfg*%F(A)F (—2+A+3)

Vet 2CoT (A —4)° (D.12)
Lid—aA— '
x/m@m—wlﬂ)z(d AR (L A1)
o % Vp2+1

where p; = % Then we perform a change of variables z = %, z; = €%, 2z, = %, which
turns the RHS into a convolution of two functions of 8 over the real line

Q;jﬂﬁtiﬂﬂ(11=i%+A+qx——yl >::—A#W_HXAW(_§+A+5)
cosh?(6y2) 2 2 cosh?(612) 2C,T (A — %5)2

o0 1 1 1 d 1
w [ (2d6) (sinh? (6 — B19) — wy + 1) 36@26D__1___ g (—,1;——+A+1;—>.
/_OO( ) (sinh® ( 12) —wi + 1) (9)2 19 2 cosh?(#)
(D.13)

This motivates us to Fourier transform both sides. The Fourier transform of the hypergeo-

cosh?

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

o - 1 1
/ doe*? ————— y Fy <—,1;—C—Z—|—A+1;
—oo cosh?(6) 2 2

1
cosh2(9))
(D.14)
/22428 gech (ZE) cse(m(d — 2A))T (A — £)

T T(d—2A)T (4 A+ DT (a—d—¢k+1y+a)r(a—§+ik+1y+ay

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

panding about w; = 0, integrating term by term, and summing over powers of w; at the
end:

/ dfe™ (sinh? () — wy + 1) 2(@-24-D

o

—$ 23 A+L, S+E+A+]

B 22A7d1“ (—d—ik;—?&—l—l) T (—d—‘rik—l—QA—‘rl) .
N A R

2
T(—d+2A+1)

wl) |

(D.15)
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The Fourier transform of the LHS can be found in a similar way, which leads to the expression

k —d—1k+1 —d+ik+1 d
wsech(%) 2F1( s + A, R +A;——+A+1;w1>

2 2 2
72T (A) mk —d—ik+1 —d + ik + 1 d
=-—A—————sech | — | o F A A ——+A+1; .
COF(A_g)SeC(2)“( y T et +’w1>
(D.16)
This is true for 42 ;
Col' (A —¢ C
g TCI(A—g) . Co (D.17)
I'(A) Ca
Thus, we have shown the identity is correct and takes the form
K(wh T1; W = 17 xQ)
Co (D.18)

_a /Hd(w1) ddx\/gKA(wl,l‘l;w =1, I)(Zzg)df (o(x)o(x2)).
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