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The fuzzy-sphere regularization is an emerging numerical and theoretical technique for studying
conformal field theories (CFTs). In this paper, we apply it to the O(N) vector model, one of the
most prominent theories for critical behavior in three space-time dimensions. We construct a model
that realizes the O(N) Wilson-Fisher and free-scalar CFTs for general N. For N = 2,3,4, we
present numerical evidence including the operator spectra and correlation functions in agreement
with conformal symmetry and conformal bootstrap results.

I. INTRODUCTION

Conformal field theories (CFTs) are quantum or sta-
tistical field theories invariant under conformal trans-
formations [1, 2]. CFTs have many applications across
different fields, ranging from condensed matter [3-5] to
string theory [6]. In condensed matter physics, many
continuous phase transitions are captured by CFTs. Two
prominent examples are the 3D Ising transition and its
generalization—the O(NN) Wilson-Fisher (WF) CFT [7].
The O(N) WF theory describes the order-disorder tran-
sition between an O(N) spontaneously broken phase and
an O(N) symmetric phase. It can emerge in various ex-
perimental setups [8]. For example, the exponents of
O(2) WF transition has been measured with high pre-
cision in the superfluid-to-normal transition of Helium-4
(“He) [9], and the O(3) WF transition has been observed
in Heisenberg magnets [10].

The O(N) WF theory can be described by a quan-
tum field theory (QFT) of N interacting real scalar
fields. An O(N)-symmetric quartic interaction term in-
duces a renormalization-group (RG) flow from the ul-
traviolet (UV) fixed point of the O(N) free-scalar the-
ory to the interacting CFT fixed point in the infrared
(IR). This formulation enables perturbative RG compu-
tations, such as the 4 — e expansion originally proposed
by Wilson and Fisher [7]. Over the decades, the O(N)
WF has been extensively studied using various theoreti-
cal methods (see a recent review [11}), including pertur-
bative computations (4 — e [7, 12] and large-N [13, 14]
expansions) and non-perturbative calculations using con-
formal bootstrap [15-18] or Monte Carlo simulations of
lattice models [19-24]. These different approaches have
yielded accurate critical exponents. In particular, the
conformal bootstrap [25, 26] has achieved state-of-the-
art precision for critical exponents and operator product
expansion (OPE) coefficients [17, 18].

The fuzzy-sphere regularization [27] has recently
emerged as a versatile framework for studying 3D CFTs.
The key idea is to investigate quantum many-body sys-
tems on a fuzzy (non-commutative) sphere [28]. More
concretely, one can take the highly degenerate lowest

Landau level (LLL) as the single-particle ground state
and construct on this basis interactions that realize quan-
tum phase transitions [29, 30]. On a sphere, the spheri-
cal LLL is generated by a magnetic monopole [31] at its
center. One notable advantage of the fuzzy-sphere ap-
proach is that it naturally realizes 3D CFTs on the cylin-
der S? x R, a conformally flat space-time geometry, en-
abling the leverage of conformal symmetry—particularly
the state-operator correspondence, where eigenstates of
the critical Hamiltonian on the sphere are in one-to-one
correspondence with CFT operators, and the energy gaps
are proportional to their scaling dimensions. The fuzzy-
sphere approach has significantly advanced our under-
standing of 3D CFTs. Beyond the 3D Ising CFT [27, 32—
41], a wealth of information has been extracted regarding
its conformal line defects [42—44] and boundaries [45, 46].
The method has been applied to a variety of other the-
ories, including the SO(5) [47, 48] and O(4) [49] decon-
fined quantum phase transitions (DQCP), the Heisen-
berg bilayer [50], symplectic gauge theories [51], the 3-
state Potts transition [52], the Lee-Yang non-unitary
CFT [53-55], the free real scalar [56, 57], the free Ma-
jorana fermion [58], the confinement transition of the
v = 1/2 bosonic Laughlin state [59], and the quantum
Hall transition between the Halperin (221) state and
bosonic Pfaffian [60].

Given that the O(N) WF CFT has been extensively
investigated using various well-established methods, it
serves as an ideal testbed for the fuzzy-sphere approach.
More importantly, the fuzzy sphere paves the way for
studying many aspects of the O(N) WF that may be
difficult to access through other approaches. For in-
stance, it enables a more direct study of primary opera-
tors with specific quantum numbers (e.g., O(N) pseudo-
scalar, pseudo-vector, etc.), OPE coeflicients, and the
F-function [61, 62]; it allows the access to multi-scalar
CFTs (such as cubic, tetrahedral, and orthogonal bifun-
damental theories) [63-70]; it also lays the groundwork
for investigating various conformal line defects (such as
pinning-field [71, 72] and spin-impurity [73-75] defects)
and conformal boundaries [76-79] in the O(N) WF.

In this paper, we introduce two classes of O(N) mod-
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els that can respectively realize the O(N) WF and O(N)
free-scalar CFTs at arbitrary V. As a generalization of
the Ising [27], free scalar [56], and O(2) WF [80] models,
we consider (N + 1) flavors of fermions g 1, n on the
fuzzy sphere. Among them, v is an O(N) singlet and
i1, N transform as an O(N) vector. We set the total
filling v = 1. The WF CFT describes a transition be-
tween a paramagnetic phase, realized when v is fully
filled, and an O(N) SSB phase, which has one flavor
of O(N) superposed with the 0-flavor. Turning to the
O(N) free-scalar theory, it corresponds to the pseudo-
Goldstone phase of a PO(N + 1) SSB. Numerically, we
verify that our models realize the O(N) WF and free-
scalar CFTs for N = 2,3,4. We report the parameters
for the respective CFTs and demonstrate that the oper-
ator spectra and two-point correlators exhibit conformal
symmetry and are consistent with previous results. We
discuss several quantities that may not have a direct CFT
interpretation. The results imply that the CFTs become
rather semi-classical once regularized on the fuzzy sphere.

The structure of the remainder of this paper is as fol-
lows. In Sec. II, we present fuzzy-sphere models for the
O(N) WF and free-scalar CFTs. In Sec. ITI, we present
our numerical results: We determine the parameters for
each CFT, calculate the operator spectrum and confor-
mal correlators, and discuss seome non-CFT quantities.
We conclude our study in Sec. IV. In the Appendices, we
provide useful formulae related to the fuzzy-sphere for-
malism, our numerical conventions and technical details,
and a comprehensive walkthrough on how the numerical
computation was carried out.

II. MODEL HAMILTONIAN

We consider fermions v () moving on a sphere and
subject to a monopole with flux 4rs. Here, a =
0,1,--+, N is the flavor index, where () is the O(N)
singlet, and .. n(z) form an O(N) vector. The
monopole creates quantized Landau levels for fermions,
and we project the system to the LLL [31], which con-
sists of Noip, = 2s + 1 orbitals forming a spin-s rep-
resentation of SO(3) sphere rotation. After project-
ing to the LLL, the model is defined by fermion oper-
ators cp, o living on the 2s + 1 Landau orbitals, m =
—s,—s+1,---,sand o = 0,1,--- | N. The operators
Cm,o's follow the anticommutation relation of canonical
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FIG. 1. A schematic phase diagram of the O(N) WF and

O(N) free-scalar model.

fermions, {Cm,.asCms,8} = Omy.ms0as. The fermion field
o () in real space is defined as

vh(x) = »(@), (1)

m Z TYL(X sm

Ys(ﬁ,)L(ac) is the wavefunction of LLL, called monopole har-
monics (omitting the 1/+/47 factor),

s (25+1 ! im
YS(")L(CB) - \/(erm)!(s )f m)!e ’

x cos®T™ (Z) sin®~" <Z) . (2)

We can define composite fields using these fermion fields,

=yl (@)s(x) + vl (x)va (), (3)
=il (@)s(x) — Vf(@)va(z).  (4)

The fields nqop(x) and wep(x) are Hermitian, i.e.,
(nep(@)) = Naa(@) and (wap(@))! = wap(@). Under
the exchange of o and 8, nag(x) is symmetric, while
wag(x) is antisymmetric. These composite fields can be
viewed as the analogs of quantum fields in conventional
QFT, or of lattice spin operators in condensed matter
lattice models. Especially, we can define an O(N)-vector
spin field Vo=1,... n(2),

Va(®) = nao(z), (5)

Nag(T)
was()

which is the order parameter of the O(N) spontaneous
symmetry breaking.

We use these composite fields to define the Hamilto-
nian in the continuous real space, as elaborated below,
but the actual computation is performed in the Lan-
dau orbital basis in terms of the ¢, o fermions. In the
fermion representation ¢, o, the number 2541 plays the
role of the system size; more precisely, v/2s + 1 ~ R/lp,
where R is the radius of the sphere and [p is the mag-
netic length. The magnetic length serves as an analog of
the lattice spacing and plays the role of a short-distance
cutoff. For ease of notation, we will omit Ig in the re-
mainder of the paper and adopt the simplified notation
N, = 25+ 1 ~ R?. The continuum limit is realized
as s — 0o. We consider a situation where the fermion
particle number is conserved, Zm o In aCm,a = 25 + 1,
i.e., one fermion per Landau orbital.

The Hamiltonian for O(N) WF is given by H; =
[ Pz A (),

%({E) = — U1ZV VQV ) +h1n00(m).
(6)

The first term is the square of the total particle density,
Niot(X) = %Zgzo Naa (), which is SU(N + 1) symmet-
ric. From the symmetry perspective, this term is not
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strictly necessary; however, in all fuzzy-sphere models,
such a term has been found to be helpful in reducing
finite-size effects. Physically, it suppresses local charge
fluctuations, which may be key to realizing CFTs on the
fuzzy sphere. The second term breaks the SU(N + 1)
symmetry down to O(N) and can be viewed as the ana-
log of a nearest-neighbor spin-spin interaction in a lattice
model. The last term is a chemical potential that controls
particle occupation and serves as the tuning parameter
for the order-disorder transition. When h; is small (e.g.,
h1 < —1), the particles prefer to occupy the a = 0 flavor,
so the ground state is

WJO(N) disorder> = chn,0|0>7 (7)

which is O(N) symmetric, i.e., disordered. On the other
hand, a larger h; excites particles to the last IV flavors,
a=1,---, N, and the spin-spin interaction further favors
an O(N) spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) state,
ie.,

N o4 T
Za:] Cm,aea + Cm,O

V2

[Yo(n) ssB(€)) = H 0), (8)

m

where € is a vector on the S¥~! unit sphere that cap-
tures the O(IN') SSB. The phase transition between these
two phases is reached by tuning h; and is described by
the O(N) WF CFT. A schematic phase diagram for ar-
bitrary N is shown in Fig. 1. We remark that the N =1
model indeed reduces to the original fuzzy-sphere Ising
model [27], and the disorder state in Eq. (7) and SSB
state in Eq. (8) correspond to all spins pointing to the z
or z direction.

It is worth noting that one can also write down another
symmetry-breaking state,

N
Wpomv sse) = || (Z éacjn,a> 10), (9)

m

This state only breaks PO(N) = O(N)/{xI} sym-
metry '—the Zy center ¢pqa + —Cma of O(N) re-
mains unbroken.  Another way to understand it is
to evaluate the O(N) SSB order parameter V,(x),
which gives (Ypo(v) ssslVa(®)éaltPo(n) ssB) = 0 but
<¢0(N) SSB‘Va(w)éa‘wO(N) SSB> = 1. We also remark
that the ground state manifold of O(N) SSB is SV,
while the ground state manifold of PO(N) SSB is
RPN-L,

The O(N) free-scalar CFT is a UV fixed point of
the O(N) vector model. It can still describe an order-
disorder transition, but with more relevant operators.
Thus, the free scalar can appear at a multi-critical point,

I For odd N, the Zs projected is the improper-Zs and by PO(N)
we mean SO(N).

and a natural idea is to search for such a point by in-
troducing additional tuning parameters into the O(N)
WF Hamiltonian in Eq. (6). This idea has been pursued
for the (O(1)) real scalar [57]. We follow another ap-
proach, originally as an alternative proposal for the real
scalar [56], which requires fewer tuning parameters and,
more importantly, maintains a closer connection with the

standard QFT. We consider Hy = [ d*z 74 (x),
Ho(x) = (nm(w))z

h
+Us Z Was () Viwas () + R—anoo(w). (10)
0<a<fB<N

Here we take the radius of the sphere as R = /Nq, =
v2s+ 1.

When hg = 0, the Hamiltonian has an O(N + 1) fla-
vor symmetry, with the fermions tn—o,1,....n forming an
O(N + 1) vector. We also note that the Zy center of
the O(N + 1) symmetry, ¥, (x) — —) (), acts trivially
on all bosonic operators of the model. Thus, for bosonic
operators, the global symmetry is PO(N + 1) = O(N +
1)/{£I}. The ground state at ho = 0 is an SSB state, so
the effective theory is a non-linear sigma model (NLSM).
Since the NLSM is a theory of bosonic fields, its global
symmetry should be PO(N + 1) rather than O(N + 1),
and the target space of NLSM is RPN = SV /Z, instead
of SV. As in the SN NLSM, the RPY NLSM contains
N gapless Goldstone modes. It is worth noting that the
symmetry breaking order is the anti-ferromagnetic order
such that the Goldstone modes have linear dispersions.

A finite ho breaks PO(N + 1) down to O(N) rather
than PO(N) because V,(x) = ngo(x) transforms as an
O(N) vector on which the center Zy acts non-trivially.
This term also pins the original SSB pattern to the 0-
direction, and the N gapless Goldstone modes become
pseudo-Goldstone modes with mass m ~ v/ha/R. These
can be described by an O(N) scalar field ¢g—1. ... y with
effective theory

_ 1 4 @¢a¢a
& = 28M¢a8‘¢a+2f 72
1 2 ha (¢aa)?
+ﬁ(¢aau¢a) teEomo T (11)

where f is the stiffness associated with the PO(N + 1)
spontaneous symmetry breaking. The first two terms cor-
respond to the standard free-scalar theory. In particular,
the scalar mass scales as the inverse sphere radius 1/R,
making it a marginal perturbation at the free-scalar fixed
point. On the sphere one must fine-tune this marginal
coupling ¢, ¢,/R? in order to obtain a conformally cou-
pled free scalar (see e.g. Ref. [81]). The effective theory
also contains interaction terms, but these are irrelevant,
especially the quartic term (¢,¢,)%, because it is fur-
ther suppressed by a factor of 1/R2. Therefore, micro-
scopically it suffices to fine-tune hy in order to reach the
conformally coupled free-scalar fixed point in our model.
A schematic phase diagram for arbitrary NV is shown in
Fig. 1.



III. NUMERICAL RESULTS

In this section, we present the numerical evidence that
the fuzzy-sphere models (6) and (10) realize respectively
O(N) WF and free-scalar CFTs at N = 2, 3,4, including
the conformal operator spectra and the conformal two-
point correlation functions.

We simulate the fuzzy-sphere models using exact diag-
onalization [82]. The symmetry of the models includes

e a U(1) fermion number conservation that decouples
at the critical points,

e the SO(3) sphere rotation symmetry (note that in
this model, the spatial parity, which is usually re-
alized as the particle-hole symmetry in the fuzzy-
sphere models, is absent), and

e the O(N) global symmetry, which includes the con-
nected part SO(N) as a subgroup of the SU(N)
complex rotation of the 1,..., N flavors, as well as
the improper Zo that acts as adding a (—1) factor
to one of the flavors (see Appendix D).

In the ED calculation, we implement the U(1) and dis-
crete subgroups of the global symmetry, which block-
diagonalizes the Hamiltonian and segments the Hilbert
space. The maximal system size we can reach is N, =
11 for O(2), 10 for O(3) and 9 for O(4).

With the emergent conformal symmetry, the operator
spectrum can be extracted from the state-operator cor-
respondence; namely, each eigenstate |€) of the critical
quantum Hamiltonian has a one-to-one mapping to the
local operator & of the CFT. The scaling dimension of
the operator is proportional to the excited energy of the
eigenstate

v
R
where the FEy is the ground state energy, and v is a

Aﬁ (Eﬁ - E0)7 (12)
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FIG. 2. The minimal spectral conformal cost function for the
O(N) (N = 2,3,4) WF and free-scalar CFTs as a function of
the inverse linear system size 1/4/Nowb. The parameters for
the miximal size are listed in Table I. The free-scalar CFTs
have a worse conformal cost at finite system sizes and an even-
odd effect of N1, so we focus on even Ny

Model U1 h1

0O(2) WF 0.270 —0.084
0(3) WF 0.264 —0.096
O(4) WF 0.255 —0.106
Model U2 h2

O(2) Gaussian 0.148 —0.070
O(3) Gaussian 0.140 —0.070
O(4) Gaussian 0.132 —0.072

TABLE I. The parameters for the O(N) (N = 2,3,4) WF
and free-scalar CFTs in the Hamiltonian ansatzes (6) and
(10), optimized at the maximal accessible system size.

model-dependent constant to be determined that can
be interpreted as the “speed of light.” The state and
the operator carry the same quantum numbers under
the global symmetry, so that the Lorentz spin can be
determined by measuring the total angular momentum
(O|L?|0) = Ls(Lg + 1) of the state, and the O(N) rep-
resentation can be determined by the quadratic Casimir
C5 (see Appendix D).

A. Convergence of Conformal Cost Function

To locate the parameters in the ansatzes (6) and (10)
that realize respectively the WF and free-scalar CFTs,
we compare the spectrum of the fuzzy-sphere model with
the operator spectrum of the desired CFT.

These CFTs have two conserved operators: the sym-
metry current J[’; b at Ay = 2 with Lorentz spin-1 in the

O(N) anti-symmetric rank-2 tensor representation, and
the stress tensor T#” with Lorentz spin-2 in the O(N)
singlet representation. Moreover, the scaling operators
organize into conformal multiplets, each consisting of a
primary operator and its descendants at integer spacing
formed by acting spatial derivatives. Specifically, for the
O(N) free-scalar and WF CFTs, the lowest-lying pri-
maries include the vector field ¢,, the lowest singlet S =
#?, and the O(N) rank-2 tracesless symmetric rank-2 ten-
SOT t(ap) = Py — Sap®? /N where (ab) and [ab] denote
respectively the symmetrization and anti-symmetrization
of the indices, and we will omit the substraction of trace
hereafter. For the free scalars, they have exact scaling
dimensions Ay = 1/2 and A, = Ag = 1; these scal-
ing dimensions get corrected in the WF CFTs and can
be most accurately calculated from numerical conformal
bootstrap [15-18].

Numerically, to compare the spectra with the expected
CFTs, we define a spectral conformal cost function as
the weighted root-mean square of the difference between
the scaling dimensions from the fuzzy sphere and their
reference values

Qost = \/Z Wo (A5 - Ag,ef))Q. (13)
o
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FIG. 3. Operator spectrum of the O(N) (N = 2,3,4) WF CFT from state-operator correspondence at different system sizes
at their respective optimal conformal point up to A < 4,¢ < 3. The filled, empty squares and the circles denote respectively
operators with improper Zs-even, odd, and no definite improper Zz. The bars are bootstrap [17, 18] and Monte Carlo [20, 21]
results and the states in the same multiplet are labeled by the same color.
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Here Ags) is calculated from Eq. (12), and reference val-

ues Afﬁmf) are taken as the exact results for the free scalars
and from bootstrap [17, 18] and Monte Carlo [20, 21] for
the WF CFTs. The operators we include in the sum
are ¢, S,t, their lowest descendants up to A = 3, the
conserved current J#, and the stress tensor T"”. These
operators are identified via their Lorentz spins and the
O(N) representations. The weights Wy are taken to en-
hance sensitivity to the low-lying operators; they sum to
one. For details, see Appendix B.

For N = 2,3,4, we optimize the cost function for the
parameters (Uy, h1) and (Us, hs) for the WF and free the-
ory, respectively, along with the velocity v for each sys-
tem size N,,1,. For all the models we consider, the minima
of the cost function decrease with system size N1, and
display a trend converging toward zero in the thermo-
dynamic limit No,p, (Fig. 2). As a sanity check against
overfitting, we find that the cost function is rather insen-
sitive as one moves along the (U, h) critical line near the
optimal parameters. Moreover, the optimal parameters
remain stable across system sizes Ny1,. These results
support that the Hamiltonians (6) and (10) realize the
WF and free-scalar CFT's, respectively. In the rest of pa-

per, we will present the results computed at the optimal
parameters, shown in Table I.

B. Scaling Dimensions and Conformal Tower

Having located the optimal parameters, we take a
closer look at the spectra and show that the operators
that are not included in the cost function also agree with
the O(N) WF and free-scalar CFTs. We plot the low-
lying spectrum for the O(N) (N = 2,3,4) WF and free-
scalar CFTs extracted from state-operator correspon-
dence at different system sizes in Figs. 3 and 4.

For the WF CFTs (Fig. 3), our numerical results re-
produce the scaling dimensions of the lowest operators
(¢,t,S) and the conserved currents (J, T') with a relative
discrepancy with their expected values typically around
2%. 1In addition, all their expected descendant can be
found, and all the lowest levels can be organized into
conformal multiplets. For a Lorentz singlet &, its descen-
dants can be written in the form of 0* ... 0%/0" 0 (n,j >
0) with spin-j and scaling dimension A + 2n+ j; for spin-
ning primary &*1#¢ its descendants can be written ei-
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ther as 0¥ ... 0" "0y, ...0y, 0" # (0 <i < U,n,j >
0) with spin-(£—i+7) and scaling dimension A+2n+i+j
Or as €, 000" ... 0" (0?)"D,, ... 0, O 1 (1 < i <
¢,m,j > 0) with spin-(£ —i+j+1) and scaling dimension
A+ 2n + i + j; for conserved currents only ¢ = 0 descen-
dants exist due to the conservation 0,, 0% #¢ = 0.

For the free-scalar CFTs, most operators converge to-
ward the expected scaling dimensions with increasing
Ny, while some deviations are still visible. This is ex-
pected as the free-scalar CFTs exhibit a higher degree of
degeneracy in its low-energy spectrum. These degener-
ate states are more sensitive to perturbations from irrele-
vant operators, leading to visible splittings, a phenomena
known as “level repulsion” in the conformal perturbation
theory [39].

C. Correlation Functions

Apart from the operator spectrum, another evidence
for the conformal symmetry comes from the two point
correlation functions of the local operators. For a scalar
primary &, the conformal symmetry restricts the form of
its two-point function on the sphere

Co(r12) = (O(x1)0(x2)) =

1 1 14)

2280 T Raa, (2 —2cos 912)A0 ’

where x5 are two points on the sphere with distance
Z12 = |®1 — x2| and angular distance 615.

These CFT local operators can be realized by the com-
posite fields on the fuzzy sphere. At the conformal point,
each composite field can be expressed as a linear combi-
nation of the CFT scaling operators with the same quan-
tum numbers under O(N) symmetry and time-reversal
(which acts as the complex conjugation). The simplest



ones are O(N) vectors V, = ngq, wa = woa, respectively
even and odd under time reversal, and the singlet ngg.
To the leading order,

Va(zc) = c¢¢a(sc) + ...
we () = crmg(x) + ...
noo(x) = col + csS(x) + ... (15)

where the conjugate momentum fields 7, = 0.¢, is a
descendant of ¢,. The dots represents the subleading
contributions from higher primary or descendant opera-
tors in the same representation, such as ¢2¢, or O*¢, to
V, and ¢* to noo.

The UV-dependent coefficients ¢4 can be cancelled by
defining the dimensionless correlators

. (01Vi(21)Vi(22)|0)

Cy(012) = [(6:]0:(@)[0) 2 (16)

. _ {OJw;(@1)wi(2)]0)

C,(b12) = {bilws (@) [0} (17)
2

00(912) _ {0]noo(x1)no0(x2)|0) — (0[noo(x)[0) , (18)

[{S|noo()[0) 2

where « is an arbitrary point on the sphere. To the lead-
ing order, these dimensionless correlators depend only
on the angular distance and the scaling dimensions of
the corresponding CFT operators

~ 1
Cv (br2) = (2= 2cos0)5 (19)
Co(bh2) = : (21)

(2 —2cosf)As’

With their respective Ay and Ag, these relations hold for
both the WF and free-scalar CF'T. Numerically, we calcu-
late the dimensionless correlators (16)—(18) for different
system sizes for O(N) (N = 2,3,4) WF and free-scalar
CFTs and compare them with the CFT results. The
results are plotted in Fig. 5. As N,,, increases, they con-
verge to the CFT two-point functions (19)—(21), which
provides further evidence for conformal symmetry.

D. Non-CFT Observables

In this section, we discuss several quantities that may
not have a direct CF'T interpretation. Nevertheless, these
quantities exhibit rather peculiar behavior compared to
conventional expectations, and thus may have interest-
ing implications for the question of why the fuzzy-sphere
approach has such a small finite-size effect.

The most unexpected observation is that the CFT
ground state is close to a trivial product state, |pg) =

mc;’0|0>. This state is an O(N) singlet, and in the
case of the Ising CFT (N = 1), it corresponds to the fully
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FIG. 6. The wavefunction overlap between the trivial product
state and 3D CFT ground state: (a) Ising and free real (O(1))
scalar; (b) O(N) WF and free scalar.
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FIG. 7. The entanglement entropy of (a) 3D Ising, free real
(O(1)) scalar ground state, as well as 2D Ising CFT in the
(14 1)D transverse-field Ising model; (b) O(N) WF and free

scalar.

polarized state. Fig. 6(a) shows the wavefunction overlap
[{(¥crT|po)| for the 3D Ising CFT and the free scalar [56],
which is unusually large; for example, the overlap exceeds
0.8 for the Ising CFT at Ny, = 24 2. Therefore, the CFT
ground state can be viewed as a state that includes small
fluctuations around the trivial product state, which can
be well described by a wavefunction ansatz in a form sim-
ilar to a coherent state [56]. The O(N = 2,3,4) WF and
the free scalar also exhibit similar behavior, as shown in
Fig. 6(b).

A consequence of the CFT ground state on the fuzzy
sphere being close to a trivial product state is its small
entanglement entropy, as shown in Fig. 7. Practically,
this also facilitates tensor-network-based methods such
as DMRG to study 3D CFTs on the fuzzy sphere. To il-
lustrate how small the entanglement entropy is, we com-
pare it to that of the (1+1)D transverse-field Ising model
(TFIM), which is also well known for its small entangle-
ment entropy. For the TFIM, the number of orbitals is
taken as the length of the spin chain. Fig. 7(a) shows
the entanglement entropy for both the fuzzy sphere and

2 The boundary CFT central charge can be extracted from the
wavefunction overlap [45].



the (1 4+ 1)D TFIM, where in each case we consider the
entanglement entropy obtained by bipartitioning the sys-
tem into two halves, resulting in maximal entanglement.
We note that the 3D CFT on the fuzzy sphere is expected
to satisfy the entanglement area law S = av/Now + 5,
while the (14 1)D CFT follows the entanglement scaling
S=2%5In (%) +Sp. Therefore, at sufficiently large Ny,
the 3D CFT should have a larger entanglement entropy.
However, somewhat surprisingly, for the largest system
size studied, Ny, = 52, the entanglement entropy of the
3D Ising CFT is smaller than that of the (1+1)D TFIM.
The O(N = 2,3,4) WF and the free scalar also have
small entanglement entropy, as shown in Fig. 7(b).

These observations defy the common lore that CFTs
are strongly fluctuating and highly entangled; instead,
they become rather semi-classical once regularized on the
fuzzy sphere. We should remark that by semi-classical,
we do not mean weakly coupled, as one would sometimes
associate with the WF CFT due to the fact that Ay is
close to the value of a free scalar field. Indeed, for the
quantities we have studied, the WF CFT behaves more
classically than the free scalar: its wavefunction is closer
to the trivial product state and it exhibits smaller en-
tanglement entropy. Among all the theories considered,
the Ising CFT appears to be the most classical one, even
when compared to the free real scalar. It would be inter-
esting to understand whether there is a deeper physical
reason behind these observations.

IV. CONCLUSION

We propose two classes of fuzzy-sphere models for real-
izing O(N) CFTs, namely the O(N) WF and free-scalar
theories. Using exact diagonalization, we verify that the
operator spectrum and two-point correlators of our fuzzy-
sphere models for N = 2,3,4 agree with CFT expecta-
tions. We also show that the CFT ground states of these
models are rather semi-classical, in the sense that they
are close to a trivial product state and exhibit relatively
small entanglement entropy. Among these theories, both
WF and free-scalar CFTs, the Ising CFT is the most
semi-classical. These observations defy the common lore
that CFTs exhibit strong fluctuations and warrant fur-
ther exploration.

Our fuzzy-sphere O(N) model may help to explore sev-
eral important aspects of the O(N) WF CFT that are
difficult to access using other approaches. For example,
it would be interesting to compute the OPE of the sym-
metry current, J* x JY, which provides direct access to
the conductivity of quantum critical points that can be
measured experimentally [83, 84]. Tt is also intriguing to
study conformal line defects and boundaries of the O(N)

WF theory. One particularly compelling direction is to
investigate spin impurities [73-75], analogous to studying
a Kondo impurity in a CFT. Another interesting prob-
lem is to analyze the RG flow between the free-scalar
CFT and the O(N) WF CFT. Finally, we remark that
it would also be valuable to explore whether the fuzzy-
sphere O(N) model can be treated perturbatively using
a large-N expansion.
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Appendix A: Decomposition into the Orbital Space

We project the system onto the LLL by writing the
fermion operators in terms of the annihilation operators
of the LLL orbitals

(A1)

Z y(S)

m=—s

where Yl;z)(ﬁ) is the monopole harmonics, n is the unit
vector of the point on the sphere specified by angular
coordinates 6 and ¢, i, annihilates/creates an electron
with L*-quantum number m at the f-th flavour of the
lowest Landau level.

Like the fermion operator, the density operator, i. e. lo-
cal fermion bilinear

2 (1) = 0} (1) My pha (r). (A2)
can also be expressed in the orbital space

Conversely,
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Here, we have used the properties of the monopole spherical harmonics [86]

Vi = ()Y,

/ Ay = 51,6,

lm1 l2m2 l3m3

47

/d2ny(61) Y(éz) Y(éa) _ \/(211 + 1)(212 + 1)(213 + 1) < i Iy I3 ) ( 11 lo I3 > 7

where (§¢4¢) is the 3j-symbol, and Ylgg) = Y}, is the
common spherical harmonics. In this way, we have fully
expressed the density operator in terms of the operators

in the orbital space C(T)

The most straightforward way to construct an interac-
tion term is to add a density-density interaction with a
potential function

Hin = /d2r1 d’ra U(|ry — ro|)nar(ri)nar(r2).  (A6)

The interacting potentials can be expanded in terms of
the Legendre polynomials

U(|r1z]

)= Z UlPl(cos 612)
1
Z 47TU[
2+ 1 Yo

where r1o = r1 —rp and |ri2| = 2Rsin#15/2. Conversely

0)Yim (), (A7)

~ . 20+1
Ul = /SlIl 912(1912 U(|I‘12|)P[(COS 912). (A8)
Specifically, for local and super-local interactions
U(|I‘12|) = god(rlg), Ul R2 (2[ + 1)
U(lriz]) = 1V?6(r12), U= —ﬁl(l +1)(20+1).
(A9)

Here we make use of the conversion relations

1

R 1
3(r) = 550(h), Vi= ﬁv%,

(A5)

mi1 Mo M3 —S81 —S2 —S83

(

for r = Rn. By expanding the density operators into the
orbital space and completing the integrals,

o
Hiy = 3 TR0 (A10)

M,im "M, lm -
— 20+ 1

One can similarly convert the correlation functions in
the real space and orbital space

0(012) = <nM(r1)nM(r2)>
= 3 Vi)Yo (02) 0, 00m)

Iml'm’

= Y Vi (r1) Yo (v2)00 Omms (nfgm0)

Iml'm’

2041
= ; e PZ(COS 912)<nj0n[0>

(A11)

The third line makes use of the SO(3) rotation symmetry.
Hence, to obtain C'(612) as a continuous function of 614,

one only needs to evaluate (n}onm}.

Appendix B: Cost Function

In this section, we explain the definition of the spectral
cost function, which evaluates how close a fuzzy-sphere
spectrum is to the reference CFT. We determine the op-
timal data point and the light speed v by minimising the
cost function.

We choose a collection of states and list their energies

E= [ET,EjaE¢7ESaEt7E3¢ - E¢7

FEos — Es, Egy — By, Egag — Ey), (B1)



where S = ¢'¢’ is the singlet (scalar), ¢° is the flavor
vector, t = ¢li¢/) is the symmetric traceless tensor.
We compare them with the list of reference target scaling
dimensions from engineering dimension of free scalars or
conformal bootstrap

A= (3,2, A5 AlD AFD 1.1,1,2). (B2)
For an ideal CFT, these two vectors are proportional
Ai = aEi, (BS)

where o = v/R is a factor to be determined. We define
the cost function as:
1/2

Qcost = ij ; W’L(Az - aEi)2 . (B4)

We choose the weights as the reference scaling dimensions
to the power —2 to reduce the contribution from higher-
lying states:

W = [3’27A1ref7 A];ef7 A;ef’ A%edngrae; Agetf’ A]ée¢5§¢]_2~

(B5)
The optimal rescaling factor « is computed as:
Wi E; A,
= 721 5 (B6)
Zi Wz’Ei

Appendix C: Basis Transformation

To facilitate the exact diagonalisation calculation, we
need to perform a basis transformation. Taking the O(2)
model as an example, the O(2) charge is

Q= Zi(cin,lcm»Q - C;rn,zcm,l)v (Cl)

where (¢, 1, Cm 2) transforms as a O(2) vector. The most
suitable quantum numbers for ED are diagonal and look
like >, ozm(,c;fmcma, so we transform with respect to
the flavor index

6m,0 1 1 i Cm,0

¢, = Uc,,, Cma| = ? V2| [ema] - (C2)
c — =t c
m,2 2 2 m,2

In this basis, the conserved O(2) charge is diagonal
Q= (@ 18m1 — Eh 2lm.2). (C3)
m

Various fields are now expressed in the new basis as

V3 VP41, Q=0,
ViaViy = ViVi — VaVa, Q=0,
ViaVoy = (V2,V3), Q= £2. (C4)
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For general O(N') model, we perform a similar transfor-
mation for the flavours (1,2), (3,4), ..., and (2n—1,2n)
where n = | N/2].

diag(l,Ug,...,Ug) N € 27
U = { diag(1,Us,..., Uy, 1) Ne2Z+1
n=|N/2]
1 11 4 ~
U2 = E |:1 —Z:| s Cm = UCm7 (C5)

where diag denotes a block-diagonal matrix. The diago-
nal charges are

Qi = Z(E;rn,%—lém,zi*l - E;rn,ziém,%) (i=1,...,n).

Appendix D: Implementing Symmetries in the
Exact diagonalisation

In exact diagonalisation, implementing symmetries can
block-diagonalise the Hamiltonian, divide the Hilbert
space into sectors with different quantum numbers, and
thus reduce the computational cost. The manifest global
symmetry in our fuzzy-sphere model is

GN - U(l)charge X 50(3)r0tation X O(N)ﬂavour~

In practice, we implement some U (1) diagonal quantum
numbers and discrete off-diagonal quantum numbers.

e Diagonal quantum numbers. They come from the
Cartan sub-group of Gy and are the maximal set
of commuting operators that we can impose simul-
taneously.

e Off-diagonal quantum numbers. In certain sectors
of the diagonal quantum numbers, we can imple-
ment some off-diagonal quantum numbers that do
not commute with the Cartan sub-group. They
come from the Weyl sub-group of Gy. Imposing
these quantum numbers lifts some of the remain-
ing degeneracies inside each weight space.

The representation of a state under a Lie group can be
measured through the quadratic Casimir

(B|Cs|®),  Cy=) T,

where |®) is an eigenstate and T; are the list of genera-
tors.

We now discuss each part of the symmetry group in-
dividually.

(D1)

1. U(1) charge symmetry

We implement the electric charge conservation

Ne =Y chatma = Nor. (D2)



2. SO(3) sphere rotation symmetry

We implement its Cartan sub-group, i. e. the angular
momentum conservation in the z-direction

L,= ch:fnacma. (D3)

A spin-l multiplet branches into components with L, =
—l,—l+1,...,1—1,I. To obtain all the SO(3) repre-
sentations with [ € Z, it suffices to consider the L, = 0
sector. In this sector, we can implement its Weyl sub-
group, 4. e. a Zso that acts as the w-rotation along the
y-axis.

Ry i Cma > (1) 0. (D4)

The spin ! of an eigenstate can be measured through
the total angular momentum

(L2) =11+ 1),
L*=L,L_ +IL*-1L,,
Ly = Z V(sTm)(stm+ 1)cjni1’acm,a.

mo

(D5)

3. Flavour Symmetry of the O(2) Model

We consider the flavour symmetry
02)2U(1) X Za,

Its irreducible representations are labelled by U(1) charge
@ € 7Z and an improper Zs quantum number only for
Q=0.

We implement the conservation of U(1) charge

Q= Zéin,lém,l - 5In,lém72' (D6)
m

Note that we work in the basis after transformation
throughout the section (¢f. Appendix C). The improper
Zo exchanges the two flavours

- ém,l — ém72. (D7>
It reverses the U(1) charge & : Q — —@Q; the charge-
0 sector is further divided into Zs-even and odd sectors.

We list below the quantum numbers for several operators
of interest

S : Q=0 =+
JH Q=0 Y =—

o : Q==+1

t: Q=+2 (D8)

To obtain all the O(2) representations, we go through
Q=0,Z=+and @ =1,2,....

12
4. Flavour Symmetry of the O(3) Model

The O(3) irreducible representations are labelled by
SO(3) spin s € Z and an improper Zs quantum number
for each s.

The Cartan sub-group of SO(3) is U(1) with charge

S, = Z 6In,15m71 - 6;&%167,%2. (Dg)
m

A SO(3) spin-s multiplet branches into components with
S, =—s,—s+1,...,s —1,s. To obtain all the SO(3)
representations, it suffices to consider the S, = 0 sector.

We implement in addition the Weyl reflection 2 and
the improper-Zy Z~

. & o é f

m,1 m,2s m,3 = —Cn,3
. =t
X Gy Con2- (D10)

The SO(3) spin-even representations are Z-even and
vice versa.

The SO(N) quadratic Casimir admits a general defi-
nition

Cy=>_

a<b

2

¢ - -
— ChaCmb — €l pCmia (D11)
\/§ Z ) m,
m

with the normalisation that the Dynkin index T(0) = 1
and Co(0) = (N — 1)/2 for the vector representation.
For SO(3), it can be intepreted as half the total SO(3)
spin %Sz.
(9%) = s(s +1),
S?=5,8 +82-8,,

Sy =V2Y Eh 1Emo+ T 0Bmea,
m

(D12)

S_=s1.

We list below the quantum numbers for several opera-
tors of interest

S: s=0 (SH=0 2=+ Z=+
Jh s=1 (8H=2 X =- Z=-
6: s=1 (=2 X =+ Z=-
t: s=2 (=6 X =+ Z=+. (D13)

5. Flavour Symmetry of O(4) model
The connected part SO(4) admits the well-known iso-
morphism:

Its irreducible representations are tensor-product repre-
sentations of the two SU(2)’s, labeled by pairs of spins
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(sL,sr) with s1,, sg € Z/2. The projection of Zg imposes The Cartan sub-group is the direct product U(1); X
an additional restriction s;, + sp € Z. The improper-Zo U(1)g of the Cartan sub-groups of the two SU(2)’s. Its
exchanges the two SU(2)’s. For s;, # sg, it combines the
two representations (sy, sg) and (sg,sp); for s;, = sg, it
divides the (sr,sz) into the Zg-even and Zs-odd repre- )
St = 53 s~ + s = s

charges are

m



Zcm16WL1 fc 20m2 fcjn3cm3+cT 4cm4
(D15)

An SO(4) spin-(sy,, sg) multiplet branches into compo-
nents with S, = —sr,...,sp and S, r = —5R,...,sR
respectively. To obtain all the SO(4) representations, it
suffices to consider the (S r,S.r) = (0,0) and (3, 1)
sectors.

The Weyl sub-group of O(4) is generated by

% : Em,l L d 5m,2
% : ém’g L d Em’4

A ém71 <~ 6m’3, Em’g 4 ém14. (D].G)
They acts on the two quantum numbers as
2 S...— —=S.Rr S.r— 5.1,
%5 S..— S:r S.r— S.ro,
A Sz,L — Sz,L SZ,R — _Sz,R~ (D17)

It is isomorphic to the dihedral group of a square Dg, one
can see this by noting

(72 =1, HBAX)=(HZ) ' %

The Weyl sub-group of SO(4) is Zg X Zs generated by 2~
and 2 %5. The 2 or %5 separately acts as the improper
Zs. To obtain all the O(4) representations, it suffices to
consider the sectors

(SZ,L7SZ,R7 %7 %7 '%) = (0707+7+7 :l:)u (0u07 R _7:l:)
1
2

0,0, 4+, —, /),

where / means the quantum number is not con-
served for the sector. The five choices of 29, %5, &
for (S..r,5:.r) = (0,0) singles out respectively the
Ay, As, By, By and F representation of Dg.

The Casimir is the sum of the total spins of the two
SU(2)’s

(C2) = sp(sr + 1)+ sr(sp+1). (D19)

We list below the quantum numbers for several opera-
tors of interest

S . (SL,SR) = (070) <02> = 0
(Sz,Lv‘Sz,R) = (0’0)
(21, 22, %)= (+,+,+)

14

¢ (sz.sr) = (5,3) (Coy =3
(Sz LaSzR = %7%)
(*%17%‘279@? - /a+

\./\./\./\./\_/\_/\./\./
P

JH (SLa SR) = 1a0)7
(Sz L, Sz R) = O, 0)
(f%/'la ’%7 ‘ff - +7 K /)
t: (SL,SR = 1,1) <CQ>=4
(S:r,5:R 0,0)
Appendix E: Suppelementary Results for
Correlators

We plot the dimensionless correlators (16)—(18) for dif-
ferent system sizes for O(N) (N = 3,4) WF and free-
scalar CFTs and compare them with the CFT results in
Figs. 8 and 9.

We also append a derivation for Eq. (20). The mo-
mentum, transformed to the cylinder through the Weyl
transformation & = e/ Rn is

wee=i(5) (2452 ) e @

where the covariant derivative D, = 0,,+AB,, takes into
account a modification to the connexion one-form [87]

B = B,dz" = dw = (1/r)dr.

Now we consider the correlators

1

(P(1)(x2)) = (r? + 13 — 2r1rg cos f12)2¢ (E2)
((e0)(02)) = oy (D) (@) (D) @2)|
ro=1
-1 204 (B3)

T R2(a,1D (2 — 2cosf12)Re !

For the dimensionless correlator, a normalisation is

needed

Ol = fmr (34 52) 7| = 7
" (E4)

Hence,
Gy — TRl —2/As -

{0l (r)[¢)[?

(2 — 2cosf19)Ret’
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