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Abstract: Conformal field theories that exhibit spontaneous breaking of conformal symme-

try (a moduli space of vacua) must satisfy a set of bootstrap constraints, involving the usual

data (scaling dimensions and OPE coefficients) as well as new data such as the spectrum of

asymptotic states in the broken vacuum and form factors. The simplest bootstrap equation

arises by expanding a two-point function of local operators in two channels, at short distance

using the OPE and at large distance using the EFT in the broken vacuum. We illustrate

this equation in what is arguably the simplest perturbative model that exhibits conformal

symmetry breaking, namely the real ABC model in d = 4− ϵ dimensions. We investigate the

convergence properties of the bootstrap equation and check explicitly many of the non-trivial

relations that it imposes on theory data.ar
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1 Introduction

Spontaneous breaking of continuous global symmetries is a ubiquitous phenomenon in quan-

tum field theory. As is well known, it can occur in d > 2 spacetime dimensions, where it

leads to massless Goldstone Bosons that parametrize the flat directions of the moduli space

of vacua. By contrast, spontaneous breaking of conformal symmetry appears to be very non-

generic. All known interacting examples1 are supersymmetric, but it is not clear whether this

1We restrict our analysis to legitimate local CFTs, in particular we require the existence of a local stress-

tensor operator with finite two-point function. It is not difficult to engineer examples of flat directions in

(non-supersymmetric) CFTs to leading order in the large N expansion, see e.g. [1–4] or (which is much the

same) in theories defined by a classical AdS dual. These moduli spaces are expected to get lifted at finite N .
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is a deep structural fact or just a lamppost effect. Intuitively, conformal symmetry breaking is

rare (and perhaps always requires sypersymmetry) because a delicate conspiracy is needed to

fine tune to zero the potential of the dilaton (the Goldstone boson of broken scale invariance)

[5, 6]. It is however difficult to phrase this intuition in abstract CFT language. Ideally, one

would like a simple sharp criterion that establishes which CFTs (abstractly defined by their

usual conformal bootstrap data) admit moduli spaces of vacua.

How to formulate the abstract bootstrap question is conceptually clear, if not immediately

useful. CFTs that admit a moduli space of vacua have a larger set of observables, which must

satisfy some stringent bootstrap conditions. One can draw an illuminating analogy with

CFTs in the presence of a conformal boundary. In boundary CFT, there are three sets of

data:

(i) The usual bulk data: spectrum and OPE coefficients of the bulk local operators.

(ii) Boundary data: spectrum and OPE coefficients of the boundary local operators.

(iii) Bulk-to-boundary data. Using the OPE, they can be reduced to the two-point functions

of one bulk and one boundary operator.

In a CFT with a moduli space of vacua, there are also three sets of data:

(i)’ The usual “bulk” data: spectrum and OPE coefficients of the “bulk” local operators.

(ii)’ S-matrix bootstrap data: the spectrum of asymptotic states in the broken vacuum, and

their complete S-matrix. The massless dilaton is always one of the asymptotic states,

possibly accompanied by additional massless moduli.

(iii)’ Form factors, i.e. the overlaps between the local operators and the asymptotic states in

the broken vacuum.

In both cases, one is breaking the original SO(d, 2) conformal symmetry to a subgroup, which

is SO(d−1, 2) in BCFT and the Poincaré group ISO(d−1, 1) for a CFT on its moduli space.

In both cases, the original CFT data are supplemented by new sets of data, which are specific

to the choice of boundary state or to the choice of broken vacuum, respectively. The new

data must obey stringent bootstrap constraints. But the analogy only goes so far. First,

there are profound technical differences, as BCFT requires only a relatively minor extension

of the conformal bootstrap framework, while CFTs on their moduli space present us with a

novel interplay between the conformal bootstrap and the S-matrix bootstrap. Second, there

is an essential physical difference: a generic CFT is expected to admit at least one consistent

boundary state,2 but nomoduli space of vacua. The problem of conformal symmetry breaking

can then be precisely phrased: for which special choices of CFT data (i)’ can one find data

(ii)’ and (iii)’ that satisfy all the bootstrap constraints?

2More precisely, the general lore is that all CFTs with no gravitational anomaly can be put on a space with

boundary.
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In this paper we will not be able to answer this difficult question. Our more modest

aim will be to illustrate the simplest bootstrap equation, namely the one that arises from

the two-point function of scalar primary operators [7], in a very concrete example. In a

companion paper [8], we address the question from a very different angle, providing a simple

necessary condition for spontaneous conformal symmetry breaking, under the assumption

that a continuous global symmetry is also broken on the moduli space.

As we have emphasized, all interacting CFTs with a moduli space are supersymmetric.

The most familiar examples are theories with at least four real supercharges in d = 3 and d = 4

spacetime dimensions. Their moduli spaces are holomorphic, parametrized by expectation

values of chiral operators which are charged under a continuous R-symmetry. Moduli spaces

can also occur in 3d SCFTs with only two real supercharges, as a Z2 R-symmetry is sometimes

sufficient to establish the existence of flat directions (see [9] for a recent discussion). These

models are particularly interesting for our purposes. As the powerful restrictions imposed

by holomorphy are absent, their low-energy EFTs are less constrained, and their operator

spectrum more generic – in particular there are no towers of protected chiral operators. We

may thus hope to learn more general lessons. A related benefit is the simplicity of several

Lagrangian models in this class. We focus on what is arguably the simplest perturbative

example that exhibits conformal symmetry breaking, namely the real ABC model in d = 4−ϵ
dimensions. Its field content is comprised of three real scalars and three real fermions.3

The moduli space consists of three equivalent branches (exchanged by the discrete global

symmetry) that meet at the origin, each branch corresponding to one of the three scalars

acquiring a vacuum expectation value. The real ABC model illustrates conformal symmetry

breaking in the minimal setting where the dilaton is the only massless modulus.

A basic set of consistency conditions for a CFT with a moduli space arises by considering

a two-point function of local operators and expanding it in two “channels”,

⟨0|Oi(x)Oj(0)|0⟩ =
∑
k

g kij
|x|∆i+∆j−∆k

⟨0|Ok(0)|0⟩ for x→ 0 (1.1)

=
∑
n

⟨0|Oi(x)|n⟩⟨n|Oj(0)|0⟩ for x→ ∞ .

At short distance, we use the OPE and take the vacuum expectation value term by term.

While in the standard conformal vacuum only the identity term contributes, in the broken

vacuum scalar primaries can acquire a vev. The large distance expansion is instead obtained

by inserting the complete set of asymptotic states {|n⟩} in the broken vacuum. This equation

was first written down in [7] but to the best of our knowledge never studied in any detail.

A first structural question is about convergence of the two expansions. It seems plausible

that the short distance expansion is absolutely convergence for any |x| <∞. We believe this

to be the case at least in all perturbative models. Indeed the short distance expansion in the

3This is the counting of degrees of freedom in the physical dimension d = 3. To perform the ϵ-expansion

one needs to analytically continue in the number of fermions [10, 11], as we will review in detail.
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broken vacuum is just the usual OPE, with the insertion at x = ∞ of a sum of scalar primaries

that enforce the non-zero vevs. A sufficient condition for its convergence is that the state at

infinity has finite norm; this is true in free field theory and we will argue that it remains true

to all orders in perturbation theory. By contrast, the x → ∞ expansion is only asymptotic,

as can be checked already at tree level in our simple example. In momentum space, both the

short and the large distance expansions might have finite radius of convergence, but there is

no overlapping region where they both converge. This complicates the use of the equation

in an abstract bootstrap setting, but it is not an obstacle in our concrete example, where we

can just fully compute both sides of (1.1) to any given order in perturbation theory.

We compute the two-point functions of the elementary fields up to one loop order in

the real ABC model, in a double-scaling limit where the mass of the single-particle states is

kept fixed. We find that that (1.1) implies intricate constraints on the data of the theory.

Already at tree level, where the large distance expansion is very simple (only single particle

states contribute, either the massless dilaton or a massive scalar), matching with the short

distance expansion is non-obvious – even the basic requirement that there is no divergence

as x→ ∞ requires large cancellations. While these relations amongst theory data ultimately

follow from the selection rules enforced by supersymmetry on the Lagrangian model, they

are definitely not a consequence of superconformal representation theory alone, and appear

highly non-trivial from an abstract bootstrap viewpoint.

The remainder of the paper is organized as follows. In section 2 we introduce the basic

bootstrap equation (1.1) and investigate its convergence properties. We also prove that

infinitely many scalar primaries must acquire a vev. In section 3 we briefly review 3d N = 1

models, their moduli spaces, and how to set-up their ϵ-expansion, focusing on the example

of the real ABC model. Section 4 is the main technical part of the paper. We compute

two-point functions of elementary fields in the real ABC model up to one loop order. We

illustrate how the bootstrap equation (1.1) works in this concrete example and check many of

the non-trivial relations that it implies on the data of theory. We conclude in section 5 with a

brief outlook. Appendix A contains several technical details of our perturbative calculations.

Note added: As we were finalizing this work, [12] appeared on the ArXiv. The authors

study similar questions in the context of four dimensional planar N = 4 Super-Yang-Mills

theory. Our results for the convergence of the OPE agree with the explicit calculation there.

2 Bootstrap equation

In this section we review and study the basic bootstrap equation (1.1). Our main new

contribution is a discussion of its convergence properties.
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2.1 OPE on the moduli space

Let us first introduce some notation. We consider a generic CFT in d > 2. We denote

its (possibly trivial) internal symmetry group G. We suppose that the theory admits an

n-dimensional moduli space in which infinitely many4 scalar primary operators acquire a

vev and break the conformal symmetry, as well as the internal symmetry as G → H. We

assume that the moduli space is n-dimensional, i.e. that the vacuum we are considering can

be specified in terms of the expectation values ⟨Oi⟩ = vi of n operators, which thus provide a

set of local coordinates on the moduli space. Notice that the dimension of the moduli space

is always larger or equal to nG/H + 1, where nG/H is the dimension of the coset G/H. At

a generic point on the moduli space it is always possible to make a change of coordinates

{vi} → {v, ϕA} with A = 1, . . . , n − 1, such that the ϕA take values on a compact manifold

while v > 0 is noncompact. Therefore, choosing v to have mass dimension one, we write the

expectation value of an arbitrary real scalar primary operator as

⟨O∆,X(x)⟩v,ϕ⃗ ≡ ⟨v, ϕ⃗|O∆,X(x)|v, ϕ⃗⟩ = ξOv
∆ . (2.1)

In (2.1), (∆, X) are the scaling dimension and the other internal quantum numbers of the

scalar primary operator, and the {ξO} are a set of nontrivial coefficients that may depend on

the exactly marginal couplings ∼ g of the theory (the so-called conformal manifold) and on

the parameters of the moduli space: ξO = ξO(ϕ⃗, g). We will drop the subscript v, ϕ⃗ in what

follows.

In CFTs, local operators form a closed algebra under the operator product expansion

(OPE). As is well known, this allows to formally reduce all correlation functions to a sum

of one-point functions by repeated fusion of the operators. The only difference between the

conformal vacuum and the broken vacuum is that, in the first, only the identity operator

admits a nontrivial one-point function, while in the latter all scalar primary operators may

acquire a nontrivial vev. In this section we explore some of the consequence of the OPE for

the CFT data under the assumption that the theory admits a moduli space.

Let us warm up with two simple general considerations. First, the vacua which exhibit

spontaneous symmetry breaking (SSB) can obviously be seen as a consequence of different,

nontrivial, boundary conditions at x → ∞. In radial quantization we can thus regard corre-

lation functions on the moduli spaces as matrix elements between the conformal vacuum at

|x| = 0 and a nontrivial state rad⟨v, ϕ⃗| at |x| = ∞. The OPE allows us to formally deduce

such state from the requirement that all one-point functions are correctly reproduced. We

find

rad⟨v, ϕ⃗| = rad⟨0|
∑
∆,X

O∆,X(∞)⟨O∆,X⟩v,ϕ⃗ , (2.2)

4As we will discuss shortly, consistency of the OPE implies that, once a scalar operator with dimension

∆ > 0 admits a nontrivial one-point function, infinitely many other operators also acquire a vev.
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where as usual O(∞) = limx→∞ |x|2∆O(x) and we assume canonically normalized operators

⟨0|Oi(∞)Oj(x)|0⟩ = δij . Equation (2.2) is formally analogous to the structure of Cardy states

in boundary CFTs [13].

As we will see, upon using the OPE most correlation functions reduce to a sum of infinite

terms. In some cases however the OPE truncates. Most notably, this is the case for the

two-point functions of the stress tensor Tµν or a conserved current jµa with a scalar primary

operator O∆,X(0). This is because the OPE takes the form

jµa (x)O∆,X(0) ∼
xµ

Ωd−1|x|d
δaO∆,X(0) + descendants + spinning operators , (2.3)

Tµν(x)O∆,X(0) ∼
d∆

d− 1

δµν − xµxν

dx2

Ωd−1|x|d
O∆,X(0) + descendants + spinning operators , (2.4)

where Ωd−1 =
2πd/2

Γ(d/2) is the volume of the d−1-dimensional sphere, and δaO∆,X = [Qa,O∆,X ]

is the variation of the operator under the internal generator Qa associated with jµa , e.g.

δO∆,q = qO∆,q for an internal U(1) symmetry and a charge q operator. The absence of

additional scalar primaries in (2.3) and (2.4) follows from the Ward identities, which imply

∂µj
µ
a (x)O∆,X(0) = δd(x)δaO∆,X(0) and T

µ
µ(x)O∆,X(0) = δd(x)∆O∆,X(0). Since descendants

and spinning operators have vanishing expectation value, the OPE relations (2.3) and (2.4)

imply that the two-point functions of the current and the energy-momentum tensor with the

order parameter read

⟨jµa (x)O∆,X(0)⟩ =
xµ

Ωd−1|x|d
⟨δaO∆,X⟩ =

xµ

Ωd−1|x|d
(QaξO)v

∆ , (2.5)

⟨Tµν(x)O∆,X(0)⟩ =
d∆

d− 1

δµν − xµxν

dx2

Ωd−1|x|d
⟨O∆,X⟩ =

d∆

d− 1
ξOv

∆ δ
µν − xµxν

dx2

Ωd−1|x|d
. (2.6)

As is well known, transforming to momentum space (2.5) and (2.6) one finds that both

correlators display a pole ∼ 1/p2. This proves proves the existence of 1 + nG/H massless

particles, the dilaton and the Goldstone Bosons for the broken internal symmetry.

Let us now focus on the main object of interest in this paper: two-point functions of

primary operators

⟨Oi(x)Oj(0)⟩ , (2.7)

where we collectively denoted with subscripts i, j the relevant quantum numbers. For sim-

plicity, we restrict to scalar primaries. We also choose a basis where all operators are real:

Oi = O†
i .

The correlation function (2.7) satisfies a bootstrap equation, first presented in [7]. On

the one hand, (2.7) can be evaluated using the OPE

Oi(x)Oj(0) =
Nij

|x|2∆
+
∑
k

g k
ij

Ok(0)

|x|∆i+∆j−∆k
+ descendants + spinning operators , (2.8)
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where the first term is the contribution of the identity operator5 and g k
ij denotes the OPE

coefficients (which are constrained by the internal symmetry). On the other hand, we can

write (2.7) (at finite distance) as the sum of the disconnected term and the Källen-Lehman

decomposition of the connected correlator

⟨Oi(x)Oj(0)⟩ = ξiξjv
∆i+∆j +

∫
dm2ρij(m

2)Gm2(x) , (2.9)

where we used ⟨Oi⟩ = ξiv
∆i , Gm2(x) is the free propagator

Gm2(x) =

∫
ddp

(2π)d
eipx

p2 +m2
=

md−2

(2π)d/2(m|x|)
d−2
2

K d−2
2
(m|x|) , (2.10)

and ρij is the spectral density

ρij(p
2) = (2π)d−1

∑
n

⟨0|Oi|n⟩⟨n|Oj |0⟩δd(qn − p) . (2.11)

Combining (2.8) and (2.9) we obtain the relation∑
k

g k
ij ξkL

∆k−∆i−∆j − ξiξj = v−∆i−∆j

∫
dm2ρij(m

2)Gm2(x) , L = v|x| . (2.12)

This equation relates the mass spectrum on the moduli space to the CFT data in the conformal

vacuum.6 We will refer to it as the bootstrap or crossing equation.

As a first trivial application, we use (2.12) to prove that infinitely many operators must

acquire a vev in the broken vacuum. If the sum on the left-hand side is infinite there is nothing

to prove. If instead it truncates, (2.12) implies that there must be at least one operator with

scaling dimension ∆k = ∆i +∆j . This is because the massless particles on the moduli space

together with the cluster decomposition principle and unitarity imply that, at large distances,

the connected two-point function behaves as

⟨Oi(x)Oj(0)⟩c =
∫
dm2ρij(m

2)Gm2(x)
x→∞∼ Πij

v∆i+∆j−(d−2)

|x|d−2
+ . . . , (2.13)

where Πij is a (potentially vanishing) coefficient that depends upon the matrix element of

the operators with the massless scalar particles ϕa of the moduli space and the dots stand

for terms which vanish faster than 1/|x|d−2 for large x. Therefore in the limit L→ ∞, (2.12)

reads

lim
L→∞

∑
k

g k
ij ξkL

∆k−∆i−∆j = ξiξj , (2.14)

which, since the sum truncates by assumption, implies that all operators satisfy ∆k ≤ ∆i+∆j ,

and that there there is at least an operator with scaling dimension ∆k = ∆i +∆j . We may

5For generality, from now on we do not assume that the operators are canonically normalized.
6Analogous equations can be written in other setups, e.g. for thermal correlators [14, 15] or correlation

functions in a finite density sate. In these other examples, however, the spectral density decomposition is not

constrained by relativity and spinning operators may also acquire a vev ⟨Oµ1...µn⟩ ∝ δ0µ1
. . . δ0µn

.
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then iterate the argument for the two-point function of such operator, and so on, and conclude

that infinitely many operators, with arbitrary large scaling dimension, must acquire a vev.

In some cases, the sum on the left-hand side of (2.12) does truncate for a family of

correlators. This is famously the case in free theories or for holomorphic correlation functions

of chiral operators in SCFTs. In this case the previous argument implies the existence of a

ring of operators with scaling dimension
∑

k nk∆k, where nk ∈ N and ∆k are the dimensions

of the generators of the ring.

As we will see, in most cases the sum in (2.12) receives contributions from an infinite

number of terms. In this case we cannot commute the sum with the limit in (2.14), and there

is no need for an operator with scaling dimension ∆i +∆j to exist.

2.2 Short and long distance expansions

To analyze the consequences of (2.12) we should understand the convergence properties of

both the short and long distance expansions on the moduli space. Here we provide some

general comments. We will verify our statements in a concrete example in the next sections.

Let us first discuss the convergence of the short distance expansion. To this aim, we

can use the Cardy-like representation in (2.2) to write the two-point functions in radial

quantization as

⟨Oi(x)Oj(0)⟩ = rad⟨v, ϕ⃗|Oi(x)Oj(0)|0⟩rad
=
∑
l,k

(
N−1

)
lk
ξkv

∆k
rad⟨0|Ok(∞)Oi(x)Oj(0)|0⟩rad . (2.15)

This equation suggests that the OPE converges for any |x| <∞ by the usual argument [16].

Indeed the product Oi(x)Oj(0)|0⟩rad corresponds to a state in radial quantization. By the

state operator correspondence this state can be written as a linear combination of primaries

and descendants.

To make the former argument argument rigorous a sufficient (but actually not necessary)

condition is that the state rad⟨v, ϕ⃗| is normalizable. As an example, it is simple check to

that this is the case in the theory of a free scalar ϕ in d-dimensions. Indeed at leading order

the only operators acquiring a vev are those of the form ϕn. Since their tree-level two-point

function in the conformal vacuum is

⟨ϕn(x)ϕn(0)⟩v=0 = n![G0(x)]
n =

n!

(d− 2)nΩnd−1|x|2n
, (2.16)

the corresponding normalizable state is |ϕ̂n⟩ =
√

[G0(1)]n

n! ϕn|0⟩ =
√

(d−2)nΩnd−1√
n!

ϕn|0⟩. Therefore
we find that the Cardy-like state (2.2) reads

rad⟨v| =
∞∑
n=0

vn
d−2
2

√
[G0(1)]n

n!
⟨ϕ̂n| =⇒ |v⟩rad =

∞∑
n=0

Rn(d−2)vn
d−2
2

√
[G0(1)]n

n!
|ϕ̂n⟩ ,

(2.17)
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where v
d−2
2 = ⟨ϕ⟩ and in the formula for the conjugate state R is an arbitrary distance scale,

which can be thought as the distance between the origin and the point around which we

perform the inversion in the definition of a conjugate operator in radial quantization. We

conclude that the norm of the state is finite

rad⟨v|v⟩rad =
∞∑
n=0

[
G0(1)(Rv)

d−2
]n

n!
= exp

[
(Rv)d−2

(d− 2)Ωd−1

]
. (2.18)

In perturbative theories, such as N = 4 SYM at weak coupling, higher orders in perturbation

theory are not expected to affect the finiteness of the norm (2.18), and thus the convergence

of the OPE. Indeed, the k-th loop correction to ⟨ϕn⟩ scales at most as g2kn2k, where g is

a cubic coupling (the estimate is reliable for 1 ≪ k ≪ n). Thus loops do not modify the

∼ 1/
√
n! behaviour of the expectation value of the normalized operator for large n; similarly,

the norm of operators with many derivatives is also suppressed by large factorials. Given

these arguments, we expect that the OPE in the moduli space converges at any finite |x| to
all orders in perturbation theory, and more in general in all models that admit a perturbative

limit.

Let us now discuss the long distance limit. As we observed earlier around (2.13), this

limit is controlled by the cluster decomposition principle and the massless particles of the

moduli space. In general, the long distance expansion contains both inverse powers of |x|,
which are generically computed from the EFT for the massless fields in the moduli space, as

well as exponential corrections due to the exchange of massive modes. Therefore the long

distance expansion is always asymptotic. The requirement that correlation functions remain

finite at large separation implies that the series that we obtain using the OPE must have

oscillating signs. This is because a series with positive coefficients that converges for any

|x| <∞ necessarily gives rise to a function that diverges for |x| → ∞.

These abstract considerations are concretely exemplified by the exchange of a single mass

m particle in the two-point function.7 This results into a contribution proportional to the

free propagator

⟨O(x)O(0)⟩ ⊃ #
md−2

(2π)d/2(m|x|)
d−2
2

K d−2
2
(m|x|) . (2.19)

It follows from the properties of the Bessel function that the short distance expansion of the

massive propagator for m|x| ≪ 1 is uniformly convergent for any finite x2. Additionally, it is

well known that the expansion of the Bessel function Ka(z) is given by an oscillating series.

E.g. in d = 4 we have

K1(z) =
1

z
+

∞∑
k=0

(z
2

)2k+1 [
pk log

(z
2

)
+ qk

]
, (2.20)

7In many perturbative examples, such as in N = 4 and the ABC model that we discuss in the rest of the

paper, correlation functions at leading order in the coupling are given by a finite sum of free massless and

massive propagators.
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where the pk’s and qk’s have opposite sign

pk =
1

k!(k + 1)!
, qk = −ψ

(0)(k + 1) + ψ(0)(k + 2)

2 [k!(k + 1)!]

k→∞∼ − log k

k!(k + 1)!
. (2.21)

As we will see, the logarithms in (2.20) are interpreted as perturbative contributions from the

anomalous dimensions of the operators exchanged in the OPE in concrete models. Both the

sum over the pk’s and the qk’s produce, individually, a behaviour of the sort ∼ ez log(z)/z

for large z. However such contributions cancel when summing them up and the end-result

decays exponentially ∼ e−z/z.

Incidentally, from (2.21) we see that, in order to reproduce the exchange of a finite

number of massive particles, we must have operators with scaling dimension ∆ ≃ n − 2,

whose product of OPE coefficients and one-point functions produces two terms scaling as∑
ξO∆

g O∆
OO ∼ 1/[Γ(∆)]2. This scaling is not generic and implies nontrivial cancellations

between the CFT data of the theory. Indeed, from the discussion above we infer that one-

point functions of scalar operators scale as ∼ 1/
√
Γ(∆) for large ∆ in perturbative models,

while from [17–20] we know that in CFT the product of the density ρ(∆) of scalar primary

operators O∆ and OPE coefficients g O∆
OO scale as ρ(∆)|g O∆

OO | ∼ 2−∆. This would suggest a

scaling
∑
ξO∆

g O∆
OO ∼ 1/

√
Γ(∆) for the coefficients in (2.21), which is much larger than the

actual result.

Finally, it is also possible to consider two-point functions in momentum space. We do

not have general arguments for the convergence of the small and large momentum expansion.

The example of a free massive propagator (p2 + m2)−1 suggests that these expansions in

general have at most a measure zero overlapping regime of convergence. We will see that this

conclusion holds also at one-loop level in the example that we will study in section 4.

3 Moduli spaces in 3d N = 1 SCFTs and the real ABC model

In this section we first review some general facts about three-dimensional N = 1 theories and

their ϵ-expansion, and then focus on the real ABC model, arguably the simplest perturbative

Lagrangian model that admits conformal symmetry breaking.

3.1 Moduli spaces in 3d N = 1 theories

Three-dimensional theories with N = 1 SUSY do not have a continuous R-symmetry, and so

lack the full power of SUSY that theories with more than two supercharges possess. However,

it turns out that a discrete R-symmetry is enough in order to provide some exact results, and

in particular in some cases it is enough to protect a moduli space from being lifted due to

quantum corrections. Therefore, 3d N = 1 SCFTs are the minimal known interacting theories

that admit moduli spaces, since all one needs are two supercharges and some discrete internal

symmetry group. These ideas have appeared in various places in the literature, e.g. [21–23],

and we review them mostly following the recent discussion in [9].
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Our 3d N = 1 superspace conventions follow [24]. A Lagrangian for a 3d N = 1 SUSY

theory can be written in superspace, with xµ the usual coordinates and θα Majorana Grass-

mannian coordinates. The superpotential takes the form∫
d2θW (Φ, Φ̄) , (3.1)

where we have emphasized thatW is not a holomorphic function of the fields and that it does

not include derivatives. The basic observation of [9, 21] is that the superspace coordinates

behave as Majorana fields, and therefore transform as d2θ → −d2θ under time-reversal T .

For the theory to be invariant under T , the superpotential must be odd under it.8 We will

also refer to T as a discrete Z2 R-symmetry, due to its action on the superspace coordinates.

In certain cases this is enough to prohibit any term which can lift a moduli space.

A simple example is N = 1 SQED, consisting of a gauge multiplet, a single matter mul-

tiplet Φ and vanishing Chern-Simons level. Classically there is a moduli space parametrized

by |Φ|. Gauge invariance forces the superpotential to be a function of |Φ|2, and so there

are no possible superpotential terms which are odd under ZR2 . As a result a superpoten-

tial cannot be generated due to quantum corrections and the moduli space becomes exact

quantum-mechanically.9 Note that adding a Chern-Simons term breaks the R-symmetry and

so lifts the moduli space (although in some cases an R-symmetry is emergent in the IR, again

leading to a moduli space [25, 26]).

In the following we will study another simple example of a Wess-Zumino model that

admits a moduli space: the real ABC model. This consists of three real superfields and

superpotential

W =
g

2
ABC . (3.2)

Classically, this theory has a moduli space consisting of three branches where on each branch

only one of the three fields gets a vev. To find which branches are protected from quantum

corrections, we analyze the symmetries of the model. There is a ZR2 symmetry that flips

the sign of all the superfields (A,B,C) → (−A,−B,−C), as well as an S4 symmetry group

that is obtained composing the obvious S3 permutation group with the action (A,B,C) →
(−A,−B,C).10 These are enough to constrain all possible effective action terms to be of the

form

Weff ⊃ ABCf(A2, B2, C2) , (3.3)

for some function f . Since none of these terms lift the classical moduli space, we find that it

is exact quantum-mechanically.

8In components, this requirement follows from the transformation properties under T of the Majorana

fields.
9At least to all orders in perturbation theory. There are cases where non-perturbative corrections can lift

the moduli space [9].
10S4 acts as the group of permutations of the set {A+B − C, A+ C −B, C −A+B, −A−B − C}.
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3.2 ϵ-expansion for 3d N = 1 theories

The coupling g in the 3d model (3.2) is strongly relevant. In order to obtain a more tractable

weakly coupled theory we would then like to analytically continue the real ABC model to 4−ϵ-
dimensions and use the ϵ-expansion. However, naively there is an obstruction to using this

method: 3d N = 1 consists of two supercharges, while the minimal number of supercharges

in 4d is four. Equivalently, our theories will include 3d Majorana fermions, which have half

the number of degrees of freedom as the minimal fermionic representation of the 4d Lorentz

group. It is thus not immediately clear how to study such theories in the ϵ-expansion from

4d.

A solution was proposed in [10, 11]. Consider a general 3d N = 1 Wess-Zumino (WZ)

theory, consisting of interacting scalar multiplets Ψi for i = 1, ..., NΨ whose components are

real Bosons ϕi and Majorana Fermions ψi. In components, the Lagrangian takes the form

L =
1

2
(∂µϕi)

2 − i

2
ψαi ∂αβψ

β
i − i

2
∂i∂jWψαi ψαj −

1

2
(∂iW )2 , (3.4)

where W (Ψi, Ψ̄i) is the superpotential. We instead choose to study a (non-SUSY) theory

with an additional flavor index a = 1, ..., Nψ for the fermions, and Lagrangian

L =
1

2
(∂µϕi)

2 − i

2
ψαai∂αβψ

β
ai −

i

2
∂i∂jWψαaiψαaj −

1

2
(∂iW )2 . (3.5)

This theory reduces to the SUSY theory when Nψ = 1. On the other hand, it can be studied

in the ϵ-expansion for Nψ a multiple of 2 by repackaging the 3d two-component Majorana

fermions into Nψ/2 4d four-component Majorana fermions. We will go a step further and

work with Nf a multiplet of 4, in which case the fermions can be repackaged into Nψ/4 4d

Dirac fermions. The 4d Lagrangian is

L =
1

2
(∂µϕi)

2 + iψ̄bi/∂ψbi − ∂i∂jWψ̄biψbj −
1

2
(∂iW )2 , (3.6)

where now we sum over b = 1, ..., Nψ/4. The Lagrangian (3.6) can be studied in the ϵ-

expansion using standard techniques. Eventually one sets Nf = 1, which should correspond

to the original 3d N = 1 theory. This strategy was tested for the 3d N = 1 Ising model in

[10] and for additional 3d N = 1 theories in [27–29].

3.3 The real ABC model in 4− ϵ dimensions

We now consider the continuation of the model (3.2) to 4− ϵ dimensions. Using the prescrip-

tion explained in (3.5), the renormalized Euclidean Lagrangian reads

L =
1

2
(∂a)2 +

1

2
(∂b)2 +

1

2
(∂c)2 + ¯̃ai/∂ãi +

¯̃
bi/∂b̃i + ¯̃ci/∂c̃i

+
gµϵ/2

2

[
a
(
¯̃
bic̃i + ¯̃cib̃i

)
+ b (¯̃ciãi + ¯̃aic̃i) + c

(
¯̃aib̃i +

¯̃
bic̃i

)]
+
g2µϵ

8

(
a2b2 + b2c2 + c2a2

)
,

(3.7)
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where µ is the sliding scale, g is the dimensionless renormalized coupling. The fields a, b, c

are real scalars while ãi, b̃i, c̃i are Dirac spinors with i = 1, ..., NΨ. We perform calculations

with Nψ arbitrary and set Nψ = 1/4 at the end. By the discussion in section 3.2 the model

should describe the 3d N = 1 ABC model (3.2), so that e.g. a, ã will combine to form the

scalar superfield A.

As mentioned in section 3.1, the model is invariant under a discrete internal S4 group

which is obtained by composing S3 permutations of the operators with the Z2 flip of the

sign of two arbitrary superfields. Additionally, the model is invariant under a discrete chiral

symmetry, under which the Dirac fields transform as (ãi, b̃i, c̃i) → (γ5ãi, γ5b̃i, γ5c̃i), and all

the scalars flip sign (a, b, c) → (−a,−b,−c).
We work in dimensional regularization within the minimal subtraction scheme, see ap-

pendix A for details. Setting NΨ = 1/4, the beta function of the coupling is

βg = − ϵ
2
g +

5g3

4(4π)2
− 9g5

8(4π)4
+O

(
g7

(4π)6

)
. (3.8)

We see that the model (3.7) admits a perturbative fixed point in 4− ϵ dimensions at

g2∗
(4π)2

=
2

5
ϵ+

18

125
ϵ2 +O

(
ϵ3
)
. (3.9)

We will focus on such fixed-point. At the fixed-point correlation functions are independent of

the sliding scale (provided we rescale the operators appropriately, see (A.7)). In appendix A

we list some perturbative results for the CFT data that we will need in the next sections.

In what follows, we will drop the subscript from the coupling, leaving understood that we

always work at the fixed point.

A technical remark is in order. As further explained in appendix A, we work with

operators in the minimal subtraction scheme rather than with canonically normalized ones.

For instance, the two-point function of a(x) in the conformal vacuum to one-loop order reads

⟨a(x)a(0)⟩ = NAA

|x|2∆A
, (3.10)

where ∆A = 1 − 2ϵ
5 + O

(
ϵ2
)
is the scaling dimension (the two-loop result is given in (A.12)

of the appendix) and

NAA =
1

(d− 2)Ωd−1

[
1− ϵ

10
(2 + γ + log π) +O

(
ϵ2
)]
. (3.11)

The canonically normalized operator is given by â ≡ a/
√
NAA.

There are two main technical advantages in working with operators in the minimal sub-

traction scheme, rather than with canonically normalized ones. First, in this scheme, we do

not have to compute explicitly the normalization factors Nij of the operators exchanged in

the OPE; this will reduce the amount of work required in the next section to compare the

OPE with explicit results for the two-point functions in the moduli space. Additionally, OPE
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coefficients are particularly simple at leading order, since the fusion is trivial at tree-level -

e.g. a(x)× a(0) = NAA1/x
2 + a2(0) + . . ..

As explained in section 3.1, we expect that the theory (3.7) admits a moduli space of

vacua in which one of the fundamental fields acquires a vev. It is instructive to check explicitly

that the quantum effective potential admits a flat direction. Without loss of generality we

choose to focus on a vacuum such that

⟨a⟩ ≠ 0 , ⟨b⟩ = ⟨c⟩ = 0 . (3.12)

In this vacuum the internal symmetry is broken to a Z2 × Z2 subgroup consisting of the

exchange of b and c and the transformation (a, b, c) → (a,−b,−c). Because of this symmetry

we can set both b and c self-consistently to zero, and we find that the one-loop effective

potential is given by (note µϵ = 1 to this order)

Veff (a)|b=c=0 = 2× 1

2
Tr
[
log
(
−∂2 + g2a2

)]
−NΨ

{
Tr
[
log
(
/∂ − ga

)]
+Tr

[
log
(
/∂ + ga

)]}
= (1− 4NΨ) Tr

[
log
(
−∂2 + g2a2

)] NΨ=1/4
= 0 , (3.13)

which indeed vanishes for the prescribed number of fermions.

The moduli space is parametrized by a single real coordinate, the expectation value ⟨a⟩.
As the field a has a non-trivial scaling dimension ∆A = 1 + O(ϵ), it is slightly awkward to

work with ⟨a⟩. We find it more convenient to parametrize the moduli space by a coordinate

v of dimension one, defined by the equation

⟨a⟩ ≡ v
d−2
2

(gv
2

)∆A− d−2
2

= v [1 +O (ϵ)] . (3.14)

It is redundant but useful to also introduce a mass scale m as
g

2
⟨a⟩ ≡ m∆A = m [1 +O (ϵ)] . (3.15)

The point of this definition is that m coincides at tree level with the mass of the gapped

particles. Clearly m and v are related as

m
d−2
2 ≡ gv

d−2
2

2
. (3.16)

These definitions will be convenient in the next section, when we will compare perturbative

two-point functions in the moduli space with the OPE.

To compute correlation functions in the moduli space, we simply need to shift a→ a+⟨a⟩
in the Lagrangian (3.7). Neglecting O(ϵ) terms and suppressing the fermion flavor index i to

avoid clutter of notation, we obtain

L ≃ 1

2
(∂a)2 +

1

2

∑
±

[
(∂x±)

2 +m2x2±
]
+ ¯̃a/∂ã+

∑
±

[
¯̃x±
(
/∂ ∓m

)
x̃±
]

− g

2
a (¯̃x−x̃− − ¯̃x+x̃+)−

g

2
x− (¯̃x−ã+ ¯̃ax̃−) +

g

2
x+ (¯̃x+ã+ ¯̃ax̃+)

+
gm

2
a(x2+ + x2−) +

g2

8
a2(x2+ + x2−) +

g2

32
(x2+ − x2−)

2 ,

(3.17)

– 14 –



where we defined the following combinations

x± =
b± c√

2
, (3.18)

and similarly for the fermions. We therefore see that the spectrum consists of a massless

superfield, i.e. the dilaton multiplet, and two massive superfields.

As usual in perturbative theories, the mass m is proportional to the coupling times the

expectation value of the field. As we will explain in more detail in the next section, this

fact implies that, in order to reproduce correlation functions in the moduli space at arbitrary

distances from the OPE, we need to known certain CFT data to arbitrarily high order in ϵ.

This is because using the action (3.17) we formally work in the double-scaling limit g → 0,

⟨a⟩ → ∞ with g⟨a⟩ ∼ m = fixed, in which we resum the effect of infinitely many vertices

proportional to ∼ g⟨a⟩ with respect to the perturbation theory in the conformal vacuum. The

existence of this double-scaling limit can also be understood rescaling all the fields in (3.7) by

1/g, so that the coupling appears only as a 1/g2 overall factor in front of the action. Then the

definition (3.15) ensures that the vev of the rescaled field, and therefore the rescaled action

in the moduli space, depend only on m (and µ). Physically, this is just the statement that

in perturbation theory we work perturbatively in the coupling, but to all orders in the mass

m ∼ gv of the particles.

4 Bootstrap equation in the perturbative ABC model

This section contains our main technical results. We use the real ABC model in d = 4 − ϵ

dimensions to illustrate how the bootstrap equation works in perturbation theory, up to

one-loop order.

4.1 Tree-level two-point functions

From the action (3.17), we readily obtain the two-point function of the fundamental field,

which is completely specified by

⟨a(x)a(0)⟩ = ⟨a⟩2 + 1

(d− 2)Ωd−1|x|d−2
+O(g2) , (4.1)

⟨b(x)b(0)⟩ = ⟨x+(x)x+(0)⟩ =
md−2

(2π)d/2(m|x|)
d−2
2

K d−2
2
(m|x|) +O(g2) , (4.2)

where we recall that Ωd−1 = 2πd/2/Γ(d/2) is the volume of the d − 1 dimensional sphere.

To this order, the two-point functions (4.1) and (4.2) are saturated by the exchange of,

respectively, a massless and a massive particle on the right-hand side of (2.12). We will refer

to the results (4.1) and (4.2) as tree-level, since their connected terms are O(g0) and are

simply given by the free propagator. On the other hand, the disconnected term is of order

O(g−2) when working at fixed m,

⟨a⟩2 = 4

g2
m∆A , (4.3)
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where we used (3.15). As we discussed in section 2.2, it follows from the structure of the

free-theory propagator that the OPE converges to this order.

Two-point function and OPE at order O(g−2)

In the following we compare (4.1) and (4.2) with the OPE expansion (2.8) in greater detail.

Our motivation for doing so is twofold. First, as we will see, the seemingly trivial results (4.1)

and (4.2) require several nontrivial identities and cancellations between the anomalous di-

mensions and OPE coefficients of the operators of the theory when matched to a conformal

OPE. Therefore, studying the OPE provides an alternative viewpoint on the necessity of

special selection rules for the existence of a moduli space in the double-scaling limit g → 0

with fixed m. Additionally, we would like to understand how the long-distance behaviour of

the correlation functions arises from the OPE. We will then generalize these considerations

to one-loop order.

Consider first the correlation functions to order O(1/g2):

⟨a(x)a(0)⟩ = v2 +O(g0) , ⟨b(x)b(0)⟩ = ⟨c(x)c(0)⟩ = O(g0) . (4.4)

Physically, to the order O(1/g2) the correlators are purely classical, and thus are evaluated

replacing the fields with their classical expectation value. Equations (4.4) match on the nose

the result of the tree-level OPE:

a(x)a(0) =
1

4πx2
+ a2(0) + descendants +O

(
g2
)
,

b(x)b(0) =
1

4πx2
+ b2(0) + descendants +O

(
g2
)
, (4.5)

from which equations (4.4) arise using ⟨a2⟩ = v2
[
1 +O

(
g2
)]

and ⟨b2⟩ = ⟨c2⟩ = 0.

The simplicity of the matching between the OPE expansion and the explicit results from

the moduli space action (3.17) is a consequence of the selection rules of the ABC model. To

see this, note that the tree-level vev of the operators an is proportional to inverse powers of

g in the double scaling limit with fixed m ∼ gv:

⟨an⟩ = vn = (2m)n/gn . (4.6)

Therefore, a priori, it was possible for the inverse powers of g in (4.6) to compensate for

the factors of the coupling in the higher order terms of the OPE (4.5) (indeed, we have seen

that the O(g0) OPE yields a O(g−2) contribution to the correlation function through the

expectation value of a2). This however did not happen in the ABC model due to the specific

structure of the interactions.

To make the former discussion more precise, imagine perturbing the action (3.7) with

interaction vertices of the form g2a4 and g2a3b. These terms of course destroy the moduli

space, but we neglect this fact for now11 - we will soon recover this conclusion from the

11These terms might also spoil the conformal invariance of the model at one-loop if included on their own,

but for now all we need is that the model is classically conformal.
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viewpoint of the OPE. It is easy to see that these vertices give rise to OPE coefficients of

order gn−2 for the operators an:

δLint ∼ #g2a4 +#g2a3b =⇒

{
a(x)a(0) ⊃

∑
n=even#g

n−2xn−2an(0) ,

b(x)b(0) ⊃
∑

n=even#g
n−2xn−2an(0) ,

(4.7)

where we denoted with # some O(1) factors which are irrelevant for our discussion. Therefore

in the presence of such vertices, each term gn−2an in the OPE would result in a ∼ gn−2vn ∼
mn/g2 contribution to the correlators (4.4), since the vev (4.6) scales as g−n. By dimensional

analysis, these term would yield a x-dependent contribution to the correlation functions

already at order O(g−2).

Therefore we conclude that it is crucial that the vertices in (4.7) are tuned to zero for the

correlators (4.4) to assume a simple factorized form, compatible with ⟨a⟩ = v, at the classical

level. Of course, that these terms must be tuned to zero is not a surprise, since they break

supersymmetry and the internal symmetry of the ABC model, that ensure the existence of

a flat direction. Our point is simply that the agreement between the conformal OPE and the

seemingly trivial expressions (4.4) already at this order relies on the nontrivial structure of

the CFT data of the theory.

4.2 General power counting in perturbative Yukawa models

In what follows we would like to systematize the comparison between the OPE and the

perturbative results in the moduli space at small g and fixed m. To this aim, it is useful

to make a digression and consider the scaling with the coupling of correlation functions in

generic weakly coupled theories in a spontaneously broken phase (either conformal or not).

Let us specify what we mean by generic weakly coupled theory. We consider a four-

dimensional model consisting of an arbitrary number of scalars and fermions (the inclusion

of vector bosons is straightforward) where we allow for all possible mass and renormalizable

interaction terms compatible with the Euclidean group. We further assume the most natural

scenario, in which the scaling of all terms is set by a single coupling g and a mass term m up

to O(1) prefactors. This means that all masses are proportional to m, and Yukawa couplings,

scalar cubic vertices and scalar quartics scale as, respectively, g, gm and g2.

Let us estimate OPE coefficients and one-point functions in this scenario. Naturally, the

vev v of fundamental scalar fields is set by m/g. Let us generically denote with ϕ the bosonic

fundamental operators and with ψ the fermionic ones. A generic composite operator is made

out of products of the fundamental fields and derivatives, schematically

Onϕ,nψ ,n∂ = ∂n∂ϕnϕψnψ . (4.8)

It is easy to get convinced that the vev of a generic such operator in the limit of scall coupling

and fixed mass is parametrically bounded as

⟨Onϕ,nψ ,n∂ ⟩ ≲ vnϕm
3
2
nψ+n∂ ∼ mnϕ+

3
2
nψ+n∂/gnϕ . (4.9)
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For operators with no derivatives or fermions n∂ = nψ = 0, (4.9) agrees with (4.6). We also

used that fermionic bilinears acquire a vev at loop level via a self-contraction, e.g. ⟨ψ̄ψ⟩ ∼ m3.

Finally derivatives kill the classical expectation value, but when acting on propagators in loop

diagrams also yield factors m.

Similarly, connected three-point functions of two fundamental scalar fields and a com-

posite operator scale at most as an amputated 2 → nϕ+nψ correlator, therefore we have the

following parametric bound

⟨ϕϕOnϕ,nψ ,n∂ ⟩c ≲ gnϕ+nψ−2 , (4.10)

up to a function of m and the distance between the operators (which is trivial for m = 0).

Of course, (4.9) and (4.10) are just crude upper bounds; for instance, spinning operators

or total derivatives always have trivial expectation value. For our purposes it is enough to

note that at fixed and sufficiently large classical scaling dimension, in a generic model we find

a nonzero number of operators for which the inequalities (4.9) and (4.10) are saturated. There

are however two nontrivial exceptions to these estimates. One concerns operators without

fermions but at least two derivatives. In this case, since for the operator to acquire a vev we

need to self-contract at least two scalars via a propagator, we find

⟨Onϕ,0,n∂ ⟩ ≲ vnϕ−2mn∂+2 ∼ mnϕ+n∂/gnϕ−2 for n∂ > 0 , (4.11)

which is g2 smaller than (4.9). The other exception concerns the three-point functions of two

fundamental scalar fields and the identity operator, formally an operator of the form O0,0,0,

in which case ⟨ϕϕ1⟩c ∼ O(1). For this reason, in what follows we will treat the contribution

of the identity to the OPE separately from the rest.

Given (4.9) and (4.10), we can now readily write the generic expansion of CFT data

and one-point functions in generic Yukawa models in the ϵ-expansion, like the ABC model

considered here. The scaling dimensions admit the usual expansion:

∆Onϕ,nψ,n∂ = nϕ +
3

2
nψ + n∂ + ϵ γ

(1)
O + ϵ2 γ

(2)
O + . . . . (4.12)

Note that here we define anomalous dimensions including the classical piece d−2
2 nϕ+

d−1
2 nψ−

nϕ − 3
2nψ. Identifying g

2 ∼ ϵ, OPE coefficients are expanded as

gϕϕOnϕ,nψ,n∂ = ϵ
nϕ+nψ

2
−1
[
g
(0)
ϕϕO + ϵ g

(1)
ϕϕO + ϵ2 g

(2)
ϕϕO + . . .

]
. (4.13)

Finally, the vev of a composite operator reads

⟨Onϕ,nψ ,n∂ ⟩ =
mnϕ+

3
2
nψ+n∂

ϵnϕ/2

[
ξ
(0)
O + ϵ ξ

(1)
O + ϵ2 ξ

(2)
O + . . .

]
. (4.14)

Note that, since ⟨O⟩ ∝ m∆O by dimensional analysis, the coefficients ξ
(k)
O of the expansion

in (4.14) must contain powers of logm.

It is important that the structure of these expansions is not affected by operator mix-

ing. For instance, an operator ∼ ϕ2n may mix with ∼ g2(∂ϕ)2ϕn−4, which contributes at

subleading order to the vev (4.14) and at leading order to the OPE (4.13).
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4.3 Consistency conditions at tree level

We now proceed with a detailed analysis of how the consistency conditions are obeyed in the

real ABC model at tree level.

Order O(g−2)

Of course, the real ABC model is not a completely generic model, and its observables obey

other selection rules besides Poincaré invariance. In particular, only superconformal primaries

can acquire a vev. Additionally, the internal symmetry group constrains, besides others, the

structure of the OPE and one-point functions, and in particular implies that the leading term

in (4.13) vanishes in many cases. We have already seen that some of these cancellations are

also required for the OPE to match the trivial results (4.1) and (4.2) at order O(g−2) - below

we extend the discussion to order O(g0). We will discuss the order O(g2) in section 4.4.

Let us first reproduce our former discussion of (4.4) in the current notation. Using (4.11),

we see that at order O(ϵ−1) only operators of the form O2n,0,0 = ϕ2n (with ϕ = a, b, c) may

potentially contribute to the two-point function of the fundamental field (odd powers are

excluded because of the internal Z2). Therefore we must have

v2 =
∑
n∈N

∑
O2n,0,0

m2n/ϵ

|x|2−2n
ξ
(0)
O g

(0)
AAO , (4.15)

0 =
∑
n∈N

∑
O2n,0,0

m2n/ϵ

|x|2−2n
ξ
(0)
O g

(0)
BBO . (4.16)

Note that the identity does not contribute at this order. As we have seen before, these

equations are satisfied because the only operators acquiring a vev are of the form a2n. These

operators have an anomalously small OPE coefficient because supersymmetry and the internal

group forbid g2a4 and g2a3b interactions in the action, hence implying g
(0)
AAA2n = g

(0)
BBA2n = 0.

Beyond leading order additional operators acquire a vev, and we expect that all scalar

superconformal primary operators, up to the requirements of the internal symmetry, acquire

an expectation value at sufficiently high order in perturbation theory. Additionally, the

operators that diagonalize the dilation operator in the interacting theory are nontrivial linear

combinations of A2n and other classically degenerate operators, see appendix A. For these

reasons, the comparison with the OPE is less trivial at order O(ϵ0). We discuss some detailed

checks below.
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Order O(g0)

Let us consider for concreteness the ⟨aa⟩ two-point function. At this order the OPE also

receives contributions from operators with an arbitrary number of derivatives and up to two

fermionic fields: O2n−2k,0,2k = ∂2kϕ2n−2k and O2n−3−2k,2,2k = ∂2kϕ2n−3−2kψ̄ψ. Operators of

the form ϕ2nψ2 in principle could also contribute at this order, but their OPE coefficients

vanish because of the discrete chiral symmetry mentioned below (3.7). Therefore we find

1

4π2|x|2
+ 2m2ξ

(0)
A ξ

(1)
A =

NAA|ϵ0
x2

+
∑
n∈N+

m2n log x2

2|x|2−2n

∑
O2n,0,0

ξ
(0)
O g

(0)
AAO

(
γ
(1)
O − 2γ

(1)
A

)

+
∑
n∈N

m2n

|x|2−2n

 ∑
O2n,0,0

[
ξ
(1)
O g

(0)
AAO + ξ

(0)
O g

(1)
AAO

]

+
n−2∑
k=0

∑
O2n−3−2k,2,2k

ξ
(0)
O g

(0)
AAO +

n−1∑
k=1

∑
O2n−2k,0,2k

ξ
(1)
O g

(0)
AAO

 ,

(4.17)

where NAA is given in (3.11). A similar equation holds for the ⟨bb⟩ two-point function,

with the left hand-side replaced by the short distance expansion of the 4d massive scalar

propagator (2.10):

Gm2(x2) =
1

4π2x2
+

m2

16π2

[
log

(
m2x2

4

)
+ 2γ − 1

]
+
m4x2

256π2

[
2 log

(
m2x2

4

)
+ 4γ − 5

]
+ . . . .

(4.18)

Let us unpack (4.17). The first term on the left-hand side is the massless scalar propa-

gator, while the second term arises from the expansion of ⟨A⟩2. From (3.15) we find:

ξ
(0)
A =

√
5
2

2π
, ξ

(1)
A = −20 logm+ 9

20
√
10π

. (4.19)

As formerly commented, we work with non-canonically normalized operators, and the depen-

dence on m is fixed by the scaling dimension. The first term on the right-hand side of (4.17)

is the contribution from the identity in the OPE. The second term arises from the anomalous

dimensions of A and the composite operators on the right hand side of (4.15). On the second

and third lines we grouped the first terms in the expansion of the vev and the OPE of the

operators O2n,0,0 ∼ ϕ2n, which already appeared in the previous order, with the first contribu-

tion of operators with either derivatives or fermions; note that because of the property (4.11)

the operators O2n−2k,0,2k = ∂2kϕ2n−2k have ξ
(0)
O = 0.

Let us now see explicitly how the leading terms at short distances are obtained from the

OPE. The ∼ 1/x2 on the left-hand side of the tree-level results is trivially reproduced by the

contribution of the identity. The ∼ x0 contributions instead arise from operators of the form

ϕ2. As detailed in appendix A, these can be grouped into a singlet S = A2 + B2 + C2 and

a doublet {D1, D2} = {A2 − B2, (A2 + B2 − 2C2)/
√
3} under S4. The internal symmetry
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implies

⟨D1⟩ =
√
3⟨D2⟩ , gAAD1 = −gBBD1 =

√
3gAAD2 =

√
3gBBD2 ≡ gAAD , (4.20)

as well as gAAS = gBBS . Therefore, comparing the OPE with the tree-level results for the

two-point functions we find

0 = ξ
(0)
S g

(0)
AAS

(
γ
(1)
S − 2γ

(1)
A

)
+

4

3
ξ
(0)
D g

(0)
AAD

(
γ
(1)
D − 2γ

(1)
A

)
, (4.21)

1

8π2
= ξ

(0)
S g

(0)
AAS

(
γ
(1)
S − 2γ

(1)
A

)
− 2

3
ξ
(0)
D g

(0)
AAD

(
γ
(1)
D − 2γ

(1)
A

)
, (4.22)

from the log x2 terms, as well as

2ξ
(0)
A ξ

(1)
A = ξ

(1)
S g

(0)
AAS + ξ

(0)
S g

(1)
AAS +

4

3

[
ξ
(1)
D g

(0)
AAD + ξ

(0)
D g

(1)
AAD

]
, (4.23)

1

16π2

[
log

(
m2

4

)
+ 2γ − 1

]
= ξ

(1)
S g

(0)
AAS + ξ

(0)
S g

(1)
AAS − 2

3

[
ξ
(1)
D g

(0)
AAD + ξ

(0)
D g

(1)
AAD

]
, (4.24)

from the x0 pieces.

To illustrate the potential uses of these relations, note that the tree-level OPEs and vevs

are

g
(0)
AAS =

1

3
, g

(0)
AAD =

1

2
, ξ

(0)
S = ξ

(0)
D =

5

8π2
. (4.25)

Using these, (4.21), (4.22), (4.23) and (4.24), yield relations between the one-loop CFT data

of the theory from a tree-level calculation on the moduli space. For instance, if we are given

the one-loop anomalous dimensions of A,

γ
(1)
A = −2

5
, (4.26)

from (4.21) and (4.22) we can solve for the anomalous dimensions of S and D

γ
(1)
S = −2

5
, γ

(1)
D = −1 , (4.27)

which are in perfect agreement with the results (A.14) and (A.16) from a direct calculation

in the appendix. Similarly, from (4.23) and (4.24) we obtain the following relation between

OPEs and one-point functions

g
(1)
AAS +

8π2

15
ξ
(1)
S =

1

75
[10γ − 14− log(1024)− 10 logm] , (4.28)

g
(1)
AAD +

4π2

5
ξ
(1)
D =

1

100
[log(1024)− 10γ − 13− 50 logm] . (4.29)
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These are satisfied by the results (A.22) and (A.36) in the appendix, that give

g
(1)
AAS =

1

15
(log π + γ) , (4.30)

g
(1)
AAD = − 1

20
(log π + γ) , (4.31)

ξ
(1)
S = −10 logm− 5γ + 14 + 5 log(4π)

40π2
, (4.32)

ξ
(1)
D =

5 log(4π)− 50 logm− 5γ − 13

80π2
. (4.33)

It is increasingly difficult to check explicitly the identities arising from higher powers of x2

in (4.17), since we need to compute the CFT data of higher dimensional operators including

OPE coefficients to very high order in ϵ. As an illustration, from the x2 log x2 terms of the

OPE expansion in (4.17) we find the following

0 = ξ
(0)
Σ g

(0)
AAΣ

(
γ
(1)
Σ − 2γ

(1)
A

)
+ ξ

(0)
K g

(0)
AAK

(
γ
(1)
K − 2γ

(1)
A

)
+

4

3
ξ
(0)
M g

(0)
AAM

(
γ
(1)
M − 2γ

(1)
A

)
+

4

3
ξ
(0)
N g

(0)
AAN

(
γ
(1)
N − 2γ

(1)
A

)
, (4.34)

1

64π2
= ξ

(0)
Σ g

(0)
AAΣ

(
γ
(1)
Σ − 2γ

(1)
A

)
+ ξ

(0)
K g

(0)
AAK

(
γ
(1)
K − 2γ

(1)
A

)
− 2

3
ξ
(0)
M g

(0)
AAM

(
γ
(1)
M − 2γ

(1)
A

)
− 2

3
ξ
(0)
N g

(0)
AAN

(
γ
(1)
N − 2γ

(1)
A

)
, (4.35)

where at this order we receive contributions from two singlets, Σ and K, and two doublets,Mi

and Ni, see app. A for the expressions in terms of fundamental fields. Eq.s (4.34) and (4.35)

are in agreement with the results (A.18), (A.20), (A.22) and (A.39) in the appendix.

In summary, already at tree-level the correlators (4.1) and (4.2) contain a wealth of

information on the CFT data of the theory. The comparison with the OPE shows that the

existence of a moduli space relies on nontrivial relations between the CFT data of the theory.

To further illustrate this point, in the next section we will extract the O(ϵ2) corrections to

the OPE coefficients of S and D from the one-loop result for the two-point functions of A

and B in the moduli space.

We speculate that the power-counting analysis of this section should be easily generaliz-

able to non conformal theories, with the main difference that the OPE is not constrained by

conformal invariance. It might be possible to perform a detailed comparison between pertur-

bative correlators and the OPE in massive theories along the lines of our discussion, perhaps

using conformal perturbation theory to evaluate corrections to the OPE. This analysis might

prove useful in understanding the properties and structure of the OPE in generic massive

theories.12

12See [30, 31] and references therein for discussions of the OPE in massive QFTs.
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Figure 1: Diagrams contributing the two-point functions of a and x± at

one-loop. We neglected diagrams proportional to massless tadpole that van-

ish identically in dimensional regularization.

4.4 Two-point functions and consistency relations at one-loop

In this subsection we extend our considerations to one-loop order. We will consider both

the convergence properties of the short and long distance expansions, as well as some of the

consistency relations that arise from the comparison of the explicit results with the OPE.

The one-loop two-point functions are more easily expressed in momentum space. We

define the 1PI factors as∫
ddxeipx⟨a(x)a(0)⟩(1−loop) = g2

(4π)2
Γaa(p)

p4
, (4.36)∫

ddxeipx⟨x+(x)x+(0)⟩(1−loop) =
g2

(4π)2
Γxx(p)

(p2 +m2)2
. (4.37)

The relevant diagrams are shown in figure 1. As these show, at one-loop order we introduce

the contribution of two-particle states in the spectral density on the right hand side of the

bootstrap equation (2.12). A textbook calculation gives

Γaa(p) =
1

2
p
√

4m2 + p2 tanh−1

(
p√

4m2 + p2

)
+
p2

4

[
log

(
m2

4π

)
+ γ − 2

]
, (4.38)

Γxx(p) =
1

4
p2
[
log

(
p2 +m2

4π

)
+ γ − 2

]
− 3m4

4p2
log

(
1 +

p2

m2

)
+

1

4
m2
[
6 + 3 log(4π)− 3γ − 2 log

(
p2 +m2

)
− 2 log

(
m2
)]

; (4.39)

note that Γaa(0) = 0, ensuring that the dilaton remains massless also at one-loop level.
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Convergence of the short and large distance expansions

The convergence properties of the low and large momentum expansion follow from the ana-

lytic structure of the results. The 1PI factors (4.38) and (4.39) have a branch cut starting,

respectively, at at p2 = −4m2, due to the continuum of two massive particles (from the di-

agrams 1a and 1b), and at p2 = −m2 (from the diagrams 1d and 1e), due to the exchange

of a dilaton and a massive particle. At this order both correlators are analytic for |p2| < m2,

because there is no cut corresponding to the exchange of two or more massless particles.

Therefore the small momentum expansion for |p2|/m2 < 1 is convergent. Less obviously, the

momentum space OPE expansion is convergent for momenta larger than the branch points,

i.e. for |p2|/(4m2) > 1 in (4.38) and for |p2|/m2 > 1 in (4.39).

Now we would like to compare explicitly our results with the OPE as in the previous sec-

tion. To this aim, we need the correlation functions in position space. The Fourier transform

of (4.37) can be expressed in closed form in terms of Bessel functions as

⟨x+(x)x+(0)⟩(1−loop) =− g2

(4π)2

{
mK1(mx)

16π2x

[
log
(π
4
m2x4

)
+ 3γ + 2

]
+
K0(mx)

16π2x2
[
2−m2x2 (4 + 2 log(4π)− 5 logm− 2γ)

]}
.

(4.40)

We were only able to express the Fourier transform of (4.36) as a series expansion for small

x2:

⟨a(x)a(0)⟩(1−loop) = g2

(4π)2

∞∑
k=−1

x2km2k+2
[
αk log

2 |x|+ βk log |x|+ γk
]
. (4.41)

We obtained closed expressions for all the αk’s and βk’s, and we computed the values of the

first few γk’s; we will derive below also the asymptotic form of the γk’s for large k. A similar

expansion can be obtained for the two-point function of b from (4.40). We provide details of

the derivations of (4.40) and (4.41) and the explicit values of the coefficients in app. A.5.

We find again that the OPE is uniformly convergent for any x2 > 0. For the two-point

function of x+, this follows from (4.40) and the properties of the Bessel functions. To see

that the OPE converges also for the ⟨a(x)a(0)⟩ correlator, we use that the coefficients of the

logarithmic terms in the expansion (4.41) of ⟨a(x)a(0)⟩ decay faster than exponentially

αk ∼
1

16π5/2k5/2(k!)2
, βk ∼ − log(k/m)

8π5/2k5/2(k!)2
for k → ∞ , (4.42)

as can be verified from the explicit result in (A.59) of the appendix. It follows that the γk’s

obey a similar behavior. This is because ⟨a(x)a(0)⟩ does not grow exponentially at large x2,

while (4.42) imply that the sum of the first two terms in (4.41) yield an exponentially growing

behaviour ∼ em|x|. Therefore the sum over the γk’s must compensate for that. Evaluating

the sum (4.41) via the saddle-point approximation we find that this is possible only if

γk ∼
log2(k/m)

16π5/2k5/2(k!)2
for k → ∞ . (4.43)
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Similarly to the discussion below (2.20), these observations imply that the long distance limit

of the sum in (4.36), which is proportional to ∼ 1/|x|2, arises as a consequence of several

nontrivial cancellations between the individual contributions in the OPE.

The cuts in momentum space imply that at this order the long distance limit of the

dilaton two-point function receives exponentially suppressed contributions ∼ e−2m|x|. There-

fore we conclude that the long distance expansion in coordinate space is asymptotic for both

correlators, as expected.

Consistency relations at one-loop

Finally, we can add the one-loop results to the O(ϵ) terms from the expansion of the tree-

level and compare explicitly to the OPE. The check is largely analogous to the one detailed

at tree-level. The main difference is that at this order we also have terms proportional to

log2 |x| times the square of the anomalous dimensions of the operators of the form ϕ2n,

⟨a(x)a(0)⟩ ⊃ ϵm2
∑
O2,0,0

ξ
(0)
O λ

(0)
AAO

(
γ
(1)
O − 2γ

(1)
A

)2 log2 |x|
2

, (4.44)

and similarly for ⟨b(x)b(0)⟩. Additionally at this order there are contributions from operators

with four fermionic fundamental fields, that did not appear before.

We verified explicitly the agreement with the OPE for the operators of engineering di-

mension 2, i.e. S and Di. In particular, we found that the ϵ x0 log2 |x| and ϵ x0 log |x| terms

are correctly reproduced by the OPE using the results in app. A for the one- and two-loop

anomalous dimensions, and for the one-loop OPE coefficients and one-point functions of S

and Di. Additionally, analogously to (4.28) and (4.29), from the ϵ x0 term we find a relation

between the two-loop one-point functions and OPE coefficients of S and Di. From this rela-

tion and the results for the one-point functions in (A.37) and (A.38), we extract the O(ϵ2)

corrections to the OPE coefficients of S and D:

g
(2)
AAS =

log2 π

150
+

log π

750
(10γ − 17) +

60γ2 − 204γ + 25π2 − 390

9000
,

g
(2)
AAD =

log2 π

400
+

log π

1000
(5γ + 2) +

30γ2 + 24γ − 25π2 + 480

12000
. (4.45)

Note that a direct calculation of these OPE coefficients would involve rather intricate three-

point two-loop integrals. Here instead we extracted the result from a textbook one-loop

calculation of a two-point function and from the two-loop one-point functions (whose calcu-

lation is simple because of the trivial kinematics).

Finally, matching the ϵ x2 log2 |x| terms in the expansion of the two-point functions with
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the OPE, we find the following conditions:

1

320π2
= ξ

(0)
Σ g

(0)
AAΣ

(
γ
(1)
Σ − 2γ

(1)
A

)2
2

+ ξ
(0)
K g

(0)
AAK

(
γ
(1)
K − 2γ

(1)
A

)2
2

+
4

3
ξ
(0)
M g

(0)
AAM

(
γ
(1)
M − 2γ

(1)
A

)2
2

+
4

3
ξ
(0)
N g

(0)
AAN

(
γ
(1)
N − 2γ

(1)
A

)2
2

, (4.46)

1

640π2
= ξ

(0)
Σ g

(0)
AAΣ

(
γ
(1)
Σ − 2γ

(1)
A

)2
2

+ ξ
(0)
K g

(0)
AAK

(
γ
(1)
K − 2γ

(1)
A

)2
2

− 2

3
ξ
(0)
M g

(0)
AAM

(
γ
(1)
M − 2γ

(1)
A

)2
2

− 2

3
ξ
(0)
N g

(0)
AAN

(
γ
(1)
N − 2γ

(1)
A

)2
2

. (4.47)

where Σ and K, Mi and Ni are the operators with engineering dimension four that con-

tributed to (4.34) and (4.35) at tree-level. Also (4.46) and (4.47) are in agreement with the

results (A.18), (A.20), (A.22) and (A.39) in the appendix.

5 Outlook

In CFTs with moduli spaces, the operator spectrum and OPE coefficients are not independent

of the particle spectrum and interactions on the moduli space. At least a subset of the relations

between these quantities is obtained by expressing correlation functions in the moduli space

in terms of an infinite number of one-point functions by repeated application of the OPE.

In this paper we have studied the simplest set of such constraints, those that arise when

considering a two-point function of local operators by comparing the OPE channel with

the exchange of the asymptotic states in the broken vacuum, equation (1.1). Our most

conceptual point concerns the convergence of the OPE, which we found admits an infinite

radius of convergence under mild assumptions. We also studied a concrete example, the real

ABC model in 4 − ϵ dimensions, to one-loop order. We found that already at low orders in

perturbation theory, (1.1) enforces nontrivial identities between the CFT data of the theory

to arbitrarily high order in the coupling. We provided a systematic framework to write

such relations order by order in perturbation theory in arbitrary weakly coupled models, and

verified several of the constraints we found explicitly in the example at hand.

Overall, our analysis provides an abstract viewpoint, not based on a Lagrangian descrip-

tion, on why CFTs with moduli space are nongeneric in the space of theories. Yet, we did not

find a systematic approach to study the bootstrap constraints in full generality and at the

nonperturbative level. We still seem far from answering the longstanding question of which

conditions must the CFT data of a theory obey for it to admit a moduli space. Below we list

some possible future directions.

The most obvious next step is perhaps to extend our analysis of the bootstrap equa-

tion (1.1) to a more constrained example, such as planar N = 4 Super-Yang-Mills theory.

This promises to be a rich problem due to the possibility of exploring both the weak and
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strong coupling regime, using supergravity as in [32], and because of the potential interplay

with integrability. (While this work was under completion, [12] appeared where an analysis

of this setup was initiated).

Besides studying additional explicit examples, it would be desirable to make the abstract

bootstrap problem more systematic. A key technical obstacle to this aim is that the OPE

channel of (1.1) does not admit any positivity property; in fact we argued that the OPE

expansion must necessarily yield a nontrivial oscillating series to be consistent with a regular

long distance limit. Below we thus discuss some potential alternative strategies to decode the

properties of the data of a CFT with a moduli space.

The simplest alternative is probably to consider the S-matrix in the broken vacuum,

which obeys well known unitarity and crossing constraints, as in the S-matrix bootstrap

literature (see e.g. [33] for a recent review). The existence of a moduli space would then be

implemented by demanding the existence of a massless dilaton, whose low energy interactions

are constrained by the nonlinear realization of the symmetry [5, 6]. See [34] for progress on a

related problem. Additional constraints might arise including form-factors of the stress tensor

in the bootstrap system as in [35], and imposing tracelessness.

In a companion paper [8], we take a very different approach. We take as an input the

effective field theory (EFT) for the dilaton and the other massless moduli [5, 6, 36], and,

rather than expanding around the broken vacua, we look for backgrounds that correspond

to primary states in radial quantization. This approach has the advantage that the tuning

required for the existence of a moduli space, the absence of a potential of the dilaton, is an

explicit input in the construction of the EFT. Generalizing the ideas of [37], we establish in

full generality that, when an internal charge Q is spontaneously broken in the moduli space,

the lowest dimensional operators charged under the latter have scaling dimension growing

linearly with the charge ∆min(Q) ∝ Q for Q ≫ 1. The result is in general unrelated to

the existence of BPS operators, and it applies also when Q is not an R-charge, as we verify

in several examples. This behaviour is to be contrasted with the scaling ∆min(Q) ∝ Q
d
d−1

which is expected to hold in generic CFTs [38, 39], and thus is a nontrivial reflection of the

existence of a moduli space. In [8] we will also discuss additional aspects of the connection

between large charge operators and moduli spaces (see also [40, 41]), and list some interesting

directions for generalizing this approach.

We also mention that in [42] it was also argued that, inN = 4 SYM, the massive spectrum

of the Coulomb branch is related to the cusp anomalous dimensions of supersymmetric Wilson

lines. It would be interesting to understand if there exist other quantitative connections

between conformal defects and the S-matrix in the broken vacuum in conformal gauge theories.

Finally, we cannot resist but mention that it would be interesting if any of these ap-

proaches could shed light on the longstanding question of the existence of a dilaton in the

conformal window of QCD [43, 44]. A priori, as emphasized in [45–47], the existence of a

moduli space in a non-supersymmetric theory would be a rather finely tuned phenomenon.

Yet, some examples of this sort exist in large N theories [1–4], and thus it is not logically

impossible that a flat direction exists in the large Nc limit of QCD at some value of Nf/Nc.
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An elegant speculative scenario would be that such a flat direction emerges precisely at the

lower edge of the conformal window, so that the conformal and spontaneously broken phases

would be continuously connected.
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A Technical details of the perturbative calculation

A.1 Some details on the scheme

We work in bare perturbation theory with the Lagrangian

L =
1

2
(∂a)2 +

1

2
(∂b)2 +

1

2
(∂c)2 + ¯̃ai/∂ãi +

¯̃
bi/∂b̃i + ¯̃ci/∂c̃i

+
g0
2

[
a
(
¯̃
bic̃i + ¯̃cib̃i

)
+ b (¯̃ciãi + ¯̃aic̃i) + c

(
¯̃aib̃i +

¯̃
bic̃i

)]
+
g20
8

(
a2b2 + b2c2 + c2a2

)
,

(A.1)

where g0 is the bare coupling and in this section only we work in terms of bare fields. All

calculations are done for i = 1, ..., NΨ where NΨ = 1/4.

The relation between the bare coupling and the renormalized (physical) one is expressed

through an ascending series of poles at ϵ = 0:

g0 = µϵ/2
[
g +

δg

ϵ
+
δ2g

ϵ2
+ . . .

]
, (A.2)

where µ is the sliding scale. To two-loop order, we find

δg =
5g3

4(4π)2
− 9g5

16(4π)4
+O

(
g7

(4π)6

)
, (A.3)

δ2g =
75g5

32(4π)4
+O

(
g7

(4π)6

)
, (A.4)

Requiring that the bare coupling is independent of µ, we extract the beta-function (3.8).

In the minimal subtraction scheme, the wave-function renormalization of a composite or

fundamental operator O is written as a series of ascending poles with no finite term:

ZO = 1 +
z
(1)
O (g)

ϵ
+
z
(2)
O (g)

ϵ2
+ . . . , (A.5)
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where each coefficient is given in a perturbative series as z
(k)
O (g) = #g2k +#g2k+2 + . . .. The

wave-function is related to the anomalous dimensions by

∆O −∆O|classical = Z−1
O
∂ZO
∂g

(
− ϵ
2
g + βg|d=4

)
, (A.6)

where ∆O|classical is the engineering dimension of the operator. We then define the renormal-

ized operator as

O = µ∆O|classical−∆OZOOren. , (A.7)

where the subscript distinguishes the renormalized operator from the bare one and the factor

of the sliding scale upfront is chosen so that Oren has dimension ∆O. This ensures that

correlation functions of renormalized operators at the fixed point are µ-independent. We

provide explicit results for the wave-functions and scaling dimensions of several operators in

the next section.

To compute correlation functions in the moduli space, we simply need to shift a→ a+v0
in the Lagrangian (A.1), where v0 is the expectation value of the bare field:

L =
1

2
(∂a)2 +

1

2

∑
±

[
(∂x±)

2 +m2
0x

2
±
]
+ ¯̃a/∂ã+

∑
±

[
¯̃x±
(
/∂ ∓m0

)
x̃±
]

− g0
2
a (¯̃x−x̃− − ¯̃x+x̃+)−

g0
2
x− (¯̃x−ã+ ¯̃ax̃−) +

g0
2
x+ (¯̃x+ã+ ¯̃ax̃+)

+
g0m0

2
a(x2+ + x2−) +

g20
8
a2(x2+ + x2−) +

g20
32

(x2+ − x2−)
2 ,

(A.8)

where m0 = g0v0/2, we suppressed the fermion flavor index i and X± are defined in (3.18).

Because of (A.7) the vev of the bare operator A is related to the vev of the renormalized

field (3.14) by

⟨aren.⟩ = µ∆A−
d−2
2 Z−1

A ⟨a⟩ . (A.9)

Equivalently, the bare vev is related to the moduli space coordinate v as

Z−1
A v0 = v

d−2
2

(
m

µ

)∆A− d−2
2

, (A.10)

where ZA and ∆A are, respectively, the wave-function renormalization and the scaling dimen-

sion of the field, given in (A.11) and (A.12) of the the next subsection.

In the following subsections, as well as in the main text, we will never consider bare fields

again. We therefore remove the subscript ren. and indicate renormalized operators with the

same symbols as their bare counterpart.
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A.2 Scaling dimensions

We obtained the anomalous dimensions and wave-functions at the fixed-point (3.9) for some

operators with engineering dimension 1, 2 and 4 using the formulas in the appendix of [10].

We list the results below.

Operators are organized in irreducible representations of the discrete group. The funda-

mental fundamental fields (A,B,C) are grouped into an irreducible three-dimensional repre-

sentation. We find that the corresponding wave-function renormalization, to two-loop order,

is given by

ZA = 1− g2

4(4π)2ϵ
− g4

(4π)4

(
9

32ϵ2
− 1

16ϵ

)
+O

(
g6

(4π)6

)
. (A.11)

The scaling dimension follows from (A.7):

∆A =
d− 2

2
+

g2∗
4(4π)2

− g4∗
8(4π)2

+O

(
g6∗

(4π)6

)
= 1− 2ϵ

5
+

2ϵ2

125
+O

(
ϵ3
)

(A.12)

Let us now consider operators with classical dimension equal to 2. There are two inde-

pendent superconformal primary operators, which are neutral under the Z2 group. These are

conveniently grouped into a singlet and a doublet irrep.s of the permutation group S3:

• The singlet is S ≡ A2 +B2 + C2, with wave-function renormalization

ZS = 1− 3g2

2(4π)2ϵ
− g4

(4π)4

(
3

4ϵ2
− 1

ϵ

)
+O

(
g6

(4π)6

)
. (A.13)

The corresponding scaling dimension is

∆S = d− 2 +
3g2∗

2(4π)2
− 2

g4∗
(4π)4

+O

(
g6∗

(4π)6

)
= 2− 2ϵ

5
− 13ϵ2

125
+O

(
ϵ3
)
; (A.14)

• The doublet can be written as {D1, D2} ≡ {A2 −B2, (A2 +B2 − 2C2)/
√
3}, where we

chose a basis such that the two-point function is proportional to the identity ⟨DiDj⟩ ∝
δij ; its wave-function reads

ZD = 1 + 0− g4

8(4π)4ϵ
+O

(
g6

(4π)6

)
. (A.15)

The scaling dimension follows

∆D = d− 2 + 0 +
g4∗

4(4π)4
+O

(
g6∗

(4π)6

)
= 2− ϵ+

ϵ2

25
+O

(
ϵ3
)
. (A.16)

Note also that the triplet {AB, BC, CA} is a superconformal descendant of the fundamental

field because of the equations of motion, that imply Q2A ∼ BC, etc. . We checked that its

dimension is ∆A + 1 to two-loop order as expected.

Finally we will also consider some operators with engineering dimension 4. The ones we

need are neutral under the Z2 action, and consist of two singlets and two doublets of S3:
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• the two singlets that diagonalize the one-loop dimension matrix are

Σ = A4 +B4 + C4 − (A2B2 +B2C2 + C2A2) +O
(√
ϵ
)
,

K = A4 +B4 + C4 + 6(A2B2 +B2C2 + C2A2) +O
(√
ϵ
)
, (A.17)

where the O(
√
ϵ) corrections include terms with fermions and derivatives, that ensure

that these operators do not overlap with descendants of S or other primaries; to one-loop

order, the scaling dimensions read

∆Σ = 2(d− 2) + 0 +O

(
g4∗

(4π)4

)
= 4− 2ϵ+O

(
ϵ2
)
,

∆K = 2(d− 2) +
7g2∗
(4π)2

+O

(
g4∗

(4π)4

)
= 4 +

4

5
ϵ+O

(
ϵ2
)
; (A.18)

• the two doublets are permutations of

M1 = A4 −B4 − 12

7 +
√
73

(A2 −B2)C2 +O
(√
ϵ
)
,

N1 = A4 −B4 − 12

7−
√
73

(A2 −B2)C2 +O
(√
ϵ
)
, (A.19)

such that, working again in a basis where ⟨MiMj⟩ ∝ δij , the second component reads

M2 = (M1|B↔C−M1|A↔C)/
√
3 and similarly for N2; the corresponding one-loop scaling

dimensions read

∆M = 2(d− 2) +

(
11−

√
73
)
g2∗

4(4π)2
+O

(
g4∗

(4π)4

)
= 4− 9 +

√
73

10
ϵ+O

(
ϵ2
)
,

∆N = 2(d− 2) +

(
11 +

√
73
)
g2∗

4(4π)2
+O

(
g4∗

(4π)4

)
= 4− 9−

√
73

10
ϵ+O

(
ϵ2
)
. (A.20)

A.3 OPE coefficients

Let us now present the OPE of the fundamental field to order O (ϵ). For convenience we

define a vector (V1, V2, V3) = (A,B,C), and an invariant tensor tab,i where a, b = 1, 2, 3 and

i = 1, 2 are, respectively, triplet and doublet indices of the symmetry group. Explicitly, only

the components of tab,i which are diagonal in the first two indices are non-zero, and read: t11,1 t11,2
t22,1 t22,2
t33,1 t33,2

 =

 1 1√
3

−1 1√
3

0 − 2√
3

 . (A.21)

Given this definition, we can compactly write the contribution to the OPE from the

operators listed in the previous section:

Va(x)Vb(0) ⊃ gAAS |x|∆S−2∆AδabS(0) + gAAD|x|∆S−2∆Atab,iDi(0)

+ gAAΣ|x|∆Σ−2∆AδabΣ(0) + gAAK |x|∆K−2∆AδabK(0)

+ gAAM |x|∆M−2∆Atab,iMi(0) + gAAN |x|∆N−2∆Atab,iNi(0) .

(A.22)
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Our results for the OPEs are

gAAS =
1

3
+

1

15
ϵ(γ + log(π)) +O

(
ϵ2
)
, (A.23)

gAAD =
1

2
− 1

20
ϵ(γ + log π) +O

(
ϵ2
)
, (A.24)

gAAΣ = −gAAK = − π2

105
ϵ+O

(
ϵ2
)
, (A.25)

gAAM = −gAAN =
π2ϵ

10
√
73

+O
(
ϵ2
)
. (A.26)

Finally, for completeness we provide the expression for the OPEs of canonically normal-

ized operators. To this aim, we need the normalization of the two-point functions of the

lowest components of the superfields in the minimal subtraction scheme, i.e.

⟨O(x)O(0)⟩ = NOO
|x|2∆O

. (A.27)

We find

NAA =
1

4π2
+
ϵ(2γ + 2 log π − 1)

20π2
+O

(
ϵ2
)
, (A.28)

NSS =
3

8π4
+

3ϵ(γ + log π − 2)

20π4
+O

(
ϵ2
)
, (A.29)

NDD =
1

4π2
+
ϵ(5γ + 5 log π − 1)

20π2
+O

(
ϵ2
)
, (A.30)

NΣΣ =
21

64π8
+O (ϵ) , NKK =

63

32π8
+O (ϵ) , (A.31)

NMM =
73− 7

√
73

64π8
+O (ϵ) , NNN =

7
√
73 + 73

64π8
+O (ϵ) . (A.32)

The canonically normalized OPE is then obtained via λAAO = gAAO
√
NOO/NAA. We find

λAAS =

√
2

3
− 1

5

√
2

3
ϵ+O

(
ϵ2
)
, λAAD = 1 +

ϵ

10
+O

(
ϵ2
)
, (A.33)

λAAΣ = − ϵ

10
√
21

+O
(
ϵ2
)
, λAAK =

ϵ

5
√
14

+O
(
ϵ2
)
, (A.34)

λAAM =

√
6 + 42√

73
ϵ

10
(√

73 + 7
) +O

(
ϵ2
)
, λAAN = −

√
6− 42√

73
ϵ

10
(√

73− 7
) +O

(
ϵ2
)
. (A.35)

A.4 One-point functions

In the minimal subtraction scheme, the one-point functions of the two lowest dimensional

nontrivial operators to two loop order are given by

⟨S⟩ = vd−2m∆S−(d−2)ξ̂S , ⟨D1⟩ =
√
3⟨D2⟩ = vd−2m∆D−(d−2)ξ̂D , (A.36)
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where

ξ̂S = 1 +
ϵ

5
[γ − 1− log(4π)] +

ϵ2

3000

[
60γ2 − 12γ(7 + 20 log 2 + 10 log π)− 25π2

+54 + 168 log 2 + 84 log π + 24 log(1024) log(2) + 60 log(π) log(16π)] +O
(
ϵ3
)
, (A.37)

ξ̂D = 1 +
ϵ

10
(1− γ + log 4π) +

ϵ2

6000

[
30γ2 − 12γ(23 + log 1024 + 5 log π) + 25π2 + 396

+276 log π + 138 log 16 + 30 log2(π) + 30 log(16) log(π) + 6 log(16) log(32)
]
+O

(
ϵ3
)
.

(A.38)

In the basis discussed in the former section, the tree-level one-point functions of the

operators with engineering dimension 4 are particularly simple and read

⟨Σ⟩ = ⟨K⟩ = ⟨M1⟩ = ⟨N1⟩ =
√
3⟨M2⟩ =

√
3⟨N2⟩ = ⟨A4⟩ = v4 [1 +O (ϵ)] . (A.39)

A.5 Fourier transform of the one-loop two-point functions

In this section we compute the Fourier transform of the two-point functions (4.36) and (4.37).

First, notice that to obtain the four-dimensional Fourier transform of a function f = f(p2)

we can always perform the angular integration first and recast the integration as∫
d4p

(2π)4
e−ipxf(p2) =

1

4π3

∫ ∞

0
dp p3f(p2)

∫ π

0
dθ sin2 θe−ip|x| cos θ

=
1

(2π)2|x|

∫ ∞

0
dp p2f(p2)J1(p|x|) ,

(A.40)

where J1 is a Bessel function of the first kind. The result (4.40) then follows simply performing

the integration explicitly (e.g. using Mathematica).

Let us now discuss the Fourier transform of (4.36). This consists of two terms

(4π)2

g2
⟨a(x)a(0)⟩1−loop = 1

(2π)2|x|

∫ ∞

0
dp J1(p|x|)

{√
4m2 + p2

2p
tanh−1

(
p√

4m2 + p2

)

+
1

4

[
log

(
m2

4π

)
+ γ − 2

]}
.

(A.41)

The terms in the second line can be integrated explicitly and we obtain

(4π)2

g2
⟨a(x)a(0)⟩1−loop =

log
(
m2

4π

)
+ γ − 2

16π2|x|2
+

1

(2π)2|x|2
F (m|x|) , (A.42)

where

F (m|x|) = |x|
∫ ∞

0
dp J1(p|x|)

√
4m2 + p2

2p
tanh−1

(
p√

4m2 + p2

)
. (A.43)
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We were not able to compute the integral (A.43) in closed form. We will therefore content

ourselves with expressing the result as a series for small m2x2. To this aim, note that the

short distance expansion of the correlator in position space cannot be obtained directly from

the large p expansion in momentum space, performing the Fourier transform term by term.

Indeed the large p expansion of the result (4.36) in momentum space produces terms of the

form 1/p2n, which are not integrable for n ≥ 2. To proceed instead we apply the method

of matched asymptotic expansions. Namely, we separate the integration into two regions

(0, a/|x|) and (a/|x|,∞) with 0 < a≪ 1:

F (m|x|) = F1(m|x|, a) + F2(m|x|, a) , (A.44)

where

F1(m|x|, a) = |x|
∫ a/|x|

0
dp J1(p|x|)

√
4m2 + p2

2p
tanh−1

(
p√

4m2 + p2

)
, (A.45)

F2(m|x|, a) = |x|
∫ ∞

a/|x|
dp J1(p|x|)

√
4m2 + p2

2p
tanh−1

(
p√

4m2 + p2

)
. (A.46)

Since for p ∈ (0, a/|x|) we have p|x| ≪ 1, the integral in the first region can be performed

expanding the Bessel function in a power series and performing the integration term by term.

Expanding the result for m|x| ≪ a≪ 1 we find a double series of the form

F1(m|x|, a) = (m|x|)0
{

1

16
a2[2 log a− 2 log(m|x|)− 1] +O

(
a4
)}

+m2x2
{
1

8

[
2 log2(m|x|)− 2 log(m|x|) + 1− 4 log(m|x|) log a

+2 log a+ 2 log2 a
]
+

1

32
a2 [log(m|x|)− log a] +O

(
a4
)}

+O
(
m4|x|4

)
.

(A.47)

Similarly, in the region p ∈ (a/|x|,∞) we can expand the term multiplying the Bessel function

in a series valid at p2 ≫ m2. Performing the integral term by term and expanding for

m|x| ≪ a≪ 1 we find

F2(m|x|, a) = (m|x|)0
{
1

2
[log 2− log(m|x|)− γ]− 1

16
a2[2 log a− 2 log(m|x|)− 1] +O

(
a4
)}

+m2x2
{
1

4

[
2 log(m|x|) log a− log2 a− log a+ (2γ − log 4− 1) log(m|x|)

+(γ − 1)2 + log2 2 + (1− γ) log 4
]
− 1

32
a2 [log(m|x|)− log a] +O

(
a4
)}

+O
(
m4|x|4

)
.

(A.48)
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Summing (A.47) and (A.48) we see that the dependence on a cancels. From (A.42) we then

obtain the first few coefficients of the expansion in (4.41):

α−1 = 0 , α0 =
1

16π2
, α1 =

1

128π2
,

β−1 = − 1

8π2
, β0 =

log m
2 + γ − 1

8π2
, β1 =

log m
2 + γ − 1

64π2
, (A.49)

γ−1 = −γ + 2 + log(π)

16π2
,

γ0 =
2
(
log m

4 + 2γ − 2
)
logm+ 3 + 2

[
γ2 + log2 2− 2γ(1 + log 2)

]
+ log 16

32π2
, (A.50)

γ1 =
8
(
log m

4 + 2γ − 2
)
logm+ 7 + 8

[
γ2 + log2 2− 2γ(1 + log 2)

]
+ 8 log 4

1024π2
.

In practice, we can also obtain the coefficients of the x2k log2 |x| and x2k log |x| terms

in (4.41) from the large momentum expansion of the result (4.36). To this aim we note that

for any integer k ≥ 0 we have∫
d4x log |x|x2keipx =

bk
p4+2k

, (A.51)∫
d4x log2 |x|x2keipx =

ak
p4+2k

[log |p|+ dak] , (A.52)

where

ak = (−1)kπ222k+4Γ(k + 2) k! , (A.53)

dak = γ −Hk −
1

2(k + 1)
− log 2 , (A.54)

bk = (−1)k+1π222k+3Γ(k + 2) k! , (A.55)

and Hk is the kth harmonic number. We then compare to the large momentum expansion of

the result (4.36)

⟨a(p)a(−p)⟩(1−loop) = g2

(4π)2

[
γ − 2− log (4π)

4p2
+

∞∑
k=0

m2+2k α̃k log |p|+ β̃k
p4+2k

]
, (A.56)

where

α̃k = (−1)k22k
Γ
(
k + 1

2

)
√
πΓ(k + 2)

, (A.57)

β̃k = (−1)k+122k−1
Γ
(
1
2 + k

) (
Hk− 1

2
−Hk+1 + log 4

)
√
πΓ(k + 2)

− α̃k logm. (A.58)

We conclude that, for k ≥ 0, the coefficients αk and βk in (4.41) are given by

αk =
α̃k
ak

, βk =
β̃k − dakα̃k

bk
k ≥ 0 . (A.59)
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Eq. (A.59) agrees with the former results (A.49) for k = 0, 1.

Note finally that the Fourier transform of x2k with k integer vanishes for p2 > 0. Thus we

cannot extract the γk’s in (4.41) commuting the integral with the large momentum expansion

of the one-loop result, as we did for the coefficients of the logarithmic terms.
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