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Abstract

We analyse the general structure of the three-point functions involving conserved
bosonic and fermionic higher-spin currents in three-dimensional conformal field the-
ory. Using the constraints of conformal symmetry and conservation equations, we
use a computational formalism to analyse the general structure of (J, J{, JI.), where
o
or half-integer). The calculations are completely automated for any chosen spins

J;, and J¢ are conserved currents with spins sy, so and s3 respectively (integer

and are limited only by computer power. We find that the correlation function is
in general fixed up to two independent “even” structures, and one “odd” structure,
subject to a set of triangle inequalities. We also analyse the structure of three-point
functions involving higher-spin currents and fundamental scalars and spinors.
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1 Introduction

It is widely understood that in any conformal field theory, the general structure of
three-point correlation functions is determined up to finitely many parameters by confor-
mal symmetry. However, it remains a non-trivial problem to construct explicit solutions
for three-point functions for various classes of primary operators. Among the most im-
portant primary operators are conserved currents, whose scale dimension saturates the
unitarity bound. The fundamental examples of conserved currents in any conformal field
theory are the energy-momentum tensor and vector currents; the three-point functions of
these currents were analysed in |1} 2], where a systematic approach to study correlation
functions of primary operators was introduced (see also refs. [3-12] for earlier works). The
analysis was performed in general dimensions, however, it did not consider higher-spin
conserved currents, which can exist in more general conformal field theories. It also did
not account for the possibility of parity-violating structures, which appear in the three-
point functions of the energy-momentum tensor and vector currents in three-dimensions.
These structures were found in [13], where correlation functions of higher-spin conserved
currents were considered, and were also found to contain parity-violating structures. Soon
after, it was proven in [14] that under certain assumptions (which are, however, violated
in the presence of fermionic higher-spin currents) that all correlation functions involving
the energy-momentum tensor and higher-spin currents are equal to those of free theories.
This is an extension of the Coleman-Mandula theorem [15] to conformal field theories; it
was originally proven in three dimensions and was later generalised to four- and higher-
dimensional cases in |[16H20]. There are also approaches to the construction of correlation
functions of conserved currents which make use of embedding formalisms [21-26] (see also
[27], [28] for supersymmetric extensions), while others carry out the calculations in momen-
tum space [29-38]. Results have also been obtained within the framework of the AdS/CFT
correspondence (see e.g. [39-43]). The study of correlation functions of conserved currents

has also been extended to superconformal field theories in diverse dimensions [44(59].

The general structure of the three-point functions of conserved higher-spin, bosonic,

vector currents was proposed by Giombi, Prakash and Yin [13] in three dimensions, and
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further analysis was undertaken by Stanev |17, (18| [60] (see also [61, 62]) in the four
dimensional case, and by Zhiboedov [16] in general dimensions. Despite the obvious
success, the analysis in [13] [16, [17] appears to have some limitations. First, the results
only apply to conserved currents of integer spin. Second, it is unclear how the results
comprise all linearly independent structures for a given choice of spins. In particular,
in [16, [17], the conserved three-point functions are presented in the form of generating

functions which are proposed (to best of our understanding) without proof of the latter.

In this paper, we develop a formalism to study the general structure of the three-point

correlation function
(T, (1) T, (22) T4, (23)) (1.1)

in three-dimensional conformal field theory, assuming only the constraints imposed by
conformal symmetry and conservation equations. Here by .J, we denote a conserved cur-
rent of spin s. Our formalism is suitable for both integer and half-integer spin. Within
our approach we reproduce all known results concerning the structure of three-point func-
tions of bosonic conserved currents and also extend the results to three-point functions
involving currents of an arbitrary half-integer spin. We also apply it to correlation func-
tions of scalar/spinor operators thus covering essentially all possible three-point function
in three-dimensional conformal field theory. Our method is exhaustive; first we construct
all possible structures for the correlation function for a given set of spins sq, sy and s3,
consistent with its conformal properties. We then systematically extract the linearly inde-
pendent structures and then, finally, impose the conservation equations and symmetries
under permutations of spacetime points. As a result we obtain the three-point function
in a very explicit form which can be explicitly presented even for relatively high spinsE]
Our method can be applied for arbitrary si, s, and s3 and is limited only by computer
power. Due to these limitations we were able to carry out computations up to s; = 20,
however, with a sufficiently powerful computer one could probably extend our results up
to s; ~ 50 as in [17]. We demonstrate that in all cases with s; < 20, including examples
involving conserved half-integer spin currents, that the correlation function is fixed up to
the following form:

(T, T T =ay (T, T T g, +as (J, T, T Vg, +b(J, T o . (1.2)

81782783 81782783 §1 782783 §1 782783

where (J, J,,J.)g, and (J, J. J..)g, are parity-even solutions (in the bosonic case cor-

responding to free bosonic and fermionic theories respectively), while (J, J. JI )o is a

LA similar analysis can also be done in the four-dimensional case and will appear elsewhere.



parity-violating (or parity-odd) solution. Parity-odd solutions are unique to three di-
mensions, and have been shown to correspond to Chern-Simons theories interacting with
parity-violating matter [63773].E] Further, the existence of the odd solution depends on a

set of triangle inequalities:
s1 < S+ 83, Sy < 81+ s3, s3 < 81+ S2. (1.3)

When the triangle inequalities are simultaneously satisfied there are two even solutions,
and one odd solution. However, when any one of the above relations is not satisfied there

are only two even solutions; the odd solution is incompatible with conservation equations.

The analysis quickly becomes cumbersome due to the proliferation of tensor indices; to
streamline the calculations we develop a hybrid, index-free formalism which combines the
approach of Osborn and Petkou [1] and a method based on contraction of tensor indices
with auxiliary spinors. This method is widely used throughout the literature to construct
correlation functions involving more complicated tensor operators. Our particular ap-
proach, however, describes the correlation function completely in terms of a polynomial
which is a function of a single conformally covariant three-point building block, X, and
the auxiliary spinor variables u, v, and w. Hence, one does not have to work with the
spacetime points explicitly when imposing conservation equations. To find all solutions
for the polynomial, we construct a generating function which produces an exhaustive list
of all possible linearly dependent structures for a given set of spins using Mathematica.
With the use of pattern-matching functions, we then systematically apply linear depen-
dence relations to this set of structures to form a linearly-independent ansatz for the
correlation function. Once this ansatz is obtained, we impose conservation equations and
any symmetries due to permutation of spacetime points. The tensor structures (related to
the leading singular OPE coefficient, as in [1]) may then be read off by acting on the poly-
nomials with appropriate partial derivatives in the auxiliary spinors. The computational
approach we have developed is essentially automatic and limited only by computer power;
one simply chooses the spins of the fields and the solution for the three-point function

consistent with conservation and point-switch symmetries is generated.

The results of this paper are organised as follows. In section [2| we review the essen-
tials of the group theoretic formalism used to construct correlation functions of primary

operators in three dimensions. In section [3| we develop the formalism necessary to impose

2The parity-odd terms in correlation functions involving scalars and spinors can also arise in theories
without a Chern-Simons term, for example in theories with fermions in three-dimensions, because 1 is

a parity-odd pseudoscalar, see e.g. |74l [75]. We are grateful to S. Prakash for pointing this out.



all constraints arising from conservation equations and point switch symmetries on three-
point functions. In particular, we introduce an index-free, auxiliary spinor formalism
which allows us to construct a generating function for the three-point functions, and we
outline the important aspects of our computational approach. Section {4]is then devoted
to the analysis of three-point functions involving bosonic conserved currents. We show
that we reproduce the known results previously found and proposed in |13} 14} [16]. In sec-
tion [5| we analyse the structure of correlation functions involving fermionic currents. We
present an explicit analysis for three-point correlation functions involving combinations of
a “supersymmetry-like” spin-3/2 current, the energy-momentum tensor and the conserved
vector current. The results are then expanded to include higher-spin conserved currents.
In section [0 for completeness, we perform the analysis of correlation functions involving
combinations of scalars, spinors and conserved higher-spin currents. Finally, in section [7]
we comment on the general results in the context of superconformal field theories. The
appendices are devoted to mathematical conventions, various useful identities and extra
results for higher-spin conserved currents. In particular, in appendix |Bf we present some
extra results for higher-spin three-point functions to illustrate that our method produces

very explicit results even for relatively high spins.

2 Conformal building blocks

In this section we will review the pertinent aspects of the group theoretic formalism
used to compute correlation functions of primary operators in three dimensional conformal
field theories. For a more detailed review of the formalism as applied to correlation

functions of bosonic primary fields, the reader may consult [1].

2.1 Two-point building blocks

Consider 3D Minkowski space M!2, parameterised by coordinates 2™, where m =
0,1,2 are Lorentz indices. Given two points, 1 and x,, we can define the covariant
two-point function

oy = (1 —x2)™, Thy = —x]s. (2.1)
Next, following Osborn and Petkou [1], we introduce the conformal inversion tensor, I,,,,
which is defined as follows:

xmxn
2 )

Lo (2) = N — 2 Lo (z) 197 (2) = 67, . (2.2)
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This object played a pivotal role in the construction of correlation functions in [1], as
the full conformal group may be generated by considering Poincaré transformations sup-
plemented by inversions. However, in the context of this work, we require an analogous
operator for the spinor representation. Hence, we convert the vector two-point functions
into spinor notation using the conventions outlined in appendix :

1
T1208 = (V")apT12m , x?f = (Vm)aﬁhwn, x%Q = _§$C1X2B$12a,3- (2.3)
In this form the two-point functions possess the following useful properties:
T1208 = T128a 55%0371203 = _95325[0-34 . (2.4)
Hence, we find
2P
-1 12
(275)% = T2 (2.5)
12

We also introduce the normalised two-point functions, denoted by Z1s,

A L1208 Ao A
leOcﬁ = W, x?20'$120.5 = _5g . (26)

From here we can now construct an operator analogous to the conformal inversion tensor

acting on the space of symmetric traceless spin-tensors of arbitrary rank. Given a two-

point function x, we define the operator

Zokyp) () = T(aa (b1 - - - Tar)Bi) » (2.7)

along with its inverse
Fak)B(K) (:B) — gloa(Br sow)Br) (2.8)

The spinor indices may be raised and lowered using the standard conventions as follows:
Ia(k)ﬁ(k) (z) = M P T oy () - (2.9a)
Now due to the property
Lot (—2) = (=1 Tawpsw (), (2.10)
the following identity holds for products of inversion tensors:
Loty (212) T7FPB (25) = 57150 (2.11a)

The objects (2.7)), (2.8]) prove to be essential in the construction of correlation functions of
primary operators with arbitrary spin. Indeed, the vector representation of the inversion

tensor may be recovered in terms of the spinor two-point functions as follows:

1
Ln(z) = —3 Tr(Ym & Y0 T) - (2.12)



2.2 Three-point building blocks

Given three distinct points in Minkowski space, x;, with i = 1,2, 3, we define confor-

mally covariant three-point functions in terms of the two-point functions as in [1]

2

Tik Tk 9 T3
‘<U__2__2’ ‘(ji__‘iij’ ‘ii'_ﬁ’ <2‘13)
T T N
ik ik ikLjk

where (i, 7, k) is a cyclic permutation of (1,2,3). For example we can have

2
" ok T
m __ Y13 23 2 12
X12__2__2a X12_ 2.2 (214)
Ti3  Tag L1333

There are several useful identities involving the two- and three-point functions along with

the conformal inversion tensor. For example one can prove the algebraic identities

2

x
L, (213) LIan(w23) = LI (212) Lan(X13) Ln(w23) X5 = x—éz X13m , (2.15a)
13
2
x
I (w23) Ion(713) = Ly (@21) Tan(X32) Ion(713) XT3 = x—;Q X3om - (2.15Db)
23

The three-point functions also possess the following differential properties:
1 1
a(l)mXIQn = —2]mn($13) ) a(2)mX12n = ——2]mn($23) . (2'16)
I13 T3
Converting to spinor notation, the three-point functions may be represented as follows:

Xijap = (Ym)apXij Xijiap = = (T3 )actly (X3 )48 - (2.17)

These objects satisfy properties similar to the two-point functions, as in (2.4]). It is also

convenient to define the normalised three-point functions, Xij, and the inverses, (Xigl),

Xy
X2

; Xij,aB “1\ap
Xijap = Wa (Xij ) =

(2.18)

Now given an arbitrary three-point building block, X, it is useful to construct the following

higher-spin inversion operator:

~ A

Zawyse)(X) = X(aa (81 - - - Xaw)pe) (2.19)

along with its inverse
oWk (x) = X (B Xowb) (2.20)



These operators possess properties similar to the two-point higher-spin inversion operators
(2.7), (2.8)). There are also some useful algebraic identities relating the two- and three-

point functions at various points, such as

Loo(213) I (12) Zyp(w03) = Lap(X1a), T (113) Loy (X12) T (213) = I (X2) -
(2.21)
These identities (and cyclic permutations of them) are analogous to (2.154)), (2.15b), and
also admit higher-spin generalisations, for example

VAL (213) Zo(kyy (k) (X12) DWW (g15) = Ia(k)ﬁ(k)(X?ﬁ) . (2.22)

In addition, similar to (2.16)), there are also the following identities:
2 2
01 apXis = oz T (213) Tp) (113) . O2apXis = $—21(a7(g;23)15)5(g:23). (2.23)
13 23
These identities allow us to account for the fact that correlation functions of primary
fields obey differential constraints which can arise due to conservation equations. Indeed,

given a tensor field T4(X), there are the following differential identities which arise as a

consequence of ([2.23):

1 0
01yasTa(Xi2) = —5 L. (713) Z5° (713) =5 Ta(Xi2), (2.24a)
T13 0 12
1 ) 9
02)asTa(X12) = ——5 Lo (w23) T’ (223) =5 Ta(Xi2) . (2.24b)
L3 0X1,

3 General formalism for correlation functions of pri-

mary operators

In this section we develop a formalism to construct correlation functions of higher-
spin primary operators in 3D conformal field theories. We utilise a hybrid method which

combines auxiliary spinors with the approach of Osborn & Petkou [1].

3.1 Two-point functions

Let ® 4 be a primary field with dimension A, where A denotes a collection of Lorentz
spinor indices. The two-point correlation function of ® 4 is fixed by conformal symmetry

to the form 5
Ta (1’12)

(®a(w1) @(25)) = ¢ )

(3.1)



where 7 is an appropriate representation of the inversion tensor and c¢ is a constant real
parameter. The denominator of the two-point function is determined by the conformal
dimension of ® 4, which guarantees that the correlation function transforms with the

appropriate weight under scale transformations.

3.2 Three-point functions

Now concerning three-point correlation functions, let ®, W, II be primary fields with
scale dimensions A1, Ay and Az respectively. The three-point function may be constructed

using the general ansatz
T 4, A (213) TP 4,75 (293)
(73)21 (235)22

where the tensor H 4, 4,4, encodes all information about the correlation function, and is

(Pay (1) W4, (22) M g5 (w3)) = Hoaya,45(Xa2), (3.2)

related to the leading singular OPE coefficient [1]. It is highly constrained by conformal

symmetry as follows:

(i) Under scale transformations of Minkowski space x™ +— a/™ = \~2z™, the three-
point building blocks transform as X™ ~— X'™ = A\2X™. As a consequence, the

correlation function transforms as
(P, (1) Wy () T, (25)) = (AP)21F22F89(D y (1) W, () Ty (w3)),  (3.3)
which implies that H obeys the scaling property
HA1A2A3(>‘2X) - <)‘2)A3_A2_A1 HA1A2A3 (X) ’ VA € R\ {O} . (34)

This guarantees that the correlation function transforms correctly under scale trans-

formations.

(ii) If any of the fields @, W, II obey differential equations, such as conservation laws in
the case of conserved currents, then the tensor H is also constrained by differential
equations which may be derived with the aid of identities (2.24a)), (2.24b)).

(iii) If any (or all) of the operators ®, W, II coincide, the correlation function possesses

symmetries under permutations of spacetime points, e.g.

(@, (1) Py (2) Ty (3)) = (= 1)1 (D g, (2) P sy (1) Tty (23)) (3-5)

where ¢(®) is the Grassmann parity of ®. As a consequence, the tensor H obeys

constraints which will be referred to as “point-switch identities”.



The constraints above fix the functional form of H (and therefore the correlation function)
up to finitely many independent parameters. Hence, using the general formula (3.8)), the
problem of computing three-point correlation functions is reduced to deriving the general

structure of the tensor H subject to the above constraints.

3.2.1 Conserved currents

In this paper we are primarily interesting in the structure of three-point correlation
functions of conserved currents. In three-dimensional conformal field theory, a conserved
current with spin s (integer or half-integer), is defined as a totally symmetric spin-tensor,

Jor a0, (%) = J(ay..a0,) (), satisfying a conservation equation of the form:

(") OmJaras...an, = 0. (3.6)

Conserved currents are primary fields, as they possesses the following infinitesimal con-

formal transformation properties [76]:

0Jay.a0s (T) = =&y a0, (7) — Ay 0(2) Jay.a0, (T) + 28 w(alé(x) Ja2~--0423)6('r) ) (3.7)

where ¢ is a conformal Killing vector field, and o(x), wag(x) are local parameters defined
in terms of &, which are associated with local scale and Lorentz transformations. The
dimension A is uniquely fixed by the conservation condition , as it may be shown
that this condition is primary provided that Ay = s + 1. This is also the dimension of

the two-point correlation function (3.1f), in the case of conserved currents.

3.2.2 Comments on differential constraints

An important aspect of this construction which requires further elaboration is that it is
sensitive to the configuration of the fields in the correlation function. Indeed, depending on
the exact way in which one constructs the general ansatz (3.8]), it can be difficult to impose

conservation equations on one of the three fields due to a lack of useful identities such as

(2.24a)), (2.24b)). To illustrate this more clearly, consider the following example; suppose

we want to determine the solution for the correlation function (® 4, (z1) V.4, (22) [T 4, (23)),

with the ansatz

I(I)AlAll <x13) 1(2)A2A/2 (;1323)
! li X . 3;8
CACICACI Gt S T

All information about this correlation function is encoded in the tensor H, however, this

(P (1) Wa, (22) ay (w3)) =

particular formulation of the three-point function prevents us from imposing conservation

10



on the field II in a straightforward way. To rectify this issue we reformulate the ansatz
with II at the front as follows:

1(3)A Ag(ﬂfz@l)I@)AQA/? (-7321) ~
s ) 69)

In this case, all information about this correlation function is now encoded in the tensor

<HA3 (133) W4, (IQ) D 4, (ml» =

H, which is a completely different solution compared to H. Conservation on Il can
now be imposed by treating x3 as the first point with the aid of identities analogous to
[2.23), (2.244)), ([2.24b). We now require an equation relating the tensors # and #, which

correspond to different representations of the same correlation function. Since the two

ansatz above must be equal, we obtain the following:
372 Az ’ /
ﬂ) I(I)AlAl ($13)I(2)A282<$12)I(2)62A2(1‘23)

7:LA1AQA3 (X32) - (x%3)A3_A1 (
X 1(3)A3A§($13) HAQA;Ag(Xu) 5 (3.10)

2
Tag

where we have absorbed any signs due to Grassmann parity into the overall normalisation
of H. In general, this equation is impractical to work with due to the presence of both
two- and three-point functions, hence, further simplification is required. At this point it

is convenient to partition our solution into “even” and “odd” sectors as follows:
+ —
Hoay aos(X) = HG o (X)) + HE o, (X) (3.11)

where H(t) contains all structures involving an even number of spinor metrics, €ap, and
H(5) contains structures involving an odd number of spinor metrics. With this choice of
convention, as a consequence of (2.21)), (2.22)), the following relation holds:

HE“:EZ%A?) (X32) = =& (235X 35) 22 ZW 4 A (215) TG) 4, (213)

X I(3)A3A£’, (.2713) Hfil)AéAé (X12) . (312)

This equation is an extension of (2.14) in [1] to spin-tensor representations, and it allows us
to construct an equation relating the different representations of the correlation function.
After substituting directly into (3.10]), we apply identities such as to obtain
the following relation between H and H:

o (+ - : +
D g (X) = £ (XA IO A 4 (X). (3.13)

We see here that 7 acts as an intertwining operator between the different representations of
the correlation function. Once H is obtained we can then impose conservation on II as if it
were located at the “first point”, using identities analogous to ([2.23)). It is also important

11



to note that the even and odd sectors of the correlation function are linearly independent,
and therefore may be considered separately in the constraint analysis. Another result
that follows from the properties ([2.19), (2.20) and ([2.22]) of the inversion tensor is

HE 110 () = £ T4 A (X) T 445 (X) T 4 (X) HE 4, (X) (3.14)

That is, “even” structures are invariant under the action of Z, while “odd” structures are

pseudo-invariant under the action of Z.

If we now consider the correlation function of three conserved primaries Jory> Jé( )

J:,/(K)a where [ = 25y, J = 259, K = 253, then the general ansatz is

Zony® D(w13) La(y* ) (w23)

(275) 21 (w35)

where A; = s; + 1. The constraints on H are then as follows:

(o (1) Th5)(w2) T gy (3)) = Hor(1)p (1) (X12) 5 (3.15)
(i) Homogeneity:
Hansnao (W X) = (W2 72272 U g0 (X)), YAER\{0}.  (3.16)

(ii) Differential constraints:
After application of the identities (2.24a)), (2.24b) we obtain the following con-

straints:
Conservation at z: 0% * Harasa(i-2)8(1) () (X) =0, (3.17a)
Conservation at xs: 8@52HQ(1)51525(J_2)7(K) (X)=0, (3.17b)
Conservation at zj: G}VQQQ(I)B(J)WWW(K,Q) (X)=0, (3.17¢)
where
77(£) _ A—A "J (£)
Ha(I)B(J)v(K) (X) == (X2> e IB(J)B ( )<X) HQ(I)B’(J)’Y(K) (X) : (318>

(iii) Point-switch symmetries:

If the fields J and J’ coincide, then we obtain the following point-switch identity

Haosnn)(X) = (=1 D Hgamy ) (X)), (3.19)

where €(.J) is the Grassmann parity of J. Likewise, if the fields J and J” coincide,
then we obtain the constraint

Hamprn(X) = (D) Hppam (- X) . (3.20)

12



In practice, imposing the constraints above on correlation functions involving higher-spin
currents quickly becomes unwieldy using the tensor formalism, particularly due to the
sheer number of possible tensor structures for a given set of spins. Hence, in the next

subsections we will develop an index-free formalism to handle the computations efficiently.

3.2.3 Auxiliary spinor formalism

To study and impose constraints on correlation functions of primary fields with gen-
eral spins it is often advantageous to use the formalism of auxiliary spinors to stream-
line the calculations. Suppose we must analyse the constraints on a general spin-tensor
Hoaya,u5(X), where Ay = {ay,...,ar}, Ay = {b1, ..., 87}, As = {71, ..., Vi } represent sets
of totally symmetric spinor indices associated with the fields at points x1, x5 and x3 re-
spectively. We introduce sets of commuting auxiliary spinors for each point; u at x1, v at

Zo, and w at x3, where the spinors satisfy

u? = EaB wu® =0, v = €aB v*® =0, w? = €aB ww® =0. (3.21)

Now if we define the objects

UA = Ue) =g o (3.22a)
VA2 = VAU = fr B (3.22b)
WA = WK — (3.22¢)
then the generating polynomial for H is constructed as follows:
H(X:u,v,w) = Haya,a,(X) UAVAZWA (3.23)

There is in fact a one-to-one mapping between the space of symmetric traceless spin
tensors and the polynomials constructed using the above method. Indeed, the tensor

‘H is extracted from the polynomial by acting on it with the following partial derivative

operators:
83A1 = 8Uaa(1) - %85041 85&1 ’ (3.24a)
a\?Az = aVaB(J) = %% . %, (3.24b)
av?ff‘s - aV\?v(K) - %83’71 aqfwk - (3.24c)
The tensor H is then extracted from the polynomial as follows:
Hoay Ar45(X) 0 0 0 H(X;u,v,w) . (3.25)

~ 9UA VA2 gW As
13



Auxiliary vectors/spinors are widely used in the construction of correlation functions
throughout the literature (see e.g. [13, 16, (17, 23 50, 61]), however, usually the entire
correlator is contracted with auxiliary variables and as a result one produces a poly-
nomial depending on all three spacetime points and the auxiliary spinors. In contrast,
our approach contracts the auxiliary spinors with the tensor H 4, 4,4, (X ), which depends
on only a single variable. This is advantageous as it becomes quite straightforward to
impose constraints on the correlation function (particularly conservation), since H does
not depend on any of the spacetime points explicitly. After converting the constraints

summarised in the previous subsection into the auxiliary spinor formalism, we obtain:
(i) Homogeneity:
HORX u(1), (), w(K)) = () 2=273 24X (1), v(J), w(K)),  (3.26)

where we have used the notation u(I), v(J), w(K) to keep track of the homogeneity

of the auxiliary spinors u, v and w.

(ii) Differential constraints:

Conservation at xi: axiwaia% H(X;u(l),v(J]),w(K)) =0, (3.27a)
Conservation at xs: iii’H(Xu([) v(J),w(K))=0 (3.27b)
0X o5 OV VP ’ ’ ’ ’
g 0 0

H(X;u(l),v(]),w(K))=0. (3.27¢)

Conservation at xs:
T 0X s 0w OwP

In the auxiliary spinor formalism, H = H™) + H() is computed as follows:

A (X (D), 0(J), w(K)) = + (X)X 0 HO (Xu(]), 1)), w(K)).

J!
(3.28)
where (vX0;) = v* X" 2.

(iii) Point switch symmetries:
If the fields ® and ¥ coincide (hence I = J), then we obtain the following point-

switch constraint
H(X;u(l), o(1),w(K)) = (1) PH(=X; (D), u(I), w(K)), (3.29)

where, again, €(®) is the Grassmann parity of ®. Similarly, if the fields ® and II

coincide (hence I = K') then we obtain the constraint
HXG (), 0(]), w(l)) = (=) H(=Xw(D),o(]) (). (3.30)
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3.2.4 Generating function method

The approach outlined above proves to be quite tractable, computationally speak-
ing, as the polynomial, (3.23)), is now constructed out of scalar combinations of X, and
the auxiliary spinors u, v and w with the appropriate homogeneity. At this point it is

convenient to introduce the following “primitive” structures:

P = 50500‘105, P, = 5a5wo‘uﬁ, Py = Eaguo‘vﬁ , (3.31a)
Q= Xaﬂvawﬁ, Qo = Xagwau'g, Qs = Xaguavﬁ, (3.31b)
7y = Xopu®u® Zy = Xapv®v? Zs = Xopww” . (3.31c)

The most general ansatz for the polynomial H is comprised of all possible combinations of
the above structures which possess the correct homogeneity in u, v and w. In general, it
is a non-trivial technical problem to come up with an exhaustive list of possible solutions
for the polynomial H for a given set of spins. However, this problem can be simplified by

introducing a generating function for the polynomial H(X;u, v, w):
F(X;T) = X PP PRQr QR Q5 27 Z3 73 (3.32)

where 6 = Az — Ay — Ay, and the non-negative integers, I' = {k;,l;, m;}, i = 1,2,3, are

solutions to the following linear system:

kz -+ kg -+ l2 + l3 —+ 2m1 = [, (333&)
k’l + k?g + ll + lg + ng = J, (333b)
/{31 + k?g + ll + l2 + 2m3 = K, (333C)

and I = 2s1, J = 2s9, K = 2s3 specify the spin-structure of the correlation function.
These equations are obtained by comparing the homogeneity of the auxiliary spinors u,
v, w in the generating function , against the index structure of the tensor H. The
solutions correspond to a linearly dependent basis of possible structures in which the
polynomial H can be decomposed. Using Mathematica, it is straightforward to generate
all possible solutions to for fixed (and in some cases arbitrary) values of the spins.

Now let us assume there exists a finite number of solutions I';, i = 1,..., N to (3.33)
for a given choice of I, J, K. The set of solutions I' = {I';} may be partitioned into “even”
and “odd” sets I't and I'" respectively by counting the number of spinor metrics, .4,

present in a particular solution. Since only the P; contain £,43, we define

I = T oy hp ks (mod 2)=0 » '™ = T k4 koks (mod 2)=1 - (3.34)
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Hence, the even solutions are those such that k; + ko + k3 = even (i.e contains an even
number of spinor metrics), while the odd solutions are those such that k; + ko + k3 = odd
(contains an odd number of spinor metrics)f| Let [['f| = N* and [I-| = N, with
N = N* + N, then the most general ansatz for the polynomial H in is as follows:

H(X;u,v,w) = HO(X;u,v,w) + HO(X w0, w), (3.35a)
N+ N-

HO(Xu0,w) =D A FXT), HOXuv,w) =Y B FX;T7), (3.35b)
i=1 =1

where A; and B; are a set of real constants. Since the even and odd sectors of the

correlation function do not mix with eachother, they may be considered independently.

Using the above method it is quite simple to generate all the possible structures for
a given set of spins {si, s9, s3}, however, at this stage we must recall that the solutions
generated using this approach are linearly dependent. To form a linearly independent set
of solutions we must systematically take into account the following non-linear relations

between the primitive structures:

PiZy + PQs + P3Q2 =0, (3.36a)

PyZy + PQs + P3Q1 =0, (3.36b)

Py3Zs + P12 + PQ1 =0, (3.36¢)

Q121 — (203 — PP =0, (3.37a)

Q2Zs — (13 — PP =0, (3.37b)

Q323 — Q1Q2 — PP =0, (3.37¢)

ZyZ5+ P — Q7 =0, (3.38a)

7\ Zs+ Py —Q5=0, (3.38D)

Z\Za+ Py —Q3=0, (3.38¢)

PP Py + PiQ2Qs + PoQ1Qs + P3Q1Q2 = 0. (3.39)

This appears to be an exhaustive list of relations, and similar results have been obtained
in other approaches which make use of auxiliary spinors |13]. Applying the relations
above to a set of linearly dependent polynomial structures is relatively straightforward to

implement using Mathematica’s built-in pattern matching capabilities.

3This convention agrees with the known result that “odd” solutions typically contain the Levi-Civita
tensor, while the “even” solutions do not.
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Now that we have taken care of linear-dependence, it now remains to impose conser-
vation on all three points in addition to the various point-switch symmetries. Introducing
the P, Q) and Z objects proves to streamline this analysis significantly. First let us consider

conservation; we define the following three differential operators:

o 0 0 o 0 0 o 0 0

Dy = — — Dy= ———-— D3 = . 3.40
YT 09X Oue OuP 270X o5 00 OVB 50X o5 Ow® OwP (340)
To impose conservation on z, (for either sector) we compute
N
DyH(X;u,0,w) = Dl{ ZCiJf(X;Fi)}
i=1
N

=> Dy F(X;Ty). (3.41)

=1

We then solve for the ¢; such that the result above vanishes. It’s apparent that it would be
extremely useful to obtain an explicit expression for Dy F(X;T'), as this would allow us to
impose conservation in a simple manner; this proves to be very cumbersome to carry out
by hand, however it is possible to obtain an exact result computationally (which we will
not present here as it is ~ 200 terms long). Hence, given a particular solution F(X;T),
we can compute D1F(X;T;). The fact that D1 F(X;T") can also be expressed using the
primitive structures is due to the following reasoning: let P[X (8); u(I),v(J), w(K)]
represent the space of polynomials which are homogeneous degree § in X, [ in u, J in v
and K in w; any polynomial in this space can naturally be constructed in terms of the
primitives . The operator D; may then be interpreted as follows:

Dy : PIX(8);u(I),v(J), w(K)] — P[X(5 — 1);u(I — 2),v(J), w(K)]. (3.42)

Hence, D; is a map from P[X(9);u(I),v(J), w(K)] to P[X (6 — 1);u(l —2),v(J), w(K)],
that is, the space of polynomials homogeneous degree 6 — 1 in X, I — 2 in u, J in v
and K in w. Any polynomial in this space can naturally be constructed using the same
primitives defined in . Analogous results also apply for Do F(X;T).

However, to impose conservation on x3 we must first obtain an explicit expression for

H in terms of H, that is, we must compute (e.g. for the even sector)

H(X;u(l),v(J]), w(K)) = %(XQ)AIAS(UXat)J%(X;u(I),t(J),w(K)). (3.43)

Recalling the fact that any solution for H can be written in the form of the generating
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function F(X;I"), we compute

~ 1 A
F(X;T) = j(XZ)ArAS (vX8)  F(X;T)
1 A
— (XS k0 (X0 P PR PR QI QR QY 21 25 25
1

X STRTRPRQR AT 2 (X 0PI PP QUQR 25 (344)

Since Py, P3, ()1, @3 and Z, are the only objects with ¢ dependence, if we make use of
the fact that k1 + ks + 11 + I3 + 2my = J, in addition to the identities

(vX9,)P, = —Q1, (vX0,) Py = Qs (3.45a)
(UXat)Ql = —P1 5 (UX@)Q?, = Pg, (345b)
(vX8,)%Zy = 27, , (3.45¢)

then it may be shown that

F(X;T) = XO(—Q)M PRk (— P Qe Pl 2y 232 73
— (—1)k+h X ph ple Pl QR QL ke 71 732 71| (3.46)

where 6 = A; — Ay — As. Hence we arrive at the following result

F(X:T) = (=D F(X:T) (3.47)

‘5—)5, ki1, ks<ls -

Therefore the computation of H is actually quite straightforward: we take each term
in the ansatz for H and make appropriate swaps of the primitive structures. This also
simplifies imposing conservation at x3, as we can now use the same generating function

that we used for conservation at x; and x, as follows:

DsF(X;T) = (1) Dy F(X:T) (3.48)

|§~>S, k101, ks<l3 °

Now that we have exact expressions for D;F(X;T'), it remains to find out how point-
switch symmetries act on the primitive structures. For permutation of spacetime points

x1 and o9, we have X — —X, u <> v. This results in the following replacement rules for

the basis objects ((3.31)):

P1—>—P27 P2—>—P1, Pg—)—Pg, (349&)
Q1 — —Q2, Q2 — —Q1, Q3 — —Qs, (3.49b)
Zl — —ZQ, ZQ — _Z17 Zg — —Zg . (349C)
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Likewise, for permutation of spacetime points x; and x3 we have X — —X, u < w,

resulting in the following replacements:

P1—>—P3, P2—>—P27 P3—>—P1, (350&)
Q1 — —Qs, Q2 = —Qa, Qs — —Q, (3.50b)
Z — —Zg7 Zoy —> —ZQ, Zg — —Z. (350C>

We have now developed all the formalism necessary to analyse the structure of three-
point correlation functions in 3D CFT. In the remaining sections of this paper we will
analyse the three-point functions of conserved higher-spin currents (for both integer and

half-integer spin) using the following method:

1. We construct all possible (linearly dependent) structures for H(X;u,v,w) for a
given set of spins, which is governed by the solutions to (3.33)). The solutions are

sorted into even and odd sectors and analysed separately.

2. In each sector, we apply an algorithm to the set of dependent structures which
systematically reduces it to a linearly independent set through repeated application
of the identities (3.364)), (3.37a)), (3.38al), (3.39). This is sufficient to form the most
general linearly independent ansatz.

3. Using the method outlined in subsection [3.2.4] we impose the conservation equations

(3.27) on each sector.

4. Once the general form of the polynomial H(X;u,v,w) (associated with the con-
served three-point function (.J, J;,J!)) is obtained for a given set of spins {s1, s2, 53},

we then impose any symmetries under permutation of spacetime points, that is,
(3.29) and (3.30]) (if applicable). In certain cases, imposing these constraints can

eliminate the remaining structures.

Due to computational limitations such as CPU clock speed and available RAM, we could
carry out this explicit analysis up to s; = 20, however, with more optimisation of the
code and sufficient computational resources this approach should hold for arbitrary spins.
Since there are an enormous number of possible three-point functions with s; < 20, we
present the final results for H(X; u, v, w) for some particularly interesting examples, as the
solutions and coefficient constraints become cumbersome to present beyond low spin cases.
We are primarily interested in counting the number of independent tensor structures after

imposing all the constraints.
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The results in the next sections are organised as follows: in section 4| we analyse the
correlation functions involving bosonic conserved currents, commenting on some of the
general features. Many of these results are known in the literature |13} 16], however, they
have not been derived explicitly using this construction based on the conformal inversion
tensor. In addition, within the framework of the generating function methods used in
[16, 17], it is unclear how the generating functions in these works are derived and how
they produce an exhaustive list of independent structures. It is in this regard that our
analysis is very explicit, as we find all possible structures for a given set of spins and
systematically apply linear dependence relations to them. In section [b| we analyse the
mixed three-point functions involving fermionic conserved currents; these results are new
and are naturally of interest within the context of superconformal field theories. Finally, in
section [0, we analyse correlation functions involving combinations of higher-spin currents
and fundamental scalars/spinors. We stress that our analysis is based only on symmetries
and conservation equations and does not take into account any other features of local
field theory. The results are completely analytic and we present explicit formula for

H(X;u,v,w) in all cases, the results are copied directly from the Mathematica code.

4 Correlation functions involving bosonic currents

Three-point correlation functions of conserved bosonic currents have been extensively
studied in 3D CFT. In particular, it has been shown that the general structure of the
three-point correlation function (J, J. J” ) is fixed up to the following form [13| 14, 16]:

s1Ys2%s3

(T T T =ay (T, T T g+ an (J, T 40T, T T ) oda - (4.1)

s1Ys2s3 s1Ys2%s3 s1Ys2%s3 s1Ys2%s3

The solutions (J, J. J!)p, (J, J. J)F are generated by theories of a free-boson and free-

s1Ys2%s3 s1Ys2Ys3

fermion respectively, while the “odd” structure, (J,, J. J..)od4, is not generated by a free
CFT; instead it is generated by a Chern-Simons theory interacting with parity-violating
matter [63-73]. Furthermore, the existence of the odd solution depends on the following

set of triangle inequalities:
51 < 89+ S3, So < 81+ 83, 83 < 81+ 89. (4.2)

When the triangle inequalities are simultaneously satisfied, there are two even solutions

and one odd solution, however, if any of the inequalities above are not satisfied then the
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odd solution is incompatible with current conservationﬁ Further, if any of the J, J', J”
coincide (i.e. in cases where the currents are unique and have the same spin), then the
resulting point-switch symmetries can kill off the remaining structures. Our comments on

the general results for three-point functions of bosonic currents are summarised below:

e When the triangle inequalities are simultaneously satisfied, each polynomial struc-
ture in the solution for all three-point functions can be written as a product of at
most 5 of the P;, Q;, with the Z; completely eliminated.

e For the three-point functions (J, J{ J ), for arbitrary integer s; and s;: when the
triangle inequalities are satisfied there are two even solutions and one odd solution,
otherwise there are only two even solutions. After imposing J = J’ the solutions
exist only when s, is an even integer. Note that for s; > s, the triangle inequalities

are always satisfied.

e For the three-point functions (J; Js J), with s an integer, there are two even so-
lutions and one odd solution, however they exist only for s even. For s odd the
solutions survive only if the currents carry a flavour index associated with a non-

Abelian symmetry group.

Another observation is that the triangle inequalities can be encoded in a discriminant, o,

which we define as follows:

o(s1,52,53) = q192G3 , ¢ =5 —8; —s,—1, (4.3)

where (i, j, k) is a cyclic permutation of (1,2,3). For o(sq, $2,53) < 0, there are two even
solutions and one odd solution, while for o(s1, s, s3) > 0 there are only two even solutions.
The origin of this discriminant equation is actually quite simple within the framework of
this formalism: recall that the correlation function can be encoded in a tensor ‘H, which is
a function of a single three-point covariant, X. There are three different (but equivalent)
representations of a given correlation function, call them H®, where the superscript i
denotes which point we set to act as the “third point” in the ansatz . As shown in
subsection the representations are related by the intertwining operator Z, with each
H® being homogeneous degree ¢;. After exhaustive analysis of the three-point functions

with s; < 20, a clear pattern emerges: the odd structure survives if and only if V2, ¢; < 0.

4Existence and uniqueness of the parity-odd solution (inside and outside triangle inequalities) has
been proven in the “light-like” limit in [69]. Similar arguments can be made to show there are only two
forms for the parity-even solutions, these are sketched [14].
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In other words, each HY must be a rational function of X with homogeneity ¢; < 0. The
discriminant (4.3)) simply encodes information about whether the H(® are simultaneously

of negative homogeneity.

In the next subsections we analyse the structure of three-point functions involving
conserved bosonic currents. As a test our approach we begin with an analysis of correlation
functions involving low-spin currents such as the energy-momentum tensor and vector

current.

4.1 Energy-momentum tensor and vector current correlators

The conserved currents which are fundamental in any conformal field theory are the
conserved vector current, V,,, and the symmetric, traceless energy-momentum tensor,
Tyn- The vector current has scale dimension Ay = 2 and satisfies 9™V,, = 0, while
the energy-momentum tensor has scale dimension Ar = 3 and satisfies the conservation

equation 0™T},, = 0. Converting to spinor notation we have:

voéloé2 (x) = (7m>a1azvm(x) ) Toazasas (x) = (7m>(a1a2 (Vn)a3a4)Tmn<x)' (4‘4>

These objects possess fundamental information associated with internal and spacetime
symmetries, hence, analysis of their three-point functions is of great importance. The
general structure of correlation functions involving these fields have been widely studied
throughout the literature of conformal field theory; here we present the solutions for them
using our formalism. The possible three-point functions involving the conserved vector

current and the energy-momentum tensor are:

(Vo) (1) Vi) (22) V) (23)) (Va2 (21) V) (22) Tya)(3)) (4.5)
(To(a) (1) Toay(w2) Va2 (23)) (Taay(z1) T(a) (z2) Tyay(23)) - (4.6)
In all cases, we note that the triangle inequalities are simultaneously satisfied, hence,
we expect that each of these correlation functions should possess a parity-odd solution
after imposing conservation on all three points. The analysis of these three-point functions
is quite simple using our computational approach. Let us first consider (VVV'); within

the framework of our formalism we study the three-point function (.J; J;J{).

Correlation function (J,J{J}):

The general ansatz for this correlation function, according to (3.15) is

T2y @ (113) Ly @ (w23)
(Jag2) (1) Th2)(02) T2y (23)) = @ (x%g)Q(xg(?’;Q Ho@p @y (Xi2) . (4.7)
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Using the formalism outlined in subsection [3.2] all information about this correlation

function is encoded in the following polynomial:
H(X;u(2),v(2), w(2)) = Ha@)p@)p@)(X) UB VAW (4.8)

Using Mathematica we solve (3.33)) for the chosen spins and substitute each solution
into the generating function (3.32)). This provides us with the following list of (linearly

dependent) polynomial structures in the even and odd sectors respectively:

{212,275, 0325, 0522, @102 Q3, QF Z1,

Even: ) ) )
P3Zs, P, P3Qu, P32Z5, P1P3Qy, P1P2Qs, P]Z1}

(4.9)
{P3Q32Z3, P3Q1Q2, P,Q, 2>,
P>Q1Q3, P1Q2Q3, P1Q1 21, P1 Py P3}

Next, we systematically apply the linear dependence relations ([3.36al) to these lists, re-

ducing them to the following sets of linearly independent structures:

odd:

Even: (P, P3Q1, P1P3Qy, P1P>Q3, Q10 03}
(4.10)

0dd: {P3Q1Q:, P2Q10Q3, P1Q20Q5}

Note that application of the linear-dependence relations eliminates all terms involving Z;
in this case. Next we construct an ansatz out of the linearly independent structures, see
, where Hgi) denotes a structure at position ‘4’ in the even/odd list respectively.
After imposing conservation on all three points using the methods outlined in [3.2.4] we

obtain the following relations between the coefficients:

Even: {A1 > Aq, Ay > Aq, A3 > Az, Ap > Aq}

(4.11)
Odd: {B]_%Bl, Bz%e, 3399}
Hence, the final solutions for the even and odd sectors are
Even: A3 Pj(fz Qs + Ay (P P3 Q1+P;53 Q2+Q2 Q3 01)
(4.12)

odd: 223
After imposing symmetries under permutation of spacetime points, e.g. J = J = J’,
the remaining structures vanish unless the currents possess a flavour index associated
with a non-Abelian symmetry group, in which case all three structures survive. The next

example to consider is the mixed correlator (VVT). To study this case we may examine
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the correlation function (J,J;.J3).

Correlation function (J,J;.J}):
Using the general formula, the ansatz for this three-point function:

T2y @ (113) Ly @ (w3)
ey (o0) Ty e2) Ty () = = 555708 Haroyann (i) . (413)

Using the formalism outlined in (3.2 all information about this correlation function is

encoded in the following polynomial:
H(Xu(2), 0(2), w(4)) = Hagaypnm(X) UBVIOWID. (4.14)

After solving (3.33)), we find the following linearly dependent polynomial structures in the
even and odd sectors respectively:

(202,23, @375, @32225, @1Q:Q: 73, Q1 21 Z3, Q3 @5, P52Z5, P2P3 Q1 Zs,

Even: P:Zz,25, P2Q2, PLP3Q,Z5, P1P,Q32Z5, P, P P2z, 75, P?Q3, P2 P2
52,273, P5Q3, PAP3Qy 73, P1P2 Qs 73, P1P2 Q1 Qy, PiZ1 75, P1Q5, PiP3}

(4.15)
{P3Q325, P3Q1Q:73, P2Q22,275, P Q1 Q5 2Z3, P> Q7 Qa,

0dd: : ) )
P1Q2QsZ3, P1Q1 21273, P1Q1Q3, P1P2P3Z5, P1P3Q1, PIP2Qs}

Next we systematically apply the linear dependence relations ([3.36a)) to these lists, reduc-
ing them to the following linearly independent structures:

Even: {P§ Qi, P1P,Q10Q,, P1Q5, PIP3, Q3 Qg}
(4.16)
0dd: {P>0Qi Q2 P1Q1Q5, P1P;Q:, PIP2Q2}

After constructing an appropriate ansatz for each sector, we then impose conservation
on all three points using the methods outlined in and obtain the following relations
between the coefficients:

Even: {A]_%Al, A2%A2, A3%A1, A4%A2*3A1, Aséf%}

(4.17)
0dd: {31%31, Bz%Bl, 33%—31, B4—>—Bl}
Hence, the final solutions for the even and odd sectors are
Even: %2 (P1PyQ1Q+PIP3) + 5 (P30T +P1Q-3PIP;-2Q10Q5) s

odd: 5 (-P2PiQy+P1Q1Q5-P5P1Q1+Py Q5 Q)

All structures survive after setting J = J’. Hence, this correlation function is fixed up to

two independent even structures, and one odd structure.
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Since the number of tensor structures rapidly increases with spin, we will skip the
technical details for the other correlation functions and present only the final results after
imposing conservation. For (T'T'V) we may consider the correlation function (J,J5J7),

for which we find the solution:

A (Lr;Plpzqg+P2P3Q]_Q§+P1P3QZQ§+P§QIQZQ3)+
W (PPI01+ PLPIQ -6P2 P01 Q3 -6P1P3 05~ 2 P1P03- S0 03] (419)

odd: 3} (P3Q1Q2-P2P30105-P1P3Q;Q5-3P5010Q;203)

Even:

In this case, all structures vanish after setting J = J’ and imposing the required symme-
tries under the exchange of z; and z5. Hence, the correlation function (T'T'V') vanishes
in any CFT. Finally, to study (T'T'T) we can analyse the correlation function (J,J}.J5),

which has the solution:

A (PRQ2Q3+P2P3Qa Qs Q3 +P1P2 Q@301 +P1P3 Q305 01— 2 PIPEQE+P2QRQ3) +

Even:
M (PP -2 PIQ30I+PIPIQ3+ 2 PIP3Q+ Q3 Q3 Q%) (4.20)
Odd: 55 (P2P3Q2 Q5 +P3Q3 Q3 Qf +P1PI Q3 Q)

In all cases, it is clear that the general solutions are determined up to two independent
even structures, and one odd structure. These results are consistent with [13] in terms of
the number of independent polynomial structures, however it is difficult to make a direct

comparison.

4.2 Higher-spin correlators

In this subsection we obtain explicit results for three-point functions involving higher-

spin currents. We present the final results after imposing conservation on all three-points.
Correlation function (J,J;J{): o0=0

Ay (P1P2Q1QyZ5+PiP52Z5) +

Even:
Ay (P5Q1Z3+PTQ5Z3-5PiP3Z5- 2 Q5 Q5 Z3) (4.21)

Odd: ©

This is an instance in which one of the triangle inequalities is not satisfied, and we can see

here that the odd solution vanishes. The even structures vanish after imposing J = .J'.
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Correlation function (J,J;J/): o0 >0

; Ay X (P1PyQuQ2Z5+P3P3Z5) +
ven:

ALX (P3QIZ3+PIQ3Z5-TPIP3Z3- 30103 Z5) (4.22)
Oodd: ©

Correlation function (J,J;J}): o0 <0
B (-3P2PlQ1Q+P3PIQI+P2P1QIQy - S P3PY) +
Even: A (-3P1Q3-18P, P} Q1 0, +6P3 Q3 Q3+
10 P, P1 Q3 Q, + P3QT -9 P3P - 2 Q1 Q3) (4.23)

% (F3PPIQ+ 3P -3 PIPIQL+

0odd:
P2PIQIQa+ 3 PIPLQI- 3 P1QIQ3 - ¢ P2 01 Q)
Correlation function (J,J;J): o0 <0
% (2 P3PIQs-LPPIQ50Qs+
e PIPIQ1Q20Qs- 2 P3P1QI Qs+ P2 P1QQ5Q;) +
Even: 41 (P3PiQ3+ 2 P3PIQs-13P,P1 Q505 -5P1 Q10305+
9PIPIQ1Q:Q:- 2 P3P1QiQ3-13P;P1Qi Qs + (4.24)
P3P3Qi- 3 PaP3QiQ5-5P50: 0,05 - 3 0105 Q3)
B (P3O0 -2PIPQ0 - S PQs Qi+ S P2Q3Qs Q1+ P1Q3 Q301 -
0dd: 2 2 2 2 p2 3 2 p2 2 _ 2 p3n3
2P1P3QQ:Q - 2PIPs Q3 Q- 2PIPQ50Q:01- 5 PIQ3Qs)
Correlation function (J,JiJ/): o0 <0

S (-2 PIPIQI- 2P Pi Qi3+ 2 PIPIQI Q- 2 P3PIQT+
SPIPIQIQ + P P1QIQ - S PIPIQIQ; + 5P PY) +
Even: 4 (R PIQI- M PIPIQ- 3PP PlQ1Qs+ 2 PRPIQ1Q: -
B PIOI Q- BB P PIQE+ 22 PIPIQI Q) - (4.25)
28 P2 P Qi Qy+ 22 P3QT - 2 P3QT Q5+ 81PS Py +Qf Q5)
B

odg: ¥ (3PP1Q-P3PIQ -3 PIQiQy +6P3PIQ1Q3 - P3PIQ1-6P, PIQIQ5 +

6P PIQIQ+P1QI Q5+ 3 P3P1QI-6P3P1QI Q5+ P01 Q5 - 5 P30T Q)
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Correlation function (J,J;J!):  o0=0

A, (PAPEQ3Zs +PaPiQi@3Zs - 2 PIP3Q1Qy 25 + PRPIQ3Z5 -
2 PP QIR Zs- 2 PP Qi Q325+ P3P QI Q25 - 2 PIPY Z;) +
Even: Ay (P1Q3Z5-14P5P1Q52Z5+ 22 P3PIQ1Q275 - 22 P1QI Q5 Z5 -
14P3PIQI 23 + 57 PP 037, - 10 p, py Q3 Q3 Zs +

Pyt Zs - 2 PQIQ5Zs + 22 PR P Zs + 22 Q1 Q5 Z5)

(4.26)

Odd: ©

Correlation function (J;JiJ)): o0 <0

(2P0 + 2P, Pl 030 - L PIPs Q303+ PRQIQs 0F - 2 PRPIQ: 0503
PP QIO+ 2 PLP Qs Q30T+ 30 P1P3 Q3 Q500+ 22 PR Q3 Q301 -
PRI Q301 - 2 PEPIQIQs 0 s NS - T pip, 0203 - 2 PIP 0303 +
Even: 4 (p2pioi+ 120 p20,030] - = P, PiQ20} + 24P, P Q303 Q3 - 22 P3P Q3 Q5 -
z P2P2020301 1 Pllﬁozo1 PP+ 2 PP Q030
24P1P302c23ol 159 P2020301—135 PIP3 Q20301 21 PIPIQ3Qs Qs +
PiPiQ%%PiPng 22 PP, 0503 - Zg‘PiPBQzQ§+ongol)

odd: 3 (-5PIQ3Q+P3Q3Q5Q1+ P3P0 Q1+ PIPIQ3 Q)

(4.27)

Correlation function (J,J;J/): o0 <0

b (-0 mmdan . unopeas w1 s, gt atolel-
143 szl;ioﬁo‘l‘ 2189 Pi;if% Ao 11 L p, P03 00 + 143 P24F;§Biz %a @ PL P, QR 0Y Q3 -
2165 Pllzézz Go |, 14513 F:ZF;ZQ;‘QB 01 S plotos 0l B PP QL Ol 102294223‘; aa _
1427963 P2 P2 Q2 ol Q? - 2189 Pi;éfﬁ 3@ 2165 Pilziff?@?@l g; P3P0, Q% 0: -

143 P} P} 9337 P P} 451 P} 143 P} P3 Q3 Q3
;1?; P3P3Q‘2ngQ1+ P30 1 2037 10304 421 P4PZQ§QA+ 4128340303

+

4284 - 12852 1428 476
PP+ PO - P+ IO+ B PR + P PP 03 03 0 -
PP AN- Y PG R PP - Y PP A PRI Qs O (4.28)
B PP PP QG0 - T PP Q501 B PP QS Q30T ¢
147 Pl P3 QZ 03 Ql 84 PZ P4 szlol + @ Pz P4Q3 Ql* % PZ QzQAQ;[ 4891 PZ P2 QZQAQ1
499 PIPIQ; Q301 - 2727 PiP, Q%Q“Ql e PIP Q30 - B2 PIPs 0‘2‘03 Qu+
§P3P3Q§Q301+P§P;‘Q§—”RPAP“Q“—563P“Q“Q“+@ 1P%QZQ§+§P‘IP§Q‘%Q§>

255

Even:

(5P PIQIQt P Q3030+ 2 P PIQ3Q5 QY+ P3IPIQ20F -
SPIQ Q0 -5PPiQiQr T PP Q501+ PL P30 )
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The solutions quickly become cumbersome to present beyond these cases, however, our
method effectively produces explicit results for any chosen spins within the confines of
our computational limitations. We have explicitly tested our approach up to s; = 20, and

we present additional results in appendix [B]

5 Mixed correlators involving fermionic currents

In this section we will evaluate three-point functions involving conserved fermionic
currents. To the best of our knowledge, these correlation functions have not been studied
in much detail in the literature, particularly in three dimensions. The most important
example of a fermionic conserved current is the supersymmetry current, @), ., which
is prevalent in A -extended superconformal field theories. Such a field is primary with
dimension Ag = 5/2, and satisfies the conservation equation 0™Q;,, = 0. In spinor

notation, we have:

Qa) () = (V") (@102 @miaz) () (5.1)
Recall that in three-dimensional superconformal field theory, the supersymmetry current
and the energy-momentum tensor are contained in the supercurrent multiplet, Jo3)(2),
where z4 = (2%, 0%) is a point in A/ = 1 superspace. The supersymmetry current, Qa3),

and the energy-momentum tensor, T, 4), are extracted through bar-projection as follows:

Qa(?))(x) = Ja(3)(z)|9:0 ) Ta(4) (:L‘) = D(a1Ja2asa4)(Z)|0:O ) (5-2>

where 9 9
L i(Am B_~

is the standard spinor-covariant derivative [76]. Likewise, the conserved vector current,

D, =

Vi(2), is contained within the flavour current multiplet, Lo(z2), and is extracted as follows:
Va(2) (%) = Da, Las)(2)|o=0 - (5.4)

Since the supersymmetry current is a conserved current associated with supersymmetry
transformations, it is interesting to study the correlation functions involving the super-
symmetry current, the vector current, and the energy-momentum tensor. The two three-
point functions involving @), V and T which are of interest in /' = 1 superconformal field

theories are:

(Qae) (1) Qp)(2) Vi) (23)) 5 (Qae) (1) Qpea)(T2) Tyay(23)) - (5.5)
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These correlation functions are naturally contained in the following supersymmetric three-
point functions

(Ja)(21) Ip3)(22) Ly (23)) (Ja@)(21) Ip3)(22) Io3)(23)) - (5.6)

In three-dimensions, (JJL) vanishes, while (JJJ) is fixed up to a single tensor struc-
ture [50, |51}, |54]. Therefore, since the component correlators are obtained by bar-
projecting the supersymmetric correlation functions, we find (QQV) = 0, while (QQT)
is fixed up to a single tensor structure.

However, in this paper we do not assume supersymmetry. Our goal is to find the most
general structure of the correlation functions consistent with only conformal symmetry.

Hence, in the next subsection we will evaluate the correlation functions

(Qas) (1) Qlyz) (22) Vye) (w3)) , (Qas) (1) Qyz) (w2) Ty (w3)) , (5.7)

where in this case Qa(g) and Q%@ now denote “supersymmetry-like” currents; that is,
they possess identical properties to supersymmetry currents but are not necessarily equal
to them. It is of interest to us to examine the number of independent tensor structures
contained within these three-point functions to see if they are consistent with the super-
symmetric results. A similar analysis was recently carried out in four-dimensions [62],
where it was found that the number of independent structures is, in general, inconsistent

with supersymmetry.

In the next subsections we use our formalism to constrain the general form of cor-
relation functions involving “supersymmetry-like” currents consistent with conservation
equations and point-switch symmetries. This is followed by an analysis of correlation
functions involving conserved fermionic higher-spin currents. Our comments on the re-
sults for correlation functions involving fermionic symmetry currents for general spins are

summarised below:

e In general, the structure of the three-point function (J, Ji J.), for arbitrary half-
integer s, so and integer sz, adheres to the triangle inequalities (4.2), the same as
the bosonic case. That is, if the triangle inequalities are satisfied we obtain two even

structures and one odd structure. Otherwise, there are just two even structures.

e For the three-point functions (J, J; J), for arbitrary half-integer s; and integer s,:
when the triangle inequalities are satisfied there are two even solutions and one odd
solution, otherwise there are only two even solutions. After imposing J = J' the
solutions exist only when s, is an even integer. Note that for s; > sy the triangle

inequalities are always satisfied.
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5.1 Spin - 3/2 current correlators

In this subsection we present an explicit analysis of the general structure of the correla-
tion functions involving Q, V and T that are compatible with the constraints of conformal
symmetry and conservation equations. Let us first consider (Q@’ V), for which we may

analyse the general structure of the correlation function (J; 5./ 5 J7).

Correlation function (J;,J; )

Using the general formula, the ansatz for this three-point function:

Lo(3)™ P (x13) Lo @ (w23)
(Jag) (@1) T3 (22) Jo) (23)) = © (x%3)5/2(x%(3;5/2 Haora)s3)9(2)(Xa2) - (5.8)

Using the formalism outlined in [3.2] all information about this correlation function is

encoded in the following polynomial:
H(X; u(3), ’U(3), w(2)) = Ha(g)ﬁ(g),y(Q)(X) Ua(S)VB(S)W’Y@) . (59)

After solving (3.33]), we find the following linearly dependent polynomial structures in the

even and odd sectors respectively:

{0:212,25, @373, @5 Q32Z2, 01 Q221 25, 10203,

Even: Q7 Q3Zy, P5Q32Z3, P3Q1Qa, P2P3Q22Zy, Py P3Q10Q3, P5Q32,,

P1P3Q2Q3, P1P3Q1Z1, PrPy2Z1 25, PAP2Q3, PLPyP3, PIQs 21 (5.10)
{P3212,25, P3Q523, P3Q5 22, P3Q1Q2Q3, P30QF 24,

odd:  P37Z3, P,Q,Q325, PQ12Z12Z5, P,Q10Q5, P P3Q1, P5P3 25,
P1Q22Z12Z5, P1Q2Q3, P1Q1Q3Z1, P1P5Qa, PLPyP3Qs, PIP3 21}

Next we systematically apply the linear dependence relations ([3.36a)) to these lists, reduc-

ing them to the following linearly independent structures:

Even: {P§ Q1Q2, P2P3Q1Q3, P1P3Q20Q3, P1P2Q3, 010, Q%}

0dd: {Pz P3Q1, PLP5Qy, P3Q1Q,Q3, P,Q1 03, P1 Q> Q%}

(5.11)

After constructing an appropriate ansatz for each sector, we obtain the following relations

between the coefficients after imposing conservation on all three points:

Even: {Al - A1, Ay > Ay, A3 Ay, A~ 199A1 + 179A2: As > % - %} (5.12)

0odd: {B]_%Bl, Bz%Bl, 33%381, 34%@, BS%@}
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The final solutions for the even and odd sectors are

% (P3Q1Qa+ 2 P1PQ3-20:10Q:03) +
% (% Plszg+P2P3QlQ3+P1P3Q2Q3+ngQng) (5.13)

odd: 3% (P2P3Q1+P1P3Q:+3P30Q10Q,0s)

Even:

Hence, we see that the correlation function (J, /o : /o ), and therefore (QQ'V'), is fixed up
to two even structures and one odd structure. It may be show that all structures vanish
for J = J' as they do not-possess the correct symmetry under permutation of points x;

and 1z, therefore we find that the correlation function (QQV) vanishes.

Next we will analyse the general structure of <@QT), which is associated with the

correlation function (J; ,J; ,.J5) using the ansatz (3.15).

Correlation function (J; /3 »J5):

According to the general formula (3.15)), the ansatz for this three-point function is:

T3y O (w13) Loy @ (w93)
(Jugz) (1) Thy (02) Ty (23)) = & (x%3)5/2(x§3;5/2 Hor3)53)yv@)(X12) - (5.14)

Using the formalism outlined in (3.2 all information about this correlation function is

encoded in the following polynomial:
H(X;u(3),0(3), w(4) = Har)p@)y @ (X) UG VIOWI, (5.15)

After solving (3.33)), we find the following linearly dependent polynomial structures in the

even and odd sectors respectively:

{03212,73, @323, 03032275, 01 Q22125 75, Q1 Q2 Q5 73, Q1 Q3 22, Q1 Q5 21 Z3,

Q3Q503, Q3@ 71, P30 23, P3Q1Qx 23, P2 P3 Q222735 P2 P3Q1Q3 73, P, P3 Q2 Qo
Even:  P3Q3;Z,Zs, P5Q1QxZ2, P3Q3Qs, P1P3Q,Q325, P1P3Q1 2175, P1P3Q1 03,

P1Py 212,25, PLP2Q52Z3, PP, Q5275 P1PQ1Q2Qs, PLP, Q3 2y, PLPyP3Zs,

Py P5P3Q1, P1P3Zy, PEQ3Z1 25, PIQ3Qs, P Q1 Q2 21, PIP2P3Qa, PIP5Qs, PIP2 2y}

(5.16)

{P32,2,75, P3Q3 25, P3Q52,25, P3Q1Q2Q5 23, P3 Qi Z1 Z3, P3 Q] @3, P3 23,

P2Q2Q:2225, P01 212525, P2Q1Q57Z3, P2 Q1 Q5 22, P2 Q3 Q2 Q35 P2 @3 21, P2 P5 Q1 25,
0dd:  PIP3Z,73, P3P3Q3, P3Q1Z2, PLQ2 212,73, P1Qy Q5 23, P1Q3 25, P1Q1Q3 21 Z3,

P1Q1Q5Q3, P1 Q3 Q2 21, P1P3Qy 25, PLP,P3Qs 25, PLP,P3Q1Qz, PLP5Qy 25,

P1P3Q1Qs, PiP3212Z5, PIP3Q3, PTP2Q2Qs, PIP2Q1Z1, PEP5Ps, PR Qo 24}
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Next we systematically apply the linear dependence relations ([3.36al) to these lists, reduc-
ing them to the following linearly independent structures:
{P2P30Q] Q2 P1P3Q10Q5, P50Q35Qs,
P1P2Q1Q:0Q5, P1Q3Qs, PTP5Qs, Q5 Q50;}
{P3P3Q7, P3Q7 Q5, P2 Q] Q2 05,
P1Q1Q5Q3, PiP3Q3, P1P3Q1Qs, P;P2Q20Qs}

Even:

(5.17)

0dd:

After constructing an appropriate ansatz for each sector, we obtain the following relations

between the coefficients after imposing conservation on all three points:

{AlﬁAl, AzﬁAl, A3%A3, A4%& _ 44

Even: 15 15 2
0dd: {B]_%Bl, 329—431, 339—231,
" By, -2By, Bs>By, Bg—>0, B, >0}
Therefore the final solutions for the even and odd sectors are
E % (-% PiP§Q3+P§QiQa—%P1P201Q2@3+PiQ§Q3—%QiQ%Qa) +
ven:
(35 PIPIQ+ P3P QI Q+ {5 PP Q103 +P1P3Q105+ 5 0Q1Q30s)  (5.19)
odd: 3% (-4P3Q30Q7 +P3P3Q1 -2P2Q20Q3Q7 ~2P1Q5Q: Q1 + P1 P3 Q3

Hence, we note that the three-point function (J;,J; 5J5), and therefore (QQ'T), is fixed
up to two independent “even” structures and one “odd” structure. In this case, both
structures survive after imposing the symmetry under the exchange of x; and x5, that
is, when J = J'. Hence, the correlation function (QQT) is also fixed up to two even

structures and a single odd structure.

5.2 Higher-spin correlators

In this subsection we compile some results for three-point correlation functions in-
volving fermionic higher-spin currents. We present only the final results after imposing

conservation on all three points.
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Correlation function (J; ,J;»J5): 0 <0
8 (-EPPIQ+ S PIPIQIQ, -
LIP3 PIQi+PPLQI Q3+ 32 PP

Even:
A (- p,P3QE- 2 P2 Q3+ 21PEP2Q1Q; - 50
5.20
SPPLQl -2 PIQIQ+ T P3P Q1 Q3)
odd: B (-2PIQ3+P3PIQ-3PPIQ1 Q5+

P3PIQ1+P1QIQ3-3P3P1Q3Q:- 2 P30} +P, 03 Q)

Imposing the symmetry under permutation of spacetimes points x; and w9, i.e. when

J = J', requires that the three-point function must vanish.

Correlation function (J; ,J;,J)):  0=0

Ay (-P2P3Q32Z5+ 5 P5PIQ1Qy 75 -
P3P1QiZ3+P,P1 Qi Q525+ 2 P3P Z3) +

Ay (2P, PiQ3 25+ PR Qi Q325 - TPEPIQ1QaZ5 + (5.21)
2P P1QIZ3+P5Q1 Q225 - 2 P3P Z5 - 2 Q1 Q3 Z5)

Even:

Odd: ©

This correlation function is compatible with the symmetry under permutation of space-

times points x; and .
Correlation function (J;,J;,J5): 0 >0

Ay X (-2 P PIQZs+ 2 P3PIQIQy 75 -

_ S PP ZI P PLQIQS 5+ Y PIPIZS)

Even: 2 3 12 52 2 3 52 2 p2 2
AlX(5P2P10223+P1Q1Q223—9P2P1Qlezg+ (5.22)

ZPIPIQIZE+PI QR Q225 -8P3 PR 25 - 3 Q1 Q3 Z5)

Odd: ©

Correlation function (J;,,J;,J{): 0 <0
B (~EPPIQ - 1 PIP3Qs+ Py P3Q Q5+ P3Q3) +
A (-2 PP+ 2PIPQs- 2 PQ3Q5-3P5Q3+Q3Q3) (5.23)

odd: 3 (-2P3Q3+ 3P PIQ Q- 2P3PsQ3+PsQ3 Q- 5P Q205+ 3 P3PY)

Even:
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Correlation function (J;,J3,J5): 0 <0

(-2 PP - IPsP Q10s+ 2 P01 05- L P3PIQ1 Q0+

PP Qs+ 2 P3PQ1 Q5 Qs+ P3Q1 Q5+ P1P3Q3Qs) +
Even:

(- PIP QI -5PsP 10+ 2 P5010, 05+ 520
5.24
18 P P Q5+ 2 P3P Q1 Q505+ 2 PLP3Q3Q5+ 0105 Q3)
odd S (-2PIP Q-3 PP5 10205+
2P3P,Q1Q5- 2P Q1 Q3Q5+ 2 PLP3QI+P3Q1Q50Qs)
Correlation function (J;,J;,J5): 0 <0
(A PP - 2 P3QIQs - B P3P QI Qs+
B PIP3Q1Q20s- 22 PIP5Q3Q:+P5Q5 Q505 +P3 P2 QI Q5 +
Even: B PP 10+ 5 PiPs Q5+ 5 PR3 Qs) +
B (-43PIPQs+9P;Q1Q0:-8P1P301 Q205+ 26 PIP3Q30s - (5.25)
10P3 Q3 Q505+ EP1PQ1Q3Qs- 3P Q305+ Q3 Q50;)
0dd: A (2PsPQI-4PI Q30— 2 PPI QR Q5 -2 PIPIQ1Q50Qs -
PP Qs+ 2P Qi Q30+ P QIS - - PEP3 QS+ P1Q1Q5Qs)
Correlation function (J; ,J;»Ji): 0 <0
(R PIPOI -3 PIP Qi+ 2 PIPIQ - 2 PP QIO
S PIP Q-2 PIP Q3+ PLPQI Q-2 PIPS) +
Even: 3 (32 PIPIQI+ T PI01Q- P PIP; Q102 +48PIPIQ; -
198 py P3Q2 Q- %2 P3Q3 Q3+ 54 PIP3 Q103 - (5.26)

S PP - T PIQQ3 -2 PP+ 01 Q3)

(P301-PiP3Q1-PIP3Q+5P1P301 Q- 2 P3QIQ5+6PIP3Q10Q5+
2PIP3Q3-6P1P3QI Q3+ P, Q105 -3PIP 01 Q5 - 5 PIQ+ 2 PO Q3)

B

odd: *
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Correlation function (J; 5 /3, J5):  0=0
A; ( 140 3 Py P3Q1Z3 + 2 PgQinzaJrP%PA'QleZs— 3PIP3Q52Zs+

%PlPinozzs—@PZQ§Q§Z3+—P3P2Q“Z3_
2 2 3
15 p P, QQsZs- 2 PRQ10SZ+ A PIPSZy 25 Q305 Zs) +

Even:
A4(—%P1P3@%z3+HPé‘Qlozzg—%PiPio%za+;PlPi (5.27)
0203z - L0 P23 Q32+ PP Qi Q323+ X P3P, Q3 25 -
S PIPQI Q3 Zs- S PIQ1Q3Z3+ 22 PAP3 73+ 5 Q3 Q5 Z3)
Odd: ©
Correlation function (J;,J§ »,J{): 0 <0
(P30 Q- 55 PaP3Q10s— 55 P1P3 Q205+
PiQ1Q2Q5+P2P3Q1Q3+P1P3QQ3+ 2 PPQY) +
Even: A (4 pA 3 3 10 3
PG (45 P3Q1Q2-P2P3Q1Q5-P1P3QQs+ 2 PaP3Q1 Q5+ (5.28)
5.28
2 PIP3Q Q3+ 2 PLPQ3+ Q10,03
odd (g P2P301- 5 P1P3 Q-2 P30Q10,05+
‘ lPPZQQZ 1p p2 2.p 3
3 P31+ 3 M 302035+ 3QleQ3)
Correlation function (J;,J§»J5): 0 <0
(-5 PP U3 - 5 PaPIQI Q- S PIPQIQs - 55 PEPIQ3 Qs +
PiQIQ5Qs+ 32 P1P3Q1Q5Q5+ 32 P2P3 Q7 Q2 Q5 -
i EPPIG+ B P - E PRI PP 010 03) ¢
ven:
% ( 125 Pl P3 Ql Qz 125 P2 P3 Ql QZ 100 PZ P2 Ql Q3 100 PZ P2
5.29
QzQ3+@P1P301Q2Q3 1850P2P3Q1Q2Q3 184P2P2Q3 ( )
%P§Q1Q3 %Piong,‘*@P1PZQIQZQ3+Q102Q3)
B 2 p3 02 2 p3 2 3 12 2
odd: X_i(_Fl,P2P3@1+%P1P3@2‘1%P3Q1@2+

2 P1P3Q1Q3Q5+ 2 P, P3Qi Q.05 + P Q] Q5 Q3)
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Correlation function (J; ,Jf »J5):

A

1501 p3 p3 N2
X3 ( 21 PZ Pl Q3

o <0
%(%P§P3QZ PP Q305 - 2L PsPI Q3 Qs - 2L PIPI Q1 + 2 PTQ1 Q505 -
P PIPIQ1 Q0 - T PP Qs+ DT PaP1QI Q03+ 32 P3P QI Q305 +
P§Q1Q2+§P%QleQ§*
Even:

S PPl Q,
- 0P, PIO3 0% -
B PIPI010,03 -
P00 -

- 2T P3P Qi Qs+ 22
5P3PIQ3 Qs+ 22 P10 Q305 -

P2P3Q;Q30Q5) +
P PIPLQIQS

7 P PiQ Q3 Qs+ 2 PP QR Q305 +
5PIP3Q3 Qs+ 122 P, P3 Q3 Q305 + Q3 Q3 Q3)
o (PPIQI-3P,P3Q3Q3+2P, Q30503
0dd:

P3Q3Q30Q; -P5P3Q,Q:Q3 -3 P P3Q5 Q%
2P1Q3Q30Q2-PiP3Q3Q30Q1 +

By

(5.30)

1 p3 p2 3
I PiPIQ3)
Correlation function (J5/2 5/2J N o<0

% ( ];13517 P4P4Q3* 11 P4Q4@3Jr % PZP4QzQ3* 11 P3P301Q2
10 P2 P3 Ql Qz Q3 _211 P3 P3

e Q10,0 + P QZQ4Qs+—P4PZQlQa—
%PﬁPinozas+P3P1@10“

P PIQI Q05 - 22 P3P QI Q05 +
Even: Pngo‘l‘oi—1—;P3P30‘1‘Qz—gP;‘Q‘l‘Qs+onloZQa)+
(2R PIPIO+ D PIQ0s - B0 PIPIQS0s - B P PI 010305
A P3PI01020:-10P; Q1 Q30Q: - 22 P3PIQI Qs + 22 P3PIQI Q305 + (5.31)
“PzPlQlQZQs—879P3P10i0203+5—75P‘z‘olos—1eP§Q‘1‘0503+010203)
(3PPl G PPIO0s - 5 PLOI QS0 +
0dd:

s PIPI1Q50s - 2 P PIQI Q- 2 PP QI Q3 Qs+ o5 P3PI QT Q05+
PO 0s+  P3PIQI Qs - 2 PIP1QI Q505 + o5 P3P QY +
P3QiQ3 -3 PIP3QI Q3+ 12 P01 Q305 - 5 P30T Q2 05)
Correlation function (J;,Jf »J5): 0 <0

A 143 5 A4 1254 p3 p5 N2
S (53 P2PIQ - T PRPICE -
QP2P3Q%QA¥@PSPBQZ

492 3 p3
175 11t P P Ql QZ
176 P4 PZ Ql Q, + 143 PS

176 P2 P4 Ql QZ 592 P4 P4 Ql QZ _
16 PIPIQI Q3 -
2 P3PLQY P2 PLQ1Q; - 2 P2 Py Q1 Q5+ 122 P3PY) +
% ( 572 P2 PS Q4 10 516 P3 PS Q% 715 P4 Ql QZ 11 770 PZ Péll Ql Qg 4
31—735 P3P1Q1Q; - “99 P2 P} Q1 Q“ e PIPIQIQ; - (5.32)
IT;Q Pi Qi Qg + %@0 P% P% Ql QZ 11770 P4 P2 Ql QZ + 572 PS Pl Q4
e PIPLOIQ - P PIQIO
x

715 4 11528 p5 p5
P3 Q7 Qy + 113 P2P1+Q1@2>
(1 PIQ-3P3PIQ3+ P3P Q+ 5 PaPIQIQs - 10P3P1Q1 Q3
0dd: P3P1Q1-3P1Q1Q3+20P5P1QIQ; -
20P3P1Q1 Q5+ P1Q1 Q5 -

Even:

10 516

PS P3 Q]_

By

10P;P3Q2Q,-10P, P2Q3 Q5 -

3P5PIQ5 +
10P3P1Q1 Q3+ £ P3P1QI Qo +

Z P30 +P Q3 Q8 -3P30;03)
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Correlation function (J;,J§» Jg): 0 =0

Ay (-5 PaPIQsZs+ 2 P3P Q325+ §PSPTQ1 Q525 -
S PPl QZ3+ P PI QR Q23+ 12 P3PI QT Z5 -
PP Z - S PIPIOI Q23+ S PSPIQI Q0 25 -
0 PaP1QIZs - 5 PaPLQI Qs 23+ P3PL Q1 Q5 75 - Ty PRPIZs) +

Even: 650
AL (2PaPRQ3Zy - 2 P3P Q323+ PTQ1 Q523 - 18P P Q1 Q3 Z3 + (5.33)
PPl Z - 2 PIPIQIZ+ FR PIPIOIQ3Z: - 1L PIQI Q3 25 +
B P P Q37 - 18P PI Qi Qa2+ 2 P3P QI 2 - B PP Q100 25 -
P QR Z3+P3QQaZs + BB PSP 73 + 2L Q0 Q5 Z3)
Odd: ©

Additional results for three-point functions involving fermionic higher-spin currents are

contained in appendix [B]

6 Correlators involving scalars and spinors

In this section, for completeness, we analyse some of the important three-point corre-
lation functions involving scalar and spinor fields. The results are interesting because the
correlation functions can contain parity-odd solutions, with their existence depending on
both triangle inequalities and the scale dimensions of the scalars/spinors. The correla-
tion functions are analysed using the same methods as in the previous sections; the full

classification of the results is presented below:

e The three-point function (¢ ¢’ O), where 1,1 are fundamental fermions and O is
a fundamental scalar, is fixed up to one even structure and one odd structure. All

structures remain after imposing ¢ = 1'.

e The three-point function (O O'J;), where O, are fundamental scalars with di-
mension 6, ¢’ respectively: for 6 = ¢’, there is a single even solution compatible with
conservation which survives after imposing O = O’ only for even s. For § # ¢’ there

are no solutions.

e The three-point function (¥ v'J), where 1,1 are fundamental fermions with di-

mension 0, respectively: when s = 1, the triangle inequalities are satisfied, and
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for 6 = ¢’ there are two even solutions and one odd solution. For § # ¢’ there is one
even solution and one odd solution. In both cases, the three-point function vanishes
after imposing ¢ = v’. For s > 1, the triangle inequalities are not satisfied, and for
d = ¢ there are two even solutions which survive after imposing ¢ = ¢’ provided

that s is even. For ¢ # ¢ there are no solutions for general s.

e The three-point function (¢ J; O), for half-integer s > 3/2, where ¢ is a funda-
mental fermion with dimension §, and O is a scalar with dimension §’: the triangle
inequalities are not satisfied for any s, and in general there are no solutions after
imposing conservation for arbitrary ¢§,’. However, there are two special cases; for

d = 3/2 there is an even solution for ¢’ = 1 and an odd solution for ¢’ = 2.

e For three-point functions of the form (J J; O), where O is a scalar field with
dimension §, s; and sy must be simultaneously integer/half-integer for there to be
a solution. For s; > so, the triangle inequalities are not satisfied and there is
no solution for general d, however, there is an even solution for § = 1, and an odd
solution for § = 2. For s; = s, the triangle inequalities are satisfied and there exists
an even and odd solution for general . The solutions also survive after imposing

the symmetry J = J'.

e For three-point functions of the form (¢ J, J. ), for half-integer s; > 3/2 and integer

s19 82

S9, where v is a fundamental fermion with dimension §: for 6 = 3/2 there are
two even solutions and one odd solution provided that the triangle inequalities are
satisfied, otherwise, there are only two even solutions. In addition, for 6 = 5/2 there
is one even solution and one odd solution when the triangle inequalities are satisfied,
otherwise, there is a single odd solution. For general 9§, an even and odd solution

exists if the triangle inequalities are satisfied, otherwise, there are no solutions.

In the next subsections we present explicit solutions for some of the above cases.

6.1 Low-spin correlators

Correlation function (¢’ O):
For Ay =61, Ay =91, Ap = d2, there is always one even and one odd solution
Even: A; Q3 X %191+

0dd: By P3 X 0 %1+%
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Correlation function (O O'J;):

An even solution exists for Ap = Apr = 9:

Even: A; Z3 X*72°
(6.2)
Odd: ©

The solution vanishes upon imposing the symmetry between x; and x, i.e, when the
fields O, O’ coincide.

Correlation function (O O'.J,):

An even solution exists for Ap = Apr = 9:

Even: A, 73 X37%°
(6.3)
Odd: ©

In general, for (O O'Js) there is always an even solution, however, it only survives the

O = O’ point-switch symmetry for even s.

Correlation function (¢ ¢’ .J;):

Even: A, P Py X*72° 4+ A; Q1 Q; X¥72° 6.4
6.4
0dd: Bl (PZ Q1+P1 Qz) )(27255

In this case the triangle inequalities are satisfied and there are two even solutions and one

odd solution. All structures vanish after imposing ¢ = ¢/'.

Correlation function (¢ ¢'.J;):

Even: A; Py Py Z3 X>7 2%+ A,Q; Q, Z3 X372
(6.5)
Odd: ©

In this case the triangle inequalities are not satisfied and there are two even solutions. All

structures survive after imposing ¢ = 1’

Correlation function (J,J; O):

Even: A X7* (25 4 03] 66

odd: By P;Q; X4
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In this case the triangle inequalities are satisfied and there is one even solution and one

odd solution. The structures survive after imposing J = J'.
Correlation function (J,J] O):
In this case there is a single even solution for Ay = 1:

Ay (P32,-503 Z;)

Even: 4
X (6.7)

Odd: ©
There is also a single odd solution for Ag = 2:

Even: ©
(6.8)

B1P3Q32;

0dd: e

However, there are no solutions for arbitrary Ap. The same results was found in [13].

Correlation function <J3/2 é/Q 0):

2
Even: A; X°7° (—3—36:603 +Q§)

; (6.9)
5 [ (5+1) P
odd: By X7° (LHE 4Py 03
Correlation function (J,J}0):
. 4 B 4
Even: 14, X7 (1225 6plQls (22C )
; (6.10)
odd: By X°© ({25LA% 4 py 03]
Correlation function (¢ J3/, O):
For Ay = 3/2, there is an even solution for Ap = 1:
Even: %% 53 &
(6.11)
0dd: ©
There is also an odd solution for Ap = 2:
Even: 0O
. (6.12)
0dd: o
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Correlation function (¢ J; . J):

In this case there is an even and odd solution for general Ay:

1
Even: AiX° 2 ((25-9) P3Qs+2 (9-25) P3P Qi+ (25+3) Q203
26+3

(6.13)
2
odd: By X0z (% -2P1Q1Q5+P; Qi)
There is also an additional even solution for A, = 3/2:
Even: % (P3Qs+P3P1Qq) + % (0 @5 -3P5Qs)
(6.14)
Odd: 3 (-2P1Q1Qs+P3Q]-2Ps3PF)
Correlation function (¢ J; . J3):
In this case there is one even and one odd solution for general Ay:
1 _ 3 _ 2
Even: A X27° ( (13 22663;2’31 ;3120 212:10102 ~-3P,P1 Q3 +0Q; Qz)
1 2-6
(26+1) (26+5) By X2 (6.15)
odd:  ((-46°+525-165) P3Q2+3 (45°-206-11) P, P7Qy +
3(-46%+2065+11) P1Q2Qy+ (462+125+5) P, Q3)
However, there is an additional even solution for A, = 3/2:
Even: 22 (P1P,Qi-2PiPy) +% (-5P1Q1Q2- 2 PP} +0Q3Q,) (6.16)
0dd: % (—3PiQ2—3P2P%Q1+3P1Q%Q2+P2Qi)

6.2 Higher-spin correlators

In this subsection we provide some more examples of three-point correlation functions

involving combinations of scalars, spinors and higher-spin conserved currents.
Correlation function (J;,J; , O):

. 5-7 [ (6+2) P3Qs 23 (5-10) 03
Even: A, X ( 5 (5.8) +p3Q3+_105 3

(6.17)

. 5-7 [ (6+1) (6+3) P . 2 (6+1) P3 Q3 4
0dd: B; X ( 5 (5-9) (6-7) 5-9 +P3 Q3
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Correlation function (J, ,.J7,, O):

4 3 6
Even: A2 X6_9 ( 5 (6+2) P3Q3 (6+2) (6+4) P3Q3 n P2 Q3 " 65-14) 03 )

3 (65-12) 3 (6-12) (6- 1@ 216
(6.18)
. 5-9 [ (6+3) (6+5) P} 3 (5+3) P3Q3 . (6-13) P3 Q5 3 4
0dd: B, X (35 (6-11) (56-9) 5 (65-11) 5 (6:1) P3 Q5
Correlation function (J;J! O):
A g, x6-12 [ _(6+2) (6+4) (6+6) (5+8) pi° 45 (5+2) (6+4) (6+6) P8 Q3
E (6-18) (6-16) (6-14) (6-12) (6-18) (6-16) (5-14)
ven:
210 (6+2) (5+4) PSQF | 210 (5+2) P05 2 A8 (6-20) Q3°
(6-18) (6-16) 5-18 +45P3Q3 + 5
(6.19)
B, x6-12 [ (6+3) (6+5) (6+7) P3Qs
2 12 (6-17) (6-15) (6-13)
0odd:

(65+3) (5+5) P @3 21 (5+3) P53 Q3 (6-19) P3 Q3 qu
(6-17) (6-15) 10 (6-17) 12 (65+1) 3

Correlation function (J9/2 772 0):
In this case the triangle inequalities are not satisfied, and there is an even solution for
AO =1:

Even: % (%P%ngl—llnggzlJrPg%Zl—%ngl)
(6.20)
odd: ©

There is also an odd solution for Ap = 2:

Even: 0O
By 52 3 14 429 6 7 (6'21>
odd: % (-27P3Q3Z1+99P3Q32Z1 - *22 P3 Q321 + P} Z4 )

Correlation function (¢ J; ,Jj):

In this case the triangle inequalities are satisfied. For A, = 3/2, we see there are two

even solutions and one odd solution:

2 (2P PIQI-9P P QL+ PP QS - 22 Py P]) +
Even: 41 (%2 PTQ1Q+ ¥ P, PRQI+99P1QI0Q; -
18P, P3 Q1 -27P1 Q1 Q2 - B2 P, P{+ Q] Qy) (6.22)
B (-35P]Q-35P, PSQ1+105P; Q1 Q. + 12 P, PTQ; -

0dd:
5 PIQIQ-21P,Pi Qs +7P1Q5 Qo + Py Q)
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7 Discussion

The purpose of this paper is to develop a formalism to determine the general form of
the three-point correlation functions of conserved currents with arbitrary spins in three-
dimensional conformal field theory. Our method gives explicit results and is limited only
by computer power. We managed to find solutions for spins up to s; = 20, but the pattern
of the number of independent structures is very clear and allows us to conclude that it
holds in general. We demonstrate that in all cases where the triangle inequalities are
simultaneously satisfied, there are two even solutions and one odd solution for (.J,, Ji J..),
otherwise, there are only two even solutions. Although the results for three-point functions
involving bosonic currents have been proposed previously [13, 14, 16|, we believe that our
analysis stands on its own merit, as our method for imposing conservation on all three
points is very explicit and analytic at every step of the computations. In addition, we
construct a discriminant equation which governs the existence of the odd structure, and
we extend the scope of our analysis to include correlation functions of conserved fermionic
currents. Another benefit of our approach is that it can be directly generalised to four-
and higher-dimensional conformal field theories as well as to (extended) superconformal

field theories in diverse dimensions. We intend to explore these ideas in future works.

Finally, let us remark on three-point functions of fermionic, spin-3/2 currents. These
currents naturally appear as supersymmetry currents in (extended) superconformal field
theories, hence, it is also interesting to understand the general structure of correlation
functions of spin-3/2 currents when supersymmetry is not manifest. In a superconformal
theory the correlation functions are contained within the following supersymmetric
three-point functions:

(Jae)(21) Ip@)(22) Ly (23)) (Ja@)(21) I53)(22) I3 (23)) - (7.1)

In three-dimensions, (JJL) vanishes, while (JJJ) is fixed up to a single parity-even tensor
structure [50, 51}, 54]. Hence, it appears that supersymmetry imposes additional restric-
tions on the general structure of three-point correlation functions. It then follows that the
general form of the correlation functions (5.7 is inconsistent with supersymmetry in the
sense that they are fixed up to more tensor structures than . Similar phenomenon

was also found in four-dimensional (super)conformal field theories in [55] 62].
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A 3D conventions and notation

For the Minkowski metric we use the “mostly plus” convention: 7,,, = diag(—1,1,1).

Spinor indices are then raised and lowered with the SL(2,R) invariant anti-symmetric

0 -1 . 0 1
e (1 0 )’ gﬂ::<—40) SR A

¢o¢ = Cap (bﬂ ) gba = 5a6 Qbﬁ . (AQ)

e-tensor

The y-matrices are chosen to be real, and are expressed in terms of the Pauli matrices o

. 0 —1 1 0
(70)0/8 = —102 = (1 0 ) ) (71)0/8 =03 = (0 _1> )
Cmﬁz—m=<0 4), (A.3b)

('Ym)aﬁ = 566(%%)!16 ) (’Ym)aﬂ = 5a5(7m)5ﬂ . (A4)

The y-matrices are traceless and symmetric

as follows:

—~
>
w
&

~—

<7m)aa =0, (Vm)aﬁ = (’Ym)ﬁOH <A5)

and also satisfy the Clifford algebra
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For products of y-matrices we make use of the identities

(Vm)ap(ﬁ)/n)pﬁ = nmnaaﬁ + Emnp(ﬁyp)aﬁ ) (A.7a)

(Ym)a” ()" (Vp)o” = Nn(Vp)a” = T () a” + Tnp (Vi )a” + €mnpdal , (A.7b)

012

where we have introduced the 3D Levi-Civita tensor €, with €”*¢ = —ep10 = 1. We also

have the orthogonality and completeness relations for the ~-matrices

('Vm)aﬂ(%n)pa = _50/)550 —0a705", ('Vm)aﬁ('yn)aﬁ = —20mn - (A.8)

Finally, the ~-matrices are used to swap from vector to spinor indices. For example,
given some three-vector x,,, it may equivalently be expressed in terms of a symmetric

second-rank spinor z,43 as follows:

1
xaﬁ = (,ym)aﬁl,m’ Lm = _§(Wm)aﬁ$aﬁa (Ag)
1 af m 2
det(zap) = 92 Tap =~y = —2”. (A.10)

The same conventions are also adopted for the spacetime partial derivatives 0,,

1
Oap = (V") O O = =5 (Ym)*"Oas (A.11)
amx" — 62” aagl‘po _ _5(1;?5,80 i 5(1056{7’ (A.12)
m 1 af
§"0m = =56 Oap (A.13)
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B More examples of higher-spin correlators

In this appendix we provide further examples of three-point functions of higher-spin cur-

rents using our formalism.

Correlation function (J;J;J!):

Even:

0dd

As

X6

Ay
X6

By

XG

(-

715865 P, P3 03 03 03

38177 PzQ Q Q 39002P30, 0307 151915P3 P3 Q3 Q3 Q5
546 2¥3¥1 3003 7098 6006
250 p5 5 36594P2Q5035Q; 35065P3PIQ3Q3Q;  4475P5PIQ,050%
231 P2 Ps Q§ 01 1183 2002 2002 *
565 3 2 A5  425P3P3Q30;  10225P3P3Q30Qi0Q% 4 ~5 5
or P2 P30 0301+ g 6006 P30, 050
50 2 pa 425P3P1Q,Q:07 _ 5417P1P30307 _ 840319P: P, 03 03¢
P3P3Q3 Qs Q7 + 6006 1o01 6006 *
282400P; P3Q5 Q307  715865P1 P3 Q3 Q307 | 565 3 A5 A2
5577 7098 + %1 P1P3 Q203 o
38177 p2 o5 05 o3 | 95766PIFI 3050 | B29960P1 P30, 0503 | 35065 PG 003
546 23 %1 13013 39039 2002
50 2 pa 407434P3P3 Q307 | 282400P3P, Q3030 _ 206951 P3P3 05 Q3 03
P1P3 QZ o Ql + 39039 5577 5577 *
151915P3 P3 Q303507 _ 10225P1PIQ30Q3QF | 39002P10Q30Q3Q; _ 829960 P1P3Q303Qu
6006 6006 3003 39039
407434P1P1Q, 030, _ 4475P1PIQ3Q30: | 425P1PIQ50:01  9627521P1P5Q
39039 2002 6006 1431430
5417 P3 P, Q3 Q3 407434 P35 P3 Q3 Q5 250 5 5 425 P3 P3 Q5 Q2
1001 39039 231 PiP3Q; Qg + 6006 +
5 p5 A5 5A5 A5 530 p2 40 p4 30030 5 A4 A5
<P2P3Q1+on3Q1 323P QzQ3Q1 323P QngQl 323 P P3Q50Q7 +
77755 P, P; Q§Q§01 325 p3 2 5. 30 pS 24750 P2 Q5 Q3 03
4199 323 P3P Q; 04 Q1+ 323 P> P3 Q4 Ql 4199
1780 p2 p2 25 p4p2 495 5
323 P2 P3 Q030 - 33 P2 P3 Q2 Q30; - P3P3Q30; -
32175 3 2 5 5 p3 2420 3 p3
323 P2 P3 Q3 030Q; + PPQ301 323PPQZQng
2475 p2 ph s 4 ph 30030 5 4
323PPQ2Q301+ PPQZQ3Q1+ 323 P1P3QzQ1_
1145 4 1675P P3Q3Q5Q1 | 77755P P3Q3Q3Q7
323 P1P3 Q30 323 P1P2 QO30 - 4199 * 2199
32175 3757204 530 p2 A5 A5 o3 1920P2PIQ3Q507  225PIP5Q, 0303
323 P1P3 %% a3 Pt 2B 4199 4199
1780 p2 p2 2475 p2 ph 495 3 p5
1780 p2 I3 Q3 Q3 + 20 PIPI Q3 0: 03 - 22 P3PS Q03 -
35 P3 P5 Q5 Q2 1675 P3 P, Q3 Q3 @2 320P3 P3 Q205 01 325 p3 2
4199 4199 4199 * 323 P1P; QZ Qg Q1+
2420 p3 p3 40 pa _225P1P3Q3Q501  35PIP3Q, Q50
323 P1P3 Q2 Q3 Ql 323 £ QZ Q3 % 4199 4199
25 p4 p2 p5 A3 4 pd A5 5 p5 5 63PIP3Q3
EP1P3Q2Q301+EP1P3@203Q1+P1P3Q2* 26189
10 ps 5_35PPROA | i 5 p3
33 PLP2 Q5 03 4199 325 PIP3 3 Q5 + 35 PLP3Q5 05
147 p5 2 p5 A3 N5
(45 P3301+P3 Q030 -8P3P3Q5 05 -

5P,P35Q5Q050Q; -

P3P5Q,Q5 + 5P, P3Q5 Q303 -

5Py P3Q5Q;0f -

8PIP3Q50Q] +

5P P3Q5030Q7 +

46

13P3Q5Q05Q; +5P5P3Q3 Q503 +

5 P3P3Q;Q5Q; + PTP3Q5 Q1)

(B.1)



Correlation function (J;J§J!):

Even:

0dd:

As

X7

A

X7

By

X7

 1060375P50507  314643203P3Q; 0507 | 14547479P; 050507
1876446 6254820 1250964

457205623 P, P3 05 05 0% . 44053663 P3 P3 Q3 Q5 ¢S _ 63988 P5P30Q, 0505 49847 P2 Q5 Q4 ¢S .

6254820 2084940 34749 2187
86002289 P3 P2 Q50305  91409PSPIQiQS 1279777 P3PiQiQiQS  15307P,P3 Q503 Q5

6254820 1250964 521235 2916
7882543 P3P3Q3 0305 84949 P5 P30, 03 0% + Pt Qs QZ Q(, _ 2261P5P303Q8

4691115 568 620 32%3%1 694980
442 2 p4 2 6 236113P3PIQ3Q5Q8 17 5 5 6, 323P3P3Q30Q:0%
442 L 22020960 6G6 17 4 222666
729 P2 P3 Qg Q3 Q1 2084940 162 P2P3 Q205 Q1 8748

2261P5P3Q, 05 Q7 629266057 P1 P, Q30507 | 79440343P1P305050F  126235P1 P30, 0507

+
694980 6254820 2084940 23166
457205623 P1 P3 Q5 03 Q3 L 15307P PREie: 17 p. ps 06 0 QS N 1173985P] P Q5Q1
6254820 2916 162 ' 173¥2¥3 %1 625482
314643203 P3 050501 | 331624313P1P3 Q50507 36961603 P; P3Q3 0507 86002289 PIPIQ50Q50Q1
6254820 6254820 2084940 6254820

442 p2 p4d N6 N2
e PIPI Q50501

+

79440343 P3P, Q5050; 117852976 P3P3 Q3 Q503 40698149 P3 P50, 05 Q3

44053663P3P3 50507

2084940 4691115 6254820

7882543 P3P3Q503Q3  323P3P3Q50Q: Q7 1913161PiPSQSQ2

2084940 4691115 8748 - 694 980
14547479 P1 Q5 5 @2 36961603 Pt P2 05 Q5 @3 N 5804704 P} P3 Q3 05 Q3 1279777 Pt P30S Q3 0} N
1250964 2084940 521235 521235
236113P1P505050]  126235P;P, 03050y , 40698149 PIP3Q30Q5Q:  1913161P3P30,0501
2084940 23166 6254820 694980
63988 P; P3 Q505 01 , 84949 PIPIQ5Q3Q:  2261P3P3Q50Q:01 | 39567647 PSP5Q5
34749 568620 694980 27104220

1060375 PS Q505  1173985P5P2 Q305  1913161P5P50Q3 Q5 . 91409 P P2 Q5 0% 2261P§P§Q§Q§)

1876446

+

625482 694980 1250964 694980

6 p6 16 145860 p6 H6 H6 , 27662225 P5 Q5 Q% 6 N6 N6 . 234542267 P33 Q5¢%
P3P3Q1 - == P3Q3Q; + Q0307 + -

437

3

117 369 11178

54202 255 P} 03 Q5 5 , 340136899 P, Ps Q0308 229861729P3P5 Q303 Q% . 3337690 P5 P3 0, Q3 Q5 .

11178

32175 p2 p6 A4 A6
e PaP3 @07+

161
13370582 P} P2 Q3 4 0%

11178 26082 4347

52588822P30Q5 0305 446004101 P PI03 0305 2376985 PS5 P304 Q5

5589 B 78246 B 78246 *

50490583 P, P3 Q5 03 0% . 81332834P P33 030  4880537P5P10, 050

13041

26082 117 369 78246

2009P3P3Q3QF | 707564PIP3Q3Q5QF  958117P3PIQ3Q5Q7  210925P, P3Q50Q: QF

858 pd pb M2 b
53 P2P3Q3 Q1+

370799 P3 P5 03 Qs 05

1242 13041 26082 1449

2009P3P3Q, 05 QF | 469066453 P P, Q30507 414392889 P P; 030503

78246

1242 11178 26082

3292775P1 P30, 505

1449

32175 p2 p6 N6
P1P3QZQ§I.‘_

340136899 P1 P3 Q5 Q3 Q3 50490583 P, P3Q5Q303 _210925P, P3Q5050; N

11178 26082 1449

30621350 P2 P Q5 0f . 234542267 P1 Q50507 1729902269 P; P Q3 05 01

+

161 39123 11178 78246

192821989 P P5 Q30507 446004101 P2 P2 Q5 03 0F , 707564 PIPIQSQ3QF 414392809 PP, Q3 0507 N
26082 78246 13041 26082

1229630576 P3 P3 Q30507  212309387P3 P30, 0507 229861729 P3 P3 050303 , 81332834 PRPiS 3
117 369 78246 26082 117 369

370799 P3P3050: Q3 858 p4 pé (26 Q2 9980443 P} PS Q503 54202255 P} 05 05 02
~ 78206 23 f1f3hat

78246

192821989 P} P2 Q30502

8694 11178

60562679 P1 P 03 05 @2 N 13370582 P1 P3 050307 958117 P1P3 050303

29487593 P3PS Q5 | 27662225P3 0505

26082 13041 13041 26082
3292775P; P, Q5 Q5 Q1 212309387 P;P3Q3050Q: N 9980443 P5 P50, 0501 N 3337690 P; P3 Q5 Q5 Q1 B
1449 78246 8694 4347
4880537 PP 1030, | 2009PEP5 030,01, s ps g N
78246 1242 48438 117 369
30621350 PS P3 QF 05 , 9980443 PSP3 Q305 2376985 PSP Q5 Q3 L 2009 PS P} 05 Q3
39123 8694 78246 1242

(60 P2 P3O 08+ P2 020308 - 21 P, QTR - % PEPS QLK+ 2 PR30S CE -

7P3PIQ; Q301 -
7P3P3Q5Q: ¢ +

259
5
168

5

PP} 0} 0301+ 7 P54 0303 0F 75 P50 05 ¥ P30 0: X
PLPS0F 0T+ 2171 P3 0303 02~ 222 P1 P4 05010 -

7PIP Q3+ 7PIP3Q5Q: Q- 2 PIPS QS Q3+ 7 PIPSQ5 Q503 + PR PS QS Qy)

47
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Correlation function (J; ,J7 5 Jg )
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Correlation function (Jy,Jy»Jg )
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