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ABSTRACT: In this paper, we construct the beta function in the functorial formulation
of two-dimensional quantum field theories (FQFT). A key feature of this approach is the
absence of ultraviolet divergences. We show that, nevertheless, in the FQFT perturbation
theory, the local observables of deformed theories acquire logarithmic dimension, leading to
a conformal anomaly. The beta function arises in the functorial approach as an infinitesimal
transformation of the partition function under the variation of the metric’s conformal factor,
without ultraviolet divergences, UV cutoff, or the traditional renormalization procedure.
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1 Introduction

There are three levels of understanding of quantum field theories and local observables in
them. The first level is Feynman’s formulation of QFT: the functional integral and its
renormalization. The second level is the algebraic approach. There, the first conceptual
change occurs; namely, in this approach fields are not fundamental objects. Finally, the
third level is the functorial quantum field theory. In this approach, we abandon the primary
notion of a local observable at all and consider observables as derived objects.

In this section, we give a brief overview of each of these approaches to emphasize the
key differences arising on the way from the first formulation to the third. Of course, there
are many other attempts to answer the question of what quantum field theory is. Many of
them are discussed in [1].

1.1 First Level: Feynman’s Approach to QFT

The first level of understanding is the description of quantum field theory via the functional
integral. In this setting, the key concept is the fundamental fields (and the linear structures
on them). Fundamental fields are global sections I'(F, X) of a vector bundle £ — X
over spacetime X. We will demonstrate the Feynman approach with an example where
the fundamental fields are just functions on spacetime X (scalar field theory). We will
denote the space of fields by Func(X).! Furthermore, for simplicity, we assume that the
spacetime manifold X is just flat Euclidean space R™. Local observables are functionals
Fp(z),00(x),0%¢(x), ...] of the fundamental fields, polynomial in their derivatives. In the
following, for brevity, we omit the dependence on higher derivatives of the fundamental
fields ¢. The correlation function of local observables is given by

(01(21) ... Op () )i = / Dpe % (F[p(x1)] - ... Fulo(za)]) »  (1.1)
¢ € Func(R"™)

where Sy[¢] is the classical action of the theory, depending on the fundamental fields ¢ and
the set of coupling constants g.

However, trying to interpret this formula literally leads to infinities (ultraviolet diver-
gences). Therefore, it requires clarification, namely, the introduction of a renormalization
procedure. In one version of the renormalization prescription. It means that the integration
space and all parameters should be replaced by regularized ones:

d"p

Func(R") = Funen(®") = {o(a) = [ Zhoreoip) |

g—=g(N),  Fild(zr),08(zr), ] = FV[0(xr), 06 (xp), ...] -

Then the dependence of all these objects on A is chosen such that there exists the limit

(1.2)

_ o)
lim Do i (FV ()] .. FV[6(n)]) - (1.3)
A—00 J 4 € Funcy (R™)

"We do not want to discuss in detail the integration domain in the functional integral approach, since
this is a complicated issue even for scalar field theory. Therefore, we will use the universal notation Func(-).



Feynman

Ren.
In conformal theories the renormalized correlation functions satisfy the following rela-

The value of this limit is called the renormalized correlator (...)

tions:

O\ (Oa; (A 21) ... Og,, (X - l’n))ﬂiﬁnman ‘)\:1

Y 14
= Z'ng (Ogy (21) ... Op(xg) ... Oy, (xn)>g€;}r’ll.lman ' (1.4)
k=1

The linear operator D defined by equation (1.4) is called the dilatation generator.
Let us consider the simple example of a two-dimensional CFT, namely the free boson:

S[g] :/R2 dp A xdg. (1.5)

In this theory, we consider the local observable O, given by Fy[é(z)] = €. There is
the well-known relation:

Feynman Slgl+ag()—iagty) ., €N
(Ou(0)0-alw)iiy™ = | Dse D 1)
¢ € Funcy (R?) |z =y
o2
It immediately follows that M [@(x)] = A~ 2 F,[¢(x)]. Then we obtain
1
Oa(®)O—a())pon ™" ~ 1z - 1.7
< JRen |z — yl|o® (.7
This correlator indeed satisfies the relation (1.4):

(OulX- 2)O—alA- YRS = A= (O, (@)0_a(y)) RS (19)

However, not all known quantum field theories have the Feynman formulation. For
example, various lattice models in their critical points are quantum field theories without
Lagrangian (functional integral) description.

1.2 Second Level: Algebraic QFT

It turns out that the notion of quantum field theory can be extended beyond the Feynman
level. This extension is called algebraic quantum field theory [2, 3], and in the case of two-
dimensional conformal algebraic theories, it is realized through BPZ axioms [4]. In this
approach, we start with the vector space O of local observables O, with a distinguished
observable called the stress-energy tensor 7. Then we consider the configuration spaces
Xn, which are constructed from spacetime X as X™\Diagonal(X™). For simplicity, we will
consider R? as the spacetime X. The key difference from the Feynman approach is that we
abandon the concept of a fundamental field. The fundamental objects are the correlation
functions of the local observables, defined as linear maps:

(VBPZ . 0% — Fune(X,,). (1.9)

In particular, the operator D is defined on the primary observables as follows:

be
(T(x) Ou(y))""* = z _ay|2 - (Op(y))P"% + less singular terms in |z — y| . (1.10)




Just as in the Feynman’s approach one can study deformation theory in the BPZ
approach. Namely, one can deform the operation <>BPZ by the set of a local observables
{Op} in the first order as follows

(Oay (1) ---Oa,, (zn))it” = {Oay (21) ---0a,, () P77 +

#9" [ (Ous 1) 00, () 0L ™7 (1

Here we again encounter UV divergences arising from the singular behavior of the integrand.
Once again, we need a regularization prescription. For example, consider n = 1:

(&
Cab

(Ou(z) Op(y)) "% ~ EEE

(O x—y. (1.12)
In this approach, the regularization prescription involves replacing the initial configuration
space (R?)*™\Diagonal((R?)*") with the regularized one:

X = (R?)*™ Tub, (Diagonal((R?)*™)) (1.13)

where Tub, denotes the tubular neighborhood. In this case the integration (1.11) will be
replace by the integration over the plane R? with the disk D,(x) cut out:

/R?\D ( )dy (Oa(z) Op(y))PP% ~ r278 . < . (O(y))BP? (1.14)

where 70 should be understood as log(r). Then the UV divergence can be removed by
redefining the space of local observables of the deformed theory, namely:

Oy = 0N =0, — 12 . g".C5 - 0.. (1.15)

For such a renormalized local observable, the operation ()dB(f;Z is well defined.

Note that in this approach, the deformation also requires a regularization prescription.
When trying to construct a higher-order deformation, we will have to perform integration
over a regularized configuration space (1.13). However, integration will no longer be re-
duced to integration over a simple domain such as R\ D,(z). In practice it might prove
difficult to determine the correct region of integration [5].

1.3 Third Level: Functorial QFT

Finally, we have reached the third level, namely the functorial QFT. This approach studies
QFTs on compact spaces X with boundary X = I'. This approach was first formulated
by Segal in [6]. To physicists the key idea of Segal’s formulation is known as the cutting
and gluing properties of partition functions.

If the theory has a Feynman formulation, the partition function is defined as the
functional on the boundary conditions space. Then for ¢ € Func(I') we have

()x W] = Dee 9. (1.16)

¢ € Func(X): ¢|r=¢



In the Feynman approach, this functional has the well-known gluing property. Cut the
spacetime X along the curve I'. We obtain two manifolds X; and X9 with the additional
boundary components I'. Then there is the identity

/ DY )y, 18] O, [8] = O - (1.17)
9 € Func(T")

In the functorial approach, we abandon the functional integral and consider the gluing
property of partition functions as an axiom. In d = 1 (functorial quantum mechanics), this
axiom is nothing but the Dirac evolution [7]. This example is also discussed in appendix B.

In contrast to the BPZ axiomatics, in the functorial approach local observables are
not fundamental but derived objects. In section 2.2 we will explain the notion of local
observable in the functorial approach in detail.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we formulate the axioms of functorial
field theory. There, we define local observables in this approach and discuss their most
important properties. In section 3 we construct perturbation theory and discuss a deep
analogy between the renormalization procedure in quantum field theory and the transport
of tangent vectors on a manifold. In section 4 we study marginal deformations of two-
dimensional conformal theories. We show that local observables in the deformed theory
acquire a logarithmic dimension. Then we compute the anomalous dependence of the
second-order partition function on the conformal factor of the metric.

2 Review of Functorial QFT

2.1 Axioms of Functorial QFT

The main object in the functorial approach to QFT is the partition function on a manifold
with boundary. In this paper, we study two-dimensional theories, but the functorial formu-
lation holds for theories in spacetime of any dimension [8]. In appendix B, we consider an il-
lustrative one-dimensional example, namely the functorial formulation of quantum mechan-
ics. The partition function is defined axiomatically as follows: consider a Riemannian sur-
face X with metric tensor h and a multicomponent boundary X =T U...1UT,. A surface
with a fixed metric tensor A is denoted by Xj,. We associate a Hilbert space Hr, of boundary
conditions with each component I'y, of the boundary 0.X. We will assume that the spaces
‘Hr, are metric independent and all are canonically isomorphic to each other.? The parti-
tion function () y is an element of the tensor product Hr, ®...@Hr, @ Func (Metricsx ) that
satisfies the cutting and product axioms. The product axiom states that if X = X U Xo,
then ()y = ()x, ® O,

Let us formulate the cutting axiom. Let I' be a closed one-dimensional submanifold of
Xp. Then we cut the surface X3 along I' into two pieces: X 5, and X p,, where h; = hlx,.
We will denote the surface X}, cut along I' into pieces X1 5, and X» p,, by X}; = Xy p, UXop,.
The manifolds X 5, and Xs p, have the common boundary component I'. We denote the

2Moreover, we will identify the space H and the dual space H* without further notice.



pairing in the space Hr by ()Hr Then the cutting axiom requires that for any cutting
contour I', the following relation holds:

(O, ®0xsy )y = O 1)

Thus, if, for example, V, U are Hilbert spaces with scalar products (-, )y and (-, )y, then
forv@ue VU and w € V we define (v ®@ u®@w)y as (v,w)y -u € U.

Philosophically, one should look at equation (2.1) as an infinite system of quadratic
equations that define the manifold of quantum field theories. In the one-dimensional case
this system can be solved explicitly; see the appendix B.1.

In two dimensions, the metric is completely determined by the complex structure on
the surface X and the Weyl factor. Theories in which partition functions depend only on
the complex structure but do not depend on the Weyl factor are called conformal [9]. The
space of boundary conditions in two-dimensional conformal theory are representations of
the local conformal transformations algebra, also known as the Virasoro algebra. In this
paper, we will be interested in the phenomena of conformal anomaly in perturbed theories.
We will assume that the initial conformal theory has a zero central charge (to avoid a non-
perturbative contribution to the conformal anomaly), but we expect that our approach can
be generalized to the case of a non-zero central charge.

Any compact manifold can be glued together from multiple disks with holes. Due to
this fact, as well as local conformal symmetry and the cutting axiom, we can always assume
that the spacetime manifold X is a flat disk with a finite number of holes (see figure 1).

(a) (b)

Figure 1. The yellow disk with holes X shown in (a) is cut along the dotted line T, resulting in a
disjoint union of the blue disk X; with a new hole and the red disk X3, shown in (b).

Considering figure 1, the cutting axiom states that the partition function on the yellow
disk X must coincide with the contraction of the partition functions on the blue disk X3
and the red one Xy over the Hilbert space Hr of their common dotted boundary I'.

Thus, in the constructed axiomatics, partition functions are considered as objects
depending on the surface, its geometric data (metric), and boundary conditions. The



axioms above were first formulated by Segal [6]. From a mathematical point of view, these
axioms mean that a partition function, as an object that takes as input a surface with a
metric and provides as output an element of some vector space, realizes a functor from the
category of geometrically enriched cobordisms to the category of vector spaces [10]. That
is why we call this formulation functorial quantum field theory (FQFT). If we discard the
geometric data, we obtain the well-known Atiyah axioms for topological QFT [11].

2.2 Local Observables in Functorial QFT

In this section, we define local observables and their correlation functions. The key ob-
servation is that in FQFT they are not fundamental objects but arise as derived objects.
Consider again the disk with holes X from which we cut out a disk of radius r centered
at point p € X, such that it is entirely contained in X.?> We will denote such a disk by
D, (p). The surface X\D, (p) has an additional boundary component I' = 9D, (p). Con-
sider the family of vectors v, € Hgp, (), depending on r. We will call a family v, good if
the following limit exists:

lim { (( )x\Dy(p) ® UT)HBDT@ } : (22)

We will call a good family v, a null family if the limit (2.2) is zero.

It is clear that because of the linearity of this definition in the family v,, the right-
hand side of the equation does not change if we add a null family to v,. We will consider
two good families to be equivalent if they differ by adding a null family. Therefore, the
right-hand side of (2.2) depends only on O, = [v,]_ - an equivalence class of the family
vr. The space of local observables {O,} at point p is defined as the quotient space of good
families over null families.

For good families, we define the correlator (O,(p)) y of the local observable O, at the
point p € X as the value of the limit (2.2). Since local observables are implemented by the
representatives of good families equivalence classes, we will often identify good families v,
with local observables O,,.

Local observables depend on the theory partition function, and we will see in the
following sections that the key question is how the space of observables transforms under
small deformations of the theory.

It is clear that we can sequentially put several local observables on the surface X. Thus,
we define the correlation function of several local observables (O1(p1) O2(p2) ... On(pn)) x
as the result of sequentially cutting disks at points p1,po, ..., pn and inserting there good
families v1 ., V2, ..., Un corresponding to local observables O1, Oa, ..., Oy, respectively. In
the next section, we will study the behavior of such correlators when two observables
collide.

Now, we formulate some important properties of local observables in FQFT.

30n an arbitrary Riemannian surface X}, this definition is naturally modified: we need to cut a disk of
radius r in the sense of the metric h.



e Let X be cut along I such that X' = X; U X, and v, is a good family for the
partition function () x,\p (- Then v, is a good family also for () x\ p ), and

(Ou(p)) x = (<>X1 ® <Ov(p)>X2)HF . (2.3)

In fact, for the surface X cut along I', we cut a disk of a small radius r around the
point p, so that it is contained entirely in the component X5. Then the identity holds:

Oxvone) = (O @ Oxavo) (2.4)

Hr

If there exists the limit

Oy, =l { (Oxamim o), |- (25)

r—0

then there exists also the limit

OulP))x = iy {<< Jx\D, ) © UT’) HaDr(p)} 7 (26)

r—0

and the identity (2.3) holds. We will often use this property in the cases where X»
is a disk centered at the point p, i.e., X1 = X\Dg(p), X2 = Dgr(p) and I' = 0Dg(p).

e Consider the correlation function (O, (0)), of a local observable O, inserted into the
center p = 0 of the disk D, and another partition function () Dr for R > r. Then,
the correlation function (O,(0))p € Hap, is a good family for partition function
()pp\p, on the annulus Dp\D; and (Oy(0))p, is equivalent to v, as a good family:

ti { (Vopo, @ ©u005,), b=t {(Dop,@u), .o @D

In fact, according to the previous property, there is the identity

(s, = (O pip, © (00 p, ) (2:8)

Hob,

Therefore, the limit on the left side of equation (2.7) exists. The limit on the right-
hand side of (2.7) exists under the assumption that v, is a good family corresponding
to the observable O,. By definition, it is equal to (Oy(0))p .-

e The space of local observable in conformal theory have an important family of au-
tomorphisms related to scale transformations. Consider A > 1 and the partition
function <>Dm\DT-' We define the family of operators Dily : Hysp, — Hap,.,, param-
eterized by A, as follows. Let v € Hgp, , then

Dilyw = (< )by \D, ® v) € Hop, .- (2.9)

Hobp,

At the beginning of the previous section, we assumed that all boundary condition
spaces are isomorphic to each other, in particular Hsp, . ~ Hop,. So Dily is just an
endomorphism of the space Hop,..



Now, if the theory has conformal symmetry, then the partition function () Dy \D
does not depend on 7. This is because Dg\ D, is conformally equivalent to a cylinder
with length log(R/r), which is the only geometric datum for the cylinder. In this case,
Dily does not depend on r and defines a A-parametrized family of automorphisms of
the space of local observables.*

We will call the local observable O, conformal with scale dimension A if

Dily (Ov)p, = A2 - (Ou) (2.10)

™

Usually in the space of local observables of a CFT there exists a basis of conformal ob-
servables. This means that the dilatation generator D = —0,Dily |y~ is a diagonalizable

> However, there are known examples of so-called logarithmic conformal field

operator.
theories [12], in which the dilatation generator D has a Jordan normal form.

It can be shown that in two-dimensional conformal theories the generator D factorizes
into holomorphic and antiholomorphic terms. So, there are two dimensions defined: holo-
morphic A and antiholomorphic h, so that A = h + h. The difference S = h — h is called
spin.

For our further purposes, we will need the notion of primary observables. We will call
a conformal observable O, without spin a primary observable if its correlation function
(Oy(p)) x on the surface X without boundary transforms as a density under the action of

diffeomorphisms.

2.3 Operator Product Expansion

In this section, we discuss the idea of how a new observable can be obtained from two known
local observables. Consider the correlation function (Oa(q)Op(0)) p,of local observables v,
and vy, on a disk D, C D, where /g -q = r/2. In the previous section, we observed that
if the local observable O, was absent, the resulting correlator would be a good family for
the partition function (), . However, with the addition of another local observable, the
family may no longer be good:

(Opmip, @ Oal@ O ()p,),  ~a - (@74 (2.11)

Hop,

Nevertheless, it still defines a new local observable: as a good family, let us choose the
a,b A a,b
vector ¢®1 - (@)1 - (O, (q) Oy (0)) p,- This family defines a local observable, which must
be a linear combination of already known local observables, i.e.

A1 @2 (0a () 04 (0)) p, ~ o (0 (0) p, - (2.12)

We can now consider the following sequence as the candidate for a good family:

3 = (04 (4) 0y (0)) p. — 21" - (@) 21" - L5 (0. (0)) . - (2.13)

4This means that it maps good families into other good families, and null families into null families.
5The dimensions of local observables are eigenvalues of the operator D.



Now, notice that
~ _Aab L _Aab
(ODﬂm@WJ ~gTR (g (2.14)

Hop,
where Ag’b < Acf’b. Thus, we obtain a family leading to a new local observable:
a,b CUAGb
(@2 B~ O3 (0 (0) p, - (2.15)

We will repeat this procedure multiple times until finally, after successive subtractions,
we obtain a good family. Thus, we obtain the following decomposition of the two-point
correlator into one-point correlators:

a,b __Aab c
(Oa (0) Oy (0))p, = g~ 21" - (@)1 - Cs (0 (0)) p, +
7Aa,b 775(1,17 2.¢
+q 22 (@)% CLE (O (0)p, + -

a

(2.16)

Historically, this decomposition was called the operator product expansion (OPE). The lo-
cal conformal symmetry allows us to refine the formulas for the OPE; see appendix A.1. An
example of OPE construction in the functorial framework is discussed in the appendix C.2.

The following is worth noting. For any theory on the surface X with metric h we can
construct the observable T" whose correlator will be given by the formula

(T(P)x, = Onp) Ox, (2.17)

where dy,(,) is the variational derivative along the metric tensor at point p. This local observ-
able is called the stress-energy tensor. The space of local observables of a conformal FQFT
together with the stress-energy tensor (2.17) satisfy the Belavin-Polyakov-Zamolodchikov
axioms [4].

Further, we will see that it is the presence of singular terms in the operator prod-
uct expansion that leads to a non-trivial change in the space of local observables under
deformation, and the OPE coefficients determine the renormalization group data.

3 Perturbation Theory in Functorial QFT

3.1 Deformation of the Partition Function

In the previous section, we have formulated the axioms defining QFT on a Riemannian
manifold X as a theory of partition functions () y satisfying the FQFT axioms. However,
it is now necessary to develop perturbation theory within the framework of these axioms.

Perturbation theory in the functorial approach is constructed using deformations. This
construction has a clear geometric interpretation, which will be discussed in the next sec-
tion. We expect that the deformational approach to perturbation theory has a serious
computational advantage, since it allows us to solve some recurrence relations that are not
clear in the traditional approach. For details, see [13].

We define the deformation of the partition function () using the local observable v,
by the formula:

08D (5,0,) = ()x +9- / iy (00 D)) (3.1)
pe

~10 -



Here, the measure dy,, is chosen in such a way that the deformation is invariant with respect
to diffeomorphisms. We give an expression for this measure in the case of a deformation
of the conformal theory by a primary spinless observable with conformal dimension A.
Choosing a holomorphic chart in which the coordinates of the point p are (z, zZ) and metric
tensor takes the form h = h.z - (dz ® dz + dz ® dz), this measure is given by

dz A dz
47i

2—A )

Sl (3.2)

dpy, =

It is easy to see that formula (3.1) really defines a partition function, that is, it satisfies
the cutting axiom (2.1) up to the terms of order g?. As usual, we cut X along T', so the
initial surface is the disjoint union of two components: X = X L X5. Then we obtain

(0% @00 @ 08" 0.00), = (0x, ® Oy, +
+g-/eX dpp ({Ou(p

D ® O 490 [ (0, @ Oy, = (33
=Ox+a- [ am (0

o [ duy Ol = 00 (9.0)
pE X2

Thus, the cutting axiom is satisfied. It is clear that one can equally well consider deforma-

tions of the initial theory by a linear combination of several local observables with different

coupling constants.

We will call the deformations by primary spinless local observables of dimension A = 2
marginal, and the corresponding local observables will be called primary marginal. A well-
known example of marginal deformations are current-current type deformations [5, 14, 15].
At first sight, they do not break conformal symmetry; i.e., the deformed partition function
also corresponds to some conformal field theory. This is due to the fact that the metric
enters the deformed theory with degree 2 — A = 0. Then, for marginal deformations, the
formula (3.1) for the QFT partition function on the Riemannian surface does not depend
on the Weyl factor.

Clearly, the double deformation also satisfies the FQFT axioms by construction. Thus,
the higher-order perturbation theory is constructed as a multiple deformation of the initial
theory by local observables. However, we need to be careful at this point.

3.2 Local Observables in the Deformed Theory

The point is that, in general, the space of local observables would change under deformation
of the theory. This circumstance is connected with the fact that the set of all quantum
field theories is defined by the system of non-linear equations (2.1), while the space of local
observables is defined by the linear condition (2.2). In fact, consider a deformed theory
with partition function ( >g?ef) (g,0,) and cut a disk of radius r centered at the point p. Let
us try to insert there the family v, from the observables space of the unperturbed theory:

(0%, (0.0 90r), = (0o +9- [ dptg (Oala)On(p)) x

g€ X\Dr(p)
(3.4)

HaDr (p)

- 11 -



However, it was shown in the section 2.2 that the integrand here has a singular behavior:

(Oula)OsP))x ~ 1o (35)
where 7,4 is the distance between the points p and ¢. If A‘f’b is large enough, this singularity
will lead to a singular behavior of the integral (3.4) at » — 0. Thus, singular behavior of
correlators leads to the fact that good families for the initial theory cease to be such for
the deformed theory.

This entire picture is similar to the geometrical problem about tangent spaces of two
close points of a manifold. Ideologically, the set of all quantum field theories can be treated
as a nonlinear object, a manifold given by the system of quadratic equations. This system
is nothing more than the cutting axiom (2.1). Then the tangent space to a given point (a
quantum field theory) of the manifold of theories can be considered as the space of local
observables of this theory. It is clear that the tangent spaces to two different points of the
surface in the general position do not coincide.

However, even though vy, is no longer a good family for the theory <>g?8f) (g9,04), we
can set the problem of finding a new good family in the form of

17(,77” =Upyrt+9- (51][,77” . (3.6)

Here, dvy, is chosen to eliminate the singular terms in r coming from the integral in (3.4).
Generally speaking, we could add more terms of the form g-u where u is any local observable
for the unperturbed theory, and this would also be a good family for the deformed theory.
This kind of freedom in the construction of a new good family is related to the choice of
connection on the manifold of quantum field theories. However, by redefining the coupling
constants, this freedom can always be eliminated.

In the next section, we calculate dvp, for one important example of the deformation
of a two-dimensional conformal field theory. In the occurrence of this correction lies the
logarithmic dimension of the observable 7, and hence the conformal anomaly.

The fact that there is a non-trivial transformation of the space of local observables as
we move along the space of quantum field theories is fundamental. This is where the reasons
for the UV divergence in the standard approach to quantum field theory are hidden. In
the standard approach, we try to use the local observable of the old theory as a perturbed
observable and run into UV divergences during the calculation of loop integrals. Then,
we invoke the renormalization procedure. In the functorial formulation, renormalization
corresponds to the transport of the tangent vector along the manifold of theories with
connection. Exactly this connection is responsible for the conformal anomaly appearance
and contains information about the renormalization group.

4 Beta Function in Two-Dimensional Theories

4.1 Marginal Observables in the Deformed Theory

Let there be a conformal field theory on surface X with partition function (). We will
study its deformations by primary local observables. In physics, the deformations of a
conformal field theory is also known as conformal perturbation theory [16-21].
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Consider the family of all primary marginal observables M = {vq}"_; of this theory.
We will number such observables with Greek indices. In this section, we demonstrate the
calculation of the correction dv,g, for the observable vg, under the action of deformation
by a linear combination of local observables g - v,,. We will assume that there are no
primary observables with negative conformal dimensions in the theory. This requirement
is due to the fact that the products of the primary marginal observables would not contain
marginal descendants. The details are discussed in appendix A. As noted in 2.2, when
studying local observables, it is sufficient to study them on a flat disk.

Consider the corresponding deformation on X = Dpg:

052 0 M) = Opy 4 9% [ ELE (00 (22, (w1)

Dr 4’/T1
This partition function does not depend on the radius of the disk (it does not depend on
the choice of metric on the disk), so in the first order of perturbation theory conformal
symmetry is not broken. Now, according to our definition, we need to cut a disk at the
point where we want to insert the local observable. Cut out the disk from the center:

e o dz Ndz
(05, (0:M) = Qpg, + [

R T

So, we must search for good families for the deformed partition function. Let’s look for
this family in the form

Ugr = vgr + 9% Ovagyr (4.3)

where the family vg, defines the primary marginal observable vg € M. Convolving this
(def)

Dp\D» (g) we obtain

family with a partition function ()

(050, @ @ 080), = (05O p, +9° (Vpp, @ bvase ), +

9Dy

. dz A dz i (44)

For simplicity, we will assume that the OPE of two primary local observables has a
special form:%

(00 (2,2) Og (0) . = |27 Kig - (00 (0)) p, + |27 - CLg - (05 (0)) ., + - (4.5)

Here, we have written out only the spinless singular part of the OPE since it is the only
one that survives after the integration. Local observables numbered with Latin indices are
observables with a scaling dimension 0. Then we obtain

47

z z R
[ (00205 Oy, = [ pdopt Ky (0O, +
Dr\Dr r (4.6)

R
+/ pdpp2- Clp - (04(0))p, + regular part .

5The calculation for an arbitrary OPE is done in appendix A.2.
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By the regular part here, we mean the result obtained by integrating the regular part of
the OPE, which we do not follow. Integration of the first term gives

R
[ pdor ™ Kis (0u0) = 515+ Kis - (0ul0) 5+ K+ a0,
' (4.7)
Integration of the second term gives
Cpdppt = ) o
[ pan €2, 10,00, =105 (1) €y (010D (48)

We choose the correction dvepg, in (4.3) to eliminate the singular terms on r coming

from (4.7) and (4.8). Thus, we obtain the following expression for the correction dvag,:
1 a
OVap,r = log(r) - Cz,g ) <O'y(0)>DT T 92 ap’ <O“(0)>D7- . (4.9)

Substituting the calculated family (4.3) into (4.2), we arrive at the correlator of the
new local observable 05 in the deformed theory, evolved from the family v,

(0s(0)) 5, (9:M) = (O5(0)) p,, +108(R) - 4" - Ol (00, - (4.10)
_21? 9% - K5z - (0a(0)) p,, + regular part. ‘

Thus, we have calculated one family of local observables for the deformed theory. Now we
will be interested in its behavior under scale transformations.

4.2 Second-Order Beta Function

We now have a new family of local observables M = {175,,1};:1 in our hands. Let us apply
the dilatation operator to the correlator of the new observable Oﬁ (see appendix A.2):
(def)

> i B 2 1A (def) _
A D1A<Oﬁ((ng>)DR (9, M) = A7-(03(0)) p, . (9: M) (4.11)

= (05(0)) " (9. M) +1log(N) - g% - C5 - (05(0)

Thus, we see that the local observable has acquired a logarithmic (anomalous) dimension.

.
7
The reason for the non-trivial transformation is the presence of a logarithm in the first
summand of (4.9). This term contains the structure constants responsible for the marginal
sector of the operator algebra.

Using the correlator of the local observable 04, we can construct the partition function
in the second order of perturbation theory. We construct the second-order perturbative
partition function via double deformation. That is, according to the definition of a de-
formation given in section 3.1, we construct the deformation of the theory <>(51§f) by the
family of local observables M:

_de o~ e o dzAdz | =~ .\ (def
OS9D (g, M5 g, M) = 5D (9. M) + 3 /D = (Oa(z,z)>(DR)(g,/\/l).
R

(4.12)

"Note that the formula (4.11) can be rewritten in terms of a good families as A? - Dilx0s,. = g +
log(A) - g% - Cgﬂ - Uy,r. Thus, the dilatation operator still acts inside the space of local observables of the
deformed theory.
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This partition function satisfies the cutting axiom by construction. When constructing the
deformation, we assume that g® - ¢ = 0 and §* - §° = 0. Let’s rewrite it in more detail:

(2—def) o ~a dz Adz B
050 = Opt (0 +5 - [ FLE (0u ), +

(4.13)

dz Adz
g . o _
+9°9 /DR = {log(R) C’aﬁ <OV(Z’Z)>DR + } ]

1

By ... we denote the part of the correlator (4.13) that does not contain marginal observables:

1
L= o 3/8 {O04(z, z)}DR + regular part . (4.14)

These terms do not contribute to the conformal anomaly. Now, note that for a symmetric
symbol S,g and first order nilpotents g¢, g7, it is true that
(9> +9)(3" + ¢°)

39" - Sap = 5 S - (4.15)

Then the partition function (4.13) actually depends only on the sum
ge = 9" +3". (4.16)

We will denote it by ¢, the index ¢ meaning “coupling”. This sum is the coupling constant
of the perturbative theory in the second order. Such a sum of first order nilpotents is a
second-order nilpotent. It turns out that perturbation theory of any order can be con-
structed similarly via multiple deformations. For a detailed explanation of how multiple
deformation is related to perturbation theory, we refer to [13]. In addition, in appendix B.2
we discuss a simple example of constructing a perturbative partition function in second
order via double deformation. Thus, we obtain

e N dz A dz 5
(08" = (py +2- [ (Ou (2,2, +

4mi
D
o B dz A d & (4.17)
9ec Ge z z y B
g lele /D 2L Llog(R) - {04, + -
Then such a partition function starts to depend on the radius of the disk:
a B =
(2—def) ;| (2—def) ge9c oy dz Adz B
<>DA_R = <>DR + log(A) - S Caﬁ . /DR o {<07(272)>DR} . (4.18)

This is the well-known equation that defines the perturbative conformal anomaly [9].

The radius scaling is a Weyl transformation of the metric, which can be carried to the
perturbative coordinate chart of coupling constants. In other words, this transformation
can be simulated by the coupling constants transformation:

B

9¢ = 92(A) = g +1og(X) - g"’zgc Cy. (4.19)
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This is the defining relation for running coupling constants. Thus the beta function

dgl(\) g9’
V(qg.) = — dede o 4.20

which agrees with the known result for the one-loop beta function in two-dimensional
theories [22].

We have demonstrated the dependence of the partition function of the perturbed theory
on the conformal factor of the metric. The reason for the anomaly lies in the logarithmic
dimension, which the marginal observables acquire after the first deformation. In turn,
the anomalous dimension reflects the presence of a non-zero connection on the space of
theories, since it arises as a result of deformation of the space of local observables.

5 Conclusions

In this paper, we constructed the second order beta function in FQFT. The described
deformation procedure was directly generalized to higher orders of perturbation theory.
In this approach we are not burdened with the need to introduce a single regularization
prescription for all orders of perturbation theory, everything turns out to be natural.

From different points of view, it would be interesting to study the functorial beta
function and its properties in higher orders of perturbation theory. Another direction of
this research is the computation of the beta function in higher dimensional theories.
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A Calculation for an Arbitrary OPE

A.1 General OPE Formula for Marginal Primaries

The purpose of this appendix is to generalize formula (4.9) to the case of arbitrary conformal
operator algebras. We will consider CFT on a flat disk Dgr. The space of boundary
conditions in functorial CFT is a representation of the Virasoro algebra. We work under
the assumption that there are no primary fields of negative integer dimensions whose
descendants could behave as quasi-primary marginal observables.

Consider the set of all primary observables P of the theory given by the partition
function ()p .. The set of marginal primaries will be denoted as M. There is a formula
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for the OPE of two primary fields [4, 10]:

(0u(2,2) 04 () p, = S Cly ({u} {i}) - 2o D) BB O l1 5} (0,
e{uh{a}
Awve({p}) = he + [{u} | = ha —hy,  Aape({}) = he + [ {1} | = ha — Dy -
(A1)
Here, we have introduced the holomorphic A > 0 and antiholomorphic h>0 dimensions,
so that the conformal dimension A = h + h. The coefficients C5 ({1}, {i}) are conformal
theory data. The information about them is contained in the spectrum of the theory.
Clarify the notation: | {yu} | is the sum g1 ...+ py, of partition elements. In our convention,
the elements of {u} are ordered as 3 > p2 > ... > prp > 0. As usual, the boundary
state spaces are products of the holomorphic and antiholomorphic representations of the
Virasoro algebra. Therefore, there are two sets of generators L,, and L, acting in the space
of boundary conditions. Let’s consider a good family

Va,r = (Oa (O»Dr (A.2)

defining some primary local observable with dimension A, = hq + he. Then good families
corresponding to conformal descendants are given by the formula:

(O (0)) . = 1070 (L Loy (D L) P07 (0, (0)) . (AD)

T T

It is clear how the dilatation operator acts on the descendant:

Dily (Of+HiE} (0)),, = A~ ha—ha—{}={A} (OfrHiE} (0) (A.4)

r

It is necessary to study the general OPE formula for the case where O,, O € M:

_ c _ {n}y _s{m} =
(0a(2.2) Oy (0)p, = > Ci({u}.An}) -2 -2 (0¥ (0)p, .
enb i} (A.5)
o =he+ {2, 8 =he+ | {a}] 2.

Let us separate from this sum the terms where the correlation functions of the marginal
observables stand. There are such summands when {u} = {1} = {1} and h, = h. = 0 or
when {u} = {i} = {0} and h. = h, = 1.% Tt can be proven that the descendant family
<Oa1 2t (0)) p, is actually primary if the observable (O, (0)) , had conformal dimensions
hq = he = 0. The easiest way to be sure of this is to check that the boundary state

<OC{L1}7{1} (0)>D = ’[“_LO_EO L—lf/—l TL0+ZO <Oa (0)>D (A6)

T T

is a singular vector. But then it is a combination of primary marginal:

(O (0)) p,, = ML (O (0)) = ML (04 (0)p, - (A7)

8Generally speaking, there may be situations when in the theory there are spin primary observables of
dimensions (0,1) and (1,0) and then the summands with {u} = {1},{a} = {0} or {u} = {0}, {a} = {1}
will also contribute. However, it is easy to see that the observables (Oil}’{o} (0))p, and <O£0}’{1} 0) .
are also primary marignals, so in the presence of such observables with spin the calculation is similar.
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We will now number primary marginals with Greek symbols:
(O (2:2) 03 (0)) p, ( 5 (10} 401 + C& ({1}, {11) - M7 ) - 2172 (05 (0)) . +

+ Z {'u} {N}) (het+{u}-2) 2<Ec+‘{ﬂ}|_2) . <Oiﬂ}7{ﬁ} (0)>D
e{uh{n}

R

(A.8)
In this sum, the index c still runs throughout the set, numbering all primary observables
P, while 7 runs from 1 to n, enumerating all marginal primaries from M = {O4}._;. The
sum with a tilde means the sum over all primaries with the corresponding marginal terms
removed. To harmonize the notation, we will introduce a new one:

Cls=Cls ({0} ,{0}) + Cls ({1}, {1}) - (A.9)

We are now ready to generahze the result of section 4.1 on the deformation of marginal
families arising by perturbation of the initial conformal theory.

A.2 Deformation of Marginal Primaries in the General Case

First, briefly recall what we computed in section 4.1. Deforming the conformal field theory

by the marginal observable g% - v, ,, we observe that the old good families are no longer

such. We search for a correction of the family that generates the marginal observable vg,,..
Consider the corresponding deformed theory on a disk Dg:

(def) . o dz Adz _
OB (0. M) = Oy ™ | FEE (Ou (2,20, (A10
By cutting a small disk from the center we obtain
(def) B o dz A dz B
Obevp, (9 M) = Opap, +9° /D o S (0, (A11)
Now let’s try to insert there a family of the form
g, = var + 9% Ch Wy, + g% - Svagy (A.12)

where family vg, € M define primary marginals and cl . wy, define any finite linear
combination of local observables in non-deformed theory. Now we convolute this family

with a partition function <>(Ddzf\)DT (g, M) and obtain
(05, (9) @ Ta,) = (05 (0))p,, +9™ - Ch- {0y (), +
DR\DT g 577‘ ’Hap - ﬁ DR g a b DR

dz A dz (A.13)

+9""(<>DR\DT®5U‘W>H3DT+9” /D oy dmi (0a (22050,

Now we need to compute the integral:

/DR\DT dz /\'dg (O (2,%) Op (0)>DR _ / dz /\'dz {CJB 272 (0, (0)>DR} i

47i

+ E 5 ({u}, {a}) - (0L (0)) / dZAdz hetifuy-2) | s(Retifadl-2)
C R .

c{ut{i}

(A.14)
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The first integral will give the logarithmic contribution. It is clear that in the second
integral only those summands in which h. + | {u} | = he + | {ji}|. Then we get

S 08t L) - (O (o)), / 2Nz (hetlfud-2) | S(he+lm-2) _
(b4} " Joa\p. A

- > Chuy a8 (), -

het{p}=he+|[{f}|#1

R2(he+{put=1) _ p2(het+{u}-1)
2(he+ [{u}=1)

(A.15)
Thus we obtained a formula for a good family vg, defining the local observable of the
deformed theory ()551 Y (g9, M):

(S)
R

Dgr = Vg + g% C - wyy + go - COZB (04 (0))p, log(r) +

o e - _ r2(het{p}-1) A.16
+ Z 9 - Cap ({M} ) {:u}) ’ <Oi,u},{,u} (0)>Dr ) 92 (h + | {:U'} ‘ — 1) : ( )
het () [=he {7} 1 ‘

Let us now make a final comment about scaling. In section 4.2 We have written a
formula (4.11) for scaling law of the deformed observable g, when wy, = 0. Let us derive
it. First, we study how the summands from the last sum in (A.16) are scaled:

Dil,, [r2(hc+|{u}\—1) (OfprARY (0)>DT} = 272 20t {ud=0) L olubin) 0)p, ., (A1)

where d = he—he+| {u} |—| {} |. But the sum is over the set where h+| {1} | = he+| {i} ]|,
then d = 0 and we obtain that

Dil,, [r2(hc+|{u}\—1) . <Oé[u},{ﬁ} 0))p ] — \"2. p2het{ud-1) (Oi“}’{ﬁ} 0))p, - (A.18)

Then only the third summand that contains the structure constants of the marginal OPE
sector contributes to the logarithmic dimension of ¥5,. Now it is easy to see that

A% - DilxOg,» = g, +log(A) - g% - C15 - (04(0)) - (A.19)

B Example I: Functorial Formulation of Quantum Mechanics

B.1 Quantum Mechanics as One-Dimensional FQFT

In this appendix we will formulate quantum mechanics as one-dimensional FQFT. Then
we will demonstrate how second-order perturbation theory is obtained from the double
deformation using a quantum mechanics example.

As a manifold X, we consider the line segment [«, 5]. The boundary of this segment
is two points: 0X = 0w, 8] = {a} U {B}. With each of these points, we associate a
Hilbert space H.° Then the partition function <>[a,6] is defined as an element of the
tensor product H ® H ® Func (Metrics[a’ ﬂ]) satisfying the cutting axiom. This tensor

9Generally speaking, we could associate different Hilbert spaces with the points o and 3, but as before
we will assume that all boundary condition spaces are isomorphic.
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product can be canonically identified with the space End (H) ® Func (Metrics[a’ 5]). With
this identification, the operation ();,_[F of convolution in the space Hr becomes just a
composition of linear operators. The moduli of the metrics h on a segment |«, 3] are
just the lengths I ([, B]) of the segment with respect to these metrics. Thus a partition
function on the segment [o, 5] is just such an endomorphism of the space H that for any
point 7y € [a, 5] the following relation holds:

Otaar, = Otant, © Qs - (B.1)

Here hy = hljs,, and ha = hlj,, 5. From now on, we will omit the symbol o that denotes
the composition of linear operators. Equation (B.1) can be solved in the general case:

U, ([, B H

Ong, = D, B2
where H is an arbitrary linear operator on the space H. Self-conjugate operators H cor-
respond to unitary theories, but we can consider this construction in the general case.
This operator is known as the Hamiltonian operator. The solution (B.2) is the well-known

10" equation (B.1) is nothing

formula for the evolution operator in quantum mechanics.
more than the Dirac evolution [7]. Thus, partition functions in one-dimensional FQFT are
nothing more than Euclidean evolution operators.

We now turn to the study of local observables. According to the definition of local
observable from section 2.2, we must consider the segment [«, 3], and then cut a one-
dimensional disk D" (1) centered at 7 € (o, 3). The disk DM (1) centered at the point 7
is a set of points at most r away from the point 7 in the sense of metric h. It is clear that
such a disk is also a segment. Let the left edge of this disk be the point v (h,r,7) € («, )
and the right edge be y2(h, 7, 7) € (e, ). Note that after cutting the disk from the segment,
it becomes a disjoint union of the two segments: [a, f] \Dfnh) (1) = [a,m1] U [y2,B]. The
appearance of two boundary components instead of one when the disk is cut is a feature
of one-dimensional spacetime. It is useful to note here that ~;(h,r,7) is arranged so that
when 7 — 0 the boundary points 7;(h,r,7) — 7. Now we consider the family of vectors v,

in the boundary state space H such that there exists the limit

DM (1)

I X , .
50 { << N\ D (r) ¥ >H6Dgh> o } (B-3)

The product axiom states that

<>[a ﬁ]\D(h>(7—) _ e_lh(h%ﬁ])H ® e—lh([aﬁl])H e End(’H ® ’H) . (B.4)

The space H ap (- Can be canonically identified with End (H). Given this identification,

()
we will denote v, by O,, the family of space endomorphisms H. The limit (B.3) can then
be expressed as follows:

lim {efzhmz,m)H 0, e—zhaambH} , (B.5)

r—0

10Tn our convention, this is the imaginary time evolution operator, or the Euclidean evolution operator.
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One of the features of quantum mechanics is that the constant families O, = O are good.'!
Moreover, any observable in one-dimensional FQFT is implemented by a constant family.
In fact, for a constant family, the limit (B.5) exists because there exist limits of v;(h,r, 7).
By definition, the value of this limit is the correlator of the local observable defined by the

constant family O:
(O a5, = ¢ HIHDIT O etnlleTDIT, (B.6)

This is a well-known formula for the correlator of an observable in quantum mechanics.

In conclusion, we note a key feature of one-dimensional FQFT. The operator product
of two observables in quantum mechanics is regular. In fact, let us consistently put local
observables O, and Oy, at points 71 and 72 of the segment [«, 3],. Suppose 71 > . The
corresponding correlation function is given by the formula

<Oa(7’1) Ob(T2)>[a,,8]h = eflh([ﬂiTl})H Oa e*lh([TQle])H Ob e*lh([aﬂ?])H . (B7)

For a metric h on the segment [a, 8] with no singularities, the length I;([r2, 71]) tends to
zero when 79 — 77. This is the reason why there are no ultraviolet divergences in the
construction of the perturbative evolution operator in the standard approach to quantum
mechanics.

B.2 Perturbation Theory via Multiple Deformation in Quantum Mechanics

Let us consider the theory on the segment [«, 5] with the trivial metric, defined by the
Hamiltonian H € End (H). Let us choose the canonical coordinate 7 on this segment.
Then the metric in this chart will have the form d72, and the length of a segment is just
the difference of the boundary coordinates of this segment:

lar2([T1,72]) =72 — 71 (B.8)
Thus the partition function on [y, 2] C [a, (] is given by the formula:
<>[7’1,7’2] = e (mm, (B.9)

Let us now solve equation (B.1) in the neighborhood of the partition function (B.9). Fol-
lowing the prescription from section 3.1 we can use any family of local observables to
construct the deformation. Consider the family O = {O,},_,, then

8
<>E;1§eﬁf]) 9:0) = Oag +9a'/ d7 (Oa(7)) (0,5 - (B.10)

This formula can be rewritten as follows:

B
(10 0.0y =e @ go. [are a0t g, oot (B.11)

1YWe will see in the appendix C.2 that this is no longer the case in two-dimensional field theory. There,
families that do not depend on the radius of the cut disk are generally not good and do not define local
observables.
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This partition function satisfies the cutting axiom by construction. This can be easily
checked by choosing the point v € («, ) and computing <>[(§e$]) (9,0) <>Se£]) (9, O) under
the assumption that g% - ¢® = 0. Of course, this is a well-known formula from quantum
mechanics, obtained by substituting the Hamiltonian H + g% - O, with the nilpotent ¢ into
the exponential function.

Since observables do not need renormalization in quantum mechanics, we already know
the observables space of the deformed theory: it is just the same one. This means that

the family of observables of O of the theory <>[a’ 4] is also the family of observables of the

theory ()Eje/g]) (g9,0). Let us compute the correlator of the observable Oy at point 7 € («, 3)

in the deformed theory. To do this, following the prescription from 2.2, we should compute

(00755 (9,0) = OS] (9, 0) 04 ()(5F) (9,0) = (O4(7)) ) +

+ga-/~ d7r (Oa(7)0b(7)) (0,5 + 9° / AT (B0

7

(B.12)

Here, it is convenient to introduce the time-ordering symbol 7. We define it as follows:
- (Oa(T)0u(T)) ) + T > 75
T{<0a(7)0b(7)>[a,m} = { f]

' ' (B.13)
(Op(T)O0a(T)) {05 T < T
Note that this symbol is symmetric with respect to permutation (7,a) <> (7,b). Then the

correlation function (B.12) can be rewritten as follows:

B
(OUPN (5.0) = Oy + 9"+ [ ar T {(OurIONF e} (B.14)

Now using the correlator (B.14) we can deform the theory ()[( ]) (g, O) by the same family

of local observables @. Then we obtain
B
2—def ~ def ~a ~ def
O A (9,0:5,0) = Ol (9,0) + g / d7 (0u(7)ss) (9,0). (B.15)

We can rewrite this partition function in terms of (), 5 and the correlators of O:
(2—def) ~ a | ~a o
<>[a,,6’] (gv 0; 9, O) = <>[a,ﬁ] + (g +9 ) ’ dr <Oa(7—)>[a,/5} +

4t /j d%/j dr T {{0u(T)O(F)) a5 } -

Note that for a symmetric symbol S, and first order nilpotents g%, g%, it is true that

(B.16)

(g + g“)2(§b +9) g (B.17)

Then we see that (B.16) depends only on the sum g% + g%, which we will denote by g¢2.

Rewriting the double-deformed partition function <>[(2_Bc]lef) in terms of g?, we obtain

gb'Sab =

O D — ()98 / A7 (Oa(T)) oy +

+g?293 / / (T)Op(7 )>[a,m} :

(B.18)
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This is a well-known formula for the second-order perturbative solution of the equation
defining the evolution operator.

Thus, we constructed the second-order perturbative solution of the cutting axiom as a
double deformation of the exact solution. For a more coherent explanation of the connection

between perturbation theory and multiple deformations, we refer to [13].

C Example II: Functorial Formulation of the Free Boson CFT

C.1 Partition Functions

As an example of a functorial CFT, we implement the free boson theory in terms of a
partition function satisfying Segal’s axioms. We consider the free boson on a cylinder, on
an annulus, and on a disk.

The boundary state spaces are tensor products of F ® F ® Hg, where F and F are
Fock modules corresponding to chiral and anti-chiral modes, respectively, and Hg is the
zero mode state space. The Fock module is organized in a standard way. There is an
algebra of U(1)-current generators j,,n € Z:

[jmyjn] =m:- 5m+n,0 . (Cl)

The Fock module has the highest weight vector |0), and it decomposes into a direct sum:

F=@7. (C.2)

n>0

where F,, is the subspace of states with energy n. This is the state space of our theory if
we neglect the zero modes. All basis states in F,,, numbered by {u}, have the form

J 10) = J—py -+ G-, 10) (C.3)

where kK > 0, p1 + -+ pux = n, and gy > po -+ > pp > 0. Generators of the conformal
algebra are given by

m3—m

1 o
L”:§Z5J—k]k+n:, [Lm, Ln] = (m —=n) - Lingn + 12

kEZ

: 5m+n,0 ) (04)

where we introduce the normal ordering of Heisenberg algebra generators, defined by the
following way: : jm jn : = Jm Jn if m <n or : jp jn : = jn jm if m > n. Thus, the spaces of
boundary conditions are representations of the Virasoro algebra. The pairing of boundary
spaces is done using the Shapovalov form. On the chiral sector, it is defined as follows:

(010) =1, ({r} [{u}) = (O] Jup-+-Jon Fpor ++-T—pam 10) - (C.5)

Let us go to the first example. Consider a cylinder of length H as the spacetime
manifold X. The partition function is obviously given by the formula

() = e H(LotLo) (C.6)
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It is clear that such a partition function satisfies the cutting axiom: if we cut a cylinder
along the circle S! so that we obtain two cylinders of lengths H; and Hy, then
_ o—Hi-(Lo+Lo) ,—H2-(Lo+Lo) _ ,—(Hi+H2)-(Lo+Lo) _ ,—H-(Lo+Lo)
(O ® Oy, = ¢ =e = e
On
Our next example is the annulus. Since the annulus is a cylinder with exponential
conformal factor of the metric, the partition function can be obtained directly from the
previous example. However, one should be careful that the free boson has a non-zero
central charge. Let the outer radius of the annulus be R and the inner radius be r, then
r >LO+L0+112

<>DR\DT - <E (0-8)

The appearance of 1/12 in the exponent is due to the non-perturbative contribution to the
conformal anomaly [9, 23] arising from the non-zero central charge. It is clear that this
partition function satisfies the cutting axiom, for the same reasons as the partition function
on the cylinder. For symmetry reasons, you can guess the partition function on a flat disk:

1

(p, =7r712-10) . (C.9)
And then the cutting axiom is indeed satisfied:

rm12 10y = R712 - |0)

r Lo+io+%
) ——— (C.lO)

(Oowp ©00.),, = (5

To simplify the formulas, we redefine Lo — Lo — 1/24 and Ly + Lo — 1/24. From
the physical point of view, such a redefinition corresponds to the shift of the vacuum state
energy. This is convenient because numerical factors such as 1/12 in equations (C.8)-(C.10)
will disappear. Thus, the partition function (), on the disk will be equal to |0).

C.2 Space of Local Observables and Current-Current OPE

In this section we consider examples of local observables and operator product expansions
in the free boson theory. We will consider the theory on the disk Dg. First, we will
construct a holomorphic observables. As noted earlier, the space of boundary conditions
is factorized such that Hp, = F ® F @ Ho. Therefore, the space of holomorphic good
families for the partition function (), .\ p, has the form r~loF.

Let’s consider the example of a good family, that defines holomorphic observable:

vr=r""jo1]0) = (5 (0))p (C.11)

r

This local observable corresponds to a U(1)-current placed in the center of the disk. The
conformal dimension of this observable is A = 1. We can place this observable at some
other point z € Dg, obtaining the chiral one-point correlator:

G py =32 R G l0) = 32" R, 0) (C.12)

nez n>1
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Now we are ready to build the first example of the OPE. According to the procedure
described in section 2.3 we should consider the following two-point correlation function:

G ()5 Oy = (G pgp, ® GO p,), =3 =R i) (i)

Hop, nez
We can uncouple the summand for n =1
(G ()5 (0)p, =220+ > 2" - R i ja]0). (C.14)
n>1

Note that all but the first summand is regular at the point z = 0. In addition, the sum in
equation (C.14) is carried out using the correlation functions of some local observables of
the free boson theory. Suppose (O4(0))p, is a chiral observable. Let us introduce its U(1)
descendants by the following formula:

(O 0) p, = 7" jguy 7 (0a(0)) p, - (C.15)
Then we can rewrite (C.14) as
(25 0 py =272 (1) + 302" (GO, ©16)

n>0

where (1), = ()p, is the correlator of the identity observable that obviously coincides
with the partition function. Thus, we have obtained an example of a decomposition (2.16).

Similar observables and their OPE can be constructed for the antiholomorphic sector.
By introducing antichiral modes, we can construct the following limit observable:

vp =172 j_1j-1]0) . (C.17)

Of course, the marginal sector of the free boson CFT is not exhausted by the local ob-
servable (C.17). There are also the so-called vertex operators V, [10]. Their construction
requires the use of the variable conjugate with zero mode jo. The dimension of V, is a?/2,
so for av = v/2 they are marginals. Their algebra is organized as follows:

(Va (2,2) V3 (0) p,, = 127" (Vars (0)p, + - (C.18)
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