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Abstract

In the context of the bulk-boundary correspondence we study the correlation
functions arising on a boundary for different types of boundary conditions. The
most general condition is the mixed one interpolating between the Neumann and
Dirichlet conditions. We obtain the general expressions for the correlators on a
boundary in terms of Green’s function in the bulk for the Dirichlet, Neumann and
mixed boundary conditions and establish the relations between the correlation func-
tions. As an instructive example we explicitly obtain the boundary correlators cor-
responding to the mixed condition on a plane boundary R? of a domain in flat
space R4, The phases of the boundary theory with correlators of the Neumann
and Dirichlet types are determined. The boundary correlation functions on sphere
S? are calculated for the Dirichlet and Neumann conditions in two important cases:
when sphere is a boundary of a domain in flat space R4t and when it is a bound-
ary at infinity of Anti-De Sitter space AdSgy,1. For massless in the bulk theory
the Neumann correlator on the boundary of AdS space is shown to have universal
logarithmic behavior in all AdS spaces. In the massive case it is found to be finite at
the coinciding points. We argue that the Neumann correlator may have a dual two-
dimensional description. The structure of the correlators obtained, their conformal
nature and some recurrent relations are analyzed. We identify the Dirichlet and
Neumann phases living on the boundary of AdS space and discuss their evolution
when the location of the boundary changes from infinity to the center of the AdS
space.
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1 Introduction

It was recently proposed in [2], [B] that there is a correspondence between theories defined
in the bulk and on the boundary. Particularly, the quantum correlation functions of the
boundary theory are expressed in terms of classical Green’s functions in the bulk. This
correspondence was demonstrated in [2], [B] for Anti-de Sitter (AdS) space the spatial
infinity of which plays the role of the boundary. Green’s function in the bulk arises in the
boundary value problem with the Dirichlet condition at infinity. The consideration of [2],
[3] is motivated by the suggestion made in [I] that the large N limit of a superconformal
Yang-Mill theory with gauge group SU(N) in d dimensions is governed by supergravity on
the product space AdS;,1 xY (¥ is a compact manifold, often it is sphere S¢*1). Thus, one
may hope to understand important features of QCD by just solving the supergravity on the
AdS space. Particularly, this may establish the long time suspected [4] underlying string
theory description of QCD in four dimensions since the supergravity under consideration
is what arises in the low-energy limit of type IIB superstring compactified on AdSs x 3.
The works [1]-[8] initiated a flow of papers developing further the bulk-boundary (usually
referred as CFT/AdS) correspondence [§]-[16].

The classical and quantum fields on AdS spaces are studied for long time [17], [1§].
This study is, in particular, relevant to the physics of three-dimensional (BTZ) black holes
( see [1Y] and references therein) and to the extreme limit of higher-dimensional black holes
20]. That the AdS space has a boundary at infinity means that some condition should
be imposed there. In the context of supergravity the analysis made in [18] shows that
there are two types of conditions which preserve the supersymmetry: when one fixes the
field function w (the Dirichlet type condition) or its normal derivative d,u (the Neumann
type condition) at infinity of AdS space.

In the present paper we investigate in a systematic way the correlation functions arising
on a boundary for different types of boundary conditions. One of the starting points of
our study is a simple observation that the bulk-boundary correspondence is not a feature
of AdS spaces only but is a general phenomenon. In the Euclidean version it arises
in an elliptic boundary value problem on arbitrary manifold with a boundary. Different
boundary conditions describe different theories on the boundary or, better to say, different
phases of the boundary theory. The most general condition one may impose is the mixed
one when the combination (9,,u — hu) is fixed on the boundary. Changing h from zero to
infinity it interpolates between the Neumann and Dirichlet conditions. Thus, in terms of
the coupling h the Neumann phase appears on the boundary in the weak coupling regime
while the Dirichlet phase corresponds to the strong coupling. Not for any manifold the
elliptic boundary problem for the mixed condition can be solved explicitly. As a simple
example when it can be done we consider a domain of flat space R*! with plane boundary
R?. The boundary correlators corresponding to the mixed boundary condition interpolate
(when h varies) between the correlators arising in the Neumann and Dirichlet problems.
For a finite h both phases (with the Neumann and Dirichlet type correlators) present on
the boundary. When either boundary or manifold itself (or both) is curved the general
picture remains the same though the solving the elliptic problem becomes technically
more difficult. Therefore, one can solve the Neumann and Dirichlet problems first and
then apply the dimensional arguments to get the structure of the correlation functions
corresponding to the mixed boundary condition in the regimes of weak and strong coupling
h. Proceeding this way, we calculate the Neumann and Dirichlet correlators arising on



sphere S¢ in two important cases: when S? is a boundary of a domain in flat space R4*+!
and when it is a boundary at infinity of space AdS;.1. These cases are actually related.
They are the limiting points in the family of boundary problems on a domain of AdS
space when the boundary is shrinking from infinity to the center of the space.

Our results for the Dirichlet phase at infinity of AdS space are in agreement with
the consideration of [2], [3]. What concerns the Neumann phase, we find that it has
quite remarkable feature: in the massless case the corresponding boundary correlation
function is logarithmic for all AdS spaces. We argue that there is a dual two-dimensional
description of this phase. In the context of the Yang-Mills theory on the boundary of
AdS space the Neumann phase may describe that regime of the theory where the string
(two-dimensional) nature of QCD manifests the most. The mass in the bulk plays the
role of a regulator in the Neumann phase: the corresponding correlator becomes finite at
the coinciding points.

This paper is organized as follows. In the next Section we give a general consideration
of the boundary-bulk correspondence and obtain the expressions for the correlators on
the boundary in terms of Green’s function in the bulk for the Dirichlet, Neumann and
mixed boundary conditions. We establish also the relations between Green’s functions
corresponding to these conditions. The boundary value problem with the mixed condition
on the plane boundary R? of a domain of flat space R4*! is explicitly solved and the
corresponding boundary correlators are analyzed in Section 3. In Sections 4 and 5 we
study th correlation functions (of the Dirichlet and Neumann type) arising on sphere S¢
considered as a boundary of a domain in flat space R and space AdS,,, respectively.
The structure of the correlators obtained, their conformal nature and some recurrent
relations are analyzed in Section 6. In Section 7 we discuss the Dirichlet and Neumann
phases living on the boundary of AdS space and discuss their deformation in the limit
when the location of the boundary changes from infinity to the center of the AdS space.
The presence of black hole inside AdS space is shown to affect the boundary theory in this
limit. Throughout the paper we consider only Euclidean version of the boundary-bulk
correspondence.

2 Preliminary

Our starting point is the action

1 2
W = 5 /M(Vu) (2.1)

for the scalar field u on Euclidean manifold M with boundary B. Varying (2.1) with
respect to u we arrive at the Laplace equation

Ou=0 . (2.2)

The solving of this elliptic problem requires imposing on the function v some condition
on the boundary B. The minimal condition which can be imposed is determined by
considering the term 6Wp = [z0,udu arising on the boundary under variation of the
action (2.1), 9, = n*d, is derivative with respect to outer normal n to the boundary B.
The term §Wp vanishes in two cases: i) if d,u = 0 on B or ii) value of u is fixed on B,
particularly we may put u|sz = 0. In fact, either of these conditions is necessary to impose
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in order to have the Laplace operator O self-adjoint on the manifold M. Considering
perturbation of these conditions we find

Onulp =g (2.3)
and

ulg = f (2.4)

which are known respectively as the Neumann and Dirichlet boundary value problems,
g and f are some functions on the boundary. The function g is not arbitrary. It must
satisfy the condition

/Bg:o . (2.5)

The standard way to solve an elliptic boundary-value problem is to apply Green’s
formula

u(M) = /B (G(M, P)d,u(P) — 8,G(M, P)u(P))dSp (2.6)

where G(M, P) is source function (Green’s function) defined as a solution of the equation
(2:2) which has a singularity at the point M = P. When point M approaches point P we
have

1 1 ) .
G(M,P)_%lnm, ’lfdlm(M)—Q
1 1 1

(d—1)S401(M,P)’

G(M, P) ~ if dm(M)=d+1>2 | (2.7)

d+1
where (M, P) is geodesical distance between the points, ¥; = [qa 1 = ﬁwd_f? is area of

d-dimensional sphere of unit radius. o
Additionally on should impose the boundary condition
G(M, P)|pes =0 (2.8)
for the Dirichlet problem and
OnG(M, P)|pep =0 (2.9)

for the Neumann problem. Then the solution of the elliptic boundary value problem takes
simple integral form:

up = — /B 0,Gp(M, P)f(P)dSp

Uy = /BGN(M, P)g(P)d¥Xp + constant (2.10)

where D(N) refers to the Dirichlet (Neumann) case respectively. In the Neumann case
the solution is determined up an irrelevant constant. Values of the harmonic function u



inside the manifold M, thus, are completely determined by the boundary conditions on
B.

This purely classical and elementary (actually, taken from the students text books
[21], [22]) consideration of the boundary value problem occurs to be important in the
quantum theory. Indeed, a quantum state of field u on manifold M with boundary B is
determined by fixing the boundary condition (2.3) or (2.4) and considering the functional
integral over all u approaching the fixed values at the boundary:

Uplf, B :/ Due~ VY

ulg=f

Uylg, B] = / Due~ " (2.11)
Onulp=g
Since we have different types of the boundary conditions there are different quantum
states U p and Wy.
For a free field described by the action (2.1) it is easy to find how the quantum state
VU y(py depends on the condition on the boundary. Indeed, arbitrary field u in the integral
(2.11) defying D(N)-state can be represented in the form

u = upn) + u%(N) ,

where up (uy) is classical solution (2.10) and u}, (u%) is a “quantum” field with zero

boundary condition:
8nu‘]’\,|5 =0 y u%‘g =0 .

These conditions are what is necessary to impose on the boundary in order to the Laplace
operator Op(Oy) be self-adjoint. The functional integration in (2:IT) then can be per-
formed and the result reads as follows

Uplf,B] = e~ Wl qet=1/20,,
Uylg, Bl = e Vvl det=120y (2.12)

The dependence of the quantum state on the values of the quantum field on the boundary,
thus, is given by the classical action functional (2.1)) considered on the classical solution

(2:10):
1
W = 3 /Bu Opu dX3

Wi = 5 [ [ 9(P)Gn(P, P)g(P)aseds,
B
Wlunl = —3 [ [ F(P)oL0,Gn (P, P)f(P)dSpdS, (2.13)
B

Note that due to the condition (2.5) the adding of arbitrary constant to Gy does not
change value of the functional Wiuy] in (2.13).

Since the quantum state (2:I2) is a functional of values on the boundary B it is quite
natural to relate it with some field theory on B. The proposal of [2], [3] is to identify
(2.12) with the expectation value

Uplf, B] =< e Js 700 > (2.14)
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of an operator Op arising in this boundary field theory. Generalizing this proposal for
the Neumann condition we have

Unlg, Bl =< e Js90% > (2.15)

The functions f and g play the role of the external source for the theory on the boundary
B. Note, that the right hand side of the equation (2.15) does not change under shift the
operator Oy on a constant: Oy — Oy + constant. This is due to the condition (2.3) for
the Neumann source g. Variation with respect to the source standardly gives correlation
functions

< Op(PYOp(P) 5= —%a;anGD(P, P)
< Ox(P)ON(P') = %GN(P, Py (2.16)

P and P’ lying on the boundary B, which in our case are completely determined by the
bulk Green’s functions.

An interesting generalization of the above construction is to consider the so-called
third boundary value problem (or Robin type condition):

(Opu—hu)[s=g , (2.17)

where h can in principle be some function on B but in the simplest case it is just a
constant. It is easy to see that the condition (2:17) is intermediate between the Dirichlet
and Neumann conditions. Indeed, in the limit » — 0 eq.(2:I7) is just the Neumann
condition while in the limit h — oo we arrive at the Dirichlet boundary condition provided
that g = —hf.

In order to accomplish the condition (2.17%) in the action principle we need add to (2:T)
some boundary term describing “boundary interaction”. The total action is

1 1
(h) _ = 2 - 2
W 2/M(Vu) 2/Bhu . (2.18)

Variation of (2:18) with respect to u gives us the “minimal” boundary condition
(Opu — hu) |p = 0. It determines h-dependent self-adjoint extension Oy of the Laplace
operator on M.

Defying the corresponding Green’s function G® with the boundary condition

(0.GM(P, P') = h GM(P, P')) |pes = 0 (2.19)

and applying Green’s formula (2.6) we obtain the solution of the third boundary value
problem (2.17)

u® = / a® g (2.20)
B
The corresponding quantum state is defined as follows
Uoolgs B) = W) o120y, (2.21)
where

W [ 0] % / uh g
B

_ % [ o(PYGOP, Pg(PYaspdse (2.22)
B



We see that the parameter h can be viewed as strength of the boundary interaction in

(2.18). The importance of the states (2.21) is that they give us a flow between D— and
N— states. Particularly, considering the boundary operator O()(F) such that

Vinlg, Bl =< e Js 90w >5

we expect that the corresponding correlation functions
1
<C%MPKMMP3>:§GWNRP3 (2.23)

form a one-parametric family interpolating between N- and D-correlators.

Interestingly, the Neumann correlator arises in the weak coupling limit (A — 0) while
the Dirichlet one appears in the strong coupling regime (h — o). Indeed, taking the limit
h — 0 in (2.19) we obtain the Neumann Green’s function G~ (P, P') = Gx(P, P') and
the action (2.29) coincides with the Neumann expression Wuy] (2.13). On the other
hand, we get the Dirichlet condition when taking the limit h — oo in (2.19), so we have
el (h—oc) )(P, P') = Gp(P,P'"). Moreover, applying the normal derivative 0,; to eq.(2:19)
and considering P’ lying on the boundary as well we obtain the relation

GOP.P)r e = 0GP PP ppes

Therefore, in the limit A~ — oo we find that
—00 1
G (P, P')|ppres = ﬁanan’GD(P> P pes

and the action (2.23) becomes minus the Dirichlet action Wup] (2:13) if we substitute
g(P) = —hf(P). Hence, the correlator (2.23) is the Neumann correlator for h — 0 and is
minus the Dirichlet correlator for h — oo.

Not for any manifold M the h-problem can be solved explicitly. In the next Section
we give the explicit solution of the problem when M is flat space and its boundary B
is a plane. However, it is always useful to remember that N- and D-problems are just
limiting cases of more general class of problems.

It is worth noting that the boundary condition of the type (2.17) arises in the important
case of the scalar field coupled non-minimally to curvature R of M:

W:%Aﬂ ~era?) [ gkt (2.24)

where k is extrinsic curvature of the boundary B. The adding of the boundary term in
(R:24) is necessary to have the well-defined variation of W (2:24) with respect to metric
[23]. The natural boundary condition arising from (2:24) is the following

(Onu = 28ku) [5 =g (2.25)

Note that even if manifold M is flat (R = 0) the non-minimal coupling in (2.24) still
manifests if the boundary B has non-trivial extrinsic curvature. Note also that by adding

a boundary term a [z u0,u to (2.24) one can change the relative coefficient in the left
hand side of eq.(2.253).



3 Flat space with plane boundary,
Dirichlet-Neumann duality

In this Section we consider the case when the manifold M and its boundary B are R¢*+!
and R? respectively. In this case the consideration given in ithe previous Section is realized
explicitly.

Let (21, ..., 74, 2) be coordinates in the space R¥'. We consider only a part of R%*!
defined by condition z > 0. So, the boundary B = R? is the plane z = 0 and the normal

derivative is 0, = —9,. The fundamental solution of the Laplace equation in R**! is the
function ] ] ]
2 N2
+(z—2z2 = — — ,d>1
gd (P ( ) ) (d_l) Ed (p2+(Z—Z/)2)%
1 1
2 _ N2\ = -1 d=1
gd(P + (2 Z)) 4Wn(p2+(z_2,)2) ’

where p = \/(:cl —21)? 4 ... + (zq — 2))? is the distance between the points on the plane
B. It is easy to construct Green’s function in both the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary
value problems

Gy =94 (P + (2= 2)?) Fga (P + (. + 7)), (3.1)

where sign (—) stands for the Dirichlet problem and (+) is for the Neumann problem.
The boundary conditions

Gplieo=0 , 0.Gn|:=0=0

are obviously satisfied.
Green’s function for the Robin type condition (2.19) can be found explicitly [24] as
well. Let us search it in the form

G =Gy+v
where v = v(xy — 2, ...,xg — 2}, z + Z'). Then from the boundary condition
(0.G" —h GM) .o =0
we find the differential equation for the function v = v(z; — 2, ..., x4 — 2/, €)
Ocv — h v =2hgy(p* + &%) .

The solution reads
——2h€h5/ p+3)d )

where the constant of integration has been chosen in such a way that v goes to zero when
& goes to infinity. It is easy to check that the function v is indeed a solution of the Laplace
equation. Green’s function for the mixed type boundary value problem then reads

! +w
Gy = g4 (p2 + (2 — z/)2) + 9a (ﬂ2 +(z+ z/)z) — 2R M) /

i e Mgy (p2 + 52) ds

(3.2)



It is straightforward to check that in the limit » — 0 Green’s function G® indeed goes
to the Neumann Green’s function Gy (8.1) as it was anticipated in the previous Section.
On the other hand in the limit of large positive h we have

“+00

/(::) "0 (0 +5°) = 9 (0° + (2 +2)?) /(z+z'> e "ds

1 /
— Ee—h(z—i-z )gd (p2 + (Z + Z/)2)

and the Dirichlet Green’s function Gp arises in (8.2). This is also in accord with the
expectations of the previous Section.

The action functional calculated on the classical solution, thus, takes the form (2.29)
with Green’s function G® in the form (373). We find the correlator induced on the
boundary B

1
<O0M(P)OM(P) >= K, = 5G(h)(P, P |
1 1 (1 too  ehs
Kd>l _ . _ / -
(r) (d — ].) Zd <pd_1 h 0 (p2 + 82)%618) ’
_ 1 T s
K%l = <—lnp2 + h/o e " In(p? + 82)d8> , (3.3)

where p is the distance between points P and P’ on R?. Another representation for the
correlators (8:3) is the following

Kl o—_Ly /de (3.4)
(h) — Zd h 0 (p2—|—32)% S . .

In the weak coupling limit A~ — 0 the correlators K fh) go to the ones arising on the
boundary B in the Neumann problem

K% = ga(p®)
1 1 1 1
d>1 d=1 __
K&t = (ENER K& ——27Tlnp . (3.5)

In the strong coupling limit h — 400 we have

—hs

/+°° e 1 (d—1) 1
0 (P2 _l_sg)% - h pd—l h3 pd-i-l ?

+oo 1 2
—hs 2 2 ~ 2
/0 e ln(p +s)ds_hlnp +h3p2
and the correlators (B.3) behave as
1 >1 1 1
K(h) >~ —EKD s KD_ = E_dW . (36)
where Kp = —%@@IG D|»=2—0 is the correlator arising on the boundary in the Dirichlet

problem with Green’s function Gp (B.I). So in the limit of large h the boundary operator
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O™ behaves as O™ ~ LOp, where Op is the operator arising on the boundary in the
Dirichlet problem. Note that the Dirichlet correlator (8.6) induced on d-dimensional
boundary is related to the Neumann correlator induced on (d 4+ 2)-dimensional boundary:
K¢ = —27r K% This indicates the duality of the strong and weak coupling regimes: the
Neumann problem on (d+ 3)-dimensional space is dual to the Dirichlet problem on (d+1)
dimensions.

The operators O™ (P) have dimension (d2;1). Therefore, their correlators are likely
to behave as — for small p. However, for a fixed coupling h in the limit p — 0 the

correlators (8:3) possess a series of the divergent terms

1 1 1 B h b\ pk
d 0 k (d) pd—1
Ky =~ T <pd—1 i + e + ..+ bR In(ph) |, (3.7)

where {b,gd)} are some coefficients. For (d — 1) even only even powers of p can appear in
the series (B.7) so in this case the coefficients bgc,? vanish. In a few particular cases the
series (B.7) reads

233 \ p?
K= g (= o+ i)
() = 4%5 <% B 2—;;2+%41n(ph)>
foi (oa i i) 69

The expansion (8.7), (3.8) is valid for (ph) << 1. The leading contribution is given
by the Neumann correlator (8:6) arising in the free regime. In the opposite case, when
(ph) >> 1, the correlators (3.3) tend to the strong coupling expression (3.6). We see that
in the region (ph) << 1 the weak coupling regime is restored. In this regime an operators
O™ (P) can be viewed as a (perturbative in h) composite of operators of dimensions
([1—715—1). The contribution of each such operator to the correlator (8.7), (8:8) comes with
weight h*. In the region (ph) >> 1 we have a strong coupling (Dirichlet) phase. The
parameter h characterizes the size of the region separating the free (Neumann) and the
strong coupling (Dirichlet) phases.

The correlators (8:3) being considered as functions of the geodesical distance p possess
interesting recurrent relations. Consider a set of operators A, = p~ =99, (p"719,). A, is
radial part of the Laplace operator in d dimensions. A combination of these operators is
a first-order differential operator: A, — A, = %8,). It is easy to see using the property

Sare = 755, that
p 0Ky = —2m KGN d>1 (3.9)
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This relation is independent of A. In the limit of strong coupling we find that K (dh) ~

22 K8 = —L K¢ and we have the relations

p 0Ky = Kit? K = —2n K™

which establish the duality between the Neumann and Dirichlet problems on flat space.

The correlators K(dh) (p) are defined on d-dimensional space R?. However, one can
consider them on space of arbitrary dimension. More precisely, on a space C = R" one
can define all tower of correlators { K| fh)(p), d > 1} where p is the distance measured on
C = R™. It can be done in the following way. Consider two points P and P’ on C = R"
and a space M = R%! which boundary B = OM intersects the space C = R" in such a
way that P and P’ are lying on . Then a field theory on M induces correlator K (dh) for
any pair of points on B and particularly for the points P and P’. Using now the group
of symmetry of the space C and moving M along C one can define the correlator K fh)(p)
for any pair of points on C. This offers an interesting interpretation for the correlation
function (8.7). It arises for a pair of points of the space B = R? lying on intersection of B
with boundaries of the set of planes {P* = R¥*+1 k =0,...,d — 1} with the Neumann
boundary problem considered on each plane. Then each plane P* induces N-correlator
~ pd,% for this pair of points, and the total correlator (8.7) is just a sum over all these
contributions.

We finish this Section with a brief comment. Consider the following integral

[ s [ty s

It is well-defined for n < d and is divergent when * — gy for n > d. The inte-

grals of this type appear in our boundary action. It follows that the boundary action

W® = [ [g(P)Kuy(P, P)g(P') is finite for any finite h since the leading divergence
B

in the correlator K is #. On the other hand, the correlation function Kp in the
Dirichlet phase behaves as pd% and the action WP = [ [ f(P)Kp(P, P'")f(P’) should be
B

regularized. The simplest way to do this is to consider the action
/ | 1Pyo(PPYF(P) ~ [ [1(P)Eo(PPFP) (310)
B

which is obviously finite. The last term in (3.10) can be re-written as follows

B/Bf2(P = —c/0+oo r2dr |

where c is a (positive) constant. We see that the counter-term to be added to W2 takes
the form of local boundary term as in (2.18). Alternatively, one may use analyticity
method [27] to regularize the Dirichlet action. It involves the identity [ rdr = 0
which is proved by analyticity in A\. A regularization of the correlation functions has been
also discussed in [7], [§].

>
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4 Flat space with spherical boundary

In this Section we study the boundary correlation functions described in Section 2 when
manifold M is a domain of (d + 1)-dimensional flat space R?*! with boundary B being
d-dimensional sphere S¢ of radius R. We start with analysis of the simplest d = 1 case.

4.1 Dirichlet problem on R? with boundary S*
Let P and M be points on R? with polar coordinates (pg, ¢’) and (p, ¢) respectively. We
consider the domain inside the circle S* of radius R, i.e. pg,p < R. Green’s function

takes the form | )
P M) =—1
G(P, M) o r(P, M)

+o(P, M) (4.1)

where (P, M) = \/p2 + p3 — 2ppo cos(¢ — ¢') is distance between the points M and P
and v(P, M) is harmonic function which is regular everywhere in the domain. v(P.M) is
determined by the Dirichlet condition G(P, M) = 0 if P lies on B. In order to construct
v(P, M) consider point M* with coordinates (p* = R?Q, ¢). It is conjugate to the point M.
The distance r; between P and M* satisfies the relation
R2 p2
2 _ 2 2P0 2 _ 2

7‘1—?<7‘ —i—p(ﬁ— )+R —p . (4’2>
If P lies on S' (py = R) then we have r; = %. This implies that the Dirichlet Green’s
function G p takes the well-known form

1 1 R
= - |- —In—1] . 4.
G 27r<nr in’1> (4.3)
It is easy to find that
R? +1? — p? Pt +r?—R?
(anr)po:R = Q—RT s (a"rl)po:R = Q—pT’ (44)

and the normal derivative of Gp is

1 (R -p?)
2TR 72

anGjD|po:R - -

Thus, the solution of the Dirichlet problem ul,,—r = f(¢) takes the form (see eq.(2.10))

1 2 R2 _ p2
- 21tRJo R24p? —2Rpcos(¢ — ¢')

up(p, ) f(¢)Rdg' . (4.5)

This formula is known as Poisson’s integral for a circle [21].
Calculating the second normal derivative of Gp on the boundary we obtain according
to eq.(2.16) the correlation function on the boundary B = S*

1

87 R2 sin’( ¢_2¢,)

< Op(¢)Op(¢') >= Kp(¢,¢) = — (4.6)

This is in agreement with that the boundary operator Op has dimension 1.
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4.2 Dirichlet problem on R%*! with boundary S¢
The above two-dimensional result can be easily generalized for the Dirichlet problem on
a domain of (d + 1)-dimensional space R4 with spherical boundary S¢. The metric on
R takes the form
ds® = dp* + p*dw?® |

where dw? is the metric on the d-dimensional unit sphere. In the spherical coordinate
system with origin in the center of the sphere consider two points P and M with coor-
dinates (po, ¢;) and (p, 6;) respectively, 6; ,i = 1,...d are angle coordinates on the sphere
S?. The distance r between them is found from the relation

r* = po+p” — 2ppocosy

where v (0 < v < 7) is the geodesical distance measured on the d-dimensional unit sphere.
Green’s function satisfying the Dirichlet boundary condition on S¢ takes the form

1 1 1 R 1
G — il (=)l 4.7
b=y (- ) (@)
where rq is the distance between the points P and M™* defined in the same way as in
the previous subsection. Note that r and r; satisfy the same relations (4.4) and (4.4)
as in two-dimensional case. Proceeding in the same way as in Section 4.1 we find a
generalization of Poisson’s integral (4.%) in higher dimensions

11 (R* = p%) d
= —— = fOYRdu(0) 4.8
Yg R Jsd (R?+ p? — 2Rpcosy)d% 1) w0 (4.8)

UD(P, 92')

where R%du () is measure on S¢, ~y is the geodesical distance on the unit sphere between
points with coordinates § and . The correlation function defined on the boundary S¢
then reads

1 1
Kp(0,0') = ——= - 4.9
o(6,6) Ya (4R?sin? %)d% (4.9)
It is a higher-dimensional generalization of the expression (4.6).
4.3 Massive case and the limit R — 0
If the field u is massive then we have the equation
(O-m*)u=0 (4.10)

instead of the Laplace equation (2.3). In (d + 1)-dimensional flat space M = R4*! the
fundamental solution of this equation is found to take the form

galm,r) = —— (") K (mr) (4.11)

(2m) = 7 ’

where 7 is the distance between points P and M in R*™. For even d the expression (4:1T)
is particularly simple taking into account that the modified Bessel function K, is

T (n+k)!
K y1(2) = \/;e /go El(n — k)!(22)*
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for integer n.
The expression (4.11)) can be obtained as a result of applying the formula

+o0
ga(r) = / dsKrati(s,1)
0
where Kpat1(s,7) is the heat kernel function on R4 defined as solution of the equation
oK = (0 —m?K .

In R the heat kernel is known to take the form

1 o, 12
Kriri(s,r) = ——e ™% & . (4.12)

(4ms) 5
Green’s function for the operator (2.10) with the Dirichlet condition on sphere can
not be found using the method of images so useful in the massless case. It is, however,
possible to construct an auxiliary Green’s function Gp(P, P’) which vanishes when both
points P and P’ lie on the boundary
~ R
Gp(m,r) = ga(m,r) — ga(—m, ﬁrl) : (4.13)
p R
p and 7y are defined as in eq.(4.7). Near the boundary the true Green’s function Gp (P, P')
~ Gp(P, P')+ao(v)+ a1 (7)(R—p)+a)(v)(R—p'). Therefore, the knowledge of Gp(P, P')
is enough for our goals.
Using the eq.(4:4) and the identity 20, K, () —vK,u(z) = —x K, 11 (z) for the modified
Bessel functions and calculating the normal derivatives of the expression (4.13) we find
the boundary correlation function

1 m dt1 .
K 2mR sin —
(QW)%(QRsin? ’ %( mn Sm2>

K(m,7y) = —

1 mt m

* (27) % 4R? (QR sin 7

)% K s (2mRsin %) (4.14)

corresponding to the massive theory (4.10) in the bulk. The first term in (4.14) is the
leading one for small . It takes the same form as for plane boundary. The second term
in (4.14) collects the effects of curvature of the boundary. For small v it is proportional
to ’;—j(R sin %)3_d and leads to new divergent terms only for d > 3.

It is of interest to consider the limit R — 0 in the expression (4.14). Then the Bessel
function can be approximated by its value at small values of argument. The leading term
is given by the correlator (4.9) of the massless case. This is not surprising because the
eq.(4.10) is effectively massless for small values of the radial coordinate. However, there
also appears the whole series of the subleading divergent terms when we take the limit of
small radius R in (4.14) . These terms are proportional to powers of mass m. In order to
accomplish the limit R — 0 we introduce an operator Op(P) having the same dimension
41 as the operator Op(P). For small R we have Op(P) ~ (%)_%@D(P) where a is
some (finite) scale. The limit R — 0 for the correlation function of the operators Op(P)

is well defined
N - 1 1

P P’ == 4.1
< OD( )OD( ) > R—0 Yy (QCLSiH %)d+1 ( 5)
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and coincides with the the correlation function (4.9) on sphere S; of radius a in the
massless case.

4.4 Dirichlet problem on R! x ¥
The results of Section 4.3 are useful when we consider the Dirichlet problem on a domain
of a product space R4 x ¥ with boundary B = 5S¢ x ¥, where ¥ is compact manifold with
coordinates {x}. Let the functions {Y,,(x)} form the orthonormal basis of eigenfunctions
of the Laplace operator Oy, considered on the compact space X, i.e. we have

OsY, = —\2Y,
[ Y00V (0 dn () = b (4.16)

The field function u being considered on R x ¥ expands with respect to this basis

u(P) = ZYn(X)un )

where {u,} are functions on RI*! satisfying the equation (4.10) with “mass” m = \,.
The Dirichlet boundary condition consists in fixing the infinite set of functions {f,}:

uls = f(x,0) =Y Ya() ful)

where {0} are coordinates on S¢.
Green’s function expands with respect to the basis {Y,,} as follows

G(P,P") =>_Y,.(x)Ya(X)Gn (4.17)

where G, is Green’s function for the operator (4.9) on R with mass m = \,,.
Considering on the boundary the source term

[ F060)0n(x. B)dpu(x)du(6)
we obtain the correlation function for the boundary operator Op(x, 6)

< Op(x,0)0p(X',0') >= Kgaxx(x,0,x',0)
=2 Ya ()Y ) Ep (A7) (4.18)

where Kp(A\, ) is the correlator (4.14). In general it is rather complicated function. We

are, however, interested in considering the limit of (4:18) when radius R of the sphere S¢

goes to zero. In this limit the function Kp(A,,~y) becomes independent of A,,. Introducing
d+1 ~

new operators Op(x,0) such that Op(P) ~ (£)="2Op(P) for small R, we obtain the
following remarkable factorization

Kaays(x,0,%,0) = 0s(x — X ) Ksa(6,0) (4.19)

where Kgqa(0,0') is the correlator (4.9), (4.15) arising on sphere S¢ of radius a. The
correlator (4.19) describes motion of a quantum particle which does not propagate along
the component ¥ of the space S¢ x X.
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4.5 Neumann problem on R?
Solving the elliptic problem with the Neumann condition imposed on spherical boundary
we need to modify the definition of Green’s function. More precisely, Green’s function
Gn(P, P') of the Neumann problem should be a solution of the equation

OGN(P,P)=C (4.20)
subject to the Neumann boundary condition
OnGNlpes =0 . (4.21)

The right hand side of the equation (4.20) is a constant C. Therefore, we still can
apply Green’s formula (2.G) and obtain the expression (2.10) for the solution uy(P) of
the Neumann problem taking into account that uy(P) is determined up to an irrelevant
constant. In fact, the constant C' in (4.20) is not arbitrary and is determined by the
requirement of consistency of the boundary condition (4:2T). In two dimensions we find
that C' = Wl? and Green’s function takes the form

2 1 1 R
pPy=-"0 4 - (- 4n— 4.22
Gn (P, F) 47TR2+27T<H’/‘+ np’f’1> ’ (4.22)

where (po, @'), (p,¢) are coordinates of the points P and P’ respectively. Definitions of r
and 7, are the same as in Section 4.1. By means of simple calculations using eq.(474) one
shows that the condition (4.21) indeed fulfills for Green’s function (4.22). Considering
(4.23) when both points lie on the boundary B (py = p = R) we obtain according to
(2716) the Neumann correlation function on B = S*

1 _ /
Kn(¢,¢') = —— Insin? ¢—¢ : (4.23)
4m 2
where we neglected all irrelevant constants.
4.6 Neumann problem on R d>2
In higher dimensions we search the solution of the equation (4.2() in the form [22]
Gn(P,P)=a'pi+ L 11 +v(P, P') (4.24)
’ 07 (d—1)38grdt ’ ’ ‘

where v(P, P’) is harmonic function, Ov = 0, which is regular everywhere in the domain.
Note that in R the function p? is a solution of the equation Op2 = 2(d + 1). The
condition (4:21) is consistent if we put o = 2(d+1) R, in (4:24) and C = 2(d+1)a™!
in (4.20).

In 3-dimensional case Green’s function with the Neumann condition on S? takes the
following form [22]

2
2% 1 1 R
Gnv = - 4.25
N 87rR3+47r7’+47rr1p+w ’ (4.25)
where
! 1 + R2 (4.26)
=———In — — pp COS .
w IR 1 P Po Y
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is harmonic function, Ow = 0. The calculation of normal derivatives

11
ATR*"R r
1 1 R 1
On(— + —=)|po=r = —
(47rr 477y p)|p° R 4w Rr
shows that the condition (4.21) fulfills for Green’s function (4.25).

The boundary correlation function corresponding, in accord with (2.16), to Green’s
function (4.25) reads

anp?)‘po:R =2R, 8nw|p0:R =

_ 1
K][f/_z = iGN(Pa P/)\P,P'ela

! - Insin? 1 (4.27)

" 87Rsin} 8wR 2

where v (0 < v < ) is geodesical distance between P and P’ on the unit two-dimensional
sphere. If the spherical coordinates of the points P and P’ are (¢, 6) and (¢, ¢') respec-
tively then + is found from the relation

/ /
" ) +sinﬁsin9’sin2(¢_ ¢
2 2

The first term in (4:27) is what we could anticipate basing on the analysis of the
Neumann problem on plane boundary (see eq.(B.5)). Surprisingly, we obtain also the
logarithmic term in the correlator (4.2%). It arises due to curvature of the boundary and
could not be anticipated just from the analysis of the plane boundary problem.

The generalization of the result (4.27) to higher dimensions, d > 2, is technically

difficult. As a conjecture we, however, propose that the general structure of the Neumann
correlation function for d > 3 includes the series

11 (1 cgd>1-z—1+ +c,§d)R—k
d—1)%,

) . (4.28)

sin? 1 = sin®(
2

Ky =

(d) pl-d
od-1 od=2 Tl gd—k—1 ot B lna) (4.29)

with respect to variable o = 2Rsin 4, v is geodesical distance measured on unit sphere

S and c,gd) are constant coefficients. Note that all terms in the series are proportional
to R1=%. The expression (4.29) is worth comparing with the Eq.(B.7). It seems that
the behavior (4.29), (8.7) is typical for the correlation function in the free (Neumann)
phase. In both cases the expected term ~ # gets modified by a series with respect to
dimensional parameter (additional to the geodesical distance o) which is h in Eq.(B.7)
and R in (4.29).

In the massive case the arguments similar to that of Section 4.3 say that taking the
limit R — 0 one gets the massless Neumann correlators (4.2%), (4:29) provided that we
rescaled the Neumann boundary operators: Oy = (%)_%@ ~. As a consequence of this,
the correlator arising in the Neumann problem on a product space R x ¥ (¥ is a
compact manifold) possesses in the limit of small R (R is radius of the boundary in R4*1)

the factorization .
Ky[S* x ] = 0y, Kn[S] (4.30)

similar to what we had for the Dirichlet case (4.19).
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5 Anti-de Sitter (AdS) space with boundary
at infinity

5.1 Dirichlet problem on AdS;,,
General analysis of AdS spaces we start with the consideration of two-dimensional AdS
space H?. It is space of constant negative curvature —l% described by the metric

ds® = I*>(da® + sinh® xd¢?®) | (5.1)

where the coordinates (x, ¢) run in the limits 0 < ¢ < 27, 0 < z < 400. Boundary B of
the space H? is a circle S* lying at the infinite value of the coordinate z. Considering the
Laplace equation on H? we impose the Dirichlet boundary condition u|,_. ;. = f(¢) on
the field function w at infinity.

Green’s function which satisfies the Dirichlet condition G2 (z, 2, ¢, ¢') = 0 at infinity
(x — o0) takes the following form

g

o (5.2)

1
G2 = —— Intanh
27
where o is geodesical distance between points (x, ¢) and (z/,¢') on H?, it can be found
from the relation

cosh % = cosh z cosh 2/ — sinh x sinh 2’ cos(¢ — ¢') | (5.3)

which is a hyperbolic analog of the relation (4.28) for the geodesical distance on 2-sphere.

Fixing the point (2’, ¢’) consider the limit when the second point (x, ¢) goes to infinity
(z — +00). In this limit we have G2 = Le~7. On the other hand, we find from the
relation (5.3) that

g
l

~ " A, 0 — @), A(a',¢p — ¢') = cosh(z’) — sinh 2’ cos(¢p — @) . (5.4)

(&

Hence Green’s function for z — +oo reads

le™®

Normal derivative 0, = (7', of this expression

le™®
0,.Gy2 = ——
TN

is exponentially decreasing for x going to infinity.
The measure du = Isinh xd¢ arising on the boundary B contains the exponentially
growing factor. Therefore, applying the general formula (2.10) we find the solution of the

elliptic problem on H? with Dirichlet boundary condition at infinity in the form

_ i/z” f(¢)d¢
"~ 27 Jo  cosh(z') — sinh 2’ cos(¢ — ¢)

(5.6)

uD(x/v ¢/>

(5.7)

that is a hyperbolic version of Poisson’s integral (4.5). Note, that (5.7) gives us the
solution of the Laplace equation on the whole space H?.
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Putting ' = 0 in (5.7) we find that u(0, ') = 5= [o™ f(¢)d¢ for value of the harmonic
function u in the center of the space H?. It is exactly the same value which we get in the
case of flat disk (putting pp = 0 in (4.5)). On the other hand, considering ' — 400 in
(5.7 we find that the kernel in the integral (5.%) reproduces o-function 0(¢ — ¢’) what is
in agreement with the imposed boundary condition.

Taking the limit 2’ — +o0o in (5.6) and calculating the normal derivative 9, = 710,/
we find that

o—(a+a)

an’anGH2 = ﬁm

and the action Wup| (2.13) reads

s b L0 gy @

This results in the correlation function

1 1

8ma? sin?(£52)

KD(gba ¢/) ==

(5.8)

arising on the boundary B = S* with measure ad¢. It exactly reproduces the correlation
function (1:6) appearing in the Dirichlet problem on flat disk D?. It is as expected since
spaces H? and D? are conformally related.

These results can be generalized for higher-dimensional AdS spaces. The (d + 1)-
dimensional hyperbolic space H%*! is described by the metric

ds® = [*(dx* + sinh? zdw?) | (5.9)

where dw? is metric of d-dimensional unit sphere S?, set of angles {6;, i = 1,...,d} being
coordinates on S¢. The geodesical distance o between two points (z,6) and (2/,6') on
H*1 can be found from the relation

cosh % = cosh x cosh 2/ — sinh z sinh 2’ cos (5.10)

analogous to eq.(5.3), v is geodesical distance measured on unit sphere S?. Solution of
the Laplace equation Ou = 0 on H%™! for large values of = behaves as follows [3]

u(z,0) ~ up() +uy (e | (5.11)

where 1y and u; are some functions on S? Demanding that u(x,) is regular at x = 0
one finds that only one of these functions is independent.
The Dirichlet boundary condition at infinity reads

w(@,0)]s—00 = f(0) .

As in two-dimensional case we fix point (z/,60') and consider the other point (z,6) ap-
proaching infinity. Green’s function in H%*! space vanishing at infinity has the following
integral representation

G = — (5.12)

[t /+°° dx
Y4 Je  sinh?x
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We, however, need to know only behavior of Green’s function for large values of o

201 e
GHd+1 =~ d—zdld—_le ! (513)
We find from (5.10) the expression
et ~e® A2, 0,0'), A(a',0,0') = cosha’ —sinhz’cosy | (5.14)

valid for large value of z, «y is geodesical distance on S? between points with coordinates
0 and ¢'. Equation (5.14) is a higher-dimensional generalization of eq.(5.4). Combining
(b:13) and (5:14) we get Green’s function for large values of =

2d 1 —d _—dz

— 1
d>g 141 (5.15)

GHd+1 ~

We see from (5.11) and (5.15) that (9,Gu) ~ e~ + O(e72%) and (0,uG) ~ O(e~24).
Measure dy = 1? sinh? zd(0) induced on the boundary B grows as e for large z. There-
fore we conclude that the first term in Green’s formula (2.6) is negligible for large x and
the solution of the Laplace equation for the Dirichlet boundary problem is indeed given
by the expression (2.10). After simple computation we get

0
un(@, #) = _zid /Sd %du(ﬁ) (5.16)
for the solution and
d
Wi = ottt / [ 10) iz @) (5.17)

for the boundary action.

Interpreting the kernel in the integral (5:I7) as a correlation function for operators
Op(0) consider the boundary source term [ Op fdu. It is finite if the operator Op ~ e~ %
for large x. This is an indication that Op should have dimension d. Therefore, the correct
source term should be (7 J5 Op fdp and the correlation function for Op reads

d 11
28402 (sin1)X

< OD(H)OD(QI) > (518)

where we introduced a scale a defying measure on the boundary S¢ as a?du(f), the scale
a drops out in (b.17) and its value is completely irrelevant. The consideration of this
section is in agreement with the results obtained in [2], [3].

5.2 Neumann problem on AdSy,,
As in the previous subsection we start with the consideration of two-dimensional case.
The Neumann condition at infinity of the space H? is formulated as follows

(Ot = 9(8)e™) oo =0, (5.19)

where g(¢) is a function on B = S! which satisfies the condition (2.%) [ g(0)du(¢) = 0.
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We search Green’s function for the Neumann problem on H? by analogy with the flat
case described in Section 4.6 as a solution of the inhomogeneous Laplace equation

1
OGy = ——— .

satisfying the boundary condition
OnGN|rmoe = c+0(e7%) | (5.21)

where c is some constant.
The solution of the equation (5.20) can be found explicitly

1
Gy=—5-In sinh% . (5.22)

Expanding this expression for large o and taking into account (5.4) one gets

(5.23)

We see that Green’s function (5:23)-(523) satisfies the condition (5.21) with ¢ = —3%.
The solution of the Neumann problem then is given by the expression

un(2',0") :/BGNanu
1

= /027r g(¢) In (cosh 2" — sinh 2" cos(¢ — ¢')) ld¢ . (5.24)

This results in the boundary action

- 167r/ 2W/ ) ¢) Insin’( o (b/) (¢")ldgldd' (5.25)

and the correlation function

(5.26)

what is identical (up to a constant factor) to the Neumann correlation function (4.23)
appearing on the boundary of two-dimensional flat disk D?. It is due to the conformal
equivalence of spaces H? and D?. The difference in the factor can be removed by the
rescaling the function g(¢) and/or re-defying the radius of the circle S*.
The solving the Neumann problem on higher-dimensional AdS spaces goes in a similar
manner. The Neumann condition at infinity of the space H%*! can be imposed as follows
(O —g(0)e ™) =0, (5.27)
where ¢(6) is a function on B = S | [;g(0)du(f) = 0. Green’s function Gy (z,2’,0,0")
for the Neumann problem should satisfy the condition

OnG N oo = C+ 0(e™%) | (5.28)
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where c is a constant and o(z) is defined as 27 1o(z) — 0if 2 — 0. The asymptote (5.28) is
necessary to have [z 0,Gyu = const. Then the solution of the Neumann problem is given
by the expression (2.10). From the condition (5.28) one finds the form of the function Gy
for large x

Gy(z,2',0,0) = co +o(e™ ™) | (5.29)

where o ~ zl + [InA(a’,0,6") (see eq.(b.I4). This leads us to the expression for the
solution of the Neumann problem on H%+!

un(2',0) = cl/ InA(2',0,0") g(0)du(6) + constant (5.30)
B

where A(2’,0,0") takes the form (5.14). The above arguments leading to eq.(5.30) are not
rigorous. We, however, may check by direct computation that that the function (5:30) is
a solution of the Laplace equation Ouy = 0 on the whole space H%*!. It is seen from the
fact that on AdS space H%"! the function In A(2/,6,¢') is a solution of the inhomogeneous
Laplace equation)

d
2
Therefore, acting the Laplace operator O on the function (5.30) and using the condition
(2:5) we find that Ouy = 0.

It is also easy to check that (5:30) satisfies the condition (5.27). For large 2’ and for
¢ ~ 0 we have for the normal derivative of (5.30)

Ol A(2,0,60) =

e~ (2-d)z!

2 + 26—2:(:’9

I 0uy (2, 0') ~ dce™ / 7= 9,| (0)du(9) |
where |6 — 0'|> = %, |0; — 0!|>. Tt approaches for large 2’ the condition (5:27) provided
that we exploit (for k£ = 1) the limit

€2k—d

(10— 0] + 2e2)F

— 60 —0) (5.31)

when € — 0, where the d-function is defined by the condition [¢q 0%4(6 — 6')du(6) = 1 and
ay is some numerical coefficient (actually, the constant ¢ in (5.28) is determined by the
condition 4ca; = 1).
Inserting the solution (5230) into the boundary action W{uy] = 1 [z un9,uy we obtain
that
Wluy] = 2~ (@D d+1 / g(0) msin® % 9(0")dp(0)du(d’) . (5.32)
s

Thus, we find that the Neumann correlation function (defined as second derivative of
Wuy] with respect to g(f))

d+1

l gl
< ONn(0)ON(0") >= Kn(6,0') = Coart In sin® = 5 (5.33)

has universal for all AdS spaces logarithmic behavior. The correlation function (5.33)
appears to be natural if we analyze the boundary source term [z On0,udp. It is finite if

T In the approprlate coordinate system the Laplace operator takes the form
O=1["72 Oy smh 2Oy + 17 2 Op: smd ! 0’0y .

smhd / smhzm smd 1o
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the operator Oy approaches finite value for large z, i.e. Oy should have dimension 0 and
(5.33) is the correlation function of operators of such dimension.

5.3 Dirichlet and Neumann problems on AdS;.; for massive field
The solution of the Laplace equation with mass (4.10) behaves at infinity of AdS space
as follows [3]
u(zx,0) = up(0)e+® + uy (9)e~Frtde (5.34)

where k. = 271(\/d? + 4m?—d) and —(k+d) are two roots of the equation k(d+k) = m?.
Only one of the functions ug(f) and wu;(f) is independent. Fixing one of them on the
boundary S¢ of AdS;,; we should be able to determine the other one. We have the
Dirichlet boundary problem when the function ug(6) is fixed at infinity. In the other case,
fixing the function u;(#) we have the Neumann problem.

It is easy to see that the boundary action Wz = % /5 u0,u considered on a function of
the form (5.34) diverges

ld—l .
B X W /Sd ng+€(2k++d) du(@)
for large x and needs to be regularized. A natural way of doing this is just to subtract
the contribution of the leading term in (5.34)

Wieg = Wgu] — Wg[uge™] . (5.35)
The regularized action then

Wiey =~ Sy [ w08 (0)in(6) (5.36)

is finite. Note, that the way we define W, is similar to the subtraction procedure one
usually applies to make finite the gravitational action [25]. One subtracts the contribution
of the asymptotically dominant part (typically it is that of flat space-time) of the metric
considering it as a background. This is exactly what we are doing in (5.3%).

In order to calculate the regularized boundary action (5.36) we have to find (for each
type of boundary condition) the functional relation between ug(#) and wu;(6). We start
with the considering the Dirichlet problem when ug(f) is fixed at infinity. The corre-
sponding Green’s function Gp is a solution of the equation (0 —m?)Gp = 0 and for large

z behaves as follows
o~ (ki td)z

It is important to note that the solution of the Dirichlet problem in this case is not given
by the equation (2.10) since the term (Gpd,u) does not vanish at infinity. We have to

use Green’s formula (2.6). The solution then reads

Gp =~ ce”F+TDT ~

cl®t uo(0)
2d (2k++d) g Ak++d :u(e) :

up(2’,0') = (5.38)

The kernel W of the integral (5.38) approaches (see equation (5.31)) ., e"*§%(6 —0')
when v — 0 (§ — ') and is e-*++97(gin? 1)~(k++4) for 4 £ 0. The singular part of the
kernel after the integration gives the term wug(#)ef+* in (5.38) what is in agreement with

23



the imposed Dirichlet condition. On the other hand, the finite part of the kernel gives
the functional relation

Cld 1

(2k++d)/sd%

It should be noted that the separation made in the kernel ﬁ on singular (when v —

Uy (9/)

du(9) . (5.39)

0) and finite parts is not well-defined since the “finite” part proportional to W

diverges when v — 0. In fact, the finite part is defined up to the term ad?(d — ¢')
with some (divergent) coefficient a. It can be chosen to regularize the kernel W

Below (and earlier in (5:17), (5.18)) namely this definition of the kernel should be meant.
Mathematically strict consideration of the divergent kernels and their regularization can
be found in [27], in the present context it was done in [7], [§].

The substitution of (5.39) into eq.(5.36) gives us the regularized boundary action for
the Dirichlet boundary problem

cdlzd 2 1

Wieglup] = aar (2k++d)/ Uo(e)muo(el)dﬂ(e)dﬂ(e/) : (5.40)

The boundary correlation function then reads

Kp(0,0) = —cdl*227Cd4D (2, 4 d) (5.41)

[N}
N[ =

(Sin ) k++d

The mass m, thus, results in the anomalous dimension of the boundary operator Op.
This was demonstrated in [2], [3]. The divergence of the kernel in (5.40), (5.41) for v — 0
signals about the UV divergence of the boundary theory. Remarkably, if we put the
boundary at finite from the center of AdS space distance xg the kernel occurs to be finite
what is seen from (5.38). The divergence appears only when xp goes to infinity. Large
xp means infra-red regime in the bulk theory. So, we find that it is related to the UV
regime of the boundary theory. This relation was recently pointed out by Susskind and
Witten [2§].

In the Neumann problem we fix the function u;(6) at the infinity of the space H!.
Green’s formula (2.6) says us that

ki +d

unN = _/B ((8 GN — kTGN)u 6(d+k+ (8 GN + GN)U16_k+x>

It gives us the solution of the Neumann problem if the solution uy in the bulk is deter-
mined only by the function w; fixed on the boundary. It is so if Green’s function Gy
satisfies the conditions

0,Ciy — Gy = ofe™ 4410

k d
0,GN + +l+ Gy = constant e+ + o(ek”) )
The function which satisfies these conditions is
l
Gy = Zl % 4 o(e~(@rheny (5.42)
+
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where ¢ is a constant and we include the factor i in order to have the correspondence

with the massless case: G =~ c¢y0 + const when k, — 0.
Using (5.42) we find

Clld 1

un(2',0") = 5

A (2 +d)— / AR (20,6 Y (0)dpa(6) (5.43)

ks

for the solution of the Neumann problem

from the fact that the functlon AF(2',0,0) for arbitrary k satysﬁes the equation
OAF = k(k + d)A" . (5.44)

Thus, for k = k, we find from (5:44) that the kernel A* arising in (5:43) is a solution
of the Laplace equation with mass m. Another solution of the massive field equation
corresponds to the value k = —(ky + d) and is the kernel A~*++9) (5 3§) arising in the
Dirichlet problem.

If 0 — ¢’ we have A%+ (2/,0,0') — e~*++Drqy §4(0 — ¢') what is obtained from (5.31)
by analytical continuation to negative k. The integral (5:43) then reproduces the term
u1(0)e~*+F97 a5 it should be by the imposed boundary condition. The regular part of
the kernel A%+ in (543) gives us the functional relation

uo(€) = Clé (2k4 + d) k1+ /S d(sin2%)k+u1(9)d,u(9) (5.45)

between the functions uy and u;. Substituting (5.4%) into the regularized action (5.37%)
and taking the variational derivatives with respect to u(#) we find

Kn(0,0') = =52k, + d)—(sin” J
+

S o (540

for the Neumann correlation function. We see that due to the mass in the bulk the Neu-
mann operator Oy on the boundary S¢ of the space AdSy,, acquires negative anomalous
dimension —k,. As a consequence of this the Neumann correlation function (5:46) van-
ishes when the points 6 and @' coincide. However, if 2k, is not integer then n- order
not analytical at 8/ = 6. We see that mass m plays the role of regulator for the Neumann
correlator (5.33) and makes it finite at the coinciding points. In the bulk mass typically
improves the infra-red (IR) behavior of the theory while the short distance divergences of
correlators are of UV nature. So, what we find for the Neumann correlator seems to be
another manifestation of the relation between IR regime in the bulk and UV regime on
the boundary noted in [2§].

6 Hierarchy of correlators

Summarizing the results of Sections 4 and 5 we have found that the correlators (both the
Neumann and Dirichlet ones) arising on sphere S? (considered either as a boundary of a
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domain of flat space R%*! or Anti-de Sitter space H4!) are functions of the geodesical

distance v measured on S? and are constructed by means of the following basic elements
1

Koz—lnsinzg, Ky=——,n>0 . (6.1)

om0
SlIl2

The functions (6.1) can be defined on sphere of arbitrary dimension d. The geodesical
distance v then is the azimuthal angle § between the points P and P’ on S¢. However,
only on sphere of certain dimension an element (6.5) can be considered as a correlator of
free fields. In oder to make this statement more precise we consider the set of differential
operators A, = ﬁ@g(sin" 00y). A1 is the “azimuthal” part of the Laplace operator
on (n + 1)-dimensional sphere S"™'. We have the following set of recurrent relations for
the elements K, (0) (6.1)

An+2K0 = _ng + (7’1, + ].)

1 1
(An+2 — Zm(2n —m+ 2)) K, = Zm(m —n)Kpyo ,m#0 (6.2)

Note that the combination A, — A, = cot 60y is the first oder differential operator. The
elements (6.1) satisfy also the first oder differential recurrent relations

1 1
00y Ko = —= K + ~

cot 00y K 12 + 5

(cot 835 — g)Kn - —%KM , (6.3)

which are analogous to the relations (8.9) for the correlators arising on plane boundary.

We will say that K is primary correlator on S? if K ~< ¢(P)¢(P') > where ¢(P) is
a field on S? satisfying free (second order) field equation. In other words, the primary
correlator is the one on which the recurrent sequence (6.2) stops for certain n and m and
does not produce a new correlator. Non-primary correlators are correlators of composite
operators built from the free fields. We say that correlator K is a descendant if it is
obtained by differentiating a primary correlator. One can see from the relations (6.9)
that a correlator K, is primary on (n + 2)-dimensional sphere S"*2. Indeed, we find from
(6.2) that

AQKO == 1

<An+2 - @) K,=0 . (6.4)

It is easy to recognize the conformal nature of the operators in (5.4). Therefore, K, is
correlator of conformal field ¢(x) on sphere S™*2 satisfying the conformal field equation

Aop=cR ,n=0
n

<An+2 - mR) $=0.n>0 (6.5)

where ¢ is two-dimensional central charge and the scalar curvature R of (n+2)-dimensional
unit sphere S™™2 is (n + 2)(n + 1). There are two different points of view on the corre-
lation functions under consideration. For example, the Neumann correlator (4.29) of the
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boundary operators Oy can be viewed as entirely arisen on sphere S¢ with only compo-
nent Ky o being a primary correlator. In the dual picture the operator Oy is considered
to be a composite of the free field operators O[S™] having support on sphere S™. The
correlator (4.29) arises then for points P and P’ lying on the intersection of the set of
spheres S+t g4 . gd=m  S? with a component K,_,,_, being the primary correlator
on sphere S4—™,

As another illustration of this let us consider the correlator K,. It arises as the
Neumann correlator on the circle S' being boundary of two-dimensional disk D2. On the
other hand, S* can be considered as a meridian on 2d sphere S? and K is the primary
correlator of conformal scalar field on S? described by the action

wis? = |

52

(%(w)? _ cR¢) . (6.6)

The correlator K, arises on S' in the Dirichlet problem on D?. On S? it is interpreted
as a descendant of Kj since we have from (6:2) that —293 K,(6) = K»(#). On the other
hand, K5(f) is the primary conformal correlator on four-dimensional sphere S*.

As we saw in the previous Section, the correlator K also arises on sphere S? in the
Neumann problem on Anti-de Sitter space AdSy,1 and the present analysis shows that it
has natural two-dimensional description. The Dirichlet problem on AdS;.; produces the
correlator K,y on the boundary S?. It is primary on (2d + 2)-dimensional space S%4+2,
In the context of the works [1], [2], [B] the five-dimensional AdS space is of interest. The
Dirichlet correlator arising on 4-dimensional boundary S* is Kg. On S* it is a descendant
of the primary correlator K. At the same time it has a dual 10-dimensional description
on S as a primary conformal field correlator.

7 Phases on the boundary of AdS space

In this Section we want to point out on the existence of various phases of the field theory
living on the boundary of Anti-de Sitter space. These phases may arise in essentially two
different ways.

7.1 Neumann and Dirichlet phases
In the first way phases arise on the boundary of AdS space when we impose the mixed
boundary condition similar to what we considered in Section 2 for flat space. This condi-
tion should be consistent with the asymptotic behavior (5.34) of a solution of the massive
Laplace equation in AdS space. In order to formulate it we introduce the field @ = ue=*+*
with the asymptotic behavior

i~ ug(0) 4 uy (0)e” Fr++d)

at infinity. In terms of the field u the third type boundary condition can be imposed as
follows
Ol + he=Chrtdzg — ()= kit (7.1)

or, equivalently,
huo(0) — (2ky + d)I ™ uy (0) = g(0) .
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As it is seen from (7.1) the coupling h being considered as a function on the boundary has
dimension (2k; + d). The dimensional analysis occurs to be useful in finding the asymp-
totic behavior of the corresponding correlation function K4 arising on the boundary. We
have

1
Kpy =~ k—o—k+ + ho'™ 4+ O(h?) (7.2)
J’_
for small h and ) . .
Ky = 12 o2d+2ks + O(ﬁ) , (7.3)

for large h, where o = asin 4 and we omitted the numerical coefficients. The equations

(772)-(773) mean that K,y ~ Ky for small h and K ~ -5 Kp for large h in agreement
with the consideration of Section 2. In the massless case (k4 — 0) the term io’“ in
(772) should be replaced by Ino. The picture of phases arising on the boundary of AdS
space is similar to that we had for flat space in Section 3. The only essential difference
is that the coupling A in AdS space has higher scaling dimension (2%, + d) compared to
the flat space (where h has dimension 1). For a finite value h there are two phases of the
boundary system. In the regime (ho?*?+) << 1 the free (Neumann) phase is restored
and the correlation function behaves as (7:3). On the other hand, for (hodt?+) >> 1
we have the Dirichlet (strong coupling) phase. Thus, the coupling h brings some natural
scale on the boundary so that the boundary theory at a finite A is not conformal, though,
it interpolates between the conformal phases.

It should be noted that the Neumann phase arising on the boundary of AdS space
is quite different from what we had in flat space. In the massive case the Neumann
correlator (7.2) does not diverge at the coinciding points. Though, for arbitrary mass
(k4 ) it is non-analytical at the point ¢ = 0 in the sense that higher order derivatives of
Kn(o) become divergent there. When mass is zero (k. = 0) the Neumann correlator
Ky ~ Ino is logarithmic. Remarkably, it is so in all AdS spaces independently of the
dimension.

We stress that the correlators arising in the Neumann phase well behave at the coin-
ciding points. In the massless case the divergence is logarithmic there and, therefore, is
integrable. So, integrals involving K are finite. In the massive case the situation even
better since the Neumann correlator is out of divergence at all. In the Dirichlet phase
the correlators diverge as o~ 2¢ in massless case and as o~ 2(¢*%+) in massive case. These
divergences are not integrable. Therefore, we need to use some regularization in order to
give sense to the integrals involving Kp. Tracing these divergences to the UV behavior
of the boundary theory one could say that the theory is finite in the Neumann phase
and renormalizable in the Dirichlet phase. Note, that the presence of mass in the bulk
improves the behavior of the Neumann correlator and makes worse the behavior of the
Dirichlet one.

The Neumann correlator arising at the infinity of AdS space takes the same form as
the correlator arising in the Neumann problem on the flat disk D? with boundary S!.
The circle S can be considered as lying on the sphere S¢ (boundary of AdS space) and
joining the points P and P’. The geodesical distance v between the points P and P’
then is the angle |¢ — ¢'| measured on the circle S'. Two bulk theories, one is living
on AdSg.1 and another on D?, produce the same correlator on the circle. On the other
hand, the corresponding boundary theories (living on S and S? respectively) both have
dual description as a conformal theory (6.6) on two-dimensional sphere S2. This fact, in
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particular, proposes that the Neumann phase on the boundary of AdS space may have
infinite-dimensional underlying conformal group of symmetry. It is in contrast with the
Dirichlet phase whose conformal symmetry is finite-dimensional.

In the construction considered in [1], [2], [B] the Anti-de Sitter space is AdSs and the
four-dimensional theory on the boundary is identified with the large N limit of a super
Yang-Mill theory with gauge group SU(N). The scalar Dirichlet boundary operator
then should have dimension 4 and can be constructed from the Yang-Mills field A,:
Op = Tr(F,, F*). In the Neumann phase the boundary operator should have dimension
0. It seems that no such operator can be constructed from local combinations of A, and
its derivatives. A possible candidate for the boundary operator in the Neumann phase is
the non-local one

On[P] ~ TrPexp/C A dat |
P

where Cp is a circle shrinking to the point P. It is also an interesting question as what
meaning in terms of the Yang-Mills theory may have the boundary coupling h.

7.2 Infinity-horizon transition in AdS like space
In general, the location of the boundary in the AdS space can be arbitrary. One may put
it at © = xp and consider the domain 0 < x < xp of the AdS space. When the boundary
moves across AdS space this induces some automorphism in the theory living on the
boundary. In some cases this automorphism is trivial and the boundary field theory
does not depend on the choice of the boundary. This is the case in three dimensions
when the theory in the bulk is the Chern-Simons theory. It induces a conformal (Wess-
Zumino) theory on the boundary which remains the same no matter where one chooses
the boundary. Note, that this is a feature of this concrete model which is mainly due to
the absence in the bulk of the propagating degrees of freedom in the Chern-Simons theory.
In general, the moving the boundary may lead to drastic deformation of the field theory
on the boundary. In the case under consideration, the theory in the bulk is described
by the Laplace equation. Varying zp, the location of the boundary, we find that there
are two limiting cases: when the boundary B approaches infinity (xrp — oo, B = By)
and when it shrinks (xp — 0, B = By) to the center of the AdS space, in both cases
the boundary is topologically sphere. In the later case the domain 0 < z < xp is well
approximated by domain 0 < r < R of flat space R with sphere S¢ of radius R = lzp
as a boundary. The classical field theory on such domain and the correlation functions
arising on its boundary S¢ were considered in Section 4. The theory on the boundary B
of the AdS space is completely characterized by the scaling dimensions of the operators
Op (in the Dirichlet problem) and Oy (in the Neumann problem). When the boundary
is at infinity the dimension of Oy is —k; (in the massless case it is 0) while the dimension
of Op is 2(d + k). On the opposite end, when the boundary stays arbitrary close to the
center (z = 0) of the AdS space we have dimensions (d — 1) and (d + 1) respectively for
the operators Oy and Op. The limit xg — 0 is correctly accomplished if we deal with the
rescaled operators Oy and Op defined as Oy = (%B)_(dgl) Oy and Op = (%B)_@OD
where a is an arbitrary (finite) scale parameter playing the role of the radius of the
sphere S%. One then finds that the scaling dimensions of the operators Oy and Op are
independent of the mass m and the correlation functions are effectively massless. The
Neumann correlation function is presumably given by the series (4.29) with respect to
the variable o = 2asin 7. It includes the logarithmic term Ino. It happens that only this
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term survives (in the massless case) when the boundary moves to the infinity where the
Neumann correlator (5.33) has universal logarithmic behavior.

The theory arising on B, is not much sensitive to deformations made deep inside the
AdS instanton. It is not so for the theory living on the boundary By because the topology
of By may change drastically under some deformations. An interesting and important way
to deform the AdS space is to put a black hole inside. The complete manifold remains
asymptotically AdS space. The topology of the manifold near the center, however, is
modified by the presence of the black hole horizon. It is that of the product space D? x X,
where D? is two-dimensional disk and ¥ = S9! is the horizon surface. So that the
boundary B is no more a sphere S? but the product space B} = S! x . According to
(4.19) and (4.30) the correlation functions arising on B factorize K sh = 0x K1, where d5,
is delta-function on ¥ and Kg: is the circle correlation function arising on S* considered
as a boundary of two-dimensional disk D?. The averaged correlation function obtained
by integration over X, fzf Kpn = AsxKg1, is proportional to the horizon area Ay. On

B% the boundary operators Oy and Op have the effective scaling dimensions 0 and 1
respectively. The Neumann correlator then

Kgi = Ky(¢,¢') = _1 In sin (7.4)
47

is purely logarithmic and is identical (after identifying the circle S* with geodesic joining
the points P and P’ on By, = S?) to the Neumann correlator on B.,. So, in the case
of the black hole the Neumann phase remains unperturbed in the transition from the
infinity to the horizon. As we discussed previously, the correlation function Ky (¢, ¢’') has
natural two-dimensional description as a correlator of free conformal fields on sphere S?
(the circle St is considered as a meridian on S?). Therefore, the Neumann phase arising
on the boundary B} has dual conformal field theory description on the space S%. On the
other hand, the correlation function

1

~ 8ma? sin®( ¢_2¢/ )

K¢ = Kp(¢,¢') =

(7.5)

arising on Bl in the Dirichlet phase has a description as a primary correlator of conformal
field theory on 4-dimensional sphere S*. So, in the Dirichlet case the boundary field
theory on B is dual to the conformal field theory on S*. It is interesting to note that in
four dimensions the correlator of the form (7.5) appears also as a bulk correlation function
of free quantum fields < o(P)@(P’) > when both P and P’ lie on the horizon ¥ = 52,
0 in this case is the azimuthal angle on . The bulk correlation function in this case is
Green’s function calculated in the Hartle-Hawking state. When at least one of the points
lies on the horizon it can be found exactly as was demonstrated by Frolov [26] long ago
for a charged rotating black hole. It would be nice to understand better the coincidence
of two correlation functions.

We see, thus, that the Dirichlet phase on the boundary deforms essentially in the
transition from infinity to the horizon in AdS like space. This manifests in the scaling
dimension of the Dirichlet boundary operator (that changes from value d at infinity to
1 at the horizon) and in the behavior of the corresponding correlation function. The
Neumann phase is, however, more stable under this transition. The scaling dimension 0
of the Neumann boundary operator and the logarithmic behavior of the correlator (it is
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so up to the factor dy at the horizon) remain the same. The boundary near black hole
horizon, B = S x X, has structure typical for the Euclidean description of a thermal field
theory (the circumference of S being the inverse temperature). Therefore, in terms of
the boundary theory this transition seems to correspond to the high temperature regime.
However, a more detail investigation is required.
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