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We consider p-dimensional defects in D-dimensional conformal field theories (CFTs) and construct
defect localized entropy by performing Casini-Huerta-Myers transformation for the system with
defect. The defect localized entropy is a measure of entanglement between the degrees of freedom
localized on the defect. We show that at the fixed point of defect renormalization group (RG) flow,
defect localized entropy is equal to minus defect free energy for universal part. We construct defect
C-functions from the defect localized entropy for surface defects and volume defects, and show that
they monotonically decrease in both cases following the entropic method by Casini and Huerta. We
also study the holographic dual of defect localized entropy and find that it is given by the minimal
surface located at string or brane worldvolume embedded in the holographic bulk.

A. Introduction

Defects are usually defined by non-local operators with
fixed spacetime location in QFT. Therefore they can be
classified by their dimensions, such as line defects, surface
defects, etc. The familiar examples of defects are Wilson
lines and Wilson surfaces in gauge theory. Not all defects
can be described by operators in terms of bulk elemen-
tary fields. A large class of defects are defined through
boundary conditions. For instance, boundary or interface
can be viewed as codimension one defects. Local opera-
tors in QFT can be regarded as zero-dimensional defects
although we usually do not treat them in this way.

Counting the degrees of freedom under RG flow is of
great importance in QFT. Zamolodchikov proved the ex-
istence of a C-function which monotonically decreases
under RG flows and coincides with the CFT central
charge at the conformal fixed point in D = 2 [1]. Further
results in diverse dimensions were discussed in [2–34]. For
our purposes we highlight the entropic method initiated
by Casini and Huerta in [6, 15], which establishes the C-
theorem using the entanglement entropy (EE) across a
spherical entangling surface which divides the space into
two parts on a time slice.

Let us now consider QFT with defects. A defect RG
flow may be triggered by perturbing the defect CFT
(DCFT) with relevant defect operators. One natural
question is if there exists a defect C-function, which
counts the defect degrees of freedom. Defect RG have
been studied in [35–57]. For our purposes, it is impor-
tant to highlight the conjecture by Kobayashi, Nishioka,
Sato and Watanabe [48] that a defect C-function should
coincide (up to a sign) with defect free energy at fixed
point. In the case of line defects, Cuomo, Komargod-
ski and Raviv-Moshe [55] proved the monotonicity of an
entropy formula.

The focus of this paper is the construction of defect
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C-functions for various dimensional defects. We first de-
fine defect localized entropy by counting entanglement
between degrees of freedom localized on the defect. Here
by defect degrees of freedom we did not mean the oper-
ator localized at the defect, rather we refer to degrees of
freedom in the internal Hilbert space. For instance, Wil-
son loop can be equivalently represented as 1d fermion
or boson path integral. We call those fermion or bo-
son as defect degrees of freedom. By construction, Wil-
son loop operator is recovered by integrating out the
fermion/boson [58, 59]. In this paper we are interested
in computing entanglement in the internal Hilbert space.
When we quantize the internal degrees of freedom, the
bulk fields are treated as classical background fields or
potentials [60]. The bulk path integral provides a distri-
bution for the classical background fields. Therefore the
system looks like an ensemble. Essentially we want to
compute the entanglement entropy for the defect state
after integrating out the bulk.

Notice that the entanglement entropy we defined here
is different from that defined in [61, 62]. The latter is
given by the defect contribution to the bulk EE and gen-
erally not a decreasing function along defect RG flow
as shown in [48]. Employing Casini-Huerta-Myers map
(CHM map), we show that defect localized entropy equals
to minus defect free energy for universal terms at fixed
points of defect RG. We will construct defect C-functions
from the defect localized entropy for surface defects and
volume defects, and show that they monotonically de-
crease in both cases following the quantum information
approach initiated by Casini and Huerta. We also discuss
the holographic dual of defect localized entropy.

B. Setup of DCFT

We consider a local, unitary, Euclidean CFT on a
D-dimensional spacetime M with coordinates xµ (µ =
0, . . . , D − 1) and metric gµν , the so called “bulk” CFT.
We introduce a codimension D − p defect along a p-
dimensional submanifold Σ with coordinates x̂a (a =
0, . . . , p − 1) and induced metric γab ≡ gµν∂aX

µ∂bX
ν ,
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where Xµ(x̂) is the embedding function parameterizing
Σ ↪→ M. Physically, the defect can arise from coupling
p-dimensional degrees of freedom to the bulk CFT.1 As
mentioned in the introduction, we treat p-dimensional
degrees of freedom as internal degrees of freedom, which
means that one should integrate out them to obtain the
defect operator. If a Lagrangian description exists, the
DCFT action has the ambient part and the defect part

IDCFT =

∫
dDx
√
gLCFT[φ] +

∫
dpx̂
√
γLdefect[φ, ψ] ,

(1)
where φ denotes the bulk degrees of freedom and ψ the
defect degrees of freedom.2

Stress tensor. Let us restrict our attention to confor-
mal defects, which are hyperplanes or spheres, to preserve
part of the conformal symmetry. A p-dimensional con-
formal defect breaks the ambient conformal symmetry
SO(1, D + 1) to SO(1, p + 1) × SO(D − p). For a CFT
in flat space, conformal symmetry forces 〈Tµν(x)〉 = 0.
However, in the presence of defect, the one-point func-
tion of ambient stress-energy tensor does not necessarily
vanish. To illustrate, consider a p-dimensional planar
defect in RD. The metric is then divided into parallel
and transverse directions: ds2 = dx̂adx̂a + dxidxi with
a = 0, . . . , p− 1 and i = p, . . . ,D − 1. The stress-energy
tensor follows from varying the defect partition function
and it is often useful to split it into the ambient part Tµν

and the defect localized part tab. See for instance [48, 63].
The ambient stress-energy tensor is a symmetric traceless
tensor of dimension D and spin 2, hence the (partial) con-
servation plus residual conformal symmetry fix its form
completely [63, 64]3

〈〈T ab〉〉 = −D − p− 1

D

h

|xi|D
δab , 〈〈T ai〉〉 = 0 ,

〈〈T ij〉〉 =
h

|xi|D

(
p+ 1

D
δij − xixj

|xi|2

)
,

(2)

where h characterizes the property of the defect. Fur-
thermore, at the fixed point of defect RG flow, the defect
localized stress tensor tab is a defect local operator of
dimension p whose vev must vanish due to the residual
conformal symmetry on the defect [48]

〈〈tab〉〉 = 0 . (3)

This does not hold if we are away from the fixed point of
defect RG flow.

1 Or from imposing boundary conditions on the bulk CFT fields.
In the codimension one case, if one of the two sides is trivial, the
defect becomes a boundary.

2 See [60] for such an explicit construction of Wilson loop operator
in gauge theory.

3 In this paper the notation 〈〈O〉〉 refers to the correlation function
measured in the presence of defect

〈〈O〉〉 ≡ 〈OD〉/〈D〉 ,
where D denots the defect.

C. Defect localized entropy

Now we define defect localized entropy based on the
previous setup. Consider a p − 2 dimensional sphere of
radius ` localized on the static defect which divides the
defect into two parts. We want to compute the EE be-
tween the two parts for the defect state constructed by
integrating out the bulk, which is von Neumann entropy

S = −Tr(ρ log ρ)

of the defect reduced density matrix ρ̂A constructed by
only cutting along the defect subregion A

[ρ̂A]ab =
1

ZDCFT

∫
M
Dφ
∫

Σ

Dψ e−ICFT−Idefect

×
∏
x̂∈A

δ(ψ(0+, x̂)− ψb(x̂))δ(ψ(0−, x̂)− ψa(x̂)) ,

(4)

where φ denotes the bulk degrees of freedom and ψ the
defect degrees of freedom (more details about this density
matrix are given in appendix A). The defect localized en-
tropy can be considered as a correlation measure for the
defect degrees of freedom ψ. And it can also be viewed as
a generalization of the ordinary EE to the defect. As we
will see, this generalization defines an intrinsic property
of the defect and quantifies the defect degrees of freedom.

As usual, the entanglement entropy can be computed
by replica trick. Let us start by considering a codi-
mension two bulk sphere (D − 2 dimensional) of the
same radius ` centered at the defect, with the previous
p − 2 sphere a subsphere, as shown in figure 1. Follow-
ing [48, 65–67] we perform CHM map for our system. We
parameterize the flat metric as

ds2 = dt2E + dx̂adx̂a + (d|xi|)2 + |xi|2 ds2
SD−p−1 , (5)

with the defect along {tE , x̂a} (here a = 1, . . . , p − 1)
and located at |xi| = 0. Defining r2 = |x̂a|2 + |xi|2, the
coordinate transformation

tE =
` cos θ sin

(
τ
`

)
1 + cos θ cos

(
τ
`

) , r =
` sin θ

1 + cos θ cos
(
τ
`

) ,
|x̂a| = r cosφ , |xi| = r sinφ ,

(6)

maps the D dimensional flat space to a D dimensional
sphere SD,

Ω̃2ds2 = cos2 θdτ2 + `2(dθ2 + sin2 θdΩ2) , (7)

dΩ2 =
(
cos2 φds2

Sp−2 + dφ2 + sin2 φds2
SD−p−1

)
, (8)

where Ω̃ = 1 + cos θ cos(τ/`), τ ∈ (0, 2π], θ ∈ [0, π/2],
and φ ∈ [0, π/2]. Now the defect is located at φ = 0,
wrapping a maximal Sp as illustrated in figure 1. The
defect free energy can be computed

FD = − log
(
ZDCFT/ZCFT

)
≡ − log〈D[Sp]〉 , (9)
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defe
ct

FIG. 1. Illustration of the Casini-Huerta-Myers map (6).

where ZDCFT is the DCFT’s Euclidean partition func-
tion on SD and D[Sp] denotes the defect operator on
the p-dimensional subsphere.4 Under the replica trick,
the p− 2 dimensional entangling surface, which becomes
p− 2 dimensional sphere now, should be the fixed point.
This means that we only replica the defect operator while
keeping the bulk intact. The procedure can be under-
stood as a construction of a new defect operator by in-
serting a p − 2 dimensional twist operator at the entan-
gling surface within the defect. Recalling the ordinary
definition of EE by the continuation n→ 1 in the replica
trick, one can therefore define the defect localized EE by
taking n→ 1,

SD = lim
n→1

1

1− n
log
〈D[Spn]〉
〈D[Sp]〉n

. (10)

Obviously the definition (10) expressed in terms of D op-
erators, is a formula obtained from bulk point of view.
As mentioned before, the defect localized EE as von Neu-
mann entropy for the defect degrees of freedom, can also
be defined at the level of the reduced density matrix (4).
In appendix A we demonstrate that the two definitions
agree. To compute (10), let us consider the n− 1 defor-
mation as the deformation of the ττ component of the
metric, and expand the defect free energy,

log〈D[Spn]〉 = log〈D[Sp]〉− 1

2

∫
Sp
δγττ 〈〈tττ 〉〉+ · · · , (11)

where δγτ τ = γττδγττ = n2 − 1. Since the higher orders
do not contribute to the entropy we obtain

SD = log〈D[Sp]〉 +

∫
Sp
〈〈tτ τ 〉〉 . (12)

The first term and the second term are the expectation
value of the defect and the Killing energy (times β =
2π`) localized on the defect.5 This is our main result.

4 Whenever we talk about the defect operator, the defect(internal)
degrees of freedom have been integrated out.

5 Note that the possible anomalous contribution from the back-
ground when the bulk dimension is even has already been de-
ducted.

An alternative derivation of (12) based on the relation
between EE in flat space and thermal entropy on sphere
under CHM map [65] is given in appendix B.

We thus need 〈〈tτ τ 〉〉, which can be obtained by Weyl
transformation from the flat-space 〈〈tab〉〉 in (3). When p
is odd, there is no Weyl anomaly therefore

∫
Sp 〈〈t

τ
τ 〉〉 = 0.

When p is even, there is a contribution from tab’s anoma-
lous Weyl transformation law. In this case, the second
term in (12) is finite, but the first term log〈D[Sp]〉 di-
verges. Focusing on the universal part, we find a relation
between defect localized EE and defect free energy at
defect fixed point,

SD = log〈D[Sp]〉 = −FD , (13)

for both even and odd dimensional defects. This is really
the analogy of the universal relation between EE and
sphere free energy for bulk CFTs worked out by Casini,
Huerta and Myers [65]. We emphasize that the relation
(13) does not hold if we leave from the fixed point of
defect RG flow.

D. A defect C-function

Line defect Following the previous setup, the line de-
fect (p = 1) is along tE and located at r = 0 in the
flat space (5). After the CHM map (6), the defect is now
along a maximal τ circle with radius ` in SD. Since there
is no Weyl anomaly for line defect, the defect localized
energy vanishes at the defect fixed point, and the defect
localized EE is given by minus the defect free energy

Sp=1
D = −FD = log

(
ZDCFT/ZCFT

)
= log〈L[S1]〉 . (14)

Along the defect RG flow, FD depends on β = 2π`
through the relevant deformation along the defect. Un-
der replica trick, it is easy to show that β ∝ n, and the
defect localized EE (10) is given by

Sp=1
D = (1− n∂n) log〈L[S1

n]〉
∣∣
n→1

= (1− β∂β) log〈L[S1]〉 .
(15)

This coincides with the line defect entropy formula,
proven to be a monotonic defect C-function in general
D-dimensional bulk CFT [55].

Surface defect For surface defects (p = 2) at the
fixed point, the defect free energy (9) can be computed,
ZDCFT/ZCFT ∝ (`/ε)b/3, where b is the defect central
charge [46]. The defect localized EE is therefore given
by6

Sp=2
D =

b

3
log

(
`

ε

)
+O(ε0) . (16)

6 The Weyl anomaly term is given by eq.(3.10) in [48],
∫

S2 〈〈tτ τ 〉〉 =
−b/3, which does not rely on ` thus does not modify the refined
formula (17). Therefore, we put it into the term O(ε0) of (16).
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A refined formula will pick up the universal coefficient,

3`∂`S
p=2
D = b . (17)

When there is a relevant deformation along the defect,
there will be corrections for (16) depending on ` and
the refinement 3`∂` does not give the central charge any
more.

Motivated by [6], for a generic defect RG flow, it is

tempting to conjecture that 3`∂`S
p=2
D as a defect C-

function, is monotonically decreasing along the defect RG
flows. Here we use SD to denote the defect localized EE
defined on planar defect in flat space, to distinguish from
SD, which is defined on spherical defect after the CHM
map (6). Their universal parts are equal at the fixed
point as discussed above, but they differ at a generic
point along the defect RG flow.7 Notice that the refine-
ment in (17) is the same as that employed in 2D QFT to
define an entropic C-function [6].

defect

FIG. 2. A proof of the p = 2 defect C-theorem (working on
defect). This triangle is the causal development of G and
is placed on the defect. The proper lengths are L(G) = `,

L(B) = r, and L(A) = L(C) =
√
r`.

Now we give an information theoretical proof of the
above conjecture following Casini and Huerta. Let us
go back to the Minkowski space with the planar defect.
Following the quantum information approach in [6], we
consider the quantum state associated with the defect
degrees of freedom (4) and employ Lorentz invariance,
unitarity, causality and the strong subadditivity of de-
fect localized EE. Instead of tuning the energy scale µ,
here we trigger the defect RG flow by tuning the system
size `. Thus the defect C-theorem is equivalently stated
as follow: c(`) is a monotonically decreasing function un-
der RG flows. As illustrated in figure 2, intervals A′ and

7 This may explain the discrepancy between the perturbative
monotonicity claimed in the recent paper [68] and the non-
perturbative monotonicity of SD. After this paper was submitted
to arXiv, Shachar, Sinha and Smolkin propose the renormalized
defect entropy in [68] and show its monotonicity near the fixed
point following the field theoretical approach in [55]. The renor-
malized defect entropy is given by eq.(3.4) in [68]

S = R∂R

(
1−

1

2
R∂R

)
log

ZDCFT

ZCFT
,

where the term
(
1− 1

2
R∂R

)
log ZDCFT

ZCFT is in fact the same as
defect localized entropy SD we define in this paper.

C ′ are on the light cone (the dashed lines) and intervals
B and G lie on the time slice with their lengths r and `
respectively. We emphasize that all the boosted intervals
(or disks in appendix C, and their intersections/unions)
are located on the defect because we study the defect
state after integrating out the bulk. The strong subad-
ditivity of defect localized EE gives

SA
′∪B∪C′
D + SBD ≤ SA

′∪B
D + SB∪C

′

D . (18)

Using unitarity, we are able to identify the defect local-
ized EE of A′ ∪ B and that of A. Using Lorentz invari-
ance, we can further write the defect localized EE of A
as a function of its proper length. Thus we have

SGD + SBD ≤ SAD + SCD

⇒ SD(`) + SD(r) ≤ SD(
√
r`) + SD(

√
r`) .

(19)

Performing Taylor expansion of (19) at ` with respect to
ε = r − ` to the second order, one gets

SD(`) + SD(`) + εS′D(`) +
ε2

2
S′′D(`)

≤ 2SD(`) + 2

(
ε

2
− ε2

8`

)
S′D(`) +

ε2

4
S′′D(`) ,

(20)

which is actually what we want

(3`∂`SD(`))
′

= 3S′D(`) + 3`S′′D(`) ≤ 0 . (21)

A b-theorem, stated that bUV ≥ bIR, has been proven
by Jensen and O’Bannon previously [46]. Our result is
consistent with their result and provides a C-function for
the entire defect RG flow.

Let us discuss the physical conditions we impose for
the defect state.8 While Lorentz invariance and unitarity
are quite reasonable assumptions, we do assume that the
defect states also evolve causally.9 Further more, strong
subadditivity is true for any entanglement entropy.

Volume defect For volume defects (p = 3), there is no
Weyl anomaly and at the defect fixed point the localized
energy vanishes. We therefore obtain the defect localized
EE given by (12) for p = 3,

Sp=3
D = log〈D[S3]〉 . (22)

Like sphere free energy of CFT3, (22) may carry a linear
divergence. Away from the defect fixed point, a refined
formula is required to define a proper finite C-function.
Motivated by [15], for a generic defect RG flow, it is

tempting to conjecture that (`∂`− 1)Sp=3
D as a defect C-

function, is monotonically decreasing along the defect RG
flows. As previously mentioned, SD stands for the defect

8 These conditions are also imposed for p = 3.
9 It would be interesting to sharpen the causality condition and

use it to classify defects.
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localized EE on flat defect. Notice that the refinement we
used here is the same as that used in entropic C-function
in QFT3 [14]. An information theoretical proof of the
monotonicity of the conjectured C-function for p = 3 is
given in appendix C.

For higher dimensional defects (p > 3), the general-
ization of the above proof is not straightforward and we
refer to [31, 32] for further development of information
theoretical proof of C-theorem in higher dimensions.

E. Holographic dual

Assuming that the bulk CFT has a holographic dual,
namely an AdS gravity, one natural question is whether
there exists a minimal surface such as Ryu-Takayanagi
surface [69] as the holographic dual of defect localized
EE. We will show that such a minimal surface indeed
exists provided that the defect itself has a holographic
dual.

FIG. 3. A pair of external accelerating quarks and its holo-
graphic dual. The horizon on the worldsheet is represented
by black dashed lines.

The first example is the 1/2-BPS Wilson loop (WL) in
4D N = 4 SYM, which preserves a SL(2,R) conformal
subgroup and thus can be regarded as a conformal defect
of the 4D theory. Some properties of this defect CFT
have been studied in [70–75]. Consider a circular WL in
R4, which is conformally equivalent to a WL wrapping
along a maximal circle in S4. As shown in figure 3, there
is a physical interpretation for the former WL in real
time in terms of a pair of external accelerating quarks.
According to [76–78], the holographic dual of the pair
of quarks is a connected string in AdS5 attached to the
quarks at its end points. It was demonstrated in [61] that,
there is an emergent wormhole in the string worldsheet,
as an illustration of ER=EPR [79]. In the large N limit
with fixed λ � 1, the strong coupling regime of WL
operator is dominated by the classical string action

Sstring = − 1

2πα′

∫ √
−det g . (23)

Varying this action is equivalent to finding a minimal
surface and the classical solution of the string worldsheet

is AdS2. From the worldsheet point of view, we can un-
derstand string/WL duality as AdS2/CFT1 [75]. If we
simply view the on-shell string action (23) as a 2D grav-
ity action, one can deduce an “effective Newton constant”
(recall that the Ricci scalar of AdS2 is −2/L2)

1

4G2
=
L2

α′
= (L/`s)

2 , (24)

which says nothing but the fundamental UV scale on
string worldsheet is set by string length.10 The defect
localized EE between the two quarks can be computed
holographically from the horizon entropy of the wormhole

S =
A

4G2
=
L2

α′
=
√
λ , (25)

where A is the area of a dot fixed to be unit. This agrees
precisely with the field theory result for defect localized
EE (14), which equals to the expectation value of circular
1/2-BPS WL in N = 4 SYM [80–82]. Notice that the
defect localized EE differs from the defect contribution
to the bulk EE, worked out by Jensen and Karch [61],
as well as by Lewkowycz and Maldacena [62], which is√
λ/3.
In [83, 84] the authors consider a 1-parameter family

of WL operators in 4D N = 4 SYM

W (ζ)(C) =
1

N
TrP exp

∮
C

dτ [iAµ(x)ẋµ + ζΦm(x)θm|ẋ|]

(26)
with θ2

m = 1. The ζ-dependent term in (26) can be
viewed as a perturbation driving a defect RG flow from
the standard WL in the UV fixed point ζ = 0 to the
1/2-BPS WL in the IR fixed point ζ = 1.11 At weak
coupling it has been verified in the Supplemental Mate-
rial of [55] that the defect localized EE monotonically de-
creases along this defect RG flow. At strong coupling the
logarithm expectation value of the WL is given by [84]12

log〈W (κ)〉 =
√
λ− 5κR(logκR− 1) + 5 log Γ(1 + κR)

− 5

2
log(2πκR)− F1(κ =∞) +O(

1√
λ

) ,

(27)

where R is the WL radius, F1(κ =∞) is R independent
and it is the subleading term of the logarithm expectation
value of 1/2-BPS WL calculated in [80–82], and κ is the
strong coupling counterpart of ζ which is a non-trivial
function of ζ and λ

κ = f(ζ;λ) , f(0;λ) = 0 , f(1;λ� 1) =∞ . (28)

10 We do not claim a 2D gravity localized on the string worldsheet
here. Instead, 4G2 we find in (24) plays the role of UV fun-
damental area used to measure the entropy. The same thing
happens in the following probe brane model.

11 For further discussion on this RG flow, see [85–87].
12 (27) is slightly different from eq.(4.28) in [84], where R is set to

1 and absorbed into κ.
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The defect localized EE can thus be calculated from (27)

SD =(1−R∂R) log〈W (κ)〉

=
√
λ+ 5κR+

5

2
− 5

2
log(2πκR) + 5 log Γ(1 + κR)

− 5κR
Γ′(1 + κR)

Γ(1 + κR)
− F1(κ =∞) +O(

1√
λ

) ,

(29)

which monotonically decreases under the defect RG flow
from UV (κ = 0) to IR (κ =∞).

Our second example is a holographic model of DCFTD
called probe brane model, which can be viewed as the
holographic dual of the defect model in figure 1. We
work in the Euclidean coordinates after the CHM map.
The probe brane has a tension Tp in the Euclidean AdS
space, and the Euclidean action is given by

I =− 1

16πGD+1

∫
dD+1x

√
G

(
R+

D(D − 1)

L2

)
+ Tp

∫
dp+1x̂

√
Ĝ .

(30)

In the probe limit, the solution of brane worldvolume is
Euclidean AdSp+1 and the defect free energy is given by
the on-shell action of the brane

log〈D[Sp]〉 = −Ibrane = −Vol(Hp+1)TpL
p+1 , (31)

which should be equal to defect localized EE according
to (13). Now we give one more check for this result. The
on-shell brane action can be treated as an on-shell AdS
gravity action on Euclidean AdSp+1, from which one can
deduce an effective Newton constant, related to the brane
tension,

Tp =
1

16πGp+1

2p

L2
. (32)

defect

minimal surface

FIG. 4. A time slice of the p = 2 defect and its holographic
dual. The z-direction is the holographic direction.

To compute the holographic defect localized EE, let
us turn to Lorentzian coordinates. One needs to find a
minimal surface within the brane worldvolume, which is
a p−1 dimensional minimal surface, as shown in figure 4.

Thus the holographic result can be computed by

SD =
A

4Gp+1

=
Lp−1Vol(Sp−2)

4Gp+1

∫ 1

ε/R

(1− y2)(p−3)/2

yp−1

=
1

4Gp+1
Vol(Hp−1)Lp−1 .

(33)

Using the volume formula for hyperbolic space in general
dimensions

Vol(Hp+1) = − 1

sin(πp/2)

πp/2+1

Γ(p/2 + 1)
, (34)

we find that the defect localized EE (33) precisely agrees
with the defect free energy (31), a general result we
proved at the fixed point of defect RG flow. Notice that
for a given holographic defect, once the characteristic
constant 4Gp+1 is obtained, it can be used to compute
defect localized entropy for other subregions with differ-
ent shapes.

F. Boundary CFT

The boundary can be viewed as a special codimen-
sion one defect. We define boundary localized entropy
by slightly modifying (12)

Sbdy
D = log

ZBCFT

√
ZCFT

+

∫
Sp
〈〈tτ τ 〉〉 , (35)

where the square root comes from the normalization of
BCFT partition function on hemisphere.13 Notice that
in D = 2 this definition is consistent with the boundary
entropy defined in [39]. One can interpret the boundary
localized entropy as the difference between the entangle-
ment entropy with and without the boundary,14 i.e.

Sbdy
D = SBCFT

EE − 1

2
SCFT

EE (36)

as illustrated in figure 5.

13 Several results on boundary contributions to the Weyl anomaly
have been given for 2D [88], 3D [67], 4D [89, 90] and 5D [91, 92].

14 (36) can also be expressed as

Sbdy
D =(1− n∂n) log

ZBCFT
n√
ZCFT
n

∣∣
n→1

= log
ZBCFT

√
ZCFT

+

∫
HSD
〈〈T τ τ + δ(φ)tτ τ 〉〉 −

1

2

∫
SD
〈〈T τ τ 〉〉 .

Canceling out the bulk stress tensor T τ τ gives (35).
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BCFT CFT

FIG. 5. Interpretation of boundary localized entropy.

In D = 2, the boundary localized entropy as a g-
function is monotonically decreasing, first conjectured by
Affleck and Ludwig [35, 36] and then proved by Friedan
and Konechny [39]. An alternative proof of the g-theorem
was given in [47] using the monotonicity of relative en-
tropy. For holographic discussions we refer to [38, 42, 93–
95].

Now we consider a holographic model for BCFTD as an
AdS gravity plus a bounding brane with constant tension
proposed by Takayanagi [41] and calculate the bound-
ary localized entropy holographically. The action of this
holographic system is given by

I = − 1

16πGD+1

∫
√
g(R−2Λ)− 1

8πGD+1

∫ √
h(K−T ) ,

(37)
with T the brane tension. The solution of the bulk metric
can be solved,

ds2 = dρ2 + L2 cosh2 ρ

L

(
−dt2 + dy2 + d~x2

y2

)
, (38)

with the brane located at ρ = ρ∗ and ρ∗ is determined
by the brane tension through Neumann boundary con-
ditions. We choose a subregion surrounded by a D − 3
dimensional sphere with radius R within the boundary
defect. Following (36), the holographic dual for bound-
ary localized entropy will be the minimal surface within
the wedge between ρ = 0 and ρ = ρ∗. The computation
of the area of this minimal surface is given by

S =
LD−2Vol(SD−3)

4GD+1

∫ 1

ε/R

(1− y2)D/2−2

yD−2

∫ ρ∗

0

coshD−2 ρ

L
,

(39)
which agrees with the boundary entropy in [48].

G. Conclusion and Discussion

In this paper we propose defect localized entropy as
a measure of degrees of freedom on defect. The defect
localized entropy is defined by performing replica trick
only on the defect and keeping the bulk intact. It counts
the entanglement between the degrees of freedom local-
ized on the defect. It is demonstrated that at the defect
fixed point, defect localized entropy is equal to minus de-
fect free energy. We construct defect C-functions based
on defect localized entropy and show that they mono-
tonically decrease for surface defects and volume defects.

We also study the holographic dual of defect localized
entropy for several examples.

A few future questions are listed in order: First, it is
interesting to explore more examples of defect RG flows
as well as their holographic duals and to verify the mono-
tonically decreasing behavior of defect localized entropy
(or its refinement). Second, generalize the field theoret-
ical argument of the monotonicity for line defects [55].
Last but not least, explore other physical applications
of this newly defined defect localized entropy in particle
physics as well as in condensed matter physics.
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Appendix A: Path integral construction of the
reduced density matrix

First we write down the DCFT action (1) more pre-
cisely,

ICFT =

∫
dDx
√
gLCFT[φ(x)] , (A1)

Idefect =

∫
dpx̂
√
γLdefect[φ(x̂), ψ(x̂)] . (A2)

Here we used φ to represent the bulk degrees of freedom
and ψ the defect degrees of freedom. We construct the
following reduced density matrix by cutting along the
defect subregion A (the entire defect at t = 0 is A ∪ B)
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and performing path integral over the full spacetime15

[ρ̂A]ab =
1

ZDCFT

∫
M
Dφ
∫

Σ

Dψ e−ICFT−Idefect

×
∏
x̂∈A

δ(ψ(0+, x̂)− ψb(x̂))δ(ψ(0−, x̂)− ψa(x̂)) ,

(A4)

where the indices a and b denote different configurations
of the field ψ. The trace of the n-th power of this reduced
density matrix gives n copies of the bulk and glues the
defect into a n-sheeted surface, i.e.

Trρ̂nA =
1

(ZDCFT)n

∫
M1

Dφ1 · · ·
∫
Mn

Dφn
∫

Σ(n)

Dψ

× e−
∑n
i=1 ICFT[φi]−I(n)

defect[φ1,...,φn,ψ] ,

(A5)

where (n) denotes n-sheeted surface. Now we consider
the case that the glued defect can receive the same bulk
averaging from a single bulk copy. This happens when
the bulk number of degrees of freedom is much greater
than that of the defect. Therefore, (A5) can also be un-
derstood as the partition function with the n-fold cover
of the original defect in the first bulk copy, thus the path
integral on the remaining (n− 1) bulk copies can be fac-
torized, which gives

Trρ̂nA =
(ZCFT)n−1

(ZDCFT)n

∫
M
Dφ
∫

Σ(n)

Dψ e−ICFT−I(n)
defect

=

(
ZCFT

ZDCFT

)n ∫
MDφ

∫
Σ(n) Dψ e−ICFT−I(n)

defect∫
MDφ e−ICFT

=
〈Dn〉
〈D〉n

.

(A6)

Therefore we rederive (10) from the reduced density ma-
trix (A4),

SD = lim
n→1

1

1− n
log
〈Dn〉
〈D〉n

= lim
n→1

1

1− n
log Trρ̂nA . (A7)

Appendix B: An alternative derivation of (12)

In this appendix we give an alternative derivation of
(12) based on the density matrix (A4) and the original

15 The unnormalized reduced density matrix should be

[ρ̂′A]ab =
1

ZCFT

∫
M
Dφ
∫

Σ
Dψ e−ICFT−Idefect

×
∏
x̂∈A

δ(ψ(0+, x̂)− ψb(x̂))δ(ψ(0−, x̂)− ψa(x̂)) ,
(A3)

for the reason that when the bulk and defect degrees of freedom
are decoupled, this unnormalized density matrix can be reduced
to the unnormalized density matrix with only defect degrees of
freedom.

CHM map method in [65]. The reduced density ma-
trix (A4) is an averaged density matrix, which is still
hermitian and positive semi-definite (also note that it
has been normalized). After the CHM map (6), (A4) is
transformed into a thermal density matrix, which can be
expressed as

ρ̂ =
e−βHτ

ZDCFT/ZCFT
=

1

〈D〉
e−βHτ , (B1)

with Hτ the infinitesimal generator of the defect τ trans-
lation and the normalization factor determined from the
unnormalized density matrix (A3). Following eq.(4.6)
in [65], we have

SD = −Tr (ρ̂ log ρ̂)

= log〈D〉+ βTr (ρ̂Hτ ) ,
(B2)

where the second term is the expectation value of the op-
erator generating the defect τ translation, which is just
the Killing energy (times β = 2π`) localized on the de-
fect. Therefore, we obtain (12) from the density matrix
(A4) by CHM map.

Appendix C: monotonicity of p = 3 defect C
function

Now we provide an information theoretical proof of the
monotonicity of p = 3 defect C function following [15].
Similar to the proof for p = 2, we trigger the defect RG
flow by tuning the system size `. The defect C-theorem
is then stated as: c(`) is a monotonically decreasing func-
tion under RG flows. As illustrated in figure 6, consider
a disk of radius ` located on a time slice of defect with
its causal past a solid cone. A plane parallel to the x̂Oŷ-
plane intersects this solid cone with a disk of radius r.
Then we intersect the light cone (the boundary of the
solid cone) with a series of N planes to get a series of N

boosted circles of radius
√
r`. These boosted circles are

tangent to the two circles of radius r and `, and the angle
between the the projections of adjacent boosted circles on
the x̂Oŷ-plane is 2π/N . We use Xi (i = 1, . . . , N) to de-
note the blue shaded area in figure 6, which is the union
of the r-disk and a part of the light cone bounded by the
i-th boosted circle and the r-circle.

For these Xi we apply the following inequality which
is obtained by repeatedly using the strong subadditivity
of defect localized EE∑

i

SD(Xi) ≥ SD(∪iXi) + SD(∪{ij}Xij)

+ SD(∪{ijk}Xijk) + · · ·+ SD(∩iXi) ,

(C1)

where Xij···k denotes Xi∩Xj ∩· · ·∩Xk with no repeated
indices i, j, . . . , k. As N goes to infinity, the boundary
of area ∪{ij...k}Xij···k approaches a circle of radius rn,
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defect

FIG. 6. A proof of the p = 3 defect C-theorem (working on
defect). This solid cone is the causal past of the `-disk and
is placed on the defect. A plane parallel to the x̂Oŷ-plane
and the causal past intersect a disk of radius r. We have a
series of N boosted circles of radius

√
r` (here we draw two of

them) tangent to the r-circle and the `-circle. Xi denotes the
blue shaded area whose boundary is the i-th boosted circle.

where n is the number of indices and rn can be obtained
by geometric calculation

rn =
2r`

r + `+ (r − `) cos nπN
. (C2)

Due to the unitarity and Lorentz invariance, when N

goes to infinity, SD(∪{ij···k}Xij···k) can be directly re-
placed by the defect localized EE of a disk of radius rn.
Substituting (C2) into (C1) and taking N →∞ gives

SD(
√
r`) ≥ lim

N→∞

1

N

N∑
n=1

SD

(
2r`

r + `+ (r − `) cos nπN

)
=

1

π

∫ π

0

dz SD

(
2r`

r + `+ (r − `) cos z

)
.

(C3)

Performing Taylor expansion of (C3) at ` with respect to
ε = r − ` to the second order, we obtain

SD(`) +

(
ε

2
− ε2

8`

)
S′D(`) +

ε2

8
S′′D(`)

≥ SD(`) +

(
ε

2
− ε2

8`

)
S′D(`) +

3ε2

16
S′′D(`) ,

(C4)

thus we complete the proof

((`∂` − 1)SD)
′

= `S′′D(`) ≤ 0 . (C5)
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