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Abstract

The Klebanov-Tarnopolsky tensor model is a quantum field theory for rank-three tensor
scalar fields with certain quartic potential. The theory possesses an unusual large N limit
known as the melonic limit that is strongly coupled yet solvable, producing at large distance
a rare example of non-perturbative non-supersymmetric conformal field theory that admits
analytic solutions. We study the dynamics of defects in the tensor model defined by localized
magnetic field couplings on a p-dimensional subspace in the d-dimensional spacetime. While
we work with general p and d, the physically interesting cases include line defects in d = 2, 3
and surface defects in d = 3. By identifying a novel large N limit that generalizes the
melonic limit in the presence of defects, we prove that the defect one-point function of the
scalar field only receives contributions from a subset of the Feynman diagrams in the shape
of melonic trees. These diagrams can be resummed using a closed Schwinger-Dyson equation
which enables us to determine non-perturbatively this defect one-point function. At large
distance, the solutions we find describe nontrivial conformal defects and we discuss their
defect renormalization group (RG) flows. In particular, for line defects, we solve the exact
RG flow between the trivial and the conformal lines in d = 4 − ǫ. We also compute the
exact line defect entropy and verify the g-theorem. Furthermore we analyze the defect two-
point function of the scalar field and its decomposition via the operator-product-expansion,
providing explicit formulae for one-point functions of bilinear operators and the stress-energy
tensor.
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1 Introduction and Summary

1.1 Defects and their conformal limit

Extended operators known as defects play an important role in the understanding of Quan-

tum Field Theory (QFT). They lead to a vast generalization of observables in QFT beyond

the local point-like operators. Familiar examples include the Wilson loop in gauge theories [1]

and the Kondo impurity in lattice models [2]. More generally, a defect is characterized by its

spacetime dimension p ≤ d−1 or codimension q = d−p and modifies the QFT path integral.
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On the one hand, living on a submanifold of positive codimension, a defect can host an ar-

ray of novel dynamical phenomena, such as defect renormalization-group (RG) flows [3–13],

phase transitions on the defect [14–19] and defect anomalies [12,20–32], all without altering

the physics in the bulk far away from the defect. On the other hand, defects are sensitive to

the bulk dynamics and provide an indispensable tool for detecting generalized higher-form

symmetries and anomalies in the bulk [33], which are essential to elucidate the phase diagram

of the bulk QFT [34].

In recent years, the study of defects in QFT have been catalyzed by a combination of

numerical and analytical tools that expand on the success in the case of conventional QFT

observables such as local correlation functions. This is especially the case for defects in Con-

formal Field Theory (CFT) whose defect RG fixed points are described by Defect Conformal

Field Theory (DCFT). These conformal defects (DCFTs) correspond to universality classes

of defects in a given CFT and serve as the starting points to explore the full defect landscape.

Thanks to the extra conformal symmetry

SO(p+ 1, 1)× SO(d− p) ⊂ SO(d+ 1, 1) , (1.1)

preserved by a p-dimensional conformal defect, it can be studied numerically by a natural

extension of the conformal bootstrap approach to DCFT [35–38]. In cases with supersym-

metry, supersymmetric localization methods have been developed to determine protected

defect observables exactly [39–49]. For non-supersymmetric DCFTs or non-protected ob-

servables in supersymmetric DCFTs, it becomes more challenging to obtain analytic results.

If the defect has an explicit Lagrangian description, one can always compute the Feynman

diagrams as in the standard perturbation theory to determine defect observables. However

in practice what one obtains this way is at best an asymptotic series in the small couplings

and it is generally difficult to extract non-perturbative results at finite couplings. Several

powerful methods have been developed in the last few years to overcome this obstacle using

large N [50–55], large charge [56–59], and integrability [60–62].1 In particular, perhaps the

simplest interacting scalar field theory, the critical O(N) model (Wilson-Fisher fixed point

in d = 4− ǫ dimensions), is known to host a rich family of line defects (p = 1) connected by

nontrivial defect RG flows, and similarly for boundaries (d − p = 1), which can be studied

analytically in the large N limit [51–53, 55] (see also related work in the large charge limit

at finite N [56, 58] and previous bootstrap studies at N = 1 [36]).

1These methods were developed building upon previous works that deal with defect-less observables. The
readers can find references to these foundational works in the papers cited here.
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1.2 Scalar quantum field theory and localized magnetic defects

Scalar quantum field theory is arguably the most intensively studied class of QFTs. Despite

the general obstacle to obtain finite coupling results, perturbation series in these models can

exhibit simplifying features in certain large N limits that make them more tractable. The

aforementioned O(N) model is the familiar theory of N scalar fields φa with a = 1, 2, . . .N

and a quartic O(N)-invariant potential, also known as the O(N) vector model. The theory

has a solvable large N limit that flows to an interacting but weakly coupled CFT for d < 4.

In particular, at infinite N the scalar fields have classical scaling dimensions (thus free) and

the theory has a higher spin symmetry that is weakly broken by anomalous dimensions at

O(1/N) [63–67].2 There are natural generalizations of the O(N) vector model in d ≤ 4

known as tensor models by considering a rank k tensor scalar field φa1a2...ak transforming in

the fundamental representation of O(N)k, with renormalizable interactions that are invariant

under O(N)k.3 These models are in general much more complicated than the vector O(N)

case, simply due to the sheer amount of dynamical fields and the proliferation of possible

interactions. The k = 2 case is a close analog of the Hermitian matrix model of N2 scalar

fields, and has a unique single-trace O(N)2-invariant quartic interaction (and one double-

trace partner). This matrix theory admits a ’t Hooft large N limit where the single-trace

interaction and planar (fattened) Feynman diagrams dominate [69]. It is a much richer case

compared to the vector model because already in the leading N limit, there is a nontrivial

dependence on the ’t Hooft coupling λM (rescaled from the single-trace quartic coupling)

and it is a unsolved problem to determine finite λM dependence in matrix models at d > 0.

Given the incremental complexity from the vector to the matrix O(N) models, one would

be surprised to find solvable yet non-trivial tensor models of rank k ≥ 3. Nonetheless, it

has been shown that such a large N limit exists for tensor models at k = 3, where the

perturbative expansion is governed by a single O(N)3-invariant quartic coupling known as

the tetrahedral interaction and certain (fattened) Feynman diagrams of the melonic type

dominate [70] (generalizing the d = 0 models in [71–73] and the d = 1 fermionic model

in [74]). Thus this limit is commonly referred to as the melonic limit. The corresponding

tensor model is known as the melonic tensor model which is described by the following action,

STM =

∫

ddx

[

1

2
(∂µφabc)

2 +
λT

4N
3
2

φabcφab′c′φa′bc′φa′b′c

]

. (1.2)

2The weakly broken higher spin symmetry in the O(N) vector model is so constraining that the theory
is essentially fixed at the first nontrivial order in the 1/N expansion [66].

3See [68] for a review of the large N tensor models.
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As in the matrix large N limit, there is a nontrivial ’t Hooft coupling λT (rescaled tetrahedral

coupling) in the melonic limit. However, unlike in the matrix case, here miraculously, the

infinite series in λT can be resummed using an exact Schwinger-Dyson equation, which

has lead to the discovery of strongly-coupled scalar CFTs in d < 4 with order N3 degrees

of freedom whose correlation functions can be determined exactly in the leading large N

limit [70].4 Thus we see the melonic tensor model serves as an interesting middle ground in

the world of scalar QFTs between the vector and matrix models, which is rich yet solvable.5

Thus far the study of defects in the non-supersymmetric setting is largely restricted to

weakly coupled bulk QFTs, which has already produced many interesting examples with

intriguing features [55, 58, 76–81].6 Bulk interactions will certainly modify the defect ob-

servables in nontrivial ways and it remains a challenge to incorporate their effects at finite

coupling. Here we will capitalize on the advantageous features of the melonic tensor models

mentioned above to study defects in strongly-coupled scalar QFTs.

More explicitly, we study the following defect in the melonic tensor model defined by a

localized source for one component of the scalar field φabc on a p-dimensional subspace,

SDTM = STM − J̄abc

∫

dpx‖ φabc(x‖, x⊥ = 0) , (1.3)

where we fix the flavor indices (abc) (no summation).7 We refer to the coupled system as

the defect tensor model. Here we have split the flat spacetime coordinates as x = (x‖, x⊥)

or with indices xµ = (xα‖ , x
i
⊥) where α = 1, 2 . . . , p and i = p + 1, . . . , d, so that the defect

world-volume has coordinates x‖ and locates at x⊥ = 0. This is analogous to the pinning

field defect (or localized magnetic defect) studied in the context of (2+1)-dimensional lattice

models [82], where the defect is described by coupling the order parameter to a background

magnetic field localized in space and extending in the time direction. The continuum field

theory analysis of such defects was carried out in the vector O(N) model in [55]. We will

follow suit and refer to the coupling in (1.3) as defining the localized magnetic defect Dp in

the tensor model. Note that contrary to previous studies of such defects in the vector O(N)

model, we do not restrict to line defects (i.e. p is general).8

4One may wonder what happens for tensor models beyond rank k = 3. See [75] for a generalization of
the solvable melonic limit to the higher rank tensor model at k ≥ 4, which is governed by a degree k + 1
“maximally single-trace” interaction that generalizes the tetrahedral coupling in (1.2).

5At the diagrammatic level, one can see explicitly that the melonic diagrams constitute a special subset
of the planar diagrams and this makes the resummation possible [68].

6In particular, even free theories can host nontrivial defects (see for example [76–81]).
7It would be interesting to consider more general defect couplings.
8The physically interesting cases correspond to d = 2 with p = 1 and d = 3 with p = 1, 2 but formally
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The localized magnetic defect explicitly breaks the bulk O(N)3 global symmetry to an

O(N − 1)3 subgroup along the defect world-volume. Since the symmetry is unbroken in the

bulk, we can re-orient the tensor field in the O(N)3 directions such that the magnetic cou-

pling is with the φ111 component. This defect coupling changes qualitatively the correlation

functions of local operators built out of φabc due to additional Feynman diagrams that can an-

chor on the defect, in particular leading to a nontrivial one-point function 〈φ111(x)〉Dp
which

otherwise vanishes in the absence of the defect. Note that because of the residual O(N −1)3

symmetry, the defect one-point function 〈φabc(x)〉Dp
is zero unless a = b = c = 1. The main

goal here is to study such nontrivial defect correlation functions at the non-perturbative level

and we summarize the main results below.

1.3 Summary of the main results

〈φ111〉Dp

J JJJJ JJJJJJ JJ J J JJ J J J J JJ JJ JJ

Figure 1: The contribution to the one-point function 〈φ111(x)〉Dp
comes only from the

tree diagrams, where each edge is the exact propagator (containing nested melons) of the
tensor model in the large N limit (1.4).

While it is straightforward to compute a few of these Feynman diagrams at leading

orders in the λT and J̄111 expansion for the one-point function 〈φ111(x)〉Dp
, it may seem

a formidable task to obtain the nonperturbative answer which requires summing infinitely

many diagrams. The success of the melonic tensor model without defects motivates us to

look for a generalization of the large N limit thereof to the case with defects. Indeed, from

we will work with general 1 ≤ p < d. This is possible because in our large N limit (1.4), the defect problem
is reduced to solving a partial differential equation (from the Schwinger-Dyson equation) with a fractional
Laplacian in the transverse directions of order d

2
.
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a topological argument, we prove in Section 2 that in the limit

N → ∞ with J ≡ J̄111
N3/4

fixed , (1.4)

and λT fixed as in the melonic tensor model without defects, the dominant contributions

to 〈φ111(x)〉Dp
come from melonic tree diagrams anchored on the defect with the exact

propagator of φabc on each edge (see Figure 1),

〈φ111(x)〉Dp
= N

3
4 f(λT, J) +O(N− 5

4 ) , f(λT, J) = (melonic trees) . (1.5)

Furthermore these infinitely many diagrams can be resummed thanks to an exact Schwinger-

Dyson equation with the magnetic source, which determines 〈φ111(x)〉Dp
(as well as other

defect correlation functions) non-perturbatively in λT and J in the leading large N limit

(1.4).

As we will explain in detail in Section 3, this compact looking Schwinger-Dyson equa-

tion is complicated by the presence of a fractional Laplacian operator ∆
d
4
⊥ at d < 4 in the

transverse directions (i.e. x⊥) and it is thus difficult to obtain the closed form solution

for 〈φ111(x)〉Dp
in general. Nonetheless it is straightforward to solve the Schwinger-Dyson

equation in the large distance (IR) limit with a scaling symmetric ansatz for 〈φ111(x)〉Dp
,

which describes the putative conformal regime of the localized magnetic defect. Indeed, the

bulk large N tensor model is a nontrivial CFT in the IR limit, where the tensor fields φabc

are conformal primary operators of dimension ∆φ = d
4
[70, 83]. Consequently, the defect

coupling (1.3) is a relevant deformation on the p ≥ 1-dimensional world-volume of a trivial

(transparent) defect, and triggers a defect RG flow from the trivial defect to a nontrivial

conformal defect. The defect RG and the beta function for the magnetic field J is encoded

in the transverse profile of 〈φ111(x)〉Dp
which interpolates between the scaling solution we

find in the IR and a near UV solution to the Schwinger-Dyson equation close to the defect

which we determine via a perturbation theory analysis in J (see Section 3.4). In particular,

the J expansion can be resummed to produce the exact RG flow for line defects at small

ǫ = 4−d as shown in Section 3.4.2. Moreover, for the special case of codimension-one defects,

we determine the exact solution to the Schwinger-Dyson equation that captures the entire

defect RG at finite ǫ = 4− d (e.g. d = 3) in Section 3.3.

For line defects in CFTs, it was recently proven that the defect RG obeys the g-theorem

[13] generalizing previous results in d = 2 [6,9], which states that the g-function (its scheme-

independent part) or equivalently the defect entropy must decrease monotonically under an

6



RG flow triggered by a relevant deformation on the line defect. In Section 4, we study the

line defect entropy in the tensor model (the p = 1 case of (1.3)). We compute the defect

entropy exactly in the large N limit in Section 4.1 and observe that the g-theorem is satisfied

for the localized magnetic defect.9 For small ǫ = 4− d, we also determine the defect entropy

perturbatively in Section 4.2 from explicit Feynman diagrams, verifying our exact result in

Section 4.1. Furthermore, we check that the gradient formula for line defect RG derived

in [13] holds for our defect tensor model.

We expect the IR limit of the localized magnetic defect in the large N tensor model

to be described by a full-fledged non-perturbative DCFT (at least in the leading large N

limit). In particular this means that all correlation functions of local operators in the bulk

are determined by their bulk operator-product-expansion (OPE) together with the defect

one-point functions of general primary operators. The latter can also be determined by

diagrammatic techniques in our solvable large N limit (1.4) of the defect tensor model.

With this in mind, in Section 5, we study two-point functions of φabc in the DCFT, and

provide formulae for one-point functions of bilinear operators in φabc, including that of the

stress-energy tensor Tµν . We leave the more comprehensive analysis to the future.

Having explained the desirable features of the large N tensor model that enable us to

solve the localized magnetic defects non-perturbatively, let us insert a word of caution.

The tensor model defined by the action (1.2) is not unitary. In particular, the tetrahedral

coupling is not positive definite. Instead the theory is described by a complex CFT in the

IR limit. Indeed, there exists primary operators of complex scaling dimensions which have

been identified in the ǫ = 4 − d expansion and to reach the fixed point requires tuning

certain couplings to small but complex values (suppressed in 1
N
) [83]. Nonetheless, there

is substantial evidence that at least in the leading large N limit, the tensor model (1.2) is

a non-perturbatively well-defined Euclidean CFT [84–86] and our results here lend further

support by incorporating defects.10 It was recently emphasized in [94] that complex CFTs

are relevant for understanding subtle dynamics of unitary QFTs. For example the presence

of complex RG fixed points (in the complexified coupling space) explains the weak first-order

9The proof of [56] uses the locality and unitarity of the defect. More explicitly, the monotonicity of g
hinges on the positivity of the two-point function of the trace of the bulk stress-energy tensor along the
defect RG flow. Here we find this positivity property holds for the line defect in the melonic tensor model
CFT despite the non-unitarity in the bulk operator spectrum (see around (4.27)).

10Here by non-perturbatively well-defined we mean in the sense of having a spectrum of local operators
and OPE coefficients that obey conformal bootstrap equations despite the non-unitarity. This is not to be
confused with the non-perturbative instability of the conformal solutions discussed in [87–89]. It is possible
to circumvent this instability (and the non-unitarity) by considering the long-ranged version of the tensor
model [90] which in particular satisfies the F -theorem [91] but no longer has a finite canonical stress energy
tensor (as is the case for generalized free fields [92, 93]).
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phase transitions in statistical models and the walking behavior (slowly-running coupling) of

four-dimensional gauge theories below the conformal window. In line with these applications,

it would be interesting to understand the implications of the complex melonic CFT and its

defects for the unitary tensor model in the neighboring coupling space. Furthermore, there

are also generalizations of the large N melonic tensor model that are solvable and manifestly

unitary, for example the prismatic theory of [95] in d ≤ 3 with a positive-definite sextic

O(N)3 symmetric interaction, as well as the supersymmetric version in [96]. It would be

interesting to extend our analysis here to defects in those theories.

2 Defects in the Large N limit and Tree Dominance

For later convenience, we write below the action describing the coupled system of the melonic

tensor model with a localized magnetic defect at x⊥ = 0,

SDTM =

∫

ddx

[

1

2
(∂µφabc)

2 +
λT

4N
3
2

φabcφab′c′φa′bc′φa′b′c − JN
3
4 δd−p(x⊥)φ111

]

. (2.1)

In this section, we investigate the perturbation theory from the above action. From the

combinatorial properties of the Feynman diagrams, we will prove that in the large N limit

(1.4), the dominant contributions to the nontrivial defect one-point function 〈φ111〉Dp
will

come from the melonic trees (see Figure 1).

It is well-known that when J = 0 only specific types of diagrams, known as melonic

diagrams (see Figure 3), contribute at the leading order in the melonic large N limit, which

allows one to solve the theory (see [68] for a review). In the case when J 6= 0 we should

take into account an additional type of diagrams that anchor on the defect world-volume at

x⊥ = 0. Nonetheless, we will show that again only a simple class of diagrams survive in the

large N limit (1.4) and the coupled theory (2.1) can be solved analytically. The proof will

be topological (it only depends on the O(N)3 index structures) and therefore applicable in

any dimensions and for any tensor model with the tetrahedral interaction but potentially

different field content (e.g. the Gross-Neveu model of fermions ψabc). We also note that the

combinatorial result in this section does not depend on the specific form of the source (e.g.

localized as in (2.1) or not).

Let us consider an arbitrary Feynman diagram from the action (2.1), that contains V

vertices with tetrahedral interactions, S > 0 sources and E propagators. Some examples of

these diagrams are depicted in Figure 2. The task is to find the N scalings of the vertices

8



J J JJ

J J J J J

J

Figure 2: On the left is an example of a planar diagram that is subleading in the large
N limit (1.4). On the right is an example of the melonic tree diagrams that dominate in
this limit.

and sources so as to have a smooth large N limit (which will be (1.4) as promised) and to

identify the subset of the diagrams that dominate in this limit.

a
b
c

a
b
c

reaping a
b
c

a
b
c

Figure 3: Fundamental melon in the tensor model. From the maximal diagram on the
left, we reap the melon and the overall scaling stays the same.

We follow the standard strategy that is employed in the tensor models without defects

(see [68] for a review). We make explicit the index structure for each Feynman diagram by

resolved (stranded) graphs where each edge consists of three colored strands representing the

propagation of the three indices of φabc and the strands are joined one-by-one at the vertices

preserving the color. We denote the number of index loops for each color by Fi and the total

number of loops by F = F1 + F2 + F3. The N and coupling dependence of the contribution

from such a diagram is

NF

(

λT
N3/2

)V
(

JN3/4
)S

= NF− 3
2
V+ 3

4
SλVTJ

S . (2.2)

If we erase one of the colors from our diagram, we obtain a ribbon graph (fat graph), of the

9



same type that appears in the matrix model. Consequently we can assign a genus gij for

each ribbon graph where i, j denote the colors of the remaining strands and Fij = Fi + Fj

counts the number of index loops in the ribbon graph. Furthermore, since we are dealing

with open ribbon graphs (due to the J sources), the corresponding surface has nij boundary

components. For instance, for the left diagram in the Figure 2 we have nij = 2 and for the

right diagram we have nij = 1. We then arrive at the following combinatorial relation from

the Euler characteristic,

(2− nij)− 2gij = V + S − E + Fij with gij ≥ 0 , nij ≥ 1 , (2.3)

Since each propagator terminates either at a vertex or at the source term, we also have the

following obvious relation

4V + S = 2E . (2.4)

Combining equations (2.3) and (2.4) we obtain, for a connected graph,

3− 1

2
n− g +

3

2
V − 3

4
S = F ⇒ F − 3

2
V +

3

4
S ≤ 3

2
, (2.5)

where we have used g ≡ g12 + g23 + g13 ≥ 0 and n ≡ n12 + n23 + n13 ≥ 3. Comparing with

(2.2), we thus find that to achieve a smooth large N limit we should keep λT and J fixed as

promised, and the dominant contributions can scale at most as N
3
2 for a connected graph.

Now let us identify the maximal graphs, namely graphs whose connected components

saturate the inequality (2.5). We focus on a connected maximal graph, which is achieved if

and only if g = 0 and n = 3. In other words, all ribbon graphs obtained from erasing one

color are planar and each has a single boundary. For example, the left diagram of Figure 2

is non-maximal because nbg = 2 for the blue and green colors, while nbr = ngr = 1 for the

other choices of colors (and so g = 0 but n = 4). For a resolved graph, a strand either forms

a closed loop or connects two sources. For strands that pass through exactly m vertices, we

denote the number of index loops by Pm and count those ending on sources by Lm. For a

maximal graph, we have the following immediate relation,11

F =
∑

m≥1

Pm =
3

2
+

3

2
V − 3

4
S . (2.6)

11We focus on connected graphs here so that any loop must pass through at least one vertex (i.e. P0 = 0).
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Since each tetrahedral vertex is passed through six times and each source has three outgoing

strands, we also have

∑

m≥1

m(Pm + Lm) = 6V ,
∑

m≥0

Lm =
3

2
S . (2.7)

As explained in [68], for the ribbon graphs (after erasing a color) to be planar, one must

have P1 = P3 = 0. Then putting together (2.6) and (2.7), we find

2P2 + L1 + 2L0 = 6 +
∑

m≥5

(m− 4)Pm +
∑

m≥3

(m− 2)Lm ≥ 6 . (2.8)

If L0 > 0, the only possible connected graph is simply two sources connected by an edge and

thus L0 = 3 (and Pm = Lm>0 = 0). This is clearly a maximal graph, which we define as the

connected empty graph. A general empty graph is defined as a disjoint union of such graphs.

They are maximal graphs which contain no loops or vertices (see Figure 4). More nontrivial

connected maximal graphs arise when L0 = 0, in which case the graph must either has a

loop that passes through exactly two vertices (P2 > 0) or a strand that goes through exactly

one vertex and connects two sources (L1 > 0).

J J J J J J

Figure 4: An example of an empty graph, from a collection of disjoint empty trees that
does not contain any interaction vertices but contribute to the leading order in the large
N limit.

Below we prove that the maximal graph must be a melonic tree recursively. The strategy

is to introduce two surgery operations on a resolved graph, trimming and reaping, as in

Figure 5 and Figure 3 respectively. Intuitively, trimming cuts off branches of the graph that

straddle neighboring sources, and reaping removes melonic sub-graphs, replacing them with

bare branches. Importantly, these surgery operations reduce the graph by removing vertices

and loops while preserving maximality.12 We will argue below that any maximal graph

can be reduced by these two operations to an empty (disconnected) graph as in Figure 4.

Undoing the surgeries, we then establish that all maximal graphs are (possibly disconnected)

trees connecting the sources with melons on the tree branches (edges).

We start with the case of L1 > 0. This requires a vertex with a pair of adjacent branches

that anchor on the neighbouring sources. It is easy to see that we can perform a trimming

12In particular, the N dependence is preserved if the reduced graph remains connected.
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J

J 1
1

1

11 1

1
1

a

11 a

trimming
1
1

a

11 a

J

J 1
1

1

11 1

Figure 5: If we have a vertex such that it is connected to two sources J we can perform
the trimming surgery and remove these two sources without spoiling maximality.

surgery as in Figure 5, removing this vertex and producing a disconnected empty sub-graph.

We can repeat this surgery operation until all such vertices are removed.

Figure 6: Nested melons on an edge.

In the case P2 > 0, the situation is similar to the usual defect-less tensor model (i.e.

graphs with S = 0). Here we have a subgraph that contains a pair of vertices connected by

one loop. This loop separates the plane into two disconnected regions (see for example the

left diagrams of Figure 2 and Figure 3). Since nij = 1 (for the ribbon graph after erasing

one color) one of these regions does not contain any sources (the left diagram of Figure 2

does not satisfy this condition and therefore is not maximal). In that region we can use the

standard proof of melonic dominance [68,70,72] and conclude that it is an edge nested with

melons, as in Figure 6. This means that the entire subgraph we start with is also a edge

(branch) with melons. Therefore we can apply the reaping surgery to remove all melons as

in Figure 3, leaving behind a bare branch.

Combining with trimming operation above, we can then reduce all maximal graphs to
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an empty graph. Tracing backward, we establish that all maximal graphs are melonic trees

(e.g. the right diagram of Figure 2).

The tree dominance in the large N limit (1.4) dramatically simplifies the diagrammatics

of the defect tensor model. In the following sections, we will exploit this feature to compute

various observables for the localized magnetic defects (1.3) in the tensor model.

Before ending this section, let us comment on how the melonic tree dominance is affected

if we consider localized magnetic defects in other generalizations of the tensor model, or

more general types of defect couplings than those in (2.1).

There are generalizations of the tensor model with a single O(N) symmetry group where

the field φabc transforms in a non-trivial rank-three O(N) representation [97,98] which admit

defects of the form (2.1). Even though we do not have a complete proof, we still expect

that in these models, melonic tree diagrams dominate in the large N limit. Meanwhile, in

other tensor-like models, such as the Gurau-Witten model [99] or SYK-like models [100], the

non-trivial melonic tree diagrams that will play an important role here for defects would be

suppressed in the large N limit. Nevertheless, it is curious to note that in the context of

the SYK model, the melonic trees appear in the study of operator growth [101], where they

encode the evolution of the complexity of the initial state with time.

One generalization of the defect coupling in (2.1) within the melonic tensor model is to

turn on the O(N)3 singlet operator φ2
abc on the defect world-volume. This is a localized mass

deformation that does not break any global symmetry. Instead of melonic trees, the large

N contributions for defect observables (e.g. the one-point function of φ2
abc) now come from

melonic ladder diagrams. The corresponding Schwinger-Dyson equation (see Section 3.1)

becomes more complicated.

3 The Schwinger-Dyson Equation and Defect One-point

Functions

3.1 Defect Schwinger-Dyson equation

We proceed to compute the partition function of the defect tensor model (2.1) as a function

of the external sources J in the large N limit (1.4). For the moment we will keep the position

dependence of the source general (i.e. do not assume that it takes the specific localized form

in (2.1)).

We first note that all melon contributions (see Figure 6) to the exact propagator G(p)
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of φabc can be resummed by the means of a Schwinger-Dyson equation that is closed in the

melonic limit [70],

〈φabc(p)φa′b′c(−p)〉 = δaa′δbb′δcc′G(p) ,

G−1(p) = p2 − λ2T

∫

ddk

(2π)d
ddq

(2π)d
G(p− k − q)G(k)G(q) , (3.1)

where we are working with the momentum space and p2 is the inverse of the bare propagator.

In the IR limit (at large distances) of this massless theory, we expect an emergent conformal

symmetry and thus a nontrivial solution to (3.1) with definite scaling behavior given by,13

G(x) =
1√
λT

Ad

x
d
2

, Ad =

(

dΓ
(

3d
4

)

4πdΓ
(

1− d
4

)

)
1
4

,

G−1(x) =
√

λTBd(−∆)
d
4 , Bd =

(

4Γ
(

1− d
4

)

d(4π)dΓ
(

3d
4

)

)
1
4

, (3.2)

where ∆ is the Laplacian and we have used the following relation

∫

ddx
eikx

|x|a =
f(d, a)

|k|d−a
, f(d, a) =

π
d
2Γ
(

d−a
2

)

2a−dΓ
(

a
2

)

1

|k|d−a
. (3.3)

Now in the presence of the sources J , we need to resum all possible melon contributions

to a given (bare) tree diagram (for instance the right diagram of Figure 2 adds a one-melon

contribution to the bare tree diagram). This boils down to replacing all edges with the exact

propagator (3.2). The partition function for the tensor model Z[J ] as a function of the

external source J can then be computed by recursively generating all possible tree diagrams.

For our purpose, we consider the one-point function

F (x) ≡ 1

N
3
4

〈φ111(x)〉 , (3.4)

as a function of J , which satisfies the following Schwinger-Dyson equation

F (x) =

∫

ddy G(x− y)
[

J(y)− λTF
3(y)

]

. (3.5)

13Note that in our convention, the prefactor of (3.2) explicitly depends on the bare coupling λT, but this
dependence cancels out in all physical observables in the DCFT, such as the defect entropy, dimensions of
operators and (normalized) OPE coefficients.
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The above equation, which is a consequence of the tree dominance in the large N limit, is

reminiscent of the expression for a classical defect in the classical tensor model. The only

difference is that the full propagator G(x − y) would be replaced by the bare propagator

G0(x−y). In other words, all quantum corrections for the defect tensor model in the large N

limit is entirely captured by the propagator of φabc. Partly this happens because the vertex

function does not receive any correction in the large N limit. We emphasize that in the case

of critical O(N) model or matrix model, there are other contributions to the equation above

coming from the quantum corrections to the vertex functions.

Up to this point in the section, we have not assumed a specific form for the external

source J(x) for the scalar φ111(x). For the rest of the paper, we will restrict the source to

be localized on a subspace of dimension p as in (2.1) which defines the localized magnetic

defect in the tensor model (i.e. J(x) → Jδd−p(x⊥)). The goal for the rest of the paper is to

solve the defect Schwinger-Dyson equation and determine defect observables.

3.2 Conformal defect at large distance

For d < 4 the tensor model flows to a non-trivial melonic CFT at large distance, which is

described by the conformal solution (3.2) to the bulk Schwinger-Dyson equation (3.1) in the

large distance limit.

Using the translation symmetry in the x‖ directions for the defect, F (x) clearly only

depends on x⊥. The defect Schwinger-Dyson equation (3.5) for F (x⊥) as defined in (3.4)

can then be put into the following form,14 15

√

λTBd(−∆⊥)
d
4F + λTF

3 = Jδd−p(x⊥) , (3.6)

which now involves a fractional Laplacian which is naturally defined by Fourier transforma-

tion from the momentum space, as in

(−∆)αf(x) ≡
∫

ddk

(2π)d

∫

ddy eik(x−y)|k|2αf(y) , (3.7)

14There are two characteristic scales in the coupled system (2.1): one set by the UV cutoff in the bulk,
and the other set by the bare defect coupling. We emphasize that we are studying defects in the melonic
CFT where the UV cutoff has been sent to infinity. For that purpose, we are using the conformal solution
(3.2) instead of the exact propagator that follows from the bulk Schwinger-Dyson equation (3.1).

15Here and in the rest of the paper unless otherwise specified, λT is the renormalized dimensionless cou-
pling, φabc is the renormalized operator that is a conformal primary and correspondingly J is the renormalized
source.
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for Laplacian ∆ on the entire spacetime and similarly for the transverse Laplacian ∆⊥. The

constant Bd is defined in (3.2).

The magnetic defect induces a nontrivial one-point function for local operators, as for the

classical case. However here 〈φ111〉 has a different spatial dependence due to the anomalous

dimension of the operator ∆φ = d
4
in the melonic CFT. While the Schwinger-Dyson equation

(3.6) is difficult to solve, its IR limit simplifies and we expect its solution to describe a

nontrivial DCFT. As is well-known, the one-point function of a bulk primary in DCFT is

completely fixed up to an overall constant [38]. Here we have

〈φ111(x)〉 =
N

3
4

λ
1
4
T

Cd,p

|x⊥|
d
4

. (3.8)

To determine the coefficient Cd,p, it is convenient to work with the integral form of the

Schwinger-Dyson equation (3.5), which simplifies in the IR limit to the following,

F (x) = −λT
∫

ddyG(x− y)F 3(y) . (3.9)

This leads to the following integral

Cd,q

|x⊥|
d
4

= −λTC3
d,qAd

∫

dd−py⊥d
py‖

1

(|x⊥ − y⊥|2 + |y‖|2)
d
4 |y⊥|

3d
4

, (3.10)

which can be evaluated by standard methods and gives,

C2
d,p =

Γ
(

3d
8

)

Γ
(

3d−4p
8

)

(−Γ
(

−d
4

)

)
1
4

π
d
4Γ
(

d
8

)

(−Γ
(

d−4p
8

)

)Γ
(

3d
4

)
1
4

. (3.11)

Note that the RHS above is manifestly positive for 1 ≤ p < d and p + 1 ≤ d < 4. It may

seem that information of the source J has completely disappeared in the IR limit. However

physically we expect the sign for the one-point function to be fixed by sgn(J) of the localized

magnetic field. Before explaining how we derive this sign, let us state the result. We find

the one-point function for the DCFT to be

〈φ111(x)〉normalized = sgn(J)





Γ
(

3d
8

)

Γ
(

3d−4p
8

)

(−Γ
(

−d
4

)

)
1
2

Γ
(

d
8

) (

−Γ
(

d−4p
8

))

Γ
(

3d
4

)
1
2





1
2

N
3
4

|x⊥|
d
4

, (3.12)

where we have normalized φ111 by its two point function. As we will see, the overall sign is
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fixed by considering the case p = d− 1 in Section 3.3 and for line defects in Section 3.4.2.

We emphasize that the simplified Schwinger-Dyson equation (3.5) applies because the

operator φ111(x‖, x⊥ = 0) is a relevant deformation on the worldvolume of the trivial p ≥ 1-

dimensional defect, so that the part of (3.5) that depends explicitly on the source J becomes

unimportant in the IR limit. Later we will study in detail the defect RG flow that interpolates

between the UV coupling as in (2.1) and the IR DCFT. Here we comment that by consistency

if the defect coupling were irrelevant, the scaling solution (3.8) would not apply. For example

in the defect tensor model action (2.1) if we have instead a coupling to conformal descendants

of φ111,

−JirrelN
3
4

∫

dpx‖ (∆⊥)
nφ111(x‖, x⊥ = 0) , (3.13)

which is irrelevant for sufficiently large n, the combinatorics is unaffected and thus the

tree dominance proved in Section 2 holds, and consequently we arrive at a similar defect

Schwinger-Dyson equation as in (3.5)

F (x) = Jirrel∆
n
⊥G(x⊥)− λT

∫

dd−py⊥G⊥(x⊥ − y⊥)F
3(y) , (3.14)

where

G⊥(x) ≡
∫

dpx‖G(x⊥, x‖) = πp/2Ad

Γ
(

d−2p
4

)

Γ
(

d
4

)

1

x
d
2
−p

⊥

. (3.15)

In this case, it is easy to see that F (x) is dominated at large x⊥ by the classical contribution

from the source term in (3.14) as expected,

F (x) → Jirrel

x
d
2
+2n−p

⊥

, (3.16)

up to a constant that is independent of the couplings. This faster fall-off (than in (3.8)) is

to be interpreted as a vanishing one-point function in the IR limit where the defect flows to

the trivial one.

Finally we mention in passing that the conformal defect one-point function (3.8) in the

rank-three tensor model has a simple generalization for general rank-k tensor models [75].

In this case, the coefficient C
(k)
d,p satisfies,

(

C
(k)
d,p

)k−2

=−
π

d
k
− d

2Γ
(

d
k

)

Γ
(

d(k−1)
2k

)

Γ
(

1
2

(

−d
k
+ d− p

))

Γ
(

d
2k

)

Γ
(

d(k−2)
2k

)

Γ
(

d−kp
2k

)



−
Γ
(

d
(

1
k
− 1

2

))

Γ
(

d(k−2)
2k

)

Γ
(

d
k

)

Γ
(

d(k−1)
k

)





1
k

.

(3.17)
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3.3 Analytic defect one-point functions for codimension-one de-

fects

While in general it is difficult to solve for the complete profile of the one-point function

〈φ111〉Dd−1
from the Schwinger-Dyson equation (3.6) (or (3.5)), the equation simplifies for

the codimension one defects (i.e. p = d− 1) and we will determine the exact solution here.

As a warm-up, let us consider the differential equation that describes a classical point-like

(i.e. p = 0) defect at d = 1,

∂2xF (x)− λF 3(x) = −Jδ(x) , (3.18)

which has the following simple solution for J > 0,

F (x) =

√

2

λ

1

|x|+ a
, a =

2
3
4

λ
1
4

√

|J |
, (3.19)

and F (x) → −F (x) for J < 0. Note that the shift a is positive (for the solution to make

sense) and determined by matching the strength of the singularity from both sides of (3.18).

Coming back to the interacting case, the equation we want to solve is

√

λT

(

4Γ
(

1− d
4

)

d(4π)dΓ
(

3d
4

)

)
1
4

(−∂2x⊥
)
d
4F + λTF

3 = Jδ(x⊥) . (3.20)

A similar analysis as in the classical case above gives the solution for J > 0,

F (x⊥) =
Cd,d−1

λ
1
4
T(|x⊥|+ a(J))

d
4

, (3.21)

where the shift can be determined by integrating (3.20) over x,

a(J) =





(3d− 4)|J |
8λ

1
4
TC

3
d,d−1





4
4−3d

, (3.22)

which is positive for d ≥ 2. Again for J < 0, we have F (x) → −F (x) and the one-point

function 〈φ111〉Dd−1
is negative. This justifies the sign in (3.12).

The transverse profile F (x⊥) for 〈φ111〉Dd−1
keeps track of the defect RG flow from the

trivial codimension-one defect in the UV to the nontrivial conformal defect in the IR. Here
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the beta-function for J follows from the Callan-Symanzik equation for the one-point function,

βJ = −3d − 4

4
J , (3.23)

which contains a trivial fixed point at J = 0 where the one-point function 〈φ111〉Dd−1
vanishes,

and a nontrivial strongly-coupled fixed point at J = ∞ (which can be seen by a redefinition

in the coupling space J → 1/J).

3.4 Beta-functions and Defect RG Flows

The complete solution for 〈φ111(x)〉Dd−1
presented in Section 3.3 encodes the RG flow from the

trivial to the conformal codimension-one defects, triggered by the localized magnetic coupling

in (2.1). One may be surprised by the simplicity of this flow since φ111 in very relevant on the

codimension-one defect world-volume and in principle other operators including bilinears of

φabc can be generated along the flow. Nevertheless, this simplification is a consequence of the

large N limit (1.4). In particular, the O(N)3 non-singlet operators that have higher scaling

dimensions are generated but suppressed in the large N limit. For instance, the operator

φ2
111 is generated but suppressed by a factor of 1

N2 . Moreover the singlet operators are also

generated but do not contribute to the RG flow of the defect coupling constant J . While

the defect RG flow in the codimension-one case is very non-perturbative, below we study

the flow of line defects in the tensor model at small ǫ = 4 − d, in which case the localized

magnetic coupling is weakly relevant and the flow is short. In this case, we will again derive

an exact solution for the defect one-point function that encodes the entire line defect RG

flow.

3.4.1 Defect RG flow and fixed point in the tensor model

Let us consider a general scalar QFT with a quartic potential in d = 4 − ǫ in the presence

of a localized magnetic line defect. The coupled system is described by the follow action,

S =

∫

ddx

[

1

2
(∂µφi)

2 − 1

4!
Yijklφiφjφkφl

]

− h

∫

dτφ1(τ, ~x = 0) , (3.24)

where Yijkl is a totally symmetric tensor of couplings. Using the ǫ-expansion we can compute

the two-loop contributions to the bulk beta-function for Yijkl and up to four-loop for the
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defect coupling constant h,

βijkl = −ǫYijkl +
3

(4π)2
Ymn(ijYkl)mn +

1

3(4π)4
YmncdYd(ijkYi)mnp −

6

(4π)4
Y(i|mpqY|j|npqYkl)mn ,

βh = − ǫ

2
h+

1

(4π)2
h3Y1111 +

h

12(4π)4
Y 2
1mnc +

h3

4(4π)4
Y 2
11mn −

h5

12(4π)4
Y 2
111m , (3.25)

where the open parenthesis on the flavor indices stands for the symmetrization and sum-

mations are implicit for all repeated indices. Now we specialize to the tensor model (i.e.

with N3 scalar fields), where we include all possible O(N)3 invariant quartic couplings and

decompose βijkl with respect to the independent invariants. The similar analysis was done

for the defect-less theory in [83]. We are lead to the following action,

S =

∫

ddx

[

1

2
(∂µφabc)

2 +
1

4
gTOT +

1

4
gPOP +

1

4
gdtOdt

]

− h

∫

dτφ1(τ, ~x = 0) , (3.26)

where the quartic interactions are given by

OT =φabcφab′c′φa′bc′φa′b′c ,

OP =
1

3
[φabcφabc′φa′b′cφa′b′c′ + φabcφab′cφa′bc′φa′b′c′ + φabcφa′bcφa′b′c′φab′c′] ,

Odt =φabcφabcφa′b′c′φa′b′c′ ,

which correspond to the tetrahedral, pillow and double-trace operators respectively. We then

find the following system of beta-functions for the defect tensor model using (3.25).

As expected, the beta-functions for the bulk interactions coincide with those derived
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in [83] and are given by,

βT = −ǫgT − (5N3 + 82) g2dtgT
64π4

+ gdt

(

−(N(5N + 17) + 17)gPgT
32π4

− 15Ng2T
32π4

− g2P
4π4

+
3gT
2π2

)

+
(N3 − 15N − 10) g3T

128π4
− (N(2N + 13) + 24)g3P

288π4
+ g2P

(

1

6π2
− (N(N(N + 15) + 93) + 101)gT

384π4

)

+ gP

(

(N + 1)gT
4π2

− (N(N + 4) + 13)g2T
32π4

)

,

βP = −ǫgP − (5N3 + 82) g2dtgP
64π4

+ gdt

(

−(N(7N + 15) + 29)g2P
32π4

+ gP

(

3

2π2
− (39N + 48)gT

32π4

)

−9(N + 2)g2T
16π4

)

+
3(N + 2)g2T

8π2
− 3 (N2 +N + 4) g3T

32π4
− (N(5N(N + 9) + 243) + 343)g3P

1152π4

+ g2P

(

N(N + 5) + 12

24π2
− (2N(2N + 9) + 29)gT

32π4

)

+ gP

(

(N + 2)gT
2π2

− (N(N(N + 12) + 99) + 98)g2T
128π4

)

,

βdt = −ǫgdt −
(9N3 + 42) g3dt

64π4
+ g2dt

(

−11 (N2 +N + 1) gP
32π4

+
N3 + 8

8π2
− 33NgT

32π4

)

+ gdt

(

gP

(

N2 +N + 1

4π2
− (5N(N + 1) + 17)gT

32π4

)

−5 (N3 + 3N + 2) g2T
128π4

−(N(5N(N + 3) + 93) + 97)g2P
384π4

+
3NgT
4π2

)

+ gP

(

gT
4π2

− (N2 +N + 4) g2T
32π4

)

− 7(N(N + 3) + 5)g3P
576π4

+ g2P

(

2N + 3

24π2
− (N + 1)gT

8π4

)

− 3Ng3T
64π4

.

On the other hand, the beta function for the defect coupling is

βh = −hǫ
2

+ h3
(

gdt (8π
2 − (N2 +N + 7) gp)

128π4
− (N3 + 8) g2dt

256π4
gT

(

8π2 − 3(N + 2)gp
128π4

− 3(N + 2)gdt
128π4

)

+ +
gp (48π

2 − (N(N + 7) + 19)gp)

768π4
− 3(N + 2)g2T

256π4

)

+ h5
(

gT

(

− 3gdt
128π4

− 3gp
128π4

)

− 3gdtgp
128π4

− 3g2dt
256π4

− 3g2p
256π4

− 3g2T
256π4

)

+ h

(

gT

(

3Ngdt
128π4

+
(N2 +N + 1) gp

128π4

)

+
(N2 +N + 1) gdtgp

128π4
+

(N3 + 2) g2dt
256π4

+
(N3 + 3N + 2) g2T

512π4
+

(N(N(N + 3) + 9) + 5)g2p
1536π4

)

.

21



Applying the large N rescaling as in (1.4),

h→ JN
3
4 , gT → λT

N
3
2

, gP → λP
N2

, gdt →
λdt
N3

, (3.27)

and taking the limit N → ∞, we obtain

βJ =− ǫ

2
J +

J3λT
16π2

+
Jλ2T
512π4

− 3J5λ2T
256π4

,

βT =− ǫλT +
λ3T

128π4
,

βP =− ǫλP +
λ2P
24π2

− λPλ
2
T

128π4
+

3λ2T
8π2

,

βdt =− ǫλdt +
λ2dt
8π2

+
λdtλP
4π2

− 5λdtλ
2
T

128π4
+

λ2P
12π2

− λPλ
2
T

32π4
, (3.28)

which include all terms relevant for the leading order in the ǫ-expansion. The DCFT that

describes the IR limit of the localized magnetic defect (2.1) is identified as the fixed point of

these beta functions, where the couplings take the following values,16

λT = 8π2
√
2ǫ , λP = 24π2

√
−2ǫ , λdt = −8π2

√
2(3 +

√
3)
√
−ǫ , J = ± ǫ

1
4

2
3
4

. (3.29)

The bulk fixed point couplings coincide with those found in [83] as expected. In particular,

the couplings λP and λdt for the pillow and double-trace interactions are imaginary at the

fixed point, which signals non-unitarity in the melonic CFT. We emphasize that since these

couplings have been rescaled by large N factors as in (3.27), they are suppressed in the large

N limit (1.4).

3.4.2 Exact RG for line defect at small ǫ = 4− d

Here we start by studying the behavior of the one-point function 〈φ111〉D1 in the region

close to the line defect described by (2.1) with p = 1. This corresponds to the UV limit of

the defect tensor model and is controlled by a perturbation series in the defect coupling J .

The coefficients in the J expansion have specific dependence on the transverse distance x⊥

that is dictated by the perturbative contributions at each order and multiplied by certain

constants. By consistency, these constants are constrained by the defect Schwinger-Dyson

equation (3.6). By solving these constraints, we will determine the defect one-point function

16One needs to include higher order terms in J and λT in (3.28) in order to determine the higher order
corrections in ǫ.
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along the entire defect RG flow for small ǫ = 4− d. In particular, we will see explicitly the

DCFT solution found in Section 3.2 emerges in the IR limit.

For convenience, we introduce here the rescaled one-point function of φ111 and defect

coupling J ,

F̃ = λ
1
4
TF , J̃ = λ

− 1
4

T J , (3.30)

such that the defect Schwinger-Dyson equation (3.6) can be written as

Bd(−∆⊥)
d
4 F̃ + F̃ 3 = J̃δd−1(x⊥) . (3.31)

We expect the following perturbative expansion for small x⊥ (equivalently large k⊥ in the

Fourier space),

F̃ (x⊥) =
1

x
d
2
−1

⊥

∞
∑

n=0

ãnJ̃
1+2n (Bd)

3n+2 x
(2− d

2)n
⊥ , F (k⊥) =

1

k
d
2
⊥

∞
∑

n=0

an

k
(2− d

2)n
⊥

J̃1+2n (Bd)
3n+2 ,

(3.32)

where the coefficients are related by

ãn = π
1−d
2 2

n(d−2)−d

2

Γ
(

n(d−4)+d−2
4

)

Γ
(

d+n(4−d)
4

) an . (3.33)

In particular the first coefficient a0 is fixed by the source term in (3.31) to be

a0 =
1

B3
d

. (3.34)

In addition, the higher order coefficients obey the following recursive relation from (3.31),

Pd,nãn = −
∑

n1+n2+n3+1=n

ãn1 ãn2 ãn3 , Pd,n =
2

d
2Γ
(

n(4−d)+d
4

)

Γ
(

n(d−4)+2(d−1)
4

)

Γ
(

n(4−d)
4

)

Γ
(

n(d−4)+d−2
4

) . (3.35)

This equation simplifies when we expand to leading order in ǫ = 4− d,

ãn = − 2

nǫ

∑

n1+n2+n3+1=n

ãn1 ãn2ãn3 , (3.36)
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which can be solved as follows. We introduce the generating function α(t),

α(t) =
∞
∑

n=0

ãnt
n , (3.37)

which satisfies the following differential equation due to (3.36),

∂α(t)

∂t
= −2

ǫ
α3(t) . (3.38)

The solution satisfying the initial condition α(0) = ã0 is given by

α(t) =
ã0

√

4tã20
ǫ

+ 1
. (3.39)

Consequently, we have up to O(ǫ) corrections,

F̃ (x⊥) =
2−

1
4 ǫ

1
4 J̃

x
2−ǫ
2

⊥

1
√

8 · 2 1
4πJ̃2ǫ−

1
4x

ǫ
2
⊥ + 1

, (3.40)

where we have used that

Bd =
1

2
7
3πǫ

1
4

(1 +O(ǫ)) , ã0 = 32ǫ
3
4π2(1 +O(ǫ)) . (3.41)

Beyond small ǫ, we can also solve the recursive relation (3.35) numerically. The numerical

solutions we find for ãn agree with (3.40) for small ǫ, providing a consistency check.

Let us now discuss some features of our solution (3.40) which is non-perturbative in the

defect coupling J̃ . We see that J̃4/ǫ sets the characteristic scale of the coupled system. The

solution (3.40) has simple behaviors at small and large distance relative to this scale,

x⊥ ≪ J̃−4/ǫ : F̃ (x⊥) →
2−

1
4 ǫ

1
4 J̃

x
d
2
−1

⊥

, x⊥ ≫ J̃−4/ǫ : F̃ (x⊥) → sgn(J̃)
ǫ
3
8

2
15
8
√
πx

d
4
⊥

. (3.42)

At small distance F̃ (x⊥) is dominated by the classical contribution with perturbative correc-

tions in J̃ , whereas at large distance it approaches the conformal solution found in Section 3.2

where dependence on J̃ disappears (except for its sign). Furthermore the solution (3.40) cap-

tures the entire RG flow for the line defect defined as a localized magnetic perturbation in

(2.1). It also justifies the sgn(J) factor in (3.12).
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4 Defect Entropy and g-Function

Conformal defects of odd dimensions (i.e. p odd) have a universal observable known as the

defect entropy which we denote as s(Dp). It is defined as the finite piece in the free energy

of the defect placed on a sphere Sp of size R,

〈Dp〉 ≡
ZDCFT

ZCFT
, log〈Dp〉 =

∫

Sp





(p−1)
2
∑

i=0

αiΛ
p−2iRi



+ s(Dp) . (4.1)

Here Ri denotes schematically the degree i Riemann curvature invariants (which scales as

R−2i) and Λ is the UV cutoff. While the coefficients αi are scheme-dependent, the finite term

s(Dp) is unambiguous. For line defects, the defect entropy is related to the defect g-function

by s = log g which was first studied in the context of conformal boundaries in 2d CFTs [3].

In this case, the only possible divergence in log〈Dp〉 is a cosmological constant along the line

and the scheme-independent defect entropy can be obtained as follows [6],

s(D1) =

(

1−R
∂

∂R

)

log〈D1〉 , (4.2)

at large R. The defect entropy (for general odd p) is expected to provide a measure for the

degrees of freedom on the defect, playing a similar role as the sphere free energy (finite part

thereof) for CFTs. In particular, the defect entropy can be defined along defect RG flows

(away from the fixed points) and has been conjectured to be monotonically decreasing under

defect RG flows (see [11] for a recent summary). This was proven recently for line defects (p =

1) that respect reflection positivity in [13]. While the line defect entropy is easy to determine

in free theory examples, few results are known for defects in strongly coupled theories without

supersymmetry. Below we will compute the line defect entropy (equivalently the g-function)

for the localized magnetic defect defined by (2.1) in the strongly coupled melonic CFT. We

first carry out the computation exactly by summing over melonic trees with the help of

the Schwinger-Dyson equations. We then calculate the defect entropy perturbatively in the

ǫ = 4− d expansion, providing a consistency check for our non-perturbative result and also

verifying the gradient formula for defect RG flow recently proven in [13].
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J
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λT

λT λT
J

J

Figure 7: Two infinite families of diagrams contributing to the line defect g-function.
Their contributions are related by a factor of two as a consequence of the Schwinger-Dyson
equations.

4.1 Exact defect entropy from melonic trees

We start with the line defect stretched along the x2 direction at,

x1 =
1

2R
, x3 = . . . = xd = 0 , (4.3)

for which we have already determined the defect one-point function 〈φ111〉D1 in the IR DCFT

(see (3.8) and (3.12)). By performing an inversion transformation xi → xi

x2 followed by a

translation x1 → x1 +R , we map this line to the circle located at,

x21 + x22 = R2 , x3 = . . . = xd = 0 . (4.4)

Accordingly, the defect one-point function in (3.8) transforms to,17

〈φ111(x)〉 =
N

3
4Cd,1

λ
1
4
T

(

4r2

(−R2 + x21 + x22)
2
+ 2 (R2 + x21 + x22)x

2
⊥ + x4⊥

)
d
8

, x2⊥ =
d
∑

i=3

x2i .

(4.5)

The defect partition function 〈D1〉 can be computed diagrammatically by summing over

melonic trees (see for example Figure 2) anchored on the defect. In this case there are two

infinite families of diagrams that contribute to the defect partition function, as shown in

17For a review on the conformal structures of correlation functions in DCFT, we refer the readers to [38].
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Figure 7. Explicitly, the first few contributions are

1

N
3
2

log〈D1〉 =
J2
0

2
R2

∫

dϕ1dϕ2

∫

ddxddyG0(z(ϕ1)− z(ϕ2))

−1

4
λTJ

4
0R

4

∫

ddx
4
∏

i=1

∫

dϕi

∏

G0 (x− z(ϕi))

+
1

2
λ2TJ

2
0R

2

∫

dϕ1dϕ2

∫

ddxddy G0(z(ϕ1)− x)G3
0(x− y)G0(y − z(ϕ2)) + . . . ,

(4.6)

where z(ϕ) parameterize the defect loop (4.4) with ϕ ∈ [0, 2π) as usual. Here G0(x) is the

bare propagator and J0 is the bare defect coupling. While the first few integrals are easy to

do which we will study in Section 4.2, it is clear that this is not feasible to obtain results

at finite (renormalized) coupling. Instead here we will take advantage the defect Schwinger-

Dyson equation (3.5) derived in Section 3.1 to resum all these diagrams in one shot in the

large N limit (1.4).

Indeed, the contributions from the two infinite families of diagrams in Figure 7 have the

following compact expressions,

1

N
3
2

log〈D1〉 = −1

4
λT

∫

ddx 〈φ111(x)〉4D1
+

1

2
λ2T

∫

ddxddyG3(x− y) 〈φ111(x)〉D1
〈φ111(y)〉D1

.

(4.7)

The Schwinger-Dyson equations (3.1) and (3.9) further imply that the second term above

is proportional to the first one by a factor of two. Therefore the total contribution can be

rewritten as

1

N
3
2

log〈D1〉 =
1

4
λT

∫

ddx 〈φ111(x)〉4D1
. (4.8)

To compute this integral it is convenient to work with the following “toroidal” coordinates,

x1 =R
sinh τ

cosh τ − cosσ
cosϕ ,

x2 =R
sinh τ

cosh τ − cosσ
sinϕ ,

xi+2 = n̂i
sin σ

cosh τ − cosσ
, i = 1, 2, . . . , d− 2 ,

where n̂i is a unit vector parameterizing the unit Sd−3. The ranges of these coordinates are

τ ∈ [0,∞), σ ∈ [0, π] and ϕ ∈ [0, 2π]. The defect loop now locates at τ = ∞. At large τ
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(i.e. a “toroidal” neighbourhood of the defect loop), the above coordinates take the following

form,

x1 ∼ R cosϕ + 2R cosσ cosϕe−τ , x2 ∼ R sinϕ+ 2R cosσ sinϕe−τ , xi ∼ 2R sin σe−τ n̂i .

We see ϕ, σ together with the unit vector n̂i are precisely the coordinates on the S1 × Sd−2

boundary of this “toroidal” neighbourhood.

The defect one-point function (4.5) takes a simple form in the toroidal coordinates (4.9),

〈φ111(σ, τ, ϕ, ~ni)〉D1 =
N

3
4Cd,1

λ
1
4
T

|cosσ − cosh τ | d4
R

d
4

. (4.9)

The line defect free energy is then given by the following integral,

log〈D1〉 =
1

4
× 2πN

3
2volSd−3C4

d,1

∫

dσdτ sinh τ | sin σ|d−3 = C4
d,1N

3
2
π

d+1
2

Γ
(

d−1
2

)

∞
∫

0

dτ sinh τ ,

(4.10)

where we have used that the volume form in the toroidal coordinates is

ddx = Rd | sin σ|d−3 sinh τ

| cosσ − cosh τ |d dσdτdϕ dvolSd−3 . (4.11)

The integral (4.10) is UV divergent due to contributions near the defect. This can be

regularized by introducing a UV cutoff Λ that truncates the τ integral up to eτ∗ = RΛ. We

then obtain at large Λ,

log〈D1〉reg = N
3
2C4

d,1

π
d+1
2

Γ
(

d−1
2

)

(

1

2
RΛ− 1

)

+O
(

1

RΛ

)

. (4.12)

We see the divergent term is proportional to the radius of the defect loop as expected, and

the scheme-independent defect entropy can be extracted using (4.2),

s(D1) = −N 3
2
21−d

√
π(d− 4)2Γ

(

3d
4

)
3
2 Γ
(

1− d
4

)
1
2

(4− 3d)2
√
dΓ
(

d−1
2

)

Γ
(

d
4

)2 , (4.13)

which is negative for 2 ≤ d < 4 and monotonically increasing from s = −1 at d = 2 to s = 0

at d = 4. Note the curious fractional N
3
2 scaling for the defect entropy.
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Now let us recall that the defect tensor model (2.1) at p = 1 describes an RG flow from

the trivial line defect to the nontrivial conformal line. The trivial line obviously has zero

defect entropy. Therefore this flow obeys the line defect g-theorem of [6, 13].

4.2 Defect entropy from ǫ-expansion and gradient formula

As a consistency check, we also determine the defect entropy in the ǫ = 4 − d expansion.18

We focus on the leading answer at small ǫ and large N , which receives contributions up to

two-loops, as in (4.6),19

1

N
3
2

log〈D1〉 =
J2
0

2
I1 −

J4
0λT
4

I2 +
J2
0λ

2
T

2
I3 +O(J6

0λ
2
T, J

2
0λ

4
T) , (4.14)

where J0 is the bare defect coupling. The first term in (4.14) is the contribution from a bulk

propagator anchored on the defect loop, while the second and third terms correspond to the

diagrams in Figure 7 at leading order in the perturbative expansion at small ǫ. Explicitly,

their contributions are captured by the following integrals,

I1 =R2

∫ 2π

0

dϕ1

∫ 2π

0

dϕ2G0(z(ϕ1)− z(ϕ2)) , I2 = R4

∫

ddx

4
∏

i=1

(
∫ 2π

0

dϕiG0(x− z(ϕi))

)

,

I3 =R2

∫

ddxddy

∫ 2π

0

dϕ1

∫ 2π

0

dϕ2G0(x− z(ϕ1))G
3
0(x− y)G0(y − z(ϕ2)) ,

(4.15)

with the bare propagator

G0(x) =
f(d, 2)

(2π)d|x|d−2
. (4.16)

where the coefficient f(d, a) is defined in (3.3).

It is straightforward to evaluate the above integrals in dimensional regularization, which

gives20

I1 = − ǫ

4
+O(ǫ2) , I2 = − 1

16π2
+O(ǫ) , I3 =

3

2048π4
+O(ǫ) . (4.17)

For example, we perform the third integral here explicitly using (3.3) and the following

18See [55] for similar computations in the O(N) vector model.
19The higher order terms in the couplings will contribute corrections at higher orders in ǫ to the defect

free energy. This can be inferred from the counting J ∼ ǫ
1

4 and λT ∼ ǫ
1

2 .
20The integrals for I1 and I2 can also be found in [13].
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integration identity,

R2

∫

dϕ1dϕ2

(z(ϕ1)− z(ϕ2))
α = R2−απ

3
222−αΓ

(

1
2
− α

2

)

Γ
(

1− α
2

) , (4.18)

which gives

I3 =R2

∫

dϕ1dϕ2

(z(ϕ1)− z(ϕ2))
3d−10

(

f(d, 2)

(2π)d

)3

f(d, 3d− 6)
f(d, 10− 2d)

(2π)d
=

3

2048π4
+O(ǫ) .

(4.19)

Next we need to take into account the renormalization of the defect coupling. As usual with

perturbative renormalization, we split the bare coupling J0 into the renormalized coupling

J and counterterm coefficients,

J0 = J + δJ , δJ = δ2J + δ3J . (4.20)

These counterterms can be extracted from the diagrams depicted in Figure 8. We first

λT

φ0
111(k⊥)

J0 J0 J0

λT

λT

φ0
111(k⊥)

J0

φ0
111(k⊥)

J0

Figure 8: The diagrams that contribute to the counterterms for the defect coupling
constant.

compute the one-point function of the bare operator φ0
111,

〈φ0
111(k⊥)〉D1

=
J0
k2⊥

+
λTJ

3
0

k10−2d
⊥

(

f(d− 1, 2)

(2π)d−1

)3

f(d− 1, 3d− 9) +
λ2TJ0

k10−2d
⊥

(

f(d, 2)

(2π)d

)3

f(d, 3d− 6) .

(4.21)

We take into account the renormalization φ0
111 = Zφφ111 by studying the two-point function

in the bulk,

〈φ0
111(k)φ

0
111(−k)〉 =

1

k2
+

λ2T
k10−2d

(

f(d, 2)

(2π)d

)3

f(d, 3d− 6), (4.22)
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and find to this order,

Zφ = 1− λ2T
1024π4ǫ

. (4.23)

Then from the one-point function of the renormalized field φ111, we arrive at the following

counter-term coefficients,

δJ =
λTJ

3
0

32π2ǫ
+

λ2TJ0
1024π4ǫ

. (4.24)

Putting together (4.14), (4.17), (4.20) and (4.24), we obtain

1

N
3
2

log〈D1〉 = − J2
0

8
ǫ+

J4
0λT
64π2

+
3J2

0λ
2
T

4096π4
+O(J6

0λ
2
T, J

2
0λ

4
T) ,

= − J2

8
ǫ+

J4λT
128π2

+
J2λ2T
2048π4

+O(J6λ2T, J
2λ4T) .

(4.25)

Now plugging in the fixed point values for λT and J from (3.29), we find the defect entropy

for the IR DCFT,

s(D1)
f.p.
= log〈D1〉 f.p.

= −N 3
2
ǫ
3
2

64
√
2
+O(ǫ

5
2 ) . (4.26)

This matches with (4.13) in the small ǫ limit.

It is recently proven in [13] that the RG flow of a line defect loop of radius R satisfy a

gradient formula (generalizing [6]),

R
∂

∂R
s(D1) = −R

2

2

∫ 2π

0

dϕ1

∫ 2π

0

dϕ2〈TD(ϕ1)TD(ϕ2)〉c|z(ϕ1)− z(ϕ2)|2 , (4.27)

which states the change of the defect entropy in R is controlled by the connected two-point

function of the defect stress tensor TD. Here for the localized magnetic defect (see also [55]),

the defect stress tensor is TD(ϕ) = N
3
4βJφ(z(ϕ)), where the beta-function for defect coupling

(from (3.28)) is

βJ = − ǫ

2
J +

J3λT
16π2

+
Jλ2T
512π4

+O(J5λ2T, J
3λ3T) . (4.28)

We can check the gradient formula (4.27) for our defect flow. Using the Callan-Symanzik

equation,
(

R
∂

∂R
+ βJ

∂

∂J

)

log〈D1〉 = 0 , (4.29)

it follows that the gradient formula (4.27) becomes at this order in the ǫ-expansion,

∂

∂J
log〈D1〉 =

N
3
2

2
βJ , (4.30)
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which is indeed satisfied by the second line of (4.25).

5 Towards Defect Two-point Functions

Two-point functions of bulk operators in DCFT are important observables that connect bulk

and defect data by bootstrap equations [38,102]. The two-point function 〈O1(x)O2(y)〉Dp
in

the presence of a defect Dp is no longer fixed (up to a constant) by the conformal symmetry

alone. Rather it depends nontrivially on two conformally invariant cross-ratios ξ1 and ξ2,

ξ1 =
|x− y|2
4|x⊥||y⊥|

, ξ2 =
x⊥ · y⊥
|x⊥||y⊥|

. (5.1)

Note that ξ2 is trivial for p = d − 1. There are two OPE channels for 〈O1(x)O2(y)〉Dp
. In

the bulk channel, we take OPE of the bulk operators and decompose the two-point function

into a sum over one-point functions multiplied by the bulk three-point OPE coefficients.

In the defect OPE channel, we instead expand the bulk operators into local operators on

the defect multiplied by bulk-defect OPE coefficients and then sum over the exchanged

defect local operators. Associativity of the DCFT operator algebra demands that the two

OPE decompositions must produce the same two-point function, which implies nontrivial

constraints between local operator data on the defect worldvolume and OPE data in the

bulk CFT.

It is generally very difficult to obtain defect two-point functions in strongly coupled CFTs

which exhibit the above properties. In this section, we will explain how to obtain such two-

point functions for the primary operators φabc in the defect tensor model. Furthermore we

discuss how to extract one-point functions of bilinear operators in φabc from expanding the

two-point function in the bulk OPE channel.

5.1 Two-point functions of φabc

Having understood how the non-vanishing one-point functions 〈φabc〉Dp
arises through the

melonic tree diagrams in the defect tensor model, here we study the O(N)3 singlet two-point

function

〈φabc(x)φabc(y)〉Dp
≡ N

3
2F2(x, y) , (5.2)

by the same diagrammatic method. In this case in addition to the melonic tree diagrams in

Figure 2, there are other contributions of the same order in N from the ladders diagrams in
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Figure 9.21 While the tree contributions to (5.2) are rather simple, and accounted for by the

product of two one-point functions 〈φ111〉Dp
, the ladder part is much more complicated. We

note that the problem of the resummation of ladder contributions also arises when computing

four-point functions in the tensor models or the Sachdev-Ye-Kitaev (SYK) model [84, 103].

++ + . . .

φabc(x) φabc(y)

J J J JJJ

φabc(x) φabc(y)

J J J JJJ

φabc(x) φabc(y)

J J J JJJ

Figure 9: The diagrams that contribute to the non-vanishing defect two-point function
〈φabc(x)φabc(y)〉Dp

in the large N limit. In comparison to case of the one-point function

〈φ111〉Dp
, here we have the ladder diagrams in addition to the melonic trees.

The resummation of ladders for the two-point function (5.2) can be performed using the

following kernel,

K(x1, x2; x3, x4) = 3λ2TG(x13)G(x24)G(x34)
2 =

(4π)ddΓ
(

3d
4

)

4Γ
(

1− d
4

)

1

|x13|
d
2 |x24|

d
2 |x13|d

. (5.3)

Consequently, the two-point function takes the following form,

F2(x1, x2) = F (x1)F (x2) +

∫

ddx3d
dx4K(x1, x2; x3, x4)F (x3)F (x4)+

+

∫

ddx3d
dx4d

dx5d
dx6K(x1, x2; x3, x4)K(x3, x4; x5, x6)F (x5)F (x6) + . . . , (5.4)

where F (x) is defined in (3.4). Formally these nested integrals represent a geometric pro-

gression and can be resummed as

F2(x1, x2) =

∫

ddx3d
dx4Fs(x1, x2; x3, x4)F (x3)F (x4) , Fs =

1

1−K
. (5.5)

We note that Fs(x1, x2; x3, x4) is related to the four-point functions in the (defect-less) mel-

21We emphasize that for general two-point functions of φabc that are not O(N)3 singlets, the ladder
contributions will be suppressed by 1

N2 due to non-planarity.
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onic CFT [84, 100, 104],

〈φabc(x1)φabc(x2)φ111(x3)φ111(x4)〉bulk =
∫

ddx5d
dx6Fs(x1, x2; x5, x6)G(x5, x3)G(x6, x4) .

We thus arrive at the following relation after using the Schwinger-Dyson equation (3.5),

1

N
3
2

〈φabc(x1)φabc(x2)〉Dp

=
1

2
λ2T

∫

ddx3d
dx4 〈φabc(x1)φabc(x2)φ111(x3)φ111(x4)〉bulk F 3(x3)F

3(x4) . (5.6)

This makes explicit how defect one-point functions together with the bulk OPE (encoded by

the bulk four-point function) completely determines the defect two-point function of φabc.

5.2 One-point functions of bilinear operators

++ + . . .

φabc∂µ1 . . . ∂µs �
h φabc

J J J JJJ

φabc∂µ1 . . . ∂µs �
h φabc

J J J JJJ

φabc∂µ1 . . . ∂µs �
h φabc

J J J JJJ

Figure 10: The diagrams that contribute to the non-vanishing vacuum expectation value
of the bilinear operator φabc∂µ1 . . . ∂µs �

h φabc. In comparison to the operator φ111, here
we need to include the ladder diagrams.

We now apply the bulk OPE in the two-point function (5.6) to compute one-point func-

tions of the singlet bilinear operators φabc∂µ1 . . . ∂µs �
h φabc.

In the limit x1 → x2, we expand φabc(x1)φabc(x2) into a sequence of bilinear singlet local

operators. Taking this OPE limit on both sides of (5.6), we find for a singlet operator O(x):

1

N
3
2

〈O(x)〉Dp
=

1

2
λ2T

∫

ddx1d
dx2 〈O(x)φ111(x1)φ111(x2)〉bulk F 3(x1)F

3(x2) , (5.7)

where O(x) represents a general O(N)3 singlet bilinear operator in φabc.

If the operator O(x) is a primary operator with dimension ∆, we know that the three-
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point function is completely fixed up to an overall constant,

〈O(x)φ111(x1)φ111(x2)〉 =
COφφ

|x− x1|∆|x− x2|∆|x1 − x2|
d
2
−∆

, (5.8)

and it follows that

1

N
3
2

〈O(x)〉Dp
=
λ2TCOφφC

6
d,ph∆,d

2|x⊥|∆
, (5.9)

where we have defined22

h∆,d = |x⊥|∆
∫

ddx1d
dx2

|x− x1|∆|x− x2|∆|x1 − x2|
d
2
−∆|x1⊥|

3d
4 |x2⊥|

3d
4

. (5.10)

5.3 One-point function of the stress-energy tensor

Here we study the defect one-point function of the stress-energy tensor Tµν in the defect

tensor model. We note that the stress tensor has in addition to a bilinear part also a quartic

interaction part,

Tµν = ∂µφabc∂νφabc −
1

2
gµν (∂φabc)

2 − d− 2

4(d− 1)

(

∂µ∂ν − gµν∂
2
)

φ2
abc

+
λT
4
gµνφabcφab′c′φa′bc′φa′b′c .

(5.11)

Following a similar analysis as in the last section, we find that the stress tensor one-point

function is given by the following expression,

1

N
3
2

〈Tµν〉Dp
=

1

2
λ2T

∫

ddx1d
dx2 〈Tµν(y)φ111(x1)φ111(x2)〉bulk F 3(x1)F

3(x2)−
λT
4
gµνF

4(y) .

(5.12)

We emphasize that the second term on the RHS is crucial for conformal Ward identities,

ensuring Tµν is traceless and conserved. Indeed the trace is given by,

1

N
3
2

〈T µ
µ 〉Dp

=
1

2
λ2T

∫

ddx1d
dx2 〈T µ

µ (y)φ111(x1)φ111(x2)〉bulk F
3(x1)F

3(x2)−
dλT
4
F 4(y)

=
d

4
λ2T

∫

ddx1d
dx2G(x1 − x2)F

3(x1)F
3(x2)−

dλT
4
F 4(y) = 0,

(5.13)

22As usual these integrals may contain divergences that need to be regularized.
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where in the last line we have used the Schwinger-Dyson equation (3.5). More explicitly, we

can write the stress tensor one-point function as,

1

N
3
2

〈Tµν〉Dp
=
d2AdC

6
d,p

8(d− 1)

∫

ddx1d
dx2

(

X̂12
µ X̂

12
ν − 1

d
gµν

)

|x1 − x2|
d
2

|y − x2|d|y − x1|d|x1⊥|
3d
4 |x2⊥|

3d
4

,

X12
µ =

(y − x1)µ
(y − x1)2

− (y − x2)µ
(y − x2)2

, X̂12
µ =

X12
µ

|X12| , (5.14)

where the integrals are taken in the sense of principal value (regularization by cutting-off

small spheres around y). One can check explicitly that (5.14) is consistent with the Ward

identities for the stress energy tensor. Due to the residual conformal symmetry in the DCFT,

the integral in (5.14) is fixed to be of the following universal form [38],

〈Tαβ(y)〉Dp
= −hpδαβ|y⊥|d

, 〈Tij(y)〉Dp
=

(p+ 1)hp
(d− p− 1)|y⊥|d

(

δij −
d

p+ 1

(y⊥)i(y⊥)j
|y⊥|2

)

, 〈Tαi〉Dp
= 0 ,

(5.15)

for p 6= d− 1 otherwise 〈Tµν〉Dp
vanishes identically.23 More explicitly, the coefficient hp can

be extracted by

hp = N
3
2

AdC
6
d,pd

2|y⊥|d
8(d− 1)

∫

ddx1d
dx2

X̂12
1 X̂

12
2 |x1 − x2|

d
2

|y − x2|d|y − x1|d|x1⊥|
3d
4 |x2⊥|

3d
4

. (5.16)

6 Discussions

In the main text, we have demonstrated that the melonic tensor model provides a promising

arena to study non-perturbative defects in strongly coupled CFTs. In particular, since

the melonic CFTs originate from elementary scalar QFTs, one can hope to compute the

defect observables from diagrammatic techniques. To showcase its power, we have studied

the localized magnetic defect (1.3) in the tensor model. Exploiting a new large N limit

(1.4) that generalizes the melonic limit in the presence of such defects, we identify, at the

diagrammatic level, a closed defect Schwinger-Dyson equation (3.5) that resums all dominant

contributions to the scalar field one-point function in this large N limit. Together with the

bulk Schwinger-Dyson equation that resums melonic contributions to the scalar self-energy,

this allows us to determine basic defect observables such as scalar field one-point functions

and defect entropy exactly in the large N limit. In particular, the explicit solution we find

23While it is difficult to directly evaluate the integral (5.14) partly due to the regularization, one can check
that ∂y⊥

〈Tdd(y)〉Dd−1
= 0 when y⊥ 6= 0 for the codimension-one defect. With scaling symmetry this implies

that hd−1 = 0.
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for the scalar field one-point function captures the exact defect RG flow from the trivial

transparent defect in the UV to the nontrivial conformal defect in the IR. We also describe

how to compute the defect two-point functions, as well as one-point functions of bilinear

operators and the stress-energy tensor by taking the bulk OPE limit. Below we discuss some

future directions.

In this paper we have focused on defect observables that only involve possible local oper-

ator insertions in the bulk. An immediate generalization is to consider correlation functions

that also contain nontrivial local operators on the defect world-volume. There is a set of

distinguished defect local operators that are associated with bulk symmetries broken by the

defect insertion. This includes the displacement operators Di for each transverse direction

corresponding to the broken translation symmetries [38]. Here for the localized magnetic

defect, the broken part of the bulk O(N)3 symmetry also give rise to 3(N − 1) “tilt” oper-

ators ta(m) with a = 2, 3, . . . , N and m = 1, 2, 3, analogous to those studied in [105] for the

critical O(N) model with a symmetry breaking boundary. These defect local operators have

protected spacetime quantum numbers thanks to Ward identities for bulk currents in the

presence of a conformal defect. Here the displacement operators Di appear in the divergence

of the bulk stress energy tensor

∂µT
µi(x) = δd−p(x⊥)D

i(x‖) , (6.1)

and the tilt operators modify the conservation law for the bulk O(N)3 currents,

∂µj
µ[a1]
(m) (x) = δd−p(x⊥)t

a
(m)(x‖) , a 6= 1 . (6.2)

Consequently, Di and ta(m) are both defect scalar operators (e.g. invariant under SO(p)) and

have scaling dimensions ∆(Di) = p + 1 and ∆(ta(m)) = p. It would be interesting to study

correlation functions involving these defect local operators in our defect tensor model.

As already emphasized in the Introduction (see also around (3.29)), a somewhat exotic

feature of the melonic CFT is its non-unitarity, which is evident from the complex scaling

dimension of φ2
abc and the complex fixed point couplings in (3.29) [83]. Nevertheless the non-

unitarity is rather restricted in the leading large N limit. Indeed the complex couplings in

(3.29) are all suppressed by higher powers of 1
N
, and φ2

abc is the only singlet primary operator

of complex scaling dimension in the OPE of φabc with itself [83]. This restricted non-unitarity

could be related to the fact that all defect observables that we compute explicitly here appear

to respect constraints from unitarity. It would be interesting to understand whether there is
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a unitary subsector in the melonic DCFT in the sense of [106] (generalized to DCFT).

There are close cousins of the melonic tensor models that are manifestly unitary already

at finite N . Examples include the prismatic tensor model of [95] and the supersymmetric

generalization in [96]. We expect the diagrammatic methods developed here can be general-

ized to study defects in those strongly coupled theories.

Finally the tensor models with N3 degrees of freedom are reminiscent of QFTs con-

structed in M-theory from M5-branes [107]. In particular at d = 3, it is known that a stack

of N M5-branes compactified on a hyperbolic three-manifold with certain topological twist

produces an N = 2 supersymmetric QFT that generally flows to an interacting superconfor-

mal CFT in the IR [108,109].24 Such an SCFT has a sphere free energy that scales as N3 at

large N [111]. It would be interesting to look for a M-theory embedding of the d = 3 tensor

model (and its cousins25) including defects therein, by considering a non-supersymmetric

three-manifold compactification. Relatedly, it is also interesting to realize the d = 3 ten-

sor models via (supersymmetry breaking) deformations of 3d N = 2 theories constructed

in [108, 109]. For this purpose, the N = 1 supersymmetric tensor model in [96] could be a

natural starting point. Such an embedding of tensor models in M-theory will provide much

needed insights on their holographic dual. Indeed, the AdS4 duals for the 3d N = 2 SCFTs

from N wrapped M5-branes have been identified using M-theory [111]. It would be very

interesting to see if suitable modifications in the bulk would produce the holographic duals

for the tensor models.
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