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1.Introduction

Justasa conform alboundary condition describesa universality classofboundary critical

behaviourin a two-dim ensionalquantum system ,a conform aldefectisa universality class

ofcriticalbehaviour at a one-dim ensionaljunction oftwo such quantum system s. It is

therefore ofsom e interest to understand the properties ofconform aldefects,and conse-

quently there exist num erous publications em phasising a variety ofdi�erent aspects. To

nam e justa few,there has been considerable e�ort to clarify the role ofdefects and im -

purities in concrete applications in statisticalm odels [1,2](see also references therein),

quantum wires[3,4,5,6,7]and even fordom ain wallsin string theory [8]. O therworks

focused on generalconstructive m ethods [9,10,11,12,13,14]or structuralim plications

[15,16,17].Finally,therearealso articleswhich haveoriginally been written in a di�erent

contextbuthave im plicationsforthestudy ofdefectsystem s[18,19,20,21,22].

In orderto setthe stage,letusconsidera conform ally invariantquantum system on

the com plex plane,which is inhom ogeneous in the sense that the theory on the upper

half-planeisdescribed by a conform al�eld theory CFT 1,and on thelowerhalf-planeby a

conform al�eld theory CFT 2,possibly with a di�erentchiralsym m etry oreven a di�erent

value ofthe centralcharge. The two CFTsm eet along the realline,which constitutes a

defect where the �eldsofthe two theories can have discontinuities or divergences. Ifthe

defecthastheproperty thatinsideevery correlator

lim
y! 0

�

T
1(x+ iy)� T

1(x+ iy)

�

= lim
y! 0

�

T
2(x� iy)� T

2(x� iy)

�

forall x 2 R ; (1.1)

where T1;2 and T1;2 are the holom orphic and anti-holom orphic com ponents ofthe stress

tensor ofCFT1;2,then the defect is called conform al. There are two specialsolutions to

the condition (1.1). Firstly,the two sides of (1.1) can individually be zero. Then the

realline isa conform alboundary to CFT1 and CFT2 separately and the two theoriesare

decoupled;such conform aldefectsare called ‘totally re
ective’or‘factorising’. Second,it

can be thaton the realline we have T1(x)= T2(x)and T1(x)= T2(x)so thatthe defect

isinvisibleto correlatorsofthestresstensor.Such defectsarecalled ‘totally transm issive’

or‘topological’.Thelattertypeofconform aldefectcan only existifthecentralchargesof

the two theoriescoincide.Thepropertiesoftopologicaldefectsin rationalconform al�eld

theorieshave been studied in detailin [9,12,23,15,16,17].

The classi�cation ofa com plete setofconform aldefectsjoining two given CFTsisa

very di�cultproblem ,justasisthatof�nding allconform alboundary conditions. How-

ever,even forVirasoro m inim alm odels,where allconform alboundary conditionscan be

constructed [24],apartfrom a few exceptions(see sections4 and 6),itisnotknown how

to obtain allconform aldefects. The only system atic investigation ofconform aldefectsin

m inim alm odelswhich extend beyond pure transm ission orre
ection hasbeen perform ed

in the Ising case [1,2]. For a single free boson,on the other hand,justone speci�c one-

param eterfam ily ofconform aldefectshasbeen discussed in [8]. The situation isslightly

better in m odels with an enhanced chiralsym m etry such as W ZW m odels or coset the-

ories. Here one can apply a (nested) coset construction [13](see also [20,25]for a m ore

explicittreatm entofgroupsand cosets)to system atically reduce the sym m etry preserved

{ 2 {



by the defect. A di�erent class ofnon-factorising defects for W ZW and coset m odels is

conjectured to arisefrom ‘perm utation-like’boundary conditionsin productCFTs.So far

however,theanalysisofthistypeofdefectshaseitherbeen restricted to thesem i-classical

regim e [21]orto m odelswhich allow one to use insights from topologicalconform al�eld

theories[22,26,27].

G iven this variety ofconstructions it is helpfulto have a sim ple quantity at one’s

disposalwhich is relatively easy to com pute and contains som e basic inform ation about

the conform aldefect. O ne such quantity is the g-function [28], which can be de�ned

by relating the conform aldefect to a conform alboundary condition in the folded m odel

(see section 2). W e propose,also in section 2,two additionalsuch quantities R and T

(related via R + T = 1),de�ned in term s ofexpectation values ofthe stress tensors of

CFT1 and CFT2. Their properties suggest they m ight be usefulquantitative indicators

ofthe re
ectivity and transm issivity ofthe conform aldefect. This is m otivated by the

fact that R = 1 for totally re
ective defects and R = 0 for totally transm issive defects,

aswellasR + T = 1. In sections3{6 we proceed to com pute R and T fora selection of

conform aldefectsin certain CFTs.Theexplicitm odelsweconsiderarethefreeboson,the

Isingm odel,defectsbetween W ZW theoriesarisingfrom thenested cosetconstruction,and

thosepairsofVirasorom inim alm odelswhich haveaproductthatisagain am inim alm odel.

For two generalrationalCFTs we describe,in section 5.1,defects that are transm issive

only with respectto a com m on rationalsub-sym m etry (which doesnotnecessarily contain

the Virasoro algebrasofthetwo CFTs).Altogether,we �nd thatin the unitary exam ples

treated,R and T take valuesin the interval[0;1],while in non-unitary theoriesthey can

violatethesebounds.Thebulk ofthetechnicalcom putationshasbeen gathered in several

appendices.

2.R e
 ection and transm ission coe� cients

2.1 D e� nition ofR and T

W hileitispossibleto describeconform aldefectsasoperatorsbetween theHilbertspaceof

oneCFT and another,itism oreusualtotreatthem asboundary conditionsin an enlarged

theory obtained by ‘folding’the lower half-plane to lie on top ofthe upperhalf-plane to

give the producttheory CFT1 � CFT2 on the upperhalf-plane alone [3,1]. Here CFT2

standsforthetheory obtained by exchanging holom orphicand anti-holom orphicdegreesof

freedom in CFT2.
1 Thereallinethen isa boundary forCFT1� CFT2 and condition (1.1)

am ountsto dem anding theboundary condition to beconform alin thesenseof[29].In the

folded picture,the topologicaldefectsare a specialcase ofso-called ‘perm utation branes’

studied in [19],and factorising defectscorrespond to boundary conditionsin the product

theory,forwhich the boundary state can be written asa productofboundary states for

the individualCFTs.

1
Passing from CFT 2 to CFT 2 m ay involvea choiceofconvention;theidenti� cation ofdegreesoffreedom

is only unique up to autom orphism s ofCFT 2. O nce such an identi� cation is � xed,the relation between

conform aldefectslinking CFT 1 to CFT 2 and conform alboundary conditionsofCFT 1 � CFT 2 isuniquely

� xed aswell.
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Ifwe m ap the upperhalf-plane in the folded m odelto the exterior ofthe unitcircle

then theboundary isrepresented by a ‘boundary state’jbiin thebulk Hilbertspace.This

space is the tensor product ofthe Hilbert spaces ofCFT1 and CFT2 and the condition

(1.1)is
�
(L1m + L

2
m )� (L1� m + L

2
� m)

�
jbi= 0 : (2.1)

It guarantees the existence ofan in�nite-dim ensionalconform alsym m etry in the defect

system .

Conform alboundary conditions(or defects)can be thoughtofasspecialcases ofin-

tegrable boundary conditions(ordefects)[30,31,32,33,34,35,36].Integrable boundary

conditionshave been m ainly considered form assive integrable �eld theorieswith a m ulti-

particlespectrum .Forsuch theoriesan integrableboundary condition (ordefect)isalm ost

entirely characterised by a re
ection (orre
ection/transm ission)m atrix giving the am pli-

tudes for a single particle hitting the boundary (or defect) to em erge as a particle ofa

di�erent species. W e would like to �nd a quantity which captures at least som e ofthe

inform ation contained in such a m atrix in the case ofconform al�eld theories where the

particle interpretation isratherinvolved orm issing.

Letus�rstconsiderthecase offree m assless�elds.To quote oneform ula forthe free

boson (thisisreviewed in section 3),theboundary staterepresenting theconform aldefect

satis�es �

a
i
m � Sij�a

j

� m

�

jbi= 0 ; (2.2)

so thatthere
ection and transm ission am plitudesforthebosonicm odesaim and �ai� m are

constant,given by the m atrix Sij.

W ewould liketo extend thispictureto m oregeneralconform al�eld theoriesin which

a particle interpretation is unknown or com plicated. In a generalconform al�eld theory

theonly toolwehaveistheVirasoro algebra and consequently itwould begood ifwecould

�nd an analogue of(2.2)involving the Virasoro algebra.Ifwe supposethat

�

L
i
m � SijL

j
� m

�

jbi= 0 ; (2.3)

then we�nd thatthiscan only beconsistentwith the Virasoro algebra forthe choices

S =

 

1 0

0 1

!

; or S =

 

0 1

1 0

!

; (2.4)

thatisforpurely re
ecting orpurely transm itting defects.

Sincewecannotde�neam atrix Sij by (2.3)forageneralconform aldefect,weconsider

instead the m atrix

R ij =
h0jLi2L

j

2
jbi

h0jbi
: (2.5)

Thiswould be sim ply related to the m atrix Sij if(2.3)held. Using generalpropertiesof

boundary states,onecan show thatthe form ofR ij is�xed up to a single param eter !b,

R =
c1c2

2(c1 + c2)

" 
c1
c2

1

1 c2
c1

!

+ !b

 

1 � 1

� 1 1

! #

: (2.6)
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The proofofthisisgiven in appendix A.Note thatconsidering h0jLinL
j
njbiin addition to

R ij doesnotgivem oreinform ation.Thisfollowssinceevaluating h0jL
i
nL

j

n+ 1 on (2.1)with

m = 1,oneobtainsa sim plerecursion relation which leadsto

h0jLinL
j
njbi

h0jbi
=
n(n2 � 1)

6
R ij for n � 0 : (2.7)

Them atrixR ij isclosely related tothe‘entropicadm ittancem atrix’YS(!)ij introduced

in [6,7]to describe the entropy 
ow in junctionsofquantum wires. The explicitrelation

isobtained by Fouriertransform of[7,eqn.(87)],2

YS(!)ij = f(!)
�
R ij �

ci
2
�ij
�
= f(!)

c1c2(!b� 1)

2(c1+ c2)

 

1 � 1

� 1 1

!

: (2.8)

with f(!)=
�
�=(2�)

�3�
k~v2

�2�
1+ (~�!=(2�))2

�
=6 and !b the param eter appearing in

(2.6).

Ratherthan characterisingadefectbythevalueof!b,weinstead proposethefollowing

two quantitieswhich have very appealing properties:

R =
2

c1 + c2
(R 11 + R 22)=

c2
1
+ 2c1c2!b+ c2

2

(c1+c2)
2

;

T =
2

c1 + c2
(R 12 + R 21)=

2c1c2(1� !b)

(c1+ c2)
2

:

(2.9)

They satisfy R = 1 forpurely re
ecting defectsand R = 0 forpurely transm itting defects,

and togetherwith theobviousrelation R + T = 1 thisprom ptsourcalling them re
ection

and transm ission coe�cients. They also have obviousphysicalinterpretationsin the case

ofcertain defects in a single free boson or free ferm ion theory,where R and T are the

probabilitiesofre
ection ortransm ission ofthefree �eld m odes.

Theabovede�nition ofR and T isin term sofboundary statesin the‘folded’theory.

W ecan also de�nethem via theexpectation valuesofthecom ponentsofthestress-energy

tensoron thetwo sidesofthedefect.Considerthecom plex planewith a conform aldefect

on the realline,and denote by T1,T1 and T2,T2 the com ponentsofthe stresstensorof

the CFTson the two sidesofthe defect.Then instead of(2.9)we can write

R =



T1T1 + T2T2

�

1j2


(T1 + T2)(T1 + T2)

�

1j2

and T =



T1T2 + T1T2

�

1j2


(T1 + T2)(T 1 + T2)

�

1j2

: (2.10)

Here,T1 and T1 areinserted atthepointiy on theupperhalf-plane,whileT2 and T2 are

inserted atthepoint�iy.Sincethenum eratorand thedenom inatorin theseform ulasare

both proportionalto y� 4,R and T do notdepend on the choice ofy. Note also that,as

opposed to theg-function,becauseR and T arede�ned asquotientsthey arenotadditive

ifoneconsiderssuperpositionsofdefects.

2
In [7]thefocusison near-criticaljunctionsin bulk-criticalquantum wires.W eareconcerned only with

conform aldefects,which correspond to criticaljunctions.W hile (2.8)obeyspropertiesA,B,D ,E,F listed in

[7,sect.V],we are notcertain how to reconcile itwith property C.
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2.2 R ,T and topologicaldefects

O nevery usefulproperty ofthequantitiesR and T istheirinvarianceundertheaction of

topologicaldefects,which we willnow explain.

First note that since the stress tensor is continuous across a topologicaldefect,the

defectcom m uteswith localconform altransform ationsand can be deform ed continuously

withouta�ecting thevalueofa correlator.Thisisthereason forthequali�er‘topological’

(introduced in [37]).Now considertwo topologicaldefectlinesX and Y which arerunning

parallelto each other. M oving them very close together,they look like a new topological

defect,which is called the fused defect X ?Y . Altogether this de�nes the fusion ring of

topologicaldefects[9,10,11,12]. Letuscalla topologicaldefectelem entary ifitcannot

be written as the sum of two other topologicaldefects. Then,even ifone starts with

two elem entary topologicaldefects X ,Y ,the fused defect X ? Y is typically no longer

elem entary.O necan also consideratopologicaldefectX closeto a conform alboundary B .

Since X com m utes with the stress tensor,m oving the defect against the boundary gives

rise to a new conform alboundary condition X ?B [10,15,38]. Thisde�nesan action of

topologicaldefectson boundary conditions.Again,even ifX and B areelem entary,X ?B

istypically not.3

In thecasewherewehaveCFT1 on theupperhalf-planeand CFT2 on thelowerhalf-

plane,separated by a conform aldefectD ,wecan placea topologicaldefectX ofCFT1 on

the line R + iL,forsom e L > 0,and a topologicaldefectY ofCFT2 on the line R � iL.

In the lim itL ! 0 we obtain a new conform aldefectX ?D ?Y (which isin generalnot

elem entary even ifX ;Y and D were). Asforconform alboundary conditions,in thisway

we obtain an action oftopologicaldefectson conform aldefects.

O ne can also wonderifitispossible to fuse two parallelconform aldefectswhich are

nottopological.In thiscasethecorrelatordoesdepend on theirdistanceand,m uch likein

theO PE oftwo �elds,onewould expectdivergencesasonetakesthedistanceto zero (see

[8]foran explicitcalculation).W ewillnotinvestigatethissituation in thepresentpaper.

Consider now the correlator (2.10) de�ning R ,but with topologicaldefects X and

Y placed on the lines R � iL. As the defects are topological, the resulting correlators

willnotdepend on L. Taking L to in�nity rem oves the defects from the com plex plane,

m ultiplying the correlator by an overallconstant which cancels between the num erator

and denom inator,and weobtain thequantity R � R (D )in thepresenceoftheconform al

defect D . This is nothing butthe procedure of‘in
ating a defect in a world sheet’used

extensively in [16,17].Taking L to zero,which wecan do becauseX and Y com m utewith

thestresstensors,givesriseto thefused conform aldefectX ?D ?Y .In thisway weobtain

the identity

R (D )= R (X ?D ?Y ) foralltopologicaldefectsX ;Y : (2.11)

O fcourse,thesam e holdsalso forT .In otherwords,R and T arefunctionson thesetof

conform aldefectsthatare invariantundertheaction oftopologicaldefects.

3
W ewillusethequali� er‘elem entary’forboundary conditionsand conform aldefectsin thesam e sense

asfortopologicaldefects.
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Notethatonecan alsode�nea‘universalground statedegeneracy’g(D )foraconform al

defectD by consideringthecorrespondingquantity oftheconform alboundary condition in

thefolded m odelasde�ned in [28].However,unlessacting with so-called group-likedefects

(which are topologicaldefectsthathave an inverse w.r.t.defectfusion),g(X ?D ?Y )will

bedi�erentfrom g(D ).

LetD bean elem entary conform aldefect.W e say thatanotherelem entary conform al

defect D 0 is generated from D by the action oftopologicaldefects ifthere are topological

defects X ;Y such that D 0 occurs in the decom position of X ? D ? Y into elem entary

defects. W hile (2.11) tells usthata weighted average ofR (D 0)over allD 0 thatoccurin

the decom position ofX ?D ?Y isequalto R (D ),undercertain conditionswe even have

R (D )= R (D 0)forallsuch D 0,aswe willnow see.

For an elem entary conform aldefect D ,let F = X ? D ? Y have the decom position

F =
P

�
D � into elem entary defects D �. W e willwork in the folded picture,and denote

the conform alboundary conditionscorresponding to D ,F ,and D � by the sam e sym bols.

ThetopologicaldefectsX and Y can beexpressed asa singletopologicaldefectX Y in the

producttheory CFT1 � CFT2.

Firstnote thatby m oving only a portion ofthe topologicaldefectX Y to a boundary

with boundary condition D we obtain theidentity

X Y

D
=

X Y X Y

D F D


(x) 
(y)

(2.12)

The portion of the defect X Y m oved to the boundary fuses with the boundary D to

becom etheboundary condition F and theX Y defectnow endsand startsatthejunctions

oftheboundary conditionsD and F ;
(x)and 
(y)arethe(Virasoro-prim ary weightzero)

boundary �eldsthatm ark theend-and starting-pointsofthe defectX Y .

Second,note that the fact that we can decom pose F =
P

�
D � m eans that we can

�nd Virasoro-prim ary weightzero boundary �eldsP � on F which form a com plete setof

orthogonalidem potentsw.r.t.to the O PE,i.e.P�(x)P�(y)= ��;�P�(y)and
P

�
P�(x)=

1F ,theidentity �eld on F .In fact,theP�(x)arejusttheidentity �eldsfortheindividual

boundary conditions D �. For exam ple,a correlator ofsom e bulk �elds on a disc with

boundary condition D � is equalto a disc correlator with the sam e bulk �elds,but with

boundary condition F and an insertion ofP� on theboundary.

Letnow � bea bulk �eld ofCFT 1 � CFT2 thatcom m uteswith topologicaldefectsof

the form X Y .W e have the following equalitiesofdisccorrelators,



�(0)

�D �

disc
=

�

D �

(1)
=

�

F

P�

(2)
=

�

X Y

F

D

F

P�







(3)
=

�

X Y

D P�







(2.13)

Here in step (1)we replaced the boundary condition D � by F and an insertion ofP�,in

step (2)we used the inverse transform ation of(2.12),and in (3)we m oved 
 and 
 close
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to theP� insertion and took thetopologicaldefectX Y pastthebulk �eld �,aswecan do

by assum ption.Supposenow thatin addition the following two conditionshold:

(i) Up to scalar m ultiples, there is a unique Virasoro-highest weight boundary �eld of

weightzero on theD boundary (nam ely theidentity �eld 1D ).

(ii)Thediscpartition function with boundary condition D �,h1i
D �

disc
,isnonzero.

Then we can conclude furtherthat



�(0)

�D �

disc
= C�;
;




�(0)

�D
disc

(2.14)

forsom enonzeroconstantC�;
;
 which dependson thechoiceof
,
 and �,butnoton the

bulk �eld �. Thishasto be true,since the �eld one obtainsby collapsing the rem aining

defectbubble in (2.13) hasto be Virasoro-prim ary ofweightzero,and by assum ption (i)

itthusisproportionalto the identity �eld 1D ;the constantC�;
;
 appearing in (2.14) is

nothing butthisproportionality constant.Itisnonzero becauseby assum ption (ii)theleft

hand sideof(2.14)isnonzero in the case �= 1.

Ifwe insertthe identity (2.14)into the de�nition (2.9)ofR (transform ed to the unit

disc),we obtain,with the choices�= T 1 �T1 + T2 �T2 and �= 1,respectively,

R (D �)=
2

c1+ c2



T1T1 + T2T2

�D �

disc

h1i
D �

disc

=
2

c1+c2

C�;
;




T1T1 + T2T2

�D
disc

C�;
;
h1i
D
disc

= R (D ):

(2.15)

Letusm ake two com m ents. First,ourassum ption thatD isan elem entary defectis

necessary butnot su�cientfor condition (i) to hold. Second,the requirem ent (ii) is not

really a restriction,becauseitisalready im plicitin theform ulation ofR and T .If(ii)did

nothold,(2.5)would beill-de�ned.

Thus,starting from a defectD obeying (i)and (ii),alldefectsgenerated from D have

the sam e value ofR . Conversely,one can now ask whetherfora given value R 0,one can

�nd a preferred defect D 0 with R (D 0)= R 0,such that allelem entary conform aldefects

D 0with R (D 0)= R 0 can begenerated by theaction oftopologicaldefectson D 0.

Fortheexam plesin section 6,whereallconform aldefectsareknown,theanswerisyes.

In theexam pletreated in section 5.2,thisisstilltrueforallconform aldefectsthatpreserve

a certain extended chiralalgebra,butwe cannotm ake statem entsaboutthe behaviourof

allconform aldefects.FortheIsing m odel(section 4)itistrueforthedefectswith discrete

excitation spectrum (so that there is an unam biguous notion of‘elem entary defect’); it

would however nothold true forthe exceptionaldefectsaboutwhich we speculate atthe

end ofthatsection.

3.T he free boson

The sim plest m odelin which conform aldefects have been studied is a single free scalar

boson which was investigated in [8]. In that paper the defect was placed vertically in

the plane and the scalar �eld to the left and right ofthe defect were denoted �1 and �2
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respectively and related atthe defectby

 

@� �
1

@+ �
2

!

= S

 

@+ �
1

@� �
2

!

; (3.1)

whereS iseitherofthe two m atrices

S =

 

� cos(2�) sin(2�)

sin(2�) cos(2�)

!

; S
0=

 

cos(2�)� sin(2�)

sin(2�) cos(2�)

!

: (3.2)

In the folded picturethe boundary state representing thisdefectis

jbi = N

1Y

n= 1

exp

�
1

n
a
i
� n�a

j

� nSij

�

j0i

= N

�

1+ a
i
� 1�a

j

� 1
Sij+

1

2
(ai� 1�a

j

� 1
Sij)

2 + a
i
� 2�a

j

� 2
Sij+ :::

�

j0i

(3.3)

where ain and �ain are the m odes of�i and N is a norm alisation constant. The m odes

them selves are norm alised such that [am ;an] = m �m + n;0. Since c1 = c2 = 1 and the

energy-m om entum tensorsare ofthe standard form ,

L
i
� 2j0i=

1

2
a
i
� 1a

i
� 1j0i; (3.4)

itiseasy to calculate

h0jLi2L
j

2
jbi=

N

2
(Sij)

2 (3.5)

so thatforboth cases(3.2)

h0jLtot2
�Ltot2 jbi=

N

2

X

i;j

(Sij)
2 = N ; (3.6)

and

R = cos2(2�); T = sin2(2�): (3.7)

Thesearethere
ection and transm ission probabilitiesforthem asslessm odesin thism odel.

Note thatthequantity R wehave de�ned isnotthesam equantity asthe R calculated in

[8]which isthe re
ection am plitude fora m asslessm ode.

4.T he Ising m odeland the free ferm ion

The nam e ofIsing m odelisgiven to variousdi�erenttheorieswith c= 1=2:the theory of

purely local�eldsofthem odularinvarianttheory;thelocaltheory ofthefreeferm ion;the

non-localtheory obtained by com bining the two. In section 4.1 we discussthe defectsin

the m odularinvariant theory and in section 4.2 the defects in the free ferm ion and their

relation to those in the m odular invariant theory. From here on,when we refer to \the

Ising m odel" we shallalwaysm ean the m odularinvarianttheory.
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4.1 T he Ising m odel

Conform aldefects in the Ising m odelhave been studied exhaustively by O shikawa and

A�eck in [1,2].4 The Ising m odelhascentralcharge c= 1=2 so thatthe doubled m odel

used in the folded treatm ent ofconform aldefects has centralcharge one. O shikawa and

A�eck use two di�erentidenti�cationsofthisc= 1 m odel,�rstly asa specialcase ofthe

Ashkin-Tellerm odeland secondly asaparticularcaseoftheorbifolded freeboson.W eshall

useonly thissecond identi�cation forourcalculations.W ereview brie
y thisconstruction

and then calculate the re
ection and transm ission coe�cients for the conform aldefects

they have found.Throughoutthissection we usethe notation of[1,2].

The doubled Ising m odelcan be identi�ed with the r = 1 orbifolded free boson,that

isa freeboson which classically takesvaluesin the linesegm ent[0;�].

Itisusualtoconstructtheorbifolded freeboson startingfrom afreeboson com pacti�ed

on a circle. A com plete classi�cation ofthe conform alboundary conditions for the free

boson on a circlehasbeen proposed by Friedan [41]with som em oredetailsgiven by Janik

[42]and G aberdieland Recknagel[43]. Since the radius 1 is not a rationalm ultiple of

the self-dualradiusr = 1=
p
2,according to [41]the conform alboundary conditions split

into three classes: a circle ofDirichlet boundary conditions on the free boson,a circle of

Neum ann boundary conditions,and alinesegm entofboundaryconditionswhich break the

U (1)sym m etry ofthefreeboson.Theconstruction oftheorbifolded freeboson boundary

states from those ofthe free boson on a circle isstraightforward forthe �rsttwo classes;

the third classwe willreturn to later.

The Dirichletboundary conditionson the orbifolded free boson ’ are ’ = ’0 2 [0;�]

and the Neum ann boundary conditions can be expressed in term s ofthe dual�eld ~’ as

~’ = ~’0 2 [0;�=2]. These boundary conditions are elem entary except at the end points

where the presence oftwisted sectors splits them into two. This leads to the following

space ofboundary conditions:

D O (’0) with ’0 2 (0;�); D O (0)� ; D O (�)� (4.1)

N O (~’0) with ~’0 2 (0;�=2); N O (0)� ; N O (�=2)� : (4.2)

To construct the space ofstates we �rst describe the space ofground states ofthe un-

orbifolded freeboson on a circleofradius1.Thesearelabelled by two integers(m ;n)and

denoted j(m ;n)i;thewindingnum berism and thetotalm om entum isn and theconform al

dim ensionsofsuch astateareh = (m + 1

2
n)2=2;�h = (� m + 1

2
n)2=2.O n theseground states

the oscillators have integer m odes. In the twisted sector the oscillators have half-integer

m odesand the twisted ground statesarej0i
T
and j�i

T
with conform aldim ension 1=16.

Thecalculation of ! can bereduced to �nding theoverlap oftheboundary statewith

a particularbulk state,jW W i,asexplained in appendix A.Theform oftheprim ary state

jW W ican be deduced from consideration ofthe Ashkin-Tellerform ulation in which itis

prim ary ofweight (2;2) with respect to the totalVirasoro algebra and a descendent of

4
From a latticeorspin chain perspective,thecriticalpropertiesoftheIsing m odelwith defectlineshave

also been studied earlier,see e.g.[39,40]and the references in [1,2]. For our analysis we only need the

boundary statesin the folded m odelas� rstgiven by O shikawa and A� eck.
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theproductoftheidentity representationsofthetwo c= 1=2 Virasoro algebrasunderthe

action ofthe two separate Virasoro algebras. In [2],such a prim ary state is denoted by

j2;IIi and also by j2;1i. From a com parison ofthe boundary states ofthe Ising� Ising

m odelconstructed in [2],in the Ashkin-Teller and free boson form ulations,the form of

the state j2;IIiin the orbifolded free boson construction can beidenti�ed,and �xing the

norm alisation asin (A.1)weget

jW W i=
1

8
j2;IIi=

1

16

�

j(0;4)i+ j(0;� 4)i+ j(2;0)i+ j(� 2;0)i

�

: (4.3)

Calculating ! and using theform ulae R = (1+ !)=2;T =(1� !)=2 we getfrom (2.9)in this

case,we �nd forthe variousboundary conditions:

! R T

D O (’0)cos(4’0)cos
2(2’0)sin

2(2’0)

N O (~’0)cos(4~’0)cos
2(2~’0)sin

2(2~’0)

(4.4)

Note thatthesealso hold trueattheend points;thetwisted sectorsm akeno di�erenceto

the valuesof !,R orT .

The purely transm itting defects correspond to the Ising m odeltopologicaldefects as

identi�ed in [1,2]{ the trivialor identity defect is 11 = D O (�=4), the spin-reversalis

"= D O (3�=4)and the duality defectis� = NO (�=4).

The purely re
ecting defects correspond to pairs ofboundary conditions in the two

copiesoftheIsing m odel.W e�nd a sm alldi�erencefrom theidenti�cation given in [2],in

thattheNeum ann factorising boundary conditionshave leftand rightfactorsswapped.If

welabelthethreeboundary conditionsoftheIsing m odelas+ ,� and f forspin up,spin

down and free,then the identi�cation ofthe re
ecting defectsin thedoubled m odelis:

(+ + ) (� � ) (� + ) (+ � ) (ff) (f+ ) (f� ) (+ f) (� f)

D O (0)+ D O (0)� D O (�)+ D O (�)� D O (�=2)N O (0)+ N O (0)� N O (
�

2
)+ N O (

�

2
)�

Thiscan be checked by com puting the overlaps ofthe boundary states or by calculating

the form ofthe topologicaldefectsin the two copies ofthe Ising m odeland theiractions

on theboundary states.Sincethisseem sofsom e interest,we give thedetailshere.

Thetopologicaldefectsin CFTsA and B on eithersideofa conform aldefectarealso

topologicaldefectsin theproducttheory A � �B in which theconform aldefectisrepresented

by a boundary state. W e identify these ‘product defects’in the case ofIsing� Ising by

writing down the generalansatz for a topological defect and �xing the coe�cients by

com puting theaction on thefactorising boundary states(representing factorising defects).

W e do not need to construct the whole topologicaldefect operator { only that part

which has non-zero action on the boundary states we are interested in. The boundary

states are linear com binations ofVirasoro Ishibashistates,one for each spinless prim ary

state (those states which are highestweight forboth the leftand rightVirasoro algebras

with h = �h)which are given in [2]. W e repeatthe listhere butgiving the prim ary states
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in thefree boson form ratherthan the Ashkin-Tellernotation in [2].Forn 2 Z� 0,

h = �h Highestweightstates

n2 jni
V ir

1

2
(n+ 1)2 1p

2

�
j(0;2n+ 2)i+ j(0;� 2n� 2)i

�
; 1p

2

�
j(n+ 1;0)i+ j(� n� 1;0)i

�

1

8
(2n+ 1)2 1p

2

�
j(0;2n+ 1)i+ j(0;� 2n� 1)i

�

1

16
(2n+ 1)2 jni

V ir

0;T
; jni

V ir

�;T

(4.5)

The states jni
V ir

are highest weight com binations offree boson m odes on the untwisted

vacuum and jni
V ir

’0;T
are highest weight com binations offree boson m odes on the twisted

vacua,forexam ple

j1i
V ir

= a� 1�a� 1j0i; j1i
V ir

�;T
= a� 1=2�a� 1=2j�iT : (4.6)

W e willwrite the projectors onto the Virasoro representations with h equalto n2 and

(2n+ 1)2=8 asPn and Q n respectively,and them atrix partofthetopologicaldefectacting

on therepresentationsofweight(n + 1)2=2 in thebasis(4.5)as

 

a b

c d

!

n

: (4.7)

Finally,the m atrix part ofthe topologicaldefect m ixing the twisted sectors in the basis

(4.5)wewrite as
 

a b

c d

!

n;T

: (4.8)

Thus,we considerdefectsoftheform

X̂ =

1X

n= 0

0

@ anPn + bnQ n +

 

cn dn

en fn

!

n

+

 

gn hn

jn kn

!

n;T

1

A + other term s (4.9)

where‘other term s’are partswhich annihilate the conform alboundary states.

O ne can deduce from [2]orfrom the character form ulae forthe vacuum and twisted

freeboson representationsthatthefreeboson Dirichletand Neum ann Ishibashistatesare

given in term softheVirasoro Ishibashistatesasfollows:

j(0;0)iiD =

1X

n= 0

jnii
V ir

; j� ii
T;D

=

1X

n= 0

jnii
V ir

�;T
;

j(0;0)iiN =

1X

n= 0

(� 1)njnii
V ir

; j� iiT;N =

1X

n= 0

(� 1)n(n+ 1)=2jnii
V ir

�;T :

(4.10)
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where � 2f0;�g labels the twisted sector. The identi�cation ofthe factorised boundary

conditionsin the Dirichletsector�xestheform softheidentity and " defectsas

11L = 11R =

1X

n= 0

0

@ Pn + Q n +

 

1 0

0 1

!

n

+

 

1 0

0 1

!

n;T

1

A + :::

"L =

1X

n= 0

0

@ Pn � Q n +

 

1 0

0 1

!

n

+

 

0 1

1 0

!

n;T

1

A + :::

"R =

1X

n= 0

0

@ Pn � Q n +

 

1 0

0 1

!

n

+

 

0 � 1

� 1 0

!

n;T

1

A + :::

(4.11)

Thesesatisfy "2
L
= "2

R
= 1,and thetotalspin reversal,given astheproductofthereversals

in thetwo sectors,

"L"R =

1X

n= 0

0

@ Pn + Q n +

 

1 0

0 1

!

n

+

 

� 1 0

0 � 1

!

n;T

1

A + :::; (4.12)

doesjustreverse the sign ofthetwisted sectorcontributionsasnoted in [1,2].

To com plete thesetoftopologicaldefects,we �nd theduality defectsare

�L =
p
2

1X

n= 0

0

@ (� 1)nPn +

 

0 1

1 0

!

n

+
1

2
(� 1)n(n+ 1)=2

 

1 1

1 1

!

n;T

1

A + :::

�R =
p
2

1X

n= 0

0

@ (� 1)nPn + (� 1)n

 

0 1

1 0

!

n

+
1

2
(� 1)n(n+ 1)=2

 

1 � 1

� 1 1

!

n;T

1

A + ::::

(4.13)

Again itiseasy to check thatthese obey the correctalgebra:

�
2
L = 11+ "L ; �

2
R = 11+ "R ; �L"L = �L ; �R "R = �R : (4.14)

W e can now investigate the action of the topological defects on the Dirichlet and

Neum ann line ofboundary conditionsin theorbifolded m odel:

"LjD O (’)i= "R jD O (’)i= jD O (� � ’)i;"LjN O (~’)i= "R jN O (~’)i= jN O (~’)i;

�LjD O (’)i= �LjD O (�� ’)i= jN O (’)i; �R jD O (’)i= �R jD O (�� ’)i= jN O (
�
2
� ’)i;

�LjN O (~’)i= jD O (~’)i+ jD O (� � ~’)i; �R jN O (~’)i= jD O (
�
2
� ~’)i+ jD O (

�
2
+ ~’)i:

(4.15)

W e can writethisin term sofdefectfusion as

X " ?D O (’)= D O (’)?X " = D O (� � ’);X " ?N O (~’)= N O (~’)?X " = N O (~’);

X � ?D O (’)= N O (’); D O (’)?X � = N O (
�
2
� ’);

X � ?N O (~’)= D O (~’)+ D O (� � ~’); N O (~’)?X � = D O (
�
2
� ~’)+ D O (

�
2
+ ~’):

(4.16)
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(f + )[ (f � ) (+ f)[ (� f)

(+ + )[ (� � ) (+ � )[ (� + )
(f f)

11 "

�

!

!

’

~’

�=2 �

�=2

g = 1

g =
p
2

Figure 1: The valuesof ! and g,and the action ofthe topologicaldefectson the Dirichletand

Neum ann linesofconform aldefectsin the Ising m odel. The action ofX " from the leftand from

the rightisthesam eand isgiven by thedotted arrows,theaction ofX � on theleftby the dashed

arrowsand on therightby thesolid arrows.Notethattheend pointsoftheDirichletand Neum ann

linesaresuperpositionsoftwo elem entary defectsasindicated.

Thism eansthatthenum ber ! doesnotuniquely specify theorbitundertheaction ofthe

group-liketopologicaldefects,nordothepair(!;g)wheregistheground-state-degeneracy

ofthe boundary condition in the folded m odelas indicated in �gure 1. For a given pair

(!;g),therearetwo orbitsofthegroup-likedefects.O n theotherhand,starting from any

one elem entary defect on the Dirichlet or Neum ann line at a given value of !,allother

elem entary defects with this ! can be generated by the action oftopologicaldefects (in

the senseexplained in section 2.2).

In �gure 1 we give a pictorialsum m ary ofthe value of ! and the actionsof" and �

on theDirichletand Neum ann line ofconform aldefectsin the Ising m odel.

Finally we return to the question ofextra defectsin the orbifold m odel. Neither the

classi�cation ofboundary states of[41]northe explicitcalculations of[43,42]appearto

have been perform ed for the orbifold m odel,so the com m ents here rem ain speculative.

The line ofexceptionalboundary states described in [41,43,42]are invariant underthe

orbifold action ’ 7! � ’ so we m ight expect that they would lead to two sets ofdefects

by the addition oftwisted sectors,butsince both the exceptionalboundary statesand all

statesin the twisted sectorshave zero overlap with jW �W iwe would expectthem to have

! = 0 and hence R = T = 1=2.
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4.2 Free ferm ions

As stated in the beginning of this section, by the Ising m odelwe denote the m odular

invariant theory. Free ferm ionscan then be understood as non-localordisorder�eldsin

theIsing m odel.Defectsforfreeferm ionshavebeen considered before,forexam plein [33].

Thesim plestclassofconform aldefectsin thefreeferm ion m odelarethosethatsatisfy

 m D̂ = T11 D̂  m + T12 � � m D̂ ;

D̂ � � m = T21 D̂  m + T22 � � m D̂ :

(4.17)

Com patibility with the ferm ion algebra im pliesthatthe m atrix T takesthe form

T =

 

cos(�) isin(�)

i� sin(�)� cos(�)

!

(4.18)

where � = � 1. Reference [33]dealsprim arily with m assive ferm ionsin the defectpicture

but it is easy to take the m assless lim it and they �nd that the defects treated there all

satisfy (4.17)and (4.18)with � = 1.

Thedefectsin thelocalIsingm odelarenotexpected tobein one-to-onecorrespondence

with thosein thefreeferm ion m odel,buttheyarerelated astheIsingm odelcontainscertain

com binationsofthefree ferm ion �elds,notably theprim ary �eld

"= i�  : (4.19)

Thisenablesoneto determ inethe following com binations:

T
12 = h0j� 1=2 1=2D̂ j0i=h0jD̂ j0i= � ih"jD̂ j0i=h0jD̂ j0i

T
21 = h0jD̂ � � 1=2 � 1=2j0i=h0jD̂ j0i= � ih0jD̂ j"i=h0jD̂ j0i

T
12
T
21
� T

11
T
22 = h0j� 1=2 1=2D̂

� � 1=2 � 1=2j0i=h0jD̂ j0i= � h"jD̂ j"i=h0jD̂ j0i :

(4.20)

To calculate theseusing theboundary state form alism weneed to identify the �elds"1;"2

in thedoubled m odelcorrespondingto the�eld "on theleftand on therightofthedefect.

The�elds"i both have conform aldim ensions(1
2
;1
2
)and thereare two prim ary �eldswith

theseweightsin theorbifolded freeboson.Ifweusetheconvention of[33]thatthere
ection

factorforferm ion m odesata ‘�xed’boundary is� iand ata ‘free’boundary isithen we

�nd agreem entwith ourassignm entoffactorising boundary conditionswith the choice

j"
1
i= 1

2

�

j(0;2)i+ j(0;� 2)i� j(1;0)i� j(� 1;0)i

�

;

j"2i= 1

2

�

j(0;2)i+ j(0;� 2)i+ j(1;0)i+ j(� 1;0)i

�

;

j"1"2i= a� 1�a� 1j0i

(4.21)

where j(m ;n)i are the free boson vacuum states described earlier and a� 1 and �a� 1 are

m odesofthefree boson �eld.
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W ith these choices,one �ndsforthe Neum ann defectsN O (~’0)that

T
11 = � T

22 = icos(2~’0); (4.22)

so thatthese cannotbe identi�ed with any ofthe defects in [33]forany value of� since

they allhave T11 = T22.

Forthe DirichletdefectsD O (’0),however,

T
12 = T

21 = � icos(2’0); T
11
T
22 = sin2(2’0); (4.23)

so that � = 1 in (4.18),and hence also T11 = T22. These defects can thus be identi�ed

with thedefectsin [33]with

’0 = � 1

2
(� + �=2): (4.24)

The am biguity in � corresponds to the am biguity in the de�nition ofthe ferm ion �elds.

As a �nalcom m ent we note that our quantities R and T can again be identi�ed as the

re
ection and transm ission probabilitiesforthe m odesofthe freeferm ion.

5.C onform aldefects from coset decom positions

Considertwo conform al�eld theoriesCFT 1 and CFT2 which arejoined along adefect,and

denote their chiralalgebras by A 1 and A 2,respectively. For each em bedding ofanother

chiralalgebra B into the sym m etry algebra A 1 
 A 2 ofthe producttheory CFT1 
 CFT2

onecan then constructa fam ily ofnon-trivialconform aldefectsin thefollowing way.First,

we analyse theoriginaltheory with respectto thereduced sym m etry

A 1 
 A 2 ! B 
 (A 1 
 A 2)=B ; (5.1)

where the coset chiralalgebra (A 1 
 A 2)=B contains the �elds which com m ute with all

the operatorsin B.5 O n thepracticallevelreducing the sym m etry m eansthatwe have to

decom posetheHilbertspaceofthefolded m odelin term sofrepresentationsofthesm aller

sym m etry.Thetheory itselfobviously doesnotchange.

In a second step weim poseboundary conditionswhich justpreservethechiralalgebra

on the righthand side of(5.1).Thisprocedure de�nesdefectsbetween CFT 1 and CFT2,

which in generalareneitherfully re
ectivenorfully transm issive[13].Notethattheinter-

pretation ofwhich excitationsaretransm itted and which re
ected issom ewhatm ysterious

since the coupling ofthe two theories takes place in the coset part. There is,however,

onespecialclassofdefectswherethephysicalinterpretation isim m ediately obviousand a

concreteform ula forthetransm ission can easily bederived.Thiswillbethesubjectofthe

following subsection. Laterwe willreturn to the generalcase and discussone exam ple in

detail.

5
The interpretation ofthisdecom position ism oststraightforward ifthe theorieson thetwo sidesofthe

defectareW ZW m odelsbased on som egroupsG 1 and G 2.In thatcaseonecan de� nethechiralsubalgebra

B in term s ofa W ZW m odelrelated to a com m on subgroup ofG 1 and G 2. The coset part on the other

hand isdescribed by the standard G KO construction.
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5.1 Transm ission ofa com m on sub-sym m etry

O ne ofthe m ostintuitive exam plesofsem i-perm eable defectlinesarisesifthe conform al

�eld theorieson the two sidesofthe defectshare a com m on chiralsubalgebra C. In that

case we can em ploy the previous construction with B = C 
 C such that the �rst factor

C is em bedded into A 1 and the second into A 2. It is then straightforward to construct

conform aldefectswhich allow allexcitations with respectto the sub-sym m etry C to pass

through una�ectedly.In thefolded picturethiscorrespondsto boundary conditionswhich

justpreserve thesub-sym m etry

A 1 
 A 2 ! A 1=C 
 A 2=C 
 C 
 C (5.2)

ofthe fullbulk system and where one has perm utation type boundary conditions in the

productofthetwo C-sectors.In thetwo cosetsectorson theotherhand weassum etrivial

gluing conditions.

In orderto determ ine the transm ission we need to calculate the correlation functions

between the �elds T 1 = TA 1=C + T1;C and T2 = TA 2=C + T2;C as well as their anti-

holom orphic counterparts in the presence ofthe boundary. O n the levelofthe individ-

ualenergy m om entum tensorsourchoice ofboundary condition correspondsto thegluing

conditions

T
A 1=C = T

A 1=C T
A 2=C = T

A 2=C T
1;C = T

2;C
T
2;C = T

1;C (5.3)

on therealaxis.Theseallow ustosim plifytheboundarycorrelation functionsconsiderably.

Forinstance weobtain

h0jL12L
2
2jbi= h0j

�
L
A 1=C

2
+ L

1;C

2

��
L
A 2=C

2
+ L

2;C

2

�
jbi

= h0j
�
L
A 1=C

2
+ L

1;C

2

��
L
A 2=C

� 2
+ L

1;C

� 2

�
jbi = 1

2
ch0jbi:

(5.4)

Here,cdenotestheVirasoro centralchargesofC and wewillsim ilarly usethesym bolsc1;2

forthecentralchargesofthechiralalgebrasA 1;2.Itisthen a sim pleexerciseto plug these

expressionsinto thede�ning form ula (2.9)forthetransm ission,yielding

T =
2c

c1 + c2
(5.5)

for this speci�c type ofdefect. In accordance with physicalintuition the quantity (5.5)

takes values between 0 and 1,at least for unitary theories. M oreover,it is m axim ised if

the chiralalgebra ofone ofthe m odels is contained in the one ofthe other. W e would

like to stress that in our derivation no reference has been m ade to the concrete form of

the boundary statesorsim ilardata.The readerwho isinterested in these objectsshould

consultthe references[13,20]forfurtherdetailsoftheconstruction.

In ordertogain som eintuition letusconsideradefectbetween twoW ZW m odelsbased

on the group SU (2) and with levels k1 and k2,respectively. Both W ZW m odelsshare a

com m on sub-sym m etry U (1).6 W ith the concrete expressions for the centralcharges we

6
In orderto conform to thecondition thatthechiralsubalgebrasagreewehaveto choosetheunextended

Heisenberg algebra C = û(1)asthe com m on sym m etry.
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im m ediately �nd

T (k1;k2) =
(k1 + 2)(k2 + 2)

3(k1k2 + k1 + k2)
: (5.6)

It m ay be checked that the transm ission takes values in the intervalbetween 1=3 and 1.

Fulltransm ission T = 1 isonly achieved when k1 = k2 = 1.Thisisnotsurprising sincein

thiscase one hasthe equivalence SU (2)1 = U (1)1,rendering the cosetstrivial.The other

lim iting case T = 1=3 is obtained in the regim e oflarge levels. Let us �nally state the

resultT = (k + 2)=3k which arisesifboth levelsare chosen equalto k.A diagram ofthe

transm ission coe�cientscan befound in �gure2a)below.

Defectsofthetypeconsidered in thissubsection also existiftheW ZW m odelson the

two sidesare based on di�erentgroups,orforcosets.W e listsom e exam plesin table 1.

5.2 A n exam ple for the generalcase

Afterthe exhaustive discussion ofthe specialcase B = C 
 C we would like to return to a

generaldefectinvolving a sym m etry breaking oftheform (5.1).Ifthesubalgebra B isnot

oftheabovefactorised from ,and hencetheem bedding ofB into A 1
 A 2 isnota product

oftwo separate em beddingsasin theprevioussection,a physicalinterpretation regarding

which degreesoffreedom aretransm itted and which re
ected isnotobvious.Having access

to thevalueofthetransm ission isthen a good hintabouttheactualnatureofthedefect.

Thecalculation ofthetransm ission fordecom positionsoftheform (5.1)requiresrather

detailed knowledge about the representation theory ofthe chiralalgebras involved. For

sim plicity we willthusspeci�cally considerthe cosetdecom positions

SU (2)k1 � SU (2)k2 !
SU (2)k1 � SU (2)k2

SU (2)k1+ k2
� SU (2)k1+ k2 (5.7)

in order to explain the m ain steps. These exam ples also have the advantage ofm aking

contactto the previoussubsection where a di�erenttype ofdefectbetween the sam e con-

form al�eld theorieshasbeen discussed.Butin contrastto thelastcasethereisno general

CFT1 CFT2 Sym m etry preserved Transm ission T

(G1)k1 (G2)k2
G1� G2

U (1)l� U (1)l
� U (1)l� U (1)l

2l(k1+ g
_
1
)(k2+ g

_
2
)

k1(k2+ g
_
2
)dim G1+ k2(k1+ g

_
1
)dim G2

SU (3)k SU (3)4k
SU (3)k
SU (2)4k

�
SU (3)4k
SU (2)4k

� SU (2)4k � SU (2)4k
3(k+ 3)(4k+ 3)

2(2k+ 1)(8k+ 15)

(F4)k (E 6)k
(F4)k
(G 2)k

�
(E 6)k

(G 2)k
� (G2)k � (G2)k

14(k+ 9)(k+ 12)

13(k+ 4)(5k+ 51)

SU (2)k
SU (2)k
U (1)k

SU (2)

U (1)
�

SU (2)

U (1)
� U (1)

4(k� 1)

5k� 2

SU (2)k1 SU (2)k2

SU (2)k1
� SU (2)k2

SU (2)k1+ k2

� SU (2)k1+ k2

4k1k2(k1+ 2)(k2+ 2)

(k1k2+ k1+ k2)(k1+ k2)(k1+ k2+ 4)

1+ cos
2�

k1+ k2+ 2

1+ 2cos
2�

k1+ k2+ 2

Table 1: List ofsom e defect system s and their respective transm issions. The �rst four exam -

ples are of the form treated in section 5.1. The param eter l in the �rst line obeys 1 � l �

m in(rankG1;rankG2).In thelastline (seesection 5.2)k1,k2 areodd,and only the m axim alvalue

forT islisted.
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and sim plederivation ofthetransm ission am plitudeavailable in thiscase.Instead,weare

forced into a relatively volum inousand m odelspeci�ccalculation starting from thede�ni-

tion (2.5). The relevantboundary states jB iare given in term sofIshibashistateswhich

preserve the righthand side of(5.7)and which are them selvessum sovertensorproducts

ofa setoforthonorm alised statesin irreducible representationsofthe reduced sym m etry.

Consequently,we need to expressthestates

L
i
� 2L

j

� 2
j0i (5.8)

in term sofan orthonorm albasisofthe corresponding representation spaces.

Thestatesweareinterested in residein thevacuum m oduleofSU (2)k1 � SU (2)k2.In

orderto identify these statesafterthe cosetdecom position (5.7)we have to work outthe

branchingfunctionsofthea�nerepresentationsinvolved.Sincethestates(5.8)haveh = 2

and areallsingletswith respectto thezero m odealgebra ofSU (2)k12,wherek12 = k1+ k2,

we can restrict our attention to the �rst few characters �
(k12)

0
,�

(k12)

1
and �

(k12)

2
ofthe

diagonala�nesubalgebra SU (2)k12.W hen writing down thecharactersitisusefulto keep

track ofthe representation content with respect to the su(2) zero m ode algebra on each

energy level. Fork � 2 the relevantcharacters ofSU (2)k can then easily be found to be

(up to higherordersin q and notspelling outtheoverallprefactorqh� c=24)

�
(k)

0
(q) = (0)+ q(1)+ q

2
�
(0)+ (1)+ (2)

�
+ � � �

�
(k)

1
(q) = (1)+ q

�
(0)+ (1)+ (2)

�
+ � � �

�
(k)

2
(q) = (2)+ q

�
(1)+ (2)+ (3)

�
+ � � � :

(5.9)

Here,the sym bols (j) denote an su(2) representation ofspin j. For a �rsthint towards

where to search forthe relevantstates(5.8)in the decom posed theory itisusefulto start

with the following equality,which involves the a�ne characters ofSU (2)and isvalid for

k1;k2 � 2,

�
(k1)

0
(q)�

(k2)

0
(q) = (0)+ 2q(1)+ 3q2

�
(0)+ (1)+ (2)

�
+ � � �

= �
(k12)

0
(q)

�
1+ q

2 + � � �
�
+ �

(k12)

1
(q)q

�
1+ q+ � � �

�

+ �
(k12)

2
(q)q2

�
1+ � � �

�
+ � � � ;

(5.10)

where in the �rst line we decom posed the tensor product of the two vacuum m odules

with respectto thezero m odeaction ofthediagonalSU (2)k12.From (5.9)weseethatthe

representations(0)and (1)ofSU (2)k12 contain singletsatlevels0and 2,and 1,respectively,

while (2) does not have a singlet at level0. The three level2 singlets in (5.10) thus lie

in (0;0;0)� (0) and (0;0;1)� (1). In this notation,the triple refers to a representation

ofthe diagonalSU (2)cosetwhile the lastlabelspeci�esa representation ofSU (2)k12. In

particular,thedesired states(5.8)arealinearcom bination ofm axim ally threestatesinside

of(0;0;0)� (0)and (0;0;1)� (1).
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W ith a bitofwork one�ndsthattheprim ary statescorresponding to therepresenta-

tionsjustm entioned are given by j(0;0;0)i
 j0i= j0i
 j0iaswellas7

j(0;0;1)i
 j1i =
1

p
k1k2(k1 + k2)

�

k2E
+

� 1
j0i
 j0i� k1j0i
 E

+

� 1
j0i

�

: (5.11)

Here,the lefthand side refersto the cosetdecom position while the righthand side isthe

corresponding expression in theproductofa�nerepresentationsofSU (2)k1 and SU (2)k2.

By acting with creation operators on the two states above one reveals the orthonorm al

singletstatesjvii,i= 1;2;3,weareinterested in.The�rsttwo oftheseliein (0;0;0)� (0)

and correspond via thestate �eld correspondenceto theenergy m om entum tensorsofthe

cosettheoryand thea�nesubalgebra,respectively.Thethird statebelongstoadescendent

ofthe a�ne highestweightstate j1i. Explicitform ulasforthe vectorsv i can be found in

the appendix in eq.(B.3).

Using the vectorsvi,the states(5.8)corresponding to the energy m om entum tensors

ofthe individualtheoriesSU (2)k1 and SU (2)k2 can be expressed in an adapted basis,see

eqs.(B.4) and (B.5). In orderto calculate the transm ission we then have to evaluate all

the overlaps

h0jLi2
�L
j

2
jbi: (5.12)

For the present choice ofgluing conditions the boundary states are labelled by a triple

(�1;�2;�)whose entrieslabelrepresentationsofthe three a�nealgebrasinvolved [13],i.e.

they satisfy 2�i 2 f0;1;� � � ;kig and 2� 2 f0;1;� � � ;k1 + k2g. In addition there is an

identi�cation (�1;�2;�)�
�
k1=2� �1;k2=2� �2;(k1 + k2)=2� �

�
(butno selection rule).

Fortheactualcalculation oftheoverlap (5.12)weneed toexpand theboundarystatein

term sofIshibashistateswhich im plem entthepropergluingconditions.Thecorresponding

expressionsare [13]

j(�1;�2;�)i =
X

�1;�2;�

�1+ �2+ �2Z

S
(k1)
�1�1S

(k2)
�2�2

q

S
(k1)

0�1
S
(k2)

0�2

S
(k1+ k2)
��

S
(k1+ k2)

0�

j(�1;�2;�)ii
 j�ii : (5.13)

Thesum runsovertheranges2�i2 f0;1;� � � ;kig and 2� 2 f0;1;� � � ;k1+ k2g and involves

elem entsofthem odularS m atricesofSU (2)k which aregiven by

S
(k)

j1j2
=

r
2

k+ 2
sin

�

k+ 2
(2j1 + 1)(2j2 + 1) : (5.14)

W e willassum e that at least one of the levels is odd in order to avoid problem s with

�xed point resolution. (Ifalllevels are even,one needs to consider the boundary state

j(k1=4;k2=4;(k1+ k2)=4)iwhich isthesum oftwoelem entary ones.) Itisworth em phasising

that am ong the previous boundary states one can recover Cardy states by considering

boundary labels ofthe form (�1;�2;0). Since these correspond to factorising boundary

conditions the transm ission has to vanish in this case and indeed that is what willbe

con�rm ed by ourgeneralform ula below.

7
O urcurrentalgebra conventionsare sum m arised in eq.(B.2).
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In theoverlap (5.12)weareinterested in,only two sectorsoftheboundary state(5.13)

actually contribute,nam ely theoneswith �1 = �2 = 0 and � 2 f0;1g.TheIshibashistates

are a sum over a com plete set oforthonorm alstates. Hence the relevant contribution in

the presentcase is

j(�1;�2;�)i = N (�1;�2;�)

"
�

jv1i
 jv1i+ jv2i
 jv2i

�

+
S
(k1+ k2)

00
S
(k1+ k2)

�1

S
(k1+ k2)

�0 S
(k1+ k2)

01

jv3i
 jv3i

#

+ � � �

(5.15)

with a norm alisation N (�1;�2;�)which willdrop outin the�nalexpression forthetrans-

m ission. Aftera straightforward calculation which usesthe valuesck = 3k=(k + 2)ofthe

centralchargesand thestatesde�ned in eq.(B.5)we�nally arriveata niceexpression for

the transm ission,which turnsoutto beindependentof�1 and �2,

T�(k1;k2) =
2k1k2(k1 + 2)(k2 + 2)

(k1k2 + k1 + k2)(k1 + k2)(k1 + k2 + 4)

(

1�
S
(k1+ k2)

�1 S
(k1+ k2)

00

S
(k1+ k2)

�0 S
(k1+ k2)

01

)

: (5.16)

Itisthen a naturalproblem to investigatetheleveldependenceofthelabels�m in and �m ax

which m inim iseorm axim isethetransm ission,respectively.To do so wehaveto extrem ise

the quotient

q(�) = �
S
(k1+ k2)

�1 S
(k1+ k2)

00

S
(k1+ k2)

�0 S
(k1+ k2)

01

= �
sin

3�(2�+ 1)

k1+ k2+ 2

sin 3�
k1+ k2+ 2

sin �
k1+ k2+ 2

sin
�(2�+ 1)

k1+ k2+ 2

= �
1+ 2cos

2�(2�+ 1)

k1+ k2+ 2

1+ 2cos 2�
k1+ k2+ 2

: (5.17)

In the relevantintervalfor� thisfunction hasonem axim um and two m inim a,nam ely

�m ax = k1+ k2
4

q(�m ax) = 1

1+ 2cos
2�

k1+ k2+ 2

k1+ k2! 1
��������! 1

3

�m in 2

n

0;k1+ k2
2

o

q(�m in) = � 1 :

(5.18)

It should be noted that the actualm axim um ofthe function q(�) is not realised in the

range ofvalid boundary labels ifthe sum ofthe levels is odd. In that case the m axim al

transm ission isfound for� = �m ax � 1=4.

Let us now discuss whether the transm ission we calculated satis�es allthe relevant

consistency conditions.Firstofall,thepreviouscalculation providesan explicitproofthat

them inim altransm ission fortheconsidered typeofdefectisindeed zero:Tm in = T�m in
= 0.

W e notice thatvanishing transm ission isrealised precisely for� = 0 (the second value is

related to 0 by the identi�cation rule) where the boundary state (5.13) reduces to the

productoftwo Cardy statesofSU (2)k1 and SU (2)k2,respectively.O n theotherhand the

m axim altransm ission isgiven by

Tm ax(k1;k2) =
4k1k2(k1 + 2)(k2 + 2)

(k1k2 + k1 + k2)(k1 + k2)(k1 + k2 + 4)

8
>><

>>:

1+ cos
2�

k1+ k2+ 2

1+ 2cos
2�

k1+ k2+ 2

fork1;k2 odd

1+ cos
�

k1+ k2+ 2

1+ 2cos
�

k1+ k2+ 2

fork1 + k2 odd :

(5.19)
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Itisnotentirely obviousfrom thisexpression butthetransm ission turnsouttobebounded

from aboveby 1 asexpected,seediagram 2b).Notethatoneindeed reachesfulltransm is-

sion for� = 1=2 and k = 1.In factthiscould beexpected since these stateshave already

been identi�ed in [13]asperm utation boundary statesofSU (2)1 � SU (2)1.

The analysisof(5.19)sim pli�esconsiderably in the lim itoflarge levels. In thatcase

one can easily derive the lim iting value

Tm ax(k1;k2)
k1;k2� 1
������!

8k1k2

3(k1 + k2)
2

(5.20)

for the m axim altransm ission for the considered type ofdefect. Note that this value is

equalto 2=3 fork1 = k2 and sm allerotherwise. In particularitisa m onotone decreasing

function in each ofthelevelsand vanisheswhen onelevelissentto in�nity whiletheother

one iskept�xed.

The setting considered here allowsusto m ake contactwith the generalised perm uta-

tion braneswhich havebeen discussed in [21].8 Although neitherwereconcreteexpressions

fortheboundary statesderived norcould theprecisesym m etry preserved beworked out,it

wasargued that,on geom etricalgrounds,thediagonalcurrentalgebrashould bepreserved.

Ifin the presentsetup we choose one ofthe levelsto beone,e.g.k2 = 1,then we preserve

the diagonalcurrent algebra and,m oreover,the additionalcoset is a Virasoro m inim al

m odel.Hence in thatcase we are able to describeallboundary conditionswhich preserve

the diagonalcurrent algebra and,in particular,allgeneralised perm utation branes. The

m axim altransm ission in thatcase iseasily worked outfrom eq.(5.19).Itwould beinter-

esting to be able to com pare thisresultwith a calculation genuinely done in the context

ofgeneralised perm utation branesbutup to now theiralgebraic construction seem sto be

8
W e would like to thank Stefan Fredenhagen forpointing thisout.
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Figure 2:Transm ission forspeci�c defectsjoining SU (2)k1 and SU (2)k2 in dependence on k1 for

thechoicesk2 = 1;3;10:a)Defectobtained from thecom m on U (1)sub-sym m etry (seesection 5.1).

b) Defectobtained by em bedding SU (2)k1+ k2 (see section 5.2). Here the defectwith m axim alT

is considered;the line gives T� for � = 1

4
(k1+ k2). For k1 + k2 even this value is achieved,while

fork1 + k2 odd the m axim alT occursfor� = 1

4
(k1+k2�1),so thatthe corresponding pointsare

slightly below the line.
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beyond reach although recentprogressin thatdirection hasbeen reported forproductsof

supersym m etricSU (2)cosets[22].

Before we conclude thissection letusbrie
y investigate the action ofthe topological

defects on the boundary conditions above. In the SU (2)k W ZW m odelthe elem entary

topologicaldefectsare labelled by irreducible unitary representationsofthe a�ne Lie al-

gebra. In our situation we have two di�erent a�ne algebras on both sides ofthe defect.

Theiraction on a defectlabelled by (�1;�2;�)m ay beexpressed in term softhefusion rules

ofthe individualtheoriesas

X j1 � D (�1;�2;�)� Xj2 =
X

�0
1
;�0
2

(N (k1))
�0
1

j1�1
(N (k2))

�0
2

j2�2
D (�01;�

0
2;�) ; (5.21)

where 2ji 2 f0;:::;kig,i= 1;2. The independence ofthe transm ission am plitude on �1

and �2 trivially guarantees that the form er is invariant under the action oftopological

defects.

O necan verifythattheconform aldefectsD (�1;�2;�)fora�xed valueofR areprecisely

those with a �xed value of�. In particular,allconform aldefects (preserving the coset

sym m etry)with a given valueofR aregenerated (in thesenseofsection 2.2)by theaction

oftopologicaldefectson D (0;0;�)foran appropriate �.

6.M inim alm odels w ith rationalproducts

In thissection weconsiderthecasewhereCFT1 and CFT2 are(Virasoro)m inim alm odels

such thatCFT1 � CFT2 isagain a m inim alm odel. Since the centralchargesadd,thisis

only possibleifatleastone ofthe two isnon-unitary.Thefactthattheproducttheory is

again a m inim alm odelm eansone can �nd allconform alboundary conditions,and hence

allconform aldefectsjoining CFT1 and CFT2.

Therearethreeproductsofm inim alm odelswhich can beanalysed in thisway,nam ely

Lee-Yang� Lee-Yang,Lee-Yang� Ising and Lee-Yang� M 2;7. To see that there cannot be

m orenotethataproductoftwom inim alm odelshasachiralsym m etry given by two copies

oftheVirasoro algebra.Henceto describeitonehasto extend thechiralsym m etry ofthe

m inim alm odelused to describe the product. The existence ofsuch an extension im plies

theexistenceofablock-diagonalm odularinvariantpartition function,and thesehavebeen

classi�ed [44].Theblock diagonalcasesaretheD even-seriesforM p;2(2m + 1),theE 6 invariant

forM p;12,and theE 8 invariantforM p;30 (up to thesym m etry which interchangesp and q

in M p;q).O fthese,only D 6 ofM 3;10,E 6 ofM 5;12 and E 8 ofM 7;30 involve an extra �eld of

weighttwo in theextended sym m etry algebra,and thesearealready thethreecasesquoted

above. Furtherm ore,these three m odels are also the only cases in which the sum ofthe

e�ective centralchargesoftwo m inim alm odelsisequalto thee�ective centralcharge ofa

third.

In the following three sections we list the results found for these three m odels. The

calculations have been done using the category theoretic m ethods of[14]and have been

shifted to appendicesC.2{C.4.
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6.1 Lee-Yang � Lee-Yang

The Lee-Yang m odelis the m inim alm odelM 2;5 and has centralcharge c = � 22

5
. The

product M 2;5 � M 2;5 is equivalent to the D 6-invariant ofM 3;10. The K ac table ofthe

c = � 22

5
Virasoro algebra contains two irreducible highest weight representations,which

haveconform alweight0and � 1

5
.W ewilldenotethem by 1 and �,respectively.Thefusion

productof� with itselfis� � � = 1 + �.Itfollowsfrom the m ethodsin [24,9],which are

valid in generalform odelswith charge-conjugation m odularinvariant,thatthe Lee-Yang

m odelhastwo conform alboundary conditionsB 1 and B �,and two topologicaldefectsX 1

and X �. The fusion ofthe topologicaldefectsam ongstthem selves,and theirfusion with

the boundary conditions,agreeswith thatofthechiralrepresentations,i.e.

X � ?X � = X 1 + X � and X � ?B 1 = B � ; X � ?B � = B 1 + B � : (6.1)

Theproductm odelon the upperhalf-plane therefore hasatleastsix conform alboundary

conditions, corresponding to the four factorising conform aldefects F11, F1�, F�1, F��

(where the two labels are the boundary condition for the Lee-Yang m odelon the upper

and lowerhalf-plane,respectively)and thetwo topologicaldefectsX 1 and X �.

In fact,theconform alboundary conditionsoftheD 6-invariantofM 3;10 can belabelled

by thenodesoftheD 6 Dynkin diagram [45,46]9,sothesix boundaryconditionsm entioned

above are already allthere is.The relation between the Lee-Yang and M 3;10 quantitiesis

com puted in appendix C.2 to be:

F11 X 1 F�� X �

F�1

F1�

(6.2)

Thesolid arrowsgivetheresultoffusing thecorresponding conform aldefectwith X � from

theleft,and thedashed arrow theresultoffusing with X � from theright.Thearrowsnot

included explicitly in the diagram follow from the ruleX � ?X � = X 1 + X �.

Altogether we see that there are six conform ally invariant ways to join a Lee-Yang

m odelto itself,and they are eitherpurely re
ecting with R = 1 (F11,F1�,F�1 and F��)

orpurely transm itting with T = 1 (X 1 and X �).

6.2 Lee-Yang � Ising

TheIsing m odelisthe m inim alm odelM 3;4,and the productM 2;5 � M 3;4 isequivalentto

theE 6-invariantofM 5;12.Thec=
1

2
Virasoro algebra hasthreeunitary irreduciblehighest

9
To be m ore precise,the boundary conditionsare labelled by a pair(x;y),where x isa node ofthe D 6

D ynkin diagram and y isan odd nodeoftheA 2 D ynkin diagram .In thepresentexam plethereisonly one

choice fory and we have om itted thislabel,butin the nexttwo exam plesthe A n labelappearsexplicitly.
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weightrepresentations.Theirconform alweightsare0, 1

16
and 1

2
,and wedenotethem by 1,

� and ",respectively.Theirfusion productisgiven by "� "= 1,� � � = 1+ "and "� � = �.

The Ising m odelhas three conform alboundary conditions,which we denote by B 1,

B � and B ",aswellasthree topologicaldefects,labelled X 1,X � and X ". Asforthe Lee-

Yang m odel,the fusion oftopologicaldefectsisgiven by the fusion ofthe representations

labelling them .Forexam ple X � ?X � = X 1 + X " orX � ?B " = B �.

Considernow thesituation whereon theupperhalf-planewehavetheLee-Yang m odel

and on thelowerhalf-planetheIsing m odel.Sincetheircentralchargesaredi�erent,there

cannot be any topologicaldefects. However, there willbe six factorising defects, each

labelled by a pair ofboundary conditions,one for the Lee-Yang m odeland one for the

Ising m odel: F11,F1�,F1",F�1,F��,F�". The totallist ofconform aldefects is in one-

to-one correspondence with conform alboundary conditions ofthe E 6-invariant ofM 5;12.

Thereare12such boundaryconditions,and they areconveniently described by pairs(x;y),

with x a node ofthe E 6 Dynkin diagram and y an odd node ofthe A 4 Dynkin diagram .

Thecalculation in appendix C.3 yieldsthefollowing resultfortheaction ofthetopological

defectson these 12 conform aldefects:

Fx1 Fx"

Fx�

D x1 D x"

D x�

x = 1 x = �

(6.3)

The dashed arrowsin the E 6 diagram give the Z2-action ofthe X " defect,while the solid

arrow am ountsto the action ofX �.O n the A 2 diagram ,the solid arrow showsthe fusion

with X �. Again,the action ofthe topologicaldefectson the 12 conform aldefectscan be

reconstructed from those shown explicitly in (6.3)togetherwith thefusion productofthe

topologicaldefects.Forexam ple,X � ?F1" ?X " = F�1,orX � ?D �� ?X � = D 11 + D �1 +

D 1" + D �".

Forthe six factorising defects,R (Fxy)= 1,while forthe rem aining six one �nds(see

appendix C.3)

R (D xy)=
2841+ 440

p
3

1521
= 2:3689:: ; T (D xy)= 1� R = � 1:3689:: : (6.4)

Thisprovidesan exam plethatR and T can lieoutsidetheinterval[0;1]when non-unitary

m odelsareinvolved.

6.3 Lee-Yang � M 2;7

Theproducttheory M 2;5� M 2;7 isgiven by theE 8-invariantofM 7;30.Them inim alm odel

M 2;7 hascentralcharge c= � 68

7
,and there are three irreducible Virasoro highestweight

representations in the K ac table. These have conform alweights 0,� 2

7
,� 3

7
and willbe

labelled 1,�,�,respectively. The fusion rules are � � � = 1 + �,� � � = � + � and
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� � � = 1+ �+ �.Therearethreeconform alboundary conditionsBy and threetopological

defectsX y forM 2;7,with y taking valuesin f1;�;�g.Theaction ofthetopologicaldefects

isagain given by the fusion rulesof� and �.

The analysis ofthe conform aldefectswhich can join M 2;5 and M 2;7 issim ilarto the

previoustwo m inim alm odelexam ples. There willbe six factorising defectsand no topo-

logicalones.Theproductm odel,described astheE 8-invariantofM 7;30,has24 conform al

boundary conditions. They are labelled by pairs (x;y),with x a node ofthe E 8 Dynkin

diagram and y an odd nodeofthe A 6 Dynkin diagram .

Theaction ofthetopologicaldefectsofM 2;5 and M 2;7 on theconform aldefectscorre-

sponding to these boundary conditionsisgiven by:

F1y D 1y D 2y

D 3y

D 4y

D 6y

D 5y F�y

y = 1 y = � y = �

(6.5)

Thearrowsin theE 8 picturegive theresultoffusing with X �.
10 Thedashed arrow in the

A 6 diagram givesthefusion with X � and the solid arrow thefusion with X �.

The exactre
ection and transm ission coe�cients are som ewhatcum bersom e to spell

outbecauseofthefractionsarising from thecentralcharges,and itism uch brieferto give

the coe�cients ! instead,which are related to R and T via (2.9).Thecom putationscan

befound in appendix C.4,and the resultsare,fory 2 f1;�;�g,

!(F1y)= !(F�y)= 1 ) R = 1

!(D 1y)= !(D 5y)= cos
�
�17

30

�
=cos

�
� 7

30

�
) R = 0:4508::

!(D 2y)= !(D 4y)= � sin
�
� 7

30

�
=sin

�
�17

30

�
) R = 0:2773::

!(D 3y)= !(D 6y)= cos
�
� 1

30

�
=cos

�
�11

30

�
) R = 1:6201:: :

(6.6)

W e see thatalso in thisexam ple there are six conform aldefectswhere R (and hence also

T )liesoutsidethe interval[0;1].

7.C onclusions and outlook

In thisarticleweproposed two new quantitiesR and T which m ay beused to characterise

conform aldefects,and we determ ined their value for a variety ofcriticaldefect system s.

In the case ofthe free boson and the free ferm ion they reduce to the re
ection and trans-

m ission probability,respectively. There are,however,indications that the interpretation

10
W e note that,intriguingly,the relation between nodes resulting from the action ofX � as given for

the D 6-diagram in (6.2) and for the E 8-diagram in (6.5) has also been observed in [47]in an apparently

unrelated context.
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as re
ection and transm ission isvalid rathergenerically. Firstofall,ourde�nition leads

to the valuesT = 0 and T = 1 forfactorising and topologicaldefects,respectively,whose

physicalinterpretation asfully re
ective and fully transm issiveisobvious.M oreover,they

satisfy T + R = 1 and for unitary theories take values in the interval[0;1],at least for

allthe exam ples we considered. W e also showed that,in contrast to the g-factors [28],

thequantitiesR and T areconstantundertheaction oftopologicaldefects.O n theother

hand,as seen for the free boson and the Ising m odel,while g is constant under (truly)

m arginaldeform ationsofthedefect,R and T are typically not.

G iven these appealing featuresitisthen naturalto ask whetherthe speci�ed bounds

on R and T in unitary m odels can be shown to hold rigorously or whether they can

�nally even beim proved.To thisend note thatif,in the notation of(2.5),the two ratios

h0j�Li
2
Li
2
jbi=h0jbi are non-negative,i.e.ifR 11 � 0 and R 22 � 0,then by (2.6) we have

� !b � m in
�
c1
c2
;
c2
c1

�
.Thisresultsin thebounds

T �
2m in(c1;c2)

c1 + c2
and R �

jc1 � c2j

c1 + c2
: (7.1)

These boundshold in allunitary m odelswe considered. In the class ofexam plestreated

in section 5.1 they can even be saturated.Thishappenswhen the chiralalgebra ofCFT1

(say)iscontained in thatofCFT2,and thedefectistaken to betransm issiveforall�elds

in this chiralalgebra,so that c = c1 in (5.5). However,we have no generalproofofthe

assertion (7.1).Anotherobservation worth m entioning isthatthebound R � 0 holdseven

forthenon-unitary m inim alm odelsconsidered in section 6.

Independentofsuch structuralconsiderationsthequantitiesR and T m ay beusefulin

theanalysisofRG 
owsin defectsystem s.Therearethreewaysto deform two conform al

�eld theoriesseparated by a defect: one can turn on a perturbation in the bulk ofeither

CFT,and one can perturb the defect itself. In the last case the behaviour ofthe bulk

theories willbe una�ected. Yet, in allcases the defect willstart to 
ow and it is an

interesting question to ask what the new infrared �xed point is. The analysis of this

problem isusuallyveryhard and requirestheuseofnum ericalm ethodstoarriveatconcrete

predictions[48,49].Forpuredefect
owsthere do existfairly generalconjectures[50,51]

for the end point ofthe 
ows. W e expect the quantities R and T to be a usefultoolto

determ ine the actual�xed pointin num ericalcalculations.

O neoftheinitialm otivationsforourstudy oftransm ission am plitudeswasto im prove

ourunderstanding ofso-called generalised perm utation branes.Theseareconjecturalnon-

factorising boundary conditionsin productCFTswhoseconstituentsarestructurally very

close,such as m inim alm odels with distinct centralcharge,or W ZW (or coset) m odels

based on the sam e group butat di�erentlevels. The com m on feature ofthese m odelsis

that they com e in a m ulti-param eter fam ily and thaton a diagonalsubsetwhere two or

m ore param etersagree one hasa perm utation sym m etry.Thelatterm ay then beused to

constructtopologicaldefects.Itappearsreasonable to assum e that,when slightly m oving

away from thediagonal,thesedefectswillnotsuddenly com pletely changetheirnature,in

particularin thesem i-classicalregim e wheretheparam eters(e.g.thelevels)arelarge and

geom etricreasoning applies.Thispicturehasbeen con�rm ed in [21]in thecaseofproduct
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groups. G eneralised perm utation branes are also known to exist in N = 2 topological

conform al�eld theories[26,27].Theonly rigorousCFT construction hasbeen perform ed

in [22]and itisrestricted to very few and ratherspecialexam ples.

Despite allthese activities we stillm iss a satisfactory answer at the m om ent to the

question ofwhatquali�esadefectforbeingassociated toa‘generalised perm utation brane’.

Lacking any additionalalgebraic input,e.g.from sym m etry,one could be tem pted to call

generalised perm utation branesthosebranesin thefam iliesjustdescribed whosetransm is-

sion can bebroughtarbitrarily closeto one,forinstanceforlargevaluesoftheparam eters

close to the diagonal. O ne possibility is that away from the diagonalam ong allpossible

defects those related to generalised perm utation branesrealise the m axim altransm ission

coe�cientthatcan occurforthisspeci�cchoice ofparam eters.

In fact our investigation ofnon-unitary m inim alm odels in this paper was precisely

m otivated by thisreasoning.Indeed,in thesem odelsallthedefectsareknown,and hence

also thosewhich arepossibly connected to generalised perm utation branes.In thiscontext

itisworth recalling thattheIsingm odelpossessesa relevantperturbation by an im aginary

m agnetic �eld which lets it 
ow to the Lee-Yang edge singularity. Ifwe now consider

the Ising m odelwith a topologicaldefect and switch on an im aginary m agnetic �eld in

the upper half-plane we end up with a possibly non-factorising defect which separates

a Lee-Yang phase from an Ising phase and which m ight possess an interpretation as a

generalised perm utation brane.Perturbing�rsttheupperhalf-planeandthen thelowerhalf

plane gives a sequence of
ows from Ising� Ising over Lee-Yang� Ising to Lee-Yang� Lee-

Yang, and these are precisely the m odels where we determ ined the transm ission for a

com plete set ofconform aldefects. Since the transm ission and re
ection do not seem to

satisfy reasonableboundsin thesenon-unitary m odelsand sincethecom bined bulk/defect


ows are beyond our controlso far, we could not draw any conclusions regarding the

interpretation ofcertain boundary statesasgeneralised perm utation branes.Nevertheless

it appears to be a prom ising project to reanalyse the situation in a sim ilar setup with

unitary m odels,possibly in thesem i-classicalregim ewhereperturbation theory isathand.
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A .R e
 ection and Transm ission via !b

In the following we give som e detailsregarding the derivation of(2.6). De�ne the (anti-)

holom orphic �eldsW and W as

W = c2T1 � c1T2 ; W = c2T1 � c1T2 ; (A.1)

forc1,c2 thecentralchargesofCFT1 and CFT2.O necan check thatW and W areprim ary

with respectto Ttot and Ttot,and thattheO PE ofW with itselfreads

W (z)W (w)=

1

2
c1c2(c1+ c2)

(z� w)4
+

�
2

(z� w)2
+

1

z� w

@

@w

��
(c2� c1)W (w)+ c1c2T

tot(w)
�
+ � � �

(A.2)

Fora boundary state jbiwe have

h0jW 2L
tot
2 jbi= 0 and h0jLtot2 W 2jbi= 0 ; (A.3)

since e.g.h0jW 2L
tot
2
jbi= h0jW 2L

tot
� 2
jbiand h0jW 2L

tot
� m = 0 form > 0 asW isprim ary. To

proceed weneed to assum ethat

c1 6= 0 ; c2 6= 0 and c1+ c2 6= 0 : (A.4)

Using theconditions(A.3),written outin term softheL
1;2
m and L

1;2
m ,itisstraightforward

to verify the identities

h0jL12L
1
2jbi=

1

(c1+c2)
2

�

c
2
1 h0jL

tot
2 L

tot
2 jbi+ h0jW 2W 2jbi

�

h0jL22L
2
2jbi=

1

(c1+c2)
2

�

c
2
2 h0jL

tot
2 L

tot
2 jbi+ h0jW 2W 2jbi

�

h0jL12L
2
2jbi= h0jL22L

1
2jbi=

1

(c1+ c2)
2

�

c1c2h0jL
tot
2 L

tot
2 jbi� h0jW 2W 2jbi

�

(A.5)

O fcoursewecan also writeh0jLtot
2
Ltot
2
jbi= h0jLtot

2
Ltot� 2

jbi= 1

2
(c1+ c2)h0jbi.To obtain (2.6)

we justneed to introduce

!b =
2

c1c2(c1+ c2)
�
h0jW 2W 2jbi

h0jbi
; (A.6)

use thisto replace h0jW 2W 2jbiin (A.5)and divideboth sidesby h0jbi.

Note that for a factorising boundary condition jbi = jb1i
 jb2i, the inner product

h0jL12L
2
2jbiwillbe zero,i.e.the entry R 12 ofthe m atrix R in (2.6)iszero. Togetherwith

ourassum ptions(A.4)on the centralchargesthisim plies

!b = 1 forfactorising defects: (A.7)

O n theotherhand,fora perm utation boundary condition (corresponding to a topological

defectin the unfolded m odel),we have h0jL1
2
L1
2
jbi= h0jL1

2
L2� 2

jbi= 0. Since furtherm ore
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the existence oftopologicaldefects in the unfolded m odelim plies c1 = c2,together with

(2.6)weobtain

!b = � 1 fortopologicaldefects: (A.8)

Finally,instead oftheexterioroftheunitcircle,considerthefolded CFT on theupper

half-planewith boundary condition b.Sincetheboundary condition isconform al,wehave

Ttot(x)= Ttot(x) for points x on the realaxis. From the de�nition (A.1) it is then not

di�cultto see that

W (x)= W (x) forallrealx ifand only ifbisfactorising : (A.9)

B .Sum m ary on states in the coset decom position

In thisappendix we presentthe bulky form ulasforthe statesthatare relevantin section

5.2 ofthis note. W e willuse the spin basis in which the generators ofthe a�ne SU (2)k

satisfy

[E +
m ;E

�
n ] = k�m + n;0 + 2H m + n ; [H m ;E

�
n ] = � E

�
m + n ; [H m ;H n] =

k

2
�m + n;0 : (B.1)

Thea�ne highestweightstatesjjiare introduced asusualby dem anding

H 0jji = jjji; E
+

0
jji = 0; E

�
n jji = H njji = 0 forn > 0 : (B.2)

W ith these de�nitionsitisthen a straightforward exercise to com e up with the following

setoforthonorm alised singletstates

jv1i =

s

2

ck1+ k2
j(0;0;0)i
 L� 2j0i

jv2i =

s

2

ck1 + ck2 � ck1+ k2
L� 2j(0;0;0)i
 j0i

jv3i =
1

4
p
3(k1 + k2 + 4)

j(0;0;1)i

�
4E �

� 1
� H � 1E

�
0
� 2E +

� 1
E
�
0
E
�
0

�
j1i

(B.3)

in thedecom posed theory (5.7)which arerelevantforthedescription ofthestatesLi� 2j0i

appearing in eq.(2.5).

Using the concrete form ofthe Sugawara and G KO energy m om entum tensors and

the de�nition ofthe state j(0;0;1)i
 j1i (see (5.11))one can easily show that the linear

com binationsrelevantto a solution ofourproblem aregiven by

L
1
� 2j0i=

s

3k2
1

2(k1 + k2)(k1 + k2 + 2)
jv1i+

s

3k1k2(k2 + 2)

2(k1 + 2)(k1 + k2 + 2)(k1 + k2 + 4)
jv2i

+

s

3k1k2

(k1 + k2)(k1 + k2 + 4)
jv3i
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L
2
� 2j0i=

s

3k2
2

2(k1 + k2)(k1 + k2 + 2)
jv1i+

s

3k1k2(k1 + 2)

2(k2 + 2)(k1 + k2 + 2)(k1 + k2 + 4)
jv2i

�

s

3k1k2

(k1 + k2)(k1 + k2 + 4)
jv3i

L
tot
� 2j0i= j(0;0;0)i
 L� 2j0i+ L� 2j(0;0;0)i
 j0i

=

r
ck1+ k2

2
jv1i+

r
ck1 + ck2 � ck1+ k2

2
jv2i : (B.4)

Identicalrelations hold forthe anti-holom orphic sector. Com bining both sectors we thus

�nd

L
1
� 2j0i


�L1� 2j0i =
3k2

1

2(k1 + k2)(k1 + k2 + 2)
jv1i
 jv1i

+
3k1k2(k2 + 2)

2(k1 + 2)(k1 + k2 + 2)(k1 + k2 + 4)
jv2i
 jv2i

+
3k1k2

(k1 + k2)(k1 + k2 + 4)
jv3i
 jv3i+ m ixed contributions

L
2
� 2j0i


�L2� 2j0i =
3k22

2(k1 + k2)(k1 + k2 + 2)
jv1i
 jv1i

+
3k1k2(k1 + 2)

2(k2 + 2)(k1 + k2 + 2)(k1 + k2 + 4)
jv2i
 jv2i

+
3k1k2

(k1 + k2)(k1 + k2 + 4)
jv3i
 jv3i+ m .c.

L
1
� 2j0i


�L2� 2j0i =
3k1k2

2(k1 + k2)(k1 + k2 + 2)
jv1i
 jv1i

+
3k1k2

2(k1 + k2 + 2)(k1 + k2 + 4)
jv2i
 jv2i

�
3k1k2

(k1 + k2)(k1 + k2 + 4)
jv3i
 jv3i+ m .c.

L
tot
� 2j0i


�Ltot� 2j0i =
ck1+ k2

2
jv1i
 jv1i+

ck1 + ck2 � ck1+ k2

2
jv2i
 jv2i+ m .c. :

(B.5)

The m ixed contributions \m .c." have vanishing overlap with Ishibashistates and have

therefore notbeen spelled out.

C .C ategory theoretic calculations

In thisappendix we willbrie
y describe the calculationsbehind the resultsstated in sec-

tion 6.W ewillm akeuseofthe‘topological�eld theory approach torationalconform al�eld

theory’,orTFT-approach forshort,developed in [52,14,53,54]. Ratherthan reviewing
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thisform alism ,we highlighta few pointsin the nextsection,and also provide references

to therelevantpartsofthese paperswherem ore detailscan befound.

C .1 P relim inaries

In the TFT approach one starts from a rational chiralalgebra V (a conform alvertex

algebra) and considers its representation category C = Rep(V). For Virasoro m inim al

m odels, V is the Virasoro vertex algebra at the corresponding centralcharge, and the

sim ple objectsin C are labelled by entriesofthe K actable (m odulo itsZ2-sym m etry).

O neofthepropertiesonedem andsofa rationalCFT isthatthecategory C should be

m odular,i.e.(roughly)a C-linearsem i-sim plebraided tensorcategory,wherethebraiding

obeysacertain non-degeneracy condition (seee.g.[54,app.A.1]fordetailsand references).

G iven a m odulartensorcategory C,onecan constructa three-dim ensionaltopological�eld

theory (TFT),which hasthechiralCFT described by V asitsboundary degreesoffreedom

(see [54,app.A.2]and referencestherein).

A fullconform al�eld theory that includes V in its chiralsym m etries can now be

described by a sym m etric specialFrobeniusalgebra A in the category C (see [54,app.B]

fora sum m ary).Letusdenotethisconform al�eld theory by CFT A .PropertiesofCFTA ,

like boundary conditions (preserving V with trivialgluing autom orphism ) or topological

defects transparent to the �elds in V,are related to naturalquantities obtained from A,

like m odules and bim odules,respectively (see [14,sect.4.4]). Structure constants ofthe

CFT are expressed as invariants offram ed links in a three-m anifold;the value ofthese

invariantsiscom puted via theTFT de�ned by C [53].

C .1.1 Induced m odules

As already m entioned,m odulesofA describe boundary conditions ofCFTA ,and sim ple

m odulescorrespond to elem entary boundary conditions.The sim plestclassofA-m odules

are the induced m odules.G iven an objectU ofC,the induced m odule IndA (U )issim ply

A 
 U with the action of A given by the m ultiplication of A. O ne can show that in

the present setting,every sim ple m odule is a subm odule ofan induced m odule (see [14,

sect.4.3]fordetailsand references).So to �nd allsim pleA-m oduleswehaveto decom pose

allinduced m odules based on sim ple objects ofC. For two A-m odules M ;N denote by

Hom A (M ;N ) the subspace ofm orphism s in C from M to N ,which com m ute with the

action ofA.Thefollowing property isvery usefulwhen decom posing induced m odules,

Hom A (IndA (U );M )�= Hom (U;M ) ; (C.1)

where the second Hom -space denotes m orphism s in C. In particular,ifHom A (IndA (U ),

IndA (U ))
�= Hom (U;A 
 U )isone-dim ensional,then IndA (U )issim ple,andifHom (A 
 U;U )

istwo-dim ensional,then IndA (U )decom posesinto two non-isom orphicsim pleA-m odules.

W e willdenote theboundary condition ofCFTA labelled by an A-m oduleM by B M .

C .1.2 Localm odules and factorising defects

In (A.9)we have seen thata boundary condition ofthe folded m odel(ora defectline in

the unfolded m odel)isfactorising ifand only ifW = W on the realaxis. In the m inim al
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m odelexam plestreated below,thealgebraA describestheextension ofthesym m etry from

the Virasoro algebra atcentralcharge c1+ c2 to the productofthe two Virasoro (vertex)

algebraswith centralchargesc1 and c2.In particular,thisextension containstheprim ary

�eld W .In term softherepresentation category C thism eansthattherepresentation U W

ofthe chiralalgebra which containsthe �eld W ,isa subobjectofA. Also,ifA describes

an extended sym m etry,itwillbe a com m utative specialsym m etric Frobeniusalgebra.So

from here on we willassum e thatA iscom m utative. Note thatfrom the de�nition given

above,A,seen asa leftm oduleoveritself,islocal.

Recallthat C is in particular a braided tensor category;the braiding is denoted by

cU V 2 Hom (U 
 V;V 
 U ).LetM be an A-m odule and let�M 2 Hom (A 
 M ;M )be the

representation m orphism (see [54,app.A.4]fordetails). The m odule M iscalled locali�

�M � cM A � cA M = �M . O ne can show that a sim ple m odule M is localifand only if

allirreducible representations ofthe chiralalgebra entering M have the sam e conform al

weightm odulo Z (i.e.ifthe twiston M isa m ultiple oftheidentity,see e.g.[55,corollary

3.18]fora proof).

Asexplained in [53,sect3.3],them ultiplicity spaceofbulk�eldsofCFT A transform ing

in the representation Ui� Uj ofthe left/right copy ofthe chiralsym m etry is isom orphic

to a certain m orphism space Hom A jA(Ui

+ A 
 � Uj;A). Ifwe pick an em bedding eW 2

Hom (UW ;A),we can take the chiral�eld W to correspond to the m orphism �W = m �

(eW 
 idA )2 Hom A jA (UW 
 + A 
 � 1;A)(thisusesthatA iscom m utative),and sim ilarly

theanti-chiral�eld W (z)correspondsto�
W
= m � (idA 
 eW )2 Hom A jA(1


+ A 
 � UW ;A).

From theribbon graph representation [53,eqn.(4.15)]ofan upperhalf-planecorrelator

involving W orW ,and a boundary condition B M labelled by them oduleM ,itisnottoo

di�cultto deducethat

M local ) B M isfactorising boundary condition : (C.2)

TheconverseholdsifA isgenerated by thesubobjectUW in an appropriatesense,butwe

willnotneed thishere.Notealso thatsinceA isa localm oduleoveritself(weassum ed A

to becom m utative),itdescribesa factorising boundary condition.

C .1.3 C om puting the coe� cient !

Denoteby jM itheboundary statedescribed by an A-m oduleM ,and by jU iitheIshibashi

statebelonging to thesim pleobjectU (which isan irreduciblerepresentation ofthechiral

algebra). As usualone can write the boundary state as a sum ofIshibashistates,and

accordingly there areconstantsC (UW ;M )such that

h0jW 2W 2jM i= C (UW ;M )h0jAi� h0jW2W 2jUW ii ; (C.3)

wherewechoseto norm alisethecoe�cientsC (U W ;M )relativeto h0jAi,theinnerproduct

ofthe out-vacuum with the boundary state corresponding to A. In the TFT approach,

C (UW ;M )can beexpressed astheinvariantofa ribbon graph.If,sim ilarto theprevious

section,wetake them orphism in Hom A jA (UW 
 + A 
 � UW ;A)corresponding to thenon-

chiral�eld W W to be �
W W

= m � (m 
 idA )� (eW 
 idA 
 eW ),then according to [53,
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eqn.(4.20)]therelevantinvariantis

C (UW ;M )=
1

dim (A)

A

m

eW eW

UW UW

M

�M

: (C.4)

By dim (� )wedenotethequantum dim ension ofan objectin C.Theconstants(C.4)have

the property C (1;A) = 1,as they should have for (C.3) to hold (we take the Ishibashi

state j1ii to be norm alised as h0j1ii = 1). Inserting (C.3) into the de�nition (A.6) of !

gives,fortheboundary condition B M ,

!M =
2h0jW 2W 2jUW ii

c1c2(c1+ c2)
�
h0jAi

h0jM i
� C (UW ;M ) : (C.5)

Since we know thatA correspondsto a factorising boundary condition,weconclude

1 = !A =
2h0jW 2W 2jUW ii

c1c2(c1+ c2)
� C (UW ;A) : (C.6)

This,togetherwith h0jAi=h0jM i= dim (A)=dim (M )(which followsasa specialcase from

[53,sect.4.3])allowsone to sim plify (C.5)to

!M =
dim (A)

dim (M )
�
C (UW ;M )

C (UW ;A)
: (C.7)

This expression is now de�ned entirely in term s of data accessible on the level of the

category C (asopposed to (C.5)which e.g.m akesexplicitm ention ofthecentralcharges).

Iffurtherm ore M is an induced m odule IndA (V ) for som e object V ,then it is not too

di�cultto see that(C.7)sim pli�eseven further,nam ely to

!IndA (V ) =
sUW ;V

dim (W )dim (V )
; (C.8)

where sU;V denotes the invariantofthe Hopf-link. Itis related to the m odularS-m atrix

occurring in the transform ation ofcharacters via sUi;Uj
= Sij=S00 for two sim ple objects

Ui;Uj.Thequantum dim ension in turn can beexpressed asdim (Ui)= Si0=S00.

C .1.4 A ction oftopologicaldefects

Thepropertiesoftopologicaldefects,and how they can becalculated in theTFT approach,

has been discussed in detailin [17]. Bim odules of A describe topological defects, and

sim ple bim odulescorrespond to elem entary topologicaldefects.Asdescribed in section 2,

topologicaldefectscan befused.In term softheA-bim odules,thecorrespondingoperation

is the tensor product over A. That is,ifY ,Z are A-bim odules,and X Y ,X Z are the
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correspondingdefects,then X Y ?X Z = X Y 
A Z .Thesam eholdsfortheaction on boundary

conditions.G iven an A-m oduleM ,one obtainsX Y ?B M = B Y 
A M .

Form odelswith charge conjugation m odularinvariant,like the Lee-Yang,Ising,and

M 2;7 m inim alm odelstreated below,conform alboundaryconditionsand topologicaldefects

are labelled by the irreducible representationsand theirfusion isjustgiven by the fusion

productofthe corresponding representations [9,10]. In the presentcontext that follows

since the relevantalgebra in thiscase issim ply A = 1.

O n theotherhand,tounderstandthedefectaction fortheD 6,E 6 and E 8-typem odular

invariants appearing below, we need to evaluate the tensor products over the relevant

algebra A. To this end we need two additionalconcepts: �-induced bim odules and a

procedure to turn a left m odule into a bim odule. G iven an object U ofC,there are two

naturalways to de�ne a bim odule structure on the object A 
 U . Just as for induced

left m odules,for the left action we sim ply use the m ultiplication on A. For the right

action,we need to take the object A pastU before we can use the m ultiplication. Since

C is braided,there are two ways to do so (via over and under braiding),and we denote

the resulting bim odulesby �+
A
(U )and �

�

A
(U )(see e.g.[55,def.2.21]form ore detailsand

references). Ifthe two bim oduleshappen to be isom orphic (aswillbe the case forthe �-

induced bim odulesconsidered below),wejustwrite�A (U ).In thepresentapplication,the

algebra A iscom m utative.In thiscase,every leftm oduleM carriestwo naturalbim odules

structures.The rightaction isde�ned by �rstusing the overorunderbraiding to take A

pastM ,and then applying the leftrepresentation m orphism �M (in verifying thatthisis

a rightaction one needsA to becom m utative).Ifthe m oduleM islocal,itiseasy to see

thatthesetwo bim odulestructurescoincide,and we willdenote theresulting bim oduleas

M bi. O ne can check that,ifA iscom m utative and the induced m odule IndA (U )islocal,

then IndA (U )
bi= �A (U ).To com pute the fusion ofdefectsand boundary conditions,the

following ruleisuseful,

�
�

A
(U )
A IndA (V )

�= IndA (U 
 V ) ; (C.9)

where U and V are objectsofC. W riting outthe de�nitionsof��
A
(U )and IndA (V ),itis

straightforward to give an explicitisom orphism in term softhe braiding ofC.

C .2 Lee-Yang � Lee-Yang

The productoftwo M 2;5 m inim alm odelscan be described as the D 6 invariantofM 3;10.

TheK ac tablesofthese m inim alm odelsare:

M 2;5

1 0 � 1

5
� 1

5
0

1 2 3 4

M 3;10

2 2 49

40

3

5

1

8
� 1

5
� 3

8
� 2

5
� 11

40
0

1 0 � 11

40
� 2

5
� 3

8
� 1

5

1

8

3

5

49

40
2

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
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Letusdenotetheirreduciblerepresentation ofM 3;10 with K aclabel(r;s)by Ur;s.Then

the algebra A isgiven by A = U1;1 � U1;9 (asan object,we do notneed here the explicit

form ofthem ultiplication),and W isthe prim ary state in the representation UW = U1;9.

By the m ethod ofinduced m odules and (C.1) one �ndsthat IndA (U1;1),IndA (U1;2),

IndA (U1;3), IndA (U1;4) are sim ple and that IndA (U1;5) = M + � M � for two sim ple A-

m odulesM � .Theseare allsim plem odulesofA.Asobjectsthey decom pose as

IndA (U1;1)= U1;1 � U1;9 ; IndA (U1;2)= U1;2 � U1;8 ;

IndA (U1;3)= U1;3 � U1;7 ; IndA (U1;4)= U1;4 � U1;6 ; M � = U1;5 :
(C.10)

A glance attheconform alweightsm od Z revealsthatIndA (U1;1),IndA (U1;3)and M � are

local,and,denoting therepresentationsofM 2;5 by 1 (forweight0)and � (forweight� 1

5
),

thatin term softhe productm odel

IndA (U1;1)= 1 � 1 ; IndA (U1;3)= � � � ; M + = � � 1 ; M � = 1 � � ; (C.11)

wherethe lasttwo identi�cationsarea choice ofconvention.

To see the D 6 diagram appear we have to draw a dot for each boundary condition

and draw a linebetween two dotswhenevertherepresentation U1;2 appearsin thespaceof

statesforthestrip with thesetwoboundaryconditionson eitherside[45,46].In thepresent

language this m eans we draw a dot for each A-m odule,and given two A-m odules M ;N

we draw dim Hom A (M 
 U1;2;N ) lines between them . Using that for induced m odules

IndA (U )
 V = IndA (U 
 V )one�nds

A IndA (U1;2) IndA (U1;3)

IndA (U1;4)
M +

M �

(C.12)

Forexam ple,dim Hom A (IndA (U1;4)
 U1;2;M + )= dim Hom (U1;4
 U1;2;U1;5)= 1.

W e know that the product m odelhas four factorising boundary conditions and two

perm utation boundary conditions. This already accounts for allsix conform alboundary

conditionsoftheD -invariantofM 3;10.Thelocalm odulesgivefactorising boundary condi-

tions,so thatthetwo perm utation onescorrespond to theboundary conditionsB IndA (U1;2)

and B IndA (U1;4)
.Toidentify which iswhich,wecom putetheaction ofthetopologicaldefect

X � � X � on the boundary condition B IndA (U1;2)
. Expressing this in term s ofbim odules,

one �nds�A (U1;3)
A IndA (U1;2)
�= IndA (U1;2)� IndA (U1;4).The factthatthisisa direct

sum oftwo sim plem odules,ratherthan four,isonly consistentwith

B IndA (U1;2)
= folded defectX 1 ; B IndA (U1;4)

= folded defectX � : (C.13)

The action ofthe topologicaldefects ofM 2;5 � M 2;5 on allboundary conditions listed in

(C.12)isnow sim plycom puted bynotingthatforA-seriesm odelsthefusion ofadefectwith

anotherdefectora boundary condition agreeswith thefusion ofthechiralrepresentations

labelling them .From theidenti�cations(C.11)and (C.13)wethen conclude,forexam ple,

(X � � X 1)?B M �
= B IndA (U1;3)

or(X 1 � X �)?B IndA (U1;4)
= B IndA (U1;2)

+ B IndA (U1;4)
. In

thisway one can obtain allthedata presented in (6.2).
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C .3 Lee-Yang � Ising

TheproductM 2;5� M 3;4 isequivalentto theE 6-invariantofM 5;12.TheK actableofM 2;5

wasgiven in theprevioussection,and those ofM 3;4 and M 5;12 are:

M 3;4

2 1

2

1

16
0

1 0 1

16

1

2

1 2 3

M 5;12

4 15

2

93

16

13

3

49

16
2 55

48

1

2

1

16
� 1

6
� 3

16
0

3 19

5

209

80

49

30

69

80

3

10

� 13

240
� 1

5
� 11

80

2

15

49

80

13

10

2 13

10

49

80

2

15
� 11

80
� 1

5

� 13

240

3

10

69

80

49

30

209

80

19

5

1 0 � 3

16
� 1

6

1

16

1

2

55

48
2 49

16

13

3

93

16

15

2

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

To have a unique labelling ofthe irreducible representations ofM 5;12 we restrict to the

range ofK ac labels(r;s)forwhich r 2 f1;3g. Also,asbefore,by 1 and � we willdenote

thetwo irreduciblerepresentationsforM 2;5.FortheIsing m odelM 3;4 wechoosethelabels

1,� and " forthe representationsofhighestweight0, 1

16
and 1

2
,respectively.

Theprim ary �eld W isthehighestweightstate oftherepresentation U W = U1;7,and

the relevantcom m utative Frobeniusalgebra isbuilton the objectA = U1;1 � U1;7. Next

we work outhow the induced A-m odulesdecom pose into sim ple m odules. Forr 2 f1;3g,

the resultis

IndA (Ur;1) (sim ple) IndA (Ur;7)
�= IndA (Ur;1)� IndA (Ur;3)

IndA (Ur;2) (sim ple) IndA (Ur;8)
�= IndA (Ur;2)� M r

IndA (Ur;3) (sim ple) IndA (Ur;9)
�= IndA (Ur;3)

IndA (Ur;4)
�= IndA (Ur;10)� M r IndA (Ur;10) (sim ple)

IndA (Ur;5)
�= IndA (Ur;3)� IndA (Ur;11) IndA (Ur;11) (sim ple)

IndA (Ur;6)
�= IndA (Ur;2)� IndA (Ur;10)

(C.14)

For each value ofr 2 f1;3g there are six sim ple m odules: the induced m odules for the

objects Ur;1,Ur;2,Ur;3,Ur;10,Ur;11,and the m odule M r. The Dynkin diagram is again

found by com puting dim Hom A (M 
 U1;2;N )foreach pairofsim plem odulesM ,N .This

givesthe E 6 diagram ,asexpected,

IndA (Ur;1)

IndA (Ur;2)

IndA (Ur;3)

IndA (Ur;10)

IndA (Ur;11)

M r

(C.15)
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Itisalso easy to see thatthe sim ple A-m odulesconsistofthe following irreducible M 5;12

representations,

IndA (Ur;1)= Ur;1 � Ur;7 IndA (Ur;10)= Ur;4 � Ur;6 � Ur;10

IndA (Ur;2)= Ur;2 � Ur;6 � Ur;8 IndA (Ur;11)= Ur;5 � Ur;11

IndA (Ur;3)= Ur;3 � Ur;5 � Ur;7 � Ur;9 M r = Ur;4 � Ur;8

(C.16)

The weights m od Z ofthese irreducible representations as given in the K ac table above

then telluswhich ofthese sim ple m odulesare local,and how they are identi�ed with the

irreduciblerepresentationsofM 2;5� M 3;4.O ne�ndsthefollowing local,sim pleA-m odules

IndA (U1;1)= 1 � 1 M 1 = 1 � � IndA (U1;11)= 1 � "

IndA (U3;1)= � � 1 M 3 = � � � IndA (U3;11)= � � " :

(C.17)

Nextweturn to theaction oftopologicaldefectsin each ofthetwo factorson theboundary

conditions(C.15),i.e.theaction ofX �� X 1,X 1� X � and X 1� X ".ForX �� X 1,thisaction

am ountstotensoringwith thebim odule�A (U3;1),and onesim ply gets,forN r = IndA (Ur;s)

orN r = M r,

�A (U3;1)
A N 1 = N 3 ; �A (U3;1)
A N 3 = N 1 � N 3 : (C.18)

Thisexplainsthee�ecton theodd nodesoftheA 4 diagram in (6.3).Theaction ofX 1� X "

isequally easy to obtain.Firstofall,�A (U1;11)
A IndA (Ur;s)= IndA (Ur;12� s).Theaction

on M r can then be found by applying �A (U1;11)
A (� ) to both sides ofIndA (Ur;4)
�=

IndA (Ur;10)� M r,which then gives�A (U1;11)
A M r = M r.

Fortheaction ofM bi
1 (the bim oduleobtained from thelocalm oduleM 1 asin section

C.1.4)one can com parethe action ofIndA (U1;4)and IndA (U1;10).Forexam ple,

�A (U1;4) 
A IndA (Ur;2)
�= IndA (Ur;11)� IndA (Ur;3)� IndA (Ur;3)

�A (U1;10)
A IndA (Ur;2)
�= IndA (Ur;11)� IndA (Ur;3)

(C.19)

from which we conclude thatM bi
1 
A IndA (U1;2)

�= IndA (U1;3).

So farwe have outlined how to obtain the data presented in �gure (6.3). Letusnow

turn to the com putation ofthe coe�cients !. For the factorising boundary conditions,

i.e.those corresponding to the m odules(C.17),one has ! = 1. The rem aining boundary

conditions are related by the action ofthe topologicaldefects,and hence itis enough to

com pute ! for one representative. W e pick the m odule IndA (U1;2),because in this case

the sim pli�ed form ula (C.8)isapplicable.To evaluate it,we need

dim U1;2 = �

p
2

1+
p
3

; dim U1;7 = 2�
p
3 ; sU1;2;U1;7

=

p
2

1+
p
3

: (C.20)

Theresultis !IndA (U1;2)
= � 2�

p
3.Inserting thisvalueinto (2.9)givesthere
ection and

transm ission coe�cientsstated in (6.4).
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C .4 Lee-Yang � M 2;7

The �nalexam ple ofa productofm inim alm odelsthatcan be described asan extension

ofanotherm inim alm odelisM 2;5 � M 2;7,which isequivalentto theE 8-invariantofM 7;30.

Them inim alm odelM 2;7 hascentralcharge c= � 68

7
and K ac table

M 2;7

1 0 � 2

7
� 3

7
� 3

7
� 2

7
0

1 2 3 4 5 6

Letusdenote the irreducible representation ofweight� 2

7
by � and thatofweight� 3

7
by

�.Thefusion rulesare then � 
 � = 1 � �,� 
 � = � � � and � 
 � = 1 � � � �.

W ewillnotstatetheK actableofM 7;30 explicitly.Therelevantalgebra isbuilton the

representation A = U1;1 � U1;11 � U1;19 � U1;29 whose irreducible sum m andshave highest

weights 0,2,12 and 35,respectively. In particular,the chiral�eld W isa highestweight

state in UW = U1;11. Note thatJ � U1;29 isa sim ple currentwhich acts underfusion as

J 
 Ur;s
�= Ur;30� s. Since A 
 J �= A it is not hard to convince oneselfthat for induced

m odules,

IndA (U )
�= IndA (J 
 U ) : (C.21)

Itisthusenough to considerthe induced m odulesforUr;s with s 2 f1;2;:::;15g. These

induced m odulesdecom pose asfollowsinto sim ple m odules

IndA (Ur;1) (sim ple) IndA (Ur;9)
�= IndA (Ur;3)� IndA (Ur;5)

IndA (Ur;2) (sim ple) IndA (Ur;10)
�= IndA (Ur;2)� IndA (Ur;4)� M

(2)
r

IndA (Ur;3) (sim ple) IndA (Ur;11)
�= IndA (Ur;1)� IndA (Ur;3)� IndA (Ur;5)

IndA (Ur;4) (sim ple) IndA (Ur;12)
�= IndA (Ur;2)� IndA (Ur;4)� M

(1)
r

IndA (Ur;5) (sim ple) IndA (Ur;13)
�= IndA (Ur;3)� IndA (Ur;5)� M

�
r

IndA (Ur;6)
�= M

(1)
r � M

(2)
r IndA (Ur;14)

�= IndA (Ur;4)� M
(1)
r � M

(2)
r

IndA (Ur;7)
�= IndA (Ur;5)� M

�
r IndA (Ur;15)

�= 2IndA (Ur;5)

IndA (Ur;8)
�= IndA (Ur;4)� M

(1)
r

(C.22)

Herertakesvaluesin f1;3;5g.Therearethus24sim pleA-m odules,nam elyIndA (Ur;s)with

s2 f1;2;3;4;5g,aswellasM
(1)
r ,M

(2)
r and M

�
r.Asbeforeonecan �nd thedecom position

ofthese sim ple m odules into representations ofM 7;30,and by evaluating the conform al

weight m odulo Z one �nds that there are six localm odules. Their identi�cation with
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representationsofthe productm odelisasfollows

IndA (U1;1)= 1 � 1 IndA (U3;1)= � � 1 IndA (U5;1)= � � 1

M
�

1
= 1 � � M

�

3
= � � � M

�

5
= � � �

(C.23)

To obtain the E 8 diagram we need to com pute the e�ectoftensoring the sim ple m odules

with U1;2 from the right. For induced m odules this is again an easy exercise. For the

sim plem odulesnotisom orphicto induced m odulesonecan,forexam ple,tensorboth sides

ofIndA (Ur;7)
�= IndA (Ur;5)� M

�
r from therightwith U1;2 which gives

IndA (Ur;6)� IndA (Ur;8)
�= IndA (Ur;4)� IndA (Ur;6)� (M �

r 
 U1;2) : (C.24)

Substituting thedecom positionsin (C.22)itfollowsthatM
�
r 
 U1;2

�= M
(1)
r .ForM

(1)
r and

M
(2)
r one can proceed sim ilarly.Altogetherone�nds,forr2 f1;3;5g,

IndA (Ur;1)

IndA (Ur;2)

IndA (Ur;3)

IndA (Ur;4)

IndA (Ur;5)

M
(1)
r

M
�
r

M
(2)
r

(C.25)

The action ofthe topologicaldefectsX 1 � X �,X 1 � X � and X � � 1 on these conform al

boundary conditions correspondsto tensoring the corresponding A-m odules over A from

the leftwith �A (U5;1),�A (U3;1),and M
�;bi

1
,respectively. To com pute these tensorprod-

ucts,itiseasiestto work with isom orphism classesratherthan directly with m odulesand

bim odules. In this way we obtain the fusion ring ofbim odules,and a representation of

thatring on the Z-m odule generated by the isom orphism classesofsim ple m odules. The

pointisthatin thissetting itm akessense to considerdi�erences.Fora bim odule B ora

m oduleM ,denote by [B ]and [M ]the corresponding isom orphism classes.Then

[M
�;bi

1
]= [�A (U1;7)]� [�A (U1;5)] ;

[M (1)
r ]= [IndA (U1;8)]� [IndA (U1;4)] ; [M �

r ]= [IndA (U1;7)]� [IndA (U1;5)];

[M (2)
r ]= [IndA (U1;6)]� [IndA (U1;8)]+ [IndA (U1;4)]:

(C.26)

O necan now com pute,forexam ple,

[M
�;bi

1

A IndA (Ur;2)]= [M

�;bi

1
]:[IndA (Ur;2)]

= [�A (U1;7)]:[IndA (Ur;2)]� [�A (U1;5)]:[IndA (Ur;2)]

= [�A (U1;7)
A IndA (Ur;2)]� [�A (U1;5)
A IndA (Ur;2)]

= [IndA (Ur;6)� IndA (Ur;8)]� [IndA (Ur;4)� IndA (Ur;6)]

= [IndA (Ur;6)]+ [IndA (Ur;8)]� [IndA (Ur;4)]� [IndA (Ur;6)]= [M (1)
r ]

(C.27)
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i.e.M
�;bi

1

A IndA (Ur;2)

�= M
(1)
r . Proceeding along these lines,one �ndsthe action ofthe

topologicaldefectsasgiven in (6.5).

Finally,we need to calculate the coe�cients ! forthe variousconform aldefectscor-

responding to the folded boundary conditions ofthe folded m odel. Due to the action of

topologicaldefects as given in (6.5),by com paring to (C.25) we see that it is enough to

com pute ! for the representatives IndA (U1;s) with s 2 f1;2;3;4g. Since allofthese are

induced m odules,we can again apply (C.8).Thefollowing constantsare needed,

dim (U1;s)= (� 1)s� 1sin
�
� 7s

30

�
=sin

�
� 7

30

�
;

sUW ;U1;s
= (� 1)s� 1sin

�
�77s

30

�
=sin

�
� 7

30

�
:

(C.28)

Substituting these into (C.8)onerecovers(6.6).
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