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Abstract

We study the holographic correlators corresponding to scattering of fluctuations of an open
string worldsheet with AdS2 geometry. In the out-of-time-order configuration, the correlators
display a Lyapunov growth that saturates the chaos bound. We show that in a double-scaling limit
interpolating between the Lyapunov regime and the late time exponential decay, the out-of-time-
order correlator (OTOC) can be obtained exactly, and it has the same functional form found in
the analogous calculation in JT gravity. The result can be understood as coming from high energy
scattering near the horizon of a AdS2 black hole, and is essentially controlled by the flat space
worldsheet S-matrix. While previous works on the AdS2 string employed mainly a static gauge
approach, here we focus on conformal gauge and clarify the role of boundary reparametrizations
in the calculation of the correlators. We find that the reparametrization mode is governed by a
non-local action which is distinct from the Schwarzian action arising in JT gravity, and in particular
leads to SL(2,R) invariant boundary correlators. The OTOC in the double-scaling limit, however,
has the same functional form as that obtained from the Schwarzian, and it can be computed using
the reparametrization action and resumming a subset of diagrams that are expected to dominate in
the limit. One application of our results is to the defect CFT defined by the half-BPS Wilson loop
in N = 4 SYM. In this context, we show that the exact result for the OTOC in the double-scaling
limit is in precise agreement with a recent analytic bootstrap prediction to three-loop order at
strong coupling.
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1 Introduction

One way to study low-dimensional holography is to start with a higher dimensional holographic

setting and introduce a defect. A prototypical example of this is the open string in AdS5 × S5

incident on a straight line on the boundary, which is dual to the half-BPS Wilson line in N = 4

super Yang-Mills (SYM) [1,2]. Classically, the string worldsheet forms a surface of extremal area in

AdS5 with AdS2 geometry, and transverse fluctuations of the worldsheet can be viewed as fields in

AdS2 that are governed by a tower of interactions determined by the Nambu-Goto action [3]. The

fluctuations are dual to insertions of local operators along theWilson operator on the boundary [4,5],

which defines a one-dimensional defect CFT. In recent years, this AdS2/CFT1 set-up has proven

to be a versatile playground for studying AdS/CFT and its interplay with many non-perturbative

techniques in conformal gauge theory, including supersymmetric localization [6–8], integrability

[9–14], the numerical/analytic conformal bootstrap [15,16], and the large charge limit [17–19]. See

also [20,21].

The AdS2/CFT1 correspondence of the open string/Wilson line can be viewed as an example

of “non-gravitational” or “rigid” holography [22]. At zero string coupling and in the limit of large

string tension, the worldsheet decouples from closed string modes in the bulk and its fluctuations

are suppressed. If one works in static gauge, the worldsheet theory does not contain a dynamical

metric and shares many similarities with QFTs in non-dynamical AdS2 [23–31] and conformal line

defects in higher dimensional CFTs [32, 33]. For instance, boundary correlators respect unitarity

and the global conformal symmetry group SL(2,R) (i.e., SO(2, 1), the isometry group of AdS2)

and boundary operators can be divided into primaries and descendents that satisfy the OPE, but

the theory lacks a boundary stress tensor. The absence of a graviton on the worldsheet and a

stress tensor on the boundary is somewhat trivial in 2d/1d, but is also a feature of the worldvol-

ume theories of higher dimensional branes (and of higher dimensional QFTs in non-dynamical AdS

and conformal defects). It should be noted that the SL(2,R) symmetry of the AdS2/CFT1 corre-

spondence of the string/Wilson line distinguishes it from examples of topological AdS2/topological

CFT1 with full Diff(S1) symmetry (see e.g., [34–36]), and also from the nearly-AdS2/nearly-CFT1

(NAdS2/NCFT1) of Jackiw-Teitelboim (JT) gravity [37–40]. In JT gravity, the boundary confor-

mal symmetry is broken by the introduction of a scale quantifying the divergence of the dilaton at

the boundary to U(1), and SL(2,R) symmetry is restored only in the ultraviolet.

On the other hand, the string worldsheet can also be viewed as defining a toy model of quantum
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gravity. One justification for this interpretation comes from the form of the scattering interaction

on the worldsheet of the infinitely long non-interacting string in flat space [41]:

S = eiℓ
2
sp

upv , (1.1)

where ℓs is the string length. This describes the phase shift picked up by left and right moving

quanta with lightcone momenta pu and pv interacting on the worldsheet. The scattering matrix

in (1.1) gives the worldsheet theory a number of properties that are reminiscent of more realistic

theories of gravity, including an absence of off-shell observables, a minimal length, a Hagedorn

temperature, and integrable versions of black holes [41]. Furthermore, (1.1) is precisely the form

of the Dray-’t Hooft scattering matrix [42, 43] that describes shock-wave scattering between high

energy gravitating particles in 1 + 1 dimensions. In JT gravity, the same shockwave S-matrix

is responsible for the form of the out-of-time-ordered correlator (OTOC) [38, 44], which, like in

higher dimensional theories of gravity [45, 46], saturates the chaos bound [47] in the Lyapunov

regime. This feature of JT gravity is one of the simplest illustrations of its usefulness as a model

of low-dimensional quantum gravity (see [48] for a recent review).

By adapting the methods of [45, 46] to the worldsheet, the OTOC on the AdS2 string can

also be interpreted in terms of high-energy scattering of particles that are created and absorbed by

operators on the boundary. At high enough energies (corresponding to long enough time separations

between the operators on the boundary), the interaction between the bulk excitations is localized

to a small region on the AdS2 worldsheet, and the scattering matrix is well-approximated by the

flat space answer in (1.1). It therefore follows that the OTOC on the AdS2 string in the Lyapunov

regime takes the same form as in JT gravity [49–51]:

⟨VW (t)VW (t)⟩
⟨V V ⟩⟨WW ⟩

= 1− ∆V ∆W

4

ℓ2s
ℓ2
e

2πt
β + . . . . (1.2)

Here, ℓ is the AdS radius. The scrambling time is ts ∼ β log ℓ
ℓs

and the Lyapunov exponent is

λOTOC = 2π
β , which saturates the chaos bound. The above result can be checked using more

standard AdS/CFT methods by computing the leading contact Witten diagram contributing to

the euclidean four-point function and analytically continuing to the OTOC configuration [52]. The

fact that the string OTOC saturates the chaos bound is quite natural when one views the AdS2

string worldsheet theory as a toy model of gravity, but somewhat surprising when one views it as

an example of rigid holography.

In this work, we extend the previous studies of chaos on the AdS2 string worldsheet. The

expression for the OTOC in (1.2) is valid in the Lyapunov regime where the string length ℓs is

small compared to the AdS radius ℓ and t is much less than the scrambling time ts. More generally,

one can study the OTOC in the double scaling limit t → ∞, ℓs → 0 with κ ≡ ℓ2s
16ℓ2

e
2πt
β held fixed.

In the first part of this paper, we will argue that because (1.1) is the exact scattering matrix on

the flat space string worldsheet, the scattering analysis in [49] can be extended to all orders in κ,
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with the result:

⟨VW (t)VW (t)⟩
⟨V V ⟩⟨WW ⟩

=
1

κ2∆V
U(2∆V , 1 + 2∆V − 2∆W , κ−1), κ =

1

16

ℓ2s
ℓ2
e

2πt
β , (1.3)

where U(a, b, x) is the confluent hypergeometric function. As a non-trivial check of eq. (1.3), we

show that it agrees up to order κ4 with the analytic continuation to the OTOC configuration of

the scalar four-point function in the Wilson line defect CFT that was recently computed to three

loops by Ferrero and Meneghelli via the analytic conformal bootstrap [16].

Eq. (1.3) is also precisely the form of the OTOC in JT gravity in the late-time weak-coupling

double scaling limit [38, 44]. This equivalence of the OTOCs for both the AdS2 string and JT

gravity, both in the Lyapunov regime and in the double scaling limit, is interesting and warrants

further investigation. One simple explanation of the equivalence is that it is a consequence of the

local scattering interaction and the background geometry being the same for both the AdS2 string

and JT gravity. However, it is tempting to think that the equivalence of the OTOCs is evidence of

a further, deeper connection between the string worldsheet theory and JT gravity. In particular,

the dynamics of JT gravity coupled to matter is completely determined (at leading order in the

genus expansion) by the Schwarzian boundary mode. Recall that JT gravity has a dynamical

boundary curve that cuts out a patch of AdS2 and regularizes the divergence of the dilaton. The

boundary curve is governed by an effective Lagrangian given by the Schwarzian derivative, whose

form is fixed by the pattern of spontaneous and explicit breaking of the Diff(S1) symmetry group

of reparametrizations of the boundary [37–40]. The Schwarzian theory is exactly solvable [53–62],

and in particular provides a rigorous method of deriving the OTOC in (1.3) [44] that complements

the scattering argument based on the shockwave interaction in (1.1). Furthermore, the Schwarzian

mode appears in other contexts characterized by the same symmetry breaking pattern, like the

SYK model [63–65] and 2d CFTs with large central charge [66], where it similarly determines the

behavior of various observables including the OTOC. Given these observations, it is tempting to

conjecture that the AdS2 string also has an effective Schwarzian mode that dominates in a certain

regime and in particular determines the OTOC in the double scaling limit. Indeed, this possibility

has been explored in [67–70]. However, the boundary correlators on the AdS2 string are expected

to be symmetric under the global conformal group SL(2,R), as required by their defect CFT

interpretation, while the Schwarzian breaks even scale invariance and is symmetric only under the

U(1) group of translations along the boundary. Therefore, symmetry considerations alone seem to

rule out the existence of a Schwarzian mode for the AdS2 string, at least in the setting we consider.

Nonetheless, the possibility of understanding the double scaled OTOC on the string worldsheet

in terms of a boundary mode is worth exploring, and we do so in the second half of this paper. In

the computation of the string sigma model path integral, the integral over metrics after fixing the

conformal gauge gives rise to bc ghosts and an integral over reparametrizations of the boundary

of the worldsheet. The appearance of the integral over boundary reparametrizations has been

understood for a long time for the case of strings with boundary in flat space [71–75], but it has
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also more recently been studied in the context of the string in AdS [76–79]. Building on those

works, we study the AdS2 string in conformal gauge and derive an effective action for the boundary

reparametrizations. If α(τ) is a reparametrization of the boundary of the hyperbolic disk, so that

α(τ +2π) = α(τ)+ 2π, then at least for large tension its effective action can be written in terms of

the extremization of a classical action for the two coordinates on AdS2, with boundary conditions

set by the reparametrization α:

S[α(τ)] = extremize
r(σ,τ),θ(σ,τ)
r(0,τ)=0

θ(0,τ)=α(τ)

{
Tsℓ

2

2

ˆ
dσdτ

[
∂βr∂

βr + ∂βθ∂
βθ

sinh2 r
− 2

sinh2 σ

]}
. (1.4)

This is an implicit representation of the action. The expansion of the action to quadratic order

about the saddle point α(τ) = τ + ϵ(τ) can be determined explicitly:

S[τ + ϵ(τ)] =
Tsℓ

2

2π

ˆ
dτdτ ′

[
(ϵ̇(τ)− ϵ̇(τ ′))2 − (ϵ(τ)− ϵ(τ ′))2

[2 sin
(
τ−τ ′

2

)
]2

+O(ϵ3)

]
. (1.5)

Related expressions for the reparametrization action of the string in AdS appeared in [76–79], and

were used to study certain properties of the string partition function.

The reparametrization action in (1.4) breaks the reparametrization symmetry Diff(S1) to an

SL(2,R) subgroup that is gauged (which is the familiar SL(2,R) group of worldsheet transforma-

tions that preserve the conformal form of the metric). As discussed in [38] in the context of JT

gravity, this symmetry breaking pattern together with an assumption of locality uniquely deter-

mines the effective action to be the Schwarzian. The reparametrization action for the string evades

this argument because it is non-local. Furthermore, in accordance with our comments above and in

contrast to the Schwarzian, the string reparametrization action has a physical SL(2,R) symmetry

in addition to the SL(2,R) gauge symmetry.

Using the reparametrization action in (1.5), we can derive the tree-level four-point functions

and find agreement with the static gauge results in [3]. The computation is completely analogous

to the perturbative computations in the Schwarzian theory in [38]. Technically, one finds that the

contribution of the 4-point 4-derivative interaction that appears in static gauge is reproduced in

conformal gauge by the reparametrization “dressing” of free boundary-to-boundary propagators.

Furthermore, with some plausible assumptions — i.e., that the OTOC in the double scaling limit

is determined by the reparametrization action to quadratic order and does not receive corrections

from the fluctuations of the matter or ghost fields in the string path integral — we can also use the

reparametrization action to reproduce the all-orders result in (1.3).

Outline of the paper. The rest of this paper is organized as follows. Section 2 summarizes

the definition of the boundary correlators and OTOC on the AdS2 string, and reviews the static

gauge computation of the OTOC in the Lyapunov regime given in eq. (1.2). Section 3 derives the

all orders double-scaled OTOC given in eq. (3) using the scattering argument on the worldsheet.
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Chaos on the AdS2 string Chaos in JT gravity

OTOC
on the

AdS2 string
=

OTOC
in
JT

κ−2U(2, 1, κ−1)

Holographic OTOC
=

bulk scattering amplitude
[45,46]

Scattering on
the string ws

S = eiℓ
2
sp

upv

[41]

Sec. 3

Shockwave
scattering in GR

S = eiGNpupv

[42, 43],. . .

Wilson line
correlators via the
analytic bootstrap

[16]

Sec. 4 SYK
[63,64],. . .

Reparametrization mode

on the AdS2 string

[76–79], Sec. 5

Sec. 6

Schwarzian in JT
[38,55,56,65],. . .

[38, 44]

Sec. 7

Figure 1: Outline of the paper. The OTOC on the AdS2 string in the Lyapunov regime was
studied in [49–52]. The present study of the OTOC in the double scaling limit draws on a number
of previous works, including on interpreting OTOCs as holographic scattering [45, 46], scattering
on the string in flat space [41], four-point functions on the half-BPS Wilson loop [16], and the
reparametrization mode of the AdS2 string [76–79]. In addition, the parallel story of the OTOC in
JT gravity– and the discussions in [38,44] in particular— served as a useful guide.

The analysis is a straightforward extension of the one in [49], and is essentially equivalent to the

scattering analysis in JT gravity [38, 44]. Section 4 presents two checks of the all orders double-

scaled OTOC using results for the unit charge scalar four-point function derived in [16], and the

large charge four-point functions derived in [19]. Section 5 presents the conformal gauge analysis

of the classical string and expresses the classical action in terms of a dynamical reparametrization

mode on the string boundary. Section 6 introduces the path integral over reparametrizations and

uses it to compute the tree-level four-point functions and the double scaled OTOC on the AdS2

string. Section 7 summarizes the similarities and differences of the reparametrization mode on the

AdS2 string and the Schwarzian. Finally, Section 8 concludes with a discussion of future directions.

Several appendices are included to flesh out comments made in the body of the paper and to explain

technical details. The outline of the paper is also summarized in Figure 1.

2 Preliminaries and warm-up

In this section, we review the basic concepts needed in the analysis of chaos on the AdS2 string.

These include the definition of the boundary correlators on the string and the out-of-time-order-

correlator as a diagnostic of chaos in a thermal quantum system. Then, as a warm-up to the
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scattering analysis and conformal gauge analysis in later sections, we review how to compute the

simplest four-point function on the AdS2 string at tree level— as well as the OTOC in the Lyapunov

regime— in static gauge.

2.1 Boundary correlators on the AdS2 string

Consider an open string in AdS5 × S5 that is incident on a curve γ on the AdS boundary. The

dynamics of the open string is summarized by its partition function. In full generality, this is the

partition function of string theory summing over all asymptotically AdS5 × S5 states that include

an open string incident on γ on the boundary of AdS. At zero string coupling, gs = 0, the open

string decouples from the closed strings in the bulk, and the partition function is given by the sigma

model path integral for a superstring in AdS5 × S5, subject to the Dirichlet boundary conditions

specified by the curve γ. To state this more precisely, let (z, xµ) be Poincaré coordinates on AdS5

with bulk coordinate z ∈ [0,∞), boundary coordinates xµ ∈ R, µ = 0, . . . , 3, and metric ds2 =

z−2(dz2 + dxµdxµ). (We work in euclidean signature here). Furthermore, let ym be coordinates on

S5 with ym ∈ R, m = 1, . . . , 5 with metric ds2 = gmn(y)dy
mdyn. In these coordinates, the open

string can be represented by a map

Σ : (s, t) 7→ (z(s, t), xµ(s, t), ym(s, t)), (2.1)

where s ∈ [0,∞) and t ∈ R are coordinates on the worldsheet. We choose the worldsheet coordinates

so that the boundary is located at s = 0. Similarly, the curve on R4 × S5 that the open string is

incident on can be represented by a map,

γ : α 7→ (x̃µ(α), ỹm(α)) (2.2)

where α is the parameter along the curve. Then, we write the partition function schematically as:

Z[x̃µ, ỹm] =

ˆ

xµ|∂=x̃µ

ym|∂=ỹm

z|∂=0

DhDzDxDye−S[hαβ ,z,x
µ,ym], (2.3)

where we integrate over the coordinates of the string in AdS5×S5 and the auxiliary metric hαβ. (We

have suppressed the fermionic coordinates for simplicity). The (bosonic part of the) superstring

action is:

S[hαβ, z, x
µ, ym] =

Ts

2

ˆ
d2σ

√
hhαβ

[
∂αz∂βz + ∂αx

µ∂βxµ
z2

+ gmn(y)∂αy
m∂βy

n

]
. (2.4)

Here, Ts = 1/ℓ2s is the string tension and σα = (s, t) are the worldsheet coordinates.

If we additionally restrict to the regime in which the string tension is much larger than the AdS

curvature, then the path integral in (2.3) is dominated by the classical solution, and the partition

7



function can be approximated as

Z[x̃µ, ỹm] ≈ e−S[hαβ ,z,x
µ,ym]. (2.5)

Here, S[hαβ, z, x
µ, ym] is the action of the classical string, whose worldsheet forms a surface of

extremal area incident on γ. The leading quantum corrections, in 1/Ts, come from fluctuations

about the classical solution.

The simplest (i.e., maximally symmetric) choice for γ, and the one we will consider, is a straight

line in R4 and a point in S5. The classical string incident on this contour carves out an AdS2

subspace in AdS5. The line on the boundary and the AdS2 subspace in the bulk preserve half of

the supersymmetries of AdS5 × S5 (i.e., the subgroup OSp(4∗|4) ⊂ PSU(2, 2|4)), including the

subgroup SO(2, 1) × SO(3) ⊂ SO(5, 1) of isometries of AdS5 (where SO(2, 1) are isometries of

AdS2 and SO(3) are rotations around AdS2) as well as the subgroup SO(5) ⊂ SO(6) of isometries

of S5. Although we can work with any parametrization of γ, it is convenient to label the points

by the euclidean coordinate along the line. To be concrete, we let the contour lie along the x0 ≡ x

axis in R4, and parametrize it as γ : x 7→ (x, xa = 0, ym = 0) (where a = 1, 2, 3 labels the three

directions in R4 orthogonal to x0). More generally, we consider the “wavy line” consisting of small

perturbations around the straight line, which we represent as

γ : x 7→ (x, x̃a(x), ỹm(x)), (2.6)

where x̃a and ỹm are small. Given this choice of representation of the wavy line, we denote the

partition function by Z[x̃a, ỹm] (instead of the curve reparametrization invariant expression in

(2.3)) and define the boundary correlators of the AdS2 string by taking derivatives of the partition

function in the directions orthogonal to the line:

⟨xa1(x1)ym1(x2) . . .⟩AdS2 = Z−1 δ

δx̃a1(x1)

δ

δỹm1(x2)
. . . Z[x̃a, ỹm]

∣∣∣∣
x̃a=ỹm=0

. (2.7)

These are the correlators we will analytically continue to the out-of-time-order configuration to

study chaos on the open string.

2.2 Defect correlators on the Wilson line

One can also study the boundary correlators on the AdS2 string in terms of its dual CFT description.

The open string incident on the general curve γ : α 7→ (x̃µ(α), ỹm(α) on the AdS boundary is dual

to the Wilson loop operator in N = 4 SYM that couples to both the gauge field Aµ along the path

x̃µ(α) in the spacetime R4 and to the scalars ΦI , I = 1, . . . , 6 along the path ỹm(α) in S5 [1, 2].

Explicitly, the Wilson operator is:

W[x̃µ, ỹm] = Tr Pe
´ (

iAµ ˙̃xµ+| ˙̃x|θIΦI
)
dα. (2.8)

8



Here, θI(α) are embedding coordinates on S5 (satisfying θIθI = 1) that can be expressed in terms

of the ym coordinates— for concreteness, we can take ym to be stereographic coordinates so that

θm = ỹm

1+ 1
4
ỹ2
, θ6 =

1− 1
4
ỹ2

1+ 1
4
ỹ2
, and the metric becomes ds2 = dθIdθI = (1+ 1

4y
2)−2dymdym. The precise

statement of duality is that the open string partition function is equal to the Wilson operator

expectation value:

Z[x̃µ, ỹm] = ⟨W[x̃µ, ỹm]⟩N=4 SYM. (2.9)

Note that the classical regime in AdS5×S5 (gs = 0 and Ts ≫ 1)— which is the regime in which the

approximation in (2.5) is valid— corresponds to the planar limit (N → ∞ with λ ≡ g2YMN fixed)

at strong coupling (λ ≫ 1) in N = 4 SYM. In particular, the string tension and ’t Hooft coupling

are related by Ts =
√
λ

2π .

In the specific case of the AdS2 string incident on the straight line on the boundary of AdS5,

its dual is the Wilson operator that couples to a single component of the gauge field and a single

scalar: W = Tr Pe
´
(iA0+Φ6)dx. This likewise preserves the OSp(4∗|4) subgroup of the PSU(2, 2|4)

superconformal group of N = 4 SYM and is called the half-BPS Wilson line. Given the statement

of duality in (2.9) (and the representation of the wavy line in (2.6)), the CFT dual of the boundary

correlators on the AdS2 string in (2.7) is the half-BPS Wilson line with elementary operators in

N = 4 SYM inserted along the contour:

⟨xa1(x1)ym1(x2) . . .⟩AdS2 = ⟨⟨Da1(x1)Φ
m1(x2) . . .⟩⟩, (2.10)

Here, Da = iF ta +DaΦ6 are the three displacement operators, Φm are the five scalars orthogonal

to Φ6, and the “double bracket” denotes correlators on the Wilson line, which are defined by:

⟨⟨O1(x1)O2(x2) . . .⟩⟩ =

〈
Tr P

[
O1(x1)O2(x2) . . . e

´
(iA0+Φ6)dx

] 〉
N=4 SYM

⟨Tr Pe
´
(iA0+Φ6)dx⟩N=4 SYM

. (2.11)

The path ordering symbol puts the operators in order on the line and connects them with the

intermediate sections of the Wilson operator to make a gauge invariant object. Da and Φm are the

“elementary operators” on the Wilson line, but one can more generally study correlators of more

general adjoint operators Oi(xi) (e.g., composites of Da and Φm).

The operators on the Wilson line are classified by their representations under OSp(4∗|4). In

particular, each operator has a conformal dimension ∆ specifying its behavior under the SL(2,R)
group of conformal transformations in N = 4 SYM moving around the points on the line (which

correspond to the isometries of AdS2) . Thus, the half-BPS Wilson line defines a 1d defect CFT

whose local correlators are given by (2.10). As a special case, as in higher dimensions, the 1d

conformal symmetry fixes the two-point function of a primary V (with dimension ∆V ) to be of the

9



form:

⟨⟨V (x1)V (x2)⟩⟩ =
NV

x2∆V
12

, (2.12)

where xij ≡ xi − xj . The three point function is also fixed up to the OPE coefficient, and the

four-point function of two copies of V with two copies of W (with dimension ∆W ) takes the form:

⟨⟨V (x1)V (x2)W (x3)W (x4)⟩⟩
⟨⟨V (x1)V (x2)⟩⟩⟨⟨W (x3)W (x4)⟩⟩

= G(χ), (2.13)

where G(χ) is a general function of the conformally invariant cross-ratio,

χ =
x12x34
x13x24

. (2.14)

This is the unique independent cross-ratio in 1d, since 1− χ = x14x23
x13x24

.

So far we have discussed the 1d CFT on the line. It is often convenient (for instance, to study

thermal correlators) to study the 1d CFT on the circle instead, which is related to the line by a

conformal transformation. We can label the points on the circle by an angle θ. Mapping points xi

on the line to points θi on the circle by x = tan θ
2 interchanges euclidean distances xij and chordal

distances 2 sin
θij
2 in the correlators. In particular, the two-pt function of V becomes

⟨⟨V (θ1)V (θ2)⟩⟩ =
NV

[2 sin θ12
2 ]2∆V

. (2.15)

Furthermore, the four-pt function of two copies of V at θ1, θ2 and two copies of W at θ3, θ4,

normalized by the two point functions, is again equal to G(χ) as in (2.13), with the cross-ratio

given by

χ =
sin θ12

2 sin θ34
2

sin θ13
2 sin θ24

2

. (2.16)

Restricting to AdS2 × S1. Going forward, to more cleanly separate the key concepts from

technical details, we will mainly focus on an AdS2 × S1 subsector of AdS5 × S5. This means

considering fluctuations of the classical AdS2 along only one direction in S5 in (2.7), or insertions

of only one scalar along the Wilson line in (2.10). We will mostly work with Poincaré coordinates

z ∈ [0,∞), x ∈ R on AdS2 and a polar angle y ∈ [−π, π) on S1, with the metric ds2 = dx2+dz2

z2
+dy2.

Then, we represent the string worldsheet and boundary curve as:

Σ : (s, t) 7→ (z(s, t), x(s, t), y(s, t)), γ : x 7→ (x, ỹ(x)), (2.17)

10



and write the partition function as

Z[ỹ] =

ˆ

Σ|∂=γ

DhDzDxDye−S[hαβ ,z,x,y] ≈ e−S[hαβ ,z,x,y], (2.18)

with the action given by

S[hαβ, z, x, y] =
Ts

2

ˆ
d2σ

√
hhαβ

[
∂αz∂βz + ∂αx∂βx

z2
+ ∂αy∂βy

]
. (2.19)

The four point function that we will study explicitly is:

⟨y(x1)y(x2)y(x3)y(x4)⟩AdS2 =
1

Z

δ4Z[ỹ]

δỹ(x1)δỹ(x2)δỹ(x3)δỹ(x4)

∣∣∣∣
ỹ=0

. (2.20)

2.3 Static vs. conformal gauge

The expression for the partition function in (2.18) (or more generally in (2.3) and (2.5)) is schematic.

It contains a lot of redundancy due to the reparametrization symmetry of the string worldsheet,

which needs to be gauge fixed in some way. Furthermore, we have not made precise the meaning

of the boundary condition that γ imposes on Σ. We address both of these points now.

One simple way to fix the gauge symmetry is to work in the static gauge, in which the worldsheet

coordinates are identified with the AdS2 coordinates: z(s, t) = s and x(s, t) = t. The longitudinal

coordinates x and z are then no longer dynamical in the path integral in (2.18). Integrating out

the auxiliary metric yields the Nambu-Goto form of the action, which is now a function of only the

transverse mode, y:

S[y] = Ts

ˆ
d2σ
√
det
[
gαβ + ∂αy∂βy

]
. (2.21)

Here, gαβ = 1
s2
δαβ is the AdS2 metric. The statement that the string Σ is incident on the curve γ

in static gauge becomes simply:

y(s = 0, t) = ỹ(t). (2.22)

The main advantage of the static gauge is that it is conceptually simple, since it gets rid of the

longitudinal modes and fully fixes the reparametrization gauge symmetry. The result is an effective

theory for a massless scalar in AdS2 governed by the Nambu-Goto action (which when expanded

in powers of y yields a tower of derivative interactions suppressed by powers of Ts) that can be

studied perturbatively using Witten diagrams, as done in [3].

An alternative way to fix the gauge symmetry is to work in the conformal gauge, in which the

worldsheet coordinates are chosen so that the auxiliary metric is conformally equivalent to the AdS2

11



metric: hαβ = e2ωgαβ. In this case, z, x and y are all dynamical, and the string action becomes

S[z, x, y] =
Ts

2

ˆ
d2σ

[
∂αz∂

αz + ∂αx∂
αx

z2
+ ∂αy∂

αy

]
. (2.23)

(The worldsheet indices in the above expression are contracted using δαβ.) The action is supple-

mented by the Virasoro constraint coming from the equation of motion of the auxiliary metric.

Furthermore, in the conformal gauge, the condition that the string Σ is incident on the curve γ can

be expressed as:

z(s = 0, t) = 0, x(s = 0, t) = α(t), y(s = 0, t) = ỹ(α(t)), (2.24)

where α(t) is some reparametrization on R.
The conformal gauge has the advantage of making the transverse mode y free, but it does

so at the cost of introducing new dynamical objects: the longitudinal modes x and z (which are

governed by a non-linear action) and the reparametrization mode α. (One can of course write the

boundary condition in (2.24) without α as y(0, t) = ỹ(x(0, t)), but we will see that it is useful

to treat α as a separate dynamical object). Furthermore, the conformal gauge does not fully

fix the reparametrization symmetries on the worldsheet, since it leaves behind the usual residual

SL(2,R) group of global coordinate transformations that preserve the metric up to Weyl rescaling.

Nonetheless, one of the main lessons of this work is that the conformal gauge, with the boundary

reparametrization mode playing the lead role, provides an interesting approach to studying the

correlators and the OTOC on the AdS2 string.

Although we will focus for simplicity on the motion of the string in AdS2 × S1, many of the

arguments and results that follow are more general. Both the static gauge analysis reviewed in

section 2.5 (and treated more comprehensively in [3]) and the scattering analysis in section 3 can

handle arbitrary transverse fluctuations in AdS5 and S5. Furthermore, the conformal gauge analysis

in section 5 can be straightforwardly extended to AdS2 × S5, with the only difference being that

there are more transverse modes and they interact due to the curvature of S5. In appendix D,

we show that the leading connected four-point function of S5 fluctuations, computed in [3] using

the static gauge, can be reproduced in the conformal gauge once the reparametrization mode is

taken into account. By contrast, the extension to the string in AdSd+1 for d ≥ 2, which would

involve massive transverse modes that are mixed together with the longitudinal modes, is less

straightforward. It would be interesting to understand this case better, perhaps by harnessing the

formalism developed in [80].

Finally, most of our discussion applies equally well to open strings in more general AdSd+1×X

space-times with an AdS2×S1 subsector, including the AdS4×CP 3 background dual to the ABJM

theory.
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2.4 OTOC in a 1d CFT

Now we briefly review the out-of-time-order correlator (OTOC) as a diagnostic of chaos in thermal

quantum systems [46, 47, 81]. The OTOC defines the quantum analog of the Lyapunov exponent

of a classical chaotic system. In a classical system with Hamiltonian H at inverse temperature

β, the Lyapunov exponent λ is defined by Z−1
´
dqdpe−βH(p,q)

(
∂q(t)
∂q(0)

)2
∼ e2λt, and measures the

exponential rate of divergence of nearby classical trajectories. In a quantum system, one promotes

the Poisson bracket {q(t), p(0)} = ∂q(t)
∂q(0) to a commutator, generalizes q and p to arbitrary Hermitian

operators V and W , and studies the observable

Z−1Tr
(
e−βH [V (0),W (t)]† [V (0),W (t)]

)
. (2.25)

Here, W (t) = eiHtWe−iHt, V (t) = eiHtV e−iHt, and Z = Tr e−βH .

In weakly coupled systems, there is typically an interval, between the “dissipation” time td ∼ β

(i.e., the characteristic decay time of two-point functions) and a “scrambling” time ts ≫ β, in

which the squared commutator grows exponentially like ∼ eλOTOCt. The rate of exponential growth,

λOTOC, is identified as the quantum Lyapunov exponent. Expanding the squared commutator in

(2.25) yields four four-point functions, two in time order and two out of time order. The time-

ordered correlators factorize into the products of two point functions within the dissipation time,

which means the exponential growth is driven by the out-of-time correlators. It is therefore standard

to identify the following observable as a simple probe of quantum chaos:

⟨V1W3V2W4⟩ ≡ Z−1Tr
(
e−βHV (t1)W (t3)V (t2)W (t4)

)
, (2.26)

where Vi ≡ V (ti), Wi ≡ W (ti). This OTOC slightly generalizes the one appearing in (2.25) since

the times ti are allowed to take complex values; in particular, in order to regularize divergences

arising from coincident insertions, it is useful to separate the operators in imaginary time.

The analyticity and boundedness properties of the OTOC imply that the quantum Lyapunov

exponent satisfies the “chaos bound,” λOTOC ≤ 2π
β [47]. This bound is saturated by Einstein gravity,

and makes precise the statement that black holes are the “fastest scramblers in nature” [82].

In our case, we are studying the 1d CFT on the boundary of the AdS2 string, so we can

compute the OTOC by first computing the euclidean four-point function on the circle — or on

the line and then mapping to the circle — and then analytically continuing to real time. Going

forward, we work in units where the inverse temperature is β = 2π, so the euclidean time is the

angle θ. We put the two copies of V at θ1 and θ2 and two copies of W at θ3 and θ4 such that

−π < θ4 < θ2 < θ3 < θ1 < π, and then analytically continue θ1 and θ2 backwards in real time and

θ3 and θ4 forwards in real time. For concreteness, we work with the configuration in which the four

operators are spaced equally around the euclidean circle (see Figure 2):

θ1 =
3π

4
− it

2
, θ2 = −π

4
− it

2
θ3 =

π

4
+

it

2
, θ4 = −3π

4
+

it

2
. (2.27)
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Figure 2: The configuration of the operators in the OTOC on the thermal cylinder. Lorentzian
time is positive to the right. Euclidean time is positive down and is periodic with period β = 2π.

From (2.16), it follows the conformally invariant cross ratio as a function of t is

χ(t) =
2

1− i sinh t
. (2.28)

When we do the analytic continuation along this path, we should start with the expression for G(χ)

that is valid on the interval χ > 1 (for which the operator order is VWVW ). This is different from

taking χ → 0+ starting with the expression for G(χ) valid on the interval 0 < χ < 1 (for which the

operator order is V VWW ), which corresponds instead to the OPE limit.

2.5 Warm-up: AdS2 string at tree-level in static gauge

Now we will compute the four-point function in (2.20) to leading order in 1/Ts in the static gauge,

and then extract the OTOC in the Lyapunov regime. At leading order, it is sufficient to approximate

the partition function by the action of the classical string, as in (2.18), because quantum corrections

are suppressed by higher powers of 1/Ts. Thus, our task is to find the solution y extremizing the

action in (2.21) subject to the boundary condition in (2.22). Moreover, to compute the four-point

function, it is sufficient to know the action only to fourth order in ỹ(t), so the problem becomes a

simple exercise in first order perturbation theory [3].

We begin by expanding the action in (2.21) in powers of y:

S[y] = Ts

ˆ
d2σ

√
gL2n(∂αy). (2.29)

The three lowest order Lagrangian densities are:

L0 = 1, L2 =
1

2
gαβ∂αy∂βy, L4 = −1

8
(gαβ∂αy∂βy)

2. (2.30)

L0 gives rise to a divergent contribution to the area of the minimal surface that we drop; L2 tells

us that y is a massless scalar in AdS2; L4 contains the lowest order interactions. (When we keep

track of all 3 + 5 transverse directions in AdS5 × S5, we find that the five transverse modes in S5
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are massless, the three transverse modes in AdS5 have mass m2 = 2, and all the transverse modes

interact at fourth order [3].)

The equation of motion for y following from (2.29) is:

□ y = −
∞∑
n=2

1
√
g
∂α

(
√
g

∂L2n

∂(∂αy)

)
≡ j; (2.31)

where □ = 1√
g∂α(

√
ggαβ∂β) = s2( ∂2

∂t2
+ ∂2

∂s2
). To proceed, we can expand y as y = y1+ y2+ . . . such

that yn is of order O(ỹ2n−1) and expand j as j = j2 + j3 + . . . such that jn is of order O(ỹ2n−1)

and is composed of the ym with m < n. The nth order equation of motion following from (2.31) is

□ yn = jn. Furthermore, the boundary condition in (2.22) becomes y1(0, t) = ỹ(t) and yn(0, t) = 0

for n ≥ 2. Thus, we can solve recursively for yn for any n using boundary-to-bulk and bulk-to-

bulk propagators, and the resulting Witten diagrams are all tree level. This lets us determine the

classical action in principle to any order in ỹ.

At lowest order, the equation of motion for y1 is □ y1 = 0. Given the boundary condition

y1(0, t) = ỹ(t), the solution is:

y1(s, t) =

ˆ
dt′K(s, t, t′)ỹ(t), (2.32)

where K(s, t, t′) is the boundary-to-bulk propagator for a massless field in AdS2,

K(s, t, t′) =
1

π

s

s2 + (t− t′)2
. (2.33)

In fact, to compute the four-point function, it suffices to determine y1 only. This is because the

classical action to order O(ỹ4) is given by:

Scl[ỹ] = Ts

ˆ
d2σ

√
g [L2(∂αy1) + L4(∂αy1)) +O(ỹ6). (2.34)

Note that the quadratic Lagrangian is L2(∂αy) = L2(∂αy1)+gαβ∂αy1∂βy2+O(ỹ6), but the integral

of the term involving y1 and y2 is zero (as follows from integration by parts, the equation of motion

for y1, and the fact that y2 = 0 on the boundary). Substituting (2.33) into (2.34) and using (2.30)

yields the following expression for the classical action to fourth order in ỹ:

Scl[ỹ] = −Ts

2π

ˆ
dt1dt2

ỹ(t1)ỹ(t2)

(t1 − t2)2
− Ts

8

ˆ
d4t ỹ(t1)ỹ(t2)ỹ(t3)ỹ(t4)F (t1, t2, t3, t4) +O(ỹ6). (2.35)

The quadratic piece comes from integrating
´ √

gL2(∂αy1) by parts and using ∂sK(0, t, t′) = π−1(t−
t′)−2. We have expressed the quartic piece in terms of the function F , which we define by:

F (t1, t2, t3, t4) =

ˆ
d2σ

√
g[gαβ∂αK(s, t, t1)∂βK(s, t, t2)][g

γδ∂γK(s, t, t3)∂δK(s, t, t4)]. (2.36)
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This correponds to a four-point contact Witten diagram with a four derivative interaction. It can

be evaluated in the terms of the so-called D functions [83], which in AdS2 reduce to expressions

involving logs and rational functions (see e.g. section 4 of [3]). The result is:

F (t1, t2, t3, t4) =
1

t212t
2
34

F̄ (χ), (2.37)

where χ = t12t34
t13t24

and F̄ is the conformally invariant part of F :

F̄ (χ) =
1

8π3

χ2

(χ− 1)3

[
− 4χ3 + 12χ2 − 16χ+ 8 + (2χ4 − 7χ3 + 9χ2 − 4χ+ 2) log(χ2)

+ (−2χ4 + 7χ3 − 9χ2 + 5χ− 1) log((1− χ)2)

]
. (2.38)

Finally, given the expression for the classical action in (2.35), we take the necessary variational

derivatives of the partition function Z[ỹ] ≈ e−Scl[ỹ] to get the two-point function:

⟨V1V2⟩ =
Ts

π

1

x212
. (2.39)

and the four-point function:

⟨V1V2V3V4⟩ =
T 2
s

π2

[
1

x212x
2
34

+
1

x213x
2
24

+
1

x214x
2
23

]
+ Ts [F (x1, x2, x3, x4) + F (x1, x3, x2, x4) + F (x1, x4, x2, x3)]

=
T 2
s

π2

1

x212x
2
34

[
1 + χ2 +

χ2

(1− χ)2
+

π2

Ts

(
χ2F̄ (χ−1) +

χ2F̄ (1− χ)

(1− χ)2
+ F̄ (χ)

)]
(2.40)

The final result for the four-point function normalized by the two-point functions is:

⟨V1V2V3V4⟩
⟨V1V2⟩⟨V3V4⟩

≡ G(χ) = Gfree(χ) +
1

2πTs
Gtree(χ), (2.41)

where the free and tree-level contributions are explicitly:

Gfree(χ) = 1 + χ2 +
χ2

(1− χ)2
, (2.42)

Gtree(χ) = −2(χ2 − χ+ 1)2

(1− χ)2
+

−2 + χ+ χ3 − 2χ4

2χ
log
(
(1− χ)2

)
+

χ2(2− 4χ+ 9χ2 − 7χ3 + 2χ4)

2(χ− 1)3
log(χ2). (2.43)

This reproduces the result in [3] for the four-point function of four identical scalars.1 Meanwhile,

quantum fluctuations about the classical solution in the path integral would correspond to Witten

1 [3] used stereographic coordinates on S5 while we use polar coordinates on S1. The boundary correlators are
independent of the choice of coordinates.
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diagrams with loops; these give rise to corrections to (2.39) starting at order T 0
s and to (2.41)

starting at order 1/T 2
s .

Given the four-point function in (2.41), it is straightforward to analytically continue it to the

OTOC configuration along the path in (2.28). In particular, the late time behaviors of χ, logχ2

and log((χ− 1)2) along the path in (2.28) are given by:

χ(t) = 4ie−t +O(e−2t), log(χ(t)2) = −2t+O(t0), log((χ(t)− 1)2) = 2πi+O(e−t). (2.44)

Thus, the exponentially growing piece at order T−1
s in (2.41) comes from the χ−1 log(1−χ)2 term,

and we find:

⟨V1V2V3V4⟩
⟨V1V2⟩⟨V3V4⟩

= 1− 1

4Ts
et + . . . . (2.45)

This matches (1.2) for the case ∆V = ∆W = 1 (and working in units where ℓ = 1 and β = 2π).

The maximal chaos of the string worldsheet was demonstrated in this way, using the static

gauge results for the correlators of the AdS2 string, in [52]. It had also been demonstrated before

that in [49,50] using a scattering analysis and in [51] by computing geodesic distances on the string

worldsheet with shocks. To determine the OTOC beyond the Lyapunov regime using the static

gauge approach, one would in principle need to compute more complicated Witten diagrams that

also include loops. This seems difficult, although it is possible that the OTOC in the double scaled

limit can be evaluated using some sort of eikonal approximation in which only a subset of simple

diagrams survive. By contrast, it is straightforward to extend the scattering analysis used in [49,50]

to compute the full double scaled OTOC, as we show in the next section.

3 OTOC from scattering on the AdS2 string

In this section, we derive the double-scaled OTOC in (1.3) by interpreting it as a 2 → 2 worldsheet

scattering amplitude of particles that are emitted and absorbed by V and W on the boundary of

the string (see Figure 3). This is a straightforward extension of [49] (and appendix C of [50]), which

adapted the ideas of [46] to the worldsheet. The only extra input we need is the exact result for

the scattering matrix on the free string in flat space that was derived in [41]. As we will see, the

scattering process takes place in the same background (i.e., the AdS2 “black hole”) and is governed

by the same local scattering interaction (i.e., the “shockwave” scattering matrix in two dimensions)

as in JT gravity, so the analysis and final result are essentially the same as in [38,44]. Nonetheless,

for completeness we provide a self-contained presentation of the scattering analysis.

Our starting point is the thermal AdS2 string. One simple way to turn on a temperature is to

work in AdS-Rindler coordinates covering a wedge of AdSd+1 (see, e.g., [84–87]):

ds2AdSd+1
= −

(
r2

ℓ2
− 1

)
dt2 +

dr2

r2

ℓ2
− 1

+ r2dH2
d−1. (3.1)
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Figure 3: The OTOC as a high energy scattering process on the string worldsheet.

Here, ℓ is the radius of AdSd+1, r ∈ [ℓ,∞), t ∈ R, and Hd−1 is the (d− 1)-dimensional hyperbolic

space with unit radius. (In this section only, we work in Lorentzian signature.) This metric has

a horizon at r = ℓ, which can be thought of as the Rindler horizon of an accelerating observer in

AdSd+1 whose trajectory starts and ends at t = ±∞ on the boundary at r = ∞. By the standard

argument continuing (3.1) to euclidean time, the horizon has temperature T = 1
2πℓ . The string we

are interested in is extended in the t and r directions and sits at a point in Hd−1, with the following

induced worldsheet metric:

ds2 = −
(
r2

ℓ2
− 1

)
dt2 +

dr2

r2

ℓ2
− 1

. (3.2)

These coordinates cover a wedge of AdS2, which we can think of as the exterior of an AdS2 “black

hole.”

Gravity in the bulk Rindler wedge in (3.1) is dual to gauge theory on R × ℓHd−1 at the fixed

temperature T = 1
2πℓ . (Note that at large r, the metric approaches r2

ℓ2
(−dt2 + ℓ2dH2

d−1).) Thus,

the string whose metric is given in (3.2) is dual to a stationary quark in hyperbolic space at a

special value of temperature set by the hyperbolic radius.2 Alternatively, because R × ℓHd−1 is

conformally equivalent to a Rindler wedge in Minkowski space, gravity in the bulk Rindler wedge

in (3.1) is also dual to gauge theory in an accelerated frame, and the AdS2 string is dual to a

uniformly accelerating quark in the Minkowski vacuum.3

2See [88] for a discussion about studying thermal OTOCs in R×Hd−1 using vacuum correlators in flat space.
3A more direct way to see this is as follows. Let X,Y, Z be Poincaré coordinates on a euclidean AdS3 submanifold

of euclidean AdSd+1 with metric ds2 = ℓ2Z−2(dX2 + dY 2 + dZ2). The AdS2 string incident on the circle of radius ℓ
is the hemisphere X2 + Y 2 + Z2 = ℓ2, Z ≥ 0. We analytically continue the string to Lorentzian signature by setting
Y = iT , which yields the hemi-hyperboloid X2 + Z2 − T 2 = ℓ2, Z ≥ 0, in the Poincaré wedge of AdS3 with metric
ds2 = ℓ2Z−2(−dT 2 + dX2 + dZ2). The string is incident on the hyperbola X2 − T 2 = ℓ2 on the boundary at Z = 0,
whose two branches define the trajectories of a quark and anti-quark that experience uniform acceleration a = ±ℓ−1 in
the X direction and measure an Unruh temperature T = 1

2πℓ
in the Minkowski vacuum. If we parametrize the region

of the hyperboloid that is accessible to the accelerating quark asX = ℓ
(
1− ℓ2

r2

)1/2
cosh(t/ℓ), T = ℓ

(
1− ℓ2

r2

)1/2
sinh(t/ℓ),

Z = ℓ2/r, the induced metric on the worldsheet is precisely (3.2), with t being the proper time of the quark.
The accelerating quark-antiquark pair in N = 4 SYM connected by the AdS2 string in the bulk is sometimes called

the holographic EPR pair (see, e.g., [89–91]), and was the version of the thermal AdS2 string used to study chaos
in [51]. Yet another way to make the AdS2 string thermal is to dangle it from the boundary into the horizon of a
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a. AdS2 Kruskal diagram b. AdS2 Penrose diagram

Figure 4: The Kruskal and Penrose diagrams for the AdS2 worldsheet. The Kruskal coordinates in
eq. (3.3) cover both sides of the AdS2 black hole, while the Rindler coordinates in eq. (3.2) cover
only the right wedge.

The Schwarzschild coordinates in (3.2) are adapted to the observer on the boundary, who has

a horizon and measures the time t. To describe events near the horizon, it is useful to instead use

Kruskal coordinates. Specifically, on the AdS2 wedge, let u = −ℓ
√

r−ℓ
r+ℓe

−t/ℓ, v = ℓ
√

r−ℓ
r+ℓe

t/ℓ, which

produces the metric:

ds2 = − 4dudv(
1 + uv

ℓ2

)2 . (3.3)

The Kruskal coordinates span u ∈ R, v ∈ R subject to uv > −ℓ2, and cover both sides of the black

hole patch of AdS2. The two AdS2 boundaries are at uv = −ℓ2, the future and past horizons of

the boundary observer are at u = 0 and v = 0, and the wedge r > ℓ accessible to the boundary

observer corresponds to u < 0, v > 0. The Kruskal and Penrose diagrams for the AdS2 black hole

are given in Figure 4. We also note that, at the boundary, the Kruskal coordinates are related to

the boundary time by u = −ℓe−t/ℓ and v = ℓet/ℓ. For the remainder of this section, we will work

in units where ℓ = 1 and β = 2π.

Finally, we are ready to compute the OTOC measured by the observer in R × Hd−1 on the

boundary of the AdSd+1 wedge. We apply the general definition of the OTOC in (2.26). The

state in this case is the thermal bath at inverse temperature β = 2π plus the stationary quark; the

operators Vi and Wi are general adjoint operators inserted along the Wilson line of the quark (e.g.,

they can be the displacement operators that generate transverse fluctuations of the string); and

the times ti refer to the boundary or Schwarzschild time, which we will take to be ti = −iθi with

θi given concretely in (2.27). To make the scattering interpretation more manifest, it is convenient

to write the OTOC in terms of the purification of the thermal state, which is a state living in two

BTZ black hole, as in [49].
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copies of R×Hd−1. Namely, we write (2.26) as

⟨V1W3V2W4⟩ = ⟨TFD|V1W3V2W4|TFD⟩ = ⟨out|in⟩, (3.4)

where

|in⟩ ≡ V2W4|TFD⟩, |out⟩ ≡ W †
3V

†
1 |TFD⟩. (3.5)

Here, |TFD⟩ denotes the thermofield double state (including the Wilson lines of the quark and its

copy), which has the property that tracing over one (e.g., the left) copy of R×Hd−1 produces the

thermal state in the other (e.g., the right) copy. In the bulk, |TFD⟩ is just the vacuum state of

AdSd+1 (plus the AdS2 string), which appears thermal to a Rindler observer who only has access

to a wedge of AdSd+1. We take the four operators V1, V2 and W3, W4 in (3.4) to act on only one

(e.g., the right) copy of the CFT, so tracing out the left CFT reproduces (2.26).

The overlap ⟨out|in⟩ in (3.4) can be interpreted as a scattering amplitude on the worldsheet of

the AdS2 string. As the names imply, we can interpret |in⟩ as an “in” state and |out⟩ as an “out”

state. This is depicted in Figure 5 and can be understood heuristically as follows [46]. To create the

state V2W4|TFD⟩, we start with the vacuum, evolve it forward to time t
2 and create a W particle

near the boundary in the upper right of the Penrose diagram, then evolve it backward to time − t
2

(during which the W particle propagates backwards freely in the bulk and until it reaches the lower

left of the Penrose diagram) and create a V particle near the boundary in the bottom right of the

Penrose diagram. The end result is a state with a right-moving W particle in the bottom left of

the Kruskal diagram and a left-moving V particle in the bottom right of the Kruskal diagram. By

analogous reasoning, W †
3V

†
1 |TFD⟩ is interpreted as setting up a state with a left-moving V particle

in the top left of the Kruskal diagram and a right-moving W particle in the top right of the Kruskal

diagram.

The states in (3.5) can be expressed in terms of in and out states in the Kruskal momentum

basis, in which the scattering interaction is simple. Since V acts on the boundary at early times, it

creates a particle that travels along the u horizon with positive momentum pu; since W acts at late

times, it creates a particle that travels along the v direction with positive momentum pv. Thus,

following [44,46,49], we write

|in⟩ =
ˆ

dpu2dp
v
4Ψ∆V

(pu2 , t2)Φ∆W
(pv4, t4)|pu2 , pv4⟩in. (3.6)

|out⟩ =
ˆ

dpu1dp
v
3Ψ∆V

(pu1 , t
∗
1)Φ∆W

(pv3, t
∗
3)|pu1 , pv3⟩out. (3.7)

(Note that V †
1 = V (t∗1) and W †

3 = W (t∗3) assuming V and W are Hermitian). Here, Ψ∆V
(pu) is the

wavefunction specifying the state in which V creates the particle moving along the v = 0 horizon.

Likewise, Φ∆W
(pv) is the wavefunction specifying the state in which W creates the particle moving
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Figure 5: In and out scattering states.

along the u = 0 horizon. We take the normalization of the Kruskal momentum eigenstates to be

in⟨p|q⟩in = out⟨p|q⟩out = pδ(p− q). (3.8)

It follows from (3.6) and (3.7) that the scattering representation of the OTOC in the Kruskal

momentum basis is [44, 46,49]:

⟨V1W3V2W4⟩ =
ˆ

Π
i
dpiΨ∆V

(pu1 , t
∗
1)

∗Φ∆W
(pv3, t

∗
3)

∗
out⟨pu1 , pv3|pu2 , pv4⟩inΨ∆V

(pu2 , t2)Φ∆W
(pv4, t4). (3.9)

Thus, the two ingredients we need to evaluate the above expression are the explicit forms of the

wavefunctions Ψ∆ and Φ∆ and the scattering matrix out⟨pu1 , pv3|pu2 , pv4⟩in.
First, in the approximation where the particles propagate freely in AdS2 until they interact

near u = v = 0, the wavefunctions are given by suitable Fourier transforms of the boundary-to-

bulk propagators [46]. In Kruskal coordinates on AdS2, for a scalar field of conformal dimension ∆

and mass m2 = ∆(∆ − 1), the boundary-to-bulk propagator from the point (ui, vi) = (−e−ti , eti)

on the boundary to the point (u, v) in the bulk is given by

K∆(u, v, ti) = c∆

(
1 + uv

(1 + uvi)(1 + vui)

)∆

, c∆ =
(−1)∆Γ(∆)

π
√
Γ(2∆)

. (3.10)

Then, to get the wavefunction for the particle created by V (ti) at an early time ti, we take the

Fourier transform of the boundary-to-bulk propagator connecting ti on the boundary to the u = 0

horizon in the bulk. Likewise, to get the wavefunction for the particle created by W (ti) at a late

time ti, we take the Fourier transform of the boundary-to-bulk propagator connecting ti on the

boundary to the v = 0 horizon in the bulk. This means:

Ψ∆(p
u, ti) =

ˆ
dve2ip

uvK∆(0, v, ti), Φ∆(p
v, ti) =

ˆ
due2ip

vuK∆(u, 0, ti). (3.11)
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We evaluate the integrals and arrive at the following expressions for the momentum wavefunctions:4

Ψ∆(p
u, ti) = θ(pu)

(2ipuvi)
∆√

Γ(2∆)pu
e2ip

uvi , Φ∆(p
v, ti) = θ(pv)

(2ipvui)
∆√

Γ(2∆)pv
e2ip

vui . (3.12)

One can check that the momentum space wavefunctions satisfy the identity:5

ˆ
dpupuΨ∆(p

u, t1)
∗Ψ∆(p

u, t2) =

ˆ
dpvpvΦ∆(p

v, t1)
∗Φ∆(p

v, t2) =
1[

2 sin( it122 )
]2∆ . (3.14)

We chose the specific normalization c∆ in (3.10) to make the r.h.s. of (3.14) simple. The identity in

(3.14), together with our choice of normalization for the momentum eigenstates in (3.8), ensures that

when we represent the single particle states created by V †
1 and V2 as |V †

1 ⟩ =
´
dpuΨ∆V

(pu, t∗1)|pu⟩
and |V2⟩ =

´
dpuΨ∆V

(pu, t2)|pu⟩, and the single particle states created by W †
3 and W4 as |W †

3 ⟩ =´
dpvΦ∆W

(pv, t∗3)|pv⟩ and |W4⟩ =
´
dpvΦ∆W

(pv, t4)|pv⟩, then the overlaps of the single-particle

states reduce to unit-normalized conformal two-point functions:

⟨V1V2⟩ = ⟨V †
1 |V2⟩ =

1

[2 sin
(
it12
2

)
]2∆V

, ⟨W3W4⟩ = ⟨W †
3 |W4⟩ =

1

[2 sin
(
it34
2

)
]2∆W

. (3.15)

Next, we turn to the scattering matrix in (3.9). We take the scattering of excitations on the

string worldsheet to be governed by:

|pu, pv⟩out = e−iℓ2sp
upv |pu, pv⟩in. (3.16)

Namely, the Kruskal momentum of the two particles are individually conserved and the in and

out states are related by a phase eiδ(s), where the phase shift is proportional to the center-of-mass

energy of the particles measured by an inertial observer at u = v = 0: δ(s) = 1
4ℓ

2
ss = ℓ2sp

upv.

We expect (3.16) to correctly capture the scattering of the two particles on the string worldsheet

created by V and W in the limit we are considering because, when V acts at early times and W

acts at late times, they generate particles that are localized near the v = 0 and u = 0 horizon

and effectively interact only in a small region around u = v = 0. The worldsheet and AdSd+1 are

approximately flat in this region and we can therefore invoke the exact result for the scattering

matrix of excitations of the infinitely long free string in flat space, which we stated in (1.1) and

which was derived in [41]. As explained in section 2 of that paper, the exact scattering matrix can

be extracted from the spectrum of excitations on the free critical string in Minkowski space with

one coordinate compactified to a circle, after taking the radius to infinity to allow for asymptotic

4If we want to keep track of the convergence of momentum integrals, it is convenient to assume that the imaginary
parts of the four times satisfy −π < Im(t1) < Im(t3) < 0 < Im(t2) < Im(t4) < π (as is the case in (2.27) with
ti = −iθi) and then analytically continue the final answer to more general values of the times.

5In terms of the boundary-to-bulk propagator, (3.14) is

iπ

2

ˆ
duK∆(u, 0, t1)∂uK∆(u, 0, t2) =

iπ

2

ˆ
dvK∆(0, v, t1)∂vK∆(0, v, t2) =

1

[2 sin
(
it12
2

)
]2∆

. (3.13)
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scattering states.6

It follows from (3.8) and (3.16) that

out⟨pu2 , pv4|pu1 , pv3⟩in = eiℓ
2
sp

u
1p

v
3pu1p

v
3δ(p

u
1 − pu2)δ(p

v
3 − pv4). (3.17)

Therefore, substituting (3.12) and (3.17) into (3.9), we find:

⟨V1W3V2W4⟩ = (4v1v2)
∆V (4u3u4)

∆W

ˆ ∞

0
dpudpv

(pu)2∆V −1

Γ(2∆V )

(pv)2∆W−1

Γ(2∆W )
e2ip

u(v2−v1)e2ip
v(u4−u3)eiℓ

2
sp

upv .

(3.18)

Changing variables to p = 2ipu(v1 − v2) and q = 2ipv(u3 − u4) and rotating the contours to lie

along the positive real p and q axes, the integral becomes

⟨V1W3V2W4⟩ =
(v1v2)

∆V (u3u4)
∆W

[i(v1 − v2)]2∆V [i(u3 − u4)]2∆W

ˆ ∞

0
dpdq

p2∆V −1q2∆W−1

Γ(2∆V )Γ(2∆W )
e−p−q−κpq, (3.19)

where we have introduced

κ =
iℓ2s

4(v1 − v2)(u3 − u4)
=

iℓ2se
(t3+t4−t1−t2)/2

16 sinh
(
t12
2

)
sinh

(
t34
2

) → ℓ2se
t

16
. (3.20)

In the last step, we put the times ti = −iθi in the symmetric configuration specified by (2.27).

We identify the combination (v1v2)
∆V (i(v1−v2))

−2∆V in (3.19) as the two-point function ⟨V1V2⟩,
and the combination (u3u4)

∆W (i(u3 − u4))
−2∆W as the two-point function ⟨W3W4⟩. Meanwhile,

the double integral can be evaluated by first integrating over q and then putting the integral over

p in the integral representation of the confluent hypergeometric function.7 The final result for the

OTOC is:

⟨V1W3V2W4⟩
⟨V1V2⟩⟨W3W4⟩

= κ−2∆V U(2∆V , 1 + 2∆V − 2∆W , κ−1). (3.21)

This is what was claimed in (1.3). When expanded to leading order in κ, it also reproduces (1.2).

Let us also briefly review how the time-ordered correlators are computed in the scattering

picture. For instance, we can write ⟨W3V1V2W4⟩ = ⟨V †
1 W

†
3 |V2W4⟩. (The discussion of ⟨V1W3W4V2⟩

is similar). From the order of the operators, it follows that |V †
1 W

†
3 ⟩ = V †

1 W
†
3 |TFD⟩ is an in state.

It can be expressed in the momentum basis using the r.h.s. of (3.7) except with |pu1 , pv3⟩out changed
to |pu1 , pv3⟩in. In this case, in contrast to (3.9) for the out-of-time-order correlator, it follows that

the time-ordered correlator can be represented:

⟨W3V1V2W4⟩ =
ˆ

Π
i
dpiΨ∆V

(pu1 , t
∗
1)

∗Φ∆W
(pv3, t

∗
3)

∗
in⟨pu1 , pv3|pu2 , pv4⟩inΨ∆V

(pu2 , t2)Φ∆W
(p4, t4). (3.22)

6The scattering matrix on the string worldsheet was also derived using conformal gauge in [92]. It would be
interesting to make contact with that analysis, especially using the conformal gauge analysis in sections 5 and 6.

7Namely, U(a, b, z) = Γ(a)−1
´∞
0

dte−ztta−1(1 + t)b−a−1.
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Given the normalization of the states in (3.8) and the wavefunction identity in (3.14), this becomes

⟨W3V1V2W4⟩ = ⟨V1V2⟩⟨W3W4⟩. (3.23)

Thus, the functional difference between the time-order and out-of-time-order correlators in the scat-

tering picture is the absence or presence of the extra phase picked up by the scattering interaction.

Without it, the two particles pass through each other without interacting.

Some additional comments are in order. Firstly, our presentation of the scattering analysis on

the string worldsheet is essentially equivalent to the one in [49], which also arrived at (3.19). The

only difference is that, because we use the exact scattering matrix on the worldsheet derived in [41],

we believe (3.19) is reliable in the double-scaled limit, not just to leading order in ℓ2s. Secondly, our

presentation is also essentially equivalent to the ones in [38,44], which studied (among other things)

the double scaled OTOC in JT gravity using the scattering analysis. The analysis is the same in

both contexts because the two inputs in the scattering analysis— the particle wavefunctions and the

scattering matrix near the horizon— are the same. The wavefunctions are the same because both

the string worldsheet and the geometry of the bulk in JT gravity is AdS2. Furthermore, the high

energy scattering interaction in JT gravity is also given by (3.16) (with ℓ2s replaced by 16πGN/Φ̃

where Φ̃ is a scale set by the divergence of the dilaton; see section 7.1) [44]. In gravity, this

scattering matrix has a very natural interpretation in terms of the shockwave interaction between

the high energy particles moving along the horizon of the black hole [42,43,45,46]. In the frame of

the first particle moving along u, the second particle moving along v moves near the speed of light

and generates a gravitational shockwave that, according to (3.17), shifts the position of the first

particle by v → v + ℓ2sp
u. Likewise, in the frame of the second particle, the first particle generates

a gravitational shockwave that shifts the second particle by u → u + ℓ2sp
v. It is interesting that,

as shown in [41], this same shockwave interaction appears to describe the scattering of particles

on the string worldsheet, which gives the string worldsheet a “gravitational flavor” despite it not

having a dynamical metric.

We can also comment on the sensitivity of the final result in (3.21) on the details of the scattering

process. Most of the details are washed out when we take the high energy limit. Consider the general

integrable 2 → 2 scattering matrix that is analytic, unitary and crossing symmetric [93]:

S(s) =
∏
i

µi + s

µi − s
eiP (s). (3.24)

Here µi are the masses of the resonances and P (s) is a scattering phase in the UV, which in our case

is given by 1
4ℓ

2
ss. In the scattering process above, the OTOC depends only on the s → ∞ behavior

of the scattering matrix, and is therefore not sensitive to the µi. More generally, S-matrices of

asymptotically free quantum field theory approach 1 in s → ∞ and lead to the same OTOC after

the gravitional dressing by P (s) = 1
4ℓ

2
ss. On the other hand, if there were ℓ2s corrections to P (s)

that are, for instance, of the form P (s) = 1
4ℓ

2
ss+ bℓ6ss

3+ . . ., then these would survive in the double

scaling limit. The result would differ from (3.21) starting at order κ3 in the small κ expansion. Such
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corrections could arise from higher-charge analogs of the T T̄ deformation as discussed by Smirnov

and Zamolodchikov [94] and is expected to drastically change the UV behavior of the theory. It

would be interesting to find a set up in top-down holography that gives these corrections.

4 Two checks of the all-orders result for the double scaled OTOC

In this section, we perform two checks of the result for the OTOC given in (3.21), using results for

certain four-point functions on the Wilson line computed previously in the literature. First, the

four-point function of unit charge scalars on the Wilson line was computed to fourth order in the

strong coupling expansion in [16]. Second, the four point function of two unit charge scalars and

two charge J scalars was computed in the double scaling limit J → ∞,
√
λ → ∞ with J/

√
λ fixed

in [19]. We can continue both of these four point functions to the OTOC configuration, and check

that they agree with (3.21) in the appropriate regime.

4.1 Four-point function of unit scalars at three loops

The strong coupling expansion of the four-point function of four unit scalars on the Wilson line

takes the form:

⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)Φ(x3)Φ(x4)⟩
⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)⟩⟨Φ(x3)Φ(x4)⟩

= Gfree(χ) + λ− 1
2Gtree(χ) + λ−1G1-loop(χ) (4.1)

+ λ− 3
2G2-loop(χ) + λ−2G3-loop(χ) +O(λ− 5

2 ).

Here, Φ denotes one of the orthogonal scalars on the Wilson line (e.g., Φ = Φ1), which has scaling

dimension ∆Φ = 1 on the defect. This four-point function was computed to three-loops in [16] by

combining input from the AdS2 string and the analytic bootstrap in the Wilson line defect CFT.

To summarize, Ferrero and Meneghelli started with the free and tree-level results for the four-point

function computed in the static gauge on the AdS2 string (i.e., essentially the expressions in (2.42)-

(2.43)). Then, by choosing an appropriate basis of functions (consisting of rational functions, logs

and polylogs), imposing the bootstrap crossing equation, and carefully disentangling the contribu-

tions of degenerate operators to the conformal blocks, they were able to completely fix G1−loop(χ),

G2−loop(χ), and G3−loop(χ). For instance, the 1-loop contribution takes the form:

G1−loop(χ) = r1(χ) log(χ− 1)2 + r2(χ) log(χ− 1) log(χ) + r3(χ) log(χ)
2 (4.2)

+ r4(χ) log(χ− 1)2 + r5(χ) log(χ) + r6(χ), (4.3)

where ri(χ), i = 1, . . . , 6 are known rational functions of χ. Similarly, G2−loop(χ) and G3−loop(χ)

involve various combinations of rational functions, log(χ), log(χ − 1) and also the trilogarithms

Li3(1/χ) and Li3(1/(1 − χ)). The explicit expressions can be found in the supplementary Mathe-
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matica notebook provided with [16].8

When we analytically continue the explicit expression for (4.1) along the path in (2.28), using

(2.44) as well as Li3(1/χ(t)) = −1
6 t

3+O(t2) and Li3(1/(1−χ(t))) = ζ(3)+O(e−t), we find that the

contributions that survive in the double scaling limit t → ∞, λ → ∞ with λ− 1
2 et fixed come from

the terms with the highest powers of log(χ − 1) at each order. More precisely, the terms relevant

in the double scaling limit are:

G(χ) = 1 + . . .+ λ− 1
2
[
−2χ−1 log(χ− 1) + . . .

]
+ λ−1

[
9

2
χ−2 log(χ− 1)2 + . . .

]
+ λ−3/2

[
−12χ−3 log(χ− 1)3 + . . .

]
+ λ−2

[
75

2
χ−4 log(χ− 1)4 + . . .

]
+O(λ−5/2), (4.4)

and the OTOC in the double scaling limit becomes

⟨Φ1Φ3Φ2Φ4⟩
⟨Φ1Φ2⟩⟨Φ3Φ4⟩

= 1− π

2
λ− 1

2 et +
9π2

32
λ−1e2t − 3π3

16
λ− 3

2 e3t +
75π4

512
λ−2e4t +O(λ− 5

2 e5t). (4.5)

This matches the expansion of (3.21) to fourth order in κ after we set ∆V = ∆W = ∆Φ = 1, κ = ℓ2s
16e

t

(in accordance with (3.20)), and remember that the AdS/CFT dictionary identifies ℓ2s =
2π√
λ
.

As an aside, we also note the first subleading terms in the large t expansion at each order in

the large λ expansion:

⟨Φ1Φ3Φ2Φ4⟩
⟨Φ1Φ2⟩⟨Φ3Φ4⟩

= 1 +O
(
e−2t

)
+ λ− 1

2

[
− π

2
et +O(t0)

]
+ λ−1

[
9π2

32
e2t +

πt

4
et +O

(
et
)]

+ λ− 3
2

[
−3π3

16
e3t − 9π2t

32
e2t +O

(
e2t
)]

+ λ−2

[
75π4

512
e4t +

9π3t

32
e3t +O

(
e3t
)]

+O(λ− 5
2 ). (4.6)

Interestingly, the first subleading terms at order λ−1, λ− 3
2 , and λ−2 appear to be consistent with

the Lyapunov exponent receiving a 1/
√
λ correction:

λOTOC = 1− 1

2
√
λ
+O(λ−1). (4.7)

It is unclear how to interpret this observation. When one considers stringy corrections to the

Lyapunov exponent for the OTOC in the AdS5×S5 bulk, the four-point function takes the general

form 1 − #
N exp

(
2π
β (1− #√

λ
)t+ . . .

)
+ . . .. Thus, there are two independent parameters, N−1 and

λ− 1
2 , controlling the scrambling time and the corrections to the Lyapunov exponent. By contrast,

8More precisely, [16] provides the result for the four-point function of four general scalars, which depends on the
conformally invariant cross-ratio χ and also on two SO(5) invariant cross-ratios of the scalar polarizations, which are
parametrized in the Mathematica notebook by the variables ζ1 and ζ2. For simplicity one can restrict to the case of

four identical scalars by setting ζ1 = ζ−1
2 = e

iπ
3 , but the conclusions for the more general OTOC are the same. One

should also note that the expressions in [16] are given for the interval 0 < χ < 1. To get the expressions for χ > 1,

one should use the relation G(χ) = χ2G(χ−1), or, for the case of general scalars, G(χ, ζ1, ζ2) =
χ2

ζ1ζ2
G(χ−1, ζ−1

1 , ζ−1
2 ).
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the two expansions are both controlled by λ− 1
2 in (4.6). And indeed, higher order terms (e.g., the

t2et term at order λ− 3
2 and the t2e2t term at order λ−2) are not consistent with (4.7).

4.2 Four-point function of two heavy and two light scalars

The scattering result for the OTOC in (3.21) simplifies when one of the operators has a large

conformal dimension. In particular, in the further double scaling limit κ → 0 and ∆V → ∞ with

∆V κ held fixed, (3.21) becomes9

⟨V1W3V2W4⟩
⟨V1V2⟩⟨W3W4⟩

=
1(

1 + 1
8∆V ℓ2se

t
)2∆W

. (4.8)

This provides an opportunity for another check of the scattering result. In the Wilson line CFT,

a simple way to get operators with arbitrarily large conformal dimensions is to take composites of

the scalar fields. One can define ΦJ ≡ (ϵ · Φ)J , where ϵ ∈ C5 is a null polarization vector (ϵ2 = 0)

and J is a positive integer. This is a chiral primary that transforms in the rank J symmetric

traceless representation of SO(5)R and its conformal dimension is protected and equal to its R

charge, ∆ = QR = J .

The four-point functions of two unit scalars and two charge J scalars in the double scaling limit

λ → ∞, J → ∞ with J/
√
λ fixed were computed in [19]. They can be determined from the Green’s

functions for transverse fluctuations of the worldsheet of an open string incident on the straight line

on the boundary of AdS5 and rotating with large angular momentum in S5. We can analytically

continue the four-point functions to the OTOC configuration, and take t → ∞ and J/
√
λ → 0 with

J√
λ
et fixed. The details are given in appendix E, and the result is:

⟨Φ(θ1)ΦJ(θ3)Φ(θ2)Φ
J(θ4)⟩

⟨Φ(θ1)Φ(θ2)⟩⟨ΦJ(θ3)ΦJ(θ4)⟩
=

1(
1 + π

4
J√
λ
et
)2 (4.9)

Comparing (4.9) with (4.8), we see that the large charge OTOC on the Wilson line matches the

scattering picture OTOC in the light-light-heavy-heavy regime once we set ∆W = ∆Φ = 1 and

∆V = ∆ΦJ = J , and ℓ2s =
2π√
λ
. This is a check of the scattering result for the OTOC assuming that

the two ways of taking λ, J and t to infinity10 commute.

9Eq. (4.8) follows from the saddle point expansion applied to the integral representation in footnote 7. It can
alternatively be derived by interpreting the OTOC as a V two-point function in the state W |TFD⟩. In this limit, the
OTOC is approximately ⟨VWVW ⟩/⟨V V ⟩/⟨WW ⟩ ≈ e−ℓ where ℓ is the renormalized length of the geodesic connecting
the two insertions of V on opposite boundaries of the AdS2 geometry with a shockwave, where the shockwave arises
due to the back-reaction to W . See section 3.5 of [45] and also [51].

10I.e., we first take λ, t → ∞ and then J → ∞, et/
√
λ → 0 to get (4.8), and first take J, λ → ∞ and then t → ∞,

J/
√
λ → 0 to get (4.9)
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5 The reparametrization mode on the AdS2 string

In the remainder of this work, we study the open string in AdS2×S1 in the conformal gauge. Unlike

the static gauge discussed in section 2.5, the conformal gauge features an intrinsic worldsheet metric,

which might shed some light on the “gravitational flavor” of the string worldsheet that is hinted

at by the maximal growth of the OTOC and by the discussions in [41]. In this section, we will see

that the conformal gauge analysis leads naturally to a dynamical reparametrization mode on the

string boundary, which we will use in section 6 to compute the boundary correlators of the string

to leading order as well as the OTOC in the double scaling limit. In this sense, the boundary

reparametrization mode of the AdS2 string is analogous to the Schwarzian mode in JT gravity, as

we discuss in more detail in section 7.

There is a long history of integrals over boundary reparametrizations appearing in the study of

open strings with fixed boundaries, going back to Douglas’ solution to the Plateau problem [95].

Douglas showed that the area of the minimal surface in Rd incident on a closed curve γ : α 7→ x⃗(α)

is given by the following bilocal integral:

A = minimize
α

[
1

4π

ˆ 2π

0
dτ

ˆ 2π

0
dτ ′
[
x⃗(α(τ))− x⃗(α(τ ′))

]2
[2 sin

(
τ−τ ′

2

)
]2

]
. (5.1)

Here, α(τ) is a reparametrization of γ and is minimized over. Similar expressions appear in the

amplitudes of open strings propagating in flat space between fixed spacetime contours, except

the reparametrizations of the boundary curve are integrated over. The integral over boundary

reparametrizations is a remnant of the path integral over the worldsheet metric after gauge fixing.

See [71–75] for some older references and [96–101] for some more recent related work.

Boundary reparametrizations have also featured in a few studies of the open string in AdS

[76–80]. In particular, the area of the classical AdS string can also be represented as a non-

local effective action minimized over the boundary reparametrizations, but an important difference

compared to the string in flat space is that a general closed-form expression for the effective action

that is analogous to eq. (5.1) is not easily obtained by elementary methods.11 Nonetheless, one can

identify a Douglas-type integral that is valid perturbatively and use it to study certain aspects of

the dynamics of the AdS string (e.g., whether the AdS string satisfies the loop equations of planar

Yang-Mills theory [76,77], and the one-loop corrections to the partition function [78,79]).

Our discussion of the AdS string reparametrization mode in the present section proceeds in

a similar spirit to [76–79], and our use of the reparametrization mode to compute the boundary

correlators and the OTOC on the string in section 6 is guided by the example of the Schwarzian

theory in [38].

11The AdS2 sigma model is integrable, so one expects that it should be possible in principle to write down the
general solution to the equation of motion using integrability techniques, such as the Pohlmeyer reduction (see for
instance [102] for related calculations). We leave this to future work.
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5.1 Conformal gauge

We start with the Polyakov action for the string in AdS2 × S1, which is given in (2.19). We fix

the conformal gauge by using a worldsheet coordinate transformation and Weyl rescaling to set the

auxiliary metric equal to the AdS2 metric: hαβ = 1
s2
δαβ. The action then takes the form in (2.23).

It will be convenient to split it into three terms:

S[x, z, y] = SL[x, z] + ST [y] + TsAws. (5.2)

The first and second terms are the actions of the longitudinal modes x, z and the transverse mode

y, which are:

SL[x, z] =
Ts

2

ˆ
d2σ

[
∂αx∂αx+ ∂αz∂αz

z2
− 2

s2

]
, (5.3)

ST [y] =
Ts

2

ˆ
d2σ∂αy∂αy. (5.4)

The third term in (5.2) is the (regularized) area of the worldsheet measured using the AdS2 metric:

Aws =

ˆ
d2σ

√
h. (5.5)

Note that
√
h = s−2. We have separated out the area term from the longitudinal action in (5.3) to

make the latter well behaved near the boundary, as we discuss later.

The open string is incident on a curve γ on the boundary of AdS2×S1 that can be represented

by a map γ : α 7→ (x̃(α), ỹ(α)) from R to R× S1. The general form of the boundary condition for

the string is therefore:

z(0, t) = 0, x(0, t) = x̃(α(t)), y(0, t) = ỹ(α(t)). (5.6)

Here, α(t) is a reparametrization of the boundary curve that appears because the parameter α

along the curve γ is not the same as the worldsheet coordinate t along the boundary of the string.

It is not possible to choose a parametrization of γ for which t and α can be identified, because

putting the auxiliary metric in the conformal gauge in general requires a coordinate transformation

(which is different for different auxiliary metrics) that changes t at the boundary (see, e.g., the

discussion in [75]).

In the following, it will be more convenient in our study of boundary correlators to use the

boundary condition

z(0, t) = 0, x(0, t) = α(t), (5.7)
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for the longitudinal modes and

y(0, t) = ỹ(α(t)) (5.8)

for the transverse mode. As we saw in (2.24), this is the boundary condition if the points on the

boundary curve are labelled using the AdS2 boundary coordinate: i.e., γ : α → (α, ỹ(α)). It is also

equivalent to (5.6) after renaming α → x̃−1 ◦ α and ỹ ◦ x̃ → ỹ.

We will first study the classical string, and postpone the discussion of quantum corrections to

section 6. The equations of motion for the longitudinal modes follow from the action in (5.3):

0 = ∂α

(
1

z2
∂αx

)
, 0 = ∂α

(
1

z2
∂αz

)
+

1

z3
(∂αx∂αx+ ∂αz∂αz), (5.9)

The equation of motion for the transverse mode follows from (5.4):

0 = ∂α∂αy. (5.10)

These are supplemented by the Virasoro constraint (i.e., the equation of motion of hαβ following

from the action in (2.19)), which sets the stress tensor on the worldsheet equal to zero:

0 = TL
αβ + T T

αβ. (5.11)

We have separated the contributions to the stress tensor from the longitudinal and transverse

modes:

TL
αβ =

∂αx∂βx+ ∂αz∂βz

z2
− 1

2
δαβ

∂γx∂γx+ ∂γz∂γz

z2
, (5.12)

T T
αβ = ∂αy∂βy −

1

2
δαβ∂

γy∂γy. (5.13)

Thus, the action of the classical string can be found by first solving (5.9)-(5.11) subject to the

boundary conditions in (5.7)-(5.8) to get the classical solutions for x(s, t), z(s, t), and y(s, t), and

then evaluating the action in (5.2). However, it is more enlightening to order this procedure differ-

ently. Because the longitudinal and transverse actions are decoupled, we can solve the equations

of motion independently for y(s, t) in terms of ỹ(α(t)) and z(s, t) and x(s, t) in terms of α(t). The

only way the longitudinal and transverse modes are coupled is through their boundary conditions

(which both depend on α(t)) and the Virasoro constraint. Imposing the Virasoro constraint then

fixes α(t) (as we will see, up to an SL(2,R) transformation) and thus determines the classical

solutions and classical action uniquely in terms of ỹ. We can summarize this logic as:

Scl[ỹ] = TsAws + SL[α] + ST [ỹ ◦ α]
∣∣∣∣
Virasoro

(5.14)

= TsAws + SL[α] + ST [ỹ ◦ α] s.t. TL
αβ[α] + T T

αβ[ỹ ◦ α] = 0. (5.15)
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Let’s explain the notation in these two equations. First, Scl[ỹ] denotes the action of the classical

string, which is uniquely determined by the curve γ (i.e., by the function ỹ given our parametrization

of the curve). Second, SL[α] ≡ SL[x, z] and TL
αβ[α] ≡ TL

αβ[x, z] where x(s, t) and z(s, t) are the

unique solutions to the equations of motion in (5.9) with the boundary conditions in (5.7). Likewise,

ST [ỹ ◦ α] ≡ ST [y] and T T
αβ[ỹ ◦ α] ≡ T T

αβ[y] where y(s, t) is the unique solution to the equation of

motion in (5.10) with the boundary condition in (5.8). In other words, SL[x, z], ST [y], T
L
αβ[x, z],

T T
αβ[y] are the off-shell actions and stress tensors while SL[α], ST [ỹ◦α], TL

αβ[α], T
T
αβ[ỹ◦α] are “almost

on-shell,” except that they equal the longitudinal and transverse actions and stress tensors of the

classical string only if we also fix α(t) by imposing the Virasoro constraint. To avoid cumbersome

notation, we distinguish the off-shell and on-shell quantities only by their arguments; hopefully

which we mean will also be clear from context.

Our goal in the remainder of this section is to implement (5.14). We first study the transverse

and longitudinal modes separately and impose the Virasoro constraint only at the end. A crucial

point in the analysis is that imposing the Virasoro constraint is equivalent to minimizing over the

boundary reparametrizations, which means the classical action can also be written:

Scl[ỹ] = TsAws + extremize
α

[
SL[α] + ST [ỹ ◦ α]

]
. (5.16)

See, e.g., [71,75,78]. This point is also illustrated by the Douglas integral in (5.1). The connection

between the Virasoro constraint and extremization over boundary reparametrizations is rather

natural given that the auxiliary metric for a string with boundary can be put in conformal gauge

only if the coordinate transformations are allowed to reparametrize the boundary, which means

that varying the auxiliary metric varies the boundary reparametrization. We will also explicitly

demonstrate the equivalence for the case of the string in AdS2 ×S1. The main advantage of (5.16)

over (5.14) is that promoting the extremization to an integral over reparametrizations is a simple

way to include quantum corrections to the classical result, which is the approach we will take in

section 6.

Complex notation. Before proceeding, we note that the longitudinal and transverse equations

of motion, stress tensors and actions can be expressed neatly using complex notation. Let w =

t + is, w̄ = t − is be complex coordinates on the upper half plane, and let ∂ ≡ 1
2(∂t − i∂s) and

∂̄ ≡ 1
2(∂t + i∂s) be holomorphic and antiholomorphic derivatives. Furthermore, define the complex

longitudinal and transverse stress tensors,

TL = TL
tt − iTL

st, T̄L = TL
tt + iTL

st, T T = T T
tt − iT T

st , T̄ T = T T
tt + iT T

st . (5.17)

Finally, combine the two longitudinal modes x and z into a single complex longitudinal mode:

X = x+ iz, X̄ = x− iz. (5.18)
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Then, the longitudinal and transverse stress tensors can be written as

TL = − 8∂X∂X̄

(X − X̄)2
, T̄L = − 8∂̄X̄∂̄X

(X − X̄)2
, T T = 2∂y∂y, T̄ T = 2∂̄y∂̄y, (5.19)

and the equations of motion for X, and y simplify to

∂∂̄X =
2∂X∂̄X

X − X̄
, ∂∂̄X̄ =

2∂X̄∂̄X̄

X̄ −X
, 0 = ∂∂̄y. (5.20)

The equations of motion imply that the longitudinal and transverse stress tensors are conserved,

which in this notation means they are holomorphic or antiholomorphic:

0 = ∂̄T T = ∂T̄ T = ∂̄TL = ∂T̄L. (5.21)

Finally, the transverse and longitudinal actions in complex notation are:

SL[X] = −2Ts

ˆ
dwdw̄

[
∂X∂̄X̄ + ∂X̄∂̄X

(X − X̄)2
− 1

(w − w̄)2

]
, ST [v] = Ts

ˆ
dwdw̄∂y∂̄y. (5.22)

5.2 Transverse mode

We now analyze the transverse mode. Because the action in (5.4) and equation of motion in (5.10)

for y are those of a free massless scalar on AdS2, we can immediately write down the on-shell

transverse mode and the transverse action in terms of ỹ(α(t)). Indeed, these are the zeroth order

results for the transverse mode in static gauge in section 2.5, except that the boundary condition

now depends on the reparametrization α(t) and the transverse mode is exactly free in the conformal

gauge. Thus, y(s, t) is simply

y(s, t) =

ˆ
dt′K(s, t, t′)ỹ(α(t′)), (5.23)

where K(s, t, t′) = 1
π

s
s2+(t−t′)2 . Furthermore, the action is:

ST [ỹ ◦ α] = −Ts

2π

ˆ
dtdt′

ỹ(α(t))ỹ(α(t′))

(t− t′)2
. (5.24)

The bilocal integral in (5.24) is technically infinite because of the divergence when t and t′ are

coincident. It is customary to think of the action as being implicitly regularized. For instance, we

can replace (t− t′)2 → (t− t′)2+s2 and take s → 0 or (t− t′)2 → (t− t′)2η and analytically continue

η → 1. For the purpose of taking variational derivatives of the transverse action (for instance, to

compute correlation functions), this is perfectly satisfactory and the result is independent of the

regularization scheme. However, for a massless scalar in AdS2, the action is finite without need for
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regularization,12 and can be expressed as:

ST [ỹ ◦ α] =
Ts

4π

ˆ
dtdt′

[ỹ(α(t))− ỹ(α(t′))]2

(t− t′)2
. (5.25)

This form of the action is manifestly finite.

It is instructive to explicitly show the steps needed to get (5.25). This is a good warm-up for

when we study the longitudinal modes in the next section, where we will be interested in the value

of the longitudinal action rather than its variational derivatives. We first integrate (5.4) by parts

and express it as a boundary term:

ST [ỹ ◦ α] = −Ts

2

ˆ
dty(t, 0)∂sy(t, 0) = −Ts

2
lim
s→0

ˆ
dtdt′ỹ(α(t))ỹ(α(t′))∂sK(s, t, t′). (5.26)

The second equality follows from (5.23). Moving the limit inside the integral and using ∂sK(0, t, t′) =
1
π

1
(t−t′)2 formally leads to (5.24). However, the result is divergent and we can be more careful about

interchanging the limit and integral. Instead, we move ∂s outside the integral, and use the fact that´
dtK(s, t, t′) = 1 to replace ỹ(α(t))ỹ(α(t′)) → −1

2(ỹ(α(t))− ỹ(α(t′)))2 without changing the value

of the action. This replacement improves the convergence of the integral and makes it legitimate

to now take the derivative and limit inside the integral. The final result is (5.25).

As an aside, we note that if the string is in R3 instead of AdS2 × S1, then the two longitudinal

modes x and z are also decoupled and their on-shell actions are both also given by (5.25), with

the boundary value modified appropriately. The resulting expression for the action of the classical

string is precisely the Douglas integral in (5.1), after changing the integration variable along the

curve using t = tan τ
2 and invoking the fact that minimizing over the boundary reparametrization

imposes the Virasoro constraint.

5.3 Longitudinal modes

It is more difficult to analyze the longitudinal modes than the transverse modes because the equa-

tions of motion in (5.9) are non-linear, and their solution given the boundary condition in (5.7)

with a general α(t) is not known. Therefore, we proceed in two ways. First, we will say as much

as we can about the general properties of the longitudinal action without solving for it explicitly.

Second, we will study the longitudinal action to leading order in perturbation theory, treating α(t)

as a small fluctuation about the saddle point α(t) = t. This approximation will be sufficient to

evaluate the classical action to fourth order in perturbations of the boundary curve, the four-point

functions to leading order in the inverse string tension, and the OTOC in the double scaled limit.

There are three important properties of the longitudinal action that we can study without

solving the equations of motion: (i) the physical and gauge SL(2,R) symmetries, (ii) the behavior

near the boundary, and (iii) the equivalence of extremizing over the reparametrization mode α(t)

and imposing the Virasoro constraint. In addition, we can completely solve for the longitudinal

12This is not true for massive scalars, which diverge near the AdS boundary.
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Target space coords. x, z
Worldsheet coords. t, s
Target space metric z−2(dx2 + dz2).
Worldsheet metric s−2(dt2 + ds2)

SL(2,R) transformation f(x) = ax+b
cx+d

Physical SL(2,R) x+ iz → f(x+ iz)
Gauge SL(2,R) t+ is → f(t+ is)

Table 1: Coordinates used to analyze the string in AdS2×S1 in conformal gauge and two SL(2,R)
symmetries.

modes and action when the transverse modes are turned off (i.e., when T T = TL = 0), which is the

zeroth order step in the perturbative analysis.

5.3.1 Two SL(2,R) symmetries

The string in AdS2 × S1 has two SL(2,R) symmetries. The first moves the string around in the

target space and is physical, while the second one corresponds to transformations of the worldsheet

coordinates and is gauged. The physical SL(2,R) symmetries are simply the isometries of the

target space AdS2. The gauge SL(2,R) symmetries are the usual residual worldsheet coordinate

transformations that leave the AdS2 metric invariant up to a Weyl rescaling and that are therefore

not fixed by the conformal gauge. See table 1 for a summary of the actions of the two SL(2,R)
symmetries.

We can study the two SL(2,R) symmetries at three levels. In addition to considering trans-

formations of the entire string that leave the string action S[x, y, z] and the Virasoro constraint

invariant, we can consider transformations acting on the longitudinal modes that leave the off-shell

longitudinal action SL[x, z] invariant, or transformations that act on the boundary reparametriza-

tion α(t) that leave the on-shell longitudinal action SL[α] invariant. Studying the symmetries at

the level of the string helps us interpret the two symmetries, but our primary goal is to understand

the symmetries of the on-shell longitudinal action, which will become the effective action appearing

in the reparametrization path integral that we will use to compute correlators in section 6. In that

context, the physical SL(2,R) symmetries give rise to Ward identities for the correlators while the

gauge SL(2,R) symmetries need to be gauge fixed in the path integral.

We can represent a general SL(2,R) transformation by the function

f(x) =
ax+ b

cx+ d
, (5.27)

where a, b, c, d ∈ R, ad− bc = 1. This is an SL(2,R) transformation on the line if x is real and on

the half-plane if x is complex with positive imaginary component.

First, we consider the physical SL(2,R) symmetry. It acts as an AdS2 isometry on the longitu-
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dinal modes and trivially on the transverse mode:

x(s, t) + iz(s, t) → x̄(s, t) + iz̄(s, t) = f(x(s, t) + iz(s, t)) (5.28)

y(s, t) → ȳ(s, t) = y(s, t). (5.29)

Consistency with the boundary conditions in (5.7)-(5.8) means it also acts on the boundary

reparametrization and the boundary curve as:

α(t) → ᾱ(t) = f(α(t)) (5.30)

ỹ(α) → ¯̃y(α) = ỹ(f−1(α)). (5.31)

This ensures that x̄(0, t) = ᾱ(t) and ȳ(0, t) = ¯̃y(ᾱ(t)) if x(0, t) = α(t) and y(0, t) = ỹ(α(t)).

Because the transformation is an isometry of the target space AdS2, it leaves the longitudinal

action invariant in (5.3): i.e., SL[x̄, z̄] = SL[x, z] off-shell and SL[α] = SL[ᾱ] on-shell. Similarly,

the longitudinal stress tensor in (5.12) satisfies TL[x̄, z̄] = TL[x, z] off-shell and TL[ᾱ] = TL[α] on

shell. Because the transformation does nothing to y(s, t), it trivially leaves the transverse action and

stress tensor invariant. The total action and the total stress tensor are therefore also both invariant.

Finally, we see that this SL(2,R) transformation is physical because it actually moves the string in

the target space AdS2×S1 and the curve on the boundary R×S1— namely, (z(s, t), x(s, t), y(s, t))

and (z̄(s, t), x̄(s, t), ȳ(s, t)) represent different strings and (α, ỹ(α)) and (α, ¯̃y(α)) represent different

boundary curves. This is illustrated in the left half of Figure 6.

Next, we consider the gauge SL(2,R) symmetry. It acts on the longitudinal and transverse

modes through the worldsheet coordinates as:

x(s, t) + iz(s, t) → x̄(s, t) + iz̄(s, t) = x(s̄, t̄) + iz(s̄, t̄), (5.32)

y(s, t) → ȳ(s, t) = y(s̄, t̄), (5.33)

where

t̄+ is̄ = f(t+ is). (5.34)

Consistency with (5.7) means it also transforms the boundary reparametrization but not the bound-

ary curve:

α(t) → ᾱ(t) = α(f(t)) (5.35)

ỹ(α) → ¯̃y(α) = ỹ(α). (5.36)

To see how this transformation changes the actions and stress tensors, we note that the Jacobian
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Figure 6: An example of physical and gauge SL(2,R) transformations acting on an open string in
AdS2 × S1 incident on the boundary. The physical SL(2,R) transformation moves the string in
AdS2 × S1, whereas the gauge SL(2,R) transformation merely relabels the worldsheet coordinates
(which is represented by the rescaling of the mesh lines on the string).

for the worldsheet change of coordinates in (5.34):

∂σ̄α

∂σβ
=

1

((d+ ct)2 + c2s2)2

(
(d+ ct)2 − s2c2 −2cs(d+ ct)

2cs(d+ ct) (d+ ct)2 − s2c2

)
. (5.37)

It satisfies δγδ ∂σ̄
α

∂σγ
∂σ̄β

∂σδ = |∂σ̄∂σ |δ
αβ and δαβ

∂σ̄α

∂σγ
∂σ̄β

∂σδ = |∂σ̄∂σ |δγδ where |∂σ̄∂σ | = (c2s2 + (d + ct)2)−2. We

note also that s−2 = s̄(s)−2|∂σ̄∂σ | because
√
h = s−2 is a tensor density.

It follows that, under the transformation in (5.32), the longitudinal action satisfies

SL[x̄, z̄] =
Ts

2

ˆ
d2σ

∣∣∣∣∂σ̄∂σ
∣∣∣∣ [∂αx(σ̄)∂αx(σ̄) + ∂αz(σ̄)∂

αz(σ̄)

z(σ̄)2
− 2

s̄2

]
= SL[x, z]. (5.38)

Likewise, under the transformation in (5.33), the transverse action satisfies ST [ȳ] = ST [y]. These

also imply SL[α] = SL[ᾱ] and ST [ỹ ◦ ᾱ] = ST [ỹ ◦ α]. Thus, both the longitudinal and transverse

Lagrangians transform as worldsheet tensor densities and the actions are invariant both off-shell

and on-shell. Meanwhile, the stress tensors transform as worldsheet tensors:

TL
αβ[x̄, z̄]

∣∣∣∣
σ

=
∂σ̄γ

∂σα

∂σ̄δ

∂σβ
TL
γδ[x, z]

∣∣∣∣
σ̄(σ)

, T T
αβ[ȳ]

∣∣∣∣
σ

=
∂σ̄γ

∂σα

∂σ̄δ

∂σβ
T T
γδ[y]

∣∣∣∣
σ̄(σ)

. (5.39)

This is why it is necessary to transform both the longitudinal and transverse modes simultaneously

in (5.32)-(5.33) (in contrast with (5.28)-(5.29)) because the Virasoro constraint is otherwise not

preserved. Finally, we see that this SL(2,R) transformation is gauge because it simply relabels

the worldsheet coordinates without actually moving the string in target space or the curve on the

boundary. This is illustrated in the right half of Figure 6.

5.3.2 Behavior near the boundary

The divergence of the AdS metric at the boundary may lead us to ask whether (5.3) is well defined.

We now show that the longitudinal action is finite if x and z satisfy the equations of motion.

Since the divergence of the AdS2 string comes from the region near the boundary, we want to
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study the general behavior of x and z at small s. Following [76,77], we expand x(s, t) and z(s, t) as

x(s, t) = α(t) +
∞∑
n=1

an(t)s
n, z(s, t) =

∞∑
n=1

bn(t)s
n. (5.40)

We used the boundary conditions in (5.7) to fix the zeroth order coefficients. We can fix the higher

order coefficients by substituting these series expansions into the two equations of motion in (5.9)

and setting the coefficients of each power of s in each equation to zero. The first and second order

terms imply a1 = 0, b1 = α̇ and b2 = 0, a2 = −1
2 α̈. The next order terms identically vanish, which

means that the equations of motion near s = 0 do not constrain a3(t) and b3(t). For convenience, we

can rewrite a3(t) =
1
3g(t) and b3(t) =

1
3

[
h(t)− 1

2

...
α (t)

]
, where g(t) and h(t) are as yet undetermined

arbitrary functions. Thus, to order s3, the longitudinal modes are given by:

x(s, t) = α(t)− α̈(t)

2
s2 +

g(t)

3
s3 + . . . (5.41)

z(s, t) = α̇(t)s+

[
h(t)

3
−

...
α (t)

6

]
s3 + . . . (5.42)

Up to relabelling, this is equivalent to eq. (4.3) of [77]. It is easy to check that all higher order

coefficients, an and bn for n ≥ 4, are fixed in terms of α, g and h. For our purposes knowing the

terms in (5.41)-(5.42) will be sufficient.

Although the expansion of the equations of motion near the boundary does not constrain g(t)

and h(t), we expect based on uniqueness that they should be determined by α(t). As pointed out

in [77], this can in principle be done by requiring x(s, t) and z(s, t) to be well behaved as s → ∞,

but is not easy to implement because the series converge only when s is sufficiently small. Thus,

while the series expansions are useful for understanding the behavior of the longitudinal modes

near the boundary, they do not provide a viable method to solve the longitudinal action exactly.

Given the series expansions in (5.41)-(5.42) and the longitudinal action in (5.3), we find that

the longitudinal Lagrangian near s = 0 takes the form:

∂αx∂
αx+ ∂αz∂

αz

z2
− 2

s2
= O(s0). (5.43)

This means the on-shell longitudinal action is finite, as desired.

Finally, although it affects neither the longitudinal nor the transverse modes, we should also

comment on the area contribution to the string action in (5.2). The area of AdS2 is infinite and

requires some sort of regularization. One method of regularization is to introduce a cut-off curve

near the boundary of the worldsheet, remove the divergent contribution that is proportional to its

length (which can be interpreted as a renormalization of the mass of the dual particle propagating

on the boundary) and then send the cut-off to the boundary [1, 2].13 The regularization does

not depend on the specific way in which the cut-off curve is sent to the boundary, and yields the

13Alternatively, one can add a boundary term to the string action that implements the Legendre transform with
respect to the AdS bulk coordinate [103]. The resulting action is finite and also yields (5.44) for the hyperbolic plane.
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following well-known result for the regularized area of the hyperbolic plane:

Aws = 0. (5.44)

We illustrate this procedure for both the hyperbolic plane and the hyperbolic disk in appendix B.

An interesting feature of this analysis is that it leads to a Schwarzian term in the expression for

the area— but, importantly, the Schwarzian term decouples as the curve is sent to the boundary

of AdS. We discuss this also in section 7.

5.3.3 Extremizing over reparametrizations and the Virasoro constraint

Next, we demonstrate the equivalence of the Virasoro constraint and the extremization over bound-

ary reparametrizations for the string in AdS2 × S1, which is summarized by (5.14) and (5.16),

without explicitly solving for the longitudinal modes. The equivalence follows from two facts: (i)

extremizing over reparametrizations α(t) sets one component of the sum of the longitudinal and

stress tensors to be zero on the boundary of the worldsheet, and (ii) the on-shell longitudinal and

transverse stress tensors are holomorphic on the worldsheet.

First, we write the variations of the on-shell transverse and longitudinal actions as boundary

terms. For the transverse action in (5.3), we have:

δST = Ts

ˆ
d2σ [∂µ(∂

µyδy) + (y e.o.m.)δy] = −Ts

ˆ
dt
[
y′(0, t)δy(0, t)

]
. (5.45)

For the longitudinal action in (5.4), we have:

δSL = Ts

ˆ
d2σ

[
∂µ

(
∂µxδx

z2

)
+ ∂µ

(
∂µzδz

z2

)
+ (x e.o.m.)δx+ (z e.o.m.)δz

]
= −Ts lim

s0→0

ˆ
dt

[
x′(s, t)δx(s, t)

z(s, t)2
+

z′(s, t)δz(s, t)

z(s, t)2

]
s=s0

. (5.46)

Here, f ′ ≡ ∂sf and ḟ ≡ ∂tf denote partial derivatives of functions on the worldsheet. In the

second line, we introduced a cut-off at s = s0 that we send to zero at the end. The cut-off is not

strictly necessary, because eq. (5.43) showed that the on-shell longitudinal action is finite near the

boundary, but it is a convenient way to handle different terms in the action that may individually

be singular.14

To extremize the total action in (5.2) over the space of boundary reparametrization, we consider

the variation of the action under α(t) → α(t) + δα(t), which induces a variation in the on-shell

transverse and longitudinal modes through the boundary conditions. In particular, given that

14For instance, introducing the cut-off at s = s0 lets us drop the total t derivatives when going from the first line
to the second line in (5.46) without worrying about their behavior at s = 0.
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y(0, t) = ỹ(α(t)), the variation induced in the transverse mode on the boundary is:

δy(0, t) = ˙̃y(α(t))δα(t) = ẏ(0, t)
δα(t)

α̇(t)
. (5.47)

Furthermore, from (5.41) and (5.42), the variation induced in the longitudinal modes near the

boundary is

δx(s, t) = δα(t) +O(s2), δz(s, t) = δα̇(t)s+O(s3) (5.48)

Now we can rewrite the variations of the transverse and longitudinal actions in terms of δα(t)

and the stress tensors. First, given (5.47), we can rewrite the variation in the transverse action in

(5.45) as:

δST = −Ts

ˆ
dtẏ(0, t)y′(0, t)

δα(t)

α̇(t)
= −Ts

ˆ
dtT T

ts(0, t)
δα(t)

α̇(t)
. (5.49)

To get the second equality, we used the expression for the stress tensor in (5.13) evaluated at s = 0.

Second, using the leading behavior of the longitudinal modes near the boundary, given in (5.41)-

(5.42), and of their variation, given in (5.48), we can rewrite the variation in the longitudinal action

in (5.46) as

δSL = −Ts lim
s0→0

ˆ
dt

[(−α̈(t)s+ g(t)s2 +O(s3)
) (

δα(t) +O(s2)
)

s2α̇(t)2 +O(s4)

+
(α̇(t) +O(s2))(sδα̇(t) +O(s3))

s2α̇(t)2 +O(s4)

]
s=s0

= −Ts lim
s0→0

ˆ
dt

[
1

s0

(
− α̈(t)

α̇(t)2
δα(t) +

1

α̇(t)
δα̇(t)

)
+

g(t)

α̇(t)2
δα(t)

]
. (5.50)

The first term in the second line integrates to zero because it is a total derivative. Meanwhile, the

remaining term can be written in terms of the longitudinal stress tensor. To see this, we substitute

(5.41) and (5.42) into (5.12) and find that both components of the on-shell longitudinal stress tensor

are finite at the boundary and are given by:

TL
tt (0, t) = −h(t)

α̇(t)
, TL

ts(0, t) =
g(t)

α̇(t)
. (5.51)

Thus,

δSL = −Ts

ˆ
dtTL

ts(0, t)
δα(t)

α̇(t)
. (5.52)

Combining (5.49) and (5.52), it follows that the change in the total action under a variation in
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the boundary reparametrization is:

δS = δST + δSL = −Ts

ˆ
dt
[
T T
ts(0, t) + TL

ts(0, t)
] δα(t)
α̇(t)

. (5.53)

Therefore, extremizing over the reparametrizations fixes the ts component of the total stress tensor

to be zero on the boundary of the worldsheet:

T T
ts(0, t) + TL

ts(0, t) = 0. (5.54)

This is actually equivalent to imposing the full Virasoro constraint on the entire worldsheet, because

the on-shell longitudinal and transverse stress tensors are holomorphic (see (5.21)). A result from

complex analysis states that if either the real or imaginary components of two holomorphic functions

on the upper half of the complex plane that vanish everywhere at infinity are equal, then the two

functions are equal everywhere in the upper half plane. We can also make this concrete by writing

the full stress tensor Tαβ(s, t) on the worldsheet explicitly in terms of Tst(0, t) on the boundary:

Tst(s, t) =
1

π

ˆ
dt′

s

s2 + (t− t′)2
Tst(0, t

′), Ttt(s, t) =
1

π

ˆ
dt′

t− t′

s2 + (t− t′)2
Tst(0, t

′). (5.55)

Thus, Tst(0, t) = 0 implies Tst(s, t) = Ttt(s, t) = 0.

5.3.4 Longitudinal modes without transverse modes

When the transverse mode is turned off, we can completely solve the longitudinal dynamics. This

will be the starting point of the perturbative analysis that we turn to next. The transverse mode

being turned off means the curve on the boundary is fixed at a point in S1: e.g., ỹ(α) = 0. The

solution to the transverse equations of motion is then simply y(s, t) = 0 and the transverse stress-

tensor and action are zero: T T = ST = 0. To study the longitudinal modes, it is convenient in this

case to impose the Virasoro constraint before the equations of motion. It follows that TL = 0 and

therefore, from (5.19), that ∂X = 0 or ∂̄X = 0. In other words, X = x+ iz is either a holomorphic

or an antiholomorphic function of t+ is. It is clear from (5.20) that in both cases the longitudinal

equations of motion are automatically satisfied.

Because z(s, t) ≥ 0 with z(0, t) = 0, it follows that t+ is 7→ x+ iz is a holomorphic map of the

upper half of the complex plane into itself. Furthermore, we require that this map be a bijection,

so that s and t are good coordinates on the string worldsheet. This allows us to invoke the result

from complex analysis that the (anti)holomorphic bijections on the upper half of the complex plane

are the SL(2,R) transformations. Thus, the general form of x(s, t) and z(s, t) consistent with the

Virasoro constraint (and also automatically consistent with the equations of motion) is:

x(s, t) + iz(s, t) = ±a(t± is) + b

c(t± is) + d
(5.56)
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where a, d, b, c ∈ R and ad − bc = 1. The choice of sign (with the + sign for the holomorphic

solutions and the − sign for the antiholomorphic solutions) corresponds to a choice of orientation.

Restricting (5.56) to the real axis determines the boundary reparametrization α(t):

α(t) = ±at+ b

ct+ d
. (5.57)

We will focus on the holomorphic solution, in which case α̇ > 0.

The longitudinal action in (5.3) evaluated on the solution in (5.56) is SL = 0, and the total action

in (5.2) reduces to the (regularized) area of the AdS2 worldsheet. This simple case also concretely

illustrates how imposing the Virasoro constraint picks out an SL(2,R) subset of reparametrizations

from the space of all possible reparametrizations. This is the smallest subset consistent with

the gauge SL(2,R) symmetry of the string. We might summarize this effect by saying that the

imposing the Virasoro constraint in the conformal gauge breaks the reparametrization symmetry

of the string from Diff(S1) to SL(2,R). The reparametrization mode should behave analogously

when the transverse modes are turned on.15

5.3.5 Perturbative analysis of the longitudinal modes

Finally, we turn to the classical AdS string in the conformal gauge in the case where the transverse

modes are turned on. We will work perturbatively, treating the transverse fluctuations as being

small. This is the regime where we can most easily make progress and that is relevant for the

computation of the boundary correlators.

When the transverse modes are turned off, we saw that the boundary mode, α(t), takes the

form in (5.57) and the longitudinal modes, x(s, t) and z(s, t), take the form in (5.56). We will

expand perturbatively around the “simplest” solution, α(t) = t, x(s, t) = t and z(s, t) = s, which

is a convenient choice of SL(2,R) gauge. We write

α(t) = t+ ϵ(t), x(s, t) = t+ ξ(s, t), z(s, t) = s+ ζ(s, t), (5.58)

and treat ϵ, ξ and ζ as small perturbations. The boundary conditions for ξ and ζ are:

ξ(0, t) = ϵ(t), ζ(0, t) = 0. (5.59)

We will assume that the perturbation of the boundary curve is localized: i.e., ϵ(t) → 0 as t → ±∞,

which implies that ξ and ζ are localized on the worldsheet: ξ(s, t), ζ(s, t) → 0 as t → ±∞ or s → ∞.

Recall that to compute the boundary four-point function in (2.20) in the classical regime, it is

sufficient to compute the classical action to quartic order in ỹ. It is clear from (5.23) and (5.13)

that T T is quadratic in ỹ. Meanwhile, if we substitute (5.58) into (5.12) and expand in ξ and ζ,

15The boundary reparametrizations of the AdS2 string for the case without transverse modes was studied recently
in [70]. That analysis finds more non-trivial behavior for the reparametrizations than what is given in (5.57). We
believe the different conclusion in [70] is a result of allowing t + is 7→ x + iz to be any holomorphic function on the
upper half plane. We believe one should restrict to biholomorphic bijections.
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we see that TL is linear in ξ and ζ. The Virasoro constraint therefore implies that ξ and ζ are

quadratic in ỹ. This means we only need to study the longitudinal action to quadratic order in ξ

and ζ, which is a convenient simplification.

We can use the linear order equations of motion for the longitudinal modes to write the quadratic

order longitudinal action as a boundary term. First, substituting (5.58) into (5.9) and expanding,

we find that the linear order equations of motion for ξ and ζ are:

0 = s(ξ̈ + ξ′′)− 2(ξ′ + ζ̇), 0 = s(ζ̈ + ζ ′′) + 2(ξ̇ − ζ ′). (5.60)

Second, substituting (5.58) into (5.3) and expanding, we find that the longitudinal action to

quadratic order in ξ and ζ is:

SL = Ts

ˆ
d2σ

[
ξ̇

s2
+

ζ ′

s2
− 2ζ

s3
− 2ζζ ′

s3
+

3ζ2

s4
− 2ζξ̇

s3
+

∂αξ∂αξ + ∂αζ∂αζ

2s2
+ . . .

]
(5.61)

= Ts

ˆ
d2σ

[
∂t

(
ξ

s2

)
+ ∂s

(
ζ

s2

)
− ∂s

(
ζ2

s3

)
− ∂t

(
ξζ

s3

)
+ ∂α

(
ξ∂αξ + ζ∂αζ

2s2

)
+ . . .

]
.

We used (5.60) to get to the second line.

All of the terms in the second line in (5.61) are total derivatives. Now, as in (5.46), it is

convenient to introduce a cut-off at s = s0, write the action as an integral over the boundary at

s = s0, and take s0 → 0 at the end. If we apply the small s expansion of ξ and ζ, which are

essentially given by (5.41)-(5.42), we see that all the terms that are singular at s = 0 cancel, and

the finite contribution to the action is:

SL = −Ts

2

ˆ
dtξ(0, t)g(t) = −Ts

4

ˆ
dtξ(0, t)ξ′′′(0, t). (5.62)

In the second equality we used ξ′′′(0, t) = 2g(t), which follows from (5.41). This action has correc-

tions that are of third order in ξ and ζ.

If we can solve the equations of motion in (5.60) for ξ and ζ in terms of ϵ, then (5.62) gives us

the on-shell longitudinal action to quadratic order in ϵ. Because the equations of motion are linear,

the solutions can be written in terms of boundary-to-bulk integrals:

ξ(s, t) =

ˆ
dt′Kx(s, t, t

′)ϵ(t′), ζ(s, t) =

ˆ
dt′Kz(s, t, t

′)ϵ(t′). (5.63)

It turns out that the two boundary-to-bulk propagators Kx and Kz are given explicitly by

Kx(s, t, t
′) =

4

π

s3(s2 − (t− t′)2)

(s2 + (t− t′)2)3
, Kz(s, t, t

′) = − 8

π

s4(t− t′)

(s2 + (t− t′)2)3
. (5.64)

It is easy to check that Kx(s, t, t
′) and Kz(s, t, t

′) solve (5.60), become sharply peaked at t = t′ as

s → 0 and satisfy
´
dt′Kx(s, t, t

′) = 1 and
´
dt′Kz(s, t, t

′) = 0 for any s. These properties together

with (5.63) mean that ξ(s, t) → ϵ(t) and ζ(s, t) → 0 as s → 0, as desired.
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Combining (5.62) with (5.63)-(5.64) yields the following expression for the on-shell longitudinal

action to quadratic order in ϵ:

SL[t+ ϵ(t)] = −Ts

4
lim
s→0

ˆ
dtdt′∂3

sKx(s, t, t
′)ϵ(t)ϵ(t′). (5.65)

If we substitute the explicit expression for ∂3
sKx and treat s as a short distance regulator, the

resulting quadratic action appears similar to the one in eq. (15) in [79]. We prefer to put the action

in a manifestly finite form that does not involve s. If we naively take the limit inside the integral

in (5.65), the resulting integral is divergent. Instead, we follow a sequence of steps analogous to

the ones we took to get from (5.26) to (5.25) when studying the transverse action. We start by

introducing the function

Jx(s, t, t
′) =

4

π

[
3(t− t′)2

(s2 + (t− t′)2)2
− 14(t− t′)4

(s2 + (t− t′)2)3
+

12(t− t′)6

(s2 + (t− t′)2)4

]
, (5.66)

which has three useful properties: (i) ∂3
sKx(s, t, t

′) = ∂t∂t′Jx(s, t, t
′), (ii)

´
dt′Jx(s, t, t

′) = 0, and

(iii) lims→0

´
dtdt′Jx(s, t, t

′)(f(t)−f(t′))2 is finite as t′ → t and evaluates to 4
π

´
dtdt′ (f(t)−f(t′))2

(t−t′)2 for

any function f(t) that is smooth and decays sufficiently quickly at t → ±∞. Thus, writing ∂3
sKx as

∂t∂t′Jx in (5.65), we can integrate by parts to transfer the derivatives to ϵ(t) and ϵ(t′), then replace

ϵ̇(t)ϵ̇(t′) → −1
2(ϵ̇(t)− ϵ̇(t′))2 without changing the value of the integral, and finally safely take the

s → 0 limit. The final expression for the on-shell longitudinal action to quadratic order in ϵ is:

SL[t+ ϵ(t)] =
Ts

2π

ˆ
dtdt′

(ϵ̇(t)− ϵ̇(t′))2

(t− t′)2
. (5.67)

This, together with (5.77), is the main result of this section.

We can also get from (5.65) to (5.67) more formally by noting that ∂3
sKx(0, t, t

′) = −24
π

1
(t−t′)4

and taking the limit in (5.65) inside the integral to get the expression

SL[t+ ϵ(t)] =
6Ts

π

ˆ
dtdt′

ϵ(t)ϵ(t′)

(t− t′)4
. (5.68)

This yields a second representation of the quadratic action that is sometimes be useful but also only

formal because it is divergent. We can think of it as being defined by letting (t− t′)4 → (t− t′)4η in

the denominator and then analytically continuing from η < 1/4 to η → 1. Then, writing 1
(t−t′)4 =

∂t∂t′
1
6

1
(t−t′)2 , transferring the derivatives to ϵ(t) and ϵ(t′) and invoking the identity

´
dt 1

(t−t′)2 = 0

in analytic regularization to replace ϵ̇(t)ϵ̇(t′) → −1
2(ϵ̇(t)− ϵ̇(t′))2, we again arrive at (5.67).

We can also express the quadratic longitudinal action in Fourier space. Writing ϵ(t) as its
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Fourier integral, ϵ(t) =
´

dω
2π e

−iωtϵ(ω) with ϵ(ω)∗ = ϵ(−ω), we find that the longitudinal action is16

SL[t+ ϵ(t)] =
Ts

2π

ˆ
dωϵ(ω)ϵ(−ω)|ω|3. (5.69)

This form of the longitudinal action appeared in [78].

5.3.6 Hyperbolic disk coordinates

We can also perform the conformal gauge analysis of the string in AdS2 × S1 in hyperbolic disk

coordinates instead of hyperbolic half-plane coordinates. One reason to do so is that many questions

are better posed on the hyperbolic disk because the boundary coordinate is compact. We summarize

the set-up and the results needed for section 6 here, and supply the details in appendix A.

We start with the following metric on AdS2 × S1:

ds2 =
dθ2 + dr2

sinh2 r
+ dy2, (5.70)

where θ ∈ [0, 2π] is the boundary angular coordinate on AdS2, r ∈ [0,∞) is the bulk coordinate

(with r = 0 labelling the boundary of AdS2), and y is an angular coordinate on S1. Now the

boundary is S1 × S1 and the curve that the string is incident on can be represented as γ : α 7→
(α, ỹ(α)). Furthermore, the string can be represented as Σ : (σ, τ) 7→ (r(σ, τ), θ(σ, τ), y(σ, τ)) where

σ ∈ [0,∞) and τ ∈ [0, 2π] are worldsheet coordinates (with σ = 0 labelling the boundary of the

worldsheet).

In analogy with (5.2)-(5.5), the string action in conformal gauge can be split into three terms,

S[θ, r, y] = SL[θ, r] + ST [y] + TsAws, (5.71)

where the first term is the longitudinal action,

SL[θ, r] =
Ts

2

ˆ
d2σ

[
∂αθ∂αθ + ∂αr∂αr

sinh2 r
− 2

sinh2 σ

]
, (5.72)

the second term is the transverse action again given by (5.4), and the third term is the regularized

area of the worldsheet. This is Aws =
´
d2σ

√
h = −2π, as is reviewed in appendix B.

The boundary condition of the string in the disk coordinates is:

r(0, τ) = 0, θ(0, τ) = α(τ), y(0, τ) = ỹ(α(τ)), (5.73)

where α(τ) is a reparametrization of the boundary. Since τ is an angular coordinate, r and y

are periodic in τ (i.e., r(τ + 2π) = r(τ), etc.) and θ is periodic in τ up to a shift by 2π (i.e.,

θ(σ, τ + 2π) = 2π + θ(σ, τ) and α(τ + 2π) = 2π + α(τ)).

16It is convenient when computing the Fourier representation of the action to replace (t − t′)2 → (t − t′)2 + s2 in
(5.67) and take s → 0 at the end.
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As in the analysis in the hyperbolic plane coordinates, the classical string action as a function

of ỹ can be expressed as the sum of the on-shell longitudinal and transverse actions, SL[α] and

ST [ỹ ◦α], subject to the Virasoro constraint or extremization over the boundary reparametrization:

Scl[ỹ] = −2πTs + SL[α] + ST [ỹ ◦ α]
∣∣∣∣
Virasoro

(5.74)

= −2πTs + extremize
α

{
SL[α] + ST [ỹ ◦ α]

}
. (5.75)

The on-shell transverse action as a functional of ỹ(α(τ)) is:

ST [ỹ ◦ α] =
Ts

4π

ˆ
dτdτ ′

[[
ỹ(α(τ))− ỹ(α(τ ′))

]2[
2 sin

(
τ−τ ′

2

)]2 ]
. (5.76)

This follows from (5.25) if we change the integration variable over the boundary using t = tan τ
2 ,

which replaces the euclidean distance t− t′ by the chordal distance 2 sin( τ−τ ′

2 ).

Meanwhile, the general solution of the on-shell longitudinal action as a functional of α(τ) is not

known. But if α(τ) = τ + ϵ(τ) where ϵ is small, then the on-shell longitudinal action to quadratic

order is:

SL[τ + ϵ(τ)] =
Ts

2π

ˆ
dτdτ ′

(ϵ̇(τ)− ϵ̇(τ ′))2 − (ϵ(τ)− ϵ(τ ′))2

[2 sin
(
τ−τ ′

2

)
]2

. (5.77)

The steps needed to derive (5.74)-(5.77) are essentially the same as in the analysis in hyperbolic

plane coordinates; see appendix A.

The longitudinal action on the circle given in (5.77) is sometimes nicer to work with than the

longitudinal action on the line given in (5.67) because the periodicity of the boundary allows us to

write the bounday reparametrization as a Fourier series instead of a Fourier integral. In particular,

the perturbation ϵ(τ) about the saddle point α(τ) = τ is periodic in τ and can be expressed as:

ϵ(τ) =
∑
n∈Z

ϵne
inτ , (5.78)

where ϵ∗n = ϵ−n. We can then evaluate the action in terms of the modes Fourier ϵn, using the

following orthogonality relation:

ˆ 2π

0

dτ

2π

dτ ′

2π

(einτ − einτ
′
)(eimτ − eimτ ′)[

2 sin
(
τ−τ ′

2

) ]2 = |n|δn,−m. (5.79)

The different modes decouple when we substitute (5.78) into (5.77), and the action becomes:

SL[τ + ϵ(τ)] = 4πTs

∞∑
n=2

|n|(n2 − 1)ϵnϵ−n. (5.80)

The |n|(n2−1) dispersion relation on the circle is the discrete version of the |ω|3 dispersion relation
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in (5.69) on the line. Note that ϵ0, ϵ1 and ϵ−1 are zero modes of the action; they correspond to the

three generators of the SL(2,R) gauge symmetry of the string.

Finally, to close this section, we return to the introductory remarks we made at its beginning.

Adopting the language of [79], one can view (5.77) together with (5.76) (or, equivalently, (5.67)

together with (5.25)) as defining a perturbative “Douglas integral” for the classical string in AdS2×
S1. Namely, the analysis in this section has shown that the regularized area of a minimal surface

in AdS2 × S1 incident on the boundary curve γ : α → (α, ỹ(α)), to fourth order in ỹ, is given by:

A = −2π + extremize
ϵ(τ)

[
1

4π

ˆ 2π

0
dτ

ˆ 2π

0
dτ ′
(
2(ϵ̇(τ)− ϵ̇(τ ′))2 − 2(ϵ(τ)− ϵ(τ ′))2

[2 sin
(
τ−τ ′

2

)
]2

(5.81)

+
[ỹ(τ + ϵ(τ))− ỹ(τ ′ + ϵ(τ ′))]2

[2 sin
(
τ−τ ′

2

)
]2

)]
.

This is less elegant than the Douglas integral for the minimal surface in R3 because it is only

perturbative. For a more direct comparison, we should choose the boundary curve in R3 to be a

nearly circular curve (e.g., in (5.1) let x⃗(α) = (cosα, sinα, ỹ(α)), set α(τ) = τ + ϵ(τ) and expand

in ϵ), which is the flat space analog of a nearly circular curve on the boundary of AdS2 × S1.

The equivalence the classical string action in conformal gauge given in (5.81) and in static gauge

given in (2.35) is demonstrated explicitly (to fourth order in ỹ) in appendix C.

6 The string reparametrization integral: correlators and OTOC

The upshot of the previous section is that the partition function of the open string in AdS2 × S1

in the classical approximation can be written as:

Z[ỹ] ≈ e−Scl[ỹ] = extremize
α

{
e−TsAws−SL[α]−ST [ỹ◦α]

}
. (6.1)

Going forward, we drop the constant TsAws term. We now explore some of the implications of

promoting the extremization in (6.1) to a path integral over the boundary reparametrizations:

Z[ỹ] =

ˆ

MR

Dα e−SL[α]−ST [ỹ◦α]. (6.2)

Such a reparametrization path integral appeared in [78,79] in the context of the string in AdS and

in, e.g., [71–75] in the context of the string in flat space. As discussed in those references, the

integral over reparametrizations is what remains of the path integral over the worldsheet metric

hαβ in eq. (2.18) in the string sigma model after the conformal gauge is fixed.

In the limit of large string tension, eq. (6.2) is dominated by its saddle point and reduces to

(6.1). When the string tension is finite, (6.2) includes some but not all of the quantum corrections

to the classical result in (6.1). This is because it does not include the path integral over the matter

fields (which include the longitudinal modes x and z, the transverse mode y, as well as the other
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bosonic and fermionic fields that we have suppressed in (2.18) by focusing on the motion of the

string in an AdS2 × S1 subspace of AdS5 × S5) or the path integral over the bc ghosts that arise

when fixing the conformal gauge. Nonetheless, one might hope that the reparametrization path

integral in eq. (6.2) captures at least an interesting subset of the quantum corrections to at least

some interesting observables on the string. This is the attitude that we take in this section.

Furthermore, we will be somewhat heuristic about the meaning of the reparametrization path

integral in (6.2). In particular, to compute the four-point function to leading order in 1/Ts and

the OTOC in the double scaling limit, it will be sufficient to expand around the saddle point and

approximate the path integral as a Gaussian whose action is the longitudinal action at quadratic

order in the perturbation ϵ that is given in (5.77). The only ingredient needed for these computa-

tions is the propagator for ϵ, which can be determined using only some general properties of the

integral in (6.2). The following analysis will therefore involve some educated guesswork that is

guided by the properties of the string action in conformal gauge that were discussed in section 5,

as well as by the example of the Schwarzian path integral in, e.g., [38, 55,56].

In section 5, we found explicit expressions for the transverse action ST [ỹ ◦ α] in (5.76) and

the longitudinal action SL[α] (perturbatively) in (5.77). The two components of (6.2) that we

have not made precise— and will not need to make too precise— are the domain of integration

MR and the measure Dα. Let’s first consider the domain of integration. We will work with the

string in hyperbolic disk coordinates, so that α(τ) in the string boundary condition in (5.73) is a

reparametrization of a circle. A first guess, therefore, is that the domain of integration in (6.2)

should include all reparametrizations of the circle, Diff(S1). However, we recall from section 5.3.1

that the string in AdS2×S1 has two SL(2,R) symmetries, one physical and one gauge. The action

of these symmetries on the boundary reparametrization α(τ) are given in (A.10) and (A.14) for

the case of the circle (and in (5.30) and (5.35) for the case of the line). Another common way to

represent an SL(2,R) transformation on a circle with angular coordinate ϕ is

f : ϕ 7→ f(ϕ), tan
f(ϕ)

2
=

a tan ϕ
2 + b

c tan ϕ
2 + d

, (6.3)

where a, b, c, d ∈ R and ad − bc = 1. Then, the physical transformation SL(2,R) transformation

sends α(τ) → f(α(τ)) (i.e., it acts on the “left” or, equivalently, on the target space boundary

coordinate) while the gauge transformation sends α(τ) → α(f(τ)) (i.e., it acts on the “right” or,

equivalently, on the worldsheet boundary coordinate). Therefore, an updated guess is that the

domain of integration in (6.2) should include all diffeomorphisms of the circle modulo the gauge

SL(2,R) transformations, which we can write as:

MR = Diff(S1)/SL(2,R)R. (6.4)

The subscript R indicates that we identify two reparametrizations if they are related by an SL(2,R)
transformation acting on the right: i.e., α ∼ α ◦ f .
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Eq. (6.4) is also the domain of integration that appears in the Schwarzian theory [38, 55,

56], which also has a gauge SL(2,R) symmetry. Consequently, we will have to gauge fix the

SL(2,R) modes in the same way when computing correlators. Furthermore, as discussed in [55],

Diff(S1)/SL(2,R) is a symplectic manifold with a natural measure, which therefore provides a pre-

cise definition of Dα in (6.2). However, for the purpose of computing correlators perturbatively, it

will be sufficient — and equivalent to working with the Schwarzian measure— to use a naive form

for the measure.

6.1 Correlators in the reparametrization path integral

From (6.2), we can derive the representation of the string boundary correlators in the reparametriza-

tion path integral. Recall from section 2 that the correlators on the string are defined by taking

orthogonal variational derivatives of the string partition function with respect to the boundary

curve. In particular, we need to take derivatives of (6.2) with respect to ỹ, and label the positions

of the operators by their angular coordinates, θ, on the AdS2 boundary. For instance, the two and

four-point functions are:

⟨y1y2⟩AdS2 =
1

Z

δ2Z[ỹ]

δỹ(θ1)δỹ(θ2)
, ⟨y1y2y3y4⟩AdS2 =

1

Z

δ4Z[ỹ]

δỹ(θ1)δỹ(θ2)δỹ(θ3)δỹ(θ4)
. (6.5)

In (6.2), ỹ appears only in the transverse action. To take variational derivatives, it is useful to

rewrite the transverse action in (5.76) by changing the integration variable from τ to θ = α(τ).

This gives:

ST [ỹ ◦ α] =
Ts

4π

ˆ
dθdθ′

τ̇(θ)τ̇(θ′)[
2 sin(12 [τ(θ)− τ(θ′)])

]2 (ỹ(θ)− ỹ(θ′))2. (6.6)

In the above expression, τ(·) denotes the inverse of α(·). Taking two variational derivatives of (6.6)

yields

Bτ (θ1, θ2) ≡ − π

Ts

δ2ST [ỹ ◦ α]
δỹ(θ1)δỹ(θ2)

=
τ̇(θ1)τ̇(θ2)[

2 sin(12 [τ(θ1)− τ(θ2)])
]2 . (6.7)

We have introduced the notation Bτ (θ1, θ2) for this bilocal object, which looks like a conformal

two-point function of unit scaling dimension “dressed” by the reparametrization τ . This object is

familiar from the study of correlators in the Schwarzian theory in JT gravity. We will typically

drop the explicit dependence of Bτ on τ .

The fact that the inverse τ(·) appears in (6.7) instead of α(·) suggests that it is the more natural

way of representing the reparametrization in the path integral. This is related to the fact that α(·)
maps the worldsheet boundary coordinate τ to the AdS2 boundary coordinate θ while τ(·) maps θ

to τ , and the locations of the insertions in the boundary correlators should be labelled by θ instead
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of τ .17 We therefore rewrite (6.2) as

Z[ỹ] =

ˆ

ML

Dτ e−SR[τ ]−ST [ỹ◦τ−1]. (6.8)

Here, we have introduced the effective action for the reparametrizations,

SR[τ ] = SL[α], (6.9)

where α(·) is the inverse of τ(·). It is a happy accident that the subcripts R and L in (6.9) stand

equally well for “reparametrization” and “longitudinal” or “right” and “left.” This encapsulates

the two observations that the effective action governing the reparametrization path integral in

(6.8) ultimately derives from the action for the longitudinal modes in (5.72) in the conformal gauge

analysis, and that SR and SL in (6.9) are mirror images of the same object. Indeed, because τ(·)
and α(·) are inverses and because the physical and gauge SL(2,R) transformations act on the left

and right, respectively, of α, it follows that the physical and gauge transformations act on the right

and left, respectively, of τ . Namely, the physical transformation sends τ(θ) → τ(f(θ))) and the

gauge transformations sends τ(θ) → f(τ(θ)). Thus, instead of (6.4), the domain of integration in

(6.8) should be

ML = Diff(S1)/SL(2,R)L, (6.10)

which is the space of all diffeomorphisms of the circle modulo gauge SL(2,R) transformations acting

on the left (i.e., we identify τ ∼ f ◦ τ if f is an SL(2,R) transformation on the circle).

Finally, when we take variational derivatives of (6.8) with respect to ỹ, we again simply pull

down insertions of the bilocal object defined in (6.7). Thus, in our final formulation of correlators

in the reparametrization path integral, the two-point and four-point string correlators are

⟨y(θ1)y(θ2)⟩AdS2 =
Ts

π
⟨Bτ (θ1, θ2)⟩ (6.11)

⟨y(θ1)y(θ2)y(θ3)y(θ4)⟩AdS2 =
T 2
s

π2

[
⟨Bτ (θ1, θ2)Bτ (θ3, θ4)⟩+ ⟨Bτ (θ1, θ3)Bτ (θ2, θ4)⟩ (6.12)

+ ⟨Bτ (θ1, θ4)Bτ (θ2, θ3)⟩
]
.

On the right hand side, the angle brackets indicate expectation values in the reparametrization

path integral:

⟨. . .⟩ ≡ 1

ZR

ˆ

ML

Dτe−SR[τ ](. . .), (6.13)

where the integral is normalized by the partition function ZR so that ⟨1⟩ = 1.

17Similar comments were made in the analysis of the scattering matrix on the long bosonic string in conformal
gauge in section 6 of [92].
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For greater generality, we can instead study the following two-point and four-point functions

between “operators” V and W with conformal dimension ∆V and ∆W :

⟨V1V2⟩ ≡ ⟨V (θ1)V (θ2)⟩AdS2 = ⟨Bτ (θ1, θ2)
∆V ⟩ (6.14)

⟨V1V2W3W4⟩ ≡ ⟨V (θ1)V (θ2)W (θ3)W (θ4)⟩AdS2 = ⟨Bτ (θ1, θ2)
∆V Bτ (θ3, θ4)

∆W ⟩. (6.15)

Before we study (6.14) and (6.15) perturbatively, we make some additional comments about

the manifestation of the physical and gauge SL(2,R) symmetries in the reparametrization path

integral. First, the gauge symmetry sends τ 7→ f ◦ τ where f is given in (6.3). This leaves

both the reparametrization action in (6.8) and the bilocal operator in (6.7) invariant under left

transformations (i.e., SR[f ◦ τ ] = SR[τ ] and Bf◦τ (θi, θj) = Bτ (θi, θj)). This means that the in-

tegrands in (6.11)-(6.15) are indeed independent of the choice of representative for each gauge

orbit in ML. It also means that we will need to gauge fix the three SL(2,R) modes when com-

puting the ϵ propagator. Second, the physical SL(2,R) transformation sends τ → τ ◦ f , which

leaves the action invariant (i.e., SR[τ ◦ f ] = SR[τ ]) but transforms the the bilocal operator as

Bτ◦f (θ1, θ2) = ḟ(θ1)ḟ(θ2)Bτ (f(θ1), f(θ2)). These properties, and also assuming the right invari-

ance of the measure, imply Ward identities for the correlators. For example, for the two-point

function in (6.14), for any f that is an SL(2,R) transformation on the circle, we have

⟨V (θ1)V (θ2)⟩ = ḟ(θ1)
∆V ḟ(θ2)

∆V ⟨V (f(θ1))V (f(θ2))⟩. (6.16)

This generalizes to n-point functions of the bilocal operators. These Ward identities in particular

fix the two-point and three-point functions up to normalization and the four-point functions up to

a function of the SL(2,R) invariant cross-ratio, χ.

6.2 The propagator and perturbation theory

We will now compute the four-point function to first order in 1/Ts, and then the OTOC in the

double scaling limit, from the reparametrization path integral. For these observables, it is sufficient

to expand around the saddle point of the reparametrization action by writing τ(θ) = θ + ϵ(θ) and

working to quadratic order in ϵ.

We can compute the correlators perturbatively to the desired order using the propagator for

ϵ(θ), which is simplest to derive in Fourier space. Thus, we write ϵ(θ) =
∑

n ϵne
inθ, and the

quadratic reparametrization action as:

SR[θ + ϵ(θ)] = 4πTs

∞∑
n=2

|n|(n2 − 1)ϵnϵ−n +O(ϵ3) (6.17)

We used the fact that the inverse of τ(θ) = θ + ϵ(θ) is α(τ) = τ − ϵ(τ) to leading order in ϵ. This

means that at quadratic order the reparametrization action SR is the same as the longitudinal

action SL, which is given in (5.77) in θ space and in (5.80) in Fourier space.
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Because the action is multiplied by the string tension, expanding in powers of 1/Ts means

expanding in powers of ϵ. And at the order that we are working, we will assume that the integration

measure Dτ = Dϵ is given in Fourier space by:

Dϵ = Ndϵ0dϵ1dϵ−1

∞∏
n=2

dϵndϵ−n (6.18)

Here, N is a normalization constant that does not affect the correlators. Eq. (6.18) is also the form

of the measure in the Schwarzian theory, which to leading order about the saddle point τ = θ is Dϵ ∝
dϵ0dϵ1dϵ−1

∏∞
n=2 n(n

2 − 1)dϵndϵ−n [55]. Factoring out the infinite constant N =
∏∞

n=2 n(n
2 − 1)

leads to (6.18).

There are three zero modes of the quadratic action in (6.17): ϵ0, ϵ1, and ϵ−1, which correspond

to ϵ(θ) = 1, ϵ(θ) = eiθ, and ϵ(θ) = e−iθ. These are the three infinitesimal SL(2,R) gauge transfor-

mations that we need to mod out in the reparametrization integral. The simplest way to gauge fix

these modes is to set ϵ0 = ϵ±1 = 0. Namely, we write ϵ(θ) =
∑

n̸=0,±1 ϵne
inθ and do not include ϵ0,

ϵ±1 in the measure in (6.18).

The two-point function of the Fourier modes follows from (6.17):

⟨ϵnϵm⟩ = 1

4πTs|n|(n2 − 1)
δn,−m, n,m ̸= 0,±1. (6.19)

The ϵ propagator is therefore

⟨ϵ(θ)ϵ(0)⟩ = 1

4πTs

∑
n ̸=0,±1

einθ

|n|(n2 − 1)
=

1

4πTs

[
−1 +

3

2
cos θ + 2 sin2

θ

2
log

(
4 sin2

θ

2

)]
. (6.20)

If we choose instead a more general gauge fixing condition that preserves translation invariance,18

the propagator becomes

⟨ϵ(θ)ϵ(0)⟩ = 1

Ts

[
a+ b cos θ +

1

2π
sin2

θ

2
log

(
4 sin2

θ

2

)]
. (6.21)

The coefficients of the first two terms are gauge dependent.

To compute the four-point function in (6.15) using the ϵ propagator, we write the bilocal

operator in (6.7) in terms of ϵ and expand to linear order. It is convenient to introduce the bilocal

operator B which is normalized by the conformal two-point function:

B(θi, θj) =
1

[2 sin
θij
2 ]2

B(θi, θj). (6.22)

18One way to get (6.21) is to add the gauge fixing term Sgf = Ts

[
1
2a
ϵ20 +

1
b
ϵ1ϵ−1

]
to the quadratic action in (6.17)

and absorb the first two terms in (6.20) into a and b.
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Then, we have:

B(θi, θj) =
sin2

θij
2

sin2
(
1
2 [θij + ϵij ]

)(1 + ϵ̇i)(1 + ϵ̇j) = 1 + ϵ̇i + ϵ̇j − ϵij cot
θ12
2

+O(ϵ2). (6.23)

where we use the shorthand ϵij ≡ ϵ(θi)− ϵ(θj) and ϵ̇i ≡ ϵ̇(θi).

The leading contribution to the four-point function normalized by the two-point functions is:

⟨V1V2W3W4⟩
⟨V1V2⟩⟨W3W4⟩

=
⟨B(θ1, θ2)∆V B(θ3, θ4)∆W ⟩
⟨B(θ1, θ2)∆V ⟩⟨B(θ3, θ4)∆W ⟩

= 1 +∆V ∆W ⟨B(θ1, θ2)B(θ3, θ4)⟩conn +O(1/T 2
s ) (6.24)

where the connected component of the correlator of two bilocal operators is:

⟨B(θ1, θ2)B(θ3, θ4)⟩conn = ⟨(ϵ̇1 + ϵ̇2)(ϵ̇3 + ϵ̇4)⟩ − cot
θ12
2

⟨(ϵ̇3 + ϵ̇4)ϵ12⟩

− cot
θ34
2

⟨(ϵ̇1 + ϵ̇2)ϵ34⟩+ cot
θ12
2

cot
θ34
2

⟨ϵ12ϵ34⟩+O(ϵ3). (6.25)

We use the propagator in (6.21) to evaluate the various terms above. The final result simplifies to:

⟨V1V2W3W4⟩
⟨V1V2⟩⟨W3W4⟩

= 1− ∆V ∆W

4πTs

[
4 +

2− χ

χ
log((1− χ)2)

]
+O(1/T 2

s ). (6.26)

This computation is represented graphically in Figure 7.

A few comments about (6.26): Firstly, it is independent of the coefficients a and b of the zero

mode contributions to the propagator in (6.21), which reflects the gauge SL(2,R) symmetry of the

string boundary correlators. Secondly, the normalized four-point function depends on the positions

of the operator insertions only through the conformal cross-ratio, χ, which reflects the physical

SL(2,R) symmetry of the boundary correlators. Thirdly, the four-point function of four identical

operators in (6.12) follows from (6.26) if we set ∆V = ∆W = 1 and sum over the three distinct

pairings of the four operators. Namely,

⟨y1y2y3y4⟩
⟨y1y2⟩⟨y3y4⟩

= 1 + χ2 +
χ2

(1− χ)2
− 1

4πTs

[
4 +

2− χ

χ
log((1− χ)2) +

χ2

(1− χ)2

(
4 +

1 + χ

1− χ
log(χ2)

)
+ χ2

(
4 + (2χ− 1) log

(
(1− χ)2

χ2

))]
+O(1/T 2

s ), (6.27)

which precisely matches (2.41). It is worth noting that doing the ϵ contractions in (6.25) seems

technically easier than computing D-functions in static gauge (e.g., in going from (2.36) (2.37)).

Finally, analytically continuing (6.26) to the OTOC configuration using (2.28) and (2.44) yields:

⟨V1V2W3W4⟩
⟨V1V2⟩⟨W3W4⟩

= 1− ∆V ∆W

4Ts
et + . . . (6.28)

Thus, the maximal chaos of the AdS2 string can be derived from the reparametrization mode in
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a. four-point function b. double scaled OTOC

Figure 7: Representation of the a. four-point function at leading order and b. OTOC in the double
scaling limit, as computed in the reparametrization path integral. The curved black lines represent
the dressed two-point functions defined in (6.23). The wavy blue lines represent contractions
between the ϵ’s appearing in the expansion of the dressed two-point functions using the propagator
in (6.21). In the double scaled OTOC, the ϵ propagators connect the two dressed two-point functions
directly, in analogy with the eikonal approximation in high energy gravitational scattering. There
are no interactions between the ϵ’s because we keep only the quadratic part of the reparametrization
action in section 6.3. These diagrams are only meant to be schematic and do not correspond
precisely to any Feynman rules.

conformal gauge.

On the line. We can also study the perturbative correlators on the line instead of the circle. The

analysis is slightly more tricky because the diffeomorphisms on the line are not as well-behaved

as on the circle. A concrete manifestation of this is that the three infinitesimal SL(2,R) gauge

transformations, 1, t, and t2, are not normalizable.19 Nonetheless, by using a slightly more heuristic

approach, we can still deduce the ϵ propagator and compute the four-point function.

We write the perturbation about the saddle point, t(x) = x + ϵ(x), as a Fourier integral:

ϵ(x) =
´

dω
2π e

−iωxϵ(ω). The action in Fourier space was evaluated in (5.69). It follows that the

two-point function of the Fourier modes is:

⟨ϵ(ω)ϵ(ν)⟩ = π

Ts
δ(ω + ν)

1

|ω|3
. (6.29)

Naively, the ϵ propagator is therefore

⟨ϵ(x)ϵ(0)⟩ = 1

4πTs

ˆ
dω

e−iωx

|ω|3
, (6.30)

but this integral is divergent at ω = 0. We can regularize it by integrating over the interval

19Note also that the action in (5.67) is indeed zero for ϵ(t) = 1 and ϵ(t) = t, but infinite for ϵ(t) = t2.
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R \ (−δ, δ) and taking δ → 0. The result is:

ˆ

R\(−δ,δ)

dω
e−iωx

|ω|3
=

1

δ2
+

[
−3

2
+ γE +

1

2
log δ2

]
x2 +

1

2
x2 log x2 +O(δ2). (6.31)

The terms in the above expression that diverge as δ → 0 are either constant in x or multiply x2.

Since 1 and x2 are two of the infinitesimal gauge SL(2,R) modes, their coefficients in the propagator

are gauge dependent and do not affect any of the observables. We therefore use the gauge freedom

to absorb all the constants, and arrive at the following expression for the propagator:

⟨ϵ(x)ϵ(0)⟩ = 1

Ts

[
a+ bx2 +

1

8π
x2 log(x2)

]
. (6.32)

This agrees with what we get if we replace the chordal distance 2 sin θ
2 in (6.21) by the euclidean

distance x.

In analogy with (6.7) and (6.22), or by taking two variational derivatives of the transverse action

in (5.25), we introduce the bilocal operator on the line:

B(x1, x2) ≡
ṫ(x1)ṫ(x2)

[t(x1)− t(x2)]2
=

1

x212
B(x1, x2), (6.33)

where B is again the bilocal operator normalized by the conformal two point function. For small ϵ,

B(x1, x2) =
(1 + ϵ̇(x1))(1 + ϵ̇(x2))[

1 + ϵ12
x12

]2 = 1 + ϵ̇1 + ϵ̇2 − 2
ϵ12
x12

+O(ϵ2). (6.34)

The four-point function on the line is then

⟨V1V2W3W4⟩
⟨V1V2⟩⟨W3W4⟩

= 1 +∆V ∆W ⟨B(x1, x2)B(x3, x4)⟩conn +O(1/T 2
s ), (6.35)

where

⟨B(x1, x2)B(x3, x4)⟩conn = ⟨(ϵ̇1 + ϵ̇2)(ϵ̇3 + ϵ̇4)⟩ −
2

x12
⟨(ϵ̇3 + ϵ̇4)ϵ12⟩ (6.36)

− 2

x34
⟨(ϵ̇1 + ϵ̇2)ϵ34⟩+

4

x12x34
⟨ϵ12ϵ34⟩+O(ϵ3).

When we evaluate the above correlators using the propagator in (6.32), the result reproduces (6.26).

6.3 Double-scaled OTOC

Finally, we will use the reparametrization path integral to derive the OTOC in the double scaling

limit Ts → ∞ and t → ∞ with κ = et

16Ts
held fixed. To make progress, we assume that only the

quadratic part of the reparametrization action is relevant when computing the OTOC. This is a

simplifying assumption made out of necessity (because we do not know the higher order corrections
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to the reparametrization action), but it has a plausible interpretation in terms of the eikonal

approximation used in high energy gravitational scattering. Moreover, it reproduces the scattering

result for the OTOC that was derived in section 3 and checked to fourth order in section 4.

We take advantage of the conformal symmetry of the boundary correlators to work with the

reparametrization integral on the line rather than on the circle. The numerators and the denom-

inators of the bilocal operator in (6.34) can be written as exponentials using differentiation and

Schwinger parameters:

(1 + ϵ̇i)
∆ =

(
∂

∂αi

)∆

eαi(1+ϵ̇i)

∣∣∣∣
αi=0

,
1

(1 +
ϵij
xij

)2∆
=

1

Γ(2∆)

ˆ ∞

0
dpp2∆−1e

−p(1+
ϵij
xij

)
. (6.37)

Note that the exponents are linear in ϵ, which would not be true if we worked with the reparametriza-

tion path integral on the circle because of the denominator in the bilocal operator in (6.23). Using

(6.37), the four-point function in the reparametrization path integral can be written as:

⟨V1V2W3W4⟩
⟨V1V2⟩⟨W3W4⟩

=
⟨B(x1, x2)∆V B(x3, x4)∆W ⟩
⟨B(x1, x2)∆V ⟩⟨B(x3, x4)∆W ⟩

=

(
∂

∂α1

∂

∂α2

)∆V
(

∂

∂α3

∂

∂α4

)∆W
[( 4∏

i=1

eαi

)
1

Γ(2∆V )

1

Γ(2∆W )

×
ˆ

dpp2∆V −1e−p

ˆ
dqq2∆W−1e−q

〈
exp

(
− p

ϵ12
x12

− q
ϵ34
x34

+
4∑

i=1

αiϵ̇i

)〉]
. (6.38)

To get the second line, we kept only the zeroth order terms in the two-point functions, ⟨B(xi, xj)∆⟩ =
1 + O(1/Ts). When we truncate the action to quadratic order, the ϵ’s obey Wick’s theorem and

therefore the exponent in the expectation value in (6.38) being linear in ϵ implies:

〈
exp

(
− p

ϵ12
x12

− q
ϵ34
x34

+
4∑

i=1

αiϵ̇i

)〉
= eX , (6.39)

where

X =

〈
1

2

(
− p

ϵ12
x12

− q
ϵ34
x34

+
4∑

i=1

αiϵ̇i

)2〉
. (6.40)

Making this approximation is equivalent to summing up only those contributions to the four-

point function in the reparametrization path integral where the ϵ’s in the bilocal operators are

contracted directly, without any interactions between the ϵ’s from the higher orders terms in the

reparametrization action. Such contractions are represented schematically in Figure 7.

The fully expanded expression for X involves many Wick contractions and is rather unwieldy.20

20Some terms involve self-contractions of the ϵ’s, which are given by ⟨ϵ(0)2⟩ = a, ⟨ϵ(0)ϵ̇(0)⟩ = 0, ⟨ϵ̇(0)2⟩ =
− 1

4πTs
log δ2, where we introduce δ as a short-distance regulator into which a constant and a gauge-dependent

piece have been absorbed. These self-contractions also appear in the leading correction to the two-point function,
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Moreover, it is invariant under neither the gauge SL(2,R) transformations (i.e., X depends non-

trivially on the gauge-dependent coefficients a and b) nor the physical SL(2,R) transformations

(i.e., the various xi-dependent terms in X cannot be recombined into a function only the conformal

cross-ratio χ in (2.19)). This is a consequence of trying to include 1/Ts corrections to the four-point

function while keeping only the quadratic part of the reparametrization action, and is in contrast

with the computation of the leading correction to the four-point function in (6.35)-(6.36). However,

we are interested in the OTOC in the double scaling limit, in which case only the terms in (6.40)

that grow exponentially in t survive; other terms, including the gauge dependent terms, drop out.

To be concrete, we put the four operators in the configuration specified in (2.27) and map

the points from the euclidean circle to the line using xi = tan θi
2 . We then take Ts, t → ∞ with

κ = et

16Ts
held fixed. In this limit x12, x34 ∝ e−t/2 become exponentially small in t, while all the

other distances remain finite.21 In this case, the only term that contributes to (6.40) is

pq

x12x34
⟨ϵ12ϵ34⟩ =

1

Ts

pq

x12x34

[
1

8π

(
x213 log(x

2
13) + x224 log(x

2
24)− x214 log(x

2
14)− x223 log(x

2
23)
)

+ b
(
x213 + x224 − x214 − x223

)]
,

= − pq

8πTs

[
χ−1 log((1− χ)2) + . . .

]
, (6.41)

where the “. . .” in the second line denotes terms that are subleading in the double scaling limit.

Analytically continuing the cross-ratio χ according to (2.14) in the second line in (6.41) (or, equiv-

alently, continuing the individual points xi in the first line in (6.41)) leads to

X =
pq

x12x34
⟨ϵ12ϵ34⟩+ . . . → −κpq, (6.42)

where κ = et

16Ts
. After substituting this into (6.38), the derivatives with respect to the αi are trivial

and the integrals reduce to:

⟨V1V2W3W4⟩
⟨V1V2⟩⟨W3W4⟩

=

ˆ
dp p2∆V −1

Γ(2∆V )
e−p

ˆ
dq q2∆W−1

Γ(2∆W )
e−qe−κpq, (6.43)

which precisely matches (3.19) and reproduces (3.21).

This derivation of the double scaled OTOC on the AdS2 string from the reparametrization

integral relies on two important assumptions. Firstly, we assumed that for the purpose of computing

the OTOC, it is valid to approximate the string partition function by the reparametrization integral

in (6.8) (or, equivalently, in (6.2)) without worrying about the fluctuations of the matter fields and

ghosts in the string sigma model. Secondly, we assumed that it is valid to keep only the quadratic

and the logarithmic divergences indicate that the external operators have anomalous dimensions of order 1/Ts. The
self-contractions are not relevant in the present analysis, since they are subleading in the double scaling limit.

21Specifically, the distances between the four points at late times obey x13, x14, x23, x24 → −2i, x12, x34 ∼
4e−

iπ
4 e−

t
2 . Furthermore, the analytic continuation of the logs to late times gives log x2

13, log x
2
14, log x

2
24 → 2 log 2−iπ,

log x2
23 → 2 log 2 + iπ, log x2

12, log x
2
34 ∼ −t+ 4 log 2− iπ

2
.
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part of the reparametrization action. Both of these assumptions have a natural interpretation in

terms of the eikonal approximation in high energy scattering between between gravitating particles,

where one resums the contributions of only graviton exchanges (see, e.g., [104–108]). Integrating

over only the reparametrizations is analogous to including only virtual gravitons, and keeping only

the quadratic contribution to the reparametrization action is analogous to including only processes

in which the gravitons are exchanged directly between the external particles without interacting

among themselves. However, this interpretation is only heuristic because there are no gravitons on

the worldsheet. Finally, it was also important in getting to (6.43) that we simultaneously sent the

V operators to the past and the W operators to the future: i.e., in accordance with (2.27), we send

the Lorentzian times Im(θ1), Im(θ2) → −∞ at the same time that we send Im(θ3), Im(θ4) → ∞,

but the relative rate at which they are sent to ±∞ is unimportant.

The discussion in this section — the honest derivation of the OTOC in the Lyapunov regime in

(6.28) and the more heuristic derivation of the OTOC in the double scaling limit in (6.43)— demon-

strates that maximal chaos can arise from other reparametrization actions besides the Schwarzian.

However, in our derivation of the OTOC above, it is not very transparent what common property

of the Schwarzian and the AdS2 reparametrization actions makes the OTOC maximally chaotic.

Although we will not explore this point much further, the key ingredient should be the SL(2,R)
gauge symmetry that is common to both JT gravity and the AdS2 string.22 In particular, in [38]

(see also section 3.1 of [109]), the OTOC in the double scaling limit was computed starting from

the path integral over reparametrizations of the AdS2 boundary in JT gravity by identifying a set

of nearly-zero modes that dominate the path integral. These nearly-zero modes consist of turning

on and turning off SL(2,R) gauge transformations that are exponentially growing in time along

sections of the integration contour between the operators V and W , and their existence and role

in determining the double scaled OTOC follows entirely from the SL(2,R) gauge symmetry of the

Schwarzian theory. In particular, the exponentially growing modes e±t are the Wick rotations of

the SL(2,R) zero modes e±iθ on the circle (see the paragraph after eq. (6.18)). Essentially the

same analysis should therefore be applicable in the case of the reparametrization mode of the AdS2

string, and should provide an alternative way to derive (6.43).

7 The string reparametrization mode and the Schwarzian

In the first half of this paper, we saw that the OTOCs on the AdS2 string and in JT gravity are the

same both in the Lyapunov regime and in the double scaled limit. In the second half, we studied

the reparametrization mode that emerges in the conformal gauge analysis of the AdS2 string and

used it to rederive both the leading order four-point function and the double scaled OTOC. We

noted that the role of the reparametrization mode in those computations is analogous to the role

of the Schwarzian in JT gravity. In this section we compare the string reparametrization mode and

the Schwarzian mode in more detail.

22We thank Márk Mezei and Juan Maldacena for discussions on this point.
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7.1 Review: the Schwarzian mode in JT gravity

We begin by reviewing how the Schwarzian mode arises in JT gravity, following the discussion

in [38] (see also [39, 40] and [48] for a recent review). JT gravity is a toy model of gravity in two

dimensions consisting of the dilaton Φ, metric h, and matter fields [110, 111]. We consider the

simplest case where there is one matter field, y, minimally coupled to the metric. The action is:

SJT+matter[Φ, h, y] = SJT[Φ, h] + Smatter[y, h], (7.1)

where

SJT[Φ, h] = Stopological −
1

16πGN

[ˆ
M

d2σ
√
hΦ(R+ 2) + 2

ˆ
B
dθ
√
hθθΦ(K − 1)

]
, (7.2)

Smatter[y, h] =

ˆ
M

d2σ

√
h

2

(
hαβ∂αy∂βy +m2y2

)
. (7.3)

In (7.2), σα = (σ, τ) are spacetime coordinates on M and θ is a coordinate along the boundary

B = ∂M. The R in the bulk term in (7.2) denotes the Ricci curvature. The K in the the boundary

term denotes the extrinsic curvature (and the “−1” is a counterterm to make the action finite).

Finally, the topological term in (7.2) is proportional to the Euler characteristic and does not affect

the dynamics other than to pick out the disk topology as the leading contribution in the genus

expansion.

The dilaton equation of motion is R = −2. Thus, the spacetime M is a patch of hyperbolic

space. Meanwhile, the metric equation of motion implies that the dilaton diverges at the boundary,

so it is necessary to regularize the theory by cutting off the boundary along a curve. In hyperbolic

disk coordinates with metric ds2 = sinh−2 σ(dσ2 + dτ2), the cut-off curve can be parametrized as

θ 7→ (σ(θ), τ(θ)), where θ ∈ [0, 2π] is a rescaled proper length coordinate satisfying:

hθθ =
σ̇(θ)2 + τ̇(θ)2

sinh2(σ(θ))
=

1

ϵ2
. (7.4)

Here, ϵ is the cut-off parameter, and · denotes differentiation with respect to θ. The length of

the curve is 2π/ϵ and sending ϵ → 0 sends the curve to the boundary of hyperbolic space. The

boundary curve is specified by τ(θ) alone since eq. (7.4) fixes σ(θ) in terms of τ(θ). In particular,

to leading order in ϵ, σ(θ) = ϵτ̇θ). τ(θ) can be viewed as a reparametrization of the boundary of

the hyperbolic disk.

The boundary conditions for the dilaton and the scalar specify their renormalized values Φ̃(θ)

and ỹ(θ) along the boundary curve:

Φ(σ(θ), τ(θ)) =
Φ̃(θ)

ϵ
, y(σ(θ), τ(θ)) =

ỹ(θ)

ϵ∆−1
. (7.5)

(The scalar scaling dimension ∆ is related to the mass by the relationm2 = ∆(∆−1).) The simplest
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case is if the dilaton is constant on the boundary: Φ̃(θ) = Φ̃. With these boundary conditions,

in the limit ϵ → 0, one can write both the JT and matter actions in (7.1) as boundary actions in

terms of Φ̃, ỹ(θ) and τ(θ). Consider first the JT action in (7.2). The bulk term vanishes due to the

dilaton equation of motion, and the boundary term becomes

SJT[Φ̃, τ ] = − Φ̃

8πGN

ˆ
dθ

1

ϵ2
(K − 1). (7.6)

The explicit expression for the extrinsic curvature of the cut-off curve in these coordinates is:

K =
coshσ(σ̇2 + τ̇2) + sinhσ(τ̇ σ̈ − σ̇τ̈)

(σ̇ + τ̇)
3
2

, (7.7)

which, since σ = ϵτ̇ +O(ϵ2), to subleading order in ϵ is:

K = 1 + ϵ2{tan τ

2
, θ}+O(ϵ4) = 1 + ϵ2

(
{τ, θ}+ 1

2
τ̇2
)
+O(ϵ4). (7.8)

Here, {, } denotes the Schwarzian derivative:

{f, θ} ≡
...
f (θ)

ḟ(θ)
− 3

2

f̈(θ)2

ḟ(θ)2
. (7.9)

Thus, the dynamical part of the JT action in the ϵ → 0 limit is governed by the Schwarzian:

SSchwarzian[τ ] = −C

ˆ
dθ{tan τ

2
, θ} = −C

ˆ
dθ

(
{τ, θ}+ 1

2
τ̇(θ)2

)
, (7.10)

where C ≡ Φ̃
8πGN

. As explained in [38], the boundary representation of the JT action follows entirely

from symmetry considerations. The JT action in (7.2) is invariant under the SL(2,R) isometries

moving the boundary curve around in hyperbolic space. And in the derivative expansion of a local

boundary Lagrangian, the leading term that is invariant under SL(2,R) transformations acting on

τ is the Schwarzian derivative.

Meanwhile, the matter action in (7.3) is that of a free scalar in hyperbolic space, and its effective

action is simply given by the conformal two-point function weighted by the value of the matter field

along the boundary. Because the boundary condition in (7.5) is specified along the cut-off curve

instead of along σ = 0, the conformal two-point function is dressed by τ(θ). The result is:

Smatter[ỹ, τ ] = −D

2

ˆ
dθdθ′

τ̇(θ)∆τ̇(θ′)∆[
2 sin

( τ(θ)−τ(θ′)
2

)]2∆ ỹ(θ)ỹ(θ′). (7.11)

Here, D is an unimportant normalization.

Therefore, what remains of the JT gravity partition function after the dilaton, metric and matter

fields are integrated out is a path integral over the boundary reparametrizations τ(θ) weighted by
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the actions in (7.10) and (7.11):

ZJT+matter[ỹ] =

ˆ

Φ|∂=Φ̃
y|∂=ỹ

DΦDhDye−SJT[Φ,h]−Smatter[y,h] =

ˆ

ML

Dτ(θ)e−SSchwarzian[τ ]−Smatter[ỹ,τ ]. (7.12)

The reparametrization path integral integrates over all diffeomorphisms of the circle modulo SL(2,R)
transformations in order to include the contributions from all distinct geometries that can be cut

out of hyperbolic space. (Two bulk geometries in AdS2 cut out by two closed curves that are related

by an isometry are considered identical). Thus, the domain of integration, ML, is again given by

(6.10).

7.2 Comparing the string reparametrization mode and the Schwarzian

We now discuss the parallels between the Schwarzian reparametrization integral determining the

JT gravity partition function in (7.12) and the AdS2 string reparametrization integral contributing

to the string partition function in (6.8).

First, both the Schwarzian and string reparametrization path integrals involve integrating over

reparametrizations of the circle modulo the gauge SL(2,R) symmetries that characterize both JT

gravity and the string worldsheet. It seems plausible that the measure in both path integrals should

be the same, although we have not made (and, for the purposes of computing the perturbative

correlators and OTOC, did not need to make) precise the definition of the measure in the string

reparametrization path integral.

An important difference between the Schwarzian and our treatment of the string reparametriza-

tion path integral is that the former is an exact representation of (the disk contribution to) the JT

gravity partition function. This is because the matter action in (7.12) is quadratic, the dilaton acts

as a Lagrange multiplier, and the integral over metrics reduces to an integral over possible bound-

ary curves. By contrast, the string reparametrization path integral in (6.8) is an approximation

since it captures only a part of the string path integral. In particular, it does not include certain

contributions due to matter fields (such as the transverse modes in AdS that couple to longitudinal

modes) or to bc ghosts that come from fixing the conformal gauge. Nevertheless, as we have seen,

the approximation (6.2) correctly captures the four-point functions at leading order and the OTOC

in the double scaled limit.

Second, the transverse mode in the analysis of the string in AdS2×S1 plays an analogous role to

that of the matter field in JT gravity. Indeed, the effective action for the transverse mode in (6.6)

takes the same form as the matter field in (7.11) (when m = 0 or ∆ = 1), and taking variational

derivatives with respect to the boundary values of the matter fields pulls down the same bilocal

operators that are defined in (6.7):

Bτ (θi, θj) = − 1

D

δSmatter

δỹ(θi)δỹ(θj)

∣∣∣∣
∆=1

= − π

Ts

δST

δỹ(θi)δỹ(θj)
. (7.13)
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Third, the AdS2 string reparametrization action in (6.9) is analogous to the Schwarzian action

in (7.10). The reparametrization action in the AdS2 string originates from the dynamics of the

longitudinal modes, while the Schwarzian action in JT gravity originates from the dynamics of the

dilaton and metric. However, the two reparametrization actions are not the same, and differ in a

number of important ways. Firstly, the Schwarzian action is local while the AdS2 reparametrization

action is non-local. Secondly, although both reparametrization actions are invariant under the gauge

SL(2,R) symmetry that sends τ(θ) to f(τ(θ))— for the AdS2 string, this corresponds to worldsheet

coordinate transformations that leave the worldsheet metric invariant up to Weyl rescaling; for JT

gravity, this corresponds to an isometry that maps one boundary curve to another that cuts out an

equivalent patch of hyperbolic space— the AdS2 reparametrization action is also invariant under the

physical SL(2,R) transformation that sends τ(θ) to τ(f(θ)) while the Schwarzian action is not.23

Thirdly, the origins of the reparametrization mode in the two systems are different. In JT gravity,

a cut-off curve near the boundary is introduced in order to regularize the divergence of the dilaton.

By contrast, as we saw in section 5, the reparametrization mode of the AdS2 string appears as a

consequence of fixing the conformal gauge, not due to regularizing a divergent action. Although it

is true that the area of the AdS2 string also diverges near the AdS boundary, the divergence does

not lead to a boundary mode, at least in our setup where the boundary of the worldsheet is sent

to the boundary of the AdS target space. We demonstrate this explicitly in appendix B, where we

compute the regularized area of the AdS2 string by introducing a cut-off curve and following steps

that are similar to the steps between (7.2) and (7.10) in the derivation of the Schwarzian action

from the JT action. As a consequence of symmetry, the Schwarzian again appears in the derivative

expansion of the regularized area, except that in this case it is irrelevant as the cut-off curve is sent

to the boundary. In particular, compare (7.10) and (B.4).

Some works [67–70,112] have identified Schwarzian effective actions that appear in the dynamics

of strings in AdS and have suggested that they may explain the maximal chaos of the AdS string

that was noted in [49–51]. As far as we can tell, the Schwarzian effective actions thus identified share

the feature of the Schwarzian appearing in the derivative expansion of the area of AdS2 discussed

in Appendix B that the action is multiplied by a cut-off parameter and is irrelevant if the cut-off

is removed. There may be set-ups in which there is a natural finite cut-off for the string in the

bulk (e.g., one might introduce a brane near the boundary that the string ends on), in which case

the Schwarzian might indeed affect the dynamics of the string. Such a modification to the string

worldsheet theory would have to break the physical SL(2,R) symmetry, because the Schwarzian

does too.

It is instructive to compare in detail the perturbative computations of the four-point functions

in JT gravity and on the AdS2 string. The computation on the AdS2 string in section 6.2 was guided

by the similar computation in JT gravity that was presented in [38] and which we now review. We

23Recall that the Schwarzian derivative satisfies the composition rule {f ◦g, x} = {f, g(x)}g′(x)2+{g, x} and is zero
for SL(2,R) transformations: {f, x} = 0 if f(x) = (ax+b)/(cx+d) with ad−bc = 1. It follows that {f ◦g, x} = {g, x}
and {g ◦ f, x} = {g, f(x)}f ′(x)2 if f ∈ SL(2,R). In other words, the Schwarzian derivative is left-invariant but not
right-invariant under SL(2,R) transformations.
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first expand the Schwarzian action in (7.10) about the saddle point by letting τ(θ) = θ + ϵ(θ) and

taking ϵ to be small. To quadratic order in ϵ,

SSchwarzian[θ + ϵ(θ)] =
C

2

ˆ
dθ
(
ϵ̈(θ)2 − ϵ̇(θ)2

)
. (7.14)

If we write ϵ(θ) =
∑

n ϵne
inθ, the action in Fourier space is

SSchwarzian[θ + ϵ(θ)] = 2πC
∞∑
n=2

n2(n2 − 1)ϵnϵ−n. (7.15)

Note that the Schwarzian dispersion relation has an extra factor of n (and no absolute values,

because the action is local) compared to the dispersion relation for the AdS2 reparametrization

mode in (6.17). When the SL(2,R) zero modes (corresponding to ϵ0, ϵ±1) are properly gauge fixed,

the propagator for ϵ is found to be [38,64]

⟨ϵ(θ)ϵ(0)⟩ = 1

2πC

∑
n̸=0,±1

einθ

n2(n2 − 1)
=

1

2πC

[
a+ b cos θ − (|θ| − π)2

2
+ (|θ| − π) sin |θ|

]
. (7.16)

Here, a = 1 + π2

6 and b = 5
2 , but more generally these coefficients are gauge dependent.

The four-point function in the Schwarzian theory to leading order in 1/C is again given by

eq. (6.24) and (6.25), just as in the AdS2 string reparametrization path integral. The difference

is that the correlators in (6.25) are to be evaluated using the Schwarzian ϵ propagator in (7.16)

instead of the AdS2 string propagator in (6.21). The cases where V1, V2 and W3,W4 are in order

or alternating on the circle should be handled separately. When they are in order (i.e., θ1 < θ2 <

θ3 < θ4) the four-point function is [38]:

⟨V1V2W3W4⟩
⟨V1V2⟩⟨W3W4⟩

= 1 +
∆V ∆W

2πC

(
− 2 +

θ12

tan θ12
2

)(
− 2 +

θ34

tan θ34
2

)
+O(1/C2). (7.17)

When they are alternating (i.e., θ1 < θ3 < θ2 < θ4), the four-point function is:

⟨V1V2W3W4⟩
⟨V1V2⟩⟨W3W4⟩

= 1 +
∆V ∆W

2πC

[(
− 2 +

θ12

tan θ12
2

)(
− 2 +

θ34

tan θ34
2

)
+ 2π

sin( θ1−θ2+θ3−θ4
2 )− sin( θ1+θ2−θ3−θ4

2 )

sin θ12
2 sin θ34

2

+
2πθ23

tan θ12
2 tan θ34

2

]
. (7.18)

We can compare the Schwarzian four-point function in eqs. (7.17) and (7.18) to the AdS2 four-

point function in (6.26). As in the AdS2 four-point function, the Schwarzian four-point function

is independent of the coefficients a and b of the gauge dependent terms in the ϵ propagator in

(7.16), which reflects the SL(2,R) gauge symmetry of the Schwarzian theory at the level of the

perturbative correlator. However, unlike the AdS2 four-point function, the Schwarzian four-point

function is not simply a function of the conformal cross ratio but rather depends on the four
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insertions θi, i = 1, . . . , 4 individually. This reflects the fact that the Schwarzian, unlike the AdS2

string, does not have a physical SL(2,R) symmetry. Nonetheless, when (7.18) is continued to the

OTOC configuration in (2.27), the result matches (6.28):

⟨V1V2W3W4⟩
⟨V1V2⟩⟨W3W4⟩

= 1− ∆V ∆W

2C
et + . . . . (7.19)

For the sake of comparing with the string boundary correlators computed from the reparametriza-

tion integral in section 6, we have reviewed only the perturbative computation of the Schwarzian

correlators. However, as is well known, the Schwarzian theory has been very successfully studied in

recent years and one can go far beyond the perturbative analysis [53–62]. Indeed, the Schwarzian

theory is one-loop exact [55] and its correlators can be computed exactly [56], which also means that

the double scaled OTOC can be computed rigorously [44]. By contrast, as we saw in section 5, it

already takes some effort to determine the reparametrization/longitudinal action on the AdS2 string

to quadratic order about the saddle point—compare the derivation of (A.30) in appendix A (or

of (5.67) in section 5.3.5) with the effortlessness getting from (7.10) to (7.14). A non-perturbative

explicit expression for the string reparametrization action is not currently known.

Finally, we close this section by noting a few contexts in which non-local reparametrization

actions have appeared. First, [113, 114] recently studied a non-local reparametrization action that

describes a free massive scalar in JT gravity with a specified constant value along the cut-off curve,

and competes with the Schwarzian in determining the low-energy dynamics of two SYK models

coupled by a particular interaction.24 Like the Schwarzian and unlike the string reparametrization

action, the non-local action has an SL(2,R) gauge symmetry but no physical SL(2,R) symmetry

(except in the massless limit where the action becomes Diff(S1) invariant). Second, a different

non-local reparametrization action with both physical and gauge SL(2,R) symmetry, and which to

quadratic order is the same as our action (6.17), was discussed in appendix H of [64], which also

noted that the non-local action should describe an AdS2 holographic defect. Finally, [115] studied a

non-local conformal variant of the SYK model in which the dynamical fields are majorana fermions

rather than a reparametrization mode. It would be interesting if there were a connection between

these non-local actions and the reparametrization action of the AdS2 string.

8 Discussion

In this work, we studied the OTOC on the AdS2 string in the double scaling limit. We first

computed it to all orders as an amplitude for high energy 2 → 2 scattering on the worldsheet,

and checked it to fourth order using results from the analytic bootstrap for four-point functions in

the Wilson line defect CFT. The result also matches with the OTOC of large charge correlators

computed in [18, 19], in their overlapping regime of validity. We then showed how the conformal

gauge analysis of the AdS2 string gives rise to an effective action for the reparametrizations of the

24This action was also discussed in appendix D of [38].
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string boundary, which we used to compute the leading correction to the four-point function on

the string (in particular proving agreement between conformal gauge and previously known static

gauge results [3]), and the OTOC in the Lyapunov regime. We also presented a derivation of the

OTOC in the double scaling limit using the reparametrization action that agrees with the all orders

result from the scattering analysis. An important takeaway from these investigations is that the

string reparametrization action shares some similarities with, but is distinct from, the Schwarzian

reparametrization action in JT gravity.

The analysis of the reparametrization mode of the AdS2 string presented in sections 5 and 6

represents only the tip of the iceberg, and there are a number of open questions that would be nat-

ural to investigate in future work. It would be good to better understand: (i) the precise definition

of the reparametrization path integral, (ii) how exactly the reparametrization path integral arises

from the string sigma model path integral, (iii) the regime of validity of including only fluctuations

of the reparametrization mode without also including fluctuations of the matter fields and ghosts,

and (iv) what other observables beyond the four-point function at leading order and the OTOC in

the double scaling limit can be analyzed using the reparametrization path integral.

One direct extension of the present work would be to find an explicit exact expression for the

reparametrization action, which would go beyond the implicit expression in (1.4) and the explicit

expression for the action to quadratic order about the saddle point in (1.5). It may be possible

to make progress in this direction using Pohlmeyer reduction [116] or by finding a connection

between the string reparametrization action and the non-local actions discussed in [38,64,113–115].

Given an exact expression for the reparametrization action, it should be possible to make the

derivation of the double scaled OTOC in section 6.3 more rigorous, and to also compute tree-

level higher-point correlators. It may be simpler to compute the higher-point correlators from the

reparametrization path integral than by computing contact and exchange Witten diagrams in the

static gauge (see [117] for a recent discussion of higher point contact Witten diagrams in AdS2). It

would be interesting to check whether the higher-point correlators at strong coupling in the Wilson

line defect CFT satisfy the generalized Ward identity conjectured in [20, 21] based on results for

higher-point functions at weak coupling.

We studied the string restricted to an AdS2 × S1 subspace of AdS5 × S5 (or any other product

of anti-de Sitter and an internal manifold, such as AdS4 × CP 3, as is relevant in the analysis of

ABJM [118]) and studied the fluctuations of the AdS2 string only along the S1 direction. This

allowed us to get rid of self-interactions of the transverse coordinate in conformal gauge. A natural

generalization would be to allow the string to fluctuate in the other transverse directions. The

generalization to the string in AdS2×S5 (or AdS2×M with some internal manifold M) is relatively

straightforward. The tree level four-point amplitudes for the AdS2 × S5 case, and their agreement

with the known static gauge results, are summarized in appendix D. It would also be interesting to

study the fluctuations of the string along the transverse directions in AdS. As a minimal set-up, one

could consider the AdS2 string in AdS3 in conformal gauge and study the reparametrization action.

The extension of the analysis of the string in AdS2 × S1 in section 5 to AdS3 is not trivial because
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the transverse modes would be massive and would mix together with the longitudinal modes.25

Perhaps one could try to extract the reparametrization action from the formalism developed in [80]

for studying the classical string in AdS3.

Another generalization would be to study a string in AdS5 × S5 incident on a general curve

on the boundary of AdS (i.e., not a straight line or circle), whose classical worldsheet geometry

is therefore not AdS2. The mixing of the longitudinal and transverse modes and the non-trivial

worldsheet geometry makes the analysis of this general case more difficult. Nonetheless, it seems

that, at least in principle, one should be able to write the leading order boundary correlators and

the double scaled OTOC (suitably defined) in terms of a path integral over reparametrizations

governed by a bilocal effective action, except the reparametrization action will now break the

physical SL(2,R) symmetry. (The SL(2,R) gauge symmetry on the worldsheet would, of course,

remain unbroken).

One possible extension of the scattering analysis in section 3 would be to study the OTOC on

a string in a general AdS-Schwarzschild black hole background:

ds2 = −
(
1− µ

rd−2
+

r2

ℓ2

)
dt2 +

dr2

1− µ
rd−2 + r2

ℓ2

+ r2dΩ2
d−1 (8.1)

Here, µ ≥ 0 determines the mass of the black hole and dΩ2
d−1 is the metric on Sd−1. The string

extended in the t and r directions and sitting at a point in Sd−1 is now dual to a stationary quark

in the gauge theory on R × Sd−1 at a finite temperature. One can also study the string in the

hyperbolic AdS black hole (which generalizes (3.1) by replacing −1 + r2

ℓ2
→ −1 + µ

rd−1 + r2

ℓ2
[84];

for µ ̸= 0 this describes the exterior of a true black hole with non-zero mass and a singularity

at r = 0), which is dual to a stationary quark in R × Hd−1 at finite temperature. Unlike in

(3.1), the temperature can now be made arbitrary by tuning µ ̸= 0. In the case of the string in

the spherical/hyperbolic AdS black hole background, the worldsheet is no longer AdS2 and the

correlators (both euclidean and OTOC) are more complicated. In particular, in the scattering

analysis, we expect that the scattering interaction relevant for the OTOC at late times is still

given by (3.16), but the boundary-to-bulk propagator would be more complicated than the AdS2

propagator in (3.10). Nonetheless, one expects the OTOC at leading order in ℓ2s to still take the

Lyapunov form and saturate the chaos bound (see appendix C of [50]). It would be interesting to

see whether the double-scaled OTOC continues to take a relatively simple form in a more general

black hole background.

Another interesting direction is to study the OTOC on the field theory side, see if a similar dou-

ble scaling limit exists at weak coupling, and identify the reparametrization mode. The Lyapunov

exponent in a weakly-coupled field theory was computed in [119] by resumming a class of ladder

diagrams, and it might be possible to generalize some of the analyses there to the half-BPS Wilson

line in N = 4 SYM. A related question is to understand better the physical meaning of the OTOC

25By contrast, the scattering analysis of the OTOC and the computation of the boundary correlators in the static
gauge can handle transverse fluctuations in AdS5 and S5 equally well.
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on the Wilson loop. Since the time ordering corresponds to the path ordering of the Wilson loop,

a natural guess is that the OTOC is a correlation function on the Wilson loop in the presence of

‘zig-zags’, i.e. back-tracking segments of the Wilson loop. Undestanding the precise relationship

between the OTOC and zig-zags may help clarify the roles of zig-zags for the worldsheet black

hole [41].

Finally, it would be interesting to generalize our analysis of the double-scaled OTOC for the

large-charge operators to other weakly-coupled field theories. This may provide a useful alternative

to [119] since the correlators at large charge can be studied using semiclassics [120–122], which

automatically includes the effect of resumming a subclass of diagrams [123].
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A String in conformal gauge in hyperbolic disk coordinates

This appendix presents the details of the conformal gauge analysis of the classical string in AdS2×S1

using hyperbolic disk coordinates on AdS2. Concretely, the goal is to derive (5.76) and (5.77).

We start with the string action in conformal gauge in (5.71), and the boundary conditions for

the longitudinal and transverse modes in (5.73). The equations of motion for the longitudinal

modes follow from (5.72):

0 = ∂α

(
1

sinh2 r
∂αθ

)
, 0 = ∂α

(
1

sinh2 r
∂αr

)
+

cosh r

sinh3 r
(∂αr∂αr + ∂αθ∂αθ). (A.1)

The equations of motion for the transverse modes are given by (5.10). These are supplemented by

the Virasoro constraint,

0 = TL
αβ[r, θ] + T T

αβ[y], (A.2)

where the contribution to the stress tensor from the transverse modes is again given by (5.13), and

the contribution from the longitudinal modes is now

TL
αβ =

∂αr∂βr + ∂αθ∂βθ

sinh2 r
− 1

2
δαβ

∂γr∂γr + ∂γθ∂γθ

sinh2 r
. (A.3)

In analogy with (5.14) and (5.16), the classical string action can be expressed as a sum of the

on-shell longitudinal and transverse actions that depend on the boundary mode α(τ), which needs

to be fixed either by imposing the Virasoro constraint or by extremization. This is what is expressed
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by (5.74)-(5.75). Thus, if we impose the Virasoro constraint or extremize over the boundary mode

only at the last step, we can study the transverse and longitudinal modes separately.

Transverse modes. Consider first the transverse modes. The general solution for y can be ex-

pressed using the massless scalar bulk-to-boundary propagator on the disk, which in σ, τ coordinates

is given by

K(σ, τ, τ ′) =
1

2π

sinhσ

coshσ − cos(τ − τ ′)
. (A.4)

This satisfies (∂2
σ + ∂2

τ )K = 0 and K → δ(τ − τ ′) as σ → 0. Thus, y(σ, τ) is given by:

y(σ, τ) =

ˆ 2π

0
dτ ′K(σ, τ, τ ′)ỹ(α(τ ′)). (A.5)

The transverse action can be evaluated explicitly and written as a bilocal boundary integral:

ST [ỹ ◦ α] = −Ts

2

ˆ
dτ [y(0, τ)∂σy(0, τ)] ,

= −Ts

2
lim
σ→0

ˆ
dτdτ ′ỹ(α(τ))ỹ(α(τ ′))∂σK(σ, τ, τ ′)

=
Ts

4π

ˆ
dτdτ ′

[
ỹ(α(τ))− ỹ(α(τ ′))

]2[
2 sin

(
τ−τ ′

2

)]2 . (A.6)

This is (5.76), as desired.

Longitudinal modes. Now consider the longitudinal modes. First, we again make some general

comments about the properties of the longitudinal modes before studying them perturbatively.

Symmetries. The longitudinal action is invariant under both a physical and a gauge SL(2,R)
symmetry. We can represent a generic SL(2,R) transformation as

f(x) = eiλ
x− a

1− xā
, (A.7)

where λ ∈ R and |a| < 1. This is an SL(2,R) transformation on the circle if |x| = 1 and on the

unit disk if x is complex with |x| < 1.

The physical SL(2,R) symmetry acts as an AdS2 isometry on the longitudinal modes and

trivially on the transverse mode:

e−r(σ,τ)+iθ(σ,τ) → e−r̄(σ,τ)+iθ̄(σ,τ) = f(e−r(σ,τ)+iθ(σ,τ)), (A.8)

y(σ, τ) → ȳ(σ, τ) = y(σ, τ). (A.9)

Consistency with the boundary condition in (5.73) means the transformation acts on the boundary
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reparametrization and the boundary curve as as

eiθ(τ) → eiθ̄(τ) = f(eiθ(τ)), (A.10)

ỹ(α) → ¯̃y(α) = ỹ(ᾱ), (A.11)

where eiᾱ = f(eiα). The longitudinal and transverse actions and stress tensors are invariant under

this transformation, both off-shell and on-shell. This SL(2,R) transformation actually moves the

string in AdS2 × S1 and the curve on the boundary, and is therefore physical.

Meanwhile, the gauge SL(2,R) symmetry acts on the longitudinal modes as

r(σ, τ)− iθ(σ, τ) → r̄(σ, τ)− iθ̄(σ, τ) = r(σ̄, τ̄)− iθ(σ̄, τ̄), (A.12)

y(σ, τ) → ȳ(σ, τ) = y(σ̄, τ̄), (A.13)

where e−σ̄(σ,τ)+iτ̄(σ,τ) = f(e−σ+iτ ). Consistency with the boundary condition in (5.73) means it

also transforms the boundary reparametrization but not the boundary curve:

α(τ) → ᾱ(τ) = α(τ̄), (A.14)

ỹ(α) → ¯̃y(α) = ỹ(α), (A.15)

where eiτ̄ = f(eiτ ). The longitudinal and transverse actions and stress tensors are invariant under

this transformation, both off-shell and on-shell. This SL(2,R) tranformation simply relabels the

worldsheet coordinates without actually moving the string in target space or the curve on the

boundary, and is therefore gauge.

Behavior near the boundary. Next, we show that the longitudinal action is well behaved at the

boundary. It is again useful to study the general form of the solutions to the equations of motion

in (A.1) using series expansions near the boundary. In this case, we expand θ(σ, τ) and r(σ, τ) in

powers of σ:

θ(σ, τ) = α(τ) +
∞∑
n=1

an(τ)σ
n, r(σ, τ) =

∞∑
n=1

bn(τ)σ
n. (A.16)

We can solve for an and bn recursively by substituting the above expansions into (A.1) and setting

the coefficient of each power σn to zero. The expansion to order σ3 is given by

θ(σ, τ) = α(τ)− 1

2
α̈(τ)σ2 +

1

3
g(τ)σ3 + . . . (A.17)

r(σ, τ) = α̇(τ)σ +
1

3

[
h(τ)− 1

2

...
α (τ)

]
σ3 + . . . . (A.18)

Higher terms in (A.16), an(τ) and bn(τ) for n > 3, are fixed in terms of α(τ), g(τ) and h(τ). In

principle, g(τ) and h(τ) are also fixed in terms of α(τ) by requiring that θ(σ, τ) and r(σ, τ) be

regular in the middle of the hyperbolic disk at σ = ∞, but this is hard to implement because the
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series do not converge there. Note that (A.17) and (A.18) take the same form as the expansions in

(5.42) and (5.41) for x and z on the hyperbolic half-plane. This is only true for the lowest order

terms, however, and the series on the disk and on the half-plane differ starting at O(σ5).

The series in (A.17) and (A.18) allow us to check explicitly that the longitudinal action in (5.72)

is well behaved near the boundary and finite. The steps are essentially identical to the ones leading

to (5.43) because sinh−2 r = r−2 + O(r0). Furthermore, we could repeat the argument we used in

the hyperbolic half-plane coordinates to show that extremizing over the reparametrization α(τ) is

indeed equivalent to the Virasoro constraint, as claimed in (5.74)-(5.75).

Longitudinal modes without transverse modes. The analysis of the longitudinal modes is again

very simple when the transverse modes are turned off. In this case, we take ỹ = 0, which implies

y = T T = ST = 0. If we impose the Virasoro constraint before solving the longitudinal equations

of motion, it implies TL = 0 and therefore, from (A.3) that ṙr′+ θ̇θ′ = 0 and ṙ2− r′2+ θ̇2−θ′2 = 0.

These have two sets of solutions: ṙ = ±θ′ and r′ = ∓θ′, which also automatically satisfy the

equations of motion in (A.1). The two solutions correspond to −r + iθ being a holomorphic or

antiholomorphic function of −σ+ iτ (up to a branch cut because θ and τ are angular coordinates)

or, equivalently, to e−r+iθ being a holomorphic or antiholomorphic function of e−σ+iτ . Now we can

again invoke the result from complex analysis that the biholomorphic bijections of the unit disk

in the complex plane are the SL(2,R) transformations. This means that the general solutions for

θ(σ, τ) and r(σ, τ) that is consistent with the Virasoro constraint and the equations of motion is:

e−r(σ,τ)+iθ(σ,τ) = eiλ
e−σ±iτ − a

1− e−σ±iτ ā
, (A.19)

where λ ∈ R and a ∈ C with |a| < 1. Restricted to the unit circle, this means that the general

form of the boundary parametrization α(τ) is given by:

eiα(τ) = eiλ
ei±τ − a

1− āe±iτ
. (A.20)

Perturbative analysis of the longitudinal modes. Finally, we again study the longitudinal action

to first non-trivial order in perturbation theory, treating the transverse fluctuations as being small.

We want to compute the on-shell longitudinal action to quadratic order in small fluctuations on

the boundary about the solutions given in (A.19)-(A.20).

In particular, we expand around the solution given by θ(σ, τ) = τ , r(σ, τ) = σ and α(τ) = τ .

This is a convenient choice of SL(2,R) gauge. Thus, we expand

α(τ) = τ + ϵ(τ), θ(σ, τ) = τ + η(σ, τ), r(σ, τ) = σ + ρ(σ, τ), (A.21)

and treat ϵ, η and ρ as small perturbations. The boundary conditions for η and ρ are:

η(0, τ) = ϵ(τ), ρ(0, τ) = 0. (A.22)
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The fluctuation fields are periodic in τ : ϵ(τ+2π) = ϵ(τ), η(σ, τ+2π) = η(σ, τ), ρ(σ, τ+2π) = ρ(σ, τ).

Substituting (A.21) into (A.1) and expanding, we find the linear order equations of motion are:

0 = sinhσ(η̈ + η′′)− 2 coshσ(ρ̇+ η′), 0 = sinhσ(ρ̈+ ρ′′) + 2 coshσ(η̇ − ρ′). (A.23)

Substituting (A.21) into (5.72), we find that the longitudinal action expanded to quadratic order

is:

SL = Ts

ˆ
dσdτ

sinh2 σ

[
η̇ + ρ′ − 2ρ cothσ − 2ρρ′ cothσ + ρ2

(
2 +

3

sinh2 σ

)
− 2ρη̇ cothσ +

1

2

(
∂αρ∂

αρ+ ∂αη∂
αη
)]

+ . . .

= Ts

ˆ
dσdτ

[
∂τ

(
η

sinh2 σ

)
+ ∂σ

(
ρ

sinh2 σ

)
− ∂σ

(
ρ2 coshσ

sinh3 σ

)
(A.24)

− ∂τ

(
ηρ coshσ

sinh3 σ

)
+ ∂α

(
ρ∂αρ+ η∂αη

2 sinh2 σ

)]
+ . . .

We used (A.23) to get to the second line.

All the terms in (A.24) are total derivatives, but we again need to be careful about their behavior

near σ = 0. Given the expansions of θ and r, and therefore of η and ρ, in (A.17)-(A.18), we see

that all the singular terms near σ = 0 cancel, and the only finite contribution to the action is:

SL = −Ts

2

ˆ
dτη(0, τ)g(τ) = −Ts

4

ˆ
dτη(0, τ)η′′′(0, τ). (A.25)

This action has corrections that are of third order in η and ρ.

Once we solve (A.23) for η(σ, τ) to linear order in ϵ, we can determine the on-shell longitudinal

action to quadratic order in ϵ. The general solution to the linear equations of motion can be written

as boundary-to-bulk integrals:

η(σ, τ) =

ˆ
dτ ′Kθ(σ, τ, τ

′)ϵ(τ), ρ(σ, τ) =

ˆ
dτ ′Kr(σ, τ, τ

′)ϵ(τ ′), (A.26)

where the two boundary-to-bulk propagators Kθ and Kr are given explicitly by:

Kθ(σ, τ, τ
′) =

1

π

(cos(τ − τ ′) coshσ − 1) sinh3 σ

(coshσ − cos(τ − τ ′))3
, Kr(σ, τ, τ

′) = − 1

π

sin(τ − τ ′) sinh4 σ

(coshσ − cos(τ − τ ′))3
.

(A.27)

It is easy to check that Kθ(σ, τ, τ
′) and Kr(σ, τ, τ

′) solve (A.23), become sharply peaked at τ = τ ′

as σ → 0 and satisfy
´
dτ ′Kθ(σ, τ, τ

′) = 1 and
´
dτ ′Kr(σ, τ, τ

′) = 0 for any σ. These properties

and (A.26) imply that η(σ, t) → ϵ(τ) and ρ(σ, τ) → 0 as σ → 0, as desired.

Combining (A.25) with (A.26), we arrive at the following expression for the longitudinal action
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to quadratic order in ϵ:

SL[τ + ϵ(τ)] = −Ts

4
lim
σ→0

ˆ
dτ

ˆ
dτ ′∂3

σKθ(σ, τ, τ
′)ϵ(τ)ϵ(τ ′). (A.28)

To put this into a manifestly finite form, we use the following slightly formal argument. First, we

note that ∂3
σKθ(0, τ, τ

′) = −24
π [2 sin τ−τ ′

2 ]−4 and take the limit in (A.28) inside the integral to get

SL =
6

π

ˆ
dτdτ ′

ϵ(τ)ϵ(τ ′)

[2 sin τ−τ ′

2 ]4
. (A.29)

We can make sense of this expression using analytic regularization. Then, noting that sin−4 τ−τ ′

2 =
2
3 [1− ∂τ∂τ ′ ] sin

−2 τ−τ ′

2 , using integration by parts to transfer the derivatives to ϵ(τ) and ϵ(τ ′) and

invoking the identity
´
dτ sin−2 τ−τ ′

2 = 0 to replace ϵ(τ)ϵ(τ ′) → −1
2(ϵ(τ)− ϵ(τ ′))2 and ϵ̇(τ)ϵ̇(τ ′) →

−1
2(ϵ̇(τ)− ϵ̇(τ ′))2, we arrive at the following manifestly finite expression for the longitudinal action

to quadratic order:

SL[τ + ϵ(τ)] =
Ts

2π

ˆ
dτdτ ′

(ϵ̇(τ)− ϵ̇(τ ′))2 − (ϵ(τ)− ϵ(τ ′))2

[2 sin
(
τ−τ ′

2

)
]2

. (A.30)

This is (5.77), as desired.

B Regularized area of hyperbolic space with a cut-off

This appendix reviews the computation of the regularized area of the AdS2 string with a cut-off.

It is similar to the derivation of the Schwarzian action from the JT action in section 7.1, except

the absence of a dilaton means the Schwarzian is irrelevant and the regularized area is cut-off

independent.

The area of the AdS2 string can be regularized by cutting off the worldsheet along a curve B

near the boundary and subtracting its length: [1, 2, 103]

Aws =

ˆ
M

d2σ
√
h−

ˆ
B
dθ
√

hθθ. (B.1)

Here, σα = (σ, τ) and hαβ are the coordinates and metric on the worldsheet, θ and hθθ are the

coordinate and induced metric on the boundary. Subtracting the length of the curve can be

interpreted as a renormalization of the mass of the boundary particle that the string is dual to.

The Gauss-Bonnet theorem relates the Euler characteristic to the bulk and boundary integrals

of the Ricci and extrinsic curvatures:

2πχE =
1

2

ˆ
M

d2σ
√
hR+

ˆ
B
dθ
√
hθθK. (B.2)
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Thus, since R = −2 in AdS2, the regularized area in (B.1) can be written as:26

Aws = −2πχE +

ˆ
B
dθ
√

hθθ(K − 1). (B.3)

The second term above is the same as the boundary term in the JT action in (7.2) without the

dilaton. If we use the same coordinates as in (7.1), parametrize the curve as (σ(θ), τ(θ)), and let θ

be the renormalized length coordinate, then we can use (7.4) and (7.8) and the fact that χE = 1

for a disk to write the regularized area as

Aws = −2π + ϵ

ˆ
dθ{tan τ

2
, θ}+O(ϵ3). (B.4)

If we push the cut-off curve to the boundary by sending ϵ → 0, the Schwarzian vanishes and the

regularized area is simply Aws = −2π. This is to be contrasted with (7.6), where the divergence of

the dilaton at the boundary keeps the Schwarzian term relevant in JT gravity. The supergravity

result for the circular Wilson loop is therefore ⟨W⟩ = e−TsAws = e
√
λ, which matches the result

from supersymmetric localization [125–127].

The analysis can also be repeated on the hyperbolic plane. The regularized area is again given

by (B.3). Working with Poincaré coordinates σα = (s, t) on the half-plane, parametrizing the cut-

off curve as (s(x), t(x)) where θ → x is the renormalized length coordinate such that hxx = 1
ϵ2
, and

setting the effective Euler characteristic of the plane to be χE = 0, one finds

Aws = ϵ

ˆ ∞

−∞
dx{t, x}+O(ϵ3). (B.5)

Taking ϵ → 0 yields Aws = 0, as claimed in (5.44). The supergravity result for the Wilson line is

therefore ⟨W⟩ = e−TsAws = 1, which is the exact result from localization.

C Equivalence of the classical string in static and conformal gauge

In section 5, we used the conformal gauge to study the classical string action and found that it

can be expressed as the sum of the longitudinal and transverse actions subject to either the Vira-

soro constraint as in (5.14) or, equivalently, extremization over the boundary reparametrizations

as in (5.16). In this appendix, we show how imposing the Virasoro constraint fixes the boundary

reparametrization and determines the classical action in closed form to fourth order in the per-

turbation of the boundary curve about the straight line. We show that the result agrees with the

static gauge analysis in section 2.5.

The explicit expression for the classical string action computed in the static gauge is given in

26See e.g. the discussions in [60,61,124].
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(2.35). Another way to write it is:

Scl[ỹ] =
Ts

4π

ˆ
dt1dt2

(ỹ(t1)− ỹ(t2))
2

(t1 − t2)2
− Ts

2

ˆ
d2σs2([T T

ts(s, t)]
2 + [T T

tt (s, t)]
2) +O(ỹ6). (C.1)

Here, T T
ts and T T

tt are the leading order on-shell transverse stress tensors (i.e., they are quadratic

in ỹ). Eq. (C.1) follows from (2.34) and (2.30) combined with the definition of the stress tensor

in (5.17). Another way to write the quartic term is T 2
tt + T 2

ts = T T T̄ T , where T T and T̄ T are the

holomorphic and antiholomorphic stress tensors defined in (5.13).

We will now rederive (C.1) starting from the conformal gauge result (5.16) and the expressions

for the longitudinal and transverse actions in (5.67) and (5.25). We write α(t) = t+ ϵ(t) and work

perturbatively to quadratic order in ϵ (i.e., to quartic order in ỹ). To this order, the longitudinal

and transverse actions are given by

SL[t+ ϵ] =
Ts

2π

ˆ
dtdt′

(ϵ̇(t)− ϵ̇(t′))2

(t− t′)2
, (C.2)

ST [t+ ϵ] =
Ts

4π

ˆ
dtdt′

(ỹ(t)− ỹ(t′))2

(t− t′)2
+

Ts

2π

ˆ
dtdt′

(ỹ(t)− ỹ(t′))( ˙̃y(t)ϵ(t)− ˙̃y(t′)ϵ(t′))

(t− t′)2
. (C.3)

We want to derive and solve the Euler-Lagrange equation for ϵ. If ϵ(t) → ϵ(t) + δϵ(t) in (C.2), the

variation of the longitudinal action is:

δSL =
Ts

π

ˆ
dtdt′

(ϵ̇(t)− ϵ̇(t′)(δϵ̇(t)− δϵ̇(t′))

(t− t′)2
. (C.4)

To isolate δϵ(t), it is convenient to introduce a regulator by letting (t− t′)2 + s2 and take s → 0 at

the end. Integrating by parts leads to

δSL = − lim
s→0

2Ts

π

ˆ
dtδϵ(t)

[
d

dt

ˆ
dt′

ϵ̇(t)− ϵ̇(t′)

(t− t′)2 + s2

]
= − lim

s→0

2Ts

π

ˆ
dt δϵ(t)

ˆ
dt′

ϵ̈(t)− ϵ̈(t′)

(t− t′) + s2
,

= −2Ts

π

ˆ
dtδϵ(t)

 
dt′

ϵ̈(t)− ϵ̈(t′)

(t− t′)2
. (C.5)

The second line is expressed using the slash notation for the Cauchy principal value. Similarly, the

variation of the transverse action is given by:

δST =
Ts

π

ˆ
dtδϵ(t) ˙̃y(t)

 
dt′

ỹ(t)− ỹ(t′)

(t− t′)2
. (C.6)

Setting 0 = δSL + δST leads to the Euler-Lagrange equation for ϵ:

0 =

 
dt′
[
ϵ̈(t)− ϵ̈(t′)

(t− t′)2
−

˙̃y(t)

2

ỹ(t)− ỹ(t′)

(t− t′)2

]
. (C.7)

From (5.52) and (5.49), we know the variations of the actions are related to the stress tensors on

the boundary. (C.5) and (C.6) determine the longitudinal and transverse stress tensors at leading
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order to be:

TL
ts(0, t) =

2

π

 
dt′

ϵ̈(t)− ϵ̈(t′)

(t− t′)2
, T T

ts(0, t) = −
˙̃y(t)

π

 
dt′

ỹ(t)− ỹ(t′)

(t− t′)2
. (C.8)

Thus, (C.7) is equivalent to 0 = TL
ts(0, t) + T T

ts(0, t), in accordance with section 5.3.3.

Before attempting to solve for ϵ(t), we note that the action in (C.2)-(C.3) can also be rewritten

in terms of the Cauchy principal values:

SL[t+ ϵ(t)] = −Ts

π

ˆ
dtϵ(t)

 
dt′

ϵ̈(t)− ϵ̈(t′)

(t− t′)2
, (C.9)

ST [t+ ϵ(t)] =
Ts

4π

ˆ
dtdt′

(ỹ(t)− ỹ(t′))2

(t− t′)2
+

Ts

π

ˆ
dtϵ(t) ˙̃y(t)

 
dt′

ỹ(t)− ỹ(t′)

(t− t′)2
. (C.10)

This, combined with the sum of the stress tensors in (C.8) being zero when ϵ satisfies its equation

of motion, means that the longitudinal action and the second term in the transverse action are the

same up to a factor of −1
2 . Thus, the classical action becomes

Scl[ỹ] =
Ts

4π

ˆ
dtdt′

(ỹ(t)− ỹ(t′))2

(t− t′)2
− Ts

2π

ˆ
dtϵ(t)T T

ts(0, t), (C.11)

where ϵ(t) is given in terms of ỹ by (C.7).

We will now solve for ϵ in terms of T T
ts and show that (C.11) is equivalent to (C.1). First, we

rewrite (C.11) as

 
dt′

ϵ̈(t)− ϵ̈(t′)

(t− t′)2
= −π

2
T T
ts(0, t). (C.12)

This non-local equation can be solved in Fourier space. Taking the Fourier transform yields

ϵ(ω)|ω|3 = 1

2
T T
ts(ω), (C.13)

where we write ϵ(t) =
´

dω
2π e

−iωtϵ(ω) and T T
ts(0, t) =

´
dω
2π e

−iωtT T
ts(ω). Thus, if we write the second

term in (C.11) in Fourier space, the action becomes

Scl[ỹ] =
Ts

4π

ˆ
dtdt′

(ỹ(t)− ỹ(t′))2

(t− t′)2
− Ts

8π2

ˆ
dω

T T
ts(ω)T

T
ts(−ω)

|ω|3
. (C.14)

The above expression derived from the conformal gauge results is equivalent to the static gauge

result in (C.1). This is easiest to see if (C.1) is expressed in Fourier space. First, because the

transverse stress tensor is holomorphic, T T
ts(s, t) and T T

tt (s, t) in the bulk are determined by T T
ts(0, t)

on the boundary. The explicit relation is given in (5.55). Thus, the quartic term in (C.1) is

S
(4)
cl [ỹ] = − Ts

2π2

ˆ
dsdt

ˆ
dt′dt′′

s4 + s2(t− t′)(t− t′′)

[s2 + (t− t′)2][s2 + (t− t′′)2]
Tst(0, t

′)Tst(0, t
′′). (C.15)
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It is tempting to interchange the two integrals over the boundary with the integral over the bulk,

and express the quartic contribution to the action as a term bilocal in the transverse stress tensor.

However, the integral over s and t does not converge. Instead, we write Tst(0, t
′) and Tst(0, t

′′) in

their Fourier representation, and evaluate the integrals over t and t′ instead. The result is27

S
(4)
cl [ỹ] = −Ts

2

ˆ
dω

2π

dν

2π

ˆ
dsdts2(1− sgn(ων))e−|ω|s−|ν|s−iωt−iνtT T

ts(ω)T
T
ts(ν). (C.16)

Evaluating the t, ν and s integrals (in that order), yields

S
(4)
cl [ỹ] = −Ts

8π

ˆ
dω

T T
ts(ω)T

T
ts(−ω)

|ω|3
. (C.17)

Thus the static gauge expression for the classical string action in (C.1) matches the conformal gauge

expression in (C.14).

For completeness, we also write down the real space representation of the relation between the

reparametrization ϵ and the transverse stress tensor T T
ts in (C.13), and of the action in (C.14).

These involve the Fourier transform of 1/|ω|3, which we encountered in the computation of the ϵ

propagator on the line in (6.30). The Fourier transform needs to be defined with a regularization,

and the result is given in (6.31). We again ignore the constant and quadratic terms in (6.31) to

write
´

dω
2π e

−iωt/|ω|3 ∼ 1
4π t

2 log(t2)28 and therefore find that ϵ(t) in terms of T T
ts(0, t) is:

ϵ(t) =
1

8π

ˆ
dt′(t− t′)2 log[(t− t′)2]T T

ts(0, t
′). (C.18)

Likewise, the action in (C.14) in real space becomes

Scl[ỹ] =
Ts

4π

ˆ
dtdt′

(ỹ(t)− ỹ(t′))2

(t− t′)2
− Ts

16π

ˆ
dtdt′T T

ts(0, t)T
T
ts(0, t

′)(t− t′)2 log[(t− t′)2]. (C.19)

D Tree level 4-point function of S5 fluctuations in conformal and

static gauge

In this appendix, we compute the leading connected four-point functions of S5 fluctuations using

the conformal gauge and reproduce the result computed in [3] using the static gauge.

Let us first review the difference between the conformal gauge and the static gauge actions for

27We used
´
dt 1

t2+s2
e−iωt = π

s
e−|ω|s and

´
dt t

t2+s2
e−iωt = −iπsgn(ω)e−|ω|s

28We can ignore the constant and quadratic terms in (6.31) when computing the ϵ propagator in (6.30) because they
are gauge dependent. We can ignore those terms in (C.18) and (C.19) if the stress tensor satisfies

´
dtTT

st(0, t)t
n = 0

for n = 0, 1, 2. In Fourier space, this is equivalent to dn

dωn Tst(ω = 0) = 0 for n = 0, 1, 2, which is necessary for ϵ(ω) to
be well behaved according to (C.13).
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the S5 fluctuations. In the conformal gauge, it reads

Sconformal =
Ts

2

ˆ
d2σ

∂αy
m∂αym

(1 + 1
4y

2)2

= Ts

ˆ
d2σ

[
1

2
∂αy

m∂αym − 1

4
(ynyn)(∂αy

m∂αym) +O(y6)

]
.

(D.1)

Here, ym, m = 1, . . . , 5, are stereographic coordinates on S5, σα = (s, t) are worldsheet coordinates,

and the worldsheet indices are contracted with δαβ. On the other hand, the action in the static

gauge expanded up to quartic order is

Sstatic = Ts

ˆ
d2σ

√
g
[
L2 + L4 +O(y6)

]
,

L2 =
1

2
gαβ∂αy

m∂βy
m ,

L4 = −1

4
(ynyn)(gαβ∂αy

m∂βy
m) +

1

8
(gαβ∂αy

m∂βy
m)2 − 1

4
(gαβ∂αy

m∂βy
n)(gγδ∂γy

m∂δy
n) .

(D.2)

Here, gαβ = 1
s2
δαβ is the AdS2 metric on the worldsheet. As shown above, the quartic interaction

in the conformal gauge contains only two derivatives while the quartic interaction in the static

gauge includes both the two-derivative interaction and the four-derivative interactions. Thus, to

show the equivalence of the two, all we need to do is to check that the reparametrization mode in

the conformal gauge reproduces the contribution from the four-derivative interactions.

Thanks to the SO(5) symmetry, the connected four-point function takes the following general

form29:

⟨ym1(x1)y
m2(x2)y

m3(x3)y
m4(x4)⟩conn =

Ts

π4
[δm1m2δm3m4G1 + δm1m3δm2m4G2 + δm1m4δm2m3G3] .

Since all the three terms on the right hand side are related by the permutation of indices, we focus

on G1 in what follows. The result for G1 was computed in the static gauge in (4.11) of [3] and is

given by

G1 =2D1111 − 2x234D1122 − 2x212D2211

+D1111 − 2x213D2121 − 2x214D2112 − 2x223D1221 − 2x224D1212 + 2x234D1122 + 2x212D2211

+ 4(x213x
2
24 + x214x

2
23 − x212x

2
34)D2222 ,

(D.3)

where the first line denotes the contribution from the two derivative term while the second and

the third lines are contributions from the four derivative terms, and D∆1∆2∆3∆4 is the D-function

given by the following contact Witten diagram,

D∆1∆2∆3∆4 =

ˆ
dsdt

s2
K̃∆1(s, t;x1)K̃∆2(s, t;x2)K̃∆3(s, t;x3)K̃∆4(s, t;x4) , (D.4)

29Note that Ts =
√
λ

2π
.
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with K̃(s, t; t′) ≡ s
s2+(t−t′)2 . For integer ∆’s, the D-functions can be evaluated explicitly30 in terms

of polylogarithms (see e.g. appendix A of [117]). As a result, we obtain

Ts

π4
G1 =

T 2
s

π2

1

x212x
2
34

(F2 + F4) , (D.6)

F2 =
1

2πTs

[
χ2

χ− 1
+ χ2 log |1− χ| − χ2(2− 2χ+ χ2) log |χ|

(χ− 1)2

]
, (D.7)

F4 = − 1

4πTs

[
4 +

2− χ

χ
log
(
(1− χ)2

)]
. (D.8)

Here we factored out the result for the disconnected diagram T 2
s /(π

2x212x
2
34) on the right hand

side of (D.6), and F2 and F4 are contributions from the two derivative and the four derivative

interactions respectively.

As we can see, the result for F4 coincides with the s-channel disconnected diagram dressed by the

reparametrization mode in the conformal gauge, (6.26), upon setting ∆V = ∆W = 1. This confirms

the equivalence of the two formulations at this order. At higher orders in perturbation theory in

the conformal gauge, one would also need to dress the connected diagrams by the reparametrization

mode in order to reproduce the results in the static gauge. For example, at the next order, one

needs to include the two-derivative contact Witten diagram dressed by the reparametrization mode.

E Large charge OTOC

In this appendix, we derive the result for the large charge OTOCs on the Wilson line that was

stated without proof in (4.9). Our starting point is some results from [19] for the following four-

point functions on the Wilson line introduced in section 2.2:

⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)ZJ(x3)Z̄
J(x4)⟩

⟨Φ(x1)Φ(x2)⟩⟨ZJ(x3)Z̄J(x4)⟩
= G1(χ),

⟨D(x1)D(x2)ZJ(x3)Z̄
J(x4)⟩

⟨D(x1)D(x2)⟩⟨ZJ(x3)Z̄J(x4)⟩
= G4(χ). (E.1)

Here, Φ = Φ1, Z = Φ4 + iΦ5 and Z̄ = Φ4 − iΦ5, where Φ1, Φ4 and Φ5 are three of the scalars

orthogonal to the scalar Φ6 that is coupled to Wilson line; ZJ , Z̄J are chiral primaries of rank J ;

D = D1 is one of the three displacement operators; and χ is the conformal cross-ratio defined in

(2.14). In eq. (4.9), we were schematic by writing ΦJ for ZJ and Z̄J , and also only listed the four-

point function with light scalars although the analysis of the four-point function with displacement

operators is essentially identical.

30For readers’ convenience, here we display two D-functions needed for evaluating the contribution from the two
derivative interaction:

D1111 =
π

2

1

x2
13x

2
24

[
log |χ|
χ− 1

− log |1− χ|
χ

]
,

D2211 =
x2
34

x4
13x

2
24

[
−π(χ+ 2) log |1− χ|

8χ3
+

π

8χ2(1− χ)
+

π log |χ|
8(χ− 1)2

]
.

(D.5)

D1122 can be obtained from D2211 by the permutation of indices 1 ↔ 3 and 2 ↔ 4.
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In [19], we computed the correlators in (E.1) in the double scaling limit J, λ → ∞ with J ≡ J√
λ

held fixed31 by studying the classical string with angular momentum J in S5 that is dual to the

Wilson line with ZJ and Z̄J inserted [4, 17, 18, 128]. In particular, the four-point functions can be

viewed as two-point functions of Φ and D in the large charge background created by ZJ and Z̄J .

Via AdS/CFT, they are equal to the boundary-to-boundary propagators for the fluctuations on the

classical string in the transverse directions in S5 and AdS5. The induced geometry on the classical

string is non-trivial and depends on J .

We need the following integral representations for the four-point functions in (E.1) [19] :

G1(χ) =
χ2

χ− 1

ˆ ∞

−∞
dk

k
√
1− c2 + k2exp (−ik log(χ− 1))

2
√
1 + k2 sinh

(
π
´ k
0 ρ̃(ℓ)dℓ

) , (E.2)

G4(χ) =
χ4

(1− χ)2

ˆ ∞

−∞
dk

k
√
1 + k2

√
1− c2 + k2exp (−ik log(χ− 1))

12 sinh
(
π
´ k
0 ρ̃(ℓ)dℓ

) . (E.3)

Here, the parameter c ∈ [0, 1) is related to J ∈ [0,∞) by πJ = K − E, where K ≡ K(c2) and

E ≡ E(c2) are the complete elliptic integrals of the first and second kind. J is a monotonically

increasing function of c, such that c = 0 when J = 0 and c2 → 1 as J → ∞. Furthermore, ρ̃(ℓ)

contains information about the density of excitation energies on the string and is given by:

ρ̃(k) =
2

π

Kk2 + E√
1 + k2

√
1− c2 + k2

, (E.4)

The expressions in (E.2) and (E.3) are valid for χ > 1.

To compute the OTOCs from (E.2) and (E.3), we analytically continue along the path in (2.28).

If we keep c fixed and finite as we vary t, then at early times the OTOC does not have a period

of exponential decay (because there is no small parameter) while at late times OTOC exhibits the

standard behavior G1 ∼ #e−2t and G4 ∼ #e−4t as t → ∞. The more interesting case is to take

c to be small, which sets up a parametric separation between the dissipation time td ∼ β ∼ 1

and the scrambling time ts ∼ −β ln c ∼ − ln c and gives rise to a period of exponential decay.

More precisely, we will evaluate (E.2) and (E.3) in the standard OTOC configuration in the double

scaling limit t → ∞ and c → 0 with c2et fixed. This is equivalent to taking t → ∞ and J → 0 with

J et held fixed.

At late times, −i log(χ(t) − 1) = π − 4e−t + O(e−3t), which means the numerators in the

integrands in (E.2) and (E.3) grow exponentially as functions of k only slightly slower than eπk.

Meanwhile, at large k, the energy density in (E.4) asymptotically approaches ρ̃(k) ∼ 2K
π and

therefore
´ k
0 ρ̃(ℓ)dℓ ∼ 2K

π k. At small c2, K = π
2 +

πc2

8 +O(c4), so the denominators in the integrands

in (E.2) and (E.3) grow exponentially as functions of k only slightly faster than eπk at large k.

These observations imply that, at large t and small c, the integrands in (E.2) and (E.3) decay

exponentially at large values of k but do so only slowly and therefore develop long tails extending

31This definition of J differs from the one in [19] by a factor of 1
4π

.
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towards infinity that dominate the integrals. Thus, only the large k behavior of the integrand is

relevant, and the OTOC in the limit is given by

G1(χ(t)) = lim
t→∞
c→0

(
4e−t

)2 ˆ ∞
dk k

exp
((
π − 4e−t + . . .

)
k
)

exp
((
π + πc2

4 + . . .
)
k
) =

1(
1 + πc2

16 e
t
)2 . (E.5)

In agreement with (4.9). Likewise,

G4(χ(t)) = lim
t→∞
c→0

(
4e−t

)4 ˆ ∞
dk

k3

6

exp
((
π − 4e−t + . . .

)
k
)

exp
((
π + πc2

4 + . . .
)
k
) =

1(
1 + πc2

16 e
t
)4 . (E.6)

Given that c2 = 4J + . . . as J → 0, (E.5) leads to (4.9), as we wanted to show. It therefore agrees

with (4.8) for the case ∆V = ∆ZJ = J and ∆W = ∆Φ = 1. Similarly, (E.6) agrees with (4.8) for

the case ∆W = ∆D = 2.
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