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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 A ~ 2v/6AY4 and their spectrum of degeneracies can be analysed by considering
the massive spectrum of type Il 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 < A4,
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1 Introduction

It has been known since the work of Gubser, Klebanov and Polyakov that massive string
states in AdSs x S° couple to short single-trace operators in A" = 4 SYM [1]. These operators
have conformal dimensions which grow as A ~ 2v/6A\Y4 at strong t’Hooft coupling \, where
0 =1,2,...is the string mass level. In this paper we revisit these operators Os, r for general
spin £ 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/v/A correction to the Virasoro-Shapiro am-
plitude in AdS5x S, i.e. the correlator {(O2020205) at large N and strong coupling including
all stringy corrections, where Oy 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 Os (0,0,0)- A natural question is whether these
averages can be unmixed by considering more general correlators (O, Op, Op, Oy, ), where O,



is a chiral primary of dimension p;.! 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 S®. 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 £ = 2§ — 2 are non-degenerate while
operators on the next Regge trajectory £ = 20 — 3 have degeneracy 2.

By combining the precise result for the supergravity correlator (Op, Op,O0p,Op,) 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 (’)5747[”,070}.
This result is valid for generic R-charges of the three operators provided p; < A1. This
restriction implies that in the flat space limit, all momenta in the S° directions vanish and
all SO(6) representations are KK-modes of the R® singlet. One could also study the case
Di ~ A by considering a different flat space limit that acts non-trivially on S°, 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 S°, 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.

! A similar unmixing was carried out for light double trace operators in supergravity in [4-6].



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 A\ is given by
2
— o)\1/4 _ = 4.

A =2\ 2+)\1/4 + . (2.1)
More generally, short operators at strong coupling are labelled by their ’level’ §, spin ¢ and
SO(6) representation R. At strong coupling and for small quantum numbers ¢, R (hence the
name short?) compared to A/ their dimension grows as

A&&R = 2\/5>\1/4 + .- (2.2)

The question we would like to answer is that of their degeneracy for a given spin £ 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 R x 85
comes in representations of SO(4) x 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) x SO(6) and the
10d Poincare group in the limit where the AdS radius squared R? = o/v/\ is very large

~A?=—R’m%+.... (2.3)
The massive spectrum of type II string theory in flat space is given by
44
m? = §=1,2,3,.... (2.4)

g )
At each string level 6 the SO(9) (the massive little group for R?) representations are

encoded in the character polynomial

Ts = T1 ® (vacsg ® vacs) , (2.5)

where T} is the long multiplet in flat space®

Ty = ([2,0,0,0] +[0,0,1,0] +[1,0,0,1])? = (44 + 84 + 128)* (2.6)

and vacg is given explicitly up to § = 7 in [11] and a generating function is given in [21]. The
first few cases are

vacy = [0,0,0,0] =1
vace = [1,0,0,0] =9,
(2.7)
vacs = [2,0,0,0] + [0,0,0,1] = 44 + 16,
vacy = [3,0,0,0] + [1,0,0, 1] + [0,1,0,0] + [1,0,0,0] =156+ 128 +36+9.
2Despite being called short, these operators are in long superconformal multiplets.
3We label irreducible representations of SO(d) (and their characters) by [a1, ..., a.], where 7 is the rank of

SO(d) and a; 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) x SO(d2) are labelled by
[al,...,arl;bl,...,bTQ].



In order to extract from this the spectrum of massive string operators in AdSs x S® we will
mostly follow [11, 12].4

The first step is to replace the flat long multiplet 77 in (2.5) by the long superconfor-
mal multiplet Tg.onr. However, as we really want to study the spectrum of superconformal
primaries, we will not multiply by Tseont. By considering only Vacg we are directly counting
superconformal primaries. We have®

vact = [0,0,0,0],

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

vacZ = [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]
+10,0,0,2] +[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) x SO(5),
corresponding to the split into AdSs and S® directions. For the first mass levels this gives

vaci = [0,0;0,0], (2.9)
vac = [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.®

To get the final degeneracy in terms of SO(6) representations, we compactify five dimen-
sions into S® [24]. This replaces each SO(5) irrep [m,n] by a Kaluza-Klein tower of SO(6)

representations [11]

m—1n—1 00
KK = ZZ Z D, r+n—s, 7“+3+ZZ Z p,r+n—s,r+s+1].
r=0 s=0 p=m—r r=0 s=0 p=m—r—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/A, 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

A similar analysis was done for SO(6) singlets in [22].
"We use SageMath [23] to compute tensor products and branchings.
SFor instance, we can focus on symmetric traceless representations. These are the [£,£] of SO(4) and the
[m, 0] of SO(5). Projecting onto these representations we get
vact|srr = [0,0;0,0],
vacs|srr = [2,2;0,0] + 2[0,0;0,0] + 2[1,1; 1,0] +[0,0;2,0],
Vacg\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] + 40, 0; 2, 0] + 2[1, 153, 0] + [0, 0; 4, 0] .

(2.10)



general operator with dimension A, spin ¢ and SO(6) representation [n, 0, 0] has the SO(4, 2)
Casimir

C?S‘O(4,2),A,é =A4-A)+L(l+4-2), (2.12)

and the SO(6) Casimir
50(6) [m0,0) = M0+ 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 S®, i.e. we can split the 10d momentum & in flat
spacetime with metric (— 4+ ...+) into

EM = (k* k™), p=0,...4, m=5...9, (2.14)
and assign separately for the limit R — oo (where R is the radius of both AdS5 and S°)

c§0(4,2),A,g = R%k, k" + ..., -
C%‘O(G),[n,om = R%kp k™ 4 ... .

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

Chiral primary operators O, 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
A = p, ¢ =0 and their SO(6) representation is [p,0,0]. (2.15) implies that in the flat space
limit the components £™ of the momentum vanish

B =0 <]1%> . (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/X 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 [¢] = [¢, /] for traceless symmetric
SO(4) representations of spin ¢. For each entry in these tables there is a tower of KK modes
in the SO(6) representations

o)

KKo = Y [g,0,0]. (2.17)
q=0
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.



§ | vac? projected to SO(4)|even rank STT X SO(5)][0,0]

11]]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).

Vacg projected to SO(4)|odd rank STT X SO(5)|[070]
0
0

N

1]

8[3]+24[1]

12[5]4-80[3]+172[1]
14[7)+128[5]+664[3]+1154[1]
14[9]+156[7]+1120[5]+4868(3]+7214[1]

N O TR W N RS

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/A. We show this part of the spectrum in tables 3 and 4, where each
entry comes with the KK tower

oo oo
KK0 = > _[¢,0,0]+ ) [qg,1,1]. (2.18)
q=1 q=0

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 £ = 26 —2 (see table 1) receives only contributions from the
singlet of SO(5). However, the leading odd spin Regge trajectory is £ = 26 — 3 (see table 4)
and arises entirely from the vector of SO(5). The degeneracy for operators on this trajectory
is 2.



Van projected to 50(4)|even rank STT X SO(5)|[1,0]
0
0

[\

[0
204] + 24[2] + 21[0]
2[6] + 46[4] + 244[2] + 157[0]
[ ]
[

[

N O T W N RS

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

§ | vac projected to SO(4)|odd rank STT X SO(5)1,0]
110

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
L9 (=nr-u)

516 3.1
Orsyrrsyro=1 (3:1)
where we use the dimensionless Mandelstam variables
/ ! !
S:—%(k1+k2)2, T:—%(kl—i—kg)z, U:—%(k1+k4)2. (3.2)

The overall delta function 6'°(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

[ (~S)T(~T)T (~U)
TS+ (T+0)T(U+1)

A(S,T) = (3.3)

This amplitude has poles at S = § corresponding to the exchange of states of mass m? =

40/a/. Let us briefly discuss how to decompose the residues at these poles into irreducible



representations of SO(4) x 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 § and with SO(9)
spin L has the form

k2 B4 (1£,0,0,0))
_ S A (k1 ko) Af (ka, s) (3-4)
[L,0,0,0] = o
1 k4

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

L /
v .
Af(k1, ko) = &y, | | \/ E(kl — k)M, (3.5)
=1

defined in terms of an orthonormal basis of polarisation tensors & ﬁ/[l v, 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

(k1 + k2)ar (k1 + ko) N
(kl + k2)2 ’

9
> &bl = nun — (3.6)

I=1
and the completeness relation for the spin L representation can be written in terms of the
same vector polarisations (see [27])

L
I I _ .9 I +J;
Zng---MLgNl---NL =M dp, . Jr Hsz N; * (3'7)
I

=1

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,Z € R? (see [28] for details) in
terms of a Gegenbauer polynomial
| [ d T
), =y = N I (d) =N =Ji ¢ 2-2Y3 (3~ ( Lor )
w, (x,T) =2t ... 27 't Tt = ——— (2T°)2 C —— . (3.8

J4 ( ) ... 0p,Jy...Jdy 2((% _ 1)6 ( ) J4 \/ﬁ ( )
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

L

d d O[/ ) X . )
Pé( )(S7 T) = 7T§1.)..Ie,J1...Jz H Egﬁh(lﬁ - kZ)MZ’g}(;i(k‘l a k3)NZ ’
i=1 (3.9)
14 (4-1) ( 2T>
= - C 2 ]- + ~ 9
20(d —1), * S



given by
2(6-1)

Res A(S,T) = Y A5 PO T),  =1,2,.... (3.10)
L=0
In order to find the decomposition into SO(4) x 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 pg, they generally take the form

Po="2_ Npuplosips], (3.11)
[p4;p5]€p9

where N,,.,.) are the multiplicities of each representation. In terms of projectors, this relation

takes the form”

P4 ps5l

po — P4 __ps pjm
Ty = Z Z I p9—> [pa;ps5],k Tij Tmn b‘,]] po—lpasps)k (3.12)
lpaspsl€pe k=1

Here bold indices encode multiple indices (I =1,...,9,i=1,...,4, m=05,...,9)

(9 _ (4 _ 5
T‘-Ipf] = 7T§1.)..,J1... ? 7-(-[1‘]1 = 7T’L(1),]1 ’ ﬂ-ﬁin - W’Snz...,nl... J (313)
and b" r;g L lpasps) ke Ar€ 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)
(d)

is written in terms of the projectors for vectors m; ; = d;,; and singlets 7@ =1 as
ng’:;),o,o} = 5}%1[71]71]71'[0’0]55 + 5}”7r[0’o]7r£’79}59 =07,7- (3.15)

In order to find the partial waves for SO(4) x SO(5), we simply have to insert (3.12) into
(3.9). In the case where all momenta along the SO(5) directions vanish ki 5, = 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

15
Pég) (Sv T) BS,kP[(ji)Qk(Sv T) ) (316)
k?}2,3,4:0 k=0
and (3.10) becomes a decomposition into 5D Lorentzian partial waves®
2(6—1)
Res A(S,T) = Z a5 PYG, T, 6=1,2,.... (3.18)

"This relation also exists for more general representations than traceless symmetric tensors.
8The coefficients a5, are related to the coefficients fo(d,£) introduced in [2] by

L

2
LG (3.17)

as,e =



Using the explicit form for the partial waves for d = 4

{4+ 3 T
rPY(s,T F(—t0+2,5 -2 1

5.1 = S om (~eeradi-T) (3.19)

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

2(5—1)
(T+ 1)2 5 1 3 T

= Fi |0 0+2— —— 3.20
Z ULM 2 1 b+ 25 2’ 5 ) ( )
which allows to solve for the coefﬁments asy for 6 = 1,2,---. These coefficients will serve as

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

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 ¢ = (N? —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 O, (z;, y;)
with conformal dimension and R-charge p; where 2?21 p; is even

(Opi (21,91) -+ - Opy (24, 9a)) - (4.1)

yi € RO are polarisations satisfying y? = 0 that we contracted with the p; 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 7(z,Z, a, @).
The reduced correlator admits an expansion into superconformal long multiplets, labelled by
their superconformal primary with dimension A, spin £ and SO(6) representation R’

T (2%, a,Q) Z C’ip;%}CXPZ%}GAJFM(z 2) 25" (o, @) . (4.2)
AYR

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

2 .2 2 .2
U=28_ sy IBT (1)1 -2),

L13%24 L13%24 (4.3)
1
L Y12Ysa o, T _ Y2914 _ (1—a)(1—a),
0 Y13y 0 Y13Y24

and r = pa1 = 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,a, @), defined through the Mellin transform

L 10 dsdt s/2427, 2P _
T(Z,Z,Oé,a) = ) (47TZ)2U Vv 2 FP1P2P3p4M(S7t7a7a) ’ (44)
—100

9We suppress an overall factor 1/c.

,10,



where we have introduced Mellin variables s, ¢, u satisfying s + ¢ +u = Z?Zl p; — 4 and

P1+Dp2— S P3+ps— S p1+ps—1 p2+p3—1
FP1p2P3P4:F< 9 >F< 9 >F< 9 >F< 9 >
» F(Pl +§3—U>F<QD2 +12?4—U> .

In the flat space limit we are considering, where s,¢ become large while o, @ are kept

(4.5)

fixed, we only access the singlet of SO(5). In this limit the whole Mellin amplitude must
factorise into a polynomial P(a, @) which encodes the KK modes for the singlet of SO(5),
times a function M(s,t) of the Mellin variables which encodes the AdSs directions

lim M(s,t,o, @) = M(s,t)P(a, @) . (4.6)

s,t—00

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

rtico g 2VAS 2VAT
A(S,T) = —2A2 lim q&a2§ZPM<\[ J) (4.7)
R—00 J,._ine 21 o o
From this we immediately find
1 ZOO ©
~a~b (0
A(S, T) = —m -2 b_oagagaa’b,
Ty [0+ 3+ 35 p+2) .
~ Di — a+3b+35) ;pi+ b (0)
= M(s,t)= a
(,2) (s —2)(t —2)(u— 2 ; gatbyStat b 7293%yp -
where we use the bases of crossing-symmetric polynomials
1
&2:§(S2+T2+U2), 63=8TU, o0y =s>+12+u?, o3=stu. (4.9)

To determine the factor P(a, @) 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 po; > 0, py3 > 0 and pg3 > p21) and comparing to (4.6) we find that

AT(AS pi—1
lim M(s,t,a,@) = Griri=1)
s,t—00 stu

P(a,a) + 0\, (4.10)

Plo,a) = /P1P2P3P1 3 o5 iy
’ QF(% ZZ pi — 1) O<ifet—2 i!j!k"( + p45+p21) ( 4 Pas p21) (k‘ + |p1+p25p3—p4 D' ’
itjt+h=E—2

& = p3 — min(0, PLER2TPI=PL) (4.11)

— 11 —



see also [26]. Next we want to extract from this the OPE coefficients in the large A 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

5 & 100

Ni(s,t) = Z/ dv be(v2) M, o(s, 1), (4.12)

1—0 —100

where M, ¢(s,t) is the Mellin transform of a conformal partial wave as defined in [29] and
be(v?) has poles at the conformal dimensions of superconformal primaries with residues

ol pr{pit2}4
() % bt A T g (4.13)
where
FelAha _ T(A+O)T(A-2+1)(A-1),
, 44—1F(A+e2+A12> F(Aw;mg) P(AH;AM) F<A+é2—A34> "
1

F<A1+A2—A+£) F(A3+A4—A+Z) F<A1+A2+A+e—d> F<A3+A4+A+Z—d> )
2 2 2 2

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

8->, i 924420417

3 A2(+5)

K{m +2,p2+2,p3+2,p4+2},4 A
A1

A+4,0 9

. sin (W(A*ffplfpz)) sin (ﬂ(AfefpS*m)) ’

(4.15)
together with the fact that the flat space limit of M, ¢(s,t) is the 5D flat space partial wave
which appears in (3.18) to show that

A\ 2iPi—8 T3A10
bae= |~ 2AH0+16 gy (T (T ase. (4.16)
2 A2 sin(5(A — £ —p1 — p2))sin(5(A — £ — p3 — pa))
The S° factor simply needs to be expanded into spherical harmonics

min(p1+p2,p3+pa)—4
P(a,&) = Z hnZ[n,O,O](aaa)v (4'17)

n=max(p21,p43)

where n increases in steps of 2 and the coeflicients can be written in terms of sphere overlap
integrals defined in (B.9) below

h, = S6p1—f,p2—2,nsp3—21p4—2an ] (418)
T, VT P)T = 1

In this way we find the leading OPE coefficients

{p1p2} {p3pa} mIA
1P2 3P4 _ —
CA,Z,[n,o,o]CA,e,[n,o,o] - bA,fhn - )‘m,pz,n)‘ps,m,n \D2ZA+(+16 ase (4~19)
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where we defined

\ _ (A)p1+p2 4 1 Sp1—2,p2—2,n . (4'20)
e 2 sin(5(A —£—p1—p2)) 73/T(p1)T (p1 — DT (p2)L(p2 — 1)

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(«, @) is the sum over products of two sphere overlap
integrals.!'? 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
N(Amn)

{p1p2} {psps} {pip2}l  ~Apspatl
CA}[ZOO]CAz[noo] Z CAE[ZOO] AZ[n,o,op (4.21)
where N (A, ¢, n) is the number of superprimaries with the same quantum numbers (A, ¢, n)
at strong coupling. The quantity (4.21) is what we actually computed. Let us explain what
equation (4.19) implies for the individual Cip ﬁi}é o

Let us introduce the following vectors

{p1p2}H I _ ipapa}!
AT =CX o0 B =Clilo- (4.22)

The triangle inequality for these two vectors reads (A4 - B)? < |A|?|B|%2. However, equation
(4.19) implies that actually

(A-B)*=|A*B)?. (4.23)
This implies that A and B are parallel vectors. Thus we conclude that
Ciimon = *Eioa D" (121)
where .
nglep[Zn}o o = FApipan )/ /\;Zigjmaé,é, (4.25)
and D! is a unit vector |D|?> = 1. It is not possible to say more about the individual

components D', 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.

9Up to factors \/T(p:)T'(p; — 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 A) are large, of order A4 On first sight this limit seems to be
incompatible with our assumption that pi, p» are much smaller than A'/* in the large A limit.
This assumption led to the conclusion that to leading order in 1/X 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 p; < A/ when
considering the structure constants of these operators. In order to compare, it is thus enough
to take the additional limit A > p;, ps 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

Ly=Lj+ L, =Q'0,+Q'0,, (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

G(z,z,a,a 1 ~ _ _
(Lp(w0) p(2) Epla) Lp(aa)) = SEZ20D L SN G2 G i(2,2) Zin o).
T12%34 T12%34 A gn

(5.2)

The OPE coefficients 6’A’g,n were computed in [20] for operators on the leading Regge trajec-
tory, which are descendants of the massive short superconformal primaries discussed above
Q4©405,g’[n,070} and have dimension A+4, spin {+4 and R-charge n. In terms of the quantum
numbers

0+ 2
Arp=pip+2, map=pp2—2, Az=2 —; )\%+2+O()\i)’ S=0+4, nzg=n,

(5.3)
their result is'!
~ 3-8 \/(Al —1)(A2 —1)(Az — 1) T'(a1)T(a2)T(a3)T(X - 2)
=2 4
CAta,t+4n 2 5/ (AT (D)l (Ag) G2z, (5.4)
with 1
Z:§(A1+A2+A3), ai:E—Ai, (5.5)

HThe factor 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

Gia3 = (VeVeVs)Snimans - (5.6)

SN2\
2
The factor (V:V,:Vs) was computed using flat space vertex operators as

5/2

(2¢/ ayaoisy))
N3(A3)5T(S/2)

(VeVeVs) = (5.7)
and the factor Sp, n,ns in (5.6) comes from a sphere overlap integral in S® 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
ZZad (z —2)(a—Q)

(D, — Do) (D, — Dg) (D — Do) (Dz — Dg) —————=, (5.8)

A®) — ==
(z —2)(a—@) ZZod

where
D, = 2°0,(1 — 2)0, — 3(r + 8)2°0, — 1rsz, (5.9)

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

G(z,Z,a,@) 2 A®) -
LT (z LJr x2) L, (w3)L, (x4)) = = 5T (2,2, a,a). 5.10
(Ly (z1) Ly (22) Ly, (x3) Ly, (24)) T W AR D)2 ( ). (5.10)

We then use the relation (5.1) to write

(LpLplplyy =2 ((LILYL L)+ (Ly LI LYL) + (L L, LI L))

p ~p “p p ~p “p Hp p p ~pp
2 ~ - P2 /o N~
4p4<G(Z,Z,OZ,Oé)+ ((1_23?1_5)> ((1 O‘O)é(al a)) G(l—z,l—?,l—a,l—@)
T15T3
L 5 a1 ) (5.11)
— z,1/Z,1/a,1/@) | . .
(aa)p72 ) ) )
Using also the crossing symmetry of T (z,Z, o, @), this relation provides us with a differential
operator A®) relating T (z,%, a,@) and G(z,%, o, @)
G(z,Z,a,a) = A®) T(z,z,a,@). (5.12)

Following appendix F of [2] we can act on a generic superconformal block contributing to
T (z,Z,a,@) and obtain the precise contributions of the bosonic conformal blocks for each
component of this supermultiplet contributing to the correlator G(z,z,a,@). 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 £+ 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 A to be very large as before. The result is

T(Z,E, Oé,a) = GA+4,5<Z7§)Z[71,0,0](047§) = (513)
o A%+ O(AT _ _ . . .
G(z,z,a,a) = MGAJHMM(Z, Z) Zjn 0,0/ (@, @) + subleading Regge trajectories .
(5.14)
Using this relation and the result for the flat space partial wave coefficients [2]
(0 +2)2
ae =7, 5.15
5L 46—11*(% +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 A

A* 4 O(A3) ) &
=Chrtaps4an - (5.16)
-5 A:£7 n,v, + ’+ ’
2% pipa/ (P — (g — 1) 000

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 AdSs x S° 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 A become identical in the strict A = oo 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 \'/ 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/ VA 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 p; ~ A1 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 %—BPS operators of dimension p as

(Op(21,41)Op(2, y2)) = M, (A1)

and write their four-point functions as
<OP1 (1'1, 3/1) e Op4 (.%'4, y4)> = TP1p2P3P4g(Z7 Z, a7a) )

plgpz p342rp4 (924> p2;pl <913) pg;“ (AQ)

Tpipopsps = 9127 934
g14 g14

where g;; = y;QyJ . The superconformal Ward identities imply that the correlator can generally

be written in the form [33]

_ vl A (E T (z—a)(z—a)(zZ—a)(z—7q)
9(2,7 o, @) = kx(z, 0)x(z, @) + e—a)—3)

" <_x(zaa)f(z’a) LxEOf(0)  x(za)fE ) x(z,a)f(z’a)>

az(zZ —a) az(z — a) azZ(z — @) az(z —a)
(z—a)(z—a)(zZ—o)(z—7a) L
+ (0a)2(:2)? H(z,z,a,@), (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(z27%272),

[ @) = =2 (G(2,7, %) — kx(z,@)),

zZ—«Q
and H is obtained by subtracting the other contributions from (A.3). The function x is given
by

x(z0) = (2 — (A4)

z >maX(\p21\7|P34|)/2 11—«
a

) max(p21+p34,0)/2
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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,a,@) = H(z,Z,a,@) — Hfree(z,f, a,@). (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 A, spin ¢ 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

rs _ { k=0, f(z,a) =0, ) . (A.6)

Alymin H(z,z,a,@) = G214,€(Z’E)Z[77Lim,m,m](a’a)

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

GT’,S =) —
Aj(zv z) 7_ 2

{kA (K530 (2) ~ K (I 2)] (A7)
KPS (2) = 2P oy (h n g h+ g; 2, z) , (A.8)

and the Sy spherical harmonics, which are given in terms of the same functions
Z@imm’m] (,a) = (-1)"G_ (@), (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 C,_; labelled by I = 1,...,dim([n,0,0])
which satisfy

I I LI
CllllnCZIan =017 ) (Bl)
as well as the completeness relation
I I _ . (6)
Cil...incjl...jn = Ty ind1eedin (B.2)

©
1. in,J1---Jn
scalar spherical harmonics are defined by

where 7 is the projector to traceless symmetric SO(6) representations (3.8). The

VI =z(n)Cl g, g (B.3)

n i1...0n

where € € S°, i.e. €2 =1 and the normalisation

z(n) = /201 (n +1)(n+2), (B.4)
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is chosen such that
/ deyhyh = yehlz (B.5)
SE

where w5 = 7 is the volume of S°. To connect to our sphere polarizations y' (satisfying
y? = 0) from before we introduce the object

Cly)=Cf oy ...y (B.6)

)

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

<%@MMWWM—%mmwmmw@@mw%, (B.7)

which were computed in [34]

[ AEVEVEYE = S o (CHCECE). (B3)
where (CLLCI2C[2) is the unique SO(6) invariant that can be formed out of three copies of
C’Z-Il._in and

ws nilnelnglz(ng)z(ne)z(ns)
Sninans = 2 S ~ 1~ .~ )
251 (X + 2)!aqo3lans laso! (B.9)

E:%(nl—kng—kng), &'ijk:%(ni-i-nj—nk).

Furthermore, the completeness relation (B.2) implies the following relation to the four-point
partial waves (A.9)

Cot (1)l (42) O (43) G () (Ct G Cag H(Cy Cris )
1 _ _ _ _ _ _
= )2 (1 - 42)™2 (g1 - 0) 152 (2 - 0) ™ (3 - )™ (y3 - O) ™ (- D) ™57l (2, )
ng—mj n3—n4

ni1+ng ngtna (Y2 + Y4 2 <y1 '3/3) 2 7,8 —
=Y1-Yy2) 2 3 Y4) 2 —_— —_— Zy” (o, @), B.10
(y1 - y2) (y3 - ya) <y1~y4> " 0ins (@ @) (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(c, @) can be written in terms of the coefficients from (B.8)
means that P(a, @) is just the sum over products of two sphere overlaps

pP2—P1 pP3—P4

_ - ‘ - ‘ =
o) g 2B () T (W) o
Y1-Ya Y1 - Ya -
H ng_2(yl) ! Z/ dé' YIl YIQ YI/ d§ YI3 YI4 YI ( ‘ )
e o L 3 3 \ 3 3 '
i=1 T(pi)L(pi — 1) ) w3 —~ Jss pi=27pz=27n [ p3—2tps—2tn
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