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Abstract: Symmetric product orbifolds provide a controlled environment to explore

generic features of gauge theory and holography. The tractability of these theories lies in the

complete characterisation of their gauge structure through holomorphic covering maps. In

this paper, we introduce a novel class of generalised covering maps, which define a universal

family of interfaces between symmetric product orbifolds. These interfaces coincide with

the holographic interfaces that were recently proposed as duals to AdS2 branes in pure

NSNS AdS3 backgrounds. The new covering-map description enables efficient evaluation of

interface correlators via a generalisation of the Lunin–Mathur method. To organise these

computations, we derive a generalised Riemann–Hurwitz formula for interface coverings

and introduce novel diagrammatic rules that systematically classify these maps. The new

framework allows us to define a concrete grand-canonical ensemble that has the correct

properties to compute correlation functions dual to open string scattering amplitudes.

Using the generalised Riemann-Hurwitz formula, we explicitly show that the correlators

of the ensemble structurally match string perturbation theory to all orders in the string

coupling.
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1 Introduction

In many respects, symmetric product orbifolds are close cousins of higher dimensional

weakly coupled gauge theories and can serve as a very controlled laboratory to study

features of perturbative expansions and most importantly of holography. In particular,

correlation functions of symmetric product orbifolds SymN(M) of some seed CFTM are

known to possess a Feynman-like expansion. The role of the Feynman diagrams is played by

covering maps Γ of the 2-dimensional surface X the symmetric product orbifold is defined

on. These covering maps even possess a diagrammatic description that is quite reminiscent

of the usual double line networks that are used in gauge theory [1]. More importantly,

the large N expansion is similar to the ’t Hooft expansion in gauge theory, suggesting a

holographic description through some dual string theory in AdS3. And indeed, an exact

dual string theory for the symmetric product orbifold of a supersymmetric 4-torus has

been established in [2, 3]. It involves strings on an AdS3×S3 × T4 geometry with one unit

of NSNS- and no RR-flux turned on. This correspondence is quite remarkable. Tensionless

strings are deeply quantum and hence dual to a weakly coupled theory. Finding similar

dual pairs between weakly coupled gauge theories in higher dimensions and (non-geometric)

dual string theories is an important challenge that has seen limited progress, see however

[4] for some recent proposal and further references. On the other hand, many aspects

of holography are actually still better understood in higher dimensional setups and in

particular for the paradigmatic example of the duality between N = 4 SYM theory and

string theory in AdS5×S5. This applies in particular to the emergence of a geometric

supergravity regime which is well established in some higher dimensional versions of the

correspondence. In addition, the higher dimensional theories have been probed by a wide

range of different observable, including non-local ones such as line and surface defects and

interfaces. These have received much less attention in the context of symmetric product

orbifolds. Karch-Randal like interfaces that connect two symmetric product orbifolds with

different degree of the orbifold group, for instance, have only been constructed a few months

ago in [5]. In this paper, we continue our analysis of these interfaces by providing the

necessary tools to efficiently compute their local correlation functions, especially with the

aim to establish universal holographic features.

The interfaces under consideration connect symmetric product orbifolds with orbifold

groups SN± of degrees N±. Two essential pieces of data enter their construction: A pair

of boundary states ∣a±⟩ of the seed theory M and an integer P ≤ min(N±). While the

former controls the precise way in which bulk excitations in the symmetric product orbifold

are reflected off the interface, the integer P determines the degree of transmissivity, with

large values of P corresponding to a maximally transparent setup. Note that, for N+ ≠
N−, reflection processes are unavoidable. It is conjectured that these interfaces provide a

holographic dual for AdS2-branes in minimal pure NSNS flux limits of string theory on

AdS3 backgrounds. Concretely, this proposal was brought forward in [5] for strings on

AdS3× S3 × T4, and recently also extended to AdS3×S3×S3×S1 [6]. Using the boundary

states of the folding trick description of the interfaces, Reference [5] computed the torus

partition function for a pair of interfaces. This CFT partition function was then compared
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with the annulus partition function of open strings on the relevant AdS2 branes and both

quantities were found to agree. In this sense, the interfaces defined in [5] appear as natural

low-dimensional analogues of Wilson lines in four-dimensional gauge theories. They can

also be viewed as two-dimensional counterparts of Karch-Randall interfaces [7].

As convincing as the agreement of partition functions may seem, a complete derivation

of the holographic correspondence does require to also match CFT correlation functions

of bulk and interface operator with scattering amplitudes of tensionless closed and open

strings on AdS2-branes in AdS3. In order to approach such a comparison, we need to be

able to compute the relevant CFT correlators. This is the problem we address in the current

work. In order to achieve this goal, we extend the Lunin-Mathur covering space techniques

to interface CFT. This involves two steps. In a first step, the correlation functions in the

interface symmetric product orbifold CFT are represented as a sum over an appropriate set

of interface branched coverings Γ, see Subsection 2.3 and eq. (2.33). The summands involve

correlation functions in the seed CFTM on surfaces with boundaries. These are weighted

with some coefficients α[Γ] that do not depend on the seed CFT. Following the ideas of

Lunin-Mathur [8], the correlation functions in the seed CFT can then be calculated with

the help of (boundary) Liouville field theory. For pure twist field insertions, the dependence

on the seed CFT is restricted to the bulk and boundary entropies, i.e. the central charge c

and the g-factors g± of the two boundary conditions a±, see for example eq. (4.23).

In order to construct the sum over coverings Γ and compute the weight factors α[Γ],
we develop a diagrammatic approach that extends the Feynman-like diagrams that were

introduced for bulk symmetric product orbifolds by Pakman, Rastelli and Razamat in [1].

In our case, the diagrams are built from five different types of propagator-lines. Three of

them are represented by double lines. We shall refer to them as aligned and misaligned±.

In addition there are two single lines of opposite orientation. Bulk twist fields of order w

are represented by vertices with w misaligned double lines, see Figure 3a. Interface twist

field of order ω, on the other hand, are represented by vertices with two single lines and

ω − 1 aligned double lines, see Subfigure a, b, c and d of Figure 7. In addition to these

vertices that represent field insertions there are also two classes of trivalent vertices that

are not associated with any field insertions. These additional trivalent vertices allow to

split a misaligned double line into either a pair of aligned double lines, see Figure 3b, or

into a pair of single lines, see Subfigure e and f of Figure 7. In order to describe a valid

interface covering map Γ, a diagram built out of these basic ingredients needs to satisfy

some simple rules, see Section 3.2. Given a valid diagram it is then easy to read off the

degrees N± of the associated covering map, the degree of transmissivity P of the interface

and the symmetry factor α[Γ].
If the diagram has no single lines, it actually describes an ordinary bulk covering map.

In the corresponding diagrams, it is possible to eliminate all the misaligned double lines

by splitting them into pairs of aligned ones. Hence, these diagrams can be drawn with a

single type of double line which agrees with the pictorial descriptions proposed by Pakman-

Rastelli-Razamat (PRR). After we split the misaligned lines, bulk twist field of order w

are represented by a vertex with 2w aligned double lines rather than w misaligned ones,

see Figure 4b. Thereby, we recover the graphical rules for PRR diagrams. Let us note that
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our representation of the aligned double lines looks a bit different from the one in the work

of Pakman et al. who used double lines with one dashed and one solid edge.

Another central result that we obtain from our new understanding of interface covering

maps concerns the structure of the large N± and large P expansion that is shown to match

the string genus expansion for scattering amplitudes of closed and open strings to all orders

in the string coupling. In the bulk case it has been well understood that the comparison of

the two expansions requires passing to a grand-canonical ensemble in which the parameter

N is controlled by a dual fugacity µ. The latter scales with the string coupling gs as

µ ∼ g2G−2s where G denotes the genus of the holographic boundary X. In the grand-

canonical ensemble, N is not a number but one can check that the expectation value of

N scales as N ∼ g−2s . We extend these insights to the interface setup. In particular, we

introduce a new grand-canonical ensemble in which N± and the degree of transmissivity P

are controlled by dual fugacities, see eq. (5.21). With some appropriate scaling behaviour

of these three fugacities, see eq. (5.22), the expectation values of N± and P scale as g−2s
while the expectation value of N± − P turns out to scale as g−1s .

The plan for this work is as follows. The next section is devoted to covering maps and

their role in computing correlation functions in symmetric product orbifolds. We begin by

reviewing the well known notion of branched coverings in Section 2.1 before we recall, in

Section 2.2, how correlation functions on symmetric product orbifolds on a closed surface

X can be expressed as a sum over branched coverings of X. The individual summands

involve correlation functions of the seed theory on the covering surface Σ. We then extend

this discussion to the case of interfaces. In Subsection 2.3, we introduce the relevant notion

of generalised covering maps before we spell out how to compute correlation functions

involving interfaces as a sum over these covering maps, see Subsection 2.4 and in particular

eq. (2.33). We evaluate the right hand side of this equation for some special setup in

which we just insert two parallel interfaces along some cycle of the torus, without any

further local insertions of either bulk or interface fields. The resulting formula coincides

with the interface partition functions we calculated in [5] from an algebraic construction

that involves the folding trick and explicit boundary states. This justifies a posteriori the

rather natural notion of generalised covering maps we propose in Subsection 2.3.

Section 3 is devoted to the diagrammatic representation of interface covering maps

that we summarised above. After a short review of the PRR diagrams for correlation

functions in symmetric product orbifolds in Section 3.1, we describe the corresponding

interface diagrams in Section 3.2. This is followed by a brief discussion of the symmetries

of interface PRR diagrams in Sections 3.3 and 3.4. These symmetries allow to read off the

group of deck transformations of the associated branched covering. Finally, we determine

the large N behaviour of the expansion in Section 3.5.

With all this control over the interface PRR expansion of correlation functions in

symmetric product orbifolds with holographic interface insertions, it remains to evaluate its

individual diagrams, i.e. the relevant correlation functions of the seed theory on the covering

surfaces Σ. This is addressed in Section 4 where we extend the ideas proposed by Lunin and

Mathur for symmetric product orbifolds on a closed surface to the interface setup. Once
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again, we start with a short review of the bulk analysis before we discuss its extension

to interfaces and several concrete examples. Section 5 is about grand-canonical partition

functions. After a brief review of the bulk case in Section 5.2, we introduce grand-canonical

interface partition functions is Section 5.3 and show that these indeed have the same

structure as partition functions of closed and open strings with the scalings we described

above. In Section 6, we conclude by listing a number of interesting open problems and

directions for future research. Some more technical explanations and additional material

are collected in five appendices.

2 Interfaces in symmetric product orbifolds

In this section, we discuss a family of universal interfaces of symmetric product orbifolds

that were introduced in Reference [5]. Using the folding trick, Section 2 of that work gave

a fully explicit construction of these interfaces in terms of boundary states, from which

in particular a closed formula for the grand-canonical torus partition function with two

interface insertions was computed. Some very special cases of the interfaces had been

considered previously, for instance in References [9, 10].

However, all these previous discussions, including Reference [5], took a fairly algebraic

perspective on symmetric product orbifolds. In this section, we would like to complement

the existing literature on the topic by an analytic perspective that focuses on an inter-

pretation of objects in symmetric product orbifolds in terms of branched covering maps,

i.e. we represent interface correlation functions in symmetric product orbifolds through a

sum over appropriately defined “interface covering maps”.

In order to set the stage, we first review the corresponding description for correlation

functions of local fields in symmetric product orbifolds, see Section 2.2. To make this

work self-contained, the relevant mathematical notions concerning branched coverings of

Riemann surfaces are collected in Section 2.1. Analogously, our discussion of interface

correlators starts by introducing a class of generalised covering maps in Section 2.3 and

proving that they satisfy a modified Riemann-Hurwitz formula. Equipped with this math-

ematical background, the final Section 2.4 provides a new description of the interfaces

whose correlation functions are explored in the rest of this work. As a first application

of the definition in terms of a sum over generalised covering maps, we re-calculate the

interface partition functions that were first computed in [5]. Crucially, the new calculation

turns out to be considerably easier than the original one, which allows us to study much

more general partition functions and correlators in this paper, than those accessible with

the methods of Reference [5].

2.1 Branched coverings

To prepare for our discussion of correlations of local fields in symmetric product orbifolds,

we start with a lightning review of branched coverings. The definition of unramified and

branched coverings is stated in the next two paragraphs. This is followed by three para-

graphs in which we introduce the notation of monodromy and deck transformations of
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branched coverings. The final paragraph reviews a classical result of the theory of covering

maps: The Riemann-Hurwitz formula.

Unramified coverings. Throughout this section, let Σ and X be Riemann surfaces.

Unless stated otherwise, neither Σ nor X are assumed to be closed. Furthermore, let

Γ ∶ Σ → X be a holomorphic surjection. If Γ is locally invertible and if every point x ∈ X
has ∣Γ−1(x)∣ = N preimages, then Γ is called a degree N unramified covering of X by Σ.

Branched coverings. Let B be a finite subset of X and R ∶= Γ−1(B). If R is a finite

set and the restriction of Γ to Σ ∖ R is a holomorphic covering of X ∖ B then Γ is a

branched covering of X. In this case, we refer to elements of B and R as branch points

and ramification points respectively. At each ramification point z ∈ Σ, the covering map Γ

locally takes the form

Γ(z + δz) = Γ(z) +O(δzw). (2.1)

The integer w is the ramification index of Γ in z. For z ∉ R, the index is one.

Monodromy. For a connected surface X, consider a closed curve γ ∶ [0,1] →X∖B based

in the point x ∈ X, i.e. a curve satisfying γ(0) = γ(1) = x that does not pass through any

of the branch points of the covering map Γ. For each element z of the set Γ−1(x) there is

a unique lift Γ∗γz of γ to Σ such that

Γ ○ Γ∗γz = γ and Γ∗γz(0) = z . (2.2)

The map z ↦ Γ∗γz(1) is a bijection of the set Γ−1(x) onto itself i.e. an element of

Aut[Γ−1(x)]. It only depends on the homotopy class [γ] of the curve γ and therefore

defines a group homomorphism

MΓ ∶ π1(X,x) → Aut[Γ−1(x)] (2.3)

which sends γ to an automorphism αγ of the set Γ
−1(x) ⊆ Σ. The mapMΓ is themonodromy

action of the covering map Γ. Its image is the monodromy group of Γ.

Deck transformations. A Deck transformation of the covering Γ is an automorphism

D of Σ with the property Γ○D = Γ. If Σ is connected, then the image D(z) of an arbitrary

unramified point z ∈ Σ already fixes D completely. In this sense, the group Deck[Γ] of deck

transformations can be identified with a subgroup of Aut[Γ−1(x)] for a generic x ∈ X in

this case. Since deck transformations are precisely the maps that preserve Γ, this subgroup

is the stabiliser of the monodromy group of Γ under the conjugation of Aut[Γ−1(x)].

Local gauge choice. Given a point x ∈ X and a set C of degree N coverings of X,

for which x is not a branch point, we refer to a choice of labelling the N points in the

preimage Γ−1(x) of x w.r.t. every covering map Γ ∈ C by the numbers 1, . . . ,N as a local
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gauge choice1 for C at x ∈X. In particular, a local gauge choice for C = {Γ} is a bijection

ψ ∶ N ∶= {1,2, . . . ,N} → Γ−1(x), (2.4)

that allows to identify elements α of Aut[Γ−1(x)] with elements αψ ∶= ψ−1 ○ α ○ ψ of the

symmetric group SN . Thus, local gauge choices lead to an identification of the monodromy

group and deck transformations with subgroups of SN . As an application, we can for

example use a local gauge choice to define a map

MR
Γ ∶ π1(X,x) → C, [γ] ↦ χR(MΓ[γ]) ∶= χR(Mψ

Γ [γ]), (2.5)

given a representation R of SN with character χR. Since characters are invariant under

the inner automorphisms of SN , the value of χR(MΓ[γ]) is independent of the choice of ψ.

Riemann-Hurtwitz formula. In this paragraph, we assume that Σ and X are closed.

If Γ is unramified, sufficiently fine triangulations of X lift along Γ to triangulations of Σ

with N = deg[Γ] times as many vertices, edges and faces. Thus, the Euler characteristics

of Σ and X are related by χ(Σ) = Nχ(X). More generally, consider a triangulation of

X whose vertices include all branch points of Γ. Then the lifted triangulation still has

the expected number of edges and faces. However, w − 1 vertices on Σ are lost for each

ramification point with index w. Therefore, the Euler characteristic χ(Σ) of Σ is given by

χ(Σ) = Nχ(X) −
n

∑
i=1

(wi − 1), (2.6)

where w1, . . . ,wn are the ramification indices of Γ. This is the Riemann-Hurwitz formula.

2.2 Symmetric product orbifolds

This section introduces symmetric product orbifolds as two-dimensional CFTs defined by

lifting correlation functions of a seed theory theoryM on a closed Riemann surface X to

various covering spaces. It is divided into several paragraphs, each devoted to one aspect

of the lift. The first of these provides a definition. The definition is then applied to the

computation of vacuum partition functions. These allow us to determine the spectrum of

the symmetric orbifold and its local correlation functions.

Covering space lift. Let us denote by AX[T ] the set of observables O of a CFT T on

the surface X, i.e. the set of all objects that can be inserted in its correlation functions.

The most basic elements of AX[T ] are products OS = O1(x1)O2(x2)⋯On(xn) of local

operators Oi that are inserted at some finite set of points xi ∈ S ⊆ X. Beyond those, AX
also includes non local observables such as line operators.

We define the symmetric product orbifold SymN(M) of the seed theory M by a

prescription that expresses the correlation functions of its observables in terms of correlators

1This terminology is justified in Appendix A, where symmetric product orbifolds are discussed in the

language of gauge theory, and the local gauge choices we define here are shown to correspond to local

trivialisations of the gauge bundle.
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of M. This is achieved through the following two steps. First, we associate a set CN [O]
of N -sheeted branched coverings2 of X with each observable O ∈ AX[SymN(M)].

Second, we associate an observable OΓ of the seed theory to any pair (O,Γ) of an

observable O of the symmetric product orbifold and a covering map Γ ∈ CN [O]. For the

multipoint observables OS we described above, for example, the associated observable in

the seed theory is essentially given by some OΓ−1(S). Given these two ingredients, i.e. the

space CN [O] of covering maps associated with O and the map

O ↦ OΓ ∈ AΣ[M], (2.7)

that sends O ∈ AX[SymN(M)] to the observable OΓ ∈ AΣ[M], we lift expectation values

in the symmetric product orbifolds to expectation values in the seed theory as,

⟨O⟩unnormalised
SymN (M)

= 1

N !
∑

Γ∈CN [O]

⟨OΓ⟩M, (2.8)

where ⟨OΓ⟩M is a correlator ofM on Σ with a metric that is obtained by pulling back the

metric of X along Γ. We have placed a subscript ‘unnormalised’ on this correlator since

it does not necessarily yield 1 for the one-point functions of the identity operator 1. We

define its normalised analogue as the quotient

⟨O⟩SymN (M)
=
⟨O⟩unnormalised

SymN (M)

⟨1⟩unnormalised
SymN (M)

. (2.9)

The vacuum. As a first example, let us discuss the concrete realisation of the general

equation (2.8) for the case O = 1 of the identity, or vacuum operator. The set CN [1] is

CN [1] ∶= {N sheeted unramified coverings of X} . (2.10)

Given some Γ ∈ CN [1], the observable 1Γ of the seed theory on the covering surface Σ is

the identity operator, up to some normalising prefactor α[Γ], i.e.

1Γ = α[Γ] ⋅ 1 where α[Γ] ∶= deg[Γ]!
∣Deck[Γ]∣ . (2.11)

By definition, the vacuum partition function ZXN of SymN(M) on the surface X is

ZXN ∶= ⟨1⟩unnormalised
SymN (M)

. (2.12)

Let us compute ZXN in the simplest case X = S2, where the set CN [1] has only a single

element Γ, which covers the sphere by N disconnected spheres. The group Deck[Γ] consists
of theN ! permutations of these spheres. Therefore, we obtain ZS2

N = 1/N ! in a normalisation

where the sphere partition function of the seed theory is set to one. A much greater

amount of information is encoded in the partition function of higher genus surfaces X. In

particular, the torus partition function contains the entire spectral data of local operators

and the genus two partition function yields all structure constants.

2We consider coverings that are related by an isomorphism that identifies their covering spaces as

identical. A more precise statement would be that CN [O] is a set of equivalence classes of covering maps.

– 8 –



Torus partition function. Let us compute the torus partition function from def. (2.10).

Using the Riemann-Hurwitz formula, one can easily conclude that the covering space of an

unramified covering of T2 must be a disjoint union of tori. More precisely, all connected

unramified coverings Γkw,ℓ of the torus C/(Z + τZ) arise from linear maps

Γ ∶ C→ C, z ↦ (mτ +w)z with m,w ∈ Z (2.13)

by quotienting out the lattices Z+tZ and Z+τZ of the domain and image of Γ respectively.

The modular parameter t of the covering space takes the form t = ℓτ+k
mτ+w with ℓ, k ∈ Z and

modular transformations allow us to fix m = 0, w, ℓ > 0 and 1 ≤ k ≤ w. As anticipated, the
coverings are thus labelled by three integers. Since Deg[Γkw,ℓ] = wℓ, we find

ZT2

N =
1

N !
∑

Γ∈CN [1]

α[Γ]⟨1⟩M = ∑
∑wiℓini=N

wi

∑
ki=1

∏
i

1

ni!

⎛
⎝

Z( ℓiτ+kiwi
)

∣Deck[Γkiwi,ℓi
]∣
⎞
⎠

ni

. (2.14)

Deck[Γkw,ℓ] is the group of translations z ↦ z + aτ+b
w with integer a and b, which has size

∣Deck[Γkw,ℓ]∣ = wℓ. In the grand-canonical ensemble, the constraint ∑wiℓini = N is lifted

and we obtain the simple formula

∞

∑
N=0

ZT2

N µN = exp
⎛
⎝
∞

∑
w,ℓ=0

w

∑
k=1

µwℓ

wℓ
Z (ℓτ + k

w
)
⎞
⎠
, (2.15)

from which the spectrum of the orbifold can be read off. This completes our short compu-

tation of the torus partition function in symmetric product orbifolds.

Correlation functions of twist fields. A universal (i.e. seed theory independent) fea-

ture of all symmetric product orbifolds is the existence of twist fields – local operators σw
labelled by integer partitions w = [w1, . . . ,wℓ] whose conformal weights are

hw = h̄w =
cM
24

ℓ

∑
i=1

(wi −
1

wi
) . (2.16)

The state corresponding to σw contributes to the torus partition function (2.14) through

a particular set of covering maps. These are the maps that, upon cutting the torus along

the real cycle, yield coverings of a cylinder X by ℓ disconnected cylinders Σi, such that Σi
winds X exactly wi times. Therefore,

C [
n

∏
i=1

σwi(xi)] = {
N sheeted coverings of X with branchpts. at xi lifting to

ℓi ramification pts. with ramification indices w1, . . . ,wℓi .
}. (2.17)

Observables made up of pure twist fields σw in the symmetric product orbifolds are mapped

to identity fields in the seed theory. More precisely, the prescription is

[
n

∏
i=1

σwi(zi)]
Γ

= α[Γ]1 where α[Γ] = deg[Γ]!
∣Deck[Γ]∣ , (2.18)

as for the identity field. Partitions w = [w,1,1, . . . ,1] with only a single w > 1 play a special

role. They are referred to as single cycle twist fields and we denote them simply as σw,

labelled by the single integer w.
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Connected sphere correlators. As an important example, let us discuss correlators of

twist fields on the sphere X = S2 in more detail. Concretely, let us focus on contributions

to these correlators that stem from covering maps

Γ ∶ Σ ⊔ [S2]⊔(N−nc) →X, (2.19)

where Σ is connected, Γ∣Σ has degree nc and Γ is the identity map when restricted to the

sphere factors. We denote this subset of covering maps by Cconn
nc
[O]. The resulting partial

sum of expectation values in the seed theory is referred to as the connected part of the

correlator. For general observables O, the connected expectation value is defined as

⟨O⟩conn,unnormalised

SymN (M)
= 1

N !

N

∑
nc=1

∑
Γ∈Cconn

nc [O]

⟨OΓ⟩M . (2.20)

In order to compute a connected correlator

⟨σw1(x1) . . . σwn(xn)⟩conn,unnormalised

SymN (M)
(2.21)

of a product of single cycle twist fields, one has to determine the factor α[Γ] of connected
covering maps. In order to do so, pick some unramified point z ∈ Σ and choose n closed

curves γi based in z such that γi winds around the ramification point zi associated with xi
exactly once and has vanishing winding number with respect to all the other ramification

points. Furthermore, let x ∶= Γ(z). The monodromy action MΓ then associates a cyclic

permutation gi ∶=MΓ[γi] ∈ Aut[Γ−1(x)] of order ∣gi∣ = wi to each of the twist fields.

From the collection g1, . . . , gn of permutations, we can calculate the symmetry factor

α[Γ] that appears in the prescription (2.18) as

α[Γ] = ∣[g1, . . . , gn]∣ with [g1, . . . , gn] = {(gg1g−1, . . . , ggng−1)∣g ∈ Aut[Γ−1(x)]} (2.22)

because Deck[Γ] is precisely the stabiliser of (g1, . . . , gn) under conjugation. Let us stress
that this formula for α[Γ] only holds for connected covering maps Γ.

Wilson loops. Let us now introduce a first family of line operators, namely the Wilson

loop WR[γ] ∈ AX[SymN(M)]. Here, γ is a closed curve on X that starts and ends at some

point x ∈X and R labels a representation of the symmetric group SN . Inserting a Wilson

loop WR[γ] into a correlator does not alter the set CN [O] of coverings we sum over, i.e.

CN [OWR[γ]] = CN [O]. (2.23)

What changes is only the sum on the right hand side of our defining relation (2.8). After

insertion of the Wilson line WR[γ] the formulas reads

⟨OWR[γ]⟩unnormalised
SymN (M)

= 1

N !
∑

Γ∈CN [O]

MR
Γ [γ] ⟨OΓ⟩M. (2.24)

Here, we have used the map MR
Γ defined in eq. (2.5) as the evaluation of the character

of R on the monodromy action of Γ. The only effect of a the Wilson loop insertion into

the expectation value of some observable O of the N -fold symmetric product orbifold is

therefore to multiply the individual summands in (2.8) by some complex numbers. For a

discussion of open Wilson loops i.e. Wilson lines as well as dual ’t Hooft lines, which change

the structure of covering maps contributing to correlation functions, see App. B.
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2.3 Interface covering maps

In this section, we generalise the notion of (un)ramified coverings to a broader class of maps,

which we call interface coverings. As the name suggests, these maps compute correlators in

the presence of the interfaces, which we introduce in Sec. 2.4. An important result of this

section is the generalised Riemann-Hurwitz formula (2.28) satisfied by interface coverings.

Unramified interface coverings. Let us consider a connected Riemann surfaceX with-

out boundary and a based loop γ ∶ [0,1] ↦ X with γ(0) = x = γ(1) therein. We denote

the image γ([0,1]) by sγ and assume that the complement X ∖ sγ of sγ in X splits into

two connected components Xo
±. Let us denote their closure in X by X± = Xo

± ∪ sγ . By

construction the two sets X+ and X− possess the same boundary ∂X± = sγ .
An interface covering map (for an interface localised along the curve γ) is a surjective

holomorphic map Γ ∶ Σ → X whose restrictions Γ± to the subspaces Σo± ∶= Γ−1(Xo
±) are

covering maps in the sense of Sec. 2.1. The degrees N± of these covering maps may differ,

i.e. the size N+ of the set Γ
−1(x) for an element x of Xo

+ may not be the same as the number

N− of points in Γ−1(x) for x ∈Xo
−.

3 We define the degree of transmissivity P of Γ on γ as

P ∶= ∣Γ−1(γ(t)) ∩Σo∣ (2.25)

for any t ∈ [0,1]. Let us stress that the boundary ∂Σ of the covering space is allowed to be

non-empty. Since Γ(∂Σ) ⊆ sγ , our definition of the degree of transmissivity implies that ∂Σ

has at most N+ +N− − 2P connected components. Let us also note that P ≤min(N−,N+).
While we, for concreteness and ease of notation, restricted to the specific case of a single

curve γ splitting X into two connected components here, the definition given above trivially

generalises to an arbitrary number of curves splitting X into arbitrarily many components.

Ramification of interface coverings. Let B be a finite subset of X and R ∶= Γ−1(B).
If R is a finite set and the restriction of Γ ∶ Σ → X to Σ ∖ R is an unramified interface

covering of X ∖B then Γ is a branched interface covering of X. We refer to elements of

B and R as branch points and ramification points respectively. Branch points that lie on

the curve γ are called interface branch points below. The other branch points are referred

to as bulk branch points. The ramification points associated with bulk branch points are

simply ramification points of the restrictions Γ± of Γ to Xo
± in the sense of Section 2.1.

Ramification points of an interface covering map fall into two different classes: They

can either be in the interior of Σ, in which case we speak of interior ramification points,

or on the boundary ∂Σ, in which case we speak of boundary ramification points. The local

behaviour of the covering map near an interior ramification point is captured by eq. (2.1).

All ramification points associated with bulk branch points are interior ramification points.

However, some interior ramification points may map to interface branch points. We will

occasionally find it convenient to associate elements of this subset of interior ramification

points with an interface ramification index ω ∶= 2w, where w is the index defined through

eq. (2.1). If all ramification points of an interface branch point are interior ramification

3Here it is important that X ∖ sγ is not connected. If it was, the degree of Γ could not jump across γ.
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(a) Type 6LL ramification point of a N± = 3
covering. The degree of transmissivity jumps

from 2 to 3 at the ramification point.

(b) Type 5RL ramification point of a N− = 2,

N+ = 3 covering. The degree of transmissivity

is constantly 2.

Figure 1: Visualisation of coverings in a neighbourhood of interface ramification points.

The covering map is the vertical projection down the symmetry axis of the spiral. The

preimage of the interface is marked by horizontal black lines on the covering space.

points, then the degree of transmissivity P of the interface covering map is the same on

both sides of that branch point and bounds the value of the index as ω ≤ 2P .
Let us now turn to boundary ramification points, of which we distinguish four different

types. To define these types, holomorphically identify a small neighbourhood of the ramifi-

cation point z with the upper half complex plane, such that z is identified with 0. Let c be

the curve in Σ that, through the identification, corresponds to the curve in the upper half

plane which maps φ ∈ [0, π] to εeiφ. If Γ is unramified in z, then c lies completely within

Σ− or Σ+ and we say that z has ramification index 1LR or 1RL respectively. If however Γ

is ramified in z, there are ω − 1 ≥ 1 transitions from Σ± to Σ∓ along c. In this case, we say

Γ has interface ramification index ω in z. We furthermore classify z as

type ωLL if c(0) ∈ Σ−, c(π) ∈ Σ+, type ωRR if c(0) ∈ Σ+, c(π) ∈ Σ−, (2.26)

type ωLR if c(0), c(π) ∈ Σ−, type ωRL if c(0), c(π) ∈ Σ+. (2.27)

See Figure 1 for examples. Note that type ωLL and ωRR ramification points force the

degree of transmissivity to jump by one unit.

Interface Riemann-Hurwitz formula. In this final paragraph, we prove that interface

coverings of closed Riemann surfaces Σ satisfy the modified Riemann-Hurwitz formula

χ(Σ) = N−χ(X−) +N+χ(X+) −
nc

∑
i=1

(wi − 1) −
1

2

no

∑
i=1

(ωi − 1), (2.28)

where w1, . . . ,wnc are the indices of the nc interior ramification points and ω1, . . . , ωno

are the indices of the no boundary ramification points. To simplify the discussion, we
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w.l.o.g. assume that all interface branch points correspond to boundary ramification points4.

To derive eq. (2.28), consider a triangulation of X− that contains all bulk and boundary

branch points as vertices and is fine enough that all edges and faces lift to exactly N−
copies on Σ−. As discussed in Section 2.1, while generic vertices too lift to N− copies on

Σ−, we loose w−i − 1 vertices on Σ− for each of the n−c interior ramification points. The loss

of vertices at boundary ramification points of type LL, RR, LR and RL can be determined

completely analogously, leading to the formula

χ(Σ−) = N−χ(X−) −
n−c

∑
i=1

(w−i − 1) −
nLR
o

∑
i=1

(ω
LR
i +1

2 − 1) −
nRL
o

∑
i=1

(ω
RL
i −1

2 − 1) −∑
A

nAA
o

∑
i=1

(ω
AA
i

2 − 1) . (2.29)

Combining this result with the analogous formula for χ(Σ+), we obtain

χ(Σ−) + χ(Σ+) = N−χ(X−) +N+χ(X+) −
nc

∑
i=1

(wi − 1) −
no

∑
i=1

(ωi − 2). (2.30)

Here nc = n+c +n−c and similarly no counts the total number of boundary ramification points.

We can view Σ− ∩Σ+ as a graph whose vertices are the boundary ramification points. The

valency of each vertex is ω−1, where ω is the corresponding ramification index. Therefore,

χ(Σ− ∩Σ+) = no −
1

2

no

∑
i=1

(ωi − 1). (2.31)

The result (2.28) follows directly from the standard identity

χ(Σ) = χ(Σ−) + χ(Σ+) − χ(Σ− ∩Σ+). (2.32)

This concludes our proof of the interface Riemann-Hurwitz formula (2.28).

The central role that this result will play in the rest of this work is analogous to the sig-

nificance that the standard Riemann-Hurwitz formula has for symmetric product orbifolds

in the absence of interfaces. It will most prominently be applied to derive topological ex-

pansions of interface correlators in Sections 3.5 and 5.3, but is more generally also a useful

tool to decide which topologies are allowed to contribute to a given correlation function.

2.4 Holographic interfaces

We now use the interface covering maps introduced in Section 2.3 to define the interfaces

of symmetric product orbifolds that are studied in this work. As an application of the new

description presented here, we use it to compute a grand-canonical torus partition function

with two interface insertions. In the new formalism, the full derivation is rather simple

and can conveniently be described in less than a page. Compared to this, the derivation

in [5] (which moreover only partially established the result) relied on rather lengthy and

complicated combinatorial arguments. This new computational power is one of the key

improvements of this paper and ultimately, in Section 5, allows us to compute much more

general partition functions that were out of reach with the approach of [5] .

4Covering maps with interior ramification points that are mapped to interface branch points can be

obtained as limits of coverings without such points. Hence eq. (2.28) also directly follows for these maps

from the arguments given in this paragraph.
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Normalisation of interface correlators. In the setup described in Section 2.3, consider

SymN±(M) on X±. To obtain a well defined theory on X, we need to provide CFT

glueing data along each of the n connected components γ1, . . . , γn of ∂X±.
5 In this

paper, we only study interfaces that preserve the lifting property that defines symmetric

orbifolds. In the presence of such an interface I, the set C[IO] of covering maps is no

longer restricted to consist of usual branched covers, but generically also includes interface

coverings of the type introduced in the previous subsection. With this in mind, the formula

for unnormalised interface correlators has exactly the same form (2.9) as in the case of local

operator insertions,

⟨IO⟩unnormalised
SymN−∣N+(M)

= 1

N−!N+!
∑

Γ∈C[IO]

⟨IOΓ⟩M (2.33)

Note, however, that we use the convention that the factor N ! appearing in eq. (2.9) is

replaced by N−!N+!. As before, we also define normalised interface correlators

⟨IO⟩SymN−∣N+(M)
∶=
⟨IO⟩unnormalised

SymN−∣N+(M)

⟨I⟩unnormalised
SymN−∣N+(M)

. (2.34)

In contrast to (2.9), the interface prescription (2.34) is to normalise by an interface partition

function that contains the insertion of I instead of a vacuum bulk partition function.

Definition of the interfaces. Let us define a specific class of interface operators I that

can be inserted along the connected components of ∂X± in the setup of the previous para-

graph. The definition we give here will later be shown to coincide with the interfaces I(P )
∣a±⟩

of symmetric product orbifolds that were introduced in [5]. The interfaces are parametrised

by a non-negative integer P ≤min(N−,N+), a pair of boundary states ∣a−⟩ and ∣a+⟩ of the
seed theory M, as well as characters χ± of SN±−P and χP of SP .

6 To simplify notation,

we shall denote the collection of these data by ϖ = (P, ∣a−⟩, ∣a+⟩;χ−, χ+, χP ). Correlation

functions with Iϖ[γ] inserted along some curve γ are computed by summing over all inter-

face coverings Γ whose degrees on X± are N± and whose degree of transmissivity on γ is P .

The relevant correlation functions in the seed theoryM on the covering surfaces Σ depend

on the choice of boundary states ∣a±⟩, which describe the boundary condition imposed on

the potentially non-trivial boundary ∂Σ. This boundary splits into disjoint subsets

Rγ± ∶= ∂Σ± ∩ Γ−1(γ) ∩ ∂Σ . (2.35)

The intersection with Γ−1(γ) is redundant in case where ∂X± consists of a single connected

component γ. The intersection with ∂Σ removes the part of Γ−1(γ) that runs through the

interior of Σ, i.e. the subsets

T γ ∶= Γ−1(γ) ∩Σo . (2.36)

5We allow for a straightforward generalisation of the discussion in the previous subsection in which the

boundary ∂X+ = ∂X− can possess several disconnected components γi so that the interface I is a product

I = I1⋯In.
6The dependence on the characters was suppressed in the notation of [5] since we were mostly considering

the case in which all three characters are trivial.
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By construction, every element of Γ−1(γ) is either contained in Rγ± or in T γ , i.e.

Γ−1(γ) = Rγ− ⊔ T γ ⊔Rγ+ . (2.37)

The freedom to choose three characters and two boundary states in the dataϖ that specifies

the interface stems from this decomposition of Γ−1(γ) into three, and its overlap with

∂Σ into two, disjoint sets. Concretely, the boundary states ∣a±⟩ describe the boundary

conditions of the seed theory that are imposed along the components Rγ± of ∂Σ. As for the

characters, note that the monodromy of the covering map Γ along the curve γ preserves

the decomposition (2.37), i.e.

MΓ[γ] ∈ Aut[S ∩Rγ−] ×Aut[S ∩ T γ] ×Aut[S ∩Rγ+] ⊆ Aut[S] (2.38)

where S ∶= Γ−1(γ(0)). In other words, the monodromy factorises into a product

MΓ[γ] =M−
Γ [γ]MP

Γ [γ]M+
Γ [γ] . (2.39)

The characters χ± and χP enter correlations of Iϖ[γ] with M±
Γ [γ] and MP

Γ [γ] as their

arguments7. More explicitly, correlation functions

⟨
n

∏
i=1

Iϖi[γi]⟩unnormalised
SymN−∣N+(M)

with ϖi ∶= (P i, ∣ai−⟩, ∣ai+⟩;χi−, χi+, χiP ) (2.40)

of products of interfaces are defined through eq. (2.33) with

C [
n

∏
i=1

Iϖi[γi]] ∶= {
N± sheeted interface coverings of X =X+∪X−
with degree of transmissivity P i along γi.

} (2.41)

and the characters χi± and χiP enter through the lift

[
n

∏
i=1

Iϖi[γi]]
Γ

∶= α[Γ] (
n

∏
i=1

χi−(M−
Γ [γi])χiP (MP

Γ [γi])χi+(M+
Γ [γi]))1, (2.42)

where 1 is the identity operator ofM on Σ and the coefficient α[Γ] is given by

α[Γ] = deg[Γ−]!deg[Γ+]!
∣Deck[Γ]∣ . (2.43)

The only data that do not manifestly appear on the r.h.s. of eq. (2.42) and (2.41) are

the boundary states ∣ai±⟩. These enter in the evaluation of the seed theory expectation

value of the r.h.s. of eq. (2.42). As mentioned below eq. (2.37), these boundary states

describe the boundary conditions we impose along the component Rγi± of the boundary ∂Σ.

The prescription of how to evaluate the vacuum expectation value (2.40) of an arbitrary

product of interfaces on an arbitrary Riemann surface X fully defines the interface Iϖ, just
as eqs. (2.10) and (2.11) for arbitrary vacuum partition functions already fully define the

bulk theory. Details on the relation of this definition to the one given in Reference [5] are

discussed in Appendix C.

7As explained in the paragraph “local gauge choice” of Subsection 2.1, the three factors may be identified

with elements of the permutation groups SN±−P and SP , respectively, to evaluate the characters without

ambiguity i.e. independent of the choice of identification. See in particular eq. (2.5).

– 15 –



Vacuum expectation value. As a first example of an interface correlation function let

us consider the simplest setup, namely, a single interface Iϖ with ϖ = (P, ∣a±⟩;χ±, χP )
inserted along the equator γ of the sphere. The interface splits X = S2 into two disks

X± = D±. The set C[Iϖ] consists of a single map Γ, which covers S2 by a disjoint union of

P spheres and N± −P disks, that are mapped to the upper/lower hemisphere. Every deck

transformations is a product of one of the P ! permutations of spheres and two permutations

of disks chosen from the (N± − P )! possible options. Thus we conclude that

ZD−,D+
N±,ϖ

∶= ⟨Iϖ⟩unnormalised
SymN−∣N+(M)

= χ−(id)χP (id)χ+(id) gN−−P− gN+−P+

(N− − P )!(N+ − P )!P !
, (2.44)

where g± ∶= ⟨0∣a±⟩ are the g-factors of the two boundary conditions a± of the seed theory that

are imposed along Rγ±. Note that the latter consists of N± − P disconnected components.

The expectation value of the seed theory is evaluated in a normalisation in which the sphere

partition function of the seed theoryM is set to 1. The same result can alternatively be

obtained from the construction in [5], see eq. (C.4).

Torus partition function – statement of the result. Let us now discuss a much

richer example of an interface correlator, namely a pair of parallel interfaces inserted on

a torus X = T2 = C/(Z + τZ). The interfaces are located along two curves γL ∶ s ↦ τs

and γR ∶ s ↦ τs + 1/2. These cut the torus into two annuli X±. The interface data ϖL

and ϖR can involve two different indices of transmissivity PL and PR and two different

pairs of boundary conditions aL± and aR± . To avoid notational clutter, we shall assume the

characters χL/R to be trivial, though it would not be difficult to consider the more general

case. According to the general definition, the interface correlation function takes the form

ZT2

N±,PL/R
= ⟨I(PL)[γL]I(PR)[γR]⟩unnormalised

SymN−∣N+(M)
= ∑

Γ∈C[ILIR]

1

∣Deck[Γ]∣Z
Σ
M, (2.45)

where ZΣ
M is the vacuum partition function ofM on Σ with boundary conditions ∣aL/R± ⟩ im-

posed on ∂Σ. It was found in [5] that these interface partition functions take a particularly

useful shape if we pass to the following grand-canonical partition function

ZT2

µL/R,νL/R,±
∶=

∞

∑
N±=0

min(N−,N+)

∑
PL/R=0

ZT2

N±,PL/R
∏

A∈{L,R}

µPA
A νN−−PA

A,− νN+−PA
A,+ (2.46)

where the dependence of the partition function on the integers N± and PL/R is traded for

a dependence on the fugacities µL/R and νL/R,±. The formula put forward in [5] reads8

ZT2

µL/R,νL/R,±
= exp

⎛
⎜⎜⎜
⎝

∞

∑
w,ℓ=1

w

∑
k=1

µwℓ

wℓ
Z( ℓτ+kw ) + ∑

ω,ℓ
A,B

1

ℓ
(µ

ωνAB
µAµB

)
ℓ

ZABo ( ℓτω )
⎞
⎟⎟⎟
⎠

(2.47)

8We chose a slightly modified but equivalent way of writing down the result of [5] here.
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where the sum in the second terms runs over A,B ∈ {L,R}, ω ∈ 2Z>0 − 1 + δBA and ℓ ≥ 1.
The variables µ and νAB are given by µ ∶= µLµR and

νLL ∶= νL,−νL,+, νLR ∶= νL,−νR,−, νRL ∶= νR,+νL,+ and νRR ∶= νR,−νR,+. (2.48)

The dependence of the grand-canonical partition function on the seed theory and the choice

of boundary conditions a
L/R
± enters through the overlaps

Za,b(t) = ⟨a∣ x̂
1
2
(L0+L̄0−

c
M

12
) ∣b⟩ = Ẑa,b(t̂) t̂ ∶= −1

t
x̂ ∶= e2πit̂, (2.49)

between a pair of boundary states ∣a⟩ and ∣b⟩ of the seed theory. Through modular trans-

formation, these overlaps are related to annulus partition functions Ẑ, as usual. There are

four different annulus partition functions that appear in eq. (2.47) which we denoted by

ZLLo = ZaL
−
,(aL
+
)∗ , ZLRo = ZaL

−
,aR
−

, ZRLo = ZaL
+
,aR
+

and ZRRo = Z(aR
+
)∗,aR

−

. (2.50)

This concludes our description of the grand-canonical partition function (2.47) for two

interfaces I[γL] and I[γR] on the torus T2, restricted to the case of trivial characters.

Torus partition function – derivation. Let us now derive the formula (2.47) from

the general prescription in eq. (2.45). The first ingredient there is the sum over interface

covering maps Γ ∈ C[ILIR]. The relevant covering surfaces Σ can be decomposed as

Σ = Σc ⊔ΣLLo ⊔ΣLRo ⊔ΣRLo ⊔ΣRRo (2.51)

where the restriction of the covering map Γ to Σc is one of the coverings of the torus by

tori discussed in Sec. 2.2 and each connected component of the surfaces ΣABo is a cylinder

Σω,ℓ ∶= [0, ω2 ] × [0, ℓ∣τ ∣]/(x,0) ∼ (x, ℓ∣τ ∣). (2.52)

The restriction of ΓABo ∶ ΣABo → T2 to the connected component Σω,ℓ is given by

ΓABω,ℓ ∶ Σω,ℓ → T2, (x, y) ↦ [(x + 1
2δ
R
A , y

τ
∣τ ∣)] , (2.53)

where the value of ω is restricted to ω ∈ 2Z+1− δBA . Furthermore, Deck[ΓABω,ℓ ] ≅ Zℓ consists
of translations (x, y) ↦ (x, y + k∣τ ∣). Let us denote by Ckw,ℓ the number of copies of the

surface Σkω,ℓ that appear within Σc and similarly denote by OABω,ℓ the number of components

of type Σω,ℓ that appear in ΣABo . Then the number of Deck transformations is given by

∣Deck[Γ]∣ = ∏
w,ℓ,k

Ckw,ℓ!(wℓ)C
k
w,ℓ ∏

ω,ℓ
A,B

OABω,ℓ !ℓ
OAB

ω,ℓ . (2.54)

Inserting this formula into the general definition (2.45) of the interface partition functions

on the torus we obtain

ZT2

N±,PL/R
= ∑

allowed C,OAB

⎛
⎜⎜⎜
⎝
∏
w,ℓ,k

( 1
wℓZ(

ℓτ+k
w ))

Ck
w,ℓ

Ckw,ℓ!
∏
ω,ℓ
A,B

(1
ℓZ

AB
o ( ℓτω ))

OA,B
ω,ℓ

OABω,ℓ !

⎞
⎟⎟⎟
⎠

(2.55)
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where the allowed coefficients C and OA,B are exactly those satisfying the constraints

N− − PL = ∑
ω,ℓ,B

OLBω,ℓ ℓ, N+ − PL = ∑
ω,ℓ,A

OALω,ℓ ℓ, N− − PR = ∑
ω,ℓ,A

OARω,ℓ ℓ, (2.56)

N+ − PR = ∑
ω,ℓ,B

ORBω,ℓ ℓ, and PA = ∑
w,ℓ

∑
k

wℓCkw,ℓ +∑
ω,ℓ

∑
A,B

(ω − δAI − δAJ )ℓO
I,J
ω,ℓ . (2.57)

For the grand-canonical partition function (2.46), these constraints are lifted and by per-

forming the unconstrained sum over Ckw,ℓ and O
AB
ω,ℓ one immediately obtains eq. (2.47).

Spectrum of interface changing operators. In this paragraph, we rewrite eq. (2.47)

in a form that allows us to directly read off the spectrum of interface changing operators.

To do so, we start by spelling out the seed partition functions in terms of the bulk and

boundary spectra I and IABo as well as the multiplicities dh,h̄ and d∆ of the corresponding

representations in the Hilbert space, i.e.

Z(τ, τ̄) = ∑
(h,h̄)∈I

dh,h̄ q
h−

cM
24 q̄h̄−

cM
24 and ZABo (τ) = ∑

∆∈IAB
o

dAB∆ q∆−
cM
24 . (2.58)

Setting τ̄ = τ for the bulk partition function and using the identities

exp(α
∞

∑
ℓ=1

xℓ

ℓ
) = (1 − x)−α and

1

w

w

∑
k=1

e2πi
k
w
(x−x̄) =

⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

1 if x − x̄ ≡ 0 mod w

0 else
(2.59)

then allows us to rewrite eq. (2.47) as

ZT2

µL/R,νL/R,±
=∏
w>0

∏
(h,h̄)∈I

h−h̄≡0 mod w

⎛
⎝
1 − µwq

1
w
(h+h̄−

c
M

12
)
⎞
⎠

−dh,h̄

∏
A,B

∏
ω
∏

∆∈IAB
o

⎛
⎝
1 − µ

ωνAB
µAµB

q
1
ω
(∆−

c
M

24
)
⎞
⎠

−dAB
∆

, (2.60)

where ω runs over 2Z>0 − 1 + δBA . The scaling dimensions of interface changing operators

can be read off from eq. (2.60) by extracting the fixed N± partition functions and adding
cM
24 (N− +N+) to the exponents of q. From the grand-canonical perspective, this amounts

to shifting the exponent of q for the factors of the product over w by cM
24 2w and likewise,

shifting the factors of the ω product by cM
24 ω. We conclude that the spectrum of local

operators that can be inserted between our interfaces consists of products of single particle

fields falling into the five families Ow and OABω with A,B ∈ {L,R}. The former can simply

be interpreted as bulk operators inserted on the transmissive part of the interfaces, while

the latter are intrinsically attached to the interface. Quantitatively, the arguments given

above tell us that for each w > 0 and each seed theory bulk operator O of dimension h̄+h,
and spin h̄−h divisible by w, we obtain a single particle interface operator with dimension

∆w =
h̄ + h
w
+ cM

12
(w − 1

w
) , (2.61)

while each weight ∆ ∈ IABo leads to a family of fields with dimension

∆AB
ω = ∆

ω
+ cM

24
(ω + 1

ω
) . (2.62)
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In the special case where the boundary states that enter the construction of the interfaces

are chosen to coincide, i.e. a+ = a−, the seed theory boundary spectra that are captured

by the partition functions (2.50) contain an identity operator, i.e. 0 ∈ IABo , and thus the

spectrum of the symmetric product orbifold contains interface twist fields σABω whose con-

formal weight is given by eq. (2.62) with ∆ = 0. Studying correlation functions of these

interface twist fields is the main focus of our work and hence we shall mostly consider

interfaces with ∣a+⟩ = ∣a−⟩ =∶ ∣a⟩ (and χ± = χP = 1). The associated interface operators will

be denoted by I(P )
∣a⟩

.

Interface changing correlators. We are finally ready to address the main topic of

this work, namely correlation functions including twist field insertions along the interface

(and in the bulk). To keep things simple we return to the case in which an interface

operator I[γ] is inserted along a single closed curve γ so that we are strictly in the setup

we considered previously in Section 2.3. The extension to multiple interface insertions is

straightforward. For simplicity we also restrict to the case of trivial characters χ and set

∣a+⟩ = ∣a−⟩ =∶ ∣a⟩, see our discussion at the end of the previous paragraph. This leaves the

degree of transmissivity P as the main parameter of the interface, besides the choice of the

boundary state ∣a⟩.
As we explained above, some interface twist fields can only be inserted at points at

which the degree of transmissivity changes. To be more precise, the interface twists fields

σLLω and σRRω can only be inserted at points along the curve γ at which the degree of

transmissivity P jumps by one unit to P ± 1, see also Figure 1. Put differently, if we want

to insert these fields we have to break up the curve γ into smaller segments and insert

interface operators with different degree of transmissivity along these segments. Since this

is notationally a bit cumbersome we shall keep using the interface operator I(P )
∣a⟩
[γ] where

P denotes the degree of transmissivity of I[γ] at the base point γ(0) = γ(1) of the curve.

We shall sometimes refer to this base point as the reference point and denote it by t∗ in the

rest of this paper. It is then understood that this degree jumps whenever γ passes through

the insertion point of an interface changing twist field σLLω (t) or σRRω (t).
With this comment on notation in mind let us now spell out the family of observables

O whose expectation values we want to compute. These are given by

O = I(P )
∣a⟩
[γ]

nc

∏
i=1

σwi(xi)
no

∏
i=1

σAiBi
ωi
(ti) (2.63)

where we assume that the reference point t∗ = γ(0) is not the insertion point of a local

operator.

As in our previous discussions, the expectation values of the observables O we consider

now can be evaluated by summing certain expectation values on the seed theory over some

set of covering maps Γ ∈ C[O]. The insertion of the interface changing operators σABω (ti)
into the expectation value enforces that covering maps that contribute to the correlator
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have a type ωAB interface ramification point that maps to the branch point ti ∈X. Thus,

C [O] =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

N± sheeted interface coverings of X with deg. of transmissivity P

at γ(0) and bulk branchpts. xi lifting to ramification pts. with

ramification index wi as well as interface branchpts. ti lifting to

interface ramification pts. with ramification index ωAiBi
i .

⎫⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎬⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎭

. (2.64)

Like the bulk vacuum twist fields, the interface vacuum twist fields lift to the identity

operator along the covering map, up to some coefficient as in eq. (2.42). Since we assumed

that all three characters χ± and χP are trivial, the factors that depend on the monodromies

of the covering map is also trivial and hence we are left with α[Γ]. In Sec. 3, we determine

C [O] for any correlator with X = S2 explicitly. The explicit evaluation of the correlators

from these data is then addressed in Sec. 4.

3 Generalised Pakman-Rastelli-Razamat diagrammatics

In this section, we introduce diagrammatic rules that provide a systematic classification of

the covering maps that contribute to any specific interface correlator. In the first subsec-

tion, Sec. 3.1, we review the analogous diagrams for bulk correlators which were introduced

by Pakman, Rastelli and Razamat in [11]. The main subsection, 3.2, introduces the inter-

face generalisation. Sec. 3.3 describes how to determine the symmetry group of an interface

covering map, i.e. the group Deck[Γ] of its deck transformations, directly from the corre-

sponding diagram. Subsection 3.4 provides an alternative perspective on the same problem

and determines the symmetry factors by counting different ways to label faces of diagrams,

an approach that more directly connects to the bulk discussion of Reference [11]. The final

subsection, 3.5, is devoted to the large-N limit of interface correlators.

3.1 Pakman-Rastelli-Razamat diagrams

This section reviews the Pakman-Rastelli-Razamat (PRR) diagrammatic rules. We first

discuss how to construct the associated PRR diagram given a covering map. To do so, we

take a slight detour of first constructing auxiliary diagrams with redundant extra vertices

and then reducing these to their PRR form. While this makes the discussion of the case

without interfaces slightly less efficient than the original description in Reference [11], the

approach will pay off in Section 3.2 since it is well aligned with the interface generalisation.

After we have explained how to extract diagrams form covering maps, the second

paragraph of the section formulates constructive rules that allow us to generate the set of

PRR diagrams without knowledge of the covering maps. Finally, we showcase how to apply

the rules in simple examples. Appendix E sketches a proof of the validity of the rules.

Diagrams from covering maps. To construct the PRR diagram D[Γ] of a covering

map Γ ∶ Σ→ S2, we perform the following three steps.

1. Draw lines with the same orientation, at distance ε above and below the equator,

deformed as in Fig. 2 such that all branch points of Γ are in the strip between them.
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w+

w+

w+

w−

Figure 2: Lines on S2 whose preimage w.r.t. a covering map Γ produce Dε[Γ]. Branch

points in the upper and lower hemisphere are denoted by w+ and w−. Orientations are

represented by half-arrows extending into the disk on whose boundary they are drawn.

2. The preimage Dε[Γ] of this configuration with respect to Γ is a network of oriented

lines on Σ. Take the limit D[Γ] ∶= lim
ε→0
Dε[Γ].

3. Each face of D[Γ] is either the preimage of the upper or the lower hemisphere with

respect to Γ. Label the faces with “+” and “−” respectively.

If Γ has degree N then D[Γ] has 2N faces, all of them with a consistently oriented boundary

and exactly half labelled by +. The diagram has four classes of vertices, two of which are

shown in Fig. 3. The other two may be obtained simply by flipping all signs ± in the faces.

In the ε→ 0 limit, the preimages of the lines on S2, reaching out to branch points from the

equator of the sphere, degenerate into double lines which end on the branch points. We

shall refer to these double lines as misaligned since the arrows along them point in opposite

directions. Each misaligned double line lifts to w copies on Σ, leading to the vertex shown

in Fig. 3a.

Note that the faces that touch at a misaligned double line possess the same sign.

Furthermore, each region where such a fold leaves the equator becomes a trivalent vertex

of the type shown in Fig. 3b. We refer to the latter type of vertices as redundant vertices

for reasons that will become clear in a moment. Let us first note, however, that these

trivalent vertices involve a single misaligned double line and two aligned double lines for

which the arrows on both sides of the double line point in the same direction. Faces joined

by aligned double lines carry opposite signs.
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As illustrated in Fig. 4a, all edges emanating from a vertex that corresponds to a ram-

ification point end on redundant vertices. We can therefore simplify the diagrams without

losing any information by moving the trivalent vertices like a zip toward the ramification

vertex until we have entirely eliminated the misaligned double line. For each misaligned

double line that was entering the ramification vertex before, this reduction produces two

aligned double lines that enter the vertex, with the sign of the faces flipping each time we

cross an aligned double line. This fusion of ramification and redundant vertices, leads to

diagrams that only have one type of vertices, namely those shown in Fig. 4b. The reduced

graphs are the standard PRR diagrams.

Let us close this subsection with further comments on this relation to the diagrams of

Pakman, Rastelli and Razamat. The original PRR diagrams use a single type of double

lines composed of one dashed and one solid line with no displayed orientation. But in

checking consistency of PRR diagrams it becomes important that one goes through the

dashed loops in clockwise order and through solid loops in anti-clockwise order. In this

sense, the lines of PRR diagrams inherit an orientation from the orientation of Σ. We have

decided here to make this orientation manifest in our graphics. The PRR faces that are

enclosed by solid loops correspond to the faces we label with +, while those surrounded by

dashed loops are the ones we label with −. The main difference in our approach is that,

initially, we have three types of double lines. Our aligned double lines correspond to the

PRR double lines. But in addition we have two more double lines, namely the misaligned

double lines that run between two faces with label +, and the misaligned double lines that

run between two faces that carry a − label. Following PRR graphics, one can also picture

these as double lines with two solid and two dashed lines, respectively. Our redundant

vertex would then be represented as a vertex in which the double line with e.g. two solid

lines splits into two double lines of PRR type, i.e. with one dashed and one solid line. As

long as there is no interface located at the equator, the misaligned double lines can be

removed by the reduction procedure described in the previous paragraph. This leaves us

with diagrams that only contain the aligned double lines used by Pakman, Rastelli and

Razamat.

Covering maps from diagrams. The PRR diagrams for covering maps Γ of degree N

can be constructed by using the vertices in Fig. 4b, as well as those with flipped signs of

the faces, choosing an order of the branch points and imposing the following three rules.

1. The boundary of a face contains each ramification point at most once.

2. Traversing the boundary of a face along its orientation, one encounters the ramifica-

tion points in the order of the corresponding branch points.

3. Each face is simply connected and the number of faces equals the degree N of the

covering map.

Clearly, the diagrams that classify equivalence classes of covering maps introduced in the

previous paragraph satisfy the three rules above. In Appendix E, we show that vice versa

every diagram constructed in this way corresponds to an equivalence class of covering maps.
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w+

+

++

+

. . .

(a) A vertex dressing a ramification point

with index w touches w faces of D[Γ].

++

−

(b) Redundant vertex created when the contour

defining D[Γ] folds away from the equator.

Figure 3: This figure shows half of the vertices of the PRR diagrams. Two more vertices

can be generated by turning around all orientations and exchanging + ↔ −.

w+
+

++

+

. . .

−

−

− −

−

(a) All edges connecting to w vertices end on

the redundant trivalent vertices.

+

++

+

. . .

−

−

− −

−

w

(b) Reduced 2w-valent vertex obtained by con-

tracting lines with misaligned orientation.

Figure 4: Reduction to standard PRR diagrams.

Example: Two-point correlator. As a simple example, Figure 5 shows the covering

map Γ which computes the two-point function ⟨σwσw⟩ of two twist w operators. This map

is a covering of the sphere by the sphere with two ramification points, both of them having

ramification index w. Thus, the diagram is a graph embedded in the sphere with two

vertices that are connected by double lines of alternating orientation. The graph has 2w

faces, half of which with a “−” and half with a “+” label.
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ww ⋮

−

−

+

Figure 5: Diagram corresponding to the covering map that computes the two-point func-

tion of twist w fields.

w+

w+

w+

w−

ωAB

Figure 6: When the interface is inserted along the equator of the sphere, the contours

defining Dε[Γ] are identical to those shown in Fig. 2.

3.2 Interface PRR diagrams

Following the same strategy as in Section 3.1, we first construct diagrams from interface

covering maps. We then present a set of rules that allow us to systematically construct all

possible diagrams given a set of prescribed ramification points. Finally, we demonstrate

the rules in several examples. A proof for the validity of the rules is sketched in App. E.
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Diagrams from interface covering maps. The following three steps construct a dia-

gram9 D[Γ] on a Riemann surface Σ given an interface covering map Γ ∶ Σ→ S2.

1. Draw lines with the same orientation, at distance ε above and below the interface,

deformed as in Fig. 6 such that all branch points of Γ are in the strip between them.

2. The preimage Dε[Γ] of this configuration with respect to Γ is a network of oriented

lines on Σ. Take the limit D[Γ] ∶= lim
ε→0
Dε[Γ].

3. Each face of D[Γ] is either the preimage of the upper or the lower hemisphere with

respect to Γ. Label the faces with “+” and “−” respectively.

In the interface case, the vertices of Fig. 3 are augmented by the vertices of Fig. 7. The

first four vertices originate from boundary ramification points of the interface covering map.

They involve two oriented (single) lines and ω−1 aligned double lines. Since all the double

lines are aligned, the label on the faces alternates. There are four different assignments of

signs in the two faces that involve the single line. These assignments distinguish the four

vertices corresponding to the four classes of boundary ramification points. Additionally,

there are two vertices in which a misaligned double line splits into a pair of single lines.

The two variants of these vertices are distinguished by the sign of the two faces touching

the misaligned line, which can be either both + or both −.
The trivalent vertices that we encountered in the absence of the interface were redun-

dant since there was a face with the opposite sign that we could use to split the misaligned

double line into a pair of aligned ones. Now, however, the interface can cause the surface

to rip open. When this happens, there is no face with opposite sign on the other side.

Therefore, these vertices cannot be removed.

As in the case without interface, the two halves of each double line originating in bulk

ramification points have opposite orientation, i.e. these double lines are misaligned. Again,

we can remove all ‘redundant’ trivalent vertices where misaligned double lines split into a

pair of aligned double lines by moving them on top of a bulk ramification point. In this

process we can remove some of the misaligned double lines. But if there is a non-trivial

interface, it is no longer possible to remove all the misaligned double lines through this

process. Hence, the interface diagrams do involve three different types of double lines in

general, the aligned ones that also appear in the bulk PRR diagrams and the two types of

misaligned ones that run between faces labelled by + and by −.
The bulk vertices involve both aligned and misaligned double lines. Their associated

ramification index w fixes the overall number of these double lines but not how they are

distributed among the two types. More precisely, 2w is the number of aligned double lines

plus twice the number of misaligned ones.

Covering maps from diagrams. The interface PRR diagrams of interface covering

maps Γ of degrees N± equipped with a consistent choice of order for the branch points

are the diagrams built out of the vertices in Figures 3 and 7, satisfying the three rules

9In mathematical terms the object that we construct is a combinatorial map i.e. a graph with additional

data describing the cyclic configuration of edges at each vertex.
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ωLL

. . .

+ −

+−

(a) Vertex of ωLL interface ramification points

ωRR

. . .

− +

−+

(b) Vertex of ωRR interface ramification points

ωLR

. . .

− −

++

(c) Vertex of ωLR interface ramification points

ωRL

. . .

+ +

−−

(d) Vertex of ωRL interface ramification points

++

(e) Vertex of folds into the upper hemisphere

cut off at the interface through the lift along Γ

−−

(f) Vertex of folds into the lower hemisphere

cut off at the interface through the lift along Γ

Figure 7: Additional vertices for interface covering maps.

given below. In this context, “consistent choice of order” means that the restriction of the

ordering to interface branch points coincides with the order induced by the orientation of

the interface.

1. The boundary of a face contains each ramification point at most once.

2. Traversing the boundary of a face along its orientation, one encounters the ramifica-

tion points in the order of the corresponding branch points.

3. Each face is simply connected and the number of “±”-faces is N±.

Clearly, the diagrams that classify equivalence classes of covering maps introduced in the

previous paragraph satisfy the three rules above. In Appendix E we show that, conversely,

all interface PRR diagrams actually correspond to interface covering maps.

Example 1. As a first example, let us consider the diagrammatics for the interface

covering maps Γ that can contribute to the correlation function

⟨σRR2 σ2(z)σLL2 ⟩. (3.1)
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−

++

+

. . .

−

− +

w

Figure 8: Bulk vertex in a reduced diagram obtained by removing redundant vertices.

While this picture shows only a single misaligned line emanating from the bulk vertex to

the boundary of Σ, there could in general be up to w such lines attached to the same

vertex.

2+

+ +

−

2RR2LL

(a) The case Im(z) > 0.

2−

−

+

−

2RR2LL

(b) The case Im(z) < 0.

Figure 9: Diagram of ⟨σRR2 σ2(z)σLL2 ⟩ with order 2LL < 2 < 2RR.

The only connected covering space contributing to this correlator is a disk. If z is in the

upper hemisphere, the corresponding interface covering map has N− = 1 and N+ = 2. The

assignment is reversed if z is in the lower hemisphere, i.e. N− = 2 and N+ = 1 in that case.

The two corresponding diagrams are shown in Figure 9. The correlator is a good example

to highlight the relevance of the order that is assigned to the bulk branch points through the

contour in Figure 6. The diagrams shown in Figure 9 correspond to the choice of ordering

2LL < 2 < 2RR. The other option, i.e. 2LL < 2RR < 2, is shown in Figure 10. Let us stress

that the diagrams arising from different choices of ordering do not correspond to different
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2LL 2RR

2+

+

+

−

(a) The case Im(z) > 0.

2LL 2RR

2−

+

−

−

(b) The case Im(z) < 0.

Figure 10: Diagram of ⟨σRR2 σ2(z)σLL2 ⟩ with order 2LL < 2RR < 2.

types of covering maps that contribute to the correlator (3.1). Instead they are different

graphical representations of the same covering map. Finally, let us also draw the attention

of the reader to the subtle feature that performing a reflection of the diagrams along the

vertical axis that goes through the vertex corresponding to the bulk field does not result

in valid diagrams. The vertices of valid diagrams are precisely those listed in Figure 7. In

particular, a curve moving around a valid ωLL vertex anticlockwise in a small semi-circle

has to start on the boundary of a “−”-face and end on the boundary of a “+”-face. The

analogous statement with “+” and “−” exchanged holds for the ωRR vertices.

Example 2. Let us now discuss a less trivial example, where multiple diagrams con-

tribute, namely the four-point correlation function

⟨σRL5 σRL5 σRR2 σLL2 ⟩ (3.2)

of interface operators. Whereas the ordering of bulk operators along the interface is an

arbitrary (but necessary) choice that does not have any direct physical meaning, the order-

ing of interface operators is unambiguous (i.e. different orderings correspond to physically

different correlation functions). With the ordering fixed in eq. (3.2), there is a unique disk

diagram corresponding to an interface covering map that contributes to the correlator. This

diagram is illustrated in Figure 11. Furthermore, there are two distinct cylinder diagrams

that contribute to the connected part of the correlator. These are shown in Figure 12.

Example 3. As the complexity of correlators increases, the number of diagrams that

contributes for each covering surface also grows. Figure 13 shows only one of many diagrams

that contribute at disk level to the four-point function

⟨σRL7 σ2(z+2 )σ3(z+3 )σ2(z−2 )⟩. (3.3)
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2LL

2RR 5RL

5RL

− + − +

+

+

Figure 11: Disk contribution to the correlator (3.2) at N− = 2 and N+ = 4.

2LL

2RR

5RL

5RL

+ − +−+

(a) Diagram with separated boundaries.

2LL

2RR

5RL

5RL

+ − +−+

(b) Diagram with adjacent boundaries.

Figure 12: Cylinder contributions to the correlator (3.2) at N− = 2 and N+ = 3.
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7RL

3+

2−

2+

+

− +

+ −

− +

+

Figure 13: Diagram for one of the disk covering maps contributing to (3.3).

We hope that these three example suffice to illustrate the diagrammatic rules that we have

introduced in order to describe interface covering maps.

Diagrams with reference point. By construction, we can read off N± from a diagram

by counting the faces labelled by + and −. We now explain how one can read off the

degree of transmissivity P . Recall that, when moving along the interface, P changes by

one unit whenever we cross an interface branch point of type LL or RR, see Section 2.

Thus, the integer P is not a global property of the covering map, but a local property

associated to a reference point t∗ on the interface, as also discussed below eq. (2.63).

Given a choice of t∗, we decorate our diagrams with the elements of the preimage Γ−1(t∗)
under the covering map. The degree of transmissivity P at t∗ is then given by the number

of these preimages occurring in the interior of the covering space, i.e. on double lines. The

relevant data encoded in the choice of t∗ is its position in the ordering of interface and bulk

branch points. Using this data, the reference points have to be distributed on the diagrams

according to the following three rules

1. The boundary of each face includes exactly one reference point.

– 30 –



2. Moving along the boundary of a face along its orientation, one encounters not only

the ramification points but also the reference point in the correct order.

3. Reference points cannot occur on misaligned double lines.

As an example, Fig. 14 shows a t∗ dressed version of the diagram shown in Fig. 11. The

decoration shown here amounts to the ordering t∗ < 5RL < 5RL < 2RR < 2LL for which we

read off that P = 2 since two of the black dots are placed on double lines. The reader is

invited to draw the diagram that is associated with the order 5RL < 5RL < 2RR < t∗ < 2LL
and to verify that this returns P = 1.

2LL

2RR 5RL

5RL

− + − +

+

+

Figure 14: Dressed version of Fig. 11. Preimages Γ−1(t∗) of the reference point t∗ under

the covering map are depicted by black dots.

3.3 Symmetry group of interface PRR diagrams

In this short subsection, we discuss how to determine the symmetry group of an (interface)

covering map from the corresponding diagram. To do so, we first define the automorphism

group of (interface) PRR diagrams. From the definition, it will directly be clear that the

automorphism group of a diagram is isomorphic to the group of deck transformations of

the covering map. We end the section by applying this isomorphism in two examples.

Definition of the symmetry group. As already mentioned above, an interface PRR

diagram is not a just graph but comes with some additional structure. To begin with it

is a fat graph – the edges and faces that meet at any vertex come with a cyclic order. In

addition, the vertices of the diagram are labelled by the associated branch points of the

covering map. For covering maps that arise from single-cycle twist fields, this labelling is
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injective, i.e. no two vertices possess the same label. However, in case of multi-cycle twist

fields, vertices that carry the same label can arise.

Now that we understand the relevant structure of the interface PRR diagram, we can

define its symmetry group: It is the group of all permutations of (vertices), edges and faces

of the diagram that respect the labelling of vertices, the cyclic ordering at each vertex and of

course the structure of the underlying graph. In terms of an explicit embedding representing

a PRR diagram in Σ, the symmetries of the diagram are exactly the permutations of

(vertices), edges and faces that descend from automorphisms of Σ which preserve the

embedded labelled graph. Let us also note that the symmetry group of an interface PRR

diagram is much smaller than the symmetry group of an associated graph which one obtains

from the diagram by dropping the additional structure.

Identification with deck transformations. We now argue that the symmetry group

of an interface PRR diagram is isomorphic to the group of deck transformations of the cor-

responding covering maps. Given a diagram, we pick a representative Γ of the equivalence

class of covering maps that the diagram corresponds to. Clearly, each deck transformation

gives a symmetry of the associated interface PRR diagram. Vice versa, if ϕ is an auto-

morphism of Σ that descends to an symmetry of the diagram, then Γ and Γ ○ ϕ are two

holomorphic maps that by construction coincide on the vertices and edges of the embed-

ded interface PRR diagram. But since both Γ and Γ ○ϕ are holomorphic (and the faces of

diagrams are simply connected), this means that they also need to coincide on the faces,

which implies that ϕ is a deck transformation of Γ.

Examples. The only diagram with a non trivial symmetry group discussed so far in this

section is the one shown in Fig. 5. The symmetry group of this diagram is the Zw sub-group

of the rotations of the sphere that fix the two ramification points and cyclically permute

the edges of the graph. On higher genus covering spaces the symmetry groups can be more

general transformations than rotations. For instance, the cylinder diagram contributing to

the two-point function ⟨σ2σ2⟩ of bulk twist 2 operators shown in Fig. 15 has a Z2 symmetry

group that is generated by a modular S-transformation of the cylinder which flips the two

boundaries but leaves the ramification points fixed.

3.4 Gauge fixing of interface PRR diagrams

In equation (2.22), we identified the coefficient α[Γ] that weighs the contribution of the

covering map Γ to a connected sphere correlator, see eq. (2.18), with the size of a particular

orbit under an SN action. This subsection provides an analogous interpretation for the

interface coefficient α[Γ], see eqs. (2.42) and (2.43), as the size of an orbit of some SN−×SN+
action. It is straight forward to obtain such an interpretation from a generalisation of the

monodromy based arguments that led to eq. (2.22). However, now that we have developed

the PRR diagrammatics of interface covering maps we can do better and provide a more

transparent description in terms of graphs.

Gauge fixed PRR diagrams. Consider an interface covering map Γ with deg[Γ±] = N±.
As in the case of bulk covering maps, we refer to a bijective assignment of integers in
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2 2

+

+

Figure 15: Cylinder contribution to ⟨σ2σ2⟩ at N+ = 2, N− = 0.

N± ∶= {1, . . . ,N±} to sheets of the covering as a gauge choice. In terms of interface PRR

diagrams, such a gauge choice assigns integers to the ±-faces. We call a PRR diagram

whose faces are labelled in such a way gauge fixed.

Gauge fixed ramification indices. Gauge fixed PRR diagrams associate ramification

points of Γ with cyclic permutations of N− ⊔ N+. These permutations are determined

by circumnavigating the associated vertices of the diagram anti-clockwise and reading off

the encountered N± labels of the traversed faces. We refer to these permutations as gauge

fixed ramification indices. To give a more detailed description it is useful introduce different

variables j and a to denote elements of N− and N+, respectively.

With this convention, every ramification point of Γ with ramification index w whose

branch point is in the upper half plane, is associated with a permutation ggg = (a1j1a2a3 . . . aw)
of length ∣ggg∣. The length is constrained by w ≤ ∣ggg∣ ≤ 2w. There must be exactly w a-labels.

In addition one may have up to w j-labels which, however, must always be separated by

a-labels in the permutation. The labels of interior ramification points whose branch point

is in the lower half plane are defined analogously with a and j labels interchanged. The

labels corresponding to branch points on the interface are also defined in the same manner.

In this case, however, the associated permutation necessarily alternates between a- and

j-labels and has length ∣ggg∣ = 2w.
Finally, every type ωAB boundary ramification point is associated with a sequence
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ωLL

. . .

+;an −; j1

+;a1−; jn

(a) Vertex with ramification ωLL and gauge

fixed index γγγLL = (j1a1 . . . jnan), where n= ω
2
.

ωRL

. . .

+;an +;a1

−; j1−; jn−1

(b) Vertex with ramification ωRL and gauge

fixed index γγγRL = (a1j1 . . . jn−1an), where n= ω+1
2

.

−; j1

+;a1+;a2

−; j3

. . .

−; j2

+;a3 +;aw

w

(c) Vertex with ramification w and gauge

fixed index ggg = (j1a1 . . . jwaw).

−; jw

+;a1+;a2

+;a3

. . .

−; j1

−; j3 +;aw

w

(d) Vertex with ramification w and gauge

fixed index ggg = (a1j1a2a3j3 . . . awjw).

Figure 16: Examples of vertices and corresponding sequences.

γγγAB of length ω, whose entries alternate between a- and j-labels. We choose sequences

instead of permutations to describe gauge fixed boundary ramification since the boundary

case involves more data than just the cyclic ordering: Boundary ramification points also

distinguish a particular first and last element of the associated sequence of N± labelled

faces. At these end-point the sequence stops since the boundary of the covering space is

reached.

Examples of various types of gauge fixed ramification indices are illustrated in Fig. 16.

Gauge fixed twist fields. Gauge fixed ramification indices allow us to define gauge-fixed

twist fields labelled by such indices. These are non-local operators whose correlators are

computed by a restriction of the sum over covering maps of local twist fields to gauge fixed

PRR diagrams compatible with the gauge fixed ramification indices. Clearly, the constraint

can be lifted by taking a linear combination of all possible ways to fix the gauge. Thus,

local twist fields can be expressed as linear combinations of their gauge fixed counterpart.

In fact, this is how we initially defined the interface changing operators in [5].

Gauge fixed interfaces. The gauge fixed PRR diagram also allows us to associate a

permutation to the interface itself. For a covering map with degree of transmissivity P ,

– 34 –



the permutation ιιι that describes the gauge fixed glueing condition of the interface at the

reference point t∗ is a product ιιι = (j1a1)(j2a2) . . . (jPaP ) of P commuting transpositions

(jiai). Recall from the our discussion at the end of Section 3.2 that the preimage Γ−1(t∗)
can be represented by placing black dots on the edges of the PRR diagram according to

some rules we spelled out before. For an interface covering with the degree of transmissivity

P at t∗, there will be exactly P black dots on aligned double lines. Hence we can associate

P pairs (jiai) to the choice of t∗. Note that the permutations that would describe the

analogous data for any other choices of the reference point is fixed by the gauge fixed

ramification indices along with the ιιι of one specific choice t∗ of the reference point.

Symmetry factors from gauge fixed diagrams. Now we are actually ready to deter-

mine the weight factor α(Γ) we are after. Consider an arbitrary gauge fixed PRR diagram

for Γ and read off the corresponding gauge fixed interior ramification indices ggg1, . . . ,gggnc and

gauge fixed boundary ramification indices γγγA1B1
1 , . . . ,γγγ

AnoBno
no as well as the permutation

ιιι describing the glueing data at the reference point t∗. Given all this data, the weight is

given by

α[Γ] = deg[Γ−]!deg[Γ+]!
∣Deck[Γ]∣ = ∣[ggg1, . . . ,gggnc , ιιι,γγγ

A1B1
1 , . . . ,γγγAnoBno

no
]∣ . (3.4)

The number on the r.h.s. is the size of the orbit

[ggg1, . . . , ιιι,γγγA1B1
1 , . . . ] ∶= {(gggg1g−1, . . . , gιιιg−1, g.γγγA1B1

1 , . . . )∣g ∈ SN− × SN−}. (3.5)

that is obtained form the gauged fixed ramification indices and ιιι by simultaneous action

with elements g in the product SN− × SN+ of the permutation groups. On the interior

ramification indices ggg and on ιιι elements g act through the adjoint action. Recall that gggi
and ιιι are themselves elements of SN− × SN+ so that the adjoint action is well defined. The

action of g on the gauged fixed boundary ramification indices γγγi is through the defining

action of SN− × SN+ on the entries of the γγγAiBi
i sequences.

Diagrammatically, this group action just corresponds to the relabelling of faces in

the gauge fixed PRR diagram. The action of a deck transformation on the covering space

amounts to a permutation of faces of the diagram. Therefore, a gauge choice for the diagram

allows us to identify Deck[Γ] with a subgroup of SN− × SN+ . Since deck transformations

leave the structure of the covering map invariant, this subgroup of SN− ×SN+ is exactly the

stabiliser of the orbit (3.5) under the permutation action. Hence, equation (3.4) directly

follows from the orbit-stabiliser theorem.

3.5 The large N expansion

In this section, we discuss a particular limit in which the computation of our interface

correlation functions simplifies and non-planar diagrams are suppressed. Concretely, we

study connected correlators on the sphere X = S2 with an interface I(P )
∣a⟩

inserted along the

equator and the parameters N± and P scaling as

N± ∼ N, P ∼ N and N± − P ∼ N
1
2 (3.6)
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with an expansion parameter N that we will take to be large. Our main finding is that

contributions of genus g covering spaces with b boundaries to connected correlators of nc
bulk and no interface twist fields scale, to leading order in N , as

N1−g−
b
2−

nc

2 −
no

4 (3.7)

if the two point-functions of the operators are normalised to 1. Equation (3.7) is suggestive

of an identification N ∼ g−2s of the parameter N with the string coupling of a potential

holographic dual. As in the bulk case, the true relationship between the parameters of the

symmetric orbifold and the string coupling is however slightly more subtle. In Section 5.3,

we will show that the resemblance of eq. (3.7) to a string genus expansion can be traced

back to the fact that eq. (3.6) with N ∼ g−2s describes the expectation values of N± and P

in the truly holographic grand-canonical ensemble of interfaces to leading order in small gs.

Connected sphere correlators. Towards the end of Section 2.2, we defined connected

sphere correlators for bulk twist fields in symmetric product orbifolds. Connected correla-

tion functions in the presence of the interface I(P )
∣a⟩

are defined analogously, i.e.

⟨I(P )
∣a⟩
O⟩conn,unnormalised

SymN−∣N+(M)
∶= 1

N−!N+!

N±

∑
n±=0

n−+n+≠0

min(n±,P )

∑
p=0

∑
Γ∈Cconn

n±,p
[I
(P )

∣a⟩
O]

⟨OΓ⟩M, (3.8)

where the third sum runs over the subset of connected interface coverings maps Γ. By

definition, these are interface covering maps

Γ ∶ C⊔(P−p) ⊔D⊔(N−−P−b−)− ⊔D⊔(N+−P−b+)+ ⊔Σ→ C, (3.9)

with b± = n± − p that satisfy three conditions: First of all, they restrict to the identity

map on the P − p spheres C. Furthermore they are also required to restrict to the identity

embedding of the upper and lower hemispheres on the N± − P − b± disconnected discs D±.
Finally, we impose that Σ should be connected. The parameters n± and p correspond to

the degrees and transmissivity of the restriction Γ∣Σ. For Γ ∈ Cconn
n±,p [I

(P )
∣a⟩
O], we have

∣Deck[Γ]∣ = (N− − P − b−)!(N+ − P − b+)!(P − p)! ∣Deck[Γ∣Σ]∣ (3.10)

which we can use to partially evaluate the correlator ⟨OΓ⟩M on the r.h.s. of eq. (3.8) as

⟨OΓ⟩M =
N−!N+! g

N−+N+−2P−(b−+b+)

(N− − P − b−)!(N+ − P − b+)!(P − p)!
⟨OΓ∣Σ⟩M
n−!n+!

. (3.11)

The factors in front of the remaining expectation value ⟨OΓ∣Σ⟩M account for the contri-

bution of the trivial connected components of the covering space. When inserted into

eq. (3.8), the formula (3.11) leads to

⟨I(P )
∣a⟩
O⟩conn

SymN−∣N+(M)
=

N±

∑
n±=0

n−+n+≠0

min(n±,P )

∑
p=0

∑
Γ∈Cconn

n±,p
[I
(P )

∣a⟩
O]

CΓ(N±, P )
g−(b−+b+)

n−!n+!
⟨OΓ∣Σ⟩M (3.12)

for normalised connected correlators, where

CΓ(N±, P ) ∶=
(N− − P )!(N+ − P )!P !

(N− − P − b−)!(N+ − P − b+)!(P − p)!
(3.13)
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Normalisation of twist fields. Eq. (3.12) makes the N± and P dependence and hence,

with the scaling (3.6), the N dependence of correlators fully manifest, since ⟨OΓ∣Σ⟩M is

independent of the parameter N . To have a well behaved large N expansion, we would

like to replace bulk and interface twist fields by normalised versions

σ̂ABω = NAB
ω σABω and σ̂w(x) = N s

wσw(x) (3.14)

whose two-point functions are of order 1 in the large N limit. The superscript s we placed

on the normalization constants N s
w is the sign of the imaginary part of the insertion point

x. It can take one of the three values −, 0 and +, depending on whether x is in the

lower half-plane, on the real line or in the upper half-plane. The correlators defining the

normalizations NAB
ω of the interface operators are

⟨σRRω (0)σLLω (1)⟩, ⟨σLRω (0)σLRω (1)⟩ and ⟨σRLω (0)σRLω (1)⟩, (3.15)

each of which is computed by a single covering map. Let us refer to the three covering

maps as ΓRRω = ΓLLω , ΓLRω and ΓRLω . With this notation, we have

NAB
ω ∶= CΓAB

ω
(N±, P )−

1
2 (3.16)

with C as defined in eq. (3.13). For A ≠ B, the index ω is odd and our formula for CΓ

evaluates to

NLR
ω =

¿
ÁÁÀ (P − ω−1

2 )!
(N− − P )P !

and NRL
ω =

¿
ÁÁÀ (P − ω−1

2 )!
(N+ − P )P !

, (3.17)

independently of the choice of reference point defining P and p. In the first case with

AB = LR, for example, the degrees n± of Γ
AB are given by n− = ω/2+1/2 and n+ = ω/2−1/2

while the transmissivity is p = ω/2 − 1/2. Hence, the parameters b± take the values b− = 1
and b+ = 0. Insertion into eq. (3.13) gives the first formula in eq. (3.17). The second

formula is obtained in the same way with the role of ± exchanged. If A = B, on the other

hand, the label ω must be even and the resulting normalizations

NAA
ω =

⎧⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎪⎪⎪⎩

√
(P−

ω−2
2 )!

(N−−P )(N+−P )P ! if t∗ ∈]0,1[
√
(P−

ω
2 )!

P ! else

(3.18)

explicitly depend on the choice of the reference point t∗. The derivation is similar to the

previous one but now the degrees n± coincide, i.e. n− = n+ = ω/2. The two possible

decorations of the corresponding interface PRR diagrams with black dots lead to a degree

of transmissivity p = n± + 1 and p = n±, respectively. This gives the two possible values of

the normalization constant.

For bulk fields σ̂w the normalization is determined along the same lines. The resulting

normalization constants are given by

N ±w =
√

w (N± −w)!
N±!

and N 0
w =
√

w (P −w)!
P !

. (3.19)
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Large N expansion. If we let N± and P scale with a large parameter N as in eq. (3.6),

then, to leading order in N ,

NAB
ω = N−

ω
4 , N s

w = N−
w
2 and CΓ(N±, P ) ∼ N

n−+n+
2 , (3.20)

independently of the choice of the reference point, as one can directly read off from

eqs. (3.13), (3.17), (3.18) and (3.19). Thus, we find that the contribution of elements

Γ ∈ Cconn
n±,p to the correlator

⟨I(P )
∣a⟩

no

∏
i=1

σ̂AiBi
ωi

nc

∏
i=1

σ̂wi⟩connSymN−∣N+(M)
(3.21)

scales, to leading order in N , as

N
−

no
∑
i=1

ωi
4
−
nc
∑
i=1

wi
2
+
n−+n+

2 = N1−g−
b
2−

nc

2 −
no

4 , (3.22)

where g and b are the genus and number of boundaries of the non-trivial connected compo-

nent Σ of the covering space associated with Γ. The equality between the l.h.s. and r.h.s. of

eq. (3.22) follows directly from the interface Riemann-Hurwitz formula (2.28). As adver-

tised in the beginning of this section, higher genus and multi-boundary covering spaces are

hence systematically suppressed in the large N limit.

4 Generalised Lunin-Mathur construction

In this short section, we present an interface version of the Lunin-Mathur construction

to compute correlation functions of the seed theory on the covering surface Σ or rather

partition functions which are relevant for pure twist field insertions in the symmetric prod-

uct orbifold. Its first half, i.e. Subsection 4.1, is devoted to a review of the bulk method.

In the second half, i.e. Subsection 4.2, we introduce the interface generalisation and then

illustrate its usage in several examples. Appendix D contains detailed computations sup-

porting the main text. Throughout this section, whenever we write c without any further

specifications, we mean the central charge cM of the seed theory.

4.1 Review of the bulk method

As reviewed in Section 2, correlation functions in symmetric orbifolds are defined in terms

of the data of associated covering maps. More specifically, correlators of (single cycle) twist

fields on a Riemann surface X can, through the definitions (2.17) and (2.18), be expressed

as a sum

⟨σw1(x1) . . . σwn(xn)⟩unnormalised
SymN (M)

= ∑
Γ

Z[Γ] with Z[Γ] ∶= ZΣ
1

Deck[Γ] (4.1)

where ZΣ
1 denotes the partition function ZΣ

1 of the seed theory on the covering space Σ.

As before, the sum runs over coverings Γ ∶ Σ → X of X whose branch points are exactly

x1, . . . , xn with indices w1, . . .wn. In this subsection, we review the Lunin-Mathur method

[8] for the evaluation of ZΣ
1 .
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General setup. We assume that for each conformal equivalence class of Riemannian

structures ds2Σ on the covering surface Σ, there is a representative ds2
Σ̂
for which the value

of the vacuum partition function of the seed theory is known. The problem whose solution

we describe in the paragraphs below is how to express ZΣ
1 in terms of ZΣ̂

1 . Two steps need

to be performed to achieve this goal. First, we need to compute the conformal factor ϕ in

ds2Σ = eϕds2Σ̂ , (4.2)

relating the metric ds2Σ = Γ∗ds2X to the reference metric ds2
Σ̂
. Once ϕ has been computed,

we need to calculate the value of the Liouville action on ϕ in a second step,

SL[ϕ] =
c

96π
∫
Σ

d2t
√
gΣ̂ (∂µϕ∂νϕg

µν

Σ̂
+ 2RΣ̂ϕ) . (4.3)

The partition function ZΣ
1 that appears on the right hand side of eq. (4.1) is then given by

ZΣ
1 = eSL[ϕ]ZΣ̂

1 . (4.4)

It is thus reduced to the reference partition function ZΣ̂
1 which we assumed to be known.

The sphere. For concreteness, we focus on the case where both X and Σ are spheres.

Following [8], we introduce a family of metrics ds2δ on the Riemann sphere C which are

parametrised by some δ > 0. On C, these metrics are given by

ds2δ =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

dzdz̄ if ∣δz∣ < 1
dzdz̄
∣zδ∣4

else .
(4.5)

They extend continuously to the Riemann sphere. Given a seed conformal field theory with

central charge c, its partition function on C equipped with ds2δ is

ZCδ
1 = Qδ

−
c
3 , (4.6)

where Q is an arbitrary normalisation constant [8]. We take ds2δ as the reference metric

on Σ̂ = Cδ. When dealing with the sphere X that is covered by Σ we shall use the same

metric, but denote the parameter by η instead of δ, i.e.

X = Cη for some small η > 0. (4.7)

We fix the normalization constant to Q = η c
3 such that the sphere partition function of the

seed theory is trivial, ZX1 = 1. Without loss of generality, we assume that all twist fields of

the correlator that we would like to compute are inserted in the region ∣ηz∣ < 1. Since we

are only interested in covering maps up to the action of automorphisms of Σ, we can fix

Γ(∞) = ∞. (4.8)

As explained above, we compute ZΣ
1 by relating it to the partition function ZΣ̂

1 with Σ̂ = Cδ
for an appropriately chosen δ.
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Regulating the Liouville action. Consider the subset Bδ−1 ⊆ C that consists of all

points z ∈ X with ∣zδ∣ < 1. We denote the preimage of this ball with respect to Γ by

Σ0 ∶= Γ−1(Bδ−1). On the subset Σ0 ⊆ Σ, the metric is given by

ds2Σ∣Σ0 = Γ∗ds2X ∣∣zδ∣<1 = dΓ(t)dΓ̄(t) = ∣dΓdt ∣
2
dtdt̄ (4.9)

and therefore

ϕ = log (dΓdt ) + h.c. , (4.10)

which diverges if the derivative Γ′ vanishes and the metric of Σ degenerates. Thus, at the

ramification points R[Γ] of Γ, it is necessary to regulate the Liouville action. We explain

the details of this regularisation in App. D.1 following [8]. It involves cutting out small

neighbourhoods of each ramification point from Σ. The result of the detailed computation

performed in that appendix is

ZΣ
1 = η−

c
3
(Deg[Γ]−1) ∏

r∈R[Γ]

w−
c
12
(w−1)∣ar ∣−

c
12
(1− 1

w
) ∏
p∈P [Γ]

∣bp∣−
c
6 , (4.11)

where η parametrises the metric of X (see eq. (4.7)), R[Γ] is the set of ramification points

of Γ, P [Γ] is the set of poles of Γ in Σ ∖ {∞} and the complex numbers ar and bp are

defined via the local behaviour

Γ(r + t) = Γ(r) + artw +O(tw+1) and Γ(p + t) = bp
t
+O(1) (4.12)

of the covering map Γ near the ramification points and poles. While formula (4.11) was

derived in a few examples in the original work [8] an explicit, fully detailed derivation

was only recently published in [12]. While the latter uses somewhat different methods,

the derivation we spell out in Appendix D.1 follows exactly the route of [8]. It will also

turn out to directly extend to the interface case. Before we go there, let us illustrate the

Lunin-Mathur construction through an example.

Example: Two-point functions. As an application of eq. (4.11), let us compute the

two-point functions of two bulk fields σw with identical index w1 = w = w2 in the symmetric

product orbifold. Without loss of generality, we can insert the first field at z1 = 0 and then

denote the insertion point of the second twist field by z2 = z. In this setup, only a single

class of coverings contributes. We choose the representative

Γ(t) = z tw

tw − (t − 1)w . (4.13)

This covering map has two ramification points R[Γ] = {0,1}, around which it expands as

Γ(t) = 0 + z(−1)w+1tw +O(tw+1) and Γ(1 + t) = z + ztw +O(tw+1). (4.14)

Moreover, Γ has w − 1 finite poles which are located at the zeroes of the denominator,

tk ∶= (1 − e2πi
k
w )
−1

(4.15)
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where k runs from k = 1 to k = w−1, i.e. P [Γ] = {t1, . . . , tw−1}. The residues at these poles
are easy to determine,

bk =
z

4w sin2(kπw )
. (4.16)

Now we have assembles all the data we need in order to evaluate the formula (4.11). The

result is given by

ZΣ
1 = ∣z∣−2∆

(w)

w
c
3 η−

c
3
(w−1) (4.17)

with

∆(w) = c

12
(w − 1

w
) . (4.18)

The last ingredient we need in order to evaluate the unnormalised correlator (4.1) is the

number of Deck transformations, which is given by

∣Deck[Γ]∣ = w(N −w)! . (4.19)

Hence, the the unnormalised two-point function is given by

⟨σw(0)σw(z)⟩unnormalised
SymN (M)

= w
c
3 η−

c
3
(w−1)

w(N −w)! ∣z∣
−2∆(w) . (4.20)

We use the term “unnormalised” in the sense of definition (2.9). In particular, the nor-

malised two-point function is

⟨σw(0)σw(z)⟩SymN (M)
= N !⟨σw(0)σw(z)⟩unnormalised

SymN (M)
(4.21)

and not just ∣z∣−2∆(w) .

4.2 The interface generalisation

Let us now turn to the interface generalisation of the Lunin-Mathur construction. The

interface generalisation introduces two modifications to the evaluation of correlators which

we detail in the next two paragraphs. The first modification arises from the fact that we

now need to evaluate the Liouville action on surfaces with boundaries which requires in

particular to add an an additional boundary term, see eq. (4.22). The second modification

is that bulk covering maps are replaced by interface covering maps. This can be dealt with

by applying the method of images. After generally discussing disk correlators in the third

paragraph of the section, we conclude by computing several example correlation functions.

Boundary Liouville action. As in Section 4.1, we assume that there is a reference

geometry Σ̂ such that the partition function ZΣ̂
1 on Σ̂ is known. As before, the partition

function ZΣ
1 on Σ with the induced metric (4.2) is then given by eq. (4.4). The difference to

the bulk case is that the Liouville action now also has a boundary contribution. Concretely,

SL[ϕ] =
c

96π
∫
Σ

d2t
√
gΣ̂ (∂µϕ∂νϕg

µν

Σ̂
+ 2RΣ̂ϕ) + c

24π
∫
∂Σ

√
γΣ̂K

Σ̂ϕ, (4.22)

where γ is the induced metric on the boundary ∂Σ of the covering surface and KΣ̂ is the

extrinsic curvature of the boundary.
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The method of images. In the case where X is a disk, we can use the method of images

in order to reduce the discussion of interface covering maps Γ ∶ Σ→X to that of coverings

Γ′ of the sphere by the Schottky10 double Σ#Σ. The restriction of the doubled map to

Σ coincides with Γ. On Σ, the covering Γ′ is given by Γ′(z̄) ∶= Γ(z). The doubled map

Γ′ has two copies of each interior ramification point of Γ. Additionally, each boundary

ramification point with index ω leads to a single ramification point with index w = ω for

Γ′. Below, we use the method of images for two purposes. First, it allows us to construct

interface covering maps as restrictions of bulk covering maps. Second, it allows us to

evaluate the bulk part of the Liouville action (4.22) by applying eq. (4.11) to Γ′.

The hemisphere. In the case of coverings of the upper hemisphere in Cη by another

hemisphere, where we take the reference metric to again be of the type ds2δ , the extrinsic

curvature vanishes along the entire boundary of the covering space. Thus, only the bulk

part contributes to the Liouville action. In Appendix D.2, we evaluate this bulk part using

the method of images. This leads to the interface generalisation

ZΣ
1 = η−

c
6
(N−+N+−1)

⎛
⎝ ∏r∈RB[Γ]

ww−1a
1− 1

w
r ∏

p∈PB[Γ]

b2p
⎞
⎠

− c
12 ⎛
⎝ ∏r∈RI[Γ]

ωω−1a
1− 1

ω
r ∏

p∈PI[Γ]

b2p
⎞
⎠

− c
24

(4.23)

of eq. (4.11) for interface coverings of the upper half plane by itself. Here, N+ and N− are

the degrees of the covering map Γ on the upper and lower half plane. The sets RB[Γ] and
RI[Γ] contain the bulk and interface ramification points of Γ. Likewise, the sets PB[Γ]
and PI[Γ] contain all complex and real poles, except for ∞ (which we however continue to

w.l.o.g. assume to be a pole). The coefficients ar and bp for interface ramification points

and poles are defined as we defined the analogous bulk coefficients in eq. (4.12).

Example: Bulk one-point functions. Let us consider the one-point function

⟨I(P )
∣a±⟩

σw(z)⟩unnormalised
SymN−∣N+(M)

(4.24)

of a bulk twist field σw(z) inserted on the upper half plane, with the interface I(P )
∣a±⟩

inserted

along the real line. The correlation function can be non-trivial only if N+ −P ≥ w. In that

case, it evaluates to

⟨I(P )
∣a±⟩

σw(z)⟩unnormalised
SymN−∣N+(M)

=
gN−−P− gN+−P−w+ Z

(w)
∣a+⟩

P !(N− − P )!(N+ − P −w)!w
, (4.25)

where g± are the g-functions of ∣a±⟩ and Z(w)∣a±⟩ captures the contribution of a w-fold cover of

the upper half plane by itself with a ramification point at z. To compute Z
(w)
∣a±⟩

, we choose

the explicit covering map

Γ(t) ∶ = z (it − 1)w
(it − 1)w − (it + 1)w + z̄

(−it − 1)w
(−it − 1)w − (−it + 1)w . (4.26)

10The Schottky double is a closed Riemann surface obtained by taking two copies Σ and Σ of the Riemann

surface Σ and glueing them along the boundary.
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The way Γ is written above makes manifest two important properties, namely

Γ(t̄) = Γ(t) and Γ(i) = z. (4.27)

A more economical way of writing Γ is

Γ(t) = z(it − 1)
w − z̄(it + 1)w

(it − 1)w − (it + 1)w . (4.28)

The coefficient associated with the ramification point i is

ai =
z − z̄
(2i)w . (4.29)

The poles and residues are

P [Γ] = {cot(kπw )}
w−1
k=1 and bk =

i(z − z̄)
2w sin2(kπw )

. (4.30)

Plugging this into eq. (4.23) gives

Z
(w)
∣a+⟩
= g+η−

c
6 (w−1)∣z − z̄∣−∆(w)w

c
6 (4.31)

and therefore,

⟨I(P )
∣a±⟩

σw(z)⟩unnormalised
SymN−∣N+(M)

= g
N−−P
− g

N+−P−(w−1)
+ η−

c
6 (w−1)w

c
6

P !(N− − P )!(N+ − P −w)!w
∣z − z̄∣−∆(w) . (4.32)

Example: Interface two-point functions. The evaluation of the two-point functions

⟨I(P )
∣a⟩

σRRω (0)σLLω (x)⟩unnormalised
SymN−∣N+(M)

and ⟨I(P )
∣a⟩

σRLω (0)σRLω (x)⟩unnormalised
SymN−∣N+(M)

(4.33)

directly reduces to that of the bulk two-point function (4.20) for even and odd w = ω
respectively via the method of images. We thus deduce that the two correlators above are

given by11

⟨I(P )
∣a⟩

σRRω (0)σLLω (x)⟩unnormalised
SymN−∣N+(M)

= gN−+N+−2P+1ω
c
6 η−

c
6
(ω−1)

(N− − P )!(N+ − P )!(P − ω
2 )!
∣x∣−2∆AB

ω , (4.34)

where the reference point for the interface is −1 and, with the same reference point,

⟨I(P )
∣a⟩

σRLω (0)σRLω (x)⟩unnormalised
SymN−∣N+(M)

= gN−+N+−2Pω
c
6 η−

c
6
(ω−1)

(N− − P )!(N+ − P − 1)!(P − ω−1
2 )!
∣x∣−2∆AB

ω . (4.35)

These results follow from applying (4.23) to the covering map (4.13) with real z = x. Here,

∆AB
ω = c

24
(ω − 1

ω
) , (4.36)

which agrees with the special case ∆ = 0 of eq. (2.62). For ω = 2, the interface two-point

function was essentially already computed in [13], see Section 5.3 of that reference.

11Assuming of course a sufficiently large number of sheets N− and N+ on the upper/lower hemisphere as

well as a sufficient number of reflecting and transmitting boundary conditions to ensure that the correlator

is non vanishing.

– 43 –



Example: Interface four-point functions. The disk contribution to general interface

four-point functions

⟨I(P )
∣a⟩

σA1,B1
ω1

(x1)σA2,B2
ω2

(x2)σA3,B3
ω3

(x3)σA4,B4
ω4

(x4)⟩unnormalised
SymN−∣N+(M)

(4.37)

can be evaluated using section 2 of the notebook CoveringMaps.nb provided in the ancillary

files of this publication. The corresponding covering maps, via the method of images, reduce

to covering maps of the sphere in the absence of an interface, which satisfy the extra

constraint Γ(s) = Γ(s̄). The latter can be computed by first using the approach described

in Appendix D.3 to compute generic covering maps and then restricting to the subset that

satisfies the additional reality constraint. By applying SL(2;R) transformations of the

upper hemisphere, we can w.l.o.g. ensure that x1 = 0, x3 = 1 and x4 = −1 with corresponding

ramification points si = xi for i ≠ 2. The value of s2 on the other hand is a non trivial

function of the parameter x2. Sections 2.2 and 2.3 of the notebook automatically generate

plots from the covering maps, which resemble the diagrams discussed in Section 3. Using

eq. (4.23) it is straight forward to evaluate correlation functions by simply determining the

poles as well as the local expansions around ramification points of the explicitly computed

covering maps. For eq. (4.23) to be applicable, one has to, however, ensure that Γ(∞) = ∞
i.e. pick an arbitrary pole and conformally map it to ∞. This operation is performed in

Section 2.4. of the notebook.

Example: Interface-Interface-Bulk three-point functions. To study interface-in-

terface-bulk three-point functions, we fix the SL(2,R) symmetry of the disk by mapping the

two interface operators to 0 and 1 and the real part of the bulk operator to 1
2 . The remaining

kinematical freedom consists then of a single positive real number χ, the imaginary part

of the position of the bulk twist field. Hence, the correlators take the form

⟨I(P )
∣a⟩

σA1,B1
ω1

(0)σw(12 + iχ)σ
A2,B2
ω2

(1)⟩unnormalised
SymN−∣N+(M)

(4.38)

and are computable by determining the bulk covering maps of the sphere with ramification

points 0 and 1 of index ω1 and ω2 that are mapped to 0 and 1, as well as ramification points

at 1
2 ± is for some real number s, which map to 1

2 ± iχ with ramification index w. The maps

that contribute non-trivially to the correlator are again those that satisfy Γ(z) = Γ(z̄).
They are computed and visualised in Section 3 of the CoveringMaps.nb notebook.

Example: Bulk two-point functions. The last type of correlators whose evaluation

reduces to the computation of sphere coverings with four ramification points are bulk two-

point functions. Again, the kinematical freedom reduces to a single real number, which we

choose to be the imaginary part of the insertion points of the two bulk fields after using

the SL(2,R) symmetry to fix the real parts to −1 and 1 and sending the intersection of the

line through the two insertion points with Im(z) = 0 to ∞. The resulting correlator

⟨I(P )
∣a⟩

σw1(−1 + iχ)σw2(1 + iχ)⟩unnormalised
SymN−∣N+(M)

(4.39)

can be computed from covering maps with ramification points at −1± is and 1± is for some

s > 0, which are mapped to −1± iχ and 1± iχ with ramification index w1 and w2. Section 4

of the CoveringMaps.nb notebook computes and visualises the relevant Γ(z) = Γ(z̄) maps.
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5 String theory and the interface grand-canonical ensemble

So far, we have described correlation functions at fixed N± and P . The purpose of this

section is to discuss a grand-canonical ensemble in which the parameters N± and P are

averaged with a fixed chemical potential. As reviewed in Subsection 5.1, studying such an

ensemble is strongly motivated by holography. In fact, super string theory on AdS3×S3×T4

at minimal pure NS-NS flux k = 1 is known to be precisely dual to a grand-canonical

ensemble of symmetric product orbifolds whose construction we review in Subsection 5.2.

The key result of this section is a novel grand-canonical ensemble of interfaces introduced

in Subsection 5.3. Using this new construction, we show that the grand-canonical ensemble

of correlation functions studied in this paper structurally matches the genus expansion of

string scattering amplitudes. We discuss the expectation values of N± and P at the end

of Subsection 5.3, and show the leading-order agreement to the canonical ensemble result

shown in Sec. 3.5.

5.1 Holographic motivation

Pure NSNS AdS3 × S3 × T4 can be obtained from R6 × T4 as the near horizon limit of Q1

fundamental strings and Q5 NS5 branes, with four directions of the latter wrapping T4.

String perturbation theory around this pure NSNS background is described in the hybrid

formalism by a world sheet theory based on the PSU(1,1∣2)k WZNW model. The level

k of the model can be directly identified with the number Q5 of the brane construction.

However, the naive expectation that the string coupling gs is fixed in terms of Q1 is not

realised. Instead of being determined by the expectation values of fields in the target space,

the string coupling is a continuous parameter of the world sheet theory12. This parameter

can be interpreted as a chemical potential controlling the averaging over different values of

Q1 in a grand-canonical ensemble.

Since string perturbation theory therefore does not compute scattering amplitudes in

a fixed Q1 background, but in the grand-canonical ensemble, one should expect the space

time CFT description of these amplitudes to analogously be given in terms of correlation

functions in a grand-canonical ensemble. For minimal NSNS flux k = 1, this expectation

has been confirmed in great detail. Concretely, it was established [3, 18, 20–22] that string

theory on AdS3 × S3 ×T4 at k = 1 is dual to a grand-canonical ensemble of free symmetric

orbifold theories SymQ1(T4). Section 3 of Reference [23] provides a detailed description of

this grand-canonical ensemble, which we partially review in the next subsection, as well as

a broader discussion of the string theoretic context that we have sketched above.

Reference [5] provided evidence strongly suggesting that AdS2 branes in the k = 1

background are similarly not dual to a single interface, but rather an ensemble of the

interfaces I(P ). We conjecture this to be true not only in the sense that N± need to be

averaged over since the bulk theory is not a fixed N symmetric product orbifold, but also

in the sense that P is averaged over all its possible values for each fixed N±.

12For more details consult e.g. [14–17] on pure NSNS AdS3 strings in the RNS formalism for Q5 ≥ 2 and

[18, 19] on the special case Q5 = 1 in the hybrid formalism.
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To qualitatively motivate this expectation, consider that, in string theory, the AdS2
branes are realised by the insertion of a probe string on which the fundamental strings

which create the AdS3 × S3 × T4 background can end [24]. The fixed P interface I(P )
corresponds to a setup where P parallel fundamental strings go through the probe string

and another Q−1 − P and Q+1 − P end on it extending into either of the two directions

parallel to the other fundamental strings and orthogonal to the probe. As recalled above,

the issue that the PSU(1,1∣2)1 world sheet theory at a first glance cannot account for

the parameter Q1, or for that matter Q±1 , is resolved by understanding that it describes a

grand-canonical ensemble. Since the AdS2 boundary states of the world sheet theory do

not have a parameter describing the value of P , it is natural to also expect this parameter

to be controlled by a chemical potential, which is set by to the only available world sheet

parameter – the string coupling. While the result for the torus partition function obtained

in Reference [5] is consistent with this expectation, it is not possible to directly infer the

precise relation between the chemical potential controlling P and the string coupling from

it. The purpose of this section is to go beyond these prior results by fixing the interface

chemical potentials in terms of the string coupling, and showing that the ensemble defined

in this way produces correlators that structurally reproduce the string genus expansion.

5.2 The bulk grand-canonical ensemble

Among the first attempts to connect symmetric product orbifolds to potentially dual string

theories it was common to consider correlators of twist fields σ̃w with the normalisation

σ̃w =
√
(N−w)!w

N ! σw (5.1)

at fixed N . Here, σw is the twist field with the canonical normalisation used in Sec. 2.2.

At leading order in N ≫ 1, the connected part of these correlation functions indeed shares

some features of scattering amplitudes in string perturbation theory. As observed in [1, 8],

for instance, the contribution of genus g covering spaces to a connected correlation function

of bulk twist fields scales as

⟨
nc

∏
i=1

σ̃wi⟩
N,g

conn

∼ N1−g−nc
2 (5.2)

with N . Upon the identification g2s ∼ N−1, this matches the scaling of genus g contributions

to string scattering amplitudes with gs. However, this proposal breaks down as soon as

subleading N corrections or disconnected contributions are considered.

These issues can be fixed by working in the grand-canonical ensemble, as argued in

Sec. 3.3 of [23]. To arrive at this conclusion, consider the partition function

ZXN [J] ∶= ⟨exp(
∞

∑
w=1
∫ d2z gws Jw(z)σw(z))⟩

unnormalised

SymN (M)

(5.3)

of SymN(M) with sources J1, . . . , Jw on a Riemann surface X of genus G defined using the

unnormalised symmetric orbifold correlators of eq. (2.9). Here, gs is the parameter that
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turns out to control the genus expansion of symmetric orbifold correlators. It does not only

multiply the sources in the definition (5.3) but, more importantly, also parametrises the

chemical potential µ which controls N in the grand-canonical ensemble. More concretely,

the grand-canonical partition function on X is defined as

ZXgs [J] ∶=
∞

∑
N=0

µNZXN [J] where µ ∶= g2G−2s . (5.4)

The key feature of this ensemble is that grand-canonical correlation functions

⟨
nc

∏
i=1

σwi(zi)⟩
X

gs

∶= [
nc

∏
i=1

δ

δJwi(zi)
]
ZXgs [J]
ZXgs [0]

RRRRRRRRRRRJ=0
(5.5)

have a genus expansion that, to all orders in gs and for both connected and disconnected

contributions, structurally matches the genus expansion of string perturbation theory with

string coupling gs. This can be shown in three simple steps.

First, we expand the exponential in eq. (5.3) and express the resulting correlation

functions in terms of covering maps, which leads to

ZXN [J] =
∞

∑
n=0

1

n!
(
∞

∑
w=1
∫ d2zJw(z))

n

∑
Γ

Zgs[Γ] . (5.6)

The sum runs over all coverings Γ of X with the appropriate13 ramification points and

Zgs[Γ] ∶=
g
w[Γ]
s

Deck[Γ]⟨1⟩
Σ
M, (5.7)

where w[Γ] is the total ramification index of Γ i.e. the sum of the indices of all ramification

points. Each covering space that is involved has

cΓ =
k

∑
i=1

ni (5.8)

connected components falling into k isomorphism classes of sizes n1, . . . nk. The restriction

Γi of Γ to any element of the ith isomorphism class has some degree Ni and is associated

with the contribution Zgs[Γi] to the correlation function. In terms of this decomposition,

Deck[Γ] =
k

∏
i=1

Sni ⋉Deck[Γi]ni (5.9)

and thus Zgs[Γ] can be expressed as

Zgs[Γ] =
k

∏
i=1

1

ni!
(Zgs[Γi])ni . (5.10)

13There is some slight abuse of notation in eq. (5.6). In a more literal formulation, we should have

expanded the nth power of sums over source terms, into a sum of product of sources, corresponding to twist

fields whose order and insertion location determines the ramification points.
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Therefore,

ZXN [J] =
∞

∑
n=0

1

n!
(
∞

∑
w=1
∫ d2zJw(z))

n

∑
Γ

k

∏
i=1

1

ni!
(Zgs[Γi])ni . (5.11)

Note that, since the overall degree of Γ is N , ni and Ni are constrained by

N =
k

∑
i=1

niNi. (5.12)

Next, observe that since N is no longer fixed in the grand-canonical ensemble, the sum

over ni and Ni becomes unconstrained for ZXgs . Upon inserting eq. (5.11) into the definition

of Zgs , one therefore finds that the grand-canonical partition function is an exponential

ZXgs [J] = exp(
∞

∑
n=0

1

n!
(
∞

∑
w=1
∫ d2zJw(z))

n

∑
Γ conn.

µNZgs[Γ]) (5.13)

of a sum over connected coverings with covering maps Γ of arbitrary degree N .

Finally, we infer from Definition (5.7) that

Zgs[Γ] = gw[Γ]s Z[Γ] with w[Γ] =
nc

∑
i=1

wi and Z[Γ] ∶= Z1[Γ]. (5.14)

Thus, the power of gs weighing the contribution of Γ to Zgs can be expressed using the

Riemann-Hurwitz formula (2.6) as

N(2G − 2) +
nc

∑
i=1

wi = −2 + 2g + nc, (5.15)

where G is the genus of X. Putting all this together we obtain the following formula for

the grand-canonical partition function

ZXgs [J] = exp(
∞

∑
n=0

1

n!
(
∞

∑
w=1
∫ d2zJw(z))

n

∑
Γ conn.

g−2+2g+nc
s Z[Γ]) . (5.16)

We hence conclude that the logarithm of the grand-canonical partition function is the sum

over all connected coverings, or equivalently, connected PRR diagrams. The individual

contributions to this sum are weighted with the parameter gs taken to the power of (minus)

the Euler characteristic of the surface Σ on which the PRR diagram is drawn. In the

equation, we have expressed the Euler characteristic in terms of number nc of bulk vertices

of the diagram or punctures of the surface Σ and the genus g of Σ. Correlation functions in

the grand-canonical ensemble therefore possess a topological expansion which structurally

resembles the ’t Hooft large N expansion and, crucially, string perturbation theory. This

the result that we aimed to establish.

– 48 –



5.3 The grand-canonical ensemble for interfaces

As we have shown in Section 3.5, it is possible to fix the normalisation of the interface

changing operators of our interfaces in such a way that the corresponding connected cor-

relation functions, to leading order in a 1/N expansion, match the structure of string

perturbation theory. However, this approach leads to the same issues as the bulk fixed N

genus expansion, i.e. the match is restricted to the leading large N contribution. In the

three paragraphs of this section, we first introduce the interface grand-canonical ensem-

ble, then show that our definition remedies this deficiency, leading to a fully consistent

topological expansion, and finally reinterpret the results of Section 3.5 as a saddle-point

approximation of the full ensemble.

Definition of the interface grand-canonical partition function. This paragraph

constructs an interface analogue of the grand-canonical ensemble reviewed in Sec. 5.2. In

Sec. 2.4, we defined the interface I(P )
∣a⟩

as interpolating between SymN−(M) and SymN+(M)
on Riemann surfaces X± of genus G± that are glued along their boundaries to form a

closed Riemann surface X of genus G. In order to study correlators with a single interface

insertion, let us restrict to X± with boundaries

∂X− ≅ ∂X+ ≅ S1. (5.17)

In this setup, we use the notation introduced in Section 2.4 to define

ZX−,X+N±,P
[J] ∶= ⟨I(P )

∣a⟩
exp(⨋ gws Jwσw + ⨋

√
gωs J

AB
ω σABω )⟩

unnormalised

SymN−∣N+(M)

(5.18)

with

⨋ gws Jwσw ∶=
∞

∑
w=1
∫
X

d2zgws Jw(z)σw(z) (5.19)

and

⨋
√
gωs J

AB
ω σABω ∶= ∑

A,B∈{L,R}

∑
ω
∫
∂X±

dx
√
gωs J

AB
ω (x)σABω (x) (5.20)

where ω runs over 2Z>0 − 1 + δBA . Given this definition (5.18) of the interface partition

functions we now introduce its grand-canonical counterpart which we define as

ZX−,X+gs [J] ∶=
∞

∑
N±=0

min(N−,N+)

∑
P=0

µP νN−−P− νN+−P+ ZX−,X+N±,P
[J]. (5.21)

It involves three fugacities µ, ν± which are associated to the integers N± that determine the

symmetric product orbifolds on both sides of the interface and on the degree of transmis-

sivity P that characterizes the interface itself. We suggest to control these three fugacities

through a single loop counting parameter gs as

µ ∶= g2G−2s , ν± ∶= g2G±−1s (5.22)

where G and G± denote the genus of the surface X =X+∪S1X− and of the two components

X± that X is glued from.
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The string genus expansion. We now show that the gs expansion of correlation func-

tions in the grand-canonical ensemble (5.21) has the structure of a string genus expansion

describing the scattering of open and closed strings in the presence of a D-brane.

As in the bulk case, our first step is to expand the exponential in the fixed N± partition

function (5.18) and to express the result in terms of covering maps. This leads to

ZX−,X+N±,P
[J] =

∞

∑
no,nc=0

(⨋Jw)nc (⨋JABω )
no

no!nc!
∑
Γ

Zgs[Γ]. (5.23)

Here, the sum runs over all coverings Γ of X with the appropriate ramification points and

Zgs[Γ] ∶=
g
w[Γ]+ω[Γ]
s

Deck[Γ] ⟨1⟩
Σ
M, (5.24)

where w[Γ] is the sum of bulk ramification indices and ω[Γ] is half the sum of boundary

ramification indices of Γ.

As in the bulk case, the covering maps generically have several connected components,

which fall into k isomorphism classes n1, . . . , nk. Let us denote by N
±
i the order of the cov-

ering maps Γi in the ith isomorphism class restricted to the preimage of X±. Analogously,

let pi be the degree of transmissivity of Γi at a reference point t∗. Then,

µP νN−−P− νN+−P+ Zgs[Γ] =
k

∑
i=1

1

ni!
(µpiνN

−

i −pi
− ν

N+i −pi
+ Zgs[Γi])

ni

. (5.25)

From the powers of µ and ν± we can read off the constraints

k

∑
i=1

ni(N±i − pi) = N± − P and
k

∑
i=1

nipi = P (5.26)

on ni, N
±
i and pi. The sum over P and N± in the grand-canonical ensemble lifts these

constraints such that the grand-canonical partition function becomes the exponential

ZX−,X+gs [J] = exp
⎛
⎝

∞

∑
no,nc=0

(⨋Jw)nc (⨋JABω )
no

no!nc!
∑

Γ conn.

µP νN−−P− νN+−P+ Zgs[Γ]
⎞
⎠

(5.27)

of a sum of connected covering maps with orders N± on the preimage of X± and the degree

of transmissivity P at t∗.

Applied to this setup, the interface Riemann-Hurwitz formula (2.28) gives

N−(2G− − 1) +N+(2G+ − 1) +
nc

∑
i=1

wi +
1

2

no

∑
i=1

ωi = −2 + 2g + b + nc +
1

2
no, (5.28)

where g is the genus of the covering space b and is the number of its boundaries. With

Zgs[Γ] = gw[Γ]+ω[Γ]s Z[Γ], where w[Γ] =
nc

∑
i=1

wi, ω[Γ] = 1

2

no

∑
i=1

ωi (5.29)

– 50 –



and Z[Γ] ∶= Z1[Γ] carries no more dependence on the coupling gs. Using the definitions

(5.22) of the fugacities in terms of gs we conclude that

ZX−,X+gs [J] = exp
⎛
⎝

∞

∑
no,nc=0

(⨋Jw)nc (⨋JABw )
no

no!nc!
∑

Γ conn.

g
−2+2g+b+nc+

no
2

s Z[Γ]
⎞
⎠
, (5.30)

which is the result that we wanted to derive. Once again it contains a sum over connected

covering maps, or interface PRR diagrams, in the exponent. Each contribution is weighted

by a specific power of the parameter gs that can be read off from the diagram. It involves

the number nc and no of bulk and interface operator insertions, respectively, as well as

the genus g and number b of boundary components for the surface Σ the interface PRR

diagram is drawn on. As we have anticipated, the exponent mimics precisely that of a

string genus expansion for scattering of open strings in the presence of a D-brane.

Expectation value and saddle point approximation. Before we conclude this sec-

tion we would like to make contact with our analysis in Section 3.5. To this end we compute

the expectation values of N± and P in the grand-canonical ensemble through saddle-point

approximation of the interface partition function at small gs. We will see that the leading

contribution to this saddle point approximation agrees with the results of Section 3.5.

For the rest of this section, we focus on the sphere case X = S2, X± = D±. Let us first
consider the vacuum grand-canonical partition function

ZD±
gs [0] = exp [µz + ν−g− + ν+g+] , (5.31)

where z is the sphere partition function of the seed theory, and g± = ⟨0∣a±⟩ are the boundary
g-functions of two boundary states ∣a±⟩ therein. The expectation value of P (the number

of seed spheres) and N± − P (the number of disks D±) can directly be evaluated as

P = µ∂µ log(ZD±
gs [0]) = µz, N± − P = ν±∂ν± log(ZD±

gs [0]) = ν±g±. (5.32)

After setting µ = ν2± = g−2s and z = 1, we find that N± − P is proportional to (P )1/2 with a

constant of proportionality controlled by the boundary conditions a±. Hence, the scaling

behaviour for the averages agrees with the one we used for the symbols N±, P and N ±−P
in eq. (3.6) with N ∼ g−2s . Let us also note that the ratio

N+ − P
N− − P

= ⟨0∣a+⟩⟨0∣a−⟩
. (5.33)

is controlled by the ratio of boundary entropies in the seed theory. To leading order in gs,

the normalised correlation functions

⟨
no

∏
i=1

σAiBi
ωi
(ti)

nc

∏
i=1

σwi(zi)⟩
D±

gs

= [
no

∏
i=1

δ

δJAiBi
ωi (ti)

nc

∏
i=1

δ

δJwi(zi)
]
ZD±
gs [J]
ZD±
gs [0]

RRRRRRRRRRRJ=0
(5.34)

of the grand-canonical theory can be approximated by fixing N± and P to their expectation

values. If we saddle-point approximate14 the numerator δJ Z
D±
gs [J]∣J=0 and the denominator

14Approximating the sum

ZD±
gs [0] =

∞

∑
P=0

∞

∑
N±−P=0

(µz)P (ν−g−)N−−P (ν+g+)N+−P
P !(N− − P )!(N+ − P )!

(5.35)
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ZD±
gs [0], correlators of twist fields in the normalisation of (5.19) and (5.20) reproduce the

results of Sec. 3.5 to leading order in gs ∼ 1/
√
N .

6 Conclusion

In this work, we have developed the necessary covering map machinery to efficiently analyse

interface correlation functions of symmetric product orbifolds on arbitrary Riemann sur-

faces. These methods open up the possibility to answer several interesting questions about

the nature of interfaces in symmetric product orbifolds and the holography of AdS2 branes

in pure NSNS AdS3 string backgrounds. We would like to conclude by briefly sketching

some of the potential directions to pursue in future research.

Deriving AdS3/CFT2 for open strings. In Section 5, we established a structural

match between the genus expansion of interface correlators in the symmetric product orb-

ifold and string perturbation theory. To complete the derivation of the duality between

our interfaces and AdS2 branes in minimal pure NSNS AdS3, it is necessary to furthermore

show that open string scattering amplitudes also quantitatively match the proposed dual

correlators at each order in the string genus expansion. The analogous derivation of the

duality for closed string scattering amplitudes provided in the seminal paper [3] was based

on a localisation of the string world sheet to ramified coverings of the holographic bound-

ary. It was already conjectured in [25] that this localisation property should extend to the

open string case. Now that we identified the class of interface covering maps to which the

world sheet is expected to localise in that case, this conjecture can be fully established.

A derivation of the bulk correspondence that directly matches CFT correlations func-

tions with string scattering amplitudes, without the need to compute either of them was

proposed in [22]. It passes through a deformation of the string background that involves

AdS3 backgrounds with NSNS flux k > 1. The dual CFT is a non-rational symmetric

product orbifold that involves a Liouville-like direction [26]. In [22], the H+3 -Liouville cor-

respondence of [27, 28] was run backwards to reconstruct string theory on AdS3 from the

non-rational symmetric product orbifold, see also [29] for related work based on path in-

tegral representations. In the limit k → 1, a N = 4 supersymmetric Liouville field theory

decouples from the CFT2, leaving a rational symmetric product orbifold for the supersym-

metric 4-torus behind and hence one recovers the holographic relation of [3]. It would be

interesting to extend this approach to interfaces and open strings using previous work on

a boundary version of the H+3 -Liouville relation, see [30, 31].

by the largest summand, which occurs at P ∼ µz,N± − P ∼ ν±g±, produces

ZD±
gs [0] ∼ ∏

Λ∈{µz,ν−g−,ν+g+}

eΛ√
2πΛ

, (5.36)

which underestimates the full sum by the Gaussian fluctuation prefactor
√
2πΛ. However, this does not

affect our leading-order estimation since the numerator and denominator have the same width and the

prefactor cancels in the normalised ratio.
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Thermal correlators and superficial holography. Reference [32] reports universal

behaviour of thermal correlation functions in symmetric product orbifolds, compatible with

a BTZ black hole as semi-classical gravity dual. The result implies that conditions on the

analysed thermal correlators of local operators cannot be sufficient criteria to determine

whether a given CFT has a geometric bulk dual. It would be interesting to investigate how

the inclusion of extended operators such as I(P )
∣a±⟩

fits into this picture – presumably leading

to the construction of a superficial semi-classical gravity dual of our interfaces.

SUSY interface covering maps. Recently, a supersymmetric extension of the covering

map approach to symmetric product orbifolds was formulated [33]. We expect that our

construction of interface covering maps naturally extends to coverings of super Riemann

surface, using the formalism that Reference [33] developed for the bulk case.

Interface deformations of symmetric product orbifolds. Reference [34] provides

a detailed description of a broad class of generalised symmetries in symmetric product

orbifolds, especially emphasizing constraints on deformations by operators from twisted

sectors of the theory. It would be interesting to generalise these results to our interface setup

and systematically analyse deformations by interface twist fields. Another direction that is

now accessible would be to study the effect of marginal bulk deformations on the spectrum

of interface operators. Of particular relevance in this context is the deformation that drives

the system towards the geometric regime in which the interacting CFT2 possesses a dual

supergravity description. The effect of such deformations on the bulk spectrum has been

addressed e.g. in [35? , 36]. The interfaces we have studied here seem to be ideal new

probes for this deformation.

Partial permutations and the interface grand-canonical ensemble. From the

definition of grand-canonical correlations function (Section 5.2), neither the existence of a

state operator correspondence nor the consistency of the operator product expansion are

manifest. Reference [37] solves these problems by working with an enlarged Hilbert space

graded by conjugacy classes of partial permutations. The construction should straightfor-

wardly generalise to the interface grand-canonical ensemble proposed in Sec. 5.3, providing

a more complete picture of the interface spectrum and OPE. In the context of gauge gravity

dualities for topological symmetric product orbifolds [38], such a boundary generalisation

was recently investigated in Reference [39].
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A Symmetric product orbifolds as discrete gauge theories

Symmetric product orbifolds are discrete gauge theories and therefore we often use gauge

theory language in the main text to describe objects in these theories. At a first glance,

the formulation in terms of covering maps provided in Section 2.2 however might seem very

different from the usual construction of a gauge theory. The purpose of this appendix is to

bridge this gap. We first formulate symmetric product orbifolds in the usual language of

gauge theory i.e. using sections of associated bundles of principal bundles. We then discuss

how to recover the covering map description for vacuum partition functions. Finally, we

extend the match to also include twist fields. The overall dictionary that we end up with

is summarised in the box below.

N sheeted covering maps Γ↔ SN principal bundles P

Group of Deck transformations Deck[Γ] ↔ Gauge group G(P )
Measure monodromy of coverings↔ Insert Wilson lines

Change covering via cutting and glueing↔ Insert ’t Hooft lines

SN twist fields↔ SN monopoles

Symmetric product orbifolds and SN principal bundles. For simplicity, let us

assume that the seed theory can be formulated in terms of some real scalar field ϕ with

Lagrangian density L[ϕ] (consider for instance M to be the free boson). For every SN
principal bundle π ∶ P →X, we can define an associated fibre bundle

ΓP ∶ ΣP →X with ΣP ∶= (P ×N)/SN (A.1)

whose fibres are sets of N discrete points,

N = {1,2, . . . ,N}. (A.2)

In the construction, we let SN act on N in the canonical way by permutations. By con-

sidering the elements of N as basis vectors of an R vector-space, we can also define an RN

vector-bundle RNP over X. In local trivialisations, sections of RNP are maps

Φ ∶ U ⊆X → U ×RN , z ↦ (z,Φ(1)(z),Φ(2)(z), . . . ,Φ(N)(z)). (A.3)

The action of SymN(M) is a functional on the space of such sections, which we define in

local coordinates by using the Lagrangian L ofM:

SX[Φ] = ∫
X

d2z
N

∑
i=1

L[Φ(i)]. (A.4)

Note that the action is well defined, and in particular not dependent on the choice of

trivialisation, since the coordinate changes by construction act as permutations on the

components of ϕ and the sum
N

∑
i=1
L[ϕ(i)] is permutation invariant.
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Vacuum partition functions. As usual in gauge theory, the vacuum partition function

is a sum over all gauge bundles P weighted by the volumes of their gauge groups G(P ).
For the symmetric orbifold on a space time X, it is defined as the path integral

ZXN ∶= ∑
P

1
∣G(P )∣ ∫
Sections of RN

P

DΦe−SX[Φ]. (A.5)

To translate this into the formulation in terms of covering maps, note that there is a natural

identification of sections Φ of RNP with functions ϕ ∶ ΣP → R, namely

Φ(z) = (z,Φ(1)(z), . . . ,Φ(n)(z)) ↔ ϕ(z, i) = Φ(i)(z). (A.6)

Defining this map does not require a choice of trivialisation. Instead we are using that, by

construction, there is a natural basis of the fibre (RNP )z of RNP over z given by the fibre

(ΣP )z of ΣP over z. Through this identification, we can rewrite eq. (A.5) as

ZNX = ∑
P

1
∣G(P )∣ ∫

ϕ∶ΣP→R

Dϕe−SΣP
[ϕ], (A.7)

where SΣP
is just the action of the seed theoryM on ΣP . This already almost looks like

the sum over covering spaces in e.g. equation (2.14). To complete the match, we need to

replace the sum over SN principal bundles by a sum over unramified covering maps. For

later convenience, let us directly write down an extended version of this correspondence

that also holds for branched covering maps.

Singular SN principal bundles and branched covering maps. There is a natural

one-to-one correspondence between the N sheeted branched coverings of X whose set of

branch points is contained in a finite subset B of X and singular SN principal bundles

π ∶ P →X over X whose singular locus15 is a subset of B.

To show this, let us first construct a covering map from the principal bundle P . By

construction, the projection map ΓP of the associated fibre bundle (P ×N)/SN to the base

space X ∖ B is a N sheeted covering map. We can induce a complex structure of P by

pulling back the complex structure on X along ΓP . Then, ΓP is trivially holomorphic.

There is a unique analytic continuation of ΓP to a ramified covering map of X, whose

branch points are a subset of B.

Clearly, this construction is reversible. Starting with a branched covering map Γ, we

can remove the ramification points from its domain to obtain a N bundle over X ∖B. The

structure group of this fibre bundle is SN and the associated SN principal bundle is the

bundle PΓ we are after.

Since furthermore Deck[ΓP ] is identical to the group of bundle automorphisms of ΣP
which is isomorphic to G(P ), we can use the above bijection to rewrite eq. (A.6) as a sum

ZNX = ∑
P

1
∣G(P )∣ ∫

ϕ∶ΣP→R

Dϕe−SΣP
[ϕ] = ∑

Γ

⟨1⟩ΣM
∣Deck[Γ]∣ , (A.8)

over N sheeted covering maps Γ and thus reproduce the prescription of Section 2.2.

15For our purposes, a singular principal bundle over X is a principle bundle over X ∖ S, where S is a

finite subset of X, which we call the singular locus of the bundle.
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Gauge transformations. In gauge theory, the name “gauge transformation” is used for

several types of operations, which are distinguished in the language of principal bundles as

1. Small gauge transformations i.e. the action of isomorphisms of the gauge bundle

that are homotopic to the identity map.

2. Large gauge transformation i.e. the action of topologically non trivial isomor-

phisms of the gauge bundle.

3. Coordinate changes of a trivialisation of the bundles, which are sometimes also

considered as “small gauge transformations”.

4. Changes of the global structure of the bundles, which are sometimes also

considered “large gauge transformations”.

Since the gauge group SN is discrete, the only small gauge transformation is the

identity. Relatedly, discreteness of the fibre implies that every automorphism of the gauge

bundle is already fixed over each connected component of X by the action on a single fibre.

Thus, if X has n connected components, then the group of large gauge transformations

G(P ) is isomorphic to a subgroup of SnN .

If (Ui, si)i∈I is a trivialisation of P (i.e. a collection of local sections) then the coordinate

changes are described by transition functions

tij ∶ Ui ∩Uj → SN , (A.9)

such that sj(z) = si(z)tij(z). The transition functions satisfy the cocycle condition

tik(z) = tij(z)tjk(z) for all z ∈ Ui ∩Uj ∩Uk (A.10)

and fully encode the structure of the bundle P .

We can change the global structure of the gauge bundle by altering the trivialisation

through a cut and glue procedure that allows us to act with oriented closed curves on

X labelled by permutations g ∈ SN on the set of SN principal bundles. Physically, this

corresponds to the insertion of a ’t Hooft line of the product theory. The procedure consists

of the following three steps.

1. Setup. Given an oriented non-self-intersecting closed curve γ on X, a permutation

g ∈ SN and an SN principal bundle π ∶ P →X, we define a new bundle P γg .

2. Trivialisation of P . Since γ([0,1]) ≅ S1, we can pick a trivialisation of P such that

only two charts U and V have a non trivial intersection with γ([0,1]). Also, we can

ensure that U,V are simply connected, the intersection of U and V with γ([0,1]) is
connected and that U ∩ V has exactly two connected components UV and ŨV . The

transition function tUV is specified by two permutations: Its values on UV and ŨV

respectively. W.l.o.g. let the value on ŨV be 1 and denote the value on UV by h.
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3. Trivialisation of P γg . The curve γ splits both U and V in two connected components

U ′± and V ′± such that U ′± ∩V ′∓ = ∅. Thicken U ′± and V ′± slightly to obtain open sets U±
and V± that cover γ but whose intersection U± ∩ V∓ is still disjoint from all charts of

P except for U and V . If g commutes with h, then replacing (U, tU) and (V, tV ) by
the four local sections

(U−, sU ∣U−) (V−, sV ∣V−) (U+, (sU ∣U+) ⋅ g) and (V+, (sV ∣V+) ⋅ g), (A.11)

leads to

tU+V+ = g−1 ⋅ (tUV ∣U+∩V+) ⋅ g = tUV ∣U+∩V+ and tU−V− = tUV ∣U−∩V− . (A.12)

Therefore, we can use the transition functions of P to consistently construct local

sections over the entire connected component of X containing γ from the four new

local sections defined in eq. (A.11). Complementing this with the local sections of P

over the rest of X yields the bundle P γg .

Note that, with the choice of trivialisation of P made above, the permutation h is exactly

the monodromy of P along γ. The condition that h and g need to commute can therefore

be phrased as the statement that we can only act with g along γ on P if the SN monodromy

of P along γ commutes with g.

Monopoles. The field Φ whose action we defined in eq. (A.4) is the lift of ϕ to the

untwisted sector of the symmetric orbifold. In addition, the spectrum of local excitations

also includes monopoles i.e. operators whose insertion in the path integral restricts the sum

over gauge bundles by fixing a certain monodromy around their insertion point. Under the

identification between SN gauge bundles and degree N covering maps, this translates to

the statements that the insertion of monopoles creates ramification points with a fixed

index. Thus, the SN monopoles are exactly the twist fields as introduced in Sec. 2.2.

B Wilson and ’t Hooft lines in symmetric orbifolds

In this appendix, we first use Wilson loops to obtain an alternative definition of gauge

fixed twist fields. We then discuss the ’t Hooft lines that implement an SN action on the

global structure of covering maps. These provide us with a different perspective on gauge

choices and gauge invariance in symmetric orbifolds and also allow us to quite conveniently

describe other permutation orbifolds.

Wilson lines. The data defining a Wilson line W[γ] is a curve γ ∶ [0,1] → X. The

insertion of such a line does not affect the set of covering maps associated with an operator

O ∈ AX[SymN(M)], that is

C[OW[γ]] = C[O] for all O ∈ AX[SymN(M)]. (B.1)

It only acts through its lift, which is a bijection from Γ−1(γ(0)) to Γ−1(γ(1)), i.e.

W[γ]Γ ∈ Bij[Γ−1(γ(0)),Γ−1(γ(1))]. (B.2)
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Concretely, the value ofW[γ]Γ is the map defined by parallel transport along Γ∗γ. Through

local gauge choices of C[O] at γ(0) and γ(1), we can identify W[γ]Γ with an element

W[γ]Γgf of SN . If we change the local gauge at γ(0) by acting with a permutation g0 and

that at γ(1) by acting with a permutation g1, then W[γ]Γgf transforms as

W[γ]Γgf → g1W[γ]Γgfg−10 . (B.3)

Wilson loops. For closed Wilson lines i.e. Wilson loops, γ(0) = γ(1) and we only make

a single local gauge choice. Thus, Wilson loops transform by conjugation under a change

of the gauge. We can hence define a C valued operator

WR[γ] ∶= χR(W[γ]) (B.4)

for every closed loop γ and every representation R of SN with character χR by making an

arbitrary gauge choice to evaluate χR(W[γ]Γ). As usual in gauge theory, these topological

loops are not the only gauge invariant extended objects that can be built from W[γ]Γgf.
Another option is to consider Wilson lines whose end-points are dressed with operators

charged under SN .

Gauge fixed twist fields. Using Wilson lines, we can define gauge fixed versions σg of

the twist fields σ[g]:

σg(z) ∶= lim
ϵ→0

δW[γϵ]gf, g σ[g](z), (B.5)

where γϵ is a small loop winding once around z clockwise at distance ϵ. The gauge de-

pendence of σg comes from the choice of how to identify W[γϵ] with an element of SN .

In particular, the transformation behaviour (B.3) of the Wilson loop implies that under a

change h of the local gauge choice, σg transforms as

σg ↦ lim
ϵ→0

δhW[γϵ]gfh−1, g σ[g] = limϵ→0
δW[γϵ]gf, h−1gh σ[g] = σh−1gh. (B.6)

Note that the linear combination

σ̂[g] = ∑
g̃∈[g]

σg̃ (B.7)

is gauge invariant. But of course, σ̂[g] is simply σ[g]

σ̂[g] = ∑
g̃∈[g]

lim
ϵ→0

δW[γϵ],g̃ σ[g] = σ[g]. (B.8)

’t Hooft lines. The insertion of Wilson lines does not affect the set of covering maps

associated with a correlation function and only acts through the lift of the lines along the

covering maps. Let us now construct a dual set of lines that only act by changing the

structure of covering maps but lift to the trivial defect in the seed theory. These oriented

topological lines Lg[γ] are labeled by a permutation g ∈ SN and a non-self intersecting

curve γ. They depend on a local gauge choice at γ(0) only.
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The set C[OLg[γ]] of covering maps computing correlators in the presence of Lg[γ]
is given by applying a cutting and glueing procedure that maps each Γ ∈ C[O] to a new

covering which we shall denote by Lg[γ] ⋅ Γ. To construct Lg[γ] ⋅ Γ, first cut out the

pre-image Γ−1(γ([0,1])) of the image of γ under Γ from the covering space Σ to obtain

Σ̃ ∶= Σ ∖ Γ−1(γ([0,1])). (B.9)

By parallel transport of the local gauge choice at γ(0) along γ, every point on Γ−1(γ([0,1]))
has a label i ∈ {1, . . . ,N}. We now glue Σ̃ back together along its cut by identifying the ith

sheet with the gith sheet upon travelling along the cut from below (w.r.t. the orientation

of γ). In particular, this identifies several of the N points in Γ−1(γ(0)) (and Γ−1(γ(1)))
among each other, namely all those that are elements of the same g orbit. Let the Riemann

surface constructed in this manner be denoted by Lg[γ] ⋅ Σ. We define Lg[γ] ⋅ Γ as the

analytic extension of Γ from Σ̃ to Lg[γ] ⋅Σ.
Changing the local gauge at γ(0) by acting with a permutation h transforms Lg[γ] as

Lg[γ] → Lhgh−1[γ] (B.10)

since glueing the ith sheet to that labelled by gi is the same as first relabelling i→ i′ = hi and
then glueing the sheet with the new label i′ to that carrying the new label h(gi) = hgh−1i′.

Thus, a simple way to construct gauge invariant lines from Lg[γ] is to average over

characters χR of SN . This leads to the lines

LR[γ] ∶= ∑
g∈SN

χR(g)Lg[γ]. (B.11)

Note that if we average over a particular conjugacy class,

L[g][γ] ∶= ∑
g̃∈[g]

Lg̃[γ], (B.12)

the resulting non-local operators are in effect pairs of [g]-twist fields inserted at γ(0) and
γ(1) that are coupled to each other in a non-local fashion.

There is an obstruction to inserting Lg along a closed curve γ. The operator Lg[γ] is
only well defined for closed γ if the monodromy along γ as measured by W[γ] commutes

with g. Thus, we define Lg[γ] ⋅ Γ for closed curves γ as

Lg[γ] ⋅ Γ =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

as in the γ(0) ≠ γ(1) case if W[γ]Γ ∈ Cg
Γ else.

(B.13)

Global gauge choices and gauge invariance. As made precise in Appendix A, the

sums over covering maps in symmetric product orbifolds are sums over gauge bundles of

SN gauge theories. The closed permutation lines introduced at the end of the previous

paragraphs can in this sense be thought of as implementing large gauge transformations.

Gauge invariance of the symmetric product orbifold is the statement that for every closed

curve γ, every g ∈ SN and every O ∈ AX[SymN(M)],

C[O] = C[OLg]. (B.14)
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As an example, let us verify that the vacuum of the symmetric product orbifold as defined

in eq. (2.10) is gauge invariant. Given any holomorphic covering map Γ ∶ Σ → X and a

closed curve γ on X, there are two cases to consider. The first case is that the monodromy

of Γ along γ does not commute with g. In this case, we have defined the permutation line

as acting trivially. In the second case Lg[γ] maps Γ into another holomorphic covering

map without changing the monodromy along γ. Thus, Lg[γ] simply permutes the different

holomorphic covering maps among each other, leaving the set C[1] invariant.

Other permutation orbifolds. As a side comment, let us briefly note that it is also

possible to consider a variation of the above procedure where one only imposes invariance

under a certain subset of the operators Lg. This, together with an apropriate analogue of

eq. (2.10), leads to more general permutation orbifolds.

For example, we could choose to impose no invariance at all. Together with

CM⊗N [1] ∶= {trivial covering of X by XN}, (B.15)

this leads to the product theory. While the lines LR[γ] defined in eq. (B.11) are trivial in

the symmetric product orbifold if γ is closed, they do have interesting correlation functions

in the product theory.

C Comments on the normalisation of the interfaces

The purpose of this appendix is to compare the normalisation of the interfaces as defined

in eq. (2.33) to the normalisation fixed through the explicit expressions for boundary states

of the folded theory given in Reference [5].

In [5], the normalisation of the boundary states ∣pL/R⟩′ was fixed by demanding that

Ztorus
N±,pL/R

∶= ⟨pL∣′ exp(πit̂(L0 + L̄0 − c
12)∣p

R⟩′ (C.1)

leads to formula (2.47) for the grand-canonical torus partition function (2.45). Since we

derived the very same formula using the normalisation of interfaces fixed by eq. (2.33),

the approach presented in this paper clearly agrees with the approach of [5] for the two

interface torus partition function.

However, to obtain a fully consistent picture, the boundary states should be rescaled

∣p⟩ ∶=
√
N−!
√
N+!∣p⟩′ (C.2)

and the overlap should be divided by N−!N+!, so that the torus partition function

Ztorus
N±,pL/R

∶= 1

N−!N+!
⟨pL∣ exp(2πit̂(L0 + L̄0 − c

12)∣p
R⟩ with c = (N− +N+)cM (C.3)

remains unchanged. As long as we are only interested in Ztorus
N±,pL/R

, the question of whether

we work with ∣p⟩′ or ∣p⟩ is of course irrelevant and purely a matter of taste. But once we

move on to other partition functions, we should work with ∣p⟩. Let us for instance consider
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the sphere partition function with a single interface insertion, splitting the sphere into the

two disks D±. The fixed N±, p partition function in terms of ∣p⟩ is

ZD−,D+
N±,p

= ⟨p∣0⟩
N−!N+!

= gN−−p− gN+−p+

(N− − p)!(N+ − p)!p!
, (C.4)

where we obtained the r.h.s. from an expression for ⟨0∣p⟩′ given in eq. (2.40) of [5]. This

result agrees with the expression derived from the interface covering map perspective in the

main text, see eq. (2.44). As another indication towards the fact that (C.4) is the correct

prescription, observe that the grand-canonical partition function

ZD−,D+
gs ∶=

∞

∑
N±=0

min(N−,N+)

∑
p=0

µpνN−+N+−2pZD−,D+
N±,p

(C.5)

with µ ∶= g−2s and ν ∶= g−1s exponentiates as16

ZD−,D+
gs = exp(µ + νg− + νg+) (C.6)

only if we work with ∣p⟩ and not ∣p′⟩.

D Generalised Lunin-Mathur construction – computational details

This appendix contains detailed derivations and computations underlying the results dis-

cussed in Section 4.

D.1 Details on the regularisation procedure

In this appendix, we derive eq. (4.11). In the first short paragraph, we briefly describe

the setup of the derivation to make the appendix self-contained. We then begin with the

derivation by dividing the covering space Σ into three regions. One of the three regions

contains a pathological subregion, which we cut out in order to define the regularised

Liouville action (D.10). The next three paragraphs evaluate the Liouville action on each

individual region. After this, we add the three contributions to obtain the regularised

vacuum partition function (D.21). The regularised partition function still depends on an

unphysical regulator, which we remove in the final paragraph of the section by rescaling

the twist fields. This final step directly produces the result (4.11) that we want to show.

The setup. In Section 4.1, we introduced the family

ds2δ =
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

dzdz̄ if ∣δz∣ < 1
dzdz̄
∣zδ∣4

else
(D.1)

of continuous metrics on the Riemann sphere parametrised by δ > 0. While ds2δ is continu-

ous, it is not smooth. In particular, its scalar curvature is the distribution

Rδ = 4δ (∣z∣ − 1
δ
) (D.2)

16As a consistency check, note that setting ν = 0 reproduces Zsphere
gs [0] in a normalisation where the

sphere partition function of the seed theory is set to 1.
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whose support is the circle ∣zδ∣ = 1. We noted in the main text that the partition function

of a CFT with central charge c on C equipped with ds2δ is

ZCδ
1 = Qδ

−
c
3 , (D.3)

where Q is an arbitrary constant, which we fixed to Q = η c
3 so that X = Cη has ZX1 = 1. In

this appendix, we show in detail how to evaluate ZΣ
1 for a sphere Σ with metric induced

via a covering map Γ ∶ Σ → X, which is unramified at Γ−1(∞) and satisfies Γ(∞) = ∞. As

explained in the main text, we can do so (for an appropriate δ > 0 specified in the next

paragraph) via the relation

ZΣ
1 = eSL[ϕ]ZCδ

1 with SL[ϕ] =
c

96π
∫
Σ

d2t
√
gδ (∂µϕ∂νϕgµνδ + 2Rδϕ) , (D.4)

where ϕ is the Weyl factor relating Σ to Cδ.

Divide and cover. To organise the computation, we divide Σ into three disjoint regions

and evaluate the Liouville action separately on each of these. The first of the regions is

B = {t ∈ C ∶ ∣ηΓ(t)∣ < 1} ⊆ Σ. (D.5)

We pick δ sufficiently small to ensure that

B ⊆ Σ0 ∶= {t ∈ C ∶ ∣tδ∣ < 1}. (D.6)

Furthermore, we denote the complement of Σ0 by Σ∞. Our decomposition of Σ is

Σ = B ⊔ (Σ0 ∖ B) ⊔Σ∞ . (D.7)

We use this decomposition to evaluate the Liouville action

SL[ϕ] = SBL[ϕ] + SΣ0∖B
L [ϕ] + SΣ∞

L [ϕ] (D.8)

for the Weyl factor ϕ relating metric ds2, induced on Σ via Γ, to the metric ds2δ .

Regularisation of SL[ϕ]. The region B contains all ramification points of Γ. At the

ramification points, the induced metric degenerates, the Weyl factor diverges and the Li-

ouville action needs to be regularised. To do so, we introduce a regulator ε > 0 that is

sufficiently small to ensure that

Rε ∶= ⋃
r∈R[Γ]

{t ∶ ∣Γ(t) − Γ(r)∣ < ε} ⊆ B. (D.9)

We regularise the Liouville action by removing Rε from B. That is, we define Bε ∶= B ∖Rε
and use SBεL [ϕ] as a regularised version of SBL[ϕ], leading to

SεL[ϕ] ∶= SBεL [ϕ] + S
Σ0∖B
L [ϕ] + SΣ∞

L [ϕ] (D.10)

as a regularised version of (D.8).
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Evaluation of SBεL [ϕ] On Bε the metric ds2δ = dtdt̄ is flat. Thus, only the kinetic term

of the Liouville action contributes. The latter evaluates to

SBϵL [ϕ] =
c

96π
∫
Bϵ

d2t4∂ϕ∂̄ϕ = c

96π
∫
Bϵ

d2t4∂(ϕ∂̄ϕ) = c

96π
∫
∂Bϵ

dsϕ∂nϕ. (D.11)

via Stokes theorem, where n is the normal vector of ∂Bϵ. In the second step, we used that

ϕ = log(∂Γ) + log(∂̄Γ̄) and hence ∂∂̄ϕ = 0. (D.12)

To further evaluate the integral, note that each connected component of ∂B either belongs

to a pole p ∈ P [Γ] of Γ in the complex plane, the point ∞, or to a ramification point

r ∈ R[Γ]. Around these three different types of point, Γ behaves as

−Γ(p + t) = bp
t
+O(1), Γ(t) = b∞t +O(1) and Γ(r + t) = Γ(r) + artw +O(tw+1).

(D.13)

Thus, a pole p in the complex plane contributes

−
2π

∫
0

ds bpη (−2 log(bpη2))(−4b−1p η−1) = −16π log(bpη2) (D.14)

to (D.11), the point ∞ contributes nothing and a ramification point r contributes

−
2π

∫
0

ds εr (−2 log(warεw−1r ))(−2(w − 1)ε−1r ) = −8π(w − 1) log(warεw−1r ) (D.15)

to leading order in ε and η. Here, εr ∶= ( εar )
1
w
. In total, we conclude

SBϵL [ϕ] = −
c

12
∑

r∈R[Γ]

(w − 1) log (wε (arε )
1
w ) − c

6
∑

p∈P [Γ]

log(bpη2) (D.16)

Evaluation of SΣ0∖B
L [ϕ]. On Σ0 ∖ B the metric ds2δ = dtdt̄

∣δt∣4
is flat. Thus, only the kinetic

term is non-vanishing. Two regions contribute to the corresponding integral. The first

consists of disks around the poles of Γ. Their contribution is suppressed by δ2. To leading

order, SΣ0∖B
L [ϕ] is thus fully determined by the integral over the second region: The annulus

around ∞. There, ϕ = − log(b2∞∣δt∣4) and we get

SΣ0∖B
L [ϕ] = c

96π
∫

(Σ0∖B)∞

d2t4∂ϕ∂̄ϕ = c

24π

1
δ

∫
1

b∞η

dr

2π

∫
0

dθ rb∞
4

r2
= − c

3
log ( δ

b∞η
) (D.17)

Evaluation of SΣ∞

L [ϕ]. On Σ∞ the Weyl factor ϕ = log( δ4

b2
∞
η4
) is constant. Thus, the

kinetic term vanishes and SΣ∞

L [ϕ] is fully determined by the curvature term, which yields

SΣ∞

L [ϕ] =
c

96π
16πϕ = c

3
log δ2 − c

3
log(b∞η2) (D.18)
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Putting everything together. Combining eqs. (D.16), (D.17) and (D.18), we conclude

SεL[ϕ] = −
c

12
∑

r∈R[Γ]

(w − 1) log (wε (arε )
1
w ) − c

6
∑

p∈P [Γ]

log(bpη2). (D.19)

Therefore, the regularised version of ZΣ
1 is

ZΣ
1;ε ∶= eS

ε
L[ϕ]ZCδ

1 =
⎛
⎝ ∏r∈R[Γ]

ww−1ε
(1−w)2

w a
1− 1

w
r ∏

p∈P [Γ]

b2pη
4⎞
⎠

− c
12

. (D.20)

Since ∞ is not a branch point of Γ, we have ∣P [Γ]∣ = Deg[Γ] − 1. Thus,

ZΣ
1;ε = η−

c
3
(Deg[Γ]−1) ⎛

⎝ ∏r∈R[Γ]
ww−1ε

(1−w)2

w a
1− 1

w
r ∏

p∈P [Γ]

b2p
⎞
⎠

− c
12

. (D.21)

Rescaling the twist fields. The regularisation scheme introduced an explicit depen-

dence of ZΣ
1;ε on the unphysical parameter ε. To remove the regulator dependence, we need

to rescale the twist fields i.e. replace σw by Nwσw. We make the minimal choice

Nw = ε
c
12
(1−w)2

w (D.22)

so that, after rescaling, ZΣ
1;ε becomes the physical quantity

ZΣ
1 = η−

c
3
(Deg[Γ]−1) ∏

r∈R[Γ]

w−
c
12
(w−1)a

− c
12
(1− 1

w
)

r ∏
p∈P [Γ]

b
− c

6
p (D.23)

which is independent of ε.

D.2 Regularisation for the upper half plane

In this appendix, we regulate the Liouville action for interface coverings of the upper half

complex plane by the upper half complex plane.

The setup. The setup treated in this appendix is almost identical to that described in

the beginning of Appendix D.1. In particular, the reference metric that we consider is the

restriction of the metric ds2δ defined in eq. (D.1) to the upper half plane. Generically, we

would have to evaluate the extrinsic curvature contribution in addition to the bulk Liouville

action in the interface case. For the upper half plane equipped with ds2δ , the derivative of

the normal vector w.r.t. the tangent vector of the boundary is however always proportional

to the normal vector and hence the extrinsic curvature vanishes. Accordingly, only the

bulk Liouville action is relevant. As we argue in the next paragraph, the latter can be

evaluated using the method of images.

Method of images. Given an interface covering map Γ that covers the upper half com-

plex plane by itself, we can readily construct a covering map

Γ′ ∶ C→ C, z ↦
⎧⎪⎪⎨⎪⎪⎩

Γ(z) if Im(z) > 0
Γ(z̄) else.

(D.24)
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For each bulk ramification point of Γ, the doubled map Γ′ has two ramification points with

the same index. For each interface ramification point of index ω, it has a bulk ramification

point with index w = ω on the real line. The bulk part of the regulated Liouville action

for the conformal factor ϕ relating the upper half plane with metric induced by Γ′ to the

upper half plane with metric ds2δ is given by

SεL[ϕ]Bulk =
1

2
SεL[ϕ′] (D.25)

in terms of the Liouville action for the conformal factor ϕ′ of the doubled covering map.

We can therefore directly generalise eq. (D.21) to

ZΣ
1;ε = Ω(η)

⎛
⎝ ∏r∈RB[Γ]

ww−1ε
(1−w)2

w a
1− 1

w
r ∏

p∈PB[Γ]

b2p
⎞
⎠

− c
12 ⎛
⎝ ∏r∈RI[Γ]

ωω−1ε
(1−ω)2

ω a
1− 1

ω
r ∏

p∈PI[Γ]

b2p
⎞
⎠

− c
24

, (D.26)

where Ω(η) ∶= η− c
6
(N−+N+−1) and N± = Deg±[Γ]. Furthermore, RB[Γ] and RI[Γ] are the

sets of bulk and interface ramification points of Γ respectively. Likewise, PB[Γ] and PI[Γ]
are the sets of poles in the bulk and on the interface, not including ∞.

Rescaling the twist fields. The result (D.26) is consistent with the bulk twist field

normalisation found in eq. (D.22). To fully remove the regulator dependence, we need to

also redefine the normalisation of the interface twist fields. We work with the minimal bulk

and interface normalisations

NB
w = ε

c
12
(1−w)2

w and N I
ω = ε

c
24
(1−ω)2

ω . (D.27)

In this normalisation, we obtain the physical partition function

ZΣ
1 = η−

c
6
(N−+N+−1)

⎛
⎝ ∏r∈RB[Γ]

ww−1a
1− 1

w
r ∏

p∈PB[Γ]

b2p
⎞
⎠

− c
12 ⎛
⎝ ∏r∈RI[Γ]

ωω−1a
1− 1

ω
r ∏

p∈PI[Γ]

b2p
⎞
⎠

− c
24

. (D.28)

D.3 Computing covering maps

This appendix discusses how covering maps are computed in the first section of the math-

ematica notebook CoveringMaps.nb uploaded in the ancillary files associated with the

arXiv page of this publication. We focus on coverings Γ ∶ C→ C that have branch points

x1 = 0, x2, x3 = 1, and x4 = ∞ (D.29)

which correspond to ramification points

s1 = 0, s2, s3 = 1, and s4 = ∞ (D.30)

with ramification indices w1, . . .w4. The covering map Γ satisfies

Γ(si + s) = xi + aiswi . (D.31)
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The choices s1 = x1 = 0 and x4 = s4 = ∞ ensure that we can directly satisfy two of these

conditions by making the Ansatz

Γ(s) = q(s)
p(s) (D.32)

with polynomials q and p that satisfy

q(s) = a1sw1 +O(sw1+1), p(s) = 1 +O(s) and deg(p) − deg(q) = w4. (D.33)

Since the degree of the covering map coincides with the degree of the polynomial p, we can

fix it through the Riemann-Hurwitz formula. This leads to

deg(p) = 1

2
(w1 +w2 +w3 +w4) − 1 and deg(q) = 1

2
(w1 +w2 +w3 −w4) − 1. (D.34)

Fixing the polynomials p and q hence amounts to computing w2+w3−1 coefficients and the

additional unknown s2. This is achieved in the notebook by solving the w2 +w3 equations

∂ns (Γ(s) − xi)∣s=si = 0 for i ∈ {2,3} and n = 0,1, . . .wi − 1. (D.35)

E Proving the diagrammatic rules

In this appendix, we sketch a proof for the validity of interface PRR diagrammatics. In the

first paragraph, we introduce sharpened terminology that allows us to distinguish between

embeddings of the diagrams and the intrinsic data of the diagrams more clearly than in the

main text. With this preparation, we then show that the map from equivalence classes of

covering maps to abstract PRR diagrams is injective i.e. that two covering maps producing

the same diagram are equivalent. Next, we show that the map is also surjective i.e. that

every abstract PRR diagram indeed arises from a covering map. Together, these two

steps imply that there is indeed a one-to-one correspondence between PRR diagrams and

equivalence classes of covering maps.

Embedded and abstract PRR diagrams.

Definition. Embedded (interface) PRR diagrams are the graphs embedded in Riemann sur-

faces that can be constructed from the vertices in Sec. 3.1 and Sec. 3.2 with the constraints

outlined in those sections. Consider two embedded diagrams D and D′ on Riemann sur-

faces Σ and Σ′ whose vertices are labelled by the same branch points. We say that the

diagrams are isomorphic if there is an isomorphism between Σ and Σ′ that restrict to an

isomorphism of graphs for the diagrams D and D′ preserving the labels of the vertices.

Definition. Abstract (interface) PRR diagrams are equivalence classes of embedded dia-

grams w.r.t. the notion of isomorphism introduced in the previous paragraph.

Injectivity of PRR diagrammatics.

Claim. If taking the preimage of the contour 6 for two covering maps Γ and Γ′ with the

same branch points produces the same abstract PRR diagram, then Γ and Γ′ are equivalent

i.e. identical up to an isomorphism of the covering space.
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Proof. If the two embedded PRR diagrams D and D′ are isomorphic, then there is an

isomorphism ϕ ∶ Σ→ Σ′ such that ϕ(D) = D′. We now show that ϕ is also an isomorphism

of the associated covering maps i.e. Γ = Γ̃ ∶= Γ′ ○ ϕ. By definition, ϕ identifies ramification

points that are labelled by the same branch-point. Thus, Γ(r) = Γ̃(r) for every ramification

point r ∈ Σ of Γ. Furthermore, Γ(x) = Γ̃(x) for every point x on an edge of D, since the value
at the vertices and the fact that Γ and Γ̃ have to be both length and orientation preserving

already uniquely characterises these functions on the edges. Finally, the restrictions of Γ

and Γ̃ to a face of D are restrictions of two holomorphic maps between disks that coincide

on the boundary of the disk. Therefore, Γ and Γ̃ also coincide on the faces of D.

Surjectivity of PRR diagrammatics.

Claim. Every abstract PRR diagram that can be constructed using the rules of Section 3

has a representative that is the preimage of the contour 6 w.r.t. an interface covering map.

Proof. Take an arbitrary realisation of the PRR diagram on a surface Σ. We now define

a map Γ by first setting its value at each ramification-point to the branch-point by which

it is labelled and then picking an arbitrary continuous, bijective, orientation preserving

identification between each edge of the diagram and the interval of the contour on the

sphere that connects the branch-points corresponding to the ramification points at the

ends of the edge. The PRR rules enforce that the restriction of the map Γ constructed

in this way to any face of the diagram is a homeomorphism that identifies that face with

the boundary of a disk on the sphere. For each face, extend Γ to the interior such that

it becomes a homeomorphism between the face and a disk on the sphere. Away from the

ramification points, Γ is a local homeomorphism and therefore, we can use it to induce a

metric and complex structure on Σ, which makes the restriction of Γ to the complement

of the ramification points a holomorphic local isometry by construction. Clearly, the PRR

diagram corresponding to Γ is the diagram that we used to construct Γ.
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