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Abstract: We show that tree-level and one-loop Mellin space correlators in anti-de
Sitter space obey certain difference equations, which are the direct analog to the differential
equations for Feynman loop integrals in the flat space. Finite-difference relations, which we
refer to as “summation-by-parts relations”, in parallel with the integration-by-parts relations
for Feynman loop integrals, are derived to reduce the integrals to a basis. We illustrate
the general methodology by explicitly deriving the difference equations and summation-
by-parts relations for various tree-level and one-loop Witten diagrams up to the four-point
bubble level.
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1 Introduction

With the discovery of AdS/CFT correspondence [1–3], Anti-de Sitter space (AdS) has
taken a special place in high energy physics. Boundary correlation functions in the bulk are
the most natural observables [2] and, through the duality, they offer insight into the strong
coupling limit of correlation functions of (gauge-invariant) operators in the boundary theory.
The bulk evaluation of boundary correlation functions in terms of Witten diagrams [2]
follows closely that of flat space correlation functions in terms of Feynman diagrams, while
accounting for the non-vanishing curvature of AdS space.

The position dependence of the AdS metric makes the direct evaluation of boundary
correlators quite involved already at tree level, see e.g. [4] for a review, requiring nontrivial
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integration both in global coordinates and in the Poincaré patch. Transformation to Mellin
space [5–9] alleviates this problem at tree level by exposing a certain similarity between
Mellin space correlators and momentum-space scattering amplitudes in flat space. However,
the transformation back to position space remains a final nontrivial step. On the other hand,
various approaches — e.g. position space, AdS momentum, Mellin state, bootstrap from
the dual boundary theory — led to many examples of loop-level AdS boundary correlators,
see e.g. [10–21]. Despite this progress, a systematic approach to evaluate these correlators
remains elusive.

In parallel developments, significant progress has been made in evaluating Feynman
integrals in flat space scattering amplitudes. A thread behind many of the recent develop-
ments is that, for a fixed number of external particles and loop order, all integrals that can
appear regardless of the structure of the Lagrangian can be written as linear combinations of
some number of master integrals. Integration-by-parts relations [22, 23], i.e. zeroes written
as integrals of total derivatives of integrands of (multiples of) Feynman integrals, and the
Laporta algorithm [24] provide an algorithmic way to construct the reduction of integrals to
a basis in dimensional regularization. Moreover, differential equations obtained by taking
derivatives of the master integrals with respect to external parameters and reducing the
result to the master integral basis [25–27], perhaps in canonical form [28], lead to analytic
expressions for the master integrals. See Ref. [29] for a recent review. These ideas have
been extended to curved space calculations, primarily to the calculation of cosmological
correlators, see e.g. Refs. [30–34].

It is thus interesting to explore whether the techniques developed for evaluating Feyn-
man integrals can shed light on AdS loop integrals. In this paper, we will focus on AdS
Mellin amplitudes, which share some important properties with flat space scattering ampli-
tudes. We will discuss how integrals determining the Mellin amplitudes can be reduced to a
basis and subsequently how analytic relations among the basis elements can be found. The
discreteness of the spectrum of AdS field excitations suggests that observables are natu-
rally written as (infinite) sums. Thus, instead of constructing relations between integrals as
vanishing integrals of total derivatives, it may be more natural to identify such relations as
sums of finite-difference operators acting on appropriate summands. We will refer to them
as summation-by-parts (SBP) relations. A further indication that this may be a natural
framework is to recall that the known analytic results for AdS Mellin space loop integrals
are given in terms of Euler (di)gamma functions and (generalized) hypergeometric func-
tions [7, 10, 16, 19, 35, 36]. Such families of functions naturally obey difference equations
in their parameters. By extension, we may then expect that more general AdS integrals
would obey difference equations in their parameters — operator dimensions for boundary
and internal fields, Mellin variables, etc.1 Unlike flat space scattering amplitudes, nontrivial
integrals appear already in tree-level AdS Mellin-space amplitudes and we will verify our
construction on such amplitudes.

Our discussion will focus on individual scalar AdS/Mellin-space integrals rather than
1Interestingly, difference equations have been discussed also for flat space Feynman integrals, see Ref. [24],

although not in external kinematic data but propagator exponents.
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boundary correlators in a particular scalar theory.2 We will describe a general strategy to
derive difference equations and SBP relations for tree-level and loop-level integrals whose
integrands are ratios of Euler Gamma functions. Integrals whose integrands can be brought
to this form by introduction of suitable auxiliary integration variables are also amenable to
our strategy, which we illustrate in the four-point bubble example. However, we will not
always attempt to solve the difference equations we derive. Unlike differential equations,
difference equations, even with boundary conditions, only fix the result up to a periodic
function. We expect that this remaining freedom can be fixed by physical constraints,
which we illustrate in simple cases. For special values of external parameters, the difference
equations determine uniquely the value of the integrals as rational functions or rational com-
binations of Gamma functions, exposing interesting identities of hypergeometric functions
at unit argument.

In section 2 we introduce the main ideas of our approach by discussing in detail the
arguably simplest example of AdS loop integral — the tadpole. In section 3 we formulate
our general strategy for deriving SBP relations and difference equations for certain classes
of Mellin-space integrals. In section 4 we apply our construction to the tree-level four-point
AdS boundary correlator due to scalar exchange, with all different dimensions. In section 5
we discuss bubble integrals with two, three and four external lines and general choice of
operator dimensions. In this section we also outline possible physical requirements that
fix the remaining periodic-function ambiguity of the solution to the difference equations
and also compare with existing results for the two-point and four-point bubble integrals
with special choices of space-time and operator dimensions. We also briefly touch upon
singular points of the difference equations for the four-point bubble integral and their po-
tential consequences. In section 6 we discuss our results. Our conventions and notation are
summarized in appendix A; other appendices contain the lengthy expressions of coefficients
of certain SBP relations (appendix B) and an identity that follows from AdS symmetry
(appendix C).

2 Invitation: One-Loop Tadpole

To illustrate the derivation and use of the SBP relations, we first discuss a simple example,
the one-loop AdS tadpole. Building on the lessons learned here, we will then outline the
general construction in section 3. We will assume that the propagating fields are scalars of
masses m2

i = ∆i(∆i − d), where ∆i are the dimensions of the dual boundary operators.3

2If necessary, each such integral can be interpreted as a boundary correlator in a theory with sufficiently-
many fields and sufficiently general couplings.

3We also set the AdS radius RAdS = 1.
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2.1 Spectral representation

The AdS tadpole integral for a scalar field of dimension ∆ running in the loop and a
(p+ 2)-point scalar derivative-free interaction is given by

Atad(Pi) =

∫
AdS

dX G∆(X,X)

p∏
i=1

E∆i(X,Pi) , (2.1)

where G∆(X,Y ) is the bulk-to-bulk propagator between points X and Y , E∆i is the i-th
bulk-to-boundary propagator for the operator of conformal dimension ∆i inserted at the
boundary point Pi. The integration is over the bulk of AdSd+1. In fact, since G∆(X,Y )

only depends on the difference (X − Y )2, the tadpole G∆(X,X) is independent of X, and
thus Mtad factorizes as

Atad(Pi) = G∆(X,X)

∫
AdS

dX
p∏

i=1

E∆i(X,Pi) ≡ G∆(X,X)

[
D∆1,...,∆p

p∏
i=1

C∆i

]
, (2.2)

where we have defined the p-point tree-level contact diagram integral D∆1,...,∆p is defined
in eq. (A.11) and the normalization factors C∆i are given in eq. (A.2).

The task is therefore to compute G∆(X,X), which is only a function of the AdS
dimension d and the mass of the scalar field or, equivalently, the dimension ∆ of the dual
operator. While this integral can be evaluated directly, we will take a somewhat convoluted
route which will be useful for more complicated integrals.

To this end, we use the spectral representation of G∆(X,X), i.e. we start from the
split representation of the bulk-to-bulk propagator,

G∆(X,X) =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

−2c2

δ2 − c2

∫
∂AdS

dQEh−c(X,Q)Eh+c(X,Q) , (2.3)

with δ ≡ ∆ − h, and carry out the integral over the boundary point (see appendix A for
more details). The result is (see e.g. [16])

G∆(X,X) =
Γ(h)

4πhΓ(2h)

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

2c

δ2 − c2
Wtad(c) , Wtad(c) =

Γ(h+ c)Γ(h− c)

cΓ(−c)Γ(c)
, (2.4)

where we introduce the notation Wtad(c) for convenience. We refer to Wtad(c) and its
generalizations as the potential. The goal is to evaluate the integral in eq. (2.4). While this
integral has been evaluated before (see e.g. [16]), we will take a somewhat “scenic” route
which turns out to generalize to more involved cases. To this end, it is useful to spell out
the details of the integration contour and the analytic continuation needed to define it.

For h > 0, the potential Wtad diverges as c → ∞, so the integral is difficult to evaluate
via Cauchy’s residue theorem. It is no longer so for h < 0; we will therefore evaluate it
there and analytically continue the result to positive h. The integration contour however is
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defined by the split representation (2.3), which in turn assumes h > 0.
The function Wtad has two sets of poles, the right-handed poles at c = h + n, and the

left-handed poles at c = −h− n, where n ⩾ 0 is an integer. For h > 0, the two sets of poles
are separated by the imaginary axis, and the integration contour is along the imaginary
axis. If h < 0, certain poles in the two families may cross the imaginary axis. We then
need to deform the contour so that all left-handed poles remain to the left of the contour
and all the right-handed poles are to the left of the contour.

2.2 A basis of functions

As the poles of the potential are integer-spaced, it turns out to be beneficial to recast the
rational factor in eq. (2.4) into a different form. Thus we partial fraction it to expose the
simple poles,

G∆(X,X) = − Γ(h)

4πhΓ(2h)

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

(
1

c− δ
+

1

c+ δ

)
Wtad(c)

= − Γ(h)

2πhΓ(2h)

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

1

c− δ
Wtad(c) , (2.5)

where we have used the property that Wtad is odd in c. The potential Wtad(h, c) exhibits
unit-spaced poles and, moreover, it is mapped into itself up to a rational c-dependent factor
under integer shifts of the integration variable,

Wtad(c+ 1) =
h+ c

c+ 1− h
Wtad(c) . (2.6)

We will use this property — which turns out to be ubiquitous for spectral representations of
AdS loop integrals and represents a shift in the integration contour — to derive difference
relations satisfied by the integral.

With the benefit of hindsight (related to the more commonly-occurring shift symmetries
in later integrals), it is convenient to focus on shifts by two units, and define the finite-
difference operator

D±
x [f(x)] ≡ f(x± 2)− f(x)

2
, D±

x [f(x) g(x)] = D±
x [f(x)] g(x±2)+f(x)D±

x [g(x)] . (2.7)

Building on the observation that Wtad(h, c) → Wtad(h, c + n) can be realized as a shift of
the integration contour, we note that such a shift will modify the denominator of 1

c−δ . It
is therefore natural to consider generalizing them so that they exhibit properties similar to
those of Wtad(h, c). We thus define

Πn(x) ≡
1

x(x+ 2) . . . (x+ 2n− 2)
=

1

2n
(
x
2

)
n

, D+
x [Πn(x)] = −nΠn+1(x) . (2.8)

where (a)n is the Pochhammer symbol, and Π1(c− δ) = 1
c−δ .
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Thus, a family of integrals, denoted as Itad
n , which utilize the special properties of Wtad

and Πn will be useful,

Itad
n (δ) =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

Πn(c− δ)Wtad(c) , (2.9)

where the original tadpole integral (2.5) corresponds to Itad
1 . These integrals exhibit many

properties analogous to those of flat space Feynman integrals. In particular, it is easy to
see that

Itad
0 =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

Wtad(c) = 0 , (2.10)

since Wtad is odd in c. For generic Itad
n with n ⩽ 0, one may see from direct evaluations that

they vanish identically if h is sufficiently negative, and we define their values for positive h

by analytic continuation. It can be understood from the SBP relation derived below and is
similar in spirit to the vanishing of scaleless integrals in flat space.

2.3 A difference equation for the tadpole and summation by parts relations

The main observation leading to a finite difference equation for the tadpole integral is that
a shift in δ can be compensated in Π1(c − δ) by a shift in c which may then be further
processed using properties of the potential. Thus, upon using eq. (2.8),

D−
δ

[
Itad
1

]
=

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

D−
δ

[
Π1(c− δ)

]
Wtad(c) = −Itad

2 . (2.11)

We will get a difference equation for Itad
1 if we find a relation between Itad

2 and Itad
1 . That

relation will come from utilizing summation-by-parts.4

With suitable boundary conditions, one-dimensional integrals of total derivatives of
real functions vanish identically. Similarly, with suitable boundary conditions, Cauchy’s
theorem implies that complex-plane integrals on two infinitely-long, oppositely-oriented
parallel lines also vanish identically if no poles are present between the two lines. Using
this elementary observation, we may construct relations between the integrals Itad

1 and a
handful of other members of the family (2.9). More generically, these relations follow from

0 =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

D+
c

[
Pc Πn(c− δ)Wtad(c)

]
, (2.12)

where Pc is an arbitrary polynomial in c. The integral is convergent for sufficiently large and
negative h. The integration contour specified earlier is such that the shift in c introduced
by D+

c does not change the number of left-handed and right-handed poles. Indeed, for a
sufficiently-large and positive h, the integrand has no poles for 0 ⩽ c ⩽ 2 and, as discussed,

4It would be interesting to explore if such a strategy may be applicable to Mellin-Barnes integrals for
flat-space Feynman integrals.
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the continuation to h < 0 is such that no poles cross the contour. By evaluating the
finite difference operator in the integrand of eq. (2.12) and partial-fractioning the rational
coefficients we find the desired relations between integrals in the family (2.9). We expand the
integrand in eq. (2.12) using the properties of the difference operator (2.7), (for convenience,
we replace Π1 → Πn)

D+
c

[
PcΠn(c− δ)Wtad(c)

]
= −nΠn+1(c− δ)

Pc+2(c+ h)(c+ h+ 1)

(c− h+ 1)(c− h+ 2)
Wtad(c) (2.13)

+
1

2

[
(c+ h)(c+ h+ 1)Pc+2

(c− h+ 1)(c− h+ 2)
− Pc

]
Πn(c− δ)Wtad(c) ,

where on the first line we used eq. (2.8) and also eq. (2.6) to relate Wtad(h, c + 2) and
Wtad(h, c). On the second line we used the latter to evaluate D+

c [PcWtad(h, c)]. We note
the appearance of poles independent of δ, which would take us outside the family (2.9).
Choosing

Pc = (c− h)(c− 1− h) (2.14)

resolves this issue.
Partial fractioning eq. (2.13) while exposing the Πn(c − δ) dependence and plugging

the result in eq. (2.12) leads to

0 = (2h− n+ 1)Itad
n−1 +

[
4n2 − n(2δ + 6h+ 5) + (δ + 2)(2h+ 1)

]
Itad
n

− n(δ + h− 2n)(δ + h− 2n+ 1)Itad
n+1 , (2.15)

which implies that all Itad
n⩾2 are linear combinations of Itad

1 and Itad
2 . For n = 1, Eq. (2.15)

leads, upon use of eq. (2.10), to a relation between Itad
1 and Itad

2 ,

Itad
2 (δ) =

(δ − 1)(2h− 1)

(δ + h− 2)(δ + h− 1)
Itad
1 (δ) , (2.16)

implying that all integrals Itad
n⩾1 can be evaluated solely in terms of Itad

1 . Last but not least,
for n = 0, upon using of eq. (2.10) one finds Itad

−1 = 0 and consequently

Itad
n⩽0 = 0 . (2.17)

Returning to the original problem, eq. (2.11), in the beginning of this section, we find
the desired difference equation for the tadpole integral by simply plugging eq. (2.16) into
the right-hand side of eq. (2.11):

D−
δ

[
Itad
1 (δ)

]
= − (δ − 1)(2h− 1)

(δ + h− 2)(δ + h− 1)
Itad
1 (δ) , (2.18)

and consequently

Itad
1 (δ − 2) =

(δ − h)(δ − h− 1)

(δ + h− 2)(δ + h− 1)
Itad
1 (δ) . (2.19)
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This equation determines Itad
1 up to an arbitrary periodic function of δ which must be

determined from other considerations.5 The overall normalization may be determined by
evaluating the original integral at one value of δ, for example, at δ = 0 or δ = 1. They are

Itad
1 (0) = − Γ(h)

2 cos(πh)Γ(1− h)
, Itad

1 (1) = − Γ(h+ 1)

2 cos(πh)Γ(2− h)
. (2.20)

These integrals can be evaluated via the residue theorem from eq. (2.9). The convergence
condition requires h < 1/2, and we analytically continue the results to arbitrary h after
integration.

It is not difficult to check that a solution to eq. (2.19) is

Itad
1 (δ) = − f(δ) Γ(h− δ)

2 cos(πh) Γ(1− δ − h)
, (2.21)

where f(δ) is a periodic function that satisfies f(δ) = f(δ+2) and f(0) = f(1) = 1. Further
physical considerations are necessary to determine f(δ).

To this end, it is useful to recall that the high-energy modes of the scalar field in the
loop probe the short-distance geometry of AdS space, so they should contribute analogously
to flat space. If the mass of the scalar field is also large, then these contributions should
be akin to those of high momenta to a flat-space tadpole. In particular, they should not
exhibit any zeroes of poles as the mass is varied. Thus, we may demand that the AdS
tadpole integral has no zeroes or poles for any non-negative values of δ. Thus, we are
looking for an f(δ) with simple zeroes at δ = h+ n and simple poles at δ = 1− h+ n with
n any non-negative integer, i.e. a linear function of 1/sinπ(h+ δ). The normalization and
simple-zero condition determine then

f(δ) =
sinπ(h− δ)

sinπ(h+ δ)
. (2.22)

The final answer is thus

Itad
1 (δ) = − Γ(h− δ)

2 cos(πh)Γ(1− h− δ)

sinπ(h− δ)

sinπ(h+ δ)
= − Γ(h+ δ)

2 cos(πh)Γ(1− h+ δ)
,

Gtad(δ, h) ≡ G∆(X,X) = − Γ(h)

2πhΓ(2h)
Itad
1 (δ) =

Γ(h)Γ(h+ δ)

4πh cos(πh)Γ(2h)Γ(1− h+ δ)
, (2.23)

and we define the function Gtad for future convenience. For this simple problem, we can
5This is akin to the specification of boundary conditions for differential equations for Feynman integrals.
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verify the result by a direct integration,

Itad
1 (δ) =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

1

c− δ
Wtad(c) =

∞∑
n=0

Resc=−h−n
1

c− δ
Wtad(c)

= −sin(πh)

π

∞∑
n=0

Γ(2h+ n)

n!(n+ h+ δ)
= − Γ(h+ δ)

2 cos(πh)Γ(1− h+ δ)
. (2.24)

We note that for odd d, the result (2.23) is divergent such that additional regularization is
needed. Our result agrees with the known result obtained by an explicit evaluation of the
tadpole integral for a real value of the mass of the internal scalar field, see Ref. [16].

While the machinery we presented above is unnecessary for calculating Itad
1 , as evi-

denced by the one-line direct integration in eq. (2.24), and more generally Itad
n , it serves as

an illustration and a blueprint of the general strategy for deriving the difference equations
of more complicated AdS loop integrals. We outline this strategy in the next section, and
then illustrate the strategy with more nontrivial integrals.

3 General strategy

In section 2, we discussed an example of a derivation of a difference equation for a simple
AdS integral. In this section, we describe the general procedure, which generalizes this
simple example to a large class of integrals of the form

IG =

∫ [ ∏
a∈E(G)

dca
2πi

1

ca − δa

]
WG(ci,∆e, sij) , (3.1)

associated to a Witten diagram G. Such integrals appear in tree-level and loop-level Mellin-
space correlators. In such cases, each factor of 1

ca−δa
arises from an internal edge a ∈ E(G)

(or bulk-bulk propagator) of the diagram G, and δa is related to the conformal weight of the
propagator a through δa = ∆a − h. The factor WG is some Euler integral, which we refer
to as “the (diagram’s) potential.” It is a function of the spectral parameters ci, the (vector
of) conformal weights ∆e = {∆1,∆2, . . . ,∆n} of the boundary states and the n(n − 3)/2

independent Mellin space variables sij at n points.
We will focus on cases where the potential WG is a ratio of products of Euler Gamma

functions. However, at the price of introducing auxiliary integrals, it is always possible to
write the potential as a sum of such ratios.

To see this, let us briefly review the construction of the Mellin representation of a
scalar Witten diagram for some graph G. The relevant identities are well-documented
in, for example, Ref. [16]. Starting from a position-space correlator, one can obtain the
corresponding Mellin amplitude through the following procedures:

1. Put all the bulk-bulk propagators into the split representation (A.3), and integrate
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out all the bulk points using∫
AdS

dX
∏

i∈E(X)

Γ(αi)

(−2Pi ·X)αi
=

πh

2
Γ

[
αE(X) − d

2

] ∫
[dγij ]

∏
i<j∈E(X)

Γ(γij)

P
γij
ij

, (3.2)

where E(X) denotes all the bulk-boundary propagators connected to the bulk point
X, and αE(X) =

∑
i∈E(X) αi. Note that here the boundary point Pi can be either one

of the original boundary points Pi, or one of the Qi coming from splitting a bulk-
bulk propagator. Similarly, αi = ∆i if the bulk-boundary propagator appears in the
original diagram and αi = h± ci if it originates in the split representation of a bulk-
bulk propagator. The Mellin variables satisfy the constraints

∑
j ̸=i∈E(X) γij = αi.

2. Recursively integrate out the boundary points Qi introduced by the split representa-
tion of bulk-bulk propagators using∫

∂AdS
dQ

m∏
i=1

Γ(αi)

(−2Pi ·Q)αi
= πh

∫
[dρij ]

m∏
i<j

Γ(ρij)

P
ρij
ij

where
m∑
i=1

αi = d . (3.3)

We note that the requirement
∑

i αi = d is always satisfied by the legs Pi contracted
with Q under integration.

3. From the Mellin variables γij and ρij introduced in the previous steps, identify and
leave only those independent Mellin variables δij for the n-point correlator and inte-
grate out the rest. Note that certain changes of variables may be necessary. This will
identify the n-point Mellin amplitude M as in eq. (A.7).6

Given a scalar Witten diagram specified by a graph G, this algorithm yields its Mellin space
representation in the form

MG(sij) =
1

Γ
[∑n

i=1 ∆i−d
2

] i∞∫
−i∞

[ ∏
a∈E(G)

dca
2πi

ca
c2a − δ2a

]
WG(ci,∆e, sij) , (3.4)

with one spectral integral, parameterized by ci, for each internal leg of the diagram. The
potential WG(ci,∆e, sij) is an Barnes integral, which depends on the spectral parameters
ci, boundary weights ∆e and Mellin variables sij . One can try to perform the integrals
by using the Barnes lemmas and put WG into the form of a product of Euler Gamma
functions. However, this is not always possible for more complicated cases and some special
tricks might be necessary. For example, we introduce an auxiliary bulk-bulk propagator
in the four-point bubble with only ϕ4 type interactions so that WG becomes a product of
Gamma functions, see section 5.4.7

6We note that the above construction applies to the correlators that have a Mellin representation, namely,
three points and higher. For two-point functions, see discussion in section 5.1.

7Alternatively, one may follow Ref. [7] and integrate out the bulk and auxiliary boundary points using the
Schwinger representation. This will put WG into the form of an Euler integral in the Schwinger parameters.
By virtue of being an Euler integral, WG obeys certain difference equations [37] which generalize the simple
tadpole shift relation (2.6) and can be systematically used to derive SBP relations generalizing eq. (2.12).
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As a last step, we partial fraction the rational factor in eq. (3.4),

ca
c2a − δ2a

=
1

2

(
1

ca − δa
+

1

ca + δa

)
; (3.5)

a simple change of variables ca → −ca together with the WG being odd under this trans-
formation shows that the second term gives identical contributions to the first. Thus, up
to some constant factor, the Mellin space expression eq. (3.4) for a scalar Witten diagram
based on graph G is given by eq. (3.1) with potential WG.

We only briefly touch upon it the concluding section and leave for future work a gen-
eral analysis along these lines. In the following we will focus on the simplest example of
potentials, which are given given by a ratio of products of Gamma functions. It is worth
mentioning however that, at the expense of additional auxiliary Mellin-Barnes integrals, WG

can always be given an integral representation with integrand given by a ratio of products
of Gamma functions.

To evaluate integrals of the type described above we derive difference equations in their
arguments, i.e. δi,∆e and sij . To this end it is convenient to define

IG
nnn =

∫ [ ∏
a∈E(G)

dca
2πi

Πna(ca − δa)

]
WG(ci,∆e, sij) , (3.6)

where nnn = {n1, . . . , n|E(G)|}. The canonical generalization of eq. (2.11) to each δa is

D−
δa

[
IG
nnn

]
= −(na + 1)IG

nnn+111a . (3.7)

where 111a is a vector with unit entry in position a and all other entries vanishing.
If the potential WG is a ratio of products of Gamma functions, it is natural to expect

that, under shifts of the external dimensions ∆e by some vector me with integer entries, it
transforms as

WG(ci,∆e −me, sij) =
Ume(ci,∆e, sij)

Vme(ci,∆e −me, sij)
WG(ci,∆e, sij) (3.8)

with some polynomials U and V . The simplest (and perhaps most useful) example of
vector me has all but one entry vanishing. This property also applies to the shift of Mellin
variables sij ,

WG(ci,∆e, sij −ms) =
Ums(ci,∆e, sij)

Vms(ci,∆e, sij −ms)
WG(ci,∆e, sij) , (3.9)

and any other parameters that enter as arguments of Gamma functions. To turn the
property into a difference equation for IG

nnn , we define the auxiliary family of integrals

J G
mmm,nnn(sss) =

∫ [ ∏
a∈E(G)

dca
2πi

Πna(ca − δa)

]
Vmmm(ci, sss)WG(ci, sss) =

∑
kkk

Cmmm,nnn,kkk(sss)IG
kkk , (3.10)
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where we only spell out the relevant arguments of J . Here, we use sss ≡ {∆e, sij} to denote
the kinematic data associated with boundary states, andmmm a generic shift in these kinematic
data. We then partial-fraction the product

∏
aΠna(ca − δa)Vmmm(ci, sss) by recursively using

the relation

ckΠn(c− δ) = ck−1Πn−1(c− δ) + ck−1(δ − 2n+ 2)Πn(c− δ) , (3.11)

and then identify the resulting integrals with the family IG
kkk . Since Vmmm is a polynomial, the

sum on the second line of eq. (3.10) has a finite number of terms. Acting on J with D−
∆e

or D−
sij (collective denoted at D−

sss ) implies that8

D−
sss

[
J G
mmm,nnn(sss)

]
=

1

2

∫ [ ∏
a∈E(G)

dca
2πi

Πna(ca − δa)

][
Ummm(ci, sss)− Vmmm(ci, sss)

]
WG(ci, sss)

=
∑
kkk

{
D−

sss

[
Cmmm,nnn,kkk(sss)

]
IG
kkk + Cmmm,nnn,kkk(sss−mmm)D−

sss

[
IG
kkk

]}
. (3.12)

The argument of the integral on the first line can be partial fractioned and explicitly written
as a sum of IG

kkk integrals, like in eq. (3.10). Thus, eq. (3.12) expresses (linear combinations
of) difference relations D−

sss [IG
kkk ] as linear combinations of the integrals IG

kkk . We illustrate the
above construction for D−

sss , but it can be easily applied also to D+
sss .

The steps above relate integrals IG
nnn with different indices nnn; further relations between

such integrals are necessary to turn eqs. (3.7) and (3.12) into constraints on a single AdS
integral or on a single Witten diagram. These are the SBP relations, generalizing eq. (2.12),
which we will discuss shortly.

The discussion above suggests that the integrals (3.1) provide a(n overcomplete) basis
of functions for Witten diagrams. Indeed, if this were not the case, we would not have been
able to choose express the action of the difference operators {D−

δa
, D±

sss } on IG
nnn in terms of the

same integrals. It is possible that for more general classes of integrals, for which WG is not
a ratio of Gamma functions, additional integrals are needed. If additional integrals appear
in the (formal) evaluation of D−

x [IG
nnn ] for some argument x, then the basis of functions must

be extended to include them as well and eqs. (3.7) and (3.12) must be supplemented with
the action of difference operators on the additional integrals.

We now return to the SBP relations that generalize eq. (2.12) and are used to transform
eqs. (3.7) and (3.12) to (possibly inhomogeneous) linear difference equations involving a
single integral IG

nnn . The same reasoning that led to eq. (2.12) also indicates its generalization:

0 =

∫ ∏
i

dci
2πi

D+
ci

[
P (ci,∆e, sij)Πni [ci − δi]WG(ci,∆e, sij)

]
, (3.13)

where P (ci,∆e, sij) is a polynomial in its arguments which is chosen such that eq. (3.13)
8As originally defined in eq. (2.7), D−

sss comes with a two-unit shift. However, the discussion here applies
to more general shifts.
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can be written into the form

0 =
∑
mmm

∫
P ′
mmm(ci,∆e, sij)×

∏
i

dci
2πi

Πmi [ci − δi]W (ci,∆e, sij) (3.14)

where P ′
mmm are polynomials in their arguments and the sum includes a finite number of terms.

Such polynomials exists if W (ci + 2,∆e, sij) is related to W (ci,∆e, sij) by a multiplicative
rational function of its arguments; then, P (ci,∆e, sij) is chosen to cancel the poles of
D−

c [WG]/WG, in close similarity with eqs. (3.8) to (3.10) and eqs. (2.12) to (2.14).9 Upon
partial fractioning the rational factors in eq. (3.14) and repeatedly using the properties of
Πn(c− δ), we systematically obtain the SBP relation

0 =
∑
kkk

akkk(ci,∆e, sij)IG
kkk , (3.15)

where the annn are meromorphic coefficients in its arguments.
Closure of these relations allows us to use them to cast the difference equations in the

external parameters, eqs. (3.7) and (3.12), into equations for Mellin amplitudes. To this
end and similarly with flat-space Feynman integrals [24], end-point integrals which either
vanish or can be easily evaluated play an important role. Examples of the former are the
integrals in eq. (2.10) and the subsequent discussion; we will see in the following sections
examples of the latter. The outcome of this algorithm is a set of first order (typically)
inhomogeneous finite-difference equations in external parameters for a basis of independent
master integrals:

Dx[I⃗G] = ÂG · I⃗G + B⃗G , x ∈ {δa,∆e, sij} . (3.16)

In these equations I⃗G stands for a vector of integrals associated to the original graph G.
The components of this vector are labeled by the multi-component index nnn in eq. (3.6).
Various steps above may lead to some entry of this index to become negative, i.e. certain
Πn(ci− δi) factors exhibit no poles; as we will see in examples below, such absence of poles
can be interpreted as the collapse of an AdS bulk-bulk propagator [38]. With sufficiently-
many collapsed propagators, the integrals become easy to evaluate or may even vanish. The
inhomogeneous term B⃗G arises from such nonvanishing integrals that can be evaluated and
hasten the closure of the summation-by-parts algorithm. This term may also be absorbed
into the homogeneous one, at the price of extending the vector I⃗G to also include these
simple integrals. For the class of integrals discussed here, the entries of the matrix ÂG are
rational functions. One may however envision that the entries of this matrix may be more
complicated functions for more involved classes of integrals. It is beyond the scope of this
paper to develop computational strategies to solve eq. (3.16), but we comment on possible
approaches in the discussion.

We note that in a generic physical theory, boundary correlators may receive contri-
butions from Witten diagrams corresponding to graphs Gi of different topologies. It is
convenient to combine the integrals and their daughters corresponding to all contributing

9It would be interesting to explore cases in which D−
c [WG]/WG is not a rational function.
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Figure 1. The s-channel scalar exchange.

graphs and mod out by the symmetries between them. This operation is nontrivial because,
due to propagator collapse, integrals that start out as corresponding to distinct graphs, have
daughters that correspond to identical graphs. The result is the list of global master inte-
grals for those correlators; these integrals are labeled by a graph Gi and a multi-component
index. Thus, the analog of eq. (3.16) is obtained by formally replacing G 7→ G⃗, and the
rows and columns of the matrix ÂG⃗ are labeled by pairs (Gi,nnni)

We also note that, for complicated integrals, the difference equations and the SBP
relations are intertwined. In the process of eliminating the auxiliary integrals (namely, those
integrals in the SBP relations other than the ones being evaluated), difference operators of
higher orders can be generated. We will see this explicitly in section 5.4.

4 Scalar exchange

Perhaps the simplest example of an integral of the type discussed in the previous section is
the single-channel contribution to the tree-level four-scalar correlation function in massive
ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3 theory. We discuss in detail the s channel as shown in figure 1,

As =

∫
AdS

dX1dX2E∆1(X1, P1)E∆2(X1, P2)G∆(X1, X2)E∆3(X2, P3)E∆4(X2, P4) , (4.1)

where the bulk-boundary propagator E∆i is given in eq. (A.2), and the split representation
of the bulk-bulk propagator G∆ is given in eq. (A.3). The t and u channels follow by
relabeling of external data.

We can directly apply the procedure outlined in section 3 to compute the s-channel
scalar exchange contribution in eq. (4.1). The Mellin space amplitude was first given in
Ref. [7],

M(δ, s) =
1

Γ
(
∆1234

2 − h
)
Γ
(
∆12−s

2

)
Γ
(
∆34−s

2

) i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

l(c, s)l(−c, s)

(∆− h)2 − c2
(4.2)

where δ = ∆− h, ∆ij... = ∆i +∆j + . . . and

l(c, s) =
Γ
(
h+c−s

2

)
Γ
(
∆12−h+c

2

)
Γ
(
∆34−h+c

2

)
2Γ(c)

. (4.3)
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The Mandelstam variable s is related to the Mellin variable δ12 through δ12 = ∆12−s
2 . The

integration over c is along the imaginary axis, and we choose the parameters such that the
poles of l(c, s) are all on the left hand side of the imaginary axis, from which we can obtain
generic results through analytic continuation. Upon partial fractioning of the rational part
of the integrand of (4.2) using eq. (3.5) and changing variables c → −c in the second term
eq. (4.2) takes, up to an overall factor, the form (3.1)

M(δ, s) =
2

Γ
(
∆1234

2 − h
)
Γ
(
∆12−s

2

)
Γ
(
∆34−s

2

) i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

1

c− δ
Wscalar(c, s) , (4.4)

and identifies the potential function Wscalar for the s-channel scalar exchange as

Wscalar(c, s) = − 1

2c
l(c, s)l(−c, s) . (4.5)

The asymptotic behavior of l(c, s)l(−c, s) at c → ∞ is

l(c, s)l(−c, s)
c→∞−−−→ Γ(c/2)3Γ(−c/2)3

Γ(c)Γ(−c)
=

8π2

c2
sinπc

(sin πc
2 )

3
. (4.6)

The 1/c2 fall-off guarantees that there are no poles at infinity and thus the contour integral
in eq. (4.4) can be computed via Cauchy’s theorem as a sum of residues. The result is

M(∆− h, s) =
3F2

(
1, 1 + s+∆−d

2 , ∆1234−d
2 ; 1 + ∆12+∆−d

2 , 1 + ∆34+∆−d
2 ; 1

)
(∆12 +∆− d)(∆34 +∆− d)

, (4.7)

which agrees with eqs. (40)-(41) of Ref. [7] for generic values of parameters. We will show
that this Mellin amplitude obeys difference equations constructed following the strategy
described in section 3.

To this end, it is useful to define10

Iscalar
n =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

Πn(c− δ)Wscalar(c, s,∆12,∆34) , (4.8)

such that the Mellin amplitude becomes

M(δ, s) =
2 Iscalar

1

Γ
(
∆1234

2 − h
)
Γ
(
∆12−s

2

)
Γ
(
∆34−s

2

) . (4.9)

10In the rest of this section, M and I have c, s,∆12 and ∆34 as arguments; to simplify the notation we
will write explicitly only the arguments relevant for the particular equation.
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We will focus on the evaluation of Iscalar
1 . The difference equations in δ, s, ∆12 and ∆34 are

D−
δ [I

scalar
1 ] =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

D−
δ [Π1(c− δ)]Wscalar(c, s) = −Iscalar

2 , (4.10)

D−
s

[
Iscalar
1

]
=

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

1

c− δ
D−

s

[
Wscalar(c, s)

]
=

(s− h)2 − δ2 − 4

8
Iscalar
1 − 1

8
Iscalar
−1 ,

(4.11)

Iscalar
1 (∆12 + 2) = −1

4
(δ + h−∆12)(δ − h+∆12)Iscalar

1 (∆12)−
1

4
Iscalar
−1 , (4.12)

Iscalar
1 (∆34 + 2) = −1

4
(δ + h−∆34)(δ − h+∆34)Iscalar

1 (∆34)−
1

4
Iscalar
−1 . (4.13)

We thus see that, as discussed in section 3, the key to determining Iscalar
1 is finding the

SBP relations between it and the integral with shifted index.
The integral family governed by Wscalar has a single spectral parameter, so the SBP

relation following from eq. (3.14) is

0 =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

D+
c

[
PcΠn(c− δ)Wscalar(c, s)

]
, (4.14)

where the polynomial Pc is chosen such that Pc+2 removes the poles of the ratio

Wscalar(c+ 2, s)

Wscalar(c, s)
=

(h− s+ c)(∆12 − h+ c)(∆34 − h+ c)

(h− s− c− 2)(∆12 − h− c− 2)(∆34 − h− c− 2)
. (4.15)

Thus, we choose

Pc = (h− s− c)(∆12 − h− c)(∆34 − h− c) , (4.16)

which, upon direct expansion and partial fractioning of the integrand of eq. (4.14) leads to
the scalar exchange realization of eq. (3.15) (the summation vector k⃗ in that equation has
a single component, so we omit the vector notation):

Iscalar
n−3 + an−2Iscalar

n−2 + an−1Iscalar
n−1 + anIscalar

n + an+1Iscalar
n+1 = 0 . (4.17)
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The coefficients ak (k = n− 2, . . . , n+ 1) are

an−2 = 3δ − 7n+ 12

an−1 =
[
∆12∆34 − (n+ s)∆1234

]
+ (28− h2 − 42n+ hn+ 18n2 + 2hs+ ns+ 18δ − 15nδ + 3δ2)

an = (δ − 3n+ 2)(∆12∆34 − s∆1234 − h2 + 2hs) + 2n(2n− δ − 1)(∆1234 − h)

+ (δ − 3n+ 2)3 + n
[
7n2 − n(18 + 4s+ 3δ) + 2(4 + s+ 3δ + sδ)

]
an+1 = n(s+ 2n− h− δ)(∆12 + δ − 2n− h)(∆34 + δ − 2n− h) . (4.18)

For example, we have

Iscalar
2 =

(δ − 1)
[
(∆12 − s− 2)(∆34 − s− 2) + (δ − h)(δ + h− 2)− s(s− 2h+ 2)

]
(δ + h− s− 2)(∆12 + δ − h− 2)(∆34 + δ − h− 2)

Iscalar
1

+
(3δ + 5)Iscalar

−1 + Iscalar
−2

(δ + h− s− 2)(∆12 + δ − h− 2)(∆34 + δ − h− 2)
, (4.19)

where we discarded Iscalar
0 as it vanishes identically because Wscalar(c, s) is odd in the

spectral parameter c. The vanishing of Iscalar
0 as well as the vanishing of the integrals

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

c2k Wscalar(c, s) = 0 , (4.20)

determine part of the boundary integrals. These relations also imply that Iscalar
−2 is related

to Iscalar
−1 ,

Iscalar
−2 =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

Π−2(c− δ)Wscalar(c, s) = −2(δ + 3)Iscalar
−1 . (4.21)

The vanishing of the an+1 coefficient in eq. (4.17) for n = 0, decouples Iscalar
n<−1 from Iscalar

n>0

and implies that the SBP relation (4.17) determines all the integrals Iscalar
−n with negative

indices in terms of Iscalar
−1 . For example, if we set n = 0 in eq. (4.18), we will get

Iscalar
−3 = (44 + h2 − 2hs+ 24δ + 3δ2 + s∆1234 −∆12∆34) Iscalar

−1 (4.22)

after using eq. (4.21). Therefore, the integral

Iscalar
−1 =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

Π−1(c− δ)Wscalar(c, s) = −1

2

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

l(c, s)l(−c, s) , (4.23)

is the only remaining boundary integral.
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The integral (4.23) can be directly computed through summing residues. However,
here we will follow a shortcut. Noticing that removing the denominator (∆−h)2 − c2 from
the integrand of (4.2) maps it to the Mellin amplitude for the four-point scalar contact
diagram,

1 = Mcontact =
1

Γ
(
∆1234

2 − h
)
Γ
(
∆12−s

2

)
Γ
(
∆34−s

2

) i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

l(c, s)l(−c, s) (4.24)

=
−2 Iscalar

−1

Γ
(
∆1234

2 − h
)
Γ
(
∆12−s

2

)
Γ
(
∆34−s

2

) ,
we can immediately read off that Iscalar

−1 is given by

Iscalar
−1 = −1

2
Γ

(
∆1234

2
− h

)
Γ

(
∆12 − s

2

)
Γ

(
∆34 − s

2

)
. (4.25)

The relation (4.24) follows from inserting a bulk delta function into the contact diagram
and then converting to the spectral representation.

With these SBP relations in hand, we return to the difference equations eq. (4.10) and
eliminate all the integrals different from the desired one, Iscalar

1 . Slightly reorganizing all
expressions in the form of recursion relations, we find

Iscalar
1 (δ − 2) =

(h− s− δ)(∆12 − h− δ)(∆34 − h− δ)

(h− s+ δ − 2)(∆12 − h+ δ − 2)(∆34 − h+ δ − 2)
Iscalar
1 (δ)

+
(δ − 1) Γ

(
∆1234

2 − h
)
Γ
(
∆12−s

2

)
Γ
(
∆34−s

2

)
(δ + h− s− 2)(∆12 + δ − h− 2)(∆34 + δ − h− 2)

(4.26)

Iscalar
1 (s− 2) =

1

4
(h− s− δ)(h− s+ δ)Iscalar

1 (s)

+
1

8
Γ

(
∆1234

2
− h

)
Γ

(
∆12 − s

2

)
Γ

(
∆34 − s

2

)
(4.27)

Iscalar
1 (∆12 + 2) = −1

4
(δ + h−∆12)(δ − h+∆12)Iscalar

1 (∆12)

+
1

8
Γ

(
∆1234

2
− h

)
Γ

(
∆12 − s

2

)
Γ

(
∆34 − s

2

)
(4.28)

Iscalar
1 (∆34 + 2) = −1

4
(δ + h−∆34)(δ − h+∆34)Iscalar

1 (∆34)

+
1

8
Γ

(
∆1234

2
− h

)
Γ

(
∆12 − s

2

)
Γ

(
∆34 − s

2

)
, (4.29)

where in each relation we manifested only the argument of Iscalar
1 relevant for the recursion.

As expected from the general discussion in section 3, these relations are inhomogeneous,
with the inhomogeneity term given by a graph with collapsed propagators (in this case the
four-point contact graph).

Similarly to first-order inhomogeneous differential equations, the solution is a sum of a
general solution of the homogeneous relation and a particular solution of the inhomogeneous
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one. The remaining freedom is then fixed by boundary conditions and possibly further
physical requirements on the pole structure of Iscalar

1 or of the Mellin amplitude.
Interestingly, the first two relations take a somewhat more pleasant form when written

in terms of the Mellin amplitude:

M(δ − 2, s) =
(h− s− δ)(∆12 − h− δ)(∆34 − h− δ)M(δ, s) + 2(δ − 1)

(h− s+ δ − 2)(∆12 − h+ δ − 2)(∆34 − h+ δ − 2)
, (4.30)

M(δ, s− 2) =
(h− s− δ)(h− s+ δ)M(δ, s) + 1

(∆12 − s)(∆34 − s)
, (4.31)

M(∆12 + 2) = −(δ + h−∆12)(δ − h+∆12)M(∆12)− 1

(∆12 − s)(∆1234 − 2h)
, (4.32)

M(∆34 + 2) = −(δ + h−∆34)(δ − h+∆34)M(∆34)− 1

(∆34 − s)(∆1234 − 2h)
. (4.33)

It is not difficult to verify that the result of the direct computation of the scalar-exchange
Mellin amplitude eq. (4.7) obeys these recursions.

The difference equations we just derived, Eqs. (4.30)-(4.33), have the interesting prop-
erty that, for certain values of the parameters, they determine the amplitude to be a rational
function of external data. These special values, which here and below we denote with a
star, are determined by the zeroes of the coefficient of M on the right-hand side of these
equations. Consider for example eq. (4.30); for ∆34∗ = δ+h or ∆12∗ = h+ δ the coefficient
of M(δ, s) on the right-hand side of this equation vanishes and we are left with

M(δ − 2, s)
∣∣∣
∆12=δ+h

=
1

(h− s+ δ − 2)(∆34 − h+ δ − 2)
, (4.34)

M(δ − 2, s)
∣∣∣
∆34=δ+h

=
1

(h− s+ δ − 2)(∆12 − h+ δ − 2)
. (4.35)

with M in eq. (4.7). The same relations follow from eqs. (4.32) and (4.33) for the same
values of ∆12 and ∆34, respectively. It is not difficult to verify that they are indeed satisfied.

5 One-Loop examples

Based on the analysis of the AdS tadpole integral in section 2, in section 3 we outlined a
general difference-equation-based reduction of AdS integrals to a basis and the subsequent
derivation of difference equations for the basis elements. Having illustrated this strategy
with the tree-level scalar-exchange integral in the previous section, we proceed in this section
to discuss one-loop bubble diagrams with various numbers of external legs. Similar to the
tadpole integral, in a gauge/gravity duality framework, they represent 1/N corrections to
the anomalous dimensions of boundary operators, as well as part of the 1/N corrections to
the three- and higher-point correlation functions.

Unlike tadpole diagrams, increasing the number of external points of the bubble intro-
duces additional complexity by increasing the number of kinematic variables (∆i, δa, Mellin
variables). For that reason, we start with the case of the two-point bubble, for which the
external kinematics is completely fixed in terms of the operator dimensions ∆i and does
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Figure 2. The two-point bubble.

not include Mellin variables. The result has been known for some time [16] and we will
verify it here using the methods developed in section 3.

5.1 Two-point bubble

The two-point scalar bubble integral, as shown in figure 2, represents the two-point corre-
lation function in ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3 theory in AdS space,

A2-bub =

∫
AdS

dX1dX2E∆1(P1, X1)G∆(X1, X2)G∆′(X1, X2)E∆2(P2, X2) . (5.1)

Its spectral representation, obtained as outlined in section 3, is [16]

A2-bub =
C∆1C∆2Γ

(
∆1+∆2−d

2

)
A2pt

4πhΓ(∆1)Γ(∆2)Γ
(
d− ∆1+∆2

2

) ∫ 2∏
a=1

[
dca
2πi

1

ca − δa

]
W2-bub , (5.2)

where δ1 = ∆ − h and δ2 = ∆′ − h are the h-shifted dimensions of the internal fields and
the potential W2-bub is

W2-bub =
1

4c1c2Γ(c1)Γ(−c1)Γ(c2)Γ(−c2)
(5.3)

× Γ
(
∆1−c1+c2

2

)
Γ
(
∆1+c1+c2

2

)
Γ
(
∆2+c1−c2

2

)
Γ
(
∆2−c1−c2

2

)
× Γ

(
d−∆1+c1+c2

2

)
Γ
(
d−∆1−c1+c2

2

)
Γ
(
d−∆2−c1−c2

2

)
Γ
(
d−∆2+c1−c2

2

)
.

The evaluation of the factor A2pt requires regularization11 and, as required by AdS symme-
try, the result is proportional to δ∆1∆2 . We will enforce the equality of the two boundary

11As in the case of the tree-level two-point (boundary-boundary) two-point function, we do this by shifting
the boundary dimension as d→ d+ ϵ, following [16]. The result is

A2pt(P1, P2) = P
d−∆1−∆2

2
12

∫
∂AdS

dQ
1

(−2P1 ·Q)
∆1−∆2+d

2 (−2P2 ·Q)
∆2−∆1+d

2

=
2πh

Γ(h)

δ∆1∆2

P∆1
12

[
2

ϵ
+ logP12 + log π − ψ(h)

]
,

where ψ is the digamma function. The logarithmic term signals the relation between the two-point function
and the anomalous dimension of the boundary operator.
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dimensions in the following and set ∆1 = ∆2 = ∆∆∆. This makes W2-bub odd in the two
spectral parameters c1 and c2 and even under c1 ↔ c2.

We note that, in the limit in which any of the spectral parameters are large, the
potential scales as

Γ(ci/2)
4Γ(−ci/2)

4

Γ(ci)Γ(−ci)

ci→∞−−−−→ −16π3

c3i

sinπci
(sin πci

2 )4
; (5.4)

thus, the spectral parameter integrals can be computed via the residue theorem and, con-
sequently, the arguments set forth in the previous section for the derivation of the SBP
relations apply.

Following our general strategy, we define the two-parameter family of integrals

I2-bub
n1,n2

(δ1, δ2,∆∆∆, h) =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc1
2πi

dc2
2πi

Πn1(c1 − δ1)Πn2(c2 − δ2)W2-bub(c1, c2,∆∆∆, h) (5.5)

from which I2-bub
1,1 (δ1, δ2,∆∆∆, h) defines the two-point bubble amplitude eq. (5.2), and begin

with deriving the SBP relations. They rely on the properties of the potential under shifts
of the spectral parameters. In our case they are

W2-bub(c1 + 2, c2,∆∆∆, h)

W2-bub(c1, c2,∆∆∆, h)
=
∏

σ=±1

(∆∆∆+ c1 + σc2)(2h−∆∆∆+ c1 + σc2)

(∆∆∆− c1 + σc2 − 2)(2h−∆∆∆− c1 + σc2 − 2)
. (5.6)

The denominator of the right-hand side identifies the polynomial in eq. (3.13). It is not
difficult to see that, with

Pc1,c2 =
∏

σ=±1

(∆∆∆− c1 + σc2)(2h−∆∆∆− c1 + σc2) , (5.7)

the product Pc1+2,c2W2-bub(c1 + 2, c2,∆∆∆, h) does not exhibit a denominator and therefore
such a shift maps the integrand in eq. (5.5) to the same family. Starting from eq. (3.13)
with the D+

c1 difference operator it is straightforward albeit tedious to derive the general
SBP relation

0 = an1−3,n2I2-bub
n1−3,n2

+ an1−2,n2I2-bub
n1−2,n2

+ an1−1,n2−2I2-bub
n1−1,n2−2 + an1−1,n2−1I2-bub

n1−1,n2−1

+ an1−1,n2I2-bub
n1−1,n2

+ an1,n2−2I2-bub
n1,n2−2 + an1,n2−1I2-bub

n1,n2−1 + an1,n2I2-bub
n1,n2

+ an1+1,n2−4I2-bub
n1+1,n2−4 + an1+1,n2−3I2-bub

n1+1,n2−3 + an1+1,n2−2I2-bub
n1+1,n2−2

+ an1+1,n2−1I2-bub
n1+1,n2−1 + an1+1,n2I2-bub

n1+1,n2
, (5.8)

where the coefficients ai,j are given in eq. (B.1) which we will use to derive difference
equations in δ1,2 and ∆∆∆. First however, we need to discuss boundary integrals.

To this end we make use of the observation similar to the one in the previous section
that ni = −1 represents the collapse of a bulk-bulk propagator. In our case, this reduces
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the bubble integral to a tadpole integral,

i∞∫
−i∞

dc1
2πi

Π−1(c1 − δ1)W2-bub =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc1
2πi

c1W2-bub =
Γ(d−∆∆∆)Γ(∆∆∆)Γ(h)2

Γ(2h)
Wtad(c2) , (5.9)

I2-bub
−1,n2

=
Γ(d−∆∆∆)Γ(∆∆∆)Γ(h)2

Γ(2h)
Itad
n2

(δ2) , (5.10)

I2-bub
−2,n2

= −2(δ1 + 3)I2-bub
−1,n2

, (5.11)

where in the last integral we used the oddness of W2-bub under c1 → −c1 to rewrite Π−2 in
terms of Π−1. By setting n1 = 0 in eq. (5.8), it is not difficult to see that I2-bub

−1,n2
and I2-bub

−2,n2

also determine I2-bub
−3,n2

,

I2-bub
−3,n2

= I2-bub
−1,n2−2 + 2(δ2 − 2n2 + 3)I2-bub

−1,n2−1

+
[
∆∆∆(∆∆∆− 2h) + (3δ21 + 24δ1 + 44) + (δ2 − 2n2 + 2)2

]
I2-bub
−1,n2

, (5.12)

and iteratively all I2-bub
−|n1|,n2

, in terms of tadpole integrals.12 Together with eq. (2.17) this
further implies that

I2-bub
n1⩽0,n2⩽0 = 0 , (5.13)

which completes the set of boundary integrals.
With the SBP relation(s) in hand, we now proceed to derive the desired difference

equations in the arguments of I2-bub
1,1 (δ1, δ2,∆∆∆). As before, we only write explicitly the

relevant argument(s) for a given relation. As I2-bub
1,1 (δ1, δ2,∆∆∆) is symmetric under δ1 ↔ δ2,

so without loss of generality we focus on δ1. Since δi enter only in the argument of Π1, it
is easy to see using eq. (2.8) that

D−
δ1

[
I2-bub
1,1

]
= −I2-bub

2,1 . (5.14)

To obtain the reduction of I2-bub
2,1 , we set n1 = n2 = 1 in eq. (5.8). We will also need

the reduction of I2-bub
2,−3 , which can be obtained from eq. (5.12) by setting n2 = 2 and then

12We note that eq. (5.12) can also be derived without reliance on the SBP relation (5.8). Indeed, by
directly evaluating the c1 integral, we find that

i∞∫
−i∞

dc1
2πi

c31W2-bub =
Γ(d−∆∆∆)Γ(∆∆∆)Γ(h)2

Γ(2h)

[
c22 +∆∆∆(∆∆∆− 2h)

]
Wtad(c2) .

Integrating this against Πn2(c2 − δ2) and further using eq. (5.10) yields eq. (5.12). While this alternative
strategy is not required here, it will be useful in more involved situations, such as the four-point bubble we
discuss in section 5.4.
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exchanging δ1 and δ2. After some algebra, we find

I2-bub
1,1 (δ1 − 2) = I2-bub

1,1 (δ1)
∏

σ=±1

(2h−∆∆∆− δ1 + σδ2)(δ1 −∆∆∆+ σδ2)

(2h−∆∆∆+ δ1 + σδ2 − 2)(δ1 +∆∆∆+ σδ2 − 2)

− 4Γ(2h−∆∆∆)Γ(∆∆∆)Γ(h)2(2h− 1)(δ1 − 1)Itad
1 (δ2)

Γ(2h)
∏

σ=±1(2h−∆∆∆+ δ1 + σδ2 − 2)(δ1 +∆∆∆+ σδ2 − 2)
(5.15)

− 2Γ(2h−∆∆∆)Γ(∆∆∆)Γ(h)2(2h− 1)(δ1 − 1)(2h2 − 2h− 2h∆∆∆+∆∆∆2 + 2δ1 − δ21 − δ22)Itad
1 (δ1)

Γ(2h)(δ1 + h− 1)(δ1 + h− 2)
∏

σ=±1(2h−∆∆∆+ δ1 + σδ2 − 2)(δ1 +∆∆∆+ σδ2 − 2)
.

In the next subsection, we will verify that the known expressions for the two-point bubble, as
encoded by the anomalous dimension of the dual operator, satisfy this difference equation.

As discussed in section 3, the derivation of a difference equation in ∆∆∆ for I2-bub
1,1 cannot

proceed directly by considering D+
∆∆∆[I

2-bub
1,1 ] because shifts of ∆∆∆ introduces new singularities

which take us outside the I2-bub
n1,n2

family,

W2-bub(c1, c2,∆∆∆+ 2)

W2-bub(c1, c2,∆∆∆)
=

∏
σ1,σ2=±1

∆∆∆+ σ1c1 + σ2c2
2h−∆∆∆+ σ1c1 + σ2c2 − 2

(5.16)

As discussed there, to solve this issue we introduce an auxiliary family of integrals, see
eqs. (3.8) and (3.10). Introducing the polynomial

P̃ (c1, c2,∆∆∆) =
∏

σ1,σ2=±1

(2h−∆∆∆+ σ1c1 + σ2c2) , (5.17)

referred to as V in eqs. (3.8) and (3.10), and related to the denominator of the right-hand
side of eq. (5.16), we consider the integral

J =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc1
2πi

dc2
2πi

Π1(c1 − δ1)Π2(c2 − δ2)P̃ (c1, c2,∆∆∆)W2-bub(c1, c2,∆∆∆) . (5.18)

Similar to the polynomial entering the derivation of the SBP relations, P̃ is chosen such
that shifting ∆∆∆ in P̃ ×W2-bub yields no poles beyond those already present in J . We can
evaluate the action of D+

∆∆∆ on J in two different ways. On the one hand, we evaluate the
action of this operator on the right-hand side of eq. (5.18). On the other, we first expand
J in terms of our basis of I2-bub

n1,n2
integrals and then act with D+

∆∆∆ on the result. The former
path leads to

D+
∆∆∆

[
J
]
=

i∞∫
−i∞

dc1
2πi

dc2
2πi

Π1(c1 − δ2)Π2(c2 − δ2)D
+
∆∆∆

[
P̃ (c1, c2,∆∆∆)W2-bub(c1, c2,∆∆∆)

]
= 4h(∆∆∆− h)(2h2 − 2h∆∆∆+∆∆∆2 − δ21 − δ22)I2-bub

1,1 (∆∆∆)

− 4h(∆∆∆− h)Γ(2h−∆∆∆)Γ(∆∆∆)Γ(h)2

Γ(2h)

[
Itad
1 (δ1) + Itad

1 (δ2)
]
. (5.19)
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The latter first organizes J as

J = P̃ (δ1, δ2,∆∆∆)I2-bub
1,1 (∆∆∆) +

Γ(2h−∆∆∆)Γ(∆∆∆)Γ(h)2

Γ(2h)

[
(6h∆∆∆− 8h2 +∆∆∆2 − δ21 + δ22)Itad

1 (δ1)

+ (6h∆∆∆− 8h2 +∆∆∆2 + δ21 − δ22)Itad
1 (δ2)

]
. (5.20)

All ∆∆∆ dependence is manifest except for the desired integral I2-bub
1,1 (∆∆∆). Thus, acting with

D+
∆∆∆ on eq. (5.20) and equating the result with eq. (5.19) yields, after a slight reorganization,

I2-bub
1,1 (∆∆∆+ 2) = I2-bub

1,1 (∆∆∆)
∏

σ1,σ2=±1

∆∆∆+ σ1δ1 + σ2δ2
∆∆∆− 2h+ 2 + σ1δ1 + σ2δ2

− 2(2h− 1)(∆∆∆− h+ 1)Γ(2h−∆∆∆− 2)Γ(∆∆∆)Γ(h)2

Γ(2h)
∏

σ1,σ2=±1(∆∆∆− 2h+ 2 + σ1δ1 + σ2δ2)
(5.21)

×
[
(∆∆∆2 − 2h∆∆∆+ 2∆∆∆+ δ21 − δ22)Itad

1 (δ2) + (∆∆∆2 − 2h∆∆∆+ 2∆∆∆+ δ22 − δ21)Itad
1 (δ1)

]
,

which is the desired difference equation in ∆∆∆.
To summarize, eqs. (5.15) and (5.21) are the difference equations determining (or at

least constraining) the two-point one-loop bubble integral I2-bub
1,1 , which determines the two-

point one-loop AdS correlator (5.1) and (5.2). It is tempting to speculate that the physical
conditions uniquely specifying the solutions of these equations may include:

• the two-point function, and hence I2-bub
1,1 , should be real

• all poles should be simple

• a finite number of poles in δi > 0 for any fixed value of ∆∆∆ (in analogy with the flat
space case in which a finite number of particles can be produced for fixed incoming
energy)

• all poles in δi for sufficiently large ∆∆∆ should have residues of the same sign (in analogy
with the flat space case in which the sign of the residue indicates whether or not a
pole corresponds to physical states)

• we may expect that the poles are spaced by one unit and correspond to conformal
descendants.

We will however not attempt to solve these equations and fully identify the physical con-
straints that render the solution unique. Instead, we will verify that the known results solve
these equations.

5.2 Analytic results for two-point bubble

The two-point bubble diagram was discussed at length in Ref. [16], where the information
not constrained by AdS (conformal) symmetry is captured by the (contribution to the)
anomalous dimension γ2-bub of the dual boundary operator. In our notation, this anoma-
lous dimension (which is the coefficient of logP12 in eq. (5.2) with A2pt(P1, P2) given in
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footnote 11) is

γ2-bub(δ1, δ2,∆∆∆, h) = −
I2-bub
1,1 (δ1, δ2,∆∆∆, h)

2πhΓ(h)Γ(2h−∆∆∆)Γ(∆∆∆)(∆∆∆− h)
. (5.22)

It is not difficult, albeit slightly tedious, to reorganize eqs. (5.15) and (5.21) as difference
equations for γ2-bub(δ1, δ2,∆∆∆, h). For the dimension of the internal state, the result is

γ2-bub(δ1 − 2) = γ2-bub(δ1)
∏

σ=±1

(2h−∆∆∆− δ1 + σδ2)(δ1 −∆∆∆+ σδ2)

(2h−∆∆∆+ δ1 + σδ2 − 2)(δ1 +∆∆∆+ σδ2 − 2)

− 4(2h− 1)(δ1 − 1)Gtad(δ2, h)

(∆∆∆− h)
∏

σ=±1(2h−∆∆∆+ δ1 + σδ2 − 2)(δ1 +∆∆∆+ σδ2 − 2)
(5.23)

− 2(2h− 1)(δ1 − 1)(2h2 − 2h− 2h∆∆∆+∆∆∆2 + 2δ1 − δ21 − δ22)Gtad(δ1, h)

(∆∆∆− h)(δ1 + h− 1)(δ1 + h− 2)
∏

σ=±1(2h−∆∆∆+ δ1 + σδ2 − 2)(δ1 +∆∆∆+ σδ2 − 2)
,

where Gtad is given in eq. (2.23). Similarly, reorganizing eq. (5.21) into a difference equation
for γ2-bub leads to

γ2-bub(∆∆∆+ 2)

=
γ2-bub(∆∆∆)(2h−∆∆∆− 2)(2h−∆∆∆− 1)(∆∆∆− h)

∆∆∆(∆∆∆+ 1)(∆∆∆− h+ 2)

∏
σ1,σ2=±1

∆∆∆+ σ1δ1 + σ2δ2
∆∆∆− 2h+ 2 + σ1δ1 + σ2δ2

− 2(2h− 1)(∆∆∆− h+ 1)

∆∆∆(∆∆∆+ 1)(∆∆∆− h+ 2)
∏

σ1,σ2=±1(∆∆∆− 2h+ 2 + σ1δ1 + σ2δ2)
(5.24)

×
[
(∆∆∆2 − 2h∆∆∆+ 2∆∆∆+ δ21 − δ22)Gtad(δ2, h) + (∆∆∆2 − 2h∆∆∆+ 2∆∆∆+ δ22 − δ21)Gtad(δ1, h)

]
,

where as before Gtad is given in eq. (2.23).
Now we consider the known analytic expressions for the anomalous dimension. First,

for h = 1 but arbitrary bulk and boundary conformal weights, Ref. [16] provides an analytic
expression for this anomalous dimension, γ2-bub(δ1, δ2,∆∆∆, h = 1), see eq. (2.47) there. A
simpler but equivalent form is

γ2-bub(δ1, δ2,∆∆∆, h = 1) =
1

8π(∆∆∆− 1)2

(
H δ1+δ2−∆∆∆

2

−H δ1+δ2+∆∆∆−2
2

)
. (5.25)

We have checked that indeed this expression obeys both eqs. (5.23) and (5.24).
Next, we consider the case in which the internal conformal weights are the same while

the space-time dimension is arbitrary. For δ1 = δ2 = ∆− h, we define for convenience

γ̃2-bub(∆,∆, ∆̃, h) ≡ γ2-bub(∆− h,∆− h, ∆̃, h) , (5.26)

where we also relabel the boundary weight as ∆∆∆ → ∆̃. This anomalous dimension also has
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an analytic expression [35],

γ̃2-bub(∆,∆, ∆̃, h) = −(∆̃− h)−1 × Γ(∆)Γ(∆− h+ 1/2)Γ(2∆− h)

4(4π)h
(5.27)

×

(
Γ

[
2∆− ∆̃

2

]
5F̃4

[
h , ∆ , ∆− h+ 1

2 ,
2∆−∆̃

2 , 2∆− h

∆+ 1
2 , ∆− h+ 1 , 2∆−∆̃

2 + 1 , 2∆− 2h+ 1
; 1

]

+ Γ

[
2∆ + ∆̃

2
− h

]
5F̃4

[
h , ∆ , ∆− h+ 1

2 ,
2∆+∆̃

2 − h , 2∆− h

∆+ 1
2 , ∆− h+ 1 , 2∆+∆̃

2 − h+ 1 , 2∆− 2h+ 1
; 1

])
,

where 5F̃4 is the regularized hypergeometric function, which is related to the usual hyper-
geometric function by

pF̃q

[
a1, . . . ap
b1, . . . , bq

; z

]
=

1

Γ(b1) . . .Γ(bq)
pFq

[
a1, . . . ap
b1, . . . , bq

; z

]
. (5.28)

The anomalous dimension is obtained through a relation to the corresponding spectral
bubble,

γ̃2-bub(∆,∆, ∆̃, h) = −B̃(ν)

iν

∣∣∣∣
iν=∆̃−h

, (5.29)

where B̃(ν) is given by eq. (4.27) of Ref. [35]. We have verified that γ̃2-bub(∆,∆, ∆̃, h)

indeed satisfies the difference equation in the boundary weight,

γ̃2-bub(∆,∆, ∆̃ + 2, h)

= −∆̃(∆̃− 2∆ + 2h)(∆̃ + 2∆− 2h)(2h− ∆̃− 1)(∆̃− h) γ̃2-bub(∆,∆, ∆̃, h)

(∆̃− 2h+ 2)(∆̃− 2∆ + 2)(∆̃ + 2∆− 4h+ 2)(∆̃ + 1)(∆̃− h+ 2)

− 4(2h− 1)(∆̃− h+ 1)Gtad(∆− h, h)

(∆̃ + 1)(∆̃− h+ 2)(∆̃− 2h+ 2)(∆̃− 2∆ + 2)(∆̃ + 2∆− 4h+ 2)
, (5.30)

which is derived from eq. (5.21) by sending ∆∆∆ → ∆̃ and δ1 = δ2 = ∆ − h. We therefore
see that the difference equations (5.15) and (5.21) are satisfied by the known analytic
expressions for two-point bubble integrals. They provide a consistency check for future
direct evaluations of more general cases.

Interestingly, we can now use the difference equation (5.23) to derive new analytic
expressions for the anomalous dimensions (and the two-point bubble integrals) with the
two internal conformal weights differ by an even integer. Plugging eq. (5.27) into the right
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hand side of eq. (5.23), we get

γ̃2-bub(∆− 2,∆, ∆̃, h)

=
Y

∆̃− h
+

X1

∆̃− h
5F̃4

[
h , ∆ , ∆− h+ 1

2 ,
2∆−∆̃

2 , 2∆− h

∆+ 1
2 , ∆− h+ 1 , 2∆−∆̃

2 + 1 , 2∆− 2h+ 1
; 1

]

+
X2

∆̃− h
5F̃4

[
h , ∆ , ∆− h+ 1

2 ,
2∆+∆̃

2 − h , 2∆− h

∆+ 1
2 , ∆− h+ 1 , 2∆+∆̃

2 − h+ 1 , 2∆− 2h+ 1
; 1

]
, (5.31)

where the coefficients are

X1 =
∆̃(∆̃− 2h)(∆̃ + 2∆− 4h)(∆̃− 2∆ + 2h)Γ(∆)Γ(∆−h+1

2)Γ(∆− ∆̃
2 −1)Γ(2∆−h)

8(4π)h(∆̃− 2)(∆̃− 2h+ 2)(∆̃ + 2∆− 2h− 2)
,

X2 = X1

∣∣∣
∆̃→−∆̃+2h

, (5.32)

Y =
(2h− 1)(∆− h− 1)(4∆− 4h∆− ∆̃2 + 2h∆̃ + 4h− 4) (∆− 2h+ 1)2h−3

2πh cos(πh)(∆̃− 2)(∆̃− 2h+ 2)(∆̃ + 2∆− 2h− 2)(∆̃− 2∆ + 2) (h)h
.

Iterating this process will lead to an expression for γ̃2-bub(∆− 2n,∆, ∆̃, h).
Exchanging δ1 with δ2 in eq. (5.23) gives a difference equation in δ2, which can be

used to derive γ2-bub(∆− 2,∆− 2, ∆̃, h) from γ2-bub(∆− 2,∆, ∆̃, h) given in eq. (5.31). As
another consistency check, we have verified that γ2-bub(∆−2,∆−2, ∆̃, h) obtained through
our difference equations agrees exactly with eq. (5.27) under ∆ → ∆− 2.

We note that, similar to the case of the tree-level scalar exchange discussed at the end of
section 4, this difference equation implies that, for special values of the boundary conformal
dimension ∆̃ which we will denote as ∆̃∗, the anomalous dimension γ̃2-bub becomes a simple
ratio of Gamma functions. Indeed, for ∆̃∗ = 2h − 1 and ∆̃∗ = 2∆ − 2h, the coefficient
of γ̃2-bub(∆,∆, ∆̃, h) on the right-hand side of eq. (5.30) vanishes and we are left only the
inhomogeneous term:

γ̃2-bub(∆,∆, 2h+ 1, h) = − 2(2h− 1)Gtad(∆− h, h)

(h+ 1)(2h− 2∆ + 1)(2∆− 2h+ 1)
, (5.33)

γ̃2-bub(∆,∆, 2∆− 2h+ 2, h) =
(2h− 1)Gtad(∆− h, h)

2(h− 1)(2∆− 2h+ 1)(2∆− 3h+ 2)(∆− 2h+ 1)
, (5.34)

with γ̃2-bub given by eq. (5.27). Note that ∆̃∗ = h is not a zero for the first term of eq. (5.30)
because it is also a pole for γ̃2-bub(∆,∆, ∆̃, h) following eq. (5.27).13 The other zero of the
coefficient of γ̃2-bub(∆,∆, ∆̃, h) on the right-hand side of eq. (5.30), ∆̃∗ = 2h− 2∆, is at an
unphysical value for ∆̃. We have verified that the expression in eq. (5.27) reproduces these
simple expressions.

Returning to eqs. (5.23) and (5.24) and using this observation we see that, for ∆∆∆ ∈
{δ1 ± δ2, 2h − δ1 ± δ2} and ∆∆∆ ∈ {2h − 1, 2h − 2, δ1 + δ2}, respectively, and assuming that

13Note that the origin of this divergence is from the Gamma function factor in the correlator, see eq. (5.2).
The integral I2-bub remains to be finite.
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∆

∆′

∆3

∆1

∆2

Figure 3. The three-point bubble.

γ2-bub has no poles at these locations, the difference equations determines the anomalous
dimension as given by the the inhomogeneous term, which is a rational combination of
Gamma functions.

5.3 Three-point bubble

Let us proceed to the integral next in complexity, the three-point bubble integral in ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3⊕
ϕ2ϕ3ϕ4ϕ5 scalar theory in AdS space. As shown in figure 3, it is defined as

A3-bub =

∫
AdS

dX1dX2E∆3(P3, X1)G∆(X1, X2)G∆′(X1, X2)E∆2(P2, X2)E∆1(P1, X2) .

(5.35)
While, as discussed in section 5.2, in a gauge/gravity duality framework the two-point cor-
relation function corrects the anomalous dimension of the boundary operator corresponding
to the AdS field, the three-point bubble as defined here represents one of the several con-
tributions to the OPE coefficient.14

The construction of the potential for the three-point bubble integral follows the same
steps as in the case of the two-point bubble integral. In the spectral representation, the
three-point bubble is given by

M3-bub =
1

2πhΓ(h)Γ(2h−∆3)Γ(∆3)

∫ 2∏
i=1

[
dci
2πi

1

ci − δi

]
W3-bub (5.36)

≡
I3-bub
1,1

2πhΓ(h)Γ(2h−∆3)Γ(∆3)
(5.37)

where, as in section 5.1, δ1 = ∆ − h and δ2 = ∆′ − h are the shifted internal dimensions.
The potential W3-bub is

W3-bub =
1

4c1c2Γ(c1)Γ(−c1)Γ(c2)Γ(−c2)
(5.38)

× Γ
(
∆3−c1+c2

2

)
Γ
(
∆3+c1+c2

2

)
Γ
(
∆3+c1−c2

2

)
Γ
(
∆3−c1−c2

2

)
× Γ

(
d−∆3+c1+c2

2

)
Γ
(
d−∆3−c1+c2

2

)
Γ
(
d−∆3−c1−c2

2

)
Γ
(
d−∆3+c1−c2

2

)
.

14Other contributions are the triangle integral, as well as possible leftovers after the anomalous dimension
was extracted from the two-point correlation function attached to a three-point vertex.
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Figure 4. (a) The four-point bubble in ϕ4 theory and (b) the four-point bubble with an auxiliary
bulk-bulk propagator.

It is easy to see by directly comparing eq. (5.38) and eq. (5.3) that

W3-bub = W2-bub

∣∣∣
∆1=∆2→∆3

. (5.39)

Therefore, the corresponding difference equations (5.15) and (5.21) and SBP relations (5.8)
derived for two-point bubbles in section 5.1 extend, with the identification ∆∆∆ → ∆3, change
to the three-point bubble integral I3-bub

1,1 .

5.4 Four-point bubble

Finally, we consider the the four-point bubble in the ϕ1ϕ2ϕ3ϕ4⊕ϕ3ϕ4ϕ5ϕ6 theory, as shown
in figure 4a,

A4-bub =

∫
AdS

dX1dX2E∆1(P1, X1)E∆2(P2, X1)G∆(X1, X2)G∆′(X1, X2)

× E∆3(P3, X2)E∆4(P4, X2) . (5.40)

The corresponding Mellin amplitude is obtained by following the strategy in section 3.
However, the potential function for this diagram is a generalized hypergeometric function,
which is inconvenient for deriving SBP relations and difference equations. Instead, we insert
an auxiliary bulk-bulk propagator as in figure 4b and consider

Ã4-bub =

∫
AdS

dX1dX2dX3E∆1(P1, X1)E∆2(P2, X1)G∆̃
(X1, X3)G∆(X3, X2)

×G∆′(X3, X2)E∆3(P3, X2)E∆4(P4, X2) . (5.41)

The additional propagator makes the potential function W4-bub a product of gamma func-
tions,

W4-bub(c, c1, c2, s,∆12,∆34) =
1

32 c c1c2

∏
σ=±1

Γ(h−s+σc
2 )Γ(∆12−h+σc

2 )Γ(∆34−h+σc
2 )

Γ(σc)Γ(h+ σc)Γ(σc1)Γ(σc2)

×
∏

σ,σ1,σ2=±1

Γ

(
h+ σc+ σ1c1 + σ2c2

2

)
, (5.42)

– 29 –



which is in the general class of potentials considered in section 3.
Following the strategy outlined in section 3 and similarly to the previous examples, we

define the family of integrals

I4-bub
n,n1,n2

=

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

dc1
2πi

dc2
2πi

Πn(c− δ)Πn1(c1 − δ1)Πn2(c2 − δ2)W4-bub(c, c1, c2, s) (5.43)

δ ≡ ∆̃− h , δ1 = ∆− h , δ2 ≡ ∆′ − h ;

the Mellin amplitude for eq. (5.40) is then

M4-bub =
I4-bub
−1,1,1

πhΓ(h)Γ
(
∆1234

2 − h
)
Γ
(
∆12−s

2

)
Γ
(
∆34−s

2

) . (5.44)

Recall that, as discussed in previous sections, an index −1 corresponds to the collapse of a
bulk-bulk propagator, so in I4-bub

−1,1,1 the auxiliary propagator is collapsed. We note that

0 = I4-bub
n,0,n2

= I4-bub
n,n1,0 = I4-bub

0,n1,n2
, (5.45)

because W4-bub is odd in c, c1 and c2. Moreover, because

0 =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

c2kW4-bub =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc1
2πi

c2k1 W4-bub =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc2
2πi

c2k2 W4-bub , (5.46)

we can write I4-bub
−2k,n1,n2

, I4-bub
n,−2k,n2

and I4-bub
n,n1,−2k can be written in terms of I4-bub

−2l+1,n1,n2
,

I4-bub
n,−2l+1,n2

and I4-bub
n,n1,−2l+1, respectively, with l < k. For example, the following relations of

this kind will be useful later,

I4-bub
n,−2,n2

= −2(δ1 + 3)I4-bub
n,−1,n2

,

I4-bub
n,n1,−2 = −2(δ2 + 3)I4-bub

n,n1,−1 ,

I4-bub
−2,n1,n2

= −2(δ + 3)I4-bub
−1,n1,n2

.

I4-bub
−4,n1,n2

= −4(δ + 5)I4-bub
−3,n1,n2

+ 8(δ + 3)(δ + 4)(δ + 5)I4-bub
−1,n1,n2

. (5.47)

While in previous examples it was convenient to start with the difference equations
in the parameters of the Mellin amplitude, external dimensions ∆i, Mellin variables and
internal dimensions δi, for the four-point bubble integral they are deeply intertwined with
the SBP relations, and it is useful to start by discussing the latter.

5.4.1 The c1-SBP relation

To derive the SBP relation for the variable c1 (and by symmetry also for c2), we choose the
polynomial

Pc,c1,c2 =
∏

σ=±1

(c+ h− c1 + σc2)(c− h+ c1 + σc2) (5.48)
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to cancel the poles of W4-bub(c1 + 2)/W4-bub(c1) and consider

0 =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc1
2πi

D+
c1

[
Pc,c1,c2Πn(c− δ)Πn1(c1 − δ1)Πn2(c2 − δ2)W4-bub(c, c1, c2)

]
. (5.49)

The SBP relation can be written formally as15

0 =
∑
nnn

annnI4-bub
nnn , (5.50)

where the sum runs over the 25 triplets nnn = (n, n1, n2)

nnn ∈
{
(−4 + n, 1 + n1, n2) , (−3 + n, 1 + n1, n2) , (−2 + n,−1 + n1, n2) , (−2 + n, n1, n2) ,

(−2 + n, 1 + n1,−2 + n2) , (−2 + n, 1 + n1,−1 + n2) , (−2 + n, 1 + n1, n2) ,

(−1 + n,−1 + n1, n2) , (−1 + n, n1, n2) , (−1 + n, 1 + n1,−2 + n2) ,

(−1 + n, 1 + n1,−1 + n2) , (−1 + n, 1 + n1, n2) , (n,−3 + n1, n2) , (n,−2 + n1, n2) ,

(n,−1 + n1,−2 + n2) , (n,−1 + n1,−1 + n2) , (n,−1 + n1, n2) , (n, n1,−2 + n2) ,

(n, n1,−1 + n2) , (n, n1, n2) , (n, 1 + n1,−4 + n2) , (n, 1 + n1,−3 + n2) ,

(n, 1 + n1,−2 + n2) , (n, 1 + n1,−1 + n2) , (n, 1 + n1, n2)
}
. (5.51)

It turns out that one choice of indices, (n, n1, n2) = (−1, 1, 1), is particularly useful. In
this case, certain coefficients annn vanish. Together with eq. (5.45), we are left with a linear
combination of the following 16 integrals:

I4-bub
−5,2,1(s) I4-bub

−4,2,1(s) I4-bub
−3,1,1(s) I4-bub

−3,2,−1(s)
::::::::::

I4-bub
−3,2,1(s) I4-bub

−2,1,1(s)

I4-bub
−2,2,−1(s) I4-bub

−2,2,1(s) I4-bub
−1,−2,1(s) I4-bub

−1,−1,1(s) I4-bub
−1,1,−1(s) I4-bub

−1,1,1(s)

I4-bub
−1,2,−3(s) I4-bub

−1,2,−2(s) I4-bub
−1,2,−1(s) I4-bub

−1,2,1(s) . (5.52)

This set of integrals can be further reduced by using eq. (5.47) to eliminate all the integrals
with a negative even index (those with an underline).

A second choice of indices in eq. (5.50) that is useful for us is (n, n1, n2) = (−1,−1, 2)

and (n, n1, n2) = (−1, 2,−1). The second set of indices may be obtained from the former
by interchanging δ1 with δ2. This choice of indices yields a relation for the reduction of
I4-bub
−3,2,−1, with a wavy underline in eq. (5.51),

I4-bub
−3,2,−1 = I4-bub

−1,2,−3 − 2(δ1 − 1)I4-bub
−1,1,−1

+ (h2 − 4 + 24δ + 3δ2 + 4δ1 − δ21 − 24δ2 − 3δ22)I4-bub
−1,2,−1 . (5.53)

Last but not least, a bit of foresight suggests that the (reduction of the) integral I4-bub
−1,2,1(s)

15The analytic expressions for the coefficients annn are given in the ancillary file SBP_c1.m.
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is also of interests to us, because this integral appears in the difference equation for δ1,

D−
δ1

[
I4-bub
−1,1,1(δ1, s)

]
= −I4-bub

−1,2,1(δ1, s) . (5.54)

Therefore, our next goal is to reduce the other integrals in eq. (5.52) into a linear combi-
nation of

I4-bub
−1,2,1 , I4-bub

−1,1,1 , I4-bub
−1,1,−1 , I4-bub

−1,−1,1 . (5.55)

Because of the negative index in the third and second position, respectively, the last two
integrals here can be considered as boundary terms, as we expect that they are related to
tadpole integrals. The two identities

i∞∫
−i∞

dc2
2πi

c2W4-bub(c, c1, c2, s) = −Γ(h)2

Γ(2h)
Wtad(c1)Wscalar(c, s) , (5.56)

i∞∫
−i∞

dc2
2πi

c32W4-bub(c, c1, c2, s) = −Γ(h)2

Γ(2h)
(c2 + c21 − h2)Wtad(c1)Wscalar(c, s) ,

which can be proven by direct integration, help us verify this expectation. Indeed, by
further integrating them over c and c1 leads to

I4-bub
−1,n1,−1(s, δ1, δ2) = −Γ(h)2

Γ(2h)
Iscalar
−1 (s)Itad

n1
(δ1) , (5.57)

I4-bub
−1,n1,−3(s, δ1, δ2) = −Γ(h)2

Γ(2h)
Iscalar
−1 (s)

[
Itad
n1−2(δ1) + 2(δ1 − 2n1 + 3)Itad

n1−1(δ1) (5.58)

+
(
4n2

1 − 8n1 − 2hs+ 4(1− n1)δ1 + δ21 + 3(δ2 + 4)2 + s∆1234 −∆12∆34

)
Itad
n1

(δ1)
]
.

We note that, as expected, the right-hand side of these relations feature tadpole integrals.
Moreover, Itad

n1
can be further reduced to Itad

1 with eq. (2.15) and Iscalar
−1 is given in eq. (4.25).

The relations we discussed allow us to reduce all integrals in eq. (5.51) except

I4-bub
−5,2,1(s) , I4-bub

−3,2,1(s) , I4-bub
−3,1,1(s) , (5.59)

to the basis (5.55).
To reduce these remaining integrals we use the identity

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

c2k+1W4-bub(c, s) =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

c2k−1
[
(s− h)2W4-bub(c, s)− 4W4-bub(c, s− 2)

]
,

(5.60)

which we prove in the appendix C based on the action of the conformal Casimir D12 on
Mellin-space correlators. Repeatedly applying this relation until the power of c is reduced
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to unity and integrating the result with the measure
∫ ∏2

i=1 dciΠni(ci − δi) leads to

I4-bub
−3,n1,n2

(s) =
[
(s− h)2 + 3δ2 + 24δ + 44

]
I4-bub
−1,n1,n2

(s)− 4 I4-bub
−1,n1,n2

(s− 2) , (5.61)

I4-bub
−5,n1,n2

(s) =
[
(s− h)4 + 10(δ2 + 12δ + 34)(s− h)2

+ (5δ4 + 120δ3 + 1020δ2 + 3600δ + 4384)
]
I4-bub
−1,n1,n2

(s)

− 8(s2 − 2hs− 2s+ h2 + 2h+ 5δ2 + 60δ + 172)I4-bub
−1,n1,n2

(s− 2)

+ 16I4-bub
−1,n1,n2

(s− 4) , (5.62)

which indeed express the desired integrals in terms of integrals in which the auxiliary
propagator is collapsed. The peculiar feature of these relations is that they trade powers
of the auxiliary spectral variable c for shifts in the Mandelstam variable. This is the origin
of the intertwining of the difference equations in external variables and the SBP relations
anticipated in the beginning of this section.

Putting together the c1-SBP relation for (n, n1, n2) = (−1, 1, 1), eqs. (5.53), (5.57),
(5.58), (5.61) and (5.62), we obtain a relation of the form

0 = R1(s) ≡
2∑

n=0

α−1,2,1(n)I4-bub
−1,2,1(s− 2n) +

1∑
n=0

α−1,1,1(n)I4-bub
−1,1,1(s− 2n)

+ α−1,1,−1I4-bub
−1,1,−1(s) + α−1,−1,1I4-bub

−1,−1,1(s) , (5.63)

and the coefficients are given by

α−1,−1,1 = 2(δ1 − 1)(2h− 1) ,

α−1,1,−1 =
(δ1 − 1)(2h− 1)

[
−∆12∆34 + s∆1234 − δ21 − δ22 + 2δ1 + 2h2 − 2h(s+ 1)

]
(δ1 + h− 2)(δ1 + h− 1)

,

α−1,1,1(1) = 16(δ1 − 1)(h− 1) ,

α−1,1,1(0) = 4(δ1 − 1)
[
−δ21 + δ22 + 2δ1 + 2h2(s− 1)

−h
(
−δ21 + δ22 + 2δ1 + s2 + 2s− 4

)
+ s2 − 2

]
,

α−1,2,1(2) = −16 ,

α−1,2,1(1) = −8
(
δ21 + δ22 − 4δ1 + 2h(δ1 + s− 3)− s2 + 2s+ 2

)
,

α−1,2,1(0) = −
[
δ21 − δ22 − 4δ1 + s2 + 2(δ1 − 2)s+ 4

]
×
[
δ21 − δ22 − 4δ1 + 4h2 − 4h(−δ1 + s+ 2) + s2 − 2(δ1 − 2)s+ 4

]
. (5.64)

We have thus obtained a relation between I4-bub
−1,1,1 and I4-bub

−1,2,1 with various shifts in their
arguments. The next step is therefore is to find another relation of a similar type, so that we
can eliminate I4-bub

−1,2,1(s−2n) and express I4-bub
−1,2,1(s) in terms of I4-bub

−1,1,1 and tadpole integrals.
To this end we will use the c-SBP relation.16

16One might expect that a difference equation in s would come from evaluating D−
s

[
I4-bub
−1,1,1

]
, as in the

tree-level scalar exchange case. However, in fact it would just reproduce the relation (5.61), which gives no
new information. For the currect problem, the independent difference equation in s actually comes from
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5.4.2 The c-SBP relation

The starting point of the SBP relation for c is D+
c

[
P̃c,c1,c2ΠnΠn1Πn2W4-bub

]
,where we

choose

P̃c,c1,c2 = −(c− 1 + h)(c− 2 + h)(c+ s− h)(c−∆12 + h)(c−∆34 + h)

×
∏

σ1,σ2=±1

(c− h+ σ1c1 + σ2c2) (5.65)

to cancel the poles brought by the action of difference operator on W4-bub. For generic
choices of indices, the resulting SBP relation17

0 =
∑
nnn

bnnnI4-bub
nnn (5.66)

involves 103 terms. With the goal of deriving a second relation between I4-bub
−1,1,1 and I4-bub

−1,2,1

we start from the triplets of indices (n, n1, n2) = (0, 2, 1) and (n, n1, n2) = (0, 1, 1) for which
the c-SBP relations involve the desired integrals and integrals that appeared earlier in our
discussion. After repeatedly using eq. (5.60) and the reduction of tadpole integrals, the
above two choices lead, respectively, to the following two relations:

0 = R2(s) ≡
4∑

n=0

β−1,2,1(n)I4-bub
−1,2,1(s− 2n) +

3∑
n=0

β−1,1,1(n)I4-bub
−1,1,1(s− 2n)

+ β−1,1,−1I4-bub
−1,1,−1(s) + β−1,−1,1I4-bub

−1,−1,1(s) , (5.67)

0 = R3(s) ≡
4∑

n=0

ρ−1,1,1(n)I4-bub
−1,1,1(s− 2n) + ρ−1,1,−1I4-bub

−1,1,−1(s) + ρ−1,−1,1I4-bub
−1,−1,1(s) .

(5.68)

The relation R3 can be viewed as a difference equation for s, analogous in spirit, for example,
to eq. (4.27). For this more complicated problem however, the difference equation is of a
higher order. The coefficients in R3(s) are given in the ancillary file Relation_R3.m.

Using eq. (5.57) it is straightforward to turn R3(s) into a difference equation in the
Mellin variable s for Mellin amplitudes (5.44). Moreover, since the Mellin amplitude is
invariant under

∆12 → 2h− s s → 2h−∆12 , (5.69)

we can use this transformation to obtain an independent difference equation for boundary
weight ∆12. To finalize the difference equation in δ1, eq. (5.54), we must still express I4-bub

−1,2,1

in terms of I4-bub
−1,1,1.

To this end, we note that R1(s) and R2(s) are two linearly independent relations both
involving I4-bub

−1,2,1(s − 2n). Thus we can use them to solve I4-bub
−1,2,1 in favor of I4-bub

−1,1,1. The

the SBP relation in c.
17The analytic expressions for the coefficients bnnn are given in the ancillary file SBP_c.m.
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strategy is to recursively eliminate I4-bub
−1,2,1 in one relation by subtracting it from the second

relation evaluated on a shifted value of s. The relation R1(s) in eq. (5.63) contains only
I4-bub
−1,2,1(s−4), . . . , I4-bub

−1,2,1(s), while the relation R2(s) in eq. (5.67) also contains I4-bub
−1,2,1(s−8)

and I4-bub
−1,2,1(s− 6). We may choose coefficients r2 and r4 such that the combination

0 = R̃2(s) = R2(s)− r4R1(s− 4)− r2R1(s− 2)− r0R1(s)

=
1∑

n=0

γ−1,2,1(n)I4-bub
−1,2,1(s− 2n) +

3∑
n=0

γ−1,1,1(n)I4-bub
−1,1,1(s− 2n)

+ γ−1,1,−1I4-bub
−1,1,−1(s) + γ−1,−1,1I4-bub

−1,−1,1(s) (5.70)

is free of both I4-bub
−1,2,1(s− 8), I4-bub

−1,2,1(s− 6) and I4-bub
−1,2,1(s− 4). Then, we can choose r̃2 and

r̃0 so that the combination

0 =R1(s)− r̃2R̃2(s− 2)− r̃0R̃2(s) (5.71)

is free of both I4-bub
−1,2,1(s− 4) and I4-bub

−1,2,1(s− 2). Thus, we can solve it for I4-bub
−1,2,1(s) in terms

of I4-bub
−1,1,1(s) with various arguments. The result is

I4-bub
−1,2,1(s) =

3∑
n=0

λ−1,1,1(n)I4-bub
−1,1,1(s− 2n) + λ−1,1,−1I4-bub

−1,1,−1(s) + λ−1,−1,1I4-bub
−1,−1,1(s) ,

(5.72)

where the coefficients are given in the ancillary file SBP_c1_Final.m. We note that in
writing this expression we used R3(s) in eq. (5.68) to eliminate I4-bub

−1,1,1(s − 8) in favor of
I4-bub
−1,1,1(s − 2k) with k = 0, 1, 2, 3 and other known integrals. We then plug eq. (5.72) into

the difference equation (5.54), and we get the final result for the difference equation in δ1,

I4-bub
−1,1,1(δ1 − 2, s) =

[
1− 2λ−1,1,1(0)

]
I4-bub
−1,1,1(δ1, s)− 2

3∑
n=1

λ−1,1,1(n)I4-bub
−1,1,1(δ1, s− 2n)

− 2λ−1,1,−1I4-bub
−1,1,−1(δ1, s)− 2λ−1,−1,1I4-bub

−1,−1,1(δ1, s) . (5.73)

To summarize, eq. (5.73) provides a difference equation in δ1 (and also δ2 after relabeling).
We also have R3(s) in eq. (5.68) as a difference equation in s, and it gives another difference
equation in ∆12 after the transformation (5.69). This completes the information we can get
from difference equations.

Finally, we note that the c and c1 SBP relations discussed above can also be directly
applied to study the four-point bubble integral (5.41) with an additional bulk-bulk propa-
gator. It corresponds to I4-bub

1,1,1 , and the four-point bubble I4-bub
−1,1,1 studied in detail here will

become a boundary term for the difference equation satisfied by I4-bub
1,1,1 . For example, the

action of the s difference operator on I4-bub
1,1,1 relates this integral only to itself and to I4-bub

−1,1,1.
Another example is the action of the δ difference operator on I4-bub

1,1,1 : it yields I4-bub
2,1,1 which

in turn reduces it back to I4-bub
1,1,1 , I4-bub

−1,1,1 and tadpole integrals upon use of the c SBP with
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the triplet of indices nnn = (1, 1, 1).

5.5 Consistency checks for four-point bubble

Let us briefly mention checks of the difference equations using known analytic results. If
the internal and boundary weights are the same, ∆i = ∆′ = ∆, the Mellin amplitude (5.44)
can be written as an infinite sum over conformal partial waves [39]. If we further resctrict
to h = 1 and ∆ = 2, the Mellin amplitude has the analytic expression [19]

M(s) = − 1

12π

[
3F2(1, 1, 2− s

2 ;
5
2 , 3−

s
2 ; 1)

s− 4
+

3

10

3F2(2, 2, 3− s
2 ;

7
2 , 4−

s
2 ; 1)

s− 6

]
. (5.74)

Since all dimensions are fixed, we may therefore verify only the difference equation in the
Mellin variable. For this choice of boundary and operator dimension, eq. (5.68) gives the
following relation for Mellin amplitudes:

0 = 512πΓ2
[
6− s

2

]
M(s− 8)− 128π(4s2 − 43s+ 140)Γ2

[
5− s

2

]
M(s− 6)

+ 32π(6s4 − 105s3 + 738s2 − 2408s+ 3040)Γ2
[
4− s

2

]
M(s− 4)

− 8π(4s6 − 81s5 + 700s4 − 3268s3 + 8608s2 − 12032s+ 6912)Γ2
[
3− s

2

]
M(s− 2)

+ 2π(s− 4)3(s− 2)2(s2 − 3s+ 2)sΓ2
[
2− s

2

]
M(s) + 48(s− 4)3Γ2

[
2− s

2

]
. (5.75)

The expression [19] for the four-point bubble h = 1 and ∆ = 2 reproduced in eq. (5.74)
indeed satisfies this relation. Note that one may opt to cancel the Gamma functions in this
relation, and the coefficients will be polynomials in s.

We note that if the analytic expression for I4-bub
−1,1,1(δ1, s) is known, we may use eq. (5.73)

to derive an analytic expression for I4-bub
−1,1,1(δ1 − 2, s). It is also possible to increase δ1 by

two units. We can use a linear combination of the s difference equation R3(s) in (5.68)
and eq. (5.73) to derive a new relation expressing I4-bub

−1,1,1(δ1, s) as a linear combination of
I4-bub
−1,1,1(δ1 − 2, s− 2n). After renaming the variable δ1 − 2 → δ1, we get

0 = Λ I4-bub
−1,1,1(δ1 + 2, s) +

3∑
n=1

λ̃−1,1,1(n)I4-bub
−1,1,1(δ1, s− 2n)

+ λ̃−1,1,−1I4-bub
−1,1,−1(δ1, s) + λ̃−1,−1,1I4-bub

−1,−1,1(δ1, s) . (5.76)

When Λ ̸= 0, we can use this relation to solve I4-bub
−1,1,1(δ1 + 2, s) from I4-bub

−1,1,1(δ1, s).
It is tempting to choose δ1 = 1 and attempt to derive from eqs. (5.74) and (5.76) an
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analytic expression for the four-point bubble integral

I4-bub
−1,1,1(∆12 = ∆34 = 4, δ1 = 3, δ2 = 1, s) =

∆ = 4

∆′ = 2

∆3 = 2

∆4 = 2

∆1 = 2

∆2 = 2

(5.77)

at d = 2. It turns out however that the coefficient Λ vanishes, Λ = 0 for this choice of
conformal weights, and eq. (5.76) merely gives another relation between the Mellin ampli-
tude (5.74),

0 = 2πΓ2
[
2− s

2

]
M(s)−

8π(3s3 − 30s2 + 104s− 108)Γ2
[
3− s

2

]
M(s− 2)

s(s− 1)(s− 2)(s− 4)2

+
32π(3s2 − 27s+ 70)Γ2

[
4− s

2

]
M(s− 4)

s(s− 1)(s− 2)(s− 4)3
−

128πΓ2
[
5− s

2

]
M(s− 6)

s(s− 1)(s− 2)(s− 4)3

+
6Γ2
[
2− s

2

]
s(s− 1)(s− 2)(s− 4)

, (5.78)

which is again exactly satisfied by eq. (5.74).
On the other hand, it is still possible to derive eq. (5.77) from the difference equa-

tion (5.76). One can use instead δ1 = 1 + ϵ and take the limit ϵ → 0 after I4-bub
−1,1,1(δ1 + 2)

is obtained. It thus requires us to know the analytic behavior of the bubble (5.74) in the
neighborhood δ1 = 1 + ϵ.

6 Discussion

The AdS/CFT correspondence relates tree-level bulk correlation functions to planar CFT
boundary correlators; moreover, loop-level bulk correlators describe non-planar corrections
to boundary correlation functions. In this paper we introduce a systematic procedure to
derive difference equations for the basis integrals in tree-level and one-loop correlation func-
tions, together with a summation-by-parts reduction to the basis. Our approach extends to
AdS space powerful methods developed for flat space loop integrals, such as the IBP reduc-
tion to master integrals [23, 24, 40–42] and differential equations for determining analytic
expressions for the master integrals [25–27, 43].

To illustrate our construction, which applies to general theories and does not rely on
special properties such as supersymmetry, we discussed one tree-level and several one-loop
examples, the latter of bubble topology with various numbers of external legs. In some
of them, we used the derived difference equations together with physical conditions to
compute previously-unknown integrals, such as the one-loop two-point bubble integral with
distinct internal masses. In others we demonstrated the validity of the difference equations
by verifying that they are obeyed by the known expressions for the integrals, such as the
h = 1, ∆ = 2 four-point bubble of Ref. [19]. The appearance of difference equations rather
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than the more standard differential equations governing flat space master integrals is a
reflection of the discreetness of the spectrum of quadratic operators in AdS space.

Typically, AdS integrals are given as linear combinations of hypergeometric (or more
complicated) functions. In contrast, for special values of the external parameters, the
difference equations sometimes uniquely fix them in terms of the inhomogeneous term in
the equation, which in our examples was a rational function or a rational combination of
Gamma function. This observation points to interesting identities for (linear combinations
of) hypergeometric functions at unit argument. We illustrated this observation in sections 4
and 5.1, where we derived and verified several such identities.

An interesting departure from flat-space intuition is the need to impose physical con-
ditions to obtain a unique solution to the different equations. Indeed, as discussed in
sections 2 and 5, difference equations determine their solutions up to periodic functions of
their arguments. Further physical conditions must be imposed, to select physical solutions
from the unphysical ones.18 In section 5.1 we suggested several suitable physical condi-
tions which constrain correlation functions given by integrals of bubble topology. Given
the mathematical richness of higher-loop and higher-point Feynman diagrams, we expect a
similar richness for higher-loop and higher-point Witten diagrams. It would be important
to understand the complete set of such physical conditions constraining them, including
those enforcing boundary conformal invariance (or AdS symmetry). Moreover, while we
have not discussed in detail strategies for solving the ensuing difference equations, it would
be interesting to understand if they have a suitable definition analogous with the canonical
form of differential equations [28] for flat space Feynman integrals.

A physically-motivated approach to solving the s-channel difference equations for multi-
point bubble integrals, which makes use of its expected pole structure, is to search for
solutions of the form

M(s) ∼
∑
n,m

Rn,m

s− (∆n +m)
, (6.1)

as was done at tree level in [44]. Here ∆n are the dimensions of the primaries that appear in
the operator-product expansion of the boundary operators while m label their descendants.
The s difference equation then becomes a recursion relation for the residues Rn,m which may
also constrain the possible values ∆n. The residues and dimensions are further constrained
by difference equations in the other parameters. It would be interesting to explore the
conditions under which the number of primaries is finite, as e.g. in cases when the boundary
theory is a minimal model.

As presented in section 3, writing Mellin amplitudes as integrals over a potential func-
tion was an important part of our construction. We also assumed that the potential function
was a ratio of Euler Gamma functions. At the price of introducing auxiliary integration
variables similar to the discussion of the four-point bubble integral in section 5.4, the po-
tential for the three- and four-point triangle integral has this general form [17, 45]. It would

18This is analogous in spirit with 2d integrable models, for which the Yang-Baxter equation determines
the scattering matrix up to an overall phase which is determined (or at least constrained) by the crossing
relation, positivity of the residues at physical poles, etc.
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be extremely interesting to compute these integrals, either directly or via difference equa-
tions method described here. More generally, it would be useful to extend our analysis and
relax the assumption that the potential function is a ratio of Gamma functions. Since some
knowledge about its structure is necessary, one may e.g. assume that the potential is some
more general Euler integral, which still obeys certain difference relations [37].

Many of the existing loop-level computations of AdS boundary correlators in AdS space
have been carried out in specific theories, perhaps with certain amount of supersymmetry.
With the novel abilities to evaluate — or at least constrain — AdS integrals provided by the
SBP relations and difference equations, extended to integrals with nontrivial numerators,
one may explore special properties of correlators that emerge when particular configurations
of particles and couplings contribute to the same correlation function.

While we formulated the SBP relations and the difference equations for AdS boundary
correlators, its main ingredients — the existence of split representation for bulk-bulk prop-
agators, potentials that are rations of Gamma functions up to auxiliary integrals — exist
also in de Sitter space. We expect that, with appropriate modifications, our construction
also holds in de Sitter space and for cosmological correlators.
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A Conventions

In this appendix we collect our conventions and details of the embedding space formalism
and bulk and boundary integration that are useful throughout the paper.

The bulk-bulk progatator in AdSd+1 satisfies the equation

[∇2
X −∆(∆− d)]G∆(X,Y ) = −δd+1(X,Y ) . (A.1)

If we take one of the bulk point to the boundary, we get the bulk-boundary propagator

E∆(X,P ) =
C∆

(−2X · P )∆
, C∆ =

Γ(∆)

2πd/2Γ(∆− d/2 + 1)
, (A.2)

where ∆ is the conformal weight of the boundary operator located at P .
It is convenient to put the bulk-bulk propagator into the spectral representation

G∆(X1, X2) =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

1

(∆− h)2 − c2
Ωc(X1, X2) ,

Ωc(X1, X2) = −2c2
∫
∂AdS

dQEd/2+c(X1, Q)Ed/2−c(X2, Q) (A.3)

where the spectral function Ωc satisfies

δd+1(X1, X2) =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

Ωc(X1, X2) . (A.4)

Note that by a direct computation, we have

Ωc(X,X) =
Γ(h)

2πhΓ(2h)

Γ(h+ c)Γ(h− c)

Γ(c)Γ(−c)
. (A.5)

This immediately leads to the spectral representation for tadpoles, see eq. (2.4).
The Mellin representation for the boundary correlator A(Pi),

A(Pi) = ⟨O∆1(P1)O∆2(P2) . . .O∆n(Pn)⟩ , (A.6)

is defined as

A(Pi) =
πh

2
Γ

[∑n
i=1∆i − d

2

] n∏
i=1

C∆i

Γ(∆i)

∫
[dδij ]M(δij)

n∏
i<j

Γ(δij)

P
δij
ij

, (A.7)

where Pij ≡ −2Pi · Pj , and we call M(δij) the Mellin amplitude. The Mellin variables δij
obey the constraint

δij = δji ,
n∑

j=1, j ̸=i

δij = ∆i , (A.8)
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such that there are n(n − 3)/2 independent variables. It is convenient to define the Man-
delstam variables sij through

δij =
∆i +∆j − sij

2
, (A.9)

and sij satisfy the same relations as the flat space Mandelstam variables sij = −(ki + kj)
2

with
∑n

i=1 ki = 0 and k2i = −∆i. We denote the n(n − 3)/2 independent Mandelstam
variables as {sk}, which forms a basis for the Mellin variables δij . We follow Ref. [7] and
define the integration measure as

∫
[dδij ] =

i∞∫
−i∞

n(n−3)/2∏
k=1

dsk
2(2πi)

. (A.10)

The simplest example of Mellin amplitudes corresponds to the scalar contact diagram,

Acontact ≡ D∆1,∆2,...,∆n =

∫
AdS

dX
n∏

i=1

E∆i(Pi, X) . (A.11)

Because of the identity∫
AdS

dX
n∏

i=1

E∆i(Pi, X) =
πh

2
Γ

[∑n
i=1∆i − d

2

] n∏
i=1

C∆i

Γ(∆i)

∫
[dµ]

n∏
i<j

Γ(δij)

P
δij
ij

, (A.12)

the Mellin amplitude for the contact diagram is simply

Mcontact = 1 . (A.13)

B Two-point bubble SBP relation coefficients

In this appendix we spell out the coefficients of the SBP relation in eq. (5.8):

an1−3,n2 = 4h− n1 (B.1)

an1−2,n2 = −4
[
7hn1 − 3(δ1 + 4)h+ n1(δ1 − 2n1 + 3)

]
(B.2)

an1−1,n2−2 = 2n1 − 4h (B.3)

an1−1,n2−1 = 4(2h− n1)(−δ2 + 2n2 − 3) (B.4)

an1−1,n2 = −2
[
2h2(n1 − 2∆∆∆) + 2h

(
− 3δ21 + δ22 − 18δ1 + 4δ2 +∆∆∆2 − 18n2

1

+ n1(15δ1 +∆∆∆+ 42) + 4n2
2 − 4(δ2 + 2)n2 − 24

)
+ n1

(
3δ21 − δ22 + 12δ1

− 4δ2 −∆∆∆2 + 12n2
1 − 12(δ1 + 2)n1 − 4n2

2 + 4(δ2 + 2)n2 + 10
)]

(B.5)

an1,n2−2 = 4
[
h(−δ1 + 3n1 − 2) + n1(δ1 − 2n1 + 1)

]
(B.6)

an1,n2−1 = −8(−δ2 + 2n2 − 3)
[
h(−δ1 + 3n1 − 2) + n1(δ1 − 2n1 + 1)

]
(B.7)
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an1,n2 = 4
[
2n2

1

(
3δ21 − δ22 + 6δ1 − 4δ2 −∆∆∆2 + 2h2 + 2h(6δ1 +∆∆∆+ 9)− 4n2

2

+ 4(δ2 + 2)n2

)
+ n1

(
− 2h2(δ1 + 3∆∆∆+ 1) + h

(
− 2(δ1 + 1)∆∆∆− 9δ21 + 3δ22

− 30δ1 + 12δ2 + 3∆∆∆2 + 12n2
2 − 12(δ2 + 2)n2 − 16

)
+ (δ1 + 1)

(
− δ21 + δ22

− 2δ1 + 4δ2 +∆∆∆2 + 4n2
2 − 4(δ2 + 2)n2 + 2

))
− 4n3

1(3δ1 + 5h+ 3) (B.8)

+ (δ1 + 2)h
(
δ21 − δ22 + 4δ1 − 4δ2 −∆∆∆2 + 2∆∆∆h− 4n2

2 + 4(δ2 + 2)n2

)
+ 8n4

1

]
an1+1,n2−4 = −n1 (B.9)

an1+1,n2−3 = 4n1(−δ2 + 2n2 − 5) (B.10)

an1+1,n2−2 = 2n1

[
δ21 − 3δ22 − 24δ2 +∆∆∆2 + 2h2 − 2h(−δ1 +∆∆∆+ 2n1) + 4n2

1 − 4δ1n1

− 12n2
2 + 12δ2n2 + 48n2 − 50

]
(B.11)

an1+1,n2−1 = −4n1(−δ2 + 2n2 − 3)
[
δ21 − δ22 − 6δ2 +∆∆∆2 + 2h2 − 2h(−δ1 +∆∆∆+ 2n1)

+ 4n2
1 − 4δ1n1 − 4n2

2 + 4δ2n2 + 12n2 − 10
]

(B.12)

an1+1,n2 = −n1

[
2δ1∆∆∆+ δ21 − δ22 − 4δ2 +∆∆∆2 + 4n2

1 − 4n1(δ1 +∆∆∆)− 4n2
2

+ 4(δ2 + 2)n2 − 4
][

− 2δ1∆∆∆+ δ21 − δ22 − 4δ2 +∆∆∆2 + 4h2 (B.13)

− 4h(−δ1 +∆∆∆+ 2n1) + 4n2
1 + 4n1(∆∆∆− δ1)− 4n2

2 + 4δ2n2 + 8n2 − 4
]

C Derivation of the relation (5.60)

To prove eq. (5.60) it is convenient to start by rewriting the four-point bubble integral
eq. (5.40) as

A4-bub =

∫
AdS

dX1dX2dX3E∆1(P1, X1)E∆2(P2, X1)δ
(d+1)(X1, X3)G∆(X3, X2)

×G∆′(X3, X2)E∆3(P3, X2)E∆4(P4, X2) , (C.1)

and use the spectral representation Ωc(X1, X3) of the delta-function as given in eq. (A.4).
We may then follow section 5.4 and derive the explicit expression for W4-bub, but here we
keep the bulk integrals explicit. We define the spectral Mellin amplitude M as

M4-bub(s) =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

M (c, s) , (C.2)
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such that M ∝ cW4-bub. The integral on the left hand side of eq. (5.60) is proportional to
the integral of c2kM ,

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi c

2k+1W4-bub(c, s)

πhΓ(h)Γ
(
∆1234

2 − h
)
Γ
(
∆12−s

2

)
Γ
(
∆34−s

2

) =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

c2kM (c, s) . (C.3)

It is also useful to consider this family of four-point bubble integrals,

A2k
4-bub =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

∫
[dδij ]c2kM (c, δij)

4∏
i<j

Γ(δij)

P
δij
ij

; (C.4)

the original integral A4-bub corresponds to k = 0. To proceed, we will convert powers of c2

into differential operators acting on the spectral function Ωc, and then use conformal Ward
identities so that these operators eventually act on boundary data.

The detailed calculation uses techniques that resemble those in Ref. [8]. Let us recall
the definition of conformal generators acting on bulk and boundary points,

DAB
X =

1√
2

(
XA ∂

∂XB
−XB ∂

∂XA

)
,

DAB
i =

1√
2

(
PA
i

∂

∂Pi,B
− PB

i

∂

∂Pi,A

)
, (C.5)

and of their contractions,

D2
X = DX ·DX = −∇2

X , Dij = (Di +Dj)
2 = D2

i + 2Di ·Dj +D2
j . (C.6)

The spectral function satisfies the identity

c2Ωc(X1, X3) = −(D2
X1

− h2)Ωc(X1, X3) . (C.7)

Integration by parts allows us to move the derivatives onto the bulk-boundary propagators,∫
dX1E∆1(P1, X1)E∆2(P2, X1)

[
D2

X1
Ωc(X1, X3)

]
=

∫
dX1D

2
X1

[
E∆1(P1, X1)E∆2(P2, X1)

]
Ωc(X1, X3) . (C.8)

The conformal Ward identity implies that

D2
X

[
E∆1(P1, X)E∆2(P2, X)

]
= D12

[
E∆1(P1, X)E∆2(P2, X)

]
, (C.9)
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such that the derivatives are now acting on boundary points. Therefore, we have the relation

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

∫
[dδij ]c2kM (c, s)

4∏
i<j

Γ(δij)

P
δij
ij

= −(D12 − h2)

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

∫
[dδij ]c2k−2M (c, s)

4∏
i<j

Γ(δij)

P
δij
ij

. (C.10)

Note that M (c, s) only depends on the Mandelstam variable s, which is related to the
Mellin variable δ12 through

δ12 =
∆12 − s

2
. (C.11)

At four points, there are two independent Mellin variables, and we choose them to be δ12
and δ23. Acting D12 on 1/P

δij
ij will shift the exponents. We can counter-act this effect by

shifting the Mellin variables such that the Mellin integral remains in the same form. This
procedure will shift the argument in M (c, s). Working out the algebra on the right hand
side, we can rewrite eq. (C.10) as

∫
[dδij ]c2kM (c, s)

4∏
i<j

Γ(δij)

P
δij
ij

=

∫
[dδij ]c2k−2

[
(s− h)2M (c, s)− (s−∆12)(s−∆34)M (c, s− 2)

] 4∏
i<j

Γ(δij)

P
δij
ij

. (C.12)

Note that M (c, s) and W4-bub(c, s) differ by an overall factor, see eq. (C.3). If we change
to W4-bub(c, s), then the overall factor will absorb the extra factor in the second term of
the above equation while s is shifted. This gives us the desired relation

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

c2k+1W4-bub(c, s) =

i∞∫
−i∞

dc
2πi

c2k−1
[
(s− h)2W4-bub(c, s)− 4W4-bub(c, s− 2)

]
,

(C.13)

and we have derived eq. (5.60).
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