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ABSTRACT: In this second installment of a series of two papers on the %—BPS Wilson line defect CF'T
in N' = 4 super Yang-Mills, we focus on dynamical aspects of the theory, in particular studying four-
point functions with analytic bootstrap methods. Relying on the results of [1] for the kinematics
and strong coupling spectrum, we consider various four-point functions in the planar limit, in an
expansion for large 't Hooft coupling. Our ultimate goal is to provide a detailed derivation of the
four-point function of the displacement supermultiplet at three loops, first presented in [2]. Along
the way, we present a large amount of new results including four-point functions with zero, one or two
long external supermultiplets. The last two represent a novelty in the analytic bootstrap literature
and are instrumental in addressing the problem of operators degeneracy. Such phenomenon leads to
the necessity of resolving a mixing problem that is more complicated than those usually encountered
in the study of holographic correlators, thus leading us to the development of a new approach that
we believe will have a wider range of applicability. Related to this issue, we analyze in some detail
the structure of the dilatation operator in this model. Some of the ingredients that we use apply
more generally to holographic theories, although a thorough investigation of these aspects is missing,
to the best of our knowledge, in most interesting cases.
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1 Introduction

Despite several attempts over the years, solving an interacting quantum field theory (QFT) still
remains a formidable challenge. In four dimensions, the most promising candidate is 4d N/ = 4
super Yang-Mills (SYM) theory, due to the simultaneous applicability of most of the existing tools
to study strongly coupled QFTs: integrability [3], supersymmetric localization [4], holography [5]
and the conformal bootstrap [6]. Yet, even in the planar limit, we are still far from claiming that
we have fully solved the theory, mainly due to the difficulty in computing the operator product
expansion (OPE) coeflicients. It could then be fruitful to focus on an even simpler model, where
said techniques are still applicable, to develop new ideas that could be applied to the full-fledged
four-dimensional gauge theories.

An interesting proposal is that of focusing on the one-dimensional superconformal field theory
(SCFT) defined by operator insertions along a one-half BPS Wilson line in planar 4d N' = 4 SYM
[7]. In the simplest case of Wilson lines in the fundamental representation of the gauge group
SU(N), the free gauge theory description valid for small 't Hooft coupling A is complemented by
a holographic description in terms of a semiclassical string with AdS, worldsheet in AdSs x S° at
large A [8]. This allows for a perturbative approach both at weak and strong coupling. Moreover,
it was already observed by various authors that, much like its four-dimensional parent, this defect
CFT can be studied with integrability [9-12] supersymmetric localization [13-15], holography [8,
16-18], and the conformal bootstrap [2, 19, 20]. In particular, we would like to highlight two
recent developments. On the one hand, the powerful information on the spectrum of the theory
obtained (numerically) with the quantum spectral curve (QSC) [21-23] has been combined with
numerical bootstrap techniques to put strong constraints on the OPE coefficients, in a framework
that was termed bootstrability in [11, 12]. Recently, interesting an interesting approach that combines
bootstrap, reinforcement learning and the integrability input has been also proposed [24, 25]. On the
other hand, analytic bootstrap methods have been proved particularly fruitful at strong coupling,
where correlation functions were computed at unprecedented high order and new techniques to
address mixing problems were developed in previous work by the authors [2].

In this paper, which alongside [1] expands on the results presented in [2], we consider an analytic
bootstrap approach to the half-BPS Wilson line defect CFT in the fundamental representation, in
planar SU(N) 4d N = 4 SYM, in the regime of large 't Hooft coupling A. Our main focus is
the four-point function of the super-displacement multiplet, Dy, which we compute analytically
at fourth perturbative order in the large A expansion. To this end, we employ the techniques
developed in [20, 26] for one-dimensional CFTs (that we review in detail) that use an ansatz with
harmonic polylogarithms (HPLs) and demonstrate their power and applicability, in principle, to
each order in 1/4/X, once all the relevant CFT data at previous orders are known. The main obstacle
to this approach is the degeneracy of states at A = oo, which makes it impossible to extract all
the CFT data at each order from a single correlator. To address this issue, in [2] we considered
various families of four-point functions. Besides correlators between half-BPS operators of arbitrary
weight, it proved crucial in this case to consider external unprotected supermultiplets, a case which
has not yet been considered in detail in the bootstrap literature, despite its great potential. In the
companion paper [1], we develop the kinematics and superconformal blocks for correlators involving
long multiplets and perform an analysis of the spectrum of the theory at strong coupling, allowing
for the implementation of the bootstrap machinery in this paper.

We note that our setup is akin to the analytic bootstrap of holographic four-point functions
between half-BPS operators, that has been developed at tree level for theories with maximal [27-30]
and half-maximal [31] supersymmetry and pushed to one loop for some cases [32-37] and even up
to two loops in AdSs x S° [38, 39]. It is then interesting to draw a parallel with that program.
First, we emphasize that in terms of Witten diagrams our result presented in [2] and reviewed here



corresponds to a three-loop computation, which is hardly approachable in d > 1 with the current
technology. Moreover, while for the resolution of mixing between double trace operators (at first
order) it has proven sufficient in most known holographic setups to focus on four-point functions
between half-BPS operators of arbitrary weight, this is not sufficient in our case for reasons that we
will explain. Rather, our mixing problem is probably more akin to that faced at higher orders, when
higher-trace operators enter the game: for this reason we believe that the techniques developed here
and in [1, 2] could be relevant for the bootstrap of holographic correlators in higher dimensions as
well. From this perspective, key aspect of our analysis is a thorough investigation of the spectrum
of the theory and of the structure of the dilatation operator at strong coupling, in the spirit of [40].
Thanks to the simplicity of this model we are able to obtain the complete expression of the dilatation
operator at first order, for a arbitrary long multiplets, and moreover we provide an understanding
of some of it structures at all orders.

It is also worth emphasizing that we work in position space, while in the literature on holo-
graphic correlators both position space and Mellin space [41, 42] are employed. On the one hand,
experimenting with HPLs in 1d CFT is simpler than in higher dimensions and our setup can prove
fruitful for a better understanding of the basis of functions that is relevant for perturbative com-
putations. On the other hand, a naive application to Mellin space to one-dimensional theories fails
due to the presence of a unique cross ratio in one dimension and the half-BPS Wilson line defect is
an ideal arena to test proposals for a 1d Mellin space, such as that of [43].

1.1 Summary and results

Let us now briefly outline the bootstrap problem that we consider, highlighting in particular the
main assumptions and results. The goal of this paper is to compute the four-point function
(D1 D1 D1 Dq) of the displacement operator Dy in the CFT defined by the half-BPS fundamen-
tal Wilson line in planar N' = 4 SYM, in a perturbative expansion for large 't Hooft coupling
A. The string theory description of the theory at strong coupling [8] offers, in principle, a weakly
coupled description through a QFT in AdSs, but the computation of loop Witten diagrams quickly
becomes challenging and it is therefore convenient to adopt a bootstrap approach, as already done
in [2, 20] for the same theory!. We shall employ the techniques originally developed in [20, 26, 46]
for 1d CFTs, which postulate an ansatz for a perturbative four-point function in terms of a certain
class of HPLs (see Appendix A for more details):

GO0 =m0 T, (1.1)

i

where G (x) is the ¢-th order four-point function in terms of the cross-ratio x, r; are rational
functions and 7; are the aforementioned polylogarithms. This is our first and main assumption,
which has been already successfully tested in various contexts [2, 20, 26, 44, 45, 47] and for which
we shall provide more evidence in Section 3.

Once the ansatz is established, the name of the game is to constrain the rational functions
appearing in (1.1), and we have various types of constraints. First, we have functional constraints
between the rational functions r; dictated by the crossing equations of G(e)(x). There are two
such conditions: one coming from the invariance of the correlators under cyclic permutations of
the operator insertions, which holds in general for 1d CFTs that can be equivalently defined on a
line or on a circle, the second arising from swapping the positions of two neighboring operators,
which on the other hand is not a genuine symmetry of 1d CFTs due to the absence of a continuous
rotation group in one dimension. We will comment on how this symmetry, which we shall refer to
as braiding, can be still employed in a holographic setting under certain assumptions. The third

1See also [44, 45] for bootstrap approaches to other defect theories.



main assumption is related to the Regge limit, which for 1d CFTs was studied in [26, 48] and is
related to unitarity of the theory. This might be broken perturbatively, but we shall assume that
at each order the behavior of correlators in the Regge limit is as mild as possible, and following [26]
we characterize such growth in terms of the behavior of the anomalous dimensions V(AZ) developed
at ¢-th order by operators of free theory dimension A for large A. We find, empirically, that the
mildest asymptotic behavior for this model corresponds to

O~ AL (A 5 00), (1.2)

at perturbative order ¢. As we shall discuss, this is well-understood for tree level results (£ = 1),
but it constitutes an assumption for loop level results (¢ > 1), although its origin is clearly related
to the existence of solutions to the bootstrap equations corresponding to higher-derivative terms in
the AdSs Lagrangian. Finally, a constraint comes from the requirement that the expansion of the
correlators in the various OPE limits is compatible with the conformal blocks expansion.

Given these assumptions, as well as some additional external input (for example, three-point
functions between one-half BPS operators known from localization [4, 13, 49]), the method proceeds
as follows. At each order, one can compute certain terms in G)(x) once the relevant CFT data at
previous orders are known: such terms, which we shall refer to as “highest logarithmic singularities”,
are those that contain singularities log’~C x with k£ > 2 in the small x expansion. They are akin to
terms generating double discontinuities in the language of the Lorentzian inversion formula [50],
and the idea is completely analogous to the AdS unitarity method of [51]. Once such terms are
known, the functional constraints between the rational functions r;(x) arising from cyclicity and
braiding fix the four-point functions unambiguously, up to terms which have the same structure
(and obey the same crossing equations) as tree-level correlators, therefore containing at most log
singularities, but no higher powers of log. This is where the constraint on the Regge behavior enters
the game, selecting one among the infinite solutions to the tree-level bootstrap problem.

The method outlined above applies, in principle, at each perturbative order, provided that the
relevant CFT data are known to compute the highest logarithmic singularities. Here is where we
encounter one of the main themes of this paper: the mixing problem, which we now briefly describe.
Recall that we are focusing mainly on the (D; Dy Dy D;) four-point function. For this observable,
the simplest instance of mixing occurs at one loop (¢ = 2), where one has a log? v logarithmic
singularity arising in the y — 0 OPE limit, with coefficient

> (@ (v 1)) aga(x), (1.3)

A

where A are the free-theory dimensions of the exchanged operators, v(!) their first-order anomalous
dimensions and a(®) their squared OPE coefficients with pairs of external operators in the free
theory, while ga(x) are conformal blocks. The obstacle to the computation of this sum is the
presence of degeneracy between operators in the free theory: for each value of A, one has more
than one operator, which is why we have used the average symbol () in (1.3): for each A, the
quantity in the brackets is actually given by a sum of terms

(@@ (Y W)a = 3w (45?2, (1.4)
oY=

where O are eigenstates of the dilatation operator and pe their OPE coefficients with pairs of exter-
nal operators?. The issue is that, if one limits to compute the same type of correlator ((D; Dy Dy Dy),

20ur notation for OPE coefficients will be the following. We reserve the symbol C for OPE coefficients between
three half-BPS operators, while we use p when three-point functions involve at least one long multiplet.



in this case) at previous order, from that it is only possible to extract the quantity

<CL(O) 7(1)>A = Z (Ug))Q'V((gl) ; (15)
oY=

for each A, which only allows to extract a given linear combination of the ’y((gl ), but certainly not

all of them, as required to compute (1.4).

This is a common problem in perturbative CFTs and it is well known that a way to address it
is to consider multiple correlators and to extract the quantity <a(0) ’y(l)> A from each of them. If the
OPE coefficients ug) appearing in (1.5) are independent in the various correlators, by considering a
high enough number of them it is possible to obtain enough inequivalent averages (a(o) 7(1)) A that
one can compute the actual anomalous dimensions 78 ), thus allowing to compute the quantity in
(1.4) and therefore giving access to the coefficient of the logarithmic singularity given in (1.3).

A similar problem has already been discussed in various contexts, ranging from the e-expansion
[52, 53] to supersymmetric holographic setups [32-37]. The latter cases might seem, at least a priori,
somewhat analogous to the one considered here, and the solution discussed by various authors is
to consider four-point functions between half-BPS operators of arbitrary weight to “unmix” the
anomalous dimensions and OPE coefficients. However, we have at least two differences compared
to those cases. The first is that, as we shall discuss in more detail, the free theory degeneracy is
not lifted at first order, so that operators with the same dimension A in the free theory all share
the same anomalous dimension W(Al) at tree level: the problem discussed above is therefore shifted
to fourth perturbative order and in particular to the computation of (a(®) (y(2))2)A, which is the
actual challenge that we face in our computations. The second difference is that, as opposed to
more standard holographic setups where the half-BPS operators are given by Kaluza-Klein (KK)
modes that are all independent of each other, here higher-rank half-BPS operators D,, are all given
by powers of the displacement, D, ~ (D1)?, in the free theory at A = co. This implies that the OPE
coefficients (D,D,0) and (D,D,O) can be thought of as parallel vectors in the degeneracy space of
operators O with the same quantum numbers, even if p # ¢. Hence, the averages (1.5) computed on
(DpDpDyDy) correlators are not enough to explore all 78 ), since by increasing p and ¢ one simply
obtains the same equations over and over. We are then led to introduce a new method to address
the mixing problem, that involves studying correlators with external unprotected operators (which
we denote with £ and will also refer to as long multiplets): (D1D1D2L) and (D1 D1 LL).

Another technical complication of our mixing problem, when compared to those that arise at
first order in holography, is related to the dimension of the degeneracy spaces. In particular, so
far in the literature the analysis has been limited to the mixing between double trace operators,
and in that case the number of degenerate operators grows linearly with their conformal dimension
in the generalized free theory. By contrast, in our case the relevant degenerate operators are such
that their degeneracy grows quadratically with their dimension, so that the number of correlators
that one has to consider in order to resolve the degeneracy must “follow” this quadratic growth.
From this perspective, the family (D1 D1D2L) of correlators is particularly interesting: by taking the
external operators £ to be of the same type of the exchanged operators, we are guaranteed to have a
family of correlators whose size is big enough as to assure that we can resolve the degeneracy for (in
principle) arbitrary values of the conformal dimension, provided we consider enough independent
choices for £. The quadratic degeneracy is relevant to extract the relevant data to use as input for
(D1D1D1Dy) at £ = 4 — at higher orders the degeneracy spaces will be even larger, but the same
strategy applies to these more complicated cases as well. This fact also makes our approach more
flexible than those used so far to study mixing problems in perturbative CFTs, and we expect that
it should be useful in other contexts such as the mixing between triple trace operators in holography.

We are now ready to outline our main results, although we shall do so in an order which does
not necessarily match the order of appearance in the paper (for that, see the next subsection). First,



without dealing with any sort of mixing problems one can use our bootstrap strategy to compute
(D,D,D,D,) for all p,q up to one loop (¢ = 2). The tree-level result is a key ingredient for the
proof that the free theory degeneracy between operators is not lifted at first order, and that in
particular the tree level anomalous dimensions of all operators are proportional to the quadratic
superconformal Casimir eigenvalue ¢,sp(4+|4) corresponding to their representation:

1
1
75 = —5Cosp(ar|a) (WO , (1.6)

where we have stressed that the result only depends on the weights wp associated with the rep-
resentation under which O transforms in the free theory, not on the specific choice of O for given
weight w. This allows to compute the one loop results with almost no conceptual effort, and the
latter provide some partial input for the mixing problem. An analogous relation was observed to
hold for the exchanged operators in the displacement four-point function on the half-BPS Wilson
line in ABJM at strong coupling [45], and it would be interesting to investigate if it persists in the
case of half-BPS surface defects in the 6d N' = (2,0) CFTs [54].

The result (1.6) can be then used as an input for the study of (D;D1D2L), which we determine
at tree level and one loop up to some unfixed parameters that are not relevant for our purposes, as
we shall discuss. We remark here that this is, as far as we are aware, the first instance of analytic
bootstrap involving long multiplets. By considering different choices for the external long operator
L one is able to compute enough averages (a(®)y(2))5, for some A < Ap., that the quantity
(a(o) (Y#)2)a can also be computed for A < Anax. Note that this assumes that the free theory
OPE coefficients are known: while in principle they are simply computed using Wick contractions,
the explicit determination of superconformal primary operators in terms of fundamental fields in
the AdSs Lagrangian description is a non-trivial problem which we solved in [1], allowing to simply
borrow those results here.

To quote here the simplest instance of the mixing problem, let us focus on long multiplets that
are singlets under the R-symmetry and transverse spin subalgebras of 0sp(4*|4). From the analysis
of [1], it is clear that in the sector with A = 4 at strong coupling there are only two such operators.
At X\ = oo they are exactly degenerate, so one can choose any basis to describe them and we find it
convenient to use a basis where each operator has fixed “length” in terms of the AdS, fields. Their
schematic form, in terms of the scalar fields ¢® which are the superconformal primaries of the D,
multiplet, is?

A(A= A(A=
02:24) ~ ©d?p, (’)(L:44) ~ gt (1.7)

Since the dilatation operator is proportional to the identity at A = oo as well as at first order in
1/ VA, any linear combination of these two operators is a good eigenstate. However, this structure is
broken by perturbations at second order and only specific linear combinations of such two operators
are actual eigenstates of the dilatation operator. Let us refer to these as O%A:Zl) and OéA:4): then,
by also computing (D1D1D,D,) and (D2D2D2Ds) at third order, we are able to diagonalize the
dilatation operator and find, for their dimensions,

BOB=] — 4 14 N 7(1033 — v/62569) 7 (673805561 — 15816371/62569) N

! N A\L/2 120 A 22524840 \3/2 o (1.8)
HOB=D) — 4 14 N 7(1033 + 1/62569) 7 (673805561 + 1581637+/62569) N

2 - - - cee

A1/2 120 A 22524840 \3/2

3In the rest of the paper, we are going to distinguish between two different types of basis for degeneracy spaces
of the free theory. Operators that diagonalize the dilatation operator are going to be denote with O, while a basis of
operators that have well-defined length, but are not necessarily eigenstates of the dilatation operator, are going to
be denoted with @. The distinction will be particularly important in Section 6.




while for their squared OPE coefficients with half-BPS operators, which we are able to resolve up
to first order*, we find

9 (43 4+ 120p — V62569)2 p> 389 — 249p + 219p? — 108p3
Hppo®=9 = 575066 — 228260569 [ 630
510526661 + 5856154953p — 5169773793p% + 1101464676p3 1 1
a 394184701/62569 } Nz (19)
) (43 + 120p 4 v/62569)2 p> 389 — 249p + 219p® — 108p? '
Mppo®=9 = 375066 + 228260569 [ 630
. 510526661 + 5856154953 — 5169773793p% + 1101464676p3] 1
394184701/62569 AL/2

These results are found to agree perfectly with the numerical analysis of [11, 12] after a numerical
fit at strong coupling®.

Finally, our main result and the reason for considering such a complicated mixing problem,
is the computation of the four-point function (D;D1D1D;) at three loops, or fourth perturbative
order (¢ = 4). While the explicit result, which we give in (4.105), may look complicated at first
sight, we would like to emphasize that it is in fact much simpler than it might be a priori. One
first simplification is that the degree of transcendentality of four-point functions in this model
only increases by one unit at each perturbative order. In particular, the three-loop results only
have transcendentality four, which is the same as for one loop results in a toy model with no
supersymmetry [26]. Moreover, while a basis of the HPLs we are interested in for transcendentality
four contains 31 functions, while we find it possible to express our final result only in terms of
products of log and a weight-three function called Lz (defined in (4.80)), evaluated at arguments
x and 1 — y. This form of the result highlights the fact that the functions Lis and Lis, while in
principle allowed by transcendentality, actually drop out of the final result. We will make some
comments and speculations on the properties of the functions appearing in the three-loop result in
the main text.

Finally, let us mention that while the resolution of mixing at two and three loops is beyond the
scope of our work, we can still obtain exact results for the conformal dimension and OPE coefficient
associated with the only singlet multiplet that is not degenerate in the free theory, which we denote
schematically with (?:

o« 0259, (1.10)

The result, already anticipated in [2], is®

5 2951 305 1 351845 75 1
N=o- 4o 2 (S —=+...
hle] Ux 24N 16 22 ( 13824 2 C(?’)) U

2 43 5 11195 1 1705 1613 1
2 o2 B 0 (U s - 3)) —
M =5 50 A Tea ( s TG ) ar \Toe T ¥ 2t

Both of these results match beautifully the numerical predictions of [10-12] at large A.

(1.12)

4As we will stress in the main text, due to the fact that the degeneracy is unlifted at first order, the resolution of
the mixing problem for 4(© is tied to the OPE coefficients at order £ — 2, rather than £ — 1 as more commonly found.

5We thank the authors of those papers for sharing the relevant data with us.

SNote that we also know the OPE coefficient between two D, operators and ©? up to two loops:

2= Q[g _ T+36p N —163 + 123p + 90p?
ppY 5  30\1/2 60 A (1.11)
42115 + 51876p — 32400p? — 5616p> 5 ) '
—2(—4 ) —=+...].
+( 610 (—4+p+p°)C3) ) 5 + ]



1.2 Guide to the reader

Let us conclude this introduction by presenting a plan of the paper, in the form of a guide to the
reader that can help navigate through both this work and [1]. We have divided the material in
such a way that [1] contains all the information about the osp(4*|4) superconformal algebra and
its representation theory that is relevant for this paper, as well as the study of the superconformal
kinematics and superconformal blocks that we will use to bootstrap four-point functions. The
reader is invited to refer to that paper for all such derivations. Moreover, in addressing the mixing
problem an essential piece of information comes from the understanding of the spectrum of the
defect CFT at A\ = oo, which is made possible by the countings performed in [1]. Once again, that
paper contains all derivations while here we shall limit to refer to certain results.

In Section 2 we review the holographic description of the half-BPS defect CFT at strong cou-
pling, focusing on the implications of the latter on the structure of the dilatation operator in
perturbation theory, whose understanding is crucial for the mixing problem. Then in Section 3 we
will discuss some features of 1d CFTs and review the bootstrap method developed in [20, 26, 46],
with the aim of giving a self-contained presentation where all the assumptions are spelled out in
detail. We will also make some general comments about mixing. We shall then apply this machinery
to the bootstrap of the displacement four-point function (D1 D1D1D1) up to fourth order in Section
4. The computation is straightforward provided we assume two results: the fact that the first-order
perturbation does not lift the free theory degeneracy and the fact that we are able to “solve” the
mixing problem at second order, at least in the sense that we can compute all quantities that are
necessary for the bootstrap of (D;D1D1D;) at fourth order. We then deal with these two assump-
tions separately. In Section 5 we consider the bootstrap of more general (D,D,D,D,) correlators
up to second order: besides revealing some interesting structures and results, the analysis proves
our claims on the structure of the dilatation operator at first order. Finally, in Section 6 we address
the mixing problem at second order and describe a method which uses (D1 D1D2L) correlators to
access certain information about the second order dilatation operator, in particular allowing to
compute the quantity (a(®) (y(?))2) A which is necessary for the bootstrap of (D;D;D;D;) at fourth
order. We end with some discussion and outlook in Section 7. Our presentation is complemented
with various appendices. In Appendix A we give a general review of HPLs as well as a discussion
of the specific functions appearing in this paper; in Appendix B we give some technical details on
the structure of the OPE for perturbative 1d CFTs, with particular emphasis on perturbations
around points where the theory admits braiding symmetry; in Appendix C we summarize some of
the results of our bootstrap analysis for various correlators and CFT data on the Wilson line at
strong coupling.

2 Setup

Let begin by giving more details about the problem at hand. We will start by defining the 1d CFT
that we are interested in terms of a line operator in 4d N' =4 SYM and then focus on the regime
of parameters of interest for our work: the planar limit (N — oo) in an expansion for large 't Hooft
coupling A, where the model admits an holographic Lagrangian description in AdSs. To end the
section, we will work out the implications of the structure of such Lagrangian on the dilatation
operator of the theory at strong coupling, making some observations that will be instrumental for
the analysis of the mixing problem carried out in Section 6.



2.1 The half~-BPS Wilson line

We consider the one-dimensional CFT defined by the insertion of local operators along the one-half
BPS Maldacena Wilson line [7] in 4d N' =4 SYM, defined as

1
We = NtrPeXp/dt (i A, 3" + @0 |2]) | (2.1)
C

where the contour C parametrized by x#(t) is either a circle or a straight line, the trace is taken in
the fundamental representation of the gauge group SU(N) and P denotes the path-ordering. Here
A,, is the SYM gauge connection while ®° is one of the six fundamental scalars of the theory: the
arbitrary choice of coupling one out of six scalars to the line manifestly breaks the R-symmetry
from SO(6) to SO(5). Moreover, a rotational symmetry SO(3) around the line is preserved, as well
as a 1d conformal symmetry SL(2) and sixteen supercharges: all in all, this line defect is known to
be invariant under the superconformal algebra osp(4*|4) [55].
Correlation functions in the defect CFT are defined by [56]

(tr P O1(t1) Wiy 1, O2(t2) ... On(tn) Wi, 10)
We)
(tr P O1(t1) O2(t2) ... On(tn) We)
We) ’

((O1(t1) ... On(tn))) =

(2.2)

where O; are composite operators transforming in the adjoint representation of the gauge group
SU(N) (see [1] for more details), while W, ;; are segment of the Wilson loop W¢ connecting the
position ¢; and ¢; along the line. In this paper we are particularly interested in the case of planar
N =4SYM

N — o0, go oy N =\ fixed, (2.3)

and in the perturbative expansion for large 't Hooft coupling A. In this limit, the theory has an
holographic description in terms of semiclassical strings in AdSs x S°, which we review in the next
subsection.

The relevant details of the superalgebra osp(4*|4) and its representation theory are collected in
the companion paper [1], where we also study the spectrum of the defect theory at weak (A = 0)
and strong (A = o0) coupling. Here we briefly review some important results of that analysis.
We label operators according to their osp(4*|4) weights w = {h, s, [a,b]}, where h is the s[(2)
conformal dimension, s labels the su(2) transverse spin and [a, b] are sp(4) Dynkin labels. We want
to emphasize here that at strong coupling only two types of supermultiplets are relevant, namely
absolutely protected half-BPS multiplets

Dy, W(Dk) = {k7 0, [Oa k]} ) (24)
and generic long multiplets
Ly, w(Llay) ={h s [a,b]}, h>a+b+1+3s, (2.5)

whose dimension is not protected against perturbative corrections. Supermultiplets of other type do
not appear in the strong coupling perturbation theory, and in particular this is true for those semi-
short multiplets that could potentially undergo recombination: the latter phenomenon is therefore
absent at strong coupling.



2.2 The holographic description

The half-BPS Wilson loop in the fundamental representation has a long history, dating back to
[7], where it was first observed that such Wilson loop in planar 4d N/ = 4 SYM with strong ’t
Hooft coupling X is dual to a semiclassical string in AdSs x S°, whose worldsheet is a minimal
surface AdSs C AdSs, ending on the contour defining the loop at the boundary. The holographic
description of Wilson loops in other representations of the gauge group is more complicated and
involves D3 and D5-branes, see [16, 17].

In this paper we are interested in correlation functions between local operators located along
the contour of the Wilson line, or in other words we will only focus on defect observables and not in
bulk ones. The holographic description of the defect degrees of freedom was found in [8], which we
now briefly review. Focusing for simplicity on the bosonic sector, the embedding of the superstring
dual to the Wilson loop in AdSs x S° is described by three coordinates z?, i = 1, 2, 3, parametrizing
fluctuations of the string inside AdSs, as well as by five coordinates y®, a = 1,...5, accounting
for fluctuations along the internal S°. Note that in terms of the components of the displacement
supermultiplet”

— h= -
Di: ey — Uiaa — 15D, (2.6)

the bosonic coordinates of the superstring are identified with the two most important operators
of the defect CFT: the displacement f, dual to ' and related to the breaking of 4d conformal
invariance, and the tilt ¢, dual to y* and related to the breaking of the SO(6) R-symmetry of
N =4 SYM.

The local dynamics of the excitations #* and y® (as well as their fermionic partner in Dy, via

supersymmetry) is captured by the Nambu-Goto action of type IIB superstring theory, where the
VA
27
[8] and expanding the action for small fluctuations, one obtains an AdSs Lagrangian that begins
at quadratic order in the fields and contains an infinite number of vertices with higher and higher
number of derivatives and fields, whose coupling constant is 1/v/A. This allowed the authors of [8]

to compute the first-order correction to (D;D;D1D;) at large A using tree-level Witten diagrams, a

tension T of the string is related to the 't Hooft coupling A by the usual relation T' = ¥=. Following

result that was later reproduced in [20] using the bootstrap methods that we also use in this paper.

Since here we will also adopt a bootstrap approach, we will not be interested in the details of
the Lagrangian, but only in certain qualitative features that we now discuss (but see [8] for more
details). Moreover, since (at least in principle) the Lagrangian is fully fixed by osp(4*|4) invariance
once the terms involving fields y* are known, we shall focus on the interactions between the y®’s in
order to describe the features of the Lagrangian that we are interested in. We then schematically
write

o0 1 "
Lads, ~ Z W(ay )2+ (2.7)
=0

where ¢ = 0 gives the kinetic term for a massless field in AdSs and £ > 0 corresponds to an infinite
tower of interactions between an even number of fields (so we have a symmetry y — —y), which are
such that contact terms involving 2(¢ + 1) fields contain a number of derivatives ranging from 0 to
2(¢+1) (note that in (2.7) we have only emphasized the contribution of the terms with the highest
number of derivatives). In particular, £ = 1 corresponds to quartic contact terms that contain at
most four derivatives. Due to this structure, at ¢-th perturbative order all correlation functions in
the theory can be extracted from the (2¢ + 2)-point function

(®(1)...9(2042))O (2.8)

"We denote by h the conformal dimension of operators in the CFT and the subsripts on the fields denote the
dimension of the corresponding representations under the compact bosonic subalgebra su(2) @ sp(4) C osp(4*|4).
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where @ is the superfield representing the D; multiplet in superspace. This is due to the structure
of the spectrum of the theory at A = oo [1], which we recall below.

As discussed in [2], the fact that the dynamics of the theory is fully captured holographically
by a Lagrangian which only involved fields transforming as components of the D7 multiplet implies
that, at least at strong coupling A = oo, all states can be built as graded-symmetrized tensor
products of states in Dy, where we are identifying operators and states by the usual state-operator
correspondence. More precisely, associated with D; is a vector space Vg and the Hilbert space of
the theory at strong coupling is built as

Hstrong @Hstrong , sLtrong — (V<I> R ® V(I))SL , (29)
N7

L times

where Sp, denotes graded symmetrization, and we have introduced a quantum number L which
denotes the length of states/operators. Note that while to each state belongs to a certain represen-
tation R of osp(4*|4), this identification is not one-to-one, as two inequivalent states might belong
to the same representation. We will express this fact by saying that there is a degeneracy of opera-
tors in the free theory at A = oo, which is generically broken by perturbations (and in particular is
expected to be fully broken in the interacting theory). Accordingly, we can write the Hilbert spaces
of operators with fixed length as

strong @ dstrong @R , (210)

where d3"°"® (R) are multiplicity spaces, whose dimension we study in [1] for certain represen-
tations. Following [2], we specify representations with their weight w = {h,s,[a,b]} under the
bosonic subalgebra, where h is the conformal dimension, s the transverse spin and [a, b] are sp(4)
Dynkin labels. See [1] for a more detailed account of our conventions and a description of the
superconformal algebra osp(4*|4) and its representations. Focusing on singlet supermultiplets, with
w = {h,0,[0,0]}, let us repeat here a result that is derived in [1], namely the dimension of the
degeneracy spaces for such multiplets. For general L, we have the following scaling at large h:

dim (47" (Ll o)) ~ 272, (h > ), (2.11)
and in particular
dim (475% (Ch o)) =1, dim (G255 (£h ) =0, (2.12)

meaning that there is a unique singlet long supermultiplet of length two for each h, while there is
none of length three. At length four, we find

L(2)2], h >4 even,

[(223)2], h>3 odd. (213)

dim (dsLtm:g (‘CO [0, 0])) {

The explicit construction of singlet supermultiplets with length L = 2,4 is discussed in [1].

The setup is reminiscent of the study of holographic correlators in large N CFTs with AdS
duals, where one has a weakly coupled description of the field theory in the regime of large central
charge, which is a Lagrangian field theory in AdS. However, in all controllable examples of the
AdS/CFT correspondence one has an internal space with size comparable to the AdS radius, so that
the Lagrangian contains an infinite amount of fields, arising from a Kaluza-Klein (KK) reduction
on the internal space. Moreover, the fundamental fields in the AdS Lagrangian description are
dual to “single-trace” or “single-particle” operators in the CFT. The OPE between two single-trace
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operators then contains both single and double-trace operators. Here the situation is quite different:
there is no internal space®, hence no KK modes and only a single multiplet in the AdS Lagrangian.
Moreover, as we discuss in [1], in the gauge theory description of this model there are only open-
trace operators at large N, which form a closed subsector under the OPE. This makes the theory a
well-defined 1d CFT at N = oo, where the only perturbative parameter is A\. Studying perturbative
1/N corrections is of course an interesting problem, but it is not necessary in this sense.

2.3 The dilatation operator

While in the rest of this paper we will never make use of the detailed expression for the Lagrangian
(2.7), we can use its rough structure to draw some important conclusions on the structure of the
dilatation operator in the strong coupling perturbation theory, which complements and extends the
discussion of [2]. As we discussed at length in [1] and summarized in the previous subsection, a
convenient way to arrange the spectrum of the theory at A\ = oo is to consider an additional quantum
number on top of the osp(4*|4) weights of each supermultiplet, namely the length L of states. At
each perturbative order, correlation functions between such operators can be then computed (at
least in principle) using Witten diagrams: even though length is a conserved quantum number
only in the free theory, it still makes sense to consider correlation functions between operators
of well-defined length. Moreover, when degeneracy is present, one is free to choose any arbitrary
basis for each degeneracy space, and again we will find it convenient to work in a basis that does
not mix operators of different lengths. Such a basis does not necessarily correspond to a basis of
eigenstates of the dilatation operator, hence two-point functions will not necessarily be diagonal in
the length basis. In particular, associated with each degeneracy space d(A), we can define a matrix
that we will refer to as the anomalous dimensions matriz T'A°, whose entries at each perturbative
order can be read off from the two-point functions between the basis elements of d(A). To be more
precise, let O; and Oy be two eigenstates of the dilatation operator at the non-perturbative level,
with dimension hi(A) and ha(A) respectively, sharing the same dimension A in the free theory:
hi(00) = ha(00) = A. Then the two-point functions

oy 0
(0a(1)0s(2)) = t”O 1 ; (2.14)
2200

for o, 5 = 1,2. Then, expanding perturbatively, we find

(2)

1 LoD 4 1@y 0 )
(0a(1)0s(2)) = —=x |0ap — [ M Al logt2, + O(log?t3,) | ,
tsz O A11/2 ’yél) + %’752) + et af 12 12

1
TV [5aﬁ — (Ta)ap logtiy + O(log” t%z)} )
12

(2.15)

where we are neglecting powers of logt?, higher than one and we have defined the matrix Ty,
which is the anomalous dimensions matrix in the basis of eigenstates. Now, if instead of a basis of
eigenstates of the dilatations we chose an arbitrary basis via

O, =M, 05, (2.16)

8There would be an internal S? if we were to study Wilson lines in other representations of the gauge group,
which would make the setup closer to the standard one for holographic correlators.
9Note that we are suppressing the labels of su(2) @ sp(4) since they will not play a role in this discussion.
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then we would obtain the two-point functions

~ ~ 1
(0,(1)05(2)) = o [(MMT)as + (MTAMT) s logt?, + O(log® t3,)] (2.17)
12

which allows us to defined the anomalous dimensions matrix
Ta=MTAMT, (2.18)

in the new basis chosen for the degeneracy space, which is no longer diagonal due to the fact that
@a are no longer eigenstates of dilatations. In the rest of this paper, we will choose a basis where
operators have well-defined length and we will use the symbol @a to stress that we are working in
such basis. Clearly then, in this basis fA admits a decomposition in blocks that act on degeneracy
spaces of operators with fixed length'*:

fA = Z fA,L1—>L2 s fA,L1—>L2 :dp, (A) — dLg(A) . (219)
Li,L2

It then makes sense to ask the following question: which of the fA, L,—L, are non-zero at each
perturbative order?

To address this, let us consider two operators O, and Op, of length L; and Lo respectively,
both belonging to the same degeneracy space d(A). The question above can be then rephrased by
asking: what is the relation between L, and Ly such that the two-point function

(O1,0r,), (2.20)

is non-zero? To answer it, recall that an operator of length L is defined as in (2.9) from the
tensor product of L copies of the fundamental letters contained in the multiplet Dy, see [1] for
more details. Then, schematically, one is computing an object of the type depicted in Figure 1.
The relation between L1 and Lo is then dictated, at each order, by the type of diagrams that one

Or, Or,

Figure 1: Schematic representation of the two-point function between operators Oy, and Oy, of
length L; and L. The crosses represent the fundamental letters D; used to build the operators
according to (2.9).

is allowed to draw, which in turn is fixed by the structure of the Lagrangian (2.7). The rules of
the game are simple: one should use the vertices in (2.7) to saturate the power of the coupling at
each order, and then connect all the remaining crosses in Figure 1 from the left to the right. It
is important to stress that self-contractions of fields defined at the same point are forbidden: such

~ —~ —~ T
10Since T'p is a symmetric matrix we have that FaL,—L, = (FA,L2—>L1) .
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diagrams (which are naively infinite) give zero once an appropriate prescription to define composite
operators is chosen, such as point-splitting or dimensional regularization. We will then neglect their
contribution in the following.

Let us start from the free theory, where the answer is extremely easy: one can only draw
free theory propagators to connect each D; in Or, to a D; in Or,, which implies that necessarily
L1 = Ly. The situation is represented schematically in Figure 2. At first order, only the quartic

OL1 OL2
Mmmmmemmmmeeeeaameaaana- x
Mommmmeemmeeeeeeaeeaeeaaaa- x
Mmoo e x
Nemmmmm - x

Figure 2: In the free theory, (O, OL,) only receives contributions from free propagators, repre-
sented with dashed lines. This requires that L; = Ls.

vertices in (2.7) play a role and, neglecting self-contractions as discussed above, the two-point
function (2.20) receives contributions from the two diagrams in Figure 3. Note that we are using

Or, Or, Or, Or,
(a) L1=L2 (b) L1=L2:|:2

Figure 3: Contributions to (O, Op,)™V).

blue lines to denote the use of a quartic vertex and that we are no longer drawing free propagators
connecting the remaining points: we simply assume that all other points are linked in a trivial way.
The difference between the number of points connected to a vertex on the two sides then gives us
a selection rule for the allowed L, and Ls. In the case at hand, the diagrams of the type 3a cannot
change the length of operators from the left to the right, hence they lead to L1 = Ly. On the
other hand, diagrams of the type 3b lead to the selection rule L; = Lo, £ 2. However, this is not
quite the end of the story: indeed, all diagrams with the structure of 3b factorize in a free theory
contribution and the first order contribution to a two-point function of the type (D; X_3), where
X1,—3 is some operator of length three. Regardless of the details of the theory under inspection, by
0sp(4*|4) invariance such two-point function can only be non-zero if Xy_3 is a Di-type multiplet
itself: in that case, the two-point function is protected by supersymmetry and does not generate
logarithms in the perturbative expansion, hence it does not contribute to the anomalous dimensions
matrix. In the particular case at hand, moreover, there is only one multiplet of the type D; and it
has length one, so the two-point function (D; X _3) vanishes identically. We then conclude that,
due to supersymmetry, the tree-level diagram changing the length by two is actually suppressed.
Therefore we can write

(O, 0p,)" < 61, 1, - (2.21)
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We anticipate here that moving to higher orders changes of length will be allowed, but similar
arguments always suppress the maximal change of length naively allowed at each order.

We will dig further into the structure of the dilatation operator at first order in the second
part of this section, while for the moment we move to second order. Clearly, now the type and
number of diagrams will be more complicated, but we will still be able to draw similar conclusions.
Let us discuss the type of diagrams that contribute at this order, with the help of Figures 4-7,
where the crosses on the side represent the fundamental letters (elements of D;) used to build the
operators, dots represent interactions and we have used red lines for the sextic vertex and blue lines
for the quartic one. All crosses not connected by any line should be thought of as connected to a
cross present in the other operator with a free propagator. The diagrams 4a, 5a, 6a and 7a give a
non-vanishing contribution and change the length by zero units. The other relevant contribution
comes from the diagrams 4b and 5b, which change the length by two units. The two diagrams
4c¢ and 5c¢ form the second-order contribution to a two-point function (D;X;_5), so they do not
contribute to the anomalous dimensions as discussed for (D X—3) at first order. Finally, 6b, 6¢
and 6d do not contribute since they are factorized with a factor being (D; X L:3>(1), and similarly
the contribution from 7b since it is the second order contribution to (D; X1—3).

Or, Or, Or, Or, O, Or,
x x x
x x x X
x x x X X x

(a)L1:L2 (b)leLgiQ (C)L1:L2:|:4

Figure 4: Contributions to (Or, Or,)® built using a six-point vertex.

O, Or, Or, Or,
(a)L1:L2 (b)leinQ (C)L1:L2:|:4

Figure 5: Contributions to (O, 0r,)® built using the two four-point vertex twice to form an
exchange diagram.

All in all, we can draw the following conclusions regarding second-order contribution to (2.20):
the two point functions can connect operators with either the same length (L; = Ls) or length
differing by two units (L = Lo £ 2), and moreover the only diagrams that contribute to the
maximal change in length are fully connected, tree-level diagrams, dressed with the proper amount
of free theory propagators.

So far, we have been sloppy about an important fact, namely whether the two operators in (2.20)
are superconformal primaries or descendants. In generic weakly coupled Lagrangian theories, certain
short (super)conformal multiplets recombine into longer ones when the coupling is tuned from zero
to a finite value. In this case, the (super)conformal primaries of certain multiplets can mix with the
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Or, Or, Or, Or,

Oy, Or, Oy, Or,
(a) L1:L2 (b) L1:L2 (C) L1:L2:t2 (d) L1:L2:|:4

Figure 6: Contributions to (Or,Or,)? built using the two four-point vertex twice in a discon-
nected way.

(a) L1:L2 (b) L1=L2:|:2

Figure 7: Contributions to (O, 0p,)? built using the two four-point vertex twice to form a loop.

(super)conformal descendants of other multiplets.!! However, a special feature of the theory that we
are investigating in this paper, and which is common in holographic settings, is that the spectrum
at A = oo is such that no recombination can happen. Indeed, as discussed at length in [1], at A = oo
the only multiplets are either protected or long multiplets with dimension well above the unitarity
bound. Given the absence of recombination, we then claim that the only two-point functions (2.20)
one has to consider is that between superconformal primaries, and those between (super)conformal
descendants are fixed by symmetries accordingly. This also justifies expressions such as (2.19),
where we have written the anomalous dimensions matrix as a map between degeneracy spaces,
which we have defined in (2.10) as vector spaces of objects in a given superconformal multiplet of
0sp(4*|4), canonically represented by their superconformal primary.

Using analogous diagrammatic arguments to the ones above, it is actually possible to generalize
similar observations to all perturbative orders, thus elucidating an interesting structure in the
dilatation operator of this theory, which we will refer to as D. The anomalous dimensions matrix
T is then an explicit representation of D on a given degeneracy space d(A). Given that D : H — H
and (2.9), we can decompose it as

D= Z DL1—>L27 DL1—>L2 : HLl — HLz . (222)
Ly,L2

The issues discussed above correspond to the question of which Dy, 7, are trivial and which are
not at a given order in perturbation theory. Expanding DD perturbatively at large A,

_ p®
D= szﬂ) (2.23)

1A simple example is given bu the operators Oy and @3 in ¢* theory in d = 4 — € dimensions.
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generalizing the diagrammatic arguments of this section to higher orders one can prove that

—1
DO =% 5" DY, e (2.24)
L 6L=1—¢
or
0
DO = > DY, (2.25)

Lq,L2
|L1—L2|€{0,2,...,2(£-1)}
or in words

the action of the dilatation operator at £-th order (£ > 0) can only change the length of states by
AL units, with AL =0,2,...,20 — 2.

We emphasize again that the special feature of the theory at hand is that the case AL = 2/ is
disallowed by supersymmetry. Moreover, we would like to stress that the maximal change of length
at given order!? can be ascribed by a simple type of diagrams. Due to the structure of (2.7), at
order O(A\¥/?) they can be extracted from the fully connected (2¢ + 2)-point function of ® (the
superfield associated with Dy, see [1]):

<(b(]‘) A (b(QE + 2)>C0nnected ) (2.26)

which only receives contributions from tree-type diagrams, like those represented in Figure 8 for
the first few orders. The importance of the (2 + 2)-point function of ® at order O(A\~*/?) was
already emphasized around (2.8) and in this case we are extracting its simplest part, which does

not involve loop diagrams.
1 .
Nz
L.
I
1 .
372

b
RGBBB

Figure 8: Diagrams contributing to (2.26) at the first few perturbative orders.

One might wonder if it is possible to obtain explicit expressions for the dilatation operator in
perturbation theory, in the spirit of [40]. It turns out that it is possible to obtain a particularly
compact result at first order, while at second order we only explored certain components in Section
6. Here we focus on the story at first order, where we have learned that there is only one relevant
contribution to DM):

p» =3"p,, . (2.27)
L

12Interesting features of terms that change the length maximally at a given perturbative order in the case of planar
N =4 SYM at week coupling have been observed in [57].
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Given that at each order we are using a basis of operators that are defined in the free theory, where
states are built using (2.9), D) has a well-defined action on the letters that build each operator,
and the fact that the only diagram contributing to it is 3a implies that it must have the structure

1
DY, = Y @)y, (2.28)

1<i<j<L

where the indices ¢, j indicate on which factors in the tensor product defining Hj, the operator is
acting (see (2.9)). Note that ]D)g)

Z,;, is permutation invariant so its action on Hy, is well defined.

The full dilatation operator at first order can then be determined from Déliz, which we extract as
follows. Note that in the OPE D; x D; the only long multiplets that appear are the (non-degenerate)
singlets of length L = 2 (let A be their dimension): their first order anomalous dimensions can
be extracted from (D; DD D)) and they read ’y(Al) = —%A(A + 3), which is proportional to the
superconformal Casimir associated with the representation {A,0,[0,0]} (see Section 4). Using the
fact that DY) commutes with the action of osp(4*|4) in the free theory, which can be argued from
analogous observations to those of [40], one can use this information on the spectrum of Dél)

to
—2
conclude that the operator itself must be proportional to the quadratic Casimir of osp(4*|4):

1~ -
DY, = —5 (I = W g® - &(10) = k(). (2.29)

where k is the Killing form of osp(4*[4), J3-™) = JO) 4 4 J™ each J® corresponding to the
representation of the single letter V¢ = D1, and we introduced the notation J @) . JG) . We have also
used that the single letter representation Vg has vanishing Casimir (see [1] for our conventions),
namely EZ(J(i)) = 0. Inserting (2.29) in (2.28) and using again that the quadratic Casimr of D; is
zero, we obtain

m @ . g6 - L @ .0 — 13 (12...L))
Dl == > IOV =g 3 00 = G, (7 : (2.30)
1<i<j<L 1<i,5<L

that is we have just shown that

the first-order anomalous dimension of any operator O in a representation Ro of osp(4*|4) is
proportional to the quadratic superconformal Casimir eigenvalue of that representation, ¢a(Ro).

More precisely, we have
(1) 1 1 1 1 5
18 = —5e(Ro) = —5 |[A(A+3)+ 1s(s+2) — 3@ —a(b+2) —b(b+3)|,  (23D)

where A is the conformal dimension of O for A = oo, s is its transverse spin and [a, b] the associated
sp(4) Dynkin labels, and we are following the conventions of [1]. Note that (2.31) implies in
particular that operators that are degenerate at A = oo (thus sharing the same A, s, [a, b]) remain
degenerate at first order, or in other words

the degeneracy of operators in the free theory at A = oo is not broken at first order.

As we shall discuss in Section 4, this fact is crucial because it allows to bootstrap correlators up
to two loops without addressing the mixing problem, which only comes into the game at three
loops from the bootstrap point of view. Note that we have reached these conclusions only from
abstract algebraic considerations and the OPE analysis of (D1D1D1D1>(1) given in Section 4, but
we have not used it as an input for the bootstrap of <DprDqu>(1) in Section 5. The results of that
section agree perfectly with the prediction (2.31), thus providing strong evidence that our analysis
is correct.
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3 Bootstrapping 1d CFTs

The aim of this section is to present the strategy that we adopt to bootstrap correlation functions
of local operators on the Maldacena Wilson line at strong coupling. The method, which was
introduced in [20, 26, 46], is based on a certain ansatz in terms of multiple polylogarithms and
rational functions and has already been applied to various 1d CFTs [2, 44-47]. In this section we
shall present such bootstrap algorithm in detail, highlighting some new features that have not been
previously observed and formulating precisely the assumptions that the method is based on. We
find it useful to first make some general remarks on 1d CFTs, so we start with a generic theory
with s[(2) invariance and spell out the conditions under which our method is applicable. Then, in
the following subsections, we will apply the method to various types of four-point functions in the
osp(4*|4)-invariant theory we are interested in, involving both external short and long multiplets.
Although we shall make some general statements about CFTs in one dimension, our focus
will be on theories with a perturbative parameter g (for the Wilson line defect at strong coupling,
g =1/ ﬁ) We refer to the theory at ¢ = 0 as “free theory”, although in a given Lagrangian
description it might correspond to a strongly coupled point. We will adopt an analytic bootstrap
approach and compute four-point functions order by order in the perturbation theory for small g.

3.1 Generalities on 1d CFTs

Let us start by considering a four-point function of identical operators ¢ with dimension A, in a
1d CFT with s[(2) invariance'3. Is is easy to show that with n points on a line one can form n — 3
cross ratios, so a four-point correlator can be written in terms of a function of a single variable as

1 _ tialaa

“2h, ,2h, G(x), (3.1)
t12 t34

(p(t1) p(t2) p(ts) p(ta)) = = ,

t13t14
where t;; = t; —t; and t; € R are coordinates on a line. The presence of a unique cross ratios, ¥,
can be compared with four-point functions in higher-dimensional CFTs, which depend on two cross
ratios u and v (or, equivalently, z and Z) defined as

2 .2 2 .2
TioT 74 X5
u=zz="3 347 v=_1-2)(1-2)= %4 337 (3.2)
Z13 T4 13 24
where xfj = (z; — x;)? are distances in R? for d > 1. It is straightforward to see that restricting all

four operators to lie on the same line in RY, parametrized by the coordinate ¢ (i.e. z; — t; € R)
one obtains

u=x2, v=(1-x)>2. (3.3)

We shall refer to this as the diagonal limit [59, 60] of higher-dimensional CFTs, which can be
obtained by taking z = Z = x. A peculiar and well-known fact about 1d CFTs is that, due to
the absence of a continuous group of rotations, the ordering of operators is important and in the
definition of (3.1) we should really specify which order we have chosen. In particular, for

<o <ty & 0<x<l1, (3.4)

G (x) reduces to a function G g (x) that is analytic for x € C, except for branch cuts at x € (—o0, 0]
and x € [1,+00), as it can be argued from the OPE [61-63]. Once the configuration (3.4) is
fixed, the only transformations that leave it unchanged are cyclic permutations of the points on the
(compactified) line

ti — ti+1 (tg, = tl) = X — 1-— X, (35)

13See appendix A of [58] for the set of axioms defining a 1d CFT.
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which in terms of x have the property of mapping the interval x € (0,1) to itself, without crossing
the branch cuts of G )(x). One thus obtains the relation

(1= x)*" Gy (x) = x*"* G(oy(1 = x), (3.6)

which is in general the only “crossing symmetry” satisfied by G g (x). To account for other config-
urations of points, following [63] one has to introduce three functions on three disjoint intervals,

G(x) for x € (—00,0),
G(x) = { Golx) for xe(0,1), (3.7)
G(+) (X) for X € (17 +OO) ’

which can be uniquely continued to complex values of x (for example using the block expansion) but
are not analytic continuations of each other, in general. Rather, they can be related by enforcing
Bose symmetry of G(x), defining

GH(x) =G () for x € (-00,0),

(3.8)
Ghx) = X G(o) (i) for x € (1,400).

The outcome of this discussion is that in one dimension Bose symmetry is less powerful than in
higher dimensional CFTs, in the following sense. Say that one wants to bootstrap G g(x) using
Bose symmetry as a constraint: then the only transformation that acts as a symmetry of G q)(x)
is (3.6), while the other crossing symmetry transformations define independent functions. In other
words, the crossing symmetry group Ss of four points is reduced to a Zy subgroup, so far as Gg)(x)
is concerned.'* In particular, we will find it useful think of S; as generated by the identity and the
two transformations y — ﬁ (obtained exchanging t; <> t2) and x — 1 — x (obtained by cyclic
transformations from our perspective), which we shall refer to as braiding and cyclic transformations
respectively. Then, we will say that G o)(x) is generally not invariant under braiding.

To understand how this can happen, it is useful to consider an example, which can be provided
by the same Maldacena Wilson line defect theory that we are interested in, but at weak coupling
(A = 0) (see also appendix C of [20] for related discussions). Let us focus on the correlator between
four insertions of one of the fundamental scalars of the theory that are not coupled to the line,
which we call ®} . At finite N, such four-point function receives contributions from three Feynman
diagrams with the three independent trace structures. However, for the SU(N) theory in the large
N limit

tr(TT T T?) ~ N2 tr(T*T*TT?), (3.10)

so that one of the diagrams is suppressed in the limit and this spoils the symmetry under braiding
transformations. Indeed, the result (in the configuration (3.4)) reads'®

wes 1 wor 1 x>
(@1 (t1) ®L (t2) @ (ts) PL (1)) = 7 GG () = 57 (1 + 1_2> ; (3.11)
12 134 12 34 ( X)

14Keeping t4 to be the right-most operator on the line, the six elements of S3 permute t1,2,3, resulting in transfor-
mations for y as

(1,23) | (2,13) | (321 | (1,32) | (231 | (312)
T ! 1
X e 1-x X X = (3.9)
(071) (_0070) (011) (17+OO) (—O0,0) (17+OO)
where for completeness we have also added the images of the interval (0,1) under the transformations.
5The formula can also be obtained by setting o = @~ ! = ¢?™/3 in eq. (56) of [9].
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which clearly satisfies (3.6) but is not symmetric under x — *5. On the other hand, the result
at strong coupling (A = 00) is computed by adding three disconnected Witten diagrams in AdS,.
Here all diagrams contribute with the same weight and the result reads'¢

(B (1) B (£2) DL (t) DL (£y))rome — L strons

2
2 X
AL (e 755

12513
which in addition to (3.6) is also invariant under braiding transformations:

G?‘(c)r)ong(x) _ G?E)r)ong(ﬁ) . (3.13)

In particular, in this case G(_)(x) = G(4)(x) = G(o)(x) and one can easily argue that the difference
between the two cases is related to the structure of the diagrammatic expansion.

The reason why this is relevant for us is related to the fact that, when one considers a 1d CFT
with a dual weakly coupled description in AdSs, order by order in perturbation theory correlation
functions are defined by Witten diagrams in AdSy, which are Bose-symmetrized by construction.
Each Witten diagram is associated with a certain integral, which can be computed for instance in
dimensional regularization setting the dimension to one only at the end. When doing so, it becomes
manifest that there is nothing special in the one dimensional case, at least from the perspective
of crossing symmetry. Hence we claim that for holographic correlators, order by order in the
coupling constant, the three functions in G4(x) and G g (x) are not distinct but rather they can
be obtained from a single function G(x) which is invariant under the full S3 Bose symmetry group
which, although not holomorphic, is a single-valued function G : C\ {0,1} — R, with singularities
at x = 0,1, oo dictated by the OPE. This property is going to be extremely useful since, as we shall
discuss in detail, it puts additional constraints on correlation functions that will be crucial for our
bootstrap strategy. Let us give two examples: one is a generalized free theory (GFT) correlator for
operators of equal dimension h, (not necessarily integer). In this case

2h,,
G(x) =1+ [x[*" + ‘ﬁ ; (3.14)
the other is the one-dimensional box function
_ lo log |1 —
D1111 — ( g|X| _ g| X|> , (3.15)
1-x X

both of which are invariant under all Bose symmetry transformations once absolute values are
inserted in appropriate places. We will be always interested in the case when the external dimensions
are (half-)integers in the free theory limit: in this case the absolute values in (3.14) are not needed,
while we claim that absolute values can always be added inside the arguments of the logarithms
in a suitable way as in (3.15) so as to make the expressions manifestly crossing symmetric. In the
case of the box function, this can be seen directly from the diagonal limit of the higher-dimensional
box-function, which contains for instance

1
log(zz) — 5 log || (3.16)

Our tree level result will originate from a sum of contact diagrams, so at that order this follows
from the properties of D-functions, but we anticipate here that at each perturbative order that we
studied four-point functions on the Wilson line can be written purely in terms of functions arising
from the diagonal limit of single-valued functions of z and Z, hinting at a higher-dimensional origin.

So far we have only discussed the case of four identical operators, arguing that braiding trans-
formations can be used as a symmetry to put constraints on correlation functions for theories with

16Similarly, this can be obtained by setting ¢; = §51 =¢e!™/3 in eq. (6.9) of [20].
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a weakly-coupled holographic description. In the case of non-identical operators, the same observa-
tions translate in the fact that correlators with operator insertions in different positions are related
to each other by simple transformations of the argument, rather than being independent. In the
following, we will only consider theories with this property.

3.2 Logarithmic singularities, braiding and OPE coefficients

The braiding symmetry of the free theory (3.12) has an impact on the operators that can be
exchanged in the OPE. To see this, consider the one-dimensional conformal blocks for a four-point
function of identical operators

gh(X) = Xh 2F1(hah52h;x)7 (317)

which are easily shown to satisfy

gn(0) = (=1)"gn (27 - (3.18)

which is only a symmetry for even h. Hence, to reflect the braiding symmetry of (3.12), only
operators with even dimension can be exchanged in the free theory. This parallels the fact that,
in higher dimensions, in a four-point function of identical scalar operators only even spins can be
exchanged, due to the fact that under exchange of the first two operators the blocks transform with

9a.1(2,2) = (=1) g1 (5, 1) - (3.19)

While this is easily understood at the level of free theory, when perturbations are turned on the
conformal dimensions of the exchanged operators need not be integers. Invariance under braiding,
however, still bears implications on certain OPE coefficients also at the interacting level, as we shall
discuss below.

In a perturbative theory with a small parameter g we consider a four-point function of identical
local operators as in (3.1) in the small g expansion

Gx) =Y Y, (3.20)
£=0

where we neglect non-perturbative corrections and ¢ denotes the perturbative order. Imagine for
simplicity that the dimensions of the external operators do not acquire perturbative corrections,
although this case could be treated in a similar way as we discuss in Section 6. Now consider the
conformal blocks expansion of G(x)'”

GOX) = angn(x). (3.21)
h

where a; are squared OPE coefficients and the sum runs over the operators O) exchanged in the
¢ X ¢ OPE, with dimension h. In a perturbative theory both the dimensions of the exchanged
operators and the squared OPE coefficients can be expanded in powers of g

h=A+> ¢, an=> g"d?, (3.22)
=1 =0

where we will use the convention that A denotes the free-theory value of the conformal dimensions
of the operators exchanged by a certain four-point function, and therefore works as a label for the

17Since we are interesting in braiding symmetry, which detects non-analyticities at x = 0, we can limit to consider
the OPE in the direct channel (x — 0). For transformations that are sensitive to branch points at x = 1, such as
X — X1, the same arguments can be repeated performing the OPE in the crossed channel (x — 1).
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exchanged operators. We will be interested in the case when the set of allowed values for A are
all integers (or half-integers for fermionic operators). While the hypergeometric function appearing
in the conformal blocks (B.3) is analytic at x = 0, the overall power of x is not and produces
logarithmic singularities via

1
X" = <1+gv D log x + g2 (7Y 10gx+5(7§))2 10g2x)+~-> , (3.23)

where due to the assumption that A € Z the factor of y is regular at y = 0 and the only non-
analytic terms are explicit powers of log x, which are higher at higher perturbative order. This
leads to a natural decomposition of four-point functions at each order as

L
GO0 =D G (x) logh v, (3.24)

k=0

where each Gl(f;k (x) is analytic at y = 0 and admits an expansion in conformal blocks and their

derivatives. For the leading logarithmic singularities, such expansions read'®

log gl Za(O) (1) A(X) )

G000 ==y 2 (a8 G0) T+ (1= 1l 18 (08)77) a0+ (1)) o 0]
A
Glo-+00 =gy 2 [0 ()7 4 -2 (a0 +a0) G0)
A
+§<€ —2)(t- 90 (1) (1) ™) 92 )
+ (a0 T+ = 1a 2 () 7) o0 + %Q(AO) (V(Al))eg(AQ)(X):| ,

(3.25)

where we have introduced the notation
900 = x* (0a)" X2 9a(x) - (3.26)

Closed form expressions for the expansion of Gl(f;k (x) for general k and £ can be found in Appendix
B.

We will come back to how precisely the CFT data appear in the expansions (3.25) and the
implication for our bootstrap algorithm as well as for the mixing problem. For the moment we
would like to highlight two aspects of the decomposition (3.24) and its relation to braiding symmetry.
First, as we stressed in the previous section, when we consider results that arise from a sum over
AdS Witten diagrams it must be possible to write the results in such a way that the whole Bose
symmetry group is manifest, simply due to the fact that we are summing over all permutations of
external points by construction. One might argue that an expression like (3.24) is problematic from
the point of view of braiding, since the map x — ﬁ implies that the image log x develops an
imaginary part for 0 < x < 1 and G () cannot be symmetric under braiding at face value. Our
remedy to this is to extend the definition of G(©)(x) for x € R\ {0,1} by replacing log x — log|x|
and similarly log(1 — x) — log |1 — x| for the logarithms arising in the crossed-channel OPE. In all
the examples that we shall study this will be enough to define an extension G*) (x) of the correlator
such that

G9(X5) = G900, (3.27)

18Here we neglect issues due to mixing, which we will come back to later in the paper.
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thus making Bose symmetry manifest. The small x expansion of G()(y) is obtained from (3.24)
simply replacing log x with log|x| as described above,

Y4

GO =D Gl () log" [l (3.28)
k=0

which combined with (3.27) gives!'?

L—k

- k—"_m m m 4

600 =3 (“ 1) (-0m 08”1 - 0 61l (). (3:29)
m=0

where we remind the reader that this is an identity that make sense from the point of view of
the small y expansion and Gl(f;k (x) is analytic there. This can be also derived by looking at the
transformation properties of conformal blocks and their derivatives when A is even, an approach
that we consider in Appendix B.

The other comment that we wish to make here is related to the OPE coefficients of exchanged
operators with odd dimensions. In particular, at the start of this subsection we argued that due to
the Bose symmetry of the free theory

al =0, (3.30)

and one can wonder whether this remains true at higher perturbative orders. Regardless of their
anomalous dimension, operators with odd dimension at g = 0 with an OPE coeflicient that is non-
vanishing at a certain order £ would appear in the OPE at that order with a term agzdd A ()5
with derivatives of blocks and anomalous dimensions only appearing at higher orders. However,
such term is manifestly antisymmetric under braiding, due to (3.18) with A — Agqq. Thus, terms
of this kind would contradict (3.27) explicitly and cannot be generated in the OPE of perturbative
correlators arising from Witten diagrams. In the recent work [64] the authors introduced a parity
operator that justifies the vanishing of certain OPE coefficients in the Wilson line defect CFT,

based on its weak coupling description.

3.3 The ansatz

The bootstrap method that we use is based on making an ansatz for the spacetime expression of
correlation functions order by order in perturbation theory. This should be seen as complementing
the discussion of [2] with more details. Let us start by laying out our assumptions, which can be
summarized as follows:

a. We consider 1d CFTs with a small parameter g, which could for instance arise as duals to
perturbative QFTs in AdSs as in the case of interest here.

b. We focus on correlation functions between (not necessarily identical) operators that, in the
free theory limit g = 0, have integer conformal dimension (or half-integer, if fermions). The
external operators need not be protected: the method still applies when the external operators
acquire anomalous dimensions perturbatively, with minor modifications and some caveats, as
we discuss in Section 6.

c. The free theory has an exact invariance under the full S5 group of Bose symmetry transforma-
tions, in the sense described above. We also assume that this remains true at all perturbative
orders, once a suitable prescription is given on how to define the correlators for y < 0 or y > 1
(see the discussion of the previous section).

19 ater we will make an ansatz for G(©) (x) in terms of HPLs of transcendentality up to ¢, so that fo)gk (x) has

transcendentality at most £ — k. Note that both sides of (3.29) then have the same maximal transcendentality.
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Given that we work order by order in perturbation theory, we shall make an ansatz for each
G (x) appearing in (3.20), where we refer to £ = 0 as the free theory, £ = 1 as tree level and ¢ > 1
as the result at £ —1 loops, since we have in mind a corresponding expansion over Witten diagrams.
For each fixed ¢, we make the ansatz that

N(£)
GO0 =) T, (3.31)
i=1
where r;(x) are rational functions, while 7;(x) are transcendental functions from a chosen basis
of dimension N (¢), which depend on the perturbative order /. Furthermore, we claim?® that the
correct basis of transcendental functions for the problem at hand is given by multiple polylogarithms
(MPLs) of argument x, whose only singularities for x € C are located at xy € {0,1}. Following
[65, 66] we refer to such functions as harmonic polylogarithms (HPLs) and they can be defined
through iterated integrals using

X
H(al,...,an;x):/ dt fa, (t) H(ag,...,an;t), a; € {0,1}, (3.32)
0
with
=3, A= (3.33)
olt) =7 ) =1—" .
This definition is complemented with H(x) = 1 when all a; are zero and

1 n
H(On;x) = — log" x- (3.34)

The number n of indices of the vector of singularities @ in (3.32) is called the weight, or transcen-
dentality, of a certain HPL, and will be denoted with the letter t (so in the definition above t = n).
One should then read the sum (3.31) as the instruction to sum over all possible HPLs up to a
certain maximal transcendentality tpax(¢), which for each ¢ depends on the specific problem that
one is considering and should be seen as an external input:

T:(x) € {HPLs of transcendentality t < tu.x(¢)}, (3.35)

where we have stressed that tp.; depend on the perturbative order ¢ that one is considering. We
will discuss later how one can formulate a guess for ty.,(¢) case by case, for the moment let us
just mention a couple of examples where the answer is known. In the case of p*-type derivative
interactions in AdSs considered in [26] one has tpax(1) = 1, tpax(2) = 4, while for the half-BPS
Wilson line defect theory that we consider here we shall argue that we expect tp.y(¢) = ¢ for all
¢, a claim which is supported by our explicit results for £ < 4. Given that for each t there are 2°
independent HPLs (corresponding to the choices of a; € {0,1}), the number N(¢) of functions in
the basis appearing in (3.31) is given by

nax (€)
N(t)= > 28 =20 (3.36)
t=0

More details on HPLs and their properties are presented in Appendix A.
Let us now spend some words of motivation for the ansatz (3.31). First of all, the appearance of
multiple polylogarithms in perturbative computations is ubiquitous in physics?' and therefore they

20The authors are thankful to Luis Fernando Alday for sharing with us some unpublished notes suggesting this
idea [46] and for very useful discussions on this topic.

21 A complete list of references on the appearance and use of polylogarithms in perturbative computations is beyond
the scope of this work. More detailed and complete lists of references can be found in the papers that we cite in this
paragraph.
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provide a natural candidate for the transcendental functions 7;(x) in (3.31). MPLs are well known
to arise as the result of Feynman integrals in generic quantum field theories [67], in particular in the
computation of scattering amplitudes. This has been observed for a variety of models, ranging from
scattering in the Standard Model [68-72] to superstring theory [73, 74], and especially for gluon
amplitudes in d = 4, N’ = 4 SYM [75-88]. Moreover, multiple polylogarithms appear in perturbative
correlators in various CFTs, including the e-expansion [52, 89, 90] and again d = 4, N' = 4 SYM,
both at weak [66, 91-93] and at strong [32, 38, 94] coupling (in the planar limit). This structure
has been explored in particular for holographic CFTs, where the AdS/CFT correspondence gives
a recipe to compute correlation functions using Witten diagrams. While the latter give rise to
more complicated integrals than ordinary Feynman diagrams, it appears that the results can still
be expressed in terms of polylogarithms (or more general transcendental functions) in many cases;
see, e.g., [2, 26, 51, 95, 96]. In some cases, it is even possible to explicitly write Witten diagrams
in terms of ordinary Feynman diagrams, making the analogy between the two even closer [97]. For
the Wilson line defect CFT, HPLs were also observed to appear in the large charge expansion of
four-point functions between half-BPS operators [98].

Once convinced that the result should be expressed in terms of MPLs, the restriction to HPLs
arises naturally from the properties inherited by G(*)(x) from the OPE structure of 1d CFTs. In
particular, studying the convergence of the OPE it can be argued that G(Z)(X) should be analytic
for x € C except for branch cuts at x € (—o00,0] and x € [1,+00): for this reason one should restrict
to MPLs with branch points located at x € {0, 1, 00}, which leads precisely to HPLs. Moreover, as
we review in Appendix A, HPLs form a closed set under Bose symmetry transformations S3 defined
in (3.9), i.e. once a basis for HPLs of a given transcendentality is chosen the action of S3 is such
that the functions of transformed argument can be always written in terms of the set of functions
chosen as basis.

A further motivation follows from the structure of the OPE in perturbative theories and in
particular from the decomposition (3.24). As we explained in the previous section, each Gl(f;;k (x)
has an expansion in terms of conformal blocks and their derivatives, with coefficients given by
various combinations of OPE data as in (3.25). In some cases, as we shall explain in more detail
in the next section, one can compute the sums (3.25) at a given order from CFT data at previous
orders, thus extracting a certain part of the correlator. In all examples that appeared in the
literature the functions appearing as results in these sums are HPLs?2, which as explained map to
other HPLs after crossing symmetry transformations: case by case and order by order this provides
a strong consistency check of our assumptions. Moreover, looking at the Gl((f;;k (x) that can be
computed from CFT data at previous orders also provides strong evidence of what the maximal
transcendentality tpay(£) should be at each order, assuming that each Gl(f;k (x)log" x has the same
maximal transcendentality tpax(£).

Finally let us mention that, for most correlators that we bootstrap, one can perform non-trivial
self-consistency checks by looking at CF'T data that can be extracted from multiple correlators. As
we explain, in some cases we shall use data extracted from one correlator as an input to bootstrap a
new one, but it is often the case that by implementing this procedure we encounter over-constrained
systems of equations: the existence of a solution is thus a strong check on our procedure and
results. Another powerful consistency check is the agreement between some of our CFT data and
the strong coupling regime of analogous data that can be computed numerically using integrability
[10] and its combination with the numerical bootstrap [11, 12].

Going back to the details of the ansatz (3.31), let us comment on the other ingredient appearing
in that formula: the rational functions r;(x). Because of the analytic structure of G(9) () discussed

22Note that since we are making the powers of log x explicit in (3.24), each Gl(f;k (x) can written in terms of HPLs
that are regular at x = 0.
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above, each r;(x) must be the ratio between a polynomial in x and certain powers of x and 1 — y,

pi(x)

ri(x) T (3.37)
This way, the only poles are located at x = 0,1 and the problem of finding the r;(x) is translated
into that of finding p;(x), for given values of a; and b;. Once these and the degree of p;() are
fixed (we will discuss later how to do so), it should be clear that the only unknowns in (3.31) are
the coefficients of individual powers of x in the polynomials p;(x). This drastically simplifies the
problem: all constraints turn into linear systems of equations for the coefficients in the p;(x), as
opposed to the non-linear problem arising if unknowns are present in the denominator as well. We
would also like to emphasize that when applying Bose symmetry transformations to the arguments
of HPLs, and then relating the transformed functions to those that were chosen as basis, one
generates multiple zeta-values (MZVs), i.e. the result of evaluating HPLs at unit argument (when
they are regular at that point), see Appendix A. One should then allow the coefficients in p;(x) to
take values in a field given by the extension of Q by all the possible MZVs allowed by the maximal
transcendentality of the correlator, tgax ().

3.4 The constraints

Now that we have clarified all the ingredients that enter in the ansatz (3.31), we are ready to list
the constraints that we use to fix the rational functions 7;(x). We shall distinguish such constraints
in two classes. The first class of constraints can be shown to be sufficient to compute, at each
order, all terms in G(Z)(x) that have transcendentality t > 2. This fixes the result up to terms of
transcendentality 0 or 1, namely combinations of {1,log x,log(1 — x)}: in holographic theories they
can be seen as due contact terms, as the diagonal limit of D functions has precisely this type of
structure. This leads to the second class of constraints, which allows to fix the remaining functions
by inputting some additional information as we discuss below (in particular, an important role will
be played by the Regge limit). This procedure can be understood as the analogue of reconstructing
loop level results from their discontinuities (given here by logarithmic singularities), which of course
can be done only up to terms with no discontinuity, i.e. tree level contact terms in this case.

Let us start with the first type of constraints, which we enforce on an ansatz of the type (3.31)
where all rational functions r;(x) are unknown. We proceed in two steps:

o AdS unitarity method. We note that in the decomposition (3.24) all functions Gl(ﬁ;k (x) with
k > 2 can be obtained from CFT data that can be extracted from previous perturbative
orders?*, by explicitly performing sums like those in (3.25). We will refer to these terms as
the “highest logarithmic singularities” of the correlator. For all the sums of this type that we
are able to perform, we find that

1) the Gl(f;k. (x) can be expressed in terms of HPLs that are regular at x = 0,

2) Gl(i)gk (x) has t = ¢ — k, supporting our claim that ty.x(¢) = £ in this case.

23Since we are going to deal with HPLs of weight at most four, the only MZVs that are relevant for this paper
are ordinary zeta values ((n) with n = 2,3,4. For example, if for a certain value of £ one has tpax(¢{) = 4 and
Ti(x) = log x for a given value of i, then we take

ri(x) = i1 () + C2) 15 () +¢3) 3 ()., (3.38)

where 7; ;(x) are rational functions whose numerators are polynomials in x with rational coefficients.

24This is true up to problems with operators mixing. If there is no mixing, considering a single correlator order
by order is enough. If mixing is present, on the other hand, one should consider a system of correlators in order to
extract the CFT data. This will be described in detail in Section 6.
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The idea that (at least part of) loop level results can be understood from results computed at
previous orders in perturbation theory dates back to the work of Cutkosky [99], and was first
introduced for the computation of holographic correlators in [51], where it was termed “AdS
unitarity method”?®. This method has since been applied, in various incarnations, for the
computation of holographic correlators at loop level in a variety of theories [32-36, 102, 103],
often in combination with the Lorentzian inversion formula [50]2°.

e Bose symmetry. Once the highest logarithmic singularities are known, one can require that
G (x) is Bose-symmetric. As we discussed, cyclic transformations y — 1 — x lead to the
simple crossing equation (3.6), while for braiding transformations y — —*5 all one needs to do
is replace log x — log|x| in (3.24) and require invariance, which leads to equations like (3.29).
It turns out that, given the ansatz (3.31), through the identities between HPLs at various
arguments listed in appendix A, Bose symmetry propagates the information obtained from
the highest logarithmic singularities to all rational functions multiplying HPLs (or MZVs) of
transcendentality t > 2, which can be therefore be computed exactly without the need for an
explicit ansatz for them. The only rational functions that cannot be fixed by this procedure
are those multiplying {1,log x,log(1 — x)}, which are only found to satisfy certain crossing
equations that we shall discuss soon.

Once the procedure described above is used, one knows the correlator up to terms of the type

Q(x) = a(x) + b(x) log(1 — x) + ¢(x) log x, (3.39)

which can be interpreted as contact terms ambiguities, given that this is precisely the structure of
D-functions in d = 1, where the rational functions defining Q(x) satisfy the homogeneous crossing
equations

2h,
b0 = (25) el=20, e =c(y)s al) =a(y),

00+ (125)" et w32 e (1) = 0. (3.40)

As described in [20, 26, 44], to solve this problem one makes an ansatz for the functions a and ¢
(since b is completely fixed by crossing in terms of ¢) as

Pa(X) Pe(X)

al )_xk(l—x)k’ 3 )_xk(l—x)k’ (341)
where p, and p, are polynomials and k > 0. The denominators are chosen in such a way that the
only poles are located at x = 0, 1, in according with the structure of the OPE. A convenient strategy
is then that of studying solutions for increasing values of k and, for each k, vary the degree of the
polynomials p, and p.. As discussed in detail in [26], there is a one-to-one correspondence between
the values of k in solutions that are also compatible with the OPE at x = 0 and the independent
quartic contact terms with derivatives that one can write in AdS,. To fix the correlator completely
one should then input some external assumption to fix the coefficients of such derivatives contact
terms. We do this by employing the second class of constraints, which can be summarized by the
following two points:

o Compatibility with the OPE. The expansion of Q(x) for small x must be compatible with the
OPE structure of the G()() that it is a part of. In particular, we have constraints of two

25Gee [100, 101] for recent works that put the AdS unitarity method on a firmer footing, clarifying its precise
connections to S-matrix theory.

26 An inversion formula that applies to one-dimensional CFTs has been developed in [63], and it would be interesting
to explore more precisely the connections with the statements made here.
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kinds. The first is related to the fact that we always know which is the lowest-dimensional
operator exchanged in the OPE. This sets a cutoff on the lowest power of x that can appear
in the small y expansion of G()(x). Due to this fact, for each fixed k we can only find a finite
number of solutions, regardless of how high the degree of p, and p. is. The other kind of
constraint is related to the knowledge of certain OPE coefficients, or anomalous dimensions,
of operators that appear in the OPE. We shall encounter an example of this when discussing
(DpDypDyDy) correlators in Section 5: in that case one exchanges short operators Dy, and all
the OPE coefficients Cpqr ~ (DpDyD,) are known from localization. This fact also provides a
definition of the coupling constant, which is otherwise arbitrary in a bootstrap setup. Another
example will be discussed in Section 6, where to bootstrap (D1D1DyL) correlators we will use
as an input certain averaged anomalous dimensions that are known from other correlators.

e Regge limit. As anticipated, the solutions for fixed k are related to the possibility of having
contact terms of the type (V"¢)* in the AdS, effective action. For increasing value of k (or n)
these have a more and more singular behaviour in the Regge limit (as defined in [48]), which
corresponds to a higher degree of divergence of the averaged anomalous dimensions <7(€)> A
at large A. We refer the reader to [26] for a more detailed discussion of these aspects, while
here we limit to state our prescription, which consists in assuming that the correlators we
are after have the mildest possible behavior in the Regge limit, corresponding to the mildest
growth of <'y(z)> A at large A. In practice we find that, at least for £ < 4, this is given by

Ay~ A A S . (3.42)

Roughly speaking, our prescription can be understood as demanding that one does not include
unnecessary (i.e. with too high number of derivatives) counterterms to loop level results.

In the following sections we apply this method to various types of four-point functions between
operators inserted along the Maldacena Wilson line, in a strong coupling expansion. Each time we
will clarify the necessary modifications to the simple setup considered in this section, but the spirit
of the procedure will remain unaltered.

3.5 The mixing problem - a bootstrap perspective

The applicability of the strategy discussed above rests on the fact that, when bootstrapping a
certain correlator at fixed perturbative order, all CFT data at previous orders are known, so that
the coefficients of the highest logarithmic singularities can be computed computed through sums
of the type (3.25). However, in concrete examples of perturbative CFTs this is often much easier
said than done, due to the presence of a degeneracy between inequivalent operators with the same
quantum numbers in the free theory. A simple example of this is given by a free theory with a
single scalar operator ¢ of dimension h, = 1: in this case one can built two distinct operators of
dimension four, which are schematically of the form 9%¢? and ¢*. As we now explain, one cannot
distinguish the two from the OPE of a unique correlation function and is therefore led to analyze
a multi-correlator analysis.

To understand why operators degeneracy is problematic from the point of view of the analytic
bootstrap, imagine to be in a situation like the one just described, where in the interacting theory
there are two operators O; 2 with the same quantum numbers under global and R-symmetries,
whose dimensions h 2(g) are functions of the coupling ¢ such that, in the expansion for small g:

hi(g) = A+ g5 + 6275 +...,  (i=1,2), (3.43)

where the free-theory dimension A is the same for both. Then, in the OPE of a given four-point
function where these appear as intermediate operators, one has (at the non-perturbative level)

G(x) D Galx) = a1 gn, (X) + a2 gn, (X) (3.44)
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where a1 = N%,z are squared OPE coeflicients and for brevity we are denoting a; = ap, and so
on. Moreover, we stress here that we are going to denote with u OPE coefficients that involve at
least one long multiplet, which are those relevant for the mixing problem discussed here. On the
other hand, when dealing with three-point functions between half-BPS multiplets Dy, we are going
to use the symbol C: these have the property that they are non-degenerate and moreover can be

computed exactly from localization, as we shall discuss. Then, expanding for small coupling g one
finds

Galx) = (1) + (157)?] 9a(x)

+g {[(u§0))2 YD 4 (124D g () Tog x + .- } 5.15)
+f{;w@FwPP+w9Fw9fmgmng+”}+o@5,

where we have only emphasized certain terms that we are interested in, so that one is led to the
introduction of the quantities

() a = (") + (u$)?,
(@@ Wya = (2 + ()2, (3.46)
(@@ (D)) a = (7)) + (5”)? ()2

where we are essentially computing weighted averages with weight given by squared OPE coeffi-

cients. The latter depend on the external operators (as opposed to the anomalous dimensions), so
the result of the average depends on the four-point function that one is considering.

Now, say that we know G (y) and G (x) and we would like to bootstrap G(?(x) using
the method described in this section. From G()(x) one can extract (a()a and from G (x) the
OPE gives access to the value of <a(0) 7(1)> A, but these are not sufficient to compute the quantity
(a(® (y™)2) o which is necessary to compute the log® x singularity of G)(x). This explains the
well-known fact that, when degeneracy is present in the free theory, studying a unique correlator in
perturbation theory is not enough to access all CFT data, but rather only some weighted averages
thereof. The approach that is usually taken to bypass this issue is to consider, at a given order,
not just one correlator but a large enough family in such a way as to obtain many data points for
the averages (3.46). If one obtains enough independent equations, it becomes possible to extract
the individual CFT data, thus “resolving” the mixing problem. Note also that the OPE coefficients
,ug appear in a rotationally-invariant combination in <a(0)> A, so that by only looking at free-
théory correlators one could only compute such OPE coefficients up to a possible rotation in the

space (u§°>, uéo)). Such ambiguity can only be solved by looking at the averages (a(?) (1)) A, which

manifestly break such rotational invariance (when %1) =+ fyél)): the computation of free-theory
OPE coefficients is then closely related to the mixing problem at first order. Similarly, with this
approach at higher orders one can only fully resolve the OPE coeflicients ,ugl) together with the
anomalous dimensions %(£+1).

However, note that as anticipated our case is special, in the sense that the first-order correc-
tion to the dilatation operator does not break the free-theory degeneracy. In the example, this
corresponds to the case where 7§1) = fyél), so that it is impossible to completely disentangle ug
just by looking at the averages (a(9)a and (a(®) y()) A, even if an infinite amount of correlators
is considered. Rather, one should move to the following order and consider (a(®) 4(2))A: this time

we will find ’y§2) =+ 7;2) and studying enough averaged data allows one to compute ug?% and %22)

Similarly, in our setup at higher orders the computation of Mglj)z is closely tied to the resolution of

mixing for 'yg;_ 2,
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It is sometimes useful to choose a basis of operators which is not necessarily the basis of eigen-
states of the dilatation operator, and we will exploit this freedom in Section 6. This is particularly
true when one has a Lagrangian description at the free theory point g = 0, which allows for an
explicit construction of operators in terms of elementary fields: for the case at hand this is discussed
in detail in [1]. The operators constructed in this way are not necessarily eigenstates of the dilata-
tion operator, but this does not constitute a problem and one simply ends up with a non-diagonal
dilatation operator in each degeneracy space. In terms of our simple 2 x 2 example, we can define a
vector of OPE coefficients and an anomalous dimension matrix, which in the eigenstates basis read

1)
a no 0
p© = (Mgo)’ MgO))m (T = ( 1 (1)> ’ (3.47)
B

so that our averages can be rewritten in matrix notation as

(@)a = p? (g7,
(@@ My 5 = p© (p(l))aﬁﬂg)) 7 (3.48)
(@® (y)2) 5 = p@ (T W) g (T D)5,

where we have introduced the matrix of norms,

_[{04|10y) (04]02)\
8ol = (<O2|Ol> <(92(92>>a5 = Sap (3.49)

which is a metric tensor in the degeneracy space and in the basis of normalized eigenstates of the
dilatation operator that we have adopted is simply the identity. It is now clear that one can perform
an arbitrary change of basis in the degeneracy space by means of a matrix M € GL(2), acting as

Ou =M 0y, (3.50)

where 6a is now a completely arbitrary basis of (not necessarily normalized) operators, where the
metric tensor is no longer the identity, the anomalous dimensions matrix is not diagonal and the

usual rules of linear algebra give®”

fla = Mg, (T8 = (M TOM )P gos = (MgMT)os,  (351)

which give us a way to interpret the averages (3.48) in an arbitrary basis. This is the approach that
we will adopt in Section 6, where it we will make a convenient choice of operator basis in the free
theory, that allows us to compute their OPE coefficients from Wick contractions. The dilatation
operator in such basis then takes the form of a non-diagonal matrix, whose eigenavalues represent
the anomalous dimensions of the physical eigenstates, and we explore the entries of such matrix by
studying a system of multiple correlators. We anticipate here that the choice of basis that we found
convenient is a basis where operators are words of fixed length in terms of the fundamental letters
contained in D (see [1] for more details). From now on, whe shall keep the distinction between
operators O that diagonalize the dilatation operator and operators (5, which have well-defined
length but are not necessarily eigenstates.

4 Bootstrapping (D;D;D;D;) at three loops

In the rest of the paper we are going to present various bootstrap results for four-point functions on
the Wilson line. The kinematics, superconformal blocks and Ward identities for the correlators that

2"Note that there is no contradiction with (2.19), since T8 in this section is always used with upper indices, which
is related to ' in (2.19) by the action of the metric g.
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we shall discuss are presented in the companion paper [1], so we shall not repeat the derivations
in detail but only quote some results. We start in this section by presenting our main result:
the bootstrap for the four-point function of the super-displacement operator, (D1D;D1D1), up to
fourth order in perturbation theory, corresponding to three-loop Witten diagrams. In doing so, we
shall use some results that are derived in the following sections, where more general correlators
between half-BPS operators, as well as four-point functions including long multiplets, are studied.
The results up to one loop will be mostly a review of those already presented in [20], with some
additional justifications of why they are correct despite the fact that the mixing problem was not
taken into account in that paper, while at two and three loops we provide a detailed derivation of
the results presented in [2].

4.1 Kinematics and free theory

Let us start by briefly reviewing some kinematics from [1, 20]. While all four-point functions
between half-BPS operators are constrained by superconformal Ward identities (SCWI) — see (5.2)
— the four-point function (D1;D1D;1D;) is special in that the SCWI can be solved in terms of a
number f and a single function f(x) of the cross-ratio x

(D1D1D1Dy) _f x?
(D1D1){D1Dy) C1Go

where (; 2 are R-symmetry cross ratios and ID is a differential operator which can be written as

+Df(x), (4.1)

D = vy + vy — v1 v2 20y, vi=x""-¢, (4.2)

see [1] for more details. We remind the reader that the number f is a datum of the topological
algebra associated with 1d CFTs with osp(4*|4) symmetry. In the specific case of the half-BPS
Wilson line in planar A/ = 4 SYM it can be computed using localization and its non-perturbative
expression as a function of the 't Hooft coupling A reads [13, 20, 49, 104]

WA W)

f=(C) =3 =

(4.3)

where W()) is the expectation value of the circular one-half BPS Wilson loop in planar N/ = 4
SYM, given by

W) = \% L(V)N), (4.4)

with I; a modified Bessel function of the first kind. Cy15 in (4.3) is the OPE coefficient (D1D;Ds).
Neglecting non-perturbative terms proportional to e~V* in the expansion of Il(ﬁ), one finds at
large A

N2 STaEteer T e T s 8w

>, £ 3 45 45 1215 135
f=>" 3 +ONT) 0@V, (45)

Note that from the point of view of the conformal bootstrap, the knowledge of f provides a definition
of the coupling constant A at all orders, which would otherwise be arbitrary from a purely bootstrap
perspective. The other crucial ingredient in (4.1) is the function f(x), which we shall sometimes
refer to as reduced correlator, and it is the object to which we shall devote our attention in this
section.

Given the OPE

Dy xDy =T+Dy+ Z L8 0.0 (4.6)
h
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we remind the expression for the reduced conformal blocks associated to the three types of exchanged
multiplets, which read [1, 20]

fz(x) = x,
fDQ(X):X7X2F1(172?47X)7 (47)
Xl-‘rh
n(x) = {7 2 P11+ 2+ h 4+ 25 X) .
Note that the reduced blocks for long operators are eigenfunctions of the reduced quadratic Casimir
C=(1-x0 (x20) -2, (4.8)
namely they satisfy
Cin() = difn(0).  Ji =h(h+3), (4.9)

where j? is the quadratic Casimir eigenvalue for singlets of R symmetry and transverse spin. A
property of the reduced conformal blocks that will play a crucial role in the following is their
behavior under braiding transformations

fz(x) +fz(%5) = XX— -
f, () + o, (25) = XX_ -, (4.10)
P00 + (D" fn(25) = 0.

Let us now discuss the free theory result for (D1 D;D;D;), which can be computed using Wick
contractions and reads
(0) X2 X2 (1=G)(1=¢)

R ey (I T R (4.11)

which correctly gives f(O) = 3, as well as

X2

O(x) = : 4.12
P00 =x+ - (4.12)
Under cyclic transformations this satisfies
1=0* P00 =x* 11 -x), (4.13)
while under braiding we have
2
FO0)+ O (e) =@ l (4.14)

Given (4.10), this implies that only long multiplets with even h can contribute to the D; x D; OPE
in the free theory. We can confirm this result by expanding in blocks

FOM) = f2(x) + (C11)* . 00) + D _(a@)a fa() (4.15)
A

where (a(9)) o are averages of squared OPE coefficients, and we have used the notation A introduced
in Section 3 to denote the set of conformal dimensions exchanged in the free theory. In this case
(4.14) implies that A € 2Ny and we find

_ T[3+AJT[1+AJ(A - 1)

() a T2 + 24

(4.16)
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In the following sections we will turn on perturbations and the exchanged operators acquire
anomalous dimensions order by order in perturbation theory for large A,

> _(0)
- Z A
£=0

with an analogous expansion for the averaged OPE coefficients. While the symmetry under cyclic
transformations remains exact at each order and can be written more generally as

1= PN +x* fP1-x) =0, (4.18)

for braiding one should expand as in (3.24)
‘
¢
FO0) =3 f () Tog" x, (4.19)
k=0

and for the functions fg;k (x) we have

—k 9
¢ k+m m m ¢ X
1000+ 3 (M) 0= 0 A () =i 2 AL a0
m=0
which is just (3.29) adapted to this case. We will also highlight that, at each order, one can pick a
basis of functions such that, just replacing log x — log|x| and log(1 — x) — log |1 — x| one obtains
a function f(¥)(x) such that braiding becomes completely manifest, as in (3.27):

FO(259) + 7000 = 2510, (1.21)

4.2 Warm up: solving functional relations

Before attacking the bootstrap problem for (D;D;D; D), let us briefly consider two sets of functional
relations that will prove useful in the discussion of the bootstrap problem at all orders. As we
anticipated in Section 3, our strategy at each order consists in computing the coefficients of the
leading logarithmic singularities at each order, which after requiring cyclic and braiding invariance
fixes the whole correlator up to a function satisfying the “tree-level” crossing equations. It is
therefore useful to study here the most general solution to these equations, assuming that the
result has transcendentality one, as it should be for contact terms in AdSs, see [26] (note that the
Lagrangian (2.7) does not contain cubic vertices). At each order, we will then refer to the solutions
found here to fix the contact term ambiguity.
Consider the function

Q(x) = ¢1(x) + q2(x) log |1 — x|+ g3(x) log|x|, (4.22)

subject to the crossing equations

1-0°Q)+X*QL-x) =0, Q) +Q(%) =0, (4.23)

with x € R\ {0,1}, where ¢ 2,3 are rational functions. Requiring the coefficient of each HPL in
(4.23) to vanish, one obtains that g3 can be eliminated using

%&)Z—uxlywﬂ—x% (4.24)
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with the remaining two functions constrained by

1=xa0)+xX"a(1-x)=0, al)+a(E) =0, (4.25)

and
(1-x)? (qa(x)—qz(ﬁ)) =xX’el-x), @)+x’e(;)=0. (4.26)

For the reasons explained in Section 3, we are interested in rational solutions to (4.25) and (4.26)
that are holomorphic functions of x except for, at most, poles at y = 0,1. One can then make an
ansatz of the type (3.41), namely

pi(x)
XE (1= x)x”
and study the solutions varying the degree of the polynomial p; in the numerators and the parameter
k. We find that there are no solutions for k < 0, while for each fixed k > 0 there is only a finite
number of solutions, regardless of how high the degree of p; is taken to be in the ansatz. It is then
simple to explore all solutions, and we find that both for ¢; and for ¢» they can be described by
one infinite family, labeled by an integer n. For ¢; we find

(n)( ) _ (2 — X)(l + X)(l — 2)0(1 —x+ X2)3n—1
1 - X2n71 (1 _ X)2n+1 s

qi(x) = (4.27)

n>1, (4.28)

while for ¢ we have
1— (_1)n X3n72
X=X

Note that we have made a particularly simple choice of basis which allows to write all solutions in

5" (x) = , n>1. (4.29)

closed form, but since we are dealing with a linear and homogeneous problem all linear combinations
of the functions chosen as basis still provide a valid solution. An important aspect that we would
like to stress is that the appearance of a new solution (increasing k) is closely related to a more
singular behavior at x = 0, 1, 0o, so that restrictions on this behavior provide a powerful constraint.
In the concrete problems that we shall study in the next subsections, such constraints will come
from the OPE, which sets the lowest power of x that can appear in the expansion around x = 0,
and from the Regge limit, which is an expansion around x = oo and is related to the behaviour of
the anomalous dimensions associated to a certain solution at large A, see [26].

4.3 Tree level

Let us now turn on the perturbation and examine results at tree level. According to the discussion
of Section 3 we make an ansatz for f(!)(y) with transcendentality one

FO00 = Fo 00 + FOL () log x
FO0 00 =r1(x) + 72(x) log(1 — X), (4.30)
FOL 00 =750,

where 7; (i = 1,2, 3) are rational functions and from the results of Appendix B one has the expan-

sions

F8L00 =@ M)A falx)

A

(1) 1) 0) (1 (1) (4.31)
Srog0 (X ) =W p, (x Z[ Nafalx) + @y )afa’ )]
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where we have introduced the notation
00 = x2 @0a)" x 2 a0 (4.32)

Given that there are no terms proportional to loglC x with k& > 2 in (4.30), there are no constraints
coming from the highest logarithmic singularities, as one should expect for a tree-level result. This
is the equivalent of contact terms in higher-dimensional AdS spaces having vanishing double dis-
continuity, in the language of the Lorentzian inversion formula [50]. On the other hand, demanding
that f(1) satisfies the crossing equations (4.18) and (4.20) leads to the functional relations

2

A=x)?m0)=x"n1-x), A=x)’r0)=x"rl-x), nk)+r(Es )_fu%

P00+ 2(2) =0, (1= (1200 = 72(27) ) = a1 = X), (4.33)

which allow us to eliminate 75 in terms or r3, leading to a non-homogeneous version of the equations
(4.25) (with m <> ¢1) and (4.26) (with ro < ¢2), with the non-homogeneous term provided by
the topological OPE data f(*). The solution to (4.33) is then given by any solution of the non-
homogeneous equation plus an arbitrary linear combination of all solutions to the homogeneous
equation. Hence, we can express the solution to (4.33) as

f(l) 172X n n
r(x) = Z (n) ( )

3
(4.34)

Zc(n) . TS(X):—(lfix)sz(l—Xf

This is obviously far from a unique solution, as we are yet to impose appropriate boundary condi-
tions. First, the OPE (4.31) dictates that expanding around x = 0

22008, (4.35)

P00 =3

which can be shown to fix all the coefficients cgn) in terms of the cgn). While finding a closed-form

expression for all solution to this constraint seems non-trivial, we can give some examples:
o It ™ =0, then ¢§” = { — 2f1) LM 0,0,..}.

o If i = 6,1, then ¢y = { — 2,31 _10,2,0,0,...}.

o It c{™ =6,,, then i) = { — 82 8209 191 139 16 9 ¢,0,...}.
(n)

It is important to stress that only a finite number of ¢; ' is non-zero for each c§”) that is taken
to be non-zero. Because of crossing symmetry, no new constraint arises expanding around y = 1.
On the other hand, a crucial constraint comes from the expansion around x = oo. As discussed in
[26], this is equivalent to studying the behavior of the anomalous dimensions (y(!)) A associated to
a certain solution via (4.31) at large A. In particular, we find

(1)a = (@) 30Oy D)a = =R+ D " (1), (4.36)
n=1

where j3 = A(A + 3) was introduced in (4.9), and

(YA ~ ATH2 (A = 00). (4.37)
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Given the correspondence between the growth of (7)) at large A and the number of derivatives
in tree-level contact interactions [105] (see also [26] for the d = 1 case), we conclude that the term
proportional to f(*) in (4.36) is generated by quartic contact terms with at most four derivatives
(precisely as in (2.7)), while each ('y,(,l)> A corresponds to contact terms with 4n+4 derivatives. These
cannot be excluded simply by bootstrap arguments as they all provide solutions to the functional
equations (4.33) with the boundary condition (4.35), but they can be set to zero by requiring
that our solution describes quartic interactions with at most four derivatives, which should be the
case if we want to reproduce the theory described by the Lagrangian (2.7). Note that a suitable
adaptation of this prescription is usually employed in Mellin space when computing holographic
correlators in higher dimensions, where one has a constraint on the number of derivatives appearing
in the supergravity Lagrangian, translating to polynomials Mellin amplitudes of a given degree —
see, e.g., [30, 31] or [106] for a review. Here we are using very similar ideas, just implementing them
directly in spacetime rather than in Mellin space.

Having clarified the structure of the general solution at tree level, it should now be clear how to
pinpoint the one corresponding to the AdSe Lagrangian (2.7) is selected. We simply have to set to
zero all coefficients corresponding to contact terms with more than four derivatives, which means
choosing

c§”) =0 Vn>1, cgl) = —%f(l), 052) = %f(l), cé") =0 Vn>3, (4.38)

in (4.34). The solution can be written as

x(1—2x X*(2-x
7000 = X229 132 10g(1 -+ X Y 1oy, (4.39)
1—x (1=x)
with associated CFT data
1
(YW)a = —53'2 o (V) =04 (@@ 44, (4.40)
where we have also used f() = —3 from (4.5). These are precisely the results already presented in

[20]. Note that the first order correction to the squared OPE coefficients satisfies the “derivative
rule” first observed in [105]. However, this is just an accident of the fact that the result for
(D1D1D1D;)©) agrees with that of a generalized free theory, for which the derivative rule is known
to apply, while general <Dpr’Dqu>(0) arise from Wick contractions in a free theory, so there will
be corrections to the derivative rule.

Finally, let us present the final result for the tree-level correlator. As anticipated, we can write
define a function f™)(x) that is Bose-symmetric and reduces to f((x) for x € (0,1) simply by
replacing log a — log |a|. Given our choice of basis, it is natural to express the result in a form that
makes cyclic invariance manifest, namely

£

— ), (4.41)

TP 00 = [fiag () Tog Ixl] = gz x = 1= x] +

where f(0)(y) is the free theory reduced correlator introduced in (4.12), while

xX*(2-x)
(1-x)2

~ 32
=Cl/O0W + g

ik (4.42)

Fod(x) =

and C is the Casimir operator introduced in (4.8). Note that although only cyclic invariance is
manifest in (4.41), the correlator is invariant under the full Bose symmetry group S3 and defined
for all x € R\ {0,1}.
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4.4 One loop

Let us now move to the second perturbative correction, which corresponds to one loop diagrams in
AdS,. Starting from this order, it is a priori not clear what the maximal transcendentality tpax(€)
of the ansatz (3.31) should be. Let us then take a little detour, that will give us an educated guess
for what tpay(£) should be. One-loop four-point functions in generic scalar <p4 theories in AdS, lead
to functions of transcendentality four, as it can be found in [26, 48]. On the other hand, the results
found in [20] suggest that one loop correlators on the Wilson line should have transcendentality
two. This discrepancy can be understood as follows. Let us assume that all terms in (4.19) contain
HPLs of the maximal transcendentality, then in particular fl(fg)z (x) should have transcendentality
tnax(£) — ¢, and it can be evaluated using (see Appendix B)

Froge () = % > (0@ (7)) afaly).- (4.43)
A

Now, computing this sum at all orders is non-trivial due to the presence of operators degeneracy.
In [26, 48] the absence of mixing was assumed but not justified. On the Wilson line, on the other
hand, we have already anticipated in Section 2 that the first-order perturbation does not lift the
free theory degeneracy. Hence, in both cases one is using that

(@@ (y0))a = (@@)a (7 V)4 . (4.44)

Now, for the Wilson line defect theory at tree level one has the anomalous dimensions (4.40), which
are proportional to the Casimir eigenvalue j% and therefore

1 A
e (0 = 5 (— %C) Fh 0. (4.45)

Since f1(01g)1 is a rational function (found in (4.39)) and C is a differential operator, then all fgg)f are
rational functions. Their degree of transcendentality is then zero, so from our initial statement we
can read off that
t[f] = taax(O) =0, = tax()=¢, (4.46)
g
at all orders. On the other hand, for the ¢* theory with A, = 1 considered in [48] one has
W(Al) ~ ]ZQ, so that the leading logarithmic singularities at higher loops are obtained by acting with
the inverse Casimir operator on the tree level result. Since this is an integral operator, it raises the
degree of transcendentality of the functions it acts on, so that even if the coefficient of log x in the
tree-level result is a rational function, the coefficient of log£ x at £ — 1 loops is transcendental. We
can therefore immediately see how the defect theory defined on the Wilson line has a much simpler
perturbative structure than a generic ¢*-type theories in AdSy, and at the computational level this
is due to the fact that the tree-level anomalous dimensions are polynomial, rather than rational,
functions of the dimension A of the exchanged operators. Note that this has been observed to
happen for other 1d defect theories as well, such as the Wilson line in ABJM [45] and AdS, x S?
holographic correlators [47].
Now that we have established our expectation for ty.x(¢), we can make an ansatz for the one
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loop reduced correlator f(?) as a combination of HPLs of weight up to two?®

FOO) =F00(00) + Fl (x) logx + fizs (x) log” x

20 (0) =r1(x) + 2 (x) log(1 = x) + r3(x) log>(1 = x) + ra(x) Lia(x) ,

@ (4.47)
gt () =75(x) +76(x) log(1 - x) ,

1(0222 (X) :T7(X) )

where all the numerators in the rational functions are polynomials with coefficients in QQ, except
for??

r1(x) = r1.1(x) +r12(x) €(2), (4.48)

where we have allowed explicitly the possibility of terms proportional to ((2), the only MZV of
weight two. Following Appendix B, we also have the following expansions in blocks and derivatives

flog (x) = Z*< © (Y2 A fa(x)

o

fiag 00 = 22 (a1 + 4Dy D) atat) + 6 GO 00]

flfgo(x)—f@)fo +Z[ Nafa(0) + (@7 + a0y )4 1) + 20 ()4 12 (0]
(4.49)

We are then ready to apply the algorithm described in Section 3. First, reiterating what we said at
the start of this section, we can use the fact that the operator degeneracy is not lifted at tree level:
(fy(A)> given in (4.40) is the exact anomalous dimension of any operator Eé[om at first order, and
degenerate operators in the free theory are still degenerate at first order. This allows us to write

(4.44) and therefore setting ¢ = 2 in (4.45) we find

X*(2-x) (5-5x+3x%)
2(1—x)* '

The next step is to use Bose symmetry, which we do by considering the crossing equations (4.18)
and (4.20) and setting the coefficient of each HPL in the chosen basis to zero. Note that we consider
¢(2) to be a basis element on its own, being a MZV of transcendentality two.

Let us focus first on the rational functions multiplying HPLs of t > 2, for which we find

re(x) = fidh(x) = (4.50)

re(1 =) + X (r).
(4.51)

r3(x) = —(Xﬁ r7(1=x), ra(x) =0, re(x)=—r7(x)+ (796

implying that these terms are completely fixed in terms of (4.50). The remaining functions are
constrained by

r12(x) + 71, 2( 2) =0, (1—=x)*r2(x) +x°r12(1—x) =0, (4.52)

28Note that we keep using the same symbol r;(x) for the rational functions in the ansatz, as we did already for
the tree level ansatz (4.30), in order to avoid a cumbersome notation. We will keep doing so in every ansatz that
is spelled out explicitly and there should be no confusion as each of them appears in different subsections, without
cross-referencing.

29Note that the terms Liz and ((2) were excluded a priori from the ansatz used in [20]. Here we allow for their
presence, but we will show that their coefficients actually vanish in the final result.
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as well as

(T=x)%r2(x) + x*r5(1—x) =0,
X2
x-1’
(=02 (r200 = r2(27)) =¥ r2(L=0), 7200 +x*ra(3) =0,

which are just the crossing equations for a tree-level problem. Their solution can be expressed in

terms of the functions q§n2) introduced in (4.28-4.29) and reads

r1a( Z a0, el Z 9 a (x),

_ (n) (n) _ X
x)—;cz 7 (X) T5(x)——mrz(1—x),

(I=x)2ri1() +x2ria(l=x) =0, rii(x)+r, 1(x 1):f(2) (4.53)

(4.54)

where we have used that f(2) = 0 from (4.5).
We can now fix the coefficients by requiring the correct behaviour in the direct OPE channel
(x = 0) and in the Regge limit. In particular, we demand that

fx) =0(?), (4.55)

as well as requiring the mildest possible growth for (y(?)) o at large A. While not obvious a priori,
this turns out to be

(FNa ~ A3 (A= ). (4.56)
These two conditions, together, fix

=0 vn>1, =0 ¥n>1, )=-= V=0 vn>3, (457

or in other words
(1+x)(6 — 11y + 6x?)
4(1-x) ’

ri(x) =0=ria2(x), 7r2(x)= (4.58)

which fixes completely the solution at one loop to be

(14 x)(6 — 11x + 6x?) (1—x*B—x+3x%

P00 = ) log(1 — x) + o log?(1 — x)
— _ 2 _ 2 _ 3 4
_ [X(Q Zzil x>)<2+ 6x°) + g 2X><1;E13X X)QGX X )log(l —x)| logx (4.59)
X*(2 = x)(5 = 5x +3x%)
_ 20— )" logzx.

The associated CFT data, which can be extracted from (4.49), read3’

6
(v)a =18 sk + 8 (11 +4H1+A>,

A A +2
<a(2)>A :3A<a(0) SACUNEACY) 7(1)>A _ §3A<a(0) (7(1))2>A
i2 (42 2 4 5 6
(0) Ja(jx —2) 1 24 + 48A — 17TA% — 44A* — 11A° — A
+ (@) A (2 (S_2(A) + 2C(2)) + 1+ ,

(4.60)

30Note that it is the combination (y(2) — (1) 9av(D) A, and not simply (v(2)) o, that according to the reciprocity
principle (B.27) should have an expansion in powers of ji. This is indeed the case, since it is true for all terms in
(4.60), including HA41-
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where we have introduced the (generalized) harmonic numbers

3

1
H{™ =Y on Ho=HY, (4.61)
k
and the harmonic sum?3!
D =D e e 1
=Y = (Hn/2 - H(TH)/Q) - 5¢2). (4.62)

k=1

Once again, we can extend the definition of f(x) to a function f*)(x) simply inserting
absolute values in the arguments of the logarithms. The resulting function is defined on the whole
real axis, except for the OPE limits y = 0,1, and is Bose symmetric. It can be expressed as

— 2 3 2
FO00 = [H(-5C >[flog< >] log? x| + XZERAACEOD 10 || — 25 [x 1 - ]
+[- (= X029 Jog1 - | 1og|x|+fi’] 1) (4.63)

~ 1 [(C[f<1><x>] —6x*) log [xI] = 25 [x = 1 -],

with the same notation and similar properties to (4.41). Note that not all allowed HPLs at this
order actually appear in the answer: we started from a basis of dimension seven but it is actually
possible to express the result in terms of six basis functions, due to the fact that the coefficient of
Lis(x) turns out to vanish. We will see more examples of this phenomenon at higher orders, where
the simplification in the final answer is less trivial and potentially suggestive of a general structure.

4.5 Two loops

According to our guess (4.46), moving to two loops we should make an ansatz based on HPLs of
maximal transcendentality three. Making use of the explicit basis discussed in Appendix A, we
then write

FO) =F0000) + 12 () log x + £ (x) log? x + £a (x) log® x
FEL () =ri(x) + ra(x) Tog(1 = x) + 73(x) log” (1 = x) + r4(x) Lia(x)
+75(x) log® (1 — x) + re(x) Liz(x) log(1 — x) + r7(x) Lis(x) + 7s(x) S1.2(x) ,
fff)l (X) =ro(x) + r10(x) log(1 — x) + r11(x) log?(1 — x) + r12(x) Lia(x) ,
A2 (0 =r15(x0) + ra(x) log(1 = x),

f1(3) (x) =r15(x) »

(4.64)

where S1,2(x) is a Nielsen polylogarithm and we can introduce explicit MZVs by expanding

r1(x) = 71,1(x) +7r1.200) €(2) +71.3(x) ¢(3),
r2(X) = r2,1(X) +72,2(x) ¢(2), (4.65)
T9(X) = 79,1(X) + 79,2(x) C(2) -

31Note that the same notation is conventionally used for harmonic sums and for Nielsen polylogarithms, which
are discussed in Appendix A. We hope that in this work the distinction will be clear from the context, as Nielsen
polylogarithms will be used to describe correlators as functions of x, while harmonic sums appear in the expression
of CFT data as functions of A.
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Following Appendix B we can also write the blocks expansion for each fl(jg)k as

12,00 =3 44a® () s Fa(x)

>

F00 =3 [(ga G2 4+ a0 s fa ) + 3@ ORI
A

9,00 =3 [(@® 90 +a® 5 4 a0 @) s () + (a® (O)2 + 200 414D )
A
F3la® (1)) 5 f(A)(x)] ,

1(03;0(X) @) . (x) + Z [ Nafa(x) + (@@ 4@ 4 a® @ 4 q@ )y 5D (y)

1
—&—5(@(1) (Y(D)2 4 24 4O 7(2)>Af(§)(x) + §<a(0) (7(1))3>Af(§)(><)
(4.66)

Again, the first step of the algorithm is to determine the functions that multiply the highest loga-
rithmic singularities, i.e. fl(ogg)3 (x) and fl(o?g? (x)- The former is easily obtained from equation (4.45),
which is valid to all loops and exploits the fact that the operators degeneracy present in the free
theory is not lifted by tree level corrections. We thus obtain

. 3

r15(x) = fl(jg)g (x) = ﬁ (50 — 125x + 214y — 196x® + 93x* — 18°) . (4.67)
At two loops there is another term that can be computed exactly from previous order data, provided
that we can correctly account for the mixing problem. Luckily, this is done simply by observing
that we can rewrite the second line in (4.66) as

.00 =3 [ (3002 087 + @0 1)a0) a0 + 5@ha 08P 0] . (w6s)

which is exactly computable given the averages of CFT data at previous orders. We obtain

log2 (X) =r13(x) + 714(x) log(1 — x)

X3

~ 10— [(2— x)(35 — 35x + 23x?) — 2(25 — 78 + 110x* — 72x* + 18X?) log(1 — x)] -
(4.69)

From these results one can already see that, as opposed to the one-loop result where the coefficient
of Lia(x) is set to zero by crossing and braiding, here ordinary logarithms are not enough and one
needs the functions Lis (), Liz(x) and Sy 2(x) for crossing and braiding to be symmetries of £ (y),
given the results (4.67) and (4.69).

Let us be more explicit and consider the functional constraints that arise when one consider
separately the coeflicient of each HPL in the basis, as well as the coefficients of the MZVs ((2) and
¢(3), in the crossing and braiding relations. As for one loop, we can see that the rational functions
multiplying HPLs of t > 2 are completely fixed in terms of the highest logarithmic singularities, in
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this case (4.67) and (4.69). In particular, we find
2 2

300 =~ a0, 0 =0=rs00, 7500 = 37 (mall =0 - r(3)

r7(x) = —r12(X) = Oi(ix)g%(l —x) = —r1a(x) = ra(27) + P ra(E) + (lfix)gru(l -X),
2 2

ri0(x) = —r1s(x) — x*r1s(%) + =) riz(1—=x), ru(x) = *ETS(X) - (157)2714(1 —X)-

(4.70)

Next, we turn to the rational functions multiplying MZVs and here we notice a new phenomenon:
the presence of Liz(x) and S1.2(x) generates terms proportional to ((3) in the crossing relations,
which source the functional equation for r1 3(x). For this function, we can write

2

_ % 1
r13(x) = T1,3(x) + (ES%E (7"14( ™ H-(1-x) 7"14(%)) , (4.71)

where we have solved explicitly for r; 3 in terms of the source 714, which can be done only up to a
function 7 3 satisfying homogeneous functional equations. Indeed, this and the remaining rational
functions satisfy

2 2

ro1(x) = —(157)()27‘2,1(1 —x), To2(x)= —(57)()27“2,2(1 -X),

1
(I=x)ria(0) +xX*ria(l—x) =0, rii(x )+T11(X )—f(?’) X’

(1= x)*r1200 +x*ri2(l=x) =0, 7r120x) +72(%5
(1=x)*rf3(x) +X°F13(1—x) =0, 7F13(x)+7 (25

(1-x)? (T2,1(X)—T21( X ))—X ro1(1=x), 7r21(x) + x° 2.1 (

1’
0, (4.72)
0,

)
)
)
)

X=X »—‘

(1-x)? (7"2,2(X) - Tzz(ﬁ)) =X’r22(1=x), 722(x) + x*r22(
which is just a set of tree-level crossing equations for the function
QW (x) =r11(x) +71.2(0) €(2) + 1.3(x) C(3) + (r2.1(x) + r2.2(x) ¢(2)) log(1 — x)
+ (ro,1(x) + ro,2(x) €(2)) log(x),

taking into account that f®® is a rational number, so it does not source the crossing equations for
rational functions multiplying MZVs.

The bootstrap problem is therefore solved, up to an infinite number of contact term ambiguities,
as for one loop. Using again the functions (4.28) and (4.29), we write

(4.73)

£ 1—2x _
ra(x) = 5 +§: " (), E:q@ﬂm . F1alx E:é?ﬂm
n=1 n=1 n=1
r2,1(x) = Z cgﬁ)qé”)(x) . 122 Z Ca, 2(Ién) )
n=1
2 2

X
roa(x) = — (1—y)2 r2a(l=x), 7o2(x)=— (1— X)2T272(1 =X
(4.74)

(n )

and all is left to do is to fix the coefficients ¢ To do so, we demand the correct behaviour in the

direct OPE channel (x — 0),
45

FO) = 6 X

+0(x*), (4.75)
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as well as the correct behaviour in the Regge limit. We now find that the mildest possible Regge
behavior is given by

(YP)a ~ At (A= 0), (4.76)

which we then impose as a constraint on our results. Taking into account that in our conventions

ET;) are rational numbers, and so the coefficient of each MZV should vanish independently, we find
a unique solution to these two constraints, given by

C

6571)20 Yn>1, 6572)20 Yn>1, 6573):0 Yn>1,
$1=3, =1, dl=0 w23, =0 wz1, )
or in other words
nat0 = g X2 a0 =0, fuat) =,
T21(X):_(2_X)(1+X)(1_2X)7 r22(x) = 0. Y
’ 2(1 = x) ’

This fixes completely the solution, whose expression might not look particularly illuminating at
face value, but still contains some interesting features. In particular, one would once again like
to define a Bose-symmetric function f(3) (x), but as opposed to the previous orders we now have
polylogarithms into the game, in addition to ordinary logarithms, and it is a priory not clear how
to do this. However, we observe that the functions appearing in f®) (x) are such that a special
combination of HPLs that appears naturally:

. . 1
Lis (x) = Lis(x) log x — 5 log(1 = x) log” X . (4.79)

This is nothing but the restriction to x € (0, 1) of a weight three Lewin polylogarithm [107], defined
for x € R\ {0,1} as®?

. . 1. 1
Ls(x) = Lis(x) — Lia(x) log x| + 5Li1(x) log® [x| + 5 log |1 — x| log® |x| . (4.80)

We review some properties of this function, together with its higher-weight cousins, in Appendix
A. For the moment let us just remark that its appearance is quite natural from the point of view
of Bose symmetry, since L3 satisfies (by construction) “clean” functional equations

Li(x) = L3(%) , La(x) + Ls(1 —x) + LS(%) =((3), (4.81)

that do not involve polylogarithms of lower degree. Using such interesting new function, and in
particular trading in our basis Liz(x) for Lz(x) and Sy 2(x) for L3(1 — x), we can express f©)(x)
as

. ~ 2 _ 2 .3 44105 6
f(d) (X) — |:§' <7éc) [fl(olg? (X)] 10g3 |X| + 1+3x+x ';)((1-1-)152( 11x°+3x LB(X)

—143x+x>—82x3 +249x* —341x° +219x° —54x” 2
+ 6(1—x)° log” |x| log 1 — x|

3(—70+105x—81x2+23x> 2—-3x—3x"+2x° ?
—CCTORRCECIINC) og? x| — XEREAGE) log || — 2 [x = 1 -

4(1-x)?
+ 1 _’_23)((17)() lo |1_ |10 | ‘_’_ 3 —9 ¢(3) +ﬂ f(o)( )
ax(1-x) 4 8 X108 X 2x(1—x) x(1—x) 3 X)-
(4.82)
32Note that of course Lij(x) = —log(l — x), but we chose to emphasize that this originates from the general

expression (A.19), and moreover that this specific logarithm should be taken not to have an absolute value in its
argument.
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Note in particular that we were able to express the result only using the building blocks log and
L3 (as well as their products), evaluated at argument xy and 1 — x. Once again, it was possible to
express the result in such a way that Lis never appears. We will comment more on this in Section
4.7.

To conclude the discussion of the result at two loops, let us present the associated CFT data.
In principle one would expect to be able to extract, from f(3)(x), the average anomalous dimen-
sions (7*))a. However, as it should be clear from (4.66), from fl(o?’g)1 (x) one can only obtain the
combination (a™) v +4(9 43)) A as we do not have an independent determination of (a(*) ~v(2)) o
at this stage. We find

1 ~
(@ 9® +a® ) — (@V)a(rP)a = (0)a |08 1P)a) = GAAGR)P +AR |

-3 (1+73)(3+2j3)(16 +55%) | 12+ 1353 + 55*
YA =— TRy —+ 5 H1+A
42+ j%) 2(2+j3)

53 5
JAGA —2) S_o(1+A) — =2 HE \ +=((2),

+ 2 4

o=

(4.83)

where the harmonic sum S_s(n) was introduced in (4.62). On the other hand, we were not able
to find a closed-form expression for the third-order correction to the average of the squared OPE
coefficients, so we only give a list of the first few values:

11195 33246449 83060873856120557 90
B3y - - itk _ -
(s { 1728 +403), 5103000 +13¢(3), 3304614047454720 * 11C(3)’ } , (4.84)

where the n-th element of the list corresponds to A = 2n. Note that since for A = 2 there is no

degeneracy, we have (a®))a_o = a(A?’):2.

4.6 Three loops

Finally, let us turn to the derivation of the main result of this paper: the (D;D1D1D;) correlator at
three loops, or O(A~2). Following (4.46) we make an ansatz of transcendentality four, which reads

FOO) =50 (00 + F (%) Tog x + frame (x) 1og” x + £10 () Tog® x + F{U4 (x) Tog* x ,
FEL (0 =r1(x) + ra(x) log(1 = X) + 73(x) log” (1 = x) + r4(x) Lia (x) + 75(x) log(1 = X)
+ 76(x) Liz(x) log(1 — x) + r7(x) Lis(x) + rs(x) S1.2(x) + ro(x) log*(1 — x)
+r10(x) Liz(x) log®(1 = x) + 711 (x) Liz(x)* + r12(x) Lis(x) log(1 — x)
+713(x) S1,2(x) log(1 — x) + 714(x) Lia(x) + 715(x) S2,2(x) + r16(X) S1,3(X) ,
FEh 00 =r17(0) + ris(x) log(1 = X) + 719(x) log®(1 = x) + 720(x) Lia (x)
+ r91(x) log® (1 — x) + ra2(x) Liz (x) log(1 — X) + r23(x) Lis(x) + raa(x) S1.2(x) »
i () =725(X) + r26(x) log(1 = X) + ra7(x) log? (1 = x) + ras(x) Lia (x),
FE23(0) =ra9(x) + 30(x) log(1 = X).,

Aol () =rs1(x).
(4.85)
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where we take the rational functions to have rational coefficients in their numerators, except for
the following MZVs that we introduce explicitly

r1(x) = r1,1(x) +71,2(x) €(2) + r1,3(x) €(3) + 71,4(x) C(4) ,
r2(X) = r2,1(X) + 12,2(x) €(2) + r2,3(x) C(3) ,
r3(x) = r3,1(x) +73,2(x) €(2), (4.86)
ra(x) = ra1(x) +711,2(x) €(2)
ri7(x) = 171 (X) + ri7,2(x) €(2) + r17,3(x) €(3)-

Following Appendix B we can also give the expansion of each 'fl(o4g)k in terms of blocks and derivatives,
which reads

0,00 =3 310 6GO))a5al0)

>

1 3 1
+(5a® () + 20l ()29 P)afy) 00 + (@ V) a f&?(xﬂ :

@) (y) = Z [<a(3) A 1 g@ 4@ 4 gD 4B) 4 g0 4By 54 (y)
A
(@@ (vM)2 4240 41 4(2) 4 940 (1) 4 B) 4 40) (4(2))2) | f(Al)(X)
1 3

1
+(5a® () + 50l ()2 a 100 + (5a® () a f§’><x>] :

Fom 00 =F 2,00 + 3 [(@)a §a(0) + (@ 4D +a® 1) a0 4 1@ 1) 5§10 (1)
A

1 1
+(=a® (y0)2 4 g 4D 4 4 4(0) (1) ,B) 4 §a(0) (Y2 A P (x)

2
Loy s o L) o2 @)y £3) L (0) (o(1)y4y  ¢(4)
+<6a (") +3a YA afa (x)+5<a (Y Hafa’ ()] -

(4.87)

As for the previous orders, we start by determining the highest logarithmic singularities, here given

by the three functions f1(04g?4 (), fl(o4g)3 (x) and fl(fg)2 (x)- The first is again the simplest, as thanks to

(4.45) we know fl(oeg)[ (x) at each order. At three loops, we have

ra1(x) = fioos (X)

3
- —(1X7)5 (250 — 875y + 2871 — 4990x® + 5273x* — 3357x° + 1188y — 180y7) .
- X

(4.88)

We can compute also fl(ogg(x) without worrying about the mixing problem, since we can rewrite
the second line in (4.87) as

A0 = 3 | (G808 + 5690 0 fs0 + s 68 100]
(4.89)
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which can in fact be computed from averages of CFT data at previous orders, with the result

ffcf*g)s (x) =r20(x) + 730(x) log(1 — x)

1
= [(2- 1 — 3y — 585x? + 1175x% — 2214x* + 1626x° — 549x°
201 — ) [(2 = x)x(1 —3x x* + 1175y X X x°) (4.90)
+2(1 — 4y + 14x2 4 222x3 — 1226x* + 3490\ — 5260x° + 4419x”
—1962x® + 360x”) log(1 — x)] .
Finally, for f1(04£2 (x) one can rewrite the relevant OPE in (4.87) as
4 1 1 1
5200 =% [ (302 6 #9005 40099 + @0 6OP)a ) a0
A (4.91)

+ ()2 0 + 5@ 1)a (602) 1000+ 1) 6 00]

where all terms can be obtained from averages of CFT data in (D1D1D1D;) at previous orders,
except for

(@@ (V) # (@) (A (4.92)

This is the main obstacle that we face in our bootstrap problem, since it requires a thorough study of
the operators degeneracy. This is a familiar issue in perturbative bootstrap computations, discussed
for instance for higher-dimensional holographic correlators in [32-36, 47, 103, 108] or in [52] for the
e-expansion. Note however that typically the degeneracy of operators present in the free theory is
already lifted at first order, while here this only happens at second order, which makes it possible
to obtain a three-loop result with relative simplicity. We shall discuss the details of how we tackle
the mixing problem in Section 6, where we will show that (see (6.53))

a( (42 1 oo
W <,y(2)> + QJA(]A —2)S_2(14+A)+ g]i(?’]Z - 4)H12+A

. 3 2 1 24
+<—32+4<5+ +2>>H1+A+32< 156—|—5O]A+293A+ +2)
JA JA

(4.93)

We postpone the proof of this to Section 6 and for the moment limit to use (4.93) to compute

f1(4) (X) =r25(x) + 26 (x) log(1 — x) + r27(x) log®(1 — X) + r2s(x) Lia(x)
:m [(2— ) (1 — x)x*(5 — 10x — 486X + 491x° — 408x*)
+2(1 — x)x(20 — 62y — 90x? + 1462x> — 4619x* + 6541x° — 4332x° (4.94)
+1098x7) log(1 — x) + 2(1 — x)(9 — 32x + 42x? — 28x® — 366x* + 2016x°
—4728x° 4 55087 — 3168x% + 720x°) log?(1 — x) + 12x(1 — 4y + 14x? — 28)
+158x* — 274" + 256x5 — 123x" + 24x®) Lia(x)] -

Now that we have computed the coefficients of the highest logarithmic singularities, we can use the
crossing equations to fix the result up to ambiguities arising from contact terms, which we shall fix
at the end. As usual, after applying cyclic or braiding transformations to the HPLs we map them
back to the ones chosen as basis in Appendix A, and we consider each MZV as an independent
function. Once again, this fixes the coefficients of all HPLs of transcendentality t > 2 in terms
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of the highest logarithmic singularities, encoded in the functions r;(y) with ¢ = 25,...,31. The
explicit relations are rather long and read

2

r3,1(x) = — a fX)Q ra5(x), 73,200 =74,1(x) = r6(x) = r10(x) = r11(x) = 0,
ra2(x) = — 4 (1"27()() +rar () + a i‘QX)Q rar(1—x) + a i()Q rar(352) + xPrar(5) + x%ﬂﬁ))
-3 (Tso(x) +rs0 () + ﬁm(l -x)+ ﬁm(’%l) +x*r0(3) + X27"30(ﬁ)) :
1500 =5z (a1 =0 = ras (51 1000 = 55 (rao1 =0 = rao(351))
o000 == 20 = —ra000 = ~ras() = raa(57) + X () + el - ),
r12(x) = — r22(x) = —4r27(x) + 2127 (3) — % (T27(1 -x)+ 7”27("7_1)) ,
r13(x) =2ra7(x) + 2x%ra7 (1) + a i‘QX)Q (47’27(1 —X) + 4727 (X21) + 3rao(1 — x) + 3r30(><7*1)) ,
1400 =2 srmalt =0 = 4 (ran (25) + ZE0) 12 (rar )+ rar (59) + o) + o (559))
1500 = =4 (2rar )+ rar(259) 42 5 rar (1= 0+ e (50) i (3) = ()

2 2

i(ix)y"ao(l - Xx)+ (lfix)Qrso(XTfl) - X2T30(i) - X2T3o(ﬁ)) ,

-6 (T30(X) +T3o(ﬁ) + a

2 2

Tlg(x) = — 7‘25(X) — X2T25(i) + (1i<7)()2r25(1 — X) > TIQ(X) = 72(1§7X)2(r7(1 - X) + 27‘26(1 - X)) )
2
ra1(x) = — % (T27(X) + X2T27(%)> - ﬁ (Tso(l - X) — T30(X7_1)> ,
2

roz(x) = — 2X27'27(ﬁ) - (12_%)27"27(1 —x) — 8ra7(x) — 87’27(%) —9r30(x) — 97‘30(%) s

2 2
r24(X) =6ra7(x) + 2r27 (X5) + (147%)27“27(1 —-x)+ ﬁmﬂ%) - 4X27’27(i) - 2X2T27(ﬁ)

2
2T30(XT_1) - 6X2T30(%) - 3X2T30(ﬁ) .

3x2 6
+ 67r30(X) + 37“30(%) + ﬁrso(l - x) + ﬁ

(4.95)

Besides the explicit expressions, we would like to make two remarks. The first is that, as anticipated,
all terms of transcendentality t > 2 are fixed in terms of the highest logarithmic singularities of
F®(x), specified by the rational functions r;(x) with ¢ = 25,...,31. The second comment is that
these functions are found to satisfy “unexpected” functional relations that significantly simplify the
final results. In particular we note that, in addition to the functions that were already found to
vanish in (4.95), the results (4.88), (4.90) and (4.94) are such that we also have

ra(x) =r15(x) =rm16(x) =0, (1 — X)2T24(X) = X27“12(X)a (1- X>27“23(X) = X2T13(X) (4.96)

which in particular implies that the new HPLs that we introduced at transcendentality four (Lis (),
Sa.2(x) and S1 3(x)) all drop out of the final result. It is important to stress that the simplifications
(4.96) only arise once mixing is properly taken into account in computing (4.93): if one were to
neglect mixing and take ((7(#)2)a = (y(?)2, the bootstrap computation would still make sense
but it would produce a result where none of the identities (4.96) is satisfied. In particular, functions
of transcendentality four like Liy, would be present in the final result.

We can now turn to analyzing the remaining functional equations. As for the two loops case,
the coefficients of certain MZVs satisfy non-homogeneous equations that we can solve in terms
of the highest logarithmic singularities only up to new rational functions, satisfying homogeneous
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equations. In particular, we have

2
r1,3(x) =F1,3(x) + g <T26(X>i1) —7r26(x) — X%ﬁ(ﬁ) + (1X7X)2T26(1 — X)>

2
+% (X2T26(>1<) - (1XX)27’26(X;1)) )

2

| T

r1.4(x) =F1.4(x) — r27(x) + 7"27(%) + 3x2r27(q) + 2)87"27(%) -3

— 2(157)27‘27(%) +3x* (7‘30(%) —|—r30(ﬁ)) — 3(1i(7x)2 (7,30(1 ) _|_T30(XT,1)> 7

raa0) <F200 = grar(0) = g (=20 - g (X%(;) + (1X><)()>

9 2 1 2 x— 242
+ 5 (X 7“30(;) + (157)()27"30(71) — rgo(x)) — ﬁmo(l -X),

(4.97)

where 713, 714 and 79 3 satisfy the usual tree-level homogeneous crossing relations, as we shall
discuss below. Note that, in addition to the simplifications (4.96), the functions r;(x) with ¢ =
25, ..., 31, corresponding with the highest logarithmic singularities of f(*(y), are such that

ria(x) = 14(x), (4.98)

which as we will discuss below will turn out to be zero. Thus, in correspondence with the fact that
there are no terms with Lig, all terms with ((4) also drop out of the final result. This is the same
that happens at one loop with Liy and ¢((2). We can then define a function containing all terms
which satisfy the same homogeneous crossing equations as the tree level result, which here reads

QW00 =rL1(0) + 1200 ¢(2) + 71500 ¢(3) + 714 (x) C(4)
+ (r2,1(x) + r2,2(x) €(2) + 72,3(x)) log(1 — x) (4.99)
+ (r17,1(x) + 117,2(x) €(2) + F17,3(x)) log x -
Here it should be understood that the function Q¥ (x) has the same Bose symmetry properties as

a tree-level correlator, so we can as usual express the solution for the functions appearing in (4.99)
in terms of (4.28) and (4.29) as

1 - X n=1 n=1

o0 o

fa00) =Y e (), Fal) =Y e (),
n=1 n=1
2\ () (n >\ () (n N () (n 41
rea(0) = 30 a (00, 2200 = SN a (0, e =Y el (), 4100)

n=1 n=1 n=1

2 2
ri7,1(x) = ro1(1=x), 7ri72(x) = r22(1—x),
(1—x)? (1—-x)?

2
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All that is left to do is then fix all the free parameters appearing in the expressions above.As usual,
we do so by requiring that in the OPE limit x — 0 the correlator satisfies

45

FPx) = +0(x*), (4.101)

as well as requiring the mildest possible growth from the anomalous dimension for large A, which
at this order reads

(YA~ A%, (A= o0). (4.102)
These conditions are enough to fix a unique solution,which is specified by

c(lnl) 0 vn2>1, CY,LQ):O Yn>1, 0573):0 Yn>1, c§n4)=O Yn>1,
21

37 n n
CS% = 64’ Cgi = T 397 Cg,l) =0 Vn=>3, Cg,Q) =0 Vn=>1, (4.103)
1 3 2 3 n
Cé,g:_g’ cgg—ﬁ, c§7§=0 Vn >3,
or equivalently by
15x(1 —2x . -

ria(x) = 4((1—X))7 r1,2(x) = T1,3(x) = F1,4(x) =0,

, (4.104)
(1+ x)(42 — 37x + 42x?) N 3
r2,1(x) = — 6101 — ) o 122(0) =0, T23(x) = ;X2 =)

The three-loops reduced correlator f®) (x) is now completely fixed. As one might expect,
its expression is even more complicated than that for f (3)(X), but very interestingly we observe
here a completely analogous structure in terms of HPLs. As we stressed, despite the complicated
crossing equations (4.95), the highest logarithmic singularities dictate a simpler structure in the
rational functions, in particular implying the simplifications (4.96). This, in turn, implies that the
coefficients of Lis, S22 and S} 3 are all vanishing. As for the result at two loops, we can then trade
terms of the type loga with log|a|, Lig(x) with L3(x) and S1,2(x) with L3(1 — x). The result is a
function, f4)(x), which is defined for all x € R\ {0,1} and that restricts to f*)(x) for x € (0,1),
which is fully Bose symmetric. As done at previous orders, we express the result in a way that
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makes cyclic invariance manifest, although the result is also braiding invariant:

_ ~ 3 1 2 4_
f(4)(X) _ {411‘ (—%C) [fl(og)(XH log? | — 3(28—84y+94x zizé +;)537x 147x° +46x°) | 5(x)

_3(9—32x+42x> —28x® —2x* —48x°+104x° —84x" +24x>) _
8x(1—x)3 L3( )1Og|1 X|
3(1—4x+14x2 —28x>+158x* —274x°4+256x° —123x 7 +24x %)
+ S1—x)" L3(x) log |x|
—14+4x—14x2+528x> —2926x* +7802x° —11288x549207x 7 —3996 x5 +720%° 3
+ 24(1—x)* log” x| log |1 — x|
X(x—2)(—14+3x+585x2 —1175x>+2214x* —1626x° +549x° 3
+ 24(1—x)* log” x|
— — 2 3_ 4 5_ 6 7
+ 4411x—92x“+755x 5318?);():-3344)( 2189x°+549x 10g2 |X| log |1 o X|
X (2—x)(—5+10x+486x% —491x>+408x*) —94+141x—131x>+42x3)
+ 32(1_)()3 1Og |X‘ 64(1 X) 10g|X|
_ —454+201x—354x>+294x% —202x* +58x° —32x° +8x”
Sx(I—x)7 ¢(3) log|x|| — a- X)2 x —1—x]

3x(1— 45x2(1—x)>
+ | (sedsr - mig + 24P - 250207 1og? |1 — ¥ log? x|
+15 (—5 + iy — 204x(1 - x)) log |1 — x| log |x|

249 aA-x)) _<B) f(4> 0
+(16 8)((1 X)+X X)x(l—x) i|f()( )

(4.105)

All polylogarithms of even weight are absent and the correlator can be written purely in terms of
sums and products of the two basic building blocks L3 and log, evaluated at x and 1 — x

In principle, one could perform the OPE and find an expression for the CFT data (7(4)) A and
(a®) A at three loops. However, due to the presence of mixing, rather than the former from fl((:g1 (x)
one can only extract the combination (a(® 1) + a2 (2 4 () ~B) 1 () D) (see (4.87)), for
which we were not able to find a closed-form expression. On the other hand, to extract (a(*))a from
the OPE one should study the mixing problem to compute quantities such as (a(2) 72 4 qM) 7(3))A
which is a problem that we have not attempted to solve. However, since for A = 2 there is no
degeneracy, we can drop the average symbol around CFT data and use the first terms in the small
x expansion of f*)(x) and (4.87) to obtain

@ _ 31845 T S _ 1705 1613

Ya=2 = 13824 _?C( )» LN W_ Y C( ) (4-106)

We can now to summarize the CFT data that we have computed analytically for the super-
conformal primary of the multiplet ,CA 0.0 which we refer to schematically as ¢?. Its dimension at
strong coupling is

5 2951 305 1 351845 1
hys =2 — Lo 2R - = — —5/2 4.1
’ N7Z 2N T 16 vz ( 13824 C( )> +ORT), (4.107)
while the OPE coefficient ji11,2, such that /,waz = aa—2, has the expansion
2 43 1 649 1 7259 1
5 24 A 1152 A 1024 A (4.108)

B <25635205 7205 C(3)) 1

—5/2
2654208 + 96 )\2] +O0( )

4.7 Concluding remarks

To end this section, let us make some comments on the results that we have obtained for the
four-point function of the super-displacement operator in perturbation theory at strong coupling.
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First, as we have pointed out in several places along the way, although our results might naively
appear complicated, they are actually much simpler than they could potentially be given our initial
ansatz. In particular, while at order ¢ we are allowing for the presence of 2¢t1 —1 independent HPLs
(including the identity), we found that with a convenient choice of basis one can actually express
the results in terms of fewer functions. A summary is contained in table 1. Note that this feature

14 1123 | 4
21 317|151 31
# functions || 3 | 6 | 12 | 21

Table 1: Number of independent functions used to express our results for f)(x) in (4.41), (4.63),
(4.82) and (4.105), compared to the number of independent HPLs of transcendentality t < .

of our results only becomes apparent once a particular basis is adopted, which in our case up to
three loops only involves the functions log and Lj (introduced in (4.80)), evaluated at arguments x
and 1 — x. It is then straightforward to identify the reason for the mismatch between the last two
lines in table 1: it is due to the fact that in the chosen basis the functions Lis and Lis never appear
in the final result, although they are a priori allowed by our ansatz following the observations of
Section 3.

Let us then further investigate the properties of HPLs that could justify this result. First,
we note that since Bose symmetry plays of course a crucial role in our derivation, it is natural to
expect functions with simple transformation properties to make the result simpler. Once a basis
of HPLs is chosen, the basis functions evaluated at arguments that are mapped into each other by
3 transformations (3.9) can be always written as a linear combination of the functions chosen as
basis, evaluated at the original argument, but such relations are generally complicated and involve
products of HPLs of lower weight than the original one, see e.g. (A.15). As shown in (4.81), the
function L3 on the other hand has the property that it satisfies “clean” functional relations, so
that it is a more natural object to use than Liz to emphasize the transformation properties under
crossing symmetry. However, the same could be said of a modification of Lis, namely the so-called
Rogers dilogarithm, which appears for instance in weak coupling computations on the Wilson line
[9, 109, 110]

Lr(x) = Lia(x) + 5 log x log(1 — x), (4.109)
which for x € (0, 1) satisfies for instance
Lr(x) +Lr(1=x) =<¢(2),  Lr(x)+Lr(Xy) = —5 log(1 —x)- (4.110)

It turns out that both Lr and L3 are actually related, as one can introduce a whole family of
functions L,,, known as Lewin polylogarithms [107] (for n > 1)

(P (1"

D Lin (0 log I - ", (4.111)

Ln(x)

log |1 — x| log
k=0

and note that Lo reduces to Lg for x € (0,1) but has the correct prescription for the absolute

values such that the imaginary part drops from the second equation in (4.110). However, while the

functional relations (4.81) hold for all real values of y, those for Ly receive corrections when one

tries to extend them beyond x € (0,1). This is a general difference between Lewin polylogarithms

of even and odd weight, which satisfy

—2(1=2"")¢(n)  x <0,

2¢(n), x> 0.
(4.112)

nodd: L,(x)— La(l/x) =0, n even: L,(x)+ L,(1/x) = {
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Besides functional relations (that we have discussed for real x), another interesting question is
related to the analytic structure of L,, for complex . In particular, one can show that for all n > 1
Lewin’s polylogarithms have no discontinuities for x = 0, 1:

Ly(x+i07)=L,(x+i07), (4.113)

for all x € R. Note that not only the precise coefficients and functions in (4.111), but also the
choice of absolute values, are crucial for (4.113) to hold. While from this perspective there is no
difference between even and odd weight L,, an interesting difference arises when one thinks of 1d
correlators as the diagonal limit of higher-dimensional four-point functions, which in terms of d > 1
cross ratios z, Z corresponds to taking z = Z = x. In particular, higher-dimensional four-point
functions are single-valued in the Euclidean configuration z = z*, so one can wonder whether some
of the L, (if any) have such “higher-dimensional” origin. We address this question in some detail
in Appendix A, where we conclude that such origin only exists for the odd-weight functions. In
particular, there is an interesting connection between the ladder integrals [32, 111-113]

L

W) (z,z) = _a _;_12_5 > (=1 k'LQ'LLk)k) log¥(22) (Liap_p(2) — Lis_x(2)) , (4.114)
k=0

which often appear in perturbative computations of scattering amplitudes and correlation functions,
and the Lewin polylogarithms. The ladder integrals are single-valued in the Euclidean configuration
in the sense that

disc,_o®) = discs_q®®) , disc,—1 @) = disc;_;®H) , (4.115)

and here we make an observation that, to the best of our knowledge, has not appeared in the liter-
ature before. Namely, the diagonal limit of ladder integrals can be written as a linear combination
of Lewin polylogarithms of odd weight:

lim q)(L)(Z 2 Lzl L k (Qk + 2) 10g2L—2k¢—2 |X| L (X) (4 116)
eyt £ k;—i—l'L'L k—1)! PR '

We have thus shown that all our results can be expressed in terms of functions that arise in
the diagonal limit of single-valued functions of two complex variables z,z. Note that this is not
true for general 1d correlators: it does not apply for instance to correlators on the Wilson line at
weak coupling [9, 109, 110] or for 1d CFTs that arise as dual of simple AdSs Lagrangians with
% interactions [26, 48]. It would be interesting to investigate the meaning of this fact in greater
detail and to understand whether it can be used as a constraint on results at higher orders, in
particular restricting the space of allowed HPLs in the ansatz. A more restrictive ansatz could
allow to bypass, at least partially, the necessity to resolve the mixing problem at higher orders. A
similar strategy was recently employed in [38, 39] to compute the two-loop four-graviton scattering
amplitude in AdSs x S° from N = 4 SYM, where a good intuition of the correct ansatz allowed
to avoid resolving the mixing problem for triple-trace operators. At this stage it is not clear what
functions should appear at the next order: should we only add Ls(x) or more general HPLs as well?
Our observations also seem to agree with the comments of [98] (see section 5.2), where the Wilson
line defect CF'T correlators are studied in a large charge expansion. Those results seem to indicate
that only products of ordinary logarithms and polylogarithms appear at higher orders, which would
indeed suggest a special role played by the functions L, (x) for odd n. It would be interesting to
investigate this more in detail in the future.

Let us now move to another point, still related to the idea of understanding the general structure
of f®(x) at each order. A crucial role in our bootstrap algorithm is played by the idea of computing
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the coefficients of the highest logarithmic singularities (log” y with & > 2), which as we argued (and
proved in Appendix B) are controlled at each order by CFT data at previous perturbative orders.
Computing such data at low orders, one can then obtain certain all-loop structures in (D;D1D1D),
very much in the spirit of [94, 114]. The simplest of such structures is the leading logarithmic
singularity (k = ¢)

fioge ) = Z O™ atfals), (4.117)

and was already observed in (4.45). To reiterate, one has that the free theory degeneracy is not
lifted at tree level and moreover the anomalous dimensions are proportional to the eigenvalue of
the Casimir operator acting on long superconformal blocks, so that, all in all,

¢
(@M afa(x) = (@) (;CA) INCOR (4.118)
thus leading to
® (1) oy L RAY
000 = 5 Rt 0 =5 (—5 ) €00, (4.119)

where we have introduced féo)(x) = f(o)(x) — 3y, satisfying

= EX (0200, (4.120)

All-order structures for the subleading logarithmic singularities (k < ¢) are harder to obtain, given
the presence of derivatives of superconformal blocks. To deal with those, it is useful to take deriva-
tives of the Casimir equation

Cialx) = A(A +3)fa(x), (4.121)
with respect to A, which leads to

Ci () = AA +3) T () — (2 + 24 +x) 1 () + 2nx(1 — ) Fa " (x) — n(n — Dy ().
(4.122)

In particular, this allows to derive a general result for the first subleading logarithmic singularities
(k=+¢—1) at all orders, which have an OPE (for £ > 1)

(L)\e
Froe1(0) = Z(M_)l), (D7D + (€ = 1ar D) afa(0) + (@@ ()51 (1) - (4128)
- .

(¢
Massaging this expression, with a suitable use of (4.122) (for n = 1) as well as fy(Al) = —j3/2, one
can derive
G 7 p=1) 1 1 A2 4(2) pr—14(0)
flog 1( ) _2(£71)Cf10g[—2(x)+ (é*l)' (_2> [ C 2f Jlogt ( )+(1_X)(2X8X+1)C 1fL (X)]7
(4.124)
where
£ 00 =D (D1 = yDax D)) afalx), (4.125)
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and 7 — 4y 9ry() is the combination of anomalous dimensions that is a function of j% at one
loop, see Appendix B. Remarkably, it can be summed exactly, and we find

(2—x)x(1—x+6x?) | (1—x+x?)?

(2) —
Foaon 00 =402 21X

log(1 —x). (4.126)

Note that (4.124) should be seen as a recursion relation that holds for ¢ > 2, the starting point of
the relation being
2 2
1(;g)o(x) _ (2= x)((l—EJr N+x) (I-x)EB+ x)gﬁ —2x+x°) log(1 — y), (4.127)
X)X X
which is the case £ =1 in (4.123).

Finally, we would like to emphasize once again that the braiding symmetry (4.20) (or (4.21))
has a strong impact on the OPE coefficients of the exchanged operators at all orders in perturbation
theory. In particular, we have already observed how in the conformal blocks decomposition of the
free theory correlator only operators with even A appear, which is a consequence of braiding sym-
metry. While this relation is obvious at infinite A due to the transformation property of conformal
blocks, it might be less obvious at higher perturbative orders where derivatives of blocks appear.

However, a basic observation is that if a three-point function (D1D10a,,,) Was non-vanishing at a
certain order /, its first contribution to the OPE would be in the expansion of f()(y) through a

term that is simply a(fzdd A (X), with no anomalous dimensions or derivatives. But since
FAvss (X) = Facss (57) = 0 (4.128)

this would spoil the braiding symmetry of f (Z)(X), which we have assumed to hold at all orders.
Thus, we conclude that a prediction of our assumption of braiding invariance is that the OPE
coefficients (D1D104,,,) are non-perturbative from the point of view of the large A expansion.
Note that the fact that we expect fully Bose-symmetric correlator is related to the fact that, at
least in principle, they arise from the sum over Witten diagrams defined by the Lagrangian (2.7),
which provides a strong motivation for our assumption. Moreover, the CFT data extracted from
our correlators at strong coupling seems to agree perfectly with the numerical predictions of [10-12].
It would be interesting if one could confirm our prediction that (D1D104a,,,) are non-perturbative
at strong coupling using those or other numerical methods.

5 (D,D,D,D,) correlators to one loop

Let us now switch to four-point functions between more general half-BPS operators Dy. For sim-
plicity, rather than considering the most general case with four arbitrary weights, we take them to
be pairwise equal. This simplifies the bootstrap analysis and still allows us to draw certain crucial
conclusions on the structure of the dilatation operator in perturbation theory. However, let us stress
that with the same methods used here one could in principle bootstrap (Dy, Dy, Dk, Dy, ) correlators
as well. One initial reason to study this family of four-point functions is that it naively seems to be
the natural analogue of holographic correlators between half-BPS operators in higher dimensions,
which in that context are used to attack the mixing problem at first order [32-36, 47, 103, 108].
However, here we have a crucial difference: while in the most common AdS/CFT setups one has
an internal space and the half-BPS operators of the CFT as Kaluza-Klein (KK) modes of some
fundamental supergravity multiplet on the internal space, this is not the case in our model. In
particular, while KK modes are independent fields, the half-BPS operators on the Wilson line are
simply defined as suitable normal-ordered products of the displacement operator and are therefore
not independent. This implies that their correlation functions can be obtained from those of Dy,
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thus providing no additional information. This is what leads us to consider even more general
four-point functions in Section 6, where having external long multiplets turns out to be key for the
solution of the mixing problem.

In this section we take a bootstrap approach to the study of (D,D,D,D,) four-point functions,
up to one loop, finding perfect agreement with the considerations above. We start from the free
theory, discussing some aspects of the OPE and its relation with the braiding symmetry already
observed for (D1D;D1Dy), as well as reviewing the structure of the protected topological sector
present in the correlators on the Wilson line. We then proceed to the actual bootstrap, where our
results clearly show that at tree level the correlators are fixed by the four-point function of Dy,
while at one loop one also needs the six-point function. This is related to the fact that in (2.7) only
quartic vertices contribute at O(A~1/2), while sextic vertices come into the game at O(A™1).

Besides the explicit form of the four-point functions, one of the main results of our analysis is
that it clearly shows how the tree-level anomalous dimensions of all operators are proportional to
the superconformal Casimir eigenvalue of the associated osp(4*|4) representation, thus proving that
the free theory degeneracy is not lifted at tree level — a fact that was used repeatedly in the previous
sections. On the other hand, at one loops these correlators do not provide enough information on
the dilatation operator due to the reasons mentioned above, hence we will consider long multiplets
in Section 6.

5.1 Free theory and topological sector

At infinitely strong coupling the SCFT that we are describing becomes free, and its local operators
are built by taking normal ordered products of the fundamental fields in the displacement multiplet
D;, as described in [1]. Correlation functions are then defined and computed by Wick contractions
using the two-point function of the D;. Here we present some explicit results in the free theory,
highlighting some structures that are relevant for the mixing problem.

The kinematics and superconformal blocks for four-point functions of arbitrary half-BPS oper-
ators were studied in [1, 20], where it is shown that

(Dky Dk, Dies Diy) = Kk kg ks ks X Gk ko kaska) (X C15C2) s (5.1)

where the prefactor K accounts for the superconformal weights and G is a function of the 1d cross
ratio x and the two R symmetry cross ratios (2, which is constrained by the SCWI

(O, + 30,06 =0= (9 +20)G],_, - (5.2)
To describe the free theory, it is useful to introduce the superconformal cross ratios [20]
2 2
X 5 (1-x) X
X = , X=——"——"F—F"——, X, ==, 5.3
GG (1-G)(1—¢C) X (5:3)

each of them satisfying the SCWI independently. Moreover, note that they are mapped into each
other by braiding and cyclic transformations:

prdma (L2 (et (xﬁ U clci 1’ 42% 1

CyChC(ZHZ+1) (X?ClaCQ)4)(17X717C1717C2) = x*)%a

) = X=X, (5.4)

(DpD,pDyDy) correlators in the free theory are symmetric polynomials in X and X,, and are conve-
niently expressed in terms of so-called higher-spin conformal blocks [115]

n 2
n .
Ho(z,y) = 2" 2 Fy(—n, —n, Ly/z) = ) <k> T (5.5)
k=0
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which are clearly symmetric in « and y. In terms of these, we have

min(p,q)
GO GG = Y (Z) (Z) Ha(X, X,) 5.

n=0

=Fy(—p,—q¢: 1, X, X,),

where Fj is an Appell function, defined by

- (@)min (B)min
Fyla,b;cy,coim,y) = — "y 5.7
4( 1,02 y) m;:o (Cl)m (cz)nm'n' Yy ( )

and note that for the case at hand the sum truncates at m = n = min(p,q). For each fixed
p < g, free theory four-point functions are polynomials in ¢ of degree p. In the above each H(n)
corresponds to the contribution of all graphs with min(p,q) — n propagators connecting points 1
and 2, where each power of X (X,) corresponds to a propagator between 1 and 3 (1 and 4). The
‘H(n) are normalized in such a way that the terms X¥™ and X7 appear with unit coefficient, and the
relative combinatorics of the other terms can be easily worked out by considering (D,,D,,D,,Dy,)
correlators, where #(n) contributes with unit coefficient: there, a power of X% has multiplicity (7)
corresponding to the number of way to connect points 1 and 4 with k lines, with the remaining
n — k connecting 1 and 3 (since in the H(n) contribution to (nnnn) there are no lines between 1
and 2). Similarly, X"~* has a combinatorial factor of (nfk) = (Z)7 hence the squared binomial
coefficients in (5.5). To work out the coefficient in front of each H(n) in (D,D,D,D,), one can
then take the graph representing the contribution of H(n) to (D, D,D,D,) and dress it with the
required number of lines, which gives a further factor of (Z ) (Z) As a simple example, in figure 9 we
have drawn the diagrams contributing to each H(n) for 0 < n < 3 in the correlator (D3D3D3Ds),
as well as the monomial in X and X, correspond to each graph.

H(0) :
x0x0
H(L) :
%1 %0 %0 x1
H(2) :
x2x0 x'x! x0x2
%3 %0 x2x! xlx2 x0 3

Figure 9: Diagrams contributing to the free (D3D3D3D3) correlator, grouped by their contribution
to each higher-spin conformal block #H(n) and labelled with the powers of X and X, that they
contribute with to the expression of gg?mg}. It is understood that lines that cross each other do
not correspond to vertices, since we are dealing with a free theory. Although the labels are omitted,
our conventions (to match with the discussion in the text) is that the first point is located at the

top left and the order increases anti-clockwise.

A crucial fact about the free theory that we are discussing is that, as anticipated, it enjoys an
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exact braiding symmetry

(0) _ 2 G ¢
Gippa.ay (X C1:C2) = g{p,p,q,q}(ﬁ’ 2t gt (5.8)

which is manifest in (5.6) since the higher-spin blocks (5.5) satisfy

Ho(z,y) = Hu(y, ). (5.9)

Moreover, combining cyclic and braiding transformations we can define

(0) _ B3t 5254 5(0)
Gipaanm 00 C16) = X7 X7 G (1=x1 -G, 1= G), (5.10)

pta 1 a1 .-
gg),q,p,q}(x’g’(:?) =x" g(O) (x 1a<1 1’42 1),

{p,p,9,q}

both of which become symmetries of (5.6) in the case p = q.

Let us now discuss the superconformal blocks expansion of the free-theory correlators (5.6). In
the absence of semi-short representations, which is the case at strong coupling (see [1] for a proof),
the OPE selection rules for half-BPS operators read [20]33

p+q min(p—1,q—1) 4
A
DpxDy=Tde+ D>, Dt > Lopi-252+p—al) (5.12)
k=|p—q|, step 2 i=0 j=0 A

where 7 is the identity operator, so that the blocks expansion in the direct channel reads

2 min(p,q)
0 0 0
ggp?p,q,q}(x’ €,G) =1+ Z C;p)kcéq)k &p, (X, (1, C2)
k=2
step 2
2min(p,q)—2 (513)
+ Z <a(0)>(£)A’q) 6A,[a,b] (X7 Cla CQ) 5
a,b=0, step 2 0,a.t]

a+b<2min(p,q)—2

where & are superconformal blocks, whose explicit expression can be found [1]. In (5.13), Cg,%)r
are OPE coefficients between half-BPS operators, whose expression we shall discuss below, while
(a“”)%’j” are averaged products of OPE coefficients, defined by3*

0,[a,b]

, 0 0
T SRy o2
o OS~t'wO:{A7O)[a7b]}

The braiding symmetry (5.8) of the free theory is closely related to the type of operators that
are exchanged in the OPE. We have already seen this for (D1D;D1D;), where the long operators
exchanged in the OPE have even conformal dimensions in the free theory, which makes all the
superconformal blocks appearing in the expansion of the correlator symmetric under braiding. A
similar phenomenon is responsible for the braiding symmetry of (D,D,D,D,), although with a slight
difference. In particular, short superconformal blocks &p, appearing in (5.13) are all symmetric

331t is also useful to recall the sp(4) selection rule

min(p,q) 4
0,9l ®[0,ql = P [2i — 24, 2 + |p — ql] . (5.11)
i=0 j=0

34Here we are expressing the result in terms of a basis of normalized eigenvalues of the dilatation operator, but
recall that one can pick any basis of operators to compute the average.
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under braiding for even k (which is always the case in (5.13)), while the long superblocks with even
a and b (which again is the case relevant for (5.13)) satisfy

3a
6A,[a,b] (Xv C1s CQ) = (_1)A+ 2 +h ®A,[a,b] (%» %v Cfil) ) (515)
and the sum over A in (5.13) runs only over

3
A=§+b+2n, (n>1), (5.16)

in such a way that braiding is always a symmetry. The fact that only these operators appear in the
OPE (5.12) at strong coupling has been recently understood in [64] in terms of a parity that flips
the orientation of the Wilson line, which can be defined in terms of the weak coupling description
of the theory.

Finally, let us note that an efficient way of computing the averaged products of OPE coefficients
(a(AO))(p’q) is to expand the individual higher-spin blocks (5.5) as a sum over superconformal blocks.
Since as previously discussed (see figure 9) each H(n) corresponds to a diagram where points 1 and
2 are connected by exactly p — n propagators, so that 2n propagators are connecting one of points
1 and 2 to one of points 3 and 4, then the contribution of each H(n) in the OPE corresponds to
that of exchanged operators of length L = 2n. This can be also argued from the fact that the OPE
D, x D,, contains operators with length L < 2p and in (5.6) only #H(n) with n < p contribute. We
can expand each H(n) using

2n—2

2 a
Hn(xa x*) = (:) 6’)371 (X7<1ac2) + Z h[A’b] (n) QsA,[a,b] (X7€17<2) ; (517)

a,b=0 step 2
a+b<2n—2

so that from the h[g’b] (n) we obtain

@z =3 (7)(4)s . (5.1

0,[a,b] 1

This is convenient because the individual higher-spin blocks are simpler than the full free theory
correlator, and the coefficients h[Aa’b] (n) admit a relatively simple closed-form expression for each a

and b of interest. For example, for the singlet representation [a, b] = [0, 0] we find
0y - ST [ 48] 18] T3+ )
n) = 4
A (A+4)F[3+2n}F[l—n+%]F %_‘_A]F[OEA}
|:4(77,+1) 3F2 (*%,%,771;%771,71;1) (519)

—nAA+3) 3F, (—%,1—!—%,1—7”%—71,714—1;1)} ,

where 3} is a regularized hypergeometric function. Similar expressions in terms of 3F, are possible
for all representations [a, b], but we have not been able to find a closed form in terms of a and b.

The expression (5.18) is related to an important piece of information about the structure of
the OPE in the free theory, which ties in with the discussion of the spectrum of the free theory
of [1] as well as with the mixing problem, which we consider in Section 6. Recall that it is useful
to label the operators in the free theory by their length L, related by the index n in (5.18) by
L = 2n. As we discussed, long operators in the free theory fall into degeneracy spaces for fixed
quantum numbers and we are free to pick a basis of operators with fixed length. Given a certain
representation of 0sp(4*|4) and a length L = 2n, one can pick an arbitrary basis of operators
@ngn,a to span the degeneracy space dj (we are suppressing the osp(4*|4) quantum numbers
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since the present discussion is independent of those). Then, the set of OPE coefficients between
two half-BPS operators D, and one of the Or_s,  can be thought of a vector in the space dr:

(DD, 01 —2.0) @ ~ a=1,...,dim(d.). (5.20)

PPOL 2n, 0 ’

For any such operator, one can simply argue from Wick contractions that

Py (0 AT
(n> uqqéL:%Z‘“ N (TL) MPP(aL:mLQ ’ (5'21)

for all «, that is the two are parallel vectors in dy,. In particular, one has

5O - <p> S . (5.22)

pPOL=2n,a n nnOr—2n,a

The upshot is that while one might expect that varying the first two operators in (5.20) allows to
span independent directions in dy,, this turns out not to be the case, due to the fact that the half-
BPS operators D,, are obtained from normal-ordered products of Dy, in contrast with more familiar
holographic theories where half-BPS operators dual to KK modes are all independent of each other.
This is particularly important for us, as one of the main results of this paper is the study of the
dilatation operator at one loop for long operators in the singlet representation of sp(4) @ su(2),
which only appear in D, x Dy, when ¢ = p. Hence, this is telling us something that we have already
anticipated in the introduction: to explore the degeneracy spaces, and then probe all components
of the dilatation operator, we need to consider more general correlators than (D,D,D,D,). Going
back to eq. (5.18), dropping the labels for the osp(4*|4) representation of the exchanged operators
and assuming as usual p < ¢ we can write

(0)(7)_ g s (0)
a i Z ZN pOL 2n,a ) /’l’ poL 2n, B (5.23)

n=1 «,B

where we are highlighting the fact that the average <a(0)> can be expressed as a sum of averages
over degeneracy spaces of operators with fixed length L = 2n. Using (5.21), we can rewrite the
above as

0= ()(0) Dt P85 ()0l 02

(0)

where we have introduced the average (a 5 ), which by definition only depends on n. Com-
nnlr=2an
paring with (5.18) then immediately gives
(0) _ plasb]
@ ) =hm). (5.25)

where all the Op_ on,o are taken to have dimension A and sp(4) representation [a,b]. Given that

( )

for all p the coefficients ", are parallel vectors, for every fixed L one could choose a basis in

d;, where one of the basis elements is along that vector, while the others are orthogonal (thus have

zero ope coefficient with D, x D,). In that basis, one could even drop the average symbol from

1/2
(5.25) and the only non-vanishing OPE coefficient is precisely [h[g‘b] (n)} .

Let us now turn to the discussion of the topological sector of the theory, whose existence follows
directly from the SCWI (5.2). As discussed in [20], the four-point functions (D,D,D,D,) become
topological when one sets x = (1 = (3 (i.e. they no longer depend on the position of operators), and
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the only contribution to the four-point function in this configuration comes from OPE coefficients
of short operators, as it can be argued from the fact that superconformal blocks satisfy

®©k(X7 X X) =1 ) 6A,[a,b] (X7 X5 X) = 07 (526)

so that at all orders in perturbation theory

Yippa.al CGxox) =1+ Z CopkCag - (5.27)

k=2, step 2

Remarkably, the OPE coeflicients Cg, x,k, can be computed exactly using supersymmetric localiza-
tion [4, 13, 49], to all orders in A (including non-perturbative corrections). We refer to section 3 of
[20] for more details on how to extract the OPE coefficients from the localization result, while here
we shall limit to give the expression for the expansion of Cy, k,k, at large A (neglecting non-analytic
e VA terms). The first few terms in the expansion read

Chikoks = Cl(g(i)kgk;; (1 + ,\171/2 5C§c11)k2k3 + %5(:1(51)1@21@3 + O()‘_3/2)> + O(e_ﬁ) ; (5.28)

where C,(g)kz k. 18 the free theory result

(0) - a1!a2!a3!

Chooaks = N (5.29)
and
al:w_ o@:ikl_’;ﬁk?’, agzikﬁk;_k?’, (5.30)
while the first two perturbative corrections are
oC /(fll)kgka %(041 a2 + a1 az+azas),
0t =7 L e % <5c,§11>,€2k3)2 (5.31)

3
—E[3alaza3+ala2a3(o¢1—|—042—|—043)} .

For the special case of Cyia, (4.3) gives a result valid to all orders, where f = 1 + (Cy12)? and its
perturbative expansion at large A is given in (4.5).

5.2 Bootstrapping (D,D,D,D,)

In this section we explain how the strategy outlined in Section 3 can be adapted to the study of
(DpDpDyDy), which we then bootstrap at tree level and at one loop. The main difference with
the correlators that we have discussed so far is that, for generic p and ¢, we have to include the
dependency on the R-symmetry cross ratios ¢i,2. We find it convenient to work in the case ¢ > p
(from which ¢ < p can easily be obtained) and proceed by increasing the value of p by one unit at
the time. As we shall see, at each step the information of all correlators with p smaller than the one
under inspection will provide valuable information to fix all the coefficients in our ansatz. Taking
into account of the R-symmetry dependence, at each order the ansatz reads

21 p (mn
g{p,p,q,q} X Gy G2) = Z Z g Cz 7;( ) (5.32)
m,n=0

which is just a generalization of (3.31). Here Tgm’n)(x) are rational functions of x and since
(D,D,D,D,) is symmetric in {; and (s, we take rl(m’") (x) = p{mm) (x). Ti(x) are the familiar

K2
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HPLs and we have already specified the choice of a maximal transcendentality at each order, which
in agreement with the observations of Section 4 is tg.x(¢) = ¢, so that for fixed ¢ the basis of
HPLs has dimension 2'7¢ — 1. An important point to stress is that the spacetime and R-symmetry
dependences of these correlators are not at all arbitrary, as the SCWI (5.2) must be satisfied. This
provides a fundamental constraint that allows to fix all free parameters in the ansatz, which was
somehow implicit in the discussion of the (D; D1 D1 D;) correlator since in that case we were working
directly in terms function that solves to the SCWI automatically.

Given such the ansatz (5.32), let us briefly discuss how the various constraints of Section 3 are
adapted to the current setting. We observe here that the main modification arises from the fact
that, as for the (112L£) correlators of Section 6, we are no longer dealing with a four-point functions
of identical operators and therefore we should consider constraints coming from the OPE both in
the direct (xy — 0) and from the crossed (y — 1) channel.

o AdS unitarity method. The set of constraints coming from AdS unitarity, namely the fact
that one can compute the highest logarithmic singularities from CFT data at previous orders
(up to resolving degeneracies), is essentially the same in this context but with a small caveat:
the direct (d) and crossed (¢) channel OPE are no longer related to each other by crossing
symmetry, so one should consider a decomposition of the correlators analogous to (3.24), both
as an expansion in powers of log x and one in powers of log(1 — x) (independently):

gg},p,q,q} 06 G G) = Zg{ppqq} X €1, C2) 10g X
(5.33)

o Z g{;(f;fl)q} X C17 C2) 1ng(1 — X) ,

p(f) q)q}(x, (1, ¢2) are holomorphic at x = 0 and ggff;fl)’q}

= 1. The statement of AdS unitarity is then that we can obtain all g?z;(f;?q} (x, €1, ¢2) and

where G ( (x, C1,¢2) are holomorphic at

x = 0 and gf;)(l;’?q}(x, 1, G2) for k > 2 from CFT data at previous orders. We will not repeat
the expansion for each such function over superconformal blocks, as it can be easily argued
from (5.12) using the results of Appendix B.

e Bose symmetry. Again it is useful to focus on the two transformations that generate the
Bose symmetry group, namely braiding and cyclic ones. Given the exact braiding symmetry
(5.8) of the free theory (due to the fact that we are considering pairwise equal operators), we
can use braiding as a constraint at all orders in perturbation theory precisely in the spirit of
(5.34), since the presence of anomalous dimensions (related to powers of log x in the direct
channel OPE) once again one breaks the symmetry in a “weak” sense. Hence, in full analogy
with (5.34), we have (note that this is a statement about the OPE in the direct channel)

—k

d,(k,0) _ k+m d,(k-+m,0) o ¢

g{p,p,q,q}(X’Cl’<2) - Z < m >(_1)m log™ (1 - x) g{P»I%%Q} (ﬁ’ Clil’ Czil) - (5:34)
m=0

On the other hand, since the four operators in (D, D,D,D,) are not all identical for ¢ # p,

cyclic transformations are no longer a symmetry, as one could expect. Instead, we can use

these transformations to define the configuration (D,D,D,D,) via

ptq
2
*

g{p,q,q P}(X’Cl’@) =X g{ppqq}(l X, 1=C1,1 = (o), (5.35)

whose direct channel OPE is completely equivalent to the crossed channel OPE for (D, D,D D).
The superconformal blocks of [1] are in fact the correct ones for the expansion of (D,D,D,D,,)
for small y.
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o Compatibility with the OPE. The requirement of compatibility of our ansatz (5.32) with the
OPE in both channels (direct and crossed) contains a richer structure than one could naively
expect. Indeed, we have three types of constraints. The first two are analogous to what we
had for (D1D1D1D1): expanding the ansatz (5.32) around x = 0 (x = 1), the OPE gives
information about the smallest power of y (1 —x) that can appear in the expansion, since this
is related to the dimension of the lightest exchanged operator. Moreover, we can also exploit
the information coming from the knowledge of all OPE coefficients between short operators
(5.28), which again can be used as a constraint both in the direct and in the crossed channel.
The third constraint, on the other hand, is new and deserves a more detailed explanation.

The spectrum of the free theory at strong coupling is such that certain operators are not
degenerate, i.e. for certain given representations of osp(4*|4) there is only one operator, even
in the free theory where all operators have integer (if bosonic) or half-integer (if fermionic)
dimension. As it can be argued looking at the tables in [1], this is the case for long supercon-
formal primary operators with weights3®

w={A*0,]a,b]}, and w={A*+1,0,[a,b]}, A*=324p12, (5.36)

which in particular are the lightest long operators with spin zero and sp(4) representation
[a,b] appearing in the spectrum of the theory at strong coupling. The importance of the
existence of non-degenerate operators rests on the fact that their anomalous dimension can
be computed from any arbitrary correlator where they appear in the OPE. On the contrary,
where degeneracy is present, one should consider a family of correlators and diagonalize an
anomalous dimension matrix to obtain the exact conformal dimension of each operator in the
degenerate family. We are going to exploit this fact working for one fixed value of p at the
time and increasing p by one unit at each step, as follows. Start from p = 1: the OPE of
(D1D1DyDy) in the crossed channel contains operators in the sp(4) representation [0,q — 1]
(see (5.12)), and the two with lowest dimension (A = ¢g+1 and A = ¢+2) are non-degenerate.
We can then extract their exact anomalous dimension from (D;D1D,D,) alone and use this
information as a constraint on (DyDyD,D,), where the operators in representations of the
type [0, ¢] are exchanged and we now know the anomalous dimension of some of them. This,
together with the previous constraints and the observations on the Regge limit that we will
mention below, seems to be enough to obtain (DaD2D,D,) at all orders. From this one can
extract the anomalous dimensions of new non-degenerate operators, which in turn allow to
derive (D3D3D,D,). The procedure continues increasing p at each step and using all the
information about non-degenerate operators coming from correlators with lower values of
p. Analyzing the OPE for a few (D,D,D,D,) correlators one can also guess a closed-form
expression for the one-loop anomalous dimension of non-degenerate operators:

2
@, = M(1180 + 723a + 752b + 10742 + 216ab + 1126%) ,
£0.1a,0] 192 (5.37)
1 .
v =4@, 4+ (1088 + 692a + 328 + 1054 + 104ab — 4b?) .
L5 (bl Lo 96
e Regge limit. To conclude, the observations on the Regge limit are completely analogous to
those of Section 3, in that we require that for each representation [a, b] of sp(4) the averaged
anomalous dimensions at any fixed order have the mildest possible growth at large A. Such
growth turns out to be the same as that found for (D;D;D;D4) in Section 4 and in particular
does not depend on a and b:
(FOYBD LA (A 00). (5.38)

0,[a,b]

35Note that for b = 0 there is actually no operator with A = 37“ + 3.
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In the next two sections we will briefly comment on how this method is applied to bootstrap tree-
level and one-loop correlators, but we shall skip most of the technical details as they are analogous
to what we already discussed in the previous sections. Instead, we will focus on the solution of the
bootstrap problem, which has an interesting structure that can be described uniformly in terms of
p and ¢ and is related to the expression of the correlator as a sum of Witten diagrams arising from
the Lagrangian (2.7).

5.3 Tree level

Let us consider now the case of tree level correlators, for which according to (5.32) we should make
an ansatz of transcendentality one

p

1 m,n m.,n m,n

Gy (61 G2) = D cner (7“5 M0 + 18 (x) log(1 = x) + 75 (x) logx)7 (5.39)
1 2

m,n=0

where we remind that all rational functions rgm’") (x) are symmetric in m and n and, as in section
(3), are only allowed to have powers of x and 1—y in their denominators. For all values of p, using all
constraints except the Regge behaviour still leads to an infinite amount of solutions corresponding,
as in the previous sections, to contact terms with higher and higher number of derivatives in the
quartic vertex. However, assuming the mildest possible Regge behaviour for each p and using,
step by step, all the available information on non-degenerate operators, it is possible to pinpoint a
unique solution for each p, with a simple polynomial dependence in ¢ (of degree p + 1, taking into
account that we assume p < ¢). Remarkably, it is possible to express the result in a closed form as
a function of p and ¢, which reads

G0 ey =PAG 100y O ) a1gony + POE X)), (5.40)

{p,p,9,9}
where P() are polynomials given by
PO (2,y) = 30W g (,y). (5.41)

where we have introduced the differential operator

QW = (20,)" + (y,) + vy 0. 0y — oL (w0, +1D,) | (5.42)

and in the argument of ggfp’q’q} we replace X — = and X, — y. This result can be seen as arising
naturally from the Witten diagrams generated by the Lagrangian (2.7) and from the fact that the
half-BPS operators Dy, are simply given by normal-ordered products of k copies of Dy (with an
appropriate symmetrization in the R-symmetry indices). Given that at O(A~'/2) there is only a
quartic vertex including for ¢’s (the superprimary of the D; multiplet), there are schematically two
types of diagram that can contribute to any (D,D,D,D,) at tree level, represented in figure 10.
Diagrams of the type represented in figure 10a are such that each external operator is connected
to a quartic vertex, which carries a factor A='/2. The dependence on the coupling constant is
therefore saturated and the remaining operators must be connected by free theory propagators.
This kind of diagrams is therefore completely factorized, with the quartic vertex contributing as in
(D1D1D1D4), multiplied by a free theory term corresponding to a (D,_1D,_1Dy_1D4_1) four-point
function, hence the first term in (5.40). On the other hand, diagrams of the type represented in
figure 10b have one operator connected to the quartic vertex with two lines, two with one line and
one operator which is only connected to the others by free theory propagators. Understanding the
contribution of these diagrams to (5.40) is simple if one focuses on the lines connected to the quartic
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X
%)

(a) Diagrams con- (b) Diagrams con-
tributing to the first tributing to the sec-
term in (5.40). ond term in (5.40).

Figure 10: Schematic representation of the Witten diagrams contributing to (D,D,D,D,) at tree
level. Black lines represent free theory propagators, while blue lines crossing in a thick dot represent
lines connected by the quartic vertex in (2.7).

vertex. With the position of the lines as in 10b, one has

Jim (D (b1, 50) D1 (t, 52)Di (b2, 92)Di (3, 95)) ) = —3(12) (13), (5.43)
Yx Y1

where notice that the limit gives a finite result since we are taking vy, — y1, which corresponds to
defining a protected operator Dy at position (¢1,y1). Diagrammatically, we can express the identity
(5.43) as in figure 11, which notice is precisely the kind of diagram that one should evaluate to
compute the OPE coefficient Cﬁ)z, where the superscript denotes a tree level contribution. In

Figure 11: Collapsing two points in a quartic vertex produces the same effect as a couple of free
theory propagators.

particular, we can see that the effect of collapsing two points in a quartic vertex produced the
same result as the product of two free-theory propagators. Therefore, diagrams of the type 10b are
actually equivalent to free theory diagrams, just with different combinatorial factors. Therefore,
they contribute to the second term in (5.40), which can be seen as the action of an operator on
(DprDqu>(0), as described by (5.41), where the operator has the role of suppressing certain
diagrams and appropriately modifying combinatorial factors. Hence, it would have been relatively
simple to argue the result (5.40) directly by looking at the structure of Witten diagrams (once the
result for <D1D1D1D1>(1) is known), and it is reassuring that the bootstrap result confirms the
expectations.

The structure of (5.40) has an important implication for the first order correction to the spec-
trum of the free theory. As we have already stressed, the /-th order anomalous dimensions of the
operators exchanged in a certain correlator at order A~%/2? can be extracted from the part of the
correlator that is proportional to logy. In (5.40), the second term only depends on x polynomially
and therefore all the terms proportional to log x arise from <D1D1D1D1>(1). Similar diagrammatic
arguments immediately show that a four-point function between any four operators only receives
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contributions proportional to log x through a product of free-theory correlators and <D1D1D1D1)(1).
One can then expect that the anomalous dimensions of all operators can be extracted equivalently
from any correlator, with averages of anomalous dimensions over different four-point functions lead-
ing to identical results. This can only happen if operators that are degenerate in the free theory
remain such when the first-order perturbation is turned on, thus justifying the claims of Section
2 on the structure of the dilatation operator at tree level. Therefore, at tree level all the symbols
of averages can be dropped around anomalous dimensions. The only way this can happen is if
the first-order correction to the dilatation operator is insensitive to the detailed structure of the
operators and only depends on certain simple properties such as their quantum numbers. We find
that this is precisely the case and the dependence is particularly simple and tree-level anomalous
dimensions of operators in a certain representation of osp(4*|4) are proportional to the quadratic
superconformal Casimir eigenvalue of that representation. More precisely, if an operator O is, in the
free theory, in a representation R with weights w = {A, s, [a, b]} (with A, as usual, the unperturbed
dimension), then its anomalous dimension at first order is

1 1 1 1
) = —50(R) =~ [A(A+3)+ 15+ -5 —a(b+2) —b(b+3)| (5.44)
using the conventions of [1]. This can be argued by inspecting the anomalous dimensions extracted
from (D, D,D,D,) or by observing that the action of the quadratic Casimir differential operator
Cosp(a+|4) is such that
1~

<DprDqu>(1) log x - 2 Cosp(4+14) <DPDPDqu>(O) ) (5.45)
since the superconformal blocks are eigenfunctions of Eosp(4*‘4) with eigenvalue cs.

This is a crucial fact about the spectrum of the theory at strong coupling, that we have heavily
exploited in the previous sections. In particular, we have used the fact that when the expression of
correlation functions as sums over conformal blocks is expanded perturbatively for large A, certain
products of anomalous dimensions and OPE coefficients arise, which should in principle interpreted
as averages over a certain correlator. However, due to the fact that the free theory degeneracy is
not lifted one has, for any representation,
= (Y)hs (5.46)

s.[a,b] Sila,b]

with the average taken on any correlator.

5.4 One loop

Moving to one loop, one should make an ansatz of transcendentality two. Given the results found for
(D1D1D;1Dy), for simplicity we can directly exclude terms with Lis and {(2), but it is also possible to
include them and then show that their coefficient should vanish once all the constraints are imposed.
To start, one should compute the terms contributing to the highest logarithmic singularities in the
two OPE channels (y — 0 and x — 1). At one loop, one only has a log? y singularity, which in the
direct channel (x — 0) has an expansion over superconformal blocks given by

d(e,e 1 ¢
Gy = 71 2 (@ (") Ve, Bafan (5.47)
A, la,b]

for ¢ = 2, using the notation of (5.33). We have written the equation for general ¢ as this it gives
the log® x contribution to an ¢-th order correlator in a uniform way. Now, thanks to (5.46) we can
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drop the symbol of average from the anomalous dimensions any ¢, and using (5.44) as well as the
superconformal Casimir equation (see [1]) we obtain

l 0
de 1 0) 1) _(_ 1z )
g{pvpv%‘Z} - E Z <a >£’0A,[u,b] ’YEA[ b ®A7[a7b] - 5 ¢05P(4*‘4) g{p,p,q,q}’ (548)
A,la,b]

meaning that as observed for (D1D1D1D1) in Section 4 the highest logarithmic singularity at each
order can be obtain simply by repeatedly acting with the quadratic Casimir operator on the free
theory result. Analogous expressions can be obtained for terms proportional to 10g2(1 — x) in the
crossed channel expansion, around x = 1.

Once the terms proportional to log? y and 10g2(1 — x) are computed as above, one can use
a braiding transformation to obtain the rational function multiplying log x log(1 — x), so that
assuming no Liz(x) is present we have computed all terms of transcendentality two. All is left is
therefore the ambiguity given by tree-level contact terms, namely the infinite set of solutions to the
tree-level bootstrap problem. As usual, a unique solution for each p can be obtained by exploiting
all information on the OPE and non-degenerate operators obtained from correlators with lower p,
as well as assuming the mildest possible Regge behaviour for our correlators, corresponding to
@Y ,a ~A% (A=), (5.49)

0,[a,b]

(v

for an average over any correlator and for all values of a and b.

As for tree-level correlators, the final result admits a closed-form expression in terms of p and
q, which is closely related to the structure of the associated Witten diagrams. We can express our
results as

(2) (0) P\ (4 (1) (0)
g{p,p,q,q} pqg{l 1,1,1} g{p—l,p—l,q—m—l} +2 <2) <2) (g{1717171}> g{p 2,p—2,4—2,q—2}

(5.50)
(6pt) (2) (2)
T g{p?pﬂﬂ} + P X )g{l BRI Py (X, %),
where36
(6 t) p (0)
{pppqq} 2( ) Ge(x: 15 C2) g{p Lp—14-2q-2} T 5 ( ) . (x, Cl’cz)g{pflpflq*lyq*l}
p —1 ,—1 ,— (0)
<2) ( ) 200G G I 1) (5.51)
IS EN AT BYeR B I
9 * * - X5 1a 2 {p—1,p—2,q—2,g—1}°
with
Gi(X, €1, C2) =D fi(x)
2 1o
FeX) = [=4x(2 = x) +2(2 = 2x + x?) log(1 — X)] ﬁ (5.52)
log(1 —
+ [x(5 = 5x — 2x* +4x°) + 2(1 = )2 + x + x?) log(1 - x)] Xg((1XX)) :
On the other hand, PSQ) and PgQ) are polynomials, given by
PP (@y) =060 ey @), (5.53)

36Here, when evaluating g*(x’l,Cfl,(gl), we consider that all the arguments of log have an absolute value,
in agreement with the observations about braiding symmetry of Section 4. This allows us to write, for example,

log |1 — x| =log |1 — x| — log |x|.
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and

P () =QP G0 (@), (5.54)

{p,p,9,q}

where the differential operators Qf) and Qf) are

Q¥ =3pgq [Q‘” + (20, + yay)} :

9 pt+q—2 Py 9
P =500 (@ + A=) 1 Bt a -2 - - 00 190)  (s)
+%xy8x8y (ajagg—i—y@y—p;q)} .

As in the previous section, to understand this structure one should look at the Witten diagrams that
contribute to (D,D,D,D,) at two loops. The first term in (5.50) can be traced back to diagrams of
the type 12a, where two quartic vertices are used to form a loop and all the remaining D; insertions
are connected by free theory propagators, so that these diagrams are completely factorized as
products of the one-loop contribution to (D1D1D1D;) and a free theory four-point function where
all external operators have weights lowered by one unit. The first line of (5.50) is completed by a
contribution coming from diagrams of the type 12b, where eight of the external D; insertions are
connected by two pairs of four-point vertices, giving rise to the square of <D1D1D1D1>(1), with the
remaining insertions connected by propagators to form a free theory four-point function where all
external operators have weights lowered by two units. Moving to the second line of (5.50), the first
term originates from the same type of diagrams that would contribute to a (D1D1D1D1D1Dy) six-
point function at O(A~1), with two pairs of D; insertions collapsed to the same point: a six-point
contact term, which appears in (2.7) with a factor of A\=! and is represented in figure 13a, as well
as an exchange diagram drawn using two times the quartic vertex, represented in 13b. The four
terms in (5.51) reflect the four inequivalent ways to collapse the six-point function to four points,
each dressed by suitable free-theory four-point functions connecting the remaining D; insertions.
The second-last term in the second line of (5.50) arises from diagrams of the type 14a where one
uses two times the quartic vertex, but one of them has two legs collapsed to one. Finally, the last
term is a rational functions of x and receives contributions from two types of diagrams: one where
one uses two collapsed quartic vertices, as in figure 14b, and one where a collapsed six-point vertex
is used, as in (14c).

ol (<
29 &

~——

(a) Contribution (b) Contribution
from one-loop dia- from the product of
grams with quartic two tree-level quartic
vertices only. interactions.

Figure 12: Type of diagrams contributing to the first line of equation (5.50). We have highlighted
four-point vertices in blue and six-point vertices in red.

In this case, while as we have just observed the general structure can be argued looking at the
Witten diagrams that contribute at this order, the expression of one-loop (D, D, D,D,) requires the
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(a) Contribution (b) Contribution

from tree diagrams from collapsed
with sextic interac- six-point  exchange
tions. diagrams.

Figure 13: Type of diagrams arising from a six-point function and contributing to (5.50) as in
(5.51). We have highlighted four-point vertices in blue and six-point vertices in red.

(a) Contribution (b) Contribution (c) Contribution
from a “full” quartic from two quartic from a sextic vertex
vertrex and a col- vertices with two with three legs col-
lapsed one. points collapsed. lapsed.

Figure 14: Type of diagrams contributing to the last two terms in the second line of (5.50). We
have highlighted four-point vertices in blue and six-point vertices in red. Diagrams of the type 14a
contribute to Pf) GW | while diagrams 14b and 14c only contribute to to Pf).

knowledge of the six-point function <’D1D1D1’D1D1D1>(2), in addition to <D1D1D1D1)(2). Since we
have not computed any six-point functions, which would be considerably harder than the four-point
ones discussed here?”, our bootstrap approach should be seen as an even greater simplification of the
traditional diagrammatic algorithm. Moreover, the contribution of a collapsed six-point function
to <DprDqu>(2) finally lifts the degeneracy of operators in the free theory and the anomalous
dimensions (y(?)) ca, - extracted from (5.50) should really be seen as averages, which depend on
the correlator from which they are computed. As an example, for long operators in the singlet
representation of sp(4) @ su(2), from (D1D1D,D,;) correlators we find

2(5+9q) + (4 + 7q) j2

EE VR

<7(2)>LA

0,[0,0

= |qHi4a —

(1) _ JA
A 2

]_’Y(Al)aAV

where the dependence of the anomalous dimensions of the exchanged operators on the external
weight ¢ is a clear sign of operators mixing.

We would like to conclude this section with some comments on the relation between the struc-
ture of (D, D,D,D,) and that of the dilatation operator. At tree level, we observed that the terms
in the correlator that produce anomalous dimensions (those proportional to log x) are all generated
by the quartic vertex in (2.7), as depicted in figure 10a. Hence, for the purposes of understand-
ing the dilatation operator at tree level, it is essentially enough to know the four-point function

37See [109] for the computation of higher-point functions on the Wilson line at weak coupling
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(DD D1 D)D), with all logarithmic terms in (D,D,D,D,)V) fixed in terms of that, as clearly ex-
pressed by (5.40). In particular, as we discussed in Section 2, the fact that the dilatation operator
DM is fixed by a quartic vertex implies that D) cannot change the length of operators and it can
be decomposed as a sum of blocks acting on spaces Hp, of operators with fixed length:

DY =Pny’, DY HL - H. (5.57)
L

On the other hand, at one loop we have seen that the knowledge of (D1D1D1D1>(2) is no longer
sufficient to determine all (D,D,D,D,)?. On the contrary, as clear from (5.50), one also requires
the knowledge of the six-point function <D1D1D1D1D1D1>(2), which is due to the presence of a six-
point vertex in (2.7), that cannot be detected by (D; DDy D;)?). The presence of a sextic vertex
in the Lagrangian also has implications on the one-loop dilatation operator D), as it is clear also
from the presence of log x in (5.52) (which therefore contribute to the anomalous dimensions). This
is closely related to a crucial property of D(?) that we have introduced in Section 2: the fact that
this time it can in fact change the length of operators, but only by two units at most. We could
write

D® = P [Df12 oD oDP,|, D, Hi— Hiter. (5.58)
L
Similarly, at higher orders more vertices in (2.7) would contribute, further complicating the struc-
ture of the dilatation operator (and that of (D,D,D,D,)). In particular, at O(A~*2) in order to
determine all (D, D,D,D,)*) one would need to know the (2 + 2)-pt function of D; at that order,
with the associated structure of D) given by

-1
Y4
D= P Db, (5.59)

L a=—(£-1)

with the same notation as (5.58). This is precisely the structure that we discussed in Section 2.

5.5 Two loops

The strategy applied so far could be in principle carried out for all (D,D,D,D,) at two loops as
well, without addressing the mixing problem (which would not be true at three loops). However, the
result is not really necessary for our purposes and the problem starts getting more complicated. We
have so far limited to computing the two-loop answer for (D1D1D,D,) and (DyD2D2Ds), which we
present here. We will not go into the details of the derivation, since the results follow from the usual
strategy and a transcendentality-three ansatz completely analogous to that used for (D;D1D1D;)
at two loops.
For (D1D1D,D,) one can actually solve the Ward identities in terms of a single function like
in the ¢ = 1 case. As in (4.1) we have
(D1D1DyDy) X

(D1D1)(DyDy) =fa (12

The topological data has an expansion up to two loops

3¢? L 3ala=DBg—1)  q(d-2q+ 28¢% + 5¢°)
NL/2 75 8\3/2

while the reduced correlator at two loops can be expressed as

4
P00=> (q> FE00, (5.62)

+D fe(x) - (5.60)

fy=1+2q— +O(1/A%), (5.61)
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where by definition f(f’l) (x) = f® (x) given in (4.82), while for the higher orders we have

2(x2—2x+2 5_gy 4 2_
f(3)( ) = _X (x*—2x )LB(X) A —8x +4ax P —5x+2 Ls(1—¥)

9,2 (x—1)2 (x—1)2x
— U0OEBCIIEIDAT) g3 (1 — ) 4 XTI 1051 — 1) log?
18X — 47X +40x" —12x® —8x® +10x — 4 log?(1 — x) log x
3(x = 1)*x
+ (X_Q)X:;((i’i_)i D) o020y (X_l)(gxg+éix2+15x+29) log®(1 — x)
_ 16X5—25X‘;(—;<_3-11-)222X2+2X—1 log(1 — x) log x + (x72é)lz<>§§j);x+1) log
- —(X_QL((T::SXH) log(1 —x) + 74?;:15;%2 ¢(3)+ 7“3;?)1(&)28) )
00 = 302 11—y 4 DEDIORE0) 10051 ) — BB 10g2(1 — ) log
DOERE2) 16621 — y) - D22 Jog(1 - ) log x
22 log(1 - x) + B,
2
F00 = 72&51( ok

(5.63)

To express the result for (DaDyDyDs) at two loops it is convenient to first solve the Ward iden-
tities, which in this case can be done in terms of one constant and three functions of x. Explicitly,
we have

2
m =t i + D1 fi(x) + D2 f2(x) + D3 f3(x) (5.64)

where in terms of the OPE coefficients Cpqr ~ (DpDyD;)
fo =14 Ca22 + Cooa, (5.65)

while the differential operators ; are given by

2
Dy =x* (0 —viv2xy) , Dy = XDy, D3 = x° vy va, (5.66)
GG
where v; = x~! — ¢ " as in (4.2), while v = 72 — Cfl ¢t At two loops we have
1341
) == (5.67)
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while

(3)< )_ 2(8x7741x6+77x5749x4*3x3+29x2713x+1)L ( )
1 X)) = —1)ix 3(X
2(8x7715x67x5fx4+31x3749x2+35xf9)L 1
- s o(1-)
2X2(21X5—137X5+374X4—556x3+480x2—337x+50)1 3
- 3(x—1)° 0g" X
(2(63x®—305x" +584x° —557x°+265x* +6x° —53x°+13x—1)) 9
+ STy log” x log(1 — x)
2(63x8—199x7+213x6—70x5—25x4—29x3+104x2—73x+15)1 loo?
- —1)3y2 og x log (1_X)
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2(21x 5+ 11x% +4x* +10x° +x>+108x—105) log3(1 )
3x3
2 4 3 2 4 - 3 2 <
x* (78x* —350x°+604x> —569x+114) 9 (78x*+38x°+22x>+99x—123) 9
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=17 0og x log X
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+ 21 log(1 —x) — 21 log X
n 2(40x* —80x®+84x% —44x+9) c3) + 535x>—535x+88
(x—1)*x? 4(x—1)2 ’
(3)( ) = 72(X*2)(9X6*27X5+43X4*23X3*11X2+27X*9)L (x)
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(3)( ) = 2(2X8718X7+64X67116X5+126X4776X3+70X2736X+9)L (x)
3 X)) = (x—1)%x 3(X
2(X+1)(2)(8—18X7+57X6—98X5+113X4—98X3+57X2—18X+2)L (1 )
x—1)%x3 3 X
2X2(30X7—166X6+370x5—387x4+119><3+167x2—7x+324)1 3
+ 3(x—1)7 0g" X
2(90X9—403X8+720X7—647X6+346X5—171X4+38X3—20X2—12X+9)l 2.1 (1 )
3x—1)°x og" x log X
n 2(90x° —308x° +430x® —396x " +386x° —375x° +333x* —277x > +147x* —23x—5) loz v 1o 2(1 —y)
=150 g X log X
2(30x5—11x7+28x° —34x°+24x* —34x° +28x> —11x+30) 3
- =D log™(1 — x)
X(50X5—138X5+7x4+420x3—558x2+848x+16)1 9
- =1)° o8 X
(100X87168X77108X6+340X5+7X47477X3+338X2754X78)1 log(1 )
(x—1)°x2 08 X 108 X
50x°+70x°+33x* —60x>+33x2+70x+50 2
- (x—1)2x3 IOg (1 _X)
X X
n (88)(6746X57276X4+619X3+375X2752X78)1 (x)
2(x—1)°x oglX
(44X +25x° —87x*+35x° —87x” +25x+44)
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(5.70)

We would like to make a comment on a subtlety concerning this result, which it would be interesting
to clarify in the future. As usual, the bootstrap algorithm leaves a number of free parameters cor-
responding to higher-derivative contact terms, and we can constrain these parameters by analyzing
the Regge limit. In particular, we require that

(YONA ~ #AY (A = ), (5.71)

for all three exchanged representations ({0, [0, 0]}, {0,[0,2]} and {0, [2,0]}), consistently with the
result obtained for <D1D1D1D1>(3). However, simply requiring that A® and higher are absent still
leaves us with two unfixed parameters. It turns out that requiring the coefficient of A* in (5.71) to
be the same for any pair of exchanged representations fixes an additional parameter, and moreover
gives

72 —30
(oo0a ~ (ojoa)a ~ (oeg)a ~ —g A, (A= 00), (5.72)

that is only setting two of them equal makes all three representations equal, and moreover the
coefficient of A* is the same obtained in the (y())a obtained from (D;D;D;D;)®). We take this
as a strong indication that this constraint is indeed a property of the theory, although it would be
interesting to better understand its origin. At this point we are left with only one parameter, which
we can also fix using a somewhat speculative procedure. If one focuses on the terms in fi(g) (x) of
transcendentality one or zero, which are the ones affected by the ambiguity, it is possible to observe
that there is a special choice of the remaining free parameters such that, for all three functions: 1)
the coefficient of log x is less singular for x — 1, 2) the coefficient of log(1 — x) is less singular for
X — 0, and 3) the rational term is less singular for both x — 0 and x — 1. By “less singular” we
mean that such a choice for the free parameter reduces the order of the pole of the rational functions
by at least one unit. While this would of course require a detailed justification, it is highly non
trivial that just by fixing one parameter one obtains these many independent simplifications. We
then take this as our final constraint and obtain the results quoted above. It is interesting to observe
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that we have a non trivial check for our result: from the correlator above it is possible to extract
the average (a(D~v®) + oMy 5_,, which we use at the end of Section 6 in order to study the
mixing problem at third order for singlet operators of free theory dimension A = 4. The upshot
of that analysis is the third order anomalous dimension for the exact eigenstates of the dilatation
operator, which can then be compared with a fit on the results obtain from integrability around
A = o0 [11, 12]. We find perfect agreement.

6 The mixing problem

Let us now turn to the main technical novelty of this paper: the study of the mixing problem
at second order (one loop). We remind the reader that in Section 4 we have bootstrapped the
four-point function of the displacement operator using the strategy of Section 3, which uses the
knowledge of CFT data at previous perturbative orders to compute the coefficients of the highest
logarithmic singularities of a certain correlator (the equivalent of the double discontinuity in higher
dimensions). However, as it is often the case in perturbative CFTs, extracting CFT data from a
single correlator turns out to be insufficient, due to the presence of degeneracy between operators in
the free theory. We have anticipated some general considerations on the mixing problem in Section
3.5, while in this section we will consider the specific problem of interest: that of computing the
average
0 2)\2 _ 0)\2 2)\2
@GO = Y w0 (6.1)
01h®=A

for singlet long multiplets, where O are exact eigenstates of the dilatation operator whose dimension
at A = oo is A, while ,ug)) are the OPE coefficients in the D; x D; OPE in the free theory. This
gives the quantity (4.93), which we have already used in Section 4 and that we will be derived in
this section.

6.1 The length basis

While (6.1) is the most intuitive way of expressing the quantity of interest, as it involves eigenstates
of the dilatation operator (the operators O) and their eigenvalues (’y((g2 )), it is not necessarily the
most useful. In particular, at this stage we do not have much information on the dilatation opera-
tor at one loop, and certainly we do not know how to diagonalize it. It is therefore convenient to
choose a different basis, which we can construct explicitly, and since we are working perturbatively
in 1/4/X we construct such a basis at A\ = oo, where the theory is free. We remind the reader that
the operators we are interested in are the superconformal primaries of long, singlet superconformal
multiplets, and in [1] we discuss precisely how such operators can be constructed from the funda-
mental fields in the AdS Lagrangian description. In particular we will choose a basis of operators
with fixed length L: as we discuss later, this will greatly simplify our task.

To be more precise, for each fixed A the operators O that appear in (6.1) belong to the
degeneracy space d(LoA,[o,o]) of long singlet supermultiplets whose free theory conformal dimension
is h(9) = A. For brevity, let us from now on denote d(A) = d(LoA,[o,o])v since we will only deal with
singlets in what follows. As discussed in 2 and more at length in [1], it is convenient to organize
such space as

d(A) = é dz(A), (6.2)
L=2

where each dr (A) is a vector space whose dimension for large A grows as [1]

dim [dp(A)] ~ AL=2 (A = o). (6.3)
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We then choose a basis of operators O of fixed L, namely each of them belongs to a given dr(A),
while the choice of basis within dy (A) is completely arbitrary. Such basis is related to the basis of
eigenstates O of (6.1) by

Ou =M, 04, (6.4)

where the indices o, 8 = 1,...dim [d(A)] span the degeneracy space d(A) and M € GL(dim [d(A)]).
Note that O need not be normalized and one can introduce a metric tensor

g: d(A) xd(A) 5 R, g = (04|05, (6.5)

containing the two-point functions computed in the free theory. Since obviously operators of dif-
ferent length are orthogonal in the free theory, one also has a block-diagonal decomposition

gL=®gL, gL : dL(A) XdL(A)%R. (66)
L
The metric tensors gy, can be easily computed by Wick contractions in the free theory, once a basis
of operators is found with the methods described in [1]. Following completely analogous steps to
those of Section 3.5, one can then express the various averages of interest in terms of an arbitrary
basis of operators. For an arbitrary four-point function (S7S5255S54), focusing on the exchange of
singlets, we have

(0) ‘ _ 0 (=1yap (0)
a - 9
(@) a (51555 53) Hige (82) Hi2q
(0) 4(2) ‘ — 0 (@yap 0
(@) A (5155554) P20 (TA)Y 1190 5 (6.7)
(0) (~(2)y2 ‘ — 0 (7@)yas @y,
(@ (v)%)a (S1.52554) Pi2a (DA (8a)py (TA7) 1156 -

I'® is a representation of the one-loop dilatation operator in the chosen basis, restricted to the
space of exchanged operators: we shall refer to it as the anomalous dimensions matrix and its
eigenvectors and eigenvalues are the pairs {O,'yg )} of (6.1). For arbitrary operators .S; in the
representation R; of osp(4*|4) we have defined the OPE coefficients in the free theory

s s, © A(Ri) x d(Ry) x d(Ry) = CF  pQ o = (Si8; k), (6.8)

where # denotes the number of invariant structures of the type (R;R;Ry): only # = 1 is relevant
in this work, such that each (9 is simply a number.

As anticipated, while one could in principle work with any arbitrary basis for d(A), we find it
convenient to work in a basis of operators with definite length, which we will consider from now
on. This is due to the observations of Section 2.3 on the structure of the dilatation operator in
this model: we have proved that at one loop the dilatation operator only connects operators whose
length differs at most by two units. In terms of the anomalous dimensions matrix I'?)| this implies
the structure

2 2

I(‘;A),)Z—ﬂ Fé;2—>4 (2? O O

- (Taaa)” F(QA)74—>4 F(A234—>6 (2? 0
Iy = 0 (Talsse)” P@A),(Ha F(AQ,)(HS 01 (6.9)

0 0 (FA,6~>8)T FA 8—8 0

where
2

LY oy Az, (A) = dp,(A). (6.10)
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Now that we have understood the general structure, let us go back at the object of interest, namely
(4.93), expressing it in this basis. A crucial fact is that in the D; x D; OPE in the free theory only
operators with I = 2 can appear, or in other words

(0)

uDlpléﬁa 0.8 5L,2 . (6.11)

Moreover, we learn from [1] that
dim[dr—2(A)] =1, (6.12)

that is the length two operators are non-degenerate. Since these are the only operators exchanged
in (D;D1D1D1)(?, we also have that

T[3+ AJT[L+ AJ(A - 1)
(D\D1D1Dy) ['[2 +24] ’

(0 )2 = <a<0>>A( (6.13)

D, D02,
which is just the quantity (4.16) (note that in Section 4 all the averages are taken over (D1 D1D;1D;)).We
then have

(a® (22

N 2
(2))2 - (DiDiDiD1) (r<2 ) ST@ (A 6.14
<(ry ) > (DD D1 D1) <a(0)>A|<D1D1D1D1> A2—2 + sq ( ) ’ ( . )

where
2 2
TB(A)=TR, 4 gs TR, (6.15)

Moreover, still using the fact that only operators with L = 2 are exchanged in the D; x D; OPE,
we also have that
(al0) 42

(2) —
(D1D1D1Dy)

Na
o ‘<D1D1D1D1> _ Ff?2_>27 (6.16)

(@) | (D1 D1 D1 1)

so that from (4.60) we immediately read off

»2 6
PR =18 0208 + 22 (—11 st 4H1+A) : (6.17)
JA Tt
where W(Al) = —% Ji = —%A(A + 3). We have therefore achieved a great simplification compared

to the initial problem: in order to extract the quantity (6.1) of interest, we only have to compute
the vectors F(g’)2_>4. Note that only even values of A appear in the OPE, so that the length of the

vectors F(Az,)Q _,4 is determined by [1]
dim[dr—4(A)] = [(A/4)?], (A even). (6.18)

Thus, the number of operators that contributes to the mixing problem grows quadratically with
their conformal dimension: this can be contrasted with other cases where mixing problems have
been successfully solved, such as those arising in the study of holographic correlators®®. In all those
cases [32-37] one is interested in the mixing between “double-trace” operators, and the growth of
the degeneracy is only linear in the dimension. This makes our problem considerably harder.

38In the case of the e-expansion [52] one makes an ansatz of pure transcendentality, with only a handful of
parameters to fix, so that it is enough to consider the mixing problem only for low dimension of the exchanged
operators.
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6.2 The strategy

Having identified the quantity of interest, let us discuss how it can be computed. The common
strategy that is adopted in the literature is that of bootstrapping/computing families of correlators,
extracting averaged CFT data from each one, and computing the relevant quantities once enough
averages are available. More precisely, from a one-loop correlator (S7S525554) such that singlet
supermultiplets appear both in S; x S and in S3 x Sy, one extracts the average

(@l 9 A 5,505 iion TR pid, (6.19)
The OPE coefficients can be computed in the free theory once an explicit basis of operators is
chosen. By varying the external operators one computes, through the quantities (6.19), linear
combinations of the entries of F(A2): so long as these are linearly independent from each other, for
each A a finite number of averages (6.19) will be enough to extract all the entries of the matrix.
The question of linear independence is not an irrelevant one, and is related to whether the free
theory OPE coefficients span, when varying the external operators within the chosen family, all the
directions in the degeneracy space d(A).

This work will be no exception from this point of view, but we would like to stress again an
important difference with the double-trace mixing encountered in the study of holographic corre-
lators. In that context, it is enough to consider four-point functions between half-BPS operators
or arbitrary weight, which are dual to KK modes of fundamental fields on the internal space. This
would correspond to studying (D, D,D,D,) correlators at one loop??, which was done in the previ-
ous section and was our initial motivation to study that specific set of observables. However, as we
discussed in Section 5, the situation here is very different: as opposed to KK modes, the operators
D, are not independent from each other but rather obtained as powers of D;. This reflects into

) where Oy, is an

the considerations around (5.21): consider the three-point function (D,,DP@L>(
element of dy(A) (hence we can think of it as a vector). This vanishes for p < L/2, as one can
easily see from Wick contractions,while for p > L/2, regardless of the precise definition of Op, one

has

(D,D,0.)) = (;;2) (D1j2Dp0L) . (6.20)
One can then choose a basis in each dr(A) such that <DL/2DL/2@L>(O) is only non-zero for one
specific operator, and the same will be true for all <DPDP@L>(O). Hence, (D,D,D,D,) correlators
only give access to a one-dimensional subspace of dy,(A) for each L, and therefore cannot be used
to extract the whole vector I‘gé _,4: one can use them to extract exactly one entry, which is only
enough for A = 4 but already insufficient at A = 6.

To overcome this problem, one has to consider a different family of correlators where at least one
of the external operators belongs to a long multiplet: since there are no semi-short representations
at strong coupling, this is the only alternative to half-BPS multiplets. In particular, we focus on
the following class of observables:

(D1D1D3Lexe) = <D191D258ff‘670]> ) (6.21)

which we bootstrap up to one loop still using an adaptation of the method of Section 3, as we
discuss in the next subsection. Let us first explain how we use (6.21) to compute F(i)z _,4- First,

39Note that singlet supermultiplets appear in the OPE Dy, X Dy, only for k1 = kg, so our restriction to pairwise
equal weights still gives access to the same amount of data as (D, Dg,Dr,Dr,), at least so long as singlets are
concerned.
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note that in the direct channel OPE one has

Dl X Dl =7 D2 () Z ‘Cg,[O,O] s DQ X 'C(}JL,T(;,U] = DQ (&) Z ‘C(})L,[O,O] D... s (622)
h h

where in the second expression we have suppressed terms that do not contribute to (6.21), so
that the exchanged operators in (6.21) in the direct channel are the same as those exchanged in
(D1D1D1Dy). The only caveat here is that the exchanged long operator in Dy x L’gjfg,()] is not the
superprimary of Eg7[070], but rather its (unique!) descendant in the representation [0, 2]k, see [1].
We also note that since the three-point function <D1D1£8,[070]) is completely fixed in terms of a
single number by superconformal symmetry, we have (see [1] for a derivation and more comments)
g’jpl o =hh+ 1) 0 o (6.23)
where following the notation of [1] we have denoted by O" the superconformal primary of the
relevant [,g’ [0,0] supermultiplet and by O" its descendant in the representation [0, 2]2. Then, say we
are able to bootstrap (6.21) at one loop for a certain choice of Leyy: this allows to extract averaged
anomalous dimensions which, using again (6.11) and the structure (6.9) can be expressed as

(0) 4 (2) = (a© ’ r® ©

a = (a + ~n X 6.24

< v >A (D1D1D2Lext) < >A (D1D1D2 Lext) A,2-2 NDlDlOf:z AsLoxt 2 ( )

where ,u(g)p 5a 18 the three-point function coefficient between two D, insertions and the unigue
1-1Y L=2

operator of dimension A and L = 2, while

2 0
XA,ﬁexn = (F(A,)Q—A) ' M,(Djﬁext@€=4 ’ (625)

©
D2 Lex OF_,

mined by all possible choices of @fﬂl € dr—4(A). Thus, for each choice of Ley one has access

to a given linear combination of the entries of FA252H4, defined by (6.25). The coefficients in the
(0)

DQﬁextéf:L
determine linearly independent vectors, as it can be seen by computing such objects directly in the

free theory using Wick contractions. Hence, as opposed to (DpDpDyDy), (D1D1D2Lext) do provide

where p should be thought of as a vector of OPE coefficients, whose entries are deter-

linear combination are determined by the OPE coefficients p which, upon varying Les,

enough information to compute the entries of F(A2’)2 e

As a concluding remark for this subsection, we would like to emphasize that the choice of
(D1D1D, g,e[x(;,o]> is arbitrary, as one could have chosen for instance (DprDqﬁgf["&q]
over the component of the singlet exchanged supermultiplet is the superconformal primary and not

one of its descendants. However, a crucial ingredient of the procedure streamlined above is the

}, where more-

knowledge of the explicit form on the external and exchanged long operators in terms of free fields
in AdS. This is what allows to compute the free theory correlators that provide the starting point
of the bootstrap analysis of the next subsection, as well as allowing to compute all free theory OPE
coefficients from Wick contractions. The construction of the superconformal primaries of E(})L,[o,o}

multiplets and their [0, 2]} descendants, relevant for (DlDngﬁgT&O]) is discussed in [1]. In partic-
ular, we are only interested in exchanged operators with L = 2,4 and we will only consider Ly
of the same length, which turns out to be sufficient for our purposes (note that in the free theory
(D1D1D2Leys) vanishes when L[Lext] > 4). Similarly, we will only consider Ley of even dimension
(in the free theory), since this is the relevant case for intermediate operators. On the other hand,
the application of the procedure discussed above to (DprDqﬂgT&q]
independently both singlet and {0, [0, ¢]} superconformal primaries.

) would require to construct
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6.3 Bootstrapping (D1D1DsLexs)

Let us now describe how the bootstrap algorithm presented in Section 3 is adapted to the case of
(D1D1 D3 Leys) correlators. The superconformal kinematics and blocks are discussed in [1], here we
will simply use the results. The correlator is determined in terms of a unique function F(x) as

h.

Y; - Y3)(Ys - Y- t

<D1D1D2L‘ext>:( ! ;’)(22 3)( 12 ) F(x), (6.26)
11533 t1at2q

where Y; are polarization vectors for the operators Dy and Da, see [1] for more details. Since the
four-point function is not crossing-symmetric, we defined two inequivalent OPE channels which
again we refer to as direct (d) and crossed (¢) channel, with associated behavior of the cross ratio
and exchanged operators given by

direct (y = 0) : Dy & Zﬁh 0,0]

(6.27)
crossed (x — 1) Dy @ ZL' [0,1]

where recall that, as discussed above and in [1], the exchanged unprotected operator in the direct
channel is actually the [0,2]% descendant of 58,[0,0]~ The associated superconformal blocks are
derived in [1] and we will not repeat them here. We denote them with §4.0(x) (§c,0(x)) for the
exchange of an operator O in the direct (crossed) channel. The main observation regarding the
structure of the conformal blocks is that they not only depend on the dimension of the exchanged
operators, but also on the external long dimension hey;. When expanding around A = oo, the
appearance of derivatives of blocks and logarithms in the OPE will therefore have two origins: the
expansion of the CFT data of exchanged operators around their free theory value, as well as the
expansion

L)) (2)
Boxt = Aexs + Ay ) RIS 6.28
t t \/X’y t )\,-Y t ( )

of the dimension of L.y, where we have denoted with Ay its dimension in the free theory, and we
will only consider the case of even Agy. As usual, it will be useful to organize the analytic structure
of the correlator highlighting the explicit powers of log generated by the OPE in both channels, as

4
FO(y ZF(‘ L (x) log"( Z x) log®(1 - x). (6.29)

With these ingredients, let us consider the bootstrap problem order by order.

Free theory. Consider a specific choice of L.y:: then free theory correlators are simply computed
by Wick contractions. As discussed, this requires an explicit construction for Ley: for operators
of length L = 2,4 this is given in [1] (note that there are no singlet long multiplets with L = 1, 3),
while these correlators vanish identically for L > 4. The OPE in the free theory reads

F(O)(X)*adngdm Jrz AS’dA (x)

0) © (6.30)
= Q. p, Sc,Dl X +Z ac ) ASC,A(X))
A

where regardless of the specific choice for Ley, the sum in the direct channel runs over even values
of A > 2, while in the crossed channel all A > 3 contribute. This is related to the emergent braiding
symmetry at strong coupling, where as opposed to a generic 1d CFT all permutations of the four
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external operators lead to symmetries of the associated four-point functions. In this case, the first
two operators (D;) are identical and this leads to the invariance

FO(y) = F(O)(ﬁ) _ (6.31)

The presence of only even values of A in the direct channel OPE is as usual related to this fact and
the property of superconformal blocks

Sa.0(25) = (1" =T 0(x), (6.32)

which is a symmetry when heyy and he are even integers, which is the case of interest here in the
free theory. As in the previous cases, although the braiding symmetry is naively only present in the
free theory, we will always be able to use it as a constraint order by order in perturbation theory,
in the spirit of (3.29), and we will always be able to define an extension of the correlators beyond
X € (0,1) such that braiding is an exact symmetry.

In terms of explicit results, there is an obvious difference between the case L[Lex] = 2 and
L[Lext] = 4: in the former, there is exactly one operator for each dimension, of the schematic form
O(LkZ)Q ~ 9% ¢, with dimension Agy = 2 + 2k in the free theory (see [1] for explicit expressions).
It will be easy to give closed form expressions as functions of k in this sector. In particular, for free
theory correlators (where we normalize O(Lk:)2 such that go = 1) one has

NEV2A+E)Q2+E)A+E) 14+ (1 - x)*HF

(0)
F = , 6.33
(1=2)(X) V2(5 + 2k)! Xk (6:33)
which using (6.30) gives the OPE data
a0 = V2N (B)Y2(1+ k)2 + k) (4 + k)!
2 5+ 2k)! ’
(5 +2k) (6.34)
(@) 5 = 2224+ A1+ k+ A)!
d /AT T oA)N (k)2
in the direct channel, where
16(3 + 2k)(5 + 2k)(2k + 1)!
N (k) = , 6.35
(k) 24+k)B+E)4+E) (6:35)
and
0
© _ agl,%vg
Gepy, = 5
1 2
(6.36)

0, A<2+k,

(@?)a = { A1 (14k) 2+k) (3+k) (4+k) (A—k—2) (=24 A)!(5+k+A)!
(=1) V2(5+2k) (220! , A>k+2,

in the crossed channel. On the other hand, the large degeneracy present for L[Lexs] = 4 makes
the result heavily dependent on the choice of basis, which is completely arbitrary, and we have not
found an organizing principle that selects a particularly convenient basis. For this reason, we will
not give explicit results in that sector but the interested reader can contact the authors. The main
structure that we have observed in the results is that one can choose a basis for dy—4(Aeys) such
that

1— Aoyt /2 1— Aext/2—1 1— 2
F(O)(X):{( Y) Gy a=x)° ,0,...,0}

, R 6.37
XAext XAext —2 X4 ( )
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where we notice that out of a total of dim[d;—4(Aext)] = [(Aext/4)%| operators, only the first
% give non-vanishing correlators (with a very simple strucutre), while the remaining ones give
zero. The meaning of this fact is not clear to us. We have no closed-form expression for the squared
OPE coefficients appearing in the blocks decomposition (6.27) in this case, we limit to mention the
fact that in the basis (6.37) the <a&0)>A are all zero for A > Ay — 2 and (a (O)>A all vanish for

A > Aggy, for all cases in (6.37).

Tree level. Moving to the first perturbative order, we make as usual an ansatz of transcendentality
one

FO(x) =r1(x) + r2(x) log(1 — x) + r3(x) log x, (6.38)

It is convenient to introduce the following combinations

Tk 00 = X872 (9a)" (9a2) X 22 Fa0(x).

(6.39)
U 00 = X2 (08) (080)® XA B0 (X)
which allow to express the OPE at this order as
Fs,l]lg ( ) ’)/ext F(O) Z a’ 0)7((1 ) ASd,A(X)a
Fc(}ligl(x) > (@05 ABea(x)
A
Fyi) 000 =vea[alp, om0 + D (@) aFen) (0] + D (@7 asin) (0
0 2 " 4 (6.40)
+ Z agp,Fap, () + Y _(ay ) aFaalx)
A
F) o) vm[ O 80m 00 + (@) aF0 (0] + Y (a3 (0
A A
)+ > (M) aFealx) .
A

+ Z GS%JQ Se,D, (X +
A

Given the discussion of the previous sections, we have by now proved that the anomalous dimensions
at first order are proportional to the quadratic superconformal Casimir and in particular given by
(5.44). We can therefore use such result, and in particular

1 1 1
W= —FBen(Ban +3), WA =—3AA+3), Afd=-3A@+3)+2, (64D

to resum the first two lines in (6.40) and obtain the two functions r2(x) and r3(x) in (6.38). This
determines the full correlator only up to the rational function (), which is constrained by braiding
symmetry:

r(x) =r(25) (6.42)
as well as by the boundary conditions dictated by the OPE

FO(x) ~ x84+ O(x 2= | (x = 0),

FON) ~14+01-x), (x—1). (649

Put together, these constraints turn out to fix F(1) () for each Loy of dimension Ay up to Aexe/2
parameters, which are related to the necessity of resolving mixing for the tree-level OPE coefficients.

—81 —



However, it will turn out to that it is still possible to compute the averages <a(0) 7(2)>
without fixing this ambiguity, so we disregard it for the time being.

As for the free theory, results for L[Lex] = 4 have to be discussed case by case and we shall
not give them here, while for L[Lex] = 2 we find, for example,

A ’ (D1D1D2Loxe)

0
2+ k)alp,

Filog (00 = Iz Otk =0 = 2+ kx — (x - D5+ k +2v)), o
" @GR+ 20a0p, (x— 1)\

Fclo 1(X)_
;108 4 X

Moreover, let us stress that the explicit form of tree level correlator is not necessary nor particularly
illuminating: for our purposes, they are just a necessary intermediate step since (as we discuss in
the next paragraph) one needs to compute <a((11)> A (up to the ambiguities discussed above) in order

to extract the averages (a(®) ~(?) from one loop correlators.

A ’ (D1D1D2Loxs)

One loop. The highest perturbative order we are interested in is one loop, where we make an
ansatz of transcendentality two, this time assuming the absence of Lis(x) from the final answer.
This seems natural given the fact that it never appears in the other results discussed so far and
moreover as stressed in Section 4.7 it cannot be obtained from the diagonal limit of single-valued
HPLs in higher dimensions, which is the case for all other functions appearing in our results. We
then set

FO(x) =r1(x) + [r2(x) +73(x) log(1 — x)] log(1 — x)

(6.45)
+ [ra(x) + 75 (x) log(1 — x) + 76(x) log x] log x .

Note, however, that we are not interested in bootstrapping the full correlator at this order, since
our motivation for considering (D;D1DsLeyt) is really just related to the necessity of computing
the averages (6.24), which can be extracted from the log x singularity in the direct channel:

Fﬁg = [ra(x) + r5(x) log(1 — x)] log x - (6.46)

Let us then discuss how this quantity can be computed. The OPE for the relevant parts of the
correlator reads

2 1, «a 1 0)_(1),_(1 1
Fing 00 =56 ?FO00 + 5 D {ai i (v = 206d) afaa ().
A

1
F00 =5 Y (@ ())aFes ()

A
Fitos 00 = = e FO00) = (1000, %&283( )+ () 308 (0]
e [adoﬁwz(wz ag)aFaa00) + (@ 78)a@ia 00 = Fia’ (00)))
+Z +al! Y aFaat0) + (@ 8TV ()
(6.47)

from which it is clear that the highest logarithmic singularities, Fé 133g (x) and FC( l())g (x), can be

computed from CFT data at previous orders using the fact that the degeneracy is not lifted at tree
level. One then obtains

() = F 200, re(x) = Fip2(X), (6.48)
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while braiding symmetry fixes the remaining term of transcendentality two to be

r5(x) = —r3(x0) +713(7) - (6.49)

(2 )

the other function appearing in F ol is constrained to be braiding symmetric

ra(0) = ra(5) (6.50)

and the other constraints from braiding will not be relevant here. Compatibility with the OPE also
requires that

d,log(X) ~ ><7Aext ) (X - 0) ’ (651)

and some experimenting with the ansatz shows that the correct denominator for r4(x) seems to be
X2+ (1—x), although this can be shown in practice by looking for solutions with other denominators

and imposing the constraints. All together, these constraints fix F’ i 12) (x) up to a finite number
of coefficients, in analogy with what happens for Fé 133 (x). However, in this case Fézlz)gl (x) is

what allows us to compute the averages (6.24), so it is important to understand how to fix such
coefficients.

Before explaining how this is done, an important remark is in order. In (6.47), the first term
in the expansion of Flfg)l (x) contains yéii and we should clarify what we mean by that, since the
external operators Loy we are working with are not eigenstates of the dilatation operator, and
therefore their conformal dimension is not well-defined. One should really interpret that part of
the OPE as follows. For an external operator Ley; with hiﬂl = Aext, fix an arbitrary basis O o
in d(Aext), with a = 1,...,dim[d(Aext)]. Then, the term we are focusing on should really be

interpreted as

[Fa 0] = [r@j“} [FOW)] Ry (6.52)
where note that F(Ai)n above is expressed in the basis chosen for the external operators, which needs
not be the same as that used for the ezchanged operators. In principle, one should then either choose
the same basis for the two sets of operators or work out the explicit change of basis relating the two.
In practice, however, it turns out to be sufficient to treat the entries of the matrix I‘(Ai)xt appearing
in (6.52) as unknown parameters, with no need to input their correct values: the constraints that
we discuss below are still sufficient to fix the result uniquely, and this allows us to treat the external
and exchanged operators independently.

Let us now go back to the problem of fixing the undetermined parameters in r4(x). We use
the recursive procedure outlined in [2]: imagine to know the averages (a(®)7())5 computed on
<’D1D1D2£ext> correlators for all external operators Lext of length L = 2, 4 and free theory dimension
2 < Agyt < A 2, for a certain even integer A. Combined with the knowledge of the free theory OPE
coefficients, that We can compute with Wick contractions, such averages are enough to compute the
components of FA gy for A=2,. A +2, using (6.24). This information can be used to compute
<a( )~(2) ) for (DlDlDzﬁext> Where now we increase the dimension of the external operator by two
units: Aexe = A for all values of A < A + 2. These averages can be used as constraints on the
small x expansion of é’llgl using the OPE (6.47), and they turn out to provide exactly enough
information to fix all the undetermined parameters in r4(), even if we have been agnostic about the
entries of F(Ai)xt in (6.52) and we have not fixed the ambiguity in the determination of <a((il)> A. By
studying the OPE for operators with A > A +2 we can then obtain all the averages (a(9~y(3) A for
all A and all Lexe with Ay = A. This completes our recursive step and one can then move to the
next by repeating the above with A — A + 2. Note that for the procedure to work it is important

— 83 —



that we always allow Lzt to range over all operators with L = 2,4 and a certain dimension Agys,
as only this way one can explore enough directions in the degeneracy space dp—4(A). The starting
point of the recursion is A= 2, so we should explain how we computed F(A)2 _4 for A =24, The
answer is simple: for A = 2 there is a unique operator with L = 2 and no operators of L = 4, so
I‘(AQ):Q’QH4 is empty; for A = 4 there is a unique operator with L = 4 so F(AQ):4,2H4 is a real number
which can be extracted from, e.g., (D1 D1 DyDy)?).

The explicit results for Ff)zm _,, depend on the choice of basis, so they are generally not
particularly illuminating, although we shall give some examples in the next subsection. What we
are really interested in, on the other hand, is the average (6.14), which does not depend on the basis.
In practice, we compute all entries of F(AQ): 1,254 10 an arbitrary basis up to a certain A, obtaining
enough data as to allow us to guess a closed-form expression for (6.14). In particular, considering
all Lege with L = 2,4 and 2 < Aqye < 14 allows us to access entries of F(A2)=472_>4 for 2 < A < 16.
With an ansatz based on the expected transcendentality of the result (in terms of harmonic sums)
and the reciprocity principle??, this is enough to guess

2 —2 352 —4
R e CRUN IR e
4(3)° +8(A)" —15(A)* =36 29(j3)° + 108(j3)* — 56(s3)* — 288
B 453 +2) abtt 32(j% +2) '

(6.53)

We then performed a consistency check by pushing our procedure to Ay = 16 and comparing the
average thus obtained for A = 18 with the prediction of (6.53), finding perfect agreement. Moreover,
it is important to highlight that at every step of the recursive procedure described above the total
number of equations that determine the entries F(Az?Q _,4 is more than the number of unknowns, so
that we are always dealing with over-constrained systems of equations: the fact that they admit a
solution represents a non-trivial check of the validity of this procedure and of our assumptions.

In the simplest case where Lo, is the unique operator with L = 2 and A. = 2, the correlator
does not depend on any free parameter and we can bootstrap it completely, obtaining

2 1+(1-x)?2
FO00 R
2 5—Tx+(1—-x)3(5+2x
FO(x) :\/5x2[ (1—x) ( Jog x — (1 = %5+ 2x) log(1 - x)
1941 - x) + 109x2}
24 ’
1 [50.150x + 145y2 — 40x® + 15x* — 20x° + 9x®
FO0 = 7| -7 log

50 — 100x + 45x% + 9x® + 18y* — 18x°
: log x log(1 — x)
- X
—130 + 260y — 117x2 — 13x3 + 284 log
(1-x)
6 + 56x — 113x2 + 19x3 + 28x* 17278(1 — ) + 11519y 2
n X XX X X Jog(1— x) + ( 5X7)6 X}_

+ (1= x)%(20 4 20 + 9x?) log®(1 — x) +

(6.54)

40Note that in (6.14) we are expressing ((v(2)2)x = (v (2)> + (5F$>(A) The whole quantity is not expected to
have an expansion in powers of ji, due to the corrections discussed in Appendix B, but the half-integer powers are

fully captured by (7(2))27 so that 5F(2>(A) should have an expansion in integer powers of jA for large A. All terms
n (6.53), including the harmonic sums, have this property.
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Another interesting result that can be expressed in a simple way is the average (7(2)> A computed
for external operators of length two:

YP)a =y D0aY + (G2/2+ X)) Hiva + (52/2 + 53/2)Ha 11

(DiD1 D200,

22010+ 352) + 473 (<19 = 72 + 1) — (R)Pes + 1558 (059
8(2+52)(2+j3) ’
where ,Y(Al) = —j%/2 is the dimension of operators E(?[o o) at tree level, with j& = A(A +3) and

32 = Aexe(Dexe +3) = 24+ k)(5+ k).

6.4 CFT data, unmixed

Let us collect here some of the results that we have obtained from the study of the mixing problem
at strong coupling.

Singlet operators with A = 4. We start from the d(/JA o 0]) that is the sector of singlet long
multiplets whose conformal dimension is four at strong couphng. There are two such operators,
with L = 2 and L = 4 respectively, so there is no ambiguity in the choice of basis and the two
operators have the schematic form (note we use O to stress that operators are in the basis of fixed
length, as opposed to the eigenstates basis)

O(A =4 ~ o+ ..., O(A =9 ~ ot (6.56)

where the derivatives act in such a way as to give a superconformal primary and the dots denote
terms with superconformal descendants of ¢, see [1] for more details. On the other hand, the
second operator only contains terms in ¢ and we are only being schematic with its normalization.
Given that there is just one operator for each length, the mixing problem in this sector can actually
be solved by looking just at (D,D,D,D,), and given that the maximum length is two it would in
principle be enough to consider p = 1,2 for some ¢ > p. One would normally resolve the degeneracy
for the free theory OPE coefficients together with the first order anomalous dimensions. However,
as mentioned several times I‘(Al) is proportional to the identity and therefore cannot be used for
this purpose. We then consider the two averages (a(?9)a—4 and (a(®) v(?))A_, for this purpose. In
particular, we have*!

(0) (0) (0) baq _ _
<a >A:4’<DprDqu> - Iuppo(A 1) :u‘qq@(A:4) - 7 [1 + 3 ( 1)((] 1)] )
(0) (2) — (,00_ (2 (0 _ 22 P4 . B
(a® 4@ A 4\%%7) oy = ) TR sy = 970 + B0 269+ 57(p — 1)(g — 1)]
(6.57)
where we have defined the vector
(0) _ {00 (0)
’u'pp@(A:‘l) - ('uppO(A 4y 'upp(’)(A 4)> . (6.58)

It is clear from the diagrammatics that the free theory OPE coefficients (6.58) can be at most
quadratic in p, and moreover since the second operator has length four the OPE coefficient must
vanish when p = 12, We could of course (and we have) compute (6.58) in the free theory, but it

41We are implicitly normalizing the operators. Moreover, since they have different lengths, they are of course
orthogonal in the sense of the free-theory two point functions.

42Note that this input is crucial, as it distinguishes between the two operators. Without this, one could only unmix
this sector up to a O(2) rotation parameter.
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turns out that these observations on their dependence on p together with the constraints (6.57) are
enough to find both the OPE coefficients (6.58) and the entries of F(A2)= 4 (which, of course, must be
independent of p and ¢!). The result is

O (Y ]
’upp(a(A:@ - (\/?v p(p 1) 35> y (659)
as well as

. 2003 = /5

2 30 2

r = . .

L=l me (6.60)
2 4

Note that all entries are non-vanishing and in particular this implies that the eigenstates of the

dilatation operator mix different lengths at second order. We find that the matrix (6.60) is diago-
nalized by the two states

1 163 L 163
1- —\/5+
(A=4 (A=4 (2) (A(A=4) A(Aa=4) 2) \/2 21/62569 \/2 2/62569
(01 )a 0, )) = Mx_, (OL:Q )a O(L:4 ) ’ Mé:4 = 1 163 1 163
\/5 T V62560 \/5 "~ 2/62569
(6.61)

The corresponding OPE coefficients are

(0) _ _p 1 163 [ . 1 163
O sy = 5ol (,/2 M (43 + V62659 — 120p) , /5 + ;AL (43 + 62659+120p)) :

(6.62)
while the eigenvalues of F(A2): 4, read
7 7
~ = ——(1033 — v62659), 7% _,, = —— (1033 + V/62659), (6.63)
of 120 &) 120

and note that we are fixing a sign ambiguity in determining the eigenstates (and associated OPE
coefficients) by requiring that (6.62) are both positive for p = 1. Other choices are possible and
equally valid. One could have actually derived the same results by starting directly with the basis
of eigenstates, and thinking of the averages (6.57) as

(0) _ ,,(0) ., (0)
<CL >A:4’(’DPDPDqu> —MppO(A:4) /J/qqo(A:4))
(2) 6.64
(@© @) 5 4’ — (p© )T Toa=s (2)0 4 s (6.64)
= = OA=4 oa=4) -
(DpDpDyDy) pp 0 ’YoéA:@ 4

Now we have one less unknown, as we have assumed a diagonal form for the anomalous dimension
matrix. On the other hand, in this basis both OPE coefficients are (a priori) arbitrary polynomials
of degree two in p: we have simply traded the information on one of them vanishing for p = 1
with the vanishing of the off-diagonal entries of F(AQ): , in the eigenstates basis. Requiring the OPE

coefficients to be positive for p = 1 and choosing, as above, 72/)22&:4) < WS()A:@»
1 2

one recovers the
same results.

It turns out that in the A = 4 sector we can actually go further, exploiting the fact that in
Section 5 we have derived the two-loop correlators (D1D1D,D,) and (DyDyDyDs). This will allow

us to unmix the first order OPE coefficients together with the third order anomalous dimensions.
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We have the averages

My —g (9L _ 3
(@) a=a (DyDyD,Dy) q (5 — 119) »
1) — 38
<CL >A=4 (DaD2DaDy) 315 (6 65)
(@@ 4B 1 WA, _, Db D 755(90563 — 46125 — 8100¢°) ,
121 qq
0) A(3) 1) ~(2) _ 224377
<a TR Ee >A:4 (D2D2D2D2) 675
We can interpret these in the length basis, where
1) — 0 ey 1) ., (0)
{a >A:4’(D1D1Dqu) = Hppoa=s T Hggoa=n T Hppaa=n T Hogpa=n
0) A 3) 4 41 A2y, ‘ — (0 @) 0
<a Y +a Y >A74 ('D1D1D(1Dq> (Mppo(A:4)) A=4 'uqu(A:‘l) (666)

(0) T2 (1)
(Mppa(A:4)) I‘A:4 qq@(A:4)

1) T (2 0)
(/L;p@m:@) FA):4 'ut(qu’A)(A:“) .

We now can solve (6.65) for the first order OPE coefficients and third order anomalous dimensions.
1)

ppO(A=1)
in p, but this time we lack any basic consideration based on diagrammatics that can impose further

constraints like we had in the free theory. Thus, although just using the data in (6.65) we can solve
1

The study of tree level correlators from Section 5 suggests that p should be of degree three

for p for generic p, as well as for Fg’): 4» We are only able to to so up to one free parameter,

ppO (A=)
that we label a. The results read
€y _ (p(386-135p) p(p—1)(1-36p) (0) _ (01
Mpp(a(A:l) o ( 90v7 6170 ) +a€’upp@(A=4) €= (_1 0) ) (6.67)
and
) 4424 10087 @ @
15
PALy = (_ 10087 _34?@) +a (6 Pacy —TAZy 6) ) (6.68)
361/10 36

where I’g): 4 is the second order anomalous dimension matrix in the length basis, as appearing in
(6.60). The undetermined parameter « is clearly related to the ambiguity of performing infinitesimal
rotations in the free theory. We will soon resolve such ambiguity in two distinct ways, but first
let us note that its presence is not related to the fact that we have considered only few correlators
from which to extract the averages. To make this more explicit, note that plugging in (6.66) the
solution (6.67) and (6.68) we can compute the averages

]

<a(1)>A:4‘<D ooy ~ 315 (4 (P (1= @) + (1= p)) — 3(83(p +9) — Tdpa) +389) ,
171 qq

w

(@3 4 alD 7(2)>A:4‘<D pipipy, ~ 36 (23490p4 (p+ q) —15390(" + ¢°)
171 qq

+43710 (p + q) — 21075pq — 118883) ,
(6.69)

which are independent of the undetermined parameter a. Note, moreover, that while we do not
have access to other correlators at two loops, we can cross-check the prediction for <a(1)> against
the results of Section 5, finding perfect agreement. A similar logic applies to averages extracted to
other four-point functions.
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There are two ways to fix the coefficient a. The first is a bit indirect and consists in realizing
that there has to be a unique value of o and physical quantltleb should be independent of 1t Now,

suppose that we knew the product of the eigenvalues of F Wthh we will call 'y( ()A 4 and ’y ( Amd)

Then we could solve the equation

det TW =75 78 = 549 (~112624207 + 174342v/10a + 37927675), (6.70)

which in general has two solutions. A unique solution is present if and only if

29057 /5
=""./2 6.71
“ 187707\/g (6.71)
which gives
(1) _ <p(2327992477575105p) p(762569(p71)(36p71)7290570)) (6.72)
“pp6<A:4) - 56312107 ’ 375414+/70 ’ ’
and
‘ 90573427 _11071459\/3
F(As): o 312845 w7 \ 2| (6.73)
11071459 \/E 201199111
187707 \/ 2 2252484

1)

Note that, a posteriori, the criterion that fixes o seems to be that K PpOE=D is actually one degree

less than ,u( )A< A= as a polynomial in p. The same holds for the free theory result and presumably

can be used as a crlterlon at higher orders as well. There is, however, a more instructive way to fix
a. Note that in (6.66) we have insisted on using the length basis, but we could have used the basis
of eigenstates instead: the solution for u(®) and 7(?) is known from the analysis above, while p(!)
and 4®) are unknowns, but since we are diagonalizing the anomalous dimensions matrix we have
one less unknown than previously, where the analysis was done in the length basis. The anomalous
dimensions 'y( ()A 4 and ’y(s()A 4 found with this method match precisely the eigenvalues of (6.73),

thus conﬁrmlng the vahdlty of the prev1ous analy51s We are then ready to put everything together,

and give the result for the dimension of (’)1 and (92A 4
h[O(A:4)} 4 14 n 7(1033 — \/62569) 7 (673805561 — 1581637+/62569) n
1 T2 120\ 22524840 \3/2 Y (6.74)
h[(’)(A:4)} 4 14 7(1033 + v/62569) B 7 (673805561 + 1581637+/62569) .
2 N AL/2 120 A 22524840 \3/2 o
and their OPE coefficients
9 (434 120p — V62569)2 p? e {389 — 249p + 219p? — 108p®
Hopoi>= = 375066 — 22821/62569 630

510526661 + 5856154953p — 5169773793p? + 1101464676p3} 1

394184701/62569 ALz (6.75)
) (43 +120p + v62569)2 p* 7389 — 249p + 219p* — 108p?
Fopol®= = 375066 + 2282/62569 { 630
510526661 + 5856154953p — 5169773793p? 4 1101464676p> } 1
394184701/62569 AL/2

These results are found to agree perfectly with the numerical analysis of [11, 12] after a numerical
fit at strong coupling (for p = 1). We thank the authors of those papers for sharing the relevant
data with us.
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Singlet operators with A = 6. Moving to A = 6, we have a dimension four vector space
(EO o, o]) containing one operator of length two, two operators of length four and one operator of
length six. We choose our basis to be*?

0P8~ ' 4., OPZ8, ~0%pt ..., 0228, ~0Pp ..., OPZ5~y®,  (6.77)

where again the dots denote terms with ¢ and f. Moreover, although we have not been careful
in spelling out the structure and the normalization, we are considering all operators to be unit-
normalized in the sense of the two-point functions. Note that since there are two operators for L = 4
there is arbitrariness in the choice of basis within dL:4(£0A7[T)760]): we have chosen an orthonormal
basis for simplicity, but this is in general not necessary. We need to choose four correlators that can
explore this four-dimensional degeneracy space. We can use (D,D,D,D,) correlators to span one
direction in dp(A) for each L, so we need one more independent piece of information since there
are two operators with length four. To this end, we can use (D1D1DsLeyt) choosing the simplest
Lext, namely the unique operator with A = 2 and L = 2 in the free theory. Note that the (7(2)>
extracted from this can be read off from (6.55). We will not repeat a detailed analysis here, but
following the same logic as above we can obtain

110619 9\/ 165 3\/42 0
560

9165 3541 / 13 / 1565

FA:6 | 3v429 28 / 13 20323 19
2 3V 5 120 42
/1365 1035

0 === V42

from which the eigenvalues can be easily read off. An interesting observation is that despite the
structure (6.9), that is respected by this result, the eigenstates of I’(AQ):6 mix operators of all lengths:

—~
V)
—

oo

(6.78)

the simplification in the structure of the dilatation operator seems to be present only in the length
basis but is completely lost once we go to the basis of eigenstates.

Higher A. Moving to higher A one has operators of length up to L = A and moreover the
degeneracy spaces dr(A) are non-trivial for L > 6 starting from A = 8. Thus, (D,D,D,D,) are
no longer enough to resolve the degeneracy for L > 6 and (D1;D1D2Ley) can only be used for
L = 4. Therefore, starting with A = 8 the system of correlators that we have considered is no
longer enough to fully resolve the degeneracy and determine the eigenstates and eigenvalues of the
dilatation operator. Instead, for A > 8 we limit to extracting F(AQ?Q _,4 and computing its norm,
which is what allows us to guess (6.53).

Operators in the {0,[0,1]} representation. While our main goal in addressing the mixing
problem was to compute the average (6.1), which concerns the sector of singlet long multiplets,
as a byproduct of our analysis one can extract plenty of information regarding the spectrum of
the theory. In particular, so long as there is only one degenerate operator for each length the
(D,D,D,D,) correlators are enough to determine the exact eigenstates and eigenvalues of the
dilatation operator. As an example, let us consider long multiplets £0A7[071]. From the analysis
of [1], we can argue the degeneracies listed in table 2 for the first few values of A. We thus see
that for A = 3,4 there is no degeneracies and indeed the one-loop anomalous dimension of such
operators follows from the general formula (5.37) for non-degenerate operators. On the other hand,

43More precisely, we have a derivative structure of the type

OPZ8 . = (9020 — L2(00)) ¢® + 3(000)? +..., OLZ], = (9% + 3(99)?) ©* —3(pdp)> +....  (6.76)
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Table 2: Degeneracies of long multiplets E()A[o 1] at strong coupling, organized by length.

for A = 5,6 the degeneracy is twofold but the two operators have different lengths in both cases,
so that from (D,D,D,D,) correlators one can extract the matrices

_ 979 /231 _ 3455 5v91
F(Z)(ﬁé[o?ﬂ) - (\/12%1 303 > ’ F(z)(ﬁé[o?ﬂ) B <5x2/%ﬁ 24395 ’ (6.79)
4 3 24

where in both cases we have used a basis where the first operator has L = 3 and the second has
L=5.

7 Discussion

In this paper we have presented several results for perturbative four-point in the 1d defect CFT
defined by the half-BPS Wilson loop in planar N' = 4 SYM, focusing on the case of the fundamental
Wilson loop at strong 't Hooft coupling A. Such results are obtained through the application of an
analytic bootstrap method that consists in formulating an ansatz in terms of HPLs, which has proven
particularly useful in the context of 1d holographic CFTs. Our results include correlation functions
between half-BPS operators as well as mixed correlators between short and long multiplets, which
we bootstrapped to second order in perturbation theory. This was instrumental to addressing a
certain mixing problem due to the degeneracy of operators at A = oo, which in turn allowed to
bootstrap the four-point function of the displacement supermultiplet up to fourth perturbative
order, corresponding to three-loop Witten diagrams.

There are a few aspects that we would like to emphasize and that are worth of future investi-
gations. The first concerns the explicit expression of our perturbative results, which have turned
out to be considerably simpler (especially at high loop order) than the ansatz that we have started
with. More precisely, in the final expressions the HPLs combine to form certain functions known
as Lewin polylogarithms, in such a way that the results can be expressed purely in terms of ordi-
nary logs and the weight-three Lewin polylog. It is then natural to investigate the origin of such
simplicity and try to exploit it to obtain new results. In the main text we have discussed a relation
between the functions appearing in our results and the single-valued HPLs that naturally occur in
higher-dimensional four-point functions: it would certainly be interesting to understand whether
such connection persists at higher perturbative orders and to develop a precise understanding of the
type of functions that can appear in the 1d correlators we are interested in.** This would allow, for
example, to formulate a more stringent ansatz for the displacement four-point function at higher
orders, possibly allowing to bypass (at least to a certain extent) the study of the mixing problem
at higher orders. This would be in the spirit of [38, 39], where a suitably constrained ansatz was
formulated for the spacetime expression of the two-loop graviton four-point amplitude in AdSs x S°,
allowing to obtain the result without addressing the mixing problem.*?

The mixing problem itself is certainly one of the central points of our work. The more involved
nature of this problem compared to those usually encountered at first order in holography has led

44 An understanding of the structure of four-point functions in this model can also be developed considering the
large charge approach of [98], where perturbative results in terms of HPLs are also obtained.

45Gee also [116] for an analogous gluon scattering amplitude in AdSs x.S3. In that case, however, it is not completely
clear that the two-loop gluon amplitude can be separated from the contribution of gravitons, which appear at the
same order in the large central charge expansion.
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us to conduct a careful investigation of the structure of the dilatation operator in perturbation
theory, reminiscent of what has been done for gauge theories at weak coupling [40]. Moreover, the
structure of the theory has forced us to include in our analysis mixed correlators between short and
long multiplets, which has not been considered so far in the study of holographic correlators. We
would like to propose the idea that the methods presented here should be of universal applicability
in other perturbative CFTs: in the mixing problems considered so far in the literature one was
always able to resort to simpler methods, but enlarging the class of observables and understanding
the structure of the dilatation operator will presumably be instrumental to tackle mixing at higher
orders. A possible application of this could be the study of mixing between triple-trace operators
in the holographic regime of N' = 4 SYM, where in [117] it was suggested that external i—BPS
operators could play a role. Moreover, the study of mixed short-long correlators provides an entirely
new class of observables in the study of holographic correlators, providing access to a vast array of
new CFT data. This could potentially be relevant in the study of gluon scattering in AdSs x S3,
which after a series of recent works [31, 35, 116, 118-120] is now on a similar footing to graviton
scattering in AdSs x S°. In this case, gravitons propagating in the bulk reduce to a combination
of both short and long multiplets in AdSs, so that a better understanding of mixed correlators
is necessary for the study of mixed scattering amplitudes between gluons and gravitons in that
context.

The challenge presented by the mixing problem has led us to a detailed analysis of the spectrum
of the theory at strong coupling, as well as to an investigation of the structure of the dilatation
operator in perturbation theory. While at tree level we have been able to obtain the complete
result for the spectrum of anomalous dimensions of long operators, which takes the simple form of a
quadratic Casimir, already at second order we have focused on a particular subsector of operators.
On the other hand, given the compactness of the first order result and the simplifications observed
in the general structure of the dilatation operator at higher orders, it would be interesting to take
a more systematic approach to understand whether higher order corrections also admit analogous
expressions which could shed light on the result at all orders. This type of analysis would also be
relevant for other holographic theories, for which so far investigations of the dilatation operator
have been limited to the double-trace spectrum, with a thorough analysis only available for N = 4
SYM [108, 121, 122]. We hope that our work will provide useful input in this direction.

It is also worth mentioning that the same model considered here has recently been subject
of thorough investigations using a combination of integrability and numerical bootstrap methods,
a technique that has been dubbed “bootstrability” [10-12, 123]. This exploits the knowledge of
the spectrum from integrability as an input for a numerical bootstrap algorithm, which combined
with the integrated correlator constraints found in [12, 123, 124] has been shown to put stringent
bounds on the OPE coefficients of certain long multiplets. All of these developments make the half-
BPS Wilson line defect an extremely interesting playground where one can learn how to combine
different approaches in an attempt to completely solve the model. In this context, it is going
to be interesting to work out the constraints arising from the study of mixed correlators (with
short and long multiplets) in the bootstrability approach. The methods and results developed in
the companion paper [1], as well as the analytic results obtained here at strong coupling, provide
essential input and cross-checks to explore this new territory.

Another interesting direction would be that of considering generalizations of the current setup,
which in the context of the half-BPS Wilson line in N/ = 4 SYM could include the study of 1/N
corrections, Wilson lines in other representations than the fundamental, or higher point functions.
We expect the bootstrap techniques used here to apply to those cases as well, and variations on
the current setting would improve our understanding of the perturbative structure of correlation
functions. This is true in particular for higher-point functions, which have only recently become
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subject of investigations in the context of the analytic bootstrap [109, 110, 125-128].%6 Moreover,
the integrated correlator constraints of [12, 123, 124] have not played a role in our analysis*”, but
could be instrumental to the study of these generalizations, and it would be interesting to study
their extension to higher-point functions or four-point functions between half-BPS operators of
higher rank.

Besides the half-BPS Wilson line, there are other interesting defect SCFTs that one could study
with similar methods. This is certainly true for the half-BPS Wilson line in ABJM, which has been
studied at tree level with analogous techniques to those used here [45], and where the study of
perturbative corrections would probably have a similar structure to that presented in our paper.
On the other hand, the half-BPS surface defect in 6d A" = (2,0) CFTs initiated in [54]*® provides an
even more interesting extension, since one can use Mellin space methods which have the potential
to drastically simplify the expression of the results, in a model where we expect the structure of
the dilatation operator and the type of mixing problem to be analogous to the ones that we have
considered.

Finally, we would also like to mention that having obtained a large class of explicit results
for four-point functions one could use them to further investigate analytic tools for 1d CFTs. In
particular, an inherently one-dimensional formulation of Mellin space was proposed in [43], and it
would certainly be interesting to understand whether it allows to reformulate the bootstrap problem
directly in Mellin space, with similar simplifications to those occurring in higher dimensions. This
would be also relevant for the study of the structure of Mellin amplitudes for holographic correlators
beyond one loop, which is currently unknown. In a similar spirit, a 1d version of the Lorentzian
inversion formula was proposed in [63], but it was never applied to a concrete 1d model. It is natural
to ask whether the use of such an inversion formula allows for a simpler derivation of our results, or
a more systematic reformulation, or even an explanation of why only certain combinations of HPLs
seem to appear in our results.
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A Harmonic polylogarithms

In this appendix we discuss HPLs more in detail, giving an explicit characterization of the basis of
functions used in this paper, as well as its properties. In particular, we shall discuss the transforma-
tion of the HPLs of interest under cyclic and braiding transformations, as well as their properties
as functions of a complex variable.

46See also [129] for a recent computation of a six-point function on the half-BPS Wilson line in N' = 4 SYM from
direct computation using a novel method.

470ne can check, however, that they are satisfied, which provides a further consistency check of the validity of our
results.

48Gee also [130] for a study of bulk correlators in the presence of this defect.
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A.1 A basis of harmonic polylogarithms

Multiple polylogarithms were introduced in the mathematical literature long ago [131], and their
structure and properties was more recently explored by Goncharov [132, 133], to the extent that
they are sometimes referred to as Goncharov polylogarithms in the physics literature. They can be
defined alternatively as nested sums or as iterated integrals (see [67] for a physics-oriented review).
Here we shall take the latter approach and define, for n > 0, multiple polylogarithms recursively
via

dt
t*CLl

X
G(al,...,an;x):/o G (ag,...,an;t) , (A.1)
with G(x) = G(; x) = 1, for some constants a; € C. Following [67], we shall refer to the vector a as
the vector of singularities, whose length n we call the weight, or transcendentality (denoted with t
in the main text) of the functions G(d; x).

In this paper we are interested in a special class of multiple polylogarithms, which we refer to
as harmonic polylogarithms (HPLs) following, e.g., [66]*°. We then obtain the definition given in
Section 3 of HPLs as

H(al,...,an;x)/Othfal(t)H(ag,...,an;t), a; € {0,1}, (A.2)

with
)=, A=, (43)

and
H(x) =1, H(Gn;X):%IOan' (A4)

From the definition (A.2) two basic properties of HPLs should be clear. First, for fixed transcenden-
tality t there are 2* independent HPLs, corresponding to the number of ways of assigning the entries
of the vector of singularities from the set {0,1}. Second, when x is taken to be a complex variable
the HPLs are holomorphic functions for xy € C\ (—o00,0] U [1,+00), with branch points located at
X =0, 1,00, due to the poles of the functions f,(t) in (A.3). This reflects the analytic structure of
1d correlators, as discussed in 3. In particular, while the branch point at y = oo is always present,
if a,, = 0 (a, = 1), then there is also a branch point at x = 0 (x = 1). Such branch points are
related to logarithmic singularities: if for some k£ one has a,_x—1 =1 and ay,_p = ... = a,, = 0,
then in the expansion around x = 0 one encounters powers of log x up to and including logk X-
The same holds interchanging 0 and 1, in which case one has powers of log(1 — x) in the expansion
around x = 1.

A perhaps less obvious, but extremely useful for our purposes, property of HPLs is that they
form a closed set under the crossing symmetry group S3 that is relevant for four-point functions
[66]. Let us recall that the action of S3 on the unique cross-ratio x of one-dimensional CFTs is
given by

x 1 1 X—l}7 (A.5)

X — {X ] 1- X ] )
x—1 x 1-x x

thus permuting the three singularities of HPLs located at x = {0,1,00}. This means that when

evaluating a certain HPL at one of the arguments given in (A.5), this can always be expressed in

49HPLs were introduced in the physics literature in [134], where the entries of the vector of singularities @ were
allowed to take values in {—1,0,1}. Here we use the term HPL in a restricted sense.
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terms of sums and products of HPLs of the same weight or lower, evaluated at y. More details
on this procedure can be found in section 6 of [134]. This gives the precise sense in which we can
use HPLs as a basis of functions in the bootstrap problem: when requiring invariance of a certain
correlator under the transformations (A.5), one can always map HPLs with argument in (A.5) to
argument x, and then require that the coefficient of each one of this vanishes, given that they
provide the basis as a vector space, in the sense of [135-137]. The identities satisfied by HPLs
after the transformations (A.5) also involve certain constants, known as multiple -values (MZVs),
which for our purposes can be defined to be the result of evaluating HPLs at x = 1, when the
result is finite. In particular, since we will consider HPLs of trancsendentality t < 4, we will only
be interested in ordinary (-values, which arise from

=1
H(Op—1,1;1) = }:ﬁ, (A.6)

which is finite for n > 2. Notice that MZVs are naturally assigned a transcendentality, which is
that of the HPLs that they originate from.

The definition (A.2) provides a complete characterization of HPLs, as well as a uniform way to
label them which is uniform in their transcendentality. However, for the purposes of this paper, they
do not provide an ideal basis, mainly for the following reason. The natural decomposition (3.24) of
perturbative correlators, which is inherited by the structure of the OPE, one would like a basis of
functions where all powers of log x can be easily read off: ideally, either one sees an explicit power
of log x, or the function is regular in its expansion around y = 0. While it is clear which HPLs are
regular at x = 0 and which are not, each of the singular one can contain all powers of log x up to

a maximum value, so that in (3.24) each HPL could in principle contribute to various Gl(f;k, while

we want to be able to make an ansatz for each Gl((f;;k independently. It is then convenient to make
a change of basis and switch, for each transcendentality, to a set of functions where the logarithmic
singularities are completely transparent. A systematic way to achieve this can be defined using
the shuffle algebra (see, e.g., [134]) of HPLs and is described for general weight in section 5 of
[138]. Fortunately, since we are ultimately interested in t < 4, all HPLs we are interested in can
be expressed in terms of sums and products of log x and the simpler class of Nielsen’s generalized
polylogarithms, defined by [139]

_ %) (p)
(=t 1/ dt 1 (-1 S5 k o
e GO Ry L—t:E:——————fp+:H'm1;,
Sno(0) = 0T | 0g"(1 = x o R+ k) X (On, 15 )
(A7)

where we have stressed that Nielsen’s polylogs admit a regular expansion around xy = 0, given in
terms of Stirling numbers of the first kind, defined for £ > m

k—m . i .
1/k—141 2k —m (1 )
S(m) — = —1)t7 i s\k—m+i A8
¢ Z'(kmka)z( o () gme, (A8)
with S,(Ck) = 1. A special case of Nielsen’s polylogs is that of ordinary polylogs, which arise for p = 1
Lin(xX) = Sp-11(x) = H(Op-1,1;x) = Z (A.9)
k=1

with the logarithm corresponding to the special case n = 1: Lij(x) = —log(1 — x). For a detailed
discussion of the properties of ordinary polylogarithms, see [140, 141]. These functions allow us,
for each fixed transcendentality t, to define the basis B; of polylogs used in the main text, for
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0 <t < 4. All HPLs of transcendentality t can be written as linear combinations of the elements
of the set By, as shown explicitly in (A.13), so using the functions below to formulate our ansatz is
equivalent to using HPLs. Our choice is

={1}.
= {log(1 — x), log x} ,
= {Lia(x), log®(1 — x), log(1 — x) log x, log® x} ,
= {Liz(x), S1.2(x),log’(1 = x) , Liz(x) log(1 — x), Liz(x) log x,
log®(1 — x) log x, log(1 — x)log® x, log® x} ,
By = {Lis(x), S2.2(x), S1.3(x), Lis(x) log(1 = x) , S1.2(x) log(1 = x) , Li5 (x),
Liz(x) log(1 — ), log*(1 = x), Lis(x) log x, S1.2(x) log x ,log*(1 — x) log x,
Lis(x) log(1 — x) log x, Lia(x) log? ¥, 10g2(1 -X) log? , log(1 — x) log® ¥, 10g4x} .

(A.10)

By construction all functions involved, except for explicit powers of logx, are analytic at xy = 0,
and actually they are so for y € C\ [1 + 00). Moreover, we notice that each B, can be written as
the disjoint union of two sets of the same size. The first contains only functions that are regular
at x = 0 while the second, which contains functions with logarithmic singularities, can be obtained
multiplying each function in B;_; by log x. In other words, we have

B. =B U[B,_1 x logx] , (A.11)

where BEO) contains functions that are regular at x = 0 (the first 2°~1 in each set given in (A.10)).

Then, each function Gl(f;,c (x) in (3.24) can be written as a linear combination of functions in Bé(i)k,

with coefficients that are rational functions. Note that, in principle, we could have used only
ordinary polylogarithms, using the identities

1200 =Lial0) + Lia (X ) = Lia(n) og(1 — 1) = g log*(1 - x).

S2.200) =C(4) +C(3) log(1 — x) + 5C(2) log(1 — x) + o log" (1 x) — 5 log*(1 -~ ) log x
~ Lia(n) og(1 = ) = Lia(1 =) + Lia() + i (55 )

S1.5(00) =C(4) + C(3) log(1 — x) + 5C(2) log(1 = x) + £ log*(1 — x) — g log(1 — x) log x

+ 5Lia(00 Tog*(1 ) ~ Lia(x) og(1 =)~ Lia (2 ) 1og(1 = 1) = Lia(1 = ),
(A.12)

to replace St 2(x), S2,2(x) and S1 3(x) in (A.10) with Lis ( ) Lig(1—x) and Liy ( ) However,

this necessarily introduces Lis(1 — x) into the game, which has a branch point at x = 0, spoiling
the property that we discussed before. One could still avoid the use of Sy 2(x) and Si3(x) at
the expense of dealing with polylogarithms of argument —X=, but we chose to work with the basis
(A.10) as it also have the property that all functions have an expansion around y = 0 which can
be given in closed form, using the definitions (A.9) and (A.7).
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Finally, we can give the expressions of all HPLs of t < 4 in terms of our basis (A.10).

t=0
t =
t=2
t=3
t=4

: H(0,0,0;x) =

CH(x) =1,
1: H(0;x) =logx, H(1l;x)=—log(l—-x),

1 .
H(OaOaX):§10g2X7 H(Oal,X):LIQ(X)a

. 1
H(1,0;x) = ~Lia(x) —log(1 = x)logx, H(1,1;x) = 5 log*(1—x),
1
3!
. . 1
H(1,0,0;x) = Lis(x) — Lia(x) log x — 5 log(1 —x) log?x, H(0,1,1;x) = S12(x),

log®x, H(0,0,1;x) =Lis(x), H(0,1,0;x) = —2Li3(x) + Liz(x) log x,

. 1
H(1,0,1;x) = =251 2(x) — Lia(x) log(1 — x), H(1,1,1;x) = —3 log3(1 -X),

, 1
H(1,1,0;x) = S1,2(x) + Liz(x) log(1 — x) + B log?(1 — x) log x,

1
: H(0,0,0,0;x) = 1 log*x, H(0,0,0,1;x) = Lis(x),

H(ana 1,07X) = _3L14(X) + L13(X) 10gX7

. . 1 .
H(0,1,0,0;x) = 3Lis(x) — 2Li3(x) log x + §L12(x) log” X,

H(1,0,0,0; x) = —Li(x) + Liz(x) log x — %Liz(X) log” x — é log(1 — x) log” x,
H(0,0,1,1;x) = S2.2(x),  H(0,1,0,1;x) = =2522(x) + %Lig(x),
H(1,0,0,1x) = ~Lis(x) log(1 ) — 5L300  H(0,1,1,0:%) = S1.2(x) log x ~ 3LEX)
H(1,1,0,0;x) = =S2,2(x) + S1,2(x) log x — Liz(x) log(1 - x)

+Tia(x) log(1 — x) Tog x + log*(1 — x) log? x
H(1,0,1,0:x) = 2825(x) ~ 251,2(x) log x + 2Lis () log(1 — x) + 3 LX)

_LIQ(X) 10g(1_X) 1OgX, H(07171a]~7x) 25173(X)7
H(la 0) 17 17X) = _51,3(X) - Sl,?(X) IOg(l - X) ’

1_.

H(1,1,0,1;x) = 351 3(x) + 251,2(x) log(1 — x) + §Ll2(x) log®(1 - x),
1 .

H(1,1,1,0:x) = =513(x) = S1.2(x) log(1 = x) = 5Lis(x) log”(1 — x)

1 1
*glogz(lfx) log” X, H(l,l,Ll;x):Elog“(l*x)-
(A.13)

The basis of Nielsen’s polylogs is also particularly convenient because it allows us to express
the transformation properties of the basis functions (A.10) under the S3 transformations (A.5) in

a uniform way. The whole group is generated by the two basic transformations

cyclic: x—1-—x,
(A.14)

braiding : x — X ,
x—1
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which are ultimately all we are interested in, as detailed in Section 3. From [139] we read

-yr = log? S logt x
Sn,p(l - X) = n|p| IOg (1 - X) IngX + Z 7 (Sn—j,p(l) - Z(_l) k' Sp—k,n—j(X)) )
7=0 k=0
alog P =) NS yerlog (=) (P k1
Sup(27) = (- TR +3°N T (- J,( . >5n—j—k,p+k(x),

(A.15)

which are sufficient to work out functional identities for all HPLs in our basis (A.10).

A.2 Single-valued polylogarithms

One of the main upshots of Section 4 is that the result for (D;D1D;D;) at three loops is much
simpler than it could have been given the ansatz (4.85). Such simplicity manifests itself in two,
related, ways: first, the number of HPLs appearing in the result is less than the expected one;
second, such HPLs appear in special combinations that originate from single-valued HPLs.

A well-known property of HPLs is that, while it is possible to extend their definition for com-
plex values of their argument, giving rise to holomorphic functions, they are not single-valued. The
problem of defining a generalization of HPLs that gives single-valued functions was solved in gen-
eral in [137], by combining in a suitable manner holomorphic and anti-holomorphic HPLs. More
precisely, for each HPL H(z) it is possible to define a function H(z, Z) such that it is real-analytic
in the punctured complex plane C\ {0,1} and, when z and z are treated as independent complex
variables, its discontinuities around z = 0 and z = 1 are related (see [142])

disc,—oH = discz—oH , disc,_1 H = discs_1 H . (A.16)

Besides their mathematical interest, single-valued HPLs appear in several instances of perturbative
computations in physics [32, 38, 65, 66, 93, 142-144], so their relevance to the present context
should be no surprise. In particular, CFT four-point functions are required to be single-valued
in the Euclidean configuration z = z*, so that if they can be expressed in terms of HPLs, these
necessarily have to be single valued. Given that it is possible to express all of our results using only
the functions log and Li, with arguments x and 1 — x, we are mostly interested in single-valued
generalizations of these two functions. For log this is of course straightforward, since naturally the
single-valued extension of logz is log(zZ), as already discussed around (3.15). For the ordinary
polylogs Li, (z), various single-valued extensions are possible, due to various authors[107, 145-148],
see section 2 of [149] for a nice review. We are particularly interested in the definition given by
Wojtkowiak, who in [146] introduced the functions

; D ki (D" !
k=0

where R,, = R for odd n and R, = J for even n, which are real-analytic and single-valued for

z € C\ {0,1}. These are interesting for us because of their connection with the functions L,,(x)

introduced by Lewin [107] for real y, given by’

— k: — !
( kl!) Lin_(x) log® x| — ¢ nl!)

I
—_

n

Ln(x) =

log |1 — x| log™ " [x], (A.19)

=~
I

0

501t is interesting to notice that these can be defined for x € (0,1) as those functions satisfying

(=11t a2 (logx n log(l—x)) .

d
By -
() n(n —2)! © 1—x X

i (A.18)
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naturally defined for x € (—1,1) but whose definition can be extended to x € R\ {0,1} via
L,(1/x) = (=1)""*L,(x). We notice that these are related to Wojtkowiak’s function by what we
could refer to as “diagonal limit” in CFT language, i.e. by taking z = Z = x € R. In particular,
we have

. 0
lim Ln(z,2) =4 O (A.20)
ZrE=X L,(x), modd.

We can see this as a justification of the fact that, if we replace all Li, with L, in our results, we
only find L3 but no Ly or Ly: while there exists a single-valued extension of ordinary polylogs with
even weight, its “diagonal limit” vanishes and does not define a function of a real variable.

To conclude, let us highlight an interesting connection between Lewin’s polylogs L, (x) and
another interesting class of single-valued polylogs that is often encountered in the physics literature:
ladder integrals [32, 111-113]

L

B (z,2) = — (1_;_12_5 Z rmmk(zz) (Lisgr_x(2) — Lisr_x(2)) ,  (A.21)

that are related to each other by the differential relation

L) (4. 3 - A L= (2, 2). .
B0, 3)] = () (A22)

It is interesting to notice that these are related to Lewin’s polylogarithms by

22—z

%9 | =509

(1—x V=R (2K + 2)!
(L)
z—lgnxq) (ZZ k+1'L'L k— )

log®" ™22 x| Lag+1(x) , (A.23)

which, to the best of our knowledge, was not previously observed in the literature. In agreement
with our discussion above, only L, of odd weight appear in this expression.

B OPE in perturbative 1d CFTs

In this appendix we discuss in more detail some aspects of the expansion of perturbative correlators
over conformal blocks and their derivatives, and its connection to the role of braiding transforma-
tions b . This complements the discussion of Section 3.

B.1 Perturbative OPE

As in Section 3 we discuss here a non-supersymmetric model with sl(2) invariance. With little
adaptation, everything that we are going to discuss also applies to the Wilson line defect theory.
For simplicity, let us focus on the case of a four-point function of identical operators ¢ of dimension
he
1
(p(t1) (t2) @(ts) p(ta)) = Z—z7- G(X) (B.1)
t1o” 134"

where the function G(x) can be expanded over 1d conformal blocks gp(x) in the channel where
t1 — ta:

= angn(x), (B-2)
h
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where the sum runs over all operators O, appearing in the ¢ x ¢ OPE, whose (non-perturbative)
dimension is denoted with h, and ap = pi12p p34n is the product of the OPE coefficients of pairs of
external operators with Oj,. Let us also recall that the s[(2) blocks for this configuration are given
by

gn(x) = X" 2F1(h, h,2h;X) . (B.3)

We now consider the following scenario, which is a model for most cases of interest in this paper®!:
the external dimensions h, are frozen, while we expand the correlator, the dimensions of the
exchanged operators and their OPE coefficients in a small parameter g. For the purposes of this
appendix we will neglect the issue of mixing, which is discuss in detail in Section 6. When a
degeneracy of operators is present, one should simply replaced the products of CFT data appearing
below with their average value over each family of degenerate operators: e.g. a(AO) W(Al) — {a® 44,
With this understanding, we can write

Gl =>_¢'GY),
. =0 . (B.4)
h=A+Y g,  an=> g,
{=1 £=0

where throughout all this paper we denote with A the dimensions of the exchanged operators in
the free theory (¢ = 0), and we are only interested in cases where A is a positive integer.

An elementary, but crucial fact about the 1d conformal blocks is that while the hypergeometric
function (and its derivatives with respect to h) appearing in (B.3) is analytic at x = 0, the factor
of x"* produced powers of log Y when the dimension h is expanded using (B.4). To highlight these
logarithms, it is then useful to introduce

g () =" (i)n 9n(X) » (B.5)

which are analytic at x = 0 when evaluated at h = A, for integer A. It is then useful to collect
each power of log x appearing in the expansion of G)(x), via

4

GO =D Gl (x) (log ), (B.6)
k=0

where each Gl(f;k (x) is analytic at x = 0. One can then rearrange the OPE collecting the powers

of log x produced by derivatives of blocks. This translates into an expansion for each Gl(f;;k (x) in
terms of the functions in (B.5):

G0 =Y HAM (), (B.7)
A

where for each A we have

(k) L1 VP T omien) ol L\ (KDY e ()
Hy 00 = 525 () ek 3 (L) . )eos ()] 9200 (B3)
: p:O : q:l

51Tn Section 6 we also consider a case in which one of the external operators is not protected, so it also acquires
an anomalous dimension. This amounts to a small modification of what we discuss here, where one also expands the
dimension of external operators perturbatively
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(&, (#)

The coefficients o’ )(p, q) are given by sums of products of one power of a (#),

and g powers of 7y

b—k—ql—k—q—m kq_2
(K k) Z Z Z Z a(m p) (2+k0) (2+k1—k0)
m=p kq_2=0 kg_3=0 ko=0 (Bg)

2+kg_2—kq— l—k—q+2—m—kq_
X"‘X'Y(A+q2 q3),.Y(A q+2-m q2).

The most prominent feature of the H(Af’k) (x) is that for 2 < k < £ they only depend on CFT data
that can be extracted from previous perturbative orders, the simplest instance being the case k = /¢:

Grone(X) Zél, ay) ( (1)) 9a(x) (B.10)

which only depends on free theory and tree level data. This justifies the claim made in Section 3
that, for £ > 2, one can reconstruct all the functions Gl(f;k (x) for k > 2 from CFT data at previous
orders, modulo resolving mixing, if present. The first time new CFT data appear is for k = 1,

(R ©

where only 7y’ is present, while a,’ makes its first appearance for k = 0.

B.2 Braiding

Let us now turn to the issue of braiding, that is how the transformation xy — ﬁ can be used to
constrain 1d four-point functions in perturbation theory. This issue was already considered from
different perspectives in [20, 26, 45] and is closely related to the fact that in 1d there is no continuous
group of rotation.’? However, as discussed in Section 3, the holographic origin of the model that
we study implies that braiding symmetry must be somehow restored, and can therefore be used to
put constraints on correlation functions. In this section we discuss in detail how this can be done.

Once again, we will take as a reference a four-point function of identical operators in a theory
with s[(2) invariance, as in (B.1). In that case, we notice that the conformal blocks (B.3) have a
simple transformation property under braiding,

gn(x) = (1" gn (27) - (B.11)

Now, in (generalized) free theories it is not uncommon that the conformal dimensions of the opera-
tors are integers and in certain cases (often related to holography) the dimensions of the exchanged
operators in a certain correlator are either all even or all odd integers. A simple example is the
case of a generalized free theory, as discussed around (3.14), where if the external operators have
integer dimension then all the exchanged ones have even integer dimension. In that case, we can
say that in (B.4) for ¢ = 0 one has A € 2N and therefore

GO = GO (), (B.12)

since it is true for each individual conformal block appearing in the OPE. While this might seem
a pretty stringent requirement, it is a property shared by all free theory correlators of interest for
this paper. Note, however, that not all 1d free CFTs share this property, even when the external
operators have integer dimension. For instance, even the simplest (D1 D1 D1 D) correlator on the
Wilson line at weak coupling (A — 0) has no well-defined transformation properties under braiding
— see, e.g., [9].

Clearly, turning on perturbative corrections breaks the symmetry (B.12) as the exchanged
operators acquire anomalous dimensions, but the crucial point that we wish to make in this section
is that the symmetry is only broken in a weak and controlled sense, which still allows to put

52There is only a residual Zs parity invariance, sometimes referred to as S-parity — see [150].
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constraints on our ansatz in perturbation theory. To see how this works, notice that if we map
X = 17 in (B.6) we obtain, at each order,

ZGlog ) (log(—x) — log(1 = x))* , (B.13)

but at the same time G(ﬁ) can be expanded as a sum over the transformed conformal blocks

/g\h(X) = gh(ﬁ) = (7X)h 2Fl(ha h7 Qh’ X) ’ (B14)

as

%) = Z an gn(X) , (B.15)
h

where the OPE coefficients aj, are the same as those appearing in (B.2). Following the same logic
as in the previous subsection, the perturbative expansions (B.4) produce powers of log in the OPE
and at each order one obtains

4
GO (25) =D Gl () logh(—x), (B.16)

k=0

where the functions Gl(ﬁ)k(x) are exactly those appearing in (B.6), for two reasons: first, the
hypergeometric function in (B.14) is the same as that in (B.3), and moreover in (B.7) one always
sums over the free theory dimensions A, which by assumption are even integers and therefore
(—x)® = x2. One should then equate (B.13) and (B.16), where the equality should be interpreted
as follows. Since as discussed each Gl(f;;k (x) (and therefore also Gl(f;;k (ﬁ)) is holomorphic at
x = 0, and so is log(1 — x), one should interpret the equality as holding for the coefficient of each

power of log(—y), independently. From this, one can easily derive

—k
k+m m m
Gl () = Z( )(—1) log™ (1= X) Gjoho (7)) (B.17)

m

which as discussed in Section 3 is the constraint that we enforce on our ansatz at each perturbative
order.

An alternative way to see how this can be derived is to work with the expansion (B.7), over the
blocks H(A[’k)(x) defined in (B.8). Each of these depends on conformal blocks and their derivatives
(B.5), where note that the derivatives really only act on the hypergeometric function appearing in
the blocks, all of them evaluated on the free theory dimension h = A, which is an even integer. We
have already discussed how the blocks transform under braiding in this case in (B.11), where one
should set (—1)" = (=1)» = 1. It is not hard to see that the “derivative blocks” (B.5) transform
with

n

g (1) = <Z> log" ™" (1 - x) g%’ (0) - (B.18)

k=0

Now, at each order, one can rephrase (B.6) together with (B.7) as

£
=53 B (Z) log™ x g% ™ (%), (B.19)

A k,m=0
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for certain coeflicients ﬁg’k) (that we stress are independent of m) that depend on the CFT data®.
One can then combine (B.18) and (B.19) to compute

=3 A0 () RS (7)) (0)

Fmm=atb () ) log™ " (—x) 9% (x)

-y i_ o (o= () (5
o logF =" =¢(1 = x) log“(—x) 9%’ (x) ,

where we have used that, given the presence of the binomials, all sums can be actually computed

to (B.21)

up to £, and we have changed the summation index b to ¢ = m — b. At this point we note that
neither the exponents of the logarithms nor the derivative index of the blocks depend on m, so we
can perform the sum over m explicitly. We find

S () Qe o

that is the sum over m localizes the sum over ¢ on ¢ = k — a, and replacing we get

GO =Y 3 gt () () 6@ (). (B.23)

A k,a=0

which is just the same as (B.19) with each log x replaced with log(—yx). This gives us another
way to interpret how perturbative correlators behave under braiding transformations: if we take
x € (0,1) and log(—yx) = log x + i, then comparing with (B.19) we can read (B.23) as

EO(2) — GO+ Y Y (it pee sl (M) a0, (B.24)

A k,a=0

where the second term is entirely due to the branch point of log x at x = 0 and provides what we
previously described as a “weak” breaking of the braiding symmetry of the free theory.

In practical computations, one can make use of this last point in an efficient way. In particular,
thanks to the fact that the basis of HPLs chosen in Appendix A only contains functions that are
either holomorphic at xy = 0, or have explicit powers of log x, all HPLs in the ansatz for the blocks
Gl(f;k (x) in (B.6) are holomorphic at x = 0. Then, all branch points in G (y) are due to the
explicit powers of logy displayed in (B.6). Then, when applying a braiding transformation, one
can simply “forget” the powers of i arising from log(—x) — logx = im, which corresponds to
neglecting the second term on the right hand side of (B.24). The result is an equality between
GW (%) and G (), which is completely equivalent to (B.17). Equivalently, one could replace
each log x appearing in (B.6) with log|y|, to define

Q)
G (x GIOg x) log® x|, (B.25)
k=0

53The explicit expression, which is not important for the argument, can be given in terms of the a%’m (p, q) defined
n (B.9), as

B — 1 <<1> R N N LT
X VA) an +Zl<m> (q)aA 0,9)] - (B.20)
o
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so that for this function one obtains, from (B.24),
el) (ﬁ) =GO (y). (B.26)

Finally, let us observe that repeating the same exercise for the OPE in the other channel, which
leads to an expansion around x = 1, gives exactly the same results with powers of log(1l — x) and
one would obtain analogous statements, with the conclusion that to use the full crossing symmetry
group S5 as a constraint on the correlator, one would need to replace log(1 — x) with log |1 — x|, in
this case making the transformation x — 1/x an exact symmetry. This also justifies the definition
of the extensions f(“)(x) of each f¥)(x) to the whose real axis, in Section 4: each of those functions
satisfies exact identities under crossing symmety, as in (B.26). Similarly, such prescription provides
a justification of the absolute values appearing in the Wilson line correlators discussed in [8].

B.3 Reciprocity principle

One aspect of the results that we have presented that we would like to briefly review and interpret
is the fact that all anomalous dimensions satisfy the 1d version of the reciprocity principle. This
was first introduced in [151, 152] and concerns certain properties of the expansion of anomalous
dimensions in higher-dimensional CF'Ts for large values of the spin. It was then proved for general
CFTs in [153]. In one dimension, an analogous statement to the higher-dimensional transcenden-
tality principle can be obtain studying the Regge limit of four-point functions, where operators
with large conformal dimension dominate the OPE [26]. From that, it is possible to prove that
anomalous dimensions in 1d CFTs satisfy

= F(h+ ), (B.27)

which is equivalent to the statement that v, only contains even powers of the “full” conformal
Casimir j,QL = h(h—1) when expanded for large h®*. When discussing perturbative results, however,
we express the anomalous dimensions at each order as functions of the free theory dimension A,
so it is interesting to rephrase the reciprocity principle in terms of the “bare” conformal Casimir
j4 = A(A —1). This can be obtained by expanding (B.27) perturbatively, taking into account that
h is the full conformal dimension h = A + ~;, and therefore we are dealing with a nested equation.
The outcome of this analysis is that at each order to obtain a function which admits an expansion
in even powers of the bare Casimir j3 one has to “correct” the anomalous dimensions W(AE) at that
order with combinations of anomalous dimensions at previous orders, as well as their derivatives.
Explicitly, we find that the combinations

O (D ko (k)
Ta :Z(k+1)|(aﬁ) A (B.28)
k=0 ’
with
; —1 -1 —1 .
k, —m mi—m m
D DD DT S ) R TR G (B.29)
mr=1mpr_1=mp mi=mso+1

admit an expansion in even powers of j3 for large A at each order.
In terms of the type of functions appearing in the anomalous dimensions found in Section 4,
it is convenient to consider the case j3 = A(A + 3) of interest for that section. One can observe

54Notice that here we are discussing this in the context of a theory with only s[(2) invariance, but the same
statements apply to superconformal theories where the expression of the conformal Casimir is replaced with the one
relevant for that case.

- 103 -



that all the harmonic sums encountered there, namely Hy1a and S_5(1 4+ A), admit an expansion
in even powers of j% (and powers of log j2) for large A, while other harmonic sums such as H 1(1) A
which do not share such property, do not appear. Finally, let us observe that in the main text we
are always dealing with averaged quantities over degeneracy spaces, but the reciprocity properties

seem to apply to those quantities as well.

C (DD L5 [0.0] 2 Lo 020})

Although strictly speaking it did not prove necessary for the purpose of obtaining the three-loops
result for (D1D1D1D;), in the course of our investigations we have also considered correlation
functions involving two D; multiplets and two singlet long multiplets. The superconformal blocks
for this four-point function have been found in [1] and here we would like to present the bootstrap
results up to one loop for the simplest correlator of this kind: <D1D1LO [0.0] LO [0.0] ), where Eé[:(fm
is the unique supermultiplet whose superconformal primary is a singlet of dimension two at strong
coupling. Our bootstrap algorithm proceeds in the same way as usual, with the main difference
that here the four-point function of the superconformal primaries is not enough to fix the whole
correlator in superspace. Rather, as explained in [1] we should consider three independent four-point
functions. Let Oa—o be the superconformal primary of /3 0 o] The three functions correspond to
the correlators between the components of Dy and Oa—s:

(p(t1,y1)p(ta2, y2) On=2(t3)On=2(ts)) = ty; H®) (y),

(Waa(t1,51) W o (t2, y2) Onalts) Ona(ts)) = Eﬁfﬂfﬂﬁﬂ%fﬂw><>, (C)
12

€Ea~€ERS T+ €EasE
(1) (£2)0a=s(t3)Onma(ta)) = =022 HD ().
8t1al34
Note that all three correlators are invariant under braiding (in the usual sense) since the first two
operators are always identical.
The free-theory results are determined by Wick contractions and read

HOD () =14 20+ (1= WX HOY (y) = -2, HOD(y) = —6. (C.2)

5(1—=x)?
Moving to tree-level, one can implement the usual bootstrap strategy using the first-order anomalous
dimensions as an input. Braiding invariance and the input of certain low-A CFT data that are
known from other correlators are then enough to completely fix the result. Alternatively, it is
relatively straightforward to compute the six-point function of ¢ and take a suitable limit where
two pairs of points are taken to coincide in a suitable way as to create two Oa—o operators. The

results (for H(1#)) are the same. The three correlators at tree level read

120—240x+302x2 —182x 3 +67x*

H(Lw)( ) = _2x°(10— 20x54(r§1x1)3—11x +2x*) log x — X
2(10—25x+20x —10x* +2x* —4x° +2x°)
* X5X(XX1)2 = log(1 - x), (.3)
4 2 _ _ _ 4 .
H(L\I’)(X) —2x ((?;( 3l>§;rx ) logy — 12+24X(X9_X1) 3+t 2 6+iX+X ) log(1 —x),

H) (x) =48 — 202 log(1 - y)

The agreement of the Witten diagrams computation and the bootstrap result is a non-trivial check of
the validity of the results discussed in this paper. In particular, this latter result provides additional
evidence that all tree-level correlators between any external operators have transcendentality one.
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This should be contrasted with what happens for analogous results in higher dimensions, at least
in certain cases, where the tree-level four-point function of two single-particle operators and two
bound states has the analytic structure of one-loop correlators between single particle states in
Mellin space [154].

Moving to one loop, once again one could in principle proceed computing six-point Witten
diagrams or with the bootstrap. However, we lack the knowledge of six-point Witten diagrams at
order 1/ at this stage, so we proceed with the bootstrap and it turns out that the usual constraints
are enough to fully fix the result. We find

2 2 3 4 5 6
50— 150x+295x> —340x>+215x* —70x°+9
H(2:%) _ x7(50-150x+295x X" +215x X" +9x )10g2X

5(x—1)4
—10435x—45x2 —25x>+75x* —165x° +191x® —98x 7 +18x® 1
_ og x log(1 —
ST g x log(1 - x)
75—220x+220x2 —80x°+35x* —20x° +34x° —28x"+9x° 2
+ x+220x X5;<|'2(;(_1)2 x°+34x X +9x 1og (1 _ X) (C 4)
_ —30+90x+485x> —1120x°+1404x* —829x° +189x° 1o ’
15(x—1)3 g X
1970—4865x+3232x2 —1193x°+634x* —1547x° +756x° _
60x(x—1)? log(1 — )
+ 535—1070x+1568x> —1033x">+349x*
30(x—1)2 )
H29) _X“(517102x+98x2747x3+9x4)1 2 —120+114X—17X2—3X5+18X61 201
(x) = (x—1D)* 0g" X + 2% 2 og”(1—x)
_12—42x+54x% —30x3+12x* —111x°+183x® —133x " +36x>
2x(x—1)*
24—96x+226x> —342x3+796x* —1134x° +751x® —225x7 +20x®
+ PTeEIE log x (C.5)
522—1293x+1002x2 —181x%—170x*+323x° —185x°+20x” 1
_ o) 1,
ax(x—1)? g( X)
_ —56441692x—1395x> —30x>+575x* —278x° +40x°
8(1—x)3 ’
2 6
1834 (14 (v — 1) 6(50 — 48x 4+ 9x~ + 3x
H@D () = = 18t 2 6 ) log?(1— x)
(x—1) ¥2
12(1+x) (2—3x+3x2—=3x>+3x4)
+ ™ log x log(1 — x)
n —24+120x —262x”+328)° —144x* ~212x°+412x° ~328x " +165x° ~55x° +10x " | | (C.6)
=1 BX
. 2 3 4_r. 5 6
_ 648-312x+22x +22;( +40x~—5x"+10x log(l _ X)
_ (696—2784x+4221x>—2919x> +920x* —223x° +169x° —80x " +20x°%)

2(x—1)* ’
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