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Abstract

It was recently found that the classical 3d O(N) model in the semi-infinite geometry can
exhibit an “extraordinary-log” boundary universality class, where the spin-spin correla-
tion function on the boundary falls off as (S(x) - $(0)) ~ Togn)T This universality class
exists for a range 2 < N < N, and Monte-Carlo simulations and conformal bootstrap
indicate N, > 3. In this work, we extend this result to the 3d O(N) model in an infinite
geometry with a plane defect. We use renormalization group (RG) to show that in this
case the extraordinary-log universality class is present for any finite N > 2. We addition-
ally show, in agreement with our RG analysis, that the line of defect fixed points which
is present at N = oo is lifted to the ordinary, special (no defect) and extraordinary-log
universality classes by 1/N corrections. We study the “central charge” a for the O(N)
model in the boundary and interface geometries and provide a non-trivial detailed check
of an a-theorem by Jensen and O’Bannon. Finally, we revisit the problem of the O(N)
model in the semi-infinite geometry. We find evidence that at N = N, the extraordinary
and special fixed points annihilate and only the ordinary fixed point is left for N > N..
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1 Introduction

Recent interest in the physics of boundaries and defects has been driven in part by the field of
topological phases, in which such defects often expose protected modes. While the implica-
tions of bulk topological physics for defect modes are well-understood for a gapped bulk, less
is known about behavior of defects and boundaries in the presence of a critical bulk. Even in
the classical 3d O(N) model, the phase diagram in the presence of a boundary or defect is not
fully settled. [1]

Let us briefly review recent developments in the boundary physics of the 3d O(N) model.
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Figure 1: The geometry of the boundary defect (left) and plane defect (right) for the
3d O(N) model.
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Figure 2: Left: phase diagram of the 3d O(N) model with N = 1,2 in the presence
of a boundary/plane defect. BO stands for bulk ordered, SO - surface ordered, BD
- bulk disordered, SD - surface disordered. For N = 2 the BD/SO phase only has
quasi-long-range order.

Right: phase diagram of the 3d O(N) model with a boundary for 2 < N < N, or for
a plane defect with N > 2.

Consider a system of classical N-component spins S; of length one on sites of a semi-infinite
3d cubic lattice coupled via the nearest neighbour interaction

(ij)
If both sites i and j belong to the surface layer, we set K;; = K;, otherwise, K;; = K (see Fig. 1,
left). For N = 1,2 the boundary phase diagram has the schematic shape shown in Fig. 2,

left. When the system is tuned to the bulk critical point K = K, it admits three boundary
universality classes:

* the “ordinary” universality class, where the bulk and boundary order at the same bulk
coupling,

* the “extraordinary” universality class, where the onset of bulk order occurs in the pres-
ence of (quasi) long-range boundary order,

* the “special” universality class, the multicritical point in Fig. 2, left.

The presence of a (quasi)long-range ordered boundary phase for K < K, and large K;/K
mandates the existence of these three classes.

For N > 2, the boundary has a finite correlation length for K < K.. Thus, the existence of a
separate extraordinary boundary universality class is not required. Nevertheless, per Ref. [1],
the extraordinary boundary universality class actually survives in the range 2 < N < N,, where
the phase diagram has the shape in Fig. 2, right. Here, N, > 2 is an a priori unknown critical
value of N. Furthermore, in the range 2 < N < N, the extraordinary universality class has a
boundary spin correlation function that falls off as

- - 1
88 )~
S S5~ Gog =yl

with g(N) a universal power. Thus, in this range of N the extraordinary boundary universality
class is labeled as “extraordinary-log”. The universal properties of this class, including the
power g and the critical value N, are determined by certain universal amplitudes of the “nor-
mal” boundary universality class, where an explicit symmetry breaking field is applied to the
boundary. For N = 3, recent Monte Carlo simulations find a special fixed point and behavior

(2)


https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhys.15.3.090

Scil SciPost Phys. 15, 090 (2023)

Ordinary Special Normal

Figure 3: The ordinary, special, and normal fixed points of the 3d O(N) model with a
plane defect. The ordinary fixed point corresponds to two copies of the semi-infinite
ordinary (ord) fixed point. The special fixed point corresponds to a bulk with no
defect plane. The normal fixed point corresponds to two copies of the semi-infinite
normal (norm) fixed point.

at large K; consistent with the extraordinary-log class [2].} This indicates N, > 3. For N = 2,
the extraordinary-log character of the large K; region was also verified by Monte Carlo sim-
ulations. [5] Furthermore, the normal universality class was recently studied by Monte Carlo
in Ref. [6] and the prediction of Ref. [1] for the relation between the extraordinary-log and
normal classes was verified for N = 2, 3. Finally, Ref. [7] used numerical conformal bootstrap
to estimate N, ~ 5. Several scenarios for the evolution of the phase diagram for N > N, were
discussed in Ref. [1]: the simplest possibility is that only the ordinary universality class re-
mains for N > N, for all values of K;. Part of this paper presents analytical evidence in favour
of this simple scenario.

The primary part of the present paper extends the methods of Ref. [1] to the problem of
a 2d plane defect’? embedded in a 3d bulk O(N) model. As a representative Hamiltonian,
we consider Eq. (1) on an infinite cubic lattice, where the nearest neighbour interaction is
set to K; for spins belonging to a plane z = 0 and to K otherwise (see Fig. 1, right). While
this problem has been considered in the past, [8-10] the precise phase diagram for N > 2, in
particular the behavior in the region K; > K, has not been studied carefully.® In this paper,
we claim that while the phase diagram for N = 1,2 has the expected shape in Fig. 2, left, for
all finite N > 2 the phase diagram has the shape in Fig. 2, right. In other words, the ordinary,
special and extraordinary universality classes all exist for N > 1. Furthermore, for N > 2, the
extraordinary universality class is of extraordinary-log character, with properties (including
the exponent g in Eq. (2)) again determined by those of the normal universality class in a
semi-infinite geometry. Thus, unlike in the semi-infinite O(IN') model, there is no critical value
N, above which the extraordinary-log class ceases to exist.

We can argue that the ordinary and extraordinary classes exist for all N for the plane defect
as follows. Consider a critical bulk model with no defect, K; = K = K., and then turn on a
small K; —K.. The resulting continuum action is

S=Sinf+cfdzx e(x,z=0). 3

Here S;, is the uniform continuum action in the 3d infinite geometry and € is the relevant

Prior Monte Carlo evidence for the existence of a special transition and an extraordinary phase at N = 3 had
appeared in [3]. See also [4] for a related study at N = 4.

2We also refer to this as an interface defect.

3Another related problem considered in the past is the interface between the free theory and the interacting
O(N) model. [11] We do not address this problem in the present manuscript.
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bulk O(N) singlet scalar (the so-called “thermal” operator.) The coupling c is proportional to
K.—K;. Itis believed that the scaling dimension A, < 2 for all finite N > 1. [12,13] Thus, the
coupling c is relevant around the ¢ = 0 fixed point. All other O(N) singlet defect perturbations
are irrelevant.* Thus, we have found a special fixed point for all N that simply corresponds
to the model with no defect. [8] It is natural to guess that the universality classes on the two
sides of the special fixed point ¢ < 0 and ¢ > 0 are distinct.

For ¢ > 0, the model is expected to flow to the ordinary fixed point, which corresponds to
the defect plane “cutting” the system into two disconnected halves with each half realizing the
semi-infinite ordinary universality class. [8] Indeed, for the semi-infinite ordinary universality
class, the most relevant operator is the boundary order parameter qga whose dimension is
believed to satisfy A%rd > 1 for all N; Monte Carlo simulations for N = 1,2,3 are consistent

with this [3] and large-N calculations give Azgrd =1+ SLN + O(N~2). [14] Thus, the action of
the ordinary fixed point for the defect plane together with the leading perturbation is

S :S;rd+5(2)rd+ufd2x q§;¢;§ (@)

Here S;ﬁ is the action of the semi-infinite ordinary fixed point for each half-space. By the
discussion above the perturbation u is irrelevant for all finite N, so the ordinary fixed point is
stable.

The nature of the extraordinary fixed point realized for ¢ < 0 is the main question we
address in this paper. Motivated by Ref. [1], we approach this fixed point through study of the
normal universality class. For N = 1, we expect long range boundary order at the extraordinary
fixed point. Due to the rigidity of the Ising order, we expect the extraordinary class to be
identical to the normal defect universality class, where an explicit symmetry breaking field is
applied on the defect. For all N, the normal defect class corresponds to the system cut into
two disconnected halves with each half realizing the semi-infinite normal universality class:

S= Srllorm + Srzlorm : (5)
Indeed in the N = 1 case, the lowest dimension boundary operator at the semi-infinite nor-
mal fixed point is believed to be the displacement D with dimension Ap = 3, [15] so the
perturbation & Lp,,,q ~ DD, coupling the two halves is highly irrelevant. For N > 2, the
lowest dimension boundary operator at the semi-infinite normal fixed point is believed to be
the O(N — 1) vector t;, with dimension A, = 2, [8] so the coupling 6 Lpyyng ~ tl.ltl.2 is again
irrelevant.

Starting with this picture of the normal defect universality class for N > 2, we remove
the explicit symmetry breaking boundary field and access the extraordinary universality class
using the RG approach of Ref. [1]. We find that an extraordinary-log class is realized for all
N = 2.

Our discussion presently applies to general finite N. Further analytical control appears in
the large-N limit. When N = oo, the model possesses a line of defect fixed points. [10] Along
this line the lowest dimension defect operators are O(N) vectors of even (odd) parity under
gz — —z with dimensions Ag = 1—u (A4 = 1+ u), where 0 < py < 1 is a coupling constant
tuning the system along the line of fixed points. The value u = 0 corresponds to the ordinary
fixed point, u = 1/2 to the special fixed point (no defect) and u = 1 to the normal fixed point.”

“The next lowest one is expected to be J,¢, which is odd under the reflection symmetry z — —z, thus disallowed
in the model (1), but allowed in more general models.

>Once N is finite, u flows under RG and the approach u — 1 gives rise to the extraordinary-log universality
class.
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N

Figure 4: f-function for the defect coupling constant u at O(1/N), Eq. (6). u =20
corresponds to the ordinary universality class, u = 1/2 to the special universality
class and the approach yu — 1 — to the extraordinary-log universality class.

The existence of a line of fixed points is expected to be a peculiarity of the strict N = 0o limit.
In this paper, we compute the B-function for the coupling constant u to O(1/N) obtaining:®

du

du _ 16(u?—1/4) sin® un
e '

B(u) = 3N 2 "

6)

Thus, at large finite N the line of fixed points disappears and only the ordinary, special and
extraordinary-log universality classes are left, see Fig. 4. The form of the B-function (6) for
u close to these fixed points is in agreement with results obtained using other methods. In
particular, the behavior of f(u) for 4 — 1 that controls the extraordinary-log universality
class exactly agrees with results obtained using the RG approach of Ref. [1] and provides a
non-trivial check of the latter. In addition, the analysis of f(u) near the special (uniform bulk)
fixed point u = 1/2 confirms that the bulk OPE coefficient A... vanishes to O(1/N%/?), as
found by a direct computation in Ref. [16].

We additionally discuss our results in the context of general theorems for 3d CFTs. It is
known that a general conformal boundary of a 3d CFT is characterized by certain “central
charges” describing its response to gravity [17-19]:

TH — 5(x1)

>, 2
i = (aR + bgtrk?) . 7

Here R is the boundary Ricci scalar, K is the traceless part of the extrinsic curvature associated
to the boundary, and x , is the coordinate perpendicular to the boundary. Jensen and O’Bannon
in Ref. [17] proved that the coefficient a of the Ricci scalar decreases under boundary RG flow.”
In particular, a is constant along a line of fixed points. Ref. [22] computed a for the O(N) model
with a boundary for both the ordinary and normal fixed points to leading order in N. Here we
extend their result to first subleading order in N:
1 N 1
o _ -1 N _ -1

Apound __1_6+O(N ) ’ Tpound __5_1_6+O(N ) ’ (8)
where agoun d (a’,;’mm &) stands for the central charge at the ordinary (normal) boundary fixed
point. We further consider the central charge for the plane defect. The RG structure of the

®Here increasing the RG scale £ corresponds to the flow to the IR.
7See also Refs. [20], [21] for alternative proofs.
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Figure 5: Phase diagram of the semi-infinite classical O(N) model in 3d with N > 2 at
K =K, proposed in Ref. [1]. Left: scenario I. Right: scenario II. The dashed lines are
a guide to eye and do not denote phase transitions. Solid lines are phase transitions.
The red curve marks the special transition.

ordinary, extraordinary-log and special interface fixed points implies

aglt = 2aboound = _% +0 (N_l) ’ afgt = 2a]l:,ound tN-1= _g +0 (N_l) ’ a?ﬁt = O’

9
where the subscript “int” denotes the interface central charge and superscripts O, eo and sp
stand for ordinary, extraordinary and special. The result for the central charge at the special
interface fixed point afg . = O is exact. In addition, we find by an explicit computation that at
N = 00, a/N = 0 along the whole line of interface fixed points 0 < u < 1, consistent with
the theorem of Jensen and O’Bannon. Further, to next order in N, we find that the differences
a? —a’ and af’, —a;’ in Eq. (9) are in agreement with the detailed form of the a-theorem
of Jensen and O’Bannon, see Eq. (95).

Finally, as already noted, we return to the problem of the O(N) model in a semi-infinite
geometry. In Ref. [1] two scenarios for the evolution of the boundary phase diagram past the
critical value N = N, were proposed. In the first scenario, Fig. 5 (left), the special fixed point
approaches the extraordinary fixed point as N — N~ and annihilates with it at N = N, such
that only the ordinary universality class remains for N > N.. In the second scenario, Fig. 5
(right), the extraordinary universality class survives for some range N, < N < N5, where it
becomes a true boundary conformal fixed point with a non-trivial scaling dimension A $>0.
This universality class was labeled as “extraordinary-power.” Since large-N calculations find
only the ordinary universality class in the semi-infinite geometry, the extraordinary-power
fixed point would have to annihilate with the special fixed point at some higher critical value
of N = N, so that only the ordinary fixed point would be left for N > N_,. The correct of
the two scenarios is determined by the sign of a higher order term b in the 3-function of the
surface spin-stiffness at N = N,. The computation of b for general N is challenging as it almost
certainly requires the knowledge of the four-point function of the tilt operator {; at the normal
fixed point. In this paper, we compute b for N — o0o. Assuming that b(N,) has the same sign
as b(N — oo), we find that the scenario in Fig. 5 (left) is realized.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we first use RG to show the existence of the
extraordinary-log universality class for the 3d O(N) model with a defect plane for all N > 2.
We then study how the line of defect fixed points present at N = oo is lifted by 1/N corrections
in Sec. 3. Next in Sec. 4, we study the boundary and interface central charge a. Finally in Sec.
5, we return to the semi-infinite 3d O(N') model and compute the coefficient b(N = o0) in the
pB-function of the surface spin-stiffness. Some remarks on line defects in 241D quantum spin
models are made in Sec. 6.
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Figure 6: The extraordinary-log fixed point of the 3d O(N) model with a plane de-
fect. The extraordinary-log fixed point corresponds to two copies of the semi-infinite
normal (norm) fixed point, with each boundary coupled to a 2D nonlinear sigma
model (NLXM).

2 RG analysis of the plane defect extraordinary fixed point

In this section, we generalize the RG analysis of Ref. [1] to the O(N) model with a plane
defect. We are interested in the large K; limit of the model (1) where the interface has a
strong tendency to local O(N) order. In this limit, we may describe the defect layer by a
non-linear o-model for the defect order parameter 7i:

Si= i d’x (8,7)", A*=1. (10)
When K; is large, the bare coupling g is small and fluctuations of 7 are suppressed at least
on short distance scales. Then, 7 acts like a boundary symmetry breaking field for the semi-
infinite regions on the two sides of the defect. Thus, there is an intermediate length scale at
which the defect is described by the normal fixed point with an additional term that restores
O(N) symmetry at the defect:

norm norm -

S=S;+S, . +5> sfdzxni (¢ +22). (11)

As in the introduction, Srllorm and SIZlorm are the actions of the normal fixed points of the semi-
infinite regions on each side of the defect. We have also included the leading coupling between
the fluctuations of 71 = (7, +'1 — 72) and the boundary operators of the normal fixed points.
Note that we are taking i to fluctuate about éy, so the symmetry breaking field of the normal
fixed points is also along éy. The operators tl.l, tiz, i=1...N —1 are the “tilt” operators of the

normal fixed points, which appear in the boundary OPE of the bulk order parameter as

a

P2, x3) ~ —Z — + bp(2x3)> 24D (x) +..., x3—>0, (12a)
Normal Fixed Point: N (2x3)%0

¢)l.1’2(x, x3) ~ b, (2x3)2_A¢ti1’2(x) +..., x3—0. (12b)

Here A, is the bulk scaling dimension of the order parameter and D'? are the displacement

éab
MN

(OM(x)ON(y) = (xny' The OPE coefficients a,, b; and by are universal constants of the

operators. All the bulk and boundary operators are normalized as (0%(x)0%(y) =

8
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1,2

Figure 7: A contribution to the two-point function of 7t; from coupling to the tilt
operators ?il’z.

semi-infinite normal fixed point. By the argument applied in Ref. [1] to the semi-infinite sys-
tem, the parameter s in (11) is fixed by the O(N) symmetry to be
1 a,

s= a7 b, . (13)
This is exactly the same value of s as in the semi-infinite system. As explained in the intro-
duction, direct coupling between the operators of Srllorm and Sﬁorm is irrelevant. Just as in the
semi-infinite geometry, coupling of t%? to higher powers of 7 is expected to be present and
fixed by the O(N) symmetry in terms of the data of the normal fixed point; such higher order
terms won't affect our RG analysis to the leading order in g considered here.

Thus, the coupling g is the only free parameter in the defect action. The perturbative
calculation of the 3-function of g proceeds in exactly the same manner as for the semi-infinite
system by considering the first correction in g to the one-point function of ny and the two-point
function of 7. [1] We obtain:

N-2
27

dg
d_f = _ﬁ(g) = _aplanegz + O(gS) > ®plane = nsz -

The second term in aj,5e gives the standard -function of the 2d non-linear o-model (10). The
first contribution originates from the coupling s in Eq. (11) that enters the two-point function
of 7 via the diagram in Fig. 7. Note that for a semi-infinite system one has the same form of
p(g) but with agung = “75’2 — 1%, i.e. the contribution to the 3-function from coupling to the
tilt operators is two times larger for the plane defect compared to a semi-infinite system — a
straightforward consequence of the coupling to both sides of the plane. This has important

physical implications. In the large N limit a, and b, have been computed [1] and give:

(14)

N
ns? = — 4 0(1/N), (15)
27
so for the plane defect in the large-N limit
1
aplane = E+O(1/N) (16)

Thus, for the plane defect ajsp is positive both for N = 2 and for N — o0, suggesting that
Qplane TEMAins positive for all N > 2. Truncated conformal bootstrap estimates of a,(N) and
b.(N) support this conclusion. [7] Thus, we expect the extraordinary-log class to be realized
for all values of N > 2. Here g flows to zero in the IR as g7'({) &~ g~' + @pjanel. This is
in contrast to the case of a semi-infinite system, where apgunq = —1% + O(1/N) becomes
negative for large enough N, so the extraordinary-log class is only realized in a finite range
2 < N < N,. Predictions for aj,ne for N = 2,3 based on the Monte-Carlo results for a, and
b, [6] are given in Table 1.

As for the case of the semi-infinite system, the anomalous dimension of #, which can be
read off from the one-point function of ny in a symmetry breaking field, is not affected by the
coupling s to leading order in g:

(N—-1)

na(g) ot 0(g?). (17)

9
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Table 1: Values of the coefficient a characterizing the extraordinary-log class for
N = 2,3 for the semi-infinite (a},oynq) and plane defect (ayjane) geometries obtained
from Monte Carlo results for the OPE coefficients a,, b, of the semi-infinite normal
fixed point. [6]

| N | ®bound | ®plane |
2 | 0.300 (5) | 0.600(10)
3 | 0.190(4) | 0.540(8)

Here n; enters the Callan-Symaczik equation for the m-point function of 7 as

0
(A5 +Ble) =+ o) ) DRz M) = 0, a8

with A — the UV cut-off. Integrating the Callan-Symanczik equation for the two-point func-
tion, we obtain

- o 1
({0 (0)) o< Gy x— 00, (19)
with N1
q= , (20)
2na

3 The plane defect in the large-N expansion

Now that we have given evidence for the existence of the extraordinary-log fixed point for
2 < N < oo, we show how the ordinary, special and extraordinary-log fixed points are recov-
ered at large N. Recall that the bulk continuum action for the O(N) model is

Sint = f x| @+ (8- gblulk)}, 21)

where 5 is the continuum O(N) field, i A is a Lagrange multiplier that fixes the norm of 4_5 , and
the coupling g is tuned to the critical point. In the presence of a plane defect at x> = 0,
we label fields on either side of the plane defect q; I and q; 2 as well as A!, A2, Then, the bulk
action can be written as

smf=L320d3xm:Zm[ (3, ™)+ ((¢m>2 gbulk)]. (22)

Here, we label the coordinates x = (x,x2), where the last component corresponds to the
direction normal to the plane defect.

At N = oo, we need to solve the saddle-point equation for (iA) and the ¢ propagator,
(g (x)pp(x)) =84 G™"(x,x"), myn=1,2:

(=02 + (iA(x))) G™(x,x) = ™53 (x —x'), G110, x) = G2(x,x) = Nl 23)

8c

The last condition can be understood from the bulk OPE, > PEX P ~1+iA+..., from
which

G'(x,y)=G**(x,y) = +0(lx—yl). (24)

1
4mt|x =yl

10
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Conformal invariance dictates that iA, a field with dimension 2, acquires an expectation value
parametrized by a coupling constant u:

2
. _ut—=1/4
(iA(x)) = TR (25)
Similarly, conformal invariance fixes
1 15 =6 guv) 1 206 = § g12(v) 2
312 3y2 .2
Vz(x) O , r=|x—x|. 27)

2x3x"3
Then Eq. (23) implies Dg'!(v) = Dg'2(v) = 0, apart from contact terms at v — 1. Here

D=u>—1-3 d_ 2—1d—2 28
—H Y (v )dvz' (28)

There are two linearly independent solutions of the equation Dg(v) =0,

(v + Vv2=1)*
ss/a(v) = ) (29)
o 1
and g1;(v), g12(v) are particular linear combinations of these:
ss(v) +s4(v) sg(v) —s4(v)
g ==, ()= (30)
T 8m

g11 is fixed by the OPE (24). g;, is fixed by i) the requirement that it be non-singular as
v — 1 (since ¢! and ¢? live on opposite sides of the defect, their OPE is nonsingular); ii) the
requirement that g;;, g;, have the same asymptotic in the boundary limit v — oo, i.e. the
bulk to boundary OPE of ¢! and of ¢? is dominated by the same operator.

Given these solutions, we require that u be real, in which case, without loss of generality
it can be chosen to be positive. Further, u < 1 so that g'!, g'? go to zero for large v, i.e. the
O(N) symmetry is not broken and clustering is obeyed. Defining symmetric/anti-symmetric
fields from the two d_; ™ fields is convenient for the rest of the paper:

s/a_ L o1 2
bq ﬁ(cﬁa 7). (31)
Then,
(5es(e) = W agncen) = A (s gac) =0,

474/ x3x"3 ’ 474/ x3x"3 ’ 32)

Thus, at N = oo we find a line of boundary fixed points parameterized by 0 < u < 1. We
recall that for a (normalized) bulk scalar conformal primary O(x) of dimension A,

(0()0(x")) = m ST b2fyy (A, v), (33)

where the sum runs over the operators appearing in the bulk to boundary OPE of O(x) with
A, - the boundary operator scaling dimension and b, — the OPE coefficient. In spacetime
dimension D = 3,

v2—1

fbry(A: V) = (34)
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Thus, we see that at this order in N, the bulk to boundary OPE of ¢° (¢?) is saturated by a
single boundary operator with dimension Ag =1—pu, (A, =1+ u).

The ordinary, special, and normal fixed points are all visible in the range u € [0, 1]. At the
ordinary fixed point u = 0, the plane defect action is equivalent to two copies of the half-space
action (evident in Eq. (4) for u = 0). Thus, as expected, the propagators at . = 0 match the
N = oo result from Ref. [14] for the ordinary fixed point for an O(N) model on a 3D half-
space. At the special fixed point u = 1/2, there is effectively no defect plane, the model is
translationally invariant, and the propagators, as expected, take the form

(16 1(x)) = Ou (35)

sp 4n\/|x’ —x|2 + (x3 F x3)2

Finally, at the normal fixed point yu = 1, the plane defect action is again equivalent to two
copies of the half-space normal action. Indeed, for a half-space normal fixed point with the
magnetic field pointing along the Nth direction, we have [1]

<¢N(x)>?1orm = 4% > (¢N(x)¢’N(x/)>norm,c ~ O(NO) s
/ 0ij v -
<¢i(x)¢j(x ))norm = 47'[(.)(3);/3)1/2 (m - 1) P L,] = 1...N. (36)

Here and below the subscript ¢ stands for the connected part of the two-point function. Then
the O(N) invariant combinations Zle(qb; (X)$2(x")) norm for two decoupled normal half-
space actions exactly match Egs. (29), (30) with y — 1.

3.1 The A Propagator

We now study the plane defect for large but finite N. We specifically compute the renormal-

ization group (RG) flow for the coupling constant u using the 1/N correction to (iA(x)). To

compute the RG flow, we first compute (A(x)k(x’ ))C, which is nonzero only to order 1/N.
Recall that the bulk partition function is

Zo= | DiDREw- | Ox[Jadr+ (- L]} @

—J d3x d3x’ %A(X)K(x, XA + J d3x d3x’ %A(X)K(x, xHA(x") (38)

We now add

to the action, such that upon integrating out the ¢ fields, the second order term in A in the
original action cancels with the first new term [23]. Then,

_ NG(x,x")?

K(x,x") 5

; J (A )) K (y,2) Py = 53(x —2). (39
The method for finding a solution to Eq. (39) is explained in Ref. [24]. We detail the specific
computation in App. A and present the results of the computation here for both sides of the
defect plane:

, 2 32cos?(um) 32
()= oy W)= s Ty @0
/ 2 32sin?(um)
<11(X)12(X )>C = mhu("), hi(v) = Tt (41)

12
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(a) (b)

Figure 8: (a): The diagram for the order 1/N correction to (iA).

(b): The diagram required for computing the bubble in the left diagram. In each
diagram, the dashed line is the A propagator, the solid line is the ¢ propagator, and
the solid vertex inserts iA.

As expected, the two-point function of A at ¢ = 0 and yu = 1 matches the result for the
ordinary, [ 14] and normal fixed point, [25] while at y = 1/2 we recover the two-point function
without the plane defect.

We similarly define symmetric and anti-symmetric analogues of A:

A8 (x) = % (A1) £ A% (x)) . (42)
Then,
/ 2 32cos(2um) 32
(BN D)= Gy s hs0)= ey et SR
(R = (), ha() = — 32 (44)

(4x3x/3)2N (v+1)2n2 (v—12n2’

Expanding these two-point functions in boundary conformal blocks (33), (34), we find oper-
ators with dimension A = 2,3,4,5, ... in the bulk to boundary OPE of 25 and operators with
dimension A = 3,5,7,9,... in the bulk to boundary OPE of A4.® The operator with A = 2
in the A5 OPE is the marginal operator that tunes the boundary along the line of fixed points
parameterized by u, while the operators with A = 3 in the A and A4 OPEs correspond to the
symmetric/antisymmetric combinations of displacement operators.

3.2 Renormalization Group Flow for u

We now compute the renormalization group flow for u via the Callan-Symanzik equation for
(iA(x)). The diagrams required for computing (iA(x)) to order 1/N are shown in Fig. 8. We
evaluate the diagram in Fig. 8(b) at coincident points, after subtracting off bulk divergences,
to compute the bubble in diagram Fig. 8(a).

We detail the evaluation of Fig. 8(b) at coincident points in App. B and present the results
here. The full form of Fig. 8(b) has both a conformal and nonconformal component. The
conformal component, at coincident points, evaluates to

11,(b)
conf., sub.

G

(x,x)=— (u*—1/4) (45)

3nTNx3

80f course, the boundary identity operator is also present in the bulk to boundary OPE of A, see Eq. (25).

13
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after subtracting off bulk divergences. Then, the 1/N contribution to {iA(0,2)) is

5conf<l'l(0,xl3)> = %f ) d?r dx®
R3+

X [(Al(O, x’s)kl(r, x3)>C + <A1(O, x’S)Az(r, x3)>c] Gcl(}r’l(ff)sub‘(x, x).
(46)
All integrals here and below are over half-space. Following the methods of Ref. [1], this inte-
gral, to logarithmic accuracy, simplifies to

5C0nf<ik(0, X/3)> = Mi f = dX3 [COS(ZUTE) _ p ] i
0

3Nn2  dsz xP4+x3 xP—x3]x3
32sin?(um)(u? —1/4) /3
T 3Nm2(x?)2 log(Ax"?), “47

where P denotes principal value, and 1/A is a lattice cutoff.
The full nonconformal component of Fig. 8(b) is

QL) oy 327 =1/4) [ 5 log(A'w?)
3N 2 (w3)2

S (x,y) (6" (x, WG (w, y) + G2 (x, w)G*(w, )

log(4x3y3A”2)G11(x,y).
(48)
Here, A’ and A” are two UV cutoffs that are lattice-dependent (they are not necessarily equal,

but they both inversely scale with the lattice spacing, as does A). Then, the contribution from
this term to (iA(0,2)) is

2 1 /5,3
5nconf<i7t(0, x’3)> = w f dBwdx Og(i}%;:) (Gll(x,w)2 + Glz(x,w)z)

x[(A10, A 00) +(A10,x2%00)) ] (49)

Note that we drop the contribution from the term proportional to log(st’ ! )Gll(x, x) because
together with the subtraction implicit in (45) it contributes to a shift of the critical value of
Zpulk- Using that the A propagator is, up to a constant, the inverse of the squared ¢ propagator,
Eq. (39), we obtain a contribution

_ 4
3N 72

_ 32(u2—1/4) og(Ax")

. 13
5nconf <ll(0: X )> 3N 72 (x’3)2 (50)
Combining Egs. (47), (50), we obtain to logarithmic accuracy
2
. _uc—1/4 32 ., /3
(iA(0,2)) = 2 (1 + SN2 (sin“(um) + 1)log(Ax ) . (51)
Per the Callan-Symanzik equation,
d d ) 33\
(ﬂ(u)amam)(mm,x ))=o0, (52)
where (u) = —Z—’Z is the beta function, or RG flow, of u, and y; ~ —% is the anomalous
dimension of A. We thus find
16(u? —1/4) sin?(un
Blu)=— (u”=—1/4) sin”(u ). 53)

3N 72 u

A plot of the beta function is shown in Fig. 4. Thus, for large but finite N, we indeed have
three fixed points corresponding to the normal, special, and extraordinary-log phases, with
the special fixed point unstable and the other two fixed points stable in the IR.

14
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3.3 Renormalization Group Flow Near Fixed Points

As we explain below, the RG flow of u near the ordinary, special, and normal fixed points for
the plane defect system confirms nontrivial results in the literature for the O(N) model with
different boundary conditions. Most importantly, 5(u) near the normal fixed point agrees with
the RG treatment of section 2.

Let us begin near the normal fixed point, y — 1. From (53), we have

purm (=P + 20-pf )+ wol. 59

We relate 1 — u to the coupling constant g in (10) by matching the scaling dimension
Ag=1—pu= nﬁT(g) and arriving at 1 —u = % + 0(g?). Note that we've kept only the
leading order term in N. From this,

2
Blg)~ S —
TT

12n2Ng3 +0(g*), N-oo. (55)
The leading O(g?) term agrees with (16). Note that the coefficient of the O(g3) term is in-
sensitive to the re-parameterization g — g + O(g?), and thus can be extracted reliably in the
N — oo limit.

Next, we discuss the special fixed point, u — 1/2. We would like to compare our results to
the treatment based on the action (3). We take e(x) to be normalized (e(x)e(y)) = —

T e=y)Pe
A, =2— 32§N + O(N~2). Using the OPE
1 )’666
E(X)E(O)Zm-i-EE(O)#-... , (56)
we obtain the RG flow of coupling ¢ = A?72<¢ in (3):
B(E)=—(2—A)E+ A2 +0(®), N-—oo. (57)

While in general dimension D the coefficient ... ~ O(N~'/2), it has been known for some time
thatin D = 3 the leading N term in A, vanishes. [26] Actually, a recent calculation of Ref. [16]
shows that for D = 3 the first subleading term in N vanishes as well, so A, ~ O(N~5/%). We
verify this result here by comparing (57) to Eq. (53),

32
3N 2

We need the relation between u and ¢. To leading order in N, this can be read-off by computing
(e(x)) using perturbation theory in ¢ and relating it to (iA(x)), (25). We have

B(w) ~ (—(u—1/2)+(u—1/2*+0((n—1/2)*)), N-oo. (58)

2
(e(x)) = —Cf d%y (e(x)e(y, 0)) puix + % f d?yd?z (e(x)e(y, 0)e(z,0)) purr + O(c®).  (59)

Using the normalization of bulk A two-point function (43), to leading order in 1/N,

iA(x)= 4’\:;6 €(x), where we introduce a power of the cut-off A to make dimensions match.
Then performing the first integral in (59),

VN
4
and the leading (linear) terms in (u) and B(¢) match. To compare subleading (quadratic)
terms, we need a relation between y — 1/2 and ¢ to quadratic order. We have

A

=50 —2)h @ - 6D

&= (u—1/2)+0(u—1/2)*, N - o0, (60)

(e(x)e(y)e(@)) puik =
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53

----------
"""""""

. .

. .

Figure 9: A 2D projection of the folding trick. Instead of considering one field that
lives on S3, we consider two fields that live on HS® and are coupled at the boundary
S2.

Using the old result [26], A.. ~ O(N"3/2), the O(c?) term in (59) is suppressed by 1/N
compared to the O(c) term. Thus, matching to (25),

__WN
4

Then comparing (57), (58), we conclude that A..., = O to O(N~%/?), in agreement with
Ref. [16]. We note that the calculation of A... to O(N~%/2) in [16] involved multi-loop dia-
grams, whereas here we reproduce their result with just a one-loop calculation in the presence
of a plane defect.

We finally discuss the ordinary fixed point u — 0. Here, Eq. (53) gives

¢ (u=1/2)+(u—1/2>+0((u—1/2)*)), N—oco. (62)

4
~ —u+0(ud). 63
B(w) M (u”) (63)
We would like to connect this result to the treatment (4). We have
BW) = 2(Agra — Du +0(?), (64)

where A 4 =1+ %N +0(N™2).[14] This agrees with f3(u) provided that 3—5 is finite for u — 0.
In appendix C, we verify this fact.

4 Boundary and interface central charge

In this section, we study the central charge a in Eq. (7) for the boundary and interface defects.
This section is structured as follows. In section 4.1 we explicitly show that at N = oo the cen-
tral charge a;,,,/N = 0 along the entire line of interface fixed points 0 < u < 1, in agreement
with the a-theorem of Jensen and O’Bannon. [17] In sections 4.2 and 4.3 we compute the cen-
tral charge for the ordinary and normal boundary fixed points to O(N ') obtaining the result
(8). This immediately yields the interface central charge for the ordinary and extraordinary-
log interface fixed points (9). Finally, in section 4.4 we compare the result for the interface
central charge (9) to a detailed form of the a-theorem of Jensen and O’Bannon relating the
difference of a between the IR and UV fixed points to a particular two point function of the
stress-energy tensor, Eq. (95). This gives a highly non-trivial check of the details of the RG
flow from the special to ordinary/extraordinary-log interface fixed points at large finite N, and
of the full B-function (53) in particular.

4.1 Interface central charge at N = oo

We first verify explicitly that at N = o0, a;,;,/N = 0 along the entire line of interface fixed
points as expected by the monotonicity theorem in [17]. We extract the coefficient a;,, from
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Figure 10: A 2D depiction of the stereographic projection of HS® onto Ri. The
boundary S? is mapped to the plane x> = 0. Any point P in Ri is mapped to the
point Q on HS? that lies on the line segment connecting P to the north pole, as
depicted by the blue line in the figure.

the free energy of the system on a sphere S with the defect along its equator S? [17] (see
Fig. 9, left):

Fgs e = —log Z = —% logR/e, 65)

where R is the radius of the sphere and € is a UV cut-off. Equivalently, we can use the “folding
trick” to think of the system as a “doubled” theory on a hemisphere HS3, where the two copies
of the theory are decoupled in the bulk, but generally coupled on the boundary (see Fig. 9,
right).

We begin by pointing out that for the special fixed point, aff: . =0forany N . Indeed, the
special fixed point corresponds to a trivial interface. Thus, in the unfolded picture we simply
have the O(N) model on the sphere S® with no defect. The partition function of a CFT on S°
is a universal number independent of the sphere radius R. Thus, we conclude a?z . = 0. Then
by the theorem of [17], at finite N, ai’oun 4 < 0 for the ordinary boundary fixed point (i.e. for
a single copy of the O(N) model). Indeed, in the interface model, there is a flow from the
special to the ordinary fixed point, and the interface ordinary fixed point is equivalent to two
decoupled boundary ordinary fixed points for each side of the interface (see discussion around
Eq. (4)).

We now proceed to the explicit computation of the sphere with defect free energy at
N = oo. Our calculation follows Refs. [22,27]. We consider the action

_1 2 m uv m_ :qm m 4 m 1 (D_z) m . m
S—ELSS dDX«/?;[au% g""o,¢q +iA (¢a Pq _§)+4(D—1)R¢“ %] (66)

We work in the “folded” picture: the theory lives on a hemisphere of radius R, the index m
runs over two copies of the O(N) model, g is the metric, and R is the Ricci scalar. We've added
the conformal coupling to curvature (which ensures that iA transforms as a conformal primary
for N = 00). The metric is given by

ds ¢, =R?*(da® +sin® adQ3) . (67)
Here dQ% = d6? + sin? Odp? is the metric of a two-sphere, with 8 and ¢ the usual polar
coordinates, and a € [0,7/2]. a = /2 gives the boundary of HS3, which is just S2. This

“We thank Yifan Wang for pointing out the argument below.
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metric is conformally equivalent to flat semi-infinite space, parametrized as (x!, x?, x*) with
x3 > 0. Indeed, let

1 _ sinasin6 cos g xz_smasmesm(p 3 cosa

> - . ) X" = N . 68
1—sinacos@ 1—sinacos6 1—sinacos@ (68)
This is just the stereographic projection of S* onto R®, with the half-sphere HS® mapping to
the half-space x> > 0, which we label ]RfL (see Fig. 10). The boundary of HS® maps to the
x® = 0 plane plus the point at infinity. The metric thus is

2
2+ (22 + (3R + 1

ds;‘;sg, = Qz(x)z (dxl-z) , Qx)=R =R(1—sinacosB). (69)

2_
Now in the semi-infinite geometry (i?cm(x))Ri = “(x—gl)éz‘, see Eq. (25). Therefore, performing

a Weyl transformation yields
(iA"())pss = () (IAM(x))gs =R *(u? —1/4)sec’ a, (70)

where we used A, = 2 for N = oco. Since (iA™) is m independent, we simply denote it by
(iA) below. We perform a transformation to symmetric and anti-symmetric components of ¢,
see Eq. (31). Then at N = oo,

N 3 3
Fgs jnt = o) [Trs log(—A + (id) + @) +Try log(—A + (iA) + @)] . (71)

The subscripts S/A on the trace indicate that the trace should be performed over eigenstates
with boundary conditions appropriate to ¢° and ¢ respectively. The constant of 4% in brack-
ets comes from the conformal coupling (R = % on a D sphere of radius R). In appendix

D, we repeat the calculation of the trace in Ref. [27] to obtain to logarithmic accuracy:

%Trs/Alog(—A + (iA) + %) = :F%,u?’ logR, (72)
where the + sign corresponds to ¢, (boundary field exponent A = 1+ u) and the — sign to ¢
(A =1—p). This agrees, as expected, with the result of Ref. [22] for the free energy of a free
scalar of mass m? = 2 — ‘1‘ on AdS; with a spherical boundary. (Indeed, AdS; is conformally
equivalent to HS® and (iA(x))yss (70) maps to a constant (id) = u? —%f on AdS; of radius 1.)
The advantage of performing the calculation of the free-energy on HS® rather than on AdS; to
extract the central charge a is that on HS® the calculation of the free-energy for the “irregular”
symmetric (S) modes comes on the same footing as for the “regular” antisymmetric (A) modes,
while on AdS; the result for the “irregular” modes was obtained by analytic continuation in
A—1.[22]

With these remarks in mind, combining the contributions of S and A modes to (71) we
find that Fgs ;,,, contains no logR term, i.e. a;,,/N = 0 for all u at N = 00. As already noted,
this matches the expectation a;,, = 0 at the special interface fixed point 4 = 1/2. The u — 0
limit (ordinary interface fixed point) also matches the value al.om = Zagoun 4> Where agoun /N
was found to vanish at N = oo in Ref. [22]. Finally, we can understand the limit y — 1 in
the following way. At finite N the extraordinary-log phase (u — 1) is described by Eq. (11).
Ignoring the coupling term s, this corresponds to N —1 copies of a free boson 7 and two copies
of the normal boundary fixed point. Thus, to leading order in the radius R, we expect the free
energy Fgs ;,, for the extraordinary-log phase to have the form (65), with

af’, =2a) . +N-—1, (73)

int
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where a¥

bound 1S the a-coefficient for the normal fixed point in the boundary geometry and the
second term comes from the central charge of N — 1 free 2d bosons. Ref. [22] found that

N
N N — o0

abound = _E > > (74)

so Eq. (73) again confirms that a;’,(N)/N is O for N = co. We leave the question of corrections
to Eq. (65) in the extraordinary-log phase coming from the logarithmically running coupling
g to future work.

4.2 Central charge at the ordinary fixed point at O(N°)

We now directly compute the central charge agoun 4 for the ordinary boundary fixed point to

O(N®) (i.e. to first subleading order in N) by computing the partition function ZHS3 From

this, we can obtain the central charge at the ordinary interface fixed point al 0t = 2aboun g We
begin with the action:
1 D—-2
S:—f def[a b.8"70, ¢a+ll(¢ bq— —) ( )qu d)a]. (75)
2 Juss g) 4D-1)
We work around the large-N saddle point il =iA;+ 6 A,
1
il = _ZR sec’at. (76)
This is the right-hand-side of (70) with u = 0. To order N 0
3 \TN/2
Z 1S3, bound = [det (—A +idg+ 4@)] J DoA
1 77)
X exp (—5 f d®xd®y /8 /8y S A(X)K; (x, y)5/\(y)) -
Here K, (x,y) = NGZ(x y) and Go(x, )5 = (¢ (x)p°(¥))yss at N = 0o. Thus,
_ N 3 1 1
F1253 bound = Trlog( —A+idg+— aR2 ) + —TrlogK, = —ETrlogD7L s (78)
where we used Eq. (72). Here, the operator D, = K; ! is the A propagator to O(1/N),
D;(x,y) = (AG)AY Nss,c = Q_z(x)Q_Z(y)(?\(x)X(}/))RB+ c
1
=—— 2 +x2+ 12 (y* +y2 + 1) (79)
1 1
X ( 2 2)2 2 2 2) : (80)
(x=y2+(x3—y3)?)2 ((x—y)?>+(x3+y3)?)
Thus,
D;(x,y) =D3(x,y) = D3(x,Rsy), (81)
where Dg(x, y) is the propagator on the full sphere S°:
16 1 (x—y)?
DY(x,y)=——— , ,¥)? =4R? : 82
2(6Y) 72N s(x, y)* stx.y) (x2+1)(y2+1) (82)

Here, s(x,y) is the chord distance on the sphere. In Eq. (81), R5(y,Yy3) = (y,—y3) is the
reflection across the equator of S3. Interestingly, the A propagator, Eq. (81), takes a simple
Dirichlet-like form to leading order in N — we use this fact shortly.
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To compute the trace in (78) we find eigenvalues of D, on HS3. Due to the Dirichlet-like
form of (81), this is equivalent to finding eigenfunctions of Dg on the full S which are odd un-
der the reflection R5. By rotational symmetry, eigenfunctions of Dg are angular harmonics Yy,
on $3. Here —AY,y,, = n(n+2)Y,m, n=0,1,2,...,and £ =0,1,2,...n,m=—,—L +1,...L.
The eigenvalue of Y,;,, under the reflection R is (—1)"**.1° It was shown in Ref. [28] that

1

1
T = e 28 (Y (), 83)

nfm

where the eigenvalue

— ;D/29D-A I'(D/2—A) T(n+A)
I'(A) T(D+n—A)

g0 ——4r%(n+1), (84)

where we have substituted dimension D = 3 and A = 2. Thus,

1 oo
0 —
FHS3,bound - _E Zdn logEn> (85)
n=0
where E;, = 1%(“4'1) andd, = %n(n+1) is the degeneracy of level n eigenstates with R; = —1.

Using {-function regularization, we obtain to logarithmic accuracy in R

o 1d <& | < d, 1 — s
FHS3,bound - EE :_0: dy(E,) ™ = E logR 2_1: (n+1) = ZlogR E_O n(n+1)
1 1
= —logR —2)—{(s—1 —logR, 86
7108 (C(s—2)—C(s ))—>48 g (86)
where the limit s — 0 is understood throughout. Thus,

1
(0] _ -1
Qpound = _E + O(N )’ (87)

and

int —

1
o _ 0 — -1
@ = 20 ung = 5 +0o(N71). (88)

4.3 Central charge at the normal fixed point at O(N°)

We now directly compute the central charge at the normal boundary fixed point to O(N°). We
follow Refs. [1,22,25]. We choose the symmetry breaking field on the boundary to be along
the N-th direction. We first recall a few facts about the normal fixed point on Ri. AtN = o0
we have

. __3
(ll(x»Ri - 4(x3)2°
al 2 N
(¢N>R?; = 2—x3’ (ag) T on’
16 1 1
(G Nrz.c =~y (((X_y)z +O3— Y322 ((x—y)2 +(x3 + y3)2)2) S

10These results can be straightforwardly obtained from the discussion around Egs. (D.3), (D.4), (D.5) by setting
u=1/2.
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Note that the A propagator at the normal boundary fixed point is the same as at the ordinary
boundary fixed point. Making a conformal transformation to HS2, at N = oo

20(x) = (A gss = Q00 2(AC)) gy = % seca,
0

0o(x) = (Ppn (X)) sz = Q(X)_l/2(¢N)Ri = %(sec a)l/2. (90)

The connected A two-point function on HS® at N = oo is given by the same expression as
for the ordinary fixed point (80). To compute the partition function on HS3, we expand
Alx) = Ap(x) + 6A(x), pn(x) = 0g(x) + 0(x),

N—-1
1 3 1 3
_ d . . . .
_fd x1/_g|:§;¢i(—A+lAO+4ﬁ+l5A)¢i+550‘(—A+llo+ﬁ+l5l)5o

;2
iog _
+ T5A+1005}L50]. (91)

Integrating ¢; and 60 out, to first subleading order in N we obtain Eq. (77), where now
Ki(x,y) = 5G2(x,y) + 0o(x)Go(x, ¥)oo(y) and Gy(x,y) = (A +idg + 725) " is the two-
point function of ¢;, i = 1,2...N — 1. Furthermore, K; = D;l, with D, given by Eq. (80).
Therefore,

_ N . 3 1 1 1
ngg bound = Trlog (—A +idy+ 4?) — ETrlogD;\ =% (N + = )logR (92)

Here, we use Eq. (72) with u = 1 to evaluate the first trace (we use the A branch to recover the
correct correlation functions at the normal fixed point) and Eq. (86) to evaluate the second
trace. Therefore,

N 1
a]l:lound :_5_1_6+O(N_1) (93)

From this, we obtain the interface central charge at the extraordinary-log fixed point to O(N?):

mt = 2abound +N—-1=—2 + O( ) (94)

4.4 Interface central charge and the a-theorem

Finally, we compare the results of the explict calculation of the central charge at the ordinary
(88) and extraordinary-log (94) interface fixed points to a detailed form of the a-theorem
by Jensen and O’Bannon. [17] Through this comparison, we verify our result for the full -
function (53).

As shown in Ref. [17], for an interface RG flow between a UV and an IR fixed point,

agy — aqp =37 f d?xx*(T(x)T(0)).. (95)

Here we are in a configuration with a planar interface at z = 0, the integral is over the 2 =0
plane and the trace of the energy momentum tensor is

TV =5()T. (96)

The correlator in (95) is evaluated in a theory slightly perturbed from the interface UV fixed
point. If we write

S =SUV+ng2x(5(x), 97)
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with O(x) - the operator perturbing the theory away from the UV interface fixed point, then

T =B(g)0(x), (98)

where f3(g) is the B-function for the parameter g. We note that Eq. (95) has the same form
as the usual Zamolodchikov’s c-theorem in a purely 2d theory.

To apply the theorem (95) to our set up, consider the flow from the special interface fixed
point (UV) to the ordinary fixed point or the extraordinary-log fixed point (IR). We have al-
ready explicitly computed the central charges on the left hand side of (95) to O(N?), see
Eq. (9). We now confirm by an explicit calculation that the right hand side of (95) reproduces
the same central charge difference.

To do this, we first consider a slightly more general situation. Imagine a theory with a small
expansion parameter x (in our case k = 1/N). Suppose that at ¥ = O the theory possesses a
line of interface fixed points with the action (97). At k = 0 the coupling g parameterizing the
line of fixed points is exactly marginal and

(O6(x)0(0)), = % , k=0. (99)

Here C(g) is the Zamolodchikov metric. At small x, the coefficient of the -function B(g)
is O(x) and the line of fixed points is lifted so that only several isolated fixed points survive.
Let us consider the flow from gyy to gz and use (95) to compute the change of the central
charge along this flow. The operator O in (97) acquires an anomalous dimension along the
flow. Under an RG scale transformation by d¢, O(x) — (1 — f’(g)d¢)O((1 — d¢)x). Thus, the
two point function Gy (x) = (0(x)0(0)), satisfies the Callan-Symanzik equation:

d d
(A + B3+ 216(&) ) Gole. A x) =0, 15(e)=B'(&), (100)
dA dg
where A is the UV cut-off. Solving the Callan-Symanzik equation, to leading order in x,
Golgo M)~ < Z2(OC((O), € =logAx, (101)
where C(g) is given by Eq. (99) and
dg
_— = 0 =
T B(g€)),  §(0)=go,
‘ g(0) i,
0 o SR B(g0)
Evaluating Eq. (95) in a theory slightly perturbed from the interface UV fixed point,
d?x 9,9
ay—am~3m | S Plgn)*Z%(0g Ax)C(g(log Ax)) (103)
Alx|>1
d>x 9
=3n — B(g(log Ax))"C(g(log Ax))
Alx|>1
[e%°) 8IrR
= 6752J e B(g(0))*C(g(0)) =—67T2f dg'B(g)C(g"). (104)
0 8uv

Let’s consider re-parameterizing g — g(u), with u — a new coupling constant. If we make an
infinitesimal change, u — u + 6u,

d )
55 =suss J d2x0(x). (105)
du
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Thus, the operator conjugate to u is i—ﬁé(x), which has the Zamolodchikov norm

2
C, = (Z—ﬁ) C(g(u)). Likewise, 8, = (2—‘5)_1ﬂ(g(u)). Thus, Eq. (104) is invariant under re-
parametrization:

U
ayy — ap ~ —6m2 J duf,(u)C,(u). (106)
Uyy
It can be checked that Eq. (104) reproduces the correct ay, —agg for the case of short RG flows
analyzed in Ref. [22], where C(g) is, to leading order in k, constant along the flow.

Let us now apply (104) to our problem of the interface in the O(N) model. At N = oo we
have the coupling u parametrizing the line of fixed points. We already know the f-function,
B(u), Eq. (53), to O(1/N). It remains to compute the Zamolodchikov norm of the operator
conjugate to u. The marginal operator that tunes the system along the line of fixed points is
just idg(x® = 0) (recall its bulk to boundary OPE contains an operator of dimension A = 2,
see section 3.1). Upon varying u, we have

6S=6u- i(u)f d?xilg (x, x3= O) , (107)

where £(u) is a to be determined function. From (25), we know the response of (i)»s(x3 )) to
variations in u:

. 2v/2ubu
3y —
5 (iAs(x)) = ) (108)
Performing perturbation theory in 6y,
5(irs(x®)) = =51 E(u) f d2x (i25(0, x®)iAs(%, 0)c (109)
Using (43), we get
V2nN 32sin’ 2
EW =, O =T =2 _H (110)
16sin® Ty 4 sin® mu
Now, substituting C(u) above and f(u) into Eq. (104), we obtain
° 1
a6 | duplct = §+0(v),
1/2
' 9
al —af ~—6m f dupC(w) = 2 + o(N 7). (111)
1/2

As previously discussed, als.f:t = 0. Thus, we recover the results (88) and (94) obtained by an
explicit calculation.

5 p-function in the semi-infinite geometry

In this section, we return to the problem of the O(N) model in a semi-infinite geometry. As
we mentioned in the introduction, two scenarios for the evolution of the phase diagram past
N = N, were proposed in Ref. [1], see Fig. 5. Which scenario is realized is determined by the
sign of a higher order term in the -function for the surface spin-stiffness. In this section, we
determine this higher order term in the limit N — oo. Instead of computing the f-function
directly, we extract the higher order term by matching the RG treatment of Ref. [1] to known
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large-N results on the special boundary fixed point in bulk dimension D > 3. [14] Thus, we
consider a d dimensional boundary of a d + 1 dimensional bulk. We begin with the action

S =Smrm+sﬁ—sf dixm;t; (112)
with
1 1 o
_ d —=\2 — —\2 =
i ‘f ' | g (@RF + T2t a7 ) R ()

Here, we’ve added a symmetry breaking field h = héy as an infra-red regulator. Here and
below, d = 2+ € denotes the surface dimension, while D = d + 1 stands for the bulk dimension.
We are interested in the limit € < 1. An argument analogous to that in Ref. [1] gives

r(d)3?  da?
2 o
= 114
ST @mird/2)? 2 (11
in terms of the OPE coefficients a, b, of the normal boundary universality class:
3 4o 3\d+1-A 3
X, x°) ~ ——— + bp(2x ¢D(x)+..., x°>—0, 115
B (x) ~ s + bo(2x7) x) (115)
¢:(x,x3) ~ b, (2x3)d_A¢ti(x) +..., x3-o0. (116)
Note that s2 depends on d.
As discussed in Ref. [1], the leading terms in (g) are:
ns?(d=2) N-—2
B~ €8 + pounag +bE%,  Gpouma = D N2 )

2 21

Qpound (N) changes sign at N = N, > 2 from positive at N < N, to negative at N > N,. For
D =3 and N < N, g flows logarithmically to zero and the extraordinary-log fixed point is
realized. The evolution of the phase diagram in D = 3 past N = N, depends on the sign of the
coefficient b in (117).

1. If b <0, then for N — N_, we have a perturbatively accessible IR unstable fixed point
at g, ~ %. It is natural to identify this fixed point with the special transition between
the extraordinary-log and ordinary phases. At N = N, the special fixed point annihilates
with the extraordinary fixed point at g = 0 and only the ordinary fixed point remains

for N > N, see Fig. 11 (left).

2. If b > 0, then for N — N, the extraordinary fixed point moves away from g = 0 to

g, R~ lab"—bundl. Thus, we find an IR stable conformal fixed point for N just above N,, which
we term the extraordinary-power fixed point. Since only the ordinary fixed point is
found by large-N calculations in D = 3, the extraordinary-power fixed point presumably
annihilates with the special fixed point at some larger value of N = N_,, see Fig. 11
(right).

From the form of the action (112), a direct computation of the coefficient b in f(g) requires
the knowledge of the four-point function of the tilt operator t; at the normal fixed point. (This
should be compared to the computation of the coefficient ay,,,,q4, Which relies only on the
two-point function of t; and the knowledge of the coefficient s.) In addition, a number of
higher order counter-terms in the action, omitted in Eq. (112), such as e.g. 8 Lyoyng ~ 727;t;,
would have to be fixed by the requirement of O(N) invariance. We do not pursue this route
to computing b here.

24


https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhys.15.3.090

Scil SciPost Phys. 15, 090 (2023)

. N
d
ordinary ordinary
extra-ord
power N
N @ mmmmmmmmmm—m———— e ———
Nc . \ c2
N
extra-ord special special
log extra-ord p
log
2
2 0 q [S) 0 g 00

Figure 11: Conjectured RG flows of the semi-infinite O(N) model in D = 3. Left -
scenario L. Right - scenario II. Blue dashed arrows indicate the direction of RG flow.
Black dashed lines are guide to eye.

Instead, we compute b(N) for N — oo by considering the special transition in D = 3 + €.
Here, the g = 0 fixed point is always stable — it describes an extraordinary phase with true
long range boundary order. For N 2 N,, (117) gives an IR unstable fixed point at

€ 62

g~ +b +0(e?). (118)
¥ |ab0und| |abound|3 ( )

We identify this fixed point with the special transition separating the extraordinary and the
ordinary phases. The scaling dimension of the boundary order parameter at this fixed point is
given by

spec
spec _ (827 , (119)
A 2
with N—1)
ni(g) = 2 +0(g?) (120)

27
the anomalous dimension of 7i. At the same time, the special fixed point is accessible with
the large-N expansion for any dimension D in the range 3 < D < 4, in particular, the scaling
dimension of the surface order parameter A;p ““ has been computed to O(1/N) [14],

spec _ 12(4—D) (6—D)F(2D—6) 1 i
i =D 3+NF(D—3)[ DT(D —3) +F(5—D)}+O(N2)
=e+ 1%(36— gez +0(e*) +0(N2). (121)

Thus, for ¢ —» 0 and N — 00, we can compare the predictions of our RG analysis to the
direct large-N expansion. To leading order in ¢, this was already done in Ref. [1]: A;pec found
from (15), (118), (120) matches exactly with (121) to O(€), including the subleading O(1/N)
term. We aim to match (121) with the RG analysis to O(e?) and O(1/N). More specifically,
we compute the anomalous dimension 1;(g) to order g2. This can be computed without any
extra data for the normal transition, besides the coefficient s*(d). Then, we substitute our
expression for g;' - from (118) into (119) and compute b in the limit N — oo by matching
to (121).

We now compute 7 to order g2. The coefficient of the g term in 7; is scheme dependent.

We use dimensional regularization with the following conventions:

§=uwz,2)8, A=z, "=z, (122)

25


https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhys.15.3.090

Scil SciPost Phys. 15, 090 (2023)

with
oo m Z ,k 0o m Zink
= ]. + = n N
22 1+ 2.5 (123)
m=1k=1 m=1k=1
and
g2 (124)
87 @myarerd/2)®

The B-function, f(g) and anomalous dimension 7; are obtained from renormalization con-
stants Zg, Z; using

d -1
Ba) =npatr| =¢| o *zg(gr))] , a25)
g,A
d
Ma(8) = w08 7] = B(E) 7+ 7, o8 Zi(g,). (126)
u
—m/2

The renormalized correlation function of m ii fields, D" = D™, then satisfies,

(g +BE) 5

u 2z, + - nn(gr))D, (&,u)=0. (127)

The constants Z,, Z; can be found by computing the two-point function of 7 and the
one-point function of ny. Let {r!(x)7/(0)) = §YD(x). Then to order g2,

D(p) = Dy(p) + SnsmD(p) + 5,D(p) + O(g?). (128)

Dy(p) = zﬁ’ with m? = gh, is the free propagator. Sy s D(p) is the standard contribution
from the leading non-linear terms in S;, while 6.D(p) is the leading contribution from the
coupling s to the operators of the normal fixed point. Evaluating these, we obtain

SnzmD(p) F((im)i//f) }g)j +dm2 (1 + g(\;z_—_f)’;ri) (129)
5.0(p) sZF(z—CidF/(Z))nd/z jzzidmzz (1 - pzrfmz) | 130)
Extracting Z,,
Z, —1—d&+0(gr) G =n22(d =2)—(N—2), (131)
P(&) =g +agl +bgl+... (132)

Note that our normalization for the coefficient @ here differs by a factor of 27 from that of a
in (117). Our goal is to compute b in the large-N limit. The value of & starts positive at N = 2
and eventually becomes negative for N > N, > 2. [1, 7] In particular, in the large-N limit [1]:

22(d=2)= % +O0(N7Y), a= —NTA' +0(N7Y). (133)

When @ < 0 (i.e. for N > N,) and € > 0 is small, the system has an IR-unstable fixed point at
~ % € T 62 3
g. = T+b—~ +O(€ ) (134)
Tolal o lal®

We identify this fixed point with the special transition in d =2 + €.
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We next proceed to compute 7nz(g.). We compute the one-point function of

—

ny ~ 1— 372 — $(#2)2

N-—1 N2—-1

(ny) = 1—TD(X=O)— Dy(x=0)*+0(g?). (135)
Fourier transforming D(p) back to real space,
gr(1—d/2) ,_
Do(X = O) = Wmd 2 , (136)
2 2..2d—4
g°T(1—d/2)*m ( N-3 )
o D(x=0)=— 1+—(1—-d/2 13
neemD(x = 0) (an) +— ( /2) ), (137)
2.2 2d—4
g=s*mese(n(d —2))(—d/2)m
o0,D(x=0)=— 138
Dx=0) 224T(d — 1)I'(d/2) (138)
Expressing (ny) in terms of g, and h,, we obtain
zyt o (z3 ZEY\
Zi=1+——&+| 5+~ §>+0(g?), (139)
with
1,1 2,2 3 n%?(d=2)
Zy'=N-1, Z =(N—1)(N—§—T , (140)
(N —1)m? [ d (an_zsz(d))
At e el et St —s2(d=2)|, (141)
n 2 de \ dI(d—1) }|.-
so the anomalous dimension
na=N—-1), +22'5%. (142)

Thus, to obtain Zs’l, we need to know the value of s®(d) and its derivative at d = 2. For

a general value of N, we don’t know s2. However, in the large N limit, using the results of
Ref. [8],

d— —
21922(d)  N(d—1) ( f(d) (N_Z)), (143)

= 1+——+0
dr(d—1) 212 cos(me/2) N
where we have introduced a yet unknown next correction in N, parametrized by the function
f(d). Then

z3' = %f’(d =2)+0(N?). (144)

Thus, to determine the leading order in N contribution to Zs’l, we need to know f’(2). In
Ref. [1], we analytically found f (2) = 0. In appendix E, we follow the procedure of Refs. [1,25]
to compute f(d)in 1 < d < 3. We were not able to obtain an analytic expression for f (d) and
had to resort to numerical integration. We then fitted f (d) near d = 2 to find

f'(2)= 13—1 +1072, (145)

where the estimated uncertainty is due to numerical integration. We don’t currently know if
f'(2) =Y exactly. Thus, we obtain

(@) = V=g, + (2N 00 g2+ 0(). (146)
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Figure 12: Left: The quantum spin model in Eq. (149) terminated above and below.
The red couplings have strength Jp, and the black couplings have the strength J. The
top edge is termed “non-dangling” while the bottom edge is termed “dangling”.
Right: The quantum spin model (149) with no edges and an inserted row of spins in
the third to last shown row.

From the Callan-Symanzik equation, the dimension of 7i at the special transitionind =2+ ¢
is given by Eq. (119) with g given by Eq. (134).

Now, we can match our renormalization group result to that obtained using direct large-N
expansion for the special transition, Eq. (121). Matching this to Egs. (119), (146), (134), we

obtain

. 5 2 4

b= (—— f( ))N +0(N%) = (—— +25- 10_3)N +0(N°). (147)

12 4 3

Thus, b is negative for large N. Assuming that b remains negative down to N = N,, scenario
I discussed in section 1 for the evolution of the phase diagram in d = 3 as a function of N
is favored. Note that for the nonlinear o-model, i.e. S;; alone (without the coupling to Snorm
through the tilt operator), b = —(N —2). [29,30] Thus, the coupling to the bulk only makes b
more negative for large N. Note that for the plane defect geometry, from Eq. (55),

5
B(8)~ 28> ——Ng , (148)

i.e. for N — oo, b is shifted by —N /3 in the semi-infinite geometry compared to the pure 2d
model, and by —2N /3 in the plane defect geometry.

6 Future directions: quantum models

In this paper we have focused on boundary and interface behavior in the classical O(N) model.
What happens in the quantum generalization of this problem, i.e, quantum spin systems in two
spatial dimensions that undergo an O(3) transition in the bulk? A prototypical Hamiltonian
exhibiting such a transition is given by a spin S Heisenberg model on a rectangular lattice

with the nearest neighbour couplings J;; dimerized as in Fig. 12 (left). As one increases the
strength of the red bonds relative to the black bonds, the system goes from a Néel antiferro-
magnet to a trivial paramagnet. The transition between these phases lies in the classical 3D
O(3) universality class as confirmed by numerical calculations. [31]
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Figure 13: Candidate phase diagram for both the dangling edge and inserted row of
spins of a half-integer spin quantum dimer model. The vertical axis corresponds to
the bulk coupling and the horizontal axis to the defect coupling.

Boundary behavior in the model (149) (and in similar models) at the bulk critical point has
been studied both numerically [32-40] and analytically [1,41]. This model has two possible
kinds of edges, “dangling” and “non-dangling”, see Fig. 12 (left). When the spin S is an inte-
ger, one theoretically expects the universal properties of both the dangling and non-dangling
edges to coincide with those of the classical 3D O(3) model. However, when the spin S is a half-
integer, one expects only the non-dangling edge to be described by classical O(3) boundary
universality. On the paramagnetic side of the phase diagram, the dangling edge is described
by a 1d spin-S chain and should either be gapless or break the translational symmetry along
the edge by the Lieb-Schultz-Mattis theorem. Such an edge feature is clearly absent in the
classical O(3) model. One theoretical possibility for the phase diagram of the dangling edge
for half-integer S is shown in Fig. 13. Here the extraordinary-log phase has the same universal
properties as for the classical O(3) model, and the ordinary+VBS phase corresponds to the or-
dinary universality class of the classical O(3) model coexisting with valence bond solid (VBS)
boundary order. The “special” transition between these boundary phases is, in principle, dif-
ferent from the special transition in the classical O(3) model, although the critical exponents
for the two can be numerically close.!! We note, however, that current numerical simulations
of the model (149) and of similar models do not fully agree with the above theoretical picture
for either the dangling or the non-dangling edge. We do not attempt to reconcile the analytical
picture above with numerics.

Instead, we briefly comment on a 1d interface defect in the quantum model (149). One
way to obtain such a defect is to change the couplings J;; for several rows of spins. This should
correspond to perturbing the O(3) model by a local operator along a 2d space-time slice, so
we expect the same phase diagram and universal properties as for an interface in the classical
3D O(3) model. A different type of defect arises when one inserts a row of spins along the
interface, see Fig. 12 (right). This is the interface analogue of a dangling edge. If the inserted
spins are half-integer, the interface again is gapless or breaks translational symmetry even
when the bulk is in the paramagnetic phase. Thus, the interface universality must again be
distinct from that in a classical model. A possible phase diagram is again given by Fig. 13. The
extraordinary-log phase is described by Eq. (11) where the NLXM action S,, is supplemented

1 Strictly speaking, it is not known whether a continuous special transition exists.
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by a topological 6-term:

5922—9 dxdr - (0,1 x 9,1), 0=rm. (150)
i

Since the 6 term does not affect the perturbative expansion in coupling g of (10), and g runs
logarithmically to zero in the extraordinary-log phase, we expect the universal features at the
bulk critical point to remain the same as for the interface in the classical model. Likewise,
the ordinary+VBS phase is essentially the same as for the ordinary interface in the classical
model, apart from an overall two-fold degeneracy of the ground state. However, the transi-
tion between the ordinary+VBS and the extraordinary-log interface phases must be different
from the special interface fixed point in the classical model. Indeed, let’s begin with a decou-
pled spin-1/2 Heisenberg chain described by a SU(2); Wess-Zumino-Witten (WZW) model.
Inserting this spin-chain into the bulk of an O(3) model, we find a relevant coupling

6S =quXdT N%(x,7)p%x, 1), (151)

where N is the Neel order parameter on the Heisenberg chain and ¢¢ is the bulk order pa-
rameter. Using Ay = 1/2, Ay = 0.518936(67) [42], we see that the coupling u is relevant:
the spin-1/2 chain does not decouple from the bulk.

We may also proceed analogously to Ref. [41]: start with the ordinary interface fixed point
of the O(3) model, corresponding to the two ordinary boundary fixed points for the two sides
of the 1d chain interface in Fig. 12 (right), and couple in the Heisenberg chain. We obtain:

+ 82

ord

s=s!

2 +5WZW+J dxdt (AT +uNY (Pl + ) +veld2),  (152)
with 43;2 — the boundary order parameters of the ordinary fixed points and J¢, J* — the
left/right SU(2) currents of the WZW model. For simplicity, we have assumed reflection sym-
metry across the inserted chain. The coupling A is marginal at tree level. Using A $=1 187(2),
[3] the coupling u is slightly relevant: dim[u] = 3/2— A b= 0.313(2). The coupling v is
slightly irrelevant: dim[v] = —2(A 6 1) ~ —0.374(4). We attempt to directly perform con-
formal perturbation theory in u, v. Since dim[u] and dim[v] are not infinitesimal, the results
are somewhat scheme dependent. We use the scheme in Ref. [43]. We have the following
OPE’s:

3 2
lz—w|* |z —w|

JU2)T @I W) (w) = 7 STEWITE W) + ...,

N%z,2)N%(w,w) = 3 (1+1|z—w|2Jb(w)Jb(W)+...),
2|z —w| 3
J(2) T EN (W, ) = ———Nb(w, i) + ...
4|z —w|?
1 1 _ 5ab ro 19 } 5ab
Pz D)Prw ) = ———+..., $HzE)P2(w, W)= ...,
|z —w|“"¢ |z —w|“"¢
b2z, D)2 (w,w) = LI (w, W) + ... (153)
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Here we’ve set the velocity of the 1d chain equal to the bulk velocity and only included
terms in the OPE with zero Lorentz spin. We obtain the following RG equation for the couplings
A, u, v

da ,

ST ~ (222 —u?), (154)
du 3 A

i (E—Aq;)u—n(§+2v)u, (155)
dv 9

df (1— ¢)v—7tu. (156)

Compared to Ref. [41], the coefficient of u? in (154) is doubled; in addition there is an extra
contribution from the coupling v to the flow of u, and a flow equation for v. Inserting the
value of A¢, we find no real fixed points with u # 0. Thus, the present RG approach fails to
describe the extarordinary-log to ordinary+VBS interface transition in Fig. 13. We cannot rule
out that this transition is first order.

We conclude by noting that it would be interesting to study both 3d classical and 2d quan-
tum spin models with interfaces using Monte Carlo simulations.

Note Added: We would like to point out several papers that relate to this work that have
appeared after the arXiv publication of this manuscript.

* Refs. [44-46] study a related problem of a two-dimensional surface defect in the O(N)
model in general dimension d.

* Ref. [47] shows that under reasonable assumptions on the defect RG flow, spontaneous
breaking of continuous symmetry (true long range order) on a two-dimensional defect in
a d-dimensional CFT is not allowed. Instead, depending on the CFT and the symmetry,
one may find a non-linear o-model on the surface whose “radius” logarithmically flows
to infinity under RG, giving rise to surface order parameter correlation functions falling
off logarithmically. This is a generalization of the extraordinary-log universality class
beyond the O(N) CFT.

* Ref. [48] studies an interface in the classical 3d O(2) model through Monte Carlo simu-
lations. The findings of Ref. [48] are consistent with the interface realizing the extraor-
dinary-log universality class in the regime of large interface coupling. In particular, the
value of the f-function coefficient a extracted numerically from the interface stiffness
is found to be apjape(N = 2) = 0.56(3) and the value of the exponent q of the interface
two-point function, Eq. (2), is found to be qpjane(N = 2) = 0.29(2). This agrees with
our prediction in table 1, ayjane(N = 2) = 0.600(10) and with the corresponding value
of gpjane = 0.265(4), see Eq. (20).
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A Computation of the A Propagator
We now solve Eq. (39) for the A propagator. We again split our analysis into two half-planes.
Let Kq1(y,2) correspond to when y and z are on the same half-plane, and let K;,(y, 2) corre-

spond to when y and z are on opposite half-planes. Then, the system of equations we must
solve are

f &y (A AN (), K11 (v, 2) + (AT )AX (), Kia(y,2) = 83 (x —2), (A.157)
R3+

J Py (A AXD)) Ky (7,2) + (A GOA (1)), Kia(y,2) = 0.
R3+

We define ) o h
(M), = 2Hyy (e, x) = 2 )
N N (4x3x’3)2
9 2 hyy(v) (A.158)
1 277 _“ n_ = 12
(A1(2%0N), = GHialex) = G2
Then, we equivalently have to solve
f d®x Hyy (x1, )Gy (x, X2)% + Hyp(x1, X)Gra(x, x5)* = 82 (x; — x5), (A.159)
R3+
f deHll(lex)Glz(X,Xz)z +H12(X1,X)G11(X,X2)2 =0,
R3+
with G;; and G, defined as in Eq. (23). We follow the method of Ref. [24]. Let
62, Cexy= 2R = L VD E L v VY
11/124% Ax3x’3 / 1672 v2—1
(A.160)
Furthermore, let
A 3 . a [
&11/12(p) = EJ &11/12(v)dv, hy1/12(p) = EJ hy1/12(v)dv, (A.161)
2p+1 2p+1
(XS_X§)2
and p; = yrerc Then, Eq. (A.159) reduces to
< dx
J ?gll(pl)hll(pz) + 812(p1)a(p2) = 4x36(x3 — x3), (A.162)
0

oo
dx A . R
f ?gn(m)hu(l)z) + 812(p1)h11(p2) = 0.

0
Finally, we define F{f }(k) as the Fourier transform of f(sinh? #). Then, Eq. (A.162) becomes

F{g11}(OF {hy1 }(k) + F{g12}(K)F {1} (k) =1,
F{815}(K)F {hy1}(K) + F{g11 }(k)F{h15}(k) = 0. (A.163)
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Thus, solving this equation for F{flu /12}(k) allows us to compute hqq/95(v).
In carrying out this procedure, we find that

1
5 =— 2 p(1,1/2— 2—u,1/2%)+ — h(1
£11/12(p) 167[(1—2“)2 (1,1/2—w,3/2—u,1/2%) 8n_al’CtaH (1/2)+
1 —2u—1 2
_ F(1,1/24+u,3/24+u,1 s A.164
Tor(tom)” (1,1/2+u,3/2+u,1/2%), ( )
where z =2p + 1+ +/(2p +1)2 —1. Then,
. sinh(km/2 1
F{gll/lz}(k)= ( / ) :l:—tanh(kﬂ:/4). (A.165)

16k(cos(2um) + cosh(km/2)) 16k

We note that strictly speaking the integral (A.161) for §14,12() is only convergent for u < 1/2.
Also, the Fourier transform (A.165) of (A.164) only exists for u < 1/2. We analytically con-
tinue Eq. (A.165) to u > 1/2. Notice that the result is invariant under y — 1—u. Now solving
Egs. (A.163),

F{fln}(k) =4kcsch(km/2)(1+ cos(2um) + 2cosh(kr/2)),

F{hy,}(k) = 4k csch(km/2)(cos(2um) — 1), (A.166)
hua(p) = WDV ) - 2T (A167

After taking a derivative of Eq. (A.161) with respect to p, we find
(R E), = G n®, 0= L
(R@P0), = ), b == e, (A.169)

Again, the resulting A two-point function is invariant under y — 1 — .

B Evaluation of Fig. 8(b) at Coincident Points

B.1 Conformal Contribution

To compute Fig. 8(b) at coincident points, we evaluate the diagram for two points on the same
side of the interface:

2
GE?)(X,}’) =N f dPwd?2Gy, (x, w)G1 (W, 2)H 1 (W, 2)Gy1 (2, ¥ )+ (B.1)

G11(x,Ww)G1o(w,2)H15(W,2)G1a(2, y )+
G12(x,w)G1o(w,2)H15(w,2)G1(2, y )+
G12(x,w)G11(w,2)H11(W,2)G12(2, ).

Here, we use the definition of Hy;/1, from Eq. (A.158). We now define the differential opera-
tors

2 2
_ 2, W —1/4 _ , pr—1/4
b (D) (el gy
Then,
2
LoL,GD(x,y)= — 010 Y IHN (e, ). (B.3)
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To the order we are interested, the diagram has the form

(b)
_ &1 (V) (b)

\/x3—y3 nconf

where the latter term arises because of the UV divergence in —2/N G1;(x, y)H;1(x, y). As we
check in App. B.2, the latter term vanishes under the application of £, L,,. Now, let

(x,¥), (B.4)

2
D=u>—1— 3vdi—(v —1)d— (B.5)
Then,
(®) __ L eom
L L,Gry (x, x") (XS)S/Z(X/3)5/2D & - (B.6)

Then, Eq. (B.3) reduces to

D?g )( )= (v+Vv2—1)“+(v+VV2—1)_“ (cosz(un)_ 1 ) ®.7)
1 2m3NVvZ—1 v+12 (v-12)° .
For simplicity in future notation, we define g(b)(v) =—353 Nc(v)

For later convenience, we split up our analysis into symmetric and antisymmetric channels.
We do this as follows. Note that

b 2
L Engz)(X’J’) = _ﬁGlz(X:J’)le(x:J’)- (B.8)
Then, if we define (note the normalization)
b b b
GUM0e ) = =G\ 2G§2), (B.9)

and we define gS /A analogously to our definition of g11 , we find that
S (v)(cos(z,urc) 1 ) 6 (v )( 11 )
3NS (v+12 (-12) 4n 3NA (v+12 (v—1)2)°
(B.10)

cos(2u) 1 1 1 1
NSA(V)( (v +1)2 _(v—l)z)_4n3Nss(v)((v+1)2 - (V—l)z()’ )
B.11

where sg(v) and s4(v) are defined in Eq. (29). If we define cg(v) and c4(v) analogously to c(v),
we find

D’g(v) =

2 () L
D2 ) =

c(v)=cs(v)+ca(v). (B.12)

There are four independent homogenous solutions to D?f = 0: two symmetric solu-

. h™! . . . -1
tions sg(v) and —SS(V)C(Z)—;(V), and two antisymmetric solutions s,(v) and W)Cg—;h(v). The

advantage of splitting our analysis into symmetric and antisymmetric channels is that only
the symmetric homogenous solutions are allowed to enter cg(v) and only the antisymmetric
homogenous solutions are allowed to enter c,(v). One way to argue this is by noting that
the spectrum of boundary operators in the symmetric/antisymmetric channels should not be
drastically changed by 1/N corrections. Our strategy is thus to compute the inhomogenous

solutions for the cg/, differential equations, to use boundary conditions to constrain cg(v) and

(b)

c4(v), and to use these expressions to find G(b) conf (6 X)—G1 L

represents the bulk divergences).

(x, x) (where the latter term

34


https://scipost.org
https://scipost.org/SciPostPhys.15.3.090

Scil SciPost Phys. 15, 090 (2023)

B.1.1 Inhomogenous Solution

We use the method of variation of constants to compute the inhomogenous solution to cg and
c4. Note that sg(v) and s,(v) are the two homogenous solutions to the differential operator D.
Let

(B.13)

__ .int
DCS/A_CS/A'

Let us label the right hand side of the symmetric and antisymmetric differential equations for
cs(v) and c4(v) as fs/4(v). We first start with the inhomogenous symmetric solution.

vt — = fs(Nsa(v) Vv = Oofs(V/)Ss(V/)\/V’z—l ,
) = ss() dv’.

—s4(v) (B.14)
2u 2u
We expand this as
in ss(v) dv’ cos(2um)
s(v)= \/7( o+ 12 _1)2)+ (B.15)

ss(v) dv’(v —Vv2 1) ( 1 )
4u |, v’2 1 (v +1)2 (v — 1)2

SA(V) ( 1 )
\/7 o +12 (v —1)2

sa(v) [7° dv’(v + V2 —1)% (cos(ZWT) )
_ 1)2

4,U: v V/2 -1 (V/ + 1)2

We substitute v = cosh 6 again and get

lnt(cosh@) L ” da( cosum) 1 )+ (B.16)
~ 4usinh @ (cosha+1)2 (cosha—1)2 '

eh? * 1 1
- dae2ma ( — ) —
4usinh 6 |, (cosha+1)2 (cosha—1)2

e Mo °°d 1 1
4usinh 6 |, a((cosha+1)2_(cosha—l)z)_

oMb oo . ( cos(2um) 1 )
4usinh @ |, (cosha+1)2 (cosha—1)2/"

Let us define

o o o qa
L@o)=| de—"  f(g0)=| de—2" _ (B.17)
<@ ) (cosha+1)2’ = 0 (cosha£1)2° ’

The closed forms of these integrals are in Appendix F. Then,

6
lnt(cosh 0)= %(COS(ZMTE)LAO, 0)—1_(0,0)+1,(—2u,0)—I1_(—2u,0)) (B.18)

—ub
B 4u sinh 6

The inhomogenous symmetric solution is

inhomog. oo Cmt(V/)SA(V/) Vv /2 *° Cmt(V/)SS(V,)V 2
C (v) =s5(v) v/ —sa(v )

2u 2u

(I,(0,0)—1_(0,60)+ cos(2um)I, (2u, 0) —I1_(2u, 0)) .

(B.19)
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We compute this function by integrating by parts. Namely, we use that

LOO dpfo(B) LOO dafi(a) = J:O dafi(a) La dpfo(B). (B.20)
Then,
R ) Cﬁf [0 (u6 + 1)(1,(0,0) + cos(2um)L, (211, 0))
+ e (16 — 1)(I, (—24, 0) + cos(2um)I, (0, 0)) (B.21)
€W+ 1(0,0)+ 1.(211,0)
+ e (6 — 1)(I_(—24,0) +1_(0,6)) ] (B.22)
CSSC;O [e9(7,(0,0) + cos(2um)I, (2, 6))
+ e (T, (—2p, 0) + cos(2um)T, (0, 6)) | (B.23)
- CZ‘ZIZ@ [e7#0(1_(0,0) +_(2u, 0)) + “* (I, (—2u, 0) + 1_(0,0))] .

We analogously compute

6
ci\m(cosh 0) =L(I+(O, 0)—1_(0,60)+ cos(um)l (—2u,0)—I_(—2u,0))— (B.24)
4u sinh 6
—ub
& (cos(2um)T, (0,0)— 1(0, 8) + I, (244, 0)— (211, 0))
4u sinh 6
inhomog. cschOr _ 0
Cy (coshf) =— W [e o (ub + 1)(cos(2um)I,(0,0) +I,.(2u, 6))
+ e (16 — 1)(cos(2um)L, (—241, 0) + 1,.(0, 0)) (B.25)
CS;IB@ [e7#9(u6 +1)(I1_(0,6) + (211, 6))
+ e (6 — 1)(I_(—24,0) +1_(0,6)) ] (B.26)
c;(‘:lizé [e‘“g (cos(2um)i,(0,0)+1,.(2u,0))
+ e (cos(2um)T, (—2p, 0) +1,(0,6)) ] (B.27)
- C‘;‘Zlf [e7#0(1_(0,0) +I_(2u, 0)) + e** (I, (—2u, 0) + 1_(0, 0))] .

We are after the value of c(1) after subtracting off the bulk divergences. Thus, we expand
c(cosh 8) = cg(cosh 8) + c,(cosh 8) for 8 < 1 using App. F and extract the constant term:

inhomog. inhomog.
c 1)+c 1
( ) A ( ) subtracted

S

e sec®(um) (ZM(4,UZ —1)m(2 + cos(2um)) + (12u? —1) sin(2u7-c)) (B.28)

24u
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B.1.2 Boundary Conditions

The full solutions to the differential equation are

inhomog.

C355(v) cosh™1(v)

cs(v) =cg (V) + Cys(v) — » (B.29)
; -1
CA(V) — Cllqnhomog.(v) + CZSA(V) " C4SA(V)2CZSh (v) .

We constrain the coefficients of the homogenous solutions using the following boundary con-

ditions: (i) the difference between cg(v) and c4(v) does not have a pole at v = 1, (ii) the

difference between cg(v) and c4(v) has no vv —1 term in its series expansion around v = 1.
) _

Boundary condition (i) arises because G;,’ = Géb) - Gf(‘b), and at coincident points, Ggg) must

be nonsingular (the two points are on different half-planes). Boundary condition (ii) arises
because the self-energy for Ggg), ie., EXEyGY;)(x, y) or the RHS of Eq. (B.8), has no delta
function. These two boundary conditions are sufficient for computing ¢(1)|syptracted> the value
of ¢(1) after subtracting off bulk divergences.

Boundary condition (i) directly gives us the value of C; — C,. We can express C; — C,
both in terms of integrals and explicitly — both forms are useful for this computation. Let

int __ .int __ .int
Ac™ =cg" —c,". Then,

el / Na/ 12
S(v)—ct(v) :SS(V)J. Ain(y )SAEL) Lt ¥ W

oo Ac: / INaS~, 2 1
SA(V)J Cmt(v )5852) v dv/+
v

(B.30)

C C
C155(v) — Cosa(v) — ﬁss(v) cosh™1(v)— ﬁsA(v) cosh™1(v).

Now, note that

et sin?(um)
2u sinh 6

e M9 sin?(um)

Ac™(cosh6) = oS 6
U sin

(B.31)
Importantly, per the expressions in App. F, Ac™(cosh8) does not diverge for small 6, and
ss/a(v)¥v2—1 does not diverge as v — 1, so none of the integrands in Eq. (B.30) diverge as
v — 1. Thus, all possible divergences arise because both sg(v) and s,(v) are singular as v — 1.
Matching the singular behavior of the first two terms in Eq. (B.30) with the next two terms in
Eq. (B.30) gives us that

o0
A' / - / / /2_1
1

2u

(B.32)

where s_(v) = sg(v)—s,(v). We can also directly compute C; —C, using Egs. (B.21) and (B.25)
along with the series expansions in App. F:

Cr— o= —sec?(um)(—=1 + 4u?(1 —4u?)m? cos(2um) + cos(4umn) + 2(u + 4u)msin(2um))
o 48u3 '
(B.33)
For boundary condition (ii), we need the +'v — 1 terms in the series expansions of the first
four terms in Eq. (B.30). First note that

S O s Vs S
V2v—1) V2 ’
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1 2-1/HVv—-1
sA(v)Nm—,u+('u f/‘z) LA (B.35)

We begin with the series expansion of the integrals. First, note that

1 (2unm —8ulm —sin(2umn))tan(um) .
— A (V)sa(V)Vvi—1= +is(u)+---, (B.36)
g itV oA 12u2v/20v — 1) A
where,
() =
oM (4um(4p® — 1) + (2 +p—4p® + 2u(4p® — 1)(—H(u —1/2) + H(w))) sin(2un)) tan(un),
(B.37)
and H is the harmonic number. Then, the contribution from
Ss(V)J Acmt(v )5, (vIV Y2 —1dv (B.38)
to the vv —1 term is
Jv—1 — Jv —
IA(M) Y (,u 1/4) Y Acmt(v s, (vIV V2 —1dv (B.39)
V2
2 tan(pm)(Z,urc 8ulm —sin(2um))vv —
12/2u
Likewise,
1 (2un —8ulm —sin(2um)) tan(urw) |
—Aci,(V)ss(WM)V 2 -1~ +ig(u)+---, (B.40)
2u- ™ § 12u24/2(v—1) s
where
ig() =~ 4pm(4u® ~ 1)+
12u
( — 24 u+4u? + 2u(4u® — 1)( —H(—u—1/2)+ H(—u))) sin(2,u7‘c)) tan(u).
(B.41)
Then, the contribution from
—sA(v)J Acmt(v )ss(V)Vv2—1dv (B.42)
to the vv —1 term is
Vv—1 — Jv
lS('u)‘/; (,u 1/4) Acmt(v )sg(VIVVZ—1dv' (B.43)
2 tan(,urc)(z,un 8ulm —sin(2um))vv —
12/2u
Summing these two contributions and simplifying gives
(u — 1/4) vl f Acmt(v )s_(VIVv2—1dv'
B tan(,un)(z,un —8ulm —sin(2um))vv —1 . (B.44)

6+v/2u
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Per Eq. (B.32), the contribution from Cysg(v) — Cys4(v) is

W2 —1/DVv—T1 [ 7 Acip(v)s_(vIVv2—1 4

B.45
2 (B.45)
Then, the two integrals cancel, and to eliminate the coefficient of +/v — 1 we require
tan(um)(2ur — 8ulm —sin(2umn
CymCy=— (um)(2u Y (2u ))‘ (B.46)
ou
B.1.3 Final Result
Using that c(v) = cg(v) + c4(v), we arrive at
__inhomog. inhomog. C3 B C'4
C(1)|subtracted Cs (1) + Ca (1) + U(Cl - C2) - . (B.47)
subtracted subtracted 2u
This simplifies to
4n? 9
C(l)lsubtracted = T(.u —1/4). (B.48)
Thus,
b
51) conf. (X‘ X) = _3 (‘U, - 1/4) (B.49)

B.2 Nonconformal Contribution

The nonconformal contribution arises from a UV divergence in the self-energy of the diagram
in Fig. 8(b). Thus, we are interested in the terms in Eq. (B.1) where w and z are on the same
side of the interface:

G(bu(x y)= _2 J d*wd3z
lw—z|>a
[G11(w, 2)Hy1 (W, 2)][G11(x, W)G11(2, ) + G12(x, w)G1a(2, ¥)].
(B.50)

Here, a is a lattice cutoff. We follow the method of Ref. [1] to compute the effect of the
lattice cutoff. Note that G;(w,z)H;;(w,z) has the form of a two-point function of a confor-
mal scalar of dimension 5/2. Then, we know that under a small conformal transformation
xH — xP + et(x),

(b)
6 Gss 11

I R e S SRR CRUEUAES

(B.51)
(G110, w)G11(2, ) + G1o(x, w)Gra(2,¥)) .

Now, recall that if s =z —w,

Gri(w,z) = - (v+ V21— +Vv2-1)*),  v= Y

8mvwiz3vv2 —1 2w3z3
(B.52)
. 2 cos?(um) 1
Hy (w,2) = TN ( T2 1)2) . (B.53)
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Then, we can expand the self-energy and propagators in the small s limit:

1 (8 4u?-1
G11H11 ~_47'[3 (s_5+ 33(W3)2 +"') > (B.54)
Grij12(2,y) = (1 +s49) +(1/2)s"s79,78," + - - )G11/12(w, ¥) . (B.55)

We now see how 5€G§’i) transforms under the two types of conformal transformations:
scale transformations and special conformal transformations. First, consider a scale transfor-
mation: e*(x) = ex*. Then,

€ 5 (8 4uP—1
o | (5 )
JSin9d9d¢(G11(X,W)G11(Z,}’)+Glz(X,W)Glz(Z:J’)) (B.56)

2 5 (8 4u*-1 1,5,
N—W d W(;'i‘ (W3)2 )|:G11(X,W)(1+ga 3WG11(W,y)

5.6, y) ~—

+ Gp(x,w) (1 + éazalez(w,y)) ] . (B.57)

We drop a term that diverges as a~2 because it is canceled by a shift in the expectation value,
(6), at the critical point. The constant term is

2e€ 4
G(b)(x y) ot ~ N J dgw[g (G+(x,w)3jG+(x,w) + G_(x,w)ﬁvfG_(y, w)) (B.58)
4,u2
( 2 (G+(X w)G(w,y)+ G_(x,w)G_(w,y)) |.
Finally, we have that
, u?r—1/4 3 , u?r—1/4
—3a. + W Gi1(w,x) =6(w, x), —3a. + W Gio(w,x)=0. (B.59)
Then,
iy ZNGH(X ¥)
8¢ 4u—1
32N f d*w |: W3 (G110, w)G11 (W, ¥) + G1a(x, w)Gr2(w, ¥ )) ] :
(B.60)
Now, consider a special conformal transformation: e* = b*x2 — 2(b - x)x*. Now,
(w=z)-(ew) = e(z)) =2(b-w)s+(b-s)s. (B.61)
lw—z|
Substituting gives
8 4u’-1 .
3
N d W(E + W3 )f sin6déd¢(2b-w+b-s)
(G110, w)G11(2, ¥) + G12(x, w)G1o(2, ¥)) - (B.62)
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The first term in (2b-w+ b - s) acts a constant, whereas the second term fixes b parallel to the
first derivative in the Taylor expansion of Gy;/12(2,y). Then,

2 _

eGYi)(x y)~ iN f d*w Gy (x,w) |:(b W)( 45 52 ) + gb“a;] Gi1(w, y)+

GIZ(XJW) [(bw)( 82 45 3;2 )+§b“a‘:‘4}:| GlZ(W).y)'
(B.63)

Then,
6(4u® —
5.6 0, y) mm b (4 )G (e, + o)
b. (B.64)
x f | 5 (G )1 () + G, w)Gralw, ) .

Thus, we need an expression for Gr(lcsz(x, ¥) that vanishes under £, L; and transforms as
described above for both scale transformations and special conformal transformations. The

below expression satisfies both constraints (it vanishes under £, £, up to contact terms):

32(u%—1/4) e log(A'w?)

IN 22 W o) (Gn(X, w)G11(w, y) + Gra(x, W)Glz(W,)’))

(b)
nconf( )

log(4x3y°A"?)Gy(x, ).
(B.65)

 3N2

Here, A’ and A" are two UV cutoffs that are lattice-dependent. They are not necessarily equiv-
alent, but they both inversely scale with the lattice spacing.

C Perturbation theory around the ordinary fixed point
In this section we perform perturbation theory in the coupling u, Eq. (4), around the ordi-
nary fixed point for the interface. Our goal is to match u to u, Eq. (25), in the y,u — 0

limit. We set N = oo throughout. We consider the anomalous dimension of the boundary
operators ¢g, ¢, to first order in u and match it to Aq = 1 —u, Ay = 1+ . We have

(PLIPL(0))ora = (P2(1)P2(0))ora = 222, (HL(r)$2(0))ora = 0. Then to first order in v,

(PL0P2y)) =—u J (LX) P11 0ra (PEFI P2 ora

1
_ 2. -
t0ab J R . Y

log Alx—
= —4nu5abw C.1)
lx—yl
The first order correction in u to ((ﬁ;(x)cﬁ;(y)), (2(x)$2(y)) is zero. Thus,
" n 6
(Ps/aaX)Ps/ap(y)) ~ P (1 F4nulogAlx—yl]), (C.2)

from which we read off Ag = 1+ 2mu, A, = 1 —2nu. Thus, to leading order u = —2mu.
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D Free energy on HS®

For a single scalar in the background of (iA) in Eq. (70) the free energy on HS? is
Fros=—logZ = 1Tlrlo (—A+ (id) + i) (D.1)
HS3 = 84 = 5 g R ) .

In this appendix, we repeat for completeness the calculation of the trace (D.1) presented in
Ref. [27].
We need to know the spectrum of —A + (iA). We have

—A+ (id) = —80‘2 —2cotad, +csc? a(—Ag) + (u2 —1/4)sec’ a, (D.2)

where we have temporarily set the radius R to one. Going to sectors of fixed angular momen-
tum £, —Ag> — £(£ + 1) we find eigenfunctions

(—A+ (i) =(-1+kD¢;, k>0, (D.3)
1 . 3 k ¢ w3 k € u
qbf(a)z(cosa)zi“(sma) oF; (Z—E+§i§,z+£+§i§,1iu,c052a . (D.4)

1 . . .
Note that as a — 7, qbzt(a) - (5 — a)2*#. The “+” solution gives rise to the boundary

fixed point with A¢ =1+ u, and the “—” solution gives rise to the boundary fixed point with
A¢ = 1 — u, which we have encountered in section 3. Note also that ¢~ can be obtained
from ¢t by substituting u — —u. Thus, we work with ¢* throughout and use u > 0 for
A¢=1+|,u| and,u<0forA¢ =1—|ul.

In order for ¢ to be finite at a = 0, the first index of the hypergeometric function must be
equal —n, n =0,1,2.... (Then the hypergeometric function is just a finite degree polynomial
in cos® a.) Thus, we must have

3
k=5+u+€+2n, n=0,1,2..., (D.5)

and the eigenvalues of —A + (i) + % are

2
1 (3
Ep=—1+ Stu+p) p=0,1,2... (D.6)

Here p = { + 2n and the degeneracy of level E, is g(p) = w

interested in u > —1, so E, > 0. The free energy

. Note that we are only

1< E
_ 1 p
Frss =3 pEZOg(p)IOg R (D.7)

Here, we have re-instated the radius of the hemisphere R, since we are interested in the log-
arithmic term ~ logR in the free energy. We now apply the {-function regularization to the
above formal sum:

1 d o o
Fygs = ——=— | R* Z g(p)E;s ~ —logR E g(p)E;s . (D.8)
p=0 p=0
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Analytic continuation to s = 0 is understood throughout and in the last step we’ve dropped a
constant term. Writing E, = (p + u + 1)(p + u + 2), we use the Feynman trick:

1. TR (1 Do+ 2
Fyss =—§logR ( S)Zf duv™'(1—uw)t (p+1)(p+2)
0

[(s)? =5 (p+u+1+uw)>
1
1 I'(2s) _1 1
== logR I J, duv*™"(1—u)""X(s,u,u), (D.9)

with
X(s,u,u)=C(—24+2s,u+u+1)+(1—2u—2u)l(—1+2s,u+u+1)

—(u+uw)(1—pu—u)l(2s,u+u+1). (D.10)

Here {(s, a) is the Hurwitz {-function (analytic continuation of {(s,a) = Z;io ([)Jr;a)s ). X(s,u)

is analytic near s = 0 in the interval u € [0, 1]. Therefore, the only singularities in the integral
(D.9) occur at u — 0, u — 1. These give 1/s poles as s — 0, which compensate the I'-function
prefactor in (D.9). Thus,

1 1
Fygs = ~2 logRx (X(s=0,u=0,u)+X(s=0,u=1,u)) = g,u?’ logR. (D.11)

E Normal fixed point at large-N in 2 < D < 4

We begin with the non-linear o-model

1 > iAf - 1
sw= | ax|s@ér+ (6 )] E1
f LDZO X 2( u¢) 2 ¢ Shulk ( )

at its normal boundary fixed point. We summarize the results of Ref. [25] that studied the
following bulk two-point function at large-N:

Gu,3) = - (BB ) + (B ISV 0 comn) - (.2)

It was shown that

Gpl(x,y) = W(

() + I%gl(v) +O(N‘2)) : (E.3)

So far we have not normalized G,,. 7 is the bulk anomalous dimension of the ¢ field,
Ay =(D—2+n)/2,

1 2(4/D—1)I(D —1)

== -2
=N I(D/2—1)T(2—D/2)I(D/2)2 +0(N72). (E.4)

Here, the leading order transverse correlation function is expressed in terms of,

2P=3r(D/2)
D/2

—(0-1) D—1D D+1 1
241 . 5 |-

0 _ _ v
g (V) - k(V), k(V) - D—1 2 > 2 b) 2 b) V2 (ES)
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The leading order correction in 1/N to G,, is expressed in terms of g'(v),

oo o
gl(v) =—2J dvl(vl2 — 1)_D/2J dvz(v22 — 1)[’/2_1

V1

(%) - [ele) 3 (AO)Z
XJ dv3(v§—1) D/ZJ dv4(v42r—1)D/2 17’("4)(80("4)4‘ ]3 )

— 2 J dvy (v = 1?27 (k(vy) — k()

01y2
“s) ) . (E.6)

x f dvz(vé—1)D/2—1(k(v2)—k(vl))v(vg(g(’(vz)+ 2

Here one goes from the first to the second line using integration by parts. The function v(v)
is related to the A propagator via:

/ 2 1 _
Dy (x,¥) = (AGOAMX)) conn = NWV(V) +0(N7?), (E.7)
and
B 2°T((D—1)/2) Q2. b W,
"0 = oz re—b/2rn/z-2) ( -1 p-aye—g) &Y

The associated Legendre functions Q are expressed in terms of hypergeometric functions

I(v+2)ym o v 3 3 _

(1) ___s\rTav it 2 13y1/2 v—2 e < 7 et 2

Q,’(v)= ZV+11“(v+3/2)(V 1)<y 2F1(2+2,2+1,v+2,v ) (E.9)
I'(v+3)ym . v v 3 3 _

(2)v=—v2—1v”F(—+2—+—v+—v2). E.10

Q) 2”+11"(v+3/2)( ) N2 T2 2 Y (E.10)

The constant A?T is related to the one-point function of ¢, (not normalized) via:

0

_ Ay ~1/2
(pn () = (2xD)0-D2 +O(N"7), (E.11)

and is given by
(437 _ r(>-1ra-n/2)
N 4mD/2
Our goal is to extract ai, bt2 and, thereby, s? from G, (x, y). Based on the bulk OPE,

(E.12)

N
d)gorm(x)(ﬁgorm(y) = m (1 + A¢¢e(x —y)AEE(y) +.. ) , (E].B)

(

we have
CA™" 1
(4xpyp)™e ((v—1)/2)%

-1 A¢a2 -1 A /2
X|:1—(v2 ) WG+A’¢¢6aE(VT) +...], V—>1,

where (e(x)) = (z;lﬁ The unnormalized field ¢ appearing in (E.2) is related to the normal-

ized field ¢popm via ¢ = VCA™2¢, .. Thus, the normalization constant C and ag can be

Gm(xa _)/) =
(E.19)
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read-off from the v — 1 limit of G,,,. We write,

_ G Y _I'(D/2—-1)
C—C0(1+N+O(N )), Co=— 5>
_ NI (D—1)I(1—D/2)
2 = 021+L+ON2) 0y2 = _ E.15
a2=@)?(1+ - +o(N ), (@) b2 (£.15)
with ¢; and r - to be determined.
Based on the boundary OPE, (115), (116),
CA™™ 1) 27 'b?
G =—F|1—— 0. E.16
m(x:.)’) (4nyD)A¢ ( N) VD_l > V= ( )
We note that g!(v) decays as 1/v” for v — oo, thus,
D/2—1 1 _
b2 = —— (1 + N(l—c1)+O(N 2)) : (E.17)

We perform the integral in (E.6) numerically for v — 1 in order to extract c; and r. We
begin by discussing the behavior of g!(v) for v — 1. We have

AO 2
() + % =2P72¢ (v —1)1P2y 7R (1,1/2,2—D/2,1—v72). (E.18)
Then
(A2)? q_ q_
2 1y\D/2—-1 0 o _ 2 1
(ve—1) v(v)(g )+ N _(v—1)2+v—1+”" v—o1, (E.19)
with
B 220-51((D—1)/2) _ (D—1)(D—2)?
q_o= ) M= q_5. (E.20)
n(0+D/21(2— D/2)I(D/2—2) 2(D—4)
The v, integral in the second line of (E.6) then gives
o0 AO 2
J dv4(v§ —1)P2 1 y(vy) (go(v4) + ( 13) ) = Q—zl —q_jlog(vs—1)+p+..., v3—1,
v 37
’ (E.21)

where p is a constant that we can only determine numerically. Performing the integrals over
v and v, in (E.6)

(eo] [oe] [oe] (AO )2
J dvo(v; —1)7%7 f dv(v3 —1)™"2 f dvy (v =17 (vy) (gO(v4)+ < )
vy v v3

2

o0 B oo B (Ao)z
= f dvz(vé—l)D/“J dva(v; —1)/2 1(k(v3)—k(v2))v(v3)(g‘)(vg)+ < )

2

_ 1) 2= _ - gD q.(D-4)
_2[ o log(vi—1)+p (D/2—1(p 2 — )
,(D/2—1 -
! a( é ).)(V1—1)+D/qzl_l(vl—l)log(vl—1)]+..., vi—1. (E.22)
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p’ is a constant that we can only determine numerically. Finally,

g0 ==20 - 1)1_])/2{ - ﬁlog(% D D/21— 1 (p/_ D(Dz;lz_z— 1))
O ()
* ng/z_—l)z[_ D/21—1 (p_ q_jD B q_lp(li;4))+ D/21—2 (D/q2_1—1 * %)
——q‘Z(Dl/)z_l) _p%}} +p”. (E.23)

Again, p” is a constant to be determined numerically. Matching to (E.14),

p’ nN( )
-2 +log2 ), F.24
“T " -2, 2 \pj2—1"%® (E-24)
/7
= OP2 —c, (E.25)
(A%)2/N

where r determines the 1/N correction to a(zj, Eq. (E.15), while ¢; determines the 1/N correc-
tion to btz, Eq. (E.17). Finally, for the constant s2, (114),

2 _ 2 f ___p 2_ NT(D)
) _SO(1+N)’ F="wyN " 0T T4 isin(rn/2)’ (E.26)

where f is the function we introduced in (143). We want to determine f'(D = 3).

We proceed by first evaluating the integral (E.21) numerically for v — 1 to determine p. We
then evaluate the integral in the second line of (E.22) to determine p’. Finally, we evaluate the
integral (E.6) to determine p”. The resulting values of the coefficients of 1/N corrections to aczr,
Eq. (E.15), btz, Eq. (E.17), and s2, Eq. (E.26), are shown in Fig. 14. The numerical results are in
good agreement with the analytical resultat D = 3: r(D = 3)=1—¢;(D =3) = 1—n(D = 3)/2,
so that f(D =3) =0. [1] They are also in good agreement with the results of 2+ € and 4—¢
expansions [1,49]:

2N—1
2 N1+ 2 3 E.2
a; +12N—26 +0(e”) |, (E.27)
N N-—-1
b2=G—(1—e +O(ez)), D=2+e,
£t 2(N—2) N-—2
4(N +8) N2 431N +154
21— + 0(e? E.28
a; " ( N 18)? e+0(e%) |, (E.28)
1 N+9
bz:_( —e——+0 2), D=4—e¢. E.29
=3¢ gvge TOE) € (E.29)

To determine f/(D = 3) we fit f (D) in the window 2.95 < D < 3.05 to a quadratic function.
We obtain f’(D = 3) = 3.67(1). Here, the error bar is conservatively estimated by increasing
the range of the fit to 2.9 < D < 3.1.
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Figure 14: a) The coefficient r of the 1/N correction to a , Eq. (E.15).

b) The coefficient 1 —¢; of the 1/N correction to b , Eq. (E 17). For both of a) and
b) the red lines are asymptotes expected from 2 + € and 4 — € expansions; the solid
dot at D = 3 is the analytical calculation.

Bottom: c¢) The coefficient f of the 1/N correction to s2, Eq. (E.26). Inset: a quadratic
fit to f (D) for D near 3.

F Useful Integrals

The following integrals are used in this work:

®© el%dq 20400 (g—1+¢9(1+q))
,0)= =—= + =mq(1—q? E1
+(2.6) JQ (cosha +1)2 3 (1+e9)3 3 nq( q)ese(nq) (E1)

2
+ §(q —1)eD0, R, (2,1+4,2 +q,—€9) ,

Loy = [ —de _2[ i 1yp0 1o g o) (F2)
Y= g (cosha+1)2 3|14 ¢ . '

eBG+0((—2q +1)(¢—1) + (3 —3q + 29*) cosh 6 + (¢ — 3) sinh 0)
(ef—1)3 ’

ael®da
1 0 E3
+(CL ) f (COSha+ 1)2 ( )

=§Trcsc(7rq)(1 3¢ + nq(q®> — 1) cot(nq))—

220-(1+eM)A+6B+q)+(1+e’P(1+92+6+6q)
3 e99(ef +1)3
2¢%

“—[a(@®—1)@(—€?,2,q) + (1 +q(0 — 3¢ — 0¢*NT(q)2F1(1,q,1 +q,—e?) ],
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o
- ael*da
I (q,0)= —_—
(9,6) Je (cosha —1)2

=§(—1)_q77:(1 —3¢%+inq(q®—1) + nq(g* — 1) cot(mq)) csc(mq)—
sinh 8(60 —q(2+q6)) —6(q + coth(6/2))—1

1 1
~ed® (——q—0+q20+
q

3 coshf —1
%(1 —3¢*)B(e?, 1+¢,0)— %(1 +q(20 —q(3+290))B (e, q,0)—

2
gq(qz— 1)®(e?,2,q)e??.

The latter two integrals were evaluated using results from App. G.
We now compute the behavior of these integrals as § — 0:

I,(q,0)~ % {2+q(3+29) +2q9(¢>*— 1)[H(1/2—q/2)—H(—q/2)]} — e

4 29 2¢> 2

—(—6 +q(—25+2q(9+ 11q)) — 12(¢°> — Q)H(—q — 2))—

—11+302 —2))6
180( 7*(¢*—2))0,

I,(q,0)~= [3+4q+(2 692)(1—q/2) +(—2+6¢*)y(3/2—q/2)+
(—1 +q)(pVA—q/2)—y D (3/2—q/2))],

- 2 4
L0~ +4 1

1
E(13 — 1275 +12q + 6(—11 + 6y;)¢*—

—(2/3)0q(-1 +¢*)—

12m2q(—1 + ¢*) esc?(nq) + 127(3g% — 1) cot(mq)+
12(—1+3¢%)10g 0 + 12(—1 + 3¢2)(q) + 12q(-1 + ¢y V(q)).

G Asymptotic Behavior of Hurwitz Lerch Transcendent

We are interested in the asymptotic behavior of
®(z,2,9),
where g — +00. There are four cases to consider per our calculations.

G.1 Casel
Consider 0 < g < 2 and z > 0. Per Ref. [50],

§et2.0) = )[ZA B 4 e B2+ i)+ B2.0) |
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where
_T(2,(g—n—1)log(—2))—1
An(z,2,q) = G—n—1) , (G.2)
— (1) — @D
By(2,q) = Y(g/2+ 1/22) 1/J(q/2)’ B,(2.q) = Y(2,9/2) 1/)4 (2,9/2+1/2) G.3)
Note that
An(e®,2,q)  —e (MDx— (—1)rem9@HM(1 — (a +im)(1 + n—q)) . G.4)

e(n+la (g—n—1)2
Using that 0 < q < 2, the sum is asymptotically

iAn(e“,Z,q) et e

a
- —q(a+in) — - i —
e N o P B2 1/2-0/2) ~ (et imB(2,1/2-/2)).

n=0
(G.5)
Then,
e @ e—2a
(b(ea) 2’ q) N N
(g—1)2 ¢?

+ 79D (g + i+ 7 cot(nq)) ese(mq). (G.6)

G.2 Case2

Now consider —2 < q < 0 and z > 0. We know that 2 4+ g > 0, so we can apply Eq. (G) to
®(e* 2,2 +q). Then, from the series definition of &,
1 e®

®(e*,2,9)=—+
(e%,2.4) > (1+q)?

+e2%9(e%,2,2+q) ~ e 1M (g +im+m cot(nq)) ese(nq). (G.7)

G.3 Case3

Consider 0 < g < 2 and z < 0. We again use Ref. [50]:

<I>(_ea) 27 Q) = i|:(_]-)n+1 Z M + e_qa (30(2, Q)a + Bl(zi ‘I)) ] > (GS)

1"(5) — e(n+1)a
where
ey T(2,(q—n—1)a)—1
An(z92:_e )_ (q—n—l)Z ) (G9)
24+1/2)— 2 W(2,q/2)—ypD(2,q/2+1/2

BO(Z,q):w(q/ + /2) Y(q/ )’ Bl(z,q):'tl) (2,9/2) ¢4 (2,q/2+ /). (G.10)

Note that

(D)"™A(=e%2,q)  (=1D)"e D4 (1) e (1 —a(l+n—q))

e—(n+1)a ~ (q —n_ 1)2 . (G.11)

Using that 0 < g < 2, the sum is asymptotically

SEDTACER20) et wefany(2,1/2-0/2)— By(2,1/2—0/2)].
n=0

e(n+l)a T (q-12 ¢
(G.12)
Then,
e ¢ —2a
®(—e*,2,q) ~ (12 -—— e 1*n(a+ meot(nqg))cse(mq). (G.13)
q— q
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G.4 Case 4

Finally, consider —2 < q < 0 and z < 0. Using the series expansion,

®(—e*,2,q9) ~ e 1%n(a+ meot(mq)) ese(nq). (G.14)
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