
Prepared for submission to JHEP

On the spectrum and structure constants of short

operators in N=4 SYM at strong coupling

Luis F. Alday, Tobias Hansen and Joao A. Silva

Mathematical Institute, University of Oxford, Woodstock Road, Oxford, OX2 6GG, UK

E-mail: alday@maths.ox.ac.uk, tobias.hansen@maths.ox.ac.uk,

joao.silva@maths.ox.ac.uk

Abstract: We study short operators in planar N = 4 SYM at strong coupling, for general

spin and SO(6) symmetric traceless representations. At strong coupling their dimension

grows like ∆ ∼ 2
√
δλ1/4 and their spectrum of degeneracies can be analysed by considering

the massive spectrum of type II strings in flat space-time. We furthermore compute their

structure constants with two arbitrary chiral primary operators. This is done by considering

the four-point correlator of arbitrary chiral primary operators at strong coupling in planar

N = 4 SYM, including the supergravity approximation plus the infinite tower of stringy

corrections that contributes in the flat space limit. Our results are valid for generic rank n

symmetric traceless representations of SO(6) and in particular for n≫ 1, as long as n≪ λ1/4.
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1 Introduction

It has been known since the work of Gubser, Klebanov and Polyakov that massive string

states in AdS5×S5 couple to short single-trace operators in N = 4 SYM [1]. These operators

have conformal dimensions which grow as ∆ ∼ 2
√
δλ1/4 at strong t’Hooft coupling λ, where

δ = 1, 2, . . . is the string mass level. In this paper we revisit these operators Oδ,ℓ,R for general

spin ℓ and in the SO(6) representation R.

One of the reasons we are interested in these operators is their appearance in stringy

correlators. In [2, 3] we recently derived the full 1/
√
λ correction to the Virasoro-Shapiro am-

plitude in AdS5×S5, i.e. the correlator ⟨O2O2O2O2⟩ at large N and strong coupling including

all stringy corrections, where O2 is the chiral primary operator in the stress-tensor multiplet.

From this result one can extract averaged corrections to conformal dimensions and structure

constants for all the massive short operators Oδ,ℓ,[0,0,0]. A natural question is whether these

averages can be unmixed by considering more general correlators ⟨Op1Op2Op3Op4⟩, where Opi
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is a chiral primary of dimension pi.
1 As we will show in this paper, unfortunately this is not

the case.

Another motivation to study short operators is to further bridge the gap between the

conformal bootstrap and integrability. Explicit integrability results for dimensions of short

operators at strong coupling are currently available for those operators who sit on the leading

Regge trajectory [7–9], including the familiar Konishi operator. These results agree with

[2, 3]. One advantage of our approach however, is that we can compute structure constants,

for which integrability techniques are still under development, see however [10] for recent

progress relevant for the case at hand.

To understand the spectrum of short massive operators at strong coupling, we relate it

to the spectrum of type II strings in flat space, compactified on S5. The relation between

conformal dimensions and masses is the one from [1] and the representation theory for spin

and R-symmetry is similar to the weak coupling treatment of [11, 12]. One result of this

analysis is that operators on the leading Regge trajectory ℓ = 2δ−2 are non-degenerate while

operators on the next Regge trajectory ℓ = 2δ − 3 have degeneracy 2.

By combining the precise result for the supergravity correlator ⟨Op1Op2Op3Op4⟩ from

[13, 14] with the flat space limit formula of [15, 16] we derive the leading structure constants

for the coupling of two arbitrary chiral primaries with the massive short operator Oδ,ℓ,[n,0,0].

This result is valid for generic R-charges of the three operators provided pi ≪ λ
1
4 . This

restriction implies that in the flat space limit, all momenta in the S5 directions vanish and

all SO(6) representations are KK-modes of the R5 singlet. One could also study the case

pi ∼ λ
1
4 by considering a different flat space limit that acts non-trivially on S5, see [17].

The structure constants of two chiral primaries and one short massive operator on the

leading Regge trajectory have previously been computed in [18–20] and our computation

reproduces this result in this special case. One simplification of our computation compared

to [18–20] is that at each step we work at the level of long supersymmetry multiplets. Since

the long superconformal multiplet must become the usual long multiplet in the flat space

limit, we strip off the corresponding factor at each step: when analysing the spectrum and

when considering partial wave decompositions in flat space and AdS.

This paper is organised as follows. In section 2 we study the massive spectrum of type

II superstrings compactified on S5, which we expect to coincide with the spectrum of the

corresponding massive operators in N = 4 SYM at strong coupling. In section 3 we review

the corresponding partial wave decomposition of the Virasoro-Shapiro amplitude in flat space

and in section 4 we use the flat space limit of the conformal partial wave decomposition

to compute the structure constants of two chiral primaries and one short massive operator.

Section 4.1 discusses the question whether the general structure constants allow us to unmix

OPE data from the AdS Virasoro-Shapiro amplitude. In section 5 we compare our structure

constants to the previously known result for the special case of operators on the leading Regge

trajectory. We conclude in section 6.

1A similar unmixing was carried out for light double trace operators in supergravity in [4–6].
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2 Spectrum of massive strings

In this section we study the spectrum of short operators at strong coupling. The simplest

example is the Konishi operator whose conformal dimension at large λ is given by

∆K = 2λ1/4 − 2 +
2

λ1/4
+ · · · . (2.1)

More generally, short operators at strong coupling are labelled by their ’level’ δ, spin ℓ and

SO(6) representation R. At strong coupling and for small quantum numbers ℓ,R (hence the

name short2) compared to λ1/4, their dimension grows as

∆δ,ℓ,R = 2
√
δλ1/4 + · · · . (2.2)

The question we would like to answer is that of their degeneracy for a given spin ℓ and SO(6)

representation. Following [1] this maps to a computation of the massive spectrum of type II

string theory in flat space. More precisely, the massive spectrum of type II strings on R1,4×S5

comes in representations of SO(4) × SO(6) and is expected to match the spectrum of short

operators at strong coupling. The masses in flat space m are directly related to the conformal

dimensions (2.2) under identification of the quadratic Casimirs of SO(4, 2)× SO(6) and the

10d Poincare group in the limit where the AdS radius squared R2 = α′√λ is very large

−∆2 = −R2m2 + . . . . (2.3)

The massive spectrum of type II string theory in flat space is given by

m2 =
4δ

α′ , δ = 1, 2, 3, . . . . (2.4)

At each string level δ the SO(9) (the massive little group for R1,9) representations are

encoded in the character polynomial

Tδ = T1 ⊗ (vacδ ⊗ vacδ) , (2.5)

where T1 is the long multiplet in flat space3

T1 = ([2, 0, 0, 0] + [0, 0, 1, 0] + [1, 0, 0, 1])2 = (44+ 84+ 128)2 , (2.6)

and vacδ is given explicitly up to δ = 7 in [11] and a generating function is given in [21]. The

first few cases are

vac1 = [0, 0, 0, 0] = 1 ,

vac2 = [1, 0, 0, 0] = 9 ,

vac3 = [2, 0, 0, 0] + [0, 0, 0, 1] = 44+ 16 ,

vac4 = [3, 0, 0, 0] + [1, 0, 0, 1] + [0, 1, 0, 0] + [1, 0, 0, 0] = 156+ 128+ 36+ 9 .

(2.7)

2Despite being called short, these operators are in long superconformal multiplets.
3We label irreducible representations of SO(d) (and their characters) by [a1, . . . , ar], where r is the rank of

SO(d) and ai are non-negative integers which give the coefficients in the decomposition of the highest weight

vectors into fundamental weights. Similarly irreducible representations of SO(d1) × SO(d2) are labelled by

[a1, . . . , ar1 ; b1, . . . , br2 ].
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In order to extract from this the spectrum of massive string operators in AdS5 × S5 we will

mostly follow [11, 12].4

The first step is to replace the flat long multiplet T1 in (2.5) by the long superconfor-

mal multiplet Tsconf. However, as we really want to study the spectrum of superconformal

primaries, we will not multiply by Tsconf. By considering only vac2δ we are directly counting

superconformal primaries. We have5

vac21 = [0, 0, 0, 0] ,

vac22 = [2, 0, 0, 0] + [0, 1, 0, 0] + [0, 0, 0, 0] ,

vac23 = [4, 0, 0, 0] + [2, 1, 0, 0] + 2[2, 0, 0, 1] + [0, 2, 0, 0] + [2, 0, 0, 0] + 2[1, 0, 0, 1]

+ [0, 0, 0, 2] + [0, 0, 1, 0] + 2[0, 1, 0, 0] + [1, 0, 0, 0] + 2[0, 0, 0, 0] .

(2.8)

Next we branch the SO(9) representations into irreducible representations of SO(4)×SO(5),

corresponding to the split into AdS5 and S5 directions. For the first mass levels this gives

vac21 = [0, 0; 0, 0] , (2.9)

vac22 = [2, 2; 0, 0] + [2, 0; 0, 0] + [0, 2; 0, 0] + 2[0, 0; 0, 0] + 2[1, 1; 1, 0] + [0, 0; 2, 0] + [0, 0; 0, 2] .

The full expressions get very lengthy very quickly, but simplify if one looks at specific repre-

sentations.6

To get the final degeneracy in terms of SO(6) representations, we compactify five dimen-

sions into S5 [24]. This replaces each SO(5) irrep [m,n] by a Kaluza-Klein tower of SO(6)

representations [11]

KK[m,n] =
m∑
r=0

n∑
s=0

∞∑
p=m−r

[p, r + n− s, r + s] +
m−1∑
r=0

n−1∑
s=0

∞∑
p=m−r−1

[p, r + n− s, r + s+ 1] .

(2.11)

2.1 Massive strings coupling to two chiral primaries

In the remainder of the paper we will study the structure constants of one short massive

operator and two chiral primary operators to leading order in 1/λ, so it is important to

understand which part of the massive spectrum admits such couplings. To this end we need

to refine the matching of Casimirs which we did for short massive operators in (2.3). A

4A similar analysis was done for SO(6) singlets in [22].
5We use SageMath [23] to compute tensor products and branchings.
6For instance, we can focus on symmetric traceless representations. These are the [ℓ, ℓ] of SO(4) and the

[m, 0] of SO(5). Projecting onto these representations we get

vac21|STT = [0, 0; 0, 0] ,

vac22|STT = [2, 2; 0, 0] + 2[0, 0; 0, 0] + 2[1, 1; 1, 0] + [0, 0; 2, 0] ,

vac23|STT = [4, 4; 0, 0] + 4[2, 2; 0, 0] + 2[1, 1; 0, 0] + 6[0, 0; 0, 0] + 2[3, 3; 1, 0] + 8[1, 1; 1, 0]

+ 2[0, 0; 1, 0] + 3[2, 2; 2, 0] + 4[0, 0; 2, 0] + 2[1, 1; 3, 0] + [0, 0; 4, 0] .

(2.10)
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general operator with dimension ∆, spin ℓ and SO(6) representation [n, 0, 0] has the SO(4, 2)

Casimir

c2SO(4,2),∆,ℓ = ∆(4−∆) + ℓ(ℓ+ 4− 2) , (2.12)

and the SO(6) Casimir

c2SO(6),[n,0,0] = n(n+ 6− 2) . (2.13)

In the flat space limit the SO(6) Casimir should equal the Casimir for the five spacelike

dimensions that are compactified into S5, i.e. we can split the 10d momentum kM in flat

spacetime with metric (−+ . . .+) into

kM = (kµ, km) , µ = 0, . . . 4 , m = 5 . . . 9 , (2.14)

and assign separately for the limit R→ ∞ (where R is the radius of both AdS5 and S5)

c2SO(4,2),∆,ℓ = R2kµk
µ + . . . ,

c2SO(6),[n,0,0] = R2kmk
m + . . . .

(2.15)

For massive operators this agrees with the assignment [18, 19].

Chiral primary operatorsOp are the superconformal primaries of 1/2-BPS superconformal

multiplets and their quantum numbers are fixed in terms of a single integer p ≥ 2, namely

∆ = p, ℓ = 0 and their SO(6) representation is [p, 0, 0]. (2.15) implies that in the flat space

limit the components km of the momentum vanish

km = O

(
1

R

)
. (2.16)

This is familiar for the flat space limit of correlators of chiral operators in supersymmetric

conformal field theories [25, 26]. As we will see in section 3, (2.16) implies that to leading

order in 1/λ only massive operators from the singlet of SO(5) couple to two chiral primaries.

For this reason we next analyse this part of the massive spectrum in some more detail.

2.2 Spectrum from the SO(5) singlet

We show the spectrum that arises from the singlet of SO(5) separately for even and odd spins

in tables 1 and 2, where we use the shorthand notation [ℓ] ≡ [ℓ, ℓ] for traceless symmetric

SO(4) representations of spin ℓ. For each entry in these tables there is a tower of KK modes

in the SO(6) representations

KK[0,0] =

∞∑
q=0

[q, 0, 0] . (2.17)

We observe that the multiplicity for superconformal primaries on the leading even spin Regge

trajectory is 1 and on the next even spin Regge trajectory it is 6 for all but the first few

operators.
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δ vac2δ projected to SO(4)|even rank STT × SO(5)|[0,0]
1 [0]

2 [2] + 2[0]

3 [4] + 4[2] + 6[0]

4 [6] + 6[4] + 24[2] + 22[0]

5 [8] + 6[6] + 40[4] + 157[2] + 99[0]

6 [10]+ 6[8] + 52[6] + 331[4] + 1104[2] + 547[0]

7 [12]+ 6[10]+ 58[8] + 461[6] + 2570[4] + 7365[2] + 3112[0]

Table 1. The even spin spectrum arising from the [0, 0] of SO(5). Each entry corresponds to the KK

tower of SO(6) representations (2.17).

δ vac2δ projected to SO(4)|odd rank STT × SO(5)|[0,0]
1 0

2 0

3 2[1]

4 8[3]+24[1]

5 12[5]+80[3]+172[1]

6 14[7]+128[5]+664[3]+1154[1]

7 14[9]+156[7]+1120[5]+4868[3]+7214[1]

Table 2. The odd spin spectrum arising from the [0, 0] of SO(5). Each entry corresponds to the KK

tower of SO(6) representations (2.17).

2.3 Spectrum from the SO(5) vector

It is instructive to also have a closer look at the contributions of the vector [1, 0] of SO(5),

even though they are not exchanged in the four-point functions of chiral primary operators

at leading order in 1/λ. We show this part of the spectrum in tables 3 and 4, where each

entry comes with the KK tower

KK[1,0] =
∞∑
q=1

[q, 0, 0] +
∞∑
q=0

[q, 1, 1] . (2.18)

There are several important observations to make. The first one is that the only SO(6)

representation that is entirely described by the singlet of SO(5) is the singlet [0, 0, 0]. Further,

the leading Regge trajectory with ℓ = 2δ−2 (see table 1) receives only contributions from the

singlet of SO(5). However, the leading odd spin Regge trajectory is ℓ = 2δ − 3 (see table 4)

and arises entirely from the vector of SO(5). The degeneracy for operators on this trajectory

is 2.
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δ vac2δ projected to SO(4)|even rank STT × SO(5)|[1,0]
1 0

2 0

3 2[0]

4 2[4] + 24[2] + 21[0]

5 2[6] + 46[4] + 244[2] + 157[0]

6 2[8] + 60[6] + 506[4] + 2054[2] + 1095[0]

7 2[10]+ 62[8] + 692[6] + 4689[4] + 15505[2] + 7055[0]

Table 3. The even spin spectrum arising from the [1, 0] of SO(5). Each entry corresponds to the KK

tower of SO(6) representations (2.18).

δ vac2δ projected to SO(4)|odd rank STT × SO(5)|[1,0]
1 0

2 2[1]

3 2[3]+8[1]

4 2[5]+14[3]+46[1]

5 2[7]+16[5]+126[3]+330[1]

6 2[9]+18[7]+188[5]+1172[3]+2382[1]

7 2[11]+18[9]+228[7]+1938[5]+9714[3]+16210[1]

Table 4. The odd spin spectrum arising from the [1, 0] of SO(5). Each entry corresponds to the KK

tower of SO(6) representations (2.18).

3 Partial wave expansion in flat space

Next we discuss how the spectrum above contributes to the concrete example the Virasoro-

Shapiro amplitude

δ16(Q)
Γ (−S) Γ (−T ) Γ (−U)

Γ (S + 1)Γ (T + 1)Γ (U + 1)
, (3.1)

where we use the dimensionless Mandelstam variables

S = −α
′

4
(k1 + k2)

2 , T = −α
′

4
(k1 + k3)

2 , U = −α
′

4
(k1 + k4)

2 . (3.2)

The overall delta function δ16(Q) contains the polarisation dependence, written in an on-

shell superspace formalism, and is fixed by supersymmetry. We can directly consider the

contribution of exchanged superconformal primaries (as opposed to their full long multiplet)

by stripping off this factor. We thus study the function

A(S, T ) =
Γ (−S) Γ (−T ) Γ (−U)

Γ (S + 1)Γ (T + 1)Γ (U + 1)
. (3.3)

This amplitude has poles at S = δ corresponding to the exchange of states of mass m2 =

4δ/α′. Let us briefly discuss how to decompose the residues at these poles into irreducible
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representations of SO(4)× SO(5) as listed in (2.9). We begin with the usual construction of

SO(9) partial waves. The exchange diagram for a particle at mass level δ and with SO(9)

spin L has the form

k1

k2 k3

k4
[L, 0, 0, 0]

=

dim([L,0,0,0])∑
I=1

AI
3(k1, k2)A

I
3(k4, k3)

S − δ
, (3.4)

where the numerator is a sum over on-shell three-point amplitudes

AI
3(k1, k2) = ξIM1...ML

L∏
i=1

√
α′

2
(k1 − k2)

Mi , (3.5)

defined in terms of an orthonormal basis of polarisation tensors ξIM1...ML
in the representation

[L, 0, 0, 0], which are transverse to the momentum of the particle k1 + k2. For the vector

representation these polarisations satisfy the completeness relation

9∑
I=1

ξIMξ
I
N = ηMN − (k1 + k2)M (k1 + k2)N

(k1 + k2)2
, (3.6)

and the completeness relation for the spin L representation can be written in terms of the

same vector polarisations (see [27])

∑
I

ξIM1...ML
ξIN1...NL

= π
(9)
I1...IL,J1,...JL

L∏
i=1

ξIiMi
ξJiNi

. (3.7)

Here we made use of the projector to traceless symmetric rank L tensors of SO(d), which can

be most conveniently written by contracting it with vectors x, x ∈ Rd (see [28] for details) in

terms of a Gegenbauer polynomial

π
(d)
ℓ (x, x) ≡ xI1 . . . xIℓπ

(d)
I1...Iℓ,J1...Jℓ

xJ1 . . . xJℓ =
ℓ!

2ℓ(d2 − 1)ℓ

(
x2x2

) ℓ
2 C

( d
2
−1)

ℓ

(
x · x√
x2x2

)
. (3.8)

By combining (3.4) and (3.7) one concludes that the residues of the amplitude (3.3) have an

expansion in terms of the partial waves

P
(d)
ℓ (S, T ) = π

(d)
I1...Iℓ,J1...Jℓ

ℓ∏
i=1

α′

4S
ξIiMi

(k1 − k2)
MiξJiNi

(k4 − k3)
Ni ,

=
ℓ!

2ℓ(d2 − 1)ℓ
C

( d
2
−1)

ℓ

(
1 +

2T

S

)
,

(3.9)
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given by

Res
S=δ

A(S, T ) =

2(δ−1)∑
L=0

Aδ,LP
(9)
L (δ, T ) , δ = 1, 2, . . . . (3.10)

In order to find the decomposition into SO(4)×SO(5) partial waves, we have to implement

branching rules as the ones used above in (2.9) in terms of projectors. Labelling an irreducible

representation of SO(d) by ρd, they generally take the form

ρ9 =
∑

[ρ4;ρ5]∈ρ9

N[ρ4;ρ5][ρ4; ρ5] , (3.11)

where N[ρ4;ρ5] are the multiplicities of each representation. In terms of projectors, this relation

takes the form7

πρ9I,J =
∑

[ρ4;ρ5]∈ρ9

N[ρ4;ρ5]∑
k=1

bi,mI,ρ9→[ρ4;ρ5],k
πρ4i,j π

ρ5
m,n b

j,n
J,ρ9→[ρ4;ρ5],k

. (3.12)

Here bold indices encode multiple indices (I = 1, . . . , 9, i = 1, . . . , 4, m = 5, . . . , 9)

πρ9I,J ≡ π
(9)
I1...,J1...

, πρ4i,j ≡ π
(4)
i1...,j1...

, πρ5m,n ≡ π(5)m1...,n1... , (3.13)

and bi,mI,ρ9→[ρ4;ρ5],k
are fixed by the equation (3.12) itself. For example, the branching rule

[1, 0, 0, 0] = [1, 1; 0, 0] + [0, 0; 1, 0] , (3.14)

is written in terms of the projectors for vectors π
(d)
I,J = δI,J and singlets π(d) = 1 as

π
[1,0,0,0]
I,J = δiIπ

[1,1]
i,j π[0,0]δjJ + δmI π

[0,0]π[1,0]m,nδ
n
J = δI,J . (3.15)

In order to find the partial waves for SO(4) × SO(5), we simply have to insert (3.12) into

(3.9). In the case where all momenta along the SO(5) directions vanish km1,2,3,4 = 0 we see

that only the singlet of SO(5) can be exchanged. In this case there is a relation between

SO(9) and SO(4) partial waves

P
(9)
L (S, T )

∣∣∣∣
km1,2,3,4=0

=

⌊L
2
⌋∑

k=0

BS,kP
(4)
L−2k(S, T ) , (3.16)

and (3.10) becomes a decomposition into 5D Lorentzian partial waves8

Res
S=δ

A(S, T ) =

2(δ−1)∑
ℓ=0

aδ,ℓP
(4)
ℓ (δ, T ) , δ = 1, 2, . . . . (3.18)

7This relation also exists for more general representations than traceless symmetric tensors.
8The coefficients aδ,ℓ are related to the coefficients f0(δ, ℓ) introduced in [2] by

aδ,ℓ =
2ℓ

δ2(ℓ+ 1)
f0(δ, ℓ) . (3.17)
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Using the explicit form for the partial waves for d = 4

P
(4)
ℓ (S, T ) =

ℓ+ 1

2ℓ
2F1

(
−ℓ, ℓ+ 2;

3

2
;−T

S

)
, (3.19)

and the explicit form of the residues at S = δ we obtain

(T + 1)2δ−1

Γ(δ + 1)2
=

2(δ−1)∑
ℓ=0

aδ,ℓ
ℓ+ 1

2ℓ
2F1

(
−ℓ, ℓ+ 2;

3

2
;−T

δ

)
, (3.20)

which allows to solve for the coefficients aδ,ℓ for δ = 1, 2, · · · . These coefficients will serve as

input to compute N = 4 SYM structure constants at leading order in 1/λ.

4 Partial wave expansion in AdS

In this section we consider the four-point correlator of arbitrary chiral primary operators in

N = 4 SYM theory at leading non-trivial order in a 1/c expansion, where c = (N2 − 1)/4 is

the central charge. This is related to (3.1) in the flat space limit. More precisely, consider the

four-point function of four scalar superconformal primaries of 1/2-BPS multiplets Opi(xi, yi)

with conformal dimension and R-charge pi where
∑4

i=1 pi is even

⟨Op1(x1, y1) · · · Op4(x4, y4)⟩ . (4.1)

yi ∈ R6 are polarisations satisfying y2i = 0 that we contracted with the pi R-symmetry

indices of each operator. Similar to the amplitude in flat space, we strip off the part of the

correlator that is fixed by supersymmetry and focus on the reduced correlator T (z, z, α, α).

The reduced correlator admits an expansion into superconformal long multiplets, labelled by

their superconformal primary with dimension ∆, spin ℓ and SO(6) representation R,9

T (z, z, α, α) =
∑
∆,ℓ,R

C
{p1p2}
∆,ℓ,R C

{p3p4}
∆,ℓ,R Gr,s

∆+4,ℓ(z, z)Z
r,s
R (α, α) . (4.2)

For the precise relation between the full and reduced correlator and the definition of the

superconformal blocks, see appendix A. The cross-ratios are given by

U =
x212x

2
34

x213x
2
24

= zz, V =
x223x

2
14

x213x
2
24

= (1− z)(1− z),

1

σ
=
y12y34
y13y24

= αα,
τ

σ
=
y23y14
y13y24

= (1− α)(1− α) ,

(4.3)

and r = p21 = p2 − p1, s = p34. In the flat space limit, the reduced correlator is related to

the reduced amplitude (3.3). This relation is most explicit in terms of the Mellin amplitude

M(s, t, α, α), defined through the Mellin transform

T (z, z, α, α) =

∫ i∞

−i∞

dsdt

(4πi)2
U s/2+2V

t−p2−p3
2 Γp1p2p3p4M(s, t, α, α) , (4.4)

9We suppress an overall factor 1/c.
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where we have introduced Mellin variables s, t, u satisfying s+ t+ u =
∑4

i=1 pi − 4 and

Γp1p2p3p4 = Γ

(
p1 + p2 − s

2

)
Γ

(
p3 + p4 − s

2

)
Γ

(
p1 + p4 − t

2

)
Γ

(
p2 + p3 − t

2

)
× Γ

(
p1 + p3 − u

2

)
Γ

(
p2 + p4 − u

2

)
.

(4.5)

In the flat space limit we are considering, where s, t become large while α, α are kept

fixed, we only access the singlet of SO(5). In this limit the whole Mellin amplitude must

factorise into a polynomial P (α, α) which encodes the KK modes for the singlet of SO(5),

times a function M̃(s, t) of the Mellin variables which encodes the AdS5 directions

lim
s,t→∞

M(s, t, α, α) = M̃(s, t)P (α, α) . (4.6)

The AdS5 factor M̃(s, t) is related to the flat space amplitude (3.3) by the flat space limit

A(S, T ) = −2λ
3
2 lim
R→∞

∫ κ+i∞

κ−i∞

dα

2πi
eαα−2− 1

2

∑
i piM̃

(
2
√
λS

α
,
2
√
λT

α

)
. (4.7)

From this we immediately find

A(S, T ) = − 1

STU
− 2

∞∑
a,b=0

σ̂a2 σ̂
b
3α

(0)
a,b ,

⇒ M̃(s, t) =
4Γ(12

∑
i pi − 1)

(s− 2)(t− 2)(u− 2)
+

∞∑
a,b=0

Γ(2a+ 3b+ 1
2

∑
i pi + 2)

8a+bλ
3
2
+a+ 3

2
b

σa2σ
b
3α

(0)
a,b ,

(4.8)

where we use the bases of crossing-symmetric polynomials

σ̂2 =
1

2
(S2 + T 2 + U2) , σ̂3 = STU , σ2 = s2 + t2 + u2 , σ3 = stu . (4.9)

To determine the factor P (α, α) we can make use of the known supergravity term in the

Mellin amplitude. Taking the large s, t limit of the result from [13, 14] (assuming without

loss of generality p21 ≥ 0, p43 ≥ 0 and p43 ≥ p21) and comparing to (4.6) we find that

lim
s,t→∞

M(s, t, α, α) =
4Γ(12

∑
i pi − 1)

stu
P (α, α) +O(λ−3/2) , (4.10)

with

P (α, α) =

√
p1p2p3p4

2Γ(12
∑

i pi − 1)

∑
0≤i,j,k≤E−2
i+j+k=E−2

σ
p43
2

+iτ j

i!j!k!(i+ p43+p21
2 )!(j + p43−p21

2 )!(k + |p1+p2−p3−p4
2 |)!

,

E = p3 −min(0, p1+p2−p3−p4
2 ) , (4.11)
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see also [26]. Next we want to extract from this the OPE coefficients in the large λ limit of

the expansion (4.2). For the AdS factor this can be done by taking the flat space limit of the

conformal partial wave decomposition

M̃(s, t) =
∞∑
ℓ=0

∫ i∞

−i∞
dν bℓ(ν

2)Mν,ℓ(s, t) , (4.12)

where Mν,ℓ(s, t) is the Mellin transform of a conformal partial wave as defined in [29] and

bℓ(ν
2) has poles at the conformal dimensions of superconformal primaries with residues

bℓ(ν
2) ≈ b∆,ℓ

2ℓK
{pi+2},4
∆+4,ℓ

ν2 + (∆+ 4− 2)2
, (4.13)

where

K
{∆i},d
∆,ℓ =

Γ(∆ + ℓ) Γ(∆− d
2 + 1) (∆− 1)ℓ

4ℓ−1Γ
(
∆+ℓ+∆12

2

)
Γ
(
∆+ℓ−∆12

2

)
Γ
(
∆+ℓ+∆34

2

)
Γ
(
∆+ℓ−∆34

2

)
1

Γ
(
∆1+∆2−∆+ℓ

2

)
Γ
(
∆3+∆4−∆+ℓ

2

)
Γ
(
∆1+∆2+∆+ℓ−d

2

)
Γ
(
∆3+∆4+∆+ℓ−d

2

) . (4.14)

As shown in [2, 29, 30], we can use

K
{p1+2,p2+2,p3+2,p4+2},4
∆+4,ℓ ≈

∆≫1

(
∆

2

)8−
∑

i pi 22∆+2ℓ+17

π3∆2(ℓ+5)
sin
(
π(∆−ℓ−p1−p2)

2

)
sin
(
π(∆−ℓ−p3−p4)

2

)
,

(4.15)

together with the fact that the flat space limit of Mν,ℓ(s, t) is the 5D flat space partial wave

which appears in (3.18) to show that

b∆,ℓ =

(
∆

2

)∑
i pi−8 π3∆10

λ22∆+ℓ+16 sin(π2 (∆− ℓ− p1 − p2)) sin(
π
2 (∆− ℓ− p3 − p4))

aδ,ℓ . (4.16)

The S5 factor simply needs to be expanded into spherical harmonics

P (α, α) =

min(p1+p2,p3+p4)−4∑
n=max(p21,p43)

hnZ[n,0,0](α, α) , (4.17)

where n increases in steps of 2 and the coefficients can be written in terms of sphere overlap

integrals defined in (B.9) below

hn =
Sp1−2,p2−2,nSp3−2,p4−2,n

π6
∏4

i=1

√
Γ(pi)Γ(pi − 1)

. (4.18)

In this way we find the leading OPE coefficients

C
{p1p2}
∆,ℓ,[n,0,0]C

{p3p4}
∆,ℓ,[n,0,0] = b∆,ℓhn = λp1,p2,nλp3,p4,n

π3∆10

λ22∆+ℓ+16
aδ,ℓ , (4.19)
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where we defined

λp1,p2,n =

(
∆

2

)p1+p2−4 1

sin(π2 (∆− ℓ− p1 − p2))

Sp1−2,p2−2,n

π3
√

Γ(p1)Γ(p1 − 1)Γ(p2)Γ(p2 − 1)
. (4.20)

Let us make some comments on this result. The full supergravity correlator of [13] that

we used to compute the limit (4.10) decomposes into all SO(6) representations of the form

[n − m,m,m], however (4.17) shows that only the symmetric tensors [n, 0, 0] survive the

flat space limit. This is consistent with the fact that this limit explores only the singlet of

SO(5). Moreover, (4.18) implies that P (α, α) is the sum over products of two sphere overlap

integrals.10 We state this more explicitly in (B.11) below.

4.1 Operator mixing

We can now turn to the question on whether studying these general correlators allows us to

unmix the OPE data for heavy operators extracted from these correlators.

The result (4.19) should really be seen as a sum over products of OPE coefficients for

multiple degenerate operators. Let us introduce a label I for these species and write more

precisely

C
{p1p2}
∆,ℓ,[n,0,0]C

{p3p4}
∆,ℓ,[n,0,0] =

N(∆,ℓ,n)∑
I=1

C
{p1p2}I
∆,ℓ,[n,0,0]C

{p3p4}I
∆,ℓ,[n,0,0] , (4.21)

where N(∆, ℓ, n) is the number of superprimaries with the same quantum numbers (∆, ℓ, n)

at strong coupling. The quantity (4.21) is what we actually computed. Let us explain what

equation (4.19) implies for the individual C
{p1p2}I
∆,ℓ,[n,0,0].

Let us introduce the following vectors

AI = C
{p1p2}I
∆,ℓ,[n,0,0] , BI = C

{p3p4}I
∆,ℓ,[n,0,0] . (4.22)

The triangle inequality for these two vectors reads (A · B)2 ≤ |A|2|B|2. However, equation

(4.19) implies that actually

(A ·B)2 = |A|2|B|2 . (4.23)

This implies that AI and BI are parallel vectors. Thus we conclude that

C
{p1p2}I
∆,ℓ,[n,0,0] = χ

{p1p2}
∆,ℓ,[n,0,0]D

I , (4.24)

where

χ
{p1p2}
∆,ℓ,[n,0,0] = ±λp1,p2,n

√
π3∆10

λ22∆+ℓ+16
aδ,ℓ , (4.25)

and DI is a unit vector |D|2 = 1. It is not possible to say more about the individual

components DI , i.e. we cannot determine them at leading order in a way similar to [4–6] for

double trace operators. The reason for this is ultimately that all the KK modes originate

from the same amplitude in 10-dimensional flat space. We expect that it would be possible

to unmix the OPE coefficients by considering correlators with different flat space analogues,

for example by taking some of the external operators to be massive as well.

10Up to factors
√

Γ(pi)Γ(pi − 1) which can be attributed to the normalisation of the external operators.
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5 Comparison with previous results

In this section we compare our results with those of [20], where the three-point functions for

two chiral primaries and one massive string operator on the leading Regge trajectory were

computed from the flat space limit.

The method of [20] requires that the dimensions of all three operators in the three-

point function (p1, p2 and ∆) are large, of order λ1/4. On first sight this limit seems to be

incompatible with our assumption that p1, p2 are much smaller than λ1/4 in the large λ limit.

This assumption led to the conclusion that to leading order in 1/λ only the KK modes of

the singlet of SO(5) couple to two chiral primaries, see section 2.1. The reason that we can

compare results anyway is that, as mentioned in section 2.3, the leading Regge trajectory

arises only from the singlet of SO(5) in general, so we can lift the restriction pi ≪ λ1/4 when

considering the structure constants of these operators. In order to compare, it is thus enough

to take the additional limit ∆ ≫ p1, p2 of the results of [20].

The structure constants given in [20] are those for the maximal superconformal descen-

dants of the operators we considered above. These operators are conformal, but not super-

conformal, primaries. For the external operators these are given by

Lp = L+
p + L−

p = Q4Op +Q
4Op , (5.1)

and they are scalars with conformal dimension p + 2 in the [p − 2, 0, 0] of SO(6). For p = 2

this operator is the Lagrangian of the theory. We consider the decomposition of the crossing

symmetric correlator into bosonic conformal blocks

⟨Lp(x1)Lp(x2)Lp(x3)Lp(x4)⟩ =
G(z, z, α, α)

x4p12x
4p
34

=
1

x4p12x
4p
34

∑
∆,ℓ,n

C̃2
∆,ℓ,nG∆,ℓ(z, z)Z[n,0,0](α, α) .

(5.2)

The OPE coefficients C̃∆,ℓ,n were computed in [20] for operators on the leading Regge trajec-

tory, which are descendants of the massive short superconformal primaries discussed above

Q4Q
4Oδ,ℓ,[n,0,0] and have dimension ∆+4, spin ℓ+4 and R-charge n. In terms of the quantum

numbers

∆1,2 = p1,2 + 2 , n1,2 = p1,2 − 2 , ∆3 = 2

√
ℓ+ 2

2
λ

1
4 + 2 +O(λ

1
4 ) , S = ℓ+ 4 , n3 = n ,

(5.3)

their result is11

C̃∆+4,ℓ+4,n = 2
3−S
2

√
(∆1 − 1)(∆2 − 1)(∆3 − 1)

25/2π

Γ(α1)Γ(α2)Γ(α3)Γ(Σ− 2)

Γ(∆1)Γ(∆2)Γ(∆3)
G123 , (5.4)

with

Σ =
1

2
(∆1 +∆2 +∆3) , αi = Σ−∆i , (5.5)

11The factor 2
3−S
2 accounts for our different normalisation of conformal blocks and the whole correlator

compared to [20, 29, 30].
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and the coupling

G123 =
8N2

√
λ

π2
⟨VLVLVS⟩Sn1,n2,n3 . (5.6)

The factor ⟨VLVLVS⟩ was computed using flat space vertex operators as

⟨VLVLVS⟩ =
(2α′α1α2α3Σ)

S/2

N3(∆3)SΓ(S/2)
, (5.7)

and the factor Sn1,n2,n3 in (5.6) comes from a sphere overlap integral in S5 and will be

discussed in appendix B below.

The correlator (5.2) is related by a differential operator to the one of superconformal

primaries. In [2] we used the differential operator for the case ⟨2222⟩ given in [30, 31] to

relate the OPE coefficients for the two correlators. Here we will use the general differential

operator given in [32] to generalise this computation to the case ⟨pppp⟩.
In [32] the authors provided the differential operator

∆(8) =
zzαα

(z − z)(α− α)
(Dz −Dα) (Dz −Dα) (Dz −Dα) (Dz −Dα)

(z − z)(α− α)

zzαα
, (5.8)

where

Dx ≡ x2∂x(1− x)∂x − 1
2(r + s)x2∂x − 1

4rsx , (5.9)

which acts on the reduced correlator of Op introduced in (4.2) and computes

⟨L+
p (x1)L

+
p (x2)L

−
p (x3)L

−
p (x4)⟩ ≡

G̃(z, z, α, α)

x4p12x
4p
34

=
2

x4p12x
4p
34

∆(8)

p4(p2 − 1)2
T (z, z, α, α) . (5.10)

We then use the relation (5.1) to write

⟨LpLpLpLp⟩ = 2
(
⟨L+

p L
+
p L

−
p L

−
p ⟩+ ⟨L−

p L
+
p L

+
p L

−
p ⟩+ ⟨L+

p L
−
p L

+
p L

−
p ⟩
)

=
2

x4p12x
4p
34

(
G̃(z, z, α, α) +

(
zz

(1−z)(1−z)

)p+2 (
(1−α)(1−α)

αα

)p−2
G̃(1− z, 1− z, 1− α, 1− α)

+
(zz)p+2

(αα)p−2
G̃(1/z, 1/z, 1/α, 1/α)

)
. (5.11)

Using also the crossing symmetry of T (z, z, α, α), this relation provides us with a differential

operator ∆̃(8) relating T (z, z, α, α) and G(z, z, α, α)

G(z, z, α, α) = ∆̃(8) T (z, z, α, α) . (5.12)

Following appendix F of [2] we can act on a generic superconformal block contributing to

T (z, z, α, α) and obtain the precise contributions of the bosonic conformal blocks for each

component of this supermultiplet contributing to the correlator G(z, z, α, α). In order to

compare to the result (5.4) we can make two big simplifications. We only need the contribution

of the bottom component of the supermultiplet, which has spin ℓ+4, because this is the only
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component that contributes to the leading Regge trajectory in the sense of the expansion

(5.2). Furthermore we can take ∆ to be very large as before. The result is

T (z, z, α, α) = G∆+4,ℓ(z, z)Z[n,0,0](α, α) ⇒ (5.13)

G(z, z, α, α) =
∆8 +O(∆7)

213p4(p2 − 1)2
G∆+4,ℓ+4(z, z)Z[n,0,0](α, α) + subleading Regge trajectories .

(5.14)

Using this relation and the result for the flat space partial wave coefficients [2]

a ℓ
2
+1,ℓ =

(ℓ+ 2)ℓ−2

4ℓ−1Γ( ℓ2 + 1)2
, (5.15)

we can now check that for operators on the leading Regge trajectory, our result (4.19) agrees

with (5.4) once we expand at large ∆

∆4 +O(∆
7
2 )

2
13
2 p1p2

√
(p21 − 1)(p22 − 1)

C
{p1p2}
∆,ℓ,[n,0,0] = C̃∆+4,ℓ+4,n . (5.16)

6 Conclusions

In this paper we studied the spectrum and structure constants of massive short operators

in planar N = 4 SYM theory at strong coupling by considering strings on AdS5 × S5 in

the flat space limit. It would be very interesting to compare the spectrum of degeneracies

with explicit results from integrability. Where data from integrability is available, on the

leading Regge trajectory, the degeneracies do match. More generally, we cannot rule out the

possibility that two different operators at finite λ become identical in the strict λ = ∞ limit,

and are seen as a single operator in flat space. It would be interesting to explore this.

It would also be very interesting to reproduce our results for structure constants, from

integrability. Note in particular that our results are valid for large R−charges (as long as

they are smaller than λ1/4), where integrability computations are expected to simplify. See

[10] for relevant progress in this direction.

Our result for the structure constants of two chiral primaries and one massive short

operator implies that the OPE data contained in the AdS Virasoro-Shapiro amplitude of

[2, 3] cannot be unmixed at leading order by considering generalisations to correlators of

arbitrary chiral primary operators. Possible alternatives are to unmix the OPE data at a

higher order in the 1/
√
λ expansion or to consider other correlators, for example ones with

external massive operators.

Of course it is possible to apply the methods of [2, 3] to more general correlators to

compute corrections to the OPE data of massive operators with R-charge. We plan to report

on this in a forthcoming paper.

Another possible avenue is to implement a flat space limit that probes large R-charges of

the external operators pi ∼ λ
1
4 and accesses the full spectrum of strings in 10 dimensions.
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A Correlator Setup

In this appendix we state the definitions for the reduced correlator and long superconformal

block following the conventions of [32].

A.1 Reduced correlator

We normalise the two point function of 1
2 -BPS operators of dimension p as

⟨Op(x1, y1)Op(x2, y2)⟩ =
(y1 · y2)p

|x1 − x2|2p
, (A.1)

and write their four-point functions as

⟨Op1(x1, y1) · · · Op4(x4, y4)⟩ ≡ Tp1p2p3p4G(z, z, α, α) ,

Tp1p2p3p4 = g
p1+p2

2
12 g

p3+p4
2

34

(
g24
g14

) p2−p1
2
(
g13
g14

) p3−p4
2

,
(A.2)

where gij =
yi·yj
x2
ij

. The superconformal Ward identities imply that the correlator can generally

be written in the form [33]

G(z, z, α, α) = kχ(z, α)χ(z, α) +
(z − α)(z − α)(z − α)(z − α)

(α− α)(z − z)

×
(
−χ(z, α)f(z, α)

αz(z − α)
+
χ(z, α)f(z, α)

αz(z − α)
+
χ(z, α)f(z, α)

αz(z − α)
− χ(z, α)f(z, α)

αz(z − α)

)
+

(z − α)(z − α)(z − α)(z − α)

(αα)2(zz)2
H(z, z, α, α), (A.3)

where k is called the unit contribution, f is the chiral correlator and H is the reduced

correlator. These different parts can be extracted from G as follows

k = G(z, z, z, z),

f(z, α) =
αz

z − α
(G(z, z, z, α)− kχ(z, α)) ,

and H is obtained by subtracting the other contributions from (A.3). The function χ is given

by

χ(z, α) =
( z
α

)max(|p21|,|p34|)/2
(
1− α

1− z

)max(p21+p34,0)/2

. (A.4)
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We further define the interacting part of the reduced correlator by subtracting the reduced

correlator of the free theory

T (z, z, α, α) = H(z, z, α, α)−H free(z, z, α, α) . (A.5)

A.2 Superconformal blocks

The superconformal multiplets that can be exchanged in the four-point functions we will

consider can be labelled by the conformal dimension ∆, spin ℓ and SO(6) representation

[n−m,m,m] of the superconformal primary of the multiplet.

Massive string states are in long multiplets, which have the following contributions to the

unit contribution, chiral correlator and reduced correlator

Ar,s
∆,ℓ,m,n =

{
k = 0, f(z, α) = 0,

H(z, z, α, α) = Gr,s
∆+4,ℓ(z, z)Z

r,s
[n−m,m,m](α, α)

. (A.6)

These definitions are in terms of the usual SO(4, 2) conformal blocks

Gr,s
∆,ℓ(z, z) =

zz

z − z

[
kr,s∆−ℓ−2

2

(z)kr,s∆+ℓ
2

(z)− kr,s∆+ℓ
2

(z)kr,s∆−ℓ−2
2

(z)

]
, (A.7)

kr,sh (z) = zh 2F1

(
h+

r

2
, h+

s

2
; 2h, z

)
, (A.8)

and the S5 spherical harmonics, which are given in terms of the same functions

Zr,s
[n−m,m,m](α, α) = (−1)mG−r,−s

−n,m (α, α) . (A.9)

B Sphere integrals

Let us now relate the sphere overlap factor in the OPE coefficients to the four-point partial

wave (A.9). To encode the irreducible representation [n, 0, 0] of SO(6) we introducing an or-

thonormal basis of traceless symmetric SO(6) tensors CI
i1...in

labelled by I = 1, . . . ,dim([n, 0, 0])

which satisfy

CI1
i1...in

CI2
i1...in

= δI1I2 , (B.1)

as well as the completeness relation

CI
i1...inC

I
j1...jn = π

(6)
i1...in,j1...jn

, (B.2)

where π
(6)
i1...in,j1...jn

is the projector to traceless symmetric SO(6) representations (3.8). The

scalar spherical harmonics are defined by

Y I
n = z(n)CI

i1...inξ
i1 . . . ξin , (B.3)

where ξ ∈ S5, i.e. ξ2 = 1 and the normalisation

z(n) =
√
2n−1(n+ 1)(n+ 2) , (B.4)
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is chosen such that ∫
S5

dξ Y I1
n Y I2

n = ω5δ
I1I2 , (B.5)

where ω5 = π3 is the volume of S5. To connect to our sphere polarizations yi (satisfying

y2 = 0) from before we introduce the object

CI
n(y) = CI

i1...iny
i1 . . . yin . (B.6)

The structure constants were given in [20] in terms of the sphere overlap integrals

⟨ψn1(y1)ψn2(y2)ψn3(y3)⟩ = CI1
n1
(y1)C

I2
n2
(y2)C

I3
n3
(y3)

∫
S5

dξ Y I1
n1
Y I2
n2
Y I3
n3
, (B.7)

which were computed in [34]∫
S5

dξ Y I1
n1
Y I2
n2
Y I3
n3

= Sn1,n2,n3⟨CI1
n1
CI2
n2
CI3
n3
⟩ , (B.8)

where ⟨CI1
n1
CI2
n2
CI3
n3
⟩ is the unique SO(6) invariant that can be formed out of three copies of

CI
i1...in

and

Sn1,n2,n3 =
ω5

2Σ̃−1

n1!n2!n3!z(n1)z(n2)z(n3)

(Σ̃ + 2)!α̃123!α̃231!α̃312!
,

Σ̃ = 1
2(n1 + n2 + n3) , α̃ijk = 1

2(ni + nj − nk) .

(B.9)

Furthermore, the completeness relation (B.2) implies the following relation to the four-point

partial waves (A.9)

CI1
n1
(y1)C

I2
n2
(y2)C

I3
n3
(y3)C

I4
n4
(y4)⟨CI1

n1
CI2
n2
CI
n5
⟩⟨CI

n5
CI3
n3
CI4
n4
⟩

=
1

(n5!)2
(y1 · y2)α̃125(y1 · ∂x)α̃152(y2 · ∂x)α̃251(y3 · y4)α̃345(y3 · ∂x)α̃354(y4 · ∂x)α̃453π(6)n5

(x, x)

= (y1 · y2)
n1+n2

2 (y3 · y4)
n3+n4

2

(
y2 · y4
y1 · y4

)n2−n1
2
(
y1 · y3
y1 · y4

)n3−n4
2

Zr,s
0,n5

(α, α) , (B.10)

which can be checked using (3.8). Using this relation, the observation (4.18) that the expan-

sion coefficients of the function P (α, α) can be written in terms of the coefficients from (B.8)

means that P (α, α) is just the sum over products of two sphere overlaps

(y1 · y2)
p1+p2−4

2 (y3 · y4)
p3+p4−4

2

(
y2 · y4
y1 · y4

) p2−p1
2
(
y1 · y3
y1 · y4

) p3−p4
2

P (α, α)

=

4∏
i=1

(
CIi
pi−2(yi)√

Γ(pi)Γ(pi − 1)

)
1

ω2
5

∑
n

∫
S5

dξ1 Y
I1
p1−2Y

I2
p2−2Y

I
n

∫
S5

dξ2 Y
I3
p3−2Y

I4
p4−2Y

I
n .

(B.11)
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[30] V. Gonçalves, Four point function of N = 4 stress-tensor multiplet at strong coupling, JHEP 04

(2015) 150, [1411.1675].

[31] J. M. Drummond, L. Gallot and E. Sokatchev, Superconformal Invariants or How to Relate

Four-point AdS Amplitudes, Phys. Lett. B 645 (2007) 95–100, [hep-th/0610280].

[32] S. Caron-Huot and A.-K. Trinh, All tree-level correlators in AdS5×S5 supergravity: hidden

ten-dimensional conformal symmetry, JHEP 01 (2019) 196, [1809.09173].

[33] F. A. Dolan and H. Osborn, Conformal partial wave expansions for N=4 chiral four point

functions, Annals Phys. 321 (2006) 581–626, [hep-th/0412335].

[34] G. Arutyunov and S. Frolov, Some cubic couplings in type IIB supergravity on AdS(5) x S**5

and three point functions in SYM(4) at large N, Phys. Rev. D 61 (2000) 064009,

[hep-th/9907085].

– 21 –

http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2015)134
http://arxiv.org/abs/1410.4746
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.01.002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysb.2011.01.002
http://arxiv.org/abs/1007.2622
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2021)088
http://arxiv.org/abs/2012.01515
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0003-4916(82)90291-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP08(2018)116
http://arxiv.org/abs/1805.00892
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevX.11.011056
http://arxiv.org/abs/2006.12505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP06(2014)054
http://arxiv.org/abs/1402.6356
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP07(2016)018
http://arxiv.org/abs/1603.05551
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP12(2012)091
http://arxiv.org/abs/1209.4355
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2015)150
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP04(2015)150
http://arxiv.org/abs/1411.1675
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2006.12.015
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0610280
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/JHEP01(2019)196
http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.09173
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.aop.2005.07.005
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/0412335
http://dx.doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.61.064009
http://arxiv.org/abs/hep-th/9907085

	Introduction
	Spectrum of massive strings
	Massive strings coupling to two chiral primaries
	Spectrum from the SO(5) singlet
	Spectrum from the SO(5) vector

	Partial wave expansion in flat space
	Partial wave expansion in AdS
	Operator mixing

	Comparison with previous results
	Conclusions
	Correlator Setup
	Reduced correlator
	Superconformal blocks

	Sphere integrals

