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Abstract

We study properties of point-like impurities preserving flavor symmetry and supersym-
metry in four-dimensional NV = 2 field theories. At large distances, such impurities are
described by half-BPS superconformal line defects. By working in the AdS, x S? conformal
frame, we develop a novel and simpler way of deriving the superconformal Ward identities
relating the various two-point functions of flavor current multiplet operators in the presence
of the defect. We use these relations to simplify a certain integrated two-point function of
flavor current multiplet operators that, in Lagrangian theories, can be computed using su-
persymmetric localization. The simplification gives an integral constraint on the two-point
function of the flavor current multiplet superconformal primary with trivial integration mea-
sure in the AdS, x S? conformal frame. We provide several consistency checks on our Ward
identities.
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1 Introduction

Line defects are point-like impurities in quantum systems. They participate actively in
the many-body dynamics and provide order parameters for phase transitions. Canonical
examples include the Kondo impurity in a metal [1,2], localized magnetic field lines in scalar
field theories [3—6], and Wilson-"t Hooft lines in gauge theories [7—11]. Of particular interest
are conformal line defects, which arise as nontrivial fixed points from renormalization group
flows of impurities coupled to a critical bulk system. Such a conformal line produces new
structures in local observables even away from the defect, which in turn encode the dynamical
signature of the impurity at long distances.

Recently, modern tools in Conformal Field Theory (CFT) have been developed to analyze
conformal defects and correlation functions of bulk insertions in their presence. In particular,
the bootstrap axioms obeyed by correlators of local operators in CFT have been generalized
to incorporate defects, and one can write down a bootstrap equation for the two-point func-
tion of bulk local-operators in the presence of the line defect [12-14]. This equation shares
some similarities with the crossing equation for the four-point function of local operators
without a defect (see [15-17] for recent reviews), such as the existence of multiple operator-
product-expansion (OPE) channels. Unlike the case of the four-point function, however, the
bootstrap equation in a CFT with a defect lacks positivity and is therefore insufficiently
constraining. Additional input is indispensable in this case.

Extra dynamical input has also been useful in the case of the four-point function boot-
strap in superconformal field theories (SCFTs), where a powerful technique known as super-
symmetric localization (see [18] for a collection of reviews) provides exact results that have
facilitated such bootstrap studies [19-34]. These exact results can generally be recast as
certain linear combinations of correlation functions of operators in the same superconformal
multiplet integrated over the conformal cross-ratios. Thus, they provide integral constraints

on the local correlators. In particular, together with either large N or numerical bootstrap



methods, they have been used efficiently to constrain a family of local correlators in the d = 4
SU(N) N = 4 super-Yang-Mills (SYM) theory at arbitrary coupling [20-23,29,32]. More
recently, analogous exact results for local correlators in the presence of half-BPS Wilson-'t
Hooft line defects in N/ = 4 SYM were also derived in [35]. One of the main goals of this
work is to elucidate the precise form of the corresponding integrated correlator from [35].
Another motivation of our work concerns the interplay between symmetries and impuri-
ties. When a CFT has a continuous global symmetry G with conserved currents j[t (where
I is the adjoint index for G'r), a natural question to ask is how impurities immersed in the
system affect this symmetry and vice versa. At long distances, this question can be addressed
by studying correlation functions of jli in the presence of a conformal line defect .. The
residual conformal symmetry preserved by L implies that the one-point function (j}(z))L
vanishes, and the first non-trivial correlator is the two-point function (j}(x)j; (y))L [12]. The
form of this correlator depends on whether the symmetry is preserved by the defect. For
reasons that will become clear shortly, we focus on the case where the defect IL preserves
the Gr symmetry. Even so, this correlator is much richer than in the absence of the defect.
There are multiple conformal structures consistent with current conservation, each being
multiplied by functions of two conformally-invariant cross-ratios (see [36] for examples).!
In this work, we study superconformal line defects in general 4d AN/ = 2 SCFTs with
continuous flavor symmetry group Gr.? As explained in [37], unitarity, superconformal
symmetry, and locality imply that such a superconformal line has to be half-BPS and it can
never break Gr!® The line preserves the osp(4*|2) subalgebra of the N' = 2 superconformal
algebra su(2,2|2). Well-known examples include half-BPS Wilson-"t Hooft lines in N/ = 2
superconformal gauge theories with flavor symmetry, N' = 4 SYM theory being a special case
with Gp = SU(2) [38-40]. Superconformal symmetry implies that the conserved currents j
belong to a short superconformal multiplet known as the flavor current multiplet, which also

contains scalar operators J!

i K I and K of scaling dimension 2, 3, and 3, respectively, as

well as fermionic operators of dimension 5/2 [41]. The operators J;, also known as moment

map operators, transform as triplets of the su(2)z R-symmetry (with ¢, j = 1,2) and are the

IThese defect structures encode how the symmetry is realized by the combined system and how the
conserved currents arise from a dynamical mixture of degrees of freedom in the bulk and localized at the
impurity. Such a phenomenon already arises in the context of the Kondo impurity, where the relevant
symmetry is the SU(2) spin symmetry of the electrons. While the Kondo impurity appears to break the
bulk spin symmetry at short distance, at long distance the spin symmetry is recovered due to dynamical
screening and reorganization between impurity and bulk degrees of freedom (see [2] for a review).

2In the supersymmetric context, a flavor symmetry is a global symmetry that commutes with the super-
charges.

3Here we are interested in local line defects for which correlation functions of bulk local operators are
single-valued. In particular the defect preserves the rotational symmetry in the transverse space.



superconformal primary operators of the multiplet.

We are specifically interested in the two-point functions of the various flavor current
multiplet operators in the presence of the superconformal line L. In this case, the correlators
are expected to be determined in terms of the two-point function of Jin via the superconformal
Ward identities. Furthermore, the flavor symmetry structure is fixed by the Killing form up
to an overall constant for simple Gr. Thus it suffices to focus on a Cartan generator (i.e., a
U(1) subgroup of Gr), and we will henceforth omit the adjoint index I on the current
multiplet operators.

As will be explained in detail in the next two sections, the exact supersymmetric lo-
calization results of interest here come from placing the SCFT on S*, deforming it by an
N = 2-preserving mass m, and taking derivatives with respect to m. Evaluating these
derivatives at m = 0 gives integrated correlators of J;;, K, and K in the SCFT. In particu-
lar, after the Weyl mapping from R* to S*, a line defect on R* becomes supported on a great
circle of S*. If (IL)(m) is the expectation value of the defect in the mass-deformed theory
on S* the quantity 92 log(IL)|,,—o is given by a linear combination of integrals of two-point
functions of J;;, K, and K in the presence of the defect. This integral constraint can be
simplified using the superconformal Ward identities relating these two-point functions.

To determine these Ward identities, we find that it is much more efficient to work in
the AdS, x S? conformal frame, with the asymptotic boundary condition specified by the
superconformal line L, as was considered in [11]. Intuitively, the asymptotic boundary R x S?
of AdS, x S? is related by a Weyl transformation to the boundary of the tubular neighborhood
of the straight line defect, and inserting the line defect is equivalent to specifying a set of
boundary conditions there. The AdS; x S? conformal frame makes manifest the osp(4*|2)
residual superconformal symmetry in terms of (super)isometries of the spacetime. This turns
out to simplify dramatically the derivation of the osp(4*|2) Ward identities.* Indeed, we find
simple expressions for (KK), (KK)p, (KK)y in terms of the AdS, x S? Laplacian acting
on an expression proportional to (J.J)p. This is reminiscent of the supersymmetry Ward
identity that relates such two-point functions in the absence of the defect (i.e., a trivial
defect), where K, K are related to .J by acting with the Poincaré supercharges twice. Our
results indicate that such relations persist in the presence of a line defect provided that we
work in the AdS, x S? conformal frame.

Putting together these superconformal Ward identities and the combinations of current-

multiplet two-point functions that appear in the integrated correlator 92 log(LL)|—o, We

4Intuitively, this is because the (super-)Poincaré algebra (suitably generalized to curved spacetime) is
much simpler than the (super-)conformal algebra.



arrive at an extremely simple relation (see (3.18), (4.15), and (6.4)),

2 10g{Li e = <47 | %G ()T o (1)
H2 x§2

which takes the form of an integral of the connected two-point function of J;; over H? x
S? (which is the Euclidean continuation of AdS,; x S?). This result, when combined with
analytical and numerical bootstrap methods, paves the way to solving the un-integrated
defect correlator as outlined in [35]. As a preliminary step, we verify explicitly that (1.1) is
compatible with existing results for the half-BPS fundamental Wilson loop L. = W in N = 4
SU(N) SYM at large N from localization [35] and from holography [42]. We emphasize
that this check only makes use of a small portion of the defect data determined in [35].
More generally, the result from [35] constrains the two-point function via (1.1) at arbitrary
Yang-Mills coupling (and #-angle), and deserves to be analyzed further.

The two-point functions of operators from the flavor current multiplet and the mass
derivative on the left-hand side of (1.1) were also considered in [43]. In [43], Ward identities
are derived in the R* conformal frame, whereas we use the H? x S? conformal frame. Our
result (1.1) differs from that given in [43]; it would be interesting to find the source of the
discrepancy.®

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we start by reviewing N’ = 2
SCFTs with continuous global symmetry, the associated current multiplet, and the corre-
sponding supersymmetric mass deformation on S*. We introduce the half-BPS superconfor-
mal line defect in Section 3, explain the kinematic structure for correlators of the current
multiplet in the presence of the line defect, and discuss how they simplify in the AdS, x S?
conformal frame. In Section 4, we discuss the supersymmetric mass deformation with the line
defect and express the integrated correlator obtained from two mass derivatives of the parti-
tion function in terms of the two-point functions of the current multiplet. We derive simple
superconformal Ward identities relating such two-point functions in Section 5 by working
directly in the AdS; x S? conformal frame. In Section 6, we derive the integral constraint.
In Section 7, we apply our general result to the case of half-BPS Wilson line in the N' = 4
SYM theory, establishing the precise connection between the integrated correlator defined
in [35] and the two-point function of the current multiplet for the SU(2)r flavor symmetry.

Using the leading order result of [42], we provide a check on our integral constraint. Several

®We were informed by the authors of [43] that they have recently reconsidered the derivation presented
in [43], and that they have independently obtained the integral constraint (1.1). The updated analysis will
appear in a forthcoming publication [44].



technical details are relegated to the Appendices.

2 N =2 SCFT with U(1) flavor symmetry

As mentioned in the Introduction, we are interested in what constraints the mass-deformed
S* partition function with a circular defect insertion imposes on correlation functions of the
SCFT. In this section, we begin by defining the setup for part of this question, namely
N =2 SCFTs with U(1) flavor symmetry and the corresponding mass deformation on S?,
first without the defect. We will include the defect in Sections 3 and 4.

Throughout this paper, we will adopt the conventions of [45,46]. In particular, since we
will discuss the SCF'T on curved manifolds related by Weyl transformations from the flat
spacetime, we adopt the notation of [46] that the frame indices are denoted by a,b=10,...,3
and the tangent indices are denoted by u,v = 0,...,3. We will use four-component fermions
with their spinor indices suppressed. The su(2)g R-symmetry indices are denoted by i, 7, . . .,
and for the fermions, the placement of the R-symmetry indices will be correlated with the
chirality of the fermions in a way that will be specified in each case. In Lorentzian signature,
charge conjugation is implemented by complex conjugation combined with the raising /

lowering of all su(2)g indices of the fermions and of the spinor parameters.

2.1 N =2 SCFTs and Weyl rescalings

N =2 SCFTs are invariant under the su(2, 2|2) superalgebra, which is a real form of su(4]2)
that contains as a bosonic subalgebra so(4,2) x su(2)gr x u(l)g. Tthe first factor is the
conformal algebra and the latter two factors denote the R-symmetries. The conformal group
is generated by translations P,, rotations My, special conformal transformations K,, and
dilatation D. We denote the su(2)z and u(1) g R-symmetry generators by U/, withi,j = 1,2,
and T, respectively. The fermionic generators of su(2,2|2) are the left-handed Q; and S* and
the right-handed @ and S;. See Table 1 for a list of generators of the su(2,2|2) algebra.
CFTs (and in particular SCFTSs) can be studied on flat space R, as is most often done,
where the metric is ds? = —dt* + d7? and the standard frame is e = dz?, with 2% = (¢, 7).
But they can also be studied more generally on any conformally flat space in a canonical way,

where the metric and frame are rescaled by appropriate powers of the Weyl factor Q(¢, Z):

ds* = Q(t, Z) 7 2(—dt* + di?) e = Q(t, 7) tda®. (2.1)



generator | dimension | Lorentz rep | su(2)g irrep | u(1) charge
P, 1 (3:3) 1 0
K, -1 (3:3) 1 0
D 0 0,0) 1 0
M 0 (1,0) + (0,1) 1 0
Qi % (%7 0) 2 _%
¢ |+ | oy z %
S; : (0,1) 2 -1
5 : (3.0 2 2
Uy 0 (0,0) 3 0
T 0 (0,0) 1 0

Table 1: Generators of the superconformal algebra and their quantum numbers. The Lorentz irreps
(1,0) and (0, 3) denote left-handed and right-handed spinors, respectively.

2
On the rescaled space, a scalar primary operator ¢(¢,Z) of dimension A is related to the

corresponding flat space operator ¢g.;(t, Z) also by a rescaling,

Olt, &) = Q1,7 b1, 7). (2.2)

Consequently, going from flat space to the space (2.1) is achieved by multiplying all the cor-
relation functions by a factor of Q(¢;, #;)®¢ for every scalar primary operator ¢; of dimension
A; (and similarly for spinning primaries in the frame basis). In this paper we will be pri-
marily concerned with two particular examples of conformally flat spaces: S* and AdS, x S?
(and also the Euclidean continuation of the latter, H? x S?).

For an SCFT, local operators belonging to the same supermultiplet are linked together
by supersymmetry. In analogy with infinitesimal rotations acting on the wavefunction of
a particle with spin in non-relativistic quantum mechanics, the supersymmetry transforma-
tions have “orbital parts” related to the fact that the spacetime point where the operator
is inserted undergoes an infinitesimal change, and “intrinsic parts” which cannot be at-
tributed to such a change. The orbital parts can be absorbed into the coefficients of (in
general, some other) intrinsic supersymmetry transformations. (In the quantum mechanics
example, the orbital part of an infinitesimal rotation is an infinitesimal translation with a
position-dependent coefficient that depends on the parameters of the rotation.) In flat space,

Poincaré supersymmetry transformations have only an intrinsic part. Superconformal trans-



formations, on the other hand, have both an intrinsic part and an orbital part, the latter
being a Poincaré supersymmetry transformation with position-dependent coefficients. We
will see examples below.

Thus, as in [45,46], we denote by (Q;, Q%, S;, S?) the action of only the intrinsic part of

the supersymmetry transformations, and define
§=€Q; + Q" +7'S; + 15", (2.3)

with anti-commuting spinor parameters (€, €;, 7', 7;) of the same chirality as the supercharges
they multiply. Note that A = ATC denotes the Majorana conjugate as in [45] with charge
conjugation matrix C; X should not be confused with the Dirac conjugate. Because intrinsic
transformations must be accompanied by their corresponding orbital parts, the parameters
(€', €;,m",m;) cannot be arbitrary. Instead, they are constrained by the requirement that ¢ in
(2.3) should be a symmetry of the SCFT.

To deduce what such a requirement implies (on the conformally flat space (2.1)), we can
couple the SCF'T to a flat conformal supergravity background with vanishing background
fields except for the metric and frame, which are assumed to take on the values in (2.1),”
and require that the variations of all fields in the background supergravity multiplet vanish.
One can see from Eq. (20.69) of [45] that the only non-trivial variations are those of the
gravitini, and they read 67, = D€' —y,n" and 6¢,; = Dy€&; — v,1m:, where D), is a covariant

derivative. The vanishing of these expressions gives the conformal Killing spinor equations

Duei = ’Wli ) Dufi = Yuhi - (2'4)
In flat space (€2 = 1), the solution of these equations is

Egat = O/ + l’a’yaﬂi ) nfiiat = 61 ? (2 5)
€flati = G + TV Naati = B »

where now (o, oy, 3%, 3;) are arbitrary constant complex parameters subject to chirality

6In radial quantization, the (super)conformal generators acting on operators at the origin have only an
intrinsic part, and the orbital part arises when the generators act on operators away from the origin as a
consequence of the (super)conformal algebra.

"Conformal supergravity also has composite gauge fields, two of which are also non-zero in this case. The
first is the spin connection, which is identified with the spin connection of the frame (2.1). The second is
the gauge field f,* for special conformal transformations. We will not need the expression for the latter in
this work.



constraints (see Table 2) and reality conditions of = Ba', 8f = Bf’, where B is a matrix
that obeys B™'y*B = ~, for all a (see Chapter 5 of [45]). The parameters (o', oy, 3%, 3;)
parameterize the infinitesimal su(2,2|2) superconformal symmetry transformations. Thus,

we can write

Oat = O'Q; + @,Q" + F (Si — 2°7.Q:) + B; (Si - xa%Qi) : (2.6)

This equation can be interpreted as saying that (o', a;) parameterize the full Poincaré su-
persymmetry transformations, which have only intrinsic parts. By contrast, (3%, 3;) param-
eterize the full superconformal transformations, which have both intrinsic and orbital parts.
Note that at 2* = 0, which is the only point on R'3 that is fixed under dilatations, the

orbital parts vanish and we are only left with the intrinsic transformations.

parameter | Lorentz rep | u(1l)g parameter | Lorentz rep | u(1)g
G | OG0 |
« | oy | N S
' 0,3) 2 B 0,3) 2
v |G | DR I

Table 2: Assignments of Lorentz irreps and u(1) g charges of the various supersymmetry parameters
ensuring that the variation d is a u(1)g neutral (and su(2)r neutral) Lorentz scalar.

On the conformally flat space (2.1), the solution of (2.4) can be obtained from trans-

forming the flat space solution as follows:®

i —1/2 i i i 1 ai
e =0 1/2€ﬂat7 n = 91/2 (nﬁat - §8a(10g Q)V 6ﬂat) )
1 (2.7)
€ = 9_1/2€¢ﬂat7 i = Q2 (mﬂat - §aa(10g Q)7a€iﬂat) )
and more explicitly given by
a Qi a i a ,.bat
o — Q—1/2<Qi+xa,yaﬁi> ’ g = Q12 (ﬁi o B+ 042 + 7%’ 8 aa(logQ)> 7
26; + Yoy + Yt B; (2:8)
e =012 (Oéz‘ + Jfa%ﬁi) ) n = Q2 (52' - i QZ T -0, (log Q)) .

8In deriving the transformation properties of (1%, n;) it is useful to note that the spin connection associated

with the frame (2.1) is wep = (9, log Q)dzy, — (9 log Q)dx,, where dz, = napdz®, ng, being the flat space

metric, and that the spinor covariant derivative is defined as D, = 0, + %wuab’yab.



Plugging this expression in (2.3) we see that, in general, on a conformally flat space both
the Poincaré and superconformal transformations have orbital and intrinsic parts. These
transformations are still parameterized by (o, a;, 8¢, 8;), which are space-time independent

constants.

2.2 Flavor current multiplet

We are interested in N' = 2 SCFTs with a U(1) flavor symmetry (e.g., an abelian subgroup of
the full flavor symmetry). The U(1) flavor current j, belongs to a short su(2,2|2) multiplet
referred to as a flavor current multiplet. In addition to j,, this multiplet contains an su(2)g
triplet of scalars J;; of dimension 2, fermionic operators & and &; of dimension 5/2, complex
conjugate scalar operators K and K of dimension 3 that have opposite u(1)g charges, as
well as the conformal descendants of all these operators (see Table 3). As written, the scalar
operators J;; form the components of a rank-two symmetric tensor, and they satisfy the

reality condition (J;;)* = J¥ = gi*eil J, .0

operator | A | Lorentz rep | su(2)g irrep | u(1)g charge
Ji 2] (00 3 0
& 13 GO 2 3
& |3 (03) 2 >
K 3 (0,0) 1 —1
K 3 (0,0) 1 1
o |31 G3) ! 0

Table 3: Conformal primary operators in the flavor current multiplet and their quantum numbers.
As in Table 1, the Lorentz irreps (%,0) and (0, %) denote left-handed and right-handed spinors,
respectively.

For the conformal primaries of the flavor current multiplet, we can infer the transforma-

9We use the convention £!2 = £15 = 1 for the epsilon tensors that raise and lower the su(2) g indices using

the NW-SE convention [45, 46].

10



tion rules from (3.103) of [46]:1Y

0Jij = €y + e e €Y

. 1 . 1 .. 1 ) y
6" = 5(&MU) €+ §s”jej — S Ke +20Y,,
1 1 A .
5@ = 5(&]”) e+ §€ijj€J — §K€l + 2JijT]J ,

| | (2.9)
0K = —&p¢" + 27,¢",
K = —e D& + 21,

-a ]'—i a j ]'— a i 3—i a¢j 3— a i
0j* = 5¢7 "(Dy)eij + 567 "(Dy&;)e + 37 ey + 57 &g,

with D, being a covariant derivative and D, = e,**D,. These transformations should be

used only after plugging in the solutions of the conformal Killing spinor equations in (2.8).

2.3 Half-BPS SCFT deformations using flavor current operators

Let us consider supersymmetry-preserving deformations of an SCF'T by operators from the
flavor current multiplet. As shown in [47], in flat space one can construct such a deformation
that is half-BPS and in theories with Lagrangians such a deformation can be seen as intro-
ducing a (complex) mass parameter. On the round sphere (after Euclidean continuation),
one can also construct an analogous half-BPS deformation, but the supersymmetries being
preserved will be different from those preserved in flat space.

An efficient way of studying deformations involving the flavor current multiplet is by
coupling it to a background off-shell vector multiplet. In N' = 2 superconformal theories, the
off-shell vector multiplet consists of a gauge field A,, as well as complex scalars X and X,
left-handed and right-handed fermions €; and QF, respectively, and a triplet of real scalars
Y;; obeying Y;; = Yj; and (Y;;)* = Y% = %Iy}, (see Table 4).  The supersymmetry

variations specialized to the case of a conformally flat space where the conformal Killing

10Tn (3.103) in [46], the transformation rules of a tensor multiplet are given. The tensor multiplet fields are
a triplet of scalars L;;, fermions ¢’, ¢;, complex scalars G and G, and an anti-symmetric tensor field E,,.
This multiplet is the same as a flavor current multiplet for which one has solved the conservation condition
for the current in terms of the field strength of an anti-symmetric tensor: j* = ia“"p”&,EpU. Thus, we have
the additional identifications J;; = L;j;, & = ¢4, & = o', K = G, K = G.

11



field | A | Lorentz rep | su(2)g irrep | u(1)g charge
Ay |1 (3,3) 1 0

X |1 (0,0) 1 1

X |1 (0,0) 1 -1

o [t 0y | o -4

QG |3 (50 2 3

Y, | 2] (0,0 3 0

Table 4: Field content of the vector multiplet.

spinor equations (2.4) hold are:

1 .
5X — §EZQ,L',
— 1 .
5X - §EZ‘QZ,

1 . ‘
591 = @XGZ -+ —"}/abFJb&jGJ —+ Y;jEJ + 2X?7@ ,

1 | (2.10)
591 = @76’ + Z’YabFC;ZEWEj + Yijﬁj + QY’I’]Z s

1 .. 1 , ,
(514# = 55”%{)/“9]' + §€ijEZ,Y#QJ s

1 1
5}/” = 5%(1129]) + §€ik€jlg(k¢9l) N
where F,, = 0,A, — 0,A, is the field strength, and F 0;2 and F, are its self-dual and anti-
self-dual parts.
One can check that the coupling (see (3.34) of [48])

Suy = /d% V=g (A“j“ XK - XK+ J;YT - g0, - EQ) (2.11)

is a superconformal invariant, provided that both the fields of the vector multiplet and
the operators of the flavor current multiplet are transformed appropriately. (In particular,
one can check that the supersymmetry variation of the integrand can be written as a total
derivative.) However, since we treat the vector multiplet as a background by giving its
fields expectation values, superconformal symmetry will be broken by these expectation
values. The preserved supersymmetries can be found by setting to zero all the variations in

(2.10) and solving for the parameters (o, a;, 3, 5;) in the solution (2.8) to the Killing spinor

12



equations.

As an example, the mass deformation in flat space is obtained by setting Xp., = m/2,
Xqay = mM/2, with the position-independent parameters (m,m) being complex conjugates of
each other, and setting to zero all other fields Aga, = Yaati; = Qaati = ant = 0. The
supersymmetry variations of the bosonic fields in (2.10) vanish automatically, while those of

the fermions vanish provided that 8¢ = 3; = 0. Thus, the flat space deformation

1 —
Sm,ﬁ,ﬂat = _5 /d4x (mKﬂat + ﬁKﬁat) (212)

preserves half of the supersymmetries, namely the Poincaré supersymmetries generated by
(', ;) and breaks the superconformal symmetries. It also breaks the dilatations, the special
conformal transformations, and the u(1)z symmetry (because X and X carry non-zero u(1)z
charges), but it preserves translations, Lorentz transformations, and su(2)g.

The normalization of (m,m) above is such that these are the usual mass parameters for
a free hypermultiplet, provided that we take the u(1) flavor symmetry to be that under
which the two complex scalar fields comprising the hypermultiplet have charges +1. See

Appendix A.

2.4 Half-BPS mass deformation on round S*

Lastly, let us discuss the half-BPS mass deformation on a round S*, for which the partition
function can be computed exactly using supersymmetric localization in Lagrangian theories.
S* is a BEuclidean manifold, so we should first perform a Euclidean continuation. This is
achieved by sending t — —i7 (or 2° — —iz?), v* — —iyd, 0 — iy, A — —iA°, Ay — Ay,
etc. in all the formulas. The supersymmetry variations are always derived in Lorentzian
signature first, and then continued to Euclidean signature using these rules.

The round S* of radius r has conformal factor

1P

Qsphere(x) — 9 y (213)

where x = (7, 7) is a 4-component vector and its norm squared, x?, is computed with the

standard inner product on R*. Thus, the expressions (2.8) for the conformal Killing spinors
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become

; Oéi 4 ma,yaﬁi ; 1 52 _ 7%$a,.)/aai
Esphelfe = \/5—2 ) nsphere = E —2 )
Ji+ J1+ 2 -
\/504@' + 2Ya i L[ fi— %xa’)/aai

€spherei — ) Tspherei = 7=
W1+ 5 V2 12

The analog of the mass deformation (2.12) on S* involves giving rotationally-invariant
expectation values to the background vector multiplet fields on the sphere. This implies
that Asphereu = Q)

necessarily break rotational symmetry. Unlike their flat space analogs, the sphere param-

tohere = Qspherei = 0, since any expectation values for these fields would

eters (néphereanspherei) depend non-trivially on position. Consequently if we were to give
constant expectation values to Xgphere and Ysphere and set Yypheres; to zero, we would be

)

breaking all supersymmetries since §Qsphere

and 6Qsphere; Would not vanish for any choice of
the (o', oy, B¢, B;) parameters. We are thus forced to give a non-zero constant expectation
value to the field Yy hereij. Without loss of generality we can take this expectation value to
be in the second direction in su(2)g,

1

m
5 ) Yspherez‘j = §y(7_2>ij ) (2-15)

) Xsphere =

o | 3

Xsphere =

for some constant y that we will determine in terms of (m,m). Note that in the conventions
of [45], we have (72);; = d;; and (72)Y = —d§Y. With these choices, the supersymmetry

variations of the fermions become

1 —ya' +mp; + 2%7,(—yf' — ;zma;)

5Qspherei = = )
V2 1422
i L (2.16)
sgi - L Tyt mB 4t (—yfi — Gma’)

sphere )
V2 V1t+S

where the placement of the su(2) g indices does not match between the various terms because
su(2)p is broken by the non-zero value of Y pherei;- The vanishing of these variations gives

four sets of equations that close within each set, namely

yﬁl = _T%ﬁaia yﬁz = _%maiv
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for i = 1,2. All these equations have non-trivial solutions provided that y* = —mm/r?, or
y = Hivmm/r.
Thus, we have two choices for our supersymmetric vector multiplet background given by

_ ) mm
m, YsphereijZiZ(TQ)z‘j o (2'18)

1 .
Xsphere = 51’11, Xsphere =

DN | —

Plugging these values in the Euclidean version of (2.11), we obtain the mass deformation on
the sphere:
vmm

1 = .
Sm,ﬁ,sphere - 5 /d4$ v/ Ysphere (mKSphere + mKsphere + ZT(Jsphere 11+ Jsphere 22)) y

(2.19)

where the overall sign difference with (2.12) comes from the fact that the Euclidean action
equals minus the analytically continued Lorentzian action.

The deformation (2.19) of the SCFT Lagrangian on S* preserves the so(5) rotational
symmetry of the sphere, the u(1) subalgebra of su(2)z that is generated by 7, as well as
half of the supersymmetries of the superconformal field theory because Eqs. (2.17) have an
eight-parameter family of solutions. Together, these symmetries generate the superalgebra
0sp(2]|4). On the other hand, the deformation (2.19) breaks all other conformal symmetries,

it breaks su(2)g to a u(1) subalgebra as we just mentioned, and it also breaks u(1)g.

3 Line defect in N =2 SCFT with flavor symmetry

In the previous section we introduced N' = 2 SCFTs and their mass deformations, both in
flat space and on a round S*. Let us now turn to discussing half-BPS line defects in N = 2
SCFTs, starting in flat space. In Section 3.1, we will start with a review of conformal line
defects and correlation functions of local operators in the presence of a defect in a general
non-supersymmetric CEF'T. Then, in Section 3.2, we will discuss the case of a half-BPS defect
in A/ = 2 SCFTs. We will continue in Section 3.3 with the correlation functions of flavor
current multiplet operators in the presence of such a defect. Lastly, we will end in Section 3.4
with how a Weyl rescaling to AdS, x S? simplifies these correlation functions.

Throughout this section, we will work in a Lorentzian signature, with a time-like defect
located at a fixed point in space. We will eventually be interested in continuing our results

to Euclidean signature, and for this reason we will restrict our attention to local operator
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insertions in the presence of the defect that are space-like separated from each other (but

not from the defect).

3.1 Time-like line defect in 4d CFT

Let us start with the general non-supersymmetric case. Let us denote the coordinate along
the defect by 2° = t and the transverse coordinates by # = (2!, 2% 2?), and assume the

defect is located at © = 0. Such a defect breaks the conformal algebra according to
s0(4,2) —  s0(1,2) x s0(3), (3.1)

where the so(1, 2) is generated by the dilatation and by the translation and special conformal
transformation in the time direction, and the s0(3) acts by rotating 7 as a fundamental
vector. In terms of the conformal generators introduced at the beginning of Section 2.1 (see

also Table 1), the breaking pattern (3.1) is
{PavKavDyMab} — {D7P07K0} X {M127M237M31}- (32)

In the presence of the defect, we denote expectation values by (---)p, where L. denotes
the line defect. If we want to refer to expectation values without the defect, we will omit
the subscript L. The expectation values are normalized such that (1);, = 1. Correlators of
local operators are restricted by the so(1,2) x s0(3) symmetry. For instance, the expectation

value (one-point function) of a scalar primary operator ¢ga(t, ) of dimension A is

(Saas (£, D)) = # (3.3)

for some numerical coefficient a4 1., and the expectation values of operators of odd or half-
integer spin vanish. The two-point functions are expressed in terms of functions of two
conformally-invariant cross ratios. For instance, the two-point function of scalar primary

operators @gayi(t;, ¥;) with dimensions A; is

_ Fy4,0(6m)

(Paar1(t1, T1) Phar2 (2, T2))1 YN
T2

(3.4)

EA

where Fj 4,1 is an arbitrary function of so(1,2) x so(3) invariants ¢ and n that can be
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constructed from the coordinates (t;, #;). A convenient choice for our purposes will be

¢ — —(t1 = t2)* + || + |7 =
2|7 | |72 ’ 21| | 7]

8y
(Y]

(3.5)

8y

whose interpretation will become clearer below.

3.2 Half-BPS line defect in N’ =2 SCFT

In an SCFT, the defect breaks the superconformal algebra down to a subalgebra that can
potentially be larger than so(1,2) x s0(3), depending on whether or not the defect preserves
some supersymmetry. In an A/ = 2 SCFT, the largest subalgebra of the superconformal
algebra su(2,2|2) that a time-like line defect can preserve is osp(4*|2), which is a half-BPS
subalgebra containing 8 real supercharges, and this is the unique superconformal algebra
that contains the conformal subalgebra in (3.1) (see [37] for details).!* As far as the bosonic

symmetry is concerned, the defect breaks the conformal and R-symmetry according to
50(4,2) x su(2)g xu(l)g  —>  s0(1,2) x 50(3) x su(2)p. (3.6)

In particular, the defect preserves the su(2) g R-symmetry of the N' = 2 SCFT but completely
breaks u(1)z. This breaking is parameterized by an angle 1, and the preserved supercharges
depend on this angle.

To get some guidance for what a half-BPS defect looks like, let us consider a free N' = 2
Abelian gauge theory with dynamical vector multiplet fields (A4,, X, X, Q;,Q), which obey
the same supersymmetry algebra as the background vector multiplet considered in Sec-
tion 2.3. In this theory, which is an N’ = 2 SCFT, we can consider a time-like Wilson line
defect

W = exp {iq/dt (Aﬁato + AMXqar + XYﬁat) , (3.7)

where in addition to the gauge field we also have terms in the exponent proportional to the
vector multiplet scalars Xpa, and X aa with coefficients A and X, respectively, that are each

other’s complex conjugates. The usual Wilson line is that with A = X\ = 0. From (2.10), the

1 The fact that this is the largest amount of supersymmetry preserved can also be seen after mapping to
AdSsy x S?%, where 0sp(4*|2) is the maximal A" = 2 SUSY algebra.
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SUSY variation of the integrand in the exponent is

. 1— 4 N 1—; .

O(Afato + AXpar + A Xgar) = iQﬂati ()\Gﬁat - €U’Yoﬁﬂatj) + éQﬁat (>\€ﬂam' - €ij’70€f1at) . (3.8)
. . . . . 1 i —1 .

This quantity vanishes provided that e, = A\ "'e¥1 €, ; and €gapi = A €ij7°€h,- I A # 1,

these equations have no non-trivial solutions, and in this case the Wilson line (3.7) is non-

supersymmetric. On the other hand, if A = € for some angle 9, (2.5) implies

i —i9 _ij

o' =e ey B =e W08, . (3.9)

These are 8 equations for 16 variables, and they have an 8-parameter family of solutions. In
this case, the Wilson line (3.7) is half-BPS.

From (2.6), we see that the supercharges preserved by the time-like defect on R are
Q' — e_weijonj , St — e_wsijvon , 1=1,2. (3.10)

These eight real super(conformal)charges together with the generators in (3.2) and the su(2)g
generators U7, generate osp(4*]2). While (2.6) with arbitrary (o', ay, 8¢, 8;) correspond to
the fermionic generators of su(2,2/2), the restriction to osp(4*|2) is imposed by (3.9).
While we derived (3.9) and (3.10) for the Wilson line (3.7) in the free Maxwell theory, (3.9)
and the preserved supercharges in (3.10) are more general properties of half-BPS defects that
extend in the time direction. We may consider them to be the definitions of the osp(4*|2)-

preserving defects we study in this paper.

3.3 Correlators of flavor current operators in presence of defect

In an SCFT, correlation functions of local operators in the presence of a line defect take
the same form as in the non-supersymmetric case discussed in Section 3.1, with the only
difference being that certain correlation functions may be related to one another via super-
conformal Ward identities. Let us focus on the one- and some of the two-point functions of
flavor current multiplet operators introduced in Section 2.2 in the presence of a half-BPS

line defect. The only conformal primary operators from the flavor current multiplet that can
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have non-zero expectation values are the scalars Ky, and Kga:

— a 7 hod
(Kpa (1, D)) = —5, (Ko (8, )1 = —5
7| 7]

| (3.11)
(Jatij)L = (Ehar)L = (Eaata)L = () =0,

where ap, and @y, are numerical coefficients and the vanishing of the expectation values of
Jatijs Efags a0 Eaars 18 due to su(2) g symmetry, while the expectation value of jg,, vanishes
due to the s0(1,2) x s0(3) symmetry. As we will see in Section 5, supersymmetry Ward
identities further imply that ap, = ap, = 0.

The non-zero two-point functions of the scalar operators Jyasij, Kgat, and K.t take the

form

eik€il + €ucjn A&, n)
2 - 12 1= (12
71 |7 |7
_ BL(fJ])
|77 |2
= — \ 77 — E I
(K fat(t1, T1) K fiat (t2, T2))1 = M)
|71 |7 |72

g . CL(¢,
(Kfat(t1, 1) K pat (t2, Z2))1. = %7
71| | 7|

(Jaatij (t1, 1) Jaat ki (t2, To2))r =

(Kfiat (t1, 1) Kaat (to, Z2))1L
(3.12)

for some functions Ay, By, By, and Cp of the invariants ¢ and 7 in (3.5). For a defect
that preserves charge conjugation symmetry, the functions Ay and Cp are real and By is
the complex conjugate of By. If the defect does not preserve charge conjugation symmetry,
as will be the case of the Wilson line we study in Section 7, then, in general, Ap, and Cp,
are complex and By, is not the complex conjugate of By. We will determine the relations

between these functions in Section 5.

3.4 Weyl transformation to AdS, x S2

It was pointed out starting with the work of [11] that a natural conformally flat space for

studying a time-like line defect is AdS, x S?, obtained by a Weyl rescaling that sends the

19



line defect to the boundary of AdS,. In our case, this is'?
Qt, 7)) = |7 . (3.13)

Indeed, in this case the metric (2.1) becomes

5 — —dt* +di?  —dt® +dz°
A

+ df* + sin* 0 d¢? (3.14)

where the first term on the RHS is the AdSs metric in Poincaré coordinates, while the second
term is the S? metric in the standard spherical coordinates. The “radial” direction z of AdS,
is identified with the transverse distance z = |Z| to the defect, and the conformal boundary
is located at z = 0. The transverse S? is embedded in the R® parametrized by ¥ via the
unit vector n = % = (sinf cos ¢, sinfsin ¢, cosf). The coordinates used to parameterize
AdS, x S% are of course up to us, and we could equally well choose (¢, ) or (¢, z,0, ¢).

The advantage of AdS, x S? over RY3 is that the s0(1,2) x s0(3) residual conformal
symmetry is realized as isometries of AdS, x S?, a fact that will become very useful in our
derivation of the supersymmetric Ward identities in the next section. A related simplification
on AdS, x S? is that correlation functions in the presence of the defect become simpler.
Indeed, after the rescaling (2.2), we see from (3.3) that the one-point functions on AdSy x S?

become completely independent of position:

(6(t, Z))L = agL - (3.15)

Similarly, the two-point functions of scalar operators are just functions of the so(1,2) x s0(3)

invariants £ and 7 defined in (3.5):

(D1(t1, T1)Pa(t2, T2)) = Fg6,L(857) - (3.16)

In fact, the invariants ¢ and 1 have simple interpretations in AdS,; x S?. The invariant
n is the inner product of the two unit vectors in R3 that correspond to the points on S,
17 = Ny - No. The invariant ¢ has a similar interpretation for the AdS, factor. If we define
the embedding coordinates of AdS, in R*! as X = <3 Lt?—2> 1’t2+22>, with inner product

z? 2z ’ 2z

in the embedding space taken using the flat metric with signature (—, +, —), then one can

12Since quantities that are defined on AdS, x S? (or its Euclidean continuation H? x S?) appear a significant
number of times below, we will not indicate this fact with a subscript as we did above for quantities defined
on flat space or the round sphere.
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check that £ = —X; - Xs.

For the flavor current multiplet on AdS, x S?, we thus have the one-point functions

(KL =av, (K. =av, (T = = (&= (=0, (3.17)

and the two-point functions

_ EikEjl T itk

(Jij(t1, @1) (b2, To))r = ———5——Av(&,7), (K (t1,71)K (t2, o)1 = CL(E, )
(K (t1,21)K(t2, Z2)) = Br(§, 1), (K(t1,21)K (ta, %2))1, = BL(&,m) -
(3.18)

Note that from (2.8), we can identify the conformal Killing spinors on AdSy x S%:

- o + 299, _ i+ 20

Vigl vl

The expressions for (n%,7;) can be calculated from the equations [De’ = 4n' and De; = 4n;.

(3.19)

While arbitrary (o, ay, 3%, 5;) parameterize the supersymmetries of su(2,2|2) preserved by
the defect, in order to restrict to the supersymmetries of osp(4*|2) we should choose these

parameters so that they obey (3.9).

4 Supersymmetric mass deformation with defect

We will now combine the two ingredients introduced thus far, namely the mass deformation
of N'= 2 SCFTs on S* and the half-BPS defect of N/ = 2 SCFTs. In the previous section
we introduced the half-BPS defect in Lorentzian signature where it was extended along the
time direction, first on RY3 and then on AdS, x S?. One can of course analytically continue

0 — —4z* and one can perform a Weyl

this setup to Euclidean signature by sending =z
transformation to any other conformally flat space. In particular, on S?*, if we take the Weyl
factor to be that in (2.13), the defect becomes extended along the great circle parameterized
by % at 2! = 22 = 23 = 0.

The particular case of a circular Wilson loop was studied in [49] and in many other
follow-ups in general NV = 2 SCFTs that have Lagrangian gauge theory descriptions in
terms of vector multiplets and hypermultiplets. In these theories, Ref. [49] showed that the

expectation value of the circular Wilson loop can be computed exactly using the technique of
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supersymmetric localization. It was also noticed in [49] that it is possible to introduce a mass
parameter m for the hypermultiplets while preserving the supercharge used for localization,
and the circular Wilson loop is still invariant under this supercharge. This fact suggests that,
for a general half-BPS defect, it may be possible for the mass deformation on S* and the
defect to share at least one supercharge in common. Moreover, as we will see, derivatives of
the mass deformed S* partition function with the defect insertion are related to integrated
connected correlators of flavor multiplet operators in the presence of the defect.

In Section 4.1 we start by clarifying what we mean by expectation values and define the
notion of connected correlators when a defect is present. Then, in Section 4.2 we relate
the mass parameter m mentioned above to the mass parameters m and m introduced in
Section 2.4. In Section 4.3 we will relate more concretely derivatives of the mass-deformed S*
partition function to integrated correlators of flavor multiplet operators. Lastly, in Section 4.4

we will provide a first simplification of these integrated correlators.

4.1 Expectation values and correlation functions

First, let us discuss the definitions of expectation values and correlation functions used in
this work. We start with correlation functions of local point-like operators. Usually, when
a QFT is defined via the path integral, one can compute correlation functions by explicitly
inserting operators in the path integral. For instance, in a free theory, one can compute
correlation functions by performing Wick contractions. In general, such a procedure must
be supplemented by a regularization and renormalization prescription. A more abstract way
of defining correlators is to couple local operators to position-dependent sources and take
functional derivatives of the partition function with respect to these sources. The afore-
mentioned choices of the regularization and renormalization prescription can be rephrased
in terms of local terms in the sources that can be added to the generating functional. If
we want the correlation functions to preserve a given symmetry of the theory, we should
ensure that the partition function, seen as a functional of the sources, has the corresponding
symmetry. Equivalently, one has to choose the contact terms in the correlation functions
appropriately in order for the symmetry Ward identities to hold.

This is a sufficiently important point to warrant considering a non-supersymmetric ex-
ample for illustration. Consider the theory of a free massless complex scalar ¢ in Euclidean
flat space. This theory has a U(1) symmetry under which ¢ gets multiplied by a phase. We
can introduce a background gauge field A, for this U(1) global symmetry, as well as a source

A for the operator \(b|2. A choice of the partition function that is invariant under background
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gauge transformations of A, is
Z[A, N = / D eI [1Budiano+xioP] _ / Do @t 100l + 4 ananiof NoP] oy 1y

where the U(1) current is j, = i(¢*0,¢ — ¢0,¢*), and where the operators appearing in
the exponents are assumed to be normal ordered (i.e., Wick self-contractions are excluded
when computing correlators). We can now consider the three-point function I*(x,y,z) =
(*(2)7% (y) |#)° (2)), first computed using Wick contractions, and then using functional dif-
ferentiation from (4.1).

Performing Wick contractions with the scalar propagator G(z,y) = m, we obtain

28G(x,y) 0G(y, 2) _28G($72) G (z,y)

I\l;VVick(xv Y, Z) == Ot ayy G(Iv Z) Ot ay,/ G(ya Z) (4 2)
0*G(z,y) 0G(z, 2) 0G(y, 2) '

If we assume that this expression holds everywhere (which is a choice of regularization and
renormalization prescription), one can check that the current conservation Ward identity is
not obeyed. Indeed, taking the divergence of this expression at x and using V2G(z,y) =
—6@W(z —5), we can easily check that

J 6@ (x—1y), (4.3)

0
I (fv,y,Z):2G(y,Z)2ax

i Wik
which does not vanish. On the other hand, from the gauge-invariant partition function
(4.1), it is clear that in order for the Ward identity to be obeyed, one has to supplement
(j*(x)5" () |#]* (z)) with the contact term obtained by taking functional derivatives of the

quadratic term in A, in (4.1) (also known as a “seagull” term). Defining
1 57

Z 6Au(x)0 A, (y)oA(2) A,=2=0 (4.4)
= L.y, 2) = 2089 (@ = y){|¢l” () 9] () wiek

" (x,y,2) =

and performing the Wick contractions for the additional term, we find

I“l/(‘xa Y, Z) = I(iL\ZCk(x7 Y, Z) - 25“1]5(4)(1‘ - y)G(y7 Z>2 : (45)
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With (4.3), it is now straightforward to see that the Ward identity is obeyed:

%[’“’(x, y,2)=0. (4.6)
The lesson is that current conservation holds generally if the correlation function is ob-
tained by functional differentiation starting from a partition function that is invariant under
background gauge transformations. It may not hold otherwise.

Ending our digression, let us now assume that the correlators used in this work come
from functional differentiation of a generating functional that is invariant under background
conformal supergravity gauge transformations. With this choice, the supersymmetry Ward
identities will hold everywhere, including at coincident points. If we want to relate the
correlators used here to correlators in some other regularization and renormalization scheme,
the correlators here may include several explicit coincident-point contributions coming from
lower-point functions in that other scheme.'?

Note that in a specific regularization and renormalization scheme, the coupling (2.11)
is not the actual term we add to the action; in general, we may need additional higher
order terms in the background fields in order to ensure invariance under supersymmetry
and background gauge transformations. Instead, the coupling (2.11) should be interpreted
as a definition of the correlators involving flavor current multiplet operators. In particular,
(in Euclidean signature) we define the functional derivatives of Z wr.t. A,, X, X, Y,
etc. to correspond to the correlators of —j*, K, K, —Jij, etc. The supersymmetry Ward
identities for the correlators defined this way follow from the fact that the partition func-
tion Z[A,, X, X,Y" €, Q] is constructed so that it is invariant under the supersymmetry
transformation rules (2.10) of the background vector multiplet.

Another point that we should clarify before we proceed is the definition of expectation
values and correlation functions in the presence of the defect. In Lorentzian signature, the
presence of the time-like defect changes the Hilbert space of the theory, so the expectation
value (---)p with the defect and (---) without the defect are a priori independent. In

Euclidean signature, however, we can think of the defect as an operator I that we can insert

in the path integral, and which can have a nontrivial expectation value (IL). Thus, we can
define

R D)
(=Tt (47)

13The importance of such coincident-point contributions for Ward identities of conformal symmetry has
been emphasized in [50,51]. For constraints from supersymmetry on contact terms, see for example [52-61].
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where the ellipses stand for whatever other operator insertions we might have. This definition
is consistent with the normalization (1), = 1 used so far. When we define “connected
correlators” below, we will include the defect as an operator that is on the same footing as

the other operators. For example, for a one-point function, we have

<01L>conn _ <(91]L> - <Ol> <L>
(L) (L)

and for a two-point function a similar calculation gives

<01>L,Conn = - <Ol>]L - <Ol> ) (48)

(0102)1,com = (O0102)1. = (O102) — (O1)1. (O2) — (O2)1. (O1) + 2(O1) (O2) . (4.9)

Note that if the operators O; have no overlap with the identity operator, then their expec-
tation values in the CFT vacuum state vanish and the expressions (4.8) and (4.9) simplify
to (O1)Lconn = (O1)L and (O102)1 comn = (O102)1. — (O103), respectively. As usual, the
generating functional for connected correlators is the logarithm of the partition function.
It can be shown that the generating functional for connected correlators in the presence of
the defect (with the above definition of a connected correlator) is the logarithm of the ratio
between the partition function with a defect insertion and the partition function without

one (see around (4.15)).

4.2 Preserving supersymmetry

The next question to answer is how the mass parameter m mentioned at the beginning of
this section is related to the complex mass parameters m and m introduced in Section 2.4.
As we will see, in general, the mass deformation (2.19) and the half-BPS defect do not share
any supersymmetries in common, but for a specific choice of m and m they are both invariant
under four supercharges.
Indeed, after continuing to Euclidean signature, (3.9) shows that the defect preserves the
supersymmetry transformations where the parameters (o', a;, 8%, 5;) obey
of — _ie—iﬂgij,y4aj : gi = _Z-e—iﬂgij,y46j ‘ (4.10)
On the other hand, the mass deformation preserves the supersymmetries that obey (2.17),

with y = +ivmm/r. For general ¥, m, and m, the equations (2.17) and (4.10) have no

non-trivial solutions, so the defect breaks all the supersymmetries of the mass-deformed
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theory.
However, we can identify a relation between ¥, m, and m for which (2.17) and (4.10) do
have non-trivial solutions simultaneously. Plugging in the expressions Bt = Zag and By =

La? into the equation f' = —ie=™4*f,, one obtains oy = —ie~"~y*a?. This expression is

consistent with the equation a; = —ie??y*a? in (4.10) prov1ded that m/m = €2V, A similar
analysis applied to the equations involving 3, 8%, a!, and as gives the same condition.

Thus, in order to preserve some supersymmetry, we need to choose
m
m=me ", m = me", y=+i—, (4.11)
r
with real m, and the mass deformation becomes

~m 1
/d4l' \/_ ( sphere + 6 Ksphere + ;(Jsphere 11+ Jsphere 22)) . (412)

For these choices, Egs. (2.17) and (4.10) have a four-parameter family of solutions, so the
mass deformation and the defect preserve simultaneously four supercharges.

On S*, the defect extends along a great circle, so both the mass deformation and the
defect also preserve an s0(3) x s0(2) subalgebra of the so(5) isometry group of S*. They
also preserve the u(1) subalgebra of su(2)g that is generated by 75 in our conventions. Thus,
the symmetry that is simultaneously preserved by the defect and the mass deformation
is 50(3) x u(1)? along with four supercharges. These combine to form an su(2[1) x u(1)
superalgebra.

Let us point out that the deformation (4.12) can also be written in terms of the operators
of the SCFT on any conformally flat space. For an operator ¢ of dimension A on a space

with conformal factor Q(7, Z), we have

2 . 20(r, ) \*
¢sphere(7_7 *f) = (m) ¢ﬁat(7—7 f) = <1—|—(TT2’/122> ¢(T7 *f)a (413>

where 2% = 72 + |#]>. Using this relation and the fact that \/Gepnere = 16/(1 4+ 22/72)%, we
can write (4.12) as

/ dr &7

Note that dr d®#/* is the right measure factor on the conformally flat space (2.1), and that

20)
1+ 22/r?

2€)
1+ 22/r2

)2 (Jll + J22) (414)

( —zﬁK_I_ezﬁK)j: . (
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the power 4 — A with which 2Q/(1 + 2% /r?) appears in front of an operator of dimension A,
which is expected by implementing the Weyl transformation on the background fields.

4.3 Derivatives of 7, (m) at m =0

Let us denote by Zp(m) and Z(m) the partition functions of the mass deformed theory on

S* with and without the defect, respectively, and define

= log(L)(m). (4.15)

As per the second equality, we may interpret Zp(m) as log(L)(m) in the mass deformed
theory. Since, as we reviewed in Section 2.4, the mass deformation can be written in terms
of the operators of a flavor current multiplet, then the derivatives of Zy (m) evaluated at
m = (0 should be related to integrated connected correlators of operators in the flavor current
multiplet of the SCFT in the presence of the defect.

For simplicity and without loss of generality, let us set the radius of the sphere to r = 1,
since it can always be restored using dimensional analysis. Since m appears linearly in (4.14),

taking derivatives with respect to m produces correlation functions of —S,,/m:*

B < [ / dr 3% ] ">
= — 1 .
m=0 20 LL,conn

(4.16)
It does not matter on which conformally flat space we evaluate this expression because the

202
1+ 22

d"1y,

dmn

2€)
1+ 22

>2 (Ji1 + J22)

(K + 'E) £ i (

powers of €2 in the correlation functions are designed to precisely cancel the explicit powers
of Q in (4.16). Note that this is a connected correlator in the presence of the defect, defined
around (4.8)—(4.9).

Thus, let us specialize to the case of H? x S?, where (7, Z) = |7|, and where correlation
functions are simplest. For the first derivative of Zy,, we use the expectation values in (3.17)

and obtain

1 [drd*7 [ 2|7 i o
Z; (0) = —5/ e (1+x2> (e™ay, +e"ay) . (4.17)

14 As mentioned in Section 4.1, we define our correlators by the functional differentiation from a supersym-
metric partition function, seen as a functional of the background vector multiplet fields. In this definition,
the chain rule implies that the nth derivative of Z;, w.r.t. m produces only an integrated n-point correlator
and no additional lower-point correlators.
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As already mentioned, this expression vanishes because ap, = ap = 0, as we will see in

Section 5. Using (3.18), we can write the second derivative of Z, at m = 0 as

1 1 . N
Iﬂlj(o) - _5‘[2 I:A]L@OHH] + 113 [6_2“9B]L,C0nn + QC]L,conn + 62M9B]L7conn:| 9 (418)

where the “conn” index means that the corresponding quantities are the analogs of those

defined in (3.18) for the connected correlators, and where we have introduced the notation

dr 37, dry 32y (213 N2 7 213, V18
Bl = [ ( ‘1’) ('2’> Flem),  (419)

|;1‘;’1|4 |9§2|4 1+ 22 1+ 22

with £ and 7 being the Euclidean analogs of (3.5), namely

(7'1—7'2)2+|f1|2+|52|2 T1 - Ty

- (4.20)

£ =

2| || |70 ] |72

[\

We can simplify the expression (4.18) in two ways. The first is to explicitly perform six
out of the eight integrals in (4.19). The second, which we will undertake in the next section,
is to relate B, conn, FLCOHH, and CpL, conn 10 AL conn- 11 the end, the entire expression in (4.18)

will involve only two integrals of the function Ay, conn.

4.4 Simplification of integrated correlators

It was shown in [43] that one can perform six of the eight integrals in (4.19), obtaining an
expression involving only two integrals. Here, we present a different method that yields the
same answer. One advantage of the method we present below is that, at an intermediate
stage of the calculation, we will obtain an expression for (4.19) involving an integral over
H? x S? that will be very useful when it is combined with the Ward identity derived in the
next section.

Since the factor dy = dr d*%/ |:1_c'|4 is the integration measure on H? x S?, this measure

can thus be written in a factorized form

H_ drdz

dp = dpdu® dp , dp® = sinfdf do , (4.21)

22

where du™ is the measure on H? and du® is the measure on S2. We have used the notation

z = |Z] and the parametrization of a point on S? in terms of a unit vector n = L =

121

(sin @ cos ¢, sin @ sin ¢, cos @) embedded in R3. In the following discussion, in addition to the
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embedding coordinates 7 for the points of S?, it will also be useful to introduce the R*!

embedding coordinates for H? defined by

1— 2_21 2 2
X:<Z7 T z7 +7 —I—z)‘ (4.22)

z 2z 2z

With the standard metric of signature (+,+,—) on R*! X obeys X - X = —1. In the
following discussion, we will place a subscript i on all the quantities defined between (4.21)—
(4.22) when they refer to (Z;, 7;) instead of (&, 7).

As mentioned below (3.16) in the Lorentzian context, in terms of the embedding coordi-

nates we have £ = —Xj - Xy and n = Ay - np. Thus, in embedding space, (4.19) becomes

F(—=X; - Xo,nq - 1)

Ia(F) = [ du duf i s (4.23)
where X, is the special point on H? given by X, = (0,0,1). The expression (4.23) makes
manifest a property that was not visible before: the integrand is invariant under simultaneous
SO(2,1) transformations on Xj, X5, and X,. Let us consider the SO(2,1) transformation
that interchanges the points X, and X,. This transformation acts on point Y in R*! by

Y Y)=-Y —

(X2 + X,). (4.24)
It is straightforward to check that, indeed, f(X;) = X, and f(X.) = X,, and that f is an

SO(2,1) linear transformation. Applying (4.24) just to the integrand in (4.23), we obtain

F(—f(X1) - X,, 71 -Ng) .
(—f(X1) - X2)" 2 (= Xz - X,)2

IA[F] = / dp dps dysy dyis (4.25)

We can then change variables in the integration over X; from X; to X = f(X;). This change
of variables has unit Jacobian since (4.24) is an SO(2,1) transformation. After this change

of variables, as well as the renaming 7y — 7, the expression (4.25) is written equivalently as

dpy o
IA[F] :47r/d,quuS U (_X.X2)4A’EZ’_X pa F(-X- X, n-n),  (4.26)

where we also notice that the integral over n; in (4.23) does not depend on the value of ng,

so we can fix fg = A, = (0,0, 1) and replace the integration over iy by Vol(S?) = 4.

29



Let us denote the quantity in the square brackets in (4.26) by

dysy
(=X - X)7A (=X, - X))

DA(—X - X)) = / (4.27)
The RHS is a function of X - X, because the integrand is SO(2, 1)-invariant, provided that
we transform simultaneously X, X,, and Xs5. For A = 2,3, the integrals can be evaluated

explicitly (see Appendix B):

2m 2mé arccosh &
g-1" @-p7
_ 2marccosh §

Ds(§) = &

Dz(f) =

(4.28)

Going back to (4.26) and using the notation £ = —X - X, and n = n - 1., (4.26) becomes

IA[F) = 4rm /H . d'z /g Da(E)F(&,n) . (4.29)

Going back further to (4.18), we can write the second derivative of 7, explicitly as

7/'(0) = 7r/ . d'z \/E{—2D2(§)A1L,conn(fﬂ7)
S (4.30)

+ D3(£) (672iﬁBL,Conn(£7 7]) + QCL,conn(éa n) + ezwgﬂ_‘,conn(g; n)) .

This expression can be simplified further by performing two out of the four integrals, but we

will do so only after relating By, conn, Ehconn, and CL conn t0 AL conn-

5 Ward identity from AdS; x S?

In this section we derive the Ward identities that relate the (KK), (KK), and (KK)
correlators to that of the superconformal primary (J;;Ji), and we will also explain why
(K) = (K) = 0. We will work in Lorentzian signature, but the results can be trivially
continued to Euclidean signature. For readability, in this section we will drop the indices on
the functions A, B, B, C, as well as the indices on the expectation values. The formulas we
present hold equally well in the case of no defect, or for the full correlator in the presence of
the defect L, or for the connected correlator in the presence of the defect.

Let us focus on the two-point functions first and relate the functions B and C' that appear
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in (3.18) to the function A appearing in the same equation. Without loss of generality, let
us take the first operator to be at a generic position parameterized by (t1,771) = (¢, 7), and
the second operator to be at (ty, ) = (0, 2), where 2 = (0,0,1). (In standard AdS, x S?
coordinates, the second insertion is at (g, 22) = (0,1) and at the North pole of the sphere,
at #3 = 0.) For simplicity, we refer to the first insertion point as x; = z and the second
insertion point as xo = 0. With this choice, the invariants £ and 1 can be identified with
-2+ F 12422 ?

= — = 6 5.1
T 1= g = st (5.1)

§

depending on whether we use (t, %) or (t,z,0,¢) as our coordinates.

The procedure for relating B and C' to A relies on the Ward identity
(K ()50 Ja(0)) = (85K () Jn(0)) (5.2)

The SUSY variations ¢ and ¢ have parameters (e;, €', m;, ') and (€}, €, n}, "), respectively,
that have to be chosen appropriately.

Let us start with the LHS of (5.2). Note that invariance under su(2)g implies that only
the operators K, K, and j* can have a non-zero two-point function with K, so we only have
to keep track of these operators when we compute §¢’J5,(0). From (2.9), we have

1 1 _
88" Jyo = (E/lfy“ez — E’gfy“el) Jo— =€t K — 5%’262 K + other ops. (5.3)

2

DO | —

If we want to ensure that in (5.2) we obtain only the correlators in (3.18), we should ensure
that the coefficient of j,(0) vanishes by choosing the supersymmetry parameters to obey the

four equations
e1(0)7%(0) =& (0)y%'(0),  a=0,1,2,3. (5.4)

On the other hand, on the RHS of (5.2), su(2)r symmetry implies that only the operator
J11 and its derivatives can contribute, so when we compute 6’6 K using (2.9), we keep track

only of terms involving Jy; and its derivatives:

1
§'OK = —§EQZD¢(J11€/2) + WD(JHE’Q) + other ops. (5.5)

Using e’ = 4n', De; = 4n;, and Py’ = Pn; = 0, it is straightforward to show that (5.5)
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simplifies to the AdS, x S? Laplacian of a product between .J;; and a bilinear in the Killing

spinors:
! ]' — /
VoK = ~3 O (€2€5,J11) + other ops. (5.6)

Plugging this into (5.2) and using the two-point functions in (3.18) for a choice of ¢ and
d’ obeying (5.4), we find

€(0)€(0) B(z) + (0)e,(0) C(x) = O|&()ey(z) A(x) | . (5.7)

We can make further simplifications using (3.19) and the relations (3.9) to restrict the Killing
spinors to parameterize osp(4*|2) transformations. Note that after using these relations we
can write both (5.4) and (5.7) only in terms of ag, af, fa, B5. Each of these quantity is a
chiral spinor so it has two free complex parameters, for a total of 8 free complex parameters.

The equations (5.4) imply (see Appendix C for more details)

a=20: 6’2042—0—3/252:0,
. —
a=3: ayy’ By — Byyag =0, (5.8)
a=1,2: 3B + B *Pan =0 = @By — Byy e = 0.

Using the conditions (5.8), we find (see also Appendix C for a couple of intermediate

steps)
. X(1 -2+ |7°) 4 2237
eHX V) B@) + (X +¥) Ca) = 0 S IR 20Y ]
2|4 (5.9)
— 3R R 3.1
with X = ayal, y = 227 Br = Pyray .

2

As mentioned above, we have 8 complex parameters in as, a5, B2, £5. We have four equa-
tions in (5.8), and both (5.8) and (5.9) are invariant under the rescalings (aw, Ba, a, 55) —
(Aava, ABa, N gy, N'B5) with independent complex parameters A and \'. Thus, we have enough
free parameters to be able to set the ratio X/Y in (5.9) arbitrarily. Taking X/Y = —1 and
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X/Y =1, we obtain the final form of our Ward identities:"®
2i0

2

Ben) =5 ol naen].  cen=3olcrnaen|. G0

1124|272

where we have identified —57=- and 23/ |Z| with € and 7, respectively, as per (5.1). A similar

calculation shows that B is related to A via an expression similar to the first equation in
(5.10):1¢

-2

2

Bien) = 50| (€ -t (5.11)
As checks of our Ward identities, in Appendix D we show that Eqs. (5.10)—(5.11) are satisfied
by the free massless hypermultiplet without a defect and by the stress-tensor superconformal
block.

In general, the Laplacian in (5.10) is defined to act on functions of the four coordinates

x = (t,%) or (t,2,0,¢). In the latter set of coordinates, it is

1

For a function f(&,n), the AdS, x S? Laplacian simplifies to

Of = (& —=1)0:f +260:f + (L —n)03 f — 200, f . (5.13)

The expressions (5.10)—(5.13) can be trivially continued to Euclidean signature by replacing
t — —i7 and making no other changes.

The analysis above also shows that (K) = (K) = 0. Indeed, since {Jy) = 0 due to
su(2) g selection rules, we must also have (60’ Jao) = 0. From (5.3) and the fact that the only
potentially non-vanishing one-point functions of operators in the flavor current multiplet are

those of K and K, we find

el (K) + &6 (K) =0. (5.14)

I5Because we adopted the functional differentiation definition of correlation functions, as described in
Section 4.1, these Ward identities hold everywhere, including at coincident points (at £ = n = 1). Depending
on the form of A(&,n), it is possible that B and/or C will have a distributional piece supported at £ =n = 1.

16Since the Ward identities do not depend on specifics of the defect, this expression can also be obtained
from (5.10) by complex conjugation if the defect preserves charge conjugation symmetry (such as Wilson
lines in SU(2) SYM), in which case A is a real function.
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1

Since we have enough freedom to choose €'e¢! and €,e; independently, we must have (K) =

(K) = 0, or equivalently aj, = a;, = 0 in (3.3) and (3.17).17

6 Integral constraint on two-point function

In this section we derive one of our main results, namely an integral constraint on the
two-point function of the superconformal primary J;; in the current multiplet from mass
derivatives of the expectation value of a circular defect with the supersymmetric mass de-
formation.

We first use the Ward identity (5.10)—(5.11) to simplify the integral constraint (4.30)
that involve two-point functions (3.12) of the superconformal primary (i.e., (JJ) < A) and
those for the scalar descendants (i.e., (KK) o< B, (KK) < B, (KK) o C). The quantity

that appears in the latter expression can be written as

672WB]L,c0nn (ga 7]) + 2C']L,conn (£7 77) + €2w§]14,conn(£7 7]) = 2 |:| |i§A]L,COHD (57 n):| ? (61)

as per (5.10)—(5.11). Thus (4.18) becomes

z/0) = <2 [ d G Do) Ancoml€on) = DAOO(EALam(En)] - (62)

HZ2 x S2

We can simply integrate by parts twice in this expression to move the Laplacian onto Ds.
Using (4.28) and (5.13), one can show that the combination Dy — & 0 D3 multiplying Ar conn

undergoes a remarkable simplification:

Dy(€) — €0 Ds(§) = 2. (6.3)

When combined with (6.2) after the double partial integration,'® this yields

7' (0) = —4r? / d*r /g AL conn(&,7) - (6.4)

H?2 x S2

The way to interpret this equation is that the point on H? x S? that is being integrated

"When the U(1) flavor symmetry is a Cartan subgroup of a simple Lie group G, the vanishing of
one-point functions of the current multiplet also follows from the fact that the superconformal line is G
invariant.

18We can safely integrate by parts because we adopted the functional differentiation definition of correlation
functions, which ensures that the supersymmetric Ward identity holds everywhere, including at coincident
points.
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over is parameterized by a point on H? with embedding coordinates X € R?! satisfying
X - X = —1, and a point on S? described by a unit vector 7 € R3. The arguments of the
function A are { = —X - (0,0,1) and n =n-(0,0,1).

One can simplify this expression further by choosing appropriate coordinates for H? x S2.
Let us take X = (sinh p cos v, sinh psin 1, cosh p) and 1 = (sin 0 cos ¢, sin 6 sin ¢, cos §). Then
d'x /g becomes dp dip df d¢ sinh p sin @ and £ = cosh p and 7 = cos§. One can then see that
the integrand in (6.4) does not depend on the angles ¢ and ¢, and the integrals over these
angles each give a factor of 2m. After converting back to (§,n) from (p,#), the resulting

expression takes the simple form

') 1
7/(0) = —167" / ¢ / A cnn(€,1). (6.5)

This is one of our main results. In cases where it is possible to calculate Zy(m) using
supersymmetric localization, such as N' =4 SYM or conformal N’ = 2 SQCD, we can view
(6.4) as an integral constraint that must be obeyed by the connected two-point function
(Jij Jpi)Lconn 0 the flavor current multiplet and all other two-point functions that can be

derived from it using Ward identities.

7 Wilson lines in N = 4 Super-Yang-Mills at strong
coupling

The half-BPS Wilson line in N' = 4 SYM provides a canonical example of a line defect
that can be studied using the techniques of this paper. In particular, prior results from
localization for the Wilson line with a mass deformation [35,62,63] and from holography for
the Wilson line with two local operators [42] allow us to directly test the integral constraint
presented in (6.5).

For this calculation, we will need the N’ = 4 vector multiplet, the scalar at the bottom
of the N/ = 4 stress tensor multiplet, and the half-BPS Wilson loop. The N = 4 vector
multiplet consists of the gauge field A,,, left-handed and right-handed fermions A,, A%, a =
1,...4, transforming in the 4 and 4 irreps of su(4)g, and the six scalars ¢,,, m = 1,...,6,
transforming in the 6 irrep of s0(6) g = su(4)g. All fields transform in the adjoint of the gauge

group, which we take to be SU(NN). We take all these fields to have standard normalizations.
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In particular, the Lagrangian is

1 |1 1 ~a
L=—— ZFJVF’“’I + EDMgban“gbfn + A IlD/\i + (Yukawa terms) + (potential) | , (7.1)
gym
where I = 1,... N? — 1 is an adjoint index. In this section we work in Euclidean signature

on R,
By taking symmetric traceless products of the scalars, one can generate a family of

protected chiral primary operators. A special role is played by the dimension 2 scalar,
1
S(z,u) = u™u"Spn (), Spun(7) = Ng | ¢! (2)¢! (7) — 65mn¢1€(a€)¢£($) , (7.2)

which transforms in the 20 irrep of s1(4)z and is the scalar at the bottom of the stress tensor
multiplet. For convenience, we introduce a null polarization vector u™ to avoid dealing with
explicit s0(6)g indices. The chiral primary S(z,u) has a protected two-point (and three-
point) function, which can be computed in the free theory, and we fix the normalization Ng
so that

(uq - U2)2
|9012|4

(S(@1,u1)S(x2,u2)) = (7.3)

Using the scalar propagator (¢! ()¢ (y)) = Fg 15175, that follows from (7.1), we find

4n? Ta—yl?

N 2\/§7r2 2\/§7r2
s = ~ .
AV N =1 FuN

(7.4)

In the second step we have taken the large N limit, N — 0o, gym — 0 with A = g2 N fixed.
We also need the half-BPS Wilson line in N' = 4 SYM, which, when located at 2! =

2?2 = 2% = 0 and oriented along the 7 = 2* direction, takes the following form [9, 10, 64]:

L = trgg P exp ( / (i AL(7) + 07! (T))T, dT) , (7.5)

where #™ normalized by #™0™ = 1 specifies a particular direction on S° (equivalently a
polarization in the s0(6)g directions), 77 are the SU(N) generators, and the trace trgnq
defines the Wilson line in the fundamental representation.

Viewing N' =4 SYM as an N = 2 theory with flavor symmetry, we can turn on the mass

deformation described in Section 2.4. The N' = 4 R-symmetry decomposes as su(4)r —
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su(2)r x u(l)g x su(2)r. The N' = 4 vector multiplet breaks up into the N' = 2 vector
multiplet—consisting of the gauge field AI left-handed and right-handed fermions Qf, Q¥
and complex scalar X—and the N' = 2 hypermultiplet—consisting of complex scalars 7
and left-handed and right-handed fermions ¢4/, (4, with A = 1,2 labeling the su(2)x flavor
index. In Appendix A, we write down the action for the free N' = 4 Maxwell theory in an
N = 2 notation—see (A.15). The kinetic terms in the N’ = 4 Yang-Mills theory have the
same form as in (A.15), the only difference being that each field has an additional adjoint
index I that is being summed over. Thus, to match those conventions, for the adjoint scalars

we can choose Z! = \fgy (¢! +i0)), Z \fgy I(¢2 + i¢l), and X' = (% + if).
From (A.11) and (A.16), both generahzed to the non-Abelian case by introducing an

adjoint index for the hypermultiplet fields and summing over it, we read off the moment

map operator that appears in the S* mass deformation'?

2
J=Ju+Jen=—> (2i2+ 27", (7.6)

A=1
This operator can also be written in terms of the 20" operator as
2

Z (z,u}) + S(z,uy)], (7.7)

gYM S 4=t

where uf = \%(1,0,0,1%,0,0) and uy = %(0,1,0 0,44,0). These polarizations satisfy
uy - up=u}-ub=0and uy - uj = dap.
Finally, we note that after the mass deformation, the supersymmetric Wilson line should

couple only to the scalars that remain in the AN/ = 2 vector multiplet, so we set
ool = eV X1 4 e WX = Pk cost) — gL sind. (7.8)
Equivalently, 0™ are the components of the vector (0,0, cos®, 0,0, —sin ).

7.1 Integrated correlator from localization

The mass-deformed partition function both with and without the Wilson line can be com-
puted using localization [49]. The resulting matrix integral was evaluated at large N and

large A in [62] and was evaluated more systematically in an expansion in 1/N and in 1/A

19Up to an unimportant overall sign, the same result can be obtained by comparing Eq. (4.12) with
Eq. (2.14) of [65], which studied the same mass deformation in N' =4 SYM.
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in [35]. The leading behavior is:

Z/(0) = VA + (% —~ ?) +O(1/VA,1/N?). (7.9)

Next, we will show that the integral constraint in Eq. (6.5) combined with existing results

from holography reproduces the v/A term above.

7.2 Comparison to supergravity

Following [42], we decompose the connected two-point function of two 20" operators in the

presence of the Wilson line in (7.5) into three R-symmetry channels as:

2
Uy - u _ -
<S($1, ul)S(w% u2)>]L,conn = |(fll‘2|f22>|2 (F0<€7 77) +0o 1F1(§7 77) +o 2F2(£7 77)) ) (71())
where o = % is an s0(6)g-invariant cross ratio.

We can relate the two-point function of J in the presence of the Wilson line to (7.10).
Given that polarization vectors in (7.7) are orthogonal to the polarization vector of the
Wilson line in (7.8) it follows that ¢~! = 0, and therefore

250 (uh - uy)? R N? F
<‘](x1)‘]($2)>ﬂ4,conn = ZA:l(UA UA) 0(&777) = 0(5777) (711)

gym V3 22| 20]2 2wt |22 2?0

Writing this instead as 2(.J11(21)J22(22))L conn and comparing with (3.12), we see that

N2
A]L,conn(f, 77) = FFO(IS, 77) . (712)

Finally, the leading contribution to Fjy at large N and strong coupling is given in Eq. (3.33)

of [42], which in our notation becomes®":?!

VA Jog(E+ /2 —1) - &/ — 1 +O(1/N2, X3/2NY | (7.13)

FO (57 77) -
8N? (€ —n)(&—1)%2
2ONote that O™ (x, u) = S(z,u) and their z,Z are related to our &, by & = ;j}g and n = 22\'/'%.
2INote also that close to & = n = 1, we have AL conn(€,7n) ~ —;é;lﬁ. Since for two points with
coordinates = and y on H? x S2, we have Dﬁ = —8n2§(x,y), the Ward identity (5.10) implies that

(K(x)K(y)) contains a delta function contribution proportional to %6(95, y). Here §(x,y) is the delta
function on H? x S? normalized so that it integrates to 1 over the entire space. This delta function contribution
can be interpreted as a non-vanishing one-point function in a scheme where the (K (z)K (y)) correlator does
not contain a delta function (see Section 4.1 for related discussions).
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The right hand side of Eq. (6.5) at leading order is therefore

—167* /100 d¢ /_11 dn AL comn = — = df/ log (¢ + VE —1) =&/ -1

(&~ 77)(52 —1)3/2 (7.14)
_ \/_,

which is in perfect agreement with the localization result in (7.9). This agreement is a

consistency check of our result in (7.9) that can also be viewed as a precision test of the
AdS/CFT duality for N'=4 SYM theory with a defect.

8 Conclusion

In this work, we have investigated properties of correlation functions of local operators in
the flavor current multiplet, in the presence of a half-BPS superconformal line defect, in
general 4d N = 2 SCFTs. In particular, we have seen that by working in the conformal
frame of AdS, x S? (and H? x S? after Wick rotation), which is related to the more familiar
setup of a straight line defect in flat spacetime by a Weyl transformation, the analysis of
the superconformal Ward identities for the residual osp(4*|2) superconformal symmetry is
significantly simplified. The resulting identities among the two-point functions of primary
operators in the multiplet are given by familiar differential operators on AdS, x S%. By
comparing with the supersymmetric mass deformation of the Euclidean SCFT on S* with a
circular defect, where the deformation corresponds to certain integrated insertions of scalar
operators in the current multiplet, we derive a simple formula for the two mass derivative of
the deformed defect expectation value as an integral of the two-point function of the current
multiplet superconformal primary with a trivial integration measure. Our results are further
supported by nontrivial consistency checks by analyzing the stress tensor conformal block
contribution which applies to all such defect observables, and also by comparing with known
results for the specific case of fundamental Wilson line in the N' = 4 super-Yang-Mills
theory at large N. Our results pave the way for future studies of such line defects and their
generalizations.

A main advantage of the integral constraint on the current multiplet two-point function
is that it supplies nontrivial coupling-dependent dynamical input to the bootstrap studies
and packages defect OPE data in an integrated correlator that is often accessible by exact
methods such as supersymmetric localization. In particular, for the half-BPS Wilson-t Hooft

lines in the N = 4 super-Yang-Mills theory, this integrated correlator has been analyzed in
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detail in [35] in the so-called “very strong coupling” large N limit [20] where the complexified
Yang-Mills coupling 7 is held fixed. This limit contains much more information about the
SCFT (and the defect) than the usual 't Hooft limit at a given order. In particular, one of the
main properties of the A = 4 SYM theory, namely its SL(2, Z) duality structure, is visible in
this very strong coupling limit, thanks to an exact summation over infinitely many instanton
contributions [21,35,66-69]. In this context, the present work advances the program outlined
in [35] by explicitly relating this integrated correlator to the un-integrated two-point function
of the superconformal primary in the A" = 2 current multiplet, which completes into the
N = 4 stress tensor multiplet due to the enhanced superconformal symmetry. The next step,
as described in [35], is to combine this analysis with analytic bootstrap tools, such as the
defect Mellin amplitudes introduced in [70] and recently studied in [71], as well as numerical
methods, such as a generalization of the method of determinants in [72]. As explained
in [35], the former approach, given the previous success in a similar program carried out
for the four-point functions of the stress tensor multiplet (see for instance [20,21]), seems
likely to produce the exact stress-tensor two-point function with the half-BPS fundamental
Wilson-"t Hooft line defect at least to the first few orders in the 1/N expansion at very strong
coupling. Via AdS/CFT, such line defects correspond to extended (p,q) strings in the 1IB
string theory, and the stress tensor two-point function translates into scattering amplitudes
of closed string modes reflected off a long string. Consequently, the defect Mellin amplitude
that represents the two-point function in the N'= 4 SYM theory determines this reflection
amplitude in type IIB string theory on AdSs; x S°, with D-instanton effects fully taken into
account. Moreover, by taking an appropriate flat space limit, this will produce the first
derivation of such an amplitude beyond tree level in the IIB string theory on flat space,
and it will shed light on the cancellation of IR divergences between related string theory
amplitudes [73,74].

Another interesting generalization of this work is to analyze similar integral constraints
on correlators with other superconformal defects. Already in N' = 4 SYM, there is a large
zoo of interesting half-BPS superconformal defects, including the Gukov-Witten surface de-
fects [75] as well as interfaces and boundaries [76]. Such defects also exist in more general
N =2 SCFTs (see, e.g., [40]) and we expect much of our analysis will go through for the
current multiplet two-point function with the defect. It would be interesting to carry out the
determination of relevant localization constraints by analyzing the different matrix models
that arise from the defect insertions [39,77-89]. In particular, we expect to see emergent re-

lations between two-point functions of the stress tensor in N’ = 4 SYM with certain different

40



half-BPS defects at large N. This is because such defects may arise from the same origin in
the bulk IIB string theory. For example, the D5 brane, wrapping submanifolds AdS, x S*
and AdS, x S?, corresponds to a line defect [90] and an interface [76], respectively, in the
SCFT.

Finally, we emphasize that the integral constraint we derived on the correlators of the
current multiplet is applicable to general 4d N = 2 SCFTs with continuous global sym-
metry and do not require a Lagrangian description. More concretely, for an N' = 2 SCFT
constructed from twisted compactification of a 6d N' = (2,0) SCFT on Riemann surface X
with punctures, known as the Class S construction [91,92], half-BPS line defects in the 4d
theory descend from surface defects in the 6d theory wrapping a one-cycle on ¥ [38,40]. The
AGT correspondence [93] states a precise relation between supersymmetric observables of
the SCFT on S* decorated by half-BPS line defects and a dual 2d Toda CFT on X decorated
by Verlinde line defects [38,40]. The supersymmetric mass deformation on the SCFT side
specifies insertions of local operators at the punctures of ¥ in the Toda CFT. Consequently,
the 4d integrated correlator from such a mass deformation translates to certain local OPE
data in the 2d CFT, twisted by topological line defects. It would be interesting to explore
this connection further (as well as its generalization to other types of half-BPS defects) in

order to learn about defects in 4d non-Lagrangian SCFTs.
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A  Free N =2 theories

A.1 Free massless hypermultiplet

A hypermultiplet consists of four real scalar fields that can be grouped into the complex
combinations g4, with i = 1,2, and A = 1,2, obeying the reality condition (g;4)* = ¢'* =
ee4Bq;p, and left-handed and right-handed fermions ¢ and (4, respectively. The index A

is a fundamental index for an su(2)r flavor symmetry. See Table 5.

41



field | A | Lorentz rep | su(2)g irrep | u(1)g charge | su(2)p irrep
gia | 1 (0,0) 2 0 2
¢t 3 (3,0) 1 -3 2
3| 03 1 > 2

Table 5: Field content of the hypermultiplet.

On a conformally flat space (in Lorentzian signature), the action for a free massless

hypermultiplet is??

1 : R . —A
S = /d4x V=g {—Ea“q”‘@uqm - quAin —2¢ I¢a| (A1)

where R is the Ricci scalar. It is invariant under the supersymmetry transformations
0g" = —iE (M + ig;CpelieBt
ot = %’iaqmﬂ —q"ni, (A.2)
0Ca = —%iaquEi — qian’

where the transformation parameters must obey the conformal Killing spinor equations (2.4).

A.2 Hypermultiplet coupled to a U(1) vector multiplet

Since the free hypermultiplet has SU(2)p flavor symmetry, in order to couple it to a U(1)
vector multiplet we should identify a U(1) subgroup of SU(2)r. This can be done by iden-
tifying an anti-hermitian generator T4? of su(2)r (obeying (T42)* = —T5*),% such that

under infinitesimal U(1) gauge transformations, the fields of the vector multiplet and of the

22This action can be obtained from (3.163) of [46] after setting all conformal supergravity fields to zero

except for the metric and spin connection, and setting all vector multiplet fields to zero as well. The fields
S 3 4 1 2

iA PA _ A X iA iA _ 1 (W +q g —¢q
q** are the same as A** = f*“x¢* in [46]. We choose the f** x such that ¢** = 7 (iql b —ig+ q4>'
The dilatation Killing vector is k;)D( = ¢, and we take gxy = dxy and dip = (5§. See also footnote 25
of [48].

2The su(2)p indices can be raised and lowered with the e symbol using the NW-SE convention. Note
that (T4P)* = T4 and (Tap)* = TA4B.
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hypermultiplet transform as

A, =00, 50 =80 = 6X = 6X = 6V, = 0,
6q'" = 0Tp"q"? 5qia = —0TA qip (A.3)
8¢t =0T ", 6Ca = —0T4" (5.

If we want the hypermultiplet to have unit charge under the U(1) symmetry, we should take

the eigenvalues of T4? to be =i, for instance by choosing Tx? = (i) 4%.

The gauged hypermultiplet action is?*

12
—A R . — . . H—A
+ 22X PTup +2X (T8 — 2T48 4, 5C 0 + 2iTapq" B Q; (A.4)

1 : R . —A .
S = /d4x V=g [—QD“QZAD;L%A — —q""qia — 2C PCa + qaT*PYq;p

+2|X TBATAquBQiC} ,
where the covariant derivatives are now
, ) . 1
D¢ = 0,4 — A qPTp", D¢t = 0,0" + Zwuab%bCA — A, CPTpt . (A.5)

In the presence of the vector multiplet, the supersymmetry transformation rules for the

hypermultiplet are modified to
gt = —ie' ¢4 + iE;Cpe’'eP A,
Lo N i i
5¢H = §qu Ae +iXTpq Peijel —q i) (A.6)
L i ij i
0Ca = —§UDQ¢A€ —iXTu"qipee; — qian’ .
A.3 Massive hypermultiplet in flat space and on the round S*

Let us now treat the vector multiplet in the previous subsection as a background. From

comparing the linear terms in the vector multiplet fields with (2.11), one can identify the

24The coupling to the vector multiplet can also be read off from (3.163) of [46]. In addition to the
conventions in Footnote 22, we take the u(1) isometry Killing vector to be k% = Tp?¢'BfX;4 and the
associated triplet of moment maps P = %inﬁ-j TABq]- B. The latter equation can also be written as P;; =
inTAquB. Comparing to (A.7) below, we see that the moment map P;; is nothing but the J;; operator.
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free field representation for the flavor current multiplet operators®

G = 0,0ia T q"? — iaTp?0,q"" + CuvuCPTp™ — . CBTA”,
Jy=aaTBqn, K =-20"CPTap, K =—-20,(T"%, (A7)

¢ = —2iTapg®¢*t, & =2iT"qp(p.

Note that these expressions should be used for computing correlation functions using Wick
contractions only at separated points. See Section 4.1.
As discussed above (2.12), on R one can give the hypermultiplet a supersymmetry

preserving mass by setting X =m/2 and X = m/2, in which case (A.4) becomes

1 . _ _ _
Shat = /d49€ {—Ea”qZAaM%A - QCAlpCA + mQACBTAB +mC (T

T Ta % Pgic |

3

where the linear terms in (m, m) reproduce (2.12). (In order to avoid clutter, we suppressed
the subscripts “flat” when writing (A.8).)

On a round S*, the vector multiplet fields should take the expectation values in (2.15)
and (4.11) in order to produce the massive supersymmetric hypermultiplet. After going to
Euclidean signature and using R = 12/r? for a round S* of radius 7, (A.4) becomes
i "

2r

B

1., . 1, —A ,
Ssphere = /d4$ Vg {58“61 A40,qia + 24 Agia +2C D¢ Fi(r)" —qiaT*Pq;

. o 2 | (A.9)

—me (P Tap = me" T = =T " Ta % Pgic|
Again, the linear terms in (m,m) reproduce (2.19). (As above, we suppressed the subscripts
“sphere” when writing (A.9).)

These formulas become more transparent if we use the notation

. =A
ZA=qua, (Za) =7 =e*Bqyp, (A.10)

and we choose, for instance, T4? = (ioy)4?, so that TA8 = Typ = —045. With these

25 A minus sign typo in the formula for &; in (3.46) of [48] is corrected here.
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choices, the scalar operators in the flavor current multiplet become

2 2 2
—A—A -2 —1
Jll = — E ZAZAa J22:— E Z Z s J12: E (Z].Z _ZQZ )7
At A=1 A=l (A.11)

—A — —
=23 ¢t K=2) (i
A=1 1
The massive hypermultiplet action in flat space with this notation is
2 A A
St = /d% > {— 10,2417 = 20" IDCs — ml ¢ —WC4Ca — [m[* | 247, (A.12)
A=1

and on S* it is

2
_ 2 _ _
Siphere = / N {aMZAaMZA + ﬁZAZA 120 ey
A=1 (A.13)

—+ me*mZACA + meWZACA + Z% (ZAZA =+ 7A7A> + WQZAZA] .

A.4 Free N =2 Abelian vector multiplet

For a dynamical Abelian vector multiplet, the Maxwell action on a conformally flat space

is26

S = d'z /=g { SF, P - 200X 0,X — = |X| LYY QD] . (A14)
gYM

This action is invariant under the superconformal transformation rules (2.10) provided that

the conformal Killing spinor equations (2.4) are satisfied. We can of course rescale the scalar

and fermionic fields in order to obtain an action with canonically normalized kinetic terms,

but in that case gyn would appear in the transformation rules, and we prefer to not do that.

From (A.14), one can immediately obtain the action in flat space by setting R = 0 or on S*

by setting R = 12/r? and flipping the signs of all the terms.

26This action can be read off from (20.89) of [45] with the prepotential F(X) = iX?/(2¢%) with all
supergravity fields set to zero except for the metric and spin connection. Then N = 2|X|* /¢2,,.
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A.5 N =4 Maxwell theory

Lastly, we can put together the ingredients mentioned above and write down the N = 4
Maxwell theory. The conformal A/ = 4 theory on R'? can be obtained by adding together
(A.12) with m =m = 0 and (A.14):

SN=t = / dir {—iFuyFﬂV — 20"X0,X + Y, Y7 — Q' PO
) (A.15)
— —A
+3° [—8“ZA6MZA — 9 m} .
A=1

The supersymmetric mass-deformed N = 4 theory on S* is obtained by adding together
(A.14) and (A.13):

S rete = / d4x\/_ { E, F" +20"X0,X +3 |X| — Y, Y+ QDO
— 2 — g— o
n Z [8“ZA8MZA v ﬁZAZA + 2 PCa + me T A + met?T ,Ca (A.16)
A=1

Fis (ZAZA 177 ) n mQEAZA} .

B Evaluation of Dj

To evaluate (4.27), let us make the choice X = (0, 1;52, 1;52) and parameterize X, as
7y 1—T2—22 1472422
Xy = (B, =32, —52). Thus,
1 + Cz dTQ dZQ 22’2 =a 2€22 =a
Da - 2 2 | 2 2 | 2 4 2 : (B.1)
2¢ 25 1425475 2425+ 15

For the cases of interest A = 2,3 the integrals can be done in closed form, producing

D, <1+C2) _ _87T€,21—§2+(1+§2)10g<

2 1—¢?)3 ’
D = —4r
() =G
Note the general relation —X - X, = ¢ = . Then (4.28) follows by a change of variable

from ( to &.
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C Additional steps in the Ward identity computation
Plugging (3.19) into (5.4), we obtain

—/

(@ =B )" (02 + 382) = (@ — Byr)r"(a! +758") (C.1)

Using (3.9) to solve a! = e="1%ay, 81 = e74%3,, and similarly for the primed quantities,
(C.1) reduces to

— a — a o a ! a
as {7, 7 Yan + @ {7%, 7"’} — Bo {7 v Yae — Bo{7°,v*** B = 0. (C.2)

Giving values to a = 0,1, 2, 3, one obtains the equation (5.8) quoted in the main text.

The simplification of (5.7) proceeds as follows. Using (3.19), this expression becomes

(@ — B ys) (@ +sB") B(x) + (@ — Byys) (el + 738) Cla)

= -0 [520/2 + 2(@27ay — Bavatts) — Baly(—t* + |f|2)A<x> (C.3)
7l ,

which, after applying (3.9) to the LHS, can be written as

. 6—2“9(_@2@/2 + BQﬁé + 52,}/35§ _ 3273049 B(f)

+ (@0t — 3255 + 527355 - 3273a/2) C(x) (C.4)
_ [520/2 + xa(afyaﬂé - BQ’YaOéé) - BZﬁé(_tQ + |f|2)A<$)
|Z| '

By combing the above with (5.8), we then obtain (5.9).

D Ward identity checks

D.1 Free massless hypermultiplet check

The first check of the Ward identities (5.10) we provide is for a free massless hypermultiplet
in the absence of the defect. Let us start with the flat space action in (A.12) withm =m = 0.
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The propagators for the scalars (Z A,EA) and fermions (C4,¢4) are

(ZA@Z° () = =t
(@) = —%amwﬁ - Lﬁ(‘—{)yfffa (D.1)
(@) =~ 50— Fad = g kel

To check that these equations are consistent with supersymmetry, we can start with the

supersymmetry variations (A.2), which in this notation read

5ZA = igch + iEQCB6BA,

07" = —iel¢A — iey(peP,
_ _ D.2
¢t = %i(‘?ZAﬁ — 9P Zpes) — (ZATH — e Zpm) (D2
1 — _
5@:4 = —52 <aZA€1 + aZBEBA€2> — (ZAle + ZB€BA772) .
Then, taking (e;, €') to be constant and n; = n° = 0, we find
Sa@)Z () = —L(DZa(@)e 20 () — ilCa ()T (9)e! D3
(Ca(@)Z"(y)) = —5{0Za(2)e 2 (y)) — i{Ca(2)C (y)e) - (D.3)

This equation indeed vanishes upon using (D.1), thus verifying the relative normalization of
the scalar and fermion propagators in (D.1).
Using (D.1) and the expressions for J;;, K, K in (A.7), we then perform the required

Wick contractions to determine the two-point functions

(@) Joa)) = (Za(2) Za(2)Z" (0) 2" (1) !

—A —
(K(2)K(y)) = 4 ()M @) (v)CBY) = =75 - (D-4)
(K(2)K(y)) = (K(2)K(y)) = 0.
From these expressions, the definitions of the functions A, B, B, and C in (3.12), and the
definitions of the £ and 7 invariants in (3.5), we conclude that, at separated points,*”

Y 1 B 1
16T (¢ —n)?] CAmi(E—n)3’

27 As per the comment below (A.7), we expect a match only at separated points.

B=B=0, C (D.5)
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These expressions are indeed consistent with the Ward identities (5.10)—(5.11). Therefore,

this calculation provides a consistency check on (5.10)—(5.11).

D.2 Stress tensor superconformal block check

Let us now perform another check of the superconformal Ward identities in (5.10)—(5.11) by
focusing on the contribution of the stress tensor multiplet to the two-point functions involving
Jij, K, and K. The point is that a pair of correlators related by a superconformal Ward
identity will satisfy the same identity after being projected onto a particular superconformal
multiplet because the projection commutes with the supercharges.

The contribution of the stress tensor multiplet to the two-point function of two scalars in
the current multiplet can be packaged into a superconformal block, which can be written as
a finite sum of conformal blocks. The only conformal primaries in the stress tensor multiplet
that can contribute are the scalar at the bottom of the multiplet and the stress tensor,
whose quantum numbers are summarized in Table 6. This is because only operators with

¢ ¢

spin (5,3), appear in the OPE of two scalars, and only operators with even ¢ can have

non-zero one-point functions in the presence of a line defect.

operator ‘ A ‘ Lorentz rep ‘ su(2)p irrep ‘ u(1)g charge

Mo |2 (0,0) 1 0
T, |4 (1,1) 1 0

Table 6: For the check of the Ward identities, the relevant conformal primaries in the stress tensor
multiplet are the scalar M at the bottom of the multiplet and the stress tensor T}, .

The two-point function of scalars of equal dimension A, in the presence of a line defect
oriented along the 7 direction in R* can be decomposed into a sum of conformal blocks as

follows:

1
w Z cofa(§;n)
o

<¢1(7'1,fl)¢2(72,fz)>
(D.6)

1 o
AR ; 285 (€ — )P fae(&m).

Here, O is a primary with dimension A and spin (%, g) that appears in the OPE of ¢; and
¢2, co is a product of the ¢1¢p2O OPE coefficient and the one-point function coefficient of

O, and fay is the conformal block. The cross ratios £ and 7 are given in (4.20).

49



Applying Eq. (D.6) to Eq. (3.12), the contribution of the stress tensor multiplet to the
conformally invariant functions A, B, B, C appearing in the J;;, K, and K two-point

functions takes the following form

A% ) = (€ = n) 2 arfao(&,m) + asfas(€,m)]
B(&,m) = (& =) [brfon (&) + bafaa(&m)] (D7)
B (€)= (€ =) [Puhao(&m) + bafan(€m)]
C¥(&m) = (€ =) erfa0(&m) + cafan(€m)]

for some coefficients a;, b;, b;, and ¢;. We note that T,, and M do not appear in the K K and
K K OPEs because of the u(1) g symmetry, which means b; = by = by = by =0. By contrast,
the stress tensor should appear in the K X OPE and have a non-zero one-point function with
the line defect (if not topological), so at a minimum we expect ay # 0. Consequently, the

Ward identities in (5.10)—(5.11) projected onto the stress tensor multiplet imply

SO AT (Em) =0, JO(E+nATEn) =T e, (D

Checking whether these equations have a consistent solution with ay # 0 provides a fairly
stringent check of the Ward identities we have derived in the main text.

The last ingredient we need to perform this check are explicit expressions for the con-
formal blocks. The conformal blocks of two local scalars with a line defect were studied
in [12,94] and an explicit formula for the blocks as series expansions in the distance between
the two local operators was derived in [95,96] (see also appendix A of [42]). We find it
convenient to expand the blocks in powers of € = ¢ — 1 and 77 = 1 — ), which are (one half

of the square of) the chordal distances on H? and S? respectively. Up to an unimportant
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normalization, the first six terms of the two conformal blocks we need are:?®

2

Fool€7) = (E+7) + (7€) + i@m)(s? — 980+ 3) + s (7 — €T + 20+ 5)

1 73 4
+ g€t 7)(35€" — 2087 + 18€'7* — 2067° + 3577")

4 22—176(—2 — ) (63€" + 288’7 + HSE T2 + 28E7° + 637%) +
Fiol@ ) =~ — L€+ EE 587+ 37) + o5 (5T — 427 + 47°C — 57"

462(£ +7)(356 — 656 7 + T2 — 65E° + 357")

_6 _2 p—
_ 1 _ 198%4 5 —6)
4804 ( 36 _ 5687 + 1967 — 1967 + 56ET° — 637
£+

7)(2318° — 44187 + 525€ 7% — 5506 7° + 525 7 — 441E7° + 2317°) +
(D.9)

16016(

One can readily check that these obey the Casimir equation

Clau(&n) = CA,ZfA,é(§777)7 (D.10)

where ca o = A(A —4) + £(¢ + 2) and the Casimir operator in differential form is®’
2 0° 2 0° 2 2y O
=2(1- 1— 2(1 — 1— 4(1 — 1—
C=201= &l =gz + 21 = —n)g5 + 4l =)0 - )57

9
+2(§—2n+ 7725)8—77

(D.11)

)
+2(n—2§+n€) o€

Given (D.9), we can check that

O((E=n)"fool&n) =0 (& —n) " faz(&n) =0, (D.12)

up to the order that we have expanded the conformal blocks, which is consistent with the
first identity in (D.8). Furthermore, substituting (D.9) into the second equation in (D.8),
we see that the second identity is satisfied up to the first six orders in the series expansion

if we set a; = —%ag, c1 =0, cog = 6as.

280ne can get Eq. (D.9) from (A.1) of [42] if we map our conformal cross ratios &, to their cross ratios

z,Z using £ = ;*Z , M= ;ji We can also expand the conformal blocks to higher orders if desired.

298ee Eq. (4.12) of [12], with &nere = 2(€ — 1), €OS Dihere = 0.
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