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Abstract

There are effective field theories that cannot be embedded in any UV complete
theory. We consider scalar effective field theories, with and without dynamical grav-
ity, in D-dimensional anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetime with large radius and derive
precise bounds (analytically) on the coupling constants of higher derivative inter-
actions ¢20%¢? by only requiring that the dual CFT obeys the standard conformal
bootstrap axioms. In particular, we show that all such coupling constants, for even
k > 2, must satisfy positivity, monotonicity, and log-convexity conditions in the
absence of dynamical gravity. Inclusion of gravity only affects constraints involving
the ¢20%¢? interaction which now can have a negative coupling constant. Our CFT
setup is a Lorentzian four-point correlator in the Regge limit. We also utilize this
setup to derive constraints on effective field theories of multiple scalars. We argue
that similar analysis should impose nontrivial constraints on the graviton four-point

scattering amplitude in AdS.
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1 Introduction

By now it is well-known that not all effective field theories (EFTs) can be UV completed.

One famous example is the EFT of a massless scalar with higher derivative interaction

S = %/d% (—(99)* + ug’0%¢* +---) (1.1)
which does not admit a UV completion for p < 0 [1]. Conceptually, this represents a
substantial departure from our traditional understanding of Wilsonian EFTs. In fact,
this remarkable result led to the proof of the 4D a-theorem establishing irreversibility of
unitary renormalization group flows between conformal fixed points [2]. More generally
this constraint is related to the idea of “swampland” of EFTs that cannot be obtained as
a low energy approximation of a consistent theory of quantum gravity (oftentimes string
theory) [3-8].

The constraint on the EFT (1.1) is not actually an accident, but part of a general
feature of low energy EFTs with higher derivative interactions. There is a growing body
of literature with similar precise bounds on IR couplings of an EFT from UV consistency
[9-25]. All these bounds have one thing in common that they do not depend on the
details of the UV completion. However, these types of bounds are generally derived under
the assumption that the 2 — 2 scattering amplitude obeys (i) analyticity (in the usual
regime), (ii) partial wave unitarity, (iii) crossing symmetry, and (iv) Regge boundedness
conditions even in the UV. Such S-matrix based arguments can be unsatisfying since
some of these assumptions (even though well-motivated) have not yet been rigorously
established.!

Another technical challenge of these EF'T arguments is to incorporate dynamical grav-
ity mainly because of the graviton pole in the 2 — 2 scattering amplitude. Recently, an
elegant framework has been introduced in [47] that bypasses this problem by studying

scattering amplitudes at finite impact parameter (see [48] for related discussions). Un-

'In recent years, significant progress has been made both in analytical and numerical approaches to
the S-matrix bootstrap [26-46].



der the same assumptions about the 2 — 2 scattering amplitude, this framework leads
to non-trivial and rigorous two sided bounds on coupling constants of higher derivative
interactions in D > 4 dimensions. The analysis necessarily requires that the 2 — 2
scattering amplitude A(s,t) < |s|? for large s (at fixed ¢ < 0). However, it is unclear
whether this Regge boundedness condition is valid in the presence of dynamical gravity.?
Nevertheless, these bounds provide compelling evidence in favor of the expectation that
all higher derivative interactions must have order one coupling constants in the units of
the UV cut-off scale. The main motivation of this paper is to derive similar bounds on
EFTs in anti-de Sitter (AdS) spacetime where such loopholes can be avoided.

In this paper, we will address a closely related question: what scalar EFTs in AdSp
cannot be embedded into a UV theory that is dual to a CFTp_; obeying the usual
CFT axioms? We will provide a partial answer to this question by leveraging the huge
advancement in constraining the space of consistent CFTs from well-established conformal
bootstrap axioms (for a review see [56]). The main logic of our argument parallels recent
developments in constraining EFTs in AdS (with or without dynamical gravity) from
rigorous analysis in the dual CFT [26,29,32,57-74]. For example, the sign constraint
on the ¢?[0?¢?* coupling in the EFT (1.1) can be derived in AdS from the conformal
bootstrap [58].

The main advantage of our AdS argument is that the bounds follow directly from the
conformal bootstrap axioms which are, both conceptually and technically, well-understood,
at least at the level of four-point correlators. We will derive the ¢*[1?¢* constraint (with
and without dynamical gravity) as a special case of an infinite set of similar constraints
on higher derivative interactions of the form ¢?(0¥¢? from a simple CFT setup.

We consider a scalar EFT in AdSp with an effective action®
S =Sgu (1.2)

1 A
+3 /de\/—_g <—9“VVM¢VV¢ —m?¢’ + pu Z (W) ¢25k¢2> tee

k=2,3,4,

2Note that the Froissart bound [49-51] does not hold without a mass gap in the theory. Hence, the
Regge boundedness condition A(s, ) < |s|? is subtle whenever there are massless states in the theory, even
in the absence of gravity. For example, the same issue persists even for the 4-point scattering amplitude of
the dilaton that led to the proof of the 4D a-theorem in [2]. However, in that case, the Regge boundedness
follows from conformal invariance of the UV fixed point [52,53]. On the other hand, the same argument
for the 4-point dilaton amplitude in 6D imposes a weaker condition A(s,t) < |s|® [54,55].

3We are ignoring ¢3, ¢*, ¢?[0¢?, and all other higher derivative interactions that cannot be written
as $?[0%¢? since these interactions, as well as presence of other low spin (J < 1) fields, will not affect
the final bounds. However, these interactions can sometimes create obstruction to a flat space limit,
especially at low spacetime dimensions. We will discuss this in section 4.3.
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where, Sgy is the Einstein-Hilbert action with a negative cosmological constant and M
is the mass-scale of new physics. We allow for the possibility that the scalar field has a
mass 0 < m? < M?. First, let us explain our convention. We have defined a positive
coupling constant g > 0 which has the dimension 1/MP. The coupling constants \; are
dimensionless and normalized by introducing (dimensionless and known) O(1) positive

4 The choice of this particular normalization makes the final

numerical factors ng(A).
bounds rather simple. Moreover, without loss of generality, we will assume that Ay is
order one, however, to begin with we do not assume that the other coupling constants
are order one as well. Our goal is to derive necessary conditions (analytically) for the
tree level EFT (1.2) to have a UV completion.® In particular, we will impose precise
constraints on A\, coupling constants, irrespective of the details of the UV physics, from
the requirement that the dual CFT satisfies the bootstrap axioms.

There are non-trivial constraints on the EFT (1.2) even when gravity is non-dynamical
(Gn = 0). So, first we focus on this simpler case. The EFT (1.2) in AdS with large radius
RaqsM > 1 enjoys a dual CFT description in D — 1 spacetime dimensions. Specifically,
it was shown by [75] and subsequent authors [76-87], that the scalar EFTs in AdSp of
the form (1.2) are in one-to-one correspondence with perturbative solutions of crossing
symmetry in CFTp_;. This interacting dual CFT has a scalar primary operator O which
is dual to the AdS field ¢ with dimension A given by m?R3 s = A(A — D + 1). Since
there is no dynamical gravity, the stress tensor of the dual CFT must decouple from the
low energy spectrum. This implies that we are in the limit of large central charge ¢z — oo
with RagsM = Ay, fixed (but large).% Of course, the dual CFT should be thought of
as an “effective” CFT which is embedded in some bigger CF'T satisfying the usual CFT
axioms. We utilize this dual description to study CFT Regge correlators associated with
the EFT (1.2). At the leading order in u, these CFT Regge correlators grow in a very
specific way within the regime of validity of the EFT (1.2). In fact, this type of Regge
growth is known to be highly constrained by the argument of [88] (see section 6). In
this paper, we revisit these bounds on the Regge growth of CFT correlators and show
that they impose precise constraints on the EFT (1.2). In particular, in the limit of large

RaqsM we conclude that the coupling constants )y, irrespective of the rest of the theory,

4The numerical factor ng(A) > 0 is defined in (4.17) as ratios of I-functions. Note that ng(A) =
na(A) = 1. Moreover, in the large AdS radius limit with finite and non-zero m, this factor ny(A) =1
for all finite k. For large AdS radius, the numerical factor ny(A) is non-trivial (i.e., ngx(A) # 1) only in
the massless limit (or for k > mRags).

®We assume that the EFT (1.2) is weakly coupled such that Gy (if non-zero) and u are small and of
the same order in the units of the cut-off scale M.

6The central charge cr is the overall coefficient of the CFT stress tensor two-point function.
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must obey the following conditions for the EFT (1.2) (with u > 0) to be embedded into
a UV theory that is dual to a CFT obeying the CFT axioms:’

e Positivity— For all even k > 2

e Monotonicity— )\, as a function of even %k decreases monotonically®
Mera < Mg (1.4)

for all even k > 2.

e Log-Convexity— )\, for even k, satisfies a global log-convexity condition and hence

for any even kq, ko, and k3

In =2 > In — ks > ko >k >2. 1.
kZ_kln)\kg_kS_klnAk;g’ 3o 2= (1.5)

We emphasize that these constraints follow directly from analyticity, positivity, and cross-
ing symmetry of CF'T four-point correlators — properties that are contained in the confor-
mal bootstrap axioms. The above conditions, among other things, imply that all higher
derivative interactions ¢?[(1*¢? with even k& must have order one coupling constants in
the units of the UV cut-off scale M. However, we believe that (1.3)-(1.5) are necessary
conditions but they are far from being sufficient. For example, it is expected that similar
bounds exist even for odd k. Whereas, our setup does not impose any restriction on the
odd Ay couplings other than all Ay couplings in AdS, even or odd, with k£ > 3 must vanish
when Xy = 0.7

Of course, the next key step is to include dynamical gravity (G # 0). In our setup,
the inclusion of gravity is a rather trivial generalization. Now the central charge of the
dual CFT is large cr > Ag,p > 1 but finite. The bulk graviton contributes only to the
leading growing term of the Regge correlator of the dual CFT. This immediately implies

7All bounds obtained in this paper are valid in spacetime dimensions D > 4. We also expect that
our analysis is valid even for D = 3 as long as 0 < m? < M? and the field ¢ has shift symmetry or Z,
symmetry.

8Tt should be noted that this condition, unlike other two conditions, depends on our exact definition
of the cut-off scale M. For an arbitrary definition of M, there must always exist a rescaling M — XM
with order one X which makes the EFT consistent with the condition (1.4).

9This can be alternatively stated as Ao > 0 with p > 0. This condition is more subtle in the exact flat
space limit, as we explain later. In flat space Ay = 0 does not necessarily requires Ay = 0 for odd k. For
an example see [55].
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Figure 1: The coupling constants \; for even k > 2, without dynamical gravity, must obey
the conditions (1.3)-(1.5). There is always some choice of the scale M (and p) for which the
coupling constants have this generic structure. When gravity is included, only bounds on As
become weaker.

that the constraints (1.3)-(1.5) remain unchanged for all even k£ > 4. On the other hand,
all conditions involving A\, now receive corrections from gravity. For example, gravity

allows for the ¢?[1?¢? interaction to have a negative coupling constant
,LL)\Q > _WND(A)GNR?A@S y (16)

where Np(A) is a positive order one numerical factor given in appendix F. It is however
unclear how to extract a precise bound from (1.6) in the flat space limit. The AdS bound
(1.6), as we will explain, suggests that in the flat space limit uAy M > —¢, where € is some
small positive number. This is certainly consistent with the results of [47], however, we
do not have a precise definition of €. Nevertheless, this raises an interesting conceptual
question of whether, and in what sense, the 4D a-theorem is valid in the presence of
dynamical gravity.

Finally, we will generalize our analysis for EFTs of multiple scalar fields in AdS.
The main motivation for this generalization is to demonstrate that there are other tools
available when we go beyond a single scalar field. For example, the same CF'T' consistency
conditions of [88] now also impose two-sided bounds on odd k > 3 higher derivative
interactions involving multiple fields (see [25] for similar bounds on flat space multi-
field EFTs). Furthermore, for multiple fields there are interference effects that are also

constrained by the CFT axioms leading to an infinite set of non-linear bounds among



various higher derivative coupling constants.!® These additional tools will certainly be
useful for bounding the four-graviton scattering amplitude in AdS by using the dual CF'T
description.

Our CFT setup, from the dual gravity perspective, is probing local high energy scatter-
ing deep in the bulk. Since the local high energy scattering is insensitive to the spacetime
curvature, on physical grounds we expect that AdS bounds obtained in this paper persist
even in the flat space limit (other than the caveat mentioned after equation (1.6)). In-
deed, we checked that weakly coupled string amplitudes satisfy all the conditions derived
in this paper. However, there is one obvious but important issue that we must address.
Any strict AdS inequality A > 0 must be regarded as A > 0 in the flat space limit since
the A = 0 case can no longer be ruled out due to finite curvature effects.

An important feature of our AdS bounds is that they differ significantly for massive
and massless scalars, especially when we take the flat space limit. In particular, when
we take the large Raqgs limit (with fixed m), our bounds agree completely with the ones
obtained from the flat space dispersive sum-rules under the same set of assumptions about
the four-point amplitude as mentioned in the beginning.!’ On the other hand, when we
take m = 0 first and then Rxqs — 00, two sets of bounds differ significantly. This
perhaps indicates that the Regge boundedness condition of the flat space amplitude can
break down in the presence of massless states (see section 5).

At this stage, one may wish to compare our bounds with the flat space bounds of [47].
Indeed, there is some overlap between these two sets of bounds. Of course, from our
CF'T setup, it is not immediately clear how to obtain any constraints on odd & coupling
constants for a single scalar field. Such bounds will perhaps require a more sophisticated
CFT analysis. Nevertheless, we observe that our constraints, in the flat space limit, are
consistent with the bounds of [47].

We have analyzed the EFT (1.2) at tree level. We note that the CFT consistency con-
ditions of [88] that we have utilized in this paper apply even when we include corrections
from EFT loops. In fact, the CFT consistency conditions of [88] (see section 6) hold even
for arbitrary external CFT operators with or without spins (and not necessarily local or
primary). So, it is a straightforward exercise to extend our analysis to derive bounds on
the graviton four-point scattering amplitude in AdS by studying Regge correlators of the

stress tensor operator in the dual CFT. It would be interesting to compare such bounds

0Note that the same interference effects were utilized in [72] to derive non-linear bounds on the dilaton-
axion effective action associated with 4D RG flows with global symmetry breaking.
HThis is true even when we take m — 0 after taking the large radius limit. See section 5.



with similar classical bounds of [89] from “Classical Regge Growth” (CRG) conjecture and
EFT bounds of [90,91] from unitarity and crossing. We will have to leave this question
for the future.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we begin by explaining our
general setup. In section 3 we review the bounds of [88] on certain CFT Regge correlators
and explain how they follow from the conformal bootstrap axioms. We use this CFT
constraints in section 4 to derive bounds (1.3)-(1.5) on the scalar EFT in AdS without
dynamical gravity. Then in section 5 we discuss some implications of these constraints
for massless external scalars in the flat space limit. Section 6 studies the consequences
of the inclusion of gravity. In section 7 we extend our analysis to impose bounds on the
EFT of two scalar fields. Section 8 contains our conclusions and final comments. Some
additional aspects of our analysis are included in several appendices. In particular, in
appendix A we demonstrate how Rindler positivity in CFT follows from unitarity and

crossing symmetry.

2 Scalar EFT in AdS

We consider an EFT of a single massless or massive scalar field in AdS with higher
derivative interactions. We start with the following low energy effective action with four-

point interactions

- 167T1GN /d%‘/__g (R+ = _1%(5 - 2))

v [ dv=s (—gﬂ”ww — w4 agd’ + Y M%?) o, (2)

k=0

where, as and py, are coupling constants.!? The AdS radius Raqg is large but finite.
Our goal is to derive constraints on the coefficients p. In the process, the form of the
effective action (1.2) will emerge automatically. Note that different higher derivative
interactions, in general, can be suppressed by different scales. However, we will assume

that all interactions are suppressed by some small coupling 0 < p < 1:

G,y Q2 i ~ 1t . (2.2)

12Note that at the tree level the k = 1 term can be removed by using the equation of motion. So, we
will ignore the k = 1 interaction completely.



We intend to impose constraint on the weakly coupled effective theory and hence we work
in the leading order in .3 This will be implemented by keeping only tree level processes.

It should be noted that there are higher derivative 4-¢ interactions (with 12 or more
derivatives) that cannot be written as $2[1*¢? even when we apply the equation of motion.
However, these other higher-derivative interactions are not bounded by the argument of
this paper, provided pus is non-zero. Hence, we ignore these other higher derivative 4-¢
interactions since they will not affect any of the bounds obtained in this paper. We will

discuss this again in section 4.4 in detail.

2.1 Dual CFT

We will impose constraints on this action from the consistency of the dual CFT,, where
D = d+ 1. The AdS theory (2.1) is dual to an interacting CFT in d-dimensions. The

bulk field ¢ is dual to a scalar primary operator O with dimension m? R34 = A(A —d).

The two-point function is completely fixed by conformal invariance'

(O(x1)O(xq)) = % ’ Ca = Wd/QF[FA[A—] dj2] -

(2.3)

Of course, the graviton hy,, is dual to the CFT stress tensor 7),. The EFT (2.1) is a well
behaved theory at energies below the cut-off scale M. Our goal is to impose constraints
on the coupling constants by requiring that the EFT is the low energy description of a
UV complete theory. Equivalently, in the CF'T side we will assume that the dual CFT is

well behaved. Next, we discuss exactly what we mean by a well behaved CFT.

2.2 CFT Axioms

We make the assumption that the dual CFT obeys the Euclidean bootstrap axioms. In

particular, we only make use of the following three properties:
(i) OPE Unitarity— All OPE coefficients of real operators are real.
(ii) Crossing Symmetry— CFT four-point correlators are crossing symmetric.

(iii) Amnalyticity— Lorentzian CFT four-point correlators are analytic in the usual do-

main (see figure 3).

130ne can think of 4 as the analog of the string coupling in string theory. Similarly, the cut-off scale
M in the effective action (1.2) can be regarded as the string scale.
MFor a review see appendix C.



Figure 2: Lorentzian four-point correlator (3.2) where all operators are restricted to a 2d
subspace.

These CF'T properties are well-established and they imply rigorous non-perturbative con-
straints on certain Regge correlators as derived in [88]. We will use these constraints to

derive precise bounds on the higher-derivative couplings of the EFT (2.1).

3 A Review of the Bounds on CFT Regge Correlators

In this section we review the bounds of [88] on CFT Regge correlators for scalar external

operators. Points x € RV in CFT, are denoted as follows:

r=(t,y,7) = (x,2%,7), (3.1)

where, 2 = t 4 y are lightcone coordinates. We study the Lorentzian CFT correlator!®

__(0:)01(p)0l(-p)0l(-1) 52)
(0:(1)OK(=1)(01(p)O](—p))

of two arbitrary CFT scalar operators, where operators inside the correlator are ordered

as written. All the points are restricted to be on a 2d subspace:

81

E(tzoay:_]-)ﬁ)v pE(x_:pax ;5

=

) (3.3)

15The Hermitian conjugatation in (3.2) acts only on operators, not on coordinates.

- E<t207y:176)7 _pE(‘Ii:_IOJI =P,
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Figure 3:  Analytic structure of the correlator (3.2) — branch cuts appear only when two
operators become null separated. The Regge limit is obtained from the Euclidean correlator by
analytically continuing p along the path shown.

with 1 > p > 0 and p > 1, as shown in figure 2. The operator ordering in (3.2) is
important since some of the operators, as shown in the figure 2, are timelike separated.
This Lorentzian correlator can be obtained from the Euclidean correlator by analytically
continuing p along the path shown in figure 3.

For later convenience, we parametrize
p==, p =0 (3.4)
with 7 > 0 and hence G = G(n,0). The CFT Regge limit can be reached by taking
og—0, with n = fixed > 0 (3.5)

of the correlator G(n,0). The Regge correlator G(n,0), as a function of complex o, is

analytic near o ~ 0 (for 0 < < 1) on the lower-half o-plane [88,92,93].

3.1 Boundedness of the Regge Correlator

We can define another Lorentzian correlator

(02(1)01(p)OY(~1) 01 (—p))

T T (3.6)
(02(1)03(=1)){01(p)O1(~p))

GO(U’ J) =



which is determined by Euclidean OPE and hence in the limit (3.5)
Go(n,0) =1+, (3.7)

where dots represent terms that are suppressed by positive powers of 0. The Regge
correlator G(n, o) is bounded by the “Euclidean” correlator Go(n, o). In particular, for

real o with |o| < 1 OPE unitarity and crossing symmetry imply

|G(n,0)] < Go(n,0) , (3.8)
where, Gy(n,0) > 0. In the strict Regge limit (3.5), this simplifies to

|G(n,0)| <1+ 0(0%) (3.9)

with a > 0.
More generally, the bound (3.8) follows from Rindler positivity as described in [88,
92]. For CFT correlators of scalar operators, Rindler positivity is a consequence of OPE

unitarity and crossing symmetry. This is reviewed in appendix A (see also [93]).

3.2 CFT Constraints

Next, we focus on Regge correlators with a very specific Regge behavior for some range

of o:

G(no)=1+i Y (;LL(Z) o, <lo]<n<1 (3.10)

L=1,2,--

up to terms that decay in the Regge limit. The cut-off o, dictates the regime of validity

2

of the Regge expansion (3.10). Later we will relate o, to 1/AZ, .

The Regge correlator G(n, o), as a function of complex o, is analytic near o ~ 0 on the
lower-half o-plane [88,92]. Using this analyticity property we can write a CFT dispersion
relation for cz(n) [88]:

1 (R
cr(n) = —/ do o*72(1 —Re G(n,0)) , o. <R<Ln<1, (3.11)

T J-R

where L > 2. The above relation leads to bounds on ¢y, (n) for all 0 < n < 1. Note that the
left hand side does not depend on R. This implies Re G(n, o) deviates significantly from
1 only when o < o,. This is closely related to the fact that the tree level 4-pt scattering

12



amplitude for the EFT (2.1) has no imaginary part.

Positivity

The boundedness condition (3.9) immediately implies [88]
cr(n) >0, for even L > 2 (3.12)

for 0 < n < 1. One can worry whether the O(c®) correction terms in (3.9) can affect the
above positivity condition for higher L. For the CFT dual to (2.1), we can always take a
limit where R is small enough such that these corrections are suppressed.'®

Parametric Separation

The fact that Re G(n,0) <1 also implies [88]

cr+2(n) o2 lcr1(n)] o
) =0 o = 519

for all even L > 2 and 0 < n < 1. Therefore |cL(n)|, as a function of L, must decrease
monotonically as a power law. Furthermore, the above bound along with the condition

(3.9) also require that the Regge correlator (3.10) is consistent only if
2 S o (3.14)

Log-Convexity for Even L

The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality of integrable functions leads to the log-convexity condition
for ¢r(n) with even L [88]:

2
(M) < cra (1) , for even L > 2 (3.15)

cr(n) cr(n)

and 0 <n < 1.

16 At the end of this section we will discuss more about these corrections.

13



Boundedness of Odd L

There is no sign constraint on ¢y (n) with odd L. However, the absolute value of ¢y () for
odd L is bounded [88]

)| < Vera(mera(n),  forodd L>3 (3.16)

and 0 < 1 < 1. This also follows from the positivity condition (3.9) and the Cauchy-

Schwarz inequality.

Note that the chaos sign and the growth bounds of [94] are contained in the above con-
sistency conditions. The condition (3.12) is a generalization of the chaos sign bound.
Whereas, the condition (3.13) implies that the Regge correlator (3.10) must not grow
faster than 1/0 within the regime of validity o, < |o| < n < 1.

Finally, let us note that the above constraints hold for arbitrary external operators
with or without spins (and not necessarily primary)'” as long as the Regge correlator has
the form (3.10). For such a general case, the positivity of the integrand in (3.11) follows

from Rindler positivity.

3.3 Correction Terms and Validity of the CFT Dispersion Re-

lation

All of the above constraints depend on the dispersion relation (3.11). So, it is only natural
to ask whether there are corrections to this dispersion relation. In this section, we argue
that any such correction terms do not affect the dispersion relation (3.11) since they are
always suppressed for CFTs that are dual to some EFT in AdS. Casual readers may skip
this subsection.

The first correction comes from the O(c®) terms of (3.9). Moreover, similar O(c%)
correction terms can be present in the Regge expansion (3.10). So, the leading correction

to the dispersion relation (3.11) comes from a term
(1 —Re G(n,0)) ~ (6c)o with a>0 (3.17)

since all terms with negative a have integer a with imaginary coefficients.'®

17See [88] for details.
181t is important to note that any correction term with integer (positive or negative) power of o and
an imaginary coefficient cannot affect the sum-rule (3.11) [88].
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First, let us justify the dispersion relation (3.11) for the scenario where operators Oy
and Oy are different. In this case, especially for CF'Ts that are dual to some EFT in AdS,
it is easy to see that a > d since CFT operators that are exchanged are either double trace
operators or single trace operators with @ = A > d from a bulk three-point interaction.’

In particular, the contribution of a correction term (3.17) to the dispersion relation of ¢y

is given by
1 R R
;/ do(1 = Re G(1,0)) ~ c + Re 5c/ do0" = cy + O(DGc|R™ (3.18)
—R —R

where the line integrals are evaluated just below the real g-axis. Now, note that the

leading contribution to ¢y ~ -fZ—, whereas, the leading contribution to dc comes from

ST
RAdS

2
scalar three-point couplings: dc ~ Rgiiﬁ. Therefore, for any non-zero cs, the correction
AdS

term is suppressed for

o \? 1
R< ( = 5 - (3.19)
3 Ryas

On the other hand, the cut-off o, scales as 1/R%45.?° Therefore, for large Raqs we can
always choose 1 > R > o, such that the correction term is parametrically suppressed
for D > 4.2! If three-point bulk interactions such as as are absent, all other corrections
(even from the bulk graviton exchange) to the sum-rule are more suppressed. Hence, the
dispersive sum-rule for ¢, can always be trusted, at least for D > 4, for small R — 0.

Let us now analyze the relation (3.11) for higher L. Note that we can estimate:

TCo

1 —Re G(n,0) ~ (3.20)

20,

which implies

l/ do o"72(1 — Re G(n,0)) ~ c + O(1)|dc|ootE! (3.21)

™

— O

L-2

where we see from (3.20) that |cf| ~ ce0, % and hence the second term can be ignored

9Let us recall that we are restricting to the case where all fields have m? > 0.

20This can be seen easily from the scaling of individual terms of the expansion (3.10) for the bulk
theory (2.1). In particular, the expansion (3.10) for the Regge correlator of the dual CFT is an expansion
in the quantity 1/ aRidS, as can be seen from (4.2). The cut-off o, is controlled by the relative strength
of consecutive terms in the expansion (3.10) and hence o, o 1/R3 45-

21'We are also making the mild assumption that Iz Sl is not parametrically small when measured in the

units of the mass cut-off scale (for example M, as defined in the introduction) associated with the bulk
theory (2.1).
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just like before even for L > 2.22

When O; = O, there is a loophole in the above argument which we now fix. The
disconnected Witten diagrams associated with the 4-pt correlator of the scalar operator of
dimension A have the leading correction term ~ 22 with order 1 coefficient. However, one
can subtract these contributions without affecting any of the bounds on ¢;. For example,
when A of the external scalar operator is an integer, we can replace 1 — Re G(n, o) in the
sum-rule (3.11) by GI*¢(n, o) — Re G(n, o), where G¥*¢(n, o) is the correlator (3.6) for the
AdS theory (2.1) without any interactions. This new sum-rule holds because G¥¢(n, o)
is analytic on the lower-half o plane for integer A. Moreover, GF*°(n, o) — Re G(n, o) is
positive on the real line up to correction terms that are exactly the same as the above
discussion of nonidentical operators. So, we repeat the same argument again to conclude
that the modified dispersive sum-rule for ¢y, is reliable for D > 4 and integer A. This is
sufficient for us, since for any fixed m?2, we can always tune Raqs such that A is an integer.
In any case, for non-integer A one can still write a more general sum-rule for G(n, o) by
subtracting contributions from the identity operator in all channels. The procedure is
outlined in appendix B.

To summarize, we conclude that the CFT dual to the AdS theory (2.1) must obey the
consistency conditions (3.12), (3.13), (3.15), and (3.16) for D > 4.

4 Constraining Scalar EFT in AdS without Gravity

The main goal of this section is to impose bounds on the EFT (2.1) from CFT consistency
conditions. To that end, we compute contributions of each EFT interactions to the

Lorentzian correlator

(O1)O(P)O(=p)O(-1))

G(n,0) = (O(1)O(-1))(O(p)O(—p))

(4.1)

in the Regge limit (3.5), where operator O is dual to the scalar field ¢. First, we consider
the purely non-gravitational case by setting G = 0. The leading contribution to the cor-
relator G(n, o) comes from the disconnected Witten diagrams. The dominant subleading
contribution comes from the tree level Witten diagrams that are shown in figure 4.

Before we proceed with the computation, let us review what is already known about

2For odd L, it is possible that |cr| < c20L72 because of cancellations implying that the dispersion
relation (3.11) is not reliable. However, in this case all of the CFT bounds for odd L are satisfied
automatically.
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Figure 4: The tree-level Witten diagrams that are relevant in the Regge limit for Gy = 0. Of
course, the exchange diagram should be summed over all channels.

the Regge limit. For example, from [75,95] we know the scaling of the leading Regge

contribution of each interaction in (2.1):

s’ = ~ia3 RS,

1

2n
,u2n¢2|:|2n¢2 = ~1 D/i4n—4 2n—1

Ryas o

2—2n+1 42 . M2ng1 1

:u2n+1¢ O ¢ = ~1 D+4n—2 _9on—1 ° (42)

Ryas g

for integer n. From the scaling behavior (4.2) it is clear that the Regge correlator (4.1)
has the desired expansion (3.10) up to terms that are suppressed by positive powers of
o. Notice that contributions of ¢?[1*¢? for odd k are always suppressed in the large Raqg
limit. Hence, the above scaling behavior implies that we can only impose constraints
on interactions fig,@*[1*"¢? for n = 1,2,--- from the CFT consistency conditions of the
preceding section.

We observe that the leading contribution to ¢ with even L > 2 comes entirely from
the interaction ¢?(0¢2. Contributions from k > L interactions to c;, are all suppressed
in the large Rags limit. It is also clear from (4.2) that ¢ with odd L are all zero. This
simply follows from the fact that O is a real scalar operator.

So, it is sufficient for us to consider each interaction separately

S, = % / dPx\/—g? O ¢? | (4.3)
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with L > 0 being an even integer, where d°x = dzd%z. Note that
Hr _
7¢2DL¢2 ~ 2P A (Vo V) 4 (4.4)

where dots represent terms with lower number of derivatives after we impose the free
equation of motion.

It is more convenient to first compute the Euclidean correlator and then analytically
continue to obtain the Regge correlator. So, the on-shell Euclidean action associated with
(4.3) is obtained from (C.26)

Sc(i)—shell = _2L71/1’L / ddeLU\/§ ¢2<vﬂl e VHL¢)2 e, (45)

where again dots represent terms with lower number of derivatives that cannot contribute
to c¢r. This on-shell action can be further simplified by using the bulk-to-boundary prop-
agator (C.5)

Sc(j)fshell = _2L_1:uLci/ RA(Z,ZE;Qfl)KA(Z,iE;ZL‘Q)
AdS J o4

Vm .. VuLf(A<Z7x; gc3)VHl .. V“LKA@'; xT; 334) , (4.6)

where the derivatives are taken with respect to the bulk point {z,z}.?* In the above

expression, we have utilized the notations of [96]

4
/ = /dzddx\/ﬁ : = H/@(xi)ddx,; : al = (v — ;)% . (4.7)
AdS o4 i=1

Note that z represents points on the AdS boundary. Moreover, the reduced bulk-to-
boundary propagator Ka(z,z;2’) is defined in (D.3) to reduce clutter. The boundary
value of the field ¢(z,z) is given by ®(x) which acts as the source for the CFT,; primary
operator O(z) in the usual way.

We can now use the identity (D.4) to write S

on—shel

is defined in (D.1) in the standard way. We notice from equation (D.16) that all D-

2
ij

, in terms of the D-function which

functions decay in the Regge limit Da,a,a;a, ~ 0. On the other hand, z;; factors for the

kinematics (D.2) can grow as ~ 1/0. Therefore, terms in S (L)—shell that have the largest

on

factors of x?j dominate in the Regge limit (3.5). This greatly simplifies the analysis since

ZThe coefficient Cn is defined in (2.3).
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we only care about the growing part of the Regge correlator G(n, ). In particular, the

leading Regge contribution from the on-shell action (4.6) comes from

_ I(A+ L)\ ~ N
Séﬁ)—sheu = 2% 1/LLCé ((FTA))) /AdS L‘l ngKA(Zyx;SUl)KA(Z'ax;ﬂ?Q)

><I~(A+L(z,x; xg)KA+L(z,x; xTy) e (4.8)

where, dots represent terms that will not contribute to cy. It is now a straightforward

exercise to show that the leading Regge contribution of the interaction (4.3) is

(16n)222E-103% (r (A + L))2 16

G(U> U) ~ UL (QA — d)zRAD-i-S2L—4 T (A) ;DA-FL A A+L A(na J) ) (49)
d

where D = d + 1. From the above result, we obtain an expression for c¢;, for even L > 2
in the limit of large Raqs (with A fixed):

AN %
cp(n) = RTQLZ;FMJFL(U) (4.10)
AdS

where, ka is a positive coefficient independent of L

4
ka = 7 (4.11)
MAPT (-5 + A+
and the F-function is given by using (D.17):
1 1
Fonyrn(n) = —JAarL A ArL A 5 log(n) ) . (4.12)
’]7 2

which is positive for 0 < n < 1. As we mentioned before, all ¢z (n) coefficients with odd

L vanish exactly.

4.1 Bounds

We are now in a position to utilize the CF'T constraints from section 3.2 to derive bounds
on the EFT (2.1).
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4.1.1 Positivity

First, we impose the condition (3.12). The fact that both ka and Foaip(n) for 0 <n <1

are positive immediately implies

g >0, for even k > 2 . (4.13)

Moreover, saturation of any one of (4.13) necessarily requires that the all of them are
saturated. These bounds are consistent with the flat space bound of [1] from analyticity
and unitarity of 2 — 2 scattering amplitudes. Note that there is no such positivity

condition on p with odd k& from the CFT consistency conditions.

4.1.2 Scale suppression of higher derivative interactions

We now impose the condition (3.13). First, let us apply (3.13) to L = 2:

Ha < Riidstuz(n) o2

po —  Foaga(n) (4.14)

for all 0 < n < 1, where we are assuming that the AdS theory is interacting (us > 0).
First thing we notice that a mass scale M = Ag,,/Raqs is emerging naturally where we
have identified

1 [TRA+3)(-2+2A+2
0= Ao \/( ! ) E)- (4.15)
Az, TRA+ 1T (=2 +2A +3)

This definition of Ag,, needs some explanation. It is expected that o, oc 1/ Aﬁap since
Re G(n, o) deviates significantly from 1 when o < o, implying a breakdown of (3.10). The
exact power in (4.15) follows from the linear relationship between M = RpgsA. The order
one numerical factor has been chosen such that in certain scenarios Ag,, has the physical
interpretation of the lightest heavy state exchanged.?* Given a UV complete CFT dual
and the low energy Regge behavior (3.10), one can compute o, from the sum-rule (3.11)
with R = o,. Then (4.15) should be thought of as a precise definition of A,,,. The bulk
cut-off scale is then given by the relation: M = A,,,/Raqs. Of course, this definition of
M is not unique. This definition is analogous to the definition of M in [47] and in certain
cases these two definitions are exactly equivalent, as we show in section 5.

The strongest bound from (4.14) is obtained for the value of n that minimizes the

right hand side. One can check that this is achieved in the limit 7 — 0. Therefore, by

24We will make this more precise in section 5.
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using results from appendix D.3 we obtain a strict bound:

4

L m(A) (RAdS> for  even k >2 (4.16)
205 nk+2<A) AgaLp

where, ni(A) is given by

k
2

) um)

with m?R% 45 = A(A — D + 1). Of course, the bound (4.16) depends heavily on our
definition of Ay, (4.15). Notice that ng(A) is the same coeflicient that appears in (1.2).

I (2A - %) I'(2A+1) P2A+1)I (24 - ;)

2

I(2A+k— 20T (2A +k—1) (F(2A+3)F(2A— D-9)
nk(A):

The bound (4.16) validates our expectation that higher derivative interactions ¢?(1*¢?
are suppressed by inverse powers of Ag,, for even k. However, CFT consistency conditions
of the preceding section do not impose similar constraints on ¢?[1¥¢? interactions with
odd k. This perhaps suggests that our bounds are far from being optimal.

Let us make few comments about the coefficient n;(A) which is a log-convex function
of k. From (4.17) we find that ny(A) = ny(A) = 1 for any m? and D implying

P 2 (4.18)

We will derive this relation in flat space by assuming the Regge boundedness condition:
A(s,t = 0) < |s|? for large s. In that case, M is the mass of the lightest massive state
exchanged. This explains the choice (4.15).

Furthermore, note that n;(A) is non-trivial only in the massless limit m — 0. In

particular, if we take Raqs — oo with fixed 0 < m < M, we obtain
np(A) = 1 (4.19)
for all finite £ < mRaqs. Therefore, for non-zero m, all our bounds simplify greatly.

4.1.3 Log-convexity condition

The CFT condition (3.15) leads to a rather strong condition on couplings p that does
not depend on the exact definition of Ag,, (or equivalently the scale M). The optimal
bound again is achieved for n — 0, yielding
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[ yo < M(B)niia(A)
Mrtkra — Npga(A)?

for  even k> 2 (4.20)

where, ng(A) is defined in (4.17). The right hand side is exactly 1 for & < mRaqs <
M Rags, as discussed above.

Therefore, the EFT (2.1), in the absence of gravity, can be UV completed only when
it satisfies (4.20), irrespective of how the cut-off scale M is defined. It would be nice to

derive a similar bound for odd gy couplings.

4.1.4 0Odd couplings

We still can say few things about the odd py couplings. First of all, if s = 0 the leading
contribution to ¢y comes from pz. However, this contribution to ¢y changes sign as we
tune n within the domain 0 < n < 1 for m? > 0 (see appendix E). Hence p3 must vanish
exactly. Then the condition (3.13) implies that

pa =0 = pr =0 (4.21)

for even or odd k > 2.2 When py > 0, the bound on odd py, couplings are rather weak.
The above argument then implies that ;% < R34 for odd k> 3.

4.2 Final Effective Action

Let us now summarize the results of this section by writing the AdS scalar effective action
(2.1) as follows

Slé) =+ / P2/~ (~g"V 0V, 6 — M + s’ + 106?)
/ dPz\/—g Z )‘—&D% R (4.22)

M2(k 2)
k=2,3,4,

where M = A,,,/Raas is the scale of new physics and the numerical factor n;(A) is defined
in (4.17). The scalar field can have mass but 0 < m? < M?. Note that no(A) = ny(A) =1

for any m? and D. For k > 4, ni(A), in the large Rpqg limit, differs from 1 only for
m = 0.2

25We assume that m? > 0. For negative mass?, see appendix E for comments.

Z6More generally, in the large Ragqs limit, ngx(A) with & > 4 differs from 1 only for m — 0 and
Rags — oo with Ragsm fixed.
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So far gravity is non-dynamical Gy = 0. We have defined a positive coupling constant
@ > 0 which has the dimension 1/MP. The M-coefficients are dimensionless, however, to
begin with we do not assume that they are O(1). We do assume the theory is weakly
coupled puMP ~ |po|MP~* ~ a2MP~6 <« 1 and hence analyze the theory at tree level.
The main goal of this paper is to address the question: when can this EFT be UV
completed? Or equivalently what are the necessary conditions for this EFT to be embed-
ded into a UV theory that is dual to a CFT with Ag,, > 1 obeying the CFT axioms?
In this section, we conclude that the EFT (4.22), with g > 0, must have the following
properties (D > 4):
(i) \x > 0 for all even k > 2,
(i) Apyp2 < A for all even k> 2 |
)‘kl 1

cee 1 Aky >
(iii) — In Sy e

ln% for all even k3 > ko > ky > 2.
3

The last condition follow directly from the local log-convexity condition (4.20). It should
be noted again that the condition (ii) depends on the exact definition of A4,, and hence the
scale M. On the other hand, other two conditions do not depend on the exact definition
of the scale M. For an arbitrary definition of M, the condition (ii) should be thought of
in the following way. There must always exist a rescaling M — X M, with order one X,
which makes the EFT consistent with the condition (ii).

It should also be emphasized that (i)-(iii) are necessary conditions but we believe they
are far from being sufficient. For example, it is expected that similar bounds exist even for
odd k.2 However, our argument does not impose any restriction on the odd ) couplings

other than [A\x] S A2, .

4.3 Flat Space Limit

We end this section with some discussion on the flat space limit of the EFT (4.22). In
this section we restrict to the massless case: m = 0. The flat space limit should be taken

in the following way:

Aga
Raqs — o0 , Agap — 00 with —8%® — M = fixed . (4.23)
AdS

2TNote that the condition (4.21) has been implemented by assuming the EFT has the form (4.22) along
with Ay > 0.
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In the massless case

n(0)2(3)1—gr( : +k>F(2D+k—3)
‘ +1)T@eD 1)

(D(D+1)(2D —1)(3D + 1))~ 2 (4.24)

increases fast for k > 4 as we increase k. In this limit, the constraints (i)-(iii) lead to
bounds on the flat space EFT of a massless scalar. We can compare these flat space

bounds with the results from [47] by relating various coupling constants:

12/,6)\3 2/.1/)\4 ,U)\6
G2 =A4prs, g3 = v 94= yo96= g, - (4.25)
néO)MQ M4 n(ﬁo)M8
In particular, in the absence of gravity we obtain
92, 94, g6, - > 0. (426)

Furthermore, with our definition of M, we find that the bound (4.18) agrees with the
bound obtained in [47].
As we will explain in section 6, all bounds for g, with k£ > 2 remains unaffected even

when gravity is dynamical. Furthermore, we obtain a rather interesting inequality by
applying (iii):
gZ < (2D +1)(3D+5)(3D+T7)

(4.27)

It would be interesting to compare this bound with the analysis of [20]. Tt is possible to
derive an infinite set of such constraints from (iii). Note that constraints involving g, will
only be affected when gravity is turned on. Let us stress that there is a discreet difference
between the massless case m = 0 and the massless limit m — 0 when we take the flat
space limit. We will discuss this in the next section.

Unlike [20,47], our analysis is insensitive to ¢* and ¢* interactions of (4.22). However,
we still need to pay attention to these interactions. In particular, the coupling constant ag
for the ¢3 interaction has positive mass dimension for D < 5. So, this coupling can lead
to large mixing effects in the dual CF'T when we take the flat space limit Raqs — oo [68].
In particular, when

s Riygs " ~ 1 (4.28)

there is a large mixing between the naive generalized free field operator O and [0O],.

because of the decay channel ¢ — ¢¢. It is unclear whether the flat space bounds are
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reliable when the mixing effect is large. Nevertheless, we can avoid this issue for D < 5
by giving the bulk field ¢ some Z, symmetry. Or we can take the flat space limit of the
AdS theory (2.1) such that

RagsM>1  with  |as|REE2? < 1. (4.29)

There is one more subtlety that we must address. When the ¢*[(1?¢? interaction is
absent in the AdS EFT (4.22), all the higher derivative interactions ¢?[1¥¢? must also
vanish. However, our analysis does not require this to be true in the exact flat space limit.
For example, the coefficient of the ¢?[(12¢? interaction can be suppressed by Raqs in such a
way that the dual CFT is well behaved. Moreover, the EFT can have a ¢?[(03¢? interaction
which is not suppressed by Raqs but fine-tuned such that co(n) is still positive. In this
scenario, the ¢?(0%2¢? interaction goes to zero in the flat space limit with a non-vanishing
$*[(3¢? interaction. It has been recently conjectured that such EFTs emerge naturally in
the IR from 6D supersymmetric RG flows on to the Higgs branch [55]. So, such RG flows
in AdSg with finite radius are expected to generate a ¢?[(12¢? interaction for the dilaton

which is suppressed by 1/R3 5.

4.4 Other Higher-Derivative Interactions

The observant reader may have noticed that the effective action (4.22) can have other
higher derivative 4-¢ interactions. For example, even in flat space there are multiple
inequivalent 4-¢ interactions with 12 or more derivatives. In this section, we will argue
that these other higher-derivative interactions are not bounded by the argument of this
paper (provided g is non-zero). So, these other higher derivative 4-¢ interactions will not
affect any of the bounds obtained in this paper.

First, let us consider the flat space EFT (massive or massless) with 4-¢ interactions.

At the 2k-derivative level, there are exactly two types of interactions:

a+b+c=k

ak¢2Dk¢2 + Z bl{cayb’C} (am o 'auk¢) (am o 'aua¢) (8u1 e aﬂb¢) (am e auc¢) : (4-30)

a,b,c>0

All other possible interactions can be written in the above form by utilizing the free
equation of motion and integration by parts. Note that the second term can only be

non-zero and indepedent (when we use the equation of motion) for k > 6.2

28For example, for k = 3 the second term can be equivalently written as ¢2[13¢? plus terms with 4 or
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Now we move on to the AdS case and replace d, — V. In AdS, derivatives do not
commute in general. So, one may construct several more terms from the second term of
(4.30) by choosing different ordering of derivatives. However, different derivative orderings
differ only by factors of 1/R3 44

1
Rias

(- V.V )= (- V, V) ()¢ (4.31)

and hence derivative ordering is not important in the large RaqsM limit. Let us now
figure out the Regge contribution of the second term of (4.30) in AdS. One can easily
check that the leading Regge contribution of the second term comes from the on-shell

action
/ / m%jx%ixﬁf(m%(z,x;xl)KAer(z,x;xQ)f(Aﬂ(z,x;xg)f(AJrk(z,x;m) (4.32)
AdS J 4

which grows slower than # since a,b,c > 0. Hence, for even k, the leading Regge
contribution always comes from the first term of (4.30). Therefore, we conclude that
these other higher derivative 4-¢ interactions do not affect any of the bounds obtained in

this paper.

5 Flat Space Limit: Massless & Massive Scalars

In this section, we compare bounds from the previous section with bounds obtained by
studying flat space scattering amplitudes. We again start with the effective action (2.1)
without dynamical gravity Gy = 0. For simplicity we take the three-point coupling
as = 0, so that the tree level 4-point scattering amplitude does not have poles at m2.
The forward limit (t = 0) of the tree level 4-point scattering amplitude associated with

the effective action (2.1) is given by
Als,t=0) =8> inys™ . (5.1)
=0

At this point we make four assumptions: (1) the forward amplitude is bounded for large
S:
A(s, t =0) < [s]?, (5.2)

less derivatives.

26



(2) the amplitude is analytic in the upper-half complex s-plane, (3) the amplitude obeys
partial-wave unitarity implying Im A(s,¢ = 0) > 0 for real s, (4) the amplitude is crossing
symmetric.

These are the key assumptions which allow us to write a dispersive sum-rule for po;.
In particular, repeating the argument of [1], we can write
1 ‘X’dSIm A(s,t =0) -0, (5.3)

At o2 ght1

Mk

for all even k > 2, where M, is the cut-off scale at which Im.A(s = M2t = 0) becomes
non-zero. The cut-off scale M, oc M, however, the two scales can be different in general
by some order one proportionality constant.

From (5.3), we can also derive a monotonicity and a log-convexity conditions for even
k> 2:

pme T MY Pebkea '
* +4

The second inequality can be used to derive a global log-convexity condition (1.5) for even
M-

Thus, under the above assumptions we showed that the tree level amplitude, in the
forward limit, has a polynomial expansion in s* with coefficients obeying (i) positivity, (ii)
monotonicity, and (i) log-convezity conditions. At first sight, these conditions seem to
be stronger than the flat space limit of the AdS conditions (1.3)-(1.5). For the remainder
of this section we will address whether, and in what sense, the above bounds are related
to the AdS bounds.

5.1 Massive Scalars

An important feature of our AdS bounds is that they differ significantly for massive
and massless scalars, especially when we take the flat space limit. First, we consider
the massive case 0 < m < M, where M is the cut-off scale defined in the previous
section. We take the flat space limit by M Raqs > 1, keeping m fixed. So, in this limit
A ~ mRpqs > 1 and hence

np(A) =1 (5.5)

for all £ < mRags. Therefore, in this case, for all m > 0 and D > 4 the AdS conditions
(1.3)-(1.5) are identical to conditions (5.3) and (5.4) that were derived from the flat space

27



sum-rule, provided we identify M = M,. This provides compelling evidence in favor of
the assumptions that were used to derive the sum-rule (5.3) for massive external scalars.
Moreover, for massive scalars, as we will explain in the next section, conditions (5.3) and
(5.4) remain valid for even k& > 4 even when there is dynamical gravity. This is rather
non-trivial since the validity of the Regge boundedness condition (5.2) is not obvious in

the presence of the graviton.

5.2 Massless Scalars

The situation is a lot more subtle for massless external scalars. We can start with m =0
and then take the large Raqs limit. One can also take a massless limit in which we first
take the large Raqs limit (with fixed m) and then m — 0. Clearly, our bounds are different
in these two limits. In the latter case, we again obtain (5.5). Hence, conditions (5.3) and
(5.4) still hold. For example, in this case (4.27) becomes

9 <1. (5.6)

9296

On the other hand, if we take m = 0 first, we obtain bounds from section 4.3. In
particular, now we have conditions (1.3)-(1.5) with ny(A =D —1) = n,(go) given by (4.24).
These bounds are weaker than the conditions (5.3) and (5.4).

Furthermore, the massless limit can also be taken in a more general way: Raqs — 00,
m — 0 with A = fixed. In this case, we again obtain the weaker set of bounds (1.3)-(1.5)
with ng(A) given by (4.17). Therefore, depending on how we take the massless limit (or
equivalently the value of A), we obtain a different set of constraints. We recover the flat
space conditions (5.3) and (5.4) only for A > 1. This suggests that in general some of
the assumptions that were used to derive the sum-rule (5.3) are not valid for massless
scalars. This is perhaps not surprising since the Regge boundedness condition (5.2) can
break down in the presence of massless states.

Nonetheless, we can still provide a general condition on the tree level amplitude of
massless scalars which does not require any assumption other than the usual CFT-axioms.
The tree level amplitude of massless scalars, in the forward limit, has a polynomial expan-

sion in s>

A(s,t = 0) = If; n;?(fA) (%)” (5.7)

with coefficients car obeying (i) positivity, (ii) monotonicity, and (iii) log-convexity con-
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ditions (1.3)-(1.5) for I > 1.  Of course, M and A are theory dependent but fixed
for a specific four-point amplitude.? Whereas, the numerical coefficient ny;(A) is theory
independent and given by (4.17).

In the presence of gravity, A(s,t) has a pole at t = 0. However, A(s,t — 0) still must
satisfy the above condition for 1 > 2.

6 Scalar EFT with Gravity

We now discuss the effects of gravity on the bounds on the EFT (4.22) by turning on
GN 7é 0:

.01 = 1o [ @ovea (e PP ks, o)

where, S[¢] is given by (4.22). We analyze the EFT at tree level, so we assume that the
theory is weakly coupled as described by (2.2). Now the central charge of the dual CFT is
large cp > Agap > 1 but finite. We again compute the Lorentzian correlator (4.1) in the
Regge limit (3.5), where operator O is dual to the scalar field ¢. The leading contribution
to the connected part of the correlator G(n,0) comes from Witten diagrams 4 plus the

graviton exchange Witten diagram as shown in figure 5.

O @

+ other channels

O O

Figure 5: The leading gravitational contribution to the Lorentzian correlator (4.1) comes from
the Witten diagram with a single graviton exchange.

In the Regge limit (3.5), contribution from the channel O(p)O(—p) — h,, — O(1)O(-1)

29The cut-off scale M = X M, is proportional to the mass M, of the lightest particle exchanged. The
proportionality factor X ~ O(1), however, it may differ from 1 in general. The parameter A should be
regarded as a measure of the breakdown of the Regge boundedness condition (5.2).
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grows as 1/0. The other channels do not contribute at all to the Regge growth. So, in the
presence of gravity cp(n) for L > 2 remains unaffected. On the other hand, ¢2(n) receives
a contribution from gravity. In particular, the gravitational contribution to ¢3(n) can be

obtained from [61,62,97]
G N

02(77)‘gravity RD- QKAF (n) (6.2)
AdS

where, the numerical factor ra is defined in (4.11). The function F,(n) is given by an

integral of the harmonic functions €2, in the hyperbolic space (see (D.18))
2A+2 d/2+w) r <2A+2—d/2—iu 2

Fy( \/_/ ) 2 > Qi (—%log(n)> (6.3)

2
where D = d + 1. Therefore, the full cy(n) is given by

i
2(1) = 2 Fasal >(m2+wGNRids#fgm) -0, (6.4
AdS

where the positivity follows from condition (3.12) for 0 < n < 1. One can check that the
optimal bound in this case is obtained in the limit 7 — 1. In this limit, we find that A,

is now allowed to have negative values:

Gy R?

where Np(A) is an O(1) numerical factor given in appendix F. In particular, for the

massless case we find

Ny =0.1775, N;=0.0882, Ng=0.0525, N;=0.0348, Ng=10.0247,
(6.6)
Note that the bound (6.5) cannot be saturated in a way which is consistent with the
sum-rule (3.11).

So, we conclude that in the presence of gravity A is not required to be positive. This
is consistent with the results of [47]. On the other hand, the bounds (i)-(iii) are still
valid for all even k > 4. Before we proceed, we must note that \s, if negative, cannot be
arbitrarily large even in the large Raqs limit. To see that, we write (6.5) as:

D

A
pAa MP > —%0(1) , (6.7)
T
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where cr is the CF'T central charge. Validity of our analysis requires that we take ¢ — oo
first and then Ag,, — oo. This implies that we should use caution when we take the
flat space limit. In particular, we must take Raqs to be large such that W >
M Rpqs > 1. Hence, the right hand side of the above expression remains small even in
the flat space limit.

We now analyze the bound (4.16) in the presence of gravity. Since, cx(n) for & > 4

remains unchanged, we only need to analyze the k = 2 case. We assume that GJ‘JJVZ ~ O(1)
m

so that the gravity effects are significant. The optimal bound, in the presence of gravity,

is now obtained at the limit n — 1 yielding
- G R
0< M\ < Np(A) ()\2 + MND(A)) : (6.8)
i

where Np(A) > 1 is given in appendix F. One may wish to recover the Gy = 0 result (ii)

from the above inequality. The above bound is still valid when Gy = 0, however, it is not

Gn
pM2

bound is obtained for a value of 1 which is close to zero and hence the upper bound of

Gn
M2

optimal. This is simply because of the order of limits. As we take

— 0, the optimal

A4 approaches A\o. The correction term from finite but small

now can be computed
numerically, though we will have to leave this for the future.

Finally, we focus on the log-convexity condition c4(n)? < ca(n)c(n) in the presence of
gravity. We again assume that there is no parametric separation between Gy and p in
units of M: % ~ O(1). Repeating the argument of the preceding section, however for

n — 1, we obtain

A2 Np(A TGy R}
— = A ()\2 + M%(A)) (6.9)
A¢ ~ Np(A+1) p
where, N-coefficients are given in appendix F. One can check that the pre-factor % >
1 and asymptotes to 1 for large A. Interestingly the ratio NJZ?ii)l) is independent of the

spacetime dimension D.

6.1 Summary of Bounds

Let us now summarize the results of this section. The EFT (6.1) has a well behaved
CFT dual with Ag,, > 1, if and only the EFT, with ¢ > 0, has the following properties
(D > 4):

1. Conditions (i)-(iii) are satisfied for all even k >4 |
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2. Ay is bounded from below by the relation (6.5),
3. A4 is bounded from above by the relation (6.8),
4. Ay, Ay, and g must satisfy the convexity condition (6.9).

Therefore, presence of gravity makes the EFT bounds weaker.

6.2 Flat Space Limit

Finally, let us make a few comments about the flat space limit of the above bounds.
Clearly, the constraint (1) persists even in the flat space limit. These constraints, in flat
space, are consistent with the bounds of [47].3

On the other hand, constraints (2)-(4) do not produce precise bounds for the flat space
EFT. For example, consider the condition (2) in the flat space limit. As discussed before,
the flat space limit should be taken such that W > M Raqgs > 1. Therefore, the
condition (2), in the flat space limit, suggests that uAoMP > —¢, where ¢ is some small
number. This is certainly consistent with the results of [47] (for D > 5), however, we

do not have a precise definition of . This perhaps suggests that ¢ is theory dependent.

Nevertheless, the important point is that € is strictly positive.

7 Multiple Scalar Fields in AdS

In this section, we analyze EFTs of multiple scalars in AdS. The main motivation for
this section is to demonstrate that there are additional constraints from the same CFT
consistency conditions that must be satisfied when there are multiple fields. As we showed
earlier, odd k interactions with a single scalar field are not constrained from our CFT
analysis. However, in this section we will consider higher derivative interactions with
multiple scalar fields to demonstrate that some odd k interactions are constrained from
the CFT consistency conditions of section 3.2.

Furthermore, for multiple fields there are interference effects that are also constrained
by the same CFT consistency conditions. These interference effects have been utilized
in [72] to derive non-linear bounds on the dilaton-axion effective action associated with 4D
RG flows with global symmetry breaking. In this section, we will derive such interference

bounds in a systematic way.

30Tt would be interesting to extend our analysis and compare with more recent results (such as [98])
on all order higher derivative couplings in different string theories.
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For the purpose of demonstration of the general idea, we choose a simple theory: an
EFT of two scalar fields (with the same mass) in AdS with Zy symmetry and without
gravity Gy = 0. We follow the convention of section 4.2 and start with the effective

action®!

1
Slor, ¢o] = 5 / dPx/=g (—g"'V 01 V,01 — ¢V 102V 2 — m*(¢7 + ¢3))
D
+5 Z / nkd x}ﬁ 5 (AS%D%% + AP @20k g2 4 g, 20k 2 + Ml@m%@z)
o (7.1)

where M = Ag,p/Raas is the scale of new physics, p > 0, and the numerical factor ng(A)
is defined in (4.17).3* Note that A and g coefficients are dimensionless. The argument of
the previous sections still holds implying that both )\,(cl) and )\,(f) must satisfy conditions
(i)-(iii) independently. However, as we will show in this section, there are additional
non-trivial constraints that involve g and g couplings.

The AdS theory (7.1) is dual to an interacting CEFT in d = D —1 dimensions. The bulk
fields ¢; and ¢, are dual to two scalar operators O; and O, respectively, with dimensions
m*R3 45 = A(A — d). The two point functions are given by (2.3). Let us now consider a

general four-point CFT correlator

(O5(1)04(p)Ol (~=p) O (1))

G(n,o) = (7.2)
(Op(1)OL(=1)){0a(p)O}(~p))
in the Regge limit (3.5). The operators are defined as
OA201+GOQ s OB:O1+b02 s (73)

where, a and b are arbitrary complex numbers. We repeat the calculation of section 4

31Note that we are ignoring k = 0, 1-interactions. These interactions as well as any other interaction
that cannot be written in the form (7.1), if present, will not affect the bounds obtained in this section.

32Let us recall that in our convention na(A) = ny(A) = 1 for all A and D. Moreover, for Agy, >
mRaqs > k, we have ny, = 1.
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and obtain an expression for ¢z (n) in the limit of large M Raqgs (with mRaqs fixed):

) _ KapFoair(n)
£(n) np(A)ADF2L=4(1 + |a])2(1 + |b])2

gap

]-~ ]- ~ * *
x (Ai” + A a0 + Jgn (lal® + [0F) + 2(202 + o) (a + a”) b+ b >) (7.4)

for even L > 2, where ka is a positive coefficient independent of L, as defined in equation
(4.11). On the other hand, ¢ (n) for odd L is non-zero. In particular for odd L > 3 we

obtain

cr(n) :”L(A)Agagieizfﬁ(jsz(l e %@L —2g:)(a — a*)(b—b*) . (7.5)

7.1 Bounds

We are now in a position to derive bounds by utilizing the CFT consistency conditions
of section 3.2. All CFT conditions of section 3.2 apply to ¢z (n) obtained in this section
for 0 < n < 1 and all choices of a and b. As we have discussed before, it is sufficient to
derive constraints at the limit n — 0. However, now the bounds will also depend on the
particular choice of a and b.

Our CFT setup, as we discussed before, is probing local high energy scattering deep in
the bulk. Since the local high energy scattering is insensitive to the spacetime curvature,

the AdS bounds of this section remain valid even in the flat space limit.

7.1.1 Positivity for even k

The condition (3.12) now imposes
Ao, AP>0,  G>o0 (7.6)

for even k& > 2 generalizing the bound (i). Furthermore, now we can derive a non-linear

interference bound by choosing a and b that minimize (7.4), yielding

1k + 20 < 4 AN + G (7.7)

for all even k& > 2. Note that the above bounds are consistent with bounds obtained

in [72] on the dilaton-axion effective action.
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7.1.2 Monotonicity for even k

The condition (3.13) leads to the following monotonicity conditions:
1 1 2 2 -
N ZNL . N 2N B2 e (78)

for all even k& > 2 generalizing the bound (ii). We can again derive a non-linear interference

bound by optimizing with respect to a and b:

1 = Gi2) + 2096 — gis2)] < 4O = AD)OE =N + (G — i) (7.9)
for all even k > 2.

7.1.3 Boundedness for odd k

The condition (3.13) now imposes bounds also on odd k coupling constants. By optimizing

with respect to a and b, we find that

|Gk — 29| < 4/ MDA+ G (7.10)

for all odd k£ > 3. Note that there is a particular combination of interactions for any odd

k which is not bounded from our argument.

7.1.4 Log-convexity for even k

To begin with, we can utilize (3.15) for different limits of a and b to obtain local log-

convexity conditions: A,(iz? < \/)\,(:))\,(524, )\,(22 < /\,22))\,(34, and Grio < \/Grgria for all

even k > 2. These local conditions lead to the global log-convexity condition (iii) for /\,(61),
)\,(f), and g, individually for even k£ > 2. Furthermore, there is again a more general local

log-convexity condition:
Cry2(a,b)* < Cr(a,b)Criala,b) , even k > 2 (7.11)
for all real a and b, where
Ci(a,b) = 4)\21) + 4A,(€2)a262 + G (a4 ) + 4grab > 0 . (7.12)

Of course, we can again write a global log-convexity condition for Cy(a,b) as before.
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Note that the strongest bound can be obtained by optimizing (7.11) with respect to
a and b. The actual expression is not very illuminating and hence we will not transcribe
it here.

7.1.5 Log-convexity for odd k&

Odd k-interactions also obey a local (but not global) log-convexity condition. This can
be obtained by using (3.16):

(9r — 295)* < 7 (% 2D+ G 1y> (2%2?1 + 2077 + §k+1y) (7.13)

for all odd k£ > 3 and 0 < y < co. Of course, the optimal bound is obtained by minimizing
the right hand side with respect to y.

Finally, we wish to note that now the fields can couple to a massive or a massless
gauge field. However, that will not alter equations (7.4) or (7.5) and hence the bounds
remain unchanged. On the other hand, when we couple the theory (7.1) to gravity, as
we discussed in the previous section, it will contribute to cz(n). So, all bounds for k£ > 4

(even or odd) are valid even when Gy # 0.

7.2 Application: Complex Scalar Field

Let us now consider a complex scalar field

S= / d"xy/=g ( Vb Vi + mPpo! + Z (g™ + @mwm%aﬁ)) -

(7.14)

MZ(k 2)

Results of this section apply to this EFT as well. In particular, bounds on this EFT can

be obtained easily once we identify

MW=A =+ 6, a=26 ).  Gn=da. (7.15)
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8 Conclusions & Comments

In this paper we addressed the question of what EFTs in AdSp cannot be embedded into
a UV theory that is dual to a CFTp_; obeying the usual CFT axioms. We considered
EFTs of scalar fields in AdS spacetime of large radius and derived precise constraints
(1.3)-(1.5) on the coupling constants of higher derivative interactions ¢2(1¥¢? from the
dual CFT. Our derivation of the bounds does not make any assumptions about the dual
CFT beyond the well established conformal bootstrap axioms. Furthermore, we showed
that inclusion of gravity only affects constraints involving the ¢?(0?¢? interaction which
now can have a negative coupling constant even in D = 4. It is unclear whether this fact
survives in the exact flat space limit. It will be interesting to explore this further since
positivity of this interaction is essential in the proof of the 4D a-theorem.

Our CFT setup was a Lorentzian four-point correlator in the Regge limit which was
designed to probe local high energy scattering deep in the AdS. We utilized the fact that
the growth of this CFT Regge correlator is highly constrained from the argument of [88].
Conceptually, bounds obtained in this paper are closely related to the CFT Nachtmann
theorem of [88,99]. In fact, the CFT Nachtmann theorem was derived in [88] by starting
from the same four-point correlator, however, in the Lorentzian lightcone limit (n — 0,
then ¢ — 0). Moreover, the condition (1.3) can be derived from the CFT Nachtmann
theorem (with some caveat, as we explain later) once we identify anomalous dimensions

Yn,e of double-trace operators [OO)],, ¢ are related to A, (for even /) as follows [75, 100]
Yn,e X —>\g . (81)

On the other hand, constraints (1.4)-(1.5) are strictly stronger than what one obtains
from the Nachtmann theorem.?* Furthermore, one should exercise caution while applying
the Nachtmann theorem to an “effective” CF'T which is defined order by order in pertur-
bation theory. Of course, even for such a CFT the Nachtmann theorem of [88,99] does
hold, however, identifying families of minimal twist operators can be subtle. It is partic-
ularly complicated when the family of minimal twist operators consists of different set of
operators at different orders in perturbation theory. We emphasize that for “effective”
CF'Ts constraints obtained from the CFT Regge limit are more reliable since they follow
directly from the CFT sum-rule (3.11).

Finally, we end with some general comments about the swampland bounds on EFT's in

33This is a direct consequence of the fact that the order of limits 1, — 0 is non-trivial.

37



flat space which are obtained by using various properties of 4-point scattering amplitudes.
We mainly focus on two types of flat space arguments: (i) based on dispersive sum rules,
(ii) based on positivity of the eikonal phase-shift. The first type of arguments, as explained
in the introduction, lead to precise bounds, however, require some assumption about the
Regge boundedness of the 4-point amplitude. Whereas, positivity of the eikonal phase-
shift seems to be a more rigorous condition [101]*>* which leads to non-trivial constraints
[39,67,68,101,105-110], however, these constraints in some sense are parametric in nature.
On the other hand, by now it is known that both types of bounds can be obtained in
AdS from the same CFT sum-rule (3.11). So, roughly speaking our CFT Regge correlator
(3.2) is the AdS analogous of the flat space finite impact parameter scattering amplitude
A(s, b) of [20], since both capture two types of constraints described above. It would be
interesting to derive the full set of constraints of [47] by viewing a flat space EFT as the
flat space limit of the EFT in AdS.

More generally, it would be nice to unify the flat space bounds and the AdS bounds in
a more systematic way. This can be achieved at the level of individual bounds, however
a more useful goal would be to rigorously derive the Regge boundedness condition (and
the closely related CRG condition of [89,95]) of the flat space amplitude directly from
the CFT axioms by taking the flat space limit.?® It is tempting to translate the results of
this paper in to a Regge boundedness condition for the flat space finite impact parameter

scattering amplitude A(s, b) of [47] (or some variation of it) for arbitrary external states.

In particular, CFT conditions of section 3.2 suggest

-

Any finite impact parameter scattering amplitude A(s,b) for large s cannot

grow faster than s* within any range of s.

-,

In other words, there can be terms in A(s,b) that grow as s*

,s%, ... for large s but none
of them can dominate within any range of s. Classical version of this statement is very
similar to the CRG conjecture of [89], however, it is not equivalent since A(s, b) is in the
impact parameter space. Note that this Regge boundedness condition, even if true, is
weaker than what is required in [47]. Nevertheless, it is of importance to have a rigorous

proof of the above Regge boundedness condition or some stronger version of it.

34For some subtleties see [102-104].
35Note that the flat space limit is subtle when gravity is dynamical.
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A Rindler Positivity from Conformal Bootstrap

In this appendix we will show that Rindler positivity, for scalar external operators, follows

from OPE unitarity and crossing symmetry. Consider the Euclidean correlator (0 < p, p <

)

. HOl 1y, o L ((=p =)\
(O2(=p)01(p)01(1)05(-1)) (16pﬁ)# ((1+p)(1+ﬁ))

Ao1,A —
X E Cozolpcozoi{p(—l)ﬁgA?eh 12(272) (Al)
p

where A1, = A; — Ay and cross-ratios are

4p 4p
(1+p)?’ (1+p)?

(A.2)

Unitarity ensures that C0201C0t 01y > 0. Moreover, positivity of the conformal block
21
expansion in p, p now implies
1

(O3(—p)O01(p)O}(1)0%(—1))p = W Z b bpp >0 (A.3)
pp) 2 h.h

where h = J(A £ /() and h = 3(A F ¢). The sum is over all operators both primaries

and their descendants. Note that b, ; > 0 also follows from reflection positivity, as shown
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in [58]. The above facts immediately implies that for 1 > z,z2 > 0

Aot A _
E CO2OIPCO§OIp(_1)£gA?Z1 2(2,7)
p

() ()

_ 7)) Q21/2 _
= (== b (= ) (1=

hh

(A4)

Rindler Positivity

We now consider the correlator G of equation (3.2), however, in the Euclidean regime

(0 < p,p < 1). In the direct channel expansion

GE = CootCotomdniz: ?) (A.5)
p
with
4p _ 4p
GG E = : A6
TR TR (A-6)

The subscript E is there to remind ourselves that we are in the Euclidean regime. Posi-
tivity of this correlator is not obvious from the direct channel expansion. So, we expand

in the crossed channel

G = L ( 1 )Am S coomtopory(— DT (2, 2)
- —\\A1+A, — 201P~0]0] A )
(L=p)1=p) (1+p)(1+0) " !
(A.7)
where now cross-ratios are
1—p)? 1—p)?
,_-p _(1-p) (A8)

(1+p)*° (1+p)? "
Using the positive expansion (A.4), we can write

A14+Ao T

S L) i thﬁ(ﬂ)zh(l—\/ﬁ)% A9

(L)1 p)) T 1+/p

which is positive for 0 < p,p < 1.
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Lorentzian Correlators

Rindler positivity is most useful in the Lorentzian regime p > 1 and 0 < p < 1. So, we
now consider this regime where some of the operators are time-like separated and hence
operator ordering does matter. The positive ordered correlator Gy, as defined in (3.6), in
the Lorentzian regime (p > 1 and 0 < p < 1) is given directly by the Euclidean correlator

and hence

A1+4A9

_ (160p) " N YN AN
= (p(1—=1/p)(1 — )y~ hzﬁb’“" (1 + 1/\/5> <1 n fﬁ) >0.  (A10)

This establishes Rindler positivity in the Lorentzian regime.
This leads to the other Lorentzian correlator G, as defined in (3.2) and another distinct

Lorentzian correlator that we can define

~ {0:(1)01(p)O}(—p)OL(-1)) - {01(p)0:(1)0§(-1)0](—p))
G = T T . G= T T . (A1)
(02(1)03(=1))(01(p)O1(—p)) (02(1)03(=1))(01(p)O1(=p))

These Lorentzian correlators, in the regime p > 1 and 0 < p < 1, are obtained from

analytic continuations of the Euclidean correlator

A1+Ao

5 (16pp) (1-1/\/p M1 /p * (i (2h=2y—A0)
G_wr4mm—mﬁwh%pw@+uw9 Q+w§

(A.12)

and similarly

A1+A9

(16pp) " 2 (1=1/\/p 1D o o—im(2h=Ay—A0)
<m—wm—m““%%&””ﬁ)(“V9 |

(A.13)

From the above expansions, we conclude that the Lorentzian correlators G, G, and G,

in the regime p > 1 and 0 < p < 1, obey the following properties:

Go>0, G=G", (A.14)
Gl <Gy, |G| <Go. (A.15)
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B A Sum-Rule by Subtracting the Identity Operator

In this section, we derive a sum-rule similar to (3.11) by subtracting the identity operator
from all channels. This discussion is only important when O; = Oy = O in the correlator
(3.6) with Ay = Ay = A. We will restrict to real scalar operators, however, this discussion
can be easily generalized for complex scalars.

In this case, we write (A.10) and (A.13) as

G (160p)" S b (1 - 1/W)Qh (1 - \/ﬁ) B1)

P (A—1p-pPc e M) \T+vp
and
_ (16P5)A62mA (1=1/\/p . 1—/p 2B6—27rih
TRy Tl S P (%) (=4)

(B.2)

by isolating the contribution from the identity operator. We can compare these correlators
with correlators for the CF'T which is dual to a free scalar theory in AdS. In this generalized

free CFT, the corresponding correlators are

G(j)"/‘ee -1 (16pﬁ)A (16pﬁ)A B.3
! PA((1L=1/p)(1=p))*>  p*A((1+1/p)(14p)* ()

and
Gfree -1+ (16pﬁ)A GQWiA (16pﬁ)A (B4)

A1) A+ )1 )™

These two correlators of the generalized free theory are different only when A is not an

integer. We now define subtracted correlators:

8Go(n,0) = Go—GL™ | 6G(n,0) =G — Gl | (B.5)
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where 7 and o are defined in (3.4). Moreover, note that for positive |[o| < 1and 0 <n < 1

Re (3 (1) — 06 (n.0) %Obh,h(H ) (T7YE) (-0

(B.6)
which follows from by, ; > 0. This positivity is true for all unitary CFTs. For negative
lo| < 1, the same positivity condition can be derived by starting from G correlator at
positive o.

Now we can perform a contour integral on the complex lower-half o-plane, as described
in [88]. This now yields a modified sum-rule for the expansion (3.10)
cr(n) = %/R do " ?Re (6Gy(n,0) — 6G(n, o)) , . <R<n<1, (B.7)
-R
which is a more formal (and precise) version of the sum-rule (3.11).
The above sum-rule has one key advantage. In order to illustrate that we focus on
CFTs that are dual to some EFT in AdS. Clearly these subtracted correlators come
entirely from the interacting part of the AdS EFT. The possible corrections to the above

sum-rule comes from terms
(0Go(n,0) — 6G(n,0)) ~ (6c)o® with  a>d (B.8)

where dc is obtained entirely from the interacting part of the EFT. Hence, the entire
argument of section 3.3 about the correction terms now can be repeated implying that
the consistency conditions (3.12), (3.13), (3.15), and (3.16) are valid even when A is
non-integer.

The observant reader may have noticed that the correlator dGo(n, o), in general, is
not a well-defined object on the the complex lower-half o-plane. However, we can always
define a function (5G(()7)(17, o) which is analytic on the lower half o-plane (minus the real
line) and has the property Re(SGé*)(n, o) = 6Gy(n, o) on the real line (Im o — 0_). For

example, 0Go(n, o), in the limit ¢ — 0, has terms like
0Go(n,0) ~ calo|® (B.9)

with positive a. We can define 6Gé_)(n, o) as a function on the lower-half o plane with
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terms

5G5S (n,0) ~ ¢ <1 + i tan <%)> o’ (B.10)

and derive the sum-rule (B.7) using (5G((f)(77, o). Clearly, any additional correction that
can occur because of §Gé_)(n, o) will also obey (B.8) and hence the sum-rule (B.7) is valid
for CFTs dual to any AdS EFT for D > 4. The sum-rule is valid even for D = 3 as long
as 0 < m? < M? and the ¢* interaction is absent.

C Correlators of CFTs Dual to EFTs in AdS

Derivation of our bounds depends heavily on determining the exact numerical factors.
So, we review the computation of correlators in the AdS/CFT correspondence. The tree

level Witten diagrams can be obtained from the Euclidean on-shell action:
6_ on—shell[q>] — <€f<1)0> , (Cl)

where ® is the boundary value of the bulk field ¢ with CFT dual O. For simplicity we

will work in the Euclidean signature with the metric

2 _ dz* + 0, dx"dz”

ds > (C.2)
We start with a single scalar field in AdS :
1
5= [ dava 99,006+ ne? (€3)
which leads to the equation of motion
(O-m*p=0. (C.4)
Bulk-to-boundary propagator
This has the solution
= C | d < O(2') = [ da'Ka(z,2;2)0(a' C.5
o(z,x) = Ca x(z2—|—|x—a:’|2)A () = 2 Ka(z,z;2")0(2") (C.5)
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with m? = A(A — d) and

[A]
= . C.6
Ca mI20[A — d/2] (C6)
Note that the bulk to boundary propagator satisfies
(O(z,2) — m*)Ka(z,2;2') =0 . (C.7)

Furthermore, note that

Ca

WA —-A / Af__ 28
Kale = 0.z2') = 272 (0%(e = 2) + O(2) + 2 (\x_mm

+(9(z2)> . (C.8)

Bulk-to-bulk propagator
The bulk-to-bulk propagator is defined as the solution of the differential equation

1

V9(z,)

(O(z,2) — m*)Ga(z,2;2,2") = §(z — 204w —2) . (C.9)

The propagator can be explicitly written as

22AT(AT (-4 + A+ 1 AA 1 d
Ga(z,x;2' 1) = — 3 dsl) (3 ) F <— ;——+A+1;§2) (C.10)

?__'__
(4m) 5 T(—d +2A +1) 2°2 2 2

where,
222
= . C.11
¢ 2+ 2%+ (v —2)? ( )
Let us also note the asymptotic behavior of the propagator
Galz = e,1:7, 7)) = - Ka(#, s 2) (C.12)
AR €X;2,T ) = IN — d A PR . .
C.1 CFT 2-pt Functions
The on-shell action is given by
1 a1
Son—shell = _5 Zzed ZL’FQb(Z, I)az¢(27 l’)
1
- / 0oz (C.13)
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This on-shell action can be evaluated by using the asymptotic expression for the bulk-to-

boundary propagator yielding?®

(2D —
Son—shell = _% ddxddx/ <I) (x) — -4 /dd.T(I)(-fE,)Q .

|:L‘ _ Q;/PA 262A—d

The divergent term can be removed by adding a counter-term at z = e:

d—A y
Set = 5ed /Zed r ¢(z,7)% .

The on-shell counter-term also contributes a finite part

d—A

,O(2)P (2
S = 5o / dz®(x)* + Ca(d — A) / d?rdx S(z)e ()

|LU—JI/|2A

and hence the total on-shell action becomes

LS PG,

Son—shell = - 9 |ZE _ (L’/|2A .

Finally the two-point function is

(O()O(ay)) = PAZ DO

o |x1 _$2|2A :

(C.15)

(C.16)

(C.17)

(C.18)

(C.19)

C.2 Perturbative Expansion of the Euclidean On-Shell Action

We now study the following Fuclidean bulk action
d+1 1 2 L o

The bulk equation of motion is now given by

o 5LGt

(O—mt)o = 22

36The following identity can be useful:

(C.20)

(C.21)

22 4 2

/ddl‘ < 5 )A1 ( . )Az _ ﬂ.d/QF(Al + Ay —d/2) /1 ds ZA1+A28A2—1(1 _ S)Al_l
o

22+ |z — 2')? T'(A)T(A)
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We can again write down a formal solution of the equation of motion

5Limt

o(x,2) = /ddx'KA(z,x;x’)q)(x') —i—/ddx’dz'\/?GA(z,x; ) 56 (22" (C.22)
and the on-shell action is given by
_ 1 d 2, d—A d 2
Son—shell = Y /Zzgd 20, (p(z, )" + 5o /z=ed x ¢(z,x)
1 5L
/ d*zdz\/g | Lin — it (C.23)
5¢
= So + Set + Sint - (C.24)
First, we find that
2A — P d
SO + Sct — CA( d) / ddxlddx2 (ﬂfl) (l'2>
2 z=€ |I1 - x2|2A
1 d d,./ Ny 1o
5 d dc'dz \JgKa(z1; 2, 2") D (7)) 5 (', 2") . (C.25)

So the total Euclidean on-shell action can be written in a nice form

ca(2A —d P(x1)P(x
%/Z €clalxlclalzrgﬁ+/dda:dz\/ﬁLmt(z,x)

— %/dda:dz\/g/ddx'dz’\/?GA(z,x; z’,a:’)a([;;m (z’,x’)(sg(;m (z,2), (C.26)

Son—shell = -

where, the bulk field ¢ should be understood as

5Lint
0¢

oz, 2) = /dda:/KA(z,x;x')CI)(x/) —i—/ddx'dz/\/?GA(z,x; 2 ) (2, 2") . (C.27)

We can use equation (C.27) to perform a perturbative expansion of (C.26). Note that

contact diagrams receive contributions only from the second term in (C.26). On the other

hand, both the second and the third term can contribute to an exchange diagram.

C.3 Example

Let us now consider the example

S = / d*™ /g (%(agb)Q - %m%f + A3¢® + >\4¢4) : (C.28)
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The bulk equation of motion is now given by

5Limt

(O = m*)p =3X30" + dha¢’ = = 5

(C.29)

Three-point function

We can now write down the cubic action by using (C.26):

Si) = )\3/ddxdz\/g/dd:clddxgdd.rgKA(z,m;xl)KA(z,x;:UQ)KA(z,x;:Eg)@(xl)@(xg)@(xg)
(C.30)

and hence the tree-level three-point function is given by
(O(x1)O(x9)O(23)) = —6)\3/ddxdz\/gKA(z,x;xl)KA(z,x;mg)KA(z,x;xg) . (C.31)

For the sake of completeness let us note that [111]

Aijk
/dda:dz\/gKAl(z, ;1) Kay (2,2, 09) Kpy (2, 25 23) = e ;:3]A13]a:3 Yo
(C.32)
with
(8T (3) T (3T (25)
Ajjk (C.33)
! 27TdF Al—g>F(A2—g)F(A3—%)

Four-point function

The four-point function receives contributions from both contact diagrams and exchanged

diagrams. In the leading order the quartic on-shell action is given by

Sy = )\4/ddxdz\/§gb4+ g)\g/ddxdz\/ﬁ/ddx’dzl\/?GA(z,x;z’,x’)ngQ(z,x)qﬁz(z’,x’) _

(C.34)
So the full four-point function is given by
(O(x1)O(x2)O(23)O(x4)) = —(4!) As(contact Witten diagram)
— (31)2\3(three exchanged Witten diagrams) . (C.35)
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D Properties of D-Functions

The D(n,o)-function in AdS,.; is defined as

4
DA1A2A3A4 (777 U) = / dd-l—lm\/g H KAi (27 x; xz)
i=1
where boundary z;-points are given by (3.3):
T =—Ta=p, xy=—w3=1.

Note that K is the reduced bulk to boundary propagator

~ ~ ZA

(22 + |5L‘ _ $/|2)A ’

D.1 Some Useful Identities

The following identities will be very useful for us.

First Identity

From [112], we write

9" 0K, (2, 1;21)0, Ka, (2, 5 19) =A1 Ay <[~(A1 (z,2;21)Ka, (2, 73 22)

_Qx%%f(Aﬁl(Zax;xl)KAQH(Z,I;fz)) )

where, derivatives are taken with respect to bulk coordinates.

Second Identity

From [112], we can also write

Das1a a at1(n,0) = Da a+1 at1 a(n,0)

Dai1a a1 a(n,0) = Da ag1 A at1(n,0) .
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Third Identity

Let us now write our D-functions in terms of D-functions of [113]3"

oT[A]PT[A 4+ 1] (16pp)~+
F2A+1—h) (1-p)(1-Dp) Daatiatia(n, o),
2T [A]PL[A + 12 (16pp)> !

TEA+L—h) (L+p)(1 +p)DA+1AA+1A(77,0) ,

%(leﬁ)ADAAAA(m o),

Dantiatia(u,v) =

Datiantia(u,v) =
Danaa(u,v) =

where,

_ (1491 +p)?  (1+0)*(L+no)’

16pp N 16n0? ’
b (1—p1—p)3? _(1-0)*(1—no)
16pp 16n0?
From [113], we can relate
Dantiatia(u,v) = =0,Danan(u,v) , Datiaatia(u,v) = —0,Danan(u,v) .

Therefore, we can derive the following expression

(1=p)*(1 = p)’Dansia+1a(m, o) + (1 + p)*(1 + p)*Dasiaaria(n, o)

T (2A +1—h)
= “OF[APT[A + (1651 (0 + ') Pasas(u)
16 (2A — h)

— _W (v2av + u2c9u) TIADAAAA(ua V)

RUESUYIUEY
A? nA

O™ + fo(n,0)0 >DAAAA(77, o),

where, h = d/2 and

(n+1)(c?(n(3nc? +n+8) + 1) + 3)
16(n — 1)o? ’
(L=0)(o+1)(nn+2)0*+1)(n(no*+2) +1)
16(n — 1o (no? — 1) '

f1<n70) =

f2(n70) =

370ur D-functions are D functions of [113].
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(D.11)

(D.12)

(D.13)
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D.2 Regge limit of the D-functions

Following [96], in the Regge limit we obtain

o I Aig 1
Daynyngng (n’ 0) A NEY. vy fA1A2A3A4 (_§ log (77)) (D16)
n 2 JLT(A)
where,
e Ag+ Ay —d/2 + v Ag+ Ay —d/2 —iv
fA1A2A3A4<S) :/ dyQiV(S)F ( ° : 9 / ) I ( ° : 9 / )
)(F<A1+A2;d/2+zy)F<A1+A2;d/2_zy> . (D]_?)

Harmonic functions €2;, on H; 1 are known in any dimension [62]

Esin(rE)I (%2 + E) T (%2 — E)
Qp (s) =— FES]
22T (43)
—2 -2 —1 1—cosh
X o (d_ +E, d —E, d : s (S)> : (D.18)
2 2 2
D.3 F-function
The F-function is defined as
1 1
Foniz(n) = = fasrr a avr A (—510g (U)) : (D.19)
/]7 2
In the limit n — 0, we obtain from (D.17) (see appendix D of [96]):
1—4 d A 1
Foayr(n—0) =27 2T 2A+L—§ FrRA+L—-1)n"In| - (D.20)
n
where D =d + 1.
D.4 Another Identity
We can also derive an exact identity
0 Logn) = 177 Ly D.21
nfasaa | —5logn | = mfAJrlAAJrlA —5logn ) . (D.21)

This will be useful later.
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E Regge Contributions of Odd Couplings

In this appendix, our goal is to establish (4.21). To this end, we first prove (4.21) for
k = 3. This will necessarily imply (4.21) for all odd k > 3, as we explain at the end.
Using the explicit form of the dilaton effective action (2.1), we obtain the leading

on-shell Euclidean effective action for k£ = 3:

on—shell —

S=3 —% APz /G232 . (E.1)

The above on-shell action can be rewritten at the leading order in perturbation theory by
using the bulk-to-boundary propagator. We notice from [96] that all D-functions decay
in the Regge limit Da,a,nsn,(p,p) ~ ll). On the other hand, z7; factors can grow as ~ p.
Therefore, terms in (E.1) that have at least two factors of :r;?j can grow in the Regge
limit (3.5). This greatly simplifies the analysis since we only care about the growing part
of the Regge correlator. In particular, the on-shell four-point interaction (E.1) can be

approximated as

Scsfligk)lell (S8 —,u3/ / <—$%2$§4KA+2(Z, $;$1)kA+2(Z, Z; $2)[~(A+1<Zax; x3)KA+1(Z7$; 1'3)
d4 J AdS

2 —d+4A — 2dA + 4A? 5 - - ~
2B 1) 515, K1 (2,201 K1 (2,05 00) Kay1 (2, 75 23) Ka g (2, 75 203)

20 —d 4 - ~ ~ ~
et i) e, R i) R i) ) -+

+

(E.2)

where dots represent terms that do not contribute to the Regge growth. Note that we are
not keeping track of the overall (positive) numerical factor, since our conclusion will not
depend on it. It is now a straightforward exercise to compute the Regge contribution of
the k£ = 3 term:

G(n,0) ~ps3 (2 —d +24<AA;216§2A T AAT P*Das1 as1 a1 as1(n,0) + 2A2A_ dPQDAH A a2 A(1,0)
- i(l —p)’(1 = p)’Daya as1 a1 ata(n,0) — i(l +0)°(1+ p)*Data a1 a2 a1(,0)
U PP 9Dt s a2 () = {14 P14+ 9P Dast sz a0 312(0.0) )
+ 0 (0?) (E.3)
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In the above expression, we have also exploited the fact that all Da,a,asa,(p, p) functions
with fixed A; + Ay = Ag + Ay have the same leading Regge behavior [96]. Moreover, in

the Regge limit, one can also relate [96]

A+1)2
Dayi1 a1 a4 A+1(77, U) = %DAJ& A A42 A(TL 0) +0O (02) (E-4)

We can now use various identities discussed in appendix D.1 to obtain

—12(d — 1)A — 3d + 2472 + 4
G, 0) ~ i ( w=b u u

A+1 2

1
fA+1 A+1 A+1 A1 (—Elog 77)
ntao

3(n+1) 1
g fare aviasz apn | —glogn ) | + O (6°) . (E.5)
where, f-functions are given by (D.17). One now can check that the quantity inside the
parentheses, for m? > 0, changes sign as we increase 7. For example, for n — 0 it is
negative. Whereas, for n — 1 it becomes positive for m? > 0. Hence, if yy = 0, then the

condition (3.12) necessarily requires
ps =0, m*>0. (E.6)
Furthermore, the condition (3.13) now also requires that
je =0 (E.7)

for all k£ > 4.

Interestingly, for negative m? there is always a range of A for which the quantity inside
the parentheses does not change sign. In such a case, we can only derive a sign constraint
on p3. The condition (3.13) now rules out all even py with k& > 4, however, odd py with
k > 5 are not ruled out. It is possible that CFT conditions (3.12) and (3.13) for L > 2
might rule out such a scenario. Nonetheless, we will restrict to m? > 0 to avoid this

possible loophole.
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F N-Coefficients

F.1 Np(A)

Np(A) is a numerical coefficient that appears in the bound of ¢?[1?¢?* interaction in the
presence of gravity. First, let us note that the Harmonic function (D.18) function has the

following behavior in the limit n — 1:

& O < 1 log ( )) 21-dr=5=3psinh(mv)T (¢—iv—1)T (¢+iv—1)
v = g | —7 108 (7N = — .
2 - r(%) |
(F1
The Np(A) coefficient is now given by the ratio:
foo dVl—-.(2A+272d/2+iu)21—‘(2A+272d/27iu)2Q'
0o 2 ()2 v
Np(A) +(3) (F.2)

- [ T <2A+2—2d/2+i1/> 2 r <2A+2—2d/2—w> 2 a,,

where D = d + 1. This factor can be easily computed in Mathematica. In particular, we
find that for large A and D > 4:

(F.3)

F.2 Np(A)

The Np(A) coefficient is now given by the ratio:

- o 2A+2—d/2+iv 2 2A+2—d/2—iv ? 0.
Ny - LA 5T @A) JdT (i) r() o (F.4)
DEA-Z5)TRATD) (= gp <2A+4—d/2+z’u>2 r <2A+4—d/2—il'>2 0.
NS 2 !

2

14

where D = d + 1. Note that Np(A) > 1.
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