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Neural Network Field Theories (NN-FTs) represent a novel construction of arbitrary field theories,
including those of conformal fields, through the specification of the network architecture and prior
distribution for the network parameters. In this work, we present a formalism for the construction
of conformally invariant defects in these NN-FTs. We demonstrate this new formalism in two toy
models of NN scalar field theories. We develop an NN interpretation of an expansion akin to the
defect OPE in two-point correlation functions in these models.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Conformal Field Theories (CFTs) occupy a distinguished place within the space of Quantum Field Theories (QFTs).
They are characterized by an enhanced set of (global) spacetime symmetries, furnished by the extension of the Poincaré
group to include scaling and special conformal transformations. They are concretely defined in that they lack an
intrinsic energy scale, and thus require no such information in their specification. CFTs are often found at fixed
points of Renormalisation Group (RG) flows, and are therefore important elements in the study of the behavior of
QFTs with relevant couplings. CFT's also exist in arbitrary dimensions, and — in certain, often supersymmetric, cases
— can be related across dimensions via compactifications and/or RG flows. Furthermore, unitarity is not a strictly
necessary condition for defining a CFT; non-unitary CFTs find application in modeling numerous physical systems
and have rich spaces of conformal boundary/defect conditions, see e.g. [1, 2] for a recent discussion. Because of their
ubiquity, CFTs play a crucial role in the study of many areas of physics, from critical phenomena in condensed matter
systems to string/M-theory and mathematics; hence, new methods and insights in the understanding of CFTs can
often impact the study of disparate fields in surprising ways.

A novel method for defining a (C)FT comes from the study of Neural Networks (NNs) — so-called NN-FTs [3, 4] —
which offers an interesting bridge between a mature domain of theoretical physics and the rapidly developing field of
Machine Learning (ML), and opens up a number of new avenues for cross-pollination between the two. Starting from
the observation that the Gaussian Processes (GPs) observed in certain asymptotic limits of NNs, e.g. that of infinite
width, can be brought into correspondence with free field theories, one can then understand any non-Gaussianities as
arising from interactions in the corresponding QFT [5]. Moreover, one can encode global and gauge symmetries into
appropriate equivariant structures within the NN [6], and the interpretation of Poincaré symmetries as symmetries
of the NN’s input space has recently been extended to include global conformal symmetries [7]. The ability of fairly
simple network architectures to realize the d-dimensional Euclidean conformal symmetry group SO(d + 1,1) (or, in
Lorentzian signature, SO(d,2)) and be constrained by its kinematics is quite remarkable. Given the prevalence and
importance of CFTs in fields such as string/M-theory, it is crucial to build out the NN-FT program and explore the
limits of the paradigm’s ability to construct new classes of CFTs.

Boundaries, impurities, and defects of arbitrary co-dimension have long played a central role in the study of CFTs.
A geometric picture of defects begins with a reference ‘ambient’ space on which a CFT is defined, and into which a
lower-dimensional ‘defect’ submanifold is embedded. This submanifold supports degrees of freedom that are restricted
to it, and which are typically coupled to degrees of freedom in the ambient CFT. These extended objects represent
a crucial facet not only of the abstract definition of a QFT, but also of concrete models of physical systems, e.g.
the Kondo effect and quantum Hall physics, see a recent review in [8]. Thus, given this novel method of defining
conformal fields via NNs, a natural question to ask is how such a construction can accommodate the full spectrum of
a CFT, including, in particular, any allowed non-local deformations it may support. The definition of conformal fields
through NNs relies on concepts in CFTs such as the embedding space formalism, and the incorporation of conformal
symmetry-breaking deformations into this framework is well understood [9, 10]. With that in mind, the purpose of
the following work is to unite these approaches and develop a method for constructing novel conformal defects in the
context of NN-FTs.

While NNs offer a powerful framework for constructing new classes of field theories, including those with conformal
defects, the concept of defects is itself of interest from an ML perspective. Indeed, drawing on lessons from field
theory, defects offer a new way to introduce non-Gaussianities by symmetry breaking alone. As a simple example,
consider a GP with an arbitrary d-dimensional input space — in the QFT sense, a free field theory in d dimensions.
Defining the theory instead on a background with a boundary, we must specify the behavior of fields near the locus
of a codimension-one spacetime submanifold, which in turn determines the couplings to any boundary degrees of
freedom. This interaction between bulk and boundary fields naturally gives rise to non-Gaussianities.

This example of a free field theory in the presence of a boundary can be understood in the NN context through
a reduced symmetry in the NN parameters, collectively referred to by © throughout the body of the text, whose
distribution P(0©). Consider a conformally invariant d-dimensional measure dP(©) in parameter space. Breaking
this symmetry down to a (d — 1)-dimensional conformal subgroup can be achieved, for instance, by breaking the
translational symmetry along one direction in ©-space, e.g. by freezing the value of one of the parameters, ©, = c.
Indeed, this breaks the symmetry in the ©, direction while preserving it along the remaining © \ {0, }. This logic
can be extended to the breaking of other kinds of symmetries, e.g. rotations, and to higher co-dimension defects, in
a straightforward fashion.

There is an alternative and particularly intriguing way to think of this symmetry breaking effect. In the NN-FT
picture, the input space for the NN is regarded as the background space(-time) on which the field theory is defined;
here, for simplicity, we will take this to be R?. The introduction co-dimension g defect from the input space perspective
has conceptual overlap with the so-called ‘manifold hypothesis’, which states that data is typically distributed on a



submanifold immersed® in a higher-dimensional input space; see [11] for an introduction to the topic. Thus, one could
ask how out-of-distribution or off-of-defect (OOD) samples, i.e. those lying away from the support of the true data
distribution, can be used to probe the data submanifold itself. That is, how do expectations of OOD samples with
respect to the joint distribution formed by the parameters spanning the directions along the submanifold and the
directions normal to it characterize the submanifold structure? Addressing these questions requires methods familiar
from the study of correlation functions in defect CFTs.

One of the defect CFT techniques that we will employ to gain deeper insight into the structure of correlation
functions for these novel conformal defects from NNs is the decomposition of ‘ambient fields’ in the spectrum of
‘defect fields’, which draws from the defect operator product expansion (OPE). The lack of an NN-FT operator
formalism notwithstanding, the defect OPE is a useful analogy, as it allows the correlation functions of fields ‘sourced’
in the ambient space to be expressed in terms of defect degrees of freedom transforming in specific representations
of the lower-dimensional conformal symmetry group, which depending on the embedding may or may not include
rotational symmetries in the directions normal to the submanifold. By organizing correlation functions in terms of
their quantum numbers under the defect symmetries, we will be able to reconstruct correlation functions of ambient
fields in higher-dimensional input spaces from linear combinations of expectations taken with respect to smaller (i.e.
defect) networks with specific weights.

In the present work, we propose a methodology to construct conformal symmetry breaking layers in NN-FTs and
thereby incorporate conformal defects into the general paradigm. We briefly review the necessary components of
building conformal fields from NNs and how defects fit into the embedding space formalism in § II. In § III, we
synthesize these concepts into a framework for building conformal defects of arbitrary codimension from NNs. With
this formalism in hand, we explore two classes of toy models to elucidate its utility in § IV. We then recapitulate our
findings and discuss future directions in § V. In App. A, we collect intermediate results that are useful for computing
two-point functions in the toy models that we consider.

II. BACKGROUND

In this section, we briefly review the concepts necessary to construct conformal fields in the NN-FT paradigm and
their extension to conformal defects, as well as set the notation used in the later sections. We begin by covering the
basic notions of the embedding space formalism and its utility in building conformal fields from neural networks [3].
We then summarize how conformal defects are encoded in the embedding space framework [9].

A. NN-FTs for conformal fields

To begin, let us recall the basic logic of the NN-FT formalism [3]. Central to both the ML and FT descriptions are
random functions, i.e. function-valued random variables. On the ML side, a choice of network architecture defines
a family of functions {® : X — R | © € P} over the input space X, where the parameters ©® undergo a random
initialization © ~ P, for a probability measure P over the parameter space P. Hence, under random initialization,
®(X) defines a random function. We will henceforth use the simpler notation ®(X) and leave the ©-dependence
implicit. In a Euclidean (Q)FT, fields ®(X) are modeled as random distributions from a probability space to a
configuration space, which is typically the dual of Schwartz space over the Euclidean spacetime. In such theories, the
action functional S[®] constructs a Gibbs-type probability measure D® e~ [®] where D® denotes the path integral
measure, a heuristic analogue of the Lebesgue measure on the infinite-dimensional space of field configurations. Given
this probabilistic model for the field, and given an external source J(X) — a Schwartz test function — one defines
the generating functional Z[J] for correlation functions as a path integral over field configurations,

Z[J] = /D<I> e—S[(b]-i—fddX J(X)2(X) (1)

This notion also extends to Lorentzian QFTs satisfying the Wightman axioms [12], via analytic continuation in time
from Osterwalder-Schrader Euclidean theories [13]. A correspondence can be established between the field ®(X) of a
Euclidean field theory at a point X and the output of a neural network given an input X, which, as above, we also

I Note that it is not guaranteed that the intrinsic topology of the ‘data submanifold’ coincides with the (pullback) subset topology in the
ambient space. Hence, it is not always the case that there is a smooth embedding.



denote ®(X); the path integral Z[J] can then be interpreted as an expectation value over network realizations,

Z[J) = / e P(0) e/ "X JX)2(0

— Eop [efddX J(X)@(X)} ’ 2)

which serves as a moment generating functional (MGF) of the random function ®. In this formulation, the QFT
path integral and the neural network ensemble average play analogous roles. In particular, the action functional S[®]
which weighs field configurations in the QFT finds its formal analogue, on the NN side, in the initialization law P
that weighs the network parameters.

Taking the definition of a field within the NN-FT paradigm to be the specification of the network architecture —
e.g. in the perceptron ®(X) = h(@ - X + b), the specification of weights w;, biases b;, and non-linearities h( - ) —
then it is clear that the correlation functions of the FT can be computed from the moments of P(©) as follows,

(B(X1) ... B(X,) = /d@ P(©) (X1)- - B(X,)
=Eo~p [P(X1) - @(Xy)] - (3)

If one wishes to consider this new approach to defining an FT through its description in the parameter space P,
then it is natural to inquire about the ways in which symmetries are encoded in an NN. As an example, let us consider
the perceptron model as a scalar field under the action of translations. The field theoretic translation X — X + a of
the background space(time) coordinates, for a € R, is understood in the NN picture as a translation of the network’s
inputs; therefore, demanding translational invariance requires that the biases transform as b— b0 =b+1i- a, so
that d® P(©) — d©’ P(©’). Hence, in the NN parameter space description, symmetry transformations of the inputs
X — X’ are realized through the capacity of the NN parameters to compensate transformations © — @’ in such a
way as to leave the expectations Eg.p(e)[®(X1)...] invariant. The logic can be extended from the simple example
of translations to include all of the Poincaré symmetries [3, 4, 6] and conformal symmetries [7].

As a brief aside, we note that global symmetries act differently in the context of NN-FT's since they are transforma-
tions in field (or network) space rather than in the input or parameter spaces. For instance, if we consider the analog
of an O(N) model of NN-FTs, we would have a collection of architectures ®,(X) that are rotated into one another,
Dp(X) = Rp*@o(X) by R € O(N). The concept of global symmetries occurs naturally in the context of defects in
NN-FTs, but its appearance is incidental to breakings of the symmetries of the input space which preserve a global
subgroup of normal bundle symmetries; we will momentarily forgo further discussion on this topic, only to return to
itin § V.

Let us now return to the realization of conformal fields in NN-FTs. An obstruction to simply extending the logic of
encoding Poincaré symmetries to global conformal symmetries is that, for a given CFT defined on a flat d-dimensional
manifold, the Euclidean (Lorentzian, resp.) global conformal symmetry group SO(d + 1,1) (SO(d,2), resp.) acts
non-linearly on fields. Fortunately, it is possible to bypass this issue by extending the d-dimensional (Euclidean)
background to d + 2 dimensions by adding one spacelike and one timelike direction. In the resulting embedding space,
the d-dimensional conformal symmetries act linearly, as they are induced by the Lorentz symmetries of the (d + 2)-
dimensional background [14]. Within this higher-dimensional space, one identifies its null cone and quotients it by
non-zero rescalings. The d-dimensional CFT is defined on the resulting space, which is referred to as the projective
null cone (PNC). The Poincaré section (PS) selects a unique representative from each projective equivalence class,
i.e., it embeds R? < PNC. As reviewed below, the embedding space formalism offers a straightforward method to
compute correlation functions in CFTs.

Let us make this discussion somewhat more concrete. Consider a CFT defined on a flat d-dimensional background
M = R? with coordinates {x”}ﬁzl and endowed with the Euclidean metric producing the line element ds* =

§,dztda”. Its embedding space R4T11 has coordinates { XM }‘]i\/ﬁl and is endowed with the Minkowski metric with
line element ds? = nyNydXMdXY, which we take to have mostly plus signature (4+ + ...+ —+). We will mostly
employ lightcone coordinates X = (X+, X, z#), where X* = X9+2 4+ X9+1  The PNC is then the locus defined
by the projective condition X ~ AX, for A € R\ {0}, and by the null condition X? = X - X = 0, where - denotes
the invariant scalar product with respect to the metric 7y, n. The physical theory is recovered on the PS defined by
X ~ (1,22, 2#). This construction is visualized in Fig. 1.

As mentioned above, the generators of the conformal symmetries on the PS are induced by the Lorentz symmetry
generators of the embedding space, which are of the form Jyny = Xp0n — Xn0ys- Pulling back to the PS, spatial
rotations L;; correspond to the transformations which stabilize points on the PNC, i.e. the subgroup of the full
stabilizer group preserving the projective and null conditions, which is generated by J;;. Translations P, correspond



X+:—1

NC = {X e R¥11 | X2 =0}

X, =1

FIG. 1: A visual representation of the null cone NC C R%**%!. The Poincaré section (PS) X1 = 1 and its antipodal locus
X4 = —1 are shown in red; they select a unique representative from each projective orbit X ~ AX within each section. An
example of such a null ray is shown in black.

to boosts along X, which are generated by J,,+, while the special conformal transformations K, are induced by the
generator J,_. Lastly, dilatations D, i.e. scale transformations, originate from J, _.

The extended background space(time) (i.e. input space) symmetries impose strong constraints on observables such
as the connected correlation functions of conformal fields, or rather expectations of the form E[®(X;)...®(X,)].
In particular, in a d-dimensional CFT, conformal symmetry is constraining enough that the two-point function of
scalar fields ®, and ®;, with respective scaling dimension (i.e. eigenvalue under dilatations) A, and Ay, is uniquely
determined? to be

_ 6ab 5ab

- 24, & A, 0 (4)
|21 — 2?0 (X7 - Xp)Re

where the last relation is an equality only up to numerical factors. Similarly, the three-point function of scalar fields

in a CFT is also highly constrained, but it nevertheless contains important physical information. For three scalar
fields ®,, &y, ., conformal symmetry fixes the following form,

(Pa(w1)Pp(22))

Cabc
(P (21)Pp(22)Pc(23)) = 21 — Za|Bat BB |1y — g BrTBe—Ba|g; — zg|BatBboBy (5)

The constant Cyp. appearing in the three-point function is the operator product expansion (OPE) coefficient. Higher-
point functions are less constrained, in that they can determined by kinematics only up to functions of the conformal
cross ratios

2)

4) P.S. |21 — 3U2|2|333 - $4|2

- (X0 Xo)(X5 - X4) ps
(X1 X3) (X2 Xa) |21 — 23Pfwe — 2 (©)
v (X3 - X4)(Xo - X3) ps. |21 — x3)?|xy — a3
(X1 X3)(X2 - Xy) |1 — 23]2|ze — 4]
where ™= indicates restriction to the Poincaré section. For example, the four-point function of scalars ®,,...,®, in

the scalar channel is [15]

(B ()0 () B () Bl = (12Tl )0 (el )2 9(u,v) -
T e T |21 — @4 |1 — 23] Ty — Ta|PatBe|pg — py|Retha

2 Here we only write the contribution from spinless, primary operators within the OPE; where by ‘primary’ we are referring to the state
created by acting with the operator O on the conformal vacuum that is annihilated by generators of special conformal transformations,
ie. K,|O) = 0. In a general CFT, there will be contributions from spin-¢ primaries alongside the entire tower of descendants. For
the purposes of this lightning review, we will make similar truncations for the three- and four-point functions. See [15] for a thorough
discussion.



Typically, in CFTs, one must appeal to the OPE in order to find expressions for g(u, v) that can be constrained by the
‘crossing symmetry’ reflecting the equivalent ways of applying the OPE pairwise on the fields. The reduced functions
that appear in the OPE expansion and that are related to the function g(u,v) appearing above are called conformal
blocks. Remarkably, in NN-FTs there are simple toy models in which the function g(u,v), and hence the conformal
blocks, can be directly computed [7].

Let us pause here for a moment to consider in greater detail the appearance of Cyp. and the relation of the four-
point function g(u,v) to the OPE through its expansion in conformal blocks; let us think about the implications for
importing the OPE language into the context of NN-FTs. In ordinary QFTs and CFTs, the OPE is a well-defined
concept and plays a vital role in the study of the spectra of such theories. As a quick reminder, for two CFT operators
O, of scaling dimension A,, one inserted at the origin and the other at a distance x; away, and provided there are
no other operator insertions within a ball of radius x1, there is an equivalent expression in terms of an expansion in
primary operators O of scaling dimension A and the tower of their descendants

O1(21)02(0) ~ > Crao(21,0:)0(x)| . (8)
@]

z—0

The precise form of the coefficient Cyp, namely its dependence on the insertion point z; and the raising operators P,
is fixed by conformal symmetry. As an operator statement, the OPE can be employed in correlation functions, which
allows one to leverage analytic expressions for lower-rank correlation functions as constraints; whence the conformal
bootstrap program. In the context of this brief review, it is then clear how the form of the three-point function quoted
above arises and the role of Cpe.

The consequence of using this OPE language in the context of correlators of conformal fields will be explored in
greater detail below, but the expression in eq. (8) opens an interesting line of thought. The correlation of the outputs
of two network realizations acting on similar regions of input space — which in the NN-FT paradigm is understood
as two field insertions at nearby points in the background space(time) — is equivalent, in this OPE-like expansion,
to a (weighted) sum over the tower of expectations of the outputs of independent networks.

B. Conformal defects in embedding space

The insertion of a (flat) p-dimensional conformal defect in the embedding space formalism amounts to the (flat
space) symmetry breaking SO(d + 1,1) — SO(p + 1,1) x SO(q)n and the splitting TM — T, & NI, of the
tangent bundle T'M of the ambient space into tangent and normal bundles to the defect’s worldvolume 90,,. Lifting
to the projective null cone PNC C R4*+11 the embedding space coordinates { X} now split into two sets:

(XM} = (X} u{XT}, (9)

where the coordinates X4 are tangential to the uplifted defect worldvolume, while the coordinates {)? I} are normal
to it. Furthermore, the breaking of the full global conformal symmetry group implies that the quadratic form X - Y
is no longer a scalar under the reduced symmetry group. Instead, due to the orthogonality of the decomposition, it
splits into the sum of an SO(p + 1, 1)-invariant product, denoted by e, and an SO(q) y-invariant one, denoted by o,
as follows:

X Y=XeY+XoY. (10)

Given the breaking of the global conformal symmetry group to its defect subgroup and the accompanying decom-
position of the scalar product into tangential and normal components, one can expect novel features to arise in defect
CFTs compared to stand-alone CFTs. Firstly, one can now distinguish between degrees of freedom that live in the
higher-dimensional ambient space M and those constrained to the defect submanifold 9, which also gives rise to new
ambient-to-defect couplings. Secondly, the constraints on correlation functions can change drastically. For example,
in an ordinary d-dimensional CFT, a scalar primary O(z) cannot have a non-trivial one-point function (O(x)), as
this would violate the conformal symmetry. However, in a defect CFT, the broken symmetries allow a scalar primary
inserted in the ambient space at a distance x in the normal directions away from the defect submanifold to have a
non-trivial one-point function, albeit this is determined up to an overall constant,

bo bo
<OA(:EJ_)> ||XHOA ‘-/Ej_lA s (11)

where we introduced the shorthand || X||, := vVX o X. The constant bo is related to the coupling of the ambient
operator O to the defect degrees of freedom.



As in ordinary CFTs, it is useful to express defect correlation functions in terms of defect conformal cross ratios.
Since there are now mixed correlators with arbitrary numbers of ambient and defect fields, the space of defect cross
ratios is much larger [9, 10, 16]. In the toy models discussed below, we will only compute correlation functions with
up to two (ambient or defect) fields, and thus it will suffice to define the common cross ratios

2X, 0 X. X;0X
it et B cospp = ——1 2 (12)
[ X100 [[X2llo X1l [ X2]lo
It can be surmised from the appearance of the ambient-to-defect coupling in the one-point function of eq. (11) that
there is a defect version of the OPE that expands ambient operators in terms of defect primaries and their towers of

descendants.? Explicitly, for a scalar primary operator O in a unitary defect CFT with scaling dimension A > 0,
we can expand an ambient insertion in terms of the defect spectrum as [9, 10]

Op = ZZ(_l)n bO@ F(A +1- ]22)
Os ™

220 X[[7272" T(n 4+ DT(A + 1 +n — )
where V2 is the Laplacian along the defect submanifold, b, 5 is the ambient-defect coupling, s is the SO(q)n quantum
number, w is a transverse polarization vector

X:

(V)" (wo D) Of , . (13)

~

Oz, =uw" o Opgeiy i, (4

for a defect operator (5£ , with transverse spin s satisfying w ow = 0, and 7/ = X'/||X|| is a unit normal to the

defect submanifold. The sum over n > 0 spans the tower of descendants from the defect primary at n = 0, i.e. (53 o
Looking back to eq. (11), the overall coefficient can be identified with the coupling to the defect identity operator,
bo = b(gn.

III. CONFORMAL DEFECTS IN NN-FTS

In this section, we present a method to build NNs that realize defect conformal symmetry. This construction is
inspired by certain approaches that formulate defect CFTs as deformations of theories with larger ambient global
conformal symmetry groups. That is, we begin with a NN-FT that realizes a global SO(d + 1,1) symmetry. In
the parameter space language reviewed above, this implies considering a probability distribution P(©) which is
invariant under d-dimensional rotations, translations, scaling, and special conformal transformations. In the input
space, which we take to be M = R?, we can think of this more naturally in the FT language, wherein the conformal
transformations of a field ®(X) correspond to spacetime symmetries. Hence, our objective within this section is
to formalize the embedding of a p-dimensional submanifold 901, < M in the input and parameter space pictures
of an NN-FT; this will be accomplished by modifying the architecture and parameter distribution in such a way
as to realize at least an SO(p + 1,1) C SO(d + 1,1) symmetry. We will see that generic choices that break the
higher-dimensional conformal symmetries do not lead to features that typically characterize conformal defects, such
as non-trivial one-point functions for ‘scalar primaries’ and defect rotational symmetry, but it is nevertheless possible
to judiciously choose an architecture and a factorization of P(©) that manifest the maximal conformal subgroup
SO(p+1,1) x SO(d—p)y € SO(d+1,1).

Consider a conformal field ®(X) constructed from an NN acting on an input space spanned by the restriction of
the embedding space coordinates {X} to a physical point on the Poincaré section. As reviewed in § IT A, one of the
constraints imposed on the choice of architecture by the presence of conformal symmetry? is that ®(X) = ®a(X)
must be a homogeneous function of X with scaling weight A, i.e. ®A(X) — ®PA(AX) = A"2®A(X) under scale
transformations X — AX. Since our aim is to preserve a p-dimensional conformal subgroup, with p < d, we require
that any conformal defect constructed from an NN must similarly be a homogeneous function of the subset of inputs

3 Though it may seem odd at first glance that a single operator admits an OPE, one can utilize a sort of ‘method of images’ for defect
CFTs and rationalize the defect OPE of a single ambient insertion through its interaction with its ‘image’ operator constrained by
the particular conditions placed on fields in the limit of restriction to the defect submanifold [17]. A useful mnemonic is that for
ambient insertions away from the defect there is a sort of ‘doubling’ by the image operator, and hence, one-point functions of ambient
operators have structures similar to those of two-point functions in ordinary CFTs. Similarly, two-point functions of ambient operators
are reminiscent of four-point functions in ordinary CFTs, and so on.

While it is not a question that we directly address in the current work, should we allow for the architecture ®s,;. s;(X) to transform
in a non-trivial, symmetric traceless, spin-J representation of SO(d) C SO(d+ 1, 1), i.e. a spinning conformal field, there are additional
constraints afforded by the conformal symmetry group in the form of transversality with respect to a set of auxiliary vectors z% encoding
the spin of the field, e.g. 2°1®s, s, = 0. We will take up this question in future work.

™



spanning M, — R? [9]. Further, if the additional normal bundle symmetry is preserved, then we also require that
the network architecture transforms in an irreducible representation labeled by the ‘transverse spin’ s.

With these conditions in mind, we can begin to construct conformal defects from NNs. The first requirement in the
parameter-space representation is that P(©) be chosen such that it is invariant under the defect conformal symmetry
group. This is clearly a necessary condition, but it is not sufficient to meet all of the criteria above.

To illustrate this point, let us consider a d-dimensional conformal field ® A (X) with scaling dimension A transforming
as a scalar under SO(d), and with a parameter distribution P(©) that is invariant under SO(d+1,1), e.g. Pa(X) =
PA(O-X) and P(©) = N (O | 0,0%1,). Now, let us fix the architecture and simply replace P(0) with a distribution
P’(©) which is invariant under SO(p + 1,1) x SO(¢)n C SO(d + 1,1). In order to render the defect symmetries
manifest in the architecture, we split © - X — © ¢ X + © o X. The one-point function of ®(X) with parameters
O ~ P’ is then

Eop: [®a(X)] = /d@ P'(©) dA(OeX +00X). (15)

If ® o X # 0, then this one-point function should take the form of eq. (11). However, this functional form is not
guaranteed, and unless the non-linearity is chosen carefully, it is not clear that the integral will (i) be non-vanishing,
(ii) have definite scaling dimension A under the defect conformal symmetry group, and (iii) result in a form that
can be organized into irreducible representations of SO(q)y. Indeed, even in the simple case of the toy models that
we consider below, namely ®A(X) = (6 - X)~2 with A < 0 and a factorized P(©) = P(©)P(0©) with P (P, resp.)
invariant under SO(p +1,1) (SO(q)n, resp.), the integral above does not result in a simple monomial in 1/|X o X|2.
However, we will see below that there is a scheme in which to interpret correlation functions of ‘ambient fields’ where
the appearance of linear combinations of such terms is a feature, rather than a bug.

This insufficiency of a simple modification of the parameter distribution suggests that, in order to realize a conformal
defect in an NN-FT, we must also allow for alterations of the architecture which fully capture the reduced symmetries.
Naively, we could factorize ®(X) into the product of two auxiliary architectures

(X) = p(X)p(X) , (16)

where §(X) = @(© e X) and ¢(X) = $(0 o X) act on the tangent and normal spaces to the defect in the embedding
space, respectively. We would then require that the factorized architecture transform with definite scaling weight
A under SO(p + 1,1) Weyl rescalings, i.e. ®a(AX) = A"2FA(X), and that 3(X) transform in an irreducible
representation of SO(q)y labeled by its transverse spin s. The construction of an arbitrary defect is then specified
by the choice of an appropriate parameter distribution P’(0) and auxiliary architectures @ and @.

In generalizing eq. (16), we can take inspiration from the defect OPE, and instead decompose the ‘ambient field’
into a sum over pairs (p, ). Let us pause here for a moment to consider the implications of the above form of
DA (X). Drawing from eq. (13), we propose that, generically, the NN architecture

DA(X) =D bz Ba(X)F(X) (17)
A,s

engineers a conformal defect. Though the concept of expanding in the tower of ‘primaries’ is straightforward and
easy to understand from the NN perspective,® we leave the exploration of ‘spinning’ blocks and descendants for future
work.

For a certain class of theories, which we refer to as ‘monomial’ in the following section, we observe that the sum
over (3, s) terminates at a finite order, dependent on the dimension A of the ambient field ® 5. The decomposition of
® A into the form of eq. (17), together with the modified parameter distribution P’(©) suited to the defect conformal
symmetries, will allow us to compute the one- and two-point correlation functions for both ambient ®a(X) and
defect @z (X) fields. Importantly, for the (®a, (X1)®a,(X2)) correlator, the truncation of this OPE-like expansion
in the defect channel will allow us to easily find closed-form expressions for the defect couplings and conformal blocks
order-by-order in A and s, by iteratively solving the SO(p+1,1) and SO(q)n Casimir equations. On the other hand,
the same will not be true for the so-called ‘reciprocal’ theories, for which, as expected, the defect OPE contains an
infinite number of terms for any value of A > 0.

5 It should be stressed that what we are referring to as a ‘primary’ in the NN sense does not easily map on to a ‘primary’ in the CFT sense.
Here, we simply mean that a (scalar) ‘primary’ NN is an architecture ® o whose expectations have the form of correlation functions of
(scalar) primary operators; in particular, the two-point function. We leave addressing the subtle points about conformal representation
theory in NN-FTs to future work.



IV. EXAMPLES

In this section, we present concrete models that demonstrate the utility of the formalism presented above. In
particular, we will focus on a single family of models of the form ®A(X) = (© - X)~2. Throughout, we consider
network parameters drawn from an isotropic Gaussian distribution © ~ P = A(0,021,), and we treat the cases with
positive and negative scaling dimension separately. The latter class of toy models will be presented first, as it offers
a direct path to computing expectations in the NN. Since these theories are characterized by —A =: o > 0, we will
make a useful, albeit abusive, distinction by referring to them as ‘monomial’ theories, as opposed to the ‘reciprocal’
theories making up the A > 0 class. We will explore the latter in a later subsection.

A. Monomial NN-FTs

In this section, we use the formalism discussed above to introduce conformal defects in a class of A < 0 theories
studied in [7]. We compute correlation functions involving both ambient and defect fields. In doing so, we will show
that the two-point correlation functions of ambient-ambient and ambient-defect fields are exactly solvable in terms of
hypergeometric functions [9]. This will allow us to easily compare the resulting expressions to the expectations derived
from the defect OPE, and compute exact analytic expressions for the defect conformal blocks. Lastly, motivated by
the solution to the Casimir equations in the defect channel, we will propose a direct NN interpretation in terms of
the spectrum of defect fields organized according to SO(p+ 1,1) x SO(¢)ny quantum numbers.

The first example that we will consider in order to ground our discussion and illustrate the main points of our
formalism is given by the following ambient network architecture

P (X) = (X-0), (18)

where we defined o := —A > 0, i.e. the negative of the scaling weight under the action of dilatations, for notational
simplicity. For the remainder of this section, we will only consider the case a € N, but for monomial theories, the
analytic continuation to a € R is straightforward. By breaking the ambient global conformal symmetry group to its
defect subgroup, we decompose into sub-architectures @ and @, respectively encoding ‘defect” and ‘normal’ networks
as in eq. (13). The preservation of defect conformal symmetry constrains the form of the sub-architectures to be
homogeneous polynomials in X ¢ © and X o O, respectively. To make this clear, we can use eq. (10) and the binomial
expansion of ®,(X) to determine the structure of ¢ and ¢ as follows,

[e3

a_ la+1)
X-O0"=) FE T8t D

a=0

(X «©)%(X 00)* 7, (19)

As described above, we also require an appropriate deformation of the distribution of network parameters. For
simplicity, we assume that P(©) factorizes into

P(©) = N(O | Upr2,51,12) N(O | 04,51,) =: P(©)P(O) , (20)
i.e. the parameters in X ¢© (X 0©, resp.) are distributed according to a multivariate Gaussian distribution with zero

mean and isotropic variance & (7, resp.). With these choices of factorization of P(®) and decomposition of @, (X),
we will compute various correlation functions involving both ambient and defect fields.

One-point functions
To begin, let us compute, as a sanity check, the one-point function of the defect field $,(X) = (X ¢ ©)%. We find

(P(X)) = Ep (o) [P(X)] ~ 5°(X ¢ X)7/2. (21)

Since the field @(X) is restricted to the submanifold defined by X o X = 0, and so X ¢ X FS. 0, the pullback of
(p(X)) to the Poincaré section vanishes unless & = 0. This finding is in line with the expectation that the only
SO(p + 1, 1)-scalar, defect-localized field with non-vanishing one-point function is the identity operator.
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Proceeding with the more interesting case of the one-point function of an ambient scalar field ®,(X), we use the
binomial expansion to find

[0}
Pla+1) ~ s
(I) X ZE CI) X = — — EA |:X @OA:|EN |:X @aa:|
(@0 = Brce (2000 = 3 rra i a7 Ere (X207 Ere [(X00)
I'2a+1) 9 ps. I'2a+1) 5 9
=—"(6°X e X XoX)¥ = ———~ — X5 - 22
e X e X 47X 0 X)n P S (6" %) X (22)
In moving from the first to the second line, we note that the expectation values E[...] are only non-vanishing if @ € 2N

and a—a € 2N. In the final equality, we restrict to the Poincaré section. In contrast to the defect-localized field p(X),

the ambient field ®,(X) is not restricted to the submanifold X o X =4 0, and we see that the one-point function
of this defect architecture is precisely of the form that one would expect for the one-point function of an ambient
scalar of dimension @ = —A in the presence of a conformal defect [9]. One further point to note is that the overall
normalization vanishes when ¢ = 7: in that case, the defect becomes trivial.

In the binomial expansion in the first line of eq. (22), we see a structure similar to that of the defect OPE. Indeed,
looking back to eq. (13) and dropping the towers of descendants (n = 0), we can draw a direct analogy with

Dy (X) = Z bopPa—a(X)Pa(X) . (23)

Then, taking $5(X) = (X ¢ ©)% and §, = (X 0 ©)*, as well as truncating the defect spectrum to @ < a, we recover
%'

What is particularly interesting about the one-point function for this monomial theory is that the expansion in
defect fields truncates at a finite order. Typically, in defect CFTs, the one-point function of a scalar primary expanded
into the defect OPE requires an infinite tower of defect primaries. Looking back to the ambient theory on its own,
the finite nature of this expansion may not be as surprising; indeed, the ‘non-unitary’ o = 1 theory in [7] had exactly
solvable conformal blocks in the four-point function expressible as a sum of a few monomials in the cross ratios. In
the following subsection, where we consider the two-point function, which in the case of two ambient insertions is the
analog of the ambient theory four-point function; we also find relatively simple, exact expressions, and again find that
an expansion in terms of defect two-point functions terminates at a finite order.

the result above, with by s =

Two-point functions

We now compute two-point functions of the form E [®,(X)*3(X)*~*] with k € {0,1,2}. That is, in the language
of defect CFTs, we consider defect-defect, mixed defect-ambient, and ambient-ambient two-point functions. Due to
the residual SO(p + 1, 1) symmetry, the defect-defect (i.e. k = 0) case is straightforward to read off:

~ ~ P.S. ~ ~28 a
Ep o) [Pa: (X1)Pa,(X2)] = a5, T(@1 +1)5%% (X1 @ X2) (24)

which is simply the two-point function one would expect from SO(p + 1, 1)-invariant NN conformal fields [7].
Less trivial is the mixed correlation function, given by k& = 1. Nevertheless, we can use the binomial expansion of
©s(X) (or the defect OPE), as in the case of the one-point function, to find

(651) —+ 1)
F(Oél — a1+ 1)

E [®a, (X1)Ba, (X2)] = Y G +1;)( Epe) [(X1 .@)al(xg.@)az] Epo) [(X1 o@)aﬁal} . (25)
a1=0

We can then restrict to the Poincaré section and exploit the defect-defect expectation value in eq. (24) to compute
the expectation with respect to P(©) and collapse the sum to find a non-vanishing result only if as < ay:
P.S. F(Oq + 1)1“(&2 + 1),\2a2

E (@, (X1)0m (X)) "~ 2 T 0 (X e Xo) M B (0 @)ma] (26)

The remaining expectation is non-vanishing only if a; — dy =: 2a32 € 2N, whence

P.S. 2‘11282a21“(a1 + l)

ERa(X0%0 (X)) = gy @ - F) Il e Xy (27)
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The last case of two-point functions left to consider is the ambient-ambient (i.e. k = 2) channel; compared to the
cases above, this will require a somewhat greater amount of care, but it will also open up an interesting interpretative
framework on the NN side, due to the emergence of defect conformal blocks. Although we will find an exact closed-
form expression for this two-point function, it will be useful, in order to develop the interpretive framework in the
NN picture, to also employ a description in terms of the defect OPE. We can use the binomial expansion as in the
previous cases, and pull back to the Poincaré section to find

E[®q, (X1)®a, (Xa)] = [Xa[[** | X2l|** F(x, ) (28)

where we have used the conformal cross ratios in eq. (12). Using the intermediate results in App. A, the sums resulting
from the binomial expansions have been expressed in

FO6¥) = T(ar + T (as + 1) QZ OZ S )T e gt (2) ™ cosme, (29)

d1=0dy=0m1,m2

where we defined

2 2C72117b O_aer

[(c+ DO(=52)T(*=5*2)

ab —
Tab =

with T (Y, resp.) indicating & (G, resp.) and the restricted sum

min(dy,d2) min(a; —di,a2—ds)

X=X > : (31)

mi,mo m1=0 mo=0
di—m1€E2N  «a1—di—mo€2N
do—m1E2N  as—dos—mo€2N

We can then resum f(x, ) using hypergeometric functions (w.l.o.g., choosing a; > «as)

F(OZQ + ].)

agtaq
2

Q1 — @2

(@2 =3%) "= IXa ]I 1 Xallg? (262 cos v —5%x) ™ x (32)

E[®q, (X1)®a,(X2)] =

2 F(al—gg+2)
« oF, (10@ Ly ar—ap+2 4(52 — 52%)? >’

2 727 2 " (262 cosp — 52x)?

where the right-hand side is non-vanishing only if a7 + as € 2N, and where 5 F; denotes the Gaussian hypergeometric
function. Note that choosing as > 7 instead amounts to exchanging the indices 1 <+ 2.

As an aside, we note that it is possible to bypass the binomial expansion and instead derive eq. (32) in a different
fashion. Specifically, if we denote the covariance matrix for the joint multivariate normal distribution by ¥ =
diag(%1,41,021,), we can define the moment generating function (MGF) for the two-point correlation function as

M(s,t) =E [ele.@thXQ.@] _ e%(s2Xf2X1+t2X;FEX2)+stX;FEX2 7 (33)

where X X X; = 52X, e X; + 52X, o X;. Then, functionally differentiating with respect to the ‘sources’ s and t,

g1 9
E (0o, (X1)0a,(X2)] = 5= 2 M(s,0)] (34)
s=t=0

using the trinomial expansion to extract the s*'t“2 term, and resumming the result, we find exactly the same expression
in eq. (32). This method of computing the correlation functions will be particularly useful in analytically continuing
to positive scaling dimensions, A = —a > 0, in the following subsection.

Having computed the exact form for the ambient-ambient two-point function, we can now proceed to compare
with what we would find by employing the ‘defect OPE’. In standard defect CFTs, the two-point function (O 0s) of
ambient scalar primaries can be computed by taking the OPE in two different channels related by crossing symmetry,
namely the defect and ambient channels [9]

(01(X1)05(X2)) = [ X1 ]2 1 X20122 Y by 5bag fa,s (X ) (defect)
O,s
i (35)

= &7 X2 1Xa192 Y | Crokt fay s (6,9) ,  (ambient)

k,J
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where in the ambient channel it is more convenient to employ the cross ratio

2X; - X

_ 36
&= ~Txi0L TXall (36)

than the aforementioned cross ratio x. The block appearing in each summand must satisfy the appropriate Casimir
equation: SO(p+1,1) x SO(q)y for the defect channel and SO(D + 1, 1) for the ambient channel. Because the defect
symmetry factorizes into a product group, the Casimir equations for the tangent and normal bundle symmetries can
be solved independently [9].

Focusing firstly on the defect channel, the ambient Casimir operator Jy;nJMY = X[MQN]X[MaN] decomposes into
the SO(p+1,1) Casimir J45JAB and the SO(q)y Casimir J;;J77. Defining Ca.s = a(@—p)+s(s+q—2), we need
to simultaneously solve the eigenvalue equations

(jABjAB + 20&@)}%,5 =0 (373)
(JrsJ +2Co ) fas =0 . (37h)
Before proceeding with the more general case a; # s, let us consider a simple example that will illustrate an
interpretation of these defect blocks. In particular, consider the limiting case a3 = as = @. When a =1,
9 o2
FO9) =% cosyp — —-x . (38)

With some algebraic manipulations, we can easily rearrange this in to defect blocks that satisfy the appropriate Casimir
equations with specified SO(p + 1,1) scaling weight @ and SO(q)y spin s. Since oy = o, we denote b, 50,5 =: ba,s
and find

FOxv) = 3o,oj?o,o +31,0J?1,0 +30,2J?0,2

52 52 52 (39)
=—+ (—>x+(qcosw—1) :
q 2 q
In the case a = 2,
f(x, 1) = 26" cos® o + %X2 — 26262y cos v + (62 —5%)? . (40)

Choosing the s > 0 and a > 0 branches, we can write
FOGY) =boofoo +b1,0f1,0 +bo2fo2+bi2fi2 +b2of20+boafoa (41)
where the defect blocks j}i,s and couplings /l;&,s are given by

254 N 654
p+2 qd+q)’

Bo,of()}o = (32 - 52)2 +

~ ~ g~ 0
biofi0=— X
q
~ o~ 1264
bo,2fo2 = (gcostp — 1),
(g +4) (42)
~ =~ 26252
biafie=— 7 x(geosy — 1),
~ o~ ot 4
b - 7( 2 - ) )
2,0f2,0 5 (X 5 p

_60081/} 3 )
g+4  (a+2)(¢+4)/ "

b074f0,4 = 2(/7\4 ( COS2

Generalizing to arbitrary a; = ag, a block with arbitrary SO(p + 1,1) and SO(q)n quantum numbers (@, s) takes
the form

~ & s l-a a 2—-2a—p 4 1-—2s 4—4s—q
fa,s = x” cos 7/)2F1< 5 ,—2727X2>2F1( 5 TS 5 asec¢> (43)
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as expected from symmetry arguments [9].

In these simple examples, we can find the basis for interpreting the defect conformal fields as a neural network. The
fundamental lesson that we would like to emphasize here is that explicitly breaking conformal symmetries realized
either in the space of inputs or parameters gives rise to a space of ‘fundamental’ networks, here represented by the
defect fields in the various ‘exchange channels’ labeled by their (@, s) quantum numbers. What the simple ambient-
ambient two-point function above demonstrates is that, unlike the expansion of the one-point function which could be
fully reconstructed from the s = 0 primaries, defect fields with non-zero spin under SO(q)n are crucial components
in the expansion of the ambient correlator in the defect spectrum. Operationally, on the NN side, this means that
in order to compute expectation values for any SO(d + 1, 1)-invariant network, e.g. n-point correlation functions,
with respect to a parameter distribution that only respects an SO(p 4+ 1,1) x SO(q)n symmetry, one can instead
consider a weighted sum of expectations of explicitly SO(p + 1, 1)-invariant, homogeneous networks with prescribed
scaling-weight parameters a transforming in specific irreducible representations of SO(q)n.

Solving the ambient channel, though guaranteed to be equivalent to the defect expansion by crossing symmetry,
is not generally possible, and often one needs to limit oneself to a lightcone expansion in order to find a closed-form
expression [9]. Moreover, this would require a careful analysis of the ambient ‘OPE-like’ expansion, which would in
turn necessitate a study of spinning NN conformal fields, i.e. fields with non-trivial SO(d + 1,1) spin, as opposed
to defect fields with transverse spin under the global SO(q)y symmetry. We leave the analysis of such spinning NN
conformal fields for future work.

B. Reciprocal NN-FTs

In this subsection, we construct defects from NNs with positive scaling dimensions. We consider fields of the form
PA(X) = (0 X)~2, where the parameters © are drawn from a Gaussian distribution. We will refer to such models
as ‘reciprocal’; in contrast to the monomial theories discussed in the previous sections. Note that, despite having
positive dimension, these theories are not necessarily unitary. For instance, a ‘free scalar’ NN field theory would need
to satisfy the usual bound A > % in order to be properly classified as ‘unitary’; here, we only restrict to dimensions
satisfying the weaker bound A > 0.

From the perspective of computing expectations over the network parameters, such reciprocal models are more
challenging due to the singularity at the origin of parameter space. Nevertheless, with standard techniques from the
study of QFTs, we can easily evaluate these expectations and compute correlators of the field ® in the presence of a

defect.

Defining the integral

As in the monomial case, we wish to consider correlators built from the product of two Gaussian distributions,
P(©) =N(©]0,6%1,:2) N(©]0,5%1,). Crucially, however, the positive nature of the scaling dimension A of the
NN architecture renders the naive integrals ill-defined. We can circumvent this problem by assigning a particular value
to these integrals, through a combination of analytic continuation and regularization. Let us describe this procedure
below.

Given an ambient conformal field ® with (positive) scaling dimension A, we may consider its formal expansion as
a series in the normal distance to the defect,

(B)n

n!

PA(X)=(XeO0+Xo00) 2 =" (=1)"¢-n(X)Pan(X) , (44)
n=0

where Payn(X) = (X @ ©)727" is a defect network and $_,(X) = (X 0 ©)" is a normal network, as in eq. (13).
This expansion displays two important structures. Firstly, for any A > 0, the only normal fields ¢ that contribute
to the ambient field ® are those with negative scaling dimension; hence, the reciprocal theory will mimic a monomial
theory in that subsector, with well-defined correlators given in terms of the moments of the Gaussian distribution
P(©) = N(© | 0,6%1,). The other important structure that appears in eq. (44) is a tower of defect fields @ with
strictly increasing (positive) scaling dimensions. This tower of fields starts at A > 0; therefore, it never crosses
the identity defect operator, which explains the trivial result for the one-point function of an ambient field insertion
detailed below.

Since correlators within the normal subsector are well-defined Gaussian integrals, we focus our attention on the
defect subsector, where one must assign values to the singular integrals of @, whose evaluation yields negative moments
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of the distribution. Indeed, a generic n-point correlator of defect fields takes the following form,

P(©)
(X100)21...(X,, e0)2n

G (A, A = / 20 (45)

Due to the singularities encountered at © e X; = 0, the integral above is ill-defined. Using the standard Feynman
parametrization

1 _ F(Al + to + An) / dnu 6(1 — Zz:l uk) HZ:l ukAkil (46)
[071]n

(X1 ° @)A1 (Xn ° @)An - F(A1) . ~-F(An) (22:1 Uk(Xk ° @))275:1 N

we can shift the divergence to the boundary of the u-integration region. In principle, further care must be taken upon
treating eq. (46), as it is only valid when all monomials © e X have the same sign. Nevertheless, as we will discuss
shortly, we can adopt a regularisation scheme which, by suitably removing all divergences, will allow us to forgo this
condition.

We define the n-point correlator to be the following regulated integral, for Ay > 0,

. DA A+ A Lo e e 00— S ) T up
G (AL, Ay 1= b gﬂd u/d 126 P(O) o i LS (47)

where we employ a particular regularization of the u-integral, denoted ffid"u, and an analytic continuation of the

Gaussian integral [ dP™?0 ﬁ(@) Whenever one of the scaling dimensions vanishes, we expect the n-point correlator
to(or)educe to an (n — 1)-point correlator. We will find this to indeed be the case. We also define the initial value
GY =1

The analytic continuation of the Gaussian integral can be directly computed as follows. Denote the wu-linear
combination of vectors by Z, where Z = >"/_, u;X). Without loss of generality, we can perform an SO(p + 2)
rotation on the network parameters to align the ©-basis vector with Z, leading to a simplification of the ©-integral
down to a one-dimensional Gaussian integral

(O peq un(Xp @ 0))2k=1 Ak

The principal value of this integral vanishes when A = Y7 | Ay € 2Z + 1; for every other value of A, we use the
analytic continuation from A < 0 to write

= (ZeZ) X i /d@Z P(07)0, =15 (48)

/d@z P(0,)6,° = %(2&2)—% (1_2A> . (49)

Performing the O-integration as described above leaves us with the following u-integral for the n-point correlator of
defect fields @,

1 (1—A> T(A 4+ A,)

G<n>(A1,...,An)=ﬁF 2 ) T(A1)---T(A,)

s <1Z> ] it~ 2022 (u) o Z() 3 (50)
k=1 k=1

lb>

where, as a reminder, we defined

Z(u) =Y up Xy and A=Ay, (51)
k=1

k=1

The u-integration is constructed as follows. We start by truncating the integration domain for each w-variable at
each end of the unit interval; with 0 < € < % describing this cutoff, the domain becomes n copies of the interval
[e,1 — €]. Then, consider the asymptotic series as € tends to zero, e — 0. Finally, isolate the coefficient in front of the
log-term as the result. Symbolically, this amounts to the following definition

gﬁd"u = / d™u
[e,1—€]™

: (52)

In(1/¢€)
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where - - |j,(¢) instructs one to keep the coefficient in front of the log-term only. This selection rule applied to the
hard-cutoff scheme ensures that any functional redefinition of €, € — ¢(v), will preserve the result. It also turns out
that any smooth, u +» 1 —u symmetric, and sufficiently rapidly vanishing regulating function . (u) also preserves the
log-term coeflicient, rendering our definition regulator-independent.

Let us illustrate this cut-off regularisation explicitly in the case of two w-integrals, corresponding to correlators
between two defect insertions. For now, let (A1, Ay) denote the u-integral part of G (A1, Ay),

_A1t+4o
2

I(A1, Ag) = gﬁdQU 6 (1 —uy —ug) ut SN Z () o Z(u))

Y-SR

— gﬁdu w1 —w) T (WX e Xy +2u(l —u) Xy e Xo + (1 —u)’ X e Xo) 7 . (53)

As these are correlators between defect fields, their insertions are restricted to lie on the defect Poincaré section. This
condition sets two of the terms to zero, and the u-integral becomes a regulated beta-function integral

Ay+Ag Ay =Dy Ag—Aq
I(A,Ar) = (2X, 0 Xy) ™ 2 %duu z t1l-w) 2z L (54)

The resulting asymptotic expansion, as € — 0, will generically depend on the values of A 5. However, the log-term
will be non-zero iff A; = Ay, which yields the result that will later be used to determine the defect-defect two-point
correlator,

I(A1, Ag) = 2(2X;  X5) 216a, A, - (55)

One-point functions

Having properly defined the integration of defect fields @ in eq. (50), we can evaluate the various correlators of
ambient and defect fields, ® and @. The one-point correlation functions of defect fields @ directly follow from the
definition of G™). Furthermore, one finds that for all A > 0, these vanish, as expected for any defect conformal
primary (c.f. eq. (11)). The expansion of the ambient field in terms of normal and defect ones in eq. (44) informs us
that the ambient field one-point function also vanishes,

E[p5(X)] =0 and E[®a(X)] = 0. (56)

This is may appear to be an amusing configuration, in that the coupling to the defect identity vanishes, but it reflects
the observation that the expansion never involves the identity defect field.

Two-point functions

Consider now the three classes of two-point functions E[pz (X1)93, (X2)], E[®a(X1)Pz(X2)], E[®Pa, (X1)Pa, (X2)].

The two-point function between defect fields @z is, by definition, the integral G®@ defined in eq. (50). A detailed
calculation of the u-integral was given in the previous subsection. The full correlator for A € R, reads

E[, (X1)8a, (X)] = F((EA)%X o Xo)Biig 4 (57)

where sec(rA) = (71)3 for A € N. Note that the prefactor is meromorphic in A; with poles at A, = 2ntl for n € N.
Up to a subtle point that we will address below, eq. (57) is precisely of the expected form for a conformal defect

two-point function. It also recovers the vanishing of the one-point functions, by taking the limit that either 31’2 — 0.
The subtlety that emerges is that the defect two-point function does not appear to respect reflection positivity for all
values of A. Indeed, on the interval sec(ﬁﬁ) flips sign as it crosses poles at odd half-integral values. Hence, if the
nearest integer to A is odd, sec(ﬁﬁ) < 0 and reflection positivity is not obeyed. We will expand on the generic failure
of positivity in the two-point function for certain values of A below.

Before addressing the issue concerning reflection positivity, let us evaluate the mixed ambient-defect two-point
function, which requires two separate steps. First, one expands the ambient field as in eq. (44) in terms of defect
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fields @. The mixed correlator becomes an infinite sum of ambient one-point and defect two-point functions. For the
former we use eq. (22) (or equivalently eq. (49)), while the latter is given in eq. (57). The resulting sum collapses
down to

A1 —Ao -~
277 sec(mAs) sRa-t

T(A)I(R2521 4 1)

E[®A(X1)P3,(X2)] = X152 2 (62X 0 Xo) ™22, Ay > A, (58)

and vanishes when A; > 32. Again, this has the structural form expected for a mixed ambient-defect correlator
respecting defect conformal symmetry. Also, we note that taking the ambient field to be the identity, and therefore
A1 — 0, recovers the vanishing of the one-point function for defect ﬁel/c\is, and trivially also recovers the vanishing of
the one-point function for ambient fields for any A; > 0 when taking Ay — 0.

Finally, the correlator between two ambient fields mirrors the construction of the ambient-defect two-point function.
One starts by expanding both ambient fields in terms of normal and defect ones. The correlator becomes an infinite
sum of normal and defect field two-point functions. For the former we use lemma A.2, while the latter is again given
in eq. (57). The resulting sum can then be recast into a hypergeometric form,

2

Ag—Aq
277 sec(mAq)
D(21552 + 1I(A)

A Aj+1 A—A 54| X1 ]12]| X2 |2
X 2F1 71’ 1 + ; 1 2 + 1, - o H 1”0” 2”0 5 , (59)
2 2 2 (0'2X1 OX2+02X1.X2)

for A1 4+ As even and Ay > As. The A; < A, case can be found by flipping Ay <> As and X7 < X5, When A + A
is odd, the above expression vanishes.

Before concluding, we note that we can equivalently express the two point function in terms of conformal defect
cross ratios:

E[®a, (X1)Pa,(X2)] = (62X, @ Xy + 52X 0 Xp) " B1gM 82| X, |81~ 22 x

Ao —A A2
27 " sec(mA)G A A2 (=3 L x + cos()) T
E[®a, (X1)Pa,(X2)] = — z
[(2582 + 1)(Ay) 111501 X215
Ay Aj+1 A=Ay (152 -
X QFl <27 5 N B) + 1, (25‘2X + COS(1/J) . (60)

Moreover, the functional dependence of E[®a, (X1)Pa,(X2)] on the cross ratios is essentially the same as in eq. (32),
with the replacement a; — —A;. Hence, the analysis of the conformal blocks proceeds in exactly the same way as
in the monomial case. The caveat here is that, unlike in the monomial class of theories, the defect OPE does not
truncate at finite order for fixed A;. This can be clearly seen from taking A; = Ay = 1 whence E[®a, (X1)Pa,(X2)] ~
1/ \/ (262 cosp — 62x)? — 464, and so leads to infinite power series expansions in small x or cos. Nevertheless, we
can resum the blocks to find the general solution to the defect Casimir equations [9], i.e. eq. (43).

C. Positivity in reciprocal NN-FT's

In ordinary Euclidean CFTs, reflection positivity is formulated by requiring that two-point functions of a field and
its adjoint define a non-negative quadratic form for any finite linear combination of insertions. In our NN-FT setting,
we adopt the following minimal analogue: a two-point kernel Ga (X1, X2) is called positive if, for any finite set of
Euclidean points X; and complex coeflicients c;,

Zéicj GA(XZ',XJ') 2 0. (61)
.7
We will refer to this as ‘positivity’ of the two-point function by abuse of language, without constructing the full
Osterwalder—Schrader framework.

In the NN-FT paradigm, let P(©) be a positive probability measure on parameter space, let Oa(X;0) be a
(complex-valued) functional of © at a point X in the input space. Assuming there is an antilinear involution acting
as conjugation on fields, i.e. R : Oa(X;0) = Oa(X;07) = OA(X;0), we see that the NN-FT two-point function
GA(Xi7 XJ) = Ep(@) [OA(X“ @) OA(XJ'; @)] satisfies

Z@‘Cj Ga(Xi, Xj) = Epe) “ Zci OA(Xi;@)‘Q >0, (62)

4,9
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which implies that, whenever the expectations are finite, the kernel G o is positive in the above sense. In the remainder
of this subsection, we determine, for the reciprocal theories of interest and for specific choices of priors P(©), the
range of A for which this probabilistic representation is valid, and how the two-point functions analytically continue
beyond that range once the bare ©-integrals cease to converge.

Real, projective prior

We first keep © real and relax isotropy. Take a projective, homogeneous prior and define
dPhom(©) = f(p)w(©)dpd®,  p(©) = f(|O]) w(©), (63)

with p = 8], © € $P~1 and f(p) > 0, and where w(©) > 0 is normalized to unity with the assumption that p is
smooth and strictly positive in a neighbourhood of © = 0.

Using rotational symmetry, we map X — |X|ey, so that ®A(X;0) = (]X|©;)~2. The diagonal two-point function
is

En,, [2a(X:O)F] = x| [

dPep(0) |04 . (64)
RD

Near ©; = 0, the density is bounded and nonzero, so the ©;-integral converges in the interval 0 < A < % In this
window, ®(X) is an L? random variable and Ga is a genuine covariance, so (62) applies.

To go beyond 0 < A < % we analytically continue the ©O-integral. Fix X s 0 and introduce a thin slab around the
surface ©1 = 0,

H(e):={[61] <e, ©L € B}, (65)

where O, = (0,,...,0p) and B is a bounded transverse region of volume Vp_;. The singular contribution to the
diagonal two-point function is

26172A
1-2A

I(Are) = /H( )dDGp(@) 101]722 ~ p(0) Vip_1 L0, (66)

where in the last equality we expanded in p(©) = p(0) + O(|©]) to leading order, and where s > 0. Clearly, Ga has
a simple pole at A = % with a logarithmic singularity as e — 0. Expanding near the first pole at A, = % by writing
A=A, + 04, we find

G (X, X) = x| 722 [AAEXX* +B(X) log% +Fa(X)+0(e)] (67)

with Fa (X) holomorphic in A near A,, and é(X ) o p(0) Vp_; independently of the detailed implementation of
the cutoff. In particular, using the above scheme, the renormalized diagonal two-point function is G (X, X) =
B(X) |X|~24-.

For generic A, one defines G¥"(X1, X2) by analytic continuation of the regulated integral. Keeping higher terms
in the expansion of p(©1,0,) along O1,

P(O1,01) =Y b(01)0F =Y am(©1)01™,  am = bym (68)

k>0 m>0

and inserting this into the local analysis, one finds that each even-m term near A,, = % + m contributes a singular
piece of the form

62m+172A

(A€~ Am 5 T oA

(69)

with A,, = fB dP=10] a,,(©1). Thus, Ga has an infinite tower of simple poles at A = A,,,, each accompanied by a
universal log(1/e€) term, whose coefficient is fixed by the corresponding transverse moment A, of the prior.
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Complex isotropic prior

Keeping real inputs X € R?, we now allow complex-valued parameters. Let © = (é, é) € CP split into tangential
© € CP*2 and normal © € C? components. We choose a complex isotropic Gaussian prior

P(O) x eXp( — H(;izug) exp( — IIF;)lI?) , (70)
where, for complex arguments, we define ||@||3 .— O ¢ © and |62 := O 0 ©. We also define the basic complex
Gaussian variables

Z(X):=0eX, Z(X):=0-X=0eX+060X, (71)
with covariance
B(X1, X2) = E[Z(X1) Z(Xo)] =57 (X1 0 X2) + 77 (X1 0 X3) . (72)

The ambient reciprocal fields are @A (X) = Z(X)~™2, while the defect fields are P (X) := §(X)’A. Lastly, we define
adjoints by

3 (X;0):=dA(X;0) = (0f - x)™2 Ph(X;0):=Ba(X;0) = (Ol e X)™2 . (73)

The key input is the negative moment of a complex Gaussian distribution. On the (ambient, resp. defect)

Poincaré section, Z(X) (resp. Z(X)) has a complex Gaussian distribution with variance $(X, X) (resp. $(X, X)
Y(X, X)|5-0), so for 0 < A < 1,
—A
(BA(X1) Ph(Xo)) =T(1 - A) [B(X1, X2)] (74)
with <$A (X) @TA(X )> following similarly. In the entire strip 0 < A < 1, these correlators are expectations over the
Gaussian ensemble P(0), so Ga is positive semidefinite.
For A > 1, the negative moments diverge, and the expression with I'(1 — A) must be understood as an analytic
continuation. The two-point function becomes a meromorphic function of A with simple poles at positive integers,
with the expansion near A = j € N,

(=1
'l-A)~ ——~-——=+0(1) . (75)
(=D A=)
On each interval (7,7 + 1), the sign of I'(1 — A) is fixed and alternates across poles, but in this regime the correlator
is no longer a covariance with respect to the fixed Gaussian prior, and hence global positivity is not guaranteed.

The hard-cutoff analysis again makes the tower of poles and logarithmic divergences explicit. The dangerous locus
is the complex line Z(X) = © - X = 0, and the regulated diagonal kernel

GO(X, X) = / 40 P(0)|2(X)|-2 (76)
{|Z(X)|>€}

is controlled near |Z(X)| = 0 by the small-r behavior of the effective radial density p(r?) for Z(X) = re!?. Expanding
p(r?) = Po + p1r? + por* + ..., we find that the singular part of Ga behaves schematically as

€ 2(n+1-A)

GOX,X) =3 G (x) 5 + (holomorphic in A) | (77)

= (n+1-—A)

with C’n(X ) < Ppn. There is an infinite tower of simple poles at A,, = 1 +n € N, and expanding near each A,, as
A=A, + 6 gives

62(71-&-1—A) 1 | 1 05 -3
ST T lsor — 25 08¢ TO0) (78)
Thus every pole at A = 1 4+ n is accompanied by a universal log(1/¢) term whose coefficient is fixed by p,. The
leading pole at n = 0 corresponds to the boundary of the convergence strip at A, = 1, where the prefactor I'(1 — A)
develops its first pole.
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Taken together, these observations highlight two notions of “existence” for reciprocal NN-FT correlators. For A in
the convergence window determined by the prior (0 < A < % for real homogeneous priors, 0 < A < 1 for complex
Gaussians), the two-point functions arise as genuine covariances of L? random fields on parameter space, and satisfy
the positivity condition (62). Beyond this window, the bare ©-integrals diverge, but the hard-cutoff analysis shows
that they admit a canonical analytic continuation in A, organized as a meromorphic family with a tower of simple
poles and universal logarithmic divergences at A = A, 4+ j (A, = % or 1 depending on the prior). The coefficients
of these logarithms are local functionals of the prior near the singular locus and are insensitive to the detailed shape
of the regulator. In this renormalized sense, reciprocal NN-FTs provide well-defined two-point functions for arbitrary
A: the tower of logarithmic coefficients encodes universal, locally determined information about the prior near the
singular locus and controls how one interpolates between the strictly probabilistic neural-ensemble regime and the
purely meromorphic continuation of the theory.

V. CONCLUSION

In the present work, we extended the formalism in [7], which allows for conformal symmetries to be realized in
NN-FTs, to include deformations by extended objects — defects and boundaries. By modifying the embedding
space approach used to build conformal fields from NNs to account for the defect subgroup of the global conformal
symmetry group, including the normal bundle symmetries, we have expanded the scope of this novel paradigm to
define field theories with non-local insertions of arbitrary codimension. These conformal defects alter the constraints
that conformal symmetries place on correlation functions, allowing for non-trivial one-point functions for ambient
fields to develop. The non-Gaussianities arising as ambient-to-defect couplings are novel in NN-FTs. Moreover,
we have proposed a formalism, based on OPE-like expansions of ambient fields in the presence of a boundary or
defect, that decomposes ambient fields into irreducible representations of the defect symmetries. This has enabled a
systematic approach to the computation of correlation functions involving ambient fields in terms of defect conformal
blocks. The upshot of this OPE-like picture for defects is that it naturally has in its definition a notion of transverse
‘spin’, which is the quantum number for the normal bundle symmetry; this has led to developments in the direction
of further generalizing the NN-FTs to include conformal fields carrying non-trivial spacetime spin.

In the sections following the set up of the conformal defect formalism, we have put these new tools to the test
with some simple toy example NN-FTs. In both examples considered, we started from Gaussian-distributed random
variables, e.g. by taking the distribution of NN parameters to be P(©) = N (© | 0,14). The first example that we
studied was the class of ‘non-unitary’ theories ®a(X) = (0 - X)~2, encountered in [7], with scaling dimension A < 0.
Since the basic architecture of the network has positive powers of © - X, we referred to these as monomial theories.
In this case, we were able to flesh out details of how to use the new defect formalism and compute one- and two-point
functions for various combinations of defect and ambient fields. Using the OPE-like expansion, we were then able to
exactly solve the SO(p+1,1) and SO(q)n Casimir equations, and thus explicitly find closed-form expressions for the
defect conformal blocks in these unusual conformal theories.

In the second set of examples we considered, we used the same architecture, albeit with A > 0. This posed several
interesting challenges, in that there are obvious pathologies in correlation functions around the origin © - X = 0 that
need to be regulated. In the main case we considered, namely that of the real isotropic Gaussian prior distribution
for the network parameters, we developed a regulating procedure by first passing to Feynman parameterization and
introducing a cutoff at the endpoint of the intervals where the resulting integrals diverged. We then observed that
the coefficient of the log-divergent term of the cut-off integral, which is universal and independent of the shape of the
regulator, was precisely of the form of a two-point function of conformal scalar fields. We then used the defect-defect
version of this regulated two-point function together with the OPE-like expansions of ambient reciprocal fields to
build ambient-defect and ambient-ambient two-point functions.

Our analysis of the two-point functions in reciprocal theories was not free of surprises. In developing the regulating
procedure, we utilized a series expansion near the defect locus in terms of a tower of defect and normal fields, which
naturally mimicked the OPE-like expansions we previously used for monomial theories. The way that the expansion
presented itself, though, was somewhat unconventional, in that the defect identity operator was not present. This
had drastic implications for the one-point function of ambient fields, which — as the only coupling that can appear
in the defect OPE is that to the defect identity — vanished identically in our regulating scheme.

Perhaps more troubling was an observed behavior that we subsequently heavily scrutinized, namely that of positivity
selection rules in the space of fields, where, for certain values of scaling dimension, the two-point function was strictly
negative. We saw upon further investigation that the selection rules to maintain positivity in two-point functions are
a generic feature of reciprocal theories. That is, allowing for real projective (homogeneous) but non-isotropic as well
as complex isotropic Gaussian prior distributions, we observed that continuation as a meromorphic function from the
domain of absolute convergence of the two-point function through simple poles at the upper bound in the space of A
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naturally led to a loss of positivity globally.

Future Directions

¢ Global symmetries and monodromy defects. As briefly touched upon in § II, implementing global sym-
metries in a field-theoretic way in NN-FT's requires a novel approach. That is, we would naturally draw the
parallel from global symmetry in field space affected by acting on a collection of fields with some group action
where the action functional and measure in the path integral, if the symmetry is non-anomalous, remain in-
variant to a NN-FT where the group acts on an ensemble of networks. In order for the NN-FT to be invariant
under the symmetry, we would need to require that the generalized measure in the ensemble f DOP(©) and
the expectations computed with respect to it remain invariant.

This opens up an interesting question in the context of defects in NN-FTs. There are a class of co-dimension
q = 2 defects in theories with global symmetries that are in a sense ‘trivial’ [18] in that they can only be defined
with reference to an ambient field and are constructed as boundaries for co-dimension ¢ = 1 topological operators
that implement a symmetry transformation, i.e. monodromy defects. Despite their ‘trivial’ construction they
exhibit rich defect physics, see e.g. [19]. In particular, [19] showed that monodromy defects in free fermion
CFTs require certain defect modes in order to be consistent with ambient equations of motion, and given the
work in [20] constructing fermionic NN-FTs; it would be interesting to consider how such monodromy defects
can be constructed in NN-FTs and what novel physics can be inferred from them.

e Spinning conformal fields. As mentioned above, the OPE-like expansion that we use to decompose ambient
insertions in terms of the irreps of the defect conformal symmetry and the normal bundle symmetry naturally
suggests an extension of the conformal field from NN formalism to include ‘spinning conformal fields’. In our
case, the transverse spin was simply the quantum number of the global SO(q)x symmetry. In general, we
should employ a set of auxiliary null coordinates that can be used to absorb free indices at the price of having to
encode additional geometric structure in the embedding space formalism; see the brief review of this approach
for symmetric traceless tensors (STTs) in [9, Sec. 2]. For STTs ®M1-+Mn (X)), the extension should follow easily
as the additional constraint on correlations functions of transversality X,;® - = 0 is enforced by introducing
n new coordinates Z satisfying Z2 = Z- X = 0. We can then use the usual embedding space technology for
®, = Zyy, - Zpg, @M1-Mn (X)), where the indices can be freed afterward by the action of the Todorov operator.
The construction of the formalism to encode non-trivial spacetime spin in conformal fields from NNs, and then
extending to spinning defects, is the subject of on-going work by the authors.

e Anomalies. Much like other symmetries, conformal symmetries can be anomalous, and indeed their anomalies
are of great interest as they are robust characteristics of a fixed point in the space of QFTs. However, conformal
anomalies are seen when the theory is placed on a curved background. An interesting line of inquiry thus opens
up: If the space from which the input data to the NN has non-trivial curvature, i.e. in the FT picture the
background geometry is curved, we can then use usual F'T techniques to compute the anomalies, e.g. through
correlation functions of the stress tensor. The challenge then is to interpret the meaning of these physical
quantities in the properties of NNs. Including conformal defects in this program would further enrich the story
as the defects have their own conformal anomalies that can have wildly different structures as compared to the
ambient theory, e.g. [21].

e Interacting conformal fields in higher dimensions. The structure of the ambient theories that we deform
by the inclusion of defects in this paper are (generalized) free field theories. From dimensional analysis, it is
expected that there are no non-trivial (i.e. interacting) fixed points in higher dimensions (d > 6), or that the
structure of such a theory is beyond the capacity to be understood in a Lagrangian formalism. However, the
conformal fields that we have seen being constructed from NNs exist in arbitrary dimension, only constrained by
the dimensionality of the input space. Introducing non-Gaussianities in parameter space can be understood as
turning on interactions for the conformal fields. Thus, it seems as though the NN-FT has the potential capacity
to build examples of higher-dimensional interacting conformal fields. It would be tremendously interesting to
explore the ways in which the NN-FT paradigm can evade these constraints.

e Two-dimensional theories. Given the flexibility of conformal fields in NN-FTs in that they can be defined in
arbitrary dimensions, it is natural to ask how to construct novel two-dimensional conformal fields and whether
they can realize Virasoro symmetry. We will address this problem in upcoming work [22]; following in future
work with an eye toward extending our defect construction to explore boundary physics in two-dimensions, e.g.
Ishibashi states, from the perspective of NNs.
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Appendix A: Useful identities

Lemma A.1. Let N(0,6%14.2) be a multivariate Gaussian distribution centered at the origin with variance matrix
Yap = 62545. The expectation value of the defect variables 0 then obeys

E[(X o 0)2)] = Q(2)\)(X o X)*62* "2 | (A1)

for all X € N*. The function Q(n) is defined as counting all possible pairings between n (even) objects

1
Q(n) = 2"/ *x~1/21 (”;) : (A2)
Proof. Let us prove this statement recursively.

When \ = 1, we explicitly find E[(X ¢0)%] = X e X 2. Let us now assume that E[(X e6)?}] = %(X.X)A&”

for some A € N*. Then, using Stein’s lemma (with fi; = 0 and Sap = 5%048) ,

Elg(0)04] = 6> dapE[0pg(0)] , (A3)
B
we find the intermediate result
2 e
E[fa, -+ 04,,085,08,] = & Z 0B, AEl0a, 04, 04,08, + &253132E[0A1 1 0a,,] - (A4)
i=1

Contracting this with the vector components of X, we are able to evaluate the expression at A + 1,

E[(X hd 9)2>\+2] = XAl e XAQ)\XBlXBQE[efh T 9A2A931932}
= (2A +1)(X @ X)G’E[(X o X)*]
22+ 1)! .
_ s ) (X o X)MH15204D) (A5)
O

Lemma A.2. Let N(0,6%14.2) be a multivariate Gaussian distribution centered at the origin with variance matriz

Yap = 6264p. Let X1, X5 be two distinct (d + 2)-dimensional vectors. Then the expectation value of the random
variables 0 obeys

min(ni,n2) 2n—nj—ngy

nyi—n ng—mn 2 2 L(n1+ 1)T(ne + 1)
E[(X,00)" (X, 00)"] = X0 Xo)" (X0 X 2 (X 0 X 2 ni+nz
[(X100)" (X200)"] E (X1 0X5)" (X1 0X) (X2 0 X5) G D0 T 1D (BmEE i)

n=0
n1—n=0(2]
na—n=0[2]

(A6)

for all ny,ny € N. A similar expression holds for the tangent space random variables X106, where o should be replaced
by o and 52 by 62.

For defect variables, all terms proportional to X, e X1 and Xo @ X5 vanish on the defect Poincaré section, and so
the expectation value simplifies to

P.:S. S

E[(X1 0 0)" (X2 00)"] nina D (01 +1)(X1 @ Xo)™ 6% (A7)
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Proof. The expectation value is given by all possible contractions between n; copies of the vector X; and ny copies
of the vector X5. We can classify them according to the number of contractions X; e X, call it n.

For a given n, there are - P(ny,n)P(n2,n) ways of constructing these n contractions of X; and X,. P(m,n)
denotes the number of permutations of n objects within a set of m objects, and is defined as P(m,n) = #‘n), The
remaining n; — n copies of X; must then be contracted within themselves. Similarly for the ny — n copies of X5. Of
course, this is only possible if both n; —n and ns —n are even. Whenever that is the case, there are Q(ny —n)Q(ns —n)

ways of contracting these vectors among themselves, as shown in lemma A.1. O

Note that eq. (A6) can be resummed in terms of a hypergeometric function. For nj, no both even, this gives

ni+no

E[(X1 0 0)" (X2 00)™] = (X1 0 X1) 7 (X 0 Xo) F (2) 2 rr((:f . 11;?(?321?)

ni1 no 1 (Xl OX2)2
Pl —= =\ "7 A8
2 1< 2 2 2 X e X1 XaeXs) (A8a)

whilst for nq, ny both odd,

ni+ng

ny—1 ng—1 62 2 F(n1 + 1)F(n2 + 1)
E[(X,00)"(X,00)"| = (X, 0 X5)(X10X7) 2 (XoeXo)" 2 2 —
(X100 007 = (10 X)Xy 0 ) (o X2 (T )
77,171 Tlg*l.?)_ (XI.X2)2
X2F1< 9 ’ 9 ’2,X10X1X2.X2 ’ (A8b)

and zero otherwise.
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