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Abstract: Conformal interfaces gluing a pair of two-dimensional conformal field theories

enjoy a large degree of universality in terms of the coefficients of reflection and transmission

of energy, that describe the scattering of conformal matter at the interface. In this article,

we study these coefficients beyond conformality, by gluing a pair of T T̄ -deformed 2D CFTs

across an interface, which requires the condition cLµL = cRµR to be obeyed. We show that,

at least when the interface admits a holographic description, the T T̄ deformation of the

CFTs can be extended to the interface. We propose a generalization of the linear matching

condition in the universal sector of the undeformed ICFT to a non-linear one, which is

captured by a universal antisymmetric transmission function of the incoming fluxes. We

employ the flow equations of the T T̄ -deformed CFTs to compute this function in two

special classes of states, namely the non-equilibrium steady state (NESS) and scattering

state. We show that the results can also be reproduced using holographic techniques in

the bulk dual of these states.
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1 Introduction

The study of Interface Conformal Field Theories (ICFTs) has attracted considerable at-

tention in recent years, with applications ranging from condensed matter physics to string

theory. While for certain questions an ICFT can be mapped to a boundary conformal field

theory (BCFT) by the folding procedure, there is a growing appreciation for the fact that

ICFTs have distinctive features compared to a generic BCFT. These features can be seen,

for instance, in the study of the entanglement between two CFTs joined by an interface

(characterized by the so-called g-factor and the effective central charge) [1–3], and in the

transmission of energy between the two CFTs [4, 5]. The latter will be the topic of interest

for this paper.

A very remarkable fact about conformal interfaces in 2D CFTs is that the transmission

of energy across the interface is universal [5], in the sense that it is independent of the

details of the excitations that carry the energy (under some genericity assumptions that

we will spell out later). To each interface one can assign a number, the energy transmission

coefficient, or equivalently the reflection coefficient (as there is no absorption at a conformal

interface in 2D), which determines the fraction of energy transmitted or reflected at the
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interface between the two bulk CFTs.1 In the absence of universality, one would describe

the transmission by something like an S-matrix, that would depend on the incoming state,

and would contain a priori infinitely many parameters. The universality reduces all these

parameters to a single one. It also implies that, in the energy-momentum tensor sector,

one can consider the conformal interface condition, i.e. the continuity of the energy flux

across the interface, as a linear condition for the components of the energy-momentum

tensor.

The energy transmission coefficient has been studied for interfaces of free CFTs [6],

rational CFTs [7, 8], and holographic CFTs [9–12]. Apart from these few cases, not much

is known in general; for instance, we do not know what is the behavior of the transmission

coefficient under an RG flow, or under fusion of two interfaces. Part of the difficulty lies in

the fact that both of these questions require breaking the conformal symmetry preserved

by the interface. We are thus led to consider the following question: how is the energy

transmitted across a non-conformal interface? In which way is the universality broken?

The question is too broad to be answered in full generality. By breaking conformal

invariance we lose all the tools that make the study of CFT tractable, and we have to rely

on some form of perturbation theory. The only exception, to the best of our knowledge, is

the T T̄ deformation [13–17], which allows one to move away from the conformal point and

retain the solvability of the undeformed theory. Despite having the standard pathologies

of an irrelevant deformation, namely non-locality, lack of UV-completeness, etc., it has

gained a significant amount of interest owing to its integrability, factorization property,

and holographic control. These remarkable properties have led to extensive study in the

deformed theory in the context of deformed spectrum, S-matrix, entanglement properties,

thermal transport properties, etc. (see e.g., the reviews [18, 19] and references therein).

However, the energy transport properties across an interface gluing a pair of deformed

theories are yet to be investigated in detail, which is the goal of this paper.2

To study such energy transport properties, we will primarily make use of the fact that

the T T̄ deformation can be described as a dynamical (i.e. state-dependent) coordinate

change [21]. The effect of the coordinate change can be encoded in a flow equation for the

expectation value of the energy-momentum tensor, which is all that we need to extract the

information of the energy transport. Notice that after we break the conformal symmetry

in the bulk CFT, it is not obvious that this determines uniquely the breaking on the in-

terface: one could consider additional deformations localized to the interface; without the

constraint of conformal invariance, it is also not clear what conditions should be imposed

to characterize the interface. One of the main points of this paper is that the flow equa-

tion gives a prescription to uniquely lift an interface defined in the undeformed CFT to

the deformed theory. It is conceivable that the deformed theory might admit also other

interfaces not determined by this procedure; we will not investigate this question.

Since the flow equation is state-dependent, as mentioned above, in order to carry out

1We use the term bulk CFT for the CFT away from the interface, not to be confused with the bulk

spacetime of the holographic duality. Hopefully the context makes it clear.
2We should mention that there have been other studies of boundaries and interfaces in T T̄ -deformed

theory, see [20].
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the procedure explicitly we have to choose a particular state. We found that there are

two cases that we can analyze explicitly. One is the NESS (non-equilibrium steady-state)

created by taking two BCFTs at different temperatures, joining them at some initial time,

and looking at the state created at late times (in the absence of the interface, this would

be simply a boosted thermal state, and its T T̄ -deformation was studied in [22, 23]). The

second is a “scattering” state made of small plane-wave excitations around the vacuum.

This case can be analyzed in a perturbative expansion in the amplitude of the fluctuations.

After computing the energy transmission for these two states using the flow method,

as a consistency check of our results, we shall reproduce them from the holographic compu-

tations in the bulk dual of these states. The T T̄ deformation is known to admit a relatively

simple holographic dual description, in terms of a finite cutoff [24] or modified boundary

conditions [21]. In the case of pure 3D gravity the two prescriptions coincide, and it can

be shown that they directly yield the flow equations [21]. By analogy with the calculations

of energy transmission in holographic CFT models, where the interface is described by

a brane in the bulk AdS space [9, 25], we shall also consider gluing a pair of deformed

geometries across a thin brane, within the modified boundary condition picture. We shall

show that the holographic results match precisely with the results obtained with the flow

method. Notice that, this is a non-trivial check of the prescription, since the presence of a

brane introduces a source of matter in the bulk.

The main result of this paper is the precise realization of the modified energy transport

properties induced by the deformation. We have to distinguish the two cases. In the

case of the NESS, we found that the linear matching conditions of the stress-tensor vevs

[5] across the conformal interface are generalized to non-linear conditions, wherein the

single transmission coefficient becomes a transmission function, which is an antisymmetric

function of the incoming energy fluxes on the interface. This function contains an infinite

number of non-linear transmission coefficients, which can be considered universal in the

same sense as the CFT coefficient: the amount of reflected and transmitted energy is only

a function of the incoming fluxes and not of the way the energy is distributed in different

modes of the theory. However, within our techniques, we cannot show that the universality

holds in the sense of the independence on the operator used to create the excitation. We

cannot find a closed form for the transmission function, but we can evaluate it to arbitrarily

high order in the incoming fluxes. In the case of the scattering state, the time dependence

introduces additional complications that make us restrict our analysis to linear order. For

the scattering of single frequency states, we can define a frequency-dependent transmission

coefficient, which however takes physical values only in the regime ω2≤ 6
c|µ| . For states that

contain waves of different frequencies, the matching can be expressed as a function of the

time derivatives of the incoming fluxes. Finally, within both the methods, we observe that

the gluing of two deformed CFTs with central charges cL,R and deformation parameters

µL,R must obey the condition cLµL = cRµR, which we conjecture to remain true in general.

This condition has a very natural interpretation in the finite cutoff holographic prescription:

it simply says that the radial cutoff must match on the two sides.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we provide the necessary review of

the universality of the reflection and transmission coefficients in two-dimensional inter-
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face CFTs. In section 3, we review the flow equations of T T̄ deformed CFTs and their

holographic interpretation as mixed boundary conditions. In section 4, we discuss the

non-linear matching conditions for the deformed ICFT and demonstrate our proposal of

computing the transmission function in the context of NESS and scattering state, using the

flow equations of the deformed theory. In sections 5 and 6, we reproduce the field-theoretic

results for our new measure of the energy transmission using holographic techniques in the

bulk dual of these states. Finally, in section 7, we summarize our results and conclude with

possible future directions of our work.

2 The universality of energy transmission in 1+1 dimensions

In this section, we shall briefly summarize the universality of the reflection and transmission

coefficients of energy across a conformal interface gluing a pair of two-dimensional CFTs,

following [5]. Consider an interface gluing two 1+1 dimensional CFTs with central charges

cL and cR respectively. Using translational invariance we shall fix the interface at x =

0. The interface can be thought of as the worldline of the junction of two semi-infinite

quantum wires glued at x = 0. The residual symmetries are then the ones that leave

the interface invariant, namely, translation and special conformal transformation along

time, and dilatation. In this setup, we want to measure the coefficients of reflection and

transmission of energy associated with the interface, which are given by

R =
Reflected energy

Incident energy
, T =

Transmitted energy

Incident energy
, R+ T = 1 , (2.1)

where the last equation is simply restating the fact that a conformal interface does not

absorb energy and hence, any incident excitation only gets reflected and transmitted with

the coefficients adding up to unity due to energy conservation. These equations hold for

either side of the interface and the energies will be measured at various null infinities as

illustrated in Figure 1. Once the ideas are defined, we need to quantify the measures of the

coefficients by suitably choosing the operators and states. In two-dimensional CFTs, the

stress tensor enjoys holomorphic splitting and the energy density at any point decomposes

into a right-moving and a left-moving component〈
T 00(x, t)

〉
=
(
⟨T (u)⟩+

〈
T̄ (v)

〉)
, (2.2)

with u = x− t and v = x+ t. This implies that the left and the right movers blindly cross

each other without any exchange of energy and this helps to a great extent to accurately

measure flux along the two null directions at the infinities. The two operators relevant for

the measurement of these fluxes are the ANEC operators given by:

E =

∫ +∞

−∞
T (u)du , Ē =

∫ +∞

−∞
T̄ (v)dv. (2.3)

These are special kinds of the light-ray operators and in this context, they simply coincide

with the null components of the momentum operators, E = Pu and Ē = Pv. Hence
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in any state, they will have non-negative eigenvalues and are therefore suitable for the

measurement of energy fluxes.

Now since the holomorphic splitting is a local property, this holds even in the presence

of an interface. However, the stress tensors of the two CFTs must satisfy the gluing

condition at the interface

Figure 1. Conformal diagram of flat space with a timelike defect separating it into two halves.

The figure demonstrates the incident, reflected and transmitted excitation due to the action of a

local operator in CFTL. The fluxes are collected at various null infinities.

TL(u = −t)− T̄L(v = t) = TR(u = −t)− T̄R(v = t), (2.4)

which simply follows from the invariance under time translation and dilatation, implying

the continuity of the energy flux across the interface in the absence of any absorption. Two

trivial solutions of this gluing equation are:

TL(u = −t) = TR(u = −t) , T̄L(v = t) = T̄R(v = t), Topological interface,

TL(u = −t) = T̄L(v = t) , TR(u = −t) = T̄R(v = t), Factorizing interface.

The first case corresponds to TL,R = 1, RL,R = 0, while the latter corresponds to TL,R = 0,

RL,R = 1. However, in the following we shall choose a generic interface with 0 < TL,R < 1,

0 < RL,R < 1 with TL(R) +RL(R) = 1.

Having identified the suitable operators, next we look for asymptotic states. For precise

measurement of these coefficients, we need to decouple various fluxes from each other,

which is however difficult in CFTs due to the power-law tails. To circumvent this, the

smearing function used to delocalize the excitations created by local operators are chosen

to have a finite support. Also, the excitations are typically prepared and measured far away
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from interface. In what follows, we shall be interested in a situation where the excitation

scattered against the interface will be prepared in CFTL. In that case, the asymptotic

states are defined as

| OL, D⟩I =

∫
dudv f(u)f(v +D)OL(z, z̄) | 0⟩I . (2.5)

Here OL is a generic local operator belonging to CFTL and the subscript I on a state

denotes that it belongs to the Hilbert space of defect CFT containing an impurity at

x = 0. The wavepacket is chosen to have finite support, i.e.∫ +∞

−∞
f(x)dx = 1 , f(x) = 0 ∀ | x |> l ,

and D denotes the distance from the interface along the right-moving null direction. We

will be interested in the limit D → ∞; by taking also l → ∞, while keeping l << D, we

can consider plane-wave excitations that we will use later.

Having defined the states and the observables, we now finally define the various coef-

ficients as follows

TL = lim
D→∞

⟨OL, D | ER | OL, D⟩I
⟨OL, D | EL | OL, D⟩

, (2.6)

RL = lim
D→∞

〈
OL, D | ĒL | OL, D

〉
I
−
〈
OL, D | ĒL | OL, D

〉
⟨OL, D | EL | OL, D⟩

, (2.7)

TR = lim
D→∞

〈
OR, D | ĒL | OR, D

〉
I〈

OR, D | ĒR | OR, D
〉 , (2.8)

RR = lim
D→∞

⟨OR, D | ER | OR, D⟩I − ⟨OR, D | ER | OR, D⟩〈
OR, D | ĒR | OR, D

〉 . (2.9)

Here TL(R),RL(R) measures transmission and reflection coefficients when the excitation is

incident on the interface from left (right). Similarly, the subscripts on the various operators

indicate whether they belong to CFTL or CFTR. The states without the subscript I are

analogous to the ones with the subscript, except that they are created on top of the trans-

lational invariant vacuum. In computing the reflection coefficients we have also subtracted

the contribution that reaches infinity directly without being reflected from the interface.

Now the conservation law TL(R)+RL(R) = 1 (see[5] for a detailed proof of this relation

starting from the definitions (2.6)-(2.9)) leaves only two of the coefficients independent,

which we choose to be TL,R. In what follows, we provide a derivation of the transmission

coefficients under the simplifying assumption that the operator creating the excitation is

holomorphic. For the proof with a generic operator, we refer to [5].

To evaluate TL, we need to compute the three-point function3
〈
O1

L(z1)TR(z)O
2
L(z2)

〉
I
.

Here O1
L, O

2
L are local operators in CFTL which we shall initially choose to be linear

combinations of quasi-primaries. Note that for states created using holomorphic operators

in CFTL, there is no dependence on the position of the wavepacket along z̄ and the D → ∞
3We switch to euclidean signature for the derivation.
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limit can be dropped. Now, we shall first consider the OPE expansion of the two OLs.

Then the three-point function is essentially given by the sum of two-point functions of

holomorphic operators of CFTL with TR. Now the two-point function of a holomorphic

operator with a generic operator in the presence of the interface is given by [5]

⟨O1(z1, z̄1)O2(z2)⟩ =
c12

(z1 − z2)h1+h2−h̄1(z1 + z̄1)h1+h̄1−h2(z2 + z̄1)h2+h̄1−h1
. (2.10)

If the operators are on the opposite sides of the interface, then c12 ̸= 0 if and only if

h1− h̄1−h2 = 0. Now if O1 is purely antiholomorphic, then non-vanishing of the two point

function will require h̄1 + h2 = 0, which is not possible in unitary CFTs. On the other

hand, if O1 is purely holomorphic, we must have

⟨O1(z1, )O2(z2)⟩ =
c12 δh1,h2

(z1 − z2)h1+h2
(2.11)

So holomorphic operators only with equal weight correlate across the interface. Now under

the assumption that the CFTL has only Virasoro symmetry and not a larger one, there is

a unique spin 2 holomorphic operator in CFTL, which is TL. Then from (2.6), we have

TL =
cLR
cL

, (2.12)

where cLR is defined by

⟨TL(z1)TR(z2)⟩ =
cLR/2

(z1 − z2)4
.

A similar computation for TR would have led to TR = cLR/cR. Thus, the coefficients are

completely fixed by the central charges of the two theories and by cLR [4] and are completely

insensitive to the local operators used to create the states as well as to the choice of the

wave packets. Note that, in addition to the conservation law, the transmission coefficients

additionally obey cLTL = cRTR, which is the condition of detailed balance. This leaves only

one out the four coefficients (2.6)-(2.9) independent. Finally note that, since the kinematic

factors under the integral drop out between the numerator and the denominator, the above

analysis will go through even if we take derivatives of the three-point function w.r.t z1, z2 or

multiply with z, z2. This tells us that the above results are true for generic local operators

in CFTL and also for the measurement of charges associated with dilatation or special

conformal transformation.

3 T T̄ deformation: flow equations and mixed boundary condition

The T T̄ deformation is a universal irrelevant deformation of any local two-dimensional

quantum (conformal) field theory, defined by the differential relation

∂µS
[µ] = −1

2

∫
d2x

√
γ
(
TαβTαβ −Θ2

)
, (3.1)

where Θ = Tα
α , and the quantities appearing on the right-hand side are evaluated in the

deformed theory. The deformation is parametrized by µ which has dimensions length2,
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rendering it irrelevant and the deformed theory is known to be non-local. Since our discus-

sions will primarily revolve around the vev of the stress-tensor, we shall restrict ourselves

to scales much larger than the scale of non-locality
√
µ, so that the deformed theory is

quasi-local and the stress tensor is unambiguously defined in the usual sense.

Given the fact that T T̄ is a double-trace deformation where the deforming operator

also depends on the source, it is natural to expect the holographic dictionary for the

deformed theory to be modified. In fact, such deformations are known to lead to mixed

boundary conditions. In the context of T T̄ deformation, the deformed dictionary can be

most efficiently worked out using the variational principle [21], which we briefly outline

here. Taking a variation of the defining relation (3.1) with respect to the metric and after

some simple algebra, one arrives at,

∂µ (
√
γTαβ) δγ

αβ+
√
γTαβ∂µ

(
δγαβ

)
=

√
γ

[(
−1

2
γαβOT T̄ − 2TαγT

γ
β + 2ΘTαβ

)
δγαβ + 2Tαβδ

(
Tαβ − γαβΘ

)]
.

where we have used

δS[µ] =

(
1

2

∫
d2x

√
γ Tαβδγ

αβ

)[µ]

,

and Tαβ stands for its expectation value for the rest of the section. Comparing the quantity

being varied and the coefficient of the variation, one arrives at the flow equations

∂µγ
αβ = 2

(
Tαβ − γαβT

)
, ∂µ (

√
γTαβ) =

√
γ(2TTαβ − 2TαγT

γ
β − 1

2
γαβOT T̄ ), (3.2)

where OT T̄ = TαβTαβ −Θ2. Upon introducing T̂αβ = Tαβ − γαβΘ, these equations can be

written in a more compact form as

∂µγαβ = − 2T̂αβ, (3.3)

∂µT̂αβ = − T̂αγ T̂
γ
β . (3.4)

where in arriving at (3.4) we have used the relations ∂µ
√
γ =

√
γΘ, ΘTαβ − TαγT

γ
β =

−1
2γαβOT T̄ , and ∂µΘ = −TαβTαβ (see Appendix A of [21, 26]). By differentiating (3.3)

twice and using (3.4) we arrive at the final form of the flow equations

∂3
µγαβ = 0, (3.5)

∂µT̂αβ = − T̂αγ T̂
γ
β . (3.6)

These equations can now be easily solved to get the deformed metric and stress tensor

expectation value as

γ
[µ]
αβ = γ

[0]
αβ − 2µT̂

[0]
αβ + µ2T̂ [0]

αργ
[0]ρσT̂

[0]
σβ , (3.7)

T̂
[µ]
αβ = T̂

[0]
αβ − µT̂ [0]

αργ
[0]ρσT̂

[0]
σβ . (3.8)
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Note that these solutions are non-perturbative in the deformation parameter. It is also

useful to know that as a consequence of the flow equations, the following trace relation

holds:4

Θ = −µOT T̄ . (3.9)

Let us now plug back the undeformed dictionary in (3.7). In the case of pure gravity,

identifying

γ
[0]
αβ ≡ g

(0)
αβ , T̂

[0]
αβ ≡ 1

8πGl
g
(2)
αβ , T̂ [0]

αργ
[0]ρσT̂

[0]
σβ ≡ 1

(4πGl)2
g
(4)
αβ , (3.10)

with the coefficients of the Fefferman-graham expansion for the solution of Einstein’s grav-

ity with Λ = −2/l2,

ds2 = l2
dρ2

ρ2
+

g
(0)
αβ

ρ
+ g

(0)
αβ + ρg

(4)
αβ

 dxαdxβ,

we readily note that fixing the deformed metric in (3.7) now amounts to imposing Dirichlet

boundary condition at a finite radial slice ρc = − µ
4πGl . In this case, one can further show

that the deformed stress tensor now has the identification

T
[µ]
αβ = TBY

αβ (ρc)−
gαβ(ρc)

8πGl
.

However, both of these identifications are true only for the particular sign of the defor-

mation parameter and in the absence of any matter. In the computations to follow, we

shall be interested in both signs of the deformation and also consider matter minimally

interacting with gravity. In this case, the last of the identifications made in (3.10) does

not work rendering the finite cut-off prescription invalid. However, just from the first two

identifications in (3.10), we can infer that fixing γ[µ] can be thought of as a mixed boundary

condition at the original boundary instead of a Dirichlet boundary condition on g(0). For

the rest of the discussions, we shall stick to this interpretation of the deformation.

3.1 Deformed Bañados spacetime

In this section we shall provide the details of the deformed spacetimes which will essen-

tially set the stage for the holographic computations of the coefficients. Towards that, we

begin with seeking the most general bulk spacetime that gives rise to some fixed deformed

boundary metric, say γ
[µ]
αβ = ηαβ, in some coordinates (U, V ). Now, since

√
γR is invariant

along the flow, for a Ricci flat deformed metric, the undeformed metric must also be Ricci

flat, which we can again choose to be ηαβ in some different coordinates, say (u, v). In the

undeformed case, for a flat boundary metric g
(0)
αβ = ηαβ, the most general solution is the

Bañados spacetime characterized by two chiral functions g
(2)
uu ≡ L(u) , g(2)vv ≡ L̄(v). Putting

all these back in (3.10), from (3.7) we have

ds2[µ] =
(
du− µ

4πGl
L̄(v)dv

)(
dv − µ

4πGl
L(u)du

)
.

4In [27] it is argued that this relation should be valid also at the quantum level up to total derivative

terms, which were found to vanish at linear order in the perturbation.
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Note that this deformed metric can be cast into a flat metric ds2[µ] = dUdV with the help

of the pseudoconformal map

U = u− µ

4πGl

∫ v

L̄(v′)dv′ , V = v − µ

4πGl

∫ u

L(u′)du′. (3.11)

Note that, this map is invertible exactly when the vevs are constants, or perturbatively,

when the vevs are small. For the constant vevs, for example, the map can be inverted to

give

u =
U + µ

4πGl L̄ V

1− µ2

16π2G2l2
LL̄

, v =
V + µ

4πGlL U

1− µ2

16π2G2l2
LL̄

. (3.12)

Finally, the spacetime asymptoting to the flat deformed metric at the boundary can now be

easily found in the Fefferman-Graham gauge by using the map (3.12) in the FG expansion

of the undeformed spacetime, which gives

ds2[µ] = l2
dρ2

4ρ2
+

ds
(0)2
[µ]

ρ
+ ds

(2)2
[µ] + ρ ds

(4)2
[µ] ,

where,

ds
(0)2
[µ] =

(
dU + µ

4πGl L̄dV
) (

dV + µ
4πGlLdU

)(
1− µ2

16π2G2l2
LL̄
)2 ,

ds
(2)2
[µ] =

(
1 + µ2

16π2G2l2
LL̄
) (

LdU2 + L̄dV 2
)
+ µ

4πGlLL̄ dUdV(
1− µ2

16π2G2l2
LL̄
)2 ,

ds
(4)2
[µ] = LL̄ds(0)2[µ] .

One can now easily check that

ds
(0)2
[µ] − 2µ

l
ds

(2)2
[µ] +

4µ2

l2
ds

(4)2
[µ] = dUdV.

We conclude the section by reporting the expectation value of the deformed stress

tensor in the (U, V ) coordinates

T
[µ]
αβ =

1

8πGl
(
1− µ2

16π2G2l2
LL̄
) ( L − µ

4πGlLL̄
− µ

4πGlLL̄ L̄

)
. (3.13)

which can be obtained by starting from the undeformed expectation values T̂
[0]
uu = L

8πGl ,

T̂
[0]
vv = L̄

8πGl and using the pseudoconformal map (3.12).

4 Energy transmission from the flow equation

In this section, we will show that we can deduce unambiguously the modification of the

energy transport properties of a conformal interface under a T T̄ deformation, using the
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description of the deformation as a dynamical change of coordinates, encoded in the flow

equations.

Let us recall for convenience the solution of the flow equations (3.7)-(3.8) relating the

deformed metric and stress-energy tensor to the undeformed ones :

γ
[µ]
αβ = γ

[0]
αβ − 2µT̂

[0]
αβ + µ2T̂ [0]

αργ
[0]ρσT̂

[0]
σβ , (4.1)

T̂
[µ]
αβ = T̂

[0]
αβ − µT̂ [0]

αργ
[0]ρσT̂

[0]
σβ . (4.2)

Starting from a flat undeformed metric ds2 = dudv, and a stress-energy tensor T̂ [0] =

L(u)du2 + L̄(v)dv2, we find that the deformed metric is flat in new coordinates (U, V )

provided

Ui = ui − 2µi h̄i(vi) , Vi = vi − 2µi hi(ui) . (4.3)

where i = L,R and we have chosen Li(ui) = h′i(ui), L̄i(vi) = h̄′i(vi) for convenience. Now,

for the defect to remain vertical in the (Ui, Vi) coordinates, it cannot remain so in the (ui, vi)

coordinates of the undeformed ICFT for non-zero vevs of the stress-tensor. To relate the

results to undeformed ICFT with a vertical interface, we supplement (4.3) further with a

conformal transformation

ũi = ui + 2µi αi(ui) , ṽi = vi + 2µi ᾱi(vi) , (4.4)

claiming that in (ũi, ṽi) coordinates, the interface is vertical at x̃i = (ũi + ṽi)/2 = 0.

Now, the requirement that the interface is vertical in the (Ui, Vi) coordinates leads to the

constraint

(hi(ui) + h̄i(vi) + αi(ui) + ᾱi(vi))|bdy= 0 . (4.5)

Note that this condition should hold separately for CFTL and CFTR. Additionally, we

require the time to remain continuous across the interface, that is, VL − UL = VR − UR.

Now since Ui = −Vi at the interface, the continuity of time across the interface leads to5

µL (hL(u) + ᾱL(v))− µR (hR(u) + ᾱR(v)) |bdy= 0. (4.6)

To solve (4.5)-(4.6), we shall first use the conformal map (4.4) in the arguments of the

functions and then set ṽi = −ũi, with ũL = ũR . Thus, these constraints fix only three out

of the four functions αL,R, ᾱL,R, leaving one unspecified. However, it turns out that the

result does not depend on it (in fact this corresponds to a freedom of global time redefinition

in the CFT). Note that with this boundary conditions imposed, the corrdinates (U, V ) and

(ũ, ṽ) are continuous across the (vertical) interface, while (u, v) are discontinuous across it.

Let us take the stress-energy tensor in the (ũ, ṽ) coordinates with the form6 T
[0]
i =

f ′
i(ũ)dũ

2+f̄ ′
i(ṽ)dṽ

2. Now under a conformal transformation, the stress-energy tensor trans-

forms as (
dũ

dui

)2

Tũũ(i)(ũ) = Tuu(i)(ui) +
ci
12

{ũ, ui} . (4.7)

5Or equivalently, µL

(
h̄L(v) + αL(u)

)
− µR

(
h̄R(v) + αR(u)

)
|bdy= 0.

6Note that in the undeformed CFT, T̂ and T are the same.

– 11 –



Then in the (ui, vi) coordinates, the vevs are given by

h′i(ui) = f ′
i(ũ)(1 + 2µiα

′
i(ui))

2 − ci
12

{ũ, ui} , h̄′i(vi) = f̄ ′
i(ṽ)(1 + 2µiᾱ

′
i(vi))

2 − ci
12

{ṽ, vi} .
(4.8)

Then using the flow equations, we find the deformed stress-tensor components as

TUU(i) =
h′i(ui)

1− 4µ2
ih

′
i(ui)h̄

′
i(vi)

,

TV V (i) =
h̄′i(vi)

1− 4µ2
ih

′
i(ui)h̄

′
i(vi)

,

TUV (i) =
−2µi h

′
i(ui)h̄

′
i(vi)

1− 4µ2
ih

′
i(ui)h̄

′
i(vi)

.

(4.9)

One can check that the trace relation is satisfied:

TUV (i) + 2µiTUU(i)TV V (i) − 2µiT
2
UV (i) = 0 . (4.10)

Now that we have the stress-tensor vevs in the deformed theory in flat space with a straight

interface, we are now ready to discuss the transmission of energy. However, our discussion

so far has been rather abstract. In what follows, we shall consider two specific classes of

states to demonstrate the method.

4.1 Non-equilibrium Steady State (NESS)

The NESS is characterized by a constant, time-independent current. In this section, we

shall be interested in a NESS with a constant heat current flowing across the interface.

Such a NESS can be prepared using the quench protocol, where two semi-infinite systems

at equilibrium temperatures θL and θR are glued at some initial time, say t = 0. In this

case, the NESS forms within the linearly expanding region (Reg III) as shown in the figure

2. Note that in the regions I and II , there is no heat flux, as the systems are at equilibrium,

and hence ⟨T (u)⟩I,II =
〈
T̄ (v)

〉
I,II

=
πcL,R

12 θ2L,R. Now as we enter into Reg III (z > 0, z̄ > 0)

from Reg I (u > 0, v < 0), ⟨T (u)⟩ remains the same, i.e, ⟨T (u)⟩NESS = ⟨T (u)⟩I = πcL
12 θ2L

whereas
〈
T̄ (v)

〉
has a discrete jump. A similar analysis from the right will simply lead to〈

T̄ (v)
〉
NESS

=
〈
T̄ (v)

〉
II

= πcR
12 θ2R. Now since ⟨T (u)⟩NESS ̸=

〈
T̄ (v)

〉
NESS

, there in a net

heat flux in Reg III,〈
T (xt)

〉
NESS

=
(
⟨T (u)⟩ −

〈
T̄ (v)

〉)
=

π

12

(
cLθ

2
L − cRθ

2
R

)
, where u = x− t, v = x+ t,

which characterizes a NESS.

Let us now introduce the defect at x = 0. In this case, the NESS region further

subdivides into IIIA and IIIB and the chiral energy densities in these regions are given

by

⟨T (u)⟩IIIA =
π

12
cLθ

2
L ,

〈
T̄ (v)

〉
IIIA

=
π

12

(
cL(1− TL)θ2L + cRTRθ2R

)
, (4.11)〈

T̄ (v)
〉
IIIB

=
π

12
cRθ

2
R , ⟨T (u)⟩IIIB =

π

12

(
cLTLθ2L + cR(1− TR)θ2R

)
. (4.12)
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Figure 2. The formation of NESS within the lightcone upon gluing two semi-infinite systems at

temperatures θL and θR. The NESS forms within the lightcone (III). In the presence of the defect,

the NESS region further subdivides into IIIA and IIIB.

In writing the above, we have assumed the non-absorption of energy at the interface, i.e.

Ri = 1 − Ti, and also the universality of the transmission coefficients irrespective to the

nature of the incident excitation as well as the energy carried by it. Notice that, if we

compute the energy flux in any of these NESS regions, we have〈
T (xt)

〉
IIIA

= ⟨T (u)⟩IIIA −
〈
T̄ (v)

〉
IIIA

=
π

12

(
cLTLθ2L − cRTRθ2R

)
=
〈
T (xt)

〉
IIIB

. (4.13)

The equality must hold by the conformal conditions at the interface, which requires the

continuity of ⟨T xt⟩. Now when θL = θR, the NESS current must vanish. This requires

cLTL = cRTR , (4.14)

which is the condition of detailed balance, that must be additionally imposed along with

the conditions from conversation conservation. Plugging this condition back in (4.13) we

have 〈
T (xt)

〉
IIIA

=
π

12
cLTL

(
θ2R − θ2L

)
. (4.15)

This shows that the transmission coefficient can be read off from the Stefan-Boltzmann

coefficient. The holographic version of this computation was done in [25].

Having discussed the CFT case, let us now turn on the deformation. Firstly, now

the NESS forms in a region inside (outside) the lightcone of the undeformed theory for

µ > 0 (µ < 0). Next, the stress tensor of the deformed theory is off-diagonal, as can

be seen from (3.13). However, since the off-diagonal piece is completely fixed in terms

of the diagonal ones by the trace condition, the gluing does not impose any additional

constraint on this term. Also note that, since the detailed balance condition follows from

the vanishing of the NESS current and since the current does not depend on the trace, we

assume the detailed balance condition (4.14) to remain true even in the deformed ICFT.

However, a linear matching condition like (4.11)-(4.12) across the interface will not hold in

the deformed theory. We propose to replace it with a non-linear gluing condition, that we

parametrize in terms of a transmission function M(x, y) as follows7:

TA
V V = R(0) TA

UU + T (0) TB
V V −M(TA

UU , T
B
V V ) ,

TB
UU = T (0) TA

UU +R(0) TB
V V +M(TA

UU , T
B
V V ) ,

(4.16)

7In writing the conditions, we have assumed cL = cR, which is a simplifying assumption that we shall

eventually make in the computations to follow.
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where T (0) is the transmission coefficient in the undeformed ICFT with R(0) = 1 − T (0)

and A(B) stands for Region IIIA(B). For the folded setup of ICFT, the analogous match-

ing conditions are simply obtained from (4.16) under the exchange TB
V V ↔ TB

UU . These

relations assure the continuity of TUU − TV V across the interface. So once the continu-

ity of current is imposed, the two matching conditions are equivalent. In that case, one

must follow from the other under A ↔ B exchange, which requires the function M to be

completely antisymmetric in terms of the incoming fluxes, i.e. M(x, y) = −M(y, x).

Let us now compute the function M(x, y) for the NESS created in the quench protocol.

In this case, the functions f ′
i , f̄

′
i , h

′
i, h̄

′
i, α

′
i, ᾱ

′
i appearing in (4.3), (4.4), and (4.8) are all

constants. We solve the conformal boundary condition in the undeformed theory by taking

f ′
L = MLl+J

4 , f ′
R = MRl+J

4 , f̄ ′
L = MLl−J

4 , f̄ ′
R = MRl−J

4 , where the continuity of current fixes

JL = JR = J . The parameters ML,R, J, l are the mass, angular momentum, and the AdS

radius of the dual solutions in the bulk. For the NESS, we choose lL = lR = l, that is

cL = cR as well as µL = µR = µ. The undeformed transmission coefficient is defined by
J
l = T (0)

R(0)
ML−MR

2 . The equation (4.8) yields h′L,R, h̄
′
L,R and three out of the four parameters

of the conformal mapping, α′
L,R, ᾱ

′
L,R can be fixed from (4.5)-(4.6). Finally, with all these,

we can compute the stress-tensor components in the deformed theory using (4.9). One can

explicitly check that these vevs satisfy the continuity of TUU − TV V across the interface.

Let us now solve the matching conditions (4.16). Since the current is continuous, one of

the conditions automatically implies the other. So we look to solve only the first condition

TA
V V = R(0) TA

UU + T (0) TB
UU −M(TA

UU , T
B
UU ). (4.17)

An exact solution of the above equation is difficult to obtain, so we solve the equation

perturbatively in the vevs.

Now, at zeroth order, all the fluxes vanish, and hence M (0,0) = 0. At linear order, the

undeformed matching condition leads toM (1,0) = 0 ,M (0,1) = 0. The non-trivial corrections

to the matching condition appear from second order onward and in the following we report

them up to fourth order:

M (2,0) = −M (0,2) = −8
(
1− T (0)

)
T (0)µ , M (1,1) = 0 .

M (3,0) = −M (0,3) = 24T (0)
(
2− 7T (0) + 5T (0)2

)
µ2 ,M (2,1) = −M (2,1) = −8

(
1− T (0)

)
T (0)2µ2 .

M (4,0) = −M (0,4) = 384T (0)2
(
5− 12T (0) + 7T (0)2

)
µ3 , M (2,2) = 0 ,

M (3,1) = −M (1,3) = 192
(
1− T (0)2

)
T (0)2µ3 .

... (4.18)

We shall reproduce these results from the holographic computation in the following section.

Note that, in case of a NESS with heat current, one can express the incoming fluxes in

terms of the temperatures of the two CFTs, namely f ′
L = πc

12θ
2
L, f̄ ′

R = πc
12θ

2
R with c = 12πl,

thus relating the mass and angular momentum parameters to the temperatures. Then in

equation (4.17) all the quantities depend upon the two temperatures θL and θR and one can
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equivalently solve (4.17) for M perturbatively in the two temperatures. However, in that

case, the resulting expression for the expansion coefficients are more complicated as the µ

dependence appears both from the modified matching conditions, and from the modified

relation between the temperature and the vev of the stress-energy tensor.

4.2 Scattering state

We can also implement this procedure in the case of scattering of a monochromatic wave

off the defect in the CFT. Let us consider the CFT energy-momentum tensor

fi(ũ) = −iϵωAi e
−iωũ , f̄i(ṽ) = −iϵωBi e

iωṽ , (4.19)

where i = L,R. Note that, in this case, we are considering the unfolded setup unlike

the folded setup of NESS state. Since the vevs are coordinate-dependent in this case,

the pseudoconformal map (4.3) is difficult to invert. So we shall carry out the analysis

perturbatively in the amplitude and the parameter ϵ is introduced to keep track of the

order. To mimic the gravitational scattering setup of [9], we particularly choose AL =

1 ,AR = T (0)
L AL ,BL = R(0)

L AL ,BR = 0. This corresponds to a wave of amplitude unity

incident on the interface from the left CFT, with the amplitude of the reflected(transmitted)

wave being proportional to R(0)(T (0)). Similarly, for the conformal mappings, we choose

the ansatz

αi(ui) = ϵ ai e
−iωui , ᾱi(ṽi) = ϵ āi e

iωvi . (4.20)

With (4.19) and (4.20), we first compute the stress-tensor components in (u, v) coordinates

from (4.8) and integrate them to solve the matching conditions (4.5)-(4.6) for aL, aR, and

āR, while āL remains unspecified. Once we have the stress tensor components in (U, V )

coordinates using (4.9), the continuity of current across the interface at linear order gives

JL − JR =
cLµLω

4 e−iωũ
(
6
(
−1 +R(0)

L + T (0)
L

)
+
(
cLµLT (0)

L + cRµR

(
−1 +R(0)

L

))
ω2
)

(6 + cLµLω2) (6 + cRµRω2)
ϵ

(4.21)

So the continuity of current now requires

R(0)
L + T (0)

L = 1 , cLµL = cRµR. (4.22)

While the first equation is the energy conservation relation across the conformal interface,

the second one, which was trivially satisfied for the NESS, now gives a general constraint

upon gluing a pair of deformed CFTs. We shall rederive these constraints in the holographic

computations. As of now, akin to the NESS computations, we shall proceed with the

simplifying assumption of cR = cL ≡ c , µL = µR ≡ µ. With the continuity of current

established, let us now consider the matching condition

TA
V V = R0 T

A
UU + T0 TB

V V −M(TA
UU , T

B
V V ). (4.23)

We shall solve the equation perturbatively in ϵ. Since all the vevs are O(ϵ), at leading

order, we trivially have M(0, 0) = 0. Now as before, one would naively expect that the
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undeformed matching condition would render the correction at linear order to vanish.

However, the key difference with the NESS case is that now the Schwarzian derivative of

the conformal mappings leads to non-trivial contribution even at O(ϵ), which is also āL-

dependent. This dependence, however, disappears once the antisymmetry is imposed, i.e.

M (1,0) = −M (0,1). Imposing this, we solve the matching condition (4.23), which gives

M (0,1) =
2c
(
1− T (0)

L

)
T (0)
L µω2

6 + c
(
1− 2T (0)

L

)
µω2

. (4.24)

The dependence of the correction on the central charge is reminiscent of the fact that this

term originates from the Schwarzian derivative, and hence it was absent in the case of

NESS. Thus, up to linear order we have

M(TA
UU , T

B
V V ) = −

(
TA
UU − TB

V V

) 2c(1− T (0)
L )T (0)

L µω2

6 + c
(
1− 2T (0)

L

)
µω2

+O(ϵ2). (4.25)

Note that, at linear order, we can absorb this correction to define a µ dependent transmis-

sion coefficient

TA
V V = R(µ)

L TA
UU + T (µ)

L TB
UU , (4.26)

where

T (µ) =
T (0)
L (6− cµω2)

6 + c
(
1− 2T (0)

L

)
µω2

, R(µ)
L = 1− T (µ)

L . (4.27)

Note that a perfectly transparent, or a perfectly reflective, interface remains the same even

when it is gluing a pair of deformed CFTs. For semi-transparent interfaces, the transmission

coefficient in the deformed theory satisfies the unitarity bound, i.e., 0 ≤ T (µ)
L ≤ 1, for

energies ω2 ≤ 6
|µ|c . For the negative sign of µ the cutoff on the frequency is reminiscent of

the fact that the energy spectrum in the deformed theory on the cylinder becomes complex

above a threshold. For the other sign, the reason for the frequency-cutoff is less obvious.

We can also consider the more general situation where the excitation of the CFT

energy-momentum tensor is a superposition of two modes of the form (4.19) with different

frequencies. Remarkably, the result (4.27) is still valid if we replace the frequency with the

time derivative of the fluxes; more precisely, we write a matching condition that is allowed

to depend on the time derivatives of the fluxes; we find that the solution at linear order is

given by:

TA
V V = R0 T

A
UU + T0 TB

V V − 2
R0T0

R0 − T0

∞∑
n=1

(cµ
6
(R0 − T0)

)n
∂2n
t (TA

UU − TB
V V ) . (4.28)

When the time dependence is monochromatic, (4.28) reduces to (4.27). It is also

remarkable that in both the single and double-frequency scattering, the coefficients of

the reflection function are completely determined by µ and the parameters of the CFT
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defect. This can be seen as a partial generalization of the universality property of the

ICFT transmission, namely: the energy transport across the interface depends on

the state in a way that is completely specified by the universal function M . It

would be interesting to establish that this holds for a completely generic excitation and to

all orders in the perturbation. Of course the universality in the CFT is stronger, in the

sense that one can show the independence of the transport on the operators that create

the excitation. As we reviewed in section 2, the proof relies on properties of the expansion

in conformal blocks of a CFT correlator, so it is not readily apparent how this could be

extended to the T T̄ -deformed case.

5 Energy transmission in the holographic NESS

The universal NESS described in the previous section in the context of two-dimensional

CFTs is characterized by two inequal vevs of the chiral components of the stress-tensor.

For holographic CFTs, such a state is described by a black hole given by the metric

ds2 =
l2dρ2

4ρ2
+

1

ρ

(
du+ ρL̄dv

)
(dv + ρLdu) , (5.1)

in the Fefferman-Graham gauge subject to the identification8 ⟨Tuu⟩ = L
l , ⟨Tvv⟩ = L̄

l . The

metric (5.1) describes a rotating BTZ black hole or a boosted BTZ black hole depending

on u, v being compact or non-compact respectively. Now as discussed in section 3, the

deformed geometry can be obtained from (5.1) by inverting the map

U = u− 2µ

l
L̄ v , V = v − 2µ

l
L u . (5.2)

In BTZ-like coordinates, the deformed geometry takes the form

ds2[µ] =
l2r2 dr2

r4 −Ml2 r2 + J2l2

4r2

− 16(r2 −Ml2)− 8l(J2 + 2M(r2 −Ml2))µ− 4(r2 −Ml2)(J2 −M2l2)µ2

(4 + (J2 −M2l2)µ2)2
dt2

+
4r2(2− Jµ+Mlµ)(2 + Jµ+Mlµ)− 8J2lµ

(4 + (J2 −M2l2)µ2)2
dx2 +

4J
(
4l2Mµ− 8r2µ− l3M2µ2 − l(4− J2µ2)

)
(4 + (J2 −M2l2)µ2)2

dtdx,

(5.3)

which can be obtained from the Fefferman-Graham gauge using the map

ρ =
r2 − (L+ L̄) +

√
(r2 − (L+ L̄))2 − 4LL̄
2LL̄

, U = x− t , V = x+ t,

along with the identification

L =
l

4
(Ml + J) , L̄ =

l

4
(Ml − J) ,

where M,J are the mass and angular momentum of the undeformed black hole. Note that,

(5.3) is also a solution of Einstein’s equation similar to its undeformed counterpart. In

8To avoid notational clutter, in this section we shall work in the units 8πG = 1.
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what follows, we shall derive the energy transmission function for NESS from the gluing

of a pair of deformed geometries (5.3) with lL = lR = l, and µL = µR = µ, across a thin

tensile brane with tension 0 ≤ λ ≤ 2
l . This ensures that the worldsheet is locally AdS2.

Now the gluing of the two geometries will be carried out according to the Israel gluing

conditions

[hab] = 0, (5.4)

[Kab]− hab[K] = λhab, (5.5)

where hab is the induced metric on the hyoersurface, Kab being the extrinsic curvature and

K = habKab is its trace. Here [.] implies the jump of the quantity across the membrane.

In what follows, we shall consider the trace-reversed version of (5.5) which is given by

KL
ab +KR

ab = −λhab, (5.6)

where the superscripts L,R denote the quantities on the left and right of the membrane

respectively. In the boundary, quantities with subscript L(R) will correspond to those in

the NESS region IIIA(B).

Now consider gluing of two deformed rotating BTZ spacetimes (5.3) across a thin

brane parametrized by worldsheet coordinates (τ, σ). The embedding of the brane in the

two geometries are characterized by six functions rL,R(τ, σ), tL,R(τ, σ) and xL,R(τ, σ). The

most general stationary embedding that results in a time-independent worldsheet metric

is given by

ri(τ, σ) = Ri(σ), xi(τ, σ) = Xi(σ), ti(τ, σ) = τ + Ti(σ),

where i = L,R. Now the worldsheet theory enjoys reparametrization invariance, using one

of which we can set hττ = −σ. Then the ττ component of (5.4) gives

Ri(σ) =

√
σ
(
4 + (J2

i −M2
i l

2
i )µ

2
)2

+ 4li(2− µMili)
(
Mili(2− µMili) + J2

i µ
)

4 (2 + (Ji −Mili)µ) (2− (Ji +Mili)µ)
. (5.7)

Note that, we are using the same deformation parameters on both sides for simplicity. Now

we are left with four functions TL,R(σ) and XL,R(σ). Out of these four, TL + TR is a pure

gauge and can be removed using the remaining reparametrization freedom. This leaves us

with three physical degrees of freedom to be determined by the remaining of the gluing

conditions. Apparently, the system now seems to be overdetermined with five equations left

to determine three unknowns. However, thanks to the momentum constraints, DaKab −
DbK = 0, where Da is the covariant derivative with respect to the induced metric, only

one of the three equations in (5.6) are independent. These leave us with exactly three

equations : i) continuity of hτσ , ii) continuity of hσσ, and iii) discontinuity of Kττ , for the

three unknown which we solve as below.

Firstly, the continuity of hτσ gives,

∆T ′(σ) = T ′
L(σ)− T ′

R(σ) =
1

σ

[
2JL(lL + 2µσ) X ′

L(σ)

(2 + (JL −MLlL)µ) (2− (JL +MLlL)µ)
− L ↔ R

]
.

(5.8)
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This leaves us to determine XL,R(σ) from the remaining of the two equations, which then

completely solves the gluing problem. However, these are ordinary differential equations

and an exact analytic solution may be difficult to come up with. So we adapt an alternate

strategy following [25]. Firstly, we compute the determinant of the induced metric h =

−dethab from both sides and invert them to get

X ′
L,R(σ) = f(h,ML,R, JL,R, lL,R, µ), (5.9)

where we refrain from writing the exact functional dependence for brevity. Next we consider

the extrinsic curvature equations (5.5). Note that, even though there is apparently a single

independent equation, which we take to be the ττ equation, mutual consistency between

the three equations requires the condition,

JL
4 + (J2

L −M2
Ll

2
L)µ

2
= − JR

4 + (J2
R −M2

Rl
2
R)µ

2
. (5.10)

Note that, this equation is simply the continuity of energy flux in the deformed theory〈
T xt
〉[µ]
IIIA

= −
〈
T xt
〉[µ]
IIIB

across the interface in the folded ICFT setup. Now the ττ

component of (5.6) gives,

4 (2 + (JL −MLlL)µ) (−2 + (JL +MLlL)µ)
(
4RL(σ)

4 − 4MLl
2
LRL(σ)

2 + J2
Ll

2
L

)
X ′

L(σ)

lL
(
4 + (J2

L −M2
Ll

2
L)µ

2
)3√

h

+ L ↔ R = −λσ, (5.11)

where RL,R(σ) are given by (5.7). Now upon substituting (5.9) in (5.11), the latter becomes

an algebraic equation for h which after a significant amount of simplification takes the

compact form √
ALh− σ +

√
ARh− σ = −2λσ

√
h, (5.12)

where

AL,R =
4

l2
[
4 +

(
J2
L,R −M2

L,Rl
2
)
µ2
)−2 (

4J2
L,Rl

2 + 4l
(
4J2

L,R µ+ML,Rl (2 + (JL,R −ML,Rl)µ)

(2− (JL,R +ML,R)µ))σ +
(
4 +

(
J2
L,R −M2

L,Rl
2
)
µ2
)2]

.

The equation admits a solution of the form

h =
λ2σ

Aσ2 + 2Bσ + C
, (5.13)

where the coefficients A,B,C depend upon ML,R , JL,R , l , µ as well as the tension λ.

5.1 Extracting the transmission function

We can recast (5.13) as

−dethab =
λ2σ

A(σ − σ+)(σ − σ−)
, (5.14)

with

σ± =
−B ±

√
B2 −AC

A
,
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and

A = (λ2
max − λ2)(λ2 − λ2

min), λmax =

(
1

lL
+

1

lR

)
, λmin =

(
1

lR
− 1

lL

)
.

Now since A > 0, it turns out from (5.14) that the worldsheet becomes spacelike as the

strings enters into the the ergoregion σ = 0, if σ+ < 0. So for timelike worldsheet we must

have σ+ ≥ 0. The case with σ+ > 0 corresponds to a turning point of the membrane [25]

and we typically do not want that since our discussion concerns about an isolated defect.

For the other choice σ+ = 0, the membrane enters into the ergoregion and remains timelike,

and one can further show that it never comes out again [25]. This condition amounts to

B > 0 and C = 0. The expression for C takes a much simpler form in terms of the variables

eL,R =
2ML,RlL,R − µ

(
J2
L,R −M2

L,Rl
2
L,R

)
4 + µ2

(
J2
L,R −M2

L,Rl
2
L,R

) , jL,R =
4JL,R

4 + µ2
(
(J2

L,R −M2
L,Rl

2
L,R

) . (5.15)

Note that e and j are nothing but the energy and current in the deformed theory. In terms

of these variables, the condition for energy conservation (5.10) takes the extremely simple

form jR = −jL. Taking this into account, the condition for a timelike worldsheet inside

the ergoregion now takes the form(
jlλ+ 2eR(1 + eRµ)

(
1 + jµ

(
2lλ− 2jµ+ j3µ3

))
+ 2eL(1 + eLµ)

(
−1 + jµ

(
2jµ− j3µ3+

2lλ(1 + 2eRµ)
2
)))

= 0. (5.16)

Here we have set lL = lR = l for simplicity and also used jR = −jL = j. To gain insight

into the equation, we first take the limit µ → 0. Then the condition simply boils down to

ML −MR = λJL (5.17)

Now to extract Stefan-Boltzmann law from this conditions one simply needs to express the

mass parameters in terms of the known vevs of the stress tensor in the boundary, that is

ML,R =
4

l
⟨T−−⟩ −

JL,R
l

= 8π3θ2L,R ∓
JL,R
l

. (5.18)

where we are considering the folded setup of ICFT following [25], and we have used the

fact that in the region IIIA(B), the right movers are purely thermal at temperature

θL(R). Using (5.18) back in (5.17) along with the relation JR = −JL, one can extract the

transmission coefficient from the resulting Stefan-Boltzmann law JL = πc
6 T

(0)
L (θ2L − θ2R)

with

T (0)
L =

2

l

(
2

l
+ λ

)−1

. (5.19)

However, in the case of deformed ICFT, this is more subtle. To impose the matching

conditions, let us first express the energies and the current in terms of the stress tensor

components

eL(R) = T
A(B)
UU + T

A(B)
V V − 2µT

A(B)
UV , (5.20)

j = TA
UU − TB

V V . (5.21)
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where L(R) stands for the left(right) half of the NESS region IIIA(B). Firstly, the de-

formed energies depend on the trace, which, however, can be replaced using the trace

relation (4.10),

T
A(B)
UV =

1−
√

1 + 16µ2T
A(B)
UU T

A(B)
V V

4µ
, (5.22)

with the diagonal components being given by

T
A(B)
UU =

L̄A(B)

l2 − 4µ2LA(B)L̄A(B)
, (5.23)

T
A(B)
V V =

LA(B)

l2 − 4µ2LA(B)L̄A(B)
. (5.24)

Now while L̄A(B) correspond to thermal expectation value of the stress tensor in the de-

fromed theory

L̄A(B) =
1− 4π2lµ2θ2L(R) −

√
1− 8π2lµ2θ2L(R)

8π2µ2θ2L(R)

, (5.25)

we substitute LA(B) for T
A(B)
V V and L̄A(B) by inverting (5.24). Finally, we substitute the

TA,B
V V from the current continuity condition TB

V V = TB
UU + TA

UU − TA
V V and the matching

condition

TA
V V = R(0) TA

UU + T (0) TB
UU −M(TA

UU , T
B
UU ) . (5.26)

After all these substitutions, we solve (5.16) for the transmission function M perturbatively

in the vevs, and we precisely reproduce the flow equation results (4.18). Note that, this

precise matching is highly non-trivial since in section 4 we evaluated these coefficients

directly from the matching condition, whereas in this section, we evaluated them from the

holographic expression (5.16). The matching upto quartic order is strongly indicative of

their precise agreement to all orders in vevs.

6 Gravitational Scattering in deformed theory

In this section, we set up the gravitational scattering following [9] to extract the reflection

and transmission coefficients of a holographic interface gluing a pair of T T̄ -deformed CFTs.

The scattering state is realized by shooting null waves from the asymptotic null infinity

of the left (deformed) CFT and collecting the flux at the future null infinities of the two

(deformed) CFTs, as described in section 2 (see Figure 1). In the holographic model, this

boundary scattering can be realized by gluing two deformed spacetimes with boundary

gravitons across a thin tensile string. Now as discussed in 3, these deformed geometries

are obtained from the corresponding undeformed geometries with boundary graviton [9]
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by inverting the map 9

UL,R = uL,R −
µL,R

2GlL,R

∫ v

0
L̄(L,R)(vL,R) , VL,R = vL,R −

µL,R

2GlL,R

∫ u

0
L(L,R)(uL,R),

(6.1)

where the integrands are related to the vevs of the boundary stress-tensor. However, the

vevs in this case being coordinate-dependent, the inversion is non-trivial. So following [9]

(and also similar to section 4), we shall treat the vevs as infinitesimal excitation over the

ICFT vacuum and invert the map perturbatively, leading to the deformed spacetimes

ds2L,R =
l2L,R
y2L,R

dy2L,R +
l2L,R
y2L,R

dUL,RdVL,R +

ϵ

(
1 +

µL,RlL,R
2Gy2L,R

)(
LL,R(UL,R)dU

2
L,R + L̄(L,R)(VL,R)dV

2
L,R

)
+O(ϵ2), (6.2)

which satisfies Einstein’s equation perturbatively. Note that the perturbative geometries

know about the deformation even at O(ϵ), although the boundary CFTs acquire a trace

at O(ϵ2). At linearized order, even in the deformed theory, the functions L and L̄ are

proportional to the stress-tensor vevs (see Eq. (3.13)). Now following [9], we choose the

following ansatz for the vevs:

LL(UL) = 4GlL eiωUL , L̄L(VL) = 4GlL RLe
iωVL , LR(UR) = 4GlR TLeiωUR , L̄R(VR) = 0.

(6.3)

This corresponds to the scattering of a boundary graviton incident on the interface from

the left CFT, with the amplitude of the reflected(transmitted) wave being proportional

to the reflection(transmission) coefficients RL(TL). This ansatz is also similar to the one

considered in section 4, barring the fact that in this case, the reflection and the transmission

coefficients correspond to the deformed ICFT.

Now, to carry out the bulk gluing, we first relabel UL,R = XL,R − tL,R, VL,R = XL,R +

tL,R and follow it up with a rotation in the (X , y) plane

XL,R = XL,R cos θL,R + η ZL,R sin θL,R, yL,R = −η XL,R sin θL,R + ZL,R cos θL,R,

with η = +1 for left the CFT and η = −1 for the right CFT, such that the unperturbed

string sits at XL,R = 0 and its worldsheet can be parametrized by tL,R = t, ZL,R = z.

Next, we look to solve the gluing conditions (5.4)-(5.6)10 perturbatively in ϵ to find the

string embedding subject to the ansatz

tL,R = t+ ϵ γL,R(t, z), ZL,R = z + ϵ ζL,R(t, z), XL,R = ϵ δL,R(t, z). (6.4)

Note that, since the geometries are already perturbative, we will use the zeroth-order

embedding in (6.3).

9Note that, the multiplicative factors in this map is slightly different compared to section 3. This is to

relate to the results of [9].
10For this section, we replace λ with 8πGλ.
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6.1 Zeroth order

With a straight string sitting at XL,R = 0, the worldsheet at leading order is AdS2 and

continuity of the induced metric constrains

lL = lW cos θL, lR = lW cos θR, (6.5)

with lW being the AdS2 radius. The extrinsic curvature condition further fixes the radius

as

lW =
tan θL + tan θR

8πGλ
(6.6)

with λ being the brane tension.

6.2 First order

Next we solve the gluing conditions at O(ϵ) for the six functions γL,R(t, z), ζL,R(t, z), and

δL,R(t, z). However, we shall exploit the worldsheet reparametrization invariance to set

ζR(t, z) = 0, γR(t, z) = 0, and denote ζL ≡ ζ, and γL ≡ γ. This leaves us with four

equations to solve for four functions. Also, the leading order worksheet metric being time-

independent, we shall choose the following kind of ansatz for the four perturbations

f(t, z) = f(z)eiωt. (6.7)

These brane fluctuations are induced by the boundary graviton modes. It turns out to be

convenient to redefine the functions and solve for

D = δL − δR, ∆ = tan θL + tan θRδR − ξ (6.8)

along with γ and ξ. The functions ∆, ξ, and γ get determined from (5.4) , while (5.6) fixes

D. The exact solutions are not quite illuminating, so we report them later in appendix

A. In what follows, we shall analyse the consequences of imposing the Dirichlet boundary

condition on these fluctuations. It is worth emphasizing here that since these fluctuations

are brane DOFs, we can impose a Dirichlet boundary condition on them compared to a

mixed boundary condition for gravitational dofs. Firstly, D(0) = 0, gives

RL + TL = 1,
µL

µR
=

sec θL
sec θR

. (6.9)

Replacing the angles with the AdS radii using (6.5) and using the holographic relation
3lL,R

2G = cL,R, it is easy to verify that (6.9) reproduce the conditions (4.22) obtained from

the continuity of current across the interface. We emphasize here that even in the deformed

theory, the coefficients obey the usual conservation law.

Next, while ∆(0) = 0 is trivially satisfied, ζ(0) = 0 and γ(0) = 0 fix the coefficients

a+(ω) and a−(ω) of the homogenous plane-wave solutions. Now, as discussed in [9], it turns

out that the Israel gluing conditions along with the Dirichlet boundary conditions are not

sufficient to extract the transmission coefficients and one needs additional conditions. In
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this context, the authors imposed a no-outgoing-wave condition at the Poincaré horizon,

which in turn sets a+(ω) = 0. In the present context, this leads to

T (µ)
L =2 sec θL

(
32πG2λ− µLω

2 sec θR sin(θL + θR)
) [

32πG2λ (sec θL + sec θR)−

µLω
2 sec2 θR sin(θL + θR) (1− sec θL sin(θL + θR)) +

(
32πG2λ− µLω

2
)
(tan θL + tan θR)

]−1
,

(6.10)

where we have replaced µR using (6.9) and explicitly introduced the superscript to denote

the quantity in the deformed theory. Let us first explore some interesting limits of this

expression. Firstly, in the limit of vanishing µL, we recover

T (0)
L =

2 sec θL
sec θL + sec θR + tan θL + tan θR

=
2

lL

(
1

lL
+

1

lR
+ 8πGλ

)−1

, (6.11)

where in the second step have used (6.5)-(6.6). This precisely agrees with the undeformed

transmission coefficient reported in [9]. Next, we consider the zero-tension limit, which

also requires θL = θR = 0 from (6.5). In this limit, we have T (µ)
L = 1, which is expected as

the interface becomes transparent when the tension vanishes. Finally, to compare with the

flow equation results, we consider the equal central-charge limit, which amounts to setting

θR = θL, and hence µL = µR = µ from (6.9). This gives

T (µ)
L = T (0)

L

4G− µω2l

4G+ l
(
1− 2T (0)

L

)
µω2

, (6.12)

where we have replaced θL and λ with T (0)
L using (6.11). This agrees precisely with (4.27)

with the identification 3l
2G = c.

As shown in [9], for an undeformed ICFT, the analysis to linear order in vev is sufficient

to unambiguously fix the universal coefficient to all orders in the expansion. However, in the

case of an interface in deformed CFT, (6.12) is expected to receive correction from the non-

linear11 transmission coefficients resulting from the higher derivatives of the transmission

function. To capture this, one needs to carry out the gluing beyond linear order and express

the outgoing fluxes in terms of the incoming one using our modified matching condition

(4.16). This would be technically more involved and we leave it for future work.

7 Conclusions and outlook

Let us summarize our work. In this paper, we have studied energy transport properties of an

interface gluing a pair of T T̄ -deformed 1+1D holographic CFTs. Gluing of such CFTs must

obey the relation cLµL = cRµR. Our approach has been two-fold. Firstly, we have used the

flow equations of T T̄ deformation to compute the vevs of the stress-tensor in the deformed

theory. Since the flow equations are state-dependent, for the concreteness of our analysis,

we chose two classes of states — a NESS with a heat current and a scattering state. In this

11Note that, even for the deformed geometries, the Fefferman-Graham expansion truncates at second

order, but the Israel gluing conditions do not.
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context, we have also proposed a non-linear modification of the usual gluing conditions,

captured by a function of the incoming fluxes, which we call the transmission function.

The non-linear matching conditions ensure continuity of current across the interface. For

the equivalence of the two matching conditions under the exchange of incoming fluxes, the

transmission function must be purely antisymmetric in its arguments.

In a parallel approach, we have used the mixed-boundary condition interpretation of

the deformation along with the thin-brane model of ICFT, to reproduce the flow equation

results by performing a holographic computation in the bulk dual of these states. Towards

that, we have given a rigorous account of gluing a pair of deformed geometries across the

brane obeying the standard Israel junction conditions. For the NESS, we have reproduced

the transmission function up to quartic order in incoming fluxes, whereas for the scat-

tering state we have precisely reproduced the energy-dependent transmission coefficient

from various holographic conditions. We can see these results as a partial generalization

of the universality property of the energy transmission coefficient in the CFT, extended

now to the non-linear (for the NESS) or frequency-dependent (for the scattering state)

coefficients. As we have discussed, however, we cannot ascertain the universality in the

sense of independence from the operator that creates the excitation.

Several questions remain to be addressed. It would be interesting to have a closed-

form expression for the transmission function for the NESS; this can perhaps be done by

computing more orders in the perturbative expansion and attempting a resummation. It

would be important to extend our analysis beyond linear order for the scattering state.

The computation becomes more involved, and it is likely that the condition of current

continuity has to be generalized to account for the non-vanishing trace of the energy-

momentum tensor (as was shown in the case of a relevant deformation of a topological

defect in [28]). It would also be interesting to see if our results could be reproduced by the

methods of generalized hydrodynamics [29, 30], imposing a condition at the interface for

the scattering of quasi-particles. The most important question is whether our results can

be extended beyond the holographic context to the full quantum theory. Finally, it would

be interesting to repeat the holographic computation using conformal boundary condition

at the cutoff surface; this prescription has been argued to correspond to coupling the CFT

to a timelike Liouville theory and deforming by a Liouville-dressed T T̄ operator [31]; the

resulting theory is expected to have a better UV behavior, and it would be interesting to

see if this would cure the violation of unitarity we found in the high-frequency regime of

the transmission coefficient.12
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A Exact solutions at linear order gravitational scattering

In this Appendix, we provide the solutions of the Israel matching conditions at linear order

of the gravitational scattering discussed in section 6. At zeroth, the continuity of the

induced metric gives

lL = lW cos θL, lR = lW cos θR, (A.1)

whereas the discontinuity of the extrinsic curvature fixes the radius of the AdS2 worldsheet

in terms of the brane tension and its location

lW =
tan θL + tan θR

8πGλ
. (A.2)

Next, at linear order, we solve the four matching conditions for the brane fluctuations

γ(t, z) , ζ(t, z) ,∆(t, z) , and D(t, z). We decompose these functions in Fourier modes, and

since the worldsheet at leading order is time-independent, we can work at fixed frequencies.

The continuity of the induced metric fixes the first three functions, while the last one gets

determined from the extrinsic curvature condition. We report the radial solutions below:

∆(z) =
z
((
e−iωz sin θL +RL eiωz sin θL

)
sec θL − TL eiωz sin θR sec θR

)
ω2

+ z
(
a+e

iωz + a−e
−iωz

)
,

γ(z) =− i

(
e−iωz sin θL +RL eiωz sin θL

)
sec θL

(
2ω2z2 cos2 θL − 4

)
+ TLeiωz sin θR sec θR

(
2ω2z2 cos2 θR − 4

)
4ω3

− i

(
µL

(
e−iωz sin θL +RLe

iωz sin θL
)
− µR TLeiωz sin θR

)
(tan θL + tan θR)

32πG2λω
+

i
(
a+e

iωz + a−e
−iωz

)
ω

,

D(z) =− i

4ω3

((
ω2z2 cos 2θL + ω2z2 + 4

) (
e−iωz sin θL −RLe

iωz sin θL
)
+ 4iωz sin θL

(
e−iωz sin θL

+RLe
iωz sin θL−

)
− TLe

iωz sin θR
(
ωz (ωz cos 2θR − 4i sin θR) + ω2z2 + 4

))
−

i

32πG2λω

(
sin (θL + θR)

(
µL sec θR

(
e−iωz sin θL −RLe

iωz sin θL
)
− TLµR sec θLe

iωz sin θR
))

,

ζ(z) =
1

2ω3

(
TLeiωz sin θR (ωz cos θR (2− iωz sin θR)− 2i tan θR)− ie−iωz sin θL (2 tan θL−

RLe
2iωz sin θL (2 tan θL + ωz cos θL (ωz sin θL + 2i)) + ωz cos θL (ωz sin θL − 2i)

))
−

i sec θL sec θR sin (θL + θR)
(
µR sin θR TLeiωz sin θR + µL sin θL

(
e−iωz sin θL −RLe

iωz sin θL
))

32πG2λω
+

i
(
a+e

iωz − a−e
−iωz

)
ω

. (A.3)
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Clearly, ∆(0) = 0 and D(0) = 0 gives the constraints (6.9). Upon solving γ(0) = 0, and

ζ(0) = 0, we get

a± =
1

64πG2λω2

((
32πG2λ (TL − 2) + ω2µLTL sec2 θR sin2 (θL + θR)

)
sec θL + 32πG2λTL sec θR

−ω2µLTL sec2 θR sin (θL + θR)±
(
32πG2λTL − µL(TL − 2)ω2

)
(tan θL + tan θR)

)
(A.4)

Finally, setting a+ = 0 gives (6.10).
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