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ABSTRACT: The O(N) vector model in the presence of a boundary has a non-trivial fixed
point in (4 — €) dimensions and exhibits critical behaviors described by boundary conformal
field theory. The spectrum of boundary operators is investigated at the leading order in
the e-expansion by diagrammatic and axiomatic approaches. In the latter, we extend the
framework of Rychkov and Tan for the bulk theory to the case with a boundary and calculate
the conformal dimensions of boundary composite operators with attention to the analyticity
of correlation functions. In both approaches, we obtain consistent results.
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1 Introduction

Quantum field theories (QFTs) with boundaries have been explored since the 1970s with
the hope of discovering new phenomena which manifest themselves due to the boundary
effects. (See [1, 2] for older works and [3] for more recent developments.) Introducing a
boundary breaks a part of the symmetries in QFTs, such as translation and rotation. When
the bulk theory is tuned to a critical point described by a conformal field theory (CFT), the
conformal symmetry is broken to a subgroup by the boundary and there appear to be no



critical behaviors. Nevertheless, boundary critical phenomena are characterized by boundary
CFTs (BCFTs) if the shape of the boundary is planar or spherical and a proper boundary
condition is imposed. Depending on the choice of boundary conditions, there are several
BCFTs associated with the same bulk CFT. To analyze boundary critical phenomena in
(1 4+ 1) dimensions, Cardy developed novel techniques in two-dimensional BCFTs (BCFTs)
[4] and classified admissible boundary conditions [5]. Furthermore, McAvity and Osborn
generalized Cardy’s discussion on BCFT; to higher-dimensional BCFTs (BCFTy>3) [6, 7],
which provides us indispensable techniques to investigate the boundary effects in CFT as we
will see below.

In BCFT4>3, the boundary breaks the full conformal symmetry SO(1,d + 1) down to
its subgroup SO(1,d).! Further, we distinguish operators in the bulk from those on the
boundary. The former and latter are called bulk and boundary local operators respectively.
Bulk local operators are characterized by the representation of SO(1,d + 1) in the same way
as in CFTs without boundaries and defects. On the other hand, boundary local operators
represent dynamical degrees of freedom localized on the boundary and constitute conformal
families of the subgroup SO(1,d). These two types of conformal families are not independent,
and one can expand a bulk operator in terms of boundary ones, which is known as boundary
operator expansion (BOE). For a bulk local operator Oa of conformal dimension A, the BOE
reads [7]:

Oalw) =Y Cyx(x1,0)05(&), z=@@%z1), a=1--,d-1. (1.1)
o

We use coordinates Z:/x | for the parallel/transverse directions to the boundary respectively.
The sum is taken over all possible boundary primary operators (5&and depends on the choices
of the boundary conditions. The differential operator C A, A(zL,0) is completely determined
by the conformal symmetry modulo model-dependent coefficients.

In this paper, we will concentrate at the Wilson-Fisher fixed point of the O(NN) vector
model in d = (4 — ¢)-dimensional half-spacetime RZ = R4~! x R [6, 7):

-

Here ®¢ is an O(N) vector field subject to either Neumann or Dirichlet boundary condition,
and Qg1 is the volume of a (d — 1)-dimensional sphere: Q4_; = 27%2/TI'(d/2). The beta
function 3y for the bulk coupling A is (see e.g., [8])
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Throughout this paper, we treat Euclidean spacetime.



Bulk local op. Boundary local op.

e S AO[
Free Pop 5 PG4y Dop 5 PG4y
Wilson-Fisher Wap s Wapiq Wap s Wapiq

Table 1. List of symbols for bulk and boundary local operators. The lower indices of the operators
denote the canonical dimensions in d = 4.

where p is a momentum scale. This O(N) model exhibits critical behaviors at the infrared
fixed point with

3
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The conformal dimensions of bulk operators at the Wilson-Fisher fixed point can be
derived in perturbation theory [8-13]. Rychkov and Tan reproduced the leading anoma-
lous dimensions by the axiomatic method [14], which compare the free O(N) theory in four
dimensions and the Wilson-Fisher fixed point in (4 — €) dimensions without resorting to di-
agrammatic calculations. The validity of their method was examined in the ¢*-theory, and
successive studies revealed that their framework can be applied to various models including
not only bosonic but also fermionic fields [15-25]. Furthermore, this method was adapted to
defect CFT with a monodromy defect [26, 27] in (4—¢) dimensions [28, 29], which precisely re-
produced the anomalous dimensions of the defect operators. More recently, the Rychkov-Tan
approach has been combined with the conformal bootstrap [30, 31] to derive new constraints
on the dynamics of fermionic boundary and defect CFTs, such as Yukawa and Gross-Neveu
model, etc. [32, 33].2

A few comments on our notation of operators are in order. (See table 1.) We focus on
the Neumann boundary condition in the main text and leave the Dirichlet case to appendix
A. The subscripts of operators indicate the canonical dimensions in d = 4. We use different
symbols to distinguish bulk/boundary local operators in the free theory from those at the
Wilson-Fisher fixed point. Two sets of operators {®q, = |<I>1|2p,<1>§‘p 1 = O¢[®|?} and
{62]0,2133;, 41} stand for the bulk and boundary operators in the free theory, respectively.
Under the Neumann boundary condition, {EI\>2p, Ef)%p 41} are defined as follows:

Boy(@) = lim |01 (2),  B5,(3) = lim 07 017 (). (1.5)

On the other hand, {Wg,, W3, .} and {ng, Wi‘; 41} are the renormalized bulk and boundary

2See e.g., [34-41] for the applications of conformal bootstrap to the O(N) vector models with boundaries
or defects.



operators at the Wilson-Fisher fixed point, which in the free limit tend to

— —_~ f o~ o~
{W2p’ W2§;+1’ W2p’ W2%+1} — {(1)2107 (I)QO;;H ) (1)2107 <I>2O;;+1} : (1-6)

By using the Rychkov-Tan method, the anomalous dimension of the lowest-lying boundary
operator Wla has already been examined in [36, 42]. To our best knowledge, however, the
anomalous dimensions of boundary composite operators have not yet been derived by the
axiomatic approach.

Summary and discussion. In this paper, we reproduce the leading anomalous dimensions
of boundary composite operators by the Rychkov-Tan method,? and verify that the results
are the same as the diagrammatic ones. We focus on Neumann and Dirichlet boundary con-
ditions which correspond to special and ordinary transitions respectively [1].* We find it
necessary to take into account the analyticity of correlation functions to calculate the anoma-
lous dimensions of boundary composite operators. We believe that our method presented
in this paper is also applicable to other boundary composite operators including derivatives.
Furthermore, we expect that our argument is not limited to the O(IN) vector model with a
boundary but can also be applied to similar models with a line defect [45, 46] as demonstrated
in the accompanying paper [47], and presumably to other models with boundaries or defects.
We hope to investigate this direction in the future.

This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we review the basics of BCFT. In section
3, we provide various aspects of the free O(NN) model with the Neumann boundary condition.
In section 4, we perform diagrammatic calculations to derive the anomalous dimensions of
the boundary composite operators ng and Wﬁj +1- In section 5, we use the Rychkov-Tan
method to reproduce the diagrammatic results obtained in section 4. The resulting conformal
dimensions are summarized in table 2. In appendix A, we derive the anomalous dimensions
of composite operators subject to the Dirichlet boundary condition.

2 Review of boundary conformal field theory

Before going to the specific model, we record the consequences of conformal symmetry in the
presence of a boundary [4, 7, 48, 49].

Notations. To set the stage, we first introduce our notations. Throughout this paper, we
consider quantum field theories on the d-dimensional Euclidean flat manifold with a boundary:
Ri = R9! x R>g. Throughout this paper, symbols with hat () such as O and § notate the
boundary quantities while those without hat are for the bulk ones.

3It remains open how to extract the higher-order anomalous dimensions by the Rychkov-Tan method, even
in the absence of a boundary.

“There is one more critical phase called the extraordinary transition [43, 44] which can be described by
BCFT. In this phase, unlike the special and ordinary ones, there is no corresponding phase in four dimensions
(e = 0) (see e.g., appendix B.4 in [34]). Thus, we cannot apply our axiomatic method to examine the
extraordinary phase.



Boundary Boundary

. Conformal dimension Free limit
condition operators
— 6p (2p — 3 ~
Wy o+ L Py
Neumann +
= N+6p(l—2p)+5 ~
Wopia 2p+1-— N8 € o5
—~ N -6 14 ~
W4p 4p—p( N—f; )6 \I/4p
Dirichlet
= N —6p>+p(N +8)+5 ~
Wipto dp +2 — N8 € Ue L,

Table 2. The conformal dimensions of boundary local operators subject to the Neumann and Dirichlet
boundary conditions. See appendix A for the notations for the Dirichlet case.

We use z# (u = 1,--- ,d) for the bulk coordinates, which can be split into the parallel
(2*) and transverse (z ) parts to the boundary such that z# = (2%, 2, ) witha=1,--- ,d—1
and z; > 0. Then, g* = (y%,0) stands for the boundary coordinates. The distances between
bulk-bulk, bulk-boundary and boundary-boundary points are written as

w1 — @2 = (21 — w2)* (21 — 2

o = g1* = (& - 9)* (2~ §a+at, (2.1)
a

~

A bulk (boundary) scalar primary operator with conformal dimension A (A) will be denoted

~

by Oa (O3)- The following shorthanded notations are used frequently in this paper:
Uij = Ui — U AS=0i+ 4. (2.2)
Correlation functions and boundary operator expansions. The bulk-boundary and

boundary two-point functions and the boundary three-point function can be fixed by bound-
ary conformal symmetry:

(Oa(x) (53(?3)> = P ;|(2(§7|SE|A—3 : (2.3)
(0(51) O (1)) = ,;i‘i) , (24)
(O3, (i) Os, (i) O, (4s)) 401,02, 02) (2.5)

= T At A AT A A A
12| A 12723 |gigg|R2a—A1 |13 As— A2



The BOE of a bulk scalar operator O is

Here, D stands for the BOE, and we do not explicitly write down descendant terms.

The bulk-boundary-boundary three-point functions are not completely fixed by conformal
symmetry, and they admit the following conformal block expansion [47, 50]:

T 3. A o)) = 1 b(o’é)c( 761’62) 3;2 |$J_|2
(Oa(x) O3, (0) O, ( >>—‘M‘A’x‘%§ S e (W). (2.7)

Here, we set y1 = 0, y2 = co by using the boundary conformal symmetry.® The conformal
block Ggm (v) can be written as [47]:

(2.8)

3 The free O(N) model with Neumann boundary condition

We investigate the conformal structures of the free O(NN) vector model with the Neumann
boundary condition in d dimensions with special attention to correlation functions and BOEs,
which will play a central role in the rest of the paper.

3.1 Correlation functions in arbitrary dimensions

We start with the bulk two-point function of the fundamental scalar field satisfying the
following differential equation:

Oy (85 (1) ®F (22)) = A o 8% (a1 — 2) . (3.1)
I'(d/2)
Under the Neumann boundary condition
lim 9 P (x) =0, (3.2)
;-0 Ox |

the solution to the differential equation (3.1) is given by

1 n 1
21 — 22?2 ' |3y — 29|72

(05 (1) DY (2) ) = 627 . Tt = (3% —x)) . (3.3)

From this expression, we obtain the bulk one-point functions of the composite operators:

ap N
afb _ 0 2 _
<(I)1 (I)l (‘T)> ~ 9d—2 |l’J_|d_2 ) <’(I)1‘ (x)> ~ 9d—2 |l’J_|d_2 : (34)

*Note that O (00) = lim e [§*2 O (9).



In addition, letting z; — 0 in the bulk two-point function (3.3), we find the following bulk-
boundary and boundary-boundary functions:

268
|z =gl

2§28

|d—2 :

(27 (@) 87()) (BF() @7(52)) = 77— (3.5)

Combined with the results obtained so far, we can calculate any correlators in the free theory
by using Wick’s theorem. For instance, we have

Y P (N/2 +1) 5%
( 3(95)(1’1 (@) = 9d—4 B _md—2 ]a:l]d—2 )

_ 32(N/2+1)6%

(25()850)) = ——smaa— (3:6)
~ ~ af
(308 = 2L

Furthermore, the two-point functions of the boundary composite operators are given by

S NE N gp—1 Sa & N fp %P
(Pop(§1) Pap(d2) ) = W ) <<I>2p+1(yl) ‘I)2ﬁp+1(yz)> = Wm ) (3.7)

where we introduced two combinatorial factors f, and gp6:
fo= 2P pl(N/2 1), gy = 27 (4 DI N/24 1), (3.8)
In what follows, we enumerate several three-point functions of our interest without deriva-
tion.

Boundary three-point functions.

af
BN B (31B8 (501 — fpd
<<I)1 (‘T) (I)2P(y1) (I)2p+1(y2) > - ’j} — :g2’d_2 ‘:&12’2p(d_2) ) (39)
B9(2) B2, (51) Bapralin) ) = 9, 0%
( 1 (':U) 2p+1(y1) 2P+2(y2) > - ’[]Aj‘ — :g2’d_2 ‘:&12’(2p+1)(d_2) ) (310)
T T 12p f, 697
<q>3 (:E) <I>2p(y1) (I)2p+1(y2) > = |:)f7 — Zj1|d_2 |§j — g2|2(d_2) |g12|(2p_1)(d_2) > (311)
SR Y R 2(N + 6p + 2) g, 6°°
a B _ p
(D5(2) Pgpy 1 (1) Popra(e) ) = & — 91172 7 — Go2@2) | graPPl—2) (3.12)
Bulk-boundary-boundary three-point functions.
of
(N B (4B (51 — fp0
<¢l (IE) ¢2P(y1) ¢2p+1(y2) > - |II: _ g2|d_2 |g12|2p(d_2) ’ (313)
(5 (2) 5,1 (30) Bapa(i)) = g% (3.14)

SHere we use the Pochhammer symbol: (u), = T'(u 4 n)/T(u).



(D5 () Dop(§1) g1 (42) )

N 42 £p 8 N 12p f, 07
T 9d-2 |z — g2’d—2 ‘g12’2p(d—2) ‘xj_‘d—2 |z — @1’d_2 |z — g2’2(d—2) ‘:&12‘(2p—1)(d—2) ’
(3.15)
(@5 (2) D441 (i) Papralii2))
_N+2 gp 6P N 2 (N +6p +2) g, 6°°
- 9d-2 ]a: _ g2’d—2 ‘@12’(2p+1)(d—2) ]a:l]d_Z ‘x _ ?Jl‘d_2 ]a: _ @2‘2(d—2) ’@12’2p(d—2) ’
(3.16)

3.2 Boundary operator expansions in four dimensions

We set d = 4 and examine the boundary operator expansions in the four-dimensional free
O(N) model with the Neumann boundary condition. In particular, we focus on the two
operators @ and ®§ which are relevant in section 5.

3.2.1 Boundary operator expansion of ®¢
From the bulk-boundary two-point function (3.5), we can deduce that ®¢ has the following
BOE:

oS (z) D () (3.17)

To see if the other operators contribute to the BOE, we rewrite the bulk-boundary-boundary
three-point correlators (3.13) and (3.14) in terms of conformal blocks (2.7) using the relation
Gyl (v) = v'/? as follows:

R R 2
(80) B2y (0) B 100 = 0% 1Lt (A1) (3.18)
—~ ~ 2
(880) B0 0) o)) = 007 67 (1) 319

Compared with the three-point function (2.7) with a general structure of the BOE (2.6), there
are no contributions to the BOE of ®{ other than a boundary operator of dimension A =1,
which may be identified with ®{* in the present case.

We can confirm the above statement in a different manner as follows. Suppose a boundary
scalar primary operator O3 (Z) appears in the BOE of ®f(x):

Ox(@) , (3.20)

where A is a non-zero constant. In the free theory, ®¢(x) satisfies the Klein-Gordon equation
Oz ®§(x) = 0 which holds as an operator identity. Applying the Laplacian O, to the both
sides of (3.20) we find

~ A

0=0,9%(z) D (A—-1)(A—2) Ox(2) - (3.21)




For this operator identity to hold for a non-zero constant A, the conformal dimensions of (53
must be either one or two. The former corresponds to the Neumann boundary condition we
are considering here, and the latter to the Dirichlet boundary condition.

We thus conclude that with the Neumann boundary condition only EI\>‘fl-ch:zmnel appears
in the BOE of &

®$ () = ®{(2) + (descendants) . (3.22)

3.2.2 Boundary operator expansion of ¢%

The structure of the BOE of ®§ is much richer than that of ®{'. From the two-point functions
(3.6), we find ®{* and ®§ contribute to the BOE:

2(z) D yIPT O (2) + YD) - (3.23)

There are also other (infinitely many) boundary operators that appear in the BOE of ®§.
To see this, let us perform the conformal block expansion of the bulk-boundary-boundary
three-point functions involving ®§. Using the boundary conformal symmetry, we can place
the two boundary operators at # = 0 and & = co. Then, (3.15) yields’

(®F(x) Bap(0) By, 1(00))
o [N+2 ) (leif? (=) () (e (3.24)
o () v X Sl G?’*?’(W)]'

= f,0%°
LR P

n=0

Compared with the general form (2.7), the first term is seen as the contribution from EI;‘IX while
the second term indicates an infinite tower of boundary operators with odd integer conformal
dimensions, which we denote as 0%, 4 (n =0,1,---), appears in the BOE of ®%:®

25(z) > — 28 Ons)
C( « « )
2n+3° ~¥2n+3
The ratio b(®§, Ag‘n+3)/c(6§‘n+3, 63‘n+3) in the RHS of (3.25) cannot be fixed by the conformal
block expansion while we find the following relation by comparing (3.24) with (2.7):
b( 3 O%n-i—?:) C(O%n—i-?ﬂ Doy, q)Qﬁp—i-l)
C(O%n-i-?ﬂ O%n-i—?:)

"We used G7 ! (v) = v'/? and the following identity for hypergeometric functions [51, equation (9.1.32)]:

|z [ 0%, ,5(8)  (n=0,1,---). (3.25)

(—1)" (n+ 1)!
(n+3/2),

=12p f, 67 (3.26)

> W&Fﬂ“m“mﬂ1+2n;z),

n=0
with a = 1,8 = 2,A =3/2, 2 = [z1|*/|z|* and G5, 5(v) = v"T3/2 3 F (1 4+ n,2 + n;5/2 + 2n; v).
8 Among the tower of the operators, Gg can be identified with Cfg, but (A)SnJrg are different from <f>§n+3 for
n =1,2,--- since the bulk-boundary two-point function of ®§ and @fn+3 vanishes ( @5 @fn+3> = 0 and the
BOE of ®5 does not have </Isfn+3. To be more specific, 6§n+3 is composed of three </13f“s7 and 2n-derivatives
w.r.t. parallel directions 9/9%* with all parallel indices being contracted.



By repeating the similar discussion for (3.16), we obtain

(@5 (2) By, 1(0) Popy2(c0))

N+2 y(|edf? o D A1)y (e
= g, 0 i Git 2(N +6p+2 Lt A € — .
9p |517J_|3 4 1 |l‘|2 + ( +0p + ) Z (n+3/2)n 2n+3 |l‘|2
n=0
(3.27)

Compared with (2.7) we find the relation

b(®F,08,,5) (05,45, By, 1) (n+ 1)!

(5 2+3)A( 2n43) Popi1 2p+2):2(N+6p+2)gp5°‘5( )" (n+1) (3.28)

(03,43, 0%,,13) (n+3/2)n

and the following BOE of ®:

1 - > p(®g, 08, .
3(x) = —= o7(2) + Z A(a3 2\";3) |21 |*" 0%, 5(2) + (descendants) . (3.29)
neo (05,43, 0%,13)

The ratio b(Pg, Ag‘n+3)/c(6§‘n+3,6%n+3) subject to (3.26) and (3.28) will appear again in
section 5.2.2.

4 Diagrammatic approach

We perform diagrammatic calculations to derive the leading anomalous dimensions of the
boundary composite operators /V[72p and Wﬁ 41 in the O(N) vector model (1.2) at the Wilson-
Fisher fixed point.” We consider the theory with the Neumann boundary condition and defer
the Dirichlet case to appendix A.2.

Let us consider the following two-point functions at the Wilson-Fisher fixed point in

d = (4 — €) dimensions:

Ly = (D5 (§) B2p(0)) , gy = (85,41 (5) D5,1,(0)) (4.1)

where EI\>2p and EIS%D 41 are bare boundary fields, and the VEV (---) is taken in the interacting
vacuum with a boundary. We can perturbatively calculate (4.1) as

[2p = I2p,0 + 5I2p s I2p,0 = <€)2p(g) &\)21)(0) >0 y

“aly) S (4.2)
Ié;il = Izo;ﬁm + 512?;&1, 12(;&1,0 = (25,11(9) q)gp—l—l(o) )0

where (- )¢ stands for the VEV in the vacuum of the (4 — €)-dimensional free theory with
a boundary. ¢, and Mg‘pﬁ 1 are the quantum corrections to the free propagators, whose
diagram is shown in figure 1.

9We employ the minimal subtraction scheme. If we use Pauli-Villars regularization, a mass term must be
added to (1.2) to preserve the boundary conformal symmetry.

— 10 —



Figure 1. One-loop diagrams contributing to the anomalous dimensions of the composite operators
Wap, Wi . Black circles (o) on the boundary denote boundary operators while black squares (m) is
the bulk |®;|* interaction vertex.

These corrections diverge and we need to introduce the renormalized boundary fields by
— e —~ PPN
Wap = Zy, Pop Wapi1 = Zop1 P51 (4.3)

where Zg, and Zs, 1 are the wave-function renormalization factors. Note that the two-point
function of W differs from that of the free fields by order O(e). We choose Z3, and Za,11 so
as to cancel the divergence appearing in 015, and 5[2‘;ﬁ1. In the minimal subtraction scheme,
Zap and Zap i1 can be expanded as

ng =14 5Z2p, ng+1 =1+ 522;,,4_1 , (44)
0Zop and §Z3,11 are of order O(\) and related to the conformal dimensions of ng and WQ% 11
by

~ d—2 dInZ
Ay =n——— Any AnE =
n—— +7 T = B Y

, (4.5)
A=)

where ) and A, are given in (1.3) and (1.4), respectively. The anomalous dimension 7,, has
a power expansion in €:

ddéz,
dA

Tn =g €+ Tn2 €ty g = A (4.6)

A=Ax

We focus on the leading part 7,1 and evaluate Iz, at one-loop level. By a standard pertur-

— 11 -



bative calculation [8, 10-13], 6], becomes!"

A P
6Ly =~ | % (1011 () B3y(7) $2,(0))
4' Rd 0
N + 8+ 6 4 (4.7)
= R 2 Doy + e SIS + O(NS, ),

€ [91?
where we used the correlation functions in the (4 — €)-dimensional free theory in section

3.1. Furthermore, by using (4.3) and (4.4), (4.7) reduces to the following recursion relation
between 0723, and 0 Z9,_1:

N+8—6

0y — 02yt = ———

T2XN+ 0N\, (4.8)
In the same way as I, I;;)B_ 1 can be calculated at one-loop level as

24p — N — 26 2 (N +2p — 2) 67

o157 = e oI5y 1o+ NP 8lyp o 0N, %) . (4.9)
It follows from (4.3) and (4.4) that (4.9) yields
24p — N — 26
§Zop1 — 079y = — L2 2123 L O(N2,¢Y). (4.10)

6e

By solving the above two recursion relations (4.8) and (4.10) under the initial condition
07y = 0, the wave-function renormalization factors are determined in the minimal subtraction

scheme:
52, — _p(N412p—10) o0,
(2 1?]6\7 +2(12p% +2p— 1) (4-11)
0 Zopiy = —L P TP 20+ 0(N).

6¢€

By substituting (4.11) to (4.6), we obtain the leading anomalous dimensions of ng and
Wopi1:

. p(N+12p—10) N (21 N+2(12p* +2p—1)
Y2p,1 = ) ) V2p+1,1 = 2(N 1 8) .

(4.12)

Notice that 711 = —(IN + 2)/2(N + 8) and 721 = (N + 2)/(N + 8) agree with the known
results given in [7, section 3].

10We use the following integral formula:

/ ddl’ 1 — Fa,ﬂ,'y
R e R e E
where

d—1

I3 -—a)T(a+B+7— 2§ —a—)T(t—a—f)7 2
2T(B) (7)) I(d—2a—B—7) '

Fapy=

- 12 —



5 Axiomatic approach

The goal of this section is to explore the critical behavior of the O(N) model with the
Neumann boundary condition from the axiomatic method of [14]. We postulate the following
three axioms under which we reproduce the diagrammatic results in the last section (4.12).

Axiom I. In the presence of a boundary, the theory at the Wilson-Fisher fixed point has the
boundary conformal symmetry.

Axiom II. For a bulk/boundary local operator (’)fmc/@fmc in the free theory with a
boundary, there exists a local operator at the Wilson-Fisher fixed point denoted
by Owr/Owr, which tends to Ofee/ Ofee in the limit € — 0.

Axiom III. At the Wilson-Fisher fixed point, two bulk operators W{* and W4, which tend
to ¢ and ®§ as € — 0, are related by the following equation of motion:

O, WX(z) = k Ws(z) (5.1)

where [0, is the Laplacian in d = (4 — €) dimensions.

We emphasize that the parameters x and A; are fixed by the bulk criticality [14]:

1
— 2 —1- = 2
/{—N+86+O(e), A =1 2€—|—O(€). (5.2)

See [28, 47] for more details.

5.1 Lowest-lying boundary local operator

We begin with the lowest-lying boundary local operator Wf‘ and derive its conformal dimen-
sion up to e along the line of [28].

From the conformal symmetry, one has the following BOE of W*:

(6% 1 /\a ol

For this BOE to be compatible with (3.22) in the free theory, the coefficient D and the
conformal dimension Aj should be

D=1+0(), A =1+0(). (5.4)

- 13 —



We substitute the BOE (5.3) to the equation of motion (5.1) and end up with!!

(e} 1 o
D (A — A (A — Ay +1) —~
3—( 1 1)( 1L - At )Wla(:%)
K |z | A=A+

This relation should reduce to (3.23) in the e — 0 limit, hence we find

N+2 (A1 —A))(A = A +1)
4 K

+ O(e) .

By plugging £ and A; in (5.2) into the above relation, the dimension is given by

d—2_ N+2
2 2(N+8)°
N+5

1 _ 2
=1- R to@).

A = +0(e?)

which agrees with the known result in literature [7, equation (3.10)].

5.2 Boundary composite operators

(5.7)

(5.8)

We proceed to derive the conformal dimensions ﬁgp and £2p+1 of the boundary local operators

/ng, /I/I?ﬁ, 11 Which reduce to EI\>2p, EI\>20‘p 41 in the free limit, respectively.

We will determine the leading anomalous dimensions of these composite operators 7, 1

(4.5). These composite operators do not appear in the BOE of the free bulk scalar ®¢, hence

we cannot employ the strategy used in the last section. Instead, we will take the following

steps in this section:

e We implement the equation of motion (5.1) to calculate the BOE of W; at order O(e).

(section 5.2.1)

e By using the BOE, we evaluate the following bulk-boundary-boundary three-point func-

tions at order O(e) (section 5.2.2):

(W (@) Wap(0) Wi 1 (00)) . (Wi(a) Wi o1 (0) Wapi2(c0) )

(5.9)

e It turns out that these two correlators (5.9) have unphysical singularities at |z| = 0.

Resolving these singularities imposes some constraints on the anomalous dimensions,

whose solutions completely match with the diagrammatic results (4.12). (section 5.2.3)

"The d-dimensional Laplacian O in the presence of a p-dimensional planar defect acts as

O(Jzl ™ Jor™) =a(a+2b+2 - d) o] *|or| ™ +b(b+2+p—d) |o| “lor| .

— 14 —
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5.2.1 Boundary operator expansion of W{*

In the free theory, Wi* reduces to ®{ and its BOE only contains EI;‘f‘ (see section 3.2.1).
However, at order O(e), the other Operators start to contribute to the BOE. More specifically,
Wl couples to a series of operators 02n 43 (n € Z>0) that has the conformal dimension
A2n+3 = 2n+ 3+ O(e) and can be identified with 02n+3 when € = 0:

li_l)% O,2%+3(§7) = 0%,43(2) . (5.10)

Namely, the BOE takes the form:

. D ..
Wi (z) = A AL Wi ()
‘xJ_’ 1—A1
~ L 5.11)
><0b W, b (015 ) o A (
+Z ( 1 2n+3)/c( 2n+3 2n+3) /2%+3(1,2)+(descendants)7

n=0 |:1; |Al 27L+3

with D = 14+0O(e) being introduced in section 5.1. The O(e) coefficients b(Wy*, A’2§§+3)/c(6’2%+3, 6’2%+3)
can be evaluated by using the equation of motion (5.1). Acting the Laplacian on the LHS of
(5.11) leads

i W1a7 ,2%-1—3) (Al - 3/2n—i-3)(A1 A,Zn-i-?) + 1) N

— ) . 5.12
=0 R 2%+3= bnt3) g [217 Boeyat? 2] 12
Comparing this BOE with (3.29), we find
b(Wf7 /2'7){+3) o K b( §‘= 3n+3)

+ O(é?) . (5.13)

~ 2(n+1)(2n+1) ¢(0g

c( /2%+37 /2%+3) O2n+37 O§n+3)

5.2.2 Bulk-boundary-boundary three-point functions involving W}

We are now in a position to calculate the bulk-boundary-boundary three-point functions
involving W*. Using (5.11), the conformal block expansion of (W Wy, Wﬁ, 4+1) becomes

—~ —~ 1

W () Wap (0) W2 = S
< 1 (x) 2p( ) 2p+1(oo)> |IIJ'J_|A1 |$|A2p—A2p+1
PO 2
R Rop—A |z |

: [D-C(W1 Wap, Wy y) G200 ( o > (5.14)
+Z le ,2%+3) (0’2%+3,W2f,+1,W2p+2) Gézp—ﬁzpﬂ <‘xL’2>
(0,2%-1-37 Ol2n+3) Aén% ‘x’2

The first term in the parenthesis can be evaluated as

§2p_ﬁ2p+1(v) A1/2 (’71 1+ ’721?,1 - ’72p+1 1 €,1;1/2; U) +O(e )

Ay 2

= 0™ + (FL1 + Ao — Vapr1) €0%2 90 F1(1,1;3/2;0) + O(2) .

(5.15)
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On the other hand, for the remaining terms, the coefficients are already of order O(e) (5.13)
and we have

0O 0O 17 8 k7% ~ ~
i b(Wla’ /2%-1-3)0(0/2%+3’W2p+1’w2p+2) Agp—Azp+1(U)

n=0 C(O§%+3v 0,23+3) Adn+s (5.16)

=6rp f, 00 022 F1(1,153/2,0) + O(€)

where we used (3.26) and the sum rule for hypergeometric functions that can be verified by
expanding in powers of z and comparing both sides order by order

F1(1,1;3/2;2) —i (=1)"n! ZMoFi(n+1,n+2;2n+5/2;2) (5.17)
241 9 ) _n:0(2n+1)(n+3/2)n 241 9 ’ 9 . .

Combining all the calculations, the three-point function (W /ng /Wzi +1) simplifies to!?

(W () Wap(0) Wi, 1 (20) )
D
’xl’Al—El ’x‘£1+£2p_£2p+1
|1 [? 3 |xi 2
Fi1,1;=; O .
‘-Z'P 241 ’ 72a ’$‘2 + (E)
(5.19)

= (Wi, Wap, W2f)+1)

+ £, 0% | (F11 + Fap1 — Yapr11) €+ 6 fip]

The other correlator of our interest ( Wy /Wzi 41 /W2p+2 ) can be derived in a similar man-

(W (@) Wy 1 (0) Wapaa(c0) )

D
|$J_|A1—31 |x|31+32p+1—32p+2

= C(Wlav W2f)7 W2p+2)

2 2
~ ~ ~ T 3 |z
+ 95 0°% | (F1,1 + Aops1,1 — Aopa2,1) €+ K (N +6p+ 2)} ||;|l 21 <17 L5 ||;|L ) +0(e%) .
(5.20)
2We used
(Wi, Wap, Wiy 1) = o(BF", Bap, ®5,,1) + O(e) = f,6°7 + O(e) . (5.18)
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5.2.3 Constraints from analyticity

From the asymptotic behavior of the hypergeometric function'?
3 |xL]? T |z :
Fi(1,1;=; > — - —— + (less singular terms) , 5.21
or (1150 ) G 5 T+ s i ) 20

we find that both (5.19) and (5.20) are singular at |Z| = 0, where the bulk operator has a finite
separation from the boundary and any pair of the operators collide. Hence, for the correlators

to be holomorphic for all non-coincident configurations, we must require coefficients in front
of 9F1(1,1;3/2; |z 1 |*/|x|?) to vanish:

(11 + V2p1 — Yopr11) €+ 66p =0+ O(e?)

- - ) (5.22)
(Y11 +F2p+1,1 — Fopt21) €+ £ (N +6p+2) =0+ O(e) .
These constraints lead to the recursion relations:
~ - N —24p 4+ 2 . . 3(N +8p+2)
_ _ — -~ r = 5.23
Yot l = Vel T Gy ) el = el +—5 N +3) (5.23)

It is straightforward to see that the solutions to these recursion relations correctly reproduce
the diagrammatic results (4.12).
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A Dirichlet boundary condition

We deal with the model (1.2) with the Dirichlet boundary condition. We will perform a
similar analysis to the Neumann case below.

13Recall Kummer’s connection formula for hypergeometric functions;

2Py, 6573) = pOE O OB Fia, Bk -+ 151 - 2)
I+ p5-9)

L(a)L(B) (1—2)" R (y—ay—By—a—B+11-2).

+
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A.1 The free O(N) model with Dirichlet boundary condition

Under the Dirichlet boundary condition

()| 0, (A1)

(El:O:

the lowest-lying boundary local operator in free theory is defined by

Ug(3) = lim a7t ®f(x) . (A.2)

Z'J_—)O

There are also boundary composite operators with even integer conformal dimensions:

~ o . _2p 2 o AN . —2]7—1 2
Uy (2) = xljgl(] PP (x), Uipia(d) = mlluilo T S|P |*P(x) . (A.3)
A.1.1 Correlation functions in arbitrary dimensions

We summarize the correlation functions for free scalar fields subject to the Dirichlet boundary
condition in d dimensions.

The bulk two-point function satisfies the same differential equation as the Neumann case
(3.1). However, the solution is different:

1 1
(@7 (z1) @ (22) ) |21 — 22|92 |zy — 29|72 (A.4)
Then, we have
agb 527 2 N
<‘I’1‘I’1(9ﬁ)>:—W ; (|®1] (95)>:—W - (A.5)

The two-point functions involving the lowest boundary local operator @204 defined in (A.2)

are
~5 . 2(d —2) 6 2 N 2(d —2) 68
)T (H)) = — , T2 (1) U =27 A6
< 1( ) 2(y)> ‘Z’—y‘d < 2(y1) 2(y2)> ’y12‘d ( )
Any correlators can be calculated by applying Wick’s theorem. For instance,
~g, . d—2)(N/2+1) 68
@ \I/ﬁ _ _(
(®5(z) ¥y (9)) 244 |z — g|d |z |43
NC 32(d — 2)3 (N/2 + 1) 60 23
(25(x) 5 (9)) = Py L, (A7)
N 32(d —2)3 (N/2 + 1) 67
(W00 B ) ) = 22 TREDET

We record other correlators which are necessary for the rest of this appendix.

— 18 —



Boundary two-point functions.

= ~ = ~ Nb —1 = . ~ . a 5055
(‘I’4p(y1) \If4p(y2)> = W, (‘I’4p+2(l/1) ‘I’fp+2(y2)> = Mm ) (A.8)

where a, and b, are defined by;

ap =22 pl(N/2+1),, b, =2 (p+ 1)I(N/2+ 1), . (A.9)

Boundary three-point functions.

S A . a, 08
<\I/2 (Z') \I/4P(y1) \:[/4/‘;_’_2(y2)> = ‘.i' _y;d‘gl2‘2pd ? (A].O)
(B(0) T 0 50) Foappa()) = —— 20 (A1)
2\ T Ap+2 1 4p+4\Y2 — ‘.i' —@Q‘d‘ﬁlg‘@p—i_l)d ; .
PO - . 4(N + 6p + 2) b, 68
T (2) W) T = P A12
( 6(3:) 4p+2(y1) 4p+4(y2)> |j_g1|d|j_g2|2d|g12|2pd ) ( )
~ ~ ~ 24p a, 57
V&) Ugp (1) UL () = ——— P . A13
< 6( ) P( ) 4p+2( )> \x—yl\d\x—ngd]ylg\(Zp_l)d ( )
Bulk-boundary-boundary three-point functions.
~ ~ d—2 a, 6P T
O (x) Uy (9) UL L (2)) = p-__ - , A.14
< 1( ) 4p(yl) 4p+2(y2)> 9 |x—y2|d|y12|2pd ( )
~ ~ d—2 b, 60 x|
O (2) V2 (1) Uapsa(i) ) = P Al
< 1(‘T) 4p+2(y1) 4p+4(y2)> 9 ‘x_QQ‘d’y12’(2p+l)d ) ( 5)
(@5(2) Wap (1) Vi, (g2))
. (N+2)(d-2) a, 6P (d— 2)3 24p a, 6°F x3,
24-1 |z — G2|® | 12| 2Pd 2473 2 |z — 1|4 & — 2|2 |12 G~ D
(A.16)
(05(@) W o(i1) Wapia(ia) )
(d=2)(N+2) b, 6°P (d—2>3 4(N + 6p +2) b, 6°8 23
241 |z — g4 12| pH1d 43 2 |z — 911 |2 — F2]24 [§12]2P0

(A.17)

A.1.2 Boundary operator expansions in four dimensions

We now elucidate the structure of the BOE of ®¢ and ®§ in the four-dimensional free O(NN)
model with the Dirichlet boundary condition.
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Boundary operator expansion of ®{. As in the Neumann case in section 3.2.1, only @2‘3‘
contribute to the BOE of ®{

% (z) =z, V(&) + (descendants) . (A.18)

This is consistent with the two-point functions (A.6), and also with the conformal block
decomposition of the bulk-boundary-boundary three-point functions:'*
« T B af "TF —2 ‘Ti

(85 (@) Way(0) U i5(00) ) = a8 o & ) (A.19)
« 3,8 T af ‘x’2 -2 l‘i

(@7 (2) V1 5(0) Wapya(00) ) = by 0 2 & o) (A.20)

Boundary operator expansion of ®§. It follows from the correlation functions (appendix
A.1) that the BOE of ®§ has the following operator contents:

0 (pay a
(1) = — \Ifa 7) Z 3 2”+6) g3t Q2n+6( #) + (descendants) . (A.21)
Q2n+6’ 2n+6)

Here Q¢ can be identified with U2 and the ratio b(®g, 63‘n+6)/0(6§‘n+6, 63‘n+6) is subject to

the following relations:'

(25, Qnse) Qs Vir Vipss) ()" Dn@n s
C(Q%n-i-ﬁv an-i-ﬁ) P (n+9/2), n! ’

b(<1>g, Q%n-‘,—ﬁ) C(Q%n—l—ﬁv \Péfz)—l—Q? \Ij410+4) b (_1)n (2)n(4)n o3
e( 2460 §n+6) g (n +9/2)n 1!

(A.22)

= 4(N +6p +2)

We can convince ourselves of the validity of (A.21) and (A.22) by the following arguments.

By Wick’s theorem or looking at the two-point functions (A.6) and (A.7), we infer the
following BOE of ®%:

N+2 ~ ~
O (z) > — 4+ T9(2) + 23 B2(2) . (A.23)

Tl

To proceed, we focus on the bulk-boundary-boundary three-point functions involving &%
(A.16) and (A.17):

N +2 xG}

(@5 (2) Ugp (0) W, o(00) ) = [—— 5% |2 +2Upay g (A.24)

a ~ =~ Xz N + o «Q x6
(B30 T 12(0) Fapra(o0)) = - | 2200 ol A 207 |

(A.25)

M We implicitly used G5 %(v) = v and (A.9).
Note that, for n > 1, Q2n+6 is different from <I>2n+6
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whose conformal block expansions are

« = = N +2 o |gj|2 . x2
( 3<w>\1f4p<0>\1f4‘;+2<oo>>=—7%5Bﬁ%z e

A.26
Z 24 pa, 6 M G2 i ( )
(n+9/2),nl 246 \ 2 )
and
I N N+2, gl 2]
(@5 () ‘1'4‘242(0) Wapra(o0)) = T4 by 6°° |:17| Gy (ﬁ)
1 (A.27)

> s (D" (2)n @)y - z?
_inz_: D e G<W>

Comparing (A.26) and (A.27) with (2.7), we obtain (A.22).

In what follows, we calculate the anomalous dimensions of the composite operators )7\/\4p
and Wy, » which reduce to Uy, and U 5 in the free limit, via both the diagrammatic and
axiomatic methods.

A.2 Diagrammatic approach

We define the renormalization factors Zy, and Zyp42 as follows:
Wap = Zy)' Wy W4p va=Zats U2 (A.28)

The conformal dimension of 17\/\41, and 17\/\4% 1 are denoted by 34;,, and 34p+2, respectively. We
focus on the leading anomalous dimension 7, ; defined through:

~ nd . PN . . dInZ
Ap=—7+F, An=TapetTp2e+,  Fu=ph - (A.29)
By evaluating the following correlation functions at one-loop level
(Wap(@) Tap(0)) + (Wi10(0) Vipyn(0)) (A.30)
we obtain two recursion relations similar to (4.8) and (4.10):
N+ 12p —10
5Z4p — 5Z4p_2 = —+—p 7T2 A+ O(>\2, 50) )
12 —6]67 — 14 (A-31)
0Z4p—2 — 0Z4p—g = _p6— X+ 0(\2, %) .
€
Finally, by solving them under §Zy = 0, we get
- 6p(p —1) N 12p2 — N —2
_ =5 - = A.32
Y4p,1 N+g§ ' Vap+2,1 2(N 1 8) ( )
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A.3 Axiomatic approach

Next, we use the axiomatic framework to derive the leading anomalous dimensions of the
boundary local operators.

A.3.1 Lowest-lying boundary local operator

We first focus on the lowest-lying boundary local operator W\f‘ that approaches \lea as e — 0.
The derivation is completely parallel to the Neumann case. We start with the boundary OPE
of W
1 _
Wi (x) D D ——— Wy'(2) , D=1+0() . (A.33)
|z |A1—A2
For this to match with (A.18), we have;
D=1+0(), Ay=2+0(). (A.34)

The equation of motion (5.1) and the BOE lead to

Wi () = - OWY(2)

2 2 A.35)
D (A; — Ro)(Ay — Ry +1) ~ (
D—( 1 2)( 1— Aot )Wgo‘(:f:).
K |z, [Ar—Ba+2
Since this should match with (A.23) in € — 0, we have the following equation:
N +2 ~ ~
- : k= (RBo— ARy — A —1) + O(e2) . (A.36)
Hence, the solution compatible with (A.34) is given by
~ d N +2
Ro=8_ X2 (Lo
2 2(N+38) (A.37)
_o NFS L o@ |
N +38 ’

which reproduces the known diagrammatic result [7, equation (3.8)].

A.3.2 Boundary composite operators

We proceed in a similar manner to section 5.2 to calculate the conformal dimensions of the
boundary composite operators Wy, and Wy, o that reduce to Vg, and Wy, o in € — 0.

Boundary operator expansion of W[*. The boundary local operators appearing in the
BOE of W* with the Dirichlet boundary condition are different from those with the Neumann
boundary case (5.11):

« _ D A QA
Wit(z) = 7|33¢|A1_32 W3 (2)
(A.38)

0 b Woz’/\la Ao ’A/a .
+Z ( 1 Q2n+6)/c(92n+6 2n+6) Q’2$L+6(§:) + (descendants) |,

=0 ’wl’Al_Alzn%

— 22 —



where
lim Qi 6(2) = Q5 y6(2) lim Abg=2n+6, (A.39)

and 6%0‘ can be identified with )7\/\60‘. In a similar manner to the Neumann case, the equation
of motion (5.1) fixes the O(e) coefficient of b(WT*, Q5% ¢)/c(Q5% 15, Ohn 4 3):

b(Wlan%—i-ﬁ) o ad b(@g, (2xn+6)

C (2n+4)(2n+5) Qg

= +0(e?) . (A.40)
Q2n+67 Q%n—i—G)

Qa6 Qinvo)

Bulk-boundary-boundary three-point functions involving W{'. By exploiting the
BOE of W{* derived in the last paragraph, one can evaluate the bulk-boundary-boundary
three-point functions. First, consider ( W{*(z) Wa,(0) Wﬁ, 4o(00)):

1
1 |A | Ao Bares

(W (2) Wip(0) W ,5(00) ) =

Asp—A
|:D C(W2 7W4P7W4p+2) A4p 4p+2(U) (A41)

[o¢] o (0% (0% A AB —~ ~
+ Z b(Wl ) Q/2n+6) C(Q/2n+67 W4P7 W4p+2) é4p_A4p+2 (U)] )

Ao A/ AL
n=0 c( 2n+6> 2n+6) 2n+6

where v is defined by v = |z, |?/|x|?. The first term in the RHS of (A.41) can be evaluated
as

Ao

G§4p—£4p+z (v) = A2/2 <’Yz 1+ Vap,1
2

— Tapt2.1 €,2;3/2; U) + 0(62)

R N N (A.42)
— pBe/2 4 721 + 74p,§ ~ Yapt21 2 h(v) +0(2)
where we introduced
= (D 2
h(v) = 9F1(1,2;5/2;0) + o F1 (1, 155/2;0) = Y Wn(n+2) o (A.43)

(5/2)n

Using (A.22) and (A.40), the second term in RHS of (A.41) becomes'®

n=0

0o A/ o/ W, B -
Z b(Wlav Q2%+6) C(ng-i-ﬁv W4P7W4p+2) A4P—A4p+2

/
A27L+6

ST (v) = K pap ™ v [~2+ h(v)] + O() .
n=0 c( 2n+67 2n+6)
(A.44)

18T particular, we used the relation

- (D" (n+1)4)n
; (n+2)(2n+5)(n+9/2),

n—|—2 "

VT i (n 4 2,m 4+ 4,20 +11/2;0) = — 2+Z

n=0
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Plugging these two into (A.41), we find

(W (@) Wap(0) Wi 45(c0))

SRS ERTY) D
=c WCV’W ,Wﬁ _ - _ _
( 2 4p 4p+2) xfl_Az\x]A2+A4p—A4p+2 (A.45)
a, 6P |z I R R R
pTx’Pl’ {=6kp + [(F2,1 + Yap1 — Yap+2,1) € +3kp] - h(v)} + 0(62) '

Similarly for (W 17\/\45, 4o 17\/\4p+4 ), we end up with

(W (@) Wi 2(0) Wipa(00) )
D

o 58 —
=cWs Wi 0, Wapia) - S—— -
Pt xﬁ17A2|x|A2+A4p+27A4p+4

by 07 |z |?
3 |alf?

~ ~ —~ N +6p+2
{—(N—!—Gp—l— 2)k+ | (Y21 + Vap+2,1 — Yapta1) € + + /1] .h(v)} + 0(52) .

(A.46)

Constraint from analyticity. We notice that (A.45) and (A.46) have the unphysical
singularity coming from (A.43):

3m |y
l#~0 4 |z

h(v)

+ (less singular terms) . (A.47)

The absence of the singularity leads us to the following relations between anomalous dimen-
sions:

(2,1 + Yap,1 — Yap12,1) € +3Kkp =0+ 0(52) ) (A.48)
N +6p+2

5 =0+0() . (A.49)

(2,1 + Vapt2,1 — Vapa1) €+ K

By solving these recursion relations with the initial condition 72 1 = —(N+2)/2(N+8) (A.37),
we reproduce the same results as those obtained by the diagrammatic approach (A.32).
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