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Abstract: We study a class of two-point functions in a conformal field theory near a wedge.
This is a set-up with two boundaries intersecting at an angle θ. We compute it as a solution to
the Dyson-Schwinger equation of motion for a quartic interaction in the d = 4− ε bulk and in
the d = 3− ε boundary, up to order O(ε). We have extracted the anomalous dimensions from
such correlators and we have complemented them with Feynman diagrams computations.
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1 Introduction and outlook

Conformal field theories (CFTs) play an important role in understanding the physics of critical
phenomena. In particular, critical exponents are related to the quantum numbers of local
operators in a CFT. However, if we would like to make connection with real world systems,
we cannot avoid discussing the presence of boundaries or defects. Another reason to study
these instances come from string theory, where the appearance of D-branes as boundaries is
central in this context. The presence of boundaries and/or defects indeed reduces the amount
of symmetry preserved, but the residual symmetry is still powerful enough to constrain the
structure of correlators, making them more intricate but richer. In particular it is possible to
define an additional operator product expansion (OPE), the so called bulk to boundary or bulk
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Figure 1. An illustration of the setup we consider, where the blue plane is the wall, and the orange
is the ramp. The wedge is the intersection of the two boundaries.

to defect OPE, which allow us to expand an operator in the presence of a boundary/defect as
an infinite sum of boundary/defect operators.

In this paper we consider a d-dimensional CFT living in a wedge-shaped region bounded
by two (d− 1)-dimensional half-planes intersecting at an angle θ ∈ (0, 2π), as in Figure 1. To
be concrete, we take one half-plane, which we call wall, located at xd−1 = 0, and the other
one, the ramp, defined by xd−1 = tan θ xd. With a little abuse of terminology, we will call
wedge the intersection of the two boundaries while we will refer to this entire system as a
wedge conformal field theory (WCFT).

The WCFT setup naturally breaks the bulk full conformal symmetry SO(d + 1, 1), in
particular translations in the normal directions. The preserved amount of symmetry is then
the conformal group in (d − 2) dimensions, namely SO(d − 1, 1). Despite the conformal
symmetry is significantly reduced from a global point of view, from an OPE perspective we
can consider the system as containing four CFTs of different dimensionalities: one in the bulk
with SO(d+1, 1) symmetry, one on each codimension-one boundary preserving SO(d, 1), and
one on the codimension-two wedge with SO(d− 1, 1) symmetry.

Quantum numbers of local operators in these systems are related to the surface and
wedge critical exponents in addition to the bulk ones. Probing such CFTs not only constrains
the surface and wedge observables, but also gives access to a part of the bulk observables
in a homogeneous CFT (without boundaries). In particular, while the quantum numbers
associated to the wall and the ramp are universal, the ones associated with the wedge depend
on the angle θ. Systems with wedges have been studied in the older literature [1–7] and they
are of interest to condensed matter physics. In addition, we also notice that the identification
of the two boundaries leads to a theory in the presence of a conical singularity located on
the wedge. Quantum field theories in the presence of such conical defects have been widely
discussed in the literature, see for example [8–11], and play an important role in cosmology
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and string theory (cosmic strings) [12, 13], and in the entanglement literature where they are
used as a computational tool for studying Rényi and entanglement entropies [14, 15].

One powerful method to study and to characterise CFTs is the conformal bootstrap. This
approach is used to constrain the space of possible conformal dimensions and OPE coefficients,
by enforcing a few mild assumptions based mostly on symmetries. Since its revival in [16],
there has been huge progress in using the conformal bootstrap in its numerical and analytic
incarnation applied in several contexts, see [17, 18] for recent reviews on the topics. Recently,
there has been an interest in studying WCFT’s using the methods of conformal bootstrap
[19]. This is a non-perturbative approach and refers to no Lagrangian description for the
underlying microscopic theory. The idea is to focus on the residual symmetries preserved by
the wedge and the boundaries, and impose consistency conditions on the correlation functions.
Although the symmetry is reduced from the full conformal group, it is still powerful enough
to constrain the observables. This is a nice playground to study the bulk properties of the
CFT in addition to the boundary and wedge ones. Bulk one-point functions are non-trivial
observables in this case and admit an expansion into wall- and ramp-channel conformal blocks
[19]. Moreover, two-point correlation functions of a bulk and an edge scalar operator carry
information about the dynamical content of the CFT living on the wedge. Those correlators
can also be decomposed into a wall- and a ramp-channel [19] and the dynamical content
of the WCFT data entering in these bootstrap equations is encoded in the bulk, boundary
and wedge scaling dimensions in addition to the corresponding boundary operator product
expansion (BOE) coefficients.

Motivated by these developments, in this paper we focus on the study of scalar field
theory with global O(N) symmetry in the free case first, and successively in the presence of
either bulk or boundary interactions. Since we are interested in the situation with the maximal
amount of symmetry, we will only impose conformal boundary conditions both on the wall and
ramp. In particular, there are three distinct possible choices of boundary conditions (b.c.’s)
that we can consider:

• NN: Both boundaries are equipped with Neumann b.c.’s.

• DD: Both boundaries are equipped with Dirichlet b.c.’s.

• DN: One boundary, for example the wall, is equipped with Dirichlet b.c., and the other,
the ramp, with Neumann b.c. .

In this setup, we will study, among other things, the two-point functions involving one bulk
and one wedge operator. More specifically, we compute the solution to the Dyson-Schwinger
equation of motion for a quartic interaction in the d = 4−ε bulk and in the d = 3−ε boundary,
up to order O(ε), along the lines of [20]. We have extracted the anomalous dimensions from
such correlators and then we have complemented them with Feynman diagrams computations,
finding perfect agreement. We have also used the OPE to extract BOE coefficients. At order
O(ε) the structure of the result is quite neat, and it contains a logarithmic term as expected
at this order in perturbation theory.
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There are several directions that it would be interesting to pursue.

• Discontinuity as building block : In homogeneous CFTs there has been progress in under-
standing four-point correlators using a single variable dispersion relation by exploiting
the analytic structure of the bootstrap equation [21, 22]. The idea is to use the analytic
structure together with the crossing symmetry of the correlator to constrain the CFT
data. The correlators in a boundary conformal field theory (BCFT) can also be studied
using bootstrap methods. The bootstrap approach for BCFT’s was initiated in [20]. In
[23], the analytic structure of the conformal blocks was exploited to constrain the BCFT
data. This method was further modified in [24] for CFT’s with interfaces (where there
is a bulk theory on each side of the codimension one defect). It would be interesting to
generalise the approach presented recently in [25, 26] to the wedge configuration to be
able to understand how to systematise the study of one and two-point functions. As a
consequence, it would be interesting to further explore the connections found in [27] to
more general cases, such as the one presented in this paper.

• Bootstrap equations: Another interesting direction to pursue is to exploit the power of
conformal symmetry and use the conformal bootstrap approach, for instance adapting
[19] to higher order in perturbation theory. This approach would allow us to study
more general interactions and to constrain different OPE data, using the different OPEs
involving operators belonging to the wall/ramp/bulk. In addition, it would be interesting
to complement the WCFT bootstrap equations with the ones coming from the BCFT
and the homogeneous case. The study of the compatibility of the mixed system could
potentially constrain even more the CFT data.

• Holographic description: Holography in the form of the AdS/CFT correspondence [28–
30] is one of the main tools to approach quantum field theories at strong coupling. The
AdS space-time can be endowed with suitable branes which can be used to add bound-
aries and/or defects to the CFT living on the asymptotic boundary of the holographic
space-time. In particular, a bottom-up construction has been proposed in [31, 32] where
an end-of-the-world brane introduces a boundary in the CFT side of the correspondence.
In this framework, it would be interesting to first find solutions to the Einstein equa-
tions describing CFTs confined in wedge-shaped regions, and successively study their
correlation functions and other relevant quantities related to entanglement and quan-
tum information. The holographic approach is particularly convenient to obtain analytic
and numerical results for the entanglement entropy by using the Ryu-Takayanagi formula
[33, 34], which can also be applied to the AdS/BCFT case [35–38].

• Conformal anomalies and RG flows: Conformal anomalies and their associated coeffi-
cients, sometimes called central charges, play a major role in the classification of CFTs
and in defining monotonic quantities along the RG flow, providing strong constraints on
the possible outcomes of the latter. While in a CFT conformal anomalies are present
only in even space dimensions, the situation is richer when boundaries and/or defects
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occur, and the possibility of having anomalies localised on them considerably extends
the possible anomaly contributions [39–43]. Conformal anomalies of boundaries and de-
fects have been widely studied in the literature, where monotonicity theorems have been
proven [44–48] or conjectured [49], and various relations to boundary and bulk correla-
tion functions have been found [50–55]. We find it interesting to investigate them in the
context of the WCFT setup, which is a natural playground where anomalies localised on
manifolds of different dimensions may relate to each other through either bulk, boundary
or wedge RG flows.

The structure of the paper is as follows. In Sec. 2 we study the free scalar field theory
confined in the wedge-shaped region described above in generic bulk dimension d. We first
obtain the mode expansion of the field (eq. (2.10)) in the canonical formulation for all the
possible combinations of boundary conditions, and by taking a suitable wedge limit we define
some of the wedge primaries of the theory. After that, we find the propagator reported in
eq. (2.19) and eq. (2.22), from which we obtain the relevant correlators we will use in the
rest of the paper, namely the bulk one-point function of the fundamental field (eq. (2.29),
eq. (2.30), and eq. (2.32)) and of the stress tensor (eq. (2.38), eq. (2.39), and eq. (2.40)). As
regarding the latter, in eq. (2.37) we also report its general form consistent with conservation
and tracelness1. We then compute the bulk-wedge and wedge-wedge two-point functions that
can be found in eq. (2.41) and eq. (2.42), respectively. We finally discuss a wedge-RG flow
triggered by wedge primaries corresponding to a mode singular in the wedge limit which can
be present in the expansion of the bulk fundamental field.

In Sec. 3 we study the bulk-wedge two-point correlation function of scalar operators using
the equation of motion for different boundary conditions. In this way, we are able to obtain the
first-order correction of the bulk-wedge correlators (eqs. (3.22) ) when the φ4 bulk interaction
is taken into account, and the anomalous dimension of the wedge primaries corresponding to
either bulk or boundary interactions (see eq. (3.21) and eq. (3.38), respectively).

In Sec. 4 we extract the BOE coefficients from the knowledge of the conformal blocks
and of the two-point correlators.

Part of the computations has been relegated to the appendices. In App. A we report
the details of the derivation of the propagator in the free theory case. In App. B we provide
an alternative derivation of the anomalous dimensions obtained via the DS-equation method,
and finally in App. C we give some detail on the expansion of conformal blocks at first order
in ε.

1We notice that the general form we obtained in eq. (2.37) is in conflict with the one reported in [1], while
regarding the specific case of the free scalar we get the same result.
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2 Free scalar in a wedge

In this Section we consider the theory of a single scalar confined in a wedge. We take the
classical Euclidean action of the free scalar in d dimension to be

S =
1

2

∫
M
ddx
√
g

(
gµν∇µφ∇νφ+

d− 2

4(d− 1)
Rφ2

)
, (2.1)

where the non-minimal coupling to the metric is required by Weyl invariance. From this action
we obtain the equation of motion (e.o.m.)(

−∇2 +
d− 2

4(d− 1)
R
)
φ = 0 , (2.2)

and the stress tensor

Tµν =∇µφ∇νφ−
d− 2

4(d− 1)

[
∇µ∇ν +

gµν
d− 2

∇2 −Rµν
]
φ2 . (2.3)

The goal of this section is to solve the theory living in a wedge for generic d. We will
use canonical quantisation to obtain the mode expansion of the field, thus we will switch
to Lorentzian signature. However, in the rest of the paper, we will use interchangeably the
Lorentzian and Euclidean formulations, which are simply related by the replacement t→ −iτ .
In order to take advantage of the symmetry of the problem, we find it convenient to adopt
polar coordinates in the (xd−1, xd) plane, namely

ds2 = −dt2 + dx2 + dρ2 + ρ2dϕ2 , x2
d + x2

d−1 = ρ2 ,
xd−1

xd
= tanϕ , (2.4)

with ρ > 0 and ϕ ∈ (0, θ). Furthermore we will denote the d − 2 coordinates parallel to the
boundaries as x‖ = (t,x).

In this coordinate system the wedge is defined by M = {x‖ ∈ Rd−2, ρ > 0, ϕ ∈ (0, θ)}
where θ is the opening angle. We are interested in breaking the minimum amount of sym-
metries. In particular, this means we will impose only conformal b.c.’s. In the case of a free
scalar, we can impose either Dirichlet (φ = 0 at the boundaries) or Neumann (∂⊥φ = 0 at the
boundary) b.c.’s.

The e.o.m. in flat space-time reads

1

ρ
∂ρ(ρ∂ρφ) +

[
−∂2

t +
∂2
ϕ

ρ2
+ ∂2

x

]
φ = 0 , (2.5)

which can be solved by the following ansatz (see for example [1])

φ ∼ e−iωt+ik·xh(ρ)g(ϕ) , gα(ϕ) ≡ A sin(αϕ) +B cos(αϕ) , (2.6)

where the coefficients A and B as well as the parameter α need to be fixed by imposing
the b.c.’s (both on the wall and the ramp) and from the normalisation of the angular part
A2 +B2 = 1.
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As discussed in Sec. 1, since we are free to impose different b.c.’s on the two bound-
aries we have 3 distinct possibilities: Dirichlet-Dirichlet (DD), Neumann-Neumann (NN), and
Dirichlet-Neumann (DN). Imposing such conditions gives

A = 1 , B = 0 , α =
mπ

θ
, DD,

A = 0 , B = 1 , α =
mπ

θ
, NN,

A = 1 , B = 0 , α =

(
m+ 1

2

)
π

θ
, DN.

(2.7)

where m is an integer (non-zero for DD).
This ansatz leads to an ordinary differential equation for h(ρ), namely

ρ2h′′ + ρ h′ +
[
(ω2 − k2)ρ2 − α2

]
h = 0 , (2.8)

whose solutions are the Bessel functions

h = J±α

(√
ω2 − k2ρ

)
, h = Y±α

(√
ω2 − k2ρ

)
. (2.9)

Regularity of the solution at ρ → 0 for any value of θ ∈ (0, 2π) excludes Y±α, and imposes
±α ≥ 0 for the Bessel J±α.2 This requirement leads to

φ(x) =
∑
m≥0

′
∫
dk

∫ ∞
0

dkρ

√
kρ

(
√

2π)d−3
√

2ω

√
2

θ

[
ak,m gα(m)(ϕ)e−iωt+ik·x + h.c.

]
Jα(m) (kρ ρ) ,

(2.10)
where the prime means that the zero mode needs to be halved, i.e. its normalisation has
an additional 1/

√
2. Note that in order to quantise the field, we found it convenient to

change integration variable setting kρ =
√
ω2 − k2. The usual canonical commutation relation

[φ,Π] = [φ, φ̇] = iδ implies the following commutation relations for the operators a and a†3

[a({k}), a†({k})] = δ(k − k′)δ(kρ − k′ρ)δm,m′ . (2.12)

By applying the bulk-boundary BOE, followed by the boundary-wedge BOE, we can write
the bulk field in terms of wedge modes [19]. For Dirichlet or Neumann b.c.’s there is only
one boundary primary in the bulk-boundary BOE [20]. This means that we can write the
fundamental field eq. (2.10) in terms of wedge primaries, which we denote ˆ̂Oα, as 4

φ(x) =
∑
m≥0

′ραBd−1
ˆ̂∆α

(
ρ2∂2
‖

)
ˆ̂Oα(x‖)gα(ϕ) , (2.13)

2In Sec. 2.5, we discuss about the possibility of having mildly divergent modes in the wedge limit.
3In the computation we use the following orthogonality property of the Bessel functions∫ ∞

0

d ρρJβ(ρv)Jβ(ρu) =
δ(u− v)

u
. (2.11)

4The differential operator generating the boundary descendants gives us gα(ϕ).
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where we defined

ˆ̂Oα ≡
1

2αΓα+1

√
2

θ

∫
dd−1k

(
√

2π)d−3

√
kρ√
2ω

kαρ

(
ak,me

−iωt+ik·x + h.c.
)
. (2.14)

Here, and in the rest of this paper, Γx ≡ Γ(x) is a shorthand notation for the Gamma-function.
The differential operator is defined as5

Bd−1
ˆ̂∆α

(
ρ2∂2
‖

)
≡

+∞∑
k=0

(−4)−k(ρ2∂2
‖)
k

k!( ˆ̂∆α)k
. (2.17)

The quantity ˆ̂∆α is
ˆ̂∆α = ∆φ + α , ∆φ =

d− 2

2
, (2.18)

and it corresponds to the engineering conformal dimension of the operator ˆ̂Oα.
Thus, we see that at least in the specific case of the free theory we can reconstruct the

bulk field φ in terms of the defect primary operators. This is in agreement with the discussion
in [56] for a codimension-2 defect. However, we find it important to highlight that the simple
form of eq. (2.13) in the present discussion comes from the fact that the linearity of the e.o.m.
allows us to factorise the angular dependence even though the wedge breaks the rotational
symmetry around the θ-direction. A more general approach, which is discussed in [19], is
expanding the bulk operator in terms of boundary operators, and successively expand the
latter ones in terms of operators living on the intersection between the boundaries.

It is straightforward to generalise the theory of a single real scalar to the one of N
scalars with O(N) symmetry. This can be easily achieved by introducing an internal index
i ∈ {1, . . . , N} and requiring that the commutation relations eq. (2.12) are diagonal. From
now on, we will report the result corresponding to the more general O(N) model.

2.1 The bulk-bulk propagator

The bulk-bulk propagator can be computed directly from the mode expansion (2.10). The
computation is analysed in detail in Appendix A. Here we just report the results. For DD
and NN b.c.’s we find〈

φi(x‖, ϕ, ρ)φj(0, ϕ′, ρ′)
〉

= δij
π

θ

+∞∑
m=−∞

G
(|πm/θ|)
S (x‖, ρ;x′‖, ρ

′)
(
ei
π
θ
m(ϕ−ϕ′) ± ei

π
θ
m(ϕ+ϕ′)

)
,

(2.19)
5That this differential operator reconstructs the full bulk field φ(x) can be seen by observing that the Bessel

functions can be expanded as

Jα(x) =
(x

2

)α +∞∑
k=0

(−1)k

k! Γ (k + 1 + α)

(x
2

)2k
, (2.15)

which implies
Jα(x)

xα
=

1

2αΓ (1 + α)
C
(
ρ2∂2
‖
)
e±ik‖x‖ . (2.16)
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where + corresponds to NN while − to DD, and we remind the reader we have promoted the
fields to be invariant under O(N), with indices i, j ∈ {1, ..., N}. The function G(ν)

s is defined
as

G
(ν)
S (x, x′) =

Γ∆φ+ν

4πd/2Γν+1

(
1

ρρ′

)∆φ
(
ξ

2

)∆φ+ν

2F1

(
∆φ + ν

2
,
∆φ + ν + 1

2
; ν + 1; ξ2

)
, (2.20)

where ∆φ is the scaling dimension of the bulk scalar given by (2.18), and ξ is the cross-ratio

ξ ≡ 2ρρ′

ρ2 + ρ′2 + (x‖ − x′‖)2
. (2.21)

In the DN case we find

〈
φ(x‖, ϕ, ρ)φ(0, ϕ′, ρ′)

〉
=

4πδij

θ

+∞∑
m=−∞

G
(π(m+ 1

2)/θ)
S (x‖, ρ;x′‖, ρ

′)×

× sin

[(
m+

1

2

)
π

θ
ϕ

]
sin

[(
m+

1

2

)
π

θ
ϕ′
]
.

(2.22)

d = 4 case

Interestingly, for d = 4 the hypergeometric function appearing in (2.20) simplifies to

2F1

(
ν + 1

2
,
ν + 2

2
; ν + 1; ξ2

)
= 2ν

(√
1− ξ2 + 1

)−ν
√

1− ξ2
. (2.23)

This makes possible to perform the sum over m finding a result in closed form. For DD and
NN we obtain

〈
φi(x)φj(x′)

〉
=
δij

4π2

π

θ

(
ξ

2ρρ′

) +∞∑
m=0

χ−π|m|/θ√
1− ξ2

(
ei
π
θ
m(ϕ−ϕ′) ± ei

π
θ
m(ϕ+ϕ′)

)
=
δij

8πθ

1

ρρ′
ξ√

1− ξ2

χ
2π
θ − 1

1 + χ
2π
θ − 2χπ/θ cos

(
π(ϕ−ϕ′)

θ

) ± [(ϕ− ϕ′)→ (ϕ+ ϕ′)

]
,

(2.24)

where we defined

χ ≡
√

1− ξ2 + 1

ξ
, (2.25)

while for DN b.c.’s we get

〈
φi(x)φj(x′)

〉
=

δij

4πθ

1

ρρ′
ξ√

1− ξ2

χ
π
2θ

(
χπ/θ − 1

)
cos
(
π(ϕ−ϕ′)

2θ

)
1 + χ

2π
θ − 2χπ/θ cos

(
π(ϕ−ϕ′)

θ

) − [(ϕ− ϕ′)→ (ϕ+ ϕ′)

]
.

(2.26)

– 9 –



Method of images for θ =
3π

8

Figure 2. The 15 image points (in red) required to solve the free theory Dyson-Schwinger (DS)
equations for θ = 3π

8 . The blue line is the wall, and the orange is the ramp. The dashed lines clarify
how the bulk point (in black) is reflected through the two boundaries. All of the image points lie on
a circle.

θ = π/n case in generic d

Another case in which the sum over m simplifies is when θ = π/n, with n being a positive
integer for DD and NN b.c.’s. Also in this case the details of the derivation are in Appendix
A. The result is

〈
φi(x‖, ϕ, ρ)φj(0, ϕ′, ρ′)

〉
= δij

Γ∆φ

4π
d
2

n−1∑
k=0

 1[
ρ2 + ρ′2 − 2ρρ′ cos

(
2kπ
n + ϕ− ϕ′

)
+ x2

‖

]∆φ

± 1[
ρ2 + ρ′2 − 2ρρ′ cos

(
2kπ
n + ϕ+ ϕ′

)
+ x2

‖

]∆φ

 .

(2.27)

Notice that this expression can also be derived directly by using the method of images [57].
More generally, we can use method of images for angles θ = aπ

b with a, b ∈ Z≥0 (we are
unaware of whether this was known prior to this work). Then if θ ∈ (0, π] the number of
image point required is 2 numerator

(
b
a

)
− 1.6 In Fig. 2 we have an illustrative example.

2.2 The one-point function of φ2

From the bulk-bulk propagator we can compute the vacuum expectation value (v.e.v.) of φ2

in the case of d = 4 for generic θ, and in the case of θ = π/n for generic d.

6In the case of π < θ < 2π, we need a finite 2 numerator
(

b
a−b

)
− 1 number of image points.
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d = 4 case

One way to proceed is by taking the coincident limit of the propagators (2.24) and (2.26). In
the case of DD and NN b.c.’s we find

lim
y→x

〈
φi(x)φj(y)

〉
= δij

(
1

4π2ε2
+

1

48π2

π2 − θ2

θ2

1

ρ2
±

csc2
(πϕ
θ

)
16 θ2

1

ρ2
+O

(
ε2
))

, (2.28)

where ε is the regulator in the point-splitting procedure. The divergent piece proportional to
ε−2 represents the identity contribution in the φ-φ bulk OPE that can be safely removed by
subtracting the propagator in absence of boundaries. Thus, we obtain

〈
φ2(x)

〉
=

1

48π2

π2 − θ2

θ2

1

ρ2
±

csc2
(πϕ
θ

)
16 θ2

1

ρ2
. (2.29)

It is interesting to observe that the first term corresponds to the v.e.v. of the field in the
presence of a conical singularity (see for example [58, 59]), while the second contribution is a
modification due to the presence of the two boundaries.

The same procedure in the case of DN boundary condition yields to

〈
φ2(x)

〉
= −

2θ2 + π2
[
1 + 6 cot

(πϕ
θ

)
csc
(πϕ
θ

)]
96π2θ2ρ2

. (2.30)

The results for DD and NN have been found for the first time in [60], while the result for DN
is to the best of our knowledge novel.

Finally, as a limiting case we consider θ = π, which gives〈
φ2(x)

〉
= −2 cotϕ cscϕ+ 1

32π2ρ2
, θ = π . (2.31)

This tells us that in the unfolding limit we end up with an interface on top of the boundary.

θ = π/n case in generic d

In this case we obtain

〈
φ2(x)

〉
=

Γ∆φ

2
d
2

+1π
d
2

{
n−1∑
k=1

1[
1− cos

(
2kπ
n

)]∆φ
±
n−1∑
k=0

1[
1− cos

(
2kπ
n + 2ϕ

)]∆φ

}
1

ρ2∆φ
, (2.32)

where ∆φ is given by (2.18). Unfortunately, we are not able to sum over k in generic d. On
the other hand, we can check the result (2.29) valid for d = 4. As a check we can specify this
result for d = 4. The sums can be analytically performed and we get

〈
φ2
〉

=
n2 − 1± 3n2 csc2(nϕ)

48π2

1

ρ2
, d = 4 , (2.33)

which is exactly (2.29) for θ = π/n.
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2.3 The one-point function of Tµν

Another interesting correlator we can easily compute is the one-point function of the stress
tensor. Conformal symmetry and conservation impose strict constraints to the possible form
of this correlator. In particular, as we show below, we only need to find one particular
component. In fact, by imposing scale invariance, rotations in the parallel directions of the
wedge, and employing the fact that the stress tensor is symmetric we can write the one-point
function as

〈T ij〉 =
f(ϕ)

ρd
δij , 〈T ρρ〉 =

gρρ(ϕ)

ρd
, 〈Tϕϕ〉 =

gϕϕ(ϕ)

ρd+2
, 〈Tϕρ〉 =

gϕρ(ϕ)

ρd+1
. (2.34)

In addition, conservation leads to the following differential equations

g′ϕϕ(ϕ)− (d− 2)gρϕ(ϕ) = 0 ,

(1− d)gρρ(ϕ)− gϕϕ(ϕ) + g′ρϕ(ϕ) = 0 ,
(2.35)

while the condition of being traceless gives

(d− 2) f(ϕ) + gρρ(ϕ) + gϕϕ(ϕ) = 0 . (2.36)

Thus, we find that everything is fixed up to a single function g(ϕ) as〈
T ij
〉

= − 1

d− 1

[
g(ϕ) +

g′′(ϕ)

(d− 2)2

]
1

ρd
δij , 〈T ρρ〉 = − 1

d− 1

[
g(ϕ)− g′′(ϕ)

d− 2

]
1

ρd
,

〈Tϕϕ〉 =
g(ϕ)

ρd+2
, 〈Tϕρ〉 =

1

d− 2

g′(ϕ)

ρd+1
.

(2.37)

For this reason we find it convenient to compute the component Tϕϕ. Its expectation value
can be computed by using eq. (2.3) and taking the coincident limit of 〈φφ〉. As we did for
φ2, we first compute the correlator when d = 4, and then we consider the case in generic
dimension but with θ = π/n.

d = 4 case

In the DD and NN cases the one-point function reads

〈Tϕϕ〉 = − N

480π2

π4 − θ4

θ4

1

ρ2
, (2.38)

while in the DN case we obtain

〈Tϕϕ〉 =
N

3840π2

8θ4 + 7π4

θ4

1

ρ2
. (2.39)

Note that in both the cases this correlator is independent of the angle ϕ. This means that
also all the others components will be a function of ρ only. Interestingly, we note that the
sign of the coefficient of the stress tensor one-point function changes sign at θ = π only in the
DD and NN cases, while in the DN case it remains negative for all the possible values of θ.
Also in this case, the results for DD and NN have been found for the first time in [60], while
the result for DN is to the best of our knowledge novel.
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θ = π/n case in generic d

In this case, for the DD and NN case we find

〈Tϕϕ〉 = −N
Γ d

2

2d+2π
d
2

(
n−1∑
k=1

(d− 2) cos
(

2πk
n

)
+ d

sind
(
πk
n

) )
1

ρd−2
. (2.40)

2.4 Correlators of wedge operators

From the general form of the propagators, we can compute the bulk-wedge correlators by
employing the explicit form of the operators ˆ̂Oα reported in eq. (2.14) (now promoted to
O(N)). The computation is analogous to the one done for the full bulk-bulk propagator, thus
we only give the result. We find

〈
φi(x) ˆ̂Ojα(x′‖)

〉
=

Γ ˆ̂∆α

π∆φθ Γ ˆ̂∆α−∆φ+1

δij

ρ∆φ− ˆ̂∆α(s2
‖ + ρ2)

ˆ̂∆α

{
sin (αϕ) , DD and DN,

cos (αϕ) , NN,
(2.41)

where we remind the reader that ∆φ = (d − 2)/2. Note also that even though the DD and
DN cases seem identical they differ because of the possible values of α, which are given in
eq. (2.7).

Now we consider the wedge-wedge correlator〈
ˆ̂Oiα
(
x‖
) ˆ̂Ojα′

(
x′‖

)〉
=

Γ ˆ̂∆α

π∆φθ Γ ˆ̂∆α−∆φ+1

δijδαα′∣∣∣x‖ − x′‖∣∣∣2 ˆ̂∆α

, (2.42)

where ˆ̂∆α is exactly the one introduced in eq. (2.18).

2.5 Singular modes and RG flows

As anticipated it is possible to relax the requirement that φ is regular in the wedge limit
ρ → 0. In fact, this is allowed by unitarity in the following way: considering the wedge as a
(d− 2)-dimensional defect we can write the unitarity bound as [56]

ˆ̂∆ ≥ d

2
− 2 , if d > 4 ,

ˆ̂∆ ≥ 0 , if d ≤ 4 .

(2.43)

Note that the bound above is meant for operators different from the identity ( ˆ̂∆ = 0). By
employing the conformal dimensions (2.18) we get

α ≥ −1 , if d > 4 ,

α ≥ 1− d

2
, if d ≤ 4 .

(2.44)

Let us focus for simplicity on the case d = 4 with either DD or NN b.c.’s. In this case we see
that there is a possible singular mode in the range θ ∈ (π, 2π) given by α(−) = −π/θ. Now we
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can trade the regular mode α(+) = π/θ for α(−). If we consider this new choice for the mode
|m| = 1, the spectrum of wedge operators will get modified in that we will have the operator
ˆ̂O−π/θ instead of ˆ̂O+π/θ. This, in turn, will modify the bulk-bulk propagator in the following
way

G
(π/θ)
S ⇒ G

(−π/θ)
S . (2.45)

This modification also affects the one-point function of φ2

〈
φ2
〉(−) −

〈
φ2
〉(+)

=
Γ∆φ+π

θ
Γ∆φ−πθ sin

(
π2

θ

)
2d−3π

d+1
2 Γ d−1

2

N

ρd−2
×

{
sin2

(
π
θϕ
)
, DD,

cos2
(
π
θϕ
)
, NN,

(2.46)

while for the stress tensor we find

〈Tϕϕ〉(−) − 〈Tϕϕ〉(+) =
(d− 1) sin

(
π2

θ

)
Γ∆φ+π

θ
Γ∆φ−πθ

2d−1π
d−5
2 θ3Γ d+1

2

N

ρd−2
. (2.47)

Another interesting feature of this singular mode is that if we consider the quadratic relevant
wedge perturbation

S 3 h
∫
dd−2x‖

ˆ̂O−π
θ

ˆ̂O−π
θ
, (2.48)

then we trigger an RG flow from the theory with the mode α(−) to the one with the regular
one α(+). An analogous situation appears for a scalar in the presence of a monodromy defect
as studied in [56, 59, 61, 62]. In that case, unitarity allows for some modes which are mild
divergent in the defect limit and provide different boundary conditions to the solution of the
e.o.m for the field φ. Different boundary conditions are shown to be related by defect RG flows,
and in particular in [59] the authors computed explicitly the bulk-bulk propagator along the
defect RG flow. For the case of our interest, a very analogous computation can be performed,
and we obtain for d = 47

∆
〈
φi(x1)φj(x2)

〉
≡
〈
φi(x1)φj(x2)

〉(+) −
〈
φi(x1)φj(x2)

〉(−)

= −4δij
sin
(
π2

θ

)
πθ

∫
d2k‖

(2π)2

c h

c h+ k
2π/θ
‖

Kπ/θ(k‖ρ1)Kπ/θ(k‖ρ2)×

× eik‖(x1 ||−x2 ||)
sin

(π
θ
ϕ1

)
sin
(π
θ
ϕ2

)
, DD,

cos
(π
θ
ϕ1

)
cos
(π
θ
ϕ2

)
, NN,

where

c ≡
4π/θΓ

(
π
θ

)
θ Γ
(
1− π

θ

) . (2.49)

7We refer the reader to [59] for details on the computation.
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We see that in the h→ +∞ limit we obtain

∆
〈
φi(x1)φj(x2)

〉
= −4δij

sin
(
π2

θ

)
πθ

∫
d2k‖

(2π)2
Kπ/θ(k‖ρ1)Kπ/θ(k‖ρ2)eik‖(x1 ||−x2 ||)×

×

sin
(π
θ
ϕ1

)
sin
(π
θ
ϕ2

)
, DD,

cos
(π
θ
ϕ1

)
cos
(π
θ
ϕ2

)
, NN.

(2.50)

In this limit the integral can be performed analytically

∆
〈
φi(x1)φj(x2)

〉
= −4δij

π

θ

(
1

ρ1ρ2

)[
F
(
−π
θ

)
−F

(π
θ

)]{sin
(
π
θϕ1

)
sin
(
π
θϕ2

)
, DD,

cos
(
π
θϕ1

)
cos
(
π
θϕ2

)
, NN,

(2.51)
where we defined

F(α) ≡ 1

4π2

(
ξ

2

)1+α

2F1

(
1 + α

2
, 1 +

α

2
, α; ξ2

)
. (2.52)

We notice that eq. (2.51) produces exactly the substitution of eq. (2.45), proving that the two
different b.c.’s are related by a wedge RG flow.

3 The bulk-wedge correlator from the equation of motion

In this section, we study the bulk-wedge two-point functions of scalar operators, and how they
can be found from the Dyson-Schwinger (DS) equations up to O(ε) with a quartic interaction
in the bulk in d = 4 − ε, or a quartic boundary interaction in d = 3 − ε. This approach has
been used in [63, 64] in the context of a single boundary with a bulk interaction in d = 4− ε.

In a WCFT there are four OPE’s in play: two for each boundary, which allow us to
express bulk operators in terms of the boundary operators, and two more which express the
boundary operators on the wall or the ramp in terms of edge operators. We call the former
two the bulk-boundary BOE’s, and the latter two boundary-wedge BOE’s. Using these OPE’s
we find that the bulk-wedge correlator for scalars is determined up to a function

〈φi(x‖, xd−1, xd)
ˆ̂Oj(y‖)〉 =

δijf(ϕ)

ρ∆φ− ˆ̂∆
(
s2
|| + ρ2

) ˆ̂∆
, s‖ ≡ x‖ − y‖ . (3.1)

Here ϕ is the single cross-ratio

ϕ = tan−1 xd−1

xd
. (3.2)
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We will find f(ϕ) by solving perturbatively the associated DS equations together with the
different b.c.’s, which read 8

DD: f (0)(0) = f (0)(θ) = 0 ,

NN: ∂ϕf
(0)(0) = ∂ϕf

(0)(θ) = 0 ,

DN: f (0)(0) = ∂ϕf
(0)(θ) = 0 .

(3.3)

The strategy we will follow is to expand all the relevant quantities such as the function f and
the scaling dimensions in terms of the dimensionless parameter ε. Up to first order we write

f(ϕ) = f (0)(ϕ) + ε f (1)(ϕ) +O(ε2) ,

∆φ = ∆
(0)
φ + ε γφ +O(ε2) ,

ˆ̂∆ = ˆ̂∆(0) + ε ˆ̂γ +O(ε2) .

(3.4)

Then, we need to plug the expansion (3.4) into the DS equation for the field bulk field φ(x)

and solve the differential equation order by order in ε. Finally, the last step is to suitably
impose the b.c.’s (3.3), as explained in detail later.

3.1 Free theory

To start we analyse the free theory case. A massless free scalar satisfies the Klein-Gordon
equation

�xφ
i = 0 , (3.5)

which gives us the DS equation for the bulk-wedge correlator

�x〈φi(x‖, xd−1, xd)
ˆ̂Oj(y‖)〉 = 0 . (3.6)

When applied to (3.1) we find the following differential equation

δij
ρ−∆

(0)
φ + ˆ̂∆(0)−2(

s2
|| + ρ2

)
ˆ̂∆(0)

∂2
θf

(0)(ϕ) + f (0)(ϕ)

( ˆ̂∆(0) −∆
(0)
φ

)2
−

2ρ2 ˆ̂∆(0)
(
d− 2− 2∆

(0)
φ

)
ρ2 + s2

||

 = 0 .

(3.7)

Since, as discussed above, conformal symmetry implies that f is a function of ϕ only, the
second term inside the bracket of (3.7) needs to vanish, which in turn implies

∆
(0)
φ =

d− 2

2
. (3.8)

We notice that this is indeed the scaling dimension of the fundamental free bulk scalar field
in (2.18). At this point we are left with the following differential equation for f (0)(ϕ)

∂2
ϕf

(0)(ϕ) +
(

ˆ̂∆(0) −∆
(0)
φ

)2
f (0)(ϕ) = 0 , (3.9)

8Note that the derivatives in r in the directional derivatives w.r.t. the boundary normals vanish in the
respective boundary limits.
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with the general solution

f (0)(ϕ) = A cos
[(

ˆ̂∆(0) −∆φ

)
ϕ
]

+B sin
[(

ˆ̂∆(0) −∆φ

)
ϕ
]
. (3.10)

Imposing the wall b.c. fixes one of the constants A or B to zero. The ramp b.c. will in turn
give us the wedge scaling dimension

ˆ̂∆(0)
α =

d− 2

2
+ α , α =

π

θ

m , DD, NN,

m+
1

2
, ND,

(3.11)

with m ∈ Z (non-zero for DD). This agrees with (2.18). The remaining constant can be fixed
by normalization, which we choose in such a way that we find agreement with (2.41)

f (0)(ϕ) =
Γ ˆ̂∆α

π∆φθΓα+1

{
sin (αϕ) , DD, DN,

cos (αϕ) , NN.
(3.12)

So far we have discussed the free scalar field in generic dimensions. Now we move on to discuss
interacting Wilson-Fisher theories.

3.2 Interacting theory: φ4-deformation in the bulk in d = 4− ε

In d = 4− ε we consider a quartic interaction in the bulk

S 3
∫

Rd
ddx

λ

8
(φ2)2 , (3.13)

from which we have the e.o.m.

�xφ
i =

λ

2
φ2φi , (3.14)

where we denoted φ2 ≡ (φi)2. In the conformal case we have to specify the coupling at the
RG fixed point

λ∗ =
(4π)2

N + 8
ε+O(ε2) . (3.15)

The e.o.m. applied to the bulk-edge correlator (2.41) is now given by

�x〈φi(x‖, xd−1, xd)
ˆ̂Ojα(y‖)〉 =

λ∗
2
〈φ2φi(x‖, xd−1, xd)

ˆ̂Ojα(y‖)〉 , (3.16)

Since the coupling starts at O(ε), it is sufficient to consider the free theory correlators on the
RHS. Applying Wick’s theorem

�x〈φi(x‖, xd−1, xd)
ˆ̂Ojα(y‖)〉1 =

(N + 2)λ∗
2

〈φi(x‖, xd−1, xd)
ˆ̂Ojα(y‖)〉0〈φ2(x‖, xd−1, xd)〉0 ,

(3.17)
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where we use the subscript 0 to denote the free theory correlator, and 1 is its first-order
correction in the interacting theory. E.g. the differential equation at O(ε) for DD is given by

∂2
ϕf

(1) + α2 f (1)(ϕ) + γφ
4x2

d (α+ 1) sin (αϕ)

πθ(x2
d + s2

|| cos2 ϕ)
+
(
θ2 + 3π2 csc2 πϕ

θ
− π2

) sin (αϕ)

3πθ3

+
2α(γφ − ˆ̂γ)

πθ

cscϕ

tanϕ
sin((α− 1)ϕ) +

(2α− 1)(γφ − ˆ̂γ)

πθ

sin (αϕ)

sin2 ϕ
= 0 (3.18)

If (3.18) has to depend only on ϕ we should have

γφ = 0 . (3.19)

Similarly, from the differential equation at O(ε) for NN and DN we find that this holds. Using
this condition, the differential equation at O(ε) reads

∂2
ϕf

(1)(ϕ) + α2f (1)(ϕ) + h(ϕ) = 0 , (3.20)

where

h(ϕ) =



sin(αϕ)

(
2πα

θ
ˆ̂γ +

(
θ2 + 3π2 csc2 πϕ

θ
− π2

) N + 2

6(N + 8)π θ3

)
, DD,

cos (αϕ)

(
2πα

θ
ˆ̂γ +

(
θ2 − 3π2 csc2 πϕ

θ
− π2

) N + 2

6(N + 8)π θ3

)
, NN,

sin (αϕ)

(
2πα

θ
ˆ̂γ +

(
θ2 + 3π2 csc

πϕ

θ
cot

πϕ

θ
+
π2

2

)
N + 2

6(N + 8)π θ3

)
, DN.

Note in particular that the f (1)(ϕ)-term vanishes in (3.20) for NN when α = 0. This means
that this solution has to be studied on its own, which we will do in the next Subsection.

For α 6= 0, these equations can be solved for different values of α as given in (3.11).
Similar to the free theory, the solution is fixed up to two constants. One of these constants is
zero which is seen by implementing the wall b.c.9 By implementing the ramp b.c. we fix the
edge anomalous dimension to be10

ˆ̂γ =


(N + 2)(π2 − 6παθ − θ2)

12(N + 8)αθ2
, DD, NN,

−(N + 2)(π2 + 12παθ + 2θ2)

24(N + 8)αθ2
, DN.

(3.21)

The anomalous dimension for DD with α = π/θ agrees with the older literature [2]. We double
check all of these anomalous dimensions using Feynman diagrams in Appendix B.1. The final

9For Neumann b.c.’s there is a single pole in ϕ, which corresponds to the BOE exchange of φ̂. This term
does not need to be zero. The b.c. is implemented by setting the ϕ0-term to zero. Similarly for NN, we
encounter a single pole in θ − ϕ in the ramp limit of ∂ϕφi which should not be tuned to zero.

10We had to solve DN for m = 1
2
and m ≥ 3

2
(in α of (3.11)) as two separate cases.
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results are

f
(1)DD
m≥1 (ϕ) = −π2

(
N + 2

2(N + 8)πθ
log
[
sin
(πϕ
θ

)]
−A

)
sin(αϕ)+

+ π
N + 2

2(N + 8)mθ

m∑
i=1

(m
i
− 1
)

sin

(
π(2i−m)ϕ

θ

)
,

(3.22)

f
(1)NN
m≥1 (ϕ) = −π2

(
N + 2

2(N + 8)πθ
log
[
sin
(πϕ
θ

)]
−A

)
cos(αϕ)+

− π2 N + 2

2(N + 8)αθ2

m∑
i=1

(m
i
− 1
)

cos

(
π(2i−m)ϕ

θ

)
− π2 N + 2

2(N + 8)αθ2
csc
(πϕ
θ

)
sin

(
π(m− 1)ϕ

θ

)
,

(3.23)

f
(1)ND
m=0 (ϕ) = −π2

(
N + 2

2(N + 8)πθ
log
[
sin
(πϕ
θ

)]
−A

)
sin(αϕ) , (3.24)

f
(1)ND
m≥1 (ϕ) = −π2

(
N + 2

2(N + 8)πθ
log
[
sin
(πϕ
θ

)]
−A

)
sin(αϕ)+

+ π2 N + 2

4(N + 8)αθ2

m∑
i=1

(
2i− 2m− 1

i

)
sin

[(
m− 2i+

1

2

)
πϕ

θ

]
− π2 N + 2

4(N + 8)αθ2
tan

(πϕ
2θ

)
cos

[(
m+

1

2

)
πϕ

θ

]
.

(3.25)

A is an undetermined constant which we will relate to a BOE coefficient in Sec. 4.

NN α = 0

Let us now solve the differential equation (3.20) for the special case of NN with α = 0. It has
the solution

f (1)(ϕ) = A+ Bϕ+
(N + 2)(π2 − θ2)λ∗

192π3θ3ε
ϕ2 − (N + 2)λ∗

32π3θε
log sin

(πϕ
θ

)
. (3.26)

In the respective boundary limits of its normal derivative we find

∂ϕf
(1)(ϕ) = −(N + 2)λ∗

32π3θεϕ
+ B +O(ϕ) ,

∂ϕf
(1)(ϕ) = − (N + 2)λ∗

32π3θε(ϕ− θ)
+ B +

(N + 2)(π2 − θ2)λ∗
96π3θ2ε

+O(ϕ− θ) .
(3.27)

As mentioned previously, the poles in ϕ and ϕ− θ correspond to the BOE exchange of φ̂ and
should not be set to zero. Tuning the O(ϕ0) and O((ϕ− θ)0) terms to zero yields

B = 0 , θ = π . (3.28)
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This means that the wedge operator ˆ̂φ (φ confined to the edge), is only conformal in the
unfolding limit θ → π. Adding (3.27) to the free theory result (3.12) gives us

f(ϕ) =
1

π
d
2 Γ

∆
(0)
φ

− ε
(

(N + 2)λ∗
32π4ε

log sinϕ−A
)

+O(ε2) . (3.29)

This corresponds to the expansion of a bulk-boundary correlator in a BCFT [65]

〈φi(x)φ̂j(0)〉 = δij
µφ
Ô

x
∆φ−∆̂0

d−1

(
s2
|| + x2

d−1

)∆̂0
, (3.30)

where the factor in front of the logarithm of (3.29) is the boundary anomalous dimension of

φ̂ and originates from the expansion of x−∆φ+∆̂0

d−1 . I.e. the wedge operator ˆ̂φ is nothing else
than φ̂ at the origin

ˆ̂γ = γ̂ = −(N + 2)λ∗
32π2ε

= − N + 2

2(N + 8)
. (3.31)

This anomalous dimension agrees with the result in older literature [66]. Note also that the
wedge anomalous dimensions (3.21) equal the boundary anomalous dimension above in the
unfolding limit θ → π.

3.3 Interacting theory: φ̂4-deformation on the boundary in d = 3− ε

In d = 3− ε we can consider a quartic interaction on the boundary [67], see also [68]. In our
case we will consider it on the ramp

S 3
∫

Rd−1

dd−1x‖
g

8
(φ̂2)2 , (3.32)

which gives us a modified Neumann b.c. on the ramp11

1

ρ
∂ϕφ

i
∣∣∣
ϕ=θ

= −g
2
φ̂2φ̂i . (3.33)

Here we denoted φ̂2 ≡ (φ̂i)2. In the conformal case we have to specify the coupling to the RG
fixed point

g∗ =
4π

N + 8
ε+O(ε2) . (3.34)

Also in this case we will focus on the correlator (3.1), where we are interested in the first order
in the ε-expansion. Since the bulk DS equation is not affected by the boundary perturbation,
the solution to the function f(ϕ) is the same as we found in (3.10). The only difference is in
the b.c. on the ramp, which now reads

1

ρ
∂ϕ〈φi(x‖, ρ, ϕ) ˆ̂Ojα(0)〉

∣∣∣
ϕ=θ

= −δij (N + 2)g∗
2

〈φ̂i(x‖, ρ) ˆ̂Ojα(0)〉0〈φ̂i 2(x‖, ρ)〉0 . (3.35)

11As seen by varying the fields.
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As clear from the equation above, we need the boundary-wedge correlator and the one-point
function of φ̂2 in the free limit. While the former can be found in any dimension from the
bulk-wedge correlator (2.41), we are able to report the form of the coefficient of the one-point
function for d = 3 only in the special case θ = π/n. In particular, we have〈

φ̂i(x) ˆ̂Ojα(y||)
〉

= δij
Γα+ 1

2

π
3
2 θΓα+1

ρα(
ρ2 + (s||)2

)α+ 1
2

, (3.36)

and 〈
φ̂i 2
〉

=
1

2
√

2π

κn
ρ
, κn ≡

n−1∑
k=1

1√
1− cos

(
2kπ
n

) . (3.37)

By imposing the purely Neumann b.c. on the wall boundary fixes the coefficient B = 0. As
in the free case, the other coefficient is related to the normalisation of the wedge operators,
and the b.c. on the ramp in eq. (3.35) fixes the conformal dimension of the wedge operator.
By plugging the correlators in (3.36) and (3.37) back to eq. (3.35), and setting d = 3− ε, we
obtain the anomalous dimension

ˆ̂γ =
N + 2

N + 8

1√
2αθ

κn . (3.38)

To check this expression, we found it worth deriving it also from the standard diagrammatic
approach in Appendix B.2.

4 CFT data at order ε

In this section, we will explain how the BOE coefficients at O(ε) can be found from the bulk-
wedge correlators found in the previous Section. This method relies on the conformal block
decomposition from [19], and in the process we will also find the anomalous dimension of the
single boundary operator from the free theory (φ̂ or ∂⊥φ̂).

4.1 Boundary anomalous dimensions

Using the bulk-boundary and boundary-wedge BOE’s (for the wall) we can write the bulk-
wedge correlator as

〈φi(x) ˆ̂Oj(y‖)〉 =
∑
Ô

µφÔ

|xd−1|∆φ−∆̂
Bd

∆̂
(x2
d−1)〈Ôi(x‖, r) ˆ̂Oj(y‖)〉 . (4.1)

The sum runs over all boundary primaries. The boundary-wedge correlator is fixed by con-
formal symmetry (in the same way as a bulk-boundary correlator in a BCFT)

〈Ôi(x‖, r) ˆ̂Oj(y‖)〉 = δij
µ̂Ô ˆ̂O

ρ∆̂− ˆ̂∆(s2
‖ + ρ2)

ˆ̂∆
. (4.2)
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Bd
∆̂

is a differential operator generating towers of descendants for each boundary primary

Bd
∆̂

(x2
d−1) =

∑
m≥0

(−1)mx2m
d−1

m!
(

∆̂− d−3
2

)
m

(∂2
x‖

+ ∂2
xd

)m . (4.3)

If we perform the summation over m we find the conformal blocks [19]. However, for the
purpose of finding the boundary anomalous dimensions from (3.22) it is enough to study the
lowest order in ρ of (4.1)

〈φi(x) ˆ̂Oj(y‖)〉 = δij
c∆̂ sin∆̂−∆φ ϕ

ρ∆φ− ˆ̂∆(s2
‖ + r2)

ˆ̂∆
+ ... , c∆̂ = µφÔf µ̂

Ôf
ˆ̂O
, (4.4)

where Ôf ∈ {φ̂, ∂⊥φ̂} is the boundary operator from the free theory. By comparing this with
(3.1) we find

f(ϕ) = c∆̂ sin∆̂−∆φ ϕ+ ... . (4.5)

In the ε-expansion (3.4) with12

∆̂n = ∆
(0)
φ + n+ ε γ̂n +O(ε2) ,

c∆̂n
= c

(0)

∆̂n
+ ε c

(1)

∆̂n
+O(ε2) ,

(4.6)

we have to the lowest order in ϕ

f (1)(ϕ) = c
(0)

∆̂n
ϕ∆̂

(0)
n −∆

(0)
φ + ... ,

f (1)(ϕ) = ϕ∆̂
(0)
n −∆

(0)
φ (c

(1)

∆̂n
+ c

(0)

∆̂n
(γ̂n − γφ) logϕ) + ... .

(4.7)

If we were to use the BOE’s for the ramp in (4.1) we simply exchange ϕ→ θ − ϕ.
By expanding our results of f(ϕ) from Sec. 3 in ϕ (either around zero or θ) we can

extract the CFT data of the boundary operator from the free theory. For the three different
combinations of b.c.’s we find the boundary anomalous dimensions (3.31) (it is the same on
the wall and the ramp) consistent with the BCFT literature. Remarkably, we have now found
all of the anomalous dimensions appearing at O(ε) (bulk, boundary and wedge) only assuming
that the bulk-wedge correlator satisfies the e.o.m.

The correction to the first BOE coefficient, c(1)

∆̂
, differs for different b.c.’s, and e.g. for

DD it is given by

c
(1)

∆̂
= αA+

(N + 2)λ∗
32π2θ2ε

(
m

(
2− log

(π
θ

)
−
m−1∑
k=1

1

k

)
− 3

2

)
, (4.8)

where we also see how this is related to the undetermined coefficient A from (3.22). It is
related in a similar way for the other b.c.’s.

12The boundary anomalous dimensions correspond to normal derivatives. This choice of scaling dimensions
is motivated by the generalized free theory solutions [20].
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4.2 BOE coefficients

Let us now study how we can find the other BOE coefficients that appear at O(ε) from (3.22).
As previously mentioned, by performing the summation in the differential operator in (4.1)
we find the conformal blocks, and in turn also the bootstrap equation [19]

f(ϕ) = sin
ˆ̂∆α−∆φ(ϕ)

∑
n

cnGn
(

∆̂n, ˆ̂∆α, tanϕ
)

= sin
ˆ̂∆α−∆φ(θ − ϕ)

∑
m

c′mGm
(

∆̂′m,
ˆ̂∆α, tan(θ − ϕ)

)
,

(4.9)

with the conformal blocks

Gn(∆̂n, ˆ̂∆α, η) = η∆̂n− ˆ̂∆α
2F1

(
∆̂n − ˆ̂∆α

2
,
∆̂n − ˆ̂∆α + 1

2
, ∆̂n −

d− 3

2
,−η2

)
. (4.10)

Note that the bootstrap equation (4.9) is symmetric under ϕ → θ − ϕ, which is the same as
switching the two boundaries with each other: wall ←→ ramp. This explains why DN b.c. is
the same as ND (Neumann on the wall and Dirichlet on the ramp).

In the ε-expansion (3.4, 4.6) we write

Gn(∆̂n, ˆ̂∆α, η) = G(0)
n (∆̂(0)

n , ˆ̂∆(0)
α , η) + εG(1)

n (∆̂(0)
n , ˆ̂∆(0)

α , γ̂n, ˆ̂γα, η) ,

G(0)
n (∆̂(0)

n , ˆ̂∆(0)
α , η) = Gn(∆̂(0)

n , ˆ̂∆(0)
α , η) ,

(4.11)

which gives us the wall block decomposition

f (0)(ϕ) = sinα ϕ
∑
n

c(0)
n G(0)

n (∆̂(0)
n , ˆ̂∆(0)

α , tanϕ) , (4.12)

f (1)(ϕ) = sinα ϕ
∑
n

[
c(1)
n G(0)

n (∆̂(0)
n , ˆ̂∆(0)

α , tanϕ)+

+ c(0)
n G(1)

n (∆̂(0)
n , ˆ̂∆(0)

α , γ̂0/1, ˆ̂γα, tanϕ)+

+ (ˆ̂γ − γφ) log(sinϕ) c(0)
n G(0)

n (∆̂(0)
n , ˆ̂∆(0)

α , tanϕ)

]
.

(4.13)

The conformal block in the free theory is orthogonal13∮
|η|=ε̃

dη

2πi
Ξ(∆̂(0)

m , ˆ̂∆(0)
α , η)G(0)

n (∆̂(0)
n , ˆ̂∆(0)

α , η) = δmn . (4.14)

The integration is over a small circle with radius 0 < ε̃ � 1, i.e. we consider the residue at
η = 0, and the orthogonality weight function is given by

Ξ(∆̂(0)
m , ˆ̂∆(0)

α , η) = η
ˆ̂∆
(0)
α −∆̂

(0)
m −1

2F1

(
ˆ̂∆

(0)
α − ∆̂

(0)
m − 1

2
,

ˆ̂∆
(0)
α − ∆̂

(0)
m

2
− 1,

d+ 1

2
− ∆̂(0)

m ,−η2

)
.

13This orthogonality is found in the same way as in [23, 24].
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If we apply this orthogonality relation to f (0)(ϕ) in (4.12) we find

c(0)
n =

∮
|ϕ|=ε̃

dϕ

2πi

Ξ(∆̂
(0)
n , ˆ̂∆

(0)
k , tanϕ)

cos2 ϕ sinα ϕ
f (0)(ϕ) . (4.15)

For the ramp-channel BOE coefficients we exchange cos−2 ϕ → − cos−2(θ − ϕ) and take the
residue at ϕ = θ. Using the result of f (0) from Sec. 3.1 we find for the different b.c.’s

DD: c(0)
n =

Γ ˆ̂∆
(0)
α

π∆
(0)
φ θ Γα

δn1 , c′(0)
n =

(−1)α+1Γ ˆ̂∆
(0)
α

π∆
(0)
φ θ Γα

δn1 ,

NN: c(0)
n =

Γ ˆ̂∆
(0)
α

π∆
(0)
φ θ αΓα

δn0 , c′(0)
n =

(−1)αΓ ˆ̂∆
(0)
α

π∆
(0)
φ θ αΓα

δn0 ,

DN: c(0)
n =

Γ ˆ̂∆
(0)
α

π∆
(0)
φ θ Γα

δn1 , c′(0)
n = −

i2α+1Γ ˆ̂∆
(0)
α

π∆
(0)
φ θ αΓα

δn0 ,

(4.16)

where m is the integer in α. This means that at O(ε) we only need the ε-expansion of the
two conformal blocks with n ∈ {0, 1}, i.e. G(1)

0/1. In appendix C we outline how this is done.
Applying the orthogonality relation (4.14) to (4.13) gives us

c(1)
n =

∮
|ϕ|=ε̃

dϕ

2πi

Ξ(∆̂
(0)
n , ˆ̂∆

(0)
k , tanϕ)

cos2 ϕ sinα ϕ

[
f (1)(ϕ)− c(0)

0/1 G
(1)(∆̂

(0)
0/1,

ˆ̂∆(0)
α , γ̂0/1, ˆ̂γα, tanϕ)+

−(ˆ̂γ − γφ) log(sinϕ) c
(0)
0/1 G

(0)(∆̂
(0)
0/1,

ˆ̂∆(0)
α , tanϕ)

]
.

(4.17)

This integral is difficult to do in general, but it can be done for specific values of n. Only odd
(Dirichlet) or even (Neumann) BOE coefficients (w.r.t. n) are non-zero, which agrees with the
results in a BCFT [23]. Unfortunately we were not able to find the general form for the BOE
coefficients,and we list the first few BOE coefficients for DD. The first one, n = 1, agrees with
(4.8), and the next non-trivial one is given by

c
(1)
5 = −(N + 2)m(π4 − θ4)λ∗

9600π2θ6ε
. (4.18)

Here m is the same as in (3.11).
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A Computation of the propagator

In this appendix we give the details regarding the computation of the free bulk-bulk propagator
reported in the main text. We need to compute

〈
φi(x, ϕ, ρ)φj(0, ϕ′, ρ′)

〉
=
δij

2θ

+∞∑
m=−∞

∫
dd−1k

kρ
2ω(2π)d−3

e−iωt+ik·xJ|πm
θ
| (kρ ρ) J|πm

θ
|
(
kρ ρ

′)×
×
(
ei
π
θ
m(ϕ−ϕ′) ± ei

π
θ
m(ϕ+ϕ′)

)
,

(A.1)

where we promoted the fields to be invariant under O(N). In the Euclidean formulation this
may be rewritten as

〈
φ(x, ϕ, ρ)φ(0, ϕ′, ρ′)

〉
=
πδij

θ

∑
m

G
(πm/θ)
S (x||, ρ;x′||, ρ

′)
(
ei
π
θ
m(ϕ−ϕ′) ± ei

π
θ
m(ϕ+ϕ′)

)
, (A.2)

where we defined

G
(ν)
S (x||, ρ;x′||, ρ

′) ≡
∫
dd−3k dkρ dkτ

kρ
(2π)d−1

e−ikτ (τ−τ ′)+ik·(x−x′)

k2
ρ + k2 + k2

τ

Jν (kρ ρ) Jν
(
kρ ρ

′) . (A.3)

By employing a Schwinger parametrisation

1

An
=

∫ ∞
0

ds
sn−1

Γn
e−sA , A > 0 , (A.4)

and performing the Gaussian integration over k and kτ , we obtain

G
(ν)
S (x, x′) =

∫ +∞

0
ds

∫ +∞

0
dkρ

kρ

2d−1πd/2
1

sd/2−1
e−

(x−x′)2+(τ−τ ′)2

4s e−k
2
ρs

× Jν (kρ ρ) Jν
(
kρ ρ

′) . (A.5)

The integral over kρ in eq. (A.5) can be performed analytically (see for example [69])

G
(ν)
S (x, x′) =

1

2dπd/2

∫ ∞
0

ds sd/2−2e−s(ρ
2+ρ′2+(x−x′)2)/4Iν

(
s ρ ρ′

2

)
. (A.6)

At this point also the integral over s in eq. (A.6) can be done, and the result is expressed in
equation (2.20).14

14Note that we found convenient to use the relation

Iβ(z) = e∓iβπ/2Jβ
(
ze±iπ/2

)
(A.7)

before computing the integral.
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A case of interest is when θ = π/n. Indeed with this assumption, the sum overm simplifies
and can be done. In this case the propagator reads〈

φ(x, ϕ, ρ)φ(0, ϕ′, ρ′)
〉

=
nδij

2d−2πd/2

∫ ∞
0

ds sd/2−2e−s(ρ
2+ρ′2+(x−x′)2)/4×

×
∞∑
m=0

′Imn

(
s ρ ρ′

2

){
sin (mnϕ) sin (mnϕ′) , DD,

cos (mnϕ) cos (mnϕ′) , NN,

(A.8)

where the sums can be expressed in terms of elementary functions as
∞∑
m=0

sin(nmϕ) sin(nmϕ′)Imn(z) =

1

4n

n−1∑
k=0

[
exp

{
z cos

(
2kπ + n(ϕ− ϕ′)

n

)}
− exp

{
z cos

(
2kπ + n(ϕ+ ϕ′)

n

)}]
,

(A.9)

and
∞∑
m=0

′ cos(nmϕ) cos(nmϕ′)Imn(z) =

1

4n

n−1∑
k=0

[
exp

{
z cos

(
2kπ + n(ϕ− ϕ′)

n

)}
+ exp

{
z cos

(
2kπ + n(ϕ+ ϕ′)

n

)}]
.

(A.10)

By plugging those identities back to eq. (A.8) and performing the integral over s we obtain
eq. (2.27).

B Feynman diagrams

In this appendix we double check the results on the wedge anomalous dimensions by calculating
Feynman diagrams. We do not find the full correlator in this approach, making the method
in Sec. 3 stronger. However, from Feynman diagrams we are able to extract the wedge
anomalous dimensions. At the first order in perturbation theory, they can be extracted from
the logarithmic contribution to the relevant Feynman diagram. By conformal symmetry along
the edge, the two-point function of defect primaries has the form

〈 ˆ̂Oiα(x‖)
ˆ̂Ojβ(y‖)〉 = δijδαβ

C ˆ̂∆

|x|||2
ˆ̂∆
, (B.1)

where ˆ̂∆ is the conformal dimension of the defect primary ˆ̂Oα. In a perturbative framework
we may write

ˆ̂∆ = ˆ̂∆(0) + εˆ̂γ +O(ε2) , C ˆ̂∆
= C

(0)
ˆ̂∆

+ εC
(1)
ˆ̂∆

+O(ε2) . (B.2)

By plugging this into eq. (B.1) and expanding in λ we obtain

〈 ˆ̂Oiα(x‖)
ˆ̂Ojβ(y‖)〉 =

δijδαβ

|s‖|2
ˆ̂∆(0)

[
C

(0)
ˆ̂∆

+
(
C

(1)
ˆ̂∆
− 2C

(0)
ˆ̂∆

ˆ̂γ(1) log |s|||
)
ε
]

+O(ε2) . (B.3)
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This means that, at O(λ), we can extract the anomalous dimension, ˆ̂γ, from the coefficient of
the logarithmic divergence, Alog, as

ˆ̂γ = − Alog

2C
(0)
ˆ̂∆
ε
. (B.4)

B.1 Wedge anomalous dimension in d = 4− ε

The leading contribution to the anomalous dimension comes from the following integral〈
ˆ̂Oiα(x||)

ˆ̂Ojα(y‖)
〉

1
= −δij (N + 2)λ

2

∫ +∞

0
dρ ρ

∫ θ

0
dϕ

∫
Rd−2

dd−2z||

〈
ˆ̂Okα(x||)φ

k(z)
〉

0
×

×
〈
φk 2(z)

〉
0

〈
φk(z) ˆ̂Okα(y‖)

〉
0
,

where k represents only one of the possible N fields, and in the integrand we have the corre-
lators from the free theory reported in Sec. 2. We are interested in the case when α > 0. We
find it convenient to rewrite the integral as〈

ˆ̂Oiα(x||)
ˆ̂Ojα(y‖)

〉
1

=− δij (N + 2)λ

64π4 θ4
I(θ)J (s‖) . (B.5)

Here we defined

I(θ) ≡
∫ θ

0
dϕ gα(ϕ)h(ϕ) ,

J (s||) ≡
∫ +∞

0
dρ

∫
d2y||

1

ρ3

(
ρ

ρ2 +
(
x|| − y||

)2
)α+1(

ρ

ρ2 + y2
||

)α+1

.

(B.6)

The angular integral can be done directly by introducing an angular cutoff ϑ s.t. ϕ ∈ (ϑ, θ−ϑ)

I(θ) =



(π2 − θ2)θ

2
− 3π2mθ , DD,

2θ3

3πϑ(θ − ϑ)
+

(π2 − θ2)θ

2
− 3π2mθ , NN,

3θ3

θ − ϑ
− θ3

2
− π2θ(12m+ 7)

4
, DN.

(B.7)

For the purpose of finding the wedge anomalous dimension we only need to care about the
finite part of I(θ), and discard the non-universal power-law divergence. Note that the result
corresponding to DD and NN are the same, while the DN case differs. The poles in ϑ or θ−ϑ
corresponds to the φ̂ exchange on its respective boundary for Neumann b.c.

We are left with analysing the function J (s||). After a Feynman parametrization, and a
shift z‖ → z‖ + us‖

J (s||) =
Γ2(α+1)

Γ2
α+1

∫ +∞

0
dρ

∫ 1

0
du

∫
Rd−2

dd−2z|| ρ
2α−1 [u(1− u)]α[

ρ2 + z2
|| + s2

|| u(1− u)
]2(α+1)

. (B.8)
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The integral over z‖ can now be done using a Schwinger parametrization (A.4)

J (x||) =
Γ (2α+ 1)

Γ2
α+1

π∣∣s||∣∣2(2α+1)

∫ +∞

0
dρ

∫ 1

0
du ρ2α−1 [u(1− u)]α(

ρ2

s2||
+ u(1− u)

)2α+1 .
(B.9)

At this point, if we perform the integral over ρ first, we see that the result is finite without the
introduction of any cutoff. However, the integral over u turns out to be logarithmic divergent.
To better expose this divergence we first rewrite the ρ-integral in terms of ρ2 and then we
introduce a cutoff % s.t. ρ2 ≥ %2. We get

J (x||) =
Γ (2α+ 1)

Γ2
α+1

π

2
∣∣s||∣∣2(2α+1)

∫ +∞

%2
dρ2

∫ 1

0
du
(
ρ2
)α−1 [u(1− u)]α(

ρ2

s2||
+ u(1− u)

)2α+1

=
Γ (2α+ 1)

Γ2
α+1

π

2
∣∣s||∣∣2(2α+1)

∫ +∞

0
dρ2

∫ 1

0
du
(
ρ2
)α−1 [u(1− u)]α(

ρ2

s2||
+ %2

s2||
+ u(1− u)

)2α+1 + ... .

Note that in the second step we did the shift ρ2 → ρ2 + %2. In an expansion in the cutoff
we can neglect the %-contribution from the ρ2-term of the numerator. Performing the integral
over ρ2 gives

J (s||) =
θ

2m
∣∣s||∣∣2(α+1)

∫ 1

0
du

[u(1− u)]α(
%2

s2||
+ u(1− u)

)α+1 . (B.10)

Thanks to the cutoff %, now also the integral over u is convergent, and it can be performed an-
alytically. The result is a hypergeometric function which we do not report here. By expanding
the result in the cutoff we find

J (s||) =
2π

α
∣∣x||∣∣2(α+1)

[
log

(∣∣s||∣∣
%

)
− 1

2α
− ψ (α)

2
− γE

2

]
+O(%) , (B.11)

where ψ(α) is the digamma function, and γE is the Euler-Mascheroni constant. As discussed
above, the correction to the conformal dimension can be found from the coefficient of the
logarithmic term in the correlator (B.5).

All and all, this gives

C
(0)
ˆ̂∆

=
1

π θ
, Alog =

(N + 2)λ

96π4θ2


π2(6m− 1) + θ2

m
, DD, NN,

π2(12m+ 7) + 2θ2

2m+ 1
, DN.

(B.12)

The formula (B.4) then reproduces the wedge anomalous dimensions in (3.21).
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B.2 Wedge anomalous dimension in d = 3− ε

In this case we need to compute〈
ˆ̂Oiα(x||)

ˆ̂Ojα(y‖)
〉

1
= −δij (N + 2)g∗

2

∫ +∞

0
dρ

∫
Rd−2

dz||

〈
ˆ̂Okα(x||)φ̂

k(z)
〉

0

〈
φ̂k 2(z)

〉
0

〈
φ̂k(z) ˆ̂Okα(y‖)

〉
0
.

where again k represents only one of the N possible fields. Analogously to the computation
done above, we need the boundary-wedge propagator and the one-point function of φ2 when
d = 3. Those correlators have been reported in eq. (3.36) and eq. (3.37).

Thus, the integral to compute is

〈
ˆ̂Oiα(x||)

ˆ̂Ojα(y‖)
〉

1
=− δij

(N + 2)g∗κnΓ2
α+ 1

2

4
√

2π4θ2Γ2
α+1

×

×
∫ +∞

0
dρ

∫
dy|| ρ

2α−1

(
1

ρ2 + (x|| − y||)2

)α+ 1
2

(
1

ρ2 + y2
||

)α+ 1
2

.

By doing the same steps as in the case of Sec. B.1 we obtain〈
ˆ̂Oiα(x||)

ˆ̂Ojα(y‖)
〉

1
= δij

(N + 2)g∗κnΓ2α

22α+ 3
2πθ2Γ2

α+1s
2α+1
||

[
Hα− 1

2
− 2 log

( |s|||
%

)]
+O(%) , (B.13)

where Hx is the analytic continuation of the harmonic number to real values. From the above
equation we can extract the anomalous dimension, which gives us (3.38).15

C Expansion of the conformal blocks

In this Appendix we explain how the conformal blocks from the free theory can be expanded
in ε. For Dirichlet b.c. we wish to expand

G0(∆̂0, ˆ̂∆α, z) ∝ 2F1

(
−α

2
+ aε,

1− α
2

+ aε,
1

2
+ bε, z

)
, (C.1)

and for Neumann b.c.

G1(∆̂0, ˆ̂∆α, z) ∝ 2F1

(
1− α

2
+ aε, 1− α

2
+ aε,

3

2
+ bε, z

)
. (C.2)

The coefficients a and b are given by

a =
γ̂ − ˆ̂γ

2
, b = γ̂ . (C.3)

These two blocks satisfy the relation

2F1(a, b, c, z) = (
√
z + 1)−2a

2F1

(
2a, c− 1

2
, 2c− 1,

2
√
z√

z + 1

)
, (C.4)

15Had we added the same interaction on both of the boundaries, we get the same wedge anomalous dimension
multiplied by a factor of two.
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which holds if b = a+ 1
2 . Applying this relation, and for the Dirichlet block also the following

one of Kummer’s relations

2F1(a, b, c, z) =
Γ1−aΓ1−bΓc

Γ2−cΓc−aΓc−b

2F1(a− c+ 1, b− c+ 1, 2− c, z)
zc−1

+

+
Γ1−aΓ1−b

Γ1−cΓc−a−b+1

2F1(c− a, c− b, c− a− b+ 1, z)

(1− z)a+b−c ,

(C.5)

we find 2F1(a, b, c, z)’s in the conformal blocks that all satisfy c > b > O(ε). This means that
we can use the following real-line integral representation (on all of the 2F1’s)16

2F1(a, b, c, z) =
Γc

ΓbΓc−b

∫ 1

0
dt
tb−1(1− t)c−b−1

(1− t z)a
. (C.6)

The integrand can then be expanded in ε. This gives us integrals over different kinds of
logarithms at O(ε), which we performed using the ’Rubi’ package for Mathematica [70]. We
have then found the ε-expansions of the 2F1 in the blocks17

G0 ∝
(1−

√
z)
k

+ (1 +
√
z)
k

2
+ ε

{
(a− c)(1 +

√
z)
k − (1−

√
z)
k

k
+

+ (c− a)
(
1 +
√
z
)k

log
(
1 +
√
z
)
− a

(
1−
√
z
)k

log
(
1−
√
z
)

+

− c
(√
z + 1

)k
log
(
2
√
z
)

+ (c− a)Hk−1

[(
1−
√
z
)k − (1 +

√
z
)k]

+

+Hk

[
(a− c)

(
1−
√
z
)k − a (√z + 1

)k]
+

− c (1−
√
z)
k+1

(k + 1)(1 +
√
z)

2F1

(
1, k + 1; k + 2;

1−
√
z

1 +
√
z

)
+

+
ck
√
z

1 +
√
z

[(
1 +
√
z
)k

3F2

(
1, 1, 1− k; 2, 2;

2
√
z√

z + 1

)
+

−
(
1−
√
z
)k

3F2

(
1, 1, 1− k; 2, 2;

2
√
z√

z − 1

)]}
,

(C.7)

G1 ∝
(1 +

√
z)
k − (1−

√
z)
k

2k
√
z

+ ε

{
(a+ ck)

(1 +
√
z)
k − (1−

√
z)
k

k2
√
z

+

+
a (1−

√
z)
k

log (1−
√
z)

k
√
z

− a (1 +
√
z)
k

log (1 +
√
z)

k
√
z

+

− c
[(

1−
√
z
)k−1

3F2

(
1, 1, 1− k; 2, 2;

2
√
z√

z − 1

)
+

+
(
1 +
√
z
)k−1

3F2

(
1, 1, 1− k; 2, 2;

2
√
z

1 +
√
z

)]}
.

(C.8)

16This integral is convergent for b > a > 0.
17These can also be found in the attached Mathematica file.
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