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The effective central charge (denoted by ceff) is a measure of entanglement through a conformal
interface, while the transmission coefficient (encoded in the coefficient cLR of the two-point function
of the energy-momentum tensor across the interface) is a measure of energy transmission through
the interface. It has been pointed out that these two are generally different. In this article, we
propose the inequalities, 0 ≤ cLR ≤ ceff ≤ min(cL, cR). They have the simple but important
implication that the amount of energy transmission can never exceed the amount of information
transmission. We verify them using the AdS/CFT correspondence, using the perturbation method,
and in examples beyond holography. We also show that these inequalities are sharp by constructing
a class of interfaces that saturate them.

I. INTRODUCTION & SUMMARY

Conformal interfaces play an important role in the
study of quantum critical systems. However, our knowl-
edge of their general properties is limited because they
break half of the conformal symmetry. The AdS/CFT
correspondence is useful in this context because it gives
us insight into systems far from free fields. Indeed, our re-
cent work [1] demonstrated a utility of the AdS/CFT cor-
respondence in studying general properties of interfaces.
In this paper we extend this line of research and formulate
the conjecture that the effective central charge, which
measures the entanglement across a conformal interface
in 1 + 1 dimensions, is bounded below by the two-point
function of the energy-momentum tensor across the inter-
face. Namely, the amount of energy transmitted across
the interface cannot exceed the amount of information
transmitted. The conjecture is motivated by holographic
CFTs, free field examples, and the defect perturbation
theory. We also show that the bound can be saturated
by constructing explicit examples.

In 1 + 1 dimensions, conformal interfaces are defined
by the following boundary condition for the energy-stress
tensors across the interface [2–4]:

T (L) − T̄ (L) = T (R) − T̄ (R), (1)

where T (i) and T̄ (i) are the holomorphic and anti-
holomorphic energy-stress tensors of CFTi, respectively.
In the operator formalism, this can be re-expressed using

the Virasoro generators L
(i)
n and L̄

(i)
−n in CFTi as(

L(L)
n − L̄

(L)
−n

)
I = I

(
L(R)
n − L̄

(R)
−n

)
∀n. (2)

This condition does not fully determine an interface: It
demands the interface not to absorb energy while allow-
ing flexibility regarding the amount of energy reflected
by the interface.

Conformal interfaces can be characterized by the ef-
fective central charge, which controls the amount of en-
tanglement across them. Entanglement entropy between
two (possibly different) systems has the following form,

SA =
ceff
3

ln
L

πϵ
, (3)

where the system size for CFTL and CFTR is denoted
as L, ϵ is the lattice regularization parameter, and ceff is
the effective central charge. A convenient way to evaluate
the entanglement entropy is given by the replica trick,

SA = lim
n→1

S
(n)
A , S

(n)
A =

1

1− n
ln

Zn

(Z1)n
, (4)

where the replica partition function is defined as

Zn ≡ tr
(
e−

β
2 H(L)

IL→Re−
β
2 H(R)

IR→L
)n

. (5)

The dependence on the subsystem size is encoded in the
temperature as β = 1

π ln L
πϵ . We can define the interface

Hilbert space HI
n by the dual-channel expansion of the

replica partition function,

Zn = trHI
n
e−

(2π)2

β HI
n , (6)

where we formally define the HamiltonianHI
n in the pres-

ence of the interfaces. Then, one can give an alternative
definition of the effective central charge in terms of the
vacuum energy ∆0

n in the interface Hilbert space as

ceff ≡ lim
n→1

12n

1− n2

(
n∆0

1 −
∆0

n

n

)
. (7)

The effective central charge has been calculated in some
specific models [5–9]. Nevertheless, there is still much
unknown about ceff due to the lack of techniques in in-
terface CFT (ICFT) where the conformal symmetry is
partially broken by interfaces.
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Another quantity known to characterize interfaces is
the transmission coefficient, which measures the trans-
fer of energy across the interface [10]. This quantity is
controlled by the two-point function of the stress tensor
across the interface,

⟨T (L)(z1)T
(R)(z2)⟩ =

cLR

2(z1 − z2)4
. (8)

The weighted average transmission coefficient can be ex-
pressed in terms of cLR as

T =
2cLR

cL + cR
, (9)

where cL and cR are the central charges of the two CFTs
connected by the interface. Similar expressions in terms
of cLR can be given for transmission from left and right
separately [11]. Here we would like to emphasize that
the transmission of energy across the interface is inde-
pendent of the transmission of information. One will see
this independence later in this article.

One of our main results is to provide evidence for the
following inequality,

cLR ≤ ceff. (10)

It implies that the amount of energy transmitted across
the interface cannot exceed the amount of information
transmitted, which is directly controlled by ceff [8]. We
have confirmed that this inequality holds in general holo-
graphic CFTs. Furthermore, it also holds in free CFT
beyond holography. We also verify the inequality in the
defect perturbation theory. Based on these examples, we
propose it to hold in general CFTs.

Using the entropic c-theorem, it has been shown that
there is an upper bound on ceff [1]:

ceff ≤ min(cL, cR). (11)

In fact, this is consistent with the upper bound cLR ≤
min(cL, cR) shown in [10, 11]. Combining it with our
conjectured inequality (10),

0 ≤ cLR ≤ ceff ≤ min(cL, cR). (12)

Another result of this work is that these inequalities are
sharp. For holographic CFTs, we were able to find the
conditions under which interfaces saturate the bounds.
We also show that cLR = ceff is satisfied only if ceff is
either min(cL, cR) or 0. This means that the amount of
energy transmission and information transmission across
the interface match only in the case of the simplest in-
terfaces, which are either boundaries or topological in-
terfaces. We expect that these results will contribute to
the understanding of non-topological interfaces.

II. HOLOGRAPHIC PROOF OF THE BOUND
cLR ≤ ceff AND ITS SATURATION

The relation between ceff and the transmission coeffi-
cient T (or equivalently cLR) in ICFT2 has been stud-

θAdS3

*

FIG. 1. The foliation of an asymptotic AdS3 bulk. The black
line below corresponds to the AdS asymptotic boundary, and
the red dot is the one-dimensional interface. Each blue line
represents an AdS2 slice, and in certain degeneration limit
of the warp factor it can be a thin brane across which the
effective AdS radius jumps.

ied in certain one-parameter families of conformal inter-
faces [5, 6], where a monotonous function ceff(T ) was
found for free boson as well as certain lattice models. It
is tempting to generalize this relation. However as we
will show below, they are generally independent quan-
tities. Instead, we prove that in a holographic ICFT2,
there is an inequality (10) between them. Moreover,
the saturation of this bound in both holographic theories
and free boson/fermion theories is realized when either
cLR = ceff = 0, or cLR = ceff = cL = cR.
Consider bottom-up AdS/CFT where an ICFT2 is dual

to an asymptotic AdS3 spacetime with sliced AdS2 leaves
and SO(2, 1) isometry1, as shown in Figure 1. Its metric
is

ds2 = a2(θ)

(
dx2 − dt2

x2
+ dθ2

)
, (13)

where the AdS2 is written in Poincaré patch, and θ ∈
(−π/2, π/2) is the slicing coordinate. a(θ) is a general
function, referred to as the warp factor.
Below, we will consider a general warp factor a(θ) that

is a C2 function. Near θ → ±π/2, we have the asymptotic
form limθ→−π/2 a(θ) = lL/ cos θ and limθ→π/2 a(θ) =
lR/ cos θ. Recall that the Brown-Henneaux (BH) formula
relates lL/R to the central charges cL/R of CFTL/R as
cL/R = 3lL/R/2GN where GN is the Newton constant in
3D.
For such a continuous AdS domain wall solution, the

transmission coefficient of the interface (or equivalently,
cLR defined above) is given by [12]

cLR =
3

GN

(
1

lL
+

1

lR
+ 8πGNσ

)−1

, (14)

1 We do not consider (top-down) bulk configurations with depen-
dence on extra dimensions in this article (e.g., SUSY Janus).
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where σ characterizes the net brane tension. To calculate
the effective net tension, we first define a function L(θ)
as

L(θ) ≡ a(θ)√
1 +

(
a′(θ)
a(θ)

)2
. (15)

L(θ) represents an effective local AdS curvature radius.
To calculate the brane tension σ we note that the Isreal
junction condition [13, 14] gives the differential change in
brane tension needed to support the change in curvature
radius [15]

8πGN
dσ

dθ
=

a(θ)|L′(θ)|
L(θ)2

√
a(θ)2 − L(θ)2

. (16)

Set Lj to be the set of solutions for L′(θ) = 0 in
θ ∈ (−π/2, π/2) where j = 1, . . . ,M . The integration
is bounded by2

8πGN

∫ π/2

−π/2

dθ
dσ

dθ
≥

∫ π/2

−π/2

dθ
|L′(θ)|
L2(θ)

=

∫
|dL| 1

L2
=

∣∣∣∣ 1lL − 1

L1

∣∣∣∣+ · · ·+
∣∣∣∣ 1

LM
− 1

lR

∣∣∣∣ .
(17)

The total net tension σ can be derived by integrating
dσ/dθ over its C2 support of θ [15–17]. Let the global
minimum of L(θ) function be lmin. By definition, lmin is
equal to one of the Lj . Picking out θmin in (17) means
that

8πGNσ ≥
∣∣∣∣ 1lL − 1

lmin

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣ 1lR − 1

lmin

∣∣∣∣ . (18)

This leads us to conclude that

cLR =
3

GN

(
1

lL
+

1

lR
+ 8πGσ

)−1

≤ 3

GN

(
1

lL
+

1

lR
+

∣∣∣∣ 1lL − 1

lmin

∣∣∣∣+ ∣∣∣∣ 1lR − 1

lmin

∣∣∣∣)−1

≤ 3

GN

(
2

lmin

)−1

≤ 3amin

2GN
= ceff,

(19)
where the second line is from (15) and recalling the uni-
versal formula for the effective central charge in holo-
graphic ICFTs [18, 19].

In order to saturate this inequality, from (17), the warp
factor has to diverge wherever |L′(θ)| > 0. Hence there
are two ways to realize cLR = ceff. One is when amin =
lmin = 0 and the net brane tension diverges. In this case,

2 The set of solutions can be empty, in which case there is no Lj ,
or it can be a collection of intervals, in which case we choose Lj

to be the right bound of the intervals. None of these cases affect
our results.

cLR = ceff = 0, and the two BCFTs are uncorrelated at
all. The other is when L(θ) is constant, and the ICFT2

is dual to a pure AdS3 with a topological interface. In
particular cLR = ceff = cL = cR.
It is worth mentioning that holographic duals with dis-

continuity in a′(θ) are often considered as thin branes
anchoring on the AdS boundary [12, 17]. It corresponds
to a delta function in (16). Upon integrating, it con-
tributes to the net tension a term 8πGNσt that follows
the Coleman–De Luccia bound [20]

8πGNσt ≥
∣∣∣∣ 1

Lleft
− 1

Lright

∣∣∣∣ (20)

where Lleft and Lright are the effective AdS2 radii on the
left and right of the thin brane, respectively. The equality
holds only when the AdS2 radius diverges at the brane.
It is obvious that our proof follows through in this degen-
erate limit of the warp factor, and so does the saturation
condition.
As a corollary of the above proof, the transmission

coefficient cLR depends on an integration of functions
on the warp factor a(θ) over the entire range, while the
entanglement entropy ceff only depends on the minimal
value of a(θ). Therefore, in general, there is no strict
monotonicity (correlation) between those two quantities.
The free boson/fermion theories with permeable inter-

faces provide another evidence for the inequality. In both
cases, there is a parameter s ∈ [0, 1] controlling the jump-
ing radii on the two sides that characterize the interface,
and the transmission coefficient is T = s2.

c = 1 free boson: The entanglement entropy for c = 1
free theories across the interface has been derived
to be [5]

cboseff =
1

2
+ s+

3

π2
((s+ 1) log(s+ 1) log s

+(s− 1) Li2(1− s) + (s+ 1) Li2(−s)) ,
(21)

where Li2(s) is the dilogarithm function. Arith-
matically, we always have cboseff ≥ cbosLR = s2 and the
equality saturates only when T = s2 = 0, 1.

c = 1/2 free fermion: The entanglement entropy for
free fermion is [6]

cfereff =
s− 1

2
− 3

π2
((s+ 1) log(s+ 1) log s

+(s− 1) Li2(1− s) + (s+ 1) Li2(−s)) .
(22)

Again we have cfereff ≥ cferLR = s2/2, and the equality
holds iff T = s2 = 0, 1.

It is obvious that the free theories also saturate this
bound only when cLR = ceff is at either end of their
spectrum. Therefore, we propose that this saturation
condition for cLR ≤ ceff is a universal feature among all
ICFT2.
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Another evidence for the inequality comes from the
defect perturbation. Consider deforming a topological
defect on a line γ by a relevant or marginal defect field
ϕ,

δS = λ

∫
γ

dwϕ(w), (23)

where λ is the coupling. Under this perturbation, the
effective central charge changes as follows up to order λ2

[21],

ceff = c

(
T +

1

4
R
)
. (24)

Note that this is consistent with (22), and the point is
that the result (24) is not limited to free fermion but
holds in general. Since cT = cLR and R ≥ 0, we obtain

cLR ≤ ceff. (25)

III. HOLOGRAPHIC SATURATION OF
ceff ≤ min{cL, cR}

The upper bound (11) on ceff has been derived for both
holographic theories and general ICFT2 in [1]. Below we
will write down its saturation condition in holographic
theories in terms of conditions on the warp factor, which
is much more mathematically tractable compared to the
CFT side. In particular, we show that with the possi-
ble presence of thin branes in the bulk, there is a much
broader family of holographic ICFT2 that saturates this
bound than ICFT2 with topological (transparent) inter-
faces.

For a holographic ICFT2 dual to the bulk (13) with
warp factor a(θ), we construct an auxiliary function [1]

F =
1

L2
=

(
a′

a2

)2

+
1

a2
. (26)

The derivative of F gives

F ′ =
2a′(a′′a− 2a′2 − a2)

a5
. (27)

The null-energy condition (NEC) on a(θ) reads

a2(θ) + 2a′2(θ)− a(θ) a′′(θ) ≥ 0. (28)

In addition, from the achronal-averaged null energy con-
dition (AANEC), minimum of a(θ) and maximum of F (θ)
is not reached at thin branes [17]. Therefore, the minimal
value of a(θ) at θmin corresponds to the maximal value
of F (θ)3. Concretely, we have

Fmax =

(
3

2GN

)2
1

c2eff
, lim

θ→±π/2
F =

(
3

2GN

)2
1

c2R/L

.

(29)

3 Its existence can be seen from (27) and (28).

If we set cL ≥ cR, the saturation of ceff ≤ min{cL, cR} is
then equivalent to:

case (a) cL > cR: Saturation of NEC, i.e., a(θ) =
lR/ cos θ, for θ ∈ (θmin, π/2), and any a(θ) for the
rest of the region subject to Einstein’s equation and
boundary conditions, with the possible presence of
thin branes.

case (b) cL = cR: Pure AdS3 with a topological inter-
face, or at least two minima for the warp factor
at θmin1 < θmin2. Saturation of NEC, i.e., a(θ) =
l/ cos θ where lL = lR = l, for θ ∈ (−π/2, θmin1) ∪
(θmin2, π/2), and any a(θ) for (θmin1, θmin2) sub-
ject to Einstein’s equation, with the possible pres-
ence of thin branes.

IV. DISCUSSION

Our results inspire various future works and applica-
tions.

• We have proposed a universal relationship between
entanglement through the interface and energy
transmission, based on the AdS/CFT correspon-
dence. It is desirable to have a proof for general
CFTs. In [1], we were able to give a general proof
of the upper bound on the effective central charge
using the entropic c-theorem. A similar approach
might be useful for our current purpose as well. It
may also be possible to verify our results numeri-
cally using the lattice realization of the conformal
interface [22, 23].

• We have identified holographic interfaces which sat-
urate the bounds. It is important to determine
the saturation condition for general CFTs. In fact,
there are non-holographic CFTs which saturate the
bounds, as we show with explicit examples in Ap-
pendix A.

• It is also desirable to generalize our results to
higher-dimensional CFTs. Two potential chal-
lenges in higher dimensions are the lack of the
Virasoro symmetry and the growth of entangle-
ment, which makes well-known numerical calcula-
tion methods like DMRG unusable.

• The effective central charge plays an important role
in the weak measurement and the pseudo entropy
(see, for example, [24–26]). The relationship re-
vealed in our work can be useful in elucidating the
properties of such quantities.

What draws our attention here is the observation that
many analytical methods on the gravity side do not de-
pend on the dimension d. The successful generalization
of the concept of the effective central charge to higher
dimensions has been achieved using the AdS/CFT corre-
spondence [1]. This is precisely because the calculation
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on the gravity side is not dependent on the dimension d.
Based on this insight, it is a very interesting challenge
to predict how the results revealed in this article would
change in higher dimensions using the AdS/CFT corre-
spondence. Additionally, providing proof within CFT for
such predictions is also an important challenge.
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Appendix A: Exapmle of ceff Bound Saturation in CFT

In this section, we give an explicit example of an interface between two different CFTs that preserves entanglement.
Interfaces saturate the bound (11) can be easily realized as thin-branes in the holographic setup. However, it is not
trivial whether such interfaces can be realized on CFT. On this background, it would be valuable to show an explicit
example of such interfaces in WZW model.4

1. Construction

Consider a WZW model with global symmetry G and choose a subgroup P of G. One non-trivial rational interface
may be constructed by breaking the chiral algebra5 of the CFT A(G) to A(G/P )⊕A(P ), as considered in [27]. We
construct a rational interface in a similar way to [27] following their notation. Let us start with a charge conjugated
theory,

HG =
⊕

µ∈Rep(A(G))

HG
µ ⊗ H̄G

µ+ , (A1)

where HG
µ is the space of the states in the Verma module with respect to the chiral algebra A(G) labeled by µ. In

the following, we abbreviate the set of the irreducible representations Rep(A(G)) by Rep(G). For our purpose, it is
convenient to decompose the irreducible representations of A(G) to those of A(G/P )⊕A(P ),

HG
µ =

⊕
(µ,a)∈All(G/P )

HG/P
(µ,a) ⊗HP

a , (A2)

where we define the set of coset labels allowed by the branching selection rule as

All(G/P ) = {(µ, a)|Pµ− a ∈ PQ} ⊂ Rep(G)× Rep(P ). (A3)

We denote the root lattice associated with G by Q, and P is a projector from the weight lattice of G to that of P .
For later use, we describe the set of allowed coset labels in another way as

All(G/P ) = {(µ, a)|QJ(µ) = QJ′(a) for all (J, J ′) ∈ Gid}, (A4)

4 One may wonder if such an interface can be constructed as a
product of a Verlinde line and a Cardy boundary. But in general,
this cannot be a consistent interface in our setup because the

theory A(G) is non-factorizable into A(G/P ) and A(P ).
5 It is one of the extensions of the Virasoro algebra: current alge-
bra, W-algebra, etc.
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where we define the monodromy charges with respect to a simple current J ∈ Rep(G) and J ′ ∈ Rep(P ) by

QJ(ν) = hJ + hν − hJν mod 1, (A5)

and define Gid by the abelian group of all pairs (J, J ′) satisfying the following condition,

QJ(µ) = QJ′(Pµ). (A6)

Using this decomposition, the partition function can be re-expressed as

Z =

∣∣∣∣∣∣
∑

(µ,a)∈All(G/P )

χ
G/P
(µ,a)(τ)χ

P
a (τ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (A7)

where χ is the character of the chiral algebra.
Let us consider a rational interface between the A(G)-WZW model and the A(G/P )-WZW model. We propose

the rational interface as

IG→G/P
ρ =

∑
(µ,a)∈All(G/P )

d(u,a)ρ ||(µ, a);G/P || ⊗ |a;P ⟩⟩, (A8)

where the coefficients d
(u,a)
ρ are determined by the modular S-matrices of A(G) and A(P ) as

d(u,a)ρ ≡
SG
µρ

SG
µ0

1√
SP
a0

. (A9)

The Ishibashi state is given by

|i⟩⟩ ≡
∑
N

|i;N⟩ ⊗ U |i;N⟩, (A10)

where |i;N⟩ is a state in the Verma module i labeled by N , and U is an anti-unitary operator. We define the
Ishibashi-type projector between two representations with some label i, j as

||a|| : Ha ⊗ H̄a
(i) → Ha ⊗ H̄a

(j)
. (A11)

This projector commutes with the chiral algebra generators JP
n ,

JP
n ||a|| = ||a||JP

n . (A12)

2. Open string partition function

One requirement for the interface is that the multiplicity of states in the interface Hilbert space HI is a positive
integer. To check for our interface to be consistent, let us consider the partition function with two interfaces,

Z = tr e−
β
2 H(G)

IG→G/P
ρ e−

β
2 H(G/P )

IG/P→G.
σ

=
∑

(µ,a)∈All(G/P )

d(u,a)ρ d
(u,a)
σ

∣∣∣χG/P
(µ,a)(τ)

∣∣∣2 χP
a (τ),

(A13)

where H(G) is the Hamiltonian of the theory A(G). The dual-channel expansion can be obtained by using the
modular-S transformation as

Z =
∑

(µ,a)∈All(G/P )
(ν,b),(ν̄,b̄)∈Rep(G/P )

c∈Rep(P )

SG
µρ

SG
µ0

S̄G
µσ

S̄G
µ0

1

SP
a0

S
G/P
(µ,a),(ν,b)S̄

G/P

(µ,a),(ν̄,b̄)
SP
acχ

G/P
(ν,b)

(
−1

τ

)
χ
G/P

(ν̄,b̄)

(
−1

τ

)
χP
c

(
−1

τ

)

= |Gid|2
∑

η∈Rep(G)
(µ,a)∈All(G/P )

(ν,b),(ν̄,b̄)∈Rep(G/P )
c∈Rep(P )

Nρσ+
η S

G
µηS

G
µν S̄

G
µν̄

SG
µ0

SP
ab̄
SP
acS̄

P
ab

SP
a0

χ
G/P
(ν,b)

(
−1

τ

)
χ
G/P

(ν̄,b̄)

(
−1

τ

)
χP
c

(
−1

τ

)
.

(A14)
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In the second step, we use the following relation,

S
G/P
(µ,a),(ν,b) = |Gid|SG

µν S̄
P
ab, (A15)

and the fusion rule of the quantum dimensions,

SG
µρ

SG
µ0

S̄G
µσ

S̄G
µ0

=
∑

η∈Rep(G)

Nρσ+
η S

G
µη

SG
µ0

, (A16)

where Nρσ+
η is the fusion coefficient. It is not so easy to take the summation over µ and a because the pairs (µ, a)

follow the branching selection rule (A3). One can remove this restriction by inserting the projection operator,

P (µ, a) =
1

|Gid|
∑

(J,J ′)∈Gid

e2πi(QJ (µ)−QJ′ (a)). (A17)

The resulting expression is

Z = |Gid|2
∑

µ,η∈Rep(G)
(ν,b),(ν̄,b̄)∈Rep(G/P )

a,c∈Rep(P )

P (µ, a)Nρσ+
η S

G
µηS

G
µν S̄

G
µν̄

SG
µ0

SP
ab̄
SP
acS̄

P
ab

SP
a0

χ
G/P
(ν,b)

(
−1

τ

)
χ
G/P

(ν̄,b̄)

(
−1

τ

)
χP
c

(
−1

τ

)

= |Gid|
∑

µ,η∈Rep(G)
(ν,b),(ν̄,b̄)∈Rep(G/P )

a,c∈Rep(P )
(J,J ′)∈Gid

Nρσ+
η
SG
µηS

G
µ,Jν S̄

G
µν̄

SG
µ0

SP
ab̄
SP
acS̄

P
a,J′b

SP
a0

χ
G/P
(ν,b)

(
−1

τ

)
χ
G/P

(ν̄,b̄)

(
−1

τ

)
χP
c

(
−1

τ

)

= |Gid|
∑

η∈Rep(G)
(ν,b)∈All(G/P )
(ν̄,b̄)∈Rep(G/P )

c∈Rep(P )

Nρσ+
ηNην

ν̄Nb̄c
bχ

G/P
(ν,b)

(
−1

τ

)
χ
G/P

(ν̄,b̄)

(
−1

τ

)
χP
c

(
−1

τ

)
.

(A18)

In the second step, we use the transformation law of the modular-S matrix,

SG
Jµ,ν = e2πiQJ (ν)SG

µν . (A19)

In the last step, we use the invariance of the character χ
G/P
(ν,b) = χ

G/P
(Jν,J′b) for (J, J ′) ∈ Gid, re-label (Jν, J

′b) by (ν, b),

and apply the Verlinde formula,

Nµν
ρ =

∑
σ∈Rep(A)

SσµSσν S̄σρ

Sσ0
. (A20)

The last expression implies that the multiplicity of the states in the interface Hilbert space is a positive integer.

3. Effective Central Charge

To evaluate the effective central charge, we consider the following replica partition function,

Zn = tr
(
e−

β
2 H(G)

IG→G/P
ρ e−

β
2 H(G/P )

IG/P→G.
ρ

)n

. (A21)

In the same way as the double-interface case, the multiple-interface Hilbert space has positive integer multiplicities,
which can be shown by using the fusion rule of the quantum dimensions (A16). Consequently, the replica partition
function can be calculated in the β → 0 limit as

Zn ∝ e
c(G/P )

12
1

nβ+ c(P )

24
n
β , (A22)
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where c(G/P ) and c(P ) are the central charges of the theory A(G/P ) and A(P ). Following the definition (7), we obtain
the effective central charge for the interface between the theory A(G) and A(G/P ) as

ceff = c(G/P ) = min(c(G/P ), c(G)). (A23)

We can see that the interface (A8) is an explicit realization of the saturation of the upper bound (11).
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