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Abstract

This work explores holographic correlators within the frameworks of two-

dimensional Boundary Conformal Field Theory (BCFT) and Crosscap Con-

formal Field Theory (XCFT). Utilizing the AdS/CFT correspondence, we

compute stress tensor correlators in BCFT, considering both tensionless and

tensionful end-of-the-world (EOW) brane scenarios. We derive recurrence re-

lations for two-point and three-point correlators and examine the impact of

non-zero brane tension on correlators. Extending these results, we investigate

the holographic duals of XCFTs, presenting explicit scalar and stress tensor

correlator computations on projective geometries such as RP
2. Additionally,

we analyze stress tensor correlators at a finite cutoff, uncovering deformations

to one-point and two-point functions induced by the cutoff. Our findings pro-

vide novel insights into the holographic structures of BCFT and XCFT while

laying the groundwork for future research into higher-dimensional extensions.
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1 Introduction

The Anti-de Sitter gravity/conformal field theory (AdS/CFT) correspondence [1–4],

as a concrete realization of the holographic principle [5,6], provides a powerful tool

for analytically studying strongly coupled quantum field theories. One significant

application of this correspondence lies in obtaining the correlators of local opera-

tors in the dual CFT by performing gravitational perturbative calculations in bulk.

Stress tensor correlators contain critical information about a system’s energy, mo-

mentum, and stress distribution, facilitating analysis of phenomena such as the

c-theorem [7]. The holographic calculations of stress tensor correlators have been

studied in many remarkable works [8–16]. In our previous works, we have computed
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the holographic stress tensor correlators on torus [17–19], and higher genus Riemann

surfaces [20] within the framework of AdS3/CFT2. These calculations have been ex-

tended to AdS5/CFT4 in [21]. This paper aims to investigate the holographic stress

tensor correlators of two-dimensional boundary conformal field theories (BCFT2)

and CFTs on the real projective plane, as these two cases exhibit analogous bulk

constructions.

The AdS/BCFT correspondence [22–25] is a generalized version of AdS/CFT

correspondence. The basic idea is to extend the boundary of BCFT into the bulk to

form an end-of-the-world (EOW) brane while imposing the Neumann boundary con-

dition on it4. One advantage of AdS/BCFT correspondence is that the calculation

of holographic entanglement entropy [30–32] in this setup is straightforward. Fur-

thermore, holographic correlators in AdS/BCFT can be computed by the standard

Gubser-Klebanov-Polyakov-Witten (GKPW) relation [2, 3]. Recently, holographic

correlators of primary operators have been extensively investigated using various

methods [33–38]. This study focuses on holographic correlators of the stress ten-

sor in AdS3/BCFT2. One notable distinction is that the brane bending [39, 40]

should be considered when calculating stress tensor correlators. We first examine

the correlators in the Poincare AdS3 background with a tensionless brane. The Neu-

mann boundary condition on the brane determines the brane profile. From the field

theory perspective, it constrains the boundary values of stress tensor correlators,

corresponding to the Cardy condition [41, 42]. More interestingly, when we switch

to the hyperbolic slicing coordinates, the Neumann boundary condition no longer

provides boundary conditions for stress tensor correlators; instead, it relates these

correlators to the variations of the brane profile. For instance, in the calculation of

two-point correlators, we find

δTij(t, x)

δgkl(t0, x0)
= L̂ij

( δψ(t, x)

δgkl(t0, x0)

)
+ contact terms. (1)

Here, ψ(t, x) is the brane profile, and L̂ij is a second-order differential operator. In

this expression, the conservation law of the stress tensor is automatically fulfilled,

while the Weyl anomaly yields a differential equation governing the brane profile.

4The EOW brane with a Dirichlet or mixed boundary condition has been studied in [26–29].
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In addition to BCFTs, conformal field theories on non-orientable manifolds have

also received significant attention due to research on non-orientable strings [43–48].

Lots of studies have been dedicated to establishing the holographic dual of non-

orientable CFTs [49–55]. In this paper, we compute holographic scalar correlators

and stress tensor correlators on the real projective plane RP
2 based on the bulk

construction presented in [54]. This construction introduces EOW branes in bulk

to resolve the singularities that arise from the Z2 quotient operation, calculating

correlators similar to the hyperbolic slicing case in AdS3/BCFT2.

This paper is organized as follows: In Section 2, we present the holographic

setup for calculating stress tensor correlators in Boundary Conformal Field Theory,

including both the tensionless and tensionful cases, and discuss the associated re-

currence relations. Section 3 extends these results to the holographic dual of the

crosscap Conformal Field Theory, where we analyze scalar and stress tensor corre-

lators, focusing on configurations involving projective spaces. Finally, in Section 4,

we summarize the main findings of this work and outline possible avenues for future

research.

2 Holographic stress tensor correlators of BCFT2

In this section, we compute the holographic correlators of stress tensor within the

framework of AdS3/BCFT2 correspondence. Our calculations are performed in the

semiclassical limit. We first consider the case of tensionless brane and calculate the

two-point and three-point stress tensor correlators in the Poincare AdS coordinates.

We also derive an explicit recurrence relation of the higher-point correlators. Sub-

sequently, we employ hyperbolic slicing coordinates to investigate the stress tensor

correlators when the brane has a non-zero tension.

2.1 Holographic setup and stress tensor correlators

Let us briefly review the fundamentals of AdS3/BCFT2 correspondence. Suppose

the field theory we are concerned with lives on a two-dimensional manifoldM with a

boundary ∂M . When considering the gravity dual of the field theory, the boundary

3



∂M extends into the bulk and forms a two-dimensional braneQ. Then, the boundary

of the three-dimensional bulk M consists of two parts,

∂M =M ∪Q with ∂Q = ∂M. (2)

In this section, we focus on calculating the holographic stress tensor correlators.

We consider a pure gravitational system in the bulk, where the boundary metric is

the only source in the corresponding CFT. The total bulk action consists of three

parts,

Ibulk = − 1

16πG

∫

M
d3x

√
G
(
R+ 2

)
+ IM + IQ. (3)

The first term is the Einstein-Hilbert action with a negative cosmological constant5.

The boundary term IM contains both the Gibbons-Hawking term [56] and the

counter term [57] (see also [12, 58–62]),

IM = − 1

8πG

∫

M

d2x
√
γ
(
K − 1

)
, (4)

where K = γijKij with the induced metric γij and the extrinsic curvature Kij. The

boundary term on the EOW brane Q takes the form

IQ = − 1

8πG

∫

Q

d2x
√
γ
(
K − T

)
. (5)

The constant T represents the tension of the EOW brane. In the gravitational

calculation, two boundariesM and Q have different prescriptions. For the conformal

boundary M , we impose the Dirichlet boundary condition δγij|M = 0, and the

boundary metric serves as the source of the stress tensor operator in CFT2. In

contrast, the Neumann boundary condition is imposed on the EOW brane [23, 24],

(Kij −Kγij + Tγij)
∣∣∣
Q
= 0. (6)

The EOW brane Q becomes dynamical with the constraint of (6), a feature that

will play a crucial role in the subsequent computations of stress tensor correlators.

It is convenient to work in the Fefferman-Graham coordinates [63, 64], in which

the bulk metric Gµν takes the form

Gµνdxµdxν =
dz2

z2
+

1

z2
gij(z,x)dx

idxj . (7)

5We have set the AdS radius l = 1.
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Here, z is the radial coordinate, and the conformal boundary is at z = 0. The bulk

solution gij(z,x) can be constructed near the conformal boundary. For a pure grav-

itational system in 3D space specific saddle point dominates the partition functions

as [65, 66]

gij(z,x) = g(0)ij(x) + z2g(2)ij(x) + z4g(4)ij(x). (8)

In the Fefferman-Graham coordinates, the bulk Einstein’s equation is reduced to

the following three equations:

g(4)ij =
1

4
g(2)ikg

kl
(0)g(2)lj , (9)

∇i
(0)g(2)ij = ∇(0)j(g

kl
(0)g(2)kl), (10)

gkl(0)g(2)kl = −1

2
R(0), (11)

where ∇(0) and R(0) indicate the covariant derivative operator and the Ricci scalar

of g(0) respectively.

Throughout this paper, we employ the standard GKPW relation [2, 3] to com-

pute holographic correlators, which establishes the equivalence between the bulk

gravitational partition function and the boundary-generating functional,

ZG[φ(0), g(0)ij ] =
〈
exp
[ ∫

∂M
d2x

√
g(0)

(
φ(0)O − 1

2
gij(0)Tij

)]〉
CFT

. (12)

In the semiclassical limit, the gravitational partition function can be approximated

as a sum over all classical saddle points, ZG ≈ ∑
α e

−I(α)
on-shell. Assuming that the

partition function is dominated by a specific saddle point, holographic correlators

can be obtained from the functional derivatives of its on-shell action. In particular,

the stress tensor correlators can be written as

〈 N∏

n=1

Tinjn(xn)
〉
c
= −

( N∏

n=1

−2√
g(0)(xn)

)( N∏

n=1

δ

δginjn(0) (xn)

)
Ion-shell

∣∣∣
g(0)ij=ηij

, (13)

where the subscript c implies the connected part of the correlator. Among them,

the one-point correlator corresponds to the Brown-York tensor [67],

〈Tij〉 = − 1

8πG
(Kij −Kγij + γij)

∣∣∣
M

=
1

8πG
(g(2)ij +

1

2
R(0)g(0)ij). (14)
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The Newton’s constant G is related to the CFT central charge through the Brown-

Henneaux relation [68] c = 3
2G

. Plugging (14) into (10) and (11), we obtain the

conservation law and the trace relation,

∇j

(0)〈Tij〉 = 0, (15)

gij(0)〈Tij〉 =
1

16πG
R(0). (16)

For most of this section, our calculations are performed in the Poincare AdS3

background,

ds2 =
dz2 + dt2 + dx2

z2
. (17)

The field theory is defined on the right half plane x ≥ 0. The Poincare AdS3

is dual to the vacuum state in a CFT2. Other gravitational saddle points, which

are dual to excited states, can be obtained from the Poincare AdS3 by coordinate

transformations [65, 69]. Constrained by the Neumann boundary condition (6), the

profile of the EOW brane in the background (17) is

Q : x = kz, (18)

where the constant k is determined by the brane tension through T = − k√
1+k2

.

2.2 Tensionless case

We start by placing a tensionless brane at x = 0 in the Poincare AdS3. To compute

the stress tensor correlators, one must perturb the boundary metric and solve the

bulk Einstein’s equation order by order.

2.2.1 Two-point and three-point correlators

Consider the following variation

g(0)ij(ǫ;x) = ηij + ǫχij(x), (19)
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where ǫ is an infinitesimal parameter. The higher-order Fefferman-Graham coeffi-

cients can be written as series expansions in ǫ,

g(2)ij(ǫ;x) =
∞∑

n=1

ǫng
[n]
(2)ij(x),

g(4)ij(ǫ;x) =
1

4
[g(2)ikg

kl
(0)g(2)lj ](ǫ;x) =

∞∑

n=1

ǫng
[n]
(4)ij(x). (20)

The coefficient g(2)ij can be expressed in terms of the boundary metric and the

Brown-York tensor using definition (14). To first order in ǫ, we have

g
[1]
(2)tt = 8πG〈Ttt〉[1] +

1

2
(∂2xχtt − 2∂t∂xχtx + ∂2t χxx),

g
[1]
(2)tx = 8πG〈Ttx〉[1],

g
[1]
(2)xx = 8πG〈Txx〉[1] +

1

2
(∂2xχtt − 2∂t∂xχtx + ∂2t χxx). (21)

From (15) and (16) 〈Tij〉[1] is constrained by

∂t〈Ttt〉[1] + ∂x〈Ttx〉[1] = ∂x〈Txx〉[1] + ∂t〈Ttx〉[1] = 0, (22)

〈Ttt〉[1] + 〈Txx〉[1] = − 1

16πG
(∂2xχtt − 2∂t∂xχtx + ∂2t χxx). (23)

One can easily find that 〈Ttx〉[1] satisfies the Laplacian equation,

(∂2t + ∂2x)〈Ttx〉[1] =
1

16πG
(∂t∂

3
xχtt − 2∂2t ∂

2
xχtx + ∂3t ∂xχxx). (24)

Meanwhile, the perturbed bulk geometry should fulfill the Neumann boundary con-

dition on the EOW brane. As we perturb the boundary metric, it induces variations

in the profile of the EOW brane, which can be formally expressed as

Q : x(ǫ; z, t) =
∞∑

n=0

ǫnf [n](z, t). (25)

For the tensionless case we have f [0](z, t) = 0. Plugging (21) and (25) into the

Neumann boundary condition (6), we obtain

(z∂2z − ∂z)f
[1](z, t)

z2
= 0,

8πG[〈Ttx〉[1]](t, 0) +
∂z∂tf

[1](z, t)

z
= 0,

8πGz[∂t〈Ttx〉[1]](t, 0)− 4πGz[∂x〈Ttt〉[1]](t, 0) +
(z∂2t − ∂z)f

[1](z, t)

z2

− [∂xχtt − 2∂tχtx](t, 0)

2z
− z

4
[∂3xχtt − 2∂t∂

2
xχtx + ∂2t ∂xχxx](t, 0) = 0. (26)
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By combining (22)(23)(26), we find

f [1](z, t) = −z
2

4
[∂xχtt − 2∂tχtx](t, 0), (27)

〈Ttx(t, 0)〉[1] =
1

16πG
[∂t∂xχtt − 2∂2t χtx](t, 0). (28)

In addition to (28), we still require an additional boundary condition to obtain the

exact solution of equation (24). This boundary condition arises from the regularity

of the two-point correlators δ〈Ttx(x)〉[1]
δχij (x0)

. For a finite x0, we allow x to approach infinity

while ensuring that the value of two-point correlators remains finite,

δ〈Ttx(x)〉[1]
δχij(x0)

∣∣∣
x→∞

finite. (29)

Putting everything together, we obtain the two-point correlators 〈TtxTij〉,

〈Ttx(x)Ttt(x0)〉 =
3i

16π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))4
− 1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))4

+
1

(t− t0 + i(x− x0))4
− 1

(t− t0 − i(x− x0))4

]

+
1

8πG
∂t∂xδ(x− x0),

〈Ttx(x)Ttx(x0)〉 =
3

16π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))4
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))4

− 1

(t− t0 + i(x− x0))4
− 1

(t− t0 − i(x− x0))4

]

− 1

8πG
∂2t δ(x− x0),

〈Ttx(x)Txx(x0)〉 =
−3i

16π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))4
− 1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))4

+
1

(t− t0 + i(x− x0))4
− 1

(t− t0 − i(x− x0))4

]
, (30)

where δ(x−x0) = δ(t− t0)δ(x− x0). The other two-point correlators can be deter-

mined by equations (22) and (23), along with the Bose symmetry of the correlators,

〈Ttt(x)Ttt(x0)〉 =
3

16π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))4
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))4

+
1

(t− t0 + i(x− x0))4
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x− x0))4

]

+
1

8πG
(∂2t − ∂2x)δ(x− x0),

〈Ttt(x)Txx(x0)〉 = − 3

16π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))4
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))4

8



+
1

(t− t0 + i(x− x0))4
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x− x0))4

]

− 1

8πG
∂2t δ(x− x0),

〈Txx(x)Txx(x0)〉 =
3

16π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))4
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))4

+
1

(t− t0 + i(x− x0))4
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x− x0))4

]
. (31)

As a special case, we have

〈Txx(t, 0)Txx(t0, 0)〉 =
3

4π2G(t− t0)4
=

c

2π2(t− t0)4
, (32)

which is consistent with the result in [70].

At the second order in ǫ, the trace relation and the conservation law take the

forms

〈Ttt〉[2] + 〈Txx〉[2] = χtt〈Ttt〉[1] + χxx〈Txx〉[1] + 2χtx〈Ttx〉[1] +
1

32πG

[
∂xχtt∂x(χtt + χxx)

− 2∂tχtt∂xχtx − 2∂tχtx∂xχxx + ∂tχxx∂t(χtt + χxx)

+ 2(χtt + χxx)(∂
2
xχtt − 2∂t∂xχtx + ∂2t χxx)

]
, (33)

∂t〈Ttt〉[2] + ∂x〈Ttx〉[2] =
1

2
(2∂tχtt + 2χtt∂t + 2∂xχtx + 2χtx∂x − ∂tχxx)〈Ttt〉[1] +

1

2
∂tχxx〈Txx〉[1]

− 1

2
(∂xχtt − 4∂tχtx − 2χtx∂t − ∂xχxx − 2χxx∂x)〈Ttx〉[1],

(34)

∂x〈Txx〉[2] + ∂t〈Ttx〉[2] =
1

2
∂xχtt〈Ttt〉[1] −

1

2
(∂xχtt − 2∂tχtx − 2χtx∂x − 2∂xχxx − 2χxx∂x)〈Txx〉[1]

+
1

2
(∂tχtt + 2χtt∂t + 4∂xχtx + 2χtx∂x − ∂tχxx)〈Ttx〉[1]. (35)

Once again, by employing the Neumann boundary condition on the EOW brane, we

obtain the modified profile f [2] and the boundary condition of 〈Ttx〉[2],

f [2](z, t) =
z2

4
[χtt(∂xχtt − 2∂tχtx)− χtx∂tχtt + χxx(∂xχtt − 2∂tχtx)](t, 0)

+
z4

16
[(∂xχtt − 2∂tχtx)(16πG〈Txx〉[1] + ∂2xχtt − 2∂t∂xχtx + ∂2t χxx)](t, 0),

(36)

〈Ttx(t, 0)〉[2] = [χtx〈Ttt〉[1]](t, 0)−
1

32πG
[2χtt(∂t∂xχtt − 2∂2t χtx) + ∂xχtt∂t(2χtt + χxx)

− 2χtx∂
2
t χtt − 2∂tχtx∂t(3χtt + χxx)](t, 0). (37)
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Taking the second-order variation of (37), we derive the boundary condition of

the three-point correlator δ2〈Ttx(t,x)〉[2]
δχij (t1,x1)δχkl(t2,x2)

. Note that this boundary condition only

contains terms proportional to either δ(x1) or δ(x2). Assuming that the two insertion

points x1 and x2 are not located on the boundary of the dual BCFT2, then the

boundary condition is simplified to

δ2〈Ttx(t, 0)〉[2]
δχij(t1, x1)δχkl(t2, x2)

= 0, when x1 > 0 and x2 > 0. (38)

This is consistent with the Cardy condition in BCFT2 [41, 42]. Meanwhile, by

combining (33)(34)(35), we find the Laplacian equation of 〈Ttx〉[2],

(∂2t + ∂2x)〈Ttx〉[2]

= (∂t∂xχtt +
3

2
∂tχtt∂x +

3

2
∂xχtt∂t + χtt∂t∂x + (∂2x − ∂2t )χtx + 3∂xχtx∂x − 3∂tχtx∂t

+ χtx(∂
2
x − ∂2t )− ∂t∂xχxx −

3

2
∂tχxx∂x −

3

2
∂xχxx∂t − χxx∂t∂x)〈Ttt〉[1]

+
1

2
((∂2t − ∂2x)χtt + 4∂t∂xχtx + (∂2x − ∂2t )χxx)〈Ttx〉[1] +

1

32πG

[
∂3xχtt∂tχtt −

3

2
∂t∂x(∂xχtt)

2

+ 2∂2t (∂xχtt∂xχtx − ∂2xχttχtx) + 2∂2t χtt∂
2
xχtx + 2∂3xχtt∂xχtx − ∂x((∂

2
t + 4∂2x)χtt∂tχxx)

− ∂x(2∂t∂
2
xχttχxx + ∂t∂xχtt∂xχxx)− 2∂t∂xχtt∂

2
t χxx − ∂xχtt∂t(∂

2
t + ∂2x)χxx + 4∂2t (χtx∂t∂xχtx)

− 4∂xχtx∂t∂
2
xχtx + 4∂t∂x(∂x∂xχtxχxx) + 2∂2t (∂xχtx∂xχxx − χtx∂

2
t χxx) + 4∂t∂

2
xχtx∂tχxx

+ 2∂t(∂tχtx∂
2
xχxx)−

5

2
∂t∂x(∂tχxx)

2 − 2∂x(χxx∂
3
t χxx)− ∂tχxx∂

2
t ∂xχxx

]
. (39)

Solving this equation using the boundary condition (38) and the regularity condition

at x = ∞, we obtain 〈Ttx(x)Tij(x1)Tkl(x2)〉 when x1 > 0 and x2 > 0,

〈Ttx(x)Ttt(x1)Ttt(x2)〉

= (F1(x;x1)∂x1 +G1(x;x1))〈Ttt(x1)Ttt(x2)〉+ (F2(x;x1)∂x1 +G2(x;x1))〈Ttx(x1)Ttt(x2)〉

− 1

8πG

[
F1(x;x1)∂

3
x1

− 3

4
G1(x;x1)∂

2
x1

]
δ(x1 − x2)− δ(x− x1)〈Ttx(x1)Ttt(x2)〉

+ (x1 ↔ x2), (40)

〈Ttx(x)Ttt(x1)Txx(x2)〉

= (F1(x;x1)∂x1 +G1(x;x1))〈Ttt(x1)Txx(x2)〉+ (F2(x;x1)∂x1 +G2(x;x1))〈Ttx(x1)Txx(x2)〉

− (F1(x;x2)∂x2 +G1(x;x2))〈Ttt(x1)Ttt(x2)〉 − (F2(x;x2)∂x2 +G2(x;x2))〈Ttt(x1)Ttx(x2)〉

− 1

16πG

[
F1(x;x1)∂

3
x1

− F2(x;x1)∂
3
t1
+

1

2
G1(x;x1)(2∂

2
t1
+ ∂2x1)
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+ 2F1(x;x2)∂
3
x2

− F2(x;x2)(∂
3
t2
+ ∂t2∂

2
x2
) +

1

2
G1(x;x2)(∂

2
t2
+ 4∂2x2)

]
δ(x1 − x2)

− δ(x− x1)〈Ttx(x1)Txx(x2)〉+ δ(x− x2)〈Ttt(x1)Ttx(x2)〉, (41)

〈Ttx(x)Txx(x1)Txx(x2)〉

= −(F1(x;x1)∂x1 +G1(x;x1))〈Ttt(x1)Txx(x2)〉 − (F2(x;x1)∂x1 +G2(x;x1))〈Ttx(x1)Txx(x2)〉

− 1

16πG

[
F1(x;x1)∂

2
t1
∂x1 +

5

2
G1(x;x1)∂

2
t1
− 3F2(x;x1)∂

3
t1

]
δ(x1 − x2)

+ δ(x− x1)〈Ttx(x1)Txx(x2)〉+ (x1 ↔ x2), (42)

〈Ttx(x)Ttx(x1)Ttx(x2)〉

= (F1(x;x1)∂x1 +G1(x;x1))〈Ttx(x1)Ttx(x2)〉 − (F2(x;x1)∂x1 +G2(x;x1))〈Ttt(x1)Ttx(x2)〉

− 1

16πG

[
F1(x;x1)∂

2
t1
∂x1 −

1

2
G1(x;x1)∂

2
t1
+ F2(x;x1)(∂

3
t1
− ∂t1∂

2
x1
)
]
δ(x1 − x2)

+ δ(x− x1)〈Ttt(x1)Ttx(x2)〉+ (x1 ↔ x2), (43)

〈Ttx(x)Ttx(x1)Ttt(x2)〉

= (F1(x;x1)∂x1 +G1(x;x1))〈Ttx(x1)Ttt(x2)〉 − (F2(x;x1)∂x1 +G2(x;x1))〈Ttt(x1)Ttt(x2)〉

+ (F1(x;x2)∂x2 +G1(x;x2))〈Ttx(x1)Ttt(x2)〉+ (F2(x;x2)∂x2 +G2(x;x2))〈Ttx(x1)Ttx(x2)〉

+
1

16πG

[
2F1(x;x1)∂t1∂

2
x1

+ F2(x;x1)(∂
2
t1
∂x1 − ∂3x1) + 2F1(x;x2)∂t2∂

2
x2

+G1(x;x2)∂t2∂x2

+ F2(x;x2)∂
2
t2
∂x2 +

1

2
G2(x;x2)(∂

2
t2
+ ∂2x2)− δ(x− x2)∂

2
t2

]
δ(x1 − x2)

+ δ(x− x1)〈Ttt(x1)Ttt(x2)〉 − δ(x− x2)〈Ttx(x1)Ttx(x2)〉, (44)

〈Ttx(x)Ttx(x1)Txx(x2)〉

= (F1(x;x1)∂x1 +G1(x;x1))〈Ttx(x1)Txx(x2)〉 − (F2(x;x1)∂x1 +G2(x;x1))〈Ttt(x1)Txx(x2)〉

− (F1(x;x2)∂x2 +G1(x;x2))〈Ttx(x1)Ttt(x2)〉 − (F2(x;x2)∂x2 +G2(x;x2))〈Ttx(x1)Ttx(x2)〉

+
1

16πG

[1
2
G1(x;x1)∂t1∂x1 − 2F2(x;x1)∂

2
t1
∂x1 −

1

2
G2(x;x1)∂

2
t1
+ F1(x;x2)∂t2∂

2
x2

+
3

2
G1(x;x2)∂t2∂x2 − 2F2(x;x2)∂

2
t2
∂x2 −

1

2
G2(x;x2)∂

2
t2
+ δ(x− x2)∂

2
t2

]
δ(x1 − x2)

+ δ(x− x1)〈Ttt(x1)Txx(x2)〉+ δ(x− x1)〈Ttx(x1)Ttx(x2)〉, (45)

where the functions F1, F2, G1, G2 are defined by

F1(x;x
′) = − t− t′

2π((t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2)
+

t− t′

2π((t− t′)2 + (x+ x′)2)
,

F2(x;x
′) =

x− x′

2π((t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2)
+

x+ x′

2π((t− t′)2 + (x+ x′)2)
,
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G1(x;x
′) =

−2(t− t′)(x− x′)

π((t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2)2
+

−2(t− t′)(x+ x′)

π((t− t′)2 + (x+ x′)2)2
,

G2(x;x
′) = − (t− t′)2 − (x− x′)2

π((t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2)2
+

(t− t′)2 − (x+ x′)2

π((t− t′)2 + (x+ x′)2)2
. (46)

The other three-point correlators can be determined by equations (33)(34)(35),

〈Ttt(x)Ttt(x1)Ttt(x2)〉

= (F̃2(x;x1)∂x1 + G̃2(x;x1))〈Ttt(x1)Ttt(x2)〉 − (F̃1(x;x1)∂x1 + G̃1(x;x1))〈Ttx(x1)Ttt(x2)〉

− 1

16πG

[
2F̃2(x;x1)∂

3
x1

− 3

2
G̃2(x;x1)∂

2
x1

− 3δ(x− x1)∂
2
x1

]
δ(x1 − x2)

− δ(x− x1)〈Ttt(x1)Ttt(x2)〉+ (x1 ↔ x2), (47)

〈Ttt(x)Ttt(x1)Txx(x2)〉

= (F̃2(x;x1)∂x1 + G̃2(x;x1))〈Ttt(x1)Txx(x2)〉 − (F̃1(x;x1)∂x1 + G̃1(x;x1))〈Ttx(x1)Txx(x2)〉

− (F̃2(x;x2)∂x2 + G̃2(x;x2))〈Ttt(x1)Ttt(x2)〉+ (F̃1(x;x2)∂x2 + G̃1(x;x2))〈Ttt(x1)Ttx(x2)〉

− 1

16πG

[
F̃2(x;x1)∂

3
x1

+ F̃1(x;x1)∂
3
t1
+

1

2
G̃2(x;x1)(2∂

2
t1
+ ∂2x1) + 2F̃2(x;x2)∂

3
x2

+ F̃1(x;x2)(∂
3
t2
+ ∂t2∂

2
x2
) +

1

2
G̃2(x;x2)(∂

2
t2
+ 4∂2x2)− δ(x− x1)(∂

2
t1
+ ∂2x1)

− 3δ(x− x2)∂
2
x2

]
δ(x1 − x2)− δ(x− x1)〈Ttt(x1)Txx(x2)〉

+ δ(x− x2)〈Ttt(x1)Ttt(x2)〉, (48)

〈Ttt(x)Txx(x1)Txx(x2)〉

= −(F̃2(x;x1)∂x1 + G̃2(x;x1))〈Ttt(x1)Txx(x2)〉+ (F̃1(x;x1)∂x1 + G̃1(x;x1))〈Ttx(x1)Txx(x2)〉

− 1

16πG

[
F̃2(x;x1)∂

2
t1
∂x1 +

5

2
G̃2(x;x1)∂

2
t1
+ 3F̃1(x;x1)∂

3
t1
− 2δ(x− x1)∂

2
t1

]
δ(x1 − x2)

+ δ(x− x1)〈Ttt(x1)Txx(x2)〉+ (x1 ↔ x2), (49)

〈Txx(x)Txx(x1)Txx(x2)〉

= (F̃2(x;x1)∂x1 + G̃2(x;x1))〈Ttt(x1)Txx(x2)〉 − (F̃1(x;x1)∂x1 + G̃1(x;x1))〈Ttx(x1)Txx(x2)〉

+
1

16πG

[
F̃2(x;x1)∂

2
t1
∂x1 +

5

2
G̃2(x;x1)∂

2
t1
+ 3F̃1(x;x1)∂

3
t1
− 2δ(x− x1)∂

2
t1

]
δ(x1 − x2)

− 3δ(x− x1)〈Ttt(x1)Txx(x2)〉+
1

8πG
∂tδ(x− x1)∂tδ(x− x2) + (x1 ↔ x2).

(50)

where the functions F̃1, F̃2, G̃1, G̃2 are defined by

F̃1(x;x
′) = − t− t′

2π((t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2)
− t− t′

2π((t− t′)2 + (x+ x′)2)
,
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F̃2(x;x
′) =

x− x′

2π((t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2)
− x+ x′

2π((t− t′)2 + (x+ x′)2)
,

G̃1(x;x
′) =

−2(t− t′)(x− x′)

π((t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2)2
− −2(t− t′)(x+ x′)

π((t− t′)2 + (x+ x′)2)2
,

G̃2(x;x
′) = − (t− t′)2 − (x− x′)2

π((t− t′)2 + (x− x′)2)2
− (t− t′)2 − (x+ x′)2

π((t− t′)2 + (x+ x′)2)
. (51)

2.2.2 Recurrence relation

In principle, with increasingly tedious calculations, one can obtain any higher-point

correlator by utilizing the method in the previous subsection. We derive recurrence

relations for a special class of correlators to express the higher-point correlators in

terms of the lower-point ones. To illustrate this, we work with complex coordinates

(w, w̄) = (t + ix, t− ix) and turn on the w̄w̄ component of the metric variation,

ds2(0) = dwdw̄ + ǫF (w, w̄)dw̄2. (52)

The stress tensor conservation law (15) and trace relation (16) take the forms

∂w̄〈Tww〉 = −∂w〈Tww̄〉+ ǫ(3∂wF + 2F∂w)〈Tww〉, (53)

∂w〈Tw̄w̄〉 = −∂w̄〈Tww̄〉+ ǫ∂w̄F 〈Tww〉+ 2ǫ(∂wF + F∂w)〈Tww̄〉, (54)

〈Tww̄〉 = ǫF 〈Tww〉+
ǫ∂2wF

16πG
. (55)

By expanding these equations to n-th order6 in ǫ, we find that

∂w∂w̄

(
〈Tww〉[n] − 〈Tw̄w̄〉[n] + 2F 〈Tww̄〉[n−1]

)

=
(
2∂2wF + 3∂wF∂w + F∂2w + ∂w̄F∂w̄ + F∂2w̄

)
〈Tww〉[n−1]. (56)

Meanwhile, from the Neumann boundary condition (6), we can read off the variation

of the brane profile

f [n](z, w) =
i

4
(−1)n[F n−1(∂w + ∂w̄)F ](w,w)z

2 +O(z4), (57)

and the boundary condition for (〈Tww〉 − 〈Tw̄w̄〉),

[〈Tww〉[n] − 〈Tw̄w̄〉[n]](w,w)
6For simplicity, here we assume that n ≥ 3, which corresponds to correlators involving four or
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= −2[F 〈Tww〉[n−1] + F 〈Tww̄〉[n−1]](w,w)− (−1)n

16πG
[F n−2(F (∂w + ∂w̄)

2F

+ ∂wF (∂w + ∂w̄)F +
3(n− 1)

2
((∂w + ∂w̄)F )

2)](w,w). (58)

To simplify the results, we assume that the insertion points wa for a = 1, 2, ..., n

are not located on the boundary of BCFT2. Then, the n-th order variation of (58)

becomes the Cardy condition,

δn[〈Tww〉[n] − 〈Tw̄w̄〉[n]](w,w)∏n
i=1 δF (wi, w̄i)

= 0, when Im(wa) > 0 for a = 1, 2, ..., n. (59)

Taking the n-th order variation of (56), and solving the Laplacian equation with

(59) and the regularity at infinity, we obtain

δn[〈Tww〉[n] − 〈Tw̄w̄〉[n] + 2F 〈Tww̄〉[n−1]](w)∏n
i=1 δF (wi)

= −2

π

n∑

i=1

{[
(

1

(wi − w)2
− 1

(wi − w̄)2
)− 1

2
(

1

wi − w
− 1

wi − w̄
)∂wi

− 1

2
(

1

w̄i − w
− 1

w̄i − w̄
)∂w̄i

]δn−1〈Tww(wi)〉[n−1]

∏
j 6=i δF (wj)

}
. (60)

Combining this solution with (53)(54)(55), we find

δn〈Tww(w)〉[n]∏n

i=1 δF (wi)
= −2

π

n∑

i=1

{[ 1

(wi − w)2
− 1

2

1

wi − w
∂wi

− 1

2

1

w̄i − w
∂w̄i

]δn−1〈Tww(wi)〉[n−1]

∏
j 6=i δF (wj)

}
,

δn〈Tw̄w̄(w)〉[n]∏n
i=1 δF (wi)

= −2

π

n∑

i=1

{[ 1

(wi − w̄)2
− 1

2

1

wi − w̄
∂wi

− 1

2

1

w̄i − w̄
∂w̄i

]δn−1〈Tww(wi)〉[n−1]

∏
j 6=i δF (wj)

− πδ(w −wi)
δn−1〈Tww̄(wi)〉[n−1]

∏
j 6=i δF (wj)

}
,

δn〈Tww̄(w)〉[n]∏n
i=1 δF (wi)

=

n∑

i=1

δ(w −wi)
δn−1〈Tww(wi)〉[n−1]

∏
j 6=i δF (wj)

. (61)

Finally, we use the conservation law (53) and the definition (13) to derive the recur-

rence relations

〈T (w)T (w1)...T (wn)〉

=

n∑

i=1

{[ 2

(wi − w)2
− 1

wi − w
∂wi

]
〈T (w1)...T (wn)〉

more stress tensor insertions.
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+
π

w̄i − w

∑

j 6=i
(2∂wi

δ(wi −wj)− δ(wi −wj)∂wj
)〈T (w1)...T (wi−1)T (wi+1)...T (wn)〉

}
,

(62)

〈T̄ (w)T (w1)...T (wn)〉

=
n∑

i=1

{[ 2

(wi − w̄)2
− 1

wi − w̄
∂wi

]
〈T (w1)...T (wn)〉

+
π

w̄i − w̄

∑

j 6=i
(2∂wi

δ(wi −wj)− δ(wi −wj)∂wj
)〈T (w1)...T (wi−1)T (wi+1)...T (wn)〉

− 2πδ(w −wi)〈T (w1)...T (wi−1)Θ(wi)T (wi+1)...T (wn)〉
}
, (63)

〈Θ(w)T (w1)...T (wn)〉

= −
n∑

i=1

πδ(w −wi)〈T (w1)...T (wn)〉, (64)

where we used the notation (T, T̄ ,Θ) = (−2πTww,−2πTww̄,−2πTw̄w̄). If we exclude

the contact terms, these results align with the Ward identity in BCFT2 [41].

2.3 Correlators with non-zero tension

Now, let us consider the non-zero tension case. When performing the calculations in

the previous section, we find that the Neumann boundary condition (26) becomes

complicated, making it difficult to obtain an exact form of the deformed brane profile

f [1](z, t). However, for computing the two-point correlators, only the boundary value

of 〈Ttx〉[1] at x = 0 is required. This boundary condition can be determined from

the Neumann boundary condition at the leading order in z. One can verify that the

boundary condition of 〈Ttx〉[1] is always independent of the brane tension, indicating
that the two-point correlators with non-zero tension are equivalent to those in the

tensionless case.

This subsection provides an alternative approach to compute stress tensor cor-

relators with a general tension. The basic idea is to switch to a suitable Fefferman-

Graham coordinate system, in which the EOW brane is a constant radial coordinate

surface. For Poincare AdS3 background (17), we use the coordinate transformation

z =
ξ

cosh ρ
, t = τ, x = ξ tanh ρ. (65)
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The new bulk metric is represented in terms of the hyperbolic slice of AdS2,

ds2 = dρ2 + cosh2 ρ
[dτ 2 + dξ2

ξ2

]
. (66)

In the hyperbolic slicing coordinates, the EOW brane is located at ρ = ρ∗, which is

related to the brane tension via

sinh ρ∗ = k = − T√
1− T 2

. (67)

Figure 1: A sketch of Poincare AdS3 coordinates (left) and hyperbolic slicing coordinates (right).

After the boundary metric perturbation (19), the coordinate transformation (65)

should be modified accordingly,

z(ǫ; ρ, τ, ξ) =
ξ

cosh ρ
+

∞∑

n=1

ǫnz[n](ρ, τ, ξ),

t(ǫ; ρ, τ, ξ) = τ +
∞∑

n=1

ǫnt[n](ρ, τ, ξ),

x(ǫ; ρ, τ, ξ) = ξ tanh ρ+
∞∑

n=1

ǫnx[n](ρ, τ, ξ), (68)

The bulk metric in the (modified) hyperbolic slicing coordinates is

GH
µν =

∂xa

∂ξµ
∂xb

∂ξν
GP
ab. (69)

In the Fefferman-Graham gauge, the metric satisfies

GH
ρρ = 1, GH

ρτ = GH
ρξ = 0, (70)
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where ρ is related to the Fefferman-Graham radial coordinate by zFG = e−ρ. Plug-

ging (19)(20)(68) into (69) and use the constrains (70), we can determine the co-

efficients z[n], t[n], and x[n]. At the first order in ǫ, the constraints (70) take the

forms

− (1 + e−2ρ)z[1]

ξe−3ρ
− −2∂ρx

[1] + eρ(1− e−2ρ)∂ρz
[1]

ξe−2ρ

+
4(1 + e−2ρ)2χxx(t

[0], x[0]) + 16ξ2e−2ρg
[1]
(2)xx(t

[0], x[0])

(1 + e−2ρ)4
= 0, (71)

− 4ξe−ρ∂τx
[1] + eρ(1 + e−2ρ)2∂ρt

[1] − 2ξ(1− e−2ρ)∂τz
[1]

4ξ2e−2ρ

− χtx(t
[0], x[0])

ξe−ρ
−

4ξe−ρg
[1]
(2)tx(t

[0], x[0])

(1 + e−2ρ)2
= 0, (72)

− 4ξe−ρ∂ξx
[1] − 2ξ(1− e−2ρ)∂ξz

[1] − (1 + e−2ρ)[−eρ(1− e−2ρ)∂ρx
[1] − 2∂ρz

[1]]

4ξ2e−2ρ

− (1− e−2ρ)χxx(t
[0], x[0])

ξe−ρ(1 + e−2ρ)
−

4ξe−ρ(1− e−2ρ)g
[1]
(2)xx(t

[0], x[0])

(1 + e−2ρ)3
= 0. (73)

The next step is to expand the vector xa[1] in powers of e−ρ,

xa[1](ρ, τ, ξ) =
∞∑

n=0

e−nρx
a[1]
(n) (τ, ξ). (74)

Plugging (74) into (71)(72)(73), we can calculate the coefficients x
a[1]
(n) order by order.

Note that there are still three coefficients t
[1]
(0), x

[1]
(0), and z

[1]
(1) that the above three

equations cannot determine. By setting t
[1]
(0) = x

[1]
(0) = 0, the coordinates on the

conformal boundary in the hyperbolic slicing background can be aligned with those

in the Poincare AdS3 background,

τ = t(ǫ; ρ, τ, ξ)
∣∣∣
ρ→∞

, ξ = x(ǫ; ρ, τ, ξ)
∣∣∣
ρ→∞

. (75)

Furthermore, we can set z
[1]
(1) = 0 to ensure that the induced metric on a radial slice

has the form of AdS2. By imposing these three conditions, we obtain

z[1](ρ, τ, ξ) = 2ξe−3ρχxx(τ, ξ) +O(e−4ρ),

t[1](ρ, τ, ξ) = 2ξe−2ρχtx(τ, ξ) +O(e−4ρ),

x[1](ρ, τ, ξ) = 2ξe−2ρχxx(τ, ξ) +O(e−4ρ). (76)
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Then, we can read off the Fefferman-Graham coefficients of the perturbed bulk

metric in the hyperbolic slicing background,

g
[1]
(0)αβdξ

αdξβ =
χtt(τ, ξ)dτ

2 + 2χtx(τ, ξ)dτdξ + χxx(τ, ξ)dξ
2

4ξ2
,

g
[1]
(2)αβdξ

αdξβ =
[
g
[1]
(2)tt(τ, ξ) +

[(1− ξ∂ξ)χtt + 2ξ∂τχtx − χxx](τ, ξ)

2ξ2

]
dτ 2

+ 2
[
g
[1]
(2)tx(τ, ξ) +

[χtx + ξ∂τχxx](τ, ξ)

2ξ2

]
dτdξ

+
[
g
[1]
(2)xx(τ, ξ) +

ξ∂ξχxx(τ, ξ)

2ξ2

]
dξ2. (77)

The bulk Einstein’s equation at the first-order in ǫ gives

g
[1]
(2)ττ + g

[1]
(2)ξξ = 2(1 + 3ξ∂ξ + ξ2∂2ξ )g

[1]
(0)ττ − 4ξ∂τ (1 + ξ∂ξ)g

[1]
(0)τξ − 2(1 + ξ∂ξ − ξ2∂2τ )g

[1]
(0)ξξ,

∂ξg
[1]
(2)ττ − ∂τg

[1]
(2)τξ = −2(2∂ξ + ξ∂2ξ )g

[1]
(0)ττ + 2∂τ (1 + 2ξ∂ξ)g

[1]
(0)τξ + 2(∂ξ − ξ∂2τ )g

[1]
(0)ξξ,

∂τg
[1]
(2)ξξ − ∂ξg

[1]
(2)τξ = −2(∂ξg

[1]
(0)τξ − ∂τg

[1]
(0)ξξ). (78)

Next, we employ the Neumann boundary condition on the EOW brane. As we per-

turb the boundary metric, the profile of the EOW brane changes, and this modified

profile can be formally written as

Q : ρ(τ, ξ) = ρ∗ +
∞∑

n=1

ǫnψ[n](τ, ξ). (79)

By plugging (79) into (6), and applying the first-order Einstein’s equation (78), we

obtain

(−1− ξ∂ξ + ξ2∂2τ )ψ
[1]

ξ2
− 2g

[1]
(0)ττ + g

[1]
(2)ττ = 0,

(∂τ + ξ∂τ∂ξ)ψ
[1]

ξ
− 2g

[1]
(0)τξ + g

[1]
(2)τξ = 0,

(−1 + ξ∂ξ + ξ2∂2ξ )ψ
[1]

ξ2
− 2g

[1]
(0)ξξ + g

[1]
(2)ξξ = 0. (80)

The Neumann boundary condition in the hyperbolic slicing coordinates has a distinct

interpretation compared to Poincare coordinates. In the Poincare coordinates, the

Neumann boundary condition provides a differential equation for the brane profile

f [1] and specifies the boundary value of g
[1]
(2)tx. However, in the hyperbolic slicing

coordinates, it establishes a relationship between the bulk solution g
[1]
(2)αβ and the
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brane profile ψ[1]. By employing (77) together with the definition (14), we can

express the perturbed one-point correlators 〈Tij〉[1] in terms of ψ[1],

〈Ttt〉[1] =
1

16πG

[
− 2(∂2t −

1

x
∂x −

1

x2
)ψ[1] +

1

x
(∂x − x∂2x)χtt

− 2

x
∂t(1− x∂x)χtx +

1

x2
(1− x2∂2t )χxx

]
,

〈Ttx〉[1] = − 1

16πG

[2
x
∂t(1 + x∂x)ψ

[1] +
1

x
∂tχxx

]
,

〈Txx〉[1] =
1

16πG

[
− 2(∂2x +

1

x
∂x −

1

x2
)ψ[1] − ∂2xχtt + 2∂t∂xχtx

+
1

x2
(1− x∂x − x2∂2t )χxx

]
, (81)

where we changed the notations of the variables (τ, ξ) → (t, x). Therefore, our

primary objective is to determine the brane profile, specifically its variation with

respect to the boundary metric δψ[1]

δχij
, and subsequently obtain all the two-point

correlators from (81). From the trace relation (23), we find

(∂2t + ∂2x −
2

x2
)
δψ[1](x)

δχij(x0)
=
[ 1

2x
δitδ

j
t (∂x − x∂2x)−

1

2x
δitδ

j
x∂t(1− x∂x)

+
1

x2
δixδ

j
x(1−

x

2
∂x −

x2

2
∂2t )
]
δ(x− x0), (82)

Using the Fourier transformation δψ[1](x)
δχij(x0)

=
∫∞
−∞ dωe−iωtx

1
2ϕij(x;x0), we have

[
∂2x +

1

x
∂x − (ω2 +

9

4x2
)
]
ϕij = x−

1
2
eiωt0

2π

[ 1

2x
δitδ

j
t (∂x − x∂2x)−

1

2x
δitδ

j
x(−iω)(1− x∂x)

+
1

x2
δixδ

j
x(1−

x

2
∂x +

ω2x2

2
)
]
δ(x− x0). (83)

The general solution is

ϕij(x;x0) =A
ij(x0)ϕ1(x) +Bij(x0)ϕ2(x) + ϕij∗ (x;x0), (84)

Here ϕ1(x) and ϕ2(x) are two homogeneous solutions

ϕ1(x) =
1

(|ω|x) 1
2

[sinh (|ω|x)
|ω|x − cosh (|ω|x)

]
, (85)

ϕ2(x) =
1

(|ω|x) 1
2

[
sinh (|ω|x)− cosh (|ω|x)

|ω|x
]
, (86)

which satisfy

[
∂2x +

1

x
∂x − (ω2 +

9

4x2
)
]
ϕ1 =

[
∂2x +

1

x
∂x − (ω2 +

9

4x2
)
]
ϕ2 = 0. (87)
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The last term ϕij∗ (x;x0) is a particular solution of (83),

ϕij∗ (x;x0) = −δitδjt
eiωt0

8πx
3
2
0

[
H(x− x0)(ϕ1(x)ϕ̃2(x0)− ϕ2(x)ϕ̃1(x0)) + 2x0δ(x− x0)

]

+ δitδ
j
x

iωeiωt0

8πx
1
2
0

H(x− x0)
[
ϕ1(x)ϕ̂2(x0)− ϕ2(x)ϕ̂1(x0)

]

+ δixδ
j
x

eiωt0

8πx
3
2
0

H(x− x0)
[
ϕ1(x)ϕ̃2(x0)− ϕ2(x)ϕ̃1(x0)

]
, (88)

where ϕ̃(x) = (3 + 2ω2x2 + 2x∂x)ϕ(x) and ϕ̂(x) = (3+ 2x∂x)ϕ(x). H(x− x0) is the

Heaviside step function defined as H(x − x0) = 1 for x > x0, H(x − x0) = 1
2
for

x = x0, and H(x − x0) = 0 for x < x0. The coefficients Aij and Bij are fixed by

imposing the regularity conditions on ψ[1] at both x = 0 and x = ∞,

Aij(x0) = (δitδ
j
t − δixδ

j
x)
eiωt0

8πx
3
2
0

(ϕ̃1(x0) + ϕ̃2(x0))− δitδ
j
x

iωeiωt0

8πx
1
2
0

(ϕ̂1(x0) + ϕ̂2(x0)),

Bij(x0) = 0. (89)

Putting everything together, we obtain the two-point correlators in frequency space,

〈Ttx(ω, x)Ttt(−ω, x0)〉 = − iω

16π2G

[ω2

2

(
e−|ω|(x+x0) +H(x− x0)e

−|ω|(x−x0)

−H(x0 − x)e|ω|(x−x0)
)
+ ∂xδ(x− x0)

]
,

〈Ttx(ω, x)Ttx(−ω, x0)〉 = − (iω)2

16π2G

[ |ω|
2

(
e−|ω|(x+x0) −H(x− x0)e

−|ω|(x−x0)

−H(x0 − x)e|ω|(x−x0)
)
+ δ(x− x0)

]
,

〈Ttx(ω, x)Txx(−ω, x0)〉 =
iω

16π2G

[ω2

2

(
e−|ω|(x+x0) +H(x− x0)e

−|ω|(x−x0)

−H(x0 − x)e|ω|(x−x0)
)]
,

〈Ttt(ω, x)Ttt(−ω, x0)〉 =
1

16π2G

[ |ω|3
2

(
e−|ω|(x+x0) + e−|ω(x−x0)|

)
− (ω2 + ∂2x)δ(x− x0)

]
,

〈Ttt(ω, x)Txx(−ω, x0)〉 = − 1

16π2G

[ |ω|3
2

(
e−|ω|(x+x0) + e−|ω(x−x0)|

)
− ω2δ(x− x0)

]
,

〈Txx(ω, x)Txx(−ω, x0)〉 =
1

16π2G

[ |ω|3
2

(
e−|ω|(x+x0) + e−|ω(x−x0)|

)]
, (90)

which match the results (30)(31) obtained by the previous method. The first-order

brane profile ψ[1] and the two-point correlators are independent of brane tension.

Next, we will demonstrate that this property also holds for three-point correlators.
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From above method, we find the coordinate transformation (68) at the second

order in ǫ,

z[2](ρ, τ, ξ) =− 2ξe−3ρ[χ2
tx + χ2

xx](τ, ξ) +O(e−4ρ),

t[2](ρ, τ, ξ) =− 2ξe−2ρ[χttχtx + χtxχxx](τ, ξ) +O(e−4ρ),

x[2](ρ, τ, ξ) =− 2ξe−2ρ[χ2
tx + χ2

xx](τ, ξ) +O(e−4ρ). (91)

Plugging (91) into (69), we obtain the Fefferman-Graham coefficients,

g
[2]
(0)αβdξ

αdξβ = 0,

g
[2]
(2)αβdξ

αdξβ =
[
g
[2]
(2)tt(τ, ξ) +

[χ2
tx + χ2

xx − (1− ξ∂ξ)χttχxx − 2ξ∂τχtxχxx − ξ∂τχttχtx](τ, ξ)

2ξ2

]
dτ 2

+ 2
[
g
[2]
(2)tx(τ, ξ)−

[χtxχxx + ξ∂ξχttχtx + ξ∂τχxxχxx](τ, ξ)

2ξ2

]
dτdξ

+
[
g
[2]
(2)xx(τ, ξ) +

[χ2
tx − 2ξ∂ξχtxχtx + ξ∂τχxxχtx − ξ∂ξχxxχxx](τ, ξ)

2ξ2

]
dξ2.

(92)

Expanding the Neumann boundary condition (6) to the second order in ǫ and using

(14)(81)(82), we can express 〈Tij〉[2] in terms of ψ[1] and ψ[2],

〈Ttt〉[2] =
1

16πG

[
− 2(∂2t −

1

x
∂x −

1

x2
)ψ[2] +

2

x2
ψ[1]2 + (4 + 3T )(∂tψ

[1])2 + (2 + 3T )(∂xψ
[1])2

− (1 + T )(x2∂2t − x∂x)[(∂tψ
[1])2 + (∂xψ

[1])2] +
2

x2
χtt(1 + x∂x)ψ

[1] + ∂tχtt∂tψ
[1]

− ∂xχtt∂xψ
[1] − 2

x
χtx∂tψ

[1] + 2∂tχtx∂xψ
[1] − 2

x
χxx∂xψ

[1] + F [2]
tt

]
,

〈Ttx〉[2] = − 1

16πG

[2
x
∂t(1 + x∂x)ψ

[2] − 2∂tψ
[1]∂xψ

[1] + (1 + T )x∂t(3 + x∂x)[(∂tψ
[1])2 + (∂xψ

[1])2]

− 1

x2
∂xχtt∂tψ

[1] − 2

x2
χtx(1 + x∂x)ψ

[1] − ∂tχxx∂xψ
[1] + F [2]

tx

]
,

〈Txx〉[2] =
1

16πG

[
− 2(∂2x +

1

x
∂x −

1

x2
)ψ[2] +

2

x2
ψ[1]2 − (4 + 3T )(∂tψ

[1])2 − (2 + 3T )(∂xψ
[1])2

− (1 + T )(x2∂2x + 5x∂x)[(∂tψ
[1])2 + (∂xψ

[1])2]− 2

x
(1− x∂x)χtx∂tψ

[1]

+
2

x2
χxxψ

[1] + ∂xχxx∂xψ
[1] − ∂tχxx∂tψ

[1] + F [2]
xx

]
, (93)

where F [2]
tt , F [2]

tx , and F [2]
xx are quadratic functions of χij that are independent of brane

tension. The equation of motion for δ2ψ[2]

δχi1j1
δχi2j2

can be derived by taking functional
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derivative of (93) and employing the trace relation (33),

(∂2t + ∂2x −
2

x2
)

δ2ψ[2](x)

δχi1j1(x1)δχi2j2(x2)

=
2

x2
δψ[1](x)

δχi1j1(x1)

δψ[1](x)

δχi2j2(x2)
− x

2
(1 + T )(x∂2t + x∂2x + 4∂x)

[
∂t

δψ[1](x)

δχi1j1(x1)
∂t

δψ[1](x)

δχi2j2(x2)

+ ∂x
δψ[1](x)

δχi1j1(x1)
∂x

δψ[1](x)

δχi2j2(x2)

]
+

1

2

[
δi1t δ

j1
t (∂tδ(x− x1)∂t − ∂xδ(x− x1)∂x + 2δ(x− x1)∂

2
t )

+ δi1t δ
j1
x (∂xδ(x− x1)∂t + ∂tδ(x− x1)∂x + 2δ(x− x1)∂t∂x) + δi1x δ

j1
x (∂xδ(x− x1)∂x

− ∂tδ(x− x1)∂t + 2δ(x− x1)∂
2
x)
] δψ[1](x)

δχi2j2(x2)
+

1

4

δ2[F [2]
tt + F [2]

xx ](x)

δχi1j1(x1)δχi2j2(x2)
+ (1 ↔ 2).

(94)

We are concerned with the dependence of three-point correlators on the brane ten-

sion T . Let us divide the brane profile into two parts,

ψ[2](x) = ψ
[2]
0 (x) + ∆ψ[2](x), (95)

where ψ
[2]
0 (x) is the tensionless brane profile. Plugging (95) into (94), and using the

fact that δψ[1]

δχij
is independent of brane tension, we obtain

(∂2t + ∂2x −
2

x2
)
[ δ2∆ψ[2](x)

δχi1j1(x1)δχi2j2(x2)

+ x2T
(
∂t

δψ[1](x)

δχi1j1(x1)
∂t

δψ[1](x)

δχi2j2(x2)
+ ∂x

δψ[1](x)

δχi1j1(x1)
∂x

δψ[1](x)

δχi2j2(x2)

)]
= 0. (96)

We impose the regularity conditions on ψ[2] at x = 0,∞ to get

δ2ψ[2](x)

δχi1j1(x1)δχi2j2(x2)
=

δ2ψ
[2]
0 (x)

δχi1j1(x1)δχi2j2(x2)
− x2T

(
∂t

δψ[1](x)

δχi1j1(x1)
∂t

δψ[1](x)

δχi2j2(x2)

+ ∂x
δψ[1](x)

δχi1j1(x1)
∂x

δψ[1](x)

δχi2j2(x2)

)
. (97)

Combining this with (93), we find

δ2〈Tij(x)〉
δχi1j1(x1)δχi2j2(x2)

=
δ2〈Tij(x)〉0

δχi1j1(x1)δχi2j2(x2)
, (98)

which indicates that three-point correlators are independent of brane tension.

2.4 Other classical saddles

At the end of this section, we consider other classical gravitational saddle points

that are dual to excited states and calculate the stress tensor two-point correlators
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dominated by them. Three-dimensional gravity has no local degrees of freedom, and

all classical saddle points can be constructed from Poincare AdS3

ds2 =
dZ2 + dWdW

Z2
(99)

via the Bañados map [65]

W = p(w)− 2z2( dp
dw

)2 d2p̄

dw̄2

4 dp
dw

dp̄
dw̄

+ z2 d2p
dw2

d2p̄
dw̄2

,

W = p̄(w̄)− 2z2( dp̄
dw̄

)2 d2p

dw2

4 dp
dw

dp̄
dw̄

+ z2 d2p
dw2

d2p̄
dw̄2

,

Z =
4z( dp

dw
dp̄
dw̄

)
3
2

4 dp
dw

dp̄
dw̄

+ z2 d2p
dw2

d2p̄
dw̄2

. (100)

The bulk metric takes the form

ds2 =
dz2

z2
+

1

z2

[
dwdw̄ − z2(T (w)dw2 + T̄ (w̄)dw̄2) + z4T (w)T̄ (w̄)dwdw̄

]
, (101)

where

T (w) =
1

2

[ d3p
dw3

dp
dw

− 3

2

( d2p
dw2 )

2

( dp
dw

)2

]
, T̄ (w̄) =

1

2

[ d3p̄
dw̄3

dp̄
dw̄

− 3

2

( d2p̄

dw̄2 )
2

( dp̄
dw̄

)2

]
. (102)

The dual BCFT2 is defined on the half plane Im(W ) ≥ 0 in the original coordinates.

Following [39], we require that after the coordinate transformation (100), this right

half plane is mapped to the same region (i.e., Im(w) ≥ 0). This can be achieved by

setting p and p̄ as the same function.

In the new background (101), the EOW brane profile can be obtained by impos-

ing the Neumann boundary condition (6),

x(z, t) = − T√
1− T 2

z +
T (3− T 2)

3(1− T 2)
3
2

T (t)z3 +O(z4), (103)

where t and x represent the real and imaginary parts of w, respectively.

As a simple example, we will consider the case where T is a constant and compute

the stress tensor two-point correlators. Let us perturb the boundary metric as (19).

The brane profile can be formally written as the power series (25) in ǫ. By employing

the Neumann boundary condition (6) at the first order in ǫ, we obtain the modified
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brane profile f [1] and the boundary condition of 〈Ttx〉[1],

f [1](z, t) =
Tχxx(t, 0)

2
√
1− T 2

z − [∂xχtt − 2∂tχtx + T 2∂xχxx](t, 0)

4(1− T 2)
z2 +O(z3),

〈Ttx(t, 0)〉[1] =
1

16πG
[∂t∂xχtt − 2∂2t χtx − 4T χtx](t, 0). (104)

Meanwhile, 〈Ttx〉[1] satisfies the Laplacian equation

(∂2t + ∂2x)〈Ttx〉[1] =
1

16πG
(∂t∂

3
xχtt − 2∂2t ∂

2
xχtx + ∂3t ∂xχxx)

+
T

4πG
(−∂t∂xχtt + (∂2t − ∂2x)χtx + ∂t∂xχxx). (105)

Putting everything together, we obtain the two-point correlators 〈TtxTij〉,

〈Ttx(x)Ttt(x0)〉 =
3i

16π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))4
− 1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))4

+
1

(t− t0 + i(x− x0))4
− 1

(t− t0 − i(x− x0))4

]
+

1

8πG
∂t∂xδ(x− x0)

+
iT

8π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))2
− 1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))2

+
1

(t− t0 + i(x− x0))2
− 1

(t− t0 − i(x− x0))2

]
,

〈Ttx(x)Ttx(x0)〉 =
3

16π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))4
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))4

− 1

(t− t0 + i|x− x0|)4
− 1

(t− t0 − i|x− x0|)4
]
− 1

8πG
∂2t δ(x− x0)

+
T

8π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))2
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))2

− 1

(t− t0 + i(x− x0))2
− 1

(t− t0 − i(x− x0))2

]
− T

4πG
δ(x− x0),

〈Ttx(x)Txx(x0)〉 =
−3i

16π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))4
− 1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))4

+
1

(t− t0 + i(x− x0))4
− 1

(t− t0 − i(x− x0))4

]

− iT
8π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))2
− 1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))2

+
1

(t− t0 + i(x− x0))2
− 1

(t− t0 − i(x− x0))2

]
. (106)

The other two-point correlators can be computed using the conservation equation

(15) and the Bose symmetry of the correlators,

〈Ttt(x)Ttt(x0)〉 =
3

16π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))4
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))4
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+
1

(t− t0 + i|x− x0|)4
+

1

(t− t0 − i|x− x0|)4
]
+

1

8πG
(∂2t − ∂2x)δ(x− x0)

+
T

8π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))2
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))2

+
1

(t− t0 + i|x− x0|)2
+

1

(t− t0 − i|x− x0|)2
]
+

T
4πG

(1− 2∂t)δ(x− x0),

〈Ttt(x)Txx(x0)〉 = − 3

16π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))4
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))4

+
1

(t− t0 + i|x− x0|)4
+

1

(t− t0 − i|x− x0|)4
]
− 1

8πG
∂2t δ(x− x0)

− T
8π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))2
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))2

+
1

(t− t0 + i|x− x0|)2
+

1

(t− t0 − i|x− x0|)2
]
− T

4πG
(3− 2∂t)δ(x− x0),

〈Txx(x)Txx(x0)〉 =
3

16π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))4
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))4

+
1

(t− t0 + i|x− x0|)4
+

1

(t− t0 − i|x− x0|)4
]

+
T

8π2G

[ 1

(t− t0 + i(x+ x0))2
+

1

(t− t0 − i(x+ x0))2

+
1

(t− t0 + i|x− x0|)2
+

1

(t− t0 − i|x− x0|)2
]
+

T
4πG

(5− 2∂t)δ(x− x0).

(107)

3 Holographic correlators of crosscap CFT2 on

RP
2

In this section, we extend our method to the case of two-dimensional CFTs on

non-orientable surfaces (XCFTs in [54]). Our calculation is based on the model

constructed in [54].

3.1 Holographic dual of crosscap CFT2

Firstly, we review the basic construction of the holographic dual of crosscap CFT2

(XCFT2) [52, 54].

A simple fact in topology is that any non-orientable manifold Σg can be rep-

resented as the Z2 quotient of its orientable double cover Σ̂g, formally expressed

as Σg = Σ̂g/Z2. Additionally, any three-dimensional manifold with boundary Σg
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can be obtained by taking the Z2 quotient of the three-dimensional manifold with

boundary Σ̂g. Therefore, the basic idea for the holography on non-orientable sur-

faces is that the bulk saddles with boundary Σg can be identified by looking for

Z2-invariant saddles with boundary Σ̂g. However, geometries obtained in this man-

ner exhibit singularities when there are fixed points of the Z2 action in the manifold

before the identification [52], which prevents them from being global solutions to

Einstein’s equations.

A prescription to resolve these singularities is to introduce EOW branes in bulk

to encompass them [54], resulting in a construction similar to AdS3/BCFT2. For

an XCFT2 lives on a non-orientable closed surface Σ, which is the boundary of the

three-dimensional bulk M, the dual bulk action still consists of three parts as the

same as (3):

Ibulk = − 1

16πG

∫

M

√
G (R+ 2)− 1

8πG

∫

Q

√
h(K − T )− 1

8πG

∫

Σ

√
γ(B − 1), (108)

where hab and γij denote the induced metrics on the EOW brane Q and conformal

boundary Σ respectively. The scalar extrinsic curvatures K := habKab (for Q) and

B := γijBij (for Σ) are constructed from their respective extrinsic curvature tensors

Kab and Bij.

The real projective plane RP2 is the simplest example of non-orientable surfaces,

which is the quotient of the sphere S2 under the antipodal map. We first consider

a holographic CFT living on the unit sphere to obtain its dual bulk saddle. In that

case, the dominant saddle is (Euclidean) global AdS3, which is described by the

metric

ds2 = dη2 + sinh2 η
(
dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ2

)
, (109)

where η ∈ (0,∞), θ ∈ [0, π], φ ∈ [0, 2π) with φ ∼ φ + 2π. The AdS radius is

set to 1 for simplicity. The bulk saddle with an RP
2 boundary can be obtained by

imposing the antipodal identification (θ, φ) ∼ (π − θ, φ + π) on the boundary S2

and extending this identification into bulk. A fixed point in the bulk exists, whose

location depends on the extension. Here, we assume that the dominant saddle is

constructed by the identification with a fixed point at η = 0, imposing the exact

antipodal identification on every constant η sphere.
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To resolve the singularity, an EOW brane Q with a tension T is introduced at

η = η∗. The bulk M is the region between the brane Q and the conformal boundary

Σ. Similar to the case of AdS3/BCFT2, we impose the Dirichlet boundary condition

δγij|Σ = 0 on the conformal boundary Σ and Neumann boundary condition

Kab −Khab = −Thab (110)

on the EOW brane Q, while the latter determines the relation between the brane

profile and tension:

η∗ = arccoth(−T ), T < −1. (111)

The partition function and holographic correlators of the XCFT2 on RP
2 can then

be investigated based on this model.

Figure 2: An illustration of the holographic dual of XCFT2 on RP
2. The EOW brane Q is located

at η = η∗. The red double arrow stands for the antipodal identification.

3.2 Holographic scalar correlators

As a simple example, in this subsection, we use the standard GKPW relation to

compute the exact one-point and two-point scalar correlators on RP
2. We consider

the following scalar field action in three-dimensional bulk,

Iscalar =
1

2

∫

M
d3x

√
G
(
(∂Φ)2 +m2Φ2

)
. (112)

In the semi-classical limit, scalar field action can be viewed as a perturbation of the

gravitational action (108). From now on, we will neglect the backreaction of the

scalar field on the metric and calculate scalar correlators in the fixed background

27



(109). The scalar field equation of motion is

1√
G ∂µ

(√
GGµν∂νΦ

)
−m2Φ =0. (113)

As discussed in [3,57,71], this equation can be solved near the conformal boundary,

and there are two homogeneous solutions for the scalar field Φ(η,x),

Φ(η,x) =(2e−η)2−∆φ−(η,x) + (2e−η)∆φ+(η,x), (114)

where ∆ = 1 +
√
1 +m2 is the scaling dimension of the dual operator, which has

a lower bound ∆ ≥ 1 called the BF bound [72, 73]. In (114), both φ−(η,x) and

φ+(η,x) can be expressed as Taylor series expansions in e−2η. The leading order

coefficient of each solution has a specific interpretation: the coefficient φ−(∞,x)

(which is denoted by φ(0) below) corresponds to the source coupled to the dual

operator O, while the coefficient φ+(∞,x) (which is denoted by φ(2∆−2) below) is

related to one-point correlator in boundary CFT. Plugging (113) and (114) into

(112), we find that the on-shall action diverges when evaluated at the conformal

boundary. Following the prescription in [57], we include the following counterterm

to eliminate the divergence,

Ict =
2−∆

2

∫

Σ

d2x
√
γΦ2. (115)

The renormalized one-point scalar correlator takes the form

〈O〉 = −(2e−η)−∆[∂η + (2−∆)]Φ
∣∣∣
η→∞

= (2∆− 2)φ(2∆−2). (116)

In the background (109), the EOW brane Q is located at η = η∗. We assume

that the bulk scalar field Φ is coupled to the EOW brane by the following quadratic

function [36],

Ibrane = −
∫

Q

d2x
√
h
(
λ1Φ+

1

2
λ2Φ

2
)
, (117)

The variation of (112) plus (117) gives a Robin boundary condition for Φ [74],

[∂ηΦ + λ1 + λ2Φ]
∣∣∣
Q
= 0. (118)
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Let us first compute the one-point correlator 〈O〉, which is equivalent to finding

the bulk solution of Φ with the Dirichlet boundary condition δΦ = 0 on Σ and

the Robin boundary condition (118) on Q. The scalar equation of motion (113)

expressed in the coordinates (η, θ, φ) takes the form

[
∂2η + 2 coth η∂η + csch2η(

1

sin θ
∂θ(sin θ∂θ) +

1

sin2 θ
∂2φ) + ∆(2−∆)

]
Φ = 0. (119)

The solution can be decomposed by the spherical harmonics {Ylm},

Φ(x, θ, φ) =
∑

l∈2N0

l∑

m=−l
x

l
2 (1− x)

∆
2 ylm(x)Ylm(θ, φ), (120)

where the new radial coordinate is defined as x = tanh2 η. Since the solution on

RP
2 should be invariant under the involution (θ, φ) 7→ (π−θ, φ+π), the summation

here only contains spherical harmonics with even l. Plugging (120) into (119), we

find that ylm satisfies the following hypergeometric equation,

x(1− x)y′′lm + [l +
3

2
− (l +∆+

3

2
)x]y′lm − (l +∆)(l +∆+ 1)

4
ylm = 0. (121)

From the Dirichlet boundary condition of Φ on Σ, we have

(1− x)∆−1ylm(x)
∣∣∣
x→1

=

∫
dθ′dφ′ sin θ′Y ∗

lm(θ
′, φ′)φ(0)(θ

′, φ′). (122)

We assume the source φ(0) is turned off in XCFT2. Then, the right-hand side of

(122) vanishes and the general solution for ylm is

ylm(x) = AlmF (
l +∆

2
,
l +∆+ 1

2
,∆, 1− x), (123)

where F is the hypergeometric function [75]. From the Robin boundary condition

(118) on Q, we have

2x
1+l
2 (1− x)

∆+2
2 (

d

dx
+

l

2x
+

∆

2(1− x)
+

λ2
2
√
x(1− x)

)ylm

∣∣∣
x= 1

T2

+ λ1
√
4πδl,0δm,0 = 0.

(124)

Plugging (123) into (124), we obtain

A00 =
−λ1

√
4π(−T )∆+3(T 2 − 1)−

∆+2
2

∆+1
2
F (∆+2

2
, ∆+3

2
, 1 + ∆, T

2−1
T 2 )− T 2(∆−λ2T )

T 2−1
F (∆

2
, ∆+1

2
,∆, T

2−1
T 2 )

,

Alm = 0, for (l, m) 6= (0, 0). (125)
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Putting everything together and using the definition (116), we have

〈O〉 = (∆− 1)A00√
π

. (126)

Let us further consider the one-point correlator of heavy operators. Assume that

the scaling dimension satisfies c ≫ ∆ ≫ 1. The hypergeometric functions in (125)

exhibit the following asymptotic behaviors,

F (
∆

2
,
∆+ 1

2
,∆,

T 2 − 1

T 2
) ∼

( 2T

T − 1

)∆
,

F (
∆ + 2

2
,
∆+ 3

2
,∆+ 1,

T 2 − 1

T 2
) ∼

( 2T

T − 1

)∆
. (127)

It follows that

〈O〉 ∼ λ1e
∆ log( 1

2

√

T−1
T+1

)
=
λ1e

∆η∗

2∆
. (128)

This result is consistent with the one-point correlator obtained by geodesic approx-

imation in [54].

To compute the scalar two-point correlator 〈OO〉, we perturb the boundary

source φ(0),

φ(0)(θ, φ) = ǫχ(θ, φ), (129)

where ǫ is an infinitesimal parameter, and χ(θ, φ) is invariant under the involution

(θ, φ) 7→ (π − θ, φ + π). The perturbed bulk scalar field can be written as a power

series in ǫ, Φ =
∑∞

n=0 ǫ
nΦ[n]. Solving the scalar equation of motion (113) with

boundary conditions (118) and (122), and using the definition (116), we obtain the

first-order variation

〈O(θ, φ)〉[1] = (2∆− 2)
∑

l∈2N0

l∑

m=−l
A

[1]
l

∫
dθ′dφ′ sin θ′Y ∗

lm(θ
′, φ′)χ(θ′, φ′)Ylm(θ, φ),

(130)

where

A
[1]
l =

(3∆ + l(T 2 − 1)− 2− λ2T )G(l,∆;T ) + (2+l−∆)(3+l−∆)
2(∆−2)

G(l + 1,∆− 1;T )

(∆T 2 − l(T 2 − 1)− λ2T 3)F (l,∆;T )− (T 2−1)(l+∆)(1+l+∆)
2∆T 2 F (l + 1,∆+ 1;T )

.

(131)
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Here, we have used the notation

F (l,∆;T ) = F (
l +∆

2
,
l +∆+ 1

2
,∆,

T 2 − 1

T 2
),

G(l,∆;T ) =
(T 2 − 1

T 2

)1−∆

F (
l −∆+ 2

2
,
l −∆+ 3

2
, 2−∆,

T 2 − 1

T 2
). (132)

Finally, we obtain the two-point correlator 〈OO〉 from the standard GKPW relation,

〈O(θ, φ)O(θ0, φ0)〉 =
1√

g(θ0, φ0)

δ〈O(θ, φ)〉[1]
δχ(θ0, φ0)

=
∆− 1

2π

∑

l∈2N0

(2l + 1)A
[1]
l Pl(cos γ), (133)

where cos γ = cos θ cos θ0 + sin θ sin θ0 cos (φ− φ0).

3.3 Holographic stress tensor correlators

In this subsection, based on the method employed previously, we proceed to compute

holographic stress tensor correlators on RP
2.

After performing the coordinate transformation

z = 2e−η, (134)

the metric (109) is transformed into the standard Fefferman-Graham form:

ds2 =
dz2

z2
+

1

z2

(
1− z2

2
+
z4

16

)(
dθ2 + sin2 θ dφ2

)
, (135)

which is invariant under the antipodal map. According to the metric, we read off

g(0) =


1 0

0 sin2 θ


 , g(2) =


−1

2
0

0 −1
2
sin2 θ


 , g(4) =




1
16

0

0 1
16
sin2 θ


 . (136)

It’s easy to verify that they indeed satisfy Einstein’s equations (9)(10)(11) in the

Fefferman-Graham coordinates. Through (14), we obtain the one-point correlators

directly:

〈Tθθ〉 =
1

16πG
, 〈Tφφ〉 =

1

16πG
sin2 θ, 〈Tθφ〉 = 〈Tφθ〉 = 0, (137)

which satisfies the conservation law (15) and the trace relation (16).
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Our main aim is to compute two-point correlators of the stress tensor. Following

the method utilized in section 2, we initiate by perturbing the boundary metric:

δg(0)ij dx
i dxj = ǫχij dx

i dxj , (138)

the variation of other Fefferman-Graham coefficients and one-point correlators can

be formally written as

δg(2)ij =
∞∑

n=1

ǫng
[n]
(2)ij , δg(4)ij =

∞∑

n=1

ǫng
[n]
(4)ij , δ 〈Tij〉 =

∞∑

n=1

ǫn 〈Tij〉[n] . (139)

The perturbed brane profile is denoted as

z(θ, φ) = z∗ +
∞∑

n=1

ǫnf [n](θ, φ), (140)

where z∗ = 2e−η∗ stands for the unperturbed brane profile. Similar to the case of

AdS3/BCFT2 in the hyperbolic slicing coordinates, the Neumann boundary condi-

tion (110) on the perturbed EOW brane provides a relationship between g
[1]
(2)ij and

f [1]. In principle, by solving Einstein’s equation with the boundary conditions order

by order, we can derive any functional derivative which is of the form

δ 〈Tij〉[n] (x)
δχi1j1(x1)δχi2j2(x2) · · · δχinjn(xn)

. (141)

Thus, it’s enough to obtain any holographic stress tensor correlators. However, the

equations can be complicated, so we focus on calculating two-point correlators here.

Combining (14)(15)(16) and the Neumann boundary condition (110), we obtain

〈Tθθ〉[1] =
1

16πGz∗

(
z∗χθθ − 2f [1] − 2 csc2 θ∂2φf

[1] − 2 cot θ∂θf
[1]
)
, (142)

〈Tθφ〉[1] =
1

16πGz∗

(
z∗χθφ − 2 cot θ∂φf

[1] + 2∂θ∂φf
[1]
)
, (143)

〈Tφφ〉[1] =
1

16πGz∗

(
z∗χφφ − 2 sin2 θf [1] − 2 sin2 θ∂2θf

[1]
)

(144)

and the equation that f [1] satisfies:

1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

(
sin θ

∂f [1]

∂θ

)
+

1

sin2 θ

∂2f [1]

∂φ2
+ 2f [1] − z∗χθθ − z∗

1

sin4 θ
χφφ +

z∗
2
cot θ∂θχθθ

+ z∗
cot θ

sin2 θ
∂θχφφ −

z∗
2 sin2 θ

(∂2φχθθ − 2∂θ∂φχθφ + ∂2θχφφ) = 0, (145)
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For simplicity, we define

f
[1]
1 :=

δf [1](θ, φ)

δχθθ(θ′, φ′)
, f

[1]
2 :=

δf [1](θ, φ)

δχθφ(θ′, φ′)
, f

[1]
3 :=

δf [1](θ, φ)

δχφφ(θ′, φ′)
. (146)

Thus, following (145), we have

1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

(
sin θ

∂f
[1]
1

∂θ

)
+

1

sin2 θ

∂2f
[1]
1

∂φ2
+ 2f

[1]
1

= z∗

(
1− 1

2
cot θ∂θ +

1

2 sin2 θ
∂2φ

)
δ+
RP

2(θ, φ; θ
′, φ′), (147)

1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

(
sin θ

∂f
[1]
2

∂θ

)
+

1

sin2 θ

∂2f
[1]
2

∂φ2
+ 2f

[1]
2 = − z∗

2 sin2 θ
∂θ∂φδ

−
RP

2(θ, φ; θ
′, φ′), (148)

1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

(
sin θ

∂f
[1]
3

∂θ

)
+

1

sin2 θ

∂2f
[1]
3

∂φ2
+ 2f

[1]
3

= z∗

[
1

sin4 θ
+

1

2 sin2 θ

(
∂2θ − 2 cot θ∂θ

)]
δ+
RP

2(θ, φ; θ
′, φ′) (149)

on the covering space S2, where

δ+
RP

2(θ, φ; θ
′, φ′) :=

1

2

[
δ(θ − θ′)δ(φ− φ′) + δ(π − θ − θ′)δ(φ+ π − φ′)

+ δ(θ − π + θ′)δ(φ− φ′ − π) + δ(θ′ − θ)δ(φ− φ′)
]

= δ(θ − θ′)δ(φ− φ′) + δ(θ + θ′ − π)δ(φ− φ′ − π), (150)

δ−
RP

2(θ, φ; θ
′, φ′) := δ(θ − θ′)δ(φ− φ′)− δ(θ + θ′ − π)δ(φ− φ′ − π) (151)

appears in the functional derivative

δχθθ(θ, φ)

δχθθ(θ′, φ′)
=

δχφφ(θ, φ)

δχφφ(θ′, φ′)
= δ+

RP
2(θ, φ; θ

′, φ′),
δχθφ(θ, φ)

δχθφ(θ′, φ′)
=

1

2
δ−
RP

2(θ, φ; θ
′, φ′).

(152)

Equipped with the Z2 invariance and regularity condition at θ = 0, π, equations

(147)(148)(149) can be solved straightforwardly:

f
[1]
1 =

z∗(1 + tan2 θ′

2
)

16π tan θ′

2

[
e2iφ

′

tan2 θ
′

2
(

1

(eiφ tan θ
2
− eiφ′ tan θ′

2
)2

+
2e−iφ tan θ

2

1 + tan2 θ
2

1

eiφ tan θ
2
− eiφ′ tan θ′

2

)

+ e−2iφ′ tan2 θ
′

2
(

1

(e−iφ tan θ
2
− e−iφ′ tan θ′

2
)2

+
2eiφ tan θ

2

1 + tan2 θ
2

1

e−iφ tan θ
2
− e−iφ′ tan θ′

2

)

+ e2iφ
′

cot2
θ′

2
(

1

(eiφ tan θ
2
+ eiφ′ cot θ

′

2
)2

+
2e−iφ tan θ

2

1 + tan2 θ
2

1

eiφ tan θ
2
+ eiφ′ cot θ

′

2

)

+ e−2iφ′ cot2
θ′

2
(

1

(e−iφ tan θ
2
+ e−iφ′ cot θ

′

2
)2

+
2eiφ tan θ

2

1 + tan2 θ
2

1

e−iφ tan θ
2
+ e−iφ′ cot θ

′

2

)
]

+
z∗
4
δ+
RP

2(θ, φ; θ
′, φ′), (153)
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f
[1]
2 =

iz∗(1 + tan2 θ′

2
)2

16π

[
e2iφ

′

(
1

(eiφ tan θ
2
− eiφ′ tan θ′

2
)2

+
2e−iφ tan θ

2

1 + tan2 θ
2

1

eiφ tan θ
2
− eiφ′ tan θ′

2

)

− e−2iφ′(
1

(e−iφ tan θ
2
− e−iφ′ tan θ′

2
)2

+
2eiφ tan θ

2

1 + tan2 θ
2

1

e−iφ tan θ
2
− e−iφ′ tan θ′

2

)

− e2iφ
′

cot4
θ′

2
(

1

(eiφ tan θ
2
+ eiφ′ cot θ

′

2
)2

+
2e−iφ tan θ

2

1 + tan2 θ
2

1

eiφ tan θ
2
+ eiφ′ cot θ

′

2

)

+ e−2iφ′ cot4
θ′

2
(

1

(e−iφ tan θ
2
+ e−iφ′ cot θ

′

2
)2

+
2eiφ tan θ

2

1 + tan2 θ
2

1

e−iφ tan θ
2
+ e−iφ′ cot θ

′

2

)
]
,

(154)

f
[1]
3 = −z∗(1 + tan2 θ′

2
)3

64π tan3 θ′

2

[
e2iφ

′

tan2 θ
′

2
(

1

(eiφ tan θ
2
− eiφ′ tan θ′

2
)2

+
2e−iφ tan θ

2

1 + tan2 θ
2

1

eiφ tan θ
2
− eiφ′ tan θ′

2

)

+ e−2iφ′ tan2 θ
′

2
(

1

(e−iφ tan θ
2
− e−iφ′ tan θ′

2
)2

+
2eiφ tan θ

2

1 + tan2 θ
2

1

e−iφ tan θ
2
− e−iφ′ tan θ′

2

)

+ e2iφ
′

cot2
θ′

2
(

1

(eiφ tan θ
2
+ eiφ′ cot θ

′

2
)2

+
2e−iφ tan θ

2

1 + tan2 θ
2

1

eiφ tan θ
2
+ eiφ′ cot θ

′

2

)

+ e−2iφ′ cot2
θ′

2
(

1

(e−iφ tan θ
2
+ e−iφ′ cot θ

′

2
)2

+
2eiφ tan θ

2

1 + tan2 θ
2

1

e−iφ tan θ
2
+ e−iφ′ cot θ

′

2

)
]

+
z∗(1 + tan2 θ′

2
)2

16 tan2 θ′

2

δ+
RP

2(θ, φ; θ
′, φ′). (155)

With these solutions, we can take the functional derivative of (142)(143)(144) with

respect to the metric perturbation without any obstacles.

For example, we have

〈Tθθ(θ, φ)Tθθ(θ′, φ′)〉 = −2√
g(0)(θ′, φ′)

δ 〈Tθθ(θ, φ)〉
δgθθ(0)(θ

′, φ′)
+

g(0)θθ(θ, φ)√
g(0)(θ′, φ′)

〈Tθθ(θ, φ)〉 δ+
RP

2(θ, φ; θ
′, φ′)

=
2√

g(0)(θ′, φ′)

δ 〈Tθθ〉[1] (θ, φ)
δχθθ(θ′, φ′)

+
1

16πG sin θ′
δ+
RP

2(θ, φ; θ
′, φ′)

=
3e2i(φ−φ

′)

256π2G

[ csc4 θ
2
csc4 θ′

2(
1 + ei(φ−φ′) cot θ

2
cot θ

′

2

)4 +
csc4 θ

2
sec4 θ′

2(
1− ei(φ−φ′) cot θ

2
tan θ′

2

)4

+
sec4 θ

2
csc4 θ′

2(
1− ei(φ−φ′) tan θ

2
cot θ

′

2

)4 +
sec4 θ

2
sec4 θ′

2(
1 + ei(φ−φ′) tan θ

2
tan θ′

2

)4
]
+ contact terms.

(156)

This is a result written on the covering space S2. One can easily verify that it is

invariant under the involution, and exhibit Bose symmetry clearly.
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It is convenient to use complex coordinates to simplify the results. By taking

w = eiφ tan
θ

2
, w̄ = e−iφ tan

θ

2
, (157)

we present all the two-point correlators as follows:

〈Tww(w)Tww(w
′)〉 = 3

16π2G

1

(w − w′)4
− 1

16πGw′4

(
∂w∂w̄ +

2w′

1 + w′w̄′∂w

− 2w̄′

1 + w′w̄′∂w̄ − 4w′w̄′

1 + w′w̄′

)
δ(2)(w + w̄′−1), (158)

〈Tww(w)Tw̄w̄(w
′)〉 = 3

16π2G

1

(1 + ww̄′)4
− 1

16πG

(
∂w∂w̄ − 2w′

1 + w′w̄′∂w

+
2w̄′

1 + w′w̄′∂w̄ − 4

1 + w′w̄′

)
δ(2)(w − w′), (159)

〈Tww̄(w)Tww(w
′)〉 = 1

16πG

(
∂2w − 2w̄′

1 + w′w̄′∂w

)
δ(2)(w − w′)

+
1

16πGw′4

(
∂2w̄ +

2w′(3 + 2w′w̄′)

1 + w′w̄′ ∂w̄ +
2w′2(3 + w′w̄′)

1 + w′w̄′

)
δ(2)(w + w̄′−1),

(160)

〈Tww̄(w)Tww̄(w
′)〉 = − 1

16πG

(
∂w∂w̄ − 2

(1 + w′w̄′)2

)
δ(2)(w − w′). (161)

3.4 Stress tensor correlators at finite cutoff

At the end of this section, we investigate the holographic stress tensor one-point

and two-point correlators in a cutoff AdS3. We employ the Fefferman-Graham co-

ordinates (7) in the bulk. Following the prescription in [76], the Dirichlet boundary

condition is imposed at the hard radial cutoff z = zc. A natural holographic dictio-

nary for cutoff AdS3 is given by the generalized GKPW relation [77],

ZG[g(c)ij ] =
〈
exp
[
− 1

2

∫
d2x

√
g(c)g

ij

(c)Tij

)]〉
EFT

, (162)

where g(c)ij = gij(zc,x) is the boundary metric on the cutoff surface. For a pure

gravitational system in 3D spacetime, the dual EFT is obtained by T T̄ deformation

of the original CFT, which is defined by the following flow equation for the field

theory action [78, 79],

dSµ
dµ

= −1

4

∫
d2x det[Tµ], (163)

where the deformation parameter

µ = 16πGz2c . (164)
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3.4.1 Deformed one-point correlators

We begin with the Euclidean global AdS3 with the metric (109). Using the following

coordinate transformation [80],

z = 2r0e
−η, w = eiφ tan

θ

2
, w̄ = e−iφ tan

θ

2
, (165)

we have

ds2 =
dz2

z2
+

1

z2

(
1− z2

2r20
+

z4

16r40

) 4r20dwdw̄

(1 + ww̄)2
. (166)

Now, let us move the Dirichlet boundary to z = zc =
√

µ

16πG
. The boundary metric

on this radial slice still takes the form of the metric on the sphere,

g(c)ijdx
idxj =

4r2µdwdw̄

(1 + ww̄)2
, (167)

with

r20 =
1

4

[ µ

16πG
+ 2r2µ

(
1 +

√
1 +

µ

16πGr2µ

)]
(168)

Here rµ is the radial of RP2 for which the deformed field theory lives. From now on

we will set rµ = 1. The Brown-York tensor on the cutoff boundary is defined as

〈Tij〉µ = − 1

8πG
(K(c)ij −K(c)γ(c)ij + γ(c)ij), (169)

where γ(c)ij and K(c)ij are the induced metric and the extrinsic curvature at z = zc,

respectively. From the bulk Einstein’s equation, one can find that 〈Tij〉µ satisfies

the conservation law and the deformed trace relation [81, 82],

∇i
(c)〈Tij〉µ = 0,

gij(c)〈Tij〉µ =
1

16πG
R(c) −

µ

2
det[〈T 〉µ]. (170)

Plugging (166) and (168) into (169), we obtain

〈Tww̄〉µ = −4

µ

(
1−

√
1 +

µ

16πG

) 1

(1 + ww̄)2
, 〈Tww〉µ = 〈Tw̄w̄〉µ = 0. (171)

The results are consistent with the deformed one-point correlators on the sphere [83],

as the latter have already been Z2-invariant.
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3.4.2 Deformed two-point correlators

The deformed two-point correlators can be computed using the approach described

in subsection 3.3. Firstly, we perturb the boundary metric on the cutoff surface,

δg(c)ij(w, w̄) = ǫχij(w, w̄). (172)

The perturbed Brown-York tensor on the cutoff surface can be written as a power

series in ǫ,

〈Tij(ǫ;x)〉µ =

∞∑

n=0

ǫn〈Tij(x)〉[n]µ . (173)

Plugging (172) and (173) into (170), and extracting the coefficients of order ǫ1, we

obtain

∂w̄〈Tww〉[1]µ = −(∂w +
2w̄

1 + ww̄
)〈Tww̄〉[1]µ

− 2(1−
√

1 + µ

16πG
)

µ(1 + ww̄)

[
(1 + ww̄)(∂w̄χww + ∂wχww̄) + 2w̄χww̄

]
, (174)

∂w〈Tw̄w̄〉[1]µ = −(∂w̄ +
2w

1 + ww̄
)〈Tww̄〉[1]µ

− 2(1−
√

1 + µ

16πG
)

µ(1 + ww̄)

[
(1 + ww̄)(∂w̄χww̄ + ∂wχw̄w̄) + 2wχww̄

]
, (175)

〈Tww̄〉[1]µ = − 1

16πG
√
1 + µ

16πG

[(
1 + 2ww̄ − µ

16πG(1 +
√

1 + µ

16πG
)2

)
χww̄

− 1 + ww̄

4

(
(2w∂w̄ + (1 + ww̄)∂2w̄)χww − 2(2w∂w + 2w̄∂w̄

+ (1 + ww̄)∂w∂w̄)χww̄ + (2w̄∂w + (1 + ww̄)∂2w)χw̄w̄

)]
. (176)

Meanwhile, the perturbed bulk metric is written in a specific Fefferman-Graham

coordinate system (7). The Fefferman-Graham coefficients (at the first-order in ǫ)

in (8) can be expressed as

g
[1]
(0)ww =

1

4
(2 +

3µ

16πG
+ 2

√
1 +

µ

16πG
)χww − µ

4
(1 +

√
1 +

µ

16πG
)〈Tww〉[1]µ ,

g
[1]
(0)ww̄ =

1

4
(2− µ

16πG
+ 2

√
1 +

µ

16πG
)χww̄ +

µ

4
(1 +

√
1 +

µ

16πG
)〈Tww̄〉[1]µ ,

g
[1]
(0)w̄w̄ =

1

4
(2 +

3µ

16πG
+ 2

√
1 +

µ

16πG
)χw̄w̄ − µ

4
(1 +

√
1 +

µ

16πG
)〈Tw̄w̄〉[1]µ ,

g
[1]
(2)ww = −8πG

µ
(2 +

3µ

16πG
− 2

√
1 +

µ

16πG
)χww + 8πG

√
1 +

µ

16πG
〈Tww〉[1]µ ,
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g
[1]
(2)ww̄ =

8πG

µ
(2 +

µ

16πG
− 2

√
1 +

µ

16πG
)χww̄ − 8πG

√
1 +

µ

16πG
〈Tww̄〉[1]µ ,

g
[1]
(2)w̄w̄ = −8πG

µ
(2 +

3µ

16πG
− 2

√
1 +

µ

16πG
)χw̄w̄ + 8πG

√
1 +

µ

16πG
〈Tw̄w̄〉[1]µ . (177)

The coefficient g(4)ij is determined by g(0)ij and g(2)ij according to (9). Then, we can

construct the perturbed bulk metric using the boundary metric variation χij and

the deformed Brown-York tensor 〈Tij〉[1]µ . On the other hand, the perturbed bulk

metric should satisfy the Neumann boundary condition (6) on the EOW brane Q.

The brane profile7 is

Q : z(w, w̄) = z∗µ +

∞∑

n=1

ǫnf [n]
µ (w, w̄), (178)

where

z∗µ =
(
1 +

√
1 +

µ

16πG

)√T + 1

T − 1
. (179)

By substituting the perturbed bulk metric and the deformed brane profile (178) into

the Neumann boundary condition (6), we obtain the following expressions,

〈Tww〉[1]µ =
1

8πGz∗µ
(∂2w +

2w̄

1 + ww̄
∂w)f

[1]
µ − 2

µ
(1−

√
1 +

µ

16πG
)χww,

〈Tww̄〉[1]µ = − 1

8πGz∗µ
(∂w∂w̄ +

2

(1 + ww̄)2
)f [1]
µ − 2

µ
(1−

√
1 +

µ

16πG
)χww̄,

〈Tw̄w̄〉[1]µ =
1

8πGz∗µ
(∂2w̄ +

2w

1 + ww̄
∂w̄)f

[1]
µ − 2

µ
(1−

√
1 +

µ

16πG
)χw̄w̄. (180)

Plugging (180) into (174) and (175), we find that the conservation law is automati-

cally satisfied. Moreover, from the trace relation (176), we have

(∂w∂w̄ +
2

(1 + ww̄)2
)f [1]
µ = − z∗µ(1 + ww̄)

8
√

1 + µ

16πG

[
(2w∂w̄ + (1 + ww̄)∂2w̄)χww

− 2(4 + 2w∂w + 2w̄∂w̄ + (1 + ww̄)∂w∂w̄)χww̄

+ (2w̄∂w + (1 + ww̄)∂2w)χw̄w̄

]
. (181)

The solution can be written as

f [1]
µ (w) =

1 +
√

1 + µ

16πG

2
√
1 + µ

16πG

f
[1]
0 (w). (182)

7Here we assume that the brane tension T does not flow.

38



Finally, by plugging (182) into (180) and using the definition (13), we can express

the deformed two-point correlators as

〈Tij(w)T kl(w′)〉µ =
1√

1 + µ

16πG

[
〈Tij(w)T kl(w′)〉XCFT

+
µ(1 + w′w̄′)2

256π2G2(1 +
√
1 + µ

16πG
)2

( δgij(w)

δgkl(w′)
+
gijg

αβ

2

δgαβ(w)

δgkl(w′)

)]
,

(183)

where

δgww(w)

δgww(w′)
= δ(2)(w − w′),

δgww(w)

δgw̄w̄(w′)
=
w̄2

w2
δ(2)(w + w′−1),

δgww̄(w)

δgww̄(w′)
=
δgww̄(w)

δgw̄w(w′)
=

1

2
δ(2)(w − w′). (184)

4 Conclusion and outlook

This paper investigates the holographic correlators of BCFT2 and the crosscap CFT2

on RP
2. Our calculations are based on the standard GKPW relation and employ

the semiclassical approximation. Firstly, we examine the stress tensor correlators

within the framework of AdS3/BCFT2. For the case of a tensionless brane, we obtain

exact two-point and three-point correlators and derive some recurrence relations for

computing higher-point correlators. Moreover, we switch to the hyperbolic slicing

coordinates to compute the two-point and three-point stress tensor correlators with a

general brane tension. Our recurrence relations are consistent with the Ward identity

in BCFT2, thus providing a concrete verification of AdS3/BCFT2 correspondence.

Secondly, we employ the holographic prescription in [54] to investigate the correlators

of crosscap CFT2 on RP
2. We first obtain the exact one-point and two-point scalar

correlators. In the limit of large conformal dimension, our one-point correlator aligns

with that obtained by the geodesic approximation. Furthermore, we calculate the

holographic two-point correlators of stress tensor at conformal infinity and a finite

cutoff.

There are some remaining questions and interesting future directions. It is impor-

tant to notice that the correlators obtained in section 2 only include the stress tensor

operators living in the bulk of BCFT2. From a field theory perspective, another set
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of operators lives on the boundary of BCFT2, which cannot be obtained by moving

the bulk operators to the vicinity of the boundary. The holographic constructions of

these boundary operators have been extensively investigated in [84–91]. Extending

our calculations to these holographic constructions and including the correlators of

boundary operators would be an interesting future direction.

In subsection 2.3, we switch to the hyperbolic slicing coordinates and compute

the stress tensor correlators with a non-zero brane tension. The corresponding cal-

culations can be readily extended to other contexts, such as stress tensor correlators

on RP
2, discussed in subsection 3.3. One of the crucial points is that the global bulk

metric can be expressed by the near boundary solution (which consists of the first

two Fefferman-Graham coefficients g(0) and g(2)). However, this point is not applica-

ble in higher dimensions because the Fefferman-Graham expansion contains infinite

terms in higher-dimensional spacetime. Developing a methodological approach to

compute the holographic stress tensor correlators in higher dimensions is necessary.

The holographic stress tensor correlators in AdS/BCFT have several other promis-

ing directions for future exploration. Firstly, we can introduce a scalar field in

the AdS bulk and consider its back-reaction to the geometry. A well-known so-

lution in this setup is the Janus solution, which has been investigated in many

works [13, 92–99]. Besides, we can introduce a brane-localized scalar field on the

EOW brane [100–103] and study its impact on holographic correlators. Recently,

the holographic aspects of the cutoff AdS3/BCFT2 have been extensively investi-

gated [104–106]. It would be intriguing to compute the stress tensor correlators in

these contexts.

In section 3, we compute the holographic scalar correlators and stress tensor

correlators of crosscap CFT2 on RP
2. An important future direction is to study the

holographic correlators on other non-orientable surfaces, such as the Klein bottle

K
2. The Klein bottle can be represented as the Z2 quotient of a rectangular torus,

K
2 = T 2/Z2. From the holographic perspective, two classical bulk saddles [52, 54]

exist. The smooth one is the Euclidean geon geometry, which is obtained by taking

the quotient of the non-rotating BTZ black hole [107]. The non-smooth one arises

from the quotient of thermal AdS and contains two singularities in the bulk. For
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the non-smooth saddle, the author of [54] introduces two disconnected EOW branes

to exclude the singularities, resulting in a finite bulk action that contributes to

the holographic K
2 partition function. Exploring the holographic K

2 correlators in

this bulk construction is also worthwhile. A more general non-orientable surface

can be represented as the connected sum of N copies of the real projective plane,

with its double cover being a genus-(N − 1) Riemann surface. As outlined in [52],

the bulk saddles for this non-orientable surface can be constructed by taking the Z2

quotient of the saddles for its double cover. It would be interesting to investigate the

holographic partition function and correlation functions of a general non-orientable

surface.
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[84] H. Geng, S. Lüst, R. K. Mishra and D. Wakeham, Holographic BCFTs and

Communicating Black Holes, jhep 08 (2021) 003, [2104.07039].

[85] T. Kawamoto, T. Mori, Y.-k. Suzuki, T. Takayanagi and T. Ugajin,

Holographic local operator quenches in BCFTs, JHEP 05 (2022) 060,

[2203.03851].

[86] Y. Kusuki, Analytic bootstrap in 2D boundary conformal field theory:

towards braneworld holography, JHEP 03 (2022) 161, [2112.10984].

48

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2018)010
https://arxiv.org/abs/1611.03470
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2019)004
https://arxiv.org/abs/1807.11401
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0401146
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2016.12.014
https://arxiv.org/abs/1608.05499
https://arxiv.org/abs/2306.01258
https://arxiv.org/abs/2012.14414
http://dx.doi.org/10.21468/SciPostPhys.10.2.024
https://arxiv.org/abs/1906.11251
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2020)168
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.01693
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2021)003
https://arxiv.org/abs/2104.07039
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP05(2022)060
https://arxiv.org/abs/2203.03851
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2022)161
https://arxiv.org/abs/2112.10984


[87] Y. Kusuki, Semiclassical gravity from averaged boundaries in

two-dimensional boundary conformal field theories,

Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) 066020, [2206.03035].

[88] Y. Kusuki, Reflected entropy in boundary and interface conformal field

theory, Phys. Rev. D 106 (2022) 066009, [2206.04630].

[89] M. Miyaji and C. Murdia, Holographic BCFT with a Defect on the

End-of-the-World brane, JHEP 11 (2022) 123, [2208.13783].

[90] S. Biswas, J. Kastikainen, S. Shashi and J. Sully, Holographic BCFT spectra

from brane mergers, JHEP 11 (2022) 158, [2209.11227].

[91] Y. Kusuki and Z. Wei, AdS/BCFT from conformal bootstrap: construction of

gravity with branes and particles, JHEP 01 (2023) 108, [2210.03107].

[92] D. Bak, M. Gutperle and S. Hirano, A Dilatonic deformation of AdS(5) and

its field theory dual, JHEP 05 (2003) 072, [hep-th/0304129].

[93] D. Z. Freedman, C. Nunez, M. Schnabl and K. Skenderis, Fake supergravity

and domain wall stability, Phys. Rev. D 69 (2004) 104027,

[hep-th/0312055].

[94] D. Bak, M. Gutperle and S. Hirano, Three dimensional Janus and

time-dependent black holes, JHEP 02 (2007) 068, [hep-th/0701108].

[95] M. Chiodaroli, M. Gutperle and D. Krym, Half-BPS Solutions locally

asymptotic to AdS(3) x S**3 and interface conformal field theories,

JHEP 02 (2010) 066, [0910.0466].

[96] D. Bak, M. Gutperle and R. A. Janik, Janus Black Holes,

JHEP 10 (2011) 056, [1109.2736].

[97] M. Chiodaroli, J. Estes and Y. Korovin, Holographic two-point functions for

Janus interfaces in the D1/D5 CFT, JHEP 04 (2017) 145, [1612.08916].

[98] R. Auzzi, S. Baiguera, S. Bonansea, G. Nardelli and K. Toccacelo, Volume

complexity for Janus AdS3 geometries, JHEP 08 (2021) 045, [2105.08729].

49

http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.066020
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.03035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.106.066009
https://arxiv.org/abs/2206.04630
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2022)123
https://arxiv.org/abs/2208.13783
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP11(2022)158
https://arxiv.org/abs/2209.11227
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2023)108
https://arxiv.org/abs/2210.03107
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2003/05/072
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0304129
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.69.104027
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0312055
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2007/02/068
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0701108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP02(2010)066
https://arxiv.org/abs/0910.0466
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2011)056
https://arxiv.org/abs/1109.2736
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2017)145
https://arxiv.org/abs/1612.08916
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2021)045
https://arxiv.org/abs/2105.08729


[99] K. Suzuki and T. Takayanagi, BCFT and Islands in two dimensions,

JHEP 06 (2022) 095, [2202.08462].

[100] J. Erdmenger, M. Flory and M.-N. Newrzella, Bending branes for DCFT in

two dimensions, JHEP 01 (2015) 058, [1410.7811].

[101] H. Kanda, M. Sato, Y.-k. Suzuki, T. Takayanagi and Z. Wei, AdS/BCFT

with brane-localized scalar field, JHEP 03 (2023) 105, [2302.03895].

[102] Y. Liu, H.-D. Lyu and C.-Y. Wang, On AdS3/ICFT2 with a dynamical scalar

field located on the brane, JHEP 10 (2024) 001, [2403.20102].

[103] K. Fujiki, H. Kanda, M. Kohara and T. Takayanagi, Brane Cosmology from

AdS/BCFT, 2501.05036.

[104] F. Deng, Z. Wang and Y. Zhou, End of the world brane meets TT ,

JHEP 07 (2024) 036, [2310.15031].

[105] F. Deng and Z. Wang, Holographic boundary conformal field theory with T T̄

deformation, 2411.06345.

[106] D. Basu, H. Chourasiya, A. Dey and V. Raj, Bridging Boundaries: T T̄ ,

Double Holography, and Reflected Entropy, 2411.12827.

[107] J. Louko and D. Marolf, Single exterior black holes and the AdS / CFT

conjecture, Phys. Rev. D 59 (1999) 066002, [hep-th/9808081].

50

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2022)095
https://arxiv.org/abs/2202.08462
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2015)058
https://arxiv.org/abs/1410.7811
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP03(2023)105
https://arxiv.org/abs/2302.03895
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP10(2024)001
https://arxiv.org/abs/2403.20102
https://arxiv.org/abs/2501.05036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2024)036
https://arxiv.org/abs/2310.15031
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.06345
https://arxiv.org/abs/2411.12827
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.59.066002
https://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9808081

	Introduction
	Holographic stress tensor correlators of BCFT2
	Holographic setup and stress tensor correlators
	Tensionless case
	Two-point and three-point correlators
	Recurrence relation

	Correlators with non-zero tension
	Other classical saddles

	Holographic correlators of crosscap CFT2 on RP2
	Holographic dual of crosscap CFT2
	Holographic scalar correlators
	Holographic stress tensor correlators
	Stress tensor correlators at finite cutoff
	Deformed one-point correlators
	Deformed two-point correlators


	Conclusion and outlook

